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United States 
of America 


Congressional Record 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 77” CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION 


SENATE 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 1, 1942 


(Legislative day of Monday, June 29, 
1942) 


The Senate met in executive session at 
11 o’clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

Rev. Frederick Brown Harris, D. D., 
minister, Foundry Methodist Church, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 


God of our fathers, known of old, 
God of our far-flung battle line, 
In the fight to make men free— 


Our fathers trusted in Thee and were 
not confounded. In Thee we trust. Out 
of the depths do we cry unto Thee. Thou 
knowest all the way by which we have 
come. Thou knowest the anxious path- 
way our feet are now treading. Thou 
knowest the unbeaten track before us. 
We do not ask to see life’s distant 
scenes—one step enough—enough for us 
the blessed assurance Thou art the love 
that never forgets, the light that never 
fails, and the life that never ends. May 
that divine love and light and life awaken 
within us the spirit of amity and under- 
standing which has no frontier, which 
knows nothing of border or breed or 
birth. 

Lead us to a collective life for human- 
ity, just and merciful and full of joy. 
Give to us eyes that are clear enough and 
hearts that are big enough for the social 
reconstruction, for the daring, brotherly 
feats of generous good will which shall 
yet turn human life into a glad, gracious, 
and triumphant fraternity around this 
warworn world. With eyes ever on that 
beckoning goal, with faith undimmed 
and undismayed, with hope that sends 
a shining ray far down the future's 
broadening way, may we put into the 
fugitive fragments of every day such 
quality of work that shall make us un- 
ashamed when the day is over and all 
the days are done. We ask it in that 
name which is above every name. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the 
calendar day Tuesday, June 30, 1942, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was ap- 
proved, 
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CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. HILL, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. à 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The clerk 
will call the roll, 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Gerry Radcliffe 
Andrews Gillette Reed 

Bailey Green Rosier 

Ball Hatch Russell 
Bankhead Hayden Schwartz 
Barbour Herring Shipstead 
Barkley Hill Smathers 
Bilbo Hughes Smith 
Bridges Johnson, Calif. Stewart 
Burton Taft 

Butler Lucas ‘Thomas, Idaho 
Byrd ‘Thomas, Okla. 
Capper McKellar Thomas, Utah 
Caraway MeN: n 
Chandler Maybank 

Chavez Mead 

Clark, Idaho Millikin Vandenberg 
Clark, Mo. Murdock Wagner 
Connally Murray Walsh 
Danaher Norris White 

Davis Nye Wiley 
Downey O'Mahoney Willis 
Ellender Pepper 


Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ators from Washington [Mr. Bone and 
Mr. WALLGREN], the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Brown], the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. BuLow], the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. BUNKER], the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. DoxeEY], the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE], the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, GUF- 
FEY], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Hucues], the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Jounson], the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. KILGORE], the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. MALONEY], the Senator 
from Arizona [Mr. MCFARLAND], the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. O’DanteEt], the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Overton], the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. REYN- 
otps], the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
SPENCER], the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Van Nuys], and the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. WHEELER] are necessarily ab- 
sent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. HotmAn] and the Senator 
from New Hampshire (Mr. Topey] are 
absent on public business. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. AUS- 
TIN], the Senator from Maine [Mr. BREW- 
STER], the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Brooxs], the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Lancer], the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopcr], and the Senator 


from South Dakota [Mr. Gurney] are 
necessarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-eight 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 


PETITIONS 


As in legislative session, 
Petitions were laid before the Senate, 
or presented, and referred as indicated: 


By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

A petition of sundry citizens of Wayne- 
town, Ind., praying for the enactment of the 
bill (S. 860) to provide for the common de- 
fense in relation to the sale of alcoholic liq- 
uors to the members of the land and naval 
forces of the United States and to provide 
for the suppression of vice in the vicinity 
of military camps and naval establishments; 
ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A letter in the nature of a petition, signed 
by the clerk of the Church of the Brethren, 
of Topeka, Kans., on behalf of the congrega- 
tion of the church, praying for the prompt 
enactment of the bill (S. 860) to provide for 
the common defense in relation to the sale of 
alcoholic liquors to the members of the land 
and naval forces of the United States and to 
provide for the suppression of vice in the 
vicinity of military camps and naval estab- 
lishments; ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

Petitions anc papers in the nature of peti- 
tions, numerously signed, of sundry citizens 
and organizations, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the enactment of the bill (S. 860) 
to provide for the common defense in relation 
to the sale of alcoholic liquors to the mem- 
bers of the land and naval forces of the 
United States and to provide for the sup- 
pression of vice in the vicinity of military 
camps and naval establishments; ordered to 
lie on the table. 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 

A petition of sundry citizens, members of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Cambridge, Md., praying for the enactment 
of pending legislation to prohibit the sale of 
alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice in the 
vicinity of military camps and naval estab- 
lishments; ordered to lie on the table. 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. TRUMAN, from the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce: 

John W. Scott, of Indiana, to be a member 
of the Federal Power Commission for the 
term expiring June 22, 1947 (reappointment). 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Several postmasters. 

By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: 

Sam E. Woods, of Mississippi, now a For- 
eign Service officer of class 1 and a secretary 
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in the Diplomatic Service, to be also a 
consul general. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


As in legislative session, 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. MAYBANK, from the Committee on 
Immigration: 

5. 2276. A bill for the relief of Max Delfiner 
and his wife Evy (Ewa); without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1531). 

By Mr. RUSSELL (for Mr. Spencer), from 
the Committee on Immigration: 

H.R. 4604. A bill for the relief of Doris 
Mongol Rai; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1532); and 

H.R.5819. A bill directing the Attorney 
General to record the lawful admittance for 
permanent residence of Vivian Chang; with- 
out amendment (Rept. No. 1533). 

By Mr. LUCAS, from the Committee to Au- 
dit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate: 

H. R.7297. A bill authorizing the assign- 
ment of personnel from departments or 
agencies in the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment to certain investigating committees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
and for other purposes; without amendment. 


REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF EXECU- 
TIVE PAPERS 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select 
Committee on the Disposition of Execu- 
tive Papers, to which were referred, for 
examination and recommendation, three 
lists of records transmitted to the Senate 
by the Archivist of the United States, 
which appeared to have no permanent 
value or historical interest, submitted re- 
ports thereon pursuant to law. 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


As in legislative session, 

Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on June 
30, 1942, that committee presented to the 
President of the United States the en- 
rolled bill (S. 2586) to amend sections 1 
and 3 of the act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the President to requisition cer- 
tain articles and materials for the use of 
the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved October 10, 1940 (54 
Stat. 1090), to continue the act in effect 
during the existing war, and for other 
purposes. 

WARTIME VOTING BY ABSENT MEMBERS 

OF LAND AND NAVAL FORCES—AMEND- 

MENT 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. ROSIER submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill (H. R. 7223) to provide for a method 
of voting, in time’ of war, by members of 
the land and naval forces absent from the 
States of their residence and serving 
within the continental United States, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections and ordered to 
be printed. 


THE SWASTIKA IN THE NEAR EAST— 
ADDRESS BY SENATOR GREEN 
{Mr. WAGNER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address en- 
titled “The Swastika in the Near East,” de- 
livered by Senator Green on Tuesday, June 
30, 1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 
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LOUIS D. BRANDEIS COLONY IN PALES- 
TINE—ADDRESS BY SENATOR WAGNER 
[Mr. WAGNER asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by him at the founders’ dinner for 
the Louis D. Brandeis Colony in Palestine, 
delivered on June 17, 1942, at the Hotel Com- 
modore, in New York City, N. Y., which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 

ADDRESS BY SENATOR MEAD BEFORE 
NEW YORK STATE CHRISTIAN EN- 
DEAVOR UNION 
[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the Recorp an address deliv- 

ered by him at the thirty-fourth annual con- 
vention of the New York State Christian En- 

deavor Union, at Buffalo, N. Y., on June 27, 

1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 


ERSATZ THINKING MUST GO—ADDRESS 
BY SENATOR WILEY 

[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an address 
entitled “Ersatz Thinking Must Go,” de- 
livered by him on June 22, 1942, before the 
Wisconsin State Veterinary Association con- 
vention at the Hotel Northern, Chippewa 
Falls, Wis., which appears in the Appendix.] 
VISIT OF WINSTON CHURCHILL TO FORT 

JACKSON 

[Mr. MAYBANK asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an article 
entitled “Fort Jackson Puts on Show for 
Churchill,” published in the Columbia (S. C.) 


State of June 28, 1942, which appears in the 
Appendix. ] 


REALLOCATION AND RECLASSIFICATION 
OF CERTAIN POSITIONS IN THE NA- 
TIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, last 
evening when the conference report on 
House bill 7181 was adopted I wanted 
particularly to be present, but of neces- 
sity I was detained elsewhere, so was pre- 
cluded from making the inquiries I de- 
sired to make of the chairman of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations [Mr. McCarran] who han- 
dled the bill on the floor, and who sub- 
mitted the conference report. 

Some years ago the Congress, with the 
approval of the President, passed the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, the author of 
which was the distinguished senior Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. WAGNER]. 
This act, Mr. President, has been re- 
ferred to on numerous occasions as the 
magna carta of labor. In my opinion, 
when it is so styled it is correctly styled. 
I think the provision for collective bar- 
gaining for labor by representatives of 
labor’s own choosing, as provided in the 
act, is the cornerstone of the rights of 
labor. It is the bulwark of liberty for 
labor. But, Mr. President, there were 
Members of Congress, both on the Sen- 
ate side and on the House side, who were 
opposed to the National Labor Relations 
Act. They were opposed to its passage, 
and they have been opposed to it from 
the time of its passage to the present 
day. 

After the passage of the act it was 
haled into court time and time again. 
A considerable group of so-called big 
lawyers throughout the United States 
advised their clients that the act was un- 
constitutional, and advised them to dis- 
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regard it. Later the act was brought 
before the Supreme Court of the United 
States and declared to be constitutional. 
The enemies of this act of Congress did 
not like that decision by the Supreme 
Court, and they began in other ways to 
attack the National Labor Relations Act, 
Action sponsored by enemies of the act 
was begun in the House of Representa- 
tives, to investigate the act and to in- 
vestigate the administration of the act. 
A resolution was adopted by the House 
creating a committee to conduct such an 
investigation. I happened to be a mem- 
ber of that committee, appointed, I as- 
sume, because of my friendly attitude 
toward labor. I believed before the 
committee concluded its work that I 
knew the purpose of the investigation. 
The purpose of the investigation, spon- 
sored, in my opinion, by enemies of the 
act was, if possible, to emasculate and to 
do away with it. 

After the investigation was concluded, 
there were offered to the National Labor 
Relations Act amendments which, if 
adopted, would have emasculated and, in 
my opinion, absolutely ruined and de- 
stroyed it, so far as labor is concerned. 
Happily the amendments were never 
adopted by the Congress, and the act re- 
mains today as it was passed, still the 
bulwark of labor, still the magna carta 
and the cornerstone of the rights of 
labor throughout the United States. 


The enemies of the National Labor Re- 
lations Act, however, have never ceased 
for 1 minute to keep sniping at it, to 
keep boring from within wherever the 
opportunity presented itself. Failing in 
having the act declared unconstitutional, 
failing in having amendments adopted 
which would have emasculated and de- 
stroyed the act, now it is my opinion that 
the enemies of the National Labor Rela- 
tions Act are still sniping away in an 
effort to hamstring, to impede, and to co- 
erce and cajole the Board which has the 
responsibility of administering the act. 

When I was a Member of the House 
of Representatives, in connection with a 
certain appropriation bill an Appropria- 
tions Committee report was submitted to 
the House, and in the committee report 
the committee called the attention of the 
National Labor Relations Board to a cer- 
tain section or division which was set up 
by the Board and told the Board it had 
to get rid of that particular section or 
division. At that time I took the floor in 
the House and condemned that kind of 
legislative procedure. 

Congress can act under the Constitu- 
tion by amendment of the law or by re- 
peal of the law. When a proper amend- 
ment is laid before either House of Con- 
gress, the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives have a right to vote and to 
pass judgment on the amendment or re- 
peal of an act. But when Members of 
Congress and committees of Congress re- 
sort to committee reports for the pur- 
pose of changing policy or for the pur- 
pose of controlling a board, then I say, 
Mr. President, that instead of following 
the democratic way of legislation an at- 
tempt is made by indirection to do what 
could not be done by direct legislative 
action. 
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I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to what has happened in connection 
with the appropriation bill the confer- 
ence report on which was adopted last 
evening. A year ago, when the appropri- 
ation bill for the same agency came be- 
fore the House of Representatives, rep- 
resentatives of the National Labor Re- 
lations Board appeared before the House 
committee and pointed out the necessity 
of reallocation of certain positions and 
reclassification, not only of positions in 
Washington, but of field positions. The 
competitive situation which had arisen in 
all agencies of Government had resulted 
in a big turn-over of employees in nearly 
every agency of the Government. There 
was competition among agencies for the 
most competent employees. Congress has 
enacted not only the National Labor Re- 
lations Act, but also a Civil Service Act. 
It has enacted a Classification Act, under 
which the departments of Government 
should function, and which Congress 
knows is the law of the land. 

The representatives of the National 
Labor Relations Board laid their case be- 
fore the subcommittee of the other House 
of Congress, but were told that until the 
employees came under the civil-service 
law the funds requested would not be 
provided. This is about what hap- 
pened—and I now read from a memoran- 
dum from the National Labor Relations 
Board: 


MEMORANDUM ON AMENDMENT NO. 28 OF THE 
BILL H. R. 7181 AS PASSED BY THE SENATE 


The National Labor Relations Board is par- 
ticularly disturbed by amendment No. 28 of 
the conference report on the Labor-Federal 
Security bill, in which the Senate conferees 
receded to the House, thereby eliminating a 
$46,000 item relating to classification of field 
positions. It fears that unless this item is 
restored it will be required, by language in the 
House committee report, to reduce the salaries 
of a considerable number of its important 
field personnel to levels below those generally 
paid for comparable services by other agencies 
and below the levels paid by the Board to 
subordinate employees in the same offices, 
The result of any such action would be the 
inevitable loss of key employees and catas- 
trophic to the Board's operations. 

The House committee action was taken be- 
cause of the Board's asserted disregard of the 
will of Congress in reallocating the positions 
of these field employees. The issue arose out 
of the report of the House committee last 
year refusing to approve funds for realloca- 
tion of positions either in Washington or in 
the field, and pointing out that “If and when 
the employees of the National Labor Relations 
Board become a part of the regular civil- 
service establishment of the Government by 
ie terms of the President’s Executive order 

* ©” a request for funds for the pur- 
Stes might appropriately be made to the defi- 
ciency committee. The Comptroller General 
thereafter ruled that reallocations of Wash- 
ington positions made by the Civil Service 
Commission were mandatory upon the Board, 
and that reallocations of field positions was 
discretionary with the Board, provided no 
deficiency was created thereby. The Commis- 
sion having reallocated Washington positions, 
and the President having, on December 30, 
1941, accepted the Board’s recommendation 
which covered into competitive classified civil 
service the field staff here involved, the Board 
felt that any objections expressed in the 
House committee report had been entirely 
removed. The Board had no possibility of 
securing the suggested acquiescence of the 
deficiency committee in the proposed field 
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reallocations for the reason that it had a sur- 
plus of funds available. Thus, in the best of 
faith and to preserve efficient administration 
of the act, the Board reallocated certain field 
positions—the cost of these reallocations be- 
ing, roughly, the amount which has now been 
stricken by the House. 


In other words, last year when the 
Board asked for additional funds for the 
reallocation and reclassification of posi- 
tions, the House committee said in sub- 
stance: “If and when the employees of 
the National Labor Relations Board come 
within the Civil Service Act, then you 
may come before the deficiency com- 
mittee and ask for additional funds to 
take care of the reallocations.” 


The Board, in good faith, believed that — 


if and when the employees of the Board 
were brought within the civil-service law 
the subcommittee of the House would 
have no objection to the reallocation and 
reclassification of positions. Had it not 
had surplus funds, of course, the Board 
would have had to come to the deficiency 
committee and ask for additional funds; 
but not having to do so, the Board as- 
sumed that, its employees then being 
within the civil-service law, there was no 
reason for not making the reallocations. 
The reallocations were made; and this 
year when the National Labor Relations 
Board appeared before the subcommit- 
tee of the House handling its appropria- 
tion bill, $46,000 which the Board re- 
quested was denied. As stated in the re- 
port of the House committee, on page 23 
of House Report No. 2200, of the Seventy- 
seventh Congress, second session, it was 
denied for the following reasons: 


Last year the Board requested funds for 
the reallocation of a number of field posi- 
tions. Inasmuch as these reallocations were 
not mandatory under the law and were 
purely discretionary with the Board, the 
Congress refused to provide funds for such 
reallocations, It now develops that the 
Board has, in complete disregard of the ac- 
tion of the Congress, reallocated field posi- 
tions at a total annual cost of $46,000. The 
Board attempted without success to justify 
the action on the ground that the Comp- 
troller General had ruled that the realloca- 
tions in question were mandatory. The rul- 
ing of the Comptroller General does not bear 
out this contention. The committee has 
made a reduction of $46,000, the amount pro- 
posed to be expended for the additional sal- 
aries due on account of these discretionary 
reclassifications. 

This is the second occasion within 2 years 
in which the National Labor Relations 
Board has expended funds for a purpose 
denied by action of the Congress. The com- 
mittee desires to express the hope that it will 
not again be confronted with disregard of 
the direct mandate of Congress by this 
agency. 

An examination of the business methods 
of the Board indicates that it is the practice 
of the Board to leave a large part of the ad- 
ministrative responsibility to subordinate of- 
ficials. The committee believes that some 
member of the Board should be charged with 
responsibility for direct supervision of ad- 
ministrative matters and suggests that con- 
sideration be given by the Board to placing 
this responsibility on some one of its 
members, 


How can anybody who believes in the 
separation of powers under the Consti- 
tution of the United States, which is 
supposed to guide the actions of Con- 
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gress, approve this type of thing? The 
legislative branch of the Government, by 
means of a committee report, seeks to 
project itself into the administration of 
the laws which we enact. Is that what 
the Constitution intended? Is that dem- 
ocratic government? Does that conform 
to the separation of powers provided for 
by the Constitution? Or is it an attempt 
on the part of the legislature—or at 
least a part of the legislative branch— 
to reach out by means of a committee 
report and project itself into the admin- 
istration of the law? 

Mr. President, it was not intended that 
this branch of the Government should 
be the administrator of the law any more 
than it was intended that we should be 
the interpreter of the law, which latter 
function was devolved upon the judiciary 
by the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hit 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
Utah yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Let me say to the 
Senator from Utah that the item to 
which he refers—an item of some 
$46,000—was a matter which was dealt 
with by the House of Representatives, 
through its Appropriations Committee. 
The Appropriations Committee of the 
House specifically directed the method of 
spending that money, which it had a per- 
fect right to do. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator says 
that the action of the House directed how 
the money should be expended. 

Mr. McCARRAN. If the Congress of 
the United States has not the right and 
the obligation specifically to direct that 
money shall be expended only in a certain 
way, then what is the function of the 
Congress as regards control of the money 
in the Treasury? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I am in full agree- 
ment with the Senator that it is the func- 
tion of Congress to direct how money 
shall be expended, but Congress should 
act by legislation and not by a committee 
report, as is attempted in this instance. 

Mr. McCARRAN. That is correct. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But I say that Con- 
gress can function in only one way, and 
that is by legislation and not by com- 
mittee reports, 

Mr, McCARRAN. I ask the Senator 
to let me conclude my statement; I do 
n care to interrupt the Senator too 
ong. 

The House of Representatives made its 
direction as to how the money should be 
expended. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Where can we find 
that? Certainly it is not to be found in 
the appropriation bill, 

Mr. McCARRAN. My information is 
tkat it was contained in the current ap- 
propriation bill—that is, the appropria- 
tion bill for 1942. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The very point I 
want to make, Mr. President, has to do 
with that suggestion. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I ask the Senator to 
let me conclude. 

The direction contained in the House 
appropriation bill was not carried out; 
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so the House Appropriations Committee 
refused to put the item into the bill this 
time. 

When the bill came over to the sub- 
committee of which I have the honor of 
being the chairman, the item of $46,000 
was restored. Nevertheless, we realized 
at the time we restored the item that the 
National Labor Relations Board had not 
carried out the specific instruction given 
to it by the House of Representatives the 
previous year. Realizing that, we won- 
dered if the item would hold its place 
when the bill was considered in confer- 
ence. The House committee was quite 
adamant. I could not altogether blame 
the Members of the House, because I 
thought they had correctly directed the 
expenditure of the public money and 
that their direction had not been carried 
out. 

It seems to me that the able Senator 
from Utah misdirects his speech when 
he says that the appropriation bills are 
not drawn up in a democratic manner. 
There is no way to draw up an appro- 
priation bill except through a committee 
which makes a study of the items of the 
bill, as the Senate committee did, and 
which, judging from the report, the 
House committee did. That being true, 
the item was not carried in the bill, be- 
cause it was stricken in conference, 
which, as the Senator knows, is fre- 
quently done. However, the action taken 
will not impair the functions of the Board, 
nor if the committee had believed that it 
would permanently impair the functions 
of the National Labor Relations Board 
would we have consented to having the 
item stricken. The National Labor Re- 
lations Board will go on. Congress will 
take care of it in its own way; but these 
boards must learn that the Congress is 
charged with the responsibility of taking 
care of the moneys obtained from the 
taxpayers of the country and of directing 
the expenditure of those moneys along 
lines for which Congress is responsible. 
When that is not done, Congress has 
failed in its obligation. 

The Senator is making a splendid 
speech along lines with which the chair- 
man of the Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee is entirely sympathetic. We are 
entirely sympathetic with the work of 
the National Labor Relations Board, and 
would not for a moment permit its activ- 
ties to cease. We stand very much in 
favor of all it has done, and believe that 
it has done a valuable work; but the 
dropping of an item of $46,000 out of a 
total of $2,174,000 will not impair the 
efficiency of the Board’s work. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I am 
always happy to yield to the Senator 
from Nevada, but I cannot agree with him 
that any committee of Congress has the 
right to instruct a board or an adminis- 
trative agency of the Government how it 
shall spend money unless such report is 
acted upon by the Congress itself. 

Now let us look at the appropriation 
as it is carried in the bill. What does it 
say? What does it direct? I shall read 
the clause of the appropriation bill to 
which I refer: 


TITLE IV. NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 

Salaries: For three Board members of the 
National Labor Relations Board and other 
personal services of the Board in the District 
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of Columbia and elsewhere necessary in per- 
forming the duties imposed by law or in 
pursuance of law, * * +, 


The point I make is that the National 
Labor Relations Board was created by 
the Congress of the United States, and 
in the law creating it we told the mem- 
bers of the Board what their duties were. 
We establish the policy. We write the 
law; and we turn it over to the adminis- 
trative agency and say, “Here is the law; 
now go ahead and administer it accord- 
ing to its terms.” We also say in the 
appropriation bill—and properly and 
correctly and constitutionally—“Spend 
this money in strict accordance with the 
law.” So long as we legislate in that 
manner we are legislating as the Con- 
stitution intended. So long as we legis- 
late in that manner I have no criticism; 
but I say that an appropriations com- 
mittee has just as much right to write in 
its report, when appropriating for the 
judiciary, a provision to the effect that 
“If you do not decide cases in a certain 
way we shall cut off your appropriations 
the next time you come to us.” I say 
that if we can by committee report con- 
trol the functions of an administrative 
board by cutting its appropriation, then 
the same principle will hold true insofar 
as the judiciary of the United States is 
concerned. 

How many Senators here today, I ask, 
have read the report submitted by the 
Appropriations Committee of tue House? 
How many Senators know what direction 
is contained in it with reference to the 
expenditure of money? If all Senators 
read the reports of the House and do all 
the work that they are called upon to do 
as Senators, I am surprised. I doubt 
that there are 10 Senators, other than 
those on the Appropriations Committee, 
who know what is contained in the House 
report. Isay, Mr. President, that when- 
ever a committee of this Congress, 
whether of the Senate or of the House, 
attempts by committee report to ham- 
string and to impede the administration 
of the laws of the country, then its mem- 
bers are attempting to do by indirection 
what they cannot do by direct legislation. 

They could not repeal the National 
Labor Relations Act today. They could 
not amend the National Labor Relations 
Act as the enemies of the act want to 
amend it. So another course is adopted, 
namely, to direct by committee report 
how the law shall be administered. 
What opportunity did the Senate have— 
what opportunity did I, as a Senator, 
have—to pass upon the particular com- 
mittee report submitted by the House 
Appropriations Committee? None at all. 
The appropriation item requires that the 
money shall be spent as directed in the 
law, yet the Board, according to the 
belief and the action of some Members 
of Congress, instead of looking to the law 
for instructions as to how the funds shall 
be expended, must refer to some com- 
mittee report in order to find out what 
is the law. 

Mr. President, I ask if any such pro- 
cedure as that was ever contemplated by 
the Constitution of the United States or 
by the framers thereof? If the admin- 
istration of our laws could be controlled 
by that method, how easy it would be 
and how simple for an Appropriations 
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Committee to change entirely the policy 
of the law. When we reach out by com- 
mittee report to say how the law is to be 
administered, who shall be appointed, and 
who shall not be appointed, then the 
legislative branch of the Government is 
projecting itself into the administrative 
branch of the Government, and such 
procedure was never intended by those 
who framed the Constitution. 

I believe that the members of the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board, without 
any question and acting in the best of 
faith, assumed that when the employees 
of the Board were covered into the civil- 
service law, the Board, even under the 
action of the House Committee on Ap- 
propriations, then had a right to make 
the reallocations which were made. If 
the reallocations do not stand, and if 
what the Board has done has to be set 
aside, then we shall find that subordi- 
nates are receiving more than is received 
by men in key positioms in the field. 
Chaos and confusion result when that 
type of legislative procedure is adhered 
to instead of following the law as passed 
a Sa and approved by the Presi- 

ent. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that I 
care to say anything further on this mat- 
ter; but I think the procedure which has 
been followed is dangerous, I think that 
whenever we try to control administra- 
tive agencies by direction of committee 
reports instead of by the law itself, we 
are doing something we have no right to- 
do. If any member of the National Labor 
Relations Board or of any other admin- 
istrative board violates the law, if he ex- 
pends money contrary to law, there is a 
remedy to take care of that situation; 
there is a way to get at him; but when 
the administration of the law is confused 
by telling administrative agencies that 
they must not only look to the law but 
must look to the reports of committees of 
the House and Senate, and elect, if there 
is a conflict between the two, whether 
to follow the law or follow the commit- 
tee report, how can we know and how 
can any board of the Government know 
what the law is? If, instead of looking 
to the law itself, they have to advert to 
reports to guide their action, is there 
any Senator who will say that that is 
correct procedure, and that that is what 
should be done? We direct them, in one 
instance, to administer the law as we 
have written it; we provide money in the 
appropriation bills to be expended ac- 
cording to the law; but the practice of 
telling boards that they must conform to 
committee reports has created confusion 
not only in this instance but in others. 

I maintain, Mr. President, that it is a 
dangerous procedure, and one that should 
be stopped. 

The National Labor Relations Board is 
faced today with the question of what is 
the law? What are the rules to guide 
the administration of the act? Shall 
they look to the civil-service laws in re- 
allocating positions and reclassifying 
them or shall they go back to reports of 
some committee of Congress? The 
Comptroller General held that it was 
mandatory to reallocate and reclassify 
positions in Washington. He held that 
it was within the discretion of the board 
to reallocate positions in the field, pro- 
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vided a deficiency was not thereby cre- 
ated. So the Board proceeded to reallo- 
cate the positions, thinking that when 
the President by Executive order covered 
those employees into the civil service, 
then, even under the provisions of the 
House report, they had a right to go 
ahead and act accordingly. Now, how- 
ever, they are told by the House com- 
mittee in the present report, “You did 
not obey us last year, and, for that rea- 
son, you shall not have the funds you re- 
quest this year.” 

The Senate committee, after hearing 
the members of the Board, restored the 
$46,000 requested by the National Labor 
Relations Board. I assume, as a Senator, 
that they justified the request before the 
Senate committee, or else the Senate 
committee would not have acted afirma- 
tively on the request; but when the Sen- 
ate conferees go into conference with the 
House conferees and recede from the 
amendment, as they had a perfect right 
to do—and I do not criticize their action 
in the least—the Board is left, as indi- 
cated by the memorandum from the 
Board which I read, in confusion as to 
whether or not they shall follow the civil 
service law and the Classification Act 
in reallocating positions or whether they 
shall adhere to a committee report. 

Mr. President, I apologize for taking so 
much time this morning on this question, 
but, to me, it is important; it is some- 
thing that should be looked into; and I 
hope that in the future the action of Con- 
gress and the action of our administra- 
tive agencies will be controlled by the 
law and not by the reports of committees, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. 7319) making 
supplemental appropriations for the na- 
tional defense for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bill and joint resolu- 
tion, and they were signed by the Vice 
President: 

H.R.7181. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Labor, the Federal Se- 
curity Agency, and related independent agen- 
cies, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 329. Joint resolution extending 
the period for which overtime rates of com- 
pensation may be paid under certain acts, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


As in legislative session, 

The bill (H. R. 7319) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—AP- 
PROVAL OF A BILL 
Messages in writing from the President 


of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
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secretaries, who also announced that on 
June 27, 1942, the President had ap- 
proved and signed the act (S. 2455) to 
amend the act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide additional pay for personnel of the 
United States Navy assigned to duty on 
submarines and to diving duty,” to in- 
clude additional pay for diving in depths 
of less than 90 feet under certain condi- 
tions, and for other purposes. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senáte messages from the President of 
the United States submitting several 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 


SAVINGS UNDER RENEGOTIATION OF 
CONTRACTS 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will occupy just a 
moment, 

On April 28, 1942, the President ap- 
proved the National Defense Act con- 
taining many diverse proposals concern- 
ing the negotiation of contracts. Among 
them was section 403 (a) which I ask to 
have printed at this point in the RECORD, 
as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the section 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Sec. 403. (a) For the purposes of this sec- 
tion, the term “Department” means the War 
Department, the Navy Department, and the 
Maritime Commission, respectively; in the 
case of the Maritime Commission, the term 
“Secretary” means the Chairman of such 
Commission; and the terms “renegotiate” 
and “renegotiation” include the refixing by 
the Secretary of the Department of the con- 
tract price. For the purposes of subsections 
(d) and (e) of this section, the term “con- 
tract” includes a subcontract and the term 
“contractor” includes a subcontractor. 

(b) The Secretary of each Department is 
authorized and directed to insert in any 
contract for an amount in excess of $100,000 
hereafter made by such Department (1) & 
provision for the renegotiation of the con- 
tract price at a period or periods when, in 
the judgment of the Secretary, the profits 
can be determined with reasonable cer- 
tainty; (2) a provision for the retention by 
the United States or the repayment to the 
United States of (A) any amount of the 
contract price which is found as a result of 
such renegotiation to represent excessive 
profits and (B) an amount of the contract 
price equal to the amount of the reduction 
in the contract price of any subcontract un- 
der such contract pursuant to the renegotia- 
tion of such subcontract as provided in clause 
(3) of this subsection; and (3) a provision 
requiring the contractor to insert in each 
subcontract for an amount in excess of $100,- 
000 made by him under such contract (A) a 
provision for the renegotiation by such Secre- 
tary and the subcontractor of the contract 
price of the subcontract at a period or pe- 
riods when, in the judgment of the Secre- 
tary, the profits can be determined with rea- 
sonable certainty, (B) a provision for the 
retention by the United States or the repay- 
ment to the United States of any amount 
of the contract price of the subcontract which 
is found as a result of such renegotiation, to 
represent excessive profits, and (C) a pro- 
vision for relieving the contractor from any 
liability to the subcontractor on account of 
any amount so retained by or repaid to the 
United States. 

(c) The Secretary of each Department is 
authorized and directed, whenever in his 
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opinion excessive profits have been realized, 
or are likely to be realized, from any con- 
tract with such Department or from any sub- 
contract thereunder, (1) to require the con- 
tractor or subcontractor to renegotiate the 
contract price, (2) to withhold from the con- 
tractor or subcontractor any amount of the 
contract price which is found as a result of 
such renegotiation to represent excessive 
profits, and (3) in case any amount of the 
contract price found as a result of such re- 
negotiation to represent excessive profits 
shall have been paid to the contractor or sub- 
contractor, to recover such amount from such 
contractor or subcontractor. Such contrac- 
tor or subcontractor shall be deemed to be 
indebted to the United States for any amount 
which such Secretary is authorized to recover 
from such contractor or subcontractor under 
this subsection, and such Secretary may 
bring actions in the appropriate courts of 
the United States to recover such amount on 
behalf of the United States. All amounts 
recovered under this subsection shall be cov- 
ered into the Treasury as miscellaneous re- 
ceipts. This subsection shall be applicable 
to all contracts and subcontracts hereafter 
made and to all contracts and subcontracts 
heretofore made, whether or not such con- 
tracts or subcontracts contain a renegotia- 
tion or recapture clause, provided that final 
payment pursuant to such contract or sub- 
contract has not been made prior to the 
date of enactment of this act. 

(d) In renegotiating a contract price or 
determining excessive profits for the purposes 
of this section, the Secretaries of the respec- 
tive Departments shall not make any allow- 
ance for any salaries, bonuses, or other com- 
pensation paid by a contractor to its officers 
or employees in excess of a reasonable amount, 
nor shall they make allowance for any ex- 
cessive reserves set up by the contractor or 
for any costs incurred by the contractor 
which are excessive and unreasonable. For 
the purpose of ascertaining whether such un- 
reasonable compensation has been or is being 
paid, or whether such excessive reserves have 
been or are being set up, or whether any ex- 
cessive and unreasonable costs have been or 
are being incurred, each such Secretary shall 
have the same powers with respect to any 
such contractor that an agency designated by 
the President to exercise the powers con- 
ferred by title XIII of the Second War Pow- 
ers Act, 1942, has with respect to any con- 
tractor to whom such title is applicable. In 
the interest of economy.and the avoidance of 
duplication of inspection and audit, the 
services of the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
shall, upon request of each such Secretary 
and the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, be made available to the extent 
determined by the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the purposes of making examinations and 
determinations with respect to profits under 
this section. 

(e) In addition to the powers conferred 
by existing law, the Secretary of each De- 
partment shall have the right to demand of 
any contractor who holds contracts with re- 
spect to which the provisions of this section 
are applicable in an aggregate amount in ex- 
cess of $100,000, statements of actual ‘costs 
of production and such other financial state- 
ments, at such times and in such form and 
detail, as such Secretary may require. Any 
person who willfully fails or refuses to fur- 
nish any statement required of him under 
this subsection, or who knowingly furnishes 
any such statement containing information 
which is false or misleading in any material 
respect, shall, upon conviction thereof, be 
punished by a fine of not more than $10,000 
or imprisonment for not more than 2 years, 
or both. The powers conferred by this sub- 
section shall be exercised in the case of any 
contractor by the Secretary of the Depart- 
ment holding the largest amount of such con- 
tracts with such contractor, or by such 
Secretary as may be mutually agreed to by 
the Secretaries concerned. 
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(f) The authority and discretion herein 
conferred upon the Secretary of each Depart- 
ment, in accordance with regulations pre- 
scribed by the President for the protection 
of the interests of the Government, may be 
delegated, in whole or in part, by him to such 
individuals or agencies in such Department 
as he may designate, and he may authorize 
such individuals or agencies to make further 
delegations of such authority and discretion. 

(g) If any provision of this section or the 
application thereof to any person or circum- 
stance is held invalid, the remainder of the 
section and the application of such provision 
to other persons or circumstances shall not be 
affected thereby. 

(h) This section shall remain in force 
during the continuance of the present war 
and for 3 years after the termination of the 
war, but no court proceedings brought under 
this section shall abate by reason of the ter- 
mination of the provisions of this section. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, this 
act was passed after many conferences 
with the departments named in the act 
and after the various departments had 
gone over it most carefully and felt that 
it would accomplish a great deal in the 
reduction of excessive prices fixed in the 
contracts. 

After the passage of the bill each of 
the several departments established a 
committee to investigate prices. The 
Army established a committee of five 
members, the Navy a committee of like 
number, the Maritime Commission a 
committee of four members. One of the 
members of each of these committees 
represents the W. P. B. 

These committees organized and began 
work immediately, and with the greatest 
success. The provisions of this act were 
primarily the work of the Senate Ap- 
propriations Committee, but they were 
drafted with the full cooperation of the 
several departments. In like manner, 
the several departments have cooperated 
to the fullest extent in carrying out the 
terms of the act. 

I desire to call the especial attention of 
the Senate to the fact that to date the 
measure has been attended with the 
greatest success. Already, as evidence 
of their good faith, many of the com- 
panies voluntarily have made reductions. 
Reductions to June 15 in the War De- 
partment alone total $556,997,514, and 
it is firmly believed that within a year 
more than a billion dollars will be saved. 
It must be said that the companies hav- 
ing contracts with the Government have 
shown the finest spirit of cooperation 
and reasonableness, and that the De- 
partment officials have been exceedingly 
vigilant and attentive in the enforcement 
of this act. 

Mr. President, in this connection, I 
have a report in the form of a letter from 
the Under Secretary of War, the Hon- 
orable Robert P. Patterson, which I shall 
read for the information of the Senate: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., June 30, 1942. 
Hon. KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear SENATOR: This letter is in answer 
to your oral inquiry of General Somervell 
with reference to the progress had in rene- 
gotiating contracts of the Department in ac- 
cordance with section 403 of the Sixth Sup- 
plemental Appropriation Act of 1942, 
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The Price Adjustment Board has inter- 
viewed many War Department contractors 
for the purpose of renegotiating contracts in 
which excessive profits were being received. 
Cooperation on the part of the contractors 
has, almost without exception, been excel- 
lent. Between April 15 and June 15, 1942, 
voluntary refunds and price reductions on 
existing contracts and reduced prices on new 
contracts entered into with existing War De- 
partment contractors arising, respectively, 
from renegotiation and negotiation, totaled 
$556,997,514. 

A large number of other contractors are 
presently under review by the Board. Con- 
ferences with these contractors and studies 
of their financial statements indicate prob- 
able refunds and price reductions on existing 
contracts and savings on new contracts to be 
entered into with those contractors in ex- 
cess of $500,000,000. 

As time goes on, the Board will expand the 
number of contractors reviewed and, it is 
hoped, will continue to obtain substantial 
savings for the War Department. 

Sincerely yours, 
ROBERT P. PATTERSON, 
Under Secretary of War. 


Mr. President, the Maritime Commis- 
sion, the Navy Department, and the 
W. P. B. have been asked for similar 
statements, and I am informed that the 
figures of savings made will be very large 
indeed. 

I wish to express my great appreciation 
to the departments for their very active 
cooperation in the manner of saving the 
Government these very large sums. 


A NEBRASKA FARMER'S OPINION OF GOV- 
ERNMENTAL POLICIES 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr, President, I have 
been impressed the last few days by the 
news release announcing the necessity of 
gathering fats in small quantities, even 
from every individual home in the Na- 
tion, which indicates the scarcity of some 
of the critical materials. In that connec- 
tion, I received a long letter this morning 
from one of the leading farmers of Ne- 
braska, stating, in farmer’s language, 
something in connection with the prob- 
lems which face us today. I want each 
Senator to have an opportunity to read 
the letter himself, and I therefore ask 
that it be printed in the Recorp following 
my remarks, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. HILL 
in the chair). Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


WEEPING WATER, NEBR., June 28, 1942. 
Senator HUGH BUTLER, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear HucH: Cannot resist writing you re- 
garding this grain “alky” situation, as I think 
our “wise men” have missed a most important 
argument for a Missouri Valley location of 
plants. That would be a most efficient and 
economical use of residue from grain mash 
in distilling as it is a very valuable feed for 
beef and dairy production, which are also as 
necessary and important as rubber and espe- 
cially so since the beef price ceiling has so 
depressed and discouraged future cattle feed- 
ing. Those appointed to dictate should know 
that the greatest stockyards, packing plants, 
terminal elevators, and rail and water trans- 
port stations include St. Paul, Sioux City, 
Omaha, St. Joseph, Kansas City, and St. Louis. 
This great Missouri Valley is the meeting 
place of the greatest grain crops and the 
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greatest cattle and hog production in the 
world, with the best of railroads, highways, 
river barge outlets, and is, furthermore, lo- 
cated in the middle of the United States. 

A similarly efficient and complete rubber- 
production system must be built along this 
valley, not only for the war emergency but 
more important for peacetime, for this foolish 
war is surely in vain unless it makes us “roll 
our own” rubber and sugar and chemicals 
and never again go 10,000 miles to trade with 
coolies while 13,000,000 of our own men sit idle 
eating “off sore” sugar and using Malay rub- 
ber. Think how European powers would de- 
velop a State like Kansas with unlimited 
wheat, oil, gas, coal, and so forth. What are 
we waiting for? This valley also has four 
great pipe lines of gas and oil from Kansas, 
Oklahoma, and Texas, together with Ne- 
braska’s little Tennessee Valley Authority. 
Td think Senator Norris would want that 
used. Finished synthetic rubber could go to 
Akron, to the Pacific coast, and to the cotton 
area in the South to be made into tires or 
anything else which was needed. We would 
have a short hau’ here on the grain, the cat- 
tle and hogs, and the mash and malt, using 
all present facilities for handling and pro- 
duction of grains, meats, and dairy products, 
without which no one can live, let alone fight 
10,000 miles away. It all looks to us like a 
simple location job for a real efficiency ex- 
pert, to be considered permanent. 

Now, as to the rank injustice of this low 
price ceiling on beef, as of the Lenten non- 
meat-eating time. They waited to spring it 
after we had paid $12 to $14 for feeders bought 
last October. In the meantime, labor cost 
has doubled, feed costs are up 20 percent, and 
now, just as all expense has been made and 
the cattle are about ready to sell, the ceiling 
takes off $2 a hundredweight, or almost 20 
percent, and in many cases means a loss. Of 
course, the feeder absorbs the loss, or does he! 
In our case, we have 800-pound to 900-pound 
creep-fed baby beeves. An order buyer told 
us they will bring $12. Last fall such calves 
brought $14. They are young, growing as 
well as fattening, and cculd well go on to 
1,100 pounds or 1,200 pounds as the quickest, 
most efficient way to make 300 pounds more 
beef since all feed, equipment, and what it 
takes is on the place. But why spend higher 
labor and higher feed to make more pounds 
at a still greater loss? No; we think we 
shall let the Hendersons, Wickards, and 
those who make the illegal ceilings and con- 
trols, also make the beef. It takes longer to 
make a valuable 1,200-pound steer than to 
make a useless 60,000-ton battleship. If 
these administration boards don’t know any 
more about making war than they are dis- 
playing about making beef and rubber, then 
God pity the rest of us. 

Also, this ceiling business robs every 4-H 
Baby Beef Club boy and girl of about $20, 
And now comes Joe Eastman trying to abolish 
their county fairs. But they let parimutuel 
horse and dog tracks run on forever. Plenty 
of rubber for gambling but none for legiti- 
mate food production. Why do beer and coke 
trucks have rubber for daily delivery, but 
bread and milk only on alternate days? 

We want to see this Congress take back a 
lot of powers they have thrown away. We 
want this administration to spend more time 
fighting Germans and Japs, and less time and 
orders fighting farmers and business and in- 
flation. Personally, we had just as well be 
inflated some as frozen to losses. 

Why ration sugar instead of liquor when 
they want alcohol, and also have surplus idle 
sugar lands at home, both beet and cane? 

Why ration the great gas surplus, when 
they want rubber but refuse to build pipe 
lines or grain “alky” rubber plants in the 
Missouri Valley? 

It is too screwy for Americans to under- 
stand. 
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There is one sure thing. If these con- 
scription draft boards don’t quit grabbing off 
the educated, skilled farm mananger-pro- 
ducer, a lot of people won’t be eating so 
regularly after a while. 

Some game, if you don't weaken! 

Sincerely yours, 
Cart E. DAY. 


CONSERVATION OF STEEL—LETTER FROM 
SENATOR WILEY 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I ask that 
there be printed in the body of the 
Recor a letter which I wrote on June 29 
to the Honorable Harry S. TRUMAN, 
chairman of the Special Committee to 
Investigate the National Defense Pro- 
gram. It relates to the subject of saving 
steel. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C., June 29, 1942. 
Hon. Harry S. TRUMAN, 
Chairman, Special Committee to Inves- 
tigate the National Defense Program, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator: On June 10, 1942, the War 
Production Board approved a 550-mile 24- 
inch steel pipe line from Longview, Tex., to 
Salem, Ill., designed to increase the flow of 
oil to the east coast and for the express pur- 
pose of delivering 300,000 barrels of oil a day 
to the Salem area for transshipment east by 
tank cars, barges, and Great Lakes tankers. 

It is my understanding that the proposal 
was approved by the War Production Board 
committee on the basis of a distinct under- 
standing that it would not interfere with the 
production of war matériel. 

Iam writing this letter at this time because 
I am convinced that this project will inter- 
fere with the war program and because I be- 
lieve that this entire problem comes within 
the province of your committee. 

In the first place, it is generally recognized 
that it will take about 150,000 tons of steel 
to construct this pipe line. It is my under- 
standing that the plans for the Texas-Salem 
line are only part of an over-all program which 
will extend the line from Salem to the east 
coast immediately upon completion of the 
Texas-Salem portion—thus requiring a total 
of approximately 396,000 tons of steel. It is 
therefore apparent that consideration of the 
‘Texas-Salem line must embrace consideration 
of a subsequent line the over-all plan of which 
apparently contemplates an extension of the 
line from Salem to the east coast. We are 
therefore actually concerned with 396,000 
tons of steel and not merely with the 150,000 
which has been the subject of War Production 
Board action and discussion and on which 
their decision was predicated. 

As you know, there is a tragic shortage in 
our national steel supply which is affecting 
the rate at which we can produce combat 
items and war matériel. The Army and Navy 
Munitions Board and the War Production 
Board can themselves confirm this state- 
ment. 

Demands for steel through lend-lease are 
becoming increasingly heavy. As a matter of 
fact, the current lend-lease allotment is esti- 
mated to be about 25 percent of our total 
steel production, 

My interest in the proposed pipe line is 
therefore twofold. I am gravely concerned 
with the additional demands it will make on 
our inadequate steel supply, and I am also 
concerned with the problem of getting sufi- 
cient oil to operate the war plants and fac- 
tories located on the eastern seaboard and to 
maintain a minimum and necessary trans- 
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tion system for the workers in those 
plants—in addition to meeting heating fuel- 
oil requirements in the East, 

In other words, how can we get the most 
oll to the east coast with the least possible 
expenditure of steel? 

The plan as submitted by the Office of 
Petroleum Coordinator to the War Produc- 
tion Board for its approval is, in my judg- 
ment, neither practical nor economical. If 
the fuel shortage is on the eastern coast and 
the bottleneck in transportation between the 
east coast and the Middle West, then why 
build a pipe line from Texas to the Middle 
West? 

Qualified oil operators and engineers will, 
I am certain, support my statement that if 
a pipe line from‘ east Texas to the eastern 
seaboard is under contemplation, the eastern 
portion should be built first because it will 
save several months in the completion time 
and will afford immediate relief to the eastern 
transportation bottle neck. 

It is my hope that the investigation of 
your committee relative to this suggestion 
will result in a recommendation to War Pro- 
duction Board that they consider abandon- 
ing the present plan in favor of a pipe line 
from the east coast to some appropriate point 
in the Middle West—which, incidentally, 
need not be as far west as Salem in the opin- 
ion of many experts. 

In view of the fact that foreign countries 
which are our Allies will benefit greatly by 
alleviating the fuel shortage on the eastern 
coast, it is hoped that all the steel for any 
such line will not be taken from the United 
States portion of the steel supply but will be 
taken equally from lease-lend and domestic 
allotments. 

Your committee can verify any of my 
statements without a great deal of trouble. 
There are a great many pipe lines running 
from the southeastern oil fields, the mid- 
continent fields, and the Illinois fields which 
can bring oil to a central point. The oll 
supply at this point can be further augment- 
ed by barges and tankers up the Mississippi, 
and by the fact that tank cars with a total 
capacity of 100,000 barrels a day would be re- 
leased at such a point for a return trip South 
rather than having to continue up and over 
the Allegheny Mountains to the East. 

The construction of the pipe line from any 
appropriate midwestern gathering point to 
the East would insure the eastern seaboard 
against the fuel shortage this winter and 
would undoubtedly eliminate the construc- 
tion of any pipe line from the midwestern 
area to Texas. 

This would mean a saving for war material 
of the steel which would otherwise be required 
for the construction of the second leg of the 
over-all pipe line, In other words, we would 
be saving at least 150,000 tons of steel, and 
possibly more if the eastern line did not go 
as far west as Salem. If we went ahead and 
constructed the line from east Texas to 
Salem, the expenditure of additional steel 
for the second leg of the pipe line to the east 
coast would be inevitable and would require 
another 6 months to complete it, thus post- 
poning relief for the eastern oil shortage until 
the spring of 1943. 

When I speak of a shortage in steel I am 
not referring to the finished product but to 
ingots and billets. While there exists today 
surplus equipment for the manufacture of 
the seamless steel pipe from billets, there is 
at the same time a greater demand for these 
billets than there are billets available. Fur- 
thermore, there is every indication that as 
the requirements of the war effort are pro- 
gressively increased there will come a corre- 
spondingly increased demand upon pipe com- 
panies for not only steel billets but also for 
the very facilities that are today only used 
part time. 

In other words, 4 months from now the 
facilities which should be making bomb cas- 
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ings will be tied up in the production of that 
portion of the proposed pipe line which I feel 
is entirely unwarranted and unnecessary. 

We cannot take time to look back on the 
many mistakes that we have made except 
to profit thereby. Of course, had we fore- 
seen the undersea-craft campaign and 
planned against it, no pipe line would be 
necessary and we could have utilized all 
the steel for other more direct war matériel. 
In my judgment, it would be nothing short 
of criminal negligence to expend unneces- 
sarily large quantities of steel at this time, 

In short, may I ask your committee how a 
550-mile line from east Texas to Salem will 
alleviate any shortage on the east coast, 
when it is generally admitted that the 
transportation bottleneck lies between the 
Middle West and the east coast? 

In the event that you would like to ex- 
plore this matter in further detail, may I 
suggest that you obtain the views of some 
of those men who will be responsible for 
the installation and operation of any line 
that is to be decided upon? 

As you know, the proposed pipe line or 
any part thereof will be installed and oper- 
ated by a company known as War Emer- 
gency Pipe Lines, Inc, This corporation is 
composed of the leading oil companies in 
the country and is being financed by Re- 
construction Finance tion. Mr. W. 
Alton Jones, president of the Cities Service, 
is the president of the War Emergency Pipe 
Lines, Inc, Their chief engineer is Mr. L. M. 
Goldsmith, who is also chief engineer of the 
Atlahtic Co. I am sure that either 
or both of these gentlemen, who in the last 
analysis will be directly responsible for the 
installation and operation of the line, 
would welcome inquiry by you or your asso- 
ciates. 

It might also be advisable to obtain the 
opinion of both branches of our armed forces 
as represented by the Army and Navy Muni- 
tions Board. The Under Secretary of War, 
Judge Patterson, the Under Secretary of the 
Navy, Mr. Forrestal, and Mr. Ferdinand Eber- 
stadt, chairman of the Executive Committee, 
are quite familiar with the problems that wiil 
arise should any unwarranted and further 
demand be made upon our already-dwindling 
steel supply. 

I respectfully request that your committee 
investigate this matter immediately. Unless 
such action is taken, it is likely that the 
Office of Petroleum Coordinator will obtain 
final approval from the War Production 
Board for a project which in my opinion will 
directly and adversely affect our production 
of war matériel and which will not provide 
maximum and immediate relief for the fuel 
shortage on the eastern seaboard. 

Will you be good enough to advise me 
immediately of your intended action? This 
matter is extremely urgent. 

Yours for victory, 
ALEXANDER WILEY. 


STATEMENT RELATIVE TO EMERGENCY 


FUNDS FOR THE PRESIDENT (H. DOC. 
No. 809) 


As in legislative session, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be- 
fore the Senate the following communi- 
cation from the President of the United 
States, which was read and, with the 
accompanying statement, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, July 1, 1942. 

Sır: Pursuant to the provisions of the 
act making appropriations for the Navy 
Department and the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1941, ap- 
proved June 11, 1940, and the Military 
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Appropriation Act, 1941, approved June | tions incurred and the amount expended | In many instances subsequent appro- 
13, 1940, requiring that an account be | in liquidation of those obligations. priations were made for the continuation 
kept of all expenditures made or author- Of the total amount of $239,500,000 | of these projects and programs, but in 
ized under the emergency funds for the | available, 87 percent was allocated to four | providing the emergency fund for the 
President appropriated in these acts and | agencies, the War Department, the Navy | President the Congress made it possible 
a report thereon submitted to the Con- | Department, the Maritime Commission, | to initiate such programs without delay 
gress on or before June 30, 1942, there | and the Federal Loan Agency. Through | and thus materially expedite our war 
is transmitted a report of the status of | this means the construction of canton- | effort. 


these funds as of May 31, 1942. ments and hemisphere bases was started, Respectfully, 
This report sets forth each allocation | the building of ships expedited and FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 
under these appropriations, the obliga- | stock piles of wool and copper procured. The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


Statement of allocations, as of May 31, 1942, under junds appropriated to the President, in military and naval appropriation acts, 1941, and 
including allocations for the payment of obligations incurred under contract authority established in those acts 
APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT 
Naval Ap Aprop an Act, 1941, approved June 13, 1940, Public Law 611__-...-...--...--.2 Eh ER h ina a e AE A A A L A ue datd ceed A A A ELS SEN TA] $66, 000, 000 
Law 588. 


Naval tion Act, 1041, approved June 11, 1940, Babe E WOR Renae SO OS oO E ATA CY U oo ry, nad a eS 34, 000, 000 
National] on Housing Act, I 1941, approved Oct. 14, 1940, Public Law 849 (restoration of $10,000,000 allocated to the Federal Loan Agency for defense housing). 10, 000, 000 
“Third Supplemental National Defense A Appropriation "Act, 1941, approved Oct. 8, 1940, Public Law 800 (restoration of $29,500,000 allocated to the War Departme: 
ce EEA ELS Sg ds) POENTE TEn au EEEN TE S E A a ES EEN R RS EEE ie pT SR ae eects een eam 29, 500, 000 
Independent Offices Appropriation Act, 1942, rer Apr. 5, 1941, Public Law 28 (for the payment of obligations incurred under contract authorizations of $66,000,000 
in the Military Appropriation Act, 1941, and $34,000,000 in the Naval Appropriation Act, 1941)... 2220 .0.--n..-o---nnnnern none nenenennnenennnnnecenennseneneneneee 100, 000, 000 
ps aa aay. decoqaecerernewresguwessererwencenanwewrerensnweesneenenesasannnn seen cocnanenapesserscousesenasenecnsqocnasesesesvesseenererecoenconsnenscerene 239, 500, 000 
ALLOCATIONS 
Obligated Expended 


* Executive Office and independent establishments: 


Executive Office of the President: For special reports on defense problems. $5, 183. 49 $5, 183, 49 
Bureau of the Budget: For wi of defense projects.......--..-.. $2, 172. 73 92, 169. 80 
National Resources P. 
For consultations on industrial locations a ea 49, 083. 68 47, 078. 68 
For planning activities in the interest of national defense 140, 647. 75 134, 022. 78 
For r of scientific ae R S E A AA EA EIEE EREA PANE N CLEA OO A D SEE a ASEE D e S AEA AASA TEAN 7, 803. 62 , 802. 32 
Office for Emergen¢y Man: 
Advisory Sc nai to te Coanell of National Defense: 
OT OXDONGOR. o.oo anew seonnonnnnaenacnmmoncasnossnenanesssenenesepenernncmeneldnanassveqsperseessnes 5, 148, 751. 51 4, 479, 334. 83 
For sa Hes a and expenses, ote.. —-.- 2 -- == - nine nnn onsen nnn nn nen -n ae 9, 700, 413. 65 7, 961, 766. 91 
Off ce of Government Reports: For expansion of activities due to national defense program 204, 189, 21 293, 375. 32 
Civil Service Commission: For recruitment of personnel 3, 651, 075. 57 3, 639, 655. 18 
Coordinator of Information: For general expenses. ....-. 1, 090, 320. 00 863, 706. 00 
Federal Communications Commission: 
For expenses to analyze pean short-wave radio propaganda, ete. 144, 935, 23 
For suppression of subversive radio activities ......- 22-22-20. - n-ne nnn nmwn anne ener awnenennnnnannnaenecnncenseeennen= 1, 580, 626, 90 
Federal Power Commission: 
it RECOM CANDO MVOC o SER na atocanascnadsaccsnnemaiwanusavteasceswavebtwatrpawanserescdacwaesnebned x ; 72, 191. 57 
eee sy Seb of power requirements._......- 21, 113. 80 
System: For general expenses. 738, 653. 00 
wA 8. MS Maritime Commission: 
SIGE CORAL FIORION OF IDETONANS VERBS 3 ie So nnen conc ese acpneenssensaasecclpeesbunesanaueen E 36, 500, 000. 00 
For mich Do orriaill E ARE E A EER E S E E EAE 5, 700, 000. 00 
Se epitingent Be 
: sc pea ank of Washington: For reimbursement due to advance of funds... 30, 404. 72 
F Loan Administrator: 
For the purchase of stock of a defense housing corporation. ._-...--.....-...-. . 9, 700, 000. 00 
For development of bina verre facilities in other American republics. ...-...-.----.-0<---0<n0-n0e--0nn-0=- y 00 000. 8, 000, 000. 00 
ction Finance road ee ion: 
For assistance to Metals Reserve Com ra ell relating to disposal. of copper........-....----.---------------------- 4, 000, 000. 00 4, 000, 000, 00 4, 000, 000. 00 
For establishment of reserve of Australian wool_..........---..--.-------- 12, 000, 000. 00 12, 000, 000. 00 12, 000, 000, 00 
Federal Security Agency: For coordination of ealth, 8 a ian, and defense activities... 437, 190. 68 437, 160. 68 363, 506. 48 
Federal Works Agency: Public Buildings Adm nistration, construction at White House__........----..-.---.-- 349, 500, 00 334, 812. 71 143, 923, 93 

Department of Agriculture: For loan by Rural Electrification Administration for construction of transmission lines- 200, 000, 00 200, 000. 00 200, 000. 00 

Department of Commerce: 
hed wdcx yey of the National Inventors’ Council. 49, 600. 00 48, 397. 68 48, 397. 68 

of Fi and Domestic Commerce: For general expenses.. 75, 000, 00 69, 292. 01 63, 441. 88 

Danes of the Interior: 
For expenses of Office of Petroleum Coordénator for National Defense. ....-.-----------------------------2-------------- 25, 000, 00 24, 407. 96 22, 995, 96 
For the ponent A E EA os SESTE OT Aa E A B A T ESE E e A A E N ANAA 9, 000. 00 9, 000, 00 9, 000, 00 
Depa ier Ki f Investigatio 

ede jureau of Investigation: 

For the making of confidential 400, 000,.00 400, 000. 00 400, 000, 00 

£00, 000; 00 155, 000. 00 155, 000, 00. 

2, 500. 00 27.38 2.38 

3 50, 000. 00 49, 607. 08 49, 607. 08 

Office of Attorney General: For the handling of defense problems. i- ..--.--..-...-.------------------ 39, 583. 97 39, 416. 73. 39,416.73 

ee of Leha For DEE under the Bacon -Davis Act in connection with defense-housing projects... 13, 893. 91 13, 875. 73 13, 867. 73 

vy Department: 
ue For 400, 000. 00 400, 000. 00 217, 001. 96 
For Coast 80, 931. 36 32, 723. 00 31, 532.00 
samen | Sata) “mae 
For survey of . k 5 
For tr: is 300, 000. 00 275, 721. 87 87, 616. 90 
artment of State: 

Dens assistant to United States Ambassador at Tanaan: — special representative to Great Britain. $3, 500. 00 92, 774. 00 84, 274.00 
rr ox safaris antl A expenses, export control, Philippine Islands_............----------------------0se---0neen ene n eee 15, 000, 00 10, 356. 00 10, 356. 00 
For Foreign Service activities in American republics... 726, 500. 00 712, 000. 00 711, 000. 00 
For the licensing of exportation of implements of war. 88, 000. 00 88, 000. 00 88, 000. 00 
For the President's Committee on War Relief Agencies 10, 000. 00 8, 470. 00 8, 470, 00 
For salaries and expenses relating wink national defense purchases- 59, 000. 00 51, 185. 00 51, 185. 00 
For the procurement of special reports_--.....-..-..---------..--- 84, 000. 00 62, 000. 00 62, 000. 00 
For expenses of special lavaa epi to other American republics. 5, 000. 00 3, 126.00 „3, 126. 00 
For technical advisers in menna of a ener ag ye = is, pg aged 

tional noncareer officers and employees at fore’ s. ; , 000. , 000. 
For ‘rans-Isthmian Highway. cesta ten. Petites 3,675,000. 00 | 3,669, 975.00 | 3, 515, 621. 00 
Department 
For the expansion of functions due to the national defense program. 249, 625. 75 248, 177. 73 245, 930. 80 
For the oar Betvicd Division. {occ secconcossenccueccdactesdessuuallswabucssbcstusasuddsuasslcosascccdcccersncnehcaern 179, 078. 00 178, 620, 37 178, 620. 37 
115, 000. 00 111, 343. 00 111, 343, 00 
+ 424, 620.00 406, 620. 00 385, 893. 00 
19, 000, 000. 00 19, 000, 000. 00 13, 841, 097. 00. 
25, 000, 000. 00 25, 000, 000. 00 19, 026, 782. 00 
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Statement of allocations, as of May 31, 1942, under funds appropriated to the President, in military and naval appropriation acts, 1941, and 
including allocations for the payment of obligations incurred under contract authority established in those acts—Continued 


War Department—Continued. 


For purchase of ra 


Total allocated, obligated, and expended 
Unobligated balance. ........-..---------.--- 
Unexpended balance.............-..--------.: 


NOMINATION OF THOMAS F. MEANEY 


The Senate resumed consideration of 
the nomination of Thomas F. Meaney to 
be United States district judge for the 
district of New Jersey. 

Mr, BURTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. AIKEN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield for that pur- 
pose? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield for that pur- 


pose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Andrews Gillette Rosier 

Bailey Green Russell 

Ball Hatch Schwartz 
Bankhead Hayden Shipstead 
Barbour Herring Smathers 
Barkley Hill Smith 

Bilbo Johnson, Calif. Stewart 
Bridges Lee Taft 

Burton Lucas ‘Thomas, Idaho 
Butler McCarran Thomas, Okla 
Byrd McKellar Thomas, Utah 
Capper McNary Truman 
Caraway Maybank Tunnell 
Chandler Mead Tydings 
Chavez Millikin Vandenberg 
Clark, Idaho Murdock Wagner 
Clark, Mo, Murray Walsh 
Connally White 
Danaher Nye Wiley 

Davis O'Mahoney Willis 
Downey Pepper 

Ellender Radcliffe 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty- 
seven Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I rise to 
object to the confirmation of the nomi- 
nation of Thomas F. Meaney as judge of 
the United States District Court for the 
District of New Jersey. I yield, however, 
to anyone who wishes at this time to pre- 
sent any argument in support of confir- 
mation. No such argument has been 
presented thus far. 

Yesterday the Senate was privileged to 

- listen to an authority on the subject un- 
der consideration, who not only expressed 
his personal opinion, but presented am- 
ple reasons why the confirmation should 
not be had, I refer to the address made 
to the Senate by the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. 

I wish to emphasize the fact that in 
Senator Norris we have the dean of the 


For establishing commercial alr terminal .--..... 2-2. ce ccoccecene un emesnadawocsdaccmeecwcetccwesccectnonscnenenceencece= 
For military aviation training........./.-....--..--.. 
For preparation of training areas for National Guard units. 
ilroad in Newfoundland, ete......- 
For reconditioning of the ship America ...........---.. 
For surveys for the installation of bases_........-...- 
For surveys of power requirements, St. Lawrence Rivyer... 
For training personnel of American republics, etc........- 


Congress. In him we have a man who has 
served longer in the two branches of the 
Congress than has any other Member. 
He is now serving his fortieth year. He 
is a native of Ohio, having been born 
near Clyde, Sandusky County. He 
taught school in Cuyahoga County, Ohio, 
the county of my residence, and for 
many years he has resided in Nebraska. 

I wish to point out that in the distin- 
guished career of the Senator from Ne- 
braska he served three terms as prose- 
cutor in his county. He served as district 
judge in 1895 for a full term, and was re- 
elected for a second term. He served in 
that capacity until he was elected to the 
Fifty-eighth Congress in 1902. Since 
March 4, 1903, he has continuously served 
in the United States Congress. 

With a background of nearly 40 years 
of service—five terms in the House of 
Representatives, and almost five terms 
in the Senate—he brought to the Senate 
yesterday his experience, not only as a 
Senator and Representative, but as for- 
mer chairman of the Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary. He spoke upon a mat- 
ter with respect to which he is recognized 
as a national authority—the independ- 
ence of the judiciary and independence in 
politics in this Nation. It seems to me 
that following the conclusion of his state- 
ment, it is essential that, if there is to be 
a vote in favor of confirmation, someone 
should rise and explain to the Senate why 
such a vote should be cast. 

I may say that there is no greater 
indictment of machine politics than to 
determine important issues without a 
consideration of the merits. I see it take 
place in municipal bodies. It takes place, 
of course, in other bodies occasionally, 
where there will be an agreement 
reached, without adequate reason for the 
support of it on the merits, and the 
strongest indication that that is a fact is 
when, without argument, without a 
statement of reasons, the vote is cast, 
and no one explains the vote or states 
the reason for it. 

Under the present circumstances it is 
the serious duty of the Committee on 
the Judiciary to report to the Senate the 
facts which are before us and the reasons 
to be considered. I am appearing here 
as a member of the Committee on the 
Judiciary and as a member who voted 
in committee against the confirmation. 


$1, 743, 432.00 | $1, 732, 932. 00 
275, 000. 00 275, 000, 00 
29, 500, 000. 00 , 500, 000. 00 
951, 578. 00 351, 371. 00 
400, 000. 00 000. 00 
99, 675, 00 
918, 573. 00 
475, 000, 00 
237, 236, 195. 85 
2, 162, 829, 72 |.....-..--.-.-.. 


24, 254, 310. 45 


239, 399, 025. 57 
100, 974. 43 


239, 500, 000. 00 


239, 399, 025. 57 
100, 974. 43 


I may say that those who voted against 
the confirmation included the chairman 
of the committee, the senior Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Van Nuys], who is 
unable to be here; it included the former 
chairman of that committee, the senior 
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. Nornris], 
who spoke yesterday; it included the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Austin], who sat upon the subcommittee 
and who is unable to be here today; it 
included the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr, Witey], who will address 
the Senate later, and it included myself. 

Mr. President, I feel that we have a 
special obligation to present fully in the 
Recorp the facts of this situation. I be- 
lieve that if those Senators who vote 
on this matter will read this RECORD, 
even if they read it only after they vote, 
they will see that the conditions at this 
time demand that the confirmation be 
not granted. This conclusion does not 
rest upon any attack upon Judge Meaney, 
but rests upon other ample grounds be- 
sides that. 

I wish to name the four considerations 
which particularly moved the committee, 
and which I believe should move the 
Senate. The first one is the question of 
the suitability of Thomas F. Meaney, in 
view of his failure to recover or to sue 
to recover during his 3 years of service 
at $20,000 a year, any part of over $1,700,- 
000 of deposits which were withdrawn, 
and which have been charged to have 
been alleged preferential payments to 
depositors, officers, and others during the 
10 days immediately preceding the clos- 
ing of the bank for whose liquidator he 
was the counsel. 

That is a matter which was discussed 
at some length yesterday by the Senator 
from Nebraska. I will not discuss it at 
length today, but I will point out the 
situation, and also emphasize the influ- 
ence it seems to have had upon some 
Members, particularly of the subcommit- 
tee which investigated the matter. 

The second question I wish to empha- 
size even more than that. The second 
question relates to the circumstances 
which led to the removal of Thomas F., 
Meaney from his post as counsel for the 
liquidator of that bank on April 1, 1942, 
by the new commissioner of banking 
and currency. If he was removed, as 
was the fact, on April 1, 1942, by the 
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responsible public official of New Jersey 
in charge of liquidation, I think it be- 
hooves the Senate to pause and consider 
the reasons therefor before proceeding 
to vote to promote this man to the dis- 
trict court of the United States. 

The third point relates to the events 
which followed Judge Meaney’s resigna- 
ion from the Court of Common Pleas in 
1939 to accept his appointment as coun- 
sel for the liquidator of the bank to 
which I have referred. This resignation 
was followed by a series of other resig- 
nations which have had mention here, 
and which have had a great influence, 
I believe, upon the judgment of the Gov- 
ernor of New Jersey in opposing this con- 
firmation, and which therefore are en- 
titled to consideration by the Senate. 

The fourth point relates to the degree 
to which the candidate is implicated in 
the whole matter of the so-called Hague 
machine in the State of New Jersey, 
which apparently has influenced to a 
great degree at least one of the Senators 
from New Jersey to oppose the confirma- 
tion of the nominee. 

It seems to me to be of the greatest 
importance that we in the Senate recog- 
nize that we have therefore four consid- 
erations, one of which influenced at least 
some members of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, another which led to Mr. Meaney’s 
removal as counsel for the liquidator by 
the officer of the State of New Jersey 
having the matter in charge, the third 
which led to the opposition of the Gov- 
ernor of New Jersey and of others, based 
upon a series of resignations, of which 
Mr. Meaney’s own resignation was a part, 
and the fourth, his relation to the Hague 
machine. 

Mr. President, before leaving the com- 
ments upon what has already been said, 
I wish to refer to an editorial in the St. 
Louis Post-Dispatch to which the Senator 
from Nebraska alluded yesterday. The 
Senator from Nebraska read portions of 
it, but omitted a portion of it which was 
particularly complimentary to himself. 
It seems to me that that should appear 
in the Recorp together with the other 
portions. I therefore read these sen- 
tences from it, as they relate to the action 
of the Judiciary Committee. In the 
issue of June 25, 1942, this editorial 
stated: 

Only one Democrat on the Committee on 
the Judiciary had the courage of his convic- 
tions to say “No.” He was the chairman, 
Van Nuys, of Indiana, and he deserves a na- 
tional salute for refusing to bend his knee to 
partisanship. 

Three Republicans and one Independent— 
that grand old Roman, Norris, of Nebraska, 
whose name is a synonym for clean politics 
and integrity in public life—stood with the 
chairman. 


As we consider the four points before 
us I think it is necessary for us also to 
understand exactly what the issue is that 
presents itself to the Senate in passing 
upon this question. First of all, we have 
this issue come to us in a time of. crisis, 
when there is an especial obligation 
placed upon the Senate to gauge its every 
act in the light of the international and 
national situation, the stability of the 
Nation, and, in this case, upon the con- 
fidence of the Nation in the judiciary, in 
the Senate, and in the Government as a 
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whole. We are acting under a special 
provision of the Constitution which picks 
out the Senate, and the Senate alone— 
not even including the House of Repre- 
sentatives. We are acting in our execu- 
tive function of confirming nominations 
to the courts of the United States. We 
act independently of the President. The 
President cannot veto our action. He 
has only the right to nominate. We have 
the obligation to pass upon nominations 
and to confirm or reject them. If there 
is any case where the Senate should act 
independently of the President, it is 
exactly here. It is for that reason that 
the duty is placed upon the Senate. If 
the Senate is to rubber stamp the nomi- 
nations of the President, it fails to per- 
form its constitutional obligation. This 
is one instance when the Senate acts 
apart from the House, apart from the 
President. It must and should hear the 
arguments and should take action based 
ony upon the convictions of each Mem- 

T. 
Also, there is a special obligation which 
falls upon each Member of the Senate 
for the reason that this is a confirmation 
of the nomination of a candidate to the 
Federal judiciary. A judge’s decisions on 
the Federal court relate not only to his 
district, they become precedents for the 
whole United States based upon the in- 
terpretation of the Federal laws and the 
Constitution as they come before him. 

In addition to that, one of the jurisdic- 
tions of the district court is based upon 
diversity of citizenship; that is, based 
upon the diversity of State citizenship of 
citizens of the United States from differ- 
ent States. Therefore it may well be 
that a citizen of any State in the Nation 
will come before any Federal district 
judge. Coming there, he may rely upon 
his diversity of citizenship. He has to 
rely upon the confirmation of the judge 
by the Senate to provide him with a court 
which is independent and which he can 
feel confident is devoted solely to the in- 
terests of the public and the whole 
Nation. 

Mr. President, this is not a trial of the 
candidate. It is not a question of con- 
victing or not convicting Judge Meaney. 
It is not a question of punishing him. It 
is merely a question as to whether or 
not he shall be selected from among all 
the people in the district of New Jersey 
for promotion for life to the Federal dis- 
trict court. Therefore, we are in a posi- 
tion to act even more freely than the 
President acts himself. As the matter 
comes before him it comes with all the 
background of the contentions of the dif- 
ferent candidates. As it comes before us 
we have only the obligation to pass on 
the nominee. Weare the reviewing body, 
and we owe it to the Nation to review 
it in the most impartial manner that 
can possibly be done. 

Mr. President, these are the issues, 
therefore, which present themselves to 
us. I will say the first question is this: 

Are we satisfied beyond a reasonable 
doubt that this appointment will add to 
the faith and confidence of the people 
of the United States in the Government 
of the United States as a government of 
law and not of men, with impartial jus- 
tice and equality under the law for every- 
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one? Or, to put it in a little broader 
sense, are we satisfied at this time of 
world war, when we are fighting for free- 
dom, that the confirmation of this ap- 
pointment will contribute to the faith of 
our citizens and the faith of our Allies in 
the stability of constitutional self- 
government, of which the United States 
stands as a champion against all sub- 
versive and selfish preSsure groups 
throughout the world? 

The other question is one with which 
we are familiar, but which is not perhaps 
as critically involved in this case as is the 
other issue, because it has not been made 
so much a matter of controversy. The 
second question is as follows: Are we 
satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt, on 
the face of the facts presented, that this 
man has the personal health, capacity, 
experience, judicial temperament, in- 
tegrity, loyalty, standards of practice, and 
independence of judgment to justify his 
selection above all others, and in the face 
of conflicting opinion, for confirmation 
of this appointment at this time? In 
both cases I say “beyond a reasonable 
doubt,” because I believe it is the obliga- 
tion of the Senate, in these days of trial 
and crisis, to be satisfied beyond any 
reasonable doubt that is disclosed by the 
facts before it after reasonable search 
for facts, before confirming such an 
appointment. 

Coming to the first question, relating to 
the action of Judge Meaney in connec- 
tion with the liquidation of the bank, I 
wish to point out that the statement 
which I am making is based upon the rec- 
ord. The record contains the testi- 
mony of 48 witnesses and consists of 168 
pages. I have no doubt that many 
Members of the Senate who will vote on 
this question will not have had the time 
to read the record. Therefore it has been 
necessary for the Senator from Nebraska 
to summarize it and present it so that 
there can be no excuse for misunder- 
standing the circumstances. 

As no Senator has risen to speak in 
favor of confirmation, I think that as a 
member of the Judiciary Committee it 
is necessary for me also to state briefly 
to the Senate something about Judge 
Meaney and his career, in order that the 
Senate may see clearly the situation as it 
was developed before the subcommittee. 
I regret that no Senator has risen in his 
support to state even these brief facts 
with regard to him. 

The record of the nominee is that he is 
53 years old. He attended St. Peter’s 
College in Jersey City, and the law school 
of Fordham University. He was ad- 
mitted to the bar of New Jersey in 1911, 
He served as a lieutenant in the Fifty- 
first Pioneer Infantry during the World 
War, including service with the Army of 
Occupation. 

He has taken an active part in veter- 
ans’ affairs. At one time he served as 
senior vice commander of the American 
Legion for the Department of New Jersey. 
He served for 11 years, from 1923 to 1934, 
as judge of the Juvenile Court of Jer- 
sey City; and for 5 years, from 1934 to 
1939, as judge of the Court of Common 
Pleas. The juvenile court deals primarily 
with questions of juvenile delinquency 
and domestic relations. The Court of , 
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Common Pleas is the original court of 
general jurisdiction in the State. He was 
appointed to these offices by the Gover- 
nor of the State of New Jersey and con- 
firmed by the Senate of New Jersey. 

There is nothing in the record which 
raises any question as to the nominee 
based upon anything occurring prior to 
his resignation from the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas in 1939, or relating to the con- 
firmation of his appointment to these 
several places. We proceed from that 
point. 

Following his resignation from the 
Court of Common Pleas in 1939 he was 
appointed as special counsel to the com- 
missioner of banking and insurance of 
New Jersey in connection with the liqui- 
dation of the New Jersey Title Guarantee 
& Trust Co. He continued in that office, 
at a salary of $20,000 a year, until April 1, 
1942, when his employment was discon- 
tinued by the new commissioner of bank- 
ing and insurance, who had taken office a 
few months previously. He is not now a 
public official, and states that he intends 
to resume the general practice of law if 
his appointment to the Federal bench 
is not confirmed. 

The first objection relating to the con- 
duct of the liquidation was the one which 
was relied upon primarily, although not 
entirely, in the report by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Austin] from the 
subcommittee to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. The Senator from Vermont 
not only examined the facts of the case, 
but reported in detail to us upon the law 
of the State of New Jersey. 

I mention briefly the circumstances in- 
volved, although, as I have previously 
stated, I am not placing as much em- 
phasis on this feature as I place on some 
other features which I shall mention 
later. 

This feature relates to the necessity 
for taking action against directors, offi- 
cers, and others who withdrew what is 
called “smart” money during the 10 days 
preceding the closing of the bank. 

The Federal Government itself is in- 
terested in this matter. The bank was 
one of those whose deposits were insured 
by the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor- 
poration up to $5,000 on each deposit. 
In the 10 days preceding the closing of 
the bank $1,740,000 of deposits were with- 
drawn. I believe that includes only 
those withdrawals that were in excess of 
$1,000 each. This $1,750,000 was with- 
drawn in the last 10 days that the bank 
was open, out of a total of about $20,000,- 
000 of deposits. 

Of course, the recovery of any part of 
those withdrawals would be for the bene- 
fit of the general creditors of the bank 
and the depositors who did not withdraw. 
It also would be for the benefit of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
which made good all the deposits up to 
$5,000, and is now subrogated to the po- 
sition of those depositors, and therefore 
interested in recoveries which may be 
made under the circumstances. 

At the time of taking the testimony the 
bank had paid but three dividends of 5 
percent each to its depositors, including 
the F. D. I. C. as one of the principal 
creditors at that time. The testimony 
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indicated that anotLer dividend of 5 per- 
cent was expected to be paid in the near 
future. 

The question then arises as to whether 
or not some of the withdrawals were 
made under circumstances under which 
the banking commissioner or his liqui- 
dator could bring suit for recovery. Ob- 
viously, it would be for the benefit of the 
other creditors if that were done under 
ordinary circumstances. In this case it 
has not been done. However, there is a 
series of circumstances which also should 
be clear on the record. It should be 
clear to everyone involved that a suit was 
brought, not by the liquidator but by the 
city of West New York, N. J., as a de- 
positor. The city of West New York, 
through its own counsel, undertook to 
raise these very same points. It went 
even further and claimed that the direc- 
tors and officers of the bank knew that 
the bank was insolvent during the period 
referred to, and that the city, which had 
not withdrawn its deposits, and evidently 
had made additional deposits during the 
insolvency of the bank, should have its 
deposits returned to it by the delinquent 
officers and by the bank. 

That suit, an independent suit seeking 
to charge the officers and directors of 
the bank with delinquency, was filed 
early in 1939. The answer to it was not 
filed by counsel for the liquidator until 
December 1939. A replication has been 
filed to the answer. The suit has been 
at issue ever since. It has not yet been 
tried. That suit, of course, to a certain 
extent, raised these very same questions, 
It raised the question whether those who 
had withdrawn their “smart” money 
were delinquent at that time because 
they knew of the insolvency of the bank, 

It has been pointed out—and I shall 
introduce into the Recorp a letter from 
the present commissioner of banking 
and insurance on the subject—that while 
this suit was pending against the bank 
there might be some question as to 
whether the bank, through the liquida- 
tor, should at the same time sue for the 
recovery of the various withdrawals of 
“smart” money, the point being that if 
West New York should win its suit it 
might take from the bank a larger 
amount than the bank could recover 
from the directors and officers. 

I wish to urge on this point—which is, 
in a way, a collateral point—that coun- 
sel for the liquidator was employed for 
more than 3 years at a salary of $20,000 
a year. He was succeeded by another at- 
torney, who was paid about $8,000 a year, 
for the reason that apparently most of 
the work which would require a great 
amount of time had been done, except 
with respect to this particular matter, 
which had not yet been disposed of. 

Under those circumstances it seems to 
me that the subcommittee was justified 
in feeling that such conduct on the part 
of the attorney for the liquidator in 
failing to sue for the recovery of these 
amounts, and in failing to establish the 
liability of the directors to the city of 
West New York and others, during the 3 
year period, followed as this was by the 
removal of counsel from office for an- 
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other reason, should be weighed in de- 
termining whether or not, Judge Meaney 
should be selected from the whole dis- 
trict of New Jersey for promotion to the 
Federal court. 

It may very well be that Judge Meaney 
had good reason for not having brought 
those suits. There is much to be said 


‘on both sides of the question; and we 


cannot attempt to reach a final conclu- 
sion on that precise issue. However, it 
seems that we should consider all of 
these circumstances in considering 
whether or not Judge Meaney should 
be promoted. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr, President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Banxueap in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from Ohio yield to the Senator from 
Mlinois? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. I am not acquainted 
with the laws of the State of New Jer- 
sey, where suits are brought in behalf 
of creditors against the directors of a 
bank for negligence, or for some other 
reason. As I understand it, Mr. Meaney” 
was counsel for the liquidator. 

Mr. BURTON. He was counsel for the 
commissioner of banking and insurance, 
who wound up the bank through a 
liquidator. 

Mr. LUCAS. I am wondering whether 
or not it was necessary in the first in- 
stance for Meaney to obtain a court or- 
der before he could proceed to spend the 
creditors’ money in a suit against the 
directors. Is there any evidence in the 
record along that line? 

Mr. BURTON. I think it is quite clear 
that the appointment of Judge Meaney 
as counsel was what was called a lim- 
ited appointment, under which he was 
to do the things which the commissioner 
of banking and insurance or the liquida- 
tor required him to do. That is clear 
enough from the record. He also stated, 
in his own prepared statement toward 
the end of the testimony that he did not 
initiate any steps, but merely carried out 
the steps which he was asked to take. 

In that connection I think it would be 
helpful at this point to read into the 
Record the information which came to 
me in the form of a telegram from the 
office of Governor Edison, transmitting 
to me, in his absence, a letter to him from 
Eugene E. Agger, the present commis- 
sioner of banking and insurance. 

It is important in completing the rec- 
ord, for the reason that at the time of the 
subcommittee hearings this had not been 
received. Much that is set forth in this 
letter is favorable to Judge Meaney; but 
on the question which the Senator from 
Illinois raised, it clearly points out 
where, in the opinion of the banking 
commissioner, the responsibility law for 
bringing or not bringing suit for recovery 
of preferences. 

I shall read the telegram as it came to 
me over the name of Governor Edison. 
It is dated June 29, 1942, and reads as 
follows: 

I have just received the following letter 
from Dr. Eugene E. Agger, commissioner of 
banking and insurance—June 27, 1942, 
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Then quoting the letter: 

The Honorable CHARL2S EDISON, 
Governor of the State of New Jersey, 
State House, Trenton, N. J. 

Dear Governor: Commenting, as you re- 
quest, on the subsequent quotation from 
Senator SMATHERS’ letter to you, I offer, fol- 
lowing the quotation, a series of remarks— 


In explanation I may say that the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey (Mr. SMATHERS] 
had written to the banking commission- 
er asking him why, if it was important 
that the directors and officers be sued, 
he, himself, did not then proceed to sue 
them, although he had but recently come 
into office. 

I now quote from the letter of the 
senior Senator from New Jersey to the 
banking commissioner, as quoted by the 
banking commissioner to the Governor. 
The senior Senator from New Jersey 
said: 

Failure to proceed against anyone who 
withdrew his money must first be charged to 
the policy of the former commissioner of 
banking and insurance and the liquidator, 
and is now chargeable to the new ccmmis- 
sioner of banking and insurance and the 
same liquidator. Certainly not to Mr. 
Meaney, who had, according to Mr. Leo T. 
Crowley, Chairman of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, a limited contract of 
employment, namely: “His duty and respon- 
sibility will be to perform such services as 
may be referred to him by the liquidator.” 


Continuing now to read from the letter 
from the present banking commissioner 
to the Governor of the State of New 
Jersey: 

The determination of the lability of the 
officers and directors for the withdrawal of 
moneys immediately preceding the closing of 
the bank was a legal question which neither 
Commissioner Reilly— 


His predecessor— 
nor myself, nor the liquidator, Mr, Gray, 
could as laymen presume to answer. There 
can be no question as to Judge Meaney’s 
responsibility in this matter. 


That bears upon the point which the 
Senator from Illinois raised. I am sure 
he will recognize that, although a lawyer 
may be counsel for a client or counsel for 
an Official, there are certainly many cir- 
cumstances in which the client or the 
official, in view of the nature of the case, 
must rely upon the direction, advice, and 
counsel of his lawyer in his conduct. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. I agree with the Senator 
on that proposition, and I repeat that I 
am not certain what the laws are in 
New Jersey with respect to the authority 
a lawyer should have before he com- 
mences a suit against directors, entailing 
a tremendous amount of costs. At one 
time the Senator from Ilinois repre- 
sented a number of receivers in his State. 
That was back in 1932 and continuing to 
1938. I distinctly recall that at one time 
I petitioned the court for the right to 
bring suit against the directors of a bank 
on the theory that because of their negli- 
gence I could recover money in behalf of 
the creditors of the institution. In other 
words, it was a matter for the court to 
decide, upon a proper petition presented 
to it, as to whether it would permit the 
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creditors’ money to be expended upon a 
suit against the directors. 

The court denied the petition. The 
Senator from Illinois, acting at that time 
as attorney for the receivers, thought the 
court was wrong. Regardless of the 
court’s ruling, I instituted a suit on my 
own initiative. Finally I was defeated in 
the suit, and the costs were assessed 
against me; and I paid them out of my 
own pocket. I thought I had an oppor- 
tunity to recover probably $40,000 or 
$50,000 from the directors of this par- 
ticular defunct institution because of 
negligence on their part; and the ques- 
tion of insolvency prior to the time the 
bank was closed was one of the par- 
ticular questions involved in that suit. 
The court was correct and I was wrong; 
and I was stuck, so to speak, for the costs 
in that case. 

I mention that case merely because it 
seems to me to be on all fours with what 
the Senator has been discussing. There 
was a legal question as to whether 
Meaney should take the responsibility 
for instituting a suit involving over $1,- 
000,000, as I understand the matter. 

Mr. BURTON. That depends entirely 
on how much can be regarded as recov- 
erable money. The views given yester- 
day by the Senator from Nebraska would 
not indicate the whole $1,700,000 was 
“smart” money. 

Mr. LUCAS. As the Senator knows, an 
attempt to recover from a defunct insti- 
tution entails immeasurable costs. The 
testimony in one of those cases makes 
the situation clear. An attorney can put 
in as claimed costs just about as much 
as he wants to. As a general rule, the 
case is referred to a special master to 
take the proof; and in a case of that kind 
there is no end to the costs which can 
be made and which must be paid for out 
of the creditors’ pockets. 

I am not here defending the situation 
one way or the other so far as the pres- 
ent case is concerned; but the Senator 
from Illinois has had some personal ex- 
perience with that very point, and it 
seems to me that, as a matter of equity, 
before Meaney could be able to file suit 
against the directors—a suit entailing 
enormous costs—the court which had 
charge of the funds in behalf of the cred- 
itors would have had to give him author- 
ity to go ahead. If the court had no 
power, someone else had the authority. 
Otherwise, it would seem to me that he 
would proceed upon his own responsi- 
bility so far as the costs of the case are 
concerned; because the Senator can 
readily understand that, unless a court 
order or unless an order from some 
higher authority is issued, it would be an 
easy matter for attorneys to contract 
enormous fees and large costs in suits in 
which there was no probability of re- 
covery. 


In this particular case the person was 


being paid by the year; and, from that 
standpoint, his services would not entail 
any extra costs; but, as the Senator 
knows, there are reporters’ costs, fees of 
witnesses, and items of that kind which 
soon amount to a great deal of money. 

I thank the Senator for giving me the 
opportunity to make this observation, 
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because it seems to me that my experi- 
ence squares with the present situation. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BURTON. I shall yield in a mo- 
ment. 

Let me say that I sympathize entirely 
with the Senator from Illinois regarding 
his own experience. Also, before yielding 
to the Senator from New Jersey, I should 
like to comment upon this particular 
part of the case: I believe the thing 
which affected the subcommittee was the 
fact that during the 3 years there was 
no apparent effort to bring a suit; and 
the claims were not even alleged in the 
answer which was filed to the suit 
brought by a municipality in an attempt 
to do something about the matter. 

I yield now to the Senator from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, in 
reply to the comment made by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, let me say that I un- 
derstand the practice to be that after 
the New Jersey banking and insurance 
commissioner, with the aid of his gen- 
eral counsel, has decided there is a cause 
of action, he then takes up with the Fed- 
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation here 
in Washington the matter of paying the 
bill, and he receives authority here. 
Then he authorizes the bringing of suit. 

Mr. BURTON. I have no doubt that 
that is the correct procedure. The ob- 
jection which I think the subcommittee 
had in mind is based strictly on the fact 
that under those circumstances steps 
were not taken by the attorney, who was 
drawing an especially large salary under 
the circumstances, to bring about some 
action of that kind. It was one of those 
embarrassing things; it was one of those 
things that needed some extra initiative 
in connection with it, but the extra in- 
itiative did not appear at any time dur- 
ing this whole 3-year period. That is 
the point which I think disturbed the 
subcommittee. 

I think that in fairness to Judge 
Meaney and also to the Senate I should 
continue with the reading of the tele- 
gram and the letter, because the re- 
mainder of the letter indicates an added 
reason why the suits were not brought. 

I continue to read the telegram, which, 
in turn, contains a quotation of the letter 
from Eugene E. Agger to the Governor of 
New Jersey. Mr. Agger says in this 
letter: 

However, a careful reading of the testimony 
of both Mr. Gray— 


The liquidator— 
and myself— 


He now being the banking commis- 
sioner— 


will disclose that not only did we not accuse 
Judge Meaney of any dereliction in this mat- 
ter, but that we dodged the question for a 
very important reason. This reason was that 
the town of West New York was suing the 
bank for almost a half million dollars on the 
allegation that the bank directors, knowing 
that the bank was insolvent, had accepted 
large sums on deposit from the town officials. 
Under these circumstances had the commis- 
sioner sued the directors he would have ad- 
mitted their culpability and West New York 
would have recovered, 
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Let me say parenthetically, for those 
of us who were members of the commit- 
tee, that it is my thought that during this 
3-year period, which is ample time for 
any investigation, if it appeared that the 
directors were culpable and that West 
New York should have recovered, then 
there should have been some recognition 
of that situation, rather than the reverse, 
during that long period. 

I continue to read from the letter 
quoted in the telegram: 


What the bank could have recovered from 
the directors had it immediately brought suit 
would have been only a small fraction of 
West New York's claim. Hence the decision 
was made by Commissioner Reilly, 
on advice of counsel, that any suit that the 
bank would bring against the directors should 
await the outcome of the West New York suit. 
Although I, as the new commissioner, be- 
came familiar with this aspect of the matter 
only a day or two before the hearings on 
Judge Meaney’s nomination were announced, 
I concurred in the decision that had been ar- 
rived at by my predecessor. 


But Judge Meaney made no such ex- 
planation. No one made any such ex- 
planation before the committee; and I 
am introducing this in order that it may 
be evaluated for whatever worth it may 
have. 

The commissioner then continues in 
his letter to the Governor: 

My removal of Judge Meaney from his post 
as counsel of the liquidation was based solely 
on what seemed to me excessive payment to 
him. 


That does not relate to the $20,000 fee 
being an excessive payment, but relates 
to the additional $10,000 to which I will 
refer in my second point. 

Continuing with the letter quoted in 
the telegram: 

This I emphasized in my testimony. It 
was Senator Austin who stressed the other 
matter, and, unfortunately, it has been the 
alleged negligence of Judge Meaney that has 
subsequently been stressed by Senators NORRIS, 
Van Nuys, and other opposition Senators. 

Your own opposition to Judge Meaney’s 
confirmation was based on his Hague connec- 
tion. In my judgment, to clear your side of 
the possible charges of insincerity, I recom- 
mend that you reiterate this basis of your 
action, and that you say frankly to Senator 
Smaruers that you were not responsible for 
the other charge and that you realized that 
it was a matter that might well be affected 
by circumstances and questions which would 
require time to resolve. 

Respectfully yours, 
E. E. AGGER. 


And below Agger’s signature to the 
Jetter appears the name of Charles Edi- 


son, Governor, as the signature to the- 


telegram which quoted the letter in full. 

I have placed this in the Record in 
order that it may be further evidence of 
the genuineness of the position taken by 
both Mr. Agger, the commissioner of 
banking, and the Governor’s office in 
transmitting this in the exact form as it 
is here. I think it is good evidence to 
show that the Governor and the Gov- 
ernor’s office and Mr. Agger in this mat- 
ter were attempting to be completely 
genuine, and to be in no way unfair to 
anyone. Nevertheless, I have felt also 
under obligation to the subcommittee of 
the Committee on the Judiciary to place 
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this phase of the controversy before the 
Senate. I feel certain that some, if not 
all, of those who objected to the failure 
to’ bring suit in the first instance might 
very well still do so, in spite of this 
additional statement by Eugene Agger, 
made to the Governor after the close of 
the subcommittee hearings. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield there for an observa- 
tion? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield to the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. SMATHERS. The Senator’s argu- 
ment seems to be that Mr. Meaney 
should be held responsible for the failure 
to bring suit as liquidator. He appeared 
here and testified before us only 2 or 3 
weeks ago and stated that it was his re- 
sponsibility to determine whether a suit 
should be brought, but up to the time he 
was testifying he had not decided whether 
a suit would lie or whether a suit would 
not lie. 

Mr. BURTON. That takes us around 
the circle again. He, in turn, relies upon 
counsel to determine whether or not he 
would bring the suit. I bring this up 
to indicate the good faith of the Gov- 
ernor and the good faith of the banking 
commissioner and their desire to be per- 
fectly frank, as they have been in this 
matter, and, at the same time, I wish to 
point out that members of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary were influenced by 
some of these facts which may well out- 
weigh everything else in showing the rea- 
son for the delay by even the banking 
commissioner and his attorney in not 
taking some clearer stand on recovering 
the withdrawals made by men who were 
officers and directors of the bank. I will 
not cite those in detail, because the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska has already done So. 
I do, however, mention the fact that three 
directors of the bank, who were also 
members of the law firm representing the 
bank, withdrew from the bank, in that 
10-day period, a total of $31,294, and, in 
addition, as related interest, withdrew 
$11,089. 

There was another group of three 
other directors of the bank who also were 
directors and officers of the Provident 
Institution for Savings. That group, 
through that institution, withdrew in 
those last 10 days $65,400. It must be 
clear that the officers and directors knew 
or should have known, and it would seem 
clear that they did know, the condition 
of that bank during that period. The 
record further shows that during that 
period of 10 days negotiations were going 
on for the refinancing of the bank but 
that they failed. It was in the face of 
those circumstances that these directors 
were making their withdrawals. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator 
from Nebraska? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I was called out of the 
Chamber, and when I came in the Sena- 
tor was referring to testimony of the 

commissioner, Mr. Agger. Has 
the Senator referred to Mr. Agger’s testi- 
mony before the subcommittee in regard 
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to the $10,000 fee received in addition 
to the salary, and stated that, in his 
opinion, it looked to him the same as 
though a lawyer was getting a fee from 
each side of the case? 

Mr. BURTON. I intend to refer to 
that in the second point. It will follow 
this point. Therefore, I have not dis- 
cussed it although I have referred to it 
once or twice. 

Several such extraordinary circum- 
stances relating to the withdrawals raised 
questions in the mind of the Judiciary 
Committee or, at least, in the minds of 
the minority of the Judiciary Committee. 
There also were withdrawals by two in- 
dividuals who were directors of the bank 
and who maintained private corporations 
of which they were managers or owners. 
These, together, amounted to $25,500 
more. 

There was a further interesting situ- 
ation that carried conviction on its own 
face. I have said that the Federal De- 
posit Insurance Corporation for the 
United States guaranteed deposits up to 
$5,000. There were 17 cases of with- 
drawals in amounts ranging from $73,000 
to $10,000, each, which, respectively, left 
in the bank, during that 10-day period, 
a balance of exactly $5,000 or within $500 
of $5,000. 

If anybody needed notice that- people 
withdrawing in order to protect them- 
selves and not in the usual course of 
business those 17 withdrawals of those 
large amounts during the 10-day period 
would be sufficient notice to an ordinarily 
careful banker that something certainly 
deserved his consideration and needed 
his protection. 

The question also was asked during 
the hearings as to whether or not some 
withdrawals were made by persons con- 
nected with the city government or 
Mayor Hague. Those were reviewed by 
the Senator from Nebraska. I merely 
mention the fact that there are at least 
eight cases of withdrawals identified in 
the record as made by persons doing busi- 
ness with the city or somehow connected 
with Mr. Hague; one of $7,000, another 
of $12,600, another of $14,000, another of 
$3,500, another of $1,200, another of $23,- 
414, another of $10,089, and another of 
$26,000, making a total of $97,803. 

I wish to leave that point just there, 
with the conclusion that this was a 3- 
year liquidation, and that Judge Meaney 
as the attorney for liquidator received 
$20,000 a year throughout that period. 
At the end of that period, in April 1942, 
he was then removed by the new bank- 
ing commissioner, who had succeeded to 
that office about February 1942. 

That brings me to what I referred to 
as the second point. The situation is 
clearer here as to responsibility than 
it was in the first instance. At least, 
there is no disclaimer of it by Mr. Agger, 
as there is concerning the first point I 
have mentioned. 

The circumstances surrounding his re- 
moval from office are important if such 
removal is to be followed by a promotion 
to the Federal court. The facts are that 
the new commissioner, Eugene E. Agger, 
testified before the subcommittee as fol- 
lows on page 64. 
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Mr, LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator, during the 
course of his remarks, has made an ar- 
gument as to what he calls his first point. 
Would the Senator say that, in his opin- 
ion, from what the evidence shows re- 
garding the point made in premise No. 
1, that would be sufficient for him to 
vote against the confirmation? 

Mr. BURTON. I-should say that it 
could not be considered separately from 
the rest of the testimony. I know the 
Senator from Vermont, when he pre- 
sented it, said that he regarded it as a 
primary consideration; but he considered 
it in connection with the other points, 
and wished to place his reliance upon 
the whole. 

Mr. LUCAS. That one stands alone. 
If that were all there was in the record 
against him, as I understand, the Sen- 
ator would not feel inclined to vote 
against confirmation. 

Mr. BURTON. I should say that if 
that were all in the record, with the 
telegram here from Mr. Agger, we would 
desire to investigate further into that 
one matter in order to be absolutely sure 
of the legal issues involved. As the mat- 
ter stands now, it does not become nec- 
essary, but it can be added in with the 
rest. The Senate finds itself in this po- 
sition: We are not trying to convict any- 
one, we are not trying to remove any- 
one from office, we are not attempting 
to punish anyone, but we do wish to 
know whether under all the circum- 
stances there is such a reasonable doubt 
as to the suitability of the individual 
and the suitability of the appointment 
apart from the individual, that we should 
decline to confirm the appointment. 

Turning to the second point, I was about 
to quote from the testimony of Commis- 
sioner Eugene E. Agger relating to the 
circumstances under which Mr. Meaney’s 
service to the bank was discontinued. I 
read from Mr, Agger’s testimony on page 
64. Referring to Judge Meaney, he said: 

He was counsel for the liquidation and was 
paid a salary of $20,000 a year for that service. 

I came in 3 years afterward and it seemed 
to me at the time that in view of the status 
of the liquidation that was an excessive 
amount with which to burden the liquida- 
tion, coupled with another fact that I felt 
I wished to prevent at least the repetition 
of it, namely, that there had been an addi- 
tional allowance of $10,000 to Mr. Meaney 
in connection with something, a case that 
came before a vice chancelor. I assume it 
was legal because the vice chancelor per- 
mitted it, but it seemed to me it was objec- 
tionable from the point of view of my sworn 
duty as a trustee to protect the ultimate 
creditors and depositors of that bank. 


Again Mr. Agger said, as is found on 
page 66: 


I felt that it may have been perfectly legal, 
but I will say frankly it looked like a lawyer 
on two sides of the issue, because, on the one 
hand, there was the issue of these certificate 
holders, and, on the other hand, there was 
the issue of the liquidation. 

While I do not presume to criticize it, I 
felt, from my own point of view, it was the 
sort of thing I did not want to happen again, 


That is further discussed on pages 88 
and 89, and by another witness on pages 
137 and 138. 
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The decision in the case which brought 
forth the $10,00( fee is reported in 130 
New Jersey Equity 89, and also at page 
102. The decision of the vice chancelor 
is printed in memorandum form, but does 
not go into detail about the allowance 
of the attorney’s fee. 

What was this litigation? In sub- 
stance, it was litigation dealing with the 
relative rights of the holders of certain 
guaranteed first mortgage participation 
certificates issued by the trust company. 
I am sure that if the Senator from Illi- 
nois has been familiar with the liquida- 
tion of banks during the depression, he 
is familiar with such circumstances, 
which constantly arose, where some 
creditors of the bank were more than 
general creditors. They had invested in 
what were called guaranteed first mort- 
gage participation certificates. They 
had bought certificates representing in- 
terests in a pool of mortgages the pay- 
ment of which was guaranteed by the 
bank. These creditors were of course 
claiming a right to priority over the other 
creditors of the bank. 

Among other things there was a claim 
of the trust company itself as the owner 
of $74,500 of these certificates. There 
were the general creditors and the gen- 
eral depositors. The bank therefore was 
interested from the point of view of the 
general depositors of the bank itself, as 
opposed to the special creditors. 

It so happens that under the statute 
of the State the commissioner of banking 
and insurance becomes a trustee also in 
this matter. The commissioner, as I 
understand, drew no additional compen- 
sation for handling both features of liti- 
gation in which he was involved, but in 
his capacity as trustee designated Judge 
Meaney, who was his counsel as liquida- 
tor also as his counsel as trustee. It was 
pointed out in the testimony, not by 
Judge Meaney, but by someone else who 
was testifying for him, that he felt there 
was a distinction, at least a technical 
distinction, between acting for the liqui- 
dator at $20,000 a year and acting for 
the same man as trustee under these 
circumstances at some additional fee. 

The point which I wish to make—and 
I think that is about all that needs to 
be said about it—is that as the liquida- 
tion proceeded the bank was unsuccess- 
ful and the special creditors were suc- 
cessful. They succeeded in being held to 
be special creditors. They got their full 
allowance. The $74,500 for the bank it- 
self was cut out. The guaranty by the 
bank was held to be a direct obligation of 
the bank, which canceled its own claim. 
Then the fees were allowed. There were 
about $3,300,000 worth of these certifi- 
cates. About 1 percent was allowed as a 
fee, or $35,000; $10,000 of that was desig- 
nated to go to Judge Meaney, the counsel 
for the trustee. 

Waving aside for the moment the fact 
that he might have been representing 
conflicting interests, we presume that 
they need not strictly be held to be con- 
flicting interests, but the result was that, 
being paid $20,000 a year for full-time 
service as liquidator, Judge Meaney pro- 
ceeded to render service in some other 
capacity, at the same time, and received 
$10,000 additional. 
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Either that $10,000 was not earned or 
he was using part of his full time to earn 
it. It seems to me that when he received 
$10,000 for his services to the trustee, 
rendered during the period when he was 
employed to give full time to the liqui- 
dator, he should have credited the $10,000 
against his $20,000 annual salary, or else 
there was something the matter with his 
full-time employment contract. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, 
O’Manoney in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator 
from Louisiana? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator referred 
to a court decision. 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. ; 

Mr. ELLENDER. Evidently this fee 
was challenged. 

Mr. BURTON. No; I believe it was not 
challenged in court. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Who fixed the fee? 

Mr. BURTON. The vice chancellor 
fixed $35,000, based on 1 percent of the 
certificates, and allocated, evidently, $10,- 
000 to Judge Meaney, although it does 
not appear from the printed report. That 
appears from the testimony. 

; Mr. ELLENDER. Who finally paid the 
ee? 

Mr. BURTON. That $10,000 came out 
of the special fund. It was charged to 
the certificate holders. It did not come 
out of the bank and the general creditors, 
which raised a further interesting point. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The bank depositors 
have not suffered any loss? 

Mr. BURTON. No; but it seems to me 
a little unusual that when the attorney 
for the bank and the bank depositors 
lost his entire case, he received no extra 
compensation from his clients, but re- 
ceived $10,000 from the other side. It 
may be perfectly legal in the circum- 
stances, but it seems to me that under 
those circumstances it would be highly 
appropriate to allow the $10,000 to be 
credited against the other regular salary. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That would be true 
if the los. were against the bank and 
the depositors, but since the bank suf- 
fered no loss, I cannot see much point 
to the suggestion. 

Mr. BURTON. The bank was paying 
$20,000 for full-time services. It lost, I 
assume, one-half the services when the 
same attorney was allowed $10,000 dur- 
ing part of the time for services relating 
to the trust matter, although unsuccess- 
ful. 

I would not go into these matters, or 
attempt to draw conclusions from them, 
except for the action of the man respon- 
sible for the continuation of the liquida- 
tion of the bank, the commissioner of 
banking and insurance of the State of 
New Jersey. He was appointed in Feb- 
ruary 1942, and when he found the cir- 
cumstances to be as I have described 
them, he felt that that was sufficient rea- 
son for discontinuing the services of 
Judge Meaney as counsel for the liqui- 
dator. He proceeded to do so, and he 
has now reaffirmed it in his recent letter 
to the Governor which was transmitted 
by telegram to the members of the Ju- 
diciary Committee by the Governor, and 
from which I have just read. 
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It is not possible for the Senate to re- 
view all this in detail, but the Senate 
clearly should pause before confirming a 
man for appointment to a Federal dis- 
trict court immediately after he has been 
removed from office by his superior for 
the reason that there was excessive com- 
pensation, as he saw it, under the cir- 
cumstances, 

Mr. ELLENDER. Who appointed his 
superior? 

Mr. BURTON. His superior was ap- 
pointed by Governor Edison. 

Mr. ELLENDER. What was the rela- 
tionship between Governor Edison and 
his superior at the time of his dismissal? 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Agger was the 
commissioner of banking and insurance, 
He was serving at that time by appoint- 
ment of the Governor. 

Mr. ELLENDER. What was the rela- 
tionship between the Governor and Mr. 
Meaney at the time Mr. Meaney was ap- 
pointed by Mr. Agger? 

Mr. BURTON. If the Senator means 
at the time that the Governor appointed 
Mr. Agger as commissioner, I do not 
know what the relationship was at that 
time. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Were they friendly? 

Mr. BURTON. Ido not have any idea 
what the relation between Judge Meaney 
and the Governor was then. The nomi- 
nation under discussion had not been 
made at that time. 

Mr. ELLENDER. So the record does 
not disclose whether or not they were 
friendly? 

Mr. BURTON. No. It does not show 
whether they are friendly even now. An 
objection has been made to the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Meaney as judge of the 
United States district court, but I do not 
understand that the Governor is making 
an attack on him. He objects to certain 
circumstances in connection with legal 
Services rendered by Judge Meaney to 
his commissioner, which, together with 
other facts, leads him to indicate that 
he believes someone else should be chosen 
to the Federal judgeship other than 
Meaney. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Does the record 
show the relationship between Mr. Hague 
and Governor Edison at the time of the 
dismissal of Judge Meaney by Mr. 
Agger? 

Mr. BURTON. No; but the record 
strongly indicates that there has been 
hostility for some months between Mayor 
Hague and the Governor. 

Mr. ELLENDER. For how long a 
period? 

Mr. BURTON. I cannot say. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Does the record 
show whether or not Governor Edison 
was supported by Mr. Hague? 

Mr. BURTON. There is plenty of 
testimony to the effect that in the last 
election he was supported by Mayor 
Hague, and Governor Edison said that in 
the administration of his office he was 
not responsible or beholden to anybody. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Does the record 
show whether or not Governor Edison 
would have run for Governor had he not 
been supported by Mr. Hague? 

Mr. BURTON. No; I do not believe it 
does. Testimony was given by the Demo- 
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cratic chairman in which she expressed 
the thought that Governor Edison could 
not have been elected had he not been 
supported in his campaign by Mayor 
Hague. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Does the record 
show how soon after Mr. Edison took the 
oath he and Hague became unfriendly? 

Mr. BURTON. No; it does not. 

Mr. LUCAS. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield to the Senator 
from Illinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. I am very much inter- 
ested in the statement submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio with respect to Mr. 
Meaney charging what appears to be a 
double fee, or at least representing op- 
posing parties in litigation. Such con- 
duct is looked upon in my State as being 
a very serious offense. No lawyer can 
legally or ethically be guilty of such prac- 
tice in Illinois. Should he attempt to 
represent both sides of a question in liti- 
gation and be caught at it, he would be 
disbarred. z 

Mr. BURTON. I think it is only fair 
to state to the Senator from Illinois that 
this fee having been approved by the 
vice chancelor of New Jersey, it has been 
assumed that the fee was not illegal. It 
was, however, subject to the criticism 


“which was made by the commissioner, 


and it was used by him as a basis for 
the discontinuance of Judge Meaney as 
legal counsel. He did this to insure him- 
self against its occurring again. That is 
what the commissioner has said. 

Mr. LUCAS. When the Senator says 
“vice chancelor,” is he referring to a 
court of equity in the State of New Jer- 
sey? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. 

Mr. LUCAS. Was notice concerning 
this fee given to all parties in interest 
before it was approved by the court? 

Mr. BURTON. The record does not 
show that point, but I have no doubt 
that, in view of the fact that we have 
a published report of the decision, it was 
a well-known case. 

Mr. LUCAS. If the Senator will par- 
don me, I cannot understand why a 
court of equity, sitting and hearing all 
this testimony in the same way Sena- 
tors have heard testimony submitted be- 
fore the subcommittee, would permit this 
man to get away with two fees, so to 
speak, for representing conflicting in- 
terests. I do not know how far the 
Senate should go behind a court of equity 
in the State of New Jersey after all 
parties in interest know about the addi- 
tional fee and are represented at the 
hearing on the question. The fee was 
allowed in open court, so the judge knew 
about it; the lawyers on both sides knew 
about it; and everyone apparently agreed 
toit. If we question whether it was right 
or wrong, as we are doing, then we cast 
reflection directly upon the judge who 
permitted the fee to be allowed in the 
first instance. I do not know who he 
was, and I do not care, but that is what 
we do. We are faced with the necessity 
of saying to the court who allowed that 
fee, “Mr. Justice, you were wrong; it was 
an unconscionable fee, and you should 
have seen that the fee of $10,000 was 
saved for the preferred creditors.” 
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Mr. BURTON. I may say to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois that I think we should 
not be under obligation to go behind the 
decision of the chancelor. What oc- 
curred, however, was this: The $10,000 
fee was allowed by the vice chancelor 
in that case. The commissioner of bank- 
ing and insurance permitted it to be 
accepted by Judge Meaney as counsel for 
the trustee. The commissioner then was 
Mr. Reilly, and not Mr. Agger. It was 
accepted by Judge Meaney, and no credit 
was made against the regular services 
which must have been reduced to some 
extent during that period of time when 
Judge Meaney was working on the other 
case. 

So far as the Senate has to go in con- 
firming Judge Meaney for the Federal 
judiciary, it looks to the fact that he 
recently, on April 1, 1942, was removed 
from office by the new commissioner 
on that ground, publicly stated and pub- 
licly reiterated here. Therefore, we look 
into the consideration that it certainly 
does not increase the faith of the public 
to have this appointment made under 
these unfortunate circumstances. The 
nominee recently has been removed from 
office for the reason stated and yet he 
is appointed immediately to the Federal 
court following such removal. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator again yield? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. I have not read the rec- 
ord, and I apologize to the Senator for 
interrupting him with these questions. 
I am always interested in matters af- 
fecting the judiciary or in matters af- 
fecting the integrity of the United States 
Senate. But the last question which the 
Senator raised is extremely interesting. 
Am I to understand from the Senator’s 
statement that the commissioner, who is 
responsible for the appointment of the 
counsel for the liquidator, removed Mr. 
Meaney, the counsel for the liquidator, 
on the ground that he had accepted il- 
legally a fee of $10,000? 

Mr. BURTON. I read that testimony 
a little while ago from the record. 

Mr. LUCAS. I am sorry. I did not 
hear it. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Ishould like to have 
the record on that point. My impres- 
sion is that Mr. Meaney testified that 
in his letter of dismissal Mr. Agger stated 
that he dismissed Mr. Meaney on the 
ground of economy. 

Mr. BURTON. That has a relation to 
the very topic. It was $10,000 worth of 
economy. He did not want to have it 
happen again. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I was going to suggest 
in answer to the question of the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Lucas] that when the 
vice chancelor passed on the dispute be- 
tween different classes of depositors, Mr. 
Meaney was one of the attorneys, and he 
was allowed a fee for what he did in that 


5852 


connection. The vice chancelor was not 
trying the issue of a double fee. He was 
not passing on the question of whether 
it was proper for Mr. Meaney to take it. 
That was a side issue, a dispute between 
depositors, all of whom Mr. Meaney really 
represented as attorney for the liquidator. 
The dispute arose between depositors in 
regard to the difference of their claims. 
Mr. Meaney appeared before the vice 
chancelor and represented one class of 
depositors, and the fee which he earned 
in doing that might have been $10,000. 
A $10,000 fee might have been reasonable 
for his services. That is all the vice 
chancelor had to pass on. It was not 
up to him to say to Mr. Meaney, “You 
represent all these depositors in another 
case. You cannot divide this thing up 
now.” He was passing only on the ques- 
tion in dispute between classes of de- 
positors, and he allowed a fee of $10,000. 
That might have been perfectly proper. 
He was not passing on the question as to 
whether it was an impropriety for 
Meaney to accept the two fees. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I am 
sorry I cannot agree with my distin- 
guished friend the Senator from Ne- 
braska on what the law is in connection 
with a matter of that kind. When a 
court of equity has charge of a bank it 
should take judicial notice of matters of 
that kind. In equity and good con- 
science the court should have reached 
out and considered what some seem to 
think is such a serious matter. I submit 
that there was nothing in the world to 
stop the court from issuing an order that 
that $10,000 be paid to whomever it be- 
longed. The court had a right to con- 
sider that question. That at least is my 
curbstone opinion. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, re- 
sponding directly to the question asked 
by the Senator from New Jersey, and 
indirectly by the Senator from Tlinois, in 
order that I may place in the Recorp the 
statement of the Commissioner I shall 
read from page 64 of the committee hear- 
ings from the statement of Mr. Agger, 
commissioner of banking and insurance, 
which bears out the contention with ref- 
erence to the $10,000, Mr. Agger said: 

I came in 3 years afterward— 


That is, after the appointment of the 
counsel to the liquidator— 


and it seemed to me at the time that in view 
of the status of the liquidation that was an 
excessive amount— 


That meant the $20,000 a year— 


with which to burden the liquidation, cou- 
pled with another fact that I felt I wished to 
prevent at least the repetition of it, namely, 
that there had been an additional allowance 
of $10,000 to Mr, Meaney in connection with 
something, a case that came before a vice 
chancelor. I assume it was legal because 
the vice chancelor permitted it, but it seemed 
to me it was objectionable from the point 
of view of my sworn duty as a trustee to pro- 
tect the ultimate creditors and depositors of 
that bank. 


And on page 66 Mr. Agger says: 

I felt that it may have been perfectly legal, 
but I will say frankly it looked like a lawyer 
on two sides of the issue, because on the one 
hand there was the issue of these certificate 
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holders and, on the other hand, there was the 
issue of the liquidation. 

While I do not presume to criticize it, I felt, 
from my own point of view, it was the sort 
of thing I did not want to happen again. 


Under date of June 27 Mr. Agger wrote 
to the Governor, and the Governor’s office 
transmitted to us, a wire in which that 
same point was reaffirmed, in which Mr. 
Agger said to the Governor: 

My removal of Judge Meaney from his post 
as counsel of the liquidation was based solely 
on what seemed to me excessive payment to 
him. This I emphasized in my testimony. 


Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Lucas in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield to the Senator from New 
Jersey? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Has the Senator 
made it clear in his argument up to this 
point that the $10,000 fee to Mr. Meaney 
was allowed to him for services rendered 
by him in litigation between two sets of 
preferred creditors in which the liqui- 
dator had no interest whatever? 

Mr. BURTON. I believe the Senator 
from New Jersey does not quite correctly 
conceive the circumstances, because it 
appears from the record that he was 
representing the commissioner of bank- 
ing and insurance in his capacity not as 
liquidator but in his capacity as trus- 
tee, which capacity seems to have been 
thrust upon the commissioner under the 
circumstances. The commissioner also 
was representing the bank as the holder 
of $74,500 of these certificates himself, 
and representing the bank as the guaran- 
tor of the certificates, which was vital to 
the whole transaction. 

I now come to the third point, which 
is the one which relates to the circum- 
stances surrounding the resignation of 
Judge Meaney from the Common Pleas 
Court, and the circumstances which fol- 
lowed it, and the reaction which it seems 
to have had on the governor of the State 
of New Jersey, and upon his communica- 
tion to the Senate based upon that and 
other matters. 

There is no direct testimony as to in- 
tent in connection with the resignations 
from the various courts, but there is a 
most unusual series of circumstantial 
steps about which I think the’ Senate 
should know, not only for themselves, but 
for the reason that these seem clearly to 
have influenced the Governor of the State 
of New Jersey. The Governor is one 
of the three State-wide elected officials 
in that State, and he has protested to 
the President of the United States and to 
the Senate against the confirmation of 
the nominee, particularly in view of these 
circumstances. 

Mr. President, the circumstances are 
these: Judge Meaney was serving on the 
court of common pleas, at a salary of 
$15,000 a year. The bank to which I 
referred became insolvent in February 
1939 and, as Judge Meaney points out, 
was in need of some legal services, and 
in need of the services of someone who 
was widely trusted at that time. He 
resigned from the common pleas bench 
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to accept this appointment at $20,000 a 
year, as compared to the $15,000 he was 
receiving on the bench. That in itself 
would not be an unusual circumstance if 
those were all the circumstances con- 
nected with it. 

Following that fact in point of time, 
as I understand from the record, al- 
though the time schedule is not entirely 
clear in the record, a judge of the Court 
of Errors and Appeals of the State of 
New Jersey, its highest court, resigned 
from that court and took Judge Meaney’s 
place on the Court of Common Pleas, 
That was Judge Walker. 

Following his resignation from the 
Court of Errors and Appeals there was 
appointed to the vacancy created by 
Judge Walker’s resignation, Frank 
Hague, Jr., the son of Mayor Hague, 
who had but recently graduated from 
law school and had not yet practiced 
law. He became what is known in New 
Jersey as one of the lay members of the 
court of last resort. This is rather an 
unusual circumstance, based apparently 
on the fact that the State constitution 
does not require all the judges of that 
court to be members of the bar, and it 
has been customary to have some on 
it who are not members of the bar. I 
presume that Frank Hague, Jr., although 
technically a member of the bar, was 
classified as a lay member for the rea- 
son that he had not yet practiced law. 
That series of circumstances, in itself, 
aroused, as I understand and as ap- 
pears from the record, considerable pro- 
test and objection in the State of New 
Jersey. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at that point? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Is it not true that 
the record discloses that Judge Walker 
was later appointed to the Federal 
bench? 

Mr. BURTON. I was about to come 
to that, because it fits into the whole 
picture. 

Mr. McCARRAN. At that time, as I 
recall from reading the record, Judge 
Walker was appointed to the Federal 
bench. Although the Senator would 
infer that there was something peculiar 
about his resignation from the Court of 
Errors and Appeals, there was no pro- 
test whatsoever, and his appointment to 
the Federal bench was confirmed by the 
Senate without protest. 

Mr. BURTON. That is the next step 
in this unusual series of resignations 
which, as I say, appear as circumstances 
in the record. First, Judge Meaney re- 
signed from the Court of Common Pleas 
and went to the bank as counsel for the 
liquidator. Then Judge Walker resigned 
from the Court of Errors and Appeals and 
went to the Court of Common Pleas. 
Then Frank Hague, Jr., went to the high- 
est court of the State, the Court of Er- 
rors and Appeals. 

After a short period a vacancy occurred 
on the Federal bench, and Judge Walker 
was then nominated and appointed to 
the Federal bench, on the same court 
which we are now discussing, the United 
States District Court for the District of 
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New Jersey. Judge Walker’s nomination 
was confirmed; and, as has been pointed 
out by the Senator from Nevada, no pro- 
test was made. At that time Governor 
Edison was not Governor of New Jersey, 
and, as I understand it, no protest was 
brought to the Senate, although the cir- 
cumstances were as I have recited them. 

After about 1 year’s service on the Fed- 
eral bench, Judge Walker, who, the rec- 
ord shows, had rendered excellent serv- 
ice on the bench, resigned from the bench 
to accept appointment as general coun- 
sel for the New Jersey Bell Telephone Co. 
Under those circumstances a vacancy 
again occurred on the Federal bench, and 
a nomination was made of a man who I 
think, without dispute, is Mayor Hague’s 
candidate. He was not appointed to the 
Federal bench to fill the first vacancy, but 
is now nominated for the Federal bench, 
which makes the fifth link in the chain of 
circumstances, 

Again I say to the Senate that we are 
not required to consider those circum- 
stances as we would consider them in 
trying an impeachment. We are not re- 
quired to determine the intent of the indi- 
viduals concerned. With the better 
knowledge which people have at close 
range, we are entitled, however, to rec- 
ognize that the Governor of the State 
has considered these circumstances as a 
primary ground for his protest to the 
Senate, along with other grounds. We 
certainly should take notice of the fact 
that the people of the State are aroused 
and that when we confirm a nominee to 
the Federal bench and make it the last 
link in the chain of circumstances to 
which I have referred, we are contribut- 
ing to a most dangerous lack of confi- 
dence, whether it be justified or unjusti- 
fied, on the part of that entire district, 
to say nothing of the United States, in 
the judiciary of the United States. 

Our obligation in sitting in review on 
this appointment is to see to it that we 
do not ourselves take a step which would 
lead to lack of confidence in the courts. 
In the present-day condition of crisis 
it is of the utmost importance that the 
chain be broken. The only way to con- 
vince the public at large, particularly 
the people of New Jersey—including the 
Governor and those he may represent— 
who are objecting to this appointment, 
and restore full confidence that the judi- 
ciary and the Senate are independent, is 
to appoint to the bench in New Jersey 
someone who is not connected with that 
series of appointments and changes. It 
seems to me that the circumstances do 
not justify selecting from among all the 
people of New Jersey this one man, 
strongly supported for this appointment, 
as he is, by Mayor Hague. It would be 
a healthy thing for the United States 
Government, and particularly for the 
Senate, under its constitutional obliga- 
tion at this time, to end the chain at this 
point. 

That brings me to the fourth point, 
which relates to the general circum- 
stances arising out of the connection of 
Mayor Hague with the case, and the 
connection of Mayor Hague with condi- 
tions in general, 
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I do not happen to know Mayor Hague 
personally. I may say that in municipal 
fields his work with juvenile delinquents 
has been recognized as exceptionally fine. 
I have examined into his procedure in 
connection with juvenile delinquency in 
the city of Jersey City, but not into the 
circumstances connected with his admin- 
istration in general. He has been mayor 
of Jersey City for 30 years. He has been 
elected eight times. The events which 
have taken place clearly indicate that he 
has ruled that city throughout that 
period. I do not rely on personal or con- 
troversial testimony but on the open 
records of the United States courts. 

In 1937 there arose a condition which 
became common knowledge in the United 
States. It arose from violations of con- 
stitutional rights of the people of the 
United States. In 1937, Mayor Hague, 
under an ordinance passed during his 
administration, attempted to override the 
rights of freedom of speech in that com- 
munity in a way which called forth an 
injunction from the Federal court—the 
very court we are now discussing. The 
action of that court was affirmed by the 
circuit court of appeals, and the legal 
points were affirmed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

We in the Senate should take notice 
of the fact that in 1937, regardless of all 
other controversies about the adminis- 
tration of Mayor Hague, this constitu- 
tional issue arose in that court. In order 
to make that situation clear, I wish to 
read a few statements from the opinion 
of the circuit court of appeals in that 
case. These, I believe, will provide suffi- 
cient notice to the Senate as to what is 
involved in confirming this nomination. 

This opinion was rendered in January 
1939 by circuit judge, John Biggs, of Wil- 
mington, Del., and concurred in by cir- 
cuit judge, Albert B: Maris, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa. For such value as it may have, 
there was a dissenting opinion by Circuit 
Judge J. Warren Davis, of Trenton, N. J. 

Before I read from the opinion of 
Judge Biggs I wish to read the introduc- 
tory paragraph to the opinion so as to 
give a clear statement as to what the case 
was about. On page 777 of volume 101 
of the Federal Reporter, second series, 
Judge Biggs states in the opening para- 
graph: 

The question presented by the appeal at 
bar is whether or not certain fundamental 
civil liberties safeguarded by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States shall be observed 
and protected in Jersey City or shall there 
stand abridged. 


Mayor Hague is still in office, and now 
is urging this appointment to the mem- 
bership on the very court which issued 
the injunction in this case. Upon this 
issue Judge Biggs said this at page 781 
with regard to the conditions in Jersey 
City under Mayor Hague in 1937: 

When members of a police force remove in- 
dividuals from a picket line, deport them from 
the territorial limits of a city, or detain them 
in police custody under guise of arrest and 
release them without charges and without 
trial, the police are acting in defiance of due 
process of law as guaranteed by the four- 
teenth amendment. When, as in the case at 
bar, such conduct receives the consent and 
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approbation of those charged with the con- 
duct of city government justice is destroyed. 
Such a condition is abhorrent in a demo- 
cratic community. 


Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator 
from Nevada? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. McCARRAN. There is no infer- 
ence in the Senator’s reading of that lan- 
guage that Judge Meaney had anything 
to do with the curtailment of free speech 
in the city of Jersey City, is there? 

Mr. BURTON. Not the slightest impli- 
cation. The charges relating to Judge 
Meaney were limited entirely to the con- 
duct of the bank liquidation, receiving 
the additional fee, and the series of res- 
ignations to which I have referred. This 
quotation from the 1937 Hague litigation 
is related only because Judge Meaney is 
the candidate of Mayor Hague. ‘These 
quotations indicate the policy of Mayor 


Hague. 
Mr. McCARRAN. Mr, President, will 
the Senator further yield? 


Mr. BURTON. I am glad to yield. 

Mr. McCARRAN. If the Senator 
would prefer not to be interrupted, I shall 
not interrupt him. 

Mr. BURTON. Iam glad to be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I do not intend to 
make any remarks on this subject, so 
any question I may ask is merely to try 
to develop the Senator’s thought. 

During the time I have been privileged 
to listen to the Senator’s address, he has 
repeatedly made the statement that this 
nominee is the candidate of Mayor 
Hague. From what in the record does 
the Senator take that statement? 

Mr. BURTON. I think it can be found 
in scores of places in the record. It cer- 
tainly is not denied. Witnesses, whether 
they were for or against him, have not 
questioned the fact that he is supported 
by Mayor Hague. I do not think anyone 
has denied it anywhere along the line at 
any point. It has been stated many 
times. Does the Senator deny it? 

Mr. McCARRAN. I do not know. I 
do not live in New Jersey. I do not know 
anything about it. 

Mr. BURTON. Perhaps the junior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BARBOUR] 
can throw light on the question when his 
time to speak comes. 

Mr. McCARRAN. The junior Senator 
from New Jersey may do so. Yesterday 
I heard the junior Senator from New 
Jersey questioned about the group which 
Was opposing the nomination. He did 
not give the Senate any enlightenment 
on that question. Perhaps he will do so 
later. 

Mr. BURTON. I might quote the 
testimony of the Governor of New Jersey 
directly on the issue. 

Mr. McCARRAN. What I have in 
mind is this: The official life of Judge 
Meaney, as we read it, commenced with 
his first appointment to the bench and 
his confirmation by the Senate of New 
Jersey. He received a later appointment 
to the bench, which was confirmed by 
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the Senate of New Jersey; and I think his 
appointment to the Court of Common 
Pleas was also confirmed by the Senate 
of New Jersey. On the latter point I am 
not quite certain. 

Mr. SMATHERS. That is correct. 

Mr. McCARRAN. All the way 
through his official life there appears a 
thread of expression in the record to 
the effect that his official acts were be- 
yond reproach. Several election cases 
were tried in the court in which he pre- 
sided. 

The general comment was that they 
were tried fairly, openly, and honesily. 
Nowhere in the official life of Judge 
Meaney do we find the impingement of 
control by anyone, whether it be Hague or 
anyone else. As I read the record relative 
to his resignation from the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas to become attorney for the 
defunct bank, I do not find Hague in that 
picture anywhere. In fact, the inference 
is to the contrary. So I am trying to 
find out where Hague actually controlled 
either the appointment of Meaney to 
various positions or his official acts. I 
am unable to find any connection with 
Hague. 

Mr. BURTON. Let me say that before 
the Senator entered the Chamber I had 
reviewed the career of Judge Meaney up 
to 1939, and had pointed out that at no 
time did the record show any criticism 
whatever, or indicate that there was any 
criticism. The confirmation of the State 
Senate was indicative of that. The only 
criticism in the record is as to his conduct 
of the liquidation, his acceptance of the 
additional fee, and the series of resigna- 
tions, which are presented primarily as a 
set of circumstances. In addition to the 
many implications in the record that 
Meaney is the candidate of Mayor Hague, 
the Governor of New Jersey is cited as a 
responsible witness on that precise point. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 


Senator yield? 
Mr. BURTON. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. I fully understand 


what the Senator from Ohio has in mind, 
On page 7 of the record I notice the 
following comment by the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. SMATHERS]: 

Senator Smatuers. I think, Senator Austin, 
the record ought to state right here that I 
gave to the Attorney General, Francis Biddle, 
the names of Joseph Kraemer, of Newark; 
Catesby L. Jones, of Bernardsville; Charles M. 
Phillips, of Hamilton; and Thomas Meaney, 
for the candidates that I proposed for this 
judgeship, and he ran the investigation 
through the F. B. I. I told him and I told 
the President any one of the four or five 
names that the President named would be 
satisfactory to me. 


The point I am trying to make is that 
so far as concerns the selection of a 
judicial officer, we should take it for 
granted that the Attorney General of the 
United States, who controls the Depart- 
ment of Justice, or who supervises and 
administers it, should be the better wit- 
ness and should be better able to state 
who should be a judge, than any Gover- 
nor, anywhere, would be able to do. I 
say that with all due respect to Governor 
Edison. 

Mr. BURTON. Let me say to the Sen- 
ator from New Mexico that it is entirely 
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to the credit of the Senator from New 
Jersey that he had other candidates 
under the circumstances. One of those 
candidates was selected by the President, 
and he made the selection on the recom- 
mendation of the Attorney General. 

The point I wish to make is that under 
the Constitution the Senate is re- 
quired to act independently of the Pres- 
ident and of the Attorney General, in 
exercising its judgment with regard to 
candidates for judgeships, and for the 
general purpose of passing on questions 
involving the general public welfare, as 
g is involved in this particular nomina- 
ion. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is correct; I agree 
with the Senator from Ohio. However, 
as an advisory opinion, is not the opinion 
of the Attorney General of the United 
States to be respected more than that of 
someone who does not know anything 
about the judiciary? 

Mr. BURTON. I think that is correct, 
but at the same time I think the Senate 
would not be performing its duty if it 
merely rubber-stamped the opinion of the 
Attorney General. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mur- 
pock in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield to the Senator from Il- 
linois? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. Will the Senator tell me 
who was responsible for the appointment 
of Frank Hague, Jr., to the bench? 

Mr. BURTON. I suppose the nomina- 
tion must have been made by the then 
Governor, and confirmed by the senate 
of the State. 

Mr. LUCAS. Can the Senator tell me 
who was the Governor? 

Mr. BURTON. That is more than I 
know. 

Mr. NORRIS. It was Governor Moore. 

Mr. LUCAS. Governor A. Harry 
Moore, formerly a United States Senator? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. LUCAS. I should like to make one 
other point. The Senator from Ohio is 
making a very bitter argument against 
Frank Hague. 

Mr. BURTON. I should not say it is 
a bitter argument. I am simply repeat- 
ing the opinion of the circuit court of 
appeals. 

Mr. LUCAS. Very well; that is a bit- 
ter argument which the Senator is re- 
peating. I should like to ask the Senator 
@ question. In view of the fact that 
Frank Hague seems to be the real issue 
in the present case, I am wondering 
whether the Senator from Ohio would 
agree to vote to confirm the nomination 
of anyone from New Jersey upon whom 
Frank Hague might have put his stamp 
of approval. 

Mr. BURTON. In reply to the Sen- 
ator’s question, I should say that at this 
time for the President to nominate and 
the Senate to confirm anyone who was 
recognized in New Jersey as a candidate 
se Hague would be a great mis- 


Mr. LUCAS. Let me ask the Senator 
how anyone from that section of the 
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country is to get on the Federal bench, - 
so long as Frank Hague is in polities? 

Mr, BURTON. I think there should 
be in New Jersey someone who could be 
a candidate for appointment to the Fed- 
eral bench and who would not have any 
connections with Mr. Hague or the 
Hague machine in one way or another. 
If such a person were nominated there 
would not be this controversy and divi- 
sion as between candidates. It seems to 
me that the question now before the 
Senate is, How can we increase the con- 
fidence of the people of the country, and 
particularly the people of New Jersey, in 
the courts when the community is so 
divided in its opinion of this particular 
man? Let us get someone who is not 
supported in that particular way. 

Mr. LUCAS, I appreciate the argu- 
ment the Senator is making; but I should 
very much dislike to be in Mr. Meaney’s 
shoes or in the shoes of anyone else who, 
like him, was supported by Frank Hague. 

Mr.BURTON. Isympathize with him. 

Mr. LUCAS. I should dislike very 
much to be in the shoes of anyone com- 
ing from that section of the country who 
happened to be a good lawyer, and about 
whom Frank Hague might say, “He is 
all right; I go along with him,” but about 
whom, on the basis of Hague support, 
the Senate of the United States would 
say, “Because Hague is for him, we are 
against him.” 

Mr. BURTON. I desire to emphasize 
that point because I think it is of the 
greatest importance. As I said in the 
beginning, and as I shall say in the 
conclusion, there are two issues. One is 
the individual himself; and the other is, 
will the confirmation of this nomination 
increase the faith and confidence of the 
people of the United States, and par- 
ticularly the people of the district of 
New Jersey, in the Federal courts? In 
the light of the controversy which exists 
at this time regarding Mayor Hague and 
one of his nominees, I do not believe 
that their confidence will be increased 
if this nomination is confirmed. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator from Ohio 
may be correct; but I repeat that I should 
very much dislike to live in that section 
of the country and seek a Federal posi- 
tion of some kind, because, if Hague were 
to say, “I do not know the fellow very 
well, but I am for him,” or “I do not 
know him at all, but I am for him,” I 
should be afraid that that would be the 
end of me so far as the Senate is con- 
cerned. 

The Senator has said a good deal 
about the Governor. I happen to know 
the Governor about as well as I know 
Frank Hague; I think I have met both 
of them about twice in my life, although 
I have heard a great deal about both of 
them, and I have heard a great deal said 
about both of them in the Senate. 

Let me ask the Senator when the Gov- 
ernor and Frank Hague fell out? 

Mr. BURTON. I do not know. The 
Governor is not objecting to all nomi- 
nees; he is merely objecting to this nom- 
inee. 


Mr, LUCAS. I understood that they 
were together in 1940, when Governor 
Edison was a candidate for Governor 
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and was successful over the Republican 
candidate. 

Mr. BURTON. The testimony shows 
that Hague supported him, but Mr. Edi- 
son said on the platform that after his 
election he would not be beholden to 
anyone. * 

Mr. LUCAS. Of course; and I am 
100 percent for him because of that. 
That is what should be said by any can- 
didate in any State: That he would not 
be beholden to anyone other than the 
dictates of his own conscience. 

However, Edison did have the support 
of Hague and his so-called machine. 

Mr. BURTON. As Governor Edison 
said, it was thrust upon him, 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield to the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. SMATHERS. If the Senator were 
running for office as Governor of Illi- 
nois, would not he like to have thrust 
upon him—— 

Mr. BURTON. The Senator should 
address his question to the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr. SMATHERS. I meant to say if 
the Senator were running for ofice as 
Governor of Ohio, would not he like to 
have thrust upon him 150,000 votes? 

Mr. BURTON. I think it is very clear 
in the mind of anyone who has ever run 
for public office that it is impossible to 
put a black ball in the ballot box against 
people who vote for you. If they want 
to vote for you, all right; but you must 
do the best you can under your oath to 
serve the community as a whole, major- 
ity and minority alike. 

Mr. SMATHERS. If the Senator will 
yield to me so that I may ask another 
auestion, let me say that I understand 
that the Senator from Ohio is now deal- 
ing with the question of the alleged 
shifting around of judges in New Jersey; 
is that correct? 

Mr. BURTON. No; Ihave passed that 
point. 

Mr. SMATHERS. I should like the 
Senator to address himself again to that 
point. Does the Senator realize that no 
judge could ever have been shifted in 
New Jersey, and that Frank Hague’s son 
could not have gone on the Court of Er- 
rors and Appeals, unless a New Jersey 
Senate, made up of approximately 18 
Republicans end 3 Democrats, had 
confirmed the nomination of every judge 
about whom complaint is made today? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes; I realize that. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Very well. 

Mr. BURTON. The reason why I am 
pointing out that series of changes, from 
the Court of Common Pleas to the posi- 
tion as counsel to the liquidator of the 
bank, from the New Jersey Court of 
Errors and Appeals to the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas, thus leaving a vacancy on the 
Court of Errors and Appeals, and Hague’s 
going on there, and then Judge Walker, 
who had left there, going on the Federal 
bench, and now Judge Meaney being 
nominated to go on the Federal bench— 
is because the Governor of New Jersey, 
undoubtedly representing the point of 
view of a substantial number of citizens 
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living in the State of New Jersey, feels 
that in that chain there is such a set of 
circumstances as to raise serious doubt 
as to the dependability of the man nomi- 
nated for a place on their Federal court 
if one of the members of that chain is 
now placed on that bench. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me for an interruption? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield to the Senator 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. In connection with the 
question of expression of public opinion, 
we must remember the situation in New 
Jersey. Governor Edison was elected. 
Whether the support of the Hague ma- 
chine was thrust upon him is beside the 
question; but, nevertheless, he received 
the benefit of it, and his election repre- 
sented public opinion according to our 
standard, according to the mechanics in- 
volved in the expression of public opinion 
in everyday life regarding things which 
happen anywhere at all. 

If he accepted such expression of pub- 
lic opinion, to be elected Governor of the 
State of New Jersey, is not that same 
public opinion expressed by Mr. Hague 
when he supports him? Iam not defend- 
ing Mr. Hague. I am defending Judge 
Meaney. I think his nomination is a 
matter different and apart, and the only 
thing which should be considered by the 
Senate is whether he is fit to be a United 
States judge. The fact that Mr. Hague 
might have supported him is only inci- 
dental to the whole question. 

Mr.BURTON. Ifthe Senator will per- 
mit me to interrupt him—— 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Yes. 

Mr. BURTON. Does not the Senator 
consider that there is, more than ever, an 
obligation on us to consider the question 
of whether under all the circumstances 
confirmation of the nomination would in- 
crease the confidence of the people of the 
United States, and especially the people 
of the particular district concerned, in 
the Federal judicial system? 

Mr. CHAVEZ.: Iagree completely with 
the Senator, but I do not think that de- 
termination should be made on the basis 
of whether or not someone who might 
have the respect or perhaps might stand 
in wrong with the general public is for 
the nominee. The question is whether 
or not Judge Meaney, of himseif, on the 
basis of his training, his qualifications, 
and of how he will act and how he will 
behave, is fitted for the position. That 
is the question in my mind. 

The fact that Mr. Hague may have 
supported him might be only incidental. 
He also supported Edison. Are we going 
to throw out Mr. Edison, notwithstanding 
that he is a fine man? 

Mr. BURTON. In response to that line 
of reasoning, let me ask if the Senator 
does not realize that in New Jersey there 
are a great many persons who suspect 
and feel, whether rightly or wrongly, that 
if the next link is put on this chain, and 
if support of the nominee comes from 
Mayor Hague, even though the judge may 
do 100 percent right all the way through, 
if they have a case before him they will 
ma that in deciding it he did not do 

ght? 
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Mr. CHAVEZ. That is correct. 

Mr. BURTON. Because of circum- 
stances of that kind is it not our duty 
under the Constitution to prevent that 
kind of suspicion from being raised 
against our courts; because if such sus- 
picion arises, it destroys faith in the 
Government. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I think we should do so; 
but the matter also carries a little farther. 
After all, unless there is something that 
would horrify the Genate—and I agree 
with the Senator that if something is 
wrong with Judge Meaney it is our duty 
to say, “No;” who could know him better 
than the people of the State of New 
Jersey? 

Mr. BURTON. In reply let me state 
to the Senator, if I may interrupt, that, 
as has been stated here, three officials are 
elected by all the people of the State of 
New Jersey: the Governor, who was op- 
posed to the nominee; and the two Sen- 
ators, one of whom was opposed to him 
and one of whom was for him. That 
would make two to one against him. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is right; and the 
Governor was elected through the efforts 
of the same Hague organization. Of 
course, I am not saying that that is 
proper. 

Mr. BURTON. Let me say that the 
Governor was also elected by the rest of 
the people of the State. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. “hat is correct. He 
said the Hague machine was only given 
to him; it just came over to him; he 
did not want it. Nevertheless, he re- 
ceived its support. After all, they voted 
for him. Whether they were right or 
whether they were wrong, whether they 
wanted to give it to him for some 
reason or another, is beside the ques- 
tion. 

The senior Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. SmatHers], who was elected by the 
people of New Jersey, favors confirma- 
tion of the nomination. The Governor of 
New Jersey is opposed to confirmation, 
and he has a right to be opposed to it, 
and I believe he thinks he is correct in 
his position. I have a great deal of faith 
in the integrity and honesty of purpose 
of the Governor of New Jersey; but, 
nevertheless, he accepted the same help 
from Frank Hague which he now con- 
demns in the case of Judge Meaney. 

The point which ï am trying to present 
now is that, after all, should not the 
people of New Jersey know more about 
the matter than we do? Of course we 
have a responsibility. 

Mr. BURTON. What better can I do 
than to cite the representatives of Jer- 
sey who are two to one against the 
nominee? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. To whom does the Sen- 
ator refer? 

Mr. BURTON. I refer to those elected 
at large in New Jersey, the Governor and 
the two Senators. As I pointed out a 
moment ago, the Governor is opposed to 
the nominee; the junior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. BARBOUR] is opposed to 
him, while the senior Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. SMATHERS] is in favor of him. 
That makes two to one against the 
nominee. I look to them to express at 
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least substantially the opinion of the 
State of New Jersey in some form. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. If we were to look 
only at that particular point, yes; but, 
after all, the Governor of New Jersey 
was elected by the same effort as was 
Mayor Hague, who is now supporting 
Judge Meaney, so that I do not see that 
the Senator has any complaint to make. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BURTON. I yield to the Senator 
from Nevada. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I beg the Senator’s 
pardon; I do not propose to interrupt 
him except briefiy; but the Senator from 
New Mexico made a statement a moment 
ago that I have been unable to find in the 
record; perhaps I have not read it care- 
fully. The Senator said the nominee is 
now supported by Mayor Hague. Is there 
anything in the record that shows Mayor 
Hague is supporting the nominee? 

Mr. BURTON. I cited the Governor of 
New Jersey as being a witness to that 
fact. He said so. There are other wit- 
nesses who sayso. Somedenyit. Mayor 
Hague did not testify. We have been dis- 
cussing the case for 2 days, and I have not 
heard it officially denied by any Senator. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I have not heard 
any expression from Mayor Hague. It 
may be in the record, and perhaps some- 
one else has found it. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for one more question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. SMATHERS. I should like to have 
the Senator tell me, if he can, how in 
the world the nomination of Thomas 
Glynn Walker, who resigned to become 
general counsel for the Bell Telephone 
Co., ever got through the Senate and re- 
ceived its unanimous approval when he 
is the man who resigned from the court 
of common pleas in order to make room 
for Frank Hague’s son. 

Mr. BURTON. I might suggest that 
it was because it was not an issue at that 
time and was never called to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. If Governor Edison 
had -not called this case to the attention 
of the Senate, probably the nomination 
of Judge Meaney might have gone 
through in the same way, unless infor- 
mation had come from some other source. 

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator 
from Nebraska? 

Mr. BURTON, I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. In answer to the ques- 
tion of the Senator from New Jersey as 
to how the nomination of Mr. Walker 
got through the Senate, I wonder if it 
would not be a good answer to say that 
the Senate had such supreme confidence 
in the Senator from New Jersey that they 
took everything he said for granted and 
raised no question about it. 

Mr. SMATHERS. In 1940 when there 
Was no political campaign in the offing, 
but not in 1942. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would take the Sena- 
tor’s word then as quickly as I would 
now, but when we were told by the Sena- 
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tor from New Jersey that the man was 
all right, everybody dropped it and said, 
“That is satisfactory; he is all right.” 
That is probably the way the nomination 
got through. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, in order 
that the Recorp may be clear on the 
situation with regard to Mayor Hague’s 
reputation and position in Jersey City 
and in the Nation, I confine myself to 
three quotations from the circuit court 
of appeals case relating to the incident 
that occurred in 1937, the opinion being 
written in 1939. I now read the second 
quotation from page 784 of the opinion 
of Judge Biggs: 


The interpretation of the rights of free 
speech and free assembly contended for by 
the appellants— 


That means Mayor Hague and his as- 
sociates— 


is shocking and places these rights in the 
hands of those who would destroy them. If 
the ill-intentioned threaten riot, speech may 
not be had. Under what conditions then 
would not the cry of riot be raised? Apply- 
ing the appellants’ doctrine literally, politi- 
cal speakers might not stump a city in an 
election if their opponents objected to what 
they had to say and threatened disorder. The 
strict application of such a rule would result 
eventually in the existence of but one politi- 
cal party as is now the case under totalitarian 
governments. 


What the judge is pointing out is that 
under those circumstances, if somebody 
came there to campaign, as was done in 
this case, and the city administration 
said they felt that he would produce a 
riot, all they had to do was to say so, 
and then proceed to exercise their power 
to keep him out. It was that which was 
enjoined by the Federal court. I con- 
tinue the quotation: 


The rule contended for by the appellants 
is scarcely one which commends itself to prac- 
tical democratic government. Nor do we 
think that the appellants have followed such 
a rule. The record shows that the appellees 
and their sympathizers were not permitted 
to speak because they were deemed to be 
undesirables by the city authorities. The 
cries of impending riot raised by the appel- 
lants are not candid. In other words, Mayor 
Hague and his associates, reversing the usual 
procedure, troubled the waters in order to 
fish in them. 


My last quotation from the circuit 
court of appeals, on page 786, is as fol- 
lows: 


The appellants urge that the appellees are 
not entitled to the injunctive relief granted 
them because they come into court with 
unclean hands. This contention is contro- 
verted by the express finding of the trial court 
that there was no competent proof that the 
appellees had so conducted themselves as to 
forfeit the protection of a court of equity. 
Our conclusions are substantially similar to 
those of the trial judge. 


Then the judge adds these important 
sentences: 


We think that an American community, 
devoted to Amercian principles, cannot exist 
upon the terms offered by the appellants. 
Minorities, however unpopular, must be al- 
lowed to make their voices heard, and the 
whipping up of public indignation and public 
clamor to the end that free expression of 
opinion and free assembly may not be had 
sits with little grace upon the officials of an 
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American city. Fundamental civil liberties 
must not be tampered with if our system of 
democratic government is to survive. 

We do not find the appellees guilty of hav- 
ing unclean hands. 


I merely cite those instances of record 
as descriptive of the situation in Jersey 
City, which is referred to commonly as 
“Mayor Hague’s domain.” 

Mr. President, that brings me, there- 
fore, to the conclusion of my fourth point, 
that under those circumstances we have 
the junior Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
Bargsour] expressing opposition to the 
appointment in the light of the circum- 
stance I have just related. They are 
set forth in the quotations from the cir- 
cuit court of appeals. Preceding that is 
my third point, the opposition of the 
Governor of New Jersey, based on the 
general situation, and on the chain of 
appointments and resignations. Preced- 
ing that we have the distinct fact, that 
a responsible public official, the banking 
commissioner, removed Judge Meaney 
from office because of the acceptance of 
the additional $10,000 compensation, not 
under illegal circumstances, but under 
circumstances which he felt would not 
justify his continuing him in his responsi- 
ble position. 

I should like to conclude, therefore, 
with this thought, that as we face the 
issue here, we should put to ourselves a 
test on which we vote, and I would do it 
in this way, much in the way in which we 
would instruct a jury. We might well 
instruct ourselves in casting our votes as 
follows: 

First. If we find beyond any reasonable 
doubt disclosed by the facts presented, 
and in the light of the efforts shown to 
have been made to secure the facts, that 
this nominee has the personal health, 
capacity, experience, judicial tempera- 
ment, integrity, loyalty, standards of 
practice, and independence of judgment, 
to justify his selection for this appoint- 
ment above all others, in the face of the 
conflicting testimony, and if we also find, 
beyond any reasonable doubt, disclosed 
by the facts presented, and in light of 
the efforts shown to have been made 
to secure the facts, that the appoint- 
ment of this nominee at this time will 
add to the faith and confidence of the 
people of the United States—and espe- 
cially of the district of New Jersey, among 
people of all political faiths and other 
differences—in the Government of the 
United States as a government of law 
and not of men, with impartial justice 
and equality for all under law, then and 
only then should we vote “yea” on the 
question of the confirmation of this nom- 
ination. 

Second. If, however, we are unable to 
find beyond such a reasonable doubt that 
the nominee has the personal health, 
capacity, experience, judicial tempera- 
ment, integrity, loyalty, standards of 
practice and independence of judgment, 
to justify his selection for this appoint- 
ment above all others. in the face of the 
conflicting testimony, then we should 
vote “nay” on the question of the con- 
firmation of the appointee. 

Third. Finally, if we are unable to find 
beyond any reasonable doubt disclosed 
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by the facts presented, and in the light 
of the efforts shown to have been made 
to secure the facts, that the appointment 
of this nominee at this time will add to 
the faith and confidence of the people of 
the United States—and especially of the 
district of New Jersey, among people of 
all political faiths and other differences— 
in the Government of the United States 
as government of law and not of men, 
with impartial justice and equality for 
all under the law, then we should vote 
“nay” on the question of the confirma- 
tion of the appointee. 

It seems to me we have a great respon- 
sibility placed upon us under the Con- 
stitution, inescapable, not shared by the 
House of Representatives, not shared by 
the President, to review the President’s 
nomination now before us. One of our 
greatest obligations, apart from the 
qualifications of the individual himself, 
is to make sure, before we confirm, that 
we are convinced beyond a reasonable 
doubt that in this critical time, with the 
eyes of the world upon this self-govern- 
ing nation, that we would, by confirming 
the appointment increase the faith and 
the confidence of the people of the United 
States, and especially of the district of 
New Jersey, in the Federal judiciary. If 
we do not find that, we have an obliga- 
tion to ask the President for another 
nomination, and I believe we should ask 
him for another nomination on that 
ground. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the bill (S. 
2454) to prescribe the relative rank of 
members of the Navy Nurse Corps in 
relation to commissioned officers of the 
Navy, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H; R. 7159) au- 
thorizing the construction of certain 
auxiliary. vessels for the United States 
Navy, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the following enrolled bills, and they 
were signed by the Vice President: 


S. 1957. An act to establish the naval pro- 


curement fund; and for other purposes; and: 


H. R.7159. An act authorizing the con- 
struction of certain auxiliary vessels for the 
United States Navy, and for other purposes. 


NOMINATION OF THOMAS F. MEANEY 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Thomas F. 
Meaney to be United States district judge 
for the district of New Jersey? 

Mr. BARBOUR obtained the floor. 

Mr. NORRIS. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Ball Barkley 
Andrews Bankhead Bilbo 
Bailey Barbour Bridges 
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Burton Hill Schwartz 
Butler Johnson, Calif. Shipstead 
Byrd Lee Smathers 
Capper Lucas Smith 
Caraway McCarran Stewart 
Chandler McKellar Taft 
Chavez McNary Thomas, Idaho 
Clark, Idaho Maybank ‘Thomas, Okla. 
Clark, Mo, Mead Thomas, Utah 
Connally Millikin ‘Truman 
Danaher Murdock Tunnell 
Davis Murray Tydings 
Downey Norris Vandenberg 
Ellender Nye Wagner 

erry O'Mahoney Walsh 
Gillette Pepper White 
Green Radcliffe Wiley 
Hatch Reed Willis 
Hayden Rosier 
Herring Russell 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty- 
seven Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. President, obvi- 
ously it is difficult for me, and I think 
it would be for anyone, to add very much 
factually to what has already been said 
in respect to the vitally important sub- 
ject which is now before the Senate, the 
question of confirming or not confirm- 
ing the nomination of Mr. Meaney to 
the Federal bench. The subject has been 
discussed at great length and very ably, 
not only by the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. Norris], but by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton], and by others. 

When we realize how frequently nom- 
inations are confirmed by the Senate 
with great expedition, often ina moment, 
it brings into even greater emphasis the 
recognized importance of this particular 
more widely discussed nomination. 

First of all I shall read a part of an 
editorial which appeared in the New 
York Times of yesterday. I noticed that 
a like editorial appeared in the New 
York Herald Tribune. I am convinced, 
too, that the New Jersey newspapers, 
which are largely afternoon newspapers, 
will carry similar editorials all along the 
same line, regardless of their political 
affiliation, criticizing this appointment. 
We shall see them when we receive the 
New Jersey newspapers tomorrow. 

I read now from the editorial pub- 
lished in the New York Times: 

The old Senate warrior, Senator Norris, of 
Nebraska, fought one of his best battles 
yesterday against the confirmation of Mr. 
Hague’s candidate, Thomas F. Meaney, as 
Federal district judge in New Jersey. Sen- 
ator Norris addressed himself to the one 
pertinent issue, which was not the personal 
qualifications of Mr. Meaney, but Mr. 
Meaney’s relationship with Frank Hague. 


The editorial goes on to say: 

The Hague machine, the Nebraskan 
charged, is one of the most disreputable and 
demagogic organizations that ever existed. 


The editorial continues in the same 
vein throughout. 

Mr. President, I refer to that because 
it is indicative of the widespread inter- 
est which is being taken in this nomina- 
tion and the widespread attention which 
is being given to it all over the whole 
Nation. The reason that interest exists 
is that everyone who knows anything 
about the matter at all, and is courageous 
and frank enough to speak his mind, 
knows that it is a Frank Hague issue 
from start to finish. Frank Hague is 
the issue, 
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More than once during the debate the 
question of what proof can be given that 
Mr. Meaney is a pawn of Frank Hague, 
has been raised. I remember the col- 
loquy between the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. ELLENDER], who is in the Cham- 
ber, and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Norris], who is also in the Chamber, the 
burden of which was the old cry we hear 
so often in a case of this kind, “What 
proof have you? What official record 
can you show? What can you bring in 
and lay on the table that we can see and 
touch which bears out your statement, 
your accusation, that this man is con- 
trolled, that he is dominated?” 

Mr. President, that cannot be proved 
in that way or in that sense. I wish to 
say further at this juncture that I have 
no intention of trying to prove any per- 
sonal unworthiness so far as Mr. Meaney 
is concerned. On this point in a release, 
a copy of which I hold in my hand, of 
May 26, 1942, which, as I recall was the 
day prior to the meeting of the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judiciary 
I said, among other things: 

All that I know about Mr. Thomas F. 
Meaney, the man, is good. He enjoysa good 
reputation as far as I know. Anyway I have 
not heard ill of him, personally. 


Mr. President, I am glad to repeat that 
statement now on the floor of the Senate. 
I am perfectly sure that that statement 
is justified, and was especially so at the 
time I made it. By that I do not mean 
unduly to qualify what I said about him 
then. I will say the same thing about 
my colleague the senior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SmatHers]. I accuse 
him of nothing that is in any way wrong 
or reprehensible; but I do say that at this 
very hour the sinister mantle of Frank 
Hague darkens any situation it envelops. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I shall not yield just 
now, please. Later I shall be glad to 
do so. 

Mr. President, a short time ago much 
was being said about Governor Edison 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas], 
and by the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. Cuavez], who is not in the Chamber 
at the moment, Much was said about 
Governor Edison receiving the support 
of Frank Hague, and it was inferred that, 
due in large or small measure to that 
support, Mr. Edison became Governor of 
the State of New Jersey. There is no 
question that he received that support. 
I ran in that election myself, and inci- 
dentally, ran ahead of both the Presi- 
dent of the United States and Governor 
Edison, but let me tell the Senate that 
Frank Hague needed the name of Charles 
A. Edison on the Democratic ticket in 
that campaign to make it a successful 
one in that election, especially so far as 
the Democratic State and county ticket 
was concerned. Frank Hague did sup- 
port Governor Edison. He was delighted 
to have him as a candidate on his ticket. 
No greater family name has existed in 
the annals of the State of New Jersey 
than the name of Edison. 

Mr. President, I cannot tell the Sen- 
ate—possibly my colleague could—at just 
what moment or month the difference 
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of opinion grew up between these two 
men, but I know that it developed, and 
I know that it became known in my 
State that such a disagreement had 
arisen between Governor Edison and 
Frank Hague. I think I can say that I 
know my State as intimately as anyone 
else knows it. Again, however, while I 
cannot prove it, my conviction is that 
when the break came, it came because 
Edison refused to do something that 
Frank Hague told him he must do, what- 
ever that was. I say that because in New 
Jersey the sort of man that Frank Hague 
is, is common knowledge. 

Mr. President, are we so naive as to 
make believe that we do not recognize 
the type of boss that Frank Hague is 
and what he represents? In my opin- 
ion, there cannot be any doubt about 
what he stands for politically. We may 
differ in our opinions with respect to this. 
but no grown man can make believe 
that he does not know that Frank Hague 
is not only a boss but a professional po- 
litical-machine boss of the very first 
water. 

In the gubernatorial contest in New 
Jersey in 1937, State Senator Lester A. 
Clee was the Republican candidate, and 
former Governor and United States 
Senator A. Harry Moore was the Demo- 
cratic nominee. After a very vigorous 
contest Senator Moore was elected by 
approximately 45,000 votes. 

That is not a very large margin for the 
State of New Jersey. The record will 
show what a tremendously accelerated 
vote there was in Hudson County for for- 
mer Governor and Senator A. Harry 
Moore in that election. 

At any rate, Senator Clee asked for an 
investigation of the election returns in 
Hudson County and endeavored to ob- 
tain the poll books which were in the 
hands of the Commissioner of Registra- 
tion, Charles S. Stroebling, a Republican. 
Perhaps the word “Republican” should 
be put in quotation marks, because occa- 
Sionally there will be found in Hudson 
County Republicans of that type pretty 
close to Frank Hague, and that is putting 
it mildly. 

Needless to say, the poll books were not 
made available, even to the members of 
the investigating committee of the New 
Jersey Legislature. After a 2-year 
fight—2 years during which an effort was 
made to obtain the ballots so that they 
could at least be examined for a re- 
count—and the enactment of still further 
additional legislation, it was made pos- 
sible to obtain access to the poll books. 
By that time the New Jersey Legislature 
had created a superintendent of elections 
in Hudson County, and William E. Souel 
was appointed. Mr. Souel assumed office 
on January 1, 1940. On August 1, in his 
Official capacity, he demanded the poll 
books for 1937, 1938, and 1939, under the 
law which had been enacted in the mean- 
time by the legislature. 

The legislature and the superintend- 
ent of elections, William E. Souel, were 
again refused access to the poll books by 
the Jersey City officials, the county clerk, 
and numerous other officials. Immedi- 
ately additional legislation was passed to 
clear up these technicalities and give the 
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new superintendent of elections the right 
to demand the books. After this subse- 
quent and third act was passed the su- 
perintendent of elections, Mr. Souel, ap- 
peared before Chief Justice Brogan, of 
the New Jersey Supreme Court, and ob- 
tained the necessary orders to secure the 
poll books for 1937, 1938, and 1939. 

Then came a revelation which shocked 
the people of New Jersey and everyone 
else who ever heard of it. When the 
city officials of Jersey City produced the 
poll books, they produced the poll books 
for 1938 and 1939, but, lo and behold, 
the poll books for 1937, which was the 
only year in issue, had been burned and 
destroyed. Whoever destroyed those 
books was able to do so legally, in a purely 
technical sense, because, while I am not 
familiar with the wording of the statute, 
I know that there is a statute which per- 
mits the destruction of ballots, polling 
records, and poll books after a certain 
number of years. I assumed that that 
number of years had expired before the 
1937 poll books were destroyed, but what 
a glaring circumstance it is that only the 
poll books for 1937 had been destroyed. 
The books for previous and subsequent 
years had not been destroyed. 

That brings us again to the cardinal 
point which is facing us today: Can I 
prove that Frank Hague touched the 
match to those books? Certainly not. 
I do not say that Thomas Meaney had 
anything whatever to do with that inci- 
dent, but I know, as surely as I stand 
here, that no man in Jersey City would 
have dared to do it if he had not done 
it at the dictation of Frank Hague. He 
would have “landed on his ear” so quick- 
ly that he would have become an exam- 
ple—and there have been others. 

Has anybody in the State of New Jer- 
sey raised his voice to deny a single word 
I have said? Has anyone for one mo- 
ment at any time since that act, and 
since other overt acts of similar charac- 
ter, ever had the temerity to believe that 
Frank Hague was not the one wholly 
responsible? 

As I stated before some of my col- 
leagues came into the Chamber, the 
assertion has been made that there is 
something underhanded or lacking in 
gratitude on the part of Governor Edison 
in connection with his having been 
elected. This is a false charge. I know 
Governor Edison made it very clear that 
he stood on his own feet; that he was 
determined to be beholden to no one. 
He reiterated that statement often in the 
campaign. He made that statement at 
the great mass meeting at Sea Girt, 
which I did not attend. However, great 
numbers of persons whom I know did 
attend, and were very proud that he 
made the statement. As I have previ- 
ously stated, nothing was of greater help 
to the anti-Hague Democrats in the State’ 
of New Jersey in that campaign than the 
fact that Charles Edison was the Demo- 
cratic candidate for Governor. 

As I stated at the outset, it is difficult 
for a Jersey man to talk on the subject 
of Frank Hague. It is an inexhaustible 
subject. I hope that as time goes on 
there will be—and I believe there will 
be—a crystallization of concerted opposi- 
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tion, regardless of party, which will root 
out that type of leadership in my State. 
I do not make that statement in any 
vicious personal spirit. I have no feeling 
of that kind. I have been in the game 
too long to have such a feeling, but I 
believe the time will come when that 
character of leadership will be outmoded, 
to say the least, in our democracy. Such 
leadership does a great deal of harm, 
which we certainly cannot afford to have 
done, especially at a time such as this. 

After all, Mr. President, the respon- 
sibility of a Senator in voting to confirm 
or not to confirm an appointment to any 
Federal office, regardless of the political 
faith of the nominee or of the Senator, 
must rest solely on the conscience and 
judgment of the individual Senator. He 
must consider such irrefutable evidence 
a- can be adduced, as well as evidence 
which may be subject to question, de- 
pending upon the way one views it. 

This responsibility is accentuated in 
the case of judicial appointments, be- 
cause the very basis of democracy itself 
rests upon an independent judiciary. 
The administration of justice must be not 
only learned but free and expeditious, 
subject to no influence whatever other 
than the law itself, which it is the sacred 
duty of the courts to interpret under the 
Constitution of the United States. 

President .Roosevelt has nominated 
Thomas F, Meaney to be judge of the 
United States district court for the dis- 
trict of New Jersey. There is no ques- 
tion that Mr. Meaney’s candidacy origi- 
nated in the city hall of Jersey City, 
N. J. Do not ask me to prove it, but I 
am as sure of it as Iam that I am stand- 
ing here. Thousands and thousands of 
others feel as I do about it. By the same 
token, neither is there any question that 
if and when the time comes, Mr. Meaney 
will follow the dictates of Mayor Frank 
Hague. That is the sole issue before the 
Senate this afternoon. 

This appointment transcends any per- 
sonality. Of itself it has become the 
issue, The issue is one which I am con- 
vinced is clearly understood and being 
closely followed not only by the people 
of the State of New Jersey but by count- 
less thousands outside the Garden State, 
Anyone who has access to the files of a 
national clipping bureau, and who will 
turn to the clippings which will come in 
time, will find that what I have said will 
be proved. 

This issue is of vital interest to the 
people of the country. Like Caesar’s wife, 
a Federal judge should be above sus- 
picion, even though such suspicion be 
unjustified. In this case, unhappily— 
depending on how one views it—sus- 
picion has perhaps raised its ugly head. 
So the harm has already been done. 
Regardless of anything that any of us 
may say on the floor of the Senate, the 
harm can be undone only by making a 
fresh start with a different appointee. 
Surely there are many able and inde- 
pendent members of the bar in New Jer- 
sey, any one of whom could be chosen, 
thus avoiding the unhappy controversy 
which now confronts the Senate, espe- 
cially at a time such as this, when unity, 
mutual confidence, and good will are so 
vitally necessary to the national morale, 
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This, of all times, is the time when, if it 
were possible—and in this case it was 
possible—for anyone to have been so 
nominated, the Senate should ‘have had 
sent to it, for confirmation or otherwise, 
the nomination of some one whose nomi- 
nation would not immediately—as every- 
one knew this nomination would do, and 
as it has done—stir up this distressing 
problem to confront us. 

I am sure it will be of interest to my 
colleagues who are present and who have 
not previously received the information— 
for the point has been mentioned by 
other Senators—to learn how Mr. Meaney 
became available for nomination to the 
Federal bench. In 1939, Mr. Meaney held 
one of the highest judicial positions in 
Hudson County, as judge of the Court of 
Common Pleas. With that judicial office 
went prestige and an annual remunera- 
tion of $15,000, as contrasted with the 
annual salary of $10,000 which he would 
receive as a Federal judge. However, 
in that year, and under the most unusual 
circumstances, Mr. Meaney resigned from 
that attractive judicial position. He did 
not resign in order to ascend to a higher 
position; he did not resign in order to 
gain greater salary or prestige; he re- 
signed in order to become counsel to the 
liquidator of an insolvent banking insti- 
tution, and his new position was to last 
for an indefinite period of time. In that 
sense he actually gave up prestige and 
security, and accepted a position of in- 
security. That action on his part is most 
consistent with the political requirements 
of affiliation with Frank Hague. I shail 
not permit myself to be drawn into mak- 
ing references to other cases; but the 
background I am endeavoring to bring to 
the attention of the Senate is one which 
foreshadows the whole problem. It is 
one made up of countless instances, all 
more or less of the same pattern, depend- 
ing upon the circumstances. 

Be that as it may, Mr. Meaney’s move 
was the first part of what in the parlance 
of the baseball diamond is known as a 

_ triple play. 

The next part of the triple play was the 
resignation of Thomas Glynn Walker 
from the New Jersey Court of Errors and 
Appeals, and his subsequent appointment 
as judge of the Court of Common Pleas, 
the judicial position from which Mr. 
Meaney had resigned. The last part of 
the triple play was the appointment of 
Frank Hague, Jr., to the highest court of 
New Jersey, the Court of Errors and Ap- 
peals, from which Mr. Walker had re- 
signed in order to accept the position left 
vacant by the resignation of Mr. Meaney. 

I think I can appreciate a father’s de- 
sire to have his son, because he is his 
son, elevated to the highest court in his 
State. To my knowledge, I have never 
met or seen Frank Hague, Jr.; but cer- 
tainly in his case I can say again that 
I have never heard the slightest word of 
ill spoken against him personally. Let 
me say that I think that the New Jersey 
Court of Errors and Appeals is an unusual 
court. I think it is one of only two or 
three courts in the whole country consti- 
tuted just as it is. In other words, in ad- 
dition to the members of the supreme 
court of the State, the chancelors and 
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vice chancelors, it has lay members who, 
under the statutes or the constitution of 
the State, cannot be members of the bar. 
It is to be presumed—although he has 
just recently become a member of the 
bar—that Mr. Hague’s son was elevated 
to that court as one of its lay members. I 
know nothing whatever against him per- 
sonally, as I have said before. I do not 
know whether he has taken part in any 
of the cases which have been reviewed by 
that court. I am saying, however, that 
if we examine the records of the lay mem- 
bers of that court we find that the Gov- 
ernor of the State, regardless of -who he 
may have been or what his political affil- 
iation may have been, has tried to select 
as lay members of that court men of 
known reputation and distinction and the 
highest standing—presidents of colleges, 
for instance, newspaper editors who have 
distinguished themselves in the field of 
letters, and so forth. Could the candi- 
dacy of this young man have been sug- 
gested on those grounds? That is the 
question. I leave it right there. 


However, entirely aside from the per- 
sonalities involved, this episode is a per- 
fect illustration of the manner in which 
Mayor Hague uses the courts of New 
Jersey as his pawn in his game of politics. 
With the nomination of Mr. Meaney to 
be judge of the district court of New 
Jersey we find the mayor of Jersey City 
endeavoring to stretch his long arm into 
the Federal courts. The significance of 
such a move has been so well developed 
more than once during the discussion of 
the nomination on the floor of the Senate 
that I do not feel justified in taking the 
Senate’s time in discussing it again, and 
perhaps not so well. 

No one can charge me with partisan- 
ship or with failure to support the Presi- 
dent of the United States from the very 
beginning of the tragic emergency to 
which he fell heir as our Chief Executive 
in these trying times. I defy anyone, 
whether on this floor or off it, to chal- 
lenge my record in that respect. Al- 
though a loyal Republican, I have stead- 
fastly endeavored to consider from a non- 
partisan point of view the proper ap- 
proach to the countless problems with 
which we have had to struggle during 
these trying times. In a sense, I am on 
my feet because of that very reason. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that 
anything can be gained by a further 
elaboration of the discussion of this ques- 
tion. I have been a member of the 
Senate long enough to realize that in all 
probability, no votes will change or be 
changed; but certainly I must make very 
clear my feeling regarding the nomina- 
tion and the reasons for my position 
regarding it. 

Therefore, suffice it to say that after 
unbiased and unhurried deliberation, I 
simply cannot escape the conclusion that 
Mr. Meaney will always be viewed as 
@ pawn of Mayor Hague; and I cannot 
escape the conclusion—and I cannot re- 
peat this with too great emphasis— 
that for the Senate to confirm a nomi- 
nation of the nature of the pending one 
would be further to undermine the con- 
fidence of the people of New Jersey in 
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the proper administration of justice in 
their State. 

I reiterate that Mayor Hague’s lust for 
control of the courts of New Jersey is 
boldly flaunted and widely recognized. 
This menace to justice in New Jersey has 
been so manifest in the present instance 
that its onus cannot fail to attach itself, 
as it has already done in the public mind 
in New Jersey, to the nomination now 
under consideration by the Senate. 

Therefore, I shall be forced to vote 
against confirmation of the nomination 
when the roll is called on that question. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
my distinguished colleague yield to me be- 
fore he takes his seat? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Certainly; I am very 
glad to yield. 

Mr. SMATHERS. I want to commend 
my colleague, for whom I have a very high 
and affectionate regard, for the honesty 
and fairness of that part of his state- 
ment in which he said: 

All I know about Mr. Thomas F. Meaney, 
the’man, is good. He enjoys a good reputa- . 
tion so far as I know. Anything te the con- 
trary I have not heard. I have personally 
heard no ill of him. 


That is a beautiful testimonial, and I 
desire to commend my colleague for hav- 
ing the courage to present it. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I thank my colleague 
for having repeated it. As he states, I 
said that at the outset of my remarks. 
There is a slight difference, however, in 
the wording of the last sentence as my 
friend and colleague repeated it, but that 
is immaterial. However, in order to keep 
the record straight, let me say that what 
I did say in that sentence was: 

I have never heard the slightest word of il 
spoken against him personally. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to this nomination. 

Mr. WILEY. Myr. President, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary, I 
rise from my seat to oppose the confirma- 
tion of the nomination of Mr. Meaney 
to the high judicial position to which he 
has been nominated. I assure the Sen- 
ate that I shall be very brief. 

Before I refer to my prepared remarks, 
I desire to compliment the distinguished 
junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Barzour] on his very fine, impartial, and 
challenging remarks. 

I wish, too, to thank the distinguished 
and, as he has been called on the floor 
of the Senate and in editorials, the “old 
and seasoned warrior from Nebraska,” 
not only for the inspiration I have re- 
ceived from his remarks but particularly 
because since I have been a Member of 
the Senate, although he has supported 
the President practically in all his major 
policies, now for the first time, because 
he has serious convictions which go to 
the very integrity and foundation of our 
Government, he opposes the nomination 
made by the Chief Executive. I say that 
omens well for the future of America and 
it places the Senator from Nebraska more 
firmly in the hearts and consciences of 
the American people. 

I also wish to compliment the distin- 
guished junior Senator from Ohio [Mr, 
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Burton]. I listened to his remarks this 
morning with pleasure and profit. They 
were analytical; they were clear; they 
constituted what might be called a judi- 
cial argument. In the brief time I shall 
consume, perhaps, I shall repeat some 
of the ideas he has expressed, but I de- 
sire, in particular, to restate, in his own 
language, the four points he so well 
stressed and presented. He stated, in 
substance, he is opposing the confirma- 
tion because, first, there was a failure of 
Judge Meaney to discharge adequately 
his duties to recover money while he was 
acting as attorney for the receiver of a 
bank, 

I have had a little experience in the 
practice of law. I do not know what a 
lawyer is hired for when a bank becomes 
defunct if it is not to represent the inter- 
ests of the depositors and stockholders, 
I say I have had some experience in Fed- 
eral courts in representing trustees. It 
is always the function of a lawyer who 
represents a trustee in a position which 
corresponds to that of attorney for a re- 
ceiver of a bank to recover for the estate 
funds that belong to the estate. The 
record in this case is very ominous be- 
eause it shows a total lack in that respect. 

Second, as shown by the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio the acceptance by 
Judge Meaney of an additional fee of 
$10,000 for service in a collateral suit 
under circumstances which led to the 
discontinuance by the Commissioner of 
Banking of his employment. That is a 
serious circumstance. 

Third. The series of judicial resigna- 
tions and appointments following Judge 
Meaney’s resignation as judge of the 
Court of Common Pleas to accept ap- 
pointment as counsel for the bank liqui- 
dator; and 

Fourth. The implication that all Amer- 
ica is drawing from the connection of 
this nominee with the Hague machine. 

Mr. President, every schoolboy knows 
that the Constitution provides that the 
President shall nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, appoint judges. In this particular 
period when the country is fighting for 
survival because of attack from without, 
we should be ever mindful of Lincoln’s 
warning that the real danger to the sur- 
vival of America is from within. I have 
read the hearings, and have also read a 
great many editorials with reference to 
this case. The distinguished Senator 
from Nebraska yesterday quoted from 
editorials from the leading newspapers 
of the country. All these things bring to 
our consideration the challenge to inter- 
pret the words “with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate.” Those words have 
a special application to this particular 
case. 

It has been said over and over again 
that the integrity of the courts is abso- 
lutely necessary in order to maintain the 
integrity of our Government. The obli- 
gation of the Senate in this critical 
period is not simply to scan the reputa- 
tion of the nominee. Mr. Meaney has 
no inherent right to this office. There is 
a greater question at issue. I refer to the 
obligation of the Senate to represent the 
Government and the people in this crisis 
and to see to it that no undermining in- 
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fluence shall creep into the Government, 
If, as has been said time and time again 
by editorial writers and columnists, Mr. 
Meaney would be “the minion” of Mr. 
Hague, the Senate should not, under any 
circumstances, consent to confirm such a 
nomination. 

Here we have the junior Senator from 
the State of New Jersey [Mr. BARBOUR], 
who addressed the Senate before I took 
the floor, stating that Mr. Meaney would 
be “a minion of Mr. Hague.” We have 
the Governor of tifat great State, who 
was a Cabinet member under Roosevelt 
and who, apparently because he has very 
sincere conviction, has taken the position 
he has, stating that Mr. Meaney would 
be a tool of Mr. Hague. 

Mr. President, the very debate now 
proceeding in the Senate follows out the 
constitutional mandate of advice and 
consent, and I say the Senate should not 
consent to this nomination. 

It is true, as the distinguished Senator 
from Nebraska said, that everywhere in 
the Nation it is common talk that Mr. 
Hague dominates a part of New Jersey 
and that he is one of the old-time 
bosses. It is conceded that, as a result 
of Meaney’s resignation from one court, 
Hague’s son was elevated to the court by 
the resignation of the intermediate judge. 
Much of the evidence produced before 
the committee was presented on the 
theory that Meaney, being the nominee, 
was entitled to have his nomination con- 
firmed if his personal character was not 
impeached, To me the issue is greater 
than that. We as Senators do not 
simply pass upon .the character of a 
nominee. If that had been the case, 
the Constitution would have so stated; 
it would have said the President shall 
nominate, and if the character of the 
nominee is beyond question, the Senate 
shall confirm the nomination. 

We are called upon, as I have already 
said, to answer other questions. A man 
might be morally straight and yet have 
a concept of government which in a 
position of authority might undermine 
government. 

It is common knowledge that the 
members of the judiciary in the Axis 
Powers are the minions of the dictators. 
That is one of the points which differen- 
tiates our Nation from the Axis Powers. 
What a tremendous change from the 
days when Frederick. the Great wanted 
a gristmill in Berlin, and was told by 
the German burgher, “My Emperor, we 
have judges in Berlin.” 

What a contrast between the Berlin 
of Frederick the Great and the Berlin 
of Hitler. And how was the difference 
brought about? It was merely by “ter- 
miting” here ana “termiting” there, hav- 
ing corrupt men placed in office. Grad- 
ually Hitler could take over and put his 
own minions in. Today the Governor 
of the great State of New Jersey says 
Meaney would be a minion, and we are 
sitting here waiting to vote for or against 
his confirmation. It is common knowl- 
edge, as I have stated, that in the Axis 
Powers the members of the judiciary are 
mere servants of the dictators. 

Recently we have seen what appeared 
to be a concerted attack upon the legis- 
lative branch of the Government. The 
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senior Senator from Georgia IMr. 
GEORGE] answered the attack in a bril- 
liant article in a recent issue of the mag- 
azine Look. The fact that such an attack 
is answered does not mean that Congress 
should not be criticized; it does not mean 
that Congress is not open to criticism, 
What was actually taking place, however, 
and what the Senator from Georgia re- 
plied to, was that in many instances 
individuals, and perhaps people in au- 
thority, were attempting to weaken the 
constitutional power of the Congress. 

While I do not agree with any in- 
discriminate criticism of Congress, or 
any criticism inspired by ulterior motives, 
I might use this opportunity to say, in 
passing, that undoubtedly some of the 
current criticism of the Congress is 
merited, and if we confirm the pending 
nomination, there will never be an end 
to the criticism of this body. 

Certainly if Congress shall refuse to 
enact a realistic tax bill it will merit in- 
dictment not only by a right thinking 
people of the present, but by those of fu- 
ture generations. 

Certainly if Congress permits an un- 
warranted delegation of blanket author- 
ity to the executive branch, it merits 
scrutiny and criticism. 

Certainly if Congress permits the con- 
tinuance of nonessential governmental 
frills and bureaus and departments, it 
merits criticism. 

Certainly if Congress permits the con- 
tinued existence of a multiplicity of con- 
fiicting information services which be- 
fuddle the American people and issue 
confusing statements, it is open to criti- 
cism. 

Certainly if Congress sidesteps the in- 
flation issue by coupling with an inade- 
quate tax bill a refusal to adopt an anti- 
inflation program which embraces every 
segment of American economy, then Con- 
gress is open to criticism. 

Certainly if Congress does not do some- 
thing to take the Government brakes off 
production in this period when produc- 
tion is so much needed, Congress is open 
to criticism. 

Recently we were told that the Navy 
was clearing away a clutter of antiquated 
red tape and reports which were imped- 
ing the actual work of the Navy. Cer- 
tainly if Congress cannot insist on a sim- 
ilar job of red tape elimination in our 
war production program, it is subject 
to criticism. 

Certainly if Congress fails to write a 
legitimate contract policy or a realistic 
tax bill which precludes any wartime 
profiteering, it is subject to grave indict- 
ment. The answer is not to weaken the 
congressional authority, but to have an 
independent Congress and an independ- 
ent judiciary. 

Recently the Dies committee exposed 
the policy of certain individuals in this 
country who were out to weaken Con- 
gress. Congress must see to'it that it 
does not weaken itself. 

If the Senate shall confirm the pend- 
ing nomination, in my humble opinion, 
the Senate will be weakening itself. 

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WILEY. I yield. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. I may be obtuse, but 
I do not see the connection between the 
nomination now pending and the tax bill. 
Inasmuch as the Senator has emphasized 
two or three times in his remarks the 
need for a realistic tax bill, what is the 
Senator’s idea of a realistic tax bill? 
What specific suggestion would he make 
in order to make it realistic? 

Mr, Mr. President, I should 
like to defer the answer to that until I 
conclude my remarks. In view of the 
fact that my distinguished colleague has 
not seen the relevancy of these remarks, 
he might not see the relevancy of my 
answer. However, I am very glad to 
answer him now. I answer in this way: 
It is stated definitely and with certainty 
that between July 1 of this year, which is 
today, and July 1 of next year there will 
be paid out in the war program between 
seventy and seventy-two billion dollars. 
It is estimated that the total tax returns 
from all sources will be about $22,000,- 
000,000, leaving the Government in the 
red about $50,000,000,000. My concept of 
an appropriate taxing program would be 
for the Government, by proper measures, 
to raise at least half the current ex- 
penses of the war—at least $35,000,- 
000,000. 

Now I shall become particular. The 
President of the United States made a 
suggestion some time ago that we should 
limit the total amount of any income 
to $25,000. That was not original with 
him. The total amount anyone may re- 
ceive in Britain is $28,000. The British 
people, especially the rich people of Brit- 
ain, realize that if one spends his capital 
he is not likely to have any income after 
the war is over. 

The House of Representatives is con- 
sidering a tax bill, but the reports show 
it will be an inadequate bill. The amount 
it will raise will not enable us to meet 
what I think we should meet by taxation, 
to wit, half the yearly war cost, In 
other words, what we are doing is “pass- 
ing the buck.” We are placing on the 
shoulders of our children and grandchil- 
dren a deficit of between fifty and fifty- 
two billion dollars each year, which we 
should decrease by appropriate taxation 
by at least $15,000,000,000 more than is 
contemplated. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. WILEY. Let me amplify that, be- 
cause the Senator asked a question. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator has not 
answered it yet. 

Mr. WILEY. I thank the Senator. 
Perhaps I am not as lucid as I should be, 
and perhaps the Senator is not more so 
than am I. 

Mr, BARKLEY. The Senator is not 
only not lucid, but he is prolix. 

Mr. WILEY. I am glad to have that 
comment come from my distinguished 
associate from Kentucky. If I am as pro- 
lix as he is, I feel very happy to be in 
his class. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I desire to ask the 
Senator from Wisconsin if he believes the 
rejection or confirmation of Judge 
Meaney will have any effect on the kind 
of tax bill we are to be called upon to 
enact. 

Mr. WILEY. Certainly not. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. I am glad to have 
that answer from the Senator from Wis- 
consin. Therefore, I do not see the rele- 
vancy of the tax discussions in connec- 
tion with the pending nomination, be- 
cause the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House, which must originate the 
tax bill, has not as yet completed it. 

Mr. WILEY. I realize that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We do not know what 
kind of a tax bill the committee will 
report, what kind of a tax bill Congress 
will enact, or what kind of a tax bill the 
Finance Committee will report to the 
Senate, some time in August or Septem- 
ber, or whenever it may report. There- 
fore, I thought my question was a legiti- 
mate and proper one to propound. 

Mr. WILEY. That was not the Sen- 
ator’s original question, which I was at- 
tempting to answer when he interrupted 
again. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I used the word “rel- 
evancy,” so I think the Senator under- 
stood the import of the question. 

Mr. WILEY. Is the Senator sure that 
his purpose was not to try to get the 
logic of my statement, if it has any logic, 
out into the anteroom instead of letting 
me complete it? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not think it is 
necessary for me to ask the Senator a 
question in order to get the logic of his 
address into the anteroom, because the 
anteroom is where it started, and per- 
haps I can help him get back into the 
Senate. 

Mr, WILEY. I think that is an ungen- 
tlemanly remark, unbecoming the ma- 
jority leader. When he asks me a ques- 
tion he should permit me to answer it 
before interrupting me. If his object is 
to discomfit me, or disconcert me, I am 
sure he will have to admit that he has 
not succeeded. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have no such ob- 
ject. 

Mr. WILEY. I thank the Senator. I 
accept that as a reasonable statement 
of a reasonable man. He is generally 
very fair, and I am sure if he had been 
following my remarks, he would have 
seen their relevancy. If not relevant to 
the nomination they are at least perti- 
nent to the larger issue of the Nation’s 
security and solvency. As the Senator 
knows, there are no rules of pertinency 
ai relevancy that govern debate in this 
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Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator was 
talking about a realistic tax bill in con- 
nection with the nomination of a man 
for judge in New Jersey, and I, probably 
in common with many other Senators, 
failed to see the connection. While he 
is talking about a realistic tax bill, I 
hope he will also give us his idea of a 
realistic tax bill, whether he favors a 
sales tax, whether he favors still further 
lowering the exemption so as to tax peo- 
ple in the lower brackets. Just what 
sort of a tax bill does he regard as being 
a realistic tax bill, insofar as it may be 
affected by or affect the nomination of 
Judge Meaney to be a Federal judge in 
New Jersey? 

Mr. WILEY. Is the Senator really in- 
terested in knowing something about my 
idea of a proper tax bill, or is he inter- 
ested in knowing my attitude concerning 
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the confirmation of the nomination of 
Judge Meaney? 

Mr. BARKLEY. If I had wanted to 
inquire of the Senator from Wisconsin 
about his attitude on the confirmation 
of the nomination of Judge Meaney, I 
should not have risen, because I know 
he is cpposed to him. 

Mr. WILEY. I so stated in opening 
my remarks, 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is op- 
posed to him, and I knew that before 
I rose to speak. I did not rise to draw 
the Senator out as to his attitude, but, 
inasmuch as he was using the Meaney 
nomination as a peg on which to hang 
a tax bill hat, I was interested in dis- 
covering the connection between the two, 
and to get his idea as to a realistic tax 
bill. However, I shall not press the mat- 
ter, if the Senator is not in position to 
give me a specific and detailed answer. 

Mr. WILEY. I am very happy to 
carry on, but I promised the distin- 
guished senior Senator from New Jersey 
that I would take only 15 minutes should 
I not be interrupted. I have now been 
interrupted, and I probably should apol- 
ogize to the senior Senator from New 
Jersey, and if the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is really serious about knowing the 
attitude of the Senator from Wisconsin 
concerning the tax bill, the Senator from 
Wisconsin will be very happy, after the 
session today, to take the Senator from 
Kentucky aside and give him what light 
he can. 

The Senator has asked what my state- 
ment has to do with the Meaney nomi- 
nation. I have stated that this occasion 
gives me an opportunity to express my 
position as to how important it is that 
Congress and the judiciary be above sus- 
picion. I stated that recently the Dies 
committee exposed the policy of certain 
individuals in this country who were try- 
ing to weaken Congress. I said that 
Congress should see to it that it does not 
weaken itself. Then I said that, in my 
humble opinion, the nomination of Mr. 
Meaney would be such a weakening act, 

An independent judiciary not beholden. 
to any individual is the very cornerstone 
of the Republic. When the Governor of 
a great State, a former Cabinet member, 
takes the position that there is great 
danger to our way of life if a certain 
nominee is confirmed, it is time to pause 
and think things through. Yes; the obli- 
gation of the Senate is, as the Senator 
from Ohio has said, to comprehend the 
real issue here. 

It is evident at the outset that Con- 
gress must retain the confidence of the 
American people, and by the same token 
Congress must retain confidence in the 
American people. 

It is important for the people to have 
confidence in the legislative branch of 
government, and it is most important for 
the people to have confidence in the 
judicial branch of government. Regard- 
less of whether or not all the allegations 
against this nominee have been com- 
pletely and satisfactorily established, one 
fact remains crystal clear. A large 
number of the electorate of his State, in- 
cluding many high officials and many 
outstanding citizens, have expressed 
grave doubt as to his independence and 
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his ability to remain clear of the Hague 
domination. I submit that the judicial 
effectiveness of a man in whom the pub- 
lic has so little confidence is impaired. 
The people have a right to have men in 
office whose judicial ability is not im- 
paired. 

Mr. President, it is apparent that a 
number of outstanding citizens in New 
Jersey believe that this nominee could 
not administer justice impartially and 
free from dictation. These are crucial 
times, and it is particularly imperative 
that the Senate insist on the highest 
possible judicial standards of integrity 
for all judicial appointees, so that citi- 
zens will have confidence in and respect 
for the judiciary. 

If Mr. Meaney’s nomination should be 
confirmed—and it looks to me as if the 
stage is all set for its confirmation—I 
hope and pray that he will demonstrate 
that he is a free man, free from any 
sense of obligation to any man or to any 
group. The man who wears the er- 
mine—yes; the man who sits in the Sen- 
ate of the United States—while a ser- 
vant of the people, should never feel that 
he is under any obligation to any group 
or to any individuals to such an extent 
that his actions would be hampered or 
dictated. The existence of a slave mind 
in any public official is a dire menace to 
the freedom of the country. 

Mr. President, for a generation Mr. 
Hague has been denominated a boss. 
He rules his bailiwick with an iron hand. 
He controls the lives of a large group of 
citizens. There is plenty in the record to 
show what his influence is, and to show 
that he even controls a part of the judi- 
ciary of his State. In that situation lies 
great danger. ; 

This is an age of madmen who lust 
for power. The present war is evidence 
of that fact. We have even seen the dic- 
tator spirit manifested on some local 
fronts in our country. The idea of the 
Constitution was clear—that the courts 
were a separate and independent branch 
of Government, not controlled by the 
Executive, not controlled by the legisla- 
tive, not controlled by bosses, or by any- 
one else. We are a nation of laws, and 
we are fighting to remain a nation of 
laws. We want to be sure that on the 
home front no Commonwealth in the 
Nation or the Nation itself shall be 
dominated by a czar, a dictator, or a 
boss 


In this period, particularly, it seems 
to me unfortunate—and I repeat the 
sentiment expressed by the junior Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. BARBOUR]— 
that this nomination should have been 
made. 

I mentioned a few moments ago the 
apparent intent in some places to sab- 
otage the legislature. If we entrust the 
courts of the land to men who are the 
creatures of any segment of our society, 
or of any boss, we, the legislative body, 
are sabotaging, or permitting the sab- 
otage, of the judiciary. We want in this 
country a strong Executive, a strong 
legislative body, and a strong judiciary. 
The Constitution contemplated in these 
words— 

The President shall * * * nominate, 
and by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shallappoint * * * judges— 
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that the legislature should perform its 
function in seeing that a strong and im- 
partial judiciary constantly functions in 
America. 

Mr. President, to me there is nothing 
more important than the duty we are 
performing here today. It applies the 
rule of “first things first.” Here on the 
home front we must ever bear in mind 
the rule cf first things first. 

I find, as I read the record, that many 
persons testified that Mr. Meaney was 
a man of good character. That is not 
enough. As I read the record, and as a 
practicing lawyer, I should say that when 
he served a defunct bank in the way he 
did, he failed in his obligation to the de- 
positors and the stockholders. He drew 
for his services some $60,000 and an addi- 
tional $10,000, but there is no evidence 
that he commenced a suit against any 
of the individuals who, apparently, were 
tipped off to withdraw money in the 
amount of $1,700,000. That, however, I 
repeat is not the issue here. The big 
issue is that he has been—I hope un- 
justly—ticketed as one of Hague’s men. 
The mere fact that the President has 
nominated him does not exempt any Sen- 
ator from performing his function in this 
matter, which as was suggested before, is 
the most important function a Senator 
can perform. We cannot at any time, 
but particularly at this time, knowingly 
permit a man to assume high judicial 
office—and this is especially important 
now when America is troubled by so many 
difficulties—who is not an independent, 
free, and untied individual. 

Had I the time I should like to pay my 
respects to Governor Edison. While he 
admitted he was the unsolicited recipient 
of Hague’s support in the last election, he 
emphasized the fact that he, as Gover- 
nor of New Jersey, was a free agent of 
the people. He did not become enmeshed 
in the nets of the boss. He had not sub- 
ordinated the public weal to the dictates 
of some overlord. He did not feel that 
he owed an obligation to the boss above 
that which he owed to the people. He 
so expressed himself. 

Governor Edison is truly a great son 
of a great father. He has convictions, 
and he dares to express them. His 
former chief, the President of the United 
States, nominated Meaney. His former 
chief had much to do with making him 
Governor of New Jersey. Yet he, as 
Governor of New Jersey, because the 
public welfare demands it, speaks up 
like an ancient prophet and his voice 
rings out clear and true throughout the 
land. It is indeed, as I said before, an 
oinen of a better day in politics. 

Mr. President, it is significant that the 
Judiciary Committee filed no written re- 
port. On the floor of the Senate yes- 
terday I heard the distinguished senior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMATH- 
ERS] several times speak of a report. I 
tried to find a report. No report was 
made, except a report to the Senate that 
the committee stood 11 to 5 in favor of 
the nomination. So there is in fact no 
analysis made of the situation. We have 
had no one analyzing the situation in 
favor of Hague. 

Of course, we are not blind to the sit- 
uation. The fact that men do not want 
to listen means that they do not care to 
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listen. They have simply reached a con- 
viction because the whip was cracked. 
We have here a little symbol of what 
would take place if Meaney sat on the 
court. 

Yes; a political debt has been paid; an 
obligation has been paid; but I say to 
the Senate that above all obligations is 
the obligation which each Senator owes 
to his beloved country in this great emer- 
gency. This is our America. The boys 
and girls on a thousand farms, the boys 
on a thousand fronts, on every continent 
of the globe, are likely to ask, “What is 
the matter with the Senate?” Hague has 
been a household word in this country for 
a generation. We owe something to the 
youth who are growing up to give them 
confidence in this beloved country of 
ours. We cannot “pass the buck” by 
simply saying, “Yes, Mr. Senator, I will 
trade with you on such and such a 
proposition. I will vote for your man.” 
The cause of country is supreme. 

Mr. President, it is significant, I re- 
peat, that the Judiciary Committee, with 
11 of its members voting in favor of the 
nomination, filed no report. It is sig- 
nificant also that the President of the 
United States, after submitting the nom- 
ination, spoke not a word in favor of it. 
He owed that obligation to Hague. Hague 
stood by him and delivered. The Presi- 
dent made the nomination, but he has 
never uttered one word in favor of the 
nominee. I believe that is quite sig- 
nificant. If I were a Democratic Sen- 
ator of the United States I would con- 
sider very seriously what I should do 
when my leader has not come ut with a 
statement in relation to the nominee, and 
when all the country is asking questions 
about him. 

I believe the voice of the people is being 
heard again, as it was heard some months 
ago in relation to the pension issue. We 
are still a government by and for the 
people, a government based upon the 
idea that the voice of the people shall be 
heard. 

The philosophy expressed in the hear- 
ings, when Governor Edison was cross- 
examined, is most interesting. If Sen- 
ators want to see how insidious the phil- 
osophy of “bossism” is, listen to the word 
of one who cross-examined Governor 
Edison: 

All I can say is, Governor, a man who ac- 
cepts the help of somebody for whom he 
apparently had the contempt that you evi- 
dence here today, certainly places himself in 
oot peculiar position. You did accept his 

p. 


That statement and Governor Edison’s 
reply show that in politics there are 
those who would have a man who has 
convictions with respect to what he be- 
lieves is for the public interest, subordi- 
nate them in order to pay an obligation 
to an individual who supported him for 
office. I wish to say to the Senate that 
that represents a very dangerous situa- 
tion. When persons in high office ex- 
press such sentiments openly in com- 
mittee, it indicates that the element of 
moral sabotage, the idea of termites get- 
ting into our thinking processes is not 
simply a fantasy. The need of the hour 
is for straight thinking, not payment of 
political debts. There is a very great 
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danger involved in that mode of think- 
ing. 


Mr. President, I do not believe that the 
Senate can afferd at this time to consent 
to the nomination of a man who stood 
by mutely while basic laws of free speech 
and free assemblage were menaced in 
his State to such a degree that it was 
necessary to appeal to the Supreme Court 
to protect those rights. 

The boys and girls of America, with 
their hearts filled with hope and vision, 
have their eyes on us. They are asking 
us to think this thing through. After 
all, we are only trustees of our beloved 
America. We shall not take it with us 
when we pass on. We shall hand it on 
to the next generation, finer or worse 
than itis today. One of the ways to in- 
sure handing it on to the next generation 
unimpaired is to see that there is no ques- 
tion about the independence and integ- 
rity of our judiciary. Therefore I shall 
vote against confirmation of the nomi- 
nation, 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, it 
was not my intention to address myself 
to the subject before the Senate; but 
some remarks which have been made and 
some attitudes which have been taken 
cause me to believe that a simple expla- 
nation of what the record discloses would 
be in order. 

In my judgment, the record justifies a 
vote for the confirmation of the nomina- 
tion of Mr. Meaney. We must shear the 
record of false impressions. Who is be- 
fore the Senate for confirmation? Not 
Mr. Hague. So far as I am individually 
concerned, I do not know Mr. Hague. I 
never saw him, though I have heard of 
him. The record in this case deals with 
a man who has a place in the life of a 
sovereign State, and whose nomination 
has been sent to the Senate for confirma- 
tion. This man served his country in the 
last World War. He is a scholar of abil- 
ity, and is recognized as such. He has 
served his Commonwealth with distinc- 
tion on two courts, and he comes before 
the Senate with both Senators from his 
State proclaiming that there is nothing 
against his standing or reputation. 

Something has been said to the effect 
that because he resigned from the court 
of common pleas, therefore he should be 
criticized. Nothing in the record of that 
event connects him with anyone whom- 
soever in the political life of New Jersey. 
He served on the court of common pleas 
with distinction. The record discloses 
that several cases in which election con- 
tests were involved were presented to him 
as a judge, and that in every instance he 
dealt with the subject in a manner merit- 
ing praise and commendation. Certainly 
if some political boss had controlled his 
actions on that occasion we could have 
expected criticism, at least to some 
extent. 

He resigned from the court of common 
pleas to accept a place which had been 
offered to him by the commissioner of 
banking and insurance of the State of 
New Jersey at a salary of $20,000 a year. 
Criticism is hurled at him because he did 
not institute suits to collect from those 
who may have withdrawn their deposits 
from the defunct bank, knowing that it 
was about to close its doors. I know of 
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no more brief or emphatic way of dealing 
with the actions of Mr. Meaney in that 
regard than to quote the language of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

Let it be remembered that the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation was in- 
terested in this closed bank, because the 
Corporation was guaranteeing the repay- 
ment of deposits up to $5,000; and natu- 
rally the Corporation was interested in 
seeing that those who might have fraudu- 
lently withdrawn their deposits before the 
bank closed should be followed and forced 
to return to the bank the money which 
had been wrongfully taken out. The 
statement of Mr. Crowley will be found 
on page 69 of the hearings. I shall not 
read all his letter. In a brief sentence he 
says: 

We are familia: with the services which 
Mr. Meaney has rendered, and consider his 
acts as attorney for this liquidation to be 
entirely satisfactory. 


Meaney did not commence any actions 
to recoup the money which had been 
withdrawn with knowledge of the failing 
condition of the bank, if it was so with- 
drawn. Meaney was employed by the 
commissioner of banking and insurance 
of the State of New Jersey; and it was 
the commissioner who decided whether 
such action should be commenced. Not 
only was the first commissioner en- 
trusted with decision of the question 
whether suits should be commenced, but 
the second commissioner, who was ap- 
pointed afterward, and who is now serv- 
ing, was also entrusted with the same re- 
sponsibility. Neither commissioner has 
yet instituted action to recover deposits 
which were withdrawn during the time 
when the bank was supposed to be in a 
failing condition by those who may have 
known of its condition. Neither has Mr. 
Crowley, as head of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, attempted to fol- 
low that money and recoup it. 

So Mr. Meaney stands with the blessing 
of the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor- 
poration, which is vitally interested in 
whether or not that money should be 
returned. He stands with the blessing 
and approbation of the commissioner of 
banking andinsurance. Before the com- 
mittee Mr. Agger, the present commis- 
sioner of banking and insurance, stated 
that he had not yet made up his mind 
whether or not suits should be instituted. 
It is a vital question with all receivers 
whether such suits should be commenced. 
That being true, it certainly cannot be 
Said that Mr. Meaney was remiss in his 
duty in not instituting action when his 
principal did not direct him to do so. 

With regard to the receipt of the 
$10,000 additional fee, that is also known 
to the commissioner, and to the head of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora- 
tion. Not a word of criticism comes 
from them, except that the last commis- 
sioner says that he questioned the action, 
and thought it should not occur again. 
He removed Mr. Meaney, not because of 
that alone, although he did question that 
act, but because he thought the sum paid 
to Mr. Meaney was too great for a bank 
in that condition. 

Mr. President, let us deal with the other 
phase of this question. I do not know 
whether Hague is a hoss or not, and I do 
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not care; but the attitude which has been 
taken indicates to me that if someone 
whose nomination Hague did not want to 
have confirmed were nominated the best 
thing he could do to defeat the confirma- 
tion would be to come out openly and 
say, “He is my man. I approve of him.” 
Then Senators would rise in their places 
and say, “This is Hague’s man; he has 
the approbation of Hague, and must not 
be confirmed.” 

I have read the record from beginning 
to end, and I cannot find a place where 
Hague figures in the official life of Mr. 
Meaney. Whatever Hague may be—and 
I do not care what he may be—I do not 
see how he figures in the official life of 
Meaney. He had nothing to do with 
the resignation of Meaney from the 
Court of Common Pleas. If he did, the 
record fails to disclose it. He had noth- 
ing to do with the appointment of 
Meaney to be attorney for the defunct 
bank. If he did, the record fails to dis- 
close it. 

With that in mind, are we to condemn 
a man who has lived his life in the State 
of New Jersey, or in any other State, if 
perchance he may have the approbation 
of someone whose political position is not 
to be commended? Iam unable to con- 
cur in such a view. Iam unable to recon- 
cile myself to that particular line of 
argument in this case. If I could find 
one place in the record which indicates 
that this man, if confirmed, would be 
subject to the domination or dictation of 
any political boss, I should be among the 
first Members of the Senate to condemn 
= nomination and should vote against 

t. 

Mr, Meaney is a comparatively young 
man who has spent his life in that com- 
munity. He has been nominated by the 
President of the United States after the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation has run 
the gamut of investigation with regard 
to his career. The President sent the 
nomination to the Senate. Some ques- 
tion is raised as to why the President did 
not send a letter to the Senate. The 
President sent the strongest letter which 
could be sent to the Senate; he sent the 
nomination to the Senate over his signa- 
ture. Certainly it is not necessary for 
the President to send anything more 
than that. The F.B. I. and the Depart- 
ment of Justice have approved this man. 
The President has approved him. There 
is not a word in the record, so far as I 
can see, which would warrant the Senate 
in denying confirmation. It is not 
Meaney who has been tried here; it is 
a man by the name of Frank Hague. 
Meaney’s record, according to the state- 
ments made by the able Senators from 
New Jersey, is clear and commendable 
in every respect. I find nothing to the 
contrary in the record. 

For that reason I shall vote to confirm 
the nomination of Mr. Meaney. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Thomas F. 
Meaney to be United States district judge 
for the district of New Jersey? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, we had 
an understanding that we would vote. 
If nothing had been said, I did not expect 
to take the floor, At any rate, I do not 
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sr ie t to take more than a few min- 
utes, 

If I desired to compare the various 
charges which were made against Mr. 
Meaney, I should say that the most seri- 
ous of any of the charges is that he is a 
pawn of the greatest political machine in 
the United States; he is a Hague nomi- 
nee. It is continually said—and it was 
said after all the argument by Sena- 
tors on this side of the aisle was sup- 
posed to have been completed, without 
any argument coming from Senators on 
the other side of the aisle—that “There 
is no evidence in the record or anywhere 
else that Meaney has done anything 
wrong at any time.” It is true that we 
have evidence in the record from a 
woman Member of Congress, whose testi- 
mony is that she has known Meaney all 
her life; that he was the nicest young 
man; that he had the finest sister in the 
world; and that there was nothing 
against him anywhere. 

One would think, from the arguments 
Senators make, that when a man is 
charged with crime, unless he admits it, 
we must not pursue him any further. 

Mr. President, we are practical men. 
All of us have had some experience with 
parties and we know something about 
political machines. Men do not go out 
in the daylight and say, “Here comes the 
Hague machine; we are going to do this, 
and we are going to do that.” Unless we 
should use our experience as men we 
never could find any fault with anyone 
whom any political machine might seek 
to thrust upon us. It would be impossible. 
Men, women, and children all over the 
United States know about the Hague 
machine. They know that the Hague 
machine is supreme in Jersey City and 
Hudson County. Members of the Senate 
who have been in that section of the 
country investigating other cases know 
that the Hague machine completely dom- 
inates the community. 

During the debate in the Senate I read 
a letter written by a soldier who did not 
want his name divulged, although he 
signed it at the bottom of the letter, be- 
cause, he said, “I am afraid that my 
mother, who lives in Jersey City, will have 
to suffer for what her son’says.” 

The situation reminds us of what Hit- 
ler does when he has an innocent man, or 
a hundred men, killed merely because 
somewhere a German soldier was killed. 
He destroys a whole town because it is 
claimed that something illegal has been 
done against a German, an Italian, or a 
Jap. 

It seems to me that great statesmen 
who honor this Chamber make a mistake 
when they say, “You have not proved 
anything. You have not proved that 
Hague said, ‘Meaney is my man,’ and you 
have not proved that Meaney said, 
‘Hague is my boss.’” 

No; we have not; we probably could 
not do so. They probably never said so 
except when they knew no unfriendly 
ears would hear them. Yet it is admitted 
that Meaney is a Hague candidate. The 
senior Senator from New Jersey will not 
deny that. He so stated before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. I think the Sen- 
ator from Nevada was present and heard 
him say so. 
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The President had a Hague candidate, 
presented by the senior Senator from 
New Jersey; Governor Edison had a can- 
didate; and there was one other candi- 
date. From those candidates the Presi- 
dent selected Meaney. As the Governor 
has said, it is like putting Hague on the 
Federal bench. 

We cannot offer evidence to prove that 
Meaney ever said to Boss Hague, “I will 
do what you say when I get on the Fed- 
eral bench.” That is manifestly impos- 
sible. Reasonable men ought not to ex- 
pect that kind of proof. It is admitted 
by every one who knows anything about 
it that Meaney is Hague’s man; and 
when we know what the Hague machine 
is, that should be sufficient to keep 
Meaney off the Federal bench. 

Perhaps all Members of the Senate do 
not agree with me; evidently they do not. 
I think the record is sufficient to justify 
a refusal to confirm the nomination. We 
cannot deny that all of us may be mis- 
taken. It may be that Mr. Meaney will 
see the light of Christianity and wisdom 
as soon as he gets on the bench and will 
be like Governor Edison. He may go back 
on Hague and become a good judge. If 
he does, the same witnesses who con- 
demned Governor Edison would have to 
condemn Meaney, because he would not 
then be true to his boss. i 

I concede most frankly that the fact 
that Meaney is a recognized Hague man 
would not necessarily convince a Senator 
that he should be rejected. I think it 
should. Those who disagree with me 
may be correct, and I may be mistaken. 
I must admit that after he is on the 
bench, Meaney may turn out to be a very 
fine judge. He may go back on his boss. 
He may do as Governor Edison did, and 
as he said he would do when he was run- 
ning for office. The Governor said: 

I will be controlled by no man. I will 
follow the dictates of my conscience. 


Any intelligent man who will do that, 
whether he be a governor or whether he 
be a judge, will fill the bill and will do 
justice; but he cannot fill the bill and he 
cannot do justice if he owes anything to 
a political boss, especially a boss like 
Boss Hague. 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I shall 
vote against the confirmation of the nom- 
ination of Thomas F. Meaney to be Fed- 
eral district judge in the State of New 
Jersey. As I see it, a reading of the 
hearings before the subcommittee of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee on this nom- 
ination shows that his confirmation 
would deal a heavy blow to public con- 
fidence in the judiciary not only in New 
Jersey, where Mr. Meaney’s close con- 
nections with Mayor Hague are common 
knowledge, but throughout the Nation. 

I have carefully read the official report 
of the hearings and was particularly im- 
pressed by the statements of Hon. Charles 
Edison, Governor of New Jersey, whom I 
happen to know quite well. He summed 
up the matter in a few paragraphs, which 
I wish to quote: 

My chief objection to the confirmation of 
Thomas F. Meaney as Federal district judge 
rests upon the principle that the judiciary 
should be free of control of bosses and politi- 
cal machines. No dictatorship ever existed 
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without control of the courts. On the other 
hand, democracy cannot exist without free 
courts. Those are facts of history which no 
one can dispute, 
* ” « s 

You are not considering an ordinary ap- 
pointment of a man with ordinary political 
background; the basic question is whether 
in the confirmation of Mr. Meaney you are 


“not in effect putting Frank Hague on the 


Federal bench. The conclusion is inevitably 
“yes.” 
. * . * * 

In my letter to the Judiciary Committee I 
detailed the nimble part Mr. Meaney played 
in the strategy of Hague plan to dominate 
the courts of New Jersey. 

I ask you to weigh well the question, Is Mr. 
Meaney again to be the pawn by which Frank 
Hague seeks to work out a strategy to domi- 
nate the Federal courts also? 


Mayor Hague several years ago was 
quoted—and I have never heard that the 
quotation was incorrect—as saying, “I 
am the law.” Mayor Hague, there can 
be no doubt, is the man responsible for 
the appointment of Mr. Meaney to the 
Federal bench. It is bad enough, in all 
conscience, that Boss Hague is the law 
in Jersey City, and to an entirely too 
great an extent in the State of New Jer- 
sey. But to have it felt by every litigant, 
and every witness, and every attorney 
who appears before a Federal district 
judge in New Jersey, that Mayor Hague 
is “the law” in that district court—to me 
that is an unconscionable situation. It 
would be outrageous, and the Senate, in 
my judgment, should never allow such a 
situation to come to pass. 

When it becomes known that the deci- 
sions of a judge are infiuenced or con- 
trolled by other persons or organiza- 
tions—that he is bossed, in other words— 
that is a grave reflection on the judiciary 
as a whole, and undermines public con- 
fidence in the judiciary. There is al- 
ready too much of that feeling over the 
Nation. 

But when the whole country knows 
that “I am the law” Hague dictates the 
appointment as Federal district judge 
of a man who has shown time again that 
his official actions in the past have been 
controlled by Mayor Hague, and the 
nomination of this man, backed by 
Mayor Hague, is confirmed by the Senate 
and he becomes a Federal district judge 
for life, then the lack of confidence goes 
beyond the judiciary and extends to gov- 
ernment itself. I believe that all three 
branches of the Federal Government— 
judicial, executive, and legislative—will 
be suspect, to put it mildly, if the Sen- 
ate of the United States shall confirm 
the appointment of Thomas F, Meaney 
to the Federal judiciary. 

I shall vote against the confirmation 
of Mr. Meaney’s nomination and I de- 
voutly hope that confirmation will be re- 
fused by a sufficiently large majority that 
no other appointments of this type will 
come before the Senate for action for 
many years to come, if ever. 

Mr, SMATHERS. Mr. President, in 
the interest of bringing on a speedy vote, 
I shall deny myself the pleasure of the 
2-hour speech I have here, and ask for 
the yeas and nays on the nomination of 
Mr. Meaney. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Mr. NORRIS. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


elerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Ellender Pepper 
Andrews Radcliffe 
Bailey Gillette Reed 

Ball Green Rosier 
Bankhead Hayden Russell 
Barbour Herring Schwartz 
Barkley Hill Shipstead 
Bilbo Johnson, Calif. Smathers 
Burton Lucas Stewart 
Butler M Taft 

Byrd McKellar Thomas, Idaho 
Capper McNary ‘Thomas, Okla 
Caraway Maybank Thomas, Utah 
Chandler Mead Tunnell 
Chavez Millikin Vandenberg 
Clark, Idaho Murdock Wagner 
Clark, Mo. Murray Walsh 
Connally Norris White 
Danaher e Wiley 
Downey O'Mahoney Willis 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty Sena- 
tors having answered to their names, a 
quorum is present. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad- 
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Thomas F. Meaney to. be United States 
district judge for the district of New 
Jersey? On that question the yeas and 
nays have been ordered, and the clerk 
will call the roll. ; 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BARKLEY (when his name was 
called). On this question I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Austin]. I transfer that pair to 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Overton], and will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Davis]. 
I transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEORGE], and. will vote. 
I vote “yea.” 

Mr. NORRIS (when Mr, La FOLLETTE’S 
name was called). The senior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] is ab- 
sent from the city. If he were present 
and voting, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). On this vote I have a pair with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Doxey]. I transfer that pair to the 
junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
LANGER], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 
I am advised that, if present and voting, 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Doxey] would vote “yea.” 

Mr. STEWART (when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. HOL- 
man]. Itransfer that pair to the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Truman], and will 
vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripces]. I trans- 
fer that pair to the junior Senator from 
Washington [Mr. WALLGREN], and will 
vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. NORRIS (when Mr. Togey’s name 
was Called). The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Tosey] is absent from 
the city. If he were present and voting, 
he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. VANDENBERG (when his name 
was called). On this question I have a 
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pair with the junior Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Spencer], who, if present, would 
vote “yea.” I transfer that pair to the 
junior Senator from Maine [Mr. Brew- 
STER], who, if present, would vote “nay.” 

I am, therefore, free to vote. I vote 
“nay.” p 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was 
called). Cn this vote I have a pair with 
the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
McFarLAaND]. If present, he would vote 
“yea.” I transfer that pair to the junior 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Gurney], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ators from Washington [Mr. Bone and 
Mr. WALLGREN], the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Bartey], the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Brown], the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. BuLow], the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. BUNKER], the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE], the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. Grass], the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gur- 
rey], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Huaues], the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. JouHnson], the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. KILGORE], the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCFARLAND], the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. Matoney], the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. O’Dantev], the 
Senator from Louisiana (Mr. OVERTON], 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
REYNOLDS], the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. SMITH], the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Truman], the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Spencer], the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Typtnas], the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Van Nuys], 
and the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
Hatcu] is detained on business in one of 
the Government departments. 

The Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
KiicorE] is paired with the Senator from 
Indiana. [Mr. Van Nuys]. I am advised 
that if present and voting, the Senator 
from West Virginia would vote “yea,” 
and the Senator from Indiana would vote 
“nay.” 

I also announce that the junior Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. LEE] is de- 
tained in conference with the War De- 
partment on public business and is, 
therefore, necessarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Austin] is necessarily ab- 
sent. If present, he would vote “nay.” 

My colleague, the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. Hotman] is necessarily absent. If 
present, he would vote “nay.” 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopcE] has a general pair with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]. If 
present, he would vote “nay.” I am 
advised that the Senator from Virginia 
would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Tosey] is paired on this question with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Gurrey]. If present, the Senator from 
New Hampshire would vote “nay,” and 
I am advised that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, La 
FOLLETTE] is paired on this question with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
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Reynotps]. If present, the Senator 
from Wisconsin would vote “nay,” and 
Iam advised that the Senator from North 
Carolina would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Gurney] is necessarily absent. If pres- 
ent, he would vote “nay.” 

The Senator from Mllinois [Mr. 
Brooks] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Lancer], who is necessarily absent, would 
vote “nay,” if present. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Davis] is absent on public business. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Brivces] is necessarily absent. If 
present, he would vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 39, 
nays 20, as follows: 


YEAS—39 
Andrews Ellender O'Mahoney 
Bankhead Gerry Pepper 
Barkley Gillette Radcliffe 
Bilbo Green Rosier 
Byrd Hayden Russell 
Caraway Hill Schwartz 
Chandler Lucas Smathers 
Chavez McCarran Stewart 
Clark, Idaho McKellar Thomas, Okla 
Clark, Mo, Maybank Thomas, Utah 
Connally Mead ' Tunnell 
Danaher Murdock Wagner 
Downey Murray Walsh 

NAYS—20 
Aiken Johnson, Calif. Taft 
Ball McNary Thomas, Idaho 
Barbour Millikin Vandenberg 
Burton Norris White 
Butler Nye Wiley 
Capper Reed Willis 
Herring Shipstead 

NOT VOTING—37 

Austin Guffey O'Daniel 
Bailey Gurney Overton 
Bone Hatch Reynolds 
Brewster Holman Smith 
Bridges Hughes Spencer 
Brooks Johnson, Colo, Tobey 
Brown Kilgore n 
Bulow La Follette Tydings 
Bunker Langer an Nuys 
Davis Lee Wallgren 
Doxey Lodge Wheeler 
George McFarland 
Glass Maloney 


So the nomination of Thomas F. 
Meaney to be United States district judge 
for ~ district of New Jersey was con- 
firmed. 


BUSINESS OF THE SENATE 


As in legislative session, 

. Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, many 
Sene.tors are inquiring about the prospect 
of a formal or informal recess during the 
next few weeks, and I wish to make a 
statement as to the present situation re- 
garding legislation. 

All the annual appropriation bills have 
been enacted except the agricultural ap- 
propriation bill, which has been tied up 
in conference for some time, and upon 
which it has been impossible to arrive at 
an agreement, due largely to the contro- 
versy over the amendment of the Senate 
authorizing the sale of certain quantities 
of Government-owned grain under some 
conditions. 

It may be necessary to pass a joint 
resolution continuing the previous agri- 
cultural appropriations. It has not been 
possible to work out such a joint reso- 
lution, for reasons which I need not now 
disclose, because the terms of such a pro- 
posal have not been agreed upon. It may 
be possible to do that tomorrow, or later 
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this week, but I cannot say definitely as 
to that. 

The appropriation for the Office of 
Price Administration has not been passed 
by the Senate. Of course, that is not a 
regular annual appropriation, and it did 
not have to be enacted by yesterday. The 
bill providing for this appropriation has 
come over from the House, and the Sen- 
ate Committee on Appropriations will 
hold hearings on it tomorrow. The senior 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. MCKELLAR] 
advises me that in all probability it will 
not be possible to get the bill to the floor 
of the Senate this week. He hopes to do 
so, but the chances are that that will not 
be possible. 

Outside these two appropriation bills, 
there are no appropriation bills now 
awaiting our attention. It is important 
that we enact in some form, both the bills 
to which I have just referred, because un- 
less a continuing joint resolution shall be 
enacted, or unless the conferees can get 
together on the agricultural appropria- 
tion bill, no money will be available for 
the Department of Agriculture. In my 
judgment, it is unfortunate that it has 
been impossible to arrive at an agreement 
on the matters in controversy in connec- 
Log with the agricultural appropriation 

Of course, the Office of Price Admin- 
istration must have funds. Whatever 
the amount may be, they must have 
funds with which to function. I hope 
that both the appropriation bills to which 
I have referred may be disposed of within 
the next 2 days. Assuming that that 
may be done, apparently there will be 
before the Senate nothing of great con- 
sequence, in the way of proposals for 
legislation, until the tax bill shall be sent 
over from the House. 

The President has made no recommen- 

dation for additional legislation, and, so 
far as I know, none is contemplated, un- 
less there should arise some contingency 
which we cannot now foresee, and we 
must all keep ourselves ready, of course, 
to answer if such contingency should 
arise. 
In all probability we will not get the 
tax bill before the 15th or 20th of July. 
The House Committee on Ways and 
Means has not as yet reported it. It has 
been stated they hope to report it by the 
6th or 7th of this month, but it prob- 
ably will be the 10th or 15th. 

When the bill comes to the Senate, it 
will automatically go to the Committee 
on Finance for consideration; probably 
hearings will have to be held on it, and 
I think we may safely assume that the 
committee will have the bill under con- 
sideration, both for hearings and for 
committee consideration, for 3 or 4 
weeks. So, following the passage of the 
bill in the House, the prospect is that 
we may be able to obtain a formal 30- 
day recess or adjournment, in order that 
the Members of the House and of the 
Senate who are not held here by the tax 
bill may be free. 

It seems to me that would be desirable. 
Members of Congress are entitled to re- 
turn to their homes. We are still a rep- 
resentative Government, and those who 
serve in either House must represent the 
people, and the people have a right to 
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see them and to hear what they have 
to say, as well as to advise them what 
they think about matters, including legis- 
lation. It is helpful and most desirable, 
in a representative government, that 
there should be as frequent communica- 
tion and consultation between the people 
and their representatives as is possible. 
I hope very much we may be able to ar- 
range a formal 30-day recess or adjourn- 
ment following the passage of the tax 
bill by the House of Representatives. 

I hope, also, we may be able to dis- 
pose of the other matters, so that we may 
informally recess until the House passes 
the tax bill, meeting twice a week, as we 
sometimes do. 

I wish to impress upon Senators that 
until the agricultural bill shall be dis- 
posed of in some way, and the appropria- 
tion for the Office of Price Administrator 
shall be disposed of, it may be necessary 
to call Senators back at any time if they 
should take the liberty of returning to 
their homes, or leaving the city of Wash- 
ington. I hope we may be able to adjust 
all those matters within the next few 
days, in which event I feel that Senators 
could be free to return to their homes, 
even prior to the passage of the tax bill 
in the House, and it seems to me they 
would not need to return then, because 
as soon as the tax bill is messaged here 
by the House it will be sent automatically 
to the Committee on Finance, and that 
will not require the presence of Senators. 

Mr. McNARY. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. The able leader speaks 
about a formal recess. I am curicus to 
know if he contemplates a definite 
period, or does he refer to the modern 
practice of understanding that no busi- 
ness is to be transacted, but that we shall 
meet here twice a week, and be at all 
times in readiness to consider any mat- 
ters which may be presented. 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I had in mind 
the adoption of a concurrent resolution 
providing for a recess or an adjournment 
for a definite period, so that it would 
not be necessary to meet twice a week, 
and no business would be transacted. I 
think if we can do that it would be the 
fair and proper thing todo. If a Senator 
or a Representative returns to his home, 
even under a gentleman’s agreement 
that no important business shall be 
transacted, and on Monday or Thursday 
something is brought up, or a speech is 
made, which receives wide publicity, every 
Member of Congress who is at home 
must explain to his constituents why he 
is at home if business is being transacted 
in the House or the Senate, though as a 
matter of fact business is not being 
transacted. 

Mr, President, I may add—and I have 
consulted the leaders of the House on 
the subject—that following the passage 
of the tax bill in the House we may agree 
to a concurrent resolution adjourning 
or recessing Congress for a period of 
something like 30 days at least, so that 
there may be no need for our informal 
meetings here every 3 days. But until 
the tax bill is passed in the House I see 
no prospect for such recess or adjourn- 
ment, and I do not think it would be wise 
to attempt to agree to a formal resolu- 
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tion for recess or adjournment. That is 
the situation as nearly as I can depict it 
to Members of the Senate, and they, of 
course, will have to be governed accord- 
ingly. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I only 
wish to make the comment in conclusion, 
that we should think carefully and rather 
deeply about the potentials involved in 
an adjournment for a definite time, but 
I shall discuss that later. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I realize, of course, 
that in war we have to be careful about 
any possibility, but we would take such 


-action only with the understanding that 


there exists in the President the definite 
power to call Congress back into session 
in the event of any emergency, even dur- 
ing the formal recess or adjournment. 
We might make provision in a resolution 
to take care of such a situation. The ac- 
tion suggested would not foreclose the 
Senate reassembling at any time during 
any such period if the situation should 
so require. 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. Mr. President, 
I wish to have a correct understanding 
of the proposal which is being made. 
Does the Senator propose a formal recess? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I have not pro- 
posed anything. I am merely describing 
the situation which I hope may come 
about. 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. I wondered 
whether the Senator had in mind 
Perhaps a formal recess following the 
ae of the two appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I have notin mind 
the proposal of any formal resolution for 
a recess following the disposition of the 
two appropriation bills, but if they are 
disposed of satisfactorily we may be able 
to adjourn for 3 days at a time, with the 
understanding that no important busi- 
hess will be transacted until the tax bill 
comes over, and then we may be able to 
work out a formal resolution for recess or 
adjournment for 30 days. 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. If that is done, 
Mr. President, I will say that the Senator 
will be taking a serious chance. This is 
wartime. This is a critical time. If an 
adjournment is taken, I think those vot- 
ing for it will be seriously criticized. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, of 
course we are criticized no matter what 
we do. If we adjourn or do not adjourn 
we will be criticized. There is no use of 
trying to avoid criticism for everything 
we do. I have become so used to crit- 
icism that I am like the country dog 
that frequently came to town, and when 
he did the boys would tie a can to his tail. 
Finally he got so used to it that when 
he saw a tin can he simply backed up to 
it. (Laughter.] 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is all very 
fine, but this is no laughing matter. 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; this is no laugh- 
ing matter, but I stated to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. McNary] that if we 
took a formal recess it would be done 
with the understanding that the power 
existed in the President to call us back 
at any time during the period of the 
recess if it was necessary for us to be 
called back. 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho, The Presi- 
dent has that power. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. Of course he has. 
So we do not take much chance in that 
respect. If he needed us back here, he 
-could call us back. 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. Certainly he 
could call us back. That is not the point 
Iam making. In my judgment, we will 
make a serious mistake if we take a 
formal adjournment or recess for a pe- 
riod of time. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is, of course, a 
chance we always take. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. For the informa- 
tion of the Senate, especially in view of 
the situation with respect to the order 
of business, I wish to give notice that at 
the first opportunity tomorrow I shall 
make a motion to take up for considera- 
tion Senate bill 2585. That bill provides 
for loans to be made on certain crops 
at a rate equal to the parity price. I 
hope that if passed it may bring to an 
end the jam which exists in connection 
with the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, it may 
be that we can call the calendar to- 
morrow, and that the bill may be dis- 
posed of then. 
` Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I am 
sorry I did not hear what the leader said 
about the Senate continuing in session 
until such time as the tax bill may come 
over. 

Mr. BARKLEY. What I stated in that 
regard was that following the disposition 
of the two appropriation bills,.and, I 
“may add, any other desirable or impor- 
‘fant legislation, during the remainder 
of this week, assuming that they are 
satisfactorily disposed of, I think in all 
likelihood the Senate will be in a posi- 
tion to take 3-day recesses until the tax 
bill is passed by the House. 

Mr. PEPPER. But at the convening 
of the Senate during those periods, of 
course, it will be in session for the trans- 
action of legislative business which 
might come before it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; although I 
should hope that if Senators*feel dis- 
posed and feel at liberty to absent them- 
selves during these informal recesses, if 
we are to take them at all, no important 
legislation which should not be enacted 
in the absence of a large number of 
Senators would be taken up. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, the rea- 
son I made the inquiry is this: There 
are two bills which I thought might prop- 
erly be considered. Whether they can 
be depends on the action of the commit- 
tees to which they have been referred. 
One is the bill providing for compensa- 
tion to civilians who might be subjected 
to enemy attack and injured. That bill 
went to the Finance Committee, and 
hearings are now being held by a sub- 
committee of that committee. It will 
be recalled that when that matter was 
before the Senate, the able chairman of 
the committee, the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. Grorce) indicated that he would 
have the bill back to the Senate by the 
15th of July. As I recall, that was the 
date he mentioned. I thought that bill 
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might appropriately receive the attention 
of the Senate. Then there is now pend- 
ing before the Senate Commerce Com- 
mittee a bill which was passed by the 
House of Representatives relative to the 
construction of a pipe line and the con- 
struction of a barge canal across Florida, 
and certain improvements in the inter- 
coastal canals, which, it was thought, 
would be of help in improving the pe- 
troleum situation, I had hoped that if 
those two bills were favorably reported by 
the respective committees which are con- 
sidering them, they might be called up 
for action. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I do 
not say and I do not want to leave the 
Senate under the impression that we 
will not be willing and able and ready 
to take up any necessary legislation that 
is involved in the war situation. Both 
bills to which the Senator refers are in 
committee, and, of course, we cannot an- 
ticipate what action will be taken. 
Hearings are being held on both of them 
at this time. It is possible that there 
may be worked out a solution with re- 
spect to one or both of them, I merely 
desired to advise the Senate of the situ- 
ation so that Senators could be gov- 
erned accordingly. 

NATIONAL HOUSING AGENCY—NOMINA- 
TION OF ABNER H. FERGUSON 


Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I re- 
port favorably from the Committee on 
Banking and Currency the nomination of 
Abner H. Ferguson to be Federal Housing 
Commissioner in the National Housing 
Agency. This is a reappointment, and 
since Mr. Ferguson’s term expires today, 
I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of the nomination. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from New York? ‘The Chair hears none, 
and the clerk will state the nomination. 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of 
Abner H. Ferguson to be Federal Housing 
Commissioner in the National Housing 
Agency. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

Mr. WAGNER. I ask that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified of the con- 
firmation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be notified 
forthwith, 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, as we 
are still in executive session, I ask that 
the remaining nominations on the Execu- 
tive Calendar be disposed of at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The remain- 
ing nominations on the calendar will be 
stated. 

FEDERAL BOARD FOR VOCATIONAL 

EDUCATION 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Dr. Paul H. Nystrom, of New York, 
to be a member of the Federal Board for 
Vocational Education. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters, 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Iask that the nomi- 
ere of postmasters be confirmed en 

oc. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

That completes the nominations on the 
calendar. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the President be 
immediately notified of all nominations 
this day confirmed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be so notified. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of legislative business. 

Mr. BILBO obtained the floor. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I had 
hoped to make a brief statement this 
afternoon with regard to a recent order 
issued by the Office of Price Administra- 
tion which, in effect, levies a tax upon 
gas in certain areas. The hour is so 
late that it is apparent I shall not be 
able to do so. I hope to obtain the floor 
as early as possible tomorrow, and shall 
then make a brief statement. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I shall be 
very brief in my statement. I am 
anxious to hear what the Senator has 
to say on that matter. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I hope the Senator 
from Mississippi will do me the honor 
of listening to me when I speak tomor- 
row. I shall seek to obtain the floor as 
early as possible to make a brief state- 
ment, 

Mr. BILBO. I shall listen with great 
interest to what the Senator shall have 
to say. 

MARKETING QUOTAS FOR PEANUTS 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me to have considered 
a bill which I am sure will be acted upon 
immediately? 

Mr. BILBO. I am glad to yield to the 
Senator if no objection will be made to 
the bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I can assure the Sena- 
tor there is no objection to it. 

Mr. President, I ask for immediate 
consideration of House bill 7137, Calen- 
dar 1563. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
7137) to amend the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Act of 1938, as amended, with re- 
spect to marketing quotas for peanuts, 
and for other purposes, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry with an amend- 
ment on page 3, line 2, after the word 
“value” to strike out “, as of the date of 
delivery, of the products thereof when 
crushed for oil, less the estimated costs 
of storing, handling, selling, and process- 
ing such peanuts but not less than prices 
established by the Secretary pursuant 
to authority contained in existing law”, 
and in lieu thereof to insert “thereof for 
crushing for oil as of the date of such 
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delivery less the estimated cost of stor- 
ing, handling, and selling such peanuts.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 
passed, 

MILITARY PETROLEUM RESERVE IN THE 
GULF OF MEXICO 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, out of 
order and by unanimous consent I in- 
troduce a bill, the title of which is: 

To assert the jurisdiction of the United 
States over certain portions of the Gulf of 
Mexico and submerged lands thereunder, 
establish a military petroleum reserve com- 
prised of such land, and for other purposes. 


Immediately after the outbreak of the 
present World War in Europe, when a 
few of us, under the leadership of the 
distinguished, scholarly, and great stu- 
dent of international affairs, the Senator 
from Utah, Mr. Thomas, were making a 
fight to build up a stockpile of strategic 
and critical materials for the inevitable 
World War in which we are now en- 
gulfed, there was much indifference on 
a great part of the public, official and 
otherwise. 

I well remember that when the price 
of cotton was being depressed by large 
Government-held surpluses I tried to re- 
move this pressure by turning over to 
the War and Navy seven or eight million 
bales to be stored for war purposes. I 
found very little sympathy for my sug- 
gestion, even in high Army and Navy 
circles. 

Today, as we are just beginning to 
enter this world-wide conflict and as we 
prosecute our necessary production pro- 
gram to make certain the winning of this 
war, we are face to face with an inade- 
quacy of raw materials on every side. 
God alone knows how long this war may 
last. It may last 5 to 10 years or longer. 
We only know that it must last until we 
have won a complete victory over the 
powers of force that would enslave the 
entire human race. Every day of this 
war increases the importance of more 
and more mechanized instruments of 
war, all to be propelled by force created 
by the use of oils and gasoline. 

With these facts confronting us, it is 
time for us to give some thought and 
consideration to providing and preserv- 
ing adequate oil and gas supplies. Al- 
ready the Axis Powers are hard put for 
adequate oils and gases for motive power. 
They have been forced to resort to every 
synthetic material they can produce by 
their scientific brains. Hitler is sacri- 
ficing millions of his soldiers in his mad 
campaigns to take possession of the 
precious oil fields of Europe and Asia. 

For years and years the Japanese, in 
their world dream of power and domina- 
tion, have bought millions of barrels of 
oil from the Western Hemisphere and 
stored it in the islands around the Jap- 
anese Sea, 

There is a prevailing opinion that our 
supply of oil and gases from private pro- 
duction is inexhaustible, but I am afraid, 
not only in this war but in all the years 
to follow, that our demands will be so 
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great that our supply will be sorely taxed 
to meet the adequate dema. ds of a com- 
plete and thoroughly mechanized new 

The bill I am introducing today is a 
proposal to establish a military oil re- 
serve on and under the waters of the Gulf 
of Mexico to and within territorial lim- 
its, extending for a distance of 75 miles 
out from the shoreline, over or under the 
said waters of the Gulf of Mexico, be- 
ginning at the mouth of the Mississippi 


River and extending westward to the. 


borders of Calhoun County, Tex., a diš- 
tance of 700 miles. 

The purpose of this bill is to give the 
military authorities, through action of 
the President, as chief of those forces, 
the right to extend the sovereignty and 
territorial limits of the United States, 
creating a fee ownership of lands and 
waters by the United States, so as to as- 
sert actual physical ownership of the 
bottoms of such territorial waters and 
the mineral products thereof. 

No one will deny the power of Congress 
to extend our sovereignty 75 miles from 
the coastline. Two miles was the orig- 
inal limit. More than 100 years ago the 
domain of the United States off our 
shores was declared and established as 
the distance over which a cannon at that 
time would shoot, this being interpreted 
to be some 2 miles off shore. There have 
been extensions promulgated with refer- 
ence to police power out to and including 
12 miles during prohibition days, this 
being the limit by law within which 
States could regulate the liquor traffic; 
and even now, under certain conditions, 
patrols have been established for more 
than 100 miles off the coastal areas for 
purposes other than military activities. 

There has not yet been an act of Con- 
gress creating the domain of the United 
States beyond the original boundaries 
for the purpose of fee ownership; and 
although my bill provides that only the 
United States and its military authorities 
may assert ownership to this area, to do 
so would require such an act, even though 
the United States no doubt asserts own- 
ership today in the minds of the people, 
lacking only the legal procedure of con- 
gressional ‘action. 

Private geological surveys indicate that 
from the Gulf of Mexico at the mouth 
of the Mississippi River east no salt 
domes or oil deposits exist, but that from 
the mouth of the Mississippi River west, 
as far as Calhoun County, Tex., and ex- 
tending out into the Gulf of Mexico an 
undetermined distance, almost unnum- 
bered salt domes and oil deposits are 
known to exist. 

For the purpose of establishing this 
reserve—a_ strictly military reserve, 
owned in fee, explored and operated by 
the Government—it is considered that a 
strip of the Gulf coast line, beginning 
at the mouth of the Mississippi River, 
extending out into the Gulf of Mexico 
for a distance of 75 miles, and thence 
parallel to the meandering coast line 
westward for a distance of approximately 
700 miles, or to the border of Calhoun 
County, Tex., is sufficient to embrace the 
area in which this oil reserve is con- 
tained, 
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I have been furnished the following 
maps, most of them being United States 
Coast and Geodetic Survey maps: 


Gulf coast map: Oil and gas fields, Jacob- 
son. 

Texas-Louisiana Gulf coast region, Zingery. 
(The Oil Weekly.) 

Cape St. George to Mississippi Passes, No. 
1115, Geodetic Survey. 

Mississippi River to Galveston, Tex., No. 
1116, Geodetic Survey. 

Galveston, Tex., to the Kio Grande, No. 
1117, Geodetic Survey. 

Lake Borgne, Mississippi Sound and ap- 
proaches, No. 1268, Geodetic Survey. 

Chandeleur and Breton Sounds, No. 1270, 
Geodetic Survey. 

Mississippi River Delta, No. 1272, Geodetic 
Survey, 

Barataria Bay, No. 1273, Geodetic Survey. 

Timbalier and Terrebonne Bays, No. 1274, 
Geodetic Survey. 

Ties Dernieres to Point au Fer, No. 1275, 
Geodetic Survey. 

Point au Fer to Marsh Island, No. 1276, 
Geodetic Survey. 

Vermilion Bay and approaches, No. 1277, 
Geodetic Survey. 

Rollover Bayou to Calcasieu Pass, No. 1278, 
Geodetic Survey. 

Calcasieu Pass to Sabine Pass, No. 1279, 
Geodetic Survey. 

Sabine Bay to East Bay, No. 1280, Geodetic 
Survey. 

Galveston Bay, No. 1282, Geodetic Survey. 

San Luis Bay to Matagorda Bay, No. 1283, 
Geodetic Survey. 

Matagorda Bay and approaches, No. 1284, 
Geodetic Survey. 

Matagorda Light to Arkansas Pass, No. 
1285, Geodetic Survey. 


Such surveys, to a limited extent, have 
already been made by private companies, 
and the boundaries of the proposed re- 
serve, eastward and westward, have been 
more or less established through geologi- 
cal shooting and observation of oil seep- 
ages. 

For example, Phillips Petroleum Co. 
shot out the Mississippi side of the Gulf 
coastline to some extent, it having cost 
them approximately $400,000; and the 
results of their survey indicate the fact 
that there were few, if any, oil deposits 
and salt domes eastward from the mouth 
of the Mississippi. 

Dr. Joel Russell, of Louisiana State 
University, would doubtless be’ willing to 
give his Government the benefit of his 
work, experience, and observation with 
respect to the geography and geophysics 
of the Gulf coast area. He is an author- 
ity on the meander of streams, and his 
work is equal to that of the best geog- 
raphers in the world. 

About November of 1941 Dr. Russell 
published an article in Oil in which he 
pictured the coastline as changing from 
the mouth of the Mississippi River west- 
ward. The Mississippi River, he pointed 
out, eats away about a foot a day, and 
as a result of this changing flow and 
other natural causes, over a period of 
approximately one hundred years the 
coast line builds as much as 15 miles into 
the Gulf and adds that much territory 
to the coast. Fifteen miles every 100 
years is but a fragment from a geological 
standpoint and would have no effect 
whatsoever upon geological laws. 

On the lands of Louisiana and Texas, 
subject to fee ownership by private indi- 
viduals or oil companies, an area or 
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band of salt domes is found along the 
Gulf Coast—a distance inland known to 
be at least 40 miles. According to geolo- 
gists, this area was built up during the 
past 500 years. There are at least 40 
known salt domes along this band in- 
land, and very probably at least 500; and 
each dome is believed to hold an oil re- 
serve of from ten million to two hundred 
and fifty million barrels of oil for even- 
tual recovery. 

If the salt domes inland occur within a 
distance of 40 miles of the coastline, 
then out into the Gulf there would seem 
to be no particular limit to the distance 
at which such domes might occur. The 
only limit to the establishment and de- 
velopment of such reserves would be the 
depth of the water in the coastal areas. 
The fathom depths are given on the maps 
referred to, and indicate that a distance 
of 75 miles would probably take in all 
the territory which might now be usable 
in this connection. 

The area embraced within the 75 mile 
extension from the coastline contains a 
minimum reserve of more than 4,000,000,- 
000 barrels of oil; and there is evi- 
dence tending to show that if the proper 
surveys where made the reserve would be 
shown to be more than 8,000,000,000 
barrels. 

A geophysical report should be made 
by the Bureau of Mines, to Congress, 
dealing with these reserves. This should 
be a preliminary geophysical exploration, 
and not a great deal of money would have 
to be appropriated to establish the extent 
and area of the reserve. 

_ Surveys previously made indicate that 

land reserves of oil in the Gulf coastal 

region are as follows: 

1. Texas Gulf coast field de- Barrels 
velopment........-_-.-._- 2, 756, 157, 700 

2. Louisiana Gulf coast field 
development__........... 1, 108, 430, 000 


OR ss heh a ceed 3, 864, 587, 700 


if because of the loss to the United 
Nations, and the destruction and 
scorched-earth policy employed by the 
Allies, the United States should be re- 
quired to increase or double its daily oil 
production, it is doubtful if we could do it. 

Last year the United States had need 
for an increase of i2 percent in its pro- 
duction, and met that need. This year 
it is estimated that we shall need to pro- 
duce 20 percent more than all past pro- 
ductions; and it is possible that we shall 
not be able to accomplish this. 

With a reserve for strictly military pur- 
poses of from one to eight billion barrels, 
at a value of from one to ten billion 
dollars at stake, we should overlook noth- 
ing, especially at a time when it is ques- 
tionable whether we can substantially in- 
crease our daily production throughout 
the United States if it becomes necessary 
to do so for any considerable period of 
time. 

It is true that this Nation and its pri- 
vate individuals and companies have 
great oil reserves, but the wells are me- 
chanically so equipped as to be unable 
to stand a large production. While 
most coastal wells should be capable of 
making 10,000 barrels a day, probably 
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two or three hundred barrels are being 
taken a day under choked proration. If 
production from them were doubled, the 
tremendous change in pressures on the 
bottom holes would no doubt destroy the 
reservoirs; and it is doubtful if, after a 
time, they would produce as much oil as 
they would by thus keeping them under 
choked proration. 

East Texas is a large reserve which is 
known to be losing its bottom-hole pres- 
sure rapidly. In East Texas it is admit- 
ted that production could not be doubled 
for more than 60 days. Many States are 
not able to produce the amounts allow- 
able under their allocations, for our big 
oil reserves are so set up as to produce 
over a period of 25 or 30 years, and they 
would be of no continued value in the 
event of an emergency. 

With a reserve thus set up in the Gulf 
coast area for strictly military purposes, 
@ reserve upon which the military au- 
thorities could draw in the event of an 
emergency, production could be had of 
a supply of the finest-known quality of 
lubricants and high-test aviation gaso- 
line. Such a possibility would not be 
overlocked at this critical time. To do 
so would be folly on the part of our offi- 
cials or military authorities. To avail 
the country of this enormous inherited 
reserve would be foresight on the part of 
the officials of the Government. 

Consideration should also be given to 
the fact that this Gulf area is probably 
the only place in the world where a mili- 
tary reserve could be created without in- 
terfering in the slightest with private 
rights, private property rights of cor- 
porations and/or individuals. 

No citizen owns any interest near or 
adjacent to the proposed reserve, nor 
could anyone claim any drainage from it 
or make any claim of having been de- 
prived of any right or privilege as a re- 
sult of operations in the reserve. Any- 
where else upon the lands of this coun- 
try where a military reserve might be 
created, drainage of oil and abuse of the 
rights of private citizens might occur. 

Should the present war continue for 
5 or 10 years, as predicted by some, it is 
certain that these reserves will be needed. 
Our armed forces are virtually entirely 
mechanized, and these oils are as essen- 
tial as ammunition itself. There is no 
reason for our Government, or any of its 
departmental heads, to hold back on the 
expenditure of a small appropriation for 
the purpose of establishing the reserve, 
and for its proper exploration and devel- 
opment. 

The military reserve in the Gulf coast 
area having been established by law, 
either through territorial acquisition or 
otherwise, sufficient wells should be 
drilled to make available an ample sup- 
ply of oil to be used in the event of mili- 
tary necessity. An investment of this 
nature is a logical and necessary military 
expense. 

No element can destroy wells drilled 
in the Gulf and sealed below the surface 
of the water, because so far as the mate- 
rials used are concerned, the pressure of 
the water is evenly distributed, holding 
them undisturbed. It is only exposure 
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which can cause damage. Wells so 
drilled and sealed will remain in satis- 
factory condition for 40 or 50 years. 

The problem of development is not 
difficult. There is little or no difference 
in cost of drilling in water as between 
operations in depths of from 5 to 50 
feet, and there is a virtual band of shoal 
water, extending 10 miles out and 700 
miles wide, which will not exceed 50 feet 
in depth. 

Such areas could be explored and re- 
serves set up by actual development 
which would render the reserves ex- 
tremely profitable from an economical 
standpoint, for it would cost only an 
estimated amount of 25 cents or less for 
each barrel of oil obtained, and there 
would be created a reserve of the largest 
and finest oils for military purposes which 
would exist for more than a hundred 
years. No monetary loss whatsoever 
would be suffered from the necessary ex- 
plorations. 

Our national wealth has not been 
created by governmental agents, but 
rather by the individual efforts of the 
citizens of this Nation who have had in 
mind the interests of this country, and 
who now have in mind the preservation 
of our liberties. This proposal is but an 
example of the desire of our citizens to 
see our national wealth increased—in 
this instance—hy the acquisition of huge 
military oil reserves, from the establish- 
ment of which no single individual would 
benefit from a financial standpoint in 
any degree whatsoever, no matter how 
small. 

Mr. President, the purpose of this bill 
is sincere. Individuals could go among 
the oil fraternity, patriotic citizens, men 
of means, and unfold this proposal and 
solicit thousands or even hundreds of 
thousands of dollars for the benefit of the 
Government, in furthering the operation, 
but it is understood that the Government 

*wants no contributions of this nature at 
this time, and wishes to make its own 
appropriations to protect the interests of 
our people. 

A full and complete inquiry and in- 
vestigation should be immediately made 
of the possibilities and imperative needs 
in the consummation of the objectives 
of this proposed legislation. A thought- 
ful and appreciative public will give hon- 
or and recognition to this Congress in so 
doing. Its Members will be entitled to 
and will receive credit for being wide- 
awake, comprehensive, and far-seeing 
representatives of the people. 

There could be no reason for anyone 
in the Congress of the United States to 
oppose this operation, unless it comes 
from inability to understand and compre- 
hend the magnitude of the proposal and 
its importance to the war efforts of the 
United Nations and to our own country 
in the years to come. 

Heretofore, many things have been 
called to the attention of the Govern- 
ment by individual and interested citi- 
zens, such proposals often being brushed 
aside for good and obvious “surface” 
reasons, when later came the realization 
that grave error was made for not allow- 
ing due consideration, 
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Those versed in the oil industry who 
recognize the necessity for preparation at 
all times should lend their support to this 
patriotic endeavor. The proposal de- 
serves especial attention at this time 
when the entire Nation’s efforts are con- 
centrated on one objective—that of win- 
ning the war. Everyone who is capable 
of doing so is thinking in the interest of 
the Nation; and to: have this proposal 
ignored or brushed aside with but casual 
examination, because of mere personal 
interests of any official or commissioned 
personnel, would serve only to discour- 
age the best efforts on the part of this 
Nation. 

No doubt there are many who would 
say—but who do not know—that this 
Nation is well supplied with oil reserves 
at this time. To this we say that we are, 
if we have time to produce the oil. Our 
industry may be called upon in any given 
day, month, or year to produce more oil 
than we are capable of producing; and 
in that event the situation in the oil in- 
dustry would be looked upon as another 
“rubber shortage,” or “quinine shortage,” 
or “steel shortage,” or the like. 

Mr. President, in conclusion permit me 
to say that my sole purpose in sponsoring 
this important, imperative, long-range 
project is to render to my country such 
service that those who take our places of 
responsibility and leadership will not be 
able to say that in the hour of our 
country’s need we were asleep at the 
switch, 

There is an old and trite saying that 
“hindsight is better than foresight’; but 
the truth of that statement will not be 
a justification in the eyes of coming gen- 
erations for our failure to have vision and 
courage enough to do those things which 
common sense and judgment suggest as 
the wise things to be done for the safety 
and perpetuity of the greatest Nation on 
earth. 

Mr. President, the bill which I have in- 
troduced is out of the ordinary, and I ask 
that it be printed at this point in the 
Recorp so that Senators may read it and 
think about it, 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 
2637) to assert the jurisdiction of the 
United States over certain portions of 
the Gulf of Mexico and the submerged 
lands thereunder, to establish a military 
petroleum reserve comprised of such land, 
and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction of the 
United States is hereby declared to extend to 
all the waters and submerged lands in the 
Gulf of Mexico within the area extending 
for a distance of 75 miles out into the said 
Gulf from the low-water mark along the 
coast from the mouth of the Mississippi River 
to the northeastern boundary of Calhoun 
County, Tex. All of such lands are hereby 
declared to be a part of the public domain, 
and such lands and all minerals located on 
or under such lands are withdrawn from 
settlement, location, sale, entry, occupation, 
encroachment, or acquisition. 

Sec. 2. All of such lands are hereby con- 
stituted a petroleum reserve for military and 
naval purposes, to be known as the Gulf 
Coast Petroleum Reserve No. 1, and shall be 
subject to the same control and limitations 
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and the same provisions of law as are applica- 
ble in the case of naval petroleum reserves. 

Sec. 3. This act shall not apply to any lands 
inside the lines dividing inland waters from 
the high seas as provided for by section 2 of 
the act of February 19, 1895 (28 Stat. 672), 
as amended, and shall not apply to any lands 
which on the date of enactment of this act are 
owned by any State of the United States or 
by any individual, partnership, corporation, 
or association under the laws of any such 
State. 

ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn 
until tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 
o’clock and 54 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned until tomorrow, Thursday, 
July 2, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate July 1 (legislative day of June 29), 
1942: 

FEDERAL HOUSING COMMISSIONER 

Abner H. Ferguson, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be Federal Housing Commissioner 
in the National Housing Agency for the term 
of 4 years from June 30, 1942 (reappoint- 
ment). 

In THE Navy 

Rear Admiral Frank Jack Fletcher to be a 
vice admiral in the Navy, for temporary serv- 
ice, to rank from the 26th day of June 1942, 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 1 (legislative day of June 
29), 1942: 

THE JUDICIARY 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

Thomas F. Meaney to be United States dis- 

trict judge for the district of New Jersey. 
NATIONAL HOUSING AGENCY 


Abner H. Ferguson to be Federal Housing 
Commissioner in the National Housing Agency 
for a term of 4 years from June 30, 1942. 


FEDERAL BOARD FOR VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 


Dr. Paul H. Nystrom to be a member of the 
Federal Board for Vocational Education, 


POSTMASTERS 
ARKANSAS 
George M. Doyle, Osceola. 
IOWA 


Flora M. Bradley, Bancroft. 
Arthur E. Mason, Carnarvon, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, JuLy 1, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Rev. Edward G. Latch, Metropolitan 
Memorial Methodist Church, Washing- 
ton, D. C., offered the following prayer: 


Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, 
who in Jesus Christ hast revealed unto us 
the way, the truth, and the life, help us to 
walk in Thy way, to believe Thy truth, and 
to live Thy life. Deliver us from all fear, 
suspicion, and malice. Grant unto us a 
fresh baptism of Thy spirit. Strong may 
we be in Thee and courageous, with a 
faith that sees victory beyond every de- 
feat and the light of Thy presence even 
in the darkness. 
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We pray, O God, for our Nation, for 
our leaders, and for our people. Bind us 
together with the bond of a common pur- 
pose to do Thy will, to bring peace to our 
world, and to establish justice upon the 
earth. We pray through Jesus Christ 
our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. - 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on June 27, 1942, the Presi- 
dent approved and signed bills and joint 
resolutions of the House of the following 
titles: 


On June 27, 1942: 

‘H.R. 4092. An act for the relief of E. P. 
Corley; 

H.R. 4941. An act for the relief of J. C. 
Lemon, Louis McCoy, and Patricia McCoy; 

H.R. 5070. An act for the relief of Francis 
Corwin Circle; 

H.R. 6315. An act to extend for 2 addi- 
tional years the reduced rates of interest on 
Federal land bank and Land Bank Commis- 
sioner loans; 

H. R. 6430. An act making appropriations 
for the Executive Office and sundry independ- 
ent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, 
and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6496. An act to authorize the appoint- 
ment of commissioned warrant and warrant 
officers to commissioned rank in the line and 
staff corps of the Navy, Marine Corps, and 
Coast Guard, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 7041. An act making appropriations 
for the government of the District of Colum- 
bia and other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenues of such Dis- 
trict for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 7234. An act to exempt from duty 
personal and household effects brought into 
the United States under Government orders; 

H. J. Res.311. Joint resolution continuing 
the Federal Surplus Commodities Corpora- 
tion as an agency of the United States; and 

H. J. Res. 327. Joint resolution to accord 
privileges of free importation to members of 
the armed forces of other United Nations, to 
enemy prisoners of war and civilian internees 
and detainees, and for other purposes, 


RECEIPT OF MESSAGE BY CLERK OF THE 
HOUSE 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
Clerk of the House: 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 30, 1942. 
The honorable the SPEAKER, 
House of Representatives. 

Sır: Pursuant to the special order agreed 
to, the Clerk received on this day a message 
from the Secretary of the Senate indicating 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7181) 
making appropriations for the Department of 
Labor, the Federal Security Agency, and 
related independent agencies for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes, and that the Senate had agreed 
to the amendment of the House to the 
amendment of the Senate No, 16 to said bill, 

Very truly yours, 
SOUTH TRIMBLE, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills of the House of the follow- 
ing titles: 

H. R.6599. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of State, the Department 
of Justice, the Department of Commerce, 
and the Federal Judiciary, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6845. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 


purposes; 

H.R. 7280. An act making appropriations 
for the Military Establishment for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1948, and for other pür- 
poses; and 

H.R.7181. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Labor, the Federal 
Security Agency, and related independent 
agencies, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
announce that pursuant to the authority 
granted him on June 30, 1942, he did on 
that date sign the following enrolled bills 
of the House: 

H.R.6599 An act making appropriations 
for the Department of State, the Depart- 
ment of Justice, the Department of Com- 
merce, and the Federal Judiciary, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 6845. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 

other purposes; and 
“H.R. 7280. An act making appropriations 
for the Military Establishment for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
poses. 
On July 1, 1942: 

H.R.7181. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Labor, the Federal 
Security Agency, and related independent 
agencies, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and for other purposes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES-WAR EMERGENCY 
FUND (H. DOC. NO. 809) 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following message from the President 
of the United States, which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed: 


THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, July 1, 1942. 

Sır: Pursuant to the provisions of the 
act making appropriations for the Navy 
Department and the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1941, ap- 
proved June 11, 1940, and the Military 
Appropriation Act, 1941, approved June 
13, 1940, requiring that an account be 
kept of all expenditures made or au- 
thorized under the emergency funds for 
the President appropriated in these acts 
and a report thereon submitted to the 
Congress on or before June 30, 1942, 
there is transmitted a report of the status 
of these funds as of May 31, 1942. 

This report sets forth each allocation 
under these appropriations, the obliga- 
tions incurred, ang the amount expended 
in liquidation of those obligations. 

_ Of the total amount of $239,500,000 
available, 87 percent was allocated to 
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four agencies—the War Department, the 
Navy Department, the Maritime Com- 
mission, and the Federal Loan Agency. 
Through this means the construction of 
cantonments and hemisphere bases was 
started, the building of ships expedited, 
and the stock piles of wool and copper 
procured. In many instances subse- 
quent appropriations were made for the 
continuation of these projects and pro- 
grams, but in providing the emergency 
fund for the President the Congress made 
it possible to initiate such programs with- 
out delay and thus materially expedite 
our war effort. 

Respectfully, 

FRANKLIN D, ROOSEVELT. 
'To the SPEAKER OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


ADMISSIONS TO THEATERS OPERATED BY 
WAR AND NAVY DEPARTMENTS 


Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Speaker, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the joint res- 
olution (H. J. Res. 318) to amend section 
1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code by exempting from tax the amount. 
paid for admissions to theaters and other 
activities operated by the War Depart- 
ment or the Navy Department within 
posts, camps, reservations, and other 
areas maintained by the Military or 
Naval Establishment. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the joint 
resolution? 

Mr. RICH, Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, will the gentleman tell 
us what this bill does? 

Mr. BOEHNE. This bill does only one 
thing. It exempts from the tax the 
amount paid in admissions to theaters 
within Army or Navy camps and posts. 

Mr. RICH. And applies only to men in 
the service? 

Mr. BOEHNE. Yes. 

Mr. RICH. And not to any other indi- 
viduals on the posts or camps. 

Mr. BOEHNE. They do not enter the 
theaters, but, if they did, they would pay 
the tax. This is just for men in uniform 
on military reservations. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, let me say on 
behalf of the minority members of the 
Ways and Means Committee that we 
heard the evidence on this measure from 
the gentleman in charge of amusement 
activities in the camps, and we were thor- 
oughly convinced of the merits of the 
measure, and we trust that there will be 
no objection to its passage at this time. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That section 1700 (a) «@) 
of the Internal Revenue Code, as amended 
amended by inserting at the end thereof re 
following: 

“Hereafter amounts paid on and after Oc- 
tober 1, 1941, for admission to theaters and 
other activities operated by and under the 
control of the War Department or the Navy 
Department within posts, camps, reserva- 


exempt from the tax imposed by this sec- 
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tion: Provided, That the net proceeds from 
said admission charges are used exclusively 
for the welfare of the military or naval forces 
of the United States.” 


Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee amendment offered by Mr, 
BorHne: Page 1, line 6, strike out the word 
“hereafter.” 


The committee amendment was agreed 


The joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
by printing a letter from the Evening 
Ledger, of Corning, N. Y., and my answer 
thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 


THE NAVY NURSE CORPS 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of the bill (S. 2454) 
to prescribe the relative rank of members 
of the Navy Nurse Corps in relation to 
commissioned Officers of the Navy, and 
for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the mem- 
bers of the Navy Nurse Corps shall have rela- 
tive rank as follows: 

(a) The superintendent, the relative rank 
of lieutenant commander. 

(b) The assistant superintendents, not to 
exceed 1 for each 300 members of the Navy 
Nurse Corps, the relative rank of lieutenant. 

(c) Chief nurses, the relative rank of lieu- 
tenant (junior grade). 

(d) Nurses, the relative rank of ensign. 

Sec. 2. As regards medical and sanitary 
matters and all other work within the line of 
their professional duties, the members of the 
Navy Nurse Corps shall have authority in and 
about naval hospitals and other medical ac- 
tivities next after the commissioned officers of 
the Medical Corps and Dental Corps of the 
Navy. The Secretary of the Navy shall meke 
the necessary regulations prescribing the 
rights and privileges conferred by such rela- 
tive rank. 

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Navy shall fix 
the money value of the uniforms which mem- 
bers of the Navy Nurse Corps are required 
to have upon their first appointment in the 
Navy: Provided, That he may authorize such 
uniforms to be issued in kind or, in lieu 
thereof, that payment in cash of the money 
value fixed in accordance with the foregoing 
be made to members so appointed, for the 
purchase of such uniforms. 

Sec. 4. In time of war or when the Secre- 
tary of the Navy shall direct the wearing of 
uniforms at all times, he may fix the money 
value of additional outdoor uniforms which 
may be issued in kind to all members of the 
Navy Nurse Corps, or authorize payment in 
cash in lieu thereof for the purchase of such 
outdoor uniforms as may be prescribed by 
the United States Navy Uniform Regula- 
tions: Provided, That but one complete uni- 
form outfit may be furnished to a member of 
the Navy Nurse Corps, 
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Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman from Georgia explain 
the measure? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
under the reservation of objection of the 
distinguished minority leader, I will 
briefly outline what this bill proposes 
to do. 

The bill merely seeks to give to the 
nurses in the Navy the relative rank the 
same as has been provided for the nurses 
in the Army, no more and no less. In 
the Army they have the rank correspond- 
ing to the rank of ensigns and cor- 
responding to that of lieutenant, junior 
grade, lieutenant, and lieutenant com- 
mander. We propose in the Navy to give 
the same corresponding rank to the 
nurses that are in the naval service. In 
addition thereto, we propose to permit 
the Secretary of the Navy under such 
regulations as he may prescribe, to allow 
them to wear their uniforms, and also 
have the Government furnish one com- 
plete set of uniforms. If the nurse pur- 
chases her uniform, then the Govern- 
ment reimburses her according to the 
amount of the allowance for uniforms 
that has been fixed. 

There is no pay involved in this, be- 
cause in the act that we passed a few 
days ago fixing the pay—that is the pay 
that they will get, irrespective of the 
rank. For instance, the pay for the rank 
of ensign is higher than that of a nurse. 
She will get the rank, but not the pay, of 
an ensign. The pay has been fixed in a 
bill that is already law. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. This 
is a unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. A unani- 
mous report. The bill has already passed 
the Senate and is recommended by the 
Navy Department. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. It 
is about 25 years ago that the Army 
nurses were given rank. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I think the 
gentlewoman is correct. We want to put 
these two organizations on the same 
basis. The Army has had far greater ad- 
vantage in recruiting its nurses than the 
Navy, on account of the difference in 
rank, and now are seeking to put them 
on the same equality as far as rank is 
concerned. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 
nurses in the Navy have performed very 
fine work. At present 5 nurses are pris- 
oners of Japanese, and there are 11 who 
were in Manila who are thought to be 
prisoners of the Japanese also. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is true. 
There are 1,800 naval nurses and it is 
necessary to recruit immediately ap- 
proximately 2,100. It is figured that it 
will be necessary to have a nurses’ corps 
of approximately 5,000 by June 30, 1943. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. And 
they serve on hospital ships also today? 
And they are sent on ships where they 
are needed. It is often a dangercus serv- 
ice and a very necessary one. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. They 
serve on the hospital ships, as stated by 
the gentlewoman, as well as in hospitals 
on shore, 
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Mr, LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Does the gentle- 
man mean to say that he purposes to 
give a nurse the rank of lieutenant com- 
mander? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The super- 
intendent of nurses has the comparative 
rank of lieutenant commander, but her 
pay has been fixed in the pay bill, and 
she will not draw the pay of a lieutenant 
commander. That is the same compara- 
tive rank with the nurses in the Army. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Idonot cast any 
reflection upon the ability of woman- 
hood, but I do cast some reflections and 
doubt upon the dignity and the virility of 
the Navy being advanced by making 
nurses lieutenant commanders. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Oh, no one 
can render any greater service to the 
armed forces than these nurses. Every- 
one knows the important part they play, 
and it is nothing but fair to give them the 
same rank that the Army nurses have. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I think you are 
making a little sissy out of the Navy. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. We are do- 
ing nothing of the kind. The Navy is a 
virile fighting organization. 

Mrs. BOLTON. And is not part of the 
reason for doing this in the organization 
of the Nurses’ Corps, in relation to the 
men’s corps—the process of organization? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that tomorrow it may 
be in order to move to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2565) which is an amend- 
ment to the Federal Reserve Act, in re- 
spect to the requisitioning of articles, 
and so forth, for the United States. The 
Committee on Banking and Currency has 
unanimously favorably reported an 
identical bill. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Wotcorr], the ranking 
minority member, and I are in agree- 
ment about this request. I also include 
in my request that the debate be divided 
equally between the gentleman from 
Michigan and myself. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. One 
hour debate? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

There was no objection. 


CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN AUXILIARY 
VESSELS, UNTED STATES NAVY 


Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 7159) 
authorizing the construction of certain 
auxiliary vessels for the United States 
Navy, and for other purposes, with a Sen- 
ate amendment thereto, and concur in 
the Senate amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the Senate amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Line 5, strike out “500” and insert “1,- 
200.000.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 
serving the right to object, this is simply 
adding to the number of ships that will 
be purchased? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let me say 
in response to the gentleman, when the 
House passed this bill a few weeks ago 
it authorized 500,000 tons of auxiliaries. 
At the same time the Appropriations 
Committee authorized the money to take 
care of 1,000,000 tons. When the House 
bill authorizing the auxiliaries reached 
the Senate, the Senate amended it by 
adding 700,000 tons, which makes 1,200,- 
000 tons. The reason the Senate has 
made that addition is due to the fact that 
in the House bill we authorized construc- 
tion or conversion. It has developed 
that it is necessary to go out and pur- 
chase a certain group of ships that will 
make up this additional 500,000 tons. As 
far as the money is concerned the House 
has already appropriated the money for 
the 1,000,000 tons of ships. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the Senate amendment is agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


MEDALS, DECORATIONS, AND EMBLEMS 
FOR ENLISTED MEN 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2404) to au- 
thorize officers and enlisted men of 
the armed forces of the United States 
to accept decorations, orders, medals, and 
emblems tendered by governments of co- 
belligerent nations or the other American 
republics and to create the decorations to 
be known as the legion of merit, and 
the medal for merit. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I may say that when 
this bill was on the Consent Calendar 
there were some suggestions made in 
connection with it by those who have 
control of the Consent Calendar. The 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Kean] 
has drawn an amendment which satisfies 
all of those suggestions and changing the 
name of the medal from Legion of Merit 
to Medal of Merit, and withdrawing the 
degrees thereof. With the adoption of 
this amendment I am sure there is no 
objection to the passage of the measure 
by anybody in the House. 

Mr. MAY. I have read the amend- 
ment which the gentleman from New 
Jersey will propose and there is no 
objection to it. I think it is satisfac- 
tory. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 
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There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That officers and en- 
listed men of the armed forces of the United 
States be, and they are hereby, authorized 
during the present war and for a year there- 
after to accept from the governments of co- 
belligerent nations or the other American 
republics such decorations, orders, medals, 
and emblems, as may be tendered them, and 
which are conferred by such governments 
upon members of their own military forces, 
hereby expressly granting the consent of 
Congress required for this purpose by clause 
8 of section 9, article I, of the Constitution: 
Provided, That any such officer or enlisted 
man is hereby authorized to accept and wear 
any decoration, order, medal, or emblem 
heretofore bestowed upon such person by the 
government of a cobelligerent nation or of 
an American republic. 

Sec. 2. (1) That there is hereby created a 
decoration to be known as the “Legion of 
Merit,” which shall have suitable appurte- 
nances and devices and not more than four 
degrees, and which the President, under such 
rules and regulations.as he shall prescribe, 
may award to (a) personnel of the armed 
forces of the United States and of the Gov- 
ernment of the Philippines and (b) person- 
nel of the armed forces of friendly foreign 
nations who, since the proclamation of an 
emergency by the President on September 8, 
1939, shall have distinguished themselves by 
exceptionally meritorious conduct in the per- 
formance of outstanding services. 

(2) That there is hereby created a decora- 
tion to be known as the “Medal of Merit,” 
which shall have distinctive appurtenances 
and devices and only one degree, and which 
the President, under such rules and regula- 
tions as he shall prescribe, may award to such 
civilians of the nations prosecuting the war 
under the joint declaration of the United 
Nations and of other friendly foreign nations 
as have, since the proclamation of an emer- 
gency by the President on September 8, 1939, 

ed themselves by exceptionally 
meritorious conduct in the performance of 
outstanding services. 

Sec. 3. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, such sums 
as may be necessary for the purpose of carry- 
ing out the provisions of this act. 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 

Page 2, line 9, strike out “(1).” 

Page 2, line 20, strike out all of lines 20 to 
25, inclusive, and on page 3 strike out lines 
1 to 4, inclusive. 


The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Kean: Page 2, 
line 10, after the word “the”, strike out the 
words “Legion of” and insert “Medal for”; 
and in line 11, after the word “devices”, add 
a comma and strike out the words “and not 
more than four degrees.” 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily 
in favor of the first section of this bill 
giving blanket permission for our sol- 
diers and sailors to receive medals from 
cobelligerent and other friendly nations 
for the duration of the war. 

I am in favor of that part of section 2 
which provides for another medal, 
junior in grade to the Distinguished Serv- 
ice Medal, which may be given to Ameri- 
can soldiers, sailors, and marines for 
“especially meritorious conduct in the 
performance of outstanding service,” not 
necessarily in the face of the enemy. 
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I have no great objection to providing 
that this medal may also be given to 
soldiers and sailors of other friendly na- 
tions, but section 2 of this bill as written 
provides for a medal in four degrees—in 
other words, four medals for this purpose. 

The effect of my amendment is to pro- 
vide for one medal alone for this type of 
service and to simplify the title. “Medal 
for merit” seems a better title than “Le- 
gion of merit,” which might be considered 
as aping the title of the French Legion of 
Honor, an order which, like this proposal, 
has many, many degrees. In fact, there 
are so many that I believe there are over 
200,000 people entitled to wear the red 
ribbon. 

Mr. Speaker, when I objected to pas- 
sage of this bill during consideration on 
the Consent Calendar several weeks ago, 
a distinguished member of the Military 
Affairs Committee asked me would I 
“want to give the same kind of medal 
to a four-star general that I would to a 
colonel.” Of course, I answered “Yes; 
and the same to a private also.” 

There never has been, there never 
should be, any distinction between Amer- 
icans—high-born or low-born, rich or 
poor, four stars or one stripe. All are en- 
titled to the same reward for equal sery- 
ice. 

It has been intimated to me that some 
foreign general might not understand 
this. But if they do not understand this 
fundamental tenet of American democ- 
racy it is high time they started to learn. 
They should be proud if they have ren- 
dered service to the United States to wear 
the same ribbon on their breasts as do 
the American soldiers. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think that this 
idea of giving a medal with a rosette to 
some foreign king, one with a star to 
some foreign general, one with a palm, 
perhaps, to some foreign colonel, and 
just a plain and unadorned one to an 
American soldier originated in the War 
Department. Fighting men understand 
equality of service. I suspect that this 
idea originated in some other department 
of the Government. Sometimes those 
who have to serve a long time abroad lose 
some of the common touch, lose sight of 
the fundamental democracy of our Re- 
public. 

Mr. Speaker, do not let us start copy- 
ing all of the European shortcomings. In 
some small countries over there they have 
made a practice of handing out their rib- 
bons in buckets. Our own Army and 
Navy have succeeded in maintaining a 
high standard for our American decora- 
tions. Let us not cheapen them. 

I believe that section 2 as presently 
written is fundamentally un-American, 
and I hope that my amendment will pre- 
vail. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“An act to authorize officers and enlisted 
men of the armed forces of the United 
States to accept decorations, orders, 
medals, and emblems tendered by Gov- 
ernments of cobelligerent nations or the 
other American republics and to create 
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the decoration to be known as the ‘Legion 
of Merit, ” 

A motion to reconsider was Jaid on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
House Resolution 507 will be laid on the 
table. 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp and in- 
clude an article by the senior Senator 
from Georgia which appeared in a recent 
issue of Look magazine. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

FARM CREDIT ACT 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr, Speaker, the Presi- 
dent, when he signed my bill, H. R. 6315, 
continuing for 2 years the 3% percent 
interest rate on farm-credit loans, gave 
out a release for the press which clearly 
outlined the necessity for at once rewrit- 
ing the Farm Credit Act, removing from 
the present law certain features which 
prevent its proper functioning. 

One among these objectionable fea- 
tures is the requirement that every bor- 
rower from the Farm Credit Administra- 
tion is obliged to advance 5 percent of 
the amount of the loan that he obtains, 
to be held as a guaranty of all other 
loans in his association. This is one of 
the reasons preventing proper function- 
ing under the Farm Credit Act as it now 
stands. This is the argument largely 
used by the investment bankers to keep 
farm loans from going to the Farm Credit 
Administration. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
to revise and extend my remarks and 
insert the release in the Appendix of the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the call of 
the Consent Calendar on Monday next 
may be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the call of 
the Private Calendar on Tuesday next be 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 


ask unanimous consent that business in 
order on Calendar Wednesday of next 


week may be dispensed with. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 


There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
(Mr. Leavy and Mr. O'Leary asked and 


were given permiss'on to extend their 
own remarks in the RECORD.) 
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Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include an 
article by Damon Runyon. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Record and to include therein an 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PROPOSED DELEGATE TO CONGRESS 
FROM DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


[Mr. Pappock addressed the House. 


His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. STEARNS of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and to include therein an excerpt from 
a newspaper article. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Record and 
to include. therein an address delivered 
by Hon. James A. Farley at the opening 
of the U. S. O. drive in Asbury Park; and 
in a second extension of remarks to in- 
clude an article appearing upon the edi- 
torial page of today’s New York Times 
by Anna O’Hare McCormick. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


THE SCRAP-RUBBER DRIVE 


Mr.POAGE. Mr. Speaker, Iask unan- 
imous consent to address the House for 
1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, the scrap- 
rubber drive has come to a summing-up 
point and it shows that certain States 
produced practically no scrap rubber. 
These States beginning at the bottom 
are: New York, New Jersey, and Penn- 
sylvania, all within the gasoline-ration- 
ing area. California and Texas alone 
produced more than one-seventh of the 
total rubber collected in the United 
States. The western and southwestern 
States, generally the States where gas- 
oline rationing is not in effect, have 
shown a remarkable willingness to pro- 
vide rubber. The States where gasoline 
rationing is in effect have shown neither 
the ability nor the disposition to gather 
scrap rubber. Of the 19 leading States 
on a per capita basis, only one was east 
of the Mississippi River—the little State 
of Vermont. 
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From these facts we must assume 
either that the people of the East do not 
feel that rubber tires are of any par- 
ticular interest to them and that they 
have no intention of going out of their 
way to aid in the scrap-rubber cam- 
paign, or these people have been so dis- 
couraged by the gasoline-rationing 
program that they have reached the 
“don’t care attitude.” In either event, 
they have no right in view of their total 
failure to respond to the call of their 
Government for scrap rubber to ask now 
for gasoline rationing in the West and 
Southwest where the people haye so 
clearly and concretely evidenced their 
deep interest in the rubber problem and 
their willingness to take action to deal 
with the problem. 

In Texas, we realize that our whole 
economy is tied up directly with motor- 
vehicle transportation. We have the 
gasoline to run our cars. We have fur- 
nished more than four and one-half 
times as much scrap rubber per capita 
as the people of either New York, New 
Jersey, or Pennsylvania. 

My own home city, Waco, Tex., with 
a population of less than one-twelfth 
that of Washington, D. C., has already 
contributed approximately twice as much 
scrap as the National Capital. 

Mr. Speaker, the figures I have used 
were contained in the report of Hon. Wil- 
liam R. Boyd, Jr., Chairman of the 
Petroleum Industry War Council, to the 
President of the United States dated 
June 28, 1942. I call these figures to 
the attention of the House not for the 
purpose of disparaging the efforts of any 
section of our country, but in the hope 
that you and the balance of the people 
of America will be fair enough to recog- 
nize and reward the contribution of the 
great open spaces. I cannot bring my- 
self to believe that Members of this House 
will ever be so unfair as some of the 
newspaper writers who are already say- 
ing “the scrap rubber drive has failed and 
gasoline rationing must be extended over 
the entire Nation.” Mr. Speaker, the 
scrap-rubber drive did not fail in Texas 
or the West. If it has failed, that failure 
has been only along the Atlantic sea- 
board. In the name of American fair 
play, the people of the West should not 
be penalized because of the uncoopera- 
tive attitude of the people of the Atlantic 
coast. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
today for 5 minutes after the disposition 
of the business of the day and other 
special orders, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

THE PRODUCTION OF SYNTHETIC 
RUBBER 


Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection, 
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[Mr. Cartson addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr, HEFFERNAN asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks 
in the RECORD.) 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp in two respects 
and in one to include an article from the 
Indianapolis Star and in the other an 
address by Attorney General Biddle, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. LUDLOW]? 

There was no objection. 


LET US GET RID OF THE DEADWOOD 


Mr. JENNINGS. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute and to revise and extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. JENNINGS]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, this 
morning’s paper carries a statement 
from Admiral Sir Andrew Brown Cun- 
ningham, Britain’s hero of the Mediter- 
ranean, in which he states that Britain 
lost Lybia on account of the lack of air 
power. This is an alarming and dis- 
quieting admission. 

There is a statement current in my 
country that you cannot teach an old 
dog new tricks. That maxim ought not 
to apply to men after what has happened 
heretofore in this war. We have had 
disaster after disaster, and defeat after 
defeat; of the Allies because of lack of 
air power. We should now be able to 
take time by the forelock because she is 
baldheaded behind. From now on it 
looks as if this Nation ought to be able 
to realize that we cannot win without 
overwhelming air power. 

The time has come when we must put 
the first-string team in. We have put 
the bravest, the strongest, and the best 
of our young manhood on the battle 
front. These boys must not perish in 
defeat through incompetency in high 
places. We must get rid of the rotten 
timber and the incompetents and begin 
to fight this war from a realistic stand- 
point. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to include in my 
remarks a letter I have written to Mr. 
Nelson and Mr. Henderson in connection 
with rubber, together with an editorial 
from a Los Angeles paper. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. LELAND M. Forp]? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. LELAND M. Forp addressed the 
House. His remarks appear in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my own remarks in the Recorp and to 
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include an article showing the disposi- 
tion of taxes under the Patman-Robin- 
son Act. This exceeds the rule, and the 
Public Printer advises me that the cost 
will be $135. I ask that it be included 
notwithstanding the cost. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon [Mr. ANGELL]? 

There was no objection. 


WHY DISCONTINUE COUNTY AND STATE 
FAIRS? 


Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute and to revise and extend my own re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Murray]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, we are 
now confronted with the request of Mr. 
Eastman, O. D. T., to discontinue county 
and State fairs in order to conserve tires 
and gas. This may be desirable and 
necessary and if so, everyone should ap- 
prove the suggestion. 

However, our city cousins had better 
be taking a leaf out of this book, too. 
The eastern daily papers are filled with 
reports of the daily horse races, and our 
society big-wigs fill the society pages with 
the horse shows indulged in by the 
would-be socialites, Every individual 
should cooperate to preserve all materials 
needed for the war effort, but if Mr. East- 
man asks the rural people of America 
to forego their county and State fairs 
in the name of patriotism, and postpone 
their enjoyment and education for 1 day 
a year, he should most assuredly ask our 
city cousins to forego their daily horse 
races, the big, extravagant royalty side 
shows, and the society horse meets that 
are being continually held by the idle 
rich, 

The rural people of America are work- 
ing 12 to 15 hours a day to furnish the 
food to win the war. If they are to be 
deprived of 1 day a year of education 
and recreation, it should occur to Mr. 
Eastman to check up on our city cousins 
and ask them to do likewise. 

It is time that we get some priority 
on common sense, place a ceiling on the 
“pinks and punks” of the New Deal, and 
start rationing arrogant egotistical bu- 
reaucrats whose activities are detri- 
mental to the war effort. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp in 
reference to the world’s largest oil pipe- 
line, which extends from Longview, Tex., 
to Salem, Il. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Harris]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recor and 
to include a letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. COFFEE]? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to include in my ex- 
tension of remarks copy of a resolution 
introduced by me. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Hlinois 
(Mr. PADDOCK]? 

There was no objection. 


GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, we have just 
begun a new fiscal year. It might be 
well for us to look back over the year 
that closed at midnight last night. We 
find that notwithstanding the fact that 
we collected $12,720,000,000 we went in 
the red about $20,000,000,000, which is 
the greatest deficit this Nation or any 
nation has ever known. In 1918 and 
1919 the sum total expenditures were 
only $18,522,895,000. We went into the 
red last year more than we spent the 
first year of the first World War. As we 
start this new year it behooves every 
Member of Congress to see that we do not 
waste one single dollar on any unneces- 
sary item of expense that this Govern- 
ment has to spend. You have a duty to 
perform. Let us see that you do it. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a newspaper article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota? 

There was no objection. 


COUNTY FAIRS 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


‘unanimous consent to address the House 


for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. HOFFMAN, Mr. Speaker, I join 
with our colleague from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Murray] on this question of the holding 
of fairs. I hope the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SABATH] will help me on this. 
He may want to go to one of our county 
fairs. Here is the trouble. A while ago 
Secretary of Agriculture Wickard told 
the people that they should go ahead and 
hold the county and Siate fairs because 
they were educational and would add to 
farmers’ productive efforts. Some of these 
fair officials went along and made con- 
tracts with their exhibitors and became 
liable for the payment of thousands of 
dollars in connection with these fairs. 
Now comes Director Eastman and sug- 
gests that we should not hold the fairs. 
If Eastman will make an order that we 
should not hold the fairs that will be all 
right, because that may let the fair offi- 
cials out of liability on their contracts. 
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Otherwise, do you not see where they 
are? If they are patriotic and comply 
with Eastman’s demand and do not hold 
the fairs they are stuck for the contract 
liability they entered into by following 
Wickard. If they hold the fairs they will 
be charged with being disloyal. Do not 
get us into that kind of a hole. It is 
tough enough as it is. Let those who are 
issuing requests, orders, directives for 
this administration get together and let 
the people know what is wanted—end 
this practice of one administration offi- 
cial saying “Do this’—another saying 
“No, do not do it.” 

Mr. SABATH. I am not responsible 
for that order. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 


Mr. KEOGH submitted the following 
conference report and statement on the 
bill (H. R. 4153) for the relief of Cleaver 
Kelley: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4153) entitled “An act for the relief of Cleaver 
Kelley,” having met, after full and free con- 
ference, have agreed to recommend and do 
Teao oana to their respective Houses as fol- 
ows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment. r 

Dan R. MCGEHEE, 
THomas D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
PRENTISS M. Brown, 
JOSEPH ROSIER, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagre@ing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 4153) for the relief 
of Cleaver Kelley, submit the following 
statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report. 

The bill as passed by the House appro- 
priated the sum of $5,000 to Cleaver Kelley, 
of Louisville, Ky., on account of the death of 
her husband, Wilbur H. Kelley, who died of 
injuries sustained in a collision with an Army 
truck on November 20, 1940, in Louisville, Ky. 

The Senate reduced the amount payable to 
Mrs, Kelley from $5,000 to $2,500 and, at the 
conference, the Senate receded from its 
amendment, and the amount of $5,000 was 
agreed upon. 

Dan R. MCGEREE, 
THOMAS D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEOGH. Mr., Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the statement be 
read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table, 
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ALVIRA MANFREDI 


Mr. KEOGH submitted the following 
conference report and statement on the 
bill (H. R. 5845) for the relief of Alvira 
Manfredi: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5845) entitled “An act for the relief of Al- 
vira Manfredi”, having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 1 and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the figures 
“$1,000” insert “$2,893”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree 
to the same. 

Dan R. McGEHEE, 

EUGENE J. KEOGH, 

W. A. PITTENGER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

PRENTISS M. BROWN, 

JaMEs H. HUGHES, 

ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R, 5845) for the relief 
of Alvira Manfredi, submit the following 
statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report. 

The bill as passed by the House appro- 
priated the sum of $3,000 to Alvira Manfredi 
of New York City, N. Y., for personal injuries 
sustained by her when she was struck by a 
motor vehicle in the service of the Post Office 
Department in the Borough of Brooklyn, 
City of New York. 

The Senate reduced the amount payable to 
Mrs. Manfredi from $3,000 to $1,000 and, at 
the conference, a compromised amount of 
$2,893.00 was agreed upon. 

Dan R. McGEHEE, 

EUGENE J. KEOGH, 

W. A. PITTENGER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 


table. 
JOSEPH SOULEK 


Mr. KEOGH submitted the following 
conference report and statement on the 
bill (H. R. 5439) for the relief of Joseph 
Soulek: 
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CONFERENCE REPORT 
The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5439) entitled “An act for the relief of 
Joseph Soulek”, having met, after. full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ments numbered 1 and 2. 
THOMAS D. WINTER, 
Dan R. MCGEHEE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
PRENTISS M. BROWN, 
James H. HUGHES, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5439) for the relief 
of Joseph Soulek, submit the following state- 
ment in explanation of the effect of the ac- 
tion agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report. 

The bill as passed by the House appro- 
priated the sum of $4,050 to Joseph Soulek of 
Omaha, Nebr., for personal injuries and prop- 
erty damage sustained on February 2, 1939, 
when he was struck by an automobile in the 
service of the Works Progress Administration, 
in Omaha, Nebr. 

The Senate reduced the amount payable to 
Mr. Soulek from $4,050 to $2,314.60 and, at the 
conference, the Senate receded from its 
amendment and agreed on the amount of 
$4,050. 

Dan R. McGEHEE, 
THOMAS D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEOGH, Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the statement be read 
in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
P A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

able. 
SUGAR RATIONING 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex- 
tend my remarks and include therein 
certain statistics pertaining to sugar. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. CrawrorD addressed the House, 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SHAFER of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
include therein a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 


JULY 1 


AMENDMENT OF SECTION 13 OF THE 
CLASSIFICATION ACT OF 1923, AS 
AMENDED 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 510, and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into a Committee ot 
the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6217) 
to amend section 13 of the Classification Act 
of 1923, as amended. That after general de- 
bate, which shall be confined to the bill and 
continue not to exceed 1 hour, to be equally 
divided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on the Civil Service, the bill shall be read for 
amendment under the 5-minute rule, At 
the conclusion of such consideration, the 
committee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted and the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage without 
intervening motion, except one motion to 
recommit. 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, later I 
shall yield 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. MICHENER]. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule makes in order, 
as you have just heard, the bill (H. R. 
6217) reported by the Committee on the 
Civil Service. It has the endorsement 
of the President and the Bureau of the 
Budget, as well as the Civil Service Com- 
mission. It amends the Classification Act 
of 1923 and changes the salary rates and 
definitions with respect to the custodial 
service. 

The bill as reported would increase the 
Salaries to the extent of $15,768,000, but 
only $3,000,000 will go to increase the sal- 
aries of those in the higher brackets. 

After thorough conference with the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RAMS- 
PECK], the chairman of the Committee 
on the Civil Service, he agreed during 
the hearings held by the Committee on 
Rules, and since, to offer an amendment 
for the elimination of the increase in 
the higher brackets, namely, those re- 
ceiving from $9,000 to $10,000 each a year. 
However, after reading a letter from Hon. 
William H. McReynolds, an administra- 
tive assistant to the President for person- 
nel, which is highly informative, I be- 
lieve there should be an adjustment of 
the salaries of those in the higher brack- 
ets. I have come to this conclusion be- 
cause under the provisions of the bill it 
will in many cases be possible to reduce 
the too-high entrance salaries of those in 
the higher brackets. However, I shall 
not take up the time of the House to ex- 
plain this constructive measure and the 
need for its adoption, but instead shall 
read a letter which I have received from 
Mr. McReynolds, who has a long and 
enviable Government record equaled by 
few, if any, which letter I consider one 
of the most plausible and enlightening 
it has ever been my privilege to receive 
from any executive during all the years 
of my service. It is easy to criticize serv- 
ants of the Government, and many times 
we fail to give due credit to such men as 
Mr. McReynolds. In view of the fact 
that this letter will more thoroughly ex- 
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plain the provisions of this bill in which 
you are all interested, I shall read it. 
Although it is rather lengthy, neverthe- 
less I feel I owe it to the membership of 
the House to give it the benefit of this 
valuable information. It says: 
THe WAITE HOUSE, 
Washington, June 12, 1942. 

My Dear Mr. Cmamman: In response to 
your request, I am happy to give you a brief 
explanation of the provisions of H., R. 6217, 
which has been reported favorably by the 
House Civil Service Committee (Rept. No, 
1557, dated December 23, 1941), and for the 
consideration of which the chairman of that 
committee has now pending a request for a 
rule. 

This bill was introduced by Mr. RAMSPECK 
after very careful study of Classification Act 
pay problems by the staffs of the Civil Service 
Commission and the Budget Bureau and by 
myself. The bill deals with the most serious 
pay inequities and the most urgent admin- 
istrative problems which now confront the 
Federal Government in the administration 
of the Classification Act. The provisions of 
the bill are considered to be urgently needed 
for more effective management and personnel 
recruiting in the war activities. It is en- 
thusiastically endorsed by the Civil Service 
Commission, the Director of the Bureau of 
the Budget, and by the President himself. 

Divested of all the technical language 
necessarily included in the bill as Classifica- 
tion Act grade definitions, its provisions are 
relatively simple. 

Briefly, enactment of the bill would bring 
about the following conditions: 

1. The minimum rate of pay for full-time 
adult employment in the Federal service 
would become $1,200 per annum. It is now 
$1,080 in the custodial service and $1,020 in 
the subprofessional service. 

2. The pay scales and grade definitions of 
the custodial service (renamed in the bill the 
“Crafts, protective, and custodial service”), 
would be completely revised with resulting 
increase in the basic pay rates for skilled 
mechanics and tradesmen amounting to $180 
and corresponding increases for other grades 
and occupational groups in this service. 

3. Guard positions which now carry a min- 
imum rate of $1,200 per annum would be 
allocated to the new grade 4 with a minimum 
of $1,500. 

4. The pay of part-time charwomen and 
head charwomen would be increased from 50 
and 55 cents an hour to 55 and 60 cents an 
hour, respectively. 

5. With the adoption of the $1,200 mini- 
mum for the lowest grade in the subprofes- 
sional service, the pay scale for grade 2 in 
that service would be increased from a mini- 
mum of 81,260 to $1,320 per annum. 

6. The pay scales and definitions of the 
grades to which are allocated the top man- 
agement and technical positions of the Fed- 
eral Government would be revised from the 
existing three grades with entrance salaries 
of $5,600, $6,500, and $8,000, respectively, to 
five grades with entrance rates of $5,400, 
$6,200, $7,000, $8,000, and $9,000, respectively. 

Employees in the Custodial Service and in 
the lowest grades of the subprofessional 
service are most grossly underpaid‘of all Gov- 
ernment employees. These wage scales are 
definitely substandard, by comparison with 
similar wage scales in industry, or in Gov- 
ernment navy yards and arsenals, or by com- 
parison with the pay scales for other types of 
clerical or professional Government work. 
The increases in these pay scales are generally 
recognized as urgently needed.» 

The provisions of this bill with respect to 
top grades of the clerical, administrative, and 
fiscal service and the professonal service call 
for a more complete explanation. 
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At present the Classification Act provides 
for the following top grades and salary ranges: 


Grades and salary ranges 


The highest grade to which the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission can allocate a position is 
CAF-15 or P-8, with a salary range of $8,000- 
$9,000. Grades CAF-16 and P-9 can now be 
used only when expressly authorized by the 
Congress. 

The Congress has already authorized over 
200 positions in these grades with salaries of 
$9,000 or more. 

In operation, the wide gaps between the 
lower grades of these types of positions—par- 
ticularly between the $6,500 and the $8,000 
levels, create very bad situations both from 
the standpoint of organization and of recruit- 
ing of qualified personnel. There are insuffi- 
cient levels of positions to reflect accurately 
the differences in the degree of responsibility 
or difficulty which exist in these various posi- 
tions in any large organization. The result 
is that positions which in fact are different 
in their grade, are forced, because of the ab- 
sence of any intermediate levels, to be placed 
in a single grade. 

This frequently is accomplished by forcing 
lower positions into higher salary grades than 
is truly warranted. 

In recruiting personnel for the important 
administrative or technical positions, espe- 
cially under present employment market con- 
ditions, it frequently happens that a person 
may be available, for example, at a salary of 
$6,000, but in order to obtain his services it 
may be necessary to bring him into the Fed- 
eral service at the $6,500 level, because he 
cannot be obtained at the next lower rate of 
$5,600. Similarly, and more frequently, it 
happens that a prospective employee might 
be available at $7,000 but not at the $6,500 
level. The result in this type of case is fre- 
quently to organize the work in such a way 
as to increase the grade of the position to the 
$8,000 level as the only means of obtaining 
the services of the employee who may be 
needed for a particularly important position. 

This practice is obviously both wasteful 
and inequitable. It results from the struc- 
ture of these grades and their salary ranges 
and not from any willful maladministration. 

If enacted, the provisions of H. R. 6217 
would go far toward correcting this situa- 
tion. Instead of the three salary levels for 
the higher positions, to which the Civil 
Service Commission can now allocate posi- 
tions, there would be provided the following 
five levels: 


New grades and salary ranges 


CAP-13;"P-G-_- =a --- $5, 400-$6, 000 
CAF-14, P-7_ 6, 200- 7,000 
CAF-15, P-8.......... ---- 7,000- 8,000 
CAF-16, .P-9_=..__.-.._... ---- 8,000- 9,000 
CARTII - P10, nn neannne -- 9, 000-10, 000 


The adoption of the proposed grades, 
CAF-17 and P-10, with a salary range of 
$9,000-$10,000, would carry out the “equal 
pay for equal work” principle of the Classi- 
fication Act. Since the Congress has already 
allocated in excess of 200 positions to this 
salary level, the adoption of these grades is 
neither new nor radical. This proposal secks 
to amend the gereral statute, the Classifica- 
tion Act, so that it will conform to the grow- 
ing practice of superseding the general stat- 
ute by special legislation. 

In connection with this proposal, attention 
should also be given to the fact that under 
the provisions of Public Law No. 200 of the 
Seventy-seventh Congress, the uniform sal- 
ary advancement plan, it is no longer possi- 
ble for an employee to be recruited at the 
entrance rate of a grade and then within the 
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short space of several days or weeks to be pro- 
moted to the top salary level of the pay range 
for that grade. Prior to the enactment of 
this uniform salary advancement law, this 
practice was very common and persons were 
employed at the entrance rate of $8,000 with 
definite advance commitment that they 
would be raised at a very early date to the 
top of that grade, or $9,000. This practice, 
in fact, resulted in the existence of a $9,000 
level, which was used for recruiting purposes, 
but which can no longer be used. 

Even more important than the adoption of 
the new $9,000-$10,000 classification grade is 
the closing of the gaps which now exist be- 
tween the grades below $8,000. The down- 
ward adjustment of the salary ranges for 
grades CAF-13 and CAF-14 and the creation 
of the new $7,000 level would go far toward 
meeting the organizational and recruiting 
problems cited above. 

‘These provisions for revising the grades and 
pay scales of the top management and tech- 
nical positions should not be regarded in any 
sense as a pay increase for the higher-salaried 
Government employees. On the contrary, 
this feature of the pending legislation should 
be regarded as providing a much needed cor- 
rection for a situation which seriously ham- 
pers the most effective organization and 
management of the Federal Service. The job 
of administration and management in the 
Federal Government is the biggest job of its 
kind in our country. It calls for the best 
managerial talent which can be had. It 
should not be hampered by the existing 
Classification Act difficulties. 

It is true that if this bill is enacted into 
law the positions held by some individuals 
would be allocated to new grades which carry 
a higher salary range, but such allocations 
would be solely in recognition of the degree 
of responsibility or difficulty attached to their 
positions and would carry out the principle 
of “equal pay for equal work.” It is equally 
true that, if enacted, this provision would 
place a lower salary ceiling on the grades held 
by many employees at the present time. A 
provision of the bill would prevent any re- 
duction in the current salary rate of any 
individual employee. 

The cost of the provision of H. R. 6217 was 
estimated -~y the Bureau of the Budget in 
December 1941 tu. be approximately $15,- 
768,000, of which less than $300,000 is esti- 
mated to be the cost of applying the revised 
grades and salary ranges for the top manage- 
ment and technical positions. 

I should be happy to discuss the provisions 
of this bill with you or with any member of 
your committee if you desire further infor- 
mation. 

Very truly yours, 
Wm. H. MCREYNOLDS, 
Administrative Assistant . 
to the President. 
The Honorable A. J. SABATH, 
Chairman, Rules Committee, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 


Mr. SABATH. In this connection I 
think the chairman of the Civil Service 
Committee has agreed with the majority 
leader that there shall be an additional 
5-cents-an-hour increase for the char- 
women. Am I correct about that? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I am not going to 
offer any objection to the amendment 
which the gentleman mentions. 

Mr. SABATH, It was my belief, after 
first hearing the chairman of the Civil 
Service Committee, that the increase of 
the higher-paid employees was unjusti- 
fied and unwarranted, but after listen- 
ing to the gentleman and after several 
further conferences with him, and after 
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thoroughly digesting this letter from Mr. 
McReynolds, I am satisfied that it is nec- 
essary that we adopt the provision with 
respect to the higher brackets, with the 
exception of the one that raises the sal- 
ary from $9,000 to $10,000. My reason 
for advocating it at this time is that we 
have a great many skilled men and 
women of higher learning whom we can 
obtain sometimes at a salary lower than 
the entrance salary now provided in the 
classification schedule. But, on the 
other hand, we have many men who have 
had years of experience in the depart- 
ments and they are taken away by cor- 
porations and others who recognize their 
worth, ability, and experience. This 
creates a condition in the departments, 
frequently, whereby the departments are 
injuriously deprived of the services of 
keymen of long experience. In view of 
this fact, I think the recommendation of 
the Civil Service Committee and the 
Budget Bureau and Mr. McReynolds, 
speaking for the President, should pre- 
vail; and therefore I hope that we will 
not make any changes, with the excep- 
tion of the one I have mentioned—name- 
ly, in connection with the proposed in- 
crease from $9,000 to $10,000 a year. 

Once more I may say that of the $15,- 
600,000, most of it will go to the lower- 
paid and the underpaid employees, espe- 
cially building guards and guards in naval 
establishments and arsenals. Iam reli- 
ably informed that it is impossible for 
many of the departments to obtain de- 
sirable men at the low salaries we have 
been paying in the custodial service. I 
think these increases are thoroughly jus- 
tified and, if anything, they should be 
a little more than the bill provides for 
the lower-paid employees. In view of 
this fact and believing that I have ex- 
plained the advantages and benefits to 
the Government, as well as to the affected 
employees, I hope the rule will be adopted, 
knowing full well that after the rule is 
adopted, the able, efficient, accommo- 
dating, and sincere chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Civil Service will further 
so thoroughly explain the need for this 
proposed legislation that there will be no 
opposition to its passage. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I am not sure 
that I listened to the gentleman care- 
fully, but did the gentleman state a figure 
as to the additional cost of this bill? 

Mr. SABATH. The total increase 
would be $15,760,000, but with the 
amendment that it has been agreed will 
be offered, eliminating the increases in 
the bracket which carries salaries of $9,- 
000 to $10,000, that amount will be some- 
what reduced; but again I want to make 
clear that of that amount only about 
one twenty-fifth would go to those in the 
higher paid groups; and in many in- 
stances it will be possible for the depart- 
ments to pay capable men a lower en- 
trance salary than now provided under 
the Classification Act. As is, the Gov- 
ernment has to pay entrance salaries 
that are thought io be too high in the 
high-paid brackets. 

I hope I have explained the matter to 
the satisfaction of the Members. 
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I reserve the remainder of my time and 
yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. MICHENER]. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules has 
given an extended explanation of this 
very technical bill. I shall not comment. 
It is a very technical bill, and it should 
not be passed without consideration. 
The Committee on Rules took that view, 
and it was the unanimous thought of the 
Committee on Rules—before the chair- 
man was converted—that a certain 
amendment should be offered before the 
bill becomes law. It was the unanimous 
thought of the Committee on Rules, in- 
cluding the chairman, at the time the 
rule was reported out, that these in- 
creases should not apply to those in the 
higher brackets. However, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Rules has pre- 
sented reasons that are plausible as to 
why it should so apply. The decision of 
the Committee on Rules is debatable. 
The Committee of the Whole will have 
opportunity under the rule to carefully 
consider the bill. It will be open to 
amendment under the 5-minute rule. I 
make no further observation, and I hope 
that the rule passes, and that the bill 
will be thoroughly debated and that the 
considered judgment of the House will be 
recorded. 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr, Martin J. KENNEDY]. 


Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Speaker, I am glad to have the oppor- 
tunity of joining with the chairman of 
the Committee on Rules in his approval 
of this bill, H. R. 6217. Those of us who 
come from the large cities, where there 
are many Government employees, who 
would be favorably affected by this legis- 
lation, recognize the importance and the 
necessity for increasing the salaries of 
the folks who do the actual work in our 
Federal custodial service. The charac- 
ter of their work is often of menial char- 
acter, but regardless of the nature of 
their work, they carry on in a most de- 
pendable manner, I am glad that the 
White House, through a secretary, has 
given approval to this legislation. By 
passing this bill, we will be aiding the 
custodial service and we will be doing 
justice to all those people who have been, 
in many cases, overlooked throughout 
the years in matters of promotions and 
salary increases. In my city, we have 
many Government employees who, un- 
fortunately, cannot pay their bills, be- 
cause of the increase in the cost of liv- 
ing and our failure to increase salaries. 
Our Government employees are expected 
to maintain themselves differently to the 
average employee receiving the same 
amount of compensation. They must be 
neatly dressed in good clothes regardless 
of their salary. Today, I hail the work 
of our Civil Service Committee, headed 
by the gentleman from Georgia, Repre- 
sentative Ramsreck, for their efforts on 
behalf of more than 180,000 employees 
in preparing and reporting this bill, H. R. 
6217, which will help to correct the in- 
equalities in rank and salary, now exist- 
ing in the custodial service. 

I ask every Member to support and vote 
for this legislation, 
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Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6217) to amend section 
13 of the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 6217, with Mr. 
Rosertson of Virginia in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. RAMSPECK, Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the first 
reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 15 minutes. This bill was 
drafted by the Budget Bureau, and sent 
to me as chairman of the Committee on 
the Civil Service, with the personal ap- 
proval of the President of the United 
States. It is a technical bill, and unless 
one understands the effect of it, natural- 
ly the inclination of some members would 
be to oppose it. 

The bill has three parts and deals with 
three groups of employees who are paid 
under the Classification Act of 1923. 

The first group of employees you will 
find in the bill are what we call the sub- 
professional group, the people who assist 
in hospitals and places of that sort, where 
they are working with scientific and pro- 
fessional people. 

Another group of employees affected 
by this are in the clerical and fiscal 
branch of the classification act and are 
people who receive salaries between 
$5,600 and $9,000 per year. In that par- 
ticular branch of the bill there are no 
salary increases directly involved. What 
the bill does, with an amendment which 
I expect to offer, is to divide the present 
three grades into four grades, making 
more flexible the operation of the classi- 
fication act in that salary range. 

The bill carries with it a new grade 
starting at $9,000 and ending at $10,000, 
which I propose to strike out by an 
amendment which I will offer. So that 
the effect of that section of the bill with 
reference to salaries ranging from $5,600 
to $9,000 is to change the three grades 
which we presently have in the law to 
four grades, reducing two of them and 
inserting a new grade beginning at $7,000 
and going to $8,000. That part of the 
bill, as it appears in the language re- 
ported by the committee, with the new 
grade between $9,000 and $10,000, would 
cost $300,000 per year. With the amend- 
ment which I expect to offer that cost 
will be reduced about one-third. 

Your officials who have to administer 
the Classification Act and who have the 
responsibility of securing competent 
executives to carry on our work told the 
committee and they told me it would be 
a great improvement if they could have 
these four grades instead of three. - The 
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situation about it is this: For instance, 
if they need a particular executive in the 
War Production Board or in O. P. A. or 
in the War Department or some other 
agency of the Government and that man 
is willing to come into the Government 
service at $7,000 per year, but he is not 
willing to take a job at $6,500 per year, 
under the present law they cannot em- 
ploy him and start him at a salary of less 
than $8,000 per year, because the three 
grades now in existence start at $5,600, 
$6,500, and $8,000. The law requires that 
the new employee shall begin at the 
bottom of his grade. So if he will not 
take a job at $6,500, the next highest 
starting salary is $8,000 per year, and 
they have to so arrange the job as to pay 
him $8,000, when he is willing to go in 
at $7,000. So they set up a new grade 
beginning at $7,000. 

With reference to the other section of 
the bill, it “deals with the lowest paid 
people in the Government service, people 
whose salaries start as low as $600 per 
year and go up as high as $2,600 per 
year. The vast majority of them are in 
the salary groups which now start at 
$1,080, $1,200, and $1,320 per year. We 
are increasing those people from $120 to 
$200 per year. There is one exception 
to that statement. The present guard 
force of our public buildings is in the 
present grade 3, with a starting salary of 
$1,200 per year. By the language of the 
bill we are changing the building guards 
from grade 3 to grade 4, which under 
the new language will have a starting 
salary of $1,500 per year. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, will 


the gentleman yield? 

Mr.RAMSPECK. I yield. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Does that include 
the Capitol Police Force along with the 


other departments? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. This bill only in- 
cludes people who are paid under the 
Classification Act. It does not include 
the patronage employees in the Capitol. 
It does include employees of the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol, who are paid under 
the Classification Act, who maintain the 
machinery of the Capitol, repair the ele- 
vators and the electrical system—that 
type of people—because mechanics are 
included in this bill. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK, I yield. 

Mr. HARE. This bill applies only to the 
District of Columbia, as I understand it? 

Mr. RAMSPECEK. No; the gentleman 
is mistaken in that. There are 180,000 
positions covered by this bill, 23,000 of 
which are in the District of Columbia 
and 157,000 of which are in the States, in 
our districts. 

Mr. HARE. Does not the gentleman 
think this is a rather inopportune time 
to begin making increases in salaries? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. No; I do not think 
so, in view of the situation that these 
people find themselves in, and in view of 
the further fact, which I can demonstrate 
to the gentleman, that it is utterly im- 
possible for your Government to employ 
guards today and keep them on the pay 
roll. It is utterly impossible for them 
to employ electricians and other me- 
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chanics who are necessary to the opera- 
tion and maintenance of your public 
buildings, because even with the increases 
provided in this bill they will still be get- 
ting 40 percent less than they can get in 


private employment. 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield. 

Mr. SWEENEY. Talking about these 
guards, some of us have been trying to 
get some relief for those men who are 
receiving $105 per month. It is really 
a misnomer to call them “guards,” guard- 
ing public property, guarding the peo- 
ple in those properties. In addition to 
that they have to buy war bonds and 
stamps and try to earn a living. If the 
grade changes from 3 to 4, have you in 
mind that type of personnel, building 
guards, who now receive $105 instead of 
the $1,500 minimum? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is the effect of 
the bill; instead of starting at $1,200, 
they will start at $1,500. 

Mr. SWEENEY. I think it is a step in 
the right direction. 

Mr. MICHENER, Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? ; 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. Assuming the pend- 
ing legislation is enacted allowing a 
bonus or increase during the war to Fed- 
eral employees generally, those employees 
covered in this bill would then receive the 
increases allowed in this bill plus any 
bonus from emergency increases allowed 
during the war. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is correct. 
This bill hus nothing to do with the ques- 
tion of the emergency or the question of 
the increased cost of living. The em- 
ployees covered in the custodial branch of 
this bill have been below the pay seale in 
private industry for many, many years. 
Their situation, of course, has been ac- 
centuated by the war emergency, but we 
had testimony from the Budget Bureau 
and from Mr. McReynolds, one of the as- 
sistants to the President, and from Gen- 
eral Fleming of the Federal Works Agency 
under whom these people work, and from 
other officials of the Government as well 
as from representatives of the employees 
that the present wage scale of this par- 
ticular group of employees is far, far be- 
low that being paid by private industry or 
by the Government itself where the 
wages are set by a wage board as they are 
in navy yards, arsenals, and the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. 

Mr. MICHENER, The thing I am pri- 
marily interested in is that it is not the 
purpose of this bill to furnish an emer- 
gency wage. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is right. 

Mr. MICHENER. This is permanent 
legislation, and so far as being before the 
House today is concerned, it is not here 
because of the emergency? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is true. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield. 

Mr. HAINES. What effect, if any, 
does it have upon the low-paid employees 
in the Postal Service? 
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Mr. RAMSPECK. It increases the pay 
of the custodial employees in the Postal 
Service, the people who maintain our 
post-office buildings, the mechanics, 
charwomen, and the guards. 

Mr. HAINES. What increase will be 
paid to the charwomen? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. We provide an in- 
crease of 5 cents an hour for charwomen; 
that is a 10-percent increase. They get 
50 cents an hour; it raises them to 55. 

Mr. HAINES. Does the gentleman be- 
lieve that is adequate? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCORMACK], 
I understand, is going to offer an amend- 
ment to increase that and I am not go- 
ing to object to it. It is a very small 
wage. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Is there any in- 
crease in the salary of the higher grades 
to which the gentleman referred, those 
getting from $5,600 to $9,000? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. No; there is no in- 
crease directly. It is true that in al- 
locating the present positions to four 
grades instead of three some increases 
will result, and the cost of this has been 
estimated at $300,000 a year if we leave in 
the bill the grade from $9,000 to $10,000. 
I shall, however, offer an amendment to 
take that out. I think that would re- 
duce the cost to probably $200,000 per 
year, 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. By the same 
token, if there are to be increases in the 
higher grades should there not be de- 
creases to offset them? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. We do decrease the 
entrance salaries for two of those grades, 
one from $5,600 to $5,400, and one from 
$6,500 to $6,200. There will be a saving 
in new employees who come into those 
grades. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. On the whole, 
considering the savings that will be made 
and the increases that will occur in the 
higher grades from $5,600 to $9,000, what 
will be the net result to the Treasury? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I think it would 
cost about $200,000 a year more than it 
does at present. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. In other words, 
the gentleman by his amendment pro- 
poses to make four classes instead of the 
three existing classes and this would re- 
sult in an increased cost to the Govern- 
ment of an estimated $300,000. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. No; that is not a 
correct statement. 

Mr. GTON. Iam trying to 
find out what the situation will be. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. As the bill now 
stands it would result in an increase of 
about $300,000 a year. With the adop- 
tion of the amendment I shall offer the 
cost should be reduced by one-third, or 
to $200,000. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. What change, 
then, I should like to ask the gentleman, 
is made in existing law by the bill as it 
was reported with respect to those sal- 
aries in the higher brackets? Will they 
increase or decrease the cost? Why 
should it cost $200,000 more to have the 
four grades? 
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Mr. RAMSPECK. If the gentleman 
understands the Classification Act, it de- 
scribes the type of duties which are al- 
located to a certain grade of pay so that 
when you rewrite these present three 
grsdes into five, as was done in this bill, 
and change the entrance salaries of those 
agrades, some of them will be allocated to 
2 higher grade and get more pay. Does 
the gentleman understand that? 
{Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I asked the 
question, if the gentleman please, be- 
cause frankly I am always doubtful of 
any bill that deals with salaries when the 
statement is made that it will result in 
a reduction of cost to the Government. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I am not contend- 
ing that this bill is going to result in 
economy. It is not. It is going to cost 
$15,000,000. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I do not want 
to be misunderstood. The gentleman 
very carefully stated there would be an 
increase in the net cost, but with respect 
to the salaries in the higher grades, with 
his amendment, I understood him to say 
there would be a net increase. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. No. I said the 
estimate of the Budget was $300,000, in- 
cluding the new grade starting at $9,000 
and going to $10,000, which I am going 
to take out of the bill if the House sus- 
tains me. Therefore, that will cut down 
the increased cost by one-third, making 
the net cost of that section of the bill 
$200,000. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Why the neces- 
sity for amending existing law in the 
higher grades if it is going to increase 
the cost to the Government? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Because it is in- 
flexible in its present language. As I 
tried to explain awhile ago, if a man 
is willing to come to work for the Gov- 
ernment for $7,000, they cannot start 
him at that salary under the present law. 
They have to pay him $8,000 because 
that is the nearest entrance salary above 
the salary he is willing to come in for. 

Mr. NORRELL. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. I would like to deter- 
mine the total amount of increases in 
the bill in all brackets? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Fifteen million dol- 
lars, all of which goes to the lower-paid 
employees, except approximately $200,- 
000. 

Mr. NORRELL., That is $15,000,000 
per year? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is right. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. TABER. How many of these 
people who will be affected by this bill 
were affected by the bill that was passed 
awhile ago, within the last year? 

Mr.RAMSPECK. Does the gentleman 
mean the salary-promotion bill? 

Mr. TABER. Yes. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I would say all of 
them. 
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Mr. TABER. We gave those people an 
increase on an average of perhaps $100? 

Mr, RAMSPECK. No. These people 
only got increases of $5 a month, or $60 
a year, because the increase in their 
grade was set at $60. 

Mr. TABER. Those increases would 
pyramid year after year? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. And they only get 
those increases where their efficiency 
rating is good, and they can only get 
them once every 18 months. 

Mr. TABER. It has been the practice 
in the past for the Appropriations Com- 
mittee to provide funds for increases 
from time to time, especially for the 
lower-paid group, so that those people 
have had through the lean years a bet- 
ter deal than the upper brackets. I am 
wondering if these people have not had 
a pretty fair increase with the bill passed 
a year ago? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I think the gentle- 
man’s committee was responsible for that 
bill and for the studies made by the 
Budget Bureau and the evidence which 
the Budget Bureau presented to the 
Appropriations Committee, which was 
later presented to our committee, show- 
ing that most of the money for increases 
which the Appropriations Committee 
granted went to those in the higher 
brackets and these people we are talking 
about did not get any increases until the 
Congress passed the salary-promotion 
bill last year, since which time a good 
many of them have received $5 a month 
increase. 

Mr. TABER. I know in several of the 
bills we were specific in our provision for 
the lower-paid group. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Yes; the gentle- 
man’s committee did do that. 

Mr. TABER. The bureaucrats have 
been raising their salaries out of their 
unexpended balances at the end of the 
year. That is the way they have been 
getting the jump on us in the higher 
brackets. 

Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. This in no way af- 
fects the postal employees? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Only the custodial 
employees in the Postal Service—those 
who maintain the Government buildings. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman 
tell the House what the status is of the 
legislation that does affect the postal 
employees? 

Mr. RAMSPECEK. We are trying to 
work out a satisfactory bill, but we have 
not succeeded as yet. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. With 
regard to the bonus proposition men- 
tioned awhile ago, will the gentleman 
state what the present legislative status 
of that legislation is and whether it 
applies to all classes of the classified 
service? 
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Mr. RAMSPECK. I cannot take up 
time on this bill to discuss another bill. 
I am sorry, but I cannot do that. 

Mr. KEAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. KEAN. The gentleman mentioned 
that most of this $15,000,000 will go to 
the lowest-paid employees. What does 
he mean by “lower-paid employees”? 
Has the gentleman an estimate as to 
what proportion will go to people getting 
under $2,400? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. If the gentleman 
will read the report of the committee, he 
will find, on page 6, about the middle of 
the page, a complete answer to his ques- 
tion and in detail. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman 
made the statement just a little while 
ago that this would add about $15,000,000 
for the first year. In the report I notice 
it is stated by one of those who is in a 
Position to know that the effect will be 
an increase of $19,898,000 per year, from 
which there will be an offset of $4,130,000 
for the first year. In other words, is it 
not true that that increase will reestab- 
lish itself to $19,898,000 per year instead 
of the $15,000,000 which the gentieman 
just mentioned? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. My understanaing 
is that that offset applies all the way 
through because of the salary promo- 
tion bill. I may be wrong about that, but 
that was my understanding of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not true that 
that offset would apply to the first year 
only, and that the increase would 
amount to more than $19,000,000 for each 
year thereafter? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. The gentleman may 
be correct, but I understood it the other 
way. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a letter from the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Gaston, one paragraph of which I hope 
the House will listen to. It states: 

During the fiscal year 1941 there were 275 
separations from the total authorized 
strength of the force of 315. During the first 
9 months of the fiscal year 1942 there have 
been 261 separations, effected or now pend- 
ing, out of a force of 482. Thus far in this 
fiscal year 336 appointments have been 
made, and on March 31, 1942, there were 48 
vacancies for which applicants are being 
sought. Efforts of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion to provide an adequate number of eli- 
gibles have been unsuccessful even though 
authorization was given for appointments 
without status. Approximately 80 percent of 
the separations have resulted from guards 
leaving for positions at higher salaries. 


I also have a similar letter from Mr. 
Frank J. Wilson, Chief of the United 
States Secret Service, from which I read: 


I am particularly interested in this legis- 
lation as the responsibility for the protection 
of tremendous values in currency, bonds, and 
other securities at the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing and other Treasury buildings is 
placed on the Secret Service Division. We 
are called upon to protect more money at 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing than 
there is at any other place in the United 
States, and the interest of the Government 
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is being jeopardized because the degree of 
protection which we can extend to these 
vast values is greatly lowered on account of 
our inability to obtain qualified and depend- 
able guards for the salary which the present 
law provides for such service. 


(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 5 additional minutes. 

There is no question about the fact that 
the Government is finding it increasingly 
difficult to get people in the custodial 
service as guards, mechanics, and main- 
tenance men in order to protect and carry 
on the business of the Government. In 
my judgment, this bill is necessary if we 
expect to maintain our Government 
buildings and expect to protect them and 
protect the property in them. I think it 
is fully justified. If any member of the 
Committee will read the hearings on this 
bill he will find that General Fleming, 
who has charge of this maintenance 
force, testified that even with the in- 
creases provided in this bill the me- 
chanics and the other people in the Gov- 
ernment service who must maintain our 
buildings will still be very far below the 
scale of pay in private industry and below 
the pay scale which the Government 
itself has authorized in private employ- 
ment where the Government has con- 
tracts and where it prescribes a minimum 
wage scale, and also below the scale in 
the navy yards and the arsenals, where 
the Government has fixed the pay for 
mechanics by wage-board procedure. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. In addition to pay in- 
creases for those in the custodial services 
and those engaged as artisans and in 
menial tasks, what other classifications 
oe provided with pay increases in the 

il? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. It is the entire cus- 
todial service, including mechanics, char- 
women, and the people who maintain the 
buildings. Then there is the subprofes- 
sional service, the people who assist 
around hospitals and places of that sort, 
assisting the scientific and medical men 
in the Government service. Those are 
the only ones as to whom there are spe- 
cific increases in the pay rates of the 
grades into which these positions are put. 
As I tried to explain a while ago, in the 
CAF service, from $5,600 to $9,000, the 
bill puts in four grades where we have 
three now, which will result in some 
people being reallocated to a higher 
grade, and an expense of approximately 
$200,000 per year will be incurred thereby. 
The rest of the bill is for the lower-paid 
people and those who are charged with 
the responsibility of operating the Gov- 
ernment, so it is absolutely essential and 
necessary. It has the approval of all the 
Government agencies, as well as the 
President himself. 

Mr.MUNDT. Outside of the custodial 
services, then, the mechanics, and so 
forth, only $200,000 a year is involved in 
addition to pay increases? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is right. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Ress]. 
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Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
the bill before us today was introduced 
last December. As the chairman of the 
committee has said, it deals with two 
propositions, one of them provides for an 
increase of the salaries of the lower paid 
employees of cur Government, the other 
an attempt to make an adjustment in 
salaries as to those who receive higher 
pay. It will result in increases for many 
of them. 

May I say, parenthetically, there are 
two other bills pending before the Com- 
mittee on the Civil Service dealing with 
the question of salaries of Federal em- 
Ployees. One provides for a $300 addi- 
tional annual payment for all Federal 
employees, and the other measure pro- 
vides for additional payment for over- 
time above the 39- or 40-hour week. 

If I were handling this matter, what I 
should like very much to do would be 
simply to increase the salaries where 
necessary to these lower paid people and 
then let the remainder of the bill go back 
to the committee where the whole prob- 
lem of salary adjustments may be con- 
sidered. The situation in our Govern- 
ment as far as employment is concerned 
is continually changing, continually ad- 
justing and readjusting. So if I could 
do what I should like to do, I should just 
increase the salaries of the lower-paid 
people and let the matter go at that and 
be done with it, as far as this measure is 
concerned. Iam not here to tell you that 
there is no merit in the other portions of 
the bill, but I do not think the salaries in 
the higher groups, say above $5,000, need 
to be increased by this bill. 

The problem of Government civil em- 
ployment has become a tremendous one. 
At the close of the World War we had 
917,000 employees on the Federal pay 
roll. This number went down to a little 
over 500,000 in 1933. Then it began to 
increase, and continued to increase until 
it reached 1,000,000 before the defense 
program got under way. ‘Today we have 
over 2,000,000 persons on the civil pay 
roll, and it is growing larger by the thou- 
sands every week. Approximately 250,- 
000 of these employees are here in Wash- 
ington. 

The thing that concerns me is that al- 
though we need to increase employment 
in certain departments of the Govern- 
ment, for example, the War Department, 
the Navy Department, and others, we 
have not decreased employment in other 
departments of the Government, where 
the services are not essential in view of 
our war effort. For example, we are still 
paying $52,000 a year to employees down 
here to “study the food habits of birds.” 
We still maintain, for instance, a Travel 
Bureau in our Government. Our Gov- 
ernment is paying for information on 
geology and biology of North Atlantic 
deep-sea cores. Little attempt has been 
made to readjust this situation. Some 
of these services may be all right in 
ordinary times, but we do not need them 
when we need the services and the 
money for more important business. 
Put them to work where they are actually 
needed. 

I introduced a resolution on this sub- 
ject sometime ago and tried to get some 
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action whereby we could have & com- 
mittee of this House to investigate and 
study this very problem. I think it would 
be well worth our while. 

As I said a moment ago, we are in- 
creasing our pay rolls by the thousands. 
It might interest you to know just how 
many recent employees we have put on. 
In the Office of Censorship we have 7,761 
on the pay roll of that particular agency, 
and that number is being increased every 
day. 

In the Office for Emergency Manage- 
ment we have 21,396, as of the other day, 
and that number is being increased. 

Yesterday it was decided that we would 
need employees numbering in the thou- 
sands for the price-control program. 

So what I would like to do, as I stated 
a moment ago, is simply to increase the 
wages of these lower-paid groups and 
then let the whole thing go back te the 
committee for careful study. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. REES cf Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. DONDERO. I understood the 
gentleman to say that we had over 2,000,- 
000 on the civilian program and then the 
gentleman added 250,000 more in Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. No; of that num- 
ber, 250,000 are in Washington. That is 
the approximate number, The total fig- 
we is about 2,100,000 on the civilian pay 
roll. 

Mr. PACE, Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia, 

Mr. PACE. Whois to get these $10,000 
jobs created by this bill? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. The $10,000 
salaries? 

Mr. PACE. Yes. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. The heads of 
these various departments created in the 
last few years and their assistants, and 
so on down the line. I cannot name 
Pic for you, but there are plenty of 

em 


Mr. PACE. How many does the gen- 
tleman estimate will have the $9,000 and 
$10,000 classifications? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I do not have 
an estimate of that, I am sorry to say 
to the gentleman from Georgia, of those 
getting over $9,000. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas, I yield. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. This bill does not 
create any jobs, and the gentleman from 
Kansas understands that. 

Mr. REES of Kensas. Certainly, and 
the gentleman from Kansas has not 
suggested that this creates any new jobs. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. The gentleman 
from Georgia suggested it. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I think the gen- 
tleman understands that. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is an impli- 
cation which the bill does not warrant. 

Mr. PACE. Let us get that straight. 
As I read the bill, at the present time the 
highest salary an employee can begin at 
is $8,000. This bill authorizes him to 
begin at $9,000; is that correct? 
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Mr. REES of Kansas. 
rect. 

Mr. PACH. And the bill further au- 
thorizes him to be elevated or increased 
or promoted from $9,000 to $10,000. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct. 

Mr. PACE. Would not the gentle- 
man say, then, that the bill does au- 
thorize positions at a $10,000 salary? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Yes; but it does 
not create new jobs. s 

Mr. PACE. Does it not create new 
classifications in the $10,000 group? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct. 

Mr. PACE. I think that sustains my 
position. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. As a matter of 
courtesy to the chairman of the commit- 
tee I may say that he has suggested he is 
going to propose an amendment to strike 
out the group above $10,000 and make 
the maximum $9,000. I propose to offer 
an amendment that would go a great 
deal further. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas, I am always 
glad to yield to the distinguished gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. On the point of these 
$10,000 jobs, I wish the gentleman would 
inform the committee what evidence 
was presented before his group showing 
the necessity for that particular increase. 
Was evidence submitted, for example, 
that you are in danger of losing some 
valuable administrators because they are 
not getting that extra thousand dollars 
or that extra $2,000? The gentleman 
from Kansas is one of the hardest work- 
ing and most able Members of Congress 
and I know the entire House values his 
judgment highly; since he is neither an 
obstructionist nor a- yes-yes man, but 
the type of independent legislator which 
the country so badly needs at this time, 
I am eager to hear his analysis of this 
bill and to hear his amendment. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I could not 
answer the gentleman’s question directly 
as to those particular groups, except to 
say there was some testimony to the 
effect that it had become more difficult 
to secure certain individuals, technical 
persons in certain positions, because the 
Salaries were not sufficient. 

Mr. MUNDT. Was any case presented 
to your committee of any individual ad- 
ministrator whom we are likely to lose if 
this bill does not pass? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Oh, no; cer- 
tainly not. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Yes; I am glad 
to yield to my colleague from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. I think in answer to 
the question of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Pace] we should refer to 
page 7, grade 10, where the rate of com- 
pensation goes from $9,000 to $10,000, 
unless a higher rate is provided by law. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct. 
There is no question about that. We 
create these new agencies, then we create 
departments under them, and whenever 
a person gets to be the head of a depart- 
ment or has a supervisor’s job, then the 
more employees he has under his direc- 
tion the bigger the salary he gets. 


That is cor- 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Kansas has expired. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. . Mr. 
Chairman, I yield the gentleman 5 min- 
utes more. 7 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Yes; I shall be 
glad to yield. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. In view 
of the fact that the Government would 
not lose the services of any man under 
the present situation, just why are we 
asking for this additional classification 
that would permit an increase to $10,000? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I just tried to 
indicate to the gentleman that there was 
no testimony of any particular individual 
quitting his job because he could not get 
$10,000, but there was testimony to the 
effect that in some of these higher sal- 
aried groups, there were men who were 
quitting because they might have em- 
ployment otherwise, if they did not se- 
cure an increase in salary, but not in the 
$10,000 jobs. 

Mr. BENNETT. During the past few 
months there has been considerable pub- 
licity about Executive orders consolidat- 
ing boards and bureaus, Does the gen- 
tleman know of anybody who has lost 
his job by reason of the so-called con- 
solidations? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I do not know 
of any, and that is where I am favoring 
an adjustment. We have these Execu- 
tive orders, and we have tried to get 
through measures that would bring con- 
solidations, but we do not reduce the pay 
roll at all, even in nondefense activities. 
As a matter of fact, we are not reducing 
it now, to amount to much. We just 
create a new organization and it is sup- 
posed to consolidate some of the infor- 
mation agencies of the Government, but 
notwithstanding that, practically all the 
same individuals are on the pay roll, re- 
gardless of the fact they are supposed to 
be consolidated and reorganized. So I 
say to you again, we are letting a very 
important problem go unsolved by per- 
mitting this increase in personnel to grow 
and grow like a mushroom, with nothing 
at all being done about it. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to my 
distinguished colleague from Kentucky. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I want to 
congratulate the gentleman on the state- 
ment he has made, I have some infor- 
mation that actually transfers have taken 
place where men have been taken out of 
one agency and transferred over to an- 
other at a higher rate of salary. I know 
of one instance where a man was trans- 
ferred and got $1,100 increase in salary. 
Did the gentleman’s committee go into 
that? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Oh, no; but 
there is plenty of that going on, I think 
that is thoroughly understood. A lot 
of these jobs we do not need at all in this 
time of war. I do appreciate what the 
gentleman has said. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. In this 
particular case I did not think the man 
was qualified for the position that he had. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. REES of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Does this 
cover any of the postal employees except 
the custodial? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. 
custodial service. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. And that, 
of course, does not cover the clerks, the 
assistant postmasters, or the carriers? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct, 
but there are other bills pending pro- 
viding additional payment of $300 annu- 
ally for all Government employees, 
another bill for additional pay for 
overtime. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Yes; I yield to 
the distinguished Member from Texas. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I join with the gentle- 
man in his desire to raise the pay of the 
low-bracket employees, and I join fur- 
ther with him in. his opposition to this 
bill with reference to raising the pay of 
these persons in the higher brackets. It 
occurs to me that this is no time to raise 
their pay. I would like to have the 
opportunity to vote to raise the pay of 
the custodians, the people in the lower 
brackets, set out in the bill, but I could 
not vote for this bill if I have to take it 
all at once. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I appreciate the 
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-gentleman’s contribution. 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman offer an amendment to give us 
an opportunity to vote on the pay of these 
lower-paid people, the custodial employ- 
ees and the charwomen; persons like that 
getting low pay? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. It is my pur- 
pose to offer such an amendment. I un- 
derstand the chairman will offer an 
amendment cutting down those above 
$9,000. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. At least 
we will have an opportunity to vote on it. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Certainly. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GEHR- 
MANN]. 

Mr. GEHRMANN. Mr. Chairman, it 
has been so long since the committee 
considered this bill that it is difficult for 
me to explain some of the things con- 
tained in the bill. 

At the outset I certainly agree that we 
should nof increase the employees in the 
higher brackets. Of course, that was the 
intention of the committee when this 
bill was considered. There is very little 
increase in these higher brackets. Even 
if it remains as it is, it would not amount 
to over $300,000 out of a total of $15,- 
000,000. But even that $300,000 I think 
we are justified in opposing, and I am 
going to vote to strike it out. 

I do believe that the main body of this 
bill deals with the lower paid employees 
entirely, starting at $600 a year, who will 
receive $760. The ones receiving $1,080 
will receive $1,200. The ones receiving 
$1,200 would get $1,320. The ones re- 
ceiving $1,320 would get $1,500, and so 
on. You will find that on page 3 of the 
report. The first line of course is the 
present salary and the second line is the 
increase proposed in the bill. Then it 
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goes on up until they reach the top after 
4 or 5 years. 

Mr. CLASON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GEHRMANN. I yield. 

Mr. CLASON. You say the increase is 
only $5 a month, but between the first 
line and the second line the increase is 
$120 a year or $10 a month. 

è . In some of the 
higher ones. 

Mr. CLASON. But the lower ones, 
too. 
The very top one in the tenth grade 
would be $2,600. That would be $2,800 
under the new schedule. The top they 
could receive would be $3,400 after they 
got four or five promotions, 

Iam very much interested in the char- 
women and those in the custodial serv- 
ice. I know at least three men from 
my district who came here before I came, 
who had jobs at $1,200 and $1,260. They 
are all gone now because there are too 
many munition plants and other plants 
where they can start in at $1,800 or $2,- 
400. They have to live. We know that 
no man with a family can live here at 
$100 a month. 

Mr. SCHULTE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GEHRMANN. I yield. 

Mr. SCHULTE. I am quite certain 
that most Members of the House are 
very much in sympathy with the in- 
crease in the salaries of those in the 
custodial service; but does this bill not 
increase those receiving $5,000 and $6,- 
000? 

Mr. GEHRMANN. Yes. I am in fa- 
vor of taking that out, but the total, 
according to the Budget Director would 
only amount to $300,000 out of a total 
of $15,000,000. Even that $300,000 is not 
justified. The chairman will offer an 
amendment to prevent a new classifica- 
tion above $9,000. I am not in favor of 
that, but one of the reasons that was 
held out to us why the departments feel 
they should have an opportunity to pay 
more than $9,000 in special cases is be- 
cause the Congress has on dozens of oc- 
casions, provided salaries ranging from 
$10,000 to $15,000 for heads of certain 
different departments. We have done 
that time after time, written it right 
into the bill, that the administrator of 
a certain department should receive ten 
or twelve or fifteen thousand dollars. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield the gentleman 1 ad- 
ditional minute. 

Mr. GEHRMANN. They felt that in 
some of these departments they are 
handicapped because these special de- 
partments which we have provided a spe- 
cial salary for have to compete with the 
other departments, and they are limited 
to $9,000. But I think we should cut 
it out and I know the chairman will 
offer an amendment to strike that out. 
But certainly we should raise the salaries 
of the charwomen who are now receiv- 
ing about $32 a month. Certainly the 
custodial service at $100 a month and 
messengers at $600 a year I am sure we 
should raise them and strike out the 
higher brackets in this bill. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
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Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
the time. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
think I have 3 minutes remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 
1 minute remaining. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I just want to call 
attention to the fact that General Flem- 
ing, who has charge of many of the 
employees appearing in this bill, pointed 
out that the wages for comparable work 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, which is not under the Classification 
Act, are 24 percent higher than those 
under the Classification Act. The rates 
of pay for comparable work in the navy 
yard are 31 percent higher. At the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office the wages are 63 
percent higher. The Department of 
Labor has certified prevailing wage scales 
to the Federal Works Agency 100 percent 
higher than the wages we are paying our 
own employees for comparable work. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Georgia has expired. 
All time has expired. The Clerk will read 
the bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 13 of the 
Classification Act of 1923, as amended, is 
hereby further amended to change the salary 
rates and definitions of certain grades 
therein, and the title and definition of the 
custodial service to read as follows: 


“PROFESSIONAL AND SCIENTIFIC SERVICE 


“Grade 6 (new) in this service, which may 
be referred to as the principal professional 
grade, shall include all classes of positions 
the duties of which are to serve directly 
under the associate and alternate head of 
a bureau or commensurate organization, allo- 
cated to grade 7 in this service, as the head 
of a professional or scientific division (or 
similar organizational unit commensurate 
with first subdivisions of bureaus of execu- 
tive departments), where the position, con- 
sidering the kind and extent of responsi- 
bilities vested in it, and the scope, complex- 
ity, and degree of difficulty of the activities 
administered is of a high order among the 
whole group of heads of such professional or 
scientific divisions of the Government; or 
to perform individually or with trained as- 
sistants professional or scientific work of 
equal difficulty, and responsibility. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $5,400, $5,600, 
$5,800, $6,000, "and $6,200, unless a higher 
rate is specifically authorized by law. 

“Grade 7 (new) in this service, which may 
be referred to as the head professional grade, 
shall include all classes of positions the duties 
of which are to serve as the associate and 
alternate head of a professional or scientific 
bureau (or similar organization commensu- 
rate with first subdivisions of executive de- 
partments) where such head position is allo- 

«cated to grade 8 of this service, and where 
responsibilities covering the full scope of the 
Organization’s activities are vested in the 
associate’s position; or to serve directly under 
the head of a bureau or commensurate or- 
ganization, allocated to grade 8 in this serv- 
ice, as the head of a professional or scientific 
division (or similar organizational unit com- 
mensurate with first subdivisions of bureaus 
of executive departments), where the posi- 
tion, considering the kind, and extent of re- 
sponsibilities vested in it, and the scope, 
complexity, and degree of difficulty of the 
activities administered, is of a high order 
among the whole group of heads of such pro- 
fessional or scientific divisions of the Gov- 
ernment; or to serve directly under the asso- 
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ciate and alternate head of a bureau or com- 
mensurate organization, allocated to grade 8 
in this service, as the head of a professional 
or scientific division (or similar organiza- 
tional unit commensurate with first sub- 
divisions of bureaus of executive depart- 
ments), where the position, considering the 
foregoing work factors, is of a very high order 
among the whole group of heads of such pro- 
fessional or scientific divisions of the Gov- 
ernment; or to perform individually or with 
trained assistants professional or scientific 
work of equal difficulty and responsibility 
requiring professional or scientific training 
and experience which has demonstrated 
leadership and important attainments in 
professional or scientific research, practice, 
or administration. 

“The annual rates of compensation for po- 
sitions in this grade shall be $6,200, $6,400, 
$6,600, $6,800, and $7,000, unless a higher rate 
is specifically authorized by law. 

“Grade 8 (new) in this service, which may 
be referred to as the chief professional grade, 
shall include all classes of positions the duties 
of which are to serve as head of a profes- 
sional or scientific bureau (or similar organi- 
zation commensurate with first subdivisions 
of executive departments), where the posi- 
tion, considering the kind and extent of the 
responsibilities vested in it, and the scope, 
complexity, and degree of difficulty of the 
activities administered, is of a high order 
among the whole group of heads of such 
professional or scientific bureaus or organiza- 
tions of the Government; -or to serve as the 
associate and alternate head of a professional 
or scientific bureau (or similar organization 
commensurate with first subdivisions of ex- 
ecutive departments) where such head posi- 
tion is allocated to grade 9 of this service, 
and where responsibilities covering the full 
scope of the organization’s activities are 
vested in the associate's position; or to serve 
directly under the head of a bureau or com- 
mensurate organization, allocated to grade 9 
in this service, as the head of a professional 
or scientific division (or similar organiza- 
tional unit commensurate with first subdivi- 
sions of bureaus of executive departments), 
where the position, considering the kind and 
extent of responsibilities vested in it, and 
the scope, complexity, and degree of difficulty 
of the activities administered, is of a very 
high order among the whole group of heads 
of such professional or scientific divisions of 
the Government; or to serve directly under 
the associate and alternate head of a bureau 
or commensurate organization, allocated to 
grade 9 in this service, as the head of a pro- 
fessional or scientific division (or similar or- 
ganizational unit commensurate with first 
subdivisions of bureaus of executive depart- 
ments), where the position, considering the 
foregoing work factors, is exceptional and 
outstanding among the whole group of heads 
of such professional or scientific divisions of 
the Government; or to perform individually 
or with trained assistants professional or 
scientific work of equal difficulty and respon- 
sibility requiring extended professional or 
scientific training and experience which has 
demonstrated leadership and marked attain- 
ments in professional or scientific research, 
practice, or administration; or to serve inter- 
mittently or part time as consulting special- 
ist on difficult and important professional or 
scientific problems or policies. 

“The annual rates of compensation for po- 
sitions in this grade shall be $7,000, $7,250, 
$7,500, $7,750, and $8,000, unless a higher rate 
is specifically authorized by law. 

“Grade 9 (new) in this service, which may 
be referred to as the senior chief professional 
grade, shall include all classes of positions the 
duties of which are to serve as head of a 
professional or scientific bureau (or similar 
organization commensurate with first sub- 
divisions of executive departments), where 
the position, considering the kind, and ex- 
tent of the responsibilities vested in it, and 
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the scope, complexity, and degree of diffi- 
culty of the activities administered, is of a 
very high order among the whole group of 
heads of such professional or scientific bu- 
reaus or organizations of the Government; or 
to serve as the associate and alternste head 
of a professional or scientific bureau (or simi- 
lar organization commensurate with first 
subdivisions of executive departments) where 
such head position is allocated to grade 10 
of this service, and where responsibilities cov- 
ering the full scope of the organization’s 
activities are vested in the associate's posi- 
tion; or to serve directly under the head. of a 
bureau or commensurate organization, allo- 
cated to grade 10 in this service, as the head 
of a professional or scientific division (or 
similar organizational unit commensurate 
with first subdivisions of bureaus of executive 
departments), where the position, considering 
the kind, and extent of responsibilities vested 
in it, and the scope, complexity, and degree 
of difficulty of the activities administered, 
is exceptional and outstanding among the 
-whole group of heads of such professional or 
scientific divisions of the Government; or to 
perform individually or with trained assist- 
ants professional or scientific work of equal 
difficulty and responsibility requiring ex- 
tended professional or scientific training and 
experience which has demonstrated leader- 
ship and exceptional attainments in pro- 
fessional or scientific research, practice, or 
administration; or to serve intermittently or 
part-time as professional consultant and to 
furnish for final executive action expert criti- 
cal advice on exceptionally difficult and im- 
portant professional or scientific problems or 
policies. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $8,000, $8,250, 
$8,500, $8,750, and $9,000, unless a higher 
rate is specifically authorized by law. 

“Grade 10 (new) in this service, which 
may be referred to as the special professional 
grade, shall include all classes of positions 
the duties of which are to serve as head of 
a professional or scientific bureau (or simi- 
lar organization commensurate with first 
subdivisions of executive departments), 
where the position, considering the kind and 
extent of the responsibilities vested in it, 
and the scope, complexity, and degree of 
difficulty of the activities administered, is 
exceptional and outstanding among the whole 
group of heads of such professional or scien- 
tific bureaus or organizations of the Gov- 
ernment; or to serve intermittently or part 
time as professional consultant and to fur- 
nish for final executive action expert authori- 
tative advice on the most novel and un- 
usually difficult and important professional 
or scientific problems or policies. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $9,000, $9,250, 
$9,500, $9,750, and $10,000, unless a higher 
rate is specifically authorized by law. 

“SUBPROFESSIONAL SERVICE 


“Grade 1: The annual rates of compensa- 
tion for positions in this grade shall be 
$1,200, $1,260, $1,320, $1,380, $1,440, $1,500, 
and $1,560. 

“Grade 2: The annual rates of compensa- 
tion for positions in this grade shall be 
$1,200, $1,260, $1,320, $1,380, $1,560, $1,620, 
and $1,680. 


“CLERICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE, AND FISCAL 
SERVICE 


“Grade 13 (new) in this service, which 
may be referred to as the chief administrative 
grade, shall include all classes of positions 
the duties of which are to serve directly 
under the associate and alternate head of a 
bureau or commensurate organization, allo- 
cated to grade 14 in this service, as the head 
of a division (or similar organizational unit 
commensurate with first ‘subdivisions of 
bureaus of executive departments), where 
the position, considering the kind and ex- 
tent of responsibilities vested in it, and the 
scope, complexity, and degree of difficulty of 
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the activities administered, is of a high 
order among the whole group of heads of 
such divisions of the Government; or to 
perform individually or with trained assist- 
ants specialized, fiscal, or administrative 
work of equal difficulty and responsibility. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
Positions in this grade shall be $5,400, 
$5,600, $5,800, $6,000, and $6,200, unless a 
higher rate is specifically authorized by law. 

“Grade 14 (new) in this service, which may 
be referred to as the executive grade, shall 
include all classes of positions the duties of 
which are to serve as associate and alternate 
head of a bureau (or similar organization 
commensurate with first subdivisions of ex- 
ecutive departments) where such head posi- 
tion is allocated to grade 15 of this service, 
and where responsibilities covering the full 
scope of the organization’s activities are 
vested in the associate’s position; or to serve 
directly under the head of a bureau or com- 
mensurate organization, allocated to 
15 in this service, as the head of a division 
(or similar organizational unit commensurate 
with first subdivisions of bureaus of execu- 
tive departments), where the position, con- 
sidering the kind, and extent of responsibili- 
ties vested in it, and the scope, complexity, 
and degree of difficulty of the activities ad- 
ministered, is of a high order among the 
whole group of heads of such divisions of 
the Government; or to serve directly under 
the associate and alternate head of a bureau 
or commensurate organization, allocated to 
grade 15 in this service, as the head of a 
division (or similar organizational unit com- 
mensurate with first subdivisions of bureaus 
of executive departments), where the posi- 
tion considering the foregoing work fac- 
tors, is of a very high order among the whole 
group of heads of such divisions of the Gov- 
ernment; or to perform individually or with 
trained assistants specialized, fiscal, or ad- 
ministrative work of equal difficulty and re- 
sponsibility requiring training and experi- 
ence which has demonstrated leadership and 
important attainments in specialized, fiscal, 
or administrative work. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $6,200, $6,400, 
$6,600, $6,800, and $7.000. 

“Grade 15 (new) in this service, which 
May be referred to as the senior executive 
grade, shall include all classes of positions, 
the duties of which are to serve, in case 
professional or scientific training is not re~- 
quired, as head of a bureau (or similar 
organization commensurate with first subdi- 
visions of executive departments), where the 
position, considering the kind, and extent 
of the responsibilities vested in it, and the 
scope, complexity, and degree of difficulty of 
the activities administered, is of a high order 
among the whole group of heads of such 
bureaus or organizations of the Government; 
or to serve as associate and alternate head 
of a bureau (or similar organization com- 
mensurate with first subdivisions of execu- 
tive departments) where such head position 
is allocated to grade 16 of this service, and 
where responsibilities covering the full 
scope of the organization’s activities are 
vested in the associate’s position; or to serve 
directly under the head of a bureau or com- 
mensurate organization, allocated to grade 
16 in this service, as the head of a division 
(or similar organizational unit commen- 
surate with first subdivisions of bureaus of 
executive departments), where the position, 
considering the kind, and extent of responsi- 
bilities vested in it, and the scope, complex- 
ity, and degree of difficulty of the activities 
administered, is of a very high order among 
the whole group of heads of such divisions 
of the Government; or to serve directly 
under the associate and alternate head of a 
bureau or commensurate organization, allo- 
cated to grade 16 in this service, as the head 
of a division (or similar organizational unit 
commensurate with first subdivisions of bu- 
reaus of executive departments), where the 
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position, considering the foregoing work fac- 
tors, is exceptional and outstanding 
the whole group of heads of such divisions 
of the Government; or to perform individu- 
ally or with trained assistants specialized, 
fiscal, or administrative work of equal dif- 
culty and responsibility requiring extended 
and experience which has demon- 
strated leadership and marked attainments 
in specialized, fiscal, or administrative work; 
or to serve intermittently or part time as 
consulting specialist on difficult and im- 
portant specialized, administrative, or. fiscal 
problems or policies. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $7,000, $7,250, 
$7,500, $7,750, and $8,000, unless a higher 
rate is specifically authorized by law. 

“Grade 16 (new) in this service, which may 
be referred to as the principal executive 
grade, shall include all classes of positions, 
the duties of which are to serve in case pro- 
fessional or scientific training is not required, 
as head of a bureau (or similar organization 
commensurate with first subdivisions of 
executive departments), where the position, 
considering the kind, and extent of the re- 
sponsibilities vested in it, and the scope, com- 
plexity, and degree of difficulty of the activi- 
ties administered, is of a very high order 
among the whole group of heads of such 
bureaus or organizations of the Government; 
or to serve as associate and alternate head of 
a bureau (or similar organization comimen- 
surate with first subdivisions of executive 
departments) where such head position is 
allocated to grade 17 of this service, and 
where responsibilities covering the full scope 
of the organization's activities are vested in 
the associate's position; or to serve directly 
under the head of a bureau or commensu- 
rate organization, allocated to grade 17 in 
this service, as the head of a division (or 
similar organizational unit commensurate 
with first subdivisions of bureaus of executive 
departments), where the position, consider- 
ing the kind, and extent of responsibilities 
vested in it, and the scope, complexity, and 
degree of difficulty of the activities admin- 
istered, is exceptional and outstanding 
among the whole group of heads of such 
divisions of the Government; or to perform 
individually or with trained assistants 
specialized, fiscal, or administrative work of 
equal difficulty and responsibility requiring 
extended training and experience which has 
demonstrated leadership and exceptional 
attainments in specialized, fiscal, or adminis- 
trative work; or to serve intermittently or 
part time as consultant and to furnish for 
final executive action expert critical advice 
on exceptionally difficult and important 
specialized, administrative, or fiscal problems 
or policies. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $8,000, $8,250, 
$8,500, $8,750, and $9,000, unless a higher 
rate is specifically authorized by law. 

“Grade 17 (new) in this service, which 
may be referred to as the special executive 
grade, shall include all classes of positions 
the duties of which are to serve, in case pro- 
fessional or scientific training is not required, 
as head of a bureau (or similar organization 
commensurate with first subdivisions of 
executive departments), where the position, 
considering the kind, and extent of the re- 
sponsibilities vested in it, and the scope, com- 
plexity and degree of difficulty of the activi- 
ties administered, is exceptional and out- 
standing among the whole group of heads of 
such bureaus or organizations of the Govern- 
ment; or to serve intermittently or part time 
as consultant and to furnish for final execu- 
tive action expert authoritative advice on 
the most novel and unusually difficult and 
important specialized, administrative, or 
fiscal problems or policies. 

“The annual rate of compensation for posi- 
tions in this grade shall be $9,000, $9,250, 
$9,500, $9,750, and $10,000, unless a higher 
rate is specifically authorized by law. 
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“CRAFTS, PROTECTIVE, AND CUSTODIAL SERVICE 


“The crafts, protective, and custodial serv- 
ice shall include all classes of positions the 
duties of which are to supervise or perform 
the work of an apprentice, helper, or journey- 
man in a recognized trade or craft, or other 
skilled mechanical craft, or the work of an 
unskilled or skilled laborer, or police or fire 
protection work, or domestic or other manual 
or mechanical work involved in the protec- 
tion, operation, or maintenance of public 
buildings, premises, and equipment; the 
‘transportation of public officers, employees, 
and property; the transmission of official 
papers; the guarding of persons in the cus- 
tody of the Government, and caring for 
their domestic needs and those of persons in 
the employ or care of the Government. 

“Grade 1 in this service, which may be 
referred to as the junior messenger grade, 
shall include all classes of positions, the 
duties of which are to run errands, to check 
parcels, or to perform other light manual or 
mechanical tasks with little or no responsi- 
bility. 

“The annual rates of compensation for posi- 
tions in this grade shall be $720, $780, $840, 
$900, and $960. 

“Grade 2 in this service, which may be 
referred to as the office-laborer grade, shall 
include all classes of positions, the duties of 
which are to handle desks, mail sacks, and 
other heavy objects, and to perform similar 
work ordinarily required of unskilled laborers; 
to operate elevators, to clean office rooms, or 
to perform other work of similar character. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $1,200, $1,260, 
$1,320, $1,380, $1,440, and $1,500: Provided, 
That charwomen working part time be 
paid at the rate of 55 cents an hour, and 
head charwomen at the rate of 60 cents an 
hour. 

“Grade 3 in this service, which may be 
referred to as the minor crafts, protective, 
and custodial grade, shall include all classes 
of positions the duties of which are to per- 
form, under immediate supervision, custodial, 
or manual office work with some degree of 
responsibility, such as operating paper-cut- 
ting, canceling, envelope-opening, or enve- 
lope-sealing machines; firing, and keeping up 
steam in boilers used for heating purposes in 
office buildings, cleaning boilers, and oiling 
machinery and related apparatus; operating 
passenger or freight automobiles, packing 
goods for shipment, supervising a large group 
of charwomen, running errands, and doing 
light manual or mechanical tasks with some 
responsibility, carrying important documents 
from one office to another, or attending the 
door and private office of a department head 
or other public officer. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $1,320, $1,380, 
$1,440, $1,500, $1,560, and $1,620. 

“Grade 4 in this service, which may be re- 
ferred to as the under crafts, protective, and 
custodial grade, shall include all classes of 
positions the duties of which are to perform, 
under general supervision, custodial work of 
a responsible character, such as guarding of- 
fice or storage buildings, supervising a small 
force of unskilled laborers, firing and keeping 
up steam in heating apparatus, and operat- 
ing the boilers and other equipment used for 
heating purposes, or performing general, 
semimechanical, new, or repair work requir- 
ing some skill with hand tools. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $1,500, $1,560, 
$1,620, $1,680, $1,740, $1,800, and $1,860. 

“Grade 5 in this service which may be 
referred to as the junior crafts, protective, 
and custodial grade, shall include all classes 
of positions the duties of which are to di- 
rectly supervise a small detachment of v,atch- 
men or building guards, to supervise the op- 
eration and maintenance of a small heating 
plant and its auxiliary equipment, or to pèr- 
form other work of similar character. 
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“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $1,680, $1,740, 
$1,800, $1,860, $1,920, $1,980, and $2,040. 

“Grade 6 in this service, which may be re- 
ferred to as the assistant crafts, protective, 
and custodial grade, shall include all classes 
of positions the duties of which are to have 
general supervision over a small force of 
watchmen or building guards, or to have di- 
rection of a considerable detachment of such 
employees; to supervise a large force of un- 
skilled laborers; to repair office appliances; 
or to perform other work of similar char- 
acter. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $1,860, $1,920, 
$1,980, $2,040, $2,100, $2,160, and $2,220. 

“Grade 7 in this service, which may be re- 
ferred to as the main crafts, protective, and 
custodial grade, shall include all classes of 
positions the duties of which are to supervise 
the work of skilled mechanics; to supervise 
the operation and maintenance of a large 
heating, lighting, and power plant and all 
auxiliary mechanical and electrical devices 
and equipment; to assist in the supervision 
of large forces of watchmen and building 
guards, or to have general supervision over 
smaller forces; or to perform other work of 
similar character. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $2,040, $2,100, 
$2,160, $2,220, $2,300, $2,400, and $2,500. 

“Grade 8 in this service, which may be re- 
ferred to as the senior crafts, protective, and 
custodial grade, shall include all classes of 
positions the duties of which are to direct 
supervisory and office assistants, mechanics, 
watchmen, elevator conductors, laborers, 
janitors, messengers, and other employees 
engaged in the custody, maintenance, and 
protection of a small building, or to assist in 
the direction of such employees when en- 
gaged in similar duties in a large building; 
to have general supervision over large forces 
of watchmen and building guards; or to per- 
form other work of equal difficulty and re- 
sponsibility. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $2,200, $2,300, 
$2,400, $2,500, $2,600, $2,700, and $2,800. 

“Grade 9 in this service, which may be re- 
ferred to as the principal crafts, protective, 
and custodial grade, shall include all classes 
of positions the duties of which are to direct 
supervisory and office assistants, mechanics, 
watchmen, elevator conductors, laborers, 
janitors, messengers, and other employees en- 
gaged in the custody, maintenance, and pro- 
tection of a large building, or to assist in the 
direction of such employees when engaged in 
similar duties in a group of buildings; or to 
perform other work of equal difficulty and 
responsibility. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
Positions in this grade shall be $2,500, $2,600, 
$2,700, $2,800, $2,900, $3,000, and $3,100 

“Grade 10 in this service, which may be 
referred to as the chief crafts, protective, and 
custodial grade, shall include all classes of 
positions, the duties of which are to direct 
supervisory and office assistants, mechanics, 
watchmen, elevator conductors, laborers, jan- 
itors, messengers, and other employees en- 
gaged in the custody, maintenance, and pro- 
tection of a group of buildings; or to per- 
form other work of equal difficulty and re- 
sponsibility. 

“The annual rates of compensation for 
positions in this grade shall be $2,800, $2,900, 
$3,000, $3,100, $3,200, $3,300, and $3,400.” 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Committee amendment: On page 8 of the 
bill, line 6, after the word “the”, strike out 
the sums “$1,200, $1,260”; and in line 7 insert 
“$1,440 and $1,500.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer another amendment. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. RAMSPECK: Page 
7, line 22, strike out the word “rates” and 
insert “rate”; and in line 23, strike out 
“$9,250, $9,500, $9,750, and $10,000.” 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, this 
is the amendment which I stated during 
general debate I would offer for the pur- 
pose of eliminating the new salary pro- 
visions over and beyond the present range 
of the Classification Act. 

Under the present classification law the 
Civi. Service Commission has no author- 
ity to allocate any position at a salary 
greater than $9,000 a year unless it is 
specifically provided for by Congress. 
Under this bill we originally provided a 
new grade starting at $9,000 and going 
to $10,000. The purpose of this amend- 
ment is to eliminate this new grade and 
confine the range of the Classification 
Act to a top figure of $9,000. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, RAMSPECK. I yield. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Is this the only 
Laat in the bill where these figures oc- 
cur 

Mr. RAMSPECK. No; I have a later 
amendment to be offered on page 13. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I though that 
was true; yes. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not speaking on 
this amendment, but on this bill. I do 
not think this is an opportune time to 
bring in a bill increasing salaries. The 
Ways and Means Committee for the past 
3 or 4 months has been engaged in an 
effort to bring out a tax bill. They did; it 
is two and one-half billions short. We 
all know that when we come back here in 
September this two and a half billions 
will be put on in some way or other by 
the Senate. 

Here is a bill today that increases sal- 
aries by $15,000;000. I do not care what 
others in this House may do, but during 
this emergency; during the time we are 
straining to raise money; during the 
time we are doing everything to win this 
war, I am going to be against any bill 
brought in the House at any time to 
raise salaries—I do not care whose bill it 
is, for I know and you know that next 
year in all probability we are going to 
have to come in here and reduce sala- 
ries. The tax bill of 1943, in my judg- 
ment, will be nearly double what the tax 
bill of 1942 is. It is time to stop, Mr. 
Chairman, spending money that is not 
necessary for the prosecution of the war. 

I know these people may need a raise 
in salary, especially the charwomen and 
custodial forces; I know that well enough. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I shall be glad to 
yield. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I have great re- 
spect for the gentleman and for his 
judgment, but I just wonder what an- 
swer he has to the letter I read from the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury stat- 
ing they were unable to get people at 
these salaries? How are we going to op- 
erate the Government? 
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Mr. BULWINELE. Oh, yes, yes; I 
heard it argued here that you could not 
get custodial employees; that they went 
into the munitions factories, and so 
forth. Certainly you could not get them 
unless you paid them $10 a day, what 
munitions factories pay; but I do not 
care what anybody says; my duty to this 
country is on this floor regardless of 
who asks that salaries be increased. I 
know what will happen in the year 1943, 
because as sure as you are alive your 
taxes will have to be increased over the 
1942 bill. 

Mr. Chairman, it is high time to stop 
unnecessary expenditures. 

(Here the gavel fellJ 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise at this time in 
favor of the amendment; also I would 
like to read into the Recorp, so that the 
Members and the country may have the 
information, the figures given to the 
committee by Mr. Young of the Budget 
Bureau and which appears in the hear- 
ings. I think there is a misunderstand- 
ing as to the cost of change in grades and 
classifications of those in some of the 
higher brackets. I will read exactly what 
Mr. Young stated: 

The in the custodial service 
amount to $15,138,733; in the subprofessional 
service $1,714,746; in the part-time custodial 
service, $345,051; the reallocation of guard 
positions, numbering 13,500, amounts to 
$2,000,000; and the reallocation of top ad- 
ministrative positions amounts to $700,000; 
making a grand total of $19,898,530, in con- 
nection with which there would be an offset 
anticipated as a result of Ramspeck promo- 
tions, of $4,130,000; making a net total esti- 
mated cost of these changes of $15,768,530. 

I think that should be brought to the 
attention of the Members. It may be the 
principle that they do not want to go 
along with, but in actual cost, with the 
amendment of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia adopted, which would save probably 
$100,000, it would mean an increase of 
only $200,000 in the higher grades. 

Frankly, I would have preferred that a 
bill of this type had not been brought in 
at this moment, but I do believe that in 
the low grades almost every Member here 
feels there should be some increase. 
During the World War there was an in- 
crease allowed to keep up with the cost 
of living. The salaries in the lower 
brackets are pitifully low. 

Mr. NORRELL. Will the gentle- 
woman yield? 

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. What does the gen- 
tlewoman estimate now, in view of the 
personnel employed in Government serv- 
ice, the total increase will be? As I un- 
derstand it the figures the gentlewoman 
has just read were the estimates in De- 
cember, is that correct? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
do not remember the exact date. I think 
it was a little later than that. I think 
they would be approximately the same, 
because I had a letter yesterday giving 
those same figures to me. It is the same 
amount, but I do feel that the salaries 
in the lower brackets are pitifully small. 
The increases in the higher brackets are 
not in actual cost great. Perhaps they 
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should not be increased, but that is up 
to the committee to decide. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr, Chairman, I am always in sym- 
pathy with the group of employees who 
receive small salaries and small wages 
if it is necessary to increase their com- 
pensation. I will support a bill for that 
purpose, but I would like to see a bill 
reported to the House which would pro- 
vide for an increase to these employees 
in the smaller salaries, the smaller-paid 
employees, without increasing the sal- 
aries in the higher grades from $5,600 to 
$9,000. 

I have a very high regard for the com- 
mittee that has reported this bill and for 
the members of that committee, but I 
would like to have the opportunity per- 
sonally to vote one time for a bill that is 
urged in behalf of the low-income groups 
without being requested at the same time 
to vote for a bill to increase the compen- 
sation, or to change the compensation, 
or to in any wise interfere with the classi- 
fication, of the higher-paid grades. I 
have been a Member of the House for 
some years, and many of the complaints 
that have been made to me by Govern- 
ment employees, particularly in the lower 
brackets, are to the effect that whenever 
there is a bill to provide for an increase 
in the lower grades, those in the higher 
brackets get the bigger part of the in- 
crease. That criticism should be re- 
moyed. ; 

Mr. Chairman, like the gentleman from 
North Carolina IMr. BULWINKLE], I doubt 
exceedingly if this is the time or the 
groups to provide for any increases in 
Government salaries. I recall the state- 
ments that have been made with respect 
to guards in the Treasury and with re- 
spect to guards in the Bureau of Printing 
and Engraving. I observe that this bill 
was introduced on December 12, 1941, and 
it was reported on December 23, 1941. 
That was just a few days after Pearl 
Harbor. It was before the boys in the 
Army were stationed around the Capitol, 
and before Members of the House had to 
get permission from those guards to enter 
their own offices; it was before the armed 
forces of the Nation had supplemented 
and reinforced the guards around the 
Treasury Building and around the Bu- 
reau of Printing and Engraving. , So the 
fact this bill here was introduced last 
December, the fact that I have been in- 
formed hearings were not printed, and 
the fact that the committee itself is not 
satisfied with the provisions made for the 
employees in the higher brackets, raises 
a question in my mind as to whether this 
bill should be considered at the present 
time at all. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. If I did not in my 
taik do so, I should have referred to the 
dates of these letters. The letter from 
the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
was dated April 24, this year, and the 
letter from the Chief of the Secret Serv- 
ice was dated May 11, this year. The 
gentleman is mistaken about not having 
esting We had very complete hear- 
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Mr. WHITTINGTON. I did not say 
you did not have hearings. I said I have 
made inquiry for the hearings, and as 
is the case very often I was informed the 
hearings are not published. This bill was 
reported, as I see from its date, on De- 
cember 23, 1941, and I judge that the 
committee did not need the testimony to 
which the gentleman has just referred, 
consisting of letters dated in April and 
May 1942, when, as a matter of fact, the 
committee reported this bill on Decem-" 
ber 23 in the year 1941. 

In other words, I take it from my ex- 
perience as a lawyer that the purpose of 
these letters is to bolster and reinforce 
and add, if possible, to the report of the 
committee. 

[Here the gavel fell.1 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 2 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
if I am in error about the hearings of the 
committee having been printed and be- 
ing available to the Members, I would 
like to be corrected. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. The hearings were 
held on December 16, 17, and 18, and they 
have been printed for months. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I stated a mo- 
ment ago I had made inquiry for them 
and was told that they were not printed. 
I am glad to have that correction. 

Mr.RAMSPECK. The gentleman may 
have been thinking about the other sal- 
ary bill that someone here mentioned. 
These hearings were printed and are 
available. 

May I correct one other statement the 
gentleman made. The letters I read are 
voluntary letters written by these of- 
ficials, who are concerned about the 
problem of getting guards. I know the 
gentleman does not want to leave the 
impression that Mr. Gaston and Mr, 
Wilson, the Chief of the Secret Service, 
are lobbying for this bill. They simply 
state that they cannot get the em- 
ployees. There were 48 vacancies in the 
Treasury Department in April. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I repeat that I 
am delighted that the gentleman brought 
those letters to our attention, because 
evidently they did not influence the com- 
mittee. The committee reported the bill 
some several months before the letters 
were written. 

I repeat, I am delighted that the letters 
are brought to our attention, for the 
further reason that practically all the 
testimony and all the argument by the 
gentleman himself is in behalf of the 
groups in the lower-paid brackets, when 
in truth and in fact much of this bill is 
taken up with matters that I confess are 
difficult to understand and that, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr, MICHENER] are technical, with re- 
spect to the employees in the higher 
grades. If the reason for the passage of 
this bill is the necessity to provide addi- 
tional guards to take the place of those 
who may have been called into the a:med 
services or who may have gone to defense 
plants, or to provide such service as is not 
being provided by the soldiers who are 
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guarding these buildings, I would like the 
committee to take the initiative and elim- 
inate the part of the bill relating to the 
higher-paid employees, so that we can 
vote on the lower paid groups separate 
{nd apart from the higher-paid em- 
ployees. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer a substitute for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Rees of Kansas: 
On page 1, after line 6, strike out all the 
remainder of the page and down through 
and including all of pages 2 to 7, inclusive. 
Also, on page 8, after line 7, strike out all 
the remainder of page 8 and all of pages 9 
to 13, inclusive; also lines 1 and 2 on page 14, 
Also, on page 18, beginning in line 13 strike 
out all the remainder of page 18 and lines 1 
to 11 on page 19. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, a 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ROBERTSON of 
Virginia). The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Is that an amend- 
ment or a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was offered as a 
substitute. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The Clerk read it as 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gen- 
tleman’s point of order? 

Mr. COCHRAN. An amendment is 
pending. The Clerk read this as an 
amendment, and I doubt if it is germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules 
that the gentleman can offer this after 
the Ramspeck amendment has been 
disposed of. 

Mr. COCHRAN, The Chairman, just 
before the gentleman took the chair, said, 
“The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia.” 
The gentleman from Kansas said that he 
was offering a substitute to the amend- 
ment, but when it got to the desk it was 
read as an amendment. My purpose is 
to get a vote first on the pending 
amendment, the Ramspeck amendment. 
I am not opposed.to Mr. Ress’ objective, 
but let it come in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules 
that the question is on the Ramspeck 
amendment. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
may we have that amendment again 
read? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the Clerk will again read the Ramspeck 
amendment. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk again read the Ramspeck 
amendment. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. TABER. The gentleman from 
Kansas has offered a substitute for the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia. The only way that can 
fail to receive consideration is by a point 
of order being made against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair under- 
stood that the gentleman from Missouri 
made the point of order that if this was 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


not an amendment to the pending 
amendment it was 4 substitute, and if it 
was a substitute it was not germane to 
the Ramspeck amendment and that, 
therefore, the Ramspeck amendment 
would have to be disposed of first before 
the gentleman from Kansas could offer 
his amendment. 

Mr. TABER. If that is the ruling, I 
move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, there are 
a few things that I believe the Members 
of the House should have in their minds 
as they approach this problem. In the 
first place, the jump in salary on this 
proposition runs in the lower brackets as 
high as $180, and runs to very large fig- 
ures in a great many other cases. 

I want the House to have in mind just 
what has been done for these groups of 
employees. As to all these groups of em- 
ployees in the Treasury and in the Post 
Office, every year for the last 4 years. and 
I think longer, the Treasury and Post 
Office Subcommittee on Appropriations 
has brought in here bills providing for 
raises for everyone of those in the lower 
salary brackets who had efficiency rat- 
ings. This means that these people have 
had a raise every 2 years right along and 
they constitute a large block of these cus- 
todial employees. 

On top of this they received the Rams- 
peck raise which took place under the 
bill that was before the House in Decem- 
ber, as I recall the date, although I may 
be a little off on that. 

These people have had these raises 
right along and the only ones in the real 
low brackets in these groups that have 
not received a raise are those who have 
just come into the service. It seems to 
me very careful consideration has been 
given to their problem and a great deal 
has been done for them. I do not think 
the House should pass on this measure 
without knowing just what is the situa- 
tion. 

I do think the gentleman from 
Georgia, with his amendment knocking 
out some of the increases in the higher 
brackets, is somewhat meeting the propo- 
sition, but I am very mindful of the situa- 
tion that was described here by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. BUL- 
WINELE]. Our farmers are not getting 
any more money than they have been 
getting and our business people are not 
getting any money at all when we refer 
to the ordinary run of the merchants. 
All of them are being asked to subscribe 
for Defense bonds and are being asked to 
pay additional taxes. 

Now, when we have already done 
something in this session for this entire 
block of employees and they have all had 
a raise, with the possible exception of 
those who have just come into the serv- 
ice, why should we consider providing 
a raise for those people? It is something 
that I do not understand. I do not feel 
we are meeting our responsibilities to our 
constituents and I do not believe we are 
standing up and facing our responsibili- 
ties as they have been represented to us. 
I have every sympathy for the fellow who 
is down, but I know what has been done 
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and I do not propose to let this go by 
without telling about it. 

(Here the gavel fell.J 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Chairman, the bill before us proposes to 
change the classification and to increase 
the salaries of approximately 180,000 
workers and office holders in the Federal 
Government. It would grant increases to 
charwomen, those employed in tle cus- 
todial service, such as guards and others, 
and also increase the salaries of those 
now receiving all the way from $5,000 
to $9,000. This would grant increases to 
$10,000 and more. 

I am one of those who has always 
strongly favored fair and just pay for 
those who are employed by the Govern- 
ment or in industry. Under present con- 
ditions I feel it would be unwise to grant 
increases at this time except to those in 
the lower brackets. I shall vote to grant 
increases to the charwomen, to custodial 
employees, and others in the lower brack- 
ets, but I shall vote to strike out the 
increases in the higher brackets when the 
bill is read for amendments. 

The charwomen, in my opinion, are 
entitled to an increase. For the most 
part they are widows with families. 
They get paid by the hour. They can 
only put in a few hours each day. They 
must come very early in the morning, and 
have the buildings and offices cleaned 
before we arrive. They doa fine job. I 
have always found them absolutely trust- 
worthy and honest. Papers and other 
matters in and about the offices are never 
disturbed. Many times change has 
dropped out of my pocket and when I 
returned to the office I always found it 
on my desk. In my many years of service 
in the House and Senate I have never 
yet missed an article of any kind and they 
have always rendered most efficient serv- 
ice and it is a pleasure for me to have an 
opportunity to vote for an increase in 
their pay, and especially at this time 
when the cost of living casts such a bur- 
den on them and their children. 

The guards at the various govern- 
mental agencies, I think, are underpaid. 
They must be persons of intelligence, 
courage, and absolutely honest. The 
small salaries paid by the Government 
have caused many of our experienced 
custodial officers to resign and take em- 
ployment with private concerns. 

There are other underpaid workers and 
Officials that are entitled to and must 
have an increase at this time, and I shall 
vote to grant them the increases pro- 
vided in this bill. 

I understand a motion will be made to 
strike out all the provisions in the bill 
providing for increases for those receiv- 
ing more than $2,800 a year at this time. 
Increases for these higher grades may be 
most desirable, but in view of the tre- 
mendous financial burden of the Gov- 
ernment at this time, it appears to me it 
would be proper to have a further study 
of these matters ky the committee, and 
take them up later and do whatever may 
be just and right to this higher paid 
group included in this bill. 

I do not see how we can afford, how- 
ever, to grant increases to those who 
are receiving from $5,000 to $10,000 a 
year or more. A Congressman and Sen- 
ator receives only $10,000 a year. The 
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persons covered by this bill do not have 
to make any campaigns. The demands 
upon them are nothing like the demands 
on Members of the House and Senate. A 
Member of the House and Senate must 
make campaigns in the primaries, and 
frequently in the final elections. He 
must maintain, in a way, two homes, one 
in his district and one in Washington. 
As stated by the distinguished Demo- 
cratic leader, Hon. JOHN W. McCormack, 
of Massachusetts, a Congressman usually 
must figure on contributing about $2,500 
a year of his salary to worthy causes and 
to worthy and needy persons. 

Every Member of the House and Sen- 
ate is under obligation to the people he 
has the honor to represent, and it is a 
pleasure to him to help worthy causes 
and worthy and needy persons when they 
call upon him, and because of the great 
number of these he is never able to 
do all he might wish for every worthy 
cause and worthy and needy persons that 
call upon him for help. Each Member 
also must make about five, six, or seven 
trips to his district each year to look after 
Official matters. About $1,500 a year 
must be paid on our salaries in Federal 
and State income taxes. Many persons 
have the erroneous notion that a Mem- 
ber of the House and Senate does not pay 
Federal or State income taxes. He pays 
both. There is no way for a Member of 
the House or Senate to save money. In 
fact, he and his family must live eco- 
nomically if they come out even. Any- 
one having an appointive position receiv- 
ing $5,000 a year, as a general rule, is 
better off than a Member of the House 
or Senate receiving $10,000 a year. Iam 
sure that every Member of the House and 
ching will fully confirm what I have 
said. 

TWO HUNDRED AND TWENTY-EIGHT BILLION FOR 
WAR PURPOSES 

The report of Chairman Cannon cf 
Missouri, of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee, on the supplemental appropriation 
bill (H. R. 7319) June 29, 1942, contained 
the following astonishing statement: 

Since June of 1940, and including funds 
now pending for the fiscal year 1943 and in- 
cluding funds of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, approximately $228,000,000,000 
has been projected for national defense and 
war as of this date. 


In other words, Congress, since June 
1940, has appropriated and given con- 
tractual authority for the astronomical 
sum of two hundred and twenty-eight 
billion up to July 1, 1942, for war purposes 
alone. This does not include the other 
expenses of the Government to carry on 
the business of the Government which 
runs into billions of dollars annually. 

The fiscal year of 1943 begins today. 
Twelve billion of this sum was voted to 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation. 
The Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
loans this to various governments and 
various business concerns on the war 
program of this country. The other two 
hundred and sixteen billion was turned 
over to the other agencies of this Gov- 
ernment to be used and expended for war 
purposes alone. No human mind can 
measure this great sum of money. The 
estimated total national wealth of this 
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Nation, its money, its farms, banks, fac- 
tories, railroads, ships, homes, and all is 
approximately three hundred and ten 
billion. Congress has already voted more 
than two-thirds of all of the national 
wealth of this country. The assessed 
value of all the farm lands of the Nation 
including the livestock and poultry on all 
of the farms, according to the Federal 
census of 1940, was less than forty bil- 
lion. Congress has already voted five 
times that great sum. 

The total cost of the first World War 
from April 6, 1917, when it started, until 
the signing of the armistice on November 
11, 1918, was twenty-one billion. Con- 
gress has already voted more than 10 
times the total cost of the first World 
War from the time it began until the 
signing of the armistice. The total cost 
of the World War, according to the re- 
port of the Treasury Department, from 
April 6, 1917, when it officially started, 
until July 2, 1921, when it officially 
closed, was twenty-five billion seven hun- 
dred and twenty-nine million. Congress 
has already voted for war purposes since 
June 1940 more than eight times the ac- 
ual total cost of the first World War from 
the time it officially began until it offi- 
cially closed. 

The American people, under our pres- 
ent tax laws, are paying nearly $20,000,- 
000,000 a year in Federal taxes alone. 
The new tax bill reported to the House 
will add approximately six and one-half 
billion dollars more. When the bill goes 
to the Senate, they may put on an addi- 
tional two and one-half billion, because 
the administration is demanding that 
the new tax bill increase the taxes nine 
billion, moving us up to nearly thirty bil- 
lion in Federal taxes annually. This will 
be more than the total actual cost of the 
first World War. 

Of course, these enormous expendi- 
tures must be largely financed by the sale 
of bonds and stamps. In going over my 
district many intelligent and patriotic 
people desired to know if these bonds and 
stamps that are being sold will be re- 
deemed, We must preserve the credit of 
our Nation. The Government’s. obliga- 
tions must be paid. The Nation must 
keep faith with the people. 

We are in the greatest war of all his- 
tory. We must win the war. It will en- 
tail great sacrifice on all of our people. 
This war will reach every heart and 
hearthstone before it is over. Millions of 
people are making real sacrifices in buy- 
ing bonds and stamps and paying taxes. 
We should not increase that burden ex- 
cept where it is absolutely necessary. 
The small farmers, working men and 
women are buying bonds and stamps and 
paying, either directly or indirectly,» 
heavy taxes. No one should expect to 
live in luxury out of the pockets of the 
taxpayers of the Nation. The people in 
my district are doing a wonderful job in 
buying bonds, stamps, and contributing 
to other agencies helpful to our war ef- 
fort. They are willing to do all these 
things in order to win the war, and every- 
thing done in and out of Congress should 
be streamlined with the one great pur- 
pose of winning the war. To give an in- 
crease of salaries to thousands of per- 
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sons provided in this bill would not help 
to win the war. It would discourage those 
who are buying war bonds, savings 
stamps, and paying heavy taxes. 


UNITY AND VICTORY . 


In order to insure victory we must have 
unity of purpose and action of the 132,- 
000,000 American people. Our first great 
army of defense is our soldiers and sail- 
ors in the front lines. The second great 
army of defense is those engaged in pro- 
duction of ships, planes, bombers, guns, 
tanks, munitions, and other war supplies 
in our factories, shops, plants, and pro- 
duction in our fields and forests of raw 
materials to feed and clothe our Army 
and Navy and. those engaged in produc- 
tion and our transportation facilities. 
There should be no stoppage in any of 
these. It is no time for profiteering or 
to promote the selfish interest of any in- 
dividual or group. Nearly all of us can 
have some part in this great army of pro- 
duction, The third great army is made 
up of those who buy bonds and stamps 
and pay taxes to provide the funds with 
which to finance our war efforts. Nearly 
all of us can have a part in this great 
army. The fourth great army is engaged 
in saving rubber, steel, iron, tin, and all 
other kinds of metals. All of us can have 
a part in this great army. Then there 
is another great army. We can write to 
our neighbors’ boys and friends, as well 
as our own, and tell them how much we 
appreciate the wonderful sacrifice they 
are making for us and our country and 
we can all ask our divine Father to pro- 
tect them and to bring victory to our 
cause. Does He not hold in the hollow 
of His hand today the destiny of nations 
as He did in the days o2 Moses and 
Gideon? 


PARTISANSHIP AND DISUNION 


The American people since the cow- 
ardly and treacherous attack on our 
country at Pearl Harbor by Japan has 
shown a splendid spirit of unity. This 
unity was disturbed, however, when Hon, 
Edward J. Flynn, chairman of the Demo- 
cratic National Committee, in a Nation- 
wide radio speech on February 1, 1942, 
called upon the American people to elect 
Democrats to the House and Senate. He 
said, in substance, that the war had come 
in a Democratic administration and that 
they should carry on the war. The Presi- 
dent, a day or two later, gave the broad 
hint that only persons who agreed with 
his pre-war foreign policies should be 
elected. The implication is very clear 
that all Republicans and Jeffersonian 
Democrats in the House and Senate who 
did not agree with the President’s pre- 
war foreign policies should be purged. 

Mr. Charles Michelson, the publicity 
director of the Democratic National Com- 
mittee, set about to smear and misrepre- 
sent the record of all such Republicans 
and Democrats, and wherever possible to 
secure some Republican who espoused 
the pre-war foreign policies of the Presi- 
dent to run against Republican Members 
of the House and Senate. 

I know of nothing that could create 
more disunity in the Nation than this 
plan to purge all Members of the House 
and Senate who did not agree with the 
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President’s foreign policies. According 
to the latest poll before the attack on 
Pearl Harbor, more than 80 percent of 
the American people did not agree with 
his pre-war foreign policies, and I hon- 
estly believe that nearly 90 percent of the 
people in my district did not agree with 
him 


Primary elections have been held north 
of the Mason and Dixon’s line in the 
States of Indiana, Illinois, South Dakota, 
North Dakota, Oregon, Pennsylvania, 
Iowa, and Maine. An overwhelming ma- 
jority of the Republican Members of the 
House and Senate, who did not agree with 
the President’s pre-war foreign policies, 
were renominated without opposition, 
and where the New Deal Democrats se- 
cured opposition to the Republican 
Members of the House and Senate they 
were overwhelmingly renominated by 
majorities ranging all the way from 2 to 
1 to more than 15 to 1, with probably one 
exception, and local conditions and other 
matters entered into that race. 

The Republican Senators of Mlinois 
and Oregon were given opposition and 
denounced because of their stand against 
the President’s pre-war foreign policies. 
I refer to Senator McNary, the Repub- 
lican leader of the Senate, and Senator 
Brooks. They made no campaign and 
were renominated about 5 to 1. In five 
special congressional elections since war 
began Republicans have won five Demo- 
crat districts. In these States the Re- 
publicans for the first time since in the 
twenties cast many more votes in the 
primaries than the Democrats. In fact, 
in practically every State it ranged from 
about 2 to 1 to about 4 to 1. These re- 
sults clearly indicate the American peo- 
ple are not in sympathy with the efforts 
of Mr. Flynn and others to purge Re- 
publican Members of the House and 
Senate. In these same primaries four 
distinguished Democrats were defeated 
by the voters of their own party. 

No one can deny that a majority of the 
boys of our armed services, who are doing 
such a great job on land, sea, and in the 
air in defense of our country, come from 
the homes of those who did not agree 
with the President’s foreign policies. 
There is no doubt but what a majority 
of those who have bought bonds and 
stamps and are paying taxes to help carry 
on the war did not agree with the Presi- 
dent’s pre-war foreign policies. 

Does Mr. Flynn mean to say that it is 
all right for these boys to fight and die for 
our country, and for the people to buy 
bonds, stamps, and pay taxes to carry on 
the war, but it is all wrong to elect their 
fathers, uncles, brothers, cousins to sit 
in the Congress of the United States? 

The American people are united in 
their determination to win the war. 
Republicans and Jeffersonian Democrats 
are just as patriotic and just as anxious 
to win the war as those who agreed with 
the President’s pre-war foreign policies. 
The Republican Party was born for the 
great patriotic purpose of saving this 
Nation and freeing an oppressed race. 
The Republican Party has always been 
loyal, whether Lincoln, McKinley, Wil- 
son, or Roosevelt was President. 

The Republicans in Congress, begin- 
ning in June 1940, almost as a unit have 
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voted for more than $200,000,000,000 to 
help the President to prepare and carry 
on the war, and the Republicans in the 
House and Senate have been since we 
entered the war, now are, and will con- 
tinue to give to the President and our 
country 100 percent support. I think it 
would weaken this Nation in the eyes of 
the Axis Powers if they should believe 
Mr, Flynn and others that we have about 
200 Republicans and Jeffersonian Demo- 
crats in the House and Senate and about 
80 percent of our population who are not 
wholeheartedly supporting our Govern- 
ment in its great war effort. The Repub- 
licans may be discriminated against in 
holding offices, but that will not lessen 
their loyalty to our country or their zeal 
or determination to help our Nation every 
way within their power to win the war, 
and I might say in passing that the Re- 
publicans have been less critical of the 
administration since we got into this war 
than the Democrats. We have been de- 
termined not to place a single obstacle in 
the way of the administration. 
THE TRUTH ABOUT GUAM 


It is urged that many Republicans and 
Democrats voted against fortifying 
Guam on February 23, 1939. In the 
first place there was no proposal to 
fortify Guam. The President and his 
Director of the Budget sent to the House 
requests for congressional action on a 
number of projects, Guam was not in- 
cluded. The Naval Affairs Committee 
by divided vote tacked on an item of 
$5,000,000 for Guam. It was not to be 
used to fortify Guam or start fortifica- 
tions at Guam. One of its main pur- 
poses was to dredge the waters in and 
about Guam to facilitate the landing 
and taking off of commercial and other 
planes, Secretary of the Navy Swanson 
was ill at the time. Assistant Secretary 
Edison appeared before the Naval Affairs 
Committee and stated most positively 
that this money was not to be used to 
fortify Guam. Mr. Vinson of Georgia, 
chairman of the Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee, in debate on this bill in the 
House stated that this $5,000,000 item 
was not to be used to fortify Guam. 
Mr. Drewry, of Virginia, stated in 
his speech on the floor of the House 
that the President was opposed to this 
$5,000,000 item, and it was made 
known that the Secretary of State was 
opposed to this $5,000,000 item. Mr. 
SuTPHIN, an overseas World War Demo- 
crat of the Naval Affairs Committee, of- 
fered an amendment to strike this $5,- 
000,000 item about Guam from the bill. 
One of the ablest speeches to strike this 
$5,000,000 item was made by Mr. RICH- 
ARDS, another overseas World War Demo- 
crat, of South Carolina. Hon. EMMET 
O’Ngeat, Democrat of Louisville, another 
overseas World War Democrat, with 
about 60 other Democrats, voted to strike 
this item from the bill. Hon. Jog 
Martin, Republican leader, and about 90 
percent of the other Republicans, includ- 
ing myself, voted to strike it, and it was 
stricken from the bill. 

Why do not Mr. Michelson and others 
jump on the President, his Director of 
the Budget, Secretary of State Hull, and 
60 other Democrats who voted, as nearly 
all of the Republicans voted. Naval and 
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military men agree that Guam could not 
be fortified and held in a war with Japan 
unless we maintained sea and air su- 
periority at Guam, which is about 7,000 
miles from San Francisco. It is a little, 
flat island we secured from Spain in the 
Spanish-American War. It is sur- 
rounded by many islands. These islands 
belonged to Germany. President Wilson 
representing our country helped to write 
the Treaty of Versailles. This treaty 
took these islands away from Germany 
and placed them in possession of Japan 
and she has had them ever since. If 
there is any blame to attach to anyone 
it is to President Wilson in placing all 
these islands around Guam into the 
hands of Japan. No effort was made by 
this administration to fortify Guam, 
Midway, or Wake Islands or even the 
Philippine Islands. Nearly all of the for- 
tifications in the Philippine Islands were 
placed there before the present adminis- 
tration came into power. 

We had a handful of men on Guam. 
The administration took our marines out 
of China. They knew that Guam was 
unfortified. Why did not they take our 
marines off of Guam? This same bill 
went to the Senate. The administration 
had a 3 or 4 to 1 majority there. No ef- 
fort was made in the Senate to place the 
Guam item in the bill. 

THE LEND~-LEASE 

Republicans and many’ Democrats are 
criticized because they voted against the 
so-called lend-lease bill before we entered 
the war. Practically every Member of 
the House was in favor of helping Great 
Britain and her Allies in a substantial 
way. Irepresent a district where 99 per- 
cent of the white people are of Anglo- 
Saxon descent. In six counties of my 
district there is not a person living in 
them who was born in a foreign land. 
We have a few persons who were born in 
England, Scotland, Ireland, Switzerland, 
Greece, and Poland. They are all natu- 
ralized American citizens. I doubt if 
there are as many as a half dozen Ger- 
mans and a mere handful of Italians liy- 
ing in my district. Practically all, if not 
all, of them are naturalized American 
citizens. 

There are no fifth columnists or other 
subversive groups living in my district. 
No one has been arrested or detained 
for disloyalty to our country. Our col- 
ored people are as fine and loyal as any 
colored people in the whole Nation. 

The people of my district have always 
despised dictators and oppressors. They 
have been loyal to the Government in all 
it wars from the Revolution down to 
now. Iam sure as many young men have 
volunteered from my district as from any 
congressional district of equal population 
in the United States for the present war. 

The people of my district strongly 
favored the Union and opposed slavery. 
There were more men and boys from 
many of the counties enlisted in the 
Union Army than there were legal voters. 

It can be seen at once that the people 
of my district and I have every reason to 
despise Hitler and his whole crowd of 
dictators and oppressors. We desire to 
see the Axis Powers utterly wiped out 
and the leaders of Germany, Italy, and 
Japan made to pay the penalty they have 
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inflicted upon millions of innocent men, 
` women, and children. 

Many persons have not yet understood 
the full implications of the so-called 
lend-lease bill. It did not propose to 
give money or credits to Great Britain. 
We objected to it because it gave to the 
President almost unlimited power to give 
away to any nation he might desire our 
ships (merchant and naval), planes, 
bombers, tanks, guns, shells, and all other 
kinds of war supplies. We believed this 
was a long step toward involving us in 
the costly, bloody European-African-Asi- 
atic war, and our country was not pre- 
pared for war. 

Many amendments were offered to 
limit the power of the President and the 
amount he could give away. These 
amendments were defeated. 

The Republicans favored our country 
building up the greatest air force, the 
best two-oceah navy, and the best mech- 
anized army equipment of any country in 
the world. We believed it was our first 
duty to defend and protect our own 
possessions and our own people. 

HON. A. T. SILER, WILLIAMSBURG, OPPOSED 

LEND-LEASE BILL 

I received more than 3,000 letters and 
telegrams from the people of my district 
urging me to oppose the lend-lease, the 
repeal of the Neutrality Act, and other 
pre-war measures of the President as 
they believed, and I believed, might lead 
us into war. 

Among these letters was one from the 
Honorable A. T. Siler, of Williamsburg, 
Ky., dated January 27, 1941, in which he 
stated: 

I am against the lend-lease bill and I 
think the people generally are against the 
bill, because they feel that it will lead us 
into war, and feel like it is another step 
toward war. I urge you to work and vote 
against it. 


This was the tenor of the letters and 
the telegrams I received from the people 
of our district. I think he was exactly 
right. 

We were told, however, to do this, as 
we could depend upon the British Navy 
and Empire to defend our country and 
our possessions. Republicans offered an 
amendment to give to Great Britain 
$7,000,000,000. This amendment was de- 
feated. Another amendment was offered 
by Republicans to pay Great Britain 
$16,000,000,000 for the islands she owns 
along the Atlantic coast that are im- 
portant for our defense. We were to 
have credit for six billion that Great 
Britain owed us from the other war and 
we would turn over to her ten billions to 
spend for war supplies, but this amend- 
ment was defeated. About 90 percent of 
the Republicans, including their leader, 
were unwilling to embark upon this pol- 
icy of giving to the President these great 
powers to dispose of our war and Navy 
equipment as he pleased. 

The predictions of the administration 
leaders did not materialize. Great Brit- 
ain has not been able to defend our coun- 
try or our possessions, and we have been 
unable to defend them ourselves. Our 
shores are practically unprotected. We 
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had no planes or bombers for General 
MacArthur and his heroic men in the 
Philippines. While the Republicans gen- 
erally opposed the lend-lease before we 
entered the war, since we entered the war 
lend-lease and other appropriations have 
been mixed together and we are helping 
in a big way all the Allied Nations. In 
fact, the President has the power to give 
away sixty-three billion to any country 
or countries. This is two and a half 
times the cost of the first World War. 

The Courier-Journal, of Louisville, 
that has been fighting me and criticized 
me because on January 27, 1942, I made a 
speech on the floor of the House on the 
very day another American Army with 
equipment landed in Northern Ireland, 
and on the very day Mr. Churchill, in the 
British Parliament said the American 
boys were there to defend the British 
Isles. We had a great many boys from 
our district in the Philippines with Gen- 
eral MacArthur. We had letters and 
telegrams from their fathers and mothers 
urging that reinforcements of men and 
equipment be sent to them. In my 
speech I pointed out there were three 
and a half million men in the British 
Isles well trained and well equipped, and 
it seemed to me we ought to be sending 
aid to General MacArthur and our own 
flesh and blood to protect them and our 
own possessions. 

I made this speech not because of 
my lack of interest in Great Britain 
and her allies but because of my first 
great love for our own country and our 
own boys. I have always conceived it 
my sworn duty to first protect our own 
country and place the welfare of our own 
country and our own people ahead of any 
other country and its people. Has not 
Great Britain, Russia, and China fol- 
lowed that same policy? 

We are needing ships and more ships 
to get supplies and equipment to our 
boys. Our ships are being sunk as fast 
as we build them. We must prevent the 
sinking of our ships. If we do not, how 
can these supplies reach our boys, and 
how can they be provided with munitions 
of war, supplies and other materials with 
which to defend themselves and win 
battles? 

Anyhow, the administration had the 
votes and they adopted the lend-lease 
policy and the President has adminis- 
tered that policy. In fact, the President 
has had control of all three branches of 
the Government. He has had placed at 
his disposal eight times the total actual 
cost of the first World War. He has been 
given more power than any other Presi- 
dent. He has had absolute control of 
our armed forces. If the administration 
has failed in its war efforts or in the 
defense of our country they cannot 
blame the Republican minority. 

THE NEUTRALITY ACT 


In 1935 the President had the Congress 
to pass the Neutrality Act which pro- 
vided that on the proclamation of the 
President no one could sell any munitions 
of war or extend credits to any nation 
engaged in war with another nation. He 
expressed the belief that this would keep 
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us out of foreign wars. This act was 
areri and strengthened from time to 
time. 

In 1937 Japan ruthlessly invaded 
China, and beginning with 1937 up to 
1941 the United States furnished to 
Japan more than ‘50 percent of her muni- 
tions of war. These included 10,000,000 
tons of scrap iron and steel, hundreds 
of millions of gallons of gasoline and oil, 
and other war supplies. Great Britain 
and the East Indies provided Japan with 
great quantities of oil, gas, and other 
munitions of war. In fact, the United 
States, Great Britain, and the East In- 
dies supplied Japan with about 90 per- 
cent of her munitions of war. 

It is agreed Japan could not have over- 
run and destroyed China but for these 
supplies received from us, Great Britain, 
and the East Indies, and she could 
not have built up her military and naval 
strength to be such a power against us 
now. 

The President could have, by the stroke 
of his pen, at any time under the Neu- 
trality Act, stopped all the flow of these 
munitions of war to Japan. T would not 
bring this matter up now but for the 
attacks on me and the charge the Re- 
publican Party appeased Japan. As we 
have said before, the administration had 
charge of all three branches of the Gov- 
ernment, had the votes, and the money, 
and the power, and the control of our 
foreign relations and our Military and 
Naval Establishments. The Republicans 
had nothing to do with the furnishing 
of these supplies to Japan. The Repub- 
licans, by an overwhelmingly majority, 
voted against the repeal of the neutrality 
law because we believed its repeal was 
another long step toward involving us in 
that costly war at a time when we were 
unprepared. 

It is claimed by those who are misrep- 
resenting and smearing Republican 
Members of the House and Senate that 
the cutting out of the five million item 
for Guam had something to do with the 
attack on Pearl Harbor. Pearl Harbor 
has been the pride of the American Con- 
gress for years. Republicans and Dem- 
ocrats together have voted and there had 
been expended at Pearl Harbor approxi- 
mately a billion dollars before the at- 
tack by the Japs. Secretary of the Navy 
Knox, after the attack, flew to Pearl 
Harbor and made an examination on 
the ground. He blamed the attack upon 
the negligence of the officers in charge. 
President Roosevelt appointed a commit- 
tee, headed by Justice Roberts of the Su- 
preme Court. They went to Pearl Harbor 
and made an investigation and reported 
that the disaster there was due to the neg- 
ligence of the officers in charge. These 
officers, Admiral Kimmel and General 
Short, were removed from their com- 
mands, but they were permitted to retire 
on pensions of $6,000 each. President 
Roosevelt appointed Admiral Kimmel and 
General Short and placed them in charge 
of Pearl Harbor. The Republicans had 
nothing to do with their appointment 
and nothing to do with the destruction 
there of the lives of nearly 3,000 officers 
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and men and the wounding of nearly 
1,000 others and our ships, planes, and 
bombers and it is ridiculous to charge 
the Republicans in any way with that 
disaster. 

Other Republicans and myself would 
not discuss these matters but for the at- 
tacks made on us by Mr. Flynn and 
others. The Republican Party is more 
anxious to win this war than to win the 
November election. We are willing for 
the American people to decide who was 
right and who was wrong in the policies 
that have been pursued before Pearl Har- 
bor. These attacks on the Republicans 
are inspired by purely partisan motives. 

We hear some people are trying to say 
that the Republicans are responsible for 
the sugar shortage; that American 
housewives cannot get sugar to can their 
fruits and vegetables. Mr. Roosevelt ap- 
pointed Mr. Henderson. It will soon de- 
velop that a very great mistake was made 
in the rationing of sugar. On December 
31 there will be a surplus of 3,250,000 
pounds of sugar, with a promise of a 
much greater supply of sugar next year. 
The usual carry-over on December 31 is 
2,000,000 pounds. We will have 1,500,000 
more pounds than the amount usually 
carried over at the end of the calendar 
year. While there could have been ra- 
tioned about 90 pounds per person, there 
was rationed 26 pounds, one-half pound 
a week. The result is a great many per- 
sons have been denied sugar for canning 
purposes. All of our fruits and vege- 
tables that require sugar should be 
canned and preserved. Without the 
sugar the fruits and vegetables will be 
lost. With the sugar we will have the 
vegetables, fruits, and the sugar. No 
one can be blamed for the sugar situa- 
tion except the administration and Mr. 
Henderson, 

The administration is so anxious to 
retain control they will lose no oppor- 
tunity to misrepresent and smear Re- 
publican Members of the House and 
Senate. 

Nothing could threaten the liberties of 
this country more than to have a House 
and Senate made up of one party or one 
faction of a party. A one-party gov- 
ernment means a one-man government. 
Germany finally eliminated all parties 
except the Nazi Party, with Hitler as the 
result. Italy eliminated all parties ex- 
cept the Fascist Party, with Mussolini 
at its head. This is true in other coun- 
tries and has been true through all the 
years. In order to preserve our liberties, 
this country should have a two-party 
government, with the minority party 
made up of strong, fearless men and 
women. The Republican Party has been 
almost free of criticism, although there 
have been many things about which con- 
structive criticism could have been 
lodged. In Great Britain, about every 
month, they have 2 or 3 days general de- 
bate in which the conduct of the war by 
their Prime Minister and his aides are 
freely discussed, yet if someone rises up 
here or says anything about the admin- 
istration, he is at once labeled as a fifth 
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columnist or a sympathizer with the Axis 
Powers. 

Our boys are fighting now on 5 conti- 
nents and the 7 seas of the world, as is 
claimed to free the world of one-man 
government. They ought not to come 
back here after the war and find that 
we here have a one-party and a one-man 
government in the United States. Let 
us not, as free Americans, win the war 
over yonder and lose it here at home. 
1S IT RIGHT OR WRONG TO KEEP OUR PROMISES? 


Let us not. forget the Republican plat- 
form unanimously adopted on June 24, 
1940, pledged the American people that 
our party would not lead this country 
into another foreign war. The Demo- 
cratic platform at Chicago adopted on 
or about July 15, 1940, made a similar 
pledge. All candidates for President, Vice 
President, and Members of the House 
and Senate of both parties in 1940 ac- 
cepted their respective platforms and 
made solemn promises to the American 
people to carry out those platforms. 

It was the President who said in a Na- 
tion-wide radio address on the night be- 
fore the November election in 1940 that 
he wished to say again and again and 
again to the fathers and mothers of 
America that he would not take this 
country into a foreign war. 

The overwhelming majority of the Re- 
publicans in the House and Senate, in- 
cluding myself, in voting against the re- 
peal of the Neutrality Act, the lend-lease, 
and other such measures, were carrying 
out the pledges of ourselves and our party 
to the people of our districts and to our 
Nation. We were told by the President 
and his administration that his policies 
would keep the war from coming here and 
us from going over there. Our boys are 
now on the five continents and the seven 
seas. His policies prevailed, but his pre- 
dictions did not come true. The Repub- 
licans are now being abused because they 
made honest and determined efforts to 
carry out the pledges of their party and 
their promises to the people. Many men 
have been criticized after they got into 
public office for breaking their promises. 
Other Republicans and myself and some 
Jeffersonian Democrats have been and 
are being abused because we kept our 
promises. 

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. I think 
the committee is to be congratulated for 
bringing this measure in. I am not pres- 
ently concerned with those persons in 
the bill who are in the higher brackets, 
but I do not think any man in this House 
can refuse from a humane standpoint to 
give an increase to those in the lower 
brackets. I refer to those guards who 
are working for $105 a month, guarding 
our public buildings and the lives of the 
persons who are employed therein— 
guards who have to exercise efficiency, as 
we all know, and who must pay out of 
their small salary money for War bonds 
and stamps because they are patriotic 
and, in addition, support their families. 
They are fathers, and in many cases the 
charwomen whom we are asked to assist 
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are the mothers of boys in war service— 
the boys that you gave a raise to a few 
weeks ago when we raised the soldiers’ 
base pay 100 percent. You and I boasted 
about it and went back and told our peo- 
ple that we were proud to have the best- 
paid army in the world. Are you going to 
deny a small pittance—in many cases $60 
a year—to the mothers, the charwomen, 
who are sending their boys away, and the 
guards, who are getting $105 a month, 
who are sending their boys away to die 
for this country? I do not think so. I 
think this Congress is sympathetic to 
those whose salaries are in the lower 
brackets. This is the first step toward 
taking care of those in the lower brackets 
and a long-delayed step. 

As to the second step, I hope the com- 
mittee” headed by- the distinguished 
chairman, the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. RamsPeck], will bring forth the bill 
giving to the postal workers of this coun- 
try the due consideration that they de- 
serve—a bonus of $300 per year for the 
duration of the war and 6 months there- 
after. For 17 long years there has been 
no consideration given to fhis group. 

In 1907 we first started to adjust wages 
for postal employees. Then we waited 18 
long years before the Reclassification Act 
of 1925 was put into effect, Now 17 
years have passed again before they 
knock at the doors of Congress asking 
for relief. They have a right to say to 
Uncle Sam, “Long time no see.” The 
postal employees have made their case 
throughout the Nation. They have gone 
to every nook and corner of this country 
taking polls and surveys, The news- 
papers have thrown open their papers 
to them for letters and comments about 
their effort to get an increase in wages. 
In every instance they are backed by 
public sentiment throughout the coun- 
try, because they are the most efficient 
and loyal group in the Government sery- 
ice. The pity of it is that there is no 
relief coming forth today. I do not think 
this Congress should adjourn until it 
takes into consideration the plight of 
the postal workers of this country. 
There has been too much delay in the 
consideration of their legitimate request 
for a wage increase. 

One hundred and sixty Members of 
this House appeared before the Post 
Office and Post Roads Committee of the 
House on behalf of the longevity bill, or 
presented statements in favor of it. 
That bill was passed unanimously in this 
House. Then it went to the other body. 
There it was stymied for a time and 
finally it was passed with a compromise, 
a compromise which later in conference 
was agreed to override the objection of 
a possible administration veto, but it did 
not, and the bill came back to this House 
with the veto of the President. It is 
stopped now for the time being. It is 
a shame to think that this longevity 
measure fostered for the past 14 years 
should deserve such a fate. 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SWEENEY. I yield. 
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Mr. MASON. It was vetoed on the 
basis that it was permanent legislation, 
and this bill is permanent legislation 
and it has the “go” sign, we are told. 

Mr. SWEENEY. The gentleman states 
afact. That is the reason it was vetoed. 
But I think this bill and the other bill 
before the Committee on Civil Service 
must be given consideration by this 
Congress. That is a bill to pay time 
and a half for overtime for Federal em- 
ployees. 

I made this observation before the 
Civil Service Committee of the House. I 
said: 

I cannot see why this administration that 
gives to industry its benediction and en- 
courages the operation of the 40-hour week 
with time and a half for overtime, a phi- 
losophy to which I subscribe, can deny that 
same right to its Federal employees. 


A denial of that right is not consistent 
in view of the record of social legislation 
sponsored by the Roosevelt administra- 
tion, 

We have thousands and thousands of 
Government employees working over- 
time every night, Sundays, and holidays, 
for which they receive no compensation 
whatsoever. I submit it is unfair in this 
day and generation for men to work 15 
hours a day in some cases, 10 hours in 
some others, in the Federal service with- 
out overtime pay. Many of them who 
work over the 8-hour period, receive no 
compensation whatsoever, and in many 
cases not even compensatory time. It is 
manifestly unfair. The overtime pay 
bill will not help the postal employees, 
because many of them do not work over- 
time, what they need is a wage increase. 

This bill today is a step in the right 
direction. I am sincerely supporting the 
amendment offered by the distinguished 
chairman to put a limitation on those in 
the higher brackets, but for God’s sake 
do not ignore the poor people who are 
now knocking at the doors of this Con- 
gress, those underpaid loyal employees 
who earn less than twelve hundred dol- 
lars a year and barely exist on such 
disgraceful wages. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment do now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Reserving the 
right to object, Mr. Chairman, if we are 
to eliminate the grade, $9,000 to $10,000, 
would it not be in order to eliminate the 
new grade 10, which provides for that 
grade, inasmuch as the $9,000 figure ap- 
pears on page 7in line 5? In other words, 
merely striking out $9,250, $9,750, and 
$10,000 would not accomplish what the 
gentleman said it would accomplish. 
Would it not be in order to strike out the 
entire grade 10 that provides for that new 
grade? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. The gentleman will 
have an opportunity to vote on that ques- 
tion because I understand the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Rees] will offer an 
amendment to strike that entire part of 
the bill dealing with those upper grades. 
I think the gentleman’s question goes to 
the question, it would be possible under 
my amendment for them to start an em- 
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ployee at $9,000 a year, but he could not 
go any further unless the Congress in- 
creased his salary. I think the gentle- 
man is right about that. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. If you leave 
that $9,000, it is possible to employ an 
official at $9,000 who cannot now be em- 
ployed. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Yes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. That was the 
purpose of my question. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is correct. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate on this amendment 
do now close. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
move it. We have had 30 minutes’ de- 
bate on an amendment that is not of any 
great moment. I move that all debate 
on this amendment do now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
count. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I with- 
draw the point of order. 

The . The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. RAMSPECK]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment, which is at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Ramspeck: On 
page 13, line 24, strike out the word “rates” 
and insert the word “rate.” 

Page 14, line 1, strike out “$9,250, $9,500, 
$9,750 and $10,000.” 


The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, 
the amendment is agreed to. 

There was no objection, 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment, which is at the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Rees of Kansas: 
On page 1, after line 6, strike out all the 
remainder of the page and down through and 
including all of pages 2 to 7, inclusive. Also, 
on page 8, after line 7, strike out all the re- 
mainder of page 8 and all of pages 9 to 13, 
inclusive; also lines 1 and 2 on page 14. 
Also, on page 18, beginning in line 13, strike 
out all the remainder of page 18, and lines 1 
to 11 on page 19. 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Is it in order to ask 
for a division of the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
may ask for a division if he wishes to. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr, Chairman, I 
ask for a division of the amendment so 
that a separate vote may be had on that 
part that undertakes to strike out lines 
13 to 25, inclusive, on page 18, and lines 
1 to 11, inclusive, on page 19. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels 
that the gentleman is entitled to the sep- 
aration he has requested. 


and the 
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The gentleman from Kansas is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
the purpose of tis amendment is that it 
takes care of the group we have discussed 
so much this afternoon, classes one and 
two known as the crafts, protective and 
custodial services, and it limits the op- 
eration of the bill to those receiving 
under $2,800. I am not here to ask the 
committee to go along on this proposal 
for any particular group. I believe the 
amendment is fair. 

I may say to the House in this brief 
moment that this amendment was sub- 
mitted to the committee in two parts, 
Both amendments were turned down by 
a very close vote, a majority of one or 
two. This amendment gives to you who 
have spoken so eloquently a desire to 
take care of this lower-paid group. It 
is your opportunity to put your words 
into action and take care of them fairly 
and liberally. The amendment speaks 
for itself. If you want to cut several 
million dollars off the cost of govern- 
ment without injury to anybody you cer- 
tainly have a chance to doit here. The 
question of the readjustment of salaries, 
reclassification, and things of that kind 
I feel can better be taken care of later 
on. As I said a few moments ago, we 
are taking on new employees by the 
thousands and tens of thousands right 
along and we do not know how many 
more we are going to have. We are 
spending now a billion and a half dol- 
lars for Federal employees and that is 
increasing right along. As I told you 
awhile ago we have twice as many now 
on the Federal pay roll as we had at 
the peak of the first World War. We 
have over 2,000,000 people now on the 
Federal pay roll, and we are not, as I 
said a moment ago, doing very much 
about cutting out a great deal of the 
work or any number of employes who 
are doing work that is certainly unneces- 
sary at this most critical time. This is 
a time when we ought to streamline these 
bureaus just as much as we possibly can; 
we ought to be cutting the thing to the 
bone except where we absolutely need 
this help, and we have not been doing 
that up to this time. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr, 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I am glad to 
yield for a question. : 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Can 
the gentleman tell the committee what 
the saving will be through his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. It would be 
most difficult now to figure that out. It 
should cut the expense by a substantial 
amount. It has been stated that the 
additional cost of this bill will be $15,- 
000,000 or more. I think my amendment 
would reduce that amount substantially. 
It will not injure the low-paid custodial 
employees or other lower-paid groups. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. It was a 
little difficult to follow the reading of 
the gentleman’s amendment by the 
Clerk and understand just how it ap- 
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plied to the bill. As I understand the 
gentleman’s amendment, it strikes out 
all of the bill after the enacting para- 
graph to the top of page 14. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. To the top of 
page 8, subprofessional service; that is 
grades 1 and 2 we have discussed so 
much this afternoon. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Then, in 
subprofessional the gentleman saves the 
first two paragraphs on the top of 
page 8. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. And 
again cuts out after that to page 14, line 
3, where he leaves crafts, protective, and 
custodial service, and so on, until you 
get over to page 18, and that is the por- 
tion of the amendment the gentleman 
from Georgia wished to separate. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. The gentleman 
is correct. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. RAMSPECK] has asked for a sep- 
arate vote on the part struck out, begin- 
ning in line 13, page 18, down to and in-* 
cluding line 11 on page 19. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. If we vote on 
the gentleman’s motion, there will be a 
separate vote as requested by the gentle- 
man from Georgia on the lower group, 
including nine. Your main motion is to 
strike out those in the higher brackets up 
to $9,000? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr- 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may proceed for 1 addi- 
tional minute to clear up this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. Case]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Grades 
9 and 10 for which the gentleman from 
Georgia asked for a separate vote, as I 
understand it, deal with salaries over 
$2,500? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Yes; the gen- 
tleman’s statement is correct. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. Chairman, on the point that the 
gentleman from South Dakota has just 
been discussing, may I say that the rea- 
son I asked for a separate vote is this: 
Those two sections of the bill, the lan- 
guage beginning on line 13, page 18, and 
the first 11 lines on page 19 deal with 
the custodial service. The other part of 
the gentleman’s amendment deals only 
with the clerical and fiscal services, which 
is the executive type of position. If the 
members of the committee want to strike 
out that part of the bill which deals with 
these higher paid positions in the cleri- 
cal, fiscal, and administrative branches 
of the Government, I have no objection at 
all, but it does not make good sense, in 
my judgment, to strike out the increases 
in two grades of the custodial service and 
leave the other increases in there. It 
upsets the system, because you have the 
situation where you are increasing the 
pay of grade 8 up to $2,200 and you leave 
grade 9 at $2,300. In other words, the 
pay scale in these services is set up on a 
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scientific basis. I hope the gentleman 
from Kansas will withdraw that part of 
the amendment and let us have a clean- 
cut issue on the other question, which is 
the executive branch of the Government. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Putting the 
matter another way it limits the custo- 
dial pay to $2,800? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. It does this: Grade 
8, as proposed in this, would go up to 
$2,800, that is correct. And grade 9—— 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Could not go 
over $2,800? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is true. 

k Mr. REES of Kansas. That is all there 
to it. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. You would have 
grade 8 going up to $2,800, and you 
would have grade 9, which is a super- 
visory grade, getting only $100 more than 
the people under their supervision. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Provided those 
in authority see fit to give those em- 
Ployees the limit of $2,800, which they 
do not have to do. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. It is not a question 
of discretion. These promotions are reg- 
ulated now by law which this Congress 


passed. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. How does the chair- 
man feel with regard to the amount that 
might be saved in case the two pending 
amendments should carry? Would it 
be approximately half of the total cost 
of the bill? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Not at all. The 
first part of the amendment, the part 
which we vote on first, would cost not 
over $300,000; therefore, if we vote in 
favor of that amendment, we would save 
$300,000, or a little less, because we have 
already adopted an amendment elimi- 
nating grade 10. I do not know how 
much the other part of the amendment 
would cost because I have not the figures 
before me for that sort of break-down. 
The total cost of the bill is $15,000,000. 
He is undertaking to strike out only 2 
grades out of 10; therefore I would guess 
it could not save more than a million 
and a half dollars. I doubt if it would 
be that much. It certainly would not 
save half of the bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. May I ask the gen- 
tleman whether or not this bill provides 
for any increases in the salaries or wages 
of mail carriers and postal employees? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. It does not deal 
with the question of mail carriers or 
post-office clerks. It applies only to so- 
called janitors, custodial employees, and 
mechanics who maintain the electrical 
equipment and the electrical devices in 
the buildings. 

Mr. CLASON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 
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Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr, CLASON. As far as grades 9 and 
10 are concerned, the number of persons 
covered by those two grades under this 
bill would be comparatively few, would 
they not? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. They are few be- 
cause that is a supervisory grade. 

Mr. CLASON. Even in a large post 
office in a city of 150,000 there would not 
be more than two or three persons in- 
volved? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is correct and 
these people are having their trouble like 
the others and, after all, it is harder to 
get a good supervisor than it is a me- 
chanic. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe perhaps I am 
personally responsible for the inclusion 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, 
Rees] in his amendment, of grades 9 and 
10 of the custodial service. I told him 
a little while ago that in the considera- 
tion of this measure in the committee in 
executive session, I had offered an 
amendment to remove this part of the 
bill including grade 9, at line 13 on page 
18, over to and including line 11 on page 
19. Iam still of that opinion, and I be- 
lieve it was predicated largely on the fact 
that I did not have figures and it would 
be only the break in the personnel of 
the custodial service in Government- 
owned buildings as the chairman showed 
me there as it appears in the hearings. 

In addressing myself to the support 
of the amendment offered by my col- 
league of the committee, the gentleman 
from Kansas (Mr. Rees], may I say that 
for some time past when we have had 
measures that were intended and cal- 
culated to be poor man’s bills or to help 
the underdog, we have had a tendency 
on the part of different agencies of the 
Government to jump aboard and take a 
free ride for a group of bureaucrats 
through the help that they get from the 
Bureau of the Budget. I was very 
strong for striking out of this bill from 
the time of its presentation to our com- 
mittee the professional and scientific 
service, appearing on page 1. 

I do not believe that I need attempt 
to speak in satire of a bill that is in- 
tended and calculated to help the cus- 
todial employee in a post office, a char- 
woman, a guard, or some of those who 
work for substandard wages and are lim- 
ited, perhaps, to a maximum of 5 hours 
at 50 cents an hour, but in legislation 
intended and calculated to be of benefit 
to those underprivileged people who may 
have to scrub floors and dust and one 
thing or another, to have their bill loaded 
with something of this technical char- 
acter, “professional and scientific serv- 
ice.” We, certainly, in this legislative 
body, should be able to legislate in the 
interest of the poor man, and the poor 
man on the Federal pay roll, without 
being obliged to carry on a bill that 
might otherwise be popular, something 
that would inure to the benefit of the 
type of people who are receiving salaries 
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of $5,600 to $9,500 and, as proposed, up 
to. $10,000. 

I made a statement to a former Mem- 
ber of this House on my opposition to 
this feature of the bill. That former 
Member is now in the Senate and is con- 
sidering this same measure over there in 
the other body. He agreed with me that 
every time you consider a poor man’s 
bill some bureaucrats get the idea they 
ought to have a free ride at the expense 
of the fellow that is getting the low 
wage, when their own proposal separately 
considered would not have a chance of 
enactment. I believe it would be proper 
to remove that part of the bill. In the 
committee I was among those defeated, 
and the vote, as the gentleman from 
Kansas stated, was very close. As amat- 
ter of fact, it was only by one vote that 
the bill was brought out in its present 
form. 

I support the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas. It will be 
quite agreeable, therefore, for the gen- 
tleman, only, to take cut grades 9 and 
10, because it does protect the cus- 
todial service. I may have informed the 
gentleman in error when I told him I 
attempted that, but I still think that is 
the way I made my motion in the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOSER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Isnot that very 
thing made possible, however, by a divi- 
sion of the question? A vote in favor 
of the original motion will still give an 
opportunity to vote for the very thing 
the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. MOSER. Yes; it will give us an 
opportunity to vote on it again. 

For the benefit of the Committee I can 
say this. Nobody has said it before, but I 
do not hesitate to say it. We have here 
the statement from the Bureau of the 
Budget that there are 163 persons who 
may be appointed with an entrance sal- 
ary in the $9,000 grade or better. There 
are 325 in grades with entrance salaries 
at $8,000, 1,286 in grades with entrance 
salaries of $6,500, and 3,709 in grades 
with entrance salaries of $5,600. 

The gentleman to whom I just alluded, 
whose name I do not care to mention, a 
former Member of this body, is in agree- 
ment with me that a man who gets $5,600 
to $10,000 a year and comes in here and 
wants to get a little bit of help when we 
are considering something for the char- 
women, janitors, guards, and others of 
that class, ought not to have a Federal 
job if he cannot get along on those top 
salaries and grades, because it does not 
cost him anything to get it. He gets 
by a lot easier than we win our elections 
and salaries. We have to run every 
other year and go through the primary 
and general elections, and, as somebody 
has said here today, we are constantly 
tapped for contributions. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask for recognition on the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I have at all times 
been in favor of increasing the salaries 
of those in the custodial service, the 
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lower-paid employees, including the 
charwomen. I should like to see this 
bill passed today taking care of them, 
but I know you are jeopardizing their 
interest if you keep in this legislation the 
administrative, and the fiscal service, 
and the professional and scientific serv- 
ice. Make no mistake about that. 

You know the criticism that comes to 
Congress in reference to voting increases 
in salaries. I admit there are a lot of 
people in the higher grades who are 
making a financial sacrifice by staying 
with the Government. 

It is my honest opinion and I have 
talked to a number of Members of the 
House about it in the last hour, that you 
will get no legislation of any kind if you 
insist that the higher grades be taken 
care of in this bill Personally. I do not 
think they should have been put in the 
bill. ‘True, you have a clearance from 
the Bureau of the Budget on this bill, 
and you have a clearance from the Civil 
Service Commission. My advice is, con- 
sider those in the low brackets now, and 
then if you want to, bring in another bill 
for the others. 

Employees out in my section of the 
country, those in the custodial service 
including charwomen who live in a large 
city, are in need of help. There is little 
difference in the cost of living in the city 
of Washington and the city of St. Louis, 
where I come from, regardless of what 
some say around here. It all depends 
on how you live. You can spend plenty 
of money in St. Louis if you want to live 
that way. You pay just as much there 
for necessities of life as you pay in Wash- 
ington. The low-paid employees are 
people who have not been recognized, 
but who are entitled to recognition. 
Many get less than a thousand dollars a 
year. 

You know this bill is only a starter. 
We have some other bills coming, in- 
cluding the postal employees. Some 
postal employees have not had an in- 
crease in years. You had better be care- 
ful about how high you go at the start, 
because if you go high now you are going 
to have to go that high at the finish. 
You cannot discriminate, but must treat 
all alike. 

My prediction is, if you go into the 
high brackets, that will defeat this legis- 
lation. Do not cover in the high brack- 
ets with the low brackets. That is what 
I ask. 

We might just as well recognize the 
fact we are faced with a condition where 
criticism is leveled at Members of Con- 
gress whenever money is involved, es- 
pecially when it has to do with pay of 
individuals. 

But what I want to impress upon you 
now is the feeling of what I think is 
easily a majority of this House relative 
to employees in what is commonly called 
those in the higher brackets. It is for 
that reason that I say you are going to 
defeat the entire bill unless they are 
eliminated. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. If I understand the 
gentleman’s position, he is in favor of 
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the first part of the Rees amendment, but 
is he also in favor of the second part of 
it which deals with the supervisory posi- 
tions in the custodial service? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I am in favor of the 
subprofessional and the custodial em- 
Ployees, the ones shown in the report as 
being in the custodial service and the 
subprofessional service. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Then the gentle- 
man is opposed to the second part of the 
Rees amendment on which a separate 
vote will be had? 

Mr. COCHRAN. The amendments 
should have been offered separately 
and that was the purpose I had in mind 
in calling the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that I did not think the sub- 
stitute was germane to the Ramspeck 
amendment. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. The second part of 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Kansas deals with the cus- 
todial service and the other part of the 


‘amendment deals with the clerical, fiscal, 


and administrative. 

Mr. COCHRAN. How high is the sal- 
ary in the second part of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Grade 9 begins at 
$2,500 and goes up to $3,100, and grade 10 
begins at $2,800 and goes up to $3,400. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I am perfectly will- 
ing to vote for that part of the bill, but 
when you come to those in the $9,000, 
$8,000, $7,000, $6,000, and $5,000 brackets, 
I will not go along. 

Let me tell you something that I know 
of. This measure deals with the execu- 
tive branch of the Government. I want 
to talk to you about the legislative branch 
of the Government. You know and I 
know, in view of what has happened 
around here in the last few months, you 
are not going to do anything for the leg- 
islative branch of the Government. By 
reason of the position I hold in this. House 
as chairman of the Committee on Ac- 
counts, I can tell you that you have had 
a turn-over in your employees of the 
House of around 175 in January, about 
150 in February, about 125 in March, and 
right on down the line you are having 
100 or more changes in the employees of 
this House every month. Why? Be- 
cause you are paying them the same sal- 
ary you have for years and they are leav- 
ing you, going to the executive branch 
of the Government, where they get more 
money. You are limited in the salary you 
can pay your secretary to $3,900 a year, 
and I can tell you, and you know it, there 
are secretaries here, and I know lots of 
them, who can get more than $3,900, but 
they are too loyal to their Congressman 
to leave. You are not going to do any- 
thing for them, much as I would like to 
see you do something for them even if 
you are losing them every day. It is just 
as important that the legislative branch 
of the Government should function as 
it is that the executive branch of the 
Government should function. 

We have not raised the salary of one 
of our regular employees during this 
Congress. 

Our employees would not complain if 
you raise the salaries of those in the 
lower brackets, but if you go into the 
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higher brackets, as is proposed in part of 
this’ bill, then you are liable to have 
trouble on your hands. 

I appeal to you to save this bill, and 
the way to save it is to take care of the 
lower groups and strike the others from 
the bill. That is the reason I am going 
to vote to confine this legislation to those 
who need the increase most. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out thé last word. Mr. Chair- 
man, I shall not take much of the com- 
mittee’s time, but I am interested in a 
clarification of the paragraph on page 3 
of the report. The paragraph reads as 
follows: 

The cost of raising salary scales in the 
higher grades of the Classification Act would 
be only a fraction of 1 percent of the annual 
personnel budget. This relatively small ex- 
penditure would repay itself over and over 
again in increased effectiveness in the direc- 
tion and management of our largest activi- 
ties. 


This paragraph evidently means that 
those who are on the pay roll now in these 
higher brackets are either dragging their 
feet in our victory parade and our war 
effort, or else they are incompetent and 
are going to be removed from the pay 
roll. I would like to have that paragraph 
clarified by the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on the Civil Service. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. The gentleman, as 
I understand it, was reading from the re- 
port of the committee? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir; from page 3 
of the report. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. My answer to the 
gentleman is that the effectiveness of any 
organization of human beings depends 
upon the supervision and the brains that 
run it. If you can get good supervisory 
Officials in the Government service, just 
as in private business, you get better re- 
sults. You get more work done with the 
same force, and a better quality of work 
with such an organization, and that is 
why I have felt that we were justified in 
making the adjustments in the upper 
salary rates. I think the weakest point 
in the Government service today is in the 
supervisory force, The reason for that 
is that whenever a man has had enough 
experience and becomes a good adminis- 
trator, a great many of them are 
syphoned off by businessmen who are 
smart enough to hire good brains and 
pay for them. 

Mr. WILSON. Ithank the gentleman, 
Then I take it that what you mean is that 
those who are incompetent stay in civil 
service. Now, if this bill passes as is, 
are the inefficient ones going to be re- 
moved from the pay roll and are we go- 
ing to hire competent people at an in- 
creased salary who can get things done? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. No; the gentleman 
puts words into my mouth that I did not 
utter and never thought of. I did not 
say anybody was incompetent, but I said 
you would get better men if you paid 
them more. 

Mr. WILSON. According to the para- 
graph I quoted, these men are either 
dragging their feet or are incompetent, 

Mr. RAMSPECK. No; they are not. 
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Mr. WILSON. Then I do not see why 
you need to give them a raise in order to 
increase their efficiency. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. We are not giving 
them a raise; we are rearranging the 
Classification Act. 

Mr. WILSON. It looks to me like they 
are taking a free ride at the expense of 
the employees in the lower grades of the 
custodial service. ` 

Mr. RAMSPECK,. If the gentleman 
will read the bill he will find that we are 
actually lowering the pay in two of the 
grades instead of raising it. 

Mr. WILSON. Ihave read the bill and 
repeat that it seems to me that some of 
the already overpaid, so-called admin- 
istrators are trying to squeeze through on 
a bill designed to benefit the underpaid 
custodial and nonprofessional groups. 

Summarily speaking, I am not prone 
to be fooled by that negligible “fraction 
of 1 percent of the personnel budget.” 
Our Washington personnel budget is a 
matter of considerable moment and like 
Topsy has been allowed to “jes’ grow.” 
However, it is only by our consideration 
of the little things and the 1 percents, 
which in this case is over $15,000,000, 
that we are going to turn the tide of our 
national wealth into the channels of de- 
fense spending and away from needless 
nondefense leaks. One percent, yes; if 
it is 1 percent of a flea, it is not much; 
but 1 percent of an elephant is a sizeable 
chunk of meat. 

I hope no Member of this body will ever 
have the ill-advised courage to deny that 
our jobs are to be forever watchful of the 
people’s money, and the amount of the 
consideration does not change our 
responsibility. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Kansas. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the first part of 
the gentleman’s amendment be reported 
again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the Clerk will report the first part of the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Rees of Kansas: On 
page 1, after line 6, strike out all the re- 
mainder of the page down through and in- 
cluding ali of page 2 and to 7 inclusive; also, 
on page 8, strike out after line 7, all the 
remainder of page 8 and also all of page 9 to 
15, inclusive; also lines 1 and 2 on page 14. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
agreeing to the first part of the amend- 
ment just reported. 

The first part of the amendment was 
agreed to. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re- 
port the second part of the Rees amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 18, line 13, strike out lines 13 to 25; 
and on page 19, strike out lines 1 to 11, 
inclusive. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment just reported. 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. Ramspreck) 
there were—ayes 86, noes 30. 

So the amendment was agreed to, 


5895 


Mr. McCORMACK.. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer the following amendment, which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. McCormack: 
Page 15, line 8, after the word “of”, strike out 
the figures “55” and insert “60”; and in line 
9, after the word “of”, strike out “60” and 
insert. “70.” 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
the purpose of this amendment I think 
will receive the sympathy and support of 
my good friend the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Taser], and my good friend 
from North Carolina [Major BULWINKLE] 
as well as the other Members of the 
House. It amounts to an increase in the 
salaries of the charwomen employed in 
the Federal Government. The last time, 
so I understand, they received an in- 
crease in salary was in 1930. They work 
part time and receive an hourly wage, 
They are the ones who are away down in 
the salary groups, and this amendment 
not only appeals to our sympathy, and I 
am not offering it on that basis, but it ap- 
peals to my judgment and my reason. It 
is really the extension of equity and con- 
sideration where it rightfully belongs. 
They are all fine, God-fearing women, 
most of them widows taking care of their 
children, bringing up their little families. 
They receive now an average salary for 
a 30-hour week, of about $784 per year. I 
understand the cleaners in the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, for a 33-hour 
week, receive a base pay of $1,050 a year. 

The cleaners in the city of Boston, and 
I am sure the same is true in other large 
cities, I am informed, receive $22 a week 
base salary. These fine, deserving women 
work 30 hours a week, and the last salary 
raise they received, as I have been in- 
formed, was in July of 1930. I hope this 
amendment which I am offering in my 
personal capacity, knowing these fine 
women who clean our offices, knowing 
them to be loyal employees, will be 
adopted. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise to state that I am 
heartily in favor of this amendment. I 
remind the House also that these women 
get their work done very quickly. They 
have to work fast; also that the splendid 
way in which our offices look is due in 
large measure to these women. They are 
the good housekeepers of the Capitol. I 
Lope the amendment will be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. Until such time as the provisions 
of title II of the act of November 26, 1940 
(Public, No. 880, 76th Cong.), become ef- 
fective, the heads of the several executive de- 
partments and independent establishments 
having field positions in the grades affected 
by this act, the compensation of which is 
required to be fixed in accordance with sec- 
tion 13 of the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended, are authorized and directed to ad- 
just such compensation to conform to the 
rates established for such grades under this 
act. 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment which is at the desk. 
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Amendment offered by Mr. RAMSPECK: 
Amend section 2 of the bill, as follows: 

On page 19, line 12, before the first word, 
“Until”, insert “(a)”. 

On page 19, after line 21, insert the fol- 
lowing new subsections: 

“(b) Section 3 (d) (viii) of the act of No- 
vember 26, 1940 (Public, No. 880, 76th Cong.), 
as amended by the act of August 1, 1941 
(Public, No. 200, 77th Cong.), is hereby fur- 
ther amended by deleting therefrom the 
words ‘and laborers.’ 

“(c) Upon the passage of this act, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall allocate to 
the services and grades of the compensation 
schedules of the Classification Act of 1923, 
as amended, the positions of laborers here- 
tofore covered by the act of May 29, 1928 
(45 Stat. 955), as amended, in the same man- 
ner as other positions in the field service 
of the Treasury Department are allocated 
under section 2 of the act of July 3, 1930 
(46 Stat. 1005). 

“(d) Nothing contained in subsections 
(b) or (c) of this section shall be construed 
to decrease the existing compensation of any 
employee, but when his position shall be- 
come vacant it shall be filled in accordance 
with the regular compensation schedule ap- 
plicable to such position.” 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is not of a great deal of im- 
portance insofar as this bill is concerned. 
It does simply this: Several years ago the 
Congress passed what is known as the 
Bacharach Act, taking all of the em- 
ployees of the Customs Service out from 
under the Classification Act and giving 
them a salary increase. This amend- 
ment deals with the laborers who handle 
the packages in the offices of the customs 
Officials, open the packages and repack 
them. They are now paid $1,500 a year, 
and they are frozen there in that salary 
bracket, which.is higher than any other 
laborer gets under the Classification Act. 

They have asked us to put them back 
under the Classification Act, take them 
out from under the Bacharach Act. That 
is the purpose of this amendment. The 
employees want to do it. The officials 
want it done. I have consulted with my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
this morning, and I do not think they 
have any objection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia. 
` The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. In adjusting initially the rates of 
pay of employees affected by the provisions 
of this act, the rules prescribed by section 6 
of the Classification Act of 1923, as amended, 
shall govern: Provided, That existing alloca- 
tions of positions previously made by the 
Civil Service Commission in the custodial 
service shall be used for initial pay-adjust- 
ment purposes under this act and shall re- 
main in effect until changed by the Civil 
Service Commission under provisions of this 
act: Provided further, That in the case of 
positions subject to the allocation jurisdic- 
tion of the Civil Service Commission, and 
allocable to new grades 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 of 
the professional and scientific service or new 
grades 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17 of the clerical, 
administrative, and fiscal service, no such 
position shall be allocated to any of such 
mew grades nor any incumbent paid any in- 
creased rate under this act, unless and until 
the position concerned has been finally allo- 
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cated to such grade by the Civil Service Com- 
mission in accordance with the provisions of 
this act: And provided further, That noth- 
ing contained in this act shall operate to 
decrease the pay of any present employee. 
Sec. 4. There are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated such sums as may be necessary 
to carry the provisions of this act into effect. 
Sec. 6. This act shall take effect—— 


Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the last word. I 
would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee two questions. I would like 
to ask the estimated cost of the sub- 
professional service group covered on 
page 8, lines 1 to 7, inclusive. That 
covers the proposition of those in the 
groups receiving $1,200 to $1.680. What 
is the total estimated cost of that group 
of employees? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I think those figures 
are in the hearings. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. At the same 
time I would like to ask the gentleman 
the estimated cost of the second group, 
beginning on page 14, “crafts, protec- 
tive, and custodial service,” with grades 
9 and 10 as eliminated. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. On page 19 of the 
hearings the gentleman will find Mr. 
Young, of the Budget, testified as fol- 
lows: 

Changes in the custodial service amount 
to $15,138,733. In the subprofessional serv- 
ice, $1,714,746. In the part-time custodial 
service, $345,051. 


Does that answer the gentleman’s 
question? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes. The big 
money, then, is in the second provision 
beginning on page 14 covering crafts, 
protection, and custodial service, and if 
we would limit it to the $1,200 to $1,680 
subprofessional services it would be a 
little over a million dollars, buf beginning 
on page 14 is the big money, and that is 
about $15,000,000? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Yes; the gentleman 
is correct. Most of the cost of the bill 
is in the custodial service, because that 
is where most of the people are. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. You mean the 
service described as “crafts, protective, 
and custodial service’? ‘That is the big 
money? 

Mr.RAMSPECK. Yes. 
most of the people are. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there are no fur- 
ther amendments, under the rule, the 
Committee will rise. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Rogertson of Virginia, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee had had under consideration 
the bill H. R. 6217, to amend section 13 
of the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended, and pursuant to House Resolu- 
tion 510, he reported the same back to 
the House with sundry amendments 
adopted in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put 
them en grosse. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


That is where 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 


-third time. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Pace) there were 
ayes 109 and noes 7. 

So the bill was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 323 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of House Joint Resolution 
323 to create a commission for the 
emergency safeguarding of the Capitol 
and other buildings in the legislative 
group, and other buildings under = 
Architect of the Capitol. 

The Clerk read the title of the rešo- 
lution. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, will the gen- 
tleman explain the bill? 

Mr. LANHAM. I shall be pleased to. 

Under the Sixth Supplemental Na- 
tional Defense Appropriation Act, 1942, 
Public Law 528, Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, approved April 28, 1942, the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol is charged with the 
duty of providing for the emergency safe- 
guarding of the Capitol, Senate, and 
House Office Buildings, Capitol power 
plant, and other buildings and property 
under his office. 

Under the Second Deficiency Appro- 
priation Act, 1940, Public Law 668, Sev- 
enty-sixth Congress, approved June 27, 
1940, the Architect is charged with the 
duty of reconstructing the roofs and sky- 
lights over the Senate and House wings 
of the Capitol. 

In the past it has been customary, when 
building or other special programs have 
been placed by Congress under the 
Architect of the Capitol, to have the 
Architect perform his duties under the 
general direction of committees or com- 
missions of Congress. The committees 
and commissions exercising control over 
matters of policy and expenditure. In the 
case of projects affecting the interests of 
both the Senate and the House, joint 
commissions or committees of Congress 
have usually been created for such pur- 


pose. 

The commission will be composed of 
the Chairmen and ranking Minority 
Members of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of the House and 
the Senate, respectively. In other words, 
there is no provision for any additional 
funds; it is simply that the Architect of 
the Capitol, acting as the executive of- 
ficer, may have protection and control 
in the expenditure of funds which have 
already been authorized for the purposes 
specified. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the legislation, 
if enacted, be followed by a request for an 
appropriation? 

Mr. LANHAM. I assume that nothing 
of the sort will be done. I cannot tell 
about that. The appropriations have al- 
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ready been made for these specific pur- 
poses. The Architect of the Capitol is 
to carry out the directions of those ap- 
propriations. He desires simply to act 
not upon his own responsibility but to 
have the council of a commission just as 
he had when he acted, for instance, as 
the executive agent of the Supreme Court 
Building Commission and other commis- 
sions. 

Mr. MICHENER. My reference to an 
appropriation was whether the new com- 
mission would require additional funds 
to function as a commission to advise 
the Architect? 

Mr. LANHAM. Nothing of the sort is 
contemplated. The purpose is simply 
that in the expenditure of the funds 
which may. be appropriated, the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol may not act simply 
on his own responsibility, but have the 
advice and counsel of a commission. 

Mr. MICHENER. And the bill has the 
unanimous approval of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

gh LANHAM. The gentleman is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, etc., That there is hereby cre- 
ated a commission to be known as the 
Capitol Buildings War Protection Commis- 
ston and to be composed of the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the Senate 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and the chairman and ranking minority 
member of the House Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and the Architect of 
the Capitol, who shall also act as executive 
Officer. 

Sec. 2. It shall be the duty of the Com- 
mission to exercise general direction of the 
expenditure by the Architect of the Capitol 
of the following appropriations (subject to 
the authority, terms, and conditions specified 
ther2in, but without reference to any limita- 
tion on administrative expenses) : 

(a) Funds made available to such Archi- 
tect for any of the purposes authorized under 
the appropriation “Emergency safeguarding 
of public buildings and property”, contained 
in title III, Sixth Supplemental National De- 
fense Appropriation Act, 1942, approved April 
28, 1942, and under any appropriation amend- 
atory thereof or supplementary thereto; and 

(b) The appropriation for the reconstruc- 
tion of the roofs and skylights over the Sen- 
ate and House wings of the Capitol and other 
improvements authorized in connection with 
such project, contained in the Second De- 
ficiency Appropriation Act, 1940, approved 
June 27, 1940, and any appropr. tion amenda- 
tory thereof or supplementary thereto. 


The resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
vise and extend the remarks I made today 
and to include some brief excerpts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
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FACILITATING DISPOSITION OF PRIZES 
CAPTURED BY THE UNITED STATES 
DURING THE PRESENT WAR 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7211) to 
facilitate the disposition of prizes cap- 
tured by the United States during the 
present war, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, and I shall not 
because the bill was reported unani- 
mously by the Judiciary Committee, will 
the gentleman from Alabama make a 
brief explanation of the bill? 

Mr. HOBRS. Mr. Speaker, the pur- 
pose of the bill is simply to change the 
admiralty law to avoid the necessity of 
bringing a captured vessel under a prize 
crew from Australia or wherever it might 
be captured back to a port of the United 
States in order to get jurisdiction and 
condemnation to pass title to the vessel 
to the United States. It permits us to 
do it, in other words, in absentia. We do 
not run the risk of bringing the vessel all 
the way back to continental United 
States; we simply confer jurisd‘ction 
upon any district court of the United 
States exercising admiralty jurisdiction 
to try and dispose of the case. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. Gladly. 

Mr. MICHENER. I think the bill ex- 
presses a hopeful sign. May the time 
soon come when our Government may 
have occasion to use this law in taking 
care of prize vessels captured. 

Mr. HOBBS. We all hope that every 
one of our courts will be overwhelmed 
with such cases. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw my reservation of objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, putting it in lan- 
guage the layman can understand what 
it means is that if our forces capture a 
vessel in Australia or any other part of 
the world they can proceed to use it, ac- 
quiring title through the courts of the 
United States. 

Mr. HOBBS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. I yield. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I understand the 
explanation offered by my able and dis- 
tinguished colleague on the Judiciary 
Committee, this bill merely simplifies the 
procedure and makes it possible to handle 
it in a very simple way. 

Mr. HOBBS. It does not simplify the 
procedure, I am sure the gentleman real- 
izes, but it brings it up to date. It 
changes the old admiralty law so that we 
can dispose of it in that way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hosss]? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the District Court 
of the United States for the Southern District 
of New York shall have original jurisdiction 


of all prizes captured during the present war 
on the Atlantic or Arctic Oceans or the con- 
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necting waters of either, if said capture was 
made by authority of the United States or 
was adopted and ratified by the President of 
the United States and the prize was brought 
into the territorial waters of a cobelligerent 
or was taken or appropriated for the use of 
the United States on such oceans or the con- 
necting waters of either or in such territorial 
waters, including jurisdiction of all proceed- 
ings for the condemnation of such property 
taken as prize. 

Sec. 2. The District Court of the United 

States for the Northern District of California 
shall have original jurisdiction of all prizes 
captured during the present war on the Pa- 
cific or Indian Oceans or the connecting 
waters of either, if such capture was made by 
authority of the United States or was adopted 
and ratified by the President of the United 
States and the prize was brought into the ter- 
ritorial waters of a cobelligerent or was taken 
or appropriated for the use of the United 
States on such oceans or the connecting 
waters of either or in such territorial waters, 
including jurisdiction of all proceedings for 
the condemnation of such property taken as 
prize. 
Sec. 3. The jurisdiction of prizes brought 
into the territorial waters of a cobelligerent 
shall not be exercised under authority of this 
act, nor shall prizes be taken or appropriated 
within suc}: territorial waters for the use of 
the United States, unless the government hav- 
ing jurisdiction over such territorial waters 
consents to the exercise of such jurisdiction 
or to such taking or appropriation. 

Sec, 4. In any case, whether or not brought 
under the jurisdiction conferred by this act, 
the power to take or appropriate property for 
the use of the United States as provided by 
sections 4624 and 4625 of the Revised Statutes 
(title 34, U. S. C., secs. 1140, 1141) may be 
exercised by the War Shipping Administration 
with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Navy or his designee, or by such other officers 
or agencies as the President may designate. 

Sec. 5. The courts designated in section 1 
and section 2 of this act are authorized to 
appoint special prize commissioners to exer- 
cise abroad in cases arising under this act 
the duties prescribed for such commissioners. 
Said courts may appoint such number of such 
special commissioners, and having such quali- 
fications, as said courts may deem proper, 
without regard for the requirements of sec- 
tion 4621 of the Revised Statutes, as amended 
(U. S. C., title 34, sec. 1137), except that for 
each case ari tng under the jurisdiction con- 
ferred by this act there shall be at least one 
special commissioner who shall be a naval 
Officer, active or retired, approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, who shall receive no other 
compensation than his pay in the Navy, and 
who shall protect the interests of the De- 
partment of the Navy in the prize y -operty. 
Said courts may confer on such special com- 
missioners such additional powers and duties, 
to be performed abroad or in the United 
States, as they may deem necessary or proper 
for carrying out the purposes of this act. 

Sec. 6. The courts designated in section 1 
and section 2 of this act may adopt such rules 
to govern the exercise of the jurisdiction con- 
ferred by this act as they may deem necessary 
or proper for carrying out the purposes 
thereof. All provisions of law relating to cap- 
ture as prize or to the taking or appropriation 
of captures for the use of the United States, 
to the extent that such provisions are con- 
sistent with the provisions of this act, shall 
be applicable in the exercise of the jurisdic- 
tion herein conferred. 

Src. 7. A cobelligerent of the United States 
which consents to the exercise of the juris- 
diction herein conferred with respect to prizes 
of the United States brought into its terri- 
torial waters and to the taking or appropri- 
ation of such prizes within its territorial 
waters for the use of the United States shall 
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be accorded, upon proclamation by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, like privileges with 
Tespect to prizes captured under authority of 
such cobelligerent and brought into the terri- 
torial waters of the United States or taken 
or appropriated in the territorial waters of 
the United States for the use of such cobel- 
ligerent. Reciprocal recognition and full 
faith and credit shall be given to the juris- 
diction acquired by courts of a cobelligerent 
hereunder and to all proceedings had or judg- 
ments rendered in exercise of such jurisdic- 
tion. 

Sec. 8. Nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to impair or diminish the jurisdiction 
of any court of the United States under any 
other provisions of law, but the provisions 
of this act shall be in addition thereto. 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 

Page 1, line 3, strike out “District Court of 
the United States for the Southern District of 
New York” and insert “district courts.” 

Page 1, line 6, strike out “Atlantic or Arc- 
tic Oceans or the connecting waters of either” 
and insert “high seas.” 

Page 2, line 5, strike out section 2 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 2. The venue of any proceeding 
brought under the jurisdiction conferred by 
this act shall be in the judicial district se- 
lected by the Attorney General, or his de- 
signee, for the convenience of the United 
States.” 

Page 8, line 11, after the word “The”, insert 
the word “district” and strike out the words 
“designated in section 1 and section 2 of this 
act.” 


Page 4, line 4, after the word “The”, insert 
“district” and strike out the words “desig- 
nated in section 1 and section 2 of this act.” 


The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


COMPENSATION FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE 
UNITED STATES SUFFERING INJURIES 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent for the immediate consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 5839) to amend 
the act entitled “An act to provide com- 
pensation for employees of the United 
States suffering injuries while in the per- 
formance of their duties, and for other 
purposes,” as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hogss]? 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, this bill also has 
the unanimous report of the committee, 
but may I ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to make a brief explanation of it? 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, this is sim- 
ply to take care of the non-American 
laborers in those bases which we acquired 
from Great Britain in the Caribbean and 
other seas adjoining the United Siates 
where now the anomalous situation ob- 
tains that one of these workers, if sick 
or injured, will get more money than he 
does if he is well and working, due to the 
fact that we simply adopted the regular 
United States workmen’s compensation 
law to govern these bases during the con- 
struction period. 

It is very urgent that this situation be 
corrected, so that the amounts specified 
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in that act may be lowered in the discre- 
tion of the Commission to take care of 
these men, so that they will only get what 
the American workers get, two-thirds of 
their normal compensation. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Is it not true that this 
will result in a considerable saving in 
connection with the building of these 
bases? 

Mr. HOBBS. Oh, yes.. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hosss]? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That section 42 of the 
act entitled “An act to provide compensation 
for employees of the United States suffering 
injuries while in the performance of their 
duties, and for other p ”, as amended, 
be, and it is hereby, amended by adding at 
the end thereof the following new para- 
graph: 

“The Commission may by regulation re- 
movë or modify the minimum limit on the 
monthly compensation for disability as estab- 
lished by section.6 and the minimum limit 
on the monthly pay on which death com- 
pensation is to be computed as established 
by clause (K) of section 10, in the case of 
employees of the United States who are not 
citizens of the United States, or of any class 
or classes of such noncitizen employees, who 
sustain injury outside of the United States. 
The Commission is further authorized, in its 
discretion, to arrange and provide for the 
making of initial payments of compensation 
and the initial furnishing of other benefits 
provided in this act in the cases of such non- 
citizen employees injured outside of the 
United States, by any officer or agent of the 
United States designated by the Commission 
for such purpose in the locality in which the 
employee was employed or the injury oc- 
curred. The provisions of this paragraph 
shall apply also in the cases of citizens of 
Puerto Rico, except those citizens of the 
United States who by residence have acquired 
or shall acquire citizenship in Puerto Rico 
under the provisions of section 733 (a) 
of title 48, United States Code.” 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 

Page 1, line 8, strike out the words “Com- 
mission may by regulation remove or modify 
the.” 

Page 2, line 7, after the word “States”, 
change the period to a colon and insert the 
following: “Provided, That the Commission 
may, in its discretion, establish a minimum 
monthly pay on which death compensation 
shall be computed in the case of any class 
or classes of such noncitizen employees.” 

Page 2, line 14, strike out the words “such 
noncitizen.” 


The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 


EXPEDITING PAYMENT FOR LAND. AC- 
QUIRED DURING THE WAR PERIOD 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7143) to 
expedite the payment for land acquired 
during the war period. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr, Hopgs]? 
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Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, this is very impor- 
tant legislation but is restricted to the 
temporary emergency, as I understand 
it, and will expire in 1944; is that correct? 

Mr. HOBBS. That is correct; or at 
such time as the Congress may see fit. 

Mr. GWYNNE. As I understand the 
bill, it simply provides a method for con- 
demnation of land by the Federal Gov- 
ernment which will cut out the prelimi- 
naries now required in the United States; 
is that correct? 

Mr. HOBBS. That is right. It will 
cut out an intermediate step, preserving 
the right of trial by jury and the court 
procedure just as now. It will, in effect, 
save the Government a good deal of 
money and a good deal of time and re- 
sult in no injury to the property owner. 

Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. Is this procedure 
similar to the condemnation procedure 
proposed by other Government agencies 
where the Government can step in and 
upon certificate of taking or of necessity 
take possession of the property, then 
hold the trial by jury or otherwise later 
on, and agree upon the compensation? 

Mr. HOBBS. But it does more than 
that. It amends the act so that the ref- 
erence required by some 19 States to 
commissioners or other intermediaries is 
dispensed with during the war period 
on the land which the Government is 
acquiring, making the initial step a cer- 
tificate of taking, but going directly from 
that point to the court for determination. 

Mr. DONDERO. Without going to the 
Commission? 

Mr. HOBBS. Without going to the 
Commission. The testimony before our 
committee was that frequently the com- 
missioner’s fees amounted to more than 
the total amount of the land. 

Mr. DONDERO. Possession of the 
property is yielded upon the filing of the 
certificate of necessity? 

Mr. HOBBS. That is right; and the 
declaration of taking. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Further reserv- 
ing the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
may I ask the gentleman if this bill 
amends that section of the Second War 
Powers Act with respect to condemna- 
tion? 

Mr. HOBBS. I think it amends both 
that and the former general law of emi- 
nent domain. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. In that act 
now and under the Federal statute 
generally is there any jury trial in con- 
demnation proceedings? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. DONDERO. I thought it was left 
to the commissioners and there were 
not general jury trials. 

Mr. HOBBS. I may say to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Mississippi 
that in every one.of those laws there is 
a provision that either party may de- 
mand a jury trial and may have a day 
in court. That procedure is usually 
used. About 87 percent of the cases are 
settled before they get to that point, but 
in every single one of the other cases 
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they do go to court, and that is the final 
determination. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I was under 
the impression, with all due deference 
to the ge that. in the general 
condemnation statute of 1933, applicable 
to the District of Columbia and else- 
where, there were no jury trials, as a 
general rule, and that the trial was by 
commissioners appointed by the district 
judge. 

Mr. HOBBS. I have not examined 
the statute, but the testimony before our 
committee by Mr. Norman Littell, the 
head of the Land Division in the De- 
partment. of Justiee, was as I have 
stated. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The whole pur- 
pose is to facilitate the acquiring of 
-lands, not to deprive owners without 
just compensation for the property 
taken? 

Mr. HOBBS. To the contrary, it is 
to expedite the payment of the owners. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, this in no way 
changes the existing law that the con- 
demnation proceedings, if forced to trial, 
will be tried under the laws of the State 
rather than the Federal Government? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes; it does, to the ex- 
tent that in any State which requires 
the reference of the question to com- 
missioners or to appraisers or to any 
committee, for the duration of the war, 
with reference to any lands acquired by 
the Federal Government, the proceed- 
ings skip that intermediate step and go 
directly to the court and to the jury for 
a decision. 

Mr. COCHRAN. In the State of Mis- 
souri, unfortunately, we have about 2,000 
condemnation cases pending due to the 
Government taking over land. In some 
of those cases the owners of the land 
have never even received their money. 
Will this expedite that? 

Mr. HOBBS. This and a companion 
bill, which will be reported later, will 
materially do that very thing. The pur- 
pose is to expedite, among other things. 

Mr. DONDERO. Further reserving 
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, upon 
the filing of a certificate of necessity and 
taking is the Government required, under 
this bill or the companion bill, to pay into 
court a part of the compensation for the 
land or property taken? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. DONDERO. What part is the 
Government required to pay? 

Mr. HOBBS. I have forgotten the 
percentage, but it is a material amount. 
It is the amount that the Government’s 
appraisers have fixed as the reasonable 
and fair market value of the land. 

Mr. DONDERO. Although that may 
not be the final amount determined 
upon? 

Mr. HOBBS. Thatisright. The citi- 
zen has the right under the existing law 
to take that money without prejudice to 
any right that he may have to litigate. 

Mr. DONDERO In other words, it 
could be paid over to him immediately? 

Mr. HOBBS. If he so elects. It is 
put there for his benefit and subject to 
his draft, without prejudice. 
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Mr. CRAWFORD. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, does this law ex- 
tend to Puerto Rico, Alaska, and Hawaii? 

Mr. HOBBS. It does. May I ask the 
eT from. Iowa if that is not cor- 
rec 

Mr. GWYNNE. It is my recollection 
that it does. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I had this case 
come up only yesterday morning. The 
day before the Publie Works Administra- 
tion in Puerto Rico submitted to the 
court a $7,250,000 check and took over 
a very large holding privately owned and 
operated, demanding delivery of all 
properties, records, and so forth, on that 
particular day; in other words, the pri- 
vate owners had 1 day in which to receive 
the notice—they had not been notified 
before—and make delivery of the prop- 
erty. Was that aetion taken under a 
law, if it was taken under a law, to which 
this is an amendment? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes; that is the regular 
statute of Government eondemnation. 
Upon the filing of a certificate of neces- 
sity and taking, the Government acquires 
title immediately, but it is required to 
pay into court what they estimate to be 
the value of the land. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is what I 
understand. 

Mr. HOBBS. But this law will have 
no effect on that. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Reserv- 
ing the right to object, Mr. Speaker, un- 
der the present law many States of the 
Union require the appointment of com- 
missioners to assess damages. 

Mr. HOBBS. Nineteen States, I be- 
lieve. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Then 
they make a report to the court and if 
either party, the Government or the 
landowner, is dissatisfied, it files excep- 
tions to that report: and then there is a 
jury trial. This removes the necessity of 
those intermediate steps and you can 
proceed at once in the courts to have the 
jury trial? 

Mr. HOBBS. That is right. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. This will 
expedite action? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes; as well as save a 
great deal of expense. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. In the 
meantime, of course, the Government 
and the landowner can agree upon the 
price and settle it that way, and take it 
over? 

Mr. HOBBS. As they do in a majority 
of the eases. 

Mr. BISHOP. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, do I understand 
correctly that this bill will expedite the 
payments on land that has been taken 
prior to the passage of this act? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes; that is the purpose 
of it. 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

‘The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions of the act of April 26, 1888, en- 
titled “An act to facilitate the prosecution 
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of works projected for the improvement of 
rivers amt harbors” (25 Stat. 94; 33 U. S. C., 
sec. 591); section 2 of the act of August 1, 
1888, entitled “An act to authorize condem- 
nation of land for sites of public buildings, 
amd for other purposes” (25 Stat. 357; 40 
U. S. C., see. 258); the act of July 9, 1917, en- 
titled “Am act to authorize condemnation 
proceedings of lands for military purposes” 
(40 Stat. 241; 50 U. S. C., sec. ITI); section 4 
of the act of May 15, 1928, entitled “An act 
for the control of floods on the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries, and for other pur- 
poses” (45 Stat. 536; 33 U. S. C., see. 702d) or 
other provisions of law, in every case insti- 
tuted in any court of the United States in 
the continental United States and Alaska, ex- 
cept the District of Columbia, for the com- 
demnation of real. property, or any interest 
therein, by the United States, any depart- 
ment, agemcy, commission, or board thereof, 
or Government-owned or Government-con- 
trolled corporation, except the Tennessee 
Valley Authority, the issue of compensation, 
when not settled by agreement or stipulation, 
shall be determined only by the court with a 
jury selected and impaneled as in other civil 


actions, unless the parties consent to its - 


determination by the court. without a jury. 
Sec. 2. This act shall take effect upon its 
approval and shall apply in all cases here- 
after instituted and in all pending cases ex- 
cept those in which the commissioners or 
other persons by whom the amount of com- 
pensation is to be determined shall have been 
appointed and qualified and shall have en- 
tered upon the performance of their duties, 
Sec. 3. The provisions of this act shall re- 
main in force and effeet only until December 
$1, 1944, or until such earlier time as the 
by concurrent resolution, or the 
President, may designate. 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 

On page’ 1, line 3, strike out “April 26” and 
insert “April 24.” 

Im line 9, strike out “July 9” and insert 
“ July g” 

On page 2, line 1, following “I71)”, insert 
“as amended.” 


Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
favor of the comm:tiee amendments. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLLINS. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made in Committee earlier 
today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 


objection to the request of the gentleman 


from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, in my 
speech in the House on June 23, 1942, 
when the War Department appropria- 
tion bill for the fiseal year 1943 was under 
consideration, I included a table showing 
Budget estimates. and appropriations for 
the Military Establishment, by fiscal 
years, over the period from July 1, 1932, 
to June 30,1942. Since then, I have had 
the Navy Department prepare for me a 
similar statement applying to the Naval 
Establishment, which I include as a part 
of these remarks. The two statements 
together will give to fhe House and the 
country a complete picture of defense 
estimates and appropriations for the 
period which the statements embrace, 
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Naval estimates and appropriations 


The Presi- 
’ Appropria- 
dent’s Budget 
estimates tions 
1933 
Annual bill. .......-..-...| $341, 677,450) $317, 583, 591 
Reappropriations and 
transfers_.-. -_.-..---..- 8, 000, 000 11, 129, 101 
Contract authorization.... 5, 000, 000) 5, 715, 000 
Tonla 354, 677, 450| 334, 427, 692 
1934 
Annual Yi. ..........-.. 308, 669, 562| 308, 669, 562 
Se cpmiprein and 
6, 750, 000 13, 839, 389 
8, 100, 000 8, 100, 000 
~ E.R. A. allotments_...|....-..-.----. 277, 159, 459 
Impounded by the Presi- 
dent pursuant to acts of 
June 30, 1932 and Mar. 
20, 1933, from 1933 and 
1934 appropriations... .. —34, 934, 331 
pa ERS 572, 834, 079 
1935 
Annual bill__..-..------ 284, 658, 799 
Reappropriations and 
ee ee 9, 000, 000 
Contract anthorization__..|.......-...... 2, 800, 000 
gna approp aton 
on ae ae tion... A 14,919, 257 
Fint ciena. Act, 1935. 175, 000 
Second Deficiency Act, 
ee AE a eer 1, 970, 000 
N. I. R. A. allotments_—-_}_...-.--.--.-- 40, 932, 905 
Emergency tam eat 
ments 1935 and 1936_.--.]..--.-...-2--- 17, 051, 176 
Potala ce 
1936 
Annual bill_....-...---.-- 488, 133, 847| 458, 684, 379 
Reappropriations___-....-|_. ar-eme- oen DAA, 506 
Contract authorization... 6, 590, 000 
— Deficiency Act, 

E eur DSU 23, 047, 000 
First’ Deficiency Act, 1935. 2, 417, 975 
Su Sarpy Appropria- 

tion Act, 1936__..._...-- 6, 876 
N. I. R. A. Ajierdeare oe eS Cee 000 
oi. | Sea 498, 565, 826 
1937 
Annual bill. ......--...... 526, 546, 532 
Contract smear arpote ore 13, 000, 000 
irst Deficiency Act, 1936_|_........-...- , 556, 
Second Deficiency Act, 
A ar E eat AES A AA E AAA 360, 000 


1937. 
ee oA Relief Allot- 


OM a ea DEN 559, 134, 532 
1938 
Vase VOERD 516, 258, 808 
10, 490, 000 
15, 000, 000 
Third Deficiency Act, 
LO ESE SSE ASTER Rt aon 254, 500 
eee Deficiency Act, 
a eS Rr I EEA Peete Ores 2, 596, 500 
mer; 

meri ee em ats ere 13, 577, 627 

Total... ...... 558, 207, 435 
Annoal bil ioina 546, 866, 194 
Reappropriations.__...--.].-....-.-.---- 4, 071, 000 
Contract authorization... 15, 000, 000 
Second Deficiency Act, 

LO STS CCIE i TOENE 39, 690, 250 
First Deficiency Act, 1939_|.....-.-.....- 100, 000 
Becond Deficiency Act, 

es SEES wera PRE E 36, 379, 450 


1939. 
con sil Relief allot- 


14, 782, 014 


RAR, Eee che 
1940 
Annual bill. ..--._.-.....- 790, 429, 453| 773, 049, 151 
Contract authorization... 94, 360, 
Third Deficiency Act, 
5 A Er SEAT ee On) PUN UA Seer 5, 138, 860 
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Naval estimates and appropriations—Con. 


The Presi 
dent’s Budget Sprropris: 
estimates 


1940 


Emergency Supplemental, 
1840 (funds) ....--.-.-..- 
Contract authorization.__- 


$146, 049, 256) $137, 172, 238 
2, 450, 000) 2, 450, 000 
unet Deficiency Act, 


Wee EAN AE ESH AA sa A 28, 000, 000 

Emergency relief allot- 
SIG SEA MN N 9, 979, 021 
TO saine 1, 028, 289, 009| 1, 050, 149, 570 

1941 

Annual bill (funds) __..... £69, 954, 578 
Contract authorization. 44, 804, 250 
sy oe Sete 1, 123, 276, 827| 1, 014, 758, 823 


21, 900 
522, 775 


Go AEE 
1941 


Naval Appropriation Act, 


1941, title TI (funds) __... 304, 216, 560 
Contract authorizations... .|_.......--..- 103, 937, 362 
ci” Vis CoE ee! 408, 153, 922 


First Snpoementar Ns- 
fiona efense Act, 1941 


70| 559, 273, 170 
129,014, 000 


Second Supplemental Na- 
oe e ense Act, 1941 


Minds ATN EAA 603, 643, 860 
o authorization... 502, 740, 000 
i a AE 1, 106, 383, 860 
Third Supplemental Na- | 
tonal. Delene Act, 1941 
Ceren: J T 75, 401, 000 
r authorization... 8, 500, 000 
OU Sciccvasssecoet 83, 901, 000 
Fourth Supplemental Na- 
HoN Defense Act, 1941 ‘ 
ADR ERE RE TRG TEE 681, 221, 602 
Contract authorization... 157, 102, 500 
Wotal:< ERG AA 838, 324, 102 


Fifth Supplemental Na- 
tional Defense Act, 1941 


(fandap ke. aAa 295, 416, 820 
Second Deficiency ‘Act, 
1941 (funds)... 59, 076, 080 
Seventh Supplemental 
National Defense Act, 
1942 (funds)----.-------- 650, 000 
Emergency relief allot- 
ments....... 11, 362, 272 


Summary, fiscal year 1941, Navy Department 


Estimates Appropriations 

$1, 123, 276, 827 $1, 014, 758, 828 

1, 900 21, 900 

~- 060; 606 403, 158 922 

667, 444, 170 688, 287, 170 

1, 113, 477, 540 1, 108, 383, 860 

73, 784, 000 83, 901, 000 

837, 549, 832 838, 324, 102 

300, 841, 820 295, 416, 820 

59, 076, 080 59, 076, 080 
650, 000 650, 

SS ee 11, 362, 272 

) 4, 460, 122, 169 4, 506, 858, 729 


192 
Annual bill (funds)...-..-1$3, Ea pot $3, 477, 797, 980 


Contract authority.......- 37, 818, 894 
Total...... anaseenas 8, 673, 485, 558) 3, 515, 616, 874 


_ Second Deficiency Act, 
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The Presi- 
dent’s Budget A ppropris 
estimates 


1942 


1941 (title I1) Tania). $734, 863, 420| $734, 107, 920 
Contract authority......-. 10, 000, 


744, 863,420) 744, 107, 920 
First Supplemental Ap- 
hc soa Act, 1942 
a I en E AN 1, re ean 1, 584, 795, 785 
000,000} 425, 000, 000 


di D E 2, 050, 206. 800| 2, 009, 795, 785 
Second Supplemental 
es riation Act, 1042 


148, 540, 585 


Third Supplemental Ap- 
aco ion Act, 1942 


Po i aA 793, 916, 492| 1, 083, 950, 727 
Contract authority..--.--- 140, 000, 000} 640, 000, 000 
UL) E SES 933, 916, 492| 1, 723, 950, 727 


Public No. 441 (title VI, 
1942) (funds)_..........- 


10, 000, 083, 500) 9, 693, 525, 500 
Contract authority........ 


4, 020, 000, 000| 4, 020, 000, 000 


Sixth Supplemental Ap- 
Kepang Act, 1942 


r a N AGES 1, 509, 974, 000| 1, 509, 751, 500 
Contrast authority.......- 125, 000, 000} 125, 000, 000 
sea a =--e.| 1, 634, 974, 000) 1, 634, 751, 500 
Seventh Supplemental 
eerepriation Act, 1942 
a oa 2 ttn gee 454, 430,000) 444, 984, 740 
Contract authority........ 150, 000, 000} "150, 000, 000 
ORM iira. 604, 430, 000) 594, 984, 740 


48, 000 


Estimates A ations » 
$3, 673, 485, 558 $3, 515, 616, 874 
744, 863, 4 744, 107, 

2, 050, 206, 800 2,009, 795, 785 
540, 585 148, 540, 585 
933, 916, 492 1, 723, 950, 727 
14. 020, 083, 500 13, 713, 525, 500 
1, 634, 974, 000 1, 634, 751, 500 
604, 430, 000 594, 984, 740 
See 48, 
23, 810, 500, 355 24, 085, 321, 631 


Naval estimates and appropriations 


The Presi- 
T) Appropria- 
dent’s Budget 
estimates tions 


Annual Dati MRR a $13,739,056,589/$14,045,339,974 
Contract authorizatio: se aoe 500,000,000 


Nobel oo oe 
Seventh Supplement Na- 
tional Defense Act, 1942. 


13,739,056,589) 14,545,339,974 
209,440,000) 209,440,000 


Summary, fiscal year 1943, Navy Department 


Estimates Appropriations 
$13,739,056,589 $14,545,339,974 
209,440,000 209,440,000 
13,948,496,589 M4, 754,779,974 


Grand total, fiscal years 1933 to 1943, both 
inelusive, as of July 1, 1942 
Estimates A ions 

1 $46,427,494,842 $47,948,675,513 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table, 
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TRANSFER OF COUNTY OF BUTTS FROM 
MACON DIVISION OF THE MIDDLE DIS- 
TRICT OF GEORGIA TO THE ATLANTA 
DIVISION OF THE NORTHERN DISTRICT 
OF GEORGIA 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H, R. 6951) to 
amend subsections (b) and (d) of sec- 
tion 77 of the Judicial Code so as to 
transfer the county of Butts from the 
Macon division of the middle district of 
Georgia to the Atlanta division of the 
northern district of Georgia. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, this bill simply 
transfers a county from one judicial dis- 
trict to another. It passed the commit- 


tee unanimously and, as I understand, 
has the approval of all the interested 
parties in these districts. Is that cor- 


rect? 
Mr, HOBBS. Substantially, yes. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That subsection (b) of 
section 77 of the Judicial Code, as amended 
(U. S. C., 1940 ed. title 28, sec. 150 (b)), 
is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“(b) The northern district shall include 
four divisions, constituted as follows: The 
Gainesville division, which shall include the 
territory embraced on January 1, 1925, in 
the counties of Banks, Barrow, Dawson, For- 
syth, Habersham, Hall, Jackson, Lumpkin, 
Rabun, Stephens, Towns, Union, and White; 
the Atlanta division, which shall include the 
territory embraced on such date in the coun- 
ties of Butts, Campbell, Cherokee, Clayton, 
Cobb, De Kalb, Douglas, Fannin, Fulton, Gil- 
mer, Gwinnett, Henry, Milton, Newton, 
Pickens, and Rockdale; the Rome division, 
which shall include the territory embraced 
on such date in the counties of Bartow, Ca- 
toosa, Chattooga, Dade, Floyd, Gordon, Mur- 
ray, Paulding, Polk, Walker, and Whitfield; 
and the Newnan division; which shail include 


~ the territory embraced on such date in the 


counties of Carroll, Coweta, Fayette, Haral- 
son, Heard, Meriwether, Pike, Spalding, and 
Troup.” 

Sec. 2. Subsection (d) of such section 77, 
as amended (U. S. C., 1940 edition, title 28, 
sec. 150 (d)), is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 

“The middle district shall include seven 
divisions, constituted as follows: The Athens 
division, which shall include the territory 
embraced on January 1, 1925, in the counties 
of Clarke, Elbert, Franklin, Greene, Hart, 
Madison, , Oconee, Oglethorpe, and 
Walton; the Macon division, which shall in- 
clude the territory embraced on such date in 
the counties of Baldwin, Bibb, Bleckley, 
Crawford, Hancock, Houston, Jasper, Jones, 
Lamar, Monroe, Peach, Pulaski, Putnam, 
Twiggs, Upson, Washington, and Wilkinson; 
the Columbus division, which shall include 
the territory embraced on such date in the 
counties of Chattahoochee, Clay, Harris, 
Marion, Muscogee, Quitman, Randolph, Stew- 
art, Talbot, and Taylor; the Americus divi- 
sion, which shall include the territory em- 
braced on such date in the counties of Crisp, 
Dooly, Lee, Macon, Schiey, Sumter, Terrell, 
Webster, and Wilcox; the Albany division, 
which shall include the territory embraced 
on such date in the counties of Baker, Cal- 
houn, Dougherty, Early, Miller, Mitchell, 
Turner, and Worth; the Valdosta division, 
which shall include the territory embraced 
on such date in the counties of Berrien, 
Clinch, Cook, Echols, Irwin, Lanier, Lowndes, 
and Tift; and the Thomasville division, which 
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shall include the territory embraced on such 
date in the counties of Thomas, Brooks, Col- 
quitt, Grady, Decatur, and Seminole,” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


APPOINTMENT OF DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALI- 
FORNIA 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6702) to 
provide for the appointment of a district 
judge for the northern district of Cali- 
fornia in order to fill a vacancy in the 
office of an additional district judge here- 
tofore authorized for such district. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I understand this bill is 
the same one that came up on the Con- 
sent Calendar? 

Mr, HOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. KEAN. And was asked to be 
passed over without prejudice by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. Wotcort]? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. KEAN. Has the gentleman con- 
sulted all of the members of the Cali- 
fornia delegation and does he under- 
stand they are in favor of the bill? 

Mr. HOBBS. No; I have not. The 
gentleman from California (Mr. LEA], 
the distinguished author of the bill, I 
think did so. I heard some of the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen from California 
talking with the distinguished minority 
leader, the gentleman from Massachu-~ 
setts [Mr. Martin], and the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. WotcortT], and also 
with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
MICHENER]. So far as I know there is 
no objection from any Member from Cal- 
ifornia, and the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. WotcotT] told me this morning 
that he would speak to the leadership 
on the gentleman’s side, and I asked him 
also to speak to the gentleman from New 
Jersey and tell him that hz had no 
objection. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I may say that 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. WoL- 
corr] is momentarily absent from the 
floor, but before being called out he told 
me he had no further objection to the 
bill. 

Mr. HOBBS. I thank the gentleman. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is 
euthorized to appoint, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, a district 
judge for the District Court of the United 
States for the Northern District of California 
in order to fill the vacancy in the office of the 
district judge appointed for such district 
under authority of the act of March 3, 1927, 
and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to fill any subsequent vacancy in 
such office. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
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from California [Mr. Lea] may have per- 
mission to extend his own remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recor and to include a 
letter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO WITHDRAW CERTAIN 
PAPERS 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the files of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs evidence in support of H. R. 
7719 of the Seventy-fifth Congress, 
H. R. 3013 of the Seventy-sixth Congress, 
H. R. 3661 of the Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, all being the same bill and for the 
relief of the same party. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman permit the Chair to inquire 
boys there has been an adverse report 

ed? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. ‘There has 
been no report filed. —The committee has 
taken unfavorable action on the bill, 
however. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS CIVIL RELIEF 
ACT 


Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute, and in that connection ask unani- 
mous consent to insert as a part of my re- 
marks in the Appendix certain lists and 
other matters that I have prepared. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. SPARKMAN addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House heretofore 
made, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from California (Mr. ELLIOTT] for 
25 minutes. 

COUNTY FAIRS 


Mr. ELLIOTT of California. Mr. 
Speaker, the Office of Defense Transpor- 
tation, through the Director, Mr. East- 
man, has appealed to the Nation for the 
discontinuance of county and State fairs 
and similar activities for the duration of 
the war. His reason for the suggestion 
was to save rubber and gasoline that the 
farmer would use in going to county and 
State fairs. He also classes State and 
county fairs as nonessential, but at the 
same time vacations were given his ap- 
provai from the standpoint of public 
health, efficiency, and morale. 

Mr. Speaker, my 15 years as an exhibi- 
tor of livestock on the fair circuit, which 
included county and State fairs, and also 
as a director for over 20 years on a county 
fair, and secretary-manager for more 
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than 12 years, convinces me that Mr. 
Eastman does not fully understand what 
his suggestion to close county and State 
fairs will do to thousands of people in all 
walks of life. 

In the first place, if Mr. Eastman is 
striking at the farmers for misuse of rub- 
ber and gasoline in going to county fairs, 
he should consider that perhaps a farm 
family would not spend more than 2 days 
at any fair, and that being about the 
only yacation that they would have. 

Through the educational program of 
the county and State fairs throughout 
our Nation, they have rendered a great 
service toward the war program, setting 
up and making it possible that through 
the many years of holding fairs we now 
can produce food products in large quan- 
tities. The display of horticultural and 
agricultural products through its educa- 
tional facilities has made it possible that 
more farmers went away from the fairs 
with new ideas, and now our Nation is 
receiving the benefits therefrom. 

County and State fairs are not just 
entertainment programs, as some would 
be led to believe, but they are educa- 
tional, and there is no better place for 
people to congregate and exchange their 
thoughts and ideas and to assist in hold- 
ing up the morale of the people in each 
and every community than at our fairs. 

Let us consider the poultry exhibit. 
By that exhibit we find today poultry 
breeders throughout our Nation display- 
ing feeds, the way to handle young chick- 
ens, methods of fattening poultry, and 
various other educational displays from 
which the entire Nation has benefited 
in that great industry which is so much 
needed at this time. 

Exhibits of horticulture and agricul- 
ture and dairy products which are most 
vital toward winning this war, commu- 
nity and commercial exhibits, also ex- 
hibits by schools from every community, 
and the women’s department, which in- 
cludes needlework of many kinds, and the 
canning of fruits, jellies, and jams, are 
also educational, 

Then we have the breeding and exhibit 
of cattle, hogs, sheep, goats, and horses 
in their respective classes. 

Mr. Speaker, every breeder of fine live- 
stock must plan ahead in order to ex- 
hibit his herd each year. He must breed 
his livestock, whereby his junior and 
senior classes might be born at the proper 
time in order that he might be enabled 
to carry those classes over for the fol- 
lowing year for the respective classes as 
junior and senior yearlings. In some in- 
stances the breeders have paid futurity 
payments in advance to various fairs 
throughout the Nation. 

The 4-H Club and future farmer boy 
and girl of today depend largely upon the 
exhibit of their animals at the county 
and State fairs to assist them in de- 
fraying their expenses for feeds and dis- 
posing of their young stock. The ma- 
jority of the farmers come to the county 
and State fairs to select the sires to be 
placed with their stock for the increase 
of production. So, Mr. Speaker, no one 
but the breeders of fine livestock and 
farmers who want to increase their pro- 
duction really know the value of the 
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county and State fairs better than the 
farmer and the benefits derived there- 
from. 

Now, we will consider the night horse 
show breeder and exhibitor who has 
thousands of dollars invested in equip- 
ment and has invested many man-hours 
of Iabor to train those fine animals to be 
displayed before the public. Some of 
that very breeding you will find today in 
our cavalry in our own Army, and there- 
fore through the promotion of County 
Fairs which make it possible for the 
breeders of fine horses in their respec- 
tive classes, our entire nation has re- 
ceived just benefits, and that holds true 
with the respective classes of our heavy 
draft horses. 

Now we will consider the harness horse, 
and I say to you, Mr. Speaker, and to my 
colleagues, that very few people realize 
the large investment breeders of harness 
horses have to make it possible that the 
public might enjoy that type of racing. 
The value of those animals depends upon 
their performance as 2-year-olds, as 3- 
year-olds, and even determines their 
value for years to come, depending upon 
their early racing career. However, 
should we be asked to close our county 
and State fairs and keep those horses 
from performing at this time, we de- 
prive and stop a successful business, in- 
volving large investments of thousands 
of individuals throughout our Nation. 
That holds true with all classes of blood- 
ed livestock. Blue-ribbon winners mean 
much to increase their value and en- 
courage others to produce better live- 
stock. 

Much of the prize money, Mr. Speaker, 
goes to farmers and farm organizations 
encouraging improvement in farm prac- 
tices, and particularly developing better 
results in all phases of livestock produc- 
tion. The agricultural fairs provide a 
place so much needed by farmers, breed- 
ers, and junior agricultural organizations 
to get together and discuss their prob- 
lems. 

The display of the latest type of farm 
equipment by factory representatives has 
been most helpful in enabling our farm- 
ers to produce more food products and 
fiber. 

In summing up the value of county, 
State, and agricultural fairs—first, fairs 
are morale builders; second, through 
their cooperation and aid, they are part 
of the Food for Victory program; third, 
they stimulate and encourage good agri- 
cultural practices; fourth, they provide 
relaxation and enjoyment to many peo- 
ple once a year who otherwise might 
have no other opportunity for a vaca- 
tion; and lastly, they encourage the most 
scientific approach to agriculture and 
livestock breeding. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. Yes. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Iam very much in- 
terested in the discussion the gentleman 
is making, and I congratulate him on 
bringing out the thought that he has in 
his address. I know where the gentle- 
man comes from and I know something 
about the county fairs in his area. Of 
course, I come from a distinctively rural 
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section, and I can testify as to the very 
important part not only that- -county fairs 
play, but even community fairs, in the 
life of the people in my section. Since 
this order has come out I have had nu- 
merous inquiries as to what they should 
do and how they should plan with ref- 
erence to their county and community 
fairs. I wonder if the gentleman has dis- 
cussed the matter with the Department 
of Agriculture to see what the attitude ef 
that Department is toward continuing 
these fairs. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I may 
say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
I have consulted with Secretary Wickard 
on four different occasions about this, 
even to the point where he wrote a let- 
ter, early in March I think it was, sug- 
gesting that as many fairs as possible 
continue activities, but since this state- 
ment has been put out by Mr. Eastman, 
I again conferred with the Secretary and 
he said it would place him in an embar- 
rassing position for him to go any further 
in the matter. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. The point I make 
is that this order did not emanate from 
the Department of Agriculture or from 
anyone who has anything to do with en- 
couraging the food-for-victory program, 
or encouraging the growing of farm prod- 
ucts. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. That is 
true. Mr. Wickard is very friendly to- 
ward fairs today and thinks they should 
be carried on if possible. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I notice the gentle- 
man speaks of something of what these 
fairs do. Does the gentleman know of 
anything that contributes more to the 
ordinary average rural community and 
encourages more in the finest agricul- 
tural procedures than do these county 
fairs? 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. That is 
correct. I do not know of any other 
thing that is more educational, that has 
more of a tie-in with any provision of the 
food program than do the county fairs. 

Mr.SPARKMAN. Just one more ques- 
tion. One thing that impressed me im- 
mediately when this order came out was 
why should the little local fair, which 
draws from that one county, not any 
great distance, and does not consume a 
great deal of rubber or transportation, be 
selected out, and why should the clamps 
be put on that little county fair, and not 
on other great gatherings such as base- 
ball games and football games and race- 
track shows, and all those things. I 
wonder if the gentleman has anything to 
say in that respect? 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California, I have 
that in my statement, if the gentleman 
will permit me to proceed. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, before 
the gentleman goes to that, I want to 
clear this matter up in my own mind at 
least. I am informed by the Office of 
Defense Transportation that an order 
was not issued, that it is a suggestion and 
not an order. Is that the gentleman’s 
understanding? 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. That is 
my understanding, but we realize that 
the man who is producing fine-blooded 
livestock starts next month on the fair 
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circuit, and he has already expended 
thousands of dollars in bringing his 
animals up to a show stage. 

Now, this man endeavors to go on the 
road and exhibit these animals, and he 
would be classified as unpatriotic. The 
whole program as outlined eventually 
ties the hands of the individual exhibitor 
and breeder who is trying to do some- 
thing for his country. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think the gentle- 
man is absolutely correct in pointing out 
that there is a very great contradiction 
between. the suggestions and pleas of the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the sugges- 
tions of the Office of Defense Transporta- 
tion. I think the thing has thrown the 
farmers, the breeders of livestock, the 
exhibitors, those who made contracts on 
concessions, and otherwise, into a very 
embarrassing position, and in my opin- 
ion the gentleman is certainly correct in 
asking that this thing be cleared up one 
way or the other. As the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. Horrman] pointed 
out today, if an absolute order is issued, 
perhaps that will take care of these con- 
tract obligations. In my home town we 
have probably the third largest fair in 
my State. The contracts are there. The 
financial obligation has to be made. 
They do not want to run contrary to the 
war effort. What are you going to do 
with the situation? Go absolutely bank- 
rupt and throw everything into financial 
chaos simply because somebody made a 
suggestion, who did not have the courage 
to put it into the form of an order, if it 
is necessary? 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I would 
like to finish and then I will yield. 

I suggest that we continue our fair pro- 
grams with the following recommenda- 
tions: 

That all fairs confine their activities to 
local community programs for the ad- 
vancement of agriculture and livestock 
breeding; 

That the fair program become a patri- 
otic program; 

That all fairs confine their activities 
to a minimum number of days in order 
to cooperate with the national program 
of rubber and gasoline conservation; 

That all fairs cooperate in every way 
possible to stimulate the sale of war bonds 
and war stamps; 

That all fairs hold and encourage the 
sale of fat stock and breeding animals for 
the Future Farmer and 4-H Clubs and 
open divisions; 

That all fairs admit free of charge any 
person in the uniform of our armed forces 
in order to provide relaxation and recrea- 
tion for our men in the service; 

That all fairs give free space to recruit- 
ing officers, Red Cross, U. S. O., blood 
bank, and other war programs; 

That all fairs cooperate with local civil- 
ian defense councils and the State council 
of defense in the presentation and dis- 
plays of gas attack, incendiary bomb, and 
fighting methods; 

That all fairs present drills, exhibitions, 
ahd displays of preparedness and com- 
munity programs for home defense; and 
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That. all fairs maintain desks for the 
enlistment of men in the State militia and 
State guards. 

Farm people and others who are inter- 
ested in fairs will do their part and co- 
operate 100 percent to help win the war, 
but certainly such suggestions as Mr. 
Eastman has made to discontinue fairs is 
unjust, when we consider that thousands 
of people daily attend many other events, 
which are purely sports and afford en- 
tertainment, with no educational or eco- 
nomic value, requiring transportation and 
using rubber and gasoline and oil to carry 
the public to and from their destinations. 
Much more transportation is being used 
by those attending those sport activities 
than would be used to attend our fairs. 

Mr. Eastman mentions that troop 
movements have been heavy. That is 
quite true, but still baseball teams travel 
from city to city, and even though Iam a 
good baseball fan myself, we must not 
show partiality. 

Now, let us not kid ourselves any longer. 
If things are so bad as some would lead 
us to believe, and it is necessary to con- 
serve our rubber and gasoline, let us 
immediately stop everything which is 
considered wasteful and not just dis- 
criminate against a few or one particular 
activity, such as the fairs. We should 
take steps immediately along the lines 
pointed out by Fulton Lewis, Jr., which 
would go a long way to help the rubber 
situation. 

In all fairness, we owe it to the farmers 
to cooperate with them. In the campaign 
to create a stock pile of used rubber that 
could be reclaimed, the farmers of the 
country have contributed proportionately 
many, many times the amount contrib- 
uted by any other class of our citizens. 
They are working long and hard hours 
and the only recreation they will get dur- 
ing these wartimes will be a couple of 
days at the county or State fair sometime 
during the year. 

As mentioned above, being an exhibitor 
and breeder of fine livestock, and having 
been affiliated with county fairs for 
over 20 years, I dislike to see the liveli- 
hood of thousands of people taken away 
from them when other enterprises are 
permitted to operate. 

Let us be practical. Let us keep the 

confidence of all of cur people and hold 
the morale high. The operation of fairs 
today is a business and a mighty big 
business, with large investments. 
. In closing, I want to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that after the 
war is won, our Nation will be looked to to 
furnish the breeding stock by these coun- 
tries that have been overrun and other 
countries whose stock has been depleted, 
particularly purebred sires. This can 
be accomplished only by the continuance 
of county and State fairs and urging the 
better breeding of livestock. 

I hope that Mr. Eastman will give 
this matter further consideration and 
look into it more fully. I do not believe 
he wants to destroy or tear down that 
which has taken so long to build up. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I yield. 
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Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN, I want to 
state that the gentleman from California 
and myself have often discussed our past 
experiences in relation to showing cattle, 
hogs, and sheep at numerous county and 
State fairs. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia knows from his experience of many 
years the hard work and expense con- 
necied with the fitting and exhibition of 
livestock at fairs. I do not believe that 
Mr. Eastman or any of the men asso- 
ciated with him really realize what harm 
can be done to untold numbers of farmers 
in this Nation when he makes the sug- 
gestion, which in fact is more than a sug- 
gestion—it is really a command—that 
county fairs and State fairs do not hold 
their exhibitions this year. It is asserted 
that this should be complied with in order 
to conserve rubber. I wonder if he, Mr. 
Eastman, realizes the long hours that a 
boy or a girl, for instance, who are in 
a baby beef competition, or who have a 
lamb or a pig to fit for a county or State 
fair in the fall, spends with that particu- 
lar pig or lamb or calf in order to make 
it reach that perfection it must have to 
compete successfully. I know for a fact 
that he does not realize the status of 
numerous breeders of cattle, hogs, sheep, 
and horses who have thousands of dollars ° 
invested in a show herd. Those men have 
to get those animals fitted to the last de- 
gree of perfection if they hope to capture 
the blue and purple ribbons. They must 
start to get their particular show herds 
ready for the following year—perhaps 1 
year ahead or as soon as one season 
closes. Noman can go out in the pasture 
in July and put a halter on an animal 
and lead it into the show ring with the 
expectation of getting anywhere near the 
top. The gentleman will agree with me 
on that? 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. That is 
correct, 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The fol- 
lowing question enters my mind—and 
none of us would for a minute oppose the 
immediate closing of the fairs if it can 
be proven necessary toward our war ef- 
fort, but that point has not yet been 
reached—I repeat, I would like to ask the 
gentleman this question: Would it not 
be showing some common sense in a sit- 
uation like this, rather then for Mr. 
Eastman, without consultation with the 
Agriculture Department or with the As- 
sociation of County and State Fairs, to 
make such a suggestion without advance 
notice; that he do the following which 
would be a good compromise, Let him 
direct that after this year’s sessions of 
the fairs are over, then these fairs shall 
be shut down if the necessity is present. 
What I object to mainly is to wait right 
up to the show season of the year and 
then say to these boys and girls who have 
spent many hours, days, and weeks fit- 
ting their pets and also to the stockmen 
who have money invested im their par- 
ticular herds—and after all it was a big 
expense to them, just as it was a big 
money to myself and to the gentleman 
from California when we were feedinz 
and showing our herds—I repeat, say to 
them “The extra money you have in- 
vested in your show herd today is not 
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worth a nickel because we cannot allow 
you to go cut and show on the circuit.” 
Would it not be better to allow this year’s 
fairs to proceed, allow these boys and 
girls to show their baby beeves and the 
stock breeders to show their herds this 
season, and then, if necessary, close down 
the fairs? 

I feel that it is only justice to permit 
this to be done as long as great track 
meets of 3 or 4 weeks horse racing can 
be permitted. If we must close down 
the fairs, let us close these horse races, 
to which tens of thousands; yes, hun- 
dreds of thousands, of people go daily. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. There 
should be at least 6 months’ notice to 
these breeders of fine livestock advising 
that they will not be permitted to show 
their stock. We are called upon to pro- 
duce beef and pork in large quantities. 
It has been through the educational fea- 
tures of county and State fairs that we 
have brought the production of beef and 
hogs up to where it is serving a great 
purpose in winning the war at the pres- 
ent time. I do not think Mr. Eastman 
knows the full value of the county and 
State fairs. I believe he should change 
. his order. As I said, if it is serious enough 
to cut down on operating fairs, let us 
stop the playing of baseball, let us stop 
having the race track, and let us stop 
all the other activities, and not pick out 
one group and stop only it. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Just one 
further point. I think you will agree with 
me that every farmer in America is will- 
ing to do away with all of the fairs for 
the duration if it is necessary. The 
farmer is more than willing to do his 
part in winning this war. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. That is 
right, but he does not want to be penal- 
ized when others are permitted to go on. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Absolute- 
ly, and he wants a little advance notice 
when he has to close out his business. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. How does 
a farmer feel when he is told that he 
cannot take his stock to a fair because 
it requires tires and gasoline, and then 
he goes by a ball park and sees thirty 
or forty thousand people there, most of 
whom must have gone there in automo- 
‘biles? 

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr, ELLIOTT of California. I yield. 

Mr. ROLPH. I just wanted to make 
this observation to my colleague from 
California. As he knows, I come from a 
city district. We in the city know the 
great benefit that these fairs have, as 
you say, in improving the quality of the 
stock, and the great benefit that they are 
in every way. 

I sincerely, 100 percent, subscribe to 
the gentleman’s program and hope he 
will be able to put it through. I want to 
compliment the gentleman also on the 
very fine work he has done for the live- 
stock industry of California, also for the 
wholesale butchers in making it possible 
for the independent packers to com- 
pete on Government contracts. The 
entire State of California is grateful for 
the wonderful work the gentleman has 
done. 
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Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I yield. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. I have 
listened to the gentleman's remarks with 
a great deal of interest, as have the other 
Members present. The gentleman has 
taken a leading part in the improve- 
ment of the livestock business of the State 
through his intelligent and active interest 
in the breeding of livestock. I am sure 
the people of California thank him for 
his fine contribution this afternoon. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I yield. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I want to get this 
clear. I know that if the Office of De- 
fense Transportation states to the people 
involved that there is a real need for this 
sacrifice the people will make it without 
complaint. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. Without 
any complaint at all, if it is necessary. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In other words, if 
it is necessary, let everybody join in the 
sacrifice. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. They 
should treat everybody alike. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wanted to make 
my position clear. That is exactly the 
position I take. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I yield. 

Mr. MICHENER, I, like the other 
Members, have listened to the gentle- 
man’s development of the problem un- 
der consideration and have been very 
much interested in the gentleman’s re- 
marks. He knows what he is talking 
about. It does seem to me that some 
definite action should be taken by Mr. 
Eastman’s organization. The way the 
matter stands today the county fair as- 
sociations and the exhibitors are hung 
up in the air; they do not know what to 
expect. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. The gen- 
tleman is correct; they want to be patri- 
otic; yet they do not know the next step 
to take. 

Mr. MICHENER. I represent a dis- 
trict in which are three of the outstand- 
ing county fairs in the State of Michi- 
gan—always held, always largely at- 
tended. Ihave received communications 
from them. They do not want to protest 
against anything that is necessary to win 
the war—they want to comply—but they 
do not want a Government agency mak- 
ing a request without familiarizing itself 
with the entire situation—making a 
nebulous suggestion which means noth- 
ing to anybody. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I may 
say that the average travel of those who 
go to a county fair is from 20 to 25 miles. 
In the State of California we have ap- 
proximately 83 fairs, fiestas, and rodeos, 
and they are so located that people do 
not have to travel miles and miles to get 
to them. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that in the remarks 
I made earlier this afternoon I may in- 
clude excerpts from a letter and from a 
press report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


SPECIAL ORDERS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN] 
is recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and to include therein a list 
of the eight spies together with a history 
of their activity and their background, 
which information appears in PM maga- 
zine of Monday, June 29. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
gret very much that more Members are 
not on the floor, for what I have to say 
this afternoon might prove of great in- 
terest to them, and I am sure they would 
agree that it is of great interest to the 
country. 

At the outset, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
pay a compliment to the F. B. I. and to 
J. Edgar Hoover, the great executive of 
that organization, for rounding up the 
eight Nazi spies who landed in the United 
States by way of U-boat on the coasts of 
Long Island and Florida. ‘These spies 
had been specially trained for the pur- 
pose of destroying our defense work and 
engaging in other sabotage. One peculiar 
thing common to all these spies is that 
they are of German blood, that all of 
them once lived in this country, some of 
them for a long period of time. When 
war broke out they returned to Germany 
by order of the Nazi Government and 
in Germany they were trained for that 
future day when they should be brought 
into this country by hook or by crook for 
the specific purpose of destroying the 
morale of the people and the country’s 
defense program. For the record I want 
to give the background of the eight Nazi 
spies caught by the F., B. I. 

(The matter referred to follows:) 

They came well schooled and well prepared 
with concentrated high explosives and plans 
to wreck key bridges, reservoirs, hydroelectric 


plants, railroads, and defense-production 
factories. 

They are graduates of a special Nazi 
sabotage school for which they volunteered 
or were recruited while living in the United 
States of America. 

Some of their fellow graduates may be at 
large elsewhere in the United States of 
America, although J. Edgar Hoover said the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation had got “the 
whole crowd.” 

Werner Thiel, alias John Thomas, also of 
the Florida group, was arrested June 23. A 
native of Essen, Germany, he came here 
when a boy and worked for two Detroit auto- 
mobile manufacturers. He was a member of 
the bund in New York, Chicago, and Ham- 
mond, Ind. He did not apply for citizenship 
at all, and when the current war broke he 
returned to Germany. 

Edward John Kerling, alias Edward Kelly, 
34, leader of the Florida group, was arrested 
June 23, Born in Wiesbaden, Germany, he 
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arrived here in 1929. He was employed by a 
New Jersey oll company and later as a butler- 
chauffeur in Greenwich, Conn. An active 
bund member, he visited Germany in 1936 
and joined the Nazi Party. 

Heinrich Harm Heinck, allas Henry Kay- 
nor, 35, of the Long Island group, was ar- 
rested June 20. A native of Hamburg, he en- 
tered the United States illegaily in 1936 and 
worked in New York restaurants. He joined 
the German-American Bund, serving as a 
sergeant-at-arms. In 1939, the Nazi Govern- 
ment paid his passage back to Germany to 
make a saboteur of him for “work” abroad. 

Herbert Haupt, 22, of the Florida group 
which landed June 17, was arrested Saturday 
in Chicago. German-born, he came to Chi- 
cago with his parents 20 years ago and was 
educated in the public schools there. Em- 
ployed as an apprentice optical worker, he quit 
his job in June 1941 to travel through the Mid- 
west and Mexico. He then went to Germany. 

George John Dasch, alias Davis, 89, leader 
of the Long Island group landed June 3, 
was arrested June 22. He was born in Speyer, 
Germany, and is a German veteran of World 
War No, 1. He sneaked into the United States 
in 1922 as a stowaway and worked as a waiter 
all over the country. In 1930 be married an 
American citizen. He even filed his first 
papers, but on March 22, 1941, he sailed for 
Germany. 

Ernest Peter Burger, alias Peter Berger, 
39, landed with Dasch, was arrested June 20. 
Born in Augsberg, he came to the United 
States of America in 1927. He worked as a 
machinist in Milwaukee and Detroit and 
joined the Michigan National Guard in 1931. 
In 1933 he was naturalized, but returned to 
Germany, joined the Nazi Party, was drafted 
into the German Army. 

Robert Quirin, alias Richard Quintas, 34, 
the fourth of the Long Island gang, was 
arrested June 20. Born in Berlin, he came 
here in 1927, filed first papers for citizenship 
in 1929, but was not naturalized. He was 
a mechanic in Syracuse from 1927 to 1930, 
then worked at odd jobs until July 1939, when 
the German Government paid his return 
fare. He married a German immigrant in 
1936. 

Herman Neubauer, alias Herman Nicholas, 
$2, fourth member of the Florida group, 
entered the United States of America under 
the quota in 1931. He worked in Hartford 
and Chicago hotels until 1939. In 1936 he 
visited Germany, but came back here to marry 
an American citizen. In 1940 he shipped out 
from New York for Germany as a cook. 


This is the very group—the group of 
duainationals—that the Committee on 
Immigration for years has been trying 
to investigate. Other people who may be 
put in the same class are still in this 
country today. For years the Committee 
on Immigration sought from this Con- 
gress and from the membership of this 
House the right of subpena, but the 
House refused and only recently de- 
feated a resolution—House Resolution 
433—which would have given us this au- 
thority. 

I propose to submit this whole question 
to the American people directly. I am 
going to let the American people decide 
what they desire to do about the action 
of Congress and the performance of some 
of the men on this floor who let intoler- 
ance and personal prejudice determine 
their action in spite of the facts I pre- 
sented on the floor of this House, 

‘The debate on the resolution I am re- 
ferring to can be found in the RECORD 
of June 18, pages 5384 to 5392, and it will 
conclusively show to the Members of the 
Congress and the American people that 


. Count Anastase 
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the vote defeating the resolution was not 
based upon the merits of the resolution 
or the facts involved, and that its defeat 
was not in the best interests of the United 
States Government and the American 
people in time of war. 

For many years I have been standing 
on this floor calling the attention of the 
Congress and the American people to 
subversive organizations and spy rings 
built up by the German Nazi Govern- 
ment. I have exposed hundreds and 
thousands of names in the last 8 or 9 
years. The Congress has been of very 
little help in exposing all of the really 
dangerous enemy aliens in this country. 
I had to stand here year in and year out 
and repeat the names of persons who I 
believed were saboteurs and spies in this 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, the fact remains that no 
matter what the House saw fit to do, 
what I said in 1933, 1934, 1935, 1936, 19377, 
1938, 1939, and up until now has been 
shown to have been correct. Most of the 
people I exposed on the floor of this 
House have been picked up by the F. B. I., 
and in most cases have been convicted 
of espionage at some later date. 

On March 18, 1942, I spoke in the Well 
of this House and appealed to the mem- 
bership of the House, as I had appealed 
on the same issue several years ago, for 
some action to be taken against one 
Andreivitch Vonsiat- 
sky. You will find that speech on page 
2668 of the Recorp of that day. Very 
little attention was paid; no action taken 
by Congress. This is the same Vonsiatsky 
whom I exposed 4 or 5 years ago as a 
spy in this country. I could not get the 
Dies committee to issue a subpena to be 
served by the Dies committee upon Von- 
siatsky. A certain statesman from Mis- 
sissippi and some of his colleagues have 
always found sufficient ways and means 
to belittle and sidetrack all my warnings. 

Mr. Speaker, Vonsiatsky was finally 
indicted a week ago. He pleaded guilty 
as a spy against this country and was 
sentenced to 5 years and a fine of $2,000. 

A great number of the people I have 
named on the floor of this House years 
ago have been picked up as spies, and 
God knows how many more are floating 
around. 

Before Hitler came into power in Ger- 
many there were only a few Germans 
who came in here as visitors or as mer- 
chants; but after Hitler decided to em- 
bark upon enslaving the whole world 
there were hundreds of his emissaries 
who came into this country under diplo- 
matic immunity and into South Amer- 
ica under the guise of merchants and 
visitors. If our committee had the pow- 
er of subpena, we surely would have been 
able to check this infiltration of unde- 
sirable aliens into our country. 

By the way, it is quite interesting to 
see that every spy the F. B. L has picked 
up thus far has been of German blood. 
The Italians do not seem to relish such 
missions. 

What are we doing to help the F. B. I.? 

The committee of which I am chair- 
man had an excellent opportunity under 
subpena to reach hundreds and thou- 
sands of these so-called enemy aliens in 
this country and obtain the information 
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that we believed we could have obtained, 
which information we could have turned 
over to the F. B. I. What has Congress 
done to help us? 

Is there any man in this Congress who 
can give me a fair and good reason why 
a resolution like House Resolution 433, 
which is badly needed for the best in- 
terest of this country, should have been 
defeated? If so, let him come forward 
and give us some suggestions as to what 
we should do to take care of the problems 
raised in that measure. 

Mr. Speaker, it is useless to proceed 
any further in view of the attendance, 
and I yield back the balance of my time. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled a bill and a joint resolution of the 
House of the following tities, which were 
thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H.R.7159. An act authorizing the con- 
struction of certain auxiliary vessels for the ` 
United States Navy, and for other purposes; 
and 

H. J. Res. 329. Joint resolution extending 
the period for which overtime rates of com- 


_ pensation may be paid under certain acts. 


The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 

5.1957. An act to establish the naval pro- 
curement fund, and for other purposes. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRE- 
SENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on this day present to the 
President, for his approval, bills and a 
joint resolution of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

H.R. 6599. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of State, the Department 
of Justice, the Department of Commerce, 
and the Federal Judiciary, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6845. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes; 

H.R. 7181. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Labor, the Federal 
Security Agency, and related independent 
agencies, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 7280. An act making appropriations 
for the Military Establishment for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

H. J. Res. 329. Joint resolution extending 
the period for which overtime rates of com- 
pensation may be paid under certain acts, 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 31 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs- 
day, July 2, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce at 10 a. m., Thursday, July 2, 1942, 
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Business to be considered: Hearing on 
Federal Communications Commission. 
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND 

FISHERIES 

The Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries will hold a public hear- 
ing on Thursday, July 9, 1942, at 10 a. m., 
on H. R. 1616, to amend section 509, as 
amended, of the Merchant Marine Act, 
1936. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


1786. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, a 
letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a report showing expenditures 
that have been authorized under the sev- 
eral appropriations consolidated by that 
act and expenditures under such appro- 
priations, as of June 16, 1942, was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. DOUGHTON: Committee on Ways and 
Means. 8S. 2543. An act to amend subsection 
(3) of section 602 (d) of the National Service 
Life Insurance Act, as amended, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2312). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 6203. A bill authorizing the Secretary 
of War to sell and convey to the town of Mar- 
met, W. Va., two tracts of land to be used 
for municipal purposes; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2313). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HARTER: Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. H. R. 7129. A bill to create the title 
of flight officer in the Army Air Forces, to 
amend the Army Aviation Cadet Act, and for 
other purposes; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2314). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DURHAM: Committee on Military 
Affairs. H.R. 7242. A bill to authorize tem- 
porary appointments in the Army of the 
United States of officers on duty with the 
Medical Administrative Corps; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2315). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. BLOOM: 

H.R. 7337. A bill to implement article 28 
of the convention signed at Geneva on July 
27, 1929, relating to the use of the emblem 
and name of the Red Cross or the coat of 
arms of the Swiss Confederation for com- 
mercial or other purposes; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN: 

H.R. 7338. A bill to expedite the prosecu- 
tion of the war by making provision for an 
increased supply of rubber manufactured 
from alcohol produced from agricultural or 
forest products; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. PADDOCK: 

H.R.7339. A bill to provide for a Delegate 
from the District of Columbia to the House 
of Representatives of the United States, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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By Mr. BLOOM: 

H. Res. 514. Resolution acknowledging a 
message from the Chamber of Deputies of 
Argentina; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. SAUTHOFF: 

H. Res. 515. Resolution expressing the 
sense of the House that single men of draft 
age should be released from Government po- 
sitions and their positions filled, insofar as 
practicable, by veterans of the first World 
War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. HEBERT: 

H. R. 7340. A bill to provide for the issu- 
ance of a license to practice osteopathy in 
the District of Columbia to Dr. Morris C. 
Augur; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. FENTON: 

H.R. 7341, A bill granting an increase of 
pension to George McLaughlin; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3166. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of 
114 adult citizens of Madison County, Iowa, 
urging the passage of Senate bill 860 as a part 
of our national defense program; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

3167. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the 
members of the Senior Men’s Bible Class of 
the Free Methodist Church of Butler, Pa., 
urging the passage of the Sheppard bill 
(S. 860); to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

3168, Also, petition of 48 members of the 
Mount Pleasant Presbyterian Church and 
Sabath School of Darlington, Pa., being 18 
years of age or over, requesting the Congress 
of the United States to take such action as 
will provide protection for our armed forces 
against the weakening and demoralizing ef- 
fect of the traffic in intoxicating liquor and 
commercialized vice; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3169. By Mr. GWYNNE: Petition regarding 
Senate bill 860; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3170. By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Mrs. 
J. T. Jones, of Pittston, Pa., and sundry citi- 
zens of Luzerne County, Pa., urging enact- 
ment of the legisiation prohibiting the sale 
of all intoxicating beverages in and around 
Army camps; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

3171. By Mr. ROCKEFELLER: Petition of 
the Missionary Auxiliary of the Reformed 
Dutch Church of Prattsville, N. Y., favoring 
Senate bill 860, to prohibit sale of alcoholic 
beverages in or near all Army camps and 
naval bases; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3172. By Mr. TARVER: Petition of Maude 
M. Norton and 25 other citizens of Tallapoosa 
and Marblehill, Ga., protesting against the 
sale of liquors and commercialized vice near 
camps of servicemen; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


SENATE 
THURSDAY, JULY 2, 1942 


Rev. A. Lincoln Smith, assistant pastor, 
National Baptist Memorial Church, 
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Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 


Almighty God, we thank Thee that 
mortal man may have fellowship with 
Thee, the true and living God, and may 
share in Thine eternal kingdom. We 
thank Thee, too, for our own Govern- 
ment, ordained of Thee for our well- 
being. Grant that Thy spirit may guide 
the Members of our Senate today as they 
seek to fulfill their duty to Thee and to 
their country. May Thy blessing, too, 
rest upon all in places of national respon- 
sibility, on land, on sea, and in the air. 

Humbly we would pray for all our fel- 
low men throughout the world in this 
trying hour. Help us to remember that 
only as each of us turns to Thee in re- 
pentance and faith can he know that 
peace that passeth all understanding that 
Thou alone canst give. 

Help us each and every one today so to 
turn to Thee. 

We pray in the name of Thine only 
Son who loved us and poured out His 
blood in sacrifice for us. In our Saviour’s 
Name. Amen, 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 
dar day Wednesday, July 1, 1942, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will 
call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Ellender O'Mahoney 
Andrews Gerry Pepper 
Bailey Gillette Radcliffe 
Ball Green Reed 
Bankhead Hatch Rosier 
Barkley Hayden Russell 

Bilbo Herring Schwartz 
Brooks 1 hipstead 
Burton Johnson, Calif, Taft 

Butler Lee Thomas, Idaho 
Byrd Lucas Thomas, Okla 
Capper McCarran Thomas, Utah 
Caraway McKellar Tunnell 
Chandler McNary Tydings 
Chavez Maybank Vandenberg 
Clark, Idaho Mead Wagner 
Clark, Mo, Millikin White 
Connally Murdock Wiley 
Danaher Murray 

Davis Norris 

Downey Nye 


Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena- 
tors from Washington [Mr. Bone and Mr. 
WALLGREN], the Senator from Michigan 


. [Mr. Brown], the Senator from South 


Dakota [Mr. Butow], the Senator from 
Nevada {Mr, BUNKER], the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE], the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Gurrey], the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES], 
the Senator from Colorado (Mr. JOHN- 
son], the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mr. KILGORE], the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. MALONEY], the Senator 
from Arizona [Mr. McFarianp], the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL], the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Overton], the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr, REYN- 
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oLps], the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. Smatuers], the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. SwrtH], the Senator from 
Arkansas {Mr. Spencer], the Senator 
from Tennessee {Mr. Stewart], the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. TRUMAN], the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Van Nuys], 
the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
WatsHi, and the Senator from Montana 
{Mr. WHEELER] are necessarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. Hotman] and the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. Tosry] are absent 
on public business. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Aus- 
TiN], the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Brewster], the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. Lancer], the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Gurney], and 
the Senator. from New Jersey (Mr. BAR- 
BOUR] are necessarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-one 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 


SENATE SPECIAL SILVER COMMITTEE 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. MURDOCK] a 
member of the special committee to con- 
fer with the Secretary of the Treasury 
regarding the Silver Purchase Act of 
1934, created by Senate Resolution 187, 
Seventy-fourth Congress, to fill an exist- 
ing vacancy. 

PROVISION PERTAINING TO A STATE DE- 

PARTMENT APPROPRIATION (S. DOC. 

NO. 235) 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, transmitting 
draft of a proposed provision pertaining 
to the appropriation “Salaries, Depart- 
ment of State,” appearing in the pending 
State Department appropriation bill for 
the fiscal year 1945, which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PETITIONS 


Mr. CAPPER presented a petition of 
sundry citizens of Arkansas City, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of Senate bill 
860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic liq- 
uor and to suppress vice in the vicinity 
of military camps and naval establish- 
ments, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CHAVEZ presentec a petition of 
sundry citizens of Belen and vicinity, New 
Mexico, praying for the enactment of 
Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of 
alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice in 
the vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishments, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND 
SUPPRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILI- 
TARY CAMPS—PETITIONS 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, I pre- 
sent for appropriate reference three peti- 
tions forwarded to me by the president 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Tampa, Fla., bearing respec- 
tively the signatures of 25, 81, and 355 
citizens of Tampa, Fla., and vicinity, 
praying for the enactment of Senate bill 
860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic liquor 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 

camps and naval establishments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions 

presented by the Senator from Florida 
will lie on the table. 


MEMORIAL FROM CITIZENS OF WINFIELD, 
KANS. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I have re- 
ceived a memorial from Winfield, Kans., 
signed by some 35 women of that town, 
protesting against certain deplorable con- 
ditions in the construction of defense 
plants and war contracts. They per- 
sonally remonstrate against large union 
racketeering in such construction. They 
are naturally unhappy about sugar 
rationing, the necessity for which has not 
been clearly demonstrated. They criti- 
cize the failure to move promptly in the 
direction of synthetic-rubber production. 
They demand efficiency in the Govern- 
ment for the welfare of our men in the 
armed forces. 

I personally know some of these women 
and can personally vouch for their fine 
éharacter, their high intelligence, and 
deep earnestness. 

I ask that this memorial be printed in 
the Recor following these remarks, 
omitting the names of the petitioners. 

There being no objection, the memorial 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed in the Recorp without the signa- 
tures attached thereto, as follows: 


WINFIELD, Kans., June 29, 1942, 
Mr. CLYDE M. REED, 
United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator: We protest against— 

1. Strikes in defense plants or on war con- 
tracts for higher wages or any other reason, if 
they are receiving the prevailing wage of the 

Our servicemen must be sup- 
La tae tt by every possible man-hour of labor. 
spending of Government 
Bite in war contracts and Government 
bureaus. 

3. This administration is using billions of 
defense money to play politics with labor- 
union racketeers. This money must be raised 
by taxes or buying bonds, hence a greater 
Federal debt. 

4. The propaganda agency of the Govern- 
ment dishing out anything and everything 
for public consumption. All dictators in 
Europe have propaganda agencies. We are 
fighting dictators; therefore, we demand the 
tools and implements of dictators not be 
allowed to infiltrate in our democracy. 

5. Sugar rationing, not that we are unwill- 
ing to sacrifice sweets but because our Gov- 
ernment is paying farmers not to raise sugar 
products and have lowered the 1942 quota 
under 1941, and because brewers are not 
limited on sugar and liquor is detrimental to 
the war effort. All alcohol needs to be used 
for synthetic rubber and explosives. 

6. Government officials who refuse to allow 
synthetic rubber to be produced, since the 
rubber shortage will paralyze the Nation and 
hinder the war effort. 

7. Gasoline rationing while the Government 
forbids oi] to be produced. 

8. We demand our boys in service be sup- 
ported by efficiency in government and care- 
ful selection of officers and leaders in armed 
forces and ample supplies and necessary 
equipment. 

Sincerely. 


Mr.CAPPER. Mr. President, I present 
and ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Record without the signa- 
tures attached, and appropriately re- 
ferred, a memorial numerously signed by 
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women of Winfield, Kans., expressing 
their sentiments on a number of prob- 
lems facing our people today. 

There being no objection, the memorial 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed in the RECORD. 

(For text of memorial referred to, see 
the identical memorial, supra, presented 
by Mr. Reep today.) 


THE EQUAL-RIGHTS AMENDMENT 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in the 
Recorp at this point as a part of my 
remarks a letter which I received from 
Marie B. Miller, legislative chairman of 
the Business and Professional Woman's 
Club of Philadelphia, under date of June 
25, 1942, calling attention to a resolution 
adopted at its June 1942 meeting. 

There being no objection, the letter 
and resolution were ordered to lie on the 
Pe and to be printed in the RECORD, as 

WS: 


THE BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONAL 
Woman’s CLUB OF PHILADELPHIA, INC., 
June 25, 1942. 
The Honorable James J. Davis, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

Desk SENATOR Davis: Would you kindly 
present our resolution to be printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD? 

During the 1940 Republican Convention the 
proposed equal-rights amendment was con- 
sidered carefully by the makers of the Repub- 
lican platform. The inclusion of the pro- 
posed amendment in the platform testified 
that the leaders of the Republican Party felt 
that this legislation is necessary in order that 
women citizens may enjoy the “equal protec- 
tion of the laws.” 

May we count on your support? We would 
appreciate a reply. 

Sincerely yours, 
Marre B. MILLER, 
Legislative Chairman. 


At its June meeting 1942, the Philadelphia 
Business and Professional Woman's Club 
adopted unanimously the following resolu- 
tion, which was presented by Miss Florance 
B. Fulton, president: 

“Whereas the Philadelphia Business and 
Professional Woman’s Club has consistently 
opposed legislation discriminating against 
women; and 

“Whereas there are today approximately 
1,000 laws discriminating against women 
throughout the United States; and 

“Whereas during the present war crisis the 
folly of special protective laws for women 
onty has been so apparent; and 

“Whereas the antidemocratic countries are 
adding countless restrictions against women; 
and 

“Whereas our country being a democracy 
should guarantee the equal protection of the 
law to all its citizens, men and women; 
and 

“Whereas our women citizens will never be 
free from discriminations, and enjoy an 
equal status with men citizens, until the 
proposed equal rights amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States is adopted: 
Therefore be it 

“Resolved, That the Philadelphia Business 
and Professional Woman's Club reaffirms its 
support of the proposed equal rights amend- 
ment, and asks that all Members of the Sen- 
ate vote favorably on Senate Joint Resolu- 
tion.8, Calendar No. 1363, and that the House 
judiciary report favorably House Joint Reso- 
lution 2; be it further 

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution 
be mailed to Hon. Henry A. Watrtace, the 


{Enclosure.] 


5908 


Honorable ALBEN W. BARKLEY, the Honorable 
CHARLES L. McNary, the Honorable JAMES J. 
Davis, and the Honorable JOSEPH F. Gurrey.” 


THE SYNTHETIC-RUBBER PROGRAM 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I present a 
communication in the nature of a peti- 
tion signed by the Governor and other 
officials of the State of Vermont, relating 
to the synthetic-rubber-production pro- 
gram and requesting a stepping-up in the 
program. I request that the petition may 
be printed in the Recorp and appropri- 
ately referred. 

There being no objection, the petition 
was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


The Honorable Senator GEORGE D. AIKEN, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: A program of maximum con- 
servation of existing tires is being carried out 
by the Government and motor-vehicie own- 
ers of Vermont. Nevertheless, the most 
painstaking conservation program cannot 
prolong tire life indefinitely. 

We believe that 20,000,000 passenger cars 
are a vital necessity to the war-effort pro- 
gram. Mass-transportation agencies could 
not handle the necessary travel done in pas- 
senger cars, which amounts to three and 
one-half times the total passenger mileage 
of all forms of transportation combined. 

If, as national surveys show, 45 percent of 
our motor vehicles will be forced off the 
highways by 1943 and 70 percent by 1944, 
the economic disruptions which will take 
place here in Vermont will reach alarming 
proportions. Fifty percent of the communi- 
ties‘in our State will be without any form of 
transportation. Our State and municipal 
governments will be faced with great tax 
losses. Industries and establishments de- 
pendent on highway transportation will be 
ferced out of business. 

Therefore the following public and civic 
organization officials recommend that the 
over-all synthetic-rubber program be in- 
creased immediately from an annual produc- 
tion of 800,000 tons a year to 1,000,000 tons, 
or whatever amount is necessary to keep es- 
sential civilian highway transportation 
moving. 

We appeal to you in the earnest hope that 
you may use your influence to bring about 
the immediate accomplishment of this syn- 
thetic-rubber program. 

Sincerely yours, 
William H. Wills, governor and director 
of Automobile Club of Vermont; 
W. F. Corry, chairman, State High- 
way Board; William R. McFeeters, 
chairman, Public Service Commis- 
sion; E. H. Jones, commissioner of 
agriculture; Erwin M. Harvey, 
commissioner of taxes; H. E. 
Marsh, commissioner of motor ve- 
hicles; George A. Ballou, secretary, 
Vermont Rural Letter Carriers’ 
Association; James F. Dewey, pres- 
ident, Associated Industries of 
Vermont; P. C. Kittredge, secre- 
tary, Springfield Chamber of Com- 
merce; M. B. Emerson, president, 
Vermont Truck and Bus Associa- 
tion; Arthur H. Packard, president, 
Vermont State Farm Bureau, Inc. 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 


The following reports of the Commit- 

tee on Civil Service were submitted: 
By Mr. MEAD: 

§.2341. A bill to amend the act approved 
March 14, 1936, entitled “An act to provide 
for vacations for Government employees, and 
for other purposes”; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1534). 
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By Mr. AIKEN (for Mr. Mean) : 
S. 2150. A bill to amend section 13 of the 
Classification Act of 1923, as amended; with 
an amendment (Rept. No. 1535). 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on July 
1, 1942, that committee presented to the 
President of the United States the en- 
rolled bill (S. 1957) to establish the naval 
procurement fund, and for other pur- 
poses. 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 


As in executive session, 

Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported 
favorably the nominations of several 
postmasters. 


THE AMERICAN’S CREED 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I intro- 
duce a bill, the title of which is “A bill 
recognizing the American’s Creed as the 
national creed of the United States.” 

At the same time I introduce a joint 
resolution to provide for the proper ob- 
servance of the twenty-fifth anniversary 
of the American’s Creed. 

In this connection I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
the American’s Creed, of exactly 100 
words, written by William Tyler Page. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill and 
joint resolution introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will be appropriately 
referred; and, without objection, the 
paper presented by him will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The bill (S. 2638) recognizing the 
American’s Creed as the national creed 
of the United States, and the joint reso- 
lution (S. J. Res. 154) to provide for the 
proper observance of the twenty-fifth 
anniversary of the American’s Creed 
were each read twice by their titles and 
referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

The creed referred to is as follows: 

THE AMERICAN’S CREED 
(By William Tyler Page) 

I believe in the United States of America 
as a Government of the people, by the people, 
for the people; whose just powers are derived 
from the consent of the governed; a democ- 
racy in a republic; a sovereign nation of many 
sovereign States; a perfect Union, one and 
inseparable; established upon those principles 
of freedom, equality, justice, and humanity 


for which American patriots sacrificed their 
lives and fortunes. 


I therefore believe it is my duty to my 
country. to love it, to support its Constitu- 
tion, to obey its laws, to respect its fiag, and 
to defend it against all enemies. 

BILL INTRODUCED 


Mr. CHAVEZ introduced a bill (S. 2639) 
increasing the pay and allowances of the 
member's of the Army Nurse Corps, which 
was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


DECORATION. OF NURSES FOR SERVICE 
IN BATAAN 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, I am 
anxious that the heroism of the Army 
nurses who serve on the battle front at 
Bataan and Corregidor shall not be for- 
gotten. 

On yesterday six of these “angels of 
mercy,” who have finally reached their 
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homeland, were decorated for their heroic 
service to the wounded men in the Battle 
of the Philippines. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp an account of the 
decoration of these heroic nurses which 
appeared in the Washington Post this 
morning. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


THEY Hap No TIME For Tears—Six Nurses ARE 
DECORATED FOR HEROIC SERVICE IN BATAAN 


Six United States Army nurses, still re- 
covering from 3 months’ service in Bataan 
and Corregidor under “the most critical cir- 
cumstances in history,” yesterday were 
awarded royal blue citation ribbons by As- 
sistant Secretary of War John J. McCloy in a 
ceremony at Red Cross National Headquar- 
ters. 

In awarding the ribbons, McCloy said: “I 
issue these citations in the name of the 
President of the United States as public evi- 
dence of the deserved honor and distinction 
earned by these officers of the United States 
Army.” 

The First Lady arrived by plane from New 
York especially to bring personal greetings 
from the President, whose tribute was: 

*’ “To those who are here today, God bless 
you for service well done. To those left be- 
hind, have faith, for the day of liberation will 
come.” 

The nurses are the first American women 
to be decorated for service during World War 
No. 2 and will wear the same ribbons as will 
all the defenders of Bataan. 

Still shaky from the hardships of war. in. 
the Pacific, the nurses represented the 72 
other women who performed similar duties 
from the outbreak of war to the fall of Cor- 
regidor. 

Surg. Gen. James C. Magee pinned the rib- 
bons to the lapel of each nurse’s dark blue 
uniform as Miss Mary Beard, director of the 
Red Cross nursing service, called their names. 

They are Dorothea Daley, of Hamilton, Mo.; 
Florence MacDonald, of Brockton, Mass.; 
Juanita Redmond, of Swansea, S. C.; Harriet 
G. Lee, of Great Barrington, Mass.; Mary 
Lohr, of Greensburg, Pa. and Eunice C. 
Hatchitt, of Lockhart, Tex. 

All except Miss MacDonald saw action at 
Bataan until they were evacuated to Cor- 
regidor early in April. Miss MacDonald, a 
first lieutenant, went directly from Fort 
Stotsenburg, 90 miles from Manila, to Cor- 
regidor. 

Miss MacDonald, in the nurses’ quarters of 
the Stotsenburg Hospital, got her first taste 
of the war at 11: 45 a. m. December 7, when 
she. peered out of a window and said: “Oh, 
look girls, the boys are coming in from their 
morning Hight.” 

Two minutes later windows shook and roof- 
tops rocked as those planes dropped their 
bombs on Clark Fiele 2 miles away and war 
with Japan became a reality. 

“The first wave lasted three-quarters of an 
hour,” Miss MacDonald recalled, “and 10 min- 
utes later the second wave of bombers flew 
over. I remember rushing up to a doctor to 
inquire: ‘How many casualties?’ He an- 
swered: ‘Too many.’ 

HAVE STRONG STOMACHS 


“In the hospital I saw six or seven doctors 
leaning over the rail, their stomachs unable 
to stand the horrible sights of broken, 
mangled bodies. Fortunately, the nurses 
stood up under it. Their stomachs must 
have been stronger. 

“Do you know, I heard not one word of 
complaint from the hundreds of wounded 
men who lined the long porch of the hos- 
pital. The title of that book, The Wounded 
Don’t Cry, is more than true, 
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“We heard that about 85 men, most of | ing votes of the two Houses on the 


them Air Corps men from Clark Field, were 
killed in the first 2 raids. Morale among 
the nurses was excellent though; in the face 
of the tremendous numbers of wounded, T 
never saw a tear, although the doctors and 
officers sometimes gave way. 

“Naturally we were nervous, particularly at 
first, but we didn’t have opportunities to 
think,” Miss MacDonald added. “There sim- 
Ply was no time for tears. Ordinarily a nurse 
cares. for 10 patients, but 150 or 220 were not 
unusual there.” 

ONE DID CRY ONCE 

Little Eunice Hatchitt, in her soft Texas 
drawl, admitted that she had cried once, 
when orders came to leave Bataan. 

“That was the saddest moment of my life,” 
she confessed. “None of us wanted to go, but 
we were under orders.” 

Blue-eyed Mary Lohr recalled an improvised 
hospital on Bataan where 5,000 patients were 
lodged with only mosquito netting and rude 
canvas covering, 

“We even ran out of mosquito netting as 
the defense of Bataan dragged on,” she said 
“Of course, our greatest shortages were in 
quinine and the sulfa drugs.” 

Juanita Redmond, only red-haired mem- 
ber of the group, tolé of her Christmas 
meals—corned beef hash and biscuits, which 
she had for both breakfast and lunch. 

“I finally faced a mirror in Australia, after 
we were ordered out of Corregidor,” Miss Red- 
mond said, “and I had aged 10 years. We 
had no soap for shampoos and no other make- 
up facilities, so you can imagine how we 
looked.” 

Ready for foreign service again? The an- 
swer from all six was—yes! 


DEDICATION OF BARELAS COMMUNITY 
ADDRESS BY SENATOR 
CHAVEZ 
[Mr. CHAVEZ asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an address 
delivered by him on the occasion of the dedi- 
cation ceremonies of the Barelas Community 
Center, Albuquerque, N. Mex., June 14, 1942, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


THE CRISIS IN THE MIDDLE EAST— 
ADDRESS BY SENATOR MEAD 
[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a radio address 
entitled “The Crisis in the Middle East,” de- 
livered by him on July 1, 1942, which appears 
in. the Appendix.] 


THE WORLD IN WHICH WE LIVE— 
ADDRESS BY A. S. WHITNEY 


[Mr. HILL asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Rrcorp an address erm- 
titled “The World in Which We Live,” de- 
livered by A. S. Whitney, president, Brother- 
hood of Railway Trainmen at North Olmstead, 
Ohio, June 21, 1942, which appears in the 
Appendix. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
elerks, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 2404) to authorize 
officers and enlisted men of the armed 
forces of the United States to accept 
decorations, orders, medals, and emblems 
tendered by governments of cobelligerent 
nations or the other American republics 
and to create the decorations to be 
known as the legion of merit, and the 
medal for merit, with amendments, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree- 


amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 4153) for the relief of Cleaver Kelley. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the reports of 
the committees of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to each of 


-the following bills of the House: 


H.R. 5439. An act for the relief of Joseph 
Soulek; and 

H. R. 5846. An act for the relief of Alvira 
Manfredi, 


The message also announced that the 
House had passed the following bills and 
joimt resolutions, in which it requested 
the eoneurrence of the Senate: 


H. R. 5839. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “Am act to provide compensation for 
employees of the United States suffering in- 
juries while in the performance of their du- 
ties, and for other purposes,” as amended; 

H. R.6217. An act to amend section 13 of 
the Classification Act of 1923, as amended; 

H.R. 6702. An act to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a district judge for the northern 
district of California in order to fill a vacancy 
In the office of an additional district judge 
heretofore authorized for such district; 

H.R. 6951. An act to amend subsections 
(b) and (d) of section 77 of the Judicial Code 
so as.to transfer the county of Butts from 
the Macon division of the middle district of 
Georgia to the Atlanta division of the 
northern district of Georgia; 

H. R. 7143. An act to expedite the payment 
for land acquired the war period; 

H.R. 7211. An act to facilitate the disposi- 
tion of prizes captured by the United States 
during the present war, and for other pur- 


poses; 

H. J. Res.318. Joint resolution to amend 
section 1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code by exempting from tax the amount paid 
for admissions to theaters and other activi- 
ties operated by the War Department or the 
Navy Department. within posts, camps, reser 
vations, and other areas maintained by the 
Military or Naval Establishment; and 

H. J. Res. 323, Joint resolution to create a 
commission for the emergency safeguarding 
of the Capitol and other buildings in the 
legislative group, and other buildings under 
the Architect of the Capitol. 


HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
REFERRED OR PLACED ON CALENDAR 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were severally read twice by their 
titles and referred or ordered to be placed 
on the calendar, as indicated: 


H. R. 5839. An act to amend the act ens 
titled “An act to provide compensation for 
employees of the United States suffering in- 
juries while im the performance of their 
duties, and for other purposes,” as amended; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

H. R. 6217. An act to amend section 13 of 
the Classification Act of 1923, as amended; 
to the calendar. 

H.R. 6951. An act to amend subsections 
(b) and (d) of section 77 of the Judicial 
Code so as to transfer the county of Butts 
from the Macon division of the middle dis- 
trict. of Georgia to the Atlanta division of 
the northern district of Georgia; and 

H.R. 7148, An act to expedite the payment 
for Iand acquired during the war period; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H.J. Res. 318. Joint resolution to amend 
section 1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code by exempting from tax the amount paid 
for admissions to theaters and other activi- 
ties operated by the War Department or the 
Navy Department within posts, camps, reser- 
vations, and other areas maintained by the 
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Military or Naval Establishment; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

H. J. Res. 323. Joint resolution to create a 
commission for the emergency safeguarding 
of the Capitol and other buildings in the 
legislative group, and other buildings under 
the Architect of the Capitol; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


ORDER FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
MEASURES. ON THE CALENDAR 


| Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of the remarks of the junior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. RuUssELL], who is 
about to address the Senate, the Senate 
proceed to consider measures on the 
calendar not objected to, beginning at the 
end of the last call. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered, 


INJUSTICE TO GEORGIA IN RATIONING 
OF GASOLINE 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I deem 
it fundamental im a democracy that all 
the burdens and sacrifices of war should 
be borne equally by all the people. This 
is true without regard to the State or 
the section of the Nation in which they 
live. If equality between our people be 
abandoned, and even in the stress of war 
the people of one State or one section be 
discriminated against, we lose democracy 
at home while men die for it abroad. 

Mr. President, I have heretofore on the 
floor of the Senate discussed the question 
of singling out. certain States for the 
rationing of gasoline or of any other 
commodity. I have expressed the opin- 
ion that. regional rationing, as such, was 
undemocratic. The transportation fa- 
cilities of the Nation should be pooled, 
and all the dislocation and the confusion 
that is brought about. by the rationing of 
gasoline should be shared equally by all 
the people of the Nation. Certainly, if 
regional rationing is to be had in any 
form and on any commodity, such ra- 
tioning should be applied with regard to 
the mode of transportation employed, 
and every section which has the same 
form of transportation and which has 
the same difficulties should be dealt with 
equally. 

I have heretofore protested against the 
inclusion of my own State of Georgia. in 
the region where gasoline and other pe- 
troleum fuels are to be rationed. My 
State has two pipe lines. One is from 
Port St. Joe on the Gulf of Mexico. It 
traverses the State from south to north 
and ends in Georgia near the Tennessee 
line. The other pipe line enters the 
State on the west, on the Alabama line, 
and traverses the entire State from west 
to east, going into the State of South 
Carolina. That pipe line has its begin- 
ning at Baton Rouge, La. Those pipe 
lines are capable of transporting, and do 
transport unless there are restrictions 
which prevent the sale, many times the 
quantify of gasoline each day that is 
consumed within the State of Georgia. 

Gasoline is rationed in Georgia, but 
gasoline which is transported by pipe 
lines through Georgia, a rationed State, 
is carried into the State of Tennessee, 
and is there sold without any restrictions 
on the amount a person may buy. Like- 
wise gasoline which is transported 
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through the pipe lines within Georgia is 
carried to the State of Alabama, and is 
there sold without any restrictions, and 
without any requirement as to card or 
the amount that any person may be able 
to purchase. 

This program of rationing gasoline in 
Georgia is working a great hardship on 
cur people. The revenues derived from 
the tax on gasoline are in part allocated 
to the support of the country schools of 
Georgia in the poorer rural areas. Two 
cents of the State tax goes into what is 
known as an equalization fund to afford 
the boys and girls in the poorer rural 
sections some measure of equality of edu- 
cation with those who live in the more 
populous areas. It may be that the gaso- 
line tax should go exclusively to the 
maintenance of highways, but in my 
State, when other sources of revenue 
fail, there have been occasions when the 
taxes which have been derived from the 
sale of gasoline have been used for the 
ordinary expenses of the State govern- 
ment. 

Under the present plan in Georgia not 
only is the individual rationed, but we 
have inflicted upon us a two-way ration- 
ing to catch us coming and going: the 
ration card limiting the individual, and 
an allocaton to the filling station of only 
50 percent of the amount which was or- 
dinarily sold at such filling station, be- 
fore the rationing program was imposed. 

We have encountered innumerable dif- 
ficulties. The farmers, in seeking to mar- 
ket perishable crops, have been unable to 
purchase gasoline because the 50 percent 
allotted within their communities has 
been exhausted. Despite the fact that 
three or four times as much gas as we 
consume is passing through the State, 
or could pass through the pipe lines daily, 
Members of the Congress from Georgia 
have been compelled to run down to the 
various agencies of government and on 
bended knees implore them to allow us a 
slightly larger allotment in order to pre- 
vent the total loss of the peach crop, 
which must be hauled by truck, and the 
watermelon crop, which must be hauled 
by truck, and all the other commodities 
which have to be marketed immediately 
if they are not to become a total loss to 
the farmers and to the economy of our 
Nation. 

Mr. President, my protests as to the 
inclusion of Georgia within this area 
have not been heeded. I believe that any 
fair-minded man examining the facts, 
taking into consideration the facilities 
for the delivery of gasoline within the 
State, would say that Georgia had no 
business to be within this restricted area. 
My protests have not been heeded, but 
evidently on the assumption that two 
wrongs make a right, if the second is 
sufficiently grievous, we now have the Of- 
fice of Price Administration imposing 
what is the equivalent of a 244-cent tax 
on the people of Georgia on the limited 
amount of gasoline they are permitted to 

-purchase. We are told that the funds 
derived from this 242-cent-a-gallon in- 
crease are to be utilized in a pool to pay 
for the increased cost of transporting 
gasoline, when it is transported by tank 
car on the railroad instead of by the 
tanker at sea. 
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In Georgia, where the great bulk of the 
gasoline is transported. by pipe line, 
without the increase of a single cent in 
the cost of delivery, we now have this 
measure imposed upon our people in 
forcing them to pay 242 cents additional 
on each gallon of gasoline they use, the 
funds to go to pay for the privilege of 


letting someone else use the pipe lines,- 


or to pay for the delivery of gasoline 
to some other area by tank car. 

Mr. President, I shall not discuss in 
detail the question whether or not this 
244-cent-a-gallon increase in the nature 
of a tax is excessive. Ido not think there 
is any question that it is. I have been 
advised that the total cost of transport- 
ing gasoline by tank car from the El 
Dorado field to the State of Georgia is 
only 2.9 cents a gallon today, and yet it 
is proposed to levy a tax of 2% cents on 
the gasoline which is transported by pipe 
line. That, however, is beside the ques- 
tion. My complaint is against imposing 
what amounts to tax on the people of 
Georgia to pay for the delivery of gaso- 
line to other areas. 

Bear in mind that gasoline which tra- 
verses the entire length of the State of 
Georgia, and is delivered into the State 
of Tennessee, is not only sold without re- 
striction but it is sold without the impo- 
sition of this 244-cent-a-gallon increase 
in the cost to the consumer. Likewise 
gasoline which goes through Georgia to 
other States where the rationing program 
is not in effect is not only sold without 
restriction but it is sold without the im- 
position of this 24% cents additional cost 
added to the consumer within the State 
of Georgia. 


Mr. President, I have sought to get the 
facts in this matter. I have been told 
that it was essential that there be levied 
what amounts to an excise tax upon the 
people of the restricted sections of the 
United States, the 17 States where the 
consumption of gasoline has already been 
curtailed, by 50 percent; that a tax be 
levied in order that there may not be any 
shortage of fuel oil in the great indus- 
trial areas of this country which are now 
engaged in the production of implements 
of war. 

Let us consider that question for a mo- 
ment. It is proposed to impose a tax of 
21⁄2 cents a gallon on the Georgia farmer 
-who has to truck his watermelons, or 
peaches, or other preducts to the market, 
in order to avoid a loss to the industrial- 
ists who are now producing the materials 
with which to fight the war. The farm- 
er’s gasoline never sees a tank car, but it 
is proposed to tax him and penalize him 
2% cents a gallon in order that we may 
take care of those who are producing the 
implements of war. 

Mr, President, the people of my State 
are willing to make any sacrifice that the 
people of any other State or any other 
section may be called upon to make in 
this war to achieve the victory at the 
earliest possible date. They have proved 
this statement by their actions. They 
proved it before Pearl Harbor, when the 
young men in my section were enlisting 
in the Army by the thousands, preparing 
for what they saw coming. They proved 
it by attempting to comply with every call 
of their Government for the production 
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of anything which can be produced within 
the State of Georgia. They have proved 
it by purchasing bonds to finance the 
Government far beyond the efforts of 
people in some other sections, consider- 
ing their ability and financial means. 

Mr. President, the idea and philosophy 
of taxing the people of one State, or of 
a small section of the country, for the 
transportation of a commodity by rail 
when that commodity is not trans- 
ported by rail, so as to enable gasoline 
and oil to reach those who are engaged 
in war industries, when we know that in 
some of those industries the profits have 
been so swollen that millions of dollars 
have been turned back into the Treasury 
to escape taxation on the excess or to 
avoid the condemnation which properly 
comes to those who profit at the expense 
of the people curing time of war—any 
such philosophy as that I denounce as 
being a damnable injustice, which no 
man can properly defend. 

In my State the people who live in re- 
mote areas light their homes with kero- 
sene. Those who buy kerosene with 
which to light their homes are com- 
pelled to pay 244 cents a gallon addi- 
tional, which goes into a pool which we 
are told is necessary in order to avoid 
any shortage of oil in the industria] East, 
and to keep the war industries in opera- 
tion. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. As I understand, 
the Senator’s position is that Georgia, 
having pipe lines for the transportation 
of gasoline and oil, should be excepted 
from the coastal States which have been 
put under a rationing program. Is that 
the idea? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly it should be 
excepted. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think the Sena- 
tor is entirely correct. I think there is 
no reason in the world why the people 
of States which have pipe lines should 
be burdened with an additional tax. 

The Senator spoke of some of the 
Georgia oil going into Tennessee. I sup- 
pose that is true. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I was using it as an 
illustration of the injustice of the order. 

Mr. McKELLAR. As a like illustra- 
tion, we have two pipe lines in Tennes- 
see; and I have no doubt that some of 
the oil goes over into Georgia, which is 
proper, and I hope it does; but it is cer- 
tainly true that there is no reason for 
levying a tax to compensate for increased 
costs of transportation in a State where 
there has been no increased cost of trans- 
portation. It seems to ine that Georgia 
should certainly be excepted from the 
coastal States included in the order. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, if it is 
necessary that the pool be created, the 
cost of the pool ought either to be borne 
by those who benefit by the increased 
transportation by rail, or, more fairly 
and justly, should be spread over the 
entire United States, and every person 
should participate in bearing the cost of 
it. If there is any rule of justice in the 
matter, it would be more equitable to im- 
pose a penalty on those who have all the 
gasoline they want, rather than on those 
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who are limited to 50 percent of what 
they have had. The system of taxing the 
people in my State on gasoline which 
comes in by pipe line, to form a pool, or 
fund to avoid loss to those who live in 
other sections, and to keep in operation 
industries which almost fix their own 
prices and profits for the commodities 
they produce for war, penalizes us in the 
same fashion, if not to the same degree, 
that a gauleiter of Hitler would exploit 
the people of Poland or one of the other 
conquered countries of Europe. There 
can be no possible defense for it; and no 
fairminded man would undertake to de- 
fend any philosophy or idea which would 
impose a tax on the people of Georgia 
for gasoline and oil which goes through 
a pipe line, and would exempt from the 
tax thirty-odd other States in the Union, 
using the tax for the benefit of other 
States, when the people derive no un- 
usual benefit whatever from the imposi- 
tion of the tax. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator has re- 
ferred to a pool. Does he have any infor- 
mation as to who will benefit from the 
pool? In other words, for whose benefit 
will the pool be created? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not know who 
will benefit. I presume the transporta- 
tion companies that are now delivering 
the oil will benefit. If the oil companies 
stop delivering oil because of the increase 
in price, then the people who would bene- 
fit would be those who had the oil de- 
livered to them by tank car; but that 
situation does not obtain in my State. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Does the Senator 
have any figures to show the difference 
between the cost of transportation to a 
given point by railroad and the cost of 
transportation by water, let us say from 
a south Louisiana field? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not have the fig- 
ures. I have always understood that 
there was a considerable difference; but 
again, that question is not involved in 
my State in the presentation which I 
am making, because gasoline and oil come 
in by pipe line. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The point I have in 
mind is this: Instead of creating a pool 
and making only a small number of peo- 
ple contribute to it, why should not the 
transportation rates be raised in the 
localities affected? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The price of gasoline 
was increased 2% cents a gallon in 17 
States, without regard to how the gasoline 
is delivered to those States. The tax is 
not imposed generally throughout the 
Nation, but the increased price of 24 
cents a gallon applies in 17 States. As I 
understand, that money is to go into a 
pool to provide for rail transportation of 
gasoline and oil. 

Mr. ELLENDER. As the Senator indi- 
cated, he has no details as to how the 
pool is to be distributed, and I should like 
to have such information in the Recorp. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Ihave not. I under- 
stand that it is to go to pay the difference 
between the cost of transportation by 
tanker and the cost of transportation by 
rail in tank cars. I have stated that I 
do not believe there is any such difference 
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as that between the cost of the two meth- 
ods, but I do not have the figures. 

Mr, ELLENDER. Evidently those who 
will obtain benefits from the pool will 
probably be those who transport the 
products. 

Mr. RUSSELL. In a way, yes; because 
there would be an increased cost, but I 
do not know that the railroad rates have 
been increased. Either the railroads, the 
oil companies, or those who consume the 
oil transported by tank car would benefit 
from the pool raised by the tax in Geor- 
gia, where gasoline is brought in by pipe 
line. In effect it is an excise tax, which 
does not apply in the States outside the 
rationed area. 

Mr. ELLENDER. What prompted my 
inquiry was the statement of the Sena- 
tor to the effect that the tax was levied 
in order to help certain war industries. 
Such a statement seems inconsistent with 
that made by him that carriers would 
benefit from the pool. 

I am in thorough sympathy with the 
views of the Senator, especially as regards 
his position that it is unjust to make 
farmers and small industries pay a tax 
for the benefit of large war industries or 
even to the railroads. Both war indus- 
tries and the railroads are making money, 
and I dare say that such does not hold 
true of many of the smaller nonwar 
industries and a large number of our 
farmers. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to dis- 
cuss freight rates, but it does seem unfair 
that because of an increase in the cost 
to certain industries in certain localities 
that the country as a whole should be 
called upon to pay the bill. We in the 
South have been suffering for scores of 
years because of unjust, unfair, and, may 
Isay, unconscionable freight rates in con- 
trast to those paid by our northern neigh- 
bors and competitors. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I did not make the 
statement to which the Senator refers. 
I stated that I had been told by those 
administering the program that that was 
the purpose, and that one of the dire 
effects of the failure of the program would 
be the closing down of such war indus- 
tries. I was told that the war industries 
must have oil in order to manufacture 
war implements. There was an appeal 
to patriotism. Apparently the theory is 
that those who do not use the railroads 
should pay a tax of 2% cents to permit 
oil to be brought to certain industries by 
rail, but only selected States and the 
people of those States should be called 
on to make this contribution to the war 
effort. Any way it is viewed, the order is 
discriminatory. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr, RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Yesterday at the 
hearing before the Commerce Commit- 
tee on the canal bill I asked Mr. Parten, 
who is in charge of the Petroleum Co- 
ordinator’s Office, whether he thought 
that States such as Georgia and South 
Carolina, which have pipe lines, should 
pay 2% cents a gallon additional cost, 
when the people of other States do not 
have to pay it. I understood from his 
answer that he did not think we should 
be called upon to pay the 21⁄2 cents if the 
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people of other States did not have to pay 
it, because there has been no increase in 
the cost of distributing gasoline in South, 
Carolina and Georgia through the pipe 
line during the past few months, or, for 
that matter, during the past year. 

Mr. RUSSELL, I have not discussed 
the matter with the gentleman to whom 
the able Senator refers, but I should be 
willing to submit to any fair-minded 
person the question whether it is just to 
place this increased cost or tax on the 
people of my State for a service which 
they do not receive. Georgia should 
never have been included in the rationed 
area in the first instance. It is shock- 
ing to any sense of justice, or even com- 
mon decency. - 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. There was some 
testimony concerning this very matter 
before the Appropriations Committee this 
morning. Mr. Henderson appeared be- 
fore the committee and testified on the 
subject. He said that before January 
92 percent of the oil and gasoline which 
came from the producing fields to the 
east coast was carried by sea in tankers, 
and that only 8 percent was carried by 
pipe lines. He stated that transporta- 
tion of oil and gasoline by tankers had 
almost entirely ceased, and that at the 
present time the railroads are transport- 
ing from 70 to 75 percent in tank cars, 
at an increased cost, of course, because 
water transportation is cheaper than 
railroad transportation. However, the 
difference between the 92 percent which 
the tankers formerly carried and the 70 
or 75 percent now carried by the railroads 
causes a deficiency, and has caused the 
trouble with respect to price. The cost 
of railroad transportation is considerably 
higher than the cost of transportation by 
water. 

I asked Mr. Henderson whether the 
difference in cost was 21⁄2 cents a gallon, 
and the answer was “no,” but that the 
reason the 2% cents was imposed was 
that the railroads had already lost $38,- 
000,000 in the aggregate, by reason of 
the cost of transporting oil by rail. I do 
not know that it was testified absolutely, 
but it was indicated that this tax would 
remain in effect only for 1 year, and 
that it would have to remain in effect 
that long so as to pay for the additional 
cost, plus the accumulated cost of $38,- 
000,000. 

Like the Senator from Georgia, I think 
that a tax of 2% cents is entirely too 
high, and that it will produce far more 
than the additional cost plus the $38,- 
000,000 of accumulated cost. I think 
something ought to be done about it; 
and I believe the Senator can secure re- 
lief from the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. RUSSELL. To this date all my 
efforts have been without avail. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether 
the sum Mr. Henderson is collecting in 
the pool is a subsidy for the railroads, 
for the oil companies, or for the war 
industries, but I do know that it is to 
make good an alleged loss. When the 
Senator from South Carolina and myself 
introduced in the Senate a bill to make 
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good some of the loss in our State reve- 
nue that was brought about by applying 
the rationing order in States which 
should not have been rationed in the 
first instance—a bill to provide funds 
with which to keep open the country 
schools and to keep our State govern- 
ments functioning—I did not see Mr. 
Henderson coming to Congress to try to 
get a subsidy to replace the revente lost 
to our State treasuries. It is when the 
railroads or the oil companies or the big 
eastern industries are threatened with 
loss that Mr. Henderson says that it is 
necessary to increase the price 242 cents 
a gallon in order to take care of the great 
loss and to make up a large subsidy. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. MAYBANK, I should like to say 
that the great loss is coming out of the 
pockets of the farmers. We are not going 
to use gasoline for pleasure riding. 

If the Senator will permit me to do so, 
I shall read a telegram, a copy of Which 
I have received this morning. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I shall be glad to have 
the Senator read it. 

Mr. MAYBANK. The telegram reads 
as follows: 

CoLUmBIA, S. C., June 30, 1942, 
The Honorable LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator, Office of Price Ad- 
ministration, Washington, D. C.: 

It is absolutely necessary for farmers in 
South Carolina to secure larger allotments of 
gasoline and for filling stations to have their 
quotas increased, to move farm products. In 
this State there are numerous quantities of 
watermelons, cantaloups, cucumbers, cab- 
bages, beans, tomatoes, peaches, and other 
perishable crops waiting to be moved to mar- 
ket and largely dependent upon trucks for 
transportation. I am told that trucks are 
standing idle while the crops deteriorate be- 
cause gasoline is not available. Please have 
immediate investigation made and quotas in- 
creased sufficiently to cover this important 
seasonal movement, as well as the tobacco 
and cotton crops which will soon follow. 

R. M. JEFFERIES, 
Governor. 


I concur in what the Senator has said: 
That the gasoline is needed for the farm- 
ers, for the transportation of their prod- 
ucts and crops. The gasoline is needed 
to help the war effort by moving the crops 
to market. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The gasoline is not to 
be used in any way for pleasure riding. 
It is to be used to enable the little people 
of our section to stay in business. That 
is what it is to be used for. 

Mr. McKELLAR and Mr. HATCH ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Georgia yield, and if so, to 
whom? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield first to the 
Senator from Tennessee, and then I shall 
yield to the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, it is 
a rather unusual thing for the head of a 
department to impose a tax upon the 
American people, and it is a more unusual 
thing for the head of a department to 
impose a tax on a certain community of 
the Republic. I am wondering if the 
Senator has investigated the right of the 
Price Administrator to increase the price 
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of gasoline and other oil products 2%4 
cents a gallon. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, un- 
doubtedly the action of the Price Ad- 
ministrator circumvents the clear pro- 
visions of the Constitution. Not only 
that, but what makes it so iniquitous is 
the fact-that he is imposing the increased 
price on only a small segment of the 
people. If he had undertaken to impose 
it on all the people of the United States, 
and to violate and flout the antitrust 
laws by some agreement relative to the 
delivery of the gas and oil in time of war 
it might have been winked at; but when 
there is an attempt to discriminate 
against the people of one community or 
one section, it is absolutely indefensible. 
What have my people done that they 
should be penalized in this way? We are 
working in the war effort and we are 
willing to make any sacrifice that any- 
one else is called upon to make in order 
to win the war; but because the country 
is at war it does not make a wrong right, 
and it is wrong to impose upon the people 
in any such manner as that. 

I now yield to the Senator from New 
Mexico. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I did not 
want to interrupt the Senator, but I 
was interested in what the Senator from 
Georgia and the Senator from South 
Carolina have been saying about the ab- 
solute necessity for their farmers and 
the little people of their States to have 
gasoline. I regret the situation in the 
Southern States, but in that section there 
are transportation lines—railroads, bus 
lines. The Senators refer to gasoline 
being an absolute necessity there. I 
wonder, however, how the people in 
Western States, where oil is produced and 
refineries are located, where there are 
great distances to travel—distances of 
hundreds of miles—and where the whole 
economy is wrapped up in the truck and 
tractor situation, are going to get along? 
The people in the Southern States are in 
a difficult position, but what about the 
position of the people in the Western 
States? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I do 
not think there is any great difference 
in degree as to the hardship which the 
people of this country have to suffer by 
virtue of any condition which may exist 
and which applies equally all over the 
country. I can understand that in the 
areas of vast distances a shortage of 
gasoline would probably work great 
hardships in transportation. 

Mr. HATCH. There is at least one 
county in my State which comes to my 
mind in which there is not a railroad, in 
which there is not a bus line. What are 
the people of that county going to do? 

Mr. RUSSELL, Likewise in my State 
of Georgia there is at least one county 
which has neither railroads nor bus lines. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. GILLETTE. The Senator is mak- 
ing a very convincing presentation, Iam 
interested in what he says about the in- 
crease in price of gasoline being in ef- 
fect an excise tax applying to the people 
of his State. 
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Mr. RUSSELL. It has the same effect 
as an excise tax. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Then by the imposi- 
tion of such a tax there is an attempt to 
do by regulation what the Congress of 
the United States cannot do under the 
Constitution. That is what is happen- 
ing in this case? 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct, 

Mr. GILLETTE. Does the Senator be- 
lieve, as a lawyer, that the Congress of 
the United States has a right to clothe 
any agency of the United States with 
power to impose a restricted excise tax 
of that character? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I doubt it very seri- 
ously. I do not think it is a power which 
Congress can delegate at all. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator 
from Wyoming. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. AsI understand the 
situation it is this: Because of the war 
necessity we must have gasoline on the 
Atlantic coast. The only way to get it 
there is to have the railroads transport 
it, and the railroads must transport it at 
a loss to themselves. Why does not the 
Government figure what that loss is, and 
pay it out of the Treasury, and not put 
it on the people living along the eastern 
coast? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, if the 
tax is applied to all the people equally, no 
one can complain; but when it is put 
on the people of States that do not use 
the railroads for transportation of gas 
and oil, except to a very small degree, but 
use pipe lines, the tax becomes iniqui- 
tous, because of discrimination. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. The position I take 
is that the railroads should not be com- 
pelled to haul gas and oil at a great loss, 
if that is a fact; but, nevertheless, we 
must have gasoline. Therefore, the loss 
should be ascertained, and the Govern- 
ment should pay the loss out of the 
Treasury, just as it pays the losses of 
other people when they encounter loss. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I do not 
know any way we can make the railroads 
pay the loss. I doubt very seriously that 
we can make them haul gasoline at a 
loss; but, under the system imposed on 
us, the money is collected from our people 
in the form of an increased price of 24 
cents a gallon on 50 percent of the nor- 
mal consumption of gasoline. It is whol- 
ly unjust to make the people of the 
Southern States shoulder the burden on 
gasoline transported by pipe line. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. I agree 100 percent 
with the Senator. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Apropos of what the 
Senator has just said, let me say that, of 
course, Florida is a rationed State al- 
though we have 750 miles of Gulf coast. 
There is no reason at all for including 
Florida in the rationing, as we are near 
the oil fields of the Gulf coast. 

I have just read a report from Florida 
to the effect that in the ports on the Gulf 
coast of Florida there is 17 percent more 
gas and oil than there was at this time 
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last year. Our ports in Florida on the 
Gulf coast are full. Every reserve tank 
is filled up, and full oil barges have been 
tied up there for 2 weeks with no place 
to unload. 

Let me refer to a little port directly 
south of Tallahassee, a port about which 
the Senator knows—St. Marks. At St. 
Marks the following loaded barges are 
tied up: Coastal barge No. 1, with a ca- 
pacity of 4,500 barrels; and the barge 
Citizens No. 77, with a capacity of 9,000 
barrels. They have been tied up there 
for 2 weeks. 

Every port and all the places along the 
Gulf coast of Florida are filled. If the 
Government were to cancel rationing on 
that coast they could, within 48 hours, 
relieve the situation in Georgia as well as 
Florida. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, that 
would not relieve the situation in Georgia, 
because all our tanks are full. All the 
storage facilities in Georgia are full. So 
the only way the situation in Georgia 
could be relieved would be by having the 
restrictions removed. The pipe lines 
have been keeping the tanks in Georgia 
full, and they are full now. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I understand that; 
but I understand also that the difference 
between the cost for which the railroads 
can deliver gasoline and oil and the cost 
of delivery by boat, as previously was the 
method of transportation, has to be ab- 
sorbed by the dealer or consumer. If the 
dealers are not allowed to raise the price 
they have to sell at a loss, and the differ- 
ence occurs in the prices the distributor 
and the retail dealer have to pay; but the 
railroads get their freight regardless of 
who has it to pay and the consumer, as 
usual, has to pay. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I thank the Senator 
for his contribution. 

Mr. President, in the first instance, 
Georgia should not have been included in 
the rationed area. To do so has not only 
caused dislocations and losses to business 
and to those persons engaged in farming, 
but it is bringing about a loss in State 
revenue derived from gasoline taxes 
which is equivalent to $14,000,000 a year. 
Following that comes the increased cost 
that is imposed through lifting the price 
ceilings. Under the program of increas- 
ing by 244 cents a gallon the price of 50 
percent of the normal consumption of 
gasoline, there would be an extraction of 
about a million dollars a month out of 
the pockets of the people of Georgia, for 
gasoline that is brought in by pipe line. 

I have protested this action as vigor- 
ously as I knew how. I shall continue to 
protest it here on the floor of the Senate. 
I should be recreant to my duty to my 
people were I to stand by and see this in- 
justice done them and not fight the order 
in every way at my command. We do not 
have a great many ways left. One of 
them is to oppose the appropriations for 
the Office of Price Administration; and if 
I am driven to it as a last resort, I shall 
oppose making any appropriations what- 
ever to carry on any organization which 
will impose any such order as this on my 
people. 

I am as much opposed to inflation as 
is anyone else, but inflation, at least, 
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would be Nation-wide and affect all 
alike; it would hurt the people of one 
section just as much as it would the 
people of another section; but it wouid 
not result in discrimination against peo- 
ple who have done nothing to deserve 
such treatment. 

Someone has inspired the story that 
anyone in the Congress who questions 
Mr. Henderson’s requests of any kind is 
moved to do so because of the fact that 
he has not been permitted to join in 
some kind of patronage grab and name 
all the employees of the O. P. A. within 
his own State. I have a suspicion that 
that story is being bandied about from 
day to day through the newspapers and 
over the radio merely for the purpose of 
intimidating Congress into voting for 
anything on earth that Mr. Henderson 
might request. I wish to say for myself 
that several months ago I wrote Mr. 
Henderson a letter and told him I was 
not seeking to take any part in appoint- 
ments that might be made in my State 
to administer the various laws that are 
in Mr. Henderson’s hands. My idea is 
solely to do everything within my power 
to see that at least in this country of 
ours people shall be treated equally 
wherever they may live, and that the 
people of no one State and no one sec- 
tion shall be singled out for discrimina- 
tory treatment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I think 
the Senator from Georgia indulged in a 
little rhetoric when he said inflation was 
democratic. 

Mr. RUSSELL. It is more democratic 
than to discriminate against the people 
of one State and require one State to 
bear unfair burdens. 

Mr. BAILEY. Inflation may be uni- 
versal in its consequences, but it cannot 
possibly be democratic. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I accept the Senator’s 
statement as correct. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think we should not 
say anything whatever in favor of infla- 
tion. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I certainly did not say 
anything that could have been construed 
as having been in favor of inflation. I 
said that inflation was preferable to 
some other things. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would dispute the Sen- 
ator’s statement as to that. Inflation is 
ruin; inflation is the loss of the war; in- 
flation is the destruction of the whole 
American economy; inflation is the loss 
of the Republic and all our institutions. 
Let us avoid inflation. 

That, however, was not altogether what 
I had in mind. I should like to have the 
Senator make a suggestion as to what we 
can do. I am keenly aware of the diffi- 
culties and the unrest in the Common- 
wealth of North Carolina. I have a tele- 
gram from the chairman of the highways 
commission, and I have a great many 
other telegrams, The people do not like 
the increase of 2% cents in the price of 
gasoline. I do not think, however, it 
would be wise to say that it is a tax. It 
is not a tax; it is the exercise of authority 
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to fix prices which the Congress gave, 
and, to that extent, we are responsible. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator cannot 
make that statement as being applicable 
to me, for I voted against the conference 
report on the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I voted for it, and I do 
not regret that I did so. Price-fixing is 
necessary in order to prevent inflation. 
There may be abuses, there may be hard- 
ships, but we must prevent inflation. I 
never thought I would vote for price 
fixing, but I did not know I would ever 
be placed in the circumstances in which 
I now find myself. So I do not regret 
having voted for price fixing. It is 
necessary, it is inevitable, there is no 
other way. Indeed, whether it is sufi- 
cient is a serious question, but it is the 
only barrier we can erect now. Probably 
our difficulty is that we did not give 
authority to erect as strong a barrier as 
we should have done. We did not go so 
far as we must go in order to prevent in- 
flation. ‘That, however, is not exactly 
what I had in mind. 

I do not wish to detain the Senator, 
but—and this comes from our hearings 
conducted by the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Commerce this week—we 
are now dependent upon rail transporta- 
tion for our gasoline and oil. But for 
rail transportation we would be in a state 
of absolute prostration. We are getting 
probably a million barrels a day, and of 
those million barrels a day, eight hundred 
thousand come by rail. The question is 
to provide for that additional expense. 
I agree that it should not be imposed upon 
any particular section. I would rather 
have a tax levied by the Federal Govern- 
ment than to have a so-called tax levied 
by way of price fixing on a section; but I 
hesitate to embark upon the policy of 
subsidies. That is where we would arrive. 
What we have now is an effort to get 
by the subsidy idea and the increase in 
price is in order that the freight may be 
provided, the deficit in freight may be 
covered, in lieu of a subsidy. 

We have got to pay the freight on the 
gasoline. If we do not pay it, the rail- 
roads will have to pay it, and we cannot 
ask them to pay it. That being the situa- 
tion, I should like to have the Senator tell 
me, as plainly as he can—for I am here 
to learn about it; I have been trying to 
learn—what he thinks can be done. Let 
us disregard for the moment the extra- 
ordinary increase in price upon a section; 
let us assume that that is intolerable, 
and will not be willingly borne by people, 
as it will not by those in my section. I 
am satisfied of that. Let us assume, 
though, that we have got to get the gaso- 
line, and let us assume that, for the pres- 
ent, our armed forces, very greatly to my 
surprise and very deeply to my distress 
have proved unequal to the attacks of 
our enemies on our east coast. I did 
not think that would ever happen. My 
faith is not gone. I think the time will 
come when we can meet them, but I do 
not think the hope is held out now that 
we can meet them anytime soon. 

I have stated the situation. We are 
in a condition of embargo, of blockade. 
The tankers do not move, the seamen do 
not go to sea on the tankers, and it is 
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because the Republic of the United States 
has proved itself unequal, since January 
1, to cope with the attack upon our ship- 
ping on the Atlantic seaboard, constant 
and unremitting, effective and unfailing 
from day to day. I hope that condition 
will pass, and I shall maintain faith that 
it will pass; but it is here now, and our 
information is that it is likely to be here 
quite a time, and that there will be dis- 
tress this winter unless we can get the 
gasoline through. 

I should like to have the Senator give 
me some suggestion as to what he thinks 
we can-do. Shall we cease to induce the 
raiiroads to haul the gas? Shall we levy 
a tax on gasoline in order to raise the cost 
of transportation? Shall we increase the 
price of gasoline throughout the country, 
and thereby create a great deal of irri- 
tation in sections which are not making 
demands upon the railroads, which have 
other means of transportation? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator describes 
the situation in my State. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would not debate with 
the Senator about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PEP- 
PER in the chair). Does the Senator 
from North Carolina yield to the Senator 
from Georgia? 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, the Senator from 
Georgia has the floor. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have surrendered 
the floor. I had concluded. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thank the Senator. I 
yield to him. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I should have ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

Mr, BAILEY. We have a Plantation 
pipe line from Louisiana through Geor- 
gia, and its terminus is at Greensboro, in 
the northern portion of the central sec- 
tion of our State. It is tapped at At- 
lanta; it may be tapped farther south. 
That line delivers 50,000 barrels a day, 
and it is intended to be stepped up, 
through pumps, and extended to Nor- 
folk, and it is in contemplation that it 
will then deliver 90,000 barrels a day. 
I think the pumps are being installed. 

It can be said that 90,000 barrels a day 
is sufficient for Georgia, North Carolina, 
and South Carolina, and that therefore 
we should be placed on a basis with Texas 
and Oklahoma. There would still be the 
problem in the northern section; there 
would be the problem in New England, 
and I take it that the people of New Eng- 
land would complain just as bitterly as 
our people do. The New England people 
are now and are going to be in need of a 
great deal of industrial petroleum, fuel 
oil. I heard the senior Senator from 
Maine (Mr. WHITE] say a few days ago 

_that the people in Maine were losing their 

tourist business because of the shortage 
of gasoline. After all, in North Carolina 
we would be getting from under the in- 
creased price on the ground that there 
was a pipe line through the State; but 
that would not be solving the national 
problem, and the problem is national in 
its scope. 

We are proposing to build pipe lines, 
for instance, into Illinois. When we get 
the pipe lines built into Illinois, as con- 
templated, so the Petroleum Coordinator 
states, 8,000 tank cars will be released 
for transportation of oil and gasoline. 
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But we run right into rail transportation, 
and rail transportation is more expensive 
than water transportation or pipe trans- 
portation. 

Iam thoroughly in agreement with the 
Senator’s view that price fixing by the 
price-fixing administration does not 
meet the situation and has caused a very 
great deal of unrest and agitation, as 
well as resentment. I do not think it 
is going to stand. It is my view that his 
present position cannot be held by the 
Price Administrator. But let us look at 
the matter practically. Suppose he lifis 
the price all over the country, can he 
hold that position? Can he explain to 
Texas and to Oklahoma, for example, 
why the price of gasoline should be 
lifted, say, a cent and a half, when they 
are getting no gasoline by way of tank 
cars? Texas has gas in every county, 
out of two-hundred-and-sixty-odd, ex- 
cept 27. It is the most richly gas- 
endowed commonwealth on earth; it has 
a greater supply than has any other. As 
I recall, it produces about 33 or 34 per- 
cent of the American output, and the 
American output is about 60 percent of 
the world output. My point is, could 
that be explained to the Western States, 
the “oil States,” as we call them? 

Going further, California has an 
abundance of oil. Could it be explained 
to California? I think the question has 
been settled in the Northwest, to some 
extent, by tank cars, but it is acute on 
the Atlantic seaboard, wholly because 
the enemy has outdone us. He has 
beaten us in our own waters. I might 
make an apology for saying that, but 
there is no reason for doing so. We all 
know that is a statement of fact. I do 
not say it by way of reproaching the 
Navy, and I do not say it by way of yield- 
ing the battle. We will win the battle. 
We will drive the enemy submarines out 
of our waters. We must admit that in 
this first onset—for 6 months now—they 
have surprised us; they have driven our 
tankers from the seas. They have liter- 
ally hurled our seamen into seas of fire. 

Let us recognize the fact. In the 
name of the might of our Republic, in 
the name of our faith, in the name of 
our capacity to make war, let us demand 
the security to which our Republic was 
dedicated. Let us have faith that our 
Nation will meet the situation. But 
since the situation is as it is and is likely 
to be prolonged, I am earnestly seeking 
the means of meeting it and meeting it 
promptly. 

This is the first week of July. There 
yet remain July, August, September, Oc- 
tober, and November. By the 1st of De- 
cember the winter sets in in the South. 
The average time of the first frost in 
North Carolina is about the 10th of No- 
vember. Winter sets in in Maine in Sep- 
tember. I know, because I have been 
there. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. There will be killing 
frosts in some sections of Maine before 
2 months shall have passed. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

Mr. WHITE. And our people have 
not only been deprived of fuel oil for 
their industrial purposes, and made to 
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suffer hardship because of the lack of 
gas for the tourist trade, but we face the 
coming cold weather and the problem of 
living conditions for our people. It can- 
not be a matter of doubt that people who 
see these restrictions upon their lives 
have something of resentment when 
other sections of the country are not 
subjected to the same inconveniences 
and hardships. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thank the Senator, 
and I will say publicly that I have al- 
ways regretted that he left the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. We never had on that 
committee since I have been a member 
of it—and I have been a member of it 
for 12 years—a more valuable or better 
informed or more diligent or faithful 
member. We miss the Senator very 
much. I wish we had him as a member 
of the committee at the present time. I 
know he left for very good reasons. 

Let us get back to the point. It is not 
a matter for resentment. Resentment 
gets us nowhere. It is not a matter for 
squawking. I do not propose to squawk 
during the war. We cannot win any war 
by hollering. I question whether it is a 
matter for excitement. I doubt if we get 
anywhere by becoming excited. But it is 
an instant matter. Winter will come to 
Maine in 60 days, and the residents there 
must have fuel oil. We will have winter 
as far south as South Carolina by De- 
cember 1. Furnaces will all be started 
a little sooner than that. Winter will 
prevail in the whole country from De- 
cember until late in April, 

We must meet that situation. We 
must provide fuel oil for the homes, we 
must provide fuel oil for the industries, 
and we must provide the gasoline that is 
necessary; and that is a great deal, Mr. 
President. Pleasure riding is out, but I 
do not think the discontinuance of pleas- 
ure riding has reduced the consumption 
of gasoline by more than 10 percent. We 
figured the consumption of gasoline and 
fuel oil to be 1,600,000 barrels a day. 
It may be interesting to contrast that 
with the production. I noticed that it 
was reported from Texas last week that 
the production amounted to about three 
and a half million barrels a day. There 
has been ample production; there has 
been plenty of gasoline, there has been 
an abundant supply of fuel oil, but the 
difficulty has been caused by lack of 
transportation. I have covered that by 
reference to the lamentable situation. 
But I am not concerned with that phase 
of the matter; I am concerned with the 
remedy. 

What is the Congress for? One of its 
duties is to meet such a situation as this, 
and to meet it with the full force of the 
Government. I do not like the subsidy 
idea, but I can see that we are moving 
rapidly in that direction, and when we 
get there it will cost us billions of dollars 
and will be attended with no end of evils. 

Mr. President, I do not like the problem 
to be dealt with sectionally. It is na- 
tional; it is not sectional. If it is neces- 
sary to have an increase in the price, I 
think it should not be confined to the 
States which are served by tank cars. I 
am looking for a solution of the problem. 
I should like someone to show what we 
can do rightly to solve it. A universal 
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lift of the rates could be had in order to 
relieve the railroads. A universal lift in 
rates would impinge very lightly on the 
whole American public. I am rather in- 
clined to think that would be the better 
way, if by that means it is thought we 
can escape the subsidy idea. If that is 
simply a stop-gap, however, and if you 
are driving directly into the subsidy idea 
or objective, very well. I think the Price 
Administrator has that clearly in mind, 
and I suspect he reflects the mind of the 
administration. I hope that is not very 
suspicious. Ithink it is a logical assump- 
tion, however. If you are going into the 
subsidy idea, then you can go ahead. 

Mr. President, I am not prepared to 
make a final decision about that matter, 
because I do not know what the neces- 
sities are, but I revolt against the very 
prospect of a subsidy. Let me dwell on 
that point for a moment. If we have 
a subsidy for one thing we shall have to 
have subsidies for others. I think what 
I am now about to say may appear tc be- 
little my remarks, but not at all. Last 
week processors of peanuts came from 
North Carolina to see me. We refer to 
peanuts, and to “peanut politics,” and we 
bring that subject into contempt. But 
peanuts are a food.. They are a product 
of the farmer. The Government thinks 
so much of peanuts that it has called 
for an increased acreage of 5,000,000 
acres this year. Peanuts are related to 
the production of pork. They are also 
related to the peanut pastes, and butters, 
and oils. The processors were here be- 
cause they said Mr. Henderson had fixed 
the price on the retailing of peanuts, that 
is, on salted peanuts, peanut butter, pea- 
nut oil, which predicated 542 cents or 
less a pound for peanuts, and that was 
2% cents below parity. I am satisfied 
that if I should deal with Mr. Henderson 
about that matter he would say, “All 
right, vote us some money, and we Will 
give those processors a subsidy.” 

We can move right out of peanuts and 
into sugar, and have a subsidy for sugar. 
We can move into the realm of any other 
commodity and have a subsidy. 

Mr. President, my point is that subsidy 
is no remedy for anything, and never has 
been. If you are in need, and I meet 
you on the street and give you 50 cents 
with which to buy lunch, I relieve your 
immediate need, but I have not improved 
your condition, and your condition will 
repeat itself. You will need to have an- 
other man on the morrow give you money 
to enable you to buy another lunch. 
That may not fully illustrate the idea of 
subsidy, but it is an elementary concep- 
tion of it. Subsidy is getting something 
for nothing, getting it from the Govern- 
ment, and plastering up a hole with an 
appropriation. We have been doing a 
great deal of that in this country. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Is there not a 
further consideration? If we are to pro- 
ceed on the subsidy basis of equalized 
costs of production which overtake the 
price ceilings, and if that be done without 
a ceiling on wages, does not a subsidy sys- 
tem simply invite wage increases at the 
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expense of the Treasury of the United 
States? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; undoubtedly. It 
would be no remedy, and there would be 
no end to it. My whole point absut the 
subsidy is that it is no remedy. Far from 
being a remedy, it is probably the root of 
the worst of diseases—dependence upon 
the Government, dependence upon the 
taxpayer, borrowed money, impossible 
debt, and inflation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tun- 
NELL in the chair). Does the Senator 
from North Carolina yield to the Senator 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If subsidies should 
be given, they would not help solve the 
question of inflation at all, would they? 

Mr. BAILEY. The situation would be 
made worse. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; subsidies would 
make the situation worse. They would be 
an invitation and an aid and help to in- 
flation. As I understand, the fixing of 
prices primarily is for the purpose of pre- 
venting inflation. If we are going to fix 
a price and then give a subsidy, the infla- 
tion goes on just the same, or worse. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thank the Senator 
from Tennessee. His thoughts are pre- 
cisely as mine are. 

I come back home now to where I 
started. We have before us a very grave 
situation. We do have a reasonable time 
in which to meet it. We have no definite 
plan for meeting it. We can meet it, I 
hope, by means of the projected pipe 
lines. We have been through that mat- 
ter quite thoroughly, and it will be laid 
before the Senate, I hope, some time next 
week. We do have the means of supple- 
menting rail transportation to the extent 
of perhaps 350,000 or 500,000 barrels of 
petroleum and petroleum products. The 
over-all picture of the necessary require- 
ments in the southeastern territory, the 
rationed territory, is about 1,450,000 bar- 
rels a day. 

Mr. President, we were told very 
frankly yesterday that the pipe lines 
and the railroads would not be equal to 
that task; that the pipe lines and the 
railroads together may account for only 
1,150,000 barrels, and leave us short by 
the difference. 

Mr. President, the other remedy is the 
tanker. Of course, we can bring tankers 
along the Atlantic seaboard. We can 
convoy them. We are convoying tankers 
carrying oil and gasoline across the At- 
lantic Ocean. The convoy is a rela- 
tively safe means of transportation not- 
withstanding the submarine. We con- 
voyed our troops across the sea in the 
World War and lost none. I believe we 
are convoying food to Great Britain. It 
is safe to say we are convoying muni- 
tions to Russia—I think probably in two 
directions. The convoy is relatively 
safe. There will never come a time 
again, while the world lasts, when some 
submarine cannot break through and 
shoot a torpedo into a battleship. We 
know that. But the convoy is relatively 
safe. 

My suggestion on that point is this: 
I do not think the Senate or any Sena- 
tor should undertake to give advice on 
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the subject of the grand strategy of the 
war. I have avoided that. I have ut- 
tered no criticism, and I have made -no 
suggestion in that respect. I think the 
conduct of the war is in the hands of 
the President, as Commander in Chief, 
and I shall uphold his hands. With 
him are the different branches of the 
service, the Army, the Navy, and the Air 
Service. I do think, however, now is the 
time for us to be seeing to it that there 
is a sufficiency of gasoline and fuel oil 
delivered to the proper ports along our 
Atlantic coast. It is very clear that an 
immense quantity will be required. It ‘s 
said the shortage is 150,600 to 200,000 
barrels a day. That is putting it low. 
In the days from now to the first of 
October it can be seen what the shortage 
will be. 

Mr. President, if Iam right about that, 
we must look into the storage question. 
We must see that storage is provided. 
Then we must see to it that the Govern- 
ment of the United States, defending 
our people and upholding our flag around 
the world, shall also uphold the flag and 
defend our people along the coast line, 
in the ports, and in their homes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. .I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Did I correctly un- 
derstand the Senator to say a few mo- 
ments ago that his committee had re- 
ported or would report within a short 
time a bill providing for pipe lines to 
the coastal areas? 

Mr. BAILEY. We have under consid- 
eration the Mansfield bill, which re- 
lates largely to the waterways. As I 
recall, it contains a provision for 1 pipe 
line across Florida, which would be good 
for from about 40,00C to 50,000 barrels a 
day. However, we developed the whole 
pipe-line question. It appeared, both in 
the House hearings and in the Senate 
hearings, that no further legislation is 
needed. We have given authority to the 
President to build pipe lines. Authority 
to build the so-called Republic or Lib- 
erty pipe line, or whatever it may be 
called, across Florida, has already been 
given, and the application for the loan 
of the money is pending in the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation. 

That opened up the whole pipe-line 
question. We sent for the Petroleum Co- 
ordinator, who told us of the projected 
lines, I have mentioned the one in 
Florida. I might mention also the one 
from Greensboro to Norfolk, and the 
stepping up of power in the line from 
Louisiana to North Carolina. There is 
also projected a line to Salem, TIl., from 
Longview, Tex., a very long line which, 
it is stated, can be built in 6 months. 

There is also the proposal to reverse 
certain existing pipe lines, and to use 
some water transportation. The direc- 
tion of flow in certain pipe lines must 
be reversed so as to bring oil from the 
west to the east. Up to the present time 
it has gone from the east to the west. 
That is what is involved in reversal of 
the lines. 

That is only a sketch. The Senator 
would not wish me to go into all the de- 
tails. It appeared that we could supple- 
ment rail transportation, estimated at 
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800,000 barrels a day, to the extent of 
about 300,000 or 350,000 barrels a day 
by pipe lines. That would leave us short 
by from 200,000 to 250,000 barrels a day. 

I rose for the purpose of laying the 
facts before the Senate, with no special 
interest whatever in my mind. I am not 
interested in the construction of any par- 
ticular line, or the development of any 
port, canal, or river. My only purpose is 
to warn the Senate, in the first week of 
July, that we ought to set about to find 
Ways and means for storage and trans- 
portation to protect the American people 
to the extent of their minimum require- 
ments. That is the big question. So far 
as the price question in my section of the 
country is concerned, I am in sympathy 
with the protest of my people. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I entirely agree 
with the Senator. I think his remarks 
are most timely and sensible, and that 
we must do exactly as he says. What 
the Senator says is in line with what the 
President said a short time ago about the 
necessity of pipe lines. I was hopeful 
that the Senate Committee on Commerce 
would recommend the construction of 
such pipe lines, If they cannot be con- 
structed by private companies, I think 
the Government itself ought to build pipe 
lines from the oil fields to the east coast. 
I think it is one of the most necessary 
things to be done in the war effort. I 
think we ought to have pipe lines to carry 
gasoline and oil from the oil-producing 
fields to the eastern coast. The construc- 
tion of such pipe lines is about the most 
important thing we could do at this time, 
I hope that the Senator, who has obvi- 
ously given the question careful thought 
as chairman of the great Committee on 
Commerce, will continue to think about 
it, and will offer an amendment which 
will not only authorize such lines, but 
provide for their construction. I think 
such construction is absolutely necessary, 
not merely for the benefit of one section 
of the country, as has been suggested, but 
to bring enough gasoline and, oil to the 
east coast to do anything which may be 
necessary for the protection of our 
country. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to remind 
the Senator and the Senate that, after 
we shall have done all that can be done, 
it will be necessary to provide at least 
200,000 barrels a day of petroleum prod- 
ucts from the present moment until 
winter sets in. Senators can figure how 
much that will be. We know the number 
of days between now and the time winter 
will set in. 

Much of such transportation must be 
done by tankers. It will call for convoys. 
I do not undertake to pass upon the 
strategy. I do not undertake to say 
where any battleship should go, or how 
to aim any gun. I know that I am nota 
strategist, and I shall not try to be one. 
During the remainder of my life I shall 
have very few opinions on the subject 
of military strategy. I have lived long 
enough to realize that I do not know 
anything about it. However, I am pre- 
pared to say that it is the duty of the 
Government of the United States to pro- 
vide convoys to furnish the American 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


people with their minimum requirements 
of fuel oil, industrial oil, and gasoline. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr, President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I think the Sena- 
tor should reemphasize, in response to 
the Senator from Tennessee, what he 
has already said, namely, that there is 
in existence today ample legislative au- 
thority in the hands of the President of 
the United States to build all the pipe 
lines which the situation requires any- 
where in America. 

Under the terms of Public Law 197, of 
the Seventy-seventh Congress, first ses- 
sion, the President has such authority. 
I am saying this because I do not want 
to have divided responsibility for what 
may happen to this country next winter. 
I do not want Congress to try to answer 
one small sector or segment of the prob- 
lem, and thus accept the responsibility 
for the whole problem, when the respon- 
sibility is clearly fixed on the President 
of the United States at the present time. 
He has the power and the money to build 
all the pipe lines which the situation 
requires. 

I wish to read the pertinent parts of 
Public Law 197, of the Seventy-seventh 
Congress, first session: 

Sec. 2. Whenever the President finds that 
the construction of any pipe line for the 
transportation and/or distribution of petro- 
leum or petroleum products moving in inter- 
state commerce, or the extension or comple- 
tion of any such pipe line already wholly or 
partly constructcd, is or may be necessary for 
national defense purposes, he shall by proc- 
lamation declare such finding. 

Sec. 4. (a) In the event that it is imprac- 
ticable for any private person promptly and 
satisfactorily to construct, extend, or complete 
any such pipe line, ‘the President, if of the 
opinion that such action is desirable in the 
interests of national defense, may provide for 
the construction, extension, completion, or 
operation of such pipe line by such depart- 
ment or agency of the Government as he may 
designate. 


There is the full authority to do any- 
thing which the pipe-line situation re- 
quires. The President has acted under 
that authority, and has issued a direc- 
tive under which, as the able Senator 
from North Carolina has indicated, the 
Petroleum Coordinator has made a com- 
plete study of the national pipe-line 
situation. 

In my view, the Petroleum Coordina- 
tor’s office has made a very comprehen- 
sive recommendation. It is at the mercy 
of the War Production Board in respect 
to priorities. It is at the mercy of the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation in 
respect to funds; but the money is avail- 
able; the legislative authority is avail- 
able. All that is needed is action under 
the existing authority. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY rose. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I shall be glad 
to yield in a moment. 

Let me personify the thing about 
which I am talking, because it is much 
easier to deal with a question of this sort 
by an example. 

The Mansfield bill, to which the able 
Senator from North Carolina has 
referred and which we are now consider- 
ing in the Commerce Committee, pro- 
vides an appropriation of $10,000,000 
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with which to build a pipe line across 
northern Florida under the auspices of 
the War Department and the Board of 
Rivers and Harbors Engineers. Under 
the existing authority the Petroleum 
Coordinator has already arranged to take 
up a second-hand pipe line in Texas, 
move it to Florida, and put it in opera- 
tion in 120 days. Yesterday I met in 
conference with Mr. Jones, of the Re- 
construction Finance Corporation, and 
the able majority leader. Mr. Jones said 
that probably within 48 hours the 
arrangements would be completed. That 
means that the pipe line across northern 
Florida will be in operation in 120 days. 
I am using that as an example of the 
way the thing can be done and the way 
it ought to be done. Congress has 
already done everything it is required to 
do under the circumstances, and it is 
now a question of administrative judg- 
ments and administrative action. If any 
challenge is to be laid anywhere, it is to 
be laid at the door of the administra- ` 
tors of the power which we have pro- 
vided and the money which we have 
voted. 

I now yield to the Senator from 
Wyoming. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
think that everything the Senator has 
said is correct. There should be added, 
however; this additional statement: The 
pipe-line authority granted by the act 
to which the Senator refers has not been 
exercised because of the priorities to 
which he refers. The new pipe line 
which was authorized about 3 or 4 weeks 
ago, from Texas to Salem, Ill., is to be 
built with second-hand steel or second- 
hand pipe. My information is that it is 
estimated that about 125,000 tons of 
steel will be required to build that pipe 
line. The shortage of steel is attribut- 
able to the fact that for more than a year 
the experts of the steel industry have 
been certifying to the Government that 
there was ample steel capacity to service 
all our needs. Mr. Gano Dunn, the head 
of the notable J. G. White & Co., engi- 
neering firm, who was associated with 
O. P. M. at the outset, wrote a report 3 
inches thick to prove that the steel 
capacity of the United States 2 years ago 
was ample. It was not ample. In 1939 
we were producing about 52,000,000 tons 
of steel. That was considerably less 
than capacity. The steel capacity of the 
country has been increased by only 
5,000,000 tons. Even so, it is not being 
utilized. 

Last week the American Iron and Steel 
Institute announced that because of the 
lack of scrap the production of steel in 
the United States had declined. 

Not only do we need steel for pipe lines 
in order to carry out the mandate which 
the Congress has long since given but we 
also need steel for rubber; and to my 
mind one of the most absurd facts in the 
present tragic situation is that Hitler is 
hammering at the gates of Alexandria 
with synthetic rubber. He was hammer- 
ing at the gates of Moscow with syn- 
thetic rubber. He does not begin to have 
the resources that America has; and yet 
officers from the Division of Supply of 
the United States Army, testifying last 
week before the Committee on Military 
Affairs, were unable to estimate that we 
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shall have more than 243,000 tons of 
synthetic rubber by the end of 1943. 

Mr. President, that is defeatism. That 
is an illustration of the fact that our 
legislators, our executive branch, and 
our industrial chieftains eze not utilizing 
the intelligence, the brains, and the re- 
sources of America. Hitler does not 
begin to have in Germany the resources 
which we have. If he can make syn- 
thetic rubber, we can make it. Why is it 
not being made? It is not being made 
because we have not the steel with which 
to build the necessary compressors, be- 
cause we have not expanded our steel 
production. 

I have been talking about this matter 
for almost a year, pointing out that in 
the United States there are practically 
unlimited deposits of iron ore which are 
not being utilized. I pointed out to the 
Gillette committee that in all probability 
the reason those deposits are not being 
utilized is that those who are managing 
the steel industry are more concerned 
about their fixed investments than they 
are about winning the war. Mr. Pres- 
ident, we must put that behind us; and 
it can be done. If we are willing to 
utilize what we have, we can make the 
synthetic rubber, toluol, aviation gasoline, 
and ammonia which we need. 

What was the result of the discussion 
of the possibility of developing the iron- 
ore resources of the United States? ‘The 
result was the appearance in the news- 
papers of Washington of huge, quarter- 
page advertisements of the United States 
Steel Corporation and its subsidiaries, 
advertisements going into the news- 
papers which furnish information to the 
people of the United States, from the 
United States Steel Corporation, point- 
ing out that in a month or in a day the 
United States Steel Corporation and its 
subsidiaries had produced a perfectly tre- 
mendous amount of steel plate. Of 
course, they produced it; there is no 
question about that; but they did not 
preduce enough. 

Until the War Production Board and 
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willing to face the fact that we are not 
developing the resources of America and 
are not utilizing the abilities of America 
which must be developed and utilized if 
we are to win this war, we are bound to 
continue to hear news as doleful as that 
which has come from Tobruk. Every 
way we turn we hear the same story. 

The other day one of the statistical 
experts of the War Production Board 
furnished me, at my request, a tabula- 
tion showing the distribution of war 
contracts. Twice before I have put such 
figures in the Recorp. Senators will re- 
member that as long ago as March 31, 
1941, when I filed a report of the Tem- 
porary National Economic Committee, I 
hung upon the wall a map showing by 
geographic areas the concentration of 
the war contracts which had been dis- 
tributed; and I presented a table showing 
that half the States were getting less 
than 12 percent of the contracts, or some 
similar figure. 

Day before yesterday the testimony 
from the War Production Board was that 
of more than $36,000,000,000 in war con- 
tracts, more than 75 percent had gone 
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to 100 companies, more than 60 percent 
had gone to 25 companies, and the 10 
largest companies in the United States 
had received 35 percent of the $36,500,- 
000,000 in war contracts. Little busi- 
nesses all over the United States are 
dying, and yet we talk about subsidizing 
industry to sustain production. At this 
moment we have a deficit of $56,000,- 
000,000. We talk about appropriating 
$500,000,000 or $1,000,000,000 to subsi- 
dize production. Where will the money 
come from? 

The Finance Committee is preparing to 
receive a tax bill from the House. What 
is a tax bill? It is a proposal to assess 
upon the people a demand for a portion 
of their production. Yet we cut down 
production, and then say, “We will raise 
taxes to pay subsidies to stimulate pro- 
duction.” The two things are absolutely 
contradictory. 

Mr. President, there is no way to solve 
this question except by turning loose the 
inventive genius, energy, and industry of 
the people of America; and the way to 
do that is to forget about fixed invest- 
ments and who is to control industry 
after the war. If this war is not won by 
the United Nations, the stock of the 
United States Steel Corporation will not 
be worth 3 mills on the dollar. We must 
put behind us all thoughts of fixed in- 
vestments, and must begin to produce 
with the things we have. 

I am sorry to have trespassed so long 
upon the time of the Senator from Mich- 
igan. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
of course the Senator from Wyoming is 
not quarreling with me in the statement 
he makes. 

Mr, O'MAHONEY. Oh, certainly not. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I entirely agree 
with his general point of view. 

I desire to return briefly to the subject 
matter which we were discussing at the 
time of the interruption, because I think 
it is extremely important that we should 
be clear as to where the responsibility 
lies for the situation which exists on the 
eastern seaboard. I repeat, that Public 
Law No. 197 of the Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, first session, was signed in July 
1941; and since July 1941 there has never 
been a minute when the President could 
not have ordered built any pipe iine 
which he might have thought was essen- 
tial to the national defense. Since July 
1941 there has never been a minute when 
funds with which to do it have not been 
available. 

If that implies any criticism, I am 
sorry. I concede that all of us may have 
been a little late in reaching the de- 
gree of dedication to the war effort which 
the able senior Senator from Wyoming 
appropriately indicates to be required. 
I think that the Petroleum Coordinator 
now has under way a program based on 
a well-rounded plan. So far as I am 
concerned, I wish to leave the respon- 
sibility where Congress put it in July 
1941; and I wish to hold the administra- 
tors who asked for the authority and 
who got it responsible for the net result. 
I think it is to them, rather than to 
Congress, that all these arguments re- 
specting the oil shortage should be 
addressed. 
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The oil shortage is as serious and as 
tragic as the able Senator from North 
Carolina has indicated. There is a seri- 
ous contemplation ahead for the winter 
season on the eastern seaboard. The 
answer lies in the use of existing power 
and existing money by the administra- 
tors to whom Congress has given the 
power and the money, and to whom we 
have the right to look for net results. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia has the floor. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I have 
yielded the fioor. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
hope the Senator from Minnesota will 
withhold the suggestion of the absence 
of a quorum for a moment. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Very well. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BaILEY] a moment ago asked me to clar- 
ify one of the statements I made when 
I interrupted the Senator from Michigan 
in respect to the output of steel and the 
capacity of steel production in the United 
States. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield there? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think the suggestion 
of the Senator from Minnesota should 
be carried out in order that the remarks 
of the Senator may reach the Senator 
from North Carolina, who does not seem 
to be present. 

Mr. OMAHONEY. The Senator from 
North Carolina is present. 
bites NORRIS. Very well; I did not see 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. As I was about to 
say, the output of steel in the United 
States in 1939 was about 52,000,000 tons. 
That was not the capacity, however. The 
steel mills of the country were working 
at that time at considerably less than 
capacity. 

In the present year, according to the 
steel experts of the W. P. B., it is antici- 
pated that the output will probably be 
about 87,000,000 tons, which is about 97 
or 98 percent of capacity. It is esti- 
mated that 93,000,000 tons should be pro- 
duced next year in order to begin to meet 
the requirements of the various war 
agencies. Steel capacity has been in- 
creased by about 5,000,000 tons; but I 
want to make it clear that that does not 
mean 5,000,000 tons above the 52,000,000 
tons which were produced in 1939, but is 
the measure of the increase of capacity 
which, as I recall, was then about 83,000,- 
000 or 85,000,000 tons. 

My contention is that capacity produc- 
tion can be increased far beyond that. A 
few days ago when I made some observa- 
tions upon the floor with respect to this 
matter I got an immediate response from 
iron and steel men from Canada, from 
Mexico, from California, from New York, 
and from Pittsburgh, all suggesting that 
there are processes for the production 
of iron and steel which are not being 
used. 

As I stated the other day, the Bureau 
of Mines has declared that the so-called 
sponge iron process is a feasible process. 
Spokesmen for the United States Steel 
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Corporation choose to disparage that 
finding by the Bureau of Mines, From 
Pittsburgh there came to my office a few 
days ago two expert steel men who laid 
before me samples of metallic iron pro- 
duced by a process which, according to 
their testimony, will produce iron at less 
than we are now paying for scrap. Still, 
the experts in charge and the War Pro- 
duction Board hold back, refuse to move, 
refuse to approve applications for the 
construction of plants, whereas if this 
testimony be correct—and it can be 
easily demonstrated whether it is or 
not—a plant capable of producing a 
thousand tons of iron a day can be con- 
structed and put in operation in less than 
8 months for a million and a half dollars. 
When we are considering an appropria- 
tion of $73,000,000, as we are in the ap- 
propriation bill now under consideration 
by the Appropriations Committee, for the 
Office of Scientific Research in the Office 
of Emergency Management, it seems to 
me to be perfectly clear that a million 
and a half dollars or $3,000,000 or 
$9,000,000 could very well be expended in 
the construction of such plants, for if 
they should fail the loss would be incon- 
siderable, but if they should succeed they 
would make possible the production of 
synthetic rubber, of aviation gasoline, of 
toluol, and of ammonia, which are needed 
in order to win the war. 


MARKETING QUOTAS FOR PEANUTS 


Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. President, there 
is a small matter which I have discussed 
with the minority leader. Would the 
Senator from Minnesota object to my 
asking that it be considered before he in- 
sists on the point of no quorum? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Is it a bill? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes; I should like the 
Ssnator to yield to me at this time, in 
order that I may have a bill, which was 
passed yesterday, reconsidered, so that 
a clerical error may be corrected before 
the bill goes to the House. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. A clerical error? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Very well; I yield 
to the Senator. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, yester- 
day the Senate passed House bill 7137, to 
amend the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938, as amended, with respect to mar- 
keting quotas for peanuts, and for other 
purposes. Through inadvertence, by the 
amendment adopted by the Senate, two 
lines of the language of the bill were 
stricken out which were not intended to 
be stricken out. I ask unanimous consent 
that the votes whereby the amendment 
was agreed to, ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time, and 
passed, be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the votes whereby the amendment was 
agreed to, ordered to be engrossed and 
the bill was read the third time, and 
passed, are reconsidered. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the committee amendment may 
be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I now move to strike 
out all after the word “value”, on page 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


3, line 2, down to and including the word 


“peanuts,” in line 4, and insert the: 


amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 3, 
line 2, after the word “value”, it is pro- 
posed to strike out down to and includ- 
ing the word “peanuts”, in line 4, and 
in lieu thereof, to insert the following: 
“thereof for crushing for oil as of the 
date of such delivery less the estimated 
cost of storing, handling, and selling such 
peanuts.” 

The amendment wa: agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I thank the Senator 
from Minnesota. 


FUEL OIL AND GASOLINE SHORTAGE 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Minnesota yield in order 
that I may ask a question of the Senator 
from Michigan? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I yield.’ 

Mr. WHITE. The discussion of the 
oil situation nas been of intense interest 
to me because of the acuteness of the 
problem to my State, and to all the east- 
ern seaboard. I have never seen any 
possibility of prompt relief to my section 
through the @ztension of pipe lines, and 
I have often thought that the only solu- 
tion of our difficulties to be arrived at 
within a reasonable space of time would 
be through the restoration of tankers to 
the waters of the ocean, and the con- 
voy of them, if necessary, to the north- 
ern sections of the Atlantic coast. 

I have recognized, however, that the 
building of pipe lines might relieve the 
demand for tank cars, and what I wanted 
to ask the Senator from Michigan was 
whether in the hearings now proceeding 
before the Committee on Commerce there 
is any evidence which gives encourage- 
ment to my hope that there might be a 
release of tank cars for the service of 
New England if the pipe line contem- 
plated were built into Illinois. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I can give the 
able Senator from Maine a specific an- 
swer respecting one pending project 
which, in greater or less degree, would 
be an answer in respect to all the other 
projects. 

Project 8, as it is known on the Co- 
ordinator’s program, is the new so-called 
national pipe line from Long View, Tex., 
to Salem, Ill. Yesterday Major Parten 
spoke for the Oil Coordinator before the 
committee; and, by the way, I think 
Major Parten is one of the ablest men I 
have seen come into the Government 
service in my time. He testified that the 
operation of this pipe line from Long 
View, Tex., to Salem, Il., which it is ex- 
pected will be completed by December, 
will release the equivalent of 8,800 tank 
cars as a result of the shortening of the 
haul. Therefore, in direct answer to the 
able Senator’s question, Major Parten’s 
testimony is that this one pipe line, all 
by itself, will contribute to the impover- 
ished East 8,800 tank cars of new oil- 
carrying capacity. 
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Mr. WHITE. That is the most encour- 
aging word I have heard about the situa- 
tion for many weeks, and I thank the 
Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, be- 
fore the roll is called to develop a quorum, 
I feel impelled to say a few words on the 
oil situation. 

More than a year ago I called to the 
attention of Mr. Ickes and the Maritime 
Commission the value of building barges 
in which to haul oil through our inland 
waterways. They can be built of wood, 
they can be built hurriedly, and they can 
be built cheaply. 

A 2,000-ton barge can go up the Ohio 
and can go up the Mississippi from New 
Orleans to Minneapolis. A 2,000-ton 
barge will carry a load of 6,600 barrels of 
oil, and 8 of them can be carried in a 
tow, hauling 52,000 barrels in one tow 
with one towboat. 

If we make available means of trans- 
porting that amount of oil, it can be 
hauled to Pittsburgh, and that will re- 
lieve the tank cars of the railroads 
throughout the interior of the country. 
They can start from Pittsburgh and dis- 
tribute the oil throughout New England 
and along the entire Atlantic coast. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Minnesota yield? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. By way of en- 
couragement to the Senator in respect 
to his proposition—and I very well recall 
his able address on the subject—and in 
fairness to the Petroleum Coordinator’s 
program, I should like to say to the Sen- 
ator that in the course of Major Parten’s 
presentation of the subject, he empha- 
sized the fact that the Coordinator com- 
pletely agrees with the Senator’s general 
proposition that there must be a maxi- 
mum use of new-barge capacity on our 
inland waterways. In my judgment, the 
Coordinator is undertaking to develop 
barge transportation to the maximum, 
which he can do under the priorities he 
can get from the War Production Board. 

I find myself in a rather unique posi- 
tion this afternoon defending the admin- 
istration, but I rather enjoy the novelty. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. The Senator’s sense 
of patriotism makes him do that at times. 
I sometimes have done it myself. I wish 
I could do it oftener. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. President, I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the 
roll, and Mr. AIKEN answered to his name 
when called. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I 
wish to withdraw the suggestion of the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the order is vacated. 


LIFTING OF PRICE CEILINGS 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I am 
happy to observe that the Office of Price 
Administration has now permitted the 
retail price ceiling at the March level to 
be definitely and thoroughly punctured 
in at least two places within the last week. 

Last night Mr. Henderson announced 
that he was permitting the price on the 
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1942 crop of canned and dried fruits to 
rise by about 15 percent, and on Monday 
of this week he raised the ceiling on gas- 
oline along the eastern seaboard by 24 
cents, with corresponding increases in 
prices of other petroleum products. 

Evidently the O. P. A. has abandoned 
the idea that the March retail price level 
is a sacred thing which must not be vio- 
lated, and has now adopted a policy of 
making retail price adjustments where 
they are shown to be necessary. The new 
Policy is in line with my viewpoint, and I 
believe will be much sounder than the 
proposal to put half of industry and agri- 
culture on a dole. Speaking for agricul- 
ture and the livestock industry, I believe 
that most farmers do not want any sub- 
sidy, provided they can get fair prices for 
their products. If the O. P. A. will make 
the necessary price adjustments, the pol- 
icy of subsidies will be unnecessary. 

The change in policy should permit 
further consideration of the wisdom of 
raising ceilings on other. agricultural 
products, such as beef and pork. Cer- 
tainly petitions for such adjustments can 
no longer be rejected by the Price Admin- 
istrator on the ground that his retail ceil- 
ing on everything is being rigidly main- 
tained at the March level. I hope he will 
now abandon the policy of rolling back 
every cost increase on the farmer in order 
to protect the processor, the wholesaler, 
the retailer, the consumer, and every 
other element except the producer. 


ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS, ETC., BY 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES— 
LEGION OF MERIT, MEDAL FOR MERIT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tun- 
NELL in the chair) laid before the Senate 
the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 2404) to author- 
ize officers and enlisted men of the armed 
forces of the United States to accept dec- 
orations, orders, medals, and emblems 
tendered by governments of cobelligerent 
nations or the other American republics, 
and to create the decorations to be 
known as the legion of merit and the 
medal for merit. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate 
disagree to the amendments of the 
House; ask a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and that the Chair ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. THomas 
of Utah, Mr. LEE, Mr. SCHWARTZ, Mr. 
Brivces, and Mr. Gurney conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED 
BILL SIGNED 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
enrolled bill (S. 2454) to prescribe the 
relative rank of members of the Navy 
Nurse Corps in relation to commissioned 
officers of the Navy, and for other pur- 
poses, and it was signed by the Vice 
President. 

THE CALENDAR 


Mr. BARKLEY. Myr. President, some 
time ago unanimous consent was granted 
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that at the conclusion of the address of 
the. junior Senator from Georgia. [Mr. 
RussELL] there would be a call of the 
calendar. I now call for the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reg- 
ular order is the consideration of 
measures on the calendar, and the clerk 
will proceed to call the calendar, begin- 
ning with Order of Business 1532. 


AUDIT OF THE ACCOUNTS OF THE 
CHEROKEES 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution (S. Res. 237) providing for an 
audit of the accounts of the Cherokees 
for land sold to the United States under 
the treaty of 1846, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary with an amendment, on page 1, 
line 5, after the parenthesis, to strike 
out “giving the United States full credit 
for the several payments made to said 
Indians as of the times such payments 
were made, and, after applying the rule 
laid down by the Supreme Court of the 
United States (38 U. S. Repts. 257, 
270), and in accordance with the prec- 
edents established by the Congress of 
the United States as set forth in the 
report of the Judiciary Committee of the 
United States Senate (S. Rept. No. 
172, T7th Cong.) and the report of the 
Judiciary Committee of the House of 
Representatives (H. Rept. No. 953, 77th 
Cong.) and Public Law No. 199, Seventy- 
seventh Congress,” and on page 2, line 4, 
before the words “to certify”, to insert 
the word “and”, so as to make the reso- 
lution read: 

Resolved, That the Comptroller General 
be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed 
to audit the accounts of the Cherokees en- 
titled to per capita compensation for lands 
sold to the United States under the treaty 
of 1846 (9 Stat. 71), and to certify the result 
of such audits to the Senate for its informa- 
tion. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed 
to. 

BILL PASSED OVER 

The bill (S. 2579) to facilitate the dis- 
position of prizes captured by the United 
States during the present war, and for 
other purposes, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, a 
House bill has just been sent to the Sen- 
ate dealing with this subject. The 
House bill differs somewhat from the 
Senate bill, and in the absence of the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Van Nuys], 
chairman of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, I think the Senate bill had better 
be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion being heard, the bill will be passed 
over. 

CONVEYANCE OF REAL ESTATE TO 
PUERTO RICO 


The bill (S. 2581) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to convey to the people 
of Puerto Rico certain real estate now 
under the jurisdiction of the United 
States was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby authorized, in his 
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discretion, to. convey to the people of Puerto 
Rico a strip of land containing 1.26 acres, 
more or less, located at Ward Puerta de 
Tierra of the municipality of San Juan, P. R., 
adjoining Salvador Brau Boulevard on the 
north, and comprising a portion of the San 
Juan Military Reservation, San Juan, P. R. 


EXCHANGE OF LANDS BETWEEN WAR DE- 
PARTMENT AND INTERIOR DEPART- 
MENT f 


The bill (S. 2591) to authorize the ex- 
change of lands between the War Depart- 
ment and the Department of the Inte- 
rior was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of 
War is hereby authorized to transfer to the 
control and jurisdiction of the Secretary of 
the Interior that portion of the Fort Sill 
Military Reservation, Okla., now occupied by 
the Department of the Interior under revo- 
cable permit from the Secretary of War dated 
January 23, 1942, and in exchange therefor 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
thorized to transfer to the control and juris- 
diction of the Secretary of War that portion 
of the Wichita Mountains Wildlife Refuge, 
Oklahoma, now occupied by the War Depart- 
ment under permit from the Secretary of 
the Interior dated October 2, 1941. 


PROMOTION OF CERTAIN WORLD WAR 
OFFICERS 


The bill (H. R. 6081) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to promote on the re- 
tired list officers who were decorated and 
recommended for promotion for distin- 
guished service during the World War” 
was considered, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, the title 
was amended so as to read: “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to promote 
on the retired list officers who were deco- 
rated and recommended for promotion 
for distinguished service during the 
World War and who have not attained 
the rank to which recommended,’ so as 
to confer on any commissioned officer 
of the Army the retirement privileges 
provided in the act of June 13, 1940.” 


RELIEF OF THE CORBITT CO. 


The bill (H. R. 4242) for the relief of 
the Corbitt Co. was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MILLERTON RANCHERIA AND CENTRAL 
VALLEY PROJECT 


The bill (H. R. 2989) to authorize the 
use of a tract of land in California known 
as the Millerton Rancheria in connection 
with the Central Valley project, and for 
other purposes, was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


BILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 2293) to provide for taking 
into custody certain persons who are 
citizens or subjects of, or owe allegiance 
to, any nation or country with which the 
United States is at war, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, in the 
absence of the senior Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. Tarr], I ask that the bill be passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be passed over. 
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ST. CROIX RIVER HIGHWAY BRIDGE 


The bill (H. R. 4314) authorizing the 
States of Minnesota and Wisconsin, 
jointly or separately, to acquire bridges 
now existing or to construct, maintain, 
and operate a free highway bridge across 
the St. Croix River, also known as Lake 
St. Croix, at or near Hudson, Wis., was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, the bill 
now before the Senate for consideration 
suthorizes the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin jointly or separately to build 
“a bridge across the St. Croix River at or 
near Hudson, Wis. The bill contains a 
proviso that the bridge shall be main- 
tained and operated by the State, or 
States, free of charge. That is the gist 
of the bill. The highway commissioners 
of both States emphatically state in their 
testimony that, although there is a pro- 
vision in the bill authorizing the States 
to negotiate and enter into agreements 
or contracts for the purpose of acquiring 
by purchase, gift, or condemnation, a 
bridge or bridges now existing, they do 
not agree to buy the present bridge. 

Mr. President, as a Senator represent- 
ing the great State of Wisconsin, I feel 
I do not represent any particular part of 
the State, but all parts. I feel that be- 
cause of the facts of this case a funda- 
mental principle is involved, and that the 
city of Hudson, a city of about 3,500 peo- 
ple, nestling on the east bank of the St. 
Croix River, which owns and operates 
this toll bridge, has a right to have its 
attitude diselosed. Consequently, I send 
to the desk an amendment which repre- 
sents the position of the city of Hudson 
in this matter, and I ask that the amend- 
ment be stated by the clerk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment. 

The CHEF CLERK. It is proposed to 
insert on page 2, line 16, the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That at the inception of the con- 
struction of the bridge provided herein or 
the purchase of the present bridge which is 
owned by the city of Hudson, fair compensa- 
tion, to be determined by the Federal Works 
Agency, shall be paid by the States ef Wis- 
consin and Minnesota to the city of Hudson, 
Wis., for its existing bridge and structure 
across the St. Croix River. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. WILEY. I yield to the Senator 
from Michigan. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. This bill was re- 
ported from the Senate Committee on 
Commerce by my colleague, the junior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Brown], 
who is unavoidably absent today. He is 
chairman cf the subcommittee on bridges 
of the Senate Committee on Commerce. 
I believe that if any amendments to the 
bill are to be considered at this time they 
should await the return of my colleague. 
Under the circumstances my suggestion 
is that the bil! go over. 

Mr. WILEY. That will be perfectly 
agreeable to me. However, I will state 
that the Senater from Minnesota [Mr. 
SHIPSTEAD] came to me when I returned 
to the Senate on Monday and asked that 
this bill be set down for consideration 
today. 
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I shall be perfectly happy to have it 
go over until some other day. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I ask the Senator 
from Michigan to withhold his request 
for a moment. 

In justice to the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, I do not fee! that this 
amendment is one to which I can agree. 
Negotiations have been proceeding on 
the part of the city of Hudson to obtain 
some kind of an offer from the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota to buy this 
bridge. So far they have failed, because 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota 
do not desire to buy this bridge. due to 
the fact that they do not want it. It is 
an old bridge, a bottleneck on Highway 
12 from Chicago to the Twin Cities, 
going through the city of Madison and 
the city of Eau Claire. It is 30 years 
old. It was bought by the city of Hudson 
about 30 years ago. It has collected 
more than $2,000,000 in tolls since then. 
It charged even for trucks hauling the 
United States mail under the definition 
of “bridges,” which is applicable to every 
State in the Union. The bridge is inade- 
quate to carry loads of modern traffic. 
There are 2,700 vehicles which cross the 
bridge in 24 hours. The experts of the 
Highway Commissions of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota have declared the bridge to 
be unsafe and inadequate to carry the 
tzaffic. It is a matter which has been 
the subject of extended study, and it has 
been held in abeyance for several years. 
The lobby representing the city of Hud- 
son has been able to stop the building of 
the new bridge. Authority to the State 
of Wisconsin and to the State of Minne- 
sota to build a new bridge has been held 
up for 3 or 4 years by one of the most 
vicious lobbies. With respect to the sug- 
gestion of having the matter postponed 
in order to give a chance for negotiations 
for the purchase of the old bridge, I will 
say that such negotiations will be futile 
because the two States will not buy that 
bridge. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, it 
was not my suggestion that the matter 
be held up for the purpose of negotiating. 
My suggestion was that.the chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Bridges of the 
Commerce Committee, my colleague, Mr. 
Brown, is not present, and if the bill is 
to be amended, I think he should be 
present. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I do not think the 
bill ought to be amended. I spoke to the 
junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Brown] about the measure. He said he 
had to be away today. He asked that the 
bill benot considered in the absence of the 
Senator from Wisconsin {Mr, WILEY]. 
I agreed to that. I thought that was a 
proper request. I thought the Senator 
from Wisconsin ought to be here repre- 
senting his State. I told the Senator 
from Michigan that the Senator from 
Wisconsin would be here today. The 
State itself. through its highway commis- 
sion, has taken the position which I teke 
here. While the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin may with credit to himself represent 
the city of Hudson in this matter, I am 
speaking the voice of the State govern- 
ment of Wisconsin. The amendment 
should be rejected and the bill passed. 
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Mr, President, this highway is a de- 
fense highway. The bridge is an old 
bottleneck. The highway is the main 
highway from Chicago to the Twin Cities, 
going through the capital city of Wis- 
consin, Madison, and through Eau Claire. 
It is vital that the bill be passed without 
amendment. If the Senate wishes to pay 
the State of Wisconsin, in addition to 
the $2,000,000 already collected on the 
bridge, that is up to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair inquires of the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] if he makes 
objection? 

Mr, VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
am completely content to have the bill 
Pass as it was reported by the committee, 
which is the way the Senator from Min- 
nesota wants it to be passed. I know 
nothing.about the amendment presented 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Wuer], and I wanted the judgment of 
the chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Bridges of the Commerce Committee on 
that matter. I will make the suggestion 
to the Senator from Minnesota that I 
am perfectly willing to vote on the 
amendment. If the amendment is voted 
down then I am perfectly willing to have 
the bill pass. I withdraw my objection 
pending a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I regret 
to say that if discussion of the bill is con- 
tinued at the present time I shall request 
that the bill go over. My request will be 
for only a temporary postponement. I 
was going to ask when it is likely the cal- 
endar will again be called. I do not 
want to delay the passage of the measure 
for any appreciable time. When is the 
calendar likely to be called again? 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I will say 
to the distinguished Senator from Florida 
that, as I understood, the majority leader 
yesterday stated in substance that there 
would not be anything of serious import 
to come up next week, and that probably 
when the tax bill came over from the 
House an effort would be made to bring 
about some kind of recess. The majority 
leader is present. Perhaps he can state 
when the calendar will be called again. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I cannot tell when it 
will be called again. It will be called 
whenever it is filled up sufficiently with 
new bills to justify calling it. We try 
to Keep it current, but assuming that we 
can clean up the calendar pretty well 
this afternoon, it will not be called until 
it contains a sufficient number of bills to 
justify another call. When that will be 
I do not know. 

Mr. PEPPER. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I might not object to the bill, even 
on the call of the calendar, but for the 
time being I shali have to request that 
the bill be passed over. 

Mr. WILEY. May I interject that Iam 
obliged to take a train this afternoon, and 
I am sure this matter can be handled 
very expeditiously. If it is not the in- 
tention of the Senator to have the bill 
go over I should ask him to withhold his 
request, because consideration of the bill 
will not take very long. 
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Mr. President, the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Minnesota remarked that he 
represents my commonwealth in this 
case. That impels me to suggest that I 
_then represent the State of Minnesota. 
In view of the generalities contained in 
his statement I thought the RECORD 
should be made clear on some points 
which the Senate is entitled to have made 
clear with respect to the evidence in the 
case. I think I was recognized for that 
purpose, and had proceeded to discuss the 
bill before it was suggested that it go 
over. I do not know but that under the 
rules I have the right to proceed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the Sena- 
tor realizes that if the rule is enforced 
no Senator can speak more than 5 min- 
utes when the calendar is being called. 

Mr, WILEY. I understood that the 
senior Senator from Minnesota had 
taken this matter up with the Senator 
from Kentucky and with the minority 
leader, and that it had been agreed that 
the measure should come up today. That 
is my understanding, and I am simply 
acting in line with that understanding. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from 
Minnesota did speak to me about the bill. 
He said there was an amendment to be 
considered. But I do not understand 
that the agreement went to the extent 
that we should act upon the bill today 
on the call of the calendar if any Sena- 
tor objected. 

Mr. WILEY. No; but on the call of 
the calendar no Senator objected. 

Mr: BARKLEY. We are still calling 
the calendar. 

Mr. WILEY. I mean when the bill was 
called no Senator objected. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I thought the Sena- 
tor from Michigan objected, and that the 
Senator from Minnesota asked him to 
withhold his objection. If the bill is go- 
ing over, I do not see any need of having 
a detailed discussion. 

Mr. WILEY. I agree. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. The Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] withdrew 
his suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On ob- 
jection of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Perper] the bill will be passed over. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, 
when the call of the calendar shall have 
been completed I intend to move that the 
bill be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, I will 
say to the Senator from Minnesota that 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL] 
will move to take up another bill as soon 
as the calendar is completed, so the 
Senator from Minnesota will wait until 
that matter shall have been concluded. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Then with that un- 
derstanding, at the conclusion of the 
consideration of the measure to which 
the Senator has just referred, I shall 
move that the bill now under discussion 
be taken up for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be passed over. 


TRAINING OF CIVILIAN AVIATION TECH- 
NICIANS AND MECHANICS 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 

bill (H. R. 5695) to amend the Civilian 
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Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as to pro- 
vide for the training of civilian aviation 
technicians and mechanics, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, with an amendment, on page 
1, line 4, after the word “follows” to strike 
out “The Civil Aeronautics Authority is 
authorized, within the limits of available 
appropriations made by the Congress, to 
train civilian pilots and technicians and 
mechanics or to conduct programs for 
such training, including studies and re- 
searches as to the most desirable qualifi- 
cations for aircraft pilots and technicians 
and mechanics,” and in lieu thereof to 
insert the following: “The Civil Aero- 
nautics Authority is authorized, within 
the limits of available appropriations 
made by Congress, to train civilian pilots 
and aviation technicians or to conduct 
programs for such training, including 
studies and researches as to the most de- 
sirable qualifications for aircraft pilots: 
Provided, That the training of civilian 
pilots may include, but the training of 
aviation technicians shall be limited to, 
members of the enlisted reserves of the 
military services in inactive status.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 


ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONED WARRANT 
AND WARRANT GRADES IN THE NAVY 


The bill (S. 2568) to establish addi- 
tional commissioned warrant and war- 
rant grades in the United States Navy, 
and for other purposes, was considered, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the commissioned 
warrant grades of chief ship's clerk, chief 
aerographer, chief photographer, and chief 
torpedoman, and the warrant grades of ship's 
clerk, aerographer, photographer, and torpe- 
doman, are hereby established in the United 
States Navy. 

Sec. 2. All persons appointed in such 
grades, in accordance with such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, 
shall have the same rank, pay, allowances, 
and other benefits as now are or may here- 
after be allowed other commissioned war- 
rant and warrant officers in the Navy. 

Sec. 3. Chief torpedomen and torpedomen 
shall be eligible for appointment to the grade 
of ensign under the restrictions imposed by 
law upon the appointment of other warrant 
and commissioned officers to that grade: 
Provided, That the limitation as to age con- 
tained in section 1379 of the Revised Statutes, 
as amended, relating to appointments of as- 
sistant paymasters in the Navy, shall not 
apply to chief ship’s clerks and ship's clerk 
who must be not more than 35 years of age 
at the.time of appointment as assistant pay- 
master: Provided further, That the preceding 
proviso shall not be construed as giving any 
preference in appointment as assistant pay- 
master other than the limitation of age. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF CERTAIN NAVY PER- 
SONNEL FOR FIRE LOSSES 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
‘pill (S. 2593) to provide for the reim- 
bursement of certain Navy personnel and 
former Navy personnel for personal prop- 
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erty lost or damaged as a result of the fire 
which destroyed the Administration 
Building, Naval Operating Base, Norfolk, 
Va., on January 26, 1942, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs with an amendment on page 2, 
line 4, to strike out “1942” and insert 
“1941”, so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such 
sum or sums, amounting in the aggregate not 
to exceed $3,633.39, as may be required by the 
Secretary of the Navy to reimburse, under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, certain 
Navy personnel and former Navy personnel 
for the value of personal property lost or 
damaged in the fire which destroyed the Ad- 
ministration Building, Naval Operating Base, 
Norfolk, Va., on January 26, 1941: Provided, 
That no part of the amount appropriated in 
this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall 
be paid or delivered to or received by any 
agent or attorney on account of services 
rendered in connection with this claim, and 
the same shall be unlawful, any contract to 
the contrary notwithstanding. Any person 
violating the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon 
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum 
not exceeding $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“A bill to provide for the reimbursement 
of certain Navy personnel and former 
Navy personnel for personal property lost 
or damaged as a result of the fire which 
destroyed the Administration Building, 
Naval Operating Base, Norfolk, Va., on 
January 26, 1941.” 


SALE OF COPIES OF HISTORICAL AND 
NAVAL DOCUMENTS 


The bill (S. 2570) to provide for the 
sale by the Superintendent of Documents 
of copies of certain historical and naval 
documents printed by the Government 
Printing Office, was considered, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That notwithstanding 
the provisions of the act making appropria- 
tions for the Navy Department and the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending.June 30, 
1935 (48 Stat. 414), and of the acts making 
such appropriations for subsequent years, and 
without reference to the provisions of section 
307 of the act approved June 30, 1932 (47 
Stat. 409; 44 U. S. C. 72a), the Superin- 
tendent of Documents is hereby authorized 
to sell such volumes remaining on hand in 
the Government Printing Office of the series 
of historical and naval documents entitled 
“Naval Documents Related to the Quasi-War 
Between the United States and France,” at a 
price to be designated by the officer in charge, 
Office of Naval Records and Library of the 
Navy Department. The surplus receipts from 
such sales shall be deposited in the Treasury 
of the United States to the credit of miscel- 
laneous receipts. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF A WOMEN'S AUXIL- 
IARY RESERVE IN THE NAVY 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6807) to establish a Women’s 
Auxiliary Reserve in the Navy, and for 
other purposes, which had been reported 
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from the Commitiee on Naval Affairs 
with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause, and to insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 


That the Naval Reserve Act of 1938, as 
amended, is further amended by adding after 
section 401 thereof an additional title as 
follows: 


“QITLE V—WOMEN’'S RESERVE 


“Sec, 501. A Women's Reserve is hereby 
established which shall be a branch of the 
Naval Reserve and shall be administered 
under the same provisions in all respects 
(except as may be necessary to adapt said 
provisions to the Women’s Reserve, or as 
specifically provided herein) as those con- 
tained in this act or which may hereafter 
be enacted with respect to the Volunteer 
Reserve. 

“Sec. 602. Members of the Women’s Reserve 
may be commissioned or enlisted in such ap- 
propriate ranks and ratings, corresponding 
to those of the Regular Navy, as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Navy: Pro- 
vided, That there shall not be more than 1 
officer in the grade of lieutenant commander; 
nor more than 35 officers in the grade of lieu- 
tenant; and that the number of officers in 
the grade of lieutenant (junior grade) shall 
not exceed 35 per centum of the total num- 
ber of commissioned officers: And provided 
further, That military authority of officers 
commissioned under the provisions of this 
Act may be exercised over women of the 
Reserve only and is limited to the admin- 
istration of the Women’s Reserve. 

“Sec. 503. The Reserve established by this 
title shall be composed of members who have 
attained the age of 20 years. 

_ “Src. 504. Members of the. Women’s Re- 
serve shail be restricted to the performance 
of shore duty within the continental United 
States only and shall not be assigned to duty 
on board vessels of the Navy or in combat 
aircraft. 

“Sec. 505. Members of the Women's Reserve 
shall not be used to replace civil-service per- 
sonnel employed in the Naval Establishment, 
but shali be composed of women trained and 
qualified for duty in the shore establishment 
of the Navy to release male officers and en- 
listed men of the naval service for duty at 
sea, 

“Sec. t06. The benefits provided by section 
4 of the act approved August 27, 1940 (Public, 
No. 775, 76th Cong.), and by the act ap- 
proved March 17, 1941 (Public Law No. 16, 
76th Cong.), shall not be applicable to mem- 
bers of the Women’s Reserve who suffer dis- 
ability or death in line of duty from disease 
or injury while employed on active duty: 
Provided; That if any member of the Wom- 
en’s Reserve suffers disability or death from 
disease or injury incurred in line of duty 
while employed on active duty, she or her 
beneficiaries shall be entitled to all the bene- 
fits prescribed by law for civil employees of 
the United States who are physically injured 
or who die’as a result thereof. 

“Sec. 507. The Secretary of the Navy shail 
fix the money value of the articles of uniform 
and equipment which enlisted members of 
the Women’s Reserve are required to have 
upon their first reporting for active duty: 
Provided, That he may authorize such articles 
of uniform and equipment, or parts thereof, 
to be issued in kind, or, in lieu thereof, that 
payment in cash of the money value fixed in 
accordance with the foregoing, not to exceed 
$200, be made to such members so ordered 
to active duty, for the purchase of such 
articles of uniform and equipment. 

“Sec. 508. The authority conferred by this 
act for appointments and enlistments in the 
Women's Reserve shall be effective during the 
present war and for 6 months thereafter, or 
until such earlier time as the Congress by 
concurrent resolution or the President by 
proclamation may designate.” 
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Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, is 
this the precise equivalent of the Wom- 
en’s Reserve in the Army? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. GILLETTE] is in a position to 
answer that question. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, the 
distinguished chairman of the Naval Af- 
fairs Committee, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WatsH], asked me to be 
present when the calendar was called and 
to answer any questions I could answer. 
I can answer the question the Senator 
from Michigan has just asked. The 
House bill provisions were all stricken 
out excepting the enacting clause. The 
Navy Department was not in favor of 
many of the provisions which were em- 
bodied in the House bill, which parallel 
the military features of the War Depart- 
ment bill. After some discussion in the 
executive department the Navy Depart- 
ment was asked to write its own bill, and 
the bill which was offered by way of 
amendment is the bill which was written 
by the Navy Department. It differs in a 
number of important particulars from 
the House bill. For instance, there is a 
limitation as to commissions that may be 
given. Only one officer, as I recall, can 
have the grade of lieutenant commander. 
There is a limitation on the number that 
can be in the grade of lieutenant and 
lieutenant, junior grade. Furthermore, 
the members of the Women’s Reserve 
cannot be used outside the United States. 
They cannot be used for combatant serv- 
ice. They may not take the place of 
civil-service employees. They are to 
substitute for officers of the Navy who 
are employed at desk jobs. They are to 
be strictly limited to substitution in such 
jobs, rather than general service in the 
armed forces. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. When we were 
considering the bill with respect to the 
War Department the chief argument 
seemed to be as to whether the Women’s 
Auxiliary Corps should become an in- 
tegral part of the Army or whether it 
should be an auxiliary. My understand- 
ing is that it was set up as an auxiliary 
rather than as an integral part of the 
Army. What does the Senator say in 
connection with this bill, with respect to 
the proposal regarding the Navy? 

Mr. GILLETTE. The Women’s Aux- 
iliary Reserve would not become an inte- 
gral part of the Navy. The bill would 
simply authorize the commissioning of 
women in limited numbers for assign- 
ment to duty in a limited way, as I have 
stated. The bill provides that women in 
the Auxiliary Reserve shall not exercise 
any command over juniors other than 
within their own corps. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. As I understand, 
the general theory of the bill is the same 
as that of the Y7ar Department bill with 
respect to the question whether or not the 
new unit is to be an integral part of the 
armed forces. 

Mr. GILLETTE. That is correct. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I yield. 
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Mr. GERRY. My recollection is that 
the bill puts the Women’s Auxiliary Re- 
serve in the same position as the Naval 


e. 
Mr. GILLETTE. That is my under- 
standing. : 

Mr. GERRY. After the women vol- 
unteer, of course, they will be in the same 
position as the Naval Reserve. 

Mr. GILLETTE, Yes. 

Mr. GERRY. In that event they could 
be sent anywhere. 

Mr. GILLETTE. No. I think the Sen- 
ator is definitely mistaken. The bill 
would establish a Women’s Auxiliary Re- 
serve in the Navy as a branch of the 
Naval Reserve; but it provides that en- 
listments shall be made only in time of 
war, and for a period not longer than 6 
months after the termination of the war. 
It limits the service of the members to 
shore duty only, within the continental 
limits of the United States, and provides 
that they shall not be used to replace 
civil-service personnel. The Senator 
from Massachusetts has marked this part 
of the committee report and has asked 
me to call attention to it: 

It is believed, however, that the use of 
such a reserve in communication duty 
ashore, alone, would eventually result in the 
release of 1,000 officers for sea duty. 


The Women’s Auxiliary Reserve would 
become a branch of the Naval Reserve, 
but only in that limited way. It would 
be a voluntary branch of the Naval Re- 
serve. The purposes for which it might 
be used, and the time during which it 
might be used, are definitely limited. 

Mr. GERRY. My recollection is that 
as the bill came over from the House, it 
provided that after the members volun- 
teered and came under the Naval Re- 
serve, they could be sent anywhere. My 
recollection is that the testimony before 
the committee was that they could be 
sent anywhere if they should volunteer. 

Mr. GILLETTE. That was the way 
the bill came over from the House. 

Mr, GERRY. Has that provision been 
changed in the subsequent redrafting? 

Mr. GILLETTE. It was certainly the 
intention of the committee to change 
it, and I believe it has been so changed. 

Mr. GERRY. Iam not quite sure of it. 

Mr. GILLETTE. May I ask the Sena- 
tor to what provision he has reference? 

Mr. GERRY. The members of the 
Auxiliary Reserve would come under the 
same authority as does the Naval Re- 
serve, would they not? 

Mr. GILLETTE. With the limitation 
which has been stated. 

Section 504 of the bill provides as 
follows: 

Members of the Women’s Reserve shall be 
restricted to the performance of shore duty 
within the continental United States only 
and shall not be assigned to duty on board 
vessels of the Navy or in combat aircraft. 


Section 505 provides that members of 
the Women’s Reserve shall not be used 
to replace civil-service personnel. 

Let me call the attention of the Senator 
to the following language in the report of 
the committee: 


The bill as it originally passed the House 
of Representatives had the approval of the 
Navy Department. However, subsequent to 
its reference to this committee certain objec- 
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tions to the wording of the bill were voiced 
by several members of the committee, as well 
as other Members of the Senate. 


I think the distinguished Senator from 
Rhode Island was one of those who voiced 
objection. 

Mr. GERRY. That is true. 

Mr.. GILLETTE. The committee re- 
port continues: 

These objections may be grouped as 
follows: 

(a) No limitation was placed on the num- 
ber serving in the various commissioned 
ranks, particularly in the ranks of lieutenant 
ar? above. 

(b) The military authority of the com- 
missioned officers of this Auxiliary was not 
adequately defined. 

(c) The positions to be filled by members 
of the Auxiliary were not adequately distin- 
guished from the many civil-service positions 
now occupied by women in the naval shore 
establishment. 

(d) It was not certain that these women 
were not to be assigned to combat duty, to 
duty aboard vessels of the Navy, or in combat 
aircraft. 

(e) It was not certain what retirement and 
other benefits it was intended should accrue 
to the members of this Auxiliary by virtue 
of their service therein. 


It was to eliminate those objections 
that the bill was redrafted. 

Mr. GERRY. I think the section to 
which the Senator refers covers the ob- 
jection I had made in regard to allowing 
the Women’s Auxillary Reserve to be sent 
on foreign service. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I recall that the 
Senator from Rhode Island made the ob- 
jection in the committee and discussed it 
very convincingly. I believe the objec- 
tion is corrected by the redraft. 

Mr. GERRY. They could go to for- 
eign possessions or islands, 

Mr. GILLETTE. Not beyond the con- 
tinental limits of the United States. 

Mr. GERRY. I think that explanation 
covers the situation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 

me, 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“An act to expedite the war effort by 
releasing officers and men for duty at sea 
and their replacement by women in the 
shore establishment of the Navy, and for 
other purposes.” 

SUSPENSION OF RESTRICTIONS UPON 

SERVICE OF CERTAIN MARINE CORPS 

OFFICERS 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
pill (H. R. 3152) to suspend restrictions 
during the present war and for 1 year 
thereafter upon the service of certain offi- 
cers of the Marine Corps in the Marine 
Corps headquarters, Washington, D. C., 
which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, with an amend- 
ment, on page 1, line 7, after the words 
“thereafter” to insert “or until such 
earlier time as the Congress by concur- 
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rent resolution or the President by proc- 
lamation may designate.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 


STATE TAXATION OF REAL .PROPERTY 
ACQUIRED FOR MILITARY PURPOSES 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2308) providing for taxation by 
the States and their political subdivisions 
of certain real property acquired for mil- 
itary purposes, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, with an amendment, on page 1, 
at the beginning of line 4, to strike out 
“is hereafter” and insert “since January 
1942, has been”, so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real property in 
the continental United States which since 
January 1942, has been acquired by purchase, 
condemnation, or otherwise, by or on behalf 
of the United States, for general military pur- 
poses (including property acquired for, or for 
use in connection with, fortifications, coast 
defenses, military camps, cantonments, prov- 
ing grounds, training areas, bomb testing 
areas, and the manufacture of munitions), 
together with the improvements on any real 
property at the time such property is so ac- 
quired, shall remain subject to taxation by 
the State and political subdivision in which 
such property is located, to the same extent, 
according to its value, as other real property 
is taxed. 

Src. 2. The provisions of this act shall not 
apply to any property with respect to which 
such power of taxation is waived in accord- 
ance with State law by the State or political 
subdivision in which such property is located. 
Any property covered by any such waiver shall 
not thereafter be subject to such taxation by 
the State or political subdivision, as the case 
may be, so long as such property is held by 
or on behalf of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I think 
I should say a word in connection with 
the bill. 

The purpose of the introduction of the 
bill and the unanimous report of the 
committee was to relieve the States and 
counties of hardships caused by reason 
of the acquirement of certain property 
from the owners for military purposes, 
such as rifle ranges, camp sites, and so 
forth. 

The bill follows the precedents hereto- 
fore established by Congress, not only 
during the last war but more recently 
with respect to the treatment accorded 
the District of Columbia by the Home 
Owners’ Loan Corporation, the Housing 
Administration, and the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation. The bill would 
merely relieve the distressed counties and 
States which heretofore collected taxes 
from the private owners. The burden 
would be thrown upon the Government 
to meet the county and State taxes, so 
as to enable the counties and States to 
continue the normal administration of 
their affairs. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr, President, on 
page 2, line 4, after the word “value”, I 
offer an amendment to insert the words 
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“to be ascertained under the laws of the 
State in which such property is located 
and in the same manner.” 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the 
amendment was shown to me, and I 
think it improves the bill. I have no ob- 
jection to it, and I thank the Senator for 
his clarification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, has the 
committee amendment on page 1, line 4, 
been agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
committee amendment has been agreed 
to. 


Mr, AIKEN. The committee amend- 
ment makes the date January 1942. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. AIKEN. I had hoped to say a word 
about that amendment. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I 
should like to invite the attention of the 
Senate to the language on page 1, line 4. 
As it has been amended, the bill would 
have very limited application, and obvi- 
ously would apply only to property ac- 
quired after January 1942, and down to 
the date when the bill becomes law. I 
doubt if that is the intention of the 
framers of the legislation. I apprehend 
that it is the purpose of the draftsmen 
actually to make the law apply in the 
future as well as to the period between 
January and June of 1942. I therefore 
ask unanimous consent that the vote by 
which the committee amendment on 
page 1, line 4, was agreed to, be recon- 
sidered so that I may offer an amend- 
ment to the committee amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the vote by which the committee amend- 
ment on page 1, line 4, was agreed to, is 
reconsidered. 

Mr. DANAHER. I offer an amendment 
to the committee amendment on page 1, 
line 4, to insert, after the words “has 
been” the words “or shall be.” The lan- 
guage would then read: 

That all real property in the continental 
United States which, since January 1942, has 
been or shall be acquired by purchase— 


And so forth. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
no objection to the amendment. The 
language was prepared by the legislative 
counsel, I think it covers the point, but 
the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Connecticut would make the lan- 
guage clearer and more definite. So far 
as I am personally concerned I am very 
glad to accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DANAHER] to the committee amend- 
ment on page 1, line 4. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. McNARY,. Mr. President, I think 
it was the intention of the committee to 
make the date January 1940, instead of 
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January 1942. I offer an amendment to 
the committee amendment on page 1, 
line 4, to strike out “1942” and insert 
“1940.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Oregon 
to the committee amendment on page 1, 
line 4. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, my pur- 
pose in rising was to see if the date could 
not be changed. I felt that the date 
stated in the bill was wrong. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment, as amended. 

The amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 


EXEMPTION OF EXPLOSIVES TRANS- 
PORTED BY AIRCRAFT FROM APPLICA- 
TION OF FEDERAL EXPLOSIVES ACT 


Thc bill (S. 2515) to amend the Fed- 
eral Explosives Aci, as amended, by re- 
moving from the application of the act 
explosives or ingredients in transit upon 
aircraft in conformity with statutory law 
or rules and regulations of the Civil 
Aeronautics Board, was considered, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the second sen- 
tence of section 8 of the act of October 6, 
1917 (40 Stat. 385; U. S. C., title 50, sec. 121), 
as amended by the act of December 26, 1941 
(Public Law 381, 77th Cong.), be, and the 
same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 
“This act shall not apply to explosives or 
ingredients which are in transit upon ves- 
sels, railroad cars, or conveyances in con- 
formity with statutory law or with the rules 
and regulations of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, or regulations of the Secretary 
of Commerce, or to explosives or ingredients 
which are in transit upon aircraft in con- 
formity with statutory law or with the rules 
and regulations of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board.” 

PRODUCTION OF RUBBER FROM ALCOHOL 
OBTAINED FROM AGRICULTURAL OR 
FOREST PRODUCTS — BILL PASSED 
OVER 


The bill (S. 2600) to expedite the pros- 
ecution of the war by making provision 
for an increased supply of rubber manu- 
factured from alcohol produced from 
agricultural or forest products was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in view 
of the importance of the bill and, so far 
as I personally am concerned, my inabil- 
ity to familiarize myself with it, I ask 
that the bill go over. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I think 
the Senator’s request is a very proper one, 
because the bill is of such importance 
that perhaps it should not be passed by 
unanimous consent during the call of the 
calendar. The distinguished chairman 
of the subcommittee of the Committee on 
. Agriculture and Forestry, the Senator 
` from Oklahoma [Mr. Tomas] who re- 

ported the bill, is not now present in 
the Senate Chamber. The bill was intro- 
duced on order of the subcommittee of 
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the Senate Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. Let me say to the major- 
ity leader that I think it would be very 
difficult to overemphasize the impor- 
tance of having action on the bill taken at 
the earliest possible moment. I think the 
objection the Senator from Kentucky has 
made is a proper one, but I should like to 
move that the bill be made the subject 
of a special order so that it will be con- 
sidered by the Senate when it meets on 
Monday. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I hope 
the Senator will not make such a motion 
now. I should like to look a little further 
into the provisions of the bill. I do not 
know to what extent the officials ap- 
pointed by the President under the War 
Production Board, which is dealing with 
the question of production of rubber and 
all other commodities of similar im- 
portance, were heard, or to what extent 
their testimony may have been consid- 
ered. I hope that the Senator will not 
insist upon making such a motion at this 
time. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Of course, the cues- 
tion referred to by the Senator is one 
which I was sure would be in his mind. 
Mr. Donald Neison, the head of the War 
Production Board, called me by tele- 
phone yesterday and requested that he 
be given an opportunity to state his views 
before the subcommittee on Monday 
morning, at 10 o’clock. In view of the 
fact that Senators are preparing to leave 
the city, it was the hope of the members 
of the subcommittee that, with the bene- 
fit of the expression of Mr. Nelson’s views 
before us, consideration of the bill by the 
Senate would be begun not later than 
Monday. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think that no spe- 
cial order should be made at this time. 
It may be that after Mr. Nelson appears 
before the subcommittee it will be pos- 
sible to work out the matter so that there 
will be no objection; but pending that 
time I should not like to have the Senate 
enter an order for consideration of the 
bill on Monday; because if that were 
done, and if anything should develop in 
view of Mr. Nelson’s testimony so that 
it would be unwise to take up the bill on 
Monday, we should have to vacate the 
order. 

At any rate, there is no particular ad- 
vantage in moving in advance to make a 
bill the special order of business on some 
particular day. It is in order at any time 
to move to consider the bill. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Of course. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I should like to defer 
to the wishes of the Senator from Iowa, 
and I should also like, if it is possible 
for me to do so—I do not know whether 
it will be—to attend the meeting of the 
subcommitiee and hear what Mr. Nelson 
will have to say. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I know that the sub- 
committee will be delighted to have the 
distinguished majority leader present 
when it meets at 10 o’clock on Monday 
morning. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, whether 
I shall be able to attend the meeting of 
the subcommittee will depend upon my 
previous engagements. 

Mr. GILLETTE. There are now pres- 
ent in the Senate Chamber two Sena- 
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tors who joined with me in sponsoring 
the measure. I do not wish to make 
the motion to which I have referred if 
the majority leader has definite objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. There is no advan- 
tage in so moving at this time. It is 
in order to move at any time that the 
bill be considered. 

Mr. GILLETTE, The only advantage 
would be that if such a motion were 
agreed to the bill would become the 
special order of business, and could rot 
be supplanted except by parliamentary 
action. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, no delay 
will occur by reason of any failure to 
make the bill the special order of busi- 
ness: because a motion could be made 
to take up the bill right now. 

Mr. GILLETTE, I see in the Cham- 
ber the distinguished minority leader, 
who is also a sponsor of the measure. 
I ask him to state his views on the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I join 
with the able senior Senator from Iowa 
in asking that action be taken on the 
measure at the earliest possible date, 
However, I think it just as well to wait 
until Mcnday, and until we hear what 
Mr. Nelson has to say. Probably during 
the week there will be an opportunity 
to proceed with consideration of the 
measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair rules that a motion to make the 
bill the special order of business on 
Monday would not be in order at this 
time. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Of course, if such a 
motion would not be in order at this time, 
I would not make it now; and, at any 
rate, if the majority leader objects to 
having such a motion made, I would not 
make it. However, at this time I desire 
to give notice that, unless something 
changes the situation, on Monday the 
Senator from Iowa or some other Sen- 
ator will move that consideration of thi 
bill be proceeded with. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
has been heard to present consideration 
of the bill; and, accordingly, the bill will 
be passed over. 


BRIDGEPORT IRRIGATION DISTRICT 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2440) for the relief of the Bridge- 
port irrigation district, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation, with an amend- 
ment, on page 1, at the end of line 8, to 
strike out the word “relieved” and insert 
“released”, so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the contract of 
June 14, 1915, between the United States and 
the Bridgeport irrigation district, North Platte 
reclamation project, and the indebtedness of 
the district thereunder for operation and 
maintenance charges delinquent under said 
contract for the years 1926 to 1942, both in- 
clusive, be, and the same are hereby, canceled 
and released, and that the judgment entered 
on July 30, 1929, in the United States District 
Court for the District of Nebraska against the 
district and in favor of the United States be, 
and the same is hereby, released and dis- 
charged: Provided, That the $23,286 hereto- 
fore paid under the contract of June 14, 1915, 
shall be retained by the United States for the 
benefits heretofore received by the district 
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under said contract: And provided further, 
That the water right of the district under its 
Nebraska appropriation, upon the approval of 
this act, shall be in the same legal status un- 
der the laws of Nebraska as if said contract 
of June 14, 1915, had rever been executed, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ALVA B. ADAMS TUNNEL 


The bill (S. 2554) to provide that the 
transmountain tunnel constructed in 
connection with the Colorado-Big 
Thompson project shall be known as the 
Alva B. Adams Tunnel was considered, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the transmountain 
tunnel constructed in connection with the 
Colorado-Big Thompson reclamation project 
shall hereafter be known as the Alva B, 
- Adams Tunnel. 


BILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 2628) amending Public 
Law No. 873, Seventy-sixth Congress, ap- 
proved October 21, 1940, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I think 
that matter has been taken care of by a 
joint resolution which has been passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is informed that it was extended 
for 90 days. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. I think there is 
no need to take up the bill at this time. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I was about 
to suggest that the matter has been taken 
care of, at least for 90 days. I ask that 
the bill go over for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard, and the bill will be passed 
over. 

RESOLUTION PASSED OVER 


The resolution (S. Res. 268) authoriz- 
ing the payment of certain obligations 
incurred in connection with the right of 
William Langer to a seat in the Senate 
from the State of North Dakota was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let the resolution go 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
resolution will be passed over. 


REPRODUCTION OF CERTIFICATES ISSUED 
PURSUANT TO SELECTIVE SERVICE 
AND TRAINING ACT 


The bill (S. 2606) to amend the Selec- 
tive Training and Service Act of 1940 by 
making it a criminal offense to possess 
unlawfully or to reproduce various cer- 
tificates issued pursuant thereto, was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 11 of the 
Selective Training and Service Act of 1940 
(act of September 16, 1940, 54 Stat. 894, U. S. 
C., title 50 App., sec. 311) be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by inserting at the end 
thereof a new subsection reading as follows: 

“(b) Any person (1) who knowingly trans- 
fers or Celivers to another, for the purpose 
of aiding or abetting the making of any false 
identification or representation, any registra- 
tion certificate, alien's certificate of nonresi- 
dence, or any other certificate issued pur- 
suant to or prescribed by the provisions of 
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this act, or rules or regulations promulgated 
hereunder; or (2) who, with intent that it be 
used for any purpose of false identification 
or representation, has in his possession any 
such certificate not duly issued to him; or 
(3) who forges, alters, or in any manner 
changes any such certificate or any notation 
duly and validly inscribed thereon; or (4) 
who, without lawful authority, photographs, 
prints, or in any manner makes or executes 
any engraving, photograph, print, or impres- 
sion in the likeness of any such certificate, or 
any colorable imitation thereof; or (5) who 
has in his possession any certificate purport- 
ing to be a certificate issued pursuant to this 
act, or rules and regulations promulgated 
hereunder, which he knows to be falsely 
made, reproduced, forged, counterfeited, or 
altered; or (6) who knowingly violates or 
evades any of the provisions of this act or 
rules and regulations promulgated pursuant 
thereto relating to the issuance, transfer, or 
possession of such certificates, shall, upon 
conviction, be fined not to exceed $10,000 or 
be imprisoned for not more than 5 years, or 
both. Whenever on trial for a violation of 
this subsection the defendant is shown to 
have or to have had possession of any certifi- 
cate not duly issued to him, such possession 
shall be deemed sufficient evidence to estab- 
lish an intent to use such certificate for pur- 
poses of false identification or representation, 
unless the defendant explains such possession 
to the satisfaction of the jury.” 


EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN PROPERTY FROM 
CONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5503) to authorize the Attor- 
ney General to stipulate to the exclusion 
of certain property from condemnation 
proceedings, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
with amendments, on page 1, line 4, after 
the word “General”, to insert “with the 
consent of the department or agency 
affected”; and in line 8, before the word 
“taken”, to insert “or may be” and a 
comma. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the report 
accompanying the bill be printed in full 
at this point in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the report 
(No. 1529) was ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5503) to authorize 
the Attorney General to stipulate to the 
exclusion of certain property from condemna- 
tion proceedings, after careful consideration, 
report the same favorably to the Senate, with 
the following amendments, and recommend 
that, as amended, the bill do pass: 

1. In line 4, after the words “Attorney 
General”, insert a comma and the following: 
“with the consent of the department or 
agency affected,”. 

2. In line 7, after the word “been”, insert 
a comma and the following: “or may be,”. 

This proposed legislation would merely 
permit the Attorney General to stipulate on 
behalf of the United States in any condemna- 
tion proceedings to exclude any property or 
interests therein that may have been taken 
by the United States by a declaration cf 
taking or otherwise. 

In condemnation proceedings situations 
often arise where it would be desirable for 
both the property owner and the Govern- 
ment to exclude some parts of the property 
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which may have been taken. Such a situa- 
tion might obtain in the case of fixtures 
attached to the real estate, to property 
attached to the real estate such as a building 
that the owner might wish to remove and 
the Government not wish to take. In a case 
where land is desired by the Government 
and it does not wish to have the timber 
located thereon and the property owner 
desires to enter into some agreement with 
reference thereto, it seems proper that such 
an agreement should be possible. In other 
instances the Government might desire to 
exclude certain parts which it had originally 
contemplated taking, and sometimes it is 
desirable that boundaries might be straight- 
ened out by stipulation of the parties. 

This committee felt that the amendments 
set out above should be made, so that the 
Government department or agency concerned 
or interested be consulted and give its con- 
sent. 

The following communication from the At- 
torney General recommends the proposed 
bill: 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., July 22, 1941. 
Hon. Sam RAYBURN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Speaker: In connection with 
the proceedings to condemn property for 
public use, situations at times arise making 
it advisable, from the standpoint both of the 
Government and the property owner, to ex- 
clude some parts of the property, as, for 
instance, fixtures, trees, etc., or some interest 
therein, from being taken by the United 
States, even though a declaration of taking 
may have been filed which includes such 
property rights. It is highly desirable, there- 
fore, that representatives of the Government 
be authorized to stipulate or agree to exclude 
such parts of or interests in property from 
the condemnation proceedings. 

Accordingly, I recommend legislation to 
permit the Attorney General to agree or stip- 
ulate on behalf of the United States in any 
condemnation proceedings to exclude any 
pfoperty or interests therein that may have 
been taken by the United States as a result 
of a declaration of taking or otherwise. 

A proposed bill to effectuate this purpose is 
enclosed herewith. 

I have been informed by the Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget that the proposed leg- 
islation is in accord with the program of 
the President. 

Sincerely yours, 
Francis BIDDLE, 
Acting Attorney General. 


BROADENING OF POWERS TO ADMINIS- 
TER OATHS AND TAKE ACKNOWLEDG- 
MENTS 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2619) to amend Article of War 
114 so as to broaden the power to ad- 
minister oaths and take acknowledg- 
ments, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, with an 
amendment, at the end of the bill to 
insert a colon and the words “Provided, 
That no fee of any character shall be 
Paid to any officer mentioned in this act 
for the performance of any notarial act 
herein authorized”, so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That Article of War 114 
(act of June 4, 1920, 41 Stat. 810; 10 U. S. C. 
1566) be, and the same is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 

“ArT. 114, Authority to administer oaths: 
Any officer of any component of the Army of 
the United States on active duty in Federal 
service commissioned in or assigned or de- 
tailed to duty with the Judge Advocate Gen- 
eral’s Department, any staff judge advocate 
or acting staff judge advocate, the president 
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of a general or special court-martial, any 
summary court-martial, the trial judge ad- 
vocate or any assistant trial Judge advocate 
of a general or special court-martial, the 
president or the recorder of a court of inquiry 
or of a military board, any officer designated 
to take a deposition, any officer detailed to 
conduct an investigation, and the adjutant, 
assistant adjutant or personnel adjutant of 
any command shall have power to administer 
oaths for the purposes of the administration 
of military justice and for other purposes of 
military administration; and shali also have 
the general powers of a notary public in the 
administration of oaths, the execution and 
acknowledgment of legal instruments, the 
attestation of documents and all other forms 
of notarial acts to be executed by persons sub- 
ject to military law: Provided, That no fee of 
any character shall be paid to any officer 
mentioned in this act for the performance of 
any notarial act herein authorized,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MAX DELFINER AND HIS WIFE EVY 


The bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Max 
Delfiner and his wife Evy (Ewa) was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That in the admin- 
istration of the immigration and naturaliza- 
tion laws the Attorney General be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to record the 
lawful admission for permanent residence of 
Max Delfiner and his wife Evy (Ewa) as of 
August 29, 1939, the day on which they were 
temporarily admitted to the United States, 
if they are found to be otherwise admissible 
under the provisions of the immigration laws, 
other than those relating to quotas. Upon 
the enactment of this act, the Secretary of 
State shall instruct the proper quota-control 
officer to deduct two numbers from the Ru- 
manian quota of the first year that the said 
quota is available. 


DORIS MONGOL RAI 


The bill (H. R. 4604) for the relief of 
Doris Mongol Rai was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

VIVIAN CHANG 

The bill (H. R, 5819) directing the At- 
torney General to record the lawful ad- 
mittance for permanent residence of 
Vivian Chang was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 

d. 
eer BILL PASSED OVER 

The bill (H. R. 7297) authorizing the 
assignment of peisonnel from depart- 
ments or agencies in the executive branch 
of the Government to certain investigat- 
ing committees of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, and for other pur- 
poses, Was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I think 
the bill should go over: The Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Lucas], the chairman of the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, is not 
now in the Senate Chamber, and it may 
be that some inquiries will be made about 
the bill. I ask that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be passed over. 

That completes the calendar. 


RELIEF OP MRS. JULIA JOHNSON 


Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, when 
Calendar No. 1416, House bill 5794, for 
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the relief of Mrs. Julia Johnson, was 
called during the consideration of the 
calendar a month or so ago, I objected 
to its consideration. At that time I 
pointed out that the bill indefinitely 
provided for the payment authorized. 
Thereafter I communicated with Repre- 
sentative NORRELL, of Arkansas, whc was 
the author of the bill. I explained to 
him the nature of the objection, and 
asked that he communicate further with 
me regarding the matter in order that 
the points of difference might readily be 
clarified. He has done so, and I have 
received from him a letter which com- 
petently describes the situation. 

Accordingly, Mr, President, I first ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate recur 
to Calendar No, 1416, and that it be con- 
sidered at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
5794) for the relief of Mrs. Julia Johnson. 

Mr. DANAHER. With that bill before 
us, Mr. President, I move, in lina 5, to 
strike out the words “Mrs. Julia John- 
son.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment -was agreed to. 

Mr. DANAHER. Next I move, in line 
6, to strike out the words “mother of Roy 
Owen, deceased.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANAHER. Then, Mr. President, 
in line 5, after the preposition “to”, I 
move that the words “the estate of Roy 
Owen, deceased” be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Con- 
necticut. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANAHER. As the bill is thus 
amended, Mr. President, I have no fur- 
ther objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the engrossment of the 
amendments and the third reading of 
the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
ime. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“An act for the relief of the estate of Roy 
Owen, deceased.” 


AMENDMENT OF MOTOR CARRIER ACT OF 
1935 


Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, on two previous calls of the Cal- 
endar, when Calendar No, 1226, Senate 
bill 975, was called, I objected to its con- 
sideration. I have since had opportunity 
to examine the measure carefully, and I 
believe the bill to be a meritorious one. 
I may say that I objected to its considera- 
tion in the first place because of the 
opposition of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; but, upon investigation, I 
find that the provisions of the bill simply 
conform to every other definition of agri- 
culture and horticulture heretofore made 
by the various departments of the Gov- 
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ernment. The bill merely proposes to 
treat nursery stock and other horticul- 
tural products as agricultural products 
for the purposes of interstate motor 
transportation. 

In view of the fact that I was the only 
one who objected to consideration of the 
bill on two previous occasions, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be con- 
sidered at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
eee 

. BARKLEY. Mr. President, word 
beet just come to me that the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. SmaTHERS], who is 
now temporarily absent from the Cham- 
ber, wishes that bill to go over. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Very well. 


LOANS ON CERTAIN 1942 CROPS 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 2585. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, I inquire 
what bill is that? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is the bill con- 
cerning which yesterday I gave notice 
this motion would be made. 

Mr. GERRY. Isuggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. May- 
BANK in the chair). The absence of a 
quorum being suggested, the clerk will 
call the roll. 

The CHIEF CLERK called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Alken Downey Nye 

Andrews Ellender O'Mahoney 
Bailey Gerry Pepper 

Ball Gillette Rosier 
Bankhead Hatch Russell 
Barkley Hayden Schwartz 
Bilbo Herring Shipstead 
Brooks t 

Burton Johnson, Calif, Thomas, Idaho 
Butler Lee Thomas, Okla. 
Capper Lucas Thomas, Utah 
Caraway McCarran Tunnell 
Chandler McKellar Vandenberg 
Chavez McNary Wagner 
Clark, Idaho Maybank White 

Clark, Mo Mead Wiley 
Connally Millikin Willis 
Danaher Murray 

Davis Norris 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 
five Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANK- 
HEAD], that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill 2585, which 
will be stated by title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2585) to 
provide that loans on the 1942 crop of 
corn, wheat, rice, cotton, tobacco, and 
peanuts shall be made at a rate equal to 
the parity price. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, on Mon- 
day, June 15, there appeared an editorial 
in the New York Times which I think 
pretty well expresses my opinion as to 
what would be the result if this bill should 
be enacted The editorial reads: 

FARM-PRICE INFLATION 

Senators BANKHEAD, of Alabama, and Rus- 
SELL, of Georgia, have introduced and the 
Senate Agriculture Committee has approved 
legislation calling for mandatory Federal 
crop loans at full parity levels on this year’s 
crops. In view of the low and constantly 
declining prices of basic crops, says Senator 
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BANKHEAD, & higher Government floor under 
farm prices is needed. This is a proposition 
that should interest the 20,000,000 people, in- 
cluding those earning $10 a week, who are 
being asked to shoulder a new and stagger- 
ing tax burden in order to help prevent a 
rising spiral in the cost of living. It should 
also interest the thousands of merchants, 
manufacturers, wholesalers, and other busi- 
nessmen whose prices have just been placed 
under a general ceiling and who are in proc- 
ess of seeing their profit margins rolled back 
or wiped out in order to help prevent a rising 
spiral in the cost of living. 

In a period of general price ceilings the 
position of the farmer is unique. Whereas 
nearly all other prices have been frozen at the 
levels of last March, farm prices are exempt. 
Under the price-control legislation, no ceil- 
ings on farm prices become effective at less 
than 110 percent of parity. But parity, of 
course, is not a fixed level like the March 
ceiling. It is, in general, the price calculated 
to give farmers the same relative purchasing 
power they had in the 6 years prior to the 
first World War. Thus the parity price of 
wheat was $1.34 a bushel in May, but a year 
before it was $1.14, and in the base period 
it was only 88 cents. Wheat prices recently 
have equaled the parity level of a year ago; 
but they are well below the parity levels of 
today. Thus parity, by definition, becomes 
in a period of rising prices a constantly beck- 
oning but scarcely attainable goal. Each rise 
in other prices automatically lifts farm parity 
prices; each rise in farm prices lifts the cost 
of living and advances nonfarm prices. 
Nevertheless, farm prices since last August 
have averaged 99 percent of parity. 

Although the farmer has no ceiling on his 
prices, he does have a floor. The floor is 
established by Government nonrecourse 
loans. Under legislation forced through last 
year by the farm bloc these nonrecourse loans 
are made at 85 percent of parity. Combined 
with other payments, they guarantee the 
farmer a parity return. The result has been 
a striking rise in farm prices. Since August 
1939 the general wholesale price level has 
gone up 32 percent. Farm prices, however, 
have gone up 75 percent contrasted with 
prices of all commodities other than farm and 
food products, which are up only 19 percent, 
Prices of basic farm crops, which Senator 
BANKHEAD speaks of as “low and constantly 
declining,” are 81 percent higher than before 
the war, having fallen recently from a level 
86 percent above the pre-war position. Thus 
in the face of great farm surpluses which 
ought to have helped to keep down the cost 
of living and to ward off the threat of infia- 
tion, farm prices have shown the greatest 
degree of inflation, This has been the effect 
of the floor under farm prices established by 
85-percent-of-parity loans. Now Senators 
BANKHEAD and RussELL want to raise the 
floor. 

Such a proposal is a direct frontal assault 
upon the national effort to prevent a disas- 
trous rise in living costs. It comes at a time 
when the administration is still struggling 
vainly to obtain from Congress permission 
to sell at less than parity prices a portion of 
the crop surpluses it has accumulated in 
making price-supporting loans to farmers. 
By selling some of these holdings the Gov- 
ernment could meet the needs of the war 
effort and could help to control the advance 
in living costs. It could help to make effec- 
tive the sacrifices which the rest of the coun- 
try is being called upon to make through 
heavier taxes, rigid price ceilings, and in- 
creased savings designed to prevent inflation. 
Yet the leaders of the congressional farm 
bloc, while stubbornly delaying and thwart- 
ing this necessary measure, boldly offer new 
proposals to force up farm prices and the 
cost of Hving. 

The 20,000,000 income-tax payers have a 
right to demand that the funds they con- 
tribute be used to prevent inflation, not to 
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promote it. The legislation proposed by Sen- 
ators BANKHEAD and RusseLL should be 
promptly defeated, and the sensible Mem- 
bers of Congress should permit no further 
delay in authorizing the Government to em- 
ploy its holdings of farm surpluses in such a 
way as to protect the Nation from the rising 
spiral of living costs. 


Mr. President, the proposed legislation 
is extremely important. Many Senators 
are away from the Senate today. It 
seems to me that there should be at least 
a quorum of the Senate present when 
such an important measure is brought up 
for consideration. At this time com- 
paratively few Members are present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion made by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANK- 
HEAD]. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I do 
not care to go into an argument on this 
question. Notice was given yesterday 
that the motion was to be made. Fifty- 
five Senators have answered to their 
names. The motion is made in accord- 
ance with the notice which was given, 
and with the approval of the majority 
leader. So I ask for a vote on the mo- 
tion to consider the bill. 

Mr. BALL. Mr. President, will the 
Pentor from Alabama yield for a ques- 
ion? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. BALL. ‘s not the farmer now re- 
ceiving 100 percent of parity for the basic 
commodities mentioned in the bill, if he 
cooperates in the A. A. A. program, 
through the 85-percent loan plus the 
parity payments? 

Mr. B. . It is possible for 
the farmer to get that by going through 
the details required and by waiting until 
the following year to get it. 

Mr. BALL. But he gets it? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. He gets it ulti- 
mately; but the payments cannot be 
made during the current year because 
the amount of parity payments cannot 
be figured until the production has all 
been ascertained, and the figures made 
up in the field and presented to the De- 
partment, which calls for a delay of a 
number of months, 4, or 5, or 6, or 7 
months. 

Mr, BALL. Ultimately though the 
farmer does get 100 percent of parity. 
With corn and wheat now selling below 
parity, would not the net effect of the 
bill authorizing a direct loan of 100 per- 
cent of parity, be that the Government 
would buy the whole wheat crop this 


year? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not think so. 
Mr. BALL. How could that be 
avoided? 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Because the trade 
will buy much of it. The trade will have 
to have much of it. 

Mr. BALL. The trade could not buy it 
if the Government had it under loan. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Government 
will not get it all under loan, because the 
trade will buy from many farmers with- 
out it going under loan. That has been 
the practice in other loan cases. 

Mr. BALL. If the market were up 
somewhere near the loan value—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I shall be glad to 
discuss that point, Mr. President, when 
the bill is taken up for consideration. I 
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do not think this is exactly the right time 
to go into a discussion of the merits. So 
on the statement I have made I ask for 
si vote on the motion to consider the 

1. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 

Mr. BALL. I ask for a divison. 

The Senate proceeded to divide. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays seconded? 
[A pause.) There is not a sufficient sec- 
ond. On the division, the motion is 
agreed to. 

So the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2585) to pro- 
vide that loans on the 1942 crop of corn, 
wheat, rice, cotton, tobacco, and peanuts 
shall be made at a rate equal to the 
parity price. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: ‘ 


Aiken Davis O'Mahoney 
Andrews Downey Pepper 

Ball Ellender Rosier 
Bankhead Gerry Russell 
Barkley Gillette Schwartz 
Bilbo Hatch Shipstead 
Brooks Hayden Thomas, Idaho 
Burton Herring Thomas, Okla. 
Butler Hill Thomas, Utah 
Capper Lee Tunnell 
Caraway McCarran Vandenberg 
Chandler. McKellar Wagner 
Chavez McNary White 

Clark, Idaho Maybank Wiley 

Clark, Mo. Mead Willis 
Connally Millikin 

Danaher Murray 


Mr. McKELLAR. My colleague [Mr. 
Stewart] is necessarily absent from the 
Senate on important business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-nine 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr, President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Was the motion 
to take up the bill announced by the 
Chair as having been carried? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was an- 
nounced as having been carried. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Iunderstocd that 
my appeal for the yeas and nays inter- 
vened in time to suspend any announce- 
ment by the Chair, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No, that is 
not correct. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Then, I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
agreed to take up the bill, and upon that 
motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Before the Senator 
makes his motion or a vote is taken on 
it, I should like to make a statement. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The House of Repre- 
sentatives will very shortly send over a 
joint resolution continuing the appro- 
priations for the Depariment of Agricul- 
ture. We have got to have a quorum 
here to pass on that joint resolution. I 
have not seen the form of the resolution, 


5928 


and I am not certain what its form will 
be, but when it reaches the Senate it will 
be necessary for us to act upon it in 
order that the Department of Agriculture 
may have funds with which to operate. 
It has no funds now, and will not have 
until either an appropriation bill or a 
continuing resolution shall be passed. 

The House is planning to adjourn from 
today until Monday. Regardless of what 
happens to this particular bill or the mo- 
tion or anything else, I hope that Sena- 
tors will stay here so as to maintain a 
quorum and enable the Senate to pass 
upon the continuing resolution when it 
comes here. I thought the Senate ought 
to know that, as it might have some bear- 
ing upon the course Senators may wish 
to take. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan has moved to reconsider 
the vote—— 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Michigan will withhold his 
mot:on—he can make it at any time, I 
presume, and, if any business is trans- 
acted, of course, including the adoption 
of the continuing resolution, another 
point of order could be made, I merely 
do not want to get the Senate into such 
a condition that it cannot act upon an 
urgent matter which probably no Sena- 
tor would oppose. 

‘Mr. VANDENBERG. I am quite will- 
ing to cooperate with the Senator, so far 
as possible. 

RECESS 

Mr. BARKLEY. In view of the situa- 
tion I have outlined, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate stand in recess 
for 20 minutes. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I have no objec- 
tion to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
Jection, the Senate will stand in recess. 

Thereupon (at 4 o’clock and 3 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess for 20 
minutes. 

At the expiration of the recess, the 
Senate reassembled. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have 
received word from the House that it will 
be several minutes yet before the resolu- 
tion for which we are waiting, arrives. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate stand in recess subject to call 
of the Chair. 


DISTRICT JUDGE FOR NORTHERN 
DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr, DOWNEY. Will the Senator with- 
hold his request until I make a brief 
statement? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, on June 
18, 1942, the Senate passed Senate bill 
2319, providing for the appointment of 
a district judge for the northern district 
of California. On July 1 the House 
passed House bill 6702, an identical bill, 
which is now on the Vice President’s desk. 
it is unfortunate that the House did not 
accept and pass the Senate bill, but in- 
stead chose to pass its own bill in iden- 
tical language. Under the circumstances 
I ask that House bill 6702 be laid before 
the Senate and be now considered. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the bill (H. R. 6702) to provide 
for the appointment of a district judge 
for the northern district of California 
in order to fill a vacancy in the office of 
an additional district judge heretofore 
authorized for such district, which was 


-read twice by its title. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
House bill 6702? 

There being no objection, the bill was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF NOMINATIONS 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, as in 
executive session, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to consider 
the few nominations on the Executive 
Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. The clerk will 
proceed to state the nominations on the 
caleudar. 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of John W. Scott, of Indiana, to be 
a member of the Federal Power Com- 
mission for the term expiring June 22, 
1947, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Sam E. Woods, of Mississippi, to 
be Consul General of the United States 
of America. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters on 
the calendar. 

Mr, PARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
sig of postmasters be confirmed en 

oc 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

i That completes the Executive Calen- 
ar. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Iask that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified of the nomi- 
nations this day confirmed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be so notified. 


RECESS 


Mr. BARKLEY. I renew my unani- 
mous-consent request that the Senate 
now stand in recess subject to the call 
of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
(at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) stood 
in recess subject to the call of the Chair. 

At 5 o'clock and 25 minutes p, m., the 
Senate reassembled, when it was called 
to order by the Vice President, 


AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRI- 
ATIONS—MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
Passed a bill (H. R. 7349) making ap- 
propriations for the Department of Agri- 
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culture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and for other purposes, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the bill (H. R. 7349) making ap- 
propriations for the Department of Agri- 
culture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes, which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, Mem- 
bers of the Senate had understood, from 
representations which had been made by 
some of those in authority in the other 
House, that it was contemplated that the 
House would pass a simple joint resolu- 
tion providing for the operations of the 
Department of Agriculture for a 30-day 
period, to give the two bodies an oppor- 
tunity to come together on the differ- 
ences which have heretofore prevented 
the enactmert of a law. 

To my surprise, the message which has 
just been received from the House is not 
a joint resolution. It appears to be an 
entirely new appropiration bill Sen- 
ators will observe from the message, 
which I hold in my hand, that if it were 
arranged in the form of a printed bill or 
resolution it would consist of more than 
100 printed pages. 

Very evidently it would be improper 
and unwise for the Senate to act upon a 
bill of this length without carefully 
scrutinizing each and every provision of 
the bill. For my part I would not un- 
dertake to assume any responsibility in 
connection with a piece of legislation so 
hastily devised, carrying not only funds 
for the operation of some branches of the 
Department of Agriculture, as a cursory 
examination would indicate that this 
document purports to do, but also de- 
tailed language to guide and direct the 
Department in all its operations for the 
coming year. 

In my judgment, Mr. President, we 
could not possibly justify undertaking to 
deal with such a lengthy document—a 
bill, or whatever it may be called; it cer- 
tainly is not a continuing resolution— 
without examining it very carefully. 

I therefore move that this matter be 
referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr, President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to support the 
motion of the Senator from Georgia and 
to confirm all that he has said about 
what was understood with respect to the 
agreement which was being worked out, 
as we thought, for a continuing 
resolution. 

It has been customary, when for any 
reason an annual appropriation bill is 
not passed before the expiration of the 
fiscal year, to pass a continuing resolu- 
tion simply making provision that the 
previous appropriation bill shall apply to 
the term which may elapse between the 
beginning of the fiscal year and the pas- . 
sage of the new appropriation bill. 

For some reason it has been impossible 
to secure agreement on the part of the 
other body to pass a simple continuing 
resolution, such as has been customary. 
In an effort to deal with this problem the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. Russetz], the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], 
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and other conferees on the part of the 
Senate have been diligently working, 
first, to obtain that sort of resolution 
and, in the absence of that sort of reso- 
lution, to obtain one which would protect 
both bodies in the future consideration 
of items on which they disagree. 

Today it was reported to me from 
responsible and authoritative sources 
that an effort was being made to draw 
up a joint resolution which would, in 
effect, enact that part of the bill which 
is not in disagreement and for a period 
of 60 days—the period was changed from 
30 days to 60 days—continue appropria- 
tions as to all items in the bill which are 
in disagreement. 

We have before us a new bill which, 
as I have hastily considered its lan- 
guage, seeks to enact permanently a part 
of the appropriation bill about which 
there has been long-continued disagree- 
ment. If this bill should be enacted, it 
would be entirely possible, under the 
language as I construe it, to prevent the 
Senate or the House from legislating 
hereafter with respect to one of the 
most important items which has been in 
disagreement all this time. Certainly 
under those circumstances the bill ought 
to go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and every item and every page 
ought to be carefully checked to see just 
what it is that we have received in the 
way of a new bill under the guise of a 
continuing resolution. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President; I am 
thoroughly cognizant of the rule which 
relates to mention of the other body of 
Congress; but as one who has lived with 
this question for some months, and who 
has made an earnest effort to arrive at a 
bill which would represent something of 
a compromise between the views of the 
Senate and those of the House on this 
appropriation, I cannot refrain from say- 
ing that I feel that this action on the 
part of the House is unfair to the Senate, 
and does not show the proper respect for 
this body as a coordinate branch of the 
Congress of the United States. 

This transcends in importance the 
matters in disagreement between the two 
bodies. It affects the ordinary rules of 
comity and amity between two legislative 
bodies and involves not only parliamen- 
tary procedure but the question of good 
faith. 

When we had exhausted every argu- 
ment, when we had made proposition 
after proposition of compromise in the 
conference, and had reached the discus- 
sion of a resolution which would enable 
this important agency of the Govern- 
ment to function while the bill was still 
in disagreement, a suggestion was made 
of a resolution which in effect would have 
had the Senate recede from all its 
amendments; but no suggestion was 
made of a complete bill of this kind, a 
bill of more than 100 printed pages, being 
enacted without our even having so 
much as an opportunity to read it. 

The conferees on the part of the House 
did present to us a resolution which they 
said they would propose in order to en- 
able the Department to continue to func- 
tion. The resolution was not in the form 
which has been observed by the Congress 
of the United States for more than 50 
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years. In every such former case, so far 
as the precedents have been revealed 
after a careful study by representatives 
of the Senate in our drafting service and 
by the agents of the Senate, there has 
been a joint resolution continuing for a 
period of 1 month or more the appro- 
priations of the preceding year in order 
that the functions of the particular 
agency of the Government concerned 
might not be stopped. 

When the Senate conferees insisted on 
a resolution in the usual form, the House 
conferees came forward with a resolution, 
a copy of which I hold in my hand; it 
was much shorter than the massive doc- 
ument just messaged over. The resolu- 
tion which they proposed deviated from 
anything which has ever before been 
seen in the Congress. It showed an abso- 
lute disregard of the right of the Senate 
to amend in any way whatever an ap- 
propriation bill passed by the House. It 
adopted the provision which had al- 
ready been agreed to as between the two 
bodies, and then went further and said 
that as to the matters in disagreement, 
the operations of the Department during 
the month of July should be conducted as 
provided in the bill as passed by the 
House. This, in effect, said to the Sen- 
ate that our amendments, which had 
been considered here with great care 
and tedious effort, and which, on two 
separate occasions, had been voted on 
by record votes on the floor of the Senate, 
should be kicked out the window and 
altogether disregarded. 

It would be more in keeping with the 
dignity of the Senate for the Senate to 
yield its every right under the bill which 
has already been enacted, than to agree 
to any such resolution as that. It was 
almost an insult to offer to us a resolu- 
tion which, if agreed to by us, would 
mean that the Senate would withdraw 
from its every position regarding the 
items of the bill, through the subterfuge 
of a resolution rather than by following 
parliamentary procedure and receding on 
all the Senate amendments in disagree- 
ment. 

However, we would have known what 
we were doing in agreeing to such a prop- 
osition, whereas it would take a fast 
reader hours to go through this bill and 
even longer to consider and study its pro- 
visions in detail. 

Now, Mr, President, after we have sat 
around all afternoon waiting for what we 
thought would be a normal continuing 
resolution, we have presented to us a tre- 
mendously large document which no 
Member of the Senate has had an oppor- 
tunity to read. Although I have not read 
the bill, I here and now venture the pre- 
diction that, under the terms of the bill, 
the position of the Senate on some im- 
portant items has been disregarded in its 
entirety. 

Mr. President, if the Department of 
Agriculture must cease to function, if 
employees cannot be paid, if the farm 
program must break down, let the re- 
sponsibility go where it may; but for my 
part, as a Senator of the United States, I 
am unwilling to confess to the House of 
Representatives or to the country that 
we have not a right to consider and to 
amend appropriation bills, and to have 
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our amendments given fair consideration 
in the usual and normal manner where- 
ever they may go in the legislative 
process. 

Mr. President, in order that a clear pic- 
ture of the treatment given this matter 
may appear in the Recorp, I ask that fol- 
lowing my remarks there be printed, first, 
Public Resolution No. 40, approved July 1, 
1912—a resolution of the normal type 
and that last enacted—and then the res- 
olution which was submitted to the Sen- 
ate conferees relative to the continued 
operation of the Department at the last 
conference between the Houses. 

Later another resolution, in somewhat 
different form but recognizing the prece- 
dents as to amendments in disagreement, 
was shown me as the resolution to be 
offered. I do not know what became of 
that resolution. Until this ponderous 
document was brought in this afternoon 
I had assumed it would be proposed to 
enable the Department to function. No 
one ever suggested to me that we would 
be expected to pass an entirely new bill 
without any consideration whatever. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tions were ordered to be printed in the 
REcorD, as follows: 

PuBLIc RESOLUTION No. 40 
HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 331 


Joint resolution extending appropriations for 
the necessary operations of the Government 
under certain contingencies 


Resolved, etc., That all appropriations for 
the necessary operations of the Government, 
and for the payment of pensions under exist- 
ing laws, which shall remain unprovided for 
on the 30th day of June 1912, be and they are 
hereby, continued and made available for and 
during the month of July 1912, unless the 
regular appropriations provided therefor in 
bills now pending ‘in Congress shall have been 
previously made for the service of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1913; and a sufficient 
amount is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to carry on the same: Provided, That 
no greater amount shall be expended for such 
operations than as the sum of one-twelfth of 
the appropriations made for the fiscal year 
1912 bears to the whole of the appropriations 
of sald fiscal year: Provided further, That the 
total expenditures for the whole of the fiscal 
year 1913 under the several appropriations 
hereby continued, and under the several ap- 
propriation bills now pending, shall not ex- 
ceed in the aggregate the amounts finally 
appropriated therefor in the several bills now 
pending, except in cases where a change is 
made in the annual, monthly, or per diem 
compensation or in the numbers of officers, 
clerks, or other persons authorized to be em- 
ployed by the several appropriations hereby 
continued, in which cases the amounts au- 
thorized to be expended shall equal one- 
twelfth of the appropriations for the fiscal 
year 1912, and eleven-twelfths of the appro- 
priations contained in the several bills now 
pending when the same shall have been 
finally passed, unless the salary or compen- 
sation of any office shall be increased or 
diminished without changing the grade or the 
duties thereof, in which case such salary or 
compensation shall relate to the entire fiscal 
year and run from the beginning thereof: 
And provided further, That the session em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives now authorized by law shall be 
continued upon the rolls until the end of the 
present session of Congress and paid at the 
rate per diem or month at which they are now 
paid; and a sufficient amount is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated to pay the same. 
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This resolution shall be construed 
as authorizing the continuance of the salaries 
and other expenses under the organization of 
the Bureau of the Census of the Department 
of Commerce and Labor as the latter existed 
June 30, 1912, for the period of time and 
under the conditions provided herein for all 
other branches of the public service. 


Approved, July 1, 1912. 

Joint resolution making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the 
month of July 1942 


Resolved, ete., That all purposes and ob- 
jects of expenditure under the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, which are provided for in the 
bill (H. R. 6709 of the 77th Cong) entitled 
“A bill making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
poses,” together with the Senate amend- 
ments thereto to the extent the House of 
Representatives and the Senate have agreed 
upon such amendments (otherwise, as such 
bill passed the House on March 13, 1942), 
are hereby authorized and provided, for and 
during the month of July 1942, to the extent, 
in the detail, and under the conditions, au- 
thority, restrictions, and limitations as con- 
tained in such bill and such amendments as 
agreed upon as aforesaid, and there are 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
such sums as may be necessary therefor: 
Provided, That if, at any time prior to Au- 
gust 1, 1942, such bill shall become a law, 
the foregoing provisions of this joint resolu- 
tion shall thereupon cease to be effective and 
the amounts expended or obligated here- 
under shall be charged against the appro- 
priations or authorizations therein and the 
total amount expended or obligated during 
such fiscal year for any item or object of 
expenditure shall not exceed the amount 
therein authorized or appropriated for such 
item when the same is enacted into law. 


Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr, ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
have not had occasion to read the new 
bill that is now before us for considera- 
tion. When I say “new bill,” I mean 
just that. 

The document that is now before us 
is not a continuing resolution that would 
leave everything in abeyance for 60 days, 
but, if adopted, it would amount to this, 
as I understand it: All of the appropria- 
tions that are now incorporated in the 
agricultural appropriation bill that are 
not in disagreement would become law 
upon the President affixing his signa- 
ture thereto; and all that is in disagree- 
ment would become the subject of con- 
tinued controversy as between the two 
Houses 60 days hence. My guess is that 
if we agree to the pending proposition it 
will mean an end to all of the subject 
matter that is now in controversy. I 
am of opinion that this new bill should 
receive the serious consideration of the 
Appropriations Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mtr. President, will 
the Senator from Georgia yield to me? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In view of the pres- 
ent situation, the question whether we 
shall recess from today until tomorrow 
or until Monday is one which must be 
determined. 

The House had contemplated recess- 
ing until Monday. They are now waiting 
to hear from us as to what we will do with 
the bill. I anticipate that we will send 
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word to them that the bill has been sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations. In 
view of the circumstances, and the length 
of the new bill, and the unfamiliarity of 
Senators with it, does the Senator think 
it would be possible for the committee to 
act upon it and check on it by tomorrow? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I should be absolutely 
unwilling to make any agreement about 
bringing the bill to the floor of the Senate 
until it has been printed, and the mem- 
bers of the committee have had oppor- 
tunity to read it; and if any light is 
needed in order to arrive at a decision on 
the provisions of the bill it might be nec- 
essary to have hearings on it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think the Senator 
is wise and well advised in taking that 
position. ‘Therefore, I anticipate that 
there will be no possible chance of get- 
ting the bill back this week. 

Unless there is some other reason for 
holding a session tomorrow, and in view 
of the fact that the Committee on Appro- 
priations will probably be busy consider- 
ing the bill, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Georgia and the Senator from 
Alabama, who are in charge of another 
bill which is now the unfinished business, 
whether there would be any objection to 
our going over until Monday. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, I rose to ask 
whether or not whem we reassemble the 
pending bill would not be the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Whenever we reas- 
semble it will be the unfinished business, 
and it will be my purpose to move a recess 
today rather than an adjournment. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have not had op- 
portunity to confer with the Senator 
from Georgia, but I am willing to leave 
the matter to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think that under 
the circumstances the Senate should go 
over until Monday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia that House bill 
1349 be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RECESS TO MONDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate take a recess until 12 o'clock noon 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o'clock and 43 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until Monday, July 6, 1942, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 2, 1942: 
FEDERAL Power COMMISSION 


John W. Scott to be a member of the 
Federal Power Commission for the term ex- 
piring June 22, 1947. 


DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 


Sam E. Woods to be a consul general of the 
United States of America. 


POSTMASTERS 
MAINE 
Garfield J. Jones, Millinocket. 
MARYLAND 
John Earl Morris, Princess Anne. 
OKLAHOMA 
Susan B. Smith, Roosevelt, 
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THURSDAY, JULY 2, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Rey. Wallace C. Calvert, minister, 
Grace Methodist Church, Indianapolis, 
Ind., offered the following prayer: 


Gracious Heavenly Father, be pleased 
to hear us and acknowledge us as worthy 
of an audience with Thee. Thou art 
gracious, just, true, and the everlasting 
God. Thy very nature, O Lord, is mercy, 
compassion, and righteousness. Thou 
hast condescended to call us Thy chil- 
dren. Help us to comprehend this rela- 
tionship. That only as we manifest a 
likeness to Thee are we Thine. Wherein 
we are insufficient and out of likeness to 
Thee, impute Thy righteousness and re- 
store and remake us that we may more 
perfectly love Thee and glorify Thy name, 
not by ostentatious word of mouth but by 
doing justly, loving mercy, and walking 
humbly with Thee. We confess our need 
of Thee. We confess our sins before 
Thee—personal sins—many of which 
grow into corporate and national evils. 

Be especially near us in these days. 
Let Thy especial presence rest upon those 
in the seat of government. Be with our 
President, our Congress, our armed 
forces, and all those instrumental in gov- 
ernment, we pray. Grant that every ses- 
sion of this body may be consecrated by 
the hallowed memories of our tradition 
and sanctified by the obligation to the 
unborn sons and daughters and genera- 
tions to come. Amen, 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE NATIONAL SERVICE 
LIFE INSURANCE ACT OF 1940 


Mr, DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk for immediate considera- 
tion the bill (S. 2543) to amend subsec- 
tion (3) of section 602 (d) of the Na- 
tional Service Life Insurance Act, as 
amended, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title.of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma? 

Mr. MICHENER. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, has this matter 
been passed on by the Committee on 


-Ways and Means? 


Mr. DISNEY. This bill has the unani- 
mous approval of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. It passed the Senate 
with two or three amendments and is 
ready for House approval. 

Mr. MICHENER. Isee the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. REED], a minority 
member of the committee, is present. 
Does the gentleman wish to make any 
comment on the bill? . 

Mr. REED of New York. This bill 
was very carefully considered by the 
Committee on Ways and Means. It 
liberalizes the Insurance Act. It takes 
care automatically of the soldiers who 
were made prisoners at Bataan and 
those who are suffering from permanent 
disability. It clarifies various features of 
the act. I believe it should have the 
unanimous approval of the House, 
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I can make a more lengthy explana- 
tion of the various provisions of the bill if 
the gentleman wishes me to do so, but 
the gentleman from Oklahoma is in 
charge of the bill and undoubtedly will 
explain it. I may say, however, that the 
bill clarifies the automatic insurance pro- 
visions in case of total disability during 
service. It extends automatic insurance 
to those captured or besieged or, to be 
more specific, it permits the soldier to 
file for insurance 6 months after he is 
released. ; 

Section 5 provides for waiving of pre- 
miums in case of total disability. 

Section 6 makes the decision of the Ad- 
ministrator conclusive with reference to 
the waiver of premiums, 

Sections 7 to 9, inclusive, clarifies the 
law relating to classes of beneficiaries, in- 
cluding parents other than natural 
parents. 

Section 10 provides that life insurance 
shall not reduce pensions or compensa- 
tion otherwise payable. 

I may say that, on the whole, the en- 
tire act is one of clarification and lib- 
eralization for the benefit of the soldiers. 

Mr. DISNEY. It came to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means as a result of 
action taken by the Senate with regard 
to the Excess Profits Act of 1941, passed 
shortly after the Selective Service Act 
was passed. That made speed necessary 
because of the conditions then prevailing. 
Hence, the Committee on Ways and 
Means has jurisdiction of the bill rather 
than the Committee on World War Vet- 
erans’ Legislation. Otherwise, the latter 
eer would have jurisdiction of the 

Mr. MICHENER. I do not want to 
delay the matter, but this is a very im- 
portant measure. 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes; and it has been 
very thoroughly considered. 

Mr. MICHENER. It affects the insur- 
ance of the men in the service. I 
think the Recor should at least show 
fully just what the changes are that are 
made by the Senate. 

Mr. DISNEY. I will present for the 
Recorp in the revision of my remarks a 
thorough explanation approved by the 
Veterans’ Administration, which has ap- 
proved the bill. I could do so at this 
point, but questions seem more pertinent. 

Mr. MICHENER. I see my colleague 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Woonrurr], a member of the committee, 
on the floor. He looks as if he wants to 
say something about this bill. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. If there 
is any question in the mind of my col- 
league from Michigan as to the propriety 
of approving the action suggested by the 
gentleman from Oklahoma, I wish to dis- 
abuse him of it. I hope he will get rid 
of it. I hope this bill will become law as 
soon as possible. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Reserving 
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to propound one or two questions to 
the gentleman from Oklahoma with ref- 
erence to this legislation. As the gentle- 
man points out, this is legislation that 
would normally go to the Committee on 
World War Veterans’ Legislation, of 
which I am chairman, but owing to an 
amendment inserted in the Senate to a 
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bill passed a year or so ago, it was trans- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. I have a resolution before the 
Committee on Rules asking that this 
jurisdiction be straightened out. How- 
ever, since the Committee on Ways and 
Means has reported this bill, I want to 
ask the gentleman from Oklahoma one or 
two questions about it. 

As I understand, it provides for auto- 
matic insurance for each veteran covy- 
ered by it to the amount of $5,000. 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I want to 
know whether or not in case the veteran 
dies this insurance is payable to his 
estate, or to whom it is payable. 

Mr, DISNEY. It is not payable to his 
estate. According to existing law, it is 
payable first to the widow or widower, 
and second, if there is no widow or 
widower, to the insured’s children, if liv- 
ing, in equal shares; if no widow or child, 
to the parent or parents of the insured, 
if living, in equal shares; if no widow, 
child, or parent, to the brothers or sisters 
of the insured, if living, in equal shares. 

This bill makes one slight amendment 
providing that the payment can go to a 
person who has been in loco parentis to 
the insured for a period of at least 1 year 
prior to his death. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Suppose 
the man dies. He has neither widow nor 
child, father nor mother, brother nor 
sister, and no one standing in loco 
parentis, but in order to carry on his 
affairs at home he has had to accumulate 
debts. It seems to me that in that case 
this insurance ought to go to his estate. 

Mr. DISNEY. Does the gentlemen re- 
fer to the automatic insurance? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. DISNEY. The automatic insur- 
ance is, to some extent, in the nature of 
a gratuity, indirectly, or pension, and 
since the Government is handling it the 
Veterans’ Administration belizves that 
the automatic insurance should not go 
to the estate, and that seems to be a 
reasonable attitude from that point of 
view. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I under- 
stand, and a great many people took the 
position that the adjusted compensation 
we paid the veterans of the World War 
was a bonus and therefore refused to 
pay it even to his brothers or sisters or 
to his estate, and in that way shut off 
many dependent brothers and sisters. 

Mr. DISNEY. That has since been 
corrected. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. And also 
left out the possibility of the soldiers’ 
debts being paid or even his necessary 
expenses in his last illness being taken 
care of out of such adjusted compensa- 
tion, which was nothing in the world but 
a payment of a portion of his salary that 
should have been paid while he was in 
the service. I was hopeful that such a 
restriction would not be cartied in the 
insurance legislation or the adjusted 
service certificates or in the pay of the 
Soldiers in this war. 

Mr. DISNEY. That is as far as it 
goes; it does not now go to his estate. 

Mr. of Mississippi. I want 
to say to the gentleman from Oklahoma 
that if this resolution is passed and this 
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legislation is referred to the Veterans’ 

Committee, I expect to see that the in- 

surance these boys take out and pay for 

> not hedged about by any such limita- 
on. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
eral purposes of Senate bill 2543 are to 
clarify the law particularly in regard to 
the amendment oi December 20, 1941, 
and to liberalize it in three principal par- 
ticulars: First, by extending the period of 
coverage under the so-called automatic 
insurance feature so as to grant protec- 
tion beyond the present delimiting date 
to those who have been captured or be- 
sieged, and this would particularly apply 
to the defenders of Wake Island and 
Bataan; second, by making the waiver of 
premiums for total disability effective at 
the beginning of the 6 months’ required 
period rather than at the end of such 
period; and, third, by making the receipt 
of monthly payments of yearly renew- 
able term, automatic, or national service 
life insurance no longer a cause for the 
reduction of compensation or pension 
payments. 

In administering subsection 3 of sec- 
tion 602 of the National Service Life 
Insurance Act of 1940, as amended by 
section 10 of Public, No. 360, Seventy- 
seventh Congress, approved December 
20, 1941, the Veterans’ Administration 
found much left to construction; for in- 
stance, it is not clear whether the 6 
months’ period of total disability is re- 
quired only to have its inception in the 
service or the whole of the 6 months’ 
period must be suffered while the man is 
actually in active service. Neither is it 
specific when application has to be made 
for benefits, nor whether the findings of 
the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs in 
regard to the existence of total disability 
is final. These points are all made defi- 
nite by the bill now under consideration, 
which does not make necessary that the 
whole of the 6 months’ period be while 
the person was in active service but only 
requires that it have its inception while 
in active service, and authority is given 
the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
finally to pass on the question of total 
disability. It fixes a time for filing 
claims in death cases to 1 year after 
death or 1 year after this enactment, 
whichever is the later date, except as to 
those mentally or legally incompetent; 
in such cases the right to apply is ex- 
tended to 1 year after the date of re- 
moval of such disability. 

While the Congress, in its action in 
granting automatic life insurance in the 
statute of December 20, 1941, did declare 
that no further relief of such character 
would be granted, I believe the extraor- 
dinary situation regarding particularly 
the men of Wake Island and Bataan does 
warrant in this one instance that the 
Congress further liberalize this legisla- 
tion by extending the automatic insur- 
ance beyond April 19, 1942, to those who 
before that date were for a period of 30 
or more consecutive days under siege, 
isolation, or capture by the enemy. The 
bill before the House provides that in 
such cases the automatic insurance cov- 
erage shall extend for 6 months after 
za from such siege, isolation, or cap- 

ure. 
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Section 3 of the proposed bill simply 
-makes clear that automatic insurance is 
issued under the same terms and condi- 
tions as contracts of national service 
life insurance. 

Section 4 provides for the transfer of 
sums necessary to cover the losses and 
the premiums waived under subsections 
2, 3, and 4 of section 602.(d), as amended, 
from the national service life-insurance 
appropriation to the national service 
life-insurance fund, and this is con- 
tained in the present law. + 

Section 5 of the bill under considera- 
tion liberalizes the National Service Life 
Insurance Act of 1940 by making the 
waiver of premiums effective from the 
date of commencement of the 6 months’ 
period of continuous total disability 
rather than at the end of such period, 
with the limitation that the waiver will 
not be effective more than 1 year prior 
to receipt in the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion of application therefor. It is be- 
lieved that this liberalization is justified, 
as it is thought only fair that if a man 
is continuously disabled for 6 months or 
more to a total degree, that he should 
not be required to pay premiums during 
the first 6 months of this period but, 
rather, that the waiver should cover the 
whole period. 

Section 6 of the bill makes the deci- 
sion of the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs final in regard to automatic in- 
surance as it is by the present law in 
regard to contract insurance. 

In the Senate there was added to the 
bill four amendments, all of which have 
concurrence with the Administrator of 
Veterans’ Affairs. The first two of these 
amendments are only clarifications and 
make it clear that persons standing in 
the relationship of loco parentis for a 
period of not less than 1 year shall come 
within the definition of parents. 

The third amendment places the par- 
ent who last bore that relationship 
precedence over other parents; in other 
words, a person who stood in the rela- 
tionship of loco parentis to the soldier 
for not less than a year immediately 
prior to his entrance into the active 
service would take precedence over a 
natural parent. 

The fourth of the amendments is an 
tmportant one and, in my judgment, re- 
moves what I consider an unfortunate 
restriction in the act. Under the present 
law the receipt of monthly payments of 
yearly renewable term, automatic, or 
national service life insurance may 
serve to diminish the amount of com- 
pensation or pension payments. This 
I believe unfair, and I feel the change 
here proposed is entirely proper. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (3) of 
section 602 (d) of the National Service Life 
Insurance Act of 1940, as amended by section 
10 of Public, No. 360, Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, approved December 20, 1941, is hereby 
Tepealed and there is substituted in lieu 
thereof, effective as of December 20, 1941, the 
following to be known as subsection (3) of 
section 602 (d) of said act: 

“(3) (A) Any person in the active service 
who on or after October 8, 1940, and prior to 
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April 20, 1942, becomes totally disabled as a 
result of injury or disease incurred in line 
of duty and such disability continues with- 
out interruption for 6 months, without hay- 
ing in force at time of incurrence of such 
disability at least $5,000 insurance issued 
under the War Risk Insurance Act, as 
amended, or the World War Veterans’ Act, 
1924, as amended, or this act, shall be deemed 
to have applied for and to have been granted, 
effective as of the commencement of such 
total disability, national service life insur- 
ance in an amount which together with any 
such insurance then in force shall aggregate 
$5,000, and premiums on such insurance shall 
be waived until 6 months after the insured 
ceases to be totally disabled or until April 
20, 1943, whichever is the earlier date: Pro- 
vided, That such protection shall cease and 
terminate unless within such period such 
disabled person shall make application in 
writing for continuance of all or any part of 
such insurance and shall submit evidence 
satisfactory to the Aiministrator of entitle- 
ment to waiver of premiums under section 
602 (n) of this act or tender the premiums 
thereafter becoming due: Provided further, 
That waiver of premiums under section 602 
(n) shall not be denied under this subsection 
on the ground that total disability com- 
menced prior to the effective date of such 
insurance: And provided further That any- 
one who applied for and was issued insurance 
after becoming totally disabled, and but for 
such application would be entitled to insur- 
ance hereunder, shall have the right, upon 
application within the time and in the man- 
ner as above limited, to elect to surrender 
insurance applied for and to be issued in- 
surance hereunder, or if such insurance shall 
have lapsed without election, such person 
shall be considered subject in all respects to 
the provisions of this subsection, as hereby 
amended, but policies issued hereunder shall 
be effective from date of surrender or lapse 
of policy previously issued. 

“(B) Any person in the active service who 
on or after December 7, 1941, and prior to 
April 20, 1942, has been or shall be captured, 
besieged, or otherwise isolated by the forces 
of any enemy of the United States for a 
period of at least 30 consecutive days and 
extending beyond April 19, 1942, and at the 
time of such capture, siege, or isolation by the 
enemy did not have in force insurance in the 
aggregate amount of at least $5,000 under the 
War Risk Insurance Act, as amended, the 
World War Veterans’ Act, as amended, or this 
act, shall be deemed to have applied for and 
to have been granted, effective as of the date 
of such capture, siege, or isolation, national 
service life insurance in an amount which 
together with any such insurance then in 
force shall aggregate $5,000 of insurance, and 
such insurance shall remain in force and 
premiums on such insurance shall be waived 
during the period while such person remains 
so captured, besieged, or isolated, and for 6 
months thereafter: Provided, That such pro- 
tection shall cease and terminate at the end 
of such period of 6 months unless within such 
period such person shall make application in 
writing for the continuance of all or any part 
of such insurance and shall submit evidence 
satisfactory to the Administrator of entitle- 
ment to waiver of premiums under section 
602 (n) of this act, or tender the premiums 
thereafter becoming due.” 

Sec. 2. Section 602 (d) is hereby further 
amended by adding a new subsection (5) to 
read as follows: 

“(5) If any person deemed to have been 
issued insurance under subsection (3) (A) 
or (B) hereof die without filing application 
and within the time limited therefor, death 
insurance benefits shall be payable in the 
manner and to the persons as stated in sub- 
section (2): Provided, That no application 
for insurance payments under subsections (2) 
or (3) as hereby amended, shall be valid un- 
less filed in the Veterans’ Administration 
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within 1 year after the date of death of the 
insured or 1 year after the date of this enact- 
ment, whichever is the later date, and rela- 
tionship and dependency of the applicant, 
where required as a basis for such claim, shall 
be proved as of date of death of insured by 
evidence satisfactory to the Administrator: 
And provided further, That persons shown 
by evidence satisfactory to the Administrator 
to have been mentally or legally incompetent 
at the time the right to apply for continua- 
tion of insurance or for death benefits expires, 
may make such application at any time 
within 1 year after removal of such disability.” 
» Sec. 3. Section 602 (d) is hereby further 
amended by adding a new subsection (6) to 
read as follows: 

“(6) Policies issued hereunder upon appli- 
cation as provided in subsection (3) (A) or 
(B) shall be issued upon the same terms and 
conditions as are contained in the standard 
policies of national service life insurance.” 

SEC. 4. The Administrator is authorized and 
directed to transfer from the national service 
life insurance appropriation to the national 
service life insurance fund such sums as 
may be necessary to cover all losses incurred 
and premiums waived under subsections (2), 
(3), and (4) of section 602 (d) as amended. 

Sec. 5. Subsection 602 (n) of the National 
Service Life Insurance Act of 1940 is hereby 
amended, effective as of October 8, 1940, to 
read as follows: 

“(n) Upon application by the insured and 
under such regulations as the Administrator 
may promulgate, payment of premiums on 
such insurance may be waived during the 
continuous total disability of the insured, 
which continues or has continued for 6 or 
more consecutive months, if such disability 
commenced (1) subsequent to the date of 
his application for insurance; (2) while the 
insurance was in force under premium-pay- 
ing conditions; and (3) prior to the insured’s 
sixtieth birthday: Provided, That the Ad- 
ministrator shall not grant waiver of any 
premium becoming due more than 1 year 
prior to the receipt in the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration of application for the same, ex- 
cept as hereinafter provided, and any pre- 
miums paid for months during which such 
waiver is effective shall be refunded. The 
Administrator shall provide by regulations 
for examination or reexamination of an in- 
sured claiming benefits under this subsection, 
and may deny benefits for failure to co- 
operate. In the event that it is found that 
an insured is no longer totally disabled, the 
waiver of premiums shall cease as of the 
date of such finding and the policy of in- 
surance may be continued by payment of 
premiums as provided in said policy: Pro- 
vided further, That in any case in which 
the Administrator finds that the insured’s 
failure to make timely application for waiv- 
er of premiums or his failure to submit 
satisfactory evidence of the existence or con- 
tinuance of total disability was due to cir- 
cumstances beyond his control, the Admin- 
istrator may grant waiver or continuance of 
waiver of premiums. Premium rates shall be 
calculated without charge for the cost of the 
waiver : f premiums herein provided and no 
deduction from benefits otherwise payable 
shall be made on account thereof.” 

Sec. 6. Section 617 of the National Service 
Life Insurance Act of 1940 is hereby amend- 
ed to read as follows: 

“In the event of a disagreement as to a 
claim arising under this part, suit may be 
brought in the same manner and subject to 
the same conditions and limitations as are 
applicable to United States Government life 
(converted) insurance under the provisions 
of sections 19 and 500 of the World War 
Veterans’ Act, 1924, as amended: Provided, 
That in any such suit the decision of the 
Administrator as to waiver or nonwaiver of 
premiums under this act as now or hereafter 
amended shall be conclusive and binding on 
the court.” 
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Sec, 7. Section 601 of the National Service 
Life Insurance Act of 1940, approved October 
8, 1940, is hereby amended by adding at the 
end thereof the following subsection: 

“(f) The terms ‘parent,’ ‘father,’ and 
‘mother’ include a father, mother, father 
through adoption, mother through adoption, 
and persons who have stood in loco parentis 
to a member cf the military or naval forces at 
any time prior to entry into active service for 
a period of not less than 1 year” 

Sec. 8. Section 602 (g) of the National 
Service Life Insurance Act of 1940, approved 
October 8, 1940, is hereby amended by strik- 
ing therefrom the following: “(including 
person in loco parentis if designated as bene- 
ficiary by the insured) .” 

Serc. 9. Section 602 (h) (3) (C) of the 
National Service Life Insurance Act of 1940, 
approved October 8, 1940, is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

“(C) If no widow, widower, or child, to 
the parent or parents of the insured who last 
bore that relationship, if living, in equal 
shares.” 

Sec. 10. Effective the first day of the month 
next following the enactment of this act, 
in no event shall monthly payments of year- 
ly renewable term or automatic, or national 
service life insurance serve to reduce 
amounts of compensation or pension other- 
wise payable under existing compensation or 
pension laws. Section 5, act of July 19, 1939 
(38 U. 8. C. 472b), as amended by section 2, 
act of August 21, 1941 (Public Law No. 
242, 77th Cong.), is modified accordingly. 


Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, there is 
one very slight clarifying amendment 
that I would suggest. On page 7, line 5, 
the word “part,” referring to the title 
in the tax lien is spelled “part,” when it 
should be capitalized. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the correction will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


PRINTING OF THE RULES AND MANUAL 
OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FOR THE SEVENTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the 
Committee on Printing I report (Rept. 
No. 2316) back favorably without amend. 
ment a privileged resolution (H. Res. 
§03) authorizing the printing of a revised 
edition of the Rules and Manual of the 
House of Representatives for the 
Seventy-eighth Congress, and I ask for 
rnana consideration of the resolu- 

on, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a revised edition of the Rules 
and Manual of the House of Representatives 
for the Seventy-eighth Congress be printed 
as a House document and that 1,600 addi- 
tional copies shall be printed and bound for 
the use of the House of Representatives, of 
which 700 copies shall be bound in leather 
with thumb index and delivered as may be 
directed by the Parliamentarian of the House 
for distribution to officers and Members of 
Congress. 


Mr: RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? E 

Mr. JARMAN. I yield. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. This res- 
olution proposes to publish copies of the 
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House Manual or the rules of the House 
for the Seventy-eighth Congress? 

Mr. JARMAN. That is right. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. That is 
the next Congress? 

Mr, JARMAN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Is this 
to be done now? 

Mr. JARMAN. It will not be done un- 
til the rules of that Congress have been 


passed. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. That is 
what I wanted to know. 

Mr. JARMAN. This. will permit the 
Public Printer to print certain unchange- 
able parts in the meantime. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I was 
going to say to the gentieman from Ala- 
bama that I think that is all right, but 
we hope to get some changes made in the 
rules of the House of Representatives, 
certainly, by the time the Seventy-eighth 
Congress convenes. 

Mr. JARMAN. I can assure the gen- 
tleman that this will not be printed until 
after that time. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. JARMAN. I yield to my colleague 
on the committee. 

Mr. RICH. We asked the Parliamen- 
tarian if there had been any changes 
made since the last Congress and he told 
us there had been none, If there are any 
changes to be made the gentleman from 
Mississippi wants to make every effort to 
see that they are made before this goes 
to print, because there are some eighty- 
odd manuals now in the document room 
that have not been used and it costs the 
Government money to print these man- 
uals. Naturally these are for the incom- 
ing Members of the next Congress, and 
if there are no changes we might be able 
to get up enough copies that have not 
been used to save the publication of these 
manuals unless changes are made. 

Mr. SABATH. Surely it is not in- 
tended to print the rules for the Seventy- 
eighth Congress now? 

Mr. JARMAN. Not. at this time. This 
is simply the usual resolution that is 
passed at what might be called the fag 
end of every Congress, if we have a fag 
end now, and it permits the Public 
Printer, in the meantime, or between now 
and the next Congress, to print certain 
stereotyped or unchangeable parts of the 
manual, 

Mr. SABATH. Those portions of the 
manual that are not subject to changes, 
and this will save some money? 

Mr. JARMAN. That is correct. Those 
parts that might be changed will be held 
up until the changes are made. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


PRINTING OF HEARINGS ON FLORIDA 
BARGE CHANNEL 


Mr, JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the 
Committee on Printing I report back fa- 
vorably without amendment (Rept. No. 
2317) a privileged resolution (H. Res. 
511) authorizing the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to have printed additional 
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copies of the hearings held before said 
committee on the bill (H. R. 6999) for 
the extension of the Gulf Intracoastal 
Waterway and construction of a barge 
channel across northern Florida, and I 
ask for immediate consideration of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the resolution. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That in accordance with para- 
graph 3 of section 2 of the Printing Act, ap- 
proved March 1, 1907, the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be, and is hereby, authorized and 
empowered to have printed for its use 1,000 
additional copies of the hearings held before 
said committee during the current session, 
on the bill (H. R. 6999) for the extension of 
the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway and con- 
struction of a barge channel across northern 
Florida. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


PRINTING OF REPORT FROM MILITARY 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the 
Committee on Printing I report back 
favorably without amendment (Rept. No. 
2318) a privileged concurrent resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 73) authorizing the print- 
ing of additional copies of the report (H. 
Rept. No. 2272) of the Committee on 
Military Affairs relative to the progress 
of the national defense program, and I 
ask for immediate consideration of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the concurrent resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
{the Senate concurring), That 4,000 addi- 
tional copies of House Report No, 2272, cur- 
rent session, as submitted to the House 
of Representatives pursuant to the resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 162, current Congress), direct- 
ing the Committee on Military Affairs to 
conduct thorough studies and investigations 
of the progress of ‘the national defense pro- 
grar with a view to determining whether 
such program is being carried forward effi- 
ciently, expeditiously, and economically, be 
printed for the use of the House Committee 
on Military Affairs, of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs of the House, 1,500 for the House docu- 
ment room, and 500 for the Senate docu- 
ment room. 


` Mr. COCHRAN. Mr, Speaker, I re- 
serve the right to object to ask, Will the 
minority report be printed with the ma- 
jority report? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 
no right to reserve the right to object. 
These are privileged resolutions. 

Mr. COCHRAN. - Mr. Speaker. The 
Chair asked if there was objection. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr, JARMAN. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. As I understand it 
the majority report was filed and later 
a minority report was filed. Is that the 
report the gentleman refers to, that came 
in a few days ago that caused so much 
discussion? 

Mr. JARMAN. This report is a report 
signed by the chairman of the Military 
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Affairs Committee who introduced this 
resolution. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing has no information 
that tells him whether he is a part of 
the minority or the majority, or is such 
information necessary. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I do not think if it is 
the report made by the majority of the 
Military Affairs Committee which I have 
in mind that it should be printed without 
the minority report. A very strong mi- 
nority report was filed, criticizing the 
majority report, and permission was ob- 
tained to file and print the minority 
report. If it is the purpose to print one, 
then I think both should be printed in 
the same document if this is the matter 
I have in mind. 

Mr, JARMAN. I think that is correct, 
and it will be printed if the minority 
asks for it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Mayl, state what he proposes to have 
printed? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. But there 
should be no authority given for printing 
the majority report at Government ex- 
pense, unless the minority report is 
printed in the same pamphlet. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
jecting to it, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 


I am ob- 


no right of cbjection. This is a privi- ` 


leged resolution. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. But I 
have a right to demand a vote on it or 
to offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. MICHENER. I have just been ad- 
vised by one of the pages that Mr. Lewis, 
from the document room, who knows 
about this matter, says that the printing 
will include both the majority and the 
minority reports. Does the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing know about 
that? 

Mr. JARMAN. Ido not. The report 
itself was not submitted to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, only the estimate of its 
cost and the assurance of the chairman 
of the Military Affairs Committee that its 
publication is in the public interest. 

Mr. MICHENER. I-think in a matter 
which is as important as this that the 
chairman should know what is to be in 
the document before he brings in a privi- 
leged resolution and asks the House to 
pass it. ’ 
_ Mr. JARMAN. The Committee on 
Printing deals with the committee chair- 
man and not with every member of a 
committee, nor with either a majority 
or minority of it, although it is naturally 
assumed that the chairman speaks for 
the majority. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman 
yield to me so that I may ask a question 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, chair- 
man of the Military Affairs Committee? 

Mr. JARMAN. Yes. j 

Mr. COCHRAN. Then I ask the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. May] 
whether, as chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, if this resolution is 
agreed to, the minority report will be 
printed in the same document with the 
majority report? 
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Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
lution does not say so. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, it has never 
been my intention to do otherwise. This 
morning, for the first time, I obtained a 
galley proof of the minority report. I 
have not had time to read it, but, if this 
resolution is agreed to, it is my intention 
to do the same as I have always done with 
majority and minority reports of my 
committee, and that is to print them 
together in the same document. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. But the 
gentleman cannot do that unless it is 
provided in the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states that 
if this resolution is agreed to the reports 
will be printed in that way. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. But I say 
to the Speaker that I have read the reso- 
lution carefully, and it gives no such au- 
thority. We want the authority written 
into the resolution. The chairman of the 
Committee on Printing has nothing to 
do with the Printing Office. 

Mr. JARMAN. But the chairman of 
the Military Affairs Committee states 
that in asking for that he meant to in- 
clude both reports. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. What I 
want to do is to ask the chairman to ac- 
cept an amendment providing that the 
minority report — be printed as well 
in the same pamphlet. 

Mr. JARMAN. If this were not a 
privileged matter I would be glad to. I 
understand that a privileged resolution 
cannot be amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state 
that these reports have already been 
ordered printed together at the request 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
THOMASON], and it would not be a com- 
plete printing of additional copies of the 
report unless both the majority and 
minority reports are printed in one 
pamphlet. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama has agreed to ac- 
cept my amendment that the resolution 
include both of them. 

Mr. JARMAN. I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon. I said I did not think a privi- 
leged resolution could be amended. I 
said I would gladly do it but for that fact. 
I can assure the gentleman that both 
will be printed. 

Mr. MAY. There is nobody objecting 
to that being done. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Jarman] has the floor. 

Mr. JARMAN. I simply yielded as a 
courtesy to the interested gentlemen and 
not because I had to. I will appreciate 
it if he will not be so insistent. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I am go- 
ing to ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Speaker, that this resolution be amended 
so as to provide for the printing of the 
minority report in the same pamphlet 
with the majority report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

Mr, PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, in view 
of the statement made by the Speaker, I 
do not see the necessity for this proposed 
amendment, 


The reso- 


JULY 2 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, it 
seems to me, in view of the statement 
made by the Speaker, that certainly the 
unanimous-consent request is not neces- 
sary. The report includes both the ma- 
jority and the minority reports. That is 
what the report is. 

Mr, THOMASON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JARMAN. I yield. 

Mr. THOMASON. The Record will 
disclose that when the majority report 
was submitted I obtained unanimous 
consent for the printing of the minority 
report along with the majority report. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Then I 
withdraw my request, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MAY. Let me say this in justice 
to myself: I never objected to it and I 
told the gentleman he could have all the 
time he wanted in order to get it ready. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection 
the resolution is agreed to, and a motion 
to reconsider laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 


TRANSFER OF TWO TRACTS OF LAND AT 
MARMET, W. VA. 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2109) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to sell and convey 
to the town of Marmet, W. Va., two tracts 
of land to be used for municipal purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That (a) the Secretary 
of War is authorized and directed to convey, 
by quitclaim deed, to the town of Marmet, 
W. Va. for the consideration, and subject 
to the reservations and conditions herein- 
after contained, all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to two tracts of 
land situated on the west side of the Great 
Kanawha River, at lock and dam No. 2, in 
Marmet, W. Va., and described as follows: 

Tract numbered 1. Beginning at an iron 
pin in the eastern right-of-way line of the 
old county road at the southwest corner of 
the A. J. Baker land (now the property of the 
United States); thence, from said point of 
beginning, and running along and with said 
eastern right-of-way line, north twenty-six 
degrees fifty-seven minutes west one hun- 
dred and seventy-one feet to an iron pin in 
Said line; thence, continuing along and with 
said eastern right-of-way line, north twenty- 
three degrees fifty-eight minutes west two 
hundred and eleven and five one-hundreds 
feet to an iron pin in said right of-way line at 
the southerly corner of the lands of Mary B. 
Meyers and the northwest corner of the said 
A. J. Baker land; thence along and with the 
Meyers-Baker boundary line north sixty de- 
grees thirty-two minutes east one hundred 
and twenty-one and eighteen one-hun- 
dredths feet to an iron pin in the intersec- 
tion of the westerly right-of-way boundary 
line of the Charleston Interurban Railroad 
Co,; thence and running with and along the 
said Charleston Interurban Railroad right- 
of-way line south twenty-four degrees thirty- 
two minutes east two hundred and sixteen 
and thirty one-hundredths feet to an iron 
pin in said right-of-way line; thence con- 
tinuing with and along said right-of-way line 
south twenty-seven degrees east one hundred 
and sixty-six and fifty-two one-hundredths 
feet to the point of intersection with the 
boundary line between the said A. J. Baker 
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Jand and the H. H. Smallridge and industrial 
center subdivision of the town of Marmet; 
thence with and along said Baker-industrial 
center boundary line south sixty-one degrees 
twenty-three minutes west one hundred and 
twenty-three and eighteen one-hundredths 
feet to the point of beginning, containing 
one and seven one-hundredths acres, more or 
less, and designated on United States Army 
Engineers’ plat, “Kanawha River Locks and 
Dam No. 2, real estate, United States Engineer 
Office, Huntington, W Va., March 1935 (file 
No. 023-L2-11/1),” as "3-B." 

Track numbered 2, Beginning at the point 
of intersection of the eastern boundary right- 
of-way line of the Charleston Interurban 
Railroad Company and the northerly bound- 
ary line of the A. J. Baker land, and on the 
right-of-way line between said Charleston 
Interurban Railroad and the West Virginia 
State Highway Route Numbered 61; thence, 
from said point of beginning, and along and 
with said Baker line, north sixty degrees 
thirty-two minutes east four hundred and 
twenty and sixty-nine one-hundredths feet 
to a point in said Baker line; thence, south 
twenty-nine degrees twenty-eight minutes 
east three hundred and thirty-eight and 
ninety-one one-hundredths feet to the in- 
tersection of the north line of a fifty-foot 
street (now unnamed); thence, with the line 
of said street, south sixty-one degrees 
twenty-three minutes west three hundred 
and seventy-nine and thirty-nine one-hun- 
dredths feet to a point in said street line; 
thence, north eighty-seven degrees thirteen 
minutes west seventy-four and eighty-eight 
one-hundredths feet, to a point in the right- 
of-way boundary line between the said 
Charleston Interurban Railroad Company 
and the West Virginia State Highway Route 
Numbered 61, said point being eighty-nine 
and seven one-hundredths feet distant, in a 
northwesterly direction, from the southerly 
boundary line of the A. J. Baker land; thence, 
running with and along said right-of-way 
boundary line, north twenty-seven degrees 
west seventy-seven and forty-five one-hun- 
dredths feet, to a point in said boundary 
line; thence, continuing with said right-of- 
Way boundary line, north twenty-four de- 
grees thirty-two minutes west two hundred 
and sixteen and seventy-five one-hundredths 
“feet to the point of beginning, containing 
three and three hundred seventeen one- 
thousandths acres, more or less, and being a 
part of the portion of the nine-acre Baker 
tract designated cn said United States Army 
Engineers’ plat as “3-A”. 

There is expressly excepted and reserved to 
the United States of America an easement of 
way for all right-of-way purposes whenever 
the same may be required, on, over, in, and 
across each of the two tracts hereinabove 
described, for the use and benefit of the 
United States of America, its assigns and per- 
mittees, and there is likewise hereby excepted 
and reserved to the United States of America 
the perpetual easement and right to flood 
such part or parts of each of the two tracts of 
land hereinabove described as may be neces- 
sary so to do from time to time in the in- 
terests of navigation and flood control. 

(b) The two tracts of land described in 
subsection (a) of this section are parts, and 
come out of, that certain lot, piece, and parcel 
of land containing nine and fifty-one one- 
hundredths acres, more or less, which was 
acquired by the United States through a con- 
demnation proceeding had in the United 
States District Court for the Southern Dis- 
trict of West Virginia, sitting in the city of 
Charleston, West Virginia, on November 9, 
1933, and styled United States of America 
against A. J. Baker and others, a copy of the 
final decree in such proceeding being recorded 
on November 18, 1933, in the office of the 
clerk of the county court of Kanawha County, 
West Virginia, in deed book numbered 390, at 
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page 527 thereof, to which reference is made 
for a more complete description. 

Sec. 2. The consideration to be paid by 
such town of Marmet for the two tracts of 
land, the conveyance of which is authorized 
by the first section of this act, shall be the sum 
of $3,300, being 50 per centum of the current 
appraised value thereof. Such two tracts of 
land shall be heid and used by the grantee 
for the purposes of a public park and recrea- 
tional site and for similar and related munic- 
ipal purposes. The deed of conveyance of 
such tracts of land to be executed by the 
Secretary of War shall contain appropriate 
provisions to provide for a reversion of such 
tracts of land to the United States in the 
event the grantee shall fail to use or shall 
cease using them for such purposes or shall 
alienate or attempt to alienate any part of 
them. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 6203) was 
laid on the table. 


TEMPORARY APPOINTMENTS OF MEDICAL 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICERS 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7242) to authorize 
temporary appointments in the Army of 
the United States of officers on duty with 
the Medical Administrative Corps. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

‘The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That in time of war 
or national emergency determined by the 
President any officer of the Medical Adminis- 
trative Corps, commissioned in the Army of 
the United States or any component thereof, 
may be appointed by the President to higher 
tem grade, not above the grade of 
colonel, without vacating any appointment 
held by him at the time of such temporary 
appointment. All officers so appointed shall 
be commissioned in the Army of the United 
States and shall receive the pay and allow- 
ances of the grade to which temporarily 
appointed: Provided, That any appointment 
made under the provisions of this act may 
be vacated at any time by the President and, 
if not sooner vacated, shall continue for the 
duration of such national emergency or for 
the duration of the war and 6 months 
thereafter. 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: Page 2, after line 7, add a new 
section as follows: 


Sec. 2. All appointments and payments 
which would have been valid had this act 
been in effect on and after September 9, 1940, 
are hereby ratified and validated, and credit 
for payments made on account of such 
appointments shall be allowed by the Comp- 
troller General of the United States in the 
accounts of disbursing officers making such 
payments. Any amounts collected from any 
person on account of payments made by rea- 
son of an appointment to a higher tempo- 
rary grade which is ratified and validated by 
this act shall be refunded to such person 
upon presentation of a claim therefor to the 
Comptroller General of the United States, 
who is authorized and directed to certify such 
claim to the Secretary of the Treasury for 
payment out of any funds available for pay 
of the Army. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
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third time, and "assed, and a motion to 
reconsider was la.d on the table. 


PILOT TRAINING 


Mr. HARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 2553) to 
create the title of flight officer in the 
Army Air Forces, to amend the Army 
Aviation -Cadet Act, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr, Harter}? 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to cbject, I hope the gentle- 
man will explain this bill to the House, 
but before he does so may I say for the 
information of the House that this bill 
was very carefully considered by a sub- 
committee of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported to the full committee, 
and unanimously adopted. 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
is identical in language with H. R. 7129, 
which was fully considered by « subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and by the full committee and re- 
ported unanimously by that committee. 

It is a war measure, designed to make 
the largest possible number of young men 
eligible for training as military pilots in 
the Army of the United States. Hereto- 
fore we have had two methods of induct- ` 
ing men for pilot training in the Air 
Forces. We have taken enlistments di- 
rectly from civilian life as aviation cadets 
and we have also permitted men in’ the 
different branches of the armed services 
to enlist for pilot training in the Air 
Forces. 

Under this bill we will have but one 
category of trainees. The men in the en- 
listed branches of the services may be as- 
signed to the Air Forces if they make 
application and can pass the aptitude 
and physical tests that the men who de- 
sire to enlist from civilian life can pass, 
and they will then have the opportunity 
to take that training. Heretofore we 
have had separate schools in which en- 
listed men have been placed for flight 
training, these men having been desig- 
nated aviation students. The volunteers 
from civilian life, called aviation cadets, 
have been placed in other schools for 
their training. Hereafter they will all 
go into the same school, they will re- 
ceive the same pay and allowances while 
trainees, and part of them will be com- 
missioned as second lieutenants, Air 
Corps Reserve, while the others will be 
appointed flight officers. It is expected 
that 80 percent will be commissioned as 
lieutenants and the others will be ap- 
pointed as flight officers. 

Mr. RABAUT. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HARTER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. RABAUT. Does this have any ef- 
fect on the civilian pilot training pro- 
gram? 

Mr. HARTER. This has nothing to 
do with the C. A. A. training. This is 
entirely a military measure. 

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield? 


. 
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Mr. HARTER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. 

Mr. MAY. Iwish the gentleman would 
emphasize the necessity for this by giv- 
ing the House some information in ref- 
erence to the large expansion of the Air 
Corps and the large personnel that we 
are going to have to have over a period 
of several months. 

Mr. HARTER. I think all of us are 
familiar with the fact that the personnel 
of the Air Force must be built up simul- 
taneously with the production of addi- 
tional military planes. From the testi- 
mony given your committee we are con- 
vinced that the training of personnel is 
keeping pace and is being coordinated 
with the production of additional planes 
for the Army Air Force. Air power is 
all important today and we must have 
trained personnel to keep them flying. 

Mr. ARENDS. I may say the testi- 
mony also revealed that a great percent- 
age of these boys who failed to qualify 
as cadet officers are able to qualify as 
flight officers, which they might not 
otherwise be able to do. 

Mr. HAINES. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HARTER. 1 yield to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HAINES. Does this have any- 
thing to do with the training of pilots for 
lighter-than-air craft? 

Mr. HARTER. This relates to pilot 
training in heavier-than-air motor-pro- 
pelled aircraft. 

Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HARTER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana. 

Mr. BROOKS. May I say that the 
thing which impressed me as a member 
of the subcommittee most about the bill 
was that this would broaden the scope of 
the possibilities from which men may be 
selected and will give a more democratic 
way of selecting men to be sent as student 
trainees or student cadets for the pur- 
pose of obtaining commissions or for the 
purpose of obtaining commissions as war- 
rant officers in the Army. This is the 
thing that I believed impressed the com- 
mittee more than anything else. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HARTER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. The Senate bill is 
identical with the House bill? 

Mr. HARTER. The Senate bill is 
identical with the House bill considered 
by the subcommittee and the full com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Harter]? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby 
created for the Army air forces the title of 
“Flight Officer.” A flight officer shall have 
the rank, pay, and allowances, provided for 
a warrant officer, junior grade, and shall take 
rank as of the date of appointment. Flight 
officers shall be entitled to the benefits of 
all existing laws or regulations covering re- 
tirement, pensicns, and disability as are ap- 
plicable to members of the Army of the 
United States when called or ordered into 
the active military service of the United 


States under existing statutory authoriza- 

tions and shall be entitled to longevity pay 
as provided for warrant officers in section 1 
of the act of August 21, 1941 (Public.Law 
230, 77th Cong.). Flight officers (warrant 
officers, junior grade) appointed under this 
authority shall not be limited by the restric- 
tion as to numbers established by section 3 
of the act of August 21, 1941 (Public Law 230, 
Tith Cong.). 

Src. 2. The provisions of section 3 of the 
Army Aviation Cadet Act of June 3, 1941, are 
hereby suspended for the duration of the 
present war and for 6 months thereafter 
except as to any person who has enlisted or 
who has been appointed as.an aviation cadet 
prior to the date of enactment of this act. 
During such period and under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of War may prescribe, 
male citizens of the United States may enlist 
as aviation cadets and men having an enlisted 
status in the Army of the United States may 
be appointed by the Secretary of War as avia- 
tion cadets. All enlistments shall be for the 
period of the duration of the present war and 
for 6 months thereafter unless sooner termi- 
nated by the President. Upon successful 
completion of the prescribed course of train- 
ing and instruction and under such regula- 
tions with respect to selection as the Secre- 
tary of War may prescribe, each such cadet 
shall be commissioned as a second lieutenant 
in the Army of the United States under the 
provisions of the act of September 22, 1941 
(Public Law 252, 77th Cong.), or appointed 
as a flight officer in the Army of the United 
States. Under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of War may prescribe, the status, pay, 
and allowances of any aviation cadet who 
fails to complete successfully the prescribed 
course of training and instruction may be 
terminated and for the remainder of the war 
and 6 months thereafter he may be required 
to serve in any enlisted grade with the pay 
and allowances of such grade. 

Sec. 3. During the continuance of the pres- 
ent war and for 6 months thereafter, the Sec- 
retary of War is authorized, under such reg- 
ulations as he may prescribe, to make tempo- 
rary appointments as flight officers in the 
Army of the United States from among men 
having an enlisted status in the Army of the 
United States who have received training as 
aviation students. 

Sec. 4. Pursuant to such regulations as the 
Secretary of War may prescribe, flight officers 
may be appointed, by selection, to the grade 
of second lieutenant and, upon such appoint- 
ment, shall be commissioned in the Army of 
the United States under the provisions of 
the act of September 22, 1941 (Public Law 
252, 77th Cong.). 

Sec. 5. Any person who has completed the 
prescribed course of training and instruction 
as an aviation cadet or aviation student and 
has served in time of war as a commissioned 
Officer or flight officer in the Army of the 
United States may, under such regulations 
as the Secretary of War may prescribe, be 
appointed an officer in the Air Corps Reserve. 

Sec. 6. Section 4 of the Army Aviation Cadet 
Act of June 3, 1941, is hereby amended by 
striking out the last sentence thereof and by 
substituting the following in lieu thereof: 
“Any person appointed as a flight officer in the 
Army of the United States shall be entitled 
at the time of such appointment to an allow- 
ance of $150 for uniforms.” 

Sec. 7. Section 5 of the Army Aviation Ca- 
det Act of June 3, 1941, is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

“Src. 5. Aviation cadets who are undergo- 
ing courses of instruction which require them 
to participate regularly and frequently in 
aerial flights shall be issued insurance in 
the amount of $10,000 under the National 
Service Life Insurance Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 
1008), as amended, except that the pre- 
miums shall be paid by the Government. 
Upon being commissioned as second lieu- 
tenants or appointed as flight officers and 
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until permanently relieved from duty involv- 
ing participation in regular and frequent 
aerial flights, the insurance provided for avia- 
tion cadets or aviation students under this 
or other existing law shall continue but the 
premiums shall be deducted from the pay 
of the individual concerned and paid, as 
the Secretary of War may direct, to the Ad- 
ministrator of Veterans’ Affairs. Upon being 
permanently relieved from duty involving 
participation in regular and frequent aerial 
flights, release from active duty, or discharge, 
the insurance of aviation cadets, flight offi- 
cers, and officers may be continued at the 
option and at the expense of the individual 
concerned.” 

Sec. 8. This act may be cited ‘as the "Flight 
Officer Act.” 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 7129) was 
laid on the table. 


USE OF PUBLIC LANDS FOR WAR 
PURPOSES 


Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill (S. 
2599) authorizing the head of the de- 
partment or agency using the public do- 
main for war purposes to compensate 
holders of grazing permits and licenses 
for losses sustained by reason of such use 
of public lands for war purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Utah? 

Mr. MICHENER. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, is this the bill that 
was called up the other day and then 
withdrawn momentarily? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. That is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. MICHENER. The objection made 
the other day was that no minority mem- 
ber of the committee was present. I see 
the distinguished gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT], a member of 
the committee, is present. He is famil- 
iar with this matter. What is the at- 
titude of the minority member of the 
committee? 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, 
this bill has been considered by the whole 
Committee on Public Lands and is re- 
ported by a unanimous vote. 

May I make this inquiry of the chair- 
man of the committee: As I understand 
this measure and as the committee un- 
derstood it, none of the existing legal 
rights of the cattlemen, farmers, and so 
forth, owning these leases will be abro- 
gated under this measure? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. No; this 
has no effect on their present legal 
rights. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. I have no ob- 
jection to the consideration of the bill, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever use for 
War purposes of the public domain or other 
property owned by or under the control of 
the United States prevents its use for graz- 
ing, persons holding grazing permits or 
licenses and persons whose grazing permits 
or licenses have been or will be canceled be- 
cause of such use shall be paid out of the 
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funds appropriated or allocated for such The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


project such amounts as the head of the 
department or agency so using the lands 
shall determine to be fair and reasonable 
for the losses suffered by such persons as a 
result of the use of such lands for war pur- 
poses. Such payments shall be deemed pay- 
ment in fuli for such losses. Nothing herein 
contained shall be construed to create any 
Hability not now existing against the United 
States. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. $ 

A similar House bill was laid on the 
table. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, at the 
conclusion of the legislative program of 
the day and following any special orders 
heretofore entered, I may be permitted 
to address the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a prayer that is being said in all 
Catholic churches in the State of Rhode 
Island for the welfare of the Nation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Rhode Island? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today, at the conclusion of the legislative 
program of the day and following any 
special orders heretofore entered, I may 
be permitted to address the House for 
10 minutes, 

. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Record and include therein 
a statement by the Governor of Vermont 
with respect to maple sugar; also to ex- 
tend my own remarks and include 
therein comments by a newspaperman 
with reference to postal regulations; and, 
further, to extend my own remarks and 
include therein a communication re- 
ceived by me from the Automobile Club 
of Vermont with reference to the de- 
mand for immediate action on the syn- 
thetic-rubber program. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 


House for 1 minute and to revise and ex- 
tend my remarks. 


the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. LAMBERTSON addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a poem The Day of Vengeance. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. DICKSTEIN addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein an article published 
in the Progressive magazine relating to 
the senior Senator from our State of 
Washington, Hon. Homer T. Bone. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include there- 
in an editorial from the Ocala Evening 
Star of June 25, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 


THE NEED FOR NURSES 


Mrs. BOLTON, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection? 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr, Speaker, yester- 
day afternoon it was my privilege to go 
down to the Red Cross with three other 
women of the House to pay tribute to the 
heroic Army nurs2s of Corregidor and 
Bataan—those who have been returned 
to this country and those who remained 
with our troops when Corregidor fell. 
The ceremony of the presentation of 
citations to the six nurses present was 
both solemn and moving. 

Over a Nation-wide hook-up were 
heard Mr. Norman Davis, of the Red 
Cross; The Assistant Secretary of War, 
Mr. McCloy; Miss Mary Beard, head of 
the Red Cross nursing; Lt. Col. Carlos P. 
Romulo, of the United States Army; Col. 
Julia Flikke, head of the Army Nurse 
Corps. Surgeon General Magee pinned 
the bright-blue citation ribbons on their 
worn uniforms. Colonel Romulo, him- 
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self a Filipino, told of their heroism, their 
courage, and their fortitude. Miss Beard 
dwelt on the growing need of our armed 
forces for more such women, trained and 
ready to give themselves to the care of 
our wounded all over the world. A call 
has come to the Red Cross for 2,500 
nurses a month for duty with these 
forces. Such public recognition as these 
citations should help draw trained 
women into the service and patriotic 
young women into nursing schools. 
After the presentation of the citations, 
Mrs. Roosevelt gave these six Army 
nurses & special message from the Presi- 
dent and then spoke very beautifully and 
with deep feeling as she voiced the grati- 
tude and appreciation of all the women 
of America, 


PRICE CONTROL 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, in this morning paper, Mr. Leon Hen- 
derson, Price Administrator, announces 
that he has raised the ceiling on canned 
fruit to relieve the squeeze between ceil- 
ings and cost of processing. 

Dramatically he blames the poor Con- 
gress for this, saying he can only keep 
such costs down if he is given all the 
money he wants. 

Probably in the end Congress will give 
him all he wants, with additional mil- 
lions for an army of investigators. 

Maybe such investigators will discover 
that the Nation is filled with housewives 
who will have to buy canned fruit they 
would not otherwise buy because they 
cannot get enough sugar and are having 
to leave the fruit in the orchards to rot 
upon the ground. ` 

Maybe such investigators will discover 
that there is much sugar which might be 
diverted to the housewives for canning 
purposes which is not being used to 
manufacture soft and hard drinks which 
are not nearly so healthful. 

Maybe such investigators will discover 
that the Administration has been limit- 
ing the production of sugar beets and 
sugarcane, and permitted the use of 
sugar and molasses for manufacture of 
industrial alcohol, which might just as 
well be made from grain. 

Maybe these investigators will discover 
that it is not Congress which is to blame 
for lack of wage ceilings, but Leon Hen- 
derson himself. He told the Banking and 
Currency Committee, which wrote the 
bill, not to include wage ceilings in the 
price-control legislation. He begged and 
pleaded not to include them. He even 
went so far as to say that wage ceilings 
would be a violation of the constitutional 
amendment which abolished slavery. 

Why not give us a new Price Adminis- 
trator? This one, methinks, behaves like 
the wolf who gave little Red Riding Hood 
such grandmotherly advice. 

The Congress gets along perfectly with 
Donald Nelson, Jesse Jones, Crowley, and, 
in fact, with all of the administrators to 
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the extent that they administer their 
agencies ably and in consistence with the 
great American traditions. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recor by inserting therein a short 
biographical sketch of a centenarian. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp, a short editorial on gas 
rationing. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp and to 
include a copy of a bill I am introducing 
today to amend the Social Security Act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Record and to include therein an 
editorial from the Mansfield News Jour- 
nal, entitled “Place Blame Where It Be- 
longs.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 


SUGAR 


Mr. SHAFER of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to proceed 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. SHAFER of Michigan addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Record and to 
include therewith a memorandum on 
sugar. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 


LT. RICHARD E. MILLER, OF FORT WAYNE, 
IND. 


Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. GILLIE addressed the House. 
remarks appear in the Appendix.] 

WINSTON CHURCHILL 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 


His 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, for some 
time I have thought that as a Nation we 
are too lenient and sometimes delay too 
long in bringing to trial those who should 
be prosecuted in respect to sabotage, spy- 
ing, and the spreading of propaganda. 
The Germans have a system of propa- 
ganda in this Nation that has not been 
unraveled as yet—a dangerous system, 
indeed. For instance, every time Mr. 
Churchill comes over here they start a 
series of propaganda stories and some of 
our innocent people help to carry them 
along. In December, when Churchill was 
here, they said that when he got back he 
would have to face defeat in Parliament; 
but when the vote of confidence was 
taken there was only one objection. This 
morning they had another vote of con- 
fidence on Mr. Churchill in Parliament, 
and he was sustained by a vote of 472 to 
25. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include an item 
appearing in the Washington Star of 
yesterday entitled “Austria Held Worthy 
of Allied Aid.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE MARSHALL FIELD FORTUNE AND 
TAXATION 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for_1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

{Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 


AMENDING THE FEDERAL RESERVE ACT 


Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2565) to amend sections 
12A and 19 of the Federal Reserve Act, 
as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill S. 2565, with Mr. 
Boexune in the chair. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (a) of 
section 12A of the Federal Reserve Act, as 
amended (U. S. C., title 12, sec. 263), is 
amended by striking out the second and third 
sentences thereof ard substituting the fol- 
lowing: “Such representatives shall be presi- 
dents or first vice presidents of Federal Re- 
serve banks and, beginning with the election 
for the term commencing March 1, 1943, shall 
be elected antually as follows: One by the 
board of directors of the Federal Reserve 
Bank of New York, one by the boards of 
directors of the Federal Reserve Banks of 
Boston, Philadelphia, and Richmond, one by 
the boards of directors of the Federal Re- 
serve Banks of Cleveland and Chicago, one 
by the boards of directors of the Federal Re- 
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serve Banks of Atlanta, Dallas, and St. Louis, 
and one by the boards of directors of the 
Federal Reserve Banks of Minneapolis, Kan- 
sas City, and San Francisco. In such elec- 
tions each board of directors shall have one 
vote; and the details of such elections may 
be governed by regulations prescribed by the 
committee, which may be amended from 
time to time. An alternate to serve in the 
absence of each such representative shall 
likewise be a president or first vice president 
of a Federal Reserve bank and shall be elected 
annually in the same manner.” 

Sec, 2. The sixth paragraph of section 19 
of the Federal Reserve Act, as amended (U. 
S. C., title 12, sec. 462b), is amended to read 
as follows: 

“Notwithstanding the other provisions of 
this section, the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, upon the affirmative 
vote of not less than four of its members, in 
order to prevent injurious credit expansion 
or contraction, may by regulation change the 
requirements as to reserves to be maintained 
against demand or time deposits or both (1) 
by member banks in central reserve cities 
or (2) by member banks in reserve cities or 
(3) by member banks not in reserve or cen- 
tral reserve cities or (4) by all member banks; 
but the amount of the reserves required to 
be maintained by any such member bank 
@s a result of any such change shall not be 
less than the amount of the reserves re- 
quired by law to be maintained by such bank 
on the date of enactment of the Banking Act 
of 1935 nor more than twice such amount.” 

Sec. 3. The ninth paragraph of section 19 


“of the Federal Reserve Act, as amended (U. 


S. C., title 12, sec. 464), is amended by strik- 
ing out the proviso thereof, so that the para- 
graph will read as follows: 

“The required balance carried by a member 
bank with a Federal Reserve bank may, under 
the regulations and subject to such penalties 
as may be prescribed by the Board of Gov- 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, be 
checked against and withdrawn by such mem- 


ber bank for the purpose of meeting existin 
liabilities.” s ‘ 


The CHAIRMAN. Under an order 
heretofore made by the House, the time 
for debate on this bill is fixed at 1 hour, 
the time to be controlled one-half by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Wot- 
coTt] and one-half by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. STEAGALL]. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Chairman, this 
bill comes to the House with a unanimous 
report of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. It would provide three simple 
changes in the Federal Reserve Act. The 
first change that would be accomplished 
would result in regrouping the banks 
from which members of the Open Mar- 
kets Committee are selected. The Fed- 
eral Reserve Bank of New York conducts 
the larger part of the operations of the 
System, insofar as the Federal Reserve 
Bank of New York conducts the transac- 
tions for purchases and sales of securities 
and the sales or purchases are prorated 
to the other 11 Federal Reserve banks. 
It is desirable that the New York Re- 
serve Bank should at all times be repre- 
sented upon the Open Markets Commit- 
tee. At one time the Federal Reserve 
Bank of New York had about half of the 
excess reserves when they amounted to 
about $7,000,000,000. That is not the 
case now. The reserves in that bank are 
at this time comparatively low. The 
purpose of regrouping the banks for se- 
lections of the Open Markets Committee, 
is that the New York bank will always be 
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represented, and the Boston bank may 
have an opportunity to have representa- 
tion on the Open Markets Committee. 
So long as they are in the same group, 
the two cannot be represented. This 
provision of the bill seems to be desirable 
from every standpoint, and no one seems 
to have found an, fault with the pro- 
posal to make that change in the law. 

Under section 2 of the bill provision 
would be made authorizing the Federal 
Reserve Board to rais. or lower the Re- 
serve requirements in a central Reserve 
city bank, without having to enforce 
simultaneously the same requirement 
upon a Reserve city bank. ‘There are 
now only two central Reserve city banks 
and 59 Reserve city banks. As the law 
stands it happens that in the matter of 
power to fix Reserve requirements the 
Board has only two classes of banks, the 
central Reserve city banks, and the Re- 
serve city banks, which in that respect 
are one and the same, and the other being 
what are commonly called country banks. 
There is likely to be good reason for rais- 
ing or lowering the requirements in cen- 
tral Reserve city banks that would not 
apply in the case of Reserve city banks, 
and it happens now that New York, which 
is one of the two central Reserve city 
banks, does not have .ny large amount of 
excess reserves, yet under the financing 
program of the Treasury and the System, 
the New York bank will be called upon to 
engage in enormous purchases of Gov- 
ernment securities and operations that 
may make it desirable to lower the re- 
quirements as to that bank, and at the 
same time it might be found desirable to 
maintain the excess requirements as to 
Reserve city banks. In central Reserve 
cities the minimum reserve requirement 
fixed by law is 13 percent on demand de- 
posits; it is 10 percent on Reserve cities, 
and 7 percent on country banks. The 
present requirement fixed by the Federal 
Reserve Board is 26 percent on demand 
deposits, 20 percent on Reserve city, and 
14 percent on country banks. The re- 
quirement for savings accounts under 
law is 3 percent, and that has been 
doubled to 6 percent. I think this ex- 
plains briefly the provisions of section 2 
of the bill. 

Section 3 of the bill would relieve the 
banks of a requirement that has been 
found objectionable and too restrictive 
as it affects the action of the banks in 
making loans. For a long time banks 
were not permitted to make loans or de- 
clare dividends unless the reserves were 
fully up to the requirements of the law. 

The Federal Reserve Act brought into 
that picture new machinery which per- 
mitted the Federal Reserve Board to es- 
tablish rules and regulations respecting 
reserve requirements within the limit 
which provides that no requirement may 
be greater than twice the amount of re- 
serves that are required to be maintained 
under the law, and there is a proviso 
in that connection that dividends may 
not be paid nor loans made at any time 
the reserve requirements are below the 
amount established by law. The Federal 
Reserve Board in its regulations has im- 
posed penalties against banks for failure 
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to maintain reserves in accordance with 
requirements, but they permit those re- 
serves to be determined semimonthly in- 
stead of a rigid rule of day by day ac- 
counting, which in a large bank is very 
impracticable and would require the 
maintenance of a large margin above 
requirement of the law in order to avoid 
risk of violation. 

Recently there has been a decision by 
one of the courts holding that officers 
of a bank that made loans on a day on 
which their reserves were depleted below 
the requirements of the law, would be 
personally liable in case the loan could 
not be collected. That decision has cre- 
ated a situation that will interfere with 
the normal services and accommoda- 
tions which have heretofore been con- 
ducted in accordance with the rules and 
regulations prescribed by the Federal Re- 
serve Board. It was thought by the Fed- 
eral Reserve officials, and the Committee 
on Banking and Currency is fully in ac- 
cord with the view, that we should re- 
move that restrictive provision of the 
statute and leave the matter to be de- 
termined by the regulations of the Board, 
with the power to impose penalties. 
This will supply sufficient elasticity in 
the machinery to avoid unnecessary 
hardships and obviate practices too re- 
strictive under conditions where demands 
for loans may be accentuated. 

In brief that explains the provisions of 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Alabama has consumed 11 minutes, 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Wotcort] is recognized. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, although it may seem 
that there is little or no connection be- 
tween the present bill and the attitude 
which the Price Administrator has taken 
this morning in respect to price ceilings 
on agricultural products in particular, 
canned goods specifically, there is a very 
close affiliation between these bills. Both 
of them facilitate the control of infia- 
tion. 

When the price-control bill was be- 
fore the House I think we were very lib- 
eral in our statements in respect to Mr. 
Henderson as an Administrator of the 
Price Control Act. I know that I per- 
sonally paid him what I consider a com- 
pliment when I said that he was an out- 
standing economist; when I said that he 
was an encyclopedia of facts and figures, 
a very vigorous, dynamic individual. But 
I believe I did say at that time that not- 
withstanding these other qualities Leon 
Henderson was not temperamentally 
fitted to be Administrator of the Office 
of Price Administration. I think that 
developments within the last few days, 
culminating in the blast this morning 
at the Congress by Mr. Henderson, has 
substantiated the doubts and fears that 
many Members of Congress had in the 
ability of Mr. Henderson to administer 
properly and in accordance with the clear 
intent of Congress this all-important act. 

As reported in this morning’s press, 
Mr. Henderson blames the Congress for 
the first crack in the price ceilings, and 
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he said that first crack is coming in the 
prices of canned goods. He is quoted as 
saying that he blames Congress on two 
scores for the ceiling break-down on 
fruits preserved from the 1942 crop. Es- 
sentially, he said, the rise was necessary 
to rescue packers from being caught in 
a squeeze between the rising prices to 
growers and the general price ceiling. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the canners are 
caught in any squeeze to a point where 
Mr. Henderson finds it necessary to raise 
the price of canned goods, it is due to the 
fact that Mr. Henderson has not con- 
trolled production costs to the canners. 
Of course, he cannot let production costs 
run wild without expecting that the can- 
ners and retailers are going to be caught 
in a squeeze. Mr. Henderson, under the 
Price Control Act, has all the authority 
necessary to a prudent Administrator to 
regulate production costs so that ceilings 
will not be forced up. The Congress of 
the United States has given Mr. Hender- 
son every bit of power that is necessary 
to control prices on all products. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield. 

Mr. COOLEY. I know the gentleman 
assisted in the preparation of the price- 
fixing bill and is thoroughly familiar with 


„all of its provisions. I would like to ask 


the gentleman if he knows of any au- 
thority in.existing law which gives to the 
Price Administrator the right to increase 
the price of gasoline in certain areas of 
the country and not increase those prices 
in other areas of the country? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes; I helieve the 
price-control bill gives him that authority 
to set ceilings regardless of geographical 
boundaries. 

Mr. COOLEY. Does the gentleman 
think it is a fair proposition when the 
Price Administrator imposes an increase 
of 2% cents a gallon on gasoline in 
restricted areas along the eastern sea- 
board and does not impose any part of 
that great burden upon the mass of the 
people of America? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not know that 
I have given sufficient study to that par- 
ticular phase of the question to form an 
opinion on it, because I am not 
acquainted with it. I can, however, see 
where the prices of commodities might 
vary in different geographical locations 
due to production costs, transportation 
costs, and so forth, and the variation 
might apply as well to gasoline as it 
does to beans, corn, or any other product. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Does the gentle- 
man believe we have provided Mr. Hen- 
derson with a sufficient amount of appro- 
priation to carry out the intent of Con- 
gress in the Price Control Act, which the 
gentleman so ably supports? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do; and if I did 
not believe so, feeling as keenly as I do 
that the price-control bill was necessary 
to control inflation I would have been on 
the floor the other day advocating an 
increase, because we cannot and should 
not control prices by subsidies. We made 
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it very clear in the debates that it was 
never intended through subsidies to con- 
trol prices, but we gave him the au- 
thority, to be sure: 

That whenever the Administrator deter- 
mines that the maximum necessary pro- 
duction of any commodity is not being ob- 
tainea— 


Whenever the necessary production of 
any commodity is not being obtained—to 
grant subsidies, and that is the only way 
that he can grant subsidies. 

Is there an underproduction of fruits, 
vegetables, and such like? No. But there 
is a bottleneck in the canning facilities, 
and Mr. Henderson has the power to 
break this bottleneck and turn every 
housewife in these United States into a 
eanner of fruits and vegetables if he will 
use a little judgment about it. At the 
present time this country is so literally 
lousy with sugar that it is running out 
of our ears, and there is no reason what- 
soever for any restriction of sugar to the 
housewives of this Nation. If we give 
the housewives of this Nation sugar 
enough they will do their own canning 
and not have to depend on the high- 
priced product of the canneries for their 
fruits and vegetables. 

Mr. GRANGER. Is it not a fact that 
the canning industry as such has not 
been making any money since long be- 
fore Mr. Henderson was made Price Ad- 
ministrator? . 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not know any- 
thing about that. Mr, Henderson also 
said, and I quote from the news article: 

He took care to point out that the Price 
Control Act specifically forbids him to main- 
tain maximum prices on agricultural com- 
modities below certain standards. These 
standards, including 110 percent of parity, 
were written into the law at the insistence 
of the congressional farm bloc. 


True; but why did the congressional 
farm bloc—and I do not know that I am 
a@ member of any bloc in this House— 
why did the agriculture bloc insist that 
no ceiling should be placed under 110 
percent of parity? If you will refer to 
the testimony of Mr. Wickard, Secretary 
of Agriculture, in the hearings, you will 
find a very enlightening discussion of 
parity. It has been the policy of this 
administration to guarantee parity to 
the farmers. You will find what to my 
mind is the whole answer to this 110 
percent of parity in Mr. Wickard’s own 
statement in which he said that you have 
got to allow 110 percent of parity in 
this bill if you guarantee to the farmers 
parity. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 5 additional minutes. 

I want you to read that testimony. 
Those who are being blamed for the fact 
that we cannot put a ceiling On agricul- 
tural prices under 110 percent of parity 
referred to Mr. Wickard’s testimony be- 
fore the Banking and Currency Commit- 
tee. He ¿tated that if you are going to 
insure parity to the yarmer you cannot 
put a price on agricultural products less 
than 110 percent of parity. We took Mr. 
Wickard at his word and refused to lower 
it below that. 

If Mr. Henderson and the administra- 
tors of the price-ceiling law will control 
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production costs of mnonagricultural 
products then it will follow ipso facto 
that the price of farm products will not 
gv beyond reach. He cannot hide behind 
section 3 of this bill until and unless he 
controls the cost of production of non- 
agricultural commodities. Having done 
that if then a bushel of wheat is $1 parity 
and that bushel of wheat at $1 has a com- 
parable purchasing power with what it 
had in the average period between 1909 
and 1914 it stays at a dollar; but if cost 
of production forces the price of non- 
agricultural commodities to the point 
where a ceiling of $1 a bushel on wheat 
has a parity of only 90 cents then, of 
course, it is necessary to put the price 
of wheat up; so you control the produc- 
tion costs of nonagricultural products 
and you ipso facto control the price of 
agricultural products. I wish Mr. Hen- 
derson instead of blaming the Congress 
and hiding behind this section 3 would 
come out and be honest with the people 
of the United States and tell them that 
he does not dare—he does not dare—to 
do the things that are necessary to stop 
the production costs of nonagricultural 
products from going sky high and, of 
course, dragging agricultural prices with 
them. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Why do 
they not tell us the truth about these 
things? To me, it is just like the wolf 
that gave Little Red Riding Hood such 


` grandmotherly advice. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I may say in that re- 
spect also that he convinced me to the 
point where, even to date, I am firmly 
convinced that the administration today 
has all of the authority which is neces- 
sary to control the production cost, in- 
cluding wages, and they cannot blame 
Congress, in view of the statement made 
by Mr, Henderson as recited by the gen- 
tlewoman from Illinois and in view of 
the statements made by Secretary Wick- 
ard before our committee, which were 
quoted on this floor at the time. I re- 
peat, they cannot successfully blame the 
Congress for the maladministration or 
misadministration of the Price Control 
Act. Now, we, collectively as a Congress, 
if I may speak for it, call upon Mr. Hen- 
derson to enforce the Price Control Act 
in such a manner that we will be sure 
that prices are not going sky high, and 
we will back him up in that action. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Why can 
we not have a new Administrator? The 
Congress gets along perfectly with Jesse 
Jones, Donald Nelson, Crowley, and every 
other Administrator to the extent that 
they do their job ably and follow the 
American tradition. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have previously 
stated that I did not think Mr. Hender- 
son is temperamentally fitted to be Price 
Administrator and that is borne out by 
the facts. He is not a psychologist. He 
comes out with the statement that there 
is going to be a shortage of leather and 
shoes, and, of course, immediately 130,- 
000,000 people look at their feet and trot 
to the shoe store to buy shoes, creating 
a shortage of shoes, and resulting in the 
hoarding of shoes, the same as the nat- 
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ural result of this canning statement of 
his will be to empty the canned goods 
from the shelves of every grocery in the 
United States, and then, of course, we 
will have a shortage of canned goods, be- 
cause they will be hoarded. The same is 
true with all of the products in respect 
to which Mr. Henderson has shown con- 
cern. The natural result of his fears in 
respect to shortages of different articles 
has been to force the housewives and the 
producers of this Nation to go down and 
buy things because there was a threat- 
ened shortage. In consequence, we find 
that there is a shortage. Awhile ago he 
said something, or somebody said some- 
thing, about a shortage of razor blades 
and every one of us had the vision of go- 
ing around looking like members of the 
House of David back in Michigan. They 
tell me that within 24 hours after that 
statement was made there was not a ra- 
zor blade to be had in all the city of 
Washington. 

fHere the gavel fell.] 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, they told us it was a 
question of steel. At the same time they 
were building a mile and a half of steel 
fence around the temporary Navy build- 
ing here in Washington. 

Mr. KEAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Henderson himself 
was not opposed to the 110 percent par- 
ity at the time the bill came up. You 
will remember that on August 15 in the 
committee hearings I interrogated him 
on that question and he said he was in 
favor of 110 percent. Now he seems to 
be trying to hide under it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. So far as I am con- 
cerned, he cannot hide behind the col- 
lective skirts of Congress in respect to 
parity prices and in respect to cost of 
production. 

Mr. DEWEY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DEWEY. The gentleman gave me 
5 minutes’ time. I would like to yield 
it back to the gentleman because I think 
this is a very important discussion. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not know as I 
want to take any more time. Perhaps 
I have said more than I should have in 
respect to this matter. But it seems to 
me the time has come when the Congress 
should take action. When an adminis- 
trative officer of the Federal Government 
blames Congress for something that he 
himself is to blame for because of mis- 
administration of a law, or the power 
which we have given him, it is time that 
some of us stand up here on our hind 
feet and at least bark back at him. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. My infor- 
mation is that there is a lot of sugar 
all over the country. The stores are 
jammed with it and the warehouses are 
jammed with it. : s 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Imay say to the gen- 
tleman my information is that somebody 
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guessed wrong on the sugar shortage. 
Now it is humiliating to that somebody 
to admit they were wrong and as a con- 
sequence we are rationing sugar. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 1 additional minute. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Is it not pos- 
sible that Mr. Henderson’s outburst is 
caused somewhat by the fact that his 
administrative funds have been cut so 
drastically and he is attempting through 
that blast to force the Congress to raise 
oe ous to where he thinks it ought 
to be? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That is all there is 
to it. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to add to 
what my friend from California said in 
reference to this matter of sugar that the 
figures are available down at the De- 
partment which show there will be some- 
thing like three and a half million tons of 
sugar on hand as of December 31 next. 
There are also available for your friends 
in California, for my friends in Michigan, 
and for our friends in the other States, 
for home canning needs, about 350,000 
tons of sugar. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 2 additional minutes, 

There is available for commercial can- 
ning about 250,000 tons of sugar. That 
takes care of all of our fruit crops. We 
have perhaps in those figures enough to 
take care of catsup manufacturing, be- 
cause catsup takes a lot of sugar. Why 
in the world does not the Administrator 
clean his skirts by saying to the house- 
wives of this country: “You can now 
start to draw whatever sugar is necessary 
up to 550,000 or 600,000 tons in order to 
preserve this fruit crop and have that on 
your shelves for next winter’s use.” 

They can do that without any trouble, 
Mr. Rowe and the other experts in the 
Department are just as familiar with 
this as anybody needs to be. The 
women of this counfry are sick and tired 
of standing in line 2 or 3 hours waiting 
for 2 or 3 pounds of sugar. They simply 
say, “Well, let the fruit go to the devil; 
I am not going to spend my time this 
way.” The fruit is ripe. We have 
passed a lot of the cherry crop, we have 
passed a lot of the strawberry crop, and 
we are now beginning to pass the other 
fruits, because they have not loosened 
the rationing on sugar for the canning of 
fruit. The commercial canners in Cali- 
fornia are entitled to have their share of 
that 250,000 tons just as quickly as pos- 
sible without any further fooling about it. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. It seems to 
me that the best way to stop a shortage 
in canned goods is to release sugar to the 
home canners and let them can all they 
want to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I quite agree with 
the gentleman. 

I call attention to the statement made 
by the Budget Director, Harold D. Smith. 
This is the first we have heard of Mr. 
Smith in connection with this price- 

` control bill. I do not know that Mr, 
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Smith knows any more about this bill or 

what is in the bill than any Member of 

Congress. He has this to say about it. 
Only the Congress— 


How foolish and how untrue is this 
statement by Mr. Smith: 

Only the Congress has the power to make 
possible the stabilization of farm and food 
prices— 


What a fallacy that statement is. 
Then he goes on— 
it alone can enact those tax measures which 
are an essential element in the whole plan; 
its action is required to authorize such sub- 
sidies as are necessary for maximum produc. 
tion under the stabilization program. 


What does a subsidy mean? It means 
that if they have to get $1.10 for a prod- 
uct and the ceiling is only $1 the Federal 
Government comes in and gives them the 
other 10 cents. One of the purposes of 
price control is to prevent inflation by 
keeping down the volume of purchasing 
power. What difference does it make as 
far as inflation is concerned whether the 
public or the Government or both to- 
gether pay the producer this $1.10? He 
has $1.10 to spend, regardless of where 
he gets it, 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, 

Mr. FOLGER. May I ask the gentle- 
man aboui the third provision in the bill 
we are about to vote on, as to the re- 
serve required to be carried by member 
banks. As I understand. this reserve re- 
quirement is extended to all banks which 


-are members of the Federal Reserve Sys- 


tem, regardless of whether they are in 
Reserve cities or not. Is it a fact that 
this law will make it possible for a re- 
quirement to be made that the reserve of 
a bank be double what the law of 1935 
provided, which itself permitted the re- 
serves to be doubled? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That is a part of the 
law at the present time. We have not 
changed the law in that respect. 

Mr. FOLGER. I read from section 3 
of this bill: 

The required balance carried by a member 
bank with a Federal Reserv bank may, under 
the regulations and subject to such penalties 
a- may be prescribed by the Board of Gov- 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, be 
checked against and withdrawn by such mem- 
ber bank for the purpose of meeting existing 
liabilities; Provided, That no bank shall at 
any time make any new loan or shall pay 
any dividends unless and until the total bal- 
ance required by law is restored. 


As I understand, this provides that the 
reserve shall not be less than the amount 
of the reserve required by the law of 
1935 nor more than twice that amount. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think twice that 
amount is in the existing law. When we 
authorized the Board of Governors to 
raise the reserve requirements we author- 
ized them to raise it to twice the amount 
of the reserve as established by the Bank- 
ing Act of 1935, so this bill does not make 
any change in existing law in that re- 
spect. 
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Mr. FOLGER. I was under the appre- 
hension that it did change it and made 
it possible for them to require twice the 
amount of the reserve. The result would 
be to put the little banks out of business, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; Ido not remem- 
ber when that was passed, but it was an 
amendment to the Banking Act of 1935. 
Tt is existing law. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. DEWEY]. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Chairman, our dis- 
tinguished chairman so clearly outlined 
al. the details of this rather technical 
bill that it is scarcely necessary to go 
any further. However, for the sake of 
the record I should like to state the 
three different basic reserve requirements 
that are now imposed under the Banking 
Act of 1935. They are as follows: 

For time deposits, 3 percent; for non- 
Reserve cities, 7 percent; for the Reserve 
cities, 10 percent; and for the two central 
Reserve cities, that is to say, New York 
and Chicago, 13 percent. 

Under the Federal Reserve Act, the 
Federal Reserve Board is now permitted 
to double these requirements. At the 
present time they have been so doubled, 
so that the reserve requirement in the 
central Reserve cities, New York and Chi- 
cago, instead of being 13 percent is 26 
percent, 

In a time of taxation there will be a 
great demand on New York and Chicago 
on tax-payment dates. It is in the 
banks of these two cities that the coun- 
try and smaller city banks frequently 
keep their excess deposits. 

When the good citizens of the country 
patriotically come forward to pay their 
texes they will have to obtain money. 
That money will probably come from 
their local bank, which in turn will have 
to replenish its cash and will draw on 
its deposits with the central Reserve 
city. Hence, the central Reserve cities 
will begin their cash on hand diminished. 
and that probably will put them in a 
temporarily tight condition which might 
require the sale of Government securi- 
ties, and an unsettlement of the market 
for Government bonds. 

Then it is that the Federal Reserve 
Board may step in and not require a 
26-percent reserve, but permit the banks 
of central Reserve cities to reduce their 
reserve deposits to, let us say, 13 percent, 
which is the basic amount, thereby free- 
ing cash for them to supply their bank- 
ing correspondents in the smaller cities 
and the country towns. This will be 
authorized under this bill. It has not 
heretofore been permitted. The Federal 
Reserve Board had to change all of the 
reserve requirements for all the different 
cities and categories or none of them. 

I think this is a very good bill and very 
much needed to help the Federal Reserve 
Board aid the Treasury in the financing 
of the war which we are fighting today 
and to which end we must bend every 
effort. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Cootzy]. 

Mr. COOL.SY. Mr. Chairman, I shall 
not speak about the pending bill, but 
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I do want to make a few brief observa- 
tions concerning the order which has been 
recently issued by the Price Administra- 
tor, the effect of which is to increase 
the price of gasoline along the eastern 
seaboard two and a half cents a gallon. 

Tf this situation were not tragic it 
would be amusing to see distinguished 
members of the Banking and Currency 
Committee on the floor of the House 
taking to task the gentleman of their 
own creation, Mr. Leon Henderson, and 
accusing him of maladministration of 
the affairs of his office, an office which 
he has occupied for only a brief period 
of time. It occurs to me that instead of 
barking at Mr. Henderson from the floor 
of the House, it might be a good idea for 
the Banking and Currency Committee 
to have a little conference with Mr. Hen- 
derson over in the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee room. 

This increase in the price of gasoline 
along the eastern seaboard is a down- 
right outrage, and it just cannot be justi- 
fied. It is a rank discrimination against 
the people who live in the States along 
the eastern seaboard, and it should not 
be tolerated. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I might say that the 
gentleman and I voted for an amend- 
ment to the price-control bill which, if 
enacted, might have clarified this whole 
situation. We provided, as the gentle- 
man will recall, in the House bill for an 
administrative board of review to which 
these questions might be taken and we 
empowered that board of administration 
review to correc; inequalities or mistakes 
which Mr. Henderson may have made 
with respect to ceilings, and it is to be 
regretted that our position did not pre- 
vail in that respect, as we would have 
a semijudicial body to go to for the 
purpose of raising this question of 
whether it is necessary to raise the price 
of gasoline or not. 

Mr. COOLEY. I quite agree with the 
gentleman’s observations. Mr. Hender- 
son, the Price Administrator, is appar- 
ently inspired by an intemperate zeal and 
acts with too much haste and too little 
thought. He apparently does not con- 
sicer either the magnitude or the far- 
reaching effect of his orders. He does 
not seem to appreciate the ramifications 
of the different problems with which he 
is attempting to deal. He has the power 
of life and death over all of the busi- 
nesses of America, and no tempestuous 
person should be permitted the power 
and authority conferred by the price- 
fixing bill. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Chairmen, I 
yield to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. COOLEY. I thank my friend, the 
distinguished chairman of the committee. 

The burdens of this emergency should 
rest evenly upon the backs of all of the 
People. If there is any one thing in the 
world that the American people despise 
and detest it is unfairness and inequity. 
The principle of fair play is one of the 
fundamental principles upon which our 
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governmental structure was erected. 
The people of America, and particularly 
the people of North Carolina, will not 
tolerate unfair treatment. The situation 
in North Carolina is disturbing for the 
reason that the people of our State feel 
that they are being discriminated against 
in addition to being forced to undergo the 
hardships of gasoline rationing. By the 
mere issuance of an order the Price Ad- 
ministrator has imposed upon them an 
additional burden, the burden of having 
to pay 242 cents a gallon more for gaso- 
line than is being paid in the unrestricted 
areas of the country. The people of 
North Carolina are willing to make any 
contribution that is necessary to the na- 
tional welfare, but they, too, feel that the 
burdens of this war should rest evenly 
upon all of the people of this great coun- 
try, rather than upon those in certain 
selected areas. 

This increase in the price of gasoline 
will cost the people of North Carolina 
$13,000,000, and will cost the revenue of 
our State one-half million dollars, and 
yet there has been no increase in the 
cost of gasoline which comes into our 
State through pipe lines from the oil 
fields of the South. Why should we 
bear all of the burdens of the transpor- 
tation shortage and the rubber shortage 
here in a few States along the eastern 
seaboard? If this gasoline-rationing 
program was engendered and caused not 
by a shortage of transportation facili- 
ties, but rather because of + shortage of 
raw rubber, then the whole thing is a 
fraud upon the people ir the restricted 
areas, for certainly no one would be fool- 
ish enough to suggest that we should 
bear all of this great burden. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, COOLEY. I yield to the gentle- 
man from California. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Does the 
gentleman know there is a bill before the 
Banking and Currency Committee pro- 
viding for a corporation which would 
take up the cost of the additional trans- 
portation, and so forth, and keep the 
price of oil and gasoline at a level? 
Would the gentleman vote for that? 

Mr. COOLEY. Is that the subsidy 
bill? 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Yes. 

Mr, COOLEY. Frankly, I have not 
had an opportunity to study that ques- 
tion and I would not want to comment cn 
that at this time. I do say it is not right 
and it is not fair to make the people on 
the eastern seaboard pay for all the 
losses that have been suffered by all of 
the oil companies of America, and it is 
not fair to permit Mr. Henderson to fix 
these prices arbitrarily and without any 
consideration. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not desire to consume time in the com- 
mittee unnecessarily in a discussion of 
extraneous matters foreign to the bill 
under consideration. The gentleman 
from Michigan {Mr. Wotcorr] has called 
attention to the adoption by the House 
of an amendment offered by him to the 
price-control bill which would have es- 
tablished a board of review or an appeal 
board. At that time I offered an amend- 
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ment to the bill which would have placed 
the administration of the law in a repre- 
sentative board of five members, to be 
appointed by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate. I was not in 
accord with the gentleman from Michi- 
gan in his advocacy of an appeal board. 
It was my thought that citizens should 
be made to feel and that there would be 
at all times a representative of that board 
near enough geographically, and so re- 
lated in his business experience and en- 
vironment, that every citizen would be 
assured there would be someone on the 
board who would represent his view- 
point. 

In my judgment an appeal board would 
not have accomplished the desired result. 
I think it is to be regretted that the ad- 
ministration from the beginning was not 
in the hands of a representative board 
such as would have been provided if the 
amendment I offered had been adopted, 
and I think if it had been adopted it 
would have begotten a much wider con- 
fidence in the administration of the law. 
I am quite sure it would have saved some 
people a great deal of headache. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Yes. 

Mr. COOLEY. In view of the fact that 
the gentleman now has had some experi- 
ence in the administration of this price- 
fixing legislation, does he not think that 
there is something his committee might 
do to provide for a board of review, which 
might prevent arbitrary orders being 
issued by Mr. Henderson? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Our committee alone 
would not be able to do anything. It 
would require the action of the two 
Houses of Congress. Those of us who 
have had legislative experience under- 
stand that we would have to go about 
the matter in a very practical way. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Craw- 
FORD]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
from Michigar. is 
minutes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
believe that the amendments included 
in the three sections in this bill are very 
necessary and appropriate, in view of 
the burden that is to be placed upon the 
commercial banks of this country in con- 
nection with financing the war effort. 
I have seen some rough figures which 
indicate to me, provided we turn out 
this industrial production now sched- 
uled, that within the next 18 to 24 or 
30 months the commercial banks of this 
country may have to purchase some- 
where between $50,000,000,000 and $75,- 
000,600,000 of Government securities 
from the Treasury, directly, in order to 
furnish the Treasury with the funds with 
which to meet these war bills that are 
coming in. With that kind of a program 
being imposed on the commercial banks, 
of course the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System must have great 
flexibility, otherwise we would probably 
run into considerable trouble. There- 
fore, I am in favor of this bill. 

There is one other thought I shall 
mention briefly. It seems that the Price 
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Administrator is putting considerable 
pressure on the country and the Con- 
gress to the effect that Congress should 
enact laws which will subsidize those 
industries selling products upon which 
he places a price ceiling. He proposes 
that a subsidy be paid in order to pre- 
vent those industries from getting caught 
in the squeeze between the increasing cost 
of production and their selling price as 
permitted by the price ceiling. I wish 
the Price Administrator would take the 
time to explain to this country why he 
suggests that an inflationary movement 
such as ‘s involved in subsidizing, where 
the Treasury, in order to pay those funds 
out in the form of subsidies, must go to 
the commercial banks and sell paper, 
running up demand deposits, and thus 
creating an absolutely unconditional, un- 
diluted inflationary movement—I wish 
the Price Administrator would explain 
why he advocates an inflationary move- 
ment in order to prevent inflation. He 
must think that the Congress and the 
people of this country are “just too 
- damned dumb to understand” what he is 
trying to do. Anyone who has studied 
this question must fully realize that if 
Mr. Henderson can get a broad enough 
subsidy law to enable him to pull out of 
the squeeze every industry or unit of 
industry which he puts into the squeeze, 
he will have a slide-rule proposition that 
will make his job administratively prac- 
tical. If there is no subsidy the squeeze 
occurs and this makes his job adminis- 
tratively difficult and this Mr. Hender- 
son does not want to face. He wants the 
subsidy money to alleviate the misery of 
the squeeze I believe more than to pre- 
vent an inflation in price or a burden on 
the taxpayer who must put up the in- 
creased price as such, or in the form of 
the principal sum of the inflated debt 
incurred to obtain the subsidy money or 
the carrying charges thereon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 
All time has expired. The Clerk will read 
the bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. The discus- 
sion around this bill seems to center on 
gasoline, sugar, and various other sub- 
jects. I tried to get one or two moments 
of time, and I trust the Committee will 
bear with me Icng enough to permit me 
to read a very short editorial on sugar. 
It is entitled “This Is Hard To Take,” and 
is written by Mr. Hugh Powell in the Cof- 
feyville Journal, of Coffeyville, Kans.: 

THIS IS HARD TO TAKE 

News from Houston, Tex., says the mam- 
moth plant of the Imperial Sugar Co. at 
Sugarland, a suburb, is closed for 3 weeks for 
lack of storage space. With 15,000 tons (not 
pounds) of sugar, its warehouses can’t hold 
another sack and the wheels must cease 
running. Some hundreds of men will be job- 
less during the interim. That is trivial com- 
- pared to the larger consideration, viz: That 
130,000,000 Americans must continue on sugar 
rations despite bursting sugar warehouses. 

The news from Houston wasn't needed to 
convince Congress and country sugar ration- 
ing isn’t necessary and isn’t related to win- 
ning the war. Alli the information in recent 
months from the States where sugar is pro- 
duced is of like tenor and effect to the story 
from Sugarland, Tex. Everywhere it’s burst- 
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ing warehouses and milis closing. Less than 
2 wee":s ago a huge refinery in a Rocky Moun- 
tain State shut down for want of storage 
space. Cuba and Puerto Rico refineries have 
the same trouble—too much sugar, too little 
demand. 

There is a sugar surplus everywhere in the 
land except on American tables. Half a 
pound per person per week still is doled out 
to the people because, well—because one of 
Washington’s many bureaus has decreed that 
is all the people may have. 

If Congress stands for that much longer, its 
Members will have an increasingly difficult 
time persuading the people they deserve less 
than all the misnamed smearing that has 
come their way. (Hugh Powell, in the Coffey- 
ville Journal.) 


Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared to 
discuss with accuracy the amount of 
sugar we have on hand in the United 
States and the amount available for use 
by our citizens. However, I do wish to 
state that our people are greatly con- 
cerned about the sugar-rationing order in 
view of the information I have just read 
to the House. Our people accepted the 
rationing order in the best of spirit and 
have cooperated a hundred percent. 
However, they feel that the sugar sur- 
plus is now so great that rationing is un- 
necessary and unjustified. There does 
not seem to be a scarcity of sugar in this 
country—only a lack of realistic ra- 
tioning. 

I recently received a copy of the Cana- 
dian sugar-ration order issued by the 
Canadian Wartime Prices and Trade 
Board under date of May 26. This order 
permits the purchase of 1 pound of sugar 
for either canning or preserving fruits 
and berries to each 2 pounds of raw 
products. In addition to this it allows 
three-fourths of a pound of sugar for 
each pound of fruit juice to be converted 
into home-made jellies. The housewife 
in this country is restricted to 1 pound 
of sugar for each 4 quarts of finished 
product, and this is for canning only. 
Our housewives are allowed 1 pound of 
sugar per person per year for preserves, 
jams, jellies, and fruit butter. This is 
most discouraging to the housewives of 
our Nation who are endeavoring to can 
much-needed fruits and preserves. In 
my opinion, sugar rationing should be 
changed immediately in order to allow 
sugar needed for canning purposes. In 
Canada a housewife can purchase 25 
pounds of sugar with which to can or 
preserve a 50-pound bushel of peaches, 
while the American wife can have only 
1 pound of sugar during the entire year 
for each member of her household for 
that purpose. The canning season is now 
in progress and millions of dollars worth 
of fruits and berries are being left in the 
fields to rot because of lack of sugar for 
canning purposes. i 

I realize the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration has gone to a lot of work and 
much expense in setting up the sugar- 
rationing program, but even that is no 
justification for its continuation unless 
rationing is absolutely necessary. The 
rationing order should be repealed imme- 
diately or the sugar quota increased so 
that perishable fruits cah be processed 
and canned. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CARLSON. Yes. 
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Mr. COOLEY. Does not the gentle- 
man agree that Congress should do 
something about it and not sit idly by 
and permit this situation to continue? 

Mr. CARLSON. I may say to the gen- 
tleman that as one Member of the House 
I opposed the enactment of the price- 
control legislation for this very reason. 

Mr. COOLEY. And so did I, and for 
many other reasons, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Kansas has expired. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr, Chairman, I just want to relate a 
little story of a personal experience which 
came to my attention while back home 
for a few days. I was invited to a neigh- 
bor’s home one evening. This friend 
asked me, “Come out in the kitchen, 
Carl, I want to show you something.” 
There on the table were several big pans 
and pails fuli of fine strawberries just 
picked that day in the garden. I men- 
tioned that for the first time in years we 
have wonderful strawberries in Minne- 
sota. She said, “Well, it happens, how- 
ever, that just because we did not can 
strawberries last year, not having many 
berries, and consequently not having a 
quota for canning strawberries, I cannot 
secure a sugar permit to put this good 
fruit into glass jars.” 

Members of the House, here is another 
good example of the woeful lack of 
realism and lack of knowledge of our 
everyday farm problems that Washing- 
ton bureaucrats possess. My disgust with 
the theory that our farm wives cannot 
can good strawberries just because they 
did not can them last year, is expressed 
by simply one word, and that is “bunk.” 

Every bit of food that can possibly be 
saved at this time must be saved. We 
are at war and the boys on the front lines 
will need and should have an ample sup- 
ply of the best food in the world. 

Let us take a few thousand tons of this 
sugar that is glutting the warehouses 
in Texas to an extent that refiners must 
close down, even though they have raw 
sugar on hand in ample quantities—I 
repeat—give some of this sugar to our 
farm women and tell them it is their 
patriotic duty to preserve all the good 
food possible—we know not what lies 
ahead of us in this war. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last two words, 

Mr. Chairman, I live in the country. I 
too have strawberries on my place. I 
have crab apples. I have currants. I 
have gooseberries. I have all those things 
and I happen to be a woman who is ac- 
customed to canning her fruits and vege- 
tables. We have just been listening to 
some interesting facts that seem to indi- 
cate that sugar refineries are having to 
shut down because of lack of markets and 
insufficient storage space. The confusion 
of mind among the homemaking women 
of the country can but be increased as 
these facts become known. Already they 
have found the differences of interpre- 
tation by the many rationing boards most 
disconcerting. 

Women are seeing the price of living 
going steadily up. They are troubled over 
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the prospect of winter foodstuffs. Coun- 
try women, accustomed for generations 
to putting up their fruit and vegetables 
for winter consumption cannot see this 
fruit rotting on the ground for lack of 
necessary sugar without fear and without 
a deep anger. We must feed our families 
and we have been accustomed to utilizing 
the produce of our land for that purpose. 
Must we let it rot as we look forward to 
a winter that will bring increasing costs 
and decreasing foodstuffs? Where is 
there justification for overloaded sugar 
warehouses and rotting fruits for lack of 
that sugar? 

Let me recall, as some of you can join 
me in doing, to the last war. You will 
remember that the first restriction was 
on sugar. Iwonder if you remember that 
there were cars of sugar on sidings that 
were marked “cement.” Must that kind 
of mismanagement be repeated? This 
afternoon we have heard of the storage 
spaces being over full. Are these going to 
be marked “cement” also, or will oppor- 
tunity be given to the women of the coun- 
try in their homes and to the canning fac- 
tories as well to make possible for our 
people an adequate amount of fruit in 
their diet as this year progresses, and 
things grow increasingly worse? 

I think most of you will join me in feel- 
ing that before this year is over, and cer- 
tainly before spring, this country is going 
to know trouble and suffering and re- 
strictions that are real and not imagi- 
nary, as is insistence upon the present 
sugar restriction. We are going to feel 
a real pinch as the year progresses. Must 
we wait until our people actually suffer 
hunger before we are willing to prevent 
waste and destruction of foodstuffs? Or 
may one dare hope that from such small 
lessons as this present badly handled and 
apparently unnecessary sugar rationing 
the majority of this House will take a real 
leadership and bring us effective legisla- 
tion that will give back to the Congress 
some at least of the powers that we, per- 
haps a little too carelessly, gave away. 

Mr, KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. BOLTON. I yield. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I take it the gentle- 
woman from Ohic is anticipating the 
election of a Republican House? 

Mrs. BOLTON. No, sir; I was not 
thinking of a Republican House, al- 
though that is indeed a very happy 
thought. But I was thinking that per- 
haps some of the Members of the major- 
ity will desire to bring into their deliber- 
ations in their present position of leader- 
ship a little more wisdom and vision more 
in keeping with America’s dream of free- 
dom. You know how much I respect you 
of the majority and how fond of you all I 
am, but I sincerely hope you will use your 
power to bring us into a new harmony 
with the Constitution and the Bill of 
Rights into greater strength and unity. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentiewo- 
man yield further? 

Mrs. BOLTON. I yield. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Now that the post- 
masters are under civil service, I think 
there is ground for hope. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. BOLTON. I yield. 
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Mr. GREEN. I was greatly interested 
in all of the lady’s speech, but particu- 
larly the portion relative to sugar, pres- 
ent andfuture. That brings to my mind 
the position which the House has taken 
for the last 3 or 4 years in limiting the 
production of sugar in continental 
United States. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Iam glad the gentle- 
man brings that up. 

Mr. GREEN. Ido hope this House will 
join with those of us who believe that we 
should have now and in the future, per- 
manently, unlimited sugar production in 
continental United States and enable us 
to pass a bill which is now pending, two 
of them introduced by the delegation 
from Florida, to nullify and repeal these 
agricultural laws which prohibit the pro- 
duction of sugar. You cannot safely 
embark upon a cane-sugar-production 
program, from a financial standpoint. 

Mrs. BOLTON. I appreciate the gen- 
tleman’s remarks very much. I have 
lived much in Florida so am aware of 
the cane-sugar possibilities there. But 
I have a great deal of interest also in the 
Ohio beet sugar which has been so cur- 
tailed. I should be most happy if the 
Congress, at the honorable gentleman’s 
suggestion, would take some action to 
give the beet-sugar growers of Ohio fresh 
hope. Especially would I rejoice if the 
great majority of this House would reas- 
sume its responsibility and instigate leg- 
islation to take back some, at least, of the 
power it has delegated, bit by bit, to other 
branches of Government, and so permit 
the Congress once again to become a 
real factor in the future of America. 

Mr. GREEN. That is a fine and very 
broad view of the matter. The case for 
the beet-sugar grower and the cane- 
sugar grower is one and the same. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to pursue this 
sugar question just a little further. I 
shall not name the number of pounds 
of sugar it takes to make one load of 
ammunition for a 16-inch shell, for you 
gentlemen, Members of the House, al- 
ready know what a large quantity it 
takes and you know that the sugar short- 
age in this country will grow more and 
more acute; so it is timely that the House, 
as the distinguished gentlewoman from 
Ohio has just stated, exert its preroga- 
tives as the legislature of the American 
people and take these things in hand, 
things that we know are for the interest 
of our people and the war effort, and act 
independently and above any dictation or 
attempted dictation which may be 
handed down or attempted to be handed 
down by men in temporary and tran- 
sitory authority who know less about 
the subject in question than do the con- 
stituted representatives of the American 
people. On the sugar question, the Con- 
gress, and the House in particular, has 
permitted itself to be led around and be 
dictated to by those who know far less 
about the American necessity for sugar 
and the American’s right to production 
than you and I know. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN. In just a moment. 
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It is the duty of Congress, your duty 
and mine, to pass a bill that will let these 
cane-sugar growers—and if the beet men 
want likewise that privilege they may 
have it—to produce permanently un- 
limited amounts of sugar. Do you real- 
ize that if you turn loose the sugar pro- 
duction men, cane and beet producers in 
this country, in continental United States 
including Hawaii, that they cannot pro- 
duce then more than 60 percent—55 per- 
cent—of America’s actual needs for sugar 
during peacetime? 

Mr. Chairman, it is a very short- 
sighted policy that some should value 
higher the investment which may have 
been made probably by American capital- 
ists in Cuba and other foreign lands—to 
value that higher than the right of Amer- 
ican citizens to produce in America those 
things that the American in America 
eats—sugar. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN. In just a moment. 

If you will join in the passage of this 
bill—which I have introduced—to repeal 
permanently these restrictions I can 
speak at least for one area of one State, 
the Everglades area of Florida, you will 
have an enlargement of production there 
which will not interfere with the beet- 
sugar market or power to sell—as much 
maybe as 20 percent of the ultimate sugar 
consumption of the country. Would not 
that be wise? Unlimited sugarcane pro- 
duction in continental United States is 
justified and is in the interest of the war 
effort. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr, BROOKS, Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last three words, and ask 
unanimous consent to speak out of order 
for 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Louisiana is recognized for 15 min- 
utes to speak out of order. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, during 
the past several months, as you know, 
there has been a great deal of criticism 
of Congress. This criticism has come 
from numerous sources and in numerous 
ways at different times. Because of this, 
for the last few weeks I have accumu- 
lated a list of the bills which have be- 
come law which have passed through 
one of the committees in Congress, the 
Military Affairs Committee. I thought 
that by preparing a list of these bills 
which have become law or which have 
received your consideration and your 
approval in the Seventy-sixth and 
Seventy-seventh Congresses, putting 
them together in one group, you your- 
selves might easily see what this Con- 
gress and the preceding Congress has 
done in the way of national defense and 
in the way of preparing ourselves for the 
war which was thrust upon us at Pearl 
Harbor. In the time at my disposal to- 
day, I wish to present some of these 
things to you and comment on them 
briefly. Following this, I shall place in 
the Recor the total compilation of these 
acts which have provided for th: expan- 
sion of the Army during and im- 
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On January 12, 1939, the President of 
the United States sent a message to Con- 
gress making certain very definite recom- 
mendations for the defense of the Na- 
tion. One of the recommendations was 
for the purchase of airplanes and free 
and captive balloons and for the train- 
ing of pilots, technicians, and mechanics 
for the building up of our Air Corps. 
Many of these recommendations were 
embodied in the authorizations of Public 
Act No. 18 of the Seventy-sixth Congress 
which was passed by the House and Sen- 
ate and signed by the President on April 
3, 1939. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time, during the 
very first part of the year 1939, in what 
conditions do we find our Army and our 
air service? It is especially interesting 
to know at that time our Army consisted 
of 168,000 officers and men with a Na- 
tional Guard of some 240,000 men, none 
of whom was in Federal service and 
few of whom had had any battle service. 
Our Air Corps at this time consisted of 
some 1,800 airplanes, only 1,100 of which 
could fly at all and nore of which was 
suitable for combat purposes. We had 
no tanks and very little motorized equip- 
ment that was in a good state of re- 
pair. In fact, our annual budget for mo- 
torized equipment amounted to $1,000,000 
per year and this was barely enougn to 
give it the repairs essential to keep it 
rolling. No mechanized divisions were 
in existence and our infantry was with- 
out antiaircraft equipment and anti- 
tank equipment of any kind. 

From this meager beginning in Janu- 
ary 1939, the Army has been developed 
and expanded until we have the powerful 
mechanized air-minded machine of the 
present Army. I will not undertake to 
detail the minute and detailed steps 
taken in the development of this mod- 
ern American Army. I do intend to re- 
fer to a few of the laws, all of which 
were reported by the Military Affairs 
Committee of the House, to indicate the 
diligent action of your Congress at a time 
when the world was at peace in han- 
dling the matter of the defenses of the 
Nation. Contrast this, if you will, with 
the action of the Congress in 1914 
through 1916, a time when the world was 
in flames in the first World War, when 
it failed to take any steps to prepare the 
Nation. 

Immediately following the recommen- 
dations of the President on January 12, 
1939, your Committee on Military Af- 
fairs began hearings on the matter of 
the expansion of our Air Corps. As a 
result of this, the Air Corps at this early 
date, was given some $300,000,000 for ex- 
pansion purposes, and the Secretary of 
War was authorized to build 6,000 mod- 
ern planes, provicing at the same time 
necessary expansion and training of 
skilled and trained personnel. 

Following extensive hearings in the 
House Military Affairs Committee, on 
June 7, 1939, the authorization to pur- 
chase $100,000,000 worth of strategic ma- 
terials, such as rubber, tin, hemp, quinine, 
manganese, and tungsten became law, 
and this act laid the groundwork for the 
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accumulation of stock piles of these ma- 
terials and placed the Nation on notice 


` of this urgent necessity. This bill was 


followed later by an amendment to per- 
mit the rotation of stock-pile material, 
such as rubber, which deteriorated 
through age and should be exchanged 
for new material. 

As a corollary of this came the bill to 
permit the War Department to exchange 
old and obsolete machine tools in the 
ordnance works for new and modern ma- 
chines, so as to begin the manufacture 
of all kinds of ordnance. This became 
the law on Mar 11, 1939. 

As though fully appreciating the ne- 
cessity of the gigantic program to follow 
at a later date, during the month of July 
we put through the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee a bill to authorize the suspension 
of the rigid limitations on lews regard- 
ing procurement of airplanes and to per- 
mit them to be obtained as quickly as 
possible. At the same time, our commit- 
tee sponsored the law which permitted 
the Secretary of War to purchase equip- 
ment and supplies Jcr experimental pur- 
poses, indicating our desire that our 
plants be placed in readiness for our fu- 
ture program. As a further indication 
of expansion to come, the Congress cre- 
ated an Under:Secretary of War and an 
additional Assistant Secretary of War. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for a question?- 

Mr. BROOKS. I yield. 


Mr. MOTT. Can the gentleman tell 


us what disposition was made of the crit- 
ical material stock piles, legislation for 
which was passed? 

Mr. BROOKS. Yes; it passed and be- 
came the law of the land. I think the 
first appropriation under that authoriza- 
tion was $25,000,000. The House passed 
it, the Congress passed it, and the Presi- 
dent signed it. Subsequently additional 
appropriations were made continuously 
until the matter of building up the con- 
tinued piles of materials was taken over 
by the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion. 

Mr. MOTT. I am aware of all that; 
but my question is, What was done? 
Was the stock pile of rubber and tin 
purchased? 

Mr. BROOKS. I would like to proceed 
to the end of my statement, and I will 
then be glad to go back and answer in 
greater detail the gentleman’s questions. 
Briefly, however, I am informed that this 
amount of money and tremendous addi- 
tional sums were spent for this purpose. 
The act to which I refer is dated June 7, 
1939, 3144 years before this country was 
terrorized by the cowardly attack by the 
Japs at Pearl Harbor; and I mention it 
largely to show the foresight of the Sev- 
enty-sixth Congress in seeing the situa- 
tion 3 years before the present critical 
emergency descended upon the Nation. 

Mr. MOTT. I hope the gentleman will 
have time. I think everybody admits in 
this regard that the Congress has done its 
duty, but the administration of some of 
these defense laws that we passed is 
probably open to some criticism. 

Mr. BROOKS. I would like to go ahead 
with my statement, and I will yield at a 
later time. 
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Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Will 
the gentleman yield? I merely wish to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. BROOKS. I would like to con- 
tinue with my statement and I will be 
happy to yield later. 

At this early date, and before the be- 
ginning of the war in Europe, your Con- 
gress at the recommendation of the 
Military Affairs Committee of the House 
drafted and aided in the passage of legis- 
lation for the purpose of speeding the 
work on the Pan-American Highway to 
the Canal Zone, which highway is of out- 
standing importance to the Nation from 
a defense standpoint, and to this end 
Congress authorized the sum of $1,559,- 
000 to be spent. Within 30 days of this 
date, we also passed a bill fo suspend the 
rigid rules for advertising and bidding 
of contracts for certain public works lo- 
cated in Panama and in Alaska so that 
they might be rushed to completion. 
Those who complain as against the lack 
of provision for the safety of Alaska 
might now recall with some enthusiasm 
the fact that during the month before 
the outbreak of war in Europe, fhe Con- 
gress had its mind set for the defense 
of this valuable territory to the United 
States. 

Of course, as was expected the out- 
break of war in other parts of the world 
caused a quickening of the pulse of the 
people of the United Siates in regard to 
national defense. In rapid succession, 
we passed a bill to expedite the purchase 
of aircraft for the Army, to provide for 
enlistment of men up to 45 years in the 
technical units of the Enlisted Reserve 
Corps and we created the grade of war- 
rant officer, this all happening during the 
month of March 1940. By a simple little 
act on May 14, 1940, we revived the Army 
of the United States, in contrast to the 
United States Army, and provided that 
all enlistments during the “time of war 
or other emergency declared by Con- 
gress” should be in the Army of the 
United States. On May 14, the Medical 
Department of the Army was enlarged 
and during the month of May 1940 the 
Congress provided for additional pur- 
chases of land for a number of camps 
throughout the United States, provid- 
ing for this purpose the sum of $3,- 
500,000. An additional authorization for 
this same purpose followed during the 
month of June carrying with it the sum 
of $15,000,000. 

During the months of July and August 
1940, the German Army made its fateful 
drive into France and the great French 
Republic, an ally of the United States 
curing the past war, capitulated and 
submitted to the conqueror. This event 
made a profound impression upon the 
people of the United States; and we find 
on August 27, 1 year and 4 months before 
Pearl Harbor, a joint resolution, calling 
into active Federal service the National 
Guard of the 48 States, passing through 
Congress. In less than 30 days there- 
after, after momentous hearings in the 
Military Affairs Committee, the first 
peacetime draft bill ever passed in our 
country went through Congress, being at- 
tended with fiery debates. 

Pushing its program under the author- 
ity of these two monumental pieces of 
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legislation, the War Department began 
the selection of sites and the building of 
camps and cantonments. The National 
Guard comprising about 240,000 men 
were all inducted into service and camps 
provided for them. The Regular Army 
Was expar.ded to 250,000 men and with 
the passage of the draft bill the lid was 
taken off of further Army expansion. By 
the end of 1940, 1 year before the treach- 
erous Jap attack at Pearl Harbor, the War 
Department was well on its way to ex- 
pansion of an Army of 1,000,000 to 1,400,- 
000 men—and this a year and 3 months 
before Pearl Harbor. 

It was acting under the benign effect 
of this vitally needed legislation that the 
great war production program was 
started. All of the camps now so badly 
needed to house our troops were built, 
and they are the very best that have ever 
been built by this Nation for any of its 
armies during all of its history of the 
past. It was operating under the au- 
thority of this legislation or other acts 
too numerous to narrate that long before 
the waves of the world’s greatest war 
touched our shores, our factories and our 
founcries and our machine shops were 
vitalized and began to pulsate with the 
production of thousands of airplanes, 
tanks, guns, and ammunition. Without 
these things our fight for the preservation 
of our Nation would now be hopeless, 
Without tr2 foresight of this and the 
Seventy-sixth Congress, guided by a far- 
sighted administration foreign policy, 
this Nation would be dependent, as she 
was in the last war, upon her Allies for 
all kinds of equipment and munitions 
with which to train and provide for its 
armies. And all of this happened before 
Pearl Harbor. 

I will not attempt to enumerate here 
all of the numerous acts of this Con- 
gress of a military nature, which your 
Committee on Military Affairs guided and 
recommended to be passed. These are 
too numerous. I want to mention some 
of them which are of outstanding im- 
portance such as the Military Code of the 
Territory of Alaska, which became a law 
on December 31, 1941. 

Three acts dealing with the training of 
aviators should be mentioned, however. 
They were passed in June 1941, and dealt 
with the training of soldiers in the Army 
and civilians about to enter the Army as 
aviators. They dealt with the increased 
pay and benefits to be given parachute 
troops. 

On August 18, 1941, the selectees had 
served about 11 months and some of them 
were just about to complete their 1 year’s 
service and training. The decision then 
had to be made as to whether or not they 
should be released from service and a 
new group of selectees should be in- 
ducted. To do this would have meant to 
start all over again to train an entirely 
new Army. At this critical point, the 
Military Affairs Committee brought be- 
fore Congress a bill to extend their pe- 
riod of service; and after a bitter fight, 
it passed the House of Representatives by 
a vote of 203 to 202. The bill, which was 
-a most important measure, then passed 
the Senate and became law. Within 4 
months thereafter, this Nation was 
plunged into war by the attack of the 
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Japs at Pearl Harbor; and fortunately 
for our land and our people, at this time 
when the Jap bomb and the Jap plane 
sought to destroy our naval might, our 
well-organized Army of almost 2,000,000 
men stood guard over our land. 

The bill which became law on Septem- 
ber 22, 1941, to permit the making of 
temporary appointments in the Army, 
was significant. Another bill which has 
hardly been mentioned, but which was 
very important, was the act of October 
16, 1941, to permit the President to requi- 
sition property for military uses. Still 
another act was the law of December 1, 
1941, which placed all Army construc- 
tion under the United States Army Engi- 
neers, 

It was not until after the Pearl Harbor 
treachery by the ‘aps that the restric- 
tions on the service of selectees was re- 
moved by Congress. This was done De- 
cember 13, 1941, within 6 days after the 
Japs declared war against our Nation and 
our people. The bill providing for the 
registration of the full manpower of the 
Nation became the law on December 20, 
1941, within 2 weeks after war had been 
forced upon us, thereby giving the lie to 
those who have claimed that your Con- 
gress could not act quickly and effectively 
in an emergency. 

I do not think I should close this dis- 
course on the legislation which passed 
through the Military Affairs Committee 
of ihe House without mentioning three 
monumental pieces of legislation which 
have just recently become law. I refer 
to the new Army and Navy pay bill, the 
allotment bill, and the soldiers’ and sail- 
ors’ civil-rights statute. All of these bills 
have formed the subject matter of a great 
deal of discussion in the press and over 
the radio; and I will not attempt to dis- 
cuss them in detail here. The pay bill, 
however, placed the enlisted men in both 
the Army and the Navy on the pay basis 
of approaching present economic cir- 
cumstances and cor‘litions. It certainly 
placed the American Army in the fore- 
front of the best-paid armies of the 
world. 

The allotment ‘ill gives to those de- 
pendents who remain at home sufficient 
funds to carry on without too much hard- 
ship and in a cheerful manner until the 
boys come home. In time of war, those 
who give themselves to the defense of the 
Nation should not be worried because of 
the economic hardships of their depend- 
encies who remain and who try to carry 
the burdens additionally placed upon 
them by the war, and by means of this 
act a grateful Government has sought to 
do its part. 

And this brings us to the act to 
which I have referred, the soldiers’ and 
sailors’ civil-rights statute. This act is 
based upon the principle that no one 
should take advantage of the soldier who 
serves his Nation. All lawsuits, repos- 
sessions, foreclosures, and litigious rights 
should be suspended during the course of 
the war as to the service men. They 
should be permitted to serve with their 
mind and heart in their effort unmoOlest- 
ed and untroubled by the civil suits and 
court processes which may arise during 
their absence and over which, because of 
their service they have very little control. 
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The united demand of a great people will 
see that our men on the firing line have 
proper treatment from those back home. 

My friends, I have made no effort here 
to tell you of the expansion of the Navy 
or to refer to naval legislation. This 
was not the particular work of the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee of the House, and 
I have left this matter to other hands. 
I likewise have said nothing in reference 
to the investigations, which this commit- 
tee has continued for many months, in- 
quiring into the progress of the war pro- 
gram and seeking to prevent waste and 
corruption. This matter forms the sub- 
ject of an extensive report of the com- 
mittee now being printed; but I am pre- 
pared to say that these investigations 
have saved the Nation in excess of a 
billion dollars in Government funds by 
the recovery of excess profits and the 
prevention of waste and extravagance. 

The war which this Nation is in may 
be a long war. It may run to 1944 or 
1945—or perhaps longer. As time goes 
on, our sacrifices must increase and our 
burdens as a nation must become heay- 
ier. Victory shall and must be won; and 
the price we pay—tragic as it may be—is 
the means of preserving our Government, 
our institutions, our liberties, and our 
civilization—all the things which we 
have preserved and cherished through 
the ages of the past. It is most proper, 
therefore, that I take this time to present 
the record of a great committee of Con- 
gress to you for your study and that we 
take just pride in the full knowledge of 
the farsighted and energetic efforts of 
the Seventy-sixth and Seventy-seventh 
Congresses. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a list of the bills _ 
which received the attention of the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee of the House, and 
I ask that they be printed in the order 
given: 

NATIONAL DEFENSE LEGISLATION From CoM- 
MITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS 
SEVENTY-SIXTH CONGRESS 

Public Law 70: To authorize the Secretary 
of War to exchange obsolete, unsuitable, and 
unserviceable machines and tools pertaining 
to the manufacture or repair of ordnance 
material for new machines and tools. 

Public Law 18: To provide more effectively 
for the national defense by carrying out the 
recommendations of the President in his 
message of January 12, 1939, to the Congress. 

Public Law 117: Acquisition of stock piles 
of strategic and critical materials essential to 
the needs of industry, etc. 

Public Law 213: To amend section 5 of the 
act of April 3, 1939 (Public, No. 18, 76th 
Cong.). 

Public Law 289: To waive the age limit for 
appointment as second lieutenant, Regular 
Army, of certain persons now on active duty 
with the Air Corps. - 

Public Law 426: To facilitate the procure- 
ment of aircraft for the national defense. 3 

Public Law 461: To authorize the Secretary 
of War to furnish certain markers for certain 

ves. 

Public Law 864: To amend the act to pro- 
vide for the retirement of disabled nurses of 
the Army and the Navy. 

Public Law 767: To amend the act entitled 
“An act for the protection of certain enlisted 
men of the Army,” approved August 19, 1937, 
and for other pùrposes. 

Public Law 624: To authorize the Secretary 
of War to grant permission for pipe lines. 

Public Law 612: To proyide for the promo- 
tion of promotion-list officers of the Army. 
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‘after specified years of service in grade, and 
for other purposes. 

Public Law 703: To expedite the strength- 
ening of the national defense, and provide 
construction, storage, etc. 

Public Law 795: To further amend section 
13a of the National Defense Act so as to au- 
thorize officers detailed for training and 
duty as aircraft observers to be so rated, 
and for other purposes. 

Public Law 691: To authorize appropria- 
tions for construction at military posts, and 
for other purposes. 

Public Law 692: To authorize the acquisi- 
‘tion of additional land for military purposes. 

Public Law 783: To protect the integrity 
and institutions of the United States through 
a system of selective compulsory military 
training and service. 

Public Law 861: To promote and strength- 
en the national defense by suspending en- 
forcement of certain civil liabilities of persons 
serving in the military and naval establish- 
ments, including the Coast Guard. 

Public Law 829: To authorize the Presi- 
dent to requisition certain articles and ma- 
terials for the use of the United States, 
and for other purposes, 

Public Law 858: To increase the author- 
ized numbers of warrant officers and enlisted 
men in the Army Mine Planter Service, -and 
for other purposes. 

Public Law 874: To amend section 61 of 
the National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, by 
adding a proviso which will permit States to 

„organize military units not a part of the 
National Guard, and for other purposes. 

Public Law 872: To provide for an exten- 
sion of the conditions under which a money 
allowence for quarters may be paid to cer- 
tain noncommissioned officers of the Army 
of the United States. 

Public Law 891: Authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint an Under Secretary of War 
during national emergencies, fixing the com- 
pensation of the Under Secretary of War, and 
authorizing the Secretary of War to prescribe 
duties. 

Public Law 168: To authorize procurement, 
without advertising, of certain aircraft parts 
and instrument or aeronautical accessories, 
and for other purposes. 

Public Law 178: To authorize the purchase 
of equipment and supplies for experimental 
and test purposes. 

Public Law 179: To extend the benefits of 
the United States Employees’ Compensation 
Act to members of the Officers’ Reserve 
Corps and of the Enlisted Reserve Corps of 
the Army who are physically injured in line 
of duty while performing active duty or en- 
gaged in authorized training, and for other 
purposes. 

Public Law 182: To amend section 4a of the 
act entitled “An act for making further and 
more effectual provision for the national de- 
fense and for other purposes.” 

Public Law 200: To authorize an appropria- 
tion to meet such expenses as the President, 
in his discretion, may deem necessary to en- 
able the United States to cooperate with the 
Republic of Panama in completing the con- 
struction of a national highway between 
Chorrera and Rio Hato, Republic of Panama, 
for defense purposes. 

Public Law 172: To provide for a Deputy 
Chief of Staff, and for other purposes. 

Public Law 184: To amend section 1223 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Public Law 309: To facilitate certain con- 
struction work for the Army, and for other 
purposes. 

Public Law 437: To amend section 9a, Na- 
tional Defense Act, as amended, so as to pro- 
vide specific authority for the employment of 
warrant officers of the Regular Army as agents 
of officers of the Regular Army as agents of 
officers of the finance department for the 
disbursement of public funds. 
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Public Law 438: To amend section 55, Na- 
tional Defense Act, as amended, to provide 
for enlistment of men up to 45 years of age 
in technical units of the Enlisted Reserve 
Corps. 
Public Law 511: To provide allowances for 
uniforms and equipment for certain officers 
of the Officers’ Reserve Corps of the Army. 

Public Law 513: To amend the National De- 
fense Act of June 3, 1916, as amended, to 
provide for enlistment in the Army of the 
United States in time of war, or other emer- 
gency declared by Congress, and for other 


purposes. 

Public Law 852: Relating to changes in the 
administration of the National Guard of the 
United States bearing on Federal recognition, 
pay, allotment of funds, drill, training, etc. 

Public Law 514: To amend section 10, Na- 
tional Defense Act, as amended, with relation 
to the maximum authorized enlisted strength 
of the Medical Department of the Regular 


Army. 

Public Law 884: To authorize the discon- 
tinuance of professional examinations for 
promotion in the Regular Army of officers of 
the Medical, Dental, and Veterinary Corps 
during time of war or emergency declared by 
Congress. 

Public Law 858: To increase the authorized 
numbers of warrant officers and enlisted men 
in the Army Mine Planter Service, and for 
other purposes. 

Public Law 891: Authorizing the President 
to appoint an Under Secretary of War dur- 
ing national emergencies, fixing the compen- 
sation of the Under Secretary of War, and 
authorizing the Secretary of War to prescribe 
duties. 

Public Resolution 96: To strengthen the 
common defense and to authorize the Presi- 
dent to order members and units of reserve 
components and retired personnel of the 
Regular Army into active military service. 
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Public Law 140: To provide for the dis- 
charge or retirement of enlisted men of the 
Army and of the Philippine Scouts 

in certain cases. 

Public Law 67: To further amend the 
thirteenth paragraph of section 127-a of the 
National Defense Act, as amended by the act 
of June 8, 1926, so as to decrease the restric- 
tion on the number of enlisted men of the 
Regular Army who may be detailed as stu- 
dents at educational institutions and other 
places. 

Public Law 132: To amend section 17 of 
the Joint Service Pay Act approved June 10, 
1922, as amended. 

Public Law 163: To prohibit prostitution 
within such reasonable distance of military 
and/or naval establishments as the Secre- 
taries of War and/or Navy shall determine to 
be needful to the efficiency, heaith, and wel- 
fare of the Army and/or Navy. 

Public Law 98: To provide increased pay 
for certain military personnel while engaged 
on parachute duty. 

Public Law 152: To amend section 2 of the 
act of April 3, 1989 (53 Stat. 556), so as to 
make its provisions applicable to personnel of 
all components of the Army of the United 
States. 

Public Law 99: To authorize the training of 
enlisted men of the Army as aviation stu- 
dents. 

Public Law 580: Providing for sundry mat- 
ters affecting the Military Establishment. 

Public Law 100: Authorizing overtime rates 
of compensation for certain per annum em- 
ployees of the field services of the War De- 
partment, the Panama Canal, the Navy De- 
partment, and the Coast Guard, and provid- 
ing additional pay for employees who forego 
their vacations. 

Public Law 238: Authorizing the designa- 
tion of Army mail clerks and assistant Army 
mail clerks. 
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Public Law 230: To strengthen the national 
defense by creating the grade of chief warrant 
officer in the Army, and for other purposes. 

Public Law 256: To amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Secretary of War to 
proceed with the construction of certain pub- 
lic works in connection with the War Depart- 
ment in the District of Columbia, approved 
June 15, 1938.” 

Public Law 314: To constitute an Army 
Chaplains’ Corps with a major general as 
chief. 

Public Law 437: To provide pay for officers 
in accordance with the rank and grade in 
which they were inducted and served in the 
land forces. 

Public Law 319: To provide for payments 
in advance to enlisted men of monetary 
allowance in lieu of quarters and subsistence 
under certain conditions. 

Public Law 326: To make provision for the 
construction activities of the Army. 

Public Law 320: To extend, under certain 
conditions, the time for examination of 
monthly accounts covering expenditures by 
disbursing officers of the Army after the date 
of actual receipt by bureaus and offices of the 
War Department and before transmitting the 
same to the General Accounting Office. 

Public Law 415: To provide protection of 
persons and property from bombing attacks 
in the United States, its Territories and pos- 
sessions, to authorize the procurement of 
materials and supplies, and for other 
purposes. 

Public Law 392: To establish a military 
code for the Territory of Alaska. 

Public Law 338: Removing restrictions on 
the use and terms of service of units and 
members of the land and naval forces of the 
United States, including selective trainees of 
the United States. 

Public Law 360: To amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940, to aid in 
insuring the defeat of all the enemies of 
the United States through the extension of 
liability for military service and the registra- 
tion of the manpower of the Nation, and 
for other purposes. 

Public Law 554: To establish a Women's 
Army Auxiliary Corps for service with the 
Army of the United States. 

Public Law 435: To authorize the attend- 
ance of personnel of the Army of the United 
States as students at educational institu- 
tions and other places. 

Public Law 511: To limit the initial base 
pay of $21 per month for enlisted men in the 
Army and Marine Corps ‘to those of the , 
seventh grade. 

Public Law 503: To provide a penalty for 
violation of restrictions or orders with re- 
spect to persons entering, remaining in, or 
leaving military areas or zones. 

Public Law 562: To authorize an increase 
of the number of cadets at the United States 
Military Academy and to provide for main- 
taining the Corps of Cadets at authorized 
strength. 

To provide family allowances for the de- 
pendents of enlisted men of the Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps, and Coast Guard of the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

To amend the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil 
Relief Act of 1940, as amended, to extend the 
relief and benefits provided therein to cer- 
tain persons, to include certain additional 
proceedings and transactions therein, to pro- 
vide further relief for persons in military 
service, to change certain insurance provi- 
sions thereof, and for other purposes. 

Public Law 75: Extending the application 
of section 6 of the act entitled “An act to 
expedite the strengthening of the national 
defense,” approved July 2, 1940 (54 Stat. 714), 
to all Territories, dependencies, and posses- 
sions of the United States, including the 
Philippine Islands, the Canal Zone, and the 
District of Columbia. 


5948 


Public Law 252: To authorize temporary 
appointments of officers in the Army of the 
United States. 

Public Law 125: To strengthen the common 
defense by suspending section 24b of the 
National Defense Act and authorizing a more 
expeditious procedure to vitalize the active 
list of the Army. 

Public Law 213: Declaring a national 
emergency, extending terms of enlistments, 
appointments, and commissions in the Army 
of the United States, suspending certain 
restrictions upon the employment of retired 
personnel of the Army, making further pro- 
visions for restoration of civil positions to 
members of the Army on relief from military 
service, and for other purposes. 

Public Law 333: To provide for continuing 
in the service of the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Coast Guard of the United States 
beyond the term of their enlistment, those 
suffering from service-connected disease or 
injury, and in need of medical care or 
hospitalization until recovery through such 
medical care and hospitalization. 

Public Law 214: To amend section 61 of the 
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended, for the purpose of extending to 
Hawaii, Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Canal 
Zone the permission to organize military 
units not a part of the National Guard which 
was granted to the States by the amend- 
ment made to such section by the act of 
October 21, 1940. 

Public Law 66. To repeal certain provisions 
of the act of February 25, 1929, entitled “An 
act to authorize appropriations for construc- 
tion at military posts, and for other pur- 
poses,” and the act of July 3, 1930, entitled 
“An act making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and prior 
fiscal years, to provide supplemental appro- 
priations for the fiscal years ending June 30, 
1930, and June 30, 1931, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Public Law 97: To create the grade of 
aviation cadet in the Air Corps, Regular 
Army, and to prescribe the pay and allow- 
ances therefor, and for other purposes. 

Public Law 76: To appropriate the proceeds 
of sales or other dispositions of strategic 
and critical materials acquired under the act 
of June 7, 1939 (53 Stat. 811) in order to 
prevent depletion of the stocks of such 
materials available for national defense pur- 


Public Law 329: To extend the 6 months’ 
death gratuity benefits, now paid only to de- 
pendents of officers and enlisted men of the 
Regular Army, to dependents of all officers, 
warrant officers, and enlisted men of the 
Army of the United States who dte in line of 
duty while in active military service of the 
United States. 

Public Law 98: To provide increased pay for 
certain military personnel while engaged on 

ute duty. 

Public Law 189: To amend section 1118 of 
the Revised Statutes, as amended, to elimi- 
nate the prohibition against enlistment in the 
military service of the United States of any 
person convicted of a felony. 

Public Law 152: To amend section 2 of the 
act of April 3, 1939 (53 Stat. 556), so as to 
make its provisions applicable to personnel of 
all components of the Army of the United 
States. 

Public Law 99: To authorize the training 
of enlisted men of the Army as aviation 
students. - 

Public Law 206; To authorize the defer- 
ment of men by age group or groups under the 
Selective Training and Service Act of 1940. 

Public Law 274: To authorize the President 
of the United States to requisition property 
required for the defense of the United States. 

Public Law 483: To authorize the payment 
of a donation to and to provide for the travel 
at Government expense of persons discharged 
from the Army of the United States on ac- 
count of fraudulent enlistment. f 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Public Law 492: To amend an act to pro- 
vide allowances for uniforms and equipment 
for certain officers of the Officers’ Reserve 
Corns of the Army so as to provide allowances 
for uniforms and equipment for certain offi- 
cers of the Army of the United States. 

Public Law —: To readjust the pay and al- 
lowances of personnel of the Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey, and Public Health Service. 

Public Law 455: To provide for temporary 
promotion in the Army of the United States 
of officers commissioned in the Air Corps or 
assigned to duty with the Air Corps. 

Public Law £71: To prescribe the pay and 
certain allowances for cadets of the United 
States Military Academy undergoing flight 
training and aviation instruction, and for 
other purposes. 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROOKS. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. The 
gentleman spoke of the first appropria- 
tion that was made for the purpose of 
acquiring a stock pile of materials neces- 
sary for the defense program, That 
somites to $25,000,000, as I understand 
t? 

Mr. BROOKS. No; the authorization 
was for $100,000,000. As I recall, the orig- 
inal appropriation was for $25,000,000, 
and subsequently there were additional 
appropriations. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Do I 
understand the gentleman to say that 
Congress authorized $100,000,000? 

Mr. BROOKS. That is correct, and a 
large part of that was purchased in spite 
of the fact that there was a minority dis- 
sent on the matter of the purchase of the 
$100,000,000, and certain members of the 
committee, from the Republican side of 
the House, I may say, recommended the 
purchase of only $10,000,000, and seemed 
to feel that this amount was sufficient. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. I un- 
derstood the gentleman to say that there 
was $25,000,000 appropriated for this 
purpose? 

Mr. BROOKS. That is correct; and 
additional amounts above that. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Can 
the gentleman tell us how much the ad- 
ditional sums would total? 

Mr. BROOKS. I think the total 
amounted to $70,000,000, if I am not mis- 
taken; and following that we had hear- 
ings in the committee. At this point 
Congress passed a law authorizing the 
R. F. C. to take over the matter of pur- 
chasing stock-pile materials, and it was 
not necessary to pass additional author- 
izations above the $100,000,000. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Can 
the gentleman tell the committee how 
much of the $70,000,000 that was appro- 
Lele has been expended for this pur- 
pose 

Mr. BROOKS. It has all been ex- 
pended. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. The 
gentleman has access to the information. 

Mr. BROOKS. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. I think 
the gentleman has access to the informa- 
tion I am trying to get, and I hope if 
he has it he will put it in the RECORD so 
that we may have the information. 

Mr. BROOKS. Of course, the matter 
of spending of this amount is not the 
subject which I have set out to discuss— 
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namely, legislation handled by your 
House Committee on Military Affairs. At 
the time the original $100,000,000 au- 
thorization bill was before the committee 
a division of opinion arose as to the 
amount which should be authorized for 
this purpose. On the vote many Re- 
publican members of the committee voted 
to reduce the amount to $10,000,000, feel- 
ing, evidently, that this latter amount 
was sufficient. An amendment was of- 
fered in the House to reduce the amount 
to $10,000,000, and after considerable de- 
bate on the matter the House authorized 
the $100,000,000 appropriation. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
three words, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for 8 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan {Mr. Wooprurr]? 

There was no objection. 

COMMUNISTIC ATTEMPT TO PURGE MEMBERS OF 
CONGRESS 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, there has arisen what is very 
plainly an organized communistic effort 
to defeat Republican and Democratic 
Members of Congress who are known 
to be unsympathetic to alien “isms” 
and foreign doctrines of a dictatorship of 
the proletariat. The real purposes of 
these communistic organizations, Com- 
munist-front organizations, and other 
organizations or publications which are 
more or less unsuspectingly lured into 
the campaign, are being disguised under 
the claim that these Republican and 
Democratic Members of Congress are be- 
ing opposed because of their failure to 
support the war effort prior to Pearl 
Harbor. 

This is a wholly deceptive and fraudu- 
lent claim. Publications like PM, New 
Republic, and New Masses, and organiza- 
tions such as the Union for Democratic 
Action, are officered, or staffed, or, in 
some instances, have their articles writ- 
ten by individuals who opposed the United 
States getting into the war until Hitler 
attacked Stalin. Some of the officers and 
writers of this organization and these 
publications have been revealed as being 
officers of other organizations which 
picketed the White House in protest 
against the United States aiding the 
enemies of the Axis Powers. 

Some of the writers of these publica- 
tions, and some of the officers of the 
Union for Democratic Action, openly ad- 
vocated or aided or abetted open advo- 
cates of actual sabotage in the produc- 
tion plants which were engaged in the 
work of American preparedness—until 
Hitler turned on Stalin. 

Some of the outstanding advocates of 
the defeat of Republican and Democratic 
Members of Congress on the alleged 
grounds that some of those Members 
failed to favor our entrance into the war 
before Pearl Harbor, actually were en- 
gaged in leading the sabotage effort 
against our preparedness production 
prior to Pearl Harbor. 

The Communist Daily Worker in its 
Sunday edition on the Sunday following 
Hitler’s turn against Stalin had in its in- 
side pages the most vicious diatribes 
against United States participation in 
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the war, while it hurriedly remade its 
front page and declared the war now was 
a war of the masses and the United 
States must get in. 

The exposure of these people is com- 
plete. Their connections with commu- 
nistic or Communist-front organizations 
is spelled out organization by organiza- 
tion. Their assaults against the Amer- 
ican war effort prior to Hitler’s attack on 
Stalin are quoted verbatim. Their ad- 
vocacy of the violent overthrow of the 
Government of the United States was 
open and unquestioned. They were 
guilty of the very same misdeeds for 
which the Attorney General ordered the 
deportation of Harry Bridges. 

This opposition to Republican and 
Democratic Members of the Congress 
who have insisted on representing their 
constituents instead of an executive bu- 
reaucracy, and who have insisted upon 
carrying out their oath of office, is being 
carried on by these agencies not because 
of any patriotic fervor, or because of any 
deep devotion to American principles, 
but because the Members of Congress 
they are assailing stood directly in their 
way and continue to stand directly in 
their way. One of these individuals 
prominent in this assault wrote that: 


It— 


The Communist Party in the United 
States— 
aims to inspire the workers to take control of 
industry and government, abolish the pres- 
ent capitalist system, and build a workers’ 
republic. 


The Washington director of these ef- 
forts is the Washington representative of 
the Union for Democratic Action, 
Thomas R. Amlie. Mr. Amlie has de- 
fined his philosophy and has taken his 
stand four-square on the side of reyolu- 
tion by opposing constitutional methods 
of change from our American system of 
government to a Soviet system of gov- 
ernment. Mr. Amlie wrote: 

The question arises whether a program of 
this kind vould be carried out by constitu- 
tional political means. Very frankly I do not 
believe that the change will be brought about 
by orderly constitutional means. 


Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. I yield’ 


gladly to my friend from New York. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Is that 
the same Mr. Amlie whom the Senate of 
the United States refused to confirm for 
some Government position a few years 
ago? 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Yes. 
Mr. Amlie’s name was submitted to the 
Senate of the United States by the Pres- 
ident for appointment as a member of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
The Members of the Senate, knowing Mr. 
Amlie as we who served with him in the 
House knew him, realized how unfortu- 
nate such an appointment would be and 
refused even to consider his appointment. 
This was because of his well-known com- 
munistic views. Eventually the appoint- 
ment was withdrawn by the President. 

Mr. Chairman, it would certainly seem 
that those who are aiding and abetting 
this alien movement to defeat earnest, 
honest, patriotic Members of Congress 


because they dare to stand firmly for 
our American system of government, our 
American system of free enterprise, and 
our American way of life, would look 
into the origins and the purposes of this 
campaign to defeat the Members they 
assail before they embark upon such a 
program. 

To say the least, those who want to as- 
sail Members of the Congress for refusing 
to be “hell-bent for war” before Pearl 
Harbor ought not themselves to have 
records of having not only opposed na- 
tional preparedness but of having advo- 
cated the sabotage of United States de- 
fense. They ought at least to be con- 
stitutionalists instead of violent revo- 
lutionaries. 

These revelations concerning the peo- 
ple behind this movement are made by a 
committee of the Congress whose records 
are beyond question. 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the pro forma 
amendment, and ask unanimous consent 
to proceed out of order. 

The Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. Mr. Chairman, I call 
your attention to House Resolution 515, 
which I introduced yesterday, and which 
is as follows: 

Whereas our country is In need of young 
men to serve in the armed forces and mar- 
ried men are being drafted; and 

Whereas it is contemplated that boys 18 
and 19 years of age will be drafted in the 
near future; and 

Whereas there are thousands of single 
young men in the employment of the Gov- 
ernment who are of proper age for military 
and naval service; and 

Whereas there are veterans of the first 
World War who are willing and anxious to 
serve their country again but whose age ex- 
cludes them from combatant service but who 
are well able to perform necessary duties now 
being performed by single men of draft age: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House 
of Representatives that single young men of 
draft age be released so that they may be 
available for active service in the armed 
forces of our country and that the positions 
now held by them be filled, insofar as may be 
practicable, from the ranks of veterans of the 
first World War. 


This resolution provides that whereas 
the Government is in need of young men 
for the armed services and whereas the 
agencies are cluttered up with men of 
combatant age who ought to be in the 
service but through some pull or other- 
wise have been able to be deferred, these 
men ought to be put into the service, and 
the places they now hold be filled with 
veterans of the first World War, who are 
thoroughly able and capable of taking 
over the jobs which these men are now 
holding. 

I was quite surprised, and I think 
probably all of us were, to note in the 
paper the other day that some clerk in 
the Treasury Department had been rec- 
ommended for deferment, although the 
Secretary of the Treasury knew nothing 
about it. Although this young man’s 
duties were not important enough for 
him to be considered indispensable to the 
service, nevertheless he had managed to 
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wangle a letter asking for a deferred 
classification. 

I take it that if the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Committee on 
Naval Affairs give the various Govern- 
ment agencies a fine going over they 
could rout out thousands of these young 
men, who are the bloodless heroes of a 
bloody war, and made great soldiers be- 
fore Pearl Harbor, but since then have 
been most anxious, like Ralph Ingersoll, 
of PM, to get a deferment. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. SHORT. May I say to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin that as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Military Affairs 
I personally asked General Hershey him- 
self about this very proposition the gen- 
tleman is discussing. I am heartily in 
favor of his resolution. I think we have 
many ex-service men of the first World 
War and older men in this country, and 
even some women, who can fill many of 
the positions that are now occupied by 
able-bodied men who are escaping mili- 
tary service. 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. I agree with the 
gentleman 100 percent. The veterans 
are willing and eager to serve. Many of 
them have tried to get into the armed 
forces but could not because of their age 
or some physical disability. However, 
they would be only too happy to serve at 
some desk job which is now being held 
down by a young man who is able and 
fit to go into the service. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. I know 
the gentleman is very fair and wants the 
record to be correct. In connection with 
Mr. Ingersoll, I am wondering whether 
or not the gentleman read the apologia 
that appeared in PM, where they de- 
scribed Mr. Ingersoll as being in line and 
ready to be examined when the chair- 
man of the board came and pulled him 
out of line, removing him against his 
wishes, because Mr. Marshall Field, with- 
out Mr. Ingersoll’s knowledge or consent, 
filed an appeal. Is the gentleman famil- 
iar with that statement? 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. I read that in the 
paper but it was not very convincing, in- 
asmuch as there are plenty of places 
where Mr. Ingersoll could go to enlist if 
he seriously intended to get into the 
armed services. I have not read any- 
where that he has been trying to do that. 
Before Marshall Field and Mr. Ingersoll 
stage any act in which they attempt to 
put over upon the public this coat-hold- 
ing gesture of theirs—Hold my coat 
while I get in and get at him—I think it 
would be more to the point if Mr. Inger- 
soll would just disregard Mr. Field and 
show that he means what he writes. 
He is willing to have somebody else go in 
and fight. Now let us see if he is will- 
ing to get in himself and do some of the 
fighting. 

I hope that this resolution will get an 
early hearing. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 
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Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the Jast word, and ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for an addi- 
tional 10 minutes out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
listened and read with interest from time 
to time the criticisms that have been 
made of this deliberative body in the 
press and elsewhere. My first conclu- 
sion, of course, is that eriticism of Con- 
gress is salutary. It has always been that 
way. I doubt very much whether we 
should feel too keenly about it, because, 
after all, it had been the record of the 
whole Republic. 

‘There is much comfort in reading his- 
tory. I have taken the trouble to dig out 
a few commentaries in times of stress 
and dislocation to indicate that the re- 
actions of the people have been no dif- 
ferent than they are at the present time. 

Let us go back for a moment to 1837. 
That was the year of the first major de- 
pression in the life of the Republic. Mar- 
tin Van Buren was the President in that 
year. Over on the Senate side you found 
such statesmen as Henry Clay, Daniel 
Webster, Thomas Benton, of Missouri, 
and John C. Calhoun. Serving in this 
body in 1837 were men like John Quincy 
Adams. It is interesting, then, to ob- 
serve what people and the press had to 
say of distinguished statesmen who are 
held up to us for precept and example. 
Tt is interesting to see what the comments 
were at the time. Let me read you two 
of them. This one appeared on the 14th 
of March 1837 in the New York Herald. 
Speaking now of the depression, it said: 

What, then, is the cause? It is wholly 
produced by the indolence, the folly, and 
the party spirit of Congress. 


On March 25, 1837, the Baltimore Re- 


publican had this to say: 

A more weak, bigoted, persecuting, and in- 
tolerant set of instruments of malice and 
every hateful passion, were never assembled 


im a legislative capacity in any age or any 
land. 


I do not know of anything worse that, 
could be said about a deliberative body 
than that, and that was in 1837. 

The year is 1857. There was again dis- 
Jocation in the land and the Thirty-fifth 
Congress was in session. Buchanan was 
President and on the roster of the Sen- 
ate we had many illustrious names, in- 
cluding Jefferson Davis, Andrew John- 
son, Robert Toombs, Stephen A. Dougias 
of Illinois, Lyman Trumbull, James Har- 
Tan of Iowa, Charles Sumner, Zach 
Chandler of Michigan, William Seward, 
Benjamin Wade, and Sam Houston— 
really illustrious names. Serving in this 
body, the House of Representatives, were 
John Sherman of Ohio, Daniel Sickles 
of New York, Joshua Giddings, Owen 
Lovejoy, a great reformer and crusader 
from Hilinois, and Alexander Stephens of 
Georgia. What was the commentary on 
Congress in that day and age of illus- 
trious public servants? I give you two. 
The first is from the North American 
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and the United States Gazette of Sep- 
tember 15, 1857: 

How can we expect integrity or upright- 
ness in our legislatures or in Congress when 
the barrooms and bullies furnish the candi- 
dates? 


That is stern language. 

On September 12, 1857, the Philadel- 
phia Pennsylvanian said: 

Had we had more statesmen and fewer 
mere politicians, the country would not have 
been reduced to its present distressing and 
humiliating condition. 


This was an illustrious Congress in 
1857 but it was freely criticized. 

The year is 1873 and the Porty-third 
Congress is in session. Ulysses S. Grant 
is President of the United States, and 
James G. Blaine, the Plumed Knight, is 
the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives. In the Senate were such great men 
as John B. Gordon of Georgia; John A. 
Logan, the Black Eagle, who served with 
such distinction in the Civil War, from 
Ilinois; Oglesby of Dlinois and Allison 
of Ohio were serving in the Senate, and 
likewise, John J. Ingalls, the great elo- 
quent man from Kansas, and Hannibal 
Hamlin of Maine, were serving in the 
Senate. Zach Chandler of Michigan, 
who was regarded as outstanding timber 
for President, was in the Senate. 
Charles Schurz, the great patriot from 
the State of Missouri, was in the Senate, 
and Roscoe Conklin of New York. Over 
in this humble body there was Alexander 
Stephens of Georgia, George Hoar of 
Massachusetts, who later served with 
such distinction over at the other side; 
James G. Blaine of Maine, Thomas Platt 
of New York, and James A. Garfield of 
Ohio. They were in this body. Let us 
take a look and see what the comments 
of the country were at that time. I 
quote first from the New York Post of 
September 27, 1873: 

We are not certain that it fs not possible 
to make the situation worse and Congress 
would probably speedily reach that result 
if that were possible. 


That was what they said about this 
body in 1873. 

I read an excerpt from the Gazette, of 
Carthage, II., dated November 29, 1873: 

If Congress will only let things work them- 
Selves straight, the whole community will 
be the better for it. 


Sounds rather familiar, doesn’t it? 

On the 18th of December, 1873, here 
is what the New York Graphic had to 
say: 

It is generally conceded that Congress has 
depreciated within 20 years. 


On the 19th of December of that same 
year, that same newspaper said: 

Congress is warmly in favor of retrench- 
ment. That is to say, the Members collec- 
tively are convinced that retrenchment ought 
to take place at once—but it must not affect 
them. 


Sounds like gas cards and pensions, 
doesn’t it? That was in 1873. 

The year is 1893. Grover Cleveland 
is the President of the United States. 
Adlai Stevenson, of Bloomington, Il., is 
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the Vice President. His grandson serves 
now as legal adviser to the Secretary of 
the Navy. The Fifty-third Congress was 
in session. Charles Crisp, a great states- 
man, was the Speaker of this body, and 
in this body we found such notable men 
as Dolliver, of Iowa; Charles Curtts, of 
Kansas; Thomas Reed, of Maine; Fred- 
erick Gillett, of Massachusetts; George 
Vest, and Champ Clark, of Missouri; 
James Wadsworth and Bourke Cochran, 
of New York. Serving in the Senate 
were great men like Leland Stanford, 
from California; John Gordon, from 
Georgia; Shelby Cullom, of Illinois, whom 
we remember with respect and affection; 
George Hoar, and Henry Cabot Lodge, of 
Massachusetts; John Sherman, of Ohio, 
likewise Nelson Aldridge, the great tariff 
expert from Rhode Island. The com- 
ments are interesting. I quote from the 
Indianapolis News of December 1893: 
Does the Senate understand that at the 
present writing it is the most thoroughly 
despised body of public men in the world? 


That did not confine itself to this 
Western Hemisphere, or even the United 
States, but it took in the whole world. I 
quote now from the Louisville Courier- 
Journal of November 1893: 

The United States Senate is revealed as 
the most ridiculous deliberative body that 
human indulgence has yet permitted to 
evolve itself out of an originally good insti- 
tution, 


I quote now from the Philadelphia 
Press of September 1893: 
What the United States Senate needs is a 


vigorous rear-end collision with the boot 
toe of American publie opinion. 


I quote now from the New York World 
of October 16, 1893: 


There was a day in the history of the Sen- 
ate when brains had at least an equal show 
with Iungs. 


Evidently they did not think much of 
their Congress in 1893. I quote now 


-from the New York Telegram of Novem- 


ber 3, 1893: 


Congress has finally shown that it has the 
courage of the President's convictions. 


I quote now from the New York Times 
of January 20, 1894: 

The long list of interviews with Congress- 
men reveals in an appalling manner the dense 
stupidity and arrogant cowardice of many 
of them. They need to be hit with a club, 
and hit hard. 


Really something, is it not? I quote 
now from the New York Tribune of Feb- 
ruary 27, 1894: 

Congress is the greatest time killer of mod- 
ern days. 

They have been saying that recently 
about this Congress in connection with 
its deliberations on the tax bill. I quote 
now from the New York Advertizer of 
June 29, 1894: 

What Congressmen need most of all is a 
new set of spines. 


I quote from the New York Tribune of 
April 2, 1893: 

It was a legislature of high taxes and low 
morals, 
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I quote now from the Hartford Cou- 
rant of August 21, 1893, and this has a 
Political tinge: 

If all the Democrats should leave Congress 
tomorrow, the business world would recover 
its courage at once. If all the Republicans 
should leave, despair would be the conse- 
quence. 


I quote from the New York Post of 
August 17, 1893: 

The deterioration in the character and con- 
fidence of our legislators has gone on steadily, 
in spite of warning voices lifted up against it. 


And now we come to the year 1907. 
Theodore Roosevelt is in the White 
House. Charles Fairbanks presides over 
the deliberations of the Senate. Uncle 
Joe Cannon was the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, In the Senate of 
the United States was John Bankhead, 
father of the present Senator, and father 
of cur late lamented Speaker. On the 
roster of the Senate were such names as 
Brandigee, of Connecticut, Borah, of 
Idaho, Beveridge, of Indiana, Dolliver 
and Cummings, of Iowa, Lodge, of Massa- 
chusetts, Knute Nelson and Moses Clapp, 
of Minnesota, Chauncey Depew, of New 
York, Foraker, of Ohio, Gore and Owens, 
of Oklahoma, Nelson Aldridge, of Rhode 
Island, Smoot and Sutherland from Utah, 
and Warren from Wyoming. In the 
House of Representatives we had many 
notables—Oscar Underwood was here 
from Alabama deliberating in this body 
and helping to give direction to the affairs 
of the country. Martin Madden and 
James R. Mann were great legislators 
and parliamentarians from Illinois. 
Oilie James and Swagar Sherley were 
here from Kentucky, together with Joe 
FPordney from Michigan, an expert on 
tariff legislation 

Champ Clark, of Missouri, was in this 
body. George Norris, of Nebraska, and 
Gilbert Hitchcock, of Nebraska, were 
serving in this House then. Vreeland and 
Sereno Payne, of New York, were here. 
Claude Kitchen, of North Carolina, was 
here. Nicholas Longworth and Theodore 
Burton, of Ohio, were serving in this 
body. Morris Sheppard and Albert 
Burleson, of Texas, later Postmaster Gen- 
eral, were serving from Texas. Carter 
Glass, of Virginia, was then a member of 
this body. 

On January 28, 1908, the Albuquerque 
Morning Journal said: 

If God had made Congress He would not 
boast of it. 


On December 20, 1907, the Independent 
of Helena, Mont., said: 

With a Republican Congress in session, how 
can the people get over their loss of con- 
fidence in national affairs? 


Since I read an excerpt a moment ago 
which reflected on our friends on the 
majority side, I included the foregoing 
comment to even the score. 

On December 2, 1907, the New York 
Globe wrote: 

If the President and the Congress would 
but let us alone. If we were but given a 
chance to lick our wounds in quiet. Along 
these lines run the petitions of the men of 
business and industry. 


The year is 1942. Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt is in the White House. Dili- 
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gent, hard-working, able legislators in 
both branches of Congress. You draw 
your own conclusions. 

Let history furnish the lesson. Let us 
be diligent in and devoted to the public 
business, let the chips fall where they 
may. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
for recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress, to whom was referred the bill 
H. R. 7223 introduced by the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Ramsay], which 
provides a method of voting, in time of 
war, by members of the armed forces 
serving within the continental United 
States, has considered this bill carefully 
and recommends its passage. 

A substantial proportion of the voters 
of the country are now under arms. It 
is anticipated that with the growth of 
our forces the number of men in the Army 
alone will approximate seven to ten mil- 
lion men. In our fight to preserve dem- 
ocratic institutions, it is essential that 
our Government remain responsive to 
the people. This can only be done if the 
great body of the electorate in the armed 
forces are afforded a practical means of 
voting. 

While many of the States have made 
special provision for absentee voting, 
some States have not made such pro- 
vision. Even in-those States which have 
provided for such voting there are in some 
instances requirements as to personal 
registration, or other preelection condi- 
tions, which will as a practical matter op- 
erate to make it impossible for many of 
cur soldiers and sailors to vote under 
State law. 

The committee is of the opinion that 
the bill here reported provides for a 
simple and practical means by which all 
absentee voters in the armed forces, sta- 
tioned within the United States, will be 
able to exercise their privilege of voting, 
and is of the opinion that its early enact- 
ment into law is urgently desirable. 

The bill provides that members of the 
land and naval forces of the United 
States, serving in the continental United 
States—exclusive of Alaska—but absent 
from the States of their residence, may, 
in time of war, vote for electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President of the United 
States, United States Senators, and Rep- 
resentatives. 

It is intended to afford every oppor- 
tunity to such members in our armed 
forces to vote, although they are neces- 
sarily away from their homes, by remov- 
ing those procedural requirements estab- 
lished by State law which in practical op- 
eration would tend to disenfranchise sol- 
diers and sailors. The bill does not, how- 
ever, attempt to prescribe the substan- 
tive qualifications of voters, such as length 
of residence and literacy. 

In the case of those voters whose 
States of residence have made provision 
for absentee voting, the bill will provide 
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an alternative method of voting. The 
voter will be able to exercise his choice 
as to which method he uses. 

The bill has been limited to those mem- 
bers in the armed forces serving within 
the continental United States—exclusive 
of Alaska—although it was with reluc- 
tance that this decision was made. 
Members of the armed forces are pri- 
marily concerned with training for and 
fighting the war in which we are now 
engaged. 

It was desirable, therefore, to avoid 
procedure which would impose as slight 
an administrative burden as possible 
upon the Army and Navy. For this rea- 
son, it was decided to make use of the 
secretary of state of each of the several 
States, and, to the extent practicable, the 
other election officials of the States, to 
administer the provisions of the bill. 
This would be impossible, of course, with 
respect to soldiers and sailors stationed 
outside of the continental United States. 
In addition, it would be difficult to pro- 
vide for voting thousands of miles across 
the oceans, and the time which would 
necessarily elapse would tend to unduly 
delay the determination of the results of 
elections. 

Although the bill seeks only to provide 
a method of voting for electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President, United States 
Senators and Representatives, it would 
permit the States to include on the bal- 
lots candidates for State, county, and 
other local offices, and any proposition 
or question which is to be submitted to a 
vote in the State. 

The provisions of the Constitution re- 
lating to the election of Members of the 
House of Representatives and Senate are 
as follows: 

The House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of Members chosen every secohd year 
by the people of the several States, and the 
electors in each State shall have the quali- 
fications requisite for electors of the most 
numerous branch of the State legislature 
art. I, sec. 2, clause 1). 

The times, places, and manner of holding 
elections, for Senators and Representatives 
shall be prescribed in each State by the legis- 
lature thereof; but the Congress may at any 
time by law make or alter such regulations, 
except as to the places of choosing Sena- 
tors (art. I, sec. 4, clause 1). 


The reason for the last clause is found 
in the fact that the original article I, sec- 
tion 3, clause 1 provided that— 

The Senate of the United States shall be 
composed of two Senators from each State, 
chosen by the legislature thereof, for 6 years; 
and each Senator shall have one vote. 


The method of election of Senators was 
changed in 1912 by adoption of the seven- 
teenth amendment, providing that: 

The Senate of the United States shall be 
composed of two Senators from each State, 
elected by the people thereof, for 6 years; and 
each Senator shall have one vote. The elec- 
tors in each State shall have the qualifica- 
tions requisite for electors of the most nu- 
merous branch of the State legislatures. 


It is clear that the constitutional provi- 
sions make a distinction between quali- 
fications of voters and the manner of 
voting. Qualifications for voting are to 
be determined by the States. The man- 
ner of voting may be prescribed by the 
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States, subject, however, to control by 
Congress, That it was the intention to 
preserve for Congress control over times 
and places and manner of holding elec- 
tions for Senators and Representatives 
is borne out by the following quotation 
from Hamilton in The Federalist, No. 
LIX: 

It will not be alleged that an election law 
could have been framed and inserted in the 
Constitution which would have been always 
applicable to every probable change in the 
situation of the country; and it will there- 
fore not be denied that a discretionary power 
ower elections ought to exist somewhere. 

It will, I presume, be as readily conceded 
that there were only three ways in which this 
power could have been reasonably modified 
and disposed; that it must either have been 
lodged wholly in the National Legislature, or 
wholly in the State legislatures, or primarily 
in the latter, and ultimately in the former. 
The last mode has, with reason, been pre- 
ferred by the Convention. They have sub- 
mitted the regulation of elections for the 
Federal Government, in the first instance, to 
the local administrations, which in ordinary 
cases and when no improper views prevail 
may be both more convenient and more satis- 
factory; but they have reserved to the na- 
tional authority a right to interpose when- 
ever extraordinary circumstances might ren- 
der that interpostion necessary to its safety. 


In Ex parte Siebold (100 U. S. 383 
(1880)) it was held that-the State may 
make regulations with regard to Federal 
elections and Congress may make regu- 
lations on the same subject or may alter 
or add to those already made. The per- 
manent character of those made by Con- 
gress has the effect of superseding those 
made by the State insofar as the two are 
inconsistent, and no further. 

Very recently the Supreme Court has 
said, through Mr. Chief Justice Stone, in 
U.. S. v. Classic (313 U. S. 299 (1941)), 
iñ a case involving the Louisiana pri- 
mary elections: 


: While, in a loose sense, the right to vote 

for Representatives in Congress is sometimes 
spoken. of as a right derived from the States 
(see Minor v. Happersett (21 Wall, 162, 170), 
U. S. v. Reese (92 U. 8. 214, 217, 218), McPher- 
son v. Blacker (146 U.S. 1, 38-39), Breedlove v. 
Suttles (302 U. S. 277-283) ), this statement is 
true only in the sense that the States are 
authorized by the Constitution to legislate 
on the subject as provided by section 2 of 
article 1, to the extent that Congress has not 
restricted State action by the exercise of the 
power to regulate elections under section 8, 
clause 18, of the Constitution “to make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers.” (See Er parte Siebold (100 U. S. 
871), Ex parte Yarbrough (110 U. S. 663, 664). 
Swafford v. Templeton (185 U. S. 487), Wiley 
y. Sinkler (179 U. S. 58, 64) .) 


The Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress, in reporting on H. R. 
7223 (H. Rept. 2265), has stressed the 
fact that the bill makes a clear recogni- 
tion of the distinction between the power 
of the States to the time, 
places, and manner of holding elections. 

On page 2 of this report the com- 
mittee points out that the bill is intended 
to afford every opportunity for such vot- 
ing in our armed forces: 

Although they are necessarily away from 
their homes, by removing those procedural 
i ents established by State laws which 
in practical operation would tend to disen- 
franchise soldiers and sailors. 
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This bill does not, however, attempt to pre- 
scribe substantive qualifications of voters, 
such as length of residence and literacy. 


Doubt has been raised as to whether 
the bill exceeds the reserve power of 
Congress in providing for a method of 
voting by absentee voters who are in the 
armed forces of the United States, not- 
withstanding any State requirements as 
to the registration of voters. 

It is difficult to see how there can be a 
well-founded doubt with regard to this 
point. 

The purpose of the registration of 
voters is twofold; first, to provide an 
appropriate occasion and a convenient 
manner for determining the qualifica- 
tions of voters, and, second, to provide 
an accurate roster of eligible voters as a 
means of preventing fraudulent elections. 

The requirement of registration has 
therefore to do only with the manner of 
election rather than qualifications of 
electors. 

In the draft of the present bill pains 
have been taken to provide for a substi- 
tute method under which the States may 
determine the qualifications of the voter. 
In section 3 it is set forth as a require- 
ment that the voter shall take an oath 
before an inspector of elections. 

In this oath he must swear that he is 
over 21 years of age, and that he has been 
an inhabitant of the State for a certain 
number of years next preceding the elec- 
tion, and a resident of the specified 
county for a certain number of months 
preceding such election. 

He states under oath his local address 
and the fact that he is in the actual 
military or naval service of the United 
States. 

The latter fact, as stressed in the 
House report, is evidence of his qualifi- 
cation from the standpoint of literacy, 
since literacy is a requirement for mem- 
pay in the armed forces of the United 

tes. 


However, under the express terms of 
the bill: 

Such oath shall constitute prima facie evi- 
dence that the voter is qualified to vote, 
unless the statements contained in such 
Oath indicate the contrary. 


_ Thus, the Congress is providing only 
a means of supplying evidence of quali- 
fication under State law, but is leaving 
unaffected the prerogative of the States 
to prescribe the substantive qualifica- 
tions for voting. 

Looked at from a practical standpoint, 
it seems obviously incompatible with our 
democratic principles of popular govern- 
ment to permit the requirement of regis- 
tration to be regarded as an element of 
qualification for voting. 

Some 4,000,000 men will be in the 
armed forces. Most of them will be out- 
side of the State of their residence. It 
will be as impossible for them to regis- 
ter as it will be for them to vote. In 
consequence, insistence that registration 
is a prerequisite for qualification as.a 
voter would result in depriving these men 
of the privilege of voting. 

Under normal circumstances, Congress 
has not interfered with the State regu- 
lations regarding registration of voters, 
and under normal circumstances they 
are a reasonable and nonprejudicial 
method of determining the qualifications 
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for voting and of compiling a list of eligi- 
ble voters. 

But, under wartime conditions, Con- 
gress has the duty of protecting the sol- 
diers’ and sailors’ right to vote and the 
constitutional power to substitute its own 
method of determining the qualifica- 
tions of voters for the methods pre- 
scribed by a particular State. In so 
doing, it is not interfering with the 
States’ prerogative of prescribing the 
qualifications of voters. 

Returning to the words of The Feder- 
alist: 

They— 

The Constitutional Convention— 
have submitted the regulation of elections 
for the Federal Government, in the first 
instance, to the local administrations, which 
in ordinary cases and when no improper views 
prevail, may be both more convenient and 
more satisfactory; but they have reserved to 
the national authority a right to interpose 
whenever extraordinary circumstances might 
render that interposition necessary to its 
safety. 


Since Federal regulation of the times, 
places, and manner of electing Federal 
officers is valid under section 1 of Article 
4 of the Constitution, the present bill 
proceeds within the power of the Con- 
gress in designating the State secretaries 
of state and the inspectors of elections 
to carry out the provisions of the bill. 

The Federal Government may impose 
upon State officials duties in connection 
with the execution of Federal functions, 
and, to that extent, those persons become 
Federal officials, 

The original Judiciary Act of 1789 au- 
thorized local justices of the peace to 
issue warrants for the arrest of offenders 
against Federal criminal laws (Rev. Stat, 
sec. 1014) ; see similar statutes upheld in 
Priggs v. Pennsylvania (41 U. S. 336 
(1842)) and Robinson y. Baldwin (169 
U. S. 275 (1897)). 

In the case of Ex parte Siebold (100 
U.S. 371), already referred to, it was held 
that State election officials, to the extent 
that they supervised an election of can- 
didates for Federal office, were Federal 
agents, even when the manner of the 
election was prescribed by State law, and 
when there had been no express desig- 
nation or appointment of these agents 
by Federal authority. 

It must follow, therefore, that when 
the Congress exercises its authority to 
prescribe the manner of voting at a Fed- 
eral election and designates the persons 
to supervise that election, those persons 
become pro tanto Federal agents. Simi- 
larly, if the States exercise the option 
contained in section 2 of the present bill, 
to permit men in the armed forces to 
vote in the same manner for State offi- 
cers, then, to that extent, these same 
persons become and are accepted as 
agents of the State. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
speak out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Chairman, I am delighted to have this 
opportunity to pay my tribute of affec- 
tion and esteem to our friend, John O. 
Snyder. When the gavel falls today, 
John will have completed more than 4 
decades of loyal public service, and to- 
morrow he will start on a much-earned 
vacation, 

Back in 1901, when Mr. Snyder first 
took the oath of office and promised to 
faithfully perform his duties and “to up- 
hold and defend the Constitution,” many 
of us were small boys. During the years 
that have intervened, he has remained 
faithful to those promises. Rarely ab- 
sent, and never late, he has served the 
House of Representatives with the zeal 
and interest of a man who loved his job 
and enjoyed his work. 

Because of his unusual executive 
qualities, John found it possible to per- 
form, most efficiently, all his assigned 
tasks and, in addition, to act as secretary 
ex officio to the entire delegation of Dem- 
ocrats from the State of New York. 

Mr. Snyder was acquainted with more 
Members of Congress than any other 
person on the staff of the House, His 
duties brought him into close contact 
with the Members on both sides of the 
middle aisle and won for himself the re- 
spect and admiration of all Members, 
regardless of political affiliation. 

His courtesy and graciousness attract- 
ed and impressed all of those who had 
the pleasure of meeting him and, as a 
result of his many acts of kindness, he 
enjoyed the friendship and good will of 
the entire personnel and membership 
of both the House and the Senate. He 
never missed a chance to do a favor for 
his friends, and they are legion. He con- 
sidered every Member and especially the 
new inexperienced Members, his special 
friends and protégés. I am sure that 
the assistance and advice that John gave 
to many Members contributed greatly to 
their knowledge of the House rules and 
to the successful performance of their 
congressional duties. 

I regret that we will not have the daily 
pleasure of John’s company after July 
1, but I am certain that he will return 
often, to join with us, in our chats about 
the Congress of this year and other years, 

I believe almost every Member of the 
House in thinking about John Snyder 
will feel as I do, that their thoughts about 
him are best expressed in the immortal 
words of Ear] Lytton: 

Ay, there are some good things in life, 

That fall not away with the rest. 

And, of all best things upon earth, I hold 

That a faithful friend is the best. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise 
and report the bill back with the recom- 
mendation that the bill do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Boreune, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee had 
had under consideration the bill S. 2565 
and directed him to report the same 
back to the House with the recommen- 
dation that the bill do pass, 
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Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question, 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the third reading of the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, and was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 

= similar House bill was laid on the 
table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with an 
amendment in which the concurrence of 
the House is requested, a bill of the House 
of the following title: 

H. R.7137 An act to amend the Agricul- 
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended, 
with respect to marketing quotas for peanuts, 
and for other purposes. 


MARKETING QUOTA FOR PEANUTS 


Mr. PACE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (H. R. 7137) to amend the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended, with respect to marketing 
quotas for peanuts, and for other pur- 
Poses, with a Senate amendment, and 
agree to the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ment, as follows: 

Page 3, line 1, strike out all after “value” 
down to and including “law” in line 5, and 
insert “thereof for crushing for oil as of the 
date of such delivery less the estimated cost 
of storing, handling, and selling such pea- 
nuts.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, will the gentleman 
explain the amendment? 

Mr. PACE. The amendment restores 
the law as it is today. The law now pro- 
vides that the producers of peanuts who 
produce for oil should be paid the mar- 
ket price of peanuts on the date of de- 
livery. The Department had proposed 
that, instead of paying the market price 
of peanuts, they be paid the market price 
of the products of peanuts, that is, the 
oil and meal. This was not acceptable 
to the Senate, and the amendment simply 
restores the law as it is today. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SAUTHOFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made today and to include 
therein House Resolution 515. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
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vise and extend my own remarks and to 
include therein a brief description of 
some of the activities of the Navy nurses 
at the present time; they are doing such 
remarkably fine work. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Appendix of the Record and to in- 
clude therein an article from the Times- 
Herald. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHAFER of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks and to include therein an 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PROGRAM FOR NEXT WEEK _ 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourn today it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, and I shall not, 
what is the program for next week? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am unable to 
advise the House of anything for next 
week at this time. I know of nothing. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is better to 
withdraw the request at this time. I 
shall probably submit it later in the after- 
noon. 

PROVISION FOR RECESS 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be in 
order for the Speaker to declare a recess 
of the House subject to the call of the 
Chair with the understanding that the 
bells will be rung 15 minutes before the 
recess terminates. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, may I inquire how 
long the recess is likely to be? Will it be 
an hour? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels that 
it will certainly be an hour. 

Mr. MICHENER. The purpose, I take 
it, is to bring in a conference report or 
something on the agricultural appropria- 
tion bill? 

Mr. McCORMACK. It is to meet that 


situation; yes. 

The Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declares 
the House in recess subject to the call of 
the Chair. 

Thereupon (at 3 o’clock and 4 minutes 
p. m.) the House stood in recess, subject 
to the call of the Chair. 

AFTER RECESS 


At the expiration of the recess, the 
House was called to order by the Speaker 
at 4 o'clock and 47 minutes p. m. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO- 

PRIATION BILL, 1943 


Mr.. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
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H. R. 7349, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second de- 
manded? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a second. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. Tarver]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 4 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a proposal to enact 
for the present fiscal year 1943 the pro- 
visions of H. R. 6709, the Agricultural 
appropriation bill, insofar as those pro- 
visions have been agreed upon by the 
Howse and the Senate, and with respect 
to the appropriations for the farm ten- 
ant land purchase program and for the 
Farm Security Administration, which are 
in disagreement, the provisions of the bill 
are for expenditures by the Farm Se- 
curity Administration for these purposes 
for the next 60 days; that is, for the 
months of July and August, which will 
be authorized upon the same bases pro- 
portionate for the time involved as the 
expenditures for those purposes were au- 
thorized in the Agricultural Appropria- 
tion Act for the fiscal year 1942, with the 
proviso that any amount expended by 
the Farm Security Administration for 
these purposes during the months of July 
and August shall be charged against 
whatever amounts are finally appropri- 
ated by the Congress to the uses of the 
Farm Security Administration for these 
objectives. 

As I said, all of the provisions of the 
bill, and all of the limitations in the bill 
so far as there does not exist disagree- 
ment between the House and Senate with 
reference thereto, are proposed to be en- 
acted. The proviso with regard to Com- 
modity Credit Corporation funds is to be 
enacted except as the Senate amend- 
ments thereto in disagreement are in- 
volved. 

There is also a further proviso in title 
II of the bill which I have just sent to 
the Clerk’s desk, which would validate 
expenditures upon the bases. which I haye 
described to and including the Ist day 
of July. In view of the very limited time 
available for discussion, there is not any- 
thing else I desire to say, unless some 
Member desires to propound an inquiry. 

Mr. LEAVY. Is there any provision 
made after the 60-day period? 

Mr. TARVER. Not for the Farm Se- 
curity Administration for the four ob- 
jectives to which I have just called the 
attention of the House. It is contem- 
plated, of course, a continued effort will 
be made to reach an agreement with 
regard to those items. 

Mr. LEAVY. The same conferees will 
continue conference on those items? 

Mr. TARVER. That is our under- 
standing, and it is our understanding 
further the Senate will accept. the bill as 
it has been introduced here. This state- 
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ment is not based upon any assurance 
given me by any Senator. I have, how- 
ever, been assured upon very high au- 
thority that this is true. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, first let me say about this 
interim report, that it represents an 
agreement so far as the minority Mem- 
bers are concerned, the ranking minority 
Member, the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. Lamsertson], the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. PLUMLEY], and myself. 
We have handled this rather highly con- 
troversial subject matter in a manner by 
which we take all of the agricultural 
appropriation bill that was in agreement 
and propose to pass that bill as such, be- 
cause that is in agreement by the con- 
ferees and was so passed by the House 
and Senate, making those appropria- 
tions available for the entire fiscal year. 
Then we isoleted and set off to one side 
the things that are still in disagreement, 
such as the agricultural conservation 
payments, the commodity credit item, 
the farm tenant item, and the farm se- 
surity item. Those were the four groups 
of subject matter that are still in dis- 
agreement and those are covered by 
title I and are carried over, so far as 
the appropriation and policies are con- 
cerned, for a period of 60 days under 
the provisions of the 1942 appropriation 
act. 

It is the only thing, first of all, tlLat we 
could do, and, secondly, it represents 
only a 60-day grace period, and insofar as 
the commodity credit item is concerned 
the interdiction still remains on sub- 
parity sales exept as they relate to sales 
for relief and sales of substantially de- 
teriorated grains are concerned. We are 
maintaining that for a period of 60 days. 

I am sure the conference committee 
will make every effort to bring this into 
harmony and reach an agreement. So 
the bill upon which there is agreement 
goes through for the entire fiscal year 
and we protect the position of the House 
and the conferees on the items we 
brought back and on which we had sep- 
arate votes and on which ’he House ex- 
pressed itself. I do not believe this re- 
quires any further explanation. 

Mr. McGREGOR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. McGREGOR. In reality this is a 
stop-gap legislation in order to allow the 
department to function and in order to 
give the conferees a little more time to 
consider these questions? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is right. There 
is no reason why we should hold up ap- 
propriations for the entire year on the 
items in agreement, which would pre- 
vent the various agencies and bureaus 
of the Department of Agriculture from 
proceeding to make their plans for the 
next fiscal year. On the items that are 
in disagreement, we limited it for a pe- 
riod of 60 days, which we believe’ will 
be ample leeway, for one thing, and let 
them continue to function. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 
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Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
man refresh the recollection of some of 
us as to what is the amount in disagree- 
ment as between the two bodies on farm 
security and on the farm-tenancy propo- 
sition? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The farm-tenancy 
item is divided into two parts. The first 
item is for administrative expense. The 
House cut that to $1,250,000, and the Sen- 
ate wrote in $2,000,000. We tried to 
compromise on that but were not suc- 
cessful. On the loan item, the House 
cut that matter from $40,000,000 to $25,- 
000,000. We were willing to raise that 
a little bit in the interest of compromise, 
but were not successful. 

Those are the two items of farm ten- 
ancy. They are in disagreement now 
and remain so, and they function under 
the 1942 act for 60 days. 

On the two farm-security items, first 
there is the administrative item, which 
the House cut to $25,000,000 and the 
Senate restored to $50,000,000. The loan 
item for farm security under rehabilita- 
tion carried $70,000,000 when it left the 
House. The Senate recommend $120,- 
000,000. That also is in disagreement 
and is carried over for the 60-day period. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. Can the gentleman give 
any assurance to the House and to the 
country that this 60-day agreement to 
continue existing provisions on subparity 
payments will continue for 60 days re- 
gardless of what agreement the con- 
ferees may later come to? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. It is made for 60 days. 

Mr. MUNDT. It will last for 60 days 
even though the conferees 2 weeks from 
now may arrive at some agreement which 
may be different from that? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is difficult to 
answer, for this reason. I am hopeful, of 
course, that we can reach an agreement 
before that time, because it gives us only 
60 days and we have to reach some kind 
of an agreement. Whether it will take 
that entire 60 days I do not know. Uilti- 
mately the House and Senate conferees 
can strike an agreement on it, they can 
compromise, and that may substantially 
follow that. It may be identic with the 
provisions of this resolution or it may be 
somewhat different, although the gentle- 
man knows my own views in the matter. 

Mr. MUNDT. That is all right, but I 
think the producers of the country are 
entitled to some kind of stability of posi- 
tion on that matter. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. We have tried to give 
it to them insofar as possible and still 
have the Department of Agriculture func- 
tion. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. My question is 
along a different line. Of course, we had 
no opportunity to read this resolution. If 
this resolution passes the Congress and 
goes to the President, and is signed by 
the President, it is a law. When the con- 
ferees finish their job, what is going to 
the President? 
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Mr. DIRKSEN. I am sure I do not 
ote understand the gentleman’s ques- 

on. 

Mr. MICHENER. Probably it was 
awkward language. We know an appro- 
priation bill passed the House. It went 
to the Senate. The two bodies are in 
disagreement. The bill is now in con- 
ference. This is a continuing resolution 
of a rare form, so that when we pass this 
resolution, if we follow the gentleman’s 
explanation, the Congress will have fin- 
ished with the appropriation bill except 
for the items in controversy. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I see what the gentle- 
man means. He means the form in 
which the disagreement will finally be 
wound up, so to speak, and written out 
in language, and then ultimately be sub- 
mitted for further action of the Congress 
and at the White House. I would much 
prefer that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations answer that, so 
that there will be no confusion on that 
point. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CoLLINS]. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, the Agri- 
culture Department appropriation bill for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, like 
all other agricultural appropriation bills, 
carries appropriations for all of the gen- 
eral expenses and activities of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and, in addition, ap- 
propriations to safeguard to the farmers 
of the country, prices for their products 
somewhat in line with the general price 
structure of the country. 

The bill for this fiscal year is presented 
under conditions different from those 
which prevailed a year ago. Up to this 
year the bills which we of the Agricul- 
ture Appropriations Committee have 
written have been of the pattern de- 
veloped during the decade of the thirties, 
and peacetime considerations governed 
almost exclusively in planning the coun- 
try’s agricultural program. Since last 
year’s bill was reported the Nation has 
been swept from its determination to 
avoid, if possible, involvement in the 
second World War to its present status as 
the principal participant in the battle to 
preserve democracy and individual initia- 
tive, and Congress and the country have 
pledged our all for victory over our 
enemies. 

Food is on an equal footing with muni- 
tions of war in that battle, and food 
comes almost entirely from agricultural 
products. The ability of American farm- 
ers to produce food in sufficient quantity 
for ourselves and our Allies is imperative 
for success. As our able and distin- 
guished Secretary of Agriculture has said, 
“Food will win the war and write the 
peace.” But in order for agriculture fully 
to meet the requirements imposed upon 
it, it must be assured of adequate finan- 
cial security. 

In 1940 and the early part of 1941 we 
were losing our foreign markets for agri- 

cultural products. ‘The blockade was 
preventing them from reaching the Euro- 
pean Continent, and England was not 
buying American farm products because 
of the British need to conserve dollar ex- 
change in order to buy munitions, Our 
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main objective at that time, therefore, 
was to prevent the bankruptcy with 
which the loss of foreign markets threat- 
ened American agriculture. In this we 
were greatly aided by an expansion in 
domestic demand occasioned by greater 
employment and higher wages in indus- 
try, as well as by our determination to 
give every possible assistance to the na- 
tions fighting aggression, a determina- 
tion which resulted in the enactment of 
the Lend-Lease Act on March 27, 1941, 
necessitating an agricultural program of 
production substantially equal to that 
now required of us as a full-fledged par- 
ticipant in all-out war. 

It therefore became necessary for us 
to expand our production enormously, 
and we did so with comparative ease, be- 
cause during the decade of struggle on 
the part of agriculture against the forces 
of world-wide economic depression we 
gained invaluable experience in coopera- 
tion and coordination in the field of agri- 
cultural production and distribution and 
created the agencies upon which we can 
now rely to aid our farmers in doing a 
good job. 

The 1942 Agriculture Department Ap- 
propriation Act, which I helped to write, 
provided a program for: 

First. Continuing agricultural re- 
search and education as imperative for 
essential farm production. 

Second. The adjustment of acreage 
and supply to meet the new demands for 
farm products and to maintain income 
at a reasonable level. 

Third. The conservation of soil and 
water. 


Fourth. The continued widening of 
markets through means of tried policies, 

Fifth. The rehabilitation of disadvan- 
taged farm families. 

Sixth. The provision of agricultural 
credit upon reasonable terms. 

Seventh. The electrification of farm 
homes. 

Eighth. The management of our for- 
est resources. 

By the time the bill for 1942 was writ- 
ten sweeping changes were in progress. 
The Lend-Lease Act, and related appro- 
priation bills which I helped to write, 
created the need for increased produc- 
tion of eggs, milk, meat, vegetable oils, 
vegetables, corn, and many other types 
of agricultural products. It was neces- 
sary to step up production of many agri- 
cultural products, but at the same time 
to hold down production of others for 
which there was no increased need. The 
principle of price support for commodi- 
ties in which expansion was required was 
written into law by an amendment to 
the act extending the life of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation and guaran- 
teed to farmers prices not less than 85 
percent of parity. 

While price support for agricultural 
commodities in this manner is essential, 
I am convinced that Congress has never 
intended to give any official the power to 
sell Government-owned or Government- 
controlled stocks of agricultural products 
so as to prevent such products from 
reaching parity levels. It has been my 
Policy, and that of my colleagues on agri- 
culture appropriations, to aid farmers in 
securing fair prices for their products, 
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and our efforts during the past 12 months 
have met with some success. 

Sacrifices will be expected of farmers 
and I have no doubt that they will be 
cheerfully made, for no group of our 
people is more patriotic. These sacri- 
fices, however, must not be dispropor- 
tionate to those made by other classes 
of our citizens, and to assure fair treat- 
ment of our farmers, the Agriculture Ap- 
propriations Subcommittee in this bill 
has provided through the appropriation 
of Federal funds for an increased return 
for agricultural products. 

The House passed the Agriculture De- 
partment appropriation bill on March 15, 
1942, and the Senate on May 20, 1942, 
but with 105 amendments of the House 
bill. Most of the differences between the - 
House and Senate have been adjusted. 
Nineteen remain to be settled. 

All of the items in the bill are of pri- 
mary interest to farmers. I cannot dis- 
cuss all of them, but there are some that 
I feel should be mentioned: 

Agricultural experiment stations: Ap- 
propriations for agricultural experiment 
stations have been authorized by various 
acts of Congress, and the payments to 
carry on their work are made to the col- 
leges established in the several States. 
The total amount appropriated for agri- 
cultural experiment stations for the fiscal 
year 1942 was $2,463,708. The President’s 
budget proposed $2,000,000 for fiscal 
1943, but $2,463,708 is being appropriated. 
Of this, Mississippi will receive $162,- 
651.40. 

The special research fund was author- 
ized in prior legislation and the intent 
and purpose was to authorize and direct 
the Department of Agriculture to under- 
take research into problems basic to agri- 
culture in its broadest aspects. Allot- 
ments from this fund have been made in 
the last 2 years for pasture research, soy- 
bean investigations, sheep and swine 
breeding, animal* diseases, and many 
other types of research. For fiscal 1942 
$1,206,300 was appropriated and for fiscal 
1943, $1,150,000. 

The Extension Service under war con- 
ditions is called upon to do much work 
in connection with all phases of the war 
program as it affects rural people. This 
involves the food-production program, 
the adjustments and modifications which 
have to be made in farming in all sec- 
tions of the country, and the problems 
arising from limited materials, labor 
shortages, and similar conditions. The 
county agent, therefore, is extremely 
busy, particularly with those activities 
which have to do with keeping farmers 
and their sons and daughters informed, 
and with helping them to change and 
adjust their farming practices to the war 
situation. For the fiscal year 1942 there 
Was available from annual and perma- 
nent appropriations $19,661,553 and sub- 
stantially the same amount has been 
appropriated for 1943. The State of 
Mississippi should get approximately 
$700,000 of these funds. 

Animal Industry: This work embraces 
animal husbandry—swine, horse and 
mule, sheep and goat, beef cattle— 
and poultry investigations and related 
problems involved in the breeding and 
raising of all types of animals. The 1943 
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Agriculture Department appropriation 
bill carries $12,688,387 for the Bureau 
of Animal Industry. The major part of 
this appropriation is spent for eradicat- 
ing tuberculosis and Bang’s disease in 
animals and for meat inspection. 

Bureau of Dairy Industry: $738,477 was 
appropriated for the fiscal year 1942 and 
$764,757 was appropriated for the fiscal 
year 1943. 

Bureau of Plant Industry: For this Bu- 
reau $5,293,881 was appropriated for the 
fiscal year 1942 and approximately the 
same amount was appropriated for the 
fiscal year 1943. 

Tt is a well-known fact that the use of 
hybrid corn in the Northern States has 
been largely responsible for their in- 
creased yields of corn. I have felt that 
hybrid corn should be planted in the 
South as well, and the Subcommittee on 
Agriculture Department Appropriations 
this year has included $20,000 for hybrid 
corn investigations in the South. 

The extensive use of sugar and cane 
sugar for the production of alcohol to 
be used in the manufacture of explosives 
has been the principal reason for the 
rationing of sugar. For many years I 
have insisted that sorghum be crossed 
with sugarcane, and experiments which 
have been completed show that this can 
successfully be done. Additional funds 
for this purpose have been included in 
the Agriculture Department appropria- 
tion bill for 1943. 

I am convinced that the Bureau of 
Plant Industry should function satisfac- 
torily and should give to farmers all of 
the help needed to enable them to fur- 
nish to our people and our Allies the 
food necessary for our success in this 
emergency. With this thought in mind 
I, as well as other Democratic members 
of the Agriculture Department Appropri- 
ations Subcommittee, insisted that ap- 
propriations for these purposes should be 
carried at usual levels. 

Forest Service: For the fiscal year 
1942, $20,025,830, plus $5,000,000 in sup- 
plemental appropriations, was provided 
for the Forest Service. This money is 
spent for national forest administration, 
water rights, private forest cooperation, 
forest surveys, forest fire control and 
other Forest Service activities. The 
amount appropriated for 1943 is $20,- 
184,285. We cannot afford in this emer- 
gency to risk the destruction of the tim- 
ber resources of the country, and it will 
probably be necessary to appropriate ad- 
ditional funds, especially in view of the 
elimination of the Civilian Conservation 
Corps, the continuation of which I fa- 
vored. 

Forest roads and trails: For this ac- 
tivity the President’s budget recom- 
mended $6,500,000. The amount ap- 
propriated for fiscal 1943 was $7,000,000. 

Bureau of Agricultural Chemistry and 
Engineering: This is one of the most im- 
portant agencies of the Government, and 
its work has over and over again justi- 
fied its creation, It is staffed by some 
of the country’s most eminent scientists, 
men whose work has many times over 
repaid the Nation for the appropriations 
which have been made for the Bureau’s 
support. One of its chief purposes is to 
bring into existence new and different 
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uses for agricultural products. You will 
note that under this agency are the four 
regional laboratories for which appro- 
priations of a million dollars each are 
carried in this bill. 

Bureau of Entomology and Plant Quar- 
antine: Funds are carried to enable the 
very desirable work of this Bureau to be 
continued. Larger funds for the control 
of the Japanese beetle are provided, as 
well as funds for the control of the sweet- 
potato weevil, for investigations and ex- 
periments, for the promotion of eco- 
nomic entomology, and for ways and 
means of destroying insects and pests 
injurious to agriculture. 

Agricultural Marketing Service: For 
the fiscal year 1942 $6,849,696 was appro- 
priated; about the same amount is car- 
ried for 1943. Under this activity are 
crop and livestock estimates, market 
news service, market inspection of farm 
products, Cotton Quality Statistics and 
Classing Acts, administration of the 
Warehouse Act, of the Packers and Stock- 
yards Act, and so forth. 

Soil Conservation Service: This appro- 
priation is used for the payment of sal- 
aries and expenses of employees used in 
soil-conservation activities. 

The appropriations which I have just 
discussed relate to activities necessary to 
enable farmers to produce healthful 
foods and animals in a scientific way. 

I turn now to appropriations affecting 
the economic life of our farm people. 

Conservation and use of agricultural 
land resources: The past year has been 
more successful than others for the A. 
A. A. program, and the publi¢ generally 
has come to feel kindlier toward it than 
they have heretofore felt. The plans for 
the future for this activity, now that the 
United States is in the war, are being 
carefully worked out to regulate agri- 
cultural preduction so that we will be 
able to do two things: 

First, to secure an adequate supply of 
agricultural products for our own citi- 
zens, for our allies, and for others to 
whom we are supplying agricultural com- 
modities. 

Second, to retain, insofar as possible, 
the gains made under the conservation 
features of the program. This means 
that it will be necessary to accelerate the 
increase of production of commodities 
that are needed in greater quantity and 
hold down production of those that are 
not needed in increased volume. This 
country has been operating for a long 
number of years under a high protective 
tariff, and so long as that condition per- 
sists, agriculture should receive the same 
protection that is accorded other indus- 
tries. I have recognized the situation as 
it exists, and have endeavored, as a mem- 
ber of Agriculture Appropriations Com- 
mittee, to give to agriculture through 
appropriations the protective features 
that have been given to industry through 
tariffs. Under the A. A. A. program if 
production is too great it can be re- 
stricted; if it is too low, it can be in- 
creased. Benefits can be paid to do 
either. 

For the fiscal year 1942 $499,388,671 
Was appropriated for the A. A. A. pro- 
gram. The Budget recommended $450,- 
000,000 as being sufficient for fiscal 1943. 
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Commodity Credit Corporation: The 
hearings on the 1943 agriculture appro- 
priations bill disclosed in considerable 
detail the quantities of various crops held 
by this Corporation. As of January 23, 
1942, about 7,000,000 bales of cotton were 
owned or under loan to the Corpora- 
tion; about 2,000,000 bales under loan 
and about 5,000,000 bales owned out- 
right. Much of this cotton has since 
been disposed of or sold. On the sales 
policy for the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion the House and Senate are still in 
disagreement, a matter to which I will 
later advert. 

Food Stamps: There will be available 
for the fiscal year 1943 for the food 
stamp program funds almost equal to 
those that we appropriated for the fiscal 
year 1942. The program should func- 
tion without any diminution. 

The Sugar Act: I have been interested 
in the proper administration of the Sugar 
Act. The war has reduced seriously our 
foreign supply of sugar. I defended the 
appropriations for this activity when they 
were under attack in the House. The 
domestic production of sugar would have 
been materially curtailed if appropria- 
tions to encourage production had failed. 
Adequate funds are carried, and growers 
are enthusiastically cooperating with the 
program. 

Rural Electrification Administration: 
The agency which administers the public 
program of helping farm homes and farm 
enterprises achieve new efficiency and 
comfort by using the modern source of 
power—electric current. The wartime 
job of electric cooperatives is to plug the 
gaps in farm labor supply by setting the 
kilowatts to work doing the many things 
they can do to save human toil. 

The Farm Credit Administration: In 
this war the Farm Credit Administration 
gives farmers a public source of credit at 
reasonable rates and on sound appraisal 
bases. It thus helps provide the financ- 
ing for wartime production without run- 
ning the danger of an inflation that will 
cause another 20-year-long post-war de- 
flation of the malignant nature which 
characterized that following the first 
World War. 

I am one of the five Democratic mem- 
bers of the conference committee which 
has attempted to adjust the differences 
between the House and Senate on the 
1943 Agriculture appropriations ~ bill. 
Passing now to the matters in disagree- 
ment, it is to be deeply regretted that the 
conferees have been unable to compose 
their differences in a statesmanlike way 
and agree upon the items in dispute in 
the bill. I, personally, have stood ready 
to meet with the Senate in a spirit of 
compromise. I shall continue to urge 
upon my colleague conferees a give-and- 
take policy. Legislation cannot be writ- 
ten in any other way. 

In all, there are nine amendments 
added to the House bill by the Senate 
which are still in disagreement. 

The first, Senate amendment No. 81 
pertains to parity payments. Under the 
House bill soil-conservation payments 
will not be deducted in computing the 
parity price for agricultural products. 
The Senate amendment would require 
soil-conservation payments to be com- 
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puted or added in arriving at parity. 
The House provision would give to farm- 
ers about $147,000,000 more money than 
the Senate amendment. 

Senate amendments Nos. 83, 85, and 86 
relate to the sales of surplus commodities 
by the Commodity Credit Corporation. 
The House bill provided that Govern- 
ment-owned or Government-controlled 
stocks of farm commodities could not be 
sold at less than parity price, but author- 
ized the sale or other disposition below 
parity of any agricultural commodity to 
or by the Agricultural Marketing Ad- 
ministration for distribution exclusively 
for relief purposes, the sale as feed, or 
for the manufacture of alcohol of grain 
which has substantially deteriorated in 
quality, commodities sold to farmers for 
seed, and sales of cotton required in con- 
nection with the present new uses pro- 
gram being carried on by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

All other sales of agricultural products 
held by the Government under the House 
bill could not be made at less than parity. 
The interests of farmers are thus pro- 
tected against dumping and sales of sur- 
plus crops held by the Commodity Credit 
Corporation. The Senate amendments 
provided for the sale and distribution of 
certain of these Government-owned and 
Government-controlled stocks at 85 per- 
cent of corn parity and included com- 
modities other than deteriorated grain. 

As a member of the Agriculture De- 
partment Appropriations Committee, I 
have felt it my duty to see that the inter- 
ests of farmers are given the same price 
protection as industrialists and industrial 
workers. 

In know that farmers are willing to 
make the sacrifices expected of them in 
this emergency, but they should not be 
the only people obliged to sacrifice. 
Farmers, industrial workers, and all types 
of citizens should be treated alike—no 
one class better than the other, and all 
agricultural commodities should be given 
equal consideration. My State is chiefly 
interested in cotton, and cotton is selling 
at about parity. I feel, however, that 
farmers producing other crops should be 
given parity price protection by Con- 
gress. We cannot afford to let any part 
of our farm population suffer. All must 
be given a living income, and to secure 
it the agricultural population of each 
section must aid that of the others. 

In the conference committee Senator 
BANKHEAD, of Alabama, in the hope of 
adjusting the differences between the 
Senate and the House, introduced a pro- 
posed compromise on parity prices which 
was acceptable to me and to two other 
Democrats of the Agriculture Appro- 
priations Subcommittee. In effect it 
provided for loans on agricultural com- 
modities at the parity prices of those 
commodities—100 percent parity. I un- 
derstand the same thought is embraced 
in a bill which is expected to pass the 
Senate soon and will later be presented 
to the House. 

Senate amendment No. 90 covers sal- 
aries and expenses in connection with 
making loans under the Farm Tenant 
Act. The Budget recommended $2,500,- 
000 for this purpose. The House com- 
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mittee approved the Budget estimate, 
but this was reduced in the House to 
$1,250,000. The Senate raised it to 
$2,000,000. 

Senate amendment No. 91 relates to 
farm-tenant loans. The Budget recom- 
mended $40,000,000 for this purpose. 
This amount was raised by the House 
Appropriations Committee to $45,000,000 
but was reduced on the floor of the House 
to $25,000,000. The Senate raised the 
figure to $40,000,000. These two items 
are still in disagreement. I see no reason 
why the differences could not be easily 
adjusted. 

Senate amendments Nos. 95 and 96 re- 
late to loans, grants, and rural rehabili- 
tation. No. 95 is the direct appropria- 
tion from the Treasury. No 96 covers 
additional funds for the purpose of mak- 
ing rural rehabilitation loans to needy 
farmers, such loans to be made by the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation. 
For direct appropriations $50,319,557 was 
recommended by the Budget, and that 
amount was approved by the House Agri- 
culture Subcommittee. In the House, the 
amount was reduced to $25,319,557. The 
Senate restored the Budget figure. 

For rehabilitation loans the amount 
approved by the Agriculture Subcommit- 
tee and the House was $70,000,000. The 
Senate raised it to $125,000,000. 

These two amendments—Nos. 95 and 
96—are still in disagreement. I see no 
reason why the differences could not 
readily be adjusted. 

Senate amendment No. 97 ratifies al- 
leged illegal land purchases made by the 
Farm Security Administration. Acting 
upon an opinion from the Solicitor of the 
Agriculture Department, these purchases 
and agreements to purchase were made. 
Later, upon the request of the Chairman 
of the House Agriculture Appropriations 
Subcommittee, the Comptroller General 
expressed the opinion that the purchases 
anc agreements were made without au- 
thority of law; $16,287,413 is the total 
amount involved; $11,408,272 of this 
amount have already been expended. 
Commitments outstanding which have 
not been paid amount to $4,479,141. 
Senate amendment No. 97 seeks to ratify 
both expenditures and outstanding com- 
mitments. 

The nine amendments in disagreement 
should be adjusted at once. Agriculture 
has suffered too much already. Our ac- 
tions should not further jeopardize the 
programs for its welfare. I hope for the 
enactment of this bill at an early date. 
I likewise hope it will be written in the 
interest of farmers of the country, and I 
hope too that it will include one feature 
for which I have unceasingly labored—a 
guaranty of parity prices to the farmers 
of this country. The opportunity to do 
this should not be allowed to pass. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. LAMBERTSON]. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentleman from North Da- 
kota [Mr. Burpick] such time as he may 
desire. 

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, in ref- 
erence to the Farm Security appropria- 
tion now in conference, and which it is 
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proposed to adjust within the next 60 
days, it will probably serve a useful pur- 
pose to state what the House position 
has been and what the Senate has pro- 
posed in lieu thereof. 

The House passed the bill with a pro- 
vision for $25,000,000 in direct appropri- 
ations and a loan extension of $70,000,- 
000 for the rehabilitation and other pro- 
grams of the Farm Security Administra- 
tion. The Senate wrote in $50,000,000 as 
a direct appropriation and a loan au- 
thorization of $125,000,000. Both pro- 
posals are much less than the Budget 
estimate of $66,000,000 for direct appro- 
priations and of $175,000,000 for loan au- 
thorization, which was specially urged 
upon. the Congress by the President on 
May 2, 1942. 

In the debate before the House the 
Farm Security Administration was at- 
tacked on the ground that the program 
was “wasteful, extravagant, and indefen- 
sible,” to use the words of President 
O’Neal of the American Farm Bureau 
Federation in his latest letter to Mem- 
bers of the House on June 23. The Na- 
tional Grange, through its master, A. S. 
Goss, former Land Bank Commissioner 
from 1933 to 1939, in another letter to 
Congressmen on the same date inferred 
that the F. S. A. activities should be cur- 
tailed for the same reasons, 

These statements were made in face 
of the fact that repayments of tenant- 
purchase loans have exceeded maturities, 
and repayments of rehabilitation loans 
have been steadily mounting toward 100 
percent despite the fact that these low- 
income farmers have been turned down 
by every other avenue of credit. So far 
nobody has heard any word of complaint 
from the head of the R. F. C., Mr. Jesse 
Jones, who advances the loan money to 
the F. S. A. Apparently F. S. A. loans 
are a good investment on which the 
R. F. C. is making good returns. Could 
it be that these opponents of F. S. A. 
just are not interested in allowing busted 
farmers to make a new start, but would 
rather that they be driven off the land, 
as one Member of the House has said 
in debate, and as Mr. Earl Smith, of the 
Farm Bureau, said in his testimony, so 
that the supply of cheap farm labor 
would be more plentiful for the show- 
place farmers and planters? 

While these opponents of F. S. A. have 
shouted for saving money on all Govern- 
ment activities which they term “non- 
essential,” at the same time these same 
organizations and individuals are deter- 
mined to perpetuate the Federal land- 
bank system which shows more waste to 
the square yard by 10 times than can 
be ascribed to the F. S. A. even if we 
were to accept the statements of the op- 
position about F. S. A. as true. 

The land-bank system is a paper-made 
cooperative. It has no earmarks of a 
genuine cooperative undertaking, but be- 
hind the camouflage of that name, a 
gigantic bureaucracy is living off Federal 
moneys and the farmers, while not being 
amenable to any but the slightest con- 
trol by the Federal Government. The 
only semblance of a cooperative which it 
bears is that the farmer who takes a 
loan is obliged to take 5 percent of his 
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loan in stock in the land bank. As the 
matter works out, he is simply a “host- 
age” for other farmers unde this sys- 
tem which was copied from Junker Ger- 
many, and he has nothing to do with 
the management. That is handled by 
bankers and other more fortunate in- 
dividuals, who operate a hard-boiled 
bank system which shows little mercy 
on those who cannot pay on the line, 

When a farmer’s loan is foreclosed, the 
property is offered at a lower price to 
another buyer, but never, until very re- 
cently, to the original owner. The man 
who has his life savings tied up in the 
farm is driven off onto the road. 

This system has worked such hardship 
on the farmers generally that today the 
system is not making over 10 percent of 
the new long-term farm loans although 
the system holds 38 percent of the out- 
standing indebtedness on all farms in 
the United States. 

While we are talking about economy, 
let us take a look at this land-bank sys- 
tem. It is financed by appropriations of 
about $7,000,000 annually by the Con- 
gress, carried in this bill, but in addition 
to that amount over $40,000,000 is spent 
in administration, most of which is col- 
lected by the banks and their affiliated 
institutions from mortgaged farmers in 
fees, inspections, interest, insurance, and 
what not. In addition to all this, since 
July 1, 1933, down to June 30, 1942, the 
Congress has appropriated and there has 
been spent more than $275,000,000 to 
pay private bondholders their interest 
on outstanding securities of the land- 
bank system. These securities were and 
are tax-exempt, and were sold to the 
public at a higher rate than the Congress 
thinks the farmers should be required to 
pay. 

The reason for all this lavish expendi- 
ture is that this system maintains an 
army of secretaries, directors, executive 
officers, field men, collectors, examiners, 
adjusters, land agents, and they must 
all be paid. 

Attempts have been made to do away 
with this top-heavy bankers’ system of 
farm finance, but the influence of certain 
organizations and individuals upon the 
Congress has been so great that these 
attempts have been forestalled for the 
past 3 years. The Wheeler-Jones bill of 
1940 and the Fulmer bill of 1941 have 
both been rejected as a consequence. 

Those responsible for the tremendous 
opposition to these two bills were, among 
others, the Farm Bureau Federation, the 
National Grange, the American Bankers’ 
Association, the Mortgage Bankers As- 
sociation, the Investment Bankers As- 
sociation, and the insurance companies. 
On the other hand, the National Farmers 
Union and the Ohio Farm Bureau Feder- 
ation were the farm groups pushing for 
debt adjustment and a complete revamp- 
ing of the land banks. These same two 
groups also have led the fight for F. S. A. 
aid to low-income farmers. This situa- 
tion prompted Chairman Marvin Jones, 
of the House Agricultural Committee, in 
April 1940, to say, “It is interesting to 
find the American Farm Bureau Federa- 
tion, the National Grange, and the Amer- 
ican Bankers Association sleeping in the 
same bed.” (Committee hearings, p. 456, 
series I.) They indeed are in the same 
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bed and by remaining together they have 
effectively stopped any proposed change 
in the land-bank system. 

On June 29, 1942, President Roosevelt 
said of this situation the following clear 
and pointed statements: 


H. R. 6315 will extend for 2 additional years 
the present 34% percent reduced interest rate 
on Federal land bank and Land Bank Com- 
missioner loans. It will also make a reduced 
interest rate of 4 percent available for a simi- 
lar period to farmers who shall have pur- 
chased land from a Federal land bank or the 
Federal Farm Mortgage Corporation either on 
a purchase-money mortgage or on a real-es- 
tate sales contract. To the extent that these 
interest rates may be lower than the contract 
rates the operating costs of the farmers af- 
fected will be reduced. It will cost the Fed- 
eral Treasury somewhat over $67,000,000 in 
subsidies during the 2 years it will be effec- 
tive. 

Similar statutory reductions in interest 
rates have been in effect since 1933 pursuant 
to a succession of temporary acts of Con- 
gress. Two of these acts, one in 1937, the 
other in 1938, I returned without approval, 
because, in my opinion, the expense to the 
Treasury which they involved was unjustified 
by any benefits to be expected from them. 

When the 2-year extension enacted in 
1940, was approved, I anticipated that legis- 
lative action would be taken promptly to 
remove impediments to the efficiency of the 
Federal land-bank system which have made 
it impossible for the land banks to furnish 
farmers with long-term mortgage credit on 
reasonable terms without subsidies from the 
Federal R 

During the 2 years since intervening, de- 
spite intensiye studies of these problems and 
specific practical recommendations by the 
Farm Credit Administration, based on these 
studies, no action has been taken to make 
the necessary changes. As a consequence, 
the Nation is again confronted with a pro- 
posal to extend for an additional temporary 
period this costly method of reducing the 
interest costs to land bank and Land Bank 
Commissioner borrowers, Again it is pro- 
posed to make up, out of public funds, defi- 
ciencies in the income of the Federal land 
banks, which deficiencies would not occur 
if those banks were enabled to conduct their 
operations at full efficiency. 

The reasons why no action has been taken 
to remedy the obvious defects in the laws 
governing the functioning of these important 
agencies are obscure and unconvincing. 
There is no evident justification for impos- 
ing indefinitely upon- the Treasury of the 
United States an expense which results solely 
from failure to adapt the basis upon which 
the land banks can operate to the realities of 
the function they have to perform by elimi- 
nating from their required structure and 
operations costly procedures that serve no 
useful public function. 

These are times when every resource must 
be strained to win this war, when every sound 
economy that can be achieved must be put 
into effect, when every useless effort must be 
abandoned, and when every action that will 
improve the speed and effectiveness of essen- 
tial operations must be taken without delay. 

On the other hand, I believe that the neces- 
sity of providing farm mortgage credit on 
reasonable terms is beyond questioning. The 
present statutory reduced interest rates ex- 
pire on June 30 of this year. This bill adopts 
the only immediately practicable method of 
forestalling their imminent expiration. Ac- 
cordingly, I have approved it, despite the fact 
that it fails completely to provide for obvi- 
ously necessary improvements in the struc- 
ture and operations of the agencies it would 
subsidize. 

H. R. 6315 cannot, however, be regarded as 
more than a palliative, nor serve as an excuse 
for deferring, for a further unreasonable 


JULY 2 


period, the correction of substantial, basic 
defects in the structure of the Federal farm 
mortgage credit system that have made it 
necessary to throw upon the Treasury ex- 
penses such as those imposed by thin legisla- 
tion. It is plainly essential that steps be 
taken promptly to so simplify the pattern of 
the system as to eliminate its present, in- 
herent inefficiencies, and thereby relieve the 
Treasury of the recurrent burden ef these 
unnecessary costs. 

Unger the Wheeler-Jones bill, had it 
been passed, or under the Fulmer bill, 
this waste of millions in Government sub- 
sidies could in large part be saved, but 
of course this bankers’ oligarchy would 
have to be turned out on shorter grass, 
But when O’Neal, and Smith, and Goss, 
and all the other satellites speak of sav- 
ing money by denying appropriations to 
the F. S. A, it seems proper to stop and 
remark that their economic acumen does 
not extend to any venture that may in 
the slightest degree affect land bankers’ 
methods of giving the farmers of Amer- 
ica a thorough cleaning and at the same 
time milking every taxpayer in America 
to sustain their favorite system. Such 
inconsistency is seldom demonstrated 
even among men who do not know any 
ber and who are economic illiter- 
ates, 

O'Neal, of the Farm Bureau Federa- 
tion, in speaking of the F. S. A., said, “We 
aggressively oppose appropriations for 
the continued expansion of bureaucratic 
and wasteful administration in this field 
of credit.” Suppose we take Mr. O’Neal’s 
own words and apply them to the land- 
bank system which he desires so much 
to continue unchanged. By applying 
O'Neal's doctrine to thé Farm Security 
Administration we can save absolutely 
nothing. If busted farmers are turned 
away, we lose farm products which they 
would otherwise produce in excess of the 
amount of the money which has to be 
advanced to them, and we would have to 
support many of them through other 
Federal or local relief programs in be- 
tween the times when the O’Neals wanted 
to hire them as day labor. ¢ 

But. applying O’Neal’s own doctrine to 
the Federal land-bank system, as the 
President so urgently requests, wou'd 
save the farmers of America a large 
share of the forty or fifty millions which 
that system takes out of their hides, and 
we can in addition save this Government 
a large part of the $67,000,000 which will 
otherwise go to the private bondholders 
during the next 2 years. These amounts 
are much greater than the entire amount 
contained in the Senate version of this 
bill for the entire administration of 
F. S. A., including the migratory labor 
program, which is only some $40,000,000. 

I am wondering just why this sudden 
and unexpected impulse on the part of 
the Farm Bureau Bankers Association to 
save a little money. The only logical 
answer I can see to that question is that 
the opposition to F. S. A. has an ax to 
grind. It may be that they are in con- 
trol of this interest-commission-fee-tak- 
ing system that finally leaves most farm- 
ers on the highway stripped of their 
Possessions. F 

It may also be that the leaders of these 
opposing organizations are not in sym- 
pathy with any hard-pressed farmer. 
Whatever their motive is, the result of 
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their action is positively against the best 
interests of the tillers of the soil. 

Mr, LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
do not believe the chairman or the gen- 
tleman from Illinois explained one point, 
unless the chairman explained it just 
before I came in; I was a little late. 
Whatever amounts we finally agree on 
for the 12-month period as to the items 
in disagreement, the amounts spent dur- 
ing the next 2 months for such purposes 
will come cut of the figures so agreed 
upon. Did the gentleman make that 
plain? 

Mr. TARVER. I undertook to make 
that explanation, I may say to my col- 
league. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Myr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Vermont 
(Mr. PLUMLEY]. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
ENGLEBRIGHT] for a question. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. May I ask the 
chairman of the committee and the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Cannon] 
what the parliamentary status will be if 
this goes to the President and this portion 
of the bill becomes law, and then Jater 
the remainder of the conference report 
is agreed to and sent to the President, 
and the President vetoes that portion of 
it? Would the veto apply simply to the 
portion of the bill that goes later to the 
President or would it apply to the entire 
bill? 

Mr, TARVER. Is the gentleman ad- 
dressing that inquiry to me? 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. To the chair- 
man of the subcommittee or the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Cannon], 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. In answer 
to the gentleman's question, the veto of 
a second bill would apply to that bill only 
and would in no way affect a bill previ- 
ously approved. 

Of course, if a second bill goes to the 
President, as we anticipate it will, carry- 
ing legislative action on matters still in 
disagreement, we would have as much 
reason to expect approval of the joint 
action of the House and Senate on that 
bill as we have to expect approval of the 
pending bill. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think 
my 2 minutes are about up, but I do wish 
to make this statement. Your commit- 
tee has struggled along under many diffi- 
culties, trying to arrive at a compromise. 
If you will look over the official con- 
stituency of the committee, you can be 
assured I am telling you the truth. We 
finally come in here with a definite prop- 
osition to which we all should agree. In 
the language of one of the greatest 
statesmen, according to his own opinion, 
who ever stocd on this floor: 

This is the time to rise above principle and 
adopt the compromise. 


|Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes in conclusion of the debate to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cannon], 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, the bill before us presents a gratifying 
solution of the problem which is now 
before the House for the fourth time this 
session. It meets, I am glad to say, with 
the unanimous approval of the managers 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


on the part of the House, comprising all 
members of the subcommittee on the 
agricultural appropriation bill on both 
sides of the aisle, and I trust will have the 
unanimous approval of the House on its 
merits. 

The agricultural appropriation bill has 
been so exhaustively debated in the sey- 
eral times it has been before the House 
that it is not necessary to go further into 
the details of its provisions. 

And the nature of the agreement car- 
ried in the pending bill has been so ad- 
mirably explajned by the gentlemen who 
have preceded me as to preclude further 
discussion. Suffice to say, there is noth- 
ing in the first title of the bill which has 
not been formally agreed to by both the 
House and the Senate in the adoption of 
the conference reports adopted by the two 
Houses. And there is nothing in dis- 
agreement between the two Houses that 
is not included in the continuing provi- 
sion of the second title of the bill. 

Accordingly, I shall only take time to 
call attention to two outstanding features 
of the agreement. 

First, while, in title 2 of the bill, all 
items in disagreement are continued for 
60 days, under the current law for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1942, expendi- 
tures for the months of July and August 
covered by the 60 days are to be charged 
against the annual appropriations car- 
ried by the bill as finally enacted. 

So, if the Department uses for any 
purpose more than one-sixth of the an- 
nual appropriation carried by the bill 
for that purpose as finally enacted, a 
corresponding reduction must be made 
in the money provided for the remaining 
10 months of the year. In other words, 
we are here agreeing to the use by the 

partment for the next 2 months of 
such funds, and in such amounts, as will 
be appropriated by the measure as even- 
tually passed. 

The other notable feature of the agree- 
ment is the incorporation in the pending 
bill of the first proviso, lines 3 to 8, at the 
top of page 81 of the original bill. This 
paragraph was agreed to by both Houses 
in the first conference report. Under 
this proviso no Government-owned or 
Government-controlled agricultural com- 
modities can be sold at less than parity. 
Not a pound of cotton or a bushel of 
wheat or a pound of tobacco can be sold 
at less than the parity price. In that 
proviso the bill restates and reaffirms the 
basic principle of parity on which the 
whole system of legislative stabilization 
of ‘farm prices rests. 

It should be noted that the farmers 
constitute the only group in America to- 
day voluntarily advocating and accept- 
ing limitation of their prices, wages, and 
income. Every other group and industry 
in the Nation is demanding—and tak- 
ing—more and more. The farmers alone 
exercise a degree of moderation and are 
voluntarily relinquishing their rights to 
prices in keeping with industrial wages 
and profits. They are foregoing, volun- 
tarily and patriotically, the 35 cents a 
pound for cotton, $2.40 per bushel for 
wheat, and $24.50 a hundred for hogs 
they received in the last war. They are 
asking half of what they got in the last 
war while labor, industry, transportation, 
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and communication are getting more 
than twice what they got in the last war, 
No one will begrudge this belated recog- 
nition of the moderation of the American 
farmer who is supplying the American 
consumer with food and raiment at a cost 
which according to the Department of 
Labor is the lowest percentage of his in- 
come since the Bureau of Labor Statistics 
was established. 

Parity not only serves the farmer now 
but insures him against the devastating 
depression which will inevitably follow 
the close of the war unless the principle 
of parity is maintained. It is the only 
hope of avoiding the collapse of farm 
prices which followed the last war. It 
is the only guaranty against 5-cent cot- 
ton, 12-cent corn, 30-cent wheat, and 
$2 hogs which bankrupted American 
agriculture and all business dependent on 
agricultural patronage in 1920. 

Mr, TERRY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Arkansas, a member 
of the subcommittee and one of the man- 
agers on the part of the House. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman said a 
while ago. that everyone is in agreement 
on the continuing resolution. The gen- 
tleman knows that I am thoroughly in 
accord with establishing the doctrine of 
parity for farm prices and I have 
worked with the gentleman for many 
years to that end. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gen- 
tleman has rendered the greatest serv- 
ice to agriculture in his long and dis- 
tinguished service on this committee. 

Mr. TERRY. I thank the gentleman. 
I do feel that on the money figures the 
House and the Senate conferees should 
have been able to get together. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I share 
with the gentleman the regret that we 
were not able to sooner compose these 
differences. However, they are still in 
disagreement and we hope to work them 
out before the expiration of the 2 months 
alloted for that purpose. 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Washington, It is 
a matter of deep regret to the entire 
membership of the committee that he, 
like the gentleman from Arkansas, is 
leaving the House for greener, and, I 
trust, happier fields. 

Mr, LEAVY. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Missouri this question: 
If both Houses should pass legislation 
providing for 100 percent of parity be- 
tween now and 60 days hence, would that 
aid the conferees im arriving at an agree- 
ment, in the judgment of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I regret 
that my time has expired. However, it 
has no connection with this bill. 

Let me say in conclusion that, insofar 
as we are now informed, when pending 
bills are disposed of, it is not expected 
that. the Committee on Appropriations 
will have anything further to submit for 
the consideration of the House for the 
next 60 days. 

Mr. Speaker, we ask for. a vote on the 
motion. : 
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Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 
iMr. MICHENER]. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I want 
an answer to the question that I pro- 
pounded earlier, and I ask the gentleman 
from Georgia to answer it. 

Mr. TARVER. I asked the gentleman 
from Illinois if he desired to yield further 
time, and he said that he did not. 

Mr. MICHENER. But I was told that 
the chairman of the committee would 
answer the question. 

Mr. TARVER. Then if it is satisfac- 


tory to the gentleman from Illinois. I | 


yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Cannon] to answer that 
question. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional minute to the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. If this resolution is 
passed and goes to the President and the 
President approves it, then there will be 
some items in the original bill which 
would have the same number, which will 
go to the President, and this procedure 
will then permit the President to veto 
certain items in an appropriation bill, 


which he cannot do now under existing | 


law, if the bill went to him in its entirety. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Thin is an 
entirely new bill with a new number, 
H.R. 7349. It makes final disposition of 


all items in the original bill, H. R. 6709, | 


to which both the House and the Senate 
have agreed by approval of conference 
reports. 

When the original bill reaches the 
President jater in the session, and within 
the expiration of the 60 days of grace pro- 
vided in the second section of the pend- 
ing bill, he will have before him no legis- 
Jation carried in this bill. There will be 
no conflict or duplication and the original 
bill, stripped of all matter now in the 
first section of this bill, will be then sub- 
ject to veto or approval, just as the pend- 
ing bill is subject to veto or approval. 

Mr. MICHENER. My question is: Are 
two different bills going to the President, 
or is one bill going to the President? 

There is a difference between a con- 
tinuing resolution and an appropriation 
bill. If the bill is going to the President, 
then the work of the conferees on the bill 
that goes to the President now is com- 
pleted. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Under the 
arrangement agreed upon by the mana- 
gers, two bills will go to the President, 
the pending bill, H. R. 7349, and later the 
original bill, H. R. 6709. Neither is a 
continuing resolution although the sec- 
ond title of H. R. 7349 carries the pro- 
yisions of a continuing resolution with 
respect to matters still in disagreement 
between the two Houses. Conference on 
the original bill is still in progress. 

Mr. MICHENER. Then the conferees 
are through if the bill now in conference 
goes to the President. 

. Mr. TARVER. Qh, Ido not think so. 
-~ Mr. CANNON of Missouri. No. Tech- 
Rically, the parliamentary status of the 
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the enactment of the bill, H. R. 7349. 
The managers on the part of the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill, H. R. 6709, have 
neither reported nor been discharged. 
It is still in conference, and the confer- 
ees hope in the near future to be able 
to submit a conference report on it dis- 
posing of all items remaining in disa- 
greement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will 
the House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill? 

The question was taken; and in the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds having 
voted in favor thereof, the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it 
necessary that the House further stand 
in recess to await the action of the 
Senate, which it is hoped will not be 
long. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be in 
order for the Speaker to declare a recess 
subject to call. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


AMENDING THE ORGANIC ACT OF 
ALASKA 


Mr. GREEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 5458) to 
amend the Organic Act of Alaska, with 
a Senate amendment thereto, disagree 
to the Senate amendment, and ask for a 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the title of the bill and the Senate 
amendment. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill 
and read the Senate amendment, as 
follows: 

Page 7, after line 19, insert: 

“(b) Upon the enactment of this act there 
shall be deemed to exist vacancies in the of- 
fices of the senators and representatives 
which this act creates in excess of those 
existing immediately prior to the date of the 
said enactment. These vacancies shall be 
filed in the manner prescribed by article 
III of chapter 17 of title 2 of the Compiled 
Laws of Alaska: Provided, however, That in 
the event this act becomes effective less 
than 30 days before the general election of 
1942 and more than 30 days before the sub- 
sequent convening of the legislature in reg- 
ular session, the Governor shall call a special 
election in the manner prescribed in said 
article.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed the follow- 
ing conferees: Mr. Green, Mr. Peterson 
of Georgia, Mr. Parton, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
Mr. BURDICK. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 


JULY 2 


marks on two matters, one to include 
a resolution adopted by the Independent 
Petroleum Association of America, and 
the other a statement by the United 
States Board of Heaith. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include tczsti- 
mony given yesterday by Allen K. Swann, 
in the Senate Committee on Commerce 
about H. R. 6999. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declares 
the House in recess subject bo call. 

Thereupon at 5 o’clock and 12 minutes 
p. m., the House stood in recess, subject 
to call. 

AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker, at 
5 o’clock and 59 minutes p. m. 


‘ADJOURNMENT OVER 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, T 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(By unanimous consent, Mr. DIRKSEN 
was granted permission to revise and ex- 
tend his own remarks.) 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO- 
PRIATION BILL, 1948 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire whether or not the majority lead- 
er wants to say anything about the situ- 
ation that is now in abeyance for the 
information of the House? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I have nothing to 
advise the House about at this time. The 
Senate has adjourned, and I have been 
informed that they sent the bill which 
passed the House a short time ago to the 
committee. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, resery- 
ing the right to object, as I understand 
the parliamentary situation, as far as the 
appropriation bill is concerned, it is this: 
The House passed the regular Depart- 
ment of Agriculture appropriation bill. 
It went to the Senate. The Senate 
placed amendments. The two Houses 
were in disagreement and conferees were 
appointed. That appropriation bill is 
in conference. This afternoon certain 
members of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee who happened to be the conferees on 
the agriculture bill brought in another 
and different appropriation bill. It was 
passed under suspension of the rules, 
with a new number. It had no con- 
nection with the bill in conference. It 
was an independent bill. After that bill 
passed the House and went to the Senate, 
the Senate recognized it as a new appro- 
priation bill, which it is, and treated it 
according to the rules of the Senate, and 
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referred it to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of the Senate for consideration. 
The Senate conferees had no part in 
framing the new bill. So that today the 
regular agriculture appropriation bill is 
in conference between the two Houses. 
Today’s House action has had no effect 
on the conference committee. Another 
appropriation bill covering much of the 
same matter has been referred to the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I think the gen- 
tleman’s statement fairly presents the 
Picture except—I would not want to take 
issue—but I would want to enlarge or 
express my own views on one observation 
which the gentleman made—that it had 
no relationship to the bill in conference. 
It at least had an attempted relationship. 

Mr. MICHENER. Yes; the two bills 
deal with the same subject matter, but 
one bill was the legitimate child of the 
rules of the House and the Appropriations 
Committee. The other bill was not. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am not taking 
issue with my friend, but I will certainly 
say there was an attempted relation- 
ship. At least the House in its own way 
attempted to meet the legislative situa- 
tion that exists. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. If I have the floor I 
gladly yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Tarver] has reserved the 
right to object to the gentleman’s unani- 
mous-consent request. 

Mr. TARVER. I believe that in view 
of certain statements which were made 
on the floor of the Senate a few moments 
ago with reference to the legislation 
which was passed by the House on my 
motion, I should make this statement: 
The Senator who made the remarksgand 
who hails from my own State, was cor- 
rect in stating, so far as I know, that the 
only resolution which had been read to 
him or which he had had an opportunity 
to read, was the proposed House joint 
resolution, a copy of which I hold in my 
hand. But Iwas informed that the Sen- 
ator in question had been advised 
through others than myself of the con- 
tents of the bill which was passed this 
afternoon, and had agreed that the Sen- 
ate would accept, insofar as they would 
follow his leadership in the matter, the 
provisions of that bill. I had no con- 
ference with the Senator in question re- 
garding the provisions of the bill which 
was passed this afternoon, myself. 

I did confer with him regarding the 
proposed joint resolution. 

The SP . Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 

_nois [Mr, DIRKSEN]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, first of 
all, the conferees recognized that a very 
difficult situation exists as far as the 
Department of Agriculture is concerned, 
and certainly members of the conference 
committee were not arbitrary or capri- 
cious in attempting to meet that situa- 
tion and preserve the position of the 
House. Consequently, in the session we 
had today for the purpose of trying to 
arrive at a determination on the terms of 
this so-called continuing resolution we 
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found it difficult to find the most proper 
method and the House hit upon this idea, 
or at least the conferees did, of taking all 
the matter in agreement in the Agricul- 
ture appropriation bill and incorporating 
it in a new part known as title I, and 
then in title II, which the House consid- 
ered a little while this afternoon, we put 
those matters in disagreement and there- 
in protect the position of the House. 
There is little question but what the 
conferees did protect the position of the 
House as evidenced by the deliberations 
in the Senate a little while ago. 

The bill was finally referred to the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations 
and will not be considered until Mon- 
day. 

We recognized that the Department of 
Agriculture will have a pay roll on the 
8th day of July. We cannot keep them 
in a state of disturbance if the thing can 
be cured. We tried to cure it in the best 
way we knew how and at the same time 
protect the position of the House which 
they repeatedly evidenced by votes on 
the floor. 

May I also say in addition to that, the 
minority members of the conference— 
the chairman of the conference can 
speak for the majority—the ranking Re- 
publican member of the Appropriations 
Committee also sat on that conference 
that agreed to the action that was finally 
taken. 

Mr. PACE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. PACE. Did the gentleman know 
that the Senator from Georgia had 
agreed on the part of the Senate to re- 
cede from every position that had been 
maintained by the Senate? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I cannot disclose any- 
thing on that subject. We did not know 
what they would agree to. In these vari- 
ous deliberations, much of which was in- 
formal, we tried to find some kind of 
interim resolution that might meet ac- 
ceptance on the part of the Senate but 
which unfortunately did not meet with 
their acceptance, 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman will 
agree with me that we were informed 
that the Senator from Georgia had 
agreed to the procedure which we fol- 
lowed. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is exactly cor- 
rect. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I think the 
gentleman from Michigan ought to cor- 
rect his language wherein he stated that 
certain members of the Appropriations 
Committee met and agreed to this; it 
was the conference’ committee. The 
Subcommittee on Agriculture did not 
meet; there were just certain members 
of the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. MICHENER. I referred to the 
subcommittee because the members cer- 
tainly were not acting in their capacity 
as conferees on a bill when they were 
formulating a new’ bill with a new num- 
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ber having no relationship to the bill 
under consideration. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. We were all 
there, and we had the Speaker of the 
House with us. 

Mr. MICHENER, That is the trouble; 
you were doing wrong and you now find 
it out. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Let me conclude by 
saying that I do not believe we were 
wrong. In fact, we were proper and 
circumspect in our actions. We were 
trying to meet a most difficult situation 
in the most facile, adaptable way under 
the rules of the House, saving what 
we could of the bill and protecting the 
position of the House. A serious prob- 
lem is involved, and I, for one, do not 
propose to strain at a parliamentary gnat 
in seeking a solution. This matter also 
involves problems on which the confer- 
ees have deep convictions. 

We were rather proud of what we had 
done, but the Senate did not accept it. 
I feel, therefore, that the responsibility 
is theirs, not ours. This is the second 
effort on the part of the House con- 
ferees in submitting a proposal to the 
Senate for agreement but in each case 
that body has agreed to further disagree. 
It now becomes the Senate’s responsi- 
bility. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. Burpick asked and was given per- 
mission to revise and extend his own re- 
marks.) 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BILLS FOR CON- 
SIDERATION MONDAY 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute to make an inquiry of the majority 
leader. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, it is 
the desire of your committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia on Monday to bring 
two bills to the House. They are both 
reported with unanimous approval of the 
committee, and are entirely non-con- 
troversial. One of the measures amends 
the District of Columbia Rent Act and 
seems to be highly important at this 
time; the other deals with the transfer 
of certain lands. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
assures me that the bills will be non- 
controversial? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I can assure the 
majority leader of that. The committee 
has gone over the measures most care- 
fully. One bill is of smaller importance; 
the other is of larger importance. I 
am sure the House would want to follow 
the action of the committee. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Next Monday is 
District day and I can see no objection to 
these bills being called up. There.is, of 
course, no commitments for next week; 
I have no program. As I say, Monday 
is District day anyway. I am hopeful 
that next week we shall be able to get 
through without controversial matters 
arising. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to. extend my own 
remarks in the REcorD and to include 
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certain comments on the importance of 
air power in the present war. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the REcorp and to include 
therein an address delivered by Hon. 
Francis Biddle, Attorney General of the 
United States, in Pittsburgh, Pa., on June 
14. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The SPEAKER announced his signa- 
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

5.2454, An act to prescribe the relative 
rank of members of the Navy Nurse Corps 
in relation to commissioned officers of the 
Navy, and for other purposes. 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on this day present to the 
President, for his approval, a bill of the 
House of the following title: 

H.R. 7159. An act authorizing the construc- 
tion of certain auxiliary. vessels for the United 
States Navy, and for other purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the 
House, pursuant to its previous order, 


adjourned until Monday, July 6, 1942, at 


12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND 
FISHERIES 


The Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries will hold a public 
hearing on Thursday, July 9, 1942, at 10 
a. m., on H. R. 1616, to amend section 509, 
as amended, of the Merchant Marine Act 
1936. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


1787. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV a 
letter from the Acting President, Board 
of Commissioners, District of Columbia, 
transmitting a report of a preliminary 
survey to determine the feasibility of 
the construction of subways in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for both streetcars 
and vehicular traffic prepared pursuant 
to a joint resolution of Congress (Public, 
No. 491, 77th Cong.), approved March 7, 
1942, was taken from the Speaker's table, 
and referred to the Committee on the 
District. of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Printing. 
House Resolution 503. Resolution authoriz- 
ing the printing of a revised edition of the 
Rules and Manual of the House of Represen- 
tatives for the Seventy-eighth Congress; 
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without amendment (Rept. No. 2316). 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Printing. 
House Resolution 511. Resolution authoriz- 
ing the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of 
the House of Representatives to have printed 
additional copies of the hearings held be- 
fore said committee on the bill (H. R. 6999) 
for the extension of the Gulf Intracoastal 
Waterway and construction of a barge canal 
across northern Florida; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2317). Referred to the House Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Printing. 
House Concurrent Resolution 73. Concurrent 
resolution authorizing the printing of ad- 
ditional coples of the report (H. Rept. No. 
2272) of the Committee on Military Affairs 
relative to the progress of the national de- 
fense program; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2318). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah: Committee on the 
Territories. H.R. 6670. A bill to provide for 
an irrigation and water utilization project 
on the island of Molokai, T. H.; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2319). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah: Committee on the 
Territories. H. R. 6876. A bill to authorize 
the incorporated town of Petersburg, Alaska, 
to undertake certain municipal public works, 
including the construction of a dam and im- 
provements to the hydroelectric plant and 
system, improvements to the water system, 
and construction and equipment for a mu- 
nicipal hospital, and for such purposes to 
issue bonds in any sum not exceeding a 
total of $125,000; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2320). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CELLER: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 7162. A bill to suspend for the dura- 
tion of the war certain requirements of sec- 
tion 11 (a) of the Federal Register Act of 
1935; without amendment (Rept. No. 2321). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 2794. A bill authorizing appointments 
to the United States Military Academy and 
United States Naval Academy of sons of sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines who were killed 
in action or have died of wounds or injuries 
received, or disease contracted in line of duty, 
during the World War; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2322). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts: 

H.R. 7342: A bill to amend the Emergency 
Price Control Act; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FORAND: 

H. R. 7343. A bill to establish the War Pe- 
troleum Corporation and define its functions; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: 

H. R.7344. A bill to encourage thrift and 
the production of food and materials of war 
by providing that State plans under the 
Social Security Act, as amended, need not 
require State agencies, in determining need of 
an aged or blind individual, to take into con- 
sideration so much of such individual's in- 
come derived from his or her own personal 
earnings as does not exceed $15 per month; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TARVER: 

H.R, 7349 A bill making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CASE of South Dakota: 

H.R. 7350. A bill to suspend for the dura- 

tion of the present war the penalty for use 
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of the labor of children in the production, 

cultivation, or harvesting of sugar beets or 

sugarcane; to the Committee on Agricuiture. 
By Mr. BELL: 

H.R. 7351. A bill to provide additional pen- 
sion for certain holders of medals of honor, 
and their widows, children, and dependent 
parents; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CREAL: 

H.R. 7345. A bill for the relief of H. F. 

Mathis; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HOLBROCK: 

H.R. 7346. A bill for the relief of Charles 

Knox; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: 

H. R. 7347. A bill granting an increase of 
pension to John M. Williams; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: 

H. R. 7848. A bill for the relief of Earl Carl- 
ton Buck; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXIT, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3173. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of 37 
members of the Indianola Friends Church, of 
Indianola, Iowa, urging legislation to provide 
for the abolishment of liquor traffic as an aid 
to an all-out war effort; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3174. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 61 
citizens of the city of Butler, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, urging the passage of Senate 
bill 860 as a contribution to a wholesome de- 
fense program and a reenactment of legisla- 
tion similar to that of 1917 and so give to the 
young men of 1942 the protection their 
fathers had in 1917; to the Committee on 


ar Affairs. 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of 
Mrs. Ethis E. Coach and others, of Medina, 
N. Y., supporting Senate bill 860, the so- 
called Sheppard bill; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


SENATE 
Monpay, Jury 6, 1942 


(Legislative day of Thursday, July 2, 
1942) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock noon, 
on the expiration of the recess. 


The Reverend Paul F. Douglass, Ph. D., 
president, the American University, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 

O Lord, Thou whose grace is more 
abundant than the needs of erring men, 
grant unto us this July morning the cre- 
ative and redeeming power of informed 
minds brought to bear upon the crucial 
issues of the day with a courageous will. 
Amen. 

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER 


The Secretary, Edwin A. Halsey, read 
the following communication: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, D. C., July 6, 1942. 
To the Senate: 
Being temporarily absent from the Senate, 
I appoint Hon. KENNETH MCKELLAR, a Senator 
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from the State of Tennessee, to perform the 
duties of the Chair during my absence. 
f CARTER GLASS, 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. McKELLAR thereupon took the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. Barktry, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the cal- 
endar day Thursday, July 2, 1942, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL OF BILLS 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that the 
President had approved and signed the 
following acts: 

On June 30, 1942: 

8.337. An act to provide for a permanent 
postage rate of 3 cents per pound on books; 

S. 2316. An act to provide for the placing in 
Gallinger Hospital of a memorial to George 
Earle Chamberlain; and 

8.2558. An act to further expedite the 
prosecution of the war by authorizing the 
control of the exportation of certain com- 
modities. 

On July 1, 1942: 

8.1622. An act to authorize payment to 
janitors and custodians of the public schools 
of the District of Columbia for services ren- 
dered for local boards of the selective service 
system. 

On July 2, 1942: 

§. 2586. An act to amend sections 1 and 3 
of the act entitled “An act to authorize the 
President to requisition certain articles and 
materials for the use of the United States, 
and for other p »” approved October 
10, 1940 (54 Stat. 1090), to continue the act 
in effect during the existing war, and for 
other purposes. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Alken Ellender O'Mahoney 
Andrews Gerry Pepper 

Bailey Gillette Radcliffe 
Bankhead Guffey Reed 

Barkley Gurney Reynolds 
Bilbo Hatch Russell 
Brooks Hayden Schwartz 
Bunker Herring Shipstead 
Burton Hill t 

Butler Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Idaho 
Byrd Kilgore Thomas, Okla 
Capper Lee Thomas, Utah 
Caraway McKellar Tobey 
Chandler McNary Tunnell 
Chavez Maybank Tydings 
Clark, Idaho ead Vandenberg 
Connally Millikin Wagner 
Danaher Murdock White 

Davis Norris 

Downey Nye 


Mr. HILL. Iannounce thatthe Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. Brown], the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Bu- 
Low], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK], the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. Doxey], the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. GEORGE], the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. Grass], the Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. Green], the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. HucuHes], the Senator 
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| from Colorado (Mr. Jonnson], the Sen- 


ator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas], the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. MALONEY], 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCar- 
RAN], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
McFartanp], the Senators from Mon- 
tana (Mr, Murray and Mr. WHEELER], 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL], 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. OVER- 
ton], the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Roster], the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. Smatuers], the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. SMITH], the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr, Spencer], the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. STEWART], 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. TRU- 
MaN], the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Van Nuys], the Senator from Washing- 
ton (Mr, WALLGREN], and the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH] are 
necessarily absent from the Senate. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Austin], the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Batt], the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. BARBOUR], the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Brewster], the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Lancer], the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lope], the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Wutzry], and the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. Wittts] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. HoL- 
MAN] is absent on public business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Fifty-eight Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is 
present. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing communication and letter, which 
were referred as indicated: 

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE, BOARD OF INVESTI- 
GATION AND RESEARCH—TRANSPORTATION (S. 
Doc. No. 236) 

A communication from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a supple- 
mental estimate of appropriation for the 
Board of Investigation and Research—Trans- 
portation, amounting to $272,000, for the 
fiscal year 1943 (with an accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

Report oF PRELIMINARY Survey As To FEAsI- 
BILITY OF CONSTRUCTING SUBWAYS IN THE 
DISTRICT 
A letter from the Acting President of the 


| Board of Commissioners of the District of 


Columbia, transmitting a report of a pre- 
liminary survey to determine the feasibility 
of the construction of subways in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for both streetcars and ve- 
hicular traffic prepared pursuant to a joint 
resolution of Congress (Public Law 491, 77th 
Cong.) approved March 7, 1942 (with an ac- 
companying report); to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS 


Petitions, etc., were presented by Mr, 
VANDENBERG, and referred as indicated: 


A resolution of the Common Council of the 
City of Norway, Mich., protesting against any 
reduction in the scope of the Work Projects 
Administration which would force a reduc- 
tion in the number of persons employed in 
the Norway, Mich., district; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Resolutions of the board of directors of the 
County Road Association of Michigan, fa- 

amendment of Work Projects Admin- 
istration legislation so as to permit the use 
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of Work Projects Administration labor in the 
maintenance of State, county, and municipal 
highways and streets; to eliminate the re- 
quired 25-percent sponsors’ contribution 
which is necessary, in some measure, to com- 
pensate highway and street administrative 
agencies for the loss of revenue brought 
about by Federal regulations and restrictions © 
to conserve tires, and to give such highway 
and street administrative agencies full au- 
thority and responsibility for the carrying 
cut of the projects; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

A resolution of the City Commission of 
Gladstone, Mich., favoring the enactment of 
legislation to repeal the land-grant acts; to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Petitions and letters in the nature of pe- 
titions from sundry citizens and organiza- 
tions in the State of Michigan, praying for 
the enactment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit 
the sale of alcoholic liquor and to suppress 
vice in the vicinity of military camps and 
naval establishments; ordered to lie on the 
table. 


RESOLUTION OF REPUBLICAN WOMEN’S 
FEDERATION OF MICHIGAN 


Mr. VANDENBERG also presented a 
resolution adopted by a meeting of the 
board of directors of the Republican 
Women’s Federation at Saginaw, Mich., 
which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary and ordered to be printed 
in the Rrcorp, as follows: 

JUNE 29, 1942. 

The following resolution was adopted by 
the Republican Women’s Federation of 
Michigan at its meeting held in Saginaw on 
Saturday, June 27, 1942: 

“Whereas the Constitution of the United 
States provides that ‘the United States shall 
guarantee to every State in this Union a re= 
publican form of government’; and 

“Whereas many public speakers errone- 
ously refer to the Government of the United 
States and its several States as a democratic 
form of government; and 

“Whereas neither the Federal Government 
nor the government of any State is in form 
or in fact democratic; and 

“Whereas the erroneous use of the term 
‘democratic’ is misleading and deceptive: 
Now, therefore, be it 

“Resolved by the board of directors of the 
Republican Women’s Federation of Michigan, 
That— 

“1. Use of the word ‘democratic’ as applied 
to the form of government of the United 
States and the several States is misl K 

“2. Use of the word ‘republican’ as applied 
to the form of government of the United 
States and the several States is hereby en- 
dorsed and recommended.” 


MANUFACTURE OF RUBBER FROM ALCO- 
HOL PRODUCED FROM AGRICULTURAL 
AND FOREST PRODUCTS 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate to a 
statement from R. T. Willette, manager 
of the Kansas City (Kans.) Chamber of 
Commerce, urging early enactment into 
law of S. 2600, a bill to expedite prosecu- 
tion of the war by providing an increased 
supply of rubber manufactured from al- 
cohol produced from agricultural and 
forest products. 

I, too, Mr. President, believe that early 
action should be taken on this measure. 
Testimony taken before the Gillette sub- 
committee seems to be conclusive that 
rubber can be made from grain alcohol in 
plants that can be constructed in one- 
third the time and with one-tenth the 
critical materials necessary to construct 
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plant facilities for making rubber from 
petroleum. 

The rubber is sorely needed in the 
United States. We have huge surpluses 
of wheat which could be made to serve 

_ a useful purpose by being converted into 
rubber. It certainly will be years before 
natural rubber is available to us in any 
considerable quantities. We must manu- 
facture synthetic rubber and manufac- 
ture it in large quantities. We need all 
we can make from petroleum, all we can 
make from grains and forest products. 
Congress should enact this proposed leg- 
islation before any summer recess is 
taken by either branch of Congress. I 
ask unanimous consent to have the state- 
ment from the Kansas City (Kans.) 
Chamber of Commerce printed in the 
REcorp as part of my remarks and appro- 
priately referred. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Kansas City, Kans., July 1, 1942. 
To the Kansas Delegation in Congress: 

We are deeply interested in Senate bill 2600, 
introduced by Senator GILLETTE, entitled “A 
bill to expedite the prosecution of the war 
by making provision for an increased supply 
of rubber manufactured from alcohol pro- 
duced. from agricultural or forest products.” 
We understand that this bill has been re- 
ported on fayorably by the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry of the Senate, and 
that a companion bill, H. R. 7254, introduced 
by Congressman ANTON JOHNSON, of Illinois, 
is now before the Committee on Agriculture 
of the House of Representatives. 

We understand that many witnesses were 
examined by the Senate committee and that 
it was proven to the satisfaction of everyone 
who followed these hearings closely that ex- 
cellent synthetic rubber, suitable for automo- 
bile tires, can be made from alcohol pro- 
duced from grain, and this, too, at reasonable 
prices and in substantial quantities, within 
a short time. 

As you know, there is aylarge excess of grain 
suitable for the production of alcohol in 
storage in the United States, and one of the 
biggest crops in the history of the country 
is now coming into harvest. There is a 
shortage of storage facilities which may re- 
sult in waste and loss of a substantial part 
of this year’s crop, unless prompt distribu- 
tion can be made for the utilization of this 
grain for the manufacture of alcohol. 

The establishment of such plants at stra- 
“tegic points throughout this agricultural re- 
gion would be of untold value in securing the 
production of rubber, and, further, it would 
benefit the agriculturists in the disposal of 
their excess grain crops. 

We understand that according to testi- 
mony before the committee, Germany, at the 
beginning of the war, had 36,000 plants pro- 
ducing alcohol from grain, potatoes, etc, 
These were scattered throughout Germany, 
easily accessible to production points, and 
that the material left after the extraction of 
alcohol was successfully used for stock feed. 
Another thing, the alcohol produced by these 
plants can be used in the production of ex- 
plosives, and thereby greatly increase the 
availability of the supply of sugar for do- 
mestic consumption. 

Because we believe this legislation is very 

` important to every community in the mid- 
continent area, we cannot urge too strongly, 
in view of the evidence submitted before the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry of 
the Senate, that this bill receive your sup- 
port, and especially so because, as stated, of 
the necessity to establish immediate ways and 
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means for the additional production of syn- 
thetic rubber in this country. 

If you agree with our conclusion in this 
respect, we would appreciate your support of 
this measure. 

Yours very truly, 
R. T. WILLETTE, 


RATIONING AND INCREASE IN PRICE OF 
GASOLINE—LETTERS FROM GOVERNOR 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I ask to 
have printed in the Recorp as part of my 
remarks a letter from J. Melville Brough- 
ton, Governor of North Carolina, ad- 
dressed to the congressional delegation 
from that State, and also copy of a 
letter from the Governor of North Caro- 
lina addressed to Mr. Leon Henderson. 
The letters deal with the increase of 212 
cents a gallon on gasoline, and also with 
the question of gasoline rationing. I re- 
quest that the letters may be appro- 
priately referred. r- 

There being no objection, the letters 
were referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency and ordered to he 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
GovERNoR’s OFFICE, 
Raleigh, July 1, 1942. 
Senator Josian W. BAILEY, 
Senator RoBERT R. REYNOLDS, 
Hon. HERBERT C. BONNER, 
. JOHN H. KERR, 
. GRAHAM A. BARDEN, 
. HaRroLD D. COOLEY, 
Hon. A. D. FOLGER, 
. CARL T. DURHAM, 
. W. O. BURGIN, 
. J. BAYARD CLARK, 
. R. L. DOUGHTON, 
. A. L. BULWINKLE, 
. ZEBULON WEAVER, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: You are, of course, advertent 
to the increase in the price of gasoline ap- 
proved by the Office of Price Administration 
for the Eastern Seaboard States, including 
North Carolina; this being an increase of 
2% cents per gallon. 

I do not know that there is anything we 
can do about the matter, but I do feel that 
a strong protest should be made. I enclose 
herewith copy of a letter that I have today 
written Hon, Leon Henderson about the 
matter. 

My protest does not apply only to the fact 
that this increase will cost the State of 
North Carolina as a State at least $500,000 
annually and the people of the State at least 
$13,000,000 annually, according to the esti- 
mate of our State highway chairman, In 
addition to this circumstance there is a vety 
general and well-justified feeling on the part 
of our citizens that the imposition of this 
unwarranted increase, added to the already 
heavy and almost devastating gas-rationing 
limit for the citizens of this State and other 
eastern States, is a gross discrimination 
against our people. They reasonably ask the 
question: if we are to bear the burden of 
gas rationing, why at least could not some 
more favored section bear the burden of 
added price? 

Our people are willing to make any sacri- 


fice necessary to end this war, but they do . 


resent unjust discrimination and I share with 
them this deep resentment. 

I bring this to your attention in order that 
such joint or individual protest as you may 
deem proper or effective may be made to the 
appropriate authorities. 

Cordially yours, 
J. M. BROUGHTON, 
Governor. 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
GOVERNOR’S OFFICE, 
Raleigh, July 1, 1942. 
Hon. LEON HENDERSON, 
Office of Price Administration, 
Washington, D.C. 

My DEAR MR. HENDERSON: I haye heretofore 
brought to your attention the very deep feel- 
ing on the part of our citizens that the ra- 
tioning of gasoline on a sectional rather than 
a national basis is unfair and discriminatory. 

I wish to say now that the added imposi- 
tion of a 214 cents price increase on the 
eastern area, already seriously disadvantaged 
by the sectional rationing, is deeply resented. 
There is a very general feeling, to which I 
fully subscribe, that if the eastern section is 
to be made to bear the burden of rationing 
(a burden that is devastating to many pri- 
vate business concerns as well as to State 
revenue) then at least other more-favored 
sections should bear the burden of the price 
increase. It is hard for us to understand 
why the whole weight of this problem should 
be placed upon the shoulders of 17 States, 
including North Carolina, 

The people of our State are ready and will- 
ing to undergo any sacrifice necessary to end 
this war. This has already been demon- 
strated many times, but they do feel that the 
problem is national and not sectional. The 
imposition of a sectional increase in the 
price of gasoline has added immensely to this 
well-justified resentment, 

Respectfully yours, 
J. M. BROUGHTON, 
Governor of North Carolina. 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPRO- 
PRIATIONS 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Appropriations, I re- 
port back, with amendments, the bill 
(H. R. 7349) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
porsi Is the bill reported for the calen- 
ar ) 

Mr. RUSSELL, Yes, sir. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Or does the Senator desire to have 
it lie on the desk? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I may say that the 
bill in the nature of a substitute for the 
original agricultural appropriation bill, 
which was messaged from the House on 
Thursday, now has gone to the printer, 
and we hope to have the print back this 
afternoon before the Senate recesses or 
adjourns, 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 


REPORT OF THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 


By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary to which was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7282) to amend the act 
entitled “An act to incorporate the Dis- 
abled American Veterans of the World 
War”, approved June 17, 1932, so as to 
change the name to “Disabled American 
Veterans”, and to extend membership 
eligibility therein to American citizens, 
honorably discharged from the active 
military or naval forces of the United 
States, or of some country allied with 
the United States, who have been either 
wounded, injured, or disabled by reason 
of such active service during time of war, 
reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 1536) thereon, 
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ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on July 
2, 1942, that committee presented to the 
President of the United States the en- 
rolled bill (S. 2454) to prescribe the rela- 
tive rank of members of the Navy Nurse 
Corps in relation to commissioned offi- 
cers of the Navy, and for other purposes. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

(Mr. DAVIS introduced Senate bill 2640, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and appears under a separate head- 
ing.) 

(Mr, GUFFEY introduced Senate bill 2641, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and appears under a 
separate heading.) 

By Mr. REED: 

S. 2642. A bill to amend subsection (b) of 
section 417 of the Interstate Commerce Act, 
by changing a reference therein from “car- 
rier” to “freight forwarder”; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. MEAD: 

S. 2643. A bill to authorize the presenta- 
tion of a medal of honor to J. Edgar Hoover; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2644. A bill relating to retirement bene- 
fits where dual credit is given for Govern- 
ment service; to the Committee on Civil 
Service. 


EXEMPTIONS FROM TAX ON ADMISSIONS 
BY MEMBERS OF ARMED FORCES OF 
ALLIES 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I ask con- 
sent to introduce a bill to extend to mem- 
bers of the armed forces of Allies of the 
United States the exemption from the 
tax on admissions in cases where admis- 
sion is free. 

I also request that the bill be printed 
in the Recorp, together with a letter of 
June 26, 1942, from John Golden, ad- 
dressed to me, enclosing a letter from 
him to Mrs. Franklin D. Roosevelt, and 
my reply to Mr. Golden of June 29, 1942. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 2640) to extend to mem- 
bers of the armed forces of Allies of the 
United States the exemption from the 
tax on admissions in cases where admis- 
sion is free was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1700 (a) 
(1) of the Internal Revenue Code, as 
amended, is amended by inserting after the 
words “members of the military or naval 
forces of the United States when in uniform” 
a comma and the words “members (when in 
uniform) of the military or naval forces of 
any nation which fs an ally of the United 
States in the prosecution of a war.” 


The letters presented by Mr. Davis 
in connection with the bill are as fol- 
lows: 

JOHN GOLDEN, INC., 
New York City, June 26, 1942. 
Hon. James J. Davis, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Jim: Enclosed is a carbon copy of 

& letter I sent recently to Mrs. Roosevelt, 
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I think the suggestion may be worth while 
and I would very much appreciate your 
advocacy of the idea. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN GOLDEN, 
JUNE 25, 1942, 
Mrs. FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT, 
The White House, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mars. ROOSEVELT: A year or so ago I 
pointed out to you and a number of good 
friends in Washington the injustices of the 
tax law which at that time required our 
enlisted men to pay a 10-percent tax on the 
box-office prices of theater tickets, even 
though every theatrical manager in New 
York stood ready to give them free admis- 
sion. 

Since then, and with your help, a bill was 
put through by which members of the armed 
forces were exempted from a tax payment on 
free admissions. 

Because the statute exempts only American 
soldiers and sailors, there exists today the 
same unjust exaction of a tax on free tickets 
to the soldiers and sallors of our Allies— 
and this is bad. 

These boys, whether they are British 
sallors and flyers (of whom there are a great 
number in New York today), young Rus- 
sians, or Chinese, are fighting our battles. 

And our Government is saying that these 
young friendly strangers within our gates 
must pay as much as 30 cents for what 
otherwise would be a free ticket. 

The highway robber holds up his victim 
with the phrase, “Your money or your life.” 
Are we going to persist in saying to these 
cofighters of ours, “Your money and your 
life?” 

I believe a gesture of complete hospital- 
ity—not hospitality with a 10 percent tax on 
it—is most important, not only because it 
will affect their regard for America and 
Americans, but because it will also stimu- 
late these boys to such a greater moral up- 
lift and greater determination to fight for 
the kind of life we show them, that they 
will be better soldiers in battles with us 
and for us. 

I am making this appeal to you because 
you were gracious enough to come to New 
York at my request and hand out the mil- 
Month free admission to an enlisted man— 
and I am hoping that this personal contact 
with the work we are doing at the Defense 
Recreation offices may influence you to ad- 
vocate a tax regulation liberalized to permit 
(through the generosity of the New York 
managers) equality of treatment to all our 
Allied fighters. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN GOLDEN. 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
June 29, 1942. 
Mr. JOHN GOLDEN, 
John Golden, Inc., 
New York, N. Y. 

Dear Jomn: I have your letter of June 26 
together with copy of your letter addressed 
to Mrs. Roosevelt. I have asked the legisla- 
tive counsel to draft an amendment to the 
law, and see what we can do. 

With kind regards and all good wishes, 

Most cordially, 
James J. Davis. 


REGULATION OF THE PETROLEUM 
INDUSTRY 


Mr. GUFFEY. Mr, President, I ask 
unanimous consent to introduce for ap- 
propriate reference a bill having to do 
with regulation of the petroleum indus- 
try. All the bill proposes to do is to pro- 
vide for the transfer of price-fixing 
authority from the Office of Price Ad- 
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ministration to the Office of the Pe- 
troleum Coordinator. 

During the last war I had the honor 
and pleasure of serving on the Petroleum 
War Industries Committee. At that time 
it was all under one management, in the 
hands of one committee. I am sure that 
if the regulation of the petroleum indus- 
try could be placed under a committee in 
the Office of the Petroleum Coordinator 
we should have less trouble and less in- 
terference. I hope for early action by 
the committee to which the bill will be 
referred. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 
2641) providing for the transfer of cer- 
tain authority and functions from the 
Price Administrator to the Petroleum 
Coordinator for War, was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 


INVESTIGATION OF VIOLATION OF 
RIGHTS OF FREE SPEECH AND ASSEM- 
BLY, ETC.—LIMIT OF EXPENDITURES 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah submitted the 
following resolution (S. Res. 273), which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate: 


Resolved, That, for the purpose of conclud- 
ing the printing of hearings and reports, the 
limit of expenditures under Senate Resolu- 
tion 266, Seventy-fourth Congress, second 
session, agreed to June 6, 1936, and under 
Senate Resolution 70, Seventy-fifth Congress, 
first session, agreed to February 19, 1937, and 
under Senate Resolution 154, Seventy-fifth 
Congress, first session, agreed to August 12, 
1937, and under Senate Resolution 266, Sev- 
enty-fifth Congress, third session, agreed to 
May 18, 1938, and under Senate Resolution 
126, Seventy-sixth Congress, first session, 
agreed to August 4, 1939, and under Senate 
Resolution 135, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
first session, agreed to June 28, 1941, to in- 
vestigate the violation of the right of free 
speech and assembly and interference with 
the right of labor to organize and bargain 
collectively, is hereby increased by $2,500. 


INDEPENDENCE DAY STATEMENT BY THE 
PRESIDENT 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp a statement issued by the 
President on the Fourth of July. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 


For 166 years this 4th day of July has been 
& symbol to the people of our country of 
the democratic freedom which our citizens 
claim as their precious birthright. On this 
grim anniversary its meaning has spread over 
the entire globe—focusing the attention of 
the world upon the modern freedoms for 
which all the United Nations are now en- 
gaged in deadly war. 

On the desert sands of Africa, along the 
thousands of miles of battle lines in Russia, 
in New Zealand and Australia and the islands 
of the Pacific, in war-torn China and all over 
the seven seas, freemen are fighting desper- 
ately—and dying—to preserve the liberties 
and the decencies of modern civilization. 
And in the overrun and occupied nations of 
the world, this day is filled with added signifi- 
cance, coming at a time when freedom and 
religion have been attacked and trampled 
upon by tyrannies unequaled in human his- 

ry. 
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Never, since it first was created in Philadel- 
phia, has this anniversary come in times so 
dangerous to everything for which it stands. 
We celebrate it this year, not in the fireworks 
of make-believe but in the death-dealing 
reality of tanks and planes and guns and 
ships. We celebrate it also by running with- 
out interruption the assembly lines which 
turn out these weapons to be shipped to all 
the embattled points of the globe. Not to 
waste 1 hour, not to stop one shot, not to 
hold back one blow—that is the way to mark 
our treat national holiday in this year of 
1942. 

To the weary, hungry, unequipped army 
of the American Revolution the Fourth of 
July was a tonic of hope and inspiration. 
So is it now. The tough, grim men who 
fight for freedom in this dark hour take heart 
in its message—the assurance of the right 
to liberty under God—for all peoples and 
races and groups and nations, everywhere in 
the world. 


THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE TO CHINA 
EXPRESSING CONFIDENCE OF VIC- 
TORY 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
' unanimous consent to have printed in the 
Recorp an article from the Evening Star 
of Washington, D. C., of July 6, contain- 
ing a message by the President of the 
United States to China expressing confi- 
dence of ultimate victory. 
There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Rxcorp, as follows: 


[From the Washington Evening Star of 
July 6, 1942] 

ROOSEVELT MESSAGE TO CHINA EXPRESSES CON- 
FIDENCE OF VICTORY—CABLE SENT TO CHIANG 
ON FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF JAP’S DESPICABLE 
ATTACK 


President Roosevelt today cabled General- 
issimo Chiang Kai-shek and the people of 
China felicitations on the fifth anniversary 
of Japan’s despicable attack on them and de- 
clared confidently the United Nations would 
fight on to victory. 

“Increasingly, your arms and our arms will 
thrust back the enemy,” he said. 

“In the name of the people of the United 
States, your fighting Allies in this war for 
freedom,” he said, “I greet you on this anni- 
versary of the most despicable attack on you 
in all your long and noble history. 

DIFFICULT TASKS REMAIN 

“The people of the United States hail you 
as brothers in arms in the great and difi- 
cult tasks remaining before the free and 
freedom-loving peoples of all the earth. 

“We are united as nations and peoples have 
never before been united. We are united 
to the end that the common aims of civilized 
men and women shall become actual and 
universal. 

“Five years ago, at the Marco Polo Bridge, 
you started your fight against the forces of 
darkness which were hurled against your 
country and your civilization. 

FIGHT OF ALL MANKIND 

“You know, and all the world knows, how 
well you have carried on that fight, which 
is the fight of all mankind. 

“Increasingly, your arms and our arms will 
thrust back the enemy. 

“You, the people of China, and we, the 
people of the United States and the United 
Nations, will fight on together to victory, 
to the establishment of peace and justice 
and freedom throughout the world.” 


RENEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS—RE- 
DUCTION IN PRICES AFFECTED BY 
NAVY DEPARTMENT 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, on 
July 1, I submitted a letter from the 
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Under Secretary of War, Robert P. Pat- 
terson, on the subject of the.renegotia- 
tion of war contracts.. I now submit a 
letter from Mr. K. H. Rockey, Chairman 
of the Price Adjustment Board of the 
Navy Department, showing the saving al- 
ready made by the Navy Department to 
be in the sum of $348,786,246, and a state- 
ment respecting expected further sav- 
ings of $500,000,000. 

It is indeed a heartening report, and 
Iam delighted to lay it before the Senate. 

I ask unanimous consent that the let- 
ter from Mr. Rockey may be printed in 
the Recorp at this point as part of my 
remarks, 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, July 3, 1942, 
Hon. KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear SENATOR MCKELLAR: In accordance 
with your telephone request, I am pleased 
to inform you that reductions in prices ef- 
fected and in process of renegotiation, in- 
cluding voluntary refunds from contractors, 
amount at the present time to $348,786,246. 
However, this is only a tentative figure, and 
a more complete investigation may develop 
an even higher amount. 

At the present time the Price Adjustment 
Board of the Navy Department has over 175 
contractors and subcontractors under inves- 
tigation, and its representatives are in the 
plants of 65 of these contractors. As a result 
of the Board's activities, it is expected that 
further savings of over $500,000,000 will be 
made during the balance of this coming year. 

Yours very truly, 


. H. Rockey, 
Chairman, Price Adjustment Board. 


PILGRIMAGE OF WINSTON CHURCHILL— 
ARTICLE BY MAX LERNER 


[Mr. HILL asked and obtained leave to have 
printed in the Recor an article entitled “The 
Pilgrimage of Winston Churchill,” written by 
Max Lerner and published in the New Re- 
public of the issue of January 5, 1942, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


RACIAL DISCRIMINATION 


[Mr. CHAVEZ asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Appendix an editorial 
entitled “Senator Chavez and the Race Issue,” 
published in the Alamogordo (N. Mex.) News, 
of June 29, 1942, and also a letter from him- 
self to C. W. Morgan, of the Alamogordo News, 
which appear in the Appendix.] 


ADDRESS BY DR. GEORGE BARTON CUT- 
TEN BEFORE NORTHERN BAPTIST CON- 
VENTION 


[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by Dr. George Barton Cutten, presi- 
dent of Colgate University, Hamilton, N. Y., 
at the Northern Baptist convention at Cleve- 
land, Ohio, which appears in the Appendix.] 


UNION SECURITY—DECISIONS OF NA- 
TIONAL WAR LABOR BOARD 


[Mr. WAGNER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp editorials 
from the Washington Post of July 4 and July 
6, 1942, on the issue of union security under 
the decisions of the National War Labor 
Board, which appear in the Appendix.] 


COMMENTS BY MR. JUSTICE ROBERTS 
ON WAR SITUATION 


[Mr. GUFFEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp a newspaper 
item under the heading “Roberts says Axis 
won’t win,” which appears in the Appendix.] 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Repre- 


" sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 


clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the following 
bills of the Senate: 

§S.2109. An act authorizing the Secretary 
of War to sell and convey to the town of 
Marmet, W. Va., two tracts of land to be 
used for municipal purposes; 

S. 2553. An act to create the title of flight 
Officer in the Army Air Forces, to amend the 
Army Aviation Cadet Act, and for other pur- 
poses; 

S. 2565. An act to amend sections 12A and 
19 of the Federal Reserve Act, as amended; 
and 

S. 2599. An act authorizing the head of the 
department or agency using the public do- 
main for war purposes to compensate holders 
of grazing permits and licenses for losses sus- 
tained by reason of such use of public lands 
for war purposes, 


The message also announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. 2543) to 
amened subsection (3) of section 602 (d) 
of the National Service Life Insurance 
Act, as amended, and for other purposes, 
with an amendment, in which it request- 
ed the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
“the House had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7137) to 
amend the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938, as amended, with respect to mar- 
keting quotas for peanuts, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5458) to 
amend the Organic Act of Alaska, asked a 
conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and that Mr. Green, Mr. PETERSON of 
Georgia, Mr. Patron, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
and Mr. Burpick were appointed man- 
agers on the part of the House at the 
conference. 

The message further announced that 
the House had passed a bill (H. R. 7242) 
to authorize temporary appointments in 
the Army of the United States of officers 
on duty with the Medical Administrative 
Corps, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message here announced that the 
House had agreed to a concurrent reso- 
lution (H. Con. Res. 73) authorizing the 
printing of additional copies of House 
Report No. 2272, of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, relative to the progress 
of the national defense program, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


The bill (H. R. 7242) to authorize tem- 
porary appointments in the Army of the 
United States of officers on duty with the 
Medical Administrative Corps, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


LOANS ON CERTAIN 1942 CROPS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2585) to provide that loans 
on the 1942 crop of corn, wheat, rice, 
cotton, tobacco, and peanuts shall be 
made at a rate equal to the parity price. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, be- 
fore the discussion of the pending bill 
was interrupted last Friday I had been 
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asked by thé junior Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Batu] if the farmers did not 
get full parity without the passage of 
this bill. I answered that they did, after 
long delays. When that statement was 
made I had in mind past experiences, 
and did not take into consideration the 
status of the appropriation bill for the 
current marketing year. Whether soil- 
conservation payments should be counted 
as a part of parity has been a point of 
controversy between the President and 
Congress. 

In 1941, when the 85 percent of parity 
loan bill was pending, and after it had 
passed both Houses and was on the Pres- 
ident’s desk, the question of the inclusion 
of the agricultural conservation pay- 
ments as a part of parity was raised by 
the President. He very clearly indicated 
that if suitable provision to that effect 
was not included in the appropriation 
bill the loan bill would be vetoed. After 
a number of conferences on the subject 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL] 
and I, as members of the Senate subcom- 
mittee on the agricultural appropriation 
bill, and Mr. Cannon of Missouri as 
chairman of the House subcommittee, 
were invited to submit letters to the 
President stating that we would en- 
deavor to get suitable provision in the 
agricultural appropriation bill to meet 
the President’s views on that subject, 
The letters were submitted. The Presi- 
dent, relying upon these assurances, ap- 
proved the loan bill. When the appro- 
priation bill came up for consideration 
we explained the situation to our col- 
leagues in the Appropriations Commit- 
tee and they helped us secure the adop- 
tion of the necessary provision in the 
bill for the fiscal year 1942. 

Our agreement covered only the crop 
year 1942. With full knowledge of the 
President’s views on the subject, and in 
order to carry out the spirit of our agree- 
ment, the same provision was included 
in the agricultural] appropriation bill for 
the crop year 1943—the bill now in con- 
troversy between the two Houses. The 
House did not agree to include the agri- 
cultural conservation payments as & 
credit on parity. The conference com- 
mittee failed to agree. The House con- 
ferees took the subject back to the House 
twice, The last time, on a roll call, the 
vote stood 249 to 49, a vote of 5 to 1 
against including as a part of parity 
the agricultural conservation payments. 
That is the last word on the subject. 
The appropriation is in firm disagree- 
ment. There is now no appropriation for 
parity payments. If the Senate yields 
there is a possibility and perhaps a prob- 
ability of a veto of the bill. If the Senate 
yields: and the President does not veto 
the bill, then there will be a considerable 
reduction in the amount received by 
farmers as parity payments to complete 
parity incomes. : 

The bill now before the Senate, if en- 
acted, would remove all the uncertain- 
ties involved in legislation and would let 
the farmers know now what they could 
depend on. It would put a parity price 
floor under their crops. It would carry 
out the will of Congress as many times 
expressed, 
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The question has been asked, Will the 
Government be obliged to take over the 
entire wheat crop? It probably would 
not. The answer does not depend on the 
percentage of parity which may be avail- 
able as loans. The answer in large part 
depends on how much of the carry-over 
of wheat will be available to the mills— 
the wheat trade—at a price below the 
loan price. It is assumed that farmers 
will secure a loan on their salable wheat 
unless they can sell it at a price near the 
loan price. That is true whether the 
loan is 85 percent or 100 percent of parity. 
The quantity of free wheat for sale to 
the wheat trade will not be changed, 
whether the loan is 100 percent or 85 
percent of parity. The Commodity 
Credit Corporation owns 305,000,000 
bushels of the carry-over. It holds under 
loans which it can convert into full own- 
ership at any time 99,000,000 bushels. 
The carry-over at the beginning of the 
current marketing year, July 1, 1942, will 
be 630,000,000 bushels. After deducting 
the Government-controlled wheat, there 
will be a balance of only 325,000,000 
bushels to supply an annual commercial 
consumption of 500,000,000 bushels, not 
including the new crop. The Bureau of 
Agricultural Economics estimates—and I 
received the estimate this morning—that 
the amount of wheat likely to go into the 
loan this year is 375,000,000 bushels, The 
estimate shows effectively that not one- 
half of the new crop will go under loan. 

If the Government desired to do so, it 
could hold its controlled stocks from the 
commercial market and thereby require 
the mills to buy in the open market a 
large part of their annual requirements 
from the new crop. 

It seems obvious that the result will 
be the same from the standpoint of quan- 
tity that will be under the Government’s 
control, whether the loan rate is 85 per- 
cent or 100 percent of parity. If the 
Government does not sell its present 
stocks for commercial uses, then a large 
part of the stored stocks would be wheat 
that was acquired under 85-percent loans 
and some of it under loans for less than 
60 percent of parity. Such action would 
Tesult in the purchase of much of the 
new crop by the mills and result in an 
equivalent reduction in 100-percent 
wheat going into Government loans and 
storage. 

Storage conditions would be exactly 
the same, whether the loan rate is 85 
percent or 100 percent of parity. It seems 
clear that no more wheat would go into 
storage at one rate than at another. All 
of the new crop that cannot be sold near 
the prevailing loan rate, is likely to go 
into the loan, and I repeat, that that 
means all wheat not required to fill the 
requirements of trade consumption. 

Unless new uses or markets are found 
and unless production is materially re- 
duced there will be losses to the Govern- 
ment. I will go further into this phase 
of the problem before I conclude. 

There are three ways to finance a loss 
and each way constitutes a subsidy to the 
farmers, or to the consumers or tax- 
payers. 

First. Parity payments taken from tax 
money. : 
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Second. Loans. If not repaid the loss 
must be paid from tax money. 

Third. Sale at a loss, thus giving con- 
sumers a subsidy. 

At present there is a loan liability of 
85 percent of parity. The pending bill 
would increase that liability 15 percent 
of parity up to 100 percent. The quan- 
tity of wheat available for the loan, after 
deducting 150,000,000 bushels for farm 
use, would be about 650,000,000. As just 
stated, because of other factors, the 
Bureau of Agricultural Economics esti- 
mates that only about 325,000,000 bushels 
of that wheat would go under the loan. 

There is apprehension now that 
weather conditions may reduce the corn 
crop so that no corn will go into the loan. 
It is quite certain that the corn surplus 
will be materially reduced through in- 
creased consumption if there is no crop 
reduction. ` 

If the Commodity Credit Corporation 
is not permitted to sell its grains for feed 
purposes the Bureau of Agricultural Eco- 
nomics has estimated that an increased 
cost to consumers of foods of $1,000,009,- 
000 will result. 

If the farmers must depend on parity 
payments by the Government they are 
confronted with problems, as follows: 

First. They may have a reduction in 
parity of the soil conservation payments 
as follows: 

Wheat, 9.9 cents a bushel. 

Corn, 5.5 cents a bushel. 

Second. They may be deprived en- 
tirely of parity payments because of the 
inability of Congress to agree on a basis 
which the President would approve. 

Third. They are required to wait many 
months to get the payments. 

Fourth. With rising farm costs they 
do not know what commitments they 
can make for harvesting their crops. 

With a loan plan they know exactly 
the amount they can get for each unit of 
production. 

An advantage for the Government in 
favor of the loan plan over the parity 
appropriation plan is that the Govern- 
ment has something to show for its ex- 
penditures. It has the commodities on 
which the loan is made. It may re- 
capture its outlay through increase in 
the price of the commodity, as it has 
done on cotton loans, with respect to 
which it has made a profit. 

Wheat is the principal commodity in- 
volved. We should not forget that the 
present parity price of wheat is not 
much more than half the price at which 
wheat sold with the consent of the Gov- 
ernment during or just following World 
War No. 1. We must not forget that 
the opportunity and obligation to feed 
starving people throughout the world 
may confront us when we win this war. 
If we have a surplus of foodstuffs, who 
would say that wheat, the staff of life, 
is not more important and desirable than 
any other commodity? 

While we are spending billions upon 
billions of dollars in other fields of ef- 
fort to conduct this awful and devastat- 
ing war, why should we be reluctant to 
advance, not spend, less than one-fifth 
of $1,000,000,000 to store in granaries all 
the surplus of wheat and corn which our 
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farmers, under the whip and spur of the 
Government to produce, are producing in 
greater and greater quantities and bring- 
ing to the market places this year, and to 
store it at a price which has been re- 
peatedly declared by Congress to be fair 
and just? The statement of the author- 
ized agency of our Government is that 
the consumers will lose $1,000,000,000 
if this grain is not available for feed 
purposes. 

Parity price loans, if followed by ad- 
justment of supply and demand, will de- 
velop a market price at parity prices 
which will relieve the Government from 
providing parity money through appro- 
priations and will also discontinue losses 
as a result of parity price loans. 

We have had a series of fat crop years, 
and that fact is the reason for the tre- 
mendous surpluses. Prudent men realize 
that some day the cycle of lean crops will 
return. Suppose it comes while our boys 
are on foreign soils and our farm labor- 
ers are drawn from the farms for war 
work and for doing their part under our 
national colors? Will a bountiful supply 
of grains in the possession and under the 
control of our Government be an unnec- 
essary financial burden, or will it be a 
God-sent blessing? 

Mr. President, I have gone along with 
the administration in its desire to retain 
the right to sell some of its grain at a 
price which it believes will aid in increas- 
ing production of foods necessary to our 
war effort. Ihave not felt justified in set- 
ting up my judgment on that subject 
against the mature judgment of the De- 
partment of Agriculture, the Lend-Lease 
Agency, and the President of the United 
States. During my entire senatorial 
service I have consistently fought for 
parity income for our farmers. I have 
actively opposed, even when it put me in 
opposition to the President, the sale of 
the loan stocks by the Government below 
parity prices when such sales were to be 
made in the open market and for price- 
depressing purposes. I strongly oppose 
such sales now. When the administra- 
tion came to the Appropriations Commit- 
tee and requested the exemption of a 
limited quantity of grain at a price not 
below 85 percent of the parity price for 
corn, such sales to be to feeders and not 
to the grain trade, and represented that 
such sales were highly important in car- 
rying on the food-supply program for 
war purposes and to avoid a strong tend- 
ency toward inflationary prices, I felt it 
was my duty under existing abnormal 
and distressing conditions to agree to a 
very limited program of that kind. I 
have not felt entirely comfortable, be- 
cause of the feeling on the part of some 
of my fellow workers for parity prices 
that I was participating in a plan that 
would beat down parity prices. I am not 
at this time going into a discussion of 
that difference in viewpoint. I regret 
that the apparent necessity for division 
and disagreement among Senators who 
had a common objective—parity prices 
and parity income—had to be dealt with. 

Through the instrumentality of the 
pending bill, we have an opportunity fully 
to protect the parity concept and the 
parity income of the farmers while at the 
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same time permitting the Department of 
Agriculture to proceed with its plans for 
adequate production of food at prices 
which will not afford grounds for de- 
manding increased wages. It seems to 
me that the enactment of this bill, from 
many standpoints, would be a happy so- 
lution of the existing controversy. 

It has been proved by numerous votes 
that a large majority of both Houses of 
Congress favor parity prices and parity 
income for the farmers. The present 
unhappy disagreement between the two 
Houses on what limitations should be 
placed on the sale of Goverment-owned 
stocks is the heart of the controversy. 
Many members of Congress felt that sale 
by the Government below parity was an 
attack, whether directly intended or not, 
on the principle of parity. The position 
taken by the House would result in se- 
curing parity prices for the Government. 
This bill would obtain parity prices for 
the farmers, 

It is evident that the limitation in the 
House bill against sales by the Commod- 
ity Credit below parity will not be ap- 
proved by the President. Because of the 
controversy which threatens the passage 
at any early date of the annual supply 
bill, it is well known that an overwhelm- 
ing majority of the House has one view- 
Point on this subject, and an overwhelm- 
ing majority of the Senate has another 
viewpoint. 

I think it is also known to Senators 
who are listening to me that if the House 
version is passed and the Government is 
prevented from disposing of any of its 
surpluses, that bill will not, in our judg- 
ment, receive Presidential approval. I 
do not say that because of any definite 
threat from the President, but that is our 
judgment. So I think it is fairly safe to 
take it for granted that the limitation 
on the sale will not become a law, because 
such a bill could not be repassed by both 
Houses of Congress over the President’s 
veto. That would leave the Commodity 
Credit Corporation free to sell its grain 
for feeding and for making alcohol and 
rubber at prices less than parity—at any 
prices at which it saw fit to sell, without 
limitation as to quantity or price. Sales 
below parity could be made by the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation in a way to 
depress prices. It thus becomes more im- 
portant, looking at this situation in a 
realistic way, and accepting known facts, 
for Congress to protect farm prices at a 
parity level. If this bill is passed, such 
depressed prices cannot injure the farm- 
ers. They will get full parity, and the 
Government will be free without injury 
to the farmers to proceed in its own way 
with its food-for-war production pro- 
gram. It will also leave the Government 
free to use its grain for new uses, an issue 
in which so many Members of the Senate 
are greatly concerned—the use of grain, 
without having to pay parity prices for 
it, for the manufacture of alcohol and 
in the production of rubber. 

A vote on this bill seems to me to be a 
real test of how anxious Members of 
Congress are to assure parity income re- 
gardless of personal pride in previous 
records or positions recently taken. A 
vote on this bill, I repeat, seems to me 
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to be a real test of how anxious Members 
of Congress are to assure parity income 
for the men, women, and children who 
toil in the open weather, who must take 
the risks of drought, floods, and destruc- 
tive insects, to feed and clothe our sol- 
diers and entire civilian population and 
to help our Allies. Whatever happens to 
these people in the matter of prices, they 
will not strike while this war continues, 
except through the ballot box. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I desire to 
make a few remarks to the Senate and 
the country following the remarks made 
by the able and distinguished Senator 
from Alabama. I am one of those Sen- 
ators who have been active in support- 
ing the program under which a limited 
amount of wheat might be sold for feed 
or for industrial purposes, 

I agree with all the Senator from Ala- 
bama has said about the question of 
parity income for the farmer. I have 
as vigorously and definitely supported 
that as has been possible. I think it is 
most unfortunate and unhappy that at 
this stage of a serious and important 
disagreement between the two Houses of 
Congress there should have come into the 
picture talk or intimation that the posi- 
tion of one of the Houses is taken under 
minority group pressure. Such a State- 
ment can attach only to the House of 
Representatives, considering the form in 
which it is made. 

I desire here and now to disclaim any 
feeling of that kind. As a Senator active 
in support of the Senate’s position, I de- 
sire to disclaim any feeling that the 
Members of the House of Representatives 
are any less earnest, any less honest, 
any less patriotic than we are, To as- 
sume that the Members of the House of 
Representatives are actuated by less 
worthy motives, it would be necessary 
also to assume that the Members of the 
Senate who voted in opposition to the 
majority vote expressing the opinion of 
this body were subject to minority group 
pressure in determining their position. 
That minority, Mr. President, on the day 
of the last roll call included the senior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE], the 
senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK], the senior Senator from Iowa 
(Mr, GILLETTE], and the senior Senator 
from Ohio [Mr, Tarr]. If we were to 
make up a list of legislators who were 
not subject to minority group pressure, 
if we were looking for men who make 
up their own minds and have the courage 
to follow their own judgment, no list of 
men of that kind could possibly omit the 
names of the four Senators I have men- 
tioned who voted with the minority 
against the Senate majority opinion. 

So, Mr. President, as a Senator who 
has a keen interest in this whole subject, 
as a Senator who has been active in 
formulating and determining the Senate’s 
Position, I desire to acquit myself—and 
I am sure I speak for all other Senators 
who have been active in determining 
and in supporting the Senate’s position— 
I desire to acquit myself and them of 
any suggestion, direct or indirect, near or 
remote, that those who take the other 
point of view are not just as fair and 
just as patriotic as we are. 
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I think they are wrong; I think the 
Senate is right. I hope to see the Senate 
support its position; but I want to do 
justice to the men who hold views dif- 
ferent from mine in this important con- 
troversy. 

I have risen and have taken the time 
of the Senate only to say this much. 
It will not help compose the differences 
to start calling names, particularly when 
the name-calling is unjustified—so man- 
ifestly an appeal to prejudice, so mani- 
festly a departure from the lines of log- 
ical reasoning—as is the statement 
which has been made within the last 48 
hours. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, it is my 
purpose to speak briefly to the pending 
bill. I donot desire to call to the atten- 
tion of the Senate anything which has 
recently occurred between the House and 
Senate conferees. That is a matter of 
history which has been exploited by the 
press. 

I desire to confine my remarks to the 
pending bill, the unfinished business of 
the Senate. I shall oppose the bill. I 
apprehend, Mr. President, that if the bill 
is passed, it will do great injury to the 
producers of wheat and corn; indeed, I 
contemplate its passage with forebodings 
and fears for the farmers of the country. 
For years I have been familiar with farm 
legislation. It is not necessary for me to 
specify in what particulars I have con- 
tributed to the benefit of the farmers of 
the country, and I am willing to grant 
all that the distinguished and able Sen- 
ator from Alabama claims for himself on 
that score. He has worked diligently 
for the farmers in legislative matters and 
appropriations; but that has nothing to 
do with the pending proposal. 

I think it would be interesting for us 
to review for a moment—I think I can 
do so as a matter of memory—the legis- 
lation which has been enacted relative to 
the term “parity.” I recall that some 
years ago when I introduced a bill in 
the Senate and Mr. Haugen introduced 
a similar bill in the other House; and our 
slogan was “equality for agriculture.” It 
is now called “parity,” meaning the same 
thing, of course—the interchangeability 
of the farm dollar with the industrial 
dollar and the service dollar, so that the 
farmer with his dollar may buy as much 
of the manufacturer’s goods as the 
manufacturer, with his dollar, may buy 
of the farmer’s goods. It is a plan 
which has worked out fairly successfully 
under the Agricultural Adjustment Act. 

In 1934, when the act was passed, it 
did not contain any reference to borrow- 
ing to the extent of 85 percent of parity. 
In 1938, as the bill was then amended 
after the Supreme Court struck down the 
original act, Congress included the pro- 
vision for loans up to 85 percent of par- 
ity. I say, Mr. President, in very great 
respect and admiration for the able 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL], 
that I think he conceived the idea of pay- 
ing money from the Treasury, which, 
plus, of course, that which was paid in 
the way of benefit payments for soil con- 
servation, and the market price would 
bring about parity for what are called the 
major crops which now are covered by 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act. Two 
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hundred and twelve million dollars was 
appropriated for that purpose; and that, 
with the conservation payments, plus the 
market price of the products, brought 
parity to cotton, wheat, corn, rice, and 
tobacco. I observe most significantly 
that in the pending bill proposed by the 
very distinguished Senator from Ala- 
bama, no reference is made to cotton. If 
the bill is so desirable for wheat and corn, 
I am curious to know why it is that the 
drafters of the bill have excluded cotton 
from the arrangement. Heretofore, in 
the years which have gone by, my very 
distinguished friend from Alabama has 
brought in and has fathered all the cot- 
ton bills; but as I read this bill, it refers 
to wheat and corn. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am sure that the 
Senator from Oregon does not intend to 
create a wrong impression. 

Mr. McNARY. I should not intention- 
ally do so; but if I did, Iam happy to yield 
to my friend, so that he may correct any 
wrong impression I may indvertently 
have created. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The bill deals with 
all the major crops, and that is why it 
does not specifically refer to cotton. 

Mr. McNARY. Then the bill has been 
changed from the plan which was first 
conceived; has it not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; it has not been 
changed. The Senator’s mistaken im- 
pression arose by reason of the fact that 
only wheat and corn have been specifi- 
cally mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I think 
I may be pardoned for now referring to 
one ground to which I had intended to 
refer. I am not so conversant with the 
bill as perhaps I should be. I know that 
the public does not know anything about 
it. I know that the farmers of the coun- 
try are in total ignorance of the measure. 
It may be limited to the five commod- 
ities. I thought it was limited to two. 
My impression was due to a hasty read- 
ing of the bill which was brought up here 
rather unexpectedly a day or two ago, 
and in the meantime a great holiday has 
intervened and also the Sabbath. 

Mr. President, as to the bill, I think 
it is a revolutionary proposal. This 
measure has never been reported upon 
by the Department of Agriculture. It 
has never been heard by the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. Not a soul 
in America appeared in behalf of this 
measure, No one was given an oppor- 
tunity to oppose it. It was simply re- 
ported; a statement was made by the 
very delightful Senator from Alabama, 
and the bill was placed on the calendar. 

Mr. President, usually uniformly as 
a matter of definite procedure it has been 
the practice of this body for years—and 
I can speak personally on this subject— 
when an important measure such as this 
is introduced it is considered by the 
committee; the report from the depart- 
ment having jurisdiction is read, and wit- 
nesses who may be interested in the pro- 
posal are called. We have the farm 
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groups with headquarters in Washington, 
the Farm Bureau Federation, the Farm- 
ers’ Union, and the National Grange, the 
oldest of these organizations, but not a 
representative of any of these organiza- 
tions was brought before the Senate com- 
mittee. No one representing the Bureau 
of Agricultural Economics or the admin- 
istration of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act was brought before the committee. 
I think, Mr. President, in fairness to the 
great agricultural interests of this coun- 
try, embracing 7,000,000 farmers and 32,- 
000,000 people who are more or less de- 
pendent upon the success of agriculture, 
those representing agriculture should 
have had an opportunity to come before 
the committee to determine whether 
they desired this proposed legislation. 

I receive some letters, though not so 
many as those who represent the great, 
metropolitan States of the country, but 
I have not received one letter from a 
farmer or a farm representative favoring 
this measure or opposing it. We are con- 
sidering this bill in the darkness of ig- 
norance. 

My opinion is not of great value, 
though probably I stand on a parity with 
the distinguished Senator from Alabama 
in that regard, for neither of us knows 
what the effect of the bill, if enacted, 
will be, but, in my judgment, the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation under the 
terms of this bill, if it shall pass, will 
become the greatest owner of wheat in 
all the world or that the world has ever 
seen; and yet that Corporation has never 
expressed itself about this bill and 
whether it desires to function under the 
bill. It is not usual to try to pass a bill 
on the expression of opinion of the very 
able Senator from Alabama or the less 
able opinion of the Senator from Oregon. 
Opinion, however, is about all the evi- 
dence we are going to have, in my judg- 
ment there should be something more. 

I speak only in contemplation and 
forecast of the long-range possibilities, 
but, Mr. President, I can envision every 
farmer in the country growing a crop in 
1942 taking his crop to the nearest bank 
and obtaining the full parity price on a 
chattel mortgage, for that is what it is. 
It is known as a loan; it matures in a 
year, with 3 percent interest, at the end 
of the year the note is canceled, the 
wheat becomes the property automati- 
cally of the Government agency, and the 
farmer is paid 7 cents a bushel for car- 
Tiage, storage, and insurance. 

The estimate this year of the Bureau 
of Agricultural Economics is that there 
will be a production of 900,000,000 bushels 
of wheat. I think I should confine my- 
self to wheat, although the bill applies 
to other commodities, I have been told, 
which will add to the weight that the 
poor farmer must carry. 

The receipts for 960,000,000 bushels of 
wheat will be taken to the banks, and the 
wheat will remain in the possession of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation. 
Why do I say that? I have not had 
any testimony, but I am saying to the 
Senators who do me the honor of re- 
maining here that I think the 900,000,000 
bushels will gravitate info the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation’s possession, 
because the farmers can get their money 
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immediately. That, as I understand, 
is the heart of the argument of the 
Senator from Alabama. Of course, it 
will go there immediately at the end 
of the crop season, the marketing sea- 
son, which commences usually on Au- 
gust 1 or thereabouts and ends about 
the 15th of October. The Commodity 
Credit Corporation will loan on 900,000,- 
000 bushels of wheat. Today the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation has in its 
possession about 500,000,000 bushels of 
wheat. Five hundred million bushels and 
900,000,000 bushels make a total of nearly 
one and a half billion bushels of wheat to 
be controlled by one Federal agency. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Ishould like to ask the 
able Senator—and interpolate that I al- 
ways feel very uncomfortable when I find 
myself on the opposite side of any agri- 
cultural question—— 

Mr. McNARY. I may say that the 
feeling is a mutual one. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Ishould like to ask the 
Senator what the people of the United 
States are going to eat in the interim if 
the wheat that is produced is going to be 
in the hands of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation? 

Mr. McNARY. I think, if the Senator 
will bear with me patiently, I will cover 
that point. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will be glad to do so, 
but the Senator says that a billion and 
a half bushels of wheat will be in the 
hands of the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion. Of course, if that should happen, 
the people of this country would not 
consume any bread between now and the 
time when the wheat might be released. 

Mr. McNARY. I fear the Senator from 
Georgia has not had the time to go into 
the subject matter thoroughly or he 
would not ask the question. My mind 
reverts to the thought that we are trying 
a case here without ever taking any tes- 
timony, and those of us who have prac- 
ticed law and those of us who have served 
on juries know what a farce that would 
be in the trial of a lawsuit, even in a 
lawsuit in a justice’s court. 

I repeat 900,000,000 bushels of wheat 
would become the partial property of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation un- 
der chattel mortgage, and not under a 
bill of sale, under which title would pass. 
Five hundred million bushels are now 
held by the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion, either under lien or as an owner. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. May- 
BANK in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Oregon yield to the Senator from 
Kansas? 

Mr. McNARY. Oh, yes, gladly; but I 
hope the Senator will permit me to finish 
my statement. 

Mr, REED. I suggest that the Sen- 
ator is making some wide errors which 
I am sure he would not wish to make. 

Mr. McNARY. Very well, I yield to 
the Senator. I am sorry he was not be- 
fore the committee. 
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Mr. REED. Let me remind the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Oregon that I 
was before the Agricultural Subcommit- 
tee of the Committee on Appropriations 
discussing this question, though I did 
not appear before the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. Let me try to 
save my good friend, the Senator from 
Oregon, from the rather colossal errors 
into which he is falling- 

Mr. McNARY. I should be very much 
obliged if the Senator would do so. 

Mr. REED. There is a carry-over of 
wheat from June 30 of last year to July 1 
of this year of approximately 630,000,000 
bushels. That is not all owned by the 
Government, nor is it all under loan from 
the Government. About 300,000,000 
bushels of wheat in this carry-over is 
now actually owned by the Commodity 
Credit Corporation. About another 100,- 
000,000 might be taken over. That is 
the maximum the Commodity Credit 
Corporation may have out of the 630,- 
000,000 bushels carried over, not the en- 
tire 630,000,000, as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Now let me say to the Senator from 
Oregon that he is dealing with a pos- 
sible crop. to be harvested this year of 
about, as he said, 900,000,000 bushels. 
That is a somewhat larger estimate than 
has been made, but let us say it is 900,- 
000,000 bushels. In this country we con- 
sume, for bread, about 530,000,000 or 
540,000,000 bushels of wheat a year. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator has cor- 
rected me. I do not care for further ad- 
ditions and enlightenment. 

Mr. REED. May I make one further 
suggestion? 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. REED. The Senator stated that 
next year the Government would own a 
billion and a half bushels of wheat. 

Mr. McNARY. I have not reached 
next year; I shall come to that later. 

Mr. REED. If I misunderstood the 
Senator—— 
legi McNARY. The Senator probably 

Mr. REED. I think the Recorp will 
show the Senator made that statement. 

Mr. McNARY. Perhaps. 

Mr. REED. The Senator from Ore- 
gon has become impatient with his good 
friend, so I will let him proceed. 

Mr. McNARY. Oh, no—— 

Mr. REED. I will take the. floor when 
the Senator from Oregon concludes, 

Mr. McNARY. I am always delighted 
when the Senator from Kansas takes the 
floor. Without being carried away by 
the Senator’s argument, I appreciate his 
very kind attempts to correct me. 
Probably I did not make myself clear, 
and that no doubt is due to the fallibility 
of the average Senator. 

I stated, Mr. President, without draw- 
ing a conclusion too quickly, that the 
900,000,000 bushels of wheat would prob- 
ably fall into the hands of the Commod- 
ity Credit Corporation. There are 500,- 
000,000 bushels of wheat in existence. 
Probably two-thirds of that is owned by 
the Commodity Credit Corporation. The 
rest is what we call free wheat. How- 
ever, most of it is subject to the so-called 
chattel mortgage, or lien. 
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There were in my office Saturday a 
member of the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration and a very prominent official of 
the A. A. A., who came to see me volun- 
tarily, and gave me the figures I am 
using. However, if there is error it is 
mine. 

The trouble, I repeat, is that all these 
questions should have been cleared up 
before the committee. We should have 
had the advantage of the testimony and 
the great record of the very able Sen- 
ator from Kansas. I have not been en- 
lightened. I am taking statements given 
to me by officials who assume to know. 
I have inherited some of this knowledge 
from past experience. But if it had all 
been unfolded to me in the committee 
room, there would have been no guessing 
at the figures. 

Mr. President, I am speaking of the 
psychological effect of the ownership of 
this wheat. Of course, as intimated by 
the able Senator from Georgia, some of 
the wheat has to get into the marts of 
trade, some of it has to get into the 
homes of the people, in the form of bread, 
pastry, and what not; but the control 
of this raw material will be in the hands 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation. 

I recall that at about the time I came 
to the Senate, some years ago, we had 
before the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry two bills designed to provide for 
control of the grain exchanges of the 
country, and we specified in them par- 
ticularly a limitation on the amount of 
wheat which could be owned by one op- 
erator; and the amount of wheat which 
could be taken up in future deals. In the 
proposal before us there is provided no 
limitation whatsoever. We are asked to 
turn over to this great Government 
agency all the wheat that is produced 
this year, and the inheritance of half a 
billion bushels produced in 1940 and 1941. 

The trouble with that proposal is that 
anyone who has ever had any experience 
in business knows that when large hold- 
ings are concentrated in the hands of one 
body, whether it be money, securities, 
wheat, or what not, it never works to 
the advantage of the public or of those 
who contribute to the large resources of 
the country. 

Mr. President, one of the most danger- 
ous, dark, and ominous clouds hanging 
over agriculture is the threat of a sur- 
plus controlled by one individual. Let 
me give an illustration, and what I am 
about to refer to happened before the 
able Senator from Kansas came to the 
Senate. It is a matter about which I 
speak with some authority. It was in 
1929 that I stood on the floor of the Sen- 
ate and proposed what was afterward 
known as the Marketing Act of 1929. 
At that time I happened to be chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. Mr. Hoover was President and 
had called a special session of Congress 
to pass legislation for the relief of agri- 
culture. I brought the bill out of the 
committee, at the request of the com- 
mittee, made a statement on the floor, 
and the bill became law. In the bill we 
provided for a farm board, which, when 
it was appointed, was headed by Mr. 
Alexander Legge, one of the ablest busi- 


1942 


nessmen of the country, at that time the 
head of the International Harvester Co. 
Wheat was then selling at about 52 cents, 
and Mr, Legge saw the possibilities of 
pegging it at 74 cents. He acquired 350,- 
000,000 bushels of wheat and a large 
quantity of cotton and held them for 2 
years, under the Farm Board, a body 
similar to what is now known as the 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

When the 2 years had passed, and 
wheat was sold upon the markets of the 
country, the price fell from 74 cents a 
bushel to 38 cents. That is a record with 
which I am conversant. 

Let us say there will be 900,000,000 
bushels, plus about 300,000,000 bushels, 
taking the word of the Senator from 
Kansas, or a total of a billion two hun- 
dred million bushels, which will be con- 
trolled by the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration. Iam not imputing any ill mo- 
tives to the organization, but the power 
proposed to be given to it is a power 
which should not rest in any Govern- 
ment agency or in any private agency. 
That is one of the reasons for my fore- 
boding. 

We consume about 750,000,000 bushels 
of wheat, which is for seed, feed, and 
food, and I can see that at the end of this 
year we shall have left, under the control 
of this organization, nearly a billion 
bushels which a year from now may be- 
come its property, because that will be 
the end of the period of the Ioan, and the 
date of the maturity of the notes of the 
farmers. We shall then have this great 
concern coming into the crop season of 
1943—and the years roll by rapidly— 
with an immense quantity of wheat 
which they can throw on the market. at 
any price they desire, which in itself will, 
following the experience of the past, de- 
press the crop prices of 1943, very much 
to the disadvantage and injury of the 
farmers. It is upon that theory that I 
am speaking; not with respect to the 
present convenience of the farmer 
through obtaining his money immedi- 
ately. I am taking a long-range view 
of the future. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. Prex‘dent, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Is there not a possi- 
bility that the dumping upon the market 
of a billion bushels of wheat will depress 
the prices of all other farm products? 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Minnesota is correct; the prices of all 
commodities associated with wheat, and 
of produce generally, will be depressed. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. That is what hap- 
pened after the Farm Board dumped its 
holdings on the market. The price of 
everything went down. 

Mr. McNARY. Exactly. Icansee that 
there is less inconvenience for a farmer 
if he gets the full parity price for his 
wheat through a chattel mortgage. Ido 
not want. to discommode him, if it is pos- 
sible to avoid that, but having in mind his 
best interests in the future, I should not 
grant him that convenience now. 

Mr. President, it may be asked, What 
does the farmer receive for this loss? I 
reply, nothing but convenience. If I 
correctly understood the able Senator 
from Alabama, he said that, because there 
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is a flare-up among the conferees and be- 
tween the two branches of Congress, 
there is no money now available for 
parity and conservation payments. We 
know, however, that situation is only 
evanescent. It is so fleeting it will prob- 
ably be cured in a very short time. In- 
deed, the pending proposal would not do 
much more for the farmer than is being 
done for him by the Government today. 

Let us examine some figures which I 
have before me. I should have had them 
to present to the committee. They came 
to me in the twilight at my office. It 
was about that hour that I saw these 
reputable gentlemen from the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Parity today is $1.50 a bushel, but that 
is not what the farmer gets. That is 
parity at the principal markets which 
have been regulated by Congress as pri- 
mary markets. That applies, for in- 
stance, to Chicago, Kansas City, and 
Omaha. Parity at those points is $1.50 
a bushel. Parity on the farms, the aver- 
age price is $1.34. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. That is for loans. 

Mr. McNARY. That is parity in the 
open market. The farmer now gets 85 
percent of that, or $1.32. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. May I ask the 
Senator a question? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield to the Senator 
for a question. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Im order to clear 
that up, does the Senator say that $1.50 
is parity? 

Mr. McNARY. That is parity in the 
primary market. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. The primary mar- 
ket. in Minnesota now pays 99 cents a 
bushel for No. ł northern wheat. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator is speak- 
ing of the market or spot or futures price. 
I am not speaking of that. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I understand, but 
I think it should be distinguished. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator is correct. 
I was coming to that, but I am very 
happy to have it made clear at this point. 

The market price today, that is the 
spot price or futures, is $1.15 a bushel. 
Parity is $1.50 on the primary market, 
and $1.34 on the farm. The parity pay- 
ment is 13% cents a bushel, which was 
made possible by the very able Senator 
from Georgia and others of us who served 
on the committee. The conversion and 
benefit payments now amount to 10 cents 
a bushel. So with a parity price of $1.34 
on the farm, the aggregate sum of 2312 
cents gives him $1.57 a bushel for his 
wheat. 

I only mention those figures for the 
purpose of illustrating that outside the 
mere fact of convenience the farmer is 
not going to profit by this bill, and if it 
has any virtue it has merely the virtue of 
convenience. 

I contemplate—and I hope my con- 
templation is not correct—that in the 
long run he will suffer greatly by legisla- 
tion of this kind. 

I shall not speak of the hardship which 
may be imposed on the consumer who 
was the subject of an editorial read here 
a few days ago by the able Senator from 
Rhode Island {Mr. Gerry] which, as I 
ra was taken from the New York 
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Mr. President, there is much that can 
be said on this subject. I am going to 
move on to an anticipation, which I hope 
will not. occur, that the enactment of 
this proposal will be of great injury to 
the price market of the future, its sta- 
bility and standardization. For that 
reason alone, together with what might 
be done by a great owner and holder 
of wheat, the enactment of the bill would 
be wholly contrary to the policy of this 
country. 

On that score, Mr. President, if the 
Commodity Credit Corporation gets con< 
trol of the wheat—and I am not at lib~ 
erty to say whether they want it or not, 
but it is my judgment they do not want 
it—it would destroy for 1942 all the 
agencies which during @ period of more 
than a hundred years have been created 
to handle and to market wheat. We 
have our grain exchanges, abuses in 
connection with which in large measure 
have been corrected. We have our mil- 
lers, our elevator men, our warehouse= 
men. We have, Mr. President, cooper- 
atives all over the country, grain growers 
dealing in and marketing wheat. Alt 
of them would be put out of business and 
liquidated by the enactment of the pro- 
posed legislation. Not one of them 
would then exist, because there would 
bz no business for them to transact. It 
would all be done by the Government. 
In my opinion the proposed legislation is 
the most advanced scheme of socialism 
which has ever been proposed in Con- 
gress. 

Mr. President, I am not accustomed ta 
making statements in which I do not be- 
lieve. It is embarrassing for me in one 
sense to point this out, because of my 
great devotion to the great agricultural 
industry, for whose benefit I have had a 
small part in the last few years in the 
enactment of legislation. 

Mr. President, I wish to say another 
word, and I might conclude. with that. 
I do not like the pending proposal be- 
cause it is discriminatory. If we are to 
give parity payments on the barrel head, 
on the block, to five products now men~- 
tioned in the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act, they ought to extend in fairness to 
all other agricultural commodities. The 
man who raises beef cattle should have 
access to the same benefits proposed by 
this bill. I think the price of beef cattle 
is now probably at parity, but we do not 
know how long it will remain there. The 
man who raises hogs, the man who raises 
poultry and its byproducts, the man who 
produces milk and its byproducts, the 
man who produces fruit and grain and 
hay and vegetables and all the hundreds 
of other agricultural products, either 
processed, canned, or raw, should have 
aceess to the same largess proposed by 
the bill. 

It is not fair that these five commodi- 
ties should have this access to the Treas- 
ury when it is denied to the producers of 
every other agricultural commodity in 
the country. That in itself should con- 
demn the measure to death. 

If a farmer grows wheat and he can 
get parity at the nearest bank, which he 
can do under the certification of the 
county committee, he is not going to put 
any of his acreage into alfaifa, vetch, or 
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any leguminous crop, or any vegetables, 
or any of the hays, or the grains, such as 
oats and barley, which are not mentioned 
in the bill, but which are needed in our 
livestock economy. It is going to result 
in increased planting of a crop which is 
now a surplus in the world, a crop which 
is now a huge and painful surplus to the 
farmers of the country and an embar- 
rassment to the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration and the Agricultutral Adjust- 
ment Administration, 

Mr. President, human nature operates 
the same with respect to the farmer as it 
does with respect to the businessman or 
the professional man. He, if he can get 
his money more quickly by raising wheat 
and in a larger amount, is going into 
the production of wheat. 

What we need today is to stabilize farm 
products which are of great advantage 
to the war effort, such as beef cattle, hogs, 
dairy products of all kinds, poultry, and 
poultry products. A shortage exists in 
these products. Who is going to expand 
in these industries if by an easier road he 
can get his money more quickly by rais- 
ing a crop of which we have already a 
surplus—wheat, or corn, or cotton, or to- 
bacco, or rice? It seems apparent to me, 
Mr. President, that the farmer, with all 
his wisdom and by reason of all the hard- 
ships he has undergone, will follow the 
paved road to immediate returns on his 
work and on his investment, and that is 
by the way of the A. A. A. so-called com- 
modities. 

Mr. President, I could say much along 
that line. The commodities which are 
favored here in their national income 
based on farm return are only about one- 
third of the total crop, whereas the crops 
outside the bill are two-thirds of the 
crops which do not share now all benefits. 

The road of agricultural legislation has 
been a rocky one for many of us in the 
Congress, and it has been a most incon- 
sistent one. I believe as one who has 
traveled it, sometimes alone and some- 
times as a fellow traveler with the dis- 
tinguished Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD] and Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL] 
that we intend to do something for the 
farmers, but about the time we standard- 
ize our efforts, about the time we place 
on the statute books and haye function- 
ing laws which we think will be of benefit 
to the farmers there comes an upset. We 
first started out by providing for 85 per- 
cent of parity loans. I did not hear 
anyone object to that. I have never re- 
ceived a letter from a farmer criticizing 
85 percent of parity as a loan. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Oregon yield to the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota? 

Mr. McNARY. I am glad to yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. The Senator from 
Oregon is making a very logical address. 
As I understand, 125,000,000 bushels of 
wheat have been taken over under loans 
at 85 percent of parity. 

Rory: McNARY. Yes; I am coming to 
at. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Eighty-five percent 
is what the farmer got for that wheat, is 
it not? 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 
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Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I believe the Sena- 
tor said that on the farm parity was 
$1.50. 

Mr. McNARY. No; $1.34 to the farmer 
and $1.50 in the primary markets. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. In the terminal 
markets? 

Mr. McNARY. The primary markets 
are the markets which have to be char- 
tered under Federal statutes. They must 
be licensed under the Grain Futures 
Trading Act which was passed by Con- 
gress in 1922 or 1923. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. The primary mar- 
kets? 

Mr. McNARY. The primary markets, 
They are wholly distinguished from the 
terminal markets. The terminal mar- 
kets have to do with the matter of trans- 
portation, whereas the primary markets 
have something to do with regulation. 
That is the distinguishing difference be- 
tween the two. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. What I should like 
to have the Senator from Oregon explain 
to me is this: When the farmer gets a 
loan of 85 percent of parity and the Gov- 
ernment takes the grain, the farmer gets 
85 percent of parity for the grain, does he 
not? 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. In the local mar- 
ket— 

Mr. McNARY. Let me tell the exact 
story. I thought I did so a moment ago. 
Prior to this time the farmer has taken 
his wheat to the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration, through its agency. He re- 
ceived 85 percent of parity in the loan, 
He signed a note at that time, a non- 
recourse note. The note matured in 1 
year. It bore 3 percent interest. If he 
did not show up at the end of the year 
and redeem his wheat, they gave him 7 
cents for storage and insurance and for 
carrying the wheat. The wheat then 
came into the total ownership of the 
Government agency. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. At 85 percent of 
parity. 

Mr. McNARY. Parity comes from an- 
other source. Parity comes from the 
$212,000,000 which was appropriated in 
1939 and continued in subsequent years, 
sometimes in increased sums, and which 
at the present time allows a payment of 
134% cents a bushel; his conservation 
payments under the Conservation Act 
are 10 cents a bushel, and the two to- 
gether make 2344 cents a bushel. He 
receives that in addition to his loan. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. And he gets parity 
through the loan and conservation pay- 
ment? 

Mr. McNARY. He gets it through the 
loan, plus the conservation payment, plus 
the parity payment to make up the 
parity price. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I thank the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, having 
detoured a few times, I shall try to get 
back to the main highway, and in con- 
clusion I wish to state that, as we all re- 
call, I took a very great interest, a warm 
personal interest, it may be said, in the 
Passage of the Bankhead Act, to pro- 
hibit the sale of any of these commodities 
at less than parity. I remember speak- 
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ing briefly on the subject; I was inter- 
ested in the passage of that measure, and 
it passed the Senate and went to the 
House. Of course, it did not become a 
law. Under that measure, we would 
have frozen the wheat in the hands of 
the Government until it could be sold at 
parity. As a reaction to that legislation 
in the appropriation bill this year, the 
House, then having failed to pass the 
Bankhead legislative bill, inserted in the 
agricultural appropriation bill the same 
inhibition. But when it came to the 
Senate we let down the bars, so that 125,- 
000,000 bushels of wheat, including vir- 
gin, healthy wheat and deteriorated 
wheat, could be sold at 85 percent of corn 
parity. I thought that was an innova- 
tion which we should ‘accept, an exemp- 
tion we should allow. 

As I stated a moment ago, we need to 
produce more livestock today. That is 
the thing most needed to maintain our 
soldiers on the battlefield, supply our Al- 
lies, and feed ourselves. The Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr, SMITH] intro- 
duced a bill which was passed in the 
Senate but failed in the House, freezing 
all the commodities owned by the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation. A few years 
ago—I think it was in 1939—he intro- 
duced a bill, which is now the law, freez- 
ing the price of cotton at a price equal to 
the cost. Today, the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, so far as cotton is con- 
cerned, may not sell cotton on the open 
market at a price which would destroy 
the price structure. Cotton is the only 
commodity which is protected by freezing 
provisions of law. I am not complaining 
about it. However, what is to prevent 
the Commodity Credit Corporation from 
selling wheat on the market at any time 
at a price which would break the price 
structure? ~ 

Mr. President, the proposed legislation 
comes before us without having been 
given adequate consideration. I do not 
wish to repeat myself, and-I shall not 
do so. There is much to be said on this 
subject. I appeal to the chairman of the 
committee—I regret that he is not pres- 
ent—to other members of the committee, 
and to other Senators who are in the 
Chamber to send the bill back to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
so that farm leaders, representatives of 
the Department of Agriculture, and rep- 
resentatives of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation may be called before the 
committee to give us the benefit of their 
views, 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
BaNnKHEAD] spoke without the benefit of 
such hearings. I am speaking today 
without any knowledge on this subject 
other than that which I have obtained 
írom a general knowledge of the agri- 
cultural problem and a brief discussion 
with two representatives of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture who voluntarily 
called at my office on Saturday. 

I appeal to the able Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. RUssELL] and the able 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 
Iam not “put out” by the proposed legis- 
lation. However, I believe that it has in 
it the potentials of destruction of the 
price structure in the future, and at 
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present the destruction of the great 
agencies created for handling wheat and 
other commodities. I believe that it 
would be very unwise on our part to act 
without any information from those 
whose duty it is to make a study of the 
problem. I should like to have the full 
subject explored. In the absence of such 
exploration, and in the absence of any 
testimony to overcome my own impres- 
sions—which I am not trying to sell to 
anyone—lI feel that it is my duty to speak 
openly and frankly, as I have done. I 
should like to see the bill go back to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
so that’ hearings may be held, which is 
the orderly procedure. In the absence 
of such procedure, I shall vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, there is 
not much difference of opinion between 
the Senator from Oregon and myself 
as to the merits of the situation and 
the facts in the case. When I in- 
terrupted him a while ago I was only 
trying to help him get his statistics 
straight as regards the volume of wheat. 
In a moment I shall make it clear that 
I am more opposed to the present agri- 
cultural program in some of its basic 
features than the Senator from Oregon 
has indicated. I wish to have the Rec- 
orp clear from my point of view. So far 
as wheat is concerned, my State is the 
largest wheat-producing State, and nat- 
urally we follow the wheat crop and the 
movement of wheat throughout the 
world. 

The Commodity Credit Corporation 
now owns about 300,000,000 bushels of 
wheat, and has loans on approximately 
another 100,000,000 bushels, which it may 
or may not acquire. That makes a total 
of about 400,000,000 bushels. We have a 
surplus or carry-over this year of 630,- 
000,000 bushels. 

I differ with the Senator from Oregon 
in one respect. He assumes that the 
Commodity Credit Corporation will own 
all the wheat. That does not necessarily 
follow. It now owns only two-thirds 
of it. 

I rather agree with the Senator from 
Alabama that whether the loan is 85 per- 
cent of parity or 100 percent of parity, it 
will not affect the movement of wheat, 
This year the wheat crop is not: yet har- 
vested; but to the 630,000,000 bushels of 
carry-over there will probably be added, 
in the crop year ending June 30, 1943, 
another 150,000,000, or perhaps 200,000,- 
000 bushels of wheat surplus, above con- 
sumption in the next 12 months. That 
will cause a carry-over on July 1, 1943, 
of about 800,000,000 bushels of wheat. 
Those are round figures and represent 
about the best estimates which can be 
made at this time. 

I do not share the feeling of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon that there will be 1,600,- 
000,000 vr 1,500,000,000 bushels of wheat 
on hand next year. Perhaps I misunder- 
stood him. There will be about 800,000,- 
000 bushels carry-over on June 30, 1943, 
and not one and a half billion bushels. 
However, that is entirely too large and 
unmanageable a surplus. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 
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Mr. McNARY. I stated that our an- 
nual consumption is about 750,000,000 
bushels, and that there would be about 
800,000,000 bushels on hand next year. 

Mr. REED. I think the Senator from 
Oregon is too generous in his estimate of 
the annual consumption of wheat in this 
country. The consumption of wheat in 
the United States for bread is about 540,- 
000,000 bushels a year. The requirement 
of wheat for seed for next year’s crop, 
depending, of course, upon the number 
of acres seeded, will be about sixty or 
sixty-five million bushels. That is about 
the average through the years, varying 
with the number of acres seeded. If we 
add that to the 540,000,000 bushels used 
for bread, we have approximately 600,- 
000,000 bushels. To that we should add 
about twenty-five or thirty million, or 
possibly 35,000,000 bushels, which the 
Bureau of Agricultural Economics calls 
the disappearance of wheat. Nobody 
can tell where it goes. The rats may eat 
it, or the chickens may eat it on the farm. 
It may be wheat which has become 
moldy, wheat which is thrown away, or 
what not. However, between twenty- 
five and thirty million bushels of wheat 
disappear. So altogether about 630,- 
000,000 bushels of wheat are actually 
needed for the country’s uses, outside 
feed, and outside wheat used for me- 
chanical purposes. 

So we have an unmanageable surplus 
of wheat. We haye it now. We shall 
have it next year. The main point of 
difference between the Senator from 
Oregon and myself is that I do not think 
it makes much difference whether the 
Commodity Credit Corporation makes a 
loan of 85 percent of parity or 100 per- 
cent of parity. As the Senator from 
Oregon has carefully explained to the 
Senator from: Minnesota, 85 percent of 
parity, plus the soil-conservation pay- 
ments, plus the parity appropriation, just 
about makes parity. 

Mr. President, I want the farmer of 
the United States to obtain his income— 
parity, if we choose to call it that—in the 
market place, and not by subsidy, or by 
joan. I think that the policy of trying 
to control commodity prices by loans is 
unsound, illogical, and dangerous, and 
should be departed from as soon as we 
can devise a better program. 

I go further than did the distinguished 
Senator from Oregon in my lack of en- 
thusiasm for the loan feature for deter- 
mining and controlling commodity prices. 
The friendship of the Senator from Ore- 
gon for agriculture is known in practi- 
cally every farm household in the United 
States. I doubt if there is any other 
Senator, or any other man in public life 
whose name is better known in the farm 
homes of the United States than is the 
name of the Senator from Oregon. 

When the distinguished Senator from 
Oregon was chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry in 1929 he 
introduced the agricultural marketing 
bill. I was Governor of Kansas. I came 
to Washington at the request of the then 
President of the United States, Herbert 
Hoover. I was a guest at the White 
House, and was in conference with the 
President, discussing some of these ques- 
tions, including the proposed agricul- 
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tural marketing act. I incurred the dis- 
pleasure of the President at that time by 
telling him that, in my judgment, the 
Proposed agricultural marketing act, 
which was introduced as an administra- 
tion measure, would be a failure. I am 
sure the Senator from Oregon had the 
same feeling at that time. I told Presi- 
dent Hoover that I did not think any 
program of that kind could succeed, and 
predicted failure for it. As I have said, 
I incurred the President’s displeasure at 
the time. 

When the present Vice President was 
Secretary of Agriculture, at his invitation 
I discussed the farm program with him 
in 1935. An effort was being made at 
that time to get away from the program 
which was then being followed, and go to 
what the Senator from Oregon and I 
have always advocated, that is, a two- 
price system, which is a much sounder 
system. It affords a much more work- 
able basis than piling up huge and un- 
manageable surpluses from the loan pro- 
gram. As a friend and student of agri- 
culture for many years, the most hopeful 
sign I have seen is that the present Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, in half a dozen 
conversations this year with me and 
others, has indicated his desire to use the 
old McNary-Haugen principle of a two- 
price system. I have told Secretary 
Wickard that, so far as I had any influ- 
ence, I should be very happy to work with 
him in shaping up that kind of a program 
if it were at all possible to do so. 

So the Senator from Oregon and I are 
not at all in disagreement. In the main 
we are in agreement. I take the floor 
only to elucidate some of the facts and 
to state my earnest belief that I think 
we are following an agricultural pro- 
gram which, if we continue to follow it, 
is bound to result in disaster, which I 
want to avoid. I shall probably vote for 
the bill of the Senator from Alabama, 
although I agree with the Senator from 
Oregon that it would be desirable, if the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL] and 
the Senator from Alabama would agree 
to do so, to let the bill go back to the 
committee, with the understanding— 
which I am sure the Senator from Ore- 
gon would approve—that the members 
of the committee will study the bill thor- 
oughly and will report it as soon as pos- 
sible. 

I rose to state my own position. The 
Senator from Oregon should not become 
cross with me; and if by interrupting him 
at the time I did I caused him to lose a 
little of his magnificent stock of patience, 
I am sorry. 

Mr, GILLETTE. Mr. President, it is 
with great reluctance that I rise to 
oppose the pending measure, It is par- 
ticularly distressing to me to stand in 
opposition to the position taken by the 
Senator from Alabama and the Senator 
from Georgia with whom I have worked 
so long and, on some occasions at least, 
so successfully. 

It might be expected, Mr. President, 
that as one who represents in part per- 
haps the greatest agricultural State in 
the Union—— 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me? 

Mr, GILLETTE, I yield. 
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Mr. REED. Of course, the Senator 
meant in relation to the production of 
corn; did he not? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I made the reference 
rather comprehensive; but of course I 
insist that I represent the State in part; 
50 percent numerically is all I claim. I 
recognize the extent of the agricultural 
industry in the Senator’s State and in 
many others. 

However, Mr. President, I feel that the 
pending measure is economically inde- 
fensible, and should not be presented 
here in the interests of the farming com- 
munity of Iowa or any other State. I 
do not want to take the time to reopen 
the debate which we have had on this 
floor on numerous occasions on the ques- 
tion of farm prices and on the question 
of parity income. That is the last thing 
I want to do. 

I have risen only to call attention to 
two fundamental things involved in the 
pending measure. I have found it very 
helpful in considering legislation pro- 
posed ab initio, and particularly amenda- 
tory matter, to go back to the principles 
on the basis of which the original legis- 
lation was enacted. For example, it 
would be easy to build a dwelling house 
and add construction to it until it lost its 
character. 

Mr. President, let me briefly refer to 
the purpose of the loan legislation. 
There are two fundamental concepts of 
legislation to aid farming communities. 
One of them is called the cost-of-produc- 
tion concept, which is based on the very 
plausible assumption that no industry 
can exist if it cannot secure for its prod- 
uct a price commensurate with what it 
costs to produce it, plus a reasonable 
profit. The cost-of-production concept 
is supported by many hundreds of farm 
organizations and by hundreds of thou- 
sands of farmers. 

There is another concept, and those 
who adhere to it say, “The cost-of-pro- 
duction theory is reasonable and proper, 
but until the time comes when we can 
properly establish it as the legislative 
foundation, we should take into consid- 
eration a parity relationship between 
agriculture and other industry.” In the 
legislation now on the statute books we 
` have followed the parity concept, taking 
as a base period the period when agri- 
culture was in the most favorable relation 
to other industry, on the basis of the 
prices of the things it had to sell as com- 
pared with the prices of the things it had 
to buy. That is the parity concept; and 
the opponents say that it failed to take 
into consideration the fact that even in 
the favorable period agriculture did not 
have more than 43 percent of its nu- 
merical share of the national income. 

However, we have followed the parity 
concept, and it is not now before us for 
consideration. We have debated it in 
connection with measures which have 
been passed by the Senate and the meas- 
ure which is now in conference. 

What is the loan theory? It is based 
on the fact that farmers do not and can- 
not demand a price—a cost-of-produc- 
tion price or any other price. They take 
their product to the market, and the 
price is made for them by the grain ex- 
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change or by the cotton exchange and 
is based on an estimate of the sale and 
dealing in futures. ‘The farmers are told; 
“This amount is what we can pay you.” 

Because agriculture by nature has a 
seasonal production, it follows that when 
his crop is ready, the farmer dumps his 
production, his crop, whatever it may be, 
into the market, and takes whatever he 
is offered for it. Because the market is 
seasonal, there is a glut of the market 
and a driving down of the price; and the 
manipulators, the speculators, and the 
honest dealers in the market fix the price. 
In many instances the farmer has no 
choice. He owes a note at the bank. He 
owes the landlord for his rent, due on a 
certain day. In each case he has said, 
“I am going to pay you when I sell my 
wheat,” or “I am going to pay you when 
I sell my hogs,” or “I am going to pay you 
when I sell my corn.” The payment of 
his machinery note, his rent note, his 
bank note, or his obligation to the 
butcher, the baker, or the candlestick 
maker, is based on the idea of parity. 

This Government did a fine thing when 
it took to its heart the concept that no 
higher use of governmental credit could 
be justified than to make it available to 
agricultural producers, and to say to 
them, “Do not market your crop during 
the period of marketing glut, but carry it 
throughout the year and wait for the 
most favorable time.” The farmer asked, 
“How can I do it? I have to meet my 
note.” 

The Government replied, “We will 
furnish governmental credit to enable 
you to store the grain or cotton on your 
farm, and will make you a loan on the 
security of your products so that you can 
meet your present obligations.” 

Under the old system the farmer’s 
product went into the hands of the 
speculator, who held it; and when the 
market rose at a later period of the year 
the speculator reaped the benefit. 

Under the system of loans which we 
have put on the statute books we enabled 
the farmer to store his product on his 
farm to obtain on the security of the 
product the money needed for the pur- 
pose of meeting his obligations, and to 
market his crop at any time he chose 
throughout the year. That is the pur- 
pose of the loan. 

A great many persons have taken the 
position that, theoretically, such loans 
would also support the market, and that 
the farmer would not sell his product at a 
price lower than that necessary to pro- 
duce an amount equal to the amount of 
the loan made available to him. As a 
matter of actual fact, that has not fol- 
lowed. Everyone knows that the loans 
have had no appreciable effect on the 
market. They have had some effect, but 
not a heavy effect. Why? Because the 
men who are determining the price on 
the market know how much is stored on 
the farm and how much is in the hands 
of the Government. They know what 
the products are; and they base their 
estimates on what they speculate will be 
the price for a given product. Asa result, 
the parity price of corn, for instance, 
which is a principal product in-my State, 
was around 94 or 93 cents. Eighty-five 
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percent of parity was 83 cents. It has 
been selling on the market at from 70 to 
71 or 72 cents. j 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator 
from New Mexico? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I yield. 

Mr. HATCH. Referring to what the 
Senator has just said, let me say that 
I am in complete disagreement as to the 
value of the loan program in relation to 
the market price of the farmer’s prod- 
ucts. Take, for instance, the case of 
wheat today. If it were not for the 85- 
percent loan value which the crop has 
now, in view of the carry-over we have 
today and the prospects of the crop 
which is coming on the market, what 
does the Senator think wheat would be 
selling for today? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I think the Senator 
misunderstood me. 

Mr. HATCH. Perhaps I did. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I do not say that the 
loan does not have any effect. It does 
have effect in supporting the price; but 
I do say—and the market stuation will 
bear me out when I say it—that it does 
not support wheat on the market at a 
parity figure or at an 85-percent-of- 
parity figure. 

Mr. HATCH. Today on the farm 
wheat is selling for less than 85 percent 
of parity—the loan value. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Yes. 

Mr. HATCH. That is to say, when it 
is being sold. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Yes. 

Mr. HATCH. But it is not being sold. 

Mr. GILLETTE. The Senator and I 
are in entire agreement. I did not say 
that the loan did not have any effect in 
supporting the market; but I said that 
it did not support the market, and has 
not supported it, at the price on the basis 
on which the loan was made. 

What was the result? The result was 
that the Government made a loan above 
the market price. Take as an example 
corn. I remember that when I was farm- 
ing, corn was selling on the market for 
43 cents. The Government loaned 57 
cents on a bushel. We put it under seal 
on the farm. Under the loan agreement 
when the notes become due we can say to 
the Government “take the corn.” If the 
market price is above the loan figure we 
can sell it, liquidate the loan, and put 
the difference in our jeans. If not, we 
can say to the Government, “take the 
corn.” That I think is justifiable. We 
have done that, and it has constituted 
the most remarkable favor and given the 
most outstanding assistance to the ag- 
ricultural program that has ever been 
afforded in the country’s history, but, as 
a result there have come into the Gov- 
ernment’s hands, instead of the loans 
being liquidated, the supplies ef grain 
which have been referred to so frequent- 
ly in the debate and which will be re- 
ferred to again. 

Under the 85-percent loan provision, 
to which I had no particular objection, 
those supplies increased. Now a pro- 
posal is made to increase the loans to 100 
percent. Why? In order to support the 
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parity price? No, the bill would not do 
that. From what organization, from 
what source, from what farm community, 
from what section has there come any 
request to increase the loan value and 
thereby to add to the jeopardy by in- 
creasing the supplies the Government 
may have under its control? It might 
have the effect of increasing regimenta- 
tion; I do not know; but I do know that 
there is no sound basis for it. 

Now let me ask—and I call the atten- 
tion of the esteemed Senator from Ala- 
bama to the question—if his bill passes, 
who can get the 100 percent loan on 
wheat? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The farmer, of 
course. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Yes; but what 
farmer? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The farmer who 
produces the wheat. 

Mr. GILLETTE. The only farmer who 
can get it is the farmer who is now in 
the program. The man who is in the 
wheat program can get a 100-percent 
lcan, and he is determined and known. 
The 1942 crop is now being produced, 
and no one else can now come into the 
program. The time has gone by when 
a wheat farmer could come in and borrow 
100 percent on the wheat he produces, 
Marketing quotas have gone into effect. 

Who else can borrow? The non- 
cooperator, the man who did not come 
into the program. How much can he 
borrow? Sixty percent. On what? On 
-the only part of his wheat that would be 
subjected to penalty under the marketing 
quota. He is out in the cold. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. He was out last 
year, was he not? 

Mr. GILLETTE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There would be no 
change under this bill. 

Mr. GILLETTE. He is out in the cold, 
but the Senator would lower the tem- 
perature of the cold in which he already 
finds himself. He could not now change 
his status if he wanted to; he is obli- 
gated by the provisions of the law which 
says he must come in at a certain time. 
The wheat crop is in the ground; much 
of it is made, much of it is harvested, 
and the noncooperator can only borrow 
60 percent on it, and only on that portion 
of his crop which would be subjected to 
penalty if he put it on the market. That 
is discriminatory; that is unfair. I could 
envision a situation under which it would 
justify, but no such situation appears 
here. 

Now what about corn, which is a great 
product of my State? The cooperator, 
who is already known, can borrow 100 
percent, but the cooperator in cotton in 
Alabama can borrow 75 percent on his 
corn. The man outside the commercial 
corn-producing area, which is the area 
which produces an average of 450 bushels 
or more, to the farm, and 4 bushels or 
more for each acre of farm land in the 
county, cannot borrow a penny. 

That is the situation. Why is it pro- 
posed to inaugurate such a program? I 
do not want to talk against the interest 
of some of the people of my State, who 
probably cooperate in the corn program 
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to a larger degree than the people of any 
other State in the Union. 

Mr. President, there is no justification 
for the measure now before the Senate. 
It is discriminatory; it is economically 
unsound; it is politically unsound—and, 
God help me for even mentioning that— 
and it is democratically unsound because 
it is not based on any democratic con- 
cept of government. 

Mr. President, I wish to add one word 
more in closing. It has no bearing on the 
particular pending matter, but the emi- 
nent Senator from Alabama referred to 
it, and I wish to speak briefly in answer 
to what he said on the question whether 
conservation payments should be taken 
into consideration in connection with de- 
termining a parity income on the farm. 
It seems to me that there is great con- 
fusion on that subject. Of course, such 
payments should not be taken into con- 
sideration. Why? Because conservation 
payments have no relation whatever to 
income. They are paid to the farmer on 
condition that he conform to certain con- 
servation practices by taking out of pro- 
duction certain wheat land and certain 
corn land and putting the land into soil- 
building crops. He has deprived himself 
of the corn and wheat and the cotton 
which he could have produced on his 
acres. The conservation payments are 
not a part of his income because he has 
taken acreage out of production, and has 
nothing to sell from such acreage. He is 
compensated not as a supplement to his 
income, but for what he did not raise on 
those acres. For instance, I come into 
the program and say, “Very well; I will 
not raise wheat on certain acres; I will 
not raise corn; I will not raise cotton; I 
will put the land into alfalfa or soybeans 
or some other crop, and I will be com- 
pensated because I will not have a crop 
to sell.” Why should conservation pay- 
ments be taken into consideration in 
determining a parity income when I de- 
prive myself of more income than I 
receive? 

Parity payments are properly to be 
considered as a part of income because 
they come if and when there is a relation- 
ship between the market price and the 
supply on hand, and if and when Con- 
gress makes the funds available. Parity 
payments should be taken into considera- 
tion, but soil-conservation payments 
have no effect on the market except that 
certain acres are taken out of production. 
They do not go to the noncooperator; 
they do not go to the non-corn-produc- 
ing areas; they simply compensate the 
man who participates in the program in 
part for what he did not produce. As I 
have said, Mr. President, that has no 
bearing on this particular question, but 
it was referred to in the course of the 
very interesting and able remarks of the 
Senator from Alabama. 

I desire to say a word further in clos- 
ing. The junior Senator from Georgia 
{Mr, RUssELL] is not present at the 
moment. As I stated when I rose it is 
distressing to me to differ with the es- 
timable Senator from Georgia and 
others in their conclusions as to what 
is advisable in the way of farm legisla- 
tion. During the limited time I have 
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been a Member of the Senate I have 
had the privilege of working with these 
men as a Member of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
here on the floor, contributing what lit- 
tle I could to the superb effort they were 
making. I have known no time when 
these Senators have not worked pains- 
takingly, faithfully, and unremittingly 
in the interest of agriculture, even 
though their conclusions were different 
from mine. I have been deeply disturbed 
that attacks have been made on them 
editorially and in news reports over the 
United States, suggesting that they had 
abandoned the interests of the farmer. 
As one who is a farmer and has lived on 
a farm most of his life, and, if the Lord 
is willing, will be there again as soon as 
my term is over, I wish to testify now 
that no one has worked more faithfully, 
more honestly, more assiduously, than 
have the Senators to whom I have re- 
ferred. As one who has debated with 
them and differed with them, and dif- 
fers with them now, I desire to pay 
this tribute. 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF HOUSE REPORT 
NO. 2272 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Morpock in the chair) laid before the 
Senate House Concurrent Resolution 73, 
which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That 4,000 addi- 
tional copies of House Report No. 2272, cur- 
rent session, as submitted to the House of 
Representatives pursuant to the resolution 
(H. Res. 162, current Congress), directing the 
Committee on Military Affairs to conduct 
thorough studies and investigations of the 
progress of the national defense program with 
a view to determining whether such program 
is being carried forward efficiently, expe- 
ditiously, and economically, be printed for 
the use of the House Committee on Military 
Affairs, of which 2,000 copies shall be for 
the Commitee on Military Affairs of the 
House, 1,500 for the House document room, 
and 500 for the Senate document room, 


Mr. HAYDEN. I move that the Sen- 
ate concur in the House concurrent reso- 
lution. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LOANS ON CERTAIN 1942 CROPS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2585) to provide that loans 
on the 1942 crop of corn, wheat, rice, cot- 
ton, tobacco, and peanuts shall be made 
at a rate equal to the parity price. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to amendment. 

Mr. McNARY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Andrews Capper Gillette 
Bailey Caraway Guffey 
Bankhead Chandler Gurney 
Barkley Chavez Hatch 
Bilbo Clark, Idaho Hayden 
Bone Connally Herring 
Brooks Hil 
Bunker Davis Johnson, Calif. 
Burton Downey Kilgore 
Butler Ellender Lee 

Byrd Gerry McKellar 


McNary Radcliffe Thomas, Utah 
Maybank Reynolds Tobey 

Mead Reed Tunni 
Millikin Russell Tydings 
Murdock Schwartz Vandenberg 
Norris Shipstead Wagner 

Nye Taft White 
O'Mahoney Thomas, Idaho 

Pepper Thomas, Okla. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 
eight Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to make a very brief statement regarding 
the pending bill. I know nothing about 
what occurred in the Committee on Agri- 
culture which reported the measure. I 
know nothing about the reason why hear- 
ings were not held upon it. On the sur- 
face at least it presents a simple propo- 
sition. It may be that the committee 
considered it unnecessary to hold hear- 
ings upon it. Be that as it may, in view 
of the fact that I intend to vote for the 
bill, I wish to make a very brief statement 
about it, not to influence other Senators, 
but in order to make clear the reasons 
which are actuating me in voting for the 
bill. 

I appreciate the forcefulness of the 
remarks made by the Senator from Ore- 
gon (Mr. McNary], in regard to the 
measure, and with much of what he said 
I agree. I wish to say also at the outset 
that this is not an administration meas- 
ure. The fact that I vote for it carries no 
implications in that regard. Iam voting 
as an individual Senator for reasons 
which have convinced me that it is wise 
to pass the bill at this time. Whether it 
will have any effect upon the solution of 
the problems in connection with the 
agricultural appropriation bill, which is 
still in controversy. Ido not know. The 
sponsors of the bill think it will. 

The Senator from Oregon has men- 
tioned the fact that some information on 
the basis of which he spoke was obtained 
by him from one or two gentlemen in the 
Department of Agriculture who came to 
his office last Saturday. I do not know 
who they were, but I may say in that 
connection that I have conferred also 
with some of the staff of the Department 
of Agriculture, and also the Director of 
the Budget, who were inclined toward the 
enactment of the proposed legislation be- 
cause, in the first place, it would simplify 
the process by which the farmer would 
receive what he is to receive from the 
Government from the sale of or the loan 
upon wheat and corn particularly. But, 
so far as the Department of Agriculture 
is concerned, and so far as the Director 
of the Budget is concerned, and so far as 
the President is concerned, there has 
been no official endorsement of the pro- 
posed legislation. I think that ought to 
be stated in all fairness to the Depart- 
ment and to the administration. 

Mr, President, it occurs to me that the 
enactment of the proposed legislation 
may in some degree simplify the process 
under which we are operating under 
the A. A. A. conservation program and 
benefit payments, in this respect, that it 
puts all the eggs in one basket. Under 
the present law we loan 85 percent of 
parity, and out of the Treasury, under 
appropriations made by the Congress, we 
pay the farmer the difference between 85 
percent of parity and parity. The farmer 
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is now getting parity through the loan, 
and through the benefit and soil conser- 
vation payments. So that instead of 
loaning him 85 percent and then paying 
the difference in cash, although the pay- 
ment is somewhat deferred, he gets the 
same in the long run that he would get if 
we loaned him 100 percent of parity. The 
result to the farmer is the same. He gets 
practically the same amount in either 
case. The difference is that if it were 
a 100-percent loan, he would get it all 
now. Whether he would pay off the loan 
later, or allow the Government to take 
the crop through default in payment, 
would undoubtedly depend on the price 
of the commodity at the time when the 
farmer had to make a decision. 

We are all human, and we would prob- 
ably do the thing which appears to be to 
our individual advantage. If I am a 
grower of wheat, and I borrow on my 
wheat 100 percent of parity, and the price 
of wheat goes up so that later on I could 
sell it at the market price above parity, 
in all likelihood I would sell my crop, pay 
the Government its 100-percent loan, 
and take the difference in cash. That is 
perfectly natural, and that would be eco- 
nomically and financially a wise trans- 
action. If the price of the commodity 
goes below parity, and I have already 
received a loan of 100 percent on my 
crop, the chances are I would say to the 
Government, “All right, take the crop, 
and I will take my loan,” and I would 
default in the payment. 

So it is impossible to predict in ad- 
vance what any individual farmer, or all 
of them together, would do. I think it 
would depend largely on the price of the 
product at the time the farmer must 
make his decision. If I am incorrect, I 
should like to be corrected by the Senator 
from Alabama, the Senator from Georgia, 
or any other Senator. I think that is a 
logical conclusion. 

It may be possible that an increase 
in the loan possibilities on a crop might 
temporarily raise its price on the market. 
I think that is likely, and we might as 
well be frank about it. I think it would 
be a temporary rise. I do not think it 
would be a permanent rise; but I think 
for the time being there might be a stim- 
ulation growing out of the 100-percent 
loan which, to a certain degree, might 
temporarily raise the price of the com- 
modity involved. 

The Government has on hand wheat 
andcorn. Those are the only commodi- 
ties we are discussing, because tobacco 
and rice are now selling above parity, and 
therefore there would be no advantage to 
a tobacco grower or a rice grower in bor- 
rowing 100-percent of parity, because he 
can sell his product for more than parity. 
So those commodities are not involved. 
Cotton is selling for about parity; so cot- 
ton is not involved in the proposed legis- 
lation. The question resolves itself, by 
a process of elimination, into the con- 
sideration of wheat and corn. Three 
hundred and five million bushels of wheat 
are owned outright by the Government, 
because the time has elapsed and the 
borrowers did not repay the loans. Un- 
der the contracts the 305,000,000 bushels 
became the property of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation. 
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In addition to the 305,000,000 bushels 
there are approximately 100,000,000 
bushels which are “in the loan,” as we 
say, and have not yet been defaulted, but 
which are expected to be defaulted at any 
time. Therefore we might add that 100,- 
000,000 bushels to the 305,000,000 bushels 
which would make a little more than 
400,000,000 bushels of wheat, out of the 
total surplus carry-over of 600,000,000, 
which the Government either owns or 
may own at any time. 

I shall not discuss the controversy be- 
tween the House and Senate on the ap- 
propriation bill. I do not want to say 
or do anything which might make it 
more difficult for the conferees to reach 
an agreement. I wish merely to observe 
that when the Government loaned the 
money on the particular wheat in ques- 
tion it loaned it at a rate of 85 percent 
of parity. It loaned it for the purpose 
of maintaining the price of wheat, which 
at the time was laboring under de- 
pressed prices, In some cases 85 percent 
of parity, which was the loan, was more 
than the market price of the wheat. So 
it was a benefit to the farmer to loan 
him 85 percent of parity. At the time the 
loans were made, in many cases, the 
amount of money loaned on the crop was 
more than the market price, and there- 
fore the loan was intended to, and did, 
stimulate the price of the crop. That 
is particularly true as to wheat, and 
probably as to corn. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. RUSSELL, At the time the bill 
providing 85 percent of parity was under 
consideration in Congress, if my recol- 
lection does not fail me tobacco was the 
only commodity which was selling at 
above 85 percent of parity. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think that is true. 
In view of that fact it was perfectly 
natural that farmers who had borrowed 
85 percent on their crops, which were 
Selling below the loan value, should not 
repay the loans, but should let the Gov- 
ernment take over the crops. That is 
why the Commodity Credit Corporation 
now has 305,000,000 bushels of wheat, 
and may shortly have 100,000,000 bush- 
els more, the total of which would be 
about two-thirds of the entire surplus 
carry-over from last year. Of course, 
we have undertaken to create a situation 
in which it would be profitable for the 
farmer to produce hogs, cattle, and dairy 
products. 

There is always a relationship between 
the cost of feed to the farmer and the 
prices which he obtains for his hogs, 
cattle, and dairy products. There is 
bound to be a relationship between those 
two elements; and it has seemed desir- 
able to stimulate the production of meat 
products, which are more necessary right 
now than wheat and corn products. We 
have on hand an enormous supply of 
wheat—600,000,000 bushels already in 
storage, and probably 900,000,000 bushels 
coming on in the approaching harvest, 
making one and a half billion bushels of 
wheat, which presages no shortage in 
flour products. The wheat held by the 
Government was not bought outright, 
but was defaulted to it for nonpayment 
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of loans. The Government did not take 
it over in order to hold it perpetually. 
I do not think anybody could assume 
that the Government would be expected 
perpetually to hold wheat and corn and 
never dispose of them at all. 

I have been convinced, by my own 
process of reasoning, that it is better to 
dispose of a reasonable amount now, 
while prices are reasonably satisfactory, 
than to hold this particular 400,000,000 
bushels and possibly accumulate 700,000,- 
000 bushels more, and be required to hold 
it until the war is ended and prices may 
start down. There would be greater ob- 
jection to the sale of such wheat and 
corn at that time than there is now. I 
can very well understand that if we were 
required to hold this grain until after 
the war, when prices may start down as a 
result of some possible reaction, there 
would be greater objection to the Govern- 
ment unloading any of it then than there 
could possibly be now, when prices are 
fairly reasonable. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. GILLETTE. The Senator has in 
mind, has he not, that the bill refers 
only to the 1942 crop? 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true. 

Mr.GILLETTE. Does the Senator fur- 
ther have in mind that the cooperators 
in the 1942 crop are now determined that 
those who were not cooperators would 
not be permitted to borrow more than 60 
percent, and that only on the portion of 
the crop which would be subject to pen- 
alty if marketed; and that outside the 
commercial corn-producing area the 
farmers could not borrow a nickel? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand that. 
That has been true all along. There has 
always been an argument—and the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] made it 
today—that instead of including four or 
five basic products, namely, cotton, to- 
bacco, rice, wheat, and corn, and subse- 
quently peanuts, all agricultural products 
should be included. However, Congress 
did not see fit to enact the law in that 
form, and therefore we are limited to the 
six basic crops; and we are limited—I 
think preperly—to those who cooperate 
with the movement, in order that they 
may reap the benefits of it. I fully realize 
that those outside the scope of coopera- 
tors and those outside the commercial 
Corn Belt would not benefit by the pro- 
posed legislation any more than they 
have benefited by the A. A. A. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Does the Senator 
know of any farm organizations, any 
section of the country, or any groups of 
producers anywhere that have asked for 
the proposed legislation? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Ido not; but we fre- 
quently enact legislation which is not 
asked for by anybody. I should deplore 
the arrival of the day when we should 
enact legislation only at the request of 
groups. We pass many bills which are 
not requested by anybody. Congress 
should be able to act on its own initiative 
and do a wise thing without being prod- 
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ded by a sharp stick in the hands of some 
group seeking legislation. 

It may be, as the Senator from Oregon 
suggested, that the enactment of this bill 
would result in the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, which is an agency of the 
Government, taking over the 900,000,000 
bushels of wheat which is to be produced 
and harvested this year. I doubt it. 
That would assume that no wheat would 
be sold commercially, and that there 
would be no need for the coming crop for 
grinding into flour or any other wheat 
product. That would assume that every 
producer would want a loan from the 
Government at 100 percent of parity. As 
I stated a moment ago, the number of 
borrowers would depend upon the price 
of wheat at the time. 

The argument to which I have referred 
would also assume that even if the Gov- 
ernment should make a loan on the en- 
tire 900,000,000 bushels of the 1942 crop, 
under the terms of the proposed legis- 
lation, there would be no market for any 
of it, and that the Government would 
still have to hold it, as we are holding 
the crop already taken over, subject to a 
few sales from time to time. I do not 
believe that there is any danger of the 
entire 1942 crop being taken over under 
loans. In the first place, not all the pro- 
ducers of the 1942 crop are cooperators. 
I do not have the figures as to the per- 
centage of cooperators among the pro- 
ducers of wheat for this year. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Earlier in the day 
I made the statement that I had just 
been furnished such information by the 
Bureau of Agricultural Economics. It is 
estimated that only 325,000,000 bushels 
would be available for the loan. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Department 
has acted on its estimate that only 325,- 
000,000 bushels is being produced by co- 
operators, and if all the cooperators 
should wish to obtain loans on the wheat, 
it would mean that of the 900,000,000 
bushels of possible production for this 
year only a little more than 300,000,000 
would be eligible for the 100-percent 
loan. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is not exactly 
the situation. The estimate did not re- 
late to cooperators or others. Much of 
next year’s crop is expected to be sold 
in the market; and the estimate was that 
only about 325,000,000 bushels would be 
available to come under the loan, not be- 
cause of the legal situation but because 
the farmers would have a market for the 
remainder of it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course. So that 
only about one-third of the crop of 900,- 
000,000 bushels would come under the 
loan, if that is an accurate estimate. 

In view of that situation, and the fact 
that it is temporary, without attempting 
to commit anyone, and without any im- 
plications as to the bill’s Administration 
sponsorship, by reason of the fact that I 
shall vote for it, I wish to state that, from 
information which I have received, and 
also from private conversations, I have 
learned that men in the Department of 
Agriculture and in the Bureau of the 
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Budget, which I think is somewhat actu- 
ated by the fact that the proposed meas- 
ure would simplify the process, believe 
that enactment of the bill would mean 
a smaller outlay on the part of the Treas- 
ury as such; because, as is now well 
known, the farmer who borrows 85 per- 
cent receives the difference between that 
and parity, and he receives it in cash out 
of the Treasury, not ina loan. He may 
not receive it at the same time he re- 
ceives the loan, but he does obtain it; 
so that there is a difference between 85 
percent of parity and parity, or 15 per- 
cent which comes from the Treasury in 
cash. I think probably it has appealed 
to the fiscal agents of the Government 
that it would be better to put the whole 
process in one basket and make it a loan, 
instead of making an 85 percent loan and 
a 15 percent payment under soil con- 
servation and the agricultural extension 
program. 

The result is that under this bill the 
farmer would not get any more money 
than he now receives. The difference is 
that he would get it all in a loan, which 
is simpler, in a sense, both to him and to 
the Treasury and to the other Govern- 
ment agencies, than to get a portion of 
it in a loan and the remainder in cash. 

Under the circumstances—the possi- 
bility that it might help compose the dif- 
ferences now existing in regard to the 
agricultural appropriation bill situation, 
and that it would apply to only this year’s 
crop—I feel, as an individual Senator, 
speaking only as an individual Senator, 
that the measure is entitled to my sup- 
port; and for the reasons stated I expect 
to vote for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Kentucky yield to the 
Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr, BUTLER. I desire to ask a ques- 
tion. The pending bill covers six com- 
modities; but the debate seems to center 
almost exclusively around wheat, I 
wonder if there is any particular reason 
for that? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; there is a rea- 
son for it. The bill applies to all the 
basic commodities which have been car- 
ried in the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
from the beginning, except peanuts, 
which were added later. The reason 
why the debate has centered around 
wheat is that tobacco and rice are now 
Selling at above parity, and cotton is 
Selling at parity. In a broad sense, that 
really leaves only wheat and corn which 
are selling below parity. That is why 
the debate has centered around those 
two products which are selling below par- 
ity and.on which it is assumed the farm- 
ers would prefer to borrow 100 percent, 
rather than to receive a loan of 85 per- 
cent and then go through the necessary 
machinery provided by law to obtain the 
other 15 percent in conservation pay- 
ments and in extension benefits. 

So far as the law itself is concerned, 
it applies to all the basic products alike; 
and I should say that if during the year 
the price of any of the other commodities 
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were to go below parity, the same argu- 
ment would apply to them as that which 
now applies to wheat and corn. 

Mr. BUTLER. In that connection, let 
me say that I come from a State which 
normally produces a very large crop of 
wheat and corn; indeed, it is one of the 
largest producers of both wheat and 
corn; but I have not received a single 
care for the passage of a bill of this 

nd. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have not, either. 
However, as I said a moment ago, I 
should hate to think that the Senate 
always has to sit around and wait for 
the receipt of a lot of letters in support 
of proposed legislation. 

Mr. BUTLER. On the other hand, I 
have received a very large number of let- 
ters requesting me to vote for the provi- 
-sion which would permit the Govern- 
ment to sell a certain amount of wheat 
to be used as a substitute for corn for 
feed. Grain as such is not worth much. 
After grain is processed into meat it 
makes something the human being can 
use, 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know that 
wheat as such is not of much value to 
human beings. Its value, of course, de- 
pends on what can be made out of it. 
However, I can very well understand why 
there has been some agitation in behalf 
of adoption of the provision to which 
the Senator refers. I am for it, and the 
Senate has overwhelmingly voted in 
favor of it, because the Department of 
Agriculture and the Government gener- 
ally, the War Production Board, and 
other agencies have emphasized the need 
for the production of meat, which is 
greater than the need for the production 
of grain, because there is a surplus of 
grain, whereas there is not a surplus of 
meat; and in the program of feeding our 
armies, and, under the lend-lease pro- 
gram, feeding all the armies that are on 
the side of the United Nations, it is de- 
sirable, if not absolutely essential, that 
we increase the production of meat to 
the extent of being able to provide it 
for use by our Army and the armies of 
other nations. That condition has been 
somewhat emphasized as a result of a 
relative shortage of the supply of meat as 
compared with the supply of wheat and 
corn; but it does not indicate to me 
that if the farmers were acquainted with 
the situation they would not prefer a 
bill providing for the payment of 100 
percent of parity rather than providing 
for the payment of 85 percent of parity 
and having the remaining 15 percent 
paid in cash through the processes of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr, DANAHER. At the outset of the 
Senator’s remarks I understood him to 
say that the bill is not an administra- 
tion measure. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is correct. 
Officially, the President never asked for 
passage of the proposed legislation; and 
officially no one else in the administra- 
tion has asked for its passage. I felt 
that I should state that frankly, and 
should state that I am not speaking in 
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the capacity of spokesman for the ad- 
ministration. I am speaking only in my 
own individual capacity. 

Mr. DANAHER. Does that mean that 
any Senator is free to vote as he chooses? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, all Sena- 
tors are free to vote any way they choose 
on all legislation which comes before this 
body. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. First of 
all I desire to ask a question. At the 
proper time I desire to obtain the floor. 

In respect to the question asked, as to 
whether or not anyone had requested 
enactment of such legislation, let me say 
that very shortly the Senate will be 
called upon to consider a bill which if 
passed, will, as I understand, raise about 
$5,000,000,000 in taxes; and I am wonder- 
ing if any Member of the Senate will 
wait until someone asks him to support 
such a bill before he will vote for it? 

There come before the Senate many 
bills the passage of which no one re- 
quests. We sometimes pass bills which 
are obnoxious to the people, but which 
it seems should be passed in the public 
interest. 

At the proper time, if I am able to ob- 
tain the floor, I shall make some remarks 
on the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have 
practically concluded the remarks I had 
intended to make; but let me say to the 
Senator from Connecticut that some- 
times we complain because we get too 
many letters demanding that certain 
bills be passed, and the suspicion is 
created that there has been some organ- 
ized effort to bring pressure to bear upon 
us. Now we should not invite such a sit- 
uation by complaining that so far we 
have not received many letters regarding 
the pending bill. If we wait long enough 
we may receive some one way or the 
other. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. The Senator from 
Oklahoma has told us that we have 
passed legislation which is obnoxious to 
the people. He can say that again, be- 
cause there is much evidence of it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, yes; of course, 
now and then we pass such legislation; 
but we cannot tell the degree of “ob- 
noxiosity” that will obtain regarding any 
bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. BURTON. I understood the Sen- 
ator to say a little earlier that the in- 
direct effect of the passage of the meas- 
ure probably would be to increase the 
price of wheat and the price of corn. 
Would not the measure more directly af- 
fect the price of wheat and the price of 
corn than the measure which the Sen- 
ator supported, to authorize the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to sell a cer- 
tain supply of wheat, would tend to hold 
down the price of wheat? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the 125,- 
000,000 bushels of wheat which we under- 
took to procure permission to sell was 
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meant to be used chiefly as feed in order 
to stimulate an increase in the supply of 
meat. It may be—and this is the objec- 
tion which has been urged against it— 
that sale of that much wheat would tend 
to keep down the market price, although 
I, myself, doubt very much whether the 
gradual sale of 125,000,000 bushels of 
wheat for feed purposes only, out of a 
supply shortly to be availabie of a bil- 
lion and a half bushels, would have a 
very depressing effect or a very noticeable 
lowering effect on the price of wheat. A 
moment ago I said that it might be that 
the passage of the bill might temporarily 
stimulate the price of wheat. It might, 
although such a stimulation would be 
only temporary, just as when some good 
news comes from the battlefields there 
is a stimulation which results in a rise in 
the price of securities or, it may be, of 
commodities; but that is always tempo- 
rary, and does not last long. Any stimu- 
lation which might come about in the 
price of wheat or corn—I do not think 
that passage of the bill would have any 
effect on other things—in my judgment 
would be temporary, would be only an 
indirect reaction, and would not be a 
substantial contribution to the perma- 
nent increase in the price of wheat or 
corn. - 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think we should 
not lose sight of the fact that the Gov- 
ernment now controls 400,000,000 bushels 
of wheat which would not go under the 
proposed new loan, and which it could 
sell at any price at which it might please 
to sell it, and which it does intend to 
sell chiefly for feeding. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, as the Sen- 
ator says, the Government now has two- 
thirds of the present carry-over in wheat. 
It has been selling it gradually. It has 
not dumped it on the market, and does 
not intend to dump it on the market so 
as to affect the price, but intends that it 
shall be available and shall be sold at 
prices comparable with the prices of 
livestock, where there is an indispensable 
relationship. 

It might be possible that the gradual 
sale of 125,000,000 bushels of wheat for 
feed purposes would, in some way, hold 
down the market price of wheat, but 
when we consider that there are 600,000,- 
000 bushels of wheat now in the carry- 
over and probably 900,000,000 bushels 
coming on, making a total of a billion and 
a half bushels, it is difficult to understand 
how the gradual sale of 125,000,000 bush- 
els for feed purposes and for no other 
purpose is going to become a very great 
depressing influence on the price of 
wheat. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further for a question or a 
remark? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield to the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. BURTON. It has been my impres- 
sion that, running throughout this argu- 
ment, there has been an attempt to urge 
anti-inflationary steps and that the sale 
of 125,000,000 bushels of wheat was 
thrown in with other measures as a part 
of the anti-inflationary policy, whereas 
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this particular bill would operate in re- 
verse so far as that trend is concerned. 
Mr. BARKLEY. It would operate in 


reverse, probably, to some extent, al-- 


though, as I said a while ago, the farmer 
gets just as much for his wheat now as 
he would get under this bill, but he gets 
it in two segments. The wheat costs as 
much before it starts into the process of 
consumption as it would under this bill. 
The difference is that the Government 
has made up a part of the price in the 
cash payment it has given to the farmer, 
representing the difference between 85 
percent and parity. So when the wheat, 
for instance, starts out on the process of 
being ground or converted into food 
products, it has really cost the people as 
much—because the people pay the money 
into the Treasury—as it would cost under 
this bill. 

Another reason why it has been urged 
that this would simplify the process is 
that it would relieve the Treasury of the 
United States of the necessity of paying 
cash to cover the difference between 85 
percent and parity. I doubt very much 
whether the cost of the finished product 
under either process would be very dif- 
ferent, because the basic cost is the same 
in either case. 

Mr. BURTON. But the trend would be 
up, rather than down, if this proposed 
legislation were enacted? 

Mr. That is a matter of 
speculation. I do not think anyone can 
be dogmatic on the subject, either way. 

Mr. BURTON. I understood the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky to indicate that, in 
his opinion, the trend would be up rather 
than down. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I say that tempo- 
rarily there might be a hectic stimula- 
tion. The mere passage of a 100-percent 
loan proposal might, in a sort of hectic 
and temporary way, stimulate the mar- 
ket price of wheat. It is possible that 
might happen. I want to be frank. I 
am not certain it will happen, but it is 
entirely possible that, after a little while, 
a few days or weeks, it might result in 
that condition, but it would all level it- 
self off, I think, ultimately, so that there 
would be no real difference between what 
is happening now and what would hap- 
pen under the bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. REED. Before the Senator sits 
down, I desire to inquire whether this is 
a private conversation or may I get into 
it? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is in it 
now. Icannot imagine the Senator from 
Kansas indulging in a private discussion 
on the fioor; I know that what he has to 
say he wants the Senate and the public 
to have the benefit of. 

Mr. REED. I think the Senator from 
Kentucky once or twice inadvertently in- 
timated that the sale of 125,000,000 
bushels of wheat for feed might have a 
depressing effect upon the price of wheat. 
Surely the Senator did not mean that? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think the Senator 
misunderstood me. I said that consider- 
ing the 600,000,000 bushels now on hand, 
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and the 900,000,000 bushels in prospect, 
making a billion and a half bushels, the 
gradual sale of 125,000,000 bushels for 
feed purposes only could have very little 
effect on the price of wheat so far as it 
would depress it. 

Mr. REED. I was sure the Senator 
would want to correct his remarks. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If I said the con- 
trary, I should want to correct my state- 
ment, but I was seeking to make the same 
statement I have now made. 

Mr. REED. Before the Senator takes 
his seat, I should like to make a sugges- 
tion to the Senator from Ohio. The 
whole effort has been to get a parity price 
for the farmer that would give him a 
parity income. The Commodity Credit 
Corporation has made loans amounting 
to 85 percent of parity on the crop. In 
addition to that, the Congress has been 
appropriating $212,000,000 a year, which 
is a subsidy, to bring about an approach 
to the parity price. In addition to that, 
the farmer has received, under certain 
circumstances, what are known as soil- 
conservation payments. If we take the 
parity price of wheat on the farm gen- 
erally, which, as the Senator from Ore- 
gon siated a little while ago, has been 
$1.32 or $1.34, 85 percent of that is about 
$1.13, as I recall, or possibly $1.14. If 
we add to that the subsidy given the 
wheat producer, for example, out of the 
$212,000,000 appropriation, that repre- 
sents about 1342 cents a bushel to the 
wheat producer who shares in the pro- 
gram; and, adding to that the soil-con- 
servation payments, which average about 
6% cents a bushel, the wheat farmer is 
brought up to parity. 

I am sure the Senator from Kentucky 
would agree, and probably the Senator 
from Oregon also, that if we should pass 
this bill to make a hundred percent of 
parity loans on wheat, that certainly 
would be followed by a discontinuance of 
the subsidy appropriation of $212,000,- 
000. I am sure the Senator from Ala- 
bama will agree to that. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is correct. 

Mr. REED. This action, if taken, of 
providing for 100-percent loans would 
not necessarily affect the soil-conserva- 
tion payments; that would depend upon 
circumstances. I simply, with the indul- 
gence of the Senator from Kentucky, 
wanted to make the statement to the 
Senator from Ohio in a little different 
way than it has been made heretofore. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have 
concluded my remarks. I have just been 
informed that the continuing measure 
which was reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations has been printed and is 
now before the Senate. I, therefore, ask 
unanimous consent that the pending 
business be temporarily laid aside in or- 
der that the Senate may consider the bill 
continuing the appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. RANKHEAD. Agreeing to the re- 
quest, I assume, would not interfere with 
the pending bill? 
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Mr. BARKLEY. Not at all. It would 
be temporarily laid aside, and the Senate 
would automatically return to it after 
the disposition of the other measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kentucky? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
7349) making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations with 

“an amendment to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 


That all appropriations (including reap- 
propriations, authorizations for borrowing 
of funds from the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, and authorizations for admin- 
istrative expenses of Corporations) for the 
necessary operations of the Department of 
Agriculture which remained unprovided for 
on June 30, 1942, are hereby continued and 
made available for and during the month of 
July 1942, unless the regular appropriations 
provided for such Department in the bill 
(H. R. 6709 of the Seventy-seventh Congress) 
entitled “A bill making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
poses,” shall have been made prior to August 
1, 1942, and there are hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, or hereby made available 
pursuant to such authorizations, such sums 
as may be necessary for such operations for 
the month of July 1942: Provided, That no 
greater amount shall be expended for such 
operations (other than for emergency forest 
fire protection and suppression and insect 
pest and disease control) than as the sum of 
one-twelfth of the appropriations and other 
amounts made available for such Department 
for the fiscal year 1942, bears to the whole of 
the appropriations and amounts made avail- 
able for such Department for such fiscal 
year: Provided further, That the appropria- 
tions and authority contained in this act 
shall cease to be effective on the date that 
the regular appropriations for such Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year 1943 become effective, 
and all amounts expended or obligated under 
this act shall be charged against the amounts 
appropriated and made available in H. R. 
6709 as finally enacted, and the total amount 
expended or obligated during such fiscal year 
for any item or object of expenditure shall 
not exceed the amount finally authorized or 
appropriated for such item or object for such 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943. The appro- 
priations and authority contained in this 
act shall be available from and including July 
1, 1942, for the purposes respectively pro- 
vided in such appropriations and authority. 
All obligations incurred during the period 
between June 30, 1942, and the date of the 
enactment of this act in anticipation of the 
appropriations and authority contained in 
this act and in H. R. 6709 as finally enacted 
are hereby ratified and confirmed if in ac- 
cordance with the terms thereof. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, Sen- 
ators will recall that last Thursday the 
House passed what was in effect an addi- 
tional appropriation bill, and sent it to 
the Senate. I shall not discuss the terms 
of the new bill in detail. Suffice it to say 
that under the measure passed by the 
House last Thursday and sent to the 
Senate, the Senate would not only have 
abandoned its position on every Senate 
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amendment in disagreement, but that 
some of the items which were in contro- 
versy would have left the Senate in a 
worse position in its contentions than the 
terms of the original House bill. 

For illustration, under the terms of 
the bill sent to the Senate from the 
House, provision would have been made 
for the Farm Security Administration 
for a period of only 60 days. At the 
expiration of that time, unless the House 
committee saw fit to originate and re- 
port out and the House to pass a bill pro- 
viding appropriations for the Farm Se- 
curity Administration, that agency of the® 
Government would have been in effect 
abolished on the first day of September 
of this year. 

Naturally, the Senate could not agree 
to any such proposition. It would have 
been more forthright and in better 
accord with the parliamentary practice 
had the Senate receded outright from 
its amendment and proceeded to the en- 
actment of House bill 6709, which was the 
original appropriation bill, for under that 
bill some provision at least was made for 
the Farm Security Administration, and 
some exceptions were made in dealing 
with the Government-owned surpluses of 
agricultural commodities. 

I might point out that under the bill 
which was in disagreement, as it came 
to the Senate from the House, it would 
have been possible for the Commodity 
Credit Corporation to dispose of grains 
which had deteriorated in value. Under 
the bill sent us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives Thursday, the authority to dis- 
pose of grains which were deteriorated 
in value was extended for a period of 
only 60 days. If the Senate had agreed 
to that, unless the House of Representa- 
tives had seen fit to originate legislation 
to extend that period, the Government 
would have had an enormous surplus of 
grains on hand, and could not even have 
cleaned out the deteriorating or rotting 
grains and sold them in order to make 
room for the new crop. 

The Committee on Appropriations has 
examined this new bill, and offers as a 
substitute a continuing resolution, to en- 
able the Department of Agriculture to 
function during the month of July, to 
enable those who are employed there to 
receive their salaries, and to permit a 
continuation of the ordinary processes 
of the Department in the field pending 
an agreement on the original bill. This 
resolution follows as nearly as possible 
the terms of the continuing resolutions 
which have always been enacted when 
the two Houses have been unable to 
agree on appropriation bills. 

Some of the press reports in regard 
to the resolution have been somewhat 
misleading. It has been pointed out that 
the appropriations for 1942 were some- 
what larger than those which are pro- 
vided in the items on which the two 
Houses are in accord. That is true, but 
under the language of the continuing res- 
olution any amount expended in the 
month of July will be deducted from the 
amount the agency of the department af- 
fected might receive when the bill shall 
be finally enacted. It would be most im- 
provident for any agency or department 
to expend a larger amount than one- 
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twelfth of that provided in the bill which 
is now in disagreement, because to do so 
would force a drastic curtailment some- 
where else along the line during the 
fiscal year. If they spend more than 
one-twelfth of the amount which is in 
agreement during the month of July, 
they will have to spend less than one- 
twelfth in the month of May 1934, or in 
some other month. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. HAYDEN. To emphasize the 
particular point the Senator is making, 
I should like to read the language of 
the amendment recommended by the 
committee to cover that point. It begins 
on page 100, line 17: 

And all amounts expended or obligated 
under this act shall be charged against the 
amounts appropriated and made available 
in H. R. 6709 as finally enacted, and the 
total amount expended or obligated during 
such fiscal year for any item or object of 
expenditure shall not exceed the amount 
finally authorized or appropriated for such 
item or object for such fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943. 


In other words, if there were any im- 
providence on the part of any branch of 
the Department of Agriculture, and it 
should make excessive expenditures in 
the month of July, it would be penalized 
for the remaining 11 months of the year. 
That is beyond question. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Undoubtedly that 
would be the case. I may say that in 
making its plans for the fiscal year 1943 
the Department has undoubtedly been 
controlled by the items in the bill which 
have already been buttoned-up and 
finally disposed of between the two 
Houses, and it is just a case of splitting 
hairs to refer to continuing the appro- 
priations as already agreed to or to adopt 
a resolution in a new or uncertain form. 

Mr. President, another resolution has 
been suggested by one of the House man- 
agers which, in effect, adopted the items 
of the bill which have already been 
agreed upon. It differs in language from 
the pending resolution but has practi- 
cally the same effect. I feel that I 
should relate to the Senate the circum- 
stances surrounding the drawing of the 
resolution and the connection I have had 
with its preparation, as well as the agree- 
ment arrived at. 

After the House conferees had with- 
drawn the resolution shown us at the 
last conference which would have 
adopted the House provisions of the bill, 
the chairman of the House conferees, 
Representative Tarver, from my own 
State of Georgia, presented to me a reso- 
lution which, in effect, adopted all the 
provisions of the 1943 bill which are in 
agreement, and which undertook to con- 
tinue on the basis of the 1942 act the 
provisions of the items in disagreement. 

I read the resolution over in company 
with the chairman of the House con- 
ferees and stated to him that, so far as 
I was individually concerned, I was per- 
fectly willing to accept it. 

I wish to point out that that state- 
ment was made by me before the House 
sent over that legislative monstrosity 
last Thursday, and at a time when I was 
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endeavoring to reach an agreement with 
the House conferees on the terms of a 
simple joint resolution to enable the De- 
= to function in the month of 
July. 

This morning, when the full committee 
met, I submitted a copy of the resolution 
which had been shown me by Judge 
‘TARVER, and we had the Legislative Coun- 
sel and the clerk of the committee exam- 
ine it. It was the opinion of the legis- 
lative counsel that there was some ques- 
tion involved in the resolution, as pre- 
pared by the House subcommittee, which 
would require a determination by the 
Comptroller General before the officers 
of the Department would know exactly 
the limits of their authority and their 
pomers under the terms of the resolu- 

on. 

The Committee on Appropriations, 
therefore, decided that in order to avoid 
the necessity for any construction br the 
Comptroller General and the delays 
which would be occasioned thereby, it 
would be better to adopt the Senate reso- 
lution which had already been prepared, 
and which had been carefully studied 
and examined by the fiscal authorities 
of the Government. It was believed that 
such action would obviate the necessity 
of any further delay and prevent con- 
fusion in the operation of the Depart- 
ment for this period of 1 month. For 
that reason the Senate resolution, rather 
than that which had been prepared on 
the House side, is now before the Senate 
for consideration. 

Mr, President, I think that in justice 
to myself I should make a brief state- 
ment concerning some of the contentions 
made on the floor of the House last 
Thursday to the effect that I had agreed 
to accept the bill which was sent over 
to us on that date. 

I wish to emphasize with all the power 
at my command—and I make this state~ 
ment not only on the floor of this body 
but will be willing to do so face to face 
with any Member of the Congress any- 
where else—that no Member of either 
body had ever indicated to me directly or 
indirectly that the House was planning 
to adopt an entirely new appropriation 
bill and send it over to the Senate, par- 
ticularly one in the form of the measure 
that has reached us. I did have a call 
from one high in authority in the House 
of Representatives on Thursday, asking 
me whether or not certain language in 
the bill, constituting one of the limita- 
tions on the power of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, was in both the 
House and the Senate versions of the bill, 
I very promptly replied that the iden- 
tical language which he read to me over 
the telephone was in both the Senate and 
House versions, but pointed out that fur- 
ther on in the Senate version there were 
certain exceptions to that language. 
Neither at that time nor before had any- 
one submitted to me a proposition that 
would be, in effect, an absolute recession 
of the Senate from its position with re- 
gard to this bill, because it would have 
been much easier and simpler to have 
receded in the conference committee and 
wound up our entire controversy than 
to have made any such surrender as that 
over the telephone, when I had no idea 
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what was in the mind of the man who 
was talking to me. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is it not true that, 
although the language read to the Sen- 
ator over the telephone, and which we all 
understand is in both bills, all that fol- 
lows that language in the Senate version 
modified it, so that it left the language 
in controversy as much as if it had not 
been agreed to? 

Mr. RUSSELL. That was my con- 
struction of the matter. I was so con- 
vinced in my own mind that it was a 
question of a construction of a resolution 
to enable the Department to operate, 
that I came to the majority leader and 
conferred with him to get his opinion 
of the construction that would be placed 
upon the continuing resolution when 
part of the language was in agreement, 
and when later, by Senate amendments, 
the whole purpose and import of that 
language was left in disagreement by 
virtue of exceptions which were added by 
the Senate committee. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The language about 
which we are talking was a proviso in 
the House bill. There are five or six lines 
of it, which were not changed in the 
conference, but the very next sentence 
goes on to say: 

Provided further, That the terms of the 
foregoing proviso— 


And so forth. There is still another 
proviso. All of this modifies that lan- 
guage. Although the language itself was 
not changed, the meaning was changed, 
and the whole effect of it was changed 
by the amendments put in by the Senate. 
In the measure sent over by the House 
on Thursday, that language was included, 
and everything else was stricken out. So, 
left in that condition, it simply left the 
House proviso without any of the changes 
made by the Senate. 

Mr. RUSSELL. It left out some modi- 
fications placed in the bill in the House 
in the first instance, ana left out provi- 
sions which the House had inserted in 
the bill when it had it under considera- 
tion. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Record I think 
will show that in debating the matter in 
the House it wa stated that if the bill 
were passed it would be impossible for 
the Government to sell any of this grain 
within the 12-month period. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator from 
Kentucky is absolutely correct. So while 
it is regrettable that there could have 
been any misunderstanding at all about 
it, so far as Iam concerned I do not feel 
that I am in any wise responsible, be- 
cause no person ever suggested to me that 
the Senate was disposed to recede from 
all its positions on this bill by any such 
circuitous route as passing an entirely 
new bill, and then leave a bill in confer- 
ence, when all the matters in controversy 
with respect to the bill in conference had 
in effect been settled by the action of the 
Senate. 

Mr. President, this substitute is offered 
in absolute good faith. We are not try- 
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ing to take advantage of anyone nor to 
secure approval of the Senate’s position 
by short cuts. It fully protects the right 
of the House with respect to its position 
on the appropriations in disagreement. 
It fully protects the rights of the Senate 
under its amendments. It leaves the 
controversial questions open for a period 
of 30 days to enable us to make one final 
effort to come to an agreement, and it 
does not surrender any substantial rights 
of either body in connection with its 
amendments, 

I hope the substitute will be agreed to 
by the Senate. It is offered in good faith 
and in a spirit of fairness, after consider- 
ation of all the precedents involved, and 
the pressing needs of the Department 
of Agriculture, and to enable that great 
department to function for the month of 
July. I hope it will be favorably re- 
ceived by the other body. Its purport 
and effect are practically identical with 
that of the resolution now in the hands 
of the chairman of the House subcom- 
mittee, as I construe it. It contains sev- 
eral sections which are identical with the 
language of that resolution. Surely it 
can be accepted by everyone and will 
protect everyone as we continue our ef- 
forts to get a bill. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I 
wish to discuss the general agricultural 
situation. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, would 
the Senator from Minnesota object to 
the pending amendment being acted 
upon? The Senator understands that an 
amendment is now before the Senate. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Yes; I so under- 
stood. The Senator from Georgia was 
discussing the agricultural appropria- 
tion measure. 

Mr. RUSSELL, I saw the Senator come 
into the Chamber just now. I thought 
perhaps he had not understood that the 
continuing amendment was before the 
Senate. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I am in favor of it, 
and I believe there will be plenty of time 
for the Senate to act upon it. In view 
of the fact that the debate throughout 
the day has dealt with the conference 
report, I wanted to discuss in a general 
way the agricultural situation in its re- 
lation to the national economy in the 
war program. It involves the funda- 
mentals, the foundation of the A. A. A. 
farm program, and I think we need to 
have a very careful appraisal of the farm 
program at this time. In discussing a 
national economy we are likely to ap- 
proach the subject in the way the blind 
men did who were asked to describe the 
elephant. Each described the elephant 
according to his own point of contact. 
We cannot appraise the farm problem 
by looking merely at wheat, corn, cotton, 
tobacco, and peanuts. These are only 
a few of the many farm crops that are 
said to be entitled to parity. What about 
the hundreds of other commodities? 

Mr. President, in this national econ- 
omy, this war economy, we have agricul- 
ture, we have labor, we have industry. 
We have large industry and we have 
small industry. Farming is a compara- 
tively small one because it is individual- 
istic. In a well-balanced economy the 
program for each must be considered in 
relation to all other parts of it. 
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I have before me, from the Department 
of Agriculture, a list of the prices of farm 
products at the local market in the State 
of Minnesota for the years 1925, 1926, 
and 1927. I have them also for June 13, 
1942. Of 17 farm commodities for sale 
at the local markets in Minnesota, 10 
are selling at a lower price than they 
were in the peacetime period of 1925, 
1926, and 1927. Ten of these commodi- 
ties out of 17 are selling at a lower price 
in time of war, in a war economy, than 
they were selling for in 1925, 1926, and 
1927, in time of peace. 

The average price of wheat at the local 
market in Minnesota in the period 1925, 
1926, and 1927, was $1.49. In Minnesota 
today at the local market millers are 
buying No. 1 northern wheat, weighing 
60 pounds, for 99 cents. 

The average price of rye in the 3-year 


period 1925, 1926, and 1927 was 88 cents 


a bushel. Rye was selling on June 13, 
1942, in Minnesota in the local market 
for 48 cents. It was selling for about 
one-half of what it sold for in the peace- 
time period to which I have referred. 

Corn is selling in the local market in 
Minnesota today at from 67 to 69 cents a 
bushel. In the 3-year peacetime period 
to which I referred it averaged 70 cents 
a bushel. 

Oats were selling on June 13, 1942, for 
39 cents a bushel, and the average price 
in 1925, 1926, and 1927 was 38 cents, a 
difference of 1 cent. 

Flax in that 3-year period sold for 
$2.20, and this year it is selling for $2.39 a 
bushel. 

Feed barley this year sells for 48 cents 
a bushel, and malting barley sells for 70 
cents a bushel. The average price in the 
1925, 1926, and 1927 period was 48 cents 
a bushel for feed and 70 cents for malt. 

White flour sold in June this year for 
$3.48, and the average price in the period 
1925, 1926, and 1927 was $4.52. 

We come to mill feeds which the farmer 
buys back from the miller. On June 13, 
1942, shorts sold for $2.05 a hundred 
pounds, and the average price in 1925, 
1926, and 1927 was $1.71. So while the 
farmer got more for his wheat in that 
period of 1925, 1926, and 1927, he bought 
his milling feed back for about 35 cents 
a hundred less than he does now, when 
the price of wheat at the local market is 
98 cents. 

Screenings, mill feed, sold on June 13 
this year for $1.90. The farmer pays 
that price in buying screenings back from 
the miller. In the 3-year period pre- 
viously mentioned he bought screenings 
from the miller for $1.31 a hundred. 

Bran sold on the 13th of June 1942 
for $2 a hundred, and in the period 1925, 
1926, and 1927 the farmer paid $1.45 a 
hundred for it. At that time, when the 
farmer was receiving $1.50 for his wheat, 
he paid $1.45 for his bran, while now 
when he sells his wheat on the local 
market for 99 cents a bushel, he pays $2 
a hundred for bran. 

Creamery butter on the 13th day of 
June this year sold at the local market 
in Minnesota for 38 cents. The average 
price in 1925, 1926, and 1927 was 47 cents, 
9 cents more. 

Hogs sold on the 13th day of June, 
1942, for $13.85. The average price for 
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1925, 1926, and 1927 was $11 a hundred 
pounds. 

This year on the 13th day of June 
lambs sold in the local market for $10 to 
$13 a hundred. The average price in 
1925, 1926, and 1927 was $10 a hundred. 
On the 13th of June eggs sold for 27 
cents. My cook pays 47 cents in Wash- 
ington. The average price for 1925, 1926, 
and 1927, was 21 cents. Eggs are selling 
at higher prices, as are hogs and beef. 
Eggs are being bought by the Lend-Lease 
Administration and dried to be sent to 
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countries receiving the benefit of the 
lend-lease operations. Pork and beef are 
being bought by the Lend-Lease Admin- 
istration. For that reason those com- 
modities now have parity in the market 
price. 

I ask unanimous consent that the table 
from which I have quoted the various 
figures be printed in the Recorp at this 
Point. 

There being no objection, the table 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Clostng markets, New Ulm, Minn. 


Local markets 


Barley. 
White flour, 98 pounds 
Shorts, per 100 pounds. 


3 


40.98 $1.52 $1.60 

-26 1.50 1.57 
„H 147 1.53 Ta 
-48 -29 +76 88 
-69 .&- .80 47- .54 -70 
+39 -43 83 +38 
2.39 2. 50 2.07 2.20 
-70 +71 51 - 68 
3.55 | 4.50- 5.00 | 4.90- 5.10 4.56 
2.05 1.80 1,60 1.71 
1.80 1.35 1.30 1.31 
2.00 1,50 1.35 1.45 
38 48 47 -47 
4.00 7.00 11.50 9.50 
9.50 | 3.50- 5.00 5.00 5.00 
3.00 | 10.00-11.00 | 7. 00-10. 00 10.00 
3.85 | 10. 00-11. 00 14.25 11. 00 
27 24 +% 21 
old- .18 -16- .2 -15 
16.00 | 15. 00-16. 00 16.00 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. We must study 
these things in relation to other things. 
The farmer is expected to run his de- 
fense plant in a war economy, when the 
majority of his prices are below what 
they were in time of peace. This strikes 
at the very foundation of the A. A. A. 
program. The idea of that program was 
to fix parity prices on five so-called basic 
products, on the assumption that if par- 
ity prices could be obtained for those five 
commodities the general price level of 
all farm commodities would b- raised. 
That did not happen. The farmer can- 
not survive on wheat, cotton, corn, and 
tobacco alone. We know what has been 
the result. The purpose was to raise the 
general level of farm prices and to get 
rid of the surplus. We did not get rid 
of the surplus. We are piling up a sur- 
plus, as we did under the farm program. 
We have not been able to raise the gen- 
eral price level of farm products in re- 
lation to the prices of industry and the 
wages of labor. The only way the 
farmer has been able to obtain parity 
prices on a few products is -=hrough loans 
at 85 percent of parity, and parity pay- 
ments on wheat, cotton, tobacco, and, I 
believe, peanuts. 

The theory was, and always has been, 
that the price of feed fixes the prices of 
beef and pork. The price of feed is al- 
ways considered to be the determining 
factor in the price of the finished pro- 
duct. Dollar corn was said to bring 10- 
cent pork and 10-cent beef. But now 
the condition has been reversed through 
purchases under the lend-lease program, 
because now the finished products of 
cattle and hogs are selling at higher 
prices, with relation to feed, than the 
prices at which they were Selling before 


the creation of the A. A, A. But lend- 
lease cannot be permanent, 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. May we have action 
on the pending bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
— and the bill to be read a third 

e. 

The bill (H. R. 7349) was read the third 
time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“A bill extending appropriations for the 
necessary operations of the Department 
of Agriculture under certain contin- 
gencies.” 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have the bill 
printed as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


LOANS ON CERTAIN 1942 CROPS 


The Senate resumed consideration of 
the bill (S. 2585) to provide that loans on 
the 1942 crop of corn, wheat, rice, cotton, 
tobacco, and peanuts shall be made at a 
rate equal to the parity price. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I 
voted against the Senate amendment to 
the agricultural appropriation bill be- 
cause I feared that throwing 125,000,000 
bushels of wheat on the market for feed 
would depress all feed prices. I have 
already stated what the feed prices are 
at the local markets in my State, and I 
take it they are relatively the same 
throughout the country. In my opinion, 
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adding 125,000,000 bushels of wheat to 
the feed market at 85 percent of the 
corn price would depress the prices of all 
feeds, and reduce the prices of oats, rye, 
and barley to a lower level than that at 
which they are now selling, because they 
are in competition with corn and wheat 
for feed. s : 

Prior to the enactment of the Agri- 
cultural Adjustment Act agriculture had 
for years been looking with envious eyes 
upon industry. Industry controlled pro- 
duction and prices through monopolistic 
practices, resulting in an economy of 
searcity. The A. A..A. was founded on 
that theory, and it must now be appar- 
ent to even the most ardent devotees of 
the theory of scarcity that agricultural 
production cannot be controlled because 
of inability to control the weather. 

I believe that if the proposed legisla- 
tion should become law the effect would 
be to reduce the prices of all farm prod- 
ucts, including beef and pork. If we re- 
duce the prices of feed we automatically 
reduce the prices of the finished prod- 
ucts. 

Much has been said about pressure 
groups. All over the country newspapers 
have been challenging the farmer with 
threatening inflation. It is said that the 
farmer will ruin the country by forcing 
inflation. How can the farmer force in- 
fiation at a lower price level than he had 
in times of peace? ‘There have been 
pressure groups; but there seems to be 
a general combination to put the blame 
on the farmer if there is inflation. Noth- 
ing is said about the indiscriminate ap- 
propriations for industry and for the 
war program, without any earmarking. 
There is no price fixing in letting war 
contracts to large industries which re- 
ceive cost plus. The more such industries 
pay labor the larger the profits of the 
contractors. It has even been suggested 
that further to help the industrialists, 10 
or 20 percent of their excess profits shall 
be put into nonnegotiable bonds and 
given to them as a savings account to 
help them over the depression which 
everyone expects after the war is over. It 
is said that we do not fix prices under 
such contracts because to do so would de- 
stroy the profit initiative. It is intimated 
that industry will not produce products 
for defense unless it can make a profit. 
So industry is permitted to make its own 
contracts on the basis of cost plus. It is 
proposed to present industry with 10 or 
20 percent of its excess profits, which it 
may put into nonnegotiable bonds to 
hold, to help the industry through the 
period after the war, on the assumption 
that, having made its own contracts on 
the basis of cost plus, it will not be able 
to save enough to carry it through after 
the war. 

It is said that we should not fix prices 
on the products of the deense industries 
because to do so would destroy the incen- 
tive to make e profit. There is no danger 
of the farme: making any profit under 
the present program. If we are to have 
inflation, it will not be because of farm 
prices. It will not be because farm prices 
are raised to a level comparable with the 
pro of industry and with the wages of 
abor. 
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The theory is that everybody except 
the farmer should’make huge profits out 
of the war. The farmer does not want 
any huge profits. He does not ask for a 
gift out of his excess profits, because he 
is not going to have any excess profits. 
I venture to say that 99 percent of the 
farmers of the United States do not even 
pay an income tax, because the cost of 
operating their plants is too heavy for 
them to have any taxable income. 

The farmer has been treated somewhat 
as the small businessman has been 
treated. The small businessman is in 
such a situation that we had to pass a 
bill appropriating $150,000,000 to take 
care of him, because when defense con- 
tracts are let they are let to large indus- 
tries, which were not compelled to sub- 
contract. It has been discovered at this 
late date that because defense contracts 
are concentrated among a few large con- 
tractors who are not compelled to sub- 
contract, the larger contractors have 
taken away the employees of the smaller 
manufacturers, and the smaller manu- 
facturers cannot employ labor, because, 
having no contracts, they cannot obtain 
priorities. Not being able to get mate- 
rials by priorities, he cannot get employ- 
ment for his labor. The population is 
being drawn from the smaller communi- 
ties in the interior parts of the country 
and is being concentrated in the large 
centers of population. 

I believe that the question of a na- 
tional economy must be reappraised 
on an entirely different basis. If we are 
to stop inflation and if we are to obtain 
production, practically all elements of our 
production must be on a basis of relative 
equality. In the last war industry ran 
away with prices and profits. Congress 
determined that wheat was to sell for not 
less than $2.25 at the terminal market; 
and when the Food Administrator took 
charge, that was fixed as the minimum 
price. The price of cotton was not fixed. 
Cotton went to 40 cents a pound, but the 
price of wheat was held at $2.25. If cot- 
ton should sell for 40 cents a pound, 
wheat should sell for $4 a bushel. 

That illustrates the situation which 
develops when we delegate more and 
more powers to bureaus and agencies. 

I have stated the prices in the local 
markets in my State. Ihave in my hand 
a newspaper article referring to the 
wages of labor in a defense plant, The 
most ordinary unskilled laborer receives 
on an average $52.48 a week, which is 
about $200 a month. The average skilled 
laborer in that plant receives $75.07 a 
week on the average, which is about $300 
a month, I do not begrudge wages to 
workers; but that is from 200 to 250 
percent more than such workers re- 
ceive? in 1925, 1926, and 1927. A farmer 
came to my office the other day. I said, 
“In 1910”—which was during the base 
period used in the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Act program—‘“my father bought 
a corn binder for $110. Can you tell me 
what they sell for?” He said, “I don’t 
know; but one of my neighbors bought 
a corn binder of about the same quality 
as those which were sold in 1910, and he 
paid $260 for it.” Two hundred and sixty 
dollars for a corn binder which, 30 years 
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ago, sold for $110; and then we hear 
talk of parity as between agriculture and 
industry. 

In 1941, after studying the letting of 
contracts, I observed that the Quarter- 
master Corps, the Ordnance Corps, and 
the O. P. M. were concentrating the con- 
tracts in the large industrial centers, and 
that they did not require production to 
be spread, in order to obtain production 
and in order to obtain a uniform stand- 
ard of labor and employment through- 
out the country. In the last conversa- 
tion I had with the Chairman, Mr. 
Knudsen, he asked me to put in the form 
of a letter what I thought might be an- 
ticipated. I said, “You are not going to 
get production because you have given 
all the contracts to a few corporations, 
and that will have about the same effect 
as when you choke a cow with a pump- 
kin. You are going to depopulate many 
of the sections of the country and cause 
the people to go to the large industrial 
centers. What are you going to do when 
the war is over?” 

I went back to my office and wrote him 
a letter. I request that it be printed 
in the Record at the conclusion of my 
remarks. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit A.) 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. What will happen 
as the result of the maintenance of such 
an unbalanced economy? What hap- 
pened to the small businessmen and the 
small manufacturers we all know. I have 
in my hand an editorial appearing in the 
Wanderer, a socially minded newspaper, 
of St. Paul, Minn., which has published 
a very learned editorial on what is hap- 
pening to the small businessman. I ask 
that the editorial be printed in the 
Recorp following my remarks. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit B.) 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Of course, generally 
speaking, the farmer is a businessman, 
though he is a small businessman. The 
small businessmen and the farmers, being 
what are called the middle class, have 
always been the class that, according to 
the Communist theory, should be elimi- 
nated. The Communists refer to them 
as the petty bourgeoisie. That is what 
is going on now. 

I want to say that the program of 
farm rehabilitation and the Farm Se- 
curity Administration have done a great 
deal of good, and their theory is correct. 
However, in my State there have been 
some transactions that smell, and which 
will need far more explanation than has 
been afforded thus far in order to dispel 
the appearance they have of almost 
criminal conspiracy and political con- 
spiracy in certain cases. However, that 
is another matter. 

I have no objection to the Farm Se- 
curity program as such. I think it is 
fundamentally sound. 

However, I desire to revert to the main 
theme of my argument. I have always 
been in favor of reasonable labor legis- 
lation to protect the rights of labor. I 
do not know that I ever voted against a 
reasonable labor bill. Throughout my 
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entire life I have tried to understand the 
problems of the laborer. I have tried. 
to understand the problems of industry. 
I have always fought the monopolistic 
practices of industry, the policy of scarc- 
ity by controlling prices and controlling 
production, causing great unemployment 
and preventing the distribution of pro- 
duction and the national wealth of the 
country. Labor comes into this picture. 
I pointed out—and all Members of the 
Senate know—that every once in a while 
we find that the employer has gotten to- 
gether with his employees and has 
ganged up against the public. That has 
been quite prevalent lately. 

The Senator from North Dakota put 
into the Recorp a letter written by some 
very estimable gentlemen, Mr. Green, of 
the American Federation of Labor; Mr. 
Murray of the C. I. O., and, I believe, one 
or two members of farm organizations, 
in favor of dumping 125,000,000 bushels 
of wheat on the feed market when the 
price of the general feeds, except corn, is 
away below what it was during the peace- 
time economy of 1925, 1926, and 1927. 
However, these gentlemen who have so 
assiduously worked to increase the wages 
of labor—and I do not blame them; that 
is their business, that is what they are 
paid for—appear here in a drive to force 
down the prices of farm products in order 
to save us from inflation. If in this 
country, with the billions of dollars 
which are spent for war purposes and for 
war contracts, we cannot avoid having 
inflation without reducing to 38 cents 
the price the farmer receives for butter, 
or without reducing the prices of the 10 
commodities out of 17 which are below 
the prices they achieved in 1925, 1926, 
and 1927, then there is no danger of in- 
flation. On the other hand, I claim that 
there is danger of inflation in the pro- 
miscuous appropriation of billions upon 
billions of dollars without earmarking. 
In this war program there is danger of 
inflation; but it is not coming from 
farm prices. There is nothing in, sight 
to bring inflation in the farm prices we 
have now, nor if they are raised to a 
parity with relation to industrial prices. 
Everyone must sacrifice. In order. to be 
on a basis of equality, the farmer must 
either have his prices raised, or the 
wages of labor and the profits of industry 
must come down. 

I refer to these things because Mr. 
Green and Mr. Murray come here and 
speak as agricultural experts, to advise 
the Congress on agricultural prices. 

The price of what the farmer now buys 
in the form of machinery is at least 250 
percent greater than it was during the 
base period. His freight rates have 
trebled during that time; his labor costs, 
I should say, have very nearly trebled; 
they are almost 300 percent higher than 
in peacetime. Still he is asked to oper- 
ate his farm or his “war plant” in com- 
petition with industrial labor and indus- 
trial prices and to produce as a defense 
measure. It is not suggested that the 
farmer will not produce unless there is a 
profit incentive. The farmer is helpless; 
he has got to produce; he has got to feed 
his animals; he has got to raise a crop; 
he has got to feed his family; he has got 
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to operate his plant so long as he can 
grow anything until he is bankrupt. The 
industrialist can close shop and put his 
labor on relief until he can get his price. 
The farmer must feed his, price or no 
price. 

In this connection I am led to read a 
letter written in 1937 by Joseph E. Davies, 
who was then our Ambassador to Russia. 
The letter is published in Liberty maga- 
zine for March 21, 1942. I think the 
letter is very significant and fits in here. 
Here is what he says: 

Letter to the Honorable Pat Harrison: 

“Moscow, February 18, 1937. 

“Human nature is working here the same 
old way, stimulating men and women to ac- 
quire capitalistic money, more than somebody 
else, in order to indulge in luxuries. There 
are luxury shops on the streets in profusion. 
In the Government itself they are swinging to 
nationalism, exalting the fatherland, singing 
their national anthem. The world revolu- 
tion is secondary. Bureaucracy has an iron- 
clad tie-up with the industrial workers 
against the farmers.” 


I wish to emphasize that statement. 
Mr. Davies said in 1937, writing from 
Russia: 


Bureaucrecy has an ironclad tie-up with 
the industrial workers against the farmers. 
They have a strong army and think they can 
defend themselves against either Germany or 
Japan or both. 

They are producing vast amounts of gold 
and storing it. Their actual balance of trade 
and payments in the last 2 years has heen 
favorable. In the army, I am told, they 
devote as much time to political Communist 
instruction as they do to the military ana 
technical field. They frankly admit that they 
are attempting to change human nature in a 
generation. It is some job. 


It is siguificant to note in that regard 
that in order to get the farmer to join in 
that kind of program they invented the 
slogan, “All land to the peasant,” but 
when they got the peasant in, they took 
the land away from him, the government 
took it over, and when, through a crop 
shortage, they had to have food for the 
industrial centers, they went to the 
Ukraine, took grain away from the farm- 
ers, and starved 4,000,000 of them. We 
do not want anything like that to hap- 
pen here; but we are not going to carry 
on successfully a war defense program 
unless we balance the economy of all the 
various activities of production, so that 
no one production group shall have an 
advantage over any other if we are going 
to carry this country through without 
having an economic collapse before or 
after the war is over. 

In ordinary peacetimes, things could 
be delayed, but they cannot be delayed 
very much longer without an improve- 
ment in the balance of agriculture with 
labor and industry. 


Exum A 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 19, 1940. 
Mr. WILLIAM KNUDSEN, 
National Dejense Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 
My Dear MR. KNUDSEN: First, I want to ex- 
press to you my appreciation for a sympa- 
thetic hearing you gave me yesterday. I 
shall try to restate in the form of a letter the 
gist of my statement to you. 
First, we have a great many unemployed 
people in the srea of Superior and Duluth. 
There is a boat-bullding plant at Superior 
and another one at Duluth. Both plants 
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built a great many boats during the World 
War for the Federal Government, I am in- 
formed that something like 5,000 experienced 
men are enrolled for that kind of work and 
have as yet not received any. The alterna- 
tive would be to go to Cleveland and other 
Lake ports where boats are being built. This 
would require them to leave their families 
and go to the cities where large war contracts 
have already been given and where I believe 
it is correct to assume that the living costs 
would be very high and would necessitate 
them being away from their families. Here 
is a field where production can be increased 
by seeing to it that these plants can be per- 
mitted to negotiate contracts for work on 
as reasonable terms as anywhere. 

Second, there is growing a feeling, if not 
an understanding, that eastern industries 
are getting the defense contracts. I believe 
that an investigation will show that the plants 
in the midwestern area, including the Twin 
Cities, can make implements for defense and 
have not been considered for such work. Is 
there a possibility, as there would seem to be, 
that contracts have been let in such quantity 
in the eastern industrial centers to larger 
extent than can be expedited and so is slack- 
ing up the program of production. I will 
respectfully ask you to look into the matter 
of having original contractors sublet con- 
tracts to plants which have not had con- 
tracts. 

We have in the Twin Cities some of the 
finest skilled labor in the country. We have 
a great many construction firms who have 
efficient and excellent executive organiza- 
tions. They have undertaken for the Federal 
Government as well as for private interests 
great public works of construction of various 
kinds in different parts of the United States. 
Many of them complain because construction 
work has been limited to construction firms 
within the area of the defense. This would 
seem to me to be unfair distribution of con- 
tracts because our part of the country pays 
taxes and needs employment for its unem- 
ployed, while at the same time they are not 
getting an opportunity to work on defense 
construction. Members of these firms have 
been in Washington from time to time spend- 
ing 10 days to 2 or 3 weeks to get information 
as to who lets contracts and the basis upon 
which contracts are let. 

They are passed around from pillar to post 
with courtesy but get no information. They 
are told that credentials establishing their 
ability and reliability is without question and 
that is about all they are told. Contracts 
and information seem to have to go through 
bottlenecks that they cannot find. After ali 
the question of defense is public business, 
according to public law. ‘These are American 
citizens and they are entitled to the same 
consideration as others who seem to be more 
favored by public officials and appointees. 

The reason that I am appealing to you is 
that I know you are not dependent upon 
political appointment and pull for a job, and 
my confidence that you are a man of high 
character and have a fine sense of patriotism. 
The statement you made to the manufac- 
turers some days ago would indicate that 
you sense the confusion that is hampering 
the production program. There seems to be 
confusion of authority, a multiplicity of 
duplication of authority, an overabundance 
of statistics and red tape. Each department 
of activity seems to have a policy of its own. 
There does not seem to be any unification of 
effort and centralization of authority in the 
various departments. 

I give this letter to you personally not as 
a matter of criticism of you or of the Defense 
Commission at all. F am giving it to you in 
the spirit that I want to be helpful and only 
as I have experienced it, and the experience 
of others who are responsible citizens and 
who have stated the results of their observa- 
tions to me. 

Yours sincerely, 
HENRIK SHIPSTEAD, 
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Exuistr B 

[From The Wanderer, St. Paul, Minn., of 
July 2, 1942] 


WILL THE WAR DECIMATE THE MIDDLE CLASS 


If the depression pushed the middle class 
to the brink of disaster, the war seems likely 
to push its members over the precipice. 
The small businessman or manufacturer, for 
instance, is feeling increasingly the pinch 
of defense priorities, unable to obtain an 
adequate supply of merchandise or raw ma- 
terials as the case may be. 

In fact, there is ample warrant for the fear 
being expressed with growing frequency 
that the middle class in general, and small 
business in particular, is being strangled out 
of existence. Over a period of many months 
prior to the outbreak of war it was charged 
Government agencies discriminated against 
the “little people,” and the assertion that 
the banks cooperated in the “squeeze policy” 
by refusing small enterprisers the money 
needed to engage in war production has yet 
to be refuted. Even following the declara- 
tion of war, conditions were not substantially 
changed, and it is estimated that by the middle 
of next year some 20,000 industrial enterprises 
will be compelled to close their doors. 

The decline of the middle class must be 
viewed as a dangerous symptom of social 
sickness. For it is upon this class all Chris- 
tian sociologists base their theories of social 
reform. Remove it, drive its members into 
the ranks of lower classes, and a disordered 
social body composed of proletarians and the 
wealthy will result, with an unbridgable 
chasm between the groups. 

The problem has occasioned grave concern 

on the part of many social authorities. The 
distinguished Jesuit sociologist, Father Valere 
Fallon, for example, insists in his Principles 
of Social Economy, upon the duty “to pre- 
serve as much as possible the middle classes 
* + * The concentration movement which 
characterizes our era threatens particularly 
the petty tradesmen and the smal! business- 
men.” 
Similarly, the non-Catholic Lewis Corey 
points out in The Crisis of the Middle Class 
that “not only is there a quantitative change 
in the greater ruin wrought, but a qualita- 
tive change in its impact on groups formerly 
only slightly affected by depression.” Large 
humbers of small producers, storekeepers, 
and independent professionals are always 
killed off by depression, the author adds, 
“But mere assassination now becomes mas- 
sacre. In only 3 years of depression, from 
1930 to 1932, 578,000 independent enterprises 
in industry, trade, and the professions were 
driven out of business—1 out of 6. The mas- 
sacre is still on; the survivors tremble.” And 
the present threat to the middle class, grow- 
ing out of the war, should make those who 
d. survive tremble even more. 

Perhaps nothing better illustrates the 
trend toward the extinction of the middle 
class of society than the story of the oil 
industry. It is a story of ruthless force and 
intrigue, of monopoly and combination. 
Some time ago a contributor to the London 
New Statesman Iaid bare some of the details 
of the petroleum industry's history. The 
author is said to have had long and intimate 
experience of the industry. 

Twenty years ago, he relates, a refinery 
with a capacity of one to two thousand bar- 
rels a day was a full-sized unit capable of 
operating with efficiency equal to the largest 
refineriés. Today, however, the minimum 
economic unit is tn the neighborhood of 
10,000 barrels per day, and cost from half a 
million to a milion dollars to construct. 
But at the same time, the writer states, “I 
do not consider that the large companies 
are appreciably more efficient than the small 
ones, in fact, in many cases they are much 
less efficient.” 

The tendency toward the all-powerful in- 
ternational group of oil companies, which 
have been able to drive out most of the small 
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units, has resulted more, he believes, from 
such causes as political influence, the power 
of propaganda (including advertising), and 
the advantage which accompanies large capi- 
tal in patent litigation. He remarks that a 
column he had written for a British news- 
paper some years ago, analyzing oil products, 
was suppressed through the action of large 
companies because the analyses indicated 
that certain little known products were of 
approximately the same quality as some of 
the very heavily advertised brands which sold 
at higher prices, and the story of British oil 
is the story of the industry throughout the 
world. Needless to say, the small men have 
for the most part been driven to the wall. 

But can such conditions long endure with- 
out disastrous consequences? Can the mid- 
dle class, the backbone of social organization, 
be destroyed with impunity? Hardly. More- 
over, there are moral considerations to the 
problem. As three French social writers, 
Riviere, Agnard, and Colrat maintain, shield- 
ed from want and protected from luxury, liv- 
ing at home, the middle class is, from the 
moral viewpoint, in a most favorable situa- 
tion. It is an intermediate category between 
the capitalists and the wage earners, and can 
obstruct the economic and the political ex- 
cesses of both. Take away the backbone and 
the human body collapses, take away the 
middle class—the real backbone of society— 
and the social body will likewise collapse. As- 
suredly, here is a matter of grave import espe- 
cially for the future of the American people. 

O. V. SERVICE. 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD, Mr. President, I un- 
derstand the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Brooxs] desires to discuss the question 
pending before the Senate, and I suggest 
the absence of a quorum in order that 
the Senator from Illinois may be present. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Andrews Ellender O'Mahoney 
Bailey erry Pepper 
Bankhead Gillette Radcliffe 
Barkley Guffey Reed 

Bilbo Gurney Reynolds 
Bone tch R 1 
Brooks Hayden Schwartz 
Bunker Herring Shipstead 
Burton 1 Taft 

Butler Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Idaho 
Byrd Kilgore Thomas, Okla 
Capper e Thomas, Utah 
Caraway McKellar Tobey 
Chandler McNary Tunnell 
Chavez Maybank Tydings 
Clark, Idaho Mead Vandenberg 
Connally Millikin Wagner 
Danaher Murdock te 

Davis Norris 

Downey Nye 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Fifty-eight Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is pres- 
ent. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I shall 
not detain the Senate long, but I do 
wish to express my opposition to the 
pending bill. Eecause of the long fight 
which was necessary to establish the law 
providing parity prices for farm prod- 
ucts, and because of the extended hear- 
ings, and the number of committee 
meetings held on the appropriation bill 
which is now pending before the con- 
ferees, I was rather surprised to see a 
bill presented en the floor of the Senate 
that had a direct bearing on that very 
subject, without any hearings having 
been held on it at all. Consequently I 
made inquiry as to the origin of the bill 
and the justification for it, and found 
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that no hearings had been held, and I 
could find no record from which to refer 
to any testimony, except the testimony 
which was given in the various hearings 
on agriculture and on appropriation 
measures pertaining to agriculture. I 
found in that testimony that great at- 
tention had been given to the various 
farm organizations and to the depart- 
ments of the Government, one of which 
was the Agricultural Association of the 
State I have the honor, in part, to rep- 
resent, namely, the Illinois Agricultural 
Association. For that reason I made in- 
quiry of that association, and I have from 
them a letter, which I would naturally 


. present before a committee if one were 


meeting to consider the bill. Since there 
have been no committee hearings, and 
perhaps will be none, I offer the letter 
for the Recorp, and will read it in part, 
as follows: 


We are definitely opposed to the bill in- 
troduced by Senators BANKHEAD and RUSSELL 
which provides for 100 percent of parity loans 
on basic crops. We have in the past believed 
and yet believe that Government price sup- 
port, insofar as loans are concerned, should 
not go beyond 85 percent of parity as now 
authorized by law. 

The loans at this basis, which affords a 
definite Government price support to markets 
and the restriction of price ceilings to 110 
percent of parity, together with soil conser- 
vation payments and parity payments, if 
needed, seem to afford reasonable protection 
of farmers’ interests and also, does not stifle 
market operations as we fear would result 
from the proposal of Senators BANKHEAD and 
RUSSELL. 

Also, we fail to see any consistency be- 
tween the position taken by the Senators in 
supporting the release of corn at 85 percent 
of parity and wheat at 85 percent of parity 
for corn and a proposal to direct the Govern- 
ment to provide 100 percent of parity ioans 
on the same crops. 


The letter is signed by Earl C. Smith, 
president of the Illinois Agricultural As- 
sociation, 

Mr. President, I ask that the letter may 
be printed in full in the Recorp as a part 
of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

ILLINOIS AGRICULTURAL ASSOCIATION, 
Chicago, June 19, 1942. 
Hon. C. WAYLAND Brooks, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR Brooms: Returning to the 
office, I am taking this means of confirming 
telephone conversation of last Monday when 
you called me at Springfield. We are defi- 
nitely opposed to the bill introduced by 
Senators BANKHEAD and RUSSELL, which pro- 
vides for 100 percent of parity loans on basic 
crops. We have in the past believed and yet 
believe that Government price support, in- 
sofar as loans are concerned, should not go 
beyond 85 percent of parity, as now author- 
ized by law. 

The loans at this basis, which affords a 
definite Government price support to mar- 
kets and the restriction of price ceilings to 
110 percent of parity, together with soil- 
conservation payments and parity payments, 
if needed, seems to afford reasonable pro- 
tection of farmers’ interests and also does 
not stifle market operations as we fear would 
result from the proposal of Senators BANK- 
HEAD and RUSSELL. 

Also, we fail to see any consistency be- 
tween the position taken by the Senators in 
supporting the release of corn at 85 percent 
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of parity and wheat at 85 percent of parity for 
corn and a proposal to direct the Government 
to provide 100 percent of parity loans on the 
same crops. 

Any support you feel justified in giving to 
cur position on this important matter will 
be appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 
ILLINOIS AGRICULTURAL ASSOCIATION, 
Eart O. SMITH, President. 


Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, the one 
reason advanced on the Senate floor for 
the passage of the bill is that it would be 
convenient for the farmers to accept the 
full loan for their production. Another 
reason is that it would increase the pro- 
duction of beef and pork. The war ef- 
fort in which we are now engaged is a 
new industry in America. It transforms 
a nation which has passed through a 
philosophy of scarcity into a nation com- 
mitted to a philosophy of maximum pro- 
duction. This new war industry will em- 
ploy every person, and at the rate we are 
now going it will consume everything. 
There will be need for everything we pro- 
duce, and there will be work for every 
hand within our country. Many people 
are fearful that if the war is a prolonged 
one the concentration of power neces- 
sary for war effort may be expanded in 
so many directions that we will lose the 
very thing that has made us the greatest 
nation on earth and the strongest people 
in the world, capable of becoming the 
all-out arsenal for all the people fighting 
for liberty. 

Mr. President, in my judgment the loan 
of 100 percent of parity on corn and 
wheat will make it easy for a farmer to 
take his corn and his wheat to the loan- 
ing place, even to seal it up in his crib 
or his bin on his farm in Illinois, and get 
100 percent loan with no effort, and 
thereby discourage him in expending his 
energy and taking the risk involved in 
producing the finished products of beef 
or pork, 

In the he:rings held by the House 
Appropriations Committee, testimony 
was introduced to the effect that mem- 
bers of the Association of Cattle Feeders 
were protesting at the price ceiling al- 
ready placed by the price-fixing agency 
through its executive, Mr. Henderson. 

If the price of pork and beef is to be 
fixed, and it requires additional energy 
to transform corn and wheat into the 
finished product of the hog or the beef 
animal, we shall find that the willing- 
ness to take the risk as to the life of the 
animal, and the transportation of the 
animal, will be lessened by reason of this 
additional handicap. 

Mr. President, the sons are being 
drafted from the farms of America. 
They are not only being drafted for the 
Army, but the great expenditures being 
made in connection with arms and mu- 
nitions factories are resulting in pulling 
the sons and the daughters of the farm- 
ers from the farms of America, and fur- 
thermore, the farmers are going to find 
it constantly more difficult to get 
machinery with which to produce their 
crops. If by such legislation as that now 
proposed we make it too easy for the 
farmers we will find that they will fail 
to expend any further energy than is 
necessary, and since it is not the wheat 
and the corn as such that is wanted, but 
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the pork and the products of the beef 
feeders, all that ean be done to keep the 
flow of those grains in that channel will 
be in a sense vain. 

Mr. President, I fear that the passage 
of the pending measure will retard the 
flow of wheat and corn into the feed lots 
of America. If the measure becomes law 
it will ultimately result in making the 
Commodity Credit Corporation the 
holder of all the grain. That will elimi- 
nate initiative and the inventive, cre- 
ative genius of the men who work in be- 
tween, who come from the local eleva- 
tors, and the local exchanges—the pri- 
vate enterprise which is the very spark 
of America’s spirit and which has made 
us what we are. The passage of the 
pending measure may result in Senators 
contributing to a procedure which will 
ultimately be detrimental not only to the 
war effort but to the continuance of the 
kind of civilization we have built up and 
have enjoyed in America. 

No request has come to this body from 
any group in America—and we represent 
the people of America—to change the 
rules of the game as we Move en into 
the field of all-out production for war. 

We in the Middle West are proud, and 
I think the record justifies us in being 
proud, of our contribution to the war ef- 
fort. From the very inception of the war, 
the State I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent has exeeeded its quota in respect 
to every request that has come to it, even 
down to the scrap aluminum, down to 
the scrap iron, and down to the serap rub- 
ber. The other day we celebrated in 
honor of the ten-thousandth man who, 
from the one city of Chicago, NI., had 
volunteéred for service in the Navy at 
this critical hour. Ten thousand of that 
city’s sons have volunteered their lives 
for that service. 

Mr. President, in this war program 
the farmer is now moving along smoothly. 
If we in one fell swoop change the rules 
of the game and increase the possibility 
of putting into the hands of the Govern- 
ment all this grain, instead of encour- 
aging the gambling spirit of the farmer 
to transform his feed into the livestock, 
thus giving us the fats we need for our- 
selves and to supply our Army, I fear we 
shall be taking a dangerous step. 

I join in the thought expressed by the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary]. I 
believe that the bill should be given a 
hearing before a committee so that the 
department heads of the Government at 
Teast could be called before the com- 
mittee. 

I am not impressed with the thought 
that it is not an administration meas- 
ure—perhaps, therefore, it should not be 
passed—hbut, at least, the administration 
is the administration of all the people, 
and there should be hearings on measures 
so important as this, as we move into this 
all-out effort which may test our kind 
of a civilization in a world at war. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I rise to support the pending bill. 
Very briefly I wish to give the reasons 
for this support. 

I am supporting the bill as a part 
of our war effort. In this afternoon’s 
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newspaper I noticed a headline as fol- 
lows: 

United States will be limited to essentials 
this year, Wickard says. 

Secretary Wickard is reported to have 
sent a letter down to Mexico advising 
that during this year our Government 
will control, regulate, ration, and fix the 
prices of all our essentials. If that is to 
be done, I do not want the farmer to be 
either discriminated against or rationed 
out of existence. 

Each day the newspapers contain inti- 
mations, if not direct charges, that we 
are now in a spiral of inflation and that 
such spiral exists because there is no 


ceiling on farm products and no ceiling > 


on wages. 

If this bill will have the effect of fixing 
prices on two farm commodities, namely 
corn and wheat, to that extent at least 
the charge of farm-price inflation will 
have to subside, because under the law 
farm prices may not go higher than 110 
percent of parity, except in those few 
cases in which the 1919 to 1929 level is 
higher than 110 percent. 

Tf the bill should be enacted, on the 
commodities with respect to whieh we 
have a surplus, the act would govern. So 
if the bill should become a law, in my 
opinion, the price of wheat, for the time 
being, would be approximately the 
amount of the loan, or some $1.34 a 
bushel. The price of corn would be ap- 
proximately the amount of the loan, 
which would be parity, or approximately 
$1 per bushel. 

So, as I stated a moment ago, I am 
supporting the bill because in the fixing 
of prices and in the rationing program I 
am not willing to see the farmer discrim- 
inated against. 

I wish to place in the Recorp two or 
three statements from a report which 
was made yesterday by Dr. Leo Wolman. 
This report was printed in the Washing- 
ton Post under the heading “Our wage 
policy.” I wish to read two or three sen- 
tences into the Recorp. The first sen- 
tence is as follows: 

The wage changes of this war have already 
had the effect of further widening existing 
differentials largely because wages have gone 
up faster and farther in the war and related 
industries than in the others. 


A little further along in the report I 
find this statement: 

Most American wages are far above what 
they were in 1929, a year of great prosperity 
in this country. In spite of its rise during 
the last year the cost of living is still mate- 
rially below 1929. Current real wages, con- 
sequently, are far above those of the boom 
years of the 1920's. 


Mr. President, it must be admitted that 
wages are now at inflationary heights. 
Industry is enjoying inflationary profits. 
The record before Senate committees 
discloses that industry has been making 
so much money out of the war effort that 
the consciences of some gentlemen have 
become active and these gentlemen have 
voluntarily surrendered back to the 
Treasury a part of their profits. Some- 
time ago the testimony before our com- 
mittees was that at that time the Treas- 
ury had already regained $85,000,000 in 
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war profits. More recently the testi- 
mony is that the Treasury will regain 
half a billion dollars. 

Mr. President, most of the things 
farmers buy are above parity. Wages 
are above parity and the profits of indus- 
try are above parity, yet there is opposi- 
tion in the Senate to a measure which 
would give the farmer simple parity for 
his wheat and corn. 

The record shows that tobacco and 
rice are now selling above parity, and 
that cotton is selling for about parity. 

Mr. President, we now have a rather 
large supply of wheat on hand, and the 
new crop is coming into the market. I 
am not one of those who are deprecating 
this fact. Iam glad that we have such a 
large supply of wheat on hand, and I am 
glad that the erop of 1942 will probably 
increase that supply. 

What is the condition throughout the 
world? Russia is a great wheat-produc- 
ing country. Does anyone suppose that 
uch wheat is being produced in Russia 
this year? France is likewise a great 
wheat-producing country. Does any- 
one suppose that much wheat is being 
produced in France this year? What 
nation save the United States is now pro- 
ducing wheat? No doubt wheat is being 
produced in small quantities in the ac- 
customed places; but practically every 
country growing wheat is at war. Not 
only are those countries at war, but 
enemy armies are marching up and 
down and back and forth across some 
of the great wheat fields of the world 
at this very hour. So, Mr. President, 
while we now have a surplus of wheat, 
the time may come ia the not distant 
future when the world will be drawing 
upon the United States for its supply of 
wheat. 

Let me mention one other point in 
connection with wheat. Until rather 
recently farmers have been permitted to 
grow all the wheat they could. That is 
not so today. Today our farmers are 
limited in their preduction of wheat. 
They are not permitted to plant the 
former acreage. So their acreage, hence 
their production, has been materially de- 
creased. Because of this decrease in 
acreage and production, even though 
they may receive the full parity price, 
their income from wheat is less than it 
was during former normal years. 

I am supporting the bill in an effort 
to place farmers on a fair relationship 
and on a parity with wages and indus- 
try. The bill does not guarantee the 
farmer 110 percent of parity. It guaran- 
tees him only 100 percent of parity. Are 
Wage earners receiving parity wages? 
Yes. Are they receiving 110 pereent of 
parity? Yes. In many instances wages 
are far above parity. Testimony was 
given before a committee of which I 
am a member that in some industries 
wage earners are receiving $6 an hour. 
It is true that such industries are very 
limited. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator would 
not want by his remarks to imply that 
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the average wages of labor in the United 
States are 300, 200, or 100 percent above 
oe might be regarded as parity, would 

e 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, No; I 
would not. However, I will say that to- 
day every able-bodied man who is with- 
out employment may obtain employment 
if he is willing to go where labor is re- 
quired. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Ithink that is largely 
true. Some exceptionally highly skilled 
classes of labor are receiving very much 
larger wages than they did in former 
times. There are still some classes of 
labor which are not receiving a substan- 
tial increase in wages; and there are 
large numbers of what we might call 
white-collar workers who have received 
no increase at all, notwithstanding the 
fact that their living expenses have in- 
creased. So, in order to obtain an aver- 
age representing the increase in wages, 
as compared to 100 or 110 percent par- 
ity on the farm, it would be necessary 
to obtain very greatly detailed facts as 
to the numbers involved in the increases, 
the numbers involved in the wages which 
are static, and all the other elements 
which enter into the question. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I think the statement just made 
by the Senator from Kentucky is wholly 
justified by the information we have. I 
know that in some sections of the coun- 
try the war conditions have not brought 
about any great benefits to date. In 
areas in which there are no defense 
plants, of course, there is no particular 
expansion of trade activity, and no in- 
creased demand for labor, For that rea- 
son I have supported the appropriations 
for the continuation of the C. C, C. and 
the N. Y. A. and the W. P. A. The Con- 
gress has seen fit to eliminate the C. C. C., 
but we still have reduced appropriations 
to continue the work of the N. Y. A. and 
the W. P. A. I supported those appro- 
priations because in such sections as 
have not been benefited by the war effort 
and where unemployment is still exist- 
ing, I think there should be some Federal 
agency able to provide some form of 
relief. However, in the main, labor is in 
the best condition that it has been in a 
decade. 

I remember quite well the conditions 
which prevailed during the first World 
War, 25 years ago. In my section of the 
country the common laborer received 
about 50 cents an hour; for a working 
day of 8 hours he would get $4. I think 
that was a minimum wage for the com- 
mon laborer during the first World War. 
Today, as I understand, the same class 
of laborer is being paid a wage of some 
65 cents an hour. That is a considerable 
increase over the wage currently paid 
during the first World War. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let me ask the Senator 
what class of laborers is paid $6 an hour. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Laborers 
making high-class precision tools. Prob- 
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ably there would not be very many of 
them; but, nevertheless, testimony to 
that effect was given before one of my 
committees. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Regardless of 
what may be the actual level, is it not 
now an obvious fact that we cannot hope 
to have successful price control unless 
it is geared in some way to wage control? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. To that 
question the answer is yes. I have made 
that statement on many occasions; and, 
as I said a moment ago, we now have 
two elements that the public believe un- 
der existing law are uncontrolled and 
uncontrollable: One, farm prices; two, 
wages. 

I believe the pending bill will go a long 
way to take care of the farm situation. 
We have already passed measures pro- 
viding ceilings, and this measure would 
place a floor, although not at 110 per- 
cent, and not at the level of 1929, which 
is the highest level with respect to cot- 
ton. The bill would fix in the form of a 
loan the parity price on wheat and corn; 
and if the bill becomes law, I believe 
that the parity price of $1.34 will become 
the fixed price of wheat, and that the 
parity price of corn, some $1, will become 
the price at which corn will be sold. 
Wheat will not be sold at 110 percent of 
parity so long as we have a surplus; and 
so long as farmers may get loans at 
parity. The parity price will be the price 
at which wheat and corn will be sold in 
the United States. Mr. President, the 
full parity price of wheat is only about 
half of what wheat sold for during the 
first World War. The price of $1.34 per 
bushel is only about one-half of the price 
that farmers received for their wheat 
during World War No. 1. 

Mr. President, wages are higher now 
than they were during World War No. 1; 
and if we are to restrict the price of 
wheat to about one-half of what wheat 
brought during World War No. 1, when 
the farmers could produce all they wanted 
to produce, I contend that the farmer 
will continue to be discriminated against. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield so that I may ask 
him a question? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Without under- 
taking to say “Yes” or “No” to the im- 
mediate argument of the Senator, let me 
ask whether we are not in this position: 
No matter what the Senate may or may 
not do in the way of equalizing the exist- 
ing situation with respect to price in- 
equalities, new inequalities will develop, 
until there will be a complete lack of con- 
trol over the factors involved; and the 
wage element cannot be left to float by 
itself much longer. Is not that true? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I think the position of the 
Senator from Michigan is sound and if 
we could get some sort of stabilization 
of prices of farm commodities there 
would be but one problem left to be con- 
trolled, and that would be wages. I am 
supporting the bill on the theory that it 
will assist in the stabilization of prices 
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of farm commodities. The prices of 
farm products that are now up to the 
ceilings fixed by law are stabilized at such 
prices. Those that are below parity, 
especially the price of corn and the price 
of wheat, will remain at parity. Inas- 
much as cotton is practically at parity, 
and tobacco and rice are above parity—if 
the bill is passed the prices of the five 
basic commodities will be stabilized at 
practically parity figures; and I am sup- 
porting the bill on that basis. 

Mr. President, before I conclude I want 
to place in the Recorp some figures which 
I contend show conclusively that general 
or widespread inflation has not yet even 
started, especially with respect to farm 
commodity prices. Inflation may have 
started in industry, because industrial 
prices are rising. Inflation may have 
started in wages, because wage rates have 
increased. Inflation may have started in 
some other commodities, but certainly 
farm prices have not shared in such 
inflation. 

Mr, President, I desire to have printed 
in the Recorp figures showing the price 
level from November 8 to the present 
time. On November 8, last, the price 
level was 91.7. That was based on the 
average of 1926. In 1926 the price level 
was 100. That was based upon a selec- 
tion at that time of about 750 commodi- 
ties, commodities which were then in 
current use throughout the country. 

Since 1926 we have increased the num- 
ber of commodities in our price index 
so that now there are about 900 such 
commodities included. So at the present 
time the price level is based upon 900 
different commodities in general use 
throughout the United States. 

The way this average is obtained is 
that the Bureau of Labor Statistics se- 
cures wholesale prices on a given quan- 
tity of each of the commodities each 
week. The price of such given amount 
of each given commodity is listed, the 
total is added, and an average is struck. 
If the average goes up, it means that the 
price level has risen. If the average goes 
down, it means that the price level has 
fallen. During the past 30 days the price 
level has gone down. Notwithstanding, 
Wages are increasing. Notwithstanding, 
certain industrial prices are advancing. 
If those two groups of prices—industrial 
prices and wages—are going up, and if 
the average of 900 commodities is going 
down, what is the cause of the fall? 
There is but one answer: It is because 
farm prices have been beaten down. 

Starting on November 8, as I said, Mr. 
President, the price level was 91.7. That 
meant that the price level was practi- 
cally 8 points below 100. On that date 
the price level was lower than what it 
was in 1926, when it was 100. Now, to- 
day, notwithstanding the statements 
made and the printed propaganda about 
inflation, the price level is lower than it 
was during any month during the year 
1925, and 1.6 below the average for the 
year 1926. 

Mr. President, I shall not read the en- 
tire list of figures, but I ask that at this 
point of the Recor, in connection with 
my remarks, there be printed the figures 
appearing on the sheet which I send to 
the desk. 
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There being no objection, the figures 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Price level. U. S. Department of Labor, Bureau 
of Labor Statistics 
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, let me say that in January we 
passed what is known as the price-control 
bill. That bill was intended as a guide 
in the control and regulation of prices. 
The bill was passed, and became law 
about the Ist of February. On Febru- 
et 7 the price level was 95.7, or 4.3 below 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am 
glad to yield. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps I misunderstood 
the Senator when I understood him to 
say that the price level now is lower than 
it has been at any time since 1929. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, If I made 
such a statement then I was in error. In 
1929 the price level was below 100 and 
for the year averaged 95.3. 

Mr. REED. That is correct. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. In 1929, 
when the eae struck, the price 
leyel started to fall. The average for 
1930 was 86.4. For 1931 the average was 
73 and for 1932 the average was 64.8, In 
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February of 1933 the average for the 
month was 59.8. 

Mr. REED. I think the low point was 
in 1932. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The low 
point was in February 1933. Then we 
took steps in Congress in an effort to 
raise the price level. In 1933 we passed 
a bill giving the President power to re- 
value the dollar, and we passed other 
legislation having for its purpose the 
raising of prices. As the country knows, 
we killed pigs in order to make pigs 
Scarcer and to make the price of pork 
higher. We plowed up cotton in order 
to make cotton scarcer and the price of 
cotton higher, we restricted the sowing of 
wheat and plowed up wheat in order 
to make wheat scarcer and the price of 
wheat higher. All that was a part of the 
program to increase prices and as prices 
increased the price level increased until 
now the price level is 98.4 or 1.6 below 
100. 

So from February 1933 when the price 
level was the lowest, we have tried to in- 
crease the price level; but in spite of all 
that Congress has done we have never 
gotten the price level back to 100. It 
has been gradually going up, but it is not 
yet up to 100. 

Mr. REED. I beg the Senator’s pardon 
for interrupting him; but knowing the 
accuracy with which he always handles 
such matters, as I heard the Senator, it 
seemed to me that he was in error, be- 
cause I understood him to say that the 
price level now is higher than it was in 
1929; and I knew the Senator did not 
mean that, because that would be an 
error. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, the records will speak for 
themselves, and I will put in the Recorp 
a statement of what the price level was 
in 1929 so that it will appear as a part 
of my remarks when they are printed. 

Mr. REED. As I recall, the price levei 
was almost the same, but a trifle lower, 
than it was in 1926. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, the figures as to the price level 
in 1929 will be placed in the Recorp. As 
I remember, the price level in 1926 was 
100, and during 1927 and 1928 it fluctu- 
ated around 100, perhaps a few points be- 
low. That condition prevailed in 1927 
and 1928; and when 1929 came, if my 
memory serves: me correctly, the price 
level was around 95 or 96. The data as to 
the price levels for 1926, 1927, 1928, and 
1929 are as follows: 


Index numbers of wholesale prices, by groups of commodities 
(1926 = 100] 
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Then, when the crash came, in Octo- 
ber 1929, of course money became 
scarce, and money became high, and as 
money goes up in value, the price level 
falls. 

Mr. President, the success of the price- 
control law has been such that not only 
has the Administrator been able to check 
rising prices but he has been able actu- 
ally to lower the price level, as is evi- 
denced by the following facts. 

On May 30 this year the price level 
was 98.8, just 1.2 points below a hundred. 
That was the highest price level we have 
had since 1926. On June 6 this year the 
price level fell to 98.7. On June 13 the 
price level was 98.4, showing a fall of 
three-tenths of one point in 1 week. 
On June 20 the price level was 98.1, in- 
dicating a still further fall of three- 
tenths of a point. On July 2, the date 
of the last report by the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics, the price level was 98.4, hav- 
ing risen three-tenths of a point. It is 
the same now as it was on June 13, and 
is less than it was on May 2. 

Mr. President, believing that there is 
truth in Mr. Wickard’s statement that 
we are on the road to complete control of 
production, the fixing of prices, and com- 
plete rationing of supplies of which we 
do not have a surplus, and believing that 
all classes and groups of our people save 
farmers are to secure full parity for their 
commodities, most of them even more, I 
am supporting the pending bill, in the 
hope that if it shall be enacted it will as- 
sist farmers to secure parity prices for at 
least two of the products which they 
produce. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, it had 
been hoped and expected that we might 
obtain a vote on the bill today, but it is 
now obvious that we cannot, and since 
we will be compelled to meet tomorrow 
anyway, I think we might suspend at 
this time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
disagreed to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 5695) to amend the 
Civilian Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as 
to provide for the training of civilian 
aviation technicians and mechanics; 
asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mr. BULWINKLE, Mr, 
Boren, and Mr. WADSWORTH were ap- 
pointed managers on the part of the 
House at the conference. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Acting President pro 
tempore: 

H. R. 2989, An act to authorize the use of 
a tract of land in California known as the 
Millerton Rancheria in connection with the 
Central Valley project, and for other pure 
poses; 
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H.R. 4153. An act for the relief of Cleaver 
Kelley; 

H.R. 4242. An act for the relief of the 
Corbitt Co.; 

H.R. 4604. An act for the relief of Doris 
Mongol Rai; 

H. R. 5439. An act for the relief of Joseph 
Soulek; 

H.R. 5819. An act directing the Attorney 
General to record the lawful admittance for 
permanent residence of Vivian Chang; 

H.R, 5845. An act for the relief of Alvira 
Manfredi; 

H. R. 6702. An act to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a district judge for the north- 
ern district of California in order to fill a 
vacancy in the office of an additional dis- 
trict judge heretofore authorized for such 
district; and 

H. R.7137. An act to amend the Agricul- 
tural Ajustment Act of 1938, as amended, 
with respect to marketing quotas for pea- 
nuts, and for other purposes. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United States 
nominating Joe F. Hale, of Nashville, 
Tenn., to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the district of Tennessee, in place 
of Lipe Henslee, resigned, and also with- 
drawing two nominations of State direc- 
tors for the Office of Government Re- 
ports for New Jersey and Maine; which 
nominating message was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

(For nominations this day received and 
nominations withdrawn, see the end of 
Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

James B. Frazier, Jr., of Tennessee, to be 
United States attorney for the eastern dis- 
trict of Tennessee, (Mr. Frazier is now sery- 
ing in this office under an appointment 
which expired May 26, 1942); 

William E. Richardson, of the District of 
Columbia, to be appointed for a 10-year term 
as chief judge of the Municipal Court of Ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia, new posi- 
tion; 

Nathan Cayton, of the District of Colum- 
bia, to be appointed for an 8-year term as 
associate judge of the Municipal Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia, new 
position; 

Andrew McCaughrin Hood, of the District of 
Columbia, to be appointed for a 6-year term 
as associate judge of the Municipal Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia, new 
position; 

George P. Barse, of the District of Colum- 
bia, to be appointed for a 10-year term as 
chief judge of the municipal court for the 
District of Columbia, new position; 

Walter J. Casey, of the District of Colum- 
bia, to be appointed for a 10-year term as 
associate judge of the municipal court for 
the District of Columbia, vice himself; 
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Brice Clagett, of Maryland, to be appointed 
for an 8-year term as associate judge of the 
municipal court for the District of Colum- 
bia, vice George C. Aukam, deceased; 

Nathan Ross Margold, of the District of 
Columbia, to be appointed for an 8-year term 
as associate judge of the municipal court for 
the District of Columbia, vice Robert E. 
Mattingly, term expired; and 

Aubrey B. Fennell, of the District of Colum- 
bia, to be appointed for a 6-year term as as- 
sociate judge of the municipal court for the 
District of Columbia, vice Nathan Cayton, 
elevated. 

By Mr. GILLETTE, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Rear Admiral Frank Jack Fletcher to be a 
vice admiral in the Navy, for temporary serv- 
ice, to rank from the 26th day of June 1942; 

Capt. Charles W. Crosse to be a rear ad- 
miral in the Navy for temporary service, to 
rank from the 10th day of January 1942, and 
to continue during his assignment as com- 
mander, Subordinate Command, Service 
Force, Pacific Fleet; and 

Capt. George D. Murray to be a rear admiral 
in the Navy, for temporary service, to rank 
from the 7th day of May 1942. 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Several postmasters. 


GEORGE H. WEST 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I re- 
port favorably from the Committee on 
the Judiciary the nomination of George 
H. West, of Kansas, to be United States 
attorney for the district of Kansas. I 
ask that the nomination be immediately 
considered and confirmed, because there 
is a vacancy now existing in this office, 
and there are important matters which 
should be attended to. 

Mr. McNARY. The very accommo- 
dating junior Senator from Kentucky ex- 
plained this nomination to me, and I 
think there is necessity for immediate 
confirmation. Therefore I have no ob- 
jection. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection to immediate 
consideration? ‘The Chair hears none, 
and the clerk will state the nomination. 

The legislative cierk read the nomina- 
tion of George H. West to be United 
States attorney for the district of Kansas. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the nomination 
is confirmed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the Pres- 
ident be immediately notified. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the President 
will be notified forthwith. 

If there be no further reports of com- 
mittees, the clerk will proceed to state 
ra nominations on the Executive Calen- 

ar, 
POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations of postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the postmaster 
nominations are confirmed en bloc, and, 
if there be no objection, the President 
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will be forthwith notified. That com- 
pletes the calendar. 


JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS IN THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on the Judiciary I have re- 
ported favorably the nominations of 
certain judges to the District of Colum- 
bia Municipal Court of Appeals and mu- 
nicipal court. I ask unanimous consent 
that the nominations be considered at 
this time. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
conferred with the distinguished junior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burton] as to 
the qualifications and general type and 
character of the nominees, and I under- 
stand he has no objection to present 
consideration of the nominations. 

Mr. BURTON. I should like to add, 
speaking for the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, that the chairman 
of that committee, the Senator from 
Nevada (Mr. McCarran] is particularly 

| anxious that these nominations be con- 
firmed at once, for the reason that the 
nominees to the municipal court of ap- 
peals make up a new court, which will 
have new appellate jurisdiction in this 
District, but at the present time, until 
the new court is filled, it is not possible 
to perfect appeals, and a certain amount 
of jurisdiction is not being exercised at 
this time. 

Mr. HATCH. The statement of the 
Senator is correct. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the nominations? The 
Chair hears none, and the clerk will 
state the nominations. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations to the District of 
Columbia Municipal Court of Appeals 
and municipal court. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the nomina- 
tions are confirmed en bloc. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask that the President 
be immediately notified. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the President 
will be forthwith notified. 


RECESS 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate take a re- 
cess until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 
5 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate took a recess until tomorrow, Tues- 
day, July 7, 1942, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATION 


Executive nomination received by the 
Senate July 6 (legislative day of July 2), 
1942: 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE FOR THE 
DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 

Joe F. Hale, of Nashviile, Tenn. to be 
collector of internal revenue for the dis- 
trict of Tennessee, in place of Lipe Henslee, 
resigned. 
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WITHDRAWALS 


Executive nominations withdrawn from 
the Senate July 6 (legislative day of July 
2), 1942: 

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT REPORTS 
STATE DIRECTORS 

Scott F. Kittredge to be State director for 
the Office of Government Reports for Maine. 

H. Russell Phillips to be State director for 


the Office of Government Reports for New 
Jersey. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 6 (legislative day of July 
2), 1942: 

JUDGES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

_ William E. Richardson to be chief judge 

of the Municipal Court of Appeals for the 

District of Columbia for a 10-year term. 

Nathan Cayton to be an associate judge 
of the Municipal Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia for an 8-year term. 

Andrew McCaughrin Hood to be an asso- 
ciate judge of the Municipal Court of Ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia for a 6-year 
term. 

JUDGES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT FOR THE 
DISTRICT or COLUMBIA 

George P. Barse to be chief judge of the 
municipal court for the District of Colum- 
bia for a 10-year term. 

Walter J. Casey to be an associate judge 
of the municipal court for the District of 
Columbia for a 10-year term. 


Brice Clagett to be an associate judge of 


the municipal court for the District of Co- 
lumbia for an 8-year term. 

Nathan Ross Margold to be an associate 
judge of the municipal court for the District 
of Columbia for an 8-year term. 

Aubrey B. Fennell to be an associate judge 
of the municipal court for the District of 
Columbia for a 6-year term. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 

George H. West to be United States at- 

torney for the district of Kansas, 
PosTMASTERS 
NEW JERSEY 


Joseph F. Kour, Little Ferry. 
Helen F. Jacobus, Millburn, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, Jury 6, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by tne Speaker. 

‘The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Almighty God, rule our hearts and in- 
struct our lips to speak. If Thy foot- 
steps are not known, let Thy face shine 
on our homeland, keeping watch where 
we cannot trace Thy throne. Thou hast 
been our help and in the shadow of Thy 
wings let our prayer be as incense before 
Thee. By faith may we be assured that 
Thou dost mean peace in our daily lives, 
our comfort in distress, protection in 
danger, and Thy way an answer to all 
our problems. 

Heavenly Father, we pray that our 
country, from ocean to ocean, where in- 
difference, error, and blindness smite 
and lead astray, that the spirit of free- 
dom, justice, and suffering humanity may 
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plead with all citizens from east to west, 
until we are a ransomed Nation. In the 
harsh severities of today, Oh, temper all 
minds and hearts that we may show 
forth the real ministry of Christian fra- 
ternity. Most merciful God, be pleased 
to bend low and hear our prayer for our 
President, our Speaker, and the Con- 
gress; may we never count the cost of 
consecrated service for the sake of our 
Republic and Thine shall be the praise 
forever through Christ our Saviour. 
Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, July 2, 1942, was read and 
approved, 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Sundry messages in writing from the 
President of the United States were com- 
municated to the House by Mr. Miller, 
one of his secretaries, who also informed 
the House that on the following dates 
the President approved and signed bills 
and joint resolutions of the House of the 
following titles: 


On June 30, 1942: 

H. R. 2424. An act for the relief of Clar- 
ence J. Meteyer, Lester W. Engels, and Doro- 
thy B. Engels; 

H. R. 5454. An act for the relief of David 
Caron; 

H. R.7160. An act to provide for the better 
administration of officer personnel of the 
Navy and Marine Corps during the existing 
war, and for other purposes; and 

H.R. 7212. An act to amend section 13 (d) 
of the Railroad Unemployment Insurance 
Act. 

On July 1, 1942: 

H. R. 5854. An act for the relief of Made- 
leine Hammett, Olive Hammett, Walter 
Young, the estate of Laura O'Malley Young, 
deceased, and the legal guardian of Laura 
Elizabeth Young; 

H. R. 6033. An act for the relief of Wil- 
liam Tipton, Mrs. William Tipton, and Mrs. 
Eula Nelson; 

H.R. 6557. An act for the relief of James 
Gilmore and Marian E. Gilmore; and 

H. R. 6899. An act to exempt custodial 
employees of the District of Columbia Board 
of Education from the operation of the pro- 
visions of section 6 of the Legislative, Execu- 
tive, and Judicial Appropriation Act ap- 
proved May 10, 1916. 

On July 2, 1942: 

H. R. 2646. An act for the relief of L. W. 
Marek, Jr.; 

H.R. 4554. An act for the relief of the es- 
tate of Julian B. Wiggins, deceased, and the 
estate of R. E. Thompson, deceased; 

H. R. 6599. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of State, the Department 
of Justice, the Department of Commerce, and 
the Federal Judiciary, for the’ fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
poses; 

H. R. 6845. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 

urposes; 

H. R. 6908. An act to amend the Defense 
Highway Act of 1941; 

H. R.7181. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Labor, the Federal 
Security Agency, and related independent 
agencies, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 7232. An act making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in certain appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1942, and for prior fiscal years, and for other 
purposes; 

H.R. 7280. An act making appropriations 
for the Military Establishment for the fiscal 
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year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes; 

H. J. Res. 308. Joint resolution making ap- 
propriations to provide war housing and 
war public works in and near the District 
of Columbia; and 

H. J. Res. 324. Joint resolution making ap- 
propriations for work relief and relief for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943. 

On July 3, 1942: 

H. R. 6184. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. E. P. Ball; and 

H. J. Res. 329. Joint resolution extending 
the period for which overtime rates of com- 
pensation may be paid under certain acts. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


H.R, 2989. An act to authorize the use of 
a tract of land in California known as the 
Millerton Rancheria in connection with the 
Central Valley project, and for other pur- 
poses; 

H. R. 4242. An act for the relief of the Cor- 
bitt Co.; 

H.R. 4604. An act for the relief of Doris 
Mongol Rai; 

H.R.5819. An act directing the Attorney 
General to record the lawful admittance for 
permanent residence of Vivian Chang; and 

H. R.6702. An act to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a district judge for the north- 
ern district of California in order to fill a 
vacancy in the office of an additional dis- 
trict judge heretofore authorized for such 
district. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, bills of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


H. R.3152. An act to suspend restrictions 
during the present war and for 1 year there- 
after upon the service of certain officers of 
the Marine Corps in the Marine Corps Head- 
quarters, Washington, D. C.; j 

H. R. 5503. An act to authorize the Attor- 
ney General to stipulate to the exclusion of 
certain property from condemnation pro- 
ceedings; 

H. R. 5695. An act to amend the Civilian 
Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as to provide 
for the training of civilian aviation tech- 
nicians and mechanics; 

H.R. 6794. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Julia Johnson; 

H.R. 6081. An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to promote on the retired list officers 
who were decorated and recommended for 
promotion for distinguished service during 
the World War and who have not attained 
the rank to which recommended,” £o as to 
confer on officers above the rank of brigadier 
general the same retirement privileges now 
enjoyed by other officers; and 

H. R. 6807. An act to establish a Women’s 
Auxiliary Reserve in the Navy, and for other 
purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 


§. 2276. An act for the relief of Max Del- 
finer and his wife Evy (Ewa); 

§. 2308. An act providing for taxation by 
the States and their political subdivisions of 
certain real property acquired for military 
purposes; 

S. 2440. An act for the relief of the Bridge- 
port irrigation district; 

8.2515. An act to amend the Federal Ex- 
plosives Act, as amended by removing from 
the application of the act explosives or in- 
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gredients in transit. upon aircraft in con- 


formity with statutory law or rules and regu- 


lations of the Civil Aeronautics Board; 

8. 2554. An act to provide that the trans- 
mountain tunnel constructed in connection 
with the Colorado-Big Thompson project 
shall be known as the Alva B. Adams tunnel; 

S. 2568. An act to establish additional com- 
missioned warrant and warrant grades in the 
United States Navy, and for other purposes; 

S. 2570. An act to provide for the sale by 
the Superintendent of Documents of copies 
of certain historical and naval documents 
printed by the Government Printing Office; 

S. 2581. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
War to convey to the people of Puerto Rico 
certain real estate now under the jurisdiction 
of the United States; 

8.2591. An act to authorize the exchange 
of lands between the War Department and 
the Department of the Interior; 

S. 2593. An act to provide for the reim- 
bursement of certain Navy personnel and 
former Navy personnel for personal property 
lost or damaged as a result of the fire which 
destroyed the Administration Building, Naval 
oe Base, Norfolk, Va., on January 26, 

5.2606. An act to amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940 by making 
it a criminal offense to possess unlawfully or 
to reproduce various certificates issued pur- 
suant thereto; and 

8.2619. An act to amend Article of War 114 
so as to broaden the power to administer 
oaths and take acknowledgments. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate disagrees to the amendments of 
the House to the bill (S. 2404) entitled 
“An act to authorize officers and erflisted 
men of the armed forces of the United 
States to accept decorations, orders, 
medals, and emblems tendered them by 
governments of cobelligerent nations or 
other American republics and to create 
the decorations to be known as the 
legion of merit, and the medal for 
merit,” requests a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
Tuomas of Utah, Mr. LEE, Mr. SCHWARTZ, 
Mr. BRIDGES, and Mr. Gurney to be the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AP- 
PROPRIATION BILL, 1943 


Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Tarver]? 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I hold 
in my hand copy of the joint resolution 
which was first proposed for the provi- 
sion of funds for the Department of Agri- 
culture for the month of July 1942, which 
was agreed to by all of the members of 
the subcommittee on agricultural appro- 
priations in the House and which was 
submitted by me to Senator RUSSELL, 
chairman of the Senate commitee, who 
read it and agreed thereto. 

I desire to ask unanimous consent to 
insert this joint resolution at this point 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. TARVER]? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, may I ask if the joint resolution which 
the gentleman offers provides for the 
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enactment as a part of the joint resolu- 

tion of the first proviso on page 81, lines 

3 to 7, of the original bill, H. R. 6709? 
Mr. TARVER. It provides for the con- 

tinuance for the month of July 1942 of 

appropriations for the Department of 

Agriculture upon the basis of H. R. 6709 

insofar as that bill has been agreed 

upon between the House and Senate, 

“under the conditions, authority, restric- 

tions, and limitations as contained in 

such bill and such amendments as agreed 
upon.” 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. And is it the 
opinion of tlre committee that lines 3 to 
7, on page 81, of H. R. 6709, have been 
agreed to by both Houses and are no 
longer in disagreement and would be- 
come law by the enactment of the joint 
resolution? 

Mr. TARVER. I think that is a mat- 
ter on which there exists some difference 
of opinion, although I understand some 
Senators take the position that those 
lines have been agreed upon and are not 
in dispute between the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. Is these objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. Tarver]? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to follows: 

Joint resolution making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the 
month of July 1942 
Resolved, etc., That all purposes and ob- 

jects of expenditure under the Department 

of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1943, which are provided for in_ 


the bill (H. R. 6709) of the Seventy-seventh 
Congress, entitled “A bill making appropri- 
ations for the Department of Agriculture 
for the fiscal year ending June 3v, 1943, and 
for other purposes,” together with the Sen- 
ate amendments thereto to the extent the 
House of Representatives and the Senate 
have agreed upon such amendments (other- 
wise, on the basis of the purposes and ob- 
jects of expenditure as the same were au- 
thorized and provided for in appropriation 
acts for the Department of Agriculture on 
account of the fiscal year 1942) are hereby 
authorized and provided, for and during the 
month of July 1942, to the extent in the de- 
tail, and under the conditions, authority, 
restrictions, and limitations as contained 
in such bill and such amendments as agreed 
upon, and otherwise as aforesaid, and there 
are hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
such sums as may be necessary therefor: 
Provided, That if at any time prior to Au- 
gust 1, 1942, such bill shall become a law 
the foregoing provisions of this joint reso- 
lution shall thereupon cease to be effective 
and the amounts expended or obligated here- 
under shall be charged against the appropri- 
ations or authorizations therein and the 
total amount expended or obligated during 
such fiscal year for any item or object of 
expenditure shall not exceed the amount 
therein authorized or appropriated for such 
item when the same is enacted into law. 

Src. 2. The appropriations and authority 
with respect to appropriations contained 
herein for the fiscal year 1943 shall be avail- 
able from and including July 1, 1942, for 
the purposes respectively provided in such 
appropriations and authority. All obliga- 
tions incurred during the period between 
June 30, 1942, and the date of enactment of 
this act in anticipation of such appropria- 
tions and authority are hereby ratified and 
confirmed if in accordance with the terms 
thereof. 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. Buck asked and was given per- 
mission to exténd his own remarks in the 
RECORD.) 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Record and to include therein an 
article by Robert Keith Leavitt, from the 
magazine section This Week of the New 
York Herald Tribune of Sunday, July 5, 
1942, entitled “Yes—We Can Hate.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BLOOM]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
two requests, one to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include a 
poem written by an attorney in Illinois, 
and the second is on behalf of the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. NICHOLS], 
chairman of the Select Committee In- 
vestigating Air Accidents, to file a report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlemah from Illi- 
nois [Mr. DIRKSEN]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute and to extend my own remarks in 
the Appendix of the Record and to in- 
clude two letters and a bulletin. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. PADDOCK]? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. Pappock addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
our colleague the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky the Honorable Jonn M. ROBSION 
may be permitted to extend his own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include a 
speech by Joel D. Thacker, Disabled 
American War Veterans, District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. WOODRUFF]? 

There was no objection. 


AMENDMENT TO CIVILIAN PILOT TRAIN- 
ING ACT OF 1939 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speakers’ table the bill (H. R. 5695) to 
amend the Civilian Pilot Training Act of 
1939 so as to provide for the training of 
civilian aviation technicians and me- 
chanics, with a Senate amendment there- 
to, disagree to the Senate amendment, 
and ask for a conference. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE]? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, and I do so only 
to make an observation, I pay tribute to 
the gentleman from North Carolina and 
the committee that had this bill in 
charge. I also desire to say that a 
United States 4-motor bombing plane 
needs approximately 40 mechanics and 
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technicians on the ground to aid those 
who fly the giant in the air. This is a 
most important measure, and its final 
approval will further tend toward su- 
premacy in the air, which will speed our 
victory over Hitler and his allies. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE]? 

There was no objection, and the 
Speaker appointed the following con- 
ferees on the part of the House: Messrs. 
BULWINKLE, Boren, and WADSWORTH. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. ELLIOTT of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on tomorrow, at the conclusion of the 
business on the Speaker’s desk and after 
any special orders heretofore entered, I 
may address the House for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. ELLIOTT]? 

There was no objection. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
Mexico? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, the deadlock on the agricultural 
appropriation bill is not only dangerous 
to our war effort, but bad for Congress 
itself. Surely after weeks of wrangling, 
the conferees could find a just basis for 
compromise. In the meantime, the 
Washington Post said editorially Sunday: 

The present controversy leaves the unmis- 
takable impression that a substantial group 
of legislators consider farm parity more im- 
portant than the preservation of democratic 
institutions. 


That statement may be unfair to the 
advocates of the House position, but it is 
definitely unfair to those of us who have 
supported the request of the President 
for permission to sell surplus grain. 

The controversy between the two 
branches of Congress has gone too long. 
Possibly a step to end it would be to allow 
the House to vote again on the question 
of surplus grain sales. If we could con- 
cur in the Senate amendment on surplus 
sales, our friends across the Capitol 
might relent on the amount of farm- 
security appropriations, and we could all 
go on with the war effort. I hope such 
an opportunity again may arise. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my remarks in the 
Appendix and include the entire editorial 
from which I have quoted. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my Own re- 
marks in the Record and include therein 
two brief editorials appearing in last 
Saturday’s issue of the Progressive. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the S oaa of the gentleman from Mis- 


There was no objection, 
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Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask Mrs. O. N. Bricker, of Santa Ana, 


unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recor on two subjects 
and to include an article in each. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the ioe of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon 

There was no objection. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ep- 
WIN ARTHUR HALL] be permitted to ex- 
tend his own remarks in the Appendix of 
the Recor» and include therein a letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ebjection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SANDERS, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recor and include 
therein a resolution of the Louisiana 
Legislature. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. WASIELEWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that today, at the 
conclusion of the legislative program of 
the day, and following any special orders 
heretofore entered, I may be permitted 
to address the House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. THOMAS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a newspaper article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANASCO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include there- 
in an editorial from the Gadsden (Ala.) 
Times of June 30, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, members of 
the Press Club of San Francisco are spon- 
sors of a campaign to show the immortal 
defenders of Bataan that we appreciate 
loyal devotion. The survivors are now 
Japanese prisoners of war. 

These gallant heroes need food, medi- 
cine, clothes, cigarettes, and candy. The 
Press Club movement is meeting with 
Nation-wide support. The American Red 
Cross is cooperating wholeheartedly, and 
Iam confident every Member of Congress 
will endorse this stirring appeal. 


Calif., writes to the San Francisco Press 
Club, as follows: 

When my husband and I sit down to a good 
dinner and I think what my son may be 
eating, the food chokes me. If we can in 
some way get supplies over to those boys, 
they would save some other mother’s son, if 
not my own. I don’t know whether he is 
dead or alive. 


SALE OF SURPLUS AGRICULTURAL COM- 
MODITIES 


Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I like to 
keep the record straight. On this con- 
troversy on the sale of agricultural com- 
modities owned by the Government 
under parity prices, I am sure the House 
will be interested in knowing that on the 
25th of February 1942 the Senate con- 
sidered Senate 2255, a bill to restrict the 
sales of Government-owned and con- 
trolled commodities below the price of 
parity. That bill passed the Senate on 
February 25 on a vote, as recorded on 
page 1625 of the Recorp, of 50 to 23. 

Incidentally, the gentlemen with whom 
we have been struggling in conference 
over this controversy all voted for this 
bill, which represents the House posi- 
tion at the present time. There is the 
record. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. May I suggest 
that we are never going to get anywhere 
if we have recriminations between the 
two bodies. The comity of the two 
branches of Congress is of paramount 
importance, and the maintenance of 
good relations between them is abso- 
lutely essential. I hope the approach 
toward a solution will be from an angle 
that will not bring about any strained 
relationships between the two branches 
of the Congress. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I thoroughly agree 
with the majority leader. My relation- 
ships with the Senate and with the in- 
dividual Senators are most cordial and 
congenial, indeed. 

To amplify the case let me first set out 
in its entirety S. 2255, which was intro- 
duced without a name and which reads 
as follows: 

S. 2255 
An act to establish a policy with respect to 
the disposition of agricultural commodities 
acquired by the Commodity Credit Corpo- 
ration 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter until De- 
cember 31, 1944, or until such earlier time as 
the Congress by concurrent resolution may 
designate no agricultural commodity, title to 
which is in the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion on the date of enactment of this act, or 
title to which is acquired, directly or in- 
directly, by such Corporation after such date, 
shall be sold or otherwise disposed of by such 
Corporation for use within the United States 
at a price below the parity price for such 
commodity determined and published by the 
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Secretary of Agriculture as authorized by law. 
In the event that any such agricultural com- 
modity is sold or otherwise disposed of by 
the Commodity Credit Corporation to any 
executive department or other governmental 
agency, the provisions of this act shall like- 
wise apply to any sale or other disposition of 
such commodity by such department or 
agency, or by any other executive department 
or governmental agency which thereafter ac- 
quires title to such commodity. The proceeds 
of any such sale or other disposition of any 
such agricultural commedity shall be covered 
into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 
The provisions of this Act shall not apply to 
the sale or other disposition of any agricul- 
tural commodity to or by the Agricultural 
Marketing Administration for distribution ex- 
clusively for relief purposes, nor to grain 
which has substantially deteriorated in qual- 
ity and is sold for the purpose of feeding or 
the manufacture of alcohol, or commodities 
sold to farmers for seed. 

Sec. 2. Nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to authorize any sale or other disposi- 
tion of any agricultural commodity contrary 
to the provisions of the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Act of 1938, as amended. 


Next let me set forth in its entirety a 
copy of the complete Report No. 1054, 
Calendar No. 1090, and was ordered to be 
printed on February 11, 1942, to accom- 
pany the above-named bill. 

Let me particularly direct your atten- 
tion to the last two paragraphs of this 
report in which the Senate Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry indicate the 
reasons for support of this measure. 


ESTARLISHING A POLICY WITH RESPECT TO-THE - 


DISPOSITION OF AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 
ACQUIRED BY THE COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORA- 
TION 3 

The Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2255) 
to establish a policy with respect to the dis- 
position of agricultural commodities ac- 
quired by the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion, after having considered the same, re- 
port thereon favorably with the recommen- 
dation that the bill do pass with the follow- 
ing amendments: 

The title of the bill is amended as follows: 
Strike out the word “request”, and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “respect.” 

On page 2, line 12, after the word “to”, 
insert the words “or by.” 

On page 2, line 13, after the word “dis- 
tribution”, insert the word “exclusively.” 

The bill is further amended by adding 
section 2: 

“Src. 2. Nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to authorize any sale or other dis- 
position of any agricultural commodity con- 
trary to the provisions of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended.” 

S. 2255 is designed to assist in stabilizing 
commodity prices by restricting the size of 
or other disposal of surplus agricultural com- 
modities now held by the Commodity Credit 
Corporation below the parity price of such 
commodity for use within the United States 
except as provided for in this act. There is 
no restriction on the use of any of the sur- 
plus agricultural commodities exclusively for 
relief purposes. 

Section 2 of this act prevents any construc- 
tion in the language of this act regarding the 
disposal or sale of any of the surplus agri- 
cultural commodities in conflict with pro- 
visions regarding such sale or disposal already 
in existence in the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act of 1938, as amended. 

In view of the demand which has been 
made by the Department of Agriculture on 
the farmers to increase their production of 
commodities for use in defense, and bearing 
in mind the vital necessity of such increased 
production, it is felt that any act which 
would discourage the farmer in this aim 
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would be unwise and detrimental to the 
security of America. The disposal by the 
Commodity Credit Corporation of any surplus 
agricultural commodity below parity in com- 
petition with commodities sold by the farmer 
would depress the price which the farmer 
would receive and would have a serious effect 
on the demand for increased production. 

It is equally of the greatest importance 
that farm labor remain on the farm to insure 
this increased production, but due to high 
prices paid to labor on defense construction 
jobs, a great majority of the farms will be 
without sufficient labor unless prices are re- 
ceived for farm commodities which will en- 
able the farmer to keep his labor. 


Next let me direct your attention to 
the fact that this measure passed the 
Senate on February 25, 1942. 

Finally let me direct your attention 
to page 1625 of the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
orp for February 25, 1942, on which was 
set forth the vote on the final passage of 
this measure. There were 50 ayes, 23 
Nays, and 23 not voting. 

The roll call is reproduced in its 
entirety. 


Yeas 50: Aiken, Bailey, Ball, Bankhead, 
Bilbo, Bone, Bulow, Bunker, Capper, Caraway, 
Chavez; Clark, Idaho; Clark, Missouri; Con- 
nally, Downey, Doxey, Ellender, Gillette, Gur- 
ney, Hayden, Herring, Hill, Holman, Hughes; 
Johnson, California; Johnson, Colorado; La 
Follette, Langer, McCarran, McKellar, Mc- 
Nary, Maybank, Millikin, Murray, Norris, 
Nye, O'Daniel, O'Mahoney, Overton, Reed, 
Reynolds, Rosier, Russell, Stewart, Taft; 
Thomas, Idaho; Thomas, Oklahoma; Tunnell, 
Wallgren, Wiley. 

Nays 23: Austin, Barbour, Barkley, Brew- 
ster, Brown, Burton, Byrd, Danaher, Gerry, 
Green, Guffey, Kilgore, Maloney, Mead, Rad- 
cliffe, Schwartz, Smathers, Tobey, Truman, 
Tydings, Van Nuys, Walsh, White. 

Not voting 23: Andrews, Bridges, Brooks, 
Butler, Chandler, Davis, George, Glass, Hatch, 
Lee, Lodge, Lucas, McFarland, Murdock, Pep- 
per, Shipstead, Smith, Spencer; Thomas, 
Utah; Vandenberg, Wagner, Wheeler, Willis, 

So the bill (S. 2255) was passed. 


Finally let me set out the letter of the 
President to Hon. Henry A. WALLACE, 
President of the United States Senate, 
which was printed on page 1598 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for February 25, 
1942. Observe that this letter is dated 
February 24, 1942, and protests the en- 
actment of S. 2255 on virtually the same 
ground which is now advanced by the 
Senate in behalf of its own position. 
However, notwithstanding this letter, the 
Senate 24 hours later enacted the bill 
by a vote of 50 to 23: 


THE WHITE House, 
Washington, February 24, 1942. 

My Dear MR. PRESDENT: My attention has 
been called to the introduction in Congress 
of bills (S. 2255 and H. R. 6564) which, if 
enacted, would prevent the Commodity Credit 
Corporation from disposing of its holdings of 
agricultural commodities below parity prices. 

I believe that irreparable damage to the war 
effort and to the farmers of this country 
would result from the enactment of this 
legislation. In this hour when the very ex- 
istence of our Nation as a free people is at 
stake, we cannot afford to indulge in the 
promotion of selfish interests such as are 
involved in this legislation. 

Food production is playing a vital part in 
the conduct of the war. Not only this coun- 
try but ali of the United Nations are relying 
upon abundant production of food by the 
farmers of America, The two classes of prod- 
ucts of which we have the greatest need for 
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increased production are livestock products 
and oil-producing crops. Expansion in the 
production of both of these classes of prod- 
ucts would be impeded by the enactment of 
legislation restricting the sale or disposition 
of the corn, wheat, and other products held 
by the Commodity Credit Corporation. 

During the last 4 years the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, through its price-sup- 
porting activities authorized by the Agricul- 
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, has acquired 
large stocks of corn and wheat. These stocks 
were withdrawn and withheld from the mar- 
kets when excessive supplies would otherwise 
have seriously reduced prices. At the time 
they were withdrawn from the market it was 
generally understood that they would be 
available for use in time of emergency. That 
emergency is now upon us and the conver- 
sion of these reserve stocks of grain into live- 
stock products is urgently needed. This con- 
version can be brought about only through 
the maintenance of a favorable ratio between 
the price of feed and the price of livestock 
products. Such a ratio exists at the present 
time with respect to most livestock products 
and production of these products is being ex- 
panded rapidly. This expansion, however, 
would be seriously impeded by an increase of 
15 percent in the cost of feed to dairy, poul- 
try, and livestock producers which probably 
would follow the enactment of this legisla- 
tion. The curtailment of the production of 
livestock products would, of course, be fol- 
lowed by higher prices for livestock products 
and substantial increase in the cost of living, 
which in turn would lead to more inflation 
and demands for higher wages. 

On the other hand, higher prices for corn 
in the near future would tend to encourage 
farmers to plant more corn and thus increase 
the difficulties of attaining the production 
goals that have been established for soybeans, 
an oil-bearing crop which is urgently needed. 
This legislation would also increase the price 
at which peanut seed, now being acquired by 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, could be 
furnished to growers and thus discourage the 
planting of this important oil-bearing crop. 

Thus the restrictions proposed im this leg- 
islation would tend to prevent the liquidation 
of the reserve stocks of grain at a time when 
they are needed, and also prevent the in- 
creased production of the products which are 
most needed in the war effort. Clearly this 
legislation cannot be defended as a war meas- 
ure and neither can it be defended on the 
grounds that it is necessary in order to give 
farmers parity. In determining whether 
farmers are receiving parity, Government pay- 
ments as well as market prices must be taken 
into consideration, and none of the major 
commodities—corn, wheat, and cotton—are 
being sold at prices which, when added to the 
conservation and parity payments, would re- 
sult in a return below parity. As a matter of 
fact, in the case of cotton, production of 
which was relatively low in 1941, no sales are 
being made below parity price excluding pay- 
ments. The only immediate effect of this 
legislation with respect to cotton, therefore, 
would be to stop the special sales that are 
being made in order to stimulate the use of 
cotton in the manufacture of insulation and 
in the manufacture of cotton bagging which 
can be sold at a low cost to cotton growers. 

In addition to these and many other con- 
siderations, it should be kept in mind that 
substantial assistance, very properly, has been 
extended to farmers in the past and further 
assistance probably will be necessary in the 
future. The good will of the consuming 
public should not be shattered by grasping 
for a few extra dollars in the name of farm- 
ers. I hope these matters will be weighed 
very carefully by the Congress. 


Very sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT, 
Hon. Henry A. WALLACE, 
President, United States Senate, 


l Washington, D.C, 
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As a last observation, let me direct your 
attention to the fact that this bill con- 
tains language which is identic with the 
language carried in the House bill over 
which this controversy developed. That 
language reads as follows: 

The provisions of this act shall not apply 
to the sale or other disposition of any agri- 
cultural commodity to or by the Agricultural 
Marketing Administration for distribution ex- 
clusively for relief p , nor to grain 
which has substantially deteriorated in qual- 
ity and is sold for the purpose of feeding or 
the manufacture of alcohol, or commodities 
sold to farmers for seed. 


This is the whole story. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclusion 
of the legislative program today and fol- 
lowing any special orders heretofore en- 
tered I may be permitted to address the 
House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 


SMALL BUSINESS 


Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
announce that I have arranged with the 
three national broadcasting chains for a 
series of three broadcasts on small busi- 
ness. The first of a series to be 
broadcast will be tomorrow night; the 
second, Thursday night, July 9; and the 
third, July 15. Iam hopeful that a great 
many Members of the House will listen, 
because the first address deals specifically 
with the automobile-tire situation and 
legislation pending before the House. It 
will be on the Columbia chain tomorrow 
night at 10:30. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Record on three subjects 
and include therein a letter and certain 
excerpts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BEITER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Record and include therein 
an address delivered by Mr. Robert W. 
Hartley, Chief of the Federal Program 
Section, National Resources Planning 
Board. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Thursday 
next, at the conclusion of the legislative 
program of the day and following any 
special orders heretofore entered, I may 
be permitted to address the House for 
10 minutes, 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. O’Brren of Michigan asked and 


was given permission to extend his own 


remarks in the RECORD.) 
CAPT. CHARLES KEGELMAN 


Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Okla- 
homa? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, the American people were 
thrilled to read a press dispatch from 
London yesterday announcing that the 
United States Army Air Force had set off 
their first fireworks in western Europe on 
the Fourth of July, with bombs and raids 
on German airdromes in enemy-occupied 
Holland. That story was the most en- 
couraging news of the entire week. 

As a result of that initial raid against 
enemy activities in this area, the name of 
Capt. Charles C. Kegelman, of El Reno, 
Okla., was flashed around the world as 
one of the outstanding heroes of this war. 
Captain Kegelman, as a result of bravery, 
quick thinking, and good judgment, was 
promptly awarded the Distinguished 
Service Cross for gallantry in action July 
4, the first pilot so honored on this new 
front, by Maj. Gen. Dwight D., Eisen- 
hower, American commander in the Eu- 
ropean field. 5 

News dispatches tell us that the raid 
was undertaken soon after dawn by 12 
Boston Douglas light bombers, 6 of them 
manned by all-American crews and the 
others by seasoned R. A. F. airmen. We 
are also told that because these planes 
can develop a top combat speed of 350 
miles an hour they went on their mission 
without assistance of the small fast 
fighter planes. We are told that all of 
the bombers in this successful raid were 
American-made, even though they bore 
the insignia of the R. A. F. The dispatch 
in question says that Captain Kegelman’s 
plane ran afoul of the enemy flank, at 
which time he displayed “superior air- 
manship and extraordinary gallantry 
and coolness in saving the lives of his 
crew.” One propeller and the starboard 
nose of his plane were shot away, bullets 
clipped the tail section of his plane, and 
one engine caught on fire. 

According to the dispatches, his plane 
plowed into the earth, knocking a large 
hole in the bottom of the fuselage and 
damaging the starboard wing. Captain 
Kegeiman recovered control after pass- 
ing the target area on one engine, but 
found himself running into intense gun- 
fire from a tower nearby. Instantly he 
drove directly at the tower with front 
guns firing and silenced the enemy, 
Then he accomplished what appeared to 
be the impossible by leaving the ground 
with the one remaining engine while the 
other engine was in flames. 

I am sure that I voice the sentiment 
not only of every Member of Congress 
but of every loyal patriotic citizen of the 
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country when I say that we are proud of 
Capt. Charles Kegelman and his daring 
and marvelous accomplishments. 

Incidentally, I am, of course, proud of 
the fact that the home of this courageous 
young officer is in El Reno, Okla., in the 
district that I have the honor to repre- 
sent in Congress. He comes from one of 
our best families, and his neighbors, 
friends, and relatives are naturally very 
proud of him and his almost superhuman 
accomplishments. This gallant young 
man exemplifies the spirit of the Amer- 
ican youth. This daring feat will go 
down in history as one of the greatest 
and most impressive during the present 
struggle. 

Friends of Captain Kegelman at El 
Reno have suggested to m2 in messages 
today the advisability of this young hero 
being immediately returned to the United 
States for the purpose of helping lead in 
the drive for war bonds. I am sure that 
the presence of Captain Kegelman would 
be a mighty factor in such a campaign 
and that his presence here would be an 
inspiration to all of us. The War De- 
partment, however, has today advised me 
that it does not look with favor on such 
a proposal. “Captain Kegelman is doing 
what he wants to do,” a high-ranking 
official of the War Department told me 
today, and added, “We need more fight- 
ing men like him right now.” 

The same press dispatch that told of 
the valor and quick thinking of Captain 
Kegelman also announced that at least 
one American flyer was shot down in 
action and that a second had not re- 
turned from that all-important flight. 
So as we pay honor to this great hero 
whose name has been emblazoned high 
on the roster of other illustrious sons, let 
us not forget the unsung heroes, some of 
whom did not return on this as well as 
other missions, Let us also remember all 
of those fine, clean-cut young men who 
are listed as missing in action, They 
have given their all in order to help make 
this a decent world for liberty-loving, 
God-fearing people to enjoy. 

CAL TINNEY 


Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to draw the attention of the 
House and the country to what I would 
term the mouthpieces of the red purge. 
I would like to call particular attention 
to one Cal Tinney. This man is a com- 
mentator on the radio. He is either in 
business as a politician representing the 
red group or as a legitimate advertiser 
for business. I think he represents the 
red group. He is carrying on a program 
against Congress. He simply lies when 
he says that Congress is going to ad- 
journ. Every Member on this floor 
knows that is not true. I suggest to 
every American in the United States 
that they not buy any Phillie cigars or 
anything that has Phillie tobacco in it, 
in view of the fact that they are subsie 
dizing this mouthpiece of the red and 
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communistic group as represented by 
one Cal Tinney. I say that anybody who 
would buy one single item from a group 
that is subsidized by the red purge is 
making a mistake. I suggest that the 
Americans get on one side and let these 
reds get on the other. 


SMALL BUSINESS 


Mr. VAN ZANDT, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Van Zanpt addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


PROCUREMENT OF BIRTH CERTIFICATES 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ari- 
zona? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a pend- 
ing measure, H. R. 7239, recently re- 
ported out of our Census Committee 
should be enacted at once in order to deal 
justly by 54,000,000 American citizens 
who at the present moment are having 
or would have difficulty in procuring 
birth certificates under existing State 
and National laws. This bill was urged 
by the War Department before the 
House committee and a similar measure 
was also favored by the War Department 
hefore a Senate committee. It would 
authorize and direct the Bureau of the 
Census on application to search the cen- 
sus records and furnish certified birth 
records to all applicants who are Ameri- 
can citizens and thus provide those citi- 
zens proof of date and place of their 


birth. This vital proof is needed today- 


by workers in war industries who, ac- 
cording to our own legislation, must 
prove their citizenship before they are 
eligible for employment. It is especially 
needed by our elderly citizens who have 
reached, or are about to reach, their 
sixty-fifth year, but who have no birth 
certificates and few local récords, if any, 
to prove their age, and thus enable them 
to get social-security benefits. This leg- 
islation would not conflict with the laws 
of the various States, but supplement 
such laws greatly to the advantage of 
citizens who are attempting to meet the 
requirements of Federal law. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp by including a 
speech made by Major General Camp- 
bell, Chief of Ordnance, United States 
Army, at Salisbury, N. C., last Saturday, 
the 4th of July. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recor and to 
include therein a message sent to the 
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State department of the American Le- 
gion in convention assembled in Jackson 
today. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. - 


EXTRA COMPENSATION TO CERTAIN ABLE 
EMPLOYEES (H. DOC. NO, 810) 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following message from the President 
of the United States which was read: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith, without my ap- 
prova!l, H. R. 6355, an act “To amend the 
act entitled ‘An act to expedite national 
defense, and for other purposes,’ approved 
June 28, 1940.” 

The principal provisions of H: R. 6355 
extend until June 30, 1944, the first 11 
sections of the act of June 28, 1940, and 
the act of June 3, 1941, both of which will 
expire on June 30, 1942. - These acts au- 
thorize, among other things, the War and 
Navy Departments to pay extra compen- 
sation for overtime to certain enumerated 
Classes of their employees, regardless of 
salary range. In the case of the War 
Department, employees in the field serv- 
ice only are eligible for this benefit. In 
addition, certain employees of the War 
and Navy Departments are accorded 
special treatment by permitting double 
pay for the foregoing of vacation periods. 
On the other hand, no provision is made 
for low-paid employees of other agencies 
to receive extra pay for overtime or vaca- 
tions, although in many instances they 
are performing work of equal importance 
to the war effort. 

In order to meet this problem, the Civil 
Service Commission, in its communica- 
tion to the House of F :presentatives on 
May 20, 1942, urged the early enactment 
of a till to provide a uniform and equita- 
ble basis of compensating the lower paid 
employees of the Federal Government for 
overtime work. It was pointed out at 
that time that discriminatory and unfair 
treatment was accorded certain em- 
ployees of the Government under existing 
laws and that there was urgent need for 
early action on this legislation. 

The provisions of H. R. 6355 would con- 
tinue for 2 years, therefore, the very in- 
equities which the bill recently submitted 
to Congress was designed to remedy. In 
lieu of approving the extension of such 
legislation, I desire to emphasize the de- 
sirability and urgency of enacting a uni- 
form overtime pay act covering per an- 
num employees in all departments and 
agencies. Legislation is likewise needed 
to revise the present law with respect to 
annual leave and vacations. 

The remaining provisions of the act 
of June 28, 1940, relate primarily to the 
procurement of war supplies and facili- 
ties.. Authority in this field is, with pos- 
sibly one significant exception, available 
to the executive departments and 
agencies under the First and Second War 
Powers Acts, provisions of the Second In- 
ternal Revenue Act of 1940, provisions of 
the amended Civil Service Retirement 
Act, and other acts of Congress. The 
one exception, section 8 (b), authorizes 
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the Secretary of the Navy, under certain 
circumstances, to provide necessary build- 
ings, facilities, and utilities, and to op- 
erate them by Government personnel or 
otherwise, for the purpose of expediting 
the national defense. 

A new provision of law which would be 
added by H. R. 6355 is likewise objection- 
able. Section 3 of the bill, in addition to 
imposing criminal penalties, would de- 
prive of citizenship persons who make 
certain false statements in connection 
with Government contracts. This dras- 
tic penalty has been confined under ex- 
isting laws to the crimes of treason and 
desertion from the armed forces in time 
of war. Under this bill, if enacted, citi- 
zenship may be lost as the result of a mis- 
demeanor. The extreme nature of this 
sanction not only constitutes a bad prec- 
edent, but does violence to our demo- 
cratic concepts of fair and reasonable 
punishment for a particular crime. 
Apart from the undesirable features of 
this provision, there would seem to be 
adequate authority in the Criminal Code 
to deal with the substantive evil sought 
to be remedied. 

In the light of the foregoing considera- 
tions I am constrained to disapprove of 
H. R. 6355. 

The Congress enacted on June 30, 1942, 
and I shall be glad to approve, House 
Joint Resolution 329, extending the over- 
time provisions of existing law for a 
period of 3 months, so as to enable the 
Congress to pass during that time upon 
the uniform overtime legislation pending 
before it (H. R. 7144). 

I also recommend the passage of legis- 
lation which would extend for the dura- 
tion of the war the provisions of section 
8 (b) of the act of June 28, 1940. 

FRANKLIN D, ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE Howse, July 6, 1942. 


The SPEAKER. The objections of the 
President will be spread at large upon the 
Journal, and, without objection, the bill 
with the accompanying documents will 
be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection. 
APPOINTMENT OF CERTAIN CLERKS IN 

POST OFFICE, DETROIT (H. DOC. NO. 

811) 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the followinr message from the President 
of the United States, which was read: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith, without my ap- 
proval, H. R. 5619, for the relief of certain 
clerks in the post office at Detroit, Mich. 

The purpose of this enactment is to 
make the appointments as clerks of 20 
substitute clerks in the Detroit, Mich., 
post office, and the appointment as clerk 
of 1 substitute clerk in the Burbank, 
Calif., post office, effective 1 month earlier 
than such appointments were officially 
made by the Post Office Department 
under the established regulations, and to 
authorize the refund to such employees 
of the excess amounts paid to them in 
error by the respective postmasters, 
which amounts the employees were sub- 
sequently required to repay to the post- 
masters. 
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In the letters authorizing appointment 
of these clerks the postmasters were ex- 
pressly advised that promotions could 
not be made retroactive and that no sal- 
ary payments should be made until the 
postmasters had received from the De- 
partment an approved copy of a docu- 
ment known as form 1533. Similar in- 
structions in print appear in the Official 
Postal Guide. It was not until February 
18, 1941, that the Detroit, Mich., post- 
master submitted his formal recom- 
mendation naming for advancement the 
clerks named in this enactment and fol- 
lowing the usual practice the Post Office 
Department made the appointments ef- 
fective at the beginning of the next pay 
period, March 1, 1941. The postmaster 
at Burbank, Calif., did not submit his 
recommendation for the advancement of 
Substitute Kane tọ the position of clerk 
until June 2, 1941, and accordingly the 
Department made that appointment ef- 
fective as of June 16, 1941. 

The postal employees named in this 
enactment have suffered no hardship 
calling for the proposed relief. They 
were advanced from positions as substi- 
tutes to positions as regular clerks in ac- 
cordance with the regulations of the De- 
partment governing the advancement of 
substitute clerks. The establishment and 
maintenance of such regulations are nec- 
essary to the proper administration of 
post offices. If the regulations are to be 
disregarded in these cases, the precedent 
thus established is likely to be followed in 
other cases, with the ultimate result that 
the regulations will be completely nulli- 
fied. 

In the interest of maintaining execu- 
tive management. upon a sound basis, I 
deem it necessary to withhold approval 
of the enactment. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

Tue WEITE House, July 6, 1942. 


The SPEAKER. The objections of the 
President will be spread at large upon 
the Journal, and the bill with the ac- 
companying documents will be referred 
to the Committee on Claims and or- 
dered printed. 

There was no objection. 


POWER TO DECLARE RECESS 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that for the re- 
mainder of the day, it be in order for 
the Speaker-to declare a recess, subject 
to the call of the Chair, with the under- 
standing that the bells will be rung 15 
minutes before the conclusion of the 
recess. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS 


The SPEAKER. This is District of 
Columbia day. 


EXCHANGE OF CERTAIN LANDS IN -DIS- 
TRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I 
call up the bill H. R. 7145, to authorize 
the Board of Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Secretary of 
the Interior to make exchanges with the 
Defense Homes Corporation. of certain 
lands in northwest Washington, and for 
other purposes, and ask unanimous con- 
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sent that the bill may be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order that the 
area of northwest Washington bounded by 
Massachusetts Avenue, Wisconsin Avenue, 
Nebraska Avenue, and adjacent territory may 
be better served with a public school and a 
public playground, the following exchanges 
of land, designated approximately on plan 
bearing file No. 12-116 of the files of the 
National Capital Park and Planning Com- 
mission, are hereby authorized: 

Sec. 2. The Board of Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia are authorized to ac- 
cept from the Defense Homes Corporation 
fee-simple title to the land designated as 
area A on said plan No. 12-116, containing 
approximately 5 acres, located west of Idaho 
Avenue and adjacent to the southerly bound- 
ary of parce] 33/24, and in exchange the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
are hereby authorized to convey to the De- 
fense Homes Corporation fee-simple title to 
the land designated as area C on said plan 
No. 12-116, containing approximately 5 acres, 
located on Massachusetts Avenue, west of 
Arizona Avenue, and being part of parcel 
22/43. 

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to accept from the Defense Homes 
Corporation fee-simple title to the land des- 
ignated as area B on said plan No. 12-116, 
containing approximately 4 acres, and lo- 
cated east of Thirty-ninth Street extended 
and adjacent to the southerly boundary of 
parcel 33/24, and in exchange the Secretary 
of the Interior is hereby authorized to con- 
vey to the Defense Homes Corporation the 
title of the United States to the lands desig- 
nated as area D on said plan No. 12-116, 
containing approximately 4 acres, located on 
Massachusetts Avenue, west of Arizona 
Avenue, and being a part of parcel 33/44. 

Src. 4. The Board of Commissioners of the 
District oi Columbia and the Secretary of 
the Interior are hereby authorized to pay 
any necessary and reasonable expenses in 
connection with said exchanges of land. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. . Mr. Speaker, this 
legislation comes to the floor with the 
unanimous approval of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

It would authorize the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to exchange 
certain lands abutting on Massachusetts 
Avenue a little west of Arizona Avenue, 
for approximately the same amount of 
acreage of land lying in the southern 
part of what has been known as the 
Friendship Estate on Wisconsin Avenue. 

This property is to be used for the con- 
struction of a public school, and a pub- 
lic playground in connection with the 
extensive housing development which is 
now under way in that section of North- 
west Washington. 

I move the previous question on’ the 
bill to final passage, 

The previous question was ordered. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 

AMENDING EMERGENCY RENT ACT, 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I call 
up the bill (H. R. 7235) to amend the 
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District of Columbia Emergency Rent 
Act, and ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 (b) of 
the District of Columbia Emergency Rent Act 
(Public, No. 327, 77th Cong.), be amended 
by striking out the period at the end of 
said section and by inserting in lieu thereof 
a comma and the word “or” and by adding 
immediately thereafter a new paragraph 
reading as follows: 

“(5) The housing accommodations are 
nonhousekeeping, furnished, accommoda- 
tions located within a single dwelling unit 
not used as a rooming or boarding house as 
defined by this act and the remaining portion 
of which dwelling unit is occupied by the 
lessor or his immediate family.”, so that 
section 5 (b) of the District of Columbia 
Emeigency Rent Act as so amended shall 
read as follows: 

“(b) No action or proceeding to recover 
possession of housing accommodations shall 
be maintainable by any landlord against any 
tenant, notwithstanding that the tenant has 
no lease or that his lease has expired, so long 
as the tenant continues to pay the rent to 
which the landlord is entitled, unless— 

“(1) the tenant is (a) violating an obli- 
gation of his tenancy (other than an obliga- 
tion to pay rent higher than rent permitted 
under this act or any regulation or order 
thereunder applicable to the housing ac- 
commodations involved or an obligation to 
Surrender possession of such accommoda- 
tions) or (b) is committing a nuisance or 
using the housing accommodations for an 
immoral or illegal purpose or for other than 
living or dwelling purposes; or 

“(2) the landlord seeks in good faith to 
recover possession of the property for his im- 
mediate and personal use and occupancy as a 
dwelling; or 

(3) the landlord has in good faith con- 
tracted in writing to sell the property for 
immediate and personal use and occupancy 
as a dwelling by the purchaser and that the 
contract of sale contains a representation by 
the purchaser that the property is being pur- 
chased by him for such immediate and per- 
sonal use and occupancy; or 

“(4) the landlord seeks in good faith to 
recover possession for the immediate purpose 
of substantially altering, remodeling, or de- 
molishing the property and replacing it with 
new construction, the plans for which al- 
tered, remodeled, or new construction having 
been filed with and approved by the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia; or 

“(5) the housing accommodations are non- 
housekeeping, furnished, accommodations 
located within a single dwelling unit not 
used as a rooming.or boarding house as.de- 
fined by this act and the remaining portion 
of which dwelling unit is occupied by the 
lessor or his immediate family.” 

Sec.2. That section 7 (b) of such act be 
amended by deleting therefrom the word 
“two” and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“four” so that the third sentence of said 
section. 7 (b) as amended shall_read as fol- 
lows: “For the purposes of this act the term 
‘rooming or boarding house’ means a house 
in which living quarters are rented by the 
householder to more than four persons.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


Mr.. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, as.. 


Members are well aware, we have had in 
operation in the District of Columbia 
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since January 1 of this year the District 
of Columbia Emergency Rent Act. 

I preface my remarks relative to the 
amendment that I now offer by saying 
I think it is well to make a short com- 
parison of what took place here in World 
War No. 1 and what is taking place in 
this war today. 

It was not until World War No. 1 had 
actually ceased that the Congress of the 
United States, recognizing the situation 
as to excessive rents in the District of 
Columbia, passed what was called the 
Ball Rent Act. This year the Congress 
of the United States, acting in 1941, 
rather than in 1942, and recognizing the 
influx of workers that would necessarily 
come to Washington, passed the Emer- 
gency Rent Act. 

That act was in operation before we 
were actually in this terrible war. It is 
to the credit of Congress that this action 
took place and that thousands of war 
workers have not been imposed on during 
the emergency. 

This amendment proposed to the rent 
act would change the definition of a 
rooming or boarding house to those 
places where rooms are rented to more 
than four, rather than to more than two 
persons which the act now provides. 
There is a growing need for rooms for 
war workers in the District of Columbia. 
A difficult problem has presented itself. 

It is felt, therefore, that by widening 
the definition, we will allow a private 
home owner to take into his residence 
those war workers, and we will allow also 
the home owner to encounter no diffi- 
culty or unpleasantness in this matter, 
for by the provisions of the bill he would 
be able to say to the tenant, “We do not 
believe we want to keep you any longer,” 
and the tenant would have to vacate. 
We believe the householder should be 
allowed freedom in the choice of the 
people who occupy and enjoy the privi- 
lege of living in his home. This does 
not apply to the person who makes a 
business of operating a rooming house. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous gues- 
tion, 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider laid on the table. 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the Chair declares the 
House in recess, subject to call. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 37 min- 
utes p. m.) the House stood in recess. 

APTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 2 
o’clock and 37 minutes p. m. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATION BILL, 1943 


Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of House Joint Resolution 
331, which is at the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 
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Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I do so for the 
purpose of making an inqui:y. I just 
want to be sure, of course, that the reso- 
lution is open to amendment. 

Mr, TARVER. If the unanimous con- 
sent is granted, of course, the resolu- 
tion will be open for amendment. 

Mr. MICHENER. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man tell us, before we cons-nt thi it 
may be brought up, just what this reso- 
lution deals with and what it is? 

Mr. TARVER. This resolution is a 
proposal to provide funds for the De- 
partment of Agriculture in a temporary 
manner for the month of July 1942, while 
the conferees on the Department of Ag- 
riculture appropriation bill.for 1943 con- 
tinue their labors in an effort to arrive 
at a final agreement with regard to the 
provisions of that bill. 

Mr. MICHENER, This is a continu- 
ing resolution? 

Mr. TARVER. Exactly. 

Mr. MICHENER. And that is all that 
it is? 

Mr. TARVER. That is all that it is. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, let me in- 
quire if the gentleman from Georgia pro- 
poses to consider it? Under the general 
rules, insofar as discussion is concerned? 

Mr. TARVER. That, of course, is not 
a matter for my determination, but I 
assume that under the general rules I 
would have 1 hour and, of course, I would 
be glad to yield time to the gentlemen 
who desire to discuss the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair state 
that that is not quite the parliamentary 
situation. If unanimous consent is given 
for consideration of the resolution, then 
the resolution is considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole, and the 
debate will be under the 5-minute rule. | 

Mr. TARVER. Very well. I stand 
corrected by the Speaker. 

Mr. MICHENER. What I am partic- 
ularly interested in is as to just what 
this resolution provides. The gentleman 
calls up a resolution by number and asks 
that it be considered. I think the House 
ought to be advised at least of the sub- 
ject matter covered by the resolution. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be read for the information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the Clerk will read the resolution. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the resolution, as follows: 

House Joint Resolution 331 
Joint resolution making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the 

month of July 1942 

Resolved, etc., That all purposes and ob- 
jects of expenditure under the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1943, which are provided for in the bill 
(H. R. 6709 of the 77th Cong.) entitled “A 
bill making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
poses,” together with the Senate amendments 
thereto to the extent the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate have agreed upon 
such amendments (otherwise, on the basis 
of the purposes and objects of expenditure 
as the same were authorized and provided 


for in appropriation acts for the Department 
of Agriculture on account of the fiscal year 
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1942), are hereby authorized and provided, 
for and during the month of July 1942, to the 
extent, in the detail, and under the condi- 
tions, authority, restrictions, and limitations 
as contained in such bill and such amend- 
ments as agreed upon, and otherwise, as 
aforesaid, and there are hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, such sums as may be nec- 
essary therefor: Provided, That if, at any time 
prior to August 1, 1942, such bill shall be- 
come a law, the foregoing provisions of this 
joint resolution shall thereupon cease to be 
effective and the amounts expended or obli- 
gated hereunder shall be charged against the 
appropriations or authorizations therein and 
the total amount expended or obligated dur- 
ing such fiscal year for any item or object 
of expenditure shall not exceed the amount 
therein authorized or appropriated for such 
item when the same is enacted into law. 

Sec. 2. The appropriations and authority 
with respect to appropriations contained here- 
in for the fiscal year 1943 shall be available 
from and including July 1, 1942, for the pur- 
poses respectively provided in such appropria- 
tions and authority. All obligations incurred 
during the period between June 30, 1942, and 
the date of enactment of this joint resolu- 
tion in anticipation of such appropriations 
and authority are hereby ratified and con- 
firmed if in accordance with the terms there- 
of. 


Mr. MICHENER. Further reserving 
the right to object. Mr. Speaker, and I 
shall not object because I think we should 
reach some agreement, but I do hope that 
the distinguished chairman and the com- 
mittee having this matter in charge will 
explain in an understandable way this 
technical resolution which has been read 
to the House, which is not in print, 
and copies of which are not available to 
the House. 

Mr. TARVER. Within the limits of 
my humble capacity to do so, I shall be 
glad to comply with the gentleman’s re- 
quest. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I could not tell from 
listening to the reading of the resolution 
whether it deals in any way with the pro- 
visions relating to the sale of commodi- 
ties owned by the Commodity Credit 
Corporation. Will the gentleman say 
whether it does deal in any way with 
those commodities? 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman knows 
that the appropriation act for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1942, contains no 
inhibitions against the use of Commodity 
Credit administrative funds for the sale 
of agricultural commodities owned or 
controlled by th Covernment. The 
pending bill, H. R. 6709, does contain 
such provisions. The resolution, if the 
gentleman paid attention to the reading 
of it, provides for making effective the 
provisions of the pending bill, H. R. 6709, 
insofar as those provisions have been 
agreed upon by the House and Senate. 
Insofar as they have not been agreed 
upon, it provides for a continuation of 
appropriations for the month of July in 
the same proportion, considering the pe- 
riod of time involved, as for the fiscal 
year 1942. I think that should answer 
the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HOPE. Then, if we adopt this res- 
olution and it is adopted by the Senate, 
there will be no restriction or prohibition 
upon the sale of commodities now owned 
by the Commodity Credit Corporation. 
Is that correct? 
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Mr. TARVER. The resolution contains 
this language, and I quote from page 
2 


Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. No; not for a moment. 
I will as soon as I have finished this 
statement: 

Under the conditions, authority, restric- 
tions, and limitations as contained in such 
bil and such amendments as agreed upon. 


The limitations and restrictions con- 
tained in the pending bill, H. R. 6709, are 
not proposed to be made effective by the 
pending resolution except insofar as they 
have been agreed upon by the House and 
Senate. 

Mr. HOPE. The gentleman still has 
not answered my question. I asked a 
question which he can answer by “Yes” 
or “No.” 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman knows 
that it will be necessary to have consid- 
erable debate on this resolution before 
it is enacted. Explanation of the view- 
points of diferent Members with regard 
to the particular problem that he has in 
mind will be made during the course of 
the debate. It seems to me that, realiz- 
ing the emergency nature of the situa- 
tion we are facing, the gentleman should 
not require me- to enter into a lengthy 
discussion of that subject matter before 
granting unanimous consent to consider 
the resolution. 

Mr. HOPE, Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr, Speaker, will the 
gentleman reserve his objection? 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I will re- 
serve my objection for the time being; 
yes. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER, May I try to answer the 
gentleman’s question? I regard this as 
a very important matter. Ordinarily, of 
course, I would just let the matter rest 
on the gentleman’s objection, but I think 
it is very important that we try to get 
funds for the Department that is prac- 
tically immobilized, with no travel ex- 
pense money, no contingent expense 
money, no money for miscellaneous ex- 
penses, no money for salaries coming due 
Wednesday. If there is anything I can 
do to satisfy the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, I shall be very glad to do it. Any- 
thing I may say to the gentleman is 
merely an expression of my individual 
opinion. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. TARVER. I have not yet an- 
swered the gentleman from Kansas, if 
the gentleman will permit me to continue, 

There are some members of the con- 
ference committee who conceive that this 
Janguage would be susceptible of the in- 
terpretation indicated by the gentleman; 
that is, that sale of farm commodities 
would be prohibited; that is that the use 
of funds by the Commodity Credit Corpo- 
ration for that purpose would not be per- 
mitted. This is not my opinion. I feel 
that this proviso has been amended, as 
to the sale of grains, by the Senate and 
that this subject matter is in disagree- 
ment and therefore it is not one of the 
provisions of the bill which is in agree- 


Mr. 
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ment and that therefore the sale of such 
commodities as was done last month, and 
the month before and all during the fis- 
cal year 1942 could be continued during 
the effectiveness of this resolution and 
without limitation, because I do not con- 
cede that the limitation as to the sale of 
grains is made effective by the provisions 
of this joint resolution. 

Does that answer the gentleman’s 
question? 

Mr. HOPE. It certainly seems to me 
it ought to be possible for this committee 
to bring in a resolution upon which its 
own members can agree as far as inter- 
pretation is concerned; until the com- 
mittee can do that I am constrained to 
object. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman withhold his objec- 
tion? 

Mr. HOPE. For the time being, but I 
am going to object. 

Mr. TARVER. If the gentleman is 
going to object, of course, that is up to 
him. The committee having unani- 
mously agreed on this resolution the 
gentleman is undertaking the responsi- 
bility of saying that funds shall not be 
provided to the Depariment of Agri- 
culture and its various agencies although 
eight Members of the House subcommit- 
tee agreed on this resolution. When the 
gentleman speaks of the subcommittee 
as not having agreed on it he talks of 
something about which he is either not 
advised himself or is not correctly rep- 
resenting the facts to the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The gen- 
tleman says that the committee has 
brought in a report on which they are 
unanimous. They are unanimous in 
asking consideration of this resolution, 
but they cannot yet tell us what the reso- 
lution will do if it is passed. 

Mr. TARVER. I can tell the gentle- 
man what it will do in my judgment. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. But the 
gentleman has just finished doing that. 

Mr. TARVER. I am not responsible 
for what the gentleman or anybody else 
may say. I have told the gentleman that 
the members of the subcommittee were 
in accord on this resolution and I have 
told him what the resolution means; 
that is as far as I can go. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield fur- 
ther? 

Mr. MICHENER. I have the reserva- 
tion of objection; I yield to the gentle- 
man from Virginia. : 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I think 
the gentleman from Georgia ought not 
to get excited about the matter. 

Mr. TARVER. Iam not nearly as ex- 
cited as is the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I am not 
excited at all about it. 

Mr. TARVER. Then neither of us is 
excited. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The gen- 
tleman ought to appreciate the difficulty 
of the ordinary Member of the House in 
knowing what to do or what not to do 
when he and his colleagues on the con- 
ference committee have differences of 
opinion as to what this will do if we pass 
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it. If the gentleman from Georgia and 
his subcommittee on this agriculture bill 
will just give us an opportunity to con- 
sider the recommendations which the 
President of the United States has in- 
sisted should be followed, I believe the 
Congress is ready to vote for them. I 
think the gentleman ought to give us 
that opportunity. 

Mr. TARVER. May I say to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia that when this bill 
was last before the House I invited any 
Member of the House who might feel so 
inclined who desired to offer a substitute 
motion on the matter of the limitation 
in the Commodity Credit Corporation 
part of the bill to do so. The gentleman 
from Virginia offered nothing, nor did 
those others who are in opposition to the 
position of the Subcommittee on Agricul- 
ture Appropriations with regard to sub- 
parity sales. 

If the gentleman desires to object to 
this joint resolution which will provide at 
least temporary funds for the month of 
July while the conference committee 
gives further consideration to this mat- 
ter, that is his privilege. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. First of all, may I say 
to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Hope] that I think the explanation made 
by the gentleman from Georgia is cor- 
rect; that is, under the resolution as 
presented I am satisfied it will permit 
the sale of owned and controlled com- 
modities by the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration. That is the reason I disagree 
with the resolution, and if no one else 
offers an amendment I propose to do so 
which will restrict those sales for this 
30-day period. I want to make clear to 
the gentleman from Kansas, and I think 
to the gentleman from Virginia, that 
that is exactly what this resolution does. 
It will permit the sales of those com- 
modities because they are operating un- 
der the 1942 act where there is no re- 
striction whatsoever. I disagree with the 
President and I disagree with the Senate 
on that. 

Mr. TARVER. If consideration of the 
resolution is permitted, the House will 
have the opportunity to vote on the mat- 
ter upon which the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia insists and do what is desired in 
the light of present circumstances. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. May I 


“ask the gentleman from Illinois if it is 


his contention that the matter of limi- 
tation against the sale of Government- 
owned or Government-controlled stocks 
of farm commodities at Jess than parity 
price is tied up in the items for the sev- 
eral limitations that relate to it? That 
is not in disagreement. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. . The gentleman is 
probably referring to the first proviso 
in the paragraph dealing with the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation, but that pro- 
viso is modified by three other amend- 
ments that the Senate has inserted. I 
agree with the gentleman from Georgia 
that the pending resolution now upon 
the desk will not restrict the sale of con- 
trolled and owned grain by the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation. 
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Mr, CASE of South Dakota. Does not 
the gentleman feel. that is a debatable 
question at least because that particular 
limitation is not in disagreement and 
is not in the hands of the conferees? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. No. The gentleman 
has got to read that proviso in terms of 
modifying provisos which were inserted 
by the Senate. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. May I make this 
observation to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas? I entertained the same thought 
myself, but in view of the statement 
made by the chairman of the subcommit- 
tee of the House conferees, backed up by 
the gentleman from Illinois, it seems to 
me that the intent of the House and 
the Senate, if the resolution is adopted, 
is clearly conveyed to the Department 
that so far as the sale of Government- 
controlled stocks are concerned during 
the continuing period the resolution 
would run the provisions of the bil) for 
the last fiscal year will apply. Certainly 
the observation made by the gentleman 
from Georgia, backed up by the gentle- 
man from Mlinois, both members of the 
conference committee of the House, 
would support that interpretation by the 
Department of Agriculture, particularly 
if the gentleman from Illinois is going 
to offer an amendment. The offering of 
that amendment would be a powerful 
piece of evidence in determining the in- 
tent of the Congress. For those reasons, 
and in view of the emergency situation 
that exists, in view of the frank state- 
ment made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, although the gentleman from 
Kansas had difficulty getting it, and I can 
understand that, and in view of the 
frank statement made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN], I hope the 
gentleman will not object to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HOPE. Does not the gentleman 
think the committee ought to be able to 
bring in a resolution which will leave no 
doubt as to whether sales were or were 
not authorized? 

Mr. McCORMACK. That is always 
preferable. The answer to that is very 
simple. But under the circumstances, 
under the emergency that exists, the 
probabilities are that this represents the 
best composite view that the majority of 
the conferees could agree upon, and with 
the explanation of the gentleman from 
Georgia, certainly strongly supported by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRK- 
sen], who is going to offer an amendment 
it seems to me that if the resolution is 
adopted it will be construed that during 
the continuing period the sale of Govern- 
ment-controlled stocks would be per- 
mitted and is so intended by the Con- 
gress. 

Mr. REED of New York. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. REED of New York. I would like 
to ask a specific question that has been 
answered in generalterms. There was a 
provision in the bill which I think I had 
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something to do with putting in that I 
want to inquire about. While the ques- 
tion has been answered in general terms, 
I am wondering if that provision in the 
bill providing for the sale of grain below 
parity for the purpose of stock feeding 
and for the manufacture of industrial 
alcohol in the interest of the war effort 
is still in there and will be operative under 
this resolution. 

Mr. TARVER. May I say to the 
gentleman that in my interpretation of 
the language of the bill as far as it has 
been agreed upon there is no inhibition 
against the sale of grain for any purpose, 
industrial alcohol or feed purposes or 
anything else. In other words, the De- 
partment could continue for this tempo- 
rary period, in my opinion, to sell grain 
just as it sold grain up to July 1. While 
his specific amendment is still in dis- 
agreement, yet there is no inhibition 
whatever in the resolution against the 
sale of grain for any purpose. 

Mr. REED of New York. The gentle- 
man has answered that very specifically 
and very clearly. However, I was hoping 
that you could agree on that amendment, 
at least for the purpose of the war. The 
dairy sections of the country that need 
this feed are asking for it, because the 
Government is requesting that they pro- 
duce more dairy products under the 
lend-lease obligations and for home con- 
sumption and for alcohol for war pur- 
poses. It seems to me you could have 
agreed on that. 

Mr. TARVER. Certainly the conferees 
tried to agree on every provision of the 
bill and the conferees and the House 
agreed on amendment numbered 84 
which provides for the use of grain for 
ethyl alcohol, butyl alcohol, acetone, and 
rubber, if that is the particular subject 
matter in which the gentleman is con- 
er The House itself has agreed to 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. If 
the gentleman from Kansas had been on 
the floor this morning he would have 
heard the gentleman from Georgia make 
the statement, and he would have heard 
the gentleman from Missouri ask certain 
questions about it, which indicate that 
the limitation on the sale of these com- 
modities is definitely in the bill. 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman is mis- 
taken, may I say to him, as to what I 
said to the gentleman from Missouri this 
morning. I said that there was a differ- 
erence of opinion with regard to the 
effect of the limitations in the bill, and 
that is what I say now. But I say also 
that in my opinion the Department 
could proceed under the provisions of the 
joint resolution with the sale of the 
grain just as it did prior to July 1 of the 
present year. The question of whether 
or not it ought to be permitted to do 
that is to be raised by the amendment 
to be offered by the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr, Dirksen], and the House will 
then have the opportunity to again de- 
termine for itself whether or not during 
this temporary period covered by the 
joint resolution it desires to place such 
an inhibition on the use of the Com- 
modity Credit: Corporation funds. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I 
merely tried to point out that the gen- 
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tleman from Missouri was as well satis- 
fied that the reverse was true. 

Mr. McCORMACK. May I ask the 
gentleman from Georgia if it is his in- 
tention in offering the resolution that it 
shall permit during that period the sale 
ot the Government-controlled commod- 
ities? 

Mr. TARVER. Ican only repeat what 
I have already said as to my individual 
belief as to what the resolution means, 
I do think that when the gentleman from 
Illinois offers the amendment which he 
proposes to offer the House will have an 
opportunity then to definitely determine 
what it wants to do with reference to 
including such a prohibition in this tem- 
porary resolution. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman from Michigan yield to me? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, 

Mr. HOPE. I am just as anxious as 
anyone to see this controversy settled. 
It has dragged along too long already. 
But I do not think we are going to settle 
it by bringing in a resolution today which 
does not settle anything and as to the 
meaning of which even the members of 
the committee which brought it in can- 
not agree. All that is needed here is a 
simple continuing resolution to continue 
the appropriation for 30 Gays, and in the 
meantime these other matters can be 
settled. 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman has ref- 
erence to continuing the 1942 appropri- 
ations? 

Mr. HOPE. Yes; that could be done. 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman knows 
that the 1942 appropriations are on the 
basis of approximately 60 percent more 
than the appropriations in the pending 
bill, which have been agreed upon by the 
House and Senate, and would involve ex- 
penditures at the rate of approximately 
60 percent more for the month of July 
than would be possible if this resolution 
is adopted. 

Mr. HOPE. Then why not bring in a 
continuing resolution continuing the ap- 
propriations for 30 days at the rate of 60 
percent of the 1942 appropriation? 

Mr. TARVER. That is exactly what 
we haye done. This is a resolution to 
make available for 30 days the appropri- 
ations upon the basis of the amounts of 
appropriations to which the House and 
Senate have already agreed. 

Mr. HOPE. It contains something 
more than that. 

Mr. TARVER. It contains nothing 
more than that, except provision for the 
four items which are in dispute as be- 
tween the House and Senate, and as to 
which it is provided that expenditures 
may continue upon the same basis as for 
the last fiscal year. That is all there is 
in it. There is nothing under cover here, 
This is something that all the House con- 
ferees agreed upon, and the Senate has 
agreed it will accept. Certainly I hope 
the gentleman will not be disposed to 
object. 

Mr. HOPE. The House conferees may 
have agreed upon the language but they 
have not agreed upon what it means, 
Until they can agree on what it means, 
I do not understand how the rest of us, 
who have had only the opportunity of 
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listening to the resolution being read 
from the rostrum, can expect to have 
any understanding of what the resolu- 
tion means. 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman is a 
member of the great Committee on Agri- 
culture. Does he mean to say that on 
any controversial matter that committee 
with unanimity on the part of every sin- 
gle member of the committee has been 
able to agree on what every provision in 
some important bill may have meant? 

Mr. HOPE. I think so. 

Mr. TARVER. That is certainly a 
very unusual situation, I may say. 

Mr. MI Mr. Speaker, it 
seems that we are taking a lot of time 
and making much ado about nothing. 
On this same matter we marched up the 
hill and down again the other day. I 
am going to ask the chairman of the 
subcommittee if he has any assurance 
on the part of the Senate conferees that 
this new resolution—a House joint reso- 
lution—will be received favorably by the 
Senate in case the House again marches 
up the hill today. 

Mr. TARVER. I have already assured 
the House no less than 3 times today— 

Mr. MICHENER. I do not care what 
the gentleman has assured, can he tell us 
yes or no? 

Mr. TARVER. Yes; I can tell you 
again that the representatives of the Sen- 
ate, or the chairman, rather, of the sub- 
committee of the Senate which has con- 
trol of the bill in the Senate, has assured 
me that the Senate will agree to the lan- 
guage of this joint resolution. I am 
sorry if the gentleman failed to hear that 
statement made earlier in the day. 

Mr. MICHENER. I did not. = hear 
it now, and I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman is quite 
welcome. 

Mr. MICHENER. I understand that 
the Senate has taken some action on a 
continuing resolution and that that reso- 
lution has gone to the printer. Is that 
similar to this resolution? 

Mr. TARVER. AsIam informed the 
Senate has taken some action upon the 
bill H. R. 7349, not a resolution, which 
passed the House on last Thursday. 
That action, as I am informed, was to 
substitute provision for expenditures for 
the month of July upon the same basis 
as for the fiscal year 1942, which, as I 
have already stated, would involve ex- 
penditures at a very much greater rate 
than would be possible under the joint 
resolution which I have submitted. 

Mr. SHORT. Regular order, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the joint 
resolution? 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that I may 
extend my remarks in the Recorp in 
four different respects and in all of them 
to include excerpts from letters I have 
received. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [M1. WASIELEWSKI] is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 


PRICE CONTROL AND PARITY 


Mr. WASIELEWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
some time ago we passed a so-called 
price-control bill. I voted against the 
measure for several reasons, chief among 
which was the fact that it failed to pro- 
vide control of all the elements that de- 
termine the price of a commodity, or 
service. 

During the past several weeks, not- 
withstanding the imperfections of this 
legislation, we have had some control of 
prices, though the result is not altogether 
satisfactory. 

However, whatever semblance of price 
control we now enjoy is seriously threat- 
ened by the demands being made by a 
majority of the House membership that 
the Government-owned wheat and corn, 
now rotting and wasting in warehouses, 
must not be sold for less than parity, 
even if it is to be used only for cattle 
feed and the manufacture of industrial 
alcohol. The alcohol is to be used in the 
manufacture of synthetic rubber and for 
other war purposes. The cattle to feed 
our armed forces and those of the United 
Nations. 

Should this parity group prevail in 
its demands, then most certainly the cost 
of meats, foodstuffs, and war materials 
will rise in price. Naturally, an increase 
in wages will follow, and so along the 
way will the costs of all other commodi- 
ties. We will again witness and experi- 
ence that much-dreaded era of infla- 
tion. Who will benefit from such se- 
quence of events? No one. But, we will 
all suffer. 

The purchasing power of the dollar 
will have decreased. Frugal people, who 
hoped to live from their saving, will be 
hardest hit. Persons livirg from an- 
nuities and pensions will suffer untold 
hardships. Farmers, white collar work- 
ers, small businessmen, industry, the 
Wage earners—all will lose in the long 
run, though for a moment they may feel 
they have more money to spend. They 
will soon learn that this increase of dol- 
lars will purchase less than they could 
buy with their previously smaller earn- 
ings. Bankruptcy, ruin—that is the 
price of inflation. 

There is no Member in this body who 
does not fully sympathize with the prob- 
lems of the farmer, and is most anxious 
for his welfare. But, in these times cer- 
tainly the farmer does not need, nor 
want to be coddled. He is doing very 
well for himself without insisting upon 
parity for grain unfit for human con- 
sumption—or soon to be so. In the Mil- 
waukee Journal of June 30, 1942, we find 
the figures released that day by the 
United States Department of Agricul- 
ture, stating that the national farm in- 
come for 1941 was $11,830,000,000, com- 
pared with $9,096,000,000 in the previous 
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year. The 1941 income was made up of 
$6,450,000,009 from livestock and live- 
stock products, $4,794,000,000 from crops, 
and $586,000,00C from Uncle Sam. 

The farmers’ income from the Gov- 
ernment in 1940 was $765,799,000, and 
in 1939 it was $807,065,000. The farmer’s 
ability to increase his earnings in thea 
face of the decreasing Government ben- 
efits certainly is indicative that he can 
get on without the need of a legislative 
price enactment, which, in the final 
analysis, is but a subsidy. 

Mr. Speaker, I have the highest esteem 
and regard for the gentlemen who are 
not in accord with my views on this sub- 
ject. They are all good, honorable men, 
following the dictates of their reason 
and conscience. I know they have no in- 
tention of bringing about inflation, nor 
in any manner hampering our war pro- 
gram. It is not likely that my remarks 
will convert any of them ts my views, 
but I felt it my duty to impart my opin- 
ion on this most serious and contro- 
versial subject matter, i 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri {Mr, PLOEsER] is recognized for 5 
minutes. 


THE PLOESER RECORD—THE WHOLE 
TRUTH 


Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, when, 
in 1940, I asked the people of the city of 
St. Louis and St. Louis County to elect 
me to Congress I did so with the distinct 
understanding that my promises to the 
people would be kept. 

Two promises of paramount impor- 
tance were: 

First. To build strong our national de- 
fense. 

Second. To do everything within my 
power to keep us out of war. 

Both promises were kept to the best 
of my ability. I confidently feel that I 
have kept the faith. I offer my record 
as the best evidence of my performance. 

A REPORT TO THE PEOPLE 

After 18 months of service, I believe 
the people are entitled to a true report 
from the record. Half-truths are old in- 
ventions insidiously revived for the con- 
struction of bigger lies by the group 
which is working unceasingly for one- 
party system of government. The purge 
has failed, with rare exception, because 
the most propagandized lies meet failure 
when confronted with the whole truth. 
Every constituent of every Congressman 
is entitled to a look at the CONGRESSIONAL 
RecorD. I have asked the Library of 
Congress to assist in the preparation of 
the Ploeser record. Copy of this rec- 
ord, on the subjects of national de- 
fense, intervention, and war, follows: 
VotTine RECORD oF Hon. WALTER C, PLOESER, 

MEMBER SEVENTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS FROM 

TWELFTH DISTRICT—MISSOURI 
BILLS LISTED COMPRISE SUBJECTS OF NATIONAL 

DEFENSE—INTERVENTION—WAR 
(Vote record by Library of Congress. Cita- 
tions, daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD) 

January 22, 1941, H. R. 1437: Additional 
shipbuilding facilities for the United States 
Army. (A national defense bill.) 

Division of vote: Yea, 382; nay, 2. 

Republican vote: Yea, 150; nay, 1, 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See p. 275, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 
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February 8, 1941, H. R. 1776: Lend-lease 
bill. An act to authorize the President to 
lend, lease, or give American Army and Navy 
equipment and money and supplies to any 
foreign nation he selected. 

On motion to recommit, with instructions 
to credit Great Britain not exceeding $2,000,- 
000,000 for purchase of defense articles in the 
United States. (Aid to Britain short of war.) 

Division of vote: Yea, 160; nay, 263. 

Republican vote: Yea, 149; nay, 10. 

PLoeser voted yea (yes). 

(See p. 849, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

(Act of intervention.) 

On passage: 

Division of vote: Yea, 260; nay, 165. 

Republican vote: Yea, 24; nay, 135. 

PLogser voted nay (no). 

(See pp. 849-850, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

March 21, 1941, H. R. 4124: Fifth supple- 
mental national defense appropriation ($3,- 
776,393,254) for United States Army and Navy. 
(A national defense bill.) 

Division of vote: Yea, 327; nay, 0. 

Republican vote: Yea, 126; nay, 0. 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See pp. 2546-2547, CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD.) 

May 7, 1941, H. R. 4466: Ship seizure bill. 
On motion to recommit to committee with 
instructions to amend with the provision that 
the fiagships of nations at war when seized 
shall not be turned over to nations at war 
or used for promoting their naval objectives. 

Division of vote: Yea, 160; nay, 220. 

Republican vote: Yea, 137; nay, 13. 

PLOESER voted yea (ye). 

(See p. 3806, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

(Act of intervention.) 

On passage: 

Division of vote: Yea, 266; nay, 120. 
Republican vote: Yea, 51; nay, 100. 
PLOEsER voted nay (no). 

(See p. 3807, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

May 22, 1941, H. R. 4671: Plant protection 
force for naval shore establishments. (A na- 
tional defense bill.) 

On amendment providing for appointment 
of personnel without regard to civil-service 
laws. 

Division of yote: Yea, 270; nay, 40. 

Republican vote: Yea, 108; nay, 17. 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(Bill passed without dissent.) 

(See pp. 4438-4439, CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD.) 

Extension of the Selective Service Training 
Act. 

August 12, 1941, House Joint Resolution 
222: 

On passage: 

Dion of vote: Yea, 203; nay, 202. 

Republican vote: Yea, 21; nay, 133. 

PLOESER voted nay (no). 

Missouri Members voted: Duncan, Demo- 
crat, yea; Bell, Democrat, yea; Sullivan, Dem- 
ocrat, yea; Zimmerman, Democrat, yea; 
Cochran, Democrat, nay; Cannon, Democrat, 
nay; Bennett, Republican, nap; Nelson, Dem- 
ocrat, nay; Short, Republican, nay; Shannon, 
Democrat, nay; Williams, Democrat, nay; 
Ploeser, Republican, nay. 

Division of vote: Yea, 4; nay, 8; Romjue, 
Democrat, absent. 

(See p. 7227, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

October 17, 1941, arming merchant vessels, 
to amend the Neutrality Act of 1939. (A bel- 
ligerent act.) 

House Joint Resolution 237. On passage— 

Division of vote: Yea, 259; nay, 138. 

Republican vote: Yea, 39; nay, 113. 

PLOESER voted nay (no). 

(See p. 8250, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

Senate amendment, lifting ban on entry 
of United States vessels in belligerent ports. 

Division o vote: Yea, 212; nay, 194. 

Republican vote: Yea, 22; nay, 137. 

PLorser voted nay (no). 

(See p. 9116-9117, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 
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December 5, 1941, H. R. 6159; Third sup- | of the United States to accept decora- 


plemental national defense appropriation 
bill. (A national defense bill.) 

On passage— 

Division of vote: Yea, 309; nay, 5. 

Republican vote: Yea, 122; nay, 4. 

PLOESER voted yea (yez). 

(See pp. 9739-9740, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

December 7, 1941—Pearl Harbor 

December 8, 1941, House Joint Resolution 
254: Declaration of war against Japan. 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See p. 9782, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

December 11, 1941, Senate Joint Resolution 
120: Declaration of war against Italy. 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See pp. 9919-9920, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

December 11, 1941, House Joint Resolution 
256: Declaration of war against Germany. 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See pp. 9918-9919, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

January 8, 1942, H. R. 5727: On amend- 
ment to transfer the Office of Civilian De- 
fense to the War Department. (Civilian De- 
fense bill.) (Finally defeated.) 

Division of vote: Yea, 187; nay, 168. 

Republican vote: Yea, 138; nay, 5. 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See pp. 157-158, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

January 23, 1942, H. R. 6448: Fourth sup- 
plemental national defense appropriation 
bill. (A war bill.) 

Division of vote: Yea, 396; nay, 0. 

Republican vote: Yea, 152; nay, 0. 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See p. 639, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

January 27, 1942, H. R. 6460: Navy Depart- 
ment appropriation bill, 1943. (A war bill.) 

Division of vote: Yea, 388; nay, 0. 

Republican vote: Yea, 148; nay, 0. 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See pp. 782-783, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

February 17, 1942, H. R. 6611: Fifth sup- 
plemental national defense appropriation bill, 
1942. (A war bill.) 

Division of vote: Yea, 371; nay, 0. 

Republican vote: Yea, 131; nay, 0. 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See pp. 1416-1417, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

March 16, 1942, S. 2208: Second war powers 
bill, (A war bill.) 

On conference 

Division of vote: Yea, 315; nay, 22. 

Republican vote: Yea, 133; nay, 7. 

Prorser voted yea (yes). 

(See p. 2583, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

May 13, 1942, S. 2025: Pay Readjustment 
Act, 1942. On amendment to raise pay of 
enlisted men in the sixth and seventh 
grades. (Minimum, $50 per month.) 

Division of vote: Yea, 332; nay, 28. 

Republican vote: Yea, 133; nay, 11. 

PLOEsSER voted yea (yes). 

On passage— 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See pp. 4282-4283, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

May 26, 1942, S. 2250; Mobilization of small 
business. (Defense of small business.) 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See p. 4734, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

June 18, 1942, H. R. 7184: Navy Depart- 
ment authorization, $8,550,000,000. (A war 
bill.) f 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See p. 5568, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

June 23, 1942, H. R. 7280: War Department 
appropriation ($42,820,000,000). (A war bill.) 

PLOESER voted yea (yes). 

(See p. 5702, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 


ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS, ORDERS, 
MEDALS, AND EMBLEMS OF COBEL- 
LIGERENT NATIONS AND CREATION OF 
THE DECORATION “LEGION OF MERIT” 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (S. 2404) to authorize ofi- 
cers and enlisted men of the armed forces 


tions, orders, medals, and emblems ten- 
dered by governments of cobelligerent 
nations or the other American republics 
and to create the decorations to be 
known as the legion of merit, and the 
medal for merit, with House amend- 
ments, insist on the House amendments 
and agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- ` 
tucky? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Mr. May, Mr. Harter, Mr. 
THOMASON, Mr. ANDREWS, and Mr. SHORT. 


PROMOTION OF OFFICERS ON RETIRED 
LIST 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (H. R. 6081) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to promote on the 
retired list officers who were decorated 
and recommended for promotion for dis- 
tinguished service during the World War 
and who have not attained the rank to 
which recommended,” so as to confer on 
officers above the rank of brigadier gen- 
eral the same retirement privileges now 
enjoyed by other. officers, with a Sen- 
ate amendment, and agree to the Senate 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 
as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to promote on 
the retired list officers who were decorated 
and recommended for promotion for distin- 
guished service during the World War and 
who have not attained the rank to which rec- 
ommended,’ so as to confer on any commis- 
sioned officers of the Army retirement privi- 
leges provided in the act of June 13, 1940.” 


Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, as I understand, 
this bill has already passed the House. 

Mr. MAY. Yes; and the Senate has 
amended the title to correspond with the 
main section of the bill. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was concurred 


in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
SALE OF GOVERNMENT-OWNED FARM 
COMMODITIES 


Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 2 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, it occurs to me that possibly 
the controversy over this parity provision 
in the agricultural appropriation bill has 
extended beyond the merit of the lan- 
guage that has been used. The basic 
provision reads as follows: 

Provided further, That none of the funds 


made available by this paragraph shall be 
used for administrative expenses connected 
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with the sale of BOE. og or Govern- 
ment-controlled stocks farm commodities 
at less than parity price as defined by the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act, etc. 


It will be noted that there is no pro- 
hibition against the use of the stocks by 
the Government itself; the limitation is 
only against sale at less than parity. 
That language is not in disagreement; 
it is not in the hands of the conferees. 
The questions at issue in conference re- 
late to additional provisos that lift that 
restriction, rather than intensify it. 
Consequently the basic limitation is the 
maximum restriction and it only pro- 
hibits the use of funds here for expenses 
connected with the sale of Government- 
owned or Government-controlled stocks 
of farm commodities. In other words, 
regardless of what comes out of the con- 
ference controversy, the Government can 
use any of the grain owned by the Gov- 
ernment-controlled agency, the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation, for any 
purpose for which it sees fit, without 
regard to what it may have cost the Gov- 
ernment to acquire it. A perfect prece- 
dent for that is in the interpretation 
given by the Solicitor for the Commodity 
Credit Corporation on the use of Govern- 
ment-owned stocks of cotton. In that 
matter, the Government has used and is 
using the Government-owned stocks of 
cotton for the making of cotton uniforms. 
The Solicitor has held that is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota has expired. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute longer. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. By the 
same token, the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration, as a Government agency, could 
go to a distiller and ask for a bid on so 
many thousand gallons of grain alcohol 
and say, “We will provide the grain for 
it and retain title to it through the proc- 
essing,” and thus avoid, if you care to use 
that term, the entire limitation. I be- 
lieve that if that is done and the Gov- 
ernment were thus to contract for the 
manufacture of grain alcohol and there- 
by start the production of synthetic rub- 
ber from grains, that we would create a 
real market for surplus farm products. 
Furthermore, if this is done, it will be 
found that there is no controversy in the 
parity paragraph except that relating to 
the sale of wheat for feed. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Does the gentleman 
feel that under the language of existing 
law any quantity of grain could be con- 
verted into alcohol for the making of 
rubber? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. If the 
Government retains the title to it 
throughout, absolutely. Both under ex- 
isting law and under the language pro- 
posed in the appropriation bill. z 

Mr. MURDOCK. I agree that such 
ought to be the law, because I am con- 
vinced of the wisdom of that process, and 
believe that we are going to manufac- 
ture rubber from alcohol made from ag- 
ricultural products. We must produce 
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our rubber in this country and derive it | lerton Rancheria in connection with the Cen» 


from the inexhaustible resources of the 
soil. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota has again 
expired. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the REcorp and include an 
article appearing in the magazine Amer- 
ica, regarding West Point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED 


Bills of the Senate of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 


8.2308. An act providing for taxation by 
the States and their political subdivisions of 
certain real property acquired for military 
purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

S. 2440. An act for the relief of the Bridge- 
port irrigation district; to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation. 

8.2515. An act to amend the Federal Ex- 
plosives Act, as amended, by removing from 
the application of the act explosives or in- 
gredients in transit upon aircraft in con- 
formity with statutory law or rules and regu- 
lations of the Civil Aeronautics Board; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

5. 2554. An act to provide that the trans- 
mountain tunnel constructed in connection 
with the Colorado-Big Thompson project 
shall be known a. the Alva B. Adams tunnel; 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation, 

S. 2568. An act to establish additional com- 
missioned warrant and warrant grades in the 
United States Navy, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

§. 2570. An act to provide for the sale by 
the Superintendent of Documents of copies 
of certain historical and naval documents 
printed by the Government Printing Office; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

§. 2581. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of War to convey to the people of Puerto Rico 
certain real estate now under the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

S. 2591. An act to authorize the exchange 
of lands between the War Department and 
the Department of the Interior; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

§.2593. An act to provide for the reim- 
bursement of certain Navy personnel and 
former Navy personnel for personal property 
lost or damaged as a result of the fire which 
destroyed the Administration Building, Naval 
Operating Base, Norfolk, Va., on January 26, 
1941; to the Committee on Claims. 

§.2606. An act to amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940 by making 
it a criminal offense to possess unlawfully or 
to reproduce various certificates issued pur- 
suant thereto; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

S. 2619. An act to amend Article of War 114 
so as to broaden the power to administer 
oaths and take acknowledgments; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the House of the following 
titles, which were thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 2989. An act to authorize the use of a 
tract of land in California known as the Mil- 


tral Valley project, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 4153. An act for the relief of Cleaver 
Kelley; 

H. R. 4242. An act for the relief of the Cor- 
bitt Co.; 

H. R. 4604. An act for the relief of Doris 
Mongol Rai; 


H. R. 5439. An act for the relief of Joseph 
Soulek; 


H. R. 5845. An act for the relief of Alvira 
Manfredi; 

H. R. 6702. An act to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a district judge for the north- 
ern district of California in order to fill a 
vacancy in the office of an additional district 
Jaage heretofore authorized for such district; 
an 

H.R 7137. An act to amend the Agricul- 
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended, 
with respect to marketing quotas for peanuts, 
and for other purposes. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 3 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues- 
day, July 7, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND 
FISHERIES 


The Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries will hold a public 
hearing on Thursday, July 9, 1942, at 10 
a. m., on H. R. 1616, to amend Section 
509, as amended, of the Merchant Ma- 
rine Act, 1936. 


COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
will hold a public hearing on Tuesday, 
July 14, 1942, at 10:30 a. m. in room 247, 
House Office Building, on H.-R. 5031, 
H. R. 5144, H. R. 5167, and H. R. 5236, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1788. A letter from the Chairman of the 
Board of War Communications, transmitting 
a draft of a proposed bill to amend section 606 
of the Communications Act of 1934 for the 
purpose of granting to the President in time 
of war certain powers to waive compliance 
with, modify, or suspend in whole or in part 
the operation of certain provisions of the 
Communications Act of 1934; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

1789. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury transmitting the annual report of 
the Federal Bureau of Narcotics, for the cal- 
endar year ended December 31, 1941; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

1790. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
Agriculture, transmitting a draft of a pro- 
posed bill to authorize the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to adjust titles to lands acquired by 
the United States which are subject to his 
administration, custody, or control; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

1791. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of Agriculture, transmitting a recommenda- 
tion for the consideration by the House of a 
bill to amend section 19 of the Federal High- 
way Act of November 9, 1921 (42 Stat. 216, 
amended June 18, 1934, sec. 10, 48 Stat. 995; 
23 U. S. C. 20), relating to the annual and 
special reports submitted by the Secretary 
of Agriculture and the Federal Works Ad- 
ministrator to the Congress on forest roads 
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and trails and highways; to the Committee 
on Roads. 

1792. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a report from 
the Federal Works Agency, with regard to a 
survey of public works in the Virgin Islands 
together with cost estimates for each project 
made in this survey; to the Commitiee on 
Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XUI, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. NICHOLS: Select Committee to Inves- 
tigate Air Accidents. House Resolution 125 
and House Resolution 403. Resolutions con- 
cerning an accident which occurred January 
16, 1942, when Transcontinental & Western 
Air, Inc., crashed against Potosi Mountain, 
Las Vegas, Nev.; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2323). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 


Under clause 2 of rule XXII, the Com- 
mittee on Pensions was discharged from 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7346) 
for the relief of Charles Knox, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. PAGAN: 

H.R. 7352. A bill to provide a greater de- 
gree of self-government to the Territory of 
Puerto Rico; to provide for the election of the 
Governor by the people of Puerto Rico and, 
to that effect, to amend the Organic Act of 
Puerto Rico; and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: 

H.R. 7353. A bill recognizing The Ameri- 
can’s Creed as the national creed of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan: 

H.R, 7354. A bill to establish Divisions of 
Air Warfare, the Navy and the Army as co- 
equal divisions under a Department of Na- 
tional Defense; to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Executive Departments, 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: 

H. J. Res. 330. Joint resolution to provide 
for the proper observance of the twenty-fifth 
anniversay of The American's Creed; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN of Mi 

H. J. Res. 332. Joint resolution ma provide 
for the recognition by the United States 
Government of the National Government of 
Korea; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

H. J. Res. 333. Joint resolution to provide 
for the recognition by the United States 
Government of the National Government of 
India; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

H. Res. 516. Resolution to amend rule XI, 
section 48, to require regular meeting dates 
for standing committees of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; to the Committee on Rules, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 

$176. By Mr. BEITER: Petition of the Bap- 
tist Missionary Society, of Lancaster, N. Y. 
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urging passage of the Sheppard bill (S. 860) 
to prohibit the sale of all alcoholic liquors in 
or near military camps or naval bases; to the 
Committee'on Military Affairs. 

8177. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of 
37 citizens of Altoona and Runnells, Iowa, 
urging passage of Senate bill 860 as a part 
of our national defense program; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

3178. By Mr. CULKIN: Petition of the 
Methodist Sunday School of Dexter, N. Y. 
favoring Senate bill 860, to prohibit sale of 
alcoholic beverages on or near Army camps 
and naval bases; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

3179. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the 
members of the Men's Junior Bible Class of 
the Free Methodist Church of Butler, Pa., 
urging the passage of Senate bill 860, com- 
monly known as the Sheppard bill; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

3180. By Mr. JONES: Petition of Helen 
Malich and 102 citizens of Mercer County, in 
support of Senate bill 860; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

$181. By Mr, LAMBERTSON: Petition of 
Clara Alexander and the East Topeka Wom- 
en’s Christian Temperance Union, requesting 
the passage of Senate bill 860; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

3182. Also, petition of Nettie Haworth and 
42 citizens of Tonganoxie, Kans., urging the 
passage of Senate bill 860; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

$183. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
California State Council of Defense, at Sac- 
ramento, Calif., regarding rationing of gaso- 
line in California and conserving of rubber; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

$184. Also, resolution of the California 
State Council of Defense, at Sacramento, 
Calif., relative to social-security laws; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

3185. By Mr. SHAFER of Michigan: Peti- 
tion of approximately 800 citizens of the 
Third Michigan Congressional District, op- 
posing enactment of legislation restricting 
sale of beer in the vicinity of military estab- 
lishments, or any other place; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE 
` Tuespay, Juty 7, 1942 


(Legislative day of Thursday, July 2, 
1942) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock noon, on 
the expiration of the recess. 

The Reverend Thomas M. Kilduff, 
O. D. C., prior of the Discalced Carmelite 
Fathers, Washington, D. C., offered the 
following prayer: 


We pray Thee, O God of might, wis- 
dom, and justice, through whom au- 
thority is rightly administered, laws are 
enacted, and judgment decreed, assist, 
with Thy spirit of counsel and fortitude, 
the President of these United States, 
that his administration may be con- 
ducted in righteousness, and be emi- 
nently useful to Thy people, over whom 
he presides. 

Let the light of Thy divine wisdom di- 
rect the deliberations of Congress, and 
shine in all the proceedings and laws 
framed for our rule and government; so 
that they may tend to the promotion of 
national happiness, the increase of in- 
dustry, sobriety, and useful knowledge, 
and may perpetuate to us the blessings 
of equal liberty. 
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We recommend likewise to Thy un- 
bounded mercy all our fellow citizens 
throughout the United States, and espe- 
cially the heroes of our defense, so that, 
being preserved in union, they may be 
blessed in the observance of Thy holy 
law. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. Barkiey, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 
dar day Monday, July 6, 1942, was dis- 
pensed with, and the Journal was ap- 
proved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL OF BILLS 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that on 
July 3, 1942, the President had approved 
and signed the following acts: 

8.1957. An act to establish the naval pro- 
curement fund, and for other purposes; and 

S. 2454. An act to prescribe the relative 
rank of members of the Navy Nurse Corps 
in relation to commissioned officers of the 
Navy, and for other purposes. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. s 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Davis Murdock 
Andrews Downey Norris 
Balley Ellender Nye 
O'Mahoney 
Bankhead Gillette pper 
Barkley Guffey Radcliffe 
Bilbo urney 
Bone Hatch Reynolds 
Brooks Hayden Russell 
Bunker g Schwartz 
Burton Hill Shipstead 
Butler Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla 

Capper Lee Thomas, Utah 
Caraway Lodge Tobey 
Chandler McKellar Tunnell 

vez ary Tydings 
Clark, Idaho Maybank Wagner 
Connally Mead 
Danaher Millikin 


Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. CLARK} is absent 
from the Senate because of illness, 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Brown], the Senator from South Da- 
kota {Mr. BuLtow], the Senator from 
Mississippi {Mr. Doxey], the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE], the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Green], the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. HUGHES], 
the Senator from Colorado (Mr. JOHN- 
son], the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Lucas], the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. Matoney], the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. McCarran], the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. McFartanp!, the Senators 
from Montana [Mr. Murray and Mr. 
WHEELER], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
O’DantEL], the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. Overton], the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Roster], the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr, Smatuers], the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH], the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. SPENCER], 
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the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. STEW- 
ART], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
TRUMAN], the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. Van Nuys], the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. WALLGREN], and the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WatsH] are necessarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] and the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Hotman] are 
absent on public business. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Avs- 
TIN], the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Barzsour], the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Brewster], the Senator from North 
Dakota {Mr. Lancer], the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Tart], the Senator from Wis- 
consin (Mr. Witey], and the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr, WILLIS] are neces- 
sarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-eight 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 


VISIT TO SYNTHETIC RUBBER PLANT 


Mr, GILLETTE. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to make a statement in which Sen- 
ators may be interested. The subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry is planning to make a trip 
to Philadelphia on the train leaving Fri- 
day at 10 o’clock, for the purpose of 
inspecting the Publicker plant, which is 
putting into operation the Polish process 
for making synthetic rubber. A number 
of Senators have suggested that they 
would like to go along. Iam making the 
announcement for the information of 
all the Members of the Senate, and of 
course we should be very glad to have all 
Senators who may be able to do so join 
the party. The train will leave at 10 
o’clock, and we shall be back in Wash- 
ington at approximately 4 o’clock in the 
afternoon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (S. 2404) 
to authorize the officers and enlisted men 
of the armed forces of the United States 
to accept decorations, orders, medals, and 
emblems tendered them by governments 
of cobelligerent nations or other Ameri- 
can republics and to create the decora- 
tions to be known as the Legion of Merit 
and the Medal for Merit, disagreed to by 
the Senate; agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and that 
Mr. May, Mr. Harter, Mr. THOMASON, 
Mr. ANDREWS, and Mr. SHORT were ap- 
pointed managers on the part of the 
House at the conference. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6081) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
mote on the retired list officers who were 
decorated and recommended for promo- 
tion for distinguished service during the 
World War and who have not attained 
the rank to which recommended,” so as 
to confer on officers above the rank of 
brigadier general the same retirement 
privileges now enjoyed by other officers. 

The message further announced that 
the House had passed the following bills, 
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in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 


H.R, 7145. An act to authorize the. Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
and the Secretary of the Interior to make ex- 
changes with the Defense Homes Corpora- 
tion of certain lands in northwest Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes; and 

H.R. 7235. An act to amend the District of 
Columbia Emergency Rent Act. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 


S. 2109. An act authorizing the Secretary 
of War to sell and convey to the town of 
Marmet, W. Va., two tracts of land to be 
used for municipal purposes; 

8. 2553. An act to create the title of flight 
officer in the Army air forces, to amend the 
Army Aviation Cadet Act, and for other pur- 
poses; 

S. 2565. An act to amend sections 12A and 
19 of the Federal Reserve Act, as amended; 

S.2599. An act authorizing the head of 
the department or agency using the public 
domain for war purposes to compensate hold- 
ers of grazing permits and licenses for losses 
sustained by reason of such use of public 
lands for war purposes; and 

H. R: 6081. An act to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to promote on the retired list 
officers who were decorated and recommended 
for promotion for distinguished service dur- 
ing the World War and who have not at- 
tained the rank to which recommended,” so 
as to confer on any commissioned officer of 
the Army retirement privileges provided in 
the act of June 13, 1940. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were each read 
twice by their titles and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia: 


H. R.7145. An act to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia and the Secretary of the Interior to make 
exchanges with the Defense Homes Corpora- 
tion of certain lands in northwest Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes; and 

H.R. 7235, An act to amend the District 
of Columbia Emergency Rent Act. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 


TRAFFIC IN OPIUM AND OTHER DANGEROUS 
Drucs 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the annual re- 
port of the Federal Bureau of Narcotics for 
the year ended December 31, 1941 (with an 
accompanying report); to the Committee on 
Finance. 


EXPENDITURES UNDER CERTAIN DEFENSE AP- 
PROPRIATIONS 


‘A letter from the Secretary of War, sub- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a confidential re- 
port as of June 16, 1942, of expenditures 
made or authorized from appropriations un- 
der the head of “ ting production” in the 
1941 and 1942 National Defense Appropria- 
tion Acts (with an accompanying report); to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

PuBLIC WORK NEEDS, VIRGIN ISLANDS 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report received from the Federal Works 
Agency of a survey of public works in the 
Virgin Islands (with an accompanying re- 
port); to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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ADJUSTMENT OF TITLES TO CERTAIN LANDS BY 
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of Agri- 
culture, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation to authorize the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to adjust titles to lands acquired by 
the United States which are not subject to 
his administration, custody, or control (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 


AMENDMENT OF SECTION 606 OF THE COMMUNI- 
CATIONS AcT 


A letter from the chairman of the Board 
of War Communications, transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation to amend sec- 
tion 606 of the Communications Act of 1934 
for the purpose of granting to the President 
in time of war certain powers to waive com- 
pliance with, modify, or suspend in whole or 
in part the operation of certain provisions of 
the Communications Act of 1934 (with an 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 


PETITIONS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 


By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
A concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of New Jersey; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency: 


“Senate Concurrent Resolution 


“(By Mr. Pascoe, of Union County. Intro- 
duced and adopted by the senate June 15, 
1942, and concurred in by the house of 
assembly June 15, 1942) 


“A concurrent resolution memorializing the 
Congress of the United States to provide 
that all rationing, including the rationing 
of gasoline, be made national in scope 


“Whereas it has become necessary to ration 
certain commodities in the United States 
in order to insure successful prosecution of 
the present wars; and 

“Whereas the people of New Jersey, in their 
patriotism and in their desire to make every 
possible contribution to our armed _ forces, 
loyally submit to any rationing which will 
contribute to our war effort; and 

“Whereas rationing of commodities has 
been made national in scope, except in the 
case of gasoline, which also involves the use 
of rubber, another important war essential, 
in which case the rationing thus far applies 
only along the seaboard but includes the 
whole State of New Jersey; and 

“Whereas when rationing becomes neces- 
sary, all the people should be called upon to 
make the same sacrifice and no discrimina- 
tion or favoritism allowed; now, therefore, 
be it 

“Resolved by the Senate of the State of 
New Jersey (the House of Assembly concur- 
ring). 

“1, The Legislature of the State of New 
Jersey respectfully requests and petitions the 
Congress of the United States of America to 
provide that all rationing, including the ra- 
tioning of gasoline which also involves the 
use of rubber, another important war essen- 
tial, be made national in scope so that when 
sacrifice is to be made by citizens of the 
United States, all citizens will be called upon 
to make the same sacrifice. 

“2. The secretary of the senate is directed 
to transmit copies of this concurrent resolu- 
tion to the President of the United States, 
to the Secretary of the Senate of the United 
States, to the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, to each Mem- 
ber of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives from the State of New Jersey, and to the 
Honorable Leon Henderson.” 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 

A petition of sundry citizens of the State 
of Maryland, praying for the enactment of 
Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alco- 
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holic liquor and to suppress vice in the 


vicinity of military camps and naval estab- 
lishments; ordered to lie on the table. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND SUP- 
PRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILITARY 
CAMPS—PETITION 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I pre- 
sent for appropriate reference and ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp, without the signatures at- 
tached, a petition praying for the enact- 
ment of Senate bill 860, known as the 
Sheppard bill, for the protection of mili- 
tary camps. This petition is signed by 
numerous adult citizens of Hays, Kans. 
Their appeal meets with my hearty sup- 
port. 

There being no objection, the petition 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed in the Recorp, without the sig- 
natures, as follows: 

We, the undersigned adult citizens of the 
United States, desire the prohibition of the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating bever- 
ages within the United States of America for 
the duration of the present national emer- 
gency. 

We respectfully request Members of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives to 
vote for the passage of the Sheppard bill, S. 
860, and to also use their influence for the 
passage of this bill. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND SUP- 
PRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILITARY 
CAMPS 


Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recond and appropriately referred a 
letter received by me from the South 
Carolina Baptist Young Woman’s Auxil- 
iary under date of July 2, 1942. The let- 
ter expresses the wishes of some of my 
constituents. I feel it to be my duty as 
the junior Senator from South Carolina 
to ask unanimous consent of all the Sen- 
ators that the letter be printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as asked by those 
who sent it. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Ruwcecrest, N. C., July 2, 1942. 
Senator Burnet R. MAYBANK, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR MAYBANK: The South Caro- 
lina delegation attending the Baptist Young 
Woman’s Auxiliary Camp at Ridgecrest, N. C., 
numbering approximately 100 young women 
who represent 525 groups of young women 
in Baptist churches in South Carolina, voted 
unanimously to send you this letter with the 
request that you have it printed in the CoN- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp, or by some other means 
bring it to the attention of the Senate of the 
United States, as expressing our fervent peti- 
tion for the speedy enactment of the Shep- 
pard bill, S. 860. : 

We are informed that a move to recommit 
the said bill to the Committee on Military 
Affairs is being considered, and we are fear- 
ful that such an action would result in 
smothering the measure. We beseech the 
Senate not to recommit this bill, but insist 
instead that it be brought to vote immedi- 
ately. 

As a body of intelligent and patriotic young 
women we are alarmed by the governmental 
policy and our War Department's practice 
of permitting the sale of beer and other in- 
toxicating beverages to our soldiérs, either on 
or off the military reservations. Our Na- 
tion’s defenders should be protected by ap- 
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propriate legislation against exploitation by 
the liquor and beer trade, if they are ex- 
pected adequately to defend our country in 
war. We can have no confidence in a war 
poliey which includes access of our soldiers 
and sailors to alcoholic beverages, 

Most of us have brothers, fathers, or sweet- 
hearts in the armed service of our country. 
Their health and morale are of primary con- 
cern to us. We are conscientious objectors 
tc the sabotage of manpower now evident 
among the military and naval forces of the 
United States, which results from their con- 
sumption of alcoholic beverages. 

By this letter of petition, and in the pro- 
found conviction that the action herein re- 
quested is vital to winning the war, we re- 
spectfully and earnestly call upon the Senate 
to bring to vote, and to enact without further 
delay, the bill known as S. 860. 

SOUTH CAROLINA BAPTIST 
Youna WOMAN’S AUXILIARY, 
RUTH PROVENCE, 
Young People’s Secretary of Woman’s 
Missionary Union, South Carolina. 
Sara ANN Carr, Columbia, S.C. 
JULIA JoHNson, Charleston, S. C. 
AzīLE Pace, Pickens, S. C. 
Special South Carolina Committee. 


REPORTS OF THE MILITARY AFFAIRS 
COMMITTEE 


The following reports of the Committee 

on Military Affairs were submitted: 
By Mr. KILGORE: 

S. 2364. A bill for the relief of former First 
Lt. William J. Tepsic, One Hundred and Sey- 
enty-sixth Field Artillery; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 1537). 

By Mr. SCHWARTZ: 

H.R. 7242. A bill to authorize temporary 
appointments in the Army of the United 
States of officers on duty with the Medical 
Administrative Corps; with an amendment 
(Rept. No, 1538). 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

8.2645. A bill to amend Article of War 

6044; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. McNARY (for Mr. BARBOUR): 

8. 2646. A bill for the relief of Ralph B. 

Coleman; to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT OF CIVILIAN PILOT TRAIN- 
ING ACT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Tuomas of Oklahoma) laid before the 
Senate a message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives announcing its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H, R. 5695) to amend the Civilian 
Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as to provide 
for the training of civilian aviation tech- 
nicians and mechanics, and requesting a 
conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendment, agree to the 
request of the House for a conference, 
and that the Chair appoint the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. BAILEY, 
Mr. Ciark of Missouri, and Mr. McNary 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 
CEREMONIES IN MEMORY OF LOUIS 

SCHLEIFER—ADDRESS BY SENATOR 

BARBOUR 

[Mr. McNARY asked and obtained leave 


to have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by Senator Barsour at the Jewish 
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Center, New York City, on June 30, 1942, 
at the ceremonies held in honor and mem- 
ory of Louis Schleifer, private first class, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


WARTIME BANKING—ADDRESS BY C. B. 
UPHAM, DEPUTY COMPTROLLER OF 
THE CURRENCY 
[Mr. BARKLEY asked and obtained leave 


to have printed in the Recorp an address on 
the subject Opportunities and Safeguards 


in Wartime Banking, delivered by C. B. Up- 


ham, Deputy Comptroller of the Currency, 
at a meeting of the Credit Clinic, American 
Bankers’ Association, at Chicago, IIl., on April 
17, 1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 
INDEPENDENCE DAY ADDRESS BY MAYOR 
BERMUDEZ, OF JUAREZ, MEXICO 

[Mr. CHAVEZ asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by Hon. Antonio Bermudez, mayor 
of Juarez, Mexico, at El Paso, Tex., during the 
celebration of American Independence Day, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


DECENTRALIZATION OF WAR EFFORT— 
ARTICLE BY RICHARD L. NEUBERGER 
[Mr. HILL asked and obtained leave to have 

printed in the Recorp an article by Richard 

L. Neuberger entitled “Decentralize the War 

Effort—Now!” published in the June issue of 

Pree America, which appears in the Ap- 

pendix.] 

THERE ARE NO HERRENVOLK—EDITO- 
RIAL FROM THE NEW ULM JOURNAL 
[Mr. SHIPSTEAD asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the Appendix an editorial 

entitled “There Are No Herronvolk” pub- 

lished in the New Ulm Journal of June 16, 

1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 

AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL SERVICE LIFE 

INSURANCE ACT, AS AMENDED 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 2543) to 
amend subsection (3) of section 602 (d) 
of the National Service Life Insurance 
Act, as amended, and for other purposes, 
which was, on page 7, line 5, to strike out 
“part” and insert “Part.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate concur in the amendment of the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LOANS ON CERTAIN 1942 CROPS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2585) to provide that loans 
on the 1942 crop of corn, wheat, rice, cot- 
ton, tobacco, and peanuts shall be made 
at a rate equal to the parity price. 

THE FARMERS IN OUR WAR ECONOMY 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
desire to make a few brief observations 
vo morning with respect to the pending 


No one, I think, is more ready than I 
to acknowledge the superlative service 
that has been rendered to agriculture by 
the distinguished authors of this meas- 
ure. Throughout my service in this body 
I have never known any two Members 
who were more sincere and able in their 
defense of agriculture than the sponsors 
of this bill. 

Nevertheless, I feel that it would be a 
great mistake to pass the bill at this time. 
Iam convinced that to do so would be 
to sacrifice an opportunity that is now 
presented to the Congress and to the 
Government to bring about a complete 
solution—or at least as nearly a complete 
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a solution as possible—of the overwhelm- 
ing problem of inflation. 

It is acknowledged that the bill deals 
with only five farm commodities and 
that, with respect to these, some of them 
are already above.parity. It is acknowl- 
edged that the total income derived by 
farmers from the sale of these five com- 
modities represents considerably less 
than 50 percent of the total farm income. 


Therefore, a bill which undertakes to 
provide Government loans on a 100-per- 
cent parity basis for 5 out of at least 150 
separate commodities, and for those who 
raise less than half of the total agri- 
cultural output, is not and cannot be a 
solution of the agricultural problem. 

It is a most unfortunate fact that the 
country as a whole does not receive from 
the various information outlets a correct 
understanding of the farm problem or of 
the facts which surround it. It is im- 
possible to pick up a newspaper, and it is 
practically impossible to turn the dial 
upon a radio, without receiving misinfor- 
mation with respect to the fundamental 
problems of agriculture. One would be 
convinced by reading the editorials of the 
country and listening to radio comments 
on the Washington story, that the farm- 
ers are rolling in wealth, that agricul- 
tural prices have risen to such a point 
that the cost of living of the country is 
threatened with reaching the strato- 
sphere, and that all industry, except ag- 
riculture, is suffering because of the bene- 
fits and privileges which agriculture has 
received at the hands of the Government. 
Nothing could be farther from the truth. 


THE TRUTH ABOUT FARM PRICES 


Mr. President, last week, on the 30th 
of June, the Department of Agriculture 
issued a statement entitled “Parity 
Prices: What They Are and How They Are 
Calculated.” That statement ought to be 
given wide circulation. It is difficult to 
expect that, however, because the parity 
concept is such a complicated and tech- 
nical one. This pamphlet contains 10 
pages of tables showing parity prices; 
first, the prices of more than 143 com- 
modities during the base period, the par- 
ity prices of these various commodities 
so far as they have been calculated on 
June 15, 1942, the average prices for 1941 
and 1942, and the current prices as of 
June 15, 1942, when such prices are avail- 
able. 

I took the trouble to examine this table 
to determine for myself whether or not 
farm commodities had reached parity. 
I confess, Mr. President, that I was 
amazed at what I discovered. I knew, 
of course, from my study of the farm 
problem that farm prices for the most 
part had not reached parity, but it never 
occurred to me that I should find from 
an examination of this table that many 
farms prices today are lower than they 
were during the base period, and yet the 
fact is that out of more than 143 sepa- 
rate farm commodities listed in this table 
more than 50 percent, on the 15th of 
June 1942, were bringing to the producers 
a price less than the price those same 
commodities were bringing during the 
base period. That period, except for 
a few commodities, includes the years 
1909-14. 
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We all know that the theory of parity 
was & perfectly simple matter. It was 
that the policy of the Government 
should be such as to make the agricul- 
tural industry self-supporting. The 
farmers of the country had no thought 
of going on the dole. The farmers of 
the country had no thought of asking 
that they should be paid bonuses and 
subsidies out of the Treasury. Their 
only purpose was that the Government 
should come to their assistance at a 
time when, after 25 years of constant de- 
cline, they were hoping against hope 
that a method would be found to place 
agriculture once more upon a self-sup- 
porting basis. 

Mr. President, great progress was made 
toward that end under the leadership of 
the distinguished statesman who presides 
over the Senate now as the Vice President 
of the United States. But I believe that 
there is no one in or out of the De- 
partment of Agriculture, in or out of any 
farm organization, who will contend that 
it was ever the purpose to make agricul- 
ture the permanent beneficiary of bo- 
nuses and subsidies paid out of the Fed- 
eral Treasury. We were hoping tha>the 
time would come when by balancing pro- 
duction and consumption agriculture 
would be able to support itself. 

Some progress was being made toward 
that end, slowly, of course, but agricul- 
ture was a depressed industry. Then 
came the war, the involyement of the 
United States in the conflict, the tre- 
mendous increase of industrial output, 
the conversion of private industry to war 
work, and the sudden and sharp and tre- 
mendous increase of wages and salaries 
and income payments in industry. The 
United States was placed upon a war 
footing, and huge production of bombs, 
and battleships, and airplanes, and all 
the munitions and equipment of war 
created a demand for labor such as had 
not before existed in this country. 

We can pay tribute, Mr. President, to 
the great achievement of American in- 
dustry. We know that the output of in- 
dustry now is greater than was even 
imagined was possible at the time the 
country became actually involved in the 
war. But there has been, as a result of 
that, a tremendous increase in the pur- 
chasing power of the people of the coun- 
try. Mr. Leon Henderson, the head of 
the Office of Price Administration, talks 
about the inflationary gap of $17,000,- 
000,000. That, of course, is the excess of 
purchasing power over the value of the 
civilian commodities which are offered 
for sale. 

In 1939, for example, we were produc- 
ing civilian supply in this country at the 
rate of about seventy-five billion or 
seventy-six billion dollars. It is now at 
least down to $65,000,000,000. But the 
total amount of income payments has 
tremendously increased, and it is esti- 
mated, as I understand it, that there is 
about eighty-two billions of income avail- 
able to buy sixty-five billions of goods. 
Yet while that transformation has been 
going on, Mr. President, the sad fact re- 
mains that only a portion of agricultural 
prices have reached parity. 

- Naturally those. who are at work in 
manufacturing centers and in the big 
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cities are concerned about the cost of 
living; and when at the corner grocery 
the prices of ‘food products rise, as the 
prices of food products have risen, it is 
only natural that the consumers should 
assume that great wealth was pouring 
in to the farmer. But the facts, as 
shown by the table to which I have just 
referred, clearly indicate that such is not 
the case. Not only is it true, as I re- 
marked a moment ago, that more thari 50 
percent of the farm commodities listed 
in this pamphlet are now below the prices 
which they were bringing during the 
base period 1909 to 1914, or 1929 to 1939, 
and so forth, whatever the base period 
was, but actually 60 percent of them are 
still below parity. 
MANY FARM PRICES BELOW PARITY 


Mr. President, that seems to me to be 
the basic and all-important fact that is 
altogether too greatly neglected in our 
thinking about this problem. If it be 
true, as it is true, that 60 percent of all 
farm commodities are even at this mo- 
ment below parity, then it seems to me to 
be inescapable that the course for. us to 
follow is in the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry to undertake a broad study 
of this problem and make it clear to the 
country that the farmers do not consti- 
tute the privileged class which the coun- 
try is being led to believe they constitute. 

The great difficulty I find in this fight 
against inflation is that it is being con- 
ducted by those who by training and ex- 
perience have the metropolitan and 
urban point of view. 

They have the point of view of the 
salaried worker. They do not have the 
point of view of the independent pro- 
ducer. They do not understand the po- 
sition in which the independent pro- 
ducer finds himself. Naturally they have 
colored all the information which pro- 
ceeds from Washington with respect to 
this problem with the false assumption 
that all agriculture has been raised to a 
profitable level. It is not on a profitable 
level; and a proposal to make Govern- 
ment loans at parity to those who pro- 
duce five crops does not begin to solve 
the problem. 

I feel, Mr. President, that the sponsors 
of this bill, Who have done such able and 
diligent work for the farmers of America 
in the past eight or ten years, can add 
to their achievement by, taking the bill 
back to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry and making it clear to the 
country and to the Congress that, if we 
are to preserve the democratic system, 
agriculture must be made and kept self- 
supporting. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. REED, Let me ask the very able 
Senator from Wyoming whether or not 
in his opinion the general misunder- 
standing which exists in the minds of 
many persons, particularly in the indus- 
trial region, as to the situation of agri- 
culture and what we call parity prices, 
arises from the fact that many persons 
instinctively compare present. prices with 
the prices.at the depth of the depres- 
sion, from 1932 to 1936, and immediately 
come to the conclusion that the increase 
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from that period to the present time has 
been so great as to be unreasonably gen- 
erous with the farmers? What does the 
Senator have to say in that respect? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY., I quite agree with 
the Senator. I think he has stated ex- 
actly the cause of this misunderstanding. 
Prices have risen a little above the level 
which they occupied at a time when we all 
know that agriculture was in such a de- 
pressed state that everybody said, “Cer- 
tainly, we will make benefit payments 
and parity payments out of the Federal 
Treasury, because it must be done if agri- 
culture is to be saved.” 

Mr. REED. Iam sure the Senator will 
agree that agriculture was absolutely 
prostrate in those years. Had that price 
level been continued for a substantial 
period of time, it would have been impos- 
sible for agriculture to carry on. 

Let me trespass upon the patience of 
the Senator from Wyoming to relate a 
little personal incident. T have a daugh- 
ter who was married in 1933. She then 
became a housewife in her own right. 
During the past few months I received a 
letter from her in which she was com- 
plaining of the increase in the prices of 
food products which, for the first time 
in her life, she herself was handling. 
She told me that they had doubled in 
price since she was married. 

I wrote to her very promptly that she 
came from a family the father of which— 
I would not say the head; that would be 
inaccurate—had for a iong time been 
studying the agricultural problem, and 
that she was making the mistake of com- 
paring the prices which she is paying 
today with the prices which she paid 
when she was first married, in 1933. I 
wrote to her substantially what I have 
said to the Senator from Wyoming, that 
a comparison of present prices with 
prices at the depth of the depression is 
wholly misleading. It is the comparison 
which most persons instinctively and nat- 
urally make. It is the comparison upon 
which a false psychology is promoted by 
eastern newspapers, magazines, and pe- 
riodicals, and by certain sources in 
Washington. It is wholly unfair to the 
farmers, to agriculture, and to the farm 
States. It is not a healthy thing for 
the country. 

I beg the pardon of the Senator for 
interjecting these remarks. I feel very 
strongly on this subject. We are not 
asking any favors for the farmer, indi- 
vidually or collectively. All we are ask- 
ing is justice. I concur in what the 
Senator from Wyoming has said. He has 
said it before. He has been a very able 
and effective advocate in this body of 
the interests of agriculture. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a brief observation? 

Mr, O’MAHONEY. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from New Mexico, after thanking 
the Senator from Kansas for his generous 
remarks. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. A few minutes ago the 
Senator from Wyoming called attention 
to the prices of farm groceries, and sought 
to compare the prices which the house- 
wife now pays with those which she paid 
12 months or more ago. We cannot 
blame the housewife in Washington for 
complaining that prices have risen. The 
difficulty is that she is trying to blame 
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the farmer for that condition. When 
she goes to the corner grocery store, or 
to a chain store in Washington, and sees 
that a can of peas, corn, or some other 
commodity is up 3 or 4 cents, she does 
not realize that the farmer had very little 
to do with that increase, because the 
pack of the particular commodity is 2 
or 3 years old. Today’s prices are being 
charged on goods which were bought at 
prices which the Senator from Wyoming 
indicated a little while ago. 

Mr, O’MAHONEY. The Senator is 
quite correct in his comment. The fact 
of the matter is that the costs of distri- 
bution of food products are greater than 
the cost of producing them. In other 
words, on the whole the farmer receives 
scarcely more than 50 percent of the 
consumer's dollar. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. There is not a Senator 
who does not know that every bit of 
canned goods in the average grocery 
store is a part of the pack of last year 
or the previous year. Nevertheless, when 
the housewife purchases such goods she 
pays present-day prices. 

PROVISIONS OF THE PRICE CONTROL ACT 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. Iam very glad the 
Senator has alluded to that subject, be- 
cause it moves me to comment upon a 
certain provision of the Price Control 
Act. This provision was written into the 
law with the agreement of both Houses 
of the Congress, nd the agreement of 
the President when he signed the meas- 


“ure. Let me read it, because it deals 


with the recent announcement of the 
Price Control Administrator that he had 
been compelled to increase the ceiling on 
certain canned goods by 15 percent. 

The provision to which I refer is sec- 
tion 3 (c): 

No maximum price shall be established or 
maintained for any commodity processed or 
manufactured in whole or substantial part 
from any agricultural commodity below a 
price which will reflect to the producers of 
such agricultural commodity a price for 
such agricultural commodity equa] to the 
highest price therefor specified in subsection 
(a). 

The purpose of that provision of the 
Price Control Act, which is the law of the 
land, was to make certain that the pro- 
ducer of agricultural commodities should 
not be victimized in the distribution of 
food products, and that when prices were 
being fixed upon any commodity in its 
distributive form, so to speak, those prices 
should be such as to furnish the pro- 
ducer the standard of return which the 
Congress, and the President, by approv- 
ing the act, indicated was the standard 
upon which agriculture should be main- 
tained. 

Mr. President, when the Office of Price 
Administration issued the general maxi- 
mum order no regard was paid to that 
provision. The general maximum order 
was issued without respect to the distri- 
bution, as between the producer, the 
canner, the packer, and the distributor, 
of the price which the housewife pays for 
a can of berries, 

Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. President, will the 


Senator yield? 
Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I am always inter- 


ested in the remarks of the very able 
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Senator from Wyoming on agricultural 
matters. I have followed him with a 
great deal of interest in this instance. 

Of course, the Senator knows that the 
principal agricultural commodity pro- 
duced in my State is cotton. The pro- 
ducer of cotton does not receive any- 
where near 50 percent of the ultimate 
price paid by the consumer. I do not 
have the figures before me at present; 
but it is my recollection that the last 
time I had them before me they showed 
that the cost of the raw cotton which 
went into a woman’s dress sold for ap- 
proximately $1.50 was only about 12 or 14 
cents. A great part of the ultimate cost 
of the cotton garment never reaches the 
farmer, but is received by the processor 
and the distributor. 

I should like to point out that under 
the prices fixed by the Office of Price 
Administration a ceiling price of less 
than 20% cents a pound on cotton is 
used, whereas under the clear terms of 
the Price Control Act, no price should 
be fixed on cotton garments until a price 
of 2144 cents a pound on cotton has ac- 
crued to the producer of that commodity. 
The Office of Price Administration not 
only disregarded the price ceiling on the 
raw cotton and the provision that no 
price should be fixed on processed goods 
in contravention of their powers to fix 
prices on the raw commodity, but an- 
nouncement was made that a price 
which was lower than that fixed by the 
Congress had been used in arriving at a 
ceiling on the prices of products of cot- 
ton which were found in the retail es- 
tablishments of this country. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, the 
remarks of the Senator from Georgia, so 
clear, so concise, are interesting to me 
because they point directly at another 
fault in the condition which now exists. 
Every other Senator, like the distin- 
guished and able agricultural leader from 
Georgia, who undertakes to try to protect 
his agricultural constituents by getting 
at the truth of his situation is being rep- 
resented to the country at large as a 
patronage seeker, and every word that we 
say is portrayed to the country as though 
pitched upon the low level of patronage 
grabbing, whereas, as a matter of fact, 
I know that every informed voice which 
has been raised on the issue of the ad- 
ministration of the Price Control Act 
and its effect upon the farmer has been 
stimulated by a recognition of the fact 
that the farmer’s case is not well repre- 
sented in the Office of Price Administra- 
tion, and that the plain mandate of the 
law has been disregarded. 

Mr. President, I do not mean to say 
that that was done intentionally; be- 
cause, as I have repeatedly asserted upon 
this floor, I have the highest confidence 
in Mr. Henderson. I have great admira- 
tion for his ability, and I believe that he 
is honestly trying to do a good job in 
performing one of the most difficult tasks 
that ever was delegated to any particular 
man. As a matter of fact, he himself 
says that the task which the Office of 
Price Administration has marked out for 
itself is of greater magnitude than any 
which ever was assumed by any other 
agency. I think that is true; I know it 
is true. However, Mr. President, the 
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plain standards laid down by the highest 
law-making power of this Government 
under the Constitution have been disre- 
garded; and not only that, but state- 
ments and announcements proceed from 
Washington all of which contribute to 
the misunderstanding of the position of 
the farmer. 


FRUIT PRICES HAVE NOT RISEN 


Take, for example, the statement which 
was issued by Mr. Henderson on July 1. 
It was one of the releases handed out 
so frequently by all of us to set forth the 
facts in the case. Curiously enough, it 
was addressed to the housewives of the 
Nation on the eve of the appearance of 
Mr. Henderson before the Appropriations 
Committee to seek an increase of the ap- 
propriation which had been allowed him 
by the House of Representatives. I read 
the following paragraph from the quoted 
statement: 


Growers’ prices for fruit have risen sharply 
under the parity formula, and because of the 
standards set in the Price Control Act, can- 
not be prevented from climbing to levels 
at least 110 percent of parity. Canning apri- 
cots which last year cost the canners about 
$45 a ton, this year can yield to growers $67 
& ton. 


I ask the Members of the Senate to 
observe the language— 


Oe yee Se) 1) G67 1% | 8, 


I submit that if I wanted to make the 
charge that that language was selected 
for a subtle purpose, to veil the facts, I 
could make « most plausible argument in 
justification of the charge. However, I 
choose to believe that the sentence was 
written rather in the great haste and 
under the pressure of the tremendous 
task which the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration has shouldered. But let me 
again read the preceding sentence: 

Grower's prices for fruit have risen sharply 
under the parity formula, and because of 
the standards set in the Price Control Act, 
cannot be prevented from climbing— 


And so forth. Let us see whether that 
statement is supported by the facts. I 
have before me the statement of the 
Department of Agriculture dated June 
30, 1942, listing the various fruits which 
go into the can, upon which the 15 per- 
cent increase was granted. Among other 
fruits, strawberries are listed. During the 
base period 1923 to 1929, strawberries for 
processing were yielding to the farmer 
$2.51 a crate. That, Mr. President, was 
during the period from 1923 to 1929. 
During the years 1941 and 1942, the av- 
erage price of strawberries for processing 
was $1.82, or 69 cents below the price in 
the base period, 13 to 19 years ago. The 
Parity price as of June 15, 1942, was 
$2.48; but if I am asked, “What was the 
market price of strawberries on June 15, 
1942?” I cannot tell, and Mr. Henderson 
cannot tell, and no one in his organiza- 
tion can tell, because there was no price 
for canning fruit on the 15th of June 
1942. The canning and drying seasons 
have not yet opened for most fruits. At 
the very moment when that sentence was 
written— 

Grower’s prices for fruit haye risen sharply 
under the parity formula— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


there were no figures, no statistics, no 
sales of canning strawberries upon which 
the sentence could be based; and the av- 
erage price for 1941 and 1942 was 69 
cents a crate below the price of straw- 
berries in the base period. 

Who, then, Mr. President, can say to 
the housewives of the Nation that the 
growers of strawberries are responsible 
for the 15-percent increase in the gen- 
eral maximum? It cannot be said, be- 
cause it is not true. There is not a single 
iota of fact or fancy upon which a state- 
ment of that kind can be based; and that 
is true with respect to practically every 
fruit. Let me read from the list which 
is set forth: 

Pears for canning: Base price, $53.54 a 
ton; 1941-42 price, $41.43 a ton. 

Dried pears: Base price, $202.12 a ton. The 
average price for 1941-42 was $139.70. 

Prunes for canning: Base price, 1919-29, 
$36.63 a ton, The average price for 1941-42 
was $25.46. 


And so the list goes, Mr. President. 
Cherries, sour and sweet, grapes, and 
raisins are listed. The price of raisins 
during the base period 1919 to 1929 was 
$105.80 a ton. The average price for the 
years 1941 and 1942 was $80.60 a ton. 

In the face of those facts, how can it be 
alleged that the agricultural industry of 
America is responsible for the increased 
cost of living? The plain fact, Mr. Pres- 
ident, is that agriculture is still a de- 
pressed industry. What other industry 
in the country is still producing commod- 
ities to sell at less than those commodi- 
ties were bringing 19 years ago? 

The Congress of the United States, 
seeking to reestablish agriculture upon 
a self-supporting basis, adopted the 
parity formula, and then when the war 
came, said to the Office of Price Admin- 
istration, “You shall not fix prices in 
such a fashion as to reduce the prices 
the farmer receives for his commodities 
below the ceilings mentioned in the act.” 

THE FARMER'S RISING COSTS 


Oh, but it is said by those of little un- 
derstanding, who are not familiar with 
the facts, “Why, you farmers wrote into 
that bill 110 percent of parity. What do 
you want? Is not that a shocking thing 
to do while the country is at war—i10 
percent of parity.” 

We know why that was done, but the 
country is not told. We know that was 
done because when the parity formula 
was devised no provision whatsoever was 
made to take into consideration the cost 
to the farmer of labor. 

The parity formula, the editorial 
writers of New York will easily assert, 
was intended to keep agriculture in the 
same relative position it occupied before 
the last war, because it provides that 
parity shall be that ratio between the 
price which the farmer receives and the 
price which he pays for the commodities 
he uses on the farm, his machinery, his 
taxes, and so forth. Unfortunately, this 
other factor of wages was left out. 

But what has happened to agricul- 
tural wages? The same thing has hap- 
pened there that is happening wherever 
the impact of this war effort is found. 
Prices go up; wages go up. 
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Mr. President, I believe in good wages 
for agricultural labor; I was one of those 
who supported the Sugar Act with its 
provision against child labor upon the 
farm and with its provision for the 
recognition of the worker on the farm. 
Of course, the laborer who receives sub- 
standard compensation ought to be paid 
more money. No one will quarrel with 
that objective. The substandard worker 
in industry ought to receive better pay. 
No person who is looking at the tre- 
mendous social and economic crisis of 
his country can deny that that must be 
done. But what we are doing now in 
the administration of the Price Control 
Act is to crush the farmer and reduce 
him to a lower standard than that which 
he occupied during the previous 20 
years, and the frank statement is made 
that the purpose is to cut the cost of 
living in thc urban communities, and 
then to subsidize the farmer so that he 
will produce. When that is undertaken, 
Mr. President, on a broad scale through- 
out the country, then we shall have 
sealed the doom of free enterprise; then 
we shall have made one whole great 
segment of our economy completely de- 
pendent upon subsidy from the Federal 
Treasury. 

Where is the money coming from? 
How easy it is, Mr. President, for the 
Administrator to come to the Capitol and 
talk to members of the Appropriations 
Committee and members of the Banking 
and Currency Committee about paying a 
subsidy. A subsidy out of what? With 
$56,000,000,000 of debt, a debt so great 
that no imagination can conceive it, yet 
it is suggested that Congress appropriate 
money, $500,000,000 or $1,000,000,000, in 
order to subsidize production. Do we 
not know that the Government has no 
money to put into its Treasury out of 
which the subsidy must come except that 
which it takes by taxation from its citi- 
zens; and when it destroys the free enter- 
prise of its citizens it destroys the source 
of its income and is inviting disaster? 

I picked up the newspaper last evening 
and found an Associated Press story 
emanating from Mr. Philip Reed, for- 
merly of the War Production Board—or 
perhaps the word “formerly” should not 
yet be applied to him, but Mr. Reed is 
soon to go abroad as an aide to Mr. W. 
Averell Harriman—saying that 25,000 
little business firms in this country stand 
in danger of extinction by the first of 
October. Are we going to put them ona 
subsidy, too? And if we do, what hap- 
pens to democracy? 

I was talking, however, about wages 
paid by the farmer and the fact that such 
wages are not included in figuring the 
parity price. With the wage rates from 
1910 to 1914 regarded as 100, we find that 
this is what has happened to the farm 
wage rates: In 1935, 103; in 1936, 111; 
in 1937, 127; in 1938, 125; in 1939, 123; 
in 1940, 126; in 1841, 147; in January 
1942, 166; in March 1942, 167; in April 
1942, 177. There is a rising cost of pro- 
duction which the farmer is obliged to 
face, and which those in the Senate and 
the House who understand the farm 
problem saw coming, and so they de- 
clared that price ceilings on agricultural 
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commodities should not be below 110 per- 
cent of parity, because we knew that 
unless there was some cushion, some 
protection, the farmer would be caught 
in the squeeze between rising costs and 
ceiling prices that would make it forever 
impossible for him to be a free independ- 
ent producer. 
DEPENDENCY OR INDEPENDENCE 


What I fear in the bill, Mr. President, 
is that it is a step in the direction of 
making the farmer permanently depend- 
ent upon the Treasury. Instead of doing 
that, it seems to me we should undertake 
now to explain this farm problem to the 
administrators in the Government, to the 
editorial writers of the press, and to the 
radio commentators, who, in the very na- 
ture of things, they have so much to do, 
obtain only a fleeting vision of the under- 
lying facts which confront us. But those 
of us who have constituents in the farm 
States, because we have lived among 
. them, have talked to them, have visited 
them on their farms and on their 
ranches, know the problem which con- 
fronts them, we know that they want to 
be self-supporting, we know they do not 
want to be on any Federal dole, we know 
that all they ask of their Government is 
that they be treated as other groups are 
treated. 

Mr. President, I feel that the sponsors 
of the bill would perform a great service 
by taking it back to the committee and 
there studying all phases of this great 
problem. From my examination of Mr. 
Henderson and his associates in the 
Committee on Appropriations, and from 
my talks with them over the telephone, I 
am ready to testify my belief that they 
desire to do the right thing. I think they 
are confronting an almost impossible 
task. But it is rather amusing, in some 
respects, that when the stories go out 
from Washington about a controversy 
here—and, of course, a controversy is the 
thing about which headlines can be writ- 
ten—the controversy is always created 
between the Congress and the agency in- 
volved. But here is a fact which is ut- 
terly overlooked with respect to the Of- 
fice of Price Administration. Mr. Hen- 
derson presented his program to the Bu- 
reau of the Budget, and asked for $210,- 
000,000. The Bureau of the Budget cut 
him down by $50,000,000. Was there any 
news story from Washington about the 
conflict between the Bureau of the Budget 
and the Office of Price Administration? 
No; we had to wait until a story could be 
written about patronage, patronage in 
the Office of Price Administration, until 
a story could be written which would 
make it appear that the Members of Con- 
gress are just a bunch of puny politi- 
cians looking for political pap. 

These stories, in the magazines, in the 
daily press, and over the radio, with re- 
spect to patronage, came within 12 hours 
after the Congress of the United States 
had liquidated the C. C. C., with thou- 
sands of employees in that organization, 
many of whom had been appointed upon 
the recommendation of Members of Con- 
gress. Was Congress given any credit 
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for high-mindedness or consideration of 
economy when it abolished the C. C. C.? 
Not at all, but the story went out that, 
somehow or other, the greedy farm-bloc 
Senators, always seeking an opportunity 
to go home to their constituents and say, 
“Look what I got you out of the Federal 
Treasury,” were merely trying to play 
politics with the most profound and dis- 
tressing question which confronts this 
country. 
O. P., A. BEGINNING TO SEE WAGE PROBLEM 


I judge from what I have heard in the 
committees, on the telephone, and from 
personal conferences that the Office of 
Price Administration is beginning to 
realize that inflation cannot be con- 
trolled unless wages are also controlled. 
It is acknowledged, Mr. President, that 
the cause of inflation is¢he gap between 
purchasing power and the supply of com- 
modities. If it be true that what we are 
seeking to do is to prevent inflation by 
bridging this gap between purchasing 
power and the reduced number of com- 
modities available, what better way 
could be found of accomplishing that 
purpose than by making agriculture self- 
supporting? What advantage is to be 
gained by digging deeper into the empty 
Treasury to pay subsidies for produc- 
tion, and not allowing the consuming 
public, which has this new accession of 
purchasing power, to spend some of that 
money to keep the farmer self-support- 
ing? 

Here, Mr. President, is the opportunity 
that is presented to the distinguished 
gentlemen who sponsor the pending bill. 
What is happening day by day in the 
Office of Price Administiation only em- 
phasizes that the hour has come to have 
an understanding of this problem. It 
has been discovered that by reason of 
general maximum price fixing, with the 
rolling back of costs to the producer, 
thousands of businesses are in danger of 
complete destruction, and it is altogether 
impossible, even for the expert econo- 
mists in the O. P. A., to make the neces- 
sary adjustments between one commod- 
ity and another, and what the retailer 
has to get and what the middieman has 
to get. The various provisions, the inci- 
dence, the impacts of the price-control 
law are almost infinite, beyond the ca- 
pacity of men to deal with, I sometimes 
think. 

Among those in the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration who went to the Bureau of 
the Budget seeking the establishment of 
a force of over 66,000 persons to enforce 
and police the price control, the admin- 
istrative, selective, price control, there is 
growing up the comprehension that prob- 
ably Mr. Baruch was right when, speak- 
ing out of the experience of the last 
World War, he said, “Freeze all prices.” 

Mr. President, I think that can and 
should be done. It can be done because 
the great majority of the people of Amer- 
ica want to win the war. They do not 
want to use the war as an instrumen- 
tality for making money, the farmer does 
not want to use it as an instrumentality 
for making profit, nor does the wage 
earner want to use it as an instrumen- 
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tality for making profit. The industrial- 
ist, too, is willing to make his sacrifice. 
Instead of trying to meet this obvious 
and grave problem by providing for in- 
creased returns from the tax bill at the 
same moment we are actually decreasing 
the revenues of those who are to pay the 
taxes. Why not freeze all prices? I de- 
clare it to be my firm belief that every 
single individual and every class in 
America is willing to make the sacri- 
fice which might be involved in taking 
the prices which now exist. The indus- 
trial worker in the factory does not want 
to make a profit out of the Federal 
Treasury. We all know that all these 
additional costs are now coming out of a 
Treasury which has no money. 

A call going forth from Washington 
asking labor, and the farmer, and all 
g-oups to accept the conditions as they 
now exist would, in my opinion, be 
greeted by an immediate and enthusi- 
astic response. It would tend to solve 
the problem, and, more than that, it 
would relieve the Office of Price Admin- 
istration of a great part of the headache 
which it now endures. Because we have 
not done it, we are every day creating 
new problems, 

Mr. McNutt, head of the newly created 
Manpower Commission, is at his wit’s 
end to know what is to be done about 
wages and labor supply. He is con- 
fronted with the spectacle of one manu- 
facturer competing against another, 
boosting compensation, thus increasing 
the inflationary gap, in order to get 
workers. 

The matter has been so difficult in all 
its phase that we find unemployment in- 
creasing in some communities. I am told 
that in the city of New York the unem- 
ployment is jumping from 300,000 to al- 
most 500,000. Those who reside in New 
York City, and who are confronted with 
the unemployment problem, easily ac- 
quire a false impression of what condi- 
tions are on the farm, but if we do not 
now, Mr. President, undertake to modify 
the Price Control Act so that justice may 
be done, we shall find the manpower 
problem graver and more difficult than 
even the farm problem has been. 

LET US FACE THE FACTS - 


The way out of this situation is for 
those in the Office for Emergency Man- 
agement, in the Office of Federal Social 
Security, in the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration, in the War Production Board, 
and in all the war agencies to have a 
conference and to confront the facts as 
they are, not as they would like to have 
them, and bring to Congress a proposal 
for a modification of the Price Control 
Act. I believe that the Committee on 
Agriculture can assume the lead in this 
matter by taking the pending bill back, 
and, having taken it back, since it deals 
with only 5 out of more than 140 or 150 
commodities, endeavor to lay the basis 
for a complete understanding of the 
mind of America with respect to the farm 
problem and inflation, 

Mr. President, when the proper time 
comes, if it should seem to be necessary, 
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i sol make a motion to recommit the 
ill. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have inserted in the Recorp at 
the conclusion of my remarks the full 
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table dealing with parity and prices re- 
ceived by farmers, from which I read. 

There being no objection, the table, 
contained in the pamphlet issued by the 
Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Ag- 
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ricultural Economics, under date of June 
30, 1942, entitled “Parity Prices: What 
They Are and How They Are Calcu- 
lated,” was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Parity and prices received by farmers for agricultural commodities, June 1942, and minimum ceilings under the Emergency Price 


Control Act 


[U. S. Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Agricultural Economics] 


Commodity 


“Wheat, cents per bushel___.-.....-.---- 2. - enon neo nennee. 


Corn, cents per bushel.. 
Oats, cents per bushel. 
Barley, centssper bushel. 
Rye, cents per bushel. ...... 
Nice, rough, cents per bushel 


Beans, dry 
Soybeans, dollars per bushel... 

Peanuts, for nuts, cents per poun: 
Fenna for ofl, cents per pound. 


aple sirup, dollars per gallon 
Maple sugar, cents per pound.... 


Carrots, dollars 
Cauliflower, dollars per crate. 
Celery, dollars C SOAS 

Corn, sweet, dollars per 1,000 ears 4. 


Spit Bee per bushel 
‘omatoes, lollars bushe! 
Watermelons, dolars per 1,000. 
See footnotes at end of table. 


Parity bases and price data 


Actual prices 


Minimum ceilings under Emergency Price 
Control Act 


Parity price July 1919- 
paring 1 | Base price | June 15, | 74ne 75 n June 1929 
1947 average ? average 
areas 1909-14 88. 4 134.4 95.7 94.6 147.8 93.4 102.2 132. 5 
1909-14 64.2 97.6 81.9 75.3 107. 4 67.8 66.9 88.9 
1909-14 39.9 60.6 46.5 41.2 66.7 39.4 45.2 47.4 
1909-14 61.9 94.1 59.0 51.4 108, 5 50.5 56,1 69.3 
1909-14 © 0 109.4 52,4 55.0 120.3 54.3 57.8 94.7 
1909-14 1.3 123.6 171.1 134.1 136. 0 92.9 143.9 4126.0 
1909-14 73.0 111.0 85.5 67.6 122.1 65.0 64.9 105.6 
1909-14 1.21 1.84 1.07 .91 2.02 1.01 87 S144 
1909-14 1.69 2.57 2.35 1.79 2.83 1.74 1.78 2.34 
1919-29 2.49 2.37 2.12 1.79 2.61 1.39 1.46 2.49 
61909-14 2.07 3.15 3.93 73.32 9 3.55 3.93 
1924-29 914.74 Dg ERIRE NA 115,32 S i RE 715,32 
1909-14 8.37 5,12 4,40 4.62 5, 63 4.31 4.93 
+ 1909-14 .95 01,44 1.63 1,55 (*) 1, 52 1.47 
1909-14 4.8 7.30 105,51 104.70 8.03 14.45 4.79 
€ 1909-14 2.3 $3.50 u 3. 93 4.21 
8 1909-14 2.0 63,04 eh a A aa 8.52 
2.3 €3, 50 u 8.72 4.12 
2.4 ®3. 65 (G 4.07 4.28 
12.4 18, 85 16, 82 17.04 16. 23 
22. 55 34. 28 47.65 50. 36 44.65 
2113.8 108. 1 77.0 65.8 82.7 
87.8 133, 5 94.4 90. 2 86. 6 
23,2 35. 3 32.3 33. 9 39.2 
1125,22 118.96 118. 82 
12 3, 38 8.21 211 
14 22.9 27.9 28,1 224.0 
n 13.6 12.9 14.0 213.6 
"22,2 27.1 29.3 222.3 
12 22.9 21.8 33.0 n 22.9 
210.9 10.4 11.5 2 10,9 
214.6 13.9 17.9 214.6 
14.1 13.4 13,2 nisi 
n 20,2 19.2 15.8 321, 2 20.2 
u 84,4 80,2 77.7 75. 2 84,4 
11. 87 18, 04 n9, 44 9, 43 13. 53 
% 10,21 9. 70 4.91 #491 410, 21 
1919-29 487.4 83.0 261.5 #61, "87.4 
% 46,0 69.9 % 60.7 475.0 
73.73 () 2 4. 99 2 5, 93 
n a 5, 50 (8) » 8,33 8.34 
-| 1919-29 22.10 2.00 32,27 3 2.10 
1919-20 227.3 25.9 a 38.2 227.3 
1919-29 11,08 10. 53 12, 19 
1919-29 15.89 15. 10 9. 10 
1919-29 ® 12.89 12, 25 8. 55 
1924-29 4 5,36 5. 25 3.47 
1919-29 3. 04 2.89 2.09 
1919-29 ® 10, 26 9.75 9, 80 
1919-29 » 4,42 4,20 1.20 
1919-29 #12, 90 12, 26 18, 95 
1919-29 » 14, 23 13, 52 7.00 
1919-29 40 33, 99 32, 29 50. 60 
1920-29 # 10.61 10. 40 7.30 
1924-29 4.11 4.03 4.50 
SSanwen enon @) asuenoneoaae 6.06 
Ns ee ee @) ASABE AAE E 3.20 
#1, 69 1,67 2.10 1,84 |. # 1,69 
“2,49 2.37 1.58 2. 61 02.49 
“1.94 1.92 1.65 211 11, 04 
1,84 1.75 1.37 1.92 1.84 
44, 60 . 59 45 65 42, 60 
8 20,12 19. 11 20, 42 21.02 420.12 
1.51 1,43 1.23 1.57 1, 51 
1922-20 42,69 -68 - 4 «75 42.69 
1919-29 1.18 1.12 „8&1 1.23 “1,18 
1919-29 “1,95 1.85 2.00 2.04 “1,95 
1924-29 4 18, 38 18. 01 15.00 19.81 #18, 38 
1919-29 41,55 1.47 1.19 1.62 # 1.55 
1920-29 # 1,33 1.30 .82 1,43 # 1.33 
PRS Se (1) EAREN ee aY ae SEN Ar e a O, 
1927-29 49, 42+- +42 -3— 46 40.42 
1919-29 1,65 1,57 1. 67+ 1,73 “1.65 
1919-29 8211+ 2.00 1,.94— 2.20 2211 
1919-29 4 1, 90-4- 1. 80 1.2- 1.98 1.90 
1920-29 1, 35+ 1,32 4- 1.45 61.35 
1923-29 4 1, 18-4 1.17 -8l— 129 41,18 
1919-29 40, 59-4- - 56 |. 49— 62 59 
1919-29 #1, 92+- 1.82 1. 52— 2.00 1.92 
184, 00+ 174. 80 134. 00— 192, 28 # 184. 00 
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Parity and prices received by farmers for agricultural commodities, June 1942, and minimum ceilings under the Emergency Price 
-Control Act—Continued 
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Actual prices Minimum ceilings under Emergency Price 


Parity bases and price data Control Act 


Commodity 
Parity price 1941-42 |110 percent July 1919- 
Base price | June 15, | 702e15, | season party oe Poe. 18; June 1929 
1942 average ? iu” average 
Vegetables for processing: 
Asparagus; OURS Ti BO TEE A E EEN E 84.00 79. 80 106. 55 
Beans, lima, dollars per ton- asasan naan aa saaa spa katonna RI SAS 70.31 
Beans, snap, dollars per ton.. 8 61. 58 58. 50 51.49 
Ct I 8 12.71 
33.77 8.33 9. 65 
814.11 13. 40 9.70 
2,99 „94 -69 
2 58, 90 55.96 48.71 
5 39, 08 38. 69 33. 72 
© 21,33 20. 26 21.35 
214.98 14.23 15. 21 
© 3.88 3. 69 2. 58 
or pr 4 2. 51 2.48 3.82 
Peppermint oil, dollars per pound...................----.-.----|--.-.-2-2- pty ea CEES RARER ERT 62.95 
For fresh consumption. 2.52 2.39 1.48 2. 63 2.53 
Ie ee Ea ets 9.31 4,29 075 a7, 32 2,31 
Gra; t, on tree, dollars per box: 
Ör fresh consumption. _.........--..------.--+------------ 1,56 1.48 .59 1.63 1.58 
WOE DROUIN E PETN T SIES NNI E SERR s, 51 -50 .48 . 55 8, 5l 
ns, on tree, dollars per box: 
For fresh consumption. ...............----2.------.------.- 2.19 2.08 2.00 2.29 2.18 
Top SAPPE WNT 8,16 „44 7.18 17 
Limes, dollars per box... 93.69 3. 51 2.65 3.86 "3.60 
Apples, dollars per yee: 0.96 1.46 0.99 1.61 1.45 
Apples, for canning, dollars per to: @ 18.33 17, 41 21.67 19.15 © 18,33 
Apples, for drying, dollars @ 10. 42 15. 84 |. 15.83 17. 42 & 17.92 
Peaches, fresh, d per @1.14 1.73 |. 89 1.90 “1,71 
Peaches, for epr A 
Clingstone, doll per ton. © 27, 60 41.95 48.00 46.14 © 47,45 
Freestone, dollars per ton... 6 24. 40 37.09 26. 00 40. 80 © 34.70 
Peaches, dried, dollars per ton © 95.70 145. 46 ® 193. 00 160.01 & 176, 00 
Pears, fresh, dollars & 1.43 1,36 |. +97 1.50 & 1.43 
Pears, for canning, doil © 53. 54 50. 86 |. 41, 43 55. 95 @ 53. 54 
ears, dried, dollars per ton._..-- = © 202, 12 192,01 |. 139. 70 211. 21 © 202, 12 
lollars per ton.....-- © 74.97 71, 22 |. 62. 28 78. 34 6r 74. 97 
Plums, for canning, dollars 20. 40 31.01 |. 38. 00 34. 11 6 39. 30 
Prunes, fresh, dollars ton....-.. © 37. 06 35. 21 |. 25. 81 38. 73 6 37.06 
Prunes, for canning, dollars per ton © 36. 63 34.80 |. 25. 46 38. 28 © 36. 63 
Prunes, dried, dollars per ton. ..........----------------------- € 136. 32 pe Sf a ae 70. 82 142. 45 t? 136. 32 
Cherries, dollars per ton: J 
Sour. 139. 43 136. 64 101. 24 150. 20 © 139, 43 
@ 157. 50 154. 35 114. 04 169. 78 @ 157, 50 
Grapes, except raisin, dollars % 37.00 36, 26 25.70 39. 89 a 37.00 
Raisins, dried, dollars per ton.. @ 105.80 100.51 80. 60 110. 56 105. 80 
Apricots, dollars per ton: 
Dried_... @ 191.80 291. 54 248, 00 320. 69 @ 322.80 
For © 40,00 60, 80 44. 69 66, 88 © 6. 80 
For fresh consumption 40. 52 61. 59 56. 40 67.75 © 74. 66 
Figs, dollars per ton: 
DE RANGER saan geen E N O n 100. 78 98. 76 55.00 108. 64 t 100. 78 
For canning... 12 86, 92 85. 18 60. 50 93. 70 12 86. 02 
ite, oe es 73 99, 00 94.05 114.00 103. 46 1" 99. 00 
Avocados, dollars per ton ".. 72 534. 00 523, 32 107. 71 575. 65 72 534. 00 
A a PA A E E 72 309. 60 303, 41 (O) 333.75 n 309. 60 
Olives, dollars per ton: 
E E EES A SEE A #7 119, 80 113. 81 167. 00 125. 19 3 119. 80 
Crushed for oil...-.--------..-- n 36. 50 34. 68 145. 00 38.15 n 36.50 
Pineapples, Florida, dollars per box.. n212 2. 08 2.35 2.29 22.12 
Cranberries, dollars per barrel__.. 6.31 9.49 12,04 10. 55 33 10,58 
Red raspberries, cents per pound 77_ 10.7 10.2 10.7 11.2 10.7 
Black raspberries, cents per pound ™ 10.0 9.5 9,3 10.4 210.0 
Loganberries, cents per pound 7... 35.8 5.5 5.5 6.0 5.8 
Gooseberries, cents per pound 7__ 5,2 4.9 5.1 5.4 35.2 
Blackberries, cents per pound 7__ 6.0 5.7 5.1 6.3 76,0 
Boyenberniet one per ener BS dee ee nena tana nnn nnn nena se nnen lan nnennenns o ------------ E : M SAS PEETER Snap ans Cos en A 
oungberries, cents per pound 7. _......-.-----.-----------+---|-----------}| (J. SSS SE I sas eS, BSS ered PAE Re SE ees oS 
‘Almonds, dollars per ton......-- % 333, 00 316.35 662. 00 347.98 333,00 
| lig “rye a METNE A E E E EE SA Copo IRT eis EAA ann E E E E VEEE E E 
ecans, cen r pound: . 
(apts RES. Se, SC age eo 815.4 C112 iy E 8.5 a YEA SEE 15,4 
Improyed_....-.-. 838.0 37.6 |. 13.0 41,4 |... 5 238.0 
Walnuts, dollars per ton..-...-----------.----.--- © 424, 40 403.18 |. 252, 26 OTO RSIS RE W 424. 40 
Gum rosin, all grades, dollars per hundredweight 42.43 3. 69 |. ® 2. 66 4.06 53 3.03 3.82 
Gum ntine, cents per gallon, bulk basis ©. 46. 2 70.2 |. 57.8 77.2 % 71.0 66,8 85. 0 
Hogs, dollars per 100 pounds... 7.27 11.05 9.09 12,16 10. 68 10. 32 9.77. 
Beef cattle, dollars per 100 poun: 5.42 8.24 8. 80 9.06 9.23 9.34 1 218 
Veal calves, dollars per 100 pois 6.75 10. 26 10. 34 11,29 11. 13 11. 18 9. 56 
Sheep, dollars per 100 pounds -._- 4.53 6. 89 5.10 7.58 5. 26 5.24 7.07 
Lambs, dollars per 100 pounne- 5. 88 8.94 9, 58 9. 83 9. 98 10. 13 11.12 
Milk cows, dollars per head... 48. 00 72, 96 ® 80. 26 76. 45 79.70 69, 40 
orses, dollars per head... 136. 60 207. 63 69. 30 228. 39 67.75 67.00 76.10 
Mules, dollars per head... 153. 90 233. 93 88. 30 257, 32 86. 55 86. 90 89. 40 
Butterfat, cents per one ie a 26.3 © 36.6 34.4 ® 40.3 87.0 36.0 44.0 
Milk, wholesale, dollars 1,60 © 2,16 219 2.38 2.48 2. 66 2,53 
cr ik, Saat cone ee Cee Cae a 6.8 10.3 10.8 11.3 1L1 1.4 11.3 
ilk equivalent 
and butterfat) & 1.31 "1,80 1.381 6 © 1,98 1.94 2.01 2,13 


See footnotes at end of table, 
LXXXVIII——379 * 
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Commodity 


Comb, cents per pound.. 
Beeswax, cents per pound. 
Wool, cents per pound.. 
Mohair, cents per pound. 


oney: 
Extracted, cents per pound. ..............-.---------- 


Parity bases and price data 


Actual prices 


Minimum ceilings under Emergency Price 
Control Act 


110 percent 

1941-42 July 1919- 
season ear June 1929 

average ? 1942 average 
11.4 17.3 19.0 211 
14.4 21.9 2.1 BS 
21.5 25.8 © 28.4 33. 2 
Ss 8110 10.4 11.4 8110 
919.5 18.5 20.4 19.5 
31.2 29.6 32.6 31.2 
© 18.3 27,8 30.6 3.1 
27.5 DG Mal RSS 46.0 6 49.3 


t! Base period designated begins with August in the earlier year and ends with July 
in the final year, i. e, August 1909-July 1914; August 1919-July 1929, ete, 


3 Preliminary. 


£10 season averages, 1919-28. 


147, 77th Cong. 
7 Dec. 1, 1041, 


‘price. 
#110 t Sf comparable price, under Public Law 147, is $3.46 per hundred weight 
eans, 3.34 cents per pound for Virginias, 
, and 3.85 cents per pound for all peanuts 


$1.58 per bushel for soyb 

unners, 4.02 cents for Span 
for oli as of May 15. 

® Average of 5 Dec. 1 prices, 1924-28. 

13% All peanuts, including some sold for oil. 

u Not yet available, 

13 10 season averages, 1919-28. 

® Average of 10 Dec. 1 prices, 1919-28, 

U 5 season averages, 1004-38, 


u 11-36, except type 32, average of 5 market days centered on Dec, 15; type 32, 
ESEA pal Taltimore. 


® December 1 price. 
Pip tiene of 10 December 1 prices, 1919-28. 
ve 


9-28. 
Je bases and comparable prices established under sec. 4a, Public Law 


of 5 December 1 prices, 1909-13 for base pericd; 1941 represents season 


% 10 season ave: , 


® 3 season averages, 1 


in the 1910 an 
oil b 


1919-28. 


4 6 season averages, 1924-20. 

% Only farm price data pertaining to base periods are average returns to farmersshown 
1920 Censuses of Agriculture. In 1909 the average return was $1.0 
per pound and in 1919, $5 per pound. Collection of annual prices of peppermint 
Department of Agriculture began in the fall of 1929. 

® Preliminary estimate covering 1941 crop marketed up to abont Nov, 1, 1941. 

5 Based on returns for oranges and lemons used for byproducts; 10 season averages, 


1920-29. 
u No data available prior to fall of 1929, 
# 10 season averages, 1919-28, 

926-28. 


4s 5 season averages, 1924-28. 


1919-28 excluding 1927 for which data were not available, 
& 10 season averages, 1919-' 


® California only. 

© 5 season averagos, 1909-13. 

“ me peaches for fresh use and average prices for all peaches in other States 
com’ ; 

& Data for dried es relate only to freestone peaches except for the 1941 season 


price which is we 
dried freeston 


H Av 
show 


ited average of freestone and clingstone. 
e was $195 

® Pacific coast pears for fresh use and 
® 10 season averages, 1919-28, 
 § season averages, 1909- 
® 5 season averages, 1924-28. 

price of sweet cherries for fresh use and processing; data not available to 
-down according to use. 


The 1941 season price for 
per ton; for dried clingstone peaches $170.60 per ton, 
average for all pears in other States combined. 


13. 


n California, exeluding reisin-dried grapes and average for all grapes in other States 


combined. 


72 5 season averages, 1924-28. 


average of isiana and December 1 for all other States. 

% Continental United States only; Hawaii and Puerto Rico not included. 

* Louisiaua and Texas only, 5 season averages, 1909-13. 

s y prices were $5 per ton for sugar cane and $7.37 per ton for sugar beets grown 
fn 1941. Parities for sugar cane and sugar beets are calculated by multiplying the base 
Duwy, hota oye annual indexes of prices paid, interest, and taxes for the year 

lesignate crop. 

# Includes Government payments to farmers authorized by the Sugar Act of 1937 
as follows: Sugar cane $1 per ton and sugar beets $1.85 per ton. 

% Ten season averages, 1919-28. 

3t Five season averages, 1900-13. 

2 Ten season averages, 1920-29. 

* 1942 season average; crop marketed aaa in the spring. 

™ Average of 5 December 1 prices, 1924-28. 

ae of 7 seasons, 1920-28, excluding 1924 and 1926, for which data were not 
ay e. 

% Average of 4 seasons, 1924-28, excluding 1927, for which data were not available. 

= No data available prior to 1035, 


73 10 season averages, 1919-28. 
™ California only. 
% Not yet available, 
7 Oregon and: Washington’ be ly; primaril cessin; 
regon an asi ton berries only; primarily for pro 

™ No data available prior to 1930. y à e 
” No data available prior to 1932. 
#10 season averages, 1919-28. 
® No data available prior to 1929. 
“ao of 7 years, 1922. Nov. 1 price, 1923-28, Dec. 1 price. Earlier data not 
av 5 

& Savannah market prices; prices received by farmers not available. 

3 Simple average of each grade August 1909-July 1914 weighted by sales of each grade, 
1909-12 seasons; data not available for marketings in 1913 season. 

AA > of prie ax en Pb 'and Oct, 15, 1941 in and 

verage of prices on t. 15 an 3 , except for rosin an tur- 

pentine which are quotations for the raaes dates. 2 = iad 
ete average for each grade each year beginning with July 1919, weighted by sales 


= No data available prior to 1936, 
33 4 season averages, 28, 

# 10 season averages, 1920-29, 

4 6 season averages, 1924-29, 

4 7 season averages, 1923-29. 

© 10 season averages, 1919-28, 

“ New Jersey only, data not available for other States. 
43 5 season averages, 1924-28. 


« 9 season as a ard 

« Data not avai prior to 1932, 

4 Virginia only, data not available for other States. 
# 2 season averages, 1928-29. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, it is not 
my intention to talk more than 2 min- 
utes, on this question. The question 
is of great importance. I think we have 
heard enough with respect to the history 
of farm legislation, the facts which face 
us today, and the serious prcblems which 
confront not only agriculture but all 
classes in America, to admit that the 
Position which is taken by those who op- 
pose the enactment of this measure at 
this time in requesting that the bill be 
recommitted to committee for further 
study, is reasonable. 

I wish to take this opportunity, how- 
ever, of registering a protest. Perhaps 
it may not accomplish a great deal, but 


# Not available. 


® 42 months January 1926-June 1929. 
® Adjusted for seasonal variation. 


* Parit 


Fania ts in effect. 
nts are 
” Retailed by farmers d 


rices with base 
for milk in each 


5 peoas August 1919-July 1929 or a part thereof, are also 


the markets in which Federal milk marketing orders or 


irectly to consumers. 


8 10 season a , 1919-28. 
^ Season begins about Aug. 1. 
® Simple average of 12 months, 


5 season averages, 1909-13, 


it is the only method one has of replying 
to communications which com> without 
signatures, or with false signatures, and 
with no addresses. I wish to take this 
opportunity of making the statement 
that those who challenge the patriotism 
of agriculture, whether it be located in 
the North, South, East, or West, are 
taking a very unfair position in the con- 
sideration of this or any other subject 
that comes before the Senate. 

Mr. President, I was quoted in the 
press a few days ago as having remarked 
that the ceiling was punctured in the 
O. P. A. I did not do that with a spirit 
of glee that the program had been 
proven false in any way whatsoever. I 


did it with the thought in mind that per- 
haps it indicated a change of attitude 
and an effort to be a little more fair to 
those who were trying to produce the 
food of the Nation. It is a fact that 
many of the principal articles of food, 
and I will mention only one, meat, can- 
not be produced today without an ac- 
tual loss to the man who is producing it 
in the feed lot. 

Mr, President, I wish to list simply a 
few of the States which rank at the top 
in the purchase of War bonds. They are 
scattered all over the United States. I 
will read only a few of them to show that 
there is no concerted action, so far as 
agriculture is concerned, in advocating 
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this measure or in opposing it. Let us 
take the Western States, to begin with. 
In a recent month Idaho subscribed to 
52 percent more tham-its quota of War 
bonds. Indiana oversubscribed its quota 
of War bonds 36.5 percent; Iowa, 54.1 per- 
cent; Kansas, 14.6 percent; Nebraska, 
39.7 percent; North Dakota, 47.8 percent; 
and South Dakota, 39.7 percent. 

To show that the oversubscription 
compares about equally with that in the 
agricultural States of the South, I will 
read a few of thein. Alabama oversub- 
scribed its quota of War bonds 39.6 per- 
cent? Missouri, 27.3 percent; Georgia, 20 
percent; and South Carolina, 26.3 per- 
cent. 

Mr. President, in connection with the 
statement made by those who question 
the patriotism of agriculture in advocat- 
ing a measure of this kind, or in asking 
its consideration, let me read these lines: 

The only States failing to make the May 
quota were Delaware, District of Columbia, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. 


That is said with no idea of casting any 
reflection whatsoever on the States which 
do not meet their bond quotas. But the 
principal part of my mail, in fact, every 
piece of mail I have received protesting 
the consideration of legislation such as 
is before the Senate today, comes from 
one spot on the eastern coast, and I 
might as well name the point; it is New 
York, the source of all the unsigned or 
falsely signed letters I have received. 

Mr. President, this statement, made in 
connection with the one I made yester- 
day that I had received not one single 
request for support of the proposed legis- 
lation from my State, does not indicate 
that the farmers out there are not inter- 
ested in it, but they are perfectly willing 
that those who represent the people in 
the Senate of the United States shall use 
their own mature and best judgment in 
deciding matters of this kind. 

It is my judgment that farmers whom 
I may represent are perfectly willing to 
go along with the agricultural program 
which has been in effect now for several 
years, and, I may say, has accomplished 
a great deal for depressed agriculture. 
These wheat farmers are perfectly will- 
ing to go along now in the expectation 
that sooner or later—sooner, I think, 
rather than later—they will rank the 
same as the producers of other com- 
modities, such as cotton and others of 
the six primary commodities the price of 
which has now reached parity. So Iam 
not going to support the measure, but 
shall support the motion, if it is made, to 
recommit the bill to the committee for 
further study. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Tuomas of Oklahoma in the chair). The 
bill is open to amendment. 

Mr. GERRY. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Barkley Burton 
Andrews Bilba Butler 
Bailey Bone Byrd 
Ball Brooks Capper 
Bankhead Bunker Caraway 
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Chandler Herring Pepper 
Chavez 111 Radcliffe 
Clark, Idaho Johnson, Calif. Reed 
Connally Kilgore Reynolds 
Danaher Lee Russell 

Davis McKellar Schwartz 
Downey McNary Shipstead 
Ellender Maybank Thomas, Idaho 
Gerry Mead ‘Thomas, Okla. 
Gillette Millikin Thomas, Utah 
Guffey Murdock Tobey 
Gurney Norris Tunnell 
Hatch Nye Tydings 
Hayden O'Mahoney Wagner 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 
seven Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is present. 


HOW WAR CAME 


Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, on 
January 28, I inserted in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD some material which com- 
mences at page 778 and runs through to 
page 780. Perhaps the most important 
item then mentioned was a paragraph 
from the address of Prime Minister 
Churchill to Parliament on the 27th of 
January. At one point he said: 

On the other hand, the probability since 
the Atlantic conference, at which I discussed 
these matters with President Roosevelt, that 
the United States even if not herself at- 
tacked would come into the war in the Far 
East and thus mako the final victory as- 
sured, seemed to allay some of these anxieties, 
and that expectation has not been falsified 
by the events, 


That evening the New York Sun, in an 
editorial entitled “Churchill’s Defiant 
Speech,” among other things, said: 


One paragraph in the address causes Amer- 
icans to look to Washington for enlighten- 
ment. This is the passage in which Mr. 
Churchill referred to the “probability, since 
the Atlantic conference at which I discussed 
these matters with President Roosrvelt, that 
the United States, even if not herself at- 
tacked, would come into the war in the Far 
East and thus make the final victory as- 
sured.” On its surface this is a somewhat 
startling disclosure. Does this mean that 
as long ago as the first fortnight in August 
the President and Prime Minister had an 


understanding not only that the United, 


States would participate actively in the war 
but that participation probablr would be- 
gin with some overt act in the Far East? 
If it does not, Mr. Churchill’s allusion is 
scarcely intelligible; if it does mean that, 
elucidation of the mystery is something to 
which the American public is clearly entitled. 


I looked in various newspapers from 
time to time to see whether or not there 
had been some elucidation, to borrow the 
term of the editorial writer of the Sun, 
and found none. As a matter of fact, 
I examined quite a number of newspa- 
pers, and found that the paragraph 
which I have quoted from Mr. Church- 
ils address did not appear in many of 
the news accounts. Indeed, in many 
newspapers his speech was headed, “Ex- 
tracts from Prime Minister Churchill’s 
address,” I gathered from the fact that 
they had captioned the speech, “Extracts 
from Prime Minister Churchill’s ad- 
dress” that there was justification in that 
way for failure to include the paragraph 
upon which the New York Sun com- 
mented. 

It may well be that we find the an- 
swer in the Ladies Home Journal for 
July. On page 16 is an article entitled 
“How War Came,” by Forrest Davis and 
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Ernest K. Lindley. The editor captions 
the particular article: 

Why did President Roosevelt decide to 
“baby” Japan along? What are the real facts 
behind United States-Vichy policy? Here, 
from first-hand sources, is the first-told story 
of men and events which brought the United 
States into the war. 


The editor goes on to say, in bold- 
faced type: 

The story of how and why this Nation— 
with no aggression in its heart—is now fight- 
ing for its life on all continents and on all 
oceans is teld in this semiofficial report, re- 
vealed from files in the White House, the 
State Department, and other Government 
agencies, as well as from the lively recollec- 
tions of those history-making men who ac- 
tually took part in the events leading up to 
war 


Happily, for its basic accuracy, this impor- 
tant document has had the generous col- 
laboration of those memorable men. 

The interpretation of that record belongs 
to the authors, Forrest Davis and Ernest K. 
Lindley, who bring up to date the story of 
the fateful American diplomacy brilliantly 
begun in the American White Paper, also 
published in the Journal. How War Came, 
to be published as a full-length book by 
Simon & Schuster, has been condensed here 
to appear in two news-packed installments. 


I know nothing, Mr. President, of the 
justification upon which the editors of 
the Ladies’ Home Journal base their 
prefatory statement that this “document 
has had the generous collaboration of 
those memorable men”; but I do not 
doubt the statement. I do not know the 
facts upon which this particular article 
is designated as “semiofficial,” but I do 
not doubt the statement. I do not know 
under what circumstances or by virtue of 
whose permission it can be asserted that 
this particular article is based upon “the 
lively recollections of those history-mak- 
ing men,” but I do not question the as- 
sertion. I believe all Senators present 
know Mr. Lindley to be a very able news- 
paperman, thoroughly experienced. It 
has been my personal privilege to know 
him and to enjoy his acquaintance. It 
has not been my personal privilege to 
have met Mr. Forrest Davis. Nonethe- 
less, I do not question the statements 
made by these gentlemen. It seems to 
me that so much of the article, then, as 
may tend to elucidate the questions 
posed by the editor of the New York 
Sun, the same questions which certainly 
ran through the minds of those of us who 
read Mr. Churchill’s speech on January 
27, will prove of interest to the Senate. 
At the very least, it seems to me that it 
should be printed in the Recorp, so that 
as time goes on we may have it for ref- 
erence. 

Having expressed those thoughts, I 
shall leave to others among my audi- 
tors and my colleagues the task of draw- 
ing their conclusions as to whether or not 
they deem the references accurate and to 
possess the qualities asserted for them 
by the editors of the Ladies’ Home Jour- 
nal. I now proceed to read the article: 

The blow that was about to fall cast no 
shadow into the unseasonably warm sunshine 
of December 7, 1941. At midday Washington 
was the Capital of a people technically at 
peace, psychologically at war: A “white” war 
against overseas aggressors and, at home, 
among themselves on precisely how far to 
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pursue the war abroad. The first note of 
menace reached the Capital almost inad- 
vertently at 1:45 p.m. It came by way of an 
alert, intercepted at Mare Island and relayed 
to the Navy Department, which read: 

“Prom CINCPAC (commander in chief, Pa- 
cific Fleet) to all ships present Hawaiian 
area: Air raid on Pearl Harbor. This is no 
drill.” 

In the final sentence, Admiral Husband E. 
Kimmel was correcting the incredulous re- 
action of Hawaii, which had accepted the 
first Japanese bombs as evidence of a par- 
ticularly realistic air maneuver. 

At the Navy Department, Secretary Frank 
Knox, about to depart on a routine visit to 
the Washington Navy Yard, received the 
message from Admiral Harold R. Stark, Chief 
of Naval Operations, who had it from a pant- 

communications officer. By a rueful 
irony, the Secretary’s annual report, attest- 
ing the Navy's fitness, had appeared in that 
morning's Sunday newspapers, which now 
lay strewn through millions of American liy- 

rooms. Handing the message to Knox, 
Stark failed to comment. 

“What,” demanded the Secretary, “does this 
mean?” 

“It’s the beginning,” replied Stark, where- 
upon Rear Admiral R. K. Turner broke in: 
“By God, sir, they’ve attacked us!” 

Back into his private office hurried the Sec- 
retary. Behind his desk stands a bank of 
telephones, one a direct wire to the White 
House, He lifted that receiver, jiggling the 
hook, ‘The color had left Knox's good- 
humored, eupeptic features. Forty-two hours 
later, at 8 a. m. Tuesday, the Secretary, filled 
with a consciousness of his share in the re- 
sponsibility, was on the way by air to Hawaii 
to see the consequences of the disaster at first 
hand. That was an expiatory mission, and 
so regarded by the chief of the Navy. 

At the moment Knox lifted the White 
House phone, half of Washington was linger- 
ing over Sunday midday dinners. 'The Presi- 
dent was eating from a tray on the desk in 
the Oval Study, a large, littered and in- 
tensely al chamber on the second floor 
of the White House. With him were his 
friend, Harry L. Hopkins, lounging at ease 
in a V-necked sweater and slacks, and the 
President’s scottie, Fala, expertly pouching 
morsels from the tray. In shirt sleeves, the 
President lacked a necktie. After an ex- 
hausting week of dealing with the Far East- 
ern crisis, aggravated by clogged sinuses, Mr. 
Roosevelt had dedicated this day to rest. He 
hoped to catch up with the neglected stamp 
collection. The President might have been 
any one of a million Americans putting in a 
loafing Sunday afternoon with a crony and 
a hobby. 

There was this difference. The imminence 
of war could not wholly be banished from 
the Oyal Room. Mr. Roosevelt expected war— 
but not on this week end. Only yesterday 
he had cabled Emperor Hirohito a final ap- 
peal, soliciting his help in “dispelling the dark 
clouds.” The overnight cables had reported 
a large movement of Japanese transports 
toward the Gulf of Siam, but the President 
held on to a faint hope that even yet the 
Emperor might restrain the war party. In 
any case, there had been no warning; the 
Japanese had not even answered Cordell 
Hull's comprehensive note of November 26, 
and the President no more than his coun- 
trymen anticipated that afternoon a thrust 
to the heart of United States sea power. 

Elsewhere in the great Regency-Georgian 
mansion, Mrs. Roosevelt was giving a lunch- 
eon for an American radio commentator re- 
cently home from London, but the Presi- 
dent’s calendar was bare, and a “do not 
disburb” order confidently had been placed 
with the switchboard. 

Mr. Roosevelt was topping his dinner with 
an apple when his desk telephone disobedi- 
ently jangled. 
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The President lifted his receiver on an 
apologetic operator, agitatedly mentioning 
Secretary Knox. The Secretary had insisted 
on being put through, describing his call as 
most urgent. 

The President cut the operator short: “Put 
him on”; and then, “Hello, Frank.” 

In a tone and at a pace the President still 
regards as a model of casualness on the brink 
of crisis, Knox began: “Mr. President, it looks 
like the Japanese have attacked Pearl Har- 
bor ” 

“Nol” the President interrupted unbeliev- 
ingly. 

“It’s true,” said the Secretary. 
you the message,” which he did. 

The hands of the brass ship’s clock on the 
President's desk stood at 1:47. The message, 
a service alert to the fleet and not an official 
report to Washington, did lack explicitness. 
Yet its meaning was concisely unmistakable 
to the President. The flag had been fired 
upon; the war, so long dreaded, had come 
to America. 

Directing that Knox see at once to safe- 
guarding the Panama Canal and the Alaskan 
bases, doubling guards at all naval estab- 
lishments against sabotage, the President 
rang off, bidding the operator get Secretary 
Hull. 


I digress to say that there is no mention 
as to whether at that time word was sent 
to the Philippine Islands. 


The article continues as follows: 


In the moment before Hull lifted his re- 
ceiver at the State Department, Hopkins said, 
“This is it.” For a long while the President's 
fidus Achates had predicted that World War 
II would overtake America in the Pacific 
rather than the Atlantic. 


WHY HULL SAW ENVOYS 


By coincidence the Japanese ambassador, 
Adm. Kichisaburo Nomura, and Saburo Kuru- 
s> the last minute peace envoy, were due at 
that moment at the State Department with 
Tokyo's answer to the note of the 26th, an 
answer rendered superfluous in Hawaii a half 
hour earlier. (The first bombs fell on Pearl 
Harbor at 1:20 p. m„ Washington time.) At 
1:10, the Japanese Embassy had telephoned 
for an appointment; 1:45 was the hour set, 
but the diplomats were not yet at the State 
Department when the President telephoned. 
` To Mr. Hull the President said, “Frank Knox 
has just telephoned a report of an air raid 
over Pearl Harbor. We haven't confirmed it 
yet.” 

The Secretary, a man of fire and storm 
under a gently benign manner, uttered a pro- 
fane comment. In his graphic phraseology, 
the Japanese war party had, for some time, 
been succinctly characterized as “Dillinger.” 

Of all the ranking officials in Washington, 
Mr. Hull was perhaps the least surprised. 
Five weeks earlier, before the arrival of Kuru- 
su, he had warned the Army and the Navy 
that the far eastern crisis, having passed out- 
side the bounds of diplomacy, was now in 
their laps. A fortnight before he had been 
more precise. Reminding his War Cabinet 
colleagues of Japan’s proclivity for beginning 
wars by stealth, he had suggested that all 
hands in the Pacific be on guard lest a shock 
attack on a wide front stampede the hell out 
of our scattered forces. 

But with Mr. Hull foresight does not lapse 
into imprudence. Mr. Hull is not, by nature, 
a conclusion-jumper. The President had 
said the report was unconfirmed. So little 
did the Secretary relax his customary cau- 
tion that he withheld the news that the 
country constructively was at war from his 
associates, and the next day, at a press con- 
ference, recalled only that an unconfirmed 
report had reached him from an official source 
before the arrival of -the Japanese envoys. 
Because the report lacked corroboration, he 
had elected to see them, 
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In turn the President telephoned Henry 
L. Stimson, Secretary of War; Gen. George C. 
Marshall, Chief of Staff; Viscount Halifax, 
the British Ambassador; and Sumner Welles, 
Under Secretary of State. 

Ten years earlier Stimson, as Hoover's 
Secretary of State and Hull’s immediate 
predecessor, had labored to arouse the west- 
ern world against the explosive implications 
of Japan’s Manchuria incident. Today he 
observed the cycle of aggression begun at 
Mukden conclude its march around the globe. 

Halifax was reading in the Hbrary of the 
huge Georgian embassy on Massachusetts 
Avenue. With the Ambassador were William 
Hayter, first secretary of legation, and Angus 
Malcolm, his lordship’s private secretary. 
Halifax directed Hayter to put in a call for 
London. Malcolm continued at the stint he 
had set for himself that afternoon: address- 
ing Christmas cards to catch a pouch for 
London. 

The London connection could not be had 
until about 3 o’clock (9 p. m. London war 
time). It being Sunday night, a lone duty 
clerk at the Foreign Office received the news, 
at once telephoning Winston Churchill and 
Anthony Eden. Meanwhile, the radio had 
carried the news to America and a pick-up by 
the British Broadcasting Corporation had 
beaten the telephone report to the Prime 
Minister. 

A little while later the President made a 
historic call to Mr. Churchill at the country 
place where he week-ends in wartime, a spot 
unidentifiable because of the war. The 
President would, he said, ask Congress for a 
declaration of a state of war on Monday; 
Mr. Churchill volunteered to obtain a like 
pronouncement from his cabinet on the same 
day in fulfillment of the pledge he voiced 
publicly upon returning from the Atlantic 
conference in the preceding August. Neither 
statesman knew as they spoke that Hirohito 
was at about that time announcing war 
with both Britain and the United States. 
Actually, because of the time difference with 
London, the British declaration of Monday 
was to precede the one in Washington. In 
acai Churchill had vowed war within the 

our. 

F. D. R, CHURCHILL DIFFER 


The trans-Atlantic exchange of views re- 
minded the President of a difference over far 
eastern policy that developed between him 
and the Prime Minister when they met in 
a Newfoundland bight for the Atlantic con- 
ference. Churchill wished to meet the issue 
head on. He asked the President—as the 
British, Australians, and Dutch repeatedly 
had besought this Government before—to 
join in an ultimative declaration to Japan. 
For some time the other Pacific powers had 
sought to establish a dead line in the Far East, 
serving notice on the Nipponese Empire that 
thus far, and no farther, might they go— 
a dead line political as well as geographical, 
setting bounds to pressure on other states as 
well as to the enlargement of Japanese forces 
in Indochina. While such a move entailed 
the risk of war, Churchill, mistrusting fur- 
ther procrastination, believed it might bring 
the Japanese to book. 

Unlike the Prime Minister, Mr. Roosevelt 
lacked the constitutional capacity to make a 
commitment involving the possibility-of auto- 
matic hostilities. Only Congress can declare 
war. There were, moreover, other considera- 
tions. Mr. Roosevelt believed in August, on 
evidence in the hands of the State Depart- 
ment, that war in the Pacific was a matter of 
weeks or months. Yet he knew the country's 
unreadiness. The President, therefore, tem- 
porized. ; 

“Wouldn't we be’ better off in 3 months?” 
he asked. 

Churchill agreed, still doubting, however, 
that such & respite would be forthcoming 
without concerted action now. 

“Leave that to me,” said the President. 
“I think I can baby them along for 3 months.” 
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I digress again, Mr. President, to point 
out that these sentences are direct quo- 
tations. 


A hitherto unpublished aspect of the At- 
lantic Conference, the incident should dis- 
pose of an implication sometimes heard, 
that the United States projected an unwiil- 
ing Britain into the far eastern war. 

On December 7, Mr. Roosevelt refiected 
that he had babied the Japanese along for 
almost 4 months, not 3. He had naturally 
been aware that the Japanese concurrently 
Were babying along the western powers. 
Their motives were, however, far from inno- 
cent, The Japanese, readying us for the kill, 
needed time to mature their treachery. In 
the light of their Atlantic conversations, 
neither Roosevelt nor Churchill was surprised 
on December 7, although both were taken 
aback by the foulness of the blow. On their 
timetables, war in that quarter was overdue. 

At the Navy Department, Knox’s first or- 
der directed Stark to telephone Admiral C. C. 
Bloch, commandant of the Hawaiian naval 
district, the assumption being that Kimmel 
would be too busy fighting his ships and 
planes to talk. Bloch disclosed the worst. 
The dull roar of the bombardment reached 
Knox through the telephone as he learned 
that the Japanese had struck in force, the 
battle still raged, damage already appeared 
heavy, but that officers and men were fight- 
ing with the utmost courage. 

The bleak report went at once to the 
President, who by now had transformed the 
Oval Room into the general headquarters of 
a nation at war. Here the President received 
the Secretaries of State, War, and Navy, gen- 
erals and admirals; and later the full Cab- 
inet and congressional leaders. Here he had 
word of the raid on the Philippines, which 
arrived at about 2 and by mystifying chance 
would not be confirmed until 6, Here he pen- 
ciled releases to the press, dictating a first 
draft of his war message to Congress, a draft 
beginning with a phrase of high survival 
value: “* * + a date which will live in 
infamy.” 

The President’s associates maintain that 
he works under extreme pressure with pre- 
cision, clarity, and economy of effort. Recall- 
ing the night of March 5, 1933, when, amidst 
a welter of conflicting counsel, dubieties, and 
alarms, the President closed the country’s 
banks, they rank his performance of the af- 
ternoon of December 7 on the same high 
plane. No recriminations escaped him. That 
could come later. This day he engrossed 
himself in the battle of Hawaii, the fate of 
the forces in the Philippines, and the safety 
of installations and concentrations nearer at 
hand in both oceans. He did not allow him- 
self the luxury of one heartfelt characteriza- 
tion of the sneak attack, remarking to Hop- 
kins that it had been “neither decent nor 
Christian,” 

Meanwhile, the Japanese envoys reached 
the State Department at 2:05. The murder- 
ous bombardment of Pearl Harbor had been 
under way 45 minutes. Already hundreds 
of American soldiers and sailors had perished 
on the decks of ships, in engine rooms, in 
water coated with blazing oil. That was war. 


With respect to the article down to the 
point to which I have progressed, I feel 
that the Recor should show what are 
represented to us as facts, both by the 
editors of this noted publication, and by 
the excellent and famous authors who 
have submitted the article. Whether or 
not it answers the question raised by the 
editor of the New York Sun that Mr. 
Churchill’s comment before Parliament 
required elucidation from Washington, I 
leave to the judgment of my colleagues. 

Mr. President, I understand there is a 
desire on the part of some of my col- 
leagues that the remainder of the article 
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from which I have read be printed in the 
Recorp. I therefore make that request. 
There being no objection, the remain- 
der of the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


There were no intimations of war in the 
State Department. Nomura and Kurusu 
walked as usual through the familiar high- 
cellinged corridors. They went to the diplo- 
matic anteroom, a dingy chamber opposite 
Mr. Hull’s office. Mr. Hull kept them wait- 
ing 15 minutes. 

All morning the Secretary had been un- 
easy, scenting something in the air, with the 
prevision of a frontiersman. With him for 
an hour and a half were the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Navy. Stim- 
son—a soldier, an eminent New York lawyer, 
and a rather formal statesman—Hull and 
Knox shared a detestation of nazi-ism ex- 
tending to the whole Axis and international 
brigandage in general. Since 1936 Hull stead- 
ily had stigmatized the Rome-Berlin-Tokyo 
aggressors in private as the “gangster na- 
tions.” 

At 2:20 Mr, Hull admitted the Japanese, 
He bowed unsmilingly; bade them be seated. 
Upon Kurusu’s arrival in November, the 
Secretary had allotted him lesser rank than 
the Ambassador, and Nomura had a seat on 
Mr. Hull's right. ‘The Secretary's office is a 
large, shabby room bearing the marks of 
long but impersonal use. Steel engravings 
lined the walls: Of Washington, Lincoln, 
Grant, and the Jefferson who, in an earlier 
time of international upheaval, bade the 
United States “marry the British fleet.” 

Nomura apologized for their tardiness. 
Their instructions were to present the note 
from their Government at 1, but the decoding 
had gone slowly. 

“Why 1 o'clock?” asked Mr. Hull. 

Nomura professed not to know. He hand- 
ed the Secretary the translation, which Mr. 
Hull, affixing his pince-nez, proceeded to 
read. The note ran to 2,500 words. As Mr. 
Hull’s eye took in the bellicose farrago of 
insults, couched in an English sometimes bor- 
dering on pidgin, his jaw tightened. The 
note was absurd as well as truly insolent, 
charging the United States at one and the 
same time with impossible idealism and with 
“scheming for the extension of the war.” 


“INFAMOUS FALSEHOODS” 


When Mr. Hull had finished the paper he 
arose. The Japanese stood also. Ignoring 
Kurusu and eying Nomura, the Secretary 
said with the restraint of an anger too deep- 
seated and righteous for truculence: 

“I must say that in all my conversations 
with you during the last 9 months I have 
never uttered one word of untruth. This is 
borne out absolutely by the record. In all 
my 50 years of public service I have never 
seen a document that was more crowded 
with infamous falsehoods and distortions— 
infamous falsehoods and distortions on a 
scale so huge that I never imagined until 
today that any government on this planet 
was capable of uttering them.” 

Nomura opened his mouth to make some 
reply, but the Secretary cut him short. Rais- 
ing his right arm, he pointed to the door. 

“Good day,” said the Secretary with con- 
siderable finality. 

The Japanese Ambassadors walked out of 
Hull's office into a battery of news photog- 
raphers, but instead of stopping as usual for 
posed pictures, they hurried down the cor- 
ridor. 

In his office Mr. Hull began dictating to 
M. J. McDermott, Chief of the Division of 
Current Information, the language of his re- 
buke for the press. The White House tele- 
phone on his desk rang. It was the President, 
wishing his own version of the incident. Mr. 
Hull reviewed the encounter, quoting his re- 
marks as uttered, with Mr. Roosevelt 
interrupting to voice his gratification, 

“That's good, Cordell,” the President ended. 
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As his indignation abated, Mr. Hull doubted. 
that Nomura had been privy to the stealthy 
attack, although he recalled grimly that both 
envoys had cowered under his blast. When 
Welles and Assistant Secretary Adolf A. 
Berle, Jr., entered the Secretary's office he 
grinned: “I'm afraid I was pretty rough on 
those Japs.” In their intimate association— 
Hull and Nomura held 60 conversations be- 
tween March 1941 and December 7, most of 
them at night in the Secretary's apartment— 
Mr, Hull had developed a certain fondness 
for the admiral, referring indulgently to him 
as the “old codger,” although Nomura was 
his junior. For “that other citizen,” Kurusu, 
Mr. Hull had entertained only mistrust from 
the time of his presentation by the Am- 
bassador. It was Kurusu who signed, on 
behalf of the Emperor, the Tripartite Pact 
in Berlin on September 27, 1940. Moreover, 
Judge Hull's experience on the bench of the 
fifth Tennessee circuit had schooled him in 
testing the credibility of a witness. Mr. Hull 
found it hard to believe that Kurusu, who 
had left Japan only a month before, had not 
been aware of the scheme. 

The episode in Mr. Hull's office lasted 12 
minutes, the Japanese leaving him at 2:32. 


FIRST UNITED STATES COMMUNIQUE 


Seven minutes earlier the black news had 
broken on a totally unexpectant public. 
Satisfied beyond any shadow that the blow 
was all-out, deliberate, and warlike, the Presi- 
dent penciled a brief announcement—the 
first American communique of the war. His 
principal secretary, Stephen Early, was at 
his home, 6 miles from the White House, in 
pajamas and dressing gown and was deep in 
the Sunday papers when his White House 
telephone rang. It was the President. 

“Have you got a pencil handy, Steve?” he 
asked. 

“Do I need it?” Early countered, half sus- 
pecting a Presidential joke. 

The President was serious. “Yes. I have 
a pretty important statement here and it 
ought to go out verbatim.” 

Mr. Early was in his library, no pencil was 
within reach, so he called for Mrs, Early, 
who had been a stenographer, asking her to 
take down the President's words as he re- 
peated them. 

By Early’s wrist watch the time was 2:22. 
While Mrs. Early transcribed her pothooks 
into longhand, the President's secretary in- 
structed the White House switchboard to 
set up a three-way hook-up into the offices of 
the Associated Press, United Press, and In- 
ternational News Service. Within 3 min- 
utes the bulletin, telephoned by the wire 
services to broadcasting clients, had reached 
the air, interrupting network programs 
throughout North America. 

Scrambling into street clothes, Early started 
for the White House in his own car, inter- 
cepted a White House limousine on its way 
to pick him up, commandeered a traffic 
policeman and made a record rin through 
red lights and the sparse Sunday traffic to the 
Executive Mansion. He found the President 
and Harry Hopkins in the oval room, decks 
cleared, and Secretaries Stimson and Knox 
just arriving. 

Vice President Henry Wallace, calling from 
New York, announced he was taking the next 
plane for Washington. At 3:20 Secretary 
Hull crossed to the White House, entering 
the oval room with General Marshall. Mean- 
while, the Executive Mansion’s switchboard 
lights danced as calls arrived from adminis- 
tration officials, from Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, Governors, retired statesmen, ad- 
mirals and generals, and from plain citizens 
in all corners of the land. The callers pre- 
vailingly offered their services. 

The news dazed a Washington at first in- 
credulous. How had the Japs dared? Not 
since 1861, when Sumter was fired on, had 
this country. been propelled into a war with- 
out notice. The -experience was unreal. As 
in every capital on which World War No, 2 has 
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descended, the public accepted hostilities 
without demonstration. 

The chance that brought Mr. Roosevelt 
with Mr. Hull as his principal coadjutor, to 
the management of foreign policy in time of 
overwhelming danger to this country may be 
called fortunate. Together they had imple- 
mented the good-neighbor policy. The whole 
course of American foreign relationships 
under Roosevelt had been nonaggressive and 
reassuring to other powers, large and small. 

The President takes advice where he finds 
it, but not all advisers are equally influential. 
Certain ones, however, remained fairly con- 
stantly at the President's side when foreign 
policy was uppermost. The regulars included 
Mr. Roosevelt's “gray eminence,” Harry Hop- 
kins, known as “Buzz” in White House infor- 
mality. The frailness of his health is a 
source of extreme regret to Mr. Roosevelt, 
A foreign-policy regular, also, was William 
Cc. Bullitt. At the State Department Mr. 
Roosevelt relied at this period on Welles and 
Assistant Secretary Berle in addition to the 
Secretary. But, useful and important as are 
the younger men, it is Mr. Hull’s spirit that 
informs the State Department, his moral 
integrity that symbolizes to other countries 
and governments its good faith. 

Behind a rather reserved facade, Hull has 
a homespun, kindly nature. Although his 
father, “Uncle Billy” Hull, was a man of sub- 
stance, Cordell was born in a log cabin and 
grew up in small towns of the Cumberland 
foothills. The racy speech of that region 
and that period still comes easily to Hull 
now, after 33 years in public service in Wash- 
ington. It is probable that not one of his 
predecessors except Daniel Webster ever ap- 
plied such unabashedly forceful Elizabethan 
language to the problems of the State Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. Hull is at his most warming in cracker- 
barrel sessions. There, among trusted sub- 
ordinates and friends, he unbends. As he 
speaks, his sensitive hands trace their own 
patterns in the air before him, The motion 
reminds Mr. Berle of weaving; he fancies that, 
the Secretary is weaving the strands of his 
disquisition carefully into a fabric. Hull's 
illustrations, almost invariably taken from 
his Tennessee experiences, go directly to the 
point. There is his apt comment on sea 
power: 

“You boys,” said Mr. Hull, “remind me of 
& lawsuit I heard down yonder. It was a will 
case, One of the lawyers was in the unfortu- 
nate position of representing both the lega- 
tees and the devisees. When he made a point 
for the legatees he was likely to harm the 
case of the devisees, and vice versa. He got 
pretty well tangled, and when he sat down 
his opponent announced that he wouldn't put 
in testimony or make a summation. Instead, 
he wanted the court’s permission to tell a 
story. i 

“The story was about a friend of his, who 
was traveling on a Mississippi River steamboat 
one night when the boiler blew up. The 
traveler was thrown from bed, ran on deck 
and committed himself to the river, where he 
swam manfully for the Arkansas shore. As 
he pulled himself up on the riverbank, he 
discovered to his dismay that he was clad 
only in a red flannel undershirt. The noise 
of the explosion and the sight of the burning 
vessel had drawn a great concourse of men, 
women, and children to the riverbank. The 
traveler was a modest man. Seeking to hide 
his nakedness, he pulled his shirt down in 
back. But as he did so, it rode up in front, 
disclosing his legatees. He then pulled his 
shirt down in front and it rode up in back, 
diselosing his devisees. “The plight of my 
unfortunate friend,’ said the lawyer, ‘reminds 
me of the difficulties into which my learned 
colleague has fallen.’ f 

“It reminds me, gentlemen, of your 
dilemma: plotting the strategy of a two- 
ocean war with a one-ocean Navy.” 
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A YANKEE “HORSE TRADE” 


The events of Black Sunday, December 7, 
had roots extending back to the end of the 
last century, when the United States, Ger- 
many, and Japan all emerged as great sea 
powers. These roots became clearly visible 
in the late spring and early summer of 1940 
with the fall of France and the consequent 
placing of Great Britain in the utmost 
jeopardy. It was in those frightening weeks 
that the United States recognized its peril 
and began to organize a defense, both diplo- 
matic and military, against the global war, 
which so many Americans saw as inevitable. 

A hot midsummer afternoon in Washing- 
ton found His Britannic Majesty's ambassa- 
dor, Lord Lothian, conducting a conversa- 
tion with the President of the United States 
so delicate that its delicacy, as much as the 
weather, accounted for the limpness of the 
diplomatist’s collar. Lord Lothian had been 
charged by his skeptical foreign office with 
probing the President’s underlying inten- 
tions toward the British possessions from 
Newfoundland to Trinidad and British 
Guiana, which, under stress of the Nazi 
menace, were about to afford air and naval 
bases to this country in exchange for 50 
World War destroyers. This was on July 24, 
1940. Only that morning, Winston Church- 
ill, by telephone from London, and the Cabi- 
net in Washington had approved a method of 
transfer by which sites for the bases should 
be leased to the United States Government. 

For weeks the two desiderata—destroyers 
for England, bases for America—had been 
widely agitated. There were obstacles to 
both. A 1917 statute, although somewhat 
ambiguous, threatened to block the way on 
this side. For her part, England had no wish 
to cede her offshore American colonies; nor 
did the colonies wish to be cut adrift from 
the Empire. 

No more did Mr. Roosevelt want title to 
the islands and the bit of South American 
jungle involved. In fact, as he discussed the 
matter on the 23d with Frank Knox, Sec- 
retary of the Navy, the President acknowl- 
edged some rather strong views on the subject. 

The President’s voyages in the Caribbean 
and elsewhere in American waters had af- 
forded him intimate insight into the political, 
ethnic; and economic problems of the British 
possessions, and he showed a wholehearted 
aversion to a transfer of sovereignty, putting 
it on the practical ground that he wanted 
to acquire no “headaches” for this country. 
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands had, he 
thought, sated our territorial ambitions in 
the West Indies. 


PLEASING BOTH SIDES 


As fortified bases, these same British islands 
would, however, screen the hemisphere's “land 
mass” from overseas aggression. Mr. Roose- 
velt had propounded to Knox a solution 
avoiding the question of sovereignty. Why 
not ask the British and colonial governments 
to lease the sites? England would have her 
colonies, their sovereignty intact, with 50 
stanch convoy craft to boot; this country 
would gain a chain of bases enabling it the 
more effectively to safeguard the hemisphere. 

Colonel Knox asked leave to discuss the 
leasehold proposal with Lord Lothian, who, 
as it happened, was dining with him that 
night. Knox had only recently joined the 
Cabinet, and was living on the former Presi- 
dential yacht. Sequoia in the Potomac to 
escape the city's heat. The Chicago pub- 
lisher and Lothian were friends of old stand- 
ing. As they dined that night, cruising down 
the river, Knox introduced the lease formula. 
Lothian at once saw its merits. 

As the Ambassador was leaving, Knox sug- 
gested that he telephone the Prime Minister 
early in the morning to get his reaction. 
Lothian telephoned Churchill, and at 8 a. m. 
called Knox to say that the Prime Minister 
had given his assent in principle. That after- 
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noon the Ambassador called at the White 
House. 

The Presidential office was air conditioned, 
the Presidential mood serene. Just a week 
before Mr. Roosevelt had been renominated 
for the third term at Chicago and the strain 
of his protracted silence, therefore. was bro- 
ken. The President beamed on his friend 
the British Ambassador as he disayowed any 
secret desire to annex any of the islands. 

“See here, Philip,” the President said, with 
some decision, “you may as well get this 
straight once and for all: I’m not purchasing 
any headaches for the United States.” (Be- 
fore two uncles died, bequeathing him a 
dozen United Kingdom titles, Lothian was 
pain Philip Kerr.) “We don't want your 
colonies.” Whereupon the President took the 
Ambassador on a swift, personally conducted 
tour of Britain's American possessions, 
“Why should we want Newfoundland? 
That’s a bankrupt colony. If you're thinking 
of giving it away, give it to Canada, not us. 
And Bermuda—we don’t want it. We think 
too much of Bermuda. Rermuda is an Amer- 
ican resort; Americans go there, because 
they like to be under another flag when they 
travel. They wouldn't enjoy Bermuda half 
so much if if was under our flag. It would 
lose its quaintness. Trinidad? No, thanks. 
What a problem you have there; what a 
scrambled population. Just consider what 
has happened to Trinidad. The original 
Caribs, peaceful souls, were overrun just be- 
fore Columbus came by warlike savages from 
what is now Venezuela, who murdered the 
men and married the women. Then came 
Columbus with his Spaniards; then the con- 
quistadors and buccaneers from all the Medi- 
terranean world. Then the English took 
Trinidad, and with them came a lot of Scotch 
and Welsh—and you will agree they are 
strange people. Meanwhile, a lot of slaves 
were being imported from Africa. Just to 
add to the mixture, 4,000 French and Creole 
refugees from Haiti fled the wrath of Tous- 
saint L'Ouverture. And as if that weren't 
enough, you people brought in 50,000 Hindus 
in 1860. What an ethnic potpourri you have 
there. No, thank you, Philip; you people just 
go on ruling Trinidad.” 

The President has a theory that British 
statesmen, as a rule, find it almost unbeliey- 
able that another nation does not wish land. 
Although the destroyer-bases trade was 15 
months old when Mr. Churchill came to 
Washington at Christmastime of 1941, he still 
seemed a little uneasy about the question of 
sovereignty, asking the President if he would 
mind issuing a reassuring statement some- 
time at his convenience. 

The President was good humoredly oblig- 
ing. “Well, Winston,” he said, “I’ve been 
saying that for a year and a half, but if it 
will make you feel any better I'll say it again.” 

The President, whose buoyant nature dis- 
likes the formality of titles and last names, 
has called the Prime Minister, his senior by 
several years, by his first name from the be- 
ginning of their close personal association, 
which began by trans-Atlantic telephone, be- 
ing subsequently strengthened by their con- 
ferences at sea and in the White House. Mr. 
Churchill, whether out of consideration for 
the President’s superior rank, or from a re- 
serve, either personal or racial, uniformly 
addresses Mr. Roosevelt as “Mr. President.” 


REASSURANCE FOR BERMUDA 


As Chief of the American State, Mr. Roose- 
velt, of course, takes precedence over the 
Prime Minister, who is only chief of the 
British Government, King George being the 
President's opposite number. It was Te- 
marked during Mr. Churchill’s Washington 
visit that, since the death of Louls McHenry 
Howe, no one officially associated with the 
President has called him “Franklin.” ‘The 
difference in the Roosevelt-Churchill form 
of address may reflect the circumstance that 
the British themselves refer fondly to the 
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Prime Minister as “Winnie,” while the Amer- 
ican man in the street seldom gets beyond 
“F. D. R.” or “F. D” in his offhand identifica- 
tion of the President. The informality of Mr. 
Roosevelt's standing with his public never 
has quite approached the colloquial affability 
which universally labeled Mr. Coolidge “Cal.” 

In response to Mr. Churchill’s wish, the 
President did, some weeks later, reassure the 
Bermudans of the purity of Uncle Sam’s 
intentions. It should be said that the Prime 
Minister was only taking cognizance of doubts 
arising in the colonies themselves. 

The Yankee horse trade by which Mr. 
Roosevelt proposed getting the destroyers to 
England gratified his highly developed sense 
of political finesse. It was a fair swap with 
nothing against it. For Candidate Roosevelt 
only a net good could accrue from trading 
destroyers for bases. That was not the case 
with Churchill, compelled, under the British 
system, to maintain himself in power on @ 
day-to-day basis. 

The English-speaking powers ultimately 
are governed, as no one knows better than 
Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Churchill, by public 
opinion. Mr. Churchill, quite frankly, shrank 
from trading leases for destroyers. The Prime 
Minister ran the risk of being held up to 
attack as having been outwitted and out- 
traded by Yankees. For generations Anglo- 
phobes have nourished a belief that the Brit- 
ish constantly hoodwink this Government 
Although the idea is, no doubt, novel to our 
Anglophobes, their opposite numbers have be- 
deviled successive British governments by 
identical cries that the Empire was being sold 
down the river to the ingenious Americans. 

Mr. Churchill’s political judgment appre- 
hended that the exchange would be vastly 
more palatable, hence more defensible, if put 
into terms of gratuity. He wished to make a 
free gift of the bases, receiving in return a 
free gift of the destroyers. So it was that 
the negotiations dragged. By the twenty- 
fifth the President sent for Mr. Hull and Lord 
Lothian and, in somewhat direct language, 
called upon them to break the deadlock. 

Among Hull's aptitudes is one for the pa- 
tient exploration of difficulties, and he im- 
partially reviewed the case for each side. 
Churchill wished to give the bases; Roose- 
velt insisted on a trade. Very well, why not 
satisfy both? Allow Churchill to donate 
bases on Newfoundland and Bermuda, which, 
presumably, would serve Canada as well as 
the United States; then trade the bases in 
the Caribbean area, more specifically valuable 
to this country because of the Panama. Canal. 
‘The Secretary crossed the street to the White 
House, where he found the President agree- 
able. There remained the job of gaining 
Churchill's compliance. 

As it happened, Lord Lothian was again 
dining with Secretary Knox. As Lord Lothian 
prepared to go, Knox suggested that they lay 
their burden on Secretary Hull. “Let's see,” 
he said, “if Cordell has worked out anything.” 
Knox telephoned, finding that Hull had al- 
ready retired, but was not asleep and would 
be willing to receive two perplexed visitors. 

Knox and Lothian motored through a swel- 
tering August midnight to the Carlton Hotel, 
where Hull greeted them in pajamas and 
summer dressing gown. As he outlined his 
compromise, Lothian’s spirits rose. 

“That does it,” said the ambassador. 

The next day Churchill’s assent came by 
telephone, ; 

August was a month of speculative gossip 
and strategical stock taking in W: 

In mid-September the first Ambassador from 
Vichy, France, Gaston Henry-Haye, arrived. 
Henry-Haye, a little man wearing unusually 
high heels, whose ruddy cheeks, bristling 
mustache, and bristling manner give him the 
appearance of chronic truculence, was a 
senator and mayor of Versailles. An 
Americophile, he rejoiced in the nom de 
politique “the American senator,” and “was 
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a familiar of American circles in Paris, where 
he seemed sociable and politically harmless, 
although generally regarded as a parliamen- 
tary follower of Laval. 

WHY F. D. R. CHOSE LEAHY 


Mr. Roosevelt had put off nominating an 
Ambassador to France until after election. 
The problem, as he saw it, was to select an 
envoy to Pétain rather than to the Vichy 
regime. Already American policy was being 
personalized, keyed to the figure of the old 
marshal. For that purpose, the President 
first thought of General Pershing. A bond 
of friendship, based on their comradeship 
in the last war, existed between the 84-year- 
old marshal and the 80-year-old American, 
Pershing was agreeable, but a check-up at 
Walter Reed Hospital convinced his physician 
that he should forego the appointment. 

With Pershing out, the hari chore at Vichy 
fell to the retired Admiral William Daniel 
Leahy, a native of Iowa, a salty officer, one of 
the survivors of the gallant dash around the 
Horn of the battleship Oregon in 1898, a 
Presidential favorite, rnd now Governor of 
Puerto Rico. Leahy, only 65, had an impres- 
sively blunt quarterdeck manner, a reputa- 
tion for unflinching candor, and a rather 
Spartan devotion to duty. It is a Navy 
legend that Leahy once stayed on his bridge 
for 6 weeks at a stretch during fleet maneu- 
vers, relaxing only in brief naps. When Chief 
of- Naval Operations, Leahy customarily 
lunched in the Navy Building cafeteria, 
standing in line with junior officers, clerks, 
and stenographers, and carrying his own 
tray. The President judged accurately, as it 
transpired, that Leahy would get on a sound, 
realistic, and comradely footing with the 
marshal, 

A militant supporter of the Government's 
foreign policy, Leahy anticipated our en- 
trance into the war, believed we should have 
to fight, and fight hard, to crush the Axis. 
As far back as 1937, he had advocated basing 
a large fleet on Singapore as part of an ag- 
gressive Anglo-American line toward Japan. 

Admiral Leahy was not to reach his post 
until January, and in the meantime an event 
in France had focused Washington's atten- 
tion on the problem of France, intensifying 
and hastening our efforts to meet it. On 
October 25, Pétain met Hitler at Montoire. 
The first confrontation of the vanquished by 
the victor, it had been arranged by Laval, 
who; in his campaign of intrigue which was 
aimed at outwitting both the marshal and 
the Germans, had ambitious plans afoot. 
Pétain and Hitler held only a somewhat 
formal colloquy, the marsha! being reported 
as stiffly ill at ease, the chancelor torn be- 
tween respect for the marshal’s age and 
frosty contempt. Such definitive negotia- 
tions as went on were between Hitler and 
Laval. They eventuated in what Laval still 
speaks of as the “Montoire policy.” 

The negotiations were by no means satis- 
factory to Hitler, for, while he could act with 
finality, Laval had still to take into account 
the aloof and crotchety will of Pétain. In 
general, Laval promised to try to make the 
French basesin the Mediterranean and West 
Africa available to the Nazis in exchange for 
a return of the French Government to Paris, 
the repatriation of war prisoners, and repudi- 
ation by Hitler of his supposed agreement to 
satisfy Italy’s Mediterranean aspirations at 
the expense of the French Riviera and Tu- 
nisia. The fleet also was involved, Laval 
pledging his efforts to have it employed in 
conyoying food ships, “‘guarding” the bases, 
and other activities designed to bring it into 
conflict with the British. 

This all-out collaboration, short of open 
hostilities, was not, of course, effectuated. 
The sequel to Montoire lay in the events of 
December 13, when Laval was to be dis- 
missed and placed under house arrest by 


‘the outraged marshal. 
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Fifteen months before Pearl Harbor, Japan 
launched a “white war” against the English- 
speaking powers and the Dutch in the Pacific. 
A diplomatic offensive aimed at securing 
French Indochina as a base for military 
invasion of Malaya, the East Indies, Aus- 
tralasia, Burma, and India on the way to. 
a hoped-for junction with Hitler and world 
conquest, the “white war” rested upon a 
deal with the Fuehrer and his tool, Laval. 
The full story of this brazen trade reposes in 
the State Department's files. This country’s 
answer to it was to be formulated in a post- 
breakfast conference in a sunny White House 
bedroom. 

In exchange for an exclusive franchise to 
conquer and pillage in southeastern Asia 
and the South Pacific, Hirohito and his 
government were willing to assume a full- 
fiedged partnership in the Rome-Berlin 
Axis. That was the price they would pay, 
but they insisted on delivery of Indochina 
before signing on the dotted line at Berlin. 
The Japanese were, as usual, being cagey 
with Europeans. 

Early in September 1940 they initiated the 
transaction by serving an ultimatum on the 
French colonial authorities at Hanoi in Ton- 
kin, the northernmost of the Indochinese 
native states, a copy being handed at the 
same time to Laval in Vichy. 


JAPAN JOINS THE AXIS 


As Tokyo desired, the decision was made 
in Berlin, where the ultimatum had been 
obediently referred by Laval. Hitler gave it 
his endorsement. Hence, on September 19, 
an Imperial Council voted to join the Rome- 
Berlin Axis. It was a deathly secret in Tokyo, 
but the American and British diplomats knew 
of it almost as soon as the last councilor had 
voted “aye,” and a lady of the British Em- 
bassy started a Japanese Minister at dinner 
that night by putting it bluntly to him: 
“Why did you do it?” 

Three days later the deal was confirmed 
when the French authorities at Hanoi an- 
nounced surrender to the ultimatum. By 
that time Japanese warships lay in the har- 
bor of Haiphong and Japanese warplanes 
were dropping into the airdrome at Hanoi. 
On the 27th, a politely smiling Saburo Kurusu 
scratched his signature to a three-power pact 
in Hitler's mausoleumlike Chancellery in 
Berlin, with the Fuehrer and Count Ciano 
somewhat cynically regarding him. 

On the day before the exercises in Berlin, 
the President, closely advised about the ram- 
ifications of the new alliance, clamped down 
on shipments of scrap iron to any points out- 
side this hemisphere or the British Empire. 
In Tokyo, Matsuoka declared to American 
newspaper correspondents that the United 
States, if it still wished the status quo in the 
Far East, “would have to fight for it.” 

A crisis atmosphere pervaded the White 
House on the morning that Matsuoka’s chal- 
lenge was flung to this country. While 
breakfasting in his bedroom, Mr, Roosevelt 
sent for Mr. Hull and the Under Secretary. 
The time, he thought, had come to reexam- 
ine the far-eastern policy in the light of the 
Tripartite Treaty. 

Welles took a cautious line, attaching some 
hope to Prince Fumimaro Konoye, the Jap- 
anese Premier. Mr. Hull, seeming in the full 
morning light more than ever the gentle, 
white-haired sage, muttered incongruous 
scurrilities against Matsuoka and the other 
Japs. The languid Konoye did not overly im- 
press Mr. Hull; and as for Matsuoka, he was 
firmly convinced that the Japanese Foreign 
Secretary was “as crooked as a basket of fish- 
hooks.” 

The President intently reviewed the situa- 
tion in the Far East, his after-breakfast 
cigarette in the long holder making quick, 
exclamatory stabs into the air. Konoye’s 
return to the premiership in July had been 
the result of an army coup with overtones 
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of attempted assassination, 34 soldiers having 
been arrested in Tokyo behind a veil of strict 
censorship. With him came to power the 
unreliable Matsuoka and an little 
general, Hideki Tojo, known in the half-world 
of assassins, fanatics, and adventurers making 
up the military caste as “The Razor.” Tojo, 
who had been head of the secret police in 
Manchuria, was Minister of War and hence 
the most powerful man in the Government. 

Mr. Roosevelt and his conferees had no 
doubt of the ruthless temper of the Japanese. 
Their only doubt was as to when it would be 
brought into play. At the moment there 
were other counsels around the President, 
men who honestly believed the Japanese were 
bluffing and, if not bluffing, too weak to put 
up much of a fight. 

Harry Hopkins was among these activists 
who, in general, urged that we polish off the 
Japanese first, while the British still were 
holding the Atlantic. Secretary Morgenthau, 
a passionately loyal friend of China, pressed 
for a more militant line. In the Cabinet, 
Harold Ickes brusquely shared Morgenthau’s 
view. Admiral Yarnell and Admiral Leahy, 
among the Navy authorities, advocated join- 
ing up with the British at Singapore and 
taking no more nonsense from the Japanese. 

Prevailing, these men believed Japan 
“bogged down in China,” exhausted from a 
long war which they regarded, somewhat 
wishfully, as unsuccessful. They overlooked 
the fact that the Japanese controlled the 
ports, the coast 1 plains, two-thirds of 
China’s industry and, while having trouble 
with guerrillas, had been able to halt large- 
scale warfare. These advisers saw the Three- 
Power Pact as a gun aimed at the United 
States, but “the gun wasn't loaded.” That 
was a favorite figure of speech with the 
activist groups. 

Mr. Roosevelt, charged with the ultimate 
responsibility, elucidated a larger view in the 
bedroom conference, a planetary, long-range 
view. Our first anxiety was the Atlantic; the 
first enemy of Western, Atlantic civilization, 
Hitler. If the Three-Power Pact was a diver- 
sion cooked up by Hitler to deflect us from 
our main . it would not work. On 
the other hand, we would not yield to threats 
in the Pacific. Nor would we abandon either 
our principles or the Chinese. That, in the 
light of American idealism and tradition, 
was unthinkable. We would hold the Atlan- 
tic line. We would likewise hold the Pacific 
line; but whereas the first effort would be 
urgent and positive, the action in the Pa- 
cific would be a delaying one. 

' ‘WELLES WOCS THE SOVIETS 


We come to an absorbing chapter, hitherto 
untold, of American foreign policy in the 
pre-war cycle, the persevering courtship by 
Sumner Welles of the Soviet Union. 

The principals, Welles and Constantine 
Oumansky, the Soviet Ambassador, were in- 
congruously matched as to background; 
Welles being an old-stock, Anglo-Saxon 
American from the “right schools” and clubs, 
and Oumansky inexperienced, suspicious, 
and a zealot in behalf of the dictatorship of 
the proletariat. They had one thing in com- 
mon; each was unreservedly committed to 
the interest of his country. 

The Welles undertaking with Russia grew 
out of a conviction and the recognition of a 
fact. The conviction was that the Russo- 
German pact of amity was unrealistic and 
would not last out the war, Already the 
Soviet-Nazi friendship gave evidence of 
faithlessness. In 1940, a year before the 
break, Hitler was gravely disturbed by the 
Soviet tendency to appropriate lands con- 
sidered of strategical value to them. Mos- 
cow was pressing in the Baltic; soon it would 
be pressing in the Balkans. 

An American correspondent, the late Ralph 
W. Barnes, was expelled from Germany for 
reporting Hitler enraged by Russia’s swift 
appropriation of the Baltic states, especially 
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Lithuania, and the necessity of repatriating 
the long-established Baltic Germans. Barnes 
the truth. ‘ 

Midway of January 1941 Sumner W: 
warned Constantine Oumansky that Hitler 
had marked Russia for slaughter in the fol- 
lowing June. A precise diplomatic techni- 
cian, who weighs his words with the care of 
a pharmacist compounding a prescription of 
deadly drugs, the Under Secretary did not 
qualify his warning. This Government 
“knew” that the decision to breach the Nazi- 
Soviet accord had been taken in Berlin. 

Nor was Welles’ declaration based merely 
on such reports as those of the Chinese and 
Polish military intelligence or the gossip cir- 
culating in the highest diplomatic circles in 
Europe. It had a firmer, and amazingly in- 
teresting, foundation which cannot, at this 
time, be disclosed. 

Cumansky neither asked for nor was sup- 
plied with corroborative detail, but, although 
exhibiting some unconcern, he reported the 
conversation in full to his Government. Two 
months later, at a time of decision in Mos- 
cow, the Soviet Ambassador was instructed 
to inquire if this Government had “con- 
firmation” of the report from Berlin. He re- 
ceived categorical assurance that this Gov- 
ernment was in possession of additional evi- 
dence of Hitler’s intention. 

In passing this word on to Miscow, Welles 
had not been making an empty display of 
omniscience; nor, having a sufficient respect 
for the Soviet Union's adroit and disciplined 
espionage system, was he gratuitously “carry- 
ing coals to Newcastle. Furthermore, the 
British likewise had insight into Hitler’s 
plans and, as Churchill was to reveal, they 
were also to notify the Kremlin of them. The 
Under Secretary’s purpose, fitting into the 
friendly matrix of the new Russian policy, 
was implicit; the Soviet Union was soon to 
feel the fury of Germany, whereupon it 
might look to the United States for the 
assistance which this Government had vowed 
to all nations resisting the Axis. 

The fact that Welles set June for the in- 
vasion should be noted, conflicting as it does 
with a widespread impression, growing up 
after the event, that Hitler had planned to 
march in May, or even April, but that his 
timetable had been disrupted by the uprising 
in Belgrade The knowledge by this 
Government in January was explicit on the 
time, virtually to the day, and the Soviet 
Ambassador was so advised. 

Two nights before the year’s end, Mr. 
Roosevelt generalized this country’s plane- 
tary policy in a fireside chat. A fighting 
speech, it was the signal for action on a wide 
front. 

Mr. Roosevelt spoke on Sunday night. The 
following Friday, at his press conference, he 
announced that Harry Hopkins was going to 
England as his personal observer. 

Hopkins first learned of his assignment 
when Steve Early telephoned him, where he 
was at work in his White House bedroom. 
“You're elected to go to England,” said Early. 

Hopkins arose and ambled over to the 
Presidential office in the west wing. “Did 
you say that, boss?” he asked. 

The President smilingly confirmed the 
order. 

“Well, I'm going,” said Hopkins, and when 
the President looked at him quizzically, Harry 
amplified his announcement. “I’m going 
right away. I’m not going to hang around 
here. I know what you'll want me to do, go 
over to the State Department for instruc- 
tions and get the views of a lot of people. 
I won't learn anything that way; all I need 
is a long talk with you.” The President 


Hopkins called Juan Trippe, found that a 
Clipper was leaving New York for Lisbon on 
the following Monday. The President found 
time for a lengthy discussion over the week 
end and Hopkins departed for London at 
8 a. m. on Monday, January 6. 
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HOPKINS’ LONDON RECEPTION 

Harry Hopkins landed in England on Jan- 
uary 9. A special train—‘“Churchill likes to 
throw up special trains’—met him with a 
guard of honor. As the Presidential envoy 
detrained in London, wearing a rumpled 
gray suit, an air of umconcern and a dis- 
reputable felt hat that was to become famous 
in the United Kingdom, “all hell broke loose.” 
London was to endure one of the heaviest 
night strafings of the war and Hopkins drove 
to No. 10 Downing Street amidst a veritable 
hail of bombs. He didn’t precisely like it. 

Living in the Prime ‘Minister's household 
in Downing Street, Hopkins talked daily 
with military men from the three services, 
with experts from the supply ministry, in- 
dustrialists, labor leaders. Churchill is, of 
course, articulate, companionable, and hu~- 
morous. So also is Hopkins. It was during 
evenings before the fire in the Prime Min- 
ister's study that Hopkins resolved Roose- 
velt and Churchill should meet, face to face, 
Both men, he knew, dealt best on personal 
terms. There were risks, the President and 
the Prime Minister being men of strong wills, 
self-confident and accustomed to command. 
He determined to run that risk. Hopkins 
is a needier, a resourceful protagonist of an 
idea. That is, in truth, one of his chief 
values to the President. He clings to a course 
in which he believes with a persistence, skill- 
fully deployed, that few men muster in the 
face of Presidential indifference or opposi- 
tion. 

LEAHY’'S JOB AT VICHY 


Meanwhile, at Vichy, Admiral Leahy had 
the discouraging task of maintaining the 
western world’s contacts with occupied, 
hungry, distracted France. The little French 
watering place was to be a virtual prison for 
the Ambassador. For two reasons he scarcely 
dared leave Vichy: the success of his mis- 
sion depended upon unbroken personal con- 
tact with the marshal; secondly, when he 
trayeled elsewhere, the spontaneous demon- 
strations of French affection opened the 
population to retaliations and gave rise to 
the danger of incidents. 

Leahy’s life became circumscribed by the 
doctor’s residence which served as Embassy, 
his home in the Gould villa, 5 blocks dis- 
tant, and Pétain’s suite in the Hotel du 
Parc. The Ambassador walked the block 
and a half from the Embassy to call on Pé- 
tain in the modest suite serving the Chief 
of State as dwelling and office. Laval no 
longer had the suite just below—in those 
days the marshal summoned his second in 
command by thumping on the floor with his 
cane—but his exit had not rid Pétain’s 
presence of collaborationists. 

The personal relations between the mar- 
shal and the admiral, stiff at first, gradually 
relaxed into an affability sometimes difficult 
to translate. Pétain, still erect, his handsome 
features still remarkably firm, his eye 
haughtily direct despite his 85 years, received 
Leahy in his drawing room, incongruously 
furnished with the elegant satin and crystal 
finery of a French de luxe hotel. Occasionally 
he indulged in a mannered, general-staff 
jest. 

To Pétain, French cookery, French wine, 
and French social customs were unchallenge- 
able. Indeed, to be away from France was 
for him an unhappy exile. At the state 
funeral of Marshal Pilsudski in Warsaw, Am- 
bassador Bullitt represented President Roose- 
velt, Pétain the French Government. At 
dinner one evening the marshal, traducing 
Polish cookery by subtle innuendo, suddenly 
turned on Bullitt. 

“There, now,” he said accusingly, “how do 
you Americans manage to live? Nowhere is 
there such bad food. I was in America for 
weeks once [the marshal represented France 
at the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary 
of the surrender at Yorktown in 1931]; I all 
but starved. I had dinner at the White 
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House. There were four glasses around my 
plate. All were for water, different kinds of 
water. That was Mr. Hoover's idea of hos- 
pitality. We had chicken, great, tall, sky- 
scraper chicken—tough. Everywhere I went 
in America I had skyscraper chicken. You 
know, Boolitt, how I admire my farm, how 
I prize my livestock. Do you know, when I 
returned from America, I ordered all my 
chickens beheaded? I could no longer stom- 
ach a chicken.” 

A plain man to whom food was, by and 
large, a utility, Leahy had no wit with which 
to match the marshal’s Gallicisms. But out 
of the meetings there grew an arresting as- 
sociation. The admiral’s candor, at times 
outspoken to the point of embarrassment, 
had been counted upon by Mr. Roosevelt to 
establish a bond. It did. In the steamy 
half-light of intrigue at Vichy, Leahy’s bluff 
Bonny shone like a good deed in a naughty 
world. 

Pétain grew to rely on Leahy’s word, to 
dread his blunt reminders of France's obliga- 
tions to this Government, and above all to 
trust his reports and his judgment on affairs 
in France and abroad. In the nature of 
things, the American Ambassador was one of 
the best-informed men in the unoccupied 
zone. If Pétain’s immediate circle sought to 
insulate him from certain facts and situa- 
tions, there was Leahy, always ready with a 
straight answer. 

Steadily the Ambassador hammered home 
the sincerity of this country’s support of the 
British and the democratic cause, its desire 
to see France restored and the inexorable 
meaning of its slowly gathering industrial 
and military might. Darlan might minimize 
America’s strength and cast doubt on her 
will, as he did, but Pétain was inclined to 
believe Leahy. In the protracted, anxious, 
painful tug of war between Washington and 
Berlin over Vichy, Leahy had to contend with 
devious forces and, overshadowing the im- 
provised capital, only 200 miles away, the 
weight of the Nazi Wehrmacht. 

Early in 1941, reflecting Leahy’s status, the 
purchased press and radio of Paris began 
to agitate for a breach in Vichy-Washington 
relations, or, at the least, the removal of 
Pétain to Paris and away from the Ambas- 
sador’s influence. From time to time the 
Marcel Déats, the Jacques Doriots, and the 
Jean Luchaires gf Paris journalism called 
Leahy, in varied terms, the “most powerful 
individual” in the unoccupied zone, the “real 
ruler” of that remnant of France; and in 
April 1942, Luchaire would assert that Leahy 
had “ruled France through intermediaries for 
18 months.” 

Simultaneously and from totally different 
and most decent motives, American liberals, 
committed to the Atlantic cause, were also 
agitating for a rupture with Vichy and the 
recall of Leahy. Particularly did they oppose 
sending food to France. 

The food sent by America to France was 
little enough by any humanitarian standard; 
it had political effects far out of proportion 
to its bulk; a few thousand tons of concen- 
trated milk and vitamins carried over in the 
spring of 1941 on the milk ships Cold Harbor 
and Exmouth, and scrupulously distributed 
to infants and school children by the Ameri- 
can Red Cross. And later, to relieve Vichy’s 
dependence on 800,000 tons of wheat being 
dangled by the Nazis in Paris as the price of 
concessions, two shiploads of flour—13,500 
tons in all—with 800 additional tons of milk 
and 30,000 layettes. 

The arrival of the Exmouth at Marseille 
took the Ambassador and Mrs. Leahy to that 
port early in April. They went with mis- 
givings at the insistent invitation of the 
French committee assisting the Red Cross. 

The embassy party set out by motor on 
the morning of April 6. Commissioner Allen 
had telephoned ahead to the mayor of a 
village, asking him to order luncheon at 
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the inn but swearing him to secrecy, as the 
Ambassador and his party wished to remain 
incognito. They entered the inn unnoticed, 
the mayor having respected Allen’s wishes, 
but halfway through lunch the street out- 
side became black with people. When Am- 
bassador and Mrs. Leahy emerged, the whole 
village of 2,000 souls massed about them, 
cheering. Mothers held up infants for Mrs. 
Leahy to see, explaining that the baby was 
thriving on milk from “la bonne Amerique,” 
and a grandmother climbed on thé running 
board and kissed the admiral. 

So it went all the way to Marseille. The 
news preceded them by telephone and in 
each village crowds, waving flags, saluting 
the Ambassador and cheering America, held 
up the car's progress. Leahy found the au- 
thorities at Marseille badly worried. Only 
6 months earlier, on October 9, the sixth 
anniversary of the assassination of King 
Alexander and Foreign Minister Barthou, the 
people had poured into the streets, piling 
flowers high around the memorial, fighting 
the gendarmes, in a surge of resentment at 
the Nazi conquerors, That had cost the 
municipality 20,000,000 francs ($400,000), and 
the prefect, the mayor, and the prefect of 
police wished no repetition. 

Leahy promptly asked that there be no 
opportunity for a demonstration the next 
day, when he was formally to receive the 
Exmouth on a pier of the harbor. Police 
lines kept away all but the 5,000 Officials 
and invited guests. Admiral Moreau invited 
Leahy to review his forces at Toulon, but the 
Ambassador avoided that as a complication, 
visiting the Red Cross milk station on his 
way through Toulon toward the Riviera on 
the next morning. At the milk station, 
nevertheless, he found half the naval com- 
plement of Toulon waiting in the streets. 

Nice outdid everything. The Ambassador’s 
car crawled through streets jammed from 
building line to building line. Huge Amer- 
ican flags hung down the sea-front hotels, 
small fiags were everywhere. A speakers’ 
stand had been erected, the prefect had 
written a speech and he expected a reply 
from the Ambassador. Leahy had mentally 
prepared a brief greeting. As he and the 
prefect mounted the stand, something re- 
sembling pandemonium broke loose. When 
the hubbub showed no sign of a let-up, 
Leahy, who had at best no stomach for ova- 
tions, quit. Unable to make his intentions 
audible to the prefect, who was tearfully ges- 
turing for silence, the admiral bolted for 
where Mrs. Leahy waited, and they escaped. 

The demonstrated popularity of Leahy and 
the American flag nettled the Nazis. As one 
result, Admiral Darlan censored mention that 
the flour was a gift of the American Red 
Cross in news of its arrival. But the bakers 
of France rectified Darlan’s intentional over- 
sight. The flour, being baked, was handed 
out as bread to all persons having cards on 
three successive Sundays. It was, of course, 
free. The flour had reached the bakers in 
sacks bearing large red crosses and the let- 
tered name “American Red Cross.” In an 
overwhelming majority of bakers’ show win- 
dows these empty flour sacks were conspicu- 
ously draped during the distribution. There- 
after the source of the bread was no secret. 

THE HULL-NOMURA TALKS ~ 


Mr. Hull’s conversations with Admiral No- 
mura began in March 1941, while the far- 
eastern pot was beginning again to simmer, 
The Secretary and the Ambassador met some 
60 times, Two-thirds of the encounters took 
place at night in Mr. Hull’s apartment, first 
in the Carlton Hotel and then, after his re- 
moval in the summer of 1941, in the Ward- 
man Park Hotel. Nomura, tall for a Japanese, 
genial, and with his one good eye beaming 
friendliness, usually arrived on time, bringing 
with him in the early stages Torikichi Obata, 
a secretary of legation, as interpreter. 
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Invariably Mrs. Hull, who was never in evi- 
dence, sent in a light snack for the men. 
The conversations proceeded on the friend- 
liest basis, yet Mr. Hull felt from time to time 
that his visitor was “looking over my shoulder 
to see what there was to back up my words.” 
Mr. Hull developed a personal liking for No- 
mura, the “old codger.” Several times he 
shrewdly tested assertions of Nomura’s, find- 
ing no discrepancy. The Ambassador had 
asked for the meeting and there was, thought 
Mr. Hull, always the off chance that the 
Japanese militarists—“those damned sway- 
backs”—might come to their senses. 

In the meantime other conversations af- 
fecting Japan and the United States went 
forward in Berlin and Moscow. In March, 
Matsuoka, whose mission it had been to take 
Japan out of the League of Nations and into 
alliance with the European despots, went to 
Berlin and Rome by way of Moscow. A con- 
vivial, with the impudence of a small boy or a 
clown. Matsuoka engaged in rough-and- 
tumble debate with Hitler, who employs 
tantrums as a weapon of statecraft, accepted 
the gift of a motorboat from Il Duce, and 
wrote a poem to the girls of Italy. 

On Matsuoka’s journey into Europe he 
merely passed through Moscow by train. On 
his return he tarried. He arrived on April 7. 
Eighteen days before, in Washington, the 
Soviet Government made its inquiry concern- 
ing confirmation of Hitler's intention to at- 
tack Russia that summer. At the same time, 
the American Government advised the Soviet 
Union that Matsuoka’s chief errand in Europe 
was the negotiation of a nonaggression treaty 
with Russia, freeing Japan’s rear for a war 
on the English-speaking powers. It was this 
Government’s opinion, volunteered to the 
Kremlin, that Russia would be better served 
if it kept Tokyo on the anxious seat instead 
of entering into a hard-and-fast agreement. 
The Russians, fearing a more definitive com- 
radeship of Axis aggression against them- 
selves from east and west, disagreed, profess- 
ing to believe that Matsuoka put an agree- 
ment with Hitler above coming to terms 
with Stalin. 

Matsuoka met at first with evasion in con- 
ferences on his project. In the huge, pink- 
walled Kremlin, conferences went on from 
Thursday to Saturday. Matsuoka was to de- 
part for home Sunday evening. When he 
took leave of Stalin Saturday afternoon, the 
Japanese was certain there would be no 
treaty. He accordingly gave himself over 
that night to conviviality. His sleep was dis- 
turbed next morning by a call to the Krem- 
lin. At 2:30 p. m. a convention had been 
signed, and at 5 Radio Moscow carried its 
terms, a 5-year agreement not to wage war 
on the other party. Supplementary terms 
seemed to favor Japan. Russia recognized the 
puppet state known as Manchukuo, aban- 
doned long-standing claims to the Japanese 
half of Sakhalin Island and to border pock- 
ets in Manchuria. In exchange, Japan recog- 
nized Soviet influence in outer Mongolia. 
The Chinese incident was not mentioned in 
the public announcement. Subsequently, 
Russia continued to supply Chungking for 
its war. 

If the evernight reversal of attitude on 
the part of the Kremlin was strange, what 
shall be said of Stalin's effusive leave-taking 
of Matsuoka? The Foreign Minister's train 
was to depart the Siberian station at 6:09 
p. m. Unprecedentedly, Stalin turned up, 
striding down the train platform in high 
spirits and shaking hands heartily with Mat- 
suoka, his staff, and the Axis diplomats, who 
had turned out in the interests of solidarity. 

The procedure left Matsuoka puzzled all 
the way across Russia and Siberia. He was 
still a little puzzled when he reached Man- 
churia, admitting to the press that he hadn't 
expected to return with a Russian treaty. 
“It was,” he said, “negotiated in 10 minutes,” 
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Uniess the Thursday-to-Sunday indiffer- 
ence was merely mystifying mumbo jumbo, 
something must have happened to make a 
neutrality compact with Japan suddenly de- 
sirable to the Kremlin. What was it? A 
search for the answer will repay future 
archivists. 


WEYGAND DEFIES DARLAN 


In Vichy, Admiral Leahy was encountering 
heavy weather. Pétain, when he could be 
seen, spoke with reserve; Darlan blustered 
vaguely. In a moment of exasperation, the 
French admiral publicly attacked the United 
States for “meddling” and the American ad- 
miral promptly retorted with emphasis. 

American pressure was exerted in Wash- 
ington as well as in Vichy. Mr. Hull, in re- 
peated interviews with Gaston Henry-Haye, 
called the French Government sternly to ac- 
count for its dalliance with Berchtesgaden. 
Mr. Hull pulled no punches; his language 
had the bite of the Tennessee frontier, laced 
with a dash of sulphur. 

“Cooperation with Hitler,” the Secretary 
told the little Frenchman, “is an act of 
brigandage. If you continue, you will become 
a nation of brigands.” (Mr. Hull has had a 
lifelong difficulty with the letter “r,” his “brig- 
ands” sounding to the astonished Henry- 
Haye like “bwigands.”) 

At Vichy the diplomatic struggle was going 
against the United States and the Atlantic 
cause. Not so at Algiers. 

In that capital of North Africa, the fiercely 
proud Weygand, pledged equally with Pétain 
and Darlan t extralegal concessions to 
Berlin, declined to budge. As so often before, 
and after, the viceroy did not see eye to eye 
with Vichy. In the first week of June, Pétain 
was persuaded to send for Weygand. 

Austere, jealous of his prerogatives, Wey- 
gand was on terms of punctilio with Pétain, 
his military senior and Chief of State. Darian 
roiled him. The demands levied by Darlan on 
Weygand at Algiers and Vichy called for the 
gradual infiltration of the north African port 
cities, including Casablanca, by Nazi “tour- 
ists”; a sharing of the defense of his viceroy- 
alty with the Nazis and a campaign to be init- 
iated in north Africa against the Free French 
in Equatorial Africa. Weygand rejected all 
demands categorically. In a series of stormy 
sessions with Darlan, the general refused to 
exceed the armistice terms, refused to launch 
an expedition against other Frenchmen and 
made no secret of his disapproval of Dentz’s 
action in Syria. 

On the rock of Weygand’s resistance collab- 
oration broke in June of 1941, a fact never be- 
fore set forth categorically in print. Grad- 
ually Pétain resumed easier intercourse with 
Leahy, the fever subsided in Darlan, and Hit- 
ler, approaching the zero hour for the march 
into Russia, allowed the issue to cool. 

GERMANY INVADES RUSSIA 

The news that Hitler had descended on 
Russia in what was generally and erroneously 
interpreted as a swift, murderous passion 
reached Washington on Sunday, June 22, si- 
multaneously with a premature heat wave. 
Mr. Roosevelt was nursing a slight throat 
infection at the White House; Mr. Hull, ex- 
hausted by the patient and protracted effort 
to restrain Japan, was preparing a-retreat to 
White Sulphur Springs, in West Virginia, 
with a stubborn summer cold; Mr. Welles, 
cool and imperturbable, motored in from his 
estate, Oxon, in nearby Maryland. None of 
the three was surprised; all were gratified. 

That day the President was to see Lord 
Halifax and telephone Churchill, talking with 
the Prime Minister and Ambassador Winant, 
who had returned to his post only the day 
before, but no decisions were to be taken. 
None needed to be. The event, which struck 
the public with a tremendous impact, had 
been long discounted in the governments of 
the English-speaking countries. 

In London, indeed, the news came as an 
immense relief to Churchill, not only because 
it had been so hopefully awaited, but also 
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because he could now deliver the speech he 
had been rehearsing for 2 months. During 
that period the Prime Minister's friends had 
been required to give patient ear to his roll- 
ing phrases, to epithetical allusions to Hitler 
as “that bloodthirsty guttersnipe,” and so on, 
and when Churchill went on the air at 3 
o’clock that afternoon he was pronounced by 
them to be letter perfect. 

In Washington, no public speech was de- 
livered, no statement made until the next 
day, but in the Under Secretary's safe at the 
State Department lay a rough draft of a 
statement, prepared some time in advance. 
That statement Welles pulled out of the safe, 
taking it to the oval study, where he and the 
President discussed a final draft. As issued 
on Monday, the statement closely followed 
the preliminary wording. 

Ambassador Oumansky called at the State 
Department on the 26th, where Acting Sec- 
retary Welles displayed quiet satisfaction in 
recalling his warnings in January and March, 
assuring his somewhat chastened visitor that 
their previous differences were past history 
to him. Oumansky, regretting the rigor with 
which he had formerly pressed his demands, 
observed that he had thought well enough of 
the warning in January to report on it in full, 
a point which Wells dryly assured him he had 
known. 

What Welles did not mention was this Gov- 
ernment’s knowledge that Oumansky had also 
reported the warning to the Nazi Chargé 
d'Affaires, Hans Thomsen, the Soviet and 
Nazi Embassies being at that time on terms 
of candid association, up to the point of 
sharing confidences concerning the demo- 
cratic powers. 


AUTHORIZATION FOR COMMITTEE ON 
APPROPRIATIONS TO REPORT 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
have to leave the Chamber for a com- 
mittee meeting, and I desire to make a 
request for unanimous consent. In the 
event the Senate should adjourn over 
until Thursday, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Appropriations Committee, if 
they reach a conclusion on a bill which 
is now before them, may report it to the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, it has 
been the custom to accede to requests of 
this nature. However, when such re- 
quests are granted, bills frequently come 
before the Senate without opportunity 
for study or even a chance being afforded 
for reading the report. I explained that 
last week when the large $42,000,000,000 
appropriation which the able Senator 
now occupying the chair (Mr. THOMAS 
of Oklahoma] had in charge came before 
the Senate. Such a consent is always ac- 
companied with the understanding that 
if any Senator objects the day the bill 
comes up because it has not been reported 
during the session of the Senate, then it 
shall go over. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That will be en- 
tirely satisfactory. 

Mr. McNARY. Otherwise, I should 
have to object, but, with the complete 
understanding, which I always try to 
have implied or written into the state- 
ment, that if the bill is on the desks on 
Thursday, having been reported during 
a vacation period of the Senate, if any 
Senator present desires further time, 
that is 1 day, to read the report and study 
the bill, it will go over. With that under- 
standing I have no objection. Other- 
wise, I do have positive objection. 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to enlarge my request. It is possible 
that we may not be able to report the 
bill by Thursday. So I make the request 
that whenever the committee is ready to 
report the bill, even though the Senate 
is not in session, it may submit its 
report to the Senate, with the same un- 
dersta-ding about bringing it up for 
consideration. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator, then, 
complies with my observation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Absolutely. 

Mr. McNARY. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the request is granted. 


LOANS ON CERTAIN 1942 CROPS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2585) to provide that loans 
on the 1942 crop of corn, wheat, rice, 
cotton, tobacco, and peanuts shall be 
made at a rate equal to the parity price. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill 
is open to amendment. If no amend- 
ment is to be offered, the question is on 
the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
having been read three times, the ques- 
tion is, Shall it pass? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, the 
discussion of the measure under con- 
sideration has been most enlightening. 
Whether or not the Senate will see fit 
to pass it today, I am confident some of 
the statements which have found expres- 
sion in the Senate will be beneficial in 
bringing before the people the true facts 
as they relate to the income of the farm- 
ers of this Nation. 

Industrial wages are higher than they 
have ever been before in the history of 
man. Despite our efforts to prevent ex- 
cess profits through taxation, it is a mat- 
ter of common knowled¢& that the profits 
of some concerns have been driven to 
new heights by large war contracts. 

The income of the average farmer re- 
mains at pitifully low levels. Despite 
this, a studied effort is being made to 
place the onus on the farmer for any 
threatened increase in the cost of living. 
The farmer receives a very small por- 
tion of the consumer’s dollar, but as a 
consumer he must use his low wage to 
purchase the processed commodities pro- 
duced by other farmers, to all of which 
the processor, the middleman, the 
wholesaler, and the retailer have added 
a profit in some way commensurate with 
the high wages now being paid. 

The American people are always fair, 
and when they realize that the American 
farmer is still a victim of discrimination 
in the matter of income they will not 
object to any proper measure to give 
him a fairer share of the national in- 
come and enable him to continue to 
produce the food essential to life and 
the clothes that we wear. 

I regret to find myself in disagreement 
with the able Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
McNary], a long-time champion of a fair 
share of the national income for the 
American farmer. I feel the same way 
toward the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GILLETTE] and the Senator from Wyo- 
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ming [Mr, O’Manoney], who, for varying 
reasons, have seen fit to oppose the bill. 
I have fought by their sides in many 
fights for justice for the farmer and it 
makes me very unhappy to differ with 
them now. 

I am confident that every Senator will 
take his position on the bill solely on 
the basis of that which he believes to be 
to the best interests of the American 
farmer. I trust that nothing I might say 
in the brief time I shall occupy the floor 
will be construed as a criticism of any 
Senator whose views may be different 
from mine, I am sure that many of 
those who have opposed the pending 
measure as earnestly desire to bring the 
American farmer into his proper share 
of the national income, and to enable 
the farmer to produce the products of 
his toil at a reasonable profit, as am I, or 
as is the Senator from Alabama. 

I was much impressed with the argu- 
ments presented by the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. O’Manoney]. The Sena- 
tor made one of the best speeches in be- 
half of the bill that has been made on 
the floor, and I regretted that, after con- 
tending so vigorously and effectively for 
the purposes behind the proposal, he 
concluded his remarks by saying that he 
would make a motion to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry in order that it might be af- 
forded a wider scope, and in order that 
we might reach certain injustices which 
now exist by virtue of the price-control 
legislation. The adoption of his motion 
will, of course, kill the bill. 

I should like to point out to the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming, and to any of those 
who were impressed by his statement, 
that the standing Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry cannot deal with the 
injustices which have grown out of price- 
control legislation. That legislation was 
handled by the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. Any effort the Senate 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
might make to transgress upon the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on. Bank- 
ing and Currency would, of course, cause 
a conflict between those committees, and 
could result only in the bill being again 
recommitted, this time to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. President, the measure before us 
is not offered as a cure-all; its sponsors 
do not claim that it will within itself 
bring about justice to the American 
farmer in these very uncertain and trying 
days. It is limited in its scope. It has 
been truly said that it deals directly 
only with the producers of the so-called 
basic commodities. But it is a step in the 
right direction, and in these days of con- 
trolled economy it does place under farm 
products a floor which will enable the 
farmer to exist in a world of rising prices 
of industrial products and of the other 
things the farmer is compelled to buy. 

Benefits will flow from this bill to 
farmers who do not produce the so-called 
basic commodities. One of its main ef- 
fects will be to enable the Department 
of Agriculture to dispose of the grains 
which may come in under the 100-percent 
loans to the producers of dairy products, 
poultry products, beef cattle, and pork, 
so as to enable us to achieve the high 
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goals of increased production which have 
been fixed by the Department, to produce 
the fats and dairy products and poultry 
products which are essential to our peo- 
ple and to our Allies in the great war 
in which we are engaged. 

Mr. President, the price at which these 
Government stocks might be sold has 
been the basis of the argument and the 
violent controversy which has raged 
about the conditions and limitations 
placed upon the agricultural appropria- 
tion bill in the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The Senate amendments to that bill 
affected parity prices for the Commodity 
Credit Corporation for the Government 
stocks, The pending measure seeks to 
assure parity to the farmers when they 
dispose of the farmers’ stocks. I am 
more concerned about parity for the 
farmers’ products than I am for those 
belonging to the Government. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mur- 
pock in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Georgia yield to the Senator from 
Vermont? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Georgia whether he has 
any assurance that if the bill should be 
enacted into law, so that hundred- 
percent parity loans could be made, the 
Government might then sell grain to the 
dairymen and poultrymen for less than 
a hundred percent of parity. Has he 
any assurances that those who are now 
opposing the sale of grain owned by the 
Commodity Credit Corporation at less 
than parity would not still continue to 
oppose the sale of grain for less than 
parity, hoping that thereby they might 
force the price to the grain producer 
above parity, even to 110 percent? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have no assurance as 
to what the position of any individual 
or of either one of the bodies might be, 
but I know that the enactment of the 
bill would certainly disarm any person 
who was attempting to argue that the 
sale of these commodities at below parity 
at the present time was a violation of the 
parity principle. The bill establishes the 
parity principle as applied to the pro- 
ducers of these grains which are so 
essential in the production of dairy 
products, and therefore we should prop- 
erly give to the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration leeway in order to enable them 
to sell these grains at such prices as 
would enable them to reach their goals 
so far as dairy products, poultry prod- 
ucts, and pork are concerned. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr, RUSSELL. I shall be glad to do 
so. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I assume the Sen- 
ator can give assurances that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and the Department 
of Agriculture are anxious to have the 
privilege of selling these products at a 
price below parity for the purposes 
stated and that, unless restrained by law, 
the Secretary will do so. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Secretary of Ag- 
riculture has plainly expressed it to be his 
purpose and desire to sell these grains 
at a price that will enable him to have a 
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farovable ratio for the producers of dairy 
products and pork products so that the 
quantity may be increased and, in addi- 
tion, within the past few days the Presi- 
dent of the United States has vigorously 
insisted that he be permitted, through 
the Secretary of Agriculture, to sell these 
commodities at less than parity and ata 
reasonable price in order that these 
goals may be achieved. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Senator did 
not include poultry in his statement. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I intended to do so. 
My statement should have included poul- 
try products. 

Mr. AIKEN. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, as the 
Senator from Georgia knows, I am very 
much in favor of a 100-percent parity for 
all farmers of the United States. I think 
they are thoroughly entitled to it. But, 
if I do not vote for this bill, it will be 
because I am afraid that we may raise the 
costs of one group or two groups of our 
farmers—that is, the dairymen and the 
poultrymen—by guaranteeing 100-per- 
cent parity for the price of grain and, at 
the same time, be unable to increase the 
price of dairy and poultry products so 
that the farmers engaged in those 
branches would be able profitably t3 pro- 
duce them under the new conditions. 
That, frankly, is what is worrying me 
about this bill. I will say that I do not 
know yet whether I shall vote for it. 
That is why I am listening so attentively 
to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Vermont uses his usual 
good judgment, I do not see how he can 
escape the conclusion that the enact- 
ment of this bill, with the publicly an- 
nounced position of the Department of 
Agriculture and of the President of the 
United States, will, for at least a period 
of 12 months, quiet this issue of the sale 
of Government surpluses. It will relieve 
any fear that Government sales will af- 
fect the price received by the farmer 
when he markets his crops. 

Certainly, when the farmer has re- 
ceived 100-percent parity by way of a 
loan on this year’s production, no man in 
this hour of emergency, in this time of 
economic dislocation, could justly com- 
plain if the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion were to sell these commodities at a 
very low rate so as to enable the farmers 
to produce the dairy products, the poul- 
try products, and the pork, all of which 
are so necessary. 

Our Allies across the seas, even in Rus- 
sia, a great agricultural nation, are clam- 
oring today and demanding that we ship 
larger quantities of dairy products and 
fats, and in order that they may be fur- 
nished in quantities sufficient to fill the 
needs, it is absolutely necessary that the 
Government afford something in the na- 
ture of a subsicy to those who are en- 
gaged in the producing of dairy products, 
poultry products, and pork. This sub- 
sidy is, of course, primarily for the bene- 
fit of the consumer and to stimulate in- 
creased production. 

Mr, President, the Senator from Wyo- 
ming also indicated in his remarks that 
he thought the present parity levels of 
the Department of Agriculture were 
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somewhat too low. I shall not quarrel 
with the Senator from Wyoming in that 
view. I have held it myself for some 
time. However, it is certainly better to 
reach the parity rate which the Depart- 
ment has now established, and then at- 
tempt to adjust any inequalities that 
might exist, than to attempt to revise 
the entire parity process on the basis of 
the present levels of loans. 

Mr. President, I should like briefiy to 
recite the history of this loan legislation. 

As I recall, in the 1938 Agricultural Ad- 
justment Act there was provided a loan 
rate of not less than 52 percent of parity 
on all agricultural commodities except 
corn. Corn enjoyed a slightly higher 
rate under the provisions of the act. 
The Department almost invariably fixed 
the loan at the minimum amount, de- 
spite the fact many of us requested a loan 
rate nearer the maximum allowed, which 
I believe was 75 percent of parity. 

Over a year ago, in an effort to take 
some legislative step which would enable 
the farmers oi this Nation to stay in pro- 
duction and to exist, the Congress en- 
acted a measure providing for a loan of 
85 percent of parity upon the basic com- 
modities. In addition, the farmers re- 
ceived what is known as a parity pay- 
ment. 

I shall always be proud, Mr. President, 
and regard it as an accomplishment of 
mine that I was able to make in behalf 
of the farm population of this Nation, 
that I offered the first amendment for a 
parity payment appropriation that was 
ever adopted by Congress. For 3 years, 
without the benefit of Budget estimates, 
and, in fact, against the opposition of 
the administration, I fought appropria- 
tions for parity payments to a successful 
legislative conclusion. I shall always be- 
lieve that those parity-payment appro- 
priations in effect saved the American 
farmer, for during that period of time 
the market prices of some commodities, 
notably cotton, were less than 60 percent 
of parity. Without this payment I do 
not know how the farmers could have 
existed. 

Parity was finally recognized in the 
Budget estimates, and this year the agri- 
cultural appropriation bill contains a 
provision that if the basic commodities 
fall below parity, then parity payments 
shall be made to cooperating producers 
equal to the difference between 85 per- 
cent of parity, the loan figure under ex- 
isting law, or the average market price 
of such commodity, whichever is higher. 

Considerable sums will be paid out of 
the Federal Treasury by way of parity 
payments to producers this year upon the 
basis of present prices. Therefore, Mr. 
President, the argument which was made 
in the editorial, which was read by the 
Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. Gerry] 
that this measure would result in a great- 
ly increased cost to the Treasury of the 
United States, is absolutely fallacious, 
and was written by one who had abso- 
lutely no understanding of the farm pro- 
gram as it exists today. As a matter of 
fact, the adoption of this bill will save 
to the Treasury of the United States 
something like twelve million or thirteen 
million dollars, which is the annual ad- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


ministrative expense of handling the 
parity-payment program in the United 
States. Under existing law the farmer 
is going to secure the present parity, 
either by way of parity payments, or by 
loans, or by both, and this prov‘s‘on of 
law, which will obtain only for tl. year 
1942, will merely place all the farmer’s 
operations in one place, and will enable 
him to obtain the full parity amount at 
the time he places his commodity in the 
loan, instead of having to wait 12 months 
to have determined the amount of parity 
payment which will be made to him. 
Therefore, when it. comes to a question 
of economy in the Treasury, if there is 
to be economy, it will result from the 
approval of this bill. 

It may be said that the Government 
will sell these commodities below 100 
percent of parity, and therefore it will 
be necessary to make good the capital 
structure of the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration to the extent by which it might 
be impaired. That is correct, but that 
amount will not be any more, and if 
these commodities are properly handled 
it will not be as much, as the amount 
which is paid to the farmers by way of 
parity payments today. 

Mr. President, I have had some doubts 
as to this measure. I could appreciate 
the feeling of the able Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. McNary] and others who 
have said that it would place in the hands 
of a governmental agency the absolute 
control of these commodities for next 
year. In normal times that argument 
might be cogent, but today, Mr. Presi- 
dent, we are engaged in a great war. 
The Government of the United States, 
under legislation enacted by the Con- 
gress, has already taken over absolute 
control of the minerals of the country, 
as well as metals, chemicals, and indus- 
trial facilities. Under wartime restric- 
tion now in effect there can be no free 
market. The laws referred to would not 
be tolerated by the American people in 
peacetime. 

Through a system of priorities the 
Government is controlling all the busi- 
ness in this Nation, and through that 
control it is handled in such a manner 
that the producers of most commodities 
are assured against loss. Let the farmer 
have the same protection for the duration 
of the war. 

In the enactment of the price-control 


bill we placed a ceiling beyond which 


agricultural products could not go. We 
said in the act that if the agricultural 
commodities reached 110 percent of 
parity, then Mr. Henderson could step 
in and fix the prices at that level. He 
has had precious little opportunity to fix 
agricultural prices directly, because, as 
stated by the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O’ManoneEy], in fixing the prices of 
the processed commodities he has made 
assurance double sure that most of these 
agricultural commodities could not even 
reach 110 percent of parity. But we 
have at least placed a very definite limit 
on the amount that farm commodities 
could bring. We have a loan system 
which is now only 85 percent of parity, 
which allows a leeway of 15 percent be- 
low parity before there is any floor, as 
compared with a leeway of 10 percent 
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above parity in the price-control bill. 
As I have stated, due to the actions of 
the O. P. A., there has been no chance, 
and there is no opportunity today, for 
many raw agricultural commodities to 
reach these maximums which are per- 
mitted by the price-control legislation. 
Therefore, in simple justice to the farmer 
in this day of controlled economy in every 
other line of business in the United 
States, he is entitled to receive the 100 
percent or full parity for his commodity 
when he takes it to place it in the loan. 

The provisions of the bill are effective 
for only 1 year. If the restrictions and 
if the powers of the Government in deal- 
ing with other commodities should ex- 
pire within that period, we can then re- 
examine the whole question of whether it 
is just and equitable and in the interest 
of the consumer, as well as the producer, 
to continue this full parity loan for an 
additional period of time. 

Mr. President, I have been somewhat 
amazed by the position taken with re- 
spect to this measure by some of the 
stout fighters for agriculture in the past. 
I was impressed on yesterday when the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Brooks] read 
into the Recorp a statement from Mr. 
Ear] Smith, the head of the Farm Bureau 
in that State, in which he vigorously op- 
posed the full parity loan to producers 
of agricultural commodities. This same 
Mr. Smith has appeared before commit- 
tees of Congress, and has vigorously in- 
sisted upon the position of the House of 
Representatives with respect to the Gov- 
ernment dealing with its own surpluses. 
He has insisted consistently that the 
Government be required to receive full 
parity for its products, but when it comes 
to a question of full parity to the farmer 
he opposes it and says it is wrong, and 
that it will break down the agricultural 
system of the United States. To me the 
inconsistency is in demanding parity for 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, but 
opposing parity forthe farmer. If there 
is any consistency in that position, I 
should like someone to explain it to me. 

I can understand the factors which 
cause the able Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GILLETTE] to oppose the bill. His views: 
are largely influenced because of lack of 
protection to noncooperatives in the pro- 
gram, but to me it is inconceivable and 
inexplicable that one who has demanded 
cooperation, and one who has sponsored 
legislation which required the farmers to 
cooperate, and endeavored to bring them 
all in under the farm program, should 
now wage a fight for parity for the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation and oppose 
parity for the farmer. 

Mr. President, under the position of 
those who oppose this bill and the Sen- 
ate amendment to the Agricultural ap- 
propriation bill, the Commodity Credit 
Corporation could not even use the 
grains which they have received for 85 
percent of parity, at less than full parity, 
even for new purposes or new uses, such 
as the production of synthetic rubber, or 
of grain alcohol or of high explosives that 
might be necessary to carry on the war 
effort. Such new uses will provide new 
outlets which may be invaluable when 
peace comes. i 
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In the letter which the Senator.from 
Illinois read on the floor of the Senate 
yesterday the writer stated that those of 
us who are demanding parity for the 
farmer, and not for the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, were guilty of some 
inconsistency. Mr. President, I have 
never been afraid of being inconsistent. 
Circumstances alter cases. As early as 
February of this year I voted on the floor 
of the Senate for a bill, of- which I was 
the coauthor with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], and the Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS], 
which would have prohibited the sale of 
any of these commodities for less than 
full parity. At that time it appeared that 
that was the proper thing to do under. 
the circumstances. I did it because it 
seemed to me to be a step along the 
road to full parity, and because the need 
for the disposal of some of these surplus 
grains had not yet become so apparent. 
But when we have an opportunity to get 
full parity for the farmers of this coun- 
try in the first instance through a loan, 
rather than through some indirect and 
imaginary aid, that might flow from tying 
up the commodities which are under the 
control of the Commodity Credit Corpo- 
ration, I shall stand in favor of parity for 
the farmer in the loan, and let the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation do as it 
pleases in the use of these commodities 
to further the war effort, and to achieve 
the goals which are essential to success 
in this war. 

Mr. President, the farmer is entitled 
to this stabilization of his position. He 
has absolutely no opportunity under the 
existing order of things to dispose of his 
commodities at any price that is greatly 
in excess of present parity. The 110- 
percent limitation in the price-control 
bill, as unfair and as inadequate as it 
was, means nothing to the farmer today 
in view of the action of O. P. A. in fixing 
the price of processed farm commodities. 
Only through this measure can he now, 
when he gathers his crop and needs the 
money to provide for the greatly increas- 
ing cost of production, secure full parity 
when he places his commodity in the 
loan, and I say, Mr. President, that those 
who actually believe in full parity for 
the farmer in the price received for his 
commodities, cannot do other than vote 
for this bill, because there is no other 
way under existing conditions to assure 
that he will receive the full parity. 

Mr. President, we have an agricul- 
tural appropriation bill which seems to 
be in hopeless deadlock and disagree- 
ment. Conferees representing both 
Houses have met and have patiently ar- 
gued and rehashed all the previous con- 
tentions in regard to the items which are 
in disagreement. No man knows what 
form that bill will finally be in. Fully to 
protect all the rights and interests of all 
the farmers, it seems to me that the 
pending legislation is absolutely neces- 
sary. It will enable the marginal pro- 
ducers to secure feed at a fair price so 
they may continue in production, and 
will enable the dairy farmers and the 
beef-cattle producers and those who are 
growing hogs and poultry to produce at 
a reasonable profit under the existing 
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price ceilings through the sale of these 
grains below parity. It does not cost the 
Treasury any more, because by the 100- 
percent loans it will eliminate the neces- 
sity for the parity payments, and will in 
fact save twelve or thirteen million dol- 
lars of administrative expense in dis- 
tributing those parity payments. It is 
in the nature of a subsidy to the con- 
sumers of dairy products, pork, poultry, 
and beef for it enables the producers of 
such commodities to produce larger 
quantities at a lower cost. 

It assures producers of the basic com- 
modities that there shall be no ill effects 
on the market from the sale of any of 
the Government surpluses, for they se- 
cure full parity, as it is now determined 
by the Department of Agriculture, when 
they place their commodities under the 
loan. 

Mr. President, anyone who is familiar 
with conditions on the farms of the 
country today cannot help feeling a little 
bitter about the attitude of some of the 
daily press and of radio commentators, 
who paint the farmers of the Nation as 
a grasping, greedy lot who are seeking 
to seize upon this emergency to accumu- 
late vast riches. 

I wish such critics could be taken for 
2 months to an average farm home any- 
where in the United States. Let them 
go into that home and follow the farmer 
through his day in the field, in the barn, 
or about his work generally. If they 
were compelled to do that for 1 month, 
and to receive for that month the in- 
come which the farmer receives, I think 
we should have a little different attitude 
on the part of some of the critics. 

The farmer’s sons have gone to war. 
He is meeting a program of greatly en- 
larged production without adequate 


| tools or labor, and without sufficient fer- 


tilizer to enable him to produce an ordi- 
nary crop, much less the greatly in- 
creased production which has been re- 
quired of him. When we call upon the 
industries of the United States to in- 
crease their production, no one com- 
plains when the Government builds a 
plant and pays every cost of it, turns 
the keys over to the industrialist, and 
in addition gives him a huge contract to 
produce at a large profit. The Govern- 
ment has borne every dollar of the cost 
of placing some plants in a position to 
produce the machinery of war. We do 
not hear anyone criticizing the Congress 
of the United States for having voted 
appropriations running into the billions 
of dollars to build industrial plants at 
the expense of the Government, the ex- 
pense of all the people, to enable indus- 
trialists to produce for this war. 

When we come to food and clothing, 
two elements which are absolutely essen- 
tial if this country is to wage war suc- 
cessfully or to aid our Allies to any degree 
in conquering our enemies, we hear com- 
plaints if there is likelihood of any in- 
creased expenditure from the Treasury. 
The farmer is told that he should in- 
crease his production, with less aid from 
the Government, when everyone else who 
is being called upon to produce has prac- 
tically all the Government aid and sub- 
sidy he demands. 
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So, Mr. President, I say that the bill 
is common. justice. It deals fairly with 
the. Governmént and will-not result. in 
any increasing cost. It deals fairly with 
the farmer, to the extent that it enables 
him, if he is a producer of basic com- 
modities, to secure full parity as at pres- 
ent computed for his commodities. It 
assists farmers from whom we have 
heard complaints, who do not benefit 
directly from the agricultural program 
now in effect, because it enables them 
to obtain feed and the wherewithal to 
carry on their production at a much 
lower_cost. 

It cannot be said that it will dislocate 
the economy of the Nation, because the 
Department of Agriculture can so handle 
the commodities as to reduce costs of 
food is they so desire. To my mind, 
there can be no argument against the 
bill. It is based upon the sound logic of 
support of the loan principle to assist the 
farmer achieve parity. Certainly the 
cooperating farmers who are seeking to 
produce that which the Government has 
requested them to produce are entitled 
to the small measure of protection and 
aid which they would obtain from the 
proposed legislation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill hav- 
ing been read the third time, the question 
is, Shall it pass? 

Mr. GERRY. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Davis Millikin 
Andrews Downey Murdock 
Bailey Ellender Norris 
Ball Gerry Nye 
Bankhead Gillette O'Mahoney 
Barkley Guffey Pepper 

ibo Gurney Radcliffe 
Brooks Hatch Reed 
Burton Hayden Reynolds 
Butler Herring Russell 
Byrd Hill Schwartz 
Capper Johnson, Calif. Shipstead 
Caraway Kilgore Thomas, Idaho 
Chandler Thomas, Okia. 
Chavez McKellar Tobey 
Clark, Idaho McN: Tunnell 
Connally Maybank Wagner 
Danaher Mead 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-three 
Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, in 
conformity with the notice which I gave 
some time ago, I now move that Senate 
bill 2585 be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, a few 
moments ago there was handed to me the 
following letter, which I desire to read 
at this time. It is dated July 7, 1942, 
and is from the American Farm Bureau 
Federation: 

AMERICAN FARM BuREAU FEDERATION, 

Washington, D. C., July 7, 1942, 
Hon. Guy MARK GILLETTE, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR GILLETTE: In response to 
your inquiry, I wish to convey to you the 
position of the American Farm Bureau Fed- 
eration concerning the proposed bill, S. 2585, 
introduced by Senators BANKHEAD and RUS- 
SELL, proposing to establish mandatory loans 
at 100 percent of parity prices for corn, wheat, 
cotton, rice, tobacco, and peanuts. 
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I wish to advise that the federation has 
never asked for Government loans at 100 
percent of parity, and that this measure 
does not have our support. 

In 1940, after thoroughly reviewing all of 
the current proposals, including the 100- 
percent loan plan, the federation, at its 
annual meeting in December, adopted a res- 
olution recommending a program of manda- 
tory commodity loans to Agricultural Ad- 
justment Administration cooperators at 85 
percent of parity on basic crops. We pre- 
sented this plan to the appropriate com- 
mittees of the Senate and House. Congress 
subsequently enacted this program into law. 
It produced immediate, effective results. 

Farmers generally have been well satisfied 
With this program, except they feel that its 
effectiveness has been seriously hampered by 
the policy adopted by the Department of Ag- 
riculture of dumping Government stocks on 
the market at less than parity prices and in 
some cases less than the 85-percent loan 
rate. This policy has tended to force a larger 
volume under the loan than otherwise would 
have been the case, and to force farmers to 
depend to a greater extent upon Government 
subsidies than otherwise would have been 


necessary. 

At the last annual meeting of the federa- 
tion, held at Chicago in December 1941, the 
situation was again reviewed and a resolu- 
tion adopted, urging the continuation of the 
85-percent parity loan program, with such 
appropriations as are necessary to bridge the 
gap between loan levels and price levels of 
basic farm commodities, whichever are higher, 
and parity prices. 

We have supported the 85-percent-loan plan 
because it preserves and strengthens the best 
features of the farm program; because it 
obtains all the essential benefits of price 
fixing without the evils inherent in price 
fixing; because it puts a floor under prices 
instead of fixing a limit on prices; and be- 
cause it involves less regimentation than 
either price fixing or the 100-percent-loan 

lan 


To make Government loans at 100 percent 
of parity and then permit the Government 
to sell its stocks at 85 percent of parity is 
not only inconsistent, but it would ultimately 
wreck the whole commodity loan program 
and force farmers to depend entirely upon 
the Government to dispose of the entire 
crop. Unless sales below the loan rate are 
prohibited it would disrupt the production 
of livestock because the tendency would be 
to put grain under the loan instead of feed- 
ing it on the farm where produced. 

If the parity principle is to be preserved 
and the mandatory commodity loan plan is 
to continue to function successfully, it is 
imperative to prevent the Government from 
following a policy of dumping its stocks on 
the market for the purpose of depressing 
prices below parity. As an emergency meas- 
ure to relieve the wheat surplus, the federa- 
tion recommended to the Senate Appropria- 
tions Committee-that not to exceed 125,000,- 
000 bushels of wheat might be sold at not 
less than the parity price of corn, which is 
97.6 cents per bushel, which is 36.8 cents 
below the parity price of wheat. 

We believe this is a justifiable and fair 
solution of this situation during the present 
emergency, and we hope it will be given favor- 
able consideration by the Senate and House. 
It is unfair and unwise, however, to permit 
the Government to use its stocks of one com- 
modity to drive down the price of another 
commodity below parity. 

I am attaching hereto copies of the resolu- 
tions of the American Farm Bureau Federa- 
tion referred to above. 

Sincerely yours, 
Epw. A. O'NEAL, President. 

Mr. President, at this point I ask unani- 

mous consent that there may be printed 
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in the Recor the two resolutions which 
were transmitted to me with a letter from 
which I have just read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED AT THE ANNUAL MEETING 
OF THE AMERICAN FARM BUREAU FEDERATION, 
CHICAGO, ILL., DECEMBER 11, 1941 


Agricultural Adjustment Act, parity goals, 
loans, and appropriations 


We reassert our unqualified endorsement 
of the basic principles and purposes of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act, and reempha- 
size the soundness and justice of its parity 
price goals for agricultural commodities to- 
gether with the factors upon which parity 
prices for basic soil crops are determined. We 
also recognize that the factors which deter- 
mine parity prices for basic soil crops do not, 
in some cases, give equitable treatment to 
some of the other important farm commodi- 
ties; therefore we hereby commit the Federa- 
tion to give its support of the acceptance of 
other factors for the determination of parity 
prices for such commodities to the end that 
they may have the same relative purchasing 
power as basic soil crops. 

We deplore efforts that are being made to 
raise the parity prices of farm commodities 
through a revision of the formula upon which 
parity prices are determined. If these efforts 
are successful, the sound and defensible basis 
of present parity, which ‘is intended to give 
farm commodities a price structure represent- 
ing a fair exchange value with the products of 
industry, would be destroyed, and agriculture 
would be breaking faith with the masses of 
the people. The Federation has never asked 
for more than a square deal. We reassert 
that the best interests of agriculture and of 
the Nation will be served by establishing and 
maintaining a true balance between industry, 
labor, and agriculture. Such a balanced price 
and wage structure should be on a level that 
will encourage and permit of the largest pro- 
duction and consumption of the products of 
both industry and agriculture. 

We renew the Federation’s support of the 
continuance of 85 percent of parity loans on 
basic soil crops and of such appropriations as 
are necessary to bridge the gap between loan 
levels and price levels of basic farm commodi- 
ties, whichever are the higher, and parity 
prices. We commend the Federation for its 
successful effort in obtaining from the Con- 
gress legislation that assures producers of at 
least 85 percent of parity price for any non- 
basic farm commodity for which the Govern- 
ment publicly requests an increase in produc- 
tion, such protection to continue after the 
present emergency for such a time as is nec- 
essary, after due notice, for farmers to read- 
just their production plans. This legislation 
also was intended to give comparable protec- 
tion to other nonbasic crops. We urge that 
the Federation take whatever steps are neces- 
sary to make the intent of this legislation 
effective and ask only for such appropriations 
as are necessary to make effective the man- 
date of Congress in carrying out these pro- 
grams, 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED AT THE ANNUAL MEETING 
OF THE AMERICAN FARM BUREAU FEDERATION, 
BALTIMORE, MD., DECEMBER 12, 1940 

Commodity loans 


Unparalleled factors in world trade have 
caused America’s granaries to overflow. 
American consumers need fear no rationing 
of food or fiber. The supplies of farm pro- 
ducts are here to meet the impact of drought 
or war emergencies. The ever-normal gran- 
ary at this time needs no expansion. . The 
producers of the export crops have, with the 
help of a kindly Providence, filled to over- 
flowing their bins and storehouses. They 
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must not at this time be charged with any 
burden of over-abundant stores. The com- 
modity loan sections of the farm act must be 
amended to provide, during the present 
emergency, for a different application of the 
provisions of law affecting commodity loans 
to producers of basic crops. 

We propose that all cooperating producers 
of basic crops shall have the definite right 
of mandatory commodity loans, with the 
amount of loans keyed and graduated to 
determinable current supply and demand 
levels, with the amount of loans fixed at 
85 percent of parity price when such demand 
shall be equal to or in excess of such sup- 
ply. To justify loans at 85 percent of parity 
price, we recognize the need for amending 
the act to provide for an allotment of acre- 
age which will produce a supply not in ex- 
cess of the current annual requirements for 
domestic consumption and exports, and in= 
crease the penalties in the marketing quota 
provisions of the act as applied to non- 
cooperators, 

We further propose that because of the 
loss of an unusually high percentage of for- 
eign exports, the loans on cotton shall not 
be less than 85 percent of parity price for 
any marketing year when the estimated pro- 
duction is not in excess of 11,000,000 bales, 
and that the cotton producer should have ad- 
ditional consideration for efforts directed to- 
ward balancing his current production to 
the probable current demand. 

For reduction in the current supply of cot- 
ton to 11,000,000 bales or less, cotton shall 
be withdrawn from Government-owned 
stocks and in compensation for such reduc- 
tion, payments in kind or their equivalent 
should be made. To farmers who reduce 
their production below their pro rata share 
of 12,000,000 bales, such payments in kind 
or their equivalent should be made at the 
rate of one-half bale of cotton for each bale 
of reduction. No farm or allotment area 
Shall have its proportionate share of the 
national acreage allotment reduced because 
of cooperation under this paragraph, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its read- 
ing clerks, announced that the House in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill 
(S. 2032) to amend section 7 (a) of the 
act of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), as 
amended by section 601 of the act of 
June 30, 1932 (47 Stat. 417), to authorize 
interdepartmental procurement by con- 
tract, disagreed to by the Senate; agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and that Mr. May, Mr. 
THOMASON, Mr. Harter, Mr. ANDREWS, 
and Mr. SHort were appointed managers 
on the part of the House at the confer- 
ence. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7349) mak- 
ing appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, 
each with an amendment, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate, 


LOANS ON CERTAIN 1942 CROPS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S..2585) to provide that loans 
on the 1942 crop of corn, wheat, rice, 
cotton, tobacco, and peanuts shall be 
made a a rate equal to the parity price, 

Mr. HATCH obtained the floor. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
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Mr. HATCH. I yield. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I ask the Senator 
to yield in order that I may request the 
yeas and nays on the motion to recom- 
mit which I have just made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas 
and nays are requested on the motion to 
recommit. Is the demand sufficiently 
seconded? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr, President, I have 
not spoken on the pending bill nor have 
I referred to any of the arguments which 
have been made here yesterday and to- 
day, although I have listened most at- 
tentively to practically everything which 
has been said. I put it mildly, Mr. Presi- 
dent, when I state that I have been 
amazed at some of the arguments which 
have been advanced throughout this con- 
troversy. I thought that it had been the 
definite policy and concept and theory 
of the Congress of the United States 
since 1933 to obtain, if possible, a parity 
price for the farmers of the country for 
the products which they are compelled 
to sell. It is not merely an idea on my 
part that that has been the theory of the 
Congress; it has been borne out by prac- 
tically every act affecting agriculture 
which the Congress has passed. We 
have voted not once but many times for 
measures which would give some assur- 
ance to the farmers that they would re- 
ceive a parity price for their products. 
Some of the arguments which have been 
made against this bill go not against the 
bill but against the whole policy which 
the Congress has heretofore adopted. 

It has been said that if we pass a bill 
which proposes to loan the farmers 100 
percent of parity on their crops, it 
amounts to socialism, and that it is a so- 
cialistic measure. I was amazed, Mr. 
President, at that statement, because the 
Congress has adopted the policy of loan- 
ing 85 percent of parity on crops and of 
giving to the farmers out of the Treas- 
ury an additional bonus in the way of a 
parity payment and further sums in the 
way of soil conservation payments, and I 
cannot understand why the one thing 
is socialistic and the other is not. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HATCH. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I suppose, according 
to that argument, the present program 
will be regarded as only 85 percent 
socialistic? 

Mr. HATCH. That is exactly what I 
was going to say. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In what. category 
would come the 15 percent which is paid 
in cash out of the Treasury? Is that 
socialistic or is it nonsocialistic? Is it 
democratic or is it autocratic, or what is 
it? 

Mr. HATCH. I should like to have the 
Senator answer the question. 

Mr. . Iam asking the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. HATCH. I cannot answer it. Ac- 
cording to the argument which has been 
made, we are, at least, 85 percent social- 
istic, and whatever the 15 percent is I 
do not know. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That raises, if the 
Senator will permit me, the question, Is 
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it more socialistic to lend money or to 
give it? 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I prefer 
the policy of making a loan, but I will not 
disguise the fact that I agree that if we 
loan the farmers 100 percent of parity, 
on wheat I will say, because that is the 
crop most under discussion, it will 
amount practically to a purchase on the 
part of the Government of that part 
of the wheat which goes under the loan, 
and I will say that, in my opinion, the 
greater part of the crop will go under 
loan. What I have said about 100-per- 
cent parity, Mr. President, applies with 
equal force to 85-percent parity. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for another question? 

Mr. HATCH. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am interested to 
learn the Senator’s reaction to the prob- 
ability of a greater proportion of the crop 
becoming the property of the Govern- 
ment when it loans 100 percent of par- 
ity than when it loans 85 percent of par- 
ity and gives 15 percent. The farmer 
gets the same amount in either case. If 
he has borrowed 85 percent, and has re- 
ceived 15 percent, we will say, as a ben- 
efit under the Soil Conservation Act and 
triple A, is he any more apt to surrender 
his crop to the Government because he 
gets a 100-percent loan than if he gets 
an 85-percent loan and an outright pay- 
ment of 15 percent in cash? What in- 


‘ducement is there for him to let the Gov- 


ernment take it over in one case that is 
greater than the inducement in the 
other? 

Mr. HATCH. The Senator again an- 
ticipates my argument. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I apologize to the 
Senator. 

Mr. HATCH. His inducement is ex- 
actly the same. 

Mr. President, I am not an expert, I 
am not an economist, I have no figures 
or statistics, but I happen to know of 
certain conditions which exist on the 
farm today. I know that 85 percent of 
parity in Curry County, N. Mex., where 
I live, one of the two or three counties of 
the State where wheat is raised, amounts 
to about $1.09 a bushel. I have my local 
newspaper, published within the last few 
days, showing the price being paid for 
wheat in that community now—and the 
harvest is on at this moment—and the 
price is 87 cents a bushel. 

Let us say a farmer can obtain a loan 
of more than a dollar a bushel, or can 
sell for 87 cents a bushel. Which will 
he do? The wheat will go under the 
loan, of course. It should go under the 
loan. Any farmer who can take ad- 
vantage of a loan of more than.a dollar 
a bushel, and will sell his wheat for 10 
or 15 or 20 cents a bushel less, certainly 
should have a guardian. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, -I 
should like to have the Senator yield, 
although I do not wish to delay the vote. 

Mr. HATCH. Nor do I care to delay 
the vote. 

Mr. BARKLEY. This is an interesting 
situation. Wheat has been emphasized, 
because wheat and corn are the only two 
basic commodities which are now selling 
for less: than parity, While the bill 
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covers other commodities, the discussion 
has centered around wheat mainly, and 
corn to some extent, because those two 
commodities are selling at prices below 
parity. 

If a farmer can obtain a hundred per- 
cent parity loan, and does obtain it, and 
if later on he finds that he can sell his 
wheat for more than parity, of course 
he will sell it and pay off the loan. 

Mr. HATCH. Of course. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And he will take the 
difference. ; 

Mr. HATCH. He should do so. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If he obtains an 85- 
percent loan, and 15 percent in cash, of 
course, when he gets the cash, that is 
the end of it. If he later can sell his 
crop for more than would be required 
to repay the Government loan, it would 
be good business to sell it. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And take the dif- 
ference between the loan and the price 
he receives. He has already gotten 15 
percent. In either case the likelihood of 
the farmer selling and taking the dif- 
ference will depend almost entirely on 
whether he gets more out of it by that 
process than by letting the Government 
take it, and using his 100-percent loan 
or his 85-percent loan plus the cash he 
has already received. So that while he 
arrives at the same figure by two routes, 
the figure is the same at the end of the 
route in either case, unless he can ad- 
vantage himself by a sale of the crop 
and a repayment of the Government. 
In all likelihood, under either process the 
Government will become the owner of 
the crop. 

Mr. HATCH. I think so. That is 
what I am arguing. Ido not think there 
is any question that that will happen. 

Now let me refer to the other point, 
though I do not care to delay the vote. 
I think it is certain as to wheat that 
whatever loan value is fixed by the Con- 
gress, it will be the top price at which 
wheat will sell. I make that statement 
merely because of the tremendous sur- 
plus of wheat now on hand. It will not, 
it cannot, under any conceivable condi- 
tion, rise above the value of the loan. 
So I think that in voting on this proposal 
Senators are going to say to the farmers 
of the country, “We favor your obtaining 
100 percent of parity as a straight loan,” 
or, “We favor your obtaining 85 percent 
of parity plus the gratuitous benefits 
which the Government gives.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. Under those circum- 
stances, regardless of the loan and the 
parity payments and benefit payments, 
after all, the law of supply and demand 
still plays some part in regulating the 
price. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly, when there 
is a great abundance and it is thrown 
on the market, the price will go down, 
of course. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Certainly; so that we 
have not legislated the law of supply and 
demand out of existence. 

Mr. HATCH. No; and I know of no 
method by which that can be done. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from New Mexico yield? 

Mr. HATCH. ~ I yield. 
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Mr. GILLETTE. I wonder whether 
the Senator, in making the statement 
of what he expects, recalls that time and 
time again in the past the price of corn 
went far beyond the loan value, and the 
-farmers sold on the market and paid the 
Government, and put the difference in 
their pockets. 

Mr. HATCH. I am very happy the 
Senator raised that point. I will discuss 
it now, because there has been manifested 
on the floor of the Senate a fear of the 
surplus which has been created. 

The Senator from Iowa knows better 
than anyone else, perhaps, that when 
the corn surplus existed and we estab- 
lished the loan value and sealed the corn, 
the price was down away below the loan 
value. The Senator stated that yester- 
day. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Yes. 

Mr. HATCH. Then what happened? 
There came a period when corn was not 
so plentiful. There came a period of 
bad years and the price of corn advanced. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Beyond the loan 
figure. 

Mr. HATCH. Yes. For that reason I 
am not afraid of the surplus of wheat. 

The Senator from Oregon yesterday 
eloquently and ably described the efforts 
of the Farm Board. 

Mr.GILLETTE. Mr. President, before 
the Senator leaves that point, will he 
yield for one more question? 

Mr. HATCH. Please let me proceed 
with this one thought. I was not in the 
Senate at the time referred to by the 
Senator from Oregon. I was living in a 
country town, practicing law among men 
who raised wheat. I saw them receive 
the price at which the Farm Board 
pegged wheat for about 2 years, as I 
recall. Those were years of tremendous 
surpluses; we were then raising large 
crops. 

In 1932 we had another large wheat 
crop and the Farm Board removed the 
peg. I speak from recollection, and if I 
am wrong I hope I may be corrected. 
The Government wheat was thrown on 
the market and sold. It was sold in com- 
petition with the wheat in the hands of 
the farmers and the price went down in 
1932 until wheat in my town sold for as 
low as 25 and 30 cents a bushel. 

I never approved the policy of the 
Farm Board. It was no solution of the 
wheat problem. It did hold the price 
up for a couple of years. The great dif- 
ficulty was that the Board became weary 
with well doing. 

What happened afterwards? Had the 
Farm Board retained its wheat until the 
drought of 1933, 1934, and 1935, when 
the dust storms which occurred in the 
West reached almost to the Atlantic 
Ocean, and there was not enough wheat, 
it would not have lost the money it did 
lose. The farmers would not have sold 

_ their wheat for 25 or 30 cents a bushel, 
but they wouid have received the pegged 
price, and the catastrophe, or disaster, 
which occurred in 1932 might have been 
averted. 

I do not approve storing up surpluses, 
but, as the Senator from Oklahoma said 
yesterday, I am glad we have a surplus 
of wheat today. I know that the world 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


is going to need that wheat in a very 
short time and I know this Nation of 
ours is not going to let the world starve 
when we have a superabundance. I 
know that wheat is going to be sold and 
sent abroad for whatever can be ob- 
tained. I should like to see the Govern- 
ment store up wheat and hold it in this 
day of plenty until the day of need. 

It takes no prophet, or the son of a 
prophet, to know that the lean years will 
return. Any man who has lived in the 
wheat-producing sections knows that to 
be true. The only question now is, Shall 
government bear this small 15 percent 
additional by a direct loan instead of by 
a gratuity, or gift? The Government 
will acquire the wheat under either 
process. 

I do not want to see the bill recommit- 
ted. I should like to see the Senate vote 
on it today and express itself squarely 
on the issue of whether we shall allow a 
Straight out 100-percent loan and do 
away with the gratuity payment, or 
whether we shall allow 85 percent and 
make up the difference as a gift. We 
shall do one or the other. We need not 
deceive ourselves a minute about that. 
No one need tell the country that it is an 
inflationary measure, with wheat at a 
dollar or even $1.50 a bushel. In the 
early part of the 1900’s I saw wheat sell 
all over the country for $1.50 a bushel, 
and bread for 5 cents a loaf. 

The bill is not inflationary; it is a 
measure of justice to the farmers. It is 
carrying out the theory and the purpose 
which the administration has tried to 
follow throughout the years. 

It has been argued that this proposed 
legislation is against the general welfare. 
Ido not understand that argument. The 
question revolves about the difference be- 
tween 85 percent and 100 percent. It 
has been argued that it will be detri- 
mental to the interests of the farmer. I 
say that if a loan of 100 percent is detri- 
mental to the interests of the farmer, 
then a loan of 85 percent, plus gratuities, 
is equally detrimental to the interests 
of the farmer. 

If Senators wish to read and know all 
the arguments which have been advanced 
against the bill, I suggest they examine 
two volumes, Senate Documents 24 and 
25, which I hold in my hand, and read 
therein the veto messages of the Presi- 
dent of the United States on the McNary- 
Haugen bill. I read them last night and 
this morning, and every argument that 
was made against the bill yesterday ap- 
pears in the messages to which I have 
referred and was made by President 
Coolidge when he vetoed the McNary- 
Haugen bill. 

President Coolidge starts out in his 
first message by declaring the bill was 
not good for the whole country, and would 
be detrimental to the interests of the 
farmer. 

Mr. President, I do not know that in 
the long run it makes a great deal of dif- 
ference to the farmer whether he gets a 
100-percent loan or gets an 85-percent 
loan and a 15-percent gratuity. I prefer 
making the loan direct and doing away 
with gifts from the Treasury of the 
United States. If we are going to buy 
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wheat, let us buy it at the parity price— 
and that is what we are doing—and say 
so. Let us not say, “We will pay you 85 
a and then make you a gift on the 
side.” 

The harvest is now on. It is to the in- 
terest of the farmers, it is to the interest 
of the Agricultural Department in Wash- 
ington, to know which course is to be 
adopted. If the bill shall be sent back to 
the committee for hearings, we will ef- 
fectively deny any advantage under the 
bill to the farmers of the country. We 
might just as well vote “No” on the meas- 
ure now and kill it, because that would be 
the effect, so far as this year’s crop is 
concerned. I would rather see it voted 
down for that reason. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HATCH. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Inasmuch as the bill 
provides for only a 100-percent loan for 
this year’s crop, if this year’s crop were 
taken out of the equation, there would be . 
no occasion for legislation. 

Mr. HATCH. None whatever. 

Mr. BARKLEY, At the end of this 
year’s crop the arrangement automati- 
ard goes back to 85 percent and 15 per- 
cent. 

Mr. HATCH. The Senator is entirely 
correct. 

I appreciate all that the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. O’Manoney] said about 
the plight of the farmer. He was exactly 
right in what he said so eloquently and 
ably about agricultural conditions 
throughout the country; but in one par- 
ticular the Senator’s motion is wrong. 
The only thing it will do will be to kill 
the pending bill. If that is what is in- 
tended by it, let us vote the motion down. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HATCH. IT yield. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Inasmuch as the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming was not on the floor 
a few minutes ago when I made my few 
brief remarks, I should like to repeat that 
I stated that the Senator from Wyoming 
made the most powerful argument in 
favor of the bill that had been made, and 
then, when he had concluded his re- 
marks, made the motion to kill the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I was not 
present when the Senator from Georgia 
made that statement, but I wish to agree 
with the statement of the Senator from 
Georgia that the Senator from Wyoming 
made a most able argument in favor of 
the bill, a splendid argument, and now he 
moves to kill the bill. I trust the Senate 
will not agree to his motion. 

Mr. President, I have taken longer than 
I had intended to take, but I will say that 
to me the question is a simple one, and it 
ought to be voted on one way or the other. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I 
would not seek recognition now if I could 
have had the consent of the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. Harc], who has just 
spoken, to make a statement. 

Mr. HATCH. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. I did not intend to foreclose the 
Senator from an opportunity to speak. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I accept the Sen- 
ator’s apology. I merely wish to say that 
when the able Senator from New Mexico 
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stated that he felt it was impossible for 
the price of grain to go beyond the loan 
figure he was not justified from the rec- 
ord of the prices of grain during the time 
we have had this program in effect. 

Mr. President, I wish to make a fur- 
ther statement. The Senator from New 
Mexico and other Senators who have 
spoken have conveyed the impression 
that if the bill is enacted into law, imme- 
diately a loan of 100 percent will be avail- 
able to grain raisers, whereas those Sen- 
ators absolutely fail to take into consid- 
eration the fact that there is no such 
provision in the bill. The able Senator 
from New Mexico has just called atten- 
tion to the fact that wheat is now being 
harvested in his State. Wheat is not 
now being harvested in Minnesota, but 
winter wheat is being harvested in the 
Southwest. In saying that the bill ap- 
plies to the 1942 crop the Senator fails to 
take into consideration the fact that 
those who can come in as cooperators 
under the 1942 crop are now determined, 
and that no one who is now outside the 
program can come in under the provi- 
sions of the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY rose. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I shall be glad to 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky in 
a moment. No one who is now outside 
the program can come in and borrow 
100 percent on his wheat. He cannot do 
so if he did not see fit to come in under 
the program. What can the noncoop- 
erator borrow? If the bill shall be passed 
he can borrow 60 percent on the wheat 
with respect to which he would be sub- 
jected to penalty if he sold it on the 
market. Those in States outside the 
commercial corn-producing area who do 
not raise more than 450 bushels of corn 
cannot borrow one 5-cent piece. 

Senators are talking about two dif- 
ferent things. One thing they are talk- 
ing about is what the money can be bor- 
rowed on; the other is the price in the 
open market of the product upon which 
the great mass of our farmers, large and 
small, have to depend for their income, 
and they cannot negotiate such a loan 
under the provisions of the bill or under 
existing law. 

I now yield to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, no 
one has contended that the bill opens 
up the loaning availability to all grow- 
ers of wheat or corn. The bill makes 
no change in the present situation. The 
farmers to whom the Senator was last 
referring cannot borrow 85 percent of 
parity. If they are outside the com- 
mercial corn regions they cannot bor- 
row now, and those in the commercial 
corn regions, unless they are cooperators, 
cannot borrow now. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. So the bill makes no 
change in that respect. The only thing 
the bill does is to provide that for the 
year 1942 those who are eligible can 
borrow 100 percent instead of 85 per- 
cent. That is all the bill does. It does 
not change the availability or the quali- 
fications. It does not pretend to take 
in noncooperators, or corn growers out- 


LXXXVILI——-280 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


side the commercial areas. No one has 
contended otherwise. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I can- 
not agree with the Senator in that re- 
spect. Senator after Senator has stood 
on the floor and conveyed the impres- 
sion—the Senator from Kentucky him- 
self did not, but others did—that 100- 
percent loans were available to farmers. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Ido not think anyone 
has intended to convey the impression 
that 100-percent loans are available to 
all farmers. I never heard such a con- 
tention made. 

Mr. GILLETTE. The Senator says 
that the bill does not change the existing 
law so far as enabling the noncooperator 
to participate; that is true; but it would 
change the law under which the non- 
cooperator could make his decision as to 
whether he would come under the pro- 
gram or whether he would stay out of 
the program. The conditions which 


would be available to him if he came in,,. 


and the conditions to which he would 
be subject if he stayed out would be 
changed. He cannot change his status, 
because he cannot come in. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is it the Senator’s 
contention that if the farmers had known 
that they could obtain a 100-percent loan, 
more of them would have come under 
the program than under the 85-percent 
loan program? 

Mr. GILLETTE. Yes; probably that is 
true, 

Mr. BARKLEY. Then it must be 
beneficial, at least, to those who have 
qualified. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Probably. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not think that 
conclusion is entirely correct, because of 
the fact that it has been elemental since 
the farm. program was launched that 
noncooperators were not entitled to bene- 
fits under the loan program. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true. 

Mr. RUSSELL. And that they do not 
receive any parity.payments. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The noncooperator 
does not come under the loan program, 
and does not receive parity payments. 
So he knows what the situation will be 
when he makes his crop. 

Mr. GILLETTE. But the sponsors of 
the bill are changing his situation. 

Mr. RUSSELL. No; we are not chang- 
ing his situation at all. If he cooperated 
in the farm program he was entitled to 
a loan of 85 percent of parity and to re- 
ceive the parity payments. 

Mr. GILLETTE. If and when they 
were made available. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If he did not cooper- 
ate he was not entitled to the 85 percent 
of parity loan, nor did he receive any 
parity payments. 

The Senator from Iowa has referred 
to the States outside the commercial corn 
area. It so happens that my State is 
outside the commercial corn area. The 
farmers in my State who produce corn 
do not get any loans today, and do not 
get any parity payments, and their situa- 
tion would be in no wise altered by this 
measure. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I 
shall close with a further ‘brief state- 
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ment. I did not intend to keep the 
floor so long a time as I have. Some 
suggestion of inconsistency has been 
made. I may say that I see nothing 
more inconsistent than the position 
taken by some of my colleagues on a 
measure which has already passed the 
Senate; that in order to prevent the 
farmers receiving a price for their grain 
which will start a spiral of inflation, the 
Commodity Credit Corporation con- 
trolled grains may be sold on the market 
at a price to prevent the farmers’ grain 
going above 85 percent of parity, and 
that the price must be kept below 
that. Now Senators come forward with 
a proposal to make available to the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation additional 
grain supplies that it can use for that 
purpose in the future. They are trying 
to authorize the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration to use the commodities held by 
it to hold down the price in the market, 
and then they come before the Senate 
with a proposal to loan 100 percent, so 
that the farmers will turn additional 
supplies over to the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, which will then control the 
agricultural situation. If there is any 
greater inconsistency than that, I do not 
know how a word describing it could be 
spelled. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I mere- 
ly wish to say a word with respect to 
the last statement made by the Senator 
as to the charge of inconsistency. It 
seems to me that those who advocate a 
100-percent loan are absolutely consist- 
ent if the objective is parity to the 
farmer. If the objective is parity for 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, if 
Senators wish to insist that the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation shall take 
grain at 85 percent of parity and shall 
hold it until it either rots or the Cor- 
poration can make a profit on it, then 
they should be opposed to this bill. I 
had always understood that the thought 
was parity for the farmer and not for 
the Commodity Credit Corporation. If 
Senators are for parity for the farmer, 
the way to express their wish is to vote 
for this bill providing for 100-percent 
loans, 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Presidént, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It seems to me that 
instead of being inconsistent, a word of 
which we are no longer afraid because 


each tub stands on its own bottom, if it 


has one, those who are afraid that the 
sale of 125,000,000 bushels of wheat for 
feed might bring the price of wheat 
down, ought to vote for the bill, because 
the loan of 100 percent of parity would 
tend to keep it up. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course. 

Mr. BARKLEY. So if there is any 
inconsistency involved it is on the part 
of those who are opposed to the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Georgia yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the suggestion, 
that if the farmer obtains 100 percent of 
parity, then he is through, he is out of 
the picture, he is perfectly satisfied. If 
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the Government wants to sell its pur- 
chased wheat, for that is what it would 
amount to, for less than it paid for it, 
it would not affect the farmer at all, 
because he has already gotten his parity 
payment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. O'MAaHoneEY] to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. The yeas and nays 
have been ordered, and the clerk will 
call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). On this question I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Mississippi 
iMr. Doxey] who, if present, would vote 
“nay.” I transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from Maine [Mr. WuiTe] who, 
if present, would vote “yea,” and will 
vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr. STEWART’S 
name was called). The junior Senator 
from Tennessee is unavoidably detained. 
He is paired with the junior Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. BURTON (when Mr. Tart’s name 
was called). The senior Senator from 
Ohio is necessarily absent. If he were 
present he would vote “yea.” 

The roll call was conciuded. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] is absent 
from the Senate because of illness. He 
is paired with the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. Lancer]. I am advised that 
if present and voting, the Senator from 
Missouri would vote “yea,” and the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota would vote “nay.” 

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. BUN- 
KER] is detained on business in one of the 
Government departments. 

The Senators from Washington [Mr, 
Bone and Mr. WALLGREN], the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Brown], the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Burow], the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE], 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Gtass], 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Green], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Hucues], the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Jonnson], the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Lucas], the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Matoney], the Senator 
from Nevada (Mr. McCarran], the Sena- 
tor from Arizona [Mr. MCFARLAND], the 
Senators from Montana [Mr. MURRAY 
and Mr, WHEELER], the Senator from 
‘Texas (Mr, O’DANIEL], the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Overton], the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Roster], the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMATH- 
ERS], the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr, SMITH], the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. Spencer], the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Truman], the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Tuomas], the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. Typines], the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Van Nuys], and the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Wars], are necessarily absent. 

I am advised that if present and voting, 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Butow], the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Morray], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
O’DaniEL], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


Tuomas], and the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WALLGREN] would vote 
“nay.” 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc- 
Carran] is paired with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. I am ad- 
vised that if present and voting, the 
Senator from Nevada would vote “yea,” 
and the Senator from South Carolina 
would vote “nay.” 

Mr. McNARY. I announce the follow- 
ing pairs on this question: 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Barsour], who would vote “yea,” with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. JOHNSON], 
who would vote “nay”; 

The Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Wats], who would vote “yea,” with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fot- 
LETTE], who would vote “nay”; 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tart], 
who would vote “yea,” with the Senator 
from Montana [Mr, WHEELER], who 
would vote “nay”; 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN- 
DENBERG], who would vote “yea,” with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Spencer], 
who would vote “nay”; and 

The Senator from Indiana (Mr. WIL- 
118s], who would vote “yea,” with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mi. Overton], who 
would vote “nay.” 

I also announce the following general 
pairs: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Austin] with the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. Van Nuys]; i 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Brivces] with the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. THOMAS]; 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. HoL- 
MAN] with the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. STEWART]; and 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopce] with the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. Grass]. 

I also announce the necessary absence 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. BREW- 
STER], the Senator from North Dakota 
(Mr. Lancer], and the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. WILEY]. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN- 
DENBERG] and the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr, Hotman] are absent on public busi- 
ness. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, 
nays 27, as follows: 


YEAS—26 
Aiken Gerry Norris 
Bailey Gillette Nye 
Ball Guffey O'Mahoney 
Brooks Gurney Radcliffe 
Burton Herring Thomas, Idaho 
Butler Kilgore Tobey 
Byrd McNary Tunnell 
Danaher Mead Wagner 
Davis Millikin 

NAYS—27 
Andrews Connally Maybank 
Bankhead Downey Murdock 
Barkley Ellender Pepper 
Bilbo Hatch Reed 
Capper Hayden Reynolds 
Caraway Hill Russell 
Chandler Johnson, Calif. Schwartz 
Chavez Lee Shipstead 
Clark, Idaho McKellar Thomas, Okla. 

NOT VOTING—43 

Austin Bulow Green 
Barbour Bunker Holman 
Bone . Clark, Mo, Hughes 
Brewster Doxey Johnson, Colo. 
Bridges George La Follette 
Brown Glass Langer 
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Lodge Smathers Van Nuys 
Lucas Smith Waligren 
McCarran Spencer Walsh 
McFarland Stewart Wheeler 
Maloney Taft White 
Murray Thomas, Utah Wiley 
O'Daniel Truman Willis 
Overton Tydings 
Rosier Vandenberg 


So Mr. O’Manoney’s motion to recom- 
mit was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill hav- 
ing been read the third time, the ques- 
tion is, Shall it pass? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative clerk proceeded to call the 
roll, 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). Referring to my previous an- 
nouncement concerning my pair and 
transfer, I am informed that if the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Doxey] were 
present he would vote “yea,” and that 
if the Senator from Maine (Mr. WHITE] 
were present he would vote “nay.” Iam 
therefore at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr. Stewart's 
name was called). The junior Senator 
from Tennessee is unavoidably absent. 
If he were present he would vote “yea.” 

Mr, BURTON (when Mr. Tar?’s name 
was called). The senior Senator from 
Ohio is necessarily absent. If he were 
present he would vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] is absent 
from the Senate because of illness. He 
is paired with the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Lancer]. I am advised that 
if present and voting the Senator from 
Missouri would vote “nay,” and the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota would vote 
“yea,” 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. BUN- 
KER] is detained on business in one of the 
Government departments. 

The Senators from Washington [Mr. 
Bone and Mr. WALLGREN], the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Brown], the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Butow], 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Doxey], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE], the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Gass], the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Green], the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. Hucues], the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Jounson], the Senator from 
Ilinois [Mr. Lucas], the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. MALONEY], the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. McCarran], the Sen- 
ator from Arizona [Mr. McFartanp], the 
Senators from Montana [Mr. Murray 
and Mr. WHEELER], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL], the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Overton], the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Roster], the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr,. SMATH- 
ERS], the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. SMITH], the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. Spencer], the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Truman], the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Tuomas], the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Typ1nes], the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Van Nuys], and the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALSH] are necessarily absent. 

I am advised that if present and vot- 
ing, the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Burow], the Senator from Montana [Mr, 
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Murray], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
O’Dantet], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Tuomas], and the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Mr. WaLLGEN] would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCar- 
RAN] is paired with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. SmirH]. I am ad- 
vised that if present and voting the Sen- 
ator from Nevada would vote “nay,” and 
the Senator from South Carolina would 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. McNARY. I announce the fol- 
lowing pairs on this question: 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Barsour], who would vote “nay,” with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. JOHN- 
son], who would vote “yea”; 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Wats], who would vote “nay,” with the 
Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. La Fot- 
LETTE], who would vote “yea”; 

The Senator from Ohio (Mr. Tarr], 
who would vote “nay,” with the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. WHEELER], who 
would vote “yea”; 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG], who would vote “nay,” with 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. SPEN- 
CER], who would vote “yea”; and 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. WiL- 
1s], who would vote “nay,” with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Overton], 
who would vote “yea.” 

I also announce the following general 
pairs: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Avs- 
TIN] with the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
Van Nuys]; ` 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. Brioces] with the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. THOMAS]; 

The Senator from Oregon (Mr. Hot- 
MAN] with the Senator from ‘Tennessee 
[Mr. Stewart]; and 

The Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Lopce] with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Grass]. $ 

I also announce the necessary absence 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. BREWS- 
TER], the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Lancer], and the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. WILEY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, 
nays 24, as follows: 


YEAS—28 
Andrews Downey Pepper 
Bankhead Ellender Reed 
Barkley Hatch Reynolds 
Bilbo Hayden Russell 
Capper Hill Schwartz 
Caraway Johnson, Calif, Shipstead 
Chandler Thomas, Idaho 
Chayez McKellar Thomas, Okla. 
Clark,Idaho Maybank 
Connally Murdock 

NAYS—24 
Aiken Davis Mead 
Bailey G Millikin 
Ball Gillette Norris 
Brooks Guffey O'Mahoney 
Burton Gurney Radcliffe 
Butler Herring Tobey 
Byrd Kilgore Tunnell 
Danaher ary Wagner 

NOT VOTING—44 

Austin Glass Maloney 
Barbour Green Murray 
Bone Holman Nye 
Brewster es O'Daniel 
Bridges Johnson, Colo. Overton 
Brown La Follette Rosier 
Bulow Langer Smathers 
Bunker Lodge Smith 
Clark, Mo. Lucas Spencer 
Doxey McCarran Stewart 
George McFarland Taft 
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Thomas, Utah Van Nuys White 
Truman Wallgren Wiley 
Tydings Walsh Willis 


Vandenberg Wheeler 


So the bill (S. 2585) was passed. 

Mr. BANKHEAD., Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move to lay that 
motion on the table, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from 
Kentucky to lay on the table the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD]. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD subsequently said: 
Mr. President, the drafting service 
which drafted the bill that passed a few 
moments ago called my attention to a 
clarifying amendment which I failed to 
offer at the proper time. It is purely 
clarifying in character. I have submit- 
ted it to the minority leader, and I de- 
sire to ask unanimous consent for its 
adoption as a part of the bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will explain it to 
the Senator. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not know that I 
have any objection to it, but we have 
passed the bill and a motion to recon- 
sider has been laid on the table, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Very well, I will 
not insist on it; I do not think that it is 
essential, and, if the Senator objects, we 
will let it go. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATIONS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before 
the Senate a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing its action 
on the amendments of the Senate to 
House bill 7349, which was read as fol- 
lows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
July 7, 1942. 

Resolved, That the House agree to the 
amendment of the Senate to the text of the 
bill (H. R. 7349) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
poses, with the following amendment: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment insert: 

“That all purposes and objects of expendi- 
ture under the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, which 
are provided for in the bill H. R. 6709) of the 
Seventy-seventh Congress, entitled ‘A bill 
making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes,’ together 
with the Senate amendments thereto to the 
extent the House of Representatives and the 
Senate have agreed upon such amendments 
(otherwise, on the basis of the purposes and 
objects of expenditure as the same were au- 
thorized and provided for in appropriation 
acts for the Department of Agriculture on 
account of the fiscal year 1942) are hereby 
authorized and provided, for and during the 
month of July 1942, to the extent, in the de- 
tail, and under the conditions, authority, 
restrictions, and limitations as contained in 
such bill and such amendments as agreed 
upon, and otherwise, as aforesaid, and there 
are hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
such sums as may be necessary therefor: 
Provided, That if, at any time prior to August 
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1, 1942, such bill shall become a law, the fore- 
going provisions of this act shall thereupon 
cease to be effective and the amounts ex- 
pended or obligated hereunder shall be 
charged against the appropriations or au- 
thorizations therein and the total amount 
expended or obligated during such fiscal year 
for any item or object of expenditure shall 
not exceed the amount therein authorized or 
appropriated for such item when the same is 
enacted into law. 

“Sec. 2. The appropriations and authority 
with respect to appropriations contained 
herein for the fiscal year 1943 shall be avail- 
able from and including July 1, 1942, for the 
purposes respectively provided in such ap- 
propriations and authority. All obligations 
incurred during the period between June 30, 
1942, and the date of enactment of this act 
in anticipation of such appropriations and 
authority are hereby ratified and confirmed 
if in accordance with the terms thereof.” 

That the House e to the amendment 
of the Senate to the title of said bill with the 
following amendment: In lieu of the matter 
inserted by said amendment insert: 

“An act making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the month of 
July 1942.” 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate concur in the House 
amendments to the Senate amendments; 
and I wish to make a very brief state- 
ment. 

Yesterday the Senate passed the sec- 
ond agricultural appropriation bill, which 
the House sent over, and it was amended 
by the Senate in the form which has 
ordinarily been provided to enable a de- 
partment of Government to function in 
the absence of agreement between the 
two Houses on an appropriation bill for 
that department. Our friends over in 
the other body have been so jealous of 
their prerogatives that they have refused 
to accept even that amendment to the 
bill, and have substituted in lieu thereof 
something which would bear the imprint 
of the House of Representatives. That 
House amendment has just been read. 
I do not know for what reason the House 
is so possessed of the complex which 
makes it unwilling to accept anything 
that the Senate does with regard to an 
appropriation bill. I say that in the 
utmost good humor, because I have al- 
ready moved to accept the House ver- 
sion. It did seem to me to be an abso- 
lutely unnecessary legislative procedure 
for the House to insist that only its own 
propositions and improvisations could be 
considered in appropriation matters. I 
want to state, however, for the purpose 
of construction, Mr. President, that it is 
my own opinion, after reading the 
amendment, that it would have practi- 
cally the same effect as the language 
adopted by the Senate yesterday after- 
noon. I do not think there is any dif- 
ference in the purport and effect of the 
language as adopted by the Senate yes- 
terday and the House version which we 
now have before us. My construction of 
the pending House amendment, in which 
the amendments of the Senate have been 
agreed to by the conference between con- 
ferees appointed by the two bodies, is that 
as to the Department of Agriculture ap- 
propriation bill for 1943, the same being 
House bill 6709, the items of appropria- 
tion which are not in disagreement shall 
be in effect during the month of July, 
and that as to the items in disagreement, 
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the powers, limitations, and appropria- 
tions as provided in the 1942 Department 
of Agriculture Appropriation Act shall 
be in force and in effect during the 
month of July. I make that statement 
because it is my construction of the effect 
of the House resolution, and I state it 
for whatever weight it may have in case 
of any controversy. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EL- 
LENDER in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Georgia yield to the Senator from 
Oklahoma? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am glad to yield to 
the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I wish to 
ascertain whether I have a correct under- 
standing of the history of the matter. 
In the first instance, the House passed 
the Department of Agriculture appro- 
priation bill and sent it to the Senate. 
The Senate considered the bill, added 
some amendments, and sent the bill back 
to the House, whereupon the House re- 
fused to accept the Senate amendments, 
and the bill finally went into conference. 
Am I correct in my belief that the bill is 
still in conference between the House 
and the Senate conferees? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator from 
Oklahoma is correct, and I regretfully 
state that the bill seems likely to be in 
conference for some time. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, 
President, if the Senator from Georgia 
will further yield, let me say that it is 
my understanding that the second 
measure which was considered was the 
one introduced in the Senate and passed 
by the Senate and sent to the House, 
where it now reposes. Is that correct? 

Mr. RUSSELL. No; the Senator is 
not exactly correct. Several features of 
House bill 6709 are still in conference and 
still in disagreement; and the House un- 
dertook to write an entirely new appro- 
priation bill, which was sent over to the 
Senate on Thursday of last week as I re- 
call. The Senate committee offered an 
amendment in the form of a continuing 
resolution for appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the month 
of July. That measure went over to the 
House this morning. The House has 
adopted a substitute version of its own, 
which is now before the Senate. The 
House adopted its own amendment re- 
Jating to operation of the Department 
of Agriculture during the month of July. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Then 
the second attempt to adjust the differ- 
ences between the House and the Senate 
as to appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture likewise is now pending be- 
fore the House of Representatives; is 
that correct, or is it pending before the 
Senate? 

Mr. RUSSELL. It is pending in the 
Senate, and is now before the Senate. 
Today the House adopted an amendment 
to the amendment adopted yesterday by 
the Senate, and that action is now before 
the Senate. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I wanted 
to be sure that I correctly understood 
the matter. 
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Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. Of course, one 
would have to study the Recorp care- 
fully in order to understand all the 
moves which have been made. The orig- 
inal bill has been almost worn out in the 
process of passing back and forth be- 


tween the House and the Senate. K 


Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. BYRD. Am I to understand that 
the House amendment now before the 
Senate is almost identical with the one 
agreed to by the Senate? 

Mr. RUSSELL. No; the version now 
before the Senate is slightly different, 
but I think it is to the same effect as the 
one agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. BYRD. What is the difference? 

Mr. RUSSELL. There is a little differ- 
ence in the language. The Senate 
amendment would continue the 1942 
appropriations, with the provision that 
any amount which might be spent 
should be charged against such amount 
as might finally be allowed in the bill. 
The House amendment provides that the 
items of the bill in conference which 
have been agreed upon for 1943 shall be 
available for the month of July, and that 
as to the items which are in disagree- 
ment the Department shall revert to the 
items contained in the 1942 appropria- 
tion act. 

Mr. BARKLEY. 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. Z 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is it not true that in 
effect the only difference between the 
Senate language and the pending House 
amendment is that the Senate language 
was explicit so as to require no ruling by 
the Comptroller General, whereas it may 
be possible that in one or two particulars 
the Comptroller General .will have to 
pass on the action taken by the House of 
Representatives? 

Mr. RUSSELL. That may be true in 
one or two particulars. In an effort to 
accept a version which would not involve 
some difference in principle between the 
two bodies, I brought up in the Appro- 
priations Committee the identical lan- 
guage in the House amendment. 

We sought the advice of the legislative 
counsel; we had the matter submitted to 
various officials who would have to ap- 
prove the expenditures, and also to the 
very able clerks of the Appropriations 
Committee, who, in their own right, are 
legislative experts in dealing with ap- 
propriation bills. We were advised by 
those gentlemen that there was some 
question as to the effect of the House res- 
olution, and as to what would be accom- 
plished by the House resolution in re- 
gard to one or two of the items of the 
bill, and, therefore, the Senate resolu- 
tion was so drafted as to obviate any 
question as to the effect of the resolution. 

Mr.BYRD. As I understand the pend- 
ing resolution, if there is an agreement 
on the agricultural appropriation bill be- 
tween the House and the Senate the 
resolution will terminate? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Both resolutions 
carry that provision. There is very little 
difference in the texts of the resolutions, 
Both of them provide that if the regular 
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appropriation bill shall be enacted the 
resolutions will terminate; both provide 


. that any amount expended in July shall 


be deducted from the appropriations for 
the full year if the bill is finally enacted; 
both approve the operations of the De- 
partment from the Ist of July up to this 
date and validate the transactions of 
the Department. The only difference is 
as to the wording of the resolutions. 
Where the Senate resolution was clear 
and specific in the authority of the De- 
partment, the House resolution left some 
of it-to construction. I may say to the 
Senator from Virginia that my own con- 
struction of the two resolutions—and I 
have studied them both—is that they 
have exactly the same effect. I do not 
think there is any difference whatever 
in the effect of the two resolutions, if 
passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, before 
the vote, I should like to say a few words, 
more particularly pertaining to the his- 
tory of the resolution, and how it hap- 
pens to be before the Senate in this 
form. 

I think it is extremely unfortunate 
that there should exist any jealousy be- 
tween the two Houses of Congress or 
on the part of either House toward the 
other body. Both are coordinate 
branches of the Congress of the United 
States, with equal power and equal pres- 
tige. No Member of thé Senate, so far 
as I know, thinks that the Senate is 
superior to the House, and no Member 
of the House ought to think that the 
Senate is superior to the House or that 
the House is superior to the Senate, for 
they are both equal, except in one re- 
gard, and that is in regard to tax legis- 
lation. The Constitution provides that 
all revenue measures must originate in 
the House of Representatives. That 
might be offset by the constitutional pro- 
vision that all treaties must be ratified 
by the Senate. So we can disregard 
those two exclusive powers in trying to 
weigh the importance of the respective 
branches. 

There is nothing in the Constitution 
that prohibits the Senate from originat- 
ing an appropriation bill, although we 
do not do it. As a matter of long cus- 
tom, the House passes appropriation 
bills first; but constitutionally the Sen- 
ate could originate an appropriation 
bill. Certainly we have the right to 
amend such bills. I do not understand 
why it is that in recent years frequently 
when the Senate has passed the simplest 
sort of a bill, such as a bridge bill, even 
within the last 2 weeks, and sent it to 
the other body, or when we have passed 
such a bill 6 months ago, and sent it to 
the other body, instead of acting upon 
the Senate bill, the House passes its own 
bill and sends it over here, and we have 
to act upon the House bill because the 
letters “H. R.” seem to carry more po- 
tency than the letter “S.” There ought 
not to be any such childish jealousy as 
that existing on the part of either House. 

I served in the House of Representa- 
tives for 14 years, and I enjoyed my sery- 
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ice there. I had great respect, as I now 
have great respect, for the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It is a great body; it al- 
ways has been and always will be. In 
our very scheme of government the 
House of Representatives was intended 
and designed as the more popular branch 
because it had to resort to the people 
oftener, but I do not see in the history 
of legislation or in the relative impor- 
tance of the two Houses an, occasion for 
insistence that there is any virtue aris- 
ing out of the fact that one House has 
its number placed on a bill and has it 
designated “S” instead of “H. R.” or 
“H. R.” instead of “S.” Such things 
ought to have no place in our legislative 
scheme; and I think it is most unfortu- 
nate that any such feeling should have 
crept into either legislative body. 

We have had difficulty about the agri- 
cultural appropriation bill, The Senator 
from Georgia has explained the history 
of it. When the so-called Tarver resolu- 
tion or draft of a continuing resolution 
was submitted to the Senator from 
Georgia, he, in an effort to accommodate 
the situation in what I think was a spirit 
of great liberality anJ generosity on his 
part, showing an effort in good faith to 
arrive at a conclusion, agreed, in sub- 
stance, if not in language, to that reso- 
lution. Later it was submitted-—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. I committed myself 
individually to it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Individually the Sen- 
ator did. Later when it was brought to 
the attention of the full Committee on 
Appropriations—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. I should like to say, 
since the Senator is making a record, 
that at the time I agreed to that resolu- 
tion it was contemplated that that was 
to be the first action of the other House, 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is correct. 

Mr. RUSSELL. But the House, in- 
stead of passing that resolution, passed 
an entirely different proposition which 
had never been mentioned in any way 
and which froze the House provisions of 
the original bill in effect for the whole 
12 months of the fiscal year. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true. \Chro- 
nologically the Senator did agree to the 
language of the resolution prior to the 
introduction of the long bill which was 
sent over to the Senate the other day 
and which was referred to the committee. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is true. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But it might be said 
that the action of the House certainly 
absolved the Senator from his individual 
obligation which had been made pre- 
viously. Even, however, after the House 
bill as it was passed last Thursday came 
here and was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, the Senator from 
Georgia, as I understand, submitted to 
the Committee on Appropriations the 
original Tarver resolution, which was a 
continuing resolution, but the Legislative 
Drafting Service, after studying its lan- 
guage, found that in two or three in- 
stances there might have to be an in- 
terpretation by the Comptroller Gen- 
eral of the meaning of the language, and 
acting upon the advice of the legisla- 
tive counsel, the full committee adopted 
the resolution which the Senate passed 
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yesterday and sent to the House. The 
House received that resolution before it 
acted on the one that we have before 
us now, but instead of acting upon the 
Senate resolution or amending it in any 
way, they ignored it, struck it out alto- 
gether, I understand, and sent over the 
one we are now considering. 

I wanted that to be known by the 
Senate, for I think the Senator from 
Georgia has been extremely courteous 
and liberal in every way in trying to 
bring about an accommodation, and I 
hope if there has been anything to cause 
the other branch of the Congress to feel 
that the Senate, because it is the Senate, 
and because sometimes it is referred to in 
colloquial language as the “upper body” — 
which it is not, for its equal only with 
the House—in any way is trying to put 
anything over on the House or the other 
branch of the Congress, that that feeling 
will be dissipated, for there is no such 
desire on the part of the Senate. No 
one here feels that way about it and I 
hope that there may be a way by which 
these little petty differences and jealous- 
ies, if they exist, may be eliminated from 
our legislative process. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr, RusseLL] that the 
Senate concur in the amendments of the 
House to the amendments of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, 


REHABILITATION OF THE ANTHRACITE 
INDUSTRY 


Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
357, to provide for the rehabilitation of 
the anthracite-coal industry. The bill 
has been on the calendar since June 5, 
1941. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be reported by title for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 357) to 
provide for the rehabilitation of the an- 
thracite-coal industry by providing for 
the establishment and operation of a re- 
search laboratory in the Pennsylvania 
anthracite region for research and in- 
vestigation relating to the mining, prepa- 
ration, and utilization of anthracite coal, 
with special reference to conserving re- 
sources for national defense, increasing 
efficiency, development of new uses, 
markets, and matters pertaining thereto; 
and to further provide for safety and 
health in anthracite mining. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, has 
the bill just been reported? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is on the calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS. It has been on the calen- 
dar since June 5, i941. 

Mr. McNARY. The bill has been on 
the calendar for some weeks. 

Mr. NORRIS, For some weeks? For 
more than a year. 

Mr. McNARY. There has been some 
difference of opinion between the two 
able Senators from Pennsylvania, and I 
merely wish to ask the senior Senator 
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from Pennsylvania whether it is agree- 
able to him that the bill should be con- 
sidered at this time. 

Mr. DAVIS. On January 14, 1941, I 
introduced a bill and it was reported 
from the committee on June 5, 1941, and 
has been on the calendar for more than 
a year awaiting action. 

A special committee to study the an- 
thracite emergency program was ap- 
pointed by the President, and the amend- 
ments offered by my colleague follow 
the recommendations of the committee 
which was appointed. I do not believe 
there is at this time any objection from 
any source which thoroughly under- 
stands the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 357) to 
provide for the rehabilitation of the an- 
thracite-coal industry by providing for 
the establishment and operation of a re- 
search laboratory in the Pennsylvania 
anthracite region for research and in- 
vestigation relating to the mining, prep- 
aration, and utilization of anthracite 
coal, with special reference to conserving 
resources for national defense, increasing 
efficiency, development of new uses, 
markets, and matters pertaining thereto; 
and to further provide for safety and 
health in anthracite mining, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
Mines and Mining with amendments. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, as has 
been stated, my colleague introduced the 
bill, and the amendments have been 
agreed to by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will proceed to state the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

The first amendment of the committee 
was, in section 1, on page 1, line 3, after 
the words “Secretary of the Interior”, to 
insert a comma and the words “acting 
through the United States Bureau of 
Mines”, and a comma, so as to make the 
section read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the United States Bureau of Mines, 
is authorized and directed to establish, equip, 
and maintain a research laboratory in the 
anthracite region of Pennsylvania to conduct 
researches and investigations on the mining, 
preparation, and utilization of anthracite coal 
and to develop new scientific, chemical, and 
technical uses and new and extended markets 
and outlets for anthracite coal and its prod- 
ucts. Such laboratory shall be planned as a 
center for information and assistance in mat- 
ters pertaining to conserving resources for na- 
tional defense; to the more efficient mining, 
preparation, and utilization of anthracite 
coal; and ‘pertaining to safety, health, and 
sanitation in mining operations and other 
matters relating to problems of the anthracite 
industry. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, 
page 2, line 12, after the word “Secre- 
tary”, to insert a comma and the words 
“acting through the United States Bu- 
reau of Mines”, and a comma, so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of this act the Sec- 
retary, acting through the United States Bu- 
reau of Mines, is authorized to acquire land 
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and interests therein, and to accept in the 
name of the United States donations of any 
property, real or personal, and to utilize vol- 
untary or uncompensated services at such 
laboratory. The Secretary is authorized and 
directed to cooperate with other departments 
or agencies of the Federal Government, States, 
and State agencies and institutions, counties, 
municipalities, business or other organiza- 
tions, corporations, associations, universities, 
scientific societies, and individuals, upon such 
terms and conditions as he may prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, 
page 2, line 24, after the word “Secre- 
tary”, to insert a comma and the words 
“acting through the United States Bu- 
reau of Mines”, and a comma, so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 3. The Secretary, acting through the 
United States Bureau of Mines, shall make a 
report to Congress at the beginning of each 
regular session of the activities of, expendi- 
tures by, and donations to, the laboratory 
established under this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, 
after line 3, to insert a new section, as 
follows: 


Sec. 4, The Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the United States Bureau of Mines, 
may, in his discretion, create and establish 
an advisory committee composed of not more 
than six members to exercise consultative 
functions, when required by the Secretary, 
in connection with the administration of this 
act. The said committee shall be composed 
of representatives of anthracite coal-mine 
owners, of representatives of anthracite coal- 
mine workers and the public in equal num- 
ber. The members of said committee shall 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior 
without regard to the civil-service laws. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, 
line 15, after “Sec.” to strike out “4” and 
insert “5”, so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 5. In order to carry out the purposes 
of this act there is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
(a) $350,000 for the erection and equipment 
of a building or buildings, including plumb- 
ing, lighting, heating, general service, and 
experimental equipment and appartus, the 
necessary roads, walks, and ground improve- 
ment, and land for the site of the building 
if no land is donated; and (b) $175,000 an- 
nually for the maintenance and operation of 
the experimental station, including personal 
services, supplies, equipment, and expenses 
of travel and subsistence. 


i The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
completes the committee amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I submit 
an amendment which I ask to have 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk 
will state the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed on 
page 2, to strike out lines 1 to 11, inclu- 
sive, and to insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
‘lowing: “region of Pennsylvania to de- 
velop new chemical and technical uses 
‘and promote new and extended markets 
for anthracite and its products. Investi- 
¿gation will not be confined to the purely 
{technical fields, but will include compre- 
‘hensive statistical studies and analyses 
lof the pricing policies used in marketing 
janthracite and of the economic advan- 
jtages and disadvantages of this fuel to 
indicate how markets might be regained 
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or new ones established. ‘These studies 
would help the industry enter markets 
that offer permanent possibilities and 
avoid expenditures in those which can be 
only temporary. The research station 
shall be planned as a center of organiza- 
tion for the study of mining methods, for 
the mine-water survey, and for engineer- 
ing studies concerned with the industrial 
development of the area. It will assist 
materially in the health problems in an- 
thracite mining and in the solution of 
the acid and silt problems in mine waters. 
It will help to coordinate the activities of 
the Pennsylvania State and local agencies 
with those of the Federal Government. 

Mr. NORRIS. I desire to make a few 
remarks concerning this amendment. 

There is an attempt by this amend- 
ment to do something which has never, 
so far as I know, been attempted by a 
legislative body. The only opportunity I 
have had to learn of the provisions of the 
amendment was when it was read by the 
clerk, but it is evident that it consists 
mostly of an argument in favor of the 
bill, I do not understand why the Sen- 
ate should include in an amendment an 
argument in favor of the bill, telling what 
it will do, and how much it will help 
conditions, and containing that kind of 
narrative matter. Why should we go so 
far as to put that in the form of legis- 
lation? Otherwise, I do not have any 
objection to the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. The original bill was rec- 
ommended by the committee after the 
report of the Presidential Anthracite 
Commission, and the amendment offered 
now is for the correction of language 
now contained in the bill. The amend- 
ment was suggested by the Bureau of 
Mines and what might be termed the 
“administrative forces” for the correction 
of the language now in the bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not know any- 
thing about that, and the statement is 
no doubt accurate, but it is stated in the 
proposed amendment that the enactment 
of the bill will improve the method of 
working coal mines, and will improve the 
economic condition of the country. I 
do not know whether it says that in so 
many words, but it might as well. It 
states that it will help education, that it 
will save money. We do not want to 
put such statements into a law. That 
may be the effect of the bill, but it will 
not have that effect merely because we 
so provide. We could say, by law, that 
the sun shall not rise on Friday, but it 
will come up on Friday just the same. If 
we should say in a bill, “This measure, 
if passed, will create more sunshine than 
we had before,” it would not necessarily 
do so. We all want sunshine; we want 
the sun to come up, but we cannot affect 
its rising by legislation. 

I shall not object to the amendment; I 
simply want to call attention to the fool- 
n thing we would be doing if we adopted 
t. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think that, for the in- 
formation of the very distinguished Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, I shall read the 
amendment to him in order that he may 
have a better understanding of it: 

Investigation will not be confined to the 
purely technical fields, but will include com- 
prehensive statistical studies and analyses of 
the pricing policies used in marketing an- 
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thracite and of the economic advantages and 
disadvantages of this fuel to indicate how 
markets might be regained or new ones 
established. 


This is pratically taken from the bitu- 
minous coal bill. 

These studies would help the industry enter 
markets—— 


Mr. NORRIS. That is it—the point: 
“These studies would help.” 

Mr. DAVIS. Those are the words of 
the Bureau of Mines. 

Mr. NORRIS. It would not make any 
difference if it were taken from the Bible. 
It should never go into the law through 
legislation. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is not an amendment 
offered by the committee, but it has been 
suggested by those connected with the 
Administration, and by officers of the 
Bureau of Mines. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Was the Senator 
reading from the amendment itself? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That part which the 
Senator read sounds like a stump speech. 
It does not sound at all like a law. Ido 
not think there is any need of putting 
into the amendment anything to the 
effect that it will help something. 

Mr. DAVIS. That provision of the 
amendment may be omitted. It is only 
offered because it was suggested by the 
Bureau of Mines. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is a good rea- 
son, but it is not conclusive. 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania withdraws 
the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I offer an amendment 
which has been suggested by the Bureau 
of Mines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 3, 
line 18, after the article “(a)”, it is pro- 
posed to strike out “$350,000” and to in- 
sert “$450,000.” 

Mr. DAVIS. This is an authorization. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Davis]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Davis the title was 
amended so as to read: “A bill to pro- 
vide for the establishment and operation 
of a research laboratory in the Pennsyl- 
vania anthracite region for investigation 
of the mining, preparation, and utiliza- 
tion of anthracite, for the development 
of new uses and markets, for improve- 
ment of health and safety in mining; 
and for a comprehensive study of the 
region to aid in the solution of its eco- 
nomic problems and to make its natural 
and human resources of maximum use- 
fulness in the war effort.” 

REGULATION OF FUNERAL DIRECTING 

AND EMBALMING IN THE DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
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1980, relating to the regulation of under- 
taking in the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be reported by title for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill.(S. 1980) to 
amend section 7 of the act entitled “An 
act making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the Government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other pur- 


poses,” approved July 1, 1902, as 
amended, 
Mr. McNARY. Will the Senator from 


ae explain the purpose of the 

Mr. BILBO. This bill has been on the 
calender since last February. The Dis- 
trict Commissioners and the Bureau of 
the Budget have approved the bill, and 
the District Committee reported it 
unanimously. Those who are interested 
in the proposed legislation have urged 
me to Call the bill up because they wish 
to have it go to the other House for 
consideration there. 

A somewhat similar measure was once 
passed by the Congress, and the Presi- 
dent vetoed it on recommendation of 
the Commissioners; however, the Com- 
missioners are now very much interested 
in the enactment of the bill. I ask that 
the Senate proceed to consider it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator ex- 
plain the purpose of the bill? 

Mr. BILBO. The District of Columbia 
is the only jurisdiction in the United 
States having no regulation whatsoever 
affecting the profession of undertaking 
and embalming. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the consideration of the 
bill? ; 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia with amend- 
ments, on page 1, line 7, after the word 
“adding,” to strike out “at the end 
thereof the following”, and to insert 
“paragraph 44A”; on page 2, line 1, after 
“Par.”, to strike out “52” and insert 
“44A”; on-line 4, after the word “under- 
taker”, to strike out “mortician, funeral 
director”; on line 7, after the word “ef- 
fect” and the period, to insert “Such 
license shall entitle the holder thereof to 
perform the duties of an undertaker or 
embalmer, or both”; on line 10, after 
the words “shall be”, to strike out “pay- 
able” and insert “paid to the collector 
of taxes of the District of Columbia. 
Such license shall be issued”; on page 
2, line 17, after the word “age”, to strike 
out “and” and to insert “a citizen of the 
United States or has duly declared his 
intention to become a citizen of the 
United States”; on page 3, line 10, after 
the word “undertaker,” to strike out 
“mortician, funeral director”; on line 13, 
after the words “shall be”, to strike out 
the word “given” and to insert “entitled 
to”; on line 14, after the words “exam- 
ination upon” to insert “application 
therefor and upon”; on the same page, 
in line 16, after the word “business” to 
insert a semicolon and the words “that 
he is not less than twenty-one years of 
age, a citizen of the United States or has 
duly declared his intention to become a 
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citizen of the United States, of good 
moral character and that he is a gradu- 
ate of a school or college of embalming 
whose course of instruction is not less 
than nine months of study, comprising 
not less than eight hundred and forty 
hours of study, or that he has had actual 
experience equivalent thereto;”; on page 
4, line 15, after the word “paragraph” to 
insert the word “or”; in line 20, after 
the words “To appoint a”, to strike out 
“Board of not less than five and not more 
than nine”, and insert “committee of 
Seven”; in line 22, after the word “char- 
acter”, to strike out “who” and insert 
“six of whom shall”; in the same line, 
after the word “have” to insert the word 
“been”; in line 24, after the word “un- 
dertaker,” to strike out the comma and 
the words “mortician, funeral director,”; 
on page 5, in line 1, after the word “ap- 
pointment” to insert “and the health 
officer of the District of Columbia, or a 
member of the personnel of the Health 
Department designated by said health 
officer, who shall serve ex officio as a 
member of said committee,”; on the 
same page, beginning in line 16, to strike 
out “(5) To appoint and fix the compen- 
sation of such administrative assistants, 
clerical employees, and inspectors as 
may be necessary without regard to the 
provisions of other laws applicable to the 
employment and compensation of officers 
and employees of the District of Colum- 
bia and to make such other expenditures 
as may be necessary for the proper en- 
forcement of the provisions of this para- 
graph and the rules and regulations pro- 
mulgated by authority thereof: Pro- 
vided, however, That such salary or sal- 
aries and expenses shall be paid out of 
the funds received from the license fees 
paid hereunder and no part of such sal- 
ary or salaries and expenses shall be paid 
otherwise by the District of Columbia.”; 
and on page 6, after line 2, to insert the 
following new subsection: 

(5) To employ, in accordance with the 
Classification Act of 1923, as amended, such 
additional employees as may be necessary 
and to make such expenditures as may be 
necessary for the proper enforcement of the 
provisions of this paragraph and the rules 
and regulations promulgated by authority 
thereof. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the 

of the United States to the credit of 
the District of Columbia, not otherwise ap- 
propriated, funds to carry out the provisions 
of this act. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 7 of the 
act entitled “An act making appropriations 
to provide for the expenses or the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 1, 1902, as amended, 
is hereby amended by adding paragraph 44A: 

“Par. 44A. (a) On and after 90 days from 
the enactment of this paragraph, no person 
shall, in the District of Columbia, carry on 
the business or profession or discharge any 
of the duties of an undertaker or embalmer 
unless there has been issued to him by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
or their designated agent a license therefor 
in full force and effect. Such license shall 
entitle the holder thereof to perform the 
duties of an undertaker or embalmer, or 
both. The fee for such license shall be $20 
per annum which shall be paid to the col- 
lector of taxes of the District of Columbia, 
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Such license shall be issued at the time and 
in the manner provided in paragraph No. 
6 of this section. 

“(b) An applicant for a license shall sub- 
mit proof satisfactory to the Commissioners, 
on such form as the Commissioners may 
prescribe, that he is not less than 21 years 
of age, a citizen of the United States or has 
duly declared his intention to become a citi- 
zen of the United States, of good moral char- 
acter; that he is a graduate of a 
high school or its equivalent; that he is a 
graduate of a school or college of embalming 
whose course oi instruction is not less than 
9 months, comprising not less than 840 hours 
of study; that he has had not less than 2 
years’ practical experience in the business or 
profession. Such applicant shall be exam- 
ined theoretically and practically in anatomy, 
embalming, embalming fluids, sanitation, 
disinfection, the care and preparation of 
dead human bodies for burial and the ship- 
ment of same, laws and regulations pertain- 
ing to communicable diseases, and such 
other subjects as the Commissioners deem 
appropriate and proper: Provided, however, 
That at the time of the enactment of this 
paragraph every person registered a an un- 
dertaker with the Health Department of the 
District of Columbia and actually engaged 
in the business or profession of undertaker 
or embalmer at a fixed place or establishment 
equipped as a funeral home and who desires 
to continue in such business or profession 
shall be entitled to a license therefor with- 
out examination upon application therefor 
and upon furnishing proof satisfactory to 
the Commissioners that he was so registered 
and so engaged in such business; that he is 
not less than 21 years of age, a citizen of the 
United States or has duly declared his in- 
tention to become a citizen of the United 
States, of good moral character, and that he 
is a graduate of a school or college of em- 
balming whose course of instruction is not 
less than 9 months of study, comprising not 
less than 840 hours of study, or that he has 
had actual experience equivalent thereto; 
and upon payment of the license fee herein- 
before provided. 

“An examination of applicants for a li- 
cense shall be held not less frequently than 
once each year at such time and place as the 
Commissioners shall determine; notice of 
such examination shall be given at least 30 
days prior to the date set therefor. 

“(c) The Commissioners are hereby au- 
thorized: 


“(1) To refuse to issue or renew or to sus- 
pend or revoke a license for fraud or mis- 
representation in the application therefor, or 
for misconduct during an examination there- 
for, or for any act or practice considered det- 
rimental to the public health, welfare, and 
safety including the act of removing a dead 
human body without the prior consent of a 
member of the family of the deceased, or for 
violation of the laws and regulations of the 
District of Columbia relating to the removal 
or burial or disposal of dead human bodies 
or the provisions of this paragraph or of the 
rules and regulations hereinafter authorized 
to be promulgated, or for conviction of a 
felony as shown by a certified copy of the 
record of the court of conviction, or for such 
other cause as the Commissioners may con- 
sider advisable. 

“(2) To appoint a committee of seven per- 
sons of good moral character, six of whom 
shall have been actually and continuously 
engaged in the business or profession of 
undertaker or embalmer in the District of 
Columbia for at least 10 years next preced- 
ing their appointment and the health officer 
of the District of Columbia, or a member of 
the personnel of the Health Department 
designated by said health officer, who shall 
serve ex Officio as a member of said commit- 
tee, to conduct the examination of appli- 
cants for a license hereinbefore provided; the 
appointment of each such person shall be for 
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a period of 1 year unless sooner terminated 
by the Commissioners for cause; such ap- 
pointees shall serve without compensation 
for their services as such. 

“(8) To issue licenses without examina- 
tion to persons licensed by other Territories 
and States under such terms and conditions 
as they may deem appropriate. 

“(4) To prescribe the terms, conditions, 
and license fee, not to exceed $10 per annum, 
under which apprenticeships shall be served. 

“(5) To employ, in accordance with the 
Classification Act of 1923, as amended, such 
additional employees as may be necessary 
and to make such expenditures as may be 
necessary for the proper enforcement of the 
provisions of this paragraph and the rules 
and regulations promulgated by authority 
thereof. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury of the United States to the credit 
of the District of Columbia, not otherwise 
appropriated, funds to carry out the provi- 
sions of this act. 

“(6) To promulgate and enforce and, from 
time to time, to alter such rules and regula- 
tions, not inconsistent with the provisions of 
this paragraph, as they deem necessary, for 
the proper execution and enforcement of the 
provisions of this paragraph. 

“(d) The provisions of paragraph No. 1 of 
this section relative to the assignment or 
transfer of a license and the provisions of 
paragraph No. 7 of this section relative to 
the definition of the word ‘person’ shall not 
apply to licenses issued under the provisions 
of this paragraph. The word ‘person’ as used 
in this paragraph shall be construed to mean 
a natural person only, and licenses issued 
under the provisions of this paragraph shall 
not be assignable or transferable.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN BILLS AND RES- 
OLUTIONS AND RECEIVE MESSAGES 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that during the ad- 
journment of the Senate following today’s 
session, the President of the Senate be 
authorized to sign bills and resolutions 
ready for his signature, and that the Sec- 
retary of the Senate be authorized to 
receive messages from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Et- 
LENDER in the chair) laid before the Sen- 
ate messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomi- 
nations, which were referred to the ap- 
propriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters, 


By Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

Capt. Charles Lowman Decker, Infantry 
(temporary major), for appointment, by 
transfer, in the Regular Army, to the Judge 
Advocate General’s Department. 

Lt. Col, Frank Joseph Riley, Quartermas- 
ter Corps (temporary colonel), to be colonel, 
Regular Army, with rank from June 19, 1942, 
under the provisions of law. 

(Temporary appointments in the Army of 
the United States:) 

Dwight David Eisenhower to be a Heuten- 
ant general. 

Thomas Troy Handy to be a major general. 

John Edwin Hull and Albert Coady Wede- 
meyer to be brigadier generals, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will state the nominations on the 
eclendar. 

THE JUDICIARY 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of James B. Frazier, Jr., of Tennes- 
see, to be United States attorney for the 
eastern district of Tennessee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nom- 
ged of postmasters be confirmed en 

loc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

THE NAVY 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Navy. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nom- 
ape in the Navy be confirmed en 

oc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Navy nominations are 
confirmed en bloc. 

P That concludes the Executive Calen- 
ar. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified of the nom- 
inations this day confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn 
until Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 
o’clock and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Thursday, July 9, 1942, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate July 7 (legislative day of July 
2), 1942: 


UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


The following-named doctors to be as- 
sistant surgeons in the United States Public 
Health Service, to take effect from date of 
oath: 

James F. Maddux Eugene J. Gillespie 
Nunzio J. Carrozzo Robert W. Biach 

C. Dudley Miller Bertrand E. Bennison 
William D. Hazlehurst James N. White 
Carl Enna John F, Flynn, Jr. 
Gabriel P, Ferrazzano Eugene Meyer 3d 
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Phillip H. Best 
Richard G. Henderson 
Anthony J. Lund 
Alfred H. Lawton 
Otis W. Yeager 

H. Charles Franklin 
William C. Jenkins, Jr. 


Herbert Tabor 
Robert T. Potter 

I, Ray Howard 
Robert H. English 
Joseph P. Kesler 
Edward T. Blomquist 
Robert M. Thomas 


Harry J. Schweigert Mayo L, Emory 
Edward W. Kunckel Theodore L. Chamber- 
Bernard D, Davis lin 


Carlton. H. Waters 
Clarence J. Kooiker 
Buell S. Bindschedler 
John B. Spriggs 
Roy A. Darke 
William H. Errgong 
John ©. Cutler 
Spurgeon M. Wingo 
David S. Ruhe 
Carruth J. Wagner 
George W. Comstock 
William L. Hewitt 
Marion B. Richmond 
Charles W. Parker 
Wiliam Champlin 


Henry D. Ecker 
Robert V. Holman 
John L. Lincoln 
Ralph R. Nix 
Elsworth L. Gardner 
Paul V. Joliet 
Joseph L. Bryant 
Emery F. Word 
Herbert E. Pedersen 
Robert N. Lord 
Randolph P. Grimm 
Richard C. Siders 
John C. Grier, Jr. 
Elmer L. Hill 
Robert M. Foote 
Lewis James M. Hundley 
Chester M. Sidell Walter B. Quisenberry 


TEMPORARY APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY OF 
THE UNITED STATES 
TO BE LIEUTENANT GENERAL 
Maj. Gen. Dwight David Eisenhower (lieu- 
tenant colonel, Infantry), Army of the United 
States. 
TO BE MAJOR GENERAL 
Brig. Gen. Thomas Troy Handy (lieutenant 
colonel, Field Artillery), Army of the United 
States. 
TO BE BRIGADIER GENERALS 
Col, John Edwin Hull (lieutenant colonel, 
Infantry), Army of the United States. 
Col. Albert Coady Wedemeyer (major, In- 
fantry) , Army of the United States, 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 7 (legislative day of July 
2), 1942. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 

James B. Frazier, Jr., to be United States 
attorney for the eastern district of Ten- 
nessee, 

POSTMASTERS 


Raleigh Vinson Lambe, Brawley. 

Frank Emerson, Corona. 

Alden Levern Swanson, Crows Landing. 
Edmund V. Murphy, Madera. 

James R. Wilson, Sacramento. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE Navy FOR TEMPORARY 
SERVICE 

Frank Jack Fletcher to be a vice admiral, 
to rank from June 26, 1942. 

George D. Murray to be a rear admiral, to 
rank from May 7, 1942. 

Charles W. Crosse to be a rear admiral, to 
rank from January 10, 1942, and to continue 
during his assignment as commander, Subor- 
dinate Command, Service Force, Pacific Fleet. 


HOUSE OF. REPRESENTATIVES 
TueEspay, JULY 7, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Most merciful Heavenly Father, this 
day we pray Thee to sanctify our 
thoughts and our actions that they may 
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be in harmony with Thy holy purpose. | TO AUTHORIZE INTERDEPARTMENTAL 


Grant that injustices may be righted and 
wrongs removed that Thy children every- 
where may enjoy their God-given rights 
of liberty, life, and the pursuit of happi- 
ness. Let all peoples share the high in- 
heritance of one common birth and one 
destiny that they may dwell together in 
unity. 

Oh, come breath of God and dwell 
again on earth with calm and healing in 
Thy gentle touch, bringing selfish lives 
from the shadowlands of failure and loss 
into the radiance of our Saviour's mis- 
sion and promise. Moved to generous 
deeds by the remembrance of Thy mer- 
cies, we would exalt the Cross that it 
might give a loving welcome to every 
despondent mind and heart. We ear- 
nestly pray Thee to look upon the 
blasted, ruined lands of war’s devastation 
and upon the gaunt faces, robbed of their 
joys and whose gladness will ever be 
erased. In the midst of the gravest cir- 
cumstances inspire our country to sacri- 
fice and serve that our glorious destiny 
may be preserved and that this world, 
under God, shall have a new birth of 
freedom. In our Redeemer’s Name. 
Amen, 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a concurrent resolution of 
the House of the following title: 


H. Con. Res. 73. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the printing of additional copies 
of the report (House Rept. No. 2272) of the 
Committee on Military Affairs relative to 
the progress of the national defense program. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the fol- 
lowing title: 


H.R. 7349. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1943, and for 
other purposes, 

RESOLUTION FROM ARGENTINA 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication, which 
was read by the Clerk: 


SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF NORTH AMERICA: 

The Chamber of Deputies of Argentina re- 
solved in today’s session and on the occasion 
of the glorious anniversary which will occur 
on the 4th of July of the Declaration of In- 
dependence of the United States of North 
America, to send a cordial greeting of friend- 
ship and solidarity to the House of Repre- 
sentatives of that great Nation whose im- 
mortal political charter I believe to be a 
model of government for worthy and free 
nations, giving inspiration for the political 
government of all the American republics. 
Greetings to the Speaker and my deepest 


respects, 
Jose Luts CANTILO, 
President of the Chamber of Deputies 
of the Argentine Nation, 
CARLOS GONZALES BONORINO, 
L, ZAVALLA CARBO, 
Secretaries. 


PROCUREMENT BY CONTRACT 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (S. 2032), to amend section 
7 (a) of the act of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 
613), as amended by section 601 of the 
act of June 30, 1932 (47 Stat. 417), to 
authorize interdepartmental procure- 
ment by contract, with House amend- 
ments, insist on the House amendments, 
and agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and appoints the following 
conferees: *Mr. May, Mr. THOMASON, Mr. 
HARTER, Mr. ANDREWS, and Mr. SHORT. 


MARY JANE BLACKMAN 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
from further consideration of the bill 
(S. 138) , granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Blackman, and that the said bill be re- 
referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington? 

There was no objection. 


UNCONTROLLED INFLATION 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute and to revise and extend my re- 
marks. d 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Youne addressed the House. His 
remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


GUAM—THE PROPOSAL BEFORE THE 
CONGRESS 


Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. Corts addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


CONGRESS SHOULD GET FACTS ON SUGAR 
AND RUBBER SITUATIONS 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California, Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me that one of the 
services of great importance that the 
Congress could render to the American 
people at the present time would be to 
present to them the real facts regarding 
any shortages of important material or 
commodities that may exist, I refer par- 
ticularly to rubber and sugar. 

We probably have enough committees 
investigating such matters now, but I 
respectfully suggest to these committees 
that they bring before them at the same 
time, some of the peopie who have ex- 
pressed conflicting views on such ques- 
tion as the manufacture of synthetic 
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rubber from alcohol, the question as to 
how real the sugar shortage is, and simi- 
lar things. 

It seems to me if a committee could 
bring together before it seme of the out- 
standing figures who have been on dif- 
ferent sides of these questions a real de- 
termination of who is right could be 
made. I think a report by Congress to 
the American people on the facts on 
some of these things would be something 
not only deeply appreciated, but some- 
thing that is a matter of our duty, some- 
thing which would show that we are 
vigorously performing one of the most 
important jobs we have to do. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks and include an editorial from 
the Washington Times-Herald. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the Ap- 
pendix a letter from the Clarinda (Iowa) 
Herald Journal and also an editorial from 
the Primghar (Iowa) Press. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include a brief editorial ap- 
pearing in the Newcastle (Ind.) Courier- 
Times. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered, 

There was no objection.. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today after the 
business on the Speaker’s table and any 
other special orders that may have been 
entered I be permitted to proceed for 30 
minutes, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THIS IS THE ARMY 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CELLER, Mr. Speaker, the the- 
ater, especially during the time of war, is 
the greatest vehicle for bolstering up 
public morale. It provides the enter- 
tainment that dispels pessimism and 
gloom, 

In the last year of the war between 
Athens and Sparta, William Lyon Phelps 
points out, when it was certain that 
Athens was doomed, Euripides put on one 
of his immortal masterpieces of the 
drama. 

There is a show just presented in New 
York City called This Is the Army. Its 
cast comprises 300 of our soldiers, taken 
from camps all over the country. All 
are talented in song, dance, comedy, ac- 
robatics, and feats of strength. The net 
proceeds of the production go to the 
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Army Relief. Already the motion-pic- 

- ture rights have been sold for a quarter 
of a million dollars. The greatest credit 
for this masterpiece of showmanship goes 
to Mr. Irving Berlin, who has donated his 
talents as author, lyricist, composer, and 
director. 

It is a sheer pageant of patriotism. 
But it never unduly emphasizes or com- 
mercializes patriotism, It keeps an even 
keel of humor. As a result it is a most 
patriotic musical show. You are fairly 
lifted out of your seat with enthusiasm. 
You feel like throwing your loving arms 
around our Army. Do not fail to see it. 
It is a great gloom antidote. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


RALPH INGERSOLL, PM, AND THE FIELD 
ESTATE 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend my own remarks 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. i 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi addressed 
the House; his remarks appear in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


PROVISION FOR RECESS 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consei.t that it may be in 
order during the day for the Sneaker to 
declare a recess of the House subject to 
the call of the Chair with 15 minutes’ 
notice to Members. : 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
Serving the right to object, can the gen- 
tleman tell us what the prospects are? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Hopeful, but re- 
mote, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? ; 

There was no objection. 


THE UNION FOR DEMOCRATIC ACTION 


Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute, to revise and extend 
my own remarks and to include therein 
one editorial und one resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. LELAND M. Forp addressed the 
House; his remarks appear in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend my 
own remarks and to include therein an 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and to include therein an editorial on 
the trials and tribulations of the farmer. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO- 
PRIATION BILL 1943 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, 
TaRVER]. 
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Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 7349, an 
act making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes, with Senate amendments 
thereto and consider the Senate amend- 
ments in the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, as I under- 
stand, this is the bill the House passed 
the other day and sent to the Senate in 
which the Senate has stricken out every- 
thing in the House bill and substituted a 
short continuing resolution,’ 

Mr. TARVER. The Senate has strick- 
en out everything in the House bill and 
inserted language of its own. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, may I suggest to 
the gentleman from Georgia that he 
elaborate a little further and acquaint 
the House with what he proposes to do? 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I propose 
to offer a motion to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments with substitute lan- 
guage agreed upon by the House subcom- 
mittee on agriculture appropriations; 
then I propose during the hour which I 
understand will be allotted to me for al- 
location under the rules of the House, to 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Cannon] and to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN] for the purpose of 
offering amendments they desire to have 
the House consider in connection with 
the resolution, with 10 minutes to each 
of these gentlemen for discussion out of 
the hour which will be controlled by my- 
self if this request is granted. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The proposal, in brief, 
is to take up the Senate bill and concur 
with the Senate amendments which will 
be open to amendment, open to discus- 
sion within the contro] of the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. TARVER. The House, of course, 
would have the right to adopt the Sen- 
ate amendment if it so desired; that is a 
matter for the House to decide. The 
matter is left open for discussion and 
any amendment the House wishes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re- 
port the Senate amendments. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, the lan- 
guage of the Senate amendment was in- 
serted in yeSterday’s CONGRESSIONAL 
Record. I wonder if any Member of the 
House desires to have it read. If not, 
I ask unanimous consent to have it in- 
serted in the Recorp at this point with- 
out reading. 

Mr, DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I think 
this amendment ought to be read. I 
object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: “That all appropriations (includ- 
ing reappropriations, authorizations for bor- 
rowing of funds from the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation, and authorizations for 
administrative expenses of Corporations) for 
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the necessary operations of the Department 
of Agriculture which remained unprovided 
for on June 30, 1942, are hereby continued 
and made available for and during the month 
of July 1942, unless the regular appropria- 
tions provided for such Department in the 
bill (H. R. 6709 to the 77th Cong.), entitled 
‘An act making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
poses, shall have been made prior to August 
1, 1942, and there are hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, or hereby made available 
pursuant to such authorizations, such sums 
as may be necessary for such operations for 
the month of July 1942: Provided, That no 
greater amount shall be expended for such 
operations (other than for emergency forest 
fire protection and suppression and insect 
pest and disease control) than as the sum 
of one-twelfth of the appropriations and 
other amounts made available for such De- 
partment for the fiscal year 1942 bears to the 
whole of the appropriations and amounts 
made available for such Department for such 
fiscal year: Provided further, That the ap- 
propriations and authority contained in this 
act shall cease to be effective on the date 
that the regular appropriations for such De- 
partment for the fiscal year 1943 become 
effective, and all amounts expended or obli- 
gated under this act shall be charged against 
the amounts appropriated and made avail- 
able in H. R. 6709 as finally enacted, and the 
total amount expended or obligated during 
such fiscal year for any item or object of ex- 
penditure shall not exceed the amount finally 
authorized or appropriated for such item or 
object for such fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943. The appropriations and authority con- 
tained in this act shall be available from and 
including July 1, 1942, for the purposes re- 
spectively provided in such appropriations 
and authority. All obligations incurred dur- 
ing the period between June 30, 1942, and 
the date of the enactment of this act in 
anticipation of the appropriations and au- 
thority contained in this act and in H. R. 
6709 as finally enacted are hereby ratified and 
confirmed if in accordance with the terms 
thereof.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act ex- 
tending appropriations for the necessary 
operations of the Department of Agriculture 
under certain contingencies.” 


Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Tarver moves that the House agree to 
the amendment of the Senate No. 1 with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter 
inserted by said amendment insert: 

“That all purposes and objects of expendi- 
ture under the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, which 
are provided for in the bill (H. R. 6709 of 
the 77th Cong.) entitled “A bill making ap- 
propriations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for other purposes,” together with the 
Senate amendments thereto to the extent the 
House of Representatives and the Senate have 
agreed upon such amendments (otherwise, on 
the basis of the purposes and objects of ex- 
penditure as the same were authorized and 
provided for in appropriation acts for the 
Department of Agriculture on account of the 
fiscal year 1942), are hereby authorized and 
provided, for and during the month of July 
1942, to the extent, in the detail, and under 
the conditions, authority, restrictions, and 
limitations as contained in such bill and such 
amendments as agreed upon, and otherwise 
as aforesaid, and there are hereby appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be 
necessary therefor: Provided, That if, at any 
time prior to August 1, 1942, such bill shall 
become a law, the foregoing provisions of this 
act shall thereupon cease to be effective and 
the amounts expended or obligated hereunder 
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shall be charged against the appropriations or 
authorizations therein and the total amount 
expended or obligated during such fiscal year 
for any item or object of expenditure shall 
not exceed the amount therein authorized or 
appropriated for such item when the same is 
enacted into law. 

“Sec. 2. The appropriations and authority 
with respect to appropriations contained here- 
in for the fiscal year 1943 shall be available 
from and including July 1, 1942, for the pur- 
poses respectively provided in such appropria- 
tions and authority. All obligations incurred 
during the period between June 30, 1942, and 
the date of enactment of this act in anticipa- 
tion of such appropriations and authority are 
hereby ratified and confirmed if in accord- 
ance with the terms thereof.” 


Mr. TARVER (interrupting reading of 
the motion). In view of the fact that 
this matter appeared twice in yesterday’s 
Recor and was read to the House on yes- 
terday, I ask unanimous consent that the 
further reading of the motion be adis- 
pensed with at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ee 
the request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Tarver]? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, did I understand 
the gentleman to say that this amend- 
ment is in substance the same thing that 
he had in a bill or resolution which he 
attempted to present to the House on 
yesterday? 

Mr. TARVER. It is exactly the same. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. TARVER]? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. Tarver] is recognized for 
1 hour. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the motion which I have 
offered is a motion to substitute for the 
Senate language adopted by the Senate 
as a substitute for H. R. 7349 passed by 
this House on last Thursday the exact 
language of a proposed House joint reso- 
lution which was agreed to by all of the 
Members, eight in number, of the House 
Subcommittee on Agricultural Appropri- 
ations on last Wednesday and which was 
thereafter submitted by me to the chair- 
man of the Senate Subcommittee on 
Agricultural Appropriations for consid- 
eration and to which he stated he would 
agree. I desire to read to you in this con- 
nection the statement made on the floor 
of the Senate yesterday by Senator Rus- 
SELL, of Georgia, chairman of the Senate 
Subcommittee on Agricultural Appropri- 
ations: 

After the House conferees had withdrawn 
the resolution shown us at the last confer- 
ence which would have adopted the House 
provisions of the bill, the chairman of the 
House conferees, Representative Tarver, from 
my own State of Georgia, presented to me a 
resolution which, in effect, adopted all the 
provisions of the 1943 bill which are in agree- 
ment and which undertook to continue on 
the basis of the 1942 act the provisions of the 
items in disagreement. 

I read the resolution over in company with 
the chairman of the House conferees and 
stated to him that, so far as I was individ- 
ually concerned, I was perfectly willing to 
accept it. 


Substantially the same information 
was conveyed to me on yesterday about 1 
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o’clock by Senator Russet after the Sen- 
ate committee had taken action upon the 
basis of which the Senate later in the 
afternoon passed H. R. 7349 with the Sen- 
ate amendment which is now before the 
House for consideration. If the House 
see fit to adopt the motion which I have 
submitted it will have, in my judgment, 
made provision for funds for the tem- 
porary operation of the activities of the 
Department of Agriculture during the 
month of July. I have every reason to 
believe as shown by the statement which 
I have already made to you that the Sen- 
ate will accept the language of this pro- 
posed substitute for the Senate language 
if it is agreed to by the House, and that 
this controversy, insofar as it involves the 
furnishing of temporary funds, will have 
been ended. 

The House joint resolution, as I believe 
you know, provides for the continuance 
of appropriations for the Department 
during the month of July upon the basis 
of the appropriations insofar as they 
have been agreed to in the pending agri- 
cultural, bill and insofar as they have not 
been agreed to, and this statement re- 
lates to only four items, the appropria- 
tions are to be available for the month of 
July upon the same basis, considering 
the difference in the length of time in- 
volved, as for the fiscal year 1942. The 
resolution in the opinion of your subcom- 
mittee is preferable to the language which 
has been inserted in the bill by the Sen- 
ate. That language would authorize the 
continuance of expenditures for the De- 
partment and its various subdivisions 
during the month of July 1942 upon the 
basis of one-twelfth of the entire amount 
appropriated to the Department for the 
fiscal year 1942. 

What this means may be readily un- 
derstood when you take into considera- 
tion the fact that the direct appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year 1942 were in ex- 
cess of $1,100,000,.000 whereas the 
amounts carried in the pending bill ag- 
gregate in either House or Senate form 
not in excess of $680,000,000. So that 
under the Senate language the expendi- 
ture for the month of July would be 
authorized upon the basis of between 
$93,000,000 and $94,000,000 whereas under 
the language of the House resolution 
which I have offered the expenditures 
would be authorized upon the basis of 
not more than fifty-six and one-half mil- 
lion dollars. 

There is involved here, of course, the 
issue with regard to subparity sales. I 
am expressing only my individual opin- 
ion, but I think there can be no miscon- 
ception, no reasonable misconception, as 
to the meaning of this language which I 
have proposed and which purports to 
make effective the provisions of the pend- 
ing agricultural appropriation bill only 
insofar as the two Houses have already 
agreed upon them. They have not agreed 
upon the limitations proposed in the 
House bill insofar as those limitations 
apply to the sale of grain and, therefore, 
in my opinion, if you adopt the language 
which I have proposed you will permit to 
be sold for this temporary period as there 
has been sold heretofore without restric- 
tion at below parity prices wheat and corn 
owned or controlled by the Government. 
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That would not be true as to cotton, rice, 
and tobacco because there is no difference 
existing between the House and Senate 
as to the restriction on the sale of those 
three products at below-parity prices. 

Amendments are to be offered under- 
taking to attach restrictions of the same 
character as those which are carried in 
H. R. 6709 to prevent even during the 
temporary period the continuance of the 
practice which has been indulged in by 
the Department heretofore of the sale of 
grains at below-parity prices. I do not 
think you ought to agree to those amend- 
ments, although I am very strongly in 
favor of the proviso which was inserted 
in the House bill. I wrote that proviso. 
It was upon my insistence that the sub- 
committee on agricultural appropriations 
inserted it in the bill. I expect to stand 
for it in the continuing conferences on 
the agricultural appropriation bill, and I 
hope that it may be possible for it to be 
enacted into law. But so far as this tem- 
porary proposal is concerned, you might 
just as well take no action at all as to 
attach any such provision as that to this 
temporary resolution to continue appro- 
priations for the month of July, because 
the Senate will not agree to it. Whether 
it ought to agree to it or not is beside the 
question. That is the thing we have had 
in conference and have been arguing 
about for weeks. If you want to appro- 
priate funds for the Department to go on 
with while we are undertaking to settle 
this difficulty, then you ought not to in- 
ject into the resolution that we pass to 
make temporary use of such funds pos- 
sible the very elements of controversy 
concerning which we have been unable 
to agree. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr, 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The 
gentleman has made it perfectly clear, 
but I should like, if the gentleman will 
permit, to reemphasize what he has just 
stated, that if we should adopt either 
the amendment which it is suggested 
may be offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois or the one that may be offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri, we would 
be right back where we started. 

Mr TARVER. We will not have ac- 
complished anything in the world. The 
gentleman is absolutely correct. I am 
glad that for one time I am able to ac- 
cord with his viewpoint. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. 
glad I am right for once. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Missouri, 

Mr. COCHRAN. Is the motion the 
gentleman has made the language which 
the Senator from Georgia stated as far 
as he personally was concerned he would 
be willing to accept? 

Mr. TARVER. Word for word. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I should like to say 
to the gentleman from Georgia that it 
appears to me from what the Senator 
from Georgia said in the three para- 
graphs following the one the gentleman 
read, made on the floor of the Senate yes- 
terday, that if the House adopts this 
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motion, the Senate is not going to agree 
toit. The Senator states the reason. 

Mr. TARVER. I stated to the House 
a moment ago, and perhaps the gentle- 
man did not hear me, that I conferred 
with Senator RUssELL again at 1 o'clock 
on yesterday after the Senate committee 
had taken the action upon the basis of 
which the Senate took action later in the 
afternoon, and he stated to me that this 
language is still agreeable to him. I have 
every reason to believe that the Senate 
will agree to this resolution if it is 
adopted by the House without change. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I am anxious to dis- 
pose of this matter, and I hope the gen- 
tleman is right. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Can- 
non] to offer an amendment, and I yield 
him 10 minutes. - 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr. 
Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Cannon of Missouri offers the follow- 
ing amendment; On page 2, line 18, before 
the period, insert a colon and the following 
proviso: “Provided further, That this act shall 
not be construed as permitting in any man- 
ner the use of administrative funds for or 
in connection with the sale of Goverment- 
owned or Government-controlled stocks of 
farm commodities at less than parity price 
as defined by the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act of 1938, except deteriorated grain for 
feeding and for the manufacture of alcohol, 
and except agricultural commodities for dis- 
tribution exclusively for relief purposes, com- 
modities sold to farmers for seed, and cotton 
required in connection with the present new 
‘uses program being carried on by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Myr. 
Speaker, the question before us has been 
worn threadbare. It has been before us 
since March 13. Four times the House 
has voted on this identical question and 
four times the House has by an over- 
whelming majority decided that farm 
parity must be maintained. But the 
enemies of farm parity neither slum- 
ber nor sleep. And now, for the fifth 
time, we must plough over the same 
ground. The fact that the House has 
taken a determined stand on this ques- 
tion four successive times is brushed 
aside and they are again demanding that 
you change your vote, that you give up 
your convictions, that you retract, and 
surrender everything for which you have 
fought. 

And they have chosen an opportune 
time—a time when the business of the 
House is finished, when only this one bill 
stands between you and the train back 
home tonight. You have been here con- 
tinuously since January. Never has 
there been a more arduous session of 
Congress. Everybody is exhausted. Will 
you change your vote to get to go home 
tonight? The country wants to know 
if you will change. And they particu- 
larly want to know why you change. 

And along with all the other pressure 
brought to bear to make you change your 
vote is a letter which has been given the 
widest possible publicity. The letter has 
a familiar ring. It bears all the ear- 
marks of similar pronouncements written 
down in the Department of Agriculture. 
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And it is nothing new for the depart- 
ments to submit tentative drafts of ex- 
ecutive papers. Calvin Coolidge signed 
such a document in vetoing the McNary- 
Haugen bill some years ago and the 
country has not fully recovered from it to 
this day. 

In fact, there is evidence of the custom 
from earliest times. In the reign of 
Charles II a courtier pinned on the 
monarch’s door the following verse: 

Here lies our sovereign lord, the king, 
Whose word no man relies on; 

Who never said a foolish thing 
And never did a wise one. 


Charles said: 


True; very true, indeed. My words are my 
own, but my deeds are my ministers’. 


Letters, bulletins, and releases have 
flowed like a stream from the typewriters 
and mimeographs of the Department of 
Agriculture seeking to undermine farm 
prices and opposing in particular the 
principle of parity of farm prices. So no- 
torious has been the attitude of the De- 
partment of Agriculture on reduction of 
farm prices that last year when the O. 
P. A. issued a statement fixing low farm 
prices, a newspaper reporter called at the 
Department and reported: 

Officials in Agriculture are elated over the 
Henderson statement. They say it goes much 
further than they had dared to hope. 


But there is one phrase in particular 
that bears the stamp of the Depart- 
ment—‘“power hungry.” Can you con- 
ceive of a “power hungry” farmer? That 
ought to go in the joke book. These 
power-hungry farmers. They are fre- 
quently hungry all right—they and their 
families, Here is a clipping from the 
Philadelphia Record of July 4: 

Pennsylvania farmers thus far are getting 
by the harvest season without serious loss 
but at the cost of longer hours and increased 
use of women and children in the fields. 


All over this country, in an endeavor 
to supply food for the Nation and our 
Allies, farm women and children are 
working long hours out in the fields— 
overtime—late into the dusk. Power- 
hungry farmers, power-hungr, farm 
women, power-hungry farm children. 
They are working the longest hours at 
the lowest wage received by workers any- 
where in America. And yet here is a 
proposition for the Government to throw 
the products of that toil—the only pay 
they will receive for that toil—on the 
market to hammer down the price, to 
hammer down the pitiful wage they re- 
ceive for that labor. 

Have you compared that price with the 
prices they received in the last war? 
Farmers are today receiving just about 
half the prices they received in the last 
war, while labor, industry, and transpor- 
tation are receiving more than twice 
what they were receiving in the last war. 
Go out and inquire what it will cost you 
to build a house—or contract anything 
else involving labor and material—if you 
entertain any doubts about it. 

But to get back to the Department of 
Agriculture where opposition to farm 
parity is fostered, it is my information 
that the seven men whose names are ap- 
pended to the original letter were never 
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assembled; they never got together. 
They signed on the dotted line. And I 
am told that at least one of them signed 
over the telephone. And I say again, as 
I have said before on this floor, that in 
my opinion not a one of those men is in 
favor of dumping on the market the 
products of the farmer’s toil and thereby 
reducing his wages. But that is what 
the Department of Agriculture advo- 
cates. And that is what the Department 
is doing. Read the hearings before the 
committee on this bill. The best the 
Secretary of Agriculture would ever say 
was: 

I think you will have to pay the farmer 
something like production costs. 


Oh, the letter speaks of “pressure 
groups.” When the coal bill was passed 
early this session, when the oil bill was 
passed last month, when freight rates 
were hiked and floors were put under 
wages and ceilings over hours, and the 
bus and truck bill was passed, and all 
these other guaranties of wages and 
prices and incomes for everybody else 
were enacted—not a word was said about 
pressure groups. But when the farmer 
presumes to ask for the crumbs that 
fall from the richest table the world ever 
saw—just bare parity—their shrieks rise 
to high heaven. “The pressure groups— 
the power-hungry pressure groups.” 
“Oliver Twist wants more.” 

Mr. Speaker, there is no pressure group 
in the world equal to the Department of 
Agriculture. It has thousands of em- 
ployees scattered all over the country. 
They are riding in Pullman palace cars 
on every road and driving Government 
automobiles on every highway. Seven 
different,men took 6 weeks and two au- 
tomobiles and one truck to kill one bar- 
berry bush on an Iowa farm. In every 
county in the Union, Department of 
Agriculture employees are working to se- 
cure the adoption of these amendments. 
If you will look critically over the letters 
and telegrams you have received on this 
bill, you will find back of every one of 
them a Government man prompting 
farmers to write you to oppose the House 
position. The bureaucrats down in the 
Department are trying to run not only 
the farmers but this House. And there 
is historic precedent for that, too. 

Charles I, seeking to bend the House 
of Commons to his will, called upon the 
Speaker to cooperate with him in his de- 
mands. And Speaker Lowenthal, God 
rest his heroic soul—falling upon his 
knees before the King, said, “Your Maj- 
esty, I have no eyes to see, nor ears to 
hear, save as this honorable body shall 
direct me.” But today—under a repre- 
sentative form of government—this hon- 
orable body is expected to take the dicta- 
tion of the breaucrats down there in the 
Department of Agriculture. After we 
have said “No,” and said it emphatically, 
four times—and by record votes—we are 
now required to say, “Yes, Mr. Bureau 
Chief; yes, Mr. Secretary; yes, Mr, As- 
sistant Secretary to the Secretary.” 

Mr. Speaker, there is more in this ques- 
tion than appears on the surface. There 
is involved here the basic principles of 
representative government—the peerage 
of the House of Representatives under 
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* the Constitution. There was a time 
when the House occupied a dominant 
Position in the American Government. 
But if it yields now after maintaining 
for 4 months its position on the merits 
of this issue, it will have sunk to such low 
estate as to become little more than a 
mere appendage of the executive and 
coordinate branches of the Government. 

Our leader will shortly address you. 
He is one of the ablest men who has ever 
held that exalted position. I follow him 
implicitly—save in this instance when I 
must follow the instructions of the House. 
He will tell you—and with justification— 
that we have done what we could. We 
have taken a position and sustained it, 
but the time has come when we must 
yield because the other body will not yield 
and the Department must have funds. 
That is plausible, but let me remind you 
that if you yield now you have made a 
dangerous breach in the position of the 
House. To yield now is but the first step 
to yielding permanently. 

Oh, they say, “The Senate insists, and 
you must yield to bear the obloquy of the 
impasse.” My friends, here is the answer 
to that right here in the volume I hold in 
my hand. Let me read to you from sec- 
tion 3209; here it is: 

It is the unwritten rule of conference that 
the House proposing an amendment on which 
agreement cannot be secured, must recede or 
accept responsibility for the failure of the bill. 


It is not the responsibility of this House, 
it is the responsibility of another body, 
because that other body has offered these 
amendments. It is the other body that 
is throwing the monkey wrench into the 
machinery—another body that is raising 
the obstacle to agreement and must 
therefore assume all responsibility for de- 
lay in the enactment of this measure. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. 
James Landis, the Administrator of the 
Office of Civilian Defense, amused the 
President recently by referring to a 
black-out as an “obscuration of the illu- 
mination.” It occurs to me that there 
has been some obscuration of the illumi- 
nation, so far as the press comment and 
interpretation is concerned of the issues 
before the House and Senate. Perhaps 
some of the Members have felt the im- 
pact of that comment in various parts 
of the country, and are wondering 
whether in the interest of what is de- 
scribed as orderly democratic procedure, 
we ought not to recede from our posi- 
tion. It has been said that this deadlock 
constitutes a confession of the weakness 
of democracy. I disagree with that con- 
clusion. As a matter of fact I think it 
testifies to the very forthrightness of 
democratic procedure when people in the 
Congress can disagree, and then on the 
rock of principle stand by their conclu- 
sions. Disagreements between the two 
bodies of Congress have frequently oc- 
curred in the past and nobody has ever 
suggested that such disagreements con- 
stitute a break-down of democratic proc- 
esses, 
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I have stood by the proposal which 
the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations offered as an amendment 
to this resolution, in the past, and I pro- 
pose to stand by it today, and in stand- 
ing by it, I think I can dispel some of 
the misapprehensions and misunder- 
standings that have developed from one 
day to another. 

I was asked yesterday whether I would 
agree to a resolution without such a pro- 
posal, if there was an assurance from 
the Commodity Credit Corporation that 
for a 30-day period they would not sell. 
I said that I would agree, if they would 
put it in writing. Later, I was called by 
telephone—and I am not saying who 
called—and the answer was, “Sorry, but 
we cannot agree to put it in writing.” 
Why can they not agree to put it in writ- 
ing? I leave that with you, without in- 
dicating who the author of those con- 
versations was. Why would they not 
agree to some kind of assurance for this 
30-day period? You answer that. 

It has been suggested to the country 
that the House was unwilling to release 
feed whea‘ to feeders and this body has 
in fact been obdurate in refusing to meet 
an emergent situation by permitting 
Government to use its own commodities 
for feed for the purpose of increasing 
present supplies of foodstuffs. Such an 
intimation departs widely from the facts 
and deserves careful examination. 

The last proposal which the House 
conferees offered to the Senate conferees 
Was on June 30. That proposal con- 
tained substantially the following lan- 
guage: 

“On or before the 15th of September, 
1942, which is substantially 60 days, there 
may be sold not to exceed 25,000,000 
bushels of wheat for the above-named 
purposes, meaning feed or alcohol, at a 
price not less than corn parity.” 

They spurned it. We were in confer- 
ence about 30 minutes and both sides 
adjourned. We were willing to release 
25,000,000 bushels for feed at the corn 
parity price, and the Senate said “No.” 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield right there? 

Mr. DIRKSETI. Briefly. 

Mr. HOPE. Does the gentleman think 
any wheat could be sold with that pro- 
viso, that it must be sold at not less than 
corn parity price? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Let me examine it, 
Let us see what that proposal does, Here 
is the crux of the difference: The question 
before us today is not whether the House 
or Senate is willing to release the grain 
for feed. It is a question of the price 
at which it shall be released. The Sen- 
ate said at not less than 85 percent of 
corn parity. The parity price of corn 
today is 96 cents. Eighty-five percent of 
96 cents is 82 cents. So the Senate pro- 
poses to sell this wheat at 82 cents a 
bushel. The parity price of wheat today 
is $1.37. Thus the difference between 
the two bodies is this: The Senate said, 
in effect, “We will sell 125,000,000 bushels 
of this wheat for about 82 cents a bushel.” 
The House said, “You can sell 25,000,000 
bushels up to and including September 
15 at the rate of twelve and one-half 
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million bushels a month, for feed, at 96 
cents a bushel.” There is the difference, 

The reason for the difference is that 
when you so depress the price of wheat 
and bring it below the price of corn it 
means that the price of corn goes down. 
It means that once more we reach into 
the Federal Treasury for subsidies with 
which to bring the price to parity, for in 
this same bill we have already agreed 
with the Senate that for the crop year of 
1942 the farmer shall receive full parity. 
Full parity is not in disagreement. That 
will be the law of the land when we 
finally agree upon some kind of a bill. 
When we torpedo the price of a competi- 
tive grain, which is just as valuable in 
the feed lot as a bushel of corn, then, of 
cours., the required subsidy is going to 
require infinitely more of a libation out 
of the Federal Treasury. 

Some Senators now suggest, “We will 
cure it with 100-percent loans.” Did you 
examine the long debate in the Senate 
yesterday? They cannot agree on this 
100-percent loan issue, for they know 
full well that at the end of the road there 
will be complete domination and control 
of every aspect of farm life, the market- 
ing of the grain, the giving of loans, and 
the disposition of the grain afterward by 
the Government itself. 

The question was raised yesterday that 
we ought to relent from our position be- 
cause of new uses, for purposes of manu- 
facturing alcohol to be converted into 
rubber. Donald Nelson left us scant com- 
fort yesterday in his testimony before 
the Gillette committee in which he says 
that if critical materials are to be used to 
build distilleries it will be a diversion from 
the war effort, and he refused to agree 
with that premise. Rubber derived from 
alcohol which is derived from grain is 
one of our great industrial hopes. It is 
practical. It will meet the present situ- 
ation. But the processing of such grain 
requires additional distilling capacity. 
Such capacity requires steel, copper, and 
other critical materials. To divert them 
to this use requires approval from the 
W. P. B. This approval will evidently 
not be granted because of the diversion 
of such critical materials from the war 
effort. For the moment, at least, that 
consideration is not an item in the reso- 
lution or the amendment now before us. 

Mr. Nelson engaged in heated contro- 
versy with members of the Gillette com- 
mittee, and this morning every paper in 
the land from the New York Times west- 
ward stated that Donald Nelson is 
against the manufacture of rubber from 
grain. I allude to the matter only to 
indicate that in the 30-day proposal 
which we are now discussing, the matter 
of uses is not before us. 

Are we going to relent? If we relent 
for 30 days, it will be suggested that we 
relent entirely for the balance of the 
year. 

I realize that other factors are involved 
in this controversy. Members of the 
House are conscious of the embarrass- 
ment which might be occasioned for the 
Department of Agriculture if this matter 
is not adjusted and are therefore anx- 
ious to make temporary provision for the 
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Department. In my own case, however, 
I have lived with this matter for a long 
time and do not feel that even for a 
temporary period I can forsake the posi- 
tion I have so long maintained. 

I would be willing to incorporate in 
that amendment a proposal to release 
25,000,000 bushels of grain at not less 
than corn parity price, for feeding pur- 
poses. But perhaps the Senate will not 
take it any more than they will take 
this proposal. We offered it to them and 
they turned it down once before. It 
proves, however, that the House has 
made earnest and diligent effort to find 
reasonable ground for compromise and 
permit a release of wheat for feed, but 
that proposal was not acceptable to the 
other body. 

Every Member of the House conference 
committee agreed to that proposal, and 
I trust, in the interest of accuracy and the 
interest of preserving a factual record, 
it will not again be intimated to the 
country that the House or the House con- 
ferees were capricious or arbitrary in 
meeting the present problem. 

Thus we come back to this whole ques- 
tion of price. Shall it be released for 55 
cents under parity or 41 cents under 
parity? This means a great deal to the 
Midwest. Cotton has no stake here. 
Rice has no stake here. Tobacco has 
no stake here. Those commodities are 
at parity. It is purely a difficulty that 
relates to corn and wheat. 

I am willing to get together with the 
Senate. I am willing to eat humble pie 
whenever it becomes necessary, but it is 
quite obvious to me that the farmers of 
the Middle West are the real parties ‘n 
interest in this controversy over the re- 
lease of wheat at a price which is 14 
cents a bushel below the parity price of 
corn, and I do not propose to forsake 
the continuous fight which I have made 
these many weeks in behalf of the farm- 
ers of the midwestern section of the land. 

They are patriots. They are making 
sacrifices. ‘They buy bonds in greater 
proportion than the farmers of any sec- 
tion of the land. Their sons are induct- 
ed into the Army and gladly bear arms 
for their Nation. The farmers must em- 
ploy their wives and children for long, 
azduous hours of farm work. Farm labor 
is impossible to secure. Costs have risen 
sharply. Shall they now be deprived of 
this protection for which we have been 
struggling for weeks? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. If we sell 
any one commodity below parity, is that 
not an entering wedge? Would it not 
cpen the way to eventual sale of any 
Government-controlled commodity at 
any price level to which the Department 
might wish to depress it? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is right. I al- 
lude to the feed proposal only for the 
purpose of showing that the House was 
not obstinate and obdurate in the mat- 
ter. We tried to give them twelve and 
a half million bushels a month that they 
might sell up to the 15th of September. 
The reason we took that particular date 
was that there is wet weather in the 
Midwest. We have no idea what kind of 
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a corn crop we will get. Suppose it is 
substantially short; we will know by the 
15th of September. 

If it is substantially short this problem 
of wheat surpluses will disappear, be- 
cause the feeders will come in and take 
it at corn parity. We tried to reach some 
kind of agreement; we conferred in the 
spirit of compromise willing to do that, 
but the Senate spurned that offer. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr, Speaker, I yield 5 
additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I desire to 
ask the gentleman whether or not he is 
supporting the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. CAN- 
Non] or is he going to offer a separate 
amendment? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I shall offer no sepa- 
rate amendment. I am for the resolu- 
tion which was introduced by the chair- 
man of our subcommittee, the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. TARVER], pro- 
vided the House adopts the amendment 
which was cffered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. COOLEY. Is not wheat selling for 
about 80 percent of parity at the present 
time on the open market? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The Chicago futures 
market, I expect, is about $1.14 or $1.16; 
the cash price would perhaps be around 
$1.06. 

Mr. COOLEY. If wheat does not sell 
in the open market at 80 percent of parity 
at the present time, how does the gentle- 
man think that Congress by an act of 
legislation can force the livestock peo- 
ple of the country to buy it at 100 per- 
cent of parity? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The gentleman is 
speaking now, of course, of 80 percent of 
wheat parity. 

Mr. COOLEY. That is right. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Is the gentleman ask- 
ing me? 

Mr. COOLEY. I am asking the gen- 
tleman how we can, by Federal law, 
force the livestock dealers to buy wheat 
at a price in excess of what they are will- 
ing to pay? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I will submit this to 
the gentleman: The executive secretary 
of the United States Livestock Associa- 
tion testified before the Senate commit- 
tee in favor of the position of the House, 
against the Senate position, mind you. 
He represented 85 percent of the feeders 
of the country. That is what he inti- 
mated and suggested to the Senate sub- 
committee. 

Mr. COOLEY. Why is wheat not moy- 
ing at the present time? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. He said they ought 
to insist on the position of the House, 
because beef is selling for about $2.53 
above parity. What you propose to do 
is to take from the producer whose com- 
modities are under parity and hand it 
over in the form of subsidy which would 
cost the Federal Treasury $20,000,000 to 
the producer whose product is over 
parity, 
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Mr. COOLEY. Just one more ques- 
tion: If the livestock people are in favor 
of the position taken by the House, why 
then is not wheat moving now to meet 
the needs of the livestock producers? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Probably some wheat 
is moving, although not very much at the 
present time. 

Mr. COOLEY. There is nothing to 
keep it from moving except price. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. BARNES. While cash wheat is 
selling at $1.06, yet the farmers in that 
area would get that wheat at 82 cents, 
because it is 85 percent of parity of the 
corn price rather than 85 percent of 
parity of the wheat price. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I will yield further in 
just a moment, but let me make an ob- 
servation before my time runs out, 

I think it is very regrettable that cer- 
tain organizations of the country are 
referred to as pressure groups. The 
American Farm Bureau Federation, the 
National Grange, the United States Live- 
stock Association, the commissioners of 
agriculture of the States have been for 
the House position. Now they are re- 
ferred to as pressure groups. Let me tell 
you about one of these pressure groups. 
I quote from a letter dated November 
22, 1941. This letter was addressed to 
Mr. O'Neal, head of the American Farm 
Bureau Federation, by the President of 
the United States, and I quote a portion 
of that letter: 

I am equally confident that the Nation 
will see to it that agriculture receives a fair 
return for its efforts and also the protection 
necessary to prevent a repetition of the col- 
lapse that followed the last war. One rea- 
son for my confidence is the existence of in- 
dependent farm organizations like your own 
that will contribute powerful support to the 
welfare of agriculture and to the total de- 
fense effort. 


So it would appear that what was re- 
garded as a fine, independent organiza- 
tion of 500,000 farmers a few months 
ago, enjoying the highest confidence of 
the administration, overnight becomes a 
pressure group. 

A powerful organization was born— 
November 1941; it is not particularly 
fair. 

There have been no independent, con- 
certed, consultative meetings by Mem- 
bers of this House in the interest of ag- 
riculture, because our problems have 
always been thrashed out here openly on 
the floor of the House. 

I have an idea that the country has 
been led to believe that the so-called 
farm bloc is some well-organized 
closely-knit group of Members who fol- 
low the recommendations of some steer- 
ing committee and then vote as a unit, 
The only trouble with that idea is that 
there is no bloc, there is no steering 
committee, there is no secrecy, and they 
do not operate as a unit. The fact that 
this Subcommittee on Agriculture has 
been split 4 and 4 on these issues is the 
best evidence of that. It is nothing more 
than Members from the farm States who 
thrash out their differences out here on 
the floor where all the world can see and 
hear and study farm problems diligently 
and earnestly in the hope that the coun- 
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try will cease thinking of the farmer as 
a peasant and in the hope that the busi- 
ness of agriculture, which has so long 
been regarded as a sort of sick, economic 
child, will be given a chance to find a 
solution for the problem of prices in 
the open market with a minimum of 
Government domination and control. 

Now, then, let me recapitulate. 

The conferees of the House are in 
agreement on the pending resolution to 
provide funds for the Department of Ag- 
riculture for 30 days with the exception 
of this question of subparity sales of 
grain by the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion. On that proposal, I shall support 
the amendment of the gentlemen from 
Missouri. 

The House conferees have proposed a 
suggestion to the Senate with respect to 
the sale of 25,000,000 bushels of wheat 
over a 75-day period at a price equal to 
corn parity price so that the question of 
feeding would be met. This proposal was 
rejected. 

As I indicated in my remarks on yes- 
terday, the very position which the House 
has heretofore taken on this problem was 
and is identical with the position taken 
by the Senate on February 25, 1942, when 
by a record-vote of 50 to 23, the Senate 
passed S. 2255 to prohibit subparity 
sales of grain on the ground that sales 
below parity would discourage additional 
production of farm commodities in the 
interest of national defense, that it 
would depress prices, and that it is neces- 
sary to maintain farm prices if the 
farmer is to be enabled to procure labor 
in competition with defense industries. 
The Senate now completely reverses its 
Position. 

The question of an adequate supply of 
commodities derived from grain is not at 
issue because the Department of Agri- 
culture’s own reports indicate a record- 
breaking production of commodities 
which in some items is already proving 
embarrassing to the Agricultural Mar- 
keting Administration. 

The question of ceilings is not at issue 
because the reports for the first week in 
July indicate that prices for wheat, corn, 
soybeans, rye, and eggs were substantial- 
ly below the highest price levels reached 
by these commodities in 1942. 

Why then should the farmers be de- 
nied the protection which some of us 
have struggled to preserve? 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. Hore]. 

Nr. HOPE, Mr. Speaker, in my opin- 
ion, too much has been made of this 
question of parity in connection with this 
bill and this amendment. I do not be- 
lieve that the principle of parity is in- 
volved in any way in this amendment or 
in this Department of Agriculture appro- 
priation bill. The policy of the Congress 
on the question of parity has been settled. 
It was settled in the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Act of 1938, and there is nothing 
that we can do in connection with this 
bill to change it. The adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri or its rejection is not go- 
ing to affect the question of parity in the 
least. I mention that because I know 
there are some Members of the House 
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representing districts which do not pro- 
duce corn and wheat and who are not 
particularly interested in those commod- 
ities, who have felt that perhaps this is a 
vote on the question of parity and that in 
order to express their approval of the 
principle of parity it is necessary for 
them to vote for this restriction against 
the sale of commodities at a price below 
parity. 

The Commodity Credit Corporation 
has been selling commodities ever since 
the commodity loan program has been in 
effect. It has been and is selling wheat 
for livestock feed. Unless the Corpora- 
tion can dispose of the commodities it 
holds the loan program will eventually 
fail. This has not resulted in a demorali- 
zation of prices, neither has it weakened 
the principle of parity in any way. The 
Commodity Credit Corporation can sell 
all the wheat it wants to today at 50 
cents a bushel, yet that does not affect 
the principle of parity in the least. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. If, as the 
gentleman says, you do sell wheat at 50 
cents a bushel, which is nearly a dollar 
below parity, how can the gentleman 
say it does not affect the principle of 
parity when all there is to parity is the 
provision that the farmer be given a par- 
ity price for his labor? 

Mr. HOPE. That does not affect the 
ability of the farmer to get a parity price. 
I say it could be done. I did not say it 
was being done. It has not been done, 
and it will not be done. Only a small 
amount of wheat has been sold and that 
at competitive prices. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. But it can 
be done, and as soon as the Government 
announces it will sell wheat or cotton at 
any price below parity, that instant the 
price of that commodity drops to the 
Government price. 

Mr. HOPE. I refuse to yield further. 

In spite of this power to sell at any 
price, only somewhere between 20,000,000 
and 30,000,000 bushels of wheat have 
been sold for feed, as I recall. I hope 
we can sell a great deal more. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPE. Not at this time. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I just 
wanted to know why they have not sold 
more. 

Mr. HOPE. If we adopt the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from 
Missouri and go ahead and adopt the 
amendment in the permanent appropri- 
ation bill, we are going to prevent the 
sale of wheat for feed, for alcohol, and 
even for export. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. It does not 
prevent the use or sale of anything that 
the Government holds, either cotton or 
wheat. The only thing it does is to say 
if it is sold or used, the farmer shall have 
a parity price for it. 

Mr. HOPE. That brings us back to 
just what the gentleman from Illinois 
said awhile ago. He said that the House 
conferees were perfectly willing to per- 
mit the sale of wheat at parity prices for 
corn, 
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Deterio- 
rated wheat, if the gentleman will read 
the amendment, 

Mr. HOPE. The gentleman from 
Illinois said the House conferees offered 
a proposition to sell a certain amount of 
wheat at parity prices for corn. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. But that is 
not involved in the pending amendment, 

Mr. HOPE. That does not mean a 
thing. A man could offer to sell a $100 
horse for $1,000, but that would not be 
making a sale. It does no good to offer 
to sell wheat for feed at the parity price 
of corn, because it cannot be sold at that 
price. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. But you 
could sell it for $100, and that would be 
parity. If the price of wheat was at 
parity, as much wheat would be sold as 
is sold today at less than parity. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Wooprum]. 

Mr. WOODRUM. of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I am sure that the conferees of 
the House have labored diligently and 
sincerely to try to solve the problem that 
is now disturbing us and, personally, I 
would have no inclination whatever to 
say or do anything that would be critical 
of the efforts that those gentlemen have 
made. The fact remains, however, that 
we have not solved the difficulty. We 
have before us an important bill today 
that has drifted over 7 or 8 days beyond 
the fiscal year. It ties up one of the great 
departments of the Government, and its 
present status almost assumes the pro- 
portions of a national scandal. It al- 
most shows that the legislative body is 
not able to legislate. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen on both 
sides of this thing talk a lot about the 
question of principle that is involved. I 
want to remind you of a great statesman 
who served in this House since I have 
been here and who in the cloak room one 
day delivered himself of this statement: 
“There are times in the life of everyone of 
us when we must rise above principle.” 

I think the time has come when we 
should try to settle this proposition, and 
while I do not pretend to know the agri- 
cultural situation like the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Cannon] and the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hope], I 
think I understand what is involved here. 
If we adopt the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CAN- 
won] then what we have done here today 
has been absolutely idle and of no avail, 
because you write in the bill the restric- 
tions against the sale of the surplus com- 
modities which we know the other body 
are not going to accept, and we might as 
well not have met here today. We will 
be not one whit nearer solution of the 
problem if we adopt the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Cannon] putting in these restric- 
tions. 

On the other hand, as I understand it, 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Tarver] to concur in 
the Senate amendment with an amend- 
ment leaves it in such shape that 
the Department of Agriculture can con- 
tinue to function for 30 days on the same 
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basis it is now functioning and it has 
been agreed that the interpretation of 
the law would be that there will be no 
inhibition against the sale of these sur- 
plus crops owned by the Commodity 
Credit Corporation below parity for feed 
purposes, and so forth, if they wish to 
do it. That is a power that they have 
had all the time and which they have 
exercised all the time, and which has not 
brought the dire results that have been 
predicted for it. May I submit that 
it is a reasonable compromise of this 
situation to continue as is for another 
30 days while these gentlemen go 
back to conference, without writing 
restrictions and inhibitions in it. Not 
only is it reasonable but that is the course 
which has been recommended and urged 
to us by the President of the United 
States and the Secretary of Agriculture. 

I am not willing here now to agree 
that they do not have the interest of 
the farmer at heart. I would sooner 
follow the leadership of the President of 
the United States where the welfare of 
the farmers is concerned as of any gen- 
tlemcn who have been in the Well of the 
House today. I believe he has their wel- 
fare at heart. I think when we follow 
his leadership in a matter of this kind 
we have not gone astray. The Presi- 
dent has asked that we take this course, 
the Secretary of Agriculture has asked 
that we take it, it is the wise thing to do, 
it will bring us a step nearer solving this 
deadlock, and I hope very much that the 
House will take that action today. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
(Mr. Terry]. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the mem- 
bers of the subcommittee worked upon 
the hearings on this bill about 2 months— 
from January to March—and we had the 
bill on the floor from the 1st of March 
to the 13th of March. We have been en- 
gaged in conferences with the Senate for 
about a month. 

I have tried to the best of my ability as 
one of the conferees to arrive at a rea- 
sonable compromise of the differences 
between the House and the Senate. That 
is what conferees are appointed for, to 
settle differences, to compromise, if you 
please. If we did not have to compose 
differences there would be no need of 
conferees. 

The principal questions that are in 
dispute now are the Farm Security funds 
and the question of parity and the dis- 
posal of grain. I have felt that if the 
conferees of the House and the Senate 
would get together in an all-out effort for 
2 days they could settle this matter with- 
out waiting for 30 days. The gentleman 
from Georgia, the distinguished chair- 
man of the subcommittee, has asked that 
we adopt the House resolution instead of 
the Senate resolution, and has stated 
that the Senate will agree to that. 

If we cannot settle the differences by a 
conference at this time, which I say we 
should have, we should adopt the motion 
the gentleman from Georgia has offered, 
and should not at this time adopt the 
amendment the gentleman from Missouri 
has offered. It seems to me that we can- 
not in this continuing resolution ignore 
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entirely the wishes of a coordinate body 
of the legislative branch of this Govern- 
ment. A vote against the Cannon 
amendment does not indicate or mean a 
vote against parity. It merely means that 
we should not try to tie the hands of the 
House and Senate conferees further by 
threatening in this resolution that our 
position is adamant. They also probably 
feel the same way about their position, 
but they have not tried to so indicate in 
the resolution they have offered, and for 
which our resolution is a substitute. 

If we adopt the motion offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Tarver] we 
shall have an opportunity to get together 
with the Senate in further conferences, 
which I most earnestly hope will result in 
an agreement, which will be acceptable 
to both bodies. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. McCormack]. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, we 
are faced with a very practical situation. 
We are faced with the situation that this 
bill ordinarily would have passed before 
June 30, that the bill has not passed, that 
it is now July 7, and that unless some- 
thing happens by tonight or tomorrow 
at the latest, unless some legislative ac- 
tion is taken by the Congress of the 
United States, the Department of Agri- 
culture will be placed in a very embar- 
rassing position, to say the least, as far 
as its operations are concerned. We 
are faced with the direct question that 
we must do something to continue the 
activities of the Department of Agricul- 
ture. We must take some step. 

The mere fact that we follow the 
course recommended by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Tarver] does not 
mean that the House is retreating. The 
bill is still in conference. We are at- 
tempting in accordance with democratic 
processes of government to meet an 
emergency and to pass a continuing res- 
olution that will enable a very important 
department of our Government to func- 
tion. 

My friend the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DIRKSEN], whose views I profoundly 
respect, says that the present predica- 
ment is evidence of the strength of demo- 
cratic processes of government. With 
all due accord to the gentleman and his 
ability, I cannot agree with that state- 
ment. Certainly it is evidence of demo- 
cratic processes of government in a mood 
or attitude of defeatism, if not inability 
to agree. I see no strength in that, I see 
the opposite. But whether it is strength 
or weakness, the fact remains that unless 
Congress does something today, the De- 
partment of Agriculture will be placed 
in a very embarrassing position, and the 
fault will lie with the Congress of the 
United States. Whether the House or 
the Senate be at fault, the people of the 
United States are going to blame us, per- 
haps you and me individually, but the 
Congress of the United States as such will 
be held accountable to the people of the 
United States if we do not do something 
today that will enable the Department 
of Agriculture to function under the law, 
not outside the pale of the law, during 
the period necessary for the conferees 
to arrive at an agreement. 
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Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACEK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. HARE. What the gentleman has 
said is quite accurate, but the thing that 
bothers some of us in this: The con- 
ferees of the Houses have had nearly 2 
months to iron out the differences, but 
have failed to do so and now come back 
at this particular juncture and say there 
is an emergency so great that it is abso- 
lutely necessary to approve this amend- 
ment. However, I feel that the House 
conferees have acted in good faith and 
I am willing to rely upon the assurance 
of the chairman of the subcommittee 
that within the 30 days provided for in 
this amendment for further considera- 
tion they will be able to effect an adjust- 
ment in keeping with the previous action 
of the House, and as it does not change 
or alter the position we have heretofore 
taken in the matters involved I shall 
support the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Tarver]. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I thank my good 
friend the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Hare] for his observation. 

With all due respect to the views ex- 
pressed here today there is a deeper 
question that concerns me. We are not 
faced with this situation under normal 
conditions. To me, it would be serious 
enough under normal conditions, but, 
not speaking as the majority leader but 
as a Member of the body that I love, 
and speaking also as an American, I 
am deeply concerned with this problem 
today because of the fact that we are 
in war; I am concerned with the broader 
implications that someone who may mis- 
understand the operation of democratic 
processes of government could put upon 
this situation and convey to the peoples 
of the conquered nations or of the dicta- 
tor or semidictator nations, in support 
of the claim that democratic processes 
of government cannot function in an 
emergency. You and I know that this 
is not so, but the very fact that we are 
tied up this way could be used by some- 
one under color of right to propagandize 
and influence peoples in other countries 
of the world that in a crisis we cannot 
function. 

The adoption of the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Missouri 
means that we might just as well not 
agree to the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. Tarver]. I hope the 
motion offered by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Georgia, in an effort to 
solve the problem temporarily, will be 
agreed to. 

[Here the gavel fell] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. COFFEE]. 

Mr. COFFEE of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, I opposed the position taken by 
the House originally in this matter and 
today I shall vote against the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Cannon]. We are in a jam and a 
compromise must be reached, if the De- 
partment of Agriculture is to continue 
to function. There is, in my opinion, a 
lack of understanding in reference to the 
economic issues involved in this wheat 
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and corn controversy. In the first place, 
it would be impossible to sell any wheat 
for feeding purposes at the parity price 
of corn. Any farmer or any feeder will 
tell you that he will feed corn in pref- 
erence to wheat at the same price. If 
you put in this provision that prevents 
the sale of wheat below the parity price 
of corn it means that there will be no 
chance whatever to dispose of any of this 
surplus wheat through feeding channels. 

Now, bear this in mind: It is a wheat 
surplus that is embarrassing this coun- 
try. The corn surplus is gradually dis- 
appearing. Now, unless you provide 
some method by which some of the sur- 
plus wheat can be disposed of through 
feed channels, it will be held by the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation and eventual- 
ly result in the reenactment of the old 
Farm Board fiasco. 

Let us make it possible to dispose of 
this surplus wheat in feed channels. I 
would suggest to the conferees that no 
wheat be permitted to be sold below the 
prevailing price of corn. Certainly this 
could not be injurious to the corn pro- 
ducer. Wheat would be fed only in 
Places where corn was not readily avail- 
able. It would not depress the price of 
corn, nor would it depress the market on 
wheat to be milled into flour. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 3 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to urge the House 
as earnestly as I can not to adopt the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Cannon]. I think 
there is no one in the House who is more 
deeply interested in this proviso or limi- 
tation on Commodity Credit Corporation 
administrative funds being kept in the 
bill for the 1943 fiscal year than I am. 
In voting against the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri I am not 
abandoning that position. I expect to 
continue my efforts as vigorously as I 
can, as chairman of the conferees, to 
secure the approval of the House position 
in the final form of the bill. But this is 
an emergency matter. If we pass this 
legislation we are not permitting the De- 
partment to do anything other than it 
has been doing all the time up until now. 
It did it on June 30, and it was doing it 
before June 30, and this is simply a pro- 
posal to permit it to operate as it has 
heretofore until we can agree on the 
terms of the permanent bill. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Cannon] was not even present in com- 
mittee when this proviso was written. 
He did not help write the agricultural 
appropriation bill. This proviso was 
written by myself. When the conferees 
met on last Wednesday to consider this 
joint resolution which I have offered as 
a substitute for the Senate language, all 
eight of them agreed unanimously upon 
the language of that resolution. There 
was no suggestion by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Cannon],.or by the gentle- 
man from Illinois (Mr. Dirxsen] that 
they had any exceptions to the language 
of that resolution, and the idea of offer- 
ing an amendment or proviso to the lan- 
guage of that resolution has arisen since 
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that time. So if our agreement had been 
promptly carried into effect on last Wed- 
nesday, as intended, no issue of this type 
would ever have arisen. 

The issue which we are discussing here 
is whether or not this Congress is able to 
act in the face of an emergency under 
which the Department of Agriculture 
must cease to function unless we provide 
it with temporary funds until we can 
agree upon terms of a permanent bill. 
That is all this is. Nobody is sacrificing 
any position which he may have taken. 
Those of us who voted for this limitation 
on the funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation could expect to continue to 
vote for it and vote against the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr, CANNON] without in any way 
being inconsistent. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
should like to say that in my judgment, 
in all the circumstances, the least thing 
the House can do is to adopt the motion 
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. TARVER. I thank the gentleman 
and, certainly, if we are going to adopt 
any amendment to it, we might just as 
well not adopt it. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the pending mo- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Missouri to the motion offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. Dirksen) there 
were—ayes 33, noes 98. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I make the point of order that there 
is not a quorum present and object to 
the vote on that ground. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is 
not a quorum present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 59, nays 186, not voting 187, 
as follows: 


[Roll No, 95] 
YEAS—59 
Allen, Til Dworshak Mason 
Andersen, Fish Mills, Ark. 

H. Carl Gathings Mundt 
Barnes Grant, Ala. Pace 
Baumhart Gwynne Ploeser 
Bennett Heidinger Rankin, Miss. 
Bishop Howell Rizley 
Bonner Jenkins, Ohio Scrugham 
Boren Jensen Smith, Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Johnson, Ill. Snyder 
Cannon, Fla. Johnson, Okla. Stratton 
Cannon, Mo. Kerr umner, Ill, 
Cartwright Knutson Talle 
Chiperfield Larrabee Van Zandt 
Clevenger LeCompte Vincent, Ky. 
Colmer Ludlow Wheat 
Cox McGregor Wickersham 
Crowther McIntyre Wilson 
Cunn! Manasco Wolcott 
Dirksen Martin, Iowa j|§ Woodruff, Mich, 

NAYS—186 
Allen, La. Anderson, Angell 
Anderson, Calif, N. Mex. Beckworth 
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Rogers, Mass, 
Rolph 
Romjue 
Russell 
Sanders 
Sasscer 
Satterfield 


. Scanlon 


Schuetz 
Schulte 


. Sheppard 


Sheridan 


Wolverton, N. J, 
Woodrum, Va. 
Young 
Youngdahl 
Zimmerman 


Hill, Wash. 
Hinshaw 


J 
. Johnson, Ind, 


Johnson, 
Lyndon B. 
Jones 
Jonkman 
Kean 
Keefe 
Kefauver 
Kelley, Pa. 
Kelly, Ill. 
Kennedy, 
Martin J. 
Keogh 
Kilburn 


Beiter Grant, Ind, 
Bell Gregory 
Biland Guyer 
Bloom Haines 
Boggs _ Hare 
Boykin Harris, Ark, 
Bradley, Pa. Harris, Va. 
Brooks Harter 
Brown, Ga, Hartley 
Bryson Hébert 
Buck Holland 
Bulwinkle Hope 
Burch Houston 
Burdick Hull 
Burgin Hunter 
Camp Izac 
Canfield Jackson 
Capozzoli Jarman 
Carlson Johnson, Calif. 
arter Johnson, 
Case, S. Dak. Luther A 
Celler Johnson, W. Va 
Chapman ee 
Clark Kennedy, 
Cochran Michael J. 
Coffee, Nebr. Kilday 
Coffee, Wash. Kopplemann 
Collins Kramer 
Cooley Kunkel 
Cooper Lambertson 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravens McCormack 
Crosser McGehee 
D'Alesandro McGranery 
Davis, Tenn, McKeough 
Dewey McLaughlin 
Dies McLean 
Dingell McMillan 
Disney Maciora 
Domengeaux Magnuson 
Doughton Mahon 
Downs Mansfield 
Drewry y 
Duncan Meyer, Md 
Eaton Michener 
Eliot, Mass. Mills, La 
Elliott, Calif.  Monroney 
Faddis oser 
Fellows Mott 
Fenton Murdock 
Fitzgerald Nelson 
Norrell 
Folger O'Brien, Mich 
Ford, Miss. Patman 
Ford, Thomas F. Patrick 
Fulmer Peterson, Fla, 
Gale Peterson, Ga. 
Gearhart Pheiffer, 
Ge n William T. 
Gillie erce 
Granger Pittenger 
NOT VOTING—187 
Andresen, Dondero 
August H, Douglas 
Andrews Durham 
Arends Eberharter 
Arnold Edmiston 
Baldwin Ellis 
Barden Elston 
Engel 
Bates, Ky. Englebright 
Bates, Mass. Fitzpatrick 
Beam Flaherty 
Bender Fogarty 
Blackney Forand 
Boehne Ford, Leland M. 
| Bolton ble 
Bradley, Mich, Gavagan 
Buckler, Minn, Gerlach 
Buckley, N, Y. Gibson 
Butler ifford 
Byrne Gilchrist 
Byron Gillette 
Casey, Mass. Gore 
Chenoweth Gossett 
Clason Granani 
Claypool reen 
Cluett Hall, 
Cole, Md. Edwin Arthur 
Cole, N. Y. Hall, 
Copeland Leonard W, 
Crawford Halleck 
Creal Hancock 
Culkin Harness 
Cullen Harrington 
Curtis Hart 
Davis, Ohio Healey 
Day Heffernan 
Delaney Hendricks 
Dickstein 
Ditter Hill, Colo. 
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Maciejewski Powers Somers, N. Y., 
Marcantonio: Rabaut South 
Martin, Mass. ` Reece, Tenn, Starnes, Ala, 
Merritt Reed, Ill, Steagall 
Miler Rich Stefan 
Mitchell Richards Stevenson 
Murray Rivers Summners, Tex. 
Myers, Pa. Robertson, Sweeney 
Nichols N. Dak. Taber 
Norton Robsion, Ky. Tenerowicz 
O'Brien, N.Y. Rockefeller Thill 
O'Connor Rodgers, Pa. Thom 
O'Day Rogers, Okla, Thomas, N. J. 
O'Hara Sabath Tibbott 
O'Leary Sacks Tinkham 
Oliver Sauthoff , Vorys, Ohio 
O'Neal Schaefer, Ill. Vreeland 
Osmers Scott Wadsworth 
O'Toole Secrest Whelchel 
Paddock Shafer, Mich. te 
Patton Shanley Wigglesworth 
Pearson Shannon Winter 
Pfeifer, Short Wolfenden, Pa. 
Joseph L, Smith, Pa. Worley 
Plum'ey Smith,W.Va. Wright 
Poage Smith, Wis. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 


' Mr. Gilchrist for, with Mr. Leavy against. 
Mr, Reed of Illinois for, with Mr. Sauthoff 
against. 
Mrs, Bolton for, with Mr. Rabaut against. 
Mr. Bender for, with Mr, Eberharter 
against. 
Mr. Jones for, with Mr. Leonard W. Hall 
against. 
Mr. Hill of Washington for, with Mr. Kean 
against. 
Mr. Tenerowicz for, 
against. 
Mr. Copeland for, with Mr. Thomas of New 
Jersey against. 


General pairs; 
. Martin of Massachusetts with Mr. Cul- 


with Mr. Winter 


le 
Reece of Tennessee with Mr. Kefauver. 
Englebright with Mr. Poage. 
Dondero with Mr. Keogh. 
Douglas with Mr. Sacks. 
Vorys of Ohio with Mr. Merritt. 
Rich with Mr. Fitzpatrick. 
Kilburn with Mr. Delaney. 
Bates of Massachusetts with Mr, Mar- 
Kennedy. 
Landis with Mr. Harrington. 
Wolfenden of Pennsylvania with Mr. 
Barden. 

Mr. Johnson of Indiana with Mr. Davis 
of Ohio. 
Hinshaw with Mr. Lyndon B. Johnson. 
Graham with Mr. Sabath. 
H. Carl Andersen with Mrs. O'Day. 
Keefe with Mr. Dickstein. 
Baldwin with Mr. Arnold. 
Maas with Mr. Beam, 
Paddock with Mr. Patton. 
Thill with Mr. O'Leary. 
Edwin Arthur Hall with Mr. Richards. 
Culkin with Mr. Schaefer of Illinois. 
Plumley with Mr. Heffernan. 
Murray with Mr. Kelley of Pennsyl- 
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Butler with Mr. Kline. 
O'Hara with Mr. Lynch. 
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of Maryland. 
Mr. Leland M. Ford with Mr. Secrest, 
Mr. Tibbott with Mr. O'Toole. 
Mr. Halleck with Mr. Edmiston. ¢ 
Mr. Wadsworth with Mr. Durham. 
Mr. Vreeland with Mr. Whelchel. 
Mr. Johns with Mr. Buckley of New York. 
Mr. Eill of Colorado with Mr. Myers of 
Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Gillette with Mr. Barry. 
Mr. Clason with Mr. Flaherty. 
Mr. Kinzer with Mr. Forand. 
Mr. Arends with Mr. Somers of New York. 
Mr. Blackney with Mr. Kirwan. 


Mr. O'Brien of New York with Mr. Claypool. 
. Robsion of Kentucky with Mr. Boehne. 
Day with Mr. Lane. 
Curtis with Mr. Shanley. 
. Shafer of Michigan with Mr. Pearson. 
. Gerlach with Mr. O'Neal. 
. Bradley of Michigan with Mr. Starnes 
of Alabama. 
Powers with Mr. Thom. 
Wigglesworth with Mr. Steagall. 
Hoffman with Mr. White. 
Gifford with Mr. O'Connor, 
Holmes with Mr. Nichols. 
Jonkman with Mr. Gavagan. 
Miller with Mr. Ellis. 
Cluett with Mr. Casey of Massachusetts. 
Engel with Mr. Byrne. 
Ditter with Mr. Sweeney. 
Rockefeller with Mr. Lewis. 
Jennings with Mr. Bryson. 
Harness with Mr. Fogarty. 
Elston with Mr. Jacobsen. 
Hancock with Mr. Gore. 
Crawford with Mr. Green. 
Robertson of North Dakota with Mr. 
of Kentucky. 
Smith of Wisconsin with Mr. Hart. 
Hess with Mr. Holbrock. 
Stevenson with Mr. Kelly of Illinois. 
Taber with Mr. Hobbs. 
Gamble with Mr. Kerr. 
Tinkham with Mr, Imhoff. 
Jarrett with Mr. Hendricks. 
Scott with Mr. Healey. 
Marcantonio with Mrs. Norton. 
Jenks of New Hampshire with Mr. 
Gossett. 
Mr. Cole of New York with Mr. Gibson. 
Mr. Oliver with Mr. Hook. 
Mr. Osmers with Mr. Kleberg. 
Mr. Short with Mr. Lesinski 


Mr. GATHINGS changed his vote from 
“no” to “aye.” 

Mr. BROOKS changed his vote from 
“aye” to “no,” 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is 
on the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TARVER]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Brown of Ohio) 
there were—ayes 167, noes 0. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
object to the vote upon the ground that 
there is no quorum present, and make 
the point of order that there is no quorum 
present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. 
(After counting.] Two hundred and 
twenty-one Members present, a quorum. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion was agreed to was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, there may be some disposition 
to consider this vote as a vote against 
parity prices for the farmer. That would 
be a mistaken impression. The unprec- 
edented situation of the Department of 
Agriculture operating without funds, and 
the desire to temporarily dispose of the 
question in order to release Members who 
wish to get back to their districts, and 
expect to take the night train, has im- 
pelled many to vote against the amend- 
ment in order to get an agreement before 
the end of the day. The vote does not 
reflect the attitude of the House on farm 
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parity. That is clearly demonstrated by 
the fact that many of the conferees on 
the bill, all of whom are unanimously op- 
posed to selling farm products at less 
than parity, and have so stated on this 
floor, have voted against the amendment 
in order to temporarily provide funds 
for the Department. 

The vote is not a vote against parity, 
but is merely a vote to provide funds for 
the Department of Agriculture which is 
without money to pay its employees to- 
morrow night. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Spesker, I ask 
unanimous consent to ex!:nd my re- 
marks in the RECORD, i 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, there is 
another amendment of the Senate which 
will have to be voted on, which amends 
the title. I ofer the following motion, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Tarver moves that the House agree to 
the amendment of the Senate No. 2, with 
an amendment as follows: “In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert: 

“'An act making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the month of 
July 1942.’” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the motion offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken, and the mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr, ELLIOTT] is recognized for 30 
minutes. 


RECLAMATION 


Mr. ELLIOTT of California. Mr. 
Speaker, on June 29, after the vote on 
the amendment for the steam plant and 
transmission lines for the power feature 
of the Central Valley water project, 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr, 
Leavy], in correcting his remarks, in- 
serted my name in the last paragraph of 
his statement made on the House floor. 
My name was not mentioned by the gen- 
tleman from Washington [Mr. Leavy] 
when he addressed the House, but my 
name and practically a new paragraph 
were added to his remarks after the vote 
was taken to the effect that a vote against 
the amendment would be a vote against 
reclamation features of the Central Val- 
ley project. Such an insertion as the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. Leavy] 
had placed in the Record would lead one 
to believe that the statement was actually 
made on the floor of the House, which 
Was not the case. In addition, it would 
lead one to believe that I was opposed to 
reclamation of the Central Valley water 
project. 

Long before I became a Member of this 
body I worked hard with the people of 
the San Joaquin Valley and took leader- 
ship in trying to help the farmers in the 
valley area to secure additional irrigation 
water as their very livelihood depends 
upon supplemental water for their farms 
and homes, and at the same time, by se- 
curing for them more water for irriga- 
tion, it would greatly reduce their power 
bills. They now have a tremendous bur- 
den placed upon them because of a de- 
clining water table which requires more 
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power for each pumping unit. Fifteen 
thousand pumping units lie in that valley 
area requiring tremendous kilowatt- 
hours of electrical energy. 

On February 14, 1940, I appeared be- 
fore the House Appropriations Commit- 
tee, of which the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. JoHNSON] was chairman, 
pointing out the needs of the people in 
the San Joaquin Valley, particularly the 
area which I represent, asking for appro- 
priations to complete the canals in order 
to give much needed relief to the people 
in that reclamation and irrigation area. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, on Thursday, 
April 17, 1941, I appeared before that 
same committee, of which the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. JOHNSON] was 
chairman, and I told the committee at 
that time that I was not opposed to the 
construction of the steam plant and 
transmission line, but I did want $2,- 
000,000 definitely earmarked to begin 
construction of canals and laterals south 
of Friant, in Tulare and Kern Counties, 
and I quote the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. JoHNsON]: 

Mr. Exurorr, I might add for your benefit 
that Mr. Page has made the statement that 
money will be spent for that very thing. 

The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr, 
JoxHNsoN] continued, and I quote: 

Of course, if it is necessary to earmark it, 
the committee undoubtedly will do so, but I 
do not think, in view of his statement, that 
will be necessary. 

Now, what happened? On September 
30, 1941, a press release issued by the 
United States Bureau of Reclamation 
called for bids starting construction of 
the Friant-Kern Canal which would 
serve more than half the lands to be 

‘irrigated under the Central Valley 
project. 

Again on October 29, 1941, there was 
a release by the Department of the In- 
terior that eight bids for constructing 
the first 5%-mile section of the great 
Friant-Kern Canal, which would carry 
water from Friant Dam to the thirsty 
lands in the southern San Joaquin Val- 
ley, were taken under consideration that 
day by the United States Bureau of 
Reclamation. It was announced that a 
report on the bids received would be pre- 
pared for submission to Secretary of the 
Interior, Harold L. Ickes. The bids 
opened October 29 varied from $989,280 
to $1,443,055. 

Commenting on the bids, R. S. Callan, 
district engineer of the Central Valley 
project, said: 

This is a further step toward realization 
of a better water supply for the southern San 
Joaquin Valley. More than half the lands to 
be irrigated under the Central Valley project 
lie under the Friant-Kern Canal. To the 
farmers of the valley whose future livelihood 
depends upon a sufficient supply of water, 
the expanding work on all phases of the 
project is assurance that the canal will be 
constructed in its entirety and placed in 
service as soon as may be possible, 


After all this, no work was started. 
Immediately I began checking to find out 
what had happened. I was advised by 
the Bureau of Reclamation that the War 
Production Board would not give priority 
for materials. I personally went to Mr. 
Donald Nelson’s office and found out that 
no material had been asked for, and on 
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May 18, 1942, I wrote a letter to Com- 
missioner John C. Page of the Bureau of 
Reclamation, pointing out to him that no 
application had been made for priority 
to be given the Friant-Kern Canal. On 
May 28, 1942, I received from Commis- 
sioner Page the following letter: 


I have received your letter dated May 18, 
1942, in which you comment on the letter 
from Mr. Donald Nelson, in which he states 
that no application for priority rating for the 
Friant-Kern Canal has been received from 
the Bureau of Reclamation. 

Mr. Nelson's letter is correct, because no 
application has been made. As you per- 
haps remember, bids were solicited for the 
first section of this canal and were finally 
rejected after several weeks’ delay and con- 
sideration. That delay and the rejection 
were both occasioned by the fact that the 
Bureau of the Budget had been told that 
the strategic materials would not be allowed 
for irrigation undertakings. On this basis 
the Bureau of the Budget felt that no pur- 
pose would be served by appropriating money 
for construction which could not be accom- 
plished and as a result the bids were re- 


The Bureau of the Budget was decidedly 
friendly to the undertaking but was unable 
to see the benefit of an appropriation when 
the War Production Board would not permit 
its construction. On the basis of the in- 
formation from both sources no application 
was submitted for priority on the Friant- 
Kern Canal and your understanding was en- 
tirely correct that the rejection was occa- 
sioned by the lack of priority by the War Pro- 
duction Board. It was not, however, a re- 
fusal of an application but was on informa- 
tion coming to us verbally and to the Bureau 
of the Budget that it would be refused. 

I am encouraged to believe that there has 
been some change of sentiment in the War 
Production Board as to the importance of 
this canal system, and if the Congress be- 
lleves in the Interior bill proposing funds 
for Friant-Kern and Madera Canals, we will 
submit immediately to the War Production 
Board a request for the absolute minimum 
of materials which will permit the excavation 
of the canals with the hope that steel and 
other material will be available next year. 
You may be assured that we are very anxious 
to build this canal but have had to be gov- 
erned by the regulations which even went so 
far as to refuse the gates for the Friant Dam. 


Mr. Speaker, on Thursday, March 12, 
1942, I appeared before the House Appro- 
priations Committee, and at that time 
my colleague the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. SHEPPARD] was acting as 
chairman. Again I appealed to that com- 
mittee for an appropriation to be set 
up for construction of the canals to fur- 
nish a supplemental water supply to pre- 
serve the rich farm lands of Kern, Tulare, 
Kings, Fresno, and Madera Counties. I 
pointed out to the committee that $30,- 
000,000 had been spent on the Friant 
Dam, which was practically complete at 
that time, and that thousands of acre- 
feet of water were wasting through the 
gates to the sea. The committee acted 
very favorably, setting up $1,000,000, and 
in their report it was earmarked for the 
Friant-Kern construction of the canals. 

At this time, I desire to pay tribute to 
those members of the House Appropria- 
tions Committee who realized the urgent 
need for the canals and-supported the in- 
creased amount, particularly to my col- 
leagues from California, Congressman 
SHEPPARD and Congressman CARTER, who 
are members of the committee and had 
first-hand knowledge of the serious 
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water problem as now exists in the val- 
ley, and who so ably gave their assist- 
ance not only to the reclamation features 
of the Central Valley project but to other 
reclamation projects of our country. 

On Thursday, May 7, 1942, I appeared 
before the Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee, of which Senator HAYDEN, of Ari- 
zona, is chairman, and appealed to that 
committee to aid the people of the San 
Joaquin Valley to secure more water for 
irrigation in that rich valley delta, which 
is a high producer of foods and fiber— 
the richest in the world. I pointed out 
to the Senate committee the thousands 
of acres that were available for the 
planting of guayule rubber; also acreage 
for sugar beets. After talking at great 
length, I informed that committee that 
by completing the canals from Friant 
south through the San Joaquin Valley, 
it would prove of great benefit to our 
war effort by the saving of thousands 
of tons of steel used annually for the 
repair and lowering of the pumps and 
wells. Such a savings of material would 
also release to our farmers and dealers 
additional iron, steel, copper, wiring, and 
so forth, for equipment and repair ma- 
terial to continue their operations. We 
know that they are now denied such re- 
pair materials. My vote against the 
Leavy amendment was against the use 
of strategic materials to be used in 
building transmission lines and steam 
plant at this time. The materials could 
better be used to aid our farmers and 
their dealers and make available the ma- 
terials for our war effort, whereas it will 
be two years before electric energy would 
be generated at Shasta Dam to be car- 
ried over the transmission lines, 

At this point I want to give to the 
House the figures, which are the totals of 
five counties, of strategic material which 
was used in 1941, and also the electrical 
energy used: 

Five thousand tons—iron and steel. 

Eight hundred pump installations, 

One hundred wells deepened. 

Five hundred bowls lowered. 

Thirty-six tons copper used rewinding 
motors. 

Four hundred motors replaced. 

Twelve thousand five hundred new 
horsepower installed in motors. 

Three hundred and seventy-one mil- 
lion sixty thousand eight hundred 
and sixty-three kilowatt-hours—total 
amount of power used for pumping. 

Personally, I do not believe proper con- 
sideration has been given to this project 
when we know that it will take only 332 
tons of steel, 31 tons of copper, and 3 
tons of zinc to complete the Friant-Kern 
Canal, whereas We are now using many 
time that amount due to the falling water 
levels. Certainly it would be a large sav- 
ing when you consider the above amounts 
are used practically every year for repairs 
and new pumping facilities. When I 
explained this to Donald Nelson, giving 
hin. the figures on strategic material used 
in 1941, which is just about an average, 
and the small amount of strategic mate- 
rial which would be needed at this time 
to construct the canals, he replied that he 
certainly would be glad to cooperate be- 
cause a large saving could be had. Yet 
the Bureau of Reclamation has not asked 
for a priority for the canal material. 
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On May 1, 1942, Commissioner Page, in 
answer to a letter addressed to him by 
Senator Hiram Jouwnson, stated that 
about a million dollars a month could be 
used in the construction of those canals, 
and in the Senator’s letter the question 
was asked. 

Is the demand for supplemental water in 


the San Joaquin Valley increasing or decreas- 
ing? 


His answer was “increasing.” 
Finally, before the Senate committee, 
Senator Hotman asked: 


What is the amount needed? 


I asked for $4,000,000, making a total 
of $5,000,000 to start construction instead 
of the $1,000,000 as set out in the House 
bill. 

I can honestly say that I am the only 
Member of Congress today who appeared 
before the House and Senate committees 
and asked for money for the construc- 
tion of the canals of the Central Valley 
water project in the 1943 Interior appro- 
priation bill. As many Members know of 
my continuous work to secure funds to 
complete the canals in the Central Valley 
water project ever since I have been a 
Member of this body, I leave it to the 
membership of the House if I am for 
reclamation. 

When the Budget report was sent to 
the Appropriations Committee only $10,- 
000 was set up for the construction of 
canals, and when Mr. Edward Hyatt, ex- 
ecutive officer of the Water Project Au- 
thority of the State of California, ap- 
peared before the House committee and 
also before the Senate committee, he 
stated that he was not in a position to 
ask for any more money for that feature 
of the project, indicating that he was 
satisfied with the $10,000. Other State 
Officials talked about water and how dry 
our farm lands were, but made no at- 
tempt to ask for additional funds. 

At this point I am going to read into 
the Recorp from the transcript of the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr, Leavy] 
as his speech was given on the House 
floor: 

To my reclamation friends, let me say that 
in this same iteñ you are now seeking to vote 
upon, particularly the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, who stated that this is primarily recla- 
mation, there is $250,000 for reclamation. 


Mr. Speaker, I hope we will follow the lead 
of our Commander in Chief in a time like 
this. 


His corrected statement, after the vote 
was taken, reads as follows: 

To my reclamation friends, let me say that 
in this same item you are now asked to vote 
upon, particularly I say this to the gentle- 
men from California [Mr. ELLIOTT], who 
stated that this is primarily a reclamation 
project, there is $250,000 for reclamation for 
the Friant-Kern Canal. A vote against this 
amendment is a vote against the reclama- 
tion features of Central Valley. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope we will follow the lead 
of our Commander in Chief in a time like 
this and vote favorably on my motion to 
recede and concur. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


The truth of the whole matter—and 
everybody knows it—is that in the first 
place the project was set up to be com- 
pleted as quickly as possible to give as- 
sistance in providing water to the 
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parched lands of the San Joaquin Valley, 
and now we find a $30,000,000 dam com- 
plete and 900,000 acre-feet of water go- 
ing to waste through the gates, and the 
water which the farmers need cannot be 
had because it requires a small amount 
of material. However, there seems to be 
plenty of material left to build other con- 
struction not originally in the project and 
not as urgently needed as is water for the 
valley farmers. If we are interested in 
saving power, or if we need more power, 
let us complete the canals as fast as 
possible, after which a large block of 
power which the farmers are now using 
can be. released for any purpose that may 
be required. 

As I check the vote of the Members 
who opposed the amendment, I find the 
names of many who have consistently 
supported reclamation programs as I 
have. They realized as I do that the 
materials necessary for the completion 
of transmission lines and steam plant 
could be put to much better use at this 
time in providing water to our farmers 
to carry out the food for victory program 
and for the furtherance of our war ef- 
forts. I have always supported Federal 
power legislation when such facilities 
were needed. 

The item of $250,000 was added in the 
Senate and no Member of the House or 
Senate conferees considered it to be in 
disagreement. When the amendment 
was presented to the House, it was made 
up of three parts, namely transmission 
lines, steam plant and canals, and all 
had to be voted as one. Mr. Lzavy’s re- 
vised remarks would lead readers of the 
Recorp to believe that he forewarned 
Members of the House before the vote 
was taken and that a vote against the 
amendment was a vote against reclama- 
tion when that was not the case as to 
vote against appropriations for the trans- 
mission lines and initial study of the 
steam plant a Member had to vote 
against the amendment as presented, 
even though an additional amount of 
$250,000 was included for canals. Per- 
sonally, I believe the $250,000 for the 
canals could have been brought in by the 
conferees as a separate item, but it was 
only placed with the other two items to 
influence reclamation-minded Members 
to support the transmission line and 
steam plant features, which were the 
only two items that were in disagree- 
ment. 

I challenge the statement of Mr. 
Leavy as to any question of my sincerity 
in endeavoring to secure money and ma- 
terials to further the completion of the 
canals and water features of the Central 
Valley project. 

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. I yield. 

Mr. ROLPH. I want to compliment 
my colleague from California on his 
splendid statement covering the Central 
Valley project. As the gentleman knows, 
it was in 1933 when my good brother 
James Rolph, Jr., was Governor of Cali- 
fornia that the-Central Valley project was 
approved by vote of the people. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California. That is 
correct. 

Mr. ROLPH. The gentleman will re- 
member it was largely by the vote of San 
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Francisco that the Central Valley project 
carried. He will remember that a few 
years earlier a similar measure had been 
defeated, but in the 1933 election, under 
the leadership of Governor Jim Rolph, 
the citizens of San Francisco rolled up a 
large majority, as the gentleman knows, 
and put the project over. I want the gen- 
tleman and Members of Congress to know 
that one of the compelling reasons why 
the people of San Francisco voted for the 
Central Valley project was to aid his con- 
stituents in the southern end of the San 
Joaquin Valley where water is so scarce. 
As a matter of fact, there are 400,000 
acres down there with only sufficient, wa- 
ter for 200,000. The extension of these 
canals from the Friant Dam is most ur- 
gent. I commend the gentleman on his 
statement and the grand work he is doing 
for his district. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California, I thank 
the gentleman very much. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(By unanimous consert, Mr, BELL was 
granted permission to revise and extend 
his own remarks.) 

(By unanimous consert, Mr. DOMEN- 
GEAUX was granted permission to re- 
vise and extend his own remarks.) 


PERMISSION TO FILE REPORT 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, on June 25 of this year a ma- 
jority of the Dies committee filed a re- 
port with the Congress. The report was 
filed and released before I had knowledge 
that that was going to be done. On the 
day following I prepared and filed with 
the committee a minority report. 

I ask unanimous consent that my mi- 
nority views may be attached to the 
minority report in this case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. An- 
DERSON of New Mexico). Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


MARY JANE BLACKMAN 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the previous action of the House this 
morning in rereferring the bill (S. 138) 
granting a pension to Mary Jane Black- 
man, from the Committee on Pensions 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
be vacated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MURDOCK, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that following the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. ANGELL] I 
may address the House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


“IF YE BREAK FAITH WITH US WHO DIE” 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, Public 
Law 388 of the Seventy-seventh Congress 
authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
War to establish and maintain a national 
cemetery in the vicinity of Portland, 
Oreg., to provide burial facilities for de- 
ceased veterans. It is most urgent that 
this cemetery be constructed at an early 
date, owing to the dearth of burial facili- 
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ties in this immense Northwest area com- | But the principles for which men fought and 


prising the States of Oregon, Washing- 
ton, Idaho, parts of Montana, and the 
Territory of Alaska, in which there is 
now no military cemetery. 

There were, at the beginning of World 
War No. 2, 155,000 veterans of the vari- 
ous wars in this area. With the immense 
number of men being inducted into the 
service in the prosecution of World War 
No. 2, this already large number will be 
doubled or trebled as time passes. Many 
casualties have already occurred in our 
fighting forces, and many from the 
Northwest. A site is available for the 
proposed cemetery on an eminence over- 
looking the city of Portland and the Co- 
lumbia River and Willamette Valley, 
ideally situated for the project. In this 
site a 5-acre plot has already been ac- 
quired by the veterans themselves to pro- 
vide burial accommodations pending the 
time the Federal Government shall es- 
tablish a cemetery. This plot is already 
fully occupied with almost 2,000 graves 
of veterans, The State of Oregon has 
purchased a contiguous tract of approx- 
imately 15 acres, which it has tendered 
to the Government as a part of this site. 
The additional lands adjoining, required 
for the national cemetery, are under op- 
tion to purchase at a nominal valuation. 

It would seem to be not subject to 
argument that as a part of our war pro- 
gram the Federal Government should 
provide adequate burial facilities for the 
men in our service who surrender their 
lives for the defense of our country, in 
one of the greatest emergencies that ever 
faced a nation—a war of self-defense. 

In the issue of the Times-Herald of 
May 30, 1942, there appeared an article 
by Dr. Irving S. Cutter, containing a 
lovely tribute to the war dead. It is 
worthy of reproduction here, because it 
not only pays a deserved tribute to our 
citizen soldiers who “sleep the sleep that 
knows no waking” but because it recog- 
nizes the obligation of a grateful Govern- 
ment which preserves inviolate their 
permanent sepulchers. 

[From the Washington Times-Herald of May 
3 30, 1942] 
“IP YE BREAK FAITH WITH US WHO DIE” 
(From Flanders Fields) 

Many years ago, along the Overland Trail— 
which followed the North Platte River—could 
be seen a solitary grave. The spot was 
marked by a rude board with name and date. 
The tenant of that lonely plot was a United 
States soldier—one of thousands who braved 
the wilderness and brought civilization to 
the vast region beyond the Mississippi. Be- 
fore long the authorities of a newly created 
county had erected a suitable tablet bearing 
the inscription “Killed by Indians.” 

Because this pioneer is buried quite some 
distance from the beaten lanes of travel, the 
Stars and Stripes may not bear him company 
on this sacred anniversary. But there need 
be no regrets. 

Memorial Day lives not in the scattering 
of flowers over the graves of our soldier dead. 
It exists in the hearts of a humble and grate- 
ful people, in the consciousness that our flag 
files in the skies, where it will ever remain an 
emblem of justice and fair dealing. 

Though we dot the land with monuments 
of stone, hearts carved in marble can neither 
beat nor feel. Instead we offer gratitude, 
veneration, and hero worship. Words of 
praise are feeble. They are quickly forgotten. 


- useless sacrifice!” 


perished endure forever. 

On a recent visit to the national cemetery 
on the Custer battlefield in Montana, feelings 
of pride and admiration mingled with pro- 
found emotion. Row upon row of white 
stones mark the last resting places of several 
companies of the gallant Seventh Cavalry. 
In another section lie the members of Fetter- 
man’s command who fell in the pursuit of 
Red Cloud’s warriors near Fort Phil Kearny. 
There were no survivors. Yonder repose the 
soldier dead from Fort C. F. Smith, while 


“close at hand several score from Fort Keogh 


slumber peacefully. Many are unknown, but 
a grateful Government preserves inviolate 
their permanent sepulchers. 

On this Memorial Day the idealism of those 
who dared to do and die bids us carry on. 
Regardless of privations they “went west” in 
order that the land might be safe for those 
who were to come after them. Today we 
envision every old battlefield teeming with 
the valiant spirits of those who sleep in 
hallowed ground. 

They are waving encouragement to the 
stalwart youth of 1942. All that we ask is 
that the lives of our defenders shall not be 
forfeited through neglect, stupidity, or feeble 
leadership. Bravery against an impregnable 
enemy is akin to foolhardiness. 

We have been called upon to support every 
country opposed to the Axis, and our load 
will become staggering. But all this is 
trifling when we contemplate the messages of 
sad tidings which will be handed across the 
thresholds of tens of thousands of American 
homes. 

In our hearts we say to ourselves—‘“What a 
But how necessary, if we 
would preserve the ideals of this Republic 
If this is a war to end wars our efforts must 
be superhuman. Somehow or other our job 
is to curb the evil passions of selfish 
nations—the dictatorial lust of designing 
rulers. There is no alternative but to meet 
force with omnipotent power, good weapons 
with better. Nothing can be accomplished 
unless we maintain all our people at top 
physical efficiency. Courage alone will not 
suffice. 


Mr. Speaker, the veterans’ organiza- 
tions in the Northwest for many years 
have urged the Federal Government to 
provide a national cemetery in this area, 
the nearest now being San Francisco. 
The unanimous feeling of the men and 
women of the Northwest is evidenced by 
two editorials recently appearing in the 
two large dailies of Portland, Oreg., 
which, under leave heretofore granted, I 
include as a part of these observations: 


[From the Oregon Journal, Portland, Oreg., 
of July 3, 1942] 


THAT THEIR COMRADES MAY REST 


To James McCarren of Scout Young Camp, 
Spanish War Veterans, Senator CHARLES L. 
McNary has telegraphed that the project of 
a national cemetery near Portland must be 
postponed, although the necessary enabling 
act has been passed, “unless the matter is 
shown to be urgent.” 

Which is to say that the bureau of the 
budget will, otherwise, withhold the $30,000 
appropriation for the cemetery, in order to 
divert no funds that can be applied to de- 
fense. 

When the case for the National Veterans’ 
cemetery near Portland is reviewed, two facts 
immediately stand out: 

Short of Montana or San Francisco, there 
is no national cemetery available as the last 
resting place for Pacific Northwest veterans 
of America’s wars whose services to their 
country entitle them to such honored repose. 

The veterans have themselves provided a 
five-acre plat in the Mount Scott district, 
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now fully occupied by nearly 2,000 graves of 
veterans. The State has purchased 15 acres 
more, to present to the Government. But 
the formal option upon an additional tract 
large enough to meet Federal requirements 
has expired and is continued only by quickly 
terminable verbal understanding. 

The initiative that led veterans to make 
it unnecessary that their departed comrades 
be laid to rest in strange soil, far removed 
from the visits and floral gifts of the living 
who loved them, dees honor to the veterans, 
calls for companion action by the Govern- 
ment. 

And just now, a claim upon even deeper 
sentiment appears. The boys of this region 
are fighting again for their country. Some 
may never return. Some may come back 
marked for death by the wounds of war and 
the diseases of tropical countries. For them, 
too, this gentle provision should be made. 
Delay should be rejected. The small allot- 
ment should be made. 


[From the Portland Oregonian of July 3, 
1942] 


PORTLAND NATIONAL CEMETERY 


Word has been received from Senator Mc- 
Nary that President Roosevelt, at the time he 
signed the bill authorizing the Secretary of 
War to establish a national military ceme- 
tery in Portland, sent a memorandum to 
the Secretary of War. In effect he stated 
that use of public funds for land purchases 
should be limited to urgent defense needs 
and that in view of available space in exist- 
ing national cemeteries he would not expect 
there would be need for sending forward at 
any early date any estimate of appropriation 
under the authorization. 

The urgency in the matter as seen here is 
that the military cemetery site now owned 
by the State shall be consolidated with the 
national cemetery while additional suitable 
land for that purpose is still available, 

The State holding at Mount Scott consists 
of 5 acres given by Lincoln Memorial Park, 
formerly known as the Mount Scott Ceme- 
tery, and of 15 additional acres bought by 
the State. The State tract has been im- 
proved with the aid of Work Projects Admin- 
istration labor, and together with the 195 
acres proposed for Government purchase 
would constitute a cemetery site that has 
the approval and admiration of War De- 
partment officials. 

The State tract would be transferred to 
the Government, but there is apprehension 
that delay in buying the additional 195 acres 
may find the latter off the market, thus 
making the State’s contribution unavailable 
and the alternative site, when purchased, 
perhaps much less beautiful and accessible, 
and possibly more costly. 

It is not pleasant to think about it, but 
the fact that there are burial plots available 
in other national cemeteries may be removed 
by the circumstance that we are engaged in 
global war. Whatever small consolation 
may be derived by having our own fallen 
sons laid to rest where we can visit them in 
spirit and among beautiful surroundings 
should not be denied us to conserve the 
comparatively small sum now required for 
going ahead with the project, The land pur- 
chase calls for $30,000. It is not much to 
add to the billions we are spending for war 
purposes. And one supposes, too, that our 
youth when called to dangerous duty would 
like to know that if'they must return home 
without the breath of life within them, they 
at least will return home and not to some 
strange and distant plot, for their eternal 
sleep. 


Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the citizens 
and the veterans of the Pacific North- 
west, I sincerely urge that immediate 
steps be taken to carry out the mandate 
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of Public Law 388, Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, to the end that a national ceme- 
tery may be constructed and maintained 
in this area. The need is now most ur- 
Cea As was said in the Journal edito- 
rial: 


The boys of this region are fighting again 
for their country. Some may never return. 
Some may come back márked for death by 
the wounds of war and the diseases of tropi- 
cal countries. For them, too, this gentle pro- 
vision should be made. Delay should be re- 
jected. The small allotment should be made. 


The concluding sentence of the Ore- 
gonian editorial is worthy of repetition: 


And one supposes, too, that our youth when 
called to dangerous duty would like to know 
that if they must return home without the 
breath of life within them, they at least will 
return home and not to some strange and 
distant plot for their eternal sleep. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my own remarks 
and to include certain quotations. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


LET'S ALL WORK TOGETHER, FULL SPEED 
AHEAD, TO WIN AND SAVE AMERICA 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, we are in 
the midst of the greatest crisis that has 
ever confronted us as a nation. This 
conflict now encircling the globe and in- 
volving directly or indirectly all the na- 
tions of the world, threatens the preser- 
vation of civilization itself. On Sunday 
morning, December 7, 1941, when the 
bombs fell on peaceful Pearl Harbor, we 
in America were thrust into the conflict 
as a belligerent. Since that time the 
American people have been united in the 
one great objective of winning the war 
and beating back the cruel invaders who 
are seeking not only to destroy the peace- 
ful peoples of the Western Hemisphere 
but to enslave the entire world. Every- 
thing now must give way to this one ob- 
jective—victory. We must win. - 

On December 8 the President delivered 
his message to the Congress, advising of 
the dastardly attack made by Japan 
upon us and the declaration of war 
against us. In supporting the resolution 
recognizing the existence of the war, 
which was passed by the House with only 
one dissenting vote, I said: 


The die is cast. We are at war. The 
Japanese, like murderous imps from hell, are 
clutching at our throats. We have struck 
back and will continue to strike hard, with 
every ounce of energy we possess, in the de- 
fense of our people and our homes. In this 
hour of greatest tragedy, involving our lives 
and our very national existence, we must be 
just, calm, determined, strong, and united. 
We are. Our people are slow to anger, but 
when great provocation and justice demand, 
they rise in their righteous might to strike 
with every fiber of their strength, buoyed up 
by the justice of their cause. We are united 
in this grim business of defending our homes 
against the treacherous double dealing of this 
foe, who comes to our very doors from afar, 
with the stench of hell upon his garments, 
extending the olive branch with one hand, 
while with the other hurling death-dealing 
bombs upon innocent, unsuspecting people. 
God, in His infinite wisdom, will visit the just 
retribution of the damned upon the perpe- 
trators of this vile perfidy. 

This great tragedy visited upon us by an 
unworthy foe has already brought death and 
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destruction to our citizens going about their 
ways of peace. The homes and property and 
defenses of our people have been destroyed. 
We must and will fight to the last ditch to 
preserve America. No recourse is left to us 
but to strike back with all our power. Japan 
must be crushed. Her treacherous and 
dastardly attack on us, taking heavy toll in 
precious lives, while her impudent emissaries 
were mouthing false peace proposals to our 
President and our Secretary of State, will go 
down in history as one of the most diabolical 
events in the history of all ages. Japan’s 
crazed war lords have become mad dogs 
loose in the world, ruthlessly destroying inno- 
cent people—first the peace-loving Chinese— 
now us Americans, who down through the 
ages have always befriended her. May we 
be forgiven for unwittingly furnishing to her 
much of the tools and implements of death 
and destruction she is now turning upon us, 
to snuff out the lives of our own people. 

We cannot confuse the issue now confront- 
ing us. Many of us gave a solemn pledge to 
our people that we would not vote to send 
our soldiers beyond the Americas to fight in 
foreign wars unless we were attacked. I made 
this pledge. I have maintained my pledge. 
We have now been attacked in the Western 
Hemisphere. We are fighting a war of self- 
defense. Japan has not only cruelly attacked 
us behind our backs while professing to plead 
for peace but she has actually declared war 
upon us, 

I have done everything within my power, 
as God has given me the vision to see the 
way, to maintain our country at peace. Our 
efforts have been impotent to ward off the 
evil day. War has now been thrust upon us. 
It is not ours any more to decide. 
remains now is to defend ourselves. This we 
will do, with a prayer on our lips that God 
in His mercy and love will soon bless our Na- 
tion with peace with all the nations of the 
earth. À 

Congress must not and will not, in this 
critical hour facing our people, fail to em- 
brace the opportunity to pledge our full 
strength in men and resources to the grim 
task of beating down these hellish invaders 
spreading over the earth like a pestilence. 
In this momentous task—the greatest that 
ever confronts a nation, waging a war of 
self-defense—we will find no American hold- 
ing back. We all will give in full measure 
our strength, our devotion, our possessions, 
and life itself if necessary, to bring success 
to our righteous cause. We are now united 
in the one great endeavor which dwarfs all 
others—the defense of our firesides and our 
people. No one will halt or hesitate until 
these brown devils from over the seas have 
been crushed to earth and civilization saved 
from the ravages concocted by the diseased 
minds in control of this treacherous nation. 

Our cause being just, we will win. Let us 
not, however, deceive ourselves. We cannot 
by swift blows crush these artful] and clever 
geniuses of destruction. We must gird our- 
selves to face a long hard pull, and with the 
grim realization that the job will not be an 
easy one, It will mean reverses, hardships, 
privations, suffering, and death. Sacrifice, 
blood, and toil will be the price we must 
pay. In the end our cause will prevail. 


Since that historic day when we were 
plunged into the war, Germany and other 
Axis Powers have declared war upon us, 
and the Congress of the United States, 
with complete disregard of political lines, 
has formulated and adopted a full and 
complete legislative war program. The 
Congress has given to the President as 
Commander in Chief and his corps of 
assistants charged with the prosecution 
of the war, full power and authority to 
proceed unhampered, to the end that a 
complete victory may be achieved at the 
earliest possible moment, and thereby 


All that 


JULY 7 


prevent the sacrificing of our resources 
and the lives of our citizens in our armed 
forces, 

My colleague, the distinguished 
Speaker of this body, Mr. RAYBURN, 
recognizing the loyalty and effectiveness 
of the House of Representatives, said: 

Congress has given the President every law 
and every dollar he has asked for defense. 
er ar of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 
A1079. 


As a Member of the House I gave full 
support to that program. A study of the 
record of the House of Representatives 
will disclose that at no time in our his- 
tory has a war Congress been more united 
in its support of our war effort, and no 
Congress has been more cooperative in 
giving to the President and the war lead- 
ers under him all of the powers and funds 
needed for the prosecution of the war. 

The war supply bill recently passed by 
the Congress without a dissenting vote 
aggregated approximately $43,000,000,000. 
The significance of this astronomical sum 
may be appreciated when it is recalled 
that the total expenditures for World 
War No. 1 by the United States from 
our entry in 1917 until the peace treaty 
was ratified in 1921 was twenty-five bil- 
lion seven hundred and twenty-nine mil- 
lion, as shown by the official computa- 
tions. The authorized program for the 
3 years of the present war exceeds $200,- 
000,000,000, which is more than our Gov- 
ernment spent from George Washing- 
ton’s inauguration until we were plunged 
in this war. These stupendous sums, be- 
ing direct obligations upon the American 
people and charges upon all of the prop- 
erty of the United States, must sober our 
thinking and imbue each one of us with 
the grim necessity of making every dol- 
lar taken from the American people by 
taxation or borrowing do its full duty 
and bring in 100 cents’ worth of material 
or services. Frivolous, wasteful, “boon- 
doggling” expenditures, as well as exces- 
sive war profits, must not only be pro- 
hibited, but those responsible for such 
wasteful practices must be stigmatized 
as enemies of our country. 

Mr. Speaker, regardless of this great 
burden of taxes and the huge deficits 
which must result from the financing of 
our war program, is it not infinitely better 
to spend without stint to accomplish our 
war aims and beat off the barbarous at- 
tacks upon us and save our civilization 
than to attempt to curtail and face the 
possibility of losing the war and of our 
own downfall and the loss of not only 
our property, but everything we hold 
dear, including our own liberty? 

What we may expect should we lose the 
war is brought home to us by the tragic 
fate of the village of Lidice, as so graphi- 
cally depicted in the report of Jan Ma- 
saryk, foreign minister of the Czecho- 
slovakian Government in exile, in which 
he said: 

Two days ago Lidice was a peaceful mining 
village a mile off the main highway from 
Prague to Kladno. There were about 90 
houses in Lidice, and high above them all 
rose the graceful spire of St. Margaret’s, a 
church built in 1736. One of its main streets 
was Wilson Street, named in honor of Wood- 
row Wilson. Most of the people who lived in 
Lidice were miners, but the town had lovely 
old inns, some blacksmith shops, several 
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stores, a shoemaker shop, and a wheel- 
maker’s shop. Two days ago Lidice was 
merely one of the thousands of anonymous 
and silent villages in Czechoslovakia and in 
Europe which were stubbornly resisting the 
Nazi tyranny. It was like many an Ameri- 
can village, Its people fought for freedom. 

Today Lidice lies in ashes. The Nazi hordes 
have swept down upon the peaceful town and 
wiped it physically from the face of the earth. 
All male inhabitants of Lidice have been shot. 
Josef Bartunek, a tailor, is dead. Frantisek 
Kotmel and Frantisek Poklop, blacksmiths, 
are dead. Stepan Horak and Josef Senfelder, 
who owned inns in the village, are dead. Jan 
Zid, the shoemaker, is dead. All the women 
of Lidice have been shipped to Nazi concen- 
tration camps. Every child in Lidice—their 
fathers murdered, their mothers gone for- 
ever—have been sent to Nazi “educational 
institutions.” Not satisfied with having 
choked every breath in the village, the Nazi 
hordes then reduced Lidice to rubble. * * + 

Wherever and whenever freemen continue 
to fight tyranny, they will remember the 
name and learn to say: Leed-eat-say. * * * 

This stumbling Nazi strategy of terror can 
have no other effect but to harden the will 
of the Czech people and all of the other people 
of the United Nations who are today deter- 
mined to crush the Nazi terror. 


The enactment of the necessary legis- 
lation and the providing of needed funds 
for the prosecution of the war is only the 
clearing of the decks for action. Legis- 
lation cannot win the war. Dollars can- 
not and will not win the war. To win 
there must be complete coordination of 
all our resources and manpower and full 
cooperation of all our citizens to the one 
supreme objective of our war efforts. 
The dedicating of all of our resources 
and all of our manpower and all of our 
loyalty can and will bring victory. The 
American people have come to the grim 
realization that an all-out war such as 
the one in which we are now engaged 
requires all-out sacrifices from every one 
of us to the full limit of our ability to be 
of effective service. 

Donald Nelson, War Production head, 
says: 

The only way we can hope to win is to strip 
-down to bare bone and muscle. This war 
makes a demand on every man, woman, and 
child in the United States. If we meet that 
demand in full, we are going to win. If we 
fail, we can lose. 


There are three major objectives in- 
volved in the war in which each of us 
must do his full share. The first is the 
induction into service and the training of 
the armed personnel required to carry on 
the war now being waged literally on the 
seven seas and on every continent. Sec- 
ondly, we must provide the modern tools 
of warfare—ships, planes, tanks, air- 
craft, munitions, as well as foodstuffs, 
clothing, and medical supplies, and the 
myriad other articles necessary for our 
armed forces in combatant service. The 
third and no less important field of ac- 
tion has proven to be transportation. 
We are the arsenal and the bread basket 
for the United Nations. The immense 
distances involved in the conduct of this 
war around the world makes necessary 
the maintenance of lanes of communica- 
tion completely covering the globe. It is 
7,500 miles from San Francisco to Syd- 
ney, Australia; 3,500 miles from Tokyo 
to northern Australia; from our shores to 
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Murmansk is 4,000 miles; to Madagascar, 
10,000 miles; and to Cairo by way of the 
Red Sea, 14,000 miles. In addition to 
these sea lanes we have many others, 
such as those to Iceland, Ireland, and our 
island bases and outposts, as well as the 
immense shore lines in the Western 
Hemisphere, to protect. 

These supply lanes are continuously 
harassed by enemy submarines, as well as 
fighting aircraft, surface ships, and other 
instruments of offensive warfare. It is 
obvious that in this particular branch of 
cur war effort we have suffered most 
heavily. While it is true our great pro- 
ductive facilities have been successfully 
employed in the construction of ships, 
airplanes, and other equipment neces- 
sary to maintain our supply lanes, we 
have not thus far been able to overcome 
the menace of the submarine, and our 
production of ships has hardly kept pace 
with the sinkings. It has meant that 
much of the equipment, fighting tools, 
and war supplies produced by us and 
destined for the war fronts in the Old 
World has never reached its destination, 
and much of the raw materials en route 
to our war industries has been lost, and 
as a result the tide of battle has been 
against us and our Allies in many of the 
theaters of war. 

In this connection the joint statement 
of President Roosevelt and Prime Min- 
ister Churchill, issued June 27 last, fol- 
lowing their conferences here in Wash- 
meon on allied war proposals, is signifi- 
cant: 

Because of the wide extension of the war to 
all parts of the world, transportation of the 
fighting forces, together with the transporta- 
tion of munitions of war and supplies still 


constitutes the major problem of the United 
Nations. 

While submarine warfare on the part of 
the Axis continues to take heavy toll of cargo 
ships, the actual production of new tonnage 
is greatly increasing month by month. It is 
hoped that as a result of the steps planned at 
this conference the respective navies will fur- 
ther reduce the toll of merchant shipping. 


Mr. Speaker, we of the Northwest may 
well be proud of the contribution we have 
made to our war efforts. Our contribu- 
tion through hydroelectric power alone 
has been of immeasurable value. Those 
of us who had the vision to see the neces- 
sity of developing and harnessing the 
great pool of hydroelectric power going to 
waste in the Columbia River have lived to 
see the justification of the demands made 
for harnessing this energy. Throughout 
my entire service in Congress I have 
waged a fight for the completion of the 
Bonneville project. This great project 
Will soon be fully completed. All funds 
therefor have now been provided. The 
Grand Coulee Dam has been completed 
and a portion of the generating facilities 
brought into, production. Before the end 
of this calendar year it is estimated that 
at least 30 percent of the aluminum need- 
ed for our war effort in our great airplane 
industry will be produced from Columbia 
River power. 

By the close of the calendar year 1943 
Grand Coulee will be producing 540,000 
kilowatts and Bonneville 518,400, or a 
grand total of 1,058,400, most of which 
will turn the wheels of war production. 
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Grand Coulee when completed will alone 
produce 1,944,000 kilowatts of hydroelec- 
tric energy. This is a part only of the 
vast reservoir of potential hydroelectric 
energy in the Columbia River and its trib- 
utaries which comprises over 40 percent 
of the total available in the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, another contribution of 
great value to the war effort made by the 
people of my district in the Portland area 
is ship construction. Forty-four thou- 
sand and seventy-nine workers are now 
employed in ship construction in the 
Portiand-Vancouver area in the Kaiser 
shipyards alone and it is estimated an- 
other 76,000 shipyard workers will be 
needed in the next 6 months in the Kaiser 
yards. Last February less than 28,000 
workers were employed in the 5 Port- 
land yards. The great Oregon Shipbuild- 
ing Corporation recently launched a ship - 
after it had been on the ways only 38 days 
and the company is working for a 20-day 
period from keel laying to launching. 
This company holds the record for speed 
in ship construction. When in full pro- 
duction these Columbia River yards 
should be able to produce a ship a day to 
swell the ship pool needed to solve our 
vital ship problem. In this same area are 
located many of the immense sawmills 
which are transforming the Oregon for- 
ests into lumber products so essential to 
the prosecution of the war.. The North- 
west is supplying a major portion of the 
tumbez products used for war construc- 

on, 

The success or failure of American 
participation in the war will depend 
largely upon our being able to maintain 
air superiority and keep our far-fiung 
supply lanes open. The fortunes of the 
battles thus far fought have depended 
largely upon air control. Airplanes are 
rapidly supplanting much of the equip- 
ment heretofore used in sea battles. 
This year we will build 60,000 airplanes. 
The President has asked fer 125,000 next 
year. We can build them. We are not 
only dependent on bombers, pursuit 
planes, and other fighting aircraft for 
combat duty, but also for transportation 
of Army personnel, and for cargo service 
the airplane is supplanting many otker 
transportation facilities. 

In order to construct, equip, and main- 
tain in service the immense numbers of 
aircraft of various types needed in the 
prosecution of the war, it is necessary 
to restrict civilian use of much of the 
material and supplies required for this 
service. Three strategic products have 
come within the rationing ban—alumi- 
num, rubber, and gasoline. Immense 
quantities of all of these supplies must 
be used for the combat service and civil- 
ian uses must be relegated to second 
place. As a result the American public 
has been called upon to sacrifice in order 
that the men at the front may be sup- 
plied with these necessities. 

The formulation and operation of a 
program of such stupendous proportions, 
involving our whole "economic life and 
the welfare of almost every American 
citizen, obviously works many injustices. 
The human element involved in working 
out this program só complicated and. ex- 
tensive in its operations gives rise to 
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many errors and injustices. As a result, 
criticism—in many instances justified— 
is lodged against the various factors in 
the program. 

Particularly has this been true in the 
conservation of rubber and gasoline. 
Many areas of our country where gaso- 
line is produced have an ‘abundant sup- 
ply—more than can be used and in quan- 
tities larger than can be transported to 
the other sections of our country, either 
for civilian use or war purposes. As a 
result, gasoline rationing in these areas 
has met with much opposition, 

In our own northwest territory there 
is an abundant supply of petroleum prod- 
ucts available, due to the fact that we 
are situated so near to the California oil 
fields where immense quantities of these 
products are produced. In reporting this 
surplus of gasoline in the California oil 
fields in June 1942, Raymond Reeves, 
regional business consultant, United 
States Department of Commerce, says: 

One of the anomalous situations in this 
Tegion which the war has created is that 
southern California has more gasoline than 
it knows what to do with. Storage facilities 
are almost brimming full, and no relief is in 
sight. 

Normally, when stocks above ground get 
too large, the petroleum industry can reduce 
the flow of crude until stocks are in balance 
again, No such easy solution seems possible 
now, for the California gasoline which is 

* surplus is the byproduct of two very-much- 
needed war supplies. First is fuel oil for our 
Navy and merchant marine. The demand 
for this product has greatly increased, and 
gasoline is a natural coproduct resulting 
from the production of fuel oil. 

There is also an expanded demand for high 
octane aviation fuel for aircraft. In the 
normal course of producing aviation gasoline, 
ordinary gasoline is obtained too. Hence we 
have the prospect of further reduced demand 
for regular gasoline in spite of increasing 
stocks. 


With proper foresight and adequate 


preparation, transportation could be pro- - 


vided for moving fuel oil and gasoline 
from the California fields to Oregon and 
Washington without any appreciable 
interference with our war efforts. I per- 
sonally have urged upon the Oil Coordi- 
nator and the officials in charge of trans- 
portation of petroleum products the 
necessity and practicability of providing 
wooden oil barges and even wooden pipe 
lines to supplement tankers, tank cars, 
and motor trucks to supply the North- 
west with its minimum needs of petro- 
leum products. We have the materials 
at hand for the construction of these 
facilities which can be manufactured 
from wood which would not hamper our 
war effort. i 

I am glad to say that these officials 
have assured me that they will make all 
provisions possible to secure an adequate 
supply of fuel oil for the Northwest. I 
have been assured that the order recently 
made, restricting the use of fuel oil for 
heating to 50 percent of that for the cor- 
responding month of 1941, will be lifted 
in the Portland area, and that our peo- 
ple there will be permitted to stock up 
to the full capacity of their storage 
facilities on this necessary product. 
While it is true we.cannot foresee what 
will happen during the coming winter, 
due to enemy action and the fortunes of 
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war, it is hoped that those in charge of 
this program will continue these provi- 
sions so as to enable our people to secure 
oil in sufficient quantities to prevent 
suffering and sickness from lack of ade- 
quate heat in the winter months. 

With the surplus of gasoline going to 
waste in California, there would seem to 
be no justifiable reason for extending 
gasoline rationing to Oregon and Wash- 
ington, Conservation of tires may be ef- 
fected by direct restrictions on their use 
rather than by withholding gasoline 
which in that area needs no restriction. 
It is indeed unfortunate, as disclosed by 
the congressional committees, that our 
shortage in rubber is due to the failure 
of Federal officials in charge of rubber 
supply and war production to be alert 
and to provide adequate stock piles and 
to provide the facilities for the produc- 
tion of synthetic rubber substitutes. 
The exposures of Fulton Lewis also 
definitely show gross dereliction of duty 
in this respect on the part of the offi- 
cials in charge. Ample authority was 
vested in the administration to solve the 
rubber problem. Synthetic rubber can 
be successfully made from wheat, corn, 
potatoes, as well as from gasoline and 
coal. Demonstrated processes were and 
are available. Even private capital 
sought the green light to proceed with 
the production of synthetic rubber. The 
administrators of the program refused. 
The synthetic rubber program is bogged 
down in a mire of administration bun- 
gling and dollar-a-year favoritism and 
jealousy. 

The program for the transportation of 
petroleum products from the oil fields to 
the Atlantic seaboard is in like confusion. 
Mid-winter will be here before any of 
the projected pipe lines can be put in 
operation due to the neglect, delay, and 
indecision of those in charge of transpor- 
tation. The Congress over a year ago 
authorized the construction of these pipe 
lines to the Atlantic States. Nothing, 
however, has been done until now. 

Mr. Speaker, in the consideration of 
the Bonneville development, I have 
urged throughout my term of office that 
this project be brought to early comple- 
tion and this power made available to 
all of our people at the lowest possible 
rate, and that, in addition to the supply- 
ing of domestic and farm uses, we in- 
augurate a program of bringing into 
the Portland area so-called satellite in- 
dustries, using Bonneville power for the 
production of their products. . These in- 
dustries are the smaller industries which 
locate around the major plants, using 
cheap power, and are engaged in the 
fabrication and production of articles of 
commerce from the products produced 
by the larger plants. These satellite 
plants require extensive pay rolls, use 
little electric power, and become an im- 
portant factor in building up the commu- 
nity. In addition, I have urged the de- 
velopment and utilization of our im- 
mense deposits of clays, minerals, non- 
metallics, and other materials which 
exist in the Columbia River area, the de- 
velopment of which requires cheap 
power. Much of our forest products 
should also be manufactured with this 
power in local plants into articles of 
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commerce. By combining this great pool 
of hydroelectric energy and our exten- 
sive natural resources, we will be able 
to utilize to the full these resources and 
this immense wealth of hidden energy in 
the Columbia River flowing by our door- 
steps. 

Mr. Speaker, on May 8, 1940, I dis- 
cussed in the House the commercial, 
economic, social, and defense analysis 
of the strategic and critical mineral 
problem, particularly as it relates to the 
Northwest and our national defense. At 
that time I pointed out that the indus- 
tries of Oregon, on an average—before 
the war—gave employment to 52,200 
wage earners with an annual pay roll of 
$53,070,000 and products valued at $265,- 
437,000, and that the importation of 
strategic and critical minerals displaced 
64,400 Oregon wage earners. 

I urged at that time that in order to 
guard against bottlenecks in our na- 
tional defense and at the same time de- 
velop Oregon’s great deposits of natural 
resources, the Government inaugurate 
a program of development of these de- 
posits utilizing cheap Bonneville power. 
I called attention to the fact that the 
modern key which can unlock the door 
leading to the storehouse of latent re- 
sources is electrometallurgical, electro- 
chemical, and electrothermal processes, 
Cheap hydroelectric power is the North- 
west’s greatest resource. If wisely used, 
it will become a national, as well as a 
great local asset. Electric processes can 
make the opening of mines possible. 
Opening mines will furnish materials for 
basic industrial development. Basic in- 
dustries which use large amounts of 
power induce secondary industries which 
are large users of manpower but smaller 
users of mechanical power. In addi- 
tion to minerals the Northwest has vast 
forestry and agricultural resources. The 
same energy methods can be applied to 
forestry and agricultural wastes and 
products. The lack of metallurgical 
coke has kept iron and steel industries 
from locating in the Northwest. Re- 
cently developed processes point. out the 
way to manufacture synthetic coke from 
wood wastes. Any mining and indus- 
trial development requires collateral 
transportation, finance, construction, 
trade, and utility services, with attend- 
ant indirect employment. The starting 
point in this development lies in tying 
together the energy sources and the 
latent products of the ground. We need 
to open mines and establish basic in- 
dustries, and use waste forest and agri- 
cultural products, 

The Bureau of Mines and Washington 
State College have also recently devel- 
oped a combined flotation and electric 
method for extracting magnesium metal 
from the lower grade magnesite ores of 
the Pacific Northwest. In 1938 a 
method was found to protect lower 
quality magnesium from corrosion. An- 
other protective treatment has been de- 
veloped through electrolysis. High- 
strength magnesium alloys have been 
produced experimentally. The North- 
west Magnesite Co. has completed the 
construction of a 5-ton experimental 
plant for the beneficiation of magnesite 
ores. This work opens an avenue for 
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the utilization of cheap Bonneville power 
for the production of magnesium from 
magnesite. 

This is a field of major proportions and 
one in which great advances will be made. 
Magnesium can be substituted for some 
of the deficient metals. The develop- 
ment of the industry will mean much to 
the Northwest. 

The United States chemical industry 
was greatly stimulated by the World 
War. As a result of the present war, 
chemical industrial activity is now ex- 
panding on a world-wide basis. Syn- 
thetics in many fields are replacing natu- 
ral materials, as better results have been 
obtained from controlled and stable 
processes. The most spectacular of re- 
cent developments has come in the field 
of plastics. For years we have imported 
millions of dollars’ worth of natural 
gums, but this importation has dropped 
to small quantities. We are now able to 
manufacture high-grade synthetic gums 
for fibers and lacquers from agricultural 
parse Rayon is replacing imported 
si 

What we must now consider is the 
commercial effect of the ersatz process. 
The soybean and castor bean may þe- 
come the raw material base for the devel- 
oping of the plastic industry. Many nat- 
ural articles now in consumer trade will 
be produced synthetically. We need to 
watch the growth of world markets for 
new kinds of merchandise, and the effect 
dispersion of political exiles from Europe, 
with their inventive aptitude and their 
skill in trading, will make on our industry 
and commerce. If we are to hold our 
place as a leading industrial nation, we 
must solve this problem in an effective 
way. World conditions will not permit 
halfway measures. P 

Before the war began minerals 
amounted to about one-sixth of our total 
imports. Of this amount, 38 percent 
were strategic minerals, and 21 percent 
were critical minerals, In addition we 
imported about $119,000,000 in rubber. 
It is, therefore, apparent that a few ma- 
terials occupy an important and seem- 
ingly an indispensable place in our 
world-wide over-all strategy. 

In May 1940, I said to the House: 

In citing the advances made in synthetic 
production I do not want to create the im- 
pression that we are making exceptional 
progress. Modern industrial development 
has created new requirements, especially in 
the field of alloy steels. With the advance 
in technology, new requirements have come 
up about as fast as we have solved our older 
problems. Most of our rubber and tin— 
totaling in annual imports $188,900,000— 
come from the Dutch East Indies and the 
Malay states. The present implications are 
that we may have to secure rubber and tin 
from other sources. To protect this source 
of supply would require us to expend a bil- 
lion dollars per year for an augmented Navy. 
Could we not declare our independence in 
tin and rubber through technological syn- 
thetic developments? It could be done at a 
much lower price and keep us free from in- 
volvement in Old World affairs. 

We must realize that importations can 
impose political and commercial control by 
outsiders, adversely affecting our defense, em- 
ployment, and commercial situation. Bauxite 
deposits in the United States are small but 
large reserves of the submarginal ores, leucite 
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and alunite, exist in Utah, Colorado, Wyo- 
ming, Oregon, and Washington. Further de- 
velopment in technology is needed for the 
commercial development of these submar- 
ginal ores. Occurrences of bauxite in Ore- 
gon have been reported, but further detailed 
surveys are needed to determine the quality 
and extent of these Oregon deposits. 


Mr. Speaker, as I have said, the fore- 
going observations were made by me in 
the House in May 1940, and in conclud- 
ing my discussion of the problem grow- 
ing out of our need for sources of supply 
within our own borders of these strategic 
and critical materials which we were im- 
porting from abroad, I called attention 
to the possibility of a national handicap, 
or bottleneck, resulting in case of war 
and our supply lines to these foreign 
sources of needed supplies being severed. 
I suggested as an aid in the solution of 
the problem which has now become a 
critical reality, the following course: 


In an emergency, the lack of strategic and 
critical material sources will become a great 
national handicap. To solve this problem 
we cannot afford to wait until the arrival 
of such an emergency. Our industrial sys- 
tem cannot change its operations overnight. 
Any adjustments must be gradual and de- 
veloped under normal conditions. 

Aside from being a defense question, it is 
one of great commercial, economic, and s0- 
cial proportions. A partial solution of the 
unemployment problem is wrapped up in 
this matter, and it has a sufficient pressing 
demand to warrant further consideration by 
Congress. This problem is susceptible of a 
number of solutions, which I am collecting 
and restating. The solution to adopt will 
depend on the material. Most likely we will 
find that the most advantageous program 
will be a combination of several or more 
solutions, These are; 

1. Make it possible for the Geological Sur- 
vey and the Bureau of Mines, with the coop- 
eration of State agencies, to accumulate all 
available information on metal deposits. 

2. Expand surveys and samplings of-re- 
ported occurrences to accurately determine 
extent and commercial quality of deposits. 

8. Advance processes or develop new meth- 
ods for processing medium and lower-grade 
ores, through research, experiment, and the 
construction of pilot plants. 

4, Increase domestic peacetime production. 

5. Adopt conservation measures for those 
materials where domestic reserves are defi- 
nitely known to be limited. 

6. Expand recovery of secondary metals— 
scrap. 

7. Develop both general and limited sub- 
stitutes. 

8. Build up reserve stocks, by use in other 
commercial channels, which can be converted 
to basic metals if necessary. 

9, Establish stock piles. Stocking is needed 
to protect immediately against the conse- 
quences of a long-delayed plan or adjust- 
ment of industry to new processes. At best, 
stock piles is a short-time expedient. Ona 
long-time basis, it should not be attempted 
until possibilities of other solutions have 
been exhausted. 

10. Establish research in the collateral 
fields of prices, markets, cost of development, 
cost of operation of commercially feasible or 
undeveloped sources, and the accessibility 
and cost of transportation. 


Iam glad to report that a substantial 
portion of this program has becn carried 
out. If we had carried out the full pro- 
gram in 1940 we would not be without 
adequate supplies at this time of many 
critical and strategic materials. We 
have provided for the full development 
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of the Bonneville plant and a portion of 
the Grand Coulee project providing the 
cheap hydropower for the program. 
Many aluminum plants have been and 
others are being constructed in the area 
which will furnish 30 percent of our total 
aluminum output for war needs. Chemi- 
cal plants, aluminum rolling mills, and 
many other manufacturing projects have 
been constructed in the area, and the 
shipyards are doing yeoman service in 
our war effort, as I have already pointed 
out. In addition we have pilot plants 
working on experimentation and on new 
processes for the development of local 
deposits. Much remains to be done to 
complete the program. 

The progress made, however, Mr. 
Speaker, is most encouraging. With the 
full utilization of these natural deposits 
and the use of Columbia River power in 
processing native products of the forests, 
fields, and mines, we will have made an 
invaluable contribution to the finding of 
adequate supplies of these strategic and 
critical materials in our homeland. Of 
equal importance, we will be building up 
in the process home industries and pro- 
viding pay rolls for American workmen. 
In the post-war period this program will 
be of great value in helping to furnish 
employment for our men in the service 
when mustered out. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a member of the 
subcommittee of the House Rivers and 
Harbors Committee, which has been 
holding hearings on the legislation now 
pending in the Congress having for its 
purpose the establishment of a Columbia 
River Authority for the generation and 
sale of Columbia River public power. As 
a member of this committee I will insist 
that proper provisions be made in the leg- 
islation to the end that we in Oregon may 
not be deprived of our full share of this 
great natural resource, and that proper 
safeguards be taken to prevent our share 
of the power being diverted to the other 
areas to the detriment of Oregon. This 
great wealth of hydroelectric power in 
the Columbia River Basin is a God-given 
natural resource belonging to all of the 
people within its reach. All of the people 
should be protected in the right to par- 
ticipate in its use and advantages. No 
one section, area, or State should be per- 
mitted to monopolize the power or to ap- 
propriate more than its fair share. 

We on the Pacific coast, by reason of 
our geographical location, have been 
placed in a particularly critical situation 
by the war in the Pacific. For years it 
has been apparent to students of world 
affairs that the Pacific Ocean was to be- 
come the great theater of action not only 
in time of peace but also in the stress of 
a world war. The Japanese, from the 
day when they first attacked Russia 38 
years ago to the present time, have been 
an ever-present menace. They have 
chafed under the restraint of their re- 
stricted boundaries and ever-increasing 
population, and the Japanese warlords, 
who have been and now are in full con- 
trol, have felt the urge for world power 
and have visioned the day when by force 
of arms they will be in complete control 
of the Pacific Ocean and the rich islands 
and coast lands held by other powers in 
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that area. When Japan made her initial 
invasion of peaceful China informed stu- 
dents of Pacific relations knew that 
Japan had entered upon her long-cher- 
ished scheme of Pacific domination. In 
view of the situation in which we find 
ourselves now, with Japan at our throats 
and in control of the South Pacific, with 
the Philippines in her possession and a 
toehold in the Aleutians, and our Pacific 
shores fired upon and threatened by ac- 
tual invasion, it is unfortunate that we 
should have given aid to Japan in her 
barbarous assault upon China and also in 
building up her military strength for her 
attack upon us. 

Mr. Speaker, as far back as March 16, 
1939, on the floor of the House, I called 
“attention to the fact that immense 
quantities of scrap iron, aviation gaso- 
line, and other petroleum and military 
products were being shipped to Japan 
through our Pacific Coast ports. I made 
known to the House at that time the fact 
that on March 10, 1939, in Portland, 
Oreg., more than 2,500 citizens assembled 
and unanimously adopted a resolution 
deploring and condemning the shipment 
of essential war materials to Japan to be 
used in the infliction of death and de- 
struction upon the innocent Chinese. I 
further called attention to House Joint 
Resolution 42, then pending, providing 
that any proclamation by the President 
declaring an embargo on the shipment 
of arms, ammunition, and implements of 
war under the Neutrality Act of 1937 
should provide for an embargo on scrap 
iron and pig iron, in addition to items 
enumerated in Proclamation 2163 of 
April 10, 1936, and I urged the adoption 
of this resolution. However, no action 
was taken by the Congress or the admin- 
istration, to whom the power to provide 
for the embargo had been given by the 
Congress. We continued to supply vast 
quantities of this war material to Japan 
up to the very time she hurled the death- 
dealing bombs on us at Pearl Harbor, 
blasting out the lives of thousands of 
American citizens, Without doubt, much 
of the essential war material used by 
Japan in the bombing of Pearl Harbor 
and the Philippines, and which is now 
being used in the war she is waging 
panne us, we unwittingly supplied to 

er, 

Mr. Speaker, while all that counts now 
is to win the war, we cannot forget that 
when the war ends, as it will some day— 
and God grant it may be soon—the world 
will be confronted by momentous prob- 
lems requiring solution, As has been 
significantly said, we must win the war 
and we must also win the peace. We 
must prosecute not only a defensive but 
an offensive war, relentlessly, and with- 
out reservation, until we have won a 
complete victory, without appeasement 
or compromise. There can be no just or 
lasting peace without victory. We are 
fighting not alone for the preservation 
of our own national existence but for the 
right of peoples everywhere to live in 
peace with their neighbors in the full 
enjoyment of their own peaceful pur- 
suits, freed from the dictation or regi- 
mentation of any other Nation. As 
Woodrow Wilson said in reporting the 
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armistice to the Congress at the ending 
of the last World War: 


The present and all that it holds belongs 
to the nations and the peoples who preserve 
their self-control and the orderly processes 
of their governments; the future to those 
who prove themselves the true friends of 
mankind. To conquer with arms is to make 
only a temporary conquest; to conquer the 
world by earning its esteem is to make 
permanent conquest. I am confident that 
the nations that have learned the discipline 
of freedom and that have settled with self- 
possession to its ordered practice are now 
about to make the conquest of the world by 
the sheer power of example and of friendly 
helpfulness, 


The samé ideology was expressed by 
President Roosevelt on January 6, 1942, 
when he said: 


I know that I speak for the American 
people—and I have good reason to believe 
that I speak also for all the other people 
who fight with us—when I say that this time 
we are determined not only to win the war 
but also to maintain the security of the peace 
which will follow. We are fighting today for 
security, for progress, and for peace, not only 
for ourselves but for all men, not only for one 
generation but for all generations. We are 
fighting to cleanse the world of ancient evils, 
ancient ills, 


We in America who.are sacrificing our 
possessions and the lives of our men in 
uniform for the preservation of our lib- 
erties and the liberties of the United Na- 
tions fighting with us, cannot shirk our 
post-war responsibility as a Nation to 
assist in bringing about an understand- 
ing and cooperation among the nations 
of the world in order that our own liberty 
may be preserved and the ravages of war 
may not again be forced upon us and 
upon all of the free and peace-loving 
peoples of the earth. May we cherish the 
hope that when this great catastrophe 
shall have ended and the scars and 
wounds inflicted upon the peoples of the 
world shall have healed, that the nations 
of the earth will have come to the reali- 
zation of the fact that war brings only 
death and destruction, heartaches and 
misery, and that the human family must 
understand that the spiritual values of 
life and the humane relationships in the 
family of nations cannot be ignored. 

Righteousness exalteth a nation * * e 
and blessed is the nation whose God is the 
Lord * è + for except the Lord build the 
house, they labor in vain that build it; 
except the Lord keep the city, the watchman 
waketh but in vain. 


In the reconstruction period which will 
follow the war we must not overlook this 
fundamental truth in seeking a solution 
of world relationships. In the words of 
eo R. Kelly, the Quaker philoso- 
pher: 


The deepest need of men is not food and 
clothing and shelter, important as they are. 
It is God. We have mistaken the nature of 
poverty, and thought of it as economic pov- 
erty. No; it is poverty of soul, deprivation 
of God's recreating, loving peace. Peer into 
poverty and see if we are really getting down 
to the deepest needs, in our economic salva- 
tion schemes, These are important. But 
they lie farther along the road, secondary 
steps toward world reconstruction. The pri- 
mary step is a holy life, transformed and 
radiant in the glory of God. 
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As we survey the world today, battle- 
scarred and drenched with human blood, 
and the great waste in war of the fruits 
a beneficent Creator has provided for 
our use, and the sacrifice of millions of 
human lives snuffed out by the engines 
of death the creative genius of man has 
devised, I wonder if the house our civili- 
zation has built has been a labor in vain. 
It calls to mind the argument of Ben- 
jamin Franklin made June 28, 1787, in 
support of his motion for the offering of 
prayers in the daily proceedings of the 
Constitutional Convention. Franklin 
said: 

We have been assured, sir, in the Sacred 
Writings, that “except the Lord build the 
House, they labor in vain that build it.” I 
firmly believe this; and I also believe, that, 
without His concurring aid, we shall succeed 
in this political building no better than the 
builders of Babel; we shall be divided by our 
partial, local interests, our projects will be 
confounded, and we ourselves shall become 
® reproach and a byword down to future 
ages. 

Mr, Speaker, last week a giant flying 
dreadnaught made its maiden flight from 
the waters of the Potomac—the largest 
of these monsters of the air. It can fly 
on a nonstop flight to Europe and return, 
we are told. This huge flying boat 
weighs 140,000 pounds, is 117 feet long, 
and has a wing spread of 200 feet and 
a speed exceeding 300 miles per hour. 
It is appropriately named the Mars, for 
it can pierce the:sky and sail up the sky- 
ways under the blinking stars 6 miles 
above the earth, carrying its load of 
death and destruction to far distant 
lands. With prophetic vision Tennyson 
foresaw these “airy navies grappling in 
the central blue” when he wrote a hun- 
dred years ago: 

For I*dipt into the future, far as human eye 
could see, 

Saw the Vision of the world, and all the won- 
der that would be; 

Saw the heavens fill with commerce, argosies 
of magic sails, 

Pilots of the purple twilight, dropping down 
with costly bales; 

Heard the heavens fill with shouting, and 
there rained a ghastly dew 

From the nations’ airy navies, grappling in 
the central blue; 

Far along the world-wide whisper of the 
south-wind rushing warm, 

With the standards of the peoples plunging 
thro’ the thunder-storm; 

Till the war-drum throbb’d no longer, and 
the battle-flags were furl’d 

In the parliament of man, the federation of 
the world. 


We, against our bidding, are in the 
war. We must see this grim task 
through to the victorious end. We must 
use these monsters of the air and all the 
tools of war to bring an end to this world 
catastrophe. May we not hope that 
when the war ends, in God's good time, 
we may then dedicate these marvelous 
inventions of science to the ways of 
peace? 

Mr. Speaker, we now have only one 
job to do, we must keep production at 
full speed with no stoppages, and with 
complete cooperation between industry 
and labor as partners in a common proj- 
ect—war production. We must prevent 
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waste, graft, and boondoggling expendi- 
tures for foolish activities in the war 
Program, and excessive profits in war 
contracts. Partisan politics has no part 
in the life and death struggle to save 
our lives and our country. We must pre- 
serve the integrity of our Government 
and our financial structure, or our Amer- 
ican way of life is doomed. We must 
cut to the bone nonwar expenditures. 

To win the war by a full victory at the 
earliest time possible I suggest the fol- 
lowing program: 

Let us all work in unity for full pro- 
duction and victory. We must win the 
war or America is doomed. 

Let us forget partisanship and per- 
sonal interests and fight together to win. 

Let us utilize Oregon’s great natural 
resources to the full for war production. 

Let us keep war production going to 
full speed with no stoppage from any 
cause, with labor and industry and the 
public working together to beat the Japs 
and Nazis. 

Let us keep Bonneville power at work 
full speed to supply war planes to win 
the war. 

Let us keep our Oregon shipyards 
working the clock around for victory. 

' Let us curb the growth of bureaucratic 
government in Washington. The waste 
of Government funds must stop. 

Let us give small business a break. It 
has a right to live. 

Let us refuse pensions for Congressmen 
and bureaucrats but give a square deal 
to our old folks by providing adequate 
pensions now. 

Let us provide justly for our veterans 
and servicemen who have sacrificed that 
America may be preserved. 

Mr. Speaker, America is fighting for its 
life. Our backs areto the wall. As Don- 
ald Nelson says, we can lose the war. 
Powerful, cunning, and resourceful ene- 
mies are aligned against us. All of our 
resources and all of our manpower must 
be brought into service against these ene- 
mies if we win, as we must and shall do. 
Our road is a hard one. Victory will not 
come to us without a long, hard, and 
bitter struggle. Our liberties were pur- 
chased by our forebears at great cost of 
blood and sacrifice, and we must likewise 
defend our treasured heritages with our 
property and our lives if we are worthy 
of them. As we stand face to face with 
the grim tragedy of this world-encircling 
war, let us rededicate our lives to the one 
great task of defending our America and 
defeating our enemies who would destroy 
or enslave us. 

As did our fathers of old, may we pledge 
our all: 

With firm reliance on the protection of 
Divine Providence, we mutually pledge to each 
other our lives, our fortunes, and our sacred 
honor * + + that this Nation shall, under 
God, have a new birth of freedom, and that 
government of the people, by the people, 
for the people shall not perish from the earth. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my own remarks and 
to include certain excerpts. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. Murpocxk] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 


PARITY AND THE FARM PROBLEM 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr, Speaker, there 
is no reason for assuming that the vote 
taken a few minutes ago in the House is 
a repudiation of the principle of parity. 
I myself am a firm supporter of the 
principle of parity prices for farmers; I 
believe in the concept; I have always 
supported it, and I believe that the House 
made no attempt in the vote on the Can- 
non amendment previously taken today 
to repudiate its former stand. 

When.I came here about five and a 
half years ago, in the Seventy-fifth Con- 
gress, although I did not represent quite 
the same kind of agricultural constitu- 
ency as do some of you generally from 
the Middle West, I felt that the farmers 
of America ought to receive the special 
attention of thoughtful patriotic Ameri- 
can lawmakers. There have, of course, 
been various proposals offered, varying 
from the concept of parity up to the con- 
cept of cost of production. I am not so 
sure but there may be a better solution 
in general to the farm problem than that 
which we have been striving toward in 
recent years, but I am not going to de- 
bate that at this time. 

Even though it was stated on the floor 
of the House in debate today that a 
principle was involved, I do not so regard 
it. I feel that our Nation is at war and 
agriculture now in a critical position de- 
manding immediate action. Being as- 
sured by that eminent member of the 
Committee on Agriculture, the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Hope], that there 
was no hazard of the concept of parity 
in this vote and thinking the same way 
about it myself, I feel that at this time 
the Government ought to be permitted to 
sell quantities of grain for feeding pur- 
poses, and more particularly for the pro- 
duction of industrial alcohol. I antici- 
pate rubber will be produced from such 
alcohol and ultimately a large portion of 
our tires for automotive equipment will 
be made from it. 

Some might say, of course, you grow 
no corn in your State—which is virtually 
true—no corn for the market, and you 
have livestock interests and want cheap 
feed for your cattle, sheep, or poultry— 
and that is true; but I want to remind 
you that it is possible to take a broad 
national viewpoint here on the ground 
that, at this time when Ihe Government 
is calling on every agricultural factor to 
produce food in the form of meat, eggs, 
and also wool fiber and cotton fiber, we 
ought to consider the move taken by the 
House today as a step in this direction 
and, therefore, a war measure. I do feel 
positive, however, that it was brought 
out in debate today, or it is made clear, 
that the intent of the Jaw-giver in this 
case was not to undermine the principle 
of parity but merely to make an excep- 
tion to it in time of great emergency. 
Therefore, we ought after the conclusion 
of this emergency to continue to go 
toward the goal of parity prices not only 
in the five commodities which have thus 
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far been covered but in every important 
agricultural commodity. ‘Thus 30,000,- 
000 of American citizens who are tilling 
the soil, developing our greatest natural 
resource, and feeding the Nation and 
also many other nations, will not be im- 
poverished but will be given that degree 
of support which alone can give stability 
and prosperity to our entire Nation, 
[Here the gavel fell.] 


COLLECTION OF SCRAP RUBBER IN 
KANSAS 


Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr, Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 5 minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to call the attention of the mem- 
bership of the House to some figures that 
have just been compiled by the Petro- 
leum War Council on the collection of 
scrap rubber. 

I refer in particular to my own State 
of Kansas. The State of Kansas ranked 
in sixth place, per capita, among all 48 
States and the District of Columbia in 
the volume of scrap rubber collected at 
the end of last week. Kansas people 
have turned in an average of 11.37 
pounds of rubber for every person in the 
State. This is two and three times as. 
much scrap as is reported from States 
of comparative population, and much 
more than in a number of Eastern States. 

Mr. Speaker, the thing to which I want 
to direct your special attention is that 
the people in our part of the country, 
where there is ample supply of gasoline, 
do not need rationing of gas in order to 
make them realize the necessity of sav- 
ing rubber. Kansas always does her part 
when important demands and requests 
are made. She is doing her part in this 
emergency. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I am glad to 
yield to the gentleman from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I call attention to 
the fact that the last report I have is 
that the State of Arizona ranked fourth 
among the States of the Union in the 
collection of rubber. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. My report was 
day before yesterday and it was stated 
in that report that Arizona ranked 
seventh, Iam very happy to see that the 
gentleman’s State ranks fourth. I know 
the great State of Arizona ranks high in 
many respects. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from Califor- 
nia. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Am I 
not correct in stating that the State of 
California ranks first? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. On the list I 
have before me as of last Saturday it did 
not rank first on a per capita basis. I 
am sure it does rank very high in vol- 
ume. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Which 
one was first? 


Will the 
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Mr. REES of Kansas. The State of 
Nevada, with a comparatively small 
papon ranked first on the per capita 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. The gen- 
tleman is stating it in percentages of 
collection. I am talking about the total 
volume. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. That isa differ- 
ent story. If you are going to put it on 
a volume basis, that is something else. 
Of course, California is almost an em- 
pire within itself. The gentleman's State 
does things in a big way. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. That is 
right. Iam not trying to create any un- 
due comparisons. The gentleman’s State 
has done very well, but I just wanted the 
Recorp to show that we did rank first in 
volume. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. The great State 
of California is entitled to that credit. 
California does things in a big way. Her 
people and the distinguished Representa- 
tive the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Vooruis] have a right to be proud of her 
achievements. 


EXTENSION OF REMARES 


(Mr. Grant of Alabama asked and was 
given permission to extend his own re- 
marks in the RECORD.) 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the Chair declares the 
House in recess, subject to the call of 
the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 40 min- 
utes p, m.), pursuant to the order here- 
tofore made, the House stood in recess, 
subject to the call of the Speaker. 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
Was called to order by the Speaker at 4 
o'clock and 36 minutes p. m. 


FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A further message from the Senate by 
Mr. Gathing, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7349) 
entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for 
the month of July 1942, and for other 
purposes.” 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to 
the bill (H. R. 5695) entitled “An act 
to amend the Civilian Pilot Training Act 
of 1939 so as to provide for the training 
of civilian aviation technicians and me- 
chanics,” disagreed to by the House; 
agrees to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
Battey, Mr. CLARK of Missouri, and Mr. 
McNary to be the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
‘Senate agrees to the amendment of the 
House to a bill of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing title: “S. 2543. An act to amend 
subsection (3) of section 602 (d) of the 
National Service Life Insurance Act, as 
amended, and for other purposes.” 


MESSAGE OF SOLIDARITY FROM MEXICO 


The Speaker laid before the House the 
following communication, which was 
read: : 
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[Translation] 


s Washington, D. 0.: 
On the occasion of the celebration of the 
Fourth of July, the date on which the United 
States of America commemorates its inde- 
pendence, the Permanent Committee of the 
Congress of the Union resolved in today's 
meeting to address to the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the American Union, 
through your kind offices, a message of 
solidarity and warm sympathy in the present 
grave emergency. Mexico fully appreciates 
the work undertaken by the United States 
of America in its noble purpose of contribut- 
ing with the sacrifice of its men and the giv- 
ing of all its moral and material resources to 
the triumph of civilization and justice. 
United by an equal devotion to democracy 
and a similar faith in the superior destinies 
of the world our two countries find them- 
selves in a war against the forces which are 
trying to eliminate from the earth the tradi- 
tions of equality, reciprocal respect, and gen- 
erous cooperation, which are the firmest bases 
for the unity of this continent. Although 
the ideals for which we are fighting have 
been refined with the years, it can be said 
that their existence is contemporary with our 
lives as free and sovereign nations. Today 
when the North American people are honor- 
ing the creators of their great Nation, noth- 
ing seems to us more opportune than to in- 
voke their lesson of heroism and autonomy 
as a magnificent augury that, regardless of 
the contingencies of the conflagration, the 
victory of the United Nations will affirm the 
possibility of an international living together 
based on democracy, right, and social justice. 
We reiterate to Your Excellency the as- 
surances of our deep respect. 
AURELIO PAMANES ESCABEDO, 
Engineer, 
The Chairman of the Permanent 
Committee of the Congress of the 
Union. 
IGNACIO GOMEZ ARROYO, 
Jost GOMEZ ESPARZA, 
Secretaries. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leaye of ab- 
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Jacossen (at the request of 
Mr. Le Comptes), for a few days, on ac- 
count. of official business. 

To Mr. SHANLEY (at the request of Mr. 
KOPPLEMANN) , on account of official busi- 
ness, ' 

To Mrs. Byron, for 1 day, on account 
of illness, 

To Mr. Hosgs (at the request of Mr. 
SPARKMAN), for 1 day, on account of im- 
portant business. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the 
Recor at this point a brief though in- 
teresting copy of a letter signed by the 
distinguished Secretary of State, Cor- 
dell Hull, to my colleague from Michi- 
gan, Mr. RABAUT. y 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
igan [Mr. DINGELL]. 

There was no objection. 

The letter referred to follows: 

THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington, D. C. July 2, 1942. 
The Honorable Lours C. RABAUT, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr. Rasavut: Your recent speech 

in the Congress on foreign affairs is an ad- 
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ditional indication of your continuing in- 
terest in our foreign relations generally, 
Your attention to these questions has been 
& real benefit to the Department of State and 
to me personally, and I hope will prove an 
aid to the understanding of our people. 
With best wishes, 
Sincerely yours, 
CORDELL HULL, 


ADJOURNMENT OVER 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. McCormack]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
aes consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. DIRKSEN]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, may I 
ask the majority leader what the pros- 
pects are of calling up the tax bill next 
week? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am hopeful it 
will be called up next Tuesday, but I 
cannot say definitely at this time. I will 
be in a better position on Thursday to 
more definitely advise the House. It is 
our expectation at this time that general 
debate will start next Tuesday. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills of the House of the follow- 
ing titles, which were thereupon signed 
by the Speaker: 

H.R. 6081. An act to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to promote on the retired list 
officers who were decorated and recom- 
mended for promotion for distinguished sery- 
ice during the World War and who have not 
attained the rank to which recommended,” 
so as to confer on any commissioned officer 
of the Army retirement privileges provided 
in the act of June 13, 1940; and 

H.R. 7349. An act making appropriations 


for the Department of Agriculture for the 
month of July 1942. 


The Speaker announced his signature 
to enrolled bills of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


5.2109. An act authorizing the Secretary of 
War to sell and convey to the town of Marmet, 
W. Va., two tracts of land to be used for 
municipal purposes; 

8. 2553. An act to create the title of flight 
officer in the Army Air Forces, to amend the 
Army Aviation Cadet Act, and for other 
purposes; 

S5. 2565. An act to amend sections 12A and 
tio the Federal Reserve Act, as amended; 
an 

5.2599. An act authorizing the head of the 
department or agency using the public do- 
main for war purposes to compensate hold- 
ers of grazing permits and licenses for losses 
sustained by reason of such use of public 
lands for war purposes. 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that that 
committee did on July 7, 1942, present to 
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the President, for his approval, bills of 
the House of the following titles: 


H. R.2989. An act to authorize the use of 
a tract of land in California knoWn as the 
Millerton Rancheria in connection with the 
Central Valley project, and for other pur- 


SCS; 

H.R, 4153. An act for the relief of Cleaver 
Kelley; 

H. R. 4242. An act for the relief of the Cor- 
bitt Co.; 

H. R. 4604. An act for the relief of Doris 
Mongol Rai; 

H. R. 5439. An act for the relief of Joseph 
Soulek; 

H.R. 5819. An act directing the Attorney 
General to record the lawful admittance for 
permanent residence of Vivian Chang; 

H. R. 5845. An act for the relief of Alvira 
Manfredi. 

H.R. 6702. An act to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a district judge for the north- 
ern district of California in order to fill a 
vacancy in the office of an additional district 
judge heretofore authorized for such district; 
and 

H. R. 7137. An act to amend the Agricul- 
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended, 
with respect to marketing quotas for peanuts, 
and for other purposes. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 41 minutes p. m.), under 
its previous order, the House adjourned 
until Thursday, July 9, 1942, at 12 o’clock 
noon, 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND 
FISHERIES 


The Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries will hold a public hear- 
ing on Thursday, July 9, 1942, at 10 a. m., 
on H. R. 1616, to amend section 509, as 
amended, of the Merchant Marine Act, 
1936. 

COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
will hold a public hearing on Tuesday, 
July 14, 1942, at 10:30 a. m. in room 247, 
House Office Building, on H. R. 5031, 
H. R. 5144, H. R. 5167, and H. R. 5236. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
tommunications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1793. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill to repeal certain laws and to amend 
other laws relating to naval aviation cadets; 
and to provide for aviation cadets in the 
Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

1794. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
amend Article of War No. 5044; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. VOORHIS of California: Special Com- 


mittee to Investigate Un-American Activities. 
Minority views, part II, on House Resolution 
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282, Seventy-fifth Congress, and House Res- 
olution 26, Seventy-sixth Congress. Special 
report on subversive activities aimed at de- 
stroying our representative form of govern- 
ment; without amendment (Rept. No. 2277). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, 

Mr, RANDOLPH: Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. H.R,6963. A bill to 
amend the act entitled “An act to authorize 
black-outs in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes,” approved December 26, 
1941, and for other purposes; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2324). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev- 
erally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HUNTER: 

H. R. 7355. A bill to amend section 75 (a) 
of the act entitled “An act to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States,” approved July 1, 1898, as 
amended; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 7356. A bill to amend section 75 (a) 
of the act entitled “An act to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States,” approved July 1, 1898, as 
amended; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. MEYER of Maryland: 

H. R. 7357. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Bulah Fiori; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr, PACE: 

H. R. 7358. A bill for the relief of the Wil- 
liams Lumber Co.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

H. R. 7359. A bill for the relief of the Wil- 
liams Lumber Co.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. PETERSON of Florida: 

H. R. 7360. A bill with reference to certain 
loans made under the Agricultural Market- 
ing Act of 1929 and to grant certain relief to 
Florida Citrus Exchange, the Growers Loan 
& Guaranty Co., and the Guaranty Operating 
Co.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3186. By Mr. BULWINKLE: Petition of 
Rev. L. E. Bookout and others of Gaston 
County, petitioning for the passage of Sen- 
ate bill 860; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3187. By Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of the 
New Jersey State Legislature, requesting that 
all rationing, including gasoline rationing, 
be made Nation-wide; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

3188. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of 
104 citizens of Warren and Marion Counties, 
Iowa, urging legislation to provide for the 
abolishment of liquor traffic as an aid to an 
all-out war effort; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

3189. By Mrs. NORTON: Senate concur- 
rent resolution adopted by the One Hundred 
and Sixty-sixth Legislature of the State of 
New Jersey, memorializing the Congress of 
the United States to provide that all ration- 
ing, including the rationing of gasoline, be 
made national in scope; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 
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3190. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
Warehouse Union, District 1, Local 6, Inter- 


- national Longshoremen and Warehousemen’s 


Union, affiliated with the Congress of Indus- 
trial Organizations, regarding establishment 
of a uniform, simple, and inexpensive pro- 
cedure for the proof of American birth of all 
persons in fact born in this country; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

3191. By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of 
members of the Methodist Church of Ken- 
dall, N. Y., supporting the so-called Shep- 
pard bill (S. 860); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Tuurspay, JuLy 9, 1942 


BERKELEY L. BUNKER, a Senator from 
the State of Nevada, and a member of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 
Saints, offered the following prayer: 


Our Father who art in heaven, at the 
beginning of this day’s session we bow 
in humble prayer, realizing the serious- 
ness of the hour, the peril of the day, 
and our need of divine guidance. 

We pray for the membership of the 
Senate. O Lord, not only make us 
equal to our responsibility but worthy of 
the sacred trust reposed in us by the peo- 
ple of this great land. We pray for judg- 
ment, wisdom, and faith, and that our 
deliberations and conclusions may be 
worthy of Thy benediction and redound 
to the benefit and blessing of humanity. 

Bless, O Lord, the sons of America 
who fight and die to preserve the sacred 
institutions of freedom and democracy. 
May we at home be worthy of their sac- 
rifice, and may the day speedily come 
that will bring to America victory and to 
the world peace. 

Bless the President with vision to see 
the course that Thou wouldst have us 
pursue as a nation, and with health and 
strength to endure and execute the re- 
sponsibilities of his high office. 

When the war clouds shall have van- 
ished, our Father, may we, as a nation, 
assume and discharge the responsibility 
of our destiny in the establishment of a 
better day. 

All this we pray in the name of our 
Lord, Jesus Christ. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the cal- 
endar day Monday, July 6, 1942, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 

APPROVAL OF BILLS 


Messages in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States were com- 
municated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, 
one of his secretaries, who also an- 
nounced that the President had ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

On July 7, 1942: 

S. 2565. An act to amend sections 12A and 

19 of the Federal Reserve Act, as amended, 
On July 8, 1942: 

S. 2553. An act to create the title of flight 
officer in the Army Air Forces, to amend the 
Army Aviation Cadet Act, and for other 
purposes, 
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INDEPENDENCE DAY — FELICITATIONS 
FROM PERMANENT COMMITTEE OF 
THE CONGRESS OF THE UNION, MEX- 
ICO CITY, MEXICO 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following telegram, which was 
ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed in the RECORD: 


[Translation] 


Mexico Crry, MEXICO, 
July 4, 1942. 
Most Excellent Señor, HENRY A. WALLACE, 
President of the Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 

On the occasion of the celebration of the 
4th of July, the date on which the United 
States of America commemorates its inde- 
pendence, the Permanent Committee of the 
Congress of the Union resolved in today’s 

* meeting to address to the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the American Union, 
through your kind offices, a message of soli- 
darity and warm sympathy in the present 
grave emergency. Mexico fully appreciates 
the work undertaken by the United States 
of America in its noble purpose of con- 
tributing with the sacrifice of its men and 
the giving of all its moral and material re- 
sources to the triumph of civilization and 
justice. United by an equal devotion to 
democracy and a similar faith in the su- 
perior destinies of the world, our two coun- 
tries find themselves in a war against the 
forces which are trying to eliminate from 
the earth the traditions of equality, recip- 
rocal respect, and generous cooperation, 
which are the firmest bases for the unity 
of this continent. Although the ideals for 
which we are fighting have been refined with 
the years, it can be said that their existence 
is contemporary with our lives as free and 
sovereign nations. Today when the North 
American people are honoring the creators 
of their great Nation, nothing seems to us 
more opportune than to invoke their lesson 
of heroism and autonomy as a magnificent 
augury that, regardless of the contingencies 
of the conflagration, the victory of the United 
Nations will affirm the possibility of an in- 
ternational living together based on democ- 
racy, right, and social justice. We reiterate 
to your excellency the assurances of our 
deep respect. 

AURELIO PAMANES ESCOBEDO, 
Engineer, 
Chairman of the Permanent Committee 
of the Congress of the Union. 
IenNacto GOMEZ ARROYO, 
Jost GOMEZ ESPARZA, 
Secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE DURING AD- 
JOURNMENT—ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Under authority of the order of the 
7th instant, 

A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives was received by the Secretary 
of the Senate during adjournment of the 
Senate announcing that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the enrolled bill 
(H. R. 7349) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the 
month of July 1942, and it was signed 
by the Vice President. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following communications 
and letter, which were referred as indi- 
cated: 

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATES, STATE DEPARTMENT 
(S. Doc. No. 237) 

A communication from the P-esident of 
the United States, transmitting supplemental 
estimates of appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of State, fiscal year 1943, amounting 
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to $1,643,000 (with an accompanying paper); 

to the Committee on Appropriations and 

ordered to be printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATES, INTERIOR DEPART- 
ment (S. Doc. No, 238) 

A communication from the President of 
the United States, transmitting supple- 
mental estimates of appropriations for the 
Department of the Interior, fiscal year 1943, 
amounting to $437,415.43 (with an accom- 
panying paper); to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

Two letters from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, lists of papers and documents on the 
files of the Departments of State, Treasury 
(2), War, Navy, and Agriculture (8), The 
National Archives (2), War Production 
Board, National Housing Agency (4), Fed- 
eral Trade Commission, Federal Security 
Agency, and the Civil Service Commission, 
which are not needed in the conduct of 
business and have no permanent value or 
historical interest, and requesting action 
looking toward their disposition (with ac- 
companying papers); to a Joint Select Com- 
mittee on the Disposition of Papers in the 
Executive Departments. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. Brewster members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate, 


RESOLUTIONS OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
OF THE FARMERS GRAIN DEALERS 
ASSOCIATION OF IOWA 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a telegram embodying resolutions 
adopted by the board of directors of the 
Farmers Grain Dealers Association of 
Iowa, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


Fort Dopce, Iowa, July 8, 1942. 
Vice President Henry A. WALLACE: 

Whereas the development of synthetic 
rubber in quantity to meet the immediate 
military needs of modern warfare and to 
maintain for the duration both military and 
civilian production of essential materials is 
imperative; and 

Whereas the manufacture of rubber from 
alcohol derived from farm crops is a practi- 
cal and economic process; and 

Whereas farm products offer the cheapest 
and most readily available source of raw 
material: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the board of directors of the 
Farmers Grain Dealers Association of Iowa 
in meeting assembled at Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
on July 7, 1942, That we urge the immediate 
passage by Congress of pending legislation 
which provides in substance for the con- 
struction of plants for the manufacture of 
alcohol from farm products; be it further 

Resolved, That such plants should be con- 
structed in the Middle West where ample 
supplies of raw farm products are available 
and the feed byproducts find a ready market 
with lowest transportation costs; be it further 

Resolved, That Congress make adequate 
priority provision to the end that construc- 
tion of and equipment material may be 
available at the earliest date. 


Whereas the divergence of apinn between 
the House and Senate of Congress and among 
pressure groups is delaying constructive 
progress in legislation embodied in the agri- 
culture appropriation bill; and 

Whereas said disagreement involved the 
sale below parity of Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration stocks of wheat and corn for feed 
grains and also the question of 100 percent 
parity loans on basic agriculture commodi- 
ties; and 
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Whereas the war emergency demands for 
meat and animal fats, dairy and poultry 
products should be met and all possible en- 
couragement be immediately given to the 
production of said food products; and 

Whereas this matter of parity income to 
agriculture is of “vital importance but may 
be obtained by any of several legislative sub- 
sidies: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the board of directors oj the 
Farmers Grain Dealers Association of Iowa 
in meeting assembled at Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
July 7, 1942, That we favor the sale of Com- 
modity Credit Corporation stocks at below 
parity prices for the encouragement of pro- 
duction of meat and animal fat, dairy and 
poultry products, or other products essential 
to the war effort; be it further 

Resolved, That we believe the interests of 
the Nation and of agriculture now and in 
the post-war adjustment can best be served 
by avoiding highly inflationary tendencies 
which might be given impetus by 100 percent 
or over parity loans; and be it further 

Resolved, That labor, industry, and other 
economic groups give equal consideration to 
avoiding inflation that we may win the war 
and establish peace with the least possible 
repercussion to our national economy. 

FARMERS GRAIN DEALERS 
ASSOCIATION oF Towa. 


PETITIONS 


Petitions, etc., were iaid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as in- 
dicated: 


By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

Papers in the nature of petitions from sev- 
eral citizens of the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of Senate bill 860, to 
prohibit the sale of alcoholic liquor and to 
suppress vice in the vicinity of military camps 
and naval establishments; ordered to lie on 
the table. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A petition, numerously signed, of members 
of Zion Methodist Church, of Robinson, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of Senate bill 860, 
to prohibit the sale of alcoholic liquor and 
to suppress vice in the vicinity of military 
camps and naval establishments; ordered to 
lie on the table. 

By Mr. ELLENDER: 

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Louisiana; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency: 

House Concurrent Resolution 20 


Whereas the production of sugarcane and 
the processing and refining of sugar therefrom 
is and has been for more than 100 years one 
of the principal industries of the State of 
Louisiana, affording a livelihood to many 
thousands of farmers, laborers, and orice 
persons of this State; and 

Whereas it appears that there will be few 
duced in Louisiana during the year 1942 one 
of the largest crops of sugarcane in the his- 
tory of the Louisiana sugar industry; and 

Whereas because of climatic conditions in 
Louisiana, sugarcane must be harvested and 
processed into sugar during the months of 
October, November, and December; and 

Whereas a major portion of the sugarcane 
produced in Louisiana is normally, and will be 
during 1942, processed into raw sugar for sale 
to sugar refiners; and 

Whereas raw sugar is highly perishable and 
must be stored in properly constructed and 
ventilated warehouses in order to prevent 
complete deterioration and loss; and 

Whereas the raw-sugar producers of the 
State of Louisiana have storage facilities to 
handle only a portion of the sugar produced 
by them, some producers having no such 
facilities whatever, and for this reason each 
processing season large quantities of raw 
Sugar must be sold and delivered to sugar 
refiners as produced, which sugar is normally 
stored by the refiners until refined and sold 
for consumption; and 


1942 


Whereas under the present sugar-rationing j 


program, restricting the sale and distribution 
of sugar, large quantities of sugar have been 
accumulated in the hands of the sugar re- 
finers and producers of other types of direct 
consumption sugar, operating in the State of 
Louisiana and elsewhere in the United States; 
and 

Whereas because of the accumulation of 
such quantities of sugar, all or practically all 
warehouse facilities available to the sugar re- 
finers and producers of direct consumption 
sugar are filled to capacity, and the accumula- 
tion of sugar and lack of available storage 
space have resulted in several refiners sus- 
pending operations; and ? 

Whereas with a continuance of the present 
sugar-rationing regulations, there appears to 
be no possibility of relieving the congested 
condition above mentioned and of providing 
warehouse facilities for the storage of the 
sugar to be produced from sugarcane in 
Louisiana during the fall of 1942, which con- 
dition, unless corrected, will be critical, and 
will probably result in the loss of thousands 
of tons of sugarcane now standing.in the 
fields and the loss of large quantities of sugar; 
and 

Whereas the officials charged with the ad- 
ministration and conservation during this 
emergency of essential supplies and com- 
modities should be made cognizant of these 
facts, and urged to modify the existing regu- 
lations affecting sugar, which modification is 
deemed possible without affecting the safety 
or welfare of this country or her Allies; and 

Whereas it is generally known and has been 
scientifically proven that sugar is one of the 
most essential and the cheapest of all energy- 
producing foods, and it is reasonable to be- 
lieve that the normal high per capita con- 
sumption of sugar in the United States has 
contributed materially to the health, stamina, 
and physical welfare of the people of this 
country; and 

Whereas the continued consumption of 
sugar in large quantities is not only beneficial 
to the physical welfare of our people, but is, 
and will be after the present world conflict, 
essential to the economic welfare of the sugar- 
cane and sugarcane producing areas of the 
continental United States, of our insular pos- 
sessions, of our neighbors to the south, whose 
friendship has proven most valuable, and in 
the rehabilitation of the Philippine Islands, 
when restored to its people; and 

Whereas there is presently being conducted 
in the United States, through official releases 
of the Consumer Division of the Office of 
Price Administration and the United States 
Department of Agriculture and through na- 
tionally read magazines, a propaganda cam- 
paign to the effect that sugar is not essential 
and urging the resort to substitutes, which 
campaign is designed to curtail the usage of 
sugar by the consuming public; and 

Whereas such releases and public utter- 
ances will, through the permanent decrease 
in the consumption of sugar, seriously affect 
the physical welfare of all of the people of 
this country and disastrously affect the eco- 
nomic welfare of the sugar-producing areas 
above mentioned; and 

Whereas it is believed that the people of 
this country are sufficiently patriotic and im- 
bued with the knowledge that the sacrifices 
must be made in order to successfully prose- 
cute the war effort, and will gladly accept 
rationing program or other inconvenience or 
hardship that may be necessary, without the 
issuance of such statements which can only 
result in permanent and irreparable harm: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of 
Louisiana (the house of representatives and 
senate concurring herein), That the Hon- 
orable Leon Henderson, Administrator of the 
Office of Price Administration, the Honorable 
Claude R. Wickard, Secretary of Agriculture 
of the United States, and the Honorable Don- 
ald M. Nelson, Chairman of the War Produc- 
tion Board, be and they are hereby respect- 
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fully requested and urged to take cognizance 
of the facts hereinabove set out, and to take 
some action, either through the modification 
of the sugar-rationing regulation, or other- 
wise to alleviate the congestion of sugar- 
storage facilities in this country and particu- 
larly in Louisiana, and thereby avoid the 
critical condition hereinabove mentioned, 
which will otherwise exist during the Louisi- 
ana sugarcane-processing season of 1942, and 
will inevitably result in the loss of large quan- 
tities of sugarcane and sugar; be it further 
Resolved, That in view of the benefits de- 
rived from the consumption of sugar and the 
economic welfare of sugar-producing areas 
supplying our consumption requirements, 
that’ said officials be and they are hereby 
further requested and urged to suppress and 


‘avoid, as far as possible, any statements or 


public utterances which will have the effect 
of permanently curtailing and decreasing the 
consumption of sugar in the United States 
and which will result in serious and irrepara~ 
ble injury to the sugar-producing areas of our 
country, including its possessions, and of 
other friendly nations; be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this concurrent 
resolution be sent to the President of the 
United States, to the oficials above men- 
tioned, and to the Louisiana Senators and 
Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND 
SUPPRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILI- 
TARY CAMPS—PETITIONS 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I pre- 
sent for appropriate reference 31 peti- 
tions bearing the signatures of 1,429 
citizens from 32 communities, in 21 coun- 
ties, all in the State of Ohio, urging the 
enactment of Senate bill 860. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The peti- 
tions presented by the Senator from 
Ohio will lie on the table. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to present for ap- 
propriate reference and to have printed 
in the Recorp without the signatures at- 
tached a petition regarding S. 860, known 
as the Sheppard bill. This petition was 
sent to me by Clarence H. Zimmerman, 
minister of the Christian Church at 
Osborne, Kans., and is signed by mem- 
bers of his congregation. 

There being no objection, the petition 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed in the Recorp without the signa- 
tures attached, as follows: 

Senator REED, 
Washington, D. C.: 

It is our desire to do all in our power to 
assist in the defense of democracy, as it ex- 
presses itself in righteousness, liberty, and 
freedom in our Government and in the world. 
Therefore, we are petitioning you very 
urgently to be active in your endeavors and 
untiring efforts, to bring every influence 
upon the Congress of the United States and 
upon the President of the United States, to 
pass the Sheppard bill, known as S. 860, and 
to further investigate vice conditions in de- 
fense centers and camps and bring to pass 
the power invested in the Government, to 
speedily correct these immoral conditions 
that disgrace and dissipate our men in the 
armed forces of our Nation. The under- 
signed are voting constituents of your area, 
and so petition you, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. VAN NUYS, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

S. 2643. A bill to authorize the presenta- 
tion of a Medal of Honor to J. Edgar Hoover; 
with amendments (Rept. No. 1539). 
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By Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee on 
Commerce: 

H.R. 6999. A bill to promote the national 
defense and to promptly facilitate and pro- 
tect the transport of materials and supplies 
needful to the Military Establishment by au- 
thorizing the construction and operation of a 
pipe line and a navigable barge channel across 
Florida, and by deepening and enlarging the 
Intracoastal Waterway from its present east- 
ern terminus to the vicinity of the Mexican 
border; with amendments (Rept. No. 1541). 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 


Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on July 
7, 1942, that committee presented to the 
President of the United States the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills: 


5.2109. An act authorizing the Secretary of 
War to sell and convey to the town of Mar- 
met, W. Va., two tracts of land to be used 
for municipal purposes; 

S. 2553. An act to create the title of flight 
officer in the Army Air Forces, to amend the 
Army Aviation Cadet Act, and for other pur- 
poses; 

S. 2565. An act to amend sections 12A and 
19 of the Federal Reserve Act, as amended; 
and 

8. 2599. An act authorizing the head of the 
department or agency using the public do- 
main for war purposes to compensate holders 
of grazing permits and licenses for losses sus- 
tained by reason of such use of public lands 
for war purposes. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Mr. ELLENDER (for Mr. Brown) in- 
troduced the following bills, which were 
each read twice by their titles and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 


S.2647. A bill for the relief of N. Harris 
Manufacturing Co., of Detroit, Mich.; and 

S. 2648. A bill to relieve certain employees 
of the Veterans’ Administration from finan- 
cial liability for certain overpayments and 
allow such credit therefor as is necessary in 
the accounts of certain disbursing officers. 


PENALTIES AND EXPENSES INCIDENT TO 
BRINGING CERTAIN ALIENS INTO THE 
UNITED STATES—AMENDMENT 


Mr. ANDREWS submitted an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill 
(S. 1449) relating to the imposition of 
certain penalties and the payment of de- 
tention expenses incident to the bringing 
of certain aliens into the United States, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration and ordered to be printed. 


TENDER OF FRATERNAL GREETINGS OF 
CONGRESS TO THE FREE PEOPLE OF 
FRANCE ON BASTILLE DAY 


Mr. PEPPER submitted the following 
concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 30), 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations: 

Senate Concurrent Resolution 30 


Whereas on July 14, 1789, 155 years ago, 
the great common people of France, in a 
heroic and irresistible uprising, seized and 
destroyed in Paris the medieval bastion of 
eighteenth-century totalitarianism known as 
the Bastille; and 

Whereas the date of this event, July 14, 
1789, marked the mighty beginning of the 
people’s revolution in France, which merged 
with our own to bring the light of demo- 
cratic rule, of liberty and equality and 
brotherhood, to all the peoples of the earth; 
and 

Whereas Bastille Day has since become 
rightfully accepted as the birthday of the 
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French Republic and marked as a joyous 
holiday universally identified among free 
men with the democratic revolution; and 

Whereas on this day today our great sister 
republic, despite her epic effort and self- 
sacrifice in the cause of human liberty, is 
oppressed by a foreign tyrant; and 

Whereas this foreign tyrant, Adolf Hitler, 
who has built his career upon mass murder, 
pillage, falsehood, and infamy, is bent upon 
the single course of restoring throughout the 
world the darkness, violence, and tyranny of 
the feudal reaction, and reduce the peoples 
of Europe to the bondage against which they 
rose on the day the Bastille fell; and 

Whereas we are engaged in a world-wide 
war against Hitler and all who are allied with 
him on the side of the feudal reaction, and 
all our resources and power and blood are 
indivisibly and totally dedicated to the de- 
struction of the Axis and the triumph of the 
people’s revolution symbolized by the fall of 
the Bastille: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That the Senate 
and House of Representatives, the first par- 
liament of the democratic revolution, send 
their fraternal greetings to the free people 
of France; and 

That this day be marked by our proud and 
grateful acknowledgment to the unconquer- 
able people of France of our political, cul- 
tural, and social debt to their genius, their 
sublime regard for human liberty, and their 
profound and exemplary humanity; and 

That on behalf of our Government and the 
130,000,000 Americans we pledge the people of 
France in this their trying but sublime hour 
our solemn and sacred assurance that France 
shall again be free and fully restored to her 
former glory; and 

That we further pledge to the people of 
France that this time, with our combined 
strength, with our common indignation, and 
with the aroused might of the free peoples 
of Asia, America, and Europe, we shall wipe 
the feudal reaction forever from the face of 
the earth. 


USE OF WOOD IN CONSTRUCTING 
PIPE LINES 


Mr. REED. . Mr. President, on May 11 
I discussed at some length the trans- 
portation problem of the country at the 
present time. During that discussion the 
senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nor- 
RIS] raised the question of using wood 
to construct pipe lines which would re- 
lieve the pressure upon the use of criti- 
cal materials and would at the same time, 
if feasible, provide additional pipe-line 
poreon facilities for oil and gaso- 

e. 

A friend of mine called attention 
shortly thereafter to an articleʻin the 
Military Engineer wherein Robert 
Turner, representing the National Lum- 
ber Manufacturers’ Association, wrote a 
very informing article upon wood pipe. 
The article is entitled “Wood Pipe Can 
Also Serve.” It is so interesting and 
the question is so important that, while 
I do not want to take the time of the 
Senate to read it, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have the article from the Mili- 
tary Engineer of June, entitled “Wood 
Pipe Can Also Serve,” printed in the 
REcorD as a part of my remarks at this 
point. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Woop PIPE Can ALSO SERVE 
(Robert Turner) 

In a typical 35,000-man cantonment a 
water system of wood pipe would save 9,193,- 
600 pounds of iron and $222,140. These fig- 
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ures come from a report by Beasley & Stoehr, 
hydraulic engineers of Portland, Oreg., who 
recently made a study of the relative merits 
of wood stave pipe versus cast-iron pipe, 
basing their analysis on 1941 prices of class 
150 bell and spigot cast-iron pipe with 
caulking materials, and those of untreated 
machine-banded wood pipe, banded for 250- 
foot head with galvanized wire and fitted 
with creosoted collars. 

This study showed a dollar saving of 3914 
to 5844 percent, depending on size, while 
metal saving ranges from 8614 to 91% per- 
cent. The total cost of a water system for 
such a camp would be $194,740 for wood pipe 
as compared to $416,880 for cast iron, the 
estimate showed, and the amount of metal 
involved would be 1,184,700 pounds against 
10,378,300. ' 3 

The idea of using wood pipe in military 
establishments is by no means new. It was 
used by the American Expeditionary Forces 
during World War No. 1 with excellent re- 
sults. One of its greatest assets was its light- 
ness, because it had to be shipped from this 
country to France and distributed there. 
Wood pipe weighs 60 to 71 percent less 
than metal. 

The total amount of wood pipe used by our 
armed forces during the last war seems a 
figure impossible to assemble with any de- 
gree of accuracy. However, some conception 
can be gained from the report of one maker, 
the Redwood Manufacturers Co., that in the 
period from June 22, 1917, to December 11, 
1918, it alone supplied the War and Navy 
Departments with 2,311,797 lineal feet of 
wood pipe in diameters from 4 to 48 inches. 
This was distributed to 73 camps and depots 
throughout this country and France. 

Col. J, Franklin Bell, editor of the Military 
Engineer, recalls that a great deal of wood 
pipe passed through the Intermediate Supply 
Depot at Gievres, where he was in charge of 
the Engineer Corps section during the sum- 
mer of 1918; from his point of view, the ease 
with which wood pipe could be handled and 
shipped was an important factor. 

Col, Ernest Graves, now returned to active 
service, remembers using much 8-inch wood 
pipe in France; he found that it made for 
rapid, easy work, because it required no 
calking at the joints. One job in particu- 
lar that he remembers doing very fast was 
laying a 4-mile line of this pipe underground 
to bring water from a creek to fill railroad 
tanks. 


Wood pipe can be used advantageously for 
drainage, water supply, or sewerage. It costs 
less than one-half as much to install, and 
it can be laid by common labor, whereas 
skilled or semiskilled labor is required to 
lay cast-iron pipe. 

The raw-material supply for its production 
is almost limitless. Forests are America’s 
most abundant natural resources and, 
through enlightened policies of harvesting 
and replanting, they are constantly being 
renewed. 

Any wood-tank company can manufacture 
continuous stave wood pipe with its present 
equipment and without change in its plant 
set-up. 

TYPES OF WOOD PIPE 

Wood pipe is made in two general types, 
machine banded and continuous stave. 

Machine banded wood pipe is manufac- 
tured in random lengths up to 20 feet, 2 to 24 
inches inside diameter, spirally wrapped with 
heavy, galvanized steel wire. Each joint, 
complete with coupling, is a finished piece of 
pipe which is ready for installation. 

After thorough seasoning, the lumber is 
milled to the pipe stave pattern, the inside 
and outside faces milled to the concentric 
circles of the pipe, and the edges to the true 
radial lines with a small groove on one edge 
and a corresponding tongue on the opposite 
edge. The staves are assembled and clamped 
into position, then spirally wrapped with 
heavy, galvanized steel wire. Where chemi- 
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cal conditions demand, the pipe can be 
banded with other metal or alloys. The ends 
are turned to fit the desired coupling. 
Finally, the outside is usually heavily coated 
with hot coal tar and pitch to protect the 
wire, then rolled in fine sawdust. Any type 
of coating or fabric covering can be supplied. 

Each joint of pipe is fitted with its neces- 
sary couplings at the factory. All that re- 
mains to be done on the job is to drive the 
joints together. Swelling of the wood makes 
the connections tight; no bolts, gaskets, or 
packing are needed. 

Continuous stave-wood pipe is made from 
6 inches to 20 feet inside diameter and is 
used principally in sizes larger than 24 inches. 
It is shipped knocked down, completely man- 
ufactured, and ready to assemble. It is fitted 
with individual steel bands connected with 
malleable iron-pipe shoes. The joints con- 
necting the staves end to end are made either 
with galvanized-steel tongues or malleable- 
iron butt joints. 

Armco emergency pipe: The Armco Drain- 
age Products Association has recently put on 
the market an all-wood pipe of radical de- 
sign. Made 100 percent of noncritical ma- 
terials, it requires no steel bands, nails, or 
metal reinforcing of any kind. 

The opening of this emergency pipe is made 
up of a series of short, stout segments, given 
an octagonal or other polygonal shape, con- 
nected in such a way as to use the full 
strength of the wood. The thickness of the 
wood can be varied with the nominal diam- 
eter of the pipe. This pipe has flexibility 
which enables it to build up side support and 
increases its load-carrying capacity. 

The units are shop assembled or fabricated 
in lengths of 12 feet or more, which can be 
simply joined in the field. 


ADVANTAGES 


Wood pipe has long been used and is being 
specified today for municipal water-supply 
systems, power plants, and irrigation projects, 

Water can be delivered through wood pipe 
year after year for less money than through 
pipe made of any other material. Under nor- 
mal conditions wood pipe will give excellent 
service for 30 to 50 years without appreciable 
maintenance cost. The original outlay is so 
low that the initial saving will more than 
cover all costs of replacement when it has 
outlived its usefulness. 

The flow of water is 15 to 25 percent greater 
through wood pipe, it is estimated. 

Wood pipe delivers water with its natural 
purity unchanged. The inside remains free 
from rust, scale, and tuberculation. For the 
same reason it will carry more water as the 
inside of the pipe remains unimpeded. 

Since it is not affected by frost, it can be 
laid in shallower ditches than other pipe. 
It is not affected by electrolysis as the con- 
tinuity of the metal banding is completely 
broken at each joint in machine-banded pipe, 
and at every band in continuous stave pipe. 
Acid and alkali conditions in soil may cause 
trouble with wood pipe, but engineers report 
that such trouble is less than that experi- 
enced with metal pipe. 

Wood pipe, kept full and under pressure, 
will remain in excellent condition for an in- 
definite period, because wood is hygroscopic— 
that is, it does not deteriorate when its cells 
are saturated with water. There are a num- 
ber of convincing evidences of this fact: 
Quantities of ship timbers, purchased by the 
Navy during the Civil War, were recently 
dredged up from the Brooklyn Navy Yard and 
are being put into service in this war. An- 
cient viking ships, found near Oslo, Norway, 
were in perfect condition after centuries of 
immersion except for the nails. Wood mains 
laid in New Orleans in 1793 were removed 
when the present water system was installed 
in 1905 to 1910 and found to be still in perfect 
condition. Wood pipe used in the original 
water systems of New York and Chicago were 
found in good condition when exhumed. The 
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walls and columns of the Board of Trade 
Building, Chicago, were laid on clay and were 
found in such good condition when the build- 
ing was razed that they sold for re-use. 

When wood pipe is used for culverts, storm 
or sanitary sewers, or low-pressure irrigation 
systems which may not be completely and 
constantly filled and in only intermittent use, 
the important prerequisite of water-saturated 
cells cannot be fulfilled. Under those condi- 
tions, and also when the pipe is to be ex- 
posed to fungi, insects, or marine borers, it is 
desirable to fortify the wood with preserva- 
tive. 

EXAMPLES OF SUCCESSFUL USE 

The list of proven installations of wood 
pipe is almost endless. For instance: 

Helena, Mont., has machine-banded wood 
stave pipe that has been in satisfactory serv- 
ice for 37 years and it has recently installed 
another 20,000-foot line of 24-inch wood pipe. 

Vancouver, Wash., has had in service 34 
years wood pipe which is still in good condi- 
tion, and several miles of various sizes have 
just been added to take care of the Army 
barracks and hospital and the Bonneville 
power substation. 

Chehalis, Wash., has recently installed 16 
miles of wood pipe in its main supply line 
to supplement some that has been function- 
ing over 25 years. 

The Oregon State Game Commission has 
installed 1,500 feet of 24-inch wocd pipe and 
the same amount of 8-inch in one of its 
hatcheries. Some has been in use there for 
25 years and is reported to be in perfect con- 
dition. 

The Montana Power Co. has used wood pipe 
both for power and city water supply for 
more than 40 years and found it serviceable 
and economical. The main pipe line for the 
water supply of Missoula is 30 inches in diam- 
eter and 314 miles long, and has been in use 
40 years. 

Beaverton, Oreg., has wood pipe which is 
still giving satisfactory service after 29 years 
of use. 

In 1937 Monmouth, Oreg., took up wood pipe 
laid in 1912 and found it in such good condi- 
tion that it was relaid in another location. 

CONCLUSION 


In choosing materials for temporary war 
construction projects military engineers have 
objectives which differ greatly from those 
which they have in mind when choosing 
materials for normal permanent peacetime 
projects. In general, war structures should 
be built just strong and durable enough to 
stand up and serve as long as they are needed. 
The use of materials badly needed for the 
manufacture of munitions should be avoided 
for construction projects if satisfactory sub- 
stitutes can be found. Since the transpor- 
tation of equipment and supplies needed for 
war purposes imposes heavy loads on trans- 
portation systems every effort should be 
made, in selecting materials for any engineer 
project, to keep the tonnage requirements 
low. And since speed of construction is a 
very important consideration in nearly all 
war projects materials should be selected 
which can be fabricated rapidly. These are 
some of the reasons why wood pipe can also 
serve. 


GASOLINE RATIONING AND THE RUBBER 
SHORTAGE 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I desire 
to call attention of the Senate to an edi- 
torial in the Washington Post dealing 
with gasoline rationing and the need for 
a consistent and forward-looking na- 
tional rubber policy. Like the editorial 
writer, I was impressed by President 
Roosevelt’s statement at his press con- 
ference this week that if he lived near 
an oil well and had new tires on his car, 
he did not know why he should not use it. 
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It seems to me that one approach to 
the rubber problem, which in the Nation 
as a whole is admittedly much more 
critical than is the gasoline problem, is 
to initiate at once a program of making 
rubber from alcohol made from grain 
products. It is time to quit shilly- 
shallying on this question and get down 
to business, 

I ask unanimous consent that the edi- 
torial from the Washington Post be 
printed in the Record at the conclusion 
of my remarks. 

Mr. President, I also ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the Recorp at 
this point an editorial appearing in a 
recent issue of the Kansas City Times, 
again calling attention to the inadequacy 
of the reasons advanced for imposing 
gasoline rationing in sections of the 
Nation where there are adequate refining 
facilities and surplus supplies of gasoline. 

I wish to read one sentence from the 
editorial in the Kansas City Times, the 
implications of which, I believe, various 
governmental agencies that are appar- 
ently proceeding on their way to order 
Nation-wide gasoline rationing might 
well consider: 


When people living where there is an 
overproduction of gasoline hear talk of 
restricting its use in order to force them to 
save tires, they wonder whether Washington 
really knows the situation, whether it has 
given attention to all the factors involved, 
or whether it is proposing to act on slap- 
dash principles because it has the authority 
to do so. 


There being no objection, the editorials 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

[From the Washington Post] 
RUBBER POLICY 


Surely the President’s remarks on rubber 
at his Tuesday’s press conference flouted the 
basic principle of equality of sacrifice with 
which we embarked upon this people’s war. 
If he lived near an oil well, Mr. Roosevelt 
said, and had new tires on his car, he did 
not know why he should not use it. The 
reason he should not use his car—at least 
unnecessarily—must be plain enough. The 
Nation is at war, rubber is a vital element in 
our warmaking, and rubber is short. There- 
fore, there is just as much reason for all 
sections of the Nation to conserve rubber as 
to supply the military services with man- 
power, 

The confusion about rubber seems to go on 
endlessly. At one and the same time the 
President hints darkly at commandeering 
and exculpates people in the oil States who 
still drive as usual. Both the hint and the 
exculpation will encourage rubber impru- 
dence. People will run their cars more for 
the same reason that they run to the shops 
whenever a rationing order is threatened— 
just: to get as much service as possible before 
none is left. Indeed, the American people 
seemed already to have concluded that suffi- 
cient unto the day is the evil thereof in 
regard to rubber prospects. Certainly the 
doubling up which spread throughout the 
country when the seriousness of the rubber 
situation first came to light has languished. 
And it seems the consensus that this falling 
off was directly attributable to the succes- 
sion of contradictory statements which have 
flowed out of Washington. 

So we have thrown away the opportunity of 
mobilizing the voluntary cooperation of the 
people in a matter which is singularly vital to 
the war effort. Now there must be compul- 
sion, And it corresponds with the national 
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interest that the compulsion to save rubber 
shall be Nation-wide. Rubber, to be sure, 
could be saved through a gasoline policy, but 
the means as, well as the end is important, 
and the straightforward thing is to adopt 
a rubber policy. At least that would dis- 
pose of the objection to a gasoline policy of 
the kind that the President set forth. 


[From the Kansas City Times] 
THE WEST MUST BE SHOWN 


If the people of the Middle West were con- 
vinced that gasoline rationing was essential 
for the national welfare they would accept it 
cheerfully, as they are ready to accept all 
necessary restrictions. They have not yet 
been convinced that this is the case. 

Yet the talk about rationing goes on in 
Washington without regard to the request of 
the five western Governors for a conference 
on the subject. In the circumstances the 
West is highly skeptical. 

First, there has been confusion in the 
minds of officialdom as to why gasoline should 
be rationed. At the outset it was said the 
whole country should have equal treatment, 
although the transportation emergency that 
forced rationing in the East does not apply 
to the oil States. Then the point was made 
that the people needed to be disciplined for 
the war, and cutting off their gasoline was 
one way to bring the war home to them, 
Now these reasons have been abandoned and 
the case is rested on the need of conserving 
rubber. 

But, second, is it at all certain that ration- 
ing gasoline where it is abundant is the best 
way to conserve rubber? It must be borne 
in mind that gasoline rationing in the Oil Belt 
means huge and needless waste. The gaso- 
line must be produced in connection with the 
manufacture of aviation gas. If it is not 
used it must be stored and storage facilities 
are wholly inadequate and cannot be ex- 
panded. Refinery managers already are dis- 
cussing the possibilities of piping the gasoline 
to open fields in remote districts and burn= 
ing it. Are the advantages to be gained by 
rationing of enough importance to warrant 
this destruction? 

Third, what reason is there to suppose that 
the owners of private cars cannot be expected 
voluntarily to conserve their tires by cutting 
out needless driving and fast driving? 
Naturally when there is talk in Washington 
of commandeering cars and tires, the owners 
are encouraged to be reckless. They feel they 
might as well get what use they can out of 
their cars before giving them up. So they 
start out on needless pleasure trips. There 
is no certainty that commandeering of cars 
will be necessary. But officials in Washing- 
ton like to speculate on the subject. Their 
loose talk has been responsible for any 
amount of unnecessary driving. 

If attention were focused on doubling up 
by neighbors in going to work and on doing 
errands, a vast saving could be made. Most 
motorists have been accustomed to be prodi- 
gal in getting new tires before the old ones 
were nearly worn out. They have replaced 
tires that still had 10,000 miles of service in 
order to feel protected against a blowout on 
the highway. Undoubtedly a very large 
share of the owners could get 2 or 3 years 
more service out of their tires if they put 
their minds to it. 

When people living where there is an over- 
production of gasoline hear talk of restrict- 
ing its use in order to force them to save 
tires, they wonder whether Washington 
really knows the situation; whether it has 
given attention to all the factors involved; 
or whether it is proposing to act on slap- 
dash principles because it has the authority 
to do so. 

Certainly the Washington record on rubber 
problems, the lethargy in getting started to 
make synthetic rubber, and the careless 
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waving aside of grain alcohol as a rubber 
source have not impressed the country with 
wisdom of the men who are in charge of the 
rubber program. As to the necessity of 
cutting off gas from midwestern motorists 
and burning it in the fields, the people in 
this part of the country have still to be 
shown. 


THE FAR EAST: A GLIMPSE INTO THE 
FUTURE — ADDRESS BY SENATOR 
THOMAS OF UTAH 


[Mr. SCHWARTZ asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an address 
entitled “The Far East: A Glimpse Into the 
Future,” delivered by Senator THomas of 
Utah at the Institute of Public Affairs, Uni- 
versity of Virginia, Charlottesville, Va., July 
7, 1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR VAN NUYS TO 
INDIANA DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION 


[Mr. KILGORE asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Record the address 
delivered by Senator Van Nuys before the 
Democratic State convention at Indianapolis, 
Ind., June 30, 1942, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR WILLIS AT TRI- 
STATE COLLEGE COMMENCEMENT EX- 
ERCISES 


[Mr. AIKEN asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address en- 
titled “War—Probably the Most Tragic of 
All Tragedies,” prepared for delivery by 
Senator Wits on the occasion of the Tri- 
State College commencement exercises at 
Angola, Ind., on June 11, 1942, which appe 
in the Appendix.] in 


UNITY IN CONDUCT OF THE WAR—AD- 
DRESS BY LIEUTENANT GENERAL SOM- 
ERVELL. 


[Mr. O"MAHONEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by Lt. Gen. Brehon B. Somervell, com- 
manding general, Services of Supply, War De- 
partment, at the labor luncheon, Hotel Stat- 
ler, Detroit, Mich., Saturday, July 4, 1942, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


‘THE PATTERN OF VICTORY—ADDRESS BY 
EUGENE CASEY 


[Mr. O"MAHONEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an address en- 
titled “The Pattern of Victory,” delivered by 
Eugene Casey, special executive assistant to 
the President, before the National Industrial 
Advertisers Association, Inc., Atlantic City, 
N. J., June 29, 1942, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 


RUBBER—ARTICLE BY BRUCE BLIVEN 


[Mr. GILLETTE asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an article en- 
titled “Rubber” written by Bruce Bliven and 
published in the New Republic of July 13, 
1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 


THE UN-AMER{CAN WAY OF LIFE—EDITO- 
RIAL BY HARRY WOODS 


[Mr. REED asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an editorial en- 
titled “The Un-American Way of Life,” writ- 
ten by Harry Woods, editor of the Wellington 
Daily News, Wellington, Kans., which appears 
in the Appendix.] 


THE FLYING TIGERS OF THE A. V. G— 
EDITORIAL FROM MONTGOMERY (ALA.) 
ADVERTISER 


(Mr. BARKLEY (for Mr. HILL) asked and 
obtained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
an editorial from the Montgomery Advertiser 
of July 7, 1942, relative to the exploits of the 
Flying Tigers of the A. V. G., which appears 
in the Appendix.] 
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VISIT OF DR. ALFONSO LOPEZ, PRESI- | FERD W. MEILE—CONFERENCE REPORT 


DENT-ELECT OF COLOMBIA 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the 
President-elect of Colombia, Dr, Alfonso 
Lopez, is now in the office of the Vice 
President. It is not contemplated that 
he will be received by the Senate or that 
he will address the Senate. Senators will, 
no doubt, be anxious to meet President- 
elect Lopez, and if they will step into the 
room of the Vice President, they will have 
opportunity to greet him there. 


BELLA COSGROVE—CONFERENCE 
REPORT 


Mr. ELLENDER (for Mr. ROSIER) sub- 
mitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4355) for the relief'of Bella Cosgrove, having 
met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate and agree to the 
same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the language inserted by the Senate 
amendments insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Bella Cosgrove, of 
New York City, New York, the sum of $500, 
in full settlement of all claims against the 
United States for personal injuries sustained 
when she was alleged to have tripped on a 
wooden block negligently left in the street by 
Work Projects Administration employees on 
May 6, 1940, at the intersection of One Hun- 
dred and Sixth Street and Central Park West, 
in the city of New York: Provided, That no 
part of the amount appropriated in this Act 
in excess of 10 per centum thereof shall be 
paid or delivered to or received by any agent 
or attorney on account of services rendered 
in connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating 
the provisions of this Act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction 
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed- 
ing $1,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

JOSEPH ROSIER, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Dan R. McGEHEE, 
THOMAS WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was agreed to. 
CHARLES L. LAIR—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. ELLENDER submitted the follow- 
ing report: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4370) for the relief of Charles L. Lair, having 
met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate and agree to the 
same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the figures “$2,500” insert “$3,000”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Dan R. McGEHEE, 
THOMAS WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


Mr. ELLENDER submitted the follow- 
ing report: . 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5000) for the relief of Ferd W. Meile, having 
met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate and agree to the 
same. 

ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Dan R. McGEHEE, 
THomas WINTER, 
Managers on the part oj the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


ROMANO EMILIANI—CONFERENCE 
REPORT 


Mr. ELLENDER submitted the follow- 
ing report: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5295) for the relief of the estate of Romano 
Emiliani, having met, after full and free con- 
ference, have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, and 3, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the language inserted by the Sen- 
ate amendment insert the following: “Pro- 
vided further, That the court shall determine 
the exact acreage of lands alleged to have 
been taken, and award compensation for any 
land so found to have been taken based upon 
their value per acre as of the time of taking, 
not including the value of any improvements 
thereon which have already been paid for.”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAMUEL A. WEISS, 
W. A. PITTENGER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


CHARLES E. YATES AND THE MOTOR 


FACTS SALES CO—CONFERENCE RE- 
PORT 


Mr. ELLENDER (for Mr. Roster) sub- 
mitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5385) for the relief of Charles E. Yates and 
the Motor Facts Sales Co., having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate and agree to the same 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the figures “$2,500” insert “$3,500”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

JOSEPH ROSIER, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Dan R. MCGEHEE, 
SAMUEL A. WEISS, 
THomas WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


1942 


CECILE McLAUGHLIN—CONFERENCE 
REPORT 


Mr. ELLENDER (for Mr. Rosier) sub- 
mitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5496) for the relief of Cecile McLaughlin, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, as follows: In lieu of the figures 
“$1,090” insert “$1,500”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

JOSEPH ROSIER, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Dan R. MCGEHEE, 
THOMAS WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


HENRY DALEY, GUARDIAN OF JAMES 
RAY DALEY AND NORMAN FRANKLIN 
DALEY—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. ELLENDER (for Mr. HucHes) sub- 
mitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5499) for the relief of Henry Daley, guar- 
dian of James Ray Daley and Norman Frank- 
lin Daley, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1 and agree to the same 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the figures “$1,800" insert “$2,000”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree 
to the same. 

James H. HUGHES, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Dan R. MCGEBEE, 
THOMAS WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


TEMPORARY APPOINTMENTS TO MEDICAL 
ADMINISTRATIVE CORPS 


Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, I 
wish to give notice that at the conclusion 
of the routine morning business I shall 
ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House 
bill 7242, to authorize temporary appoint- 
ments in the Army of the United States 
of officers on duty with the Medical Ad- 
ministrative Corps. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is my intention to 
ask that the calendar be called as soon 
as the routine morning business shall 
have been concluded. There are but six 
bills on the calendar to be considered, of 
which the bill referred to by the Senator 
is one. He may be able to have it passed 
when it is called. 

THE CALENDAR 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine 
morning business is concluded. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Iask unanimous con- 


sent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of measures on the calendar 
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to which there is no objection, beginning 
with Calendar No. 1580. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
clerk will proceed to state the measures 
on the calendar. 

EXTENSION OF ACCUMULATED LEAVE FOR 
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES 


The bill (S. 2341) to amend the act 
approved March 14, 1936, entitled “An 
act to provide for vacations for Govern- 
ment employees, and for other purposes” 
Was announced as first in order. 

Mr. McKELLAR. May I ask the Sen- 
ator in charge of the bill what the cost 
resulting from its enactment would be? 
If there is no one present to answer, I 
shall ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MEAD] has 
just entered the Chamber and no doubt 
is prepared to explain the bill. If it is 
not passed on the call of the calendar, 
probably a motion will be made to take 
it up. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I want to know 
what the cost will be. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, my under- 
standing of the bill is that it provides for 
the extension of the accumulated leave 
of certain Government employees from 
60 to 90 days. The draft of the bill was 
sent by the Civil Service Commission to 
the chairman of the Committee on Civil 
Service, the Senator from South Dakota 
(Mr. Butow]. Our committee consid- 
ered it and favorably reported it, because 
it will allow the employees to work dur- 
ing the present emergency, when they are 
so vitally needed, and to take time off 
later on. It extends their accumulation 
of vacation time from 60 to 90 days. It 
will result in the Government getting 
more work out of them during this emer- 
gency. It is assumed that the proposed 
measure will not cost the Government 
anything. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I know about the 
assumption, but I also want to know the 
facts. Does it mean that hereafter an 
employee who works throughout the 
period of the war shall, after the war is 
over, be allowed 90 days’ leave out of 
each 12-month period? 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is limited to the 
emergency. 

Mr. MEAD. Under the bill employees 
would be permitted to accumulate 15 
days in any one calendar year in addi- 
tion to the 60 the law now permits. 

Mr. McKELLAR. As the law now 
stands, is an accumulation of 60 days 
permitted? 

Mr. MEAD. It is. This measure is 
to apply only for the duration of the 
emergency, and it will permit employees 
to accumulate 15 days more each year. 

Mr. McKELLAR. How is it possible to 
get more work out of them if they are 
given more days off with pay? 

Mr. MEAD. It is merely compensat- 
ing them for their overtime. If they 
worked, they would be paid for time and 
a half in cash. It will give them straight 
time off. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It will mean an in- 
crease in salary. 

Mr. MEAD. No; it will not mean an 
increase in salary at all. 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
have not had an opportunity to examine 
the bill, and I shall have to object to 
present consideration until I have an op- 
portunity to look into it. 

Mr. MEAD. I desire to say to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Tennessee that 
the bill does not provide for an increase 
in pay; it merely provides for an accu- 
mulation of leave. It has been recom- 
mended by the Civil Service Commission, 
the Bureau of the Budget, and the ad- 
ministration generally. : 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does not the Sen- 
ator think that, in fairness to the Con- 
gress, we should know how much it will 
cost? The information is easily ascer- 
tainable. 

Mr. MEAD. My answer to the Sen- 
ator is that the report from the Commis- 
sion states that it will not cost the Gov- 
ernment any money. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 
cost something. 

Mr. MEAD. No; it will result in a 
saving of money. As soon as the bill pro- 
viding for time and a half for overtime 
shall pass, which is expected, the em- 
ployees will get time and a half for extra 
work, whereas if they are allowed accu- 
mulated leave they will receive the reg- 
ular pay for overtime. A saving to the 
Government will therefore result. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I am 
not satisfied with the answer. It appears 
to me that we should have a report from 
the Commission. 

Mr. BARKLEY. There is in the report 
of the committee a letter from the Civil 
Service Commission. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have read the let- 
ter very hastily, and if anyone can tell 
from that letter the amount of the addi- 
tional cost or saving, if any, as a result of 
the enactment of the bill, he has a better 
mind than I have. 

Mr. MEAD. Nothing can be said about 
additional costs if there are not to be any. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The bill does not say 
anything about a saving. I ask that the 
bill go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be passed over. 


BILLS PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 2150) to amend section 13 
of the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, this 
bill is in the same category with the one 
just discussed. I should like to have an 
explanation of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Tennessee requests an explanation 
of the bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask that the bill go 
over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be passed over. 

The bill (H. R. 6217) to amend section 
13 of the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended, was announced as next in 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EL- 
LENDER in the chair). This bill is similar 
to the one which has been under discus- 
sion, and will be passed over. 


It will necessarily 
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DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS 


The bill (H. R. 7282) to amend the act 
entitled “An act to incorporate the Dis- 
abled American Veterans of the World 
War,” approved June 17, 1932, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
not had time to read the report on this 
bill. I should like to have an explana- 
tion of it. Otherwise, I shall ask that 
it go over for the day. 

Mr. HATCH. The only change this bill 
would make in the existing law is in the 
name of the Disabled American Veterans 
of the World War, by dropping the words 
“the World War,” leaving the title 
“Disabled American Veterans.” 

The bill has passed the House, and its 
enactment is requested by the veterans 
themselves. The Disabled American Vet- 
erans of the World War is a corporation 
organized under the authority of Con- 
gress, and this measure merely provides 
for a change in the name. That is my 
information as to the bill. 

Mr. McNARY. The bill states the title 
of the organization is “Disabled Ameri- 
can Veterans of the World War.” It is 
proposed by the bill to shorten the name 
and modify it to “Disabled American 
Veterans”? 

Mr. HATCH. That is correct. 

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection. 

The bill was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM J. TEPSIC 


The bill (S. 2364) for the relief of for- 
mer First Lt. William J. Tepsic, One Hun- 
dred and Seventy-sixth Field Artillery, 
was considered, ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is 
authorized to vacate the court-martial sen- 
tence of dismissal imposed upon First Lt. 
William J. Tepsic, One Hundred and Seventy- 
sixth Field Artillery, as a result of which he 
ceased to be an officer of the Army at mid- 
night December 14, 1941. 

Src. 2. The President is further authorized 
to reinstate the said William J. Tepsic as a 
first lieutenant of the Army, effective as of 
December 15, 1941, and to issue such com- 
missions and documents as may be necessary 
in connection with such reinstatement and 
to indicate upon the records of the War De- 
partment that the sentence of dismissal above 
referred to has been vacated. 


TEMPORARY APPOINTMENTS TO MEDICAL 
ADMINISTRATIVE CORPS 


The bill (H. R. 7242) to authorize tem- 
porary appointments in the Army of the 
United States of officers on duty with the 
Medical Administrative Corps, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. McNARY. I should like to have 
an explanation of the bill and a state- 
ment as to its purpose. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, the 
purpose of this bill, which was intro- 
duced at the request of the War Depart- 
ment, is to give to officers heretofore com- 
missioned in the Medical Administrative 
Corps, in the Army of the United States, 
the same right to temporary promotion 
in the Army of the United States and the 
same benefits as to pay for the higher 
temporary grade as are already enjoyed 
by officers commissioned in other 
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branches of the Army. Section 127a, as 
amended, of the National Defense Act, 
permits the promotion in time of war or 
national emergency declared by the 
President of any officer of the Regular 
Army to a higher temporary grade with- 
out vacating his permanent appoint- 
ment. Under the provisions of the law 
the War Department authorized the pro- 
motion of several captains of the Medi- 
cal Administrative Corps to temporary 
grade of major. However, the Comp- 
troller General ruled that inasmuch as 
section 10 of the National Defense Act 
which created the Medical Administra- 
tive Corps does not provide for any grade 
above that of captain, the officers ap- 
pointed temporarily to the grade of 
major were not entitled to the pay of 
any grade above that of captain. This 
ruling obviously included Medical Ad- 
ministrative officers originally commis- 
sioned in the Officers’ Reserve Corps and 
the National Guard. 

In view of the very extensive enlarge- 
ment of our Military Establishment, it 
has been found necessary to employ cer- 
tain men in the capacity of majors to 
perform duties beyond those ordinarily 
assigned to captains, and this bill is for 
the mere purpose of permitting the per- 
formance of those necessary functions. 
The bill has the recommendation of the 
War Department, and it has passed the 
House. The amendment is simply to 
clarify the language under which pay- 
ments may be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7242) 
to authorize temporary appointments in 
the Army of the United States of officers 
on duty with the Medical Administrative 
Corps, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs with an 
amendment on page 2, after line 6, to 
strike out section 2 as follows: 

Sec. 2. All appointments and payments 
which would have been valid had this act 
been in effect on and after September 9, 
1940, are hereby ratified and validated and 
credit for payments made on account of such 
appointments shall be allowed by the Comp- 
troller General of the United States in the 
accounts of disbursing officers making such 
payments. Any amounts collected from any 
person on account of payments made by rea- 
son of an appointment to a higher temporary 
grade which is ratified and validated by this 
act shall be refunded to such person upon 
presentation of a claim therefor to the Comp- 
troller General of the United States who is 
authorized and directed to certify such claim 
to the Secretary of the Treasury for payment 
out of any funds available for pay of the 
Army. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec. 2. All appointments and payments 
which would have been valid had this act 
been in effect on and after September 9, 1940, 
are hereby ratified and validated, and officers 
appointed to a higher temporary grade whose 
appointments are ratified and validated by 
this act shall be entitled to pay and allow- 
ances of such grade for the period during 
which they served in said grade to be paid 
out of any funds available for pay of the 
Army: Provided, That credit for payments 
heretofore made t such officers shall be-al- 
lowed by the Comptroller General of the 
United States in the accounts of disbursing 
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officers: Provided further, That any amounts 
collected from any person on account of pay- 
ments made by reason of an appointment to 
a higher temporary grade which is ratified 
and validated by this act shall be refunded 
to such person upon presentation of claim 
therefor to the Comptroller General of the 
United States who is authorized and directed 
to certify such claim to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for payment out of any funds avail- 
able for pay of the Army. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be 
enirossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
completes the calendar. 


SALE OF CERTAIN PUBLICATIONS 


Mr, HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to return to Calendar 
No. 965, Senate bill 1968, and I ask for 
its immediate consideration. Before 
consent is given I should like to explain 
the bill, because it might be considered 
more or less political in nature, particu- 
larly at a time when we are approaching 
a political campaign. 

The purpose of the bill is to amend the 
act which prohibits certan pernicious 
political activities. I may say it particu- 
larly proposes to amend the section 
which prohibits the sale for exorbitant 
sums of advertising such as has been 
carried in campaign books in order to 
raise campaign funds. That provision 
of the act I heartily favor, and I would 
not advocate anything that would reopen 
or weaken that particular section of the 
bill. Frankly, we have in the Democratic 
National Committee a women’s division. 
The ladies of our party—and I presume 
the Republican Party has a similar 
organization—publish what they call the 
Women’s Democratic Digest. That 
digest is sold for something like $1 a year. 
Whatever the subscription price may be, 
it is substantially below the cost of pub- 
lication. I am not entirely sure that the 
section of the act to which I referred, and 
which the present bill would amend, pro- 
hibits that practice, but the ladies of the 
Democratic National Committee have 
been worried about it. They have been 
worried for fear their sale of that publi- 
cation might subject them to the penalty 
of the act, and not only that, but that 
every woman in the United States who 
subscribes to it might also be subject to 
the penalties of the act. To relieve such 
fear this bill was drafted some time ago, 
was recommended by the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and was placed 
on the calendar. Unfortunately since it 
has been on the calendar I have not been 
here at the time the calendar was called 
and have not been able to give the expla- 
nation of the measure which I have given 
this morning. 

The purpose of the bill is to afford the 
relief which I have described. Iam sure 
every Senator believes that a publication 
of the kind mentioned, which does not 
and cannot involve the pernicious prac- 
tices which I first mentioned, probably 
serves a meritorious purpose. Dissemi- 
nation of information of that kind to the 
women of our country, and especially to 
those of our party, is an important thing 
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and should be continued. Certainly 
they should not be subjected to penalties, 
or high fines, and perhaps a jail sentence. 
Therefore, the bill was rather carefully 
drawn, so as not to open up or weaken the 
act relating to pernicious political 
activities and practices. 

This is what the bill would permit: 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to 
interfere with or prevent the publication 
or sale— 


I ask the particular attention of Sen- 
ators to this language, because if the bill 
does not do what I want to do, but would 
permit certain practices which are now 
prohibited by the act, I should not want 
it to be passed— 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to 
“Interfere with or prevent the publication or 
sale, by any political committee or other 
political organization, of any periodical, pub- 
lication not published and sold for profit 
which is sold at a price not substantially in 
excess of the cost of its publication. 


Mr. President, the idea in that lan- 
guage is to prevent a publication being 
prepared and sold for an excessive sum 
in order to raise campaign contributions. 
This measure would prevent the sale of 
a publication at a cost substantially in 
excess of the cost of publication. The 
particular periodical to which I referred 
is sold, I think, for less than the cost 
of publication. 

Mr, AIKEN. Mr. President will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. HATCH, I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I should like to ask the 
Senator first whether such a publication 
as the bill refers to would have the priv- 
ilege of the low postage rate? 

Mr. HATCH. I do not know whether 
it would or not. 

Mr. AIKEN. The other question I 
should like to ask is this: The publica- 
tion in question might not be sold at a 
profit, but would such publication be per- 
mitted to carry advertisements? 

Mr. HATCH. The bill would not 
change the prohibition of the act against 
advertisements. 

Mr. AIKEN. It would not permit ad- 
vertisements? 

Mr. HATCH. It would not permit ad- 
vertisements; no. The reason for that, 
as I said, is that I do not want to have 
the measure do anything which would 
reopen or weaken the act we have already 
passed, 

Mr. AIKEN. I thank the Senator. I 
simply wanted to be sure of that matter. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I do not 
know that I have any objection to the 
bill, since its purposes have been ex- 
plained. I recall that on the call of the 
calendar on two former occasions ob- 
jection was made to the consideration 
of the bill. There is a small attendance 
this morning. There has not been a 
roll call. No notice was given of the 
purpose of calling the calendar. For 
that reason I should like to have the 
bill go over until a later date. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I am in 
perfect accord with what the Senator 
from Oregon has said, and more than 
that, I should be perfectly happy if he 
would study the bill, and if it would not 
accomplish the purpose sought to be ac- 
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complished, without the dangers I have 
mentioned, I should not want it to be 
Passed 


Mr. McNARY. I shall do so. I am 
speaking more for those who are not 
present today and who should have an 
opportunity to express their views. For 
that reason I should like to have the bill 
go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be passed over. 

DECORATIONS, ETC., TENDERED TO RE- 
TIRED OFFICERS OF THE UNITED 
STATES BY FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS 
(H. DOC. NO. 813). 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be- 
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations: 


To the Congress of the United States of 
America: 

I am forwarding, for the considera- 
tion of the Congress, a communication 
from the Secretary of State transmitting 
a list of those retired officers or employ- 
ees of the United States for whom the 
Department of State under the provisions 
of the act of January 31, 1881 (U. S. C., 
title 5, sec. 115), is holding decorations, 
orders, medals, or presents tendered 
them by foreign governments. The list 
has been divided into two parts (1) those 
countries which are co-belligerent or 
friendly nations and (2) enemy coun- 
tries. It is believed that the Congress 
may wish to consider a joint resolution 
suspending the operation of Public Reso- 
lution No. 52 of June 27, 1934, until 
such time as the international situation 
would permit wholly objective consider- 
ation of such matters, or to consider 
granting legislation at this time to per- 
mit only of distributions of decorations, 
et cetera, to the recipients intended by 
friendly governments. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

Tue Wuite House, July 9, 1942. 


[Enclosures: 1. From the Secretary of 
State. 2. List.) 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business, 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EL- 
LENDER in the chair) laid before the Sen- 
ate several messages from the President 
of the United States submitting sundry 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. BARKLEY, from the Committee on 
Finance: 

Several passed assistant surgeons to be 
surgeons in the Public Health Service; and 

Sundry doctors to be assistant surgeons 
in the Public Health Service. 
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By Mr. BARKLEY (for Mr, Hitt), from the 
Committee on Commerce: 

Charles I. Stanton, of Florida, to be Ad- 
ministrator of Civil Aeronautics, vice Don- 
ald H. Connolly, resigned; and 

Several employees of the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey to be hydrographic and geo- 
detic engineers with rank of lieutenant in 
that Survey, from June 30, 1942. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE— 

NOMINATION REPORTED AND CON- 

FIRMED 


Mr. BARKLEY. From the Commit- 
tee on Finance, I report the nomination 
of Joe F. Hale, of Nashville, Tenn., to be 
collector of internal revenue for the 
district of Tennessee. I ask for the 
present consideration of the nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, 
and without objection the nomination is 
confirmed. 

If there be no further reports of com- 
mittees, the clerk will state the nomina~ 
tions on the calendar. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to 
read sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
S08 of postmasters be confirmed en 

oc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the postmaster nominations 
are confirmed en bloc. 


The legislative clerk proceeded to 
read sundry nominations in the Army. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I make the same re- 
quest with respect to the nominations in 
the Army. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Army. 
are confirmed en bloc. 

That completes the calendar. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified of all nomi- 
nations this day confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 


forthwith. 
DANIEL WILLARD 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of legislative business. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the pass- 
ing of Daniel Willard gives additional 
opportunity for a recognition of his out- 
standing services to the Republic. He 
stands as a tall leader in the field of 
American industry—one who pioneered 
in the development of good will between 
labor and management. He combined 
virtues and abilities in such fine balance 
as to enable him to render unique service 
to his industry and to the Nation. 

In January 1931, together with many 
others, I attended a dinner in Baltimore, 
given in honor of Mr. Willard. Hun- 
dreds of representatives of railroad labor 
organizations were present. They were 
there because during the years Mr. Wil- 
lard had led the way in promoting good 
will between labor and management. 
He never forgot those who worked—he 
was ever mindful of his own humble be- 
ginning as a track laborer on the Central 
Vermont Railroad. 

My. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to include, as part of my remarks, 
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editorials from the Washington Post and 
the Washington News for July 8 en- 
titled “Daniel Willard.” 

There being no objection, the editorials 
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


[From the Washington (D. C.) Post of July 8, 
1942] 


DANIEL WILLARD 


If there were more employers like Daniel 
Willard, who was president of the Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad for 30 years, there would be 
less of the class consciousness which of late 
years has marked our labor movement. He 
would have been the first to welcome the 
labor-management committees which are now 
spreading over our war industry. For the 
interest he showed in the lot of labor was 
never failing. That was recognized in Jaru- 
ary 1931, when a group of 1,600, mainly lead- 
ers of various railroad labor organizations, 
gave a dinner in his honor at Baltimore. At 
that time William Green, president of the 
American Federation of Labor, said of Mr. 
Willard: “He is a tremendous figure in the 
history of employers and workers.” To that 
encomium might have been added praise for 
the unstinting service he gave to the public 
con many undertakings, notably in World War 

fo. 1. 

Mr. Willard, who is dead at the age of 81, was 
thus what might be termed “an enlightened 
liberal.” As such, and because he expressed 
his liberalism in a role of eminent responsi- 
bility, he will be remembered as a great Amer- 
ican. His career partook also of the Ameri- 
can tradition. He came up the hard way, but 
a way that has not been improved upon as a 
molder of character. Born on a Vermont 
farm, he started railroading as a track laborer 
on the Central Vermont Railroad. Yet, 
though brought up in a school of hard knocks, 
he was a fine gentleman, with a charity which 
seemed to spread like a benediction in any 
company he was in. Many people will share 
the mourning in which the Baltimore & Ohio 
has been plunged by the less of Mr. Willard. 


[From the Washington (D. C.) News of July 
8, 1942] 
DANIEL WILLARD 

Dan Willard, who is dead at 81, was of the 
finest type of American captains of industry. 

He was a self-made man, a Vermont farm 
boy who entered railroading as a section 
hand and became president, for 31 years, of 
the Baltimore & Ohio. He was a public sery- 
ant in many capacities, including several 
major posts in World War No. 1. He was a 
sincere and successful champion of labor- 
management cooperation. He was an inno- 
vator in railroad equipment and service. And 
he had the fiscal acumen to bring the Balti- 


more & Ohio through some very difficult 
times. 


His country, like his railroad, owes him 
honor. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the story 
of the rise of Daniel Willard in railroad 
circles reads like an Horatio Alger novel. 
The best part of it is that itis true. Be- 
ginning as a track laborer in 1879, he 
worked his way up as brakeman, con- 
ductor, locomotive engineer, foreman in 
mechanical repair, assistant superin- 
tendent, superintendent, assistant gen- 
eral manager, general manager, presi- 
dent, and chairman of the board, serving 
a number of railroads, including those 
known today as the New York Central, 
the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy, the 
Alton, and the Baltimore & Ohio. 

In 1910 Mr. Willard became president 
of the Baltimore & Ohio, and the same 
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year was made a member of the board 
of directors of the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads. In 1921 he became 
chairman of that board. In 1912 he was 
selected by the eastern railroads to act 
as the chairman of the board of arbi- 
tration to solve the problems of the 
eastern railroads with the locomotive 
engineers. In 1913 he was chairman of 
the President’s conference committee on 
the 5-percent rate case of the eastern 
railroads. In October 1916 he was ap- 
pointed by President Wilson as a mem- 
ber of the Advisory Committee on Na- 
tional Defense. He was elected chair- 
man of that committee, which later be- 
came the Railroad War Board. He 
served as Chairman of the War Indus- 
tries Board in 1918 until, in October of 
that year, he was commissioned a colonel 
in the United States Army engineers. 
In 1925 he served as honorary adviser of 
the Army Industrial College. 

Daniel Willard well deserved the hon- 
orary degree given him in 1931 in Balti- 
more by over 1,400 of his fellow workers. 
He was granted the degree of doctor of 
humanity in the University of Life and 
Labor. “Uncle Dan” became famous the 
country over as labor's best friend in 
management. He believed in unions, 
tried to work with them, and helped to 
settle the 1932 shop workers’ strike. He 
tried to make labor understand its 
mutual responsibility in work and 
achievement. One of the advertise- 
ments of the railroad during his leader- 
ship was— 


Seventy thousand of us invite you to ride 
on our r 


Because of Mr. Willard’s fair treat- 
ment of his workers, he was instrumental 
in getting labor to see the necessity for 
accepting a reduction in wages in the 
1931 depression. He helped to pioneer 
air-conditioned cars and advocated the 
passenger-rate increase on eastern rail- 
roads. He was the recipient of 12 hon- 
orary degrees and carried all of them 
with grace and ease. He was instru- 
mental in helping to promote the pas- 
sage of the Chandler Act, which served 
to help relieve the financial strains of 
the Baltimore & Ohio. On December 4, 
1941, a great dinner was arranged for 
him and his successor, Mr. Roy B. White, 
at the Lord Baltimore Hotel by the in- 
dustrial and labor leaders of Baltimore. 

All during his long career Daniel Wil- 
lard exemplified the fundamental prin- 
ciples of the Golden Rule, and brought 
the radiance of his enlightened outlook 
and personality to the solution of every- 
day problems. His memory will continue 
as a perpetual benediction among those 
who seek constantly to foster good will 
among those who work and those who 
direct and manage industry. 


EXEMPTIONS FROM TAX ON ADMISSIONS 
BY MEMBERS OF ARMED FORCES 


Mr. BARKLEY. From the Committee 
on Finance I report back favorably House 
Joint Resolution 318, to amend section 
1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code by exempting from tax the amount 
paid for admissions to theaters and other 
activities operated by the War Depart- 
ment or the Navy Department within 
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posts, camps, reservations, and other 
areas maintained by the Military or 
Naval Establishment, and I submit a re- 
port (No. 1540) thereon. The purpose 
of the joint resolution is to remove the 
tax charged for admission in the theaters 
and movie shows at Army camps. That 
is all it does. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I under- 
stand from the able leader that the joint 
resolution refers to theaters and other 
places of entertainment at military 
camps, and not those which soldiers may 
attend in cities. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is correct. It is 
limited to theaters and places of enter- 
tainment within military reservations. 
It exempts members of the armed forces 
from payment of the tax levied in ordi- 
nary theaters. It has no application to 
places outside the camps. 

Mr. McNARY. Are the theaters at 
Army camps operated commercially for 
profit? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; they are not. 
They are operated in connection with 
the U. S.O. and other such organizations. 
All the proceeds must go to military uses. 
There is no profit at all. 

I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution. 
The War Department is anxious to have 
it passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

-There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the joint resolu- 
tion (H. J. Res. 318) to amend section 
1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code by exempting from tax the amount 


-paid for admissions to theaters and other 


activities operated by the War Depart- 
ment or the Navy Department within 
posts, camps, reservations, and other 
areas maintained by the Military or 
Naval Establishment, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Finance 
with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert: 


That section 1700 (a) (1) of the Internal 
Revenue Code, as amended, is amended by 
inserting after the words “members of the 
military or naval forces of the United States 
when in uniform” a comma and the words 
“members of the military or naval forces of 
any of the United Nations, when in uni- 
form,”; and by inserting at the end thereof 
the following sentence: “Amounts paid on 
and after October 1, 1941, for admission to 
theaters and other activities operated by or 
under the control of the War Department or 
the Navy Department within posts, camps, 
reservations, and other areas maintained by 
the Military or Naval Establishment shall be 
exempt from the tax imposed by this sec- 
tion: Provided, That the uet proceeds from 
said admission charges are used exclusively 
for the welfare of the military or naval forces 
of the United States.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the joint resolution to be 
read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third 
time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“Joint resolution, to amend section 1700 
(a) (1) of the Internal Revenue Code to 
extend to the members of the armed 
forces of the United Nations the exemp- 
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tion from the tax on admissions in cases 
where admission is free, and to exempt 
from tax the amount paid for admissions 
to theaters and other activities operated 
by the War Department or the Navy De- 
partment within posts, camps, reserva- 
tions, and other areas maintained by the 
Military or Naval Establishment.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED 
BILL SIGNED 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its read- 
ing clerks, announced that the Speaker 
had affixed his signature to the enrolled 
bill (S. 2543) to amend subsection (3) 
of section 602 (d) of the National Service 
Life Insurance Act, as amended, and for 
other purposes, and it was signed by the 
Vice President. 

PRESENTATION OF MEDAL OF HONOR TO 
J. EDGAR HOOVER 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 2643, which has 
been unanimously reported by the Senate 
Judiciary Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S. 
2643) to authorize the presentation of a 
Medal of Honor to J. Edgar Hoover, 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, what is 
the calendar number? 

Mr, BARKLEY. It is not on the calen- 
dar. It was reported earlier in the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is informed that the bill was re- 
ported earlier in the day. It is not on 
the calendar. 

Mr. MEAD. That is correct. The bill 
was unanimously reported from the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and the report was sub- 
mitted earlier today. I merely desire to 
have an opportunity to explain the bill 

' and ask for Senate action. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am al- 
ways willing to yield to a unanimous- 
consent request for consideration of a 
measure if any substantial reason is 
shown, or if an emergency exists which 
requires its immediate consideration, but 
I have not heard of this measure. I do 
not know what it is about. I did not 
even catch the name of the recipient of 
the proposed honor. 

Mr. MEAD. It is proposed to author- 
ize the presentation of a Medal of Honor 
to J. Edgar Hoover. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, very few 
Senators are present today. The bill is 
not on the calendar. No explanation is 
made for its urgency. I object to the 
present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator will withhold his objection for a mo- 
ment, I merely wish to say that I am not 
in a hurry to have the bill disposed of; 
but in view of the fact that the bill was 
unanimously reported, and that not 
much of an explanation is necessary in 
view of the circumstances, I thought that 
if the bill were read as proposed to be 
amended by the committee, that might 
be sufficient explanation to enable action 
to be taken on it today. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 
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Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. GURNEY. Let me inform the Sen- 
ator from New York that this morning 
the conferees agreed on a general bill 
providing medals for civilians who have 
performed meritorious service; and when 
the conference report is agreed to it may 
be possible that the man who is sought 
to be honored by the bill of the Senator 
from New York would much prefer such 
a medal rather than a medal designed 
especially under congressional authority. 

Mr. MEAD. That may be true; but I 
think it would have a salutary effect at 
this time if the Congress should take 
special notice of this particular achieve- 
ment, which has accomplished so much, 
and which means so much to the coun- 
try. It occurs to me that congressional 
recognition would supplement in a spe- 
cific way the recognition which is pro- 
vided for in the general measure of which 
the Senator speaks. However, I am in 
no hurry to bring the matter up. 

Mr. GURNEY. I merely wished to 
bring to the Senator’s attention the pro- 
posed general legislation which I men- 
tioned. 

Mr. MEAD. I thank the Senator very 
much, 

I am not particularly anxious to press 
the bill until Senators are perfectly sat- 
isfied that it should be considered. How- 
ever, if it is satisfactory to the Senate, I 
should like to explain the reason behind 
the bill. If not, I shall be content to take 
it up when we meet again. 

Mr. McNARY. I welcome the expla- 
nation; but I persist in my objection. 

Mr. MEAD. That is perfectly satis- 
factory to me. We can take it up when 
we meet again. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, I may have 
misunderstood the Senator from South 
Dakota. A moment ago he made some 
reference to a bill pending before the 
Military Affairs Committee. 

Mr. GURNEY. There is a bill in con- 
ference, which has already passed the 
Senate. The conferees agreed on the 
amendments this morning, and the con- 
ference report will soon be submitted to 
the Senate. The bill gives authority to 
the President to bestow medals on mem- 
bers of the armed services, and on civil- 
ians who have performed great service 
for the country. There are three cate- 
gories in the bill, with distinctive medals 
for each class of service. 

Mr. BONE. There is one particular 
group which is now serving the country 
in this hour of peril, and which has been 
almost forgotten. I refer to the men in 
the merchant marine, who go to their 
deaths unheralded and unsung. Pro- 
portionately, more of them are being 
killed in that service than in almost any 
other service, including our armed serv- 
ices. Those men are faithful and cou- 
rageous, nad deserve the consideration of 
their Government. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator has in 
mind the brave boys on various fronts 
throughout the world. 

Mr. BONE. The sailors of the mer- 
chant marine go to sea on ships which 
are poorly protected. They are sub- 
jected to constant hazard. Many of them 
have lost their lives. They are just as 
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brave as any soldier or sailor in our 
armed forces. They go to sea with the 
absolute assurance that they will have 
little or no protection from aerial or 
submarine attacks. They are a brave 
group of men; and I think the time has 
come for Congress to take some step 
which will make it possible for the Gov- 
ernment to recognize their courage. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, the bill 
to which I have referred, Senate bill 
2404, which was in conference this morn- 
ing, will cover those particular cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard to the present considera- 
tion of Senate bill 2643. 


FLORIDA PIPE LINE 


Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. President, I am 
informed that the Committee on Com- 
merce has today reported House bill 
6999, dealing with the proposed pipe line 
across Florida, and also deepening cer- 
tain channels in the rivers in that State, 
so as to provide a barge canal. 

Under arrangements heretofore made 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG] and other Senators, it was 
agreed not to take up the bill until next 
Wednesday. I wish to give notice now, 
so that Senators will have it in mind, that 
a motion will be made, probably next 
Wednesday, to consider that bill.. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the able 
Senator from Florida (Mr. PEPPER] men- 
tioned the subject to me. I was unable 
to be present at the meeting of the Com- 
merce Committee yesterday when action 
was taken. I am perfectly willing to 
have the bill come up Wednesday, but I 
think the widest possible notice should 
be given, because a great many Senators 
have manifested keen interest in this 
measure, as well as in the ship canal, 
which met its death some years ago. 

Let me ask the distinguished chair- 
man of the Commerce Committee if con- 
sideration in the Senate of the pipe-line 
bill was agreed upon for Wednesday of 
next week? Is that date agreeable to 
the chairman of the committee? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the 
agreement was that the motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill might 
be made at any time, but that we would 
not proceed with the bill before next 
Wednesday. That was the agreement 
between the Senator from Florida and 
the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is not now the pur- 
Pose to make the bill the unfinished busi- 
ness. I was merely giving notice to the 
Senate that a motion will be made, proba- 
bly on next Wednesday, to proceed to its 
consideration. 

Mr. McNARY. I thought the idea was 
to make the bill the unfinished business. 

Mr. BARKLEY. 


; . No. 

Mr.McNARY. That is a very different 
proposal. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator mis- 
understood. I simply gave notice that 
a motion will probably be made next 
Wednesday. 


AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS AND RECEIVE MESSAGES 
FROM THE HOUSE 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that during the recess 
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or adjournment of the Senate following 
today’s session the Presiding Officer of 
the Senate be authorized to sign bills and 
resolutions, and that the Secretary of the 
Senate be authorized to receive messages 
from the House of Representatives. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn until 12 o’clock noon on Mon- 
day next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 
o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, July 13, 1942, at 
12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate July 9, 1942: 


PRINCIPAL STATISTICIAN IN THE SELECTIVE 
SERVICE SYSTEM 


Kenneth H. McGill 
ADVANCEMENTS ON THE RETIRED LIST OF THE 
Navy 
The following-named officers on the retired 
list of the Navy to be advanced on the retired 
list to the ranks indicated, and to take rank 
from the 16th day of June 1942, pursuant to 
an act of Congress approved that date: 
VICE ADMIRALS ADVANCED TO THE RANK OF 
ADMIRAL 
Clarence S. Williams 
Joseph M. Reeves 
Harry E. Yarnell 
REAR ADMIRALS ADVANCED TO THE RANK OF 
ADMIRAL 


Thomas Washington Richard H. Leigh 

Samuel S. Robison Luke McNamee 

Henry A. Wiley David F. Sellers 

Richard H. Jackson Frank H. Brumby 

Louis McC, Nulton Orin G. Murfin 

Louis R. de Steiguer Arthur J. Hepburn 

Montgomery M, Tayor Edward C. Kalbfus 

Charles B. McVay, Jr. 

REAR ADMIRALS ADVANCED TO THE RANK OF VICE 
ADMIRAL 


Henry V. Butler 
Thomas T. Craven 


Josiah S. McKean 
Newton A. McCully 
Guy H. Burrage 

The following-named rear admirals, when 
retired on the dates indicated opposite their 
names, to be placed on the retired list with 
the rank of admiral, pursuant to an act of 
Congress approved June 16, 1942: 

Claude C. Bloch, Aygust 1, 1942. 

James O. Richardson, October 1, 1942. 

Rear Admiral William T. Tarrant, when 
retired on August 1, 1942, to be placed on 
the retired list with the rank of vice admiral, 
pursuant to an act of Congress approved June 
16, 1942. 
APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy 

MARINE CORPS 


Brig. Gen. (temporary) Henry L. Larsen to 
be a brigadier general in the Marine Corps 
from the 29th day of April 1942. 

Col. (temporary) John T. Walker to be a 
colonel in the Marine Corps from the 29th 
day of April 1942. 

The following-named lieutenant colonels 
(temporary) to be lieutenant colonels in the 
Marine Corps from the 29th day of April 
1942: 

Augustus H, Fricke 

Augustus W. Cockrell 

The following-named majors (temporary) 
to be majors in the Marine Corps from the 
29th day of April 1942: 

Edson L. Lyman 

Paul W. Russell 
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Capt. (temporary) Francis H. Cooper to be 
a captain in the Marine Corps from the 29th 
day of April 1942. 

The following-named captains (tempo- 
rary) to be first lieutenants in the Marine 
Corps from the ist day of June 1942: 
Gordon D. Gayle Alfred N. Gordon 
William A. Stiles Alfred F. Robertshaw 
Edwin C. Aiken James I. Glendinning, 
George M. Lhamon Jr. 

William A. Cloman, Jr. William H. Pace 

The following-named citizens to be sec- 
ond lieutenants in the Marine Corps from 
the 16th day of February 1942: 

Bernard W. Green, a citizen of Pennsyl- 
vania, 

James M. Johnson, a citizen of Colorado. 

The following-named citizens to be second 
lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the 
31st day of March 1942: 

Ralph E. Britt, a citizen of Indiana. 

William W. Fergusson, a citizen of Ohio. 

Alester G. Furman 3d, a citizen of South 
Carolina. 

John W. Kelley, a citizen of Minnesota, 

Bertil E. Larson, a citizen of California. 

Henry Matsinger, a citizen of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Robert “G” Reynolds, a citizen of Kansas. 

The following-named meritorious non- 
commissioned officers to be second lieuten- 
ants in the Marine Corps from the 4th day 
of April 1942: 

Platoon Sgt. Henry E. Coleman. 

Platoon Sgt. Carl J. Nelson. 

Platoon Sgt. Ralph “C” Rosacker. 

The following-named citizens to be second 
lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the 
20th day of April 1942: 

Robert L. Cochran, a citizen of Georgia. 

Frank G. Casserly, a citizen of California. 

John E. Waddill, a citizen of California. 

Second Lt. John E. Semmes, Jr., to be a 
second lieutenant in the Marine Corps from 
the 15th day of May 1942, to correct the date 
from which he takes rank as previously nomi- 
nated and confirmed. 

Michael V. DiVita, a citizen of California, 
to be a second lieutenant in the Marine 
Corps from the 15th day of May 1942. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 9, 1942: 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE 
Joe F. Hale to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Tennessee. 
In THE ARMY 
TEMPORARY APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 
To be lieutenant general 
Dwight David Eisenhower 
To be major general 
Thomas Troy Handy 
To be brigadier generals 
John Edwin Hull 
Albert Coady Wedemeyer 
APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR 
ARMY 
Capt. Charles Lowman Decker to Judge 
Advocate General’s Department, with rank 
from June 11, 1941. 
PROMOTION IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
Frank Joseph Riley to be colonel, Quarter- 
master Corps, with rank from June 19, 1942. 
POSTMASTERS 
TEXAS | 
Marie E. Parker, Anahuac. 
John R. Griffin, Blooming Grove, 
Emory D. Cotten, Brownsboro. 
Minnie P. Irving, Center Point. 
Lee M. Feagin, Colmesneil. 


Kathleen H, Godsey, Crockett. 
Opal Farris, Daisetta. 
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Carlos D. Berry, Dawson. 
Rose Alice Brown, Deweyville. 
Gordon Keith Denman, Dumas. 
Edgar W. Brooks, Eldorado. 
Lonnie Childs, Fairfield. 
Gladys M. Waters, Grandview. 
Warren C. Fargason, Hermleigh, 
Julius D. Gibbs, Kingsville. 
Willie L. Nelson, Mount Vernon. 
Mae Whitley, New Waverly. 
Lizzie F. Grissette, North Zulch, 
Stella Jarrett, Olden. 
Theodore M. Herring, San Angelo. 
Edgar F. Bonorden, Sinton. 
Marcus E. Cannon, Thornton, 
Walter J. Huff, Trenton. 
Samuel M. Peacock, Wickett. 
WASHINGTON 
Winifred L. Killion, Bryn Mawr. 
Raymond A. Landgraf, Klickitat. 
James E. Clark, Ryderwood. 
Elizabeth H. Harrow, Skamokawa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


THURSDAY, JULY 9, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our Father in heaven, Thou who art 
the Lord of all, who speakest in un- 
counted voices to the minds and hearts of 
men, grant us Thy indwelling presence; 
what a noble life we are all asked to live. 
Thou art pleased to behold men engaged 
in the most menial tasks, the sou 
aroused to devoted service, making hard 
work and even drudgery divine. Let the 
world mean no blot to us, but being loyal 
to royal nature within, let us serve that 
many-toned, strange something we call 
human life, with its checkered expe- 
riences. 

Dear Lord, Thou hast never failed us,, 
even though we have proved recreant in 
times of danger and when the storm was 
on the horizon. Do Thou endow us with 
a strong, spiritual grasp as we declare 
with the Psalmist: “Whom have I in 
heaven but Thee? And there is none 
upon earth that I desire beside Thee.” 
We praise Thee that through immortal 
hope the listening ear of the soul hears 
the burst of music by every cup of sorrow 
and makes us see aright. In holiest trust 
let us walk with Thee in the faith and 
realization of a better world, whose 
greater splendors eye hath not seen. In 
our dear Redeemer’s name. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Tuesday, July 7, 1942, was read and ap- 
proved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was com- 
municated to the House by Mr. Miller, 
one of his secretaries, who also informed 
the House that on the following dates the 
President approved and signed bills of 
the House of the following titles: 

On July 3, 1942: 

H. R.2014. An act for the relief of Carl 
L. Jones’ and > 

H.R, 6295. An act to suspend the require- 


ment for the performance of annual labor 
on certain mining claims, 
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On July 7, 1942: 

H.R. 4153. An act for the relief of Cleaver 
Kelley; 

H.R. 5439, An act for the relief of Joseph 
Soulek; 

H.R. 5845. An act for the relief of Alvira 
Manfredi; and 

H.R. 6702. An act to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a district Judge for the north- 
ern district of California in order to fill a 
vacancy in the office of an additional district 
judge heretofore authorized for such dis- 
trict. 

On July 8, 1942: 

H.R. 2989. An act to authorize the use of 
a tract of land in California known as the 
Millerton Rancheria in connection with the 
Central Valley project, and for other pur- 
poses. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles, in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested: 

S.357. An act to provide for the establish- 
ment and operation of a research laboratory 
in the Pennsylvania anthracite region for 
investigation of the mining, preparation and 
utilization of anthracite, for the development 
of new uses and markets, for improvement 
of health and safety in mining; and for a 
comprehensive study of the region to aid in 
the solution of its economic problems and to 
make its natural and human resources of 
maximum usefulness in the war effort; 

S. 1980. An act to amend section 7 of the 
act entitled “An act making appropriations 
to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for 
other p’rposes,” approved July 1, 1902, as 
amended; and 

5.2585. An act to provide that loans on 
the 1942 crop of corn, wheat, rice, cotton, 
tobacco, and peanuts shall be made at a rate 
equal to the parity price. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. FORD of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, 
I have three unanimous-consent requests 
to submit. I first ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD, 
and, second, to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp and to include therein a 
printed article recently published by the 
Houdry Process Corporation, of Wil- 
mington, Del., entitled “The American 
Public Has a Right To Know the Truth 
About Synthetic Rubber.” 

And also, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp and to include therein a 
printed article recently published by the 
United States Steel Corporation and its 
operating companies entitled “It’s a Good 
Thing We Spent $600,000,000 in the Hard 
Depression Years.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. VOORHIS of California.. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Appendix of 
the Recor on three subjects: In one to 
include a paragraph from the magazine 
America; in another a brief article from 
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the Independent Review, of Los Angeles; 
and in the third a resolution of the Cali- 
fornia State Council of Defense. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
at the conclusion of the legislative busi- 
ness today and following any previous 
special orders I may address the House 
for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. GALE. Mr. Speaker, I asl: unani- 
mous consent that my colleague the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Maas! may 
extend his remarks in the Rrecorp and 
include some statements by Mr. Harry 
Fiterman. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 


THE RUBBER AND GASOLINE SHORTAGE 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. WooprurrF of Michigan addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Appendix of the Recorp 
and to include a short quotation. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

. LARRABEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my Te- 
marks in the Recorp in three respects. 
In one to include a speech by Louis 
Murphy, past national commander of the 
Disabled War Veterans; in another to 
include a speech by the Governor of In- 
diana; and in the third to include an 
outline of the institute now being con- 
ducted by the National University of 
Law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp and to include a 
statistical record showing the use of 
motor fuel during the past 5 years. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Okla- 
homa? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that follow- 
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ing any other special orders today, I be 
permitted to address the House for 15 
minutes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. TOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include an article by the Na- 
tional Catholic Committee on Negro 
Employment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was ‘no objection. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks by including a letter from John 
A. Shields to the editor of the Indianap- 
olis Star. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of any other special orders I may 
be permitted to address the House for 
10 minutes today. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the Appendix and in- 
clude an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEAT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include an article on war 
conditions in central Illinois. 

The SPEAKER... Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
PLOESER] be permitted to extend his 
remarks in the Appendix. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


PLIGHT OF SMALL INDEPENDENT 
PACKING CONCERNS 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
uate and revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. Bennett addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend and revise 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


SALE OF SURPLUS WHEAT 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute, to read a telegram. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
telegram received by me from Morton 
Tompkins, master, Oregon State Grange, 
1135 Southeast Salmon Street, Portland, 
Oreg., under date of July 7, 1942: 

We strongly urge support of the President’s 
request for sale of surplus wheat for livestock 
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feed by the Commodity Credit Corporation 
and adequate funds for Farm Security Ad- 
ministration to insure greatest possible food 
for freedom production by greatest numbers 
of farmers. Northwest wheat growers are 
anxious to sell surplus wheat for livestock 
feed to alleviate acute shortage of storage 
facilities for this year’s crop. Farm Security 
Administration has done outstanding job al- 
ready in increasing production, improving 
living of thousands of small farmers, and 
supplying camps for farm labor, and its serv- 
ices are needed more than ever in all-out 
food for freedom production. Disagreements 
over agricultural appropriations should be 
resolved as soon as possible on the basis of 
the Senate’s position on these two matters 
so vital to family farm objective of Oregon 
State Grange to meet our pressing needs. 
Morton ToMPKINs, 
Master, Oregon State Grange. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include certain quotations. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(By unanimous consént, Mr. HOFFMAN 
Was granted permission to extend his 
own remarks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include a newspaper article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

(By unanimous consent, Mr, PLUMLEY 
and Mr. Grant of Alabama were granted 
permission to extend their own remarks 
in the RECORD.) 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Record and include a brief 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp on a bill 
I have introduced to tax large fortunes 
that have been escaping taxation. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I also ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp and 
to insert a clipping from the Arkansas 
Gazette and extracts from a letter relat- 
ing thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp and to 
include a radio address that I am making 
tonight to the men in our armed forces. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


DEATH OF THE SATURDAY EVENING POST 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 
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THE VALOR AND LOYALTY OF THE SIOUX 
INDIANS 


Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr, Case of South Dakota addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may place in the REcorD some corre- 
spondence on substantive affirmative 
farm legislation, which is subsequent to 
the correspondence I placed in the REC- 
ORD on June 27. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


RAILWAY EMPLOYEES 


Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr, Van Zanpt addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


HON. HARRY B. COFFEE OF NEBRASKA 


Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. CooLEY addressed the House. His 
remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include therein a prayer by 
Rev. Russell J. Clinchy. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


SHORT-STAPLE COTTON 


Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mtr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, 
whether intentionally or not, the War 
Department and the Navy Department 
and the mills are discriminating against 
States which have less than 1-inch staple 
cotton. Incidentally, Oklahoma and 
Texas have considerable short-staple 
cotton—86 percent being less than 1-inch 
staple. The specifications require 1 inch 
or better. Most all of you know that 
the very best shirts that you wear, the 
very best cotton suits that you wear, 
are made out of -inch strict middling 
cotton or less. ‘Therefore, I hope that 
they will revise their specifications so 
that we can supply some of the war 
needs. Not only that, but the war needs 
take up most of the looms, and civilian 
needs are laid aside. So, if we cannot 
supply the needs of the Army and the 
Navy and we cannot supply civilian 
needs, naturally the surplus of short- 
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staple cotton will increase and it will 
depress the price of cotton which is less 
than 1 inch in staple. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I have 
obtained unanimous consent that when 
everything else is disposed of today I 
may address the House. I should like to 
have that order transferred to Monday 
next instead. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
INTERDEPARTMENTAL PROCUREMENT BY 

CONTRACT CREATING THE DECORA- 

TIONS LEGION OF MERIT AND 

MEDAL OF MERIT 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the committee of con- 
ference have until midnight Saturday 
night to file conference reports on the 
bill (S. 2032) to amend section 7 (a) of 
the act of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), 
as amended by section 601 of the act of 
June 30, 1932 (47 Stat. 417), to authorize 
interdepartmental procurement by con- 
tract and the bill (S. 2404) to authorize 
officers and enlisted men of the armed 
forces of the United States to accept 
decorations, orders, medals, and emblems 
tendered them by governments of co- 
belligerent nations or other American 
republics and to create the decorations 
to be known as the Legion of Merit, 
and the Medal for Merit 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAY submitted a conference re- 
port and statement on the bill S. 2032, 
AUTHORIZING MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 

FORCES TO ACCEPT CERTAIN DECO- 

RATIONS 


Mr. MAY submitted a conference re- 
port and statement on the bill S. 2404. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER AND PROGRAM 
FOR WEEK OF JULY 13 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, can the ma- 
jority leader give us some idea of next 
week’s program? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Nothing definite, 
quite general. If the conference reports 
are filed on the interdepartmental trad- 
ing bill and the bill setting up the order 
of merit concerning which the chairman 
of the Military Affairs Committee, our 
distinguished friend the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. May], just procured 
unanimous consent to file up until mid- 
night Saturday, they will be taken up on 
Monday. 

The important thing, of course, is the 
tax bill. I talked with the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means about 
15 minutes ago and he told me he was 
hopeful the tax bill will be ready to be 
taken up by the House on Wednesday 
next, although he frankly said he could 
not definitely assure me this would 
happen. 
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This is the best information I can give 
the gentleman at this time. 

Mr. MICHENER. If the gentleman 
were not quite so conservative I imagine 
he would say that there was a possibility 
of the tax bill coming before the House 
next week, but very little probability. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I could not take 
issue with that statement. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I think the 
gentleman from Massachusetts should 
make some reference to the bill that will 
probably be considered in the Senate, 
where the Senate, I hope, will add a large 
amount of money for the use of the office 
of Mr. Henderson. I want the record to 
show that if it is possible from a, parlia- 
mentary standpoint, if the Senate does 
increase that amount, I am going to 
force a roll call on that amendment in 
the House. I feel that the Members 
should not take it for granted that there 
is not going to be something contro- 
versial here next week. 

Mr. McCORMACK. In answering the 
inquiry of the gentleman from Michigan, 
I was trying to take the House into my 
complete confidence, as I always do. I 
cannot give the membership any assur- 
ance as to just what will happen next 
week, based upon what might happen in 
some other body. If that bill is passed 
and comes to the House it will be con- 
sidered. As to the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, I might say that, 
speaking personally, the matter of the 
increase does not disturb me; as a matter 
of fact, I am of the same personal view- 
point myself. If the bill passes the Sen- 
ate, of course it has got to come up in 
some form or other next week. 

Mr. COCHRAN. My purpose in mak- 
ing the observation was to have some- 
thing in the Recor for the Members who 
are not here to understand that the mat- 
ter will probably come up next week, and 
of my intentions to try and have the 
House to agree to any increase the Senate 
might make, provided, of course, it does 
increase the amount. 

Mr. McCORMACK. As I understand, 
the gentleman from Missouri is serving 
notice on the House that he intends to 
move that the House recede and concur 
in the Senate amendment, whatever it 
may be, without knowing what the 
amendment may be. > 

Mr. COCHRAN. No; I did not say 
that. I intended to impress upon the 
House that, as far as money was con- 
cerned, I wanted to see Mr. Henderson 
get the amount of money the President 
has asked that he have. Mr. Henderson 
has stated that he cannot do the job with 
the amount provided by the House. 
Those who say they will support every 
recommendation made by the President 
in the interest of national defense can- 
not say that Mr. Henderson’s job is not 
within that category. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Iam not discuss- 
ing that or taking issue with the gentle- 
man. What I want to find out from the 
gentleman is whether he intends to move 
to recede and concur, or let the bill go 
to conference. 

Mr. COCHRAN. In reply, I would say 
wait until the bill passes the Senate and 
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see what is in it. I will add, however, my 
efforts will be to get just as much money 
as possible for Mr. Henderson. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I think that is a 
diplomatic position to take. 

Mr. COCHRAN. If necessary, I will 
make a preferential motion to have that 
matter voted on in the House of Repre- 
sentatives if the Senate increases the 
amount. 


Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 


. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. COCHRAN. I yield. 

Mr, CASE of South Dakota. I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
if his statement that he intends to move 
to recede and concur means that he will 
move to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment, if it is a money amendment, re- 
gardless of the amount of money it 
carries? : 

Mr. COCHRAN. If it is an increase. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. And re- 
gardless of the increase? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Regardless of the in- 
crease, because I cannot imagine how 
this House can refuse money to that or- 
ganization which is trying to save this 
country from disaster and which needs 
money to enforce the laws which we have 
passed. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The important 
thing for the House to know from the 
observations made by the gentleman 
from Missouri, as I see it, is that if the 
Senate acts on the appropriation bill 
pending over there the gentleman from 
Missouri serves notice on the House that 
he intends to do something. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The distinguished 
majority leader is absolutely correct. 
The gentleman from Missouri intends to 
do something. 

Mr. PATMAN. May I ask the ma- 
jority leader, if the tax bill is taken up 
on Wednesday, does the gentleman ex- 
pect the House to pass it by Saturday 
night of next week? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Of course, the 
committee usually makes an agreement 
among its members as to the period of 
debate. I cannot answer that question 
except to say that applying what little 
common sense I have to the importance 
of the bill I doubt if the bill could pass 
by Saturday if we took it up on Wednes- 
day. Now, that is my own personal view. 
I assume that ample time will be pro- 


» vided by the members of the committee 


for debate. That is my own opinion. 

Mr. PATMAN. If it is brought up un- 
der a closed rule, is there any reason why 
debate should be longer than that? 

Mr. McCORMACK. If it is brought up 
under a closed rule, what is the further 
question? 

Mr. PATMAN. If it is brought up un- 
der a closed rule, why have such a long 
debate on it? 

Mr. McCORMACK. That is up to the 
members of the committee. I think the 
gentleman from Texas will agree that it 
is good judgment on the part of the lead- 
ership to leave that question to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MICHENER. Which question is 
the gentleman referring to? 

Mr. McCORMACK. The question of 
the time of debate and, of course, the 
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Rules Committee has something to say 
about that. 

Mr. MICHENER. The leadership 
would expect the Rules Committee to pay 
some little attention to the request of the 
leadership? 

Mr. McCORMACK. The Rules Com- 
mittee has something to say about that. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
want to ask the majority leader a ques- 
tion or two. I understood the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to say that the tax 
bill would probably come to the floor of 
the House on next Tuesday or Wednes- 
day. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I just stated that 
I had talked with the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Dovucuton] about 20 minutes ago, and he 
said he was hopeful that it would be 
brought up on Wednesday, but he was 
not certain. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Let me 
ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
about the rule, whether or not it is going 
to be a closed rule, whether or not it will 
be a rule that will permit committee 
amendments, or whether or not it will be 
an open rule where Members may offer 
amendments from the floor? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am unable to 
answer that question. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I may 
say to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
that the reason I am interested in it is 
that today I have introduced a bill to 
reach a large number of vast fortunes 
that have escaped taxation. Today it is 
an absolute disgrace that practically 90 
percent of the wealth of this country is 
owned by 5 percent of its people, a wealth 
that has been passed on and pyramided 
from generation to generation to people 
who have never earned a penny of it. 
Now, we have asked everybody to pay 
burdensome taxes, we have sought to levy 
a sales tax on the necessities of life, and I 
want an Opportunity to present amend- 
ments here that will reach the real root 
of the trouble and tax these vast for- 
tunes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I suggest that 
if the gentleman will read the famous 
newspaper PM very carefully in the next 
few days he may learn what Congress 
will do about the tax bill. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. They 
may learn what the Congress will do to 
PM if it got a shot at it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I take it the gentle- 
man’s observation means he intends to 
fight a closed rule? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I made 
no such intimation, but I am going to 
demand that we have an opportunity to 
present amendments that will reach 
these vast fortunes unless a provision of 
that kind is inserted in the bill. 


I yield to 
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Mr. COCHRAN. Closed rules are al- 
ways called gag rules and seldom, if ever, 
are adopted without a roll call. Mem- 
bers should all be here when that rule is 
considered. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. May I say to 
the gentleman from Mississippi that if 
he was on the floor a few minutes ago he 
would have heard a nominating speech 
made by a Member of this House against 
Senator Norris, and all of the applause 
came from the other side. 

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MAY. The gentleman under- 
stands that under the rules of the House 
the place to determine what kind of a 
rule you are going to adopt is the Rules 
Committee? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I under- 
stand that. I am not criticizing the 
Ways and Means Committee and I am 
not criticizing the Rules Committee; I 
am merely exercising my prerogative as 
a Representative of this Congress to de- 
termine that we have the opportunity to 
offer amendments and to pass legislation 
that will reach these vast fortunes that 
are now escaping taxation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. McCormack]? 

There was no objection. 


BLACK-OUTS IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6963) to 
amend the act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize black-outs in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved December 26, 1941, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

Mr. MICHENER. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, I see that the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DIRKSEN], 
a member of the committee on the mi- 
nority side, is present. Does the chair- 
man of the committee state that this 
bill comes here with a unanimous report 
from the committee? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes. The proposed 
measure which we bring to the House 
today is to,amend the present so-called 
Black-Out Act for the District of Co- 
Iumbia. The gentleman from Illinois, 
the distinguished ranking minority mem- 
ber of the committee, is present. I am 
sure he will agree with me that the com- 
mittee has given very careful considera- 
tion to the subject. The measure has 
also had the approval of the War De- 
partment. We were aided by their rep- 
resentatives in drafting the amended bill 
which we bring here today. The Secre- 
tary of War believes the legislation to be 
needed now. 

re MICHENER. Is it entirely a local 
bill? 

Mr.RANDOLPH. Yes; it entirely con- 
cerns the District of Columbia. It 


I yield to 
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broadens the powers of the Commis- 
sioners during this emergency and allows 
them to borrow from the Federal Treas- 
ury funds which are to be repaid in not 
to exceed 10 years. Other provisions are 
needed to bring about an act which can 
function. In wartime the National Capi- 
tal must be prepared to meet the unex- 
pected and to protect its residents. 

Mr. MICHENER. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no objection to the bill. Certain amend- 
ments have been incorporated which 
perfect the bill to meet the requirements, 
and also, I think, the needs of the War 
Department and the Navy Department, 
and it has the approval of those Depart- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the first paragraph 
of section 9 of the act entitled “An act to 
authorize black-outs in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes,” approved 
December 26, 1941, be amended to read as 
follows; 

“Sec. 9. During the existence of a state of 
war between the United States and any for- 
eign country or nation, the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia are authorized and 
empowered, without regard to the provisions 
of any other law, to take such measures as 
they may deem necessary for the adequate 
protection of persons and property in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and to make such orders, 
rules, and regulations as they may deem nec- 
essary to carry out the foregoing authority. 
The power hereby granted shall include but 
not be limited to the following: 

“(a) To establish, in the government of the 
District of Columbia, units and organizations 
for civilian defense, and to adopt any or all 
existing voluntary units or organizations to- 
gether with their personnel or any part or 
parts thereof; to yest members thereof with 
authority to carry out such functions as may 
be necessary to effectuate the purposes of this 
act including such powers and duties of the 
standing police force of the District of Colum- 
bia as the Commissioners may designate; and 
to make such orders and regulations as they 
may deem necessary to govern the establish- 
ment, maintenance, and operation of such 
units and organizations and the discipline of 
the members thereof. 

“(b) To use, for the purposes of this act, 
such regular employees of the government of 
the District of Columbia as they deem nec- 
essary. 

“(c) To requisition, enter upon, take pos- 
session of, and use private property of every 
kind and nature and any rights therein as 
may in their opinion be necessary for the lo- 
cation, installation, maintenance, and opera- 
tion of facilities and devices suitable for de- 
fense purposes, and to ascertain and pay just 
compensation for such use of private prop- 
erty, and if the amount of compensation so 
determined be not satisfactory to the person 
entitled to receive the same, such property 
may nevertheless be used immediately and 
such person shall be paid 50 percent of the 
amount so determined and shall be entitled 
to sue the District of Columbia to recover such 
further sum as, added to said 50 percent, will 
make up such amount as will be just com- 
pensation for such use. 

“(d) To accept from the United States and 
from any officer or agency thereof all facilities, 
supplies, and funds that may from time to 
time be offered to the District of Columbia, 
and to agree to such terms, conditions, rules, 
and regulations as may be imposed in, con- 
nection with such offer. 
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“(e) To borrow money from the Treasury 
of the United States, not exceeding $1,600,000, 
and to expend the same, and in addition 
thereto, in the event of an emergency, to obli- 
gate the District of Columbia for the pay- 
ment of any and all supplies, equipment, ma- 
terials, food, and whatever else may be neces- 
sary for the purpose of preventing and allevi- 
ating suffering to persons and preventing the 
spread of disease in said District. 

“(f) Within the limits of money borrowed 
as herein provided, and of money appropri- 
ated, to store, maintain, operate, use, pur- 
chase, and rent equipment, materials, and 
supplies of all kinds and to employ such per- 
sonnel as the Commissioners may deem nec- 
essary. 

“(g) From the money herein authorized to 
be borrowed, to expend in the discretion of 
the Cemmissioners for hospital and other 
medical expenses for the treatment of mem- 
bers of civilian defense units and organiza- 
tions injured in line of duty not to exceed 
$100,000. 

“(h) To accept the use of private property, 
and during such periods of time that any pri- 
vately owned motor vehicle is used by the 
District of Columbia under the authority of 
this section the operator thereof shall not be 
deemed or held to be the agent of the owner 
of such vehicle within the meaning of the act 
entitled ‘An act to promote safety on the 
public highways of the District of Columbia 
by providing for the financial responsibility 
of owners and operators of motor vehicles for 
damages caused by motor vehicles on the pub- 
lic highways in the District of Columbia; to 
prescribe penalties for the violation of the 
provisions of this act, and for other purposes,’ 
approved May 3, 1935.” 

Sec. 2. That the act entitled “An act to 
authorize black-outs in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes,” approved 
December 26, 1941, be further amended by 
adding thereto the following new sections: 

“Sec. 11. Neither the District of Columbia 
nor any officer, agent, or employee of said 
District shall be liable to any person who has 
heretofore or who may hereafter volunteer for 
service with said District or with any agency 
for civilian defense in the District of Colum- 
bia or elsewhere for any damage sustained by 
such person in the course of or arising out of 
any such volunteer service. h 

“Sec. 12. Neither the District of Columbia 
nor any officer, agent, employee, or regularly 
appointed volunteer worker in the service of 
said District, nor any individual, receiver, 
firm, partnership, corporation, association, or 
trustee, or any of the agents thereof, in good 
faith carrying out, complying with, enforcing 
or attempting to carry out, comply with, or 
enforce this act or any order, rule, or regula- 
tion issued or promulgated pursuant to this 
act, shall be Tiable for any damage sustained 
to any persons or property as the result of 
such activity.” 

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to loan to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia such sum 
or sums as are authorized by the first para- 
graph of said section 9, as amended, and in 
addition to amounts heretofore appropriated 
there is hereby appropriated for this purpose 
the further sum of $600,000, out of any money 
in the Treasury of the United States to the 
credit of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Src. 4. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
be repaid moneys loaned under authority of 
section 9 of the act of December 26, 1941, as 
amended by this act, in annual installments 
over a period of not to exceed 10 years, with- 
out interest, the first repayment to be made 
July 1, 1943. 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 


Page 2, line 10, strike out “adopt” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “utilize.” 
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Page 2, line 23, insert the word “tempo- 
ge immediately before the word “requisi- 

mn,” 

Page 2, line 25, after the words “rights 
therein”, insert a comma and add immedi- 
ately thereafter the words “either in whole 
or in part” followed by a comma. 

Page 3, line 17, strike out the figures 
“$1,600,000” and insert in lieu thereof the 
figures “$2,000,000.” 

Page 3, line 17, strike out the comma at 
the end of the line and insert the words “for 
defense purposes” followed by a period. 

Page 3, line 18, strike out the word “and” 
at the beginning of said line, and begin a 
new sentence with the word “In”, and insert 
commas immediately after the words “there- 
to” and “emergency.” 

Page 5, line 11, after the words “in good 
faith” add “and without willful or gross 
negligence.” 

Page 5, line 16, strike out the quotation 
marks and insert immediately thereafter a 
new paragraph, as follows: 

“Sec. 13 The power and duties conferred 
upon the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia by this or any other act shall not 
affect, impair, limit, or interfere with the 
powers of the military or naval authorities 
with respect to the control and disposition 
of military or naval personnel or of civilians, 
or with respect to any other military or naval 
activity or duty.” 

Page 5, line 22, strike out the figures 
“$600,000” and insert in lieu thereof the 
figures “$1,000,000.” 

Page 6, lines 3 and 4, after the comma in 
line 3, strike out the words “without interest, 
the first repayment to be made July 1, 1943.", 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “with 
interest thereon beginning July 1, 1943, for 
the period of amortization: Provided, That 
such interest shall be at such rate as would, 
in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, be the lowest interest rate available to 
the District of Columbia on the date of the 
approval of this act were said District au- 
thorized by law to issue and sell obligations 
to the public, at the par value thereof, in a 
sum equal to the repayable amounts of such 
advances, maturing serially over a period of 
10 years in approximately equal annual in- 
stallments, including both principal and in- 
terest, and secured by a first pledge of and 
lien upon all the general-fund revenues of 
said District: Provided further, That such 
sums as may be necessary for the reimburse- 
ment herein required of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for the payment of interest, 
shall be included in the annual estimates of 
the Commissioners, the first reimbursement 
to be made on July 1, 1944.” 


The committee amendments were 
agreed to. - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


LOANS ON THE 1942 CROP OF CORN, 
WHEAT, RICE, COTTON, TOBACCO, AND 
PEANUTS 


Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may have until 
12 o’clock tonight to file a report on the 
bill (S. 2585) to provide that loans on the 
1942 crop of corn, wheat, rice, cotton, 
tobacco, and peanuts shall be made at a 
tate equal to the parity price. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
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man from New York [Mr. Broom] be’ 
permitted to extend his remarks in the 

Appendix of the Recorp by inserting 

therein an editorial. I may say that the 

estimate from the Public Printer is that 

the cost will be $157.50. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 


DECORATIONS, ORDERS, MEDALS, OR 
PRESENTS TENDERED CERTAIN RETIRED 
OFFICERS OR EMPLOYEES OF THE 
UNITED STATES BY FOREIGN GOVERN- 
MENTS—MESSAGE FROM THE PRESI- 
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 813) 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following message from the President 
of the United States, which was read, 
and, together with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress of the United States of 
America: 

I am forwarding, for the consideration 
of the Congress, a communication from 
the Secretary of State transmitting a list 
of those retired officers or employees of 
the United States for whom the Depart- 
ment of State under the provisions of the 
act of January 31, 1881 (U. S. C., title 5, 
sec. 115), is holding decorations, orders, 
medals, or presents tendered them by 
foreign governments. The list has been 
divided into two parts (1) those countries 
which are cobelligerent or friendly na- 
tions and (2) enemy countries. It is be- 
lieved that the Congress may wish to con- 
sider a joint resolution suspending the 
operation of Public Resolution No. 52 of 
June 27, 1934, until such time as the in- 
ternational situation would permit wholly 
objective consideration of such matters, 
or to consider granting legislation at this 
time to permit only of distributions of 
decorations, et cetera, to the recipients 
intended by friendly governments. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE Warre House, July 9, 1942. 


(Enclosures: 1. From the Secretary 
of State. 2. List.] 


PRESIDENT-ELECT OF THE REPUBLIC OF 
COLOMBIA 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state 
that the President-elect of the Republic 
of Colombia is in the Speaker’s rooms and 
will be glad to greet any Members who 
desire to see him. 


SPECIAL ORDER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Mitts of Arkansas). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. ANDERSON] is recognized 
for 10 minutes. 


PUT THE BLAME WHERE IT BELONGS 


Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, last week Mr. Leon Henderson 
saw fit to criticize Congress for the fact 
that the price ceiling was cracked for the 
first time. He appealed to the house- 
wives of America to help in putting Con- 
gress back in line, but failed to mention 
the many errors of omission that charac- 
terize a price-control formula which he 
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himself advocated. Although the price- 
control bill may not have been all that 
Mr. Henderson asked for, it would still 
have fallen short of the mark even if his 
entire program had been followed. 

Mr, Henderson should remember that 
he and the administration ignored the 
advice of nearly every sound economist 
that proper and effective price control 
demands control of every price factor. 
This is rapidly becoming apparent to the 
general public in spite of the fact that 
the Price Control Administrator and 
many of his advisers seem to belong to 
that school of thought which believes 
that you can compress the toothpaste in 
the tube by leaving both ends open and 
squeezing in the middle. 

It so happens that I represent a con- 
gressional district in which are produced 
a substantial percentage of the fruit and 
vegetable crops of the Nation. One of 
the first important crops to be harvested 
in this district is apricots. The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture estimates that over 
30 percent of all the apricots grown in 
the United States come from that dis- 
trict. Because they are first and because 
the price ceiling wasn’t properly devised 
to fit the case, apricots and apricot 
growers and processors have come in for 
more than their share of criticism. 

Following is an editorial from the San 
Jose Mercury-Herald, a representative 
and well-established daily newspaper in 
San Jose, Calif.: 

HENDERSON SCOLDS APRICOTS, BUT FAULT 1S 
WASHINGTON’S 

The apricot industry desperately seeking 
a dried crust of the bread of production, was 
given a stone of New Deal sermonizing yes- 
terday from Leon Henderson. 

By the time this is read there may be front- 
page news that Henderson has translated his 
general 15-percent price boost to California 
canned and dried fruits Into something 
more practical and comprehensible in the way 
of field and trade formulas. 

. Meanwhile the apricots continue to drop 
and neither growers nor canners are able to 
do much about saving the early crop. 

Until both growers and canners know 
what they are going to get for the crop they 
cannot harvest it nor preserve it. 

They are not harvesting nor preserving be- 
cause they cannot even make ends meet if 
they balance increased production costs with 
the Government's price freeze of last March. 

It is obvious their plight is desperate be- 
cause apricots are being wasted. It is the 
economic instinct of the grower to produce 
and the canner to preserve. That's the only 
way they can make ends meet, not to men- 
tion making a profit. The fact that they 
were threatened with rotting apricots is of 
even more direct concern to them than it is 
to the consumer. 


Here is something that most adminis- 
trative theorists and economists fail ut- 
terly tocomprehend. Apricots, like many 
other fresh fruit and vegetable crops, 
must be harvested when they are ripe. 
A day or two delay in harvest season may 
mean the difference between cost of pro- 
duction or a substantial loss to the pro- 
ducer. What this country needs, even 
more than a good 5-cent cigar, is the ad- 
vice of more practical and experienced 
agriculturists instead of the untried 
theories of starry-eyed economists. 

With this proof of their desperate plight, 
Washington is belatedly acting. Henderson 
punctures the national price ceiling for the 
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first time with an arbitrary 15 percent in- 
crease for all fruits, though in some cases, 
notably peaches, the need is not so great as 
it is in apricots. 

But this is an increase in the retail ceiling, 
be it noted. That must be translated back 
through retailer, broker, canner, to grower. 
Because of the vast economic power Wash- 
ington has assumed as a war measure, it 
must translate that order into definite price 
formulas before growers can generally pick 
and canners can. 

One would think that the emergency 
would have caused Henderson’s Office of 
Price Administration to bestir itself immedi- 
ately with producing such formulas for ap- 
ricots in harvest. Instead Henderson, in 
reluctantly granting a blanket 15-percent 
price boost to all fruits, spends valuable 
time angrily addressing himself to the Na- 
tion’s housewives with a special message 
scolding the apricot industry. 

He tells the housewives that apricots hate 
begun the “inflationary movement” to break 
his national price structure. In doing so 
he is not telling the economic truth. Nor 
is he telling it when he declares that grower 
demands are based on 110 percent parity. 

The whole parity formula, devised by 
Washington’s farm blocs, applies specifically 
to the major wheat, corn, and tobacco crops. 
In the case of California specialty crops, 
the whole approach to the marble corridors 
of Washington has been humbly to ask a 
price based on cost of production. 


Mr. Speaker, the foregoing statement 
cannot successfully be contradicted. 
The present national agricultural pro- 
gram is predicated and promulgated on 
direct and indirect benefits to the pro- 
ducers of the so-called basic commodi- 
ties: cotton, corn, wheat, rice, and to- 
bacco. The parity program was not de- 
vised nor designed to assist the fruit 
and vegetable producers in solving their 
many complex problems. California is 
by far the greatest crop-producing State 
in the Nation, but the share of recogni- 
tion it receives from the present farm 
program is pitifully small. 


Henderson has no right to use his vast 
powers to make the apricot industry the 
whipping post for his lopsided price program. 
He has no right to imply that anyone con- 
nected with that industry, either grower, 
packer, wholesaler, or retailer, is trying to 
sabotage his program. The effect is to create 
a consumer antagonism to a California crop, 
and an antagonism wholly unjustified. 

The fact is that the plight in which apricot 
growers and canners have found themselves 
is wholly the fault of Washington and its 
farm and labor lobbies. As this paper, and a 
Majority of the American press has fre- 
quently pointed out before, Henderson was 
bound to run into just this difficulty because 
Washington found it politically expedient to 
leave its price-control program open at the 
end where there were the mest votes. 

The administration refused the advice of 
every sound economist that effective price 
control required control of every price fac- 
tor—wages and farm prices, as well as retail 
prices. Apricots, as one of the earliest farm 
crops, has been first to show the half-free, 
half-controlled Henderson p cannot 
continue effective. Mounting production 
costs have squeezed grower and canner up 
against price ceilings to a point of economic 
extinction had it persisted. 

The situation will develop, industry after 
industry, as long as Washington tries to keep, 
instead of turning out, the fire. Meanwhile 
the apricot industry is justified in resenting 
Henderson’s attack upon it. 

A dropping apple disclosed the law of gravi- 
tation to Newton. Dropping apricots have 
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merely been the first to disclcse the immu- 
table laws of economics to Washington’s 
crazy-patch of theory. 


Mr. Speaker, the case of apricots in 
this instance serves as an excellent ex- 
ample of the trials and tribulations that 
beset the path of the average fruit and 
vegetable producer in California. Before 
my election to Congress I was engaged in 
the business of producing fresh fruits, 
and I am intimately acquainted with the 
problems confronting the grower and the 
processor. Our burdens are not being 
lessened as the result of Mr. Henderson’s 
unusual interest; to the contrary, they 
are being increased. 

We are presently faced with an acute 
shortage of farm labor. This in spite of 
the fact that California farmers pay 
wages far in excess of the wages paid to 
agricultural labor generally in the United 
States. In this regard, the following 
table of farm wages, as prepared by the 
Federal-State Crop Service, is extremely 
interesting: 

CALIFORNIA 


Apr. 1,| Apr. 1, | June 1, 
1941 1942 


By month: 
With board. .._........-_- $52. 50 | $68.25 | $71.00 
78. 97.00 | 107.00 
3.00 3.40 
3.90 4.40 

By month: 
With board... $31. 56 | $41.47 | $42.93 
5 Without board__......._- 40.40 | 50.90} 53.20 
=f With board_._...........- 1.41 1.83 1.89 
Without board. ...------- 1.71 2.10 2.10 
We ask no special favors. We simply 


want sympathetic consideration of our 
problems and an understanding attitude 
toward our needs. None of us wants in- 
fiation, with all of the sad dislocations 
and attendant evils. We want to do our 
utmost to prevent unnecessary increases 
in the rapidly rising cost of living. This 
calls for cooperation on all fronts and 
that cooperation cannot be forthcoming 
if the O. P. A. is going to continue to place 
all the blame for the failure of the price- 
control program on the people and the 
people’s elected Representatives. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my remarks and in- 
clude therein an editorial from the San 
Jose Mercury-Herald. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
include therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr, Cannon] is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 


JULY 9 


SALES TAX 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, during the consideration of every gen- 
eral revenue bill which has been before 
the House in the last 30 years—and I 
speak from personal observation—effort 
has been made to impose a sales tax. 
Regardless of whether the House hap- 
pened to be under the control of the 
Republican Party or the Democratic 
Party, each revenue bill presented has 
been the subject of prolonged and deter- 
mined attacks in an effort to include in 
its provisions some form of a sales tax. 
Whether the measure was brought up 
under a closed rule under which amend- 
ment and debate were restricted or 
whether under one of those open rules 
for the gonsideration of bills by sched- 
ules, pungently described by Champ 
Clark as “popgun bills,” invariably the 
committee and the House have been bom- 
barded with proposals to lay a tax upon 
the distribution of every commodity 
manufactured for barter or sale. 

So it is not surprising to find that al- 
though last week the Committee on Ways 
and Means, by an emphatic vote, rejected 
all proposals to write a sales tax into 
the bill which comes before us next Wed- 
nesday, persistent efforts are being made 
to prevail upon the committee to reverse 
its decision or to so modify the rule pro- 
viding for the consideration of the bill 
as to admit a sales-tax amendment. 

Within the last few days metropolitan 
newspapers, trade journals, and releases 
by reporting agencies, have urged the 
adoption of a tax of this kind and in 
some instances have gone so far as to 
insist that a sales tax is indispensable. 

As a final effort, Members of the House 
found on their desks when the mail came 
in this morning a questionnaire in- 
tended to develop expressions of senti- 
ment which can be used to bring pres- 
sure to bear on the committee to secure 
a vote on a sales-tax amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
my colleague the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. NELSON. I can speak for only 
one member of the Committee on Rules, 
but as one member I say that I shall 
stand for a rule such as has always been 
used when revenue bills have come in. 
We can get a satisfactory revenue bill 
only by having a closed rule. Further- 
more, as I recall, when the sales-tax 
proposition was up here a few years ago 
it was properly defeated in this House. 
My colleague the gentleman from Mis- 
souri made one of the first speeches in 
opposition to the sales tax. I think I 
made the second speech in opposition to 
the sales tax. My opinion then is my 
opinion now, that a sales tax taxes a 
man not on what he has but on what he 
has to have. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I am glad 
to have the gentleman from Missouri 
make that statement. I recall very well 
his invaluable cooperation with other 
Members in initiating the fight against 
the tax when it was last voted on in the 
House, and the large part he had in 
bringing about its defeat. 
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Iam gratified to note his opposition to 
any modification of the rule with a view 
to admitting the amendment. I trust his 
position is indicative of the attitude of 
the entire committee and that a rule will 
be finally formulated under which the 
program drafted by the committee, after 
long and exhaustive consideration, can 
be brought before the House under a spe- 
cial order providing for prompt and ex- 
peditious consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, there is one fact that 
Stands out in all the welter of proposi- 
tions and conuterpropositions relative to 
` @ sales tax which have been before the 
House in the last half century; there is 
one fact that stands out like the head- 
light of a locomotive on a moonless night 
whenever the subject is broached, and 
that is the fact that notwithstanding 
this continuous and insistent agitation 
through the years, a Federal sales tax has 
never been collected in the United States. 
From the day the first bill raising reve- 
nue was passed in the early days of the 
infant Republic down to the present time, 
Congress has consistently rejected this 
dubious method of financing the Gov- 
ernment. Even in the most crucial 
emergencies, in the darkest days of the 
Civil War; in the face of unprecedented 
demands upon the Treasury during the 
World War, when revenue was desper- 
ately needed, although the imposition of 
a sales tax was vigorously advocated, 
never, then or at any other time in the 
fiscal history of the United States, has 
the Federal Government assessed a tax 
of this character. The proposition raised 
by the questionnaire before us this morn- 
ing proposes to reverse a fiscal policy as 
old as the Republic itself. 

And there is sound reason back of it. 
There is a fundamental economic justi- 
fication for the long and uninterrupted 
maintenance of this historic policy of 
Government finance. 

The sales tax is the most iniquitous, 
the most illogical, the most unscientific, 
the most uneconomic, and the most un- 
American tax that could be levied. It 
is a tax on consumption, a tax on the 
poor, a tax on the wage earner, a tax 
on those least able to pay. It is a tax 
on children, and it taxes a family in 
proportion to the number of children 
it rears. 

It is inflationary and difficult of en- 
forcement. It is expensive and requires 
elaborate administrative machinery. It 
pyramids, and is easily shifted. It can 
be passed on to the consumer or taken 
out of the wages of labor. In fact, it 
saddles its greatest burdens on labor. 
It increases the cost of necessities, cur- 
tails employment, and reduces the pur- 
chasing power of the wage scale. 

It is discriminatory. When the mil- 
lionaire buys a pencil, a razor blade, or a 
package of cigarettes, he pays no more 
tax on them than the pensioner whose 
income is $1 a day. The housewife 
buying a paper of pins, a cake of soap, 
or a can of baking powder, pays the 
same tax for the support of the Gov- 
ernment whether she lives in a hovel or a 
mansion, 

The sales tax violates every orthodox 
principle of taxation. It is not a tax 
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in -proportion to ability to pay; or in 
proportion to benefits received. It adds 
to the cost of every necessity with no 
relation to income. It increases the 
price of the swaddling clothes of the 
infant, the wedding gown of the bride, 
the weeds of the widow, and the simple 
garments of the aged. It taxes the 
primer in the school, and the Bible in 
the church. It takes shoes from chil- 
dren’s feet; drives the rain through 
shattered roofs of tenements; snatches 
healing medicaments from the fevered 
brow of pain; and denies the bier of the 
veteran the lost tribute of the flag be- 
neath which he served. From poverty 
and penury and toil it takes its inevitable 
and relentless toll in order that wealth 
and power and profiteers may go un- 
taxed. 

Oh, they say that the Government 
needs the money. That is the alibi of 
the highwayman—he needs the money. 
And we do need the money; but why not 
take it from those to whom it means the 
mere writing of a check, the casual fore- 
going of dividends, the discontinuance of 
profiteering prices, rather than from 
those who rear the children which con- 
stitute the future state. 

It is to be hoped that the committee 
will steadfastly maintain the position 
which it has taken against all efforts to 
impose this reprehensible tax on the men 
who earn their daily bread in field and 
factory. Such a policy should have the 
support of the House, the support of the 
Congress, and I am certain would have 
the support of the American people. 

(Here the gavel fell.J 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of the legislative business on Mon- 
day next and any other special orders I 
may be permitted to address the House 
for 40 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include a news- 
paper article. 


Is there 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 


special order heretofore made, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Witson] for 10 minutes. 


TREASURY BOND SALES 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, the 
Treasury’s bond-sale report for the 
month of May reveals more than mere 
figures. To me it proves concretely 
where our war is being fought the 
hardest. 

Remember with me this time last year, 
when this country was caught in succes- 
sive rip tides of opinion and counter 
opinion about the possibilities of war. As 
I recall it, the eastern seaboard States 
were rampant with words: “Let’s get in 
there and give them the old ‘one-two, ” 
they said, or words to that effect. But 
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the Middle West and my own Hoosier 
State were trying in every way they knew 
to save our young men, our money, and 
avoid the cultural setback that wars al- 
ways bring. And what did the conserva- 
tive Middle West get from the Eastern 
States? May I remind you that we of 
the “slow but sure” section of the coun- 
try were called some mighty unfriendly 
names? 

And now we are in the middle of 1942, 
7 months into the most horrible conflict 
this earth has ever known; we are fight- 
ing multiple enemies on many fronts, 
and who is buying the most bonds; where 
are the people giving to their fullest abil- 
ity, and what has become of that “one- 
two,” those “knock-out” blows the inter- 
ventionist States were going to give the 
enemy? Gentlemen, draw your own 
conclusions. Indiana is over her bond 
and stamp quota, New York—financial 
giant of the Nation—is below. Illinois 
is over her quota, the District of Colum- 
bia is below. Ohio is over, Pennsylvania 
is below. Nebraska, Idaho, North and 
South Dakota are over and New Jersey 
and Maryland are below. 

If the coastal States think that a bel- 
ligerent attitude is going to win this war, 
they have another think coming. Bonds, 
bombs, stamps, and shells are the lan- 
guage we are speaking these days and 
the only language the enemy under- 
stands. 

Where is all that old fight? I will tell 
you where it is. It is in the hearts and 
minds and determination of those same 
conservative folks who did not want in 
this war. But now that we are in, we 
intend to lick the pants off our opponents. 
Purely in the spirit of a friendly word to 
the wise, when this mess is over and we 
have won, as we will, a lot of those loud- 
mouthed “one-two” boys are likely to find 
that fight talk without fight intentions is 
bad business in this country. That Mid- 
dle West, that great, strapping, sincere 
section of this country that lies west of 
the Hudson and Potomac, is likely to be 
a tough hombre tohandle. They are not 
going to like other people getting them 
into scraps and letting them carry the 
brunt of the battle once we are in, 

Further substantiating proof of the 
truths revealed by the bond report is the 
fact that the State of Indiana is suspend- 
ing its recruiting of medical men. In- 
diana has stripped her supply of doctors 
so clean in the interests of the armed 
forces that now she can rest a while and 
wait for New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Massachusetts to “get on the 
beam,” 

Gentlemen, I am justly proud of my 
State. We did not want any part of a 
war that could only be “lost” by every 
country involved; we did not want to set 
our country back fifty or a hundred years 
in progress; we did not want to have to 
rebuild; we wanted to keep on building; 
but now that we are.in it, every other 
State of the 48 will have to fight every 
foot of the way if they top us in war 
effort. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes. 

Mr. MUNDT. I am very much inter- 
ested in the gentleman’s analysis of bond 
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sales throughout the country, and I con- 
gratulate Indiana on the fine record that 
it has made. Iam happy to say that my 
State of South Dakota has exceeded its 
quota by 40 percent. I hope the gentle- 
man’s remarks will tend to stimulate the 
talkative East to emulate the West, and 
in a phrase we use out there sometimes, 
“Decorate the mahogany.” 

Mr. WILSON. I thank the gentleman. 
It is just one more proof that the dog 
that barks the loudest is not likely to 
bite. 

JUDGE JOHN 8. McCLELLAND 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 2 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, a year 
ago this month, in the city oi Philadel- 
phia, the Benevolent and Protective Order 
of Elks was assembled in annual conven- 
tion and on that occasion elected as grand 
exalted ruler a gentleman who resides in 
my district, a fine upstanding patriotic 
American citizen, a fine lawyer and a 
splendid judge, Judge John S. McClelland. 
This week the annual convention of the 
Elks will convene in the city of Omaha, 
where this friend of mine will finish his 
12 months of service as the grand exalted 
ruler. He has done an outstanding job 
as leader of this great patriotic organiza- 
tion. Not only has he discharged the 
duties of that office with splendid capac- 
ity and ability, but he has traveled 70,000 
miles in visiting Elks lodges throughout 
America, and has led that organization 
in a splendid program of cooperation 
with our Commander in Chief since war 
was declared December 8, 1941. 

I ask unanimous consent to revise and 
extend my remarks and to include an edi- 
torial from the Elks magazine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


A YEAR’S WORK WELL DONE 


It has been only a little short of a year 
since the grand lodge drafted John S. Mc- 
Clelland for its grand exalted ruler and gave 
him the difficult assignment of serving the 
order as its chief executive during the trying 
times which proved to be the beginning of 
the most destructive, devastating, cruel, and 
heartless war of all time. In the city of 
Omaha he will appear before the grand lodge 
this month to render an account of his 
stewardship and well may he do so with 
pardonable pride looking to what the order 
has accomplished under his direction. The 
war has brought to his office many difficult 
problems, all of which have been met with 
resourcefulness and courage which reflects 
credit on our order and brings pride to its 
entire membership. The record speaks for 
itself, it being impossible to recount in detail 
in available space all that has transpired 
since we were precipitated into this conflict. 
In general, it may be stated that no oppor- 
tunity was overlooked to do all in our power 
to assist our Government in prosecuting the 
war to a victorious termination. Much yet 
remains to be done and to his successor is 
left the responsibility of carrying on to the 
end that the Order of Elks may serve the 
Nation in the discharge of its full duty in 
preserving our beloved country from the dan- 
ger which threatens. it. 

Among other things which Brother Mc- 
Clelland has proposed and fostered may be 


Is there 
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mentioned subscriptions to the Elks’ war 
fund; obtaining recruits for the Flying Cadet 
Corps; plans for the care at the Elks na- 
tional home of children of Elks evacuated 
from their homes to avoid the dangers of 
war; the extension of hospitality by sub- 
ordinate lodges to members in the armed 
forces; sponsoring the writing of letters to 
the soldier boys; the sending of gift boxes to 
them; urging the purchase of war stamps 
and bonds; the listing of all members of the 
order for possible service; cooperation with 
the United Service Organizations. In many 
other ways the Elks are lending assistance— 
such, for example, as conserving rubber 
and gasoline, assisting in arranging black- 
outs and gathering waste material for war 
purposes. 

During his year in office the grand exalted 
ruler has traveled nearly 70,000 miles and 
visited many lodges, spreading the patriotic 
principles of our order in inspired addresses 
which have been received with enthusiastic 
approval. He has builded the order for even 
greater accomplishments and has strength- 
ened it for the ordeal through which it is 
now passing. During his term of office he 
has granted dispensations for 19 new lodges 
with an average membership of 70 and has 
added to our membership the largest num- 
ber in recent years. The exact increase must 
await his report to the grand lodge, but it 
seems reasonably certain that it will not be 
less than 15,000—an accomplishment which 
will bring joy and satisfaction to every Elk. 

Brother McClelland is closing a most suc- 
cessful year, and we congratulate him on 
what he has accomplished. His success has 
very largely been due to his intimate knowl- 
edge of the problems of subordinate lodges. 
He has devoted a year of earnest endeavor 
to the order and necessarily has neglected 
his professional duties to which he will soon 
return. It is with sincere regret that we 
say goodbye to him as grand exalted ruler. 
We welcome him to the group of past grand 
exalted rulers where he will continue to give 
of his talents and sound judgment for the 
further upbuilding of our fraternity. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED 


Bills of the Senate of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 


5.357. An act to provide for the establish- 
ment and operation of a research laboratory 
in the Pennsyivania anthracite region for 
investigation of the mining, preparation and 
utilization of the mining, preparation and 
utilization of anthracite, for the development 
of new uses and markets, for improvement 
of health and safety in mining; and for a 
comprehensive study of the region to aid in 
the solution of its economic problems and to 
make its natural and human resources of 
maximum usefulness in the war effort; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

S. 1980. An act to amend section 7 of the 
act entitled “An act making appropriations 
to provide for the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1902, as amended; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 2585. An act to provide that loans on 
the 1942 crop of corn, wheat, rice, cotton, 
tobacco, and peanuts shall be made at a 
rate equal to the parity price; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 


SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The SPEAKER announced his signa- 
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 


5. 2543. An act to amend subsection (3) of 
section 602 (d) of the National Service Life 
Insurance Act, as amended, and for other 
purposes, 
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BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on July 7, 1942, present to the 
President, for his approval, bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

H. R. 6081. An act to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to promote on the retired 
list officers who were decorated and recom- 
mended for promotion for distinguished 
service during the World War and who have 
not attained the rank to which recom- 
mended,” so as to confer on any commis- 
sioned officer of the Army retirement priv- 
uae provided in the act of June 13, 1940; 
an 

H.R. 7349. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the 
month of July 1942. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.), 
in accordance with the order heretofore 
made, the House adjourned until Mon- 
day, July 13, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
will hold a public hearing on Tuesday, 
July 14, 1942, at 10:30 a. m. in room 247, 
House Office Building, on H. R. 5031, 
H. R. 5144, H. R. 5167, and H. R. 5236. 


COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATU- 
RALIZATION 


The Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization will hold hearings at 
10:10 a. m. on Wednesday, July 15, and 
Thursday, July 16, 1942, on H. R. 6165, 
H. R. 6858, and private bills, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. TOLAN: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 1052. A bill to amend section 40 of 
the United States Employees’ Compensation 
Act, as amended; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2325). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah: Committee on the 


“Public Lands. S. 2322. An act to remove 


the time limit for cooperation between the 
Bureau of Reclamation and the Farm Secur- 
ity Administration in the development of 
farm units on public lands under Federal 
reclamation projects; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2326). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah: Committee on the 
Pubiic Lands. S. 2362. An act relating to 
the jurisdiction over certain lands in the 
Isle Royale National Park; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2337). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. FULMER: Committee on Agriculture. 
8S. 2585. An act to provide that loans on the 
1942 crop of corn, wheat, rice, cotton, tobacco, 
and peanuts shall be made at a rate equal to 
the parity price; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2328). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev- 
erally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CELLER: 2 

H.R. 7361. A bill providing under the 
Selective Training and Service Act of 1940, as 
amended, for publicity with respect to defer- 
ments and exemptions; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARE: 

H. R. 7362. A bill to provide for holiday 
service on rural mail routes; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi: 

H. R. 7363. A bili to raise revenue, equalize 
taxation, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: 

H. R. 7364, A bill to repeal certain laws and 
to amend other laws relating to naval avia- 
tion cadets; and to provide for aviation cadets 
in the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Re- 
serve, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN ZANDT: 

H.R. 7365. A bill to amend the railroad 
retirement act of 1937 so as to provide for 
minimum annuities and pensions of $50 per 
month; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULMER: 

H. R. 7366. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Agriculture to adjust titles to lands ac- 
quired by the United States which are subject 
to his administration, custody, or control; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEISS: 

H. Res. 517. Resolution for the investiga- 
tion of the Army War Show, Inc., and related 
matters; to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HARTLEY: 

H.R. 7367. A bill to authorize the presenta- 
tion of a medal of honor to J. Edgar Hoover; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHULTE: 

H.R. 7368. A bill to provide for the issuance 
of a license to practice osteopathy in the 
District of Columbia to Dr. Charles Joseph 
Briggs; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


$192. By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of cer- 
tain citizens of Utica, N. Y. protesting 
against the passage of House bills 7101 and 
7108, as well as other bills of similar import, 
calculated to impose prohibition upon cer- 
tain areas; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3193. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of mem- 
bers of the Laura Strickler Class of the First 
Baptist Church of New Castle, Pa., urging 
legislation which will provide the largest 
protection for the men in our Army and 
Navy against the insidious influence of vice 
and intoxicating liquors, and especially the 
early passage of the Sheppard bill (S. 860); 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$194. Also, petition of the members of the 
Gleaners Class of the First Baptist Church 
of New Castle, Pa., urging legislation which 
will provide the largest protection for the 
men in our Army and Navy against the in- 
sidious influence of vice and intoxicating 
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liquors, and especially the early passage of 
the Sheppard bill (S, 860); to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

3195. Also, petition of the members of the 
Edith Woodrow Class of the First Baptist 
Church of New Castle, Pa., urging legislation 
which will provide the largest protection for 
the men in our Army and Navy against the 
insidious influence of vice and intoxicating 
liquors, and especally the early passage of 
the Sheppard bill (S. 860); to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

3196. Also, petition of the members of the 
Esma Brenner Class of the First Baptist 
Church of New Castle, Pa., urging legislation 
which will provide the largest protection for 
the men in our Army and Navy against the 
insidious influence of vice and intoxicating 
liquors, and especially the early passage of 
the Sheppard bill (S. 860); to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

3197. Also, petition of the members of the 
United Workers’ Class of the First Baptist 
Church of New Castle, Pa., urging legislation 
which will provide the largest protection for 
the men in our Army and Navy against the 
insidious influence of vice and intoxicating 
liquors, and especially the early passage of the 
Sheppard bill (S. 860); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3198. Also, petition of members of the 
Sower's Class of the First Baptist Church of 
New Castle, Pa., urging legislation which will 
provide the largest protection fcr the men 
in our Army and Navy against the insidious 
influence of vice and intoxicating liquors, and 
especially the early passage of the Sheppard 
bill (S. 860); to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3199. Also, petition of members of the 
J. O. Y. Class of the First Baptist Church of 
New Castle, Pa., urging legislation which will 
provide the largest protection for the men 
in our Army and Navy against the insidious 
influence of vice and intoxicating liquors, and 
especially the early passage of the Sheppard 
bill (S. 860); to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3200. Also, petition of members of the Tem- 
ple Class of the First Baptist Church of New 
Castle, Pa., urging legislation which will pro- 
vide the largest protection for the men in our 
Army and Navy against the insidious influ- 
ence of vice and intoxicating liquors, and 
especially the early passage of the Sheppard 
bill (S. 860); to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3201. Also, petition of 92 citizens of the 
city of Butler, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
urging the passage of Senate bill 860, as a 
contribution to a wholesome defense program 
and a reenactment of legislation similar to 
that of 1917 and so give to the young men of 
1942 the protection their fathers had in 
1917; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3202. Also, petition of 60 members of the 
Madison Avenue Christian Church, seventh 
ward of New Castle, Pa., urging the passage 
of Senate bill 860 and House bill 4000, to 
suppress vice and liquor in or near our 
camps; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

$203. By Mr. HANCOCK: Petition of Mrs. 
Fred Hunter and other residents of Syra- 
cuse, N. Y., favoring the enactment of Senate 
bill 860; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3204. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
California State Council of Defense, Sacra- 
mento, Calif., relative to consider and enact 
such amendment or amendments to the 
social security laws, effective only for the 
duration of the war; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

3205. By Mr. TINKHAM: Petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Massachusetts, protesting 
against the enactment into law of House bills 
7101 and 7108; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
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Rev. F., J. Prettyman, D. D., of Rock- 
ville, Md., offered the following prayer: 


Almighty God, we thank Thee for the 
blessed, beautiful, and tender message 
that has come to us in the light of a new 
day. Thou art speaking as Thou hast 
always spoken to us in terms of beauty 
and of hope and of love. We would not 
imprison Thy message in evil hearts; and 
so we come to Thee at the threshold of 
this day asking for purity of heart, for 
spiritual insight, for the touch of God 
upon our lives, that our work may be ac- 
cording to the will of God, and that, 
through us and our counsel together, the 
message of God may come upon this our 
beloved land. For Christ’s sake. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
July 9, 1942, was dispensed with, and the 
Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL OF BILLS 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that the 
President had approved and signed the 
following acts. 

On July 8, 1942: 

S. 2109. An act authorizing the Secretary 
of War to sell and convey to the town of 
Marmet, W. Va., two tracts of land to 
used for municipal purposes. $ 

On July 9, 1942: 

S. 2599. An act authorizing the head of 
the department or agency using the public 
domain for war purposes to compensate 
holders of grazing permits and licenses for 
losses sustained by reason of such use of 
public lands for war purposes. 


DELIVERY OF CHECKS DRAWN AGAINST 
FEDERAL FUNDS TO ADDRESSES OUT- 
SIDE THE UNITED STATES 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Administrator 
of Veterans’ Affairs, transmitting a draft 
of proposed legislation to amend the act 
of October 9, 1940, to restrict or regu- 
late the delivery of checks drawn against 
funds of the United States, or any agency 
or instrumentality thereof, to addresses 
outside the United States, its Territories, 
and possessions, and for other purposes, 
which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented and referred as 
indicated: 


By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

A letter in the nature of a memorial from 
Oscar Pickering, of Fork, Utah, remonstrating 
against the imposition of a sales tax; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Petitions of members of the First Baptist 
Church of Chehalis and the Country Church, 
and the Chehalis Women’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, all of the State of Washington, 
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praying for the prompt enactment of legis- 
lation to abolish and prohibit for the dura- 
tion of the war the manufacture, importa- 
tion, and sale of alcoholic beverages; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The petition of the Women’s Home and 
Foreign Missionary Society of the Rochester 
(N. Y.) Conference of the Wesleyan Method- 
ist Church; also petitions bearing 234 signa- 
tures of citizens of Chehalis, Port Ludlow, and 
Bellingham, all in the State of Washington; 
also petitions bearing 359 signatures of citi- 
zens of Elmwood, Alta, Dunlap, Peoria and 
Peoria Heights, Macomb, Farrington, Middle- 
grove, Hanna City, Laura, Eden, Wolf Lake, 
and Jonesboro, all in the State of Illinois; 
and also petitions bearing 328 signatures of 
citizens of White Plains, Round Lake, Frank- 
lin County, Montour Falls, Delhi, Glen Falls 
and South Glen Falls, Jerusalem Township 
and Yates County, Johnson City, Candor, 
Owego, Lockport, Gasport, Kingston, Rock- 
stream, Watkins Glen, and Freeville, all in 
the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale 
of alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice in the 
vicinity of military camps and naval estab- 
lishments; ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 

Petitions of sundry citizens of the State of 
Maryland, praying for the enactment of Sen- 
ate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic 
liquor and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 
military camps and naval establishments; 
ordered to lie on the table. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND 
SUPPRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILI- 
TARY CAMPS—MEMORIALS 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I present 
for appropriate reference various me- 
morials signed by many citizens of the 
State of Maine protesting against the 
passage of Senate bill 860 and House bill 
4000. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The me- 
morials presented by the Senator from 
Maine will lie on the table. 


RESOLUTION OF HAYES GRANGE, NO. 1490, 
OZAWKIE, KANS, MANUFACTURE OF 
RUBBER FROM GRAIN ALCOHOL 


Mr. REED. Mr. Presideht, I present 
and ask to have printed in the RECORD 
and appropriately referred a resolution 
in the nature of a petition adopted by 
Hayes Grange, No. 1490, Ozawkie, Kans., 
favoring the manufacture of rubber from 
grain alcohol. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion was ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


OZAWKIE, KANS., July 6, 1942. 
Senator CLYDE M. REED, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. REED: At our Grange meeting of 
July 4 the following resolution was drawn 
and adopted: 

“Transportation is as essential in our war 
effort as production. 

“Motor vehicles mounted on rubber are our 
most economical methods of transportation. 

“All thinking Americans are cooperating in 
the program for conservation of our present 
supply of rubber. 

“Our source of foreign supply of crude rub- 
ber is definitely cut off. 

“Therefore, we must resort to home pro- 
duction of this essential material. 

“Science has proven that efficient synthetic 
rubber can be produced by the use of alcohol 
made from farm grains of which we have a 
surplus. 

“Therefore Hayes Grange urges that Con- 
gress make every effort possible to develop 
this product to substantiate the rapidly 
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supply of crude rubber now 
available.” 

The secretary was instructed to send copies 
of the resolution to our Senators and Repre- 
sentative. 

Respectfully, 
Miss FRIEDA BAKER, 
Secretary, Hayes Grange, No. 1490, 
Ozawkie, Kans. 


JEWISH ARMY FOR PALESTINE—TELE- 
GRAM FROM JEWISH NATIONAL WORK- 
ERS ALLIANCE, BRANCH 3, MILWAUKEE, 
WIS. 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I present 
for appropriate reference and ask unani- 
mous consent to have printed in the Rec- 
orp at this point a telegram which I have 
received relating to the Jewish situation 
in Palestine. It is typical of many such 
communications which I haye received. 

There being no objection, the telegram 
was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


MILWAUKEE, Wis., July 12, 1942, 
The Honorable ALEXANDER WILEY, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Sir: With the advance of the German 
armies toward the Suez the Jews of Palestine 
are threatened with invasion and even com- 
plete annihilation. For over 244 years Pal- 
estinian Jews have demanded the right to 
defend their homeland, with the rest of 
humanity, against the mortal enemy of free- 
dom and especially of the Jewish people. 
All other people have been granted this 
right. Only to the Jews of Palestine has 
it been denied. 

We urge you as our representative to speak 
on the floor of the Senate, to the President, 
the War and State Government officials, and 
the British Government, insisting that the 
50,000 or 60,000 Palestinian Jews be given 
the opportunity to fight and die, if necessary, 
for the defense of their homeland, the pres- 
ervation of the Jewish people, and democracy. 

Very truly yours, 
JEWISH NATIONAL WORKERS 
ALLIANCE, BRANCH 3, 
JOSEPH Free, Milwaukee, 


RESOLUTION 


Wis. 
OF NEW YORK COUNTY 


Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to present for ap- 
propriate reference and to insert in the 
body of the Recorp the text of a resolu- 
tion adopted by the New York County 
American Legion at its last meeting, 
together with a release disclosing the 
supreme valor of Father Peter Duffee in 
the Normandie disaster in New York Har- 
bor. Serving as a member of the emer- 
gency unit of St. Clare’s Hospital, Father 
Duffee accompanied 20 nurses and 4 doc- 
tors aboard the ship, searching for and 
tending to the injured, in complete dis- 
regard for his own life. Father Duffee 
was confined to the hospital for injuries 
and burns for a period of 5 weeks, and 
may have suffered permanent injury. 

I heartily concur in the resolution of 
the American Legion that Father Duffee 
be given suitable recognition for his val- 
iant service. I ask that the resolution 
and related papers be appropriately re- 
ferred. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion and related papers were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
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ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 


New York Crry Potice Post, No. 460, 
New York City, July 5, 1942. 
Hon. Roper? WAGNER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Deak Mr. Senator: Attached you will find 
copy of resolution adopted by the New York 
County American Legion at its monthly 
meeting June 22, 1942, at New York City. 
Also attached you will find a press release 
in connection with Father Duffee’s valiant 
duty in connection with the ill-fated Nor- 
mandie. 
May we impose upon your good offices to 
give this matter your attention. 
Sincerely yours, 
A. J. NELSON, 
Commander, 


At the regular meeting of New York County ~ 
American Legion, Department of New York, 
held at Hotel Pennsylvania, June 22, the fol- 
lowing resolution was adopted. 

This is a resolution submitted by Com- 
mander Albert J. Nelson, New York City 
Police Post, No, 460, American Legion, read- 
ing as follows: 

“Whereas Father Peter B. Duffee, O. F. M., 
associated with the Church of St. Francis 
Assisi, New York City, who, during the fire 
of the steamship Lafayette (formerly the 
Normandie) performed valiant and heroic 
services to the enlisted personnel and the em- 
ployees of the United States Government at 
great peril to himself; and 

“Whereas in the performance of his spir- 
itual duties he suffered considerable injuries 
as a result of which he was hospitalized and 
probably will be permanently disabled: Now, 
therefore, be it 

“Resolved, That suitable recognition of the 
valiant services rendered by Father Duffee 
be given by the Government of the United 
States; and be it further 

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be 
forwarded to Senators Wacner and MEAD 
and all the members of the New York dele- 
gation of the House of Representatives with 
the request that they further the purpose of 
this resolution.” 

Your committee moves the adoption of this 
resolution. 

LAWRENCE A. MCNALLY, 
County Commander, 

Official: Yvon D. GUILLIUME, 

Adjutant. 


New York Crry Pouce Post, No. 460, 

New York City. 

Attached you will find resolution presented 
by the New York County American Legion, 
Department of New York. 

This release is attached due to the fact 
that Rev. Peter Duffee was shrouded in offi- 
cial and unofficial secrecy and not much pub- 
licity was forthcoming on his valiant and 
heroic action. The secrecy and lack of pub- 
licity were occasioned by the fact that Father 
Duffee brought off the ill-fated Normandie 
some important blue prints and acids wh‘ch 
he turned over to the naval authorities ón 
the pier. Moreover, Father Duffee was too 
sick to answer the questions of reporters and 
to grant interviews to those interested in 
publicizing his case. 

Father Duffee proceeded to the steamship 
Lajayette (Normandie) as a member of the 
Emergency Unit of St, Clare’s Hospital, New 
York City, accompanying 20 nurses and 4 doc- 
tors. He worked tirelessly throughout the 
night and the early morning ministering to 
the spiritual and temporal needs of fire fight- 
ers, naval men, dock workers, and civilian-de- 
fense members. Three times he boarded the 
ship going throughout in search of the in- 
jured. The fire was raging ferociously the 
first time he boarded the ship—thus he ex- 
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posed himself to danger of death. On his 
first trip on the ship he brought ashore a lieu- 
tenant of the New York Fire Department who 
had suffered a heart attack and was uncon- 
scious when Father Duffee found him. The 
second time he boarded the ship he brought 
off three fire fighters who were lost on the 
ship and whose flashlights were out of order. 
The third time Father Duffee boarded the 
ship when it was listing at a sharp angle. He 
was warned that the ship might capsize with- 
in an hour; but Father Duffee was also told 
that workmen had been trapped in the engine 
room. Father Duffee was accompanied by Dr. 
John Maloney, of St. Vincent’s Hospital, two 
service men, and a worker for the Robins Dry 
Dock Co. 

The searching party boarded the ship and 
searched every deck and every part of the 
boat from the bridge to the engine room. 
While the party was in the engine room the 
ship listed and lurched. Father Duffee was 
thrown backward into a dynamo and Dr. 
Maloney fell on him. Although Father Duf- 
fee was himself injured, he led Dr. Maloney 
from the engine room to the pier for Dr, 
Maloney had broken his glasses and cut his 
face. The searching party made certain be- 
fore the giant liner collapsed that no injured 
persons were aboard. In fact Father Duffee 
was the last to leave the ship before it cap- 
sized. 


The priest accompanied the injured in am- 
bulances to the naval reception ship and to 
St. Vincent's Hospital making about 20 trips 
throughout the night and morning. He 
labored unceasingly from 6 p. m. to 4 a. m. 
the next morning. Furthermore he assisted 
in rendering first aid and stood by the first aid 
station for the firemen of New York. His 
work was recognized by the Brooklyn Queens 
Holy Name Society of the fire department 
whose members forwarded him a letter of 
commendation and appreciation. 

The Franciscan priest returned to his 
monastery but at 6 a. m. he was forced to go 
to St. Clare's Hospital for treatment. His 
injuries consisted of hemorrhages from the 
nose and throat, caused by the inhalation of 
smoke, third degree burns on his abdomen, 
caused by heat or live steam and other in- 
juries to his abdomen and back. He aggra- 
vated four hernias on his abdomen and 
pulled the muscles in the lower back from 
their fastenings in the spine. He was treated 
by Dr. V. J. Healey, orthopedic surgeon, and 
Dr. Albin Street, nose and throat specialist. 

Father Duffee was confined to the hospital 
for 5 weeks. He was discharged but was 
ordered home for convalescence. He was 
forced to wear a large canvas and steel ab- 
dominal belt and a steel back brace. The 
physicians cannot promise that the effects 
of the back and abdominal injuries will not 
be permanent and that Father Duffee will 
not have to wear these braces the rest of his 
life. 

The third-degree burns healed after 3 
months but left permanent scars. The other 
injuries have merely improved after hospital- 
ization and recuperation. 

While Father Duffee was in the hospital he 
refused to interview reporters because he was 
advised by authorities to have nothing to say. 
Furthermore, he was unwilling to discuss the 
matter because various investigation com- 
mittees were working on the aspects of the 
fire. Finally, the priest was not desirous of 
obtaining publicity for the performance of 
his duty, even though his performance of his 
duty was heroic and valiant. Despite his 
efforts his pictures as a patient appeared in a 
New York newspaper. 

The priest has received no remuneration or 
compensation for his deeds of heroism, It has 
been learned from other sources outside of 
Father Duffee that numerous firemen, service 
men, and other workers on the ship owe their 
lives to him. Further, the priest adminis- 
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tered the sacraments to many more and aided 
in alleviating their pain and suffering. 

Father Duffee has only recently returned to 
duty at St. Francis Assisi Church, 135 West 
Thirty-first Street, New York City, where he 
is presently performing only light duties. 

We believe this priest should be honored 
and commended for his heroic performance 
of duty and we therefore submit this resolu- 
tion to you asking your interest and aid in 
this case, 


REPORT OF THE APPROPRIATIONS COM- 
MITTEE FILED DURING ADJOURN- 


MENT 


Under authority of the order of the 
9th instant, 

Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Appropriations, to which was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7319) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes, reported 
it on July 10, 1942, with amendments and 
submitted a report (No. 1542) thereon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. REED, from the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce: 

5.2642. A bill to amend subsection (b) of 
section 417 of the Interstate Commerce Act, 
by changing a reference therein from “car- 
rier” to “freight forwarder”; with amend- 
ments (Rept. No. 1543). 

By Mr. VAN NUYS, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

S. 1019. A bill to provide for the holding 
of terms of the district court of the United 
States at Fort Myers, Fla.; without amend- 
ment. 

By Mr. BILBO, from the Committee on 
Commerce: 

H.R. 5392. A bill to convey certain prop- 
erty to the Southwest Texas State Teachers 
College; without amendment. 

By Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

H. R. 6484. A bill to suspend during the 
present war the running of statutes of limi- 
tations applicable to certain offenses; with 
an amendment (Rept. No. 1544). 


PRINTING OF REVISED EDITION OF 
SENATE RULES AND MANUAL 


Mr. BYRD, from the Committee on 
Rules, reported a resolution (S. Res. 275), 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, 
and it is hereby, directed to prepare a revised 
editien of the Senate Rules and Manual for 
the use of the Seventy-eighth Congress, and 
that 1,500 additional copies shall be printed 
and bound, of which 1,000 copies shall be for 
the Senate, 200 copies for the use of the 
Committee on Rules, and the remaining 300 
copies shall be bound in full morocco and 
tagged as to contents and delivered as may 
be directed by the committee. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were intro- 
duced, read the first time, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the second time, and re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

S. 2649. A bill for the relief of Johnny New- 
ton Strickland; to the Committee on Claims. 

§. 2650. A bill for the relief of the depend- 
ents of Wade A. Johnson, deceased; to the 
Committee on Finance. 
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(Mr. REYNOLDS also introduced Senate 
bill 2651, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and appears under 
a separate heading.) 

By Mr, BONE: 

S. J. Res. 155. Joint resolution authorizing 
and directing the Chairman of the War Man- 
power Commission to take certain steps to 
speed up the utilization in suitable employ- 
ment of the abilities and aptitudes of all 
employable handicapped persons; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


ACQUISITION OF VEHICLES, ETC., AND 
SUPPLIES FOR PROSECUTION OF THE 
WAR 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I 
introduce a bill which has been drawn 
as the result of hearings held by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, when, as the 
able Senator from Utah [Mr. Tuomas] 
will recall, Mr. Eastman was present. 
The bill is to authorize the President to 
acquire vehicles and other equipment and 
supplies necessary for the successful 
prosecution of the present war, and for 
other purposes. 

I shall take advantage of the oppor- 
tunity to make a public announcement at 
this time, to the effect that tomorrow 
morning at 10 o'clock there will be a 
called meeting of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, in the committee room, for 
the purpose of giving preliminary con- 
sideration to this bill, which has been 
drafted as the result of suggestions made 
before the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs when Mr. Eastman and others were 
present, in reference to the acquisition 
of vehicles, and in reference to the con- 
servation of gasoline and rubber, 

“The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill in- 
troduced by the Senator from North 
Carolina will be received and appro- 
priately referred. 

The bill (S. 2651) to authorize the 
President to acquire vehicles and other 
transportation equipment and supplies 
necessary for the successful prosecution 
of the present war, and for other purposes 
was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF HEARINGS BE- 
FORE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
AND FORESTRY—PRODUCTION OF IN- 
DUSTRIAL AND SYNTHETIC ALCOHOL 
AND SYNTHETIC RUBBER FROM FARM 
PRODUCTS 


Mr. GILLETTE submitted the follow- 
ing resolution (S. Res. 276), which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That in accordance with para- 
graph 3 of section 2 of the Printing Act, 
approved March 1, 1907, the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry of the Senate be, 
and is hereby, authorized and empowered to 
have printed for its use 1,000 additional 
copies of part 1 and subsequent parts of the 
hearings held before a subcommittee of said 
committee during the current session, pur- 
suant to the resolution (S. Res. 224) provid- 
ing for an investigation relative to the pro- 
duction of industrial alcohol, synthetic alco- 
hol, and synthetic rubber from farm crops. 


PRICE CONTROL—ADDRESS BY SENATOR 
WAGNER 
[Mr. WAGNER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Record a radio address on 
price control, delivered by him on July 12, 
1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 
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THE SENATE VIEWS AVIATION—ADDRESS 
BY SENATOR WILEY 


[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a radio address 
entitled.“The Senate Views Aviation,” deliv- 
ered by him in Chicago, Il., on July 9, 1942, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR WILEY BEFORE 
WISCONSIN REPUBLICAN CONVENTION 


[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by him on July 10, 1942, before the 
Republican Convention at Wausau, Wis., 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


INDEPENDENCE DAY ADDRESS BY MR. 
JUSTICE BYRNES 


[Mr. MAYBANK asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Record an address de- 
livered by Mr. Justice James F. Byrnes, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, at 
Spartanburg, S. C., on July 4, 1942, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


UNITY IN THE WAR EFFORT—ADDRESS BY 
MR. JUSTICE ROBERTS 


[Mr. GUFFEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered at Philadelphia, Pa., on July 5, 1942, 
by Hon. Owen J. Roberts, associate justice of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


ADDRESS BY VICE ADMIRAL YARNELL ON 
THE FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
CHINESE-JAPANESE WAR 


[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Rrcorp a radio 
address delivered on July 7, 1942, by Vice 
Admiral H. E. Yarnell, United States Navy, 
retired, on the fifth anniversary of the 
Chinese-Japanese War, which appears in the 
Appendix.) 


ADDRESS AT PITTSBURGH, PA., BY IVAN 
SUBASIC, THE BAN OF CROATIA 


[Mr. PEPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered at Pittsburgh, Pa., on June 28, 1942, 
by Ivan Subasic, governor of Croatia, in the 
Kingdom of Yugoslavia, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


TRIBUTE TO SENATOR NORRIS BY 
RICHARD L. NEUBERGER 


[Mr. BONE asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an article en- 
titled “Senator from Nebraska,” written by 
Richard L. Neuberger, and published in The 
Progressive of June 13, 1942, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 


TRIBUTE TO ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE, SR., 
BY THURMAN ARNOLD 


[Mr, BONE asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address by 
Thurman W. Arnold, Assistant Attorney Gen- 
eral, at Madison, Wis., on June 21, 1942, at 
services in memory of Robert M. La Follette, 
Sr., which appears in the Appendix.] 


A CENSUS OF TIRES—EDITORIAL FROM 
THE OREGONIAN 


[Mr. McNARY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Record an editorial from 
the Oregonian of July 9, 1942, entitled “For 
a Census of Tires,” which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

MR. MAY'S PREDICTION 


[Mr. GUFFEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an article entitled 
“Mr. May’s Prediction,” written by Hanson 
W. Baldwin and published in the New York 
Times of July 10, 1942, which appears in the 
Appendix,] 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine 
marning business is concluded, 
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BASIC MAGNESIUM, INC., OF LOS VEGAS, 
NEV. 


Mr. BUNKER. Mr. President, pur- 
suant to my promise to keep the Senate 
informed regarding developments in con- 
nection with the inquiry that the Tru- 
man committee is making into the 
Defense Plant Corporation-Basic Mag- 
nesium, Inc., scandal at Las Vegas, Nev., 
I shall address the Senate but briefly 
today. 

Most Members of the Senate will recall 
that Basic Magnesium is the company 
that stands to make a profit of 4,280 per- 
cent on an investment of less than 
$50,000. The Senate committee investi- 
gating profits in war industries charged 
in its preliminary report, as will be re- 
membered, that this company appeared 
to be engaged in war profiteering to a 
most startling degree. Gross misman- 
agement on the part of Basic Magnesium 
officials was established and a change in 
management was recommended. In this 
connection, although the Defense Plant 
Corporation has made no public state- 
ment on the terms of the contract, I can 
reveal that on April 9, 14 days after the 
committee hearing in Las Vegas, Nev., a 
contract was signed with Coverdale & 
Colpitts, of New York City, calling for an 
additional fee of $100,000 to provide com- 
petent management. This expenditure 
does not revoke the contract previously 
made with the incompetents of Basic 
Magnesium. It is to be paid by the De- 
fense Plant Corporation, although it 
should be deducted from the $300,000 
Basic Magnesium is to receive for work 
it was incapable of doing. To complete 
the record, I read from the files of the 
Defense Plant Corporation: 

Coverdale & Colpitts are to have full and 
complete authority over entire field force, 
engineers, purchasing, accounting, contrac- 
tors, subcontractors, ete, Our scope is to in- 
clude all items in appendix A. We assume no 
responsibility for work or design performed 
prior to the effective date of this agreement. 
We are to be guided in the matter of design 
by Basic consultants. We are to station a 
partner of our firm at Las Vegas. We are to 
be paid a fee of $100,000 by Defense Plant Cor- 
poration. We are to be reimbursed for the 
following salaries: One principal assistant, 
$1,250 a month; one resident assistant, $1,250 
a month; two resident assistants, at $600 a 
month each. We are to be reimbursed for 
reasonable traveling expenses and per diem 
of $7 per day while away from New York. 
We are to also be reimbursed for such other 
necessary assistance and 50 percent of direct 
costs for overhead, as well as traveling ex- 
penses for members of the firm. 


Although Jesse Jones made a feeble 
and unsuccessful attempt to justify the 
miserable progress and delay on the part 
of Basic officials, yet he was willing to 
spend $100,000 to correct the conditions. 
It must be said that McNeil Construction 
has done an outstanding job notwith- 
standing the incompetence and bickering 
with the English consultants by Basic 
Officials. It is regrettable that Coverdale 
& Colpitts were not the original manage- 
ment instead of Basic Magnesium. 

The Senate subcommittee urged most 
strongly that the Defense Plant Corpora- 
tion refuse to accept any such exorbitant 
royalty terms as proposed by Basic Mag- 
nesium, Inc., for magnesite ore. The pro- 
posed terms of this unique contract are 
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interesting. All ore used in the Las 
Vegas plant would be purchased from 
Basic Magnesium under the proposed 
contract regardless of who operated the 
plant, thus precluding any other source 
of supply or mine owner unless the ore 
was sold through Basic, even in the event 
that the ore owned by Basic proved to be 
unsuitable in quality or quantity. In 
comparing the proposed royalty terms 
with other Nevada properties attention is 
called to the United States Brucite Co., 
wherein Basic is paying 17 cents a ton 
royalty on the very ore on which they 
propose to collect $1 a ton from the Gov- 
ernment, or $2 a ton in case the plant is 
operated by some other company, thus 
exacting a war profit of 83 cents or $1.83 
a ton, as the case may be, with the Gov- 
ernment paying all mining, milling, and 
transportation costs. On June 15 of this 
year test drilling had not been completed 
on the Basic claims, notwithstanding the 
fact that the Government had spent 
$5,000,000 in a plant to process the ore, 
It is intensely interesting to know that 
the contract for the ore has not been 
signed, although the plant should start 
operation and production of magnesium 
some time in August. There are claims 
adjacent to the ore reduction plant which, 
no doubt, could be obtained should the 
present source of ore prove unsatisfac- 
tory, or other claims throughout the 
State. The question is, Should Basic 
Magnesium be permitted to exact an 
exorbitant wartime profit on all or any 
ore supply? The time should never come 
when the opportunity to sell a mining 
property is taken from the prospector 
and given to the eastern promoter, Ne- 
vada’s mining wealth is due largely to 
the efforts of the prospectors. These 
people should and must be encouraged 
and assisted, even financially where 
necessary. 

The schedule for the production of 
magnesium was April, then May, next 
July, and now August. 

Evidence of mismanagement is out- 
lined in a convincing manner in excerpts 
I shall read from a report from P. H. 
Rustin, of the auditing division of the 
Defense Plant Corporation, who made 
these heretofore unpublished statements 
to his superiors: 

There is need for more effective supervision 
over Defense Plant Corporation’s funds now 
being spent by Basic Magnesium. 

Employees of Basic Magnesium authorized 
to draw checks wre not bonded. 

Eleven bank accounts were maintained by 
Basic of taxpayer funds. 

Basic Magnesium are permitted to make 
disbursements, but an accounting is not made 
until invoices are presented for audit. 

Basic has disbursed approximately $20,- 
000, the proprieties of which were neither 
approved nor authorized. 

The executive pay roll is excessive. 

Basic Magnesium is not in a strong finan- 
cial position, and its principal source of in- 
come is the construction fee, the interest in 
which was assigned to a Cleveland bank. 

Limitation should be established for the 
amount of salaries allowable and for travel 


and other expenses. 
H. P. Eells engages in local politics, using 
the project as a vehicle. 


The last excerpt plainly reveals the 
politics injected into this affair by How- 
ard P. Eells, $50,000-a-year president of 
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Basic Magnesium. In the near future I 
shall elaborate on some of the sordid 
political developments traceable to Basic 
Magnesium. The investigator, Mr. Rob- 
inson, and the chief counsel, Mr, Eugh 
Fulton, together with members of the 
Senate committee investigating national 
defense, have performed a valuable pub- 
lic service. The taxpayers’ interests 
must be protected, and this plant placed 
on a sound, permanent production 
schedule. 

I am informed that with the informa- 
tion developed in the last few weeks, the 
committee will be prepared to issue a re- 
port in the very near future I shall have 
more to say concerning the profits and 
ADA of this project at a later 

ate, 
VOTES ON WAR ISSUE 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. Mr. Presi- 
dent, throughout the nearly 24 years of 
my present term in the Senate the world 
has been at war. The outbreak of the 
war in Europe occurred about 5 months 
before I took my seat in the Senate early 
in 1940. The 22 months of my service 
up to December 7, 1941, when the treach- 
erous attack of the Japanese upon Pearl 
Harbor forced the United States into the 
war, formed one of the most critical pe- 
riods in our country’s history. Upon 
Congress, as well as upon the executive 
branch of the Government, rested the 
responsibility for decisions which might 
involve us in the world conflict, or help to 
keep us aloof. 

In voting upon the various measures 
which came before Congress in 1940 and 
1941, I sought to have our Government 
avoid all actions which might draw us 
into the war while we were in a state of 
unpreparedness. I favored all steps to- 
ward a strengthening of our own de- 
fenses. 

Since our entry into the war, I have 
joined in all actions intended to hasten 
a complete victory by the United Nations 
against the Axis Powers. That does not 
mean that I have accepted blindly all 
policies initiated by the executive branch 
of the Government, or that I expect to do 
So. 

I have favored and shall continue to 
favor the vesting of broad powers in the 
President for the conduct of the war. I 
believe, however, that in granting such 
powers Congress should prescribe gen- 
eral principles. There should be no abdi- 
cation by Congress of its legislative 
responsibilities. 

MOTIVES FOR VOTES ON WAR MEASURES 


In voting upon various measures bear- 
ing on the war situation during 1940 and 
1941 my motives were chiefly these: 

First. I wanted, if possible, to avoid 
our participation in the war. 

Second. I was entirely sympathetic 
with the cause of nations opposed to the 
Axis Powers, but, knowing our state of 
unpreparedness, I felt that the strength- 
ening of our own defenses was of first 
importance. 

Third. As a member of the Senate 
Committee on Military Affairs, I was in 
a position to know that while our re- 
sources of manpower were ample, even 
under our former system of yoluntary 
enlistment, we were shockingly weak in 
military and naval equipment. 


Fourth. I recognized the danger of our 
wtimate involvement in the World War, 
and favored such legislative authoriza- 
tions and appropriations as were neces- 
sary to make us an impregnable military 
power. 

Fifth. While still at peace I wanted 
our country to avoid the vesting of un- 
necessary powers in the executive branch 
of the Government, or other action tend- 
ing to destroy our democratic processes 
or infringe upon our cherished liberties. 

Sixth. Above all, I was loyal to the in- 
terests of the United States, and desired 
to maintain its form of government, and 
to retain for the masses of the people a 
standard of living and a degree of con- 
tentment enjoyed nowhere else in the 
world. 

In looking back upon my record, I feel 
that it cannot be stated with fairness 
that any action of mine tended to make 
us less ready to meet our enemies when 
peace no longer was possible. On the 
contrary, I believe that if the policies 
which I favored had prevailed at all 
times our position would have been 
stronger. Our resources would have been 
less scattered. It might have been pos- 
sible to avoid some of our early reverses. 

If we had not been diverting supplies 
to Libya and elsewhere in the fall of 1941 
we would have been strengthening our 
forces in the Pacific area, as Winston 
Churchill conceded in his address before 
the Congress last December. General 
MacArthur’s plea for assistance might 
have been answered. Our flag might still 
be fiying over the Philippines, and our 
boys might not be languishing in Japa- 
nese prison camps. 

From some of the current discussions, 
obviously intended to prejudice the po- 
litical fortunes of those who have not at 
all times seen eye to eye with the admin- 
istration, it might appear that Members 
of Congress should have been working in 
1940 and 1941 toward our entry into the 
war at the earliest possible date. 

PRESIDENT’S PLEDGE AGAINST WAR 

Are we to assume from such a premise 
that the President and the administra- 
tion were not sincere in their pledges to 
keep the Nation out of war? Such an 
assumption would bear out the charges 
frequently made that the administration 
was trying to force us into the war, de- 
spite its protestations to the contrary. 

For my part, I accepted the President’s 
professions of a pu e to keep us out of 
war and under no circumstances to send 
our boys to fight on foreign soil. In 
everything I did I sought to make good 
the President’s pledge. 

In January 1940, in his annual message 
to Congress, less than a month before my 
appointment to the Senate, the President 
said: 

In these recent years we have had a clean 
record of peace and good will. It is an open 
book that cannot be twisted or defamed. It 
is a record that must be continued and en- 
larged. 


During his campaign for a third term 
in 1940, the President on several occa- 
sions stated his determination to avoid 
war. On September 11, 1940, he said: 

I hate war now more than ever. I have 
one supreme determination—to do all I can 
to keep war away from these shores for all 
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time. I stand with my party upon the plat- 
form adopted in Chicago. 


The President on that occasion quoted 
the plank in the Democratic platform 
adopted in June 1940, which was as fol- 
lows: 

We will not participate in foreign wars, and 
we will not send our Army, naval, or air forces 
to Sght in foreign lands outside of the Amer- 
icas, except in case of attack. 


In the closing days of the campaign, 
on October 30, 1940, the President said: 

I have said this before, but I shall say it 
again and again. Your boys are not going 
to be sent into any foreign wars. They are 
going into training to form a force so strong 
that, by its very existence, it will keep the 
threat of war away from our shores. The pur- 
pose of our defense is defense. 


After the election was over, the Presi- 
dent, in a fireside chat on December 2, 
1£40, said: 

There is no demand for sending an Ameri- 
can expeditionary force outside our own bor- 
ders. There is no intention by any member 
of your Government to send such a force. 
You can, therefore, nail any talk about send- 
ing armies to Europe as deliberate untruth. 


The Republican Presidential nominee, 
Wendell Willkie, also had expressed a 
purpose to keep this country out of war, 
although strongly favoring every possible 
assistance to Great Britain. 

FOR INCREASED APPROPRIATIONS 


During the early months of my term, 
in 1940, the annual appropriation bills 
were under consideration. When the 
President, in special messages to Congress 
on May 16 and May 31, asked for larger 
appropriations for national defense, I 
supported his recommendations. I voted 
on May 22, 1940, for a military-appropri- 
ation bill incorporating the increased 
funds requested by the President. I 
voted on the following day for a naval- 
appropriation bill embodying the Presi- 
dent’s enlarged program. 

On June 11, 1940, I voted for an ad- 
ministration bill approved by the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee, of which Iam a 
member, authorizing an expansion of the 
military program. 

A few days earlier I had voted for an 
amendment to that bill, which, unfor- 
tunately, was rejected. That amendment 
would have created a nonpartisan board 
of five members to advise the President 
in mobilizing the country’s economic and 
industrial resources and in speeding up 
production of military equipment. 

If such a board had been created it 
might have accomplished important re- 
sults toward bringing order out of chaos 
in our then-existing defense agencies, 
which had been created by Executive or- 
der without regard for the judgment of 
Congress or the lessons of the last war. 
It will be recalled that it was not until 
more than a year and a half later, in 
January 1942, that the President finally 
centralized authority over production in 
one official and in one organization, a step 
which was repeatedly urged upon him by 
Members of Congress of both parties. 
OPPOSITION TO ADJOURNMENT IN WAR CRISIS 


The President, in press conferences on 
June 4 and again on June 11, 1940, as- 
serted that he could see no reason for 
Congress remaining in session during 
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the remainder of the summer, except for 
the purpose of allowing its Members to 
make speeches. The national political 
conventions were about to be held, and 
the campaign of the President for elec- 
tion to a third term was just ahead. The 
situation in Europe, however, was becom- 
ing increasingly critical. 

On June 11, 1940, while the last of the 
administration defense bills then before 
Congress was under consideration, I took 
the floor of the Senate to protest against 
the plan for an adjournment. 

I quote, in part, my remarks in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that date: 

The impelling reason for my accepting ap- 
pointment as Senator was a sense of duty and 
a deep concern over events affecting the fu- 
ture of this country. Since my arrival in 
Washington, I have not been out of reach of 
the roll call in the Senate on a single day, 
because I felt the importance of momentous 
events which might occur at any hour. 

I fully realize, Mr. President, that we are 
on the eve of a Presidential election, and the 
importance to individual Members of Congress 
of the campaign for reelection, which every 
Member of the House and one-third of the 
Members of the Senate face this fall. I am 
not unmindful of my personal situation, but 
the welfare of the United States demands 
that our own personal desires and our per- 
sonal welfare be made secondary to the wel- 
fare of the country. 

It is my understanding that the majority 
leaders, in conference with the President, 
have set June 22 as the date for the adjourn- 
ment of Congress. 

The minority has cooperated to the fullest 
extent in every preparedness measure asked by 
the President. There has been no division 
concerning vital matters relating to the wel- 
fare of America. There must be no division. 
Yet the situation is changing so rapidly that 
if we are to meet these new problems, as a 
democracy must meet its problems, Congress 
must be kept in continuous session. 

The duty of every Senator who is loyal to 
his oath of office is to stay in Washington 
regardless of his personal comfort or his po- 
litical future. As far as I am concerned I 
shall oppose in every way I can the adjourn- 
ment of Congress as long as the present 
emergency lasts. 


I venture to believe that my remarks 
contributed to a sentiment which caused 
Congress to reject suggestions for a long 
adjournment during the summer of 1940. 
No longer than a month after my re- 
marks—on July 10, 1940—the President, 
in another special message to Congress, 
admitted that his previous defense pro- 
gram was inadequate and asked large 
additional funds for procurement of 
military equipment. I supported his 
recommendations. 

On August 8, 1940, I voted for the pas- 
sage of an administration bill author- 
izing the President to order the National 
Guard and Army reserves into active 
service. 

THE SELECTIVE SERVICE BILL 


The selective service bill came before 
the Senate in August 1940. It should be 
kept in mind that this was not an ad- 
ministration bill. The sponsor was the 
National Emergency Committee of the 
Military Training Camps Association, 
whose chairman was a Wall Street law- 
yer. The bill was introduced in the Sen- 
ate by a Democrat unfriendly to the ad- 
ministration, and in the House by a 
Republican. The sponsors are known to 
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have been unable to induce administra- 
tion Democrats, in the midst of a Presi- 
dential campaign, to join in the intro- 
duction of the bill. While the Presi- 
dent was quoted, after the bill was well 
on the way to passage, as being in favor 
of its general principles, he was not 
active in its support. 

As a member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, I joined in a minority 
report approving the provisions for regis- 
tration and for wartime conscription, but 
objecting to a compulsory draft in peace- 
time. Our minority report included a 
letter from Harry H. Woodring, former 
Secretary of War under the present ad- 
ministration, denying that the system of 
voluntary enlistment had broken down. 
Mr. Woodring asserted that voluntary 
enlistment would he entirely adequate 
for all peacetime needs, particularly if 
the pay of enlisted men of the Army 
were increased by a moderate amount. 
Testimony of Army officers before the 
congressional committees was to the ef- 
fect that an increase in the base pay of 
enlisted men from $21 to $30, which is 
far below the $50 recently approved by 
Congress, would very substantially in- 
crease voluntary enlistments. Officers 
of the Navy, whose pay then was on a 
somewhat better basis than those in the 
Army, stated that its waiting list num- 
bered 7,000 men. The testimony of pro- 
duction experts made it clear that it 
would be difficult to provide adequate 
equipment for the Army in less than a 
year or 18 months. It was well known 
that in the military maneuvers of that 
period our soldiers were using all sorts 
. imitation guns and other implements 
of war. 


In our minority report from the com- 
mittee, we said: 


Regimentation of American life as pro- 
vided for by the Burke-Wadsworth bill in 
peacetime is abhorrent to American democ- 
racy and American traditions. No proof or 
evidence was offered to indicate that all of 
the personnel needs of the Army and Navy 
cannot be obtained on a voluntary basis in 
the traditional peacetime manner. A 1l- 
year voluntary enlistment will provide more 


-men for such training than can be cared for 


with existing military equipment. Volun- 
tary enlistment should be given a thorough 
trial. After a thorough trial, if the yolun- 
tary-enlistment plan fails in part or in whole, 
then before it is too late, the minority will 
gladly support conscription, but not before. 


Before voting against the selective 
service bill on final passage in the Sen- 
ate, I favored several amendments which 
I believed would tend to make it con- 
form more nearly to our traditional 
principles. I voted for the Lodge amend- 
ment, which was accepted, to prohibit 
the use of draftees beyond the limits of 
tne Western Hemisphere except in Terri- 
tories and possessions of the United 
States. This amendment was in keep- 
ing with the President’s promises. I 
voted for other amendments which were 
rejected, including the Lodge amend- 
ment to reduce the age range in the bill, 
the Wiley amendment to permit induc- 
tion of draftees only if Congress declared 
the existence of an emergency, and the 
Maloney amendment to provide that 
Congress should determine when troops 
were needed. 
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FURTHER OPPOSITION TO CAMPAIGN 
ADJOURNMENT 


With the final weeks of the Presiden- 
tial campaign in sight the administra< 
tion leaders again sought to obtain an 
adjournment of Congress. I took the 
floor of the Senate on September 14, 
1940, to protest against such a course in’ 
the midst of a continuing crisis in Eu- 
ropean affairs. 

I quote, in part, my remarks in the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of that date: 

Mr. President, it must be apparent to every 
Senator that the situation confronting us is 
& very serious one, and I am very much dis- 
turbed by the rumor that a move is on foot 
to adjourn the present Congress next week, 
or the week after that. I hope the rumor is 
not well-founded. 

On June 11, I spoke in the Senate in oppo- 
sition to the adjournment plans, which I un- 
derstood then called for Congress to leave 
Washington on June 22. * * è Fortu- 
nately, Congress remained in session. Since 
I made that statement on June 11 much has 
happened. France has fallen; the battle of 
Britain has begun, and no one can foresee 
the resylts of that battle. We know that 
we are closer to war today than we were on 
June 11. Moreover, the lives of millions of 
our boys may be jeopardized by a single mis- 
take in our foreign policy. 

The legislation passed since that date in- 
dicates rather clearly that Congress in June 
had scarcely touched the defense program. 

The action of Congress in remaining in 
session may easily be the means of keeping 
the United States out of war. As long as the 
emergency lasts, regardless of how my politi- 
cal future may be affected, I shall oppose any 
attempt at adjournment. 


In the 1941 session of Congress I con- 
tinued to support the appropriations pro- 
posed by the President for a strengthen- 
ing of our own military and naval 
defenses. 

THE LEND-LEASE BILL 

The lend-lease bill came before the 
Senate in March 1941. This measure 
was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, rather than to my own 
Committee on Military Affairs, whose 
members were in a better position to be 
aware of the acute need of our military 
forces for all war equipment which could 
be produced by our manufacturers. 

I voted against the bill because I did 
not regard it as a measure for the na- 
tional defense of our own country but 
rather one which would tend to weaken 
us. I regarded it as dangerous to our 
own defenses to divert such large quan- 
tities of war materials to other nations. 
The bill granted extraordinary powers to 
the President and virtually gave him au- 
thority to take us into war, a power ` 
reserved to Congress under the Consti- 
tution. It left to the President the de- 
termination of aggressor nations and the 
nature of the action to be taken against 
them. It committed the American peo- 
ple permanently to support whatever 
course he might pursue. I believed that 
the bill was certain to hasten our en- 
trance into the war. 

Among amendments to this bill for 
which I voted, but which were rejected, 
was the Taft substitute. It authorized 
$2,000,000,000 of loans to Great Britain, 
Canada, and Greece, and allowed our 
Government to manufacture for foreign 
governments and to sell them equipment 
certified as not needed for our own de- 
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fense. This amount was more than suffi- 
cient to meet needs then existing or even 
requested. It would have avoided issu- 
ance of a blank check and an abdication 
of legislative powers by Congress. I also 
voted for the Vandenberg amendment 
limiting the supplies furnished to other 
nations to those held to be not essential 
to our own defense, and the Wiley 
amendment limiting the use of funds 
for purchase of farm products to those 
produced in the United States. 

During the same month of March 1941 
I voted against the first appropriation of 
$7,000,000,000 under the Lend-Lease Act. 
I did so because I knew that it would not 
strengthen our own defenses or, under 
production limitations which existed, in- 
crease the total of our expenditures for 
defense purposes. I believed that the 
chief effect would be to divert to other 
nations production sorely needed in our 
own program. I believed that it would 
both hasten our entrance into the war 
and retard our preparation for it. 

FOR EXTENSION OF MILITARY SERVICE 


When the bill for an extension of mili- 
tary service came before the Senate in 
August 1941 I voted for a program which 
would have made no change whatever in 
the status of drafted men already in our 
armed forces until long after the attack 
at Pearl Harbor in December of that 
year. 

I voted for the Taft substitute under 
which the service of drafted men would 
have been extended for 6 months beyond 
the original 12 months and that of Re- 
serve components for a full year. Under 
this proposal the first release of original 
draftees would have been deferred until 
April 1942. The program called for the 
replacement thereafter of 50,000 men 
monthly by new draftees. 

When the Taft substitute was rejected 
I voted for the Burton amendment for 
an extension of service for 12 months, 
which would have carried the original 
draftees over until almost the end of 
1942. 


Either the Taft substitute or the Bur- 
ton amendment would have assured ade- 
quate training for the men. Either 
would have facilitated the accomplish- 
ment of the purpose of the original law, 
which was training in a period of peace 
of the largest possible number of men to 
form a reserve subject to call in time of 
emergency. In the one case the training 
would have continued for a year and a 
half, and in the other for 2 years. The 
proposal for a total training period of 
2% years, against which I voted, would 
have slowed down appreciably the train- 
ing of meu not called early in the draft. 
Thus, if we had remained at peace for 
another year or more, the strength of 
our trained Reserve would have been 
considerably greater under either of the 
plans for which I voted than under that 
-which was adopted. Under the circum- 
stances actually existing in December 
1941 neither of the schemes for which I 
voted would have impaired in the slight- 
est degree the extent of our preparedness. 

I was willing to approve an extension 
of service on the showing before our 
committee that a few thousand of the 
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drafted men had been sent outside our 
continental borders, and that it would be 
difficult to bring them back within the 
1-year limitation. I was impressed also 
with the contention that as much as 18 
months’ training was desirable. 

In the light of the pledge of Congress 
that service in peacetime would continue 
for only 1 year, I believed that an ex- 
tension for an additional 6 months or, 
at the most, 1 year, was as far as we 
should go. 

As a matter of fact, the rejection. by 
Congress of all proposals for an extension 
of service in advance of an actual out- 
break of war would not have made a 
substantial difference in the state of pre- 
paredness in December 1941. The Selec- 
tive Service Act was effective on October 
1, 1940. The first men were inducted 
into the service in November of that year. 
About 13,000 men would have been en- 
titled to release in November 1941 and 
about 5,000 in December. The total, as 
of December 7, the date of Pearl Harbor, 
thus was less than 18,000. Simultane- 
ously with the release of these men new 
draftees would have been inducted. 
After the occurrence at Pearl Harbor, 
the men who had been released in Novem- 
ber and early December could have been 
called back to duty at once, just as were 
men above 28 years of age. The latter 
were released during that period under 
legislation enacted in the fall of 1940 on 
the recommendation of the administra- 
tion. 

The limiting factor in the training of 
our armed forces throughout the period 
before Pear] Harbor was not manpower 
but, rather, lack of equipment. I missed 
no opportunity to vote for measures 
which would have increased the arms 
and other supplies for our own land, air, 
and naval forces. 

REPEAL OF NEUTRALITY ACT 

I voted against repeal of principal 
provisions of the Neutrality Act in No- 
vember 1941, because I could not regard 
the effect as other than to draw us into 
actual war more quickly. Repeal of the 
act made it possible to arm our merchant 
vessels and to send our ships to bel- 
ligerent destinations and into so-called 
combat areas. Obviously, repeal of the 
law, originally designed as a means of 
making good the President’s pledge to 
keep us out of war, meant a complete re- 
versal of earlier administration policies. 

The attack by the Japanese upon our 
naval and military forces at Pearl Har- 
bor in December 1941 changed the situa- 
tion completely. War no longer could 
be avoided. I joined in the declarations 
of war against the Axis Powers. I voted 
for legislation immediately thereafter re- 
moving restrictions upon the territorial 
use of our Army, for a broadening of 
conscription on a wartime basis, and for 
other amendments to our laws neces- 
sary for the total war to which we are 
now committeed. I have supported with- 
out exception all the tremendous appro- 
priations for war purposes in the present 
year. 

With most of our civilian industries 
now converted to wartime production and 
our output of military equipment in- 
creasing rapidly to huge totals, I am 
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confident of ultimate victory for our- 
selves and the nations allied with us. 
UNITY OF PURPOSE NEEDED 

We need unity of purpose among all 
elements of our people for the success of 
the war effort. To breed dissension 
among us without cause is the utmost 
folly. 

It is impossible to avoid suspicion of 
the motives of persons who would ques- 
tion the patriotism, loyalty, or farsight- 
edness of those of us who voted in 1940 
and 1941 against measures which we be- 
lieved would tend to involve us in war. 
Some of the more conspicuous of those. 
who now by insidious methods are fo- 
menting disunion have records which 
clearly show a greater devotion to alien 
philosophies of government than to the 
preservation of American institutions. 

There are far better grounds to indict 
the lack of vision of those who encour- 
aged our Nation to take step after step 
toward participation in the world strug- 
gle in advance of attainment of com- 
plete preparedness. Those of us who 
Sought to retard those steps were not 
unaware of the dangers lurking ahead. 

On the contrary, a full realization of 
those dangers actuated us in voting as 
we did on the issues which came before 
Congress. I am convinced that it would 
have been better for the Nation if our 
views had prevailed. Certainly, no blame 
for anything that has occurred can be 
attached to those who voted with a 
minority. 

If there were any advantage to the 
national interest in keeping alive the dif- 
ferences in the viewpoint of sincere 
Americans before Pearl Harbor, abun- 
dant evidence could be assembled to prove 
by actual events the unfortunate conse- 
quences of policies which were pursued. 
We should rather, shoulder to shoulder, 
bend our energies to the task ahead. 

It is with continued recognition of the 
perils confronting us that I propose to 
do everything within my power toward a 
victorious outcome of the war and to- 
ward a better world for future genera- 
tions. 


PERSONAL MILITARY EXPERIENCES OF 
SENATOR LODGE 


Mr, LODGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. McNARY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken George Reed 
Andrews Gerry Reynolds 
Bailey Gillette Rosier 

li Green Russell 
Barkley Guffey Schwartz 
Bilbo Gurney Shipstead 
Bone Hatch Smathers 
Brewster Hayden Spencer 
Bridges Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Idaho 
Brooks Lee ‘Thomas, Okla. 
Bunker Lodge Thomas, Utah 
Burton McKellar Tobey 
Byrd McNary Tunnell 
Caraway Maloney Tydings 
Chandler Maybank Vandenberg 
Chavez Millikin Van Nuys 
Clark, Idaho Norris Wagner 
Clark, Mo. ye White 
Connally O'Mahoney Wiley 
Danaher Pepper 
Downey Radcliffe 
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Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES] is 
absent from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
ELLENDER], the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. KILGORE], the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Truman], and the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are 
members of the Committee to Investigate 
National Defense, and are, therefore, 
necessarily absent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BanKHEAD and Mr. HILL], the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Brown], the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Butow], the 
’ Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], 
the Senator from Virginia (Mr. Grass], 
the Senator from Iowa (Mr. HERRING], 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. JOHN- 
son], the Senator from Illinois [Mr, 
Lucas], the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
McCarran], the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. McFartanp] the Senator from New 
York (Mr. Mean], the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. Murdock], the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. Murray], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O’Dantet], the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Overton], the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Smirx], the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. STEWART], 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WatsH], and the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. WHEELER] are necessarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. My colleague the 
junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. HoL- 
man] is absent on public business. 

The following Senators are necessarily 
absent: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Avs- 
tin], the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
BARBOUR], the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Carrer], the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Butter], the Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Davis], the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. Lancer], the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. Tarr], the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. Wits], the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. Gurney], and the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-one 
Senator have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am very 
glad indeed to be back. I can tell the 
Senate that there have been many times 
in the recent past when I have looked 
back on this Chamber and have thought 
with gratitude of all the fellowship, 
friendliness, and help which I have re- 
ceived from all my colleagues here. 

I appear here today after prolonged 
service in the United States Army—not 
as an observer but as a participating 
member. This service has included the 
extended maneuvers which were held last 
year in Louisiana and the Carolinas, It 
has enabled me to see the Infantry 
School, and the parachute units, and to 
have close and intimate contacts with 
our Armored Force. This wartime serv- 
ice was preceded by almost 18 years dur- 
ing which I was a member of the 
Organized Reserve. r 

Not so very long ago some of us volun- 
teered for service in a theater where we 
could experience real tank warfare. This 
took us to the Libyan Desert, where we 
stayed in the thick of things until we 
had accomplished our mission. This 
combat was engaged in by a small group 
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of officers and men. I have, therefore, 
seen all phases of our Army effort—from 
the training camp to the combat zone. 
I have seen American equipment in ac- 
tion and it has been my privilege to be 
with American soldiers on the battlefield. 

It is good to be able to say that both 
men and equipment are first class. The 
severe test which our equipment received 
on maneuvers was intensified in battle. 
Our trucks, our light tanks and, above all, 
our medium tank, M-3—the so-called 
General Grant—gave good accounts of 
themselves. That they are susceptible 
of improvement is, of course, natural and 
true. Some of them are what, in auto- 
mobile parlance, would be called last 
year’s model. In the newer models 
necessary improvements have been made. 

Our soldiers fought the enemy in M-3 
tanks. They engaged him in the period 
June 11-12 on a ridge south of Tobruk. 
There was heavy and continuous fire 
from enemy guns. There were, however, 
no penetrations of our tanks. Our boys 
registered direct hits on a number of 
German tanks, and the hits stopped their 
tanks. When it is said that a tank has 
been “knocked out,” it is a rather difficult 
thing to verify, because we do not get out 
of our tank and go to see the damage. 
All we know is that we hit the enemy 
tank and stopped it. 

We have in the General Grant a ve- 
hicle with stout armor. It has a gun 
which is not out-ranged by the enemy, 
and with which the enemy can be given 
a hard, stiff, destructive blow. 

Let me now tell the Senate something 
about our American soldiers. They went 
into that fight on the other side of the 
world in a new, strange—I might almost 
say weird—setting. They volunteered for 
hazardous duty in the army of a nation 
not their own. They endured heat, 
blinding dust, and prolonged journeys 
over routes without the usual aids to 
navigation. They lived on slim rations. 
There was little sleep for any of us. 
When the time came to go into action 
in a situation which was critical in the 
extreme they stood their ground. They 
did not become panicky. They were ag- 
gressive, cagey, and smart. When they 
were ordered out, they brought all of 
their equipment with them, and emerged 
safe and sound, without a scratch. Less 
might well have been expected from vet- 
erans. More could have been asked from 
no one. 

To be sure, this first American tank 
detachment was a token force. It was 
not large. But it was a cross section of 
our great country—boys such as you, Mr. 
President, and I know well. What les- 
son can we draw from their experience 
and their survival? 

Foremost, of course, is that divine 
Providence was watching over them. 

Within the realm of human powers, 
however, we must conclude that these 
young men did what they did because 
they were smart and vigorous. They 
were quick to learn the peculiarities of 
desert war. They were physically sound. 
They had the natural aptitude for motor 
mechanics, the flair for radio work, and 
the ability to drive a vehicle with skill 
which are typical of our country’s youth. 
They were the products of our American 
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school system; they were exemplars of a 
nation which believes in a high standard 
of living for all, a nation which wants 
everyone to be well fed. They were not 
cannon fodder. They were not robots. 
In armored warfare in the desert or else- 
where the officer can do much before the 
battle. He can see to it that the soldiers 
are as Well fed as conditions permit. He 
can find out, and then tell them, all that 
can be learned about warfare. He can 
counsel with them. He can do every- 
thing possible for their comfort. He can 
seek a plan and a place for them which 
will give them the best chance of survival. 

But when contact is made they are 
often on their own. The moves are fast. 
The forces become so dispersed that the 
sergeant who commands a tank must 
have generalship. He must have sound 
judgment and presence of mind. He 
must know the broad strategy, he must 
know the big picture, so that when his 
tank punches through he will know, with- 
eos being told, what his next step should 


Our soldiers were of that kind. That 
is the kind of soldiers I like to think a 
democracy produces. 

There is a second cause. The men had 
been well trained. Native ability, no 
matter how great, is no substitute for 
training and experience. The reason 
these soldiers did not fumble, were not 
flustered, and did not get killed was be- 
cause the training they had received was 
sound and true. It had prepared them 
well for what they had to face. I believe 
Julius Caesar said of his Roman legions 
that, after the training period was over 
and they engaged in battle it was not 
necessary to give them orders because 
they knew what to do and how to do it. 

Our men were of that kind. 

I know in my own case I would not 
have lasted long if I had not been trained 
by our Regular Army, and if I had not 
engaged in so many maneuvers over here. 

Let us be thankful that our training 
program is so realistic that it cuts out 
nonessentials, that it trains to do the 
stern work in which we are engaged. I 
come home, Mr. President, convinced 
that we have an Army which can do big 
things—historic things. 

Let me pay a public word of apprecia- 
tion, too, for the reception given to our 
detachment by the army in which we 
served. From the commander in chief 
to the private soldier the personnel of 
the Middle East forces showed plainly 
how glad they were to see us. They ex- 
tended their finest hospitality to us and 
met every request which we made. They 
treated us like their own troops. No one 
could ask more. 

Let me also thank Senators for their 
attitude toward me. It is my aim to 
make as large a contribution to the work 
of this great body as my modest talents 
permit. Because of my many years in 
the Reserve, I had an unusual oppor- 
tunity to experience war at first hand. 
As the conduct of the war is the greatest 
responsibility resting on us all, I trust 
that what I iearned will be useful to all 
Members of the Senate and to our be- 
loved country. 

Mr. President, I have said all that mili- 
tary requirements permit me to say in 
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public. I shall be able to say more to 
committees in executive session; and I 
am, of course, constantly at the disposal 
of any Senator or group of Senators for 
any assistance that I can give. 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 

Mr. TOBEY. I thank the Senator. 
In his address, the Senator spoke of the 
quality, at least, and of the value of the 
guns with which our tanks were armed 
in fighting the enemy, the Germans, 
We laymen at home have read of the 
88-millimeter gun used by the Germans, 
and have heard it described as a superior 
weapon and as having had great effect 
in the Libyan campaign. Does the Sen- 
ator feel at liberty to inform us about it? 

Mr. LODGE. I said that the guns 
with which our tanks were armed met 
the guns of the German tanks. I did 
not refer to the antitank guns. The 
88-millimeter gun was an extremely effec- 
tive weapon in desert warfare, and it 
played one of the decisive parts in that 
warfare. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I 
wish to say that prior to the appearance 
of the able junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopce] on the floor of the 
Senate today, at which time he has in- 
spired and interested us by way of de- 
scription of his recent observations, I had 
the privilege several days ago of talking 
with the Senator for more than an hour 
in my office, at which time he supplied 
me, as chairman of the Military Affairs 
Committee, with a great deal of informa- 
tion. 

As a result of the inspiration which 
he afforded me and the information he 
furnished me as a Member of this body, 
I shall call a meeting of the Committee 
on Military Affairs for the purpose of 
providing every Member of that com- 
mittee with an opportunity to hear the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts in 
executive session. 

At the same time I wish to state that 
we propose to invite to that meeting the 
members of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee of the Senate and likewise the 
members of the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee of the House and the members of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee of the 
House. 

After having had a talk with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts I feel that the 
information which he has at hand and 
is willing to provide the members of 
those respective committees will be of 
great benefit to them and, therefore, of 
benefit to the Senate, the House, and the 
Nation itself. 

Mr. President, the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts has been an extremely 
valuable member of the Military Affairs 
Committee for the very reason that for 
years he has been connected in one way 
or another with the armed forces of the 
United States in peacetime and now in 
wartime. The time he has taken to at- 
tend the maneuvers in the Carolinas and 
in Louisiana, and the interest which he 
has taken in military affairs for many 
years, and particularly the intense in- 
terest which he has shown since he has 
been a member of the United States 
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Senate and a member of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, have been of great 
benefit to the committee of the Senate; 
and I, as a member of that committee 
and as chairman thereof and as a Mem- 
ber of this body, wish to take this oppor- 
tunity publicly to proclaim my apprecia- 
tion to the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. In making that statement, I 
believe I am merely giving expression to 
the appreciation which is felt by the 
people of Massachusetts and by the peo- 
ple of the Nation. I, for one, want pub- 
licly at this hour to thank the Senator 
for the fine work he has done, particu- 
larly as a member of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had agreed to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the House to each of the follow- 
ing bills of the Senate: 

S. 2032. An act to amend section 7 (a) of 
the act of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), as 
amended by section 601 of the act of June 
30, 1932 (47 Stat. 417), to authorize inter- 
departmental procurement by contract; and 

S. 2404, An act to authorize officers and 
enlisted men of the armed forces of the 
United States to accept decorations, orders, 
medals, and emblems tendered them by gov- 
ernments of cobelligerent nations or other 
American republics and to create the deco- 
rations to be known as the Legion of Merit 
and the Medal for Merit. 


The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6807) to 
establish a Women’s Auxiliary Reserve in 
the Navy, and for other purposes; asked 
a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and that Mr. Vinson of Georgia, Mr. 
DrEewry, and Mr. Morr were appointed 
managers on the part of the House at 
the conference. 

The message further announced that 
the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6963) 
to amend the act entitled “An act to 
authorize black-outs in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved December 26, 1941, and for other 
purposes, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were each read 
twice by their titles and referred as in- 
dicated: 

H. R. 6963. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to authorize black-outs in the 
District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved December 26, 1941, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

H. R. 7211. An act to facilitate the disposi- 
tion of prizes captured by the United States 
during the present war, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


INVESTIGATIONS OF MILITARY ESTAB- 
LISHMENT BY MILITARY AFFAIRS COM- 
MITTEE 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I 

take advantage of this opportunity to 

submit a resolution asking that the Com- 
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mittee on Military Affairs be provided 
with an appropriation to the extent of 
$50,000, to be utilized by the members of 
the committee, constituted into subcom- 
mittees, in visiting, where possible, camps 
and other military enterprises in various 
areas in the United States and its Terri- 
tories and possessions. According to my 
recollection, we have never had an ap- 
propriation which was sufficient to afford 
opportunity to subcommittees to visit the 
various sections of our country and places 
outside the continental United States 
which constitute our possessions. For 
instance, the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopce] at his own expense, 
and at the expenditure of his time and 
energy has visited virtually every section 
of the United States. Asa result, I dare 
say that he is the best informed man 
upon these matters, and is best prepared 
to speak upon them as a member of the 
Military Affairs Committee. Members 
of our committee have from time to time, 
at their own expense and on occasions 
when they were permitted to do so, vis- 
ited military areas in the United States. 
For instance, I have had the opportunity 
of visiting Fort Dix and many of the 
other concentrations in the north, and 
but recently I provided myself with the 
opportunity of visiting Camp Robinson, 
the shipbuilding yards in New Orleans, 
La., the military sections of Florida, and 
other sections of the country. At the 
present time the junior Senator from 
Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] is visiting 
military areas in the State of Washing- 
ton; and in the State of Oregon, the 
home of the beloved leader of the minor- 
ity, who is as popular on this side of the 
aisle as he is on the other, the junior 
Senator from that State [Mr. HOLMAN] 
is performing similar service. 

At this particular time we are desirous 
of appointing a subcommittee to visit 
Alaska and that portion of the Aleutian 
Islands which it is possible for a subcom- 
mittee to visit. We are needful of money 
with which to defray the expenses which 
would be incurred by the members of the 
subcommittee in traveling to those points 
in order to see what is going on in an area 
toward which the eyes of all Americans 
are turned at the present time. 

All of us are interested in ascertaining 
what progress is being made toward the 
construction of a military highway from 
America’s northern border to Fairbanks, 
Alaska, which is located in the center of 
that vast Territory. Likewise, we are in- 
terested in knowing what is going on in 
the development of fortifications which 
recently have been increased at Sitka, 
Kodiak, and Dutch Harbor, in the Una- 
laska section. 

It is necessary, I feel, as other members 
of the committee feel, that we should 
have some sort of an appropriation that 
would provide the opportunity insofar as 
expenses are concerned for members of 
the committee, when constituted into 
subcommittees, to visit our defense areas 
and the particular sections of the coun- 
try in which we are now vitally inter- 
ested. Unfortunately, subcommittees of 
the Military Affairs Committee have not 
heretofore had an opportunity to visit 
these sections, for one reason or another, 
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particularly, perhaps, I may add, because 
they have not been provided with the 
necessary funds. 

For instance, if we had had funds a 
number of years ago, thus providing sub- 
committees an opportunity to visit vari- 
ous sections of this hemisphere in which 
we are interested, I dare say that today 
our enemy would not have a foothold 
upon the North American Continent. 

I take advantage of this opportunity 
to recall that in 1938 I visited every sin- 
gle portion of the vast Territory of 
Alaska. I went as far north as Point 
Barrow, which is the northernmost point 
on the Western Hemisphere. I visited 
the Diomedes, the Pribilof Islands, King 
Island, and the Aleutian Islands. When 
I returned to this body I made a state- 
ment pertaining to that visit, and re- 
peatedly thereafter I stated upon the 
floor of the Senate that I felt it was 
necessary for us to increase not only the 
limited fortifications which were there 
then but, likewise, to make further in- 
stallations. I stated that I felt that if 
ever we should become involved in war 
with the Japanese, unquestionably they 
would attempt to gain a foothold upon 
Alaskan territory and, without the 
shadow of a doubt, the very first thing 
the Japanese would do would be to 
endeavor to take over the westernmost 
of the Aleutian Islands. Why? Be- 
cause with a foothold there they could 
advance eastward to Unalaska, and from 
Unalaska into Alaska, and make a suc- 
cessful attack upon the northwestern 
section of our country. 

I remember, Mr. President, that at 
that time likewise I recommended the 
construction of a highway from Seattle 
northward to Vancouver and to Juneau, 
the capital of Alaska, and on to Fair- 
banks. No one, however, paid any 
attention to those suggestions. Many 
thought that I and others were crazy 
for suggesting even that we spend a 
dollar in the development of defenses in 
Alaska and Pacific waters. At that time, 
I recall, that in yonder seat sat Louis 
Schwellenbach, then a Senator from the 
State of Washington, and there came to 
this body an appropriation suggested 
in the sum of about $13,000,000 to be 
expended in developing fortifications 
and defense projects in Alaska and the 
Aleutian Islands. It was with great dif- 
ficulty, according to my recollection, that 
the Members of this body were convinced 
that even a small appropriation of 
$13,000,000 should be expended for the 
purposes indicated. If at that time 
members of the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee had had the opportunity to visit 
Alaska and the Aleutian Islands, today, 
instead of having been “caught with our 
pants down,” instead of experiencing the 
excruciating embarrassment of having 
Japanese today fortified and entrenched 
in our own Western Hemisphere, such a 
condition never would have come about. 

We all know why the Japanese attacked 
Attu and other islands in the Aleutian 
group. They have attempted to fortify 
themselves in order that we may not 
make any approaches, in order that we 
may not make any advances, because they 
know that we want to use Attu and an 
island in the Aleutians in the neighbor- 
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hood of Attu as a springboard when 
eventually we will make destruction of 
Tokyo, Yokohama, Kobe, and other great 
industrial and highly populated centers 
of the main islands of Japan. As a re- 
sult, they have done what we should have 
done. They have fortified those islands; 
they are preparing to keep us out of them 
so that we cannot use the Aleutian group, 
and particularly Attu, as a springboard. 
Attu is only 720 miles from the Japanese 
island territory; Attu is only 2,200 miles 
from Tokyo itself, and so long as we per- 
mit the Japanese to retain control, which 
they now have, in the Aleutian group, 
then so much longer will they keep us 
from making an attack upon the great 
populated centers of the main Japanese 
islands when the time comes. 

So, for that reason and many others, 
Mr. President, I hope that the committee 
to which the resolution submitted by me 
will be referred will recommend the re- 
quest for $50,000, because I believe, par- 
ticularly since the beneficial experience 
of the great junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, that, more than ever, the mem- 
bers of the committee should not only be 
provided the opportunity of visiting 
Alaska as we now propose by a subcom- 
mittee of three, composed of the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. KILGORE], the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WALL- 
GREN], and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Hotman], but there should be other com- 
mittees to visit other defense stations of 
the Nation, our great arms manu- 
facturing plants, and the concentration 
points of our soldiers, in order that the 
members of the committee may know ex- 
actly what is taking place in the country, 
for it is the duty of the committee and 
the members of the committee to take 
advantage of every single opportunity to 
benefit their country. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH. I have not been privi- 
leged to hear all the Senator has said, as 
I only just came onto the floor. It hap- 
pens that at this time the Truman Com- 
mittee to Investigate the National De- 
fense Program—— 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Of which the. dis- 
tinguished senior Senator from New 
Mexico is a member, and the Senator will 
be in the State of Washington, on the 
Pacific coast, the latter part of this 
month. I may add for the Senator’s in- 
formation that, having learned of the 
prospect of his presence in the West, it 
was the intention of the members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs to notify 
the Senator from New Mexico and the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Herrinec], who 
is also a member of the Truman commit- 
tee, to make the trip to Alaska and to 
the Aleutian Islands at the time the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN ] 
and the other Senators go there, since 
Senator WALLGREN is a member of the 
Truman committee, and we feel that it 
would be of benefit to the Committee on 
Military Affairs if the Senator from New 
Mexico and the Senator from Iowa could 
make the visit with us. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, my pur- 
pose in rising was to give the Senator 
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from North Carolina some information, 
but I find he already has it. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I thank the Senator. 
I may say, also, for the information of 
the able Senator from New Mexico that I 
have communicated telegraphically with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
WALLGREN] in regard to the matter, and 
we are very desirous that the Senator 
from New Mexico and the Senator from 
Iowa shall accompany the Committee on 
Military Affairs to Alaska about August 
4, or as soon thereafter as it is possible to 
make the trip. We consider Alaska one 
of the vital spots in our military program, 
and we believe it would be of benefit per- 
haps to the national defense if the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Military Affairs 
were given the opportunity of visiting 
that part of our possessions. 

I thank the Senator from New Mexico 
very much for the information he has 
given me. 

Mr. President, I understand the able 
junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
will be on the west coast at the same time 
the other Senators visit that section. He 
is also a member of the Truman commit- 
tee, and if he is to be there we should like, 
indeed, to include him in the committee 
which will make inspection of what is 
taking place in Alaska, I thank the Sen- 
ator from Ohio for having brought that 
matter to my attention, and I apologize 
for not having mentioned his name þe- 
fore. I really had not been informed 
that as a member of the Truman com- 
mittee he would be on the Pacific coast at 
the time to which I have referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
THomas of Utah in the chair). Has the 
resolution to which the Senator has been 
referring been considered by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs? 

Mr, REYNOLDS. It has not been, and 
I ask that it be referred to that com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will 
be so referred. 

The resolution (S. Res. 274) was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military 
Affairs, or any duly authorized subcommittee 
thereof, is authorized to make such investi- 
gations and studies with respect to the Mili- 
tary Establishment as the committee deems 
advisable or expedient to keep the committee 
fully informed with respect thereto and to 
enable it to properly perform its functions 
in connection with matters referred to it. 
The committee shall report to the Senate 
from time to time the action taken by it pur- 
suant to this resolution. 

For the purposes of this resolution, the 
committee, or any duly authorized subcom- 
mittee thereof, is authorized to hold such 
hearings, to sit and act at such times and 
places during the sessions, recesses, and ad- 
journed periods of the Seventy-seventh and 
succeeding Congresses, to employ such cler- 
ical and other assistants, to require by sub- 
pena or otherwise the attendance of such 
witnesses and the production of such cor- 
Trespondence, books, papers, and documents, 
to administer such oaths, to take such testi- 
mony, and to make such expenditures as it 
deems advisable. The cost of stenographic 
services to report such hearings shall not 
be in excess of 25 cents per hundred words. 
The expenses of the committee, which shall 
not exceed $50,000, shall be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
approved by the chairman of the committee. 
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KENTUCKY BOYS AT BATAAN AND 
CORREGIDOR 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, re- 
cently there appeared in the Danville 
Advocate-Messenger, a newspaper pub- 
lished at Danville, Ky., and edited by 
Col. William Vernon Richardson, who 
was the most efficient secretary of the 
late Senator Ollie James, of Kentucky, a 
statement by George Morgan Chinn, Jr., 
who is known in our section of the coun- 
try as the “Sage of Mundy’s Landing.” 

This statement is of intense interest to 
the people of that area and I feel that if 
other Senators and citizens generally 
could be apprised of its contents, they, 
too, would be greatly interested init. It 
undertakes to tell a story of the contri- 
bution of the men and women of that 
particular section in the public wars in 
which the country has engaged. 

This particular communication tells 
the story of the brave boys of Mercer 
County, 104 of them, who are members 
of the One Hundred and Ninety-second 
Tank Battalion, which recently fought 
with MacArthur on the Bataan Penin- 
sula and later at Corregidor. Nothing is 
known now of the whereabouts of the 
One Hundred and Ninety-second Tank 
Battalion, and it can be said to their 
everlasting praise and glory that they 
have written another heroic chapter in 
the annals and in the history of the 
people of our part of the country. 

The Commonwealth of Kentucky is 150 
years old, and Harrodsburg, the first 
town of the State, was recently 168 years 
old. The forbears of these people came 
across the country from Virginia and 
from North Carolina, and established in 
the woods in that new region a civiliza- 
tion which still exists because of the 
bravery of those men and women. 

Mr. President, all the members of the 
One Hundred and Ninety-second Tank 
Battalion were volunteers. That bat- 
talion was organized during the time I 
occupied the Governor’s office in Ken- 
tucky, and it was one of the first com- 
panies to go when trouble threatened 
the people of the United States. 

A similar situation was created in the 
Revoluntionary War, when, after the 
Battle of Blue Licks was fought, the local 
historian then recorded a tragic and 
colorful page in Harrodsburg’s early his- 
tory in words which I shall quote: 

On this night there were but few lights 
in the houses, as the neighbors are comfort- 
ing the families of the dead. The list at 
hand shows that there is either a widow or 
orphans or both in a third of the houses in 
this small village. 


When General Pershing was asked to 
name the soldier who performed out- 
standing service in the World War, he 
astounded people generally by his reply. 
He said, “I think Sgt. George Hulette 
was the most outstanding soldier that 
ever served under me.” George gets his 
mail at rural free delivery No. 2, Harrods- 
burg, and if one reads his citations, 
which extend from the border campaign 
in this country through the Argonne, he 
will know how valuable were the services 
he contributed to his Nation. 

So today, although Bataan and Cor- 
regidor are thousands of miles from 
Mercer County, Ky., more than 100 of the 
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finest young men this section or any 
other section ever produced, who served 
under MacArthur in those battles, are 
either lost or missing. 

In Harrodsburg and in Mercer County, 
and all through the Kentucky section, 
there is no hysteria, no display of useless 
emotion, especially on the part of the 
mothers and fathers who have so much 
at stake and who have given their all to 
this cause of ours. They have a dry- 
eyed calmness that comes to those who 
bare learned through generations to 
wait. 

Some day, when those of the boys who 
are left come marching home, covered 
with the medals and glory of a grateful 
country, which they always win by their 
valor and heroism, the mothers in that 
section will cry a little. However, re- 
cently a mother in that neighborhood 
came across the fence and said to a 
friend, “I hate to see my boy go, but if it is 
best, he is ready. He is all I have—but 
that, too, and more, if necessary.” 

For those who fail to return, a grate- 
ful Commonwealth will add another 
monument. There are many monuments 
in Harrodsburg and in Mercer County, in 
that blessed Kentucky country, at the 
head of the meadow. This new monu- 
ment will probably have on it only one 
word, Bataan, but no explanation will be 
needed because it will be symbolical of 
all things which the country holds dear 
and heroic. 

In honor of the fine women who have 
waited in vain, there should be placed 
on the back of the monument a few lines 
in tribute to a courageous woman of that 
section, who, upon being notified of the 
death in battle of her second son, and 
finding that the postman likewise carried 
a similar letter to her friend and neigh- 
bor, hurriedly penned the following im- 
mortal lines of consolation to be delivered 
with the sad news: 

These tall young sons, 

Each straight as any pine, 

Could they have always been yours and mine? 
I knew some day that we must share them 
But now today they are gone, 

But oh, I am so glad 

That we have had 

Small sons to stoop to, 

Tall sons to reach to, 


-Clean sons to give, 


That other mother’s sons may live. 


More than 168 years of glorious history 
lie back of the people of this section of 
Kentucky, more than 150 years of equally 
heroic and brave history lie back of the 
people of the State of Kentucky; and by 
the help of God, and with such a spirit 
as that which these people have in their 
breasts, the freedom which we love and 
cherish shall not perish from the earth. 


ORDER DISPENSING’ WITH CALL OF THE 
CALENDAR 


` Mr. McNARY. I ask for the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reg- 
ular order is the calling of the calender 
under rule VIII. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the calling of the calendar be 
dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered, 
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FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL DE- 
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, be- 
fore making the motion I intend to make, 
I wish to say that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. BARKLEY] suggested that he 
did not care to have a vote on House bill 
7319 today, but I think it had better be 
laid before the Senate. Of course, I yield 
to the suggestion made by the Senator, 
our leader, and shall not insist upon a 
vote today, but I now move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 7319, making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the national defense for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, consid- 
eration of this bill was anticipated a few 
days ago, as was plainly stated, and it 
seemed to be agreeable to the wishes of 
the able Senator from Tennessee that 
the bill should not be brought up today 
if any objection were made to its con- 
sideration. I should not like to have it 
come up today with the idea of taking a 
vote on final passage, or on any of the 
amendments, a number of which have 
been incorporated in the bill by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I have no objection to 
the bill being made the unfinished busi- 
ness and to having a general discussion 
upon the various provisions of the bill. In 
that way we might make some headway. 
But I should want a complete under- 
standing that there shall be no vote to- 
day on any amendment or on the final 
passage of the bill. If such an agreement 
may be had, it might be helpful to go for- 
ward and read the bill, and at least dis- 
cuss in a rather informal way the pro- 
posals which have been made by the 
committee. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, con- 
sent was given last week for the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to report the 
bill, which it has done, with a number 
of controversial amendments in it. The 
hearings have just been printed, and have 
not, I am sure, been read by Members of 
the Senate. Earlier today it was obvious 
to me that, in view of the absence of a 
large number of Senators who ought to 
be present, if possible, when these con- 
troversial matters are voted on, we could 
not get a vote on these matters today, 
and I suggested that the bill go over. 

While I am on my feet I wish to give 
the reasons why I made that suggestion. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. While consent was 
given to report the bill, I made the reser- 
vation against its being considered un- 
less I consented to it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, yes; I under- 
stand that. That is within the purview 
of the agreement. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no desire 
whatsoever even to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill today. I merely 
wish to make it the unfinished business. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, while 
I am on my feet I wish to call attention 
to two or three of the amendments which 
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to me were unexpected. It was not nec- 
essary for the committee to advise me 
what they were going to do by way of 
amendment. Last week a number of 
Senators left the city, although they were 
warned that we could not in any way take 
an informal recess, or advise Senators to 
leave the city until the appropriation 
bills were enacted. The measure we are 
discussing was one which I specifically 
mentioned as pending, as well as the 
agricultural appropriations bill, which is 
still up a blind alley, so far as I can learn. 
At that time I did not contemplate or 
anticipate that the Senate Appropria- 
tions Committee would add some legisla- 
tive amendments to the bill. I thought 
it would be strictly an appropriation bill, 
and that the only controversy probably 
would be with respect to the amount of 
appropriations for certain agencies. 

The bill has now been reported with 
some amendments which are controver- 
sial. One of them is an amendment re- 
quiring senatorial confirmation of all 
appointees who draw $4,500 or more a 
year, and provides that those who have 
been appointed, and are in charge of the 
work in the various States, cannot be 
paid out of this appropriation unless they 
shall have been confirmed by the Sen- 
ate. That will be argued when the time 
comes. 

Mr, President, I am frank to say that 
I am opposed to that amendment. It is 
retroactive. It goes back and says that 
no one who has been appointed to any 
position paying that much money shall 
draw any money from this appropria- 
tion unless his name has been or is sent 
to the Senate. 

In respect to the other war agencies, 
the list of which I will furnish when we 
reach that amendment in the Senate, 
no such requirement has been made. 
Naturally the proposal raises a question 
why this particular agency should be 
singled out, and why we should require 
that its appointees should be confirmed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. President, it raises another ques- 
tion which to me is serious. We have 
taken note of criticisms of Congress, 
most of which have been unjust and un- 
fair, and I have on every occasion de- 
fended the Congress for the magnificent 
job it has done, and I have asked that it 
be judged by its whole performance, 
rather than by two or three short- 
sighted, foolish actions which it may have 
taken. I think it is a fair request to 
make of the people of the country, that 
they judge Congress by its whole per- 
formance. 

We are now in the midst of war. No 
one knows how long the war is going to 
last, and anyone who pretends to know 
how long it will last, or when it will end, 
is dealing in fantasies and in hallucina- 
tions. No one knows how much it is 
going to cost, or what sacrifices we shall 
have to make. I think it is fair to as- 
sume that before the war is over we shall 
have to make many more than we have 
even yet started to make. 

So far we are retreating on all fronts. 
The Japanese have taken possession of 
the Philippines, Malaya, Singapore, Bur- 
ma, and are making gainsin China. ‘The 
United Nations have been driven out of 
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Libya, and are now in Egypt defending 
themselves. Hitler is making gains on 
the Russian front. I could mention other 
localities in which the news is discourag- 
ing. We have to fight a battle on the 
home front as well as on the foreign 
fronts. One of the battles on the home 
front is the battle against inflation, the 
battle to keep prices somewhat in line 
with necessities and the war situation. 
The bill under consideration makes ap- 
propriations for that purpose. 

Mr. President, in the midst of this sit- 
uation, with our people reading the news- 
papers with fear and trembling, and list- 
ening to the radio with apprehension lest 
they receive accounts of further advances 
made by the enemy, it seems to me it 
would be most unfortunate for the Sen- 
ate of the United States to create the 
impression on the country and on the 
world that we are more interested in pa- 
tronage, in securing some jobs, than we 
are in anything else. That is the im- 
pression which may be left on the coun- 
try if the amendment of which I am 
speaking shall be adopted. 

I want Members of the Senate to think 
about that. It is not a personal matter. 
I have had my differences and disagree- 
ments with Mr. Henderson, and I have 
not recommended to him a single human 
being for any job in Washington, or in 
Kentucky, or anywhere else in the United 
States, and I have advised the people of 
my State that I have not done so, and 
have no intention of doing so. Of course, 
in taking that attitude I have “peeved” 
a good many of my friends, but I have 
done it, and I wish to say in that connec- 
tion that I have never felt a greater relief 
with respect to anything than I have 
felt since I have advised the people of my 
State that I am taking no hand whatever 
in the appointment of anyone under the 
Office of Price Administration. It is not 
my job in the first place. 

We cannot make a personal matter of 
this. We cannot afford to create the 
impression that we are more interested 
in jobs than in anything else. I know 
the amendment is not offered for that 
purpose, but I know the results which 
have flowed from unwise actions taken 
by us here, from errors into which we 
have fallen unintentionally, and prob- 
ably without sufficient thought and fore- 
knowledge. I know exactly what the 
country is going to say and what it is 
going to think, and we might as well 
make up our minds now, in advance, that 
if the amendment is adopted and kept in 
the law, the country is going to think 
that we are primarily interested in jobs. 

If we have to confirm every appointee 
who is paid $4,500 or more, it means that 
the Senator from each State must be 
consulted about the appointments made 
in his State, otherwise he might have the 
right to rise and express his objection to 
a nomination on the ground that it was 
personally offensive to him, or for some 
other reason, which would of course be 
made in good faith. But I am talking 
about the impression that will be gained 
by the country, and the interpretation 
that will be placed upon the amendment 
if it shall be adopted, especially in view 
of the fact that these appointments have 
been made in the States, and that the 
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men appointed are now in charge of op- 
erations and at work. Whether they are 
the best men in every case is open to 
question; but they have been appointed, 
and they are now in charge and are oper- 
ating under the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration in the States. To adopt an 
amendinent which would require that the 
nominations of all these men should be 
ab initio, from the very beginning, sent 
here for confirmation, will result in their 
being uncertain whether they shall be 
allowed to go forward with their work. 
They will not know what their fate is to 
be. The State which is involved will not 
know what the result is to be if in any 
case the Senator from that State objects. 
There might be a rejection on the part of 
the Senate. It seems to me it will only 
create confusion, and that it is something 
which is not worth fighting over. That 
is the way I feel about it. 

When the amendment is voted on, and 
when other amendments are voted on, I 
want the Senate, so far as possible, to be 
here. We had a roll call today, and it 
was announced at the time that only 53 
Senators answered. That means that 43 
are absent. I want the Secretary of the 
Senate to send word to the absent Sena- 
tors who can do so to return to the Sen- 
ate. There are some who cannot. Cer- 
tainly there ought to be more than 53 
Senators on the floor of the Senate when 
these controversial amendments are 
voted on, and I hope absent Senators 
will return. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I do not want any of 
the unfortunate things the Senator is 
speaking of to happen, but I ask in all 
sincerity if there are not other things to 
be considered if we are to obtain the 
unity which is so greatly desired. We all 
want to do our particular share in bring- 
ing about that unity. Is it not a fact that 
the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BarkiEy] and the junior Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CHANDLER] know the situ- 
ation in Kentucky better than outsiders 
do, and are they not in a better position 
to pass upon those who are appointed to 
the positions in question in their State? 

After all, New Mexico has two Sen- 
ators. Personally, I should prefer to 
have the senior Senator from New Mex- 
ico [Mr. HatcH] pass on the question, 
even though I were left out, rather than 
to have some official in Washington send 
someone into New Mexico from outside 
the State to conduct offices in New Mex- 
ico. I do not think there is anything 
wrong or vicious about such an attitude. 
I do not want to make it a political ques- 
tion, but I think that the senior Senator 
from New Mexico and the junior Senator 
from New Mexico know more about New 
Mexico than does Mr. Henderson. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am willing to grant 
that. I know more about Kentucky than 
does Mr. Henderson, and my colleague 
[Mr. CHANDLER] knows more about Ken- 
tucky than does Mr. Henderson. I know 
more about Kentucky than does Mr. 
Donald Nelson, but we did not require 
Mr. Nelson to submit to the Senate his 
appointments of State and regional ad- 
ministrators. I could give the Senator 
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a list of a dozen or more war agencies, 
which have been created and which are 
now operating, which have regional and 
State directors. We have not required 
their appointments to be submitted to 
the Senate for confirmation. 

This question came up months ago. 
The Senate adopted such an amendment, 
setting the limit at $4,000. It went to 
conference and was eliminated in con- 
ference and did not become a part of the 
law. The law has been in operation for 
months. Many officials have been ap- 
pointed, In view of the war situation, 
our people ate in a state of anxiety. 
There is a disturbed state of mind on 
the part of millions of men, women, and 
boys who are involved in the war. They 
are involved not only on the battlefields, 
but on the oceans, and everywhere else 
where fighting is going on. The people 
are disturbed over the question of the 
cost of living, and the question of in- 
flation, 

All those questions are parts of the 
same picture. If now, in a retroactive 
sense, we are to require that all such 
appointments be approved by the Senate, 
I say that there is no escape from the 
interpretation which the country will 
place upon such action on our part, re- 
gardless of the good faith with which any 
Senator acts, if he is called upon to act. 
I think it would be most unfortunate for 
the Senate and for Congress, at this 
Stage of the war situation, to create the 
impression in the country that we are 
primarily interested in patronage. I do 
not think we are, but I know what the 
country would say about it. 

Mr, CHAVEZ, It is not a question of 
patronage. The Senator has said some- 
thing about the people of the country 
having confidence in the administration. 
I know that in my State the people 
would have more confidence if the proper 
persons could be appointed from my 
State than if they were sent to my State 
from outside the State. : 

Mr. BARKLEY. That may be true. I 
would not dispute that statement. The 
people have confidence in many persons 
who are not Members of the Senate. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Why should any Sena- 
tor, or any one else, think that the aver- 
age Senator would vote against any offi- 
cial who is not in office? 


Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know. If 


they are all to be confirmed, what good 
will it do to go back and dig into the 
question of their appointment? If no 
appointee is to be changed, what good 
will it do to go into the question? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. It would do this much 
good: The legislative branch of the Gov- 
ernment, which is trusted by the people, 
and which is supposed to represent the 
individual States, would have something 
to say as to the appointment of the 
proper persons, 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not want to en- 
ter into a lengthy argument on the ques- 
tion. I think the Senator will find, as 
I have found, and as I think most of the 
other Senators will find in their States, 
that the number of persons in the States 
who are exercised on the ground that the 
Senate as a whole, or the Senators from 
a particular State, have not passed upon 
the appointment of men to administer 
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the O. P. A. in the States, is insignificant 
compared with the number who are pri- 
marily interested in seeing a good job 
done. If a good job is not done, the man 
at the head of the organization is respon- 
sible. We have given him the law, and 
we are asked to give him the necessary 
money. The bill does not provide him 
with all the money he has asked. I sup- 
pose that question will come up for dis- 
cussion when we reach it. 

We have enacted a law setting up a 
Price Control Administration. We have 
fixed the terms upon which it may op- 
erate. No one knows better than do the 
Senator and I that the job is a tough one. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I agree that it is a 
tough job. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It requires a tough 
man to-do it. It may be that the man 
we have is a little too tough. However, 
I think he is no tougher than will be 
required. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I think that those in 
ne States could be trusted to do a good 


Mr. BARKLEY. In my judgment, be- 
fore we are through the price-control law 
will touch intimately every fireside, every 
corner grocery, and every manufacturer 
in the United States. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The people are already 
complaining. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; they are already 
complaining. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. They are bamelataing 
that the Price Administrator has placed 
a ceiling on canned goods which are a 
part of the pack of laet year or the year 
before. 

Mr. BARKLEY. There is a long story 
connected with that subject. The Sen- 
ator probably has gone into it. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I know that the people 
are already complaining. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is difficult to dis- 
tinguish between canned goods packed at 
one time and canned goods packed at an- 
other time. The cost of canned goods 
had increased because the packers had to 
pay higher prices to the producers for 
fruits and vegetables. The Price Admin- 
istrator could not very well fix one price 
on fruits and vegetables canned since 
March 1 and another price on fruits and 
vegetables canned before March 1. A 
level had to be fixed. The packers could 
not pay higher prices to the fruit and 
vegetable growers and come out without 
a loss on the canned product, and it was 
necessary to make a general increase. 
That is a detail which I do not care to 
go into. 

The administration of this law is not 
our responsibility any more than is the 
administration of the Army or the Navy. 
We have given the authority. We have 
been asked to give money, and we are 
making a “stagger” at it. We may not 
give the Administrator as much as he 
wants or needs, but we are going to give 
him some. 

In my State a rent administrator was 
appointed. Because he has no money he 
is sitting there waiting. He is not au- 
thorized to do anything. Complaints are 
coming in and letters are being published 


‘in the newspapers, because in the area 


over which he is supposed to preside he 
has no authority, no funds, and no assist- 
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ants with whom to regulate rents in a 
great defense area. We are responsible 
if we fall short of providing the required 
amount of money to enforce the law 
which we have enacted. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is correct; but I 
think the Senate should pass upon the 
appointments, That is our responsibility. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not desire to de- 
bate these amendments until we reach 
them in order, but I want Senators to 
think about them and to have them in 
their minds. I want them to read the 
hearings before we consider the bill. 

Another amendment in the bill is 
fashioned after a certain section of the 
law itself. It refers to the prices fixed 
upon manufactured products made from 
agricultural commodities. In the law 
which Congress enacted we provided 
parity, or 110 percent of parity, as the 
floor, not the ceiling. We said that the 
prices on agricultural products should 
not be fixed at less than 110 percent of 
parity, or below the market price on a 
certain date in October, or below the 
market price on a certain date in Decem- 
ber, whichever was the higher. There 
were four categories by which the Ad- 
ministrator might fix a ceiling on farm 
products. That provision, of course, ap- 
plies to the basic products. Then there 
is a provision that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture shall from time to time determine 
what comparable parity prices on other 
commodities may be. We have made an 
effort to establish prices on agricultural 
commodities other than the so-called 
basic commodities which would be com- 
parable to 110 percent of parity. 

Under the language of the amendment 
to which I refer the Price Administrator 
could not put a ceiling on the price of a 
suit of clothes made from wool from the 
back of a sheep until after the Secretary 
of Agriculture had held a public hearing 
and had determined what was the com- 
parable parity price of the raw wool. 
Following that, the Administrator would 
have to enter into a process of book- 
keeping, investigation, and research, fol- 
lowing the wool from the day it left the 
sheep until it arrived in the store of a 
merchant, so as to determine how much 
the suit of clothes ought to bring. 

The situation is the same with respect 
to a pair of shoes made from leather. 
Under the language of the amendment, 
not only would the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture have to hold a hearing to determine 
the comparable parity price for hides, 
but in order to determine the relation- 
ship between the price of a pair of shoes 
and the price of the leather the Price 
Administrator would have to follow every 
process from the day the hide left the 
cow until the purchaser bought the pair 
of shoes. 

The same situation would prevail with 
respect to hats; it would apply with re- 
spect to a barrel of flour; it would apply 
to everything manufactured from any- 
thing which comes from the farm. There 
is scarcely any manufactured product 
which is not made from products of the 
farm, unless it is manufactured from 
minerals which come out of the ground. 

I merely wished to invite the attention 
of the Senate to what is involved in the 
amendments, Let me mention one thing 
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further along that line. The list of 
things made from products of the farm 
is practically inexhaustible. Take soap: 
The Price Administrator could not fix the 
price of a cake of soap until the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture had determined that 
the proposed maximum price on soap 
would permit the price of tallow to go up 
to the point where the price for mutton 
and lamb would reflect to the producers 
at least 100 percent of parity. Think of 
the circuitous and impossible situation 
which would be created for the Price Ad- 
ministrator. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is there such a pro- 
vision in the bill? 

Mr. BARKLEY. There is nothing in 
the bill about soap; but the bill provides 
that none of the appropriation may be 
used for the purpose of enforcing the 
Price Control Act to the extent of fixing 
the price of any manufactured product 
which is made in whole or substantial 
part from an agricultural product until 
the Secretary of Agriculture has deter- 
mined by public hearing what the 
comparable parity price for such product 
would be—whether tallow, mutton, or 
lamb—in order to ascertain whether the 
price of a cake of soap had been fixed too 
low or too high. f 

I merely wanted to call the attention 
of the Senate to this matter. I know 
that other Senators will disagree with 
my interpretation of the law, but I 
wanted Senators to be thinking about it 
and to read the hearings. Also I wanted 
to call to the attention of Senators who 
are absent the need of their returning. 
I hope the Secretary of the Senate will 
send messages asking them to return be- 
cause I do not think a measure which 
affects the whole war effort and our 
whole economy should be voted upon 
when there are in the Senate Chamber 
only four more Senators than the num- 
ber necessary to constitute a quorum. 

Mr. HATCH and Mr. CLARK of Mis- 
souri addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Downey in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Kentucky yield; and if so, to 
whom? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield first to the 
Senator from New Mexico, and then I 
shall yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I merely 
wish to make an inquiry with reference 
to what the Senator from Kentucky has 
said. If we are to have an effective price- 
control act, granting that that is the pur- 
pose of the legislation which Congress 
has already enacted, is it not true that 
if the amendment with reference to which 
the Senator has been speaking is agreed 
to, an amendment applying to agricul- 
tural commodities, the Price Adminis- 
trator will practically be limited, so far 
as effective control is concerned, to con- 
trol of the prices of only those articles 
which are not derived from farm com- 
modities? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think so; it is my 
opinion that the proposed amendment 
would so limit him. 

Mr. HATCH. In that event we might 
as well abolish the Office of Price Admin- 
istration. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is my opinion that, 
if agreed to, the amendment would so 
limit him that he would have no author- 
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ity whatsoever to control the prices that 
fix the cost of living; because he would 
be powerless to control the price of any- 
thing that goes into the home, other than 
articles made of iron and steel, which 
come from the ground; and, of course, 
such articles are restricted at this time 
anyway. The amendment, if agreed to, 
would scuttle the entire program of un- 
dertaking to control the rise in the cost of 
living. 

I have on my desk a chart to which I 
shall refer a little later, showing the rise 
in the cost of living, and attempting to 
break it down into various categories. If 
the bill is enacted with the language of 
the proposed amendment, so that the 
Price Administrator will not be able to 
use any of the $120,000,000 or $140,000,000 
of $175,000,000, whichever it is, for the 
purpose of enforcing a price ceiling on a 
manufactured product, because it is made 
in whole or in substantial part from an 
agricultural commodity, in my judgment, 
we might as well not delude ourselves into 
the belief that we shall have any price 
control at all; because in that event we 
shall not have any. 

Mr. HATCH. Let me ask one more 
question: If we eliminate from the Price 
Control Act—and I say “eliminate” be- 
cause if the long-drawn-out process of 
hearings which is contemplated is 
adopted we might as well eliminate it— 
all control of prices of farm commodities, 
as the Senator from Kentucky has so well 
said, price control will be limited almost 
to minerals, which come out of the 
ground. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true. 

I now yield to the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I wish to call the Senator’s atten- 
tion to the fact that the amendment 
appearing on pages 24 and 25 is printed 
in the form of one amendment, whereas 
it comprises five or six substantive prop- 
ositions, to some of which the Senátor 
from Kentucky has referred. I also wish 
to point out that- there is no possible 
connection on the face of the earth be- 
tween any of them except that all of 
them happen to deal with the Office of 
Price Administration. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I entirely 
agree with what the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has said regarding the desirability 
and necessity of having a larger attend- 
ance in the Senate when the Senate 
passes this one most important matter 
but it seems to me to be equally important 
that when the time comes for the larger 
representation of the Senate to pass upon 
this matter the Senators present should 
pass upon each substantive proposition 
separately, instead of having all of them 
lumped together, which would require 
that we vote either for all of them or 
against all of them. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I now give 
notice that when the time comes I in- 
tend to demand a division of the so- 
called committee amendment appearing 
on pages 24 and 25. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Iagree with the Sen-, 


ator from Missouri in what he has very 
effectively stated; and I may say that the 
amendments not only have no relation 
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to the price-control law but no relation 
to each other. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is the 
point I was making. Not only have they 
no connection with the Office of Price 
Administration but no connection with 
each other. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Senators 
who favor the amendment relating to 
persons drawing salaries of $4,500 or 
more, but who are opposed to the amend- 
ment providing for lengthy hearings, 
should not be required to vote either for 
both propositions or against them. 
When they vote they should have an 
opportunity to vote for the ones they may 
favor and against the ones they may 
disapprove. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; of course, Sen- 
ators should have such an opportunity. 

Mr. President, I have concluded what 
I wanted to say. I did not intend to 
talk so long. However, inasmuch as the 
committee has just reported, and the 
hearings have just been printed, I 
wanted the Senate and the country, so 
far as my Voice can reach it, to know what 
is involved in the hearings and in the 
bill as a whole. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. As the Senator has 
pointed out, more Members of the Senate 
should be present when this important 
provision is acted upon. With the Sen- 
ator’s permission, I should like to sug- 
gest that, if possible, some day this week 
be fixed as the day for a vote on these 
matters. If that were done, I think a 
great many Members of the Senate would 
make an effort to be present, whereas if 
the time of voting is left indeterminate 
it is rather difficult to ascertain whether 
it will be this week, next week, or the 
following week. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I appreciate that 
situation. Let me say that I am quite 
satisfied that Senators who are absent 
are not absent because of any particular 
fault of theirs. They have business at 
home; some of them have illness at home, 
and for one legitimate reason or another 
they have been absent for the past week 
or two because there has been a lull in 
the Senate’s proceedings and there has 
been no particular requirement for them 
to be here. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am satisfied that 
most of them cannot return by tomor- 
row, so we should not vote on these 
amendments tomorrow. I do not care 
whether the vote is had on Wednesday, 
Thursday, Friday, or some subsequent 
day, but I think that Senators who are 
interested should be present when a vote 
is taken. 

I hope the Senator from Tennessee 
will cooperate with me in seeing to it that 
the bill is not taken up today and made 
the unfinished business with a view to 
having it disposed of tomorrow, unless 
the attendance of Senators tomorrow is 
to be very much greater than it is at 
the present time. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Will the Senator 
yield to me, to permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
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Mr. TYDINGS. I take it from what 
the Senator has said that, after full dis- 
cussion, he will try to have the fullest 
possible vote, and that it may be pos- 
sible to have such a vote by Wednesday 
or Thursday. Am I correct in my un- 
derstanding? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
desire to take up first the last matter 
argued by the Senator from Kentucky. 
It is remarkable how short our memories 
are. On June 30, 1942, the Price Con- 
trol Act became law. I shall read from 
section 3 thereof. If Senators who are 
interested in it will look at the amend- 
ments and refer to page 24 of the bill, 
they will be able to follow the language. 

I now read section 3 (a), not of some 
other act, but of the Price Control Act. 
It reads as follows: 

AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 

Sec. 3. (a) No maximum price shall be es- 
tablished or maintained for any agricultural 
commodity below the highest of any of the 
following prices, as determined and published 
by the Secretary of Agriculture: (1) 110 per- 
cent of the parity price for such commodity, 
adjusted by the Secretary of Agriculture for 
grade, location, and seasonal differentials, 
or, in case a comparable price has been deter- 
mined for such commodity under subsection 
(b), 110 percent of such comparable price, 
adjusted in the same manner, in lieu of 110 
percent of the parity price so adjusted; 
(2) the market price prevailing for such com- 
modity on October 1, 1941; (3) the market 
price prevailing for such commodity on De- 
cember 15, 1941; or (4) the average price for 
such commodity during the period July 1, 
1919, to June 30, 1929. 

(b) For the p of this act, parity 
prices shall be determined and published by 
the Secretary of Agriculture as authorized by 
law. In the case of any agricultural com- 
modity other than the basic crops corn, 
wheat, cotton, rice, tobacco, and peanuts, the 
Secretary shall determine and publish a com- 
parable price whenever he finds, after inves- 
tigation and public hearing, that the pro- 
duction and consumption of such commodity 
has so changed in extent or character since 
the base period as to result in a price out of 
line with parity prices for basic commodities. 


There has been some talk about soap 
and about clothes made out of agricul- 
tural products. In the committee there 
was talk about hams not being agricul- 
tural products. I believe some of the 
witnesses so declared. 

I read further from the Price Control 
Act: 

(c) No maximum price shall be established 
or maintained for any commodity processed 
or manufactured in whole or substantial part 
from any agricultural commodity below a 
price which will reflect to producers of such 
agricultural commodity a price for such agri- 
cultural commodity equal to the highest price 
therefor specified in subsection (a). 


In the hearings it was testified that 
that provision of the act had not been 
complied with by the Price Control 
Administration. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield there? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The committee 
amendment is by way of limitation of 
the law. Subsection (b) of the law 
provides: 


For the purposes of this act, parity prices 
shall be determined and published by the 
Secretary of Agriculture as authorized by law, 
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That is the Triple A law which was 
referred to; and he not only has the 
right under that law to change the parity 
of any of the basic commodities from 
time to time, based upon the relative cost 
of other things to the farmer, but he has 
the right also to determine the com- 
parable parity prices for agricultural 
products that are not covered by the 
basic agricultural act, which are corn, 
wheat, cotton, tobacco, rice, and peanuts. 

Ido not know whether the Secretary of 
Agriculture has determined those things, 
but the Price Administrator cannot con- 
trol the Secretary of Agriculture in re- 
gard to that matter. The limitation in 
the bill, while it does, in a sense, follow 
the language of subsection (b)—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Not “in a sense,” but 
accurately in the most minute way; it 
follows it almost word for word. It was 
testified that these provisions of the 
Price Control Act—not the A. A. A. Act, 
or any other agricultural act—were not 
being complied with and that it was held 
by the general counsel, Mr. Ginsburg, 
that articles manufactured from agri- 
cultural products were not agricultural 
products. The purpose of this amend- 
ment is to provide that the Price Control 
Act shall be carried out just as the Con- 
gress passed it. I do not know whether 
96 Senators were present when the act 
was passed by this body. I remember 
that I voted against it, but that is im- 
material. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Sen- 
ator that when the price-control bill was 
under consideration in the Senate, that 
language was not in it; it had been con- 
sidered, but it had been withdrawn or 
eliminated. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is in the act now. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It was put in by the 
House, and remained in the bill in con- 
ference. But here is the language in the 
Senate committee amendment which is 
not in the act. I read it: 

(2) in case of a comparable price for such 
agricultural commodity, the Secretary of 
Agriculture has held public hearings and de- 
termined and published such comparable 
price in the manner prescribed by section 
3 (b) of said act. 


In subsection (c) there is nothing that 
would require the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to hold public hearings. 

Mr. McKELLAR. But there is in sub- 
section (b). It says: 
the Secretary shall determine and publish 
a comparable price whenever he finds, after 
investigation and public hearings— 


If I understand that language, that is 
what the committee proposal seeks to do. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That leaves it some- 
what in his discretion as to whether he 
will undertake to hold public hearings, 
but he has got to make an investigation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator, of 
course, may have his opinion about that. 
I am merely reading it, and it says: 

In the case of any agricultural commodity 
other than the basic crops corn, wheat, cot- 
ton, rice, tobacco, and peanuts the Secretary 
shall determine and publish a comparable 
price whenever he finds after investigation 
and public hearings— 


And so forth. In other words, the pro- 
vision in the bill is designed solely and 
alone to cause the Price Administrator 
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to enforce the provisions of section 3 of 
the act which he administers. If that is 
wrong, then the committee is wrong. I 
wish to say for the committee that it held 
hearings on this feature and other fea- 
tures of the bill for 2 weeks; working fre- 
quently from 6 to 8 hours a day, and 
sometimes longer than that; on several 
days the hearings lasted until after 6 
o’clock, as Senators who are on the com- 
mittee will remember. We have tried as 
best we could to do what was right. 

The Congress having passed and the 
President having signed the Price Con- 
trol Act, including section 3, therefore 
we thought it was entirely fair and 
proper that the Price Control Adminis- 
trator should be required to carry out 
the provisions of-the act under which he 
is operating. 

Mr. President, I shall not say more 
about it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In the hearings, 
which I have not as yet had an oppor- 
tunity to read, did the committee inquire 
of Mr. Henderson or others who ap- 
peared for the O. P. A. into the wisdom 
of the amendment we are now talking 
about, involving a limitation on manu- 
factured products. Was that gone into? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think the whole 
thing was gone into. I know that some- 
one connected with O. P. A. testified, as 
I recall—I will have to look it up in 
order to be accurate as I do not wish to 
be unfair to anyone—— 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am merely asking 
for information. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am saying that, 
as I recall, someone testified that a ham 
was not included in this amendment be- 
cause it was not a hog. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It was 
testified that milk as it came from the 
cow was an agricultural product, but 
when it was put into a bottle it ceased to 
be an agricultural product. . 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is my recol- 
lection. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I inquire who testi- 
fied as to that? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It is in 
the record. 

Mr. McKELLAR. With that kind of 
testimony before us, showing that there 
was an explicit disregard of the act, that 
the Price Control Administration were 
not paying a particle of attention to it; 
that it was being held that if milk was 
put into a bottle it was no longer an 
agricultural product; that if wheat was 
ground into flour it was no longer an 
agricultural product; or if a hog was 
killed and divided up into hams and 
shoulders and ribs it was no longer an 
agricultural product—with that kind of 
testimony before us, can anyone feel that 
our committee was not doing its duty? 
We tried to do our duty, and that is all 
we sought to do. 

The Senator from Kentucky talks 
about patronage. I wish to say that to 
the men whom Mr. Henderson has ap- 
pointed in my State I have no objection 
at all; they are reputable, fine men. I 
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would not have objected to them if their 
nominations had come before the Senate 
for confirmation. 

They are entirely satisfactory to me, 
though I had nothing, under God’s 
heaven, to do with their appointment or 
with recommending them, for I made no 
recommendations to Mr. Henderson. 
Like the Senator from Kentucky, I 
washed my hands of it. In the original 
price-control bill there was a provision 
that the appointees receiving more than 
$4,500-—— 

Mr. BARKLEY. The figure was $4,000, 
as I recall. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Whatever the 
amount was, there was such a provision 
in the bill, but it was taken out in con- 
ference. So that ended that matter, and, 
personally, it was agreeable to me, be- 
cause there was no one whom I desired 
to recommend; and it was no—I was 
about to make a mistatement; I started 
to say it was no affair of mine. I think, 
however, it is the affair of every Senator, 
it is the business of every Senator, to see 
that good men are appointed to public 
office. But I do not think there is any 
politics involved in this matter. If there 
is, I will say to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, whom I love and admire very 
much, it is politics that comes from the 
officials who have been put in office here. 
It does not come from this body. Our 
body is simply carrying out its directions. 
The Constitution of the United States, 
which now seems to be a dead letter, pro- 
vides that all officers of the Government 
shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. I have not forgotten that pro- 
vision. I still am old fashioned enough 
to believe in the Constitution of the 
United States. I would not denounce it 
because we were in a war or because we 
were not in a war. I shall not denounce 
the applicable provisions of the Consti- 
tution at all, because I uphold them and 
believe in them. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. May- 
BANK in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Tennessee yield to the Senator from 
North Carolina? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam sure the commit- 
tee sought to do its duty. 

Mr. McKELLAR. We have tried to do 

so in every possible way. 
_ Mr. BAILEY. I would not raise any 
question about that. I think that when 
the debate comes on I may have some- 
thing to say about the whole program of 
price fixing. I will merely suggest now 
that I think the program is in very great 
danger, not from the pending proposal, 
not from the Senate, but because it is not 
an over-all program. Price fixing must 
be an over-all program in order to be 
anything. So long as there is one loop- 
hole, everyone will want a loophole. But 
that is not the object of my remarks. 

I wish to suggest to the Senator that 
withholding the appropriation is a most 
unusual way to undertake to compel an 
administrative officer to perform what 
the Senate concedes to be his duties in a 
limited matter, one phase of the ad- 
ministration. That is not the demo- 
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cratic process, that is not the parlia- 
mentary process. We could not afford 
to strike down the whole Price Adminis- 
tration on the hypothesis that the Ad- 
ministrator had failed to do this or that. 
We could not do that with the President. 

Mr. McKELLAR. There is no pur- 
pose in this bill todo that. _ 

Mr. BAILEY. This is a government of 
coordinate powers, and there is a 
method by which an official may be 
reached. There is the method of im- 
peachment by the House of Representa- 
tives, and in the courts there can be 
mandamus, but I do not think the Con- 
gress can undertake to enforce its will 
by withholding appropriations. 

The Senator has been speaking of the 
Constitution. I suggest that that is the 
bedrock. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I believe it to be so. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will 
permit me, I wish to say, further, 
that I fully agree with him that there 
is just as much danger of politics creep- 
ing into the departments by way of 
the departments’ back doors and front 
doors as there is that politics would 
creep in by way of the United States 
Senate. The officials in the depart- 
ments are human, and the Members of 
Congress are human. I have no com- 
plaint to make about this matter. Mr. 
Henderson called me up and asked me 
about the administrator for North Caro- 
lina. I at once asked him if the admin- 
istrator had been suggested or recom- 
mended by the Governor, and he said 
that he had. I said, “Are you for him?” 
He replied in the affirmative. I said, 
“All right; then I am for him.” So I 
have no complaint about that. 

I think, however, that the Senate 
should be very careful how it abdicates 
its right, and how it abandons the check 
afforded by the Constitution. What is 
the reason for the check to which the 
Senator referred? It was put in at the 
beginning, when the public officers were 
few in number, and when there was 
really little danger. It was to prevent 
the administrative department of the 
Government from taking absolute con- 
trol of the Government. It is infinitely 
more important, infinitely more neces- 
sary now, when we have committed the 
activities of the Government to a multi- 
tude of bureaus and an almost unlimited 
number of human beings. That is what 
I am thinking about. 

I shall support the price-fixing legis- 
lation so far as I can. I shall go down 
the road in the war effort without res- 
ervation. I think I realize something of 
the seriousness of our situation. I am 
not saying others do not, but I think we 
should be guarded as we go along. I 
should like to have the Senate assert its 
functions. We do not abdicate, we do 
not withdraw. We are still here for a 
purpose. I think we might consider 
these things with a very great deal of 
seriousness. 

I heard the Senator from Kentucky 
argue about what the people are wor- 
ried about. They are in distress. I do 
not think they will ever worry about the 
Senate performing its constitutional du- 
ties. They will worry more when we fail 
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to perform our duties. They will not 
worry when we are alert. They will 
worry when we are sound asleep. 

I am glad we are to have the debate 
which has been referred to. I am giad 
the Senator from Kentucky has given 
notice, and demanded the presence of 
Senators here. We are at the crisis. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think it is very 
fine that such a debate should be held 
now. 

Mr. BAILEY. We are at the crisis on 
the domestic front. We are probably at 
the crisis on the war front. We are now 
in the midst of things. 

I hope I do not have to elaborate on 
this point. We are at the crisis on the 
domestic front. We must pursue a 
course which will so appeal to the Amer- 
ican people that they will unite as one 
man, and cease to quarrel and criticize. 
We have not pursued such a course so 
far. We must do so from now on or 
we shall fail to achieve unity. If we 
fail to have unity we shall no longer have 
a republic. That may sound extreme, 
but I do not think it is extreme. 

There is a great deal of uneasiness in 
the country. I have thought lately that 
I might, in a humble way, undertake to 
make an analysis of the causes of the 
uneasiness. I believe this debate may 
afford such opportunity. The condition 
to which I refer does not relate merely 
to the Congress. It relates to the gaso- 
line situation and the sugar situation. 

Mr. WILEY. It relates also to tires. 

Mr. BAILEY. It relates to the rubber 
situation. It relates to the feelings of 
the farmers throughout the country that 
we are going to fix the prices which they 
shall receive for their products, but are 
= to fix the prices of the things they 

uy. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator is en- 
tirely correct. 

Mr. BAILEY. I read my correspond- 
ence. I do not say that the statements 
contained in it are always absolutely ac- 
curate, but when I have read it I usually 
have a pretty good cross section of pub- 
lic thought. 

There is distress in the country because 
Mr. Knox told us the Navy was ready, 
and urged us to war. The Navy was not 
ready. There are 355 ships on the bot- 
tom of the sea within approximately 50 
miles of our coast, between Maine and 
Florida. To ascertain the correct num- 
ber of our losses we must take into con- 
sideration the area from Nova Scotia to 
the Caribbean. People are worried 
about that. They do not understand it. 
They have not been told anything that 
enables them to understand it. 

We have come into this matter in the 
midst of the crisis. I intend to do the 
best I can concerning legislation, but T 
do not believe that we should be told we 
must do this and we must do that, merely 
because our failure to do so would be mis- 
understood or criticized. We have 
reached a point where we are forced 
to stand up and be “shot up” now and 
then, politically speaking. 

I thank the Senator for the oppor- 
tunity to make these remarks. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator is very 
kind, and I wish to commend him for the 
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observations which he so ably made. I 
endorse every word he has uttered. 

I wish to say, Mr. President, that our 
committee has not made any haphazard, 
“jerk water” report on-the bill under con- 
sideration. We have not injected any- 
thing into it which can be considered im- 
proper, or not supported by the testimony 
taken by the committee. I do not think 
I ever knew of a committee which acted 
more carefully in an effort to ascertain 
the facts and make its recommendations. 

Mr. Henderson asked for $210,000,000 
with which to conduct his office. The 
Bureau of the Budget cut the amount to 
$161,000,000. The estimate went to the 
subcommittee of the House Appropria- 
tions Committee, where the amount was 
fixed at $95,000,000. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It was 
$75,000,000. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The full committee 
and the House fixed it at $75,000,000. 
So far as the Senate committee is con- 
cerned, we have recommended an appro- 
priation of $120,000,000. We increased 
it nearly twofold, 

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
HAYDEN] who, as we all know, is one of 
our most conscientious and careful legis- 
lators, said to Mr, Henderson, “You must 
look at this in the light of the facts. If we 
merely reported a recommendation of 
$161,000,000 and sent it back to the 
House without further ado, we would not 
be able to get anywhere, and any service 
the Senate might perform in bringing 
about an adjustment in the matter would 
be lost. Take this bill back tonight and 
work over it and see what suggestions 
you can make to reduce the appropria- 
tion for which you are asking. Mr. 
Henderson agreed. He was very cour- 
teous and considerate about it, and the 
next day he brought the bill with the 
amount reduced by $21,000,000. 

Now, I shall state the further reduc- 
tions the committee made. The com- 
mittee felt that the legal division was 
overstaffed. The original budget called 
for 4,518 employees, the greater propor- 
tion of whom consisted of attorneys. 
There were some stenographers, but the 
majority were lawyers. There were not 
merely hundreds, there were thousands 
of lawyers in the set-up, and the com- 
mittee thought that Mr. Henderson’s de- 
partment could well get along with one- 
third less of both lawyers and stenog- 
raphers. It, therefore, cut down the 
number by one-third. Is there anything 
unreasonable in that? Offhand, we 
would all think that in the case of a new 
organization, just begun, which is en- 
gaged in no litigation at all at the present 
time, or in very little litigation, a reduc- 
tion by one-third of such an enormous 
number of lawyers and stenographers 
would not be out of place, and we felt 
that the Senate would be delighted to 
agree that the sum proposed be fixed, so 
far as lawyers are concerned. 

It was next pointed out that the num- 
ber of employees in Washington was 
greatly in excess of the number neces- 
sary efficiently to handle the work of the 
office in Washington, and that savings 
could be made by the reduction of that 
force, and some reduction was made in 
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it. Not a great deal of reduction was 
made, of course, but some was made. 

The Office of Price Administration 
asked for five and one-half million dollars 
for printing and binding. We thought 
that at the very outset, for the first year, 
that was an enormous sum of money, 
and it could be reduced by one-third, 
and, as I recall, the amount was reduced 
by one-third. 

Next I come to the matter of travel 
pay. The travel pay item was reduced 
because we reduced the number of in- 
spectors. The number of additional in- 
spectors was 3,000. We cut down the 
number of 3,000 inspectors by one-third. 
Therefore we cut down their travel pay 
about one-third. That was a reasonable 
reduction, Can any Senator say that 
it was unreasonable? We know from 
our correspondence what these inspec- 
tors are frequently called; at least, 
from the letters which have come to me 
I know what they are called. They are 
frequently called “snoopers.” They are 
generally known by the name “snoop- 
ers.” They are persons who are sent 
from Washington, or perhaps some 
other place, to a particular area to ex- 
amine into the private affairs of the 
people there, to see if they are violating 
the law or complying with the law. 

Mr. President, all those reductions 
were exceedingly reasonable. There was 
a reason for every reduction we made, 
We have given this organization $45,- 
000,000 more than the House gave to it. 
The House gave it $75,000,000. We have 
given it $120,000,000. I do not see how 
any reasonable person in the world, after 
hearing the testimony, as we did for 
days, can feel that the committee acted 
unreasonably. We went into the ques- 
tion in the most painstaking kind of way. 
Mr. Henderson and those with him testi- 
fied for 2 days. We gave him every cp- 
portunity to make any explanation he 
wanted to make. I was literally as- 
tounded when I woke up on Sunday 
morning to read that Mr. Henderson was 
dissatisfied with the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The question has been raised here with 
respect to the time when the officers in 
question should be reappointed, if the 
provision of the Constitution shall be ad- 
hered to, and it shall be required that 
they be appointed by the President by 
and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. If there is any question with 
respect to the time when reappointments 
should be made or if the language of the 
amendment would result in any interfer- 
ence in any way with the administra- 
tion of the organization, I am quite sure 
the Senate will correct it on the floor. 
It is not the intention of the committee 
to interfere with the administration of 
this agency. The purpose of the com- 
mittee is in every reasonable and proper 
way to help make the administration a 
success, if it can be made a success. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to say to the 
Senator from Tennessee, and to the other 
members of the committee, that we all 
pay tribute to the industry, the sincerity, 
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and the good faith of the members of the 
Committee on Appropriations. We all 
have our views about questions here, and, 
of course, it does not follow that any com- 
mittee can always be right. Iam amem- 
ber of several committees which are fre- 
quently wrong, however hard working 
and sincere they may be. So what I have 
to say is, of course, not to be taken in any 
way as a refiection on the committee. 

Mr. McKELLAR, Oh, I understand 
that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But since the Consti- 
tution has been brought into the debate 
on the matter of confirmation, I should 
like at this point to read what it says. I 
read from article 2, section 2, paragraph 
2, as follows: 

He— 


Referring to the President— 
shall have power, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to make treaties, pro- 
vided two-thirds of the Senators present con- 
cur; and he shall nominate, and by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
appoint ambassadors, other public ministers 
and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, 
and all other officers of the United States, 
whose appointments are not herein otherwise 
provided for, and which shall be established 
by law; but the Congress may by law vest the 
appointment of such inferior officers as they 
think proper in the President alone, in the 
courts of law, or in the heads of departments. 


So there is’no provision in the Consti- 
tution that the Senate shall have to con- 
firm all the officers who are appointed. 
We have by law provided, without con- 
firmation on the part of the Senate, for 
the appointment cf officers in other war 
agencies, and the question I raised was 
why we should be so meticulous now at 
this late hour concerning the Constitu- 
tion with respect to Mr. Henderson’s or- 
ganization when we have not been so me- 
ticulous with respect to all the other 
agencies. We violated no provision of the 
Constitution in failing to require the con- 
firmation of these other appointees. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
Senator is mistaken about the Senate 
not having doneit. Ido not think there 
has been before the Senate in many 
moons an appropriation bill which did 
not contain a provision of this kind. I 
know such action was taken this very 
year. This provision does not apply to 
Mr. Henderson’s organization alone. 
Such a provision is contained in this very 
bill with respect to the O. C. D. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; in this very bill 
there is such a provision applying to the 
O. C. D., but such a provision was not 
carried in any measure dealing with the 
O. C. D. before, or in any . measure 
dealing with the W. P. B. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It was usually left 
out in conference. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But it was not in the 
appropriations measures. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In conference it was 
left out in appropriation and in other 
bills. 

Mr. President, the Senator read very 
lightly the provision following the one 
which deals with the judges of the 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will read it more 
heavily. 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Now I will read it 
more heavily: 

And all other officers of the United States, 
whose appointments are not herein otherwise 
provided for, and which shall be established 
by law. 


And then I 
following: 

But the Congress may by law vest the 
appointment of such inferior officers, as they 
think proper, in the Presideat alone, in the 
court; of law, or in the heads of departments. 


Neither Mr. Henderson nor Mr. Landis 
are heads of departments. So, looking 
at the Constitution as it is, I find its 
language to be even stronger than I 
thought, because it speaks of “heads of 
departments.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. Does not the Senator 
realize that the language he read modi- 
fies the whole section of the Constitu- 
tion? The President is not the head of 
a department, and yet we can authorize 
him to appoint Government officials. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; because the 
Constitution says we can. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Congress may 
place the power of appointment in the 
heads of departments, because the Con- 
stitution says it may. The Congress may 
by law place such power in the hands of 
the courts of law, because the Constitu- 
tion says it may. There ‘is nothing in 
the Constitution which says that the 
head of a bureau or of an independent 
organization of any kind shall have the 
right to appoint officers. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is Mr. Nelson the 
head of a bureau or the head of a depart- 
ment? 

Mr. McKELLAR. He is the head of a 
bureau. 

Mr. BARKLEY. He makes appoint- 
ments. 

Mr. McKELLAR. He is the head of 
the War Production Board. That is not 
a department. 

Mr, BARKLEY. No; but he makes ap- 
pointments which are not subject to con- 
firmation by the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; I understand 
that; but it is illegally done, and by that 
I mean to cast no reflection on Mr. Nel- 
son, either, because I think he is a good 
official. 

Mr. President, a while ago the com- 
mittee was charged with placing in the 
bill a number of amendments which 
were not proper on an appropriation bill. 
The only two amendments which are 
subject to a point of order are the two 
with respect to which I wish to give notice 
that I shall move to suspend the rule. 
At the proper time, when the bill comes 
up for consideration, I will make such 
motions, 


NOTICES OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE 
RULE—AMENDMENTS 


Mr. McKELLAR submitted the follow- 
ing notice in writing: 


In accordance with rule XL of the Stand- 
ing Rules of the Senate, I hereby give notice 
in writing that it is my intention to move to 
Suspend paragraph 4 of rule XVI for the pur- 
pose of proposing to the bill (H. R. 7319) 
making supplemental appropriations for the 
national defense for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, the 
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following amendment, namely: On page 35, 
after line 19, to insert the following: 
“Reduction of zinc concentrates with me- 
thane gas (national defense): For all neces- 
sary expenses, without regard to section 3709 
of the Revised Statutes, for pilot tests on the 
reduction of zinc concentrates to metal with 
methane gas, including laboratory research, 
maintenance and operation of pilot plant; 
procurement of necessary material and ores; 
purchase or lease of land or buildings; con- 
struction and equipment of buildings to house 
pilot plant, including engagement by contract 
or otherwise, at such rates of compensation 
as the Secretary of the Interior may deter- 
mine, of engineers, architects, or firms or cor- 
porations thereof necessary therefor; supplies 
and equipment; traveling expenses; not to 
exceed $10,000 for personal services in the 
District of Columbia; not to exceed #500 for 
printing and binding; purchase (not to ex- 
ceed $1,850) including exchange, operation, 
maintenance, and repair of passenger-carry- 
ing automobiles; special weafing apparel and 
equipment for the protection of employees 
while employed; and the purchase in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and elsewhere of other items 
otherwise properly chargeable to the appro- 
priation, “Contingent expenses, Department 
of the Interior”; fiscal year 1943, $350,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Interior is author- 
ized to accept lands, buildings, equipment, 
and other contributions from public or pri- 
vate sources for the purposes hereof, and to 
carry out projects in cooperation with other 
agencies, Federal, State, or private.” 


Mr. McKELLAR also submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 7319) making sup- 
plemental appropriations for the na- 
tional defense for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, 
which was ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed. 

(For text of amendment referred to, 
see the foregoing notice.) 

Mr. McKELLAR also submitted the 
following notice in writing: 

In accordance with rule XL of the Stand- 
ing Rules of the Senate, I hereby give notice 
in writing that it is my intention to move 
to suspend paragraph 4 of rule XVI for the 
purpose of proposing to the bill (H. R, 7319) 
making supplemental appropriations for the 
national defense for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, the 
following amendment, namely: On page 37, 
line 18, after the figures “$320,000” and before 
the period to insert a comma and the fol- 
lowing: “of which $40,000 is hereby made 
available, without regard to civil-service and 
classification laws, for salaries of members 
and other employees of the visa board of 
appeals: Provided, That salaries may be paid 
to the members of the board at a rate not 
exceeding $10,000 per annum: Provided 
further, That no part of said $40,000 shall be 
available to pay the salary of any person at 
a rate of $4,500 per annum or more unless 
such person shall have been appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate.” 


Mr. McKELLAR also submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 7319) making sup- 
plemental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes, which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed. 

(For text of amendment referred to, 
see the foregoing notice.) 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, just 
a word or two more, and I shall have fin- 
ished. I should like to have a vote on 
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the motion to consider the bill. I should 
like to have the bill become the unfin- 
ished business. We can determine later 
when we shall vote on it. 

Mr. BARKLEY.. I have no doubt that 
we can later determine when we shall 
vote on any of the vital questions in- 
volved in the bill. I feel that the vote 
ought not to take place until Senators 
who are absent are given an opportunity 
to return. I am satisfied that many of 
them did not know, when they left Wash- 
ington, that this matter would come up. 
I think they should have an opportunity 
to be present. 

Mr. McKELLAR. We shall have no 
difficulty on that score. I ask that the 
Chair put the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill 
(H. R. 7319) making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the national defense for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and 
for other purposes, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations with amendments. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
entered the debate today only because of 
the statement made by my distinguished 
friend, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BARKLEY]. Otherwise I should have let 
the matter proceed in the usual way. 
While I know that he did not intend to 
reflect on the Appropriations Committee, 
I feel that some of his remarks might be 
so construed. I wish to assure him and 
the Senate that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations is only trying to do its duty. 

I do not think there is any feeling of 
any kind against anybody. It has been 
said that there is some feeling against 
Mr. Henderson. Ihave no feeling against 
Mr. Henderson. I treat him just as I 
treat others who come before our com- 
mittee. A great many persons appear 
before our committee. Perhaps a thou- 
sand or more witnesses have been ex- 
amined since the 5th of January. We 
have been constantly examining wit- 
nesses. What we report is not our pri- 
vate views. We are trying to report from 
the committee in accordance with the 
facts as members of the committee see 
them and obtain them from witnesses. 

We have no desire to punish anybody. 
If we had any desire to punish anybody 
is it likely that after the House had re- 
duced the appropriation to $75,000,000 our 
committee would have added $45,000,000? 
We added the $45,000,000 not because of 
Mr. Henderson, and not because of any 
feeling, but because we felt that under 
the circumstances that amount of money 
will be required to perform the tasks 
which are ahead of Mr. Henderson. 

I believe that with $120,000,000 this 
work will go forward. If it is a feasible 
work, and susceptible of being carried to 
a successful conclusion, it will be done, 
and I feel that that amount of money 
will do the work. We merely want the 
law carried out, and we are willing to 
ne the necessary funds to carry 

out. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Ten- 
nessee two or three questions in order 
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that he may be prepared in due course 
to discuss the matter. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Davis] is necessarily temporarily absent 
from the Chamber because of a knee in- 
jury. He sent to me certain questions 
which he asked me to propound to the 
Senator from Tennessee, to the end that 
when the whole matter comes up for dis- 
cussion the Senator from Tennessee may 
perhaps be better prepared, in behalf 
of the committee, to furnish the Senate 
with the answers. 

The questions are: 

First. Did the committee go into the 
Canadian system of price control, and if 
so, what is the Canadian system? 

Second. How does the Canadian sys- 
tem differ from our own? 

Third. What is the cost of price ad- 
ministration in Canada? 

The Senator from Pennsylvania says 
that these questions are proposed, not 
with the belief that our own system will 
respond in the same way as has the 
Canadian system, but rather for the pur- 
pose of finding any possible suggestion 
for improvement in our own system 
which may be provided by a study of the 
Canadian system. I assume that the 
Senator from Tennessee will have an op- 
portunity to examine these questions in 
greater detail, in view of my having put 
them to him, and that the matter can be 
gone into more fully at another time. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I am 
perfectly willing to state now that the 
committee did not examine the Cana- 
dian system. It was referred to only in- 
cidentally once or twice, and no facts 
were given about it. The English system 
was referred to once or twice; and I 
think Mr. Henderson, himself, or some 
one for him, stated that the Canadian 
system was fashioned along the lines of 
the English system. We did not go into 
that system, as ours is not a legislative 
committee but purely an appropriations 
committee. We have already estab- 
lished our own system and put it into 
effect. For that reason we did not go into 
the other systems. 

I do not know what the cost of the 
Canadian system is, but before we meet 
tomorrow I shall take a great deal of 
pleasure in finding out about the cost of 
the Canadian system as well as that of 
the English system, and shall be glad to 
put the information in the RECORD. 

Mr. DANAHER,. I thank the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to reiterate what I stated 2 moment ago. 
It is no reflection on a cOmmittee to dis- 
agree with its final conclusions on any 
proposed legislation. What I said a while 
ago was not intended to reflect on 
the committee or criticize the committee. 
I merely called attention to certain con- 
troversial amendments which had been 
reported by the committee in order that 
Members of the Senate might know that 
they are in the bill and might study 
them; also that the country might know 
that the amendments are incorporated 
in the bill. The mere fact that I dis- 
agree with one or two of them is, of 
course, no refiection on the committee. 

We should be in an impossible situa- 
tion if we had to accept all the amend- 
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ments reported to the Senate by com- 
mittees. The Senate would not have any 
function. It would have nothing to do. 
As we know, committee amendments fre- 
quently go through as a matter of rou- 
tine. Nobody pays much attention to 
them, and they are adopted by a vote 
of 1 to 0. I wished to call the attention 
of the Senate to these provisions so that 
Senators may be thinking about them 
and in order that Senators who are not 
now present may read them. 

That is all I have to say. 

Mr, McNARY. Mr, President, I shall 
not discuss the provisions which have 
been mentioned. I have my own views 
concerning the effort to change and 
slightly modify the Price Control Act. 
Inasmuch as certain of the proposed 
amendments would be legislation on an 
appropriation bill, let me ask the Senator 
from Tennessee if he has given notice to 
suspend the rule? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from 
Tennessee gaye notice a few moments 
ago that he would offer certain amend- 
ments. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I propose to offer 
two amendments. The amendments 
about which the Senator from Kentucky 
has been speaking are in the bill—and 
properly in the bill, as we have been ad- 
vised by the Parliamentarian. With re- 
spect to the two which are not in the 
bill, I have given notice in accordance 
with the rule. However, they are amend- 
ments with respect to which I think there 
will be no disagreement. 

Mr..McNARY. The able Senator has 
consulted an excellent source of informa- 
tion in our capable Parliamentarian. I 
was not in the Chamber when the Sena- 
tor asked for an opportunity to present 
the amendments. I am very happy that 
he has reserved his rights. 


ST. CROIX RIVER HIGHWAY BRIDGE 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to consider House bill 4314, 
which was passed over on the call of the 
calendar on July 2. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 4314) 
authorizing the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin, jointly or separately, to ac- 
quire bridges now existing or to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a free high- 
way bridge across the St. Croix River, 
also known as Lake St. Croix, at or near 
Hudson, Wis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Minnesota? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment previously offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. WILEY], which will 
be stated for the information of the 
Senate. : 

The CHIEF CLERK.. It is proposed to 
insert on page 2, line 16, the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That at the inception or the con- 
struction of the bridge provided herein or 
the purchase of the present bridge which is 
owned by the city of Hudson, fair compensa- 
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tion, to be determined by the Federal Works 
Agency, shall be paid by the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota to the city of Hudson, 
Wis., for its existing bridge and structure 
across the St. Croix River. 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I shall 
not take much of the time of the Senate. 

In speaking today I am speaking as a 
United States Senator, representing the 
United States Government which will 
pay about 75 percent of the cost of this 
bridge when it is built. Iam also speak- 
ing as a representative of the State of 
Wisconsin, whose highway department 
wants the bridge. I am also speaking 
as a representative of the city of Hudson. 
If the contemplated bridge is built it will 
mean confiscation of the present bridge, 
because the bill does not provide that the 
city of Hudson shall receive any com- 
pensation. Building a new bridge, free 
of toll, will put the biggest business in 
Hudson out of business. 

It is true that the present bridge at 
Hudson is not a Francis Key bridge or a 
memorial bridge like the bridge crossing 
the Potomac River, but it is a good bridge. 

Mr. President, at the request of the 
city of Hudson, I propose the following 
amendment: 

Provided, That at the inception of the con- 
struction of the bridge provided herein or 
the purchase of the present bridge which is 
owned by the city of Hudson, fair compensa- 
tion, to be determined by the Federal Works 
Agency, shall be paid by the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota to the city of Hudson, 
Wis., for its existing bridge and structure 
across the St. Croix River. 


It will be remembered that on July 2 
the measure came up for discussion, and 
then was put over by consent, to be taken 
up on a date to be agreed upon by the 
senior Senator from Minnesota and me. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WILEY. I yield. 

Mr. BURTON. As a matter of clarifi- 
cation, and because I was a member of 
the subcommittee and the committee 
which considered this matter, let me ask 
whether I am correct in understanding 
that the proposed amendment would re- 
quire that payment be made to the city 
of Hudson for its bridge, whether or not 
the site of the present bridge is to be used 
in connection with the proposed new 
bridge. 

Mr. WILEY. Yes—fair compensation 
to be determined by the Federal Works 
Agency. 

I said that the bridge crosses the St. 
Croix River and is owned by the city of 
Hudson. The bill in particular contem- 
plates that the bridge might be taken 
over; but the testimony by the engineers 
from the State of Wisconsin and from 
the State of Minnesota shows that tl :y 
have no such plan. They want to build a 
new bridge. In other words, they want 
to take away from the city of Hudson a 
bridge which has been a money maker 
for that city for some years. It is a 
bridge which has paid the city about 
$80,000 a year in revenue. 

The argument for taking away the. 
bridge is that it has been a revenue 
maker, that the city has received a great 
deal of money from it, and therefore the 
city should be willing to forego any 
further income from the bridge. 
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gerous. If we were to apply it to the 
‘property rights of individuals, there 
would be confiscation of property without 
due process of law; any property that 
any of us might have could be taken from 
us, provided a State wanted that prop- 
erty. 

The representative of the city of Hud- 
son called to my attention certain facts 
which I shall briefly discuss. For in- 
stance, there was some talk that the 
bridge is not safe. He calls my attention 
to the fact that the Public Roads Admin- 
istration rates the Hudson Bridge H-15 
to H-18 capacity. That statement ap- 
pears on page 54 of the record. He also 
states that 88 percent of the bridges on 
the strategic system are of H-15 capac- 
ity—page 55 of the record. The state- 
ment is made that the War Department 
requests for “he strategic system bridges 
having a capacity of only 18,000 pounds 
per axle—page 55 of the record—and that 
the Public Roads Administration requests 
bridges of 18,000 pounds capacity. 

As I have said, I know the bridge; I 
have traveled over it a great many times. 
It is not a modern bridge; but to say that 
it is inadequate is not correct. I doubt 
if the record bears out such a statement. 
The city of Hudson has kept it in a good 
‘state of repair. 

As a member of the Senate represent- 
ing the State of Wisconsin, representing 
Hudson, and representing the Govern- 
ment, I feel that the amendment should 
at least go to the committee; because if 
the bill shall be passed it will take away 
from the city of Hudson valuable prop- 
erty. 

I think the facts show that over the 
years the city has received an average 
net income of $80,000 a year from the 
bridge; but that income has been devoted 
to public purposes—to W. P. A. and old- 
age-pension uses. The city of Hudson is 
a city of about 3,500 persons, a city 
nestling on the banks of the St. Croix 
River. The city of Hudson sought sug- 
gestions from the War Department, but 
the War Department has not yet indi- 
cated any need for a better bridge. Testi- 
mony to support my statement appears 
at page 31 of the record. 

The city of Hudson states that if re- 
pairs or improvements are needed, it 
stands ready to make them. 

I myself should look forward with a 
great deal of pleasure to seeing a mag- 
nificent bridge built across that river. 
No figures as to its cost are stated in the 
record, but I suspect that a bridge which 
would meet the situation would cost up 
into the millions of dollars. 

There are several other factors. If the 
bridge should be built down river, below 
the present bridge, a backwater which 
might be very dangerous to health would 
be created. 

The bill would simply permit the build- 
ing of a bridge by the two States. Of 
course, the bridge will not be built dur- 
ing wartime, unless it can be found that 
it is absolutely a war necessity. That 

-has not been found. The War Depart- 
ment has said absolutely nothing to that 
effect; and the construction of the bridge 
hee take a great deal of strategic ma- 

ial, 
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That kind of argument is rather dan- } 


Mr. President, the amendment would 
do the equitable thing. Let us remem- 
ber that the bridge was purchased by the 
city and is owned by the city. Itis nota 
private toll bridge. The facts in that 
connection are very interesting. There 
are a great many toll bridges in this 
country, a great many owned by munici- 
palities, and a great many owned by pri- 
vate individuals. This bridge carries a 
traffic of 2,760 motor vehicles a day. 
That is not as much as one lane of one 
of the streets of Washington carries in 
an hour and a half. It appears that the 
bridge carries 515 commercial trucks a 
day. The tolls on the bridge are very 
reasonable. There is a 15-cent toll for 
an automobile and its driver. Of course, 
anyone who pays a toll for a truck would 
like to have that charge abolished. 
Along the same line, I assume also that 
people would like to receive merchandise 
or medical services free. 

The record shows that in this country 
there are 246 toll bridges, comprising 
the following: Ninety-eight public toll 
bridges, 3 public toll tunnels, 143 private 
toll bridges, and 2 private toll tunnels. 

The record shows that this bridge is 
sound, has been kept in good repair, and 
can accommodate trucks carrying loads 
as heavy as the Wisconsin law permits. 

I say again that of course we in Minne- 
sota and Wisconsin should like to have a 
new bridge; but the War Department 
has not approved it and has not desig- 
nated it as a necessity. If the proposal 
were to take over the bridge and to pay 
the city of Hudson a fair amount-for it, 
no question would be raised. However, 
that is not the proposal. 

The ‘city of Hudson is a part of my 
State. It has a right to have its posi- 
tion stated in this body when the legis- 
lative body of the Nation is about to take 
property belonging to it. 

I know the argument will be made that 
for many years the city has received a 
great income which has totaled more 
than the total cost of the bridge and the 
cost of its maintenance. However, that 
is no argument for taking the property of 
one city or one individual away from that 
city or that individual without compen- 
sation. What I have just said is, in sub- 
stance, the position which the city of 
Hudson has taken. 

Of course, there was not before the 
committee any information to the effect 
that the legislatures of these States took 
any action; but only representatives of 
the two highway departments appeared 
and said they wanted the bill passed. 
They stated that there was perhaps some 
need for the bridge, and they thought 
that in view of the war effort it would be 
needed more. However, when we scan 
the record we find that the case is a very 
meager one. The only argument which is 
advanced why the city of Hudson should 
not be compensated is that through the 
years she has “cleaned up,” as they say, 
about $80,000 a year from the operation 
of the bridge, has received complete pay- 
ment for it, and therefore should receive 
nothing when the new bridge is built, a 
bridge which will put the present bridge 
out of business. 

To me such an argument is not fair. 
It is not the American way of doing 


JULY 13 


things. A small city, or a small man, or 
a small corporation is entitled to be 
treated fairly, just as much so as a large 
one. If Hudson were a large city, or if it 
were a State, and if action were contem- 
plated which would result in taking away 
from it a valuable source of income, there 
would not be any necessity for the city of 
Hudson to cite the Constitution and to 
say, “You are proposing to take away 
property without due process of law, and 
you should compensate us for it.” When 
two great States—one of them my own 
State—ask that there be passed a bill 
which would put out of business an in- 
come-producing property owned by a city 
within the State, equity or justice should 
be done. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I ask that the 
amendment be inserted in the bill, and 
at least that it go to conference and there 
be acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. WILEY]. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, 
when I first heard the Senator’s amend- 
ment read, I was under the impression 
that the amendment was merely permis- 
sive; that is, that if the two States were 
to find it necessary to take over the 
bridge, they should pay a fair price. 
However, after I read the amendment, I 
told the Senator that I could not very well 
agree to it because it is mandatory, even 
if the States do not take the bridge and 
do not want to take it. 

We do not propose to take the bridge 
away from the city of Hudson at all. 
The State of Wisconsin and the State of 
Minnesota want to build a new bridge. 
They desire to do so for several reasons. 
One is that it is on the main defense 
highway from Chicago to Eau Claire, 
La Crosse, and the Twin Cities. It is an 
old bridge, more than 30 years old. The 
city of Hudson bought it about 25 years 
ago. They have collected in exces: of 
$2,000,000 in tolls. If the new bridge is 
constructed, under this bill, it will be a 
free bridge; but the city of Hudson can 
keep its bridge and continue to charge 
tolls; there is nothing in the bill that 
would prevent that being done. 

The Federal Government, through the 
War Department, has approved the new 
bridge, and said it had no objection to 
its construction; the approval was in the 
usual form. The State of Wisconsin, 
through its highway commission, has for 
several years, in conjunction with the 
Highway Department of the State of 
Minnesota, tried to obtain from the Fed- 
eral Congress the permission that is 
necessary to build a free bridge in order 
to take care of the public free road traffic. 
No Senator wants to deprive the city of 
Hudson of the ownership of its bridge. 
Of course, it may be deprived of its toll 
business if the new bridge is constructed, 
thus furnishing free transportation for 
the general traffic over the great national 
defense highway from Chicago to the 
Twin Cities. 

The hearings developed the incapacity 
of the present bridge to carry the usual 
maximum load carried over Federal 
highways as set by the Federal Highway 
Commissioner, together with the vari- 
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ous State highway commissioners. The 
present bridge is not adequate to carry 
what is now considered the usual capac- 
ity load. The bridge is too narrow. I 
believe the record will show it is only 19 
feet wide, whereas the standard bridge, 
according to the regulations of the vari- 
ous highway commissions and the Fed- 
eral Government, must be 28 feet in 
width. 

I am very sorry that I cannot agree to 
the amendment, as I told the Senator 
after I saw that it was mandatory. It 
would compel the two States to pay what 
was determined by the Public Works Ad- 
ministration to be a fair price to the city 
of Hudson. Of course, they would not 
take the present bridge, but even if they 
should not take it, they would have to 
pay the city for the loss of tolls they 
have collected since 1917 in an amount 
of over $2,000,000. 

I do not know—we have not been able 
to find out—what the city paid for the 
bridge, which has been operating for 
about 30 years. 

It was customary some years ago to 
give a franchise, a permit, to build that 
kind of bridge, and to the extent the 
franchise permitted the building of the 
bridge and the collecting of tolls, of 
course, it was a vested interest, but at 
the will and the license of the public 
authorities, who have a perfect right to 
build a bridge of their own. 

As I said in the beginning, it is not 
the intention to deprive the city of Hud- 
son of its ownership of this toll bridge, 
but the purpose is to build a new bridge, 
which has been needed for many years, 
so that the great volume of traffic can 
pass over a bridge which is safe for the 
usual traffic that is now passing over it, 
being something like 2,700 vehicles in 
24 hours, and, as the able Senator from 
Wisconsin said, in excess of 500 trucks a 
day. The hearings show that, at times 
trucks coming from the west must wait 
until the trucks coming from the east 
can have a chance to cross the bridge: 
and then the trucks from the east must 
wait while the trucks from the west 
cross the bridge. 

I could not undertake on my responsi- 
bility to accept the amendment. If the 
Senate wants to accept it, that is one 
thing, but I could not undertake to ac- 
cept it in the form it is here stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. WILEY]. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, this bill 
was reported to the Senate by the junior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Brown] 
who is not now present. He was also the 
chairman of the subcommittee which re- 
ported favorably on the bill in its original 
form. As I served both on the subcom- 
mittee and on the general committee that 
joined in the report, I feel that a word 
should be said from the point of view of 
the commiteee. 

This matter comes within the jurisdic- 
diction of the United States, of course, 
under its right to pass upon any bridge 
which possibly might interfere with navi- 
gation. If it would not interfere with 
navigation, then the jurisdiction of the 
United States, technically, would stop at 
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that point, and we would consent to the 
construction of the bridge. 

As the bill camebefore the committee, it 
was rather a simple one. Two States, rep- 
resented by their separate highway com- 
missions, wished to erect an important 
bridge on a main highway. They asked 
for the permission of the United States. 
We held hearings in the committee. The 
opposition came solely from the city of 
Hudson. There seemed to be no inter- 
ference with navigation such as would 
justify a refusal to permit the bridge to 
be built by the States. The city of Hud- 
son, however, does have a bridge nearby; 
it has had it for many years; and it is 
charging tolls over that bridge. It is in- 
teresting to note that not only has the 
city recouped to itself its expenditure 
in buying the bridge, in the first instance, 
but has recouped itself about five times 
over, and now regards the bridge as an 
important asset in paying the ordinary 
operating expenses of the city. There- 
fore, there does not arise on the part of 
the Federal Government the obligation 
to protect the city against loss of an 
original capital investment. The Federal 
Government, the committee felt, would 
be going far out of its way to refuse to 
grant permission for this State bridge 
across the river in order that the city 
might continue to collect tolls on its 
bridge. 

The committee asked the representa- 
tives of the State and the representatives 
of the city to hold a special conference to 
see if they could not agree upon some 
joint use for the old bridge and work out 
some way by which it could be used for 
this purpose. When the conference was 
held, the city and State officials were un- 
able to reach an agreement. It then 
came to the committee of the Congress, 
and the Senate committee voted to grant 
permission for this new State bridge. 

I do not recall that the amendment 
now offered was presented when the bill 
was before the committee, but it seems 
to me to be clear that we would not be 
justified in amending the bill so as to 
require the payment to the city of Hud- 
son of “fair value” for this bridge, even 
though the site of the bridge should not 
be used for the new bridge, particularly 
in view of the fact that fair value might 
possibly be computed upon the capital 
which would produce a certain annual 
income, as in the case of the toll bridge 
which now stands. It seems to me, 
therefore, to be consistent with the rec- 
ommendation of the committee which 
heard this matter fully that the com- 
mittee would be opposed to the proposed 
condition being added to the bill as rec- 
ommended by the committee in the first 
instance. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, the 
amendment provides that the city should 
be paid fair compensation, to be deter- 
mined by the Federal Works Agency. 

I merely wish to say, in reply to the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio, I 
understand that in the ordinary case in 
which the Government has to pass upon 
the question whether it will permit the 
building of a bridge over navigable 
waters, the only question is, will the 
bridge interfere with navigation. But 
when the Government is to be called 
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upon to pay 75 percent of the cost, it has 
a greater interest in the case. When the 
Federal Government is to pay 75 percent 
of the cost, the Federal Government 
should do equity, whether with an indi- 
vidual or with a State. 

I say to my colleagues that until the 
Government engineers determine as a 
matter of fact that the present bridge 
is inadequate, it is very questionable 
whether in wartime we would be justified 
in going on with such an expenditure as 
is proposed. It is inopportune to talk 
about putting steel and other war mate- 
rials into a bridge when we need those 
materials in ships. Of course, the mate- 
rials will not be furnished until after the 
war unless a certificate of necessity is 
issued. We are merely called upon to 
authorize, but the authorization would 
be a step which would injure the prop- 
erty of a beautiful little city in my State, 
taking away from it a source of income, 
unless compensation were paid. 

If the bill is to pass, then I believe that 
the provisions of my amendment should 
be written into it. It would mean that 
the municipality of Hudson would receive 
fair compensation for a business which it 
has. It was that little city which 
reached out when Minnesota and Wis- 
consin did not, and provided transporta- 
tion across the river, and while it made 
a profit, even as individuals make profit, 
it should not have its source of income 
taken from it without compensation, 

In the record there are statements 
from men who know something about the 
conditions there, a statement from a 
group of railroad men who live there, for 
instance, There is no question that if 
this new bridge were built, it would de- 
prive the city of Hudson of a source of 
revenue, and it has had hard sledding 
heretofore. 

Mr. President, there is one point I wish 
to stress, and then I shall close. If we 
adopt the amendment, we create a whole- 
some precedent. This being a govern- 
ment of law, it would mean that eyen in 
war times we would be maintaining the 
principle that we are a government of 
law, that we will not deprive our citizens 
or our municipalities of valuable prop- 
erty without compensation. Especially 
should this be the case when the Govern- 
ment pays three-fourths of the cost of 
the new bridge. 

I have not gone into another question 
involved in the case, that if a second 
bridge is built down the river it may 
create a menace to health. 

Mr. President, I leave the issue to the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. WILEY]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further amendment to be offered, 
the question is on the third reading of the 
bill. 


The bill CH. R. 4314) was ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Mr. HATCH. I move that the Senate 


proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. May- 
BANK in the chair) laid before the Senate 
messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomi- 
nations, which were referred to the ap- 
propriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 


Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported 
favorably the nominations of several 
postmasters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees the 
clerk will proceed to state the nomina- 
tions on the calendar. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


The Chief Clerk read the nomination of 
Charles I. Stanton to be Administrator of 
Civil Aeronautics. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask that the nomina- 
tions in the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 


PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read sun- 
dry nominations in the United States 
Public Health Service. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask that the nomina- 
tions in the Public Health Service be 
confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en blog. That completes the calendar. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask that the President 
be immediately notified of all the nomi- 
nations confirmed today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be immedi- 
ately notified. 

RECESS 


Mr. HATCH. As in legislative session, 
I move that the Senate take a recess 
until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 
o’clock and 14 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Tuesday, 
July 14, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 

Senate July 13, 1942: 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

Steve Franklin Hamm, of Oregon, to be 
United States marshal for the district of 
Oregon, vice John T. Summerville, term ex- 
pired. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 

William L. Clayton, of Texas, to be Assist- 
ant Secretary of Commerce, vice Robert H. 
Hinckley, resigned. 
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COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE 
Frank G. Clark, of Cheyenne, Wyo., to be 
collector of internal revenue for the district 
of Wyoming, to fill an existing vacancy. 
UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


The following-named dentists to be assist- 
ant dental surgeons in the United States 
Public Health Service, to take effect from 
date of oath: 
Howard K. Wyatt 
Vernon J. Forney Fred D. Lewis, Jr. 
Dennis E, Singleton, Francis J. Walters 

Jr. Edwin McCoy Snort 
James O. Blythe, Jr. Donald J. Galagan 
APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy 

MARINE CORPS 


Maj. Gen. (temporary) Ross E. Rowell to 
be a major general in the Marine Corps from 
the 30th day of June 1942. 

The following-named brigadier generals 
(temporary) to be brigadier generals in the 
Marine Corps from the 30th day of June 1942; 
William H. Rupertus 
Harry K. Pickett 

The following-named colonels (temporary) 
to be colonels in the Marine Corps from the 
30th day of June 1942: 

Lewie G. Merritt Ray A. Robinson 
Claude A. Larkin David R, Nimmer 
Shaler Ladd Victor F. Bleasdale 
William P. T. Hill Merwin H. Silyerthorn 
William E. Riley 


The following-named lieutenant colonels 
(temporary) to be lieutenant colonels in the 
— Corps from the 30th day of June 
1 : 
Raymond P. Coffman William W, Orr 
Rupert R. Deese Monroe S. Swanson 
James P. Riseley William W. Paca 
Clayton C. Jerome Richard M. Cutts, Jr. 
George J. O'Shea Frank D. Weir 
Charles C. Brown Merlin F. Schneider 
Eugene H. Price George F. Good, Jr, 
William M. Mitchell Merrill B. Twining 
James A. Stuart 


Maj. (temporary) James T, Wilbur to be 
a major in the Marine Corps from the 5th 
day of June 1942. 

The following-named majors (temporary) 
to be majors in the Marine Corps from the 
30th day of June 1942: 

Donald M. Weller Edmund B. Games 
Samuel S. Yeaton Albert J. Keller 
EdwardA.Montgomery Harry S. Leon 
Edgar O. Price Nelson K. Brown 
Robert E. Hill Ferry Reynolds 
James M. Daly Nathaniel S. Clifford 
Ronald D. Salmon Ben “Z” Redfield 
Russell Lloyd Charles R. Jones 
Ernest W. Fry, Jr. Clifford H. Shuey 
Marcellus J. Howard Wayne H. Adams 
August Larson John H. Cook, Jr. 
Donovan D., Sult Samuel G. Taxis 
Norman Hussa Edward J. Dillon 
Edward B. Carney Harold I. Larson 
Austin R. Brunelli Mercade A. Cramer 
Lewis C. Hudson, Jr. Chandler W. Johnson 


POSTMASTERS 


The following-named persons to be post- 
masters: 


Sidney Frederick 


ALABAMA 

Ralph A. Blythe, Alexander City, Ala., in 
place of R. A. Blythe. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 12, 1942. 

Robert H. Reid, Elmore, Ala. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Abbie M. Chambers, Faunsdale, Ala. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

John T. Maddox, Vernon, Ala., in place of 
J. T. Maddox. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 23, 1942. 

ARKANSAS 

Herbert A. Whitley, Bradford, Ark., in place 
of H. A. Whitley. Incumbent’s commission 
expired March 30, 1942. 
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Will H. Wardlaw, De Queen, Ark., in place 
of W. H. Wardlaw. Incumbent’s commission 
expired March 30, 1942. 

Dewey Carter, Elkins, Ark. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Lewis Friedman, Fort Smith, Ark., in place 
of Lewis Friedman. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Oscar Fawcett, Lonoke, Ark., in place of 
G.H. Rule, Jr., retired. 

Earl E. Sterling, Mammoth Spring, Ark., 
in place of E. E. Sterling. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired March 30, 1942. 

Robert Roy Miilwee, Nashville, Ark., in 
place of R. R. Millwee. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired March 30, 1942. 

CALIFORNIA 

Ethel R. Costello, Acampo, Calif., in place 
of E. R. Costello. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 20, 1942. 

Olive G. Nance, Arvin, Calif., in place of 
O. G. Nance. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 27, 1942. 

John E. White, Banning, Calif., in place of 
J.E. White. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 5, 1942. 

Leslie A. Johnson, Escalon, Calif., in place 
of L. A. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 15, 1942. 

Bertha V. Eaton, Florin, Calif., in place of 
B. V. Eaton. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 26, 1942. 

George J. Nevin, Huntington Park, Calif., 
in place of G. J. Nevin. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 27, 1942. 

L. Ramona Bristow, Knights Landing, 
Calif., in place of L. R. Bristow. Incumbent’s 
commission expired April 20, 1942. 

Wood I. Glasgow, Le Grand, Calif., in place 
of W. I. Glasgow. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 1, 1942. 

Hyle W. Rapp, Loyalton, Calif., in place of 
H. W. Rapp. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 31, 1942. 

Harold A. Bastien, Manhattan Beach, Calif., 
in place of C. M. Seargeant, deceased. 

Adda B. Ruth, Mecca, Calif., in place of 
A.B. Ruth. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 15, 1942. 

Joseph T. McInerny, Merced, Calif., in place 
of J. T. McInerny. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 28, 1942. 

Sidney F. Horrell, Moneta, Calif., in place 
of S. F. Horrell. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 15, 1942. 

Rowena A. Osborn, Orcutt, Calif., in place 
of R. A. Osborn. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 15, 1942. 

Ruth C. Moore, Parker Dam, Calif. Office 
became Presidential January 1, 1942. 

George W. Megrew, Rancho Santa Fe, Calif., 
in place of G. W. Megrew. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 4, 1942. 

Harry W. Driggs, Santa Paula, Calif., in 
place of R. H. Moultrie, removed. 

Michael L. Collins, Seal Beach, Calif., in 
place of M. L. Collins. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942, 

Arne M. Madsen, Solvang, Calif., in place of 
A. M. Madsen. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 27, 1942. 

Richard M. Wood, Thermal, Calif., in place 
of R. M. Wood. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 4, 1942. 

Orton P. Brady, Upland, Calif., in place 
of O. P. Brady. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

John E. Johnson, Weott, Calif., in place of 
J. E. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 5, 1942. 

COLORADO 

Walton T. Day, Byers, Colo., in place of 
W. T. Day. Incumbents commission ex- 
pired April 29, 1942. 

William B. Sutley, Center, Colo., in place of 
W. B. Sutley. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 12, 1942. 


1942 


Melvin F. Hofstetter, Hayden, Colo,, in 
place of M. F. Hofstetter. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 31, 1942. 

Nicholas C. Huffaker, Hot Sulphur Springs, 
Colo., In place of N. C. Huffaker. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired April 1, 1942. 

Robert R. Menhennett, Kremmling, Colo., 
in place of R. R. Menhennett. Incumbent’s 
commission expired May 31, 1942. 

James F. North, Rocky Ford, Colo., in place 
of J. F. North. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 31, 1942. 

John W. Anson, Silt, Colo., in place of J. W. 
Anson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 12, 1942. 

Charles L. Dickson, Westcliffe, Colo., in 
place of C. L. Dickson, Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 31, 1942. 

James G. Evans, Wray, Colo., in place of 
J. G. Evans. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 12, 1942. 

CONNECTICUT 

Matthew F. Geary, Uncasville, Conn., in 
place of M. F. Geary. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 27, 1942. 

DELAWARE 

Grace E. Bright, St. Georges, Del., in place 
of G. E. Bright. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 12, 1942. 


FLORIDA 


Myrtle Clare Booth, Cantonment, Fla. 
Office became Presidential January 1, 1942. 

Lula J. Edge, Niceville, Fla. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Marion O. Causey, Seville, Fla., in place of 
O. W. Prevatt, removed. 

James E. Wall, Sr., Tampa, Fla., in place 
of J. E. Wall, Sr. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 


GEORGIA 


Olin L. Spence, Carrollton, Ga., in place 
of O. L. Spence. Incumbent’s commission 
expired March 24, 1942. 

Watts L. Wood, Douglas, Ga., in place of 
O. F. Deen, resigned. 

Herman C. Fincher, La Grange, Ga., in 
place of H. C. Fincher. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Rushin Watkins, Reidsville, Ga., in place 
of Rushin Watkins. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 29, 1942. 

Robert E. Walker, Roberta, Ga., in place 
of R. E. Walker. Incumbents commission 
expired May 11, 1942. 

Jessie Gunter, Social Circle, Ga., in place 
of Jessie Gunter. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 11, 1942. 


IDAHO 


George Alley, Bancroft, Idaho, in place of 
George Alley. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 26, 1942. 

Harold W. Winschell, Firth, Idaho. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Frank M. Heistand, Hazelton, Idaho, in 
place of F. M. Heistand. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 26, 1942, 

Glenn H. Sanders, Moscow, Idaho, in place 
of G. H. Sanders. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Ambrose H. McGuire, Pocatello, Idaho, in 
place of A. H. McGuire. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942, 

Homer W. Woodall, Soda Springs, Idaho, in 
place of H. W. Woodall. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 26, 1942, 


ILLINOIS 


Helen T, Fisher, Delavan, Nl., in place of 
H. T. Fisher. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 1, 1942. 

Arthur L. Larson, Des Plaines, Ill., in place 
of A. L. Larson. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Oscar E. Bantz, Fithian, Ill, in place of 
O. E. Bantz. Incumbent’s commission ex- 


pired February 6, 1942. 
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John F. McCann, Oglesby, Ill., in place of 
J. F, McCann. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 18, 1942. 

Grace M. Lennon, Plainfield, N1., in place 
of G. M. Lennon. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 3, 1942. 

Esther C. Schmitt, St. Jacob, Ill. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

Emil A. Rahm, Staunton, Nl., in place of 
E. A. Rahm. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 3, 1942. 

George C. Miller, Sullivan, Ill., in place of 
G. C. Miller. Incumbent’s commission. ex- 
pired May 11, 1942. 

Martha G. Baily, Table Grove, Ill., in place 
of M. G. Baily. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 1, 1942. 

Ora C. Maze, Tower Hill, I1., in place of 
O. C. Maze. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 25, 1942. 

INDIANA 

Ray Long, Bristol, Ind., in place of Ray 
Long. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
Tuary 11, 1942, 

Virden R. Graham, Burnettsville, 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Ira Clouser, Crawfordsville, Ind., in place 
of Ira Clouser. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942, 

Oscar’ J. Sauerman, Crown Point, Ind., in 
place of O. J. Sauerman. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Mary W. Lawrence, Earlham, Ind., in place 
of M. W. Lawrence. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 20, 1942. 

Frank S. Dubczak, East Chicago, Ind., in 
place of F. S. Dubcezak. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Ellis D. Malone, Elnora, Ind., in place of 
E. D. Malone. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 14, 1942. 

Henry M. Mayer, Evansville, Ind., in place 
of H. M. Mayer. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

William D. Stoner, Millersburg, Ind., in 
place of W. D. Stoner, Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 20, 1942. 

L. Edgar Feagans, Montgomery, Ind., in 
place of L. E, Feagans. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 14, 1942. 

Gordon B. Olvey, Noblesville, Ind., in place 
of G. B. Olvey. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 30, 1942. 

William H. Menaugh, Osceola, Ind., in place 
of W. H. Menaugh. Incumbent’s commission 
expired December 6, 1941. 

Earl R. Rickard, Pekin, Ind., in place of E, 
R. Rickard. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 6, 1942. 


Ind. 


IOWA 

Zoe S. Nabers, Fort Madison, Iowa, in place 
of H. J. Schroeder, deceased. 

Clarence V, - McDonald. Independence, 
Iowa, in place of J. T. Barnett, removed, 

Floyd A. Bishop, Mitchellville, Iowa, in 
place of F. A. Bishop. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired December 23, 1941. 

Cotton Etter, Sigourney, Iowa, in place of 
Cotton Etter. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 15, 1942. 

Oscar J. Johnson, Thompson, Iowa, in 
place of John Batchelor, deceased. 

Lewis E. Mease, Truro, Iowa, in place of 
L. E. Mease. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 30, 1942. 

Arthur O. Reinhardt, Van Horne, Iowa, in 
place of A. O. Reinhardt. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 15, 1942, 

> KANSAS 


Frank M. Profitt, Chase, Kans., in place of 
F. M. Proffitt. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 3, 1942. 

Roger M. Williams, Lawrence, Kans., in 
place of R. M. Williams. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 6, 1942. 

Walter R. Ives, Mount Hope, Kans., in 
place of W. R. Ives. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired March 30, 1942. 
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Ronald E. Mangrum, Pittsburg, Kans., in 
place of R. E. Mangrum. Incumbent’s com< 
mission expired May 25, 1942. 

KENTUCKY 


Urett McCall Richey, Augusta, Ky., in place 
of U. M. Richey. Incumbent’s commission 
expired March 10, 1941. 

Bertha Stanley, Mortons Gap, Ky. 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

William A. Eimer, Newport, Ky., in place of 
W. A. Eimer. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 


LOUISIANA 


Amy B. Griffin, Gilbert, La., in place of 
A. B. Griffin. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Edwin R. Ford, Jonesville, La., in place of 
E. R. Ford. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 6, 1942. 

Lloyd Armand Theriot, Lockport, La., in 
place of Conrad Bourgeois. Incumbent’s 
commission expired February 18, 1941. 

James W. Melvin, Trout, La. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1942. 


MAINE 


Walter O. Dunton, Boothbay Harbor, 
Maine, in place of W. O. Dunton. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired April 15, 1942. 


MARYLAND 


Howard Griffith, Silver Spring, Md., in place 
of Howard Griffith. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 22, 1942. 

Charles W. Klee, Westminster, Md., in 
place of O. W. Klee. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 1, 1942, 


MASSACHUSETTS 


John E. Perkins, Essex, Mass., in place of 
J. E. Perkins. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 8, 1942. 

Elmer A. Rollins, Lincoln, Mass., in place of 
E. A. Rollins. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 16, 1941. 

Maurice J. Bresnahan, Medway, Mass., in 
Place of M. J. Bresnahan. Incumbent’'s com- 
mission expired April 12, 1942. 

John H. McCue, Nantasket Beach, Mass., 
in place of W. S. Arnold, resigned. 

Neil R. Mahoney, North Billerica, Mass., in 
place of N. R. Mahoney. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 12, 1942. 

Michael J. Walsh, North Reading, Mass., in 
place of M. J. Walsh. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 12, 1942. 

Mary L. McParlin, Sandwich, Mass., in place 
of M. L. McParlin. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 3, 1942. 

William F. Lawless, Stockbridge, Mass., in 
place of W. F. Lawless. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 12, 1942. 

Paul Revere Robte, West Dennis, Mass., in 
place of P. R. Robie. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 3, 1942. 

Philip J. Gallagher, Woburn, Mass., in place 
of P. J. Gallagher. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

MICHIGAN 


Agnes E. Rova, Atlantic Mine, Mich. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Edson Porter, Blissfield, Mich., in place of 
Edson Porter. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 12, 1942. 

Leo F. Flynn, New Lothrop, Mich., in place 
of L. F. Flynn. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 20, 1941. 

Horace Parrish, Sandusky, Mich., in place 
of Benjamin McClure. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 25, 1941. 

James O. McCarthy, Thompsonville, Mich, 
in place of J. O. McCarthy. Incumbent’s 
commission expired April 12, 1942. 

John F. Lyons, White Cloud, Mich., in place 
of J. F. Lyons. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 30, 1942. 


Office 
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MINNESOTA 

Archie Rassmussen, Grand Rapids, Minn., 
in place of Archie Rassmussen. Incumbent's 
commission expired February 16, 1941. 


MISSISSIPPI 


Frankie M. Storm, Benoit, Miss., in place 
of F. M. Storm. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 6, 1942. 

George H. Fleming, Crandall, Miss. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Dewey B. Courtney, Florence, Miss., in place 
of J. V. Therrell, transferred. 

Emma D. Trim, Hermanvilie, Miss., in place 
of E. D. Trim. Incumbent’'s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Ethel Young Alsworth, Lorman, Miss., in 
place of S. B. Dent, resigned. 

Robert E. Gryder, Shannon, Miss., in place 
of R. E. Gryder. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 15, 1942. 

Leroy N. Mixon, Shubuta, Miss., in place 
of L. N. Mixon. Incumbent’'s commission ex- 
pired April 1, 1942. 

Walter L. Collins, Union, Miss., in place of 
W. L. Collins. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 1, 1942. 

Florence W. Blaine, Vance, Miss. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Susie S. Burrous, West Point, Miss., in place 
of 8. S. Burrous. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 11, 1942. 

MISSOURI 

James W. Costello, Baring, Mo. 
came Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Ralph R. Breckenridge, Bosworth, Mo., in 
place of R. R. Breckenridge. Incumbent's 
commission expired May 3, 1942. 

Harrison F. Brill, Lincoln, Mo., in place of 
H. B. Lynch, transferred. 

Wayne Osborn, Macks Creek, Mo. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Earl F. Wiek, Rich Hill, Mo., in place of 
E. F. Wiek. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 16, 1942. 

William D. Cummins, Rosendale, Mo., in 
place of A. B. Wood, removed. 

Mahlon N. White, Warsaw, Mo., in place 
of M. N. White. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 4, 1942. 

MONTANA 

Philip W. Poindexter, Stevensville, Mont., 
in place of P. W. Poindexter. Incumbent’s 
commission expired June 23, 1942. 

Thelma F. Hoist, Westby, Mont., in place 
of T. F. Holst. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 20, 1942. 


NEBRASKA 


Bryan H. Stevens, Page, Nebr., in place of 
©. E. Walker, resigned. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Albert J, Picard, Derry, N. H., in place of 
A. J. Picard. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 9, 1942. 

Benjamin H. Dodge, New Boston, N. H., in 
Place of B. H. Dodge. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 6, 1942. 

Robert E. Gouid, Newport, N. H. in place 
of R. E. Gould. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 6, 1942, 

Harriette H. Hinman, North Stratford, N.H., 
in place of H. H. Hinman. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 16, 1942. 

Margaret A. Laughery, Whitefield, N. H, 
in place of M. A. Laughery, Incumbent’s 
commission expired May 6, 1942, 

NEW JERSEY 

Harry B. Mason, Pompton Lakes, N. J., in 
Place of H. R. Wells. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired March 10, 1941. 

Ella M. Fables, Whippany, N. J., in place of 
E. M. Fables. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 26, 1942. 

NEW YORK 

Frank V. Wiatrowski, Angola, N. Y., in 
place of F. V. Wiatrowski. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 14, 1942. 


Office be- 
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Hazel Markle, Minnewaska, N. Y., in place 
of Hazel Markle. Incumbent's commission 
expired Juiy 1, 1940. 

George O. Fountain, Scarborough, N. Y., in 
place of G. O. Fountain. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 14, 1942, 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Wilburn E. Berry, Drexel, N. C., in place of 
W.E. Berry. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 16, 1942. 

William T. Culpepper, Elizabeth City, N. C., 
in place of W. T. Culpepper. Incumbent’s 
commission expired May 29, 1942. 

Vivian T. Davis, Forest City, N. C., in place 
of V. T. Davis. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 24, 1942. 

Harry L. Ward, Gatesville, N. C., in place of 
H. L. Ward. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 28, 1942. 

Mabel W. Jordan, Gibsonville, N. C., in 
place of M. W. Jordan. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 14, 1942. 

Benjamin H. Mintz, Marble, N. C. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Ethel R. Edwards, Pinebluff, N. C. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

OHIO 

Edward R. Reichenbach, Bluffton, Ohio, in 
place of E. R. Reichenbach. Incumbent’s 
commission expired April 1, 1942. 

Sam F. Dickerson, Cadiz, Ohio. in place of 
S. F. Dickerson. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 1, 1942. 

Abner C. Barnhouse, Caldwell, Ohio, in 
place of A. C. Barnhouse. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 1, 1942. 

Samuel E. Tidd, Columbiana, Ohio, in place 
of S. E. Tidd. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 15, 1942. $ 

James J. Zerla, Dillonvaie, Ohio, in place of 
J. J. Zerla, Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 1, 1942. 

Albert K. Merriman, Gallipolis, Ohio, in 
place of A. K. Merriman. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Ruth H. Brinkman, Minster, Ohio, in place 
of R. H. Brinkman. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 1, 1942. 

Roland E. Jackson, Neffs, Ohio, in place of 
R. E. Jackson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 1, 1942. 

Wallace F. Mock, Pawhatan Point, Ohio, in 
place of W. F. Mock. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 15, 1942. 

George C. Kreinbihl, Ridgeway, Ohio. Of- 
fice became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

Charles A, Ferren, St. Clairsyille, Ohio, in 
place of C. A. Ferren. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 1, 1942. 

Michael F, Mulheran, Salineyille, Ohio, in 
place of M. F. Mulberan, Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 15, 1942, 

Dale Kessel, Wellsville, Ohio, in place of 
Dale Kessel. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 1, 1942, 

Henry C. Stapf, Willard, Ohio, in place of 
H. C. Stapf. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 15, 1942. 

OKLAHOMA 


Benjamin D. Barnett, Cement, Okla., in 
place of B. D. Barnett. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 3, 1942. 

Mary B. Weathers, Grove, Okla., in place 
of M. B. Weathers. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 11, 1942. 

Debra E. Grubbs, Jenks, Okla., in place of 
D. E. Grubbs. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 3, 1942. D 

Roy McGhee, Miami, Okla., in place of Roy 
McGhee. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 3, 1942. 

Jessie Shi, Stratford, Okla., in place of 
Jessie Shi. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 6, 1942. 

OREGON 

Georgia G: Casebeer, Bly, Oreg., in place 
of G. G. Casebeer. Incumbents commis- 
sion expired April 9, 1942. 
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Ruby O. Roberts, Ione, Oreg., in place of 
R. O. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 9, 1942. 

George Larkin, Newberg, Oreg., in place of 
George Larkin. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 15, 1942. 

Early Phillips, Scio, Oreg., in place of Early 
Phillips. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 15, 1942. 

Frank H. Laighton, Seaside, Oreg., in place 
of F. H. Laighton. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 15, 1942. 

PENNSYLVANIA 


Avery S. Van Campen, Elmhurst, Pa. Of- 
fice became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

George G. Foley, Pocono Manor, Pa., in 
place of G. G. Foley. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 14, 1942. 

Swiler M. Zeigler, Wellsville, Pa., in place 
of S. M. Zeigler. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 28, 1942. 

PUERTO RICO 

Miguel A. Franco Soto, Sabana Grande, 
P. R., in place of M. A. Franco Soto, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 1, 
1941, 

RHODE ISLAND 


Fred Beauchaine, Warren, R, I., in place 
of Fred Beauchaine. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 28, 1942. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Leamonde Avery Hall, Beaufort, S. C., in 
place of L. A. Hall. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired March 25, 1942, 

Harriette H. McLaurin, McColl, S. C., in 
place of H. H. McLaurin. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


Erwin Gross, Hitchcock, S. Dak., in place 
of D. A. Van Voorhis, transferred. 

John E, Elrod, Midland, S. Dak., in place 
of J. P. Radley, removed. 

Eva M. Pearson, New Effington, S. Dak., 
in place of H. H. Jarl, removed. 


TENNESSEE 


William B. Olds, Cottagegrove, Tenn., in 
place of W. B. Olds. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 2, 1942. 

Mary H. Williams, Huntsville, Tenn. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

George D. MclIsaac, Signal Mountain, 
Tenn., in place of E. H. Stanfield. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired February 24, 1942. 


TEXAS 


Frederick M. Faust, Comfort, Tex., in place 
of F. M. Faust. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 11, 1942. 

Baxter Orr, Idalou, Tex. 
Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Esther L. Berry, Joinerville, Tex., in place 
of E. L. Berry. Incumbent's commission €x- 
pired April 6, 1942. 

Carl W. Amberg, La Grange, Tex., in place 
of C. W. Amberg. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 11, 1942. - 

Georgia C. Wolfe, Lefors, Tex., in place of 
G. C. Woife. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 6, 1942. 

Evlyn M. Berry, Mesquite, Tex., in place 
of E. M. Berry. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 6, 1942. 

Mabel B. McConnico, Port Lavaca, Tex., in 
place of M. B. McConnico. Incumbent’s 
commission expired April 11, 1942. 

Guy E. Warren, Refugio, Tex., in place of- 
B. W. Kennerly, resigned. 

John A. Nicholson, Sanger, Tex., in place 
of J. A. Nicholson. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 6, 1942. 

Emma S. Vick, Valentine, Tex. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1942. 


UTAH 
Paul G. Johnson, Grantsville, Utah, in 


place of P. G. Johnson. Incumbent's com- 
mission expired February 5, 1942. 


Office became 
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Isaac A. Smoot, Salt Lake City, Utah, in 
place of I. A. Smoot. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 6, 1942. 

James Walton, Tremonton, Utah, in place 
of James Walton. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 2, 1942. 

VIRGINIA 


Mabel C. Crockett, Bishop, Va. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Lewis C. Jamison, Boones Mill, Va., in place 
of L. C. Jamison. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 11, 1942. 

Jessie M. Cross, Concord Depot, Va. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Emmett L. Allen, Glenallen, Va., in place 
of E. L. Allen. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 1, 1942. 

Wilbert D. R. Proffitt, Highland Springs, 
Va., in place of W. D. R. Proffitt. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired March 25, 1942. 

Emily T. Slaydon, Hollins College, Va., in 
place of M. E. Cocke, resigned. 

Howard O. Rock, Irvington, Va., in place 
of H. O. Rock. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 25, 1942. 

Walter McC. Greer, Rockymount, Va., in 
place of W. McC. Greer. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 11, 1942. 

Florence E. Harris, Scottsburg, Va. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Ralph P. Mayo, University of Richmond, 
Va., in place of F. L. Schofield, resigned. 

William Nelson Page, Winchester, Va., in 
place of W. N. Page. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

WASHINGTON 

LeRoy B. Bronemann, Fall City, Wash. 

Office became Presidential July 1, 1941. 
WEST VIRGINIA 


Ada B. Steiner, Berkeley Springs, W. Va., 
in place of A. B. Steiner. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 31, 1942. 

Lucille Jividen, Leon, W. Va. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Rose B. Crabbe, Ranson, W. Va. 
came Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Maurice C. Carpenter, Reedy, W. Va. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 


WISCONSIN 


Charles F. Chenoweth, Hixton, Wis., in 
place of J. T. Simons, resigned. 

Charles D. Cross, Larsen, Wis., in place of 
©. D. Cross. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired November 30, 1941. 

Lawrence E. Astin, Milton Junction, Wis., 
in place of L. E. Astin. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 1, 1940, 

Miles Colligan, Wautoma, Wis., in place of 
Miles Colligan. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 26, 1942. 


Office be- 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 

the Senate July 13, 1942: 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

TO BE THE ADMINISTRATOR OF CIVIL AERONAUTICS 

Charles I, Stanton 

Coast AND GEODETIC Survey 

TO BE HYDROGRAPHIC AND GEODETIC ENGINEERS 

Charles A. Schoene 

William R Tucker 

Philip A. Weber 

UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
TO BE SURGEONS ° 
George William Bolin 
Claude D. Head, Jr. 
TO BE ASSISTANT SURGEONS 

James F. Maddux Robert W. Biach 
Nunzio J. Carrozzo Bertrand E. Bennison 
C. Dudley Miller James N, White 
William D. Hazlehurst John F. Flynn, Jr. 
Carl Enna Eugenere Meyer 3d 


Gabriel P. Ferrazzano Herbert Tabor 
Eugene J. Gillespie Robert T. Potter 
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Richard G. Henderson 
Robert H. English Anthony J. Lund 
Joseph P. Kesler Alfred H. Lawton 
Edward T. Blomquist Otis W. Yeager 
Robert M. Thomas H. Charles Franklin 
Harry J. Schweigert William C. Jenkins, Jr, 
Edward W. Kunckel Mayo L. Emory 
Bernard D Davis Theodore L. Cham- 
Carlton H. Waters berlin 

Clarence J. Kooiker Henry D. Ecker 

Buell S. Bindschedler Robert V. Holman 
John B. Spriggs John L. Lincoln 

Roy A. Darke Ralph R. Nix 
William H. Errgong Elsworth L. Gardner 
John C. Cutler Paul V. Joliet 
Spurgeon M. Wingo Joseph L. Bryant 
David S. Ruhe Emery F. Word 
Carruth J. Wagner Herbert E. Pedersen 
George W. Comstock Robert N. Lord 
William L. Hewitt Randolph P. Grimm 
Marion B. Richmond Richard C. Siders 
Charles W. Parker John C. Grier, Jr. 
William Champlin Elmer L, Hill 


I. Ray Howard 


Lewis Robert M. Foote 
Chester M. Sidell James M. Hundley 
Phillip H. Best Walter B. Quisenberry 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, Jury 13, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Lord God Almighty, Thou our ever- 
lasting portion, teach us the patience of 
unanswered prayer. Descend upon our 
hearts, stoop to our weaknesses that we 
may serve Thee as we should. To all 
those to whom hast been committed the 
responsibility of government grant wis- 
dom, counsel, and understanding. O 
Spirit of God, subdue all selfishness and 
ambition for self-praise, making us bold 
to take up and firm to sustain our right- 
eous cause. 

Dear Lord, the present demands the 
mainspring of faith, compelling our citi- 
zens to high ideals, affirming the con- 
viction that all powers of our country 
must be laid on her altar. If the days 
be marked with tears and sacrifice, Oh, 
make us strong and willing to endure 
with an exulting soul, leading us to the 
hilltops of victory and peace, aflame with 
loyalty to the uttermost. Father of 
boundless mercy, we offer our prayer for 
all men and women facing peril in battle; 
for those who are in industry, at fur- 
naces, in factories, and in mines; we 
would remember them and bear them to 
the throne of grace. We pray that they 
may believe in Thee and believing may 
have hearts for any fate. In our 
Saviour’s name. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, July 9, 1942, was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on July 9, 1942, the President 
approved and signed bills of the House of 
the following titles: 


H. R. 4604. An act for the relief of Doris 
Mongol Rai; 
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H. R. 5819, An act directing the Attorney 
General to record the lawful admittance for 
permanent residence of Vivian Chang; 

H. R. 6081. An act to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to promote on the retired list 
officers who were decorated and recommended 
for promotion for distinguished service dur- 
ing the World War and who have not at- 
tained the rank to which recommended,” so 
as to confer on any commissioned officer of 
the Army retirement privileges provided in 
the act of June 13, 1940; 

H. R.7137. An act to amend the Agricul- 
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended, 
with respect to marketing quotas for pea- 
nuts, and for other purposes; 

H. R.7159. An act authorizing the con- 
struction of certain auxiliary vessels for the 
United States Navy, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 7184. An act to establish the composi- 
tion of the United States Navy, to authorize 
the construction of certain naval vessels, and 
for other purposes; and 

H.R. 7349. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the 
month of July 1942. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate; by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R.7282. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to incorporate the Disabled 
American Veterans of the World War,” ap- 
proved June 17, 1932, so as to change the 
name to “Disabled American Veterans” and 
to extend membership eligibility therein to 
American citizens, honorably discharged 
from the active military or naval forces of 
the United States, or of some country allied 
with the United States, who have been 
either wounded, injured, or disabled by 
reason of such active service during time of 
war. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is re- 
quested, a bill and a joint resolution of 
the House of the following titles: 

H.R. 7242. An act to authorize temporary 
appointments in the Army of the United 
States of officers on duty with the Medical 
Administrative Corps; and 

H. J. Res.318. Joint resolution to amend 
section 1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code by exempting from tax the amount paid 
for admissions to theaters and other activities 
operated by the War Department or the Navy 
Department within posts, camps, reservations, 
and other areas maintained by the Military or 
Naval Establishment. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

5.2364. An act for the relief of former First 


Lt. William J. Tepsic, One Hundred and Sev- 
enty-sixth Field Artillery. 


The message also announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK- 
LEY and Mr. Brewster members of the 
joint select committee on the part of the 
Senate, as provided for in the act of 
August 5, 1939, entitled “An act to provide 
for the disposition of certain records of 
the United States Government,” for the 
disposition of executive papers in the fol- 
lowing departments and agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture, 

2. Department of the Navy. 

3. Federal Trade Commission. 

4, National Housing Agency. 
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5. The National Archives. 

6. War Production Board. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to bills of the House 
of the following titles: 

H.R. 4355. An act for the relief of Bella 
Cosgrove; 

H.R. 4370. An act for the relief of Charles 
L. Lair; 

H.R. 5000. An act for the relief of Ferd W. 
Meile; 

H. R. 5295. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Romano Emiliani; 

H. R. 5385. An act for the relief of Charles 
E. Yates and the Motor Facts Sales Co.; 

H. R. 5496. An act for the relief of Cecile 
McLaughlin; and 

H. R.5499. An act for the relief of Henry 
Daley, guardian of James Ray Daley and Nor- 
man Franklin Daley. 


The message also announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK- 
LEY and Mr. Brewster members of the 
joint select committee on the part of the 
Senate, as provided for in the act of 
August 5, 1939, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the disposition of certain records 
of the United States Government,” for 
the disposition of executive papers in the 
following departments and agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture. | 

2. Department of State. } 

3. Department of the Treasury. 

4. Department of War. 

5. Civil Service Commission, 

6. Federal Security Agency. 


GREETINGS FROM CHAMBER OF DEPU- 
TIES OF NICARAGUA 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication, which was 
read by the Clerk: 

SECRETARY OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C.: 

The Chamber of Deputies of Nicaragua 
sends cordial greetings to your Chamber on 
the anniversary of American independence, 
expressing solidarity of ideals in the struggle 
for the liberty of the world. 

Enoc Acuapo, President. 

ANDRES LARGAESPADA, 

JUAN MODESTO ZAMORA, 
Secretaries, 


SCRAP RUBBER 


Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, the Capitol rubber-salvage drive 
has been a tremendous success. It gives 
me a great deal of genuine pleasure to 
announce to my colleagues that 5,480 
‘pounds of scrap rubber was gathered 
from the House and Senate Office Build- 
ings and from the Capitol itself. That is 
going some. 

Most of you will recall that when the 
rubber drive started some 3 weeks ago, I 
suggested that there might be a substan- 
tial amount of valuable rubber reposing 
around Capitol Hill that would be far 
more useful against the Axis than lying 
idle under cuspidors, in committee rooms, 
doorways, and corridors. My proposal 
that this rubber be salvaged did not get 
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very far until after Secretary Ickes pur- 
loined a rubber mat at the White House. 

Figuring that Mr. Ickes might put his 
second-story proclivities to good use here 
at the Capitol, I promptly appealed to 
him for aid. His response was instan- 
taneous in the form of a letter to our 
genial Speaker and a similar one to Vice 
President Watitace. From that moment 
on the Capitol rubber drive snapped 
into high gear and now you khow the 
results. , 

The Members of the House and Senate 
are to be commended for their fine spirit 
of cooperation and special mention 
should be made of the grand job that 
was done by the superintendents of the 
various buildings and their willing and 
energetic corps of assistants. 

In addition to the amount of rubber 
heretofore mentioned, the following 
amounts of metal were collected and 
turned over to the proper Government 
agency: 


Pounds 

Iron and steel_...-.....-.------.-. 586, 630 
Brass, bronze, copper, and lead-coy- 

CRON CBOs anana ansa 39, 170 

Miscellaneous scrap mietal_........ 10, 640 

Cast aluminum_._--.-.-..___..._. 2, 830 


Altogether, about 322 tons of critical 
war materials. Congratulations to all 
concerned for a good job well done. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. Speak- 
er, the gentleman from Washington, Mr. 
Martin F. SMITH, is unavoidably absent 
on account of illness. In his behalf I 
ask unanimous consent to extend his re- 
marks ‘in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
The Fraternal Order of Eagles is meet- 
ing in his district. Being a member of 
that order, I heartily agree in the senti- 
ments therein expressed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include a short radio 
address delivered on the Forum of the 
Air last night by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. HÉBERT]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TRAYNOR. Mr. Speaker, by 
unanimous consent, I wish to extend my 
remarks in the Appendix and include 
therein a radio address on synthetic 
rubber. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


INCREASE IN COMPENSATION TO ALL 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend my remarks and 
include therein a copy of a bill I have 
introduced. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Ricw addressed the House. His 
remarks appear in the Appendix.] 

HON. WINSTON CHURCHILL 


Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, the Kan- 
sas City Times, morning edition of the 
Kansas City Star, carries a column 
known as Forty Years Ago. On July 8, 


1942, there appeared this interesting 
item: 


The young Winston Churchill, 28 years of 
age, and just elected from Oldham to Parlia- 
ment, is pointed out oftener than any other 
member and is taken seriously by the old- 
sters, who say that up to this time he has 
made a better start than either Disraeli or 
Gladstone. 


To have held the center of the stage 
for 40 years in the oldest dnd probabiy 
one of the greatest legislative bodies in 
the world is without doubt one of the 
most striking records ever made in the 
history of the world. Today Winston 
Churchill is no longer pointed out, for his 
face and figure are known and familiar 
to all the nations of the world. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that after the busi- 
ness on the Speaker's table is disposed of 
today and after any other special orders 
that may have been entered, I be per- 
ort to address the House for 15 min- 
utes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


WOMEN'S AUXILIARY RESERVE IN THE 
NAVY 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 6807) 
to establish a Women’s Auxiliary in the 
Navy, with Senate amendments, disagree 
to the Senate amendments, and agree to 
the conference requested. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and appoints the following con- 
ferees: Mr. Vinson of Georgia, Mr. 
Drewry, and Mr. Morr. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I have just been advised of the death 
this morning of Dr. Henry G. Knight, 
Chief of the Bureau of Agricultural 
Chemistry and Engineering. He had 
served in that position for many years 
and was one of the eminent scientists of 
the Nation in that particular field. Iam 
certain those Members of the House who 
have béen fortunate to be brought in 
contact with him in his long and dis- 
tinguished service will learn of his unex- 
pected death with profound regret. 

[Here the gavel fell] 

Mr. VOORHIS .f California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today after the other special orders I may 
address the House for 5 minutes. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. LARRABEE. Mr. Speaker, on 
July 9 I asked and received permission 
to extend my own remarks in the 
Recorp and to include therein a speech 
delivered by the Governor of Indiana. I 
have a statement from the Public 
Printer stating that this insertion ex- 
ceeds the amount allowed under the rule, 
but since I have used very little space in 
the Recor I again ask that this speech 
may be printed. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. En- 
win ARTHUR HALL] be allowed to extend 
his own remarks in the Appendix of the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

FRANK KINGDON 


Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to include 
therein a letter I received from Mr. 
Frank Kingdon and my answer thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered, 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. LELAND M. Forp addressed the 
House. His remarks appear in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

PARITY PAYMENTS 


Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. FULMER addressed the House. His 
remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include 
therein a short newspaper item. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include 
therein an article taken from the Daily 
Pantagraph of Bloomington, Il. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks on four subjects and to include 
therein certain letters and excerpts. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

TAXING GREAT FORTUNES 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
own remarks, 


Without objection, it 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, Barbara 
Hutton, married recently to Cary Grant, 
handsome, popular movie actor and fine 
American, inherited $50,000,000. This 
was tainted money. Girl clerks toiled 
long hours at low wages in 5- and 10-cent 
stores operated by the Woolworth inter- 
ests. It is notorious that girls employed 
in 5- and 10-cent stores received wages 
far below the minimum of decency. 
Barbara Hutton first bought herself a 
self-styled Georgian prince, Alexis 
Mdivani. He secured a substantial slice 
of this fortune and an agreement to 
receive $350,000 per year at the time she 
divorced him. Then she married an- 
other nobleman Count Haugwitz- 
Reventlow. They later arranged a 
divorce after he also secured a slice of 
her fortune. The millions of dollars 
inherited by Barbara Hutton, Doris 
Duke, and others who earned no part 
of those vast fortunes represent tears, 
toil, heartaches, and misery of under- 
paid workers. ‘There must be a more 
equitable distribution of wealth in this 
country. Congress should further exer- 
cise its taxing power increasing inheri- 
tance taxes against great fortunes. 
Surely our Government should take for 
taxes 95 to 100 percent of vast fortunes, 
typical of which are the millions which 
went to Doris Duke and Barbara Hutton. 
Before any consideration is given to a 
Federal sales tax this Congress should 
tax to the limit vast fortunes pyramided 
and passed or from generation to gener- 
ation by individuals who never earned a 
dollar—vast fortunes that have so far 
escaped gift taxes, estate taxes, and in- 
come taxes—fortunes such as those of 
Brenda Frazier Kelly, Doris Duke, and 
Barbara Hutton Mdivani Haugwitz- 
Reventlow Grant. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


WOMEN OF MICHIGAN WORKING 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute ani to extend my own remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CRAWFORD]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, this 
last week it was my privilege to spend a 
few days in my district, which is made 
up of agricultural and industrial activi- 
ties, organized and unorganized. I have 
never before seen in the Northern States 
in as short a period of time as many 
women in the fields, early and late, as I 
saw this past week. The women are 
getting up in their homes on the farms 
in my district as early as 4 and 4:30 and 
5 o'clock in the morning, doing their 
chores, their baking, and going into the 
fields and working altogether from 10 to 
15 hours per day. 

The draft is on. The July quota was 
heavy. The August quota will be heavier. 
Additional men will be taken from the 
farms and put into the military services. 
The load on the women will increase. 
We can well afford to keep all of these 
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thoughts in mind when we deal with the 
farm problem. 
{Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my own remarks in the Recorp and to 
include an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin (Mr. SMITH]? 

There was no objection. 


THE CHAOTIC RUBBER SITUATION 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. MunDT]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, a recent 
issue of the nationally famous Kiplinger 
Washington letter contains the following 
paragraph: 

Rubber is still chaotic, and getting worse. 
No one Government agency has its arms 
around all the rubber facts, or control over 
the remedies. Many agencies dabble and 
peck at the problem, get in each other's hair, 
shrug their shoulders, pass the buck * * 
and it is becoming a scandal. There will i 
no light, no sense of direction, and no public 
confidence until some one man or agency is 
named by the President as rubber boss. 
There are inklings that this will be done, but 
no sure information. 


Mr. Speaker, I submit this is a splendid 
argument for the passage of my bill H. R. 
7523, which is still pending before the 
Banking and Currency Committee of the 
House and on which no hearings have as 
yet been held. My bill was introduced on 
June 18. I think the time has come 
when something should be done with 
reference to this matter of rubber. We 
hear talk of a congressional recess, but 
before such a recess let us do something 
to develop the rubber supply and the 
production of synthetic rubber from 
farm products. I shall talk on this sub- 
ject at greater length near the conclusion 
of today’s proceedings and describe a trip 
a committee of us took last Friday to 
observe the actual production of syn- 
thetic rubber. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include an 
editorial with reference to newspaper 
postal rates from the Burlington (Vt.) 
Suburban List. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont (Mr. PLUMLEY]? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Gate asked and was given per- 
mission to extend his own remarks in the 
RECORD.) 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent, in one instance to 
extend my own remarks, and in the other 
to revise and extend the remarks printed 
at page A2689 of the Appendix of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. HOFFMAN]? 

There was no objection. 
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VOTES FOR THE SERVICE MEN 


Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. PATRICK]. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, there is 
one bill that I hope to see reported out 
and passed before I get out of this body. 
It is the Ramsay bill, which will enable 
soldiers and men in the armed service to 
vote. If this becomes law and if it is to be 
of any help, it will have to be passed in 
a hurry. I wish that we might prevail 
on the Rules Committee to get the bill 
out and let it be voted on. It will only 
take about 2 hours or two hours and a 
half to get it through, and I think the 
majority of this body is for it. Let us 
permit the soldiers the opportunity to 
cast their vote in the coming elections. 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PATRICK. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. SABATH. The Rules Committee 
has already had a hearing on the bill, but 
the bill has been revised somewhat and 
there will be another hearing in a day or 


50. 

Mr. PATRICK. I thenk the gentle- 
man. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the ReEcorp and to include 
a radio address. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. THOM]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, at the 
conclusion of the other special orders on 
the Speaker’s desk today I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may be permitted 
to address the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. MUNDT]? 

There was no objection. 


THE CORBITT CO.—VETO MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 814) 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following veto message from the 
President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 

Treturn herewith, without my approval, 
H. R. 4242, a bill for the relief of the 
Corbitt Co. 

It appears that under a War Depart- 
ment contract dated October 18, 1934, 
for the manufacture and delivery of 20 
scout cars, provision was made for the 
assessment of liquidated damages in the 
event of delays in delivery beyond the 
delivery time specified therein, except 
when the delay was due to unforeseeable 
causes beyond the control and without 
the fault or negligence of the contractor 
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but not including delays caused by sub- 
contractors. There was a delay in com- 
pletion of the contract due partly to de- 
lays by the Government in inspection 
and shipment and partly to the inabil- 
ity of the contractor to secure from its 
subcontractor timely delivery of the nec- 
essary steel armor plate for the manu- 


facture of the equipment involved þe- ' 


cause of alleged difficulties encountered 
in the manufacture of the steel. The 
contractor has been relieved of liquidated 
damages assessed on account of delays 
determined to have been caused by the 
Government in connection with inspec- 
tion and shipment. 

The record shows that it was under- 
stood by both parties to the contract 
that some difficulty might be encoun- 
tered in the fabrication of the steel 
armor plate and therefore any such dif- 
ficulty could not have been considered 
as unforeseeable in the sense that term 
is used in the contract. The very essence 
of the contract to deliver the equipment 
was the ability to produce it, 

The liquidated damages were appar- 
ently withheld in accordance with the 
agreement of the parties and the law 
applicable thereto. The relief here pro- 
posed would accord preferential treat- 
ment to one of many contractors for 
whom no similar relief is provided by 
law. Also, it would tend to encourage 
laxity in the performance of contracts 
and carelessness on the part of bidders 
in stating the time required by them 
for performance of contracts, rather 
than exercise of the degree of care nec- 
essary in such matters. I feel that I 
wag not be justified in approving this 
bill. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

Tue WHITE House, July 13, 1942. 


The SPEAKER. The objections of the 
President will be spread at large upon 
the Journal. 

Without objection, the bill and the 
accompanying document will be referred 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered 
to be printed. 

There was no objection. 


QUESTION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF THE 
HOUSE 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to a question of the privi- 
leges of the House, and offer a resolution 
(H. Res. 518). 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas in the dally CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of July 9, 1942, on page A2877, A2878, and 
A2879 of the Appendix thereof, the remarks 
purporting to be made by the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. Sot Bioom, and contain- 
ing a letter written by one Ralph Ingersoll 
attacking draft board No. 44 of New York 
for performing its official duties in refusing 
to exempt the said Ralph Ingersoll from the 
draft on the flimsy pretext set out in said 
letter; and 

Whereas said letter was inserted under 
permission to insert an editorial and not a 
letter from the said Ralph Ingersoll; and 

Whereas it is stated on page 6271 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of July 9, 1942, 
that the printing of this insertion in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD was estimated to cost 
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the Government of the United States $157.50; 
and 

Whereas said letter so inserted in lieu of 
the editorial for which permission was given 
contains language and statements that are 
objectionable and unparliamentary; and 

Whereas said statements were not made 
upon the floor of the House; and 

Whereas said statements reflect upon Mem- 
bers of Congress, are false, improper, and out 
of order, and in violation of the privileges 
and rules of the House; and if they had been 
uttered upon the floor of the House they 
would have been subject to a point of order: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the said remarks be stricken 
from the Recorp and the Public Printer pro- 
hibited from issuing copies thereof from the 
columns of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


INTERDEPARTMENTAL PROCUREMENT BY 
CONTRACT 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
conference report on the bill (S. 2032) to 
amend section 7 (a) of the act of May 
21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), as amended by 
section 601 of the act of June 30, 1932 
(47 Stat. 417), to authorize interdepart- 
mental procurement by contract, and ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report and statement 
are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2032) 
to amend section 7 (a) of the Act of May 21, 
1920 (41 Stat. 613), as amended by section 
601 of the Act of June 30, 1932 (47 Stat. 417), 
to authorize interdepartmental procurement 
by contract, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the House num- 
bered 1, 2, and 4; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the Senate 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 4, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the matter propose to be inserted by 
the House amendment insert the following: 

“Provided, That the War Department, Navy 
Department, Treasury Department, Civil 
Aeronautics Administration, and the Mari- 
time Commission may place orders, as pro- 
vided herein, for materials, supplies, equip- 
ment, work, or services, of any kind that any 
requisitioned Federal agency may be in a 
position to supply, or to render or to obtain 
by contract:” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House to the 
title of the bill, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
amended title proposed by the House amend’ 
the title so as to read: 

“An act to amend section 7 (a) of the Act 
of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), as amended 
by section 601 of the Act of June 30, 1932 
(47 Stat. 417), to authorize interdepart- 
mental procurement, by contract, upon orders 
placed by the War Department, Navy Depart- 
ment, Treasury Department, Civil Aeronautics 
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Administration, and the Maritime Commis- 
n” 


And the House agree to the same. 


A. J. MAy, 
R. EWING THOMASON, 
Dow W. HARTER, 
W. G. ANDREWS, 
DEWEY SHORT, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


CHAN GURNEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 2032) to amend section 
7 (a) of the act of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 
613), as amended by section 601 of the act of 
June 30, 1932 (47 Stat. 417), to authorize 
interdepartmental procurement by contract, 
submit the following statement in explana- 
tion of the effect of the action agreed upon by 


the conferees and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report: 
Amendments Nos. 1, 2, and 4: These 


amendments are of a clerical nature and are 
necessary to conform with amendment No. 3. 
The Senate recedes on these amendments. 

Amendment No. 3: The Senate bill 
amended existing law relating to interdepart- 
mental procurement so as to authorize any 
Federal agency to order from another Federal 
agency supplies, materials, or services to be 
obtained by the requisitioned Federal agency 
under contract. This House amendment 
restricted the Federal agencies authorized to 
place such orders to the War Department, 
Navy Department, Treasury Department, and 
Civil Aeronautics Administration. The pro- 
vision agreed upon by the conferees follows 
the House amendment except that the Mari- 
time Commission is added to the agencies 
authorized to place such orders. 

The conference agreement amends the title 
of the bill to conform with the change made 
in amendment No. 3. 

A. J. May, 
R. Ew1nc THOMASON, 
Dow W. HARTER, 
W. G. ANDREWS, 
DEWEY SHORT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


AUTHORIZING MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES TO ACCEPT CERTAIN DECO- 
RATIONS 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
conference report on the bill (S. 2404) 
to authorize officers and enlisted men of 
the armed forces of the United States to 
accept decorations, orders, medals, and 
emblems tendered them by governments 
of cobelligerent nations or other Ameri- 
can republics and to create the decora- 
tions to be known as the Legion of Merit 
and the Medal for Merit, and ask unani- 
mous consent that the statement be 
read in lieu of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 
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The conference report and statement 
are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2404) 
to authorize officers and enlisted men of the 
armed forces of the United States to accept 
decorations, orders, medals, and emblems 
tendered them by governments of cobelliger- 
ent nations or other American republics and 
to create the decorations to be known as the 
“Legion of Merit", and the “Medal for Merit”, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amend- 
ments numbered 1, 2, and 3. 

That the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House num- 
bered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter 
proposed to be stricken out by the House 
amendment insert the following: 

“(2) That there is hereby created a deco- 
Tation to be known as the ‘Medal for Merit’, 
which shall have distinctive appurtenances 
and devices and only one degree, and which 
the President, under such rules and regula- 
tions as he shall prescribe, may award to such 
civilians of the nations prosecuting the war 
under the joint declaration of the United 
Nations and of other friendly foreign na- 
tions as have, since the proclamation of an 
emergency by the President on September 8, 
1939, dis ed themselves by exception- 
ally meritorious conduct in the perform- 
ance of outstanding services: Provided, That 
awards to civilians of foreign nations shall 
be only for the performance of an excep- 
tionally meritorious or courageous act or acts 
in furtherance of the war efforts of the United 
Nations.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment 
to the title of the bill. 

A. J. May, 
R. EWING THOMASON, 
Dow W. HARTER, 
W. G. ANDREWS, 
DEWEY SHORT, 
Managers on the part of the Huse, 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 2404) to authorize offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the armed forces of 
the United States to accept decorations, 
orders, medals, and emblems tendered by 
governments of cobelligerent nations or the 
other American republics and to create the 
decorations to be known as tne “Legion of 
Merit,” and the “Medal for Merit,” submit 
the following statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon by the con- 
ferees and recommended in the accompany- 
ing conference report: 

Amendment No. 1: This amendment 
changes a section number. The House re- 
cedes. 


Amendment No.. 2: This amendment 
changed the name of the decoration to be 
awarded to the personnel of our armed forces 
and of the armed forces of friendly nations 
from “Legion of Merit” to “Medal for Merit.” 
The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 8: This amendment 
struck out the provision of the Senate bill 
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which provided that the Legion of Merit 
should be of not more than four degrees. 
The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 4: This amendment 
struck out the provisions of the Senate bill 
which authorized the award of decorations to 
civilians of the United Nations and other 
friendly foreign nations for exceptionally 
meritorious conduct in the performance of 
outstanding services. The Senate recedes 
with an amendment which restores the au- 
thority to award these decorations but which 
restricts their award in the case of civilians of 
foreign nations to persons who have per- 
formed exceptionally meritorious or coura-. 
geous acts in furtherance of the war efforts 
of the United Nations. 

The House recedes from its amendment to 
the title of the bill. 

A. J. May, 
R. Ewrnc THOMASON, 
Dow W. HARTER, 
W. G. ANDREWS, 
DEWEY SHORT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min- 
utes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. ANDREWS]. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I shall 
not object to the adoption of the con- 
ference report. Due to my unavoidable 
absence last week, I was unable to be 
present at the conference on this bill. 
However, I do want to offer one or two 
observations in connection with the sub- 
ject matter of this bill and the report 
having to do with medals. 

I think it is regrettable that the word 
“Legion” is included within the terms of 
one of the medals, and I am certain that 
if the War Department had understood 
the grounds for this objection they would 
not have insisted upon it. To my mind, 
it smacks too much of a decoration of a 
former government of France. To me 
it sounds too much like membership in 
some society. I think the War Depart- 
ment might still well consider the ad- 
visability of refraining from using the 
word “Legion” in connection with this 
so-called medal. 

Beyond that, I should like to call the 
attention of the War Department to the 
matter of the service ribbon which is now 
being issued by the War Department 
under regulations, and it is done, as I 
understand it, without the necessity of 
congressional authority. The so-called 
yellow ribbon is given to all members 
serving prior to a certain date. It seems 
to me this is highly preferential and 
quite improper that a man who is in- 
ducted into the selective service in one 
year should receive this ribbon, whereas 
a man who happens to be inducted into 
the selective service later is not to re- 
ceive exactly the same ribbon. 

I take this occasion to make these re- 
marks, I hope for the benefit of those 
having to do with decorations in the War 
Department. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min- 
utes to the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. KEAN]. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, the House 
conferees have entirely surrendered to 
the Senate on this bill. They have even 
repudiated their own committee, which 
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opposed the reversal of our good policy 
of 150 years of American democracy. 
They have accepted the Senate plan for 
pinning American decorations on civil- 
ians. They have opened up the field to 
the European system of giving ribbons to 
politicians and party’ contributors, with 
all its attendant evils. 

The conferees have also receded on the 
amendment passed unanimously by the 
House which provided for one medal 
alone for all members of the armed 
forces, American or foreign, who, not 
necessarily in the face of the enemy, have 
rendered great service to our country 
worthy of recognition but not in that po- 
sition of high responsibilit, that is a pre- 
requisite for the Distinguished Service 
Medal. 

The conference report now provides for 
four new medals for this type of service. 
They have taken the position that what 
is good enough for the plain American 
soldier and sailor or marine is not good 
enough for some foreign general, prince, 
or potentate. Oh, Mr. Speaker, have we 
lost all our sense of our fundamental 
democracy? Because we are associated 
with European nations in this war, must 
we ape their faults as well as their vir- 
tues? Why do we have to hand out 
rosettes, palms, and stars according to 
rank or position in life? Equal reward 
for equal service is the American way. 

It has been argued for this provision 
that foreigners might not understand 
this; but if they do not understand 
American principles, is it not about time 
that they started to learn them? Is not 
the dignity of the common man one of 
the things which we are fighting for? 
There should be the same medal for all 
who render this type of service, be he 
high-born or low-born, be he rich or poor, 
be he private or general. To me, this 
bill, as reported by the conferees, 
seems un-American in its conception. I 
hope that the conference report will be 
rejected. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
make just a very brief explanation of 
why the House conferees receded and 
agreed to the Senate provision with re- 
spect to these decorations. As a matter 
of fact, there is but one medal, but it is 
provided that it may be awarded with 
different colors of ribbon, for instance, 
on the same medal. This was requested 
by the Chief of Staff of the Army as 
essential and necessary in order that we 
might give decorations to our cobelliger- 
ents or citizens of our cobelligerent coun- 
tries who may merit them. It does not 
allow any foreigners who have not per- 
formed some act of gallantry or heroism 
in the service of the Allie= Nations in this 
war to accept any such decoration or to 
have any such decoration conferred upon 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. Not now. I will yield 
shortly. 

With respect to the administration of 
this act, it is handled in this way. There 
is a board in the War Department, and 
the names of the members are not di- 
vulged to the public. This board con- 
siders these applications on recommen- 
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dation of the Chief of Staff. Their 
names are kept secret for the reason 
that they do not want it to become a 
political machine and be subjected to 
lobbying as to who should or should not 
have a decoration. After the matter 
passes that board it goes to another 
board. After it passes the second board 
which has scrutinized the matter care- 
fully, it goes to the Secretary of War 
forapproval. There is no chance to play 
any politics or to cheapen the medal and 
it is not the purpose or intention of the 
statute or of the War Department to do 
so. I therefore move the previous ques- 
tion on the conference report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


AMENDMENT OF SELECTIVE TRAINING 
AND SERVICE ACT OF 1940 WITH RE- 
SPECT TO MEDICAL STATEMENTS 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, there is 
pending on the Consent Calendar the bill 
(S. 2368) to amend the joint resolution 
approved August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 858), 
as amended, and the Selective Training 
and Service Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 885), as 
amended, so as to remove the require- 
ment that medical statements shall be 
furnished to those persons performing 
military service thereunder, and I ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman explain the bill? 

Mr. MAY. Yes. This is a bill to re- 
peal what has been known as the Cole 
amendment, which required a medical 
statement to be given each soldier when 
he enters the service and when he leaves 
the service by the Medical Board of the 
Army or the examining officer. We con- 
ducted rather extensive hearings on the 
bill and we found that due to present 
conditions in the Army if they gave out 
these statemeuts to the soldier or to any- 
one else or otherwise made them public, 
it might result in injustice to the soldier 
himself. We were assured that a com- 
plete and adequate record is being kept 
of every man’s service and that these 
records will be available in the Depart- 
ment as well as in the Veterans’ Bureau, 
if and when the soldier makes applica- 
tion for a pension or other compensation. 
The idea is not to expose some of our 
troops, unnecessarily, but to preserve the 
records for the benefit of all of them. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I have received sev- 
eral letters from the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars opposing this bill. I understand 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Van ZANDT], if he were on the floor, 
would object to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, if that is true 
I withdraw the request. I do not want to 
take any advantage of any Member of 
this House with respect to any matter 
when such gentleman is not here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Kentucky withdraws his request for the 
present consideration of the bill. 
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APPOINTMENTS TO UNITED STATES MILI- 
TARY ACADEMY AND THE UNITED 
STATES NAVAL ACADEMY 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2794) authorizing 
appointments to the United States Mili- 
tary Academy and United States Naval 
Academy of sons of soldiers, sailors, and 
marines who were killed in action or 
have died of wounds or injuries received, 
or disease contracted in line of duty, dur- 
ing the World War. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PACE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
right to object, and ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky to make some explana- 
tion of it. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, under the act 
of 1926, provision was made for the ap- 
pointment to the Naval Academy and 
the Military Academy of 40 sons of vet- 
erans of the World War who died from 
service-connected disability or who died 
in action prior to July 21, 1921. I tnink 
that is the date. During the last 5 years 
only about 15 of these sons of World War 
veterans have been permitted to go to 
the academier, and no more, due to the 
fact that nearly all of them had reached 
the age of 22, which barred them from 
the academy. There will probably be 
about five or six of them over the next 2 
years who would be eligible, and this 
amendment is merely to protect those 
five or six sons of soldiers and sailors of 
the World War. 

Mr. KILDAY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
g-ntleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. Yes. 

Mr. KILDAY. I might say, Mr. 
Speaker, that I served as chairman of 
the subcommittee which considered this 
bill. The purpose of it is to transfer to 
the sons of those veterans who died of 
service-connected disability the right to 
participate in the 40 appointments 
rather than to hold it to just those who 
are sons of men killed in action. 

Mr. PACE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. Yes. 

Mr. PACE. That is quite a different 
situation from the explanation made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. KILDAY. That is why I asked 
for recog.:ition. 

Mr. PACE. As I understand it, the 
previous grant had expired because the 
sons were beyond the age limit. 

Mr. KILDAY. That is correct. 

Mr. PACE. This will change the law, 
and instead of requiring that the father 
died in the service, he could have died 
since 1921, and these 40 will then con- 
tinue indefinitely. 

Mr. KILDAY. It will apply to sons of 
men who died of service-connected dis- 
abilities rather than be limited to the 
sons of those men who were killed in 
action. 

Mr. PACE. Regardless of when they 
died. 

Mr. KILDAY. That is correct. 

Mr. WILLIAM T., P l: 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. Yes. 


Mr. 
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Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER, TI think 
it is a very good bill, and I am entirely 
in accord with the chairman’s statement. 
I just want to bring out this feature of it, 
that there is no relaxing of the require- 
ments of the entrance examination into 
the academy. f 

Mr. MAY, Certainly not; and I am 
sure there is nobody on this floor who 
wants to bar any one of these young men 
from an opportunity of being admitted 
to the academy. It does apply to those 
who died in action as well as those who 
later died as the result of wounds or dis- 
ease, but, of course, lapse of time has 
barred nearly all sons of men who were 
killed in action. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. In 
other words, the requirements will be 
just the same in respect to these as they 
would to any others. 

Mr. MAY. Yes. 

Mr. ANDREWS. And without the 
adoption of this legislation this year, 
there would be no one left within the 
pool who would be eligible to examination 
for West Point. 

Mr. MAY. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the second para- 
graph of the act of June 8, 1926, entitled “An 
act to establish a department of economics, 
government, and history at the United States 
Military Academy, at West Point, N. Y., and 
to amend chapter 174 of the act of Congress 
of April 19, 1910, entitled ‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1911, and for other purposes'” (44 Stat. 704), 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read 
as follows: 

“That the number of cadets now author- 
ized by law at the United States Military 
Academy, and the number of midshipmen now 
authorized by law at the United States Naval 
Academy, are each hereby increased by 40 
from the United States at large, to be ap- 
pointed by the President from among the 
sons of officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the 
United States, including members of the 
Army Nurse Corps (female) and Navy Nurse 
Corps (female) employed in the active service 
by the War Department or Navy Department, 
who were killed in action or have died, or may 
hereafter die, of wounds or injuries received, 
or disease contracted, or preexisting injury or 
disease aggravated, in line of duty during the 
World War: Provided, That the determination 
of the Veterans’ Administration as to the 
cause of death shall he final and conclusive 
and shall be binding upon the Secretary of 
War and Secretary of the Navy, respectively. 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 

Page 2, line 18, strike out the words “line 
of duty” and insert “active service’; and in 
line 19, after the word “war”, insert “(as de- 
fined by existing laws providing service-con- 
nected compensation benefits for World War 
veterans and their dependents) .” 

In line 23, page 2, insert after the word “to” 
the words “service connection of.” 


The SPEAKER, The question is on 
agreeing to the committee amendments. 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. The bill as amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider the 
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vote by which the bill was passed was 
laid on the table. 

The title was amended to read: “A 
bill authorizing appointments to the 
United States Military Academy and 
United States Naval Academy of sons of 
soldiers, sailors, and marines who -were 
killed in action or have died of wounds or 
injuries received, or disease contracted 
in active service, during the World War.” 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. YOUNGDAHL. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend and 
revise my remarks and include a brief 
statement made by Mr. Boscoe at the 
third annual employer and employee din- 
ner in Minneapolis, and also the main 
address by Major Berry. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include an article printed in 
the Weekly News Letter from the Cali- 
fornia State Federation of Labor relative 
to S. 2329. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include parts of a speech on the 
health of Government employees. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in two particulars—in 
one to include a letter and in the other to 
include a short address by a constituent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Parrick] is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

THE RAMSAY BILL 


Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
talk a great deal on the floor these days, 
but I am sure the majority of you join 
my regret that the poll-tax issue has been 
injected into the bill to permit soldiers to 
yote—the Ramsay bill. The draft with its 
swift movement of events and demands 
for action in the lives of our soldiers has 
taken from them the ordinary time and 
opportunity for registration and action 
incidental to vote preparation. Certainly, 
as I see it, this is a clumsy place to at- 
tempt to make the poll tax an issue. Ala- 
bama is one of the eight poll-tax States of 
this country, and yet Alabama waives poll 
tax as to soldiers in the last World War. 
This is true of other poll-tax States. 

Incidentally, Alabama is what might be 
called the most radical poll-tax State. 
In order to vote in our State, one has to 
pay all back poll taxes ever to accumulate 
against him, and yet we have in Alabama 
a statute exempting from poll taxes for 
renin who served in the last World 

ar. 

But the reason for stressing the bill is 
that if we are going to do anything about 
it we must actin a hurry. We should act 
on this before the tax bill reaches the 
fioor. I feel sure when it comes up for 
vote it will pass and can be handled in 
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2 or 3hours. How fine it is to see a young 
American walk out to cast his first vote. 
A new day has come and an important 
milestone reached in his life, and yet un- 
less this matter is handied by swift and 
effective legislation many a young fine 
American soldier will be deprived of his 
opportunity while serving his country. 
In fact, no doubt splendid young men 
whose lives must be sacrificed, will be 
prevented from having the only chance of 
their lives in which to vote the vote of 
his sentiment. 

This war is being fought on other shores. 
Each State has its own voting code and 
laws of procedure. Some allow only 5 
days for an absentee ballot, some do not 
provide for absentee ballots, and I am 
told by the author of the bill that the ma- 
jority of our States have two separate 
affidavits that must be signed at different 
times. In one affidavit the absentee voter 
must set out the proposition that he can- 
not be at the place of his voting on elec- 
tion date, and a later affidavit conveying 
his vote. Some even have a third affi- 
davit. You can easily see how all this 
keeps the soldier from voting. Is this 
good Americanism? The receiver is the 
man who is in to give all he has if neces- 
sary to his country, and his country owes 
it to him to provide for his voice in gov- 
ernment—and it may be his only time to 
have his voice in government. The bill 
allows the soldier 21 days to get his vote 
from his place of encampment or war 
participation to his home ballot box. 

I cannot see how Members of Congress 
can overlook this opportunity to serve 
the Nation and serve the fighting youth 
of our land. It is true it would allow 
soldiers and men in service in poll-tax 
States who have not paid their poll tax to 
vote but this is the proper thing to do 
in this case. I am so thoroughly con- 
vinced of this that I do not believe it 
would elicit any great argument when 
the bill is up for vote—if we can get it up. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATRICK. I yield. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will state to the gen- 
tleman that I think he is in error; that 
the bill will have plenty of opposition 
when it gets on the floor of the House. 
I will state to the gentleman further that 
my State has a poll-tax law, and we are 
not ready to relinquish it. We have 
made provision each and every time for 
the soldiers to vote; so the gentleman’s 
argument in behalf of the soldier does 
not apply to my native State. 

Mr. PATRICK. All right. The point 
I was making was that I do not think the 
poll-tax proposition ought to be in- 
troduced as an argument in this case at 
all. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon, I thought he was arguing for 
the poll-tax bill, which I believe, and 
most everyone else who is well versed in 
jurisdictional procedure believes, is 
clearly unconstitutional. 

Mr. PATRICK. The effort on my part 
was to avoid the poll-tax discussion 
creeping into this measure at all. I am 
advocating the Ramsay bill, to allow sol- 
diers to vote wherever they are. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I agree with the gen- 
tleman then, 
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Mr. PATRICK. I was referring to the 
fact that the poll-tax issue had been in- 
jected into it, and I think this is no 
place for it; that the conditions of the 
bill are such that it ought to be pre- 
sented in full, without any reference to 
the poll-tax issue being injected. 

Mr. MICHENER, Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

_ Mr. PATRICK. I yield. 

Mr. MICHENER. How many States 
are there in the Union which the Ram- 
say bill would assist in permitting the 
soldiers to vote? 

Mr. PATRICK. Ido not know. Ihave 
not looked that up. 

Mr. MICHENER. As I understand, we 
were told before the Rules Committee 
when a hearing was asked on the bill, 
that all but six States in the Union have 
made provision so that soldiers may vote. 
Any State desiring that soldiers from 
that State may vote in this election may 
so provide by State law. I know that in 
Michigan we have the absent voters’ law, 
which will permit the soldiers to vote, 
which is really more liberal than the 
Ramsay bill. Therefore in Michigan the 
Ramsay bill would have no effect, 

Mr. PATRICK. I thank the gentle- 
man for that very fine contribution. 
However, in States where it is more lib- 
eral it would do no harm, and in States 
where it is not sufficient or adequate it 
would take care of the situation. Every 
State has its own way of doing that. If 
we can get the Ramsay bill passed it will 
be helpful to each State. I think it can 
be done without interfering with the 
principle of State rights, about which we 
hear so much. In States where it is not 
adequate, where the law has not been 
sufficiently attained, this bill may take 
care of it. Where it is more liberal, cer- 
tainly the whole is greater than any of 
its parts, and yet the sum of what the 
bill seeks to attain will expand in such 
States beyond what the State govern- 
ment has done and no injury will obtain. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATRICK. I yield. 

_ Mr. YOUNG. In view of the fact that 
the finest young men in our country are 
in the armed forces and the most intelli- 
gent young men are in our armed forces, 
following your study of the Ramsay bill, 
can the gentleman conceive of any pos- 
sible argument against the enactment of 
this bill into law? I cannot, and I won- 
dered if there couid be any possible argu- 
ment against it. 

Mr. PATRICK. I may not have gone 
into it as thoroughly as I should have, 
but I have not found any argument that 
appealed to me as logical or any that I 
thought would inspire the average Con- 
gressman to vote against this bill. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATRICK. I yield. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I just 
wanted to.say to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Youna] that this is a matter 
for the States. Congress has nothing to 
do with it. I notice the ones who are at- 
tacking the election laws are centering on 
Mississippi. We have already provided 
for those men to vote. You start this 
kind of a program, and you will have men 
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here interfering with the election laws of 
every State from now on, the very thing 
against which they have all preached for 
years. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Borne). The time of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Patrick] has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. PATRICK, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 ad- 
ditional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Bornne), The Chair desires to state 
there are four other special orders, but 
the Chair will submit the gentleman’s 
request. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from Alabama is recognized 
for 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, the au- 
thor of the bill, after having made a 
study of it, assured me today that if we 
do not pass this measure in some form 
it will mean that over 90 percent of those 
in the armed service of this great demo- 
cratic Nation will this time be deprived 
of a voice in the Nation’s business. I 
think the rights of these men in service, 
citizenship rights, are especially entitled 
to respect and attention at this time. 
They are ‘villing to pay everything to the 
country and the country should do this 
simple thing. My interest in this is cer- 
tainly only as a service to the Nation. 
The matter of voting is already a sped 
arrow insofar as I am concerned. But 
my duty to be a Congressman for country 
stands so long as I am still a Member 
of this body—and it is out of my sense of 
this obligation I am before you this 
afternoon. I respectfully ask all who 
will to prevail upon the Rules Committee 
to issue a rule and let the bill come up 
and be voted on as soon as it can properly 
be done. If this Nation can pass a law to 
draft a man to send him across the 
earth’s broadest ocean to fight and die 
for its and its people, surely that Nation 
can also hold his vote open so it may be 
cast and counted. This would seem to 
fallin the category of things self-evident. 
I do not like the idea of our patriots los- 
ing their exercise of franchise through no 
fault of their own. To pass speedily this 
law and preserve this right is only to do 
the sort of thing that has made America 
great and must continue to make her 
great. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATRICK. I yield to the able gen- 
tleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Earlier today the 
gentleman from Alabama took the floor 
for a 1-minute address on this same sub- 
ject. At that time he had a colloquy with 
the chairman of the Committee on Rules. 
I was unable to hear what the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Sasatu] said 
about consideration of this bill in the 
Rules Committee. I wonder if the gen- 
tleman heard the answer sufficiently to 
inform the House? 

Mr. PATRICK. His statement was 
made just as the gavel fell, and until I 
read it I cannot be too sure. 

Mr. WILLIAM T, PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATRICK. I yield. 


JULY 13 


Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. I think 
it is incontrovertible that machinery 
must be set up to allow these boys to 
exercise the right of franchise. I am 
just wondering if the gentleman will not 
agree with me on the proposition that 
for those. States which have already 
made arrangements to allow their sol- 
diers to vote, any legislation we may en- 
act could not have universal applica- 
tion. How are we going to avoid having 
a rather confused and tangled situation 
administering such a law? 

Mr. PATRICK. Let me expand on 
this a little further. The men at the 
various camps come from many States. 
From the standpoint of State of origin 
the encampments look like a patchwork 
quilt. I do not believe this will ever be 
brought into workable status unless 
there is a national law passed so that a 
method will be laid down whereby the 
boys in the camp can vote under a uni- 
form system, for the voters in the camps 
come from Alabama, Maine, California, 
and all the other States. The men are 
not grouped in camps by States. There 
should therefore be one universal law 
applicable to all. I feel that this legis- 
ation should be passed in such form that 
it will afford a clear channel for action 
as much as possible and get rid of the en- 
cumbering things that necessarily result 
from such a diversity of State laws on 
the one subject which produce confia- 
gration rather than serenity of action. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SPRINGER] is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 

LET US MAKE RUBBER FROM THE 

FARMERS’ SURPLUS GRAIN 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, it is 
lamentable, indeed, that we have so much 
lip service in our country respecting the 
production of synthetic rubber and that 
we do not have any coordinated and defi- 
nite action by those in power to start 
actual production of this needed com- 
modity. 

The surplus grain and farm products 
in this country can well be absorbed in 
the making of rubber which is so essen- 
tial during this war. We need rubber— 
that is a fact which has been conclusively 
demonstrated. The President has given 
out statements at his recent press con- 
ferences to the effect that the rubber 
tires on the people’s automobiles might 
ultimately be seized in order to meet the 
demand of the Army and Navy for more 
rubber for war purposes. Even at the 
present moment, a Nation-wide drive is 
in progress to collect old rubber of every 
kind and character for our essential 
uses in this war. Therefore, we are led 
to believe that there is certainly a very 
great need for rubber. The peril appears 
to be imminent from a military stand- 
point, because this critical material is 
used extensively for war purposes. We 
must win this war—and we must have 
rubber with which to aid in our victory. 

The question naturally arises—where, 
then, does the responsibility rest for this 
very great shortage of rubber? We had 
an ample supply or rubber during the 
years of peace; the apparent shortage of 
that commodity has only recently devel- 
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oped. However, it is generally known 
that the source of our rubber supply in 
time of peace has been largely destroyed 
since we were attacked by Japan, and 
since we became involved in this war. 
Therefore, since that time we have been 
forced to rely upon our own available 
production of those essential commodities 
from which rubber may be developed. 
The Gillette committee, in the Senate, has 
conducted a far-flung investigation on 
this subject. Hearings have been held at 
which the outstanding experts have been 
heard, and a very complete and thor- 
ough examination was made of every 
phase of this highly important subject. 
This committee has rendered a signal and 
outstanding service to the people and the 
Nation, and much important informa- 
tion has resulted from those intensive 
and interesting hearings on this contro- 
versial subject. 

Mr. Speaker, some may ask why refer- 
ence is made to this subject as a contro- 
versial one. It is a pleasure for me to 
answer that potential question, because 
the people of this country want to know 
about the subject of synthetic rubber and 
the possibilities of making it in sufficient 
quantities for use in war as well as the 
domestic use thereof. The people want 
to know whether there is a possibility of 
securing rubber tires for their automo- 
biles, their busses, and their trucks with 
which they can carry on the normal busi- 
ness in our country. The defense work- 
ers in the various plants throughout the 
Nation want to know whether they can 
obtain tires for their cars and thereby 
continue with their work in the prosecu- 
tion of this war. Our farmers through- 
out the Nation, many of whom rely ex- 
clusively upon their own automobiles for 
transportation to the stores and the mar- 
kets and in the daily conduct of their 
business, want to know whether they will 
be able to secure tires for their automo- 
biles and thus be able to carry on their 
business in a normal way, or whether 
they will be deprived of the use of their 
cars because of the scarcity of rubber. 

Since we have a scarcity of rubber in 
this country our main reliance, therefore, 
must be on synthetic rubber developed 
from chemical sources. In the days gone 
by, one of the very important sources 
from which synthetic rubber has been 
developed was alcohol, and the important 
source of this alcohol, in those countries 
that have been compelled to resort to 
synthetic rubber, has been from farm 
products such as potatoes, wheat, and 
corn. In the United States of America, 
and in my own State of Indiana, other 
equally important and useful sources for 
alcohol is found in sweetpotatoes, mo- 
lasses, and sorghum, At this point, may 
I say that very recent experiments have 
developed the fact that these raw mate- 
rials may be turned into synthetic rubber 
without first converting the same into 
alcohol. This is a short cut toa common 
end and purpose, and this would operate 
as a timesaver in this production. 

In Russia—that nation which has 
made such a gallant stand against Ger- 
many—we find that she has faced the sad 
plight of a great scarcity of rubber. She 
solved that problem. She solved it 
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whereby she produced her synthetic rub- 
ber from farm products. She thereby 
consumed her surplus from the Russian 
farms in the production of synthetic rub- 
ber. This was entirely successful. In 
Poland, before she was invaded by Ger- 
many, great quantities of synthetic rub- 
ber was produced from potatoes and cer- 
eals. Poland found this production of 
synthetic rubber to meet every require- 
ment. In the German Empire—and I 
hesitate to cite her as an example—ex- 
tensive production of synthetic rubber 
has been carried on from farm products 
for many years. There are thousands of 
small synthetic rubber plants in that 
country located in farm areas for such 
production. The production of synthetic 
rubber has been highly successful from 
farm products. 

It is a very sad commentary when we 
behold that our own country has turned 
her back upon this safe, efficient, and 
conclusively proven method of producing 
synthetic rubber from farm products—a 
great surplus of which are now at hand— 
and is embarking upon an uncharted 
course and upon an untried and new ex- 
perimental process of using petroleum as 
the base for synthetic rubber. The pe- 
troleum men are now urging that they 
have discovered the proper method of 
producing synthetic rubber, and that 
method embraces the use of petroleum as 
the base therefor. They condemn the 
use of farm products—such as potatoes, 
wheat, corn, sweetpotatoes, molasses, 
and sorghum—for that purpose. The 
petroleum men desire to create a new 
market for their product. We heard 
these same petroleum men, more than 6 
months ago, shouting to the people of 
this Nation, “We have found it.” They 
shouted loud, but that was all. Not one 
piece of synthetic rubber has been pro- 
duced which has been put to use on any 
gun, tank, truck, bus, or automobile—and 
which is in use today. They have given 
excellent lip service; yet, their accom- 
plishments are in the making. They may 
never materialize, although huge sums of 
money have been expended by those 
agencies of government, dealing with this 
subject, to build, construct, and develop 
plants for the production of synthetic 
rubber using petroleum as a base. Much 
time is being lost—the rubber situation 
may become desperate before anything 
substantial is accomplished. 

Mr. Speaker, in order to make syn- 
thetic rubber with petroleum as a base 
large quantities of critical materials, 
which are very scarce, must be used. 
Steel is one of those essential materials. 
There is a scarcity of steel. We need all 
of our steel for ships, planes, tanks, and 
guns. We need all of our steel for the 
production of munitions of war. May I 
urge, here, that the production of syn- 
thetic rubber from petroleum is a highly 
expensive operation; new plants must be 
constructed from the ground up to meet 
the requirements. The Government has 
already authorized the construction of 
many of these new plants—may I say 
without any sanction by the Congress— 
which will cost the people approximately 
half a billion dollars and practically all 
of which plants are yet in the blue-print 
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stage. Yet those departments of Gov- 
ernment are rushing forward with that 
program—to use petroleum for the pro- 
duction of synthetic rubber, instead of 
using the products from our farms, 

May I ask one question, and I would 
like for some Member to rise in his place 
and answer me: “Who is responsible for 
urging that petroleum be used as the base 
for producing synthetic rubber, instead 
of using farm products for that purpose?” 
I find Iam compelled to answer my own 
question. The Rubber Reserve Company 
and the War Production Board are the 
agencies that are responsible for this 
policy which is untried, problematical 
and experimental, and which results in 
casting aside a safe and tried method 
and substituting another experiment 
which is highly expensive and which may 
be abortive of any substantial results. It 
is another slap at the farmers of this 
Nation. Who and what are those re- 
sponsible agencies of government? The 
Rubber Reserve Company is an agency 
under the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration, which is merely the lengthened 
shadow of Jesse Jones. This same Jesse 
Jones, it will be remembered, is the one 
man who is largely responsible for failing 
to accumulate an adequate stock of nat- 
ural rubber, which left us almost empty- 
handed when the war came—he is the 
same man who didn’t get enough quinine 
for essentia! use, and which left our boys 
in the camps and at Bataan, and else- 
where, without that highly important 
medicine available—and he is the one 
man who entered into a lengthy contro- 
versy with Turkey over the price of a 
huge shipment of opium, for our medic- 
inal purposes and for use by Army sur- 
geons in the camps and at the battle 
front when the war came, and Germany, 
our enemy, who desired opium as a drug 
and medicine for her war purposes, 
stepped in and took possession of the en- 
tire lot. Now that same man “fiddles 
while Rome burns,” and refuses to de- 
velop synthetic rubber from farm prod- 
ucts which could be done in much less 
time, and at much less expense, than the 
development from petroleum can be ac- 
complished. ‘The War Production Board 
and the Rubber Reserve Company have 
been very hostile against the use of farm 
products in making synthetic rubber. 
They have decided in favor of petroleum. 
They have decided against the farmers 
of this Nation. Yet, the farm products 
have been tried in making synthetic rub- 
ber—there is no experiment involved— 
that production has been successful. 
The production of synthetic rubber from 
petroleum is entirely experimental. 

Mr. Speaker, we are advised by those 
in authority and who are experts on the 
subject that synthetic rubber produced 
from farm products does not require 
large quantities of new materials, It has 
been estimated that we can produce at 
least 200,000 tons of this rubber annu-" 
‘ally—and this might develop into as 
much as 300,000 tons—from existing dis- 
t‘lleries and refineries. Additional build- 
ings for additional tonnage would require 
but a small amount of critical material, 
and these would be completed promptly. 
By the use of farm products for this 
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needed production of synthetic rubber 
the surplus of those commodities would 
be entirely used and the problem of agri- 
culture would be largely solved in this 
Nation. That would be a sound busi- 
ness policy for our Government, and it 
would be very helpful to our farmers. 

We need rubber today. I urge that 
those in power change step, and act. 
This Nation wants action; it wants sound 
and constructive action. We have the 
surplus farm products for this needed 
production of rubber. Let us use those 
farm products for that purpose. Let us 
win this war. Let us use the petroleum 
in our planes, tanks, and great machines 
of production throughout our Nation; 
but let us consume the surplus of grain 
and farm products for making synthetic 
rubber. Let each take its proper place 
in this emergency. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to my distin- 
guished colleague and friend from West 
Virginia. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Ihave listened with 
interest to the thought-provoking state- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana. I 
take this occasion to express the hope 
that I trust the gentleman from Indiana 
and other Members now on the floor of 
the House will find it possible on Wednes- 
day morning at 9:45 a. m. to be present 
in the caucus room of the Old House 
Office Building with members of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Mines 
and Mining and see there the actual 
manufacture of the two principal types of 
synthetic rubber. Dr. William Hall re- 
cently told our committee grains should 
be used to make rubber. We are at- 
tempting to add information on this all- 
important subject. 

I will make an announcement formally 
on tomorrow, but I simply mention it at 
this time because the gentleman is dis- 
‘cussing this absorbing subject. I trust 
the membership now present will find it 
nee to be present Wednesday morn- 

g. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thank the distin- 
guished gentleman from West Virginia 
for his statement. It will be a happy 
privilege to attend the meeting and wit- 
ness the making of rubber in the caucus 
room in the House Office Building. 

In conclusion, let me say that we are 
a united people. We must win this war. 
Let us face the future with clear vision, 
with considered thought, and with sound 
judgment, marching together toward the 
ultimate goal of victory. 

[Here the gayel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous special order of the House, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. VOOR- 
HIS] is recognized for 10 minutes, 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Appendix 
of the Recor and to include an editoriqj 
from the San Marino Tribune. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. VoormIs]? 

There was no objection. i 
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SYNTHETIC RUBBER 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, following what the gentleman 
from Indiana has stated, may I say that 
in the last 2 weeks I have tried my best 
to talk to everybody I can find in Wash- 
ington who knows or professes to know 
anything about the rubber situation. I 
am not prepared to make a speech on the 
subject yet, but I do want to say that, all 
other things being equal, even if it costs 
somewhat more money to manufacture 
this synthetic rubber out of farm com- 
modities, it should be done by that means 
to the greatest possible extent, and I am 
also ready to say that there should be 
more imagination used and more willing- 
ness to push hard and fast along the line 
of manufacturing this synthetic rubber 
from farm commodities than has been 
undertaken yet. Little can be lost in 
this crisis by permitting people to try it 
on a scale that is larger than has been 
tried up to now. 

Mr. Speaker, I have asked for this time 
today in order to inform the.House that 
a business organization known as the 
Consumers’ Cooperative Association, of 
Kansas City, Mo., has with its own 
money, its own cooperative people’s 
money; undertaken the formation of a 
subsidiary for the manufacture of alco- 
hol and from that alcohol the manufac- 
ture of synthetic rubber in the Middle 
West. I want to ask the Members of 
the House, in the remaining minutes 
which I have, to think. I do not want 
anything today, I do not want to advo- 
cate any legislation on the part of the 
House, but I want to ask the Members, 
first, if they will not agree that when 
this war has at last been ended the 
major problem of the American democ- 
racy will be this: We will have, on the 
one hand, some huge monopolistic, very 
powerful industrial enterprises, some of 
which will have been strengthened by the 
war. We will have, on the other hand, 
a huge governmental structure, a good 
deal more of it necessary for the success- 
ful prosecution of the war than some 
people admit, but, nevertheless, a huge 
governmental structure of bureaus and 
agencies. American democracy’s future 
will depend largely upon whether we can 
avoid having to go into the future with 
no prospects except the prospect of a 
great conflict between these two huge, 
gigantic forces. 

It seems to me there ought to be a 
method whereby common people, ordi- 
nary folks with small resources, can find 
a way, without governmental help or in- 
terference, to meet their economic and 
industrial problems. I have requested 
these few minutes in order to say there 
is such a way, that such a way is now 
being used by some eight or ten million 
American families. It has proven suc- 
cessful, it has proven that it can meet 
monopoly on its own ground, meet it and 
make it play fair in the markets of the 
Nation, and it can be successful without 
one dime or one drop of Government 
subsidy, help, or legislative assistance. 
It can and has given hope, better stand- 
ards of living, lessons in fundamental 
self-government and self-reliance, a new 
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spirit and a measure of real control over 
their own economic destiny. I refer to 
the cooperative method of doing business. 

There are three and a half million 
American people today who are members 
of credit unions throughout the United 
States; there are nearly a million farm- 
ers who are members of rural coopera- 
tives, who operate their own distribution 
systems, and who very soon will own 
them outright, free and clear of any 
indebtedness to the Rural Electrification 
Administration. There are 1,200,000 
families in this country who are members 
of consumers’ cooperative stores. If this 
number were 10 times as large as it is, 
these cooperators could do a better and 
certainly far more democratic job of price 
control than any Government agency can 
do. They have done it in other coun- 
tries, and those who fear bureaucratic 
controls should think of this. There are 
probably in excess of two and a half 
million farmers who today market their 
crops by means of cooperative organiza- 
tions, whereby they have something to 
say about the prices that they receive. 
This Consumers’ Cooperative Association 
of Kansas City is a case in point. In 
addition to this synthetic-rubber plant 
project, this cooperative has also pur- 
chased a very large cannery in the State 
of Nebraska which can turn out 290,000 
cases of food products in a year. The 
point I make is that because the interest 
of any cooperative is inevitably the in- 
terest of all the people, because it must. 
be that, therefore the farmers who have 
peas, tomatoes, and other crops to be 
canned may be assured that they will get 
a fair price and that the margin between 
what the farmer receives for his crop 
that goes to the cannery and what the 
consumers pay for the final product will 
be the minimum margin possible. Here 
is a road that can lead far toward a solu- 
tion of our farm problem. 

Every cooperative I know is doing all 
it can to help America win this war. 
Cooperators love their country deeply, 
partly at least because they have found 
a road to real liberty—economic as well 
as political—liberty that depends on 
loyalty and understanding rather than 
governmental help or subsidy. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 additional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection vo the request of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Voornis]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr, 
Speaker, all I am asking today is that 
the Members of the House think about 
this matter and think about whether it 
is not very important and very hopeful 
that people, because they are loyal, be- 
cause they are ready to pool their small 
resources together, can enter into a busi- 
ness enterprise in just the same way as a 
few big people with a lot of money can 
enter into a business, and by means of 
this cooperative method can work to- 
ward a basic long-time solution of the 
problems of monopoly and unemploy- 
ment and also the problem of big govern- 
ment. The cooperative movement is de- 
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Serving of our encouragement and our 
interest. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
& previous special order of the House, the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
Munpr] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my time may 
be extended 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. Munpr]? 

There was no objection. 


SYNTHETIC RUBBER—“WE SAW IT MADE” 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I requested 
this time today to discuss an inspection 
trip which a number of us made to Phila- 
delphia last Friday, during which we saw 
synthetic rubber actually being produced. 
It was demonstrated to us on this trip 
that we are not discussing a theoretical 
process but that synthetic rubber can be 
produced today in America if certain ad- 
ministrative officials will give the green 
light to a process which is reasonable, 
workable, and rational. 

However, since securing the time—and 
this is the reason I asked for another 
5 minutes—my attention has been called 
to a rather startling article which ap- 
peared in this morning’s newspaper, and 
I take this opportunity of calling it to 
the attention of the House and especially 
to the attention of the members of the 
House Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, because these charges are 
serious enough so that they should either 
be substantiated or refuted, and that 
should be done at once. I read you the 
article: 

Huge profits charged in rubber drive. 
House prober says four firms stand to make 
millions. 


This is a signed article by one John M. 
Fisher, appearing in this morning’s issue 
of the Washington Times-Herald. I 
quote: 

Four big scrap-rubber firms stand to make 
millions in profits out of the Nation-wide 
serap-rubber drive which ended last Friday 
night, Elliott E. Simpson, counsel for the 
subcommittee of the House Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures Committee investigating the 
rubber situation, charged last night. 

He said that four companies have been 
appointed “agents” for the Government's 
Rubber Reserve Company. The profits to 
these companies, through commissions and 
other charges, “will be vast, amounting to 
millions upon millions of dollars, for, eventu- 
ally, millions of tons of scrap rubber and 
finished goods will pass through their hands,” 
said Simpson, an independent New York 
rubber dealer for many years. 

SCALE OF “COMMISSIONS” 


These four so-called agents, he continued, 
stand to profit at the expense of millions of 
Americans who contributed their waste rub- 
ber gratis—for a penny a pound, at the 
most—and also at the expense of the coun- 
try’s supply of scrap rubber and finished 


rubber goods. 


Then I call the attention of the House 
to the amazing statement which follows 
thereafter: 

“These four ‘agents’ are being granted ‘com- 
missions’ of $1.50 on every ton of scrap rubber 
which is collected for the Rubber Reserve, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


whether or not they were instrumental in 
collecting the scrap,” said Simpson in a state- 
ment, 


Remember, whether they had anything 
to do with the scrap or not, whether they 
ever touched it or saw it, by some strange 
arrangement, according to the charges in 
this news story, these four selected agents 
are to receive $1.50 a ton for all the 
scrap rubber collected. 

“On top of that they are being paid a con- 
siderable sum for sorting the scrap once 
it’s in their warehouses. But the greatest 
bonanza of all will come after the scrap is 
sorted, after such items as crepe soles—worth 
$462 & ton—are separated from run-of-the- 
mill grades.” 


My purpose in calling this to the atten- 
tion of the House is simply this. These 
charges are either false or they are cor- 
rect, The payment of such an amount 
is either justifiable or unjustifiable. 
Since a committee of this House has had 
its chief counsel quoted, it seems to me 
that this House and this country are en- 
titled to an explanation by that commit- 
tee as to whether or not an injustice has 
been done millions of Americans in this 
serap-rubber c ign. Such charges, 
if they are erron€ous, should not stand 
unchallenged, and the country should be 
assured that they are without founda- 
tion. Such charges, if they are with 
foundation, should certainly bring about 
corrective and remedial measures without 
delay. 

We have had enough charges and 
countercharges in connection with the 
scrap-rubber campaign and the scrap- 
aluminum campaign. Since another 
giant scrap collecting campaign is about 
to be launched, we should give the coun- 
try the assurance that these things are 
on the up and up. Newspaper articles 
like this either damage the public morale 
or they call attention to a very serious 
condition of affairs which should beor- 
rected. I hope that before another 24 
hours has passed some member of that 
House committee will appear here in the 
Well and tell the country the truth 
about the matter brought out by these 
charges. I know nothing about the 
validity of these charges but I do know 
they present to us a problem which 
should be solved. 

I wish to digress for just a moment 
more to say that in connection with all 
these salvage programs it is tremendously 
important that the public be taken into 
the confidence of governmental officials 
and that no bureaucratic agency or de- 
partment be permitted to play favorites 
in any way with a program as fundamen- 
tal to America’s war success as salvaging 
the raw materials we need to pour into 
the hopper out of which we expect to pro- 
duce the materials for the arsenal of de- 
mocracy. 

On my desk at the present time there 
are some complaints from certain radio 
stations in America who tell me that in 
the salvaging program which is about to 
be launched a large volume of radio ad- 
vertising is being contracted for, but that 
in the distribution of the radio time some 
radio stations are being discriminated 
against and eliminated altogether from 
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the advertising fund and other stations 
of similar importance are being awarded 
contracts, although all radio stations are 
being urged to contribute equally of the 
free time so important to the success of 
the drive. 

If these charges are correct, it seems 
to me some Government agency should 
step in and see to it that all the radio 
stations and all the newspapers of simi- 
lar size and importance are treated on 
the same basis, and that no prejudice, 
no favoritism, and no politics enter into 
the distribution of paid advertising on an 
important national salvaging campaign. 
But as I say, Mr. Speaker, all this is some- 
thing quite apart from what I sought the 
time today to discuss. 

AMERICA CAN HAVE RUBBER IF IT WILL 


We have heard a lot of discussion this 
afternoon about rubber. We heard a 
very important and stimulating address 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
SPRINGER] on the subject, and we heard 
it mentioned by the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr, Voornis]. Other speakers 
have commented upon it. But I want 
to tell you about a trip that was made 
to Philadelphia last Friday by a commit- 
tee of 11 Senators and Representatives, 
of whom I was one, who went up there 
and personally inspected the Publicker 
Alcohol plant in Philadelphia, and saw 
with our own eyes synthetic rubber being 
produced right in the Publicker Alcohol 
plant. 

I have on my desk over in room 1010 
in the New House Office Building, if there 
are still skeptics who do not believe that 
there are farm products that can be con- 
verted into butadiene, a piece of that rub- 
ber which was made on Friday of last 
week before this committee of Members 
of the Senate and the House. The com- 
mittee members who made that trip, if 
you care to secure further substantiation 
of these remarks, are Senator GILLETTE, 
of Iowa; Senator Norris, of Nebraska; 
Senator THomas of Oklahoma; Senator 
Gurrey, of Pennsylvania; Congressman 
JOHNSON of Illinois; Congressman 
CLEVENGER, of Ohio; Congressman GILLIE, 
of Indiana; Congressman Hops, of Kan- 
sas; Congressman DworsHak, of Idaho; 
Congressman WICKERSHAM, of Oklahoma; 
and Congressman Munpt, of South 
Dakota. 

We saw at the Publicker plant giant 
contraptions shoveling corn, shelled corn, 
out of freight cars, going into one end 
of the process and at the other end of 
the process we saw the rubber-producing 
butadiene which, in turn, had been ex- 
tracted from the corn taken into Phila- 
delphia from the farms of Illinois and 
Indiana and Iowa and South Dakota and 
other great corn-producing sections of 
the country. 

We also saw freight cars filled with 
wheat and saw this butadiene being ex- 
tracted from wheat, which, in turn, can 
be fabricated into synthetic rubber. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. In just a moment I will 
be pleased to yield. 

The Publicker plant in Philadelphia has 
a capacity for 100,000 bushels of grain 
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per day, which can be fabricated into 
synthetic rubber. At the present time 
it is already equipped to handle 50,000 
bushels of grain per day and needs only 
small strategic material quotas and al- 
lowances from the War Production 
Board in order to complete the process 
and start manufacturing synthetic 
rubber. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. HARE. The gentleman has made 
a very interesting statement. I would 
like to make one or two inquiries. I would 
like to inquire as to the size of this plant 
and the number of employees involved, 
as well as to the extent of the machinery 
required in this production. 

Mr. MUNDT, The Publicker Alcohol 
Plant is the largest commercial alcohol 
Plant in the world, five times larger than 
its closest competitor, which is the Hiram 
Walker Co., and which has just one-fifth 
of its capacity. I do not know the total 
number of employees, because they have 
several plants, but in the particular plant 
which we inspected they employ a large 
number of men, although many of the 
processes are largely automatic. 

Mr. HARE. The matter I wanted to 
arrive at is whether or not in the estab- 
lishment of additional plants they are 
going to use farm crops, such as pota- 
toes, corn, sorghum cane, sugarcane, and 
other crops, and whether or not it would 
be a good idea to have smaller plants 
established in the areas particularly 
qualified from growing these crops, for 
the reason that they could make con- 
tracts with the farmers for growing these 
crops with assurance of having an ample 
yield and production, in the first place, 
and, in the second place, it would assist 
in the solution of our transportation 
problem with respect to the raw mate- 
rials which would not have to be carried 
very far to the plant. In the third place, 
there would not be such a strain on the 
labor market, 

Mr. MUNDT. I think the gentleman 
has listed 3 of a series of very effective 
reasons, which probably could be ex- 
panded to 8 or 10 if we had the time, 
that these plants should be located in 
the farming areas. That is exactly the 
program that the Members of the Senate 
and House who made the investigation 
had in mind. If the gentleman has not 
been advised, he will be happy to learn 
that on Friday the first one of these alco- 
hol plants was authorized to be located 
at Muscatine, Iowa, which is in an area 
such as the gentleman refers to, and there 
is not any question but what good admin- 
istration of such plants calls for the 
location of them out in the areas in the 
South and in the West where agricul- 
tural products are produced. The Pub- 
licker officials themselves are informed 
on that and recognize that to be wise 

and good enconomy. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. I won- 
der if the gentleman has as yet told the 
House what the capacity of that plant is 
that he saw at Philadelphia? 

Mr. MUNDT. Yes; I mentioned the 
fact that it already has a capacity to 
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handle 100,000 bushels of grain per 
day. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. And 
that will produce how much rubber? 

Mr. MUNDT. That will produce ap- 
proximately 500,000 pounds of rubber per 
day. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. And I 
hope that is sufficiently large to indicate 
to some of these bureaucrats down here 
in Washington that that is sufficient to 
constitute a sort of plant that would 
cause them to realize that they should be 
allowed the materials necessary to ex- 
pand this activity to the point where the 
people will no longer be made to walk 
because of the necessity of saving rubber. 

Mr. MUNDT. This demonstration in 
Philadelphia has already got far beyond 
any conception of an experimental plant, 
because they have demonstrated that 
they can produce synthetic rubber in 
substantial quantities if they are given 
the allotment of the critical materials. 

I am sure that this is intensely grati- 
fying to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. WooprUurF], since he is one of the 
Members of Congress who has pioneered 
in the matter of farm chemurgy and espe- 
cially the developmenfS of a program for 
using farm products in the fabrication of 
synthetic rubber. Over 2 years ago, it 
Was my pleasure to serve with a com- 
mittee headed by the gentleman to ex- 
plore and expand the whole field of farm 
chemurgy. It is indeed gratifying now 
to see some of the work of this committee 
producing results and to know that the 
conversion of farm products into indus- 
trial uses can contribute so vitally to the 
winning of this war. 

And may I say right here that it was 
brought out on this trip that synthetic 
rubber can be produced from farm prod- 
ucts in one-third of the time and with 
approximately one-tenth of the critical 
materials needed for production of syn- 
thetic rubber from any other materials, 
any place in the world. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. Yes, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. I would like 
to offer a contribution here with I 
picked up this morning before the Gillette 
committee over in the Senate, investi- 
gating this rubber question. Many Mem- 
bers have read the advertisement dur- 
ing the past week of the famous Houdry 
process, which is a matter of controversy 
as to the method of making rubber from 
petroleum, and the controversy is entire- 
ly within the petroleum ranks, and has 
nothing to do with alcohol. Mr. Houdry, 
who is the inventor of this process, a dis- 
tinguished Frenchman, but now an 
American citizen, an eminent chemist 
and scientist, made this statement this 
morning: 

I know very little about recent develop- 
ments of the alcohol process for buta- 
diene— 


Of course we all understand that buta- 
diene is the raw material that we make 
from either petroleum or alcohol to be 
used in the manufacture of synthetic rub- 
ber. To continue with his statement: 


and, therefore, I am not in position to pass 
judgment on that question. I understand, 
however, that our great Russian friends are 
making synthetic rubber, starting from al- 
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cohol, I also understand their synthetic rub- 
ber is excellent, and their process is in large- 
scale production; the use of which apparently 
contributed largely to the Russian military 
successes last winter. 


For the skeptical, therefore, who still 
doubt the production of synthetic rubber 
from agricultural products, that is the 
answer, Further, if the gentleman will 
yield, I have here also a statement from 
Clarence H. Thayer, also made this 
morning before the Gillette committee 
over on the Senate side. Mr. Thayer is 
an engineer and a consultant of the 
Houdry Process Corporation and chief 
engineer for the Sun Oil Co. The Sun 
Oil Co. uses some of the patents of the 
Houdry Corporation. Mr. Thayer said: . 

Personally, it is my opinion that a progran 
based upon the use of alcohol as the raw 
material for the production of butadiene 
cffers greater and more positive assurance 
of success than does the program currently 
approved by Rubber Reserve, based on butyl- 


ene as the charging stock in the five-step 
process. 


Mr. MUNDT. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution. That is indeed im- 
portant supporting evidence to show that 
America can haye rubber from farm 
products if this administration will sim- 
ply take off the brakes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman from South Dakota be 
extended for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. Certainly. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota, I won- 
der if the gentleman who has made a 
great study of this rubber proposition, 
happened to read the article by the Vice 
President in the magazine section of the 
New York Times yesterday, in which the 
Vice President said that he sees a dan- 
ger to the future hopes of the world, if 
we adopt an isolationism which calls for 
the development of rubber from grain 
products. His argument is that we 
should develop the production of rubber 
from the trees in South America rather 
than the development of rubber from 
grain alcohol. Has the gentleman had 
occasion to see that statement? 

Mr. MUNDT. I did not happen to see 
that article, but I am not highly im- 
pressed with the validity of the argu- 
ment which he presents. I think we 
should consider this strictly from the 
standpoint of our American needs, the 
production of synthetic rubber from the 
standpoint of military needs first, and of 
Civilian needs second. In fact, the whole 
farming process today is also more or less 
dependent upon the utilization of rubber, 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I follow 
the gentleman, and I feel that he is on 
the right track in working for the de- 
velopment of rubber from grain alcohol, 
but as a practical problem, I think the 
gentleman and others will find it neces- 
sary to direct their argument to the Vice 
President. 

Mr. MUNDT. I think there is not any 
question but that the Vice President and 
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certain other administration officials are 
definitely antagonistic or, to speak more 
charitably, indifferent, to the possibility 
of developing synthetic rubber from farm 
products. It is being done today, and it 
can be done, and I think the blackest 
spot in the whole approach of the admin- 
istration to our rubber problem is in its 
negligence in developing synthetic rubber 
from farm products, 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 
` Mr. CLEVENGER. Would not the 
gentleman say that the Vice President’s 
Position as to growing sugar within con- 
tinental United States would be very 
much the same as his position about 
growing rubber? ' 

Mr. MUNDT. Well, I. did not come 
here to quarrel with the Vice President 
of the United States. I have not seen 
his comments. But let me say, if the 
Vice President of the United States says 
that we cannot raise our own sugar, then 
I think he is 155-percent wrong. If he 
says we cannot produce our own syn- 
thetic rubber from farm products, I know 
he is 1,000-percent wrong. 

Mr. CLEVENGER. I may say that he 
has made such a statement, and that it 
was a business that would require some 
subsidy, because certain breech-clout 
tropical labor could produce it cheaper 
than we could produce it in America. 

Mr. MUNDT. The Vice President of 
the United States is an expert on the 
question of subsidies, I know, but I do 
not believe it is necessary to subsidize the 
production of synthetic rubber from farm 
products, because officials of the Pub- 
licker plant in Philadelphia and other 
private operators are eager to go ahead 
now, financing entirely their own con- 
struction, and simply requesting one- 
tenth of the strategic materials which 
‘Jesse Jones and governmental officials 
are indicating should be given to the 
petroleum interests instead, for the pro- 
duction of rubber. 

This amazing statement seems to be 
without question insofar as its rectitude 
is concerned: Of the 1,000,000 tons of 
rubber which it is recognized that we 
need to produce quickly in this country, 
somebody in the executive department 
has authorized 800,000 tons of it to go 
to petroleum and other sources, utilizing 
ten times the amount of critical ma- 
terials needed by agricultural plants, 
which even now have not been author- 
ized to proceed in the production of 
synthetic rubber. And it will take three 
times as long to get rubber from petro- 
leum as it will take to get it from farm 
products. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The 
reason for calling attention to the Vice 
President’s article is that his objection 
to the synthetic rubber program from 
grain alcohol is that it will take critical 
materials and that it will create the 
establishment of plants which will create 
a vested interest, which will call for pro- 
tection after the war is over. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
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Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, may I have 
3 additional minutes? 

Mr. PATMAN. Reserving the right to 
object, will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. MUNDT. Yes. I intended to yield 
to the gentleman. That is the reason I 
requested the additional time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman is recognized 
for 3 additional minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUNDT. In the matter of vested 
interests, it is not the purpose of the farm 
bloc or those of us who are making the 
fight to get synthetic rubber made from 
farm products to permit the oil industry, 
or any other vested interest, to control 
these alcohol plants out in the farm area. 
That is one thing we propose to stop 
rather than encourage. å 
- Mr. PATMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield to me? 

Mr. MUNDT. I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. PATMAN. Iam sure no one has 
done more to make synthetic: rubber than 
has Mr. Jones. Mr. Donald Nelson said 
a few nights ago that he would take per- 
sonal responsibility in this rubber situa- 
tion. He said that when all the facts 
could be told people would believe he had 
done the right thing. If he has done the 
wrong thing, he will take the blame for 
it. He is the one in charge of rubber 
production, and I think we ought to leave 
it to him. ? 

Mr. MUNDT. Iam notin the business 
of crystal gazing, but if I were I would 
venture the prediction that tomorrow 
when Donald Nelson appears before the 
Gillette committee in the Senate you will 
find him changing his point of view and 
recognizing the validity of the position 
we have been contending for all the time 
in support of synthetic rubber made from 
butadiene produced from alcohol dis- 
tilled from farm products; that is, I be- 
lieve he will now concede that agricul- 
tural products can produce synthetic 
rubber more quickly than all the other 
processes. A member of Donald Nel- 
son’s staff accompanied us on the trip to 
Philadelphia, and I believe what he saw 
there proved a real eye opener to him. 

Mr. PATMAN. Ido not think he has 
taken that position, 

Mr. MUNDT. I am predicting that he 
will take it tomorrow morning before the 
Gillette committee. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Has he 
not said that if it can be demonstrated, 
he is willing to accept it? 

Mr. MUNDT. He has started the 
process of backing up, and I think he is 
going to run rapidly in the other direc- 
tion tomorrow. I have confidence 
enough in Mr. Nelson to believe he has 
simply been suffering from some bad ad- 
vice from selfish sources and that to- 
morrow’s testimony will indicate he has 
begun to see a big light. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. As one of the 
group who accompanied you and the 10 
other Members of the House and Senate 
to Philadelphia, I am thoroughly con- 
vinced that rubber can be made from 
agricultural products and with not more 
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than 10 percent of the outlay for stra- 
tegic materials, 

Mr. MUNDT. And you saw it made 
over there in Philadelphia last Friday, 
did you not? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM, Yes; I saw it 
made. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from South Dakota 
has again expired. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have 1 additional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Will not the gen- 
tleman concede that adherence to the 
policy referred to by the gentleman from 
South Dakota (Mr. Case] and complete 
reliance upon foreign imports of rubber 
were responsible for the inability of this 
country to accumulate an adequate stock 
pile of rubber prior to the outbreak of the 
war? 

Mr. MUNDT. It is certainly and ob- 
viously true that the administration 
failed ingloriously in the job of building 
up adequate stocks of raw rubber in the 
days preceding Pearl Harbor. 

May I say, since I have been given this 
extra minute, that fundamentally my 
reason for taking the floor today is to 
appeal for your support of the bill I in- 
troduced on June 18, H. R. 7253, setting 
up a rubber administration to bring order 
out of chaos, and to eliminate the 
evasion, confusion, controversy, contra- 
diction, chit-chat, and cat-calling which 
has been going on for months instead of 
producing synthetic rubber. The time 
for alibis is over; the time for action is 
here. I sincerely hope that Congress will 
take action on this matter before yield- 
ing to any impulse to begin an extensive 
recess. I shall have more to say on this 
subject within a few days but the House 
has been very generous in the time allot- 
ted me this afternoon and I shall not 
detain you longer now. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Appendix of 
the Record and to include therein an ar- 
ticle by Vice President WALLACE appear- 
ing in the magazine section of the New 
York Times. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. SHort asked and was given per- 
mission to extend his own remarks in the 
RECORD.) 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Record and to include a 
letter written by President Roosevelt to 
Rev. W. H. Shullenberger, of Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recor on the subject of 
strategic minerals. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on tomorrow, 
after the disposition of the legislative 
business of the day and any other special 
orders, I may address the House for 10 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out objection, it is so ordered, 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to Mr. O’Tootg, for 2 
weeks, on account of illness. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table 
and, under the rule, referred as follows: 

S. 2364. An act for the relief of former First 
Lt. William J. Tepsic, One Hundred and 
Seventy-sixth Field Artillery; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 1 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues- 
day, July 14, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


With- 


With- 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
will hold a public heading on Tuesday, 
July 14, 1942, at 10:30 a. m. in room 247, 
House Office Building, on H. R. 5031, 
H. R. 5144, H. R. 5167, and H. R. 5236. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 

CoMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
at 10 o’clock a. m., Tuesday, July 14, 1942. 

Business to be considered: Continua- 
tion of the hearings on H. R. 7002—Defi- 
nition of skimmed milk. 

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATU- 

RALIZATION 

The Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization will hold hearings at 10 
a.m. on Wednesday, July 15, and Thurs- 
day, July 16, 1942, on H. R. 6165, H. R. 
6858, and private bills. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications, were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1795, A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a list of papers 
recommended for disposal by certain agencies 
of the Federal Government; to the Commit- 
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 

1796. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a list of papers 
recommended for disposal by certain agencies 
of the Federal Government; to the Committee 
on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 

1797. A letter from the Administrator, Vet- 
erans’ Administration, transmitting a draft 
of a proposed bill to amend the act of Oc- 
tober 9, 1940, to restrict or regulate the de- 
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livery of checks drawn against funds of the 
United States, or any agency or instrumen- 
tality thereof, to addresses outside the United 
States, its Territories, and possessions, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

1798. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a report on investigation con- 
ducted pursuant to Public, No. 135, Seventy- 
seventh Congress, will be ready presently for 
submission to the Congress; to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

1799. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill to authorize increase in wages for certain 
employees of the Alaska Railroad for services 
rendered from September 31, 1941, inclusive; 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

1800. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a report showing the special 
assistants employed during the period from 
January 1 to July 1, 1942, under the appro- 
priation compensation of special attorneys, 
etc., Department of Justice; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive 
Departments. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. BLAND: Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. H. R. 7188. A bill to 
amend the Canal Zone Code; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2331). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah: Committee on the 
Public Lands, H. R. 7191. A bill to author- 
ize the exchange of lands not in Federal own- 
ership within the Olympic National Park, 
Wash., for national forest lands in the State 
of Washington; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2382). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. RANDOLPH: 

H. R. 7369. A bill to provide that during the 
present war and 6 months thereafter the Dis- 
trict of Columbia 8-hour law shall not apply 
to any female employee who is subject to the 
provisions of the Railway Labor Act, as 
amended, or whose employer is subject to the 
provisions of part I or part II of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act, as amended; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEA: 

H.R. 7370. A bill to authorize during time 
of war waiver of compliance with, or modifi- 
cation or suspension of, the operation of cer- 
tain provisions of the Communications Act 


‘of 1934; to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. WEISS: 

H.R. 7871. A bill for the purpose of con- 
serving gasoline and oil; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

H.R. 7372. A bill to protect and enhance 
the social-security benefits to all persons in- 
ducted into the military service and to pro- 
vide a cushion for post-war conditions; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: 

H.R. 7373. A bill to provide that during the 
present war and for 6 months thereafter 
postal officers and employees shall receive an 
increase in compensation at the rate of $300 
per annum; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, 
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By Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi: 

H. R. 7374. A bill to amend section 603, 
title VI, Public Law, 801, Seventy-sixth Con- 
gress, approved October 8, 1940; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICH: 

H.R.7375. A bill to provide for increase 
in compensation of members of the armed 
forces commensurate with increases in com- 
pensation authorized by the National War 
Labor Board for workers in the steel industry; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico: 

H. J. Res. 334. Joint resolution authorizing 
and directing the chairman of the War Man- 
power Commission to take certain steps to 
speed up the utilization in suitable employ- 
ment of the abilities and aptitudes of all em- 
ployable handicapped persons; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 


By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of New Jersey, memorializ- 
ing the President and the Congress of the 
United States to consider their Senate con- 
current resolution relative to national ration- 
ing of important and essential war materials; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. McGEHEE: 
H.R. 736. A bill for the relief of Mrs. J. D. 
Price; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SHEPPARD: 
H. R. 7377. A bill for the relief of Virginia 
Lane; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3206. By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of 281 
citizens of- Deepwater, Henry County, Mo., 
and vicinity, urging passage of Senate bill 
860 as a contribution to a wholesome defense 
een to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

3207. By Mr. BULWINKLE: Petition of 
Jesse Blalock, moderator, and G. L. Hamrick, 
clerk, and various members of Pleasant Ridge 
Baptist Church, Route No. 4, Shelby, N. C., 
petitioning passage of Senate bill 860 and 
House bill 4000; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

8208. Also, petition of M. R. Jenkins 
and other citizens of Belmont, Gaston 
County, N. C., petitioning passage of Senate 
bill 860 or House bill 4000; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

3209. Also, petition of Rev. E. O. Gore, 
pastor. Oak View Baptist Church, Kings 
Mountain, N. C., and various members of the 
church petitioning passage of Senate bill 860 
and House bill 4000; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3210. By Mr. COFFEE of Washington: Pe- 
tition of M. Lucile Spalding, of Vashon, Wash., 
and 140 residents of the Sixth Congressional 
District of Washington, pointing out that 
in 1917 Congress initiated legislation restrict- 
ing the liquor and vice traffic as to men in 
camps, and forbidding the exploitation of the 
men in the Army and Navy by agents of such 
traffic; asserting that our noble young de- 
fenders have no defense from the tempta- 
tions of alcohol and prostitution; alieging 
that this is a wicked and dangerous condi- 
tion, jeapordizing the war program; urging 
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the reenactment of legislation similar to that 
of 1917 and praying for the passage by Con- 
gress of Senate bill 860 designed to accomplish 
that objective; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3211. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of 
Rev. E. A. Moore and 50 other citizens of 
Des Moines, Iowa, urging the passage of legis- 
lation that will provide the largest possible 
protection for the men of our Army and 
Navy against the insidious infiuence of vice 
and intoxicating liquors; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

3212. By Mr: HART: Memorial of the New 
Jersey State Senate, memorializing the Con- 
gress of the United States to provide that all 
rationing, including the rationing of gasoline, 


be made national in scope; to the Committee . 


on Banking and Currency. 

8213. Also, memorial of the New Jersey 
State Senate, memorializing and requesting 
the Federal Congress not to enact House bill 
6885; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries: 

3214. By Mr. MOTT: Petition signed by 
Margaret A. Bowdoin and 49 other citizens of 
Rogue River, Oreg., supporting Senate bill 860 
as a contribution to a wholesome defense 
program; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

3215. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of local 
64, International Union of Operating Engi- 
neers, regarding postal employees (H. R. 
6486); to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

3216. By Mr. TARVER: Petition of 100 citi- 
zens of Smyrna, Ga., most of whom are mem- 
bers of the Smyrna Baptist Church, support- 
ing Senate bill 860, and recommending im- 
provement in conditions around military 
camps which affect morale of service men; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs 


SENATE 


Tuespay, Juty 14, 1942 


(Legislative day of Monday, July 13,1942) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

Rev. John R. Edwards, D. D., district 
superintendent of the Methodist Church, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 


O great and merciful God, our eternal 
Father, we come in reverence. We trust 
our approach to Thy holy presence is in- 
cited by our needs and encouraged by 
Thy outstretched hand rather than by 
the mere habit of coming. : 

New mercies this day call forth new ex- 
pressions of thanksgiving and praise. 
These we express from our hearts. Our 
needs, personal and national, drive us to 
the source of help—Thy wisdom, power, 
and mercy. Out of the innermost realms 
of our lives we call for a visitation of Thy 
life-giving spirit, that our otherwise 
sordid natures may know singleness of 
aim, purity of motive, and wisdom of 
mind in every endeavor. 

Lord give blessing to the Members of 
this legislative body. May each one be in 
divine favor this day. Bless all who in 
offices and committees have responsibili- 
ties of trust in these legislative halls. Re- 
member the families of Thy servants 
that they too may be under Thy constant 
care. We pray ardently for Thy servant, 


the President. Grant that he and all his, 


counselors may have divine guidance 
in these trying hours, that this Nation 
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may be an instrument in Thy hand for the 
well-being of all mankind. Correct us, 
we pray, in all points of life and service 
which may be in disagreement with Thy 
purposes and plans. Envelop the lives of 
our sons and brothers who this day are 
engaged in patriotic service on land or 
sea, in sky or ocean, in behalf of our free- 
dom and of the well-being of the world. 
Grant peace through righteousness and 
justice in all lives and among all nations. 
For this immediate day and hour in de- 
liberation and conduct of affairs we 
humbly pray the blessing of Almighty 
God. In the name of Christ. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 
dar day Monday, July 13, 1942, was dis- 
pensed with, and the Journal was ap- 
proved. 


INTERDEPARTMENTAL PROCUREMENT BY 
CONTRACT—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah submitted the 
following report: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2032) 
to amend section 7 (a) of the Act of May 21, 
1920 (41 Stat. 613), as amended by section 
601 of the Act of June 30, 1932 (47 Stat. 417), 
to authorize interdepartmental procurement 
by contract, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the House num- 
bered 1, 2, and 4, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the Senate 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 4, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by 
the House amendment insert the following: 
“Provided, That the War Department, Navy 
Department, Treasury Department, Civil 
Aeronautics Administration, and the Mari- 
time Commission may place orders, as pro- 
vided herein, for materials, supplies, equip- 
ment, work, or services, of any kind that any 
requisitioned Federal agency may be in a posi- 
tion to supply or to render or to obtain by 
contract:”; and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House to the 
title of the bill, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
amended title proposed by the House amend 
the title so as to read: 

“An act to amend section 7 (a) of the Act 
of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), as amended 
by section 601 of the Act of June 30, 1932 
(47 Stat. 417), to authorize interdepartmen- 
tal procurement by contract, upon orders 
placed by the War Department, Navy De- 
partment, Treasury Department, Civil Aero- 
nautics Administration, and the Maritime 
Commission.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

ELBERT D. THOMAS, 
JOSH LEE, 
H. H. SCHWARTZ, 
CHAN GURNEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


‘Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 
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ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS, ETC., BY 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES— 
CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah submitted the 
following report: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2404) ` 
to authorize officers and enlisted men of the 
armed forces of the United States to accept 
decorations, orders, medals, and emblems 
tendered them by governments of cobellig- 
erent nations or other American republics 
and to create the decorations to be known 
as the “Legion of Merit,” and the “Medal for 
Merit,” having met, after full and free con- 
ference, have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its amend- 
ments numbered 1, 2, and 3. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreec- 
ment to the amendment of the House num- 
bered 4, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro- 
posed to be stricken out by the House amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“(2) That there is hereby created a decora- 
tion to be known as the ‘Medal for Merit’, 
which shall have distinctive appurtenances 
and devices and only one degree, and which 
the President, under such rules and regula- 
tions as he shall prescribe, may award to 
such civilians of the nations prosecuting 
the war under the joint declaration of the 
United Nations and of other friendly foreign 
nations as have, since the proclamation of 
an emergency by the President on Septem- 
ber 8, 1939, distinguished themselves by ex- 
ceptionally meritorious conduct in the per- 
formance of outstanding services: Provided, 
That awards to civilians of foreign nations 
shall be only for the performance of en 
exceptionally meritorious or courageous act 
or acts in furtherance of the war efforts of 
the United Nations.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amend- 
ment to the title of the bill. 

ELBERT D. THOMAS, 
JosH LEE, 
H. H. SCHWARTZ, 
CHAN GURNEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
A. J. MAY, 
R. Ewinc THOMASON, . 
Dow W. HARTER, 
W. G. ANDREWS, 
DEWEY SHORT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 

INVESTIGATION BY THE DEPARTMENT OF 

JUSTICE 

A letter from the Attorney General, re- 
porting in connection with investigatiors 
conducted pursuant to Public Law No. 135, 
Seventy-seventh Congress, and also a com- 
prehensive analysis and summary of the proj- 
ect prepared by the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation, and stating that such report 
will be ready presently for submission to the 
Congress; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

SPECIAL ASSISTANTS EMPLOYED UNDER THE ÅP- 
PROPRIATION “COMPENSATION OF SPECIAL 
ATTORNEYS, Etc.” 

A letter from the Attorney General, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report showing 


“the special assistants employed during the 
| period from January 1 to July 1, 1942, under 
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the appropriation “Compensation of Special 
Attorneys, etc., Department of Justice” (with 
an accompanying statement); to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
WAGES OF CERTAIN EMPLOYEES OF THE ALASKA 
RAILROAD 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
to authorize increases in wages for certain 
employees of the Alaska Railroad for serv- 
ices rendered from September 1 to December 
31, 1941, inclusive (with an accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Territories and 
Insular Affairs. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken George Radcliffe 
Andrews Reed 

Balley Gillette Reynolds 

Ball Green Rosier 

Barkley Guffey Russell 

Bilbo Gurney Schwartz 

Bone Hatch Spencer 
Bridges Hayden Thomas, Idah 
Brooks Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Okla 
Burton Lee ‘Thomas, Utah 
Byrd Lodge Tobey 

Caraway Lucas Tunnell ; 
Chandler McKellar Tydings 
Chavez McNary Vandenberg y 
Clark, Idaho Maloney Van Nuys 

Clark, Mo. Maybank Wagner 
Connally Norris White 
Danaher Nye Wiley 

Downey O'Mahoney W: 

Ellender Pepper 


Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES] is 
absent from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
KILGORE], the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. Truman], and the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are mem- 
bers of the Committee to Investigate Na- 
tional Defense,-and are, therefore, neces- 
sarily absent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD and Mr. HILL], the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. Brown], the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Butow], 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. BUNKER], 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Doxey], the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Guass], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Herrinc], the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr, JouNson], the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. McCarran], the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. MCFARLAND], the Senator 
from New York (Mr. Mean], the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Murdock], the Senators 
from Montana [Mr. Murray and Mr. 
WHEELER], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
O'DANIEL], the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Overton], the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. Smatuers], the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. SMITH], the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. STEWART], and the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Wars] are necessarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Brewster] is absent attend- 
ing a session of the Truman committee. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] is absent On public business. 

The following Senators are necessarily 
absent: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Aus- 
TIN], the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Barzsour], the Senator from Nebraska 
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(Mr. BUTLER], the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. CAPPER], the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Davis], the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Lancer], the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIP- 
STEAD], and the Senator from Ohio (Mr, 
Tart. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Spencer in the chair), Fifty-nine Sena- 
tors have answered to their names. A 
quorum is present, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had disagreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to each of the following bills of 
the House; asked conferences with the 
Senate on tue disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and that Mr. Mc- 
GEHEE, Mr. KEOGH, and Mr. WINTER were 
appointed managers on the part of the 
House at the conferences: 

H.R. 4923. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Orion Knox, deceased; and 

H.R. 6410. An act for the relief of Alex 
Gamble. 


The message also announced that the 
House had passed a bill (H. R. 2794) 
authorizing appointments to the United 
States Military Academy and United 
States Naval Academy of sons of soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who were killed in 
action or have died of wounds or in- 
juries received, or disease contracted, in 
active service during the World War, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to a concurrent 
resolution, House Concurrent Resolution 
74, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate coneurring), That there shall be 


printed 9,000 additional copies of the bill en- 


titled “The Revenue Act of 1942,” together 
with the accompanying report thereon, of 
which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House document room, 500 copies for the 
use of the Senate document room, 3,000 
copies for the use of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives, 
and 500 copies for the use of the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
enrolled bill (H. R. 7282) to amend the 
act entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Disabled American Veterans of the World 
War,” approved June 17, 1932, so as to 
change the name to “Disabled American 
Veterans,” and to extend membership 
eligibility therein to American citizens, 
honorably discharged from the active 
military or naval forces of the United 
States, or of some country allied with the 
United States, who have been either 
wounded, injured, or disabled by reason 
of such active service during time of war, 
and it was signed by the Vice President. 


PETITIONS 
Mr. JOHNSON of California presented 
35 petitions bearing the signatures of 


1,588 citizens of Angwin, Coronna, Del 
Rosa, Hemet, Highland, Hughson, Los 
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Angeles, North Hollywood, Oakland, Pa- 
cific Grove, Pasadena, Riverside, St. 
Helena, San Bernardino, San Diego, 
Sanitarium, San Marino, Whittier, and 
Winters, and also petitions from pastors 
and members of the Angwin College 
Church, of Angwin; the Highland Park 
Christian Church, of Los Angeles; the 
First Methodist Church, of Corona; the 
Brooklyn Presbyterian Church, of Oak- 
land; the Seventh Day Baptist Church, 
of Riverside; and the American Tem- 
perance Society of Seventh “Day Adven- 
tists; all in the State of California, pray- 
ing for the enactment of Senate bill 860, 
to prohibit the sale of alcoholic liquor 
and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 
military camps and naval establish- 
ments, which were ordered to lie on the 
table. a 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri from the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals: 

5.2602. A bill to amend the Canal Zone 
Code; with an amendment (Rept. No. 1545). 

By Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs:. 

S. 2498. A bill relating to the payment 
of 6 months’ pay to a dependent relative 
of an officer or enlisted man of the Regular 
Army when the designated beneficiary dies 
prior to the death of such officer or enlisted 
man without another beneficiary having 
been designated; with an amendment (Rept. 
No. 1546). 

By Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

S, 2645. A bill to amend Articles of War 
5014; without amendment (Rept. No. 1547). 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on July 
9, 1942, that committee presented to the 
President of the United States the en- 
rolled bill (S. 2543) to amend subsection 
(3) of section 602 (d) of the National 
Service Life Insurance Act, as amended, 
and for other purposes. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. RADCLIFFE: 

8.2652. A bill to amend Public Law 506, 
Seventy-seventh Congress, so as to extend war 
damage ‘insurance protection to the Philip- 
pine Islands after July 1, 1942, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. PEPPER: 

5.2653. A bill for the relief of Christine 
W. Ransberger; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 2654. A bill to provide for establishing 
a system for recording the dates and places 
of birth of individuals within the United 
States; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. VAN NUYS: 

S. 2655. A bill to amend the Judicial Code 
to authorize the Chief Justice of the United 
States to assign circuit judges to temporary 
duty in circuits other than their own; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEORGE: 

§. 2656. A bill to amend the act of October 
9, 1940, entitled “An act to restrict or regulate 
the delivery of checks drawn again_t funds of 
the United States, or any agency or instru- 
mentality thereof, to addresses outside the 
United States, its Territories, and possessions, 
and for other purposes”; to. the Committee on 
Finance, 
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INDEPENDENCE DAY ADDRESSS BY SENA- 
TOR WILEY, AT APPLETON, WIS. 

[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address en- 
titled “Declaration of Independence of 1942,” 
delivered by him at Appleton, Wis., on July 
4, 1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 


INDEPENDENCE DAY ADDRESS BY SENA- 
TOR WILEY, AT LUXEMBURG, WIS. 
[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Record an address de- 
livered by him at Luxemburg, Wis., on July 
4, 1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 


THE DANGERS OF INFLATION—ADDRESS 
BY HON. JESSE H. JONES 

[Mr. RUSSELL asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a radio address 
entitled “The Dangers of Inflation,” deliv- 
ered by Hon. Jesse H. Jones, Secretary of 
Commerce, on July 8, 1942, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 


“WE WILL REMEMBER THEM”—ADDRESS 
BY J. RION McKISSICK 

[Mr. MAYBANK asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered at the memorial service of the Forty 
and Eight of South Carolina for our World 
War dead, by J. Rion McKissick, president of 
the University of South Carolina, at the 
Arsenal Hill Presbyterian Church, Columbia, 
S. C., July 5, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
ACT 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill 2642, 
Calendar No. 1590. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2642) to 
amend subsection (b) of section 417 of 
the Interstate Commerce Act by chang- 
ing a reference therein from “carrier” to 
“freight forwarder.” 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I think a 
brief explanation will be all that will be 
necessary. 

When we passed the so-called freight 
forwarders’ legislation there was some 
question as to whether or not a freight 
forwarder was a common carrier. The 


Senate bill offered no difficulty with that’ 


subject. We did not treat a freight for- 
warder as a common carrier. We passed 
Senate bill 210, which went to the House 
and was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. In 
the House there were a number of bills 
dealing with the subject. The House 
struck out everything after the enacting 
sae and substituted one of its own 
ills. 

When the conference committee fin- 
ished its work we thought we had a per- 
fect bill. Later it was found that the 
drafting service had made a mistake as 
to one word, so Senate bill 2642 was in- 
troduced for the purpose of correcting 
that error. At one place in the bill 
which was passed reference was made to 
a freight forwarder as a carrier. We de- 
sire to correct that reference. 

When Senate bill 2642 was introduced 
it went to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, The Commission called our at- 
tention to another error which had ex- 
isted in the Interstate Commerce Act for 
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several years and suggested that the bill 
be amended so as to correct both errors. 

There is no question involved except 
correcting the language of the Interstate 
Commerce Act in two places. In one 
place we propose to change the word 
“carrier” to “freight forwarder.” ‘In 
another place we propose to change the 
words “this part” to “this act.” The 
only reason I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill is 
that the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, in a letter dated July 10, addressed 
to the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER], chairman of the committee, 
makes the following statement: 

Since a supplement to our printed com- 
pilation of the Interstate Commerce Act is in 
page proof, ready for early publication, and 
is much needed, it is hoped that the bill may 
be acted on as soon as possible, so that these 
corrections may be incorporated in the print. 


I shall be happy to answer any ques- 
tions. I have tried to state the matter 
clearly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kansas? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2642) to 
amend subsection (b) of section 417 of 
the Interstate Commerce Act, by chang- 
ing a reference therein from “carrier” 
to “freight forwarder,” which had been 
reported from the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That section 219 of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, as amended, is further amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 219. The provisions of section 20 (11) 
and (12) of this act, together with such other 
provisions of this act (including penalties) 
as may be necessary for the enforcement of 
such provisions, shall apply with respect to 
common carriers by motor vehicle with like 
force and effect as in the case of those per- 
sons to which such provisions are specifically 
applicable.” 

Sec, 2. Subsection (b) of section 417 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, is 
amended by striking out the word “carrier” 
where it appears therein and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words “freight forwarder.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“A bill to amend section 219 of the In- 
terstate Commerce Act, as amended, by 
changing a reference to ‘such part’ to 
‘this act’, and to amend subsection (b) of 
section 417 of the Interstate Commerce 
Act by changing a reference therein from 
‘carrier’ to ‘freight forwarder.’” 


AMENDMENT OF ORGANIC ACT OF 
ALASKA - 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Harcs in the chair) laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives announcing its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 5458) to amend the Organic 
Act of Alaska, and requesting a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I move that the Sen- 
ate insist upon its amendment, agree to 
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the request of the House for a conference, 
and that the Chair appoint conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. TypbIncs, 
Mr. Haypen, Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Mr. 
Nye, and Mr. VANDENBERG conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL 
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7319) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, I de- 
sire to make a brief statement concern- 
ing the bill, but before doing so I ask 
unanimous consent that the formal read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with, and that 
the bill be read for amendment, the com- 
mittee amendments to be first considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, the 
bill provides appropriations for many 
activities, and in very large sums. A 
total of $1,856,801,710.90 is proposed to 
be appropriated. With respect to the 
greater number of items there is no con- 
troversy, so far as the committee knows. 
For instance, the House appropriated 
$3,114,000 for the War Manpower Com- 
mission, and that amount was agreed to 
by the Senate committee. The House 
appropriated $68,546,300 for the War 
Production Board, and that was agreed 
to by the Senate committee. 

The House appropriated $70,000,000 for 
the War Relocation Authority. That is 
the Authority which relocates enemy 
aliens and certain citizens of alien 
descent. Such persons have been 
brought from the coastal regions and 
relocated in interior regions. The Sen- 
ate committee agreed to that amount. 

In the Office for Emergency Manage- 
ment the largest item is that relating to 
the War Shipping Administration. We 
are still working to capacity on ships, 
and we agreed to the amount of $1,100,- 
000,000 provided by the House for the 
War Shipping Administration. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR,. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. I was called from the 
Chamber for a moment. What amend- 
ment is the Senator discussing? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am not talking 
about amendments at this time. I am 
simply giving a résumé of what the bill 
contains, and particularly what items it 
contains concerning which there is no 
controversy. For instance, the Senator 
will find, on page 19, the provision relat- 
ing to the War Shipping Administration. 

Mr, McNARY. Will the Senator be 
kind enough to refer to page 11—to the 
paragraph dealing with the Office of the 
Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs? 
An increase has been made by the com- 
mittee in that item. What does the 
Coordinator of this activity do? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I shall be glad to 
refer to that item. That Administration 
is conducted by Mr. Nelson Rockefeller, 
one of the sons of Mr. John D. Rocke- 
feller, and incidentally, I may say, one 
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of the brightest and most attractive 
young men who has come before the 
committee. 

Mr. McNARY. I understand his quali- 
fications. I am not asking for a eulogy 
of the man. I want to know what his 
organization does. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I hope the Senator 
from Oregon will permit me to make such 
statement as I think I should in answer 
to his question. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator can make 
the statement, but it would not be an 
answer. Í 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well; I shall 
attempt to make it, notwithstanding 
what the Senator says about it. Mr. 
Rockefeller has been engaged for about 
a year in coordinating American affairs 
with those of the South American nations 
and the Central American nations. He 
appeared before our committee and was 
examined at length by the committee. 
There is much of his testimony which 
will not be found in the record because 
there is much of it which had to be kept 
off the record. 

Mr. McNARY. What was the reason 
for that? We are not at war with South 
America. Is it a war secret? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not know that 
it is a war secret, but it was kept off the 
record because it was thought it would 
not be beneficial to the United Sttes to 
make public much of the information 
which Mr. Rockefeller gave as to what 
was proposed in the way of our coopera- 
tion with South and Central American 
republics. It was thought it would be 
better for much of it not to be made 
public, and the committee directed that 
it not be made public, and it was not 
made public. There is much of his tes- 
timony. however, which can be found 
in the hearings, and which is very in- 
formative. 

Mr. McNARY. I do not understand the 
Senator when he says it was thought the 
testimony would not be beneficial to 
America. The coordinator dealing: with 
South American countries has charge of 
matters which doubtless have a very im- 
portant bearing upon the welfare of 
America. Why does the committee ex- 
clude from the record testimony which 
the Senator says will not be beneficial to 
our country? That is a new idea of ex- 
clusion of testimony given before com- 
mittees which has not heretofore been 
expressed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is not new with 
our committee, because every week—in 
fact, almost every day—some official rep- 
resenting the Army, the Navy, the State 
Department, or some other department, 
comes before the committee and asks 
that his testimony not be taken down and 
made a matter of record, inasmuch as it 
would be of value to our enemies, and it 
would be to our interest that it not be re- 
corded. Whenever such a request is 
made the testimony is left out of the 
public hearings in our committee. 

Mr. McNARY. That is what I stated to 
begin with. Matter which involves the 
country in its conflict with its enemies, 
and which may give aid or comfort to the 
enemy, is naturally excluded. But the 
yery wise Senator from Tennessee says 
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that in this case, dealing with South 
America, it is not to the interest of 
America to know what is going on in our 
relations with nations with whom we are 
at peace. I do not understand that. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will 
be a little patient, I shall try to make my- 
self clear. I may not be able to make 
myself clear enough for the Senator to 
understand, but I shall try to do so, and 
hope I will be understood. There are 
several South American countries, some 
of them most important, which are not 
at war with Japan or Germany. There 
are many Japanese and many Germans 
in those countries. One such country is 
Chile; another is Argentina. There are 
a number of other countries in which 
there are many Japanese and Germans, 
but those two are the most important. 
They have not declared war on Germany 
oron Japan. There is an enormous num- 
ber of Japanese in those countries and in 
other South American eountries. There 
is a great number of Germans in those 
countries. They have vast interests in 
those countries and have had a vast 
trade with them. In some of the coun- 
tries their trade has been quite equal to 
that of the United States. Their inter- 
relationships with those countries are of 
the closest kind. It seems manifest to 
me that an agent of this Government 
should not undertake to make public 
many of the things he is doing to 
straighten out and adjust our affairs 
with these peaceful neighbors of ours 
who are not at war with Germany or 
Japan, Those things have not been made 
public. I wish to be perfectly frank and 
say that I am not going to make them 
public on the floor of the Senate. The 
committee voted that they should not be 
put into the record, and it would be very 
improper for me, as chairman of the sub- 
committee, to make public what was not 
disclosed for publication. If the Senator 
has any specific question to ask, and it is 
possible to answer it, I shall be very 
happy to do so. 

Mr. McNARY. After a long detour the 
Senator has finally arrived at the activi- 
ties which are associated with our war 
effort. They put the situation in a differ- 
ent class. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Iam glad the Sena- 
tor has at last reached the conclusion 
that we should keep something out of 
the record which ought to be kept out 
of the record, and which the committee 
agreed should be kept out of the record. 
If the Senator from Oregon had per- 
mitted me to make my statement in the 
ordinary way, he would have had that 
information a long while ago. 

Mr. President, as I was saying, with 
respect to the greater number of the 
items contained in the bill there is no 
disagreement. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the 
Senator has not yet, in my opinion, justi- 
fied the expenditure and increase with 
respect to this item, I wish to know the 
nature of the activities and the work car- 
ried on by the Coordinator with the na- 
tions to the south. I do not want to 
know war secrets; I do not want to know 
about matters involving our activities in 
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connection with the war, but I do want 
to know what this organization is doing, 
and why this proposed increase in the 
appropriation is necessary. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let me tell the Sen- 
ator some of the things which are being 
done. They are in the record, and there 
is no reason why they cannot be stated. 
Reading from page 556 of the House hear- 
ings, some of the special projects are as 
follows: 


SPECIAL PROJECTS 


Directive Council: 
United States centers in 
_ American repub- 


council 
Information Department: 
Cooperation with special 


Radio Division: 
Local broadcasts _in 
other American Re- 


publies. 
Develo ment of local 
broadcasts.._.--...... 
Point-to-pointand 
eon -wave broad- 


Radio: nA scripts.. 
ip ae radio pro- 


Printed schedules of 
United States short- 
wave broadeasts. _.._- Rr 

Advertising of United 
Sentosa short-wave 

Radio S =. 

Móbile mnits...e<------ 

Other projects... 


Subtotal._....-......- 4 


Motion Picture Division: 
Cooperation with mo- 
tion-picture industry. 
Special feature pictures 
for hemisphere-wide 
distribution .....-.... 17 
Coproduction with 
other American re- 
publics, governments. 
Production of nontheat- 
rical motion Leong 
Distribution non- 
theatrical mation pic 


Editing, processing, 
and distribution 
management. 

Motion Picture Society 
for the Americas... ... 20 

Newsreel coverage of 
Inter-American news. 


Subtotal.........-...-]2, 704, 000 |2, 288, 274 |... 


We have a large motion-picture pro- 
gram. We are doing everything we can 
to cooperate with and make friends of 
the South and Central American coun- 
tries, where there are large numbers of 
our enemies, both Japanese and Ger- 
mans. They are powerful and infiuen- 
tial. For many years they have been in 
active competition in a commercial way 
with the interests of the United States. 
So it is necessary for us to have an or- 
ganization down there for the purpose 
of cooperating with those countries. 
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Of course, I may be blamed by the 
Senator from Oregon for saying such a 
thing about the motion-picture industry, 
but America has the greatest motion- 
picture industry in all the world. We are 
very influential with our neighbors be- 
cause of the use of motion pictures. The 
use of motion pictures in foreign coun- 
tries is greatly to our advantage. The 
motion-picture industry is a wonderful 
institution. I make that statement as a 
statement of fact. I know it to be true, 
because I have been to South America 
and have seen it operating. I believe it 
is a great thing for America, and I be- 
lieve that the work which is being done 
by this Division in the South and Central 
American republics is most excellent and 
ought to be upheld by the Government 
at this time, when we are in a total war 
against Germany and Japan. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. I am not here to in- 
dulge in eulogies of the motion-picture 
industry. It looks after itself pretty well 
in Hollywood and other places. But why 
do we have such a great program? Why 
are such great sums of money, running 
into hundreds of millions of dollars, 
spent for motion pictures? What is the 
purpose? 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will 
read the figures, he will see that they do 
not run into the hundreds of millions. 

Mr. McNARY. Ihave not had the ad- 
vantage of reading the record. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The hearings have 
been printed since June. The items to 
which I refer appear on page 556 of the 
House hearings. The Senate hearings 
are also printed. 

Mr. McNARY. Copies of the Senate 
hearings were placed on the desks of 
Senators only today. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I saw them here 
yesterday. Let me say to the Senator 
that because he objected the other day 
to taking up the bill in the customary way 
when I asked unanimous consent that we 
might make the report while the Senate 
was not in session on Saturday I asked 
the clerk of the committee to lay before 
the Senator the report and copies of the 
hearings. Did the Senator receive them? 
I hope he did, because I wanted to meet 
every objection which the Senator raised. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, that is 
quite off the main route we are trying to 
pursue. I did receive advance copies 
of the bill and of the hearings at my of- 
fice on Sunday. I appreciate the very 
fine courtesy of the Senator. This is now 
Tuesday. 

Let me go back. The Senator read a 

_long list of sums of money which we are 
appropriating to carry on motion-pic- 
ture activities in South America. He 
then launched into a eulogy of those who 
are conducting this great industry in 
Hollywood. I think that those who are 
handling the motion-picture industry are 
able to take care of themselves, Is this 
a subsidy? 

Mr. McKELLAR. No. 

Mr. McNARY. For what reason are 
we using this money? How is it em- 
ployed, and what is the purpose of the 
expenditure? 
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Mr. McKELLAR. The purpose of it 
is to help America in this war. I some- 
times wonder whether any of us realize 
the kind of war in which we are engaged. 
When I find representatives from some of 
the departments coming before the Con- 
gress seeking greater appropriations for 
departments which are not in the war 
effort, I sometimes wonder if they will 
ever reach the conclusion that we are at 
war. 

The purpose of the appropriations for 
motion pictures, for the information de- 
partment, the directive council, the sci- 
ence and education division, the basic 
economy department, and the commer- 
cial and financial department, is to aid 
the United States in winning the war. It 
is believed by the administration, and it 
was believed by the Congress, because we 
have authorized it, that this was the way 
to go about it. We are spending these 
sums in South and Central America for 
the purpose of aiding the war effort in 
this hemisphere in every possible way. 

Mr. McNARY. I asked the Senator 
a simple question. What are we doing, 
and what is the reason for the expendi- 
tures for motion pictures in South Amer- 
ica? Is that winning the war? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is one of the best 
methods of propaganda known to man, 

Mr. McNARY. Propaganda? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is one of the best 
methods of propaganda known to man, 
and we are availing ourselves of it. 

At this point I desire to offer for the 
Record a justification for the proposed 
appropriation for the Office of Coordina- 
tor of Inter-American Affairs for work 
among the South American and Central 
American republics. The justification 
appears on pages 554 to 558, inclusive, of 
the House hearings. In that way the 
matter will be explained. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the justification be 
printed in the Recorp at this point. 

There being no objection, the justifi- 
cation was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

JUSTIFICATION FOR THE PROPOSED APPROPRIATION 
LANGUAGE 

Lines 1-7: “Office of the Coordinator of 
Inter-American Affairs: For the Office of the 
Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs, $28,- 
638,000, including $3,000,000 for payment of 
obligations incurred under the contract au- 
thorization of $3000,000 under the head, 
Office for Emergency Management in the Sec- 
ond Deficiency Appropriation Act, 1941, and 
the unobligated portion of said contract au- 
thorization is hereby continued in effect until 
June 30, 1943.” 

The inclusion of the $3,000,000 for payment 
of obligations incurred under the contract 
authorization in the Second Deficiency Ap- 
propriation Act, 1941, is requested, due to the 
fact that there are many outstanding com- 
mitments which have been made which do 
not constitute legally enforceable obligations 
so that funds may be obligated out of exist- 
ing appropriations. However, these commit- 
ments must be maintained and adhered to if 
the policies and programs of the office are to 
be continued without interruption. 

Line 7: “Employment of aliens.” 

The Office, at the present time, has the 
right to employ aliens under the act of 
December 17, 1941, Public Law 353, Seventy- 
seventh Congress, 

Lines 7-8: “Entertainment of officials and 
others of the other American republics.” 

This phraseology was incorporated in the 
act of July 3, 1941, Public Law 150, Seventy- 
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seventh Congress, and was continued by ref- 
erence in the act of December 17, 1941, Public 
Law 353, Seventy-seventh Congress. 

Lines 8-10: “Payment of living allowances 
to employees with official headquarters lo- 
cated abroad in accordance with the act of 
June 26, 1930 (5 U. S. C. 118a), and regula- 
tions promulgated thereunder.” 

Under the act of June 26, 1930 (5 U. S. C. 
118a), civilian officers and employees of the 
Government having a permanent station in 
a foreign country may be furnished, without 
cost to them, living quarters including heat, 
fuel, and light in Government-owned or 
rented buildings and where such quarters 
are not available may be granted an allow- 
ance for living quarters, including heat, fuel, 
and Hght. However, this allowance may be 
furnished only when appropriations are spe- 
cifically authorized therefor and this au- 
thority is requested in view of the fact that 
there are many employees in foreign coun- 
tries who are put to additional living ex- 
pense because of their being stationed in 
foreign countries. 

Lines 10-12: “Grants of money or property 
to governmental and public or private non- 
profit institutions and facilities in the 
bdr States and the other American repub- 
lies.” 

The words “of money or property” and 
“public or” have been added to the language 
which existed in the act of July 3, 1941, Pub- 
lic Law 150, Seventy-seventh Congress, and 
the act of December 17, 1941, Public Law 353, 
Seventy-seventh Congress. The word 
“grants” in itself is ambiguous and there 
would be great difficulty if the granting 
power were limited to money since in some 
cases the use of office facilities and office 
space, for instance, is necessary while in 
other cases personal property rather than ac- 
tual cash is the subject of the grant. 

Insertion of the words “public or” does not 
increase the extent of the grants but only 
makes the former language more specific so 
that there is no chance of ambiguity. Many 
hospitals, libraries, etc., are essentially public 
rather than private nonprofit institutions. 
Also, unless the words “public or” are in- 
serted, there might be some objection to 
grants to governmental institutions where 
they are serving a proprietary function. 

Lines 12-16: “The free distribution, dona- 
tion, or loan of publications, phonograph 
records, radio transcriptions, art works, mo- 
tion-picture films, educational material, and 
such material and equipment as the Coordi- 
nator may deem necessary and appropriate 
to carry out his program.” 

The words “donation or loan” have been 
added to the act of December 17, 1941, Pub- 
lic Law 353, Seventy-seventh Congress, in 
order to clarify the meaning, since “distri- 
bution” may have a technical meaning which 
does not include “donation.” The words “or 
loan” are requested, since the greater right 
of donation should include the lesser right 
of loan, yet it is not clear under the existing 
phraseology whether free distribution is an 
exclusive term which might preclude the 
right to loan Government property. 

Lines 16-18, “such other gratuitous assist- 
ance as the Coordinator deems advisable in 
the fields of the arts and sciences, education 
and travel, publications, the radio, the press, 
and the cinema.” 

This language is the same as that in the 
act of December 17, 1941, Public Law 353, 
Seventy-seventh Congress, except for the ad- 
dition of the word “publications,” which 
was inadvertently omitted from the prior 
act and is necessary to round out the sub- 
jects of gratuitous assistance. 

Lines 19-25: “Paying the expenses of trans- 
porting employees of the Office of the Co- 
ordinator and their dependents and their 
effects from their homes to their places of em- 
ployment in the other American republics, 
or from their homes in the other American 
republics to their places of employment, and 
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return or from one official station in the other 
American republics to another for permanent 
duty when specifically authorized or approved 
by the Coordinator under regulations ap- 
proved by the President.” 

Under the act of December 17, 1941, Public 
Law 353, Seventy-seventh Congress, the Co- 
erdinator had the power to non- 
citizens and their dependents and their ef- 
fects from their homes to their place of em- 
ployment. It is also necessary in many in- 
stances to pay for the expenses of transport- 
ing employees and dependents and their ef- 
fects to their official stations in the other 
American republics when they are first em- 
ployed by this Office. Under existing law their 
expenses cannot be paid unless they first have 
an official station in this country. Since their 
first assignments may be in the other Ameri- 
can republics and the expenses of transpor- 
tation may be substantial, it is only fair that 
those expenses be paid by the Government. 

The return trip is also provided for in the 
requested language as it was evidently inad- 
vertently omitted from the prior act. The 
right to transport the employees of this Office 
and thelr dependents and their effects from 
one official station in the other American 
Yepublics to ancther for permanent station 
is requested in order to make effective the 
act of October 10, 1940 (5 U. S. C. 78c-1). 

Lines 25-28: “Causing corporations to be 
created under the laws of the District of 
Columbia, any State of the United States, 
cr any of the other American republics, to 
assist in carrying out the Coordinator's pro- 
gram and capitalizing such corporations.” 

This language is the same as that in the 
act of December, 17, 1941, Public Law 353, 
Seventy-seventh Congress. 

Lines 28-39: “Provided, That corporations 
heretofore or hereafter created or caused to 
be created by the Coordinator shall deter- 
mine and prescribe the manner in which their 
cbligations shall be incurred and their ex- 
penses allowed and paid without regard to 
the provisions of law regulating the expendi- 
ture, accounting for and audit of Government 
funds, and may, in their discretion, employ 
and fix the compensation of officers and em- 
ployees outside the continental limits of the 
United States without regard to the provi- 
sions of law applicable to the employment 
and compensation of officers and employees 
of the United States: Provided further, That 
the Coordinator shall transmit to the Presi- 
dent immediately upon the close of the fiscal 
year a complete financial report of the opera- 
tions of such corporations.” 

The necessity for this additional power 
arises from the nature of the operations of 
the corporations which are operated almost 
entirely outside of the United States in the 
other American republics. The field of oper- 
ations is thousands of miles distant and a 
great deal of work is done for and in cooper- 
ation with those countries and with their 
citizens. The business practices and laws of 
the various foreign countries differ in many 

ts from those of the United States and 
it has been found difficult to comply with 
United States governmental practices, laws, 
and regulations and yet carry out the pur- 
poses for which the corporations were formed. 

The employment of outside the 


-~ continental limits of the United States would 


be practically impossible if it were necessary 
to follow the laws and regulations regarding 
civil service. Clerical employees and laborers 
have to be employed in the field on short 
notice and personal appearances before civil 
service officers are, of course, out of the ques- 
tion since the Commission maintains no 
Offices outside of the United States. In their 
operations, the corporations will follow, as 
closely as possible, the rates of compensa- 
tion and standards of employment which 
have been adopted for civil service and will 
adhere to the spirit of the laws although they 
cannot comply with the letter of the laws. 
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Lines 39-44: “Provided further, That not 
to exceed $500,000 of this appropriation shall 
be available to meet emergencies of a con- 
fidential character to be expended under the 
direction of the Coordinator, who shall make 
a certificate of the amount of such expendi- 
ture which he may think it advisable not 
to specify that every such certificate shall be 
deemed a sufficient voucher for the amount 
therein certified.” 

This language is the same as that in the 
act of December 17, 1941, Public Law 353, 
Seventy-seventh Congress, except that the 
words “the moneys made available to the 
Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs from” 
which were in the previous act have been 
omitted. 


Summary of special projects 


Fiscal 


SPECIAL PROJECTS 


Directive Council: 
United States centers 
in other American 
republics 


Strategic index of the 
ricas. 


gn films =| 10,00 
Information analysis.. 75, 000 
Total for Directive 
Council. __.._---- 285,000 | 302, 500 }_..... 


Information Department: 
Cooperation with spec- 
WE) QPOODE 5 nee 


Radio Division: 
Local broadcasts in 
other American re- 


publics... aceon 1, £00, 000 
Development of local 
ee 50,000 | _.....-...- 
Point-to-point and 
short-wave broad- 
Haste cascade eee 
100, 000 }........... 
programe 500, 000 
Printed schedules of 
United States 
pone ye broad- 
(earn ae eae 60, 000 
Advertising of United 
States aware 
adcasts. 
Radio equipme: 
Mobile units... 


Subtotal... 


Motion Picture Divi- 
sion: 
Cooperation with mo 
jaf a0 i indus- 
Special festure pic- 
tures for bemi- 
sphere wide distri- 
bution 55. 
Coproduction with 
other American re- 
publics govern- 


pietribution of non 
theatrical motion 


Editing _ processing, 
and f aistribution 
management ___.--- 
Motion Picture Seci- 
ety for the Americas_ 
Newsreel coy of 
Inter American 


Subtotal___.......- 


Press Division: 
Magazine En Guardia 
a American news 


Li DEPENEN 


JULY 14 


Summary of special projects—Continued 


SPECIAL PROJECTS—Con. 


Information Depart- 
ment—Continued, 
Press Division—Con. 

Wire services for re- 
ceiving and distrib- 
uting news.. ...---- 

2 eae n 


Field activities. ._._.. 
Interchange of book 
publications__....-- 
Inter-American ma- 
terial for United 
States distribution.. 
Eervice projects... 
Other projects... 


Subtotal_...-...... 1 


£clence and Education 
Division: 

Vocational training in 

other American re- 


publics_---.-------- 110, 000 
Teachers of English 

for other American 

republics. _-.......- 37, 900 
Assistance to schools 


103, 900 


tural Institutes in 
other American re- 
publics. _-_.__---_.. 249, 150 
198, 300 


ers and creative 
workers... ....----- 
Assistance funds for 
students of other re- 
pablies-——- a. 
Books for institutions 
in other American 


153, 000 


11, 500 


republics. .........- 40, 000 
Interchanges in flelds 
ofartand music... 145, 982 


Inter-American insti- 
oes in the United 


Teaching aids on 
PrE oan si 


Other projects. 
Subtotal__....--.-- 


Division of Inter-Ameri- 
can Activities in the 
United States: 


Reception and_care of 
officials and emi- 
nent visitors.......... 


Total for Informa- 
tion Department... 


Tin gee! Depart- 
Basie "Economy Divi- 


Health and sanita- 
tion, nutrition 
poa food supply, 

emergency 
ait bilitation ee 

Scientifichospitaland 
other ical 


Subtotal.___......... 

Regiona! Division: Co- 

Fela er Ra hay 
expenses an 

small projects__......- 

Total for Basic Econ- 

omy Department... 


1942 


Summary of special projects—Continued 


SPECIAL PROJECTS—Con. 


Commercial and Finan- 
cial Department: 
Inter-American Devel- 
opment Commission.. 
Inter-American Trade 
Scholarships__-..-.--- 
Civil aviation training 
program in other re- 
pupiles ae aA 
Cooperation in Army 
Fa Corps training 


rogram, 
Cooperation in Navy 

Ar AR training 
50, 000 


11, 000 
6, 363 

574, 534 
Total for Commercial 
and Financial De- 
partment........... 


OTHER PROJECTS 


Confidential projects... 148, 000 
General projects_.....---- 186, 
Legal projects... ......-... 52, 100 
Total other projects. 386, 988 
Grand total for spe- 
cial projects. ..... 36, 838, 624 


PERSONAL SERVICES 


Per annum workers: 
Number 


Dials Bee STB ARTS (615) 
Amount is cescuesencess $1, 738, 750 
Temporary personnel..... 15, 000 


1, 753, 750 
Less delays in filling posi- 


tions, lapses, furloughs... 429, 519 
Net personal serv- 
TORR cece TEA 1, 324, 231 
OTHER EXPENSES 
Travel oes 95,000 
Transportation of things.. 5, 654 
Communceations services. 77, 228 


ia and utility serv- 
erinting kad binding 
Ni noe contractual serv- 


MR ee te 3, 340 
Supplies and materials.. 35, 460 
Equipment.........--.... 61, 910 


Total other ex- 
penses. 


371, 993 


Total projects, per- 
sonal services, 
and other ex- 


1 The special projects — colts for AE A pO proj- 
ects in the fiscal year 1 

authorization under the Rey Dencieney yor 
tion Act of 1941 and $20,000,000 contract authorization for 
the fiscal won os 1943 under the Independent Offices Appro- 
priation Act of 1942, 


Mr. McKELLAR. I desire to call 
especial attention to the items under 
the commercial and financial depart- 
ment of this activity: 

Inter-American Development Commission, 
$250,000. 

Inter-American trade scholarships, $200,- 
000. 

Civil aviation training program in other 
Republics, $100,000. 

Cooperation in Army Air Corps training 
program, $100,000. 

Cooperation in Navy Air Corps training 
program, $50,000. 

Merchant marine training program, $50,- 
000. 
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Highway surveys, $20,000. 
Railway surveys, $20,000, 
Other projects, $574,534, 


There are also items of “Confidential 
projects, $500,000”; “General projects, 
$100,000”; and “Legal projects, $10,000.” 

Mr. McNARY and Mr. BYRD ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 


“the Senator from Tennessee yield, and 


if so, to whom? 

- Mr. McKELLAR. I yield first to the 
Senator from Oregon, and then I shall 
yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I ob- 
serve that the item about which I have 
propounded a few questions amounts to 
$28,660,500. It is a large item, and 
might be considered such in normal 
times and to have its place in the na- 
tional economy. I am not criticizing 
anything that is being done. I am sim- 
ply in an inquiring mood. I should like 
to be advised why I should vote for this 
large item of $28,000,000. I have read 
in the record of the hearings, which has 
been called to my attention by the very 
able Senator from Connecticut, the 
statement of Mr. Nelson A. Rockefeller, 
Director, appearing at page 131 of the 
Senate hearings, which were placed on 
the desks this noon, I read his state- 
ment appearing at that point: 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. With your permission, 
Mr. Chairman, I should like to talk off the 
record and give you a brief picture of what 
the problem we are up against is and how 
we are trying to meet it, if you gentlemen 
can allow me the time. 

(A discussion followed off the record.) 


That is all the enlightenment I have 
been able to obtain from referring to the 
hearings which were placed on my desk 
and on the desks of other Senators at 
12 o’clock today. I wonder about the 
explanation. Awhile ago the Senator 
stated that some of the answers of Mr. 
Rockefeller were off the record, as welk 
as some of the explanation given rela- 
tive to the proposed appropriation of 
$28,000,000. 

Mr. McKELLAR, Yes. 

Mr. McNARY. That is the record 
made before the committee. 

Let us look at the provisions of the 
bill. On page 11 of the bill, in lines 15 
and 16, following the appropriation of 
$28,660,500, I find the following item: 

Entertainment of officials and others of 
the other American republics. 


How much money is provided for en- 
tertainment of officials and representa- 
tives of other American republics? 

Mr. McKELLAR, We have no record 
as to that. Necessarily there must be 
a wide amount of discretion. 

Mr. McNARY. Did Mr. Rockefeller 
tell the committee privately how much 
of this item of $28,000,000 plus he was 
expending for entertainment of his 
friends, the good people of South Amer- 
ica, or visitors from South America who 
come to the United States? 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; he didnot. He 
did not tell us the amount. Let me read 
the appropriate paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. McNARY. I shall be glad to have 
the Senator do so, 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Iam sure the Sen- 
ator knows in a general way the condi- 
tions in South America. 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. We have very active 
opposition there on the part of our 
enemies, both the Japanese and the Ger- 
mans. I remember that several years 
ago when I was in Lima, Peru, great 
numbers of Japanese were holding meet- 
ings almost every hour or two in the 
same hotel at which I was staying. That 
was in 1937. The Germans likewise were 
extremely active. Iam sure that at that 
time they were entertaining South 
Americans, and South Americans were 
entertaining them. In other words, we 
had the liveliest opposition for trade 
even at that time in those South Ameri- 
can countries. Both the Germans and 
the Japanese have a very firm hold there; 
and it is the desire of the United States 
to encourage the best possible relation- 
ships with the people of those countries. 

I shall read the entire paragraph as 
it appears in the bill. By the way, the 
Senate committee changed the para- 
graph only in a very small item—the 
difference between $28,638,000 and $28,- 
660,500; originally the appropriation was 
$28,638,000, and the committee changed 
it to $28,660,500—a difference of $22,500. 

I read paragraph 5: 

Par. 5. Office of the Coordinator of Inter- 
American Affairs: For the Office of the Co- 


` ordinator of Inter-American Affairs, $28,660,- 


500, including $3,000,000 for payment of obli- 
gations incurred under the contract authori- 
zation of $3,000,000 under the head, Office for 
Emergency Management, in the Second De- 
ficiency Appropriation Act, 1941, and the un- 
obligated portion of said contract authoriza- 
tion is hereby continued in effect until June 
30, 1943, 


Listen to the various items: 


Employment of aliens; entertainment of 
officials and others of the other American re- 
publics; payment of living allowances to em- 
ployees with official headquarters located 
abroad in accordance with the act of June 26, 
1930 (5 U. S. C. 118a), and regulations pro- 
mulgated thereunder; grants of money or 
property to governmental and public or pri- 
vate nonprofit institutions and facilities in 
the United States and the other American 
republics; the free distribution, donation, or 
loan of publications, phonograph records, 
radio transcriptions, art works, motion-pic- 
ture films, educational material, and such 
material and equipment as the Coordinator 
may deem necessary and appropriate to carry 
out his program; such other gratuitous as- 
sistance as the Coordinator deems advisable 
in the fields of the arts and sciences, educa- 
tion and travel, publications, the radio, the 
press, and the cinema; paying the expenses 
of transporting employees of the Office of the 
Coordinator and their dependents and their 
effects from their homes to their places of 
employment in the other American republics, 
or from their homes in the other American 
republics to their places of employment, and 
return or from one official station in the 
other American republics to another for per- 
manent duty when specifically authorized or 
approved by the Coordinator under regula- 
tions approved by the President; causing cor- 
porations to be created under the laws of 
the District of Columbia, any State of the 
United States, or any of the other American 
republics, to assist in carrying out the Co- 
ordinator’s program and capitalizing such 
corporations; Provided, That corporations 
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heretofore or hereafter created or caused to 
be created by the Coordinator primarily for 
operation outside the continental United 
States shall determine and prescribe the 
manner in which their obligations shall 
be incurred and their expenses allowed and 
paid without regard to the provisions of law 
regulating the expenditure, accounting for 
and audit of Government funds, and may, 
in their discretion, employ and fix the com- 
pensation of officers and employees outside 
the continental limits of the United States 
without regard to the provisions of law ap- 
plicable to the employment and compensa- 
tion of officers and employees of the United 
States: Provided further, That the Coordi- 
nator shall transmit to the President imme- 
diately upon the close of the fiscal year a 
complete financial report of the operations 
of such corporations: Provided further, That 
not to exceed $500,000 of this appropriation 
shall be available to meet emergencies of & 
confidential character to be expended under 
the direction of the Coordinator, who shall 
make a certificate of the amount of such ex- 
penditure which he may think it advisable 
not to specify and every such certificate shall 
be deemed a sufficient voucher for the 
amount therein certified. 


It will be seen from a simple reading 
of this provision that the duties of the 
Coordinator are of a very highly con- 
fidential nature. The situation cannot 
be otherwise. Twenty-eight million dol- 
lars could not be used openly, probably, 
and still have as good an effect in the 
national interests at this time of our 
country’s peril. 

When I was interrupted, I was about 
to say something about the Coordinator, 
and it is necessary that I say something 
about him. He testified, as I recall— 
and I shall ask other Senators who were 
present to corroborate my statement— 
for approximately 3 hours or more before 
the committee. No one ever made a bet- 
ter impression upon me than did Mr. 
Rockefeller in his testimony. He showed 
that he was exceedingly familiar with 
every one of the Central and South 
American States, their governments, 
their peoples, their institutions, their 
tendencies, their likes and dislikes, their 
business associations with foreign coun- 
tries, as well as with our own country. 
I believe no one else could have so fully 
demonstrated, as he did demonstrate, 
what the United States was undertaking 
to do in bringing about a better feeling, 
a better and more profitable association 
between the people of Central and South 
America and our own people. 

I felt very much as the Senator from 
Oregon seems to feel about this matter, 
that it was a large sum of money, and 
I wanted to know what it would be spent 
for. We were told the items, possibly 
with the exception of the amount spent 
on dinners for public officials, and I do 
not think a question was asked on that 
point, and, judging from the remainder 
of the testimony, I am quite sure that 
this gentleman did not overstate the 
matter. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
no doubt of the exemplary character and 
splendid work that this diplomat, Mr. 
Rockefeller, is performing in South 
America. That, however, is quite beside 
the question. I have listened to the 
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reading of the provision, and I am at a 
loss to find a foundation for even a sus- 
picion that either aid or comfort would 
be given to the Axis Powers if the facts 
were related to the committee. I am 
willing to observe, as every other Ameri- 
can is, the secrecy which is necessary for 
us in the prosecution of the war, and so 


as not to give aid and comfort to the. 


enemy; but when there are included in 
the appropriation items for entertain- 
ment purposes, for periodicals, for mov- 
ing pictures, and all the other objects 
specified, to withhold from the Congress 
information upon those subjects upon 
the theory it is going to aid Mr. Hitler 
and his associates is more than absurd. 
It is too bad the committee did not go 
into some of these subjects, which are of 
very great interest to the country and in- 
volve a huge sum of money, rather than 
to be transfixed by the testimony of a 
very capable diplomat. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
wish to say that we were not transfixed. 
We are still able to navigate; I think 
every member of the comnuittee is still 
able to get around and still able to think 
on his feet. However, we came to the 
conclusion that this appropriation was 
justified, just as the House of Repre- 
sentatives came to a similar conclusion. 
I still feel the same way, and I think it 
would be exceedingly inimical to the in- 
terests of the United States at this time 
to go in detail into the statements which 
were made by the witness before the 
committee. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I should 
like to ask the Senator from Tennessee 
if this appropriation is intended to cover 
the purchase and distribution of radio 
sets among the people of Central and 
South America as well as radio transcrip- 
tions, motion-picture films, publications, 
and so on. 

_ Mr. McKELLAR. It will be possible to 
purchase radio sets and moving-picture 
films and to use them; indeed, that is the 
purpose of the provision. As was testi- 
fied, it has been found that one of the 
best ways possible to place the views and 
aims and purposes of the American Gov- 
ernment before our South American and 
Central American neighbors is through 
the radio and through moving pictures. 

Mr. AIKEN. And this would be done 
to counteract the activities of the Axis 
nations, who are already employing such 
means? 

Mr. McKELLAR. They undoubtedly 
are employing the same methods, and we 
are employing them in exactly the same 
way for the purpose of counteracting 
their efforts and for the purpose of laying 
before the South American and Central 
American republics the true situation as 
to this war as we see it. To my mind, 
of the enormous sums of money which 
have been spent during this war no sum 
has been spent to better advantage than 
the amount provided by this appropria- 
tion. I want again to assert, notwith- 
standing the criticism that may come be- 
cause of the assertion, that I think the 
money provided is being very intelligently 
spent by the director of this activity. 

Mr. President, if there is no other ques- 
tion about this item—and I shall be glad 
to answer any other questions about it 
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if any Senator desires to propound a 
question—I desire to proceed to another 
matter. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, before the 
Senator leaves the subject now under 
discussion, I should like to ask him what 
is the increase in the appropriation for 
the Office of Coordinator of Inter-Ameri- 
can Affairs compared to the appropria- 
tion for the previous year. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Instead of there be- 
ing an increase, there is a decrease from 
the appropriation of last year. Last year 
the appropriation was $38,534,848 while 
this year the entire amount is $28,660.- 
500. 

Mr. BYRD. Why is there a decrease? 

Mr. McKELLAR. A great many ex- 
penditures were necessary during the 
first year which would not be necessary 
the second year. As the Senator knows, 
I am very greatly interested in economy 
in governmental expenditures, in civil 
expenditures, anyway. 

Mr. BYRD. I know the Senator is. 

Mr. McKELLAR. And I hope that 
there may be a decrease in the appro- 
priations of this activity next year. I 
think it will be possible to bring about 
such a decrease. 

Mr. BYRD. Frankly, I think the Sen- 
ator has done more for economy than, 
perhaps, anyone else, and his judgment 
has great weight with me; but what dis- 
turbs me about this appropriation—and 
I have a high regard for Mr. Nelson 
Rockefeller—is that this activity is 
spending more than the entire State De- 
partment. The whole State Department 
is spending $27,000,000, while in excess of 
$28,000,000 is being appropriated for the 
office of the Coordinator of Inter-Amer- 
ican Affairs in South and Central Amer- 
ica alone. Furthermore, the State De- 
partment allocates $1,500,000 of its $27,- 
000,000 appropriation to uses in South 
America. Could there not be some co- 
ordination between the State Depart- 
ment and this special agency? 

Mr. McKELLAR. There is. Not only 
is there coordination and cooperation be- 
tween this activity and the State Depart- 
ment, but the State Department has 
recommended these expenditures. If the 
Senator from Virginia and other Sena- 
tors will think a moment, they will ap- 
preciate the necessity of such activities 
as have been carried on. We ali know 
the general situation in the countries 
which lie to the south. It is very neces- 
sary that we keep alive the very best of 
feeling and understanding with our 
South and Central American neighbors. 
Most of them have been exceedingly 
courteous and cooperative, and there are 
certain things we can do to encourage 
that feeling, things which are perfectly 
proper. I am sure that no dishonesty or 
anything else of a questionable charac- 
ter is connected with it. 

Mr. BYRD. The Senator has exam- 
into these expenditures, and he is satis- 
fied they are made for a worthy purpose; 
otherwise he would oppose them. But 
what disturbs me, frankly, is that this 
agency is spending more than is ex- 
pended by the entire State Department, 
which I understand is doing work very 
similar in nature. As a matter of fact, 
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the clerk of the committee tells me that 
$1,500,000 of the State Department ap- 
propriation is alloted for the specific pur- 
pose of work in South America. 

Mr, McKELLAR. That is true. 

Mr. BYRD. In addition. to what is 
provided for this particular agency 
itself. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It seems that Mr. 
Cannon of Missouri, of the House, took 
up with Secretary Hull the very matter 
of which the Senator speaks, and on June 
6, 1942, Mr. Hull addressed a letter to 
Mr. Cannon of Missouri, which reads as 
follows: 

JUNE 6, 1942. 
The Honorable CLARENCE CANNON, 
Chairman, House Committee 
on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr. Cannon: In response to a 
suggestion that I give my views with regard 
to the budget of the Coordinator of Inter- 
American Affairs for the coming fiscal year, I 
am glad to write this letter. 

During this fiscal year the Coordinator of 
Inter-American Affairs and the Department 
of State have cooperated closely and effec- 
tively in order that the activities of the two 
agencies would contribute in the greatest 
degree to the attainment of the objectives of 
our foreign policy. Through the integration 
of planning and execution overlapping and 
duplication have been eliminated, and each 
agency has been enabled to complement the 
other in maintaining and improving our good 
relations with the other American republics 
in this critical time. 

I am confident that this close integration 
of effort will continue during the coming 
fiscal year and that both agencies will be able 
to work with increasing effectiveness toward 
the achievement of their joint objectives in 
the field of inter-American affairs. 

Representatives of the Department have 
discussed in considerable detail various as- 
Pects of the budget of the Coordinator of 
Inter-American Affairs with him and with 
Officials of the Bureau of the Budget. In 
this discussion the Department made it clear 
that it had made no endeavor to pass upon 
the personnel aspects of the budget either as 
to classification or number; that it supported 
the appropriation of funds for the carrying 
on of emergency activities arising out of the 
present crisis and directly or indirectly re- 
lated to the winning of the war; and that it, 
of course, will welcome the opportunity, pro- 
vided for in existing procedures, of examining 
and passing upon all projects which are de- 
veloped under the broad categories set forth 
in the Coordinator's budget without detailed 
specification, This latter procedure is con- 
sidered especially important in view of the 
rapid changes in the international situation 
which make it impossible at this time to fore- 
see in every respect the exact nature and 
extent of wartime activities that will have to 
be undertaken in the inter-American field. 

In considering this budget, the Department 
has had in mind the importance of maintain- 
ing a long-range viewpoint with respect to 
our relations with the other American repub- 
lics. During the last war many activities 
were initiated by our Government to im- 
prove relations with these countries. The 
almost complete cessation of these activities 
following the termination of the war raised 
doubts which have persisted to this day as 
to the bona fide character of our real in- 
terest. It would be a calamity if this same 
experience were now to be repeated, particu- 
larly in view of the notable progress that has 
been made under the good-neighbor policy, 
I therefore have considerable reserve regard- 
ing the desirability of this Government un- 
dertaking activities of a continuing nature 
unless there is reasonable assurance that 
funds, public or private, will be available to 
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carry on these activities once the present 
emergency has terminated and special appro- 
priations are no longer available. This con- 
sideration applies to any appropriations for 
inter-American projects that involve finan- 
cial obligations for activities which in the 
eyes of the other American republics appear to 
warrant continued support as contrasted with 
emergency assistance 

Sincerely yours, 

CORDELL HULL, 


It seems to me that the letter indicates, 
as nearly as can be done, that these 
moneys are being spen; economically and 
profitably to the American people. 

I may say that as to a part of the 
appropriations the Coordinator has to 
report. to the President. I dare say he 
reports to him as t> all of them. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Hatcx in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Tennessee yield to the Senator 
from North Carolina? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to know 
just what this money is spent for. What 
does this agency do with the $28,000,000? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think the Senator 
was not present when I read from the 
House hearings. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was about to ask the 
Senator from what page he had been 
reading. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will 
look at pages 556, 557, and 558 of the 
House hearings, he will see what the 
money is spent for. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, may I 
interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I will state the situa- 
tion as to all these items. When the bill 
was before the House Committee on Ap- 
propriations, elaborate justifications were 
made. The printed hearings were avail- 
able to our committee. We were pressed 
for time. For that reason we did not 
require each agency appearing before us 
to repeat its justification, but by refer- 
ence to the testimony before the House 
committee we could ascertain the break- 
down of the various items. 

In the case of Mr. Rockefeller, he hav- 
ing made an elaborate justification before 
the House committee in detail, we did not 
have that put into our record. The mat- 
ters he brought to our attention he asked 
to have kept off the record, for quite 
obvious reasons. We are dealing with a 
situation which for years has been ex- 
ploited by the Italians, by the Germans, 
and by the Japanese. In South America 
they have controlled, to a large extent, 
the radio; they have controlled the press; 
they have controlled the airways. In 
some of the countries there where our 
nationals may be counted by the hun- 
dreds, theirs run into the millions; born 
in those countries are large numbers of 
Italians, large numbers of Germans, and 
in recent years there has been a very 
heavy Japanese immigration. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Especially on the 
western coast. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Whereas the number 
of Americans in those countries are 
comparatively small. It was, therefore, 
natural, in the effort to place before the 
people of those countries our idea of 
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what the war is about, to combat what 
the others have been doing, and we had 
to use these various methods. 

For example, the newspapers in those 
countries were practically all controlled, 
by subsidy or otherwise, by our alien 
enemies. Mr. Rockefeller explained to us 
in detail what had been done to meet that 
situation. It is not proper to put that 
in the RrEcorp, of course. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is there anything wrong 
about that? Iam not disposed to claim 
that I have rot some suspicion of what 
must be done. There is no telling about 
that. 

Mr. HAYDEN. He told us all about it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. He was just as 
frank and open as the Senator is even 
on the floor of the Senate. The Senator 
is frank and open at all times. 

Mr. BAILEY. Did he satisfy the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Completely. 

Mr. McKELLAR, The impression he 
made upon me was an impression like 
that made on me by the Senator from 
North Carolina when he delivers one of 
his admirable addresses. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask the Senator a 
pointed question: Where it was found 
that the Japanese or the Italians con- 
trolled a certain paper, what was done 
with the $28,000,000 to break down that 
control? 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is a matter I 
think it would be very unwise to speak 
about on the floor. 

Mr, HAYDEN. What Mr. Rockefeller 
does is not by deception; it is by telling 
the truth. His idea of impressing the 
South American people with the justice 
of our cause is to tell them the truth 
about it, to tell them truthfully what we 
are doing in the war. 

Mr. BAILEY. It never has cost any- 
one $28,000,000 to tell the truth. There 
must be something more than that, 

Mr. McKELLAR. There is nothing 
wrong about it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator mean 
to say that we spent $28,000,000 to tell 
the truth? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Not all of that sum 
may have been used for telling the truth, 
but it was used to carry out the program 
of America in this war, and the results 
have been very beneficial. I assure the 
Senator that, in my judgment, which is 
based on facts given to our committee, 
the results have been exceedingly bene- 
ficial and they will continue to be. I 
believe we have been exceedingly lucky 
in our negotiations and in our associa- 
tions with our South American neigh- 
bors. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is a new conception 
of dollar diplomacy. Is that the idea? 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; I should not say 


‘that. I do not at all believe it is dollar 


diplomacy. I believe it is an endeavor to 
let the people in South and Central Amer- 
ica know exactly what we are striving to 
do—namely, to accomplish something for 
the peace of the world. 

Mr. McNARY. I do not wish to pursue 
in a tiresome way the discussion of a 
matter about which the Senator is un- 
able to inform me. But information has 
come to me from someone who knows 
what is taking place in the committee, 
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who is familiar with the committee ac- 
tion, that of this sum of twenty-eight- 
million-dollars-plus, $700,000 of the tax- 
payers’ money is to be expended to circu- 
late free a delightful publication similar 
to Life, called On Guard, as translated 
into the American language. Is that 
true? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I understand that to 
be true. 

Mr. McNARY. I thank the Senator. 
I will confer with other members of the 
committee, and possibly I may be able 
to obtain some light on this subject dur- 
ing the day. 

Mr. McKELLAR, I am sorry I cannot 
go into the subject with as much detail 
as the Senator would wish, but if he 
will ask me any specific question, as he 
has just- done, and I have the informa- 
tion, I shall certainly be glad to enlighten 
him. 

Mr. President, I have a few more words 
to say about the bill before it is read for 
action on the amendments. 

I wish to explain, if I may, that the 
House provided a total appropriation of 
$1,808,669,615.47. The Senate commit- 
tee increased that amount by $48,132,- 
095.43. 

The estimate for the Office of Price 
Administration was $161,000,000. The 
bill as it passed the House contained an 
item of $75,000,000, and the bill as re- 
ported to the Senate recommends an 
appropriation of $120,000,000. During 
the discussion of the bill in the commit- 
tee, the Price Administrator was asked to 
review the Budget estimate and give the 
committee the benefit of such a restutly. 
Based on the restudy, the Price Admin- 
istrator submitted a revised budget 
amounting to $140,000,000. 

The committee is of the opinion that 
in a number of instances the different 
divisions have too elaborate personnel 
set-ups, and that considerable savings 
can be made in the various offices. Spe- 
cific attention is called to the number 
of employees contemplated for the In- 
spection Service. The original estimate 
for that Service called for approximately 
6,000 employees. It is the feeling of the 
committee that. the number can be re- 
duced considerably and that the present 
force of approximately 3,000 inspectors 
and 1,300 clerks and stenographers is suf- 
ficient to perform the functions of the 
inspection, and provision is made in the 
bill for that number of employees. 

Mr. President, I wish to say that as a 
Senator I have received a great number of 
letters complaining about the number of 
inspectors, even the 3,000, the number 
now in this agency. They are not called 
inspectors by my correspondents; they 
are called snoopers. They come from 
outside and go into a business house in 
a city and ask all kinds of questions. 
They are regarded by the businessmen 
of these cities as snoopers rather than as 
inspectors. I do not know how impor- 
tant that is. I can only say that the 
complaints have been very general, both 
in the newspapers and in the letters I 
have received. 

Another division that seemed to the 
committee to be overstaffed was the Legal 
Division. The original budget called for 
4,518 employees, the greater proportion 
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of whom were attorneys. I believe that 
about 3,000 or 3,200 of the employees were 
lawyers, and the remainder were stenog- 
raphers. That seemed to be an enor- 
mous number of lawyers to be turned 
loose on the public at this time. It may 
be necessary to have that number in the 
future administration of this activity. I 
do not know; but, right at the beginning, 
a force of 4,500 or more lawyers as con- 
templated seems to be an enormous num- 
ber to undertake to do what is now re- 
quired to be done in the enforcement of 
the Price Control Act. We, therefore, 
reduced the appropriation, as it related 
to lawyers, about one-third. 

Mr. McNARY. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Sena- 
tor from Oregon. 

Mr. McNARY. Does the able Senator 
in charge of the bill have a break-down 
showing the number of lawyers in the 
various regions? 

Mr. McKELLAR. We asked for it, and 
I will see if I have it here. 

Mr. McNARY. Let me ask, as a pre- 
liminary question, how many regions 
there are in the country. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Twelve or fourteen 


regions were contemplated. I do not be-- 


lieve all of them have been set up. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The number was re- 
duced to six. 

Mr. McNARY. It was reduced to six? 


Mr. HAYDEN. It was originally con- ' 


templated under the Budget estimate 
that there would be 12_regions, and we 
were advised that under this program 
there could not be more than 6. 

Mr. McNARY. Can the Senator spec- 
ify for the Recorp the States comprising 
the various regions, and also the number 
of directors operating in them? 

Mr.McKELLAR. We will come to that. 

Mr. McNARY. In each State there is 
a director; is that correct? 

Mr. McKELLAR. There is a director 
in each State, and then there are, much 
to my regret, regional directors, who, I 
think, are like a fifth wheel on a wagon, 

Mr. McNARY. What I should like to 
have—and I am certain the committee 
can give the information—is the number 
of directors in the States, and the num- 
ber of ldwyers employed in each one of 
the States under the directors. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator recalls 
that this organization has been set up 
only a short time. There is one director 
in each State. 

Mr. McNARY. I understand that. 
How many lawyers are there advising the 
director in the State of Tennessee? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will come to that 
in amoment. It can easily be seen that 
if 3,000 lawyers are provided there will be 
at least 1 lawyer for each county in the 
United States. If the allocation of law- 
yers were based on the number of coun- 
ties in the State, there would be 95 
lawyers in the State of Tennessee. It 
seemed to me, as it seemed to all the 
other members of the committee, that 
too many lawyers were asked for—that 
the organization would be top-heavy with 
lawyers—so we cut down the number by 
one-third. We cut down the number of 
inspectors by a smaller amount than one- 
third. We were enabled to cut down the 
travel pay. to the extent of the cut in the 
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number of inspectors and lawyers. We 
have a reason for every cut which was 
made in this appropriation. 

Senators must remember that the Bu- 
reau of the Budget, in the first place, 
fixed the amount of $161,000,000 for this 
organization. Then the Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget—and I thought it 
was very fine of him to do it—at the re- 
quest of a member of the committee, my 
good friend the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. .Haypen], voluntarily cut that 
amount by $21,000,000. That left it 
$140,000,000. The Senate committee cut 
off a certain number of lawyers, a certain 
numiber of stenographers and clerks who 
would go along with the lawyers, and a 
certain number of inspectors, as well as 
the travel pay for inspectors and lawyers. 
We also felt that there were more em- 
ployees in Washington than were neces- 
sary at this time, and their number was 
reduced slightly. While we did that, we 
provided for clerks or stenographers for 
local boards which seemed to the com- 
mittee very necessary. 

Taking it all in all, we cut off an ad- 
ditional $20,000,000 for those purposes, 
We believe that $120,000,000 will enable 
this organization to function fairly, just- 
lly, vigorously, and actively. Tn my judg- 
ment, the work which can be done by this 
organization with $120,000,000 will prob- 
ably be just as good or better than with 
$161,000,000. 

Mr. President, there cannot be an ac- 
curate statement made as to how much 
money is necessary to do the work which 
must be done by this organization, for 
the reason that at first Mr. Henderson 
asked for $210,000,000. If that amount 
were absolutely necessary it should have 
been provided. But when he took his re- 
quest for $210,000,000 before the Bureau 
of the Budget, that Bureau reduced the 
amount to $261,000,000. When the bill 
went to the House, the House subcom- 
mittee fixed the amount at $95,000,000. 
When it went to the full committee the 
committee cut it to $75,000,000. As 
passed by the House the amount was 
$75,000,000. 

The bill came to the Senate, and the 
Senate Appropriations Committee added 
$45,000,000 to that sum. We added what 
we believed the evidence shows to be 
necessary to carry out the purposes for 
which the organization was established. 
We have reasons for every dollar of re- 
duction we have made. We believe that 
$120,000,000 is the proper amount for 
this activity. The matter must go to 
conference. We must confer with the 
House conferees about it. I do not know 
what their attitude will be. Some say 
they are willing to accept the Senate 
figures; others say they are not. I think 
the Senate committee figures are about 
right, and I hope the Senate will leave 
the amount at $120,000,000. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Cuavez in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Tennessee yield to the Senator 
from Vermont? s 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I recall reading in the 
press that a request was made by Mr. 
Henderson for $210,000,000. It seems to 


, me that at the same time the statement 
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was made that he would employ some 
90,000 men and women in the Office of 
Price Administration. Does the Senator 
from Tennessee understand what those 
ninety to one hundred thousand em- 
Ployees were to be used for? 

Mr. McKELLAR. They were to be 
used provided Mr. Henderson received 
the $210,000,000 he requested. The use 
of that number of employees was based 
on an appropriation of $210,000,000. 
That amount was largely to be used for 
the salaries of lawyers, of inspectors, and 
of other employees. I think about 90,- 
000 employees were to be used if the 
$210,000,000 requested were granted. 
The amount was to be used almost en- 
tirely for salaries of lawyers, inspectors, 
stenographers, and clerks. 

Mr. AIKEN. Can the Senator tell me 
what the total number of employees in 
the Office of Price Administration is ex- 
pected to be under the $120,000,000 pro- 
vision? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is not possible to 
be absolutely accurate, but I will say the 
number of employees will be approxi- 
mately 45,000 or 48,000. 

Mr. AIKEN. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, may I 
interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. HAYDEN. A force of 90,000 em- 
Pployees was based on an appropriation 
of $210,000,000, $10,000,000 of which 
amount was to take care of some past 
expenditures. On the basis of the Budg- 
et estimate of $161,000,000 there were 
to be 66,000 employees: Under the pro- 
vision as reported by the Senate Appro- 
priations Committee the closest estimate 
I can make is 46,000 employees. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think that is about 
right. I said from 45,000 to 48,000 em- 
Ployees. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That is correct. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I cannot be accurate 
about the matter, because in establish- 
ing the increased set-up naturally occa- 
sion for other expenditures may arise, 
which will necessitate-cutting off a few 
employees. On the other hand, other 
expenditures may not be so great as an- 
ticipated, and a few more employees may 
be added. But certainly the greater part 
of the appropriation, or practically all 
the appropriation, will be expended for 
payment of employees, and for their 
travel expenses. A great many of them 
will travel. That results in greatly in- 
creased expenditure. Whenever an em- 
ployee of the Government travels on busi- 
ness, it results in an addition to his com- 
pensation of $150 a month, for he re- 
ceives not only travel pay, but subsistence 
of $6 a day, in addition to the salary he 
receives. Travel on Government business 
is enormously expensive. 

Mr. President, the committee does not 
want to cripple this agency. It wants to 
help it. It wants to cooperate with it. 
The agency has been established by law, 
and it should carry on its work, Its pur- 
pose is a fine one. As we all realize, in- 
flation must be stopped, and if it can be 
stopped under the plan of this organiza- 
tion we want to give it every opportunity 
in the world to do it, and to furnish it 
the money with which to do it. 

LXXXVII——386 
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In view of the wide divergence of opin- 
ion concerning the amount of money 
needed, our committee has done what I 
think is not only a conscientious but a 
fair and an impartial job. If there was 
any unfairness, or any desire to hurt the 
Office of Price Administration on the part 
of any member of the committee, I do 
not recall it. There are members of the 
committee present, and if they think any 
such desire was manifest in the commit- 
tee I am sure they will say so. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I do not under- 
stand how either the Administrator or 
the committee can tell how many em- 
ployees are needed until it is determined 
to what extent during the next fiscal year 
the rationing program is to be extended. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Is not the size of 
the Administration related in some de- 
gree to the size of the task? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It wouldseemso. I 
have said that this is a new proposal. 
The Senator will recall that in the last 
war—he was not in the Senate at the 
time—we did not have price fixing, and 
this proposal is a new one in our history 
and will have to be worked out. That 
is another reason why, in the very begin- 
ning, we ought not to appropriate every- 
thing that is asked. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Did the Admin- 
istrator undertake to gear his request to 
the task he has in hand? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; I think he did. 

Mr. HAYDEN. There is no question 
about that. 

Mr. McKELLAR, So far as he was able 
to determine. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. There must be 
some question about it, for how does he 
know how extensive the rationing pro- 
gram will be in the next 12 months? 

Mr. HAYDEN. He knows that cer- 
tain commodities are now rationed. He 
knows what it costs to do that. He 
knows that if additional commodities are 
included in the program it will cost 
money to ration them. He made to the 
committee this kind of an estimate, which 
we had before us, namely, that on the 
basis of this sum of money certain ra- 
tioning cannot be done. I think that is 
a wise decision. If we provide $120,000,- 
000 to do the things he has immediately 
in front of him to do, and then it is 
determined later that additional com- 
modities are to be rationed, the way is 
open to him to come to the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, by way of a 
Budget estimate, and say, “If you want 
me to ration certain additional com- 
modities, it will cost so much to do it, 
If the Congress wants that done, appro- 
priate the money and we will do it.” 

The same statement applies with re- 
spect to rent control. He said to us, 
“There are certain areas in the United 
States where the Housing Administration 
wants rent control. I cannot meet all 
the requirements with the amount of 
money appropriated by the House. I 
cannot do it as fully as might be re- 
quested with the amount of money you 
gentlemen have provided in this bill.” 
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Our answer is that if there are addi- 
tional areas which require rent control, 
Congress will be in session, and if the 
proper representation is made, the Con- 
gress will appropriate the money and 
rent control can be extended; otherwise 
not. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Am I to under- 
stand that this enormous sum of money 
is necessary to administer price control 
and rationing on the basis of existing 
projects? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. If rationing is to 
be expanded, and if a larger field of con- 
trol is to be established, that will call for 
an additional appropriation. 

Mr. HAYDEN. According to the tes- 
timony of Mr. Henderson, that is true. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. So this is only a 
starter. I do not see how we can tell 
what the figure will be for the next 12 
months until we know what the job is. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That is the reason the 
House did not allow the full amount of 
money asked by the Administrator. That 
is the reason the Senate committee has 
not recommended the full amount of 
money asked by the Administrator. This 
activity is new. It is experimental. 
When the Administrator sets up an or- 
ganization, 60 or 90 days from now the 
questions which the Senator is asking 
can be answered much more definitely; 
but until the administration is set up and 
has been operating for a longer time we 
cannot-judge or guess. Itisallnew. It 
is something that has never before been 
done in America. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I wish 
to put somewhat of a limitation on the 
statement which the Senator from Ari- 
zona has just made. What he has said is 
exactly true in itself; but there is a provi- 
sion’ in the bill that in July the Admin- 
istrator, as other administrators are re- 
quired to do, shall make allotments of 
the funds provided so as to extend them 
over the entire period of 12 months. 

Under the law he is not permitted to 
incur a deficiency; but if a new situation 
should develop, Congress can consider it. 
Any additional appropriation will have 
to be made by Congress. The proposed 
appropriation must be allotted on a 
monthly basis. Let me read the lan- 
guage to the Senator. It is on page 22 of 
the bill: 

That such appropriation of $120,000,000 
shall be so administered during the fiscal year 
1943 as to constitute the total amount that 
will be furnished to such Administration 
during such fiscal year for the purposes set 
forth in this paragraph and shall not be aug- 
mented by allocations or transfers of funds 
from any other appropriation. 


That has been agreed to. For exam- 
ple, one of the areas in which rent con- 
trol will operate is Detroit, a large city 
in the Senator’s State. Suppose another 
area were found in which rent control 
should operate, such as New York, or 
some other city where rent control will 
not operate under the terms of the pend- 
ing bill. If the Congress should find 
that it is absolutely necessary to have 
rent control in any particular area, it 
can devolve upon Mr. Henderson the duty 
of arranging for rent control in that area. 
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Of course, as the Senator from Arizona 
has said, that can be done and should 
be done; but this appropriation is for 
12 months, and must be allocated. It 
may not be increased from other sources. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I think 
the Administrator uriderstands that per- 
fectly, because in his statement he says: 

We shall go to the limits of our adminis- 
trative ingenuity in attempting to work under 
the limits of the appropriation. 


He knows that under the law he must 
divide the $120,000,000 into 12 parts. 
That does not necessarily mean that the 
amount of money expended in July will 
be exactly the same as the amount of 
money spent in December. He must 
make an allocation in July of what he 
expects to spend in July. He further 
states: 

There are several ways to come within the 
$120,000,000 if finally approved. It now looks 
as if Office of Price Administration could meet 
the reduction by eliminating 96 planned dis- 
trict offices, by cutting out 8 expected ra- 
tioning programs, by eliminating control in 
100 of the already announced areas. 


So he had in mind the various things 
he was expected to do, or wanted to do, 
and made up a budget estimate for 
$210,000,000. That was reduced by the 
Bureau of the Budget to $160,000,000. 
It is now reduced to $120,000,000. Ob- 
viously, he cannot do as much with $120,- 
000,000 as he could with $160,000,000. 
He is pointing out where reductions can 
be made. . 

What I indicated, and what the Ad- 
ministrator evidently understands, is 
that if he can make a case before the 
House Committee on Appropriations 
showing that in order to expand rent 
control more money is necessary; and if 
the committee determines that an ex- 
pansion of rent control is desirable, it can 
allow the money; but under this program 
he could conduct only a limited amount 
of rent control. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I thank both 
Senators for their comments and infor- 
mation. To me the ironical thing about 
‘the whole business is the idea which has 
been given out in the past 10 days—per- 
-haps at Mr. -Henderson’s initiative— 
that somehow or other the success or 
failure of price control will depend upon 
how much money is appropriated to ad- 
minister the existing law. That is an 
ironical situation from my point of view, 
because I do not think it is possible, with 
any amount of money appropriated for 
the administration of the existing price- 
control law, to protect this country 
against the inflation which is threaten- 
ing so long as poor Mr. Henderson has 
no control whatever over wages. So long 
as the Price Control Administration is 
not geared in any way to wages, poor 
Mr. Henderson is out in the rainstorm 
with only half an umbrella. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator knows 
why that situation exists, does he not? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I know. I lis- 
tened for days while it was explained 
most scrupulously that it is impossible to 
do anything with the wage factor. Per- 
haps it is impossible to do anything with 
the wage factor in or through the O. P. A. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That is the point I 
wished to make, 
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Mr. VANDENBERG. If that is the 
point, it must be done in some other way. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Thatis correct. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It has ceased to 
make any remote sense whatever that 
the Government of the United States can 
undertake to control the costs of produc- 
tion and leave about 80 percent of the 
cost of production uncontrolled. Until 
the Government, the administration, and 
the country frankly confront that situa- 
tion I do not think we are going to save 
the country from inflation. 

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
Senator may recall that I voted against 
the price-control measure. I presume 
the Senator from Michigan also voted 
against it, although I do not remember 
how he voted. Nevertheless, I was out- 
voted. Congress voted for the bill, and 
for that reason we have the law. It was 
thought by a majority of the Congress 
and by the President of the United States 
that that measure would prevent infla- 
tion. Therefore it is the duty of the Ap- 
propriations Committee, and I think it 
is our duty as Senators to uphold every 
proper appropriation to carry the law 
into effect. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I agree to that, 
Mr. President. I do not want to handicap 
Mr. Henderson any. further than he is 
already handicapped by an inadequate 
law. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is probably true 
that he is handicapped by an inadequate 
law, but I do not want to handicap him 
by an inadequate appropriation. I have 
gone into this question as carefully and 
prudently asIcould. From all the testi- 
mony before our committee, the commit- 
tee unanimously agreed that $120,000,000 
would be sufficient at this time, and we 
have recommended that amount. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. BYRD. As I understand, Mr. Hen- 
derson’s revised estimate is $140,000,000. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 


Mr. BYRD. There is a difference of- 


only $20,000,000 between his own esti- 
mate and the appropriation recommend- 
ed by the committee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is all. I have 
already called the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the fact that the proposed appro- 
priation is $45,000,000 more than that 
allowed by the House. I never was more 
astonished in my life than when I read 
in the newspapers that Mr. Henderson 
was-not pleased with the proposed appro- 
priation of $120,000,000. Of course, that 
is a matter for him. I have no answer 
to make to any statements which he 
may have made on the subject, but it 
occurred to me that if I had been in his 
place I should have been delighted with 
an appropriation of $120,000,000 for this 
purpose. 

I wish to call attention to one other 
matter before I take my seat. A day or 
two ago I received a letter from Mr. 
Donald Nelson in reference to certain 
provisions of the bill which relate to his 
office. On page 46 of the bill there is 
this provision: 

Sec. 205. No part of the funds appropriated 
in this act shall be expended to pay the sal- 
ary of any person recruited from any other 
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Government department or agency at a rate 
of compensation greater than that which 
such person was receiving from the depart- 
ment or agency from which recruited. 


I ask unanimous consent that two let- 
ters from Mr. Nelson, one of which I re- 
ceived this morning, be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the letters 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

WAR PRODUCTION BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., July 11, 1942. 
Hon. KENNETH MCKELLAR, Chairman, 
Subcommittee on A tions, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR SENATOR MCKELLAR: Reference is 
made to the provision in lines 16 to 24 in- 
clusive, on page 9 of H. R. 7319 making sup- 
plemental appropriations-for the national de- 
fense for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for other purposes. Under this provision 
the constituent agencies (except the War 
Shipping Administration) of the Office of 
Emergen¢y Management and the Office of 
Price Administration are prohibited from 
establishing, in the District of Columbia or 
in the field, fiscal, personnel, procurement, 
space allocation or procurement, duplicating, 
distribution, communication, or other gen- 
eral services, wherever the Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget determines that the 
Division of Central Administrative Services 
can render any such services. 

The War Production Board has made pro- 
vision for departmental administrative serv- 
ices in its fiscal 1943 budget, because it was 
believed that it would be less costly and more 
effective to have this work done by the 
War Production Board Administrative Divi- 
sion. This provision for departmental ad- 
ministrative services was approved by the 
President and does not duplicate or supple- 
ment any portion of the funds requested by 
other agencies of the Office for Emergency 
Management. It has been demonstrated that 
overcentralization of general administrative 
services can be a positive handicap in the 
carrying out of essential and important pro- 
grams when time is a highly important fac- 
tor. 

I believe that the general administrative 
services are, of necessity, an integral part of 
the operations of this agency and that all 
determinations with respect to them should 
be vested in the Chairman of the War Pro- 
duction Board. It is respectfully requested 
that the War Production Board be included 
as an exception to the provision shown on 
page 9 of H. R. 7319 by the amendment of the 
language by inserting the words, “and the 
War Production Board,” after the words, 
“War Shipping Administration,” on line 17 of 
page 9. 

Time did not permit the Bureau of the 
Budget to secure a statement of policy from 
the President respecting this change in the 
legislation. However, the Bureau of the 
Budget is aware that this letter is being for- 
warded to you and has interposed no objec- 
tion. 

Your assistance in effecting the change 
proposed above will be greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 
D. M. NELSON. 
War PRODUCTION BOARD, 
Washington, D. C. 
Hon. KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on 
Appropriations, United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR SENATOR MCKELLAR: This morn- 
ing I received one of the first available copies 
of H. R. 7319 (Senate Rept. No. 1542) making 
supplemental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1942, and for other purposes. 
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There are two provisions of the bill against 
which I feel compelled respectfully but vig- 
orously to protest because they would irrep- 
arably damage this Board’s administrative 
organization which has been so painstaking- 
ly and laboriously built and, thereby, create 
near chaos in the administration and exe- 
cution of our vital war programs. I refer 
to section 205 and to the last proviso in 
paragraph 3 of title I of the bill, 

Section 205, page 46, lines 14-19, inclusive: 
This section reads as follows: 

“No part of the funds appropriated in this 
act shall be expended to pay the salary of 
any person recruited from any other Govern- 
ment department or agency at a rate of com- 
pensation greater than that which such per- 
son was receiving from the department or 
agency from which recruited.” 

Our general counsel’s informal opinion is 
that this provision would apply to all present 
employees of the War Production Board who, 
since the creation of the Advisory Commis- 
sion to the Council of National Defense, were 
recruited from other Federal agencies, either 
by the Board or by any of its predecessor 
agencies. A very large number of our em- 
ployees would thus be affected. My objections 
to the provision are stated briefly as follows: 

(1) It would be highly inequitable. In 
filling vacant positions in the War Produc- 
tion Board we have followed a policy of pro- 
motion from within to the fullest possible 
extent, thus giving preference to our own 
employees of demonstrated ability and ca- 
pacity, regardless of whether or not they 
came to the Board from other Federal agen- 
cies. The effect of this provision would be 
unjustifiable discrimination against career 
employees recruited from other Federal agen- 
cies. Of two men of equal attainments and 
rendering equally meritorious service, one of 
whom came from private industry and the 
other from another Federal agency, each at 
the. same increase in pay, the Federal em- 
ployee would suffer a cut in pay with no 
possibility of any increase during the fiscal 
year, while his colleague from private indus- 
try would continue at the rate of pay he is 
now receiving, with enhanced prospects of 
Promotions with increases in pay, since he 
would no longer be in competition with 
regular Federal employees. The effects on 
morale and the work of the Board of any 
such discrimination are obvious. 

(2) It wouid create insuperable problems 
of organization and management. Many em- 
ployees recruited from other Federal agencies 
are now filling responsible supervisory posi- 
tions to which they have been promoted, to 
the entire satisfaction of their superiors and 
their subordinates. If their rates of pay were 
reduced to the rates they were receiving in 
the agencies from which they transferred, 
many of them would be compensated at lower 
rates than their subordinates are receiving. 
In one section, a number of employees, none 
of whom is considered eligible for the posi- 
tion of chief of the section, would be at rates 
of pay higher than the rate for which the 
present chief would be eligible if effect were 
given to section 205 of the bill. No section 
chief will be enthusiastic about discharging 
his duties and responsibilities under such 
conditions even if, indeed, he could be per- 
suaded to continue to serve as chief. The 
effects of the provision on supervisory posi- 
tions would be disastrous to the work of the 
Board; the cost involved in making necessary 
staff adjustments would far exceed any sav- 
ing effected through the salary reductions; 
and the tested and proved democratic prin- 
ciple of promotion on the basis of merit would 
be so violently abused as to leave the regular 
Federal employee with practically no incen- 
tive to demonstrate his capacity. 

(3) It would result in a large turnover in 
employees at a time when the Board can ill- 
afford to lose trained personnel, many of 
whom are engaged in highly specialized work 
peculiar to the War Production Board. 
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Rather than accept the salary cuts, many 
employees will seek other employment not 
only with other Federal agencies but with 
industry and the armed services. Recruit- 
ing for positions in civil agencies is becoming 
increasingly difficult and it would be almost 
impossible to replace many of our present 
employees without seriously impeding many 
of our most important activities. 

(4) The provision would involve a breach 
of faith with many of the Board’s employees. 
In recruiting employees for the War Produc- 
tion Board we have been governed by the 
laws relating to the civil service and the rules 
and regulations of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion. Specifically, no position has been cre- 
ated for an individual. The procedure has 
been to establish positions, fix the grade and 
salary of each with the approval of the Civil 
Service Commission, and then recruit quali- 
fled personnel. Candidates for positions are 
subject to such tests of fitness as the Com- 
mission may apply in individual cases, and 
no appointment has been made to any posi- 
tion except with approval of the Civil Service 
Commission. Many of our employees made 
considerable sacrifices to join the staff of the 
War Production Board. Not a few of them 
have come considerable distances to the Cap- 
ital and have been put to the expense of 
moving their families and household effects, 
so that even at increased rates of pay the net 
compensation in a good many cases is less 
during the first year than it would have been 
had the employees remained in their positions 
in other Federal agencies. It seems to me 
that it would be an outright breach of faith 
with such employees now to reduce their 
compensation to the rates they were receiv- 
ing before they transferred to the Board. 
There are other employees who, while they 
were employees of other Federal agencies, took 
civil-service examinations for higher classes 
of positions and as a result were certified to 
the Board by the Civil Service Commission 
for appointments. It is inconceivable that 
they, too, should be penalized while persons 
in private industry who took the same ex- 
aminations, qualified, and were appointed, are 
permitted as employees of the Board to con- 
tinue at their present rates of pay. 

(5) It will be a physical impossibility to 
prepare pay rolls for the pay-roll period ended 
July 15, giving effect to the adjustments that 
would be necessary under this provision of 
the bill, without very seriously delaying the 
payment of salaries for this period. I am 
informed that it would be at least August 1 
before salaries for the current pay-roll period 
could be paid. 

Even if it is intended, and the provision 
can be so interpreted, that only persons re- 
cruited on and after July 1, 1942, will be 
affected, the elements of discrimination and 
complete negation of the principle of promo- 
tion on a merit basis would remain, as would 
also the problem of making salary adjust- 
ments, for those employees recruited since 
July 1, without delaying the payment of 
salaries. 

Our recruiting problem is made more difi- 
cult by the fact that the War Production 
Board is a temporary agency and employees 
of other Federal agencies are reluctant to 
give up permanent positions in permanent 
agencies to accept war-service appointments 
with the Board. It is also well known that 
because of the exigencies of our service con- 
siderable overtime work is required, and we 
have found it necessary drastically to curtail 
vacation privileges. The War Production 
Board has little inducement to offer to any 
candidate for a position other than an appeal 
to his patriotism and sense of duty. 

I regret that I must confess that the prob- 
lems of recruiting for war agencies are so 
complex and solutions of them are bound to 
have such far-reaching results that I do not 
feel that I should offer any specific suggestion 
as to how section 205 might be amended to 
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make it less objectionable. I re: 

suggest, however, that section 205 be removed 
from the bill and that its subject be made 
& matter for separate legislation. 

Proviso on page 10, lines 12 to 24, inclusive, 
of the bill: This proviso reads as follows: 

s further, That the Division of 
Central Administrative Services shall provide 
for the constituent agencies of the Office for 
Emergency Management and the Office of 
Price Administration, in the District of Co- 
lumbia and in the field, all fiscal, personnel, 
procurement, duplicating, distribution, com- 
munication, and other general office services, 
shall procure and allocate all space for such 
agencies in the field and shall establish uni- 
form standards of use for office furniture and 
equipment and space, except where the Di- 
rector of the Bureau of Budget, because of 
special circumstances, determines that any 
of such functions may be more economically 
performed by such agencies or by other 
existing Government agencies.” 

In accordance with section 6 of Executive 
Order No. 9024 I have established for the 
War Production Board the administrative 

tion which I have deemed necessary 
for the effective performance of the functions 
of the Board. Section 6 of Executive Order 
No. 9024 reads as follows: 

“The Chairman is further authorized 
within the limits of such funds as may be 
allocated or appropriated to the Board to em- 
ploy necessary personnel and make provision 
for necessary supplies, facilities, and serv- 
ices.” 

No effort has been spared to make this 
administrative organization as effective as 
human ingenuity can achieve, and to keep 
it on an economical basis. Moreover, every 
precaution has been taken to insure that 
there will be no duplication of the activities 
of the Division of Central Administrative 
Services of the Office for Emergency Manage- 
ment nor any conflicts of policy. 

The War Production Board’s 1943 budget 
includes provision for departmental admin- 
istrative services in line with my determina- 
tion that it is less costly and more effective 
to have these services performed by our own 
administrative division. The budget pro< 
vision for administrative services was ap- 
proved by the President and does not dupli- 
cate or supplement any portion of the funds 
requested by other agencies of the Office for 
Emergency Management. It has been dem- 
onstrated to my satisfaction that overcen- 
tralization of general administrative services, 
or any lack of well-defined authority and re- 
sponsibility with respect to them, can be a 
positive handicap in the carrying out of 
essential and important programs when 
time is a highly important factor. I believe 
that the general administrative services are, 
of necessity, an integral part of the operations 
of this agency and that all determinations 
with respect to them should be vested in the 
Chairman of the War Production Board. 

It is respectfully requested that H. R, 
7319, as reported by the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations be amended as follows: 

(1) Page 10, line 12: Insert after the word 
“That”, the phrase “, except as otherwise 
provided by this act,”. 

(2) Page 16, line 7: Delete the period at 
the end of the sentence and insert “: Pro- 
vided further, That this appropriation is 
available for such administrative services as 
the n may deem to the 
performance of his functions and duties as 
specified in Executive Order No. 9024, dated 
January 16, 1942, as supplemented by Execu- 
tive orders dated January 24, 1942, and April 
7, 1942, respectively.” 

President's policy: Time did not permit me 
to secure a statement of the President’s pol- 
icy with respect to these legislative provisions. 
As to the administrative services of the War 
Production Board, the President's policy ap- 
pears to be clearly expressed in section 6 
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of Executive Order No. 9024, which I have 
quoted above. 

I am addressing identical letters to Senator 
Grass and Representatives CaNNOoN and 
Wooprum. 

It is sincerely believed that the adoption 
of these suggestions is essential to the effec- 
tive administration of our whole war pro- 
duction program, and I shall greatly appre- 
ciate your assistance in having the desired 
changes effected. 

Sincerely, 
i DonNaL) M. NELSON, 
Chairman. 


Mr. McKELLAR. I shall not read it 
all, but I wish to say that the first three 
pages of the second letter are devoted to 
what I believe is a misconception upon 
the part of Mr. Nelson’s counsel. He re- 
fers to an informal opinion of his coun- 
sel to the effect that this provision refers 
to persons already recruited from other 
departments, and that he would have to 
appoint them all over again, refix their 
salaries, and all that. That was not the 
purpose of the committee. The amend- 
ment was offered by the senior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. O’Manongey]. Since 
receiving Mr. Nelson’s letter, I have 
called the full committee together. It 
met this morning, and Mr. Nelson’s ob- 
jections to this provision were looked 
into. The senior Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. O’Manoney] will offer an 
amendment to the amendment, as fol- 
lows: 

After the word “person”, in the second 
line of the section, insert “hereafter”, so 
that there cannot be any doubt as to the 
meaning, and so that the section will 
refer only to those persons hereafter re- 
cruited by his department or any other 
department. 

I desire to give the reasons why that 
provision was proposed to be put into the 
bill. In the tremendous rush and con- 

. fusion of the existing crisis the depart- 
ments have been competing with one 
another for employees; and almost uni- 
formly certain departments have bid 
more for the services of persons em- 
ployed in other departments than they 
were receiving, and therefore the de- 
partments bidding more got them. As 
Mr. Nelson points out, a great many of 
his employees—I am not sure but that 
he stated a majority of his employees— 
were recruited from other offices. In 
the very nature of things that was true 
because capable and experienced em- 
ployees were found in other departments 
of the Government. 

The committee thought that the prac- 
tice had reached such lengths that re- 
cruiting by paying increased salaries to 
persons already employed in other de- 
partments should be stopped. Two 

_ agencies should not compete with each 
other, bid for employees, and raise sal- 
aries in that way. 

. _ Mr. Nelson felt that the provision did 
not go far enough and should be stricken 
out altogether. The committee at its 

-` meeting this morning did not do that, 
but it authorized,an amendment to the 
amendment which will be offered on the 

. floor when the amendment comes up, 

. providing that there shall be no inter- 
ference with regular civil-service legal 

- promotions after the employees have 
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been moved or recruited from one office 
to another. I believe that such an 
amendment will be entirely satisfactory 
to Mr. Nelson. I hope so; because he 
called the attention of the committee to 
this matter for the purpose of having it 
straightened out. He was entirely mis- 
taken about the first proposition that 
the employees he now has would have 
to be reemployed. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Roster in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Tennessee yield to the Senator 
from Vermont? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I should like to say to 
the Senator from Tennessee that the 
Civil Service Committee has had called 
to its attention some instances in which 
it has been found virtually impossible 
for a regular department of government 
to keep its help, particularly in the lower 
brackets. There are now pending on 
the calendar one or two bills which would 
correct that situation with regard to 
some departments. 

I hold in my hand a list of the names 
and the former salaries of 77 employees 
of the Civilian Pilot Training Division 
of the Civil Aeronautics Administration, 
which I think is under the Department 
of Commerce. One of them left for 
reasons of health, but practically all of 
them left because they received higher 
pay by going to some other department. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true. 

Mr..AIKEN. Emergency organizations 
such as the War Production Board and 
the Office of Price Administration seem 
to be the principal offenders. 

Mr. MCKELLAR. Yes. 

Mr. AIKEN, In this extremely impor- 
tant division of the Civil Aeronautics 
Administration, which is charged with 
the preliminary training of aviators for 
our Army and Navy, we find that, begin- 
ning, with the lowest grade, they have 
had 100-percent turn-over in grade CU-2., 
Let me say that all these figures are based 
on developments since December 7, 1941. 
They have had a 66-percent turn-over in 
grade CAF-1, 39 percent turn-over in 
CAF-2, 21 percent turn-over in CAF-3, 
11 percent turn-over in CAF-4, 66 per- 
cent turn-over in CAF-5, 100 percent 
turn-over in CAF-6, 36 percent turn-over 
in grade P-4, 40 percent turn-over in P-5, 
and 100 percent turn-over in P-7. 

In the P-7 classification there was only 
one employee, who was a supervisor. It 
Seems virtually impossible for such an 
important division of government as the 
Civilian Pilot Training Division to per- 
form its work properly so long as the 
emergency agencies steal all the em- 
ployees in sight, particularly employees 
receiving from $1,440 to $1,560 a year. 

Mr. McKELLAR, In almost every in- 
stance the salary is considerably in- 
creased. 

Mr. AIKEN. Yes; that is true. The 
Civil Service Commission has practically 
ceased to function so far as employees of 
the emergency agencies are concerned. 

Mr. McKELLAR, I think the Senator 
is correct. I hope he will ask that the 
list from which he has been reading be 
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printed at this point in the Rrecorp. I 
think the Senate would like to have that 
done. 

Mr. AIKEN. I am glad to ask unani- 
mous consent that the list be printed at 
this point in the REcorp. 

There being no objection, the list was 
ordered to be printed in the ReEcorp, as 
follows: 

Grade classification of employees who have 


resigned from civilian-pilot training since 
Dec, 7, 1941 


Number | Percent 


100 


ee. 
nore Sow eoc m 
to 
-5 


Civilian Pilot Training Division of Civil 
Aeronautics Authority—Resignations since 
Dec, 7, 1941 


Name Salary Reason pereteow 
Richard H. Alley. ...... $3, 800 bi i raid posi- 
ion. 

M. Bonita Austad Do, 
Salig L. Bendit.. -| 1,620 Do. 

iols A, Bent 1, 440 Do. 
Robert Binkley.. 1,620 | Military leave, 
Aimee O. Brock.. 1, 860 


Higher paid posi- 
tion. 


Military leave. 
Returned to school, 
Higher paid. posi- 


Bans F, Burton_..... 
Mary Jane Calvert...... 1, 440 
Mollie G. Caplan....... 


tion. 
L. Bryant Charlton..... Bae. leave. 


1, 440 
1, 440 
aA Cla; y mse SMSen 4, 600 0. 
laussen....- 1, 620 mee paid posi» 
tion. 
David J, Clayton......- 1, 620 Do. 
Marguerite A. Connolly.| 1,440 Do. 
Joyce O. Coogler........ 1, 800 Do. 
Madelyn K, Cornwell-..| 3,440 Do. 
Eugene A. Crouse_......| 1,080 Do. 
8 . Cuevas......- 1, 800 Return t to private 
ndustr 
Francis Joseph Curry...| 1, 620 bi pal position, 
Marion A. Danoff. 
LaVerne ©, Day. De 
Ella May Deats.. Do. 
Grace H. Driver , 440 Do. 
Marylee F, Duncan. 1, 620 Do, 
Margaret A. Ferrell. 1,440 Do, 
William Forman........| 1,080 Do, 
F. Rachel Foster........ 1, 620 Do. 
Mary R. Fox. -| 1,800 Do. 
Rosemary Fuerst - 1, 440 Do. 
Donald Dobbyn_ 4, 600 Do. 
Richard D, Gibler 1, 440 Do. 


Peter S. Guarino.... Military leave. 


Dorothy D, Hall. 1,440 | Higher paid position, 
Mary E. Harris.. 1, 440 Do. 
Gertrude Hirsch. 1, 440 Do. 
Violet Howell... --| 1,440 Do. 
William H, Jervey...... , 800 | Military leave. 
Gertrude B. Kaufman..} 1,800 Biere paid position. 
Vauneita B. Kennedy...| 1,440 
Hattie King.....--.5--1- 1, 440 Do. 
Paul T. Kobielus.__.... 1,440 | Military lea 
Higher pald KSAT a 
Military leave. 
ee an ae paid position, 
Dorothy J. TEA AR 1, 440 Bo. 
L. Jeanne Milligan... ... 1 
Bruno A. Monkkone Military leave. 
Higher paid: apse 
1000 | Higher pard positi 
Pe iuweesas er on. 
Elizabeth S. Nits ZE gig pos 
Charles Lienesch Do. 
Frank McKlveen. Do, 
Bill B. Noe... -Do, 
Helen M, O'Day. A Do. 
Virginia E. Parks Do. 
Eleanor M. Polis_.....- Physician advised 
ange. 
ureston R, Porter... Higher paid 
Philippa Z. Price._.....| 1, or porton, 
elen M. Przeradzki_- Do. 
Helen B. Schontag.- k Do. 
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Civilian Pilot Training Division of Civil 
Aeronautics Authority—Resignations since 
Dec. 7, 1941—Continued 


Name Salary Reason for resigna- 


tion 

Peter M. Shields........ 1,080 | Military leave. 
Claire C. Shortall.-----| 1,800 | Higher paid position, 
Helen L. Silver.........| 1,620 Do, 

kag Sal Simpson....} 1,440 Do. 

Estelle H. Steinacker...| 1,440 Do. 

Barbara Stephens_...... 1,440 Do. 

Martha E. Szezesny....| 1,440 Do, 

Walter J. Szychuiski_...| 1,620 | Military leave. 
Evelyn L. Tillotson.....} 1,440 aeeared to region 
Betty E. Verville._..... 1, 440 Se) paid position, 
Harold H. Wakehouse..| 1,440 | Military leave. 
Helen ©. Ward......... 1,800 | Higher paid position, 
Grove Webster__........ 6, 500 Do. 

Tillie M. Whittle.......| 1,440 Do, 

Eloise K. Youngblood... 440 Do. 

Regina Loans. TELBA, 1, 620 Do. | 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
think that all Senators who are familiar 
with the situation, as I know that all of 
them are, must come to the conclusion 
that some step must be taken to pre- 
vent competition between various agen- 
cies, departments, and bureaus of the 
Government in the matter of obtaining 
employees; but I do not think we should 
interfere with rational, regular promo- 
tions provided by law. The committee 
will have an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. DANAHER and Mr. AIKEN ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Tennessee yield, and if 
so, to whom? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I believe the Sena- 
yo ae Connecticut first addressed the 


Mr. AIKEN. Yes; but if he will defer 
to me, I should like to make one state- 
ment. The procedure seems to be for 
the emergency agencies to send the 
names of their employees to the Civil 
Service Commission with the request that 
they be certified and classified within 24 
hours. They are then reclassified. 

Mr.McKELLAR. Yes; they are classi- 
fied so as to give them better salaries. 

Mr, NORRIS. That is an impossibil- 
ity; is it not? K 

Mr. AIKEN. It is absolutely impos- 
sible for the Civil Service Commission to 
perform in such a short time the func- 
tions devolving upon it. If the Commis- 
sion does not classify the employees 
within 24 hours it is called down for 
not doing so, and is accused of hinder- 
ing the war effort. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am not familiar 
with that phase of the situation, but I 
am glad the Senator has given us the in- 
formation. 

Mr. NORRIS rose. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. 

Mr. DANAHER. I am happy to defer 
to the Senator from Nebraska, with the 
permission of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well; I yield to 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I de- 
sired to have the Senator explain the 
means used by emergency bureaus in or- 
der to get in touch with the employees 
of other bureaus. Do they have a sys- 
tem of some kind by which they find out 
about them? 
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Mr. McKELLAR. They have- prac- 
tically unlimited amounts of money, as 
the Senator knows. They have a lump 
sum; and they offer the best inducement 
that can be offered, which is an increase 
in salary. 

Mr. NORRIS. Do they make public 
announcements? 

Mr. McKELLAR. They do not make 
public announcements, but they get the 
employees when they want them. They 
find out what employee has the qualifica- 
tions they require, and they merely go 
out and get him. 

Mr. NORRIS. If they were looking for 
a person with peculiar qualifications, I 
should think it would be necessary to 
have someone make an investigation and 
have such a person apply. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, yes; I presume 
such investigations are made; but just 
what is done was not brought out in the 
testimony before the committee. 

Mr. NORRIS. There must be some or- 
ganization to bring about that result. I 
should not think that such a thing would 
be allowed. 

Mr. McKELLAR, I should not think 
so, either. However, not only has it been 
allowed but, as shown by the figures sub- 
mitted, one of the bureaus has lost 100 
percent of its employees in a certain clas- 
sification, 66 percent in another, 100 per- 
cent in another, and so on. 

Mr. NORRIS. So the practice has be- 
come a racket. 

Mr.McKELLAR. Yes; almost a racket. 
The committee was unanimously of the 
opinion that it should be stopped here- 
after. .We cannot very well undo what 
has already been done. To attempt to 
do so by making the provision retroactive 
would lead to great confusion. There- 
fore it is not the purpose of the com- 
mittee and, I am sure, not the purpose of 
the Senate, to make the provision retro- 
active; but we propose to stop the prac- 
tice from now on. 

Mr. AIKEN rose. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield first to the 
Senator from Connecticut, and next shall 
yield to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, in his 
last 2 minutes of discussion the Senator 
from Tennessee has partially answered 
much of the question which was in my 
mind with reference to section 205. The 
part to which I refer appears on page 46. 
I had previously marked my own copy of 
the bill with the view of asking the com- 
mittee to consider inserting the word 
“henceforth” in line 15, after the word 
“person”, so that the language would 
read: 

Sec. 205. No part of the funds appropriated 
in this Act shall be expended to pay the sal- 
ary of any person henceforth recruited from 
any other Government department or agency. 


Mr. McKELLAR. The committee has 
already authorized the offering of an 
amendment which would make the lan- 
guage read: 

The salary of any person hereafter recruited 
from any other Government department— 


And so forth. I think such an amend- 
ment would have the same effect as the 
insertion of the word “henceforth.” 

Mr. DANAHER. Ihave no doubt of it, 
As Iunderstand,the amendment to which 
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the Senator from Tennessee refers is one 
which has been acted upon since the bill 
was printed; is that correct? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; the amend- 
ment was acted upon this morning in the 
committee. Mr. Nelson had appeared 
before the committee and had made a 
very elaborate argument about many 
things concerning the appropriation for 
his office as contained in this bill. Then, 
he wrote this rather long letter which, I 
felt, justified me, as acting chairman of 
the committee, in calling the full com- 
mittee together this morning. I did so, 
and the committee took the action indi- 
cated—to insert after the word “person” 
the words “hereafter recruited,” so that 
there cannot be any question about those 
they already have. It was impossible to 
go back and make it retroactive. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should 
like to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that the amendment will apply 
in to the money appropriated by this 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true, 

Mr. NORRIS. If this evil exists, as the 
Senator says, it ought to be corrected by 
permanent law. 

Mr. McKELLAR, It should be, by all 
means, but the Senator can well under- ' 
stand that, if there is such a patent and 
manifest evil, we can, in connection with 
the funds in this bill, provide a limitation 
which will take care of the immediate 
situation. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; and such a provi- 
sion could go on every appropriation bill, 
but that is not the practical way to meet 
the difficulty. 

Mr. McKELLAR,. The Senator is en- 
tirely correct; the situation should be 
taken care of by general law. z 

Mr. . Mr. President, I simply 
want to add to what I said previously, 
that this matter of the Civilian Pilot 
Training Division is not by any means 
the only one that has been called to my 
attention. Ihave had reports as to other 
divisions of the Government losing any- 
where from one-third to two-thirds of 
their entire personnel. I requested the 
Civilian Pilot Training Division to fur- 
nish me a list of their employees who 
had resigned since the 7th of December, 
and the list of 77, representing perhaps 
30 or 40 percent of their entire person- 
nel, was furnished me. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Is that the list the 
Senator has put in the RECORD? 

Mr. AIKEN. It is, 

Mr. McKELLAR. Did that list come 
from the Bureau of Aeronautics itself? 

Mr. AIKEN. I requested the Civilian 
Pilots Division to give me this list con- 
taining the names and salaries and rea- 
sons for leaving the service. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think that will be 
very helpful, and I am glad the Senator 
has put it in the RECORD. 

Mr, AIKEN. I presume they could 
have saved some of these employees they 
needed very badly if they could have ob- 
tained somewhat more rapid results in 
their own personnel classification divi- 
sion of the Department of Commerce in 
this case. Sometimes the fault may lie 
with the personnel classification division 
of the Department. I do not know ex- 
actly as to that. i 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
think that concludes, so far as I know, 
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the important features of the bill, ex- 
cept for the amendments which will come 
up in due course. I now ask that the 
clerk proceed to state the. amendments 
reported by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will proceed to state the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The first amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations was, under the head- 
ing “Title I—General Appropriations,” 
on page 2, after line 2, to insert: 

LEGISLATIVE 
SENATE 

For an amount required to increase the 
salaries of three laborers in the Office of the 
Secretary from $1,380 to $1,440 each, fiscal year 
1943, $180, effective July 1, 1942. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Executive Office of the Presi- 
dent—Office for Emergency Manage- 
ment,” on page 10, line 4, after the word 
“appropriation”, to strike out “Provided 
further, That the constituent agencies 
(except the War Shipping Administra- 
tion) of the Office for Emergency Man- 
agement and the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration shall not establish, in the District 
of Columbia or in the field, fiscal, per- 
sonnel, procurement, space allocation or 
procurement, duplicating, distribution, 
communication, or other general services, 
wherever the Director of the Bureau of 
the Budget determines that the Division 
of Central Administrative Services can 
render any such service” and insert “Pro- 
vided further, That the Division of Cen- 
tral Administrative Services shall pro- 
vide for the constituent agencies of the 
Office for Emergency Management and 
the Office of Price Administration, in the 
District of Columbia and in the field, all 
fiscal, personnel, procurement, duplicat- 
ing, distribution, communication, and 
other general office services, shall pro- 
cure and allocate all space for such agen- 
cies in the field and shall establish uni- 
form standards of use for office furniture 
and equipment and space, except where 
the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, 
because of special circumstances deter- 
mines that any of such functions may 
be more economically performed by such 
agencies or by other existing Government 
agencies.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
understand the Senator from New Mex- 
ico [Mr. Hatcu] desires to address the 
Senate on another subject, and I am 
glad to yield to him. 


THE FUEL OIL AND GASOLINE SHORTAGE 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, some 
time ago, I spoke on the floor of the 
Senate touching hurriedly upon some 
conditions existing in the oil industry. 
Today, I desire to present some addi- 
tional facts concerning other phases of 
that same subject. 

At the present time, much is being 
said about the serious condition along the 
Atlantic coast as to insufficient fuel oil. 
Lack of sufficient quantities of heating 
oils for homes in New England during 
the approaching winter is a matter of 
deep concern to every Government offi- 
cial and private person interested in the 
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welfare of all our people, no matter in 
what section of the country they happen 
to reside. I come from the Southwest, 
where we have an abundance of oil, but I 
can assure the people of the East that 
we also are concerned with their lack of 
that product which they so greatly need. 
It goes without saying that it is not only 
the personal welfare and comfort of the 
citizens of the North Atlantic coast that 
is involved in this grave shortage of fuel 
oil, but our entire war program is deeply 
affected by it. This is not a remote pos- 
sibility. The whole situation is so vital 
that every means of remedying condi- 
tions in the production and distribution 
of that essential war commodity, petro- 
leum, should be considered. The time to 
remedy existing conditions is short, for 
winter begins in Maine some time in the 
month of September and, before we know 
it, the cold winter winds will be sweeping 
along the entire North Atlantic coast. 

As I am informed, briefly, the situa- 
tion on the East coast today is that there 
exists a shortage of from 400,000 to 500,- 
000 barrels a day in the minimum re- 
quirements estimated for the balance of 
1942. Generally, we understand that this 
shortage was brought about principally 
at first by the gradual withdrawal, and 
finally by the almost complete loss, of the 
cheap tanker method of transporting oil 
from ports on the Gulf of Mexico to the 
Atlantic seaboard. Normally, more than 
90 percent of the East coast petroleum 
supply was moved by tanker ships. In 
response to Government requests, and 
from the very necessity of the situation, 
for several months these supplies have 
been carried by a much more expensive 
method, that is, in railroad tank cars. 

Many efforts have been made to relieve 
the east coast shortage. Maximum use 
of railroad tank cars has been requested. 
The carrying capacity of such cars has 
been increased from the normal figure of 
100,000 barrels a day to almost 800,000 
barrels a day. The efficiency of existing 
pipe lines themselves has been stepped up 
considerably. The flow of petroleum 
products in such lines has been reversed 
to get crude oil to east coast refining 
areas instead of shipping products al- 
ready refined to the Midwest. Existing 
lines have also been extended. 

We are all aware of the order of the 
Office of Price Administration granting a 
two and a half cent per gallon increase 
in the price of gasoline and 2 cents per 
gallon for light heating oils. The War 
Production Board has approved priori- 
ties on steel for the crude oil pipe line 
from Longview, Tex., to Salem, Ill., with 
a capacity of 300,000 barrels a day, which 
is expected to be in operation December 
1, 1942. Until it is possible to extend this 
line from Salem to the east coast, the 
portion of this oil which will reach that 
area must be carried by other existing 
means of transportation. The Senate 
Commerce Committee has approved the 
Florida barge line canal and pipe line 
which will complete the inland waterway 
system from Trenton, N. J., to the Mexi- 
can border of Texas. The House had pre- 
viously passed this measure. Senate ac- 
tion will be had shortly. Every effort has 
been made to stimulate the conversion of 
oil-burning equipment for the use of coal. 
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Members of the petroleum industry have 
actually sent communications to their 
fuel-oil customers urging such conversion, 
which means sending business to their 
competitors—wholesale and retail coal 
dealers. Maj. J. R. Parten, Director of 
Transportation of the Office of Petroleum 
Coordinator, testified before the Senate 
Commerce Committee and said, in effect, 
that convoys of tankers will be necessary 
in order to get petroleum into New Eng- 
land points this winter in sufficient quan- 
tities to prevent suffering and general 
industrial chaos. 

Public attention has been focused on 
gasoline rationing as a central point in 
the oil shortage situation, restrictions on 
the consumption of oil started a little 
more than a year ago. Last summer the 
Senate “oil shortage” committee pointed 
out that the shortage was one of trans- 
portation rather than of supply of 
petroleum, and spurred both the oil com- 
panies and the railroads to the greater 
use of tank cars. The shortage originally 
was caused by withdrawal of tankers from 
the Gulf to east coast ports for the use of 
Great Britain. However, our entry into 
the war as an active participant, and in- 
creased sinkings in the Atlantic and Gulf 
coast areas, made gasoline rationing in- 
evitable. Up to this time gasoline ration- 
ing has been limited to what is defined 
by the Office of Petroleum Coordinator as 
district No. 1, comprising most of the 
17 east coast States formerly served by 
tanker transportation and including the 
heart of the industrial eastern section of 
the country. Despite several months’ 
rationing in this area, and despite all 
other means adopted to relieve the situa- 
tion, there still remains a shortage of 
petroleum in district No. 1, estimated, as 
I have said, at between 400,000 and 
500,000 barrels a day. 

It is contended there is a very close re- 
lation between the widely controversial 
question of Nation-wide gasoline ration- 
ing and the need for conservation of rub- 
ber. Two schools of thought have de- 
veloped with respect to the combined 
problems of gasoline rationing and rub- 
ber conservation. With the failure of ra- 
tioning on the east coast to supply suffi- 
cient petroleum for the needs of that 
area, Nation-wide rationing of gasoline 
was urged by officials as an immediate 
necessity, Residents and officials of oil- 
producing States protested vigorously 
against the proposed rationing of gaso- 
line in areas where it is being produced 
in abundance, and also objected to ra- 
tioning of gasoline in order to conserve 
another commodity—rubber—unless the 
necessity for such rationing were mani- 
fest. On the other hand, residents and 
representatives of the east coast rationed 
area objected to having east-coast con- 
sumers saddled first with restrictions on 
gasoline consumption, and subsequently 
required to pay the increased cost of pe- 
troleum transportation by tank car. 
Such charges, they assert, constitute war 
activities of the Nation, and perhaps 
properly should be borne by the entire 
country, and not by one section alone. 
Several proposals have been made in the 
form of bills in Congress to establish a 
“buffer” zone to lessen the sharpness of 
the rationing burden geographically by 
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extending the zone perhaps 50 or 100 
miles inland in which autos registered in 
the rationed area could not buy gasoline 
freely. 

With more than 90 percent of world 
production of crude rubber in the con- 
trol of Axis countries, our imports of 
that vital commodity have practically 
stopped. There is an immediate need 
for the production of synthetic rubber 
to supply the military and essential in- 
dustrial demands of the United Nations. 
Every available means to produce syn- 
thetic rubber should be employed at this 
time, irrespective of cost. The two prin- 
cipal methods involve the manufacture 
of the gaseous product, butadiene, from 
petroleum and from grain alcohol. In 
the long-time view, that method which is 
least expensive and most efficient should 
be used, but for the present the minimum 
requirements of the use of strategic ma- 
terials for plant construction should be 
given foremost consideration. Various 
aspects of the rubber problem are being 
studied by congressional committees to 
which have been referred bills in both 
Houses. 

In connection with the scrap-rubber 
collection campaign, which ended July 
10, 1942, the petroleum industry donated 
the services of its 400,000 filling stations 
throughout the country, without profit 
to the station owners, and other services 
which will cost the industry a consider- 
able amount of money. It is widely be- 
lieved that upon the results of this cam- 
paign will depend the question of per- 
pane or Nation-wide gasoline ration- 

ev. 

Far-reaching congressional legislation 
also has been proposed in the form of the 
War Petroleum Corporation bills, intro- 
duced in the Senate by Senator Con- 
NALLY as Senate bill 2562 and in the 
House by Representative STEAGALL as 
House bill 7216. These measures vest 
extremely broad powers in the Petroleum 
Coordinator and would enable him actu- 
ally to operate the petroleum industry. 
These bills authorize the Coordinator to 
buy or sell petroleum above the maxi- 
mum prices established by the Office of 
Price Administration to the extent that 
added costs or other burdens are in- 
curred by the industry as a part of the 
war effort pursuant to direction of the 
Petroleum Coordinator. In effect, if not 
in name, this amounts to a subsidy. 
Petroleum Coordinator Ickes and Mayor 
LaGuardia, of New York, already have 
testified in support of the Steagall bill, 
and claim that some measure’ of. this 
character is necessary to prevent the 
elimination of small independent units 
in the industry, reversal of a present 
trend toward monopoly, and prevention 
of a home-heating oil famine with the 
danger of accompanying epidemics in 
New England this winter. Hearings on 
the Steagall bill have been suspended, 
but it is expected that they will be re- 
sumed at a very early date. Up to this 
time no Senate hearings have been set 
for the Connally bill. I am correct in 
that, am I not? 

Mr. CONNALLY. No hearings have 
been set, because we felt that, so long as 
hearings were being held by the House 
committee and they were considering the 
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matter, it would be better for us to wait 
to see what they will do. 

Mr. HATCH. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. President, I am particularly inter- 
ested in the contribution to the war pro- 
gram of small independent units of the 
petroleum industry. Bernard Baruch, 
Chairman of the 1918 War Industries 
Board, stated in his book American In- 
dustry in the War that in wartime we 
need all producers, high cost producers 
and low cost producers, big units of in- 
dustry and small units as well. Bearing 
in mind the oft-repeated statement that 
in World War No. 1 the Allies floated to 
victory on a sea of oil, the need for con- 
tinued operation of small units is no- 
where more important than in the pe- 
troleum industry. 

At this time the United States has an 
abundant supply of crude petroleum in 
widely scattered sections of the country 
from which to meet our foremost war- 
time need. We have an army of trained 
personnel in the production division of 
the petroleum industry. To say that our 
fortunate position with respect to petro- 
leum is accidental, or that its availability 
is due to the abundant supply alone, is 
not true. Other countries with a prob- 
able abundance of petroleum now suffer 
from national oil shortages. Our own 
country with vast reserves of other criti- 
cal materials is today in dire need of 
many of these materials. The restrictive 
force of foreign cartels and monopolies 
have not been permitted to control the 
search foi, and the production of, petro- 
leum in the United States. And here lies 
a most interesting story which everyone 
should know. Efforts one time were made 
to bring about cartel control of oil in 
this country but they met with effective 
resistance. Thousands of independent 
oil producers throughout the United 
States have furnished the bulk of this 
resistance and up to the present time 
they have saved us from monopolistic 
control of the industry. The attempts to 
acquire such control stimulated the inde- 
pendents to assert themselves and to 
fight for their rights. 

Surely it is unnecessary now to point 
out how extremely unfortunate it would 
be for America to lose the invaluable 
service of independent producers of crude 
petroleum. Since the dissolution of the 
old Standard Oil trust in 1911, a great 
many independents have entered the 
petroleum industry, but in spite of this, 
there have been persistent efforts to con- 
trol our reserves of petroleum. This ef- 
fort probably reached its greatest in- 
tensity in early 1929, when some in gov- 
ernment seemed willing to permit control 
of our vast petroleum resources to be 
centralized in the hands of a few. The 
independents of that day resisted so vig- 
orously that the effort failed. If the ob- 
jectives of some in government, as well 
as of many in industry, had been at- 
tained at that time, America would today 
be faced with a grave shortage, and would 
have been unable to play its full part in 
the war program. No greater tribute to 
the independent oil producer can be paid 
than this acknowledgment of the part 
he played in preventing complete monop- 
olistic control of oil. Had it not been 
for the independent producer, my own 
State of New Mexico, which is now con- 
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tributing in no small measure to the pe- 
troleum resources of the United States, 
would probably have remained undevel- 
oped. What is true of this area is true 
also of many others. 

In our great war effort it is imperative 
that the petroleum. reserves be main- 
tained at least at their present level. Un- 
der existing conditions this is not being 
done. In fact, I understand there has 
been a steady decline in the extent of 
these : eserves for 3 years. Petroleum is 
an irreplaceable product. Once brought 
to the surface and consumed, it is gone 
forever. The only way that reserves can 
be maintained is through the discovery 
of new fields and new wells. The natural 
inherent caution of boards of directors 
of great integrated oil companies makes 
them reluctant to authorize the expendi- 
ture of money for the discovery of new oil 
fields, They not only prefer it but they 
allow discovery work to be conducted by 
independent wildcat prospectors who 
take the risk of exploring. After the oil 
is found, the big companies then pur- 
chase the new oil fields. Seventy-five 
percent of wiidcatting is done by small 
independent oil operators. The risk of 
discovery is theirs. 

It is extremely unfortunate that in an 
industry which is so hazardous only 
about 16 percent of exploratory wells 
prove successful; that those factors least 
able to bear the expense of exploration 
are the ones upon whom this basic dis- 
covery work must necessarily fall. With- 
out discovery there would be no new oil 
fields. If there were no new fields found, 
the oil reserves would quickly disappear. 
If the oil reserves disappeared, the war 
program would stop, both on the military 
‘and industrial fronts, for oil is a primary 
factor in the manufacture of munitions 
and in the conduct of military operations. 
To keep the wheels of industry turning 
and to supply the power for the engines 
of war, this wildcatting and discovery of 
new oil fields must go on. 

The centralization of effort necessarily 
involved in a war program causes us to 
overlook the plight of many who cannot 
afford to come to the seat of our Govern- 
ment to submit complaints and ask re- 
lief. Yet, notwithstanding the absolute 
dependence of our war effort on oil, I 
wonder what the Government itself is 
doing to protect this country through 
preservation of thousands of independ- 
ents in the petroleum industry. I am 
wondering if the very nature of our polit- 
ical organization makes it difficult for 
the many small units in this vital indus- 
try to properly present to governmental 
agencies statements of their problems. 

The time for guessing is past; we must 
know real conditions. Effective steps 
should be taken to provide aid and to pre- 
serve even the smallest units in this in- 
dustry. 

In 1916 and 1917, when we were enter- 
ing World War No. 1, it was generally 
recognized that petroleum would play a 
vital part in that war effort. At that 
time, in response to the pleas of the inde- 
pendents throughout the country for a 
fair tax program, the Government adopt- 
ed a policy encouraging the development 
of our national resources. I refer to the 
“depletion allowance” for certain of our 
mineral resources. 
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This program was studied carefully, 
and was adopted as a policy of Congress 
under which unprecedented progress was 
made in the discovery of new oil fields 
and in the creation of vast reserves of 
petroleum. Yet I find that at this time, 
when we are approaching a much greater 
war of global proportion, the Treasury 
Department has recommended the elimi- 
nation of this provision for our natural 
resources industries. Fortunately, the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House 
refused to follow the Treasury Depart- 
ment’s recommendation. Surely it is to 
be hoped that the Senate will be equally 
aware of the value of this time-tested tax 
program and will not abandon it. 

On another front, we have set up a 
program of price control, which is highly 
important in the battle to prevent infla- 
tion, the greatest danger to the country, 
and second only to casualties of men, ma- 
terials, and property. We should do 
everything to promote its success. Noth- 
ing can be more harmful than an unwise 
administration of this price-control pro- 
gram. 

Iam informed that much of the search 
for new petroleum reserves has been dis- 
couraged because of the difficulties sur- 
rounding production efforts since the in- 
auguration of the price-control program. 
One of these difficulties has involved 
crude-oil prices. With all the added ex- 
penses and handicaps growing out of 
Government regulation and restriction, 
the price the producer gets for crude pe- 
troleum has been frozen at a point below 
the normal base for such price. The 
present price of crude in the Midwest is 
only about 60 percent of the average 
price for the 10 predepression years, 
1919 to 1929. All efforts to get considera- 
tion of this matter have produced no re- 
sults so far as the producer himself is 
concerned, except in small amounts in 
negligible areas. 

It was never the purpose of Congress in 
creating the Office of Price Administra- 
tion to permit the use of price-control 
legislation to destroy a vital part of our 
industrial life, yet the effect of improper 
control can bring about that result. Al- 
though public interest is at all times the 
paramount consideration, it is our duty 
to see that laws passed by this body are 
not used to destroy industries they are 
designed to protect. Again I say, inde- 
pendents in the petroleum industry con- 
stitute the basis of this vital industry in- 
asmuch as they conduct discovery opera- 
tions. If higher prices are necessary to 
keep them in the industry, this matter 
should receive immediate attention and 
fair prices should be granted without de- 
lay. Isay this with all due consideration 
of the immense task which confronts Mr. 
Henderson. To me,some of his problems 
seem almost impossible of solution. The 
great attempts by this administration to 
prevent inflation through the Office of 
Price Administration, and otherwise, 
must be commended by everyone who 
knows or realizes the danger of inflation. 
Again, I think we all agree that efforts 
to prevent the inflationary spiral wiil not 
meet with success unless all prices can be 
kept down to a reasonable level. Once a 
break occurs in the price ceiling, sooner 
or later the entire structure of price con- 
trol will collapse. - 
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Because I firmly believe this, I am one 
of the many who are convinced that it is 


necessary to extend the features of the . 


Price Control Act to wages, farm prod- 
ucts, and all commodities. This does not 
mean that I think prices should be un- 
duly lowered or depressed. We must 
avoid the extremes of too high prices on 
one hand and too low prices on the other. 
It is for this reason that I have advo- 
cated in recent days here on the floor of 
the Senate an adherence to the concept 
of parity prices for the farmers. By 
parity price, we all generally understand, 
is meant that the price the farmer re- 
ceives for the things he sells must equal 
or be on par with the price of the things 
he buys. This seems to me to be a legiti- 
mate and fair rule. The same principle 
should be applied to wages and all prices 
for all classes of our citizens. It should 
be applied to the oil industry, including 
in the calculations inherent hazards of 
the industry, losses on account of de- 
creased markets, costs, and all such 
matters. 

In connection with what I have said 
about the independent oil producer in 
America, I want to mention again the 
subject of price and the present income 
of the independent oil producer. It is 
thought by some people that any man 
who produces oil in any quantity is a 
rich man, and is receiving a fabulous 
income. Such is not the case at all. The 
oil business, and I speak from the stand- 
point of the independent producer, is 
like any other business. It has its ups 
and its downs. It has its profits and its 
losses. Because the independent pro- 
ducer as a rule produces only the crude 
product and has no interest in the proc- 
essed article which is sold to the public 
generally, his market is limited, as also 
are his profits. The major oil com- 
panies are in far better position to pro- 
tect themselves, and they do protect 
themselves, through their vast accumu- 
lation of capital and through their 
method of handling, using, refining, sell- 
ing, and distributing the oil from the 
time it leaves the ground until it reaches 
the ultimate consumer. I have no quar- 
rel with the major oil companies because 
they are in such a favorable position to 
protect themselves. On the contrary, it 
is to their credit that they are able to 
utilize oil in every conceivable way and 
to reap for themselves and their stock- 
holders the legitimate profits which go 
with all the splendid progress which has 
been made in this country in the pro- 
duction, processing, distribution, and 
sale of oil. Nevertheless, the independ- 
ent producer is not in such a favored 
position. He must necessarily depend 
upon the market for crude petroleum, 
and on that alone. 


Here I might mention in passing that 
a great deal has been said about the in- 
creased cost of the finished product on 
the east coast, by reason of the trans- 
portation situation. There is merit to 
the contention that the transportation 
difficulties have led to an added cost for 
oil and its products in the Eastern 
States. To meet this added cost the Of- 
fice of the Price Administrator has 
granted an increase in price based on the 
cost of the finished product. Naturally, 
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this cost is passed on to the consumer. 
Much has been said about the necessity 
for this added cost, and that the in- 
creased price of the finished product, 
being a necessary consequence of the 
war, that added expense should be dis- 
tributed more equally over the country 
so that even States where there is no 
such added expense are now being called 
upon to bear a portion of the increased 
price of gasoline. Senators have heard 


Members of this body, from States so 


affected, stand on the floor of the Sen- 
ate and bitterly complain against the 
assessments of this added price of gaso- 
line in their States, where there is no 
transportation problem. 

From all these comments it would seem 
that at least some believe that all the 
cost of this peculiar transportation prob- 
lem which confronts us is being borne 
only by those areas which are directly af- 
fected by the shortage of oil and by the 
added cost of oil products. Such, how- 
ever, is not the case. I sometimes won- 
der if those in the producing area, espe- 
cially the independent producer who has 
nothing but crude oil to sell, is not pay- 
ing a higher proportion of the cost than 
those in any other section of the country. 
Take for instance, the situation among 
independent producers in some of our 
Western States. Not only has there been 
a widespread reduction in the amount of 
oil permitted to be produced and sold 
under our allowable program, but also 
lack of transportation facilities has still 
further reduced the amount of oil which 
they can transport. So, our independ- 
ent producers find their market cut 
sharply and reduced to the point where, 
if it continues, they may be forced out 
of business. I have very reliable infor- 
mation that the income of those who 
produce and sell crude oil, especially the 
independent producer, has been reduced 
in recent months to a point where it is 
now less than 50 percent of what it was 
before Pearl Harbor. Few lines of busi- 
ness have suffered a sharper decline in 
revenues and income than that. I know 
of no business which can sustain a loss 
of 50 percent of its income without suf- 
fering drastically. 

To meet this situation, as I have al- 
ready said, bills have been introduced 
in Congress and many things have been 
suggested. The Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation has announced its willing- 
ness to make loans to the oil producer 
who is in dire straits. That loan policy 
should be helpful if administered so as 
to meet equally the needs of the inde- 
pendent producer as well as those of the 
major companies. I cannot say that it 
is meeting the situation today. On the 
contrary, while it might be of help to the 
producer who is practically bankrupt, it 
will not give any assistance to the great 
number of producers who are able to get 
along in some manner. Among the pro- 
posals which have been made is one 
which would amount to giving subsidies 
to offset some of the losses which con- 
front the producers of petroleum. 
Frankly, I have not liked the idea of a 
subsidy, but certainly it would be better 
than nothing. I shall not discuss sub- 
sidies now. Iam cure that question will 
be before the Senate and that we shall 
all have an opportunity to present our 
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Hem on that broad subject at the proper 
me, 

While various proposals are debated, I 
am quite convinced that it would be of 
great help now if the Office of Price 
Administration would grant an immedi- 
ate increase in the price of crude petro- 
leum. I know that the Office of Price 
Administration has heretofore opposed 
any increase in the price of crude petro- 
leum, not because of any lack of appre- 
ciation of the needs of the producer of 
oil, but largely, Iam informed, because of 
the possibility of increase in price of 
petroleum byproducts. True, this is a 
problem, but it is a problem which should 
be met. Is it fair to keep the producer of 
oil in a hazardous position because by- 
products may be affected? 

Today we are engaged in the grim 
realities of war—a war which is bound to 
affect adversely every human being in 
this country. We cannot expect or hope 
to avoid the hardships and sacrifices 
which an all-out war effort is bound to 
entail for each and every one. We shall 
not be able by any stretch of the imagi- 
nation to spread the burdens and briefs 
of war equally among all our people. 
Some will suffer more than others. 
There will be no suffering which can 
equal or compare with the suffering of a 
father and mother whose son will not 
return home again. 

From a financial and economic stand- 
point, there must be some way that the 
burden of war may be distributed as fairly 
as possible. In short, this is all the inde- 
pendent oil producer seeks. He realizes 
full well the terrific strain which the war 
places on our entire national economy. 
The fair and equal burdens of war which 
rightfully fall upon his industry will be 
met cheerfully and willingly. Of that I 
believe there is no question. 

Regardless, however, of the personal 
welfare of the independent producer, the 
point I wish to stress is that the war 
effort itself is dependent upon petroleum. 
The safety and welfare of the whole 
country require that every necessary step 
be taken to preserve this essential 
industry. 

In urging aid to the independent ail 
producer I am not presenting a case for 
selfish gain. I realize full well that all 
selfish interest must give way to our 
supreme war effort if we are to be suc- 
cessful. But in haste, and sometimes in 
ignorance of true conditions, steps may 
be taken which will actually impede the 
success of the thing we want the most. 

In connection with the production of 
petroleum it is not idle talk to say that 
conditions which impede and hold back 
proper development constitute an actual 
interference with the war program. 
Present conditions in the petroleum in- 
dustry are seriously hampering and im- 
peding the proper development of oil re- 
Sources. Especially is this true as con- 
cerns the independent producer. 

A fair increase in the price of crude oil 
would help to alleviate present conditions. 
To grant this increase may well require 
the Office of Price Administration to 
make other adjustments. If so, such ad- 
justments should be made. 

Not only should encouragement be 
given to continue the present flow of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


crude oil, but further development and 
exploration should be made possible. 
This must come, as it has always come, 
through the independent operators. Re- 
serves of oil for whatever the war effort 
may require should be kept constantly 
on hand. New pools should be explored 
and defined. Never let there be a short- 
age of that product, as there is today in 
rubber, steel, and other vital commodi- 
ties. It is easy now to protect against a 
possible shortage in the future, but if we 
wait until the hour of need we shall have 
delayed too long. 

Finally, let me say once again that if, 
as a result of our unwise administration 
of the Price Control Act and other emer- 
gency laws, the independent producer is 
forced from the field, the country itself 
will suffer the most. Monopolistic and 
cartel control of the oil industry is a 
Fascist program. In the past, the inde- 
pendent producer has prevented this con- 
trol. If allowed to remain in business he 
will prevent it in the future. Let him not 
be one of the major economic casualties 
of the war. Much more than his own 
individual welfare is involved in his con- 
tinued existence as a vital factor in the 
economic life of the Nation. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HATCH. I yield. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I am very glad to 
have listened to the remarks of the Sen- 
ator on this most important problem. It 
occurred to me that it might be well to 
add to what he has said that, according 
to the best estimates which are available 
to me, we have in the country today an 
estimated reserve of about 20,000,000,000 
barrels of oil. The production and con- 
sumption of oil are being deliberately 
curtailed. That may be proper. Of 
course, at all times conservation is a 
very desirable objective. We have a 
probable capacity of 5,000,000 barrels of 
production every day, but under the pro- 
gram which is being followed production 
is being restricted to about three or three 
and a half million barrels a day. 

The significance of that fact is ap- 
parent when we consider that to make a 
raid of a thousand airplanes over Cologne 
requires the expenditure of 1,000,000 gal- 
lons of aviation gasoline. The 1,000 
planes of the R. A. F. required between 
five and a half and six hours to fly from 
Britain to Cologne and return. 

To produce 1,000,000 gallons of avia- 
tion gasoline requires 200,000 barrels of 
crude petroleum. If we were to assume 
that the daily production were 4,000,000 
barrels, it is obvious that that would 
allow for only 20 such flights. 

All the. military experts are pointing 
out that the future war program re- 
quires the operations of long-range 
bombers. We are now planning to have 
our bombers fly out and back over 4,000 
miles. Obviously it is altogether impos- 
sible to carry out any such war program 
unless we maintain our supply of oil. If 
we step up the daily production from 
three and a half to five million barrels, 
we then begin to eat into the resérve. 

Eighty-four percent of all our oil re- 
serves are in the hands of the large oil 
companies. Those of us who have fol- 
lowed the oil industry know that the 
small independent producer is the ex- 
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plorer and pioneer. It is the independent 
operator who discovers the new reserves. 
Because he must turn over his capital, 
as soon as he discovers a well he sells it. 
The result is, as I have said, that more 
than 80 percent of our oil reserves are 
in the hands of the large companies. 

During the winter the Deputy Petro- 
leum Coordinator, Mr. Allen, speaking to 
a group of oil men, announced that in 
order to keep our reserves in proper ratio 
to production at least 30,000 wells ought 
to be drilled during the year 1942. 

Last February that program was cut 
down by orders of the War Production 
Board because sufficient steel is not avail- 
able. Now the program is for only 19,000 
new wells to be drilled in 1942. Even 
that will probably be quite impossible of 
achievement, because we are not afford- 
ing proper consideration to the inde- 
pendent producer. 

It seems that in all our war effort we 
are tying our hands behind us. We are 
rationing iron and steel because we are 
not developing our resources of iron. 
We are about to ration gasoline because 
we are not encouraging the independent 
producer. 

It would be possible, by the construc- 
tion of a pipe line from the West to the 
seaboard, to provide ample oil for all the 
essential industries along the seaboard. 
Essential war industries in New England 
are almost certain to suffer because of 
the fact that we are following a restricted 
program instead of an all-out program. 

Ac the Senator from New Mexico 
knows early in the year—in fact, last 
February—I introduced a bill which was 
referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, which was intended to stimulate 
the drilling of exploratory wells upon 
the public domain-by providing a flat 
royalty for a 10-year period on all new 
wells which were brought in. I am very 
happy indeed that the Senator from New 
Mexico, who is now chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys, has 
taken such an active interest in this mat- 
ter, and I feel that great profit may be 
ae ted from consideration of this prob- 
em. 

Mr. HATCH. I thank the Senator 
from Wyoming for his contribution. 
What he has said is exactly in line with 
what I have been trying to present to 
the Senate today. In saying what I have 
said, I have not tried to present an ex- 
aggerated picture at all. I have merely 
tried to present to the Senate conditions 
as they actually exist. 

I do not want to stand on the floor of 
the Senate a year or 2 years from now 
and say, “I told you so.” That would be 
small satisfaction. I want the proper 
steps and safeguards taken now. 

Speaking of the pipe line and of “I 
told you so,” let me say that, as Mayor 
LaGuardia said before a House commit- 
tee, in referring to Secretary Ickes, I 
know of no person who is in a better 
position to say “I told you so” than is 
Secretary Ickes because of his advocacy 
more than a year ago of a pipe line from 
the Southwest to the East. However, his 
advice was not taken. There may have 
been good reason for not taking it, but, 
nevertheless, the shortage exists today. 
If his advice had been followed, the short- 
age would not exist. I do not want any 
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shortage to occur in the future; not only 
for the war program but for the perma- 
nent program, I want the independent 
producer of oil preserved in this country. 
I think it would be a calamity if the 
independent producer were driven out of 
business by conditions which now con- 
front the industry, and I believe the 
Government itself should be concerned 
with his welfare and his continuance in 
business, as it should be with the con- 
tinuance of all small business units of 
every kind. 

During the delivery of Mr. Hatcn’s 
speech, 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HATCH. I yield. 

Mr.DANAHER. Will the Senator help 
me in one particular? He has, in the 
course of his very able address, stated 
that the price allotted to the producer is 
far below what is the proper price, and 
he named the years over which he estab- 
lished the base for the producer. 

Mr. HATCH. I said the predepression 
years, 1919 to 1929. 

Mr. DANAHER. Yes. With reference 
to the Office of Price Administration, 
would the Senator please tell me whether 
or not the price fixed for the producer 
was the highest price reached in March 
of this year, or was it taken as of the 
base period between October 1 and Octo- 
ber 15 of 1941, if the Senator knows? 

Mr. HATCH. Ido not have that infor- 
mation. 

Mr. DANAHER. Very well. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask that these remarks 
may appear at the conclusion of my 
speech. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield further, I will say that 
I had no intention of interrupting the 
Senator. 

Mr. HATCH. I was very glad to have 
the interruption, but I do desire to have 
the continuity of thought carried on. 

Mr. DANAHER, I thank the Senator. 


CONSERVATION OF RUBBER 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, let 
me say to the Senator from Tennessee 


that I shall consume only a very short ' 


time. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am glad to have 
the Senator proceed. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The remarks of the 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. HATCH] 
are certainly most pertinent and appro- 
priate with regard to the oil situation 
and the desirability of keeping alive the 
business of the independent oil pro- 
ducers. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. HATCH. Let me say that I know 
of no Senator or Member of the House 
of Representatives who has been more 
concerned with the plight which I have 
been discussing than has the able senior 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator 
very much. 

Mr, President, I desire to say a few 
words with reference to a related sub- 
ject, one tied up in the public mind with 
the oil situation. I refer to the drive for 
the conservation of rubber. Probably all 
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of us are aware of the fact that the 
President originally initiated a move- 
ment throughout the country to devote 
1 week to the accumulation of scrap rub- 
ber. Later on he extended the cam- 
paign for an additional period. I desire 
to say that the campaign was under the 
direction of Mr. William R. Boyd, Jr., 
who is from my State, and who is associ- 
ated with the Petroleum Coordinator, 
the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Ickes, 
as Chairman of the Petroleum Industry 
War Council. 

The theory of many persons is that 
through the reduced use of rubber not 
only will rubber be conserved but oil will 
be conserved. The results of the first 
week of the drive were quite interesting. 
It is interesting to note the varying 
amounts of scrap rubber obtained per 
capita in the various sections of the 
country. It is likewise interesting to 
note that per capita, the people of the 
Southwest turned in a larger quota of 
scrap rubber than that turned in by the 
people of any other section of the coun- 
try, while the congested areas of New 
York and other sections produced rela- 
tively small amounts of scrap rubber per 
capita. I take pride in the fact that my 
own State of Texas produced 7.97 pounds 
of scrap rubber per capita. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr, President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. Will the Senator advise 
me what amount of scrap rubber per 
capita was turned in by citizens of the 
State of Vermont? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I shall be very glad 
to do so. I am quite sure that Vermont 
did its part. Its contribution was 9.10 
Pounds per capita. 

Mr. AIKEN. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The State of Wash- 
ington turned in 12.90 pounds per capita 
and the State of Nevada turned in 25.65 
pounds per capita. 

I see a number of proud Senators indi- 
cating that they would like to have me 
state the contributions made by their 
States. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield tome? I should like to in- 
quire about the amount contributed by 
Kansas. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I shall be glad to in- 
form the Senator. Kansas contributed 
11,37 pounds of rubber per capita. 

Mr. REED. Let me inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Texas just. what he was proud 
of about Texas in connection with the 
scrap-rubber collection program? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I was proud that it 
did what it did. Of course, there are a 
number of respects in which we do not 
compete with Kansas. In Kansas there 
is more rubber than the rubber the people 
have on their automobile tires. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

I desire to submit this information for 
the Record, Mr. President, not with the 
idea of making any invidious compari- 
sons but simply to stimulate Senators and 
others interested in continuing the scrap- 
rubber collection drive. 

I see the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Tuomas] on his feet. I am very glad to 
State the figure for Oklahoma. In Okla- 
homa 10.15 pounds of scrap rubber per 
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capita were collected. That is a very fine 
record. 

Let me say to the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. McNary] that the collection of scrap 
rubber in Oregon was 14.57 pounds per 
capita. The Senator from Oregon has a 
perfect right to be proud of his State, as 
his State has a right to be proud of him. 

I see the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKE tar] on his feet, and I judge that 
he desires that I state the figures with 
reference to Tennessee. 4.45 pounds of 
scrap rubber -per capita were collected 
there. 

However, these figures are not neces- 
sarily indicative of what some Senators 
might conclude. It may be that the peo- 
ple in some of the States are so thrifty 
that they do not turn in their tires until 
they are completely worn out, whereas in 
some of the more prosperous States the 
people discard their tires when they are 
only partially worn out. I say that for 
the benefit of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. 

I desire to say one other word relative 
to the oil industry. The Senator from 
New Mexico in his remarks was discuss- 
ing, of course, the importance of the oil 
industry and its continued production 
during the war. Let me say that in the 
scrap-rubber-collection drive, through 
the office of the Petroleum Coordinator 
and through his subordinate, Mr. Boyd, 
the oil companies of the United States 
placed at the Government’s disposal all 
their facilities, their local filling stations, 
all their organization and their staff, 
their wide-flung organization throughout 
the whole country; and they did so, ac- 
cording to my information, without profit 
and without any remuneration. I sup- 
pose that in some cases there was some 
actual outlay which probably was met 
through the very nominal price paid for 
the salvaged rubber; but it seems to me 
that the various oil organizations 
throughout the United States have ren- 
dered a very outstanding service to the 
Government, : 

I ask unanimous consent that there be 
printed in the Recorp, in addition to the 
tables of figures I have already men- 
tioned, a letter to the President, under 
date of July 6, from Mr. William R. 
Boyd, Jr., Chairman of the Petroleum In- 
dustry War Council, with relation to the 
continuance of the scrap-rubber-collec- 
tion drive. Mr. Boyd and the Office of Oil 
Coordinator have rendered an outstand- 
ing service to the country, and we are 
hopeful that the continued drive during 
the few remaining days may result in re- 
coveries proportionately even larger than 
they were in the past. -The President 
seems deeply interested in this matter, 
and has urged the country to cooperate 
and to produce. 

There being no objection, the letter and 
tables were ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 

PETROLEUM INDUSTRY War COUNCIL, 
Washington, D. C., June 28, 1942. 
The PRESIDENT, 
White House, Washington, D. C. 

Dear MR. PRESIDENT: I submit you here- 
with, through your Petroleum Coordinator 
for War, Secretary Harold L. Ickes, a second 
progress report of rubber tonnage collected 
by oil industry filling stations and bulk stor- 
age plants, which report indicates a grand 
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total collection of 437,996,000 pounds, or | Petroleum Industry War Council second | Petroleum Industry War Council second 


218,998 tons, for the 48 States, District of 
Columbia, and Hawaii during the period 
June 15-27, inclusive. 

The figures have been telegraphed to me by 
each of our five district general chairmen 
and, because of the explanatory statements 
therein contained, a copy of each telegram 
is attached. These district general chairmen 
received the State figures from petroleum in- 
dustry scrap rubber drive State chairmen, 
who, in turn, have collected them from their 
county and local chairmen. 

The tabulated information contains totals 
of tonnage as reported by States, with a 
grand total for the country as a whole. 
Again, a pound per-capita analysis has been 
made that you may make comparison of the 
responses from different sections of the coun- 
try. It should be noted that the pound-per- 
capita figures are for all States as of June 27 
except for Arizona, California, Nevada, Ore- 


gon, Washington, and Hawali, reports from 


them being as of June 26. 

From the comments of our district general 
chairmen, the conclusion is drawn that the 
reported figures cover largely only collections 
actually in hand at oil company bulk storage 
plants, and that there are many tons more 
at filling stations all over the country which 
have not yet been moved to bulk plants and 
which remain unreported. 

Again, the figures which I report do not 
contain those for rubber in the hands of the 
estimated 20,000 buyers of junk. Neither do 
they contain figures of local stock piles col- 
lected and yet unreported by various local 
salvage agencies and organizations which 
have engaged in the collection of rubber 
during the progress of your special drive. 

Everyone taking an active part in this spe- 
cial rubber drive awaits any further order 
which you may desire to give, 

Respectfully yours, 
Wrt11aM R. Boyn, Jr., 


Chairman, Petroleum Industry War Council. 
{Enclosure.] 


Petroleum Industry War Council second 
progress report to the President (covering 
period June 15-27, 1942, except where 
noted) 


Petroleum indus- 


try collections of 
r, oaa ie Per 
ventory as of June 
State 97, 1942) capita, 
Tons | Pounds 
Alabama___...... 2,833, 000] 1,580) 3,160,000) 1.12 
Arizona... 499, 000) 1 2,205) ! 4, 410,000) 18,84 
Arkansas. 1, 949, 000} 2,555) 5,110,000) 2.62 
California. . 6, 907, 000}! 21, 596/143, 192, 000| | 6.25 
Colorado... 1, 123,000] 2,357) 4,714,000) 4.20 
1, 709, 000} 3,925, 7,850,000) 4.59 
267, 000 269 538,000) 2.01 
663, 000 410) 820,000) 1.24 
1,897,000) 4,319) 8,638,000) 4.55 
124, 2,750} 5, 500,000) 1.76 
525,000) 2,816} 5,632,000) 10.73 
7, 897, 000) 10, 000} 20,000,000) 2. 53 
3, 428,000] 7, 502} 15,004,000) 4.38 
2, 538, 000) 6,100} 12,200,000) 4.81 
1,801, 000; 5, 200} 10,400,000) 5,77 
2, 846, 000} 3,981) 7,962,000) 2.80 
2, 364, 000| 1,970} 3, 940, 000 1, 67 
847, 000) 920} 1,840,000) 2.17 
1,821,000) 1,307) 2,614,000) 1,44 
4,317,000] 5,004) 10,008,000) 2.32 
5, 256,000} 8, 500} 17,000,000) 3.23 
2, 792,000) 8, 153) 16,306,000) 5.84 
2,184,000} 1,500) 3,000,000) 1.37 
3, 784, 000) 5, 602) 11,204,000) 2.96 
559,000) 3,750} 7,500,000) 13,42 
1,316,000} 3,955) 7,910,000) 6,01 
110, 000} ! 1, 105| 1 2, 210, 000} * 20.09 
492, 000 905; 1,810,000) 3.68 
4,160,000] 2,106) 4,516,000) 1.09 
532, 000) 1,353} 2,402,000) 4,52 
13, 479,000) 7, 163} 14, 326, 000) 1,06 
li 3, 572,000) 3,070; 6,140,000} 1.72 
North Dakota... 642,000! 3,224] 6,448,000! 10.04 
1 Covers period Iune 15 to 26 only. Estimated total 


collections Er these © States for June 27 is 3,400 tons 


progress report to the President (covering 
period June 15-27, 1942, except where 
noted)—Continued 


Petroleum indus- 


brag toner Oo 
Popula- | Scrap rubber Gn- | Pep 
State Phy Q940 ae fr aa 
census) 
6, 908, 000} 10,000) 20,000,000} 2.90 
2, 226,000) 9,001} 18,002,000} 8.09 
1, 090, 000) 1 5, 689)! 11, 378, 000) 1 10. 44 
9, 900, 000} §, 500) 11,000,000} 1.11 
713, 000) 834| 1,668,000) 2.34 
1,900,000) 2,011) 4,022,000} 2.12 
643,000} 2,125! 4,250,000) 6.61 
2,916,000) 4,364) 8,728,000) 2.99 
6, 415, 000) 15, 212) 30, 424,000) . 4.74 
550,000} 1,653) 3,306,000} 6.01 
359,000} 1,120) 2,240,000) 6.24 
2,.678,000) 2,285) 4,570,000) 1.71 
1, 736, 000) 1 7, 350)! 14, 700, 000| 1 8. 47 
1,902,000) 2,163) 4,326,000) 2.27 
3,138,000) 7,881) 15, 762,000} 5,02 
251, 000) 717| 1,434,000) 5.71 
433,000) 1541| 11, 082,000) 12.50 
131, 991, 000/215, 598/431, 196,000) 3.27 


1 Covers mig Seb June 15 to 26 only. Estimated total . 


collections for these 6 States for June 27 is 3,400 tons 
additional. 


which nreported, 
Again, the which I report do not contain those 
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piles meee a yet es mage by various local sal- 
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PEREA Industry War Council second 
progress report to the President (covering 
period June 15-27, 1942, except where 
noted) 


Petroleum indus- 
try collections of 


Per scrap rubber Per 
re State se 
ses June 27, | June 20, na k 
1942, per | 1942, per 
capita capita 
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June 15 to 26 only. Estimated total 
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progress report to the President (covering 
period June 15-27, 1942, except where 
noted)—Continued 


Petroleum indus- 


try collections of 
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NotE.—From the comments of our district general 
chairmen, the conclusion is drawn that the reported 
es cover largely only collections actually in hand at 
company bulk storage > panty, and that there are man 
tons more at filling stations all over the country whi 
have not yee be been moved to bulk plants and which re- 


ar: a ay 

e figures which 1 report do not contain those 
Ss pase in the hands of the estimated 20,000 buyers of 
junk. Neither do they contain figures of local stock 


piles collected and yet unreported various local sal- 
vage agencies and o en ie have engaged in 
during the progress of your 


the oonan of rubber 
special drive. 

PETROLEUM INDUSTRY WAR COUNCIL, 

Washington, D. C., July 6, 1942. 
The PRESIDENT, 
White House, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Mr. PRESIDENT: The petroleum 
industry continues to be the spearhead of 
your rubber collection drive and rubber in 
every conceivable form is still coming in to 
our stations. 

On June 22 I reported total collections 
through oil industry facilities alone, as of 
June 20, to be 100,438 tons, with a national 
pound-per-capita figure of 1.52. On June 29 
I reported to you a total of collections 
amounting to 218,998 tons, a national pound- 
per-capita of 3.32. 

Today I report to you, through your 
Petroleum Coordinator for War, Secretary 
Harold L. Ickes, a total accumulation at 
petroleum industry depots (as of July 3) of 
668,586,000 pounds or 334,293 tons, or a na- 
tional pound-per-capita collection of 5.07. 
This is a 52-percent increase over the amount 
reported to you on June 29. And, Mr. 
President, the drive will not be over until 
midnight, July 10. 

The figures reported embrace all the 48 
States, the District of Columbia, and 
Hawaii. State pound-per-capita figures are 
calculated in the report, each State figure 
representing the amount collected from June 
15 to July 3, inclusive, except for Arizona, 
California, Nevada, Oregon, Washington, and 
Hawaii, whose reports are for the period 
ending July 2. 

You will be interested to know that from 
the moment you launched this drive, the far- 
flung manpower and machinery of the 
petroleum industry has done little else but 
collect rubber. We have made no public 
estimate of the probable amount of rubber 
available in the country, nor have we fixed 
any national quota to be expected to result 
from the drive, because we in the petroleum 
industry are not rubber-salvage experts and 
have no means of making estimates, Our 
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only job has been to collect all the rubber 
we could, and that we are doing vigorously. 

Reports from our firing-line chairmen are 
really an inspiration in Americanism. The 
press, the radio, the movies, and almost every 
organized body in the country, have taken 
an active part in the drive. Governors, 
mayors, and officials of the national, State, 
and local governments have cooperated. The 
youth of America have been fired with 
enthusiasm. 

Large quantities of rubber have jammed the 
bulk plant facilities of our industry, but I 
am happy to report that Rubber Reserve 
Company, who will do the purchasing for 
the Government, is cooperating thoroughly 
with our industry in the formulation of a 
workable program which will permit rapid 
shipment of the rubber collected to desig- 
nated Government agencies. 

The figures submitted today, like those 
previously given to you, do not embrace 
amounts collected by local salvage or other 
agencies which have not actually been 
turned over to petroleum depots. Nor do 
they include any of the stock on hand of the 
estimated 20,000 or so regular buyers of junk. 

It is the earnest hope of all of us engaged 
in the petroleum industry, and I am certain 
it is that of every American who has taken 
an active part or who has donated or sold his 
scrap or nonessential rubber for the national 
stock pile, that when your special rubber 
drive is concluded on July 10, the mighty 
effort put forth by all will have been of mate- 
rial assistance and aid to our country. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant. 

WILLIAM R. Boyn, Jr., 
Chairman, Petroleum Industry War 
Council. 
[Enclosure.] 


Petroleum Industry War Council third prog- 
ress report to the President (covering 
period June 15-July 3, 1942, except where 
noted) 


Petroleum industry collections of scrap 
rubber 


June 20, 1942, 
per capita 


State 


July 3, 1942, | June 27, 1942, 
per capita i 


Rank| Pounds) Rank) Pounds) Rank| Pounds 
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additional, - -~ - 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


Petroleum Industry War Council third 
progress report to the President (covering 
period June 15-27, 1942, except where 
noted)—Continued 


Petroleum industry collections of scrap 
rubber 


State 


July 3, 1942, 
per capita 


June 27, 1942, | June 20, 1942, 
per capita 


per capita 


Rank| Pounds} Rank| Pounds/ Rank) Pounds 


3. 42 39 2,01 37 67 
3. 38 35 2.32 45 2B 
3, 23) 36 2,27 41 +47 
3.14 38 2. 12) 34 54 
2.91 45 1,37 36 „69 
2.79 44 1,44 44 30 
2.75 41 1. 72 38 0 
2. 46) 40 1.76 39 -59 
2.37 47 1. 12| 47 .21 
2, 05) 46 1,24 42 43 
2.02 48 1.11 5 .15 
1,76 49 1.06 49 .18 
1. 67 50 1.01 46 .22 
5.07|.-.--- 3. 32)..-..- 1. 52 
3334, 293) ...... $218, 998] -....- 3 100, 438 


3 Tons. 


NotE.—From the comments of our district general 
chairmen, the conclusion is drawn that the reported 
figures cover largely only collections actually in hand at 
oil company bulk storage plants, and that there are man: 
tons more at filling stations all over the country whic! 
have not yet been moved to bulk plants and which re- 
main unreported. 

Again, the figures which I report do not contain those 
for rubber in the hands of the estimated 20,000 buyers of 
junk, Neither do they contain figures of local stock 
piles collected and yet unreported by various local sal 
vage agencies and organizations which have engaged in 
ne collection of rubber during the progress of your special 

rive. 


Petroleum Industry War Council third prog- 


ress report to the President (covering 


period June 15 to July 3, 1942, except where 
noted) R 


Petroleum indus- 
try collections of 


Popula- | „Stap rubber Per 
State tion (1940 | @Bventory asof |eapita, 
census, July 8, 1942) [pounds 


Tons | Pounds 


2,833,000) 3,352) 6,704,000) 2.37 

499, 000) 1 2, 971) 1 5, 942, 000) 1 11. 91 

1, 949, 000] 4,000) 8,000,000) 4.10 

6, 907, 000) 130, 136) 160, 272, 000| 1 8.73 

1, 123,000) 4,071] 8,142,000) 7.25 

1, 709, 000} 4, 250) 8, 500,000) 4.97 

267, 000) 457) 914,000). 3.42 

663, 000 680} 1,360,000) 2.05 

1,897,000] 6,042) 12,084,000) 6.37 

3, 124,000) 3,835] 7, 670, 000) 2. 46 

525,000} 3,579) 7, 158,000) 13.63 

7, 897, 000) 17, 500| 35,000,000} 4.43 

3, 428, 000) 10, 710| 21,420,000) 6,25 

2, 538,000) 8,800] 17,600,000} 6.93 

1, 801, 000} 10, 236} 20,472,000) 11. 37 

2,846, 000} 6, 283) 12, 586,000} 4.42 

2, 364, 000; 5, 395) 10,790,000) 4. 66 

847,000} 2,092) 4,184,000) 4.94 

rece 2,540] 5,080,000) 2.79 

4,317,000) 7, 303) 14,606,000} 3.38 

5, 256, 000) 13, 821) 27,642,000} 5. 26 

2, 792, 000) 12,271) 24, 542,000} 8,79 

2, 184,000) 3,175] 6,350,000} 2.91 

3, 784, 000| 10, 567) 21,134,000) 5.59 

559,000) 3,771) 7, 542,000) 13.49 

1, 316,000) 6,505) 13,010,000) . 9.89 

110, 000} 4 1, 411) 1 2, 822, 000| | 25. 65 

492, 000| 1,521 3,042,000) 6.18 

4, 160,000) 3,480] 6,960,000] 1. 67 

532,000) 2,178] 4,356,000) 8.19 

13, 479, 000| 11, 867| 23,734,000) 1.76 

3, 572, 4,909} 9,818,000) 2.75 

642,000} 4, 100) 8, 200,000) 12,77 

6, 908, 000| 14,409) 28,818,000) 4.17 

2, 226, 11, 300| 22, 600, 000) 10.15 

reg 1, 090, 1 7, 939/115, 878, 000) 1.14, 57 
Pennsylvania._..| 9, 900, 10, 001) 20,002,000) 2.02 
Rhode Island... 713,000} 1,399} 2,798,000) ` 3:92 
South Carolina..| 1,900,000) 2,984} 5,968,000) 3.14 
South Dakota-_-.- 643,000! 2, 7501 5,500,000] 8.55 
Covers period June 15 to July 2 only. Estimated 


total collections for these 6 States for July 3 is 2,200 tons » 


additional. 
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Petroleum Industry War Council third 
progress report to the President (covering 
period June 15-27, 1942, except where 
noted) —Continued 


Petroleum indus- 
try collections of 


1 ser: bber 

Popula- apr Per 
State tion (1940 Cea A Nad capita, 

census) ; pounds 


000! 6, 490 4.45 
000| 25, 561 7.97 
000| 2, 250 8. 18 
000) 1,634 9.10 
000} 4, 635 3.46 
000|! 11, 193 112.90 
000} 3,070 3. 23 
000| 10, 706 6.82 
000| 1, 000 7.97 
000} 1.968) ° 14045 


Total.. ___.|131, 991, 000/332, 093)664, 186,000) 5.03 
Additional hal 


States se os 
AA 334, 293/668, 586,000) 5,07 


Grand total. 


1 Covers period June 15 to July 2 only. Estimated 
er) cotertions for these 6 States for July 3 is 2,200 tons 
tional. 


Note.—From the comments ol our d.strict genera! 


chairmen, the conclusion is drawn that the reported 


figures cover largely only collection: actually in hand 
at oil company bulk storage plants, and that there are 
many tons more at filling stations all over the country 
which have not yet been moved to bulk plants and which 
remain unreported. S 

Again, the figures which-I reportdo not contain those 
for rubber in the hands of the estimated 20,000 buyers 
of junk. Neither do they contain figures of local stock 
piles collected and yet unreported by various local 
salvage agencies and organizations which have engaged 
in the collection of rubber during the progress of your 
special drive. 

Mr. CONNALLY. At this time I should 
like to express to the country at large the 
hope that everyone who can in any wise 
make a contribution either by the sale of 
his scrap rubber at the nominal price 
offered, or as gifts, will hasten to do so 
in order that the program may be car- 
ried to a successful conclusion. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, Mr. 
orm and Mr. BARKLEY addressed the 

P; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHA- 
vez in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Texas yield and, if so, to whom? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield first to the 
Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, does not the Senator think 
that the program for the acquisition of 
scrap rubber should be continued on a 
different basis? At present, only a cent 
a pound is paid for scrap rubber. Testi- 
mony was given before one committee 
that reclaimed rubber is about 90 per- 
cent as efficient as raw rubber for a great 
many commodities. Raw rubber has 
been costing about 20 cents a pound. Does 
not the Senator think that the program 
should be extended on the basis of pay- 
ing for scrap rubber 5 or 6 cents a pound, 
let us say, in order that there might be 
some little incentive for persons who are 
not employed to make a diligent search in 
an effort to get all the rubber possible to 
be obtained for the war effort and for 
civilian use? 

Mr. CONNALLY. It certainly is my 
view that the program should be con- 
tinued so long as there is any possibility 
of obtaining additional rubber. On the 
other hand, we have found a little diffi- 
culty, because. someone evidently has in 
mind paying 5 or 10 cents a pound for the 
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actual rubber content. A tire weighing 
many pounds may be turned in, and yet 
the rubber content of the tire may be 
found to be a relatively small proportion 
of the tire. 

So I do not know whether it is prac- 
tical. If it is practical, I certainly favor 
it, because the present price is merely 
nominal; there is scarcely any consider- 
ation whatever; only a cent a pound, as 
I recall. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres- 
ident, will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The tes- 
timony before one of the committees is 
that there are about 12 pounds of rubber 
in a tire for an average-size car. The 
tire does not weigh very much more than 
that; the cotton in the tire does not 
weigh very much; so that, from 85 to 90 
percent of the weight of the tire is in the 
rubber, and the remainder is in the cot- 
ton which goes to make up the other part 
of the tire. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield there, I should like to 
say that the Committee on Banking and 
Currency has been going into the matter 
of scrap rubber at some length. The 
testimony before that committee indi- 
cates that about 80 percent, perhaps 85 
percent, of each tire turned in is recov- 
erable in rubber. Of course, it has to be 
stripped, as it is called, of the cotton 
that goes into it on the inside, but all the 
outside of the tire and the walls are 
rubber, that is, rubber composition, for 
there is some extraneous substance 
worked into the rubber. It depends 
somewhat on the length of time the tire 
has been used and the extent to which 
the tread has been worn off, but, with all 
that taken into consideration, the testi- 
mony shows that there is about 80 per- 
cent recoverable rubber in each tire. 
The total amount will depend upon the 
amount of scrap rubber recovered. It 
looks now as if about 400,000 tons will be 
recovered in the drive for scrap rubber, 
and 80 percent of that will be about 
320,000 tons of rubber which will be 
recoverable under that program, 

Mr. CONNALLY. I will yield to the 
ator. 

Mr, ELLENDER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONNALLY. I will yield to the 
Senator in a moment. 

Let me say to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that I think his remarks are quite 
to the point. 

I desire to answer the Senator from 
Oklahoma in a general way. I certainly 
would favor the continuance of the pro- 
gram through the payment of compensa- 
tion comparable with what the real value 
of the rubber may be. The experts 
would have to determine that question. 
The need for rubber is so urgent, how- 
ever, and we are making such frantic 
efforts to produce synthetic rubber, that 
we ought to reclaim and secure all the 
real, native rubber possible, because it is 
necessary in order to obtain the best 
possible results to have the native rub- 
ber, as I understand, to mix in certain 
proportions with synthetic rubber. Is 
not that true? 3 
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Mr. BARKLEY, Yes; I think that is 
an accurate statement, although tires 
are now being tested made exclusively 
of synthetic rubber. In one instance 
they have gone 6,000 miles without any 


break, while in another instance, when: 


a test was made, they ran only about 
1,100 miles until they broke down. So 
the different formulas and processes for 
making synthetic rubber are being 
tested so as to get the very best quality 
that is possible. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I will say to the 
Senator, in that connection, that there 
are two classes, as I understand, of rub- 
ber. In the case of one, it is contended 
that a fairly good tire can be made, pro- 
vided it is not run at exceeding 30 miles 
an hour; if it is run over 30 miles an 
hour, it will not stand up. Then, there 
is a much higher-priced rubber, of a 
quality that has been reprocessed, and 
which can stand and is standing the test 
as to use. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Sen- 
ator. 


RECEPTION TO HIS EXCELLENCY HUBERT 
PIERLOT, PRIME MINISTER OF BEL- 
GIUM 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that there is now present in the 
Chamber His Excellency Hubert Pierlot, 
the Premier of Belgium, a nation whose 
people are among the most heroic in the 
world and who are now suffering as the 
victims of Nazi domination and brutality. 
He is a member of the Belgian Senate as 
well as Prime Minister of Belgium. 

I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate stand in recess for 10 minutes so to 
enable Members of the Senate to greet 
and shake hands with the Prime Minister 
of Belgium and welcome him to the Sen- 
ate Chamber. [Applause.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
(at 3 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) stood 
in recess for 10 minutes. 

The Senate being in recess, 

His Excellency Hubert Pierlot, Prime 
Minister of Belgium, was escorted to the 
area in front of the Vice President’s desk, 
and was greeted by Members of the Sen- 
ate who were introduced to him by Mr. 
BARKLEY 


At the expiration of the recess the 
Senate reassembled. 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF THE TAX BILL 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate House Concurrent Resolution 
74, which was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That there shall 
be printed 9,000 additional copies of the bill 
(H. R. 7878) to provide revenue, and for 
other purposes, together with the report (H. 
Rept, No, 2333) thereon, of which 5,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the House document 
room, 500 copies for the use of the Senate 
document room, 3,000 copies for the use of 
the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives, and 500 copies for 
the use of the Committee on Finance of 
the Senate. 
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Mr. HAYDEN. I move that the Senate 
ire: in the House concurrent resolu- 

on. 

There being no objection, the concur- 
rent resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 


THE RUBBER SHORTAGE 


Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, be- 
fore the Senate took a recess the senior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY] was 
discussing the rubber situation, and I in- 
tended to call to the attention of the 
Senate a press-release given out yester- 
day by Hon. Jesse Jones, in which it is 
stated: 

Jesse Jones, Secretary of Commerce, today 
announced that Rubber Reserve Company, on 
June 18, contracted with A. Schulman, Inc., 
790 East Tallmadge Avenue, Akron, Ohio; H. 
Muehlstein & Co., 122 E. Forty-second Street, 
New York, N. Y.; Nat E. Berzen, Inc., 551 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N. Y.; and Loewen- 
thal Co., 188 W. Randolph Street, Chicago, 
I., to act as its agents in buying scrap rub- 
ber throughout the United States. 

As a result of these contracts these com- 
panies are no longer in the scrap-rubber busi- 
ness for their own account. They cannot buy, 
sell, or deal in scrap rubber except for the 
account of Rubber Reserve Company. All 
four of the companies agreed to render this 
service to Rubber Reserve Company without 
profit, but will be reimbursed for their actual 
costs and expense. 

These four companies ordinarily buy and 
sell approximately 80 percent of all the scrap 
rubber in the country. They have Nation- 
wide organizations and can handle all the 
scrap that will be bought by Rubber Reserve 
Company. 

I ask Senators to note this statement: 

Other scrap dealers may sell scrap rub- 
ber to Rubber Reserve Company through any 
one of these four companies at $25 per ton, 
carload lots, f. o. b. point of shipment, and 
6 cents a pound for tubes. Junk dealers have 
on hand a small amount of beadless tires for 
which Rubber Reserve Company will pay 
$31.50 per ton until July 15, and $3.50 per 
ton for the beads, 

The. four companies have bought for ac- 
count of Rubber Reserve Company 103,400 
tons of scrap rubber. They began buying 
scrap from other scrap dealers for account 
of Rubber Reserve Company immediately 
after announcement of the $25 per ton price, 
and these purchases are entirely independent 
of and in addition to the rubber gathered 
by the oil companies in the scrap-rubber 
drive authorized by the President. 


I am very glad to note that much in- 
terest is again being shown in gathering 
scrap rubber, but I do not like the idea 
of having all purchases in the hands of 
the four companies referred to. There 
are many other concerns that would do 
the job for actual cost. These concerns 
are no doubt doing business at a loss at 
this time and it will be of considerable 
help to them to maintain their connec- 
tions and business on condition that the 
Government pay their actual cost of han- 
dling. It is not my purpose at this time 
to touch on some of the matters which 
were discussed in executive session this 
morning before the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency with respect to the 
rubber situation, but I do wish to state 
that I learned that these four rubber 
scrap concerns are not only going to 
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handle the scrap rubber hereafter gath- 
ered, as they did before the present drive, 
but will also handle at some additional 
cost to the Government all of the rubber 
which many patriotic Americans, the 
independent tire dealers, the independ- 
ent oil companies, and the independent 
distributors, gathered throughout the 
country. My information is that these 
four concerns will be paid their costs to 
handle such rubber. I hope that is not 
true and that not one penny will be paid 
to them for handling such rubber. The 
Government must pay all the freight and 
the drayage charges, plus $25 per ton to 
those now in possession of it, and it would 
at least be more patriotic to permit those 
now in charge of the rubber to deliver 
it to the Rubber Reserve Company at 
such places as may be decided upon. 

The Small Business Committee has 
pending before the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency a bill which I hope will 
be reported out soon. The bill provides 
among other things for the appointment 
of an administrator to handle the scrap 
rubber situation with a view of obtaining 
rubber for recapping and retreading 30,- 
000,000 tires. According to testimony 
presented to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, the number of tires thus 
made available will keep rolling 20,000,- 
000 cars, all of which are essential for our 
economy. The Small Business Commit- 
tee is not desirous of utilizing one ounce 
of rubber that is necessary for our war 
effort. As I see the picture, it is absolute- 
ly necessary for us to provide some meth- 
od of preserving the supply of tires for 
the 20,000,000 cars to which I have re- 
ferred, because if we cannot preserve a 
sufficient number of tires to keep in op- 
eration as many as 20,000,000 cars, to 
transport workers from their homes to 
the various industrial plants, it will be 
necessary for the Government in some 
way to provide the necessary transporta- 
tion. I know of no better and no quicker 
way to meet the emergency confronting 
us than for the Congress to pass the bill 
which was presented by me and other 
members of the Small Business Commit- 
tee a few weeks ago. I again express the 
hope that the bill will be before the Sen- 
ate some time this week. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL 
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7319) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the debate 
on the bill before the Senate has, some- 
how or other, left the impression that 
Mr. Leon Henderson is being persecuted; 
that, somehow or other, we are picking 
on him. I believe that is a wrong im- 
pression. Mr. Henderson occupies an 
important position, the very duties of 
which are highly controversial and relate 
to controversial subjects. Mr. Henderson 
is of a temperament which invites dis- 
putes and contentions. Therefore the 
tempestuous career which he is experi- 
encing is not unexpected. I wish to say 
that I do not know of anyone occupying 
so difficult a position in the Government 
service as Leon Henderson occupies, or 
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one who has received as much defense on 
the floor of the Senate, and concerning 
whose work we have heard so many kind 
words. It is true that he has been criti- 
cized. He is being criticized and he will 
continue to receive criticism. That is 
partly my reason for taking the floor for 
a few minutes, because there has come to 
my desk an editorial from one of the best 
known newspaper publishers in Kansas, 
in which there is discussed rather humor- 
ously the visit of three O. P A. field in- 
spectors to Hutchinson, Kans. In the 
Hutchinson News of July 9, 1942, there 
appeared an editorial written by Mr. John 
P. Harris, one of the very well-known 
newspapermen of Kansas. The editorial 
reads as follows: 

Three gumshoe agents of the Office of Price 
Administration were in Hutchinson yesterday. 
Their purpose, I surmise, was a friendly one. 
Their object was to survey informally local 
compliances with price-ceiling regulations 
and to straighten out any errors arising from 
misunderstanding of the complicated rules. 

There was no more reason for secrecy con- 
cerning the visit of these three gentlemen 
than there would be over the regular monthly 
call of a cloak and suit salesman. Revelation 
of their work would be of neither comfort nor 
interest to the enemy. Their mission was no 
more directly connected with the war effort 
than the activities of a Work Projects Admin- 
istration comfort station crew. 

Yet the gentlemen from the Office of Price 
Administration refused to reveal their names, 
parried all efforts ot reporters to ascertain 
the routine details of their business, and in 
general conducted themselves as though they 
were the sole custodians of the detailed plans 
for opening the second war front. 

Such a trivial incident as this wouldn’t be 
worth note had it not become all too typical 
of the attitude and activities of the field men 
of so many Federal agencies today. As it is, 
it is giving working press, working people, 
regulated business, and the rationed public a 
sharp pain in some place other than their 
collective neck. 


Mr. President, I wish to add only that 
what Mr. Harris writes is true. We have 
so many alphabetical agencies, with a 
myriad of agents running around over 
the country, that probably the note 
which comes oftenest to me, whether by 
way of correspondence or by direct ex- 
pression from the people of Kansas, is 
that of irritation at the number of Gov- 
ernment agents with whom the business- 
men, newspaper owners, wholesalers, and 
retailers have to deal. It irritates them 
more than anything else. If Mr. Hen- 
derson wanted to do the O. P. A. a great 
service, he could do it by removing this 
sort of irritation, by having his agents in 
the field deal more reasonably with those 
with whom they come in contact and 
with lesser assumption of perfection on 
the part of the bureaucrats. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I be- 
lieve the Senate is ready to vontinue to 
consider the committee amendments. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, before 
the committee amendments are taken up 
I wish to make inquiry concerning a 
House provision which has been con- 
firmed by the Senate committee. On 
page 13, in line 24, I find this language: 

Par. 8. National War Labor Board: For the 
National War Labor Board, $1,167,000, includ- 
ing salaries at not to exceed $10,000 per an- 
num each for the four public members of 
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the Board; actual transportation and other 
necessary expenses, and not to exceed $25 per 
diem in lieu of subsistence (whether or not 
in a travel status) of members, alternate 
members, and associate members of the Board 
while serving as such without other com- 
pensation from the United States. 


Is it the intention of the Senator in 
charge of the measure that members of 
the National War Labor Board shall be 
paid $10,000 a year and then be paid $25 
a day for subsistence? 

Mr. McKELLAR. The provision for 
$25 per diem in lieu of subsistence does 
not apply to members of the Board who 
do not serve as such without other com- 
pensation from the United States. It 
applies to members, alternate members, 
and associate members of the Board 
“while serving as such without other 
compensation from the United States.” 

Mr.McNARY. Ihad assumed that the 
able Senator did not intend to pay the 
members of the Board $10,000 a year and 
$25 per diem. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. McNARY. But the language is 
susceptible of that interpretation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If it is, it ought to be 
amended so as not to be susceptible of 
such an interpretation. That is the 
House language. 

Mr. McNARY. Yes; I appreciate that. 
I am not offering any criticism directed 
at the Senator. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I know that. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I remember that I 
made particular inquiry in regard to that 
matter when it was before the committee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; we discussed it. 

Mr. HAYDEN. We were advised that 
there are members of the Board, the 
panel, and then there are alternate 
members; that it was not expected or 
possible for the additional members, 
aside from the paid members at all times 
to attend meetings and for that reason 
attendance was placed upon a per diem 
basis, but the provision applies merely 
to those members of the Board who 
serve only from time to time. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In order to make it 
be certain, the language could be cor- 
rected, and I shall move to strike out the 
word “members” in line 4 on page 14. 
Would that not meet the suggestion of 
the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. McNARY. I think so. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, I 
move to strike out the word “members” 
in line 4 on page 14. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, before 
the Senator makes that motion I should 
like to make a suggestion. First, there 
are the paid members who represent the 
public. The members representing the 
public receive $10,000 a year each. 

Mr. McNARY. How many are there? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Four. Then the mem- 
bers who represent labor and the mem- 
bers who represent industry serve from 
time to time, and when they cannot be 
present their alternates serve. If the 
word “members” should be stricken out 
it would result in eliminating provision 
for the pay of those who represent labor 
and of those who represent industry. 
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Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
no intention to do injustice to anyone. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I wonder if the inser- 
tion of the word “other” would not make 
the language clear? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Perhaps that would 
make it clear. 

Mr. McNARY. That would be satis- 
factory. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
move to insert the word “other” before 
the word “members”, in line 4, on page 14. 
That will certainly take care of the situ- 
ation. If the language is improper in any 
way it can be ironed out in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCKELLAR]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, along 
somewhat the same line of discussion, I 
wish to call to the attention of the able 
Senator from Tennessee the fact that on 
the page to which I have just referred, 
page 14, provision is made for $25 per 
diem in lieu of subsistence for persons 
connected with the National War Labor 
Board. On page 19 we find that provi- 
sion is made for $25 per diem in lieu of 
subsistence for persons connected with 
the -War Shipping Administration. On 
page 31 we find a provision for $10 per 
diem in lieu of subsistence for persons 
serving in an advisory capacity to the 
Petroleum Coordinator for War. On 
page 32 we find a provision for $10 per 
diem for persons connected with the 
Office of Solid Fuels Coordination. 

Mr. President, what I am curious to 
know is why the Senator distinguishes 
between men doing the same general type 
of work, and paying some $25 per diem 
and paying other public servants $10 per 
diem? ` 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, as I 
recall—and I will have to refer to the 
hearings for accuracy—the ones who re- 
ceive $25 per diem are those who are 
called in to serve in an advisory capacity, 
and that is all the salary they receive. 
Members of boards who receive $10 a day 
receive that amount when they are away 
and are necessarily put to additional ex- 
pense, but in addition to that they receive 
a salary. 

Mr. McNARY. No, Mr. President; the 
persons referred to on page 32, line 22, 
under the Office of Solid Fuels Coordina- 
tion, receive $10 per diem and $1 per 
annum for salary. They are the dollar- 
a-year men. The other persons to whom 
I referred in certain other branches of 
the Government are also the so-called 
dollar-a-year men, but they receive $25 
a day for subsistence. Persons in the 
Office of Solid Fuels Coordination, as well 
as persons in the Office of Petroleum Co- 
ordinator for War, receive only $10 per 
diem. They all receive a dollar a year. 
Why is ene dollar-a-year man in one 
branch of the Government worth $25 a 
day for subsistence when another is en- 
titled to subsistence of only $10 a day? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr, President, would 
it not occur to the Senator from Oregon 
that there might be a difference in the 
type and responsibility of the two offi- 
cers? 
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Mr. McNARY. Does it occur to the 
Senator that there is such a difference? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. McNARY. There is? | 

Mr. HAYDEN. There is a difference 
between those in one branch of the serv- 
ice and those in another. 

Mr. McNARY. How can that be? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Ten dollars is the 
usual amount which has been carried in 
appropriation measures heretofore. But 
now a Board is created, and we ask a 
great industrialist to leave his business 
or we ask the head of a great labor union 
to leave his business to come here and 
serve on that Board. He is paid more 
because he occupies a more responsible 
position. 

Mr. McNARY. Let us see. One who 
comes here and patriotically, voluntarily, 
and uncomplainingly gives up his time 
to the Government, and serves in the 
War Labor Board, or in the Maritime 
Commission, receives a doilar-a-year sal- 
ary and $25 per diem. On the other 
hand, one representing a great oil in- 
terest who comes here to serve with the 
Petroleum Coordinator, who gives up his 
time, who is just as patriotic, whose be- 
havior is just as good, is given $10 per 
diem for his subsistence. Is there any 
difference between the two types of men? 
Is not the man who represents the oil 
production of the country as good a man 
as the man who represents the Maritime 
Commission or the War Shipping Ad- 
ministration? 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the Senator believes 
that, he can very easily move to increase 
the amounts by $15 a day. 

Mr. McNARY. I am not on the com- 
mittee. I am not writing the bill. Iam 
not criticizing merely for fun. I want to 
know the reason for these things. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, these 
differences are to be found in the Execu- 
tive orders which created the various 
Boards. The provisions were put into the 
bill by the House. The Senate commit- 
tee had no evidence on these items. The 
bill is going over until tomorrow. We 
shall obtain the information. Very 
frankly, I do not now have the informa- 
tion. I know that the amounts were set 
up in the special Executive orders issued 
by the President. They will be examined 
into, and we shall have the information 
tomorrow. 

Mr. McNARY. That is very fair. I 
like that spirit. I only call attention to 
these matters as I glance through the 
bill hurriedly. It seems to me that 
American citizens who are doing practi- 
cally the same kind of work, and giving 
up their businesses, should be treated 
alike. That is the only point. 

Mr. McKELLAR, I think the Senator 
is entirely correct. We shall obtain the 
facts and have them ready tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the next amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, 
line 2, after the figures “$7,447,075”, to 
insert a colon and the following proviso: 
“Provided, That no part of this appro- 
priation shall be available to pay the 
salary of any person at the rate of $4,500 
per annum or more unless such person 
shall have been appointed by the Presi- 
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dent, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate.” 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, un.. 
der the agreement with the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. BARKLEY], that amend- 
ment will go over. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, it was 
my thought to suggest a possible modi- 
fication of the amendment. It was my 
idea that if we should insert the word 
“hereafter” in line 3, after the word 
“shall,” we could then achieve the great- 
est possible prospective value for the lan- 
guage suggested by the committee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from 
Kentucky wishes to have the amendment 
go over until tomorrow. 

Mr. DANAHER. Very well. I should 
like very much to give the Senator notice 
of my idea in that particular, so that we 
may all consider it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I appreciate the Sen- 
ator’s suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be passed over. The 
next committee amendment will be 
stated. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, 
line 9, after the word “affairs”, to strike 
out “$28,638,000” and insert “$28,660,500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, 
line 10, after the word “transfer”, to 
insert “with the approval of the head 
of the agency involved.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amenament was, on page 17, 
line 24, after the word “inclusive”, to 
strike out “$268,863,890" and insert 
“$270,704,390.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, 
after line 16, to strike out: 

(b) The head of any of the constituent 
agencies may delegate to any other official in 
such agency the authority to make appoint- 
ments of personnel and to make other admin- 
istrative determinations necessary for the 
conduct of the business in such agency. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, 
line 22, before the word “Any”, to strike 
out “(c)” and insert “(b).” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
subhead “Office of Price Administration”, 
on page 21, line 18, after the word “news- 
papers”, to strike out “press clippings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, 
line 7, before the words “of which”, to 
strike out “$75,000,000” and insert 
“$120,000,000”; and on page 22, line 18, 
after the words “appropriation of”, to 
strike out “$75,000,000” and insert 
“$120,000,000.” 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, this 
is another of the amendments which the 
Senator from Kentucky wishes to have 
passed over. I have agreed with him 
that it may go over until tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be passed over. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, 
line 8, after the word “required”, to in- 
sert “or requested.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, 
line 23, after the word “indirectly”, to 
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strike out “nor to prevent the furnishing 
in confidence to other executive agencies 
of the Federal Government such data and 
information as may be useful to them in 
the performance of their duties” and in- 
sert a colon and the following addi- 
tional provisos: “Provided further, That 
no part of this appropriation shall be 
available directly or indirectly for mak- 
ing any subsidy payments: Provided fur- 
ther, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be used to enforce any maximum 
price or prices on any agricultural com- 
modity or any commodity processed or 
manufactured in whole or substantial 
part from any agricultural commodity 
unless and until (1) the Secretary of 
Agriculture has determined and pub- 
lished for such agricultural commodity 
the prices specified in section 3 (a) of 
the Emergency Price Control Act of 
1942 and has redetermined and repub- 
lished any such parity or comparable 
price after the first such determination 
and publication; (2) in case of a com- 
parable price for such agricultural com- 
modity, the Secretary of Agriculture has 
held public hearings and determined and 
published such comparable price in the 
manner prescribed by section 3 (b) of 
said act; and (3) the Secretary of Agri- 
culture has determined after investiga- 
tion and proclaimed that the maximum 
price or prices so established on any such 
agricultural commodity or any such prod- 
uct thereof will refiect to the producer of 
such agricultural commodity a price in 
conformity with section 3 (c) of said act: 
Provided further, That no part of this 
appropriation shall be used for paying 
any administrative expenses incurred in 
connection with, or for paying the com- 
pensation of any officer or employee who 
renders services in connection with or 
gives his approval to any order, regula- 
tion, or requirement (1) under which 
any contiguous region or territory, 
within which hardwood lumber of sub- 
stantially the same kind and quality is 
produced, is divided into different areas 
or regions for the purpose of fixing max- 
imum prices for such lumber, or (2) 
which fixes maximum prices for hard- 
wood lumber produced in any part of any 
contiguous region or territory which are 
different from the maximum prices fixed 
for hardwood lumber of substantially the 
same kind and quality produced in other 
parts of such region or territory: Pro- 
vided further, That no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be available to pay the 
salary of any person at the rate of $4,500 
per annum or more unless such person 
shall have been appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate.” 

Mr.McKELLAR. Mr. President, under 
the agreement this amendment will go 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be passed over. 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Independent executive agen- 
cies”, on page 25, after line 16, to insert: 

BOARD OF INVESTIGATION AND RESEARCH— 
TRANSPORTATION 
Board of Investigation and Research: For 
: an additional amount for the Board of Inves- 
~tigation and Research, fiscal year 1943, in- 
cluding the objects specified under this head 
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in the Third Supplemental National Defense 
Appropriation Act, 1942, and including not to 
exceed $14,000 for the temporary employment 
of persons or organizations, by contract or 
otherwise, without regard to section 3709, Re- 


vised Statutes, or the civil service and classi- ` 


fication law, $500,000, which amount shall be 
added to and merged with the unexpended 
balance, as of June 30, 1942, of the appropria- 
tion under said head: Provided, That said sec- 
tion 3709, Revised Statutes, shall not apply to 
any purchase hereunder when the aggregate 
amount involved does not exceed the sum of 
$50. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Ten- 
nessee a queStion. As I understand, this 
is the Board created by the Congress, 
which under the act could be extended, 
and has been extended, for a 2-year 
period, to make an investigation and re- 
search regarding certain transportation 
matters. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator’s state- 
ment is correct. : 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand that the 
Budget estimate was $272,000. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is correct; but 
the committee felt that that was not 
enough, and increased the amount to 
$500,000. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is what I wished 
to inquire about. The $500,000 is in lieu 
of the Budget estimate, which I felt. was 
skimping the Board, if it is to do a real 
job. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The committee 
heard proof on the subject, and became 
convinced that the Board ought to have 
$500,000 so that this work may be com- 
pleted as soon as possible, 

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to express my 
appreciation to the Senator. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I of- 
fered this amendment in the committee. 
I should like to point out that the amount 
in the amendment is less than the Board 
had for the last fiscal year. I do not 
think we can reduce the amount below 
that recommended by the committee and 
have any assurance that the work will be 
properly performed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from 
Kentucky is in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I was on the verge of 
congratulating the committee for in- 
creasing the amount, because I think 
the Board is doing good work. It is 
necessary that it have this amount in 
order that it may accomplish the pur- 
pose which Congress had in mind when 
the Board was created. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The committee so 
held; and those who came before ‘the 
committee said they could get along very 
well on $500,000. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I wish 
to join in congratulating the commit- 
tee on the fine work it has done in in- 
creasing the appropriation. Does the 
Senator have any estimate from the 
Board as to what progress is being made 
on this study? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very excellent pro- 


gress is being made. 


Mr. PEPPER. No doubt the Board 
will make a report soon? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It will make a re- 
Port.as soon as possible. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the Sen- 
ator understands that when this Board 
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was created the law gave it a life of 2 
years, subject to a further extension of 
2 years by order of the President. The 
Board was not appointed and did not 
begin to function until some time after 
the first 2-year period began torun. In 
view of that fact, and probably because 
an extension would have been required 
anyway, the President has exercised his 
authority by extending the life of the 
Board for 2 years more. During the next 
2 years it is expected that the Board will 
submit a constructive report with ref- 
erence to the matter which it is investi- 
gating. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the commit- 
tee amendment on page 25, beginning in 
line 17. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Department of Agriculture,” on 
page 29, after line 5, to insert: 

FOREST SERVICE 

Forest products: Not to exceed $30,000 of 
the appropriation for experiments, investiga- 
tions, and tests of forest products at the For- 
est Products Laboratory, or elsewhere, fiscal 
year 1943, shall be available for the acquisi- 
tion of additional land adjacent to the pres- 
ent site of said laboratory at Madison, Wis. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 29, 
after line 12, to insert: 

BUREAU OF HOME ECONOMICS 

Salaries and expenses: For an additional 
amount for salaries and expenses, Bureau of 
Home Economics, fiscal year 1943, including 
the objects specified under this head in the 
Department of Agriculture Appropriation Act, 
1943, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Department of the Interior,” 
on page 33, after line 10, to insert: 

PETROLEUM CONSERVATION DIVISION 

For an additional amount for the Petro- 
leum Conservation Division, fiscal year 1943, 
to be supplemental to the appropriation for 
this purpose for said fiscal year, and to be 
available, in addition to the objects and pur- 
poses specified for said appropriation, for all 
expenses necessary to administer the act of 
February 22, 1935 (49 Stat. 30), as amended, 
including contract stenographic reporting 
services, stationery and office supplies, and 
the purchase (not to exceed $5,100), ex- 
change, hire, maintenance, operation, and 
repair of passenger-carrying automobiles, 
$232,000: Provided, That the limitation on 
the amount which may be expended for 
printing and binding is hereby increased 
from $600 to $3,600, and for books, newspa- 
pers, and periodicals from $600 to $700. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top 
of page 34, to insert: 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Payment to Middle Rio Grande Consery- 
ancy District, New Mexico: For payment to 
the Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District, 
New Mexico, in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the act of February 10, 1942 (Public 
Law 447, 77th Cong.), fiscal year 1943, 
$22,415.43, to be reimbursed to the United 
States in accordance with existing law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 34, 
after line 8, to insert: 


Compensation and expenses of an attorney 
or attorneys, Shoshone Tribe of Indians, 
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Wyoming (tribal funds): For compensation 
and expenses of an attorney or attorneys 
under a contract approved by the Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior on February 13, 
1942, $18,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, payable from funds on deposit in 
the Treasury to the credit of such tribe of 
Indians; and the amount herein appropriated 
shall be available for compensation earned 
and expenses incurred during the period 
covered by said contract. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, 
after line 19, to insert: 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

Salaries and expenses, National Capital 
parks; For an additional amount, fiscal year 
1943, including the objects specified under 
this head in the Interior Department Appro- 
priation Act, 1943 (Public Law 645, 77th 
Cong.), $15,000. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I ask that the amendment at 
the bottom of page 35 go over until to- 
morrow, for the following reason: It has 
come to my attention that heretofore 
Congress has made appropriations of 
small amounts for the purpose of having 
some landscaping done around the reser- 
voir area of the Red River-Denison Dam, 
which is a flood-control and power proj- 
ect. I am advised only today that the 
work is now in progress, but the small 
amount of money which was made avail- 
able in the appropriation act last year 
is not sufficient, and a request is made 
for $10,000 additional. I ask that the 
amendment go over. 

Mr. McKELLAR. This is a different 
item. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. This is 
under the National Park Service, 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; but this item 
is for “Salaries and expenses, National 
Capital Parks.” Those are the parks 
here in the city. The item is for some 
additional policemen, made necessary by 
reason of the war, 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Na- 
tional Park Service is making this sur- 
vey. It should have been taken care of 
in the regular bill, but it was overlooked 
because it was not called to the attention 
of any Senator. If it is in order, I 
should like to offer an amendment at 
this point. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objection 
to taking the amendment to conference. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. If the 
amendment goes over until tomorrow, I 
shall have an opportunity to prepare an 
amendment and offer it tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be passed over. 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Department of Justice,” on 
page 36, after line 19, to insert: 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATIONS 


Salaries and expenses, Special War Effort 
Unit. For an additional amount for salaries 
and expenses, Special War Effort Unit, De- 
partment of Justice, fiscal year 1943, to be 
‘supplemental to the appropriation made for 
this purpose for said fiscal year and to be 
‘available for the same objects, $125,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Department of State,” on page 
37, after line 14, to insert: 

LXXXVIII——387 
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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
Salaries: For an additional amount for sal- 
aries, fiscal year 1943, including the objects 
specified under this head in the Department 
of State Appropriation Act, 1943, $320,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, 
after line 18, to insert: 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES (DEPARTMENTAL) 

Contingent expenses: For an additional 
amount for contingent expenses, Department 
of State, fiscal year 1943, including the ob- 
jects under this head in the Department of 
State Appropriation Act, 1943, $23,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
subhead “Foreign Intercourse,” on page 
38, after line 1, to insert: 


Foreign Service, auxiliary (emergency): 
For an additional amount for Foreign Service, 
auxiliary (emergency), Department of State, 
fiscal year 1943, including the objects speci- 
fied under this head in the Department of 
State Appropriation Act, 1943, $1,300,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Treasury Department—Office 
of the Secretary,” on page 39, line 24, 
after the figures “$5,000,000”, to insert a 
colon and the following proviso: “Pro- 
vided, That $74,000 of this appropriation 
shall be transferred to the emergency 
fund for the President created by the In- 
dependent Offices Appropriation Act, 
1942, as amended by the Independent 
Offices Appropriation Act, 1943, in reim- 
bursement of said appropriation on ac- 
count of the advance therefrom of a like 
sum for the purposes hereof.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, 
after line 9, to insert: 


Reimbursement to District of Columbia, 
benefit payments to White House Police and 
Secret Service forces: To enable the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to reimburse the District 
of Columbia on a monthly basis for benefit 
payments made from the revenues of the 
District of Columbia to members of the White 
House Police force and such members of the 
United States Secret Service Division as are 
entitled thereto under the act of October 14, 
1940 (54 Stat. 1118), to the extent that such 
benefit payments are in excess of the salary 
deductions of such members credited to said 
revenues of the District of Columbia during 
the fiscal year 1943, pursuant to section 12 
of the act of September 1, 1916 (39 Stat. 718), 
as amended, $27,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
subhead “Bureau of Internal Revenue”, 
on page 42, line 13, after the numerals 
“1943”, to strike out “$127,740” and insert 
“$652,740.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Title II—General Provisions”, 
on page 45, after line 10, to insert the fol- 
lowing new section: 

Sec, 204. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this act shall be used for paying any 
administrative expenses incurred in connec- 
tion with, or for paying the compensation 
of any officer or employee who renders services 
in connection with or-gives approval to, (1) 
any order, regulation, or requirement under 
which an increase in the price of any com- 


modity (including gasoline and other petro- 
leum products) has been or is permitted for 
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the purpose of providing for or allowing pay- 
ments into a pool or fund for defraying in- 
creased transportation ccsts resulting from 
a change in the methods of transporting such 
commodity if such increase is applicable to 
any State with respect to which no change 
has been made in the usual method of trans- 
porting the major portion of such commodity 
sold within such State, unless a uniform in- 
crease in the price of such commodity has 
been permitted in all parts of the continental 
United States (not including Alaska) for such 
purpose, or (2) any arrangement or, agree- 
ment under which payments with respect to 
any commodity (including gasoline and oth:r 
petroleum products) sold in any State are 
made into a pool or fund for defraying in- 
creased. transportation costs resulting from a 
change in the methods of transporting such 
commodity if no change has been made in 
the usual method of transporting the major 
portion of such commodity sold within such 
State, unless payments into such pool or fund 
are made at a uniform rate with respect to 
such commodity when sold in any part of 
the- continental United States (not including 
Alaska). 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, 
after line 13, to insert the following new 
section: s 

Sec. 205. No part of the funds appropriated 
in this act shall be expended to pay the sal- 
ary of any person recruited from any other 
Government department or agency at a rate 
of compensation greater than that which such 
person was receiving from the department 
or agency from which recruited. 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, by 
authority of the committee I offer an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wyoming to the amendment reported by 
the committee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 205, in 
the committee amendment on page 46, 
line 15, after the word “person”, it is 
proposed to insert the word “hereafter.” 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. By authority of the 
committee, I offer another amendment 
to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The. 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wyoming to the amendment reported by 
the committee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the committee 
amendment on page 46, in line 19, after 
the word “recruited” and before the 
period, it is proposed to insert a colon and 
the words “Provided, That this section 
shall not operate to prevent increases in 
compensation as provided by the act of 
August 1, 1941 (Public Law 200) .” 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. p 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment, as amended. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, is not 
this one of the amendments which 
should be passed over? 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; this is on an 
entirely different subject. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In what line is the 
amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Section 205 does 
not apply to salaries. It applies to an 
entirely different subject. Let me say to 
the Senator and to the Senate that the 
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committee met this morning, and after 
hearing trom Mr. Nelson, agreed upon 
two amendments, one of which has just 
been agreed to, and another of which is 
about to be agreed to. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is this a different 
section? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is a different sec- 
tion. It does not go over. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. McNARY. Is reference now made 
to section 204? 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; to section 205. 

Mr. McNARY. What happened to 
section 204? 

Mr. McKELLAR. As I recall, it was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the commit- 
tee amendment on page 46, beginning in 
line 14, as amended. 

The amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, 
line 20, after “Sec.”, to strike out “204” 
and insert “206”; in line 22, after the 
numerals “1943”, to insert “and the ap- 
propriations and authority with respect 
to appropriations contained in the In 
_terior Department Appropriation Act, 
1943, and the act making appropriations 
for the Department of State, the De- 
partment of Justice, the Department of 
Commerce, and the Federal judiciary, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and 
for other purposes”; on page 47, line 6, 
after the numerals “1942” to strike out 
“and the date of enactment of this act”, 
and insert “and the respective dates of 
enactment of this act and such other 
appropriation acts”, and in line 8, after 
the word “such”, to insert “respective.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, 
line 11, to change the section number 
from 205 to 207. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
completes the committee amendments. 

` Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
that the clerks be authorized to renumber 
the sections as may be necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I offer an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute for 


section 203, on page 44, beginning in line . 


21. In offering the substitute let me say 
that I have received a letter from Mr. 
Cannon, chairman of the House Appro- 
priations Committee, in which he says 
he wants this course taken so that the 


matter may go to conference. He states - 


his desire regarding an amendment in 
the following language: 

On page 45, line 4, after the word “act”, 
insert a comma and the words “except where 
amounts for such purposes are included for 


Special projects or for transfer to other 
agencies.” 


I offer the amendment in accordance 
with Mr. Cannon’s letter. In further 
explanation, at this point I offer the letter 
of Mr. Cannon in justification of the 
amendment, and ask unanimous consent 
that it be printed in the RECORD. 
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There being no objection, the letter was 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 


HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1942, 
Hon. KENNETH D. MCKELLAR, 
Chairman, Dejiciency Subcommittee, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator: The House committee in 
reporting H. R. 7319, the first supplemental 
national defense appropriation bill, 1943, in- 
cluded therein section 203, with a view to re- 
stricting expenditures for printing and bind- 
ing, traveling expenses, and purchase of mo- 
tor vehicles. 

My attention has been called to the likeli- 
hood of difficulty occurring in connection 
with its administration from two stand- 
points: (1) A number of the war agencies 
have included in their budgets to us special 
projects which are not broken down in de- 
tail and, therefore, should not be subject to 
the limitation because there are no deter- 
mining figures in the justifications; and (2) 
a number of these agencies also have had in- 
cluded in their budgets sums for transfer to 
other agencies for work to be done for them, 
and these sums will be determined by the 
Director of the Budget in accordance with the 
section. 

Therefore, in order to avoid any confusion 
in connection with the intention of the sec- 
tion, I would suggest that it be amended as 
follows: 

On page 45, line 4, after the word “act” in- 
sert “, except where amounts for such pur- 
poses are included for special projects or for 
transfer to other agencies.” 

If you will be good enough to have this 
amendment made, it will bring the matter 
to conference and aid in clarifying the sec- 
tion. 

With every good wish, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
CLARENCE CANNON, Chairman, 


Mr. McKELLAR. I now ask that the 
amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
Cuavez in the chair). 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 44, begin- 
ning with line 21, it is proposed to strike 
out all down through and including line 
10 on page 45, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 


Sec. 203. Wherever appropriations in this 
act for any Federal agency are available for 
printing and binding, traveling expenses, and 
the purchase of motor-propelled passenger- 
carrying vehicles, the amounts expended for 
such purposes, respectively, shall not exceed 
the sums set forth therefor in the justifica- 
tions of the Budget estimates of appropria- 
tions for such agencies submitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations, House of Rep- 
resentatives, in connection with this act, ex- 
cept where amounts for such purposes are 
included for special projects or for transfer 
to other agencies; and wherever transfers 
from any such appropriation are made to 
another Federal agency, other than an agency 
acting solely in a procurement capacity, the 
amounts of such transfers expended, respec- 
tively, for the foregoing purposes shall not 
exceed the sums which the Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget shall approve therefor 
in connection with each such transfer. 


Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, may 
we have an explanation of the amend- 
ment? Its purpose does not clearly ap- 
pear from the reading, 

Mr. McKELLAR. The amendment 
was offered at the request of Mr. CAN- 


(Mr. 
The amendment 
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non, in order that the matter may be 
worked out in conference. 

Mr. Cannon says in his letter: 

The House’ committee in reporting H. R. 
7319, the first supplemental national defense 
appropriation bill, 1943, included therein sec- 
tion 203 with a view to restricting expendi- 
tures for printing and binding, traveling 
expenses, and purchase of motor vehicles. 

My attention has been called to the like- 
lihood of difficulty occurring in connection 
with its administration from two stand- 
points: (1) A number of the war agencies 
have included in their budgets to us special 
projects which are not broken down in de- 
tail and therefore should not be subject to 
the limitation because there are no deter- 
mining figures in the justifications; and (2) 
a number of these agencies also have in- 
cluded in their budgets sums for transfer 
to other agencies for work to be done for 
them and these sums will be determined 
by the Director of the Budget in accord- 
ance with the section. 

Therefore, in order to avoid any confusion 
in connection with the intention of the sec- 
tion, I would suggest that it be amended 
as follows: ’ 


On page 45, line 4, after the word “Act”, 
insert “, except where amounts for such pur- 
poses are included for special projects or for 
transfer to other agencies.” 

If you will be good enough to have this 
amendment made it will bring the matter 
to conference and aid in clarifying the sec- 
tion. 


I think this action should be taken. I 
think we should have this break-down, 
and should know exactly what we are 
doing in this transaction. 

Mr. MALONEY. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask that the 
amendment be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Tennessee 
on page 44, beginning in line 21, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I of- 
fer another amendment on behalf of the 
committee, to be inserted on page 35, 
after line 19. It has been printed, and 
lies on the desk. 

Mr. DANAHER, Mr. President, I was 
seeking recognition, but apparently I was 
in conflict with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. I should like to know whether 
we formally acted on the proposed new 
section 204, on page 45, beginning with 
line 11, and continuing through line 13 
on page 46 i 

Mr. MCKELLAR. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senate has acted on the committee 
amendment, and it has been agreed to. 

Mr. DANAHER. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the yote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? : 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, reserv- 
ing the right to object, let me point out 
that the Senator from Connecticut was 
present when the amendment was read, 
and if he had desired to oppose it he had 
opportunity to do so. I have no particu- 
lar objection to having the Senate re- 


consider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to. Does the Senator 


from Connecticut desire to oppose the 
amendment? 
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Mr. DANAHER. I wish to have it con- | 
sidered with other controversial matters | 
which I had understood, from an an- 
nouncement previously made, were to be 
deferred until tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is informed that the amendment 
relating to section 205 is to be considered 
tomorrow, but that the amendment re- 
lating to section 204 was considered by 
the Senate and was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
the Senators to wait for a moment. 
There are only two other committee 
amendments to be considered. Will Sen- 
‘ators be kind enough to wait until the 
committee amendments are considered, 
and then take such action as they may 
deem necessary? Of course, I am willing 
to have any suggestion the Senator from 
Connecticut may care to make consid- 
ered, if he has anything he wishes to have 
considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair was informed, and stated, that 
consideration of the amendment relating 
to section 205 was to go over until to- 
morrow. The Chair is now informed 
that that amendment has been agreed 
to as modified by the amendments offered 
by the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, the 
announcement of the Chair indicates the 
confusion which prevails. I conferred 
with two or three other Senators with 
reference to the amendment relating to 
section 204, and they told me it had gone 
over, and that it was agreed that it go 
over as being among the controversial 
items which are to be acted upon tomor- ! 
row. 

A few minutes ago the Chair an- 
nounced that the amendment relating to 
section 204 has been agreed to and that 
the amendment relating to section 205 
was to be deferred, but now the Chair 
states that action also was taken on the 
amendment relating to section 205. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. DANAHER. I believe that the 
pending question is the request for unani- 
mous consent to reconsider the action of 
the Senate in agreeing to the am: 1dment 
relating to section 204. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think I shall be con- 
strained to object. ? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let us finish con- 
sideration of` the committee amend- 
ments. Then a motion to reconsider can 
be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Tennessee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 35, after 
line 19, it is proposed to insert the follow- 
ing: 

Reduction of zinc concentrates with meth- 
ane gas (national defense): For all necessary 
expenses, without regard to section 3709 of 
the Revised Statutes, for pilot tests on the 
reduction of zinc concentrates to metal with 
methane gas, including laboratory research, 
maintenance and operation of pilot plant; 
procurement of necessary material and ores; 
purchase or lease of land or buildings; con- 
struction and equipment of buildings to 
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house pilot plant, including engagement by 
contract or otherwise, at such rates of com- 
pensation as the Secretary of the Interior 
may determine, of engineers, architects, or 
firms or corporations thereof necessary there- 
for; supplies and equipment; traveling ex- 
penses; not to exceed $10,000 for personal 
services in the District of Columbia; not to 
exceed $500 for printing and binding; pur- 
chase (not to exceed $1,850) including ex- 
change, operation, maintenance, and repair 
of passenger-carrying automobiles; special 
wearing apparel and equipment for the pro- 
tection of employees while employed; and the 
purchase in the District of Columbia and 
elsewhere of other items otherwise properly 
chargeable to the appropriation, “Contin- 
gent expenses, Department of the Interior”; 
fiscal year 1943, $350,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Interior is authorized to accept lands, 
buildings, equipment, and other contribu- 
tions from public or private sources for the 
purposes hereof, and to carry out projects in 
cooperation with other agencies, Federal, 
State, or private. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I offer another 
amendment which the committee has 
authorized. It has been printed, and lies 
on the desk. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Tennessee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, On page 37, line 18, 
after the figures “$320,000” and before 
the period, it is proposed to insert the 
following: “, of which $40,000 is hereby 
made available, without regard to civil- 
service and classification laws, for sala- 
ries of members and other employees of 
the Visa Board of Appeals: Provided, 
That salaries may be paid to the mem- 
bers of the Board at a rate not exceeding 
$10,000 per annum: Provided further, 
That no part of said $40,000 shall be 
available to pay the salary of any person 
at a rate of $4,500 per annum or, more 
unless such person shall have been ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate.” 

Mr. McNARY. I ask that considera- 
tion of the amendment go over. I might 
also make a point of order against it 
because it proposes legislation on an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; it proposes 
legislation. That is why I gave notice 
yesterday that I would ask for its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. McNARY. Is it an amendment 
to the amendment in the bill about which 
the Senator gave notice? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is an amendment 
regarding which I gave notice yesterday; 
yes. 

Mr. McNARY. I should like to have 
consideration of it go over. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It will be perfectly 
satisfactory to me to have its considera- 
tion go over. Let me say to the Senator 
that the Visa Board of Appeals has been 
recently created and is of tremendous 
importance at this time, during the war. 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not object at 
all to having consideration of the amend- 
ment go over, but I certainly wanted to 
explain the situation to the Senator. 

Mr. McNARY. We shall not pass the 
bill before tomorrow. 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no. I have no 
objection to the Senator’s request that 
consideraticn of the amendment go over. 

Mr.McNARY. Very well. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, has 
the Senator from Tennessee presented 
all matters on which he desires action? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; I think that is 
all. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. DANAHER. Iyield to the Senator 
from Wyoming. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I thank the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. There was an- 
other amendment which we discussed this 
morning in the committee. The distin- 
guished Senator from Tennessee will re- 
call it. It is on page 9, line 20. It is the 
appropriation for the Division of Central 
Administrative Services. The Budget 
estimate for this item was somewhat in 
excess of $12,000,000. When the other 
House reduced the appropriation for the 
Office of Price Administration it made a 
comparable cut in the appropriation for 
the Central Administrative Services. 

An examination of the record discloses 
that, as of June 30, 1942, there were about 
51,000 persons employed in the various 
services for which this Bureau acts as the 
Central Administrative Agency, as a pro- 
curement office, as an office for handling 
space and handling personnel. 

The increase which the Senate com- 
mittee allowed for the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration of some $45,000,000 also 
carries with it an increase of personnel. 
It is represented that there should be an 
increase in this item, inasmuch as the 
personnel of this Office itself must be 
increased. So I was going to suggest, 
Mr. President—— 

Mr.McKELLAR, Mr. President, in the 
committee meeting this morning, as I 
recall, the Senator undertook to fix the 
proportion—— 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. That is correct. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The proportion that 
should be added in order to effect the 
purpose he has in mind. 

Mr, O’MAHONEY. Precisely. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Has the Senator 
done that? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Yes; and I am 
going to move that the figures “$9,000,- 
000” be stricken out, that the figures 
“$10,800,000” be inserted, and that the 
matter be taken to conference. 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the amendment is 
agreed to, then in conference it may be 
understood that the total sum of money 
for the Price Administration will be re- 
flected in this item. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. That is agreeable. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Very well. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I see 
no objection to. the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Wyo- 
ming (Mr. O’MAnHoney]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate reconsider the vote by 
which it agreed to the committee amend- 
ment on page 45, commencing at line 11 
and running over onto page 46, line 13. 
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Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state his inquiry. 

Mr. RUSSELL, As I understand the 
rules of the Senate, no matter may be 
reconsidered more than once. Is that 
correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I desire to preserve all 
my rights in this matter. I have no ob- 
jection to a reconsideration of this 
amendment if any rights that I may have 
to move for a reconsideration subse- 
quently may be preserved; but, under 
the parliamentary situation, in the event 
that the motion should prevail at this 
time, and subsequently the amendment 
should be defeated, I would not have a 
right to move a reconsideration. I do 
not wish to suggest the absence of a 
quorum, but—— 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield there? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the motion of the 
Senator from Connecticut to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment was 
agreed to shall be adopted, it will put the 
amendment back into the same status in 
which it was before it was agreed to. If 
it should then be rejected, certainly the 
Senator from Georgia could move to re- 
consider the vote by which it was re- 
jected, just as the Senator from Con- 
necticut can now move to reconsider the 
vote by which it was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I should like to have a 
ruling from the Parliamentarian on that 
question. I understand a question can- 
not be reconsidered more than once. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The same action could 
not be reconsidered more than once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will say to the Senator from 
Georgia that if the motion of the Senator 
from Connecticut to reconsider should be 
agreed to and the amendment should 
thereafter again be agreed to, then, 
under rule XTU, no further motion to re- 
consider would be in order. If, however, 
after reconsideration the amendment 
should be rejected, the Senator from 
Georgia, under the rule, would have a 
right to move to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I want 
to inquire as to another phase of the 
parliamentary situation which might af- 
fect my rights under this amendment. 
I refer to the time when the amendment 
is to be considered. If the amendment 
is reconsidered now, is it proposed to pro- 
ceed with its consideration on its merits 
this afternoon? 

Mr. DANAHER. Tomorrow. 

Mr. RUSSELL., A motion to reconsider 
is pending. I should like to have this 
amendment considered before the other 
controversial amendments are passed 
upon by the Senate, if possible. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Connecticut yield? 

Mr. DANAHER. I yield. . 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, perhaps I 
may be to blame, to some extent, for the 
confusion for not being more alert when 
the matter came up. I certainly under- 
stood, however, that proposed amend- 
ments of a controversial nature would 
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not be taken up until tomorrow, and I 
do not know of any more controversial 
subject today than is the rationing of 
gas. As I understand, the war in which 
we are engaged is not a war between 14 
States and the Axis Powers but is between 
the whole United States and the Axis 
Powers. This amendment and the gas 
rationing seriously affect 14 States, and 
I think that the Senators from those 14 
States ought to have the right to present 
their views on this amendment before it 
shall be finally acted upon. I have no 
doubt that the desires of the Senator 
from Georgia will prevail in the long run. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I hope the Senator’s 
opinion will be borne out by subsequent 
developments. 

Mr. AIKEN. Be that as it may, I think 
that the Senators from New England 
and other Eastern States should have 
a right to present their views, and I 
certainly understood that controversial 
amendments would go over until tomor- 
row. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Not only should 
they have a right to present their views, 
but they will have a right to do so; and 
I assure the Senator, so far as I am able 
to do so, that they will have such right. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I should 
like to say that no one is trying to shut 
off anyone from presenting his views. 
I merely do not want to lose any rights 
I may have under the parliamentary 
situation. I am perfectly willing that 
the Senator from Vermont should speak 
on this amendment and that any other 
Senator should speak who feels that he is 
affected thereby. I may point out, how- 
ever, that the amendment. has nothing 
to do with the rationing of gas itself; it 
merely applies to the price increase order 
issued by the Office of Price Administra- 
tion within the past several days. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield—— 

Mr. DANAHER. I yield to the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I should like to sug- 
gest that I have my doubts as to the 
power of the Administrator to tax a num- 
ber of the States, and not fix the tax on 
the entire country. I may be mistaken 
about it, and he may have such power; 
but, whatever his powers may be, it 
seems to me that the reason the price of 
gasoline and the price of oil have been 
increased on the east coast is that our 
enemies are interfering with our shipping 
on the east coast. Therefore, the ques- 
tion is national, not local, and it seems 
to me there should be some way of im- 
posing a small tax applicable throughout 
the country, rather than increasing 
prices in certain States which are im- 
mediately affected. 

I have not thought out an amendment 
which would carry out my view. I do not 
know whether we could attach such an 
amendment to the pending bill. That 
raises a question, because tax measures 
originate in the House of Representa- 
tives primarily, and have to be con- 
sidered by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, then, when the bills are sent to 
the Senate, they go to the Committee on 
Finance. If there is a way of adjusting 
the matter by taxing the entire country 
to take care of the condition which has 
been brought about in the defense of our 


JULY 14 


own country—all the country—it seems 
to me we should take that course. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not have the 
floor, and I thank the Senator from Con- 
necticut for allowing me to make this 
suggestion. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I 
should like to say to the distinguished 
Senator from Tennessee that more than 
one way exists for doing what he sug- 
gests. He need not be disturbed about 
it. The very simple way of solving the 
problem is by way of subsidy in connec- 
tion with petroleum products. I am very 
hopeful we will be able, before we finish, 
to convince those in power that that is 
the best way to do it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the junior Senator from Connecticut 
yield? 

Mr. DANAHER. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Following the sug- 
gestion just made, I agree with the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee that this is a war 
charge. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It should be borne by 
the whole country. Of course, we know 
the cause of the condition. The cost of 
transporting gasoline from the oil-pro- 
ducing region to the Eastern States by 
oil tanker, as was formerly done, was 
about a cent a gallon. The cost of trans- 
porting the same oil to the Eastern 
States by tank cars, on railroads, is 4 or 
5 cents a gallon, The result has been 
an increased cost and to take care of 
that situation is the object of the 21⁄2- 
cent increase. We could take care of 
the increase by direct appropriation out 
of the Treasury, which would fall on the 
whole country. We could not levy a tax 
through an amendment to the pending 
bill, but we could appropriate the money 
out of the Treasury to take care of the 
situation, and it will ultimately have to 
come from the Treasury anyway, prob- 
ably. It may be called a subsidy, and 
that is a bad word which we do not like, 
but that would be the effect of it. It 
could be handled, if the Congress wanted 
to take such a course, without raising 
any taxes, merely by a direct appropria- 
tion. Whether that is the will of Con- 
gress is another matter. 

It may be, as suggested by the Senator 
from Connecticut, that it can be handled 
through the R. F. C. without any action 
on the part of Congress. But, what- 
ever the method, I think sooner or later 
we will be forced to the conclusion that 
many of the local inconveniences grow- 
ing out of the war which result in dam- 
age and cost to local communities, 
through no fault of their own, will have 
to be assessed against the whole coun- 
try as a war expense. I think we will 
have to deal with that problem in the 
very near future. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Probably that is 
true. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It may be that it 
should be done in a comprehensive way, 
and not acted on every time some par- 
ticular industry comes along with a local 
situation like that now being discussed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am not so sure 
about that, but, so far as the present diffi- 
culty is concerned, it is not the fault of 
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the citizens of the coastwise States that 

U-boats are sinking our oil tankers. 

Wer BARKLEY. That is undoubtedly 
e. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is a national 
matter, and not a matter for the States. 
Therefore it seems to me the additional 
cost should be borne by the entire coun- 
try. I do not know that a permanent 
law should be enacted to take care of 
the situation, for the reason that we are 
assured by witnesses who should know 
that by next December there will be a 
24-inch pipe line from the oil fields of 
Texas to Salem, Ill., and that, with the 
tank cars we have, the supply of oil going 
to the eastern coast will probably be 
sufficient to fill the demand. 

Pending that, it seems to me we should 
do something to protect the people of the 
coast area from high prices for gasoline, 
fuel oil, oil used in factories, and the like. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Connecticut yield? 

Mr. DANAHER. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The immediate 
question before the Senate is the request, 
which was later put in the form of a 
motion by the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DanaHER], who was on his feet seek- 
ing to object, at least temporarily, to 
the adoption of section 204; but because 
of some confusion he did not have op- 
portunity to make his objection, and now 
I hope the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Russet] will permit the Senator from 
Connecticut to make the objection, so 
that the fight will not come on a parlia- 
mentary question, as to whether or not 
we will reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to, but will come 
on the merits. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I have 
no disposition to be captious, if the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut will pardon me—— 

Mr. DANAHER. I yield. 

Mr. RUSSELL. But if the amendment 
is to encounter opposition, I should like 
to have it considered before all the other 
controversial amendments are consid- 
ered. If the Senator from Kentucky is 
willing to have it considered first, I am 
perfectly willing to agree to a reconsid- 
eration of the vote. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think if it is to be 
reconsidered, it can be taken up tomor- 
row first. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If we can reach an 
agreement to that effect, I have no ob- 
jection to reconsideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
DananeR] that the vote by which section 
204 was agreed to be reconsidered. . 

Mr. RUSSELL. On that motion I 
merely wish to say that I certainly am in 
hearty agreement with all those who have 
stated that the expense of transporta- 
tion is an incident to the war, and that it 
should be borne by all sections of the 
country alike. Certainly it is as much a 
problem of one section as of another to 
carry on the war, and the sinkings by 
submarines of our tankers have precipi- 
tated a condition which is bearing unduly 
upon certain sections of the country. 

I hope those Senators who have indi- 
cated they would oppose the amendment 
will read it very carefully. If they will 
do so, they will observe that it is de- 
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signed to have the increased price ap- 
ply all over the United States, in order 
that every section may bear its fair share 
in paying for any increased cost which 
might arise by virtue of the war. Of 
course, that could not be made as clear 
in a limitation on an appropriation bill 
as might have been the case had we been 
free to write legislation, but the limita- 
tion very clearly implies that it shall not 
be in effect if the increase in price of the 
commodity affected is equally applied to 
every section of the United States. 

With the statement of the Senator 
from Kentucky, I have no objection to 
reconsideration of the vote moved by the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I pre- 
fer to have the Senator submit a unani- 
mous-consent request, and ask that the 
amendment be considered first tomor- 
row, ahead of all other controversial mat- 
ters. 

Mr. DANAHER,. I am perfectly will- 
ing to withdraw the motion that the 
vote be reconsidered. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is advised that if the vote is re- 
considered, the amendment will be the 
first business to be acted on tomorrow. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If that is the ruling of 
the Chair, I am content. I had not 
heard that established by any parliamen- 
tary action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Connecticut that the vote by which 
the amendment on page 45, beginning 
with line 11, was agreed to, be recon- 
sidered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr.DANAHER. Iask unanimous con- 
sent that when the Senate shall convene 
tomorrow the question on agreeing to 
the pending committee amendment, the 
inclusion of section 204, on page 45, fol- 
lowing line 10, be made the first order of 
business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


BASTILLE DAY 


Mr. PEPPER. On this day in the year 
1789, in the storming of the Bastille be- 
gan the French Revolution. The spirit of 
liberty in an oppressed people surged 
against the citadel which represented 
the horrors of tyranny. Out of that rev- 
olution came a new France. 

A kindred spirit on this continent 
brought forth the American Republic. 
Although it was the old France, it was 


the same people; it was that France 


which helped our Republic to gain its 
freedom. That France gallantly and 
nobly gave its aid when our people were 
struggling to throw off the hand of their 
tyrannical oppressor. 

I therefore believe it to be appropriate 
today, when the hand of odious tyranny 
is again clutching at the throat of France, 
that. we give her assurance that this 
great Republic has not forgotten its debt 
of gratitude. 
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To all who would lay foul hand upon 
fair France, America raises her warning 
hand: 

Woodman, spare that tree; 
Touch not a single bough; 

In youth it sheltered me, 
And I'll protect it now. 


So, to oppressed France, on this anni- 
versary of the storming of the Bastille, 
we give solemn assurances that a great 
and free people whom France nurtured 
in their infancy will never lay down their 
arms until freedom has come again to 
the gallant and unconquerable people of 
France. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. RADCLIFFE, from the Committee 
on Immigration: 

Earl G. Harrison, of Pennsylvania, to be 
Commissioner of Immigration and Naturali- 
zation, United States Department of Justice, 
vice James L. Houghteling, resigned. 

By Mr. GILLETTE, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Sundry officers for appointment and ad- 
vancement, or retirement, in the Navy; 

Sundry temporary officers for appointment 
in the Marine Corps; and 

Sundry citizens and noncommissioned offi- 
cers to be second lieutenants in the Marine 
Corps. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Cuavez in the chair). If there be no 
further reports of committees, the clerk 
will proceed to state the nominations on 
the calendar. 


POSTMASTERS 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read sun- 
dry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that the postmaster nominations 
be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous 
consent that the President be immedi- 
ately notified of these confirmations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. That completes the calendar, 


RECESS 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate take a recess 
until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 
o'clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Wednesday, 
July 15, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 14 (legislative day of July 


13), 1942: 
POSTMASTERS 


MINNESOTA 
Margaret Mahoney, Morris. 
OHIO 
Michael F. O'Donnell, Cleveland. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuespay, JULY 14, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


O Lamb of God, according to Thy gra- 
cious word, to Thee we come. We pray 
that we may labor with loving zeal for the 
poor, for them that mourn, and for all 
who are heavy laden; let them find in 
Thee a calm and resting place. Hallow 
our joys and sorrows, our hopes, and our 
fears with Thy holy benediction over all. 

We pray that this season may teach us 
of the unfailing goodness of a good God. 
The glory of Thy handiwork is written 
near and far—flowers by the wayside, the 
glorified tangle of wood and stream, the 
smiling harvests waving to our responsive 
gladness. We are grateful for a land 
packed with hope and beauty, colored 
with the crimson and gold of promise. 
Let not the joy of our praise die away 
into frowns and tears, for Thou dost 
speak to Thy children in the language 
of everything that lives. Health is men- 
aced by disease, precious possessions are 
in jeopardy, and all rainbows fade. 
Open our eyes, blessed Lord, break up 
the shallows of our souls, and let us sa- 
lute Thee with songs of thanksgiving. 
Oh, slow of heart, believe that while truth 
is on the scaffold and wrong upon the 
throne, God is in the shadows keeping 
watch above His own. In the name of 
our Redeemer. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R. 4314. An act authorizing the States of 
Minnesota and Wisconsin, jointly or sepa- 
rately, to acquire bridges now existing or to 
construct, maintain, and operate a free high- 
Way bridge across the St. Croix River, also 
known as Lake St. Croix, at or near Hudson, 
Wis. 


TEMPORARY APPOINTMENT IN ARMY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF OFFICERS ON 
DUTY WITH MEDICAL ADMINISTRATIVE 
CORPS 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (H. R. 7242) to authorize 
temporary appointments in the Army of 
the United States of officers on duty with 
the Medical Administrative Corps and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 
as follows: 


Page 2, strike out lines 7 to 20, inclusive, 
and insert: 

“Sec. 2. All appointments and payments 
which would have been valid had this act 
been in effect on and after September 9, 1940, 
are hereby ratified and validated, and officers 
appointed to a higher temporary grade whose 
appointments are ratified and validated by 
this act shall be entitled to pay and allow- 
ances of such grade for the period during 
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which they served in said grade to be paid 
out of any funds available for pay of the 
Army: Provided, That credit for payments 
heretofore made to such officers shall be al- 
lowed by the Comptroller General of the 
United States in the accounts of disbursing 
officers: Provided further, That any amounts 
collected from any person on account of pay- 
ments made by reason of an appointment to 
a higher temporary grade which is ratified 
and validated by this act s be refunded 
to such person upon presentation of claim 
therefor to the Comptroller General of the 
United States, who is authorized and directed 
to certify such claim to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for payment out of any funds avail- 
able for pay of the Army.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. May]? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman explain this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MAY. The amendment does not 
change the text of the body of the legis- 
lation at all, but merely provides for the 
adjustment of pay of officers prior to a 
certain date that had been refused by 
the Comptroller General and certain offi- 
cers subsequent to that date whose pay 
had been edjusted according to the rank 
that they have received by promotion. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 
was the pay refused for? 

Mr. MAY. I do not remember just 
what the technical question was, but it 
was something technical with the Comp- 
troller General by which he had declined 
to approve on account ‘of irregularity in 
the order of appointment in some way. 
This validates those appointments. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Does 
it meet with the approval of the Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. MAY. Yes; that is my under- 
standing. The author of the bill, the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. DUR- 
HAM], who sponsored the legislation, tells 
me that it merely meets that contingency 
created by a ruling of the Comptroller 
General, but-does not affect the language 
of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I see 
that the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. DURHAM] is present. Will he ad- 
vise us? 

Mr. DURHAM. There is no change. 
This merely clarifies language; that is 
all 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. It 
does not change the substance of the 
matter? 

Mr. DURHAM. No. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr, May]? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


RELIEF OF GEORGIE KNOX AND ORION 
KNOX 


Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 4923) for 
the relief of Georgie Knox and Orion 
Knox, with Senate amendments thereto, 
disagree to the Senate amendments, and 
ask for a conference with the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. MCGEHEE]? 

There was no objection; and the 
Speaker appointed the following con- 
ferees on the part of the House: Messrs. 
MCGEHEE, KEOGH, and WINTER. 


RELIEF OF ALEX GAMBLE 


Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speakers’ table the bill (H. R. 6410) for 
the relief of Alex Gamble, with Senate 
amendments thereto, disagree to the Sen- 
ate amendments, and ask for a confer- 
ence with the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. McGEHEE]? 

There was no objection; and the 
Speaker appointed the following con- 
ferees on the part of the House: Messrs. 
McGEHEE, KEOGH, and WINTER. 


RELIEF OF MRS. JESSIE A. BEECHWOOD 


Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 5317) for 
the relief of Mrs. Jessie A. Beechwood, 
with Senate amendments thereto, and 
agree to the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 
as follows: 

Page 1, line 5, strike out “$2,500” and in- 
sert “$1,000.” 

Page 1, lines 7 and 8, strike out “for com- 
pensation and for reimbursement for certain 
expenses incurred.” 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
Sissippi [Mr. MCGEHEE]? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were agreed 
to 


A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


BENEFITS OF EMPLOYEES’ COMPENSA- 
TION ACT OF SEPTEMBER 7, 1916, EX- 
TENDED TO MRS. CHARL"S O. DE FORD 


Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 3173) to 
extend the benefits of the Employees’ 
Compensation Act of September 7, 1916, 
to Mrs, Charles O. De Ford, with a Sen- 
ate amendment thereto and agree to the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ment, as follows: 

Amend the title to read: “An act for the 
relief of Mrs, Charles O. De Ford.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. McGEHEE]? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 


table. 
EDWARD P. REILLY 

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 6077) for 
the relief of Edward P. Reilly, with a 
Senate amendment thereto, and concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

‘The Clerk read the title of the bill, 
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The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 
as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$1,500” and in- 
sert “$1,000.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

i The Senate amendment was concurred 
n. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table, 

MRS. JULIA JOHNSON 


Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk the bill (H, R. 5794) for 
the relief of Mrs. Julia Johnson, with 
Senate amendments thereto, and concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 

Page 1, line 5, strike out “Mrs. Julia John- 
son,” and insert “the estate of Roy Owen, 
deceased, of.” 

Page 1, line 6, strike out “mother of Roy 
Owen, deceased.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were con- 
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

The title was amended. 


CHARLES L. LAIR 


Mr. McGEHEE submitted the follow- 
ing conference report and statement on 
the bill (H. R. 4370) for the relief of 
Charles L. Lair: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 
The committee of conference on the dis- 

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4370) entitled “An act for the relief of Charles 
L. Lair”, having met, after full and free con- 
ference, have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu ofthe figures ‘$2,500’ in- 
sert “$3,000”; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

DAN R. MCGEHEE, 

THOMAS D. WINTER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
ARTHUR CAPPER; 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing vote of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 4370) for the relief of 
Charles L. Lair, submit the following state- 
ment in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report. 

The bill as passed by the House appropri- 
ated to Charles L. Lair the sum of $3,500 for 
expenses incurred and personal injuries sus- 
tained, resulting from an accident involving 
a truck operated in connection with the 
Civilian Conservation Corps, at the intersec- 
tion of G and Garland Streets, Spokane, 
Wash., on October 18, 1937. 

The Senate amended the bill by reducing 
the appropriation to Charles L. Lair from 
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$3,500 to $2,500 and, at the conference, a 
compromise of $3,000 was agreed upon. 
Dan R. MCGEHEE, 
J THOMAS D. WINTER, | 
| > Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the conference report on 
the bill H. R. 4370. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi?- 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report was ‘agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 7 
HENRY DALEY 


Mr. McGEHEE submitted the follow- 
ing conference report and statement on 
the bill (H. R. 5499) for the relief of 
Henry Daley, guardian for James Ray 
Daley and Norman Franklin Daley: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5499) entitled “An act for the relief of Henry 
Daley, guardian of James Ray Daley and Nor- 
man Franklin Daley”, having met, after full 
and free conference, have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses as follows: That the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 1 and agree to the same 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the figures “$1,800” insert “$2,000”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Dan R. MCGEHEE, 
THOMAS D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JAMES H. HUGHES, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing vote of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 5499) for the relief of Henry 
Daley, guardian for James Ray Daley and Nor- 
man Franklin Daley, submit the following 
statement in explanation of the effect of the 


action agreed upon and recommended in the | 
.accompanying conference report. 


The bill as passed by the House appropri- 
ated to Henry Daley, as legal .guardian of 
James Ray Daley, the sum of $3,000; and as 
legal guardian of Norman Franklin Daley, the 
sum of $1,500, for personal injuries sustained 
by them near the United States military res- 
ervation known as Fort Knox, on February 29, 
1940, by reason of the explosion of a shell. 

The Senate reduced the amount appropri- 
ated to Henry Daley as legal guardian on 
James Ray Daley from $3,000 to $1,800, and 
the amount to Mr. Daley as legal guardian of 
Norman Franklin Daley from $1,500 to $500 
and, at the conference, the House agreed on 
the compromise sum of $2,000 for James Ray 
Daley, and receded from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate for Norman 
Franklin Daley. 

Dan R. MCGEHEE, 
THOMAS D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
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Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the conference report on 
the bill H. R. 5499. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the statement be 
read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
i o motion to reconsider was laid on the 

able. 


CHARLES E. YATES AND THE MOTOR 
FACTS SALES CO. 


Mr. McGEHEE submitted the following 
conference report and statement on the 
bill (H. R. 5385) fox the relief of Charles 
E. Yates and the Motor Facts Sales Co.: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5385) entitled “An act for the relief of Charles 
E. Yates and the Motor Facts Sales Company,” 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the figures “$2,500” insert “$3,500”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Dan R. MCGEHEE, 

SAMUEL A. WEISS, 

THOMAS D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOSEPH ROSIER, 

ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing vote of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H: R. 5385) for the relief 
of Charles E. Yates and the Motor Facts Sales 
Co., submit the following statement in ex- 
planation of the effect of the action. agreed 
upon and recommended in the accompanying 
conference report. f 

The bill as passed by the House appropri- 
ated to Charles E. Yates the sum of $5,000 
and to the Motor Facts Sales Co. the sum of 
$250 for personal injuries and property dam- 
age sustained when the motorcycle driven by 


.Charles. E: Yates was struck by an. Army 


truck in San Francisco; Calif., on March -22, 
1941. 

The Senate reduced the amount appropri- 
ated to Charles E. Yates from $5,000 to $2,500 
and, at the conference, a compromise amount 
of $3,500 was agreed upon. 

Dan R. McGEHEE, 

SAMUEL A, WEISS, 

THOMAS D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the conference report on 
the bill H. R. 5385. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

FERD W. MEILE 


Mr. McGEHEE submitted the follow- 
ing conference report and statement on 
the bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief of 
Ferd W. Meile: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 
The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6000) entitled “An act for the relief of Ferd 
W. Meile”, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 'That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate 
and agree to the same. 
Dawn R. MCGEBEE, 
THomas D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing vote of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief 
of Ferd W. Meile, submit the following state- 
ment in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report. 

The bill as passed by the House appro- 
priated to Ferd W. Meile, the sum of $11,- 
404.67, for personal injuries and property 
damage sustained when the automobile he 
was driving was struck by a truck operated 
in connection with the Work Projects Ad- 
ministration on April 20, 1938, at Camp Custer 
Military Reservation near Battle Creek, Mich. 

The Senate amended the bill by striking 
out the language of the House and inserting 
language to confer jurisdiction upon the 
United States District Court for the Eastern 
District of Michigan to hear, determine, and 
render judgment, upon the claim of Ferd W. 
Meile and, at the conference, the House res 
ceded from its disagreement to the Senate 
amendments, and the bill as passed by the 
Senate was agreed upon. 

Dan R. McGEHEE, 
Tuomas D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the conference report on the 
bill H. R. 5000. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 


Mississippi? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection? 

‘The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
ea motion to reconsider was laid on the 

e. 
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CECILE McLAUGHLIN 


Mr. McGEHEE submitted the follow- 
ing conference report and statement on 
the bill (H. R. 5496) for the relief of 
Cecile McLaughlin: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5496) entitled “An act for the relief of Cecile 
McLaughlin”, having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, as follows: In lieu of the figures 
“$1,090” insert "$1,500"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Dan R. MCGEHEE, 

THOMAS D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOSEPH ROSIER, 

ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the disagreeing vote 
of the two Houses on the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5496) for the 
relief of Cecile McLaughlin, submit the fol- 
lowing statement in explanation of the ef- 
fect of the action agreed upon and recom- 
mended in the accompanying conference re- 
port. 

The bill as passed by the House appropri- 
ated to Cecile McLaughlin the sum of $2,000 
for personal injuries sustained on June 4, 
1941, as the result of negligence on the part 
of an employee of the Work Projects Ad- 
ministration, on Johnswood Road, Roslin- 
dale, Mass. 

The Senate reduced the appropriation to 
Cecile McLaughlin from $2,000 to $1,090 and, 
at the conference, a compromise amount of 
$1,500 was agreed upon. 

Dan R. MCGEHEE, 
THomas D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the conference report on the 
bill H. R. 5496. - 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

BELLA COSGROVE 


Mr. McGEHEE submitted the following 
conference report and statement on the 
bill (H. R. 4355) for the relief of Bella 
Cosgrove: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4355) entitled “An act for the relief of Bella 
Cosgrove”, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and 
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do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the language inserted by 
the Senate amendments insert the following: 

“For the relief of Bella Cosgrove. 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to Bella Cosgrove, of New York City, 
New York, the sum of $500, in full settlement 
of all claims against the United States for 
personal injuries sustained when she was 
alleged to have tripped on a wooden block 
negligently left in the street by Work Projects 
Administration employees on May 6, 1940, at 
the intersection of One Hundred and Sixth 
Street and Central Park West, in the city 
of New York: Provided, That no part of the 
amount appropriated in this Act in excess 
of 10 per centum thereof shall be paid or de- 
livered to or received by any agent or at- 
torney on account of services rendered in 
connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat- 
ing the provisions of this Act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic- 
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000.” 

Dan R. MCGEHEE, 

THomas D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOSEPH ROSIER, 

ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 4355) for the relief 
of Bella Cosgrove, submit the following state- 
ment in explanation of the effect of the ac- 
tion agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report, 

The bill as passed by the House appropri- 
ated to Bella Cosgrove the sum of $621, for 
personal injuries sustained when she alleged 
to have tripped on a wood block negligently 
left in the street by Work Projects Adminis- 
tration employees on May 6, 1940, at the in- 
tersection of One Hundred and Sixth Street 
and Central Park West, in the city of New 
York. 

The Senate amended the bill by changing 
same from that of a direct appropriation to a 
bill conferring jurisdiction upon the United 
States District Court for the Southern Dis- 
trict of New York to hear and determine and 
render judgment upon the claim of Bella 
Cosgrove. = 

At the conference, the House receded from 
its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate and agreed to same with an amend- 
ment changing the bill back to a direct 
appropriation, and appropriating to Bella 
Cosgrove the sum of $500. 

Dan R. MCGEHEE, 
THoMas D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. McGEHEE, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the conference report on 
the bill H. R. 4355. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 


table. 
s ROMANO EMILIANI 


Mr. WEISS submitted the following 
conference report and statement on the 
bill (H. R. 5295) for the relief of the 
estate of Romano Emiliani: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5295) entitled “An act for the relief of the 
estate of Romano Emiliani", having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 3, 
and agree to the same. = 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the language inserted by the Senate 
amendment insert the following: 

“Provided further, That the court shall de- 
termine the exact acreage of lands alleged to 
have been taken, and award compensation 
for any land so found to have been taken 
based upon their value per acre as of the time 
of taking, not including the value of any 
improvements thereon which have already 
been paid for.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

SAMUEL A. WEISS, 
W. A. PITTENGER, 
Manager on the part of the House. 


ALLEN J, ELLENDER, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the disagreeing vote 
of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5295) for the 
relief of the estate of Romano Emiliani, sub- 
mit the following statement in explanation 
of the effect of the action agreed upon and 
recommended in the accompanying con- 
ference report. 

The bill as passed by the House conferred 
jurisdiction upon the United States Dis- 
trict Court for the Canal Zone to hear and 
determine the claim of Romano Emiliani, his 
heirs at law, or his legal representatives, for 
just compensation for the alleged taking by 
the United States of land adjacent to the 
city of Colon, Panama. 

The Senate amended the bill by inserting 
the word “alleged” in line 6; by striking out 
the words “of approximately nineteen hun- 
dred acres” in line 7; by inserting the word 
“alleged” in line 1, page 2; and by adding at 
the end of the bill the provision: “That the 
court shall determine the exact amount of 
land alleged to have been taken, and com- 
pensation therefor, if any, shall be fixed at a 
sum per acre not in excess of the amount per 
acre of adjacent land as previously fixed by 
the Joint Land Commission, which had been 
constituted pursuant to articles VI and XV of 
the 1903 treaty between the United States 
and Panama.” 

At the conference, the House receded from 
its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate Nos. 1, 2, and 3. The House agreed 
to Senate amendment No, 4, with an amend- 
ment making same read “That the court shall 
determine the exact acreage of lands alleged 
to have been taken, and to award compensa- 
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tion for any land so found to have been taken 
based upon their value per acre as of the 
time of taking not including the value of any 
improvements thereon which have already 
been paid for.” 

SAMUEL A. WEISS, 

W. A. PITTENGER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the.conference report on 
the bill H. R. 5295. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania yield? 

Mr. WEISS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Will 
the gentleman explain what the agree- 
ment is? 

Mr. WEISS. The agreement, briefly, 
confers jurisdiction upon the district 
court to hear the claim, and the second 
matter in disagreement was with respect 
to the amount of acreage actually taken. 
It was alleged that there were 1,900 acres, 
some of which was paid for by the Land 
Commission in settlement already made. 
There was also involved the question of 
improvements on the land. Therefore 
they struck out certain words so the dis- 
trict court can determine the exact 
amount of acreage involved and the price 
to be paid is to be the same as the price 
paid for the adjacent acreage. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Who 
is going to make the determination now? 

Mr. WEISS. The district court. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. It 
does not make any change in that re- 
spect? 

Mr. WEISS. None at all. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


GOVERNMENT FINANCES 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
under authority previously granted, I am 
filing a Treasury statement relating to 
the receipts and expenditures and the 
public debt of the United States. 

It will be of interest to the Members 
of the House to know that for the fiscal 
year just ended on June 30, 1942, the to- 
tal Federal revenues approximate $12,- 
000,000,000. For the same period total 
expenditures aggregate about $32,000,- 
000,000. Of the $32,000,000,000 expended, 
$26,000,000,000 was for war purposes. 
The summary involves a deficit for the 
fiscal year ’42 of approximately $20,000,- 
000,000. 

The public debt now amounts to $72,- 
500,000,000 in round numbers, not in- 
cluding obligations guaranteed by the 
Government not belonging to the Treas- 
ury, of about $4,500,000,000. On this 


6147, 


basis the public debt and aggregate guar- 
anties by the Government now amount 
to approximately $77,000,000,000. 
The report will be given in detail in the 
Appendix of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
{Here the gavel fell.] 


REVENUE BILL OF 1942 


Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Ways and Means may have until mid- 
night tonight to file a report on the reve- 
nue bill of 1942. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will there be any minority views filed? 

Mr. BOEHNE. Not that I know of. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I was 
thinking that for the benefit of the House 
the gentleman might include in his re- 
quest that any minority views may also 
be printed. 

Mr. BOEHNE. I shall be pleased to in- 
clude that in my request, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs may sit during 
sessions of the House for the balance of 
the week. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
ue request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia? 

There was no objection. 


THE REVENUE ACT OF 1942 


Mr. JARMAN, Mr. Speaker, from the 
Committee on Printing, I report (Rept. 
No. 2340) an original privileged resolu- 
tion (H. Con. Res. 74) authorizing the 
printing of additional copies of the bill 
entitled “The Revenue Act of 1942,” to- 
gether with the accompanying report 
thereon, and I ask for immediate consid- 
eration of the concurrent resolution. 

The Clerk read the concurrent reso- 
lution, as follows: 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That there shall be 
printed 9,000 additional copies of the bill 
entitled “The Revenue Act of 1942,” together 
with the accompanying report thereon, of 
which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House document room, 500 copies for the 
use of the Senate document room, 3,000 
copies for the use of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives, 
and 500 copies for the use of the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate. 


The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


CONSTRUCTION OF IRRIGATION AND 
WATER UTILIZATION PROJECT ON THE 
ISLAND OF MOLOKAI, T. H. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 6670) to provide for an irrigation 
and water utilization project on the is- 
land of Molokai, T. H. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, as 
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I understand, this applies only to the 
Territory of Hawaii and is to be a loan? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. The gentle- 
man is correct. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
have no objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of 
the Interior (hereinafter referred to as “the 
Secretary”), acting through the Bureau of 
Reclamation, is hereby authorized to investi- 
gate and, upon compliance with the provi- 
sions of this act, to construct an irrigation 
and water utilization project on the island of 
Molokai, T. H., and to operate and maintain 
such project in accordance with the provi- 
sions of this act: Provided, That the United 
States shall retain title to all dams, reservoirs, 
irrigation, and othér project works until 
Congress otherwise provides. 

Sec, 2. In connection with the investiga- 
tion, construction, or operation and mainte- 
nance of said project, the Secretary is author- 
ized to utilize such contributions of labor, 
materials, and property, including money, 
as may be appropriated, allocated, or other- 
wise made available by— 

(a) The Territory of Hawaii or any non- 
Federal instrumentality, agency, corporation, 
or person, public or private, if in the judg- 
ment of the Secretary the acceptance thereof 
will not impair the title of the United States 
to the project works; or 

(b) Any Federal instrumentality or 
agency, including the Work Projects Admin- 
istration, the Civilian Conservation Corps, 
and the Department of Agriculture: Pro- 
vided, That the President of the United 
States may require repayment in whole or in 
part of the contributions of any such Fed- 
eral instrumentality or agency. 

Money received and accepted under this 
section shall be available for expenditure for 
the purposes for which contributed in like 
manner as if said sums had been specifically 
appropriated for said purposes. 

Sec. 3. No construction of the physical 
features of said project shall be undertaken 
unless and until the Secretary has made an 
investigation thereof and has submitted to 
the President for approval a report and find- 
ings showing— 

(i) that the proposed construction has 
engineering feasibility; 

(ii) the estimated cost of the proposed 
construction; 

(ili) the portion of the estimated cost of 
construction which can properly be allocated 
to irrigation; 

(iv) the portion of the estimated cost of 
construction allocated to irrigation which can 
probably be repaid by the users of water for 
irrigation; 

(v) the portion of the estimated cost of 
construction which can properly. be allocated 
to municipal and miscellaneous water sup- 
plies and probably. be returned to the United 
States in revenues therefrom; 

(vi) the portion of the estimated cost of 
construction which will probably be made 
available by the Territory of Hawaii or other 
non-Federal sources mentioned in section 2 
(a) hereof. 

The project shall be deemed authorized if 
(a) the proposed construction is found by 
the Secretary to have engineering feasibility 
and if the portion of the estimated cost of 
construction which can probably be returned 
to the United States by the users of water for 
irrigation and for municipal and miscel- 
lancous as found under section 3 
(iv) and (v), together with the estimated 
contributions mentioned in (vi) above, and 
such contributions from Federal sources 
mentioned in section 2 (b) as probably will 
be made available, equal to the total esti- 
mated cost of construction as determined by 
the Secretary; and (b) the President ap- 
proves said report and findings, 
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Src. 4. (a) No water for irrigation shall be 
delivered from the works of said project until 
the Secretary has entered into one or more 
contracts under section 4 (c) and (d) hereof 
providing, in the aggregate, for the repayment 
to the United States of the cost of construc- 
tion allocated to irrigation. 

(b) The term “cost of construction allo- 
cated to irrigation” as used in this act shall 
mean that portion of said estimated cost of 
construction, as found under section 3 (ili), 
which is to be met by expenditures of money 
available or appropriated under sections 10 
and 11 hereof, and by such portion of con- 
tributions from Federal sources mentioned 
in section 2 (b) hereof as the President may 
determine to be reimbursable: Provided, That 
administrative expenses incurred in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in connection with the 
investigation, construction, or operation and 
maintenance of said project shall not be in- 
cluded in the cost of construction allocated 
to irrigation, nor shall they be charged to the 
water users in any way. 

(c) A contract or contracts covering that 
portion of the cost of construction allocated 
to irrigation within the ability of the water 
users to repay, as found under section 3 (iv), 
shall be entered into with any public or 
private organization or agency satisfactory in 
form and powers to the Secretary. 

Each such contract shall provide, among 
other things, that— 

1. The Secretary shall fix a development 
period for said project of not to exceed 10 
years from and including the first calendar 
year in which water is delivered for the lands 
in said project; and during said development 
period water shall be delivered to the lands 
under the project at a charge per acre-foot, 
or other charge, to be fixed by the Secretary 
each year and to be paid in advance of the 
delivery of water. Such charges shall be 
fixed with a view of returning such amounts 
as in the Secretary’s judgment are justified 
by the rate of development of the project 
and the lands thereunder, including as a 
minimum a return over the full development 
period of that part of the cost of operating 
and maintaining the project during said 
period as may be allocated by the Secretary 
to irrigation. Charges collected in excess of 
the cost to the United States of the operation 
and maintenance of said project during said 
development period shall be credited at the 
end of said development period to the cost of 
construction allocated to irrigation in the 
manner determined by the Secretary. Any 
deficit in the cost of operating and main- 
taining said project during said development 
period shall be included in the final deter- 
mination of the cost of construction allocated 
to irrigation. 

2. The United States shall operate and 
maintain said project during the develop- 
ment period so fixed. After the development 
period, the United States shall operate and 
maintain said project or any part thereof as 
long as is deemed necessary by the Secretary 
and, while the United States operates and 
maintains said projects, the United States 
shall be paid in advance for each year that 
part of the estimated cost of operating and 
maintaining said project as may be allocated 
by the Secretary to irrigation. 

3. The repayment of the portion of the 
cost of construction allocated to irrigation 
within the ability of the water users to re- 
pay, as found under section 3 (iv), shall be 
spread over not to exceed 40 equal annual 
installments beginning with the year follow- 
ing the last year of the development period. 

4. The crops produced on lands receiving 
water from said project shall be necessary 
food and livestock-feed crops primarily for 
consumption in the Hawaiian Islands, and 
the use of water on the irrigated lands shall 
be specifically limited in an emergency to 
the primary purpose of materially augment- 
ing the local sources of diversified food and 
livestock-feed crops in which the Hawaiian 
Islands miay then be deficient. 
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Each such contract shall contain such 
other provisions as the Secretary may deem 
necessary to carry out the purposes of this 
act and to protect the interests of the 
United States; and, except as otherwise ex- 
pressly provided in this act, the Secretary 
shall have the same authority with respect 
to the provisions included in such contracts 
as he has for any new project under the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939. X 

(d) A contract or contracts shall be en- 
tered into with the Territory of Hawaii or a 
political subdivision thereof providing, in 
the aggregate, for the repayment to the 
United States of that portion of the cost of 
construction allocated to irrigation in excess 
of the ability of the water users to repay, as 
found under section 3 (iv), in 40 equal 
annual installments, commencing with the 
year following the last year of the develop- 
ment period. 

Sec. 5. The Secretary is authorized to con- 
tract with the Navy Department or other 
Federal department or agency, the Territory 
of Hawaii or any political subdivision thereof, 
of any public agency or private corporation 
or person for the furnishing of water for mu- 
nicipal or miscellaneous purposes: Provided, 
That no such contract shall be made unless 
in the judgment of the Secretary, it will not 
impair the efficiency of the project for irri- 
gation purposes. 

Such contracts for municipal or miscellane- 
ous water supplies shall be for such periods, 
not to exceed 40 years, and at such rates as 
in the judgment of the Secretary will pro- 
duce revenues at least sufficient to cover an 
appropriate share of the annual operation 
and maintenance cost of the project and such 
fixed charges, including interest, as the Sec- 
retary deems proper. 

The Navy Department and all other Fed- 
eral departments and agencies are hereby 
authorized to enter into such contracts 
where necessary or desirable to secure a water 
supply. 

Sec. 6. No actual construction of the physi- 
cal features of said project shall be under- 
taken unless (1) lands or interests in lands 
deemed by the Secretary to be necessary for 
the construction and operation of the major 
features of the project works have been se- 
cured, or negotiations have been initiated 
and it is indicated that said lands or inter- 
ests in lands can be secured, at prices satis- 
factory to him; and (2) the Secretary has 
found (i) that water rights adequate for the 
purposes of said project have been acquired 
with titles and at prices satisfactory to him 
or have been initiated and can be perfected 
in conformity with the law of the Territory 
and in a manner satisfactory to him; and 
(ii) that such water rights can be utilized 
for the purposes of said project in conformity 
with the law of the Territory and in a man- 
ner satisfactory to him. 

Sec, 7. All payments made to the United 
States under contracts on account of con- 
struction costs, including penalties collected 
for delinquencies in such payments, and all 
other receipts from project operations shall 
be covered into the Treasury to the credit of 
miscellaneous receipts. Charges collected 
during the development period excepting such 
amount as may be credited at the end of 
said period to construction costs as provided 
in section 4 (c ) hereof, and charges collected 
for operation and maintenance shall be 
available for expenditure for operation and 
maintenance in like manner as if said funds 
had been specifically appropriated for said 
purposes, 


Sec. 8. In connection with said project, the 
Secretary shall have the same authority with 
regard to the utilization of lands owned by 
the United States as he has in connection 
with projects undertaken under the Federal 
reclamation laws. 

In connection with the construction or 
operation and maintenance of said project, 
the Secretary shall have with respect to con- 
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struction and supply contracts, and with re- - 


spect to the exchange and disposition of 
lands, interests in lands, water rights, and 
other property and the relocation thereof, the 
same authority, including authority to ac- 
quire water rights with titles and at prices 
satisfactory to him, which he has in connec- 
tion with projects under the Federal recla- 
mation laws. 

Sec, 9. The Secretary is hereby authorized 
to perform any and all acts and to make such 
rules and regulations as may be necessary 
and proper for the purpose of carrying the 
provisions of this act into full force and 
effect, 

Sec, 10. The Secretary may expend for the 
investigation of said project such sums as 
may be necessary out of any moneys here- 
tofore or hereafter appropriated for general 
investigations, Bureau of Reclamation, De- 
partment of the Interior: Provided, That all 
such expenditures shall be deemed a part of 
os cost of construction allocated to irriga- 
ion. 

Sec, 11. To carry out the purposes of this 
act there is authorized to be appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, such sums as may be nec- 
essary for the Department of the Interior to 
carry out its functions under this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 


MANUFACTURE OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute for the purpose of making an an- 
nouncement, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, on the 
home front men and women are inter- 
ested certainly in the successful prose- 
cution of this war. A confusion exists 
as to the possibility of manufacturing 
synthetic rubber. The subcommittee of 
the House Committee on Mines and 
Mining has held over a period of a few 
weeks hearings on the subject of the pro- 
duction of synthetic rubber, gasoline, 
plastics, and so forth, from coal, or oil or 
grain. We have attempted to carry for- 
ward this discussion without fanfare and 
we have done so, and I believe a real con- 
tribution to the subject matter, when the 
printed hearings are finished, will be 
made in the near future. 

However, we feel now that our hear- 
ing scheduled for tomorrow morning is 
of sich importance that we ask and urge 
the Members of the House of Represent- 
atives be present. Dr. Per K. Frolich, 
president of the American Chemical So- 
ciety, will actually manufacture in the 
Old House Office Building caucus room, 
at 9:45 o’clock a. m., the two principal 
types of synthetic rubber, buna-s and 
butyl. We shall have graphic evidence 
before the Members’ eyes through the 
laboratory experiment demonstration 
which will be conducted. 

We shall also show for the first time 
parts of a motion picture, which is not yet 
completed for distribution to the public 
of the processes which take place in the 
converting of various raw materials, 
grain, oil, and coal into synthetic rub- 
ber. We ask the Members of the House 
to be present at this important hearing. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia has expired. 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Appendix and 
include a letter from myself and a clip- 
ping from the New York newspaper PM 
of July 10. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. G: Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks and include a short article on 
the N. Y. A., which appeared in the 
International Firefighters’ magazine. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Appendix on the subject 
The Nation Had Other Dark Days and 
include a short article from the New 
Yorker magazine of June 29. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp by inserting an article on 
the Honorable JOSEPH J. MANSFIELD, by 
George W. Simpson, of Texas, that ap- 
peared in the Houston (Tex.) Chronicle 
and other newspapers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TRAYNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Record and include an arti- 
cle entitled “Need of a Jewish Army.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks and 
include an editorial from the Boston 
Sunday Post of July 12. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include an editorial from the 
Washington Post on the subject of our 
new front, and also to include a review 
by John Chamberlain, from the New 
York Post. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


HARRY BRIDGES 


Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
1 minute and include a newspaper item 
from the Washington Post of July 12 
about Harry Bridges. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr, LELAND M. Forp addressed the 
House. His remarks appear in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


NECESSITY FOR MEAT PRODUCTION 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, it 
should be borne in mind that producers 
of meat have economic problems in the 
matter of costs and selling prices the 
Same as producers of other goods. Ap- 
parently, some of the administration 
spokesmen and others overlook this. 
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Some pertinent facts were developed in 
the hearings before the Senate commit- 
tee on the first supplemental national 
defense appropriation bill for 1943. I 
call attention to pages 350, 351, and 352 
of the hearings where it is pointed out 
that if the prices of all farm products 
which are now below the minimum ceil- 
ings specified in section 3 of the Price 
Control Act were increased to the mini- 
mum ceiling levels, the effect on the 
total cost of living would be inconse- 
quential. On the basis of statistical in- 
formation supplied by the Bureau of 
Agricultural Economics it has been esti- 
mated that if the prices of farm prod- 
ucts which are now below the minimum 
ceilings were increased to the minimum 
ceiling levels, it would justify an increase 
of only 7 percent in index of retail food 
costs and an increase of only 242 percent 
in the cost of living index. The only re- 
maining agricultural commodities which 
affect the cost of living would be cotton 
and wool. Since wool is at present 
slightly above the minimum ceiling level 
there would be no change in its price, 
and hence no change in the index of 
the cost of living. If the price of cotton 
increased to the minimum ceiling price 
it would increase the index of the cost 
of living less than 1 percent, and the 
total over-all increase in the cost of liv- 
ing for food and clothing would be less 
than 312 percent. 

DEATH OF FORMER REPRESENTATIVE 
JOSEPH A. DIXON, OF CINCINNATI 


Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Speaker, I am sad 
to inform the Members of the House of 
the death of my predecessor in office, 
Hon. Joseph A. Dixon, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio. Mr. Dixon ably represented the 
First District of Ohio in the Seventy-fifth 
Congress, 

He left surviving him his widow, Clara 
Partridge Dixon; two sons, Edward A, 
Dixon and Joseph A. Dixon, Jr.; a daugh- 
ter, Mrs. Nelson T. Corcoran; and seven 
grandchildren. 

Joseph A. Dixon started life with hard 
work. He entered the clothing business 
as a youth of 14, and successfully fol- 
lowed this business through most of the 
remainder of his life, quitting only long 
enough to serve in Congress. 

Mr. Dixon’s hobby was baseball. For 
a time he was interested in semi-profes- 
sional baseball and also sponsored a 
number of amateur teams, at one time 
being the president of the Kentucky- 
Indiana-Ohio League. In his home he 
proudly displayed trophies won by his 
teams. 

His interest in baseball and other 
sports led him to urge the city of Cin- 
cinnati to provide additional recreational 
facilities for young men. Largely 
through his efforts a number of play- 
grounds and baseball fields were estab- 
lished in and about Cincinnati. 

Joseph A. Dixon was a man of high 
moral character. He believed in the ap- 
plication of the Golden Rule. His word 
could be always be depended upon. He 
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was not lavish of promises but what he 
did promise he made every effort to per- 
form. His ideals rose above the petty 
things of life, and he enjoyed doing 
things for others. He entertained deep 
religious convictions and was noted for 
his kindness and generosity in thought 
and deed. By nature he was a friendly 
men He liked people and people liked 

m. 

In two congressional campaigns he was 
my opponent. Although he was a vig- 
orous and effective campaigner, our cam- 
paigns were never marked by an unkindly 
word between us. He was content at all 
times to rest his case upon fact and 
logic. He was unassuming and unosten- 
tatious, but quietly persistent and effec- 
tive in the service of his constituents. 

His days on earth were crowded with 
good deeds and useful accomplishments. 
He will always be held in fond memory 
by those who had the privilege of know- 
ing him. 

HOW UNITED STATES FLAG WAS RAISED 
IN AUSTRALIA 


Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Case of South Dakota addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 


THE LATE HON. JAMES CARSON NEEDHAM 


Mr. GEARHART,. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, it is 
my sad duty to announce the death of 
the Honorable James Carson Needham, 
a regrettable circumstance which oc- 
cured at Modesto, Calif., on last Satur- 
day, July 11, 1942. 

With the passing of former Repre- 
sentative James Carson Needham one of 
the most interesting of public careers is 
brought to a close. Born in a covered 
wagon at Carson City, Nev., on Septem- 
ber 17, 1864, while his parents were en 
route to California, young Needham grew 
to mandhood and attended the public 
schools at Mayfield, Calif., later gradu- 
ating from the University of the Pacific 
at San Jose in 1886 with the degree of 
bachelor of philosophy and in 1889 from 
the law department of the University of 
ene with the degree of bachelor of 

ws. 

After serving for a brief period as a 
clerk in The Adjutant General’s Office 
in Washington he returned to California 
to establish his home in Modesto, where 
he soon won an enviable position as a 
member of the bar of that State. 

James Carson Needham was elected to 
the Congress for the first time in 1898. 
He assumed his seat on March 4, 1899, 
the date which marked ‘the commence- 
ment of the Fifty-sixth Congress. Re- 
elected to the Fifty-seventh, Fifty- 
eighth, Fifty-ninth, Sixtieth, Sixty-first, 
and Sixty-second Congresses, Congress- 
man Needham continued his public serv- 
ice in the National Legislature until 
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March 3, 1913, when he retired to resume 
his law practice in his beloved home city 
of Modesto, the people of which had so 
signally honored him so many times in 
the days that had gone before. 

Though he would have much preferred 
a quieter life, it was not long before he 
was called for further service to his fel- 
low citizens in high position. In recog- 
nition of his outstanding ability in his 
profession, former Congressman Need- 
ham was chosen, first, by appointment 
of the Governor of that western Com- 
monwealth, and, later, by election on two 
occasions by the people, to serve as a 
judge of the Superior Court of Stanis- 
laus County, of which Modesto is the 
seat. 

After 14 years of distinguished service 
on the bench, Judge Needham, because 
of advancing years and failing health, 
retired in 1934 to spend his remaining 
years in his study and among his books 
in quiet reflection upon a career of hon- 
orable service which in American history 
finds but few counterparts. 

With the passing of this distinguished 
public servant our country loses one of 
its greatest sons, his State one of its 
most valuable citizens, his fellow towns- 
men one of their most cherished friends. 
His passing leaves us stunned, awed, 
overcome by the sense of loss of one of 
whose unselfish service to his fellow men 
over a long period of years approached 
perfection in devotion to that which was 
just, in fidelity to that which was right, 
in loyalty to that which was good. 

Well done, my good and faithful ser- 
vant. May your soul rest in peace, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Appendix and include 
therewith a letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks on the subject of synthetic rubber 
= toca a newspaper article by Frank 

ent. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Record and include an ad- 
dress by the Governor of Indiana. The 
printer’s estimate of the printing of this 
speech is $135. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the request of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana is granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Appendix in connection 
with information concerning the month- 
z allowance for the dependents of sol- 

ers. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McINTYRE. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include therein 
a letter from a friend and constituent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
by inserting a radio speech made by a 
former Member of the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recort in two particulars. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that after the other 
special orders that may have been entered 
for today I may address the House for 
10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

TRAINING OF MEN FOR THE ARMED 
FORCES AT TEXAS A. & M. 


Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Speaker, many educational institutions 
throughout the country are contributing 
much toward the winning of this war in 
training our young men for the armed 
forces. Outstanding among them is 
Texas A. & M. college, the largest R. O. 
T. C. school in the world, where 7,000 
young men are now enrolled and whose 
student body is referred to affectionately 
as “the Fighting Aggies.” 

I made a speech recently in the House 
in which I pointed cut the fine part they 
are playing in this war and the preceding 
war in furnishing officers. Last year they 
furnished more second lieutenants from 
their graduating class than West Point. 
A large number of the high-ranking offi- 
cers who defended Bataan Peninsula and 
Corregidor were A. & M, men and are now 
prisoners of war after their heroic defense 
of the Philippines. 

I desire at this time to announce that 
arrangements have just been completed 
with Producer Walter Wanger of Uni- 
versal Pictures for the making of a dra- 
matic film, a patriotic production, based 
on Texas A. & M., to be made under the 
tentative title “We’ve Never Been Licked.” 
This picture, I am sure, will be inspiring 
and stimulate the fighting morale of the 
American people, and the public will look 
forward with interest to its production. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask - 


unanimous consent to insert in the 
Recorp an editorial appearing in the 
Indianapolis News. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
PRICE CONTROL 


Mr, PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include two letters from 
constituents. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Prerce addressed the House. 
remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


His 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to Mr. HINsHAw (at 
the request of Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT) , for July 
15 and 16, on account of official business. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


. Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled a bill of the House of the fol- 
lowing title, which was thereupon signed 
by the Speaker: 

H. R. 7282. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to incorporate the Disabled 
American Veterans of the World War,” ap- 
proved June 17, 1932, so as to change the 
name to Disabled American Veterans, and 
to extend membership eligibility therein to 
American citizens honorably discharged from 
the active military or naval forces of the 
United States, or of some country allied with 
the United States, who have been either 
wounded, injured, or disabled by reason of 
such active service during time of war. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO- 
PRIATION BILL, 19483—-CONFERENCE RE- 
PORT 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
announce he intends to recognize the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Tarver] to 
present a conference report. The con- 
ference report is somewhere between the 
House and the Senate conferees. The 
Chair has been informed that it will 
probably not be more than 5 minutes. 

Mr. TARVER. May Isay, Mr. Speaker, 
that the conference report is being 
brought to the House at this time by the 
Clerk and should arrive within the next 
few minutes. 

I think we might dispose of the matter 
of unanimous consent at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that upon the sub- 
mission of the conference report on the 
bill (H. R. 6709) making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes, it may be in order for 
it to be immediately considered in the 
House. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
if this consent is given, the gentleman, 
of course, will be generous in his ex- 
planation to the House, explain it fully? 

Mr. TARVER. I will do my best, I may 

_say to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, and I am sure what I may lack in 
making the provisions of the report clear 
my colleagues on the committee will 
supply. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Further reserving 
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman’s request is coupled with the 
understanding that if there is any roll 
call the roll call will go over until to- 
morrow? Is that understood? 

Mr. TARVER. That is correct. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Reserv- 
ing the right to object, will the gentle- 
man be prepared to yield some time to 
those who may be opposed? 

Mr. TARVER. I know of nothing else 
to come before the House today, and so 
far as I am concerned, operating under 
-the rules of the House I shall be pleased 
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to yield to those who desire to discuss 
the conference report. 

Mr. COCHRAN: Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to. object, is the report in 
keeping with the views of the House as 
expressed on the roll call last week? 

Mr. TARVER. I am sure I do not un- 
derstand exactly what the gentleman has 
in mind. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The question of sell- 
ing surpluses for feed purposes at 85 
percent of parity. 

Mr. TARVER. The amendments re- 
lating to the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion funds are being reported in disagree- 
ment. The ranking Member on the ma- 
jority side intends to offer a compromise 
amendment for the consideration of the 
House, but those amendments are not in- 
cluded in the conference report. Every 
other item in the bill not heretofore 
agreed upon, with the exception of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation amend- 
ments, is included in the conference 
report. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw my reservation of objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I do not quite under- 
stand the answer of the gentleman. 
Does he mean that the conferees have 
agreed on the bill? 

Mr. TARVER. The situation is that 
the conferees have agreed on all of the 
items in the bill remaining in dispute 
between the two Houses with the excep- 
tion of the three amendments, Nos. 83, 
85, and 86, which relate to the funds of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation. The 
other items which have been in disagree- 
ment are included in the conference re- 
port. These three items have been left 
in disagreement in order that the House 
may take such action in regard thereto 
as to the House may appear to be proper. 

Mr. SABATH. Then I understand 
there is a tacit agreement that the House 
conferees will recommend that we should 
yield on those three items that are still in 
disagreement. 

Mr. TARVER. I know of no such 
agreement. The matter is one for the 
disposal of the House. The House con- 
ferees and the Senate conferees have 
been unable to agree. We are therefore 
bringing these three amendments back 
in disagreement for such action as to the 
House may seem appropriate. 

Mr. SABATH. Do I understand that 
the House conferees will recommend that 
the House agree to the Senate amend- 
ments? ; 

Mr. TARVER. I have said nothing, 
I am sure, which would lead the gentle- 
man to arrive at such an understanding. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, does the gentleman feel 
it is fair to the House and the Members of 
the House to bring this conference re- 
port in at this time and ask us to con- 
sider it, many of the Members not know- 
ing that this conference report was going 
to be brought in at this time? 

Mr, TARVER. May I say to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania that there are 
a very small number of items that are 
in disagreement. These items have been 
discussed time and again during the con- 
sideration. of this bill. The agreement 
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has also been reached that if there should 
be any roll call in connection with any 
issue raised by the conference report or 
in connection with the three amend- 
ments that are still in disagreement the 
roll call will go over until tomorrow in 
order that gentlemen who may desire to 
be recorded may have an opportunity of 
being present. 

Mr. RICH. That seems fair. The 
only thing I have in mind is the situa- 
tion disclosed by the daily Treasury 
statement. We are now running in the 
red at the rate of $130,000,000 every day 
this month, and this is the new year. 
How much does this bill for agriculture 
carry to be handed out as gratuities for 
not raising foodstuffs? The gentleman 
knows we are at war and that we have 
got to be careful or we shall wreck the 
Nation. 

Mr. TARVER. If the gentleman will 
permit me to answer his question, more 
money has been saved in this bill, as com- 
pared with the other supply bills, some 
of which the gentleman helped to write, 
for the present fiscal year 1943, than in 
any of the regular supply bills for any of - 
the departments of Government. The 
farmer is taking a greater reduction in 
this bill according to the final conference 
report, if agreed to, than any other de- 
partment of the-Government, for that 
department which represents him, the 
Department of Agriculture. I feel that 
the gentleman is unnecessarily alarmed. 
This bill, when finally passed, if this con- 
ference report is agreed to, will represent 
the ultimate in economy under present 
conditions for Department of Agriculture 
operations. 

Mr. RICH. I am glad to hear that. 
This is the first time I have seen a ray 
of hope in any of these supply bills. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TARVER submitted a conference 
report and statement on the bill (H. R. 
6709) making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes. , 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I now call 
up the conference report and ask unani- 
mous consent that the statement of the 
managers be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Tarver]? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement of the 
managers on the part of the House. 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 
6709) “making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other purposes,” 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment numbered 97. 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 81; and agree to the same. f 
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Amendment numbered 90: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,- 
625,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 91, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$32,500,000”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$3,716,182”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 95: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 95, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$37,819,557”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 96: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 96, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$97,500,000”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

The committee of conference report in dis- 
agreement amendments numbered 83, 85, and 
86, 


GERALD P. NYE, 
Cas. L. McNary, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


STATEMENT 
(Third Conference Report) 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the third conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on certain amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6709) making 
appropriations for the Department of Agri- 
culture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and for other purposes, submit the fol- 
lowing statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon and recom- 
mended in the accompanying conference re- 
port, as to each of such amendments, namely: 

Amendment No. 93 corrects a total. 


Parity payments 

Amendment No. 81; Provides that the agri- 
cultural conservation payments shall be taken 
into account and added to the farmer's mar- 
ket returns in determining the amount of 
the parity payment to which he may be en- 
titled. The House recedes. 

Farm Tenant Act 

Amendment No. 90, salaries and expenses: 
Appropriates $2,000,000, instead of $1,250,000 
as proposed by the House. The conference 
report fixes the amount at $1,625,000. 

Amendment No. 91, loans: Authorizes 
240,000,000, instead of $25,000,000 as proposed 
by the House. The conference report fixes 
the amount at $32,500,000. 

Loans, grants, and rural rehabilitation 

Amendment No. 95, rehabilitation services 
and assistance: Appropriates $50,319,557, in- 
stead of $25,319,557 as proposed by the House. 
The conference report fixes the amount at 
637,819,557. 
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Amendment No. 96, loans: Authorizes $125,- 
000,000, instead of $70,000,000 as proposed by 
the House. The conference report fixes the 
amount at $97,500,000. 

Amendment No. 97, land purchase pro- 
gram: Authorizes the completion of commit- 
ments outstanding on June 30, 1942. The 
Senate recedes. 

The committee of conference failed to 
reach any agreement as to the following 
amendments: 

Commodity Credit Corporation 

Amendment No. 83, relating to Govern- 
ment-controlled stocks of grain which may 
be sold for less than parity for feeding pur- 
poses or for manufacture of alcohol, etc.: 
The House provided that grain may be sold 
below parity if it “has substantially de- 
teriorated in quality and is sold for feeding 
purposes or the manufacture of alcohol”; 
while the Senate provided that grain may 
be sold below parity if it “has substantially 
deteriorated in quality or is sold for the 
purpose of feeding or the manufacture of” 
certain industrial alcohols, acetone, and rub- 
ber. The question of merit in the Senate 
amendment lies in its substitution of the 
word “or” for the word “and”. 

Amendment No. 85: The Senate proposes 
that not more than 125,000,000 bushels of 
wheat be sold for feeding purposes. 

Amendment No. 86: The Senate proposes 
that “no grain shall be sold for feed at a 
price less than 85 per centum of the parity 
price of corn at the time such sale is made.” 

M. ©. TARVER, 

CLARENCE CANNON, 

D. D. TERRY, 

Everett M. DIRKSEN, 

CHARLES A. PLUMLEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the conference report 
which you have just heard read and 
which relates to the few remaining items 
in this bill that are in dispute, with the 
exception of three amendments relating 
to Commodity Credit Corporation funds, 
does not represent the viewpoint of all 
the members of the subcommittee that 
has had this matter in charge, In some 
respects it does not represent my own 
viewpoint, but I think you know that in 
an effort to arrive at an agreement with 
our brethren on the other side of the 
Capitol, it is necessary that there be an 
element of give and take in the negotia- 
tions and that it is not always possible, 
if indeed it is ever possible, to have the 
views of one body prevail absolutely with 
regard to numerous controversial mat- 
ters. 

The conference report relates first to 
amendment No. 81. Amendment No. 81 
inserted by the Senate in the parity pro- 
visions of the bill provides for taking into 
account of the soil-conservation pay- 
ments in determining the market price 
received by the farmer for his agricul- 
tural commodities. Personally I did not 
think that the House should recede. I 
believe that it is unfair to charge the 
farmer with those payments which he 
earns by the expenditure of money, labor, 
and material in determining what the 
market price of his product may be. I 
feel that even if it should be fair to 
charge him with such benefits the Agri- 
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938 ought to 
be amended to so provide rather than 
that we undertake to amend the statute 
law on the subject by a provision in an 
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appropriation bill, But I found I was 
the only member of our subcommittee 
present at the conference on yesterday 
and today who maintained that view- 
point, and in a spirit of trying to agree 
with my brethren and to bring the con- 
sideration of this bill to a final conclu- 
sion, I yielded on my own personal views 
concerning this amendment. The con- 
ference report provides that the House 
shall recede from its disagreement to 
Senate amendment No. 81. As a matter 
of fact, the Senate conferees stated they 
were willing to recede on this amend- 
ment but my colleagues insisted that the 
House recede. 

With regard to the amendments re- 
lating to the farm tenant land purchase 
program, numbered 90 and 91, and the 
amendments relating to funds for the 
Farm Security Administration, numbered 
95 and 96, the conference report does 
exactly what I suggested that the House 
do some 2 or 3 weeks ago by the sub- 
mission of compromise motions proposing 
to split in half the amounts of the Senate 
increases. 

As provided in the conference report 
the amount provided for the administra- 
tive expenses of the Farm Tenant Act 
will be fixed at $1,625,000, which is a 
medium between the extremes of the 
House figure of $1,250,000, and the Sen- 
ate figure of $2,000,000. For loans for 
farm tenant land purchases, the House 
figure was $25,000,000, the Senate figure 
$40,000,000, and the amount carried in 
the conference report is $32,500,000. 

The appropriations for loans, grants, 
and rural rehabilitation for the use of 
the Farm Security Administration made 
in the House bill were $25,319,557. The 
Senate raised that amount to what was 
in the Budget estimate, $50,319,557. 
Since that time an additional Budget 
estimate has been transmitted by the 
President, which would still further raise 
the amount of that appropriation to ap- 
proximately $64,000,000. However, the 
conference report adopts the medium be- 
tween the House and Senate extremes— 
that is, it splits the difference—and 
makes available an amount I have not 
exactly calculated but which is some- 
what in excess of $37,000,000. 

For the loan provisions of the Farm 
Security program the House appropriated 
the amount recommended by the sub- 
committee, $70,000,000. That is, it au- 
thorized the use of loan funds up to the 
amount of $70,000,000. At that time the, 
Budget estimate was for $75,000,000. 
Since the initial House consideration of 
this bill the President has transmitted 
to the Congress an additional Budget 
estimate which would provide for a total 
of loans for Farm Security Administra- 
tion of $180,500,000. The Senate fixed 
the amount at $125,000,000. The confer- 
ence report splits the difference between 
the House and Senate figures and appro- 
priates $97,500,000, which is $83,000,000 
less than the Budget estimate. 

Amendment No. 97, which I consider 
of some importance, is an amendment 
inserted by the Senate and which pro- 
poses to validate certain purchases of 
land made by the Farm Security Admin- 
istration with funds appropriated by the 
Congress for loans, grants, and rural re- 
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habilitation. Our subcommitee took the 
position that the expenditure of these 
funds for purposes of that type was un- 
lawful, and we submitted the question to 
the Comptroller General who decided in 
accordance with the views of our subcom- 
mittee. 

The subcommittee have clung stead- 
fastly to the position that we ought not 
to place in this bill any language which 
would have the effect of validating ille- 
gal acts. The Senate has finally agreed 
to recede from its amendment, so that 
the language proposed in amendment 
No. 97 will, if the conference report is 
adopted, be stricken from the bill. 

I believe this discussion covers all the 
matters that are included in the confer- 
ence report. Of course, the subject mat- 
ters involved in the consideration of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation amend- 
ments are matters which will come up 
for discussion after the conference re- 
port is acted upon, and there is no reéa- 
ri why they should be discussed at this 

me. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. RICH. The gentleman made the 
statement that the conference report 
involved a great deal of give and take in 
order to reach a conclusion. 

Mr. TARVER. Yes. 

Mr. RICH. When I listened to the 
Clerk read these amounts of increases 
that were granted, I came to the con- 
clusion that the House conferees gave all 
the time and did not take anything, 
because practically every item that was 
read there was increased millions and 
millions of dollars. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 1 additional minute. 

Of course, I am not responsible for the 
gentleman’s lack of perception. I pointed 
out just a moment ago, and if he had 
been listening I think he would have 
heard me, that the Senate proposed the 
authorization of loans to the amount of 
$125,000,000, and that the Budget had 
estimated for that purpose $180,500,000. 
We bring you here a conference report 
which carries only $97,500,000, $83,000,000 
below the Budget and $27,500,000 below 
the Senate figures, yet the gentleman is 
unable to understand that there has been 
any taking. 
` Mr, RICH. Do notrunaway. Give us 
a little time to ask some questions. 

Mr. TARVER. I certainly shall not 
run away, but I decline to yield further 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. RICH. Every item that was read 
in that statement was an increase. 

Mr. TARVER. I include in the Rec- 
orp at this point the following statement: 


Agriculture Department appropriations, 1943 


Loan au- 


Appropria- an a 
thorizations 


tons 


Budget estimates at time bill 
was considered by House_..|$678, 676, 129 |$125, 000, 000 
Amount of bill as it passed 
TROON ae 648, 170, 517 | 105, 000, 000 
Budget estimates at time 
bill was considered by 
SONS vg ooh eta E N 
Amount of bill as it passed 
BONA e ose E 
Amount of bill as finally 
agreed to in conference-.--- 665, 742, 646 


693, 454, 129 
680, 395, 695 


230, 500, 000 
175, 000, 000 
140, 000, 000 
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Mr. TARVER, Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DIRKSEN], 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, the ag- 
ricultural appropriation bill for the fiscal 
year 1943 has pursued a rather rocky 
and tortuous course. I believe it is testi- 
mony to the depth of the convictions the 
conferees have entertained on the vari- 
ous cleavages, and the divergences of 
opinion that have arisen from one time 
to another. I have stated before, and I 
repeat, that I think it is testimony to 
the robustness and the tenacity of the 
democratic processes. 

At long last we finally bring out what 
we hope will be a consummation. For a 


-Jong time there were four groups of items 


in disagreement. The first one related to 
the agricultural conservation payments. 
The question arose as to whether or not 
they should be included or excluded in 
the calculation of parity. In 1942 they 
were included by negotiation that was 
consummated at that time. The Senate 
was of the opinion that they should be 
included and the House took the position 
that they ought to be excluded on the 
ground that they constitute a sort of 
reimbursement for taking land out of 
cultivation. I see both sides of the argu- 
ment. I.think, generally speaking, how- 
ever, our farmers are willing to make 
that sacrifice—at least it has so been 
conveyed to me—and that there is no ob- 
jection to their inclusion. 

The amount of money involved would 
be substantially $147,000,000 of savings 
to the Treasury. This figure is based 
upon a March 1 calculation. Parity pay- 
ments, excluding soil-conservation pay- 
ments, would require on the basis of 
that date about $303,000,000. If con- 
servation payments are included it would 
take about $156,000,000. So by adopting 
this Senate language and including them 
we expect to save $147,000,000 for the 
Treasury. That amount, of course, may 
be raised or lowered depending entirely 
upon what the market structure does 
from time to time as compared with the 
March 1 figure. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. 
Speaker, will the gentleman: yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Would 
the gentleman say that this $147,000,000 
represents a saving for.the Treasury in 
addition to the amounts by which. the 
dollar signs are reduced below the Budget 


Mr. 


-estimate and the Senate figures? 


Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. That 
would be an answer to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, then? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes; and later I want 
to say a word directly to my good col- 
league from Pennsylvania. 

So that item has now been agreed to. 

Another controversial item is this ques- 
tion of farm-tenant loans. This House 
knows full well how in season and out I 
have opposed increases in this item on 
the ground that I thought at a time when 
land values were rising and when we 
were prosecuting a war effort which re- 
quired an element of concentration and 
the full vigor of the Nation’s energy we 
should make no concessions, but after all, 
there are two sides to a conference. 
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The House figure was $25,000,000 on 
farm-tenant loans and the Senate figure 
$40,000,000. We finally compromised on 
$32,500,000. The amount for adminis- 
trative expenses is calculated by taking 
5 percent of that amount which is a fac- 
tor they have arrived at over a period of 
time and at the present figure that would 
be $1,625,000. So we agreed on that. 

This House also knows I have set my- 
self very resolutely against the Farm Se- 
curity Administration in season and out 
of season on the ground that it is waste- 
ful, and constituted a duplication of ef- 
fort, and that it was a very extravagant 
agency. We provided $70,000,000 for 
loans, or assistance to needy farmers. 
The Senate figure was $125,000,000. The 
Budget figure was $185,000,000. This, of 
course, includes a supplemental estimate 
which came from the President after the 
bill had been considered in the House and 
gone to the Senate. So the figure of 
$97,500,000 represents a substantial re- 
duction below the Budget figure of $185,- 
000,000 and represents a reasonably sub- 
stantial reduction under the Senate fig- 
ure of $125,000,000. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. . Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentleman 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. To that we agreed. 

Another item on which the Senate re- 
cedes is this question of sanctioning and 
placing the seal of approval on an ac- 
tivity that concerns itself with the re- 
location of families dispossessed by the 
operations of the War Department in 
certain States. The F. S. A. committed 
themselves to a sum of about $16,000,000 
up to a certain date, but the House con- 
ferees took the position that the action 
was illegal from the beginning and there 
was no authority in law for such action. 
I recognize the fact that we are going 
to have to deal with the situation. One 
cannot make a commitment of that kind 
and shuttle it back and forth between 
the Comptroller General and the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and have the Con- 
gress say it is settled, because it is not 
settled. On the other hand, if you un- 
dertook ‘to put it in a bill, we would be 


‘placing the seal of approval upon an 


activity in the Farm Security Adminis- 
tration which is illegal and that would, 
indeed, be a bad precedent for the Con- 
gress to establish. The matter will be 
dealt with, but the Senate recedes from 
its position, so that we will not be in the 
ludicrous position of approving some- 
-thing that was done, in the first instance, 
without authority and in my judgment 
without color of authority. 

Finally, we come to the item that is 
in disagreement, the Commodity Credit 
item, and after the conference report has 
been adopted, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri- [Mr. Cannon] will offer a motion 
to recede and concur with an amend- 
ment which will provide, in lieu of the 
position taken by the Senate, that we 
permit the sale of 125,000,000 bushels of 
wheat at not less than corn parity. 
There never has been a great contro- 
versy as to the amount of wheat that 
could be sold. The whole question was 
price: Should it be sold at 85 percent 
of corn parity as the Senate insisted, or 
at corn parity? If you sell it at 85 per- 
cent of corn parity you know what you 
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are going to do. You are going to tor- 
pedo your corn market under an edict 
and mandate already agreed upon, 
whereby for the 1942 crop there shall be 
paid full parity, which means reaching 
into the Treasury for more money for 
parity payments to farmers when, as a 
matter of fact, they want to be let alone 
to find their parity in open-market op- 
erations. 

I believe that that amendment should 
commend itself to the House. One hun- 


dred and twenty-five million bushels may . 


be sold at not less than corn parity. The 
cash market for wheat in most areas, at 
least in our country, today is about $1.06. 
Corn parity will be substantially 97\cents. 
So they can still sell their wheat at a 
figure 9 or 10 cents a bushel below the 
cash price of wheat and somewhere 
around 41 or 42 cents under the parity 
price of wheat. It occurs to me that in 
view of the fact that corn is substantially 
below parity today, that that is a sub- 
stantial concession, and I respectfully 
recommend to the House today that they 
support this motion so that we will find 
an ultimate compromise that I believe 
represents fairness and good judgment. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Is it not a fact 
that an analysis of this bill shows that 
certain aspects of it are highly infia- 
tionary? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Oh, I do not think so. 
The Agricultural appropriation bill for 
1942 is far from inflationary. 

If we protect the price structure of 
corn by adopting this proposal that will 
come along, in my humble judgment the 
ultimate end of such action will be to 
make unnecessary—certainly, to the de- 
gree that we have called for subsidies 
before—the amount of subsidy that we 
have had to provide before and, of course, 
this will keep that amount from going 
into the channels of circulation which, 
of course, will be deflationary to that 
degree. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Most of this 
money will have to be borrowed, and cer- 
tainly the bulk of this borrowed money is 
he gaia You cannot get away from 

at. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I thoroughly agree 
with the gentleman on that general 
premise, but do not forget that it is a 
drop in the bucket compared to the 
tremendous war expenditures that we are 
making at the present time. 

Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes. ` 

Mr. HARNESS. Did the committee 
give any consideration to the use of sur- 
plus wheat for the making of synthetic 
rubber? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Oh, yes; we discussed 
the matter at considerable length, and 
there is language agreed on in the bill 
to the effect that it can be used for feed- 
ing, for alcohol, for acetine, for butyl 
alcohol, for rubber, but that wheat must, 
of course, be sold at the corn parity, and 
it must come within the limit of the 
125,000,000 bushels. If it should develop 
that such an amount of wheat would 
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have to be augmented, that problem 
could be dealt with at a later time and 
after a further exploration of the matter. 

Mr. HARNESS. The compromise pro- 
posal to which the gentleman refers, and 
which will come before the House in a 
few minutes, would permit the sale of 
wheat at 85 percent of parity price of 
corn? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. No. It will permit not 
to exceed 125,000,000 bushels of wheat to 
be sold at not less than corn parity, and 
it does not put any limitation on the pur- 
pose for which that wheat is sold. 

Mr. HARNESS. What about the rest 
of the surplus wheat on hand? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Is the gentleman 
speaking of the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration wheat? 

Mr. HARNESS. I am speaking of all 
the wheat that we have in storage, which 
is more than the amount the gentleman 
has mentioned. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Oh, very definitely; 
and the purpose of the restriction is to 
not completely demolish the price struc- 
ture of wheat. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Illinois has again 
expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may insert at 
the conclusion of the remarks I made a 
statement showing the amount of this 
bill as recommended by the Budget, and 
the amount as carried in the House bill, 
the amount carried in the Senate bill, 
and the amount in the completed bill, if 
the conference report is agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
Would the gentleman include in that 
statement also an estimate of the Treas- 
ury by reason of permitting the conser- 
vation payments to be included? 

Mr. TARVER. I regret that I have 
not the exact amount which would be 
involved, although I have been informed 
that it is in the neighborhood of 
$146,000,000. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. That is 
satisfactory. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Ric]. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, when I inter- 
rogated the chairman of the subcommit- 
tee, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Tarver], about the increases that the 
House made over the Senate, he re- 
marked to the effect that I did not know 
what I was talking about—intimating 
there were no increases. Sometimes 
when a man is standing on the floor here 
and he does not want the House or the 
public to know what is going on, he gen- 
erally has some sarcastic remark of that 
kind to make, and it does not set very 
Well when you want to have some econ- 
omy in Government operation. I want 
to show the chairman of the subcommit- 
tee, the gentleman from Georgia, just 
what happened here in this conference, 
and no one should know it better than 
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he. We did not have the printed con- 
ference report before us when we let it 
come up on the floor of the House by 
unanimous consent. I asked him what 
increases there were in the report. I 
wanted to interrogate him, but the 
Speaker would not permit me to inter- 
rogate the gentleman during the reading 
of the report. The chairman made the 
statement that it was the most econom- 
ical bill that has passed the House this 
year. If it is, then I do not know any- 
thing about economy. Let us see what 
the conferees did. On item No, 90 the 
House had in the bill $1,250,000. The 
Senate increased it to $2,000,000, and the 
House compromised at $1,625,000—a big 
increase over the House amount. Take 
item No. 91. The House had in the bill 
$25,000,000, and the Senate increased it 
to $40,000,000, while the conferees, in- 
cluding the gentleman who says there is 
so much economy in the bill, increased it 
to $40,000,000—a big increase. Take item 
No. 93. The House had in the bill $3,341,- 
182, and the Senate $3,295,575. That 
amount was decreased in the Senate, but 
the conferees come in and put the dog- 
goned thing in at $3,617,181—a big in- 
crease. Now, if there is any item of econ- 
omy in that from the standpoint of the 
conferees, I do not know anything about 
it. You can say that black is white as 
much as you please, but you cannot do it 
here and get away with it. You are fool- 
ing only the public. You do not fool the 
United States Treasury. 

Take item 95. The House had $25,- 
319,557, and the Senate increased that 
to $50,319,557. The conferees agreed on 
$37,819,557—a big increase. On item 96 
the House had in the bill $70,000,000, and 
the Senate increased it to $125,000,000, 
and the conferees agreed to $97,500,000— 
a big increase. 

Every one of those items was increased, 
and the total increase on these 5 items is 
over $55,000,000, and yet the chairman 
of the conferees comes in here and says 
that we have great economy in this bill. 
It just does not go good. That is not 
economy. It is political “pork.” Accord- 
ing to the Secretary of the Treasury’s 
statement of July 10, in these 10 days of 
this year this administration puts you in 
the hole $1,303,796,769.23. That is $130,- 
000,000 a day—a dollar a day for every 
man, woman, and child in America, or 
$10 for the 10 days for each man, woman, 
and child. This thing is doggoned seri- 
ous. It is dangerous to our stability and 
our security. 

It is so serious that some few people in 
this country would try to keep the coun- 
try from going into bankruptcy, but as 
far as the administration is concerned, 
all they think about is spend, spend, 
spend, spend, until the first thing you 
know we are not going to be able to sup- 
port the Army, the Navy, the Marine 
Corps, and the Air Corps, with which we 
are trying to lick Japan. You are not 
going to be able to carry on this country 
if you do not begin to stop the unneces- 
sary waste and extravagance of the New 


If you would take out of this agricul- 
tural bill all of the political leeches that 
are hanging on and pay the farmers a 
good big pension you would be doing a 
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good thing, saving money for the tax- 
payers, helping the farmers, and getting 
rid of the political leeches and New Deal 
Officeholders. That is what you should 
do. But instead of that they come in 
here and say, “We are for economy.” 
It is fine to talk about, but it is sad to 
see the economy that we are getting by 
this administration, and there is only 
wreck ahead unless you change your 
attitude. 

The Ways and Means Committee will 
present a bill this week for about six 
billions of new taxes; at the rate you are 
going in the red that would not run you 
60 days without being in the red. They 
were to bring in a tax bill for $9,000,- 
000,000 but because of this being a po- 
litical year they would not do it before an 
election for Congress. It is a travesty 
to American liberty and American com- 
mon sense. Oh, such political bunk as 
this New Deal hands out to the public 
at the sacrifice of American liberty, 
American independence, and American 
sound government. I say to the people 
of America, “Wake up before it is too 
late. Get rid of the New Deal and do it 
this year or it will be too late.” 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time, and I move 
the previous question on the adoption of 
the conference report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the first amendment in disagreement. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that amendments 83, 
85, and 86, which all relate to the same 
subject matter, may be considered to- 
gether, with the right on the part of any 
Member to offer any motion relating to 
either amendment that he may desire to 
make with reference to it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia is granted. The Clerk will re- 
port the three amendments referred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 83: Page 81, line 13, after 
the word “and”, insert the word “or.” 

Amendment No. 85: Page 81, line 18, after 
the word “Agriculture”, insert “Provided 
further, That not more than 125,000,000 
bushels of wheat may be sold for feeding pur- 
poses.” 

Amendment No. 86: Page 81, line 20, insert: 
“: Provided jurther, That no grain shall be 
sold for feed at a price less than 85 percent 
of the parity price of corn at the time such 
sale is made.” 


Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House insist on its disagreement 
to the Senate amendments numbered 83, 
85, and 86. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I offer a preferential motion, which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Cannon of Missouri moves that the 
House recede from its disagreement to Sen- 
ate amendment No. 85, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by such 
amendment, insert the following: “: Provided 
further, That not to exceed 125,000,000 
bushels of wheat may be sold at a price 
which shall be not less than the parity price 
of corn at the time such sale is made.” 
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Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Sneaker, this report complies with all the 
requirements of a good conference report. 

As you know, the requirements of a 
good conference report are that, in the 
first place, it shall suit nobody, and, in 
the second place, that it shall be agree- 
able to everybody. That exactly de- 
scribes this report. No member of the 
conference committee of either House 
would have written this report as sub- 
mitted to you today. But I am glad to 
say that on the House side we have a 
unanimous agreement on the conference 
report and in favor of the proposed action 
on the amendments still in disagree- 
ment. 

The motion which I have offered is a 
part of the compromise agreement. The 
conference report has the unanimous 
support of all the managers on the part 
of the House, and the amendment which 
I offer likewise has the approval of all 
managers on the part of the House. 

The two together—the conference re- 
port and the pending amendment—con- 
stitute a very satisfactory disposition of 
the bill and incidental questions which 
have been under discussion for the last 
6 months. The bill, as embodied in the 
pending proposition, reduces the pro- 
vision for the Department of Agriculture 
for the current year by something over 
$462,000,000. Of course, in my opinion, 
it ought to have been still further re- 
duced, After an intensive study cover- 
ing many years I am convinced that 
there is more nonessential money in the 
Department of Agriculture appropriation 
bill than in any one of the other general , 
supply bills which the House considers. 
I think we could have greatly reduced 
these appropriations in many instances 
with no disadvantage whatever and with 
a saving of millions of dollars. How- 
ever—fortunately or unfortunately— 
everybody did not agree with me on that 
point. So, in order to secure an amicable 
meeting of minds, some of Us were con- 
strained to make concessions on many of 
these items in order to secure compen- 
sating concessions by our brethren who 
entertained other views. 

There is a man described in ancient 
writ who sold all that he had in order 
to purchase the one pearl of great price. 
That highly commended transaction is 
aptly typified in the agreement embodied 
in the conference report and this amend- 
ment. The managers on the part of the 
House made many concessions—more 
than some thought ought to have been 
made—in order to preserve farm parity, 
the pearl of great price, and we have pre- 
served it in the bill in the form reported 
to the House under this agreement. 

You will find in the bill, as agreed to 
in the conference report, the interdic- 
tion of the sale of any Government- 
owned or Government-controlled com- 
modity at less than parity price. That 
has been the House position all these 
months. That is what we have voted for 
on four separate occasions, and that is 
what we are bringing back to you today 
in what we trust is final disposition of 
the bill. While within the narrow con- 
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fines which the parliamentary situation 
imposed, the prohibition is effected by a 
denial of funds, provided in this bill, the 
issue has been so clearly drawn in the 
long consideration of the differences be- 
tween the two Houses as to preclude any 
use by the Department of funds for that 
purpose from other sources. 

Naturally, it was necessary to make 
concessions in order to secure this pro- 
vision, but its importance to agriculture 
and to the country is sufiicient to justify 
the price. We trade a dime for a dollar 
in the transaction. 

In addition to the large appropriations 
for tenancy and F. S. A. which the House 
opposed, and against which it voted at 
every opportunity, the House managers 
made two major concessions. 

First, the House conferees yielded to 
the Senate contention that soil conserva- 
tion payments should be charged against 
parity payments. The House yielded re- 
luctantly. When the farmer has ac- 
cepted the proffer of the Federal Gov- 
ernment and has complied with all re- 
quirements and has performed his part 
of the contract with the Government, he 
is entitled to the full amount which the 
Government agreed to pay without fur- 
ther or other consideration. But in order 
to reach an agreement which would pre- 
serve parity—the only assurance of stable 
prices now, and especially after the war— 
we agreed to yield, although the action 
of the House conferees on that item was 
not unanimous. 

We make a further concession, as pro- 
vided in the pending amendment, per- 
mitting the sale of 125,000,000 bushels of 
Government-owned wheat. The Govern- 
ment at this time owns and controls con- 
siderably more than a billion bushels of 
grain. Under the present law they can 
throw all or any part of it on the market 
any morning, and that is exactly what 
they have been doing, as the Secretary of 
Agriculture told the committee. He tes- 
tified that they had been using it to rig 
the market. Whenever the farm com- 
modity gets too high they throw a large 
quantity on the market and down it 
comes, and farmers all over the Nation 
who have been assured by the enactments 
of this Congress that they are to have 
parity prices for their products are 
muicted of sums which all too often are 
to them the difference between profit and 
loss. 

I have a letter here just received in this 
morning’s mail from Hon. Michael J. 
Hart, a former Member of this House, 
and at that time a valuable member of 
the Committee on Appropriations and 
this subcommittee, which shows just how 
this raid on farm prices operates: 

SAGINAW, Micu., July 9, 1942. 

Dear CLARENCE: You will recall the writer 
as serving with you on the subcommittee 
handling the agricultural appropriation bill, 
I have noticed by the press, that you have 
been insisting on the Government selling 
their surplus wheat at parity, and I thought 
I would give you a few facts so you can see 
what they are doing to the grain markets by 
selling this feed wheat. 

My family are all farmers and grow quite 
& little milling wheat. I operate several grain 
elevators, and we have a poultry feed plant 
at Saginaw. In order to have a little wheat 


in the spring for mixing poultry grains, we 
have to carry this wheat for several months, 
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as most of the grain in this territcry cleans 
up quite early. When the Commodity Cor- 
poration began selling the feed wheat, we 
had two cars of milling wheat on hand that 
we wouid have used for poultry feed. How- 
ever, with this cheap program wheat on the 
market we sold the two cars of milling wheat 
and bought feeding wheat from the Com- 
modity Credit, or through brokers who were 
handling for them. This program wheat cost 
us 24 cents per bushel less than we sold our 
milling wheat. The wheat received was red, 
and I think it was durum wheat. So far, we 
have bought 7 cars of 1,500 bushels each, or 
10,500 bushels. If we had sold 7 cars of 
milling wheat, there would have been a differ- 
ence of $2,520 on the original spread. How- 
ever, this program wheat has sold the farm- 
ers’ price down about 15 cents a bushel. 
Farmers’ costs are going to go up, so I think 
you are absolutely right in checking the 
sales of this wheat at 85 percent parity, un- 
less wages are frozen. 
. . * * * 

I thought you might be interested in a 
report from somecne who is experienced in 
handling these grains, and in some of its 
effects. 

With kindest regards, I am 

M. J. Harr. 


This is the practices which we propose 
to stop. Under the bill the manipulation 
of the markets by Department of Agri- 
cuture agents through the sale of Gov- 
ernment-owned cotton, corn, wheat, or 
other farm commodities is forbidden. 
This amendment provides the sole ex- 
ception. As provided by the amendment, 
125,000,000 bushels of wheat can be sold 
at not less than the parity price of corn. 

Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HARNESS. Did I understand the 
gentleman to say that in addition to the 
125,000,000 bushels of wheat which may 
be sold at the parity price of corn they 
may also sell more wheat at the parity 
price of corn? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. They may 
sell in all 125,000,000 bushels of wheat at 
the parity price of corn, and no more. 

Mr. HARNESS. No more than that? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. No more. 
Only 125,000,000 bushels, in all, an in- 
consequential amount, and at not less 
than the parity price of corn. That 
means no wheat will be sold for feed in 
any amount as no feeder will pay as much 
for wheat as for corn for feeding pur- 
poses. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the House 
on thus maintaining the position which 
it has so well defended in defense of the 
stabilization of farm prices during these 
long negotiations. It is true it is on a 
plane far below that provided by legisla- 
tive enactments for other industries but 
it at least permits the farmer to recoup 
in part the added costs of production 
entailed upon him by laws guaranteeing 
inereased prices, wages, and income for 
labor and industry. 

In conclusion, may I pay a warm and 
deserved tribute to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Tarver], the chairman of 
the subcommittee and chairman of the 
committee of conference, in a large meas- 
ure the author of the bill, and to each 
Member of his committee on both sides 
of the aisle? Each one of them has, 
without exception, made large contribu- 


tions to the sum total of the great meas- 
ure to which the capstone is being added 
today. While there may have been at 
times some ‘difference as to detail or 
method, all have had the same objective, 
the welfare of agriculture, which means 
the welfare of the country, because no 
nation can prosper permanently on a 
foundation of agricultural serfdom and 
peonage. I congratulate the gentieman 
from Georgia and his colleagues on the 
successful conclusion of their labors and 
am glad to have this opportunity to ex- 
press especially my personal appreciation 
of their long-suffering tolerance and con- 
sideration. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WHITTINGTON). The gentleman from Il- 
linois is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. If it is not 
too embarrassing, I should like to ask if 
there is any assurance that the Senate 
will accept the amendment if the House 
passes it? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. There are some things 
that cannot be divulged publicly, and one 
can only assume that it will be accepted. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. That is 
quite all right. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The _ gentlewoman 
knows, of course, we have closed sessions 
and while there may be what might be 
called informal discussions one can read 
somewhat between the lines, I hope my 
gentle colleague from Illinois under- 
stands that; further than that I am 
afraid I could not go in any public state- 
ment on the floor. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. HOPE. Can the gentleman tell 
us whether the President will sign this 
bill even if we accept it? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. As a matter of fact, 
I never know that the President will sign 
any bill that goes from Congress until 
his signature is actually appended to the 
bill. 

Now, let us get clear what is before us. 

When this bill left the House it pro- 
vided that subparity sales could be made 
for relief purposes, that deteriorated 
grain might be used for alcohol, syn- 
thetic rubber, or anything else, and cot- 
ton where it was involved in the new- 
uses program, and so forth. When the 
bill went to the Senate they added three 
amendments which in fact would have 
permitted subparity sales for almost 
every purpose. 

Insofar as feed is concerned, the bill 
will now permit 125,000,000 bushels to 
be sold at 85 percent of corn parity. The 
proposition before us is that we stand 
by two of these amendments and con- 
cur with an additional amendment 
which provides that not more than 125,- 
000,000 bushels of this owned, controlled, 
and loan stock of Government wheat 
can be sold at not less than corn parity. 
The whole purpose is to prevent the 
demolition of the corn market. I am 
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satisfied on the basis of such figures as 
we have that the visible supply of corn 
will quickly disappear and that there is 
going to be no difficulty in securing the 
consumption of some of this wheat at 
corn parity price. Corn parity is about 
97 cents. Cash wheat in my country 
is about $1.06; so, sales at corn parity 
will be from 9 to 10 cents under the 
present cash wheat market. Wheat 


- parity today is $1.37. This would per- 


mit sales around 41 cents under wheat 
parity, but I think it subserves every 
purpose; it prevents the complete de- 
struction of the price structure as we 
know. It will in my judgment effectuate 
substantial savings of money that would 
have to be taken out of the Federal 
Treasury. So it represents, in my judg- 
ment, a happy compromise and I urge 
it upon every Member of the House, and 
I urge that the Membership vote for the 
motion which was offered by the gentle- 
man from Missouri which is now on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. RIZLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. RIZLEY. Under the bill as it now 
stands if this amendment is adopted can 
the Commodity Credit Corporation sell 
other wheat than the 125,000,000 bushels 
for less than parity for feed or alcohol? 
This 125,000,000 bushels, as I understand, 
is a limit. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes; because the 
word “feed” does not appear in this 
amendment, so that the only limit is 
125,000,000 bushels at corn parity. 

Mr. RIZLEY. In other words, 125,- 
000,000 bushels is all that can be sold. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is right. 

Mr. RIZLEY. And that must be at 
corn parity. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is all. _ 

Let me make two observations. First, 
this represents a unanimous report on 
the part of the subcommittee and the 
subcommittee is unanimously behind the 


. pending motion. If this situation de- 


velops any real acute emergency, the 
Congress is going to be in session. We 
are always here to meet it. 

Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr, DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. The difference be- 
tween the amendment brought in now 
and as the bill left the House is this: 
You limit it to 125,000,000 bushels and 
before it was unlimited? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. There was a 125,000,- 
000-bushel limit so far as feed is con- 
cerned, but under amendment 83 there 
was no limit on wheat for other pur- 
poses. ‘They may have sold it at any 
price. : 

Mr. DONDERO. Below parity? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes. The Senate pro- 
vided that it shall be sold at 85 percent 
of corn parity. This provides for sales 
at corn parity. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 
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Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Is it not 
true that previously both bodies had 
agreed on a basic limitation protecting 
parity payments and this amendment 
about which all the discussion has been 
had is in the nature of lifting that re- 
striction to the extent of 125,000,000 
bushels? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes, and on the 25th 
of February the Senate, by a vote of 50 
to 23, voted for a proposal to completely 
interdict all parity sales for any purpose 
whatsoever. At that time they definitely 
supported the position now taken by the 
House. 

Mr. HOPE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Kansas. 

Mr. HOPE. As I understand it, if we 
adopt the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Missouri, the amount of 
wheat of any character or kind, whether 
deteriorated or of good quality, which 
can be sold will be limited to 125,000,000 
bushels? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. No; the deteriorated- 
grain provision is still in the bill. 

Mr. HOPE. There is no restriction on 
the sale of deteriorated wheat for feed 
or alcohol purposes? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. There is no restric- 
tion on the sale of deteriorated grain for 
any purpose. That is still in the bill as 
it left the House. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. As I 
understand, the original Senate amend- 
ment would permit sales at 85 percent of 
corn parity? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. What 
is the agreement that the conferees ac- 
cepted, aside from the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. It can hardly be said 
that this is an accepted proposal. This 
particular item on commodity credit is 
being reported back in disagreement. 
The gentleman from Missouri offers a 
motion to recede and concur with an 
amendment whereby 125,000,000 bushels 
may be sold at corn parity. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
What is the parliamentary situation if 
the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri is defeated? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. If the amendment is 
defeated, then, obviously, the disagree- 
ment stands, because the original motion 
was for the House to further insist on its 
disagreement with the Senate. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania.. If 
the gentleman’s motion prevails, the 
price will be restricted to actual parity? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Corn parity, not 
wheat parity. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Hore}. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee in order to clear up the question 
as to whether or not the limitation of 
125,000,000 bushels covers all sales of 
wheat, both deteriorated and of good 
quality? 
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Mr. TARVER. That is not my under- 
standing. I understand that deterio- 
rated wheat may be sold without limit 
for feeding purpose or for the manu- 
facture of certain types of alcohol, ace- 
tome, or rubber and the 125,000,000 
bushels wheat provision which my col- 
league from Missouri includes in the 
motion he has offered relates to wheat 
which is not deteriorated at all. 

Mr. HOPE. It seems to me there may 
be some doubt about it, and I am glad 
to have the gentleman clear it up and to 
get that interpretation. 

Mr. TARVER. I am sure there is no 
purpose on the part of the committee to 
restrict in any way the sale of deterio- 
rated wheat for purposes mentioned in 
the original language of the proviso. 

Mr. HOPE. I am glad to have that 
assurance from the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Speaker, I am happy that the con- 
ference committee has gotten together on 
most of the items which were in dispute 
on this bill. We are all very glad of that 
accomplishment. I am sorry, however, 
that I cannot go along with the proposal 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
as far as the sale of wheat below parity 
is concerned. I do not believe the pro- 
posal offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will accomplish one whit more as 
far as the sale of stocks of grain held by 
the Commodity Credit Corporation are 
concerned than would the original provi- 
sion in the House bill, Furthermore, if 
it comes to a question of whether or not 
this bil! is going to be signed by the Presi- 
dent, I do not believe this amendment 
will be any more acceptable than the 
original provision in the House bill. 

I call attention also to the fact, and 
particularly those who are interested in 
the principle of parity, that this amend- 
ment offers a retreat from the principle 
of parity if that principle is involved in 
this bill. I do not believe it is, but if it 
is, by this amendment we are retreating 
from the principle of parity as far as 
wheat is concerned, because, instead of 
providing that there shall be no sales at 
less than parity, we say that there shall 
be sales as far as wheat is concerned at 
less than parity. 

I do not believe the question of parity 
is involved at all, and I hope that no one 
will vote for either the proposal of the 
gentleman from Missouri or the lan- 
guage contained in the original House 
bill, upon the assumption that the prin- 
ciple of parity is involved. 

That principle was set up in the Agri- 
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938. When 
we passed that act we adopted as the 
policy of this Government the principle 
that farmers are entitled to parity for 
the five basic commodities. That still 
stands, and there is nothing we can do in 
connection with this bill which will 
change that in the least. If I am a pro- 
ducer of wheat or corn or cotton, there 
is no way that anybody can deprive me 
of parity as long as Congress appropri- 
ates the funds to make up the difference 
between the loan value or the market 
price and parity. In this very bill we are 
considering there is an appropriation for 
parity payments, so there is no farmer in 
the country teday in compliance with 
the farm program who will not get parity. 
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You cannot take it away from him no 
matter what you do with this bill or any 
other bill. So I say the principle of 
parity is not involved. 

There is involved, however, the prin- 
ciple of whether or not the Commodity 
Credit Corporation after it has made 
these loans and has acquired title to vast 
quantities of grain, will be able to use 
that grain in such a way as to further 
our war effort. That is the important 
question involved in the matter that is 
before you now. 

As far as that question is concerned, 
you are not solving it by adopting the 
proposal of the gentleman from Missouri, 
because you will not be able to sell 
125,000,000 bushels of wheat or any sub- 
stantial quantity of wheat if you have to 
sell it at not less than corn parity. The 
limitation which he proposes is just as 
effective for all practical purposes as if 
he provided for no sales at all. 

If you adopt either proposal, to stand 
pat on the original House position or 
edopt the proposal of the gentleman from 
Missouri, you will not be able to sell a 
bushel of wheat for export. You will not 
be able to sell it for feed. You will not 
be able to sell it for the manufacture of 
rubber. 

So if you adopt the proposal of the 
gentleman from Missouri you will not 
have contributed in any way to a solu- 
tion of the problem of what we are going 
to do with our great surplus of wheat, 
which amounts to somewhere between 
600,000,000 and 700,000,000 bushels. 

I submit that we ought not to tie the 
hands of the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion or this Government in such a way 
that those feed resources cannot be used 
for furthering our war effort by their use 
as feed for livestock. This feed is 
needed. I am not an alarmist, but it is 
altogether possible that we may have 
actual shortages of some kinds of food in 
this country before another year goes by. 
We have ceilings now on livestock prices, 
or, rather, on the prices of the finished 
product. This means that any increase 
in the price of the grain that goes into 
livestock will have to be absorbed by the 
farmer. Some farmers can do so and 
stay in the game; others cannot. At a 
time like this, when there are great de- 
mands for the production of livestock 
and dairy products, it is necessary to 
bring some of the marginal producers 
into this picture. They cannot produce 
if grain prices are so high that they can 
not make a profit. All farmers’ costs 
are going up. Ceilings are holding his 
prices down. The purchase of wheat 
held by the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion will enable some producers to con- 
tinue who would otherwise have to drop 
out. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr, CRAWFORD. With reference to 
wheat for export, am I not right in this 
statement: We cannot export wheat to 
the enemy countries. Under lease-lend, 
what is there to prevent the President 
from taking any amount of this wheat he 
wants to end sending it to the United 
Nations? 
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Mr. HOPE. I think perhaps some 
could be used under the lease-lend pro- 
visions. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In that case noth- 
-ing interferes with export. 

Mr. HOPE. This would not interfere 
with the use of wheat under the lease- 
lend provisions, as I understand. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. - 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. There is 
nothing in existing law to prevent the 
Commodity Credit Corporation, as an 
agency of the Government, from using 
this wheat for any purpose for which it 
sees fit as long as it retains title to it? 

Mr. HOPE. There is nothing in exist- 
ing law which prevents it. However, I 
am not sure what interpretation the 
Commodity Credit Corporation might put 
upon a limitation on sales, as proposed 
in this bill. Furthermore, the Commod- 
ity Credit Corporation is not engaged in 
feeding livestock or making alcohol. I 
do not know what it can do with its grain 
except sell it. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, having drafted this pro- 
viso originally, I desire to make it clear 
at this time that I am still supporting the 
principle which is involved. At the same 
time I hope that the House will adopt the 
motion which has been offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cannon], 
I think that motion forms a basis of pos- 
sible agreement with the Senate. I am 
not in position to assure you that the 
Senate will accept the proposal embodied 
in the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri, but I believe that it will do so. 

The limitations of this proviso as it 
affects cotton, tobacco, rice, and peanuts 
are not in dispute—only wheat and corn 
are affected by the Senate amendments. 

So far as I am concerned, I do not think 
the Government of the United States 
cught to sell any agricultural commodity 
owned or controlled by it at less than 
parity prices, and I believe that appro- 
priate action should be taken by the Con- 
gress of the United States to prevent its 
doing so. However, insofar as the dispo- 
sition of wheat or the price of corn is 
concerned, I conceive that to be a sub- 
ject matter which is of more direct inter- 
est to the representatives who come from 
commercial wheat- and corn-producing 
areas, and since I represent a cotton- 
producing area and not a commercial 
corn- or wheat-producing area, I feel that 
when I have rendered to my brethren 
from wheat and corn areas all of the 
cooperation that they desire and when 
they reach the conclusion that their posi- 
tion should be inodified in the interest of 
arriving at a possible agreement, it is my 
duty to go along with them. For that 
reason I am supporting the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. I want us, 
however, to get a few of the cobwebs out 
of our minds with regard to the efficacy 
of this provision. 

In the first place, it relates to nothing 
more than a limitation on the adminis- 
trative funds of the Commodity Credit 
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Corporation, and when I asked the sub- 
committee to write it in the bill I ex- 
pressed the hope, and expressed it to 
some Members of the other body, that in 
view of the fact that the Senate in Feb- 
ruary of this year had passed a bill pro- 
posing, by statute, to forbid the sale of 
Government-owned or controlled com- 
modities at less than parity, I hoped that 
the Senate subcommittee on Agricultural 
Appropriations would amplify this pro- 
vision, which they might have done under 
the liberal rules of the Senate, so as to 
make it really effective. Instead of doing 
that, the Senate subcommittee, and 
thereafter the Senate, weakened the pro- 
viso. There is not anything here except 
an inhibition against the use of Com- 
modity Credit Corporation administra- 
tive funds for the sale of certain agri- 
cultural commodities, with certain ex- 
ceptions. Lend-lease funds can be used, 
funds can be diverted by the President 
from emergency funds which are under 
his control, and there is no inhibition 
here against the use by the Government 
itself of its stocks of grains for the manu- 
facture of alcohol to produce rubber—not 
the sale of the grains, but the use of the 
grains—and I conceive that since the 
efficacy of this proviso is so limited, as 
I have indicated, we have been really 
having a great deal more fuss than is 


-justified about whether or not we would 


leave this proviso in the bill in its origi- 
nal form or whether we would provide 
for some amendments to the proviso to 
liberalize its provisions, that we have 
been having more or less of a great ado 
about comparatively little. At the same 
time a principle is involved, and that 
principle is that the Congress by this ex- 
pression, if it is enacted into law, indi- 
cates its opinion that the Government 
should not, through the use of admin- 
istrative funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation or in any other way or with 
the use of any other funds, sell Govern- 
ment-owned or controlled farm products 
at less than parity, with the exception of 
the deteriorated stocks, the stocks of cot- 
ton for new uses, and the 125,000,000 
bushels of nondeteriorated wheat which 
the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Cannon] proposes to authorize 
sold. 

I think that declaration of principle is 
very important, and while it might be 
possible with the use of lend-lease funds 
or the use of funds from emergency ap- 
propriations for the use of the President 
to get around this provision and to sell 
unlimited stocks of these agricultural 
commodities at less than parity, I cannot 
bring myself to believe that the adminis- 
trative authorities of the Government 
would evade the plain congressional in- 
tent by the use of such methods. In 
other words, this proviso is not effective 
in accomplishing the cbjective we have 
in mind unless the principle it declares is 
respected by administrative authorities. 
It can be evaded—— 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Kansas. 

Mr, REES of Kansas. Does the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee 
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interpret this amendment to mean the 
parity price of corn at the place where the 
corn is located or the market price of 
corn, or just what does that mean? 

Mr. TARVER. The sale of 125,000,000 
bushels of nondeteriorated wheat, as I 
understand, is authorized by the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Cannon] at not less than the parity price 
of corn at the time and place, when and 
where the sale is made. That is my 
understanding. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. When and 
where the sale is made. That does not 
necessarily mean the Chicago market. 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Cannon] is listening, and 
if he differs with my construction I shall 
be glad to yield to him for the purpose 
of saying so. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Under the 
provisions of the amendment it cannot 
be sold for less than the parity price of 
corn at the time at which the sale is 
made. In some of the versions sug- 
gested, but rejected by the conferees, the 
parity price was to be fixed at a certain 
time, to run through the entire calendar 
year or fiscal year. But in the pending 
amendment there are no qualifications 
and the price specified is to be at parity 
at the time and the place at which the 
sale is made. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. And at the 
place where the corn is located? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. No quali- 
fications or limitations are provided. It 
must be parity then and there. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Kansas, 

Mr. HOPE. Is it not true that under 
the language of the original Senate 
amendment, the limitation of 125,000,000 
bushels of wheat that might be sold was 
confined to sales for feeding, and under 
the proposal of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that would include sales for alcohol 
or feeding or any other purpose? 

Mr. TARVER. Any and all purposes, 
that is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Georgia has 
expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Hope) there 
were—ayes 81, noes 34. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that there is no 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from Kansas makes the point 
of order that there is no quorum present. 
The Chair will count. 

ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, July 15, 1942, at 12 o’clock 
noon, 
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COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATU- 
RALIZATION 

The Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization will hold hearings at 10 
a. m. on Wednesday, July 15, and Thurs- 
day, July 16, 1942, on H. R. 6165, H. R. 
6858, and private bills. 

COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION 


There will be a meeting of the Commit- 
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation on 
Thursday, July 16, at 19:30 a. m., in room 
353, House Office Building, to consider 
H. R. 7255 and S. 2554. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar. as follows: 


Mr, DOUGHTON: Committee on Ways and 
Means. H. R. 7378. A bill to provide reve- 
nue, and tor other purposes; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2333). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Printing. 
House Concurrent Resolution 74, authorizing 
the printing of additional copies of the bill 
entitled “The Revenue Act of 1942," and the 
gecompanying report thereon; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2340). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. DOUGHTON: 

H.R. 7378. A bill to provide revenue, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana: 

H. R. 7379. A bill to rehabilitate disabled 
veterans of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. DIMOND: 

H. R. 7380. A bill to authorize increases in 
wages for certain employees of the Alaska 
Railroad for services rendered from Septem- 
ber 1, 1941, to December 31, 1941, inclusive; 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SCRUGHAM: 

H. R.7381 (by request). A bill to authorize 
the final payment of claims under the pro- 
visions of the so-called War Minerals Relief 
Act, as amended; to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

By Mr. TERRY: : 

H.R. 7382. A bill to amend section 36 of 
the Emergency Farm Mortgage Act of 1933, 
as amended, to provide an interest rate of 
3 percent per annum on loans to agricultural 
improvement districts; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. BLOOM: 

H. Con. Res. 75. Concurrent resolution ten- 
dering the fraternal greetings of Congress to 
the free people of France on Bastiile Day; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTLEY: 

H. Res. 519. Resolution to investigate postal 

Yate structure; to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 
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By Mr. KRAMER: 

H.R. 7383. A bill for the relief of John 
William Van Druten; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MICHENER: 

ELR, 7384, A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Almira Hemingway; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRELL: 

H. R. 7385. A bill for the relief of the estate 
of F. W. Dabbs, deceased; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. PIERCE: 

H. R. 7386. A bill for the relief of Joe E. 

Schofield; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. TERRY: 

H. R. 7887. A bill for the relief of St. Vin- 
cent's Infirmary and Dr. Alvin W. Strauss; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


$217. By Mr. BOEHNE: Petition of Marvin 
Keil, William Voelker, and other citizens of 
Evansville, and Mount Vernon, Ind., request- 
ing bills now before Congress to forbid the 
sale of beer, liquor, etc., in the vicinity of 
military and naval training stations to be 
reported unfavorably; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

$218. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of 
28 citizens of Dallas Center, Iowa, advocating 
the enactment of Senate bill 860, so as to 
give the young men of 1942 the protection 
their fathers had in 1918; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

$219. By Mr. HANCOCK: Petition of Maud 
E. Parker and other residents of Cortland 
County, N. Y., favoring the enactment of 
Senate bill 860; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ¢ 

3220. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
Board of Supervisors of San Francisco, 
adopted July 6, regarding investigation of tin 
deposits in Western States; to the Commit- 
tee on Mines and Mining. 

$221. By Mr. SMITH of Ohio: Petition of 
Katie Opp, of Findlay, Ohio, and the signa- 
tures of 68 of his constituents of Hancock 
County, Ohio, urging passage of the Iate 
Senator Sheppard's bill, S. 860, as a contribu- 
tion to a wholesome defense program and s0 
give the young men of 1942 the protection 
their fathers had in 1917, viz, legal protection 
from the traffic in all alcoholic beverages and 
from commercialized prostitution in camp 
areas which threaten the health, morale, and 
efficiency of our defenders; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

3222. By Mr. WHEAT: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Arcola and Humboldt, 1i., 
the passage of the Sheppard bill (S. 860); to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3223. Also, petition of sundry citizens of 
Bethany, Moultrie County, Ill., urging the 
passage of the Sheppard bill (S. 860); to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

$224. Also, petition of the members of the 
Methodist Church of Hindsboro and Filson, 
T., urging the passage of the Sheppard bill 
(S. 860); to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

3225. Also, petition of the Women’s Society 
of Christian Service, of the Methodist Church 
of Niantic, Ill., urging the prompt passage of 
the Sheppard bill (S. 860); to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

3226. Also, petition of members of the 
Methodist Churches at Hindsboro and Filson, 
I., the prompt passage of the Shep- 
pard bill (S. 860); to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 
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WEDNESDAY, Jury 15, 1942 


(Legislative day of Monday, July 13,1942) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, 
on the expiration of-the recess. 

Dr. Frank F. Bunker, of the Christian 
Science Church, Washington, D. C., said: 

In accordance with the custom in 
Christian Science Churches, may I ask 
you to unite in silent prayer, and to 
follow with the audible repetition of the 
Lord’s Prayer? 

(There ensued a period of silent prayer 
and then the audible recitation of the 
Lord’s Prayer, as follows:) 


Our Father which art in heaven, hal- 
lowed be Thy name; Thy kingdom come, 
Thy will be done in earth, as it is in 
heaven. Give us this day our daily 
bread; and forgive us our debts, as we 
forgive our debtors, and lead us not into 
temptation, but deliver us from evil; for 
Thine is the kingdom, and the power, 
and the glory, forever. 

Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 
dar day Tuesday, July 14, 1942, was dis- 
pense with, and the Journal was ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIL.ENT— 
APPROVAL OF A BILL 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that on 
July 11, 1942, the President had approved 
and signed the act (S. 2543) to amend 
subsection (3) of section 602 (d) of the 
National Service Life Insurance Act, as 
amended, and for other purposes. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. l 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will 
call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken George Radcliffe 
Andrews Gerry Reed 

Bailey Gillette Reynolds 
Ball Green Rosier 
Barkley Guffey Russell 

Bilbo Gurney Schwartz 
Bone Hatch Spencer 
Bridges Hayden Thomas, Idaho 
Brooks Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Okla. 
Burton Thomas, Utah 
Byrd Lucas Tobey 
Caraway McKellar 

Chandler McNary Vandenberg 
Chavez Maloney ‘an Nuys 
Clark, Idaho Maybank Wagner 
Clark, Mo. Mead White 
Connally Norris Wiley 
Danaher Nye Willis 
Downey O'Mahoney 

Ellender Pepper 


Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. TUNNELL] 
is absent attending the funeral of the late 
ex-Senator Bayard, of Delaware. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
HucueEs] is absent because of illness, 
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The Senator from.West Virginia [Mr. 
Emcore], the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. Truman], and the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are mem- 
bers of the Committee to Investigate Na- 
tional Defense, and are, therefore, nec- 
essarily absent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
Hitt and Mr. BANKHEAD], the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. Brown], the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Butow], 
the Senators from Nevada [Mr, BUNKER 
and Mr. McCarran], the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. Grass], the Senator 
from Iowa (Mr. Herrinc], the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Jounson], the Sena- 
tor from Arizona [Mr. MCFARLAND], the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Murpocx], the 
Senators from Montana [Mr. MURRAY 
and Mr. WHEELER], the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. O’Danrev], the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Overton], the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr, SmatHers], the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Smits], the Senator from Tennessee [Mr, 
STEWART], and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. WatsH] are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Maine (Mr. BREWSTER] is absent attend- 
ing a session of the Truman committee. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. HoL- 
MAN] is absent on public business. 

The following Senators are necessarily 
absent: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Aus- 
TIN], the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Barzour!, the Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. BUTLER], the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. CAPPER], the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Davis], the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. LANGER], the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIP- 
sTeaD], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
TAFT]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-eight 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present, 


PRINTING OF REVISED EDITION OF SEN- 
ATE RULES AND MANUAL 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Printing, I 
report favorably from that committee 
Senate Resolution 275, and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 275) reported from the 
Committee on Rules, by Mr. Byrp on the 
13th instant, was considered and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules 
be, and it is hereby, directed to prepare a 
revised edition of the Senate Rules and Man- 
ual for the use of the Seventy-eighth Con- 
gress, and that 1,500 additional copies shall 
be printed and bound, of which 1,000 copies 
shall be for the Senate, 200 copies for the use 
of the Committee on Rules, and the remain- 
ing 300 copies shall be bound in full morocco 
and tagged as to contents and delivered as 
may be directed by the committee, 
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HEARINGS ON PRODUCTION OF INDUS- 
TRIAL AND SYNTHETIC ALCOHOL AND 
SYNTHETIC RUBBER FROM FARM 
PRODUCTS 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Printing, I report back 
favorably Senate Resolution 276, and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 276) submitted by Mr. GIL- 
LETTE on July 13, 1942, was considered 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That in accordance with para- 
graph 3 of section 2 of the Printing Act, ap- 
proved March 1, 1907, the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry of the Senate be, 
and is hereby, authorized and empowered to 
have printed for its use 1,000 additional 
copies of part 1 and subsequent parts of the 
hearings held before a subcommittee of said 
committee during the current session, pur- 
suant to the resolution (S. Res. 224) pro- 
viding for an investigation relative to the 
production of industrial alcohol, synthetic 
alcohol, and synthetic rubber from farm 
crops. r 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


As in executive session, 

The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on 
Finance: 

Frank G. Clark, of Cheyenne, Wyo., to be 
collector of internal revenue for the district 
of Wyoming, to fill an existing vacancy; and 

Sundry dentists to be assistant dental sur- 
geons in the United States Public Health 
Service, to take effect from date of oath. 


BILL INTRODUCED 


Mr. BYRD (for Mr. Grass) introduced 
a bill (S. 2657) to repeal the acts of Au- 
gust 15, 1935, and January 29, 1940, re- 
lating to the establishment of the Patrick 
Henry National Monument and the ac- 
quisition of the estate of Patrick Henry, 
in Charlotte County, Va., which was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys. 


AMENDMENT OF CIVILIAN PILOT TRAIN- 
ING ACT: TRAINING OF CIVILIAN AVIA- 
TION TECHNICIANS AND MECHANICS— 
CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri submitted the 
following report: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5695) to amend the Civilian Pilot Training 
Act of 1939 so as to provide for the training 
of civilian aviation techniclans and me- 
chanics, having met, after full and free con- 
ference, have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment. 


Cuas. L. McNary, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
A, L. BULWINKLE, 
LYLE H. Boren, 
J. W. WADSWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was agreed to, 
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ADDRESS BY SENATOR WILEY AT DODGE 
COUNTY (WIS.) FAIR 

[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by him on July 5, 1942, at the Dodge 
County Fair, Beaver Dam, Wis., which appears 
in the Appendix.] 

“WIN THE WAR”—ADDRESS BY MR. 

JUSTICE BLACK 

[Mr. BAILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by Hon. Hugo L. Black, Associate 
Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, at Raleigh, N. C., on Tuesday, July 
14, 1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 
GRAIN ALCOHOL—EDITORIAL FROM 

YANETON PRESS AND DAKOTAN 

[Mr. GURNEY asked and obtiined leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 
from the Yankton (S. Dak.) Press and Da- 
kotan, which appears in the Appendix.] 


SUSPENSION OF STATUTES OF 
LIMITATIONS 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Order of 
Business 1593, House bill 6484, to suspend 
temporarily the running of statutes of 
limitations applicable to certain offenses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
6484) to suspend during the present war 
the running of statutes of limitations 
applicable to certain offenses, which had 
been reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary with an amendment, on page 
1, line 7, after the word “suspended”, to 
strike out “for the period of the present 
war and for 6 months thereafter”, and 
to insert “until June 30, 1945, or until 
such earlier time as the Congress by con- 
current resolution, or the President, may 
designate”, so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the running of 
any existing statute of limitations applicable 
to offenses involving the defrauding or at- 
tempts to defraud the United States or any 
agency thereof, whether by conspiracy or 
not, and in any manner, and now indictable 
under any existing statutes, shall be sus- 
pended until June 30, 1945, or until such 
earlier time as the Congress by concurrent 
resolution, or the President, may designate. 
This act shall apply to acts, offenses, or trans- 
actions where the existing statute of limita- 
tions has not yet fully run, but it shall not 
apply to acts, offenses, or transactions which 
are already barred by the provisions of exist- 
ing laws, 

Sec. 2. That this act shal] be in force and 
effect from and after the date of its passage. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, before 
the bill is passed I think I should state 
briefly that during the last war a num- 
ber of frauds on the United States were 
not discovered until the statutes of limi- 
tations had about run. Therefore it be- 
came clear that it would be advisable to 
suspend the running of these statutes of 
limitations in fraud cases, at least until 
June 30, 1945, or until such earlier time 
as thé Congress by concurrent resolution, 
or the President, might designate. It is 
for that reason that the bill has been 
passed by the House and is presented to 
the Senate. I ask that it be passed, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the engrossment of the amendment 
and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 


The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Burton, the title was 
amended so as to read: “An act to sus- 
pend temporarily the running of statutes 
of limitations applicable to certain 
offenses.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED 
BILLS SIGNED 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the following 
enrolled bills, and they were signed by 
the Vice President: 


S. 2032. An act to amend section 7 (a) of 
the act of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), as 
amended by section 601 of the act of June 20, 
1932 (47 Stat. 417), to authorize interde- 
partmental procurement by contract, upon 
orders placed by the War Department, Navy 
Department, Treasury Department, Civil 
Aeronautics Administration, and the Mari- 
time Commission; 

S. 2404. An act to authorize officers and en- 
listed men of the armed forces of the United 
States to accept decorations, orders, medals, 
and emblems tendered them by governments 
of cobelligerent nations or other American 
republics and to create the decorations to be 
known as the Legion of Merit, and the Medal 
for Merit; and 

H. R.4314. An act authorizing the States of 
Minnesota and Wisconsin, jointly or sep- 
arately, to acquire bridges now existing or to 
construct, maintain, and operate a free high- 
way bridge across the St. Croix River, also 
known as Lake’St. Croix, at or near Hudson, 
Wis. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL 
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7319) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment on page 45, beginning in line 
11, which will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK, It is proposed 
on page 45, after line 10, to insert the 
following new section: 


Sec. 204. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this act shall be used for paying 
any administrative expenses incurred in con- 
nection with, or for paying the compensation 
of any officer or employee who renders serv- 
ices in connection with or gives approval to, 
(1) any order, regulation, or requirement 
under which an increase in the price of any 
commodity (including gasoline and other 
petroleum products) has been or is permitted 
for the purpose of providing for or allowing 
payments into a pool or fund for defraying 
increased transportation costs resulting from 
a change in the methods of transporting 
such commodity if such increase is applicable 
to any State with respect to which no change 
has been made in the usual method of trans- 
porting the major portion of such commodity 
sold within such State, unless a uniform 
increase in the price of such commodity has 
been permitted in all parts of the continental 
United States (not including Alaska) for such 
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purpose, or (2) any arrangement or agree- 
ment under which payments with respect to 
any commodity (including gasoline and other 


petroleum products) sold in any State are. 


made into a pool or fund for defraying in- 
creased transportation costs resulting from a 
change in the methods of transporting such 
commodity if no change has been made in 
the usual method of transporting the major 
portion of such commodity sold within such 
State, unless payments into such pool or 
fund are made at a uniform rate with respect 
to such commodity when sold in any part of 
the continental United States (not including 
Alaska). 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, the 
pending amendment is one which I of- 
fered in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to rectify injustices which have 
resulted from the action of the Office of 
Price Administration in increasing the 
prices of petroleum products within cer- 
tain areas. Iam very happy to be able 
to advise the Senate that the difficulties 
have been so far relieved that it is my 
intention to ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw the amendment. 

Within the past hour I attended a con- 
ference with the Honorable Jesse Jones, 
Secretary of Commerce and head of the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation and 
its subsidiaries; Mr. Hamilton, the gen- 
eral counsel for the R. F. C.; and the 
senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Maroney], who has been most active in 
attempting to solve this very vexing 
problem. 

We have definite assurances from Mr. 
Jones that the Defense Supplies Corpo- 
ration, a subsidiary of the R. F. C., cre- 
ated for this purpose, will alleviate the 
condition complained of by absorbing 
the increased transportation charges on 
petroleum products which are brought 
into zone No. 1, this being the restricted 
zone where the price increase applies. 

In view of the assurances, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have no desire to press the 
amendment any further. The assur- 
ances recognize the contention of those 
of us who have opposed the order from 
its inception, that there is involved a 
question of national scope, growing out 
of the war, in which every section of the 
Nation is engaged, and that no selected 
area should be required to bear a dis- 
proportionate share of the war expense. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the committee amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have noin- 
tention, of course, of objecting toa with- 
drawal of the amendment, but if the 
Senator is able to tell us, I should be in- 
terested in knowing what authority the 
Secretary of Commerce has, either 
through a subsidiary corporation of the 
R. F. C., or otherwise, to take this action. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I regret that I cannot 
go into detail in answering the Senator’s 
question. From the very beginning it has 
been contended by the R. F. C. and the 
Office of Price Administration that they 
have ample authority under the law to 
deal with this subject. I understand that 
reliance is placed not only on the law 
creating the Office of Price Administra- 
tion and prescribing its powers and du- 


‘ties, but also upon the provisions of the 
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act which created the Defense Supplies 
Corporation, 

In the case of coal the Defense Sup- 
plies Corporation has for some time been 
defraying a portion of the increased ex- 
pense of transportation. Such action 
does not represent a new Policy, but it 
merely applies to fuel oils and petroleum 
products, a policy which has heretofore 
been applied with respect to coal. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I will say that I am acquainted with 
that policy, but I do doubt very seriously 
the authority of the Secretary of Com- 
merce to take such action. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CHANDLER in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from Georgia yield to the Senator 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I wanted to state in 
that connection that the Senator from 
Georgia is correct in his statement that 
the subsidiary of the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation has been absorbing 
some of the increased costs in transpor- 
tation of coal due to the war situation, 
This situation was developed this morn- 
ing in the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, before which Mr. Jones ap- 
peared in connection with the rubber 
situation, but we went into it in order 
to develop exactly what has now oc- 
curred, and Mr. Jones, without referring 
to the section of the law—and he had 
the general counsel of the Reconstruc- 
tion Finance Corporation present with 
him—stated that undoubtedly they had 
the authority to take the action which 
has been taken. I cannot point specifi- 
cally to the section of the law, but Mr. 
Jones and his general counsel made that 
statement. Perhaps the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. MALONEY] can tell us 
what the section of the law is. Both Mr. 
Jones and his general counsel before the 
Committee on Banking and Currency as- 
serted unequivocally that they did have 
that authority and were exercising it in 
connection with another matter. Mr. 
Jones gave out a release today, which I 
shall ask to have placed in the RECORD. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I shall 
read it into the RECORD. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is sufficient 
then. So I do not think there is any 
doubt that Mr. Jones has authority to 
take this action. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. MALONEY. I desire to point out 
that under the Emergency Price Control 
Act of 1942, subsection (e) of section 2 
provides: 

Whenever the Administrator determines 
that the maximum necessary production of 
any commodity is not being obtained or may 
not be obtained during the year, he 
may, on behalf of the United States, without 
regard to the provisions of law requiring 
competitive bidding, buy or sell at public or 
private sale— 


And so forth. Farther on in the same 
subsection we find the following lan- 
guage: 
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Provided, That în the case of any com- 
medity which has heretofore or may here- 
after be defined as a strategic or critical ma- 
terial by the President pursuant to section 
5d of the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion Act, as amended, such determinations 
shall be made by the Federal Loan Adminis- 
trator, with the approval of the President, 
and, notwithstanding any other provision of 
this act or of any existing law, such com- 
modity may be bought or sold, or stored or 
used, and such subsidy payments to domes- 
tic producers thereof may be paid. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr, RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then I 
should like to inquire, in view of the fact 
that Mr. Henderson, the Price Admin- 
istrator, has been putting in apparently 
a major portion of his time issuing state- 
ments denouncing Congress for not au- 
thorizing subsidy payments, why he is 
doing so, if he now contends that he al- 
ready has the authority under the law to 
make them? In other words, this seems 
to me to be precisely the sort of thing 
which Mr. Henderson is denouncing Con- 
gress daily for being reluctant to put into 
effect; namely, subsidies. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I 
should also like to point out that in the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation Act, 
section 5d, we find the following lan- 
guage: 

In order to aid the Government of the 
United States in its national defense pro- 


gram, the Corporation is authorized— 
. * » * + 


To take such other action as the President 
and the Federal Loan Administrator may deem 
necessary to expedite the national defense 
program, but the aggregate amount of the 
funds of the Reconstruction Finance Corpo- 
ration which may be outstanding at any one 
time for carrying out this clause (g) shall 
not exceed $200,000,000. 


Mr. President, it is my understanding, 
T ought to say, that it appears to be the 
intention of those in authority to exercise 
the powers given under the Emergency 
Price Control Act in this connection. 
That is, under the language which I ear- 
lier read from subsection (e) of section 2 
of the act. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I should 
like to say again that the Senator from 
Connecticut has been most helpful in 
this matter, and has done a great deal 
of work with the officials of the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation, as well 
as in connection with the amendment, 
and in pointing out the laws which au- 
thorize the Corporation to take this ac- 
tion. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Georgia yield to me? 

Mr, RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. BYRD. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Connecticut a question. 
He said the limit was $200,000,000. Iam 
told that this one single subsidy will cost 
from $250,000,000 to $300,000,000 an- 
nually. 

Mr. MALONEY. I must say that it 
appears to me there is no limitation, I 
believe that any funds of the Reconstruc- 
tion Finance Corporation may be used 
for this purpose under the powers pro- 
vided in the Price Control. Act which I 
just read. I later cited another alterna- 
tive from the Reconstruction Finance 
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Corporation Act. The $200,000,000 obvi- 
ously could be used, but it is my under- 
standing that any Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation funds may be used 
under the provisions of the price control 
law. 

Mr. BYRD. Can the funds be used 
to be given away? I understood the Re- 
construction Finance Corporation made 
loans on collateral, which were return- 
able to the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration. 

Mr. MALONEY. I should like to read 
the language again, because I know what 
is troubling the distinguished Senator 
from Virginia, at least I think I know 
what is troubling him. I feel that he is 
disturbed about the dangers of general 
subsidy payments; but, in the Price Con- 
trol Act from which I have just read, the 
Senator will-note, it provides that subsidy 
payments may be made in the cases of 
strategic or critical materials. There is 
that limitation in this case. 

Mr. BYRD. There are many such ma- 
terials. Does the Senator construe the 
law to be that the Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation can pay subsidies in 
the case of all materials which are re- 
garded as materials vital to the war? 

Mr. MALONEY. No; the Senator does 
not make such contention. The law pro- 
vides that the President of the United 
States must find and determine that the 
article or material is critical or strategic. 

Mr. BYRD. After it is found to be a 
critical material, then the Reconstruc- 
tion Corporation can pay subsidies in 
order to distribute this material to the 
people of this country. That is what is 
being done in this instance. The mate- 
rial is not being purchased for the war 
effort, but is being distributed for do- 
mestic consumption. 

Mr. MALONEY. I do not so view it, 
Mr. President. I think nothing is more 
vital to the war effort right now than the 
distribution of a sufficient amount of 
petroleum products. We in the eastern 
area who are suffering the consequences 
of the shortage of oil as the result of the 
transportation situation regard the need 
for sufficient petroleum as presenting al- 
most as vital a problem as any with which 
we are confronted. The Senator from 
Virginia knows, as the able Senator from 
Georgia has pointed out earlier today, 
that similar steps have been taken in con- 
nection with coal, although Iam not sure 
that any payment has yet been made, 
because it is a much more complicated 
situation than this one. Promise of pay- 
ment has been made; and we are doing 
nothing here which has not already been 
done in connection with the coal situa- 
tion. 

Mr. BYRD. In this instance what we 
are doing is relieving the gasoline con- 
sumers of the 17 rationed States of pay- 
ing an additional price. 

Mr. MALONEY. Seventeen. 

Mr. BYRD. Seventeen. Virginia is 
one of the rationed States. We are re- 
lieving those consumers of the payment 
of the increase in the gasoline price, and 
that cost will then be paid out of the 
funds of the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration. That payment is nonreturn- 
able. It will not be an asset of the Re- 
construction Finance Corporation; it will 
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simply be a gift from the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation. I do not under- 
stand that any law has been passed by 
Congress which would permit the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation to make 
a plain subsidy payment as a gift, whether 
it be in ecnnection with a material vital 
to the war or any other material. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I must 
again call the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that it appears to be the plan 
of the Federal Loan Administrator, the 
Secretary of Commerce, to make pay- 
ments as the result of the powers pro- 
vided in the Price Control Act. If the 
Senator from Georgia will permit me 
further—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. MALONEY. I will say that what 
we are doing in fact is imposing upon the 
people of the entire country, the tax- 
payers of the country, the burden of pay- 
ing the cost of this defense need. 

Mr. BYRD. It is being done, however, 
not under an act of Congress. It is being 
done in the discretion of Mr. Jones. So 
far as getting the gasoline is. concerned, 
that question is not involved, because the 
gasoline will come in just as readily by 
reason of this increase in the price of 
gasoline, and putting this money in the 
pool, as it will by these subsidy pay- 
ments. I think Congress must decide 
the broad question of whe*her we are 
to start on this vast program of sub- 
sidy payments, which will run into a 
sum of money which may aggregate bil- 
lions of dollars, which must be added to 
what w- are spending on the war effort. 

Mr. MALONEY. I am glad to have the 
chance, if the Senator from Georgia will 
permit me another moment, to say that 
I completely share the feeling of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia insofar as the general 
subsidy situation is concerned. I do not 
want to see it happen. But the need for 
coal and petroleum in the northeastern 
section of the country and the eastern 
seaboard confronts us as a national prob- 
lem. I do not think the people of this 
area, including the State of Virginia, 
should be asked to pay an additional 244 
cents a gallon, when the sole reason for 
the increased cost is the inability to 
move tankers up the eastern coast of the 
United States because of the submarine 
menace. 

Mr. BYRD. I wish to say that in my 
belief the people of Virginia would prefer 
to pay the 2% cents increase in gasoline 
price, rather than to have this proposal 
used as an opening wedge of a gigantic 
plan of subsidies to everyone engaged in 
business in the country. 

Mr. MALONEY. I will say that what 
is proposed is not an opening wedge. The 
same thing has already been done in the 
case of coal. 

Mr. BYRD. I will say that the Con- 
gress did not do it. This is the first time 
this particular question has arisen on the 
flocr of Congress. By indirection, at 
least, we are giving approval to the ac- 
tion of the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration in connection with it. 

Mr. MALONEY. Congress has done it 
insofar as the language in the Price Con- 
trol Act which I read earlier is concerned, 
and under the powers given in the Re- 
construction Finance Corporation Act. 
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Mr. MAYBANK, Mr. REED, and Mr. 
TOBEY addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Georgia yield, and if 
so, to whom? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield first to the 
Senator from South Carolina. Later I 
shall be glad to yield to the Senator from 
Kansas. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
concur in the general idea expressed by 
the Senator from Virginia (Mr. BYRD] 
with respect to subsidies, but, in my 
opinion, the entire burden of the addi- 
tional expense of transporting gasoline 
should be borne by all the 48 States. We 
are engaged in a total war, and we should 
all sacrifice equally. The reason we do 
not have gasoline is that ships have 
been sunk and the lives of sailors have 
been lost. The increased burden which 
has been put upon us, particularly in the 
Southeast, where most of the gasoline is 
moved by pipe line, is not fair. I am 
happy to have been associated with the 
distinguished junior Senator from 
Georgia in the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. I seconded this amendment in 
the committee and worked for it. This 
amendment has been responsible for 
clearing the way to equalize the war 
effort and has made possible Mr. Jones’ 
agreement. I am pleased to have had 
a part in protecting our people. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, in the past 
10 minutes we have heard the most 
extraordinary proposition that has been 
presented to the Congress at this ses- 
sion. At the outset let me say to the 
Senator from Georgia that I have some 
familiarity with transportation condi- 
tions. I share the feeling of the Senator 
from Georgia that his State was done an 
injustice when it was included in the 
area where gasoline prices were raised. 
So far as Georgia is concerned, there has 
been no appreciable or substantial in- 
crease in the cost of transportation of 
gasoline and petroleum products into 
that State. Ido not blame the Senator 
from Georgia in the least; I do not criti- 
cize him a particle for using every pos- 
sible effort to have justice done to his 
State. 

‘The Senator from South Carolina does 
not need to worry. If his State could 
make the same kind of showing which I 
am sure Georgia can make, it would be 
entitled to the same exemption. 

Mr. President, the bill as reported by 
the committee contains a prohibition 
against subsidies. The imminence of 
that provision has brought upon the Con- 
gress criticism from the Price Adminis- 
trator. If Jesse Jones can use the money 
which he is authorized by Congress to 
use so as to relieve certain persons from 
the added cost of transportation, we 
might as well eliminate the antisubsidy 
amendment from the bill. So far as try- 
ing to control war expenses, profits, and 
losses is concerned, if Mr. Jesse Jones or 
the R. F. C. can give subsidies—and that 
is what it amounts to—to anybody who 
happens to be affected by increased 
transportation costs, then the Congress 
might as well quit and go home. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 
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Mr. REED. I have the floor only by 
courtesy of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I call 
the first amendment, which appears at 
the top of page 24, reads as follows: 

Provided further, That no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be available directly or in- 
directly for making any subsidy payments. 


The announced policy of the Secretary 
of Commerce to go ahead and make sub- 
sidy payments merely means that the re- 
sponsible officials are thumbing their 
noses at the prohibition contained in the 
bill at the top of page 24 by saying, “You 
propose by the bill that money for sub- 
sidy-payments shall not be obtained out 
of this appropriation; but we are going 
around you. We take the position that 
by existing law we can grant subsidies 
without limit.” 

If they once “get away with that,” we 
shall find them granting subsidies with- 
out limit, no matter what limitation Con- 
gress places on this particular appropri- 
ation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. REED. If I may transgress fur- 
ther by courtesy of the Senator from 
Georgia, let me outline very briefly what 
the situation is. Because it is a trans- 
portation problem, I have given it some 
thought and study. 

When the transportation of gasoline 
by tankers decreased, and finally almost 
ceased, the major oil companies which 
sell gasoline and other petroleum prod- 
ucts at wholesale up and down the At- 
lantic coast absorbed the increased cost 
of transportation for a while. It has 
been stated heretofore in the Senate— 
and I shall state it again—that the cost 
of transportation by tankers of petro- 
leum and its products, such as gasoline, 
fuel oil, and other products, was about a 
cent a gallon from the refineries along 
the coast of the Gulf of Mexico to At- 
lantic coast destinations. When the 
tankers went out of business, the pipe 
lines were able to carry only a small part 
of the increased burden. 

As we know, the bulk of the gasoline 
and oil now brought to the Atlantic coast 
comes by railroad, At the present time 
the railroad charge for moving gasoline 
from Houston to New York is 4.1 cents a 
gallon; from Tulsa to New York it is 4 
cents; from Chicago to Philadelphia, 2.2 
cents; from Wood River, which is near 
St. Louis, to Philadelphia, 2.7 cents. So 
there has been a substantial increase in 
the cost of transportation. That in- 
crease was borne by the larger oil-dis- 
tributing companies in the East until it 
accumulated a deficit for them of ap- 
proximately $30,000,000. I cannot give 
the exact figure, but it is in that neigh- 
borhood. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me say to the Sen- 
ator that it is said to be $38,000,000 at this 
time. 

Mr. REED. That may well be true. 

Under the arrangement which had 
been worked out among the oil companies 
themselves, the increase in the price of 
gasoline and other oil products at retail 
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was to be turned into a pool by the large 
oil companies which distribute the oil, 
The benefits of the pool were to be so 
handled as to take up, if possible, the 
$38,000,000 deficit, using the figure sug- 
gested by the senior Senator from 
Georgia. 

I am unable to follow the line of rea- 
soning that because the cost of trans- 
portation of some particular product has 
increased, a subsidy should go immedi- 
ately to those who are affected thereby. 
If we are to start upon a policy of that 
kind, in the name of the Almighty God, 
where are we to get off? Are we to start 
on that kind of a policy through the ad- 
ministrative act of one of the newly 
created agencies? 

I wish to differ with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK] and 
other Senators. There is no great differ- 
ence between the situation of consumers 
of gasoline and fuel oi] along the Atlan- 
tic coast and that of consumers in other 
sections of the United States affected by 
increased costs. Even those of us who 
hold X cards will have to pay the in- 
creased cost of gasoline. There is no 
more reason why we should be relieved 
of that burden than that I should be re- 
lieved of the increased cost of operating 
my newspaper, the increased cost of op- 
erating the dairy farm which I own, or 
ae increased cost of doing anything 

e. 

I come next to the point mentioned by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Ma- 
LONEY], that petroleum is a strategic and 
critical material. Of course, it is an es- 
sential material; but, Mr. President, 
there is no trouble about the production 
of oil. There is no trouble about the ca- 
pacity for refining oil. The only diff- 
culty is in the means of transportation. 
There is an increased cost of transpor- 
tation. In my opinion, that increased 
cost should be borne by the people who 
use the products. Whether that is done 
or not, the important thing is that if we 
are to extend subsidies there is no reason 
why we should stop there. There is no 
reason why there should be written into 
the bill any prohibition against subsidies, 
or any provision that no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be used for making sub- 
sidy payments, when Jesse Jones and 
some of the other agencies, at their own 
sweet will, and according to their own 
judgment, can use vast sums of money in 
effect to grant subsidies. 

I agree with the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. Byrp]. The best computation I can 
make—and it is a rough calculation—is 
that this year alone the source of the 
subsidy will be called upon to put up 
about $250,000,000 if this principle is to 
be put into effect. 

I thank the Senator from Georgia for 
his courtesy in yielding. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I do 
not agree with the conclusions of the 
Senator from Kansas. I appreciate the 
fact that he expressed the opinion that 
because of the fact that there had been 
no change in the methe? of transporta- 
tion, my State should have been relieved 
from the cost increase in the first in- 
stance. I think that position is abso- 
lutely sound. We might go further and 
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say that it should never have been in- 
cluded in the rationed area in the first 
instance. 

It has been very difficult to obtain at 
all the facts in this case. The Office of 
Price Administration agreed that it was 
very unfair and unjust to increase the 
price of gasoline in Georgia when in 
fact there had been no increased cost. 
It stated that it was powerless in the 
matter because an entirely separate 
agency of the Government, the office 
of the Petroleum Coordinator, had de- 
lineated the limits of area No. 1, 
wherein gasoline was to be rationed. 
~. Inquiry at the office of the Petroleum 
Coordinator developed the fact that that 
office had had some kind of a request 
from the Navy Department to see that 
the eastern seaboard of the United States 
should suffer a reduction in the con- 
sumption of gasoline and oil. So, on the 
evidence which I have been able to ac- 
cumulate, I should have great difficulty 
in finding any one guilty of placing my 
State in the rationed area when it did 
not really belong there. 

Mr. President, in my judgment the 
payment of the increased cost of trans- 
portation brought about by the sinking 
of tankers up and down the Atlantic 
coast by German submarines is as truly 
a part of the war, and as properly charge- 
able to the entire United States as an 
incident of the war and a part of the war 
effort, as is any other cost or expense 
we might be called upon to bear. 

I should like to say to the Senator from 
Kansas that when this matter was first 
opened we were told it was necessary to 
reduce the consumption of gasoline along 
the Atlantic seaboard in order to con- 
serve rubber. The people of the Atlantic 
seaboard States have never been able to 
understand why a rubber tire in Kansas 
is not as much involved in the winning 
of this war as is a rubber tire in Con- 
necticut or in any of the other States 
along the Atlantic seaboard. Certainly 
we can say with all propriety that, 
whether there is authority or not, re- 
gardless of whether Congress has legis- 
lated upon it or not, this is a national 
problem, and should be approached in 
that spirit in order that all the people of 
the United States may share equally in 
the defense of all that we hold dear. 

I did not have an opportunity to go 
into the legality of the question which 
has been raised by the Senator from Mis- 
souri and other Senators because I was 
preparing to come to the floor this morn- 
ing to defend this amendment, in fact, I 
was on my way here when I found that 
the matter had been worked out on this 
basis. I did inquire into it because I 
wanted to have some assurance that the 
solution would not collapse; and I was 
told that already under a similar ar- 
rarigement the increased price of trans- 
portation of coal into certain eastern 
States was being defrayed by the Defense 
Supplies Corporation. Not only that, but 
I was informed that the increased cost 
of transporting nitrate of soda from 
Chile to the United States was being paid 
out of the funds of this Corporation. 

I do not think it is exactly correct and 
fair to say that this opens the door to 
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absolutely unlimited subsidies. In jus- 
tice to Mr. Jones, I should like to read 
the press release which he issued this 
morning: 

JuLy 15, 1942. 

Jesse Jones, Secretary of Commerce, an- 
nounced today that Defense Supplies Cor- 
poration, a subsidiary of the R. F C. will 
assist in financing the transportation and 
distribution of petroleum products, in order 
that fuel oil and other petroleum products 
necessary to the war effort and to the civilian 
economy may, as far as possible, be made 
available this fall and winter in the States 
of the Eastern seaboard. Unless the pe- 
troleum can be moved, obviously the neces- 
sary maximum production cannot be main- 
tained and not only will the civilian popula- 
tion suffer from a lack of fuel oil to heat 
their homes this winter, but the great amount 
of war production in this section will be 
seriously retarded. 

Submarine warfare has made it necessary 
to transport the oil by rail, truck, and pipe 
line, which is much more expensive than by 
tanker. 


Certainly the announcement itself, 
while the fact that the payment is in 
the nature of a subsidy cannot be dis- 
guised, does not make the order vulner- 
able to the charge that it will be an 
opening wedge to the payment of un- 
limited subsidies to anyone who may 
incur any loss by virtue of the action of 
the Office of Price Administration. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator has 
just stated what I wanted to inquire 
about. I desire to ask the Senator if he 
finds it possible to distinguish and dis- 
criminate between the use of the power 
granted by the emergency act to pay a 
transportation subsidy and the use of the 
power to pay a general subsidy in the 
case of any critical or strategic material? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have just stated that 
the distinction is a very fine one. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Does the Sena- 
tor think that Mr. Jones draws the same 
distinction? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do, because of the 
fact that the only instances in which he 
has committed the Corporation to pay 
any expenses incident to the war that 
might by any stretch of the imagination 
be called a subsidy have been in the case 
of transportation to areas which were af- 
fected by the war effort and, where the 
change in the method of transportation 
was directly attributable to the war. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I think it might 
be possible to discriminate between a 
transportation cost and a general cost, 
but I am unable to see how it is possible to 
discriminate between the voluntary use 
of this power by Mr. Jones and his asso- 
ciates for this purpose and its use for any 
other purpose for which they might see 
fit to use it. I am wondering whether 
we have not issued him a license to that 
effect by the action we have taken. I ask 
the Senator, as did the Senator from Mis- 
souri, how he can find any consistency in 
the situation which he now describes and 
the amendment at the top of page 24 of 
the pending bill, which specifically pro- 
vides as follows: 

Provided further, That no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be available directly or indi- 
rectly for making any subsidy payments. 
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It is true that the payments are not 
being made out of this particular appro- 
priation; but this provision, coming from 
the committee of which the Senator him- 
self is a distinguished member, and hav- 
ing, I assume, the complete support of the 
committee, is a declaration of policy 
against price-control subsidies. 

I ask the Senator how he harmonizes 
that clear-cut condemnation of price- 
control subsidies with the use today of a 
price-control subsidy power by the Secre- 
tary of Commerce. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I do 
not have to reconcile the language of the 
amendment with the announcement. of 
the action of Mr. Jones in connection 
with increased transportation costs; be- 
cause in the Appropriations Committee I 
stated that I thought it was absolutely a 
futile thing to attach a congressional 
pronouncement of opposition to subsidies 
to an appropriation with respect to which 
every dollar of the proposed expenditure 
had been explained to the committee as 
being for administrative costs. No one 
has ever contemplated that even as much 
as one dime of the money carried in this 
appropriation would be expended for any 
subsidies to anyone. The provision the 
Senator has read is a statement that the 
Senate stands, as it did when it recom- 
mitted a certain bill to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, as being opposed 
to subsidies. 

For my part, I voted against the provi- 
sion adopted by the committee because I 
considered it absolutely meaningless in 
this bill, as not $1 is proposed for subsidy 
payments to anyone. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. z 

Mr. OMAHONEY. Perhaps it may be 
appropriate to remark that some of us on 
the Appropriations Committee who sup- 
ported the amendment which appears on 
page 24, the amendment to which the 
Senator from Michigan has just alluded, 
did so in the belief that it would make it 
clear that it was the purpose of the Sen- 
ate that the appropriations contained in 
the bill should not be utilized for the 
purpose of paying subsidies. Logically, 
the situation which confronts us is that 
the Congress, by adopting section 5 (g), 
as I recall the designation, of the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation Act has 
authorized the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation to take such action as that 
which is contemplated in the payment of 
the costs of transportation of oil. 

Already, as has been pointed out, that 
power, an existing power granted by Con- 
gress, has been utilized to take care of the 
cost of transportation of coal. The 
Price Control Act, which Congress also 
passed, contains a provision—section 2 
(e), as I recall, which grants to the Office 
of Price Administration authority to pay 
subsidies for stimulating production. 
The presence of that provision in the 
Price Control Act, administered by the 
Price Administrator, was the reason why 
the committee provided that none of the 
funds should be used to pay subsidies. 

Therefore, the situation which is now 
presented to the Senate is simply that in 
this instance in which the circumstances 
are such that the payment of a subsidy to 
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take care of transportation costs of oil 
seems to be necessary because of condi- 
tions, the matter is brought to Congress 
at least in the way of discussion. I am 
sure that the feeling of the members of 
the committee in recommending this 
amendment against subsidies was that 
they wished to indicate a belief that if, 
by reason of our failure to adopt an all- 
out Price Control Act, we are compelled 
to resort to subsidies, before such subsi- 
dies are paid notice shall be given to the 
Congress. 

The purpose of the amendment is to 
reassert the right of Congress to know 
what is going on and what is being done 
with the power which we have granted 
and with the money which we have &p- 
propriated. So far as I am concerned, I 
see no inconsistency at all in the position 
taken. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. If the Senator will 
bear with me for another moment, let me 
say that I feel that what has been done 
upon the floor this morning and what 
has been done by the R. F. C. and the 
O. P. A. and by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee emphasizes the fact, which we all 
recognize, that the Price Control Act is 
defective. 

The testimony of Mr. Henderson be- 
fore the committee itself was a recogni- 
tion of the fact that the Price Control 
Act is defective. We are not regulating 
all the factors which affect the price situ- 
ation; and because we are not doing so 
and because the Price Administrator has 
issued his order of April 28, fixing the 
prices as of the previous March upon 
practically all the commodities that the 
people of the United States use and need 
and wear, but without dealing with the 
other factors of rents, labor costs, com- 
missions, and profits, the costs of pro- 
duction are steadily rising against the 
ceiling which was fixed. We have two 
alternatives: either to amend the law, 
as we should do, and put an over-all ceil- 
ing upon all the factors, or to pay sub- 
sidies, as we are doing in this case. 

The situation here is better than it 
would be under independent action by 
the R. F. C. or the O. P. A.; because the 
Congress at least now knows what is 
being done. Whatever action is taken is 
being taken in accordance with existing 
law. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I am 
glad to have the observations of the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming, and I am sure he 
clearly expresses the views of some mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations. 
I do not believe that Mr. Jones has acted 
hastily in this matter or without due con- 
sideration of the legality of his action 
and of the needs of the situation. Iam 
advised that the action he has taken was 
requested by the War Department, by the 
Navy Department, by the Office of Price 
Administration, and that it bears the ap- 
proval of the President of the United 
States. It was brought to the attention 
of Congress in order that the Congress 
might know the steps that have been 
taken to mitigate an injustice which was 
working a great hardship on some sec- 
tions of the Nation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President-—— 
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Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I shall tres- 
pass upon the courtesy of the Senator 
from Georgia only to put a further 
thought into the Rrecorp at this point 
because it is related to this whole dis- 
cussion. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that 
the assumption of the inereased cost and 
the extension of a subsidy for that pur- 
pose will not increase the production of 
petroleum one barrel; it will not increase 
the refining capacity one barrel. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I cannot agree with 
the Senator from Kansas in that respect, 
because if we cannot transport the pe- 
troleum to places where it is finally used 
it will certainly be wasted, for probably 
either it will be necessary to dump it on 
the ground or the people who are pro- 
ducing petroleum will stop the operation 
of their wells. They will not operate at 
a loss or if there is no market for their 
products. 

Mr. REED. If I may continue, I will 
say that it will not increase the produc- 
tion of petroleum one barrel; it will in- 
crease neither the production nor the 
refinement nor the transportation. 

Mr. President, there is justification for 
the extension of the subsidy, we will say, 
to the high-cost copper producers of 
Arizona, of Utah, of Montana, or of Mich- 
igan, because we need copper desper- 
ately. The great copper companies can 
produce copper and make a profit at a 
price of 12 cents a pound, but there are 
many small copper producers that can- 
not possibly produce copper at 12 cents 
a pound; and so there is a legitimate field 
for a subsidy in the production of that 
most critical material. This, however, 
is not a case of that kind; it is merely a 
case of an increase in the cost of dis- 
tribution, and a subsidy cannot, in the 
very nature of things, increase produc- 
tion, increase refining, increase distribu- 
tion, or increase transportation. This 
is as definite and as direct and as pure 
and undefiled a subsidy as could be sug- 
gested, and unless we are going to sub- 
Sidize everybody, unless the taxpayers of 
the United States are going to be asked 
and required to take over the increased 
costs of war in every direction, there is 
no justification for the action of Mr. 
Jones and it is in direct violation of the 
provision of the bill written in by the 
committee. I thank the Senator from 
Georgia, 

Mr. GUPFEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Georgia yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Does the Senator from 
Kansas think that it is fair and just that 
the oil companies of this country should 
assume the burden of transportation to 
the extent of $20,000,000 a month? How 
long will they continue in business if they 
have to pay $20,000,000 a month, and how 
long will Kansas continue to operate her 
oil wells? 

Mr. REED. I did not catch the purport 
of the question. 

Mr. GUFFEY. At the present time the 
oil companies are paying $20,000,000 a 
month in additional charges on account 
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of railroad transportation more than 
they would pay if the oil were transported 
by pipe line or by tankers. It is not their 
fault that the submarines have sunk the 
tankers and they cannot transport oil 
along the Atlantic coast. They respond- 
ed to the request of the Army and the 
Navy and the requests of other Govern- 
ment officials to transport the oil by tank 
cars, and today they are sending by tank 
cars from the midcontinent field to New 
York more than 700,000 barrels of oil 
which formerly was transported by tank- 
ers all along the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I think, 
perhaps, the Senator from Pennsylvania 
was not present when I referred some 
time ago to the fact that the large oil 
distributors in the East did pay the cost 
from the time the price was raised. I 
answer the Senator and say, No; I do not 
think that the distributing oil companies 
should bear the burden. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia has the floor, Does 
he yield, and, if so, to whom? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think I have been 
generous in yielding, but if the Senator 
from Kansas has not concluded I will 
yield further to him. 

Mr. REED. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania interrupted me while I had the 
floor through the courtesy of the Senator 
from Georgia, and I was answering the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not want to in- 
terfere with the Senator; I do not agree 
with any of his contentions but I am 
perfectly willing to give him the right 
to speak in my time. 

Mr. REED. I was saying to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania that I do not think 
the distributing oil companies ought to 
bear the increased transportation cost. 
I think it ought to be borne by the ul- 
timate consumer of the gasoline or the 
fuel oil, just as the increased cost of a 
myriad of products in daily use for 
war purposes and otherwise is borne by 
the consumer. Only where the immedi- 
ate necessity of the United States for the 
war effort suggests paying a subsidy, the 
high-cost copper producers, for exam- 
ple—and we need greater copper produc- 
tion—only in a case of that kind is a 
subsidy justified. This is a subsidy, and, 
if we are going to pay it, we had just as 
well ask the taxpayers of the United 
States to assume every other increased 
cost. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, I am 
sorry I cannot agree with the position 
taken by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. AIKEN and Mr. MAYBANK ad- 
dressed the Chair, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Georgia yield; and if so, 
to whom? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield first to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina; then I shall 
be happy to yield to the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
want to impress upor. the Senator from 
Kansas the fact that this is a war meas- 
ure. If a community in America is 
bombed by planes and is demolished, we 
would expect the people, as a whole, to 
pay forit. The sinking of the ships which 
have been destroyed off the Atlantic coast 
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and in the Gulf of Mexico has created 

this situation, 

In connection with this discussion, Mr. 
President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp an article 
from the New York Times magazine of 
May 10, 1942, entitled “Heroes—Without 
Medals.” Brave citizens of this country 
who deserve our commendation have gone 
down on ships in order to make it pos- 
sible for the people to have oil. 

Mr. REED. May I inquire of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina whether they 
were subsidized? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Downey in the chair). The Senator 
should address the Chair. 

Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from South Carolina? 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

HEROES—WITHOUT MEDALS—THE MEN OF THE 
MERCHANT MARINE RISK EVERY DANGER—NO- 
BODY ON LAND, AT SEA, OR IN THE AIR DOES A 
MORE VITAL OR COURAGEOUS WAR JOB—THEY 
ARE HEROES, BUT THEY WON'T ADMIT IT 


(By Russell Owen) 


The saga of the seas in these days of sub- 
marine warfare is one that would make the 
old vikings of Valhalla lift their horns and 
cry “Skaal” to the men who are carrying on 
in their tradition. It is a tale of devotion 
to duty, unhonored and unsung, that shows 
the common man lifted above himself by 
sacrifice. It is the story of simple courage 
that gives the listener a new faith in himself, 
that should inspire those who wonder how 
they might face death when it looks upon 
them. 

Some seamen came ashore from a torpedoed 
freighter after days in an open boat and were 
patted on the back. They growled. 

“We're not heroes, we've got a job to do,” 
they said. 

They were typical merchant sailors, the 
men who go down to the sea these days in 
steel ships to meet death in its most awful 
forms—by fire, starvation in lifeboats under 
& blazing sun or in gale-swept waters, muti- 
lation, or the long, slow agony of struggling 
through oily waters finally to sink. 

Your true sailor is a fatalist. He is trained 
by experience to expect the worst, for the sea 
is a hard and treacherous mistress. The 
crews of the smutty freighters that push out 
to sea, of the tankers with their stores of ex- 
plosive cargo, are accustomed to disaster. 
They know the danger of lee shore in a gale 
and the bite of the cold wind in the northern 
seas. They are used to being always wet, to 
sleeping in damp, moldy clothes; used to salt 
in their food—salt that comes from the tum- 
bling brine. They grouse and curse and are 
bruised by the tossing of a ship that they 
never expect to make port, and they carry on. 
So they may be said to be conditioned to meet 
this swifter fate that comes with torpedoes. 

And apparently they are, for when sur- 
vivors of a sunken ship come ashore they go 
back again. “Well ship out as soon as we 
can,” is a common phrase—a phrase that 
packs just as much of the unterrified soul of 
free men as that which comes to the lips 
of soldiers who were once in Bataan and 
are determined to go back. It is the same 
battle cry as that of the British airmen who 
wing their way through curtains of destruc- 
tion and return to load up and go out 
again. 

They don’t wear uniforms, except the 
officers, and generally the officers don’t wear 
them either. A merchant captain may have 
a cap with gold braid, but at sea he usually 
wears with it a pea jacket or a sweater among 
other nondescript clothes. The men wear 
dungarees, or the strange miscellany of gar- 
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ments which the freighter crews get together 
for their work. They have nothing to dis- 
tinguish them when they are visiting ashore; 
and when their bodies are washed up on 
the beach there is nothing to show that they 
died in the service of their country. Nobody 
sounds taps over them when their ship is 
torn asunder far out on the Atlantic; only 
the gray sea gathers them to her. 

Of all breeds, these men are. Among them 
are the hard-bitten roughnecks who have 
spent their lives in the forecastle, splicing 
hemp and wire cable, chipping rust and paint- 
ing, and there are also the younger men, clean 
of cheek and bright of eye, who have chosen 
the sea as their vocation because they love 
it. They are of all races and all places, from 
the plains of Kansas and the Mountain 
States of the West as well as from Maine and 
Cape Cod. 

Their names may be Scandinavian or Eng- 
lish, Polish or French or Greek—they are all 
sailors, and they have the common charac- 
teristic of stolid determination to do their 
job, come hell or high water. There is a free- 
masonry of the sea, no matter where one 
serves, and it binds a ship's crew together 
with bonds of loyalty when they face danger. 
Ashore they may squabble, but in trouble at 
sea they stick. 

“Sailors have to expect trouble, especially 
in times like these,” said one. “I did hate to 
see that ship go, though. She was a beauty.” 

The ship is their home, their means of 
life. Even in peace that is so. In war the 
devotion of the sailor to his ship and to his 
shipmates is something that can hardly be 
expressed in words. And there is more—the 
fighting determination to carry on with a 
dangerous task. Not long ago a sailor was 
picked up from a raft in the Tropics. He had 
been 5 days without food or water, fighting 
off sharks. As he was hauled aboard a rescue 
ship he croaked defiantly, “Buy Defense 
bonds. Keep ’em moving.” 

The tales of their heroism—a word they 
despise—are numberless. There was the cap- 
tain who was blown off his bridge. After 
doing cartwheels in the air until he hit the 
water, he organized the rescue of his crew by 
keeping them together until they found a 
lifeboat. And there was another captain, 
swimming about, who found one of his men 
without a life preserver and gave him his 
own. 

There are the engineers who have stayed 
below in scalding steam to stop the engines 
or reverse them so that the boats could be 
launched successfully in rough water. There 
was the man at the wheel, with fire all about 
him, who saw some of his shipmates being 
trapped forward by flames and turned the 
ship into the wind to blow the flames away 
from them but directly onto himself. He 
died at the helm, but he saved his friends. 

The roll is almost endless, but it is in- 
complete, because men do not talk much 
about such experiences. Instead, they line 
up at the shipping halls and pick out an- 
other ship that needs a crew to carry oil or 
airplanes or guns or tanks or munitions to 
the fighting front. And every mile they sail, 
under peaceful skies and over smooth seas 
that seem to carry no threat, or through 
wind-torn waters, they are on a fighting 
front of their own, a front where death 
strikes without warning. 

Heroes? No. Just plain seamen with the 
courage to take it, to go their way along the 
zigzag ocean paths, defying fate. When this 
war is over perhaps someone will tell their 
story, and it will be one to make the heart of 
any man lift with pride. Skaal. 


Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, if, by 
the courtesy of the Senator from Georgia, 
I may make a further request, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp a letter from the Office of the 
Petroleum Coordinator for War in reply 
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to a telegram from me concerning gaso- 
line rationing in the State of South 
Carolina. 

There being no objection, the letter was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

OFFICE OF PETROLEUM 
COORDINATOR FOR WAR, 
Washington, July 11, 1942. 

My Dear SENATOR MAYBANK: The Office of 
Price Administration has referred to this 
Office your telegram of June 13, concerning 
gasoline rationing in the State of South 
Carolina. 

Many of the tankers which normally sup- 
plied the east coast with nearly its entire 
oil supply have been and are being diverted 
to war service while others have been lost, 
damaged, or delayed through enemy action. 
Accordingly, it is indicated that tankers no 
longer can be depended upon for the east 
coast petroleum supply, and it is necessary 
to develop overland and safe-water facilities 
which will equal in carrying capacity the 
minimum essential petroleum requirements 
of that area. 

The Plantation Pipeline is a part of the 
overland facilities which are counted upon 
to serve the essential petroleum needs of the 
east coast. If the western section of South 
Carolina were to be excluded from the gaso- 
line rationing area because of the Plantation 
Pipeline, most sections in the States of Geor- 
gia and North Carolina could make the same 
request as they are served also by this line. 
The line is not of sufficient size to supply the 
unrestricted gasoline needs of all three 
States. Likewise, if the delivery of gasoline 
from this pipe line were restricted to the 
States through which this line passes, Vir- 
ginia and other east coast States which now 
receive gasoline by tank car and tank truck 
from the end of the line would suffer to the 
extent that they are now served from this 
pipe line. Our viewpoint is that the east 
coast petroleum products shortage is a prob- 
lem which is common to all of the Atlantic 
Seaboard States, and our objective is to 
apportion the burden as equally as possible 
among them, The interstate carriers, such 
as the Plantation Pipeline cannot be called 
upon to serve any one State or section to the 
disadvantage of others. 

Undoubtedly, you are aware of the critical 
shortage of fuel oil with which the east 
coast is now confronted. In this connection, 
I would like to point out that consideration 
is being given to using the Plantation Pipe- 
line for transporting fuel oils. If this is 
done, it will no doubt greatly relieve the fuel 
oil situation, although it can then be ex- 
pected that additional difficulties will arise 
in the transportation of motor fuels. 

This Office wishes to emphasize that the 
motor-fuel restrictions which are now in ef- 
fect are the result of the shortage of petroleum 
products brought about by the serious dislo- 
cation of transportation facilities and were 
not prompted by the need for conserving rub- 
ber. It is not the desire of this Office to 
restrict the consumption of petroleum prod- 
ucts in those sections of the country in which 
supplies are adequate so long as unrestricted 
consumption is not inconsistent with other 
programs necessary for the successful prose- 
cution of the war. 

In view of the rubber shortage, it is our 
understanding that the interested agencies 
consider that Nation-wide gasoline rationing 
may become necessary aS a means of con- 
serving tires. The amount-of scrap rubber 
which can be made available throughout the 
country will have a bearing upon the final 
decision. As you know, an intensive Nation- 
wide campaign to collect scrap rubber was 
launched on June 15. The oil industry has 
devoted virtually its entire sales personnel 
and the facilities of approximately 440,000 
retail outlets in a determined effort to make 
this drive a success. 
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It is noted that in a recent exchange of 
correspondence between you and Mr. Hen- 
derson's Office, reference is made to the ex- 
tension of the curtailment area beyond the 
western borders of North Carolina and Geor- 
gia. At the present time, such an amend- 
ment to Limitation Order L-70 is being con- 
sidered but has not yet been approved. This 
amendment would set up a buffer zone to 
Serve as a deterrent to motorists crossing the 
western border of the present east coast cur- 
tailment area to purchase unlimited supplies 
of motor fuel. 

I hope that the foregoing statements will 
answer the questions you have presented. If 
I can be of further assistance, please let me 
know. 

Sincerely yours, 
PAUL A. BEST, 
Assistant Director of Marketing, 

Hon. Burner R. MAYBANK, 

Untted States Senate. 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Georgia yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr, AIKEN. I thank the Senator for 
yielding to me. I find it little short of 
amazing that there are people living in 
any section of the United States who be- 
lieve that the shortage of gas and oil in 
the 17 Eastern States, in zone No. 1, is 
a local matter. In these 17 States is one 
of the greatest industrial areas of the 
Nation, indeed, of the whole world. Here 
is concentrated a large percentage of the 
population of our country. Here is an 
area so strategically located that it is 
intensively defended by our armed forces. 
Here is a region which consumes, in pro- 
portion to the area, more gas and oil than 
any other part of the United States. The 
people of these 17 Eastern States had 
every right to expect that they would re- 
ceive gas and oil from the producing 
areas just as they had been doing. They 
had every reason ta believe that our naval 
forces and our military forces were suf- 
ficient to protect adequately the usual 
means of transporting the oil from the 
western fields to the eastern consumers. 
But that was not the case. The trans- 
portation of the gas and oil has been in- 
terrupted, not through the fault of the 
people who live in zone No. I, but be- 
cause our forces did not prove to he 
sufficiently strong to protect the carriers. 
Therefore F think it is very definitely a 
national matter, one which should con- 
cern every State in the United States. 

If the reasoning of the Senator from 
Kansas is carried far enough, then the 
people of the Eastern States should bear 
the entire expense of maintaining the 
coast defenses and the great airfields, 
and other war activities of equally vital 
importance. 

I believe the Senator from Georgia is 
entirely right in his argument, and I 
think if should prevail. 

Mr, RUSSELL. Mr. President, x ap- 
preciate the ohservation of the Senator 
from Vermont. I, too, disagree very 
strongly with the view expressed by the 
Senator from Kansas. I was struck by 
the illustration used by the Senator from 
South Carolina. Let bombing planes 
from our enemy forces make a shambles 
of the great city of Topeka or Wichita, 
Kans., would the Senator from Kansas 
stand on the floor and oppose the pay- 
ment of any claim for destruction by 
war, as has been provided by legislation 
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heretofore enacted by the Congress? I 
imagine that under such circumstances 
the Senator from Kansas would think 
that this is a national matter and that 
all of the States are in this war. 

Certainly the people along the Atlan- 
tic seaboard have no more to do with the 
sinking of the ships and disruption of 
the ordinary means of transportation 
than have those of any other section. I 
have no hesitancy in saying that, in my 
opinion, it would be just as unfair to re- 
quire the 17 seaboard States to defray 
new and additional costs incident to the 
war as for the Selective Service System 
to adopt a rule that no men shall be called 
to the colors under the Selective Service 
Act except those from States which are 
contiguous to the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries. 

This is certainly a national war, one in 
which we must all stand or fall. The en- 
tire United States will either win the war 
or we will all go down together. It will 
not be a question of merely preserving 
Kansas while the rest of the Nation falls, 
nor will it be a war of the Atlantic sea- 
hoard States alone. 

Mr. BALL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Georgia yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. BALL, I agree with the Senator 
from Georgia that it is unfair to expect 
the eastern seaboard States to bear the 
extraordinary costs which are due en- 
tirely to the war, but it has occurred to 
me that subsidy is not the only means 
by which this necessary price increase 
may be spread over the entire United 
States. 

I liked the Senator’s amendment to 
the appropriation bill because it sug- 
gested an alternative. I was wondering 
whether, in his discussions with the 
O. P. A., or with Mr. Jones, any thought 
or consideration was given to the possi- 
bility of absorbing the increased trans- 
portation cost by a general price increase 
over the whole Nation. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am very happy the 
Senator from Minnesota has asked that 
question. The amendment, as drawn, did 
contemplate that the cost should be 
spread equitably over the entire United 
States. As a matter of fact, I do not 
hesitate to say that that was one of the 
objectives I had in mind when I pre- 
pared the amendment. I did not believe 
that any fair-minded Senator would 
object to every section of the Nation and 
every State bearing its proper share of 
all costs of the war effort. 

I happen to know that a plan is under 
consideration which will provide for an 
additional tax, the proceeds of which will 
go into a special fund to defray losses and 
costs of this kind. It would be a tax mat- 
ter, and naturally would have to be han- 
died by the proper committee of this 
body. 


I am heartily in accord with the posi- 
tion indicated in the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. In my opinion, 
Congress should impose a tax on the com- 
modity now under discussion applicable 
to the whole Nation which would insure 
that no section would be discriminated 
against in the matter of transportation 
of petroleum fuels which are essential in 
our everyday life, as well as to war pro- 


6167 


duction. Speaking only for myself, I 
should be happy to support a bill provid- _ 
ing for such a tax. I think it would be 
wise to take such action, because we 
could raise the money now and defray 
the expenses, and when we come to the 
day of accounting after the war is over, 
we will be that much less in the red. I 
should be happy to support any proposal 
along that line. 

Mr. BALL. It seems to me it would be 
more inflationary to pay a subsidy out of 
borrowed money than to raise it by a tax 
and pay it now. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator has well 
and succinctly stated the reasoning that 
brought me to my feet on the question. 

Mr. DANAHER, Mr. Breon will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. There is only one dif- 
ficulty with that particular reasoning, 
if the Senator will pardon a comment 
along that line. The Office of Price Ad- 
ministration does not fix a price; it fixes 
a maximum price level; and consequently 
there would be no authority in the Office 
of Price Administration, and there is 
none now, to fix a price on gasoline 
which would apply all over the country, 
For example, there is no price fixed in 
the State of Kansas by order of the Of- 
fice of Price Administration. Therefore, 
it would be a vain thing for the Office of 
Price Administration to say to anyone 
in Kansas, “We will allow you to charge 
an extra 2% cents a gallon.’ That is 
why, Mr. President, there is no existing 
authority at the present time to fix a 
price. All that the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration may do is to fix a maximum. 

The alternative, which is being over- 
looked, it seems to me by the Senator 
from Kansas and others, is this: If we 
desire to prescribe gasoline rationing on 
a Nation-wide basis so that everyone 
everywhere will be limited in the use 
of gasoline, and if all the facilities then 
available for transportation or now 
available, would then be available to dis- 
tribute gasoline on a pro rata basis 
everywhere, there would not be so great 
an increase, and a disproportionate in- 
crease, as 24 cents a gallon, roughly, 
bearing on the 17 presently rationed 
States. Consequently, if the Senator 
from Kansas wants to be fair about 
this question, there is no reason in the 
world why he should not ask unanimous 
consent to withdraw the amendment. 
There is no reason in the world why we 
should not apply gasoline rationing on a 
Nation-wide basis. That is the way in 
which the Senator from Kansas can ap- 
ply his reasoning equally to the people 
of Kansas, as well as to the people of 
the East. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am glad to have the 
observations of the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

Of course, the question is more or less 
moot, in view of what has occurred. I 
have heard the argument that it would 
be impossible to provide this pool by an 
over-all price increase. I had anticipated 
the objection being raised when this 
amendment was under consideration. It 
may be that the objection is valid, but we 
all know that if we had suspended the 
antitrust laws to the extent that we have 


6168 


done so by the creation of this pool, the 
. oil companies of the Nation would have 
had no great difficulty, if the threat of 
prosecution had been removed, of effect- 
ing a price increase over the entire 
Nation. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield, I merely wish to say 
that every car of gasoline which does not 
go into the State of Kansas is a tank 
car of gasoline which could go into 
Georgia, or into Connecticut. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am in hearty agree- 
ment with the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I merely 
rise to propound a parliamentary inquiry. 
What is the parliamentary situation with 
respect to the request of the Senator 
from Georgia to withdraw his amend- 
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sit- 
uation is, that if there is no objection, the 
pending amendment will be disagreed to 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before the question is 
acted upon, I wish to make a statement. 

I have been interested in this question 
from the beginning. In fact, I addressed 
the Senate at some considerable length 
before the increase of 21⁄2 cents a gallon 
in the price of gasoline in the seaboard 
States went into effect. I have been 
aware of the fact that an effort has been 
made to bring about a solution of the 
difficulty. The solution that is offered 
to the R. F. C. and its subsidiaries is not 
an altogether satisfactory one, but I think 
it is a step that will lead finally to a 
proper solution of the question, that is, it 
will lead finaliy to a Nation-wide ration- 
ing of gasoline, if it becomes necessary 
for any legitimate emergency purpose. 
It will lead also to the distribution of the 
cost of carrying oils and gasoline into 
the areas where they must be carried, in 
order to sustain the war effort, at the 
cost of all the people of the United States, 
at least of all of the consumers of petro- 
leum products. So the method of ap- 
proach made by Mr. Jones, for which I 
think he is to be commended, is not alto- 
gether satisfactory, in my opinion, but it 
will ultimately lead to the proper solu- 
tion of the problem. 

Of course, the problem might be and 
might have been handled by merely al- 
lowing the distributors of gasoline 
throughout the country to increase their 
prices. The real question arises because 
a maximum price has been fixed which, 
when we consider the actual cost of pro- 
ducing the product, plus the increased 
cost of transporting it, will not permit its 
movement into the seaboard States. 
That is the exact situation. 

The Administrator of the O. P. A. is 
strongly insistent that none of the maxi- 
mum prices be interfered with, or, as he 
puts it, be punctured, and I think every- 
one can agree that in that respect he is 
right, if he has first fixed the maximum 
price on a fair, just, equitable, and eco- 
nomic basis. He has fixed the maximum 
price of gasoline, however, all over the 
country. The same thing was done as to 
sugar. He did not allow for transporta- 
tion costs in fixing the price, because it 
was fixed with reference to the whole 
area of the United States. There has 
been at all times plenty of sugar, and 
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sugar would have moved into the areas 
where it was needed and desired if the 
price limitation fixed by the O. P. A, had 
permitted the fixing of additional costs 
of transportation. 

By and large, the same thing is true of 
gasoline. But I think the solution 
which Mr. Jones and others have worked 
out under existing law, while not alto- 
gether a happy one, will necessarily force 
the Congress to deal with the problem 
as a national problem, and to spread 
the burden of carrying gasoline and oils 
not only into the homes, not only into 
the apartment houses and hotels, but 
into the factories where so much of our 
war production is now going on; in 
other words, to spread the burden upon 
all the people of the United States, and 
not merely place it upon the people in 
the eastern seaboard States. 

Mr. President, when I first spoke on 
this question in the Senate I took the 
broad position that, so far as my State 
was concerned, there was actually no 
justification for restricting or rationing 
gasoline or petroleum products within 
the State, because we had means of get- 
ting those products in the State, and we 
could get them in at the same cost at 
which we had been getting them in prior 
to the war, with the exception of the 
two Georgia ports, and the immediate 
vicinity of those ports, where the cost of 
transportation had, of course, increased. 

I am still of the opinion that if it is 
necessary to ration gasoline for the pur- 
pose of conserving rubber, if it is im- 
perative that that be done, the rationing 
should be on a Nation-wide basis. I am 
certain that if it is necessary to take 
gasoline out of Georgia, gasoline which 
we already have there, there is no fair- 
ness in making us pay the freight on that 
gasoline into some other States. That 
is like taking a man’s possessions and 
saying, “Now you have to transport 
them to somebody else at your own 
cost.” 

The State of Georgia ought not to have 
been in district No. 1 so far as rationing 
is concerned, nor should the 2% cents 
increase have been applied to Georgia. 
But the problem is here, whether Georgia 
should have been included or not, and 
the problem I think is approached by 
what Mr. Jones is attempting and will 
attempt to do. He has, in fact, as I un- 
derstand, done substantially the same 
thing so far as coal is concerned. There 
is, of course, no objection to the with- 
drawal of the amendment which my col- 
league (Mr. RUssELL] had offered to this 
particular bill, and by way of explana- 
tion of his motion to withdraw he simply 
has developed certain facts. I think it 
is very helpful that those facts be devel- 
oped. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Downey in the chair). Does the Sena- 
tor from Georgia yield to the Senator 
from Kansas? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 

Mr. REED. I am sure the distin- 
guished Senator from Georgia under- 
stands that I am in complete sympathy 
with his statement as to the situation in 
Georgia. I so expressed myself to the 
Senator’s colleague the junior Senator 
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from Georgia [Mr. Russett]. I think 
Georgia has been badly treated. I think 
there was no occasion for including that 
State in the rationing program for the 
Atlantic seaboard States, and certainly 
there was no justification for raising the 
price of gasoline in Georgia, where the 
cost of transportation had not been in- 
creased. I am in complete sympathy 
with the Senator’s position. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; Mr, President, I 
understood the Senator from Kansas 
was not in disagreement with it. The 
Senator is quite right that Georgia has 
been badly treated, because today we are 
rationed to 50 percent of the normal 
supply of gasoline, while the same au- 
thority which placed that order on us is 
permitting the gas to be taken out of 
Georgia into unrestricted States. If the 
gasoline were all going into New Eng- 
land, or all going into New York, where it 
is needed, that would be another ques- 
tion, but actually permission is given to 
take gasoline out of Georgia and send it 
into other States where there is no re- 
striction whatever. What has happened 
as a result has been the closing of sub- 
stantially one-half of the distributing 
stations in the State, and, of course, a 
vast injury has been done to the local 
economy of every community in the 
State. 

Mr. REED, I may say to the Senator 
from Georgia that I do not blame him 
and his colleague and the people of 
Georgia for being indignant over the 
treatment they have received. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, I 
wish to endorse what the distinguished 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] has 
just said in regard to his State. Florida 
is in a similar situation, except, it seems 
to me, our situation is more deplorable, 
because we border on the Gulf o° Mexico 
for nearly 1,000 miles, and we have little 
trouble in getting gasoline and petroleum 
products from the oil wells of Texas and 
of Louisiana, particularly by coastal 
barge-line transportation. 

Mr. President, our people cannot un- 
derstand why they should be rationed 
with respect to gasoline when we have 
ample supplies in our Gulf ports. Neither 
can they understand why they should 
pay the extra 21 cents a gallon. In fact, 
I have letters from persons in Florida 
which show that they are paying from 3 
to 5 cents a gallon more for gasoline in 
portions of Florida than they paid be- 
fore the rationing program went into 
effect. 

There is plenty of gasoline and oil in 
the Gulf ports of my State, but we are 
not allowed to use it nor to transport it 
to where it is needed. We are not even 
allowed to send it across to Georgia, and 
perhaps it never will go to the east coast 
until Congress takes some action upon 
the matter. We have been waiting on 
the Government for a long while to cor- 
rect the situation which now exists in 
my State. The present unjust situation 
affects seriously economic and industrial 
conditions in Florida, because we are los- 
ing between a half million and a million 
dollars in revenue from that one source 
alone, revenue which is used to keep up 
the repairs on our highways and to con- 
duct the schools of our State. I feel that 
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something should be done to correct that 
unjust situation. 

Mr, President, we know that the cost 
of transporting oil by railway from the 
oil fields of Texas to the eastern seaboard 
is about three times what the cost of 
transportation of oil was heretofore by 
sea-going oil tankers. 

The extra cost of transportation by 
railway must be paid by some one; pay- 
ment for the extra cost must be pro- 
vided by some means. Unless some equi- 
table means are provided, the consumers 
in the co:nparatively few rationed States 
must pay the freight. The consumers 
usually do. But it certainly is unfair that 
the State of Florida and the State of 
Georgia, which have now facilities for 
providing sufficient oil and gasoline for 
the requirements of their own people, 
should be taxed from 2 or 3 to 5 cents 
a gallon in order that a system of the 
kind now in operation may be perpetu- 
ated. 

Mr. President, of course we feel a very 
deep interest in this whole matter. We 
feel sure a way will be found to allevi- 
ate the situation and to distribute the 
burden more equitably among the peo- 
ple of the United States as a whole. 
Gasoline and oil must, if possible, be got- 
ten in some way to the eastern seaboard 
this winter. Otherwise, the people in 
that section will suffer, not only through 
economic loss and by a decrease of rev- 
enue necessary to maintain public 
schools, but they will suffer from cold 
and illness by reason of shortage of fuel 
oil for heating purposes. Mr. President, 
the hour is coming, and it is not far dis- 
tant, when blame will be placed on some- 
one for not providing a proper system for 
transporting fuel oil and gasoline to the 
eastern seaboard and to the States which 
now are suffering and will continue to 
suffer from the lack thereof. 

So far as I am concerned, I shall con- 
tinue my efforts to have oil and gasoline 
supplied to the eastern seaboard States 
which are now suffering from a shortage. 
I think methods have been suggested in 
the Mansfield pipe-line-barge bill, where- 
by that desirable objective can be accom- 
plished. 

Mr, PEPPER. Mr. President, I wish 
to extend my congratulations personally 
and on behalf of the State of Florida to 
the junior Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
RusseLL], and to the able senior Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. MCKELLAR], and 
the other Senators composing the mem- 
bership of the Senate Committee on Ap- 
propriations for the great deed they have 
just consummated which distributes, 
fairly and justly, the burdens of the war. 
The method which has been worked out, 
whereby the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, on behalf of the whole 
country, will bear this expense, is emi- 
nently fair, and is a very sensible ap- 
proach to the difficult problem. 

Mr. President, it is seldom, if ever, that 
we have fought a democratic war, by 
which I mean a war based upon the 
democratic principle of equal rights to 
all and special privileges to none, or, the 

converse of it, equal burdens to all and 
special exemptions to none. The prin- 
ciple of selective service has fairly been 
applied to the selection of manpower. 
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That is a democratic principle. We are 
now, more than has ever been the case 
in the Nation’s history, applying that 
principle to the raising of revenue. The 
principle which I am sure will be ob- 
served by the Senate Finance Commit- 
tee and the Congress in framing the new 
tax bill will be the principle of the equal 
distribution of the burden among the 
people according to ability to pay. 

Today we have had another example of 
the application of a democratic prin- 
ciple. A burden which fell particularly 
upon some of the people has now been 
justly distributed to the shoulders of all 
the people. I hope that principle will be 
extended even further. 

A few days ago the junior Senator from 
Plorida introduced a bill to create, un- 
der the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion, a subsidiary corporation, to be 
called the Distress War Finance Cor- 
poration. That bill was intended to ap- 
ply the same principle in instances in 
which it is not now being applied. There 
are business casualties all over the coun- 
try which are bearing unequally the bur- 
dens and hardships of the maladjust- 
ment of economic conditions which in- 
evitably result from this war. 

There is a school of thought in the 
country—and, unhappily, in the adminis- 
trative agencies of the Government— 
which holds that such cases are only war 
casualties, that it is “just too bad” and, 
when they happen, by inference, that 
nothing can be done about the situation. 
Something can be done about it, Mr. 
President, unless the American spirit has 
come to embrace a philosophy of futility. 
Something was done today by effective 
legislative and administrative action 
about the gasoline burden which was 
imposed upon a particular segment of 
our people in one section of our country. 

I realize that the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation cannot go outside 
the scope of its authority under the law 
which governs its conduct and make a 
loan to a particular business. However, 
authority should be given to a Govern- 
ment corporation to meet the special 
hardship cases which are arising all over 
the country, and have already arisen in 
many thousands, yea, hundreds of thou- 
sands, of instances, involving individual 
firms, persons, or corporations—and I 
am speaking about small corporations— 
that have to bear a portion of the burden 
which is disproportionate to their obli- 
gation as citizens of this country. 

So, Mr. President, before the hardship 
becomes too widespread, before too many 
casualties have fallen by the wayside, be- 
fore too many capital structures have 
been depleted, before too many modest 
savings have been wiped out, before too 
many families have been broken up, be- 
fore the burden of severe hardship shall 
perhaps blight not only the economic, but 
the actual lives of too many of our 
people, I hope that the principle of demo- 
cratic distribution of the burdens of the 
war may be applied to all cases which 
are crying for the application of such a 
principle. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, a state- 
ment has been issued by Mr. Jesse Jones 
with respect to granting subsidies to the 
large oil companies, which will amount 
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to an estimated $20,000,000 a month, and 
will probably exceed that figure. My 
information is that such subsidies will 
amount to $300,000,000 annually as a 
minimum. The statement is as follows: 


JULY 15, 1942. 

Jesse Jones, Secretary of Commerce, an- 
nounced today that Defense Supplies Corpo- 
ration, a subsidiary of the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation, will assist in financing 
the transportation and distribution of petro- 
leum products, in order that fuel oil and 
other petroleum products necessary to the 
war effort and to the civilian economy may, 
as far as possible, be made available this fall 
and winter in the States of the eastern sea- 
board. Unless the petroleum can be moved, 
obviously the necessary maximum produc- 
tion cannot be maintained and not only will 
the civilian population suffer from a lack of 
fuel oil to heat their homes this winter, but 
the great amount of war production in this 


‘section will be seriously retarded. 


Submarine warfare has made it necessary 


to transport the oil by rail, truck, and pipe 
line rather than by tanker, 


The question involved is whether Mr. 
Jones, acting in his capacity as Secretary 
of Commerce, had the right to make sub- 
sidy payments to the oil companies unless 
specifically authorized by law. We are 
told that Mr. Jones acted under author- 
ity of the following provisions of law: 


(3) When requested by the Federal Loan 
Administrator, with the approval of the 
President, to create or organize, at any time 
prior to July 1, 1943, a corporation or cor. 
porations, with power (a) to produce, ac- 
quire, carry, sell, or otherwise deal in stra- 
tegic and critical materials as defined by 
the President; (b) to purchase and lease 
land, purchase, lease, build, and expand 
plants, and purchase and produce equip- 
ment, facilities, machinery, materials, and 
supplies for the manufacture of strategic 
and critical materials, arms, ammunition, 
and implements of war, any other articles, 
equipment, facilities, and supplies necessary 
to the national defense, and such other arti- 
cles, equipment, supplies, and materials as 
may be required in the manufacture or use 
of any of the foregoing or otherwise neces- 
sary in connection therewith; (c) to lease, 
sell, or otherwise dispose of such land, plants, 
facilities, and machinery to others to engage 
in such manufacture; (d) to engage in such 
manufacture itself, if the President finds 
that it is necessary for a Government agency 
to engage in such manufacture; (e) to pro- 
duce, leasé, purchase, or otherwise acquire 
railroad equipment (including rolling stock), 
and commercial aircraft, and parts, equip- 
ment, facilities, and supplies necessary in 
connection with such railroad equipment and 
aircraft, and to lease, sell, or otherwise dis- 
pose of the same; (f) to purchase, lease, build, 
expand, or otherwise acquire facilities for 
the training of aviators and to operate or 
lease, sell, or otherwise dispose of such fa- 
cilities to others to engage in such training; 
and (g) to take such other action as the 
President and the Federal Loan Administra- 
tor may deem necessary to expedite the na- 
tional defense program, but the aggregate 
amount of the funds of the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation which may be out- 
standing at any one time for carrying out 
this clause (g) shall not exceed $200,000,000: 


My. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BYRD. I yield. 

Mr. BONE. Did the Senator indicate 
from what statute he was reading? 

Mr. BYRD. I read from the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation Act as 
amended. 
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Mr. President, as I read it, there is 
nothing in the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation Act as amended which 
gives to Mr. Jones the right to assist in 
financing the transportation and dis- 
tribution of petroleum products. 

The question involved is whether this 
country is to embark on a gigantic plan 
of subsidies. This is the entering wedge. 
Congress alone should make the decision. 
If we are to take such a step, I think the 
Congress should first authorize it. 
Every expression ol Congress up to this 
time has been to the efect that the Con- 
gress is opposed to subsidies. Thirty 
days ago a bill was presented to the Sen- 
ate, and was sent back to the committee. 
The pending bill provides, by direct and 
unequivocal language, that— 


No part of this appropriation shall be 


available directly or indirectly for making: 


any subsidy payments, 


The $240,000,000, $300,000,000, an- 
nually, or whatever it may be, is unques- 
tionably a subsidy payment made to the 
large oil companies because of the in- 
creased cost of transportation by rail re- 
sulting from the fact that because of the 
Submarine warfare tankers cannot be 
used. It is not a question of getting gas- 
oline or oil into the rationed area.. The 
subsidy payment will not add one gallon 
of gasoline to the 17 rationed States. 
The oil companies are now being ade- 
quately paid by an increase of 2% cents 
in the price of gasoline which goes into 
a pool which will aggregate approxi- 
mately $250,000,000. 

I agree with the Senator from Minne- 
sota. I agree with other Senators who 
have stated that the 17 States should not 
be singled out for an increase in the price 
of gasoline. The burden should be dis- 
tributed throughout the country, but Mr. 
Jones should not pay subsidies unless 
directly authorized to do so. 

Mr. President, I believe that there 
should be national rationing. If it is a 
question of saving tires and gasoline, ra- 
tioning should be extended throughout 
the United States. 

The point I wish to make is that Mr. 
Jones has no right to take a step which, 
in my judgment, inaugurates a great 
program of subsidies to all business en- 
terprises throughout the country without 
the approval of Congress. Up to this 
date in each and every instance Congress 
has indicated its opposition to subsidies 
to business, 

The Senator from Pennsylvania asked 
whether or not the oil companies should 
be compelled to pay the $20,000,000 a 
month additional transportation charge. 
Mr. President, the oil companies are not 
paying it. It is not a question of the oil 
companies paying it. It is not a question 
of getting more gasoline into the rationed 
area. Therefore the proposal has no 
effect upon the war effort throughout 
the Nation. 

Mr. President, I speak as the repre- 
sentative of a State which is affected by 
the increase of 24% cents a gallon in the 
price of gasoline. Virginia is paying the 
increase in the price of gasoline. We are 
glad to get the gasoline. As a Senator 
from Virginia, I believe that the people 
of Virginia would much prefer to pay the 
212 cents additional rather than to initi- 
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ete and give the tacit approval of the 
Congress to a plan of subsidies involving 
ultimately perhaps billions of dollars 
which must be borrowed. 

Mr, President, I am not a lawyer; but 
I intend to ask Mr: Jones to cite specifi- 
cally and definitely the law upon which 
he relied when he made the statement 
this morning that he would pay these 
subsidies out of the R. F. C. funds—out 
of the people's money to assist in financ- 
ing the transportation and distribution 
of petroleum products. 

Then, assuming that he asserts that he 
has such authority under the clause I 
have read, I intend to point out to him 
that the authority is limited by law to 
$200,000,000, and that at the lowest esti- 
mate this proposal will cost $250,000,000 
yearly, and I think it will cost more. I 
understand he has incurred further com- 
mitments for other subsidies. 

So, if these subsidies are to be con- 
tinued, even though he contends that he 
has the authority—authority which Con- 
gress had no intention whatever of grant- 
ing him when the law was passed—he has 
disregarded the limit of $200,000,000 
which Congress imposed. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, I intend to 
ask Mr. Jones—and if necessary I shall 
request that he be summoned before the 
appropriate committee of Congress—to 
state what other subsidies he has been 
paying without the approval of Congress. 
Today we have been told that for some 
time he has been paying subsidies for the 
transportetion of coal. That has not 
been authorized by the Congress; and I 
think that on this vital question, which 
I believe is the opening step in a gigantic 
proposal to pay billions of dollars in sub- 
sidies, Congress should have the right 
and the opportunity to say whether it 
desires to have such subsidies paid. 

For that reason, I intend to see to it 
that Mr. Jones reports to the Congress, if 
it is possible to have him do so—and I 
think it can be done—what action he has 
taken, what his future plans may be, and 
upon what authority of law he relies in 
making these great expenditures out of 
the Public Treasury. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in the 
course of the discussion the question has 
been asked several times as to the au- 
thority to make subsidy payments. Iam 
not at all satisfied that I can answer the 
question clearly and completely, but I 
can throw some light on it. 

There has been a doubt in my mind 
whether the payment to compensate for 
the increased transportation costs be- 
cause of Shipment by railroad rather than 
by water was really the payment of a 
subsidy. Some months ago I became in- 
terested in that question, and I inquired 
of the Office of Price Administration pre- 
cisely what its authority was for such 
compensatory adjustment payments. 
Under date of June 22, I received from 
the Office of Price Administration a let- 
ter, a portion of which I shall quote. 
What I shall read will not be a full or 
an accurate abridgment, but it will give 
the substance of what was written me 
and is all I want to have appear in the 
RECORD. 

In answer to my question, the following 
answer came: 
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As you know, Compensatory Adjustment 
Regulation No. 1 is one part of a bro’ ‘er pro- 
gram, developed jointly by the War Shipping 
Administration, tk» Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, and th2 Office of Price Adminis- 
tration. 


Then omitting part of the letter, I 
read further, as follcws: 


The objective of the program is dual—to 
protect the Nation’s price-stabilization pro- 
gram, which is indispensable to a full utili- 
zation of the Nation’s economic resources in 
the present wartime emergency, and, at the 
same time, insure the uninterrupted flow of 
vital solid fuel to the important New England 
area, 


That, of course, was what my question 
was specifically directed to—the author- 
ity to absorb and pay the increased 
freight charges for the movement of coal 
into. New-England. 

I read further from the letter: 

Pursuant to this program, the War Ship- 
ping Administration, on May 18, 1942, issued 
a schedule of marine transportation rates 
reflecting the normal charges during the 
period December 15-31, 1941, for tidewater 
transportation from Hampton Roads to New 
York Harbor and New England ports. These 
tates apply to colliers operating under the 
jurisdiction of the War Shipping Adminis- 
tration, and represent drastic reductions 
from the steadily mounting charges which 
prevalled after the first of this year and up 
to May 18, 1942. : 


What I shall next quote is an attempt 
specifically to answer my question as to 
the legal authority: 


Compensatory Adjustment Regulation No. 
1 establishes a procedure under which re- 
ceivers who are unable to obtain collier 
transportation may likewise be relieved of 
the burdens of increased coal transporta- 
tion costs. The authority for this regulation 
rests upon sections 2 (e) and 302 (c) of the 
Emergency Price Control Act of 1942 and 
section 5 (d) of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation Act, as amended. The regula- 
tion was issued only after a definite under- 
taking by the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration to underwrite the expense to the 
Government. 


I do not have before me the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation Act to 
which Mr. Henderson makes reference; 
but section 2 (e) of the act of January 
30, 1942—that is, the act to prevent price 
dislocations, inflationary tendencies, and 
for other purposes—contains this lan- 
guage: 

Whenever the Administrator determines 
that the maximum necessary production of 
any commodity is not being obtained or may 
not be obtained during the ensuing year, he 
may, on behalf of the United States, without 
regard to the provisions of law requiring 
competitive bidding, buy or sell at public or 
private sale. 


Then it recites various other things he 
may do, and then comes this language: 

Or make subsidy payments to domestic 
producers of such commodity in such 
amounts and in such manner and upon 
such terms and conditions as he determines. 


That would seem to me to be authority 
to indulge in the payment of subsidy pay- 
ments generally. As I have said, there 
has been a question in my mind whether 
the payment of the additional freight 
charges could be termed a subsidy pay- 
ment to the producer of a commodity in 
the United States. As I said a moment 
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ago, I do not have before me the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation Act, but I 
have stated the specific references to stat- 
utes upon which Mr. Henderson appar- 
ently bases his authority. 

I should like to say a word more while 
Iam on my feet. The question has been 
asked, How is it possible to distinguish 
between what has happened in New Eng- 
land and the case of the added cost ac- 
cruing to a producer because of the dislo- 
cations of the war? I do not know 
whether my view of the matter is correct, 
but it seems to me that there isa radical 
difference between the affirmative and 
direct action of the Government in re- 
moving from a section of the country the 
facilities which it has long enjoyed, 
taking them wholly away, and those 
dislocations and those added costs which 
come to a manufacturer through the 
vicissitudes of our business life as busi- 
ness is interrupted by the war. It 
seems to me that what has happened 
in New England when all the water 
transportation facilities have been re- 
moved from us is much the same as what 
happens to a manufacturer whose phys- 
ical plant is taken over by authority and 
action of the Gavernment. I think no 
one would question that in the latter case 
there should- be compensation to the 
owner of the facility taken from the 
owner by the act of Government; and I 
personally have felt that when the Gov- 
ernment took the tankers out of our New 
England and North Atlantic trade, it did 
that which was comparable to the action 
of the Government in taking over a fac- 
tory or any other facility. I feel that it 
is a gross injustice to leave upon the 
people of New England the great burden 
flowing from an act which is supposed 
to inure to the benefit of all the American 
people and the Government itself. 

The tankers were taken off as a war 
step in an effort to provide for the de- 
mands of the war in many parts of the 
world. Why my State and why New 
England should alone bear the cost of 
that step is beyond my poor power to see. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WHITE. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I should like to 
ask the Senator to go a step further. 
What disturbs me is the direction rather 
than the length of the step which we 
are endorsing. The Senator says that 
if the Government disrupts the physical 
facilities of a manufacturer in connec- 
tion with the war effort; the manufac- 
turer should qualify similarly for subsidy 
reimbursement, Let us take the next 
step. What would the Senator say if 
the War Labor Board, without reference 
to any price-control legislation, were to 
increase the wage-scale of a given pro- 
ducer to a point at which he could not 
survive under the Price Administrator’s 
ceiling? Is that not a comparable de- 
struction of his facilities by act of Gov- 
ernment, and does not the Senator find 
himself at that point required to con- 
cede a subsidy to him? 

Mr. WHITE. I find myself very much 
disturbed by many possibilities which 
may arise. I do not know exactly where 
I should be willing to go. I am perfect- 
ly clear about the New England situa- 
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tion. I am not sure that there is not 
great merit in the suggestion—it is put 
in the form of a question, but I take it to 
be an assertion—of the Senator from 
Michigan. I do have the impression 
that under the act which I quoted, sec- 
tion 2 (e), there may be authority in the 
language of the present law to meet any 
situation which is created by the Gov- 
ernment where the costs of manufacture 
or the conditions of manufacture other 
than costs have resulted in the failure 
to produce in the degree and at prices 
which the Government thinks are rea- 
sonable. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The ultimate 
scope of that obligation becomes posi- 
tively fantastic in its magnitude, does it 
not? 

Mr. WHITE. It becomes startling. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no objection, the pending amendment 
is disagreed to by unanimous consent. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6709) making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes, and that the House had receded 
from its-disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 83, 85, 
and 86 to the bill, and concurred therein. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 1694) for the relief of Mrs. Claud 
Tuck. 

The message further announced that 
the House had severally agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the following bills of the House: 

H.R. 4370. An act for the relief of Charles 
L. Lair; 

H.R. 5385. An act for the relief of Charles 
E. Yates and the Motor Facts Sales Co.; and 

H. R. 5496. An act for the relief of Cecile 
McLaughlin, 


The message also announced that the 
House had severally agreed to the reports 
of the committees of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of tiie two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the 
following bills of the House: 


H. R.4355. An act for the relief of Bella 
Cosgrove; 

H. R. 5000. An act for the relief of Ferd W. 
Meile; 

H. R. 5295. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Romano Emiliani; and 

H. R. 5499. An act for the relief of Henry 
Daley, guardian of James Ray Daley and 
Norman Franklin Daley, 


The message further announced that 
the House had severally agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution of the 
House: 

H. R. 5317. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Jessie A. Beechwood; 
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H.R.5794. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Julia Johnson; and 

H. J. Res. 318. Joint resolution to amend 
section 1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code by exempting from tax the amount paid 
for admissions to theaters and other activities 
cperated by the War Department or the Navy 
Department within posts, camps, reservations, 
and other areas maintained by the Military 
or Naval Establishment. 


The message also announced that the 
House had severally agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following bills 
of the House: 

H. R.3173. An act to extend the benefits of 
the Employees’ Compensation Act of Septem- 
ber 7, 1916, to Mrs. Charles O. DeFord; 

H.R. 6077. An act for the relief of Edward 
P. Reilly; and 

H. R. 7242. An act to authorize temporary 
appointments in the Army cf the United 
States of officers on duty with the Medical 
Administrative Corps. 


The message further announced that 
the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6670) 
to provide for an irrigation and water 
utilization project on the island of 
Molokai, T. H., in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 

The bill (H. R. 6670) to provide for 
an irrigation and water utilization project 
on the island of Molokai, T. H., was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories and Insular Affairs. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL DE- 
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7319) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me for the purpose of 
suggesting the absence of a quorum? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; perhaps it 
would be well to have a quorum call. 

Mr. GURNEY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Alken Radcliffe 
Andrews Gerry Reed 
Bailey Gillette Reynolds 
Ball Green Rosier 
Barkley Guffey Russell 

ilbo Gurney Schwartz 
Bone Hatch Spencer 
Bridges Hayden Thomas, Idaho 
Brooks Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Okla 
Burton e Thomas, Utah 
Byrd Lucas Tobey 
Caraway McKellar Tydings 
Chandler MeNary Vandenberg 
Chavez Maloney Van Nuys 
Clark, Idaho Maybank Wagner 
Clark, Mo. Mead White 
Connally Norris Wiley 
Danaher Nye Willis 
Downey O'Mahoney 
Ellender Pepper 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Van- 
DENBERG in the chair). Fifty-eight Sen- 
ators having answered to their names, & 
quorum is present. 

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPRO- 
PRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. RUSSELL submitted the following 

report; 
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The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on certain 
amendments of the Senate to the Bill (H. R. 
6709) making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment numbered 97. 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 81; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert: “$1,- 
625,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 91, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert: “$32,- 
600,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert: “$3,- 
716,182”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 95: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 95, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert: ‘$37,- 


819,557"; and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 96: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 96, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert: “$97,- 
500,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference report in 


. disagreement amendments numbered 83, 85, 


and 86. 


M. C. TARVER, 
CLARENCE CANNON, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I am 
very happy to report to the Senate that 
this is the last legislative process in the 
consideration of the agricultural appro- 
priation bill, and that we have finally 
been able to work out a bill. 

Mr. McNARY. I assume the House 
receded from the provision inserted by 
the Senate providing for the sale of not 
more than 125,000,000 bushels of wheat 
for feed purposes and that no sales 
should be made at less than 85 percent 
of parity in the case of corn. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, the 
message which has just come from the 
House advises the Senate that the House 
has receded from its disagreement, and 
has adopted the Senate amendment 
which has been known as the feed 
wheat amendment. It prohibited the 
sale of grain for feed at less than 85 
percent of the amount of corn parity. 

Mr. McNARY. That closes the inci- 
dent, then? 

Mr. RUSSELL. It will be closed when 
the Senate agrees to the conference re- 
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port on the other items which were in 
disagreement. There were four other 
items in disagreement which are em- 
braced within the conference report. 
One was the Senate amendment which 
stipulated that the soil-conservation 
payments should be taken into account 
in determining whether or not a farmer 
had received parity for a basic com- 
modity. ‘The House receded on that 
amendment. 

The conference report also embraces 
the appropriations for the Parm Security 
Administration. The House figure for 
the tenant loan was $25,000,000, and the 
Senate figure was $40,000,000. In the 
conference report the difference between 
the two Houses was equally divided, and 
the appropriation for both loans was 
therefore $32,500,000. 

In the case of the item for rural reha- 
bilitation loans and grants, and admin- 
istrative expenses, the House figure for 
grants and administration was slightly 
above $25,000,000, and the Senate figure 
was slightly above $50,000,000. The 
amount finally determined was $37,000,- 
000, the same rule having been observed 
in reaching an agreement between the 
two Houses. 

The amount available for loans for 
rural rehabilitation in the bill as it passed 
the House was $70,000,000, and the Senate 
figure was $125,000,000. That difference 
was also divided, and the amount, as set 
forth in the conference report, is $97,- 
500,000. 

I should like to say, with respect to the 
appropriations for the Farm Security 
Administration, that in the event it 
should develop that there are not sufi- 
cient funds available to carry on the pro- 
gram of increased farm production pro- 
moted by the Department of Agriculture, 
and on which the President has insisted, 
the President will be at liberty, of course, 
to send in additional estimates to be con- 
sidered in supplemental or deficiency bills. 

The remaining amendment in dis- 
agreement was inserted by the Senate 
to empower the Farm Security Admin- 
istration to liquidate certain projects 
which had grown out of the acquisition 
by the Government of large areas of land 
for military reservations. At the re- 
quest of the War Department the Farm 
Security Administration was undertak- 
ing to resettle and rehabilitate the farm- 
ers who, in some instances, were driven 
off their lands by virtue of the demands 
of the War Department for large areas 
to be used for military camps, maneu- 
vers, firing ranges, and air bases. 

The Senate committee amendment 
would have permitted the liquidation of 
those projects which had already been 
undertaken. The Comptroller ruled that 
the Farm Security Administration was 
without authority to carry on activities 
of that nature, and the House had for- 
bidden liquidation of those projects. The 
Senate conferees insisted on the Senate 
amendment, because it seemed to us that 
the sensible legislative procedure would 
be to permit liquidation to be carried on 
in order that we might avoid the hun- 
dreds of claims, claim bills, and suits 
against the Government, which would 
entail large expenses, which in our opin- 
ion would be unnecessary. However, to 
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arrive at a final agreement the Senate 
conferees reluctantly yielded on the 
amendment. 

The amendment relating to the sale 
of a limited amount of wheat for feed 
at a price not below 85 percent of parity, 
and of other grains for feeding purposes, 
was adopted by the House by a vote 
today. 

I am very happy that upon the adop- 
tion of this report these very highly con- 
troversial questions will be removed 
from consideration by the two legislative 
bodies. ~ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator 
give us information concerning the fam- 
ilies in those areas in which property has 
been acquired by the Government for 
camps? ‘There is one, for example, near 
Fort Knox, where many families have 
been forced to move because the Govern- 
ment required their land. Was con- 
sideration given what should be done to 
relieve situations of that kind? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I understand that the 
War Department is attempting to deal 
with it, but in my opinion it is not being 
dealt with effectively. I believe legisla- 
tion should be enacted to provide for 
these people, who are as much casual- 
ties of war as if they were stricken on 
the field of battle. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thank the Sena- 
tor. The situation should be dealt with 
immediately because in some instances 
that I know of the Government has tak- 
en the property of tae farmers and in 
others have acquired property around 
them and isolated them. In some in- 
stances it has taken away their access to 
public highways, and there is some dis- 
tress in some of these areas that should 
be alleviated. They have let the Govern- 
ment have their property without pro- 
test. In many places, as the Senator 
knows, the farmers have been forced to 
give up their present crops, and future 
prospects of crops, and move to other 
places. 

I wish to express to the Senator my 
appreciation for the attention he has 
given to the problem. If the Senate 
amendment had been agreed to in the 
conference I am sure it would have gone 
a long way toward meeting a situation 
which is urgent and desperate, and needs 
to be corrected. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator is un- 
doubtedly correct. In some instances 
these people and their families had lived 
in particular areas for four or five gen- 
erations. They knew nothing about farm 
conditions obtaining elsewhere, how to 
obtain a farm or how to grow a crop in 
any other section of the couniry. The 
very least the Government can do, in 
order to deal justly with them when it 
has called upon them to give up their 
lands, or, in case of a tenant farmer, to 
move into new and strange surroundings, 
is to give them some small loans and 
some measure of guidance in order to 
enable them to pick up and carry on and 
earn a livelihood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the conference report? The Chair hears 
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none, and the question is on agreeing to 
the report. 
The report was agreed to. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL 
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7319) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
committee amendment passed over will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 11, line 2, 
after “$7,447,075”, it is proposed to add 
the following proviso: “Provided, That 
no part of this appropriation shall be 
available to pay the salary of any person 
at the rate of $4,500 per annum or more 
unless such person shall have been ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate.” 

Mr. DANAHER. Mtr. President, will 
the Senator from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. I offer an amendment 
to the committee amendment in line 3 
on page 11, after the word “shall”, to 
insert the word “hereafter.” 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
the Senator frem Connecticut if the same 
effect would not be accomplished by strik- 
ing out in line 5 the words “have been”, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“be”? 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, my 
opinion would be to the contrary. I fear 
that a ruling could be had from the 
Comptroller General, or whoever would 
pass on such an account, to the effect 
that the words “shall be” might con- 
ceivably be retroactive, commencing as 
the clause does with the word “unless.” I 
therefore believe, Mr. President, that in 
order to carry out what I think is the 
intended objective of the proposed 
amendment it would better conform to 
English standards to modify the lan- 
guage ^y inserting the word “hereafter” 
in line 3. 

Mr. McKELLAR, I have no objection 
to that at all. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, before 
that is done, I think it ought to be stated 
that we have been trying to compose 
some of our differences with regard to 
these controversial amendments. While 
the amendment suggested by the Senator 
is preferable to the present language, I 
am hoping that the entire provision will 
be eliminated as to the O. P. A., and, if 
that can be done, it will be unnecessary to 
amend the provision. I think, as a matter 
of fact, that the language offered by— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, this 
amendment does not affect the Office of 
Price Administration; it is the amend- 
ment relating to the Office of Civilian De- 
fense, That amendment can be per- 
fected at this time. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have no objection 
to that. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
should like to make a statement at this 
time. This afternoon an effort has been 
made on the part of some of us to See if 
we could not reach an accord with re- 
spect to the four committee amendments 
which were passed over yesterday. The 
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first of these is on page 11, and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has very agreeably 
consented to leave that amendment in 
the bill, with the word “hereafter” in- 
serted after the word “be” in line 3, so 
the language will apply to future ap- 
pointments. Has that amendment been 
perfected, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Spencer in the chair). No; it has not 
been as yet. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well, it can be 
left as it is for the present. 

Again, under the heading of “Office of 
Price Administration,” on page 22, line 7, 
it has been agreed by those who have 
been discussing the matter that the 
amount of $120,000,000 be increased to 
$125,000,000. 

Under the same heading, with respect 
to the language inserted by the commit- 
tee on page 24, comes the third agree- 
ment, and I shall read the proposed 
amendment as agreed to. It is proposed 
to insert in place of the committee 
amendment, on page 22, the following: 

Provided further, That no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be used to enforce any 
maximum price or prices on any agricultural 
commodity or any commodity processed or 
manufactured in whole or substantial part 
from any agricultural commodity unless and 
until (1) the Secretary of Agriculture has 
determined and published for such agricul- 
tural commodity the prices specified in sec- 
tion 3 (a) of the Emergency Price Control 
Act of 1942; (2) in case of a comparable price 
for such agricultural commodity, the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture has held public hearings 
and determined and published such com- 
parable price in the manner prescribed by 
section 3 (b) of said act; and (3) the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture has determined after in- 
vestigation and proclaimed that the maxi- 
mum price or prices so established on any 
such agricultural commodity will reflect to 
the producer of such agricultural commodity 
a ek conformity with section 3 (c) of 
said act. 


Mr. McKELLAR. That is the third 
agreement, A fourth agreement has been 
had with respect to the amendment found 
on page—— 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, before 
we go to the fourth one, let me say that 
we are not yet through with the third 
one by any means, 

Mr. McKELLAR, Very well. 

Mr, VANDENBERG. We are not yet 
through with the first one. 

Mr.McNARY. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee says an agreement has heen 
reached. With whom the agreement has 
been reached I do not know. I know 
that no agreement has been reached with 
the Senate on that proposition. . 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
shall be very glad to state what I know 
about the matter. Yesterday or day be- 
fore yesterday the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BARKLEY] asked that these 
four amendments go over, and they went 
over. Today the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. Haypen], the Senator from Wyo- 
ming | Mr. O’ManHoney |, the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. Cuavez], the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Nye], and a 
number of other Senators who are mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations, 
met with the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BARKLEY], and we have adjusted the 
difficulties with the Senator from Ken-< 
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tucky, but not with any other Senator. 
That is the situation. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, that is 
a very different situation. If the Sena- 
tors mentioned have agreed with the dis- 
tinguished leader, with whom I always try 
to agree, and occasionally do, I am very 
happy about it. But there has been no 
agreement with the minority leader with 
respect to this matter. 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; there has not 
been. 

The fourth agreement is with respect 
to the language of the committee amend- 
ment on page 25, lines 11 to 15, which 
reads as follows: 

Provided further, That no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be available to pay the sal- 
ary of any person at the rate of $4,500 per 
annum or more unless such person shall have 
been appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. 


That language under the agreement 
with the Senate majority leader, the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY], is to 
be eliminated. ‘The reason for its elimi- 
nation is so there shall be no politics in 
connection with price control, and it is 
claimed by the price-fixing authority that 
that language would inject politics. 

Mr, President, I have said all I want to 
say, and I submit the amendments for the 
Senate’s consideration. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. I had earlier sug- 
gested a proposed amendment to the 
committee amendment, in line 3, on page 
11. In view of the discussion which has 
ensued I shall withdraw that proposed 
amendment to the committee amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Connecticut withdraws his 
proposed amendment to the committee 
amendment 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Iyield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am trying to 
discover precisely what is to happen with 
the amendment at the top of page 11. 
Do I understand that under the agree- 
ment this amendment is to be deleted? 

Mr. McKELLAR. No, Mr. President, 
that amendment is to be agreed to, with 
an amendment to it which will make the 
language apply to the future. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. DanaHeEr] 
has withdrawn his proposed amendment 
to the committee amendment, which was 
in line 3, page 11, to insert the word 
“hereafter”, after the word “shall.” 
Therefore I ask that the words “have 
been”, in line 5 to be stricken, and that 
the word “be” be inserted in place there- 
of, so as to provide that appointments 
to the Office of Civilian Defense in the 
future shall be confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I submit a point 
of order, Mr. President, and inquire 
whether the proposed amendment to 
the committee amendment would not 
turn it into a legislative proposition, and 
be contrary to the rule? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in that 
connection, let me suggest to the Senator 
from Michigan and also to the Chair 
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that the language to which this amend- 
ment is offered is a limitation on an ap- 
propriation. It comesin the nature of an 
amendment by the committee. Of 
course, it is subject to amendment itself. 
It would not be in order as an original 
legislative proposition, but in view of the 
fact that it comes by way of an amend- 
ment by the committee as a limitation 
on the expenditure of am appropriation, 

‘the amendment itself is subject to 
amendment also. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Ithank the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky for ruling on my 
point of order. Inow turn to the Chair, 
and ask for the Chair’s ruling. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Spencer in the chair). The Chair rules 
that it would be a limitation on the ap- 
propriation, and that the amendment is 
in order. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I now ask for 
the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Tennessee yield fur- 
ther? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. May I ask which 
amendment it is with respect to which 
the Senator from Michigan asks for the 
yeas and nays? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask for the 
yeas and nays on the amended amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
committee amendment has not heen 
amended as yet. Will the Senator from 
Michigan permit me to perfect the 
amendment? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. I very seriously object 
to this procedure. Let these amend- 
ments come up in their order and he 
discussed. The able Senator in charge 
of the bill has no right to compromise 
with anyone but himself. I am not ob- 
jecting to that. I insist that we follow 
the regular order; that the Senate take 
these amendments up and discuss them. 
I desire to discuss one amendment with 
respect to which I am told a compromise 
has been made. I have not made a com- 
promise with respect to it. I wish to 
have the amendment stated. It has not 
yet been stated. We have not yet 
reached it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. We have reached it 
now. 

Mr. McNARY. Let the amendment be 
stated at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the committee amendment 
on page 11, which has already been 
stated. 

Mr. McNARY, Let it be stated again 
by the clerk. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It will do no harm 
to have it stated again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 11, in line 
5 of the committee amendment it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words “have been” 
yaa insert in lieu thereof the word 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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ment proposed by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. McKeriar! to the committee 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Iask for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, was not the last vote on the com- 
mittee amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last 
vote was on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee to the committee 
amendment. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask for the 
yeas and nays on the committee amend- 
ment as amended. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Elender O'Mahoney 
Andrews George Pepper 
Bailey Gerry Radcliffe 
Gillette Reynolds 
Barkley Green Rosier 
Bilbo. Guffey Russell 
Bone Gurney Schwarta 
Bridges. Hayden meer 
Brooks Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Idaho 
Burton Lee ‘Thomes, Okla. 
Byrd Lucas Thomas, Utah 
McKellar Tobey 
Chandler McNary Tydings 
Clark, Idaho Maloney Vandenberg 
Clark, Mo. Maybank Van Nuys 
Connally White 
Danaher Norris Witey 
Downey Nye Willis 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 
four Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is present. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment, as amended, on 
page Il, beginning in line 2. On this 
question the yeas and nays have heen 
demanded and ordered, and the clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. WHITE (when Mr. BREwsTER’s 
name was called). I announce the un- 
avoidable absence from the city of my 
colleague the junior Senator from Maine 
(Mr. Brewster]. He is engaged else- 
where on the work of the Truman com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Davis]. I transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. SMATHERS] 
and will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr. Grass’ 
name was called). The senior Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Gtass] is unavoid- 
ably absent because of illness. If pres- 
ent, he would vote “yea,” 

Mr. REED (when his name was called). 
I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from New York (Mr. WAGNER]. 
Not knowing how he would vote on this 
question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr. STEwart’s 
name was called). My colleague the 
junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
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Srewartl is unavoidably absent on int- 
portant public business. If he were pres- 
ent, he would vote “yea.” 

Mr, McNARY (when Mr. Tar?’s name 
was called). The senior Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Tarr] is necessarily absent. 
If present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. VAN NUYS (when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Austin]. I transfer that pair to the 
senior Senator from Delaware [{Mr. 
HucuHEs] and will vote. I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. McNARY (after having voted in 
the negative). I have a general pair 
with the junior Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr, Doxey]. Itramsfer that pair to the 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tart], 
and let my vote stand. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. TUNNELL] 
is absent attending the funeral of the 
late ex-Senator Bayard, of Delaware. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
HucHEs] is absent from the Senate be- 
cause of illness. 

The Senators from New Mexico [Mr. 
Cuavez and Mr. Hatcu] are detained on 
business in one of the Government de=- 
partments, Iam advised that if present 
and voting, Mr. Cuavez would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Krreore}, the Senator from Missouri 
EMr. TFroman}, and the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are mem- 
bers of the Committee to Investigate 
National Defense, and are, therefore, 
necessarily absent. 

The Senators from Alabama fMr. 
BANKHEAD and Mr. Hitz], the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Brown], the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Burow}, 
the Senators from Nevada (Mr. BUNKER 
and Mr. McCarrdn}, the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], the Senator 
from Towa [Mr. HerRTNGÌ, the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Jomnson?, the Sena- 
tor from Arizona FMr. MCFARLANDÌ, the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Murvocx], the 
Senators from Montana [Mr. Murray 
and Mr. WHEELER], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL], the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Overton}, the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. Smatmers!, the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
SMITE}, the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Wacner!], and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. Wars? are necessarily 
absent. à 

Mr. McNARY. I announce that my 
coNeague the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
[Horman} has a general pair with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. STEWARTÌ?. 

The Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Lovee} has a general pair with the Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass]. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SHIPSTEAD], who is necessarily absent, 
would vote “nay.” 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Austin], the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. Barsour], the Senator from Ne- 
braska Mr. Butter], the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Carrer], the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Davis], the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Lancer], and 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. MILLI- 
Kin] are necessarily absent. 
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The result was announced—yeas 31, 
nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—31 
Andrews Ellender Maybank 
Bailey George O'Mahoney 
Barkley Gerry Reynolds 
Bilbo Gillette Rosier 
Bone Green Spencer 
Byrd Guffey Thomas, Okla. 
Caraway Hayden Thomas, Utah 
Chandler Johnson, Calif. Tydings 
Clark, Idaho Lee Van Nuys 
Conna!ly McKellar 
Downey Maloney 

NAYS—23 
Aiken Lucas Schwartz 
Ball McNary Thomas, Idaho 
Bridges Mead Tobey 
Brooks Norris Vandenberg 
Burton Nye White 
Clark, Mo. Pepper Wilcy 
Danaher Radcliffe Willis 
Gurney Russell 

NOT VOTING—42 

Austin Herring O'Daniel 
Bankhead Hill Overton 
Barbour Holman Reed 
Brewster Hughes Shipstead 
Brown Johnson, Colo. Smathers 
Bulow Kilgore Smith 
Bunker La Follette Stewart 
Butler Langer Taft 
Capper Lodge Truman 
Chavez McCarran Tunnell 
Davis McFarland Wagner 
Doxey Millikin Wallgren 
Glass Murdock Walsh 
Hatch Murray Wheeler 


So the ‘committee amendment as 
amended was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I was 
called from the floor and was not present 
when the roll call began on the amend- 
ment which has just been voted upon. 
I wish to state for the Recorp that I 
voted “nay” on the amendment, not be- 
cause I do not believe that the Senate 
is wholly justified in asserting its consti- 
tutional power by requiring confirma- 
tion of these officials, but because I do not 
believe in making fish of one agency of 
the Government and fowl of another. 

After I returned to the floor, I under- 
stood it had been agreed that the amend- 
ment as it relates to the Office of Price 
Administration would not be insisted 
upon. Certainly, it would not be con- 
sistent for me to vote to require the con- 
firmation of the small number of persons 
who would be affected in the Office of 
Civilian Defense and the other small 
agencies of Government and not apply 
the same rule to corresponding employees 
of the Office of Price Administration. 

I was perfectly willing to vote for a 
general proviso at the end of the bill to 
require that the names of all employees 
within the designated classification come 
before the Senate for confirmation; but 
I could not subscribe to any policy of 
releasing the members of one group from 
such a requirement and requiring the 
members of others to be confirmed by 
the Senate. For that reason, I shall vote 
“nay” on all these amendments. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
next amendment is to be found on page 
22,in line 7. Ioffer an amendment to the 
amendment: To strike out “$120,000,000”, 
and insert “$125,000,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee to 
the committee amendment on page 22, 
in line 7. 
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The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I propose the same 
amendment to the committee amend- 
ment in line 19, on the same page: To 
strike out “$120,000,000”, and insert 
“$125,000,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee to 
the committee amendment on page 22, 
line 19. ; 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I will 
ask the clerk to read the next amend- 
ment, so that it may be understood by 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 23, line 23, 
after the word “indirectly”, it is proposed 
by the committee to strike out: “nor to 
prevent the furnishing in confidence to 
other executive agencies of the Federal 
Government such data and information 
as may be useful to them in the perform- 
ance of their duties.” 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I 
thought I was following the bill—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. That amendment is 
on page 23. 

Mr. McNARY. The clerk has read the 
words proposed to be stricken out? 

Mr. MCKELLAR. Yes; the words pro- 
posed to be stricken out, beginning in 
line 23, page 23, and three words in line 
1, page 24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment which has just been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the next amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Mr. MCKELLAR of- 
fers the following amendment as a sub- 
stitute—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
first proviso of the committee amend- 
E at the top of page 24 should be 
read. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the 
sori committee amendment should be 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 24, line 1, 
after the word “duties”, it is proposed by 
the committee to insert “Provided fur- 
ther, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be available directly or indirectly 
for making any subsidy payments: Pro- 
vided further, That no part of this appro- 
priation shall be used to enforce any 
maximum price or prices on any agri- 
cultural commodity or any commodity 
processed or manufactured in whole or 
substantial part from any agricultural 
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commodity unless and until (1) the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture has determined and 
published for such agricultural commod- 
ity the prices specified in section 3 (a) of 
the Emergency Price Control Act of 1942 
and has redetermined and republished 
any such parity or comparable price after 
the first such determination and publica- 
tion; (2) in case of a comparable price 
for such agricultural commodity, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture has held public 
hearings and determined and published 
such comparable price in the manner 
prescribed by section 3 (b) of said act; 
and (3) the Secretary of Agriculture has 
determined after investigation and pro- 
claimed that the maximum price or prices 
so established on any such agricultural 
commodity or any such product thereof 
will reflect to the producer of such agri- 
cultural commodity a price in conform- 
ity with section 3 (c) of said act: Pro- 
vided further, That no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be used for paying any 
administrative expenses incurred in con- 
nection with, or for paying the compen- 
sation of any officer or employee who 
renders services in connection with or 
gives his approval to any order, regula- 
tion, or requirement (1) under which any 
contiguous region or territory, within 
which hardwood lumber of substantially 
the same kind and quality is produced, is 
divided into different areas or regions for 
the purpose of fixing maximum prices for 
such lumber, or (2) which fixes maximum 
prices for hardwood lumber produced in 
any part of any contiguous region or ter- 
ritory which are different from the maxi- 
mum prices fixed for hardwood lumber of 
substantially the same kind and quality 
produced in other parts of such region or 
territory: Provided further, That no part 
of this appropriation shall be available 
to pay the salary of any person at the 
rate of $4,500 per annum or more unless 
such person shall have been appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate.” 

Mr. McKELLAR and Mr. CLARK of 
Missouri addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Tennessee yield to the 
Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Presi- 
dent, I wanted the floor in my own right. 
I ask for a division of the amendment, 
under the provisions of rule XVIII. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am perfectly will- 
ing that that shall be done. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I was 
going to insist upon a like segregation 
under the rule, There are three pro- 
visos in the amendment, and each com- 
prehends a slightly different subject 
matter. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Each proviso does 
comprehend a somewhat different sub- 
ject matter. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, we had 
a general understanding a few days ago 
that the committee amendment which is 
reported as one amendment should be 
separated into its different component 
parts. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
first proviso is at the top of page 24, line 
1, down to the word “payments” in line 
3. I ask that that amendment be voted 
upon first. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the first branch 
of the committee amendment as stated 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The first. branch of the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, in the 
next proviso on page 24 there is certain 
language in lines 10, 11, 12, and 13 which 
I desire to move to amend. I move to 
strike out, in line 10, page 24, after the 
numerals “1942”, down to and including 
the word “publication”, in line 13, page 
24. 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, may we 
not have the amendment stated by the 
clerk? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
‘Tennessee to the amendment reported by 
the committee will be stated. 

The Curr CLERK. In the committee 
amendment, on page 24, line 10, after the 
numerals “1942,” it is proposed to strike 
out “and has redetermined and repub- 
lished any such parity or comparable 
price after the first such determination 
and publication.” 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
for a vote on the motion to strike out. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
conferred with some of the representa- 
tives of farm organizations, and I can 
state it is perfectly agreeable that that 
language be eliminated from the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in that 
connection, I should like to make a brief 
statement. The provision reported by the 
committee went further than the existing 
law on the subject. I am informed it was 
not the intention of the committee to do 
more than reiterate and restate the law 
as it is contained in the original Price 
Control Act of 1942. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is correct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The committee 
amendment goes further than that, and 
the effect of the amendnment offered by 
the Senator from Tennessee to the com- 
mittee amendment, and of another 
amendment which he will offer, will be to 
restrict the committee amendment to a 
restatement and reiteration of the law as 
it is in the Price Control Act. Personaily, 
I have felt that it was not necessary to 
restate the law, but inasmuch as the 
amendment is now being confined to 
that, I see no serious objection to it, and 
I hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, in 
order that this matter may be perfectly 
clear, let me ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky if it is not his understanding that 
by the amendment now pending and by 
the amendment which the Senator from 
Tennessee is about to propose, to strike 
out the words “or any such product 
thereof,” in lines 19 and 20, it is intended 
that it shall be clearly understood that 
all the provisions of section 3 of the Price 
Control Act, including the provisions of 
section 3 (c), are to be restated and re- 
declared in the measure we are now 
considering. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In reply to the Sena- 
tor I may state that that is my under- 
standing. One of the objections I raised 
the other day, and which has, I think, a 
legitimate basis, was that under the lan- 
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guage of the Senate committee amend- 
ment it would be necessary for the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to go into impossible 
minutiae of detail with respect to publi- 
cation and republication and the assess- 
ment of all the elements of cost which 
enter into everything that is manufac- 
tured out of raw material which comes 
from the farm, and that the amendment 
made it necessary for him to go further 
than was required by the Price Control 
Act. The language now suggested syn- 
chronizes this appropriation bill with the 
Original Price Control Act. 

I wish to state in this connection that 
Iam sure, in view of the testimony before 
the Committee on Appropriations, that 
the Senator from Wyoming will agree 
that in dealing with these matters the 
Price Administrator has endeavored me- 
ticulously to carry out the provisions of 
the original law. Whether he has done 
so might be subject to debate, but he has 
endeavored to do that, in my judgment, 
and it is not necessary to go further than 
the original law, which required him and 
the Secretary of Agriculture to cooperate 
in the administration of the law so as to 
carry out section 3 as it applies to farm 
commodities, 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, it is 
only fair to say that members of the 
Committee on Appropriations, at least 
one member, felt, from the testimony 
given by the Price Administrator and 
from his declarations, that it was his in- 
tention to abide by the provisions of sec- 
tion 3. I think that intention has been 
made more clear and definite by the testi- 
mony which appeared and by the discus- 
sions which have taken place. It may 
be proper to point out that when the 
House committee acted upon the pending 
bill it submitted a report to the House, 
from which I will read this statement: 

The committee is of the opinion that the 
provisions of section 3 of the Act should be 
administered in accordance with the intent 
of the law both as expressed in its specific 
terms and as refiected in the reports and de- 
bates in Congress during the course of its 
enactment. The provisions of section 3 are 
clear and unequivocal and should be fol- 


lowed according to the purposes of Congress 
in its enactment. 


In reporting this amendment, and in 
agreeing to the amendment which is now 
about to be voted upon, and the one which 
is about to be proposed, the Senate com- 
mittee are merely putting into words the 
same conclusion which was expressed by 
the House committee in its report, and 
upon which, as I understand, there has 
now been complete agreement. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish also to state 
that, having read the complete Senate 
committee hearings, as I have done, I 
think those hearings and the revelations 
made and the across-the-table discus- 
sions between the committee and the 
Price Administrator have gone a long 
way toward clarifying the situation and 
the purpose both of Congress and of the 
Price Administrator in dealing with this 
difficult subject. 

I wish to say also that, in my opinion, 
we are indebted to the Senator from 
Wyoming, as well as to other members of 
the Committee on Appropriations, for 
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bringing about the development of ideas, 
both as to the law and the administra- 
tion, toward clarifying that situation. 

Mr. BYRD. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Tennessee what provision 
we are now being asked to vote upon. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The vote is on the 
motion to strike out, on page 24, line 10, 
after the date “1942”, the words “and 
has redetermined and republished any 
such parity or comparable price after the 
first such determination and publica- 
tion.” That language was held by the 
draftsman to be an extension of the orig- 
inal law and I am inclined to think 
it is. 

Mr. BYRD. As I understand, the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee will insist on the 
remainder of the amendment? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Not all of it. There 
is a provision in the bill which I shall 
come to in a few minutes, and which I 
shall explain. 

Mr. BYRD. I believe we should all un- 
derstand what the compromise is before 
we vote on any part of it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have already 
stated, and I shall state again, that my 
next motion will be to strike out the 
words “or any such product thereof”, 
which appear in lines 19 and 20 on 
page 24. , 

If the Senator will look ‘at the next 
proviso, in line 22, on that same page, he 
will see that reference is made to a lum- 
ber area in the State of Tennessee. I 
shall move to strike that out. When the 
opportunity is afforded I shall move to 
strike out the proviso on page 25, line 11, 
after the word “territory.” 

Mr. BYRD. Should these committee 
amendments be adopted, it would mean 
that no part of this appropriation may be 
paid unless certain things are done, or if 
the Secretary of Agriculture fails to do 
certain things. I do not think that as 
a practical proposition, Mr. Henderson 
should be held responsible for any failure 
on the part of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture in the performance of his duties, 
The Secretary of Agriculture should be 
penalized for his own failures, and Mr, 
Henderson should not be punished for 
the failures of the Secretary of Agricul- 

ure, 

Mr. McKELLAR. It cannot be as- 
sumed that the Secretary of Agriculture 
will violate the law. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Secretary of 
Agriculture is complying with the original 
act from time to time. There is no con- 
troversy between the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and the Price Administrator with 
respect to procedure under the provision 
of the original act which requires the 
Secretary of Agriculture to certify or to 
cooperate with the Price Administration 
in fixing the prices of finished products, 
which would conform to section 3 (c) of 
the original act. 

Mr. BYRD. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Kentucky if it is not true 
that, should the amendment be agreed to 
as now proposed, Mr. Henderson could 
be denied his appropriation in toto be- 
cause of the failure of the Secretary of 
Agriculture to perform certain functions, 
when Mr. Henderson was taking action 
to prevent inflation. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. I am assuming that 
the Secretary of Agriculture is going to 
follow the law. 

Mr. BYRD. Why should we assume 
Mr. Henderson is going to violate the 
Jaw? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Price Adminis- 
trator could not fix a price under the 
law as it is now regardless of an appro- 
priation, in respect of a finished product 
made out of an agricultural commodity 
unless he hed a certificate of information 
from the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. BYRD. This is the reverse of that. 
The whole effect of the proposed amend- 
ment is that if the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture does not do certain things which he 
is required to do under the law, the en- 
tire appropriation given to Mr. Hender- 
son is to be void, if Mr. Henderson does 
his duty in establishing prices. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If Mr. Henderson 
should fix a price on a finished product 
made out of agricultural raw material he 
would be doing so in violation of the law 
which requires that he first obtain a cer- 
tificate and cooperation from the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture before he can do that. 
So, even if it be assumed he could not 
use this money for that purpose, it must 
also be assumed that he has not fixed a 
price in violation of the original Price 
Control Act. 

Mr. BYRD. A provision of the bill re- 
quires that in case of a comparable price 
for an agricultural commodity, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculiure must hold public 
hearings and determine and publish such 
comparable price in the manner pre- 
scribed by section 3 (b) of the act; and 
the Secretary of Agriculture must deter- 
mine after investigation, and proclaim, 
“that the maximum price or prices so 
established on any such agricultural 
commodity or any such product thereof 
will reflect to the producer of such agri- 
cultural commodity a price in conformity 
with section 3 (c) of said act,” referring 
to the Price Control Act. In the event 
Mr. Wickard fails to do these things, then 
the entire appropriation, including the 
appropriation for rent control, for exam- 
ple, will be denied Mr. Henderson, or Mr. 
Henderson will be prohibited from estab- 
lishing any prices on agricultural prod- 
ucts. 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; that would not 
be correct. The only limitation which 
would be placed on him under this lan- 
guage would be in fixing a maximum 
price on manufactured products which 
have been processed and manufactured 
out of agricultural commodities without 
the certification or information on the 
part of the Secretary of Agriculture. It 
has no relationship to rents. 

Mr. BYRD. If the Secretary of Agri- 
culture should not act, no prices could 
be fixed by Mr. Henderson. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That would be true 
without the appropriation. 

Mr. BYRD. Has it been true in the 
past? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not think so. I 
think the Administrator and the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture have both substan- 
tially complied with the original Price 
Control Act, and I believe the over- 
whelming testimony before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations on the part of Mr. 
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Henderson—it is subject, I suppose, to 
disagreement—shows he has made a sin- 
cere effort to carry out the Price Control 
Act, and that he has not violated section 
3, subsection (c), by going over the head 
of the Secretary of Agriculture and fixing 
prices withcut the cooperation of the 
Secretary. 

Mr. BYRD. Why is it necessary to 
adopt such an extraordinary method as 
this to force Mr. Henderson to obey the 
law, and to void his entire appropriation 
of $125,000,000 in the event he commits 
one act that is in violation of the Price 
Control Act? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I say to the Senator, 
frankly, that I did not think it was nec- 
essary to include this amendment in the 
appropriation bill, but it is in the bill in 
a form which goes beyond the law. What 
I have been striving to do in attempting 
to arrive at an understanding has been 
to limit the provisions of this bill to the 
original law, so that it could not be said 
that we had gone beyond the original 
law. While it may have been unneces- 
sary to put that provision in the bill, it is 
in the bill, and what we are trying to do 
is to work the matter cut so as not to 
conflict with the law we have enacted. 

Mr. BYRD. So far as I know no other 
appropriation bill including such a pro- 
vision has been enacted in the years I 
have been in the Senate. For example, 
we do not require that the Secretary of 
the Interior be denied his appropriation 
because a single act is performed by his 
agency which may be contrary to the 
law, nor we do make such a provision as 
to any other agency of the Government. 

Mr. B That is true, and 
there is no other law and no other situ- 
ation where any agency of the Govern- 
ment has to deal wtih a vast number of 
manufactured products which are proc- 
essed from agricultural commodities 
with which we deal in the A. A. A. law and 
in the original Price Control Act, so we 
have to consider that we are dealing 
with a special situation in price control 
which does not apply to any other law— 
price control over a vast number of arti- 
cles too numerous even to mention, and 
which goes back to agricultural prod- 
ucts out of which they are made. We 
are trying to synchronize the situation 
as much as possible. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am quite sure 
that Mr. Henderson, since the provision 
has been amended so as to comply with 
the law, has no objection to it. 

Mr. BYRD. Did Mr. Henderson say 
he had no objection? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have conferred 
with Mr. Henderson and his representa- 


tives, and while they would have pre-, 


ferred that another sentence or two in 
this amendment be eliminated, they can 
cperate under the language as we have 
finally worked it out, and there is no 
objection that I wish to urge against it 
since the holding of the conferences. 
Mr. BYRD. I merely wish to say that 
I think Mr. Henderson has one of the 
most difficult jobs that has ever been 
given to any official since I have been in 
the Senate. I do not want to vote for 
anything that is going to hamstring him 
in the proper performance of the difficult 
duties which he has undertaken to per- 
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form. It is inconceivable to me that Mr. 
Henderson should say this amendment is 
satisfactory to him, because the very 
wording of the amendment is a reflection 
on Mr. Henderson, and cannot be con- 
strued as anything else, It is remark- 
able to me that Mr. Henderson should 
agree to a public spanking. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Ido not wish to leave 
the impression that Mr. Henderson has 
agreed that this language should go into 
the bill. He did not feel, as I did not 
feel, that there shculd be any amend- 
ment at all-in the appropriation bill on 
the subject, but it is there, All he can 
ask, and all he has insisted upon, is that 
whatever amendments we put in the bill 
shall not. go beyond the original law. 
I will say that we conferred with the 
legislative drafting service of the Sen- 
ate, and they reached the same conclu- 
sion we did, that the language does not 
go beyond the original law, and there- 
fore dces not change the effect of the 
original law, except, of course, techni- 
cally it does provide that the Adminis- 
trator cannot use this particular money 
for a purpose not intended to be covered 
by the original law. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BYRD. I should like to make a 
statement, and then I will yield. I think 
Mr. Henderson should be compelled to 
cbey the law, but I do not think this is 
the right way todoit. Thisis a punitive 
provision in the bill. It is a provision to 
punish Mr. Henderson by taking away 
all his appropriations. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It does not do that. 

Mr. BYRD. It does if he commits any 
act contrary to this provision. 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; it provides that 
no part of his appropriation shall be 
used to enforce any maximum price or 
prices of any agricultural commcedities, 
and so forth. 

Mr. BYRD. Is that not Mr, Hender- 
son’s duty? That is the sole function of 
the Office of Price Administration. 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; there are a 
great many other things he should 
control. 

Mr. BYRD. Suppose we void the ap- 
propriation to pay these different people 
who are attempting to fix the ceiling 
prices; then the entire price-control pro- 
gram will fall. There can be no question 
about that. 

I now yield to the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

Mr, DANAHER. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] 
has stated that it was the purpose of the 
committee and of himself not to go be- 
yond the provisions of the original price- 
control law in the provision on page 24, 
which is now pending. I am sure he in- 
tends to do just as he said. In line 14, 
the last word, let me say to the Senator 
from Virginia, is the word “public,” and 
Senators will notice that under subelause 
(2) the Secretary, under the language 
proposed, would be bound to hold public 
hearings, and then determine and publish 
the comparable price, but that clearly 
on beyond the provisions of the original 
aw. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator. will 
refer to the original act he will find in 
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one of the subsections of section 3 that 
the Secretary of Agriculture is required 
to hold public hearings. 

Mr. DANAHER. But only in certain 
particulars, let me say to the Senator 
from Kentucky, and not with reference 
to the subject matter treated of in sub- 
clause (2). 

Mr. BARKLEY. That refers to com- 
parable prices of products which are not 
included in the basic act, the original 
triple A act, corn, wheat, cotton, tobacco, 
rice, and peanuts, six products. But the 
Secretary must make a certification with 
respect to comparable prices not included 
in the original act, and also with respect 
to the price of manufactured products, 
so as to see that the provisions of sub- 
section (c) of section 3 of the original act 
are carried out. 

Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator from 
Virginia permit me to ask the Senator 
from Kentucky a question? 

Mr. BYRD. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator from 
Kentucky tell me if it is his understand- 
ing that the Secretary of Agriculture 
will be bound to hold public hearings be- 
fore he determines and publishes the 
comparable price both as to the items 
mentioned in subclause (2) and the 
manufactured and processed articles re- 
ferred to in subclause (3)? 

Mr, BARKLEY. Only insofar as he is 
required in the original act to do so, 

Mr. DANAHER,. Let me point out then, 
Mr. President, in the time of the Senator 
from Virginia, that under subclause (2) 
the Secretary of Agriculture must deter- 
mine and publish, for the purposes of the 
Price Control Act, the parity prices as 
authorized by law. There is no require- 
ment for public hearings whatever with 
reference to the determination of parity 
prices. The act then goes on to provide, 
in subsection (b) of section 3: 

In the case of any agricultural commodity 
other than the basic crops corn, wheat, cotton, 
rice, tobacco, and peanuts, the Secretary shall 
determine and publish a comparable price— 


Always? No; but— 
whenever he finds, after investigation and 
public hearing, that the production and 
consumption of such commodity has so 
changed in extent or character since the base 
period as to result in a price out of line with 
parity prices for basic commodities. 


In other words, he is not always bound 
to do it, and until a given condition oc- 
curs he is not bound to do it at all. 

Then, in subsection (c) of section 3 of 
the Price Control Act, it is specially pro- 
vided that— 

No maximum price shall be established or 
maintained for any commodity processed or 
manufactured in whole or substantial part 
from any agricultural commodity. 


And so forth. In no way is subsec- 
tion (c) involved in subclause (2), begin- 
ning in line 13, on page 24, of the pending 
bill, and the reason the word “public” is 
put in there is to create some new set of 
circumstances and some new conditions 
obviously requiring a public hearing. 
That is beyond the purport and the 
intent of the language of the original 
Price Control Act. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I will 
say to the Senator that subclause (2) 
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applies not to manufactured products at 
all, It applies to comparable agricultural 
commodities. It might relieve the Sena- 
tor’s mind to know that following the 
disposition of this amendment, the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee proposes in lines 19 
and 20 to strike out the clause “or any 
such product thereof,” so that that clause 
also will be limited to agricultural prod- 
ucts and not to the products produced 
from the raw material which is the sub- 
ject, of course, of the agricultural provi- 
sion. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, let me 
clear it up in this way, perhaps, as a 
matter of the legislative record on this 
particular subject. Is it the view of the 
Senator from Kentucky that if the word 
“public” is retained in line 14 on page 24, 
there will be no new duty imposed on the 
Secretary of Agriculture to hold public 
hearings above and beyond the duty that 
exists under the Price Control Act in sec- 
tion 3, subsection (b)? 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is my view. 

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BYRD. I yield. 

Mr. BONE. I gather from what the 
Senator from Virginia said that there is 
not at present on the statute books any 
provision of law that has for its purpose 
the coordinating of the activities of the 
Department of Agriculture, and its Secre- 
tary, and the Price Administrator. If 
that be true, it presents something of 
the picture of a team of horses trotting 
along, not in double harness, but each 
with separate harness, pulling or not as 
each horse sees fit. I am constrained to 
inquire as to why there has not been pre- 
pared some formula which will coordi- 
nate the activities of the two Depart- 
ments, and by compulsion bring about a 
coordination or synchronization of their 
activities. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator 
from Virginia yield to permit me to an- 
swer? 

Mr. BYRD. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from 
Washington is in error. 

Mr. BONE. I realize I may be in 
error, but I merely am making an 
inquiry. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Section 3 of the 
original Price Control Act deals with 
agricultural commodities. There are 
six subsections in it, (a), (b), (c), (d), 
(e), and (f). In subsection (b) the Sen- 
ator will see the language: 

For the purposes of this act, parity prices 
shall be determined and published by the 


Secretary of Agriculture as authorized by 
law. 


Under the A. A. A. law he has to deter- 
mine what the parity prices are and 
publish them. That is the law this lan- 
guage refers to. The subsection con- 
tinues: 

In the case of any agricultural commodity 
other than the basic crops corn, wheat, cot- 
ton, rice, tobacco, and peanuts, the Secretary 
shall determine and publish a comparable 
price whenever he finds, after investigation 
and public hearing, that the production and 
consumption of such commodity has so 
changed in extent or character since the 
base period as to result in a price out of 
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line with parity prices for basic com- 
modities, 


Then in subsection (c) we find this 
language: 

No maximum price shall be established or 
maintained for any commodity processed or 
manufactured in whole or substantial part 
from any agricultural commodity below a 
price which will reflect to producers of such 
agricultural commodity a price for such agri- 
cultural commodity equal to the highest 
price therefor specified in subsection (a). 


The result of that is that the Price Ad- 
ministrator cannot fix a price on agri- 
cultural products which are included in 
the A. A. A. law, the six basic commodi- 
ties, below 110 percent of parity in the 
first place, or below the prices which 
prevailed at a certain time in October, 
or a certain time in December, or the 
average price that prevailed back in the 
10-year period 1919-1929. So that in 
fixing the price on the raw material of 
the agricultural products, the six which 
are in the basic act, he must fix a price 
not below 110 percent of parity, or the 
price at these other dates, whichever may 
be the highest. 

When it comes to products of the farm 
outside the six basic commodities, the law 
requires the Secretary of Agriculture to 
hold public hearings and make an in- 
vestigation as to comparable prices of all 
agricultural commodities outside the six 
basic commodities, and he must publish 
that information from time to time. In 
fixing the price of manufactured prod- 
ucts the law itself prohibits the Price Ad- 
ministrator from fixing a ceiling which 
would not reflect the price of the raw 
material as provided for in section 3, 
subsection (c). So the original law ties 
in the Price Administrator and the Sec- 
retary of Agricuiture in a way that was 
thought wise by the Congress at the 
time, and the effect of this amendment 
is to tie them in again in the same way. 

Mr. BONE. I was constrained to in- 
quire, because the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. ByrD] had expressed concern less 
the default, for instance, on the part of 
the Secretary of Agriculture in the mak- 
ing of a proper order or publishing the 
necessary information might lay a 
groundwork for failure on the part of 
Mr. Henderson to act, or perhaps pre- 
vent him from acting. I was merely 
concerned because of the possibility of 
the thing suggested by the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Subsection (e) of sec- 
tion 3 provides: 

(e) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this or any other law, no action shall be 
taken under this act by the Administrator 
or any other person with respect to any agri- 
cultural commodity without the prior ap- 
proval of the Secretary of Agriculture; ex- 
cept that the Administrator may take such 
action as may be n under section 
202 and section 205 (a) and (b) to enforce 
compliance with any regulation, order, price 
schedule, or other requirement with respect 
to an agricultural commodity which has been 
previously approved by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture. 


So they are tied together by the law 
like the Siamese twins. So far as I know, 
no surgeon has ever separated them. 

Mr. BONE. I did not want to see the 
Senate overicok the opportunity of cor- 
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recting the situation if there is any pos- 
sibility of a coordination which would 
embarrass us later. That is my only 
concern. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, the adop- 
tion of the amendment as it now stands 
could be construed in no other way than 
lack of faith in Mr. Henderson by the 
Congress. As I have previously stated, 
Mr. Henderson has one of the most dif- 
ficult tasks anyone has undertaken. He 
will require all the support he can get 
from the public and from Congress if he 
is to prevent the spiral of inflation which 
has already started. 

If Mr. Henderson has violated the law 
and continues to do so he should be im- 
peached. I hold no brief for Mr. Hender- 
son. I think he is a patriotic, courageous 
man. I think heis doing the best he can; 
but I think he has made mistakes. I am 
unalterably opposed to his plan of sub- 
sidies. I think a general subsidy plan 
would be a disaster nearly as great as the 
disaster of inflation. I do not agree with 
him in many things; but why should we 
discredit an officer of the Government 
who has one of the most difficult tasks 
ever entrusted to a man in time of war 
or time of peace? Adoption of the 
amendment could be construed in no 
other way, because no other appropria- 
tion act has a provision that if such and 
such a thing is not done the appropria- 
tion will be rendered void. 

I do not understand the reason for this 
proposal. I think that Mr. Henderson 
should scrupulously obey the law; but I 
do not think the Senate should discredit 
him and publicly express lack of faith in 
his determination to carry out the law. 
until at least he is proven guilty. It would 
be unfortunate to do so at one of the most 
critical stages of the price-control pro- 
gram, when prices have already started 
to rise, and when Mr. Henderson has 
been compelled to increase the prices 
which were fixed as of March 15 last. I 
think that one of the greatest disasters 
which could come to this country would 
be uncontrolled inflation. Even if we 
give Mr. Henderson all the tools we can 
give him and all the confidence and sup- 
port we can give him, it is questionable 
whether he can successfully perform the 
task of keeping prices at a reasonable 
level and preventing inflation under the 
authority he now has. 

The original law was defective in the 
sense that no wage stabilization plan was 
adopted. I believe that there can be no 
effective control of prices until there is 
an all-out control, until every element 
which enters into the cost of an article 
which is presented for purchase to the 
consumers of this country is controlled, 
including farm products, wages, and 
every other element of cost. 

I-think the wage earner himself is in- 
terested, because, although he may re- 
ceive higher wages, he will pay much 
more for what he buys. The farmer is 
interested, because when inflation oc- 
curs he will have to pay more and more 
for what he buys. I am in the farming 
business, and I know that, day by day, 
the prices of the things which the farmer 
must buy are going up. The prices of 
fertilizer, baskets, and other supplies, as 
well as the price of labor, are going up. 
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Today we are facing a critical period 
in our effort to control inflation. At this 
time, with the news which we are receiv- 
ing from the foreign front, for the Con- 
gress of the United States publicly to 
discredit one of the high officers of the 
Goyernment who is attempting to per- 
form a public duty, as we should do if we 
should adopt this amendment, would be 
a great mistake. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Lucas in the chair). The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
KELLAR] to the second branch of the com- 
mittee amendment, on page 24, begin- 
ning in line 10. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, in 
line 19 of the second branch of the com- 
mittee amendment, on page 24, line 19, 
after the word “commodity” I move to 
strike out the words “or any such prod- 
uct thereof.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Tennessee 
to the committee amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now is on agreeing to the sec- 
ond branch of the committee amend- 
ment, on page 24, as amended. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is the question on 
agreeing to the amendment to the 
amendment? 

Mr. McKELLAR. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the second 
branch of the committee amendment, on 
page 24, or the second proviso, as 
amended. 

Mr. BYRD. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. BYRD. Are we now voting on the 
committee amendment as amended? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair understands that the committee 
amendment, as reported by the commit- 
tee, was separated into four branches, 
each proviso constituting a different 
branch. The first proviso has been dis- 
posed of, and the Senate is now consider- 
ing the second proviso or branch, as 
amended by the two amendments offered 
by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCcKELLAR]. 

Mr. BYRD. I understood that an op- 
portunity would be afforded to vote upon 
the entire amendment, as amended. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, let us 
see if we cannot clear up the difficulty. 
Does the Senator from Virginia have in 
mind the whole committee amendment, 
as reported, or that part of the commit- 
tee amendment included in subdivision 
(2), which reads: 

(2) In case of a comparable price for such 
agricultural commodity, the Secretary of 
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Agriculture has held public hearings and 
determined ‘and published such comparable 
price in the manner prescribed by section 
3 (b) of said Act. 


Mr. BYRD. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia wishes a yea and nay vote on the 
committee amendment as amended, or 
the second proviso, as amended, which 
relates to the objections which the Sena- 
tor from Virginia has attempted to pre- 
sent to the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Under the agree- 
ment which we reached a while ago, we 
were to vote on the provisos separately. 
It seems to me that the question now is 
whether the second proviso shall be 
agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is ex- 
actly what the Chair stated. 

Mr. BYRD. That proviso deals with 
the objections which the Senator from 
Virginia has presented to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the second 
proviso, or branch, as amended, which 
begins in line 3 on page 24 with the words 
“Provided further, That no part of this 
appropriation” and extends to line 22, - 
ending with the words “said act.” 

Mr. BYRD. I ask that the amendment 
as amended be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment as amended will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 24, 
line 3, after the word “payments”, it is 
proposed to insert: “Provided further, 
That no part of this appropriation shall 
be used to enforce any maximum price or 
prices on any agricultural commodity or 
any commodity processed or manufac- 
tured in whole or substantial part from 
any agricultural commodity unless and 
until (1) the Secretary of Agriculture has 
determined and published for such agri- 
cultural commodity the prices specified 
in section 3 (a) of the Emergency Price 
Control Act of 1942; (2) in case of a com- 
parable price for such agricultural com- 
modity, the Secretary of Agriculture has 
held public hearings and determined and 
published such comparable price in the 
manner prescribed by section 3 (b) of 
said act; and (3) the Secretary of Agri- 
culture has determined after investiga- 
tion and proclaimed that the maximum 
price or prices so established on any such 
agricultural commodity will reflect to the 
producer of such agricultural commodity 
a price in conformity with section 3 (c) 
of said act.” x 

Mr. BALL. Mr. President, if the 
changes so far made actually do not 
change section 3, I am wondering what 
is the value in the amendment of the 
words in lines 5, 6, and 7— 

Price or prices-of any agricultural commod- 
ity or any commodity processed or manufac- 
tured in whole or in substantial part from 
any agricultural commodity—— 


Mr. HAYDEN. They have this value, 
that they are a restatement of the law 
as it now exists. We deal with two sub- 
jects, both of which are mentioned— 
first, the original agricultural commodity, 
and second, any commodity processed or 
manufactured in whole or substantial 
part from any agricultural commodity. 
As to the first, we say that there shall 
be action by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
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As to the second, the prices shall be de- 
termined by the Price Administrator. So 
those words have a value in that they are 
a restatement of the law. They add no- 
thing to the law and take nothing away 
from it. 

Mr. BALL. They are not a restate- 
ment of the law. The subsection of sec- 
tion 3 which mentions the Secretary of 
Agriculture does not mention anywhere 
any commodity processed or manufac- 
tured in whole or substantial part from 
any agricultural commodity. Those 
words occur only in subsection (c), and 
the Secretary of Agriculture Kas nothing 
to do with it. If we are following the 
act, I do not see how the language has 
any place, because each of the three 
subsections requires the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture to do something. 

Mr. BYRD. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aiken George Radcliffe 
` Andrews Gerry Reed 

Bailey Gillette Reynolds 
Bail Green Rosier 
Barkley Guffey Russell 
Bilbo Gurney Schwartz 
Bone Hayden 
Bridges Johnson, Thomas, Idaho 
Brooks Lee Thomas, Okla. 
Burton . 
Byrd McKellar Tobey 
Caraway McNary Tydings 
Chandler Maloney Vandenberg 
Chavez Maybank Van Nuys 
Clark, Mo. Mead White 

Norris Wiley 
Danaher Nye 
Downey O'Mahoney 
Ellender Pepper 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 
five Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

The question is on agreeing to the sec- 
ond branch of the committee amend- 
ment, as amended. 

Mr. BYRD. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. WHITE (when Mr. BREWSTER’S 
mame was called). I repeat the an- 
nouncement I previously made regard- 
ing my colleague, the junior Senator from 
Maine (Mr. Brewster]. He is unavoid- 
ably absent from the city because he is 
engaged elsewhere on the work of the 
Truman committee. * 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was 
called). I make the same announce- 
ment I made at the time of the previous 
vote with reference to my pair with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Davis], 
and will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). On this vote I have a pair with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Doxey]. I am advised that, if present, 
he would vote as I am about to vote. 
Therefore, I am at liberty to vote, and 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. REED (when his name was called). 
I have a pair with the senior Senator 
from New York [Mr. WAGNER]. I under- 
stand that, if present, he would vote as 
I shall vote. Therefore I am at liberty 

ıto vote. I vote “yea.” 
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Mr. VAN NUYS (when his name was 
called). Repeating the announcement I 
made in connection with the previous 
vote, I transfer my general pair from the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Austin] to the senior Senator from Del- 
aware (Mr. Huaues], and will vote. 
vote “yea.” - 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I have 


` received a telegram from the senior Sen- 


ator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] ad- 
vising me that, if present, he would vote 
“yea” on this amendment. 

Mr. McNARY. The senior Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Tarr] is necessarily ab- 
sent. If present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. TUNNELL] 
is absent attending the funeral of the late 
ex-Senator Bayard of Delaware. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Hucues] is absent from the Senate be- 
cause of illness. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. CLARK] 
and the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
HatcH] are detained on business in one 
of the Government departments. 

The Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
Brown], the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. Butow], the Senators from 
Nevada [Mr. BUNKER and Mr. McCar- 
RAN], the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Doxey], the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Gass], the Senator from Iowa (Mr. HER- 
RING], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
HILL], the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Joxunson], the. Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. McFarianp], the Senator from 
Utah {Mr. Murpocx], the Senators from 
Montana [Mr. Murray and Mr. WHEEL- 
ER], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
O’Daniet], the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. Overton], the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Smatuers], the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. Symrx], the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Stewart], the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Wacner], and 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Watsx] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Kitcore!, the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. TRUMAN], and the Senator from 
Washington {Mr. WALLGREN] are mem- 
bers of the Committee to Investigate Na- 
tional Defense and are, therefore, neces- 
sarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. I announce that my 
colleague, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Hoitman], has a general pair with the 
Senator from Tennessee [MT, STEWART]. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopes] has a general pair with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SHIPSTEAD] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Vermont (Mr. Aus- 
TIN], the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
Barzour}, the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. BUTLER], the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. Capper], the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. Davis], the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. LANGER], and the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN] are 
necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 38, 
nays 16, as follows: : 


YEAS—38 
Aiken Bilbo Caraway 
Andrews Bone C 
Barkley Brooks 
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Connally Schwartz ” 
Dcwiey Maybank cer 
Eliender Mi ‘Thomas, Idaho 
George Nye Thomas, Okla. 
Gillette O'Mahoney Thomas, Utah 
Guffey Pepper Van Nuys 
Gurney Reed 
Hayden Reynolds Wiley 
Lee Rosier illis 
McKellar Rucsell 
NAYS—16 
Bailey Danaher Radcliffe 
Ball Gerry Tobey 
Bridges Green 
Burton Lucas Vandenberg 
Byrd Maloney 
Clark, Mo. Norris 
NOT VOTING—42 
Austin Herring y 
Bankhead Hill O'Daniel 
Barbour Holman 
Brewster Hughes Shipstead 
Brown Johnson, Calif. Smathers 
Bulow Johnson, Colo. Smith 
Bunker Stewart 
Butler La Foliette Taft e 
Capper Langer Truman 
Clark, Idaho Lodge Tunnell 
Davis Wagner 
Doxey McFarland W: 
Glass Millikin Walsh 
Hatch Murdock Wheeler 


So the second branch of the commit- 
tee amendment, as amended, was agreed 
to. 


WOMEN’S AUXILIARY RESERVE IN THE 
NAVY 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lucas 
in the chair) laid before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representa- 
tives announcing its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6807) to establish a V’omen’s Aux- 
iliary Reserve in the Navy, and for other 
purposes, and requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I move that the Sen- 
ate insist upon its amendments, agree to 
the request of the House for a conference, 
and that the Chair appoint the conferees 
on the part of the Senate, 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. TYDINGS, 
Mr. Suite, Mr. Russett, Mr. Davis, and 
Mr. Jonson of California conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL DE- 
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7318) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now is on agreeing to the third 
branch of the committee amendment on 
page 24. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
move to strike out the third branch of 
the amendment, beginning with the word 
“Provided,” in line 22, on page 24, and 
ending with the word “territory,” in line 
11, on page 25. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The "PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The branch 
or proviso referred to by the Senator 
from Tennessee is not in the bill; there- 
fore it would seem that a motion to 
strike it from the bil! would not be in 
order. The proviso is part of a commit- 
tee amendment which automatically 
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comes up, The purpcse of the Senator 
from Tennessee can be accomplished by 
a negative vote on the committee proviso, 
rather than by a motion to disagree. In 
other words, the question should be put 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is correct. Of 
course, the same effect would be had. I 
thought we had an agreement with ref- 
erence to striking out or modifying each 
one as we proceeded. However, the situ- 
ation is that those who are against the 
amendment will vote “nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Tennessee is correct. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
third branch of the committee amend- 
ment. 

The amendment of the third branch 
of the committee amendment was re- 
jected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now is on the fourth branch 
of the committee amendment, the pro- 
viso beginning in line 11, page 25. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate disagree to pro- 
viso number 4, page 25, beginning with 
the word “Provided” in line 11 and end- 
ing with the word “Senate” in line 15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Parliamentarian advises the Chair that 
it is better to put the question in the 
affirmative, as was dene previously. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the fourth 
branch of the committee proviso, be- 
ginning in line 11, page 25. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I desire to submit a very few obser- 
vations on the subject of the Office of 
Price Administration. I am one of those 
who voted, as did all the other members 
of the Senate, for the increase in the ap- 
propriation for the Office of Price Admin- 
istration from $120,000,000 to $125,000,- 
000. I would have voted, if the majority 
leader or those in charge of the bill had 
seen fit to propose such an amendment, 
for an increase to $140,000,000, which was 
the absolute minimum suggested by Mr. 
Henderson as being vitally necessary for 
the proper operation of his office. I 
would have voted in the affirmative if it 
had been proposed by the majority leader 
or those in charge of the bill, for the 
Budget estimate of $161,000,000. It 
seems to me that to cut $15,000,000 off 
what Mr. Henderson says is absolutely his 
minimum is very short-sighted, because 
it would enable Mr. Henderson and the 
press to saddle Congress with any fail- 
ures in his office. 

We all read on Sunday morning the 
diatribe issued by Mr, Henderson de- 
nouncing the Congress, and more par- 
ticularly the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, for the suggestion that he could get 
along with $120,000,000, and stating to 
the country at large that if he did not 
get at least $140,000,000 it would be com- 
pletely impossible for him to perform the 
functions of his office. 

Mr. President, I say that I would have 
voted for the full Budget estimate, I 
would have voted for the $140,000,000 
described by Mr. Henderson as his mini- 
mum requirement, although, when I did 
so, I would have cast that vote with the 
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full expectation that neither $140,000,000 
nor $161,000,000 would have permitted 
Mr. Henderson or any other administra- 
tor of the Office of Price Administration 
to carry out the far-flung purposes which 
have been announced by the Office of 
Price Administration under the limita- 
tions of the lame, halting act under which 
he is operating. I do not believe that it 
makes very much difference whether the 
Congress gives Mr. Henderson $100,000,- 
000 or $500,000,000 or a billion dollars or 
$2,000,000,000 or any other sum so far as 
being able to carry out the announced 
purposes of the Price Control Act is con- 
cerned, X 

The reason for that, Mr. President, is, 
as all of us who are willing to face the 
facts at any time know, that it is impos- 
sible to have successful price control un- 
less there is over-all price control, which 
will embrace in it all the elements which 
go into prices; which include commodity 
prices, wages, transportation, and every 
other possible element. 

The President of the United States was 
not willing, in the passage of the Price 
Control Act, to advocate such over-all 
control and, as a matter of fact, Mr. Hen- 
derson himself shrank from advocating 
over-all control, and Congress did not 
rise to the responsibility of writing a bill 
which it knew would work but started 
in with this half measure, or three-quar- 
ter measure, utterly inadequate in its 
approach to the problem. I said this at 
the time of the passage of the original 
act and predicted its failure, which is 
inevitable unless the act is strengthened. 

The reason I say I would have voted 
for the highest sum which has been pro- 
posed is simply because I did not intend, 
so far as I was concerned, to have it ever 
appear that the failure in the Office of 
Price Administration, which is bound to 
take place, was due to the niggardliness 
of the Congress in the matter of five, fif- 
teen, twenty, or thirty million dollars. I 
wanted to give Mr. Henderson all the 
money he said he needed, and then let 
him demonstrate, as he must demon- 
strate, the shortcomings and failures of 
the law as it is on the statute books. 

There has been much criticism of Mr, 
Henderson. He is certainly not the most 
tactful person who ever held public office 
in the United States. I think he has done 
a good job in the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration, under the limitations of the act 
under which he is operating. I think to 
a large extent he is personally responsi- 
ble for a good deal of the trouble he has 
gotten into. I think he has made too 
many speeches at dinners, and taken a 
very provocative attitude toward both 
the Congress and the people of the United 
States; but, nevertheless, I think he had 
the toughest job imposed upon him that 
has ever been given to any American in 
my lifetime, and, I dare say, in the whole 
history of the country; and, taking it by 
and large, I think he has done a very 
good job. It takes a combative, aggres- 
sive, tough-fibered individual to even 
have the courage to enter upon so tough 
an assignment. 

I may say that there are many econ- 
omies which I think Mr. Henderson 
could make and which would make it 
possible to lower under the $140,000,000 
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minimum which he set. I think his 
agency is following the tendencies of all 
bureaucracies and of all administrations 
to expand his organization as much as 
he can, and to take in many things that 
are not properly necessary to the task 
which has been his. 

I have in mind one example, an indus- 
try which happens to be quite a prom- 
inent one in my State and which is en- 
gaged in the production of railroad cross 
ties, a very essential war effort at this 
particular time, because the railroads 
have had a burden put on them the like 
of which this country has never seen 
and the like of which I hope will never 
be seen again. And we all know that 
railroads cannot function without cross 
ties. It so happens that in that indus- 
try, producing railroad cross ties to all 
intents and purposes, there are only two 
customers, both of which are govern- 
mental agencies. One is the War De- 
partment, with its great number of vari- 
ous defense projects, and the other is Mr. 
Eastman’s agency, the Office of Defense 
Transportation, which controls the rail- 
roads. Those two agencies, Mr. Presi- 
dent, can control the price of ties any 
time they want to do so. If they think 
the price of ties is too high, those two 
agencies can put the price down any time 
they want to do so, subject only to the 
requirement that they should not put 
the price down to a point where produc- 
tion will be stopped. But Mr. Hender- 
son’s office has a young man roaming 
around the country about to set up a 
tie-regulating authority. I heard of him 
being in Missouri not long ago, I hap- 
pen to know about him; he is a nice 
young man, who formerly worked in an 
inferior capacity for a tie company. 
The last I heard of him he had quit the 
tie business; he was trying to get a job 
as rural mail carrier, and was taking a 
few shots at Representative CLARENCE 
Cannon, of the House of Representatives, 
because Mr, Cannon did not get him the 
job as rural mail carrier. 

He is now organizing a force which 
is going to regulate the tie business, and 
says it will take 150 men on his staff to 
do the work as a starter. That together 
with the stenographers and machines and 
travel allowances which will be necessary 
will probably cost half or three-quarters 
of a million dollars. I do not care 
whether the tie business is regulated or 
not; I use it merely as an example, but 
I do say that is an absolute waste of 
money which cannot be justified. 

I believe Mr. Henderson could save & 
good deal of money if he would stop the 
duplication of reports, the very volumi- 
nous reports, which his office requires. 
A great many businessmen have told me 
that the preparation of such reports takes 
more of their time and trouble and costs 
more money by a great deal than their 
whole ordinary accounting system. Some 
say they spend more time and money on 
these reports than they do in the manu- 
facture of their products. Of course 
it requires additional employees in the 
State offices, in the regional offices, and in 
the Washington office. It is necessary to 
have comptometers and typewriters and 
people to operate them; it is necessary 
to have copy boys and errand boys, chiefs 
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and subchiefs, assistant subchiefs, and 
deputy assistant subchiefs to handle all 
these voluminous reports and by the time 
they get the reports analyzed, and di- 
gested and comptometered and filed and 
refiled the information will be stale. All 
that runs into extremely important 
money, and it does seem to me that there 
should be very material economies made 
in Mr. Henderson’s office, as well as in 
the War Preduction Board, and all these 
other extraordinary agencies where the 
same situation exists as to reports. I am 
not picking on Mr. Henderson’s agency 
in any particular, because my comments 
apply to all these mushroom Government 
agencies. We all know that right today 
there are thousands of men and women 
and boys and girls cluttering up the halls 
of these various new agencies in Wash- 
ington who have not anything to do, and 
never had anything to do and have never 
even found out what they were supposed 
to do since they got their jobs. I have 
had that first-hand from a number of 
people who have been employed not only 
in the O. P, A., but in the W. P. B. and 
several others of these agencies. 

I throw this out purely by way of sug- 
gestion that some of these officials might 
be more efiicient if they would devote 
themselves to proper economies in their 
own offices, rather than to denouncing 
Congress for not giving them more 
money. 

Mr. President, I intend to vote for the 
amendment which is now before the Sen- 
ate as the committee reported it. I 
voted against the amendment on page 
11, having to do with the O. C. D., mak- 
ing the same limitation in regard to the 
O. C. D. after it had been amended, the 
nullifying amendment of the Senator in 
charge of the bill, the Senator from 
Tennessee. I did so because I thought 
it would make a mockery of the original 
amendment as it was emasculated by the 
so-called compromise. I voted against 
it because I thought it was a case of lock- 
ing the barn door after the horse was 
stolen. I voted against it because I 
thought it conveyed to the country the 
impression that Congress was doing 
something which it knew should be done 
but actually did not have the courage to 
do. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to detain 
the Senate on this amendment, because 
it has been discussed at great length, 
not only in regard to this particular bill, 
but in connection with many other bills, 
ever since I have come to the Senate and 
long before. During my service in the 
Senate I have uniformly voted in favor 
of provisions that all the more responsi- 
ble and important officers of the Gov- 
ernment should be nominated by the 
President and be confirmed by the United 
States Senate. I voted for such a pro- 
vision in connection with the A. A. A.; I 
voted for it in connection with the N. R. 
A.; I voted for it in connection with 
every one of the agencies which has come 
before the Congress. 

I did not so vote because I was anxious 
to control patronage, or because I 
thought for a moment that any partisan 
consideration should be injected into the 
appointment of these officials. I voted 
as I intend to vote now, for the reason 
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that I cannot for the life of me see any 
possible reason in logic why the officials 
of the agency we are now considering, 
and of all the agencies, including the 
W. P. B. and the rest, should not be sub- 
jected to the same requirements applied 
to members of the Cabinet, to the Jus- 
tices of the Supreme Court, and to the 
judges of the inferior Federal judiciary, 
to the heads of the important agencies, 
to the chiefs of the more important divi- 
sions and bureaus of the various depart- 
ments, to all the officers of the Army 
and all the officers of the Navy, the Ma- 
rine Corps, and the Coast Guard, as well 
as to postmasters. 

It has never been considered a reflec- 
tion on General MacArthur or General 
Marshall that they were required to be 
confirmed for every office they have held 
in the armed forces of the United States, 
from second lieutenant to full general. 
It has never been considered a reflec- 
tion on any Justice of the Supreme Court 
or on any judge of any inferior court, 
that he was required to be confirmed by 
the United States Senate. 

So far as I am concerned, I am sick 
and tired of the contention that con- 
firmation by the United States Senate 
necessarily involves partisan politics. It 
is amazing that it is advanced in some 
quarters by public officials and by a great 
many newspapers that to have a high 
public official confirmed by the United 
States Senate injects some element of 
partisan politics in the appointment, but 
that selection by a governor of one of 
the States of the Union is entirely free 
from any suggestion of politics whatever. 
Any one two ideas above a Hottentot 
knows, and has always known, that three- 
fourths of the governors of the various 
States are right now and always have 
been during their terms of office engaged 
in building up machines for the purpose 
of running for the United States Senate, 
and I am satisfied that the several dis- 
tinguished Members of this body who 
formerly had the honor of being gov- 
ernors of their respective States will bear 
me out in that statement. This is no 
new condition but has existed from the 
beginning of the Republic. 

Therefore I say it is amazing that. it 
is injecting partisan politics into the se- 
lection of public officials to have con- 
firmation by the Senate in accordance 
with the system set up by the Constitu- 
tion, but that it is a merit system—God 
save the mark—to have them selected by 
the governors and the various State ma- 
chines. We have observed all sorts of 
State machines, and we have observed 
governors with their eyes on the senator- 
ship during their terms of office. 

So far as I am concerned, I do not 
think there should be any partisan poli- 
tics in the matter of the appointments 
in the O. P. A. or these other agencies, 
I do not think there should be any poli- 
tics in the appointment of O. P. A. offi- 
cials. So far as I am concerned, I have 
not tried to control any appointments. 
Ido not want to control the appointments 
in my State or anywhere else, if for no 
better reason than connection with such 
appointing power is likely to be more of 
a liability than an asset. But I do know 
that some one has been playing some 
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politics in some portions of that organi- 
zation. 

I do know that in one community in 
my State, in a county overwhelmingly 
Democratic, in which the whole rent dis- 
trict set-up was overwhelmingly Demo- 
cratic, by “a happenstance” they hap- 
pened to pick three Republican plug poli- 
ticians for the only three jobs in the dis- 
trict—the chief of whom had admitted 
handing the money from the Union Elec- 
tric Co. in his own behalf and that of his 
party. 

I do know that in a populous center of 
my State the regional director—and I 
want to talk about those regions in a 
moment—the regional rent director, from 
Dallas—a Mr. Schlatz—who apparently 
knew about as much about Missouri as a 
hog does about Christmas, slipped into 
Joplin, Mo., and registered at the Connor 
Hotel under an assumed name. He im- 
mediately went into close consultation 
with a Republican politician by the name 
of Doug. Richart, a lawyer in Joplin whose 
connection with rent matters has not yet 
been disclosed. -He stayed there for 2 
or 3 days before his identity was ac- 
tually discovered through the Chamber of 
Commerce, which only found out about 
him because the Dallas office was trying 
to get in touch with him. The outcome 
was four principal jobs located in that one 
town, which is not in a portion of the dis- 
trict which requires the most rent admin- 
istration. All four were Republicans, and 
even every, stenographer in the office 
turned out to be a Republican. 

None of the men to whom I refer had 
any particular qualifications at all in the 
matter of performing the functions of 
rent administrator. 

The circumstances in these two dis- 
tricts were such as could not possibly have 
happened by coincidence. It was care- 
fully planned on the part of some one. I 
have never had the slightest inclination to 
insist that Democrats be given any unfair 
preponderance in selecting personnel for 
this war effort but I do insist that a man 
should not be debarred from holding an 
office in the O. P. A. because he happened 
to be a Democrat and more particularly 
because he supported Roosevelt and op- 
posed Willkie in the last election. 

Most of them are lawyers. They had 
no qualifications at all, except that one 
of these gentlemen whom the incognito 
officer from Dallas was contacting did 
happen to be a fellow who wanted to be 
appointed by the Governor to the State 
highway commission. The Governor did 
not appoint him, and then, to square 
himself, the Governor offered him two 
or three other jobs, which he did not 
take. He was apparently sulky, where- 
upon this official of the O. P. A. turned 
up and offered him this job. That is 
the set-up of the office. He did not take 
the office himself, but put the Dallas 
emissary in touch with a Mr. Clifford 
Casey, whose principal qualification is 
that he is a Republican member of the 
legislature. Casey accepted and packed 
the office with his political associates. 

I cite these instances merely to show 
there must be some politics in the O. P. A., 
although whence it comes I do not know. 
I am very certain Mr. Henderson did not 
know anything about it and was not re- 
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sponsible for it. I called him and talked 
with him about it. I asked him how a 
thing like that could happen, and Mr. 
Henderson assured and convinced me 
that he was entirely innocent of any par- 
ticipation in such a practice. He said 
he would investigate the matter and let 
me know. Incidentally, he has not done 
so. 

Iam merely referring to these facts to 
show that this great divorcement from 
politics, to which the newspapers have 
been devoting so much space, complaining 
that Congress has been trying to inject 
partisan politics into the appointments 
to the agencies in Washington does not 
hold true in actual practice. The much- 
heralded merit system does not exist in 
such instances as I have described. 

When I was referring to a few econo- 
mies which might be made in Mr. Hen- 
derson’s office, I overlooked referring to 
the fact that some economies might be 
made in the matter of these regional 
offices. The regions were drawn up by 
an Assistant Administrator, who hap- 
pened to have married a Texas girl, who 
no doubt is a charming lady. He took 
Missouri and put it in a region the head- 
quarters of which are at Dallas, Tex. 

Texas is a great State, and Dallas is a 
great city; but Dallas is farther from Mis- 
souri than is Washington. It would have 
been much more logical to have taken 
Missouri and put it in under an office 
in Chicago or Indianapolis or Pittsburgh 
or Philadelphia or even over at Balti- 
more or in Washington, rather than 
compelling these poor fellows to have to 
slip in incognito and register under as- 
sumed names from Dallas in order to 
perform the functions of their office as 
far as Missouri is concerned. If the 
theory of the regional office is localiza- 
tion, or the necessity for breaking down 
a general centralized system, it seems 
to me this system at the present time is 
a complete failure, and that a very sub- 
stantial economy might be made by elim- 
inating those regional offices. 

When I contemplate the marchings 
and countermarchings of the committee 
on this matter, Iam only reminded of the 
old doggerel: 

The grand old Duke of York, he had ten 
thousand men; 

He marched them up the hill, and he 
marched them down again. 


Mr. President, I know that since the 
committee, and the distinguished Senator 
from Tennessee retreated so precipitately 
from the position which they took on yes- 
terday, the day before, and last week, 
there is no hope of this amendment be- 
ing adopted, but, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I merely want to make my vote 
in favor of the amendment. 

I would vote for this amendment if 
for no other reason than that stated by 
the Senator from Georgia, a little while 
ago. It seems to me to be absolutely in- 
consistent and preposterous in the ex- 
treme to contend that there is politics 
in requiring Senate confirmation of ap- 
pointments in the O. P. A., but there is 
no polities in requiring Senate confirma- 
tion for a little dab of fellows in the 
O. C. D. the theory being that. their 
number is not large enough to be sig- 
nificant. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


For the reasons I have given, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I desire to make it a matter of 
record that I am voting in the affirma- 
tive on this amendment. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I, too, want 
to make a record. I do not wish to undo 
or attempt to undo the work which the 
committee has done in working out this 
bill. I realize that, as a matter of prac- 
tical legislation, it is sometimes neces- 
sary to compromise, but for fear there 
may not be a record vote on this amend- 
ment, I wish to have the record show my 
position. 

I, too, would vote for the amount of 
money which Mr. Henderson has said 
will be necessary to operate his organ- 
ization properly. I received a letter from 
Ardmore, Okla., in which the writer said 
that farm women had to come in from 
distances as great as 30 miles, and had 
to stand in line for 4 hours, with babies 
in their arms, waiting to get their rations 
of sugar for canning purposes. I cite 
that because if his organization has 
enough money, it could set up branch 
offices in cities closer to these people, so 
that they would not have to go so far, 
and would not have to wait so long to 
receive services from the office. 

With respect to the matter of regional 
offices, I agree with what the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] has said. I 
see no reason in the world for a regional 
office. The State is a natural division, 
it is a logical division, it is an admin- 
istrative division. We have cut out the 
regional W. P. A. office, and in my opin- 
ion, it will improve the efficiency of the 
W. P. A. From the beginning of the 
W. P. A. we have had to deal through 
the regional office at New Orleans. That 
meant a long-distance telephone call to 
New Orleans. Then New Orleans would 
usually call Washington, and then Wash- 
ington would call New Orleans, New Or- 
leans would call Oklahoma City again, 
and finally Oklahoma City would call 
Washington, and the question would be 
settled. If that is economy I do not un- 
derstand it. If that is efficiency I do not 
understand it. 

Mr. President, I am receiving letters 
today with respect to appointments being 
sent in to Oklahoma from the regional 
office in Dallas, Tex., going entirely 
around the State director. This results 
in inefficient operation, delay, and fric- 
tion. 

I wish to read the pending amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That no part of this appropria- 
tion shall be available to pay the salary of 
any person at the rate of $4,500 per annum or 
more unless such person shall have been ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 


Mr. President, that is good govern- 
ment. It has been conceded to be good 
government with respect to most of the 
other governmental agencies. It has 
been conceded to be good government 
sinc: the Government was first organ- 
ized and the Constitution was first writ- 
ten. The language “with the advice and 
consent of the Senate” was put into the 
Constitution with respect to certain offi- 
cial appointments. I see no reason why 
we should eliminate that requirement 
with respect to a new organization which 
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is now being set up, where it would have 
some effect and should be applied. 

Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LEE. I yield. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Is it not correct to say 
that even the boys who have been trained 
at West Point or at Annapolis, before 
they can get their original commissions, 
must be confirmed by the United States 
Senate? 

Mr. LEE. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And every 
time they are promoted their promotion 
must be confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Yes; their later promo- 
tions must be confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. LEE. That is true. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr, LEE. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I understand that 
under a measure reported by the Military 
Affairs Committee, and passed by the 
Senate, it is not necessary for the Senate 
to confirm military appointments below 
a certain grade. Perhaps the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. REYNOLDS] can 
tell us what the situation is in that re- 
spect. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The Senate Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee is called upon to 
Pass upon all regular Army appoint- 
ments in all grades, and they must be 
confirmed by the Senate. Temporary 
appointments below the grade of general 
officers do not require confirmation by the 
Senate. Temporary appointments of 
general officers must be confirmed. 

Mr, CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr LEE. I yield. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The point I am trying 
to make is that under the law a certain 
number of boys are trained at West 
Point and Annapolis yearly, and after 
they complete their courses, under the 
regulations of the Army and of the Navy, 
it is a fact that their nominations must 
be confirmed by the Senate before they 
obtain their first commissions, after they 
graduate from those schools. 

Mr. LEE. That is true. 

Mr. President, I think Leon Henderson 
is a sincere and hard-working man, do- 
ing his level best to do a good job with a 
tough assignment. I think he is doing 
a good job. I wish to be one to con- 
tribute everything I can to make that 
job easier for him. I cannot see how it 
would be any more difficult for him to do 
that job by dealing directly with the 
State directors, instead of through a 
regional office. 

Furthermore, I repeat, I am willing to 
support appropriations in amounts suf- 
ficient for him to do whatever is neces- 
sary to make his job a success. But I 
protest exempting from Senate confir- 
mation men and women receiving sal- 
aries above $4,500. I furthermore pro- 
test against the regional offices. I pro- 
test because they cause trouble. They 
are causing trouble in my State, by rea- 
son of the fact that persons are sent in 
from outside, who do not know the situa- 
tion within the State. The State direc- 
tor is not consulted about appointments 
which have been made under him by the 
regional director. Some of these have 
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been made, so I have been advised, with- 
out the recommendation or endorsement 
of the State director. Yet he is expected 
to do a good job with the people under 
him. So, Mr. President, I am opposed 
to regional directors. 

Furthermore, I wish to be recorded as 
favoring the committee amendment 
which requires Senate confirmation of 
all appointments to positions carrying a 
salary of $4500 or more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the fourth 
branch of the committee amendment, 
the proviso on page 25, beginning in 
line 11. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
next committee amendment which was 
passed over will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 35, after 
line 19, it is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

Salaries and expenses, National Capital 
parks; For an additional amount, fiscal year 
1943, including the objects specified under 
this head in the Interior Department Appro- 
priation Act, 1943 (Public Law 645, 77th 
Cong.), $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I send to the desk 
an amendment which I ask to have 
stated. This is the amendment which 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] 
asked to go over yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 37, line 
18, after “$320,000” and before the 
period, it is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing: “, of which $40,000 is hereby 
made available, without regard to civil- 
service and classification laws, for sal- 
aries of members and other employees of 
the Visa Board of Appeals: Provided, 
That salaries may be paid to the mem- 
bers of the board at a rate not exceeding 
$10,000 per annum.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from 
‘Tennessee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I submit another 
amendment, and after it has been stated 
I wish to explain it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 31, after 
line 7, it is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

The appropriations “Maintenance and op- 
eration of air navigation facilities,” Office 
of Administrator of Civil Aeronautics, and 
“Salaries and expenses,” Weather Bureau, 
contained in the Department of Commerce 
Appropriation Act, 1943, shall be available, 
under regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of Commerce, for furnishing to 
employees of the Civil Aeronautics Adminis- 
tration and the Weather Bureau in Alaska 
free emergency medical services by contract 
or otherwise and medical supplies, and for 
the purchase, transportation, and storage of 
food and other subsistence supplies for re- 
sale to such employees, the proceeds from 
such resales to be credited to the appropria- 
tion from which the expenditure for such 
supplies was made; and appropriations of the 
Civil Aeronautics Administration and the 
Weather Bureau contained in said act, avail- 
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able for travel, shall be available for the 
travel expenses of appointees of said agencies 
from the point of engagement in the United 
States to their posts of duty in Alaska. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
wish to say that this amendment does not 
involve a new appropriation. It simply 
makes an appropriation, which has al- 
ready been provided for the Department 
of Commerce, available for the purpose 
of providing food supplies and medical 
supplies, and transportation to outlying 
stations in Alaska. The reason for that 
is that the employees in question cannot 
get those supplies now as they did here- 
tofore. The supplies have to be trans- 
ported in the summertime, in order to be 
available to the several stations during 
the long winter. 

I ask to have placed in the Recorp at 
this point a letter dated July 15, 1942, 
addressed to me by Charles I. Stanton, 
Acting Administrator of Civil Aeronau- 
tics, Department of Commerce, in which 
he asks for this appropriation. I also 
ask to have inserted at this point a letter 
from the Acting Director of the Bureau 
of the Budget, addressed to the senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr, Grass}. 

There being no objection, the letters 
were ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, July 15, 1942. 
MEMORANDUM 
To Senator Kenneth McKellar. 
From Charles I. Stanton. 

In response to your request for information 
concerning the need of the Civil Aeronautics 
Administration for enabling legislation to 
permit the purchase, transportation, and re- 
gale of foodstuffs and medical supplies for 
Administration personnel employed in the 
Territory of Alaska, the following statement 
is submitted; 

At the time when our supplemental ap- 
propriation was requested, military opera- 
tions, which our facilities service, had not 
reached the present scale and we were utiliz- 
ing the commissary facilities of other Federal 


agencies which have now advised that they . 


can no longer serve us in this respect because 
of shortage of help and increase in work-load 
of their own operations. A critical situation 
has developed, based on inability to provide 
necessary food supplies, medical supplies, and 
transportation to outlying stations and, in 
the absence of enabling legislation, the op- 
eration of many stations serving the war 
effort must be suspended. 

The extension of credit to employees hith- 
erto procurable from sources in the United 
States is no longer available, and it appears 
necessary that the United States Government 
step in where banking and commercial sources 
have suspended operations and provide for 
the purchase, distribution, and resale of such 
essential commodities. 

Some idea of the magnitude of the need 
can be expressed by the statement that. out 
of 36 stations covering the entire Territory, 
only 5 can be reached by common carrier the 
year around; the remaining 33 are without 
any adequate transportation service at this 
time, other than by air. 

After an exhaustive analysis of the problem 
facing the Administration in the successful 
prosecytion of its duties under law, and in 
support of the war effort, it is my considered 
judgment that the only feasible solution of 
the problem is afforded by the enactment of 
the emergency legislation described above. 

C. I. STANTON, 
Acting Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. 
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Juty 15, 1942. 
Hon, Carrer GLASS, 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, * 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator Grass: The Acting Sec- 
retary of Commerce has satisfied the Bureau 
of the Budget that there is an emergent 
necessity for a grant of authority by the 
Congress to utilize certain of the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year 1943 of the Civil 
Aeronautics Administration and the Weather 
Bureau for the furnishing to employees of 
these agencies in Alaska free emergency med- 
ical services, the sale to such employees of 
subsistence supplies, and the payment of 
travel expenses of appointees of said agencies 
from the point of engagement in the United 
States to their post of duty in Alaska. 

As you are aware, the operations of the 
Civil Aeronautics Administration and the 
Weather Bureau in Alaska are closely inter- 
related with those of the Army and the Navy 
in the defense of that Territory and its use 
as a base for purposes of offense. Repre- 
sentatives of the Department of Commerce 
have been authorized to request of your com- 
mittee the insertion in the pending First 
Supplemental National Defense Appropria- 
tion Act, 1943, of the following language as 
being in accord with the program of the Pres- 
ident: 

“The appropriations ‘Maintenance and op- 
eration of air navigation facilities’, Office of 
Administrator of Civil Aeronautics, and ‘Sal- 
aries and expenses’, Weather Bureau, con- 
tained in the Department of Commerce Ap- 
propriation Act, 1943, shall be available 
under regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of Commerce, for furnishing to em- 
ployees of the Civil Aeronautics Administra- 
tion and the Weather Bureau in Alaska free 
emergency medical services by contract or 
otherwise and medical supplies, and for the 
purchase, transportation, and storage of food 
and other subsistence supplies for resale to 
such employees, the proceeds from such re- 
sales to be credited to the appropriation from 
which the expenditure for such supplies was 
made, and appropriations of the Civil Aero- 
nautics Administration and the Weather Bu- 
reau contained in said Act, available for 
travel, shall be available for the travel ex- 
pènses of appointees of said agencies from 
the point of engagement in the United States 
to their posts of duty in Alaska.” 

Very truly yours, 


Acting Director. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr, McKetrar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MRS, CLAUD TUCK—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. ELLENDER submitted the follow- 
ing report: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
1694) for the relief of Mrs. Claud Tuck, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amend- 
ments to the text of the bill, and to the 
title of the bill. 


ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
EUSENE J. KEOGH, 
THomas D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
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ESTATE OF ORION KNOX, DECEASED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lucas 
in the chair) laid before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representa- 
tives announcing its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 4923) for the relief of the estate 
of Orion Knox, deceased, and requesting 
a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ROSIER. I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendment, agree to the 
request of the House for a conference, 
and that the Chair appoint the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. Brown, 
Mr. TUNNELL, and Mr. CAPPER conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


ALEX GAMBLE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 6410) for the relief of 
Alex Gamble, and requesting a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ROSIER. I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendment, agree to the 
request of the House for a conference, 
and that the Chair appoint the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. Brown, 
Mr. Roster, and Mr. CAPPER conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL 
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7319) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is before the Senate and open to further 
amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I offer an amendment, which 
Isend to the desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Oklahoma will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 35, after 
line 20, it is proposed to insert: 

Recreational Resources of Denison Dam 
and Reservoir Project, Texas and Oklahoma: 
For the completion of a survey, investigation, 
and plan for the utilization of the recreational 
resources of the Denison Dam Reservoir in 
accordance with the act approved June 23, 
1936 (49 Stat. 1894) fiscal year 1943, $10,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Oklahoma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate reconsider the vote by 
which the committee amendment on page 
11, beginning in line 2, as amended, was 
agreed to. The amendment requires the 
confirmation by the Senate of appointees 
in the Office of Civilian Defense receiving 
salaries in excess of $4,500 per annum. 

It seems to me to be the height of ab- 
surdity to insert this amendment requir- 
ing confirmation of officials in the Office 
of Civilian Defense who receive more 
than $4,500 a year, and leave out the 
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War Production Board, the Office of Price 
Administration, and the War Manpower 
Commission, for which appropriations 
are also made in this bill. Either there 
is a principle involved which should re- 
quire the Senate to confirm as to all 
agencies or there is no principle involved 
in requiring Senate confirmation, as 
some Senators have insisted in the past. 
There can be no reason on earth for sin- 
gling out the Office of Civilian Defense 
and requiring the confirmation of ap- 
pointments in that Office, while no such 
requirement is made in the case oi the 
other agencies provided for in the bill. 
I think we ought to show some pretense 
of dealing equally with all agencies. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, let 
me say to the Senator that there is quite 
a difference between the Office of Civilian 
Defense and the other agencies men- 
tioned. Early last spring we appropri- 
ated $100,000,000 for the Office of Civilian 
Defense. Three million dollars was for 
administrative expenses; and yet ap- 
pointments in that agency were not pro- 
vided for out of the administrative fund, 
but were provided for out of funds re- 
ceived from other sources. We had the 
same provision in the last law. Salaries 
were paid from other moneys, and the 
law was beaten around the bush in that 
way. 

Under those circumstances it is cer- 
tainly proper that the Senate should con- 
firm the appointments. I hope the Sen- 
ate will reject the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, if I cor- 
rectly recall the terms of the act, the 
Director of the Office of Civilian Defense 
must now be confirmed by the Senate. 
Surely the individuals who are employed 
in that office are in no wise responsible 
for the fund from which their salaries 
are paid. We cannot hold any such ir- 
regularity against them. The Senate 
would make itself ridiculous if it should 
single out one agency and vote against 
confirming a man if he were paid by his 
superior from a fund from which he 
should not be paid. The employee is not 
responsible for that. If there is any 
wrongdoing involved it certainly should 
be attributed to the director of the 
agency, and not to the employees. 

This appropriation is for the salaries 
and expenses of the Office of Civilian De- 
fense. The appropriation is $7,447,075. 
In the bill we have an appropriation for 
the War Production Board of some $68,- 
000,000 for salaries and expenses, and we 
require no Senate confirmation of em- 
ployees of that agency. The bill contains 
an appropriation of $125,000,000 for the 
Office of Price Administration, and the 
Senate has just said that it would be 
unnecessary and improper to require 
confirmation of the employees of that 
agency. The bill also contains an appro- 
priation of some $70,000,000 for the War 
Relocation Authority, and yet there is 
no requirement that the employees of 
that agency be confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, a 
point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Did the Senator 
vote against the amendment? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I voted in the nega- 
tive. 
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Mr. McKELLAR. My point of order is 
that, having voted in the negative, espe- 
cially inasmuch as we had a yea-and-nay 
vote and the amendment was agreed to, 
I do not believe the Senator is in a posi- 
tion to make the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I admit that the point 
of order is well taken, and that I am not 
eligible to make the motion; but I hope 
some Senator who voted in the affirma- 
tive will make the motion in view of the 
action of the Senate on these other 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
point of order is sustained. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I recognize the valid- 
ity of the point of order. 

Mr. McKELLAR. We have already 
had a yea-and-nay vote on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RUSSELL. At that time the other 
amendments had not been disposed of. 
I hope that some Senator who voted with 
the majority on this question will make 
the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, I rise to 
make such a motion. I voted in the 
affirmative on the other proposal. I am 
constrained to agree with my brother 
from Georgia. I think we are making 
fish of one and fowl of the other in han- 
dling these things. We have voted dozens 
of times for Presidential appointment 
and senatorial confirmation. 

I move that the Senate reconsider the 
vote by which the committee amendment 
on page 11, line 2, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in view 
of the situation to which the Senator 
from Georgia and the Senator from 
Washington have called attention, I 
think it might be advisable for me to 
make a brief statement about the matter. 

I agree in principle with both Senators. 
When I discussed these amendments a 
few days ago and expressed my opposi- 
tion to the amendments as they were re- 
ported, as well as to certain other amend- 
ments which affected what seemed to me 
to be an unworkable and unenforceable 
provision with respect to manufactured 
products, they all went over. In the 
meantime the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and I sought to work out an agree- 
ment by which justice might be done to 
all these questions without a long-drawn- 
cut discussion and a delay in the passage 
of the bill. 

I think the committee has shown con- 
siderable wisdom, as well as magnanim- 
ity, in the position which it has taken. 
Practically all the controversial items 
have been reasonably and satisfactorily 
adjusted. No one got everything he 
wanted, but everyone got something. 

In regard to the item for the Office of 
Civilian Defense, I had a conference with 
Mr. Landis, the Director of that agency. 
His concern grew out of the fact that 
the amendment as reported would make 
it necessary for the President to reap- 
point all those who were already in the 
Cffice of Civilian Defense and were re- 
ceiving more than $4,500, and to send 
their names to the Senate for confirma- 
tion. The same thing would have ap- 
plied to the Office of Price Administra- 
tion, 
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While I am not in a position to say 
that Mr. Landis did not object to sen- 
atorial confirmation of future appoint- 
ments, he did insist that an amendment 
be agreed to which would limit senatorial 
confirmation to future appointments, be- 
cause if all the men and women—if there 
are any women in his Department—tre- 
ceiving $4500 a year or more, who have 
been there from the beginning, some of 
whom he inherited from his predecessor, 
had to be reappointed and confirmed, 
great confusion and uncertainty would 
result. He indicated that if that pro- 
vision were eliminated he would be sat- 
isfied. I do not infer from that, and I 
would not want the Senate to conclude, 
that he favored senatorial confirmation 
with respect to future appointments; 
but he did not make any point of it. 

In our effort to work out this situa- 
tion, inasmuch as the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration comes more intimately in 
touch with the affairs of everyone in 
business and of the people generally, and 
there is certain well-defined public sen- 
timent on the subject, and inasmuch as 
it has been charged that the Senate is 
seeking to get control of appointments 
through the process of confirmation, I 
felt that if we could eliminate all con- 
firma'ions for the other offices and elim- 
inate the necessity for the reappoint- 
ment and confirmation of those already 
in the Office of Civilian Defense, we 
should be doing a fairly good job. That 
has been done. 

I agree with the Senator from Georgia 
that the same principle should be applied 
to all agencies. I do not make any con- 
tention at all about that. So far as I 
am concerned, if I had my way about it 
and could have written the language in 
the bill, I should not have had in the bill 
a provision requiring confirmation of 
appointments in any of these agencies; 
but in view of the situation which existed, 
and the controversial matters which were 
involved, it seemed advisable and wise to 
try to work out an accord. That was a 
part of it. 

I felt that that statement should be 
made. I do not know how many would 
be affected or how many future appoint- 
ments may be made in the Office of Civil- 
ian Defense; but certainly it was a great 
relief to the Office of Civilian Defense to 
have eliminated a requirement for con- 
firmation which would have been retro- 
active and would have applied to all those 
now in that agency. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, the 
statement made by the Senator from 
Kentucky would make it all the more ri- 
diculous for the Senate to refuse to re- 
consider the amendment. The Senator 
says that the amendment as it now stands 
would require confirmation only in the 
case of future appointments. We have 
eliminated the requirement that the 
Senate confirm these employees receiving 
above $4,500 except in the case of one of 
the smallest agencies and modified the 


- Senate amendment as to that agency so 


as to render it ineffective. Instead of 
having applied the requirement of con- 
firmation to sustain a principle, it was 
done in a compromise which relieved the 
Office of Price Administration from the 
requirement of confirmation, and not be- 
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cause of any real reason why the Office 
of Civilian Defense should be singled out 
from among a number of agencies and 
have its employees confirmed. I insist 
that the Senate will be entitled to all the 
condemnation which has been heaped 
upon it for attempting to play politics 
with appointments if we do not recon- 
sider the amendment relating to the con- 
firmation of employees of the Office of 
Civilian Defense. We should either re- 
consider as to this one relatively small 
agency or we should write a special sec- 
tion in the-bill requiring confirmation by 
the Senate of employees of all the agen- 
cies who receive salaries in excess of the 
limitation set. It is very apparent that 
we are not going to do that. Certainly 
the least we can do and still bear any 
semblance of consistency is to reconsider 
the action on this amendment and leave 
the Office of Civilian Defense on the same 
basis as other agencies included in the 
bill, The appropriation for the Office of 
Civilian Defense is one of the smallest 
provided for any of the agencies. Cer- 
tainly there is no reason for singling it 
out, because it is not as powerful as others 
in effecting some compromise and say- 
ing, “We will require you to come to the 
Senate for confirmation and allow the 
more powerful agencies to escape such 
requirement.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
Bone] to reconsider the vote by which 
the committee amendment on page 11, 
beginning in line 2, as amended, was 
agreed to. [Putting the question.] The 
“ayes” seem to have it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I ask for a division. 

On a division, the motion was agreed 
to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum, I desire to have a 
record vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EL- 
LENDER in the chair). The clerk will call 
the roll, 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Ellender Pepper 
Andrews George Radcliffe 
Bailey Gerry Reynolds 

Ball Gillette Rosier 
Barkley Green Russell 

Biibo Guffey Schwartz 
Bone Gurney Spencer 
Bridges Hayden Thomas, Idaho 
Brooks Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Okla. 
Burton Lee Thomas, Utah 
Byrd Lucas Tobey 
Caraway McKellar Tydings 
Chandler McNary Vandenberg 
Chavez Maloney Van Nuys 
Clark, Idaho Maybank ite 

Clark, Mo, Mead Wiley 
Connally Norris Willis 
Danaher Nye 

Downey O'Mahoney 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 
five Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 


PAYMENT OF ATTORNEYS' FEES IN NORTH 
DAKOTA SENATORIAL ELECTION CASE 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I desire to 
invite the Senate’s attention to Senate 
resolution 268, It is Calendar No. 1572. 
The resolution was reported from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and was referred to the Committee to 
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Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. It would author- 
ize the Senate to pay certain attorneys’ 
fees in the case of the contest of the 
election of the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. Lancer]. I hope to have the 
resolution taken up for consideration on 
Monday next, for disposition by the Sen- 
ate. 


PAYMENT TO MEMBERS OF CAPITOL PO- 
LICE ENTERING THE ARMED FORCES— 
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, I ask 
unanimous consent to report favorably 
Senate Resolution 269, and ask unani- 
mous consent for its immediate consid- 
eration. The resolutior is not long, and 
its consideration will take only a brief 
time. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res- 
olution will be received and will be stated 
for the information of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A resolution 
(S. Res. 269) to pay certain members of 
the Capitol Police force entering the 
armed forces of the United States for 
accumulated unused leave. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr, TOBEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Ilinois tell me what the 
resolution is? 

Mr. LUCAS. The resolution involves 
the question which arises when em- 
ployees of the Senate have earned a cer- 
tain amount of money for leave which 
has been accumulated. It is my under- 
standing that recently a law was enacted 
permitting other Federal employees to 
be paid for accumulated leave upon en- 
tering the armed forces. Under existing 
law, employees of the executive branch 
of the Government are permitted to ob- 
tain the money which has accumulated 
to them as a result of the leave earned. 
The resolution would grant the same 
privilege to members of the Capitol Po- 
lice force. If the resolution will create 
any argument, I shall withdraw my re- 
quest for its present consideration. 

Mr. TOBEY. No; there is no argu- 
ment. I merely wished to ascertain 
whether the resolution came from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. LUCAS, That is correct, 

Mr. TOBEY. Then I should like to 
make an observation. 

Mr. LUCAS. I shall not yield for a 
speech. 

Mr. TOBEY. Will the Senator from 
Illinois do me the courtesy of yielding to 
me so that I may make a few remarks 
for about 3 minutes? 

Mr, LUCAS. Does the Senator desire 
to ask a question? 

Mr. TOBEY. Yes; I wish to ask a 
question relative toth general procedure 
in connection with such resolutions. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. May a new matter be 
brought up for action without temporar- 
ily laying aside the pending business? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois has requested unani- 
mous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator from 
Illinois advise the Senate whether there 
is any hurry to have the resolution con- 
sidered? The Senate is about to vote on 
an important bill. 

Mr. LUCAS. There is no hurry. Let 
me say to the Senator that this is the 
first time that one of the ordinary reso- 
lutions which I have taken up with the 
majority leader and the minority leader 
has been questioned. As a result of pre- 
vious experience with similar resolutions, 
I thought we could dispose of the reso- 
lution in a few moments. However, I 
withdraw my request for its present con- 

_ sideration. 

Mr. TOBEY and Mr. MALONEY ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield to noone. I with- 
draw my request for present considera- 
tion of the resolution. and shall renew 
the request in due course. 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I wish to 
take this occasion to make a few observa- 
tions, because I am a member of the 
Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. al- 
though an inconspicuous and uncon- 
sulted one. In January 1942, when the 
Senate committees were made up, the 
Republican conference met and pro- 
ceeded to fill minority vacancies on the 
standing committees. We will not go 
back into past history too far and quote 
the former chairman of the Committee to 
Audit and Control. Suffice it to say that 
I have been the minority member of that 
group since January 1942. I may add 
that not once since January 1942 have I 
been called to a meeting of that com- 
mittee, and only on one occasion, and 
only in some small matter, did I have 
any consideration at all. 

If that is the way the business of the 
Senate is to be conducted, I want to know 
it. Ido not think it is according to Hoyle 
or in accordance with the Senate rules 
or the Constitution. I take this oppor- 
tunity to shed a little light on the sub- 
terranean methods used in doing busi- 
ness in Senate committees without the 
members knowing what is going on; and 
this has particular reference to the pres- 
ent chairman of the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, if I may 
have the floor for a moment, I regret 
that the Senator from New Hampshire 
is so much offended because he has not 
been invited to take part in the consid- 
eration of some of these minor resolu- 
tions, which involve the appointment of 
clerks for small committees, or taking 
care of some men who are now getting 
ready to leave the Capitol—faithful em- 
ployees whc are about to enter the armed 
service of the country. I thought I was 
doing the Senator from New Hampshire 
a favor in not calling him in to consult 
about small matters of that kind. I 
know how busy he is as a Member of the 
United States Senate. He has many 
duties in his home State to look after. I 
appreciate what he has said, and the 
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Senator may rest assured that whenever 
the committee does have a meeting I 
shall be glad to advise him. We have not 
had a meeting since I have been chair- 
man. 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, does that 
mean this standing committee of the 
Senate is a one-man band? The Senator 
says he has had no committee meeting 
since he has been chairman. I think the 
rules of the Senate give consideration to 
the minority. Sometimes minorities 
have been right. More often it has been 
majorities, perhaps. At least we should 
be considered and consulted, and be 
courteously treated. 

The Senator says they are small mat- 
ters. There have been larger matters, 
but wherever they come from, when they 
come to that committee, I have not had 
any knowledge of them, and I do not be- 
lieve that is proper procedure. I think 
it contravenes the rules. 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not care to prolong 
the argument at all. I regret that the 
Senator from New Hampshire does not 
understand my position. The chairman- 
ship of this committee has given to me 
added responsibilities and work rather 
than glory or power. I did not seek the 
position, or campaign for it. So far as 
I am concerned, anyone can have it to- 
morrow, with all the grief that is con- 
nected with the position. 

We have before us many resolutions 
at the present time, and I have already 
conferred with the Senator from Ari- 
zona [Mr. Haypen] and the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Typtncs] about calling 
the committee together for the purpose 
of considering the serious resolutions and 
questions of policy which are now pending 
before us. ‘ 

I have been told about the time when 
Mr. George Moses, a Senator from the 
Senator’s own State, was chairman of 
the committee. I have been told that he 
never held a meeting in all the time he 
was chairman of the committee. It is 
my understanding that on minor com- 
mittee matters it was his custom to con- 
sult with at least a majority of the mem- 
bers, just as my predecessor did, to de- 
termine whether a particular policy or 
resolution was agreeable to them. 

I have conferred with the Senator from 
New Hampshire on matters in which a 
good deal of money was involved. I did 
not think he wanted to be annoyed, con- 
sidering’ all the troubles he has on the 
other side of the aisle, with a simple reso- 
lution like the one I attempted to present 
a few moments ago. 

Certainly if the Senator is offended, 
if he considers this such an important 
matter, from now on I shall make certain 
that he is notified every time we hold a 
meeting. 

I repeat, insofar as the Senator from 
Illinois is concerned, I did not seek this 
responsibility, but I am attempting to 
handle the duties of the chairmanship 
as best I know how, and I have always 
had a majority with me, notwithstand- 
ing the remarks of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I do not 
desire to prolong the controversy. Suf- 
fice it to say that I will give the Senator 
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from Illinois a certificate magna cum 
laude as a past master of evading the 
question. 

I now bring to the attention of the 
Senate, page 8 of the calendar, Calendar 
No. 1572, Senate Resolution 268, sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land [Mr. GREEN], a “resolution au- 
thorizing the payment of certain obliga- 
tions incurred in connection with the 
right of WILLIAM Lancer to a seat in the 
Senate from the State of North Dakota.” 

That was a fairly important matter, 
involving the payment of a fairly large 
sum of money. This is the first time I 
have heard of it. I was never consulted 
about it. 

These matters are not large or impor- 
tant, but there are certain rules proper 
in the transaction of business, and I sub- 
mit to Senators on the other side, as well 
as on this side, that we carnot get away 
from the fact that the Committee to 
Audit and Control is a Senate committee, 
some members of which have never been 
consulted in connection with important 
matters. With the kindest of feelings I 
submit to the Senator from Illinois that 
there is a proper way to do business, and 
I ask him to go along in a proper way 
from now on. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I merely 
want to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire to the fact 
that, so far as the William Langer case 
is concerned, the matter was laid before 
the United States Senate by the chair- 
man of the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate without consulting any Member 
for the sole purpose of having the United 
States Senate pass upon that question, 
It is now on the calendar for that very 
purpose, because it was my opinion that 
the Senate should consider and pass 
upon the resolution. When the Senator 
rises and makes remarks about the Lan- 
ger case such as those he has made, he 
demonstrates that he is not fully ad- 
vised as to what has been happening, 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL 
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS ' 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7319) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense and for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I am 
very sorry that the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. RUSSELL], a member of the com- 
mittee, brought this question up. I am 
quite sure if he had been before the com- 
mittee he would not have made the mo- 
tion. I am equally sure that if the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. Bone] had 
been before the committee he would not 
have made the motion, and I am now 
compelled to give the reasons. 

I read from the testimony of Mr. Lan- 


Senator McKetuar. I want to ask about the 
first officer you have here, the Chief Civilian 
Defense Adviser, detailed in London, $6,500. 

Mr. Lanois. Yes. 

Senator McKEtiar. Marc Peter. - Does Mr, 
Peter live in London? 

Mr. Lanois, Yes; he is assigned to London. 
He is our contact with the Ministry of Home 
Security there. His business is to keep in 
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constant contact with every new develop- 
ment in the technical phases of civilian de- 
Jense in London. I suppose I get a batch 
of reports from him 3, 4, or 5 inches thick 
every week. 

Senator McKettar. Is he an American citi- 
zen? 

Mr. Lanpts. Yes; he is an American citizen. 

Senator McKetrar. Where did he come 
from? He used to be a foreign minister. 
That is the reason I ask. It seems peculiar 
your having an ex-foreign minister to this 
country serving you in the capacity of Civil- 
ian Defense Adviser. 

Mr. Lanpis. He is the son of the well-known 
Mare Peter. 

Senator MCKELLAR, It does not say “jun- 
jor.” I supposed it was the Marc Peter I 
have known around here ever since I have 
been in Congress, as the Minister from Swit- 
zerland, was it not? 

Mr. Lanpis. That is right. 

Senator McKexiar. Has this man trans- 
ferred his citizenship from Switzerland to 
America? 

Mr. Lanois. Yes; I should say 10 or 12 
years ago he became an American citizen. 

Senator McKetxar. And this is not the 
senior Marc Peter? 

Mr. Lanopis. No; it is not the senior Marc 
Peter. 

Senator McKetiar. What else is he doing, 
besides working for the Office of Civilian 
Defense? 

Mr. Lanois. Nothing else. 

Senator McKELLAR. When was he ap- 
pointed? 

Mr. Lanois. He was appointed last Septem- 
ber. I appointed him myself when I was 
regional director in New England. He is a 
man of extraordinary competence. He had 
been studying the subject of civilian defense 
for 2 years; he was very familiar with its 
workings in Paris. He had the unusual ca- 
pacity of being an architect as well as a busi- 
nessman. He had quite an educational 
background and then the practicing expe- 
rience as an architect and engineer, and I 
thought he was one of the best men I had 
up in that office, and when Lieutenant Bing- 
ham, who occupied this position prior—— 

Senator McKettar. At that time he was 
without salary, was he not, when he was up 
in New England? 

Mr. Lanois. No; he was on salary then. 

Senator McKettar. When did he go to 
London? f 

Mr. Lanois. I should say 6 or 7 weeks ago, 
maybe longer. 

Senator McKetitar. When you sent him as 
your representative, even though he may 
have been employed by you before, was his 
name sent into the Senate as required by the 
act? 

Mr. Lannis. No; his name was not sent into 
the Senate, Senator. 


Senators must remember that there is 
a provision in the law under which Mr. 
Landis received an appropriation of 
$100,000,000, $3,000,000 of which was to 
be used for administrative expenses. 
The law contained a provision that if 
appointees received more than $4,500 per 
annum they should be confirmed by the 
Senate. Here was the admitted case of 
a man receiving $6,500 a year, an ap- 
pointment which must receive the con- 
firmation of the Senate. 

I continue to read: 

Senator MCKELLAR. Why wasn't it, when he 
Was appointed to take that place? 
Mr. Lanpis. Because he does 
within the provisions of that act. 

Senator McCKELLAR. You are not paying 
him out of this $100,000,000? 

Mr. Lanors. No. 

Senator MCKELLAR. What fund are you pay- 
ing him out of? 


not come 
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Mr. Lanpis. That comes out of the general 
appropriation made to the Office for Emer- 
gency Management last year. 

Senator MCcKELLAR. Emergency Manage- 
ment. I can easily see from what you are 
telling me that it is very hard for us to keep 
up with these matters. We assumed when 
we appropriated this $100,000,000 last year 
that you were going to use $3,000,000 of it 
for administrative expenses, and officials you 
have in London are certainly administrative 
expense. 


Senators, remember this man was ap- 
pointed 6 or 7 weeks before. 


Now, you tell us you get around sending 
their names into the Senate by paying them 


_out of a fund from another department, which 


is, in plein language, beating the devil around 
the stump. His name, in all good con- 
science—and there is good conscience in gov- 
ernment just as well as there is conscience 
in dealing man to man—in all good conscience 
when you appointed this man to London you 
should have sent his name into the Senate 
under that act. 


I pause in my reading long enough to 
say that Mr. Landis came before us and 
received from the Appropriations Com- 
mittee $100,000,000 for the O. C. D. He 
asked that $3,000.000 of that appropria- 
tion be set up for expenses. ‘There was 
a provision placed in the measure at the 
time that when an official was appointed 
by him who was to receive a salary of 
more than $4,500, the nomination should 
be sent to the Senate and confirmed by 
the Senate. Instead of doing that Mr. 
Landis obtained money in some way 
from another department, and paid 
with that money salaries of appointees 
receiving over $4,500. He paid them 
from another appropriation, so techni- 
cally he could not be within the inhibition 
of the act. Do Senators think that is a 
proper thing to do? 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. BONE. I am at a loss to under- 
stand what all that has to do with Sen- 
ate confirmation. What a man does 
after he is confirmed is the business of 
the head of the department. If he is 
guilty of some offense he could be pun- 
ished. If the head of a department is 
guilty of maladministration, or malfeas- 
ance, or ‘misfeasance, it is the duty of 
Congress to approach him and, it may 
be, handle him more roughly, 

Mr. McKELLAR. Perhaps I have a 
wrong opinion of what is fair dealing. 

Mr. BONE. I should be glad to 
have—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator 
wait 1 moment? 

Mr. BONE. The Senator is taking 


j issue with my motion, and I am trying 


to explain to him, if I may, at least by 
asking him the question what Congress 
has to do with a man after he is ap- 
pointed? What I suggest is that we 
merely confirm an appointee; then after 
that, if he is guilty of maladministration, 
his boss is responsible. The Senate is 
not responsible for that, 

Mr. McKELLAR. This man was not 
confirmed by the Senate, as required in 
the act, but Mr. Landis not only ap- 
pointed him, but is still making similar 
appointments, and paying those whom 
he appoints from other appropriations, 
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I will tell the Senate what I thought 
about it at the time, as well as what 
I think about it now. I continue to 
read: 

Mr. Lanpts. Senator, we would not feel 
justified in paying him with funds that were 
allotted under that act. 


After the Congress passed the law pro- 
viding that appointees to offices paying 
in excess of $4,500 a year shall be con- 
firmed by the Senate, he obtains funds 
from another department, out of which 
he can pay officials more than $4,500 a 
year, so it can be said, as he claims, that 
the money which went to the officer in 
London and to the other officers receiving 
more than $4,500 a year, did not come out 
of the appropriation for which he himself 
directly asked for. 

Mr BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will yield in a mo- 
ment. I wish to explain the views I had 
then and the views I still have. I read 
further: 

Senator MCKELLAR. You may not feel that 
way—I know you are justified under the law, 
that the law gives you the right to do it—but 
you misled the Congress of the United States, 
or you certainly misled me into believing this 
$3,000,000 was for the administration of your 
department for the 6 months or nearly 6 
months after the passage of this bill. 


That was the measure which was 
passed last winter. 

You know, I take language as it is, and I 
do not undertake to be constantly thinking 
of some way to evade or to change or to dove- 
tail in something else, and I had no idea you 
were using funds from another department 
to pay your administrative officers. Other- 
wise, I would have put in that provision, 
that when you pay salaries from any other 
department that they would have to come 
before the Senate. You can easily see, if 
you put your mind on it for a minute, Doc- 
tor, that you misled us into thinking that 
you were going to send the names of these 
Officials in and you have not done it. I 
have nothing against Mr. Peter at all. I 
know his father, who was a very fine man, 
I also knew his mother. I havé no objection 
to Mr. Peter. I am just using that as an 
example. That comes very close to the line, 
Doctor. 

Mr. Lanpis. But, Senator, if we tried to 
put him on a roll which would be paid out 
of the funds allotted us under that bill the 
General Accounting Office would have held 
up his check. 


Of course it would. If he had paid 
him out of the funds which Congress 
had allotted for administrative purposes, 
of course the General Accounting Office 
would have held up his check; but the 
trouble is that in some way he obtained 
a transfer of funds from the emergency 
control, and he pays all his officers who 
receive more than $4,500 out of emer- 
gency funds which he obtained from some 
other agency. From the funds which 
were given him by Congress for all ad- 
ministrative purposes he pays only officers 
who receive less than $4,590. 

I do not consider it fair and square 
dealing to come before Congress and 
demand $3,000,000 for administrative 
purposes, and then, when the Congress 
puts a limitation on him, to go to an- 
other department of the Government 
and obtain a fund from which he can 
pay persons who receive more than $4,500, 
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and use the fund for which he asked 
Congress for all purposes for paying those 
who receive less than $4,500. 

Mr, CHAVEZ, Mr, President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I agree with the Sena- 
tor that what he is now discussing is 
unfair; but it will continue until the 
Congress takes to heart its constitutional 
responsibility and says that such a thing 
may not be done, or until the Senate 
asserts itself and tells the Director of 
the Office of Civilian Defense, the Direc- 
tor of O. P. A., or the director of any other 
agency: “You may not do these things 
with money appropriated by the Congress 
unless the appointments are confirmed 
by the Senate.” 

According to the information which 
has been given the Senate, the difficulty 
is that many an agency for which the 
Congress provides millions and even bil- 
lions of dollars is functioning with lump 
sums. We say, “We will give you the 
money, and you may do the appointing, 
without nomination by the President 
and without the advice and consent of the 
Senate.” We pass special laws and say 
to the Director of O. C. D., “You may 
not appoint anyone with the money we 
appropriate for you unless the nomina- 
tion is made by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate”; but we say to the 
Director of O. P. A., “We will give you 
$125,000,000, and you may do as you 
please.” That is the difficulty. Con- 
gress should take its constitutional re- 
sponsibility seriously and say to every 
agency, “Let us see what you look like; 
let the President of the United States 
appoint your high officials, and let the 
Senate advise and consent to the ap- 
pointment.” If we did that we should 
not have the difficulty which we have 
encountered with the Office of Civilian 
Defense. 

Mr.McKELLAR, Ientirely agree with 
the Senator that all officers receiving 
$4,500 or more ought to be appointed by 
the President by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate; but it is a ques- 
tion of what we can get. We have just 
seen what happened to another provision. 
There was no charge or admission of— 
shall I call it double dealing? Would 
that be too harsh a term to apply to it? 
I do not want to be too harsh, of course, 
but I wish to read how this happened: 

Senator McKELLAR. I would like to have 
the amount and the organization from which 
you received it. 


He was asking for $100,000,000, and it 
was thought by a great many Senators 
that that was a very large sum. It was. 
He was given it in good faith by our 
committee. 


Mr. Lanpis. We were allotted over the 
entire fiscal year from O. E. M. a total of 
$4,091,629, 


He did not say a word about that when 
he was asking for appropriations. 


Senator O’MaHoney. Do you expect any 
further allocations? 

Mr. Lanp's. Not from the O. E. M. 

Senator McKetiar. Well, from where? 

Mr. Lanpis. That is what this bill is for. 

Senator O'MAHONEY. Then how are you 
going to pay this man’s salary from now 
on? 
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Mr. Lanpis. It would have to come out of 
the funds under this pending appropriation, 
Senator McKELLAR. From these funds? 

Mr. LANDIS. Yes. 

Senator O’Manoney. Then I assume you 
will send his name in for confirmation, if 
he is to be paid out of this fund. 

Mr. Lanois. If you will write in that pro- 
vision. 


He is appointing all his employees, and 
will continue to do so. He sent a repre- 
sentative to London, et a salary of $6,500 
and expenses, without consulting the 
Senate. 

Mr. RUSSELL rose. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I shall be glad to 


yield in a mument. 


Let me continue with the reading: 

Senator McKeLLAR. It will certainly be 
written in, if I have anything to do with it, 
and I want compliance with it because this 
is undoubtedly a subterfuge, in plain lan- 
guage. 

Does any Senator think that Mr. 
Landis’ action was not a subterfuge? If 
the junior Senator from Georgia wishes 
to answer the question, I shall be glad 
to have him do so. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I rose to address a 
question to the Senator from Tennessee. 
He requested me to defer it. Now I find 
that I am put on the stand. I have not 
followed the remarks of the Senator from 
Tennessee very closely. I know that he 
rode Mr. Landis quite hard about this in- 
cident. I disapprove of Mr. Landis’ ac- 
tion. ` 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am glad to hear 
the Senator say so. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I heartily disapprove 
of it. . However, I do not recall that the 
Senator from Tennessee went into the 
appropriation for the War Production 
Board, or the appropriation for any other 
agency, to find out all about its appoint- 
ments.. He did not offer any amendment 
requiring confirmation of such appoint- 
ments in other agencies. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Ithink we went very 
fully into that question when Mr. Nelson 
was before us. As I recall, he gave us a 
very full statement. There was nothing 
of this kind in it, because Mr. Nelson had 
not been guilty of what I call a subter- 
fuge. It might be called sharp practice. 
'T iat is what it would be called in law, 
at any rate. I do not approve of it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Neither do I; but the 
Senator from Tennessee did not offer an 
amendment to apply to any other agency. 
If I correctly understood the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] a few 
minutes ago, he stated that, as amended, 
the limitation on appropriations would 
not apply except in the case of appoint- 
ments hereafter made. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator from 
Tennessee not only abandons the limita- 
tion on the O. P. A. appropriation but 
he is abandoning the fight on Mr. Peter, 
k2cause he is already in the employ of 
the Office of Civilian Defense, and his 
case would not be affected in any way 
whatever. The situation is left in worse 
Shape than I had suprosed it to be. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator is mis- 
taken. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O’Manoney] asked Mr. Landis: 


Senator O'MAHONEY, Then how are you 
going to pay this man’s salary from now on? 
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Mr. Lannis. It would have to come out of 

the funds under this pending appropriation. 
Senator McCKELLAR. From these funds? 
Mr. LANDIS. Yes. 


He must pay him out of these funds, 
because he says he has no other source of 
money. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator states 
that Mr. Peter is now working in that 
agency. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. He is now receiving 
his salary; and the limitation would ap- 
ply only to appointments made hereafter. 

Mr. McKELLAR. He could not receive 
it out of these funds. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I hold no brief for the Office of 
Civilian Defense or for its Administrator, 
although * think he is a very able man, 
Does not the Senator think that it is only 
fair to say, in connection with expendi- 
tures out of the $3,000,000, that the Gen- 
eral Accounting Office has ruled that the 
item of $3,000,000 should be confined to 
administrative expenses in connection 
with purchese and distribution of the 
material authorized in the $100,000,000 
appropriation, and to nothing else? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Something was said 
about that, but no such ruling of the 
Comptroller General was ever given to us. 
We asked for it, but it was never given 
tous. - 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am simply going by Mr. Landis’ 
statement before the Senator’s commit- 
tee. I think it should further be said 
in fairness to Mr. Landis that of the 
$3,000,000, only $643.000 has actually been 
allotted, of which $480,000 went to the 
War Department, and the remainder of 
the $643,000 was paid to the employees 
of the Office of Civilian Defense in con- 
nection with the procurement of the 
items specified in the $100,000,000 appro- 
priation. In other words; it is not a case 
of Mr. Landis’ having spent for the gen- 
eral expenses of the agency the $3,000,- 
000 which had been given him by Con- 
gress. He spent a portion—$643,000— 
for the purposes set forth in the act; and 
he had no other funds available, and 
would have had to close his whole agency 
if the President had not. allotted him 
$4,100,000 out of the funds available to 
the Office for Emergency Management 
out of a lump-sum appropriation which 
originally had been given to the Presi- 
dent to use according to his own discre- 
tion. It does not seem to me to be fair 
to say that that was a subterfuge. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, it is 
a matter about which everyone has a 
right to have his own opinion. Accord- 
ing to my view it was a subterfuge be- 
cause when Mr. Landis got the $100,000,- 
000 appropriation, which included $3,- 
000,000 for administrative purposes, he 
led us to believe that that was the money 
which was to be used, and we undertook 
to put a limitation on its use. However, 
we did not succeed in limiting Mr. 
Landis, because Mr. Landis got some 
money from somewhere else, and paid 
the higher salaries out of that money, 
and paid the lower salaries out of the 
$3,000,000. 

If Senators think that was proper they 
have only to vote in accordance with 
their previous vote, for they have already 
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voted on this matter by a yea-and-nay 
vote of 31 to 22. If they desire to change 
their opinions and to vote it out of the 
appropriation, that is for them to do. 
Every Senator should pass on the matter 
as to him may seem best. However, 
after the Senate agreed to the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to—and up to 
that time I had not said a word about 
the matter—it was my duty to submit 
the facts which the committee had 
before it. Our committee did not think 
‘that the procedure indulged in was fair 
and square dealing, and we proposed the 
amendment in order to correct the situa- 
‘tion if we could do so. If Senators think 
we were wrong and that they were wrong 
in first voting for, the amendment, cer- 
tainly it is proper for them to vote in 
accordance with their belief. I ask for 
‘the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I second the de- 
mand forthe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, I have 
sought the floor in my own time because 
I did not want to intrude myself on the 
time of the Senator from Tennessee. 

If the argument in support of the pro- 
posal rests upon the argument presented 
here, it has a very frail foundation. 
The fact that the Senate confirms the 
nomination of a man does not sanctify 
him or purify him or cause angelic pin- 
feathers to begin sprouting on his shoul- 
der blades. He does not become a 
white-winged seraph because a number 
of Senators propose his appointment. 

By the same token, a man does not 
become a scoundrel because a number of 
Senators oppose his appointment. Prob- 
ably he remains what he was, no better 
and no worse. If a man is nominated 
by the President, confirmed by the Sen- 
‘ate, and works in a department, and 
the head of the department does some- 
‘thing he should not do—perhaps under- 
takes some obligue operation which even 
“might be unlawful, such as juggling 
funds in paying salaries—will some Mem- 
ber of the Senate please tell me what 
that has to do with Senate confirmation? 
We have lambasted a straw man here. 
If Mr. Landis did something he should 
not have done, what has that to do with 
Senate confirmation of Mr. Peter? If 
Senators rest their votes for confirmation 
on that argument, they are resting their 
votes on a very flimsy argument. If Mr. 
Landis did something wrong, let Mr. 
Landis answer. However, what has Mr, 
Landis’ action to do with the confirma- 
tion of Mr Peter? The Senate should 
determine whether a man has done 
something wrong. 

` -I do not think this is a life-or-death 
matter. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BONE. I decline to yield. The 
Senator did not yield to me; and while 
I have the fioor, I desire to finish what 
I have to say. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I was willing to 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BONE. I know that, but I did not 
want to annoy the Senator by request- 
ing that he yield to me. 
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After his appointment, Mr. Peter re- 
ceived his salary, according to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, out of the wrong 
fund; and that fact is now presented to 
us as an argument against Senate con- 
firmation. If we were to confirm him, 
and if thereafter he received his salary 
from the wrong jack pot, how could we 
stop that? It is for the General Ac- 
counting Office or the proper Govern- 
ment officials to stop shenanigans of that 
kind. Senate confirmation or the ab- 
sence of Senate confirmation would not 
stop such a thing. 

Every Member of the Senate and every 
Member of the House of Representatives’ 
knows that Members of Congress gen- 
erally are receiving a great deal of un- 
just criticism from their constituents 
because of appointments made in various 
departments. 

Whether they like it or not, most Mem- 
bers of Congress are being charged with 
personal responsibility for such appoint- 
ments. Whether or not such criticism is 
just is a point I do not care to argue: but 
I know that practically every Member of 
Congress is now being criticized by his 
constituents because of appointments in 
the various departments. 

If a Member of Congress is to be com- 
pelled to take the brunt of the criticism 
regarding appointments in the name of 
all that is reasonable he should at least 
have something to say in advance about 
the ippointees; because we shall never 
argue our constituents out of the idea 
that we have had something to do with 
the appointments. 

The dollar-a-year men’ in various 
agencies have made some appointments 
in my Stave which I thought were tragic. 
The men appointed hated some of the 
things they were callec upon to regulate. 
That is the kind of dispassionate and ob- 
jective attitude of mind which was 
evinced by some of the men appointed, 
and I think that some of the officials 
who appointed them were also far from 
being objective and reasonable. 

If Senators desire simply to “wash out” 
Senate confirmation, that is quite agree- 
able to me. I voted “yea” on the other 
question. I shall vote “nay” now. 

In all the years I have been a Member 
of this body I have been accustome. to 
voting for Senate confirmation of Presi- 
dential nominations of men for responsi- 
ble positions. However, it was suggested 
to me that because Mr. Landis took out 
of the wrong jack pot the money to pay 
the salary of a man whose nomination 
was confirmed by the Senate, I should 
not vote to confirm the nomination. 
Even though the nomination were con- 
firmed by the Senate, the head of the 
department could still take money out 
of the wrong jack pot. 

It seems to me that we do not make 
out a very strong case when we seek to 
rest decision on the question of Senate 
confirmation on the basis which has been 
suggested. I think we should rest it on 
an entirely different thesis. It simply 
does not add up and make sense to say 
that because the head or a department 
has done wrong, Senate confirmation of 
the nomination of one of his subordinates 
is either wrong or right. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment, as amended, on page 11, 
line 2. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Was the request for 
the yeas and nays seconded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Se 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr, President, I should 
like to take a brief statement. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee has referred to the 
fact that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was in favor of the amendment. I 
should like to point out that Iam a mem- 
ber of that committee. I am very proud 
of my membership on the Committee on 
Appropriations. However, I should like 
to suggest further that the bill has been 
rewritten in a great many particulars on 
the floor of the Senate since it came 
from the Committee on Appropriations. 
Therefore, in view of the fact that after 
the bill reached the floor of the Senate, 
through some agreement, about half the 
committee amendments were modified or 
abrogated in their entirety, I do not con- 
sider myself bound by any committee 
action. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that we should 
either write at the end of the bill a new 
section applying equally to every agency 
for which appropriation is made, and re- 
quiring the confirmation of all employees 
in every one of the agencies, or we should 
vote against the proposed requirement. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? . 

Mr. RUSSELL. In a moment. 

We should not single out this one 
agency whose appropriation is one of the 
smallest contained in the bill, and say 
that because Mr. Landis paid from funds 
duly allocated to him by the President 
a larger amount than his appropriation 
ordinarily allowed, therefore. we should 
require Senate confirmation of al} ap- 
pointments within that agency. 

I am not here to defend Mr. Landis. 
I am not concerned with the question of 
his defense. However, I do not doubt 
that if Senators were to go through every 
one of the agencies, for some of which 
we have made appropriations much 
larger than the $100,000,000 to which the 
Senator from Tennessee has referred, we 
should find a great many irregularities 
which would be much worse than the one 
to.which the Senator from Tennessee has 
referred in the case of Mr, Peter. 

Not onl has the bill been rewritten in 
some particulars but the amendment now 
under consideration has been rewritten. 
The Senator from Kentucky stated that 
it did not epply to those who are already 
employed. Therefore, under the amend- 
ment, the status of the gentleman the 
Senator has in mind would not be 
changed in the slightest degree, because 
his nomination would not even be sent 
to the Senate for confirmation. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that in 
order that we may show some semblance 
of consistency the amendment should be 
rejected. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from 
Georgia has stated that we should have 
an amendment applying to all depart- 
ments. I notice that he has not asked 
for one, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment on page 11, beginning in line 2 and 
ending with line 6, as amended. The 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and 
the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll, and Mr. Arken answered in the 
affirmative when his name was called. 

Mr. RUSSELL. A parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is the vote on the adoption of the 
committee amendment requiring confir- 
mation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote 
is on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Those who wish to 
vote for the amendment will vote “yea,” 
and these opposed will vote “nay”? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. AIKEN. I understand the ques- 
tion was on reconsideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
question has been disposed of. The ques- 
tion is now on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The clerk will proceed with the calling 
of the roll. 

The legislative clerk resumed calling 
of the roll, 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). Again announcing my pair and 
transfer, I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

The result was—yeas 20, nays, 26, as 
follows: 


YEAS—20 
Bailey Ellender O'Mahoney 
Barkley George Reynolds 
Bilbo Gerry Rosier 
Byrd Hayden Spencer 
Caraway Lee Thomas, Okla, 
Chandler McKellar Thomas, Utah 
Connally Maloney 

NAYS—26 
Aiken Danaher Nye 
Andrews Guffey Pepper 
Ball Gurney Radcliffe 
Bone Hatch Russell 
Bridges Lucas Schwartz 
Brooks McNary Thomas, Idaho 
Burton Maybank Vandenberg 
Chaves Mead 
Clark, Mo. Norris 

NOT VOTING—50 

Austin Hill Shipstead 
Bankhead Holman Smathers 
Barbour ughes Smith 
Brewster Johnson, Calif. Stewart 
Brown Johnson, Colo. Taft 
Bulow Kilgore Tobey 
Bunker La Follette Truman 
Butler Langer Tunnell 
Capper Lodge Tydings 
Ciark, Idaho Van Nuys 
Davis McFarland Wagner 
Downey Millikin Wallgren 
Doxey Murdock Walsh 
Gillette Murray Wheeler 
Glass O'Daniel White 
Green Overton Willis 
Herring 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 20 and the nays are 26. 
Less than a quorum having voted, under 
the rules it is necessary that the roll be 
called. 

Mr. BARKLEY. A parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. When a quorum is 
not developed on a yea-and-nay vote, 
under the rules the roll must be called to 
develop a quorum. In this instance can 
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the quorum cali be postponed until to- 
morrow, instead of having it made today? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A mo- 
tion to adjourn would be in order. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I make that motion. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No de- 
bate is in order. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, I do not 
understand what the question is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not a 
sufficient number having answered to 
their names on the yea-and-nay vote, it 
is necessary that a quorum be developed. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator wil! state it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Is a motion to ad- 
journ in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A mo- 
tion to adjourn is in order at any time. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Imove that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator withhold his motion for a 
moment? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. A motion to recess is 
not in order, is it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; a 
motion to recess is not in order; no. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The only thing the 
Senate can do is to adjourn. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Imove that the Sen- 
ate adjourn 

Mr. BARKLEY. A further parlia- 
mentary inquiry before action on the mo- 
tion is taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr BARKLEY. When the Senate re- 
assembles tomorrow, automatically there 
will be a roli call to develop a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator is correct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And then a yea-and- 
nay vote will have to be taken on agree- 
ing to the committee amendment, as 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator is correct. 

The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee {Mr. 
McKeLLaR] that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until tomorrow, Thursday, 
July 16, 1942, at 12 o'clock noon, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wepnespay, Jury 15, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Almighty God, from whom all just 
counsels and holy desires proceed, we be- 
seech Thee that Thou wilt manifest Thy 
mercy and loving care toward all pris- 
oners, captives, and all who suffer from 
oppressions and the cruel privations of 
war. Graciously be with the men who are 
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forging the weapons for freedom and de- 
fense while the very soul of our Nation 
labors in vain for peace and must needs 
take up the sword. 

Blessed be the name of our Father in 
Heaven whose infinite goodness and wis- 
dom are shown in the ruling of Thy prov- 
idence in the affairs of men. We would 
dedicate our beloved country to a purer 
and a deeper religious life, to an unself- 
ish patriotism, and to a greater loyalty 
to the teachings of our Elder Brother. 
Increase the divine within us, dominat- 
ing the human, that we may hallow Thy 
name in thought and deed. We bless 
Thee that this world is our Father’s house 
and life deep and boundless, rich and 
abundant, is ours. In our dear Redeem- 
er’s name, Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a concurrent resolution of 
the House of the following title: 

H. Con. Res. 74. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the printing of additional copies of 
the bill entitled “The Revenue Act of 1942,” 
and the accompanying report thereon. 


The message also announced tha‘ the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 2642. An act to amend section 219 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, by 
changing a reference to “such part” to “this 
act,” and to amend subsection (b) of sec- 
tion 417 of the Interstate Commerce fct by 
changing a reference therein from “carrier” 
to “freight forwarder.” 


The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendiuent to the 
bill (A R. 5458) entitled “An act to 
amend the Organic Act of Alaska,” dis- 
agreed to by the House; agrees to the 
conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. Typinas, Mr. 
HAYDEN, Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Mr. NYE, 
and Mr. VANDENBERG to be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the House to bills of the Senate 
of the following titles: 

S. 2082. An act to amend section 7 (a) of 
the act of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), as 
amended by section 601 of the act of June 30, 
1932 (47 Stat. 417), to authorize interde- 
partmental procurement by contract; and 

S. 2404. An act to authorize officers and 
enlisted men of the armed forces of the 
United States to accept decorations, orders, 
medals, and emblems tendered them by gov- 
ernments of cobelligerent nations or other 
American republics and to create the decora- 
tions to be Known as the Legion of Merit, 
and the Medal for Merit. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I make 
the point of order that there is not a 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no 
quorum present. 
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Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 


[Roll No. 96] 
Healey O'Toole 
Bates, Ky. Heffernan Pearson 
Bender Hill, Colo, Peterson, Fla. 
Bishop Hinshew Pfeifer, 
Blackney Hoffman Joseph L. 
Buckley, N. Y. Hoimes Ploeser 
Byrne Hook Rabaut = 
Byron Izac Rivers 
Cannon, Fila Jacobsen Robsion, Ky. 
Capozzoli Jarrett Rockefeller 
Casey, Jennings Rockwell 
Chenoweth Johnson,Ind. Rogers, Okla, 
Cluett Johnson, Sauthoff 
Coffee, Nebr, Lyndon B. Schaefer, Ill 
Cole, Md. onkman Scott 
Collins Kennedy, Shanley 
Copeland Michael J. Shannon 
n Kleberg Short 
Cullen Klein Smith, Pa 
Curtis Kocialkowski Smith, W.Va 
Delaney Lambertson uth 
Disney Landis Starnes, Ala 
Drewry Leavy Stearns, N. H, 
Edmiston Lewis Stevenson 
Ellis Lynch Stratton 
McGranery Sumners, Tex. 
Flaherty Maas Thill 
Gamble Maciejewski Tinkham 
Gavagan Marcantonio Tolan 
Gifford Murray Vorys, Ohio 
Norton Vreeland 
Green O'Connor Walter 
Hall, O'Day Winter 
Edwin Arthur O'Leary Worley 
Harrington O'Neal 
Hart Osmers 


The SPEAKER. On this roll call 330 
Members have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

On motion by Mr. CocHraN, further 
proceedings, under the call, were dis- 
pensed with. 


MRS. CLAUD TUCK 


Mr. KEOGH, from the Committee on 
Claims, submitted the following confer- 
ence report and statement on the bill 
(S. 1694) for the relief of Mrs, Claud 
Tuck, for printing in the RECORD. 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S, 
1694) entitled “An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Claud Tuck,” having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: That the House recede from its 
amendments to the text of the bill, and to the 
title of the bill. 

EUGENE J. KEOGH, 
THOMAS D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
PRENTISS M. BROWN, 
ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing vote of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 1694) for the relief of 
Mrs. Claud Tuck, submit the following state- 
ment in explanation of the effect of the ac- 
tion agreed upon amd recommended in the 
accompanying conference report. 

The bill as passed by the Senate appro- 

* priated to Mrs. Claud Tuck the sum of 
$5,769.75, for the reimbursement of medical, 
hospital, and funeral expenses incurred by 
her and for compensation for the death of 
her husband, Claud Tuck, who died on June 
14, 1938, from injuries sustained on May 
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23, 1938, when the truck which he was op- 
erating overturned while he was engaged in 
working on a project of the Works Progress 
Administration. 

The House amended the bill by changing it 
from that of a direct appropriation, to a bill 
conferring jusidiction upon the United States 
Employees’ Compensation Commission to con- 
sider the claim of Mrs. Claud Tuck and Dar- 
rell Claud Tuck, a minor, in the same manner 
as it would if Claud Tuck, deceased, had, on 
May 23, 1938, been regularly employed by the 
Works Progress Administration. The title was 
amended so as to read “For the relief of Mrs. 
Claud Tuck and Darrell Claud Tuck, a 
minor,” 

At the conference, the House receded from 
its amendments, to the text of the bill, and 
to the title of the bill. and the amount of 
$5,769.75, payable to Mrs. Claud Tuck was 
agreed upon. 

EUGENE J. KEOGH, 
TxHomas D. WINTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the conference report 
on the bill S. 1694, and that the state- 
ment may be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEOGH. I yield. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Will 
the gentleman explain what is contained 
in this conference report? 

Mr. KEOGH. This bill originated in 
the other body and came to the House 
as a direct appropriation bill. It was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, It 
was there amended by making it a juris- 
dictional bill, conferring jurisdiction on 
the Employees’ Compensation Commis- 
Sion. In the conference the managers 
on the part of the House receded from 
the position taken by the House and 
agreed to the bill as it was passed in the 
other body. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
did it pass in the other body? 

Mr. KEOGH. A direct appropriation 
to the widow of a deceased employee. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. How 
much is involved? 

Mr. KEOGH. Five thousand seven 
hundred sixty-nine dollars and seventy- 
five cents. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

; “© motion to reconsider was laid on the 
able. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATION BILL, 1943 


Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
ere ko as consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I would like to 
submit a parliamentary inquiry. When 
the session ended yesterday the House 
was confronted with a roll call on some 
pending business. I would like to know 
whether that is not the immediate order 
of business and whether it is in order 
to have 1 minute speeches at this time? 

The SPEAKER, This is a new day. 
A roll call will have to be ordered, if one 
occurs, The Chair thought he was pro- 
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ceeding in the regular order in per- 
mitting the filing of conference reports 
and 1 minute speeches as usual. 

Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Taser]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, when the 
House adjourned on yesterday there was 
before it a motion to recede and concur 
in a Senate amendment with an amend- 
ment, with reference to the sale of wheat. 

Let me say to the membership of the 
House that it is absolutely necessary for 
the benefit of the wheat farmer, if we 
are going to get down the tremendous 
storage of whest that exists, between 
six and seven hundred million bushels, 
that we agree to this Senate amendment 
and let the wheat be sold. It is absolutely 
ridiculous for us to attempt to carry a 


“burden of 704,000,000 bushels of wheat, 


to be a menace to the wheat price, and 
to the Government Treasury forever. 

This amendment, if carried, does not 
permit, as the Senate amendment does, 
the sale of wheat for the manufacture 
of rubber at a low price. It does not per- 
mit many other things. I hope the House 
will vote down the amendment. 

(Here the gavel fell.J 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, on yesterday we had 
debate on the question of this motion of- 
fered by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Cannon]. I offered to yield time to 
any Member of the House who might 
desire time. The debate concluded and 
the major portion of the time allotted to 
me for yielding was not consumed. I 
think it is exceedingly unfair that after 
the previous question has been ordered 
Members under the guise of getting 1 
minute to address the House undertake 
to have the concluding word in regard to 
the issues involved; and so I must in 
the interest of fairness inquire of the 
gentleman from Virginia whether he de- 
sires to address himself to that particular 
subject matter, in which event I shall 
be compelled to object. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I may 
say to the gentleman from Georgia that 
the subject matter of my address was 
going to be to try to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that the Congress 
has before it at this moment a matter of 
vital war policy which President—— 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I object; 
the gentleman intends to have the con- 
cluding argument on the issue involved, 
and for that reason I object. 

«The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Record and to include 
therein two editorials, one from the In- 
dianapolis Star and one from the In- 
dianapolis News. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
UNEMPLOYMENT IN THE CITY OF NEW 
YORK 

Mr. MARTIN J, KENNEDY, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute, 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I shall 
have to make the same reservation of 
objection. If the gentleman desires to 
discuss the pending bill or these amend- 
ments, argument having concluded, I 
shall be compelled to object; otherwise 
not. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. I do not 
desire to speak on that subject. The 
farmers up my way are not excited at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Speaker, on other occasions I have 
brought to your attention the deplorable 
conditions of unemployment existing in 
the city of New York. These conditions 
have been again brought to our attention 
by a resolution recently adopted by the 
Central Trades and Labor Council of 
New York speaking for the local unions 
affiliated with the American Federation 
of Labor. The resolution emphasizes the 
fact that there are hundreds of thou- 
sands of unemployed men in my city in 
spite of the need for skilled workers in 
war activities due to the improper allo- 
eation of the defense industries. I am 
appealing for the sympathetic consid- 
eration of the House, the policy-making 
body of the Army and Navy, and the 
Chief Executive, of our problem of wide- 
spread unemployment. Unless prompt 
Steps are taken to correct the situation 
resulting from the conditions described 
in the following resolution of the Central 
Trades and Labor Council, I fear that 
even greater hardships will be visited 
upon the citizens of my district and city. 

The interest of the Congress in this 
emergency will be deeply appreciated by 
every person in New York City. 

The resolution follows: 

Whereas all of the resolutions so intro- 
duced indicate the vast unemployment which 
has been created in Greater New York by the 
procurement policies followed by the Gov- 
ernment agencies in the awarding of con- 
tracts, the erection of buildings, the location 
and conversion of plants, and the employ- 
ment of Work Projects Administration work- 
ers instead of the skilled workers of the build- 
ing trades in this greater city; and 

Whereas these agencies, in disregard of the 
unemployment conditions created by prior- 
ities and curtailment of civilian supplies, 
have failed to locate in this area war indus- 
tries which could give employment to those 
displaced workers; and 

Whereas the United States Government has 
made it a practice to replace the regular 
civilian employees from private industry with 
employees from the Federal civil-service lists; 
and 

Whereas it is important that the conditions 
thus created be brought to the attention of 
the policy-making authorities of the Govern- 
ment; and 

Whereas an immediate effort must be made 
to remedy the plight of hundreds of thou- 
sands of Greater New York workers presently 
unemployed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO- 
PRIATION BILL, 1943 


Mr, COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, a par- 


liamentary inquiry, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to know if when the vote comes on 
the amendment in disagreement in the 
conference report on the Department of 
Agriculture appropriation bill, the House 
votes down the Cannon amendment and 
then votes down the Tarver motion, will 
a preferential motion be in order to 
agree to the Senate amendments, which 
if adopted would send the bill to the 
White House before the day is over? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, COCHRAN. I yield. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. And 
that is what the President has actually 
wanted to have done. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman from 
Virginia is absolutely right. 

Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. Speaker, I object; 
that is not a parliamentary inquiry. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. SHEPPARD asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks in 
the REcorp.) 


GASOLINE FOR CANDIDATES FOR PUBLIC 
OFFICE 


Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 
1 minute and to extend my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it 
is so ordered, 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair make 
a statement. The Chair desires to fol- 
low the usual custom of recognizing 
Members to extend their remarks in the 
Recorp or to proceed for 1 minute. 
Under the existing situation the Chair 
hopes that few Members will ask to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute. 

(Mr. Hare addressed the House, His 
remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


THE LATE DR. ROBERTO M. ORTIZ, FOR- 
MER PRESIDENT OF ARGENTINA 


Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute and to extend my own remarks in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. BLOOM]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr.Speaker, I was deep- 
ly distressed to learn of the death of Dr. 
Roberto M. Ortiz, the former President of 
Argentina. In the passing of Dr. Ortiz, 
not only the Argentine Republic but also 
the Western Hemisphere as a whole, has 
lost one of the most courageous and effec- 
tive of the champions of the democratic 
ideal. It is particularly saddening that 
his views and his leadership should have 
been taken from us at a time when they 
are so vitally needed. 

President Ortiz was a great servant of 
the Americas, and an outstanding adyo- 
cate of solidarity between all of the 
American Republics. Through many 
phases of political life in Argentina, he 
maintained the common interest of 
Americans of both continents. His death 
is a loss to Argentina, and to the life of 
the hemisphere. 
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STATEMENT BY THE ACTING SECRETARY OF STATE 

I have learned with the most profound sor- 
row of the death of Dr. Roberto M. Ortiz, un- 
til recently President of the Argentine Re- 
public. 

Every man and woman throughout the 
Americas who is today supporting the great 
cause of human liberty, and every citizen of 
the Americas who believes in and recognizes 
the need for inter-American solidarity, will 
receive the news of the death of Dr. Ortiz 
with a sense of personal loss 

Ex-President Ortiz was one of the outstand- 
ing statesmen of the New World. His high 
abilities, and the courage and force with 
which he fought for the ideals in which he 
believed, will cause his name to be always 
remembered in the Western Hemisphere with 
gratitude and with admiration. 

His death is deeply regretted by the Gov- 
ernment and people of the United States. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BEITER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include an 
address I delivered on Sunday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BEITER]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex+ 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp 
and to include a letter from Chester H. 
Gray. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. COFFEE]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I haye two 
unanimous-consent requests, one to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
to include a radio address by the former 
Ambassador to Germany, James W. 
Gerard, and the other to extend my own 
remarks in the Record and to include 
an article that appeared in the Wall 
Street Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Idaho 
(Mr. WHITE]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and to in- 
clude an editorial from the New York 
Times. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WIGGLESWORTH]? 

There was no objection. 


LT. COMDR. JOHN C. WALDRON—A SOUTH 
DAKOTA HERO 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER. May the Chair say 
that under the circumstances the Chair 
will not recognize any other Member 
after the gentleman from South Dakota 
to proceed for 1 minute. Without ob- 
jection, the gentleman from South Da- 
kota may proceed for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, the naval 
report of the battle of Midway gives tre- 
mMendous encouragement to all of the 
United Nations, and in this connection 
I wish to call attention to the fact that 
the squadron of 15 torpedo planes which 
took the brunt of that attack was led 
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by a citizen of my State, Lt. Comdr. John 
C. Waldron, of Fort Pierce, S. Dak., which 
is located in the heart of South Dakota, 
just across the Missouri River from the 
State capital at Pierre, and within 2 miles 
of a monument erected to mark the 
heart of North America. 

It seems to me that this is another 
splendid indication of the courage and 
heroism of Americans from the Middle 
West who participated so largely in the 
history-making battle of Midway. This 
squadron, led by Lt. Comdr. John C. 
Waldron, led the attack on the Japanese 
Navy, and we all know the gratifying re- 
sults which occurred in the battle of 
Midway. I am sure all Members of Con- 
gress join me in a salute to this young 
South Dakota: hero and his courageous 
comrades who joined him in what will 
be a never-to-be-forgotten epic in Amer- 
ica's history. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, after disposition of business on 
the Speaker’s desk today and at the con- 
clusion of any special orders heretofore 
entered, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON]? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MACIORA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp on the subject of 
certification of birth records. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut (Mr. Macrora]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include a 
speech delivered by Mr. Generoso Pope, 
chairman of a grand concert rally held 
at Manhattan Center, New York City, on 
Wednesday evening, July 8, 1842, under 
the auspices of the war savings staff of 
the United States Treasury Department 
and the War Savings Committee for 
Americans of Italian Origin of the State 
of New York. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. DICKSTEIN]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp on three subjects 
and to include therein certain excerpts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Patman]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 10 minutes at the conclusion of any 
special orders heretofore entered for 
today. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objecticn to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr, HOLLAND]? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. FORD of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Rrecorp and include 
therein some excerpts from a radio ad- 
dress delivered by Mr. Fulton Lewis, Jr., 
on a recent date. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WASIELEWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent tc extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include there- 
in an address recently delivered by me. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objectior. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today, at the conclusion of any special 
orders heretofore entered, I may be per- 
mitted to address the House for 5 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objectien to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today, following any special orders here- 
tofore entered, I may be permitted to ad- 
dress the House for 25 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp on two distinct 
subjects. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Nebraska {Mr. Corres] may be per- 
mitted to extend his own remarks in the 
ReEcorp and include therein an address 
delivered by him on June 12 to the Ne- 
braska Stock Growers Association, at 
Lexington, Nebr. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
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marks in the Recorp and include there- 
in an address I delivered on the Fourth 
of July. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Van Zanpt asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks in 
the RECORD.) 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on tomorrow, at the conclusion of the 
legislative program of the day and fol- 
lowing any special orders heretofore en- 
tered, I may be permitted to address the 
House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO- 
PRIATION BILL, 19483—-CONFERENCE RE- 
PORT 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
announce that the unfinished business is 
the question on the adoption of the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Cannon] that the House recede from its 
disagreement to Senate amendment No. 
85 to the bill H. R. 6709, the Department 
of Agriculture appropriation bill for the 
fiscal year 1943, and agree to the same 
with an amendment. 

Without objection, the Clerk will re- 
port the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri moves that the 
House recede from its disagreement to Sen- 
ate amendment No. 85, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by such 
amendment, insert the following: ‘‘: Provided 
further, That not to exceed 125,000,000 
bushels of wheat may be sold at a price 
which shall be. not less than the parity price 
of corn at the time such sale is made.” 


Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, before 
the House adjourned on yesterday the 
House had voted by a standing vote by 
approxi:‘nately two and a half to one—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is 
not submitting a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. TARVER. I am about to submit 
a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
I submit that the Speaker made no de- 
termination on yesterday that a quorum 
was not present, that the roll call this 
morning has demonstrated the presence 
of a quorum, and that the standing vote 
cannot be taken again, but that if any 
Member desires so to do he may ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. This is a new day and 
a new process. 

The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Cannon]. 


1942 


Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, on this 
motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 129, nays 205, not voting 98, 
as follows: 


[Roll No. 97] 
YEAS—129 

Allen, I. Fulmer Miller 
Allen, La. Gathings Mills, Ark. 
Andersen, Gearhart Mills, 

H. Carl Gibson Mundt 
Andresen, Gilchrist Norrell 

August H. Gillette O'Hara 
Arends Gillie Pace 
Barden Gossett -~ Patton 
Barnes Graham Peterson, Ga 
Baumhart Grant, Ala. Plumiley 
Bennett Grant, Ind. Poage 
Bishop G 
Bonner Halleck Randolph 
Boren Hare > 
Brooks Harness Reed, I. 
Brown, Ga Harris, Ark. Richards 
Brown,Ohio Heidinger Robinson, Utah 
Bryson Hill, Wash. Russell 
Buck Hobbs Sander. 
Burgin ‘oO Shafer, Mich. 
Camp Jenkins, Ohio Smith, Ohio 
Cannon, Mo Jensen Sparkman 
Cartwright Johnson, Tl Springer > 
Chiperfield Johnson, Ind. Stengall | 
Clark an > 
Clevenger Luther A. Sumner, Il. 
Colmer Johnson, Okla. Talle 
Cox Jones btn 
Cravens Kee erry 
Crawford Kerr Van Zandt 
Creal Kinzer Vincent, Ky. 
Cunningham Lanham Weaver 
Day West 
Dies Ludlow t 
Dirksen ee Whelchel 
Domengeaux McGregor White 
Dondero McIntyre Whitten 
Douglas McLaughlin Whittington 
Duncan McMillan Wickersham 
Dworshak Mahon Wilson 

mn Manasco Wolcott 
Elliott, Calif. Mansfield Wolfenden, Pa. 
Flannagan Martin, Iowa Woodruff, Mich. 
Ford, Miss Mason Zimmerman 
NAYS—205 

Anderson, Calif. Davis, Tenn. Hope 
Anderson, Dewey H 

N. Mex, Dickstein Hull 
Andrews Dingell Hunter 
Angell Ditter Imhof 
Arnold Doughton Jackson 
Baldwin Jarman 
Bates. Mass. Drewry Jenks, N. H. 
Beem Durham Johns 
Beckworth Eaton Johnson, Calif. 
Beiter Eberharter Johnson, W. Va. 
Bell Eliot, Mass. Kean 
Bland Keefe 
Bloom Engiebright Kefauver 
Boehne Faddis Kelley, Pa. 
Boggs Fellows Kelly, Ill. 
Bolton Fenton Kennedy, 

ykin h Martin J. 
Brad'ey, Mich, Fitzgerald Keogh j 
Bradley, Pa Fitzpatrick Kilburn 
Buckler, Minn. Kilday 
Bulwinkie Folger Kirwan 
Burch Forand Knutson 
Burdick Ford, Leland M. Kopplemann 
Butler Ford. Thomas F. Kramer 
Canfield Gale Kunkel 
Carlson Gehrmann Lane 
Carter Gerlach Larrabee 
Case, S. Dak. Granger Lea 
Celler Gregory Lesinski 
Chapman Guyer McCormack 
Clason Haines McKeough 
Claypool Hall, McLean 
Cochran Leonard W. Maciora 
Cofee, Wash Hancock Martin, Mass. 
Cole, N. Y. Harris, Va. May 
Cooley Parter Merritt 
Cooper Hartley Meyer, Md. 
Costello Healey Michener 
Courtney Hébert Mitchell 
Crowther Hess Monroney 
D'Alesandro Holbrock oser 
Davis, Ohio Holland Mott 


Murdock Robertson, Va, Taber 
Myers, Pa. Rodgers, Pa Talbot 
Nelson Rogers, Mass, Tenerowicz 
Nichols Rolph om 
O'Brien, Mich, Romjue ‘Thomas, N. J. 
O’Brien, N.Y. Sabath Thomas, Tex, 
Oliver Thomason 
Paddock Sasscer Tibbott 
Patman Satterfield Tinkham 
Patrick Scanlon Traynor 
Pearson Schuetz- Treadway 
Pheiffer, Schulte Vinson, Ga. 
Wiliam T, Scrugham Voorhis, Calif. 
Pierce ‘est Wadsworth 
Pittenger Ward 
Plauché Sheridan Wasielewski 
Powers Sikes Weiss 
Priest pson Welch 
Rams Smith, Maine 
Rankin, Mont. Smith, Va Wigglesworth 
Reece, Tenn, Smith, Wash, Williams 
Reed, N. Smith, Wis. Winter 
Rees, Fans, Somers. N.Y. Wolverton, N. J. 
Rich Spence Woodrum, Va. 
Rizley Sullivan Wright 
Robertson, Sutphin Young 
N. Dak. Sweeney Youngdahl 
NOT VOTING—88 
Barry Heffernan O'Neal 
Bates, Ky. Hendricks Osmers 
Bender Hill, Colo, O'Toole 
Blackney Hinshaw Peterson, Fla, 
Buckley, N.Y. Hofman Pfeifer, 
Byrne olmes Joseph L. 
Byron Hook Ploeser 
Cannon, Fla. Izac E oo 
Capozzoli Jacobsen yers 
Casey, Mass, Jarrett Robsion, Ky. 
Chenoweth Jennings Rockefeller 
Cluett Johnson, Rockwell 
Coffee, Nebr. Lyndon B Rogers, Okla. 
Cole, Jonkman Sauthoff 
Col Kennedy, Schaefer, Il. 
Copeland Mi J. Scott 
Crosser Kleberg Shanley 
Cul Klein Shannon 
Cullen Kocialkowski Short 
Curtis Lambertson Smith. Pa 
Delaney Landis Smith, W. Va. 
Disney Leavy Snyder 
Ellis Lewis South 
Engel Lynch Starnes, Ala. 
Fisherty McGranery Stearns, N H. 
Gamble Maas Stevenson 
Govagan ' Maciejewski Stratton 
Gifford Magnuson + 
Gore Marcantonio ‘Thill 
Green Murray Tolan 
Hall, Norton Vorys, Ohio 
Edwin Arthur O'Connor Vreeland 
Harrington O'Day Walter 
Hart O'Leary Worley 


So the motion to recede and concur in 
Senate amendment No. 85 with an 
amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following 


pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Ellis for, with Mr. Sauthoff against. 
Mr. Robsion of Kentucky for, with Mr. Hart 
against. 


Until further notice: 


Mr. Rabaut with Mr. Short. 

Mr. Joseph L: Pfeifer with Mr. Bender. 
Mr. O'Leary with Mr. Chenoweth. 

Mr. Rivers with Mr. Ploeser. 

Mr. Lynch with Mr. Vorys of Ohio. 


Mr. Michael J. Kennedy with Mr. Cluett. 
Mr.Sumners of Texas with Mr. Engel. 
. Cullen with Mr. Copeland. 

. Walter with Mr. Gamble. 

. O'Toole with Mr. Culkin. 

Barry with Mr. Gifford. 

O'Neal with Edwin Arthur Hall, 

. Heffernan with Mr. Jennings. 

. Kleberg with Mr. Stevenson. 

. Delaney with Mr, Hill of Colorado. 


BEERRESS 
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Mr. Buckley of New York with Mr. Jonk- 
man. 
Mr. Capozzoli with Mr. Holmes, 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr, Tarver] that the House fur- 
ther insist upon its disagreement to the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, upon that 
motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, a parlia~ 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. TABER. Has the previous ques- 
tion been ordered upon this particular 
motion? 

The SPEAKER. The previous ques- 
tion was ordered on both mofions on 
yesterday. 

Mr. TABER. The ReEcorn indicates 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TARVER] moved the previous question, but 
it does not say on what the previous 
question was ordered. I assumed it 
meant that the gentleman had moved the 
previous question upon the Cannon 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. Unless otherwise 
specified, the previous question is ordered 
on all motions pending at the time. 

Those in favor of taking this vote by 
the yeas and nays will rise and stand 


j| until counted. {After counting.) Thirty- 


two Members have risen, not a sufficient 
number, and the yeas and nays are re- 
fused. 

The question was teken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. Tarver) there 
were—yeas 77, noes 134. 3 

So the motior. was rejected. À 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, in view 
of the action just taken by the House, I 
move that the House recede and concur 
in Senate amendments No. 83, No. 85, 
and No. 86. ' 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. DIRKSEN) there 
were—ayes 171, noes 57.- 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
reconsider the various votes by which the 
various motions were acted upon and 
to lay that motion upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADMISSIONS TO THEATERS AND OTHER 
ACTIVITIES OPERATED BY THE WAR 
OR NAVY DEPARTMENTS 


Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 318) to amend section 1700 (a) (1) 
of the Internal Revenue Code by exempt- 
ing from tax the amount paid for ad- 
missions to theaters and other activities 
operated by the War Department or the 
Navy Department within posts, camps, 
reservations, and other areas maintained 
by the Military or Naval Establishment, 
and concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution, 
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The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 
as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert “That section 1700 (a) (1) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code, as amended, is amended 
by inserting after the words ‘members of the 
military or naval forces of the United States 
when in uniform’ a comma and the words 
‘members of the military or naval forces of 
any of the United Nations, when in uniform,’; 
and by inserting at the end thereof the fol- 
lowing sentence: ‘Amounts paid on and after 
October 1, 1941, for admission to theaters 
and other activities operated by or under the 
contro] of the War Department or the Navy 
Department within posts, camps, reservations, 
and other areas maintained by the Military 
or Naval Establishment shall be exempt from 
the tax imposed by this scction: Provided, 
That the net proceeds from said admission 
charges are used exclusively for the welfare 
of the military or naval forces of the United 
States.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “Joint reso- 
lution to amend section 1700 (a) (1) of the 
Internal Revenue Code to extend to the mem- 
bers of the armed forces of the United Nations 
the exemption from the tax on admissions in 
cases where admission is free, and to exempt 
from tax the amount paid for admissions to 
theaters and other activities operated by the 
War Department or the Navy Department 
within posts, camps, reservations and other 
areas maintained by the Military or Naval 
Establishment.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Wuirttincton). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, do I understand 
that the changes made in the House bill 
by the Senate amendment meet with the 
unanimous approval of the members of 
the Ways and Means Committee? 

Mr. BOEHNE. I cannot make that 
statement to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan. I did speak to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] about an 
hour ago, and also to the minority leader, 
as well as the majority leader and the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. 

The only thing the amendment does is 
to add to those who will be exempted 
from payment of taxes on admissions to 
theaters on Army and Navy posts, mem- 
bers of the naval or armed forces of the 
United Nations who have to be in this 
country and are lodged at Army estab- 
lishments. The number is very neg- 
ligible. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOEHNE. I yield. 

Mr, TREADWAY. Answering the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. MICHENER], 
I may say that I do not think the gentle- 
man from Indiana consulted all the 
members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee 


Mr. BOEHNE. I did not; no. 

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman did 
Speak to me and one or two others on the 
committee, and we are in hearty accord 
and sympathy with the idea. 

The measure simply extends to sol- 
diers of the United Nations the courtesy 
of allowing them to attend entertain- 
ments at our Army and Navy posts. 

Mr. BOEHNE. That is exactly correct. 

Mr. TREADWAY. And I think it is a 
very worthy object to extend such cour- 
tesies to them. 
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Mr. MICHENER. It will not affect the 
revenues in any way? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Not a particle. 
The Army and Navy officials themselves 
asked that the bill be passed, for the 
benefit of the soldiers and sailors of for- 
eign Allied Nations. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOEHNE. Yes. 

Mr. REED of New York. It seems to 
me that this amendment is a just one. 
I know that it would have passed the full 
committee, if called to the attention of 
the committee. There is no reason why 
the limited number of these soldiers and 
sailors who are here training with our 
men in the camps should not receive the 
same courtesy extended to our soldiers 
and sailors by our Government. 

Mr. BOEHNE. I might add that the 
men of the United Nations must be in 
uniform, just as the men of the United 
States Army and Navy must be, to re- 
ceive this courtesy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr. 
WHITTINGTON). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 
i re motion to reconsider was laid on the 

able. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE TAX BILL 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
have requested this time to inform the 
House that it is expected that the tax 
bill reported by the Committee on Ways 
and Means yesterday will be called up 
tomorrow for consideration by the House. 
Also to inform the House that copies of 
the report (No. 2333) of the bill H. R. 
7378 are available. The report is quite 
elaborate, containing about 100 pages, 
and is a full and complete explanation 
of the bill. I call this to the attention 
of the Members so that if they wish to 
familiarize themselves with what is in 
the bill, they can secure copies of the 
report between now and tomorrow morn- 
ing and inform themselves of the provi- 
sions of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina has expired. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I do this simply to 
cooperate with the remarks made by the 
distinguished chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. DOUGHTON]. 
In order to expedite the consideration 
of the bill, we expect the rule to be re- 
ported promptly tomorrow. Under the 
conditions of the rule it will be my priv- 
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ilege to control one-half of the time in 
general debate upon the bill. It would 
be an accommodation to me, if Members 
on the minority side would kindly ex- 
press their wishes to me with respect to 
the allotment of time, so that I may 
make up a schedule in adyance. We ex- 
pect to have not to exceed 3 days of gen- 
eral debate, and, therefore, it will be 
necessary for us to cooperate, one side 
with the other, in dividing the time. It 
will be an accommodation, as I said, if 
the Members of the minority will pre- 
sent their desires promptly to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 


INDUCTION OF MARRIED MEN INTO 
ARMED FORCES 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute and revise and extend my remarks, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Younc addressed the House. His 
remarks appear in the Appendix. ] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks and 
include a copy of the platform adopted 
by the Republican Party in the State of 
Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objec’ion. 


RECORDING OF CERTAIN BIRTH RECORDS 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I present 
a privileged repor. from the Committee 
on Rules, by the direction of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read Hcuse Resolution 521 
(Rept. No. 2344), as follows: 


Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into a Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7239) 
to authorize the Director of the Census to 
issue certifications of birth records. That 
after general debate, which shall be confined 
to the bill and continue not to exceed 1 hour, 
to be equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on the Census, the bill shall 
be read for amendment under the 5-minute 
rule. At the conclusion of such considera- 
tion, the Committee shall rise and report the 
bill to the House with such amendments as 
may have been adopted and the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion, except 
one motion to recommit. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res- 
olution is referred to the House Calendar 
and ordered printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the immediate consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the right to object, to inquire 
whether members of the legislative com- 
mittee handling the bill are on the floor? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes; 
they are. 

Mr. SABATH. The proponent ‘of ss 
bill is here. 


Is there 
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Mr, McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MICHENER: Yes. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I talked to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Kinzer], the ranking member of the 
minority of the committee, and I find 
that the rule was reported.- It is a non- 
controversial bill. Ordinarily it might be 
brought up under unanimous consent, 
but it was felt that they would like to 
have some debate upon the matter. 

Mr. MICHENER. I appreciate that. 
The matter was heard before the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and I am familiar with 
the contents of the resolution. I think 
the Rules Committee was unanimously 
for reporting the bill. What I am pri- 
marily interested in is in knowing 
whether or not the legislative committee 
handling the bill is represented here and 
is in favor of the consideration of the 
billin this manner. Iyield to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kinzer]. 

Mr. KINZER. Mr. Speaker, I know of 
no objection to the consideration of the 
bill at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 


The Clerk again reported the 
resolution. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 


gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH] is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
unanimous report from the committee 
and a unanimous report from the Rules 
Committee. 

Unfortunately, I have a meeting of the 
Rules Committee scheduled to begin at 
1:30 and I will be obliged to be there. 

Therefore, I am going to ask for an 
immediate vote on this rule. 


THE REVENUE BILL, 1942 


Mr. SABATH. In the meantime I de- 
sire to ask unanimous consent that I may 
have until midnight tonight to file a rule 
on the revenue bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois is granted. 

There was no objection. 


House Resolution 522 (Report No. 2345) 


Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of H. R. 7378, a bill to 
provide revenue, and for other purposes, and 
all points of order against said bill are hereby 
waived. That after general debate, which 
shall be confined to the bill, and shall con- 
tinue not to exceed 3 days, to be equally 
divided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, the bill shall be con- 
sidered as having been read for amendment. 
No amendment shall be in order to said bill 
except amendments offered by direction of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and said 
amendments shall be in order, any rule of the 
House to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Amendments offered by direction of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means may be offered to 
any section of the bill at the conclusion of 
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the general debate, but said amendments 
shall not be subject to amendment. At the 
conclusion of the consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the Committee shall rise and 
report the bill to the House with such amend- 
ments as may have been adopted, and the 
previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit. 


CERTIFICATION OF BIRTH RECORDS 


Mr, SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, on this 
resclution that was brought up, had I 
been in the Chamber I would have ob- 
jected to it. I assume it is too late to do 
it, but I desire to make opposition to the 
resolution that is to be considered by the 
House. Is there any time allowed to the 
minority? 

Mr.SABATH. There is 1 hour of gen- 
eral debate. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Who has control of 
the time? 

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moser]. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Permit 
the Chair to state that the resolution was 
properly presented to the House and all 
Members had an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill GI. R. 7239) to authorize the Direc- 
tor of the Census to issue certifications 
of birth records. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 7239, with Mr. 
Patman in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moser] is recog-- 
nized for 30 minutes and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kinzer] is rec- 
ognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill that is before 
us for consideration is H. R. 7239, a bill 
to authorize the Director of the Census 
to issue certifications of birth records. 

It is as amazing as it was appalling to 
learn that there are 54,000,000 native- 
born American citizens in the United 
States who cannot prove that they are 
citizens of the United States, by a birth 
record. The fact that the Congress of 
the United States has enacted legislation 
prohibiting the employment of aliens in 
defense industries and especially in in- 
dustries where blueprints and plans are 
of a secret nature, has made it necessary 
and indeed the part of prudence on the 
part of employers to require proof of their 
birth record or nativity. It also put into 
the hands of the alien-born naturalized 
citizen the unusual advantage of proving 
his naturalization and proving that he 
was a citizen of the United States, leav- 
ing the native-born citizen, some 54,000,- 
000 of them, in the predicament that 
they could not get a birth certificate be- 
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cause the States in which they were born 
had not preserved, according to law, 
records of vital statistics. 

States have set up laws of that char- 
acter at different periods and-they are 
not uniform. Considerable testimony of 
that character was presented. Among 
other things, it was found that during 
the past year the Bureau of the Census 


“was called upon to furnish evidence of 


census records covering native-born 
American citizens in more than half a 
million cases, ana at the rate it was 
progressing this year it was found they 
would exceed 1,000,000. 

That was the principal reason why it 
was found advisable to bring about a 
uniform situation, whereby the Director 
of the Census, under the provisions of 
this bill, will be provided with an official 
seal, and will charge a fee of $2. The 
postmasters in the respective communi- 
ties of the first and second class, and 
any other class in county or parish seat, 
would accept the application of an indi- 
vidual for certification of a birth record 
upon payment of the fee. The post- 
master, in addition, will obtain the fin- 
gerprints of the applicant. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOSER. I yield. 

Mr. DONDERO. What procedure 
must an individual follow in order to 
comply with the provisions of the pro- 
posed bill? I may say that I am very 
much in sympathy with its objective. 

Mr. MOSER. I have taken cccasion 
to make certain this time that Members 
will be able to obtain copies of the hear- 
ings. They are on the table and any- 
body who wants them may have them. 

Those hearings contain the form of 
procedure that the Bureau of the Census 
has been following and probably will fol- 
low. It has not been definitely deter- 
mined just what it will be. 

The Census Bureau will, of course, pro- 
ceed back over the records, showing the 
period of time since the citizen was born. 
In the succession of enumerations during 
the early period of the adolescent stages 
of the applicant’s life, where parents 
furnished unprejudiced information as to 
the date of birth and the person is enum- 
erated, and thereafter it is continued on 
the part of the citizen himself when he 
acquired mature age, furnishing informa- 
tion to the census enumerator. In addi- 
tion, the Bureau of the Census proposes 
to take such supplementary information 
as may be obtainable, such as the Rail- 
road Retirement Board has been doing 
in so many instances with which you are 
all quite familiar. It was suggested that 
the cradle rolls of Sunday schools, cer- 
tifications of baptisms, even marriage 
license applications that were filed at a 
nonprejudiced period, or any record that 
would be of a permanent character, such 
as a family Bible, and so forth, should be 
considered. 

Mr. -RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOSER. I yield. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Let me 
say in reply to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan that if this bill becomes a law any 
citizen who wants his birth record can 
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write to the Bureau of the Census. They 
will send such forms as are necessary to 
be made out together with a statement of 
the fee, which is $2. 

Mr. DONDERO. May I say to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania that coming 
from a highly industrialized district I 
know very many embarrassing situations 
have arisen, cases of men and women who 
have lived there all their lives but could 
not prove their citizenship because no 
birth record could be obtained in Michi- 
gan prior to 1906. This bill undoubtedly 
will go a long way in rectifying that 
situation and I am very much in sym- 
pathy with the objectives of the bill. 

Mr. MOSER. Undoubtedly it will. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MOSER. I yield myself 3 addi- 
tional minutes. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois, Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOSER. I yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I am very 
much pleased with the provisions of the 
bill, because in our State before 1900 
there was no provision for birth certifi- 
cates. I am interested to find out how 
stiff the requirements are going to be 
to obtain one of these certificates, be- 
cause it is possible that spies may get in 
unless the requirements are stiff. I do 
not feel that the requirements of the 
law as it was for instance for obtaining 
passports around 1925 were sufficient; I 
think there was too much chance to get 
an affidavit of wrong birth. My ques- 
tion is: Are the requirements going to 
be similar to what they were for pass- 
ports in 1925 or will they be more strict? 
Has the gentleman any information 
along this line? 

Mr. MOSER. My information is that 
they are going to be pretty strict; that 
they are going to be strict enough to off- 
set any opportunity of falsification 
through prejudice on the part of the 
applicant. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. What 
about the requirements of law touching 
this provision? 

Mr. MOSER. It was pretty difficult 
to consider that, for a people who are 
without any experience. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. 
ate that. 

Mr. MOSER. In my own State, Penn- 
sylvania, for instance, there was no re- 
quirement for the keeping of vital sta- 
tistics until 1906. I, a Member of Con- 
gress and the chairman of the committee, 
was one who sat at the committee table 
who was unable to furnish a birth cer- 
tificate. The hearings show the situa- 
tion quite extensively and some of the 
ridiculous positions taken in opposition. 

Mr. . Mr, Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOSER. I yield. 

Mr. GWYNNE. I understand this ap- 
plies only to the native-born? 

Mr. MOSER. Only to the native-born, 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? ‘ 

‘Mr, MOSER. I yield. 

Mr.RUSSELL. What effect if any will 
this bill if passed have upon States which 
already have laws covering this subject? 

Mr.MOSER. The bill specifically pro- 
vides that its provisions shall not inter- 


I appreci- 
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fere with the laws set up by the different 
States. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Those judicial deci- 
sions would still be followed anyway? 

Mr. MOSER. Yes. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. KINZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. Mort]. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, I suppose 
that during the past year every Member 
of Congress has received letters from his 
constituents telling about the difficulty 
they have had in establishing the fact of 
birth, so they might be able to qualify 
for Government work, for employment 
in industry having Government war con- 
tracts and so that they might be able to 
prove their eligibility for pensions under 
the Social Security Act. 

Existing law provides that Government 
work may be given only to citizens of the 
United States and that no one may be 
employed on a Government contract in 
private industry unless he is a citizen. 
People who apply for this work are re- 
quired to prove they were born in the 
United States, or that they are natural- 
ized citizens, and to furnish a legal show- 
ing upon that point. 

Until the beginning of the present cen- 
tury most of the States had no provision 
for the recording of vital statistics. The 
result has been that many people born in 
the United States before 1900 have a 
great deal of difficulty in legally proving 
the fact of their birth. As a matter of 
fact, about 50,009,000 native-born Amer- 
icans today find themselves in that un- 
fortunate position. 

The birth-certificate laws of the vari- 

ous, even the recent ones, States are not 
alike; they differ very greatly, and few of 
them are of any value to persons of mid- 
cle age or over, and it has been thought 
for a long time that the solution of this 
problem was a proper subject for Federal 
legislation. 
_ I had received so many inquiries from 
my own constituents since the laws lim- 
iting Federal employment to citizens went 
into effect that sometime ago I began an 
investigation as to what had been offered 
in the way of Federal legislative proposals 
on this subject. I read all the proposals 
that had been made and found that there 
was a considerable number of them, but 
that no action had been taken in com- 
mittee on any of the proposals which 
seemed to me to be good. I examined a 
bill, S. 2299, which had been introduced 
by Senator REYNOLDS in the Senate 
which particularly impressed me, but 
upon which no committee action had 
been taken. From as careful an investi- 
gation as could be made it was my opinion 
that this bill came more nearly solving 
the problem than any proposal yet made, 
and so, with the view of getting action on 
it as early as possible, I introduced a sim- 
ilar bil in the House. This bill, H. R. 
7154, appears on the first page of the 
hearings, which are now before you, and 
which, I trust, have been read carefully 
by each Member of this House. 

The Committee on the Census, to which 
this bill was referred, held exhaustive 
hearings on it, perfected and clarified 
several of its provisions, and finally re- 
ported it to the House as a committee 
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bill, H. R. 7239, which we now have be- 
fore us, and I want to congratulate the 
committee on the very excellent and 
painstaking work it has done in bringing 
the bill before us. 

This bill provides, in brief, that a per- 
son who is not able to prove the fact of 
his birth by legally recorded statistics 
may apply to the Bureau of the Census 
for a delayed birth certificate, or, as it 
is called in the bill, a “certified birth 
record.” The applicant must furnish to 
the Bureau of the Census all of the per- 
tinent material information he is able to 
furnish upon the subject. The Bureau 
of the Census will then take its own 


- census records and its own fact-finding 


machinery, which is well perfected and 
very large, and from that information 
and the information furnished by the 
applicant it will ascertain whether or not 
the applicant was in fact born in the 
United States at the time and place he 
claims to have been born. If the‘ evi- 
dence is sufficient to warrant the Bureau 
of the Census in issuing a delayed cer- 
tificate of the applicant’s birth that cer- 
tificate will be issued, and it will show 
the time and place of the applicant’s 
birth and the parentage of the applicant. 

The Bureau of the Census in an in- 
formal way is doing practically that thing 
now. The Bureau of the Census some 
time ago voluntarily undertook to help 
out those citizens of the United States 
who were in fact born in this country, but 
who were not able to establish legally 
the fact of their birth through recorded 
vital statistics, by giving them such in- 
formation as the Bureau possessed re- 
garding their birth, and in many cases 
that information has been sufficient to 
enable the applicant to secure work in 
the Federal Government, to work in pri- 
vate industry on Government contracts, 
and to prove eligibility for pensions under 
the Social Security Act. However, this 
informational statement from the Bu- 
reau of the Census did not have and does 
not now have the force and effect of law, 
and neither a Federal employing author- 
ity nor a private employer is obliged to 
pay any attention to it at all. 

Under this bill when, after investiga- 
tion, the Director of the Bureau of the 
Census determines that an applicant was 
in fact born in the United States at the 
time and place which his application 
shows him to have been born, then the 
Bureau will issue the delayed birth cer- 
tificate or “certified birth record,” and it 
will, under the terms of the bill, have 
the force and effect of law, and it will 
be, therefore, a legal birth certificate. 
That in brief constitutes the main pro- 
visions of this bill, which I think is a 
most desirable one and a very necessary 
one at the present time. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. MOTT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Does not the 
gentleman think that they should furnish 
this birth certificate without any charge, 
instead of charging $3? They did do 
that until the other day. That is, they 
did not make any charge. 

Mr. MOTT. That is correct. But the 
Bureau will have more work to do under 
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this bill than before and its work will 
be more responsible and more exacting, 
and I think it is proper for an applicant 
to pay this small fee, which will help de- 
ary the expenses of administering the 
act. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Even those who 
are asking for old-age assistance too? 

Mr. MOTT. I think even there a small 
fee is proper, and under the circum- 
stances I can hardly see how anyone 
could object to that feature of the bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MOTT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not wish to ask 
a question, but I do want to congratulate 
the gentleman from Oregon on his pres- 
entation of this matter to the Census 
Committee. If he had not introduced 
this measure I would have offered some 
such bill. I know it was his enthusiastic 
presentation, together with the known 
need for the legislation, that has brought 
it thus far along. 

Mr. MOTT. The gentleman from Ari- 
zona is very complimentary, and I wish 
in turn to congratulate him on the ex- 
cellent work he has done in helping to 
secure prompt consideration of the bill 
in his committee and in reporting it to 
the House. 

Mr. CRAVENS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MOTT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Arkansas, 

Mr. CRAVENS. On page 3, line 7, re- 
ferring to the fingerprint requirements 
of the bill, I have probably an unusual 
situation in my district, but neverthe- 
less one that occurred, in that a person 
who was applying, not under this law, 
but under another law, for a registration 
certificate or birth certificate did not 
have any hands at all and his finger- 
prints could not be taken. This is not 


intended to preclude a native-born citi- . 


zen from the benefits of this act because 
he has no hands? 

Mr, MOTT. Not at all. That would 
be a case of physical inability to comply 
with the law and in such a case that par- 
ticular requirement would be waived. I 
may say in that regard that under this 
bill the Bureau of the Census has wide 
discretion. That is necessary too, other- 
tle it could not enforce a law of this 
kind. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOTT. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. What is 
the thought of the committee in suggest- 
ing that this $2 fee be used by the Di- 
rector and is made available until ex- 
_ pended, rather than have it go into the 
General Treasury, as other special fees 
do? 

Mr. MOTT. Well, if it should go into 
the Treasury it would simply have to ap- 
propriated out again. That is more or 
less of a technical matter. It could be 
done either way. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. It would 
give the Congress some control over it. 

Mr. MOTT. There may be something 
to that. I would not object at all, so 
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far as I am concerned, to the fees going 
ae Treasury and being appropriated 
again, 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. There is 
no appropriation in addition to the fees 
collected. It seems to me that the fees 
ought to go into the Treasury and be sub- 
ject to appropriation. 

Mr. MOTT. I am inclined to believe 
that the gentleman’s suggestion has 
merit. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOTT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. If you 
will look at the hearings you will find that 
the Director of the Census suggested that 
if the bill passed, this provision should be 
left in the biil in order to defray certain 
expenses that might be incurred inci- 
dentally. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. If the 
language stays in the bill that way I 
shall have to make a point of order 
against it as an appropriation. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The gen- 
tleman’s point of order would not be 
sustained because it is not appropriating 
money but leaves the money collected in 
the hands of the Director. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. It leaves 
it available until expended. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
it is not appropriated. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Ari- 
zona IMr. MURDOCK]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
early recognized the need for this legis- 
lation and was prompted to sponsor such 
by a county official of my home county 
in Arizona. I was delighted when I 
found that practically the same bill had 
been introduced by the gentleman from 
Oregon. Naturally, I favor this modi- 
fied form, which is a committee bill. 
There were other bills I know. There 
are at least two questions at issue. There 
are some who believe that we have not 
in this bill properly taken care of those 
who have been born outside the United 
States, and I think that may be true, 
but that is a side issue compared with 
the main issue. We should take care of 
those millions of native-born American 
citizens who need this measure. 

Fifty-four million American citizens 
are unable by birth certificate to prove 
their age or citizenship. That is the 
major issue we want to remedy. Em- 
ployment by the Federal Government of 
workers in defense industries is a burn- 
ing issue right now. I do know there 
has been some modification of that re- 
quirement announced recently, but that 
does not obviate the necessity for this 
legislation. 

The main benefits of this legislation 
will accrue to those elderly people ap- 
proaching 65 years of age who cannot ob- 
tain their social-security benefits without 
being able to prove their age or the other 
facts regarding their birth. For that 
reason the legislation is especially 
needed, and it will grow in importance 
and need as the years go by. 


Will the 


Yes; but 
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Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield to the gentle- 
man from California. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I think 
it is also important from the standpoint 
of a good many men who have been try- 
ing to secure employment in some of 
the war industries, many of them even 
veterans of the last World War in the 
American Army, and who, because of the 
location of their place of birth, and for 
other reasons, are unable to get a birth 
certificate. I could cite the gentleman 
a good many cases where such men have 
been denied employment. I just want to 
say that I think this bill is a very impor- 
tant bill. 

There are two questions I should like 
to ask the gentleman about this bill. 
The first is, How long does the gentleman 
think it will take to get final action 
on it? 

Mr, MURDOCK, Before answering 
that question, may I say to my friend 
from California that I agree with him 
perfectly as to the need for this legisla- 
tion for those who are working for the 
Government and in the war industries. 
I, too, know of many such cases as the 
gentleman has mentioned. I mentioned 
the other situation especially in order to 
present the twofold need for this legis- 
lation. 

In regard to the other question, I think 
there is no controversial feature about 
this, and we ought to get rapid action on 
it. I hope to see it enacted here today. 
I see no reason why the other body should 
not take quick action also. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. My sec- 
ond question is whether or not the gen- 
tleman believes the Bureau of the Census 
will be able to deal rather speedily with 
the number of applications that may be 
brought to it under the terms of this bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK. There will be a great 
many cases brought before it. Probably 
it will have to speed up its operations and 
augment its force somewhat, but I think | 
that it should be done. Government 
should serve the citizens. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I have been in- 
formed that the defense program has 
waived the requiring of these certificates. 
It ought to lessen very materially the 
work of the Bureau of the Census if that 
statement be true, and I understand it 
to be a fact that these requirements are 
no longer made. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think the gentle- 
man is correct in assuming a modifica- 
tion. That is what I had in mind a mo- 
ment ago in saying that this law is 
needed less but still needed now for the 
war workers and also for the elderly 
folk. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Is it not 
true that under the provisions of the 
bill the applicants are to exhaust all 
means of obtaining birth certificates from 
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the States of their birth before adopting 
this method? 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is the purport 
of the legislation. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. Will the gentleman ex- 
plain just how the passage of this bill 
will change the present procedure? I 
had a letter from Director Capt yester- 
day stating that if applicants would pay 
a dollar fee he would be able to provide 
proof of birth. This bill also provides 
for obtaining a birth certificate for a 
dollar, What change will be made in 
the prevailing practice by the passage 
of this b‘ll? 

Mr. MURDOCK. The procedure will 
not be changed so greatly but enlarged 
and legalized. As the gentleman from 
Oregon indicated a moment ago, on the 
passage of this measure we will merely 
be putting into effect in law the prac- 
tice of the last year. I, myself, have 
sent hundreds of questions to the Bureau 
of the Census, saying, “We want the 
census record.” ‘Sometimes it takes some 
little time to make the search and find 
that information. The Bureau of the 
Census has been making a $3 charge 
for a quick search and has now an- 
nounced a charge of $1 for each applica- 
tion which formerly was handled without 
charge. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. Mr, Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Grant]. 

- Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Chair- 
man, this is a bill to provide some relief 
to approximately 54,000,000 native-born 
American citizens. The Bureau of the 
Census figures show that there are that 
many who are unable to furnish birth 
certificates. I believe this bill ought to 
have the wholehearted support of the 
House, as it did of the Committee on the 

Census as we gave it consideration. 

f With reference to the questions that 
have just been raised concerning the 
work of the Bureau of the Census in the 
past, may I say that the Census records 
that have been supplied by the Direc- 
tor of the Census up to the present time 
have been and are nothing more than a 
reflection of the records as they are found 
in the Bureau? Under this pending bill, 
however, it is intended that some discre- 
tion be vested in the Director of the Cen- 
sus, and that on the basis of the records 
of the Bureau, together with such addi- 
tional evidence as may be necessary, he 
shall make a finding and certification 
that the applicant is & native-born citizen 
and shall show the date and place of his 
birth. 

Several months ago when the Con- 
gress began writing into appropriation 
bills a provision that none but American 
citizens should be employed in the strate- 
gic defense industries the need arose that 
this bill is now intended to meet. As I 
recall, these provisions which required 
that a worker be an American citizen 
did not state how that fact should be 
shown. In my opinion, the current an- 
nouncements from the head of the War 
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Manpower Commission that birth cer- 
tificates will not in all cases be necessary 
does not obviate the need for the pending 
bill. Then, too, there are many other 
instances where birth certificates are 
necessary. Consider the plight of our 
elder citizens who are applicants for old- 
age assistance. Most of our people of 
age 40 and up, particularly, find them- 
selves in a position where no records of 
their birth are to be found. 

In my home city of South Bend, a 
highly industrialized center, teeming 
with war industries, the need arose again 
and again for some such certificate as this 
bill intends to provide. A short time ago 
our State legislature provided by law a 
plan whereby a finding of the place and 
date of birth could be made by the courts 
upon application and after notice by pub- 
lication in a local newspaper. But even 
that was not a satisfactory solution to 
the problem because of variances in the 
manner of procedure and in the matter 
of cost to the applicants from different 
sections of the State. 

I think that same story is repeated over 
and over in the country. In an effort to 
meet this need of 54,000,000 native-born 
American citizens and in an effort to ex- 
pedite this need which is pressing in many 
cases at the present time, I submit that 
speedy and prompt action ought to be 
accorded the pending bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. I am 
very much interested in this subject be- 
cause similar legislation, as the gentle- 
man knows, was under consideration by 
the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization, and we actually had such a 
bill on the floor of the House, which pro- 
vided for the issuance of certificates of 
citizenship upon the production of very 
informal proof, such as school records, 
and even going down the line to such in- 
formal proof as drivers’ licenses. I am 
wondering, in the hearings on this meas- 
ure, what the sense of the committee was 
with regard to the nature and the formal- 
ity of the proof that would have to be 
submitted to the Census Bureau in order 
to justify the issuance of such a certifi- 
cate. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. I may say to 
the gentleman in answer to his question 
that all those things he mentions were 
discussed in the committee and it was 
thought, as has been stated earlier in the 
debate, that any item such as a cradle 
roll of a Sunday school, the family Bible, 
or any other such evidence would supple- 
ment the records of the Census Bureau 
to justify a finding to the satisfaction of 
the Director. On that basis a certifica- 
tion is made and the certificate issued, 
under the seal of the Bureau of the 
Census. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. I may 
say to the gentleman that his committee 
and my own committee, the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization, I 
am sure, are striving for the same end, 
and the quicker we can get there the 
better, and the simpler the method the 
better it will be, provided we do not 
leave the door open to further abuses 
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which might endanger the purpose of the 
bill by the issuance of unauthorized 
certificates. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from New 
Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, to revert first to the question 
raised by the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. WuittincToni, as to the require- 
ments for certificates of citizenship to 
obtain work being waived by the W. P. B., 
I would like to remind him and the other 
Members of the House that it is not only 
the waiving of those requirements that is 
necessary but it so happens that the law 
we adopted in 1926, the so-called Air 
Corps Act, provides that no alien em- 
ployed by a contractor furnishing or con- 
structing aircraft or aircraft parts or 
aeronautical accessories for the United 
States shall be permitted to have access 
to the plens or the specifications of the 
work under construction or to participate 
in the contract trials without the prior 
written consent of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

This particular phrase has caused a 
good deal of trouble because they have 
construed it that any man working in the 
factory where plans are spread out in any 
section of the building has access to those 
plans, and therefore any drawings from 
which he might be making molds is re- 
garded as coming within that limitation 
and he cannot work on them if it hap- 
pens he cannot prove he is not an alien. 
Therefore, the contractor has adopted 
the very simple expedient of saying that 
such a man cannot work unless he can 
produce his birth certificate. The con- 
tractor has been advised by various types 
of business services that it is not safe 
to proceed under any other sort of 
method. Therefore, a good many people 
are turned away. 

Now, this bill seeks to remedy that 
situation. May I just say that as to 
many of these things we naturally have 
to apply our own experiences and cir- 
cumstances. I was born out on the Da- 
kota prairies, where no one thought 
about birth certificates or such a thing 
as registration of births. When I ap- 
plied for a passport some years ago I had 
to find somebody who would testify that 
he knew where and when I was born. 
I am not sure the proof he gave was very 
good, and I do not believe the man who 
signed that affidavit really knew very 
much about me, because I could not re- 
member anybody living a far distance out 
in that prairie :ountry who knew any- 
thing about me. Yet I got a passport 
on that sort of affidavit. 

We are now trying to stop that by 
doing what? If I want to secure some . 
kind of a showing of citizenship I must 
apply to the Census Bureau and have 
them go back to the records, let us say, 
of 1900, and show that at that time when 
they enumerated my father and mother 
and other members of my family there 
was a showing made that there was a 
boy of a certain age in that family and 
that 10 years later I was enumerated in 
that same family, and 10 years later 
again enumerated, and, certainly, such a 
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record of 40 years or more is more con- 
clusive than some affidavit made by a 
stranger. 

Like the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
MvurpockK}, I want to commend the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. Morr] and the 
chairman of this committee for the time 
and patience they have shown while this 
matter has been considered. It may have 
seemed like a trivial matter in many re- 
spects, but when you realize that this 
country is busily engaged in the manu- 
facture of all sorts of airplanes and that 
a great deal of the defense effort is to- 
ward the construction of airplanes and 
airplane parts and that we do have on 
the statute books a requirement that no 
one shall participate in such construc- 
tion without meeting the requirements 
of the law, I do believe that this type of 
bill is necessary. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr, DICKSTEIN]. 

Mr. KINZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
tk- gentleman 5 additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
also commend the chairman and the 
members of the committee for the pa- 
tience they have exhibited in studying 
this legislation, but I want to call their 
attention to the fact that they should 
have studied the records of Congress a 
little and then they would have found 
out what had already been done by the 
Committee on Immigration. We are 
just wasting a nice afternoon. We are 
wasting time and energy which should 
have and could have been used to take 
. up some of the important legislation now 
pending before Congress. The matter 
now under discussion was taken up by 
this House long ago and, what is more 
important, a- bill containing these pro- 
visions was passed several months ago. 
We passed H. R. 6600 in March and it 
has been tied up in the Senate for 
months because of some political squab- 
ble between the Census Bureau and the 
Department of Justice. Away back in 
March a bill was introduced at the rec- 
ommendation of the administration. A 
message was sent to the Speaker and the 
matter was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration—the very question that you 
are now discussing. We had hearings 
for at least a week or 10 days. We had 
before us a representative of the Bureau 
of the Census, a representative of the 
Attorney General, and the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service, and repre- 
sentatives of all other departments of the 
Government interested in this very ques- 
tion. The Director of the Census 
thought this matter ought to go to his 
department, and the Committee on Im- 
migration thought otherwise, after a 
study of the whole question. In the first 
place, the Director of the Census would 
need a rather large appropriation to set 
up a new division, whereas the Depart- 
ment of Justice already has the machin- 
ery at the present time, and would be able 
to carry into effect the provisions of the 
legislation immediately upon its enact- 
ment into law. 
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Secondly, the Department of Justice, 
under the regulations that were to be 
promulgated by the Attorney General, 
would have a better grip on persons 
seeking proof of their native-born citi- 
zenship, through the fine work of the 
Attorney General, and the investigators 
in the F., B. I., which the other depart- 
ment did not have. The Attorney Gen- 
eral would not have to depend upon the 
Postmaster General, or the various post 
offices throughout the country because 
his department has field offices through- 
out the country, and his present staff of 
investigators would be handling the 
cases in the various localities. The very 
men who are now asking again for this 
legislation have already voted for this 
legislation. If the gentlemen will ex- 
amine H. R. 6600, they will find that they 
voted for that bill, because we discussed 
it for an hour or two, and the gentlemen 
voted for it away back on March 19, 1942, 
when it was passed by the House and sent 
to the Senate. The Senate is blocking 
it because someone in the Census Bureau 
does not want the Justice Department to 
handle this question, and has been suc- 
cessful in holding up the bill until action 
on their bill was taken. H. R. 6690, in 
my committee’s opinion, provides for a 
more satisfactory way of securing cer- 
tificates of citizenship to millions of 
Americans. There are millions of Amer- 
icans who cannot prove their American 
birth at all, and I respectfully submit 
that this bill, in due justice to ourselves, 
ought to be withdrawn and that the gen- 
tlemen who seek this legislation should 
apply to the Senate committee for action 
on H. R. 6600, something that we could 
get within the next 24 hours. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Yes. I remember 
the gentleman himself asked me some 
questions when we discussed H. R. 6600, 
and he complimented the committee on 
the fine work we did. We do not want 
too many compliments, but what we 
want is action, and the gentleman wants 
action and we got action months ago, 
The matter is now pending in the Sen- 
ate. That bill has more teeth in it than 
the present bill has. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman is 
correct in one respect. The gentleman 
from Arizona wants action, that is true, 
and if the other bill can be put into law 
more quickly, I agree that it is all right. 
There are two different things we are 
considering, however. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN] has in 
mind a certificate of citizenship. That 
isone thing. Herein we have a birth cer- 
tificate, or certificate of record, and that 
is quite another thing. I feel that this 
bill and the earlier one cover two dif- 
ferent things, both of which should be 
covered by law. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Let us see what you 
do. In the bill that we are now discuss- 
ing the title is “to authorize the Director 
of the Census to issue certifications of 
birth record.” H. R. 6600, which we 
passed months ago, and which is now 
waiting action in the Senate, provides 
for the issuance of documentary evidence 
of United States citizenship of native- 
born Americans. What difference does 
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the language make? The intent is the 
same, the purpose is the same., The fact 
of the matter is that there is some little 
jealousy between these two departments 
and the committee, after giving this 
matter careful and conscientious study, 
believed that it would safeguard the in- 
terests of the public better in putting 
it into the hands of the Department of 
Justice, which is better qualified to han- 
dle the matter. 

Mr. MURDOCK. What does the pre- 
ceding bill provide so far as the method 
is concerned? How does the Depart- 
ment of Justice proceed in getting in- 
formation on which the document is to 
be issued? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Practically along 
the same lines that you discussed here 
today, and furthermore, probably along 
much better lines, because under H. R. 
6690, the Department of Justice would 
have the opportunity to check and re- 
check with the F. B. I. every person who 
claims to have been born in the United 
States. Alot of people may claim United 
States birth, and the Census Bureau is 
not in a position at present.to investigate 
each case thoroughly, as the Department 
of Justice would, as to whether a man 
was born here or not. The only proof 
the Census Bureau would have is that 
John Brown would say—or had said as 
their records state—that he had a wife 
and four children 10 or 20 years ago. 
You and I know that there were many 
frauds practiced in this country when 
the census man came around. Certain 
people were included as members of the 
family even though they did not belong 
to a particular family at all. Years later 
this record may be used as proof to estab- 
lish citizenship or residence or birth in 
this country. 

The Department of Justice is in a 
much better position both from the 
standpoint of its judicial division and in- 
vestigating bureaus. One of their divi- 
sions—the Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion Service—has been dealing with the 
question of citizenship from the time 
naturalization, expatriation, and repa- 
triation laws were established. 

The Census Bureau, on the other hand, 
has only been issuing some sort of cer- 
tificates in the last year stating that the 
records of 1910 or 1920 show that this 
man did say that his child was born in 
this country. 

I submit to you, my colleagues, that 
you are pursuing a wrong theory. Let me 
call something else to your attention. 
In 1940 this Congress adopted what is 
known as the Nationality Act, which is 
a permanent act. We have revised hun- 
dreds of statutes and laws and put them 
all into the Nationality Act, which deals 
directly with the question of both native- 
born citizens and aliens. This bill (H. R. 
7239) does not even go so far as to place 
the law that you want to make into the 
Nationality Act. You are creating a new 
statute which is in conflict with the Na- 
tionality Act of 1940. You are going a 
step further, which is wrong. In addi- 
tion to setting up this machinery in the 
Bureau of the Census, as I said a moment 
ago, the representative of the Bureau of 
the Census told my committee it will take 
five or more million dollars to carry out 
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the program if they are given the power 
to issue these certificates, whereas the 
Department of Justice needs nothing. 
They are ready to proceed. But, bear 
this in mind, in your bill, in addition to 
throwing the burden on the Director of 
the Census, you are also going to have 
to appropriate five or more million 
dollars. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr, RANKIN]. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, in reply to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN], let me 
say that his committee has nothing to do 
with legislation of this kind. It is not an 
immigration bill, but it applies to people 
born in the United States. 

I have been a member of the Census 
Committee longer than any other man 
in this House. At all times I have pro- 
tected and defended the Bureau of the 
Census because of its accuracy. It is the 
proper Bureau to handle this matter. It 
applies directly to people who are born 
in the United States, and the Bureau of 
the Census has the records of the births of 
an overwhelming majority of those people 
today. The Bureau of the Census not 
only has the records of their births, but 
it has the records of their parents and 
their grandparents invariably. We 
people who are born in the United States, 
who have been here for generations, are 
willing to risk the Bureau of the Census 
in a matter of this kind, and not to take 
these records out of the Bureau of the 
Census and turn them over to the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

Of course, the Senate is going to kill 
the bill which the gentleman is talking 
about. I thought they would when it 
went over there. I doubt if it ever sees 
the light of day. But this bill will see 
the light of day and it will be passed by 
the Senate, in my opinion, almost without 
a dissenting vote. 

The gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. Case], raised a question about this 
fee, and said it should be turned into the 
Treasury. The Director of the Census 
came before the committee and he ex- 
plained in a very concise way that this 
fee would be used not only in making the 
transcript and in sending out the rec- 
ord—I do not know how many of these 
certificates will be applied for. We do 
not know how much money will be neces- 
sary. The Bureau of the Census cannot 
go into debt and issue a great many of 
these certificates and pay for the tran- 
scripts unless it has an appropriation in 
advance, but by leaving this small fund 
in the hands of the Director of the 
Census they can use it to make these 
transcripts and to supply the certificates 
to the people who are entitled to them 
throughout the country. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Does the 
gentleman think there should be any 
separate rule established for the Census 
Bureau apart from that which is recog- 
nized in the Park Service, for instance, 
where they collect fees and turn them 
into the Treasury? 
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Mr, RANKIN of Mississippi. Oh, that 
is the same question we heard with ref- 
erence to the Tennessee Valley Authority. 

The answer is “Yes.” This is an entirely 
different case from any other service that 
we have. This is the case of a citizen of 
the United States who was born here, 
wanting to get a certificate of his birth. 
We have to pay for it. A nominal fee 
of $1 is provided. That is to pay for the 
transcript, the postage, and whatever is 
necessary in order to get this material 
copied and sent to him. So there is 
nothing wrong, not a thing in the world 
wrong in leaving this small amount in the 
hands of the Bureau of Census, at least 
until they get going on this proposition 
and have some idea of how much money 
they will need. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
brief question. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Does not 
the gentleman fear that this will create 
a precedent in every agency of the Gov- 
ernment which collects money in the 
nature of fees? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. All right. 
They said the same thing about the Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority. I have heard 
that expression, “setting a precedent” so 
long that I have become used to it. It 
was explained that they had to use this 
money in order to carry on the work they 
are doing. This small fee is left in the 
hands of the Director of the Census and 
will be used to prepare these certificates 
or to do the work in connection there- 
with until we have some determination as 
to how much money it will take to carry 
on this work each year. Then after that 
if the gentleman wants to change the iaw 
and provide for an annual appropriaticn, 
with an estimate, that is all right. But 
at the present time = think this bill should 
be passed in its present form. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. KINZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania {Mr. DITTER]. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed out of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DITTER. I have made this re- 
quest, Mr. Chairman, in order to draw 
the attention of the House to a matter 
which I believe will receive on the part 
of the House the same criticism I believe 
it will receive from the country at large. 
I refer to the announced policy of the 
War Department to distribute the checks 
due the dependents of our soldiers under 
the allowances bill we have passed—to 
make those distributions on the first day 
of November. It seems to me it will take 
more than an excuse, and certainly a 
considerable amount of explanation, to 
condone what on its surface appears to 
be mixing of politics and patriotism. The 
excuse is advanced that a considerable 
amount of detailed office work is neces- 
sary in order to compile the records for 
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the distribution of these checks, but the 
thought cccurs to me that certainly this 
administrative work will be done day by 
day and month by month and as cases 
are completed day by day and month by 
month it seems to me the checks might 
very properly go out to those to whom 
the allowances are due, the dependents 
of the soldiers in the field. I certainly 
think the War Department or whatever 
agency or activity of the Government is 
responsible for this policy should have 
from the Congress a direct criticism and 
denunciation for trying to bring the war 
program down to the same level that 
some of us recognized in an earlier day 
when an avalanche of A. A. A. checks 
would go ut. just before election time, 
and when an avalanche of W. P. A. 
gratuities would go out just before elec- 
tion time. To feel that we have placed 
patriotism, the need of the fathers, the 
mothers, the wives, and the children of 
our soldiers on that same level causes 
resentment on the part of most of us who 
are fair and impartial. The need is here 
and now. 

A week or two ago I received from the 
dependent of one of the soldiers in my 
own district, the wife of one of the 
soldiers in my own district, a most 
piteous plea that the allowances that 
might be made for her would come 
with as much dispatch as possible; 
yet the day is being deferred until 
that peculiarly fitting day, the 1st day 
of November, to have this avalanche 
of checks go out to the great body of these 
dependent people. It is pathetic, and I 
believe it cannot help but disturb the 
morale of our people if there is even a 
suspicion that there is a possible connec- 
tion between elections and the rights that 
come to dependents Let us assume that 
it is in pure innocence; let us assume that 
there is no connection between that first 
day of November and the distribution of 
these checks; then, for God’s sake, let us 
destroy the possibility of any suspicion 
that there is any connection between 
these two; let us get this money to those 
people who need it today and now, and 
not wait for that propitious day—two 
days before election—to get these ben- 
efits out. 

If legislation is necessary to correct 
this condition, it should have our prompt 
attention so that the needs of the de- 
pendents may be adequately provided and 
with all possible dispatch. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to revise 
and extend the remarks I made earlier 
this afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr, KINZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Munoprt]. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, I am go- 
ing to discuss the legislation in hand, and 
I rise in support of H. R. 7239, because 
I think it is a very important piece of 
legislation and that it is timely we should 
pass it at this hour. American citizen- 
ship is the most prized possession in the 
world today, and this bill rightfully pro- 
vides a method for our native-born citi- 
zens to secure proof of their citizenship, 
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As the report on this bill indicates in its 
opening statement: 

When the Congress, exampling its accus- 
tomed American foresight and in its patriotic 
wisdom, enacted legislation prohibiting the 
employment of aliens in industries engaged 
in and vital to the defense of the United 
States of America, and furthermore pro- 
hibited any part of such appropriations being 
paid to aliens, it laid the groundwork for 
making the enactment of the legislation pro- 
vided in this bill, H. R. 7239, as important 
as it is imperative. 


The report states further: 

Inability to procure such birth certificates 
from the State in which a citizen was bern 
because no Official record of birth at that time 
had been kept militated to a degree of hard- 
ship against the American-born citizen. 


. Further down in the report this aston- 
ishing statement is made; 

The Bureau of the Census has indicated 
from its statistical records that 54,000,000 
American-born citizens are without ability to 
furnish birth certificates. 
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I wish now to call to the attention of 
the House an additional reason why we 
should make available these birth cer- 
tificates. Apparently the committee in 
bringing this legislation before the House 
and in making its report overlooked an- 
other piece of legislation which serves as 
a rather important background for the 
legislation we have before us today. I 
call your attention to the fact that on 
September 7, 1940, when we passed the 
first conscription act, I offered the fol- 
lowing amendment which was adopted 
on a teller vote by a count of 93 to 85 
and subsequently adopted by the Senate 
and is now a part of the public law. My 
amendment is found on page 11704 of the 
permanent bound Record for September 
7, of 1940, and reads as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr: Munpr: Page 
80, line 9, after subsection. (h), Insert a new 
subsection to be known as subsection (í): 

“It is the expressed policy of this Congress 
that whenever a vacancy is caused in the 
employment rolls of any business or industry 
by reason of induction into the service of 
the United States of an employee pursuant 
to the provisions of this act that such va- 
cancy shall not be filled by any person who 
is not a citizen of the United States or who 
is a member of the Communist Party or the 
German-American Bund.” 


So we have by our own action through 
the legislation I sponsored on September 
7, 1940, made it mandatory that those 
who are taking the jobs of the vast num- 
ber of men being inducted into the Army, 
must be American citizens and must not 
belong to either the Communist Party or 
the German-American Bund. Conse- 
quently we are, it seems to me, mandated 
by our earlier action to approve this bill 
making it possible now for good Ameri- 
cans to get these certificates of citizen- 
ship. These certificates are necessary for 
them to have if they are to secure em- 
ployment in war industries, secure 
employment in positions vacated by men 
being inducted into the Army, or to secure 
old age benefits to which they are en- 
titled and which a number of us have 
been seeking to increase and universalize 
by the passage of more adequate national 
oki-age pension legislation. 
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BUND LEADER PROTESTS AMENDMENT 


In this connection I would like to call 
attention to an interesting aftermath to 
my amendment which appears on page 
12226 of the permanent Recorp for Sep- 
tember 14, 1940, and I quote from a speech 
of the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. May], who, just before 
we had the final vote on the conscription 
legislation, rose and said: 

Mr. Speaker, I now desire to read into the 
Recorp a telegram I received yesterday. It 
is addressed to the chairman of the con- 
ference committee, dated at New York; N. Y. 
on September 13: 

“I demand hearing in opposition of con- 
scription bill, as I have been informed it 
specifically excludes bund members from em- 
ployment in United States industries. Pro- 
posed legislation is Gamnable, vicious, and a 
congressional declaration of civil war upon 
every German-American. Letter in detail 
follows: 
> “G. WILHELM KUNZE, 

“National Leader, 
“German-American Bund.” 
Mr. Speaker, that gentleman does not rep- 

resent the German-American population of 
the United States, and I regard his letter as 
an insult to the American people. 
of good German-American citizens will be 
found faithfully toiling upon the farms and 
in the factories throughout America to pre- 
serve our institutions of freedom while this 
Wilhelm Kunze will doubtless be found in 
the dark places of sin and vice trying to un- 
dermine our institutions... He is unworthy of 
the notice of all true Americans. 


It seems to me Mr. May was speaking 
with great prophecy in view of recent 
newspaper disclosures concerning sub- 
versive activities of the German-Amer- 
ican Bund. ` ` 

I personally am a little bit proud of the 
fact that insofar as the record shows I 
am the only Member of the United States 
Congress who ever had a telegram di- 
rected against him by G. Wilhelm Kunze, 
national leader, German-American Bund. 
I said at the time I submitted my amend- 
ment, and I reiterate now, I welcome op- 
position from that type of source, just as 
I weicome the opposition of Communists 
who are seeking to overthrow our type of 
government and to destroy Christianity 
in this Republic. And I am proud, too, 
that this Congress did not permit the 
threats and arguments of the leader of 
the German-American Bund to defeat my 
amendment which has for nearly two 
years now precluded members of that un- 
savory and un-American outfit from be- 
ing employed in the jobs vacated by 
Americans going into the Army. 

At the time I was fighting to get my 
amendment accepted by the House and 
approved by the Senate, I received numer- 
ous threatening and insulting communi- 
cations from men of the stripe of Kunze 
and other bund sympathizers and from 
communistic crusaders like Earl Browder 
and his ilk. Happily, both Kunze and 
Browder have since been committed to 
jail for their un-American activities and 
while Browder received a Presidential 
pardon and is now free the country has 
at least had its attention called to the 
hazards to our way of life and our type 
of Government which are involved in the 
pernicious preachments and practices of 
the bund and the Communists. 


Millions 
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MUNDT AMENDMENT FORESTALLED SABOTAGE 


Looking backward two short years, one 
is struck by the audacity of this man 
Kunze in wiring a responsible committee 
of this House as he did to its chairman 
(Mr. May of Kentucky] in an effort to 
defeat my amendment barring his alien- 
minded group from getting a foothold in 
defense jobs and other positions vacated 
by men being inducted into the United 
States Army. Had my amendment been 
defeated and had the threats and insults 
of the bundists and Communists driven 
us from our purpose, it can easily be 
visualized how much more sabotage and 
treachery we would now be having in our 
critical defense industries than is pres- 
ently the case. For that reason I again 
want to thank the House for adopting 
my amendment 2 years ago—long be- 
fore we were involved in a shooting war 
and long before Pearl Harbor—to make 
American citizenship a prerequisite for 
accepting employment in positions made 
vacant by men joining the service and for 
definitely barring members of the Ger- 
man-American Bund and the Communist 
party from such employment regardless 
of whether they were American citizens 
or not. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the pending bill 
passes this House today. It is high time 
we provide an easy and orderly method 
for Americans to secure citizenship cer- 
tificates. Our naturalized citizens—of 
whom there are millions of patriotic 
naturalized Americans—can prove their 
citizenship by their papers of naturaliza- 
tion, but American-born citizens need 
legislation of this type to establish their 
identity as citizens of this great Republic. 
And, Mr. Speeker, this will remain a 
great republic just so long as we prevent 
bundsters like Kunze and Communists 
like Browder from closing our churches, 
from substituting their atheistic doc- 
trines of godlessness for Christianity in 
this country, and from overthrowing the 
constitutional basis and functioning of 
government of, by, and for the people in 
this country. 

We must not close our eyes, however, 
to the dangers of subversive groups at 
home while we seek to stamp out tyranny 
and godlessness throughout the world. 
We must hold the lines of Americanism 
on the home front while our armed sery- 
ices make the force and influence of 
America felt on the battle fronts. 
` Mr. Speaker, let us adopt this good 
American bill today. And let us at the 
same time rededicate ourselves to the 
task of protecting and promoting the 
foundations of freedom in America by 
hunting out and locking up the sub- 
versive groups who seek to undermine 
this Republic by spreading their poison- 
ous philosophies of nazi-ism, fascism, 
and communism while our main atten- 
tion is necessarily devoted to the winning 
of this war. 

THE NEW COMMUNIST PURGE 


Protecting America at home is no easy 
task. Recently, for example, the New 
Republic, the so-called Union for Demo- 
cratic Action, and other communisticaily 
inclined publications and organizations 
have launched a purge in this country 

| in an effort to drive from public life and 
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to defeat for Congress all of us who 
have consistently supported the great 
work of the Dies committee and who 
have been conspicuous in our fight 
against nazi-ism, fascism, and commu- 
nism as it functions either at home or 
abroad. 

The latest report of the Dies com- 
mittee—House Report 2277—specifically 
and definitely discloses the hock-up be- 
tween those operating these Hitler-like 
purges and the communistic element in 
the United States. This Dies report 
names names, cites records, reveals mo- 
tives, and discloses the interlocking di- 
rectorate maintained by those serving as 
front men in this purge movement and 
those sponsoring other subversive move- 
ments and activities in this country. 

As for me, Mr. Speaker, I am gratified 
to have been included with Congressmen 
Martin Dies, of Texas; JOE Starnes, of 
Alabama; Noam Mason, of Illinois; and 
others as being singled out by the New 
Republic and its communistic fellow 
travelers as those slated for their op- 
position this fall. I have been opposing 
nazi-ism, fascism, and communism open- 
ly and vigorously since before 1932, and 
it is only logical that these groups should 
oppose me now. I have earned their 
opposition. I welcome it. I have always 
had it, and since the adoption of my leg- 
islation depriving their members from 
securing employment opportunities in 

ur defense industries, their opposition 

me has become more articulate, more 

determined, and more richly financed. 
I ACCEPT THE CHALLENGE 


I accept. their challenge. Just as 
their joint efforts to stop me from 
pushing my amendment barring their 
adherents from holding jobs vacated 
by good Americans failed to frighten 
me from my purpose, I can assure 
them that their present efforts to 
defeat me at the polls through articles 
in the New Republic or New York City’s 
newspaper nuisance, PM, and expensive 
advertising campaigns financed by the 
Union for Democratic Action and kindred 
organizations with high-sounding names 
and dubious backgrounds will not suc- 
ceed in stopping me. I shall continue 
in the future, as I have for more than 
the past 10 years, to do all within my 
power to defeat their efforts to “collec- 
tiveize” the United States by any Euro- 
pean form of totalitarianism or to abol- 
ish the Declaration of Independence, the 
Constitution of the United States, and 
the Holy Bible as foundation stones for 
our American way of life. Let them do 
their worst. I take my stand with those 
whose first love is America, regardless of 
race, religion, party affiliation, or the 
ccuntry in which their ancestors origi- 
nated. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may require to 
read from Public Law No. 625, Seventy- 
seventh Congress, approved June 23, 
1942, page 4, the concluding sentence on 
the dependency bill: 

Any allowances which accrue under this 
title for the period preceding November 1, 
1942, shall not be actually paid until after 
November 1, 1942. 
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That is an act of Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. COCHRAN]. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, in 
view of the suggestion made in the re- 
port by the Appropriations Committee 
on the Department of Commerce appro- 
priation bill this year, found on page 33, 
I call attention to the amount of money 
that may be necessary in order to get 
the certificates or reports from the Bu- 
reau of Census relative to age, and so 
forth. This morning there came to our 
desks a letter from the Director of the 
Census, saying, as recommended by the 
Appropriations Committee, he would 
hereafter charge $1 for one of the re- 
ports. He estimates that 632,000 re- 
quests would be made.. Now the com- 
mittee comes in and raises the cost to 
$2 in this bill. I hope the committee 
will consider this matter between now 
and the time that section is reached, be- 
cause it is my purpose to offer an amend- 
ment to reduce the cost to $1. 

May I say that these reports that are 
asked for in the main are from aged 
people who seek relief under the social- 
security laws of the various States. 
There is no way in the world that I can 
prove I am an American citizen by the 
records of my State, Missouri, because 
Missouri did not keep any vital statistics 
records when I was born. This same 
thing applies to practically every State 
in the Union at that time. Therefore, 
you have to apply direct to the Director 
of the Census to get some kind of a cer- 
tificate to show your age. 

When these poor people who seek to be 
recognized under the old-age assistance 
programs of the various States make 
this application, I do not think they 
should be required to pay more than the 
actual expenses, and, as far as Iam con- 
cerned, if they can prove that they are 
doing it for the sole purpose of getting 
old-age assistance, I would be willing 
to let the United States Treasury pay 
the cost and not people who probably 
would have to borrow the dollar or two 
dollars or even the stamp to get their 
letter to the Director of the Census. So 
I hope when that section is reached the 
committee will agree with me and accept 
an amendment to strike out the $2 and 
insert “not more than $1.” 

Mr. HOOK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. HOOK. Why should it be neces- 
sary for them to pay anything when they 
seek old-age assistance? 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is exactly what 
I said. 

Mr. HOOK. They should not pay even 
a dollar. 

Mr. COCHRAN. If they can prove they 
are getting the report for the purpose of 
coming under the social-security laws of 
the various States, I say let the United 
States Treasury shoulder the cost and 
not some unfortunate people who are 
forced to apply for heip. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex- 
pired. The Clerk will read the bill for 
amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Director of 
the Census, hereinafter referred to as the 
Director, is authorized and directed, upon 
payment of the filing fee hereinafter pro- 
vided for, to issue a certificate, hereinafter 
called “certified birth record,” covering the 
record of birth of any person who has ap- 
plied and paid the application fee, or whose 
parent or legal guardian has applied and 
paid such fee, and has furnished proof of his 
birth within a State, Territory, or insular 
possession of the United States, or the 
Panama Canal Zone or in the District of 
Columbia, or in whose behalf such proof has 
been furnished, which is found by the Direc- 
tor to be sufficient to establish such birth. 


Mr, MAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word, and ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed out of order. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Reserv- 
ing the right to object, Mr. Chairman, I 
shall not object at this time because I 
know what the gentleman is going to talk 
about, but from here on I hope the debate 
will be confined to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, I asked for 
this time and for permission to speak out 
of order in order to explain to the Mem- 
bers of the House just how the provision 
that has been mentioned here with re- 
spect to the time of payment of the al- 
lotments and allowances to the depend- 
ents of the soldiers got into this legis- 
lation, 

In the first place, the bill was intro- 
duced with the 4 months’ provision in it, 
The House Committee on Military Af- 
fairs struck that out and wrote in lan- 
guage providing for 2 months’ time in 
which the War Department could make 
preparations, to ascertain the names of 
the beneficiaries or dependents and the 
amounts, and so forth, of the payments 
to be made. The House passed the bill 
with the 2 months’ provision in it. The 
bill then went to the Senate and that 
provision was stricken out and the 4 
months’ provision inserted. The bill 
then went to conference. 

In the House hearings it was claimed 
by the War Department—and there was 
nothing to contradict it—that it would 
take probably 30 days to do the printing 
necessary to provide for the millions. of 
troops and their dependents. In addi- 
tion to that it was pointed out in the 
hearings that the men affected would be 
scattered around the world, and that it 
would take months and months to get 
mail through in order to ascertain the 
correct names of those entitled to the 
money. 

After we got into conference they 
asked for a hearing before the conferees 
and demonstrated to the satisfaction of 
all of us that they would have to have at 
least 4 months in order to get the matter 
going. It was then agreed that in view 
of the fact that it would be delayed we 
would make it retroactive as far as pay 
Was concerned to the first day of June. 
The provision now is that 5 months of 
pay will accrue before it is ascertained 
and paid. 


1942 


Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. It be- 
comes retroactive to June 1, however, 
only provided the soldier has made an 
application for the allowance prior to 
dune 1. 

Mr. MAY. No. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The al- 
lotments do not start to accrue until the 
soldier has made an application for them. 

Mr. MAY. It will accrue as of June 1. 
Take the case of a married man who has 
no dependents except his wife. On the 
first day of November that wife will re- 
ceive $250. 

I may say that there was no thought of 
politics about this either in the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs or in the com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr, Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. One thing we ought 
to keep in mind is that there are two 
classifications of dependents, and that 
no one has to make an application for 
class A dependency. That is mandatory. 
Therefore, for every dependent falling 
within class A, regardless of when an 
application is made or whether or not an 
application is made, the allowance for 
that dependent is retroactive to June 1. 

Mr. MAY. But as to those in class B, 
they must actually make a designation 
themselves, and that all has to be done 
by communication with the soldiers, who 
may be in Burma, India, Britain, Ire- 
land, Iceland, or wherever they may be. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr, Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I am very glad 
the gentleman has spoken out of order 
and taken the time to explain this pro- 
vision. In other words, the remarks of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Dirrer] to the effect that this Congress 
should criticize some agency or depart- 
ment, and his remarks intimating that 
this provision was for political purposes, 
were altogether beside the point and 
have no foundation in fact. I am very 
much surprised that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who holds such a high 
position in the Republican Party, should 
know so little about this very legislation, 
which was passed by the Congress, and 
for which he himself voted. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MAY.-Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 addi- 
tional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr, MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DITTER. I had hoped that the 
observation I made earlier in the day 
would have from those who are intelli- 
gently alert in the House a realization 
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that my suggestion was made that cor- 
rective legislation might be considered. 
If I attributed any political motive what- 
ever to it, it was only due to the fact 
that in the long years of experience most 
of us on this side of the aisie cannot help 
but be suspicious as we see some of these 
irregularities which have the tinge of 
Politics about them. 

Mr. MAY. May I say that I am sur- 
prised that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania would raise the question of poli- 
tics at all, in view of the fact that it was 
first raised by the Washington Times- 
Herald some days ago when they referred 
to it as a political move. 
iors DITTER. Of course, I did not see 

at. 

Mr. MAY. May I say, in answer to the 
gentleman and in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. EBER- 


HARTER], that in all of the discussions in- 


the House Committee on Military Affairs 
the question of politics never arose. It 
never does. That applies to the minority 
side of the committee just as it does to 
the majority side of the committee. 

Mr. DITTER. There was no suggestion 
that they did. 

Mr. MAY. After the matter was com- 
pleted in conference and the conference 
report signed, I undertook to secure an 
additional conference with the Senate 
conferees for the purpose of setting it 
back at least 2 months, and I was never 
able to make such an agreement or get 
a meeting for that purpose. 

Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. HARNESS. It does seem a little 
bit strange, however, that they should 
not get this system into operation for 
the men who are in service in the camps 
in the United States and whose depend- 
ents are now in need of this money. 

Mr. MAY. They claim in respect to 
that matter that a lot of those here 
in the District of Columbia would get it 
and some in Virginia would not get it, 
and some in Maryland would not get it, 
and it would create confusion. They con- 
vinced the Senate conferees, at least— 
and, of course, when the House conferees 
cannot get their way they have to yield— 
that they had to have at least 4 months 
in order to get ready for the payments. 

Personally, I felt that payments ought 
to start just as fast as any soldier’s record 
was complete but that was likewise ob- 
jected to and as everyone knows, con- 
ference agreements are always a result of 
concessions made by both sides. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. As I 
recall it, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Dirter] attempted to draw 
a comparison between these payments 
and the payments of Agricultural Ad- 
justment Administration benefits. I 
would just like to observe that if there 
be anything to the influencing of people 
on account of such payments as the 
Agricultural Adjustment payments, I 
would like to point out that the party of 
the gentleman himself must have been 
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more successful than our own in taking 
credit for it, for the reason that the 
States where the largest of such pay- 
ments were made in the entire country 
happened to go Republican at the last 
election. 

Mr. MAY. And I merely want to 
exonerate the War Department, the ad- 
ministration, and the Democratic Party 
of playing any politics whatsoever in 
connection with the matter. 

Mr. BULWINELE. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I want to submit 
an observation for the benefit of the . 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DirTer}]. It is this. I hope the gentle- 
man gives us Democrats credit for more 
sense than to wait until the first of No- 
vember, when the election is on the third 
of November, when these checks could 
not possibly get there by the third of 
November. 

Mr. MAY. If we were playing politics 
we would want them to go out about the 
first of October. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. CLASON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the pro forma amendment 
and ask unanimous consent to revise and 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLASON. Mr. Chairman, I am 
very much interested in this bill because 
previously another bill was passed 
through the House which provides not 
only for the furnishing of what would 
appear to be evidence of date of birth, but 
also provides a certificate of citizenship. 
In other words, this bill only covers a part 
of what the other bill provided. The 
other bill has already passed the House 
and is in the Senate where, presumably, 
it might be receiving consideration. 
However, if anyone bothers to go to the 
Senate and look over the files of the 
committee where it now rests, he will 
find the administration has indicated it 
is not in favor of the passage of this leg- 
islation or such legislation at this time, 
for the reason, as they point out, that the 
Government has already provided a 
means for American citizens to go to 
work in American industry engaged in 
war work. They have done this by pro- 
viding for a certificate to be issued by 
both the Navy and War Departments 
which will permit the holder of the cer- 
tificate to engage in such work. There- 
fore, insofar as this bill having anything 
to do with helping an American citizen to 
engage in war work, it is now of no imme- 
diate advantage, assuming that the War 
and Navy Departments are issuing these 
certificates and, presumably, they would 
be issuing them. 

However, there is this proposition in 
here of a birth record and some evidence 
of birth and date of birth by virtue of 
such birth certificate. However, this is 
only to be prima facie evidence of date 
of birth. How is this birth certificate go- 
ing to be of any advantage? If you go 
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to the Senate committee and look at the 
records you will find that the officials of 
practically every department, and there 
are several of them involved which have 
furnished reports, have plainly stated 
that they want to be the sole judges of 
the right of a person in that bureau or 
that department to obtain what he seeks. 
They do not care for the Bureau of the 
Census or anybody else to determine 
these questions under the law for. the 
other departments. 

However, I will say this. If this bill 
has any merit and will help any aged 
person or any other American to receive 
any advantage or benefit that he cannot 
get without the passage of this bill, I feel 
it is worth-while legislation because there 
are certainly thousands upon thousands 
of aged persons in this country who, to- 
day, are having difficulty in securing their 
old age benefits and assistance due to 
their inability to secure such information 
about their birth. However, the same 
facts, presumably, which are in the pos- 
session of the Census, are of avail to 
them without the passage of the bill. 
So far as relying on the Census Bureau 
is concerned, they already have the 
means of getting that information by 
filing a request and only paying $1 for 
it, while under this bill it is going to cost 
them $2. If there is any class of persons 
in the United States who ought not to 
pay anything at all, it is is this same class 
I have just referred to. 

I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. SHORT. The gentleman has al- 
ready answered my question. I was go- 
ing to ask why we should charge these old 
people anything to find out their age. 

Mr. CLASON. It is because the Bureau 
of the Census, perhaps, feels, as the gen- 
tieman from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN], 
pointed out that they ought to charge 
something for this service and, today, 
they are charging $1. Those of us who 
have received communications from the 
Census Bureau in the last day or two 
have been advised that the people will 
have to pay the dollar. 

Mr. SHORT. Of course, the pension is 
to help them and take care of them and 
why in the name of common sense should 
we charge these old people, who are des- 
titute, $1 to find out what their age is? 
It is silly and ridiculous. 

Mr. CLASON. Iagree that it is a hard- 
ship that should, and could, be avoided. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLASON. I yield. 

Mr. GWYNNE. I understand this bill 
makes this certificate prima facie evi- 
dence of the facts set out therein. Would 
not that compel the departments to ac- 
cept the certificates unless they or some- 
one else could make a showing to the 
contrary? . 

Mr. CLASON. I think it would amount 
simply to this. There might be some sort 
of a conference, and the old folks would 
bring in evidence of facts to secure cer- 
tificates. Then the question comes as to 
whether the officials are satisfied with it. 
That is the very point that the other de- 
partments object to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
oe from Massachusetts has ex- 
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Mr. CLASON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 
minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLASON. Mr. Chairman, I will 
ask the chairman of the committee in 
regard to this particular bill, as to what 
extent he feels that the provisions of 
section 12 would be binding in court. I 
do that because it appears to me that 
anybody in the Post Office Department 
will be sending along the applications for 
these certificates rather freely. I doubt 
if they should have any tremendous 
weight in court where large issues may 
be at stake or where a question of law 
is at stake in respect to this legislation. 

Mr. MOSER. The Post Office Depart- 
ment i5 not intending to hand out any- 


.thing freely to anybody. It will accept 


the application, and when the applica- 
tion is completed, then it is transmitted 
officially to the Bureau of the Census, and 
the Bureau of the Census under the of- 
ficial seal and the evidence in the official 
records, and any additional evidence that 
may be provided to establish a definite 
date of birth will issue the certificate. 
For instance, there may be the evidence 
of the family Bible or anything else that 
may form a proper basis. It was some- 
thing that was done in my lifetime say, 
if I wanted a certificate of birth, done by 
somebody else, and it certainly should be 
accepted as prima facie evidence by the 
Director of the Census on which he would 
issue the certificate. I know that I have 
abundant evidence of that character. 
The State of Pennsylvania, in establish- 
ing a bureau of vital statistics, enumer- 
ates that under a recent act of the as- 
sembly, in 1941. That act of the assem- 
bly provides that the register of wills, or 
the clerk of the orphans court may issue 
such certificate upon similar evidence, 
and that is accepted. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLASON. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
gentleman a lawyer? 

Mr. CLASON. Yes, 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. It seems 


Mr. 


Is the 


to me that the gentleman ought to know, ’ 


if he has ever had very much practice 
as a lawyer, that if this is taken into a 
court of law, this certificate of birth, it 
will be considered prima facie evidence of 
the fact therein certified, and it will be 
so accepted by a court of law. 

Mr. CLASON. Iam very glad that the 
gentleman made that observation, be- 
cause that is what worries me, A person 
preparing his case now, instead of pre- 
senting his evidence, where it can be 
questioned, is entitled to go into a post 
office and talk with some clerk. Then he 
brings in two or three persons who say 
that they are his relatives. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Oh, no. 

Mr. CLASON. Well, they can bring in 
anybody or thing they want to before 
the postmaster, and there is no limitation 
on the type of evidence. That all goes to 
Washington and I do not think a person 
ought to be bound in a lawsuit by evi- 
dence which can be secured in such an 
offhand manner, 
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Mr. EBERHARTER. Myr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, CLASON. Yes. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I have some 
doubt as to whether or not a State court 
would be obligated to accept a certificate 
of this sort as prima facie evidence. 

Mr, CLASON. I am glad the gentle- 
man brought up that question. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. It would apply, 
of course, to the Federal courts. They 
must accept it, but I doubt whether this 
Congress can say to the State courts that 
they shall accept this as prima facie 
evidence. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLASON. I yield first to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. Mott]. 

Mr. MOTT. In the first place, if the 
postmaster has nothing to do with this. 
He is the transmitting agency and 
whether a birth certificate shall be issued 
is up to the Census Bureau. 

Mr.CLASON. Any lawyer would know 
that a litigant would like to see the per- 
son making a statement, and the person 
that sees the applicant is the postmaster, 
and the duty of the postmaster, of course, 
is of importance, because he passes on 
the credibility of the man in front of him. 

Mr. MOTT. He is the transmitting 
agency, and the question of whether a 
birth certificate is to be issued is up to 
the Director of the Census, and when 
that is issued the law provides that the 
certified record shall be prima facie evi- 
dence of the facts therein stated. That 
means that if anyone wants to question 
that, the Bureau is upon him to disprove 
the facts recited in the birth certificate. 

Mr. CLASON. In other words, you 
have entirely changed the burden of 
proof. Previously it was up to the man 
who went to the postmaster to provide 
the proof. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the pro 
forma amendment. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Crason] seemed to 
depart from the issue and went off on a 
couple of very strange tangents. 

In the first place, the Senate is not 
going to pass that bill to issue certificates 
of citizenship to people who have not 
either been born in the United States or 
naturalized under the laws of the land. 
I pointed that out when the bill was be- 
fore the House. In addition, everybody 
born in the United States is not entitled 
to citizenship. I contend that no Jap- 
anese can legally become a citizen of the 
United States. When we get a decision 
from the court, in the light of what has 
transpired, I think the opinion of Justice 
Fuller, of the Supreme Court, will be 
followed, that since Japanese who come 
to this country can never become citi- 
zens but who remain citizens of Japan, 
who file the names of their children with 
the Japanese Government, and they, in 
turn become Japanese citizens automati- 
cally, I think that those people are not 
citizens of the United States even though 
they were born here, born of alien par- 
ents who were not and could not become 
citizens. The Senate of the United States 
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is not going to pass a bill that would 
cover those people in as citizens of the 
United States, especially during this war 
that is going on throughout the world. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
for a question. 

Mr. MAY. I would like to make an 
observation with respect to the effect of 
section 12 on the question raised by the 


I yield 


gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Cason]. 
Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I am go- 


ing to come to that. 

Now, with reference to section 12, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts was very 
much exercised for fear—I do not know 
whether he was afraid the court would 
not accept it as prima facie evidence or 
whether he was afraid they would accept 
it as prima facie evidence. In my opin- 
ion, every court of the land would ac- 
cept this as prima facie evidence. Cer- 
tainly all Federal courts would because 
-it is written into the law. I think every 
State court would do the same thing. 
I have tried cases in State courts where- 
in we submitted Federal records, and 
they were accepted as prima facie evi- 
dence of the facts set out. In my opin- 
ion, when this certificate is presented in 
a State court, if it ever became neces- 
sary—offhand I cannot think of any 
case wherein it would be necessary—but 
I believe any wise, educated, well-in- 
formed judge ‘would accept that certifi- 
cate as prima facie evidence. In addi- 
tion to that, these are not just scattered 
around pell-mell, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts would have you believe, 
but they are prepared on the proof that 
is submitted, on which the Bureau of the 
Census, one of the most accurate bureaus 
in America, can rely. Therefore, these 
certificates would be accepted, in my 
opinion, in any court of the land. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield. 

Mr. MAY. I think it should be under- 
stood that this certificate is a certificate 
by the Director of the Census, which 
shuts up everything behind it, as far as 
the certificate is concerned, and leaves a 
prima facie case made when it is pre- 
sented to the court. The only question 
that might come up would be this: For 
instance, in my State we have a statute 
reading like this, that any matter of fact 
about which an officer is required by law 
to make a certificate shall be admitted 
and conclusive, or a prima facie case. 
If the certificate was presented as evi- 
dence somewhere they could charge 
fraud and then the issue would be tried. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I somewhat dif- 
fer with the gentleman and I might ex- 
plain it this way: A State court may ac- 
cept, and perhaps in the past has ac- 
cepted, certificates of somewhat the 
same nature as this. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Is the 
gentleman a lawyer? 

Mr. EBERHARTER, Not because—— 
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Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Is the 
gentleman a lawyer? Mr. Chairman, I 
decline to yield further until the gentle- 
man answers that question, Is the gen- 
tleman a lawyer? 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Yes; I am a 
lawyer, 
Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Very well. 


The reason I asked the gentleman is that 
he did not talk like one. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. State courts 
might have accepted these certificates 
for what they were worth on their face, 
but not because it was put in a Federal 
statute. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I decline 
to yield further, Mr. Chairman. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania goes farther 
off the reservation the farther he goes. 
The truth of the business is that, if his 
views were the law of the land, then Fed- 
eral records would not be worth anything 
in a trial in a State court. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Two or 
three times this matter of policy of the 
War Manpower Board has been brought 
up, to the effect that they were issuing 
some kind of permission to people to go 
to work, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man whether he does not think that this 
legislation is even more important than 
it otherwise would be, and whether it is 
not his judgment that it would be im- 
portant for the Congress to make it clear 
that they do not regard such permission 
as may be granted under that procedure 
as tantamount to a certification of citi- 
zenship, whereas as I understand it under 
this bill you would have a means of de- 
termining citizenship. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes; and 
another thing, you do not want to cer- 
tify to the citizenship of a man that prob- 
ably could not become a citizen of the 
United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentieman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for 3 additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 8 
minutes. 

Mr, DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, 1 
was shut off in general debate as I at- 
tempted to call attention to section 6. 
May I summarize briefly for the benefit 
of Members who weré. not here when I 
made my first statement that legislation 
similar to the bill now before us has al- 
ready passed the House and is a bill 
which provides a greater protection for 
those seeking identification to be citi- 
zens. The pending bill in my best judg- 
ment is absolutely unenforceable. 

Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield. 

Mr. HARNESS. The gentleman refers 
to the bill H. R. 6600 which passed this 
House some time ago. 
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Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman is 
correct. 3 : 

Mr, HARNESS. That bill is now pend- 
ing in the Senate. That bill authorizes 
the Commissioner of Immigration 
through the Department of Justice to is- 
sue citizenship certificates. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Thatisright. This 
bill is just cumulative, and on top of being 
cumulative, delegates a lot of authority. 

Mr. HARNESS, And that is the leg- 
islation the gentleman believes should be 
passed. . 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Certainly; and in 
line with that, if this bill is passed we 
shall have to appropriate from five to 
ten millions before its provisions can be 
carried out, and it will take months to 
organize the machinery necessary for 
this program, _ 

Mr, ANDERSON of New Mexico, Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield, but I have 
some further comments I wish to make, 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. The 
bill the gentleman refers to, H. R. 6600, 
deals with certificates of citizenship; 
whereas the pending bill deals only with 
birth certificates. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. It is the same 
thing; the intent is to prove citizenship 
by birth. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call the at- 
tention of the membership to section 6 
and ask them to read it. It appears 
on page 3 of the bill, from lines 2:to 22, 
inclusive. Let me read a part of it to 
you: 

It shall be the duty of the postmaster at 
each.of the post offices described in section 3 
of this act, with such assistance as may be 
provided by the director— 


In other words, the director will tell 
the postmaster just what to do; then you 
delegate the power to the postmaster to 
delegate his power to certain clerks, and 
the clerks can delegate their power to 
some assistant clerk or some stenog- 
rapher; in other words, you hand down 
the delegation of power from the post- 
master to, the janitor of the post office 
to accept applications. 

Read section 6 and you will see, Mr. 
Chairman, that somebody has slipped out 
of gear, that somebody has proposed con- 
flicting legislation. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. In just a moment. 

Under the bill H. R. 6600, the one that 
has already passed this House by a unan- 
imous vote after an hour or two of dis- 
cussion, we delegated the power therein 
referred to to the Attorney General who 
now has a staff to handle it. Under that 
bill no postmaster, assistant postmaster, 
or clerk will’ handie the application. 
Under the bill H. R. 6600, advantage is 
taken of the facilities now existing in the 
Department of Justice. The board there 
can determine very easily whether the 
applicants are entitled to certificates. 
Under the proposed cockeyed plan pre- 
sented in the pending bill, not alone do 
you use a lot of high-sounding phrases 
covering hypothetical situations, but you 
delegate broad powers to the Bureau of 
the Census which has no machinery at all 
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and no money with which to create any 
machinery. Not only that but you also 
give powers to the postmasters. You say 
in this bill that the postmaster shall 
have the power to designate the assistant 
postmaster, clerks, or emloyees in their 
respective post offices—any employee. 
This would mean the janitor or the engi- 
neer who makes the fire in the winter. 
The whole thing is very much confused, 
so confused that you are not giving these 
poor devils the relief they are asking for. 
I find that there are millions of people 
today who cannot prove their citizenship; 
they are all Americans. There are 4,000,- 
000 people today waiting for jobs, and 
most defense industries ask for birth cer- 
tificates. A man wanting one will file his 
application with whom? He files it with 
the postmaster and the postmaster is not 
going to take care of it; he will give it to 
the assistant postmaster. The assistant 
postmaster we will say is on vacation so 
the postmaster will give it to the next 
person, any employee of the post office, 
and he may be the janitor. Any citizen 
of this country is entitled to a certificate 
of citizenship. In addition to that there 
are the assistant clerks in the post office. 
They will send it to the Federal Census 
Bureau and some official there will say: 
“This is all right, here is a certificate; 
give me a dollar.” 

The whole set-up is a farce. This bill 
does not take care of the situation; it 
merely creates more confusion. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon. 

Mr. MOTT. The gentleman has made 
some very strong statements as to post- 
masters, their clerks, and janitors. The 
gentleman knows that under this bill the 
Director of the Census is the official who 
decides whether a birth certificate shall 
be issued or not. I ask the gentleman 
to point.out in section 6 or any other sec- 
tion of the bill any provision making the 
postmaster anything but an agent of 
transmission from the applicant to the 
Bureau of the Census. If he can, I wish 
he would. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman has 
asked me a question and I shall try to 
answer it. Under this bill the postmas- 
ter is made a clerk of the Census Bureau. 

Mr. MOTT. Nothing of the sort. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Wait a minute. 
Not only that, but power is delegated to 
the postmaster to delegate his power in 
turn to any clerk in the post office. 

Mr. MOTT. Will the gentleman point 
out where the postmaster has any power 
under this bill or any authority or any 
discretion? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Read page 3, line 
17, and that gives my answer to the gen- 
tleman’s question. 

Mr. MOTT. All right. Point out the 
language that gives the postmaster any 
discretion to decide whether these papers 
shall be sent in and whether a birth cer- 
tificate shall be issued. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I do not think the 
gentleman gets my point. 

Mr. MOTT. It is only an agency of 
transmission. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I did not say he has 
the power to issue certificates, but you are 
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making the postmaster the investigator to 
check whether or not this person is en- 
titled to relief, 

Mr. MOTT. Will the gentleman show 
me any language in section 6 that sup- 
ports that? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The language is 
there. You can file an application under 
section 6. You will find it on page 3. 
You may file your application with the 
postmaster or with his assistant to trans- 
mit evidence in support of the application 
and that shall be forwarded. 

{Here the gavel fell.J 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for one 
additional minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr, DICKSTEIN]. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman yield to me? ? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman will 
take my minute away from me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DICKSTEIN]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, CASE of South Dakota. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Has the 
gentleman noticed that at the top of page 
2, the latter part of section 1, it provides 
for the issuance of these certificates, 
which are found by the Director to be 
sufficient to establish such birth. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. That is true, but the 
Director delegates his power that you are 
giving him to the postmaster. 

Mr. MOTT. That is not a correct 
statement. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I do not want the 
gentleman to tell me whether it is correct 
or not. The gentleman is too free with 
his language. 

Mr. MOTT. Oh, no; I am not too 
free. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Ask me a question 
and if I can answer it I will answer it. 

Mr. MOTT. I ask the gentleman to 
read to the House language which sup- 
ports his statement. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Read it yourself. 
You wrote the law. 

Mr. MOTT. The gentleman asked me 
a question. Now read to the House the 
language that gives the postmaster any 
such discretion. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I did not say that 
the postmaster has the power to issue 
the certificates. You are vesting power 
in the Director of the Census under sec- 
tion 6, and he delegates all of the investi- 
gating powers, the fingerprints and ap- 
plications, and evidence, to the post- 
master. The postmaster has the power to 
designate his assistant. The assistant 
has the right to designate the janitor. 
That is exactly the way it reads. 

Mr. MOTT. AllT can say is if that is 
the interpretation of the gentleman, I do 
not think any other Member of the House 
agrees with it. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
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this section and all amendments thereto 
conclude in 5 minutes. 

Mr, KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, reserv- 
ing the right to object. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this section and all amendments thereto 
conclude in 7 minutes. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I would like to 
have 5 minutes. 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last five words. 

Mr. Chairman, one of the preceding 
speakers spoke about the accuracy and 
efficiency of the Census Bureau, and I 
want to supplement that statement 
somewhat. I represent an industrial 
district from which I have received since 
the beginning of this term of member- 
ship in the House over 500 applications 
for birth information to be gathered 
from the census reports now housed here. 
It is a remarkable thing and a great tes- 
timonial to the efficiency of census enu- 
merators that in only 10 or 15 cases has 
the Census Bureau been unable to find 
the name of the applicant. 

Each 10 years a census is taken. The 
census enumerator goes down the street 
and stops at each house, inquires as to 
the persons living in that house, their 
age, their place of birth, and so. forth, 
These Census Bureau records have all 
been collected in Weshington, and dur- 
ing the life of the Work Projects Ad- 
ministration, its workers were delegated 
to catalog these names in alphabetical 
form. So the Census Bureau now can 
very easily find a name if the census 
enumerator listed it. 

I think it is a remarkable piece of 
service that the census enumerators dur- 
ing the past years have been so accurate, 
so painstaking, in recording these names. 
I consider it an amazing thing that out 
of 600 applications for census informa- 
tion, in only about a dozen cases has 
the information not been found in these 
records, I think the Bureau of the 
Census is entitled to great credit for its 
performance. 

Mr, GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Chair- 
man, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that perhaps in 
some of this discussion we have gone a 
bit far afield from the point at issue. Fol- 
lowing up the statements that have just 
been made by the gentleman from Ohio, 
I believe the Bureau of the Census has, 
during the century and a half, and more, 
of its existence, established one of the 
most accurate and dependable sets of 
records we have in this country. 

Some fear has been expressed by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that, in 
the light of section 12, making these cer- 
tificates prima facie evidence of the facts 
therein certified, fraud might be used in 
securing a certificate, that by some false 
showing a false certificate might be se- 
cured. 

Let it be remembered that under the 
procedure proposed by this bill the cen- 
sus records, rather than the supplemen- 
tary evidence, are the foundation upon 
which these certificates are issued. The 
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applicant’s showings by way of physical 
records, Sunday school records, and this 
and that, which the Director of the Cen- 
sus may require to satisfy himself of the 
correctness of the statements set forth 
in the application, are given only to sup- 
plement the foundation, which is, after 
all, the records of the Bureau of the Cen- 
sus. 

In my judgment, there is no more sat- 
isfactory answer to this need than to de- 
pend upon the records of the Bureau of 
the Census and the certification of the 
Director, after he has examined these 
records in the light of such supplemen- 
tary data as he may require. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the pro 
forma amendment, 

Mr. Chairman, I, too, would like to join 
with the gentleman from Ohio in praising 
the Census Bureau. For many years I 
have had occasion to go there to get cer- 
tificates such as we have been discussing 
here today. I have found employees 
there most efficient and helpful. 

I am from the city of New York, where 
there are more than 7,000,000 people. 
While we have a fairly good bureau of 
vital statistics, we did go through a 
period where the records were poorly kept 
or when the reporting physician failed to 
report. ‘Therefore, we have a great many 
families who have no official record to 
which they can point. 

Only a few years ago the vice president 
of one of our largest business organiza- 
tions, employing a couple of hundred 
thousand men, went down to the Depart- 
ment of Health and applied for a birth 
certificate. To his utter amazement they 
had no record of his birth. Fortunately, 
he had been graduated from the elemen- 
tary schools, high school, college, and a 
professional school and, therefore, it was 
possible for him to obtain records of that 
sort. We came here to the Census Bu- 
reau and found a very complete record of 
his family, and we had that additional 
evidence. 

If this bill will help people who are 
embarrassed by reason of deficiencies in 
the local records, I should like to see the 
bill passed, and passed quickly. I am not 
worried about people who want certifi- 
cates of citizenship; that is an entirely 
different matter. I am concerned about 
those good people who are not able to 
establish their birth simply through an 
oversight on the part of the doctor or the 
midwife. So let us get this bill over with. 
I have no fears as to what may happen. 

As far as the post office in our City is 
concerned, we have a very efficient post- 
master and his assistants are equally effi- 
cient. We all know the post office is act- 
ing for the Government, issuing millions 
and millions of dollars worth of bonds 
every day. Up to the present time I do 
not believe 5 cents has been lost in any of 
those transactions. I point to that only 
to show the efficiency and accuracy of 
our postmaster. It is so with our Census 
Bureau. 

I believe that this bill would be very 
helpful. I personally have obtained hun- 
dreds of these certificates. If this bill 
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will expedite that, I am in favor of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. Certified birth records shall show 
the date and place of birth of the person 
whose birth record is certified, the full names 
of his or her parents, and any other infor- 
mation relating to the record of birth which 
the Director may determine to be appropriate 
for inclusion therein. 

Sec.3. Applications for certified birth rec- 
ords shall be in writing and verified under 
oath. They shall be in such form and shall 


contain such information as the Director shall’ 


prescribe. An application may be filed by the 
person whose record of birth is to be certi- 
fied, or, in the case of minors, by either parent 
of such person or by anyone standing in loco 
parentis to such person. Applications may be 
filed with the postmaster at any first-class or 
second-class post office or at any post office 
located at a county (or parish) seat. 

SEC. 4. There shall be submitted in sup- 
port of each application such evidence of pro- 
bative value of the facts to be certified as 
the Director may prescribe. 

Sec. 5. The Director is authorized and di- 
rected to charge a filing fee of $2 for each 
application submitted, which fee shall ac- 
company the application. He is also au- 
thorized and directed to charge such fees as 
he may prescribe for furnishing copies of any 
records or parts thereof relating to certified 
birth records, All amounts collected in pay- 
ment of such fees may be used by the Direc- 
tor in administering only the provisions of 
this act and shall be available until expended. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. 
Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN 
state it. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the last sentence of the section 
just read that the language creates a 
revolving fund, constitutes an appropri- 
ation, and is reported in the bill by a 
committee which is without authority to 
report appropriations. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle- 
man from Mississippi desire to be heard 
on the point of order? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I wish to 
say that this is not an appropriation. 
This money never goes into the Federal 
Treasury. Therefore it does not come 
under the rule on which the gentleman 
from South Dakota relies. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I pointed 
out that this creates a revolving fund. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where does this 
money go if it does not go into the 
Treasury? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The 
money is used by the Director of the 
Census to pay for the copying of these 
records. : 

The CHAIRMAN. What happens to 
the money? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. It is held 
in the Bureau of the Census just exactly 
as the Tennessee Valley Authority holds 
the money that is paid in there, and that 
is used in a revolving fund for the con- 
struction of dams, transmission lines, 
and so forth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question seems 
to be whether or not the language is 
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equivalent to appropriating this money. 
The language is: 

All amounts collected in payment of such 
fees may be used by the Director in admin- 
istering only the provisions of this act and 
shall be available until expended, 


There are certain precedents which in- 
dicate that that language is equivalent to 
the phrase “is hereby appropriated,” 
which would be in violation of the rule. 
The Chair cites Cannon’s Precedents, 
volume VII, section 2152, page 896: 

Provision for establishment of a special 
fund, to be available with other funds ap- 
propriated for the purpose in payment of re- 
funds, was ruled to be an appropriation and 
subject to a point of order under section 4 
of rule XXI. 

On January 12, 1933, in the course of the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 13991), the 
Farm Relief Bill, in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, this 
paragraph was read: 

“(b) The proceeds of all taxes collected 
under this section, less 24% percent for the 
payment of administrative expenses under 
this act, shall be covered into the Treasury 
into a special fund to be available, together 
with any other funds hereafter appropriated 
for the purpose, for the payment of any re- 
funds under this section.” 

Mr. Carl R. Chindblom, of Illinois, raised 
the question of order that the paragraph was 
in violation of section 4 of rule XXI pro- 
hibiting committees other than the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations from reporting appro- 
priations. 


The Chairman, Mr. Lindsay C. Warren, 
of North Carolina, sustained the point of 
order. 

The Chair believes that the language 
objected to is in violation of section 4 of 
rule XXI, and sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Then, 
Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
entire section 5. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Missouri was seeking recognition 
when the point of order was made. 

The gentleman from Missouri coffers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Cocuran: On 
page 2, line 21, after the word “of”, strike out 
ee dollars” and insert “not more than one 
dollar.” 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, as I 
stated awhile ago there came to our 
desks this morning a letter dated July 
13, signed by the Director of the Census, 
advising us that in keeping with the 
recommendation of the Appropriations 
Committee during the present session c* 
Congress, he had decided to charge in 
the future $1 for certificates. In the re- 
port of the Committee on Appropriations 
it is stated that it is expected that this 
work in the Census Bureau will cost in 
excess of one-half million dollars during 
this fiscal year. It is further stated in 
that report that the approximate num- 
ber of requests will be 632,000. If you 
will charge $1, as I suggest, rather than 
$2, you will have $632,000, or $132,000 
over and above the estimate of cost. Ido 
not think we should make any money off 
the aged people who are making applica- 
tions to the Director of the Census in 
order to qualify for old-age assistance. 
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I feel that my amendment is sound. If 
the Director of the Census, in a letter to 
us, can say that for $1 he can cover the 
expense, why should we say that we are 
going to charge $2? 

Mr. MOSER rose. 

_ Mr. COCHRAN. I now yield to the 
chairmgn of the committee. 

Mr. MOSER. There seems to he 
unanimity of opinion among the com- 
mittee and the committee will accept the 
‘gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. COCHRAN. In view of that state- 
ment, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from from Missouri [Mr. Cocu- 
RAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM, Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment which is at the 
Clerk’s desk. z 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. WICKERSHAM: 
On pege 3, line 2, strike out the pericd, 
insert a semicolon and the following: 

“Provided, no fee shall be charged those 
seeking birth certificates or copies in connec- 


tion with applications for old-age assist- 
ance.” 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Chairman, 
until last week there was no charge to 
these aged applicants seeking a copy of 
a birth. certificate. The other day a 
recommendation was made by the Appro- 
priation Committee whereby $1 was to be 
charged and now it is proposed to charge 
$2. Of course; that has now been changed 
and it will still be $1. A dollar may not 
mean much to you, but a dollar to these 
old folk who are not going to get more 
than $12 or $15 on the average, may 
mean a lot. It means a lot to them in 
the amount of food for their stomachs, in 
the amount of medicine for these old folk, 
and bear in mind that these old people 
are past 65 years, as a general rule, 
or they are not entitled to a pension. 
They are not entitled to any work in any 
of the defense industries. They cannot 
receive other employment, and you are 
forcing them to contribute this money. 
Although it may not mean much to the 
Treasury or to this Bureau, it means a 
lot to these people. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Oklahoma 
where the old people obtain their birth 
certificates at the present time? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. At the present 
time some of them can obtain them from 
a local State and I may also say it is 
much more difficult for these old folk 
who are 65 years of age, to obtain 
a certificate because at the time they 
were born, unfortunately, it was a long 
time before they began keeping records: 
We younger folk can secure them, but 
they cannot. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. This bill 
does not in any way supersede or modify 
any State law? 
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Mr. WICKERSHAM. That is right; 
but we are by the recent decision impos- 
ing this additional $1 on these poor old 
folk, and I do not think they should pay 
it. Iam not making this statement for 
political reasons, because I was renomi- 
nated yesterday by 5 to 1 over my oppo- 
nents. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Yes, 

Mr. MOTT. I congratulate the gen- 


-tleman. I am also sympathetic to the 


view he just now expressed. May I sug- 
gest, however, that if a person entitled 
to social-security benefits puts in an ap- 
plication to receive them, if the record 
of his birth was contained in the vital 
statistics of his State, he would probably 
have to pay a dollar to his State to get 
the record. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. There is usu- 
ally a fee of 50 cents, I believe, in most 
instances. 

Mr. MOTT. So this would not be a 
very great burden. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I may say that 
usually the old folk who come to the 
United States officials here at the De- 
partment of:Commerce are those who 
have exhausted every other effort to se- 
cure a birth certificate and cannot get it. 
They do not know what to do, and they 
come to their Congressman and they ask 
for a birth certificate, and when we go 
back and say we have been obtaining 
copies without charge, and then say, “You 
send a doilar and we will send you your 
birth certificate,” that is going to cause 
a lot of trouble. 

Mr. MOTT. The Congressman has not 
been obtaining birth certificates for any- 
one back in the districts from the Bu- 
reau of the Census. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. The Bureau 
here and the gentleman from Oklahoma 
have been very cooperative with those 
desiring birth certificates in helping them 
to acquire stich certificates. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. I would 
like the gentleman to tell me if we could 
obtain under the present law birth cer- 
tificates from the Bureau of the Census. 
I would like to have that information. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. We can secure 
copies of the census records which are 
acceptable without any fee, up until now. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. But I do 
not want the gentleman to leave in the 
Recor» that this requires old-age people, 
in order to cbtain assistance, which they 
have been obtaining, to go to the Census 
Bureau and pay a dollar or $2 to obtain 
a birth certificate. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. For the same 
benefits they have been getting it will cost 
them $1 more. Of course, the Congress- 
man does not have anything to do with 
urging them to get a certificate. He 
transmits the requests to the Department. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. The gen- 
tleman would not leave the inference that 
in order for the aged person, in order to 
continue to receive benefits, he or she 
must go to the Bureau of the Census to 
obtain a birth certificate? ù 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Oh, no; but in 
order to be considered for old-age bene- 
fits they must have this certificate, and 
I hope my amendment will be adopted. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls at- 
tention of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
to the fact that the reference in his 
amendment to page 3, line 2, is incorrect, 
because of the amendment striking out 
the $2 fee. Obviously it should be on 
page 2, line 25, and without objection 
the correction will be so made. 

There was no objection.’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle- 
man from Mississippi desire to be heard 
on his point of order? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. No. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. The com- 
mittee has been generous, and has agreed 
in the Committee of the Whole to the 
striking out of the $2 fee, and reduction 
to $1. Some of the Commonwealths that 
have set up machinery. under their laws 
or acts of the assembly, have provided 
for the issuance of a certificate of date 
of birth, on the payment of fee of $2. 
Ido not think much of the point the gen- 
tleman makes, that this will work a 
hardship on a man to pay a dollar to get 
$15 a month. If there is one thing that 
stands between him and $15 a month, 
and it is but $1, it would seem to be a good 
investment, because it continues indef- 
initely. I sincerely hope the Committee 
will vote down the amendment. The 
machinery of the Bureau of the Census 
has been in operation over a century 
and a half, a considerable length of time, 
and the weight of the Commiitee on Ap- 
propriations, exerted on the Director of 
the Census, has brought about a stipula- 
tion in the notification issue, effective 
July 1, that a fee of $1 would be charged, 
Task that the amendment be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from O ma. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. WICKERSHAM) 
there were—ayes 10, noes 22. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Szc. 6. It shall be the duty of the post- 
master at each of the post offices described 
in section 3 of this act, with such assistance 
as may be provided by the Director, to receive 
applications, when tendered with the filing 
fee, to make such fingerprint records of the 
person whose record of birth is to be certified 
as the Director shall require, and to forward 
promptly such fingerprint record, together 
with the application and fee, to the Director 
at Washington, District of Columbia. The 
postmaster shall also make and promptly 
forward to the Department of Justice at 
Washington, District of Columbia, a complete 
fingerprint record of each such person. 
Transmission of evidence in support of ap- 
plications shall be forwarded in accordance 
with such rules and regulations as may be 
promulgated under section 8 of this act. 
Postmasters may designate assistant 
masters, clerks, or other employees at their 
respective post offices to perform any of the 
duties imposed on postmasters by this act, 
and such duties shall be performed by the 
persons so designated. Postmasters, and per- ` 
sons so designated, are hereby authorized to 
administer oaths in connection with such 
duties. 

Src. 7. Postmasters shall set aside suitable 
space in their respective post offices for use 
in connection with the duties imposed on 
them by this act. 

Sec. 8. The Director is authorized to pre- 
scribe such rules and regulations, and to 


1942 


make such modifications thereof, as may be 
necessary in the administration of the pro- 
visions of this act. 

Sec. 9. To the extent funds are made avail- 
able, the Director is authorized to employ 
such personnel and incur such expense for 
Office equipment and supplies and for other 
purposes as may be necessary to administer 
the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 10. The Director is authorized and 
directed to have designed and to use a seal 
for the authentication of records issued by 
him. 

Sec. 11, All data and information filed by 
applicants for certified birth record shall be 
preserved in a central file in Washington, 
D. C., shall constitute public records, and 
as such shall be available to all departments 
and agencies of the United States Govern- 
ment; and to the Bureau of the Census for 
statistical tabulation and analysis. They 
shall be available for inspection by persons 
or agencies under such rules and regulations 
as the Director shall prescribe; Provided, 
however, That inspection of such records shall 
not be permitted and copies thereof shall 
not be furnished, unless the Director shall 
be satisfied that the person or agency seek- 
ing to inspect or to secure copies has a sub- 
stantial interest in the data or informatien. 
The provisions of this section shall apply 
also to any data or information transferred 
or copied by authority of the applicant from 
the population schedules of the Bureau of 
the Census for consideration in connection 
with any application for a certified birth 
record. 

Sec, 12, Any certified birth record issued 
pursuant to the provisions of this act shall 
be prima facie evidence of the facts therein 
certified. 


Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
the following amendment, which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 5, line 9, after the word “certified”, 
strike out the period, insert a comma, and 
add the following: “in all executive agencies 
of the Government.” 


Mr. GWYNNE. Mr, Chairman, when 
H. R. 6600 was before this body a similar 
amendment was offered and was accepted 
by the committee in charge of that bill. 
I wonder if the committee in charge of 
this bill will accept this amendment. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. This is 
not only accepted by the Government 
departments, but by all the courts of the 
land, 

Mr. GWYNNE. In that event I shall 
try to sell the committee on the amend- 
ment. I am for this bill. As I under- 
stand, the procedure is this: Any person 
desiring a certificate would go to the 
postmaster and submit his proof. There- 
after the proof would be sent to the Di- 
rector of the Census, and in the exercise 
of his discretion he might give the man a 
certificate. Thereafter the citizen might 
take this certificate to any department of 
the Government and prove his age by 
that certificate. That is to say, if no 
further proof were offered, the man in 
charge of the bureau or the department 
would be required to accept that as proof 
of the man’s age. I think that procedure 
is eminently proper and fair when a 
citizen is dealing with the Government. 
I do not believe it is proper when the 
citizen is appearing in a Federal court, 
where he may have for his adversary an- 
other citizen, that he be given this prima 
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facie case which might be the turning 
point in the case. 

You can well imagine a case in a Fed- 
eral court where the question of the age 
of the petitioner might be the very point 
at issue. It seems to me we ought not to 
allow him, on this proof which the Direc- 
tor might accept unwisely, to build up a 
prima facie case for the plaintiff. That 
is the first reason. The second reason is 
this: The Federal courts, in fact all 
courts, have had years of experience in 
dealing with this question of a prima 
facie case, of inferences and presump- 
tions. They have already built up the 
body of the law in that respect. I would 
prefer that in cases in the Federal court 
that the question be handled by the law 
now in existence, and not be complicated 
by this law as it would be if we make it 


apply to the Federal courts. 
wuts DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman 
e 


Mr. GWYNNE. ī yield. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. As a matter of fact, 
under H. R. 6600 not only did we fix the 
proof that he was a citizen, but the age 
limit was fixed in that law, to make it 
arnie proof of his age and his birth~ 
place. 

Mr. GWYNNE. I may say that I pre- 
fer H. R. 6600 to this bill. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. That is the bill you 


passed. 

Mr. GWYNNE. I intend to vote for 
this bill, but I do hope the committee will 
adopt this amendment and not extend 
this prima facie case to the Federal 
courts. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GWYNNE. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. As I un- 
derstand the gentleman, the application 
is made to the postmaster? 

Mr. GWYNNE. That is correct. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Certain in- 
formation is furnished in that applica- 
tion by the applicant, together with his 
fingerprints. He must certify to that ap- 
plication. Does not the gentleman know 
that if he falsely certifies to that appli- 
cation, then in the courts this could not 
be accepted, simply because his applica- 
tion would have been obtained by false 
information? 

Mr. GWYNNE. No; it might not be 
false at all. The postmaster simply 
sends it in and the Director of the 
Census decides whether or not it is suf- 
ficient. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Further, is 
it the gentleman’s contention that the 
Director of the Census will decide from 
the application simply that the birth 
certificate shall be issued to this particu- 
lar party? 

Mr. GWYNNE. I think in most cases 
that will be all the evidence he will have 
before him. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. GWYNNE. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Does not 
the gentleman know that he has his rec- 
ords of the Bureau of the Census for 100 
years or more? 

Mr. GWYNNE. He may have some in- 
formation that way. 
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Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. And will 
not that information be used to sub- 
stantiate the information contained in 
the application? 

Mr. GWYNNE. That may be true. I 
have no objection to making that finding 
of his binding on any department of the 
Government. I object, however, to mak- 
ing that decision of the Director of the 
Census binding upon some citizen who 
may be involved in a lawsuit thereafter. 

i the gavel fell.] 

RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
R a I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. In the first place, the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Gwynne] talks 
about these certificates being binding. 
There is a great deal of difference be- 
tween being conclusive and being prima 
facie evidence. These certificates are 
prima facie evidence, and that is subject 
to rebuttal if the evidence can be pro- 
duced. If you are merely going to make 
this apply to governmental agencies, you 
might as well not issue them, because not 
one out-of a thousand would ever go to 
a governmental agency. : 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Does'not this- deprive 
some litigant in the Federal court of his 
right to cross examine the plaintiff? 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. No; cer- 
tainly not. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Yes; it does. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. No; it 


does not. Anything that is accepted as 
prima facie evidence of a fact is rebut- 
table in a court of law. They cannot 
only cross-examine him but they can go 
into it and show that it was issued 
through fraud or that there was a mis- 
take or error. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes; I 
yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. There would 
be no cross-examination of the witness 
on whose testimony or affidavit this cer- 
tificate was issued? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Oh, no. 
You are not going to go through all the 
records of the census for the last hun- 
dred years. When the Bureau of the 
Census gets its information, goes through 
the census records, and finds that this 
proof is correct, and issues a certificate, 
it ought to be accepted as prima facie 
evidence in a court of law just the same 
as before a department. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Is it not 
true that if this amendment were to pre- 
vail, contractors in industry who are em- 
ploying these people would not neces- 
sarily have to accept this? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Cer- 
tainly. It would kill the very intent of 
the provision, Thousands of people are 
seeking employment in industry—the 
munition plants and factories that are 
being operated for war purposes—but if 
this amendment were to prevail, this cer- 
tificate would not be worth anything to 
them. It would only be valuable when 
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they want to go to the Government for 
something. 

Mr. MOSER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield. 

Mr. MOSER. It would only be valuable 
to the departments of Government that 
are restricted under the proposed amend- 
ment? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. MOSER. The Government is not 
the only one affected, but airplane plants 
are prohibited from having an alien in 
the plant. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. That is 
right. So I submit the amendment ought 
to be voted down, and I hope it will be. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CLASON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. GWYNNE] has raised the 
very point I spoke of earlier in the de- 
bate, that this bill does some things which 
it was never intended to do, things that 
have no relationship whatever to the 
purpose of the bill. The purpose of the 
bill as I see it is solely to help the aged 
person and those seeking work in war 
agencies. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLASON. No. The point is that 
this particular clause in the bill leads to 
the further proposition that it is going 
to give some further value to evidence in 
litigation between private citizens. I do 
not believe the bill ought to be used for 
that purpose. I hope the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa will 
be adopted for that reason. 

Let me call your attention to the hear- 
ings on the bill and quote from the testi- 
mony of Mr. Elbridge Sibley, Special 
Consultant, Population Problems, Divi- 
sion of Statistical Standards, Bureau of 
the Budget. I read the following: 

Mr. ANDERSON. I certainly would not dis- 
agree in the slightest that just simply making 
the statement that I was born in Sioux City, 
Iowa, on July 1 or January 1, 1895, or 1896, 
or some other year, does not mean much, if 
that is all I put in, but if the Census Bureau 
can go back and find that my father and 
mother lived in Sioux City, Iowa, or wherever 
I say it was, and they had a child who was 
at that time, in 1900, 4 or 5 years old, and if 
I said I was born in 1896, I think that is a 
little better. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I agree with you there. The 
point is that the Census Bureau today issues 
that kind of a statement. 

Mr. ANDERSON. And in the absence of any 
other proof, it is pretty good proof. 

Mr. SIBLEY. H. R. 7154 has nothing to do 
with that, and it is not necessary to pass 
this law in order to have the Census Bureau 
issue transcripts from its previous census 
enumerations. 


Why should the Director of the Census 
have the right to issue a birth certificate 
on what was obtained by agents, 10, 20, 
or 30 years ago? 

The testimony continues as follows: 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes; but to give them any 
value it is necessary to have this law. 

Mr. Sister. How does this give any addi- 
tional value to the transcript of the census 
Tecord? 

The CHAIRMAN. By providing the Director 
of the Census with a seal and giving him the 
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legal authority to issue a birth certificate 
according to what the bill specifies, 

Mr. ANnvERSON. The point is this: Other- 
wise he files an absolutely blank affidavit 
attested to by a butcher or a baker who knew 
him, saying that he was born in that town 
at such and such a time. This bill permits 
the Bureau of the Census to say we know you 
were born at such and such a time, and that 
the parents 4 years later when the census 
enumeration came out said they had a son 
born on such and such a date who was so 
many years old at the time of taking the 
census, and therefore we will issue a birth 
certificate on it. Otherwise you have nothing 
whatever to go on. 

Mr. Sæter. You do have something else 
to goon. You can get today from the office 
a document saying the following is a tran- 
script from the enumerator’s schedule of the 
census of such and such a date, showing as 
follows. 


In other words, why should the Census 
Bureau be giving birth certificates that 
are going to be binding in court? They 
should not have any further probative 
value on account of what we do here 
this afternoon than they had before this 
legislation was brought out. If litigants 
have any evidence that they can present 
properly from the files of the Census 
Bureau they can obtain a transcript of 
it and present it in court without this 
further aid. It seems to me we ought not 
to give these certificates further proba- 
tive value. It seems unsound in my opin- 
ion and ought not to be done. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLASON. I yield. 

Mr. GWYNNE. A certificate like this 
might even be offered in a criminal case 
in Federal court. 

Mr. CLASON. Certainly. 

Mr. GWYNNE. It might be offered to 
establish age, for example, where age is 
an element of the crime. 

Mr. CLASON. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. GWYNNE. It might even violate 
constitutional provisions. 

Mr. CLASON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLASON. I yield. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Is it not true 
that the records of the Bureau of the 
Census can be offered as proof of age? 

Mr. CLASON. But they are not now 
prima facie evidence, and no right of 
cross-examination is taken away, which 
is what we do if we pass this kind of legis- 
lation without the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLASON. I yield. 

Mr. O'HARA. It could also be a very 
important element in the matter of heir- 
Ship in the State, the matter of citizen- 
ship. We are legislating for the courts 
whose job it is to determine that heir- 
ship or citizenship. 

Mr. CLASON. There is no question 
about that, and these are the points I 
have in mind. We are taking away from 
the judges and from the juries their 
right to determine the probative value 
of evidence and the opportunity of pass- 
ing upon the credibility and integrity of 
the person who is offering the evidence. 
That is the meaning if this is done 
through a clerk in the post office. 


JULY 15 


Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLASON. I yield. 

Mr. MOTT. Twenty-two States at the 
present time have laws providing for the 
issuance of deferred birth certificates. 
So far as I know—I may be mistaken, but 
so far as I know—a deferred birth cer- 
tificate issued by the State authority is 
prima facie evidence of a person’s tirth 
for all purposes. Why should it not be 
for all purposes under Federal law as it 
is under State law? 

Mr. CLASON. I do not agree that that 
is the law. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate on this section and all amend- 
ments thereto close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr, 
Chairman, I hope the committee will re- 
ject this amendment, because I feel it 
destroys the very purpose of the bill. We 
are not trying to do something for certain 
Government departments, we are trying 
to make it possible for the people who 
make airplane parts, airplane accessories, 
and airplanes themselves to fulfill the 
terms of the law that was passed in 1926 
which states that no alien shall have the 
right to work in such plants. A business 
service has advised these people that they 
must protect themselves by making sure 
that a man had a birth ertificate. 

Mr. MICHENER. Wili the gentleman. 
yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I 
yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman 
explain how in any way the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Gwynne] will interfere with the objec- 
tives to which the gentleman has just 
referred? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. The 
amendment states that these shall be 
valid only in a departmental or govern- 
mental agency. The employment records 
of a contractor in Los Angeles are not 
in a governmental agency. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I 
yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I will 
tell the gentleman exactly. If this 
amendment is adopted, no contractor 
would be under obligation to accept this 
certificate as prima facie evidence of a 
man’s birth or of being born in the 
United States. 

Mr. MICHENER. Does the gentleman 
feel that the Congress should make these 
records, which are at the most hearsay, 
competent? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. No; they 
are not hearsay. 

Mr. MICHENER. Oh, yes. Every one 
of those records is a matter of hearsay. 
Would you make that hearsay testimony 
vital, probative testimony in a will case 
or in a case where the question of crime 
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was involyed or as to the age of a 
child? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I may 
say to the gentleman from Michigan that 
this is merely prima facie evidence and 
can be rebutted at any time that testi- 
mony can be offered. 

Mr. MOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I 
Yield to the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. MOTT. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Michigan, what evidence 
is there in connection with birth except 
an eyewitness to the fact that is not 
hearsay? 

Mr. MICHENER. That is taken care 
of by statute, as a rule. 

Mr. MOTT. Oh, no; there are 22 States 
that provide for deferred birth certifi- 
cates. 

Mr. MICHENER. The thing I am vi- 
tally interested in is this: I remember 
when I was a young prosecuting attorney, 
one of the first persons I sent to jail was 
& young chap charged with rape, and the 
whole thing depended on whether or not 
the girl was 16 years of age. Under this 
bill that fact could be established by the 
report, given to some census enumerator 
by some member of the family. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. With 
due respect to the gentleman, I desire to 
have a moment or two of my own to point 
out the very point that the gentleman 
from Oregon raised. We now have 22 
States which allow the filing of a type of 
affidayit that is not based on anything 
in the world but hearsay by the butcher 
or the baker, who knows nothing about 
it. So in contradiction of that, we say 
that we will trace these things through 
the Census Bureau; we will make the 
Census Bureau find out that there was a 
child living in a certain family, that 10 
years later he was again enumerated, that 
20 years later he was again enumerated, 
and so forth, and I suggest to the House 
that is not quite as much hearsay evi- 
dence as somebody who just says that he 
knew a child was born at a certain time. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. And the 
census records also show that his father 
and mother were enumerated and living 
in this country at the time? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Yes. 

Mr. BULWINEKLE. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I 
yield to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. BULWINELE. Did the Postmas- 
ter General approve of this? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I 
am not able to answer that question. 
The Post Office Department was con- 
sulted and various other departments 
were consulted. Let me say that the only 
witness who testified at all against this 
bill was the gentleman whom they have 
already quoted and who did not give us 
any real information about it. He said 
in a realistic sense that something was 
true but in an actual sense the fact is if 
you haye a chance to check the Bureau 
of Census records for 20, 30, 40, or 50 
years you have some aing beiter than the 
type of eveidence on which these sec- 
ondary affidavits are issued. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 
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Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I 
yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN, Is it not a fact that 
the Post Office Department will require 
millions of dollars of new appropriations 
for the Post Office to carry out the in- 
tent of Congress in setting up in every 
community assistants, clerks, and stenog- 
raphers? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. No; 
that is not true, because the post offices 
involved are only those in the first and 
second class, and these post offices are 
only forwarding agencies for taking ap- 
Plications. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex- 
pired. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Gwynne]. 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. Crason) there 
were—yeas 14, noes 21. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
another amendment, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Gwynne: Page 
5, line 9, after the word “certified”, strike out 
the period, insert a comma, and the follow- 
ing: “except in the courts.” 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
Chairman, that amendment was covered 
by the previous amendment which has 
been voted down. It merely States it in 
different language. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order 
is overruled. All time has expired. The 
question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Gwynne]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 13. No provision of this act shall repeal 
or in anywise modify the authority of the 
director to collect and publish statistics of 
births and deaths provided for in the Perma- 
nent Census Act of March 6, 1902 (32 Stat. 
51), as amended. 

Sec. 14. Nothing contained in this act shall 
be construed as modifying or superseding any 
State statute relating to registration of births 
or the issuance of birth certificates. 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I take the floor to get a 
little information about this matter. I 
was told just now that in the hearings 
there is a letter from the Postmaster 
General, who estimates that it will re- 
quire $43,170,000 for the Post Office De- 
partment to do its part of this work. He 
further states that there is no space avail- 
able in any of the Federal buildings under 
the control of the Department for use in 
performing the duties imposed upon post- 
masters by this legislation. This means 
that you will have to pay rent, in addition 
to the $43,000,000. This is a right ex- 
pensive bill we are voting on this after- 
noon. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, 


Mr. 


Mr. 
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Mr. MOSER. The Post Office Depart- 
ment, in the light of the experience 
gained under the Smith Act for the regis- 
tration and fingerprinting of aliens, 
would not have to enumerate the 54,000,- 
000 people of the United States who have 
no birth certificates. It would cost that 
amount on the presumption that every- 
body is going to ask for a birth cer- 
tificate. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. All we can take is 
what the Postmaster says, and he says it 
would cost them $43,170,000. 

Mr. MOSER. It would cost them that 
to enumerate 54.000,000 people. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I think the Mem- 
bers of the Congress should know that; 
they should know what they are voting 
on and what the cost is. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. The 
statement is that on the basis of 50,- 
000,000 applications it would cost so much 
money. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. On 


‘the basis of the experience we have ac- 


tually had, it is indicated that it will cost 
nothing at all. ` 

Mr. BULWINKELE. Does the gentle- 
man say that the Postmaster General 
was mistaken in that statement? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. No; 
not on the basis of 50,000,000 applica- 
tions, but there will not be any such 
number. 

Mr. BULWINELE. That is what you 
have here. I for one, Mr. Chairman, do 
not feel like voting this afternoon for 
an additional expense to the Govern- 
ment of $43,000,000. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKELE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Does the 
gentleman presume that all the 54,000,- 
000 people in the United States who do 
not have birth certificates will go to the 
post offices to obtain birth certificates 
from the Bureau of the Census? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I have to presume 
that there are potentially 50,000,000 who 
will apply; this is the only information 
Ihave. It does not come from any mem- 
ber of the committee; not one gave me 
this information. I thought that maybe 
we had better find out something about 
this. That is what I want to call to your 
attention before we vote on this bill, 

Mr. CLASON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CLASON. In view of the gentle- 
man’s statement that there is no room 
in the present Federal buildings to carry 
on this work, and that it will be necessary 
to rent outside space, may I say that it 
indicates they will have to hire addi- 
tional help in that space. 

Mr. BULWINELE. That is what I 
have said, there will be additional rent. 

Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, 
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Mr. HARNESS. Is the gentleman fa- 
miliar with the bill H. R. 6600, which 
passed the House some weeks ago? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Somewhat. 

Mr. HARNESS, That bill set up in 
the Department of Justice an agency to 
take care of the issuance of citizenship 
certificates, with a very small outlay of 
cost to the Federal Government. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. That is past, but 
this is what I am worrying about this 
evening. I am worrying about whether 
we are going to sit here and add another 
$43,000,000 to the expenses of this Gov- 
ernment. That is what this authoriza- 
tion practically amounts to. That is a 
question for each one of us to decide. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr.MOSER. May I say for the benefit 
of this committee that when the Post 
Office Department was invited to come 
before the committee to testify they 
passed it over, and they passed it over a 
second time. Finally, on the very day 
that we held the executive session to re- 
port the bill out, Mr. Purdum called me 
on the telephone in the committee room 
and asked me to accept this letter, which 
I included in the hearings. They were 
not sufficiently interested to appear in 
person. The gentleman’s knowledge of 
this letter being in the hearings was 
obtained from me just a moment ago. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. That is fine. I 
congratulate the gentleman upon putting 
it in the hearings, and it should have 


been done, because that is the informa-’ 


tion I wanted. 

Mr. MOSER. None of the representa- 
tives of that Department cared to ap- 
pear before the committee. 

Mr. BULWINELE. Still I have not 
heard that this will not cost $43,000,000 
to the Post Office Department. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the pro 
forma amendment. 

The gentleman from North Carolina 
is unduly excited. The Postmaster Gen- 
eral stated that this would cost 86.34 cents 
per application that went through the 
Post Office. The idea of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts I do not know. He 
must live in a terribly crowded town, to 
imagine that so many people in his town 
will make application that it will abso- 
lutely crowd the Post Office out of the 
building. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BuULWINKLE] certainly 
must be unduly excited if he thinks 
50,000.000 people will apply for these cer- 
tificates. 

No; the cost is very small. The men 
who came before the committee were 
cross-examined. If I recall correctly, the 
committee unanimously reported this bill 
because they thought it the best way to 
obtain these certificates for people who 
want employment at this time. It will 
cost very little as far as the Post Office 
Department is concerned. 

Mr. CLASON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last two words. 

Mr, RANKIN of Mississippi, Mr. 
Chairman; will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLASON. I yield. 
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Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate on this section and all amend- 
ments thereto close in 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Then, 
Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
this section and all amendments thereto 
close in 5 mintues. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Massachusetts yield for that mo- 
tion? 

Mr. CLASON. If the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. DickstTeIn] wants to be 
heard, Mr. Chairman, I do not yield. , I 
do not want to shut off the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN], so I do 
not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to point out 
what the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. BULWINKLE] pointed out—that 
the cost to the Post Office Department 
alone is going to be 86% cents on each 
one of these applications. In addition, 
there will be the cost to the Federal Gov- 
ernment for the operations of the Bureau 
of the Census. That will run much more 
than a dollar an application on the face 
of it. 

Now, further than that, in regard to 
the rentals and everything, the clerk or 
other person who is designated to handle 
this proposition in the post office is not, 
according to the Postmaster General, 
going to be able to secure a roðm in the 
post-office building; in other words, 
they have got to go to outside quarters; 
and it is quite apparent that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. BUL- 
WINKLE] was very reasonable in his state- 
ment as to cost, because the cost is going 
to be in excess of the amount he stated. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, this 
is exactly what I called your attention 
to and about which I was questioned 
with respect to page 3, section 6, under 
which the whole set-up is thrown into 
the Post Office Department. 

I will concede, for the sake of the 
argument, that 50,000,000 people will not 
apply for the certificates, but suppose 
20,000,060, or one-half of that number 
apply, there are still many millions of 
dollars that we will have to appropriate 
if we want to help the people that we 
are talking about. é 

I also want to repeat emphatically 
that representatives of the Census Bu- 
reau, before the committee, agreed with 
me that they need quite a large appro- 
priation—maybe several millions of dol- 
lars—to create a division in their own 
Bureau to carry out the purposes of any 
act that would give them this power. 
I again call your attention to the fact 
that the bill (H. R. 6600) required no 
appropriation whatever and the various 
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departments were to work together as a 
unit for the benefit of these people in 
obtaining the necessary documents for 
them without creating additional bur- 
dens to be placed upon the taxpayers of 
this country. I submit to the members 
of the Committee that the bill (H. R. 
6600) will not only give you what you 
are seeking by this legislation, but will 
save the taxpayers about $50,000,000 or 
more. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentieman yield for a question? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I gladly yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TABER. I have in my hand a 
letter from the Postmaster General, in- 
dicating that the cost to the Post Office 
Department alone of the operations of 
this particular bill would be $43,000,000. 
This is on page 76 of the hearings pre- 
sented here. Under those circum- 
stances, Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order that a quorum is not present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Taser] makes a 
point of order that a quorum is not pres- 
ent. The Chair will count. [After count- 
ing.] Sixty-five Members are present, 
not a quorum. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I move that the Committee do 
now rise, and on that I demand tellers, 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair 
appointed as tellers Mr. RANKIN of Mis- 
issippi and Mr. Kinzer. 

The Committee divided; and the tellers 
gered that there were—ayes 13, noes 


The CHAIRMAN. So the Committee 
refuses to rise. A quorum is not present, 
The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, when the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 


(Roll No. 98] 
Hart Pfeifer, 

Bates, Ky. Heffernan Joseph L. 
Bender Hill, Colo. Plauché 

y Hinshaw Ploeser 
Buckley, N. Y. Hoffman Rabaut 
Byrne Holmes Rich 
Byron Houston Rivers 
Cartwright Jacobsen Rizley 
Casey, Mass Jarrett Robsion, Ky 
Chenoweth Je Rockefeller 
Cluett n Fy pave Rockwell 
Coffee, Ne’ yndon B. Rogers, Okla. 
Cole, Md Johnson, W. Va, Sacks 
Collins n Sauthoff 
Copeland . Kennedy, Schaefer, Tl, 
Courtney Michael J. Schuetz 
Crosser Kilburn Shanley 
Crowther Kleberg 
Culkin Klein Sheridan 
Cullen Kociaikowski Simpson 
Curtis Lambertson Smith, Ohio 
Delaney Landis Smith, W. Va. 
Dirksen Leavy South 
Douglas Lewis Stearns, N. H, 
Durham Lynch Stevenson 
Edmiston Maas Sumuners, Tex. 
Ellis Maciejewski Talbot 
Engel Magnuson Thil 
Flaherty Marcantonio Tinkham 

n Mason Tolan 
Ford,ThomasF. Murray Vorys, Ohio 
Gamble Myers, Pa, 
Gavagan Norton Wadsworth 
Gel O'Connor Walter 
Gifford O'Day White 
Granger ° Whitten 
Grant, Ala, O'Neal Wigglesworth 
Green Osmers Winter 
Hall, O'Toole Worley 
Edwin Arthur Pearson 

Harrington Peterson, Fla. 


Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
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Mr. Parman, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 


having had under consideration the bill ` 


(H. R. 7239) to authorize the Director 
of the Census to issue certifications of 
birth records, and finding itself without 
a quorum, he had directed the roll to be 
called, when 315 Members answered to 
their names, a quorum, and he submitted 
herewith the names of the absentees to 
be spread upon the Journal. 

The Committee-resumed its session. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN] had the 
floor when the Committee rose. The 
time had been fixed by the Committee. 
Two and a half minutes remain. If the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DICK- 
STEIN] desires to use that time, the Chair 
will recognize him. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask recognition as a mem- 
ber of the Committee for those 212 
minutes, 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
had time left and I desire recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Dickstein] for 244 minutes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, in 
the little time that I have left I again 
want to call the attention of the mem- 
bership of the House to the fact that a 
similar bill, H. R. 6600, was passed by 
this House several months ago, to do 
the very thing that the bill under con- 
sideration seeks to do, but without the 
cost to the Government or the taxpayer 
of any money whatsoever. Under this 
bill, H. R. 7239, not only will we have to 
pay for the setting up of a new division 
in the Bureau of the Census, but the 
Post Office Department, which is an 
agency of the Census Bureau under this 
bill, will be put to a cost of millions of 
dollars and will tie up many things that 
you want to do, and the people, the citi- 
zens of this country, will not be able to 
get their certificates under this set-up 
for the next several months. In voting 
on this bill you are not only voting for 
the purposes stated but you will vote to 
appropriate sixty to seventy-five million 
dollars. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Yes. 

Mr, BULWINKLE. And I remind the 
gentleman, in addition to that, that in 
the last few weeks or months we have 
had to extend the work time of postal 
employees from 40 to 48 hours a week, 
in order that they may get their work 
done. This bill will put an immense 
amount of additional work into the post 
offices. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. An@ in addition 
thereto we will have to vote office space 
and employ clerks and stenographers to 
receive applications of citizens who are 
seeking birth records. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. DICKSTEIN] and the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE] are 
both terribly mistaken. If this bill 
passes, it will not be necessary to increase 
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any post-office facilities for the reason 
that only the ones who want these birth 
certificates, will make application for 
them, and there will be only a few in 
each county. The idea that it will re- 
ae additional postal facilities is ridicu- 
ous. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 
All time has expired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I offer a 
preferential motion, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Taser moves that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill back to the House 
with the recommendation that the exacting 
clause be stricken out. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from New York for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, all over 
the world the United Natiorts are having 
a terrific struggle. Tomorrow we are to 
begin the consideration of a tax bill to 
raise over $6,000,000,000. 

Mr, RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise to a point of order and 
make the point of order that the gentle- 
man from New York is not speaking to 
his motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
proceed in order. 

Mr. TABER. Mr, Chairman, I hope 
the gentleman will pay attention to the 
things that I say, and he will see that I 
am proceeding in order. He will know 
already from what I have said that I 
have been proceeding in order. This bill 
has been brought in here with a state- 
ment from the Postmaster General that 
its operations will cost upward of $43,- 
000,000. It has been brought here with 
that statement on page 76 of the hearings. 
It has been brought here with a state- 
ment, on page 53 of the hearings, by a 
Mr. Sibley, that the bill is not in accord 
with the financial policy of the Presi- 
dent and the Bureau of the Budget. 

A bill was passed by this House a few 
weeks ago, now pending in the Senate, 
that will permit the issuance of these 
birth certificates, without costing any 
substantial amount of money, and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DICK- 
STEIN] has told us about that. Those facts 
have been confirmed here on the floor by 
the statement of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Crason] and by nu- 
merous other members of the committee, 
and otherwise, and it is perfectly ridicu- 
lous for us at this time to consider a bill 
costing $43,000,000 with the situation that 
I have described to you that this country 
is in. Do we not appreciate the respon- 
sibilities that are before us, and do we 
not have any idea of the necessity of not 
passing foolish legislation? 

If the legislation that is now in the 
Senate and which would require the De- 
partment of Justice and the Census 
Bureau to do all this, is to be passed, let 
them pass it. If amendments are re- 
quired, let them pass amendments to it. 
But let us not go into things that will 
cost a great deal of money at a time when 
our Treasury is in the condition it is 
now. e 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. TABER. I yield. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. That is $43,000,000 
for the Post Office Department set-up. 

Mr. TABER. Just for the Post Offce 
Department. The Census Bureau will 
need a lot of money besides that. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Another $10,000,- 
000 for the Census. 

Mr. TABER. At least. 

Mr, DICKSTEIN. And then you can- 
not get the real proof of whether a man 
is swearing to the truth or not, as to his 
citizenship. 

Mr. TABER. You can get nothing 
that will be worth while. It will be 
based on nothing. I hope that this 
House will not consider such a bill as 
this in such a slipshod fashion and 
authorize legislation that will cost such 
an amount of money. We have to show 
some sense of responsibility and we have 
to show capacity on our part to meet 
situations that are presented to us. 

i I hope that this motion will be agreed 
o 


[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TABER] was out of the Cham- 


` ber when we disposed of this proposition 


a while ago. After we had explained it 
to the satisfaction of practically every- 
body in the House, the gentleman came 
rushing here and raised a great hue and 
ery about this alleged $43,000,000, and the 
House laughed at him. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TABER] for the first time gets exercised 
because he says something is not in 
agreement with the President’s program. 
When, in the name of all the gods at 
once, did the gentleman from New York 
become so much interested in President 
Roosevelt that he would make this fuss 
and cause the House all this trouble 
about nothing, in order, as he says, to 
try to carry out the President’s program? 

As to this $43,000,000 he talks about, 
the Post Office Department says that if 
50.000,000 of these people applied for cer- 
tificates it would cost around $43,000,000, 
or about 86 cents each. In addition, he 
Says we are already doing this for noth- 
ing. Then why does he object to the $1 
fee, if he is for saving the Government 
money? This bill provides a dollar for 
each one, and it makes it legal and it does 
it in an orderly way. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TABER] and his colleague the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. DICKSTEIN], who is 
attempting to throw every shadow of 
doubt and discouragement on the bill he 
possibly can, have simply caused the 
House all this trouble for nothing. 

The members of the Committee on the 
Census went over this bill carefully. 
There is not a more conscientious man 
in this House than the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. KINZER], 
the ranking minority member on the 
committee. We went over it thoroughly. 
We went through the hearings. We went 
into executive session and discussed every 
phase of the measure and we brought out 
a bill which, in our opinion, is necessary 
to provide these birth certificates for 
people who want to get employment and 
who are born in the United States. 
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The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Dickstem] complains because they have 
passed another bill to try to issue cer- 
tificates of citizenship, which the Senate 
of the United States probably never will 
pass. But we can pass this bill in a few 
minutes if the Members will just stay 
here and let us proceed with it and will 
vote down this motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Taser], which I am 
sure they will. 5 

This bill simply provides a method by 
which the Bureau of the Census may 
gather this information and issue birth 
certificates showing that the individual 
is born in the United States. 

Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield 
for a question. 

Mr. HARNESS., I would like to have 
the gentleman tell the House why this is 
necessary after we have already passed a 
bill that will accomplish the same ob- 
jective. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I decline 
to yield further, because we have been 
trying to educate the gentleman from 
Indiana all afternoon. Members on his 
own side have tried it. We have ex- 
plained to him that the Dickstein bill 
that is now pending before the Senate is 
probably as dead as a dodo. In all prob- 
ability the Senate never will pass it. If 
that bill is passed it will likely cover into 
citizenship of the United States a lot of 
Japs who are not eligible to citizenship. 
They are citizens of Japan, although born 
under our flag. Many of them have dual 
citizenship and are now serving Japan. 

Mr. BUCK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield. 

Mr. BUCK. Is it not also true that 
these certificates are of vital necessity to 
those who are trying to get their old-age 
benefits? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes; cer- 
tainly. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield. 

Mr. MURDOCK. By this legislation 
who is it we want to help—the foreigner, 
the Jap, anybody or everybody born 
abroad, or do we want to help these 
people who were born here and who have 
lived in this country for 30 or 40 or 50 
or 60 or 70 years? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Or whose 
grandparents were born here. This is 
purely an American bill. I hope the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Taser] will be voted down. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
pired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. Taper) there 
Wwere—ayes 22, noes 132. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 15. Any person who tenders for filing 
under the provisions of this act an applica- 
tion containing statements known by him 
or her to be false, or tenders any evidence 
in support of such application known by 
him or her to be false, or who procures, at- 
tempts to procure, or aids in procuring a 


All time has ex- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


certified birth record by fraud, shall be guilty 
of a felony and upon conviction thereof 
shall be fined not to exceed $5,000 or shall 
be imprisoned not more than 5 years, or 
both, and any certificate issued hereunder 
on the basis of any such application or evi- 
dence or as a result of any such fraud shall 
thereupon become null and void. 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr, 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate on this section and all amend- 
ments thereto close in 5 minutes. 

Mr. TABER. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Then, 
Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on this section and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order that that motion is 
not now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not 
in order at this time, there having been 
no debate on the section. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not want any legis- 
lation to be based on prejudice or mis- 
statements. Statements made by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Mississippi 
have been responsible for the destruction 
of lots of legisiation in this House—leg- 
islation which, in my opinion, would have 
been of great benefit to the country. The 
same thing happened here on the 18th 
of last month when, because of personal 
clashes and because of certain prejudices, 
a good measure was defeated. Certain 
people just seem to object to my spon- 
sorship of legislation. Let me assure the 
membership, Mr. Chairman, that I per- 
sonally enjoy the most cordial relations 
with the members of the Committees on 
Immigration of both the House and the 
Senate. ~ 

Mr. Chairman, I respect the views of 
every Member of this House; I feel they 
should respect mine. 

There is no evidence before this House 
that the Senate will not pass H. R. 6600. 
I have every aSsurance this afternoon 
that action will be taken upon that bill. 
I state to the House again that H. R. 6600 
does the very thing on behalf of the citi- 
zens that H. R. 7239 tries to do and, be- 
sides, will not cost this country seventy 
or more millions of dollars. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I cannot yield. 

Let us decide facts on their merits; let 
us not inject personality clashes and pre- 
judices into this issue as has be-n done 
in this House for a number of years by 
certain people just because I happen to 
be of a liberal temperament and liberal 
views. I respect the views of every Mem- 
ber even though he be a high restriction- 
ist, and we have quite a few of them here. 
Let us not turn against each other just 
because of race or religion; let us not be 
fighting here because of that, as we have 
at other times on other bills. I do not 
feel that such conduct is ethical, fitting, 
or proper in the Congress of the United 
States. 

This bill will not take care of any Jap- 
anese. I have no more use for them than 
does the gentleman from Mississippi. 
The bill H. R. 6800 was brought to the 
House after careful study and had for its 
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sole purpose to help native-born Ameri- 
cans prove their citizenship. I then 


_stated and state now that an alien does 


not have to go through all this trouble, 
for proof of his citizenship is established 
by certificate of naturalization. A na- 
tive-born citizen, however, does have all 
this difficulty because perhaps there is no 
record of his birth. So I say again H. R. 
6600 was designed for the purpose of re- 
lieving Americans, not Japanese; and 
that bill, the Dickstein bill, was recom- 
mended in a message ta this House by the 
Attorney General. I did only my duty 
as a Member of this House in bringing it 
up for consideration. 

If you want to spend $75,000,000 or 
more wasting the taxpayers’ money, go 
ahead and do it, but let the responsibility 
be yours. Iam going to vote against such 
a proposition because I do not believe it 
is necessary. I say, Mr. Chairman, we 
have had the Census Bureau before us. 
They want to control the picture; they 
want to issue these certificates, even 
though it would entail the setting up of 
a completely new division and the spend- 
ing of many millions of dollars. The De- 
partment of Justice needs no post office, 
they need no additional clerks, they need 
no new supervisors, they need no more 
offices; they have everything they would 
need to carry out the provisions of H. R. 
6600. To pass this bill, however, means 
the employment of more clerks in post 
ofices and the hiring of space in build- 
ings. It runs into the millions of dollars. 
If my argument does not convince you, 
vote as you please; it makes no difference 
to me. I do not care how you vote. I 
say to yau, however, in honesty and I 
feel with justice, that I do not like to be 
abused by anybody because I happen to 
hold one view rather than another. I 
respect the other man’s views, no mat- 
ter how rabid his viewpoint may be, 
and I respect him as a Member of the 
body in which I serve. There is no rea- 
son for all this excitement. I think the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Taser] 
has saved this country millions of dollars, 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOSER. I yield. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate on this section and all amend- 
ments thereto close in 5 minutes. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
I object. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Then, 
Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
this section and all amendments thereto 
close in 5 minutes. A 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
at this time in defense of the Post Office 
Department and in defense of the bill 
I brought in as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Census. Misrepresentations 
have been made here this afternoon and 
I charge they have been deliberate. We 
have been told in effect that the Post 
Office Department is no longer an ef- 
ficient agency of the Government and 
that it is going to cost $43,000,000 to 
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$75,000,000, as the last speaker stated, 
to effectuate the provisions of this bill. 
This bill does nothing of the kind. The 
Post Office Department has submitted 
to me a letter signed by the Postmaster 
General and delivered by the Second 
Assistant Postmaster General, Smith 
Purdum, pointing out the experience 
they had. He explained that in taking 
fingerprints of the registration of aliens 
under the Smith bill the average cost 
was about 86 cents apiece and if the en- 
tire population of the Unite. States that 
is eligible to apply for birth certificates 
as native-born Americans were to apply 
it would cost about that much money, 
and they figured we ought to charge a 
sufficient fee. 

We brought the bill in here with a 
$2 fee specified, but that fee has been 
reduced to $1. The $1 fee that is to be 
collected now will not any more than 
cover the cost that the Bureau of the 
Census is put to under the present ar- 
rangement, when the individual seeks 
a statement, but we attach legality to it. 
This makes the certificate worth some- 
thing. This bill was intended and cal- 
culated to help native-born American 
citizens. An alien who has become nat- 
uralized is in position to prove citizen- 
ship by virtue of his naturalization 
papers, but you and I and every other 
member of the Census Committee who 
listened to the testimony of the wit- 
nesses—none of us were able to prove 
that we are American citizens. There is 
not a naturalized citizen on that commit- 
tee. I am tired of hearing baiting of 
this character going on because this is 
purely an American bill and every one of 
us here is in Congress because we are 
American citizens. We do not have nat- 
uralization papers, this is the kind of a 
bill that makes it possible to prove our 
nativity and our right to a birth certifi- 
cate under the laws of the United States, 
which is a prerogative of every native- 
born American citizen. This work will 
be performed by the agency of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States that has 
been handling the census work and the 
census records from 1790 on. The Con- 
stitution itself provides that a census 
shall be taken within 3 years of the sit- 
ting of the First Congress, which was 
done in 1790, and each 10 years since 
for 150 years. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MOSER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Has not the gentle- 
man received, as I have received, numer- 
ous statements from his district or his 
State from men who are native-born 
citizens of this country saying, “We can- 
not get employment in a war factory, but 
men who are foreign-born have been able 
to do so?” Has the gentleman not re- 
ceived such letters and communications? 

Mr. MOSER. I have, and I have sent 
those requests down to the Bureau of the 
Census. Since the State of Pennsylvania 
by act of the assembly in the last session 
provided that the registrar of wills and 
the clerk of the orphans court could take 
local information on which to issue birth 
certificates, I have referred every in- 
stance that I have received since that 
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enactment back to the registrar of wills 
and I have urged the people to get a 
State certification of birth. Records on 
vital statistics were only kept in Penn- 
Sylvania from 1906 forward. Since I have 
been a Member of Congress I helped a 
man get his birth certificate, through a 
doctor who was liable by law in 1906 
to certify to the birth and in Harrisburg 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, re- 
quired the doctor to certify the birth, he 
having neglected to do so. 

This is a good, fine bill and Iam proud 
of the fact that this bill comes from our 
committee because it is a bill that is 100 
percent American and there certainly is 
no ground for anybody putting any alien 
tint on it. This is a pure American bill, 
it is in the interest of the American 
people and in the interest of American- 
born citizens. 

Mr. THOM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOSER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. THOM. Is it not true that in 
thousands of cases if applicants do not 
receive these birth certificates they will 
be refused work and thereby compel the 
county or the State to support them while 
they are in idleness? 

Mr. MOSER. Yes; that is true. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex- 
pired. 

The pro forma amendments were with- 
drawn, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 16. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, from time to time, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, such amounts as may be necessary, 
in addition to fees collected pursuant to the 
provisions hereof, to carry out the provisions 
of this act. 


Mr. REES of Kansas, Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to enter 
into this debate. It seems now, a large 
share of the discussion deals with person- 
alities rather than concerning the real 
merits of the bill. Why not vote on the 
merits of the legislation rather than per- 
mit feelings of Members toward each 
other sway our attitude for or against 
this measure. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. No; I have only 
5 minutes. The gentleman has a great 
deal of time during which to discuss this 
bill, and is in position to get more if he 
wants it. 

We have had too much discussion as 
te who introduced certain measures and 
who may be for or against them, or either 
of them. : 

Mr. Chairman, the bill before us is in- 
tended to meet the same objective as 
H. R. 6600 that passed this House about 
2 months ago. Both bills are intended 
to give a natural-born American citizen 
a right to have a certificate of citizen- 
ship, in cases where such proof cannot be 
secured from the records of the State of 
his birth, for the reason there were no 
records in existence at the time of his 
birth. 

This bill permits the act to be adminis- 
tered by the Bureau of the Census, 
through the Post Office Department, 
where it seems the postmasters through- 
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out the country will finally pass on the 
question of citizenship. H. R. 6600 
would administer the act through the 
Bureau of Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion, in charge of the Department of 
Justice. It seems to me that on such im- 
portant matters, the Bureau of Naturali- 
zation, with its experienced and equipped 
staff, should be the agency to handle 
these matters.. 

The question of authorship, unfortu- 
nately, I think, has been too much dis- 
cussed. As a matter of fact, there were 
several bills similar to H. R. 6600 re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. Some of them were 
by Democrats and others by Republicans. 
One of them, as I recall it, was by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Harness]; another by the able gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. CLASON]. In 
any event, the committee bill was re- 
ported, as committee bills are reported, 
in the name of the chairman. The meas- 
ure reflected the views of the committee 
after rather lengthy hearings were held. 

Representatives of the Bureau of the 
Census appeared and explained why, in 
their opinion, that Bureau should run it. 
Social Security also thought it was its job 
It seems now that the Bureau of the 
Census has its own sponsored bill, and 
feels, that although the House has al- 
ready passed on similar legislation, that 
this measure should take its place. H. R. 
6600 passed this House without objection. 
Where in the world were the sponsors of 
this measure who today are so sure this 
bill should take its place? Why did they 
not then get up on their hind legs and 
condemn that legislation as they are do- 
ing this afternoon? 

Mr. Chairman, I dislike to say it, but 
we have got too many bureaus in this 
Government who are jealous of each 
other’s powers and prerogatives. There 
is too much of that going on, I am in- 
formed they have appeared before the 
committee handling this legislation at the 
other end of the Capitol, insisting that 
they should have the power and authority 
to do the job. 

Mr. Chairman, the question of passing 
on matters of citizenship is a pretty im- 
portant job right now. We need men 
equipped to do it. The Department of 
Justice is the agency to do it. 

Under the terms of this bill you will 
set up an additional organization, It is 
going to cost somewhere between $50,- 
000,000 and $70,000,000, all of which is 
unnecessary. 

I have the highest regard and respect 
for the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
RANKIN]. If I did not misunderstand 
him, he suggested a while ago that H. R. 
6600 might in some way favor the Japa- 
nese. I hope he will correct that state- 
ment. There is nothing of the kind in 
H. R. 6600. He did not point it out when 
the bill was before the House in March of 
this year. I do not think he can point 
it out now. 

Something was said about obtaining 
information for people who apply for 
old-age pensions. That information is 
provided now by the Bureau of the 
Census. This measure does not affect 
the status and does not affect these 
people any differently than H, R. 6600, 
as I see it. 
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Mr. Chairman, may I call attention 
again to the fact that H. R. 6600 passed 
this House on March 19 after it had been 
submitted to the House for debate and 
amendments. It passed without any 
votes against it. So far as I can discern 
from examining the record, not one of 
those who are denouncing and criticizing 
it today even raised their voices against 
it at that time. Why did they not speak 
up at that time? Seems like a pretty 
queer piece of business that this House 
should permit itself to be reversed on a 
matter of this kind. I think you ought 
to stick to the decision the House made 
on March 19 on H. R. 6600. The act will 
be more efficiently and effectively admin- 
istered, and you will save the taxpayers 
of this country several million dollars. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Chair- 

`~ man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Does not the 
gentleman feel the records of the Bu- 
reau of the Census, which have been 
taken by disinterested men at 10-year 
intervals for a century and a half, are 
the most logical records upon which to 
base these certificates of birth, rather 
than the whims, fancies, and political 
influences of some other bureau? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. If there are 
any whims and fancies in it, there would 
certainly be fewer of them in the De- 
partment of Justice than in any other 
department, as I view it. The question 
of citizenship in other cases is handled 
in the Department of Justice, in the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service. 
That is where you ought to leave it. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I am glad to 
yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. DIES. I understand that under 
the bill the gentleman’s committee re- 
ported in the past, children of alien par- 
ents are given certificates of citizenship. 
Is that true? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Oh, no. H. R. 
6600 deals only with native-born Ameri- 
can citizens. It has nothing to do with 
aliens. 

Mr. DIES. Is that in the bill? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. No; certainly 
not. Here is the bill. It is not in this 
bill. ‘The gentleman can examine it. 

Mr. DIES. There is nothing in this 
bill to that effect? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. No. Not at all. 
I am sure no one who has read the bill 
would make that contention. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. STEFAN. Can the gentleman 
from Kansas tell us how much it will cost 
to administer this bill under the Bureau 
of the Census? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. No; I cannot 
tell. Some say it will cost $20,000,000, 
some $43,000,000, and some $70,000,000; 
but it will cost a good many millions of 
dollars. 

Mr. STEFAN. More than it would cost 
under the original bill? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Yes. A great 
deal more than under H. R. 6600 that 
has already passed the House. 


Mr. STEFAN. Then let us save the 
money. s 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I appreciate 
the gentleman’s contribution. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate on this section and all amend- 
ments théreto do now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 17. If any provisions of this act, or the 
application thereof to any person or circum- 
stances, is held invalid, the remainder of the 
act, and the application of such proyision 
to other persons or circumstances, shall no 
be affected thereby. . 

Src. 18. This act may be cited as the “Fed- 
eral Birth Recording Act, 1942.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee rises. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Patman, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7239) to authorize the Director 
of the Census to issue certifications of 
birth records, pursuant to House Resolu- 
tion 521, he reported the same back to 
the House with an amendment adopted 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. Taser) there 
were—ayes 137, noes 16. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum is 
not present, and make the point of order 
that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 
Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 252, nays 38, not voting 142, 


as follows: 
` [Roll No. 99] 
YEAS—252 
Allen, La, Boggs Case, S. Dak. 
Anderson, Calif. Bonner Chiperfield 
Anderson, Boren n 
N. Mex. Boykin Claypool 
5 Bradley, Mich. Cochran 
August H. Bradley, Pa. Coffee, Wash. 
Angell ks Colmer 
Arends k Brown, Ga Cooley 
Arnold Brown, Ohio Cooper 
Barden Bryson Costello 
Barnes Buck Cox 
Bates, Mass, Buckler, Minn. Cravens 
Baumhart Burdick Crawford 
Beckworth Camp Creal 
Beiter Canfield 
Bennett Cannon, Mo. D'Alesandro 
Bishop Capozzols Davis, Ohio 
Davis, Tenn, 
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Day Johnson, Rogers, Mass, 
Dies Luther A. Rolph 
Dingell Johnson, Okla. Russell 
Domengeaux Jones Sanders 
Dondero Kean Scanion 
Downs Keefe Schuetz 
Drewry Kefauver Schulte 
Duncan Kelley, Pa Scott 
Durham Kennedy, am 
Dworshak Mar! Secrest 
Eberharter Keogh Sheppard 
Elliott, Calif. Kerr Short 
Elston Kilday Sikes 
Eng’ebright Simpson 
Faddis Kirwan Smith, Maine 
Fenton Knutson Smith, Pa. 
Fitzgerald Lane Smith, Wis, 
Fogarty Lanham Snyder 
Folger Larrabee Sparkman 
Forand Lea Spence 
Ford, Leland M. LeCompte Springer _ 
Ford, Miss, Lecinski Starnes, Ala. 
Fulmer McCormack Steagall 
Gale McGehee Stefan 
Gathings McIntyre Stratton 
Gearhart McLaughlin Sullivan 
Gerlach McLean - Sumner, Ill 
Gibson McMillan Sumners, Tex. 
Gilchrist Maciora Sutphin 
Gillette Manasco Sweeney 
Gillie Martin,Iowa Talle 
Gore Martir Mass. Tenerowicz 
Gossett May Thom 
Graham Meyer, Md. Thomas, N. J. 
Grant, Ind Michener Thomas, Tex, 
Gregory Mills, Ark. ‘Thomason 
Gwynne , La. Tibbott 
Haines Monroney Traynor 
Hall, Moser Treadway 

Leonard W. Mott ‘Van Zandt 
Halleck Mundt Vincent, Ky. 
Hare Murdock Vinson, Ga, 
Harness Murray Voorhis, Calif, 
Harris, Ark Myers, Pa. Ward 
Farris, Va. Nelson Wasielewski 
Harter Norrell Weaver 
Healey O'Brien, Mich. Weiss 
Hébert Oliver Welch 
Heidinger Peddock Wene 
Hendricks Patman West 
Hess Patrick Wheat 
Hill, Wash. Patton Whelchel 
Hobbs Peterson, Ga te 
Holbrock Pheiffer, Wickersham 
Holand Wiliam T, Wigglesworth 
Hock Pierce Williams 
Hope Pittenger Wilson 
Howell ge Wolcott 
Hull Powers Wolfenden, Pa. 
Hunter Priest Wolverton, N. J. 
Imhoff Ra&mspeck Woodruff, Mich, 

Randolph Ww , Va. 
Jackson Rankin, Miss, Wright 
Jarman Rankin, Mont, Young 
Jenks, N. H. Reece, Tenn. Youngdahl 
Jensen Reed, Ill. 
Johns Richards 
Johnson, Calif. Robertson, 
Johnson, Ill. N. Dak. 
Johnson,Ind Rodgers, Pa. 
NAYS—38 

Andersen, Crowther McGranery 

H. Carl Dewey McGregor 
Bell Dickstein Miller 
Bland Doughton 'Hara 
Bloom Eliot, Mass Reed, N. Y. 
Bolton Fellows Rees, Kans. 
Bulwinkle Guyer Robertson, Va. 
Burch Hancock Sabath 
Burgin Hartley Sacks 
Butler Jenkins,Ohio Satterfield 
Carlson Kopplemann Somers, N. Y. 
Clark unkel Taber 
Clevenger Ludlow Whittington 

NOT VOTING—142 
Allen, Til Cole, Md. Fitzpatrick 
„Andrews Cole, N. Y, Flaherty 
Baldwin Collins Flannagan 
Barry Copeland Ford, Thomas F, 
Bates, Ky. Courtney Gamble 
Crosser Gavagan 

Bender Culkin Gehrmann 
Blackn: Cullen Gifford 
Buckley, N. Y. Curtis Granger 
Byrne Delaney Grant, Ala. 
Byron Dirksen Green 
Cannon, Fla. Disney Hall, 
Cartwright Ditter Edwin Arthur 
Casey, Mass, Douglas Harrington 
Celler Eaton Hart 
Chapman Edmiston Heffernan 
Chenoweth Ellis Hill, Colo, 
Cluett Engel Hinshaw 
Coffee, Nebr. Fish Hofman 


Holmes Mason Romjue 
Houston Merritt Sasscer 
Jacobsen Mitchell Sauthoff 
Jarrett Nichols Schaefer, Til. 
Jennings Norton Shafer, Mich, 
Johnson, O'Brien, N. Y, Shanley 
Lyndon B.. O’Connor Shannon 
Johnson, W. Va. O'Day Sheridan 
Jonkman Oo Smith, Ohio 
Kee O'Neal Smith, Va 
Kelly, Il Osmers Smith, Wash: 
Kennedy, O'Toole Smith, W. Va. 
Michael J Pace South 
Kilburn Pearson Stearns, N, H. 
Kleberg Peterson, Fla. Stevenson 
n Pfeifer, Talbot 
Koclalkowski Joseph L. ‘Tarver 
Kramer Plauché Terry 
Lambertson Ploeser Thill 
dis Plumley Tinkham 
Leavy Rabaut Tolan 
Lewis Ramsay Vorys, Ohio 
Lynch Rich re 
McKeough Rivers Wadsworth 
Rizley alter 
Maciejewski Robinson, Utah Whitten 
Magnuson Robsion, Ky. Winter 
Mahon Rockefeller Worley 
Mansfield Rockwell erman 


Marcantonio Rogers, Okla. 


So the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

General pairs: 


Mr. Hart with Mr. Robsion of Kentucky. 
Mr. Ellis with Mr. Sauthoff. 

Mr. Joseph L. Pfeifer with Mr. Bender. 
Mr. O'Leary with Mr. Chenoweth. 

Mr. Rivers with Mr. Ploeser. 

Mr. Lynch with Mr. Vorys of Ohio. -~ 
Mrs. Norton with Mr. Lambertson. 

Mr. Rabaut with Mr. Rockefeller. 

Mr, Shanley with Mr, Thill. 

Mrs. O'Day with Mr. Vreeland. 

Mr. Michael J. Kennedy with Mr. Cluett. 
Mr. Cullen with Mr. Copeland, 

Mr. Walter with Mr. Gamble. 

Mr. O'Toole with Mr. Culkin. 

Mr. Barry with Mr. Gifford. 

O'Neal with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall. 

Mr. Heffernan with Mr. Jennings. 
Kleberg with Mr. Stevenson. 

-Delaney with Mr. Hill of Colorado. 
Buckley of New York with Mr. Jonk- 


Beam with Mr. Engel. 

Pace with Mr. Holmes. 

Kramer with Mr. Allen of Illinois. 
Gavagan with Mr. Dirksen. 

Mansfield with Mr. Baldwin. 

Grant of Alabama with Mr, Cole of 
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Kelly of Illinois with Mr. Ditter. 
Lewis with Mr. Eaton, 

Mahan with Mr. Kilburn. 

Romjue with Mr. Douglas. 

Celler with Mr. Plumley. 

Merritt with Mr. Fish. 

Green with Mr. Shafer of Michigan. 
Tarver with Mr. O'Brien of New York. 
Fitzpatrick with Mr. Gehrmann. 

. Granger with Mr. Hoffman, 

. Terry with Mr. Blackney. 
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The result of the vote was announced . 


as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members who spoke on the bill under 
consideration today may have 5 legisla- 
tive days within which to extend their 
own remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
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AMENDMENT OF CIVILIAN PILOT TRAIN- 
ING ACT—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. RAMSPECK, on behalf of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. BUL- 
WINKLE], submitted the following confer- 
ence report and statement on the bill 
(H. R. 5695) to amend the Civilian Pilot 
Training Act of 1939, so as to provide for 
the training of civilians, which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar and ordered 
to be printed. 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6695) to amend the Civilian Pilot Training 
Act of 1939 so as to provide for the training 
of civilian aviation technicians and mechan- 
ics, having met, after full and free conference, 


have agreed to recommend and do recom- - 


mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment. 
A. L. BULWINELE, 
J. W. WADSWORTH, 
LYLE H. BOREN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JosiaH W. BAILEY, 
BENNETT CHAMP CLARK, 
Cuas. L. McNary, 
Managers on the part oj the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5695) to amend the 
Civilian Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as to 
provide for the training of civilian aviation 
technicians and mechanics, submit the fol- 
lowing written statement explaining the 
effect of the action agreed on by the confer- 
ence committee and submitted in the accom- 
panying conference report: 

The bill as passed by the House provided 
for the training of civilians for service as 
aviation technicians and mechanics thereby 
tending to establish a reservoir of trained 
civilians for duty in aircraft factories capable 
of performing technical and mechanical du- 
ties incident to the making and efficient 
manning of civilian, as well as military and 
naval, aircraft. 

The bill as amended by the Senate would 
have provided only for the training of avia- 
tion technicians and would have limited this 
training to members of the enlisted reserves 
of the military services in inactive status. 

At the conference, the Senate receded from 
its amendment which left the bill in the form 
as the House passed it, with the original in- 
tent of the bill agreed upon as the proper 
objective of this legislation. 

A. L. BULWINKLE, 

J. W. WADSWORTH, 

LYLE H. BOREN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Record and to include a 
radio address delivered by my colleague, 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Duncanj. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection, 

(Mr. Hore asked and was given per- 
mission to revise and extend his own re- 
marks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my own re- 
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marks in the Appendix of the Recorp and 
to include an article by Fulton Lewis, Jr., 
on the Run-around in Rubber which ap- 
peared in the last Saturday issue of the 
Progressive. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. McMitian asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his own 
remarks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Rercorp and to include therein a 
letter containing an extract from a re- 
port of the Monetary Commission. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Idaho? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include 
therein an Associated Press dispatch 
which gives the opinion of the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. O’Manoney] that 
Congress does not rank as a luxury. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made today. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. Under previous or- 
der of the House, the gentleman from 
New Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON] is recog- 
nized for 20 minutes. 


DISAGREEMENT ON AGRICULTURAL 
APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, last evening as I read the dis- 
mal news of continued German advances 
into the lands of our Russian ally and 


listened to a radio commentator describe ~ 


the hopes of the conquered peoples for 
the immediate establishment of a Sec- 
ond front in Europe, and then refiected 
that the past legislative day in this great 
representative body had been brought to 
an abrupt close because objection was 
made to a vote on the ground that only. 
120 Members had been on the floor to 
vote, I felt that I would like to come into 
the Well of this House this afternoon and 
repeat the words of Rudyard Kipling, 
penned during the last world conflict: 
For all we have and are, 
For all our children’s fate, 
Stand up and meet the war! 
The Hun is at the gate. 

Frankly, I commend rather than criti- 
cize my colleague, the gentleman from 
Kansas, for objecting to the vote on the 
grounds of no quorum. We were seek- 
ing to settle a serious matter, the ques- 
tion of whether in the fight against in- 
fiation there was to be written into an 
agricultural appropriation bill a restric- 
tion or limitation on the sale of surplus - 
stocks of wheat at prices which the Com< 
modity Credit Corporation might deem 
proper in view of world conditions during 
a global war. Surely no such restriction 
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should be written into final law without 
a record vote. Certainly a majority of 
the Congress should be on hand to write 
it. 

Is it not too bad that the two bodies 
of Congress stayed so long in hopeless 
disagreement over an agricultural item 
which was being tested for its parity im- 
plications when the whole issue of rep- 
resentative government itself was hang- 
ing in the balance? 

PRESIDENT WAS RIGHT 


I congratulate this House on its final 
action. A gigantic harvest is under way 
in many farm areas of this country. 
When wheat on the Dakota prairies, 
where I was born, runs 25 bushels to the 
acre, as it is doing this season, we have 
brought home to us the danger of adding 
another half billion bushels of surplus 
wheat to the more than a billion bushels 
already in the world granaries and over- 
hanging the world market. The correct- 
ness of the President’s position on this 
vital national policy has been recog- 
nized by a straight-out vote on the ques- 
tion of concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ments to the agricultural bill which dealt 
with the sale of surplus wheat. We can 
all be glad the long fight is over. 

But this story of unwillingness in cer- 
tain farm States and on the part of 
some farm leaders to yield on the ques- 
tion of surplus wheat sales is only one 
phase, though an important one, of our 
whole attitude toward the threat of in- 
filation. We see the little Dutch boy, 
Leon Henderson, with his arm in the hole 
in the dike, crying that he has lifted the 
ceiling on canned fruits 15 percent, that 
he cannot extend his rent controls to 
vital areas, and that the devastating 
wave of inflation will sweep through the 
present cracks and tear down the whole 
structure if we do not move rapidly; and 
yet we are counting the days until July 
25, when the tax bill will be out of the 
way and we can go home for a 6-week 
recess, 

NO RECESS UNTIL ACTION 


Do not misunderstand me: I am right 
with you; I am counting the days. But 
when the Germans take Sevastopol, move 
through the great horseshoe of the Don 
River, and to the horseshoe of the Volga, 
they take the joy out of the holiday. For 
“I know that we are in for a long, cruel, 
and bitter war, and that this Congress 
has not earned a recess in the eyes of the 
Nation until it has wrestled with and set- 
tled to some degree of public satisfaction 
the arising question of existing and 
threatening inflation. 

Our mail these days gives us a clue. 
In mine there is a letter from a mer- 
chandise broker who lives but a few doors 
from my home in Albuquerque. He is 
brokering the 1941 pack of vegetables at 
March 1942 ceilings. That is easy today, 
but what will he do this winter? 

He reports a ceiling price of $1.12 for 
No. 2 Standard peas. That’s the whole- 
sale price f. o. b. Albuquerque. He is all 
right while the 1941 pack holds out. But 
the quotations on the 1942 pack are $1.10 
per dozen f. o. b. the Wisconsin cannery, 
-and the freight to Albuquerque is 19 cents 
a dozen. That gives a cost of $1.29 a 
dozen and a ceiling of $1.12. 
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That in simple terms and figures is the 
goblin that is just around the corner. 
That is why Mr. Henderson will have to 
increase the price of canned vegetables 
just as he has increased the price of 
dried and canned fruits. When he does 
that the cracks in the dike widen and 
the flood is not far away. 

There seem to be two alternatives: he 
can copy the Canadian and British pat- 
tern and pay subsidies where ceilings 
leave the retail trade no margin, or he 
can seek to roll back onto the wholesaler 
or manufacturer this burden and ask 
them to pare profits and find a lower cost. 

WHAT ABOUT SUBSIDIES? 


Subsidies to date are not popular with 
Congress. Maybe we do not know 
enough about the idea, but let us give it a 
superficial examination. 

Mr. Henderson, testifying before the 
House Banking and Currency Committee, 
said—and I quote from part 1, page 36, 
of the hearings: “There is no great mys- 
tery about inflation. Inflation means a 
greater amount of purchasing power 
than of available goods.” Those are his 
words. 

There is equally no mystery about sub- 
sidies. They mean that taxpayers in 
general contribute sums to specified com- 
modity prices to keep those prices low. 
Doesn’t it seem that subsidies are in 
themselves inflationary? If they do not 
increase the supply of available goods 
but keep intact the power to purchase 
those goods while permitting the whole- 
sale price to rise, their influence musi 
be on the side of inflation. A member 
of the Banking and Currency Committee 
of this House, the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Crawrorp], seems to have 
clearly proved his case on that point. 

If we discard the idea of subsidies, we 
are left only with the more difficult pro- 
gram of rolling back onto the manufac- 
turer the effect of the low ceiling. So I 
go back to the canner of the peas which 
have a ceiling of $1.12 and a cost to the 
wholesaler of $1.29. 

The canner has his side of the story. 
He points first to the increased cost of 
labor and then to the increased payment 
to the farmer for the raw peas. There 
we find.our problem. We ask Mr. Hen- 
derson to freeze prices and establish ceil- 
ings to prevent inflation, to protect the 
middle and low class wage earner who has 
to eat and to protect as well the fixed 
income classes who haye been saving for 
a lifetime to enjoy a peaceful old age, 
but we give him price-control legislation 
that will not require him or some other 
governmental agency such as the war 
labor board to stabilize wages nor will 
it allow him or the Commodity Credit 
Corporation to adjust farm prices to fit 
the ceiling structure on the finished 
product. 

Not being a member of any of the com- 
mittees of this House which have dealt 
with the various angles of this problem, 
I recognize that I have no real license to 
speak, but it does seem that the arith- 
metic I have cited is too simple to be 
ignored, that we cannot longer avoid tak- 


ing one step or the other, and that we 


have reached a point where it is subsidies 
or else, 
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Now just what is the “or else” in this 
situation? 

And why dwell on the “or else” rather 
than accept subsidies and be done. with 
it? 

Primarily because we should face the 
fact that whether or not subsidies are in 
themselves inflationary, they are a little 
like putting a coat of whitewash on the 
chicken roost: their value is chiefly in 
their power to conceal. At best, a sub- 
sidy only hides from the folks at home 
the certainty that we have not yet built a 
price-control system that works. While 
the 1941 pack of vegetables holds out, 
while the beef that was sent to the fatten- 
ing pens 4 months ago moves steadily to 
market, while a thousand and one prices 
stay stable for the hour, the folks who 
sent us here to legislate for them better 
know now that price ceilings on a few 
selected items will not and cannot control 
the menace of inflation, 

From our own standpoint, we ought to 
make clear to the folks who sent us here 
that this is not a squabble over political 
appointments or ration cards, that we as 
Members of Congress are not solely and 
possibly not even largely to blame, and 
that we alone cannot bring about a last- 
ing solution. 

Honest confession may be good for the 
soul. Two days ago, I showed some 
Members of this House a 3,000-word dis- 
cussion of Mr. Henderson. It was not 
very complimentary. I felt when I wrote 
it, and I still feel, that he has used the 
controversy over the amount of his price 
administration appropriation to saddle 
onto Congress blame for a general break- 
down in our Nation-wide battle against 
the forces of inflation. I accused him of 
building up an alibi for the things that lie 
ahead when the ceilings begin to crack, 
and I called it an alibi because it doesn’t 
much matter whether he has thirty thou- 
sand, fifty thousand, ninety thousand or 
a quarter million employees, if the Presi- 
dent and the Congress don’t give him 
some help on fundamental matters, the 
job of controlling inflation won’t get 
done. I got ready to say that and a lot 
of other things a little more drastic, 
but those other things are now out of my 
system. I want to keep closer to infla- 
tion problems. 

What is wrong between Leon Hender- 
Son and the Congress? 

Is it money? No; because Congress 
has voted every dollar the President has 
asked for defense and war purposes, 
given it to the armed forces of this Na- 
tion and her Allies at the rate of $773,- 
000,000 a day from the first of January 
to the thirtieth of June this year. The 
Congress is in a mood to give to any ef- 
fort that offers help and to give liberally. 
No; it is not just money. 

Is it politics? No; because most Mem- 
bers of the Congress know that political 
patronage is the curse of most men in 
public life. You know the saying that 
when you appoint one man to office you 
make a hundred enemies and one in- 
grate. It has not worked that way with 
me, but we can assume that under the 
Hatch Act, every time we find a job for 
a good political worker, we take him out 
of circulation and sometimes lose the 
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only faithful election-day friend we have 
2 S precinct. No; it is not political 
lust. 

Is it the fact that the pressure groups 
have Congress intimidated? No; because 
next to winning the war, the greatest 
solidarity of public opinion on any ques- 
tion in America today is on the question 
of immediately controlling inflation. 
Every Member of Congress sees and fears 
the clouds in the sky that tell of the on- 
rushing storm of inflation. If we feared 
pressure groups, we would be most fear- 
ful of what will happen when the storm 
strikes. 

The main quarrel between Mr. Hen- 
derson and the Congress, in my own opin- 
ion, arises out of the feeling that he led 
Congress into its original sin—that of 
passing a price-control act that failed to 
stabilize food and farm prices and did not 
by some alchemy tie a stabilization of 
Wages and a control of credits and profits 
into the over-all picture. In other words, 
it was his opposition that doomed the 
Baruch plan represented by the Gore bill 
through which a greater degree of con- 
trol might have been possible. 

I think the Members of this House 
could make out quite as good a case 
against Mr. Henderson as he is making 
out against them. They might claim that 
last fall he catered to the farm bloc and 
the Iabor bloc, bargaining to keep them 
out of the bill’s provisions if they helped 
him obtain the type of selective controls 
he desired, and that it is the absence of 
these factors that makes his present lot 
an unhappy one. They might slyly point 
out that these blocs do not like him now, 
but worst of all, they would surely show 
that the country is in a state of jitters; 
that no merchant, no laborer, no farmer 
knows which way to turn as the ceilings 
begin to crack and the threat of inflation 
becomes real. 

Yet, both Mr. Henderson and the Con- 
gress might find some good things to say 
about each other. He says he has saved 
five billion on war orders alone, will save 
an additional sixty-two billions before 
the war is over. Surely we could claim 
to have given him the tools to do some- 
thing. And when he reports that, from 
May 15 to June 2, living costs in 21 sam- 
ple cities declined one-tenth of 1 per- 
cent, he gives us a foretaste of what we 
might take home to our people steadily 
through the war if we could only find a 
so to make sure that the ceiling would 

old. 

Finally, the Congress and Mr. Hender- 
son might both say that a price-control 
act for an America which was at peace 
and was simply producing for lend-lease 
requirements and the modest defense 
programs which the temper of the coun- 
try would permit, could easily be some- 
thing quite different from a price-con- 
trol act for an America in war. 

Mr. Henderson himself gave us an ink- 
ling of that. In the price-control hear- 
ings, now nearly a year old, we find Mr. 
Henderson testifying—and I quote now 
from part 1, page 185: 

Government spending and deficit financ- 
ing, of course, are a net addition to the 
available purchasing power, and if it takes 
place when there is a lack of full utilization 
of resources—that is, in a period of unused 
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men, machines, and materials—it is not in- 
flationary. But with the Government spend- 
ing $50,000,000,000 for defense, unless it were 
drawn off in some way, it would constitute 
a net addition to purchasing power, and 
would therefore be highly inflationary. 


Mr. Henderson was branding as “high- 
ly inflationary” the effect of fifty billions 
of war expenditures. What would he 
say about spending two hundred bil- 
lions? That he could characterize as 
“explosively inflationary.” 

Just look at our arms spending trend: 
July 1940, at the rate of $225,000,000 a 
month; July 1941, $1,200,000,000 a 
month; July 1942, $4,500,000,000 a 
month; July 1943, to be near $8,000,000,- 
000 a month. Most of us know very little 
about inflation or the effect of public 
spending upon the velocity of trade or 
the inflationary tendencies of financing 
this spending, but we have seen what 
four and a half billions a month has done 
to the price of canned peas and we can 
estimate what eight billions a month will 
do. We can know that we are in for 
trouble unless we do something pretty 
quick, 

What will that be? I have suggested 
it is subsidies or else. What is the “or 
else”? 

I wish I could insert at this point a 
splendid article that appeared in the 
Washington Post of yesterday from the 
pen of Walter Lippmann entitled “Sub- 
standard Leadership.” I am going to 
ask permission to insert it in the Ap- 
pendix, because every Member of Con- 
gress should read it. The article deals 
very sympathetically with Mr.. Hender- 
son’s problems, but it indicates that com- 
plaining about Congress will not cure 
the matter. It suggests that the Presi- 
dent, the Commander in Chief of our 
armed forces, the man who stands at the 
head of the majority party in both 
branches of Congress, needs to take the 
leadership in this fight against inflation, 
and I sincerely hope that he does. 

For the Congress has been criticized by 
Mr. Henderson and by the Budget Di- 
rector, Harold D. Smith. They are both 
appointees of the President. Mr. Hen- 
derson is distressed by the rising tide of 
inflation, while Mr. Smith has suggested 
to Congress that prices in stores cannot 
be kept stable if prices received by farm- 
ers are permitted to rise or if a general 
wage increase is permitted to take place. 
I am sure he has not forgotten that his 
Chief, for whom he constantly speaks 
whenever a report on a bill is requested 
by the Congress, has previously suggested 
that there are matters which touch the 
problem of inflation but on which legis- 
lation is not necessary at this time. Is 
it not a little unfair to suggest that Con- 
gress has the sole power to do some- 
thing about it when the President has 
asked Congress to refrain from using that 
power? : 

Would it not be proper to suggest that 
we might give the Budget Director a 
chance to put up or shut up, and at the 
same moment, we might dust off a little 
of the dirt that Mr. Henderson has 
thrown in our direction? 

Let these gentlemen bring before Con- 
gress a program that the President will 
join in presenting to the American peo- 
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ple as an effective check for further in- 
flation, and see how quickly the Con- 
gress will act upon it. Heaven knows 
what the program will be, because the 
expenditure by the Government of four, 
five, and finally eight billions of dollars 
per month for war purposes creates a 
velocity of trade, of credits, and of profits 
that will crack any ceiling thus far de- 
vised. No one need be misled on that 
score, : 

But let them present their, program 
to Congress. It need not be in final or 
precise legal terms. It need be no longer 
than the President’s earlier and very 
satisfactory statement of principles. Let 
them say, for example, as the President 
did on April 27 of this year, that there 
might be a program of seven points 
which, taken together—and I emphasize 
those words—could be not only our na- 
tional economic policy but which could 
keep the cost of living from spiraling 
upward. 

The points were these: 

First. Tax heavily, keeping corporate 
profits low and private income under 
$25,000. 

Second. Fix ceilings on goods and on 
rents. 

Third. Stabilize wages. 

Fourth. Stabilize agricultural prices. 

Fifth. Promote bond buying from 
earnings. 

Sixth. Ration all essential scarce com- 
modities. z 

Seventh, Curtail installment buying 
and reduce debts. 

There, in less than 50 words, is the 
President’s program. Why has it not 
been implemented by the President, by 
the Cabinet, by Congress, by the Price 
Administrator, and by the various execu- 
tive and administrative agencies of the 
Government? 

Why should not such a statement of 
national policy be inserted before various 
bills, like the preamble written into the 
Social Security legislation? 

Why not tack it to the bill giving Mr. 
Henderson his appropriation and to the 
agricultural appropriation bill as a rider 
in the Senate or the House in the same 
manner that the declaration against the 
sale of surplus grain was inserted? 

In other words, why not try to find 
out now if we are going to control in- 
flation by legislative and administrative 
acts, or are going to depend upon in- 
creased prices to measure the scarcity of 
our commodities? 

The threat of inflation will only be 
curbed by a declaration of principles 
which the President first advances and 
to which all legislative and administra- 
tive agencies agree, As one lone Member 
of this Congress, I will vote for such a 
program the day it appears, and I would 
not be surprised if other Members felt 
the same way. 

Do not you think it strange that this 
program by our President, announced to 
the American people 4 months ago and 
hailed in the press of this Nation as 
sound and satisfying, has not seen the 
light from that day to this? 

Is it not startling that only one of the 
seven points has emerged, and that the 
effort toward price control when all of 
the other points should come first? At 
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least, as the President himself suggested, 
they must all be taken together. 

Why should we not try, at this much 
later date, to bring the matter to a head? 
Only by repeating and reaffirming the 
proposals will they become accepted by 
all classes of citizens. Only in that way 
will people understand which economic 
road America is determined to travel. 

But no one should try to fool the Amer- 
ican public. We should make sure they 
understand that the success of this pro- 
gram is not dependent upon the size of 
Mr. Henderson’s bank. roll. Farm prices 
are going up. Wages are going up. 
Canned goods are going up. Unless 
something fundamental is also done, 
about all Mr. Henderson can do is hang 
onto his hat and holler, whether he has 
$100,000,000 or five times that sum. 

His Office needs a reasonable sum, I 
would vote as quickly for $140,000,000 as 
for $75,000,000, but it is money wasted 
unless profits, credits, wages, and farm 
prices are in such shape that they can 
be controlled. The public ought to find 
out where Mr. Henderson stands on con- 
trolling them now. He was not seeking 
to bring them under his bill 10 months 
ago. In fairness we should remember 
that we were not actually in the war 
then, We are in now, and our spending 
for victory has accentuated the problem. 

So I hope we may have a program 
from our leader in.the White House, 
I hope we may write it into current legis- 
lation as an expression of our plans and 
our policies. Such a move would seem 
to promise more than complaining about 
the Congress, yes, would appear to offer a 
better course than pouring abuse on the 
heads of Members of that American in- 
stitution which stands as one of the few 
remaining symbols and servants of rep- 
resentative government in this war-torn 
world. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Record by in- 
Serting a newspaper article by Walter 
Lippmann, to which I have referred. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
Mexico? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HoL- 
LAND] for 10 minutes. 


RALPH INGERSOLL 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I be- 
lieve it is the opinion of this House that 
“A new Member should be seen and not 
heard,” but I feel that I would be derelict 
in my duty to my constituents and would 
be false to the promises I have made to 
the 35,000 people who believed in me 
and in that for which I stand, if I did 
not defend those ideals that secured my 
election. 

I have been in this House each day 
listening to the attacks made on Ralph 
Ingersoll labeling him a draft dodger. 

In 1919, I came back from France with 
millions of other boys rejoicing that we 
had won a great victory only to learn 
that—in this very House where I stand 
today, and across the halls in the Sen- 
ate—that although millions of soldiers 
had exposed their bodies for an ideal— 
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yes, and thousands had died and still 
more thousands today are lying in hos- 
pitals suffering the pains of hell because 
they believed their efforts were to make 
the world safe for democracy—but their 
fight was in vain. They were soon to 
learn that—although the soldiers had 
won a war—the politicians had lost it 
on the political auction block. And to- 
day we see the sons of those very boys 
marching off to again fight a war for 
freedom that their fathers thought they 
had won in 1919. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand 
a photograph. The photograph was 
taken in 1919 when I came back from 
France. Gathered around me are my 
young nephews. In my arms I hold a 
baby—that baby today is fighting for the 
same ideals that I thought I had estab- 
lished. He is fighting in the jungles of 
Hawaii. The other youngster, who is 
gazing up in awe, is today at Fort Ben- 
ning, Ga., getting his training to protect 
America from the Nazi hordes. 

And this is why I, today, stand on this 
floor to defend Ralph Ingersoll. Ralph 
Ingersoll—at the age of 17—voluntarily 
joined with me and the rest of those boys 
in World War No. 1 who marched off 
singing, “We Won’t Come Back Until 
It’s Over Over There.” He didn’t come 
back until it was over—over there. 

How do you think the mind of this 
mere boy must have functioned? Think 
of how he was disillusioned to learn the 
same as I and others learned—that the 
sacrifices we made were in vain. The 
victory of the soldier was not carried 
into a victory for the peace. Congress- 
men and Senators joined with the greedy 
munition manufacturers and isolationists 
to see that America did not take her 
rightful place with the nations of the 
world in ending wars—once and for all. 

And so, today, we must have, through 
our public press, writers who will keep 
burning the flame of eternal peace. I 
do not know why anyone should hate 
Ralph Ingersoll. Ralph Ingersoll is only 
doing the same as I want to do—we want 
to see that the sons of the boys serving 
in this war will not march forth 25 
years from now as the Sons of our com- 
rades of World War No. 1 are doing. 

The Members of this House—and when 
I say “Members” I do not mean all the 
Members, only a few—have gotten the 
impression that appropriating money is 
all that is required to win a war. That 
is not true, for the Axis Powers have 
shown us that money is only a small part 
of this war. If democracy is to survive, 
we must create at home a faith that 
democracy is for all the people, that pa- 
triotism is unlimited, that government by 
democracy reaches into every home and 
assures those living there of the four 
freedoms. We must remember that 
when government goes into every home, 
taking the flower of our manhood to de- 
fend our way of life, that way of life 
must have no strings attached to it be- 
cause of race, color, or creed. The privi- 
lege of the vote must not be denied cer- 
tain groups in our country who deem it 
an honor to shed their blood for the pres- 
ervation of our Nation. 

These are the things that Ralph Inger- 
soll believes in, and these are the very 
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things that the boys of Bataan and Cor- 
regidor believed in. 

A man of 42 will not be permitted to 
take his place on the battle fronts, but 
a man of 42 can fight on the home front 
to preserve democracy and to protect the 
rights of those boys who are on our far- 
flung fronts from the enemies of democ- 
racy at home who are using the war as 
an excuse to destroy the labor and social 
gains. 

And so today, Mr. Speaker, I take the 
liberty as a new Member of this House to 
come before you as a soldier of the first 
World War, an A. E. F. veteran, and 
plead with you for a comrade of mine 
who was cheated in the last World War, 
the same as millions of others who were 
cheated, out of a great victory. 

I join with Ralph Ingersoll, as millions 
of other Americans join with him, believ- 
ing that our duty on the home front is to 
lay the foundation of a peace. A peace 
so ably expressed by our great Comman- 
der in Chief when he said that “the four 
freedoms must be brought to all people 
in all countries.” If this is accomplished, 
we may never fear that the sons of the 
veterans of World War No. 2 will again 
be called to shed their blood for a lost 
cause, 

As a comrade of Ralph Ingersoll in 
World War No. 1, all I ask from the Con- 
gress of the United States is fair play. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Appendix of the 
Recorp and to include therewith a letter 
from former Senator Robert L. Owen 
and a report from the London Chamber 
of Commerce entitled “General Prin- 
ciples of Post-War Economy.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. AN- 
DERSON of New Mexico). Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Vooruis] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 


FINANCING THE WAR 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, in fiscal year 1942 the United 
States Government ran a deficit of $21,- 
696,000,000. We collected in revenue 
$21,696,000,000 less than we spent. 

To make up the difference we sold 
bonds, Only 27 percent of these bonds 
were sold to individuals. And 45 percent 
of them were sold to banks—or approxi- 
mately $9,'750,000,000 of bonds. 

The bonds that were sold to individuals 
or to nonfinancial corporations were 
bought with money which these people 
had earned and saved. The people gave 
up some of their buying power and let the 
Government use it for the war whenever 
they purchased bonds. 

But the bonds that were sold to the 
banks were not bought that way. They 
were bought with new money, with de- 
mand bank deposits written upon the 
banks’ books. The banks did not give up 
any buying power when they made these 
purchases. They simply bought the 
bonds by exercising the essentially gov- 
ernmental power to create money. And 
on this nine and three-quarters billion 
dollars of bonds that were sold to the 
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banks, the American people and their 
children will pay interest for 50 years— 
perhaps for longer than that. Two and 
one-half percent of $9,750,000,000 is $243,- 
000,000—about a quarter of a billion dol- 
lars, the annual interest charges on these 
bonds. Fifty times that amount is over 
$12,000,000,000, the cost to the American 
people in interest on these bonds bought 
by the banks at no expense to themselves 
and by the exercise of the power of money 
creation that belongs by right to this Con- 
gress and to it alone. 

Such a thing is indefensible. 

It is time we stopped it. It is time we 
decided that we are going to quit paying 
interest on any bonds that are purchased 
with privately created new money. It is 
time we took back to this Congress the 
exclusive right to create the money of this 
Nation. : 

We have enacted a Price Control Act to 
try to prevent the skyrocketing of prices: 
It cannot possibly succeed if we are going 
to permit the banks of the country to go 
on manufacturing billions of dollars of 
new money each year. The whole prob- 
Jem of price control stems from the fact 
that we are currently paying out about 

*$100,000,000,000 a year in income of vari- 
cus kinds to the people of the Nation but 
that half or more of that amount is ac- 
counted for by the production of war ma- 
terials which by their very nature cannot 
be bought by the people. Here is $100,- 
000,000,000 of buying power and perhaps 
only $50,000,000,000 of goods to spend it 
on. And on top of that we handle our 
financial affairs in such a way as to per- 
mit private banks to create an additional 
$10,000,000,000 in 1 year. 

What should we do? 

There are three right ways to pay for 
this war. The first and best one is by 
taxes. And if we could shape a tax bill 
that would be fair to all elements of the 
population we ought to raise the rates 
sufficiently so that tax revenues plus the 
proceeds from bond sales to the people for 
money they actually possess and lend to 
their Government will equal the cost of 
the war. If that were done we would not 
need a Price Control Administration ex- 
cept to prevent monopolies and those in 
control of scarce commodities from tak- 
ing advantage of the situation. 

The sale of nontransferable War Sav- 
ings bonds to- all the people for real 
money in the form of cash or bank de- 
posits which they actually possess and 
give over to the Government when they 
buy the bonds has the same effect upon 
the volume of available buying power as 
taxes do. But the main purpose of such 
a method should be to provide a reserve 
of buying power in the hands of all the 
people for the time when the war is over. 
It is no good selling a lot of bonds to a 
few people. That will only complicate 
the problem we shall face when the war 
is won. This is why I have stated hereto- 
fore that I believed a program of com- 
pulsory savings would be necessary and 
that we would have to come to it. 

Taxes plus bond sales to the people 
ought to equal the cost of the war. 

But if they do not—if new money is to 
be used at all—then it should be created 
without interest cost to the people of this 
Nation. Otherwise we may face a na- 
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tional debt which by the middle of 1944 
will be so large as to require interest 
charges of $5,000,000,000 per year even at 
2%2 percent, 

How can we accomplish this result? 

The power to do so lies in the hands of 
Congress—and with it the power to save 
the taxpayers of this Nation billions of 
dollars of unnecessary interest payments. 

The method has been explained many 
times. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Patman] has two bills before the House 
that provide such a method and an excel- 
lent speech by him quoting a most vital 
letter from former Senator Robert L. 
Owen, appears in the Record for June 15. 

My own short, simple bill, H. R. 7276 
would accomplish this purpose—keép the 
creation of new money in the control of 
this Congress and save the people these 
billions of interest. 

I quote herewith the text of that bill: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to issue non-interest-bearing certifi- 
cates of indebtedness of the United States 
and the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System shall purchase for the Federal 
Reserye banks such certificates under the 
following terms and conditions: 

(1) The amount of such certificates issued 
in each fiscal year shall be equal to the differ- 
ence between total disbursements of the 
United States and the sum of (a) tax reve- 
nues and (b) the proceeds derived from sales 
of War Bonds to individuals. 

(2) The Federal Reserve banks shall make 
payment for such certificates in the same 
manner as they have paid for interest-bearing 
obligations of the United States, namely, by 
entering upon their books reserve-bank credit 
in favor of the United States in amounts 
equal to the face value of the certificates 
purchased. > 

(3) Such certificates shall be evidence of a 
non-interest-bearing debt of the United 
States to the Federal Reserve banks and such 
debt shall be liquidated out of any surplus 
of revenues over expenditures of the United 
States Government which may arise in future 
years. 

Sec. 2. No interest-bearing obligations of 
the United States shall be sold to any bank or 
financial institution except for cash. 


The Federal Reserve banks, though pri- 
vately owned by the member banks of the 
system, enjoy the privilege of being cen- 
tral banks of issue in the United States. 
The foregoing bill would simply require 
that these Federal Reserve banks exercise 
this essentially governmental power of is- 
suing money for the general benefit of all 
the people and the Nation as a whole. 
If these central banks can purchase with 
their Federal Reserve credit, which is the 
credit of the whole Nation, interest-bear- 
ing bonds from the Treasury, then they 
can just as well purchase noninterest- 
bearing certificates from the Treasury. 
‘The bookkeeping would be quite the same. 
No more money would be created. The 
difference, however, to every present and 
future taxpayer in the United States 
would, as I have shown, be very great 
indeed. 

Surely while we marshal all our other 
resources for this struggle we should be 
able to use our own Nation’s credit with- 
out paying tribute to private financial in- 
stitutions whenever we do so. 


SYNTHETIC RUBBER 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
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for 1 minute, and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, today 
before the very eyes of a committee of 
this House occurred a demonstration this 
morning in which synthetic rubber was 
pompas a portion of which I hold in my 

nd. 

A subcommittee of the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, headed by its chair- 
man, the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. RANDOLPH], has been investigating 
possible sources of raw material for 
rubber, or synthetic rubber production, 
whether from coal, grain, or petroleum, 
This morning in a House committee 
room Members of the House and their 
friends witnessed a demonstration which 
I think is mighty hopeful in this hour of 
our great need for such a vital war neces- 
sity. At the same time we were told that 
the basic element from which synthetic 
rubber is made may be obtained from all 
three great sources—coal, petroleum, and 
agricultural products—although I have 
not necessarily named them in the order 
of their importance or their value. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may proceed for 30 additional seconds in 
order that I may ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I appreciate the ac- 
tion of the gentleman from Arizona in 
discussing the hearing that was held to- 
day. I should like to say for the Recorp 
at this point that a witness before our 
committee today, apparently a man who 
has the scope of this problem at least 
partially in mind, testified to the effect— 
and he so said—that there was no rea- 
son why rubber could not be produced 
within the next 3 months in this country 
for civilian uses during the Nation’s 
prosecution of the war. The gentleman 
from Arizona recalls that testimony? 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is correct, and 
I think it is a hopeful sign. If correct, 
it is very good news. 

There has been so much discussion in 
the public press lately regarding tire ra- 
tioning, probable Nation-wide gasoline 
rationing, and questioning concerning 
our rubber supply and the possibilities of 
synthetic rubber production that our 
committee is glad to accumulate further 
information in regard to the possibilities 
in rubber production. 

To my mind, the most hopeful thing 
brought out by witnesses before our com- 
mittee thus far is the fact that rubber 
may be produced from butadiene in its 
nearly pure state. The fact that buta- 
diene may be obtained from agricultural 
products and from petroleum and from 
coal gives a wide range and a prolific to- 
tal supply. When all three of these 
sources are considered there is no ques- 
tion of shortage of raw material for rub- 
ber, but now merely a question of short- 
age of critical materials for the neces- 
sary production units and a question of 
time to get these units into production. 

committees are considering 
this important matter so much in the 
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public mind, and we find that the Gov- 

ernment and many businessmen are act- 

ing with remarkable dispatch. The 

problem is indeed a serious one, and it is 

receiving the consideration it deserves. 
(Here the gavel fell.] 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to Mr. Houston, for 
several days, on account of important 
business. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Tuesday next, 
after the disposition of business on the 
Speaker’s table and other special orders, 
I may address the House for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker's table 
and, under the rule, referred as follows: 


S. 2642. An act to amend section 219 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, by 
changing a reference to “such part” to “this 
act,” and to amend subsection (b) of section 
417 of the Interstate Commerce Act by chang- 
ing a reference therein from “carrier” to 
“freight forwarder”; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills of the House of the follow- 
ing titles, which were thereupon signed by 
the Speaker: 

H. R. 3173. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Charles O. DeFord; 

H. R. 4314. An act authorizing the States 
of Minnesota and Wisconsin, jointly or sepa- 
rately, to acquire bridges now existing or to 
construct, maintain, and operate a free high- 
way bridge across the St. Croix River, also 
oor as Lake St. Croix, at or near Hudson, 

H.R. 4355. An act for the relief of Bella 


Cosgrove; 

H. R. 4370. An act for the relief of Charles 
L. Lair; 

H. R. 5000. An act conferring jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Michigan to hear, de- 
termine, and render judgment upon the claim 
of Ferd W. Meile, of Detroit, Mich.; 

H. R. 5295. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Romano Emiliani; 

H. R. 5317. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Jessie A. Beechwood; 

H. R. 5385. An act for the relief of Charles 
E. Yates and the Motor Facts Sales Co.; 

H. R. 5496. An act for the relief of Cecile 
McLaughlin; 

H. R. 5499. An act for the relief of Henry 
Daley, guardian for James Ray Daley and 
Norman Franklin Daley; 

H. R. 5794. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Roy Owen, deceased; 

H. R. 6077. An act for the relief of Edward 
P. Reilly; and 

H. R. 7242. An act to authorize temporary 
appointments in the Army of the United 
States of officers on duty with the Medical 
Administrative Corps. 


The SPEAKER announced his signa- 
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles: 


S. 2032. An act to amend section 7 (a) of 
the act of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), as 
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amended by section 601 of the act of June 
80, 1932 (47 Stat. 417), to authorize inter- 
departmental procurement by contract, upon 
orders placed by the War Department, Navy 
Department, Treasury Department, Civil 
Aeronautics Administration, and the Mari- 
time Commission; and 

S. 2404. An act to authorize officers and 
enlisted men of the armed forces of the 
United States to accept decorations, orders, 
medals, and emblems tendered them by 
governments of cobelligerent nations or 
other American republics and to create the 
decorations to be known as the Legion of 
Merit and the Medal for Merit. 


BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on July 14, 1942, present to 
the President, for his approval, a bill of 
the House of the following title: 

H.R.7282. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to incorporate the Disabled 
American Veterans of the World War," ap- 
proved June 17, 1932, so as to change the 
name to “Disabled American Veterans” and to 
extend membership eligibility therein to 
American citizens, honorably discharged 
from the active military or naval forces of 
the United States, or of some country allied 
with the United States, who have been 
either wounded, injured, or disabled by rea- 
son of such active service during time of 
war. 

ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, July 16, 1942, at 12 o’clock 
noon. 


` COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALI- 
ZATION 

The Committee on Immigration and 

Naturalization will hold hearings at 10 

a.m. on Wednesday, July 15, and Thurs- 

day, July 16, 1942, on H. R. 6165, H. R. 
6858, and private bills. 

COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION 


There will be a meeting of the Commit- 
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation on 
Thursday, July 16, at 10:30 a. m., in room 
353, House Office Building, to consider 
H. R. 7255 and S. 2554. 

There will be a meeting of the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce at 10 a. m. Tues- 
day, July 21, 1942. 

Business to be considered: Hearings on 
S. 2598, telegraph merger bill, beginning 
Tuesday, July 21. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


1801. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, a 
letter from the president, Board of Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmiting a draft of a proposed bill to 
increase the penalty for indecent ex- 
posure in the District of Columbia, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
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for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 521. Resolution to provide for 
the consideration of H. R. 7239, a bill to 
authorize the Director of the Census to issue 
certifications of birth records; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2344). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 522. Resolution providing for the 
consideration of H. R. 7378, a bill to provide 
revenue, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2345). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. PAGAN; 


H.R. 7388. A bill providing a supplemen- 
tary appropriation for the Department of 
Agriculture for emergency supplies for the 
Territory of Puerto Rico, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MAY: 

H.R. 7389, A bill to amend Article of War 

5044; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SHORT: 

H.R. 7390. A bill for the relief of the city” 
of Carthage, Mo.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

. H, R.7391, A bill to provide for the estab- 
lishment of the George Washington Carver 
National Monument; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KEOGH: 

H. J. Res, 335. Joint resolution to amend 
the act to codify and emphasize existing rules 
and customs pertaining to the display and 
use of the flag of the United States of Amer- 
ica; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. SECREST: 

H. J. Res. 336. Joint resolution to give full 
service to applicants for old-age assistance 
and citizenship records; to the Committee 
on the Census, 

By Mr. KEOGH: 

H. Res. 520. Resolution commemorating the 
retirement of John O, Snyder; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. SABATH: 

H. Res. 522. Resolution providing for the 
consideration of H. R. 7378, a bill to provide 
revenue, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: 

H.R. 7392. A bill granting an increase of 
pension to George Bunch; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. DURHAM: 

H. R.7393, A bill for the relief of the es- 
tate of R. L. Blaylock; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of West Virginia: 

H. R.7394. A bill for the relief of Henry 
Angell; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky: 

H.R. 7395. A bill granting a pension to 
Della Adair; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3227. By Mr. ANGELL: Petition of certain 
citizens of Portland, Oreg., asking for the 
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enactment of S. 860; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3228. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of 
91 citizens of Story City, Iowa, and vicinity, 
urging the enactment of legislation for the 
abolishment of liquor traffic as an aid to our 
War program; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3229. By Mr, LANE: Petition of the Board 
of Aldermen of the city of Chelsea, Mass., 
favoring passage of bill permitting States 
to levy taxes against property acquired by the 
ne to the Committee on the Public 


3230. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
Marine Cooks’ and Stewards’ Association of 
the Pacific Coast, regarding establishment of 
& uniform, simple, and inexpensive procedure 
for the proof of American birth of all persons 
in fact born in this country; to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

3231. By Mr. SMITH of Washington: Peti- 
tions supporting Senate bill 860, signed by 
809 residents of Lewis and Cowlitz Counties, 
State of Washington; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3232. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Resolu- 
tion of the Monroe Chamber of Commerce, 
Monroe, Green County, Wis., asking that our 
Government be urged to move the cheese 
already allocated to them and stored in ware- 
houses in the cheese-producing area of the 
Middle West, and that it be urged to order 
either under the lend-lease program or for 
Army and Navy requirements larger quan- 
tities of the cheese produced, particularly the 
Junior Grade American and Grinder Swiss, 
which is available for processing purposes; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3233. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
Research Bureau of Milwaukee, Wis., and 
sundry signers (nine petitions) petitioning 
consideration of their resolution with ref- 
erence to National Bank Act legislation; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


SENATE 
Tuurspay, Juty 16, 1942 


Rev. Dr. Paul Little, rector, All Saints’ 
Episcopal Church, San Francisco, Calif., 
offered the following prayer: 


Almighty God, Thou who hast given 
this good land for our heritage, enable 
us to be worthy citizens thereof. Bless 
our land with honorable industry, sound 
learning, and wholesome purposes. 

Bless, we pray Thee, the President of 
the United States and all those to whom 
we have entrusted the authority of gov- 
ernment. Direct, with divine wisdom, 
these Thy servants, in this honored legis- 
lative body, to the advancement of Thy 
glory, the safety, honor, and welfare of 
Thy people. 

We thank Thee, O God, for the Ameri- 
can way of life. Here a man may become 
the equal of any other, and here, more 
than otherwheres, a man may be a man 
despite his ancestry or poverty. 

In these calamitous days, we beseech 
Thee, O God, graciously to bless all those 
in the armed forces of our beloved land. 
Comfort all to whom sorrows and suffer- 
ings have come, and to our noble dead: 


“Rest eternal grant to them, O Lord, 
And light perpetual shine upon them, 
May they rest in peace.” 

Hasten the day, O God, when the 
forces of tyranny and aggression will 
forever be vanquished, and the nations 
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of the world shall once again sing the 
song of the angels: “Peace on earth to 
men of good will.” Through Jesus Christ 
our Lord, Amen, 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate 
having adjourned last evening without 
a quorum, the clerk will call the roll to 
develop the presence of a quorum. 

Thé Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Davis Norris 
Andrews Downey Nye 
Bailey Ellender O'Mahoney 
Ball George Pepper 
Barbour Reynolds 
Barkley Gillette Rosier 
Bilbo Russell 
Bone Guffey Schwartz 
Brewster Gurney Spencer 
Bridges Hatch Thomas, Idaho 
Hayden Thomas, Okla. 
Burton Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Utah 
Byrd Kilgore Tobey 
Capper Lee Tunnell 
Caraway Lucas Tydings 
Chandler McKellar Vandenberg 
Clark, Idaho McN: Van Nuys 
Clark, Mo Maloney White 
Connally May! Wiley 
Danaher Mead Willis 


Mr, BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES] is 
absent from the Senate because of illness, 

The Senator from Missouri (Mr. Tru- 
MAN] and the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. WALLGREN] are members of the 
Committee to Investigate National De- 
fense, and are, therefore, necessarily ab- 
sent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BankHEAD and Mr. HILL], the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Brown], the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Butow], the 
Senators from Nevada [Mr. BUNKER and 
Mr. McCarran], the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. CHAVEZ], the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Senator 
from Iowa (Mr. HERRING], the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Jonnson], the Sena- 
tor from Arizona [Mr. MCFARLAND], the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Murpocx], the 
Senators from Montana (Mr. Murray and 
Mr, WHEELER], the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. O'DANIEL], the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Overton], the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. Rapciirre], the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. SMATHERS], the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Smrru], the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
STEWART], the Senator from New York 
(Mr. Wacner], and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH] are neces- 
sarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from Ore- 
gon (Mr, Horman] is absent on public 
business. 

The following Senators are necessarily 
absent: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Aus- 
TIN], the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
BUTLER], the Senator from North Dakota 
(Mr. Lancer], the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopce], the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], the Senator 
from Minnesota (Mr. SHIPSTEAD], and the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. TAFT]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty Sena- 
tors have answered to their names. A 
quorum is present. 
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THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 
dar day Wednesday, July 15, 1942, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States submitting nomi- 
nations were communicated to the Sen- 
ate by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 7239) to authorize the 
Director of the Census to issue certifica- 
tions of birth records, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 


H. R.3173. An act for the relief of Mrs, 
Charles O. DeFord; 
H. R. 4355. An act for the relief of Bella 


Cosgrove; 

H.R. 4370. An act for the relief of Charles 
L. Lair; 

H. R.5000. An act conferring jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Michigan to hear, 
determine, and render judgment upon the 
claim of Ferd W. Meile, of Detroit, Mich.; 

H.R. 5295. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Romano Emiliani; 

H. R. 5317. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Jessie A. Beechwood; 

H. R. 5385. An act for the relief of Charles 
E. Yates and the Motor Facts Sales Co.; 

H. R. 5496. An act for the relief of Cecile 
McLaughlin; 

H, R. 5499. An act for the relief of Henry 
Daley, guardian for James Ray Daley and 
Norman Franklin Daley; 

H. R. 5794. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Roy Owen, deceased; 

H.R. 6077. An act for the relief of Edward 
P. Reilly; and 

H. R. 7242. An act to authorize temporary 
appointments in the Army of the United 
States of officers on duty with the Medical 
Administrative Corps. 


PETITIONS 


Petitions were laid before the Senate, 

or presented, and referred as indicated: 
By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

A petition of sundry citizens of the State 
of Arkansas, praying for the enactment of 
Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alco- 
holic liquor and to suppress vice in the 
vicinity of military camps and naval estab- 
lishments; ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

The petition of the pastor and members 
of the Hadley Memorial Methodist Church, 
of Hutchinson, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale 
of alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice in 
the vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishments; ordered to lie on the table, 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 


The following reports of the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor were sub- 
mitted: 

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah: 

S. 1313. A bill to strengthen the national 
defense and promote the general welfare 
through the appropriation of funds to assist 
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the States and Territories in meeting finan- 
cial emergencies in education and in reduc- 
ing inequalities of educational opportunities; 
with amendments (Rept. No. 1548); and 

H. R. 5839. A bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to provide compensation for em- 
ployees of the United States suffering injuries 
while in the performance of their duties, and 
for other purposes”, as amended; with an 
amendment (Rept. No. 1549). 


REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE 
PAPERS 


Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select 
Committee on the Disposition of Execu- 
tive Papers, to which were referred, for 
examination and recommendation, two 
lists of records transmitted to the Senate 
by the Archivist of the United States 
which appeared to have no permanent 
value or historical interest, submitted re- 
ports thereon pursuant to law. 


BILL INTRODUCED 


Mr. VAN NUYS (by request) intro- 
duced a bill (S. 2658) conferring juris- 
diction upon the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia to 
hear, determine and render judgment on 
all claims brought to it by appeal from 
the Court of Claims of the United States, 
and giving the right of appeal to said 
Court of Appeals in all cases (including 
all eases in which relief from judgments 
of said Court of Claims are now being 
sought before the Congress of the United 
States) heard and determined in said 
Court of Claims to both the claimants 
and the United States, which was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


FLORIDA PIPE LINE AND BARGE CHAN- 
NEL—AMENDMENT 


Mr. BAILEY submitted an amendment 
Intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill (H. R. 6999) to promote the national 
defense and to promptly facilitate and 
protect the transport of materials and 
supplies needful to the Military Estab- 
lishment by authorizing the construction 
and operation of a pipe line and a 
navigable barge channel across Florida, 
and by deepening and enlarging the In- 
tracoastal Waterway from its present 
eastern terminus to the vicinity of the 
Mexican border, which was ordered to 
lie on the table and to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL X CARDS—LETTER 
FROM MRS. J. C. O’MAHONEY 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
wish to have printed in the RECORD a very 
remarkable letter, written by Mrs. Agnes 
O'Mahoney, the wife of one of our dis- 
tinguished colleagues, the senior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr, O’MaHoney], on the 
subject of congressional X cards. 

I have had very little to say about X 
cards. My secretary got one, and I still 
have it, but I use little gasoline, anyway, 
only 2 or 3 gallons a week, so it does not 
affect me at all. 

I wish to call the attention of Senators, 
however, to this letter written by Mrs. 
O’Mahoney, published in the Washington 
Post this morning in the column written 
by Westbrook Pegler headed “Fair 
enough.” Mrs. O’Mahoney wrote to Peg- 
ler in regard to criticisms currently being 
made of Congress, and she makes the 
best statement of the case I have seen 
anywhere. Indeed, the statement seems 
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to me to be unanswerable. I agree in toto 
with what this distinguished, highly edu- 
cated, and well-informed writer has said 
about the matter. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
article containing the letter printed in 
the Recorp as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


[From the Washington Post of July 16, 1942] 
Farm ENOUGH 
(By Westbrook Pegler) 
CONGRESSIONAL X CARDS 


The recent criticism of Congress has been 
widely debated, but most of the discussion 
which followed the original blast has been 
mere wind and witticism. Inasmuch as the 
attack received much space, I herewith pre- 
sent a letter from the wife of a Senator, who 
offers, I think, the best reply that has been 
made, She says: “I read with interest your 
two articles dealing first with Senator La 
FOLLETTE’S resentment of the general attack 
by the press on Congress because of the pos- 
session of X cards and your further remarks 
concerning Ray Clapper’s lofty comments. 

“Members of Congress and their families 
are accustomed to criticism. That is part of 
public life, and men who cannot take criti- 
cism had better not enter politics. I am 
afraid that the burning resentment that 
Members of Congress and, I may add, 100 
percent of their wives, feel toward the recent 
journalistic orgy is directed toward what 
was a flagrant example of dishonest reporting 
and misrepresentation. 

“Most of the men who joined the pack 
would scorn anyone who lifted a sentence 
from context. The Washington news- 
mongers did precisely a parallel thing when 
they lifted that X-card story from back- 
ground. Every newspaperman in Washing- 
ton should know that an enormous part of 
every Congressman’s mali is composed of re- 
quests from constituents for service for them- 
selves, their State, or their city in the way of 
representation before some Government 
agency. Sometimes the requests are unrea- 
sonable but frequently they are the result of 
definite need for assistance. It is perfectly 
legitimate business. The least impressive 
Congressman is in Washington representing 
200,000 supposedly sovereign people. In addi- 
tion to his legislative work he must represent 
them to the Federal Government. Much of 
this work is done by a personal visit to one 
or more Government departments. I have 
known important matters to take several 
conferences. 

“Congress has no provision for (local) of- 
ficial transportation. When a Congressman 
visits an executive department on official 
business he either hires a cab or drives his 
own car. When a representative of the exec- 
utive department visits a Congressman he 
has only to leap into an official car operated 
by unrationed gas from a Government ga- 
rage. I have no objection to even minor of- 
ficials having these conveniences, but I look 
with a jaundiced eye on any reporter who, 
knowing that it is so, raised a great furor 
about the X cards for Members of Congress. 
It is definitely a little yellow journalism, and 
I suggest that a few of the more reputable 
members of your profession remove their 
contemptuous gazes from Congress and turn 
it on their fellows. There were something 
like 18,000 X cards in Washington but all the 
noise was made about 200 issued to Congress. 
I think there is a brazen drive on to discredit 
Congress. 

“The people do not know very much about 
the way these things are operated, nor would 
the average man respond to misrepresenta- 
tion with a thoughtful response of ‘well, my 
Congressman must have a lot of official bus- 
iness in Washington.’ The radio commen- 
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tators and news writers held up the Members 
of Congress as a lot of cheats and chiselers 
and, in my opinion, they did it because it 
was a good story and they would not suffer 
from recriminations at the hands of Congress 
that they might from some Government 
agency. It seems to be intellectuaily fash- 
jonable just now to attack Congress. It 
was not so long ago that it was intellectually 
fashionable to be unpatriotic and attack 
everything that was wrong in this country, 
ignoring what was right. 

“The more I listen to the fast talkers 
around Washington, the more highly I regard 
the Members of Congress. They may not 
be supermen, but they will compare favor- 
ably with any group in this country. In the 
last analysis, they are the ones who are im- 
portant, they and the quiet people back in 
the quiet places who know what they want. 
Most of them work hard, long hours, day 
after day. 

“So long as we have enough gas to issue 
X cards for official use, I think anyone who 
thinks Congress should not be included is 
not quite bright. 

“I have a high regard for Ray Clapper and 
confidence in his intellectual integrity. I 
doubt, however, whether his reputation for 
judicial writing was enhanced by his two 
ill-tempered outbursts. Ray recently re- 
turned from India and China, where our sup- 
Ply of gasoline would look like eternal 
security. Ray used quite a bit of gas. It 
was nice to read what he had to say, but 
the front was being covered adequately by 
men on the job. His suggestion of some 
Webster-Haynes debates would, doubtless, 
not be well received in other quarters. Con- 
gress has, of late, been showing a good deal 
of restraint in the interest of national unity, 
but Ray should know there are many good 
debates going on day after day on matters 
of importance. I go along with him usually, 
but he lowered his standards there. 

“Sincerely yours, 
“AGNES O’MAHONEY.” 
(Mrs. J. C. O'Mahoney.) 


AMERICAN.- FILIPINO PARTNERSHIP IN 
BATAAN—ADDRESS BY HON. SERGIO 
OSMEÑA 


[Mr. TYDINGS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp a radio 
address entitled “American-Filipino Part- 
nership in Bataan,” delivered by Hon. Sergio 
Osmefia, Vice President of the Philippines, 
on July 13, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


ADDRESS BY HON. ARCHIBALD MacLEISH 
BEFORE NATIONAL RETAIL DRY GOODS 
ASSOCIATION 


[Mr. PEPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Reconp an address de- 
livered by Hon. Archibald MacLeish before 
the National Retail Dry Goods Association at 
Chicago on June 17, 1942, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


THE LITTLE STEEL CASE—ARTICLE BY 
DR. LEO WOLMAN 


[Mr. BAILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an article en- 
titled “The Little Steel Case,” written by 
Dr. Leo Wolman and published in the Wash- 
ington Post of July 12, 1942, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 


THE RAW-MATERIAL SITUATION 


[Mr. BARBOUR asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp a radio dis- 
cussion between Mr. George E. Stringfellow 
and Mr. Lane W. Hildreth, over station 
WAAT, on July 8, 1942, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


SYNTHETIC RUBBER FROM WHEAT AND 
CORN—ARTICLE BY A. Q. MILLER 


[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Record an article on the 
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synthetic rubber problem, by A. Q. Miller, 
editor of the Belleville (Kans.) Telescope, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


CONGRESS AND ITS ENEMIES—ARTICLE 
BY JAY FRANKLIN 

[Mr. BILBO asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the Recorp an article en- 

titled “Congress and Its Enemies,” by Jay 

Franklin, which appears in the Appendix.] 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL 
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine 
morning business is concluded. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate resume the con- 
sideration of House bill 7319, the first 
supplemental national defense appro- 
priation bill, 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 7319) making supplemental 
appropriations for the national defense 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the committee amend- 
ment, on page 11, line 2, as amended. 
The yeas and nays have already been 
ordered, and the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). On this vote I have a pair with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Doxey] who, if present, would vote “yea.” 
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Tarr], who if present 
would vote “nay,” and I will vote. I vote 
“nay.” 

“The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES] is 
absent from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. TRU- 
MAN] and the Senator from Washington 
(Mr. WALLGREN] are members of the 
Committee to Investigate National De- 
fense, and are therefore necessarily 
absent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD and Mr. HILL], the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Brown], the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Butow], the 
Senators from Nevada [Mr. BUNKER and 
Mr. McCarran], the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. CHAvez], the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Senator 
from Iowa (Mr. HERRING], the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. JOHNSON], the Sen- 
ator from Arizona [Mr. MCFARLAND], the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Murpocx], the 
Senators from Montana [Mr. MURRAY 
and Mr. WHEELER], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O’DANIEL], the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Overton], the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. RADCLIFFE], the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. SMATHERS], 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
SmitH], the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. Stewart], the Senator from New 
York (Mr. WacNER], and the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] are 
necessarily absent. 

I am advised that, if present and vot- 
ing, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
RADCLIFFE] would vote “nay.” 

Mr. McNARY. I announce the follow- 
ing pairs on this question: 
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The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Austin] who would vote “nay”, with the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. SMATH- 
ERS], Who would vote “yea”; 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SHIPSTEAD], who would yote “nay”, with 
the Senator from Iowa (Mr. HERRING], 
who would vote “yea”; 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopce], who would yote “nay”, with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Giass], who 
would vote “yea”; and 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
BUTLER], who would vote “nay”, with 
the Senator from Delaware’ [Mr, 
HucGHEs], who would vote “yea.” 

I also announce the following general 
pairs: 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] with the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. STEWART]; and 

The Senator from Kansas (Mr. REED] 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
WAGNER]. 

I also wish to announce that the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. LANGER] 
and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
BUTLER] are necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, 
nays 30, as follows: 


YEAS—30 

Andrews Ellender Maloney 
Bailey George O'Mahoney 
Barkley Gerry Reynolds 
Bilbo Gillette Rosier 
Byrd Green Spencer 
Caraway Guffey ‘Thomas, Okla, 
Chandler Hayden Thomas, Utah 
Clark, Idaho Kilgore Tunnell 

nnally Lee Tydings 
Downey McKellar Van Nuys 

NAYS—30 
Aiken Danaher Nye 
Ball Davis Pepper 
Barbour Gurney Russell 
Bone tch wartz 
Brewster Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Idah> 
Bridges Lucas bey 
Brooks McNary Vandenberg 
Burton Maybank 
Capper Mead Wiley 
Clark, Mo. Norris Willis 
NOT VOTING—36 
Austin Hughes Radcliffe 
Bankhead Johnson, Colo, Reed 
Brown La Folle Shipstead 
Bulow Langer Smathers 
Bunker Lodge Smith 
Butler McCarran Stewart 
Chavez McFarland Taft 
Doxey Truman 
Glass Murdock Wagner 
Herring Murray Waligren 
O'Daniel alsh 

Holman Overton Wheeler 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On this 
question, the Senate being equally di- 
vided, the Chair votes in the negative. 

So the committee amendment as 
amended was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is 
open to further amendment. If there be 
no further amendment, the question is on 
the engrossment of the amendments and 
the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have seen enough of the opera- 
tions of the steamroller on this bill here 
in the Senate to know that the mind of 
the Senate is for the moment fixed on 


-compromise rather than principle. I 


may say, therefore, I am not going to 
detain the Senate by offering an amend- 
ment on the proposition to which I de- 
sire very briefiy to advert, but I do de- 
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sire to call attention briefly to the fact 
that there is one provision in the bill, 
as passed by the House of Representa- 
tives and as reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which I think 
Congress ought to be ashamed to enact 
intolaw. Irefer to the provision on page 
22, beginning with line 18, which pro- 
vides: k 

Provided further, That such appropriation 
of $75,000,000— 


Or now $125,000,000— 

shall be so administered during the fiscal 
year 1943 as to constitute the total amount 
that will be furnished to such Administra- 
tion during such fiscal year for the purposes 
set forth in this paragraph and shall not be 
augmented by allocations or transfers of 
funds from any other appropriation. 


To my mind, Mr. President, that pro- 
viso in its first part is a fraud on the 
American people, and in the second part 
is an unwarranted reflection, and its 
adoption will be a vote of lack of con- 
fidence in the President of the United 
States. $ 

Everyone knows that the first section 
of that proviso, providing that the ap- 
propriation herein made shall be so ad- 
ministered as to extend for the period 
of the whole year, and not call for any 
further appropriation of public funds, is 
absolutely ineffective, and everyone with 
any experience in Congress knows that 
it is ineffective, and not intended to be 
effective. I believe that Congress should, 
wherever possible, make original appro- 
priations to insure that there would be 
no deficiencies. If I believed that such 
a provision would protect against the 
necessity for deficiency appropriations, I 
should be in favor of such a proviso in 
every appropriation bill. But everyone 
knows, Mr. President, that if the necessi- 
ties of the situation develop to a point 
where Mr. Henderson thinks he has to 
spend more money, and the President 
and the Bureau of the Budget approve it, 
the money will be spent, and then a de- 
ficiency appropriation bill will come be- 
fore the Senate, and every Member of 
the Senate within the sound of my voice 
will vote for it, and so as to keep the 
record straight at that time I will remind 
Senators of the vote they cast today. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield to 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In this bill, as in all 
other appropriation bills, it is required 
that the heads of the departments shall 
in July make an allotment of the lump 
sum appropriations made to them, so as 
to furnish an amount for each month; 
not necessarily the same amount for 
each month, but to distribute the ap- 
propriations throughout the entire year 
in such a way as the head of the depart- 
ment may see fit to do. The Secretary 
of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the Attorney General, and all other Cab- 
inet officers, make such distribution, or 
have it done. Such a provision is con- 
tained in all appropriation bills. This 
is not a new proposition at all. The only 
thing new in it is the provision that ap- 
eee shall not be made from 
other—— 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am coming to that point in a 
moment. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That appropria- 
tions shall not be made from other allot- 
ments or appropriations already made. 
The provision the Senator speaks of is 
well established in our law, in the law 
of appropriations; it is so well estab- 
lished that a penalty has been provided 
against those asking for appropriations 
over and above the allotments which are 
made. There is no doubt that if addi- 
tional work must be done by the Price 
Administrator, or by any other Adminis- 
trator, the Administrator can obtain a 
Budget estimate for the needed amount, 
which can be submitted to the Congress, 
and if the Congress considers it to be 
proper, a further appropriation can be 
made, in this case as well as in any 
other case. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No such 
provision is contained in the bill with 
respect to the other agencies. 

Mr. McKELLAR. There is a law on 
the subject. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am famil- 
iar with the law. However, this pro- 
vision is specifically written into this ap- 
propriation bill with respect to a single 
agency. It is not found in the item for 
the War Manpower Commission in this 
very bill, or in the appropriation for the 
Office of Defense Health and Welfare 
Service, or that for the Office of Civilian 
Defense, or any of the numerous other 
agencies dealing with in the bill. This 
particular office is selected for this pro- 
vision, coupled with the other provision 
in the same proviso, to the efect that 
this agency shall not have any funds 
from any other agency. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the Sena- 
tor from Missouri realizes that this lan- 
guage would be ineffective insofar as it 
might be an attempt to bar Congress 
from making further appropriations. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is pre- 
cisely what I am pointing out. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has no doubt that if 
it is necessary to spend more money a 
deficiency bill will be brought forward, 
and the Senator from Kentucky and I 
will both vote for it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Price Admin- 
istrator should come to Congress later 
and ask for additional funds, and show 
us the need for them, he would be given 
the amount necessary to continue the 
work. So, in a sense, the Senator from 
Missouri is correct. The provision would 
not bind Congress, and it may be decep- 
tive on its face. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I agree en- 
tirely with what the Senator from Ken- 
tucky says as to the effect of it. For 
that reason I say that it isa fraud on the 
American people. 

Word goes out to the country that this 
particular agency has been tied up so 
that it cannot possibly spend more than 
$125,000,000 in the next fiscal year, when 
we all know that that is not true and 
that it ought not to be true. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I presume that the 

rovision is put in this bill, and that sim- 

ar provisions are put in other bills, as 
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a sort of moral obligation on the Admin- 
istrator to try to get along with the funds 
appropriated if he can do so. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Itis put in as 
salve, Mr. President. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It was put in by the 
House, and the Senate agreed to it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, I understand 
that it is a House provision. 

The second portion of the proviso is 
as follows: 
and shall not be augmented by allocations 


or transfers of funds from any other appro- 
priation. 


Mr. President, I say that that is an 
unwarranted vote of lack of confidence in 
the President of the United States. 

The Congress has seen fit, with the 
almost universal support of the Ameri- 
can people, to grant vast sums of money 
to the President to be used in his discre- 
tion for the purpose of the war effort. 
At the time these grants of authority, 
or so-called blank-check appropriations, 
were made to the President they were 
heralded all over the world as the great- 
est exhibition of confidence in the head 
of any government that had ever taken 
place in the history of the world. 

In general, I have been opposed to 
blank-check appropriations. Personally, 
I voted for these blank-check appro- 
priations with great reluctance and only 
because I believed that the exigencies of 
the situation demanded it. I do not be- 
lieve that the President of the United 
States has misused the money which has 
been given to him in lump sums for the 
proper prosecution of the war. Yester- 
day we had a long argument as to 
whether the Administrator of the Office 
of Civilian Defense had been guilty of 
subterfuge because he had confined his 
expenditures for administrative purposes 
to the $100,000,000 appropriation to the 
purposes of that act, namely, furnishing 
some physical equipment for civilian de- 
fense, and had depended upon’‘an alloca- 
tion from the President of the United 
States from lump-sum appropriations 
for his other administrative expenses. 
The same question is involved in this pro- 
vision. It amounts to a criticism of the 
President of the United States for having 
made certain allotments to the Office of 
Price Administration for its administra- 
tive expenses up-to this time. 

While I realize that it would be futile 
to offer an amendment on this point, I 
desire to call attention at this time to the 
fact that the enactment of that provision 
is half fraud and half an unwarranted 
reflection on the way the President has 
handled the lump-sum appropriations. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wonder why the Sen- 
ator does not offer an amendment, if it 
is in order. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I very seri- 
ously considered that course. The rea- 
son I did not do so was that I did not 
think there was any chance of having it 
adopted. 

However, to test the sentiment of the 
Senate, I now move to strike out the 
proviso beginning in line 17 on page 22 
with the word “Provided” and extending 
oar the word “appropriation” in 

e 24, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
hope the amendment will not be agreed 
to. The proviso reads as follows: 

Provided further, That such appropriation 
of $120,000,000 shall be so administered dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1943 as to constitute the 
total amount that will be furnished to such 
Administration during such fiscal year for 
the purposes set forth in this paragraph and 
shall not be augmented by allocations or 
transfers of funds from any other appropria- 
tion. 


That has been agreed to. I think it is 
very proper, and I hope the amendment 
will be rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Missouri. 
[Putting the question.] The “noes” ap- 
pear to have it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, 2 days 
ago when the bill was before the Senate 
for general discussion I complained about 
what I called apparent discriminations 
in the moneys allotted to four different 
units of the Government for payment of 
subsistence to those acting in advisory 
capacities. In two of the units I find an 
allowance of $25 a day for subsistence 
and in two others an allowance of $10 a 
day. I was trying to make the point that 
I could not see any difference in the 
character of the work or the type of the 
men engaged in the advisory work, and 
that there should be some common level 
for payment of the expenses of those act- 
ing in that capacity. 

I shall not renew the argument. No 
one detests legislative inquests more than 
I do. However, in fairness to the secre- 
tary of the National War Labor Board, 
let me say that in a letter which he wrote 
to me yesterday, and which I received 
this morning, he attempts to justify the 
discrimination. Without any agreement 
on my part with his judgment, I ask that 
the letter be printed in the Record at this 
point as a part of my remarks, 

There being no objection, the letter was 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 

NATIONAL War LABOR BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1942. 
Hon. CHARLES L. McNary, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear SENATOR McNary: It has been 
brought to my attention that certain ques- 
tions have been raised with respect to the 
subsistence allowed under the Executive order 
to members of the National War Labor Board. 

May I take the privilege of bringing to your 
attention a copy of a memorandum which I 
today sent to Mr. Everard H. Smith, clerk of 
the Senate Appropriations Committee? 

Sincerely yours, 
GEORGE KIRSTEIN, 
Executive Secretary. 


Mr. McNARY. I also ask to have 
printed in the Rrcorp, as a part of my 
remarks, two telegrams, one from the 
president of the Farm Bureau Federation 
and the other from the president of the 
National Cooperative Milk Producers’ 
Federation, touching some matters which 
were very satisfactorily determined here 
yesterday. 
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There being no objection, the tele- 
grams were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. O. 
CHARLES L. McNary, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Strongly urge your support of committee 
amendments to O. P. A. appropriation pro- 
hibiting payment of subsidies and requiring 
Administrator to carry out fully provisions of 
section 3 as intended by Congress. These 
provisions largely ignored in present over- 
all price ceiling. We stand ready now as 
heretofore to support effective comparable 
controls of farm prices, wages, and industrial 
prices to prevent inflation. With no control 
of wages present over-all rigid price ceiling 
must be adjusted in conformity with statute 
or increasing wage and other costs will be 
rolled back on farmers and jeopardize ade- 
quate food production. 

Eow. A, O'NEAL, 
President, American Farm Bureau ' 
Federation, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., July 13, 1942, 
Senator CHARLES L. McNary, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

The executive committee of our federation, 
representing 270,000 dairy farm families in 40 
States, urges you to vote against any appro- 
priation for the administrative expenses for 
the Office of Price Administration until both 
the Price Administrator and the Secretary of 
Agriculture have complied with the plain pro- 
vision of the act, which requires that no 
maximum price shall be set upon any agri- 
cultural commodities or commodities proc- 
essed from agricultural commodities until 
after the Secretary of Agriculture has deter- 
mined and published parity prices to pro- 
ducers adjusted regionally or the comparable 
prices thereof following public hearings pre- 
scribed in the act. We also urge you to vote 
against any appropriation for the Office of 
Price Administration where such ceilings on 
agricultural or processed agricultural com- 
modities do not protect the minimum price 
ceilings on agricultural commodities as pre- 
scribed in section 3 of the act. We are confi- 
dent that the mandate of Congress to date 
has not been lived up to either by the Price 
Administrator or the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and farmers are suffering because of this 
neglect. 

CHARLES W. HOLMAN, 
Secretary, National Cooperative Milk 
Producers Federation. 


Mr. McKELLAR subsequently said: 
Mr. President, during the consideration 
of the appropriation bill just passed the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] 
askei me for certain information con- 
cerning per diems paid to certain com- 
missioners in differing amounts. 1 prom- 
ised to get him a report on the matter, 
end I did so, but it did not come to nand 
until just a few minutes ago, and I ask 
that it be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the matter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

NATIONAL WAR LABOR BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1942. 
MEMORANDUM FOR THE SENATE APPROPRIATIONS 
COMMITTEE 

In reply to your inquiry as to why $25 per 
diem for subsistence expenses has been deter- 
mined upon as the proper amount in the 
Executive order which created this Board, I 
have called the Bureau of the Budget with a 
view toward attempting to determine for you 
just what was in the President's mind when 
he determined on this sum for subsistence 
pay. 
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I am attaching the Executive order which 
created this Board as well as the Executive 
order which created the National Defense 
Mediation Board and which has a similar 
provision in paragraph 1 (b). I suspect that 
the provision in the present Executive order 
came from the identical provision in the 
former. 

People who receive this $25 in lieu of sub- 
sistence are the presidents of large corpora- 
tions or the presidents of large international 
unions. There is no question in my mind 
that at least the management representatives 
spend more than $25 for their expenses daily, 
as none of them are residents of Washington. 

Members of this Board should not be 
strictly compared with consultants of other 
agencies who receive $10 for expenses when 
working without other compensation, because 
under the Executive order they are actually 
commissioners for the Government. The 
Executive order is clear that they have the 
power to vote and make decisions on behalf 
of the Government. Therefore, they should 
be compared with commissioners of the Gov- 
ernment, rather than with consultants of any 
other agency. Indeed, if they were to be 
compared with any other employees of the 
Government, it would seem that they should 
be compared with arbitrators for the Railway 
Labor Board. I am informed that these arbi- 
trators receive $50 per diem by an act of 
Congress, although I have not had an oppor- 
tunity personally to check this. 

You will find additional comments on this 
subject in the transcript taken before the 
House Committee on Appropriations, as well 
as certain questions on the subject which 
were asked by the Senate committee. 

I trust that this is the information which 
the committee desires 

GEORGE KIRSTEIN, 
Executive Secretary. 
[Enclosure } 
MEMORANDUM FOR SENATE COMMITTEE ON 
APPROPRIATIONS 


War SHIPPING ADMINISTRATION, ` 
Washington, July 14, 1942. 

Reference is made to your inquiry as to 
the provision in our budget permitting the 
War Shipping Administration to pay not in 
excess of #25 a day in lieu of subsistence, etc., 
to employees who do not draw a salary. We 
wish to point out that it has been the prac- 
tice of the War Shipping Administration to 
pay varying amounts not in excess of this 
maximum to cover actual expenses and costs 
of out-of-town employees who are serving 
temporarily in important assignments on be- 
half of this agency. There are very few 
employees drawing a maximum of $25, the 
bulk of. the allowance has been substantially 
less. 

In this connection it should be noted that 
the Civil Service Commission has permitted 
the payment of a daily sum of $22.22 to tem- 
porary employees in emergency agencies as 
compensation. Our practice has been not to 
make any payment as compensation but 
rather to pay sums substantially equivalent to 
the civil-service allowance as expenses. We 
believe that compensation expressed in this 
manner more clearly reflects the actual situ- 
ation than the practice under the civil- 
service regulations. However, in any event, 
the net result is approximately the same 
under either arrangement. 

Very truly yours, 
E. J. ACKERSON, 
Legislative Counsel. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is 


_before the Senate and open to further 


amendment. If there be no further 

amendments to be offered, the question 

is on the engrossment of the amend- 

ments and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 

mri ci and the bill to be read a third 
e, 
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The bill (H. R. 7319) was read the 
third time, and passed. 
. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
move. that the Senate insist on its 
amendments, request a conference with 
the House of Representatives thereon, 
and that the Chair appoint the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Vice President appointed Mr. MCKELLAR, 
Mr. Gtass, Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. TYDINGS, 
Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. Nye, and Mr. Brooks 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, a num- 
ber of the agencies mentioned in the bill 
are unable to pay their employees sums 
due them on the 15th of the month. To 
expedite consideration of the bill in con- 
ference I ask that the bill be printed with 
the Senate amendments numbered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 


FLORIDA PIPE LINE AND BARGE CANAL 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 6999. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be stated by title for the information of 
the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK, A bill (H, R. 
6999) to promote the national defense 
and to promptly facilitate and protect 
the transport of materials and supplies 
needful to the Military Establishment by 
authorizing the construction and opera- 
tion of a pipe line and a navigable barge 
channel across Florida, and by deepen- 
ing and enlarging the Intracoastal 
Waterway from its present eastern 
terminus to the vicinity of the Mexican 
border, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
Commerce with amendments. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I do not 
care to speak at length. I understand 
that other Senators wish to discuss cer- 
tain features of the bill at considerable 
length. I wish to make a brief prelimi- 
nary statement. 

It is not my intention to support the 
bill as it stands. That is because I am 
opposed to authorizing the construction 
of the so-called barge canal and intra- 
coastal waterway from its present éastern 
terminus to the vicinity of the Mexican 
border at this time. I believe that such 
a waterway might be all right in season. 
It would cost the Government approxi- 
mately $80,000,000. 

Mr. President, I am opposed either to 
authorizing or appropriating $1 for any 
purpose more than is necessary to carry 
on the Government and sustain the war 
effort. I have good reasons for that at- 
titude. They are not only reasons of 
economy. They are reasons of necessity. 

This Government has undertaken the 
largest, the most grievous, and the most 
desperate task of its entire existence. 
We are undertaking to sustain not only 
our cause but the cause of our Allies and 
associated nations in the greatest of wars. 
I think the time has come when this 
Government must conserve its assets, 
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whatever they may be. We can lose the 
war by exhaustion of men. We can lose 
the war by exhaustion of resources or 
of money. Very probably the American 
people will see to it that measures are 
taken which will save us from the ex- 
haustion of men, Perhaps our generals 
will pursue, as it is their duty to pursue, 
the rule of economy of manpower on the 
field of battle. Likewise, we must pursue 
the rule of ecr ‘omy of material resources 
here at home. 

This canal, costing between $80,000,000 
and $100,000,000, part of it new canal 
through Florida, and the remainder of 
it the. deepening of the channel from a 
point on the Gulf coast near Florida all 
the way around to the Mexican border— 
approximately 1,000 or 1,100 miles, I un- 
derstand—would make no contribution of 
real value or of instant need to the war 
effort; and yet we propose to authorize 
the construction of the canal in the midst 
of the present situation in which we are 
proposing to tax our people to the point 
of exhaustion. 

At this moment the tax bill is in the 
other House. As I understand it, the bill 
would raise in excess of $6,000,000,000, 
on top of about $5,000,000,000 which was 
raised by taxes we imposed last year, and 
that is on top of the normal taxes of 
about $5,000,000,000 we had been levying. 
We are told on every hand that that is 
not sufficient; and that is not sufficient 
to sustain the bonds or to maintain the 
public credit, nor is it sufficient to raise 
a proper barrier to the threat, the men- 
ace, of inflation. Why, then, should we 
pile another $80,000,000 or $100,000,000, 
as the case may be, upon the $205,000,- 
000,000 which we have already authorized 
for the war effort? Ithink the argument 
is apparently good that, as compared 
with $205,000,000,000, $80,000,000 is noth- 
ing. In terms of percentage it is verv 
little; but $80,000,000 is still $80,000,000. 
It is not a matter of comparison; it is a 
matter of fact. Unless we have totally 
lost our sense of proportion, unless we 
have altogether lost our perspective, 
financially speaking, a million dollars is 
still a considerable sum for a government 
to spend, and a very gcod sum for a Sen- 
ator to undertake to. save. 

So I consider the proposed legislation 
relative to the inland waterway as un- 
timely, unnecessary, and an aggravation 
of extravagance. I helieve it would be 
a fine gesture to the country for us to 
refuse to authorize it—with the motive 
of informing our people that we are de- 
termined to concentrate on the necessi- 
ties of the national defense and the win- 
ning of the war. 

Mr. President, I have no way to con- 
vey to my own mind or to the minds of 
my hearers what is the weight of $205,- 
000,000,000. It is added to a national 
debt of nearly $50,000,000,000; and that 
is only for perhaps at the most an 18- 
‘month or 2-year period. All that money 
is supposed to be expended within that 
time. We have predicated the national 
_ expenditure for the war for the present 
fiscal year, which began July 1, at $56,- 
000,000,000. We all have difficulty in as- 
certaining what is the national wealth; 
but I have on my desk a book prepared by 
a most respected authority, a professor 
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of economy at Notre Dame, who estimat- 
ed the national wealth at not exceeding 
$425,000,000,000. Weare in full sight, Mr. 
President, of a national debt of $250,000,- 
000,000, which is more than half the na- 
tional wealth. However, that is not the 
end of it. 

Probably, in the minds of some men, 
that is all the national debt will be. The 
argument is that the war will be over in 
18 months. With all due respect to the 
major and the minor prophets in and 
out of Congress, no one knows when this 
war willend. One general was auoted as 
saying that this is a 100-year war, and 
that we have already fought the first 26 
years of it. He went back to the World 
War for the beginning. God forbid! 
However, we have no right to argue that 
it will be a short war. 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. TOBEY. Perhaps the Senator is 
not aware of the demonstration of the 
gift of prescience which recently was 
given by a statesman from Kentucky in 
his prognostication that the war would 
end in 1942. 

Mr. BAILEY. I avoided making any 
allusion to it. 

However, we cannot argue that this 
war will be over in 18 months; we can- 
not argue that it will be over in 3 years; 
and we cannot argue that the final stand 
will not be made in the New World— 
right here. I shall elaborate on that 
point for a moment. We see what is 
going on in Russia, and my prayers have 
been for Russia. The Russians’ case is 
so desperate that they are crying to us 
in every way they can to open up a sec- 
ond front in Europe. We turn to North 
Africa, and, after all, the Axis army is not 
far from Alexandria and the Suez. Our 
prayers are with the British, the Aus- 
tralians, and the American boys who are 
there. But we have no guaranties. 

Yesterday I received a letter from a 
very respected editor in North Carolina 
suggesting that we should send more aid 
to China. We are sending to China all 
the aid we can send. The roads are not 
open. The ports are not available. If 
we ever open those roads or make those 
ports available, that will mean billions 
of dollars more and seas of blood. 

I think I have suggested enough to 
say, without running the risk of being 
charged with pessimism, that the war 
may last a great deal longer than many 
of us think; that certainly the man does 
not live who can tell us when the end will 
be or what the outcome will be; and, while 
I am no general and no master of strat- 
egy, and would not pretend to say any- 
thing on that subject, I think the Ameri- 
can policy ought to be based upon one 
great consideration, and that is that the 
time may come when we will have to 
defend in the New World. We can de- 
fend, we will defend, and we will triumph; 
but I think too many of us are thinking 
that this war may be resolved in Russia 
or if may be resolved over yonder in 
Japan. The issue of this war may be 
resolved in the New World. 

All of that is said by way of laying be- 
fore the Senate the seriousness of spend- 
ing money unnecessarily, Grant that the 
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objective, whatever it may be, is good, 
grant that it is humane, the Congress of 
the United States has no right to part 
with even $1 that it could save, consistent 
with the defense of this country. I can 
think of a great many good things for 
which I could introduce in the Senate 
bills making appropriations of money, 
but I think the Senate will bear witness 
that I do not do that. I could paint a 
picture of myself as a great philan- 
thropist and very benevolent and highly 
constructive and progressive, at the ex- 
pense of the taxpayers of the United 
States, and, probably, at the expense of 
the men who are fighting. I do not want 
to paint such a picture of myself at the 
expense of other people. I do not want 
to be a progressive if that is the price 
of being progressive. That, in general, 
is the situation. 

We come to the pending bill, which is 
predicated, in its title, on the national 
defense, and based on the necessity for 
transporting petroleum products to the 
rationed States on the Atlantic coast, 
all the way from Maine to Florida. Pred- 
icated upon that premise, we propose 
to spend between $80,000,000 and $100,- 
000,000 to build a canal that will not 
haul one gallon of gasoline within 3 
years. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I may say to the dis- 
tinguished Senator that I think it is true 
that we have appropriated already more 
than $7,000,000,000 to be spent all over 
the world, and which we never expect to 
get back. Would not the expenditure 
of this little $44,000,000 to acquire the 
connections of the great inland water- 
ways be a mere pittance compared with 
what we have already appropriated? 

Mr. BAILEY. I am very glad my dis- 
tinguished friend has made that point. 
That is the argument that is destroying 
the Senate, the Congress, and the coun- 
try. We spent a billion dollars for this; 
why not spend a million dollars for that? 
We spent $5,000 4 years ago for a fine 
car; why not spend $1,000 today for a 
race horse? That is about the argu- 
ment. Yes, we have spent money 
abroad. We did it for the defense of this 
country. I made an argument here for 
the lend-lease bill, and I remember dis- 
tinctly I said I was voting for it not to 
give Great Britain a dollar but to put 
money and arms in the hands of Great 
Britain with which to defend our coun- 
try. I will stand on that position now. 
I think that was necessary. It did not 
work; it probably saved us $10,000,000,- 
000 worth of time; but it did not stay 
the hands of the Axis Powers so far as 
world conquest is concerned; it did not 
keep us out of the war. I did not say, in 
my argument, that it would. I said it 
was the only thing we could do that would 
give us the hope of keeping out of the 
war; but when the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. WHEELER] interrupted me, I 
told him frankly that I thought war 
might come. I was willing to predicate 
my argument upon that possibility; but 
I was trying to stave it off. The fact, 
however, that we spent $7,000,000,000 for 
lend-lease purposes, and authorized five 
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or ten billion dollars more, has no rele- 
vancy whatever to the proposal to spend 
$44,000,000 to dig a ditch across the 
State of Florida that cannot contribute 
to the national defense inside of 40 
monas: I will make that statement 
good. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
North Carolina yield to the Senator from 
Florida? 

Mr. BAILEY. I shall yield as soon as 
I finish the statement, so that if the 
Senator wishes to challenge me on it, he 
will be prepared. I said 40 months, 
General Reybold, the Chief of Engineers 
of the United States Army, testified that 
it would take at least 3 years. He was 
cross-examined very closely and very 
ably, and, when the cross examination 
was over said, “Well, gentlemen, in say- 
ing 36 months, 3 years, I put it low; the 
Board of Engineers stated it would take 
3 years and 6 months.” I said 40 
months; I had that in mind. If we 
pass this bill, there will not be anything 
going through that canal in 40 months 
or more from this day. Now I yield to 
the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Does not the Sena- 
tor know of an instance where it was 
stated it would take 12 months to build 
an airport, for instance, but it took only 
6 months? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not, but I should 
think that would be possible. 

Mr. ANDREWS. There have been 
several such instances in my State. The 
engineers can build this canal just as 
quickly as they decide it is necessary 
and they want to build it. 

Mr. BAILEY. We cannot proceed 
on theories and hypotheses in the Sen- 
ate; we have to proceed on the advice 
and statements of authorities. General 
Reybold says it would take 3 years. His 
board says it would take 3 years and 6 
months. I would be a great man to rise 
here and say it would take 15 months; 
although in the committee I did hear it 
said it could be built in 12 months, the 
statement emanating from a man who 
never dug a ditch in his life, never did 
anything in his life, but engage in poli- 
tics. I do not suppose he ever built a 
house or drove a nail, but he made this 
statement. How much weight did that 
have on my mind? It did not have as 
much as a fly lighting on the head of a 
baldheaded man. 

I am governed by what the engineers 
say. What the engineers say is in the 
record, it cannot be gainsaid, and the 
advocates of the pending measure tried 
every device known to the mind of man, 
or to their minds, at any rate, to get 
General Reybold to modify his state- 
ment, and when he concluded he said: 

I will not modify it. I have made the 
estimate low, lower than my board advised 
me to make it. 


My whole point is that we are plung- 
ing ahead here, authorizing an expendi- 
ture of $44,000,000 for the Florida Canal, 
the remainder of the money, somewhere 
between 80 and 90 million dollars, to be 
spent for deepening the channel from 
Florida all the way down to Texas, even 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


down to Mexico, and there is not a thing 
on God’s earth we would bring along 
that canal from Mexico. Someone spoke 
of hauling fruit through Florida from 
Mexico. That is a matter for laughter. 
Think of hauling fruit from Mexico 
through Florida! 

Let me say something about the in- 
land waterway. I am an inland water- 
way man. The inland waterway runs 
through my State, and I want to see it 
fully developed. But it is never going 
to be a through line while the world 
stands. The inland waterway is a pretty 
good thing up in Delaware, with a great 
deal of traffic, down in Norfolk, along 
the Chesapeake Bay; and down through 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Georgia, with three or four boats a day 
at most. It is a local affair. The boats 
which operate in Delaware do not oper- 
ate in the Gulf. The boats which operate 
in North Carolina are not likely to oper- 
ate in Florida, except by way of pleasure 
yachts going down there; and I think 
pleasure is out. The man who gets any 
fuel oil or gasoline for his pleasure yacht 
this winter is going to be a very rare 
man, and if he uses it, something should 
be done with him. Something very se- 
rious should be done with a man who 
wastes gasoline or fuel oil in a pleasure 
yacht during this emergency. 

Mr. President, I am not opposed to the 
ultimate development of all the water- 
ways, I am not opposed to a great pro- 
gram of flood control when we get to it, 
but I am saying that if the Congress is 
ever going to stop this flood of spending, 
and arrest this weakness which it mani- 
fests for projects, it should stop it now, 
when we stand in the midst of the su- 
preme crisis of the world’s history, and 
the supreme ordeal of this Republic’s 
existence. 

If this does not stop the Senators, 
nothing will stop them short of bank- 
ruptcy, and the destruction of the Re- 
public. We cannot spend the money of 
the Nation as it is being spent now with- 
out spending it down to death itself. 

We are on the verge of a political cam- 
paign. It is said politics is adjourned; 
but politics is not adjourned. I wish poli- 
tics could be adjourned. But this fall 
there will be contests for office, there will 
be rivalries between parties, just as al- 
ways. I make a suggestion, that the first 
political party in the United States which 
sounds the note of spending money only 
to sustain the war effort and preserve 
the Republic will win the election. 

We hear talk about economy. ‘The 
word “economy” has lost its meaning, it 
has no meaning, it is just a word. 

I liked what the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. GEORGE] said here the other day, 
with something of a break in his voice 
which I well understood. He is not in 
the Chamber at this moment, but it is 
proper for me to mention it. He said 
that he was thinking of the men in the 
Army who are to stand on the line of 
battle, facing machine guns and the on- 
slaught of the tanks; that he was think- 
ing of the men on the ships going out to 
sea and not to return; that he was think- 
ing of the men in the air. That moment 
his son was in the air, and I knew it, 
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If we keep on spending money, we are 
not going to have enough to sustain our 
men in the air or sustain our men facing 
the machine guns or sustain our men in 
the ships. There is an idea in America 
that money grows on trees so far as 
Congress is concerned, and I think we 
have made it grow on trees in the last 10 
years. But we overlooked one thing; we 
forgot that trees die. The trees on which 
money grows in America die. It is not 
possible forever to spend money at the 
rate we have been spending, even for 
good things. 

I am glad the proposal I am opposing 
is a good thing. I intend to oppose all 
good things which call for the spending 
of money unless such spen contrib- 
utes to the winning of the war, the na- 
tional defense, or the sustaining of the 
men in arms. That is the only welfare 
with which we are now concerned. That 
sums it all up. All the welfare of Amer- 
ica is at stake. So, Mr. President, I am 
hoping—I am afraid, vainly—that this 
whole business of the waterway will be 
postponed. 

Now I come to the pipe lines. They 
are necessary. It is proposed to build a 
pipe line across the State of Florida 
which will deliver between 50,000 and 
60,000 barrels of petroleum products a 
day. That quantity will be delivered 
into the waterway near Jacksonville and 
brought up the coast. It will be just 
that much more than we are getting at 
the present time. It will relieve the rail- 
roads to that extent. 

It is also proposed to build a pipe line 
from the Tinsley fields in Mississippi over 
to Charleston or Savannah. I was not 
attracted to the proposal when it was 
first made, wholly because some authori- 
ties on the subject had said the Tinsley 
field was failing. However, I have a let- 
ter from the Bureau of the Budget in 
which the proposal is approved. I be- 
lieve the petroleum experts said in the 
record of the hearings before the Sen- 
ate committee that the field was fail- 
ing, that production in that field had 
been reduced from about 90,000 barrels a 
day to 80,000 barrels a day, and appeared 
to be going down. However, they indi- 
cated that if we built a pipe line to the 
Tinsley field, the western end of the field 
not being far from other fields in the 
West, the project would not be a total 
waste, and in the meanwhile we would be 
getting gasoline and petroleum. I am 
willing to accept that opinion. 

As to the other feature of the bill, 
which was highly controversial, having 
to do with breaking down regulations 
governing the boring of wells, I was very 
much gratified this morning by the 
statement of the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr, Lucas], who said that he intended 
to withdraw his amendment and that we 
need not trouble about it. I believe he 
and his constituents have realized that 
the amendment is an improvident one 
so far as legislation is concerned, but the 
Senator has informed me that arrange- 
ments have been made to modify the 
regulation which was attacked, and they 
are satisfied. Therefore, I am for the 
pipe-line feature of the bill. I believe 
it to be a good feature, not only now, but 
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for the future. It is very pressing now, 
because the eastern seaboard is so short 
of gasoline. 

In that connection I wish to call the 
attention of Senators to a very fine letter 
from Major Parten which appears in the 
appendix of the hearings, outlining the 
program of the Petroleum Cordinator. I 
think he mentions 12 projects. Those 12 
projects will relieve the pressure on the 
situation to a certain extent, but will not 
relieve the pressure altogether. If all 
the pipe-line work in contemplation is 
done, we shall still be short of the mini- 
mum requirements on the Atlantic sea- 
board, short at least to the extent of 
150,000 barrels a day; and that is cumu- 
lative in its effect. We are forced to de- 
pend on tankers for that quantity, which 
represents the minimum requirements. 

In that connection I wish to make 
a remark concerning correspondence 
which I am receiving from my constitu- 
ents. They say they do not understand 
the gasoline situation, they do not under-= 
stand why they should be rationed. I 
have tried to explain in my replies to 
them that they are being rationed not 
because of a shortage of petroleum but 
because of a shortage of transportation; 
and there is a shortage of transportation. 
The shortage is due not merely to the 
destruction of tankers, but to the di- 
version of tankers from the oil trade. 
The destruction of tankers is due to the 
fact that the German U-boats have out- 
done us on our Atlantic coast. 

I have one thing in my mind that I 
wish to say publicly about that. If we 
cannot whip the German U-boats on our 
Atlantic coast, then in God’s name where 
can we whip them? ‘They come right 
here to our front door and challenge us, 
yet we propose to beat them in the Med- 
iterranean, or in the North Sea. Of 
course, if we cannot whip them on our 
Atlantic coast, we cannot whip them 
anywhere. And we have it to do. 

I am not advocating anything in the 
way of a radical change in war strategy 
but I am saying that there is a challenge 
right at our doorsteps, and the Navy must 
meet it in the name of the honor of the 
American Republic and in the name of 
the confidence which it expects the peo- 
ple of the United States to have in the 
flag, which we all glorify, the symbol of 
our power and might, and the character 
of this Republic, the symbol of its protec- 
tive power to every home, and every 
American everywhere. 

Mr. President, we have to meet that 
challenge. We have waited 6 months. I 
have been patient. I have said nothing 
impatient in the whole 6 months’ period. 
I sometimes think I made a fool of my- 
self by saying that we would meet the 
challenge long ago. When the first 31 
ships were sunk off the Atlantic coast I 
said we would meet the challenge. Now 
the number of ships sunk is well over 
300—I think the newspaper this morning 
said it was 374. I do not know what is 
the total number of ships sunk. Four 
ships were reported sunk today. Twen- 
ty-one to 25 ships a week are sunk. We 
have to meet that situation, that chal- 
lenge. We have to make it safe for a 
tanker to go from the Gulf of Mexico to 
the port of Boston, and if we cannot do 
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that, we cannot do anything on the high 
seas, 

Mr. President, I glory in the triumph 
at Midway. I do not mean to discount 
the Navy. My confidence in it is unim- 
paired. All I am saying is that the time 
has come when we must assert the armed 
power of our country and make trans- 
portation safe within 50 miles of our east- 
ern shores, and 50 miles of our western 
shores, and in the Gulf of Mexico. If the 
U-boats can outdo us in our own waters, 
what would they do to us in foreign 
waters? It is a challenge we can meet. I 
am not at all a defeatist. Iam not at all 
unhopeful. I trust I am not impatient, 
but I say it is a challenge we have to meet, 
and meet without further delay. If we 
do, we will have tankers bringing in as 
much as 400,000 barrels a day, when just 
a few months ago they were bringing 
1,600,000 barrels a day, and if we build 
these pipe lines in addition, we will have 
an abundance of fuel oil for our indus- 
tries and for our Navy, and for our homes, 
and enough gasoline to maintain business. 
I am not trying to get enough gasoline 
for pleasure. It does not concern me a 
particle whether we get any gasoline for 
pleasure throughout this war and for 5 
years thereafter, but I do want the gas- 
oline for the necessities and I do want 
petroleum for the necessities. We rode 
in automobiles too much. We were too 
prodigal. We were wasteful of our cars 
and our tires, and our money, and our 
petroleum. We are being taught a very 
Severe lesson, and I hope we shall never 
forget it. I hope there never will come 
a time in America when people will again 
be so prodigal, when riding on the roads 
in fine cars, or in cars not so fine, in any- 
thing from a Ford to a Cadillac or a Rolls 
Royce, in burning gas, and using up tires, 
running 60 or 70 miles an hour. We are 
being taught a very severe lesson. I hope 
we shall never forget it. What we did in 
that respect is a part of the general 
wasteful attitude of the country. That 
is reflected in Congress. We pass a bill 
appropriating $1,000,000,000 and never 
bat an eye, and never stop to calculate 
what it means, either. We never take a 
thought about it. 4 

Mr. President, we heard the argument 
made this morning that we spent $7,000,- 
000,000 in Europe, so why not spend 
$44,000,000 in Florida? There is no logic 
in that argument. One might as well 
say, “We spent $7,000,000,000 in Europe; 
why not spend $1,000,000,000 in North 
Carolina?” I am not saying that. 
North Carolina can stand on her own 
bottom. I am dedicated to the propo- 
sition that she is still a sovereign State, 
self-contained and confident. I am not 
coming here to get a “hand-out” from 
the Federal Government, because I know 
when I do my State becomes a depend- 
ency of the United States, and God 
knows I do not want my State or any 
other State to be a dependency of the 
United States. We created the United 
States. We are not a dependency. We 
have had the picture painted here in the 
last 7 years, of the States all hanging 
around like a lot of beggars imploring 
the Federal Government for this and for 
that, coming to the Federal Government 
for everything, and the Federal Govern- 
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ment plunging into debt deeper and 
deeper and deeper, day after day and 
year after year. The man is not in the 
Senate who can calculate the rate of it. 
We may go home and boast to our con- 
stituents that we got so much money 
from the Federal Treasury. I never 
have done so and I shall never do so. 
I am up for reelection this year. I re- 
cently was renominated, but no one ever 
charged me when I was running, ncz did 
anyone ask anyone else to vote for me 
on the ground that I had been successful 
in milking the Federal Government. My 
State is not a dependency. It is a sov- 
ars commonwealth, and I am proud 
of it. 

Mr. President, I have spoken a little 
longer than I meant to speak, and prob- 
ably with more earnestness than I had 
intended. I hope we can pass the pipe- 
line provisions of the bill. They are 
needed, although the Petroleum Coordi- 
nator has the power to build them with- 
out further act of Congress. They will 
fortify and expedite his efforts. 

I have an amendment prepared, which 
was drawn in line with the advices of 
the Bureau of the Budget. I send. the 
amendment to the desk, and also a letter 
from Wayne Coy, Acting Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget. I ask that the 
amendment be printed, but I shall bring 
it up today if the bill is to be passed 
today. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Tuomas of Oklahoma in the chair). 
Does the Senator from North Carolina 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. Has the able Senator 
from North Carolina offered his amend- 
ment? r 

Mr. BAILEY. I offer it now. I did 
not receive it until today. I received the 
letter from the Acting Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget yesterday, and the 
amendment was drawn by the Legisla- 
tive Drafting Service of the Senate with 
the letter of the Acting Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget before them, and 
in line with that letter. 

Mr. McNARY. Is the able Senator 
willing to have the amendment read 
from the desk? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; I wish to have the 
amendment read for the information of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the procedure the committee amend- 
ments will be first considered. 

Mr, BAILEY. Yes; but the amend- 
ment may be read for the information of 
the Senate, as well as the letter from 
the Acting Director of the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 2, 
beginning with line 25, it is proposed to 
strike out all down to and including line 
7 on page 4 and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 


And provided further, That subject to the 
provisions of Public Law No. 197, Seventy- 
seventh Congress, there is authorized to be 
constructed one or more pipe lines, together 
with all necessary terminal facilities, for the 
transport of petroleum and its products, 
from the vicinity of Port St. Joe and other 
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points on the Gulf coast of Florida to the 
St. Johns River, and a crude-oil pipe line 
from the Tinsley oil field in the vicinity of 
Yazoo, Miss., to Charleston, S. C., and/or 
Savannah, Ga. 

Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated the sum of $93,000,000 to carry 
out the provisions of this act. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the $92,- 
000,000 is not simply for that one pur- 
pose of the pipe lines. That is the 
amount which the whole measure calls 
for. Section 2 of my amendment is sep- 
arate from the first provision of my 
amendment, and would be appropriate 
only if the whole measure shall pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The let- 
ter addressed to the Senator from North 
Carolina by the Acting Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget will be read. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET, 
Washington, D. C., July 15, 1942. 
Hon Josian W, BAILEY, 
Chairman, Committee on Commerce, 
United States Senate, Washington, 
D.C. 

My Dear SENATOR Barer: In further ref- 
erence to your letter of June 30, 1942, and my 
reply of July 2, 1942, regarding the bill (H. R. 
6999) to promote the national defense and 
to promptly facilitate and protect the trans- 
port of materials and supplies needful to the 
Military Establishment by authorizing the 
construction and operation of a pipe line 
and a navigable barge channel across Florida, 
and by deepening and enlarging the Intra- 
coastal Waterway from its present eastern 
terminus to the vicinity of the Mexican 
border, Iam writing you to say that the pro- 
posed legislation in its present form should 
not be considered as being in accord with 
the program of the President. 

I have before me a Senate print of the pro- 
posed legislation. I should like to refer par- 
ticularly to that portion of the proposed 
legislation beginning in line 25, on page 2, 
to the colon in line 19, on page 3. If that 
portion of the proposed legislation were to be 
changed to read as follows— 

“And d further, That subject to the 
provisions of Public Law 197, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, there is authorized to be con- 
structed one or more pipe lines, together with 
all necessary terminal facilities, for the trans- 
port of petroleum and its products, from the 
vicinity of Port St. Joe and other points on 
the Gulf coast of Florida to the St. Johns 
River, and a crude-oil pipe line from the 
Tinsley oil field in the vicinity of Yazoo, 
Miss., to Charleston, S. C., and/or Savannah, 
Ga. For the purpose of carrying out the pro- 
visions of this act, there is hereby author- 
ized to be appropriated $93,000,000.” 
no objection would then be interposed. As 
that portion of the proposed legislation now 
stands it would establish an authority for 
the construction of pipe lines which would 
be in conflict with the provisions of Public 
Law 197, Seventy-seventh Congress. 

Still referring to the Senate print of the 
proposed legislation and with particular ref- 
erence to that part of the proposed legisla- 
tion following the section to which reference 
is made in the preceding paragraph of this 
letter, I wish to advise you that this provi- 
sion restricting the authority of the Office of 
Petroleum Coordinator would not be in ac- 
cord with the program of the President for 
the reason that it is contradictory to the 
conservation policies of that Office and con- 
travenes the priority power of the War Pro- 
duction Board. 

Subject to the comment in the two pre- 
ceding paragraphs, the legislation is not ob- 
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jectionable in view of the fact that the de- 
mands of war are such that every possible 
form of tra tion must be fully util- 
ized. Attention is directed, however, to the 
fact that the construction proposed to be 
authorized by this bill will have to be given 
further consideration at the time when it is 
proposed to inaugurate the construction in 
the light of then existing shortages of crit- 
ical materials, machinery, tools, and equip- 
ment needed for the work and other demands 
of the war program for such critical ma- 
terials, machinery, tools, and equipment. 


Very truly yours, 
WAYNE Cor, 
Acting Director. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, my 
amendment is drawn in line, word for 
word, with the letter of the Director of 
the Budget. 

I shall take my seat with two re- 
marks—— 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. Does the Senator favor 
the proposal made by the Director of the 
Budget? p 

Mr. BAILEY. Ihave drawn my amend- 
ment in line with the proposal of the 
Director of the Budget, and I shall sup- 
port it with reference to the proposed 
pipe lines. 

Mr. McNARY. It is not quite clear to 
me whether the proposal departs from 
the bill which has been presented to the 
Senate for its consideration and determi- 
nation. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ishould have said that 
my amendment is in line with the pro- 
posal with respect to pipe lines and petro- 
leum. The Director of the Budget did 
not mention the canal proposal at all; 
but I think a fair interpretation of his 
statement would be that there is no ob- 
jection to it. I think that indicates the 
attitude of the Director of the Budget. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. BURTON. Before the Senator 
takes his seat, will he indicate to us the 
difference in cost which would be in- 
volved between the bill as proposed to be 
amended by the Senator and the bill as 
it was originally presented? 

Mr. BAILEY. As the bill stands, the 
cost would be $90,000,000, If my amend- 
ment should be adopted it would defeat 
the canal proposal and reduce the cost to 
the cost of the pipe line across Florida, 
which is $3,000,000 and the pipe line from 
Tinsley Field to Charleston or Savannah, 
which is not definitely estimated, but 
which I should say would not cost more 
than $8,000,000, or a total of about 
$11,000,000. 

Mr. BURTON. I thought I heard the 
figure $93,000,000 read in connection with 
the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I explained at the time 
that the $93,000,000 does not relate to the 
amendment. The bill was so drawn that 
in rewriting the language we had to put 
in the $93,000,000, because that covers the 
total cost of the whole bill, including the 
canal, 

Mr. President, I was saying something 
about States obtaining money. Senators 
may be very proud of milking the Federal 
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cow. To put it another way, going back 
to Mother Goose: 

Little Jack Horner 

Sat in the corner 

Eating a Christmas ple; 

He put in his thumb, and pulled out a plum, 
And said, “What a good boy am I.” 


I am afraid we have done too much of 
that in Congress. We go home with our 
plums, and tell what great men we are. 
One of my dearest friends in the Senate 
is now a candidate in the primary. I 
shall not mention his name. I‘thope I do 
not violate any of the proprieties. I am 
very much amused at the situation. He 
has been mest ardent in obtaining ap- 
propriations for his State. He has 
fought many battles for the farmers and 
the A. A. A. 

The other day his opponent published 
an attack on him in a State publication, 
which his opponent happens to control. 
The title of the attack was “The High 
Cost of a Senator.” He said, “Senator 
So-and-So has obtained only $20,000,000 
from the A. A. A. for the State of -.__.. 
Ee «Saya We were entitled to $100,- 

That will be the campaign issue. It 
shows where competition among the 
States for Federal appropriations leads. 
If a Member of Congress obtains $15,- 
000,000 his opponent will promise $20,- 
000,000. If the Member of Congress ob- 
tains $20,000,000 his opponent will prom- 
ise $30,000,000. Before all the world shall 
we stand like the Roman legions on the 
walls of the citadel, auctioning off the 
throne? Shall we auction off the Re- 
public? 

Before I take my seat I wish to suggest 
that we have a great many volumes of 
material on this subject. With respect 
to petroleum we have a special commit- 
tee, of which the Senatar from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. MALONEY] is chairman. The 
junior Senator from South Carolina put 
through a resolution calling for an in- 
vestigation of the utilization of the 
waterways. Hearings were held. Then 
the House bill came over, and further 
extensive hearings were held. So we 
have three volumes, 

I may be a very poor judge of these 
matters. However, I have read all these 
reports; and in my judgment if Senators 
wish to obtain the gist of them without 
going through the Herculean labor of 
reading three volumes in the hot weather, 
in addition to their other duties, they 
should read Mr. Eastman’s letter and 
testimony; the letter of the Secretary of 
War, Mr. Stimson; the letter and testi- 
mony of Major Parten, of the Office of 
Petroleum Coordinator; and the testi- 
mony and letters of General Reybold. 
Unless I am very much mistaken, when 
anyone has read those letters and the 
testimony of those gentlemen he will 
have all the information which the com- 
mittee has made available. I think that 
will be enough for any Senator to read. 
I believe he can read what I haye men- 
tioned in probably 2 hours. He could 
not read the reports in 2 days. If he 
should try to read all the reports I think 
he would be in a hopeless fog before he 
got through. If any Senator will read 
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the matter to which I have referred I 
think his mind will probably be clear 
on the whole question; but I am afraid 
the bill will pass before Senators can 
read them. 

Mr; President, that is all I have to say. 

Mr. VANDENBERG obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me for the purpose of 
suggesting the absence of a quorum? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aiken - Downey O’Mahoney 
Andrews Ellender Pepper 
Bailey George Radcliffe 

Ball Gerry Reed 
Barbour Gillette Reynolds 
Barkley Green Rosier 

Bilbo Guffey Russell 

Bone Gurney Schwartz 
Brewster Hatch Spencer 
Bridges Hayden Thomas, Idaho 
Brooks Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Okla. 
Burton Kilgore Thomas, Utah 
Byrd Lee ‘Tobey 
Capper cas Tunnell 
Caraway McKellar Tydings 
Chandler McNary Vandenberg 
Clark, Idaho Maloney Van Nuys 
Clark, Mo. Maybank White 
Connally Mead Wiley 
Danaher Norris Willis 

Davis Nye 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty- 
two Senators haying answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
the able and distinguished junior Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. PEPPER] and I 
have been in a state of amicable enmity 
since 1935 over one of the major issues 
involved in the pending measure. That 
amity, as well as that enmity, carry over 
into the arrangement we have mutually 
agreed upon for this debate. It is so 
inscrutable to me how there can be any 
defense whatever for this measure that 
I have suggested to him that I submit 
my argument in advance of his address 
so that he may subsequently undertake 
to enlighten me. 

Mr. President, this measure seems to 
come to the Senate with the overwhelm- 
ing credentials of the Senate Committee 
on Commerce. I want to make it quite 
plain at the outset of what those creden- 
tials consist. 

There are 20 members of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. There were seven 
present in person at the time of the vote. 
The vote was 4 in favor of the measure 
and 3 against. But the ultimately an- 
nounced verdict was 12 in favor and 3 
against, because the able junior Senator 
from Florida, with his usual prevision 
and perspicacity, had provided himself 
with 8 proxies. So this overwhelming 
majority comes from the Commerce 
Committee on the basis of proxies rep- 
resenting Senators who, in many in- 
stances, had never heard a word of 
the testimony and were substantially 
unfamiliar with the issues involved. 

I do not say that by way of complaint; 
I say it merely by way of record, and, in 
view of the difficulty we have had ob- 
taining a quorum this afternoon, I am 
very fearful that the judgment of the 
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Senate may ultimately be registered upon 
an equally inadequate familiarity with 
what Senators are about to do. 

Mr. President, I wish immediately to 
strip the pending issue of all rhetorical 
generalities and all long-range wishful 
thinking, and thus come straight to the 
point. I do not care to argue, at the 
moment, the general value of local im- 
provements—indeed, even of general im- 
provements—in our inland waterways 
which may or may not have the long- 
range values attributed to them by the 
proponents of this measure. That can 
await another day, when we are less 
bai by the jeopardies immediately at 


We are at war. We confront emer- 
gencies, Yes; and we face fantastic ex- 
penditures occasioned by the war and 
by the emergencies. I shall continue 
to support whatever measures help to 
meet the emergencies and to win this 
war; but I shall continue to oppose any 
propositions which, in my view, seek to 
ride the emergency for other than emer- 
gency purposes, no matter how inher- 
ently worthy they might otherwise be. 

We have our hands more than full to 
meet the immediate challenge. Other 
aspirations must be set aside for the 
duration. Without for an instant in- 
tending to reflect on the good faith of 
the proporents of the pending bill, I am 
unable to acquit it of needlessly authoriz- 
ing the expenditure of $93,000,000, which 
is still a sizable sum of money, and of 
failing to justify in any particular the 
pious declaration in the title of the bill 
which says that it aims “to promote the 
national defense and to promptly facili- 
tate and protect the transport of mate- 
rials and supplies.” 

Please keep your minds, Senators, on 
those two tell-tale words, “promptly fa- 
cilitate.” That is what the title prom- 
ises, but the bill “keeps the word of 
promise to the ear and breaks it to the 
hope.” In simple lenguage, it totally 
fails to deliver any such bill of goods. 
There is not a single “prompt facility” 
in it. It “promptly facilitates” nothing. 
Thus it convicts itself. 

Mr. President, I desire at the outset to 
lay down the following two general prop- 
ositions: 

First: There is the desperately im- 
portant oil shortage—with particular ref- 
erence to fuel oil—threatening the east- 
ern seaboard next winter. I favor every 
“prompt facility” which can contribute 
to overcome this deficit, and my phrase 
“prompt facility” is borrowed from the 
pious title of this fictitious bill. 

Second: I do not favor the use of this 
emergency to license extraneous efforts 
and expenditures which can make no 
effective contribution to the emergency, 
but which might easily result in confus- 
ing the issue, muddying the waters, and 
thus actually hampering an effective all- 
out answer to the emergency. I shall 
undertake to prove that the pending bill 
falls fully within this latter condemna- 
tion, and, accordingly, I shall oppose it. 

Mr. President, let me at the outset 
summarize the bill, which falls into five 
parts. It is an omnibus with five soft 
seats, each upholstered at the expense of 
the people of the United States. 
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First. It authorizes $10,000,000 for a 
pipe line across northern Florida, which 
is already under contract for immediate 
construction for less than $3,000,000. It 
would result in a sheer duplication and 
confusion of effort. 

Second. It authorizes $13,000,000 for a 
pipe line from Georgia and Mississippi, 
which the Oil Coordinator, the Office of 
Defense Transportation, and the War 
Department unreservedly condemn as 
uneconomical, unwarranted, and an in- 
defensible diversion of precious steel. 

Third. It authorizes $44,000,000 for a 
Florida barge canal which, regardless of 
any other consideration, cannot be com- 
pleted until the fall of 1945 at the earliest, 
and probably not even then, and which 
scarcely can be said, under those circum- 
stances, in the language of the title, to 
“promptly facilitate” anything. 

Fourth. It authorizes $25,000,000 for 
the enlargement of intracoastal water- 
ways from Florida all the way around 
to the Mexican border, which will also 
take a minimum of 3 years to com- 
summate, and which thus also falls far 
short of “promptly facilitating” anything. 
The title, in other words, is a snare and 
a delusion. 

Fifth. It restricts the Government 
from rationing oil-well operations in a 
fashion which the Office of the Oil Co- 
ordinator says will be fatal to adequate 
national oil control, and which will make 
it impossible for him to develop an all- 
out, well-rounded program to meet the 
national oil emergency. 

There are the five parts of the bill, 
there is the bill, and I shall undertake 
briefly, by way of enlargement upon each 
category, to demonstrate further that 
there is lacking any semblance of justifi- 
cation for the expenditure of $94,000,000 
out of a hard-pressed Treasury for a 
program of such thin justification. 

Let us deal first with the pipe line 
which is proposed to be built across 
northern Florida. Mark you, Mr. Presi- 
dent, this bill orders the War Depart- 
ment to use $10,000,000 to do something 
which the President has already ordered 
his Oil Coordinator to do, and which his 
Oil Coordinator has already contracted 
to do for $3,000,000. It is simply beyond 
my ability to understand how Senators, 
having in mind their responsibilities, can 
overlook the fact that a project to meet 
the objective thus described is already 
underway, is already financed, and yet is 
to be duplicated by transfer of responsi- 
bility to another department. 

The bill does not confirm and ratify 
the pipe line action already taken by the 
President. That is one of the more 
plausible of the excuses I haye heard 
Reeg in its behalf during the last few 

ays. 

I have even heard that the White 
House would like to have confirmed the 
action it has already taken in ordering 
a pipe line to be laid across northern 
Florida. How does this bill confirm the 
action already taken? Instead of con- 
firming it, it repudiates what the Presi- 
dent and his Oil Coordinator have done, 
by ordering it done all over again by some 
other agency of the Government not 
chosen by the President for that pur- 
pose, 
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Mr. President, I think it would be well 
if the Senate would remember at the base 
of its entire consideration of this pipe- 
line problem, that Congress, in July of 
1941, by almost unanimous action, de- 
cided that the control of the pipe-line 
problem as a war emergency measure in 
this country ought to be handled by the 
President of the United States. As a 
result of that judgment we passed an 
act in July 1941 from which I wish to 
read. As I read it, I ask Senators to re- 
member that the pending bill is seeking 
to reach into the whole general pipe-line 
problem of this country, pick out a couple 
of specially politically annointed pipe- 
lines, and put a congressional warrant 
behind them, taking them out from the 
general national pipe-line program of 
the President, and setting them aside 
from the general scheme which is being 
highly and well developed to meet the 
whole national emergency. Now Sen- 
ators are asked by this bill to invade and 
repudiate the authority which we vested 
in the President in July 1941, and which 
he has undertaken to exercise. 

What did the authority of July 1941 
say? I quote from the act known as 
Public Law No. 197 of the Seventy-sev- 
- enth Congress, first session: 

Src.2. Whenever the President finds that 
the construction of any pipe line for the 
transportation and/or distribution of petro- 
leum or petroleum products moving in inter- 
state commerce, or the extension or comple- 
tion of any such pipe line already wholly or 
partly constructed, is or may be necessary for 
national-defense purposes, he shall by proc- 
lamation declare such findings. 

Sec. 4. (a) In the event that it is imprac- 
ticable for any private person promptly and 
satisfactorily to construct, extend, or com- 
plete any such pipe line, the President, if of 
the opinion that such action is desirable in 
the interests of national defense, may pro- 
vide for the construction, extension, comple- 
tion, or operation of such pipe line by such 
department or agency of the Government as 
he may designate. 


We gave the President the power over 
a year ago. We gave him the money 
nearly a year ago. He has the power; he 
has the money. If there is any delay, it is 
in the executive use of the power and the 
money. But, Mr. President, in this in- 
stance, while there was an original delay, 
there has been an exceedingly useful ac- 
tivity under the directive which the 
President issued pursuant to the author- 
ity which Congress gave him. Acting 
under this authority, the President or- 
dered his Oil Coordinator to study the 
whole Nation-wide pipe line program. 
The study was made. It was made effec- 
tively. Within the last 4 months one of 
the best executives whom I have seen 
brought into the war-emergency person- 
nel of the country, Major Parten, came to 
Washington to administer this particular 
responsibility. As a result there have 
been developed eight pipe line projects, 
plus a larger use of existing water fa- 
cilities, and barges, and so forth, always 
limited, of course, by the efficient use of 
steel. What I am saying is that under 
the law passed by Congress, under the 
directive issued by the President pur- 
suant to that law, a Nation-wide pipe line 
program is well under way with promise 
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of completion by winter, and with sub- 
stantial promise that it will meet the 
eastern oil emergency. 

What does the bill propose todo? The 
bill proposes to disrupt that program at 
least to the extent of taking the power 
over two pipe lines away from the Oil 
Coordinator, out of the regular channel 
which has been established for meeting 
the oil deficit on a national basis, out of 
the channel in which Congress said in 
1941 it ought to be channeled; it proposes 
to take two of the pipe lines out of the 
eight and make an independent congres- 
sional decision respecting them. 

The irony of the situation, I repeat, 
Mr. President, is that one of these eight 
projects is a pipe line across northern 
Florida, following the precise route which 
this bill orders. That pipe line across 
northern Florida I have supported from 
the first minute it was proposed: indeed, 
I spent half a day within the last 2 weeks 
urging Mr. Jones to facilitate the financ- 
ing of it; so I must be acquitted of any 
hostility to a pipe line across northern 
Florida to expedite an answer to the 
eastern oil deficit. But what I am say- 
ing is that that part of the program is 
already an accomplished fact. The or- 
der has been made. The funds have 
been provided. Construction will be 
under way shortly. Completion is 
promised in 120 days. It is all done 
under the program authorized by Con- 
gress in 1941. Not a single additional 
penny of appropriation is necessary from 
the Congress. Not a single word of ad- 
ditional authority by mandate of law is 
essential in order to complete the project. 
Yet here comes a bill which provides that 
in spite of this accomplished fact, Con- 
gress shall now say that the War De- 
partment—not the Oil Coordinator— 
shall build a pipe line across northern 
Florida, in spite of the fact that one has 
already been ordered by the Oil Coordi- 
nator, and that the expenditure of $10,- 
000,000 shall be authorized for this pur- 
pose, when, if we simply let the Presi- 


_dent and his Oil Coordinator alone, it 


will be accomplished for $3,000,000, with- 
out any appropriation at all. 

I confess that that is an inscrutable 
legislative enigma to me. 

Mr. President, is there any reason for 
the Senate this afternoon to veto the 
action of the President of the United 
States and his Oil Coordinator in respect 
to the existing plans for this northern 
Florida pipe line, and for its transfer 
to the War Department for construction 
by the Board of Rivers and Harbors Engi- 
neers? Is there any reason for it? I 
asked the commanding officer, Major 
General Reybold, of the Board of Rivers 
and Harbors Engineers, whether there 
Was any real advantage in this division 
of authority over pipe lines, and diversion 
of authority in connection with this par- 
ticular pipe line to the Board of Rivers 
and Harbors Engineers. I should like to 
read from the record the cross-examina- 
tion of Major General Reybold: 


Senator VANDENBERG, I should like to ask 
another question. You are familiar, I take 
it, with Public Law 197 of the Seventy-sev- 
enth Congress, which gives the President 
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power to construct pipe lines wherever the 
emergency requires? 

Major General REYBOLD. Yes, sir; 
somewhat familiar with it. 

Senator VANDENBERG. Is there any advan- 
tage in legislating further upon the question 
of pipe lines and attempting to intervene in 
the process which the President has already 
initiated through the Oil Coordinator with 
respect to pipe lines? 

I will put it differently: 

From your point of view, is there any 
reason why pipe-line construction should be 
taken away from the Oil Coordinator, where 
it has been placed by the President, and 
transferred to the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors, which has never built a 
pipe line in its life? 

Major General REYBOLD. I can see no good 
reason for that. 


If there is no good reason for that, 
there is no good reason, or any reason of 
any other kind, for this particular sec- 
tion of the bill. f 

While we were dealing with this par- 
ticular phase of the subject, the able 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. MAY- 
BANK] interrupted the cross examina- 
tion correctly to say that one of the 
things which is impeding the war effort 
in the United States is too much divided 
authority in high places. He was en- 
tirely right. I have heard the same sen- 
timent expressed upon the floor of the 
Senate time and time again. Yet this 
afternoon, if the Senate shall pass this 
bill, it will vote for still further divided 
authority in respect to the development 
and promotion and conclusion of this 
great life-saving, oil-saving, pipe-line 
program which is being so ably developed 
by the Oil Coordinator under direction of 
the President, pursuant to an act of 
Congress. 

Mr. President, either let the President 
and his Petrolèum Coordinator proceed, 
with the power and responsibility which 
Congress gave them in July 1941 or else 
take back all the power and confront the 
Congress with responsibility for a total 
job. This proposal simply snipes at the 
Presidential authority, divides the re- 
sponsibility, duplicates the effort, and 
confuses a situation which is already well 
in hand. 

When I was urging Mr. Jones, of the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation, to 
facilitate fiscal arrangements for the 
Florida pipe line, the real one, the one 
already ordered—which, by the way, he 
did—he said: 

We have all the power and all the money we 
need to deal with this problem. 


I submit that Congress should leave 
the responsibility where it is, and then 
hold the administrators to a “strict ac- 
countability” for the results, I submit 
that if the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment has all the power and all the 
money it needs to meet this phase of the 
oil shortage, it ill behooves the Congress 
to force more power and more money 
into other executive branches of the 
Government, which simply divides the 
responsibility and confuses the issue. So 
much for the front seat in this omnibus. 

This brings us to another pipe line, the 
other one which the bill provides. The 
Senator from Wisconsin inquired 


I am 
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whether I am talking about a pipe dream. 
I shall leave it to him after I shall have 
submitted the second case in this indict- 
ment. 

The second pipe line provided in the 
bill is to run from Charleston, S. C., or 
Savannah, Ga., to the so-called Tinsley 
Field in Mississippi, at an authorized 
expense of approximately $13,000,000. 
This case presents still greater proof of 
the danger of congressional meddling in 
connection with the national oil prob- 
lem. Of course, the problem must be 
answered on a national scale or it will 
not be answered at all. Here we are, 
having first been asked to authorize an 
expenditure of $10,000,000 for a pipe line 
which is already under way for $3,- 
000,000; and, as if that were not enough 
to stultify the judgment of the Senate, 
we are now asked to build another pipe 
line, which every oil authority in the 
Government says should not be built at 
all. Every Government expert says that 
there is not enough oil in the Tinsley 
Field to justify any such use of steel. 
When its promoters answer, “Well, if 
there is not enough oil, we will find some 
more,” Major Parten, speaking for the 
Petroleum Coordinator, replies, “But you 
cannot lay pipe lines on the basis of 
wildcat discoveries.” 

The Government experts say that this 
particular pipe line “serves no useful pur- 
pose”; again, “is an inefficient use of 
steel”; and again, “is uneconomical.” 

It is rather significant, Mr. President, 
that in spite of the availability of Gov- 
ernment aid, the shrewd private opera- 
tors in the western oil fields looked over 
this particular project on their own ac- 
count, and two of them turned it down in 
the past year. I call attention to the 
testimony of Major Parten, speaking for 
the Petroleum Coordinator: 

I might say, in that connection, that there 
were two companies last fall that made 
application to our office to lay a pipe line out 
of Tinsley Field. One of them applied for 
a pipe line to go south to Baton Rouge; the 
other applied for a pipe line to go to Mem- 
phis. Both of them withdrew their appli- 
cations when they saw the heavy decline that 
set in—— 

In the oil reserves of the Tinsley field. 

That completely confirms the judg- 
ment of the Government experts, who, 
without any reservation, unitedly advised 
the Senate Commerce Committee that 
the Tinsley flelds are inadequate as a ter- 
minus for a pipe line and that at this 
time in our war crisis there is no sem- 
blance of justification for the diversion 
of precious steel to an inadequate, ineffi- 
cient pipe line of that character. If it 
is constructed, it will be constructed at 
the expense of the ultimate development 
and construction of other pipe lines 
which would contribute in full measure 
to the relief of the national oil emer- 
gency. 

I call attention also to the fact that 
the Tinsley project got into the bill, not 
by way of any action of the House com- 
mittee, but by way of an amendment on 
the floor of the House, well along toward 
the end of the consideration of the bill, 
late one afternoon when noses were being 
counted and votes were needed. It was 
put in in the least offensive form pos- 
sible in order to get the votes; but hay- 
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ing put it in on that basis, its sponsors 
proved by the record, as I shall submit it, 
and as they themselves must concede, 
that there is not a single economic justi- 
fication for the project as it is outlined in 
the pending bill. Why? Because no 
promotor of the Tinsley project, either 
in his approach to governmental agen- 
cies or in the private prospectuses which 
have been written regarding the project, 
has ever contended that a pipe line end- 
ing at the Tinsley field would be justified 
by the supply and reserve at that point. 
Without a single exception this project 
has always been proposed, not to Tinsley, 
but on out to the prolific fields surround- 
ing Wichita Falls, in Kansas, 

Let us look at the record. One of the 
chief witnesses for this section of the bill 
was Mr. Shinkle. I said to him [reading 
from the record]: 

If this project is going into the bill at all, 
why should it not go all the way across? 

Mr. SHINKLE. It should. 


Again: 

Senator VANDENBERG, I notice that your 
Maps are Made on the basis of the line run- 
ning straight through to Wichita Falls. 

Mr, SHINKLE, Yes, sir. 

Senator VANDENBERG. You really would not 
have proposed this line at all just to the 
Tinsley field, would you? 

Ps SHINKELE. No; I think that it is but one 
ep. 

Senator VANDENBERG. It is not justified if 
it goes just to the Tinsley field? 

Mr. SHINKLE. No. 


The chief witness in behalf of this 
project as it is outlined in the pending 
bill, said: 

No; not if we are going to rest there. I 
think that that is only the first step. Then, 
not finding sufficient oil there— 


A confession of the reality of govern- 
mental warnings on the subject— 


continuing westward would be the logical de- 
velopment. 


A couple of other witnesses were earn- 
estly pressing the Tinsley amendment, 
Let us see what happened in the cross- 
examination on that point. Mr. Walker 
and Mr. Hadlick testified: 

Senator VANDENBERG. Let me ask you, as 
man to man, if this project is at all justified 
in this bill it ought to go to Wichita Falls, 
or else not at all; is not that correct? 

Mr. Waker. Not necessarily; no, Senator. 

Mr. Hapricx. It should go as far as is neces- 
sary to fill the line with oil at this time. 

Senator VANDENBERG. Did you ever present 
it to anybody on any basis except that it 
should go to Wichita Falls? 

Mr. Hapticx, No, sir. 

Mr, VANDENBERG. No; of course, not. | 


Even if it should go to Wichita Falls— 
and remember it is not proposed to go 
to Wichita Falls—it would stop halfway 
to any semblance of an excuse to justify 
itself. Even if it should go to Wichita 
Falls, I call attention to the fact that on 
the basis of its construction all the way 
through, assessing the most important 
possibilities of service that could be con- 
ceived, Defense Transportation Director 
Eastman unequivocally declined to ap- 
prove it, and said it should not be built 
at the present time. 

That is not all. The Petroleum Co- 
ordinator, whom Congress and the Pres- 
ident have made responsible for the de- 


JULY 16 


velopment of this pipe-line program, says 
that this particular section of the bill is 
uneconomical and an indefensible use of 
steel, and under no circumstances should 
be approved. The Director of Defense 
Transportation, Mr. Eastman, in whom 
we all have great confidence, says that it 
should not be approved. That is not all. 
The War Department sent a witness to 
the Senate Commerce Committee—Lt. 
Col. Paul Llewellyn, of the Resources 
Branch of the Service of Supply of the 
War Department—to volunteer his testi- 
mony. I read: 

The War Department is opposed to the 
enactment of that part of the act which pro- 
vides for a pipe line from either Charleston, 
S. C., or Savannah, Ga., to the Tinsley oil 
field located in the vicinity of Yazoo, Miss, 


He then proceeds in detail to indicate 
why the Department is opposed. I shall 
not take the time of the Senate to read 
the testimony in detail, but I ask that 
this particular section of the record be 
printed at this point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the matter 
referred to was ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


The War Department is opposed to the 
enactment of that part of the act which pro- 
vides for a pipe line from either Charleston, 
S. C., or Savannah, Ga. to the Tinsley oil 
field located in the vicinity of Yazoo, Miss. 

The Department’s objection to that pipe 
line is that there is at the present time an 
acute shortage of all types of steel aud new 
and used pipe of the size required to con- 
struct the proposed line from the State of 
Mississippi to the Atlantic coast, and every 
present known fact leads to the conclusion 
that this shortage will become more acute as 
the efforts of our armed forces increase against 
the enemy. It is estimated that for the line 
from the Tinsley oil field to Savannah, Ga., 
a distance of 580 miles, there would be needed 
approximately 41,600 tons of steel and 14 
pumping stations to deliver 24,000 barrels of 
crude oil per day in an 8-inch pipe line; 
approximately 68,200 tons of steel and 14 
pumping stations to deliver 45,000 barrels of 
crude oil per day in a 10-inch pipe line; and 
approximately 76,700 tons of steel and 14 
pumping stations to deliver 66,000 barrels of 
crude oil per day in a 12-inch pipe line. If the 
line runs from the Tinsley oil field to Charles- 
ton, S. C. a distance of 634 miles, it is esti- 
mated that approximately 45,500 tons of steel 
and 16 pumping stations would be needed to 
supply 24,000 barrels of crude oil per day in 
an 8-incn pipe line; approximately 74,600 
tons of steel and 16 pumping stations to sup- 
ply 45,000 barrels of crude oil per day in a 
10-inch pipe line; and approximately 84,000 
tons of steel and 16 pumping stations to 
supply 66,000 barrels of crude oil per day in 
a 12-inch pipe line. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
remember that this section of the bill was 
never approved by the House committee. 
It got into the bill on the floor of the 
House in a political maneuver. It is op- 
posed by the Petroleum Coordinator. It 
is opposed by the Director of Defense 
Transportation. It is opposed by the 
War Department. Who are we who sit 
here this afternoon, 15 or 20 Senators out 
of 96, without any intimate information 
regarding the essential necessities of the 
national petroleum problem, to say that 
the judgment of every expert spokesman 
in the whole administrative end of the 
Government shall be overturned for the 
sake of maintaining a political pipe line 
in this bill? 
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Mr. President, it seems to me that 
nothing could more completely demon- 
strate the vice of trying to legislate piece- 
meal on pipe lines. If Senators vote 
against these pipe lines—and now I am 
speaking particularly to the Senators 
from the 17 Eastern States who are so 
tender on the subject, and I do not blame 
them—will they be voting against the 
greatest possible and the speediest con- 
tribution of oil to relieve the emergency 
in those States? Not at all. They will 
be voting against the obnoxious inter- 
ruption of the only program which offers 
them any substantial hope for this 
winter, namely, the well-conceived pro- 
gram of the Petroleum Coordinator, in- 
cluding 8 projects instead of 2—the pro- 
gram of a Petroleum Coordinator who 
insists that neither of these 2 pieces of 
legislation should be enacted, and who 
will find himself and his issue simply 
confused and confounded if Senators 
take the action they are asked to take. 

If that is the way to facilitate the de- 
livery of oil to the Eastern States, then I 
am a poor judge of what the words in the 
title of the bill mean when they promise 
that enactment of the bill will “promptly 
facilitate” a contribution to the emer- 
gency. 

Let me hurry on. Those are the first 
two seats in the omnibus. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Gladly. 

Mr. WHITE. Was the bill referred by 
the Committee on Commerce to the 
Petroleum Coordinator and other 
agencies of the Government which might 
have some responsibility under its terms? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It was. 

Mr. WHITE. What were the reports 
from those agencies? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I have tried to 
indicate as I have gone along precisely 
what were the attitudes of the agencies. 
The Senator must remember that, the bill 
being an omelet, it is rather difficult to 
unscramble it in the form of individual 
eggs, so that as I go along I have to indi- 
cate the attitude of the departments 
toward each part of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Am TI to understand that 
generally the bill met with the con- 
demnation of the governmental authori- 
ties to whom it was referred for report? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. No; I do not 
think that is a fair statement; but I 
think it is a fair statement to say that 
the pipe line definitely met with the un- 
reserved hostility and opposition of all 
departments of the Government that 
have anything whatsoever to do with 
responsibility for the petroleum project. 

Mr. WHITE. Of course, my question 
was general, but my interest is very 
special, and it is in the problem of trans- 
portation and delivery of oil. Last week 
I happened to go home to my State; and 
if there is anything occupying the minds 
and stirring the resentments of the peo- 
ple of my section it is the oil situation, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I understand 
that, and that is a perfectly natural re- 
action. That is the danger on the floor 
of the Senate this afternoon, and it is 
one of the things I am up against. The 
bill now is all wrapped up in red, white, 
and blue, to begin with; and in these days 
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when anything is wrapped up in red, 
white, and blue it is a rather difficult 
matter to see precisely what is hidden 
underneath the folds. 

In addition to that the bill parades un- 
der the following pious title, which prom- 
ises— 

To promptly facilitate and protect the 

rt of materials needful to the Mili- 
tary Establishment by authorizing the con- 
struction and operation of pipe line— 


And so forth. Ido not blame anyone in 
the East for being highly hospitable to 
any promoter—and I say this without 
meaning to be invidious—or to any medi- 
cine man who arrives with what he 
proclaims to be a contribution to the 
necessities of the emergency; but I sub- 
mit to the Senator from Maine and to all 
other Senators from the 17 eastern 
States that if they and all other persons 
who come from that section will read the 
total projects report by Major Parten, 
furnished to the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, covering 11 projects, built 
upon a Nation-wide prospectus, and if 
they will read the plan of the Petroleum 
Coordinator, not for merely 2 doubtful 
pipe lines but for a total well-rounded 
program for 8 pipe lines, they will 
find that there they must pin their hope, 
and that when they find those responsible 
officers of government promising them 
that this program will alleviate their diffi- 
culties, they would do far better to lean 
upon that well-rounded program sup- 
ported by the best experts this Govern- 
ment can mobilize than to lean upon 
some political pipe line which finds its 
way into a piece of legislation by devious 
and doubtful methods. 

The method the bill provides is not the 
way to get oil-to the East. The way to 
get oil to the East is to support the Pe- 
troleum Coordinator’s program; and that 
is precisely what I am doing. I find 
myself this afternoon in the role of de- 
fender of the administration in respect 
to this tremendous problem. Certainly 
they were slow in getting under way. 
Certainly they have not done a number 
of things which I wish they had done. 
However, if there is any hope in this 
world for the 17 Eastern States in respect 
to securing relief in connection with this 
problem between now and next winter, 
it is in giving undivided support to the 
well-rounded program of the Petroleum 
Coordinator, sustained, as it is, by the 
prospectus presented by Major Parten, 
which is part of the record of the hear- 
ings held by the Senate Committee on 
Commerce. Give him undivided support. 
Hold him to strict responsibility for de- 
livering the goods. Do not share that re- 
sponsibility with him, I say to the Sen- 
ator from Maine, by reaching into his 
authority, interfering in some small, 
meddling way with any part of it, doing 
what he says will disrupt his authority, 
and making it difficult for him to “deliver 
the goods.” Do not do that. Put your 
bets on the Petroleum Coordinator and if 
he does not “deliver the goods” get a new 
one. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. BURTON. Is it fair, then, based 
on the argument made by the Senator 
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from Michigan, to conclude that the 
Eastern States, in their attempts to se- 
cure a supply of oil, will derive more 
benefit from a defeat of the bill rather 
than support of the bill? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I think that is 
perfectly obvious; and I think that is 
precisely what the Petroleum Coordin- 
ator has said; and there is no reason 
why he should not say it. I do not un- 
derstand why the President of the United 
States has not said it; because he ac- 
cepted the power Congress gave him, 
and then he gave a directive to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to use that power, 
and the Secretary is using the power in 
a very able and effective way. If he is 
going to be supported in Congress in his 
use of the power, he certainly should be 
supported at the other end of Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue, 

Now let us consider the third seat in 
the omnibus. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. GURNEY. Before the Senator 
discusses a new phase of the subject, I 
should like to make a brief observation 
by way of an addition, and which may 
be a contribution to the discussion. I 
have had a little connection with the oil 
business, and I have a very good personal 
friend who has been in the oil business 
for 27 years. He has written me a pen- 
and-ink personal letter. I have always 
found his information to be absolutely 
correct. 

For the benefit of the Senate and as a 
contribution to the argument on the bill, 
I should like to read a few of the state- 
ments he makes in his letter. He states 
that the company with which he is con- 
nected has received cancelation on an 
eastern gasoline order. I happen to know 
that that order was for approximately 
85,000 barrels. 

I read the following from his letter: 

Cancelation on our eastern gasoline orders, 
with the reply, “Can’t use it,” and our cars 
are being held at destination between 3 and 
7 days. “No room to unload,” because they 
can’t deliver to service stations where motor- 
ists get it. If Henderson would allow a raise 
in price of fuel oil sufficient to pay the trans- 
portation charges (rail) this condition would 
also be true on fuel oil. You can bank on 
this—there is plenty of oil—there is plenty 
of transportation to do the job—but trans- 
portation costs can’t go up, and prices frozen, 
and come out. No one can take it at $100,000 
per day forever. 


In a later letter, dated July 13—the 
first letter was dated June 27—he says: 


There will be ample fuel oil for the East 
coast (plenty of cars, too). 


If that is any contribution to the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan, I 
leave it with him. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am very glad 
to have the Senator’s observation. Of 
course; it has no particular bearing upon 
the proposed legislation which the Senate 
confronts, and upon which it must vote 
upon its responsibility in a very short 
time; but all phases of this matter are of 
tremendous import. 

I repeat, let us climb over into the third 
seat of the omnibus. We now come to 
an old and familiar friend, the Floride 


6238 


Canal. In fairness, I desire to make it 
plain at the outset that the pending 
barge-lock canal is not the same thing as 
the original ship-sea-level canal, and the 
proponents of the pending barge canal 
have taken great pains, during more re- 
cent weeks, to disclaim and repudiate any 
connection between the two, although 
one follows precisely the same route as 
the other. 

Mr. President, whether or not there 
is any relationship or connection be- 
tween the big ditch of yesterday and the 
little ditch of tomorrow, is a matter of 
conjecture; whether or not this is the 
“camel’s nose under the tent” is a mat- 
ter of speculation. I would be less than 
frank in my admiration for the incor- 
rigible tenacity of the Senators from 
Florida in this behalf if I conceded for 
an instant that they would ever stop 
with a little ditch when once they had 
started the excavation, over this com- 
mon route, which would be the nucleus 
for their big ditch. 

The junior Senator from Florida was 
entirely frank about it when he said on 
the floor of the Senate on June 4, the day 
he introduced a counterpart to the pend- 
ing bill: 

That— 

Meaning this bill— 
obviously, I think, will be found to be the 


first stage in the construction of the Florida 
ship canal. 


Major General Reybold, Chief of En- 
gineers, was equally frank at our com- 
mittee hearing. I quote from the testi- 
mony: 

Senator VANDENBERG. Suppose it were ulti- 
mately deemed advisable to proceed with the 
full ship-canal plan; would this barge canal 
which you are now recommending be a use- 
ful start in that direction? 

Major General ReysoLp, I would judge so; 
yes, sir. 


As a matter of fact, there need be no 
mystery about it. The barge-canal idea 
was born months before we entered the 
war and months before there was any 
thought of an eastern oil shortage. It 
was not born as a war measure; it was 
not created as a palliative for our gas 
pains. It started in the original rivers 
and harbors omnibus bill as the per- 
fectly frank forerunner of the ship canal 
into which it was frankly integrated by 
the very terms of the legislation. 

- Whether this amended plan has success- 
fully shed all its kinship is rather a chal- 
lenge to credulity. But I have no desire 
to argue this phase of the matter in the 
present instance because I deem it rela- 
tively immaterial. My opposition to this 
section of the pending bill rests upon 
totally different and far more immediate 
considerations. 

Neither shall I argue the economic 
merits of a strictly barge canal, or its 
lack of merits. It might—I only say 
might—he justifiable in the program of 
post-war public works which must come 
with the peace when we must cushion 
the transition of millions of workers from 
the activities of war to the activities of 
peace. But here again I take the posi- 
tion that there are far more imminent 
considerations to be consulted by the 
Senate in its immediate decision, I rest 
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upon what I believe to be the wholly ade- 
quate proposition that, with a yawning 
Treasury, and a $50,000,000,000 annual 
deficit just around the fiscal year’s 
corner, and with difficulty in finding ways 
even to raise $6,000,000,000 more in new 
taxes, this is no time to be dealing with 
inland waterway developments that are 
more than 3 years distant even if under- 
taken immediately. 

What was it the title of this bill prom- 
ised, Mr. President? And anything 
which cannot justify itself under the title 
ought not to be able to justify itself to 
the conscience of Senators who have to 
cast their votes. The title promised that 
the enactment of this bill will “promptly 
facilitate’—-I emphasize the words 
“promptly facilitate’—a contribution to 
the national emergency. Is 1945 or 1946 
“prompt facilitation”? Is that any con- 
tribution to meeting next winter's oil 
deficit on the eastern seaboard? Next 
winter’s oil deficit, Mr. President, is of 
primary concern to the Senators from 
the 17 Eastern States and to all others of 
us upon our related responsibility. How 
can we contribute to next winter’s deficit 
by a project which cannot be completed 
until 1946? If it is desired to build the 
project under its true colors as a project 
that would be completed in 1946 as an 
ultimate link in a very ably conceived 
inland waterway, very well, do it on that 
basis, but do not try to do it in the name 
of an emergency, and do not wrap it up 
in the red, white, and blue. Next win- 
ter’s deficit is the one we have to meet. 
Will a cold hearthstone in 1942 seem any 
warmer merely because a blueprint of 
theoretical 1946 relief hangs above the 
mantlepiece? [Laughter.] 

After the canal is constructed, Mr. 
President, it will be necessary to have 
barges, thousands of them; it will be nec- 
essary to have tows; it will be necessary 
to have propulsion machinery for the 
tows; it will be necessary to have Diesel 
engines, to obtain priorities on steel, and 
many other things which are exceedingly 
difficult to get. Where are they to be 
obtained and how? I asked Donald Nel- 
son about that. I should like to read his 
reply. After all, he has quite a little 
to say about what goes on nowadays. I 
quote from Donald Nelson: 

The Florida barge canal according to tes- 
timony of Maj. Gen. Eugene Reybold could 
not be completed in less than 3 years’ time. 
Were it in existence today it would be useful 
if we had the necessary barges and terminal 
facilities. 


And that is precisely what we have, 
without passing a single line of the pend- 
ing bill. 

A temporary pipe line of sufficient size as a 
substitute pending the construction of the 
canal would require steel in quantity not 
now available. Navy and maritime require- 
ments for propulsion machinery so great at 
present moment that it could not be sup- 
plied. 


What is the use in wasting time on 
wishful thinking? Why not consult the 
authorities, the men who are to write 
the ticket? Why speculate in millions 
and millions of dollars of the taxpayers’ 
money respecting a thing which, by no 
stretch of the imagination, can do what 
the title of this bill promises, namely, to 
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“promptly facilitate’ anything in con- 
nection with the present national emer- 
gency? 

Let us proceed with Donald Nelson, who 
does not need any of my help. 

Handling of oil by proposed barge route 
inefficient compared to direct route by pipe 
line. 


A thing which is already being built 
without any legislation from us this 
afternoon whatever. 

If emergency becomes so acute as to re- 
quire such use of steel in preference to other 
present pressing demands my special com- 
mittee for petroleum supply problem for 
eastern district keeping situation under con- 
stant observation and steps presently taken 
are sufficient to meet military requirements 
and pressing civilian demands for the time 
being. 


We had better leave that responsibility 
where it is. We are not competent to 
take charge of it, sitting here in the leg- 
islative halls. We cannot operate an 
administrative problem in that way. We 
have told Donald Nelson to attend to his 
section of this responsibility. We have 
told Oil Coordinator Ickes to handle his 
share of the responsibility. We have told 
Defense Transportation Eastman to take 
care of his responsibility. We had bet- 
ter leave it where it is and hold them to 
strict accountability. We had better not 
try by legislative legerdemain to nip off 
a little section of that responsibility and 
thus perhaps confuse the entire proce- 
dure upon which we must lean if we want 
an answer to the oil shortage this winter. 

Let me proceed with Donald Nelson: 

But I make no prediction as to the future 
except that completion of present measures 
will put us in a position to move promptly 
and effectively if circumstances require. 
Even with wooden barges, total steel require- 
ment and total horsepower involved would 
be very much greater than required for fur- 
ther petroleum supply in the East now 
planned if future developments require it. I 
can express no opinion on the future utility 
or value of the canal itself. 


Nor do I this afternoon. I have a few 
convictions on the subject. I have rather 
timidly presented them in times gone by, 
but I do not raise that issue today. I do 
not think it is necessary to cross that 
bridge. 

I raise the issue that, no matter how 
good this thing might be in 1946, the 
Members of the Senate on their respon- 
sibility, about to face the necessity of 
taxing the American people another six 
or seven or eight billion dollars, have no 
right to authorize the expenditure of one 
single penny which is not directly re- 
lated to the present war emergency, and 
under no stretch of the imagination can 
this expenditure thus qualify. 

Mr. President, that leaves the time ele- 
ment the one vital issue. Wishful think- 
ers have said that the canal can be built 
in 15 months. Boake Carter, in his en- 
thusiasm the other day, got it down to 8 
months. But all that is merely window 
dressing. If the Senate wants to be 
fooled by window dressing, there is the 
window dressing. 

There is just one man who is going to 
be responsible for building this barge 
canal when the time comes, there is just 
one man the Congress can hold respon- 
sible in building it, and we are right back 
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to this fundamental proposition, that we 
have to hold some administrator respon- 
sible for these great projects, and we had 
better trust the administrator we have 
assigned to the job or get a new admin- 
istrator instead of trying to tamper with 
his program. 

Who is the man upon whom we have 
to depend? It is Major General Rey- 
bold, the Chief of Engineers. What does 
he say? I quote from the testimony be- 
fore the committee: 

Senator VANDENBERG. How long do you 
think it would take you to build this canal 
and get it into actual operation? 

Major General ReEYBOLD. Three years. 

Senator VANDENBERG. Three years? 

Major General REYBOLD. Yes, sir. 

Senator VANDENBERG. I am talking about 
the Florida Canal now. 

Major General REYBOLD. I am talking about 
the Plorida Canal, too. 

Senator VANDENBERG. Even that would de- 
pend upon priorities, would it not? 

Major General Reysotp. Yes, sir. 

Senator VANDENBERG. Do you think you 
could get the priorities? What has been the 
attitude of the War Production Board to- 
ward developments of this character? 

Major General ReysoLn. We have not had 
anything exactly like this, but we have had 
plenty of difficulty in securing priorities for 
steel and other materials throughout our 
building program all over the country. 

Senator VANDENBERG. Your 3-year estimate 
is based upon a reasonably easy flow of ma- 
terial, is it not? 

Major General Reysotp. Yes, sir; and also 
equipment and manpower. 

Senator VANDENBERG. If you ran into any 
priority difficulties, it would take more than 
3 years? 

Major General Reysoxp, It might; yes, sir. 


Mr. President, after Major General 
Reybold had taken that very firm posi- 
tion on this subject before the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, the proponents 
of this particular section of the bill, of 
course, were obviously disturbed. They 
had run into a submarine, because no one 
could argue that a bill which promises in 
its title to “promptly facilitate” an an- 
swer to the national problem can say, in 
his right senses, or with any respect for 
logic and continuity, that something that 
is going to happen in 1946 “promptly 
facilitates” this objective. So, of course, 
they began to see if they could not get 
Major General Reybold to say something 
else, 

The very adroit senior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. ANDREWS] had a bright 
idea. He said: 

Now, General, even if it takes the 3 years 
you think it will to build this project, if you 
put on three shifts would that not divide the 
3 years by three and let you finish in 1 year? 


Major General Reybold replied: 
Ah, I have made all my estimates on the 
basis of three shifts. x 


(Laughter.] 

Then the able junior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. PEPPER], who has a reassur- 
ing suavity which is almost irresistible, 
undertook to hypnotize the general, and 
he proceeded with honeyed:words to try 
to get the general to say that maybe he 
could do this thing in 2 years and 11 
months, or 2 years and 10 months, if 
everything was all right. 

Finally the general stood all that he 
could, and the chairman of the commit- 
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tee, seeking to rescue him from his dilem- 
ma, said: 

General Reybold, nothing they could say to 
you would induce you to reduce the time 
below 3 years? 


General Reybold replied: 
No; I have gone the limit, Senator. 


I think that settles that. 

I submit, Mr, President, that this is no 
time for us to be legislating on a long- 
range program for the future develop- 
ment of internal waterways, no matter 
how intrinsically worthy they may be, 
and it is no time for us to be authorizing 
$93,000,000 appropriations at a time when 
there is not one red cent in the Treasury 
of the United States. What we want is 
what the title promises—something 
which will “promptly facilitate” an an- 
swer to this emergency. 

Mr.-President, let us come to the fourth 
seat in this omnibus. The fourth seat 
proposes to develop the intracoastal canal 
from a depth of 9 to 12 feet, starting in 
Florida. There is something about this 
bill that always seems to start in Florida. 
It proposes to develop an intracoastal 
canal from Florida—I am sure that the 
Senator from Florida will eloquently 
point it out on the map in a few min- 
utes—all the way around to the Gulf of 
Mexico, away around to Texas, and even 
a brand new branch down to the Rio 
Grande. That is probably an excellent 
part of a long range plan. 

I am a great believer in the develop- 
ment of intercoastal waterway systems, 
but here again it takes a minimum of 3 
years to do the job. It can by no stretch 
of the imagination be any part of an 
emergency program in legislation whose 
title promises that it will “promptly fa- 
cilitate.” Those are the quoted words, 
“promptly facilitate” an answer to the 
emergency. I do not think it is at all 
necessary for me to repeat what I have 
already said in respect to the time ele- 
ment as a bar to the Florida project in 
this bill. Every word I have said applies 
also to this part of the project. 

Mr. President, that brings us to the 
fifth seat of the omnibus, and I have just 
been advised that that seat is empty. It 
was occupied for a time by the able 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas]. He 
offered a very interesting amendment, 
which was going to relieve the Oil Co- 
ordinator of any opportunity to control 
the development of new oil facilities in 
the area which the Senator from Illinois 
so ably represents. 

I have much sympathy with the pro- 
posal of the Senator from Illinois, be- 
cause we have much the same problem in 
Michigan with respect to restricted oil 
development. But, Mr, President, down 
came Mr. D. R. Knowlton, Director of 
Production of the Office of the Petroleum 
Coordinator for War; down came Mr. 
E. De Golyer, Director of Conservation 
of the Office of the Petroleum Coordi- 
nator; down came the men whom we 
must hold responsible for net results, 
and they said, “This proposition will ab- 
solutely dynamite our possibilities for a 
general, cohesive effective answer to the 
responsibility you have placed upon us.” 

I shall not waste any time on the argu- 
ment. The able Senator from Illinois 
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advises me that the amendment is to be 
withdrawn. So the fifth seat in the om- 
nibus is vacant, and I am robbed of an 
opportunity to say some very interesting 
things upon the subject. 

‘Mr, President, that concludes the bill, 
It is a very wonderful piece of legisla- 
tion! I know the able junior Senator 
from Florida, who is about to follow me, 
will paint a picture which will almost 
make Senators forget the facts. I hesi- 
tate to linger and listen lest I myself be 
deluded. 

I just heard the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BARKLEY] say in an aside to 
the Senator from Florida, “The Senator 
must be good.” He must be good, because 
I have discovered that many Senators, 
including the Senator from Kentucky, 
are giving a hospitality to this bill which 
is utterly unjustified by the facts. I will 
say the Senator is good! 

Mr. President, there is no reason in the 
world, based on the title of the bill, for 
its passage. If the title lies about it, that 
is another matter. At least, in the inter- 
est of honesty with the American people, 
let us strike out the title. 

Mr. DANAHER, Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. In view of the last 
comment made by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Michigan in his perfectly mag- 
nificent address, I should like to call to 
his attention that we are directed by the 
report, reading from page 3, to find the 
following fact: 

It will eliminate the disastrous losses of 
men, ships, and cargoes attendant upon ef- 
forts to navigate the ocean coastal waters, and 
will relieve the Navy of convoy effort needed 
for overseas transport and combat service. 


Does the Senator recall wherein in the 
record there is testimony upon which that 
assertion is based, in view of the fact that 
it will take 3 years to complete the 
project? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. No, Mr. Presi- 
dent; and I am not quite clear how that 
statement got into the report.’ Of course, 
I had nothing to do with the report. 
That is from the report made by the ma- 
jority, consisting of the four Senators who 
were present and the eight proxies which 
the able Senator from Florida [Mr. PEP- 
PER] had in his pocket. The Senator is 
reading from the majority report. I sus- 
pect that in some way those who made it 
probably got a section out of their own 
report supporting the original Florida 
ship canal, because that was part of the 
original prospectus, but, of course, so far 
as Fam concerned, I agree with the Sen- 
ator that anything that does not happen 
until 1946 cannot help anything in 1942, 
or 1943, or 1944, or 1945. 

Of course, even if it were built, it could 
not do the thing which the report indi- 
cates, because the ships are being sunk 
out in the Caribbean and in the Gulf of 
Mexico. Most of them are ships which 
could not possibly traverse this canal 
anyway, and even if we had the original 
canal completed, and they could traverse 
it, they would be caught long before they 
reached the canal. So, in my humble 
judgment, it is probably a matter of pious 
speculation as to the use this canal can 
be to the welfare of the Nation. 
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Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator again yield? 

Mr, VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER,. Inviting the Sena- 
tor’s attention further to the title of the 
bill, wherein it states that this is— 

A bill to promote the national defense and 
to promptly facilitate and protect the trans- 
port of materials needful to the Military 
Establishment— 


And so on. I read from page 208 of 
` the hearings, where I find a letter from 
Secretary of War Henry L. Stimson, in 
which he says: 

To obtain the necessary steel for the pipe 
and other facilities to construct the proposed 
pipe line from the Tinsley oil field to the 
Atlantic coast would require that the steel 
be diverted directly from its use in the pro- 
duction of material and weapons needed by 
the Army and Navy of the United States. 


Is the Senator able to reconcile the 
testimony of the Secretary of War as to 
the diversion of materials and supplies 
which he says are urgently needed by 
Army and Navy with the claim set forth 
in the title of the bill? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. No. The Sena- 
tor is completely justified, in my opinion, 
in the parallel he draws. I referred in 
my original observations to the testi- 
mony given by the representative who 
was sent by the War Department volun- 
tarily to tell us that we ought not for a 
moment to think of diverting the steel 
necessary to build the Tinsley line. F 
had not expected to read this letter, but 
since the Senator has referred to the 
attitude of the Navy Department I should 
like to read the latest word from the 
Navy Department in connection with this 
bill. The letter is addressed to me and 
is dated February 26, 1941: 

The opinion of the Navy Department on 
the subject canal has not changed. The 
canal, by shortening the distance and pro- 
viding an additional route for seagoing ves- 
sels between the Guif of Mexico and the 
Atlantic Ocean, would be of value in the 
shipment of material for both military and 
commercial use, but from the standpoint of 
the Navy Department it is not considered 
that the canal's construction would be of any 
great importance in connection with the na- 
tional defense. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Brooks in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Michigan yield to the Senator from 
Maine? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. Ii it is agreeable to the 
Senator I should like to recur to the ques- 
tion of the pipe lines. The matter of this 
“ditch,” as the Senator calls it, is not 
of immediate concern tome. Is there in 
the record testimony as to when the pipe 
line now under construction under the 
general authority given to the President, 
will be completed and oil will be available 
through it? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Yes. I will give 
it to the Senator. In fact, I think, for 
the Senator’s reassurance and for the 
reassurance of the distraught citizens on 
the Atlantic seaboard who rightly are 
worried about this contemplation, I think 
perhaps I had better very briefly survey 
the total prospectus upon which the Oil 
Coordinator is at work under the direc- 
tive to the President, by the order of the 
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Congress of the United States, a directive 
and an order which the proposed legis- 
lation asks by piecemeal to repeal or 
repudiate. 


Project 1: To increase by 40,000 barrels per 
day the movement of crude oil from Texas 
north to Chicago, and 25,000 barrels per day 
east through existing pipe-line systems by 
means of the installation of additional pump- 
ing units, loop lines, and the reversal of the 
Tuscarora pipe line. 

Anticipated completion date: November 15. 
Forty thousand barrels. 

Project 2: The Plantation pipe-line project; 

(a) The construction of a 60,000-barrels- 
per-day pipe line from the vicinity of Beau- 
mont, Tex., to Baton Rouge, La., to supply 
the Plantation pipe line, 

(b) The expansion of the capacity of the 
Plantation pipe line by installing interme- 
diate pumping stations. 

(c) The extension of the Plantation pipe 
line from Greensboro, N. C., to a point north- 
west of Norfolk. : j 

Anticipated completion date: November 15. 
Sixty thousand barrels. 

Project 3: The construction of a 10,000 bar- 
rels per day products line from Fostoria, Ohio, 
connecting the Shell and Sohio gasoline pipe 
lines with the Sun-Susquehanna system at 
Akron, Ohio, for the movement of petroleum 
products eastward. 

Anticipated completion date: September 
80. Ten thousand barrels. 

Project 4: The reversal of the Keystone- 
Atlantic gasoline pipe line and an increase in 
the movement through the Socony-Vacuum 
pipe line from Buffalo, N. Y., so as to feed the 
Sun pipe line going south. 

Anticipated completion date: August 1. 
Ten thousand barrels. 

Project 5: (a) The reconditioning, rear- 
rangement and conversion of a crude oll pipe 
line or pipe lines between Port Arthur, Tex., 
and El Dorado, Ark., into proructs pipe line or 
Pipe lines; the reversal of such pipe line or 
pipe lines, and the extension of such pipe 
line or pipe iines. 

(b) The reversal of an 8-inch products pipe 
line between Shreveport, La., and Port Arthur, 
Tex., to move products to Shreveport, La. 

(c) The construction of a 150-mile 10-inch 
products pipe line from El Dorado, Ark., to 
Helena, Ark. 

Anticipated completion date: November 1. 
Fifty thousand barrels. 

Project 7: (a) The conversion and reversal 
of a 12-inch crude oil pipe line extending 
from east Texas to Houston in order to de- 
liver 60,000 barrels per day of refined petro- 
leum products from the Houston refineries 
to a pomt in or near the East Texas field. 

(b) The construction of a 12-inch pipe line 
from the East Texas field or its vicinity to 
deliver €0,000 barrels per day of refined petro- 
leum preducts to a point near Paducah, Ky. 

Anticipated completion date: December 31. 
Sixty-thousand barrels. 

Project 8: A 24-inch pipe line designed to 
carry crude oil and products from Longview, 
Tex., to Philadelphia and Bayonne, of which 
a 550-mile section from Longview, Tex., to 
southern Illinois has received steel allocation. 
Pipe has already been ordered. It is expected 
to deliver 300,000 barrels per day of crude oil 
to southern Illinois points for transshipment 
to the east coast by tank car, barge, existing 
pipe lines, and lake tanker. 

Anticipated completion date: December 1. 
Three hundred thousand barrels. 


The last project, I remind the Senator, 
is the one concerning which we had a 
brief colloquy a few days ago, a project 
which the Oil Coordinator estimates will 
release the equivalent of 8,800 tank cars 
per day to the further service of the 
eastern area. 

That is the total of the projects listed 


_' on this memorandum of the Oil Coordi- 
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nator. In addition there should, of 
course, be included the 40,000-barrel 
project already ordered across northern 
Florida. 

Mr. WHITE, That is the one in which 
I was interested. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Which is to be 
duplicated by the facilities contemplated 
by this bill. That is a 35,000- or 40,000- 
barrel project, The anticipated date of 
completion is October 31. 

Mr. WHITE. That leads me to ask 
another question. Is there in the testi- 
mony evidence as to the anticipated time 
of completion of the two pipe lines in- 
tended to be authorized by the proposed 
legislation? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. There is no esti- 
mate in either aspect. Yet Major Gen- 
eral Reybold said it would take him 6 
months to put down the Reybold pipe 
line, which the proposed legislation is 
supposed to authorize. There is no esti- 
mate with respect to the Tinsley pipe line, 
because no official of the Government 
has taken it sufficiently serious even to 
make any figure on it. It is only in the 
Senate of the United States that it even 
received a respectable hearing. 

Mr. WHITE. Then, the completion 
date would of necessity be prolonged be- 
yond that of the present project. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. I wanted to get that 
clear. I take it the Senator’s contention 
is that these proposed authorizations are 
in general derogation of the President's 
existing authority to proceed in a far- 
flung program of pipe-line construction, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Worse than that. 
It is more than in derogation. It not 
only derogates, but it confuses and dif- 
fuses. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; and that the net 
result would be to the prejudice of early 
delivery rather than to facilitate thé 
early delivery of oil. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is my very 
definite conclusion; and I think it is 
sustained by every expert upon whom we 
are depending in the administrative 
branch of the Government. 

Mr. President, this problem cannot be 
handled on the floor of the Senate-or the 
floor of the House. In wartime we must 
depend upon war administrators. The 
war administrators have been given by 
Congress all the authority required. The 
money is available without any further 
appropriations. If the administrators 
are inadequate or inefficient, let us get 
new administrators; but let us not fiddle 
at the authority which we have already 
granted, Let us not gnaw it away like 
rats at a piece of cheese. Let us not con- 
fuse the issue. Let us stick to the ob- 
jective set forth in the title of the bill, an 
objective which is denied in every line of 
the text of the bill itself. 

I submit, Mr. President, with great 
apology for the time I have occupied, that 
there is no justification whatever either 
for the proposed draft of $94,000,000 
upon a completely empty Treasury, or 
for this confusion in authority, this du- 
plication of effort, and this inevitable 


_contribution to chaos in respect to an 


answer to the oil-deficit problem. 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I have 


* been so fascinated and interested in the 


1942 


able and thorough argument made by 
the very distinguished Senator from 
Michigan that I am tempted to say that 
I almost regret that I withdrew my 
amendment, because I should have liked 
to hear him discuss the “fifth seat” in 
the omnibus. I wish I had known that 
the Senator was to speak on this subject 
at such length and obviously regret he 
cannot finish his somewhat prepared 
speech, because whenever the Senator 
studies a question as he has studied 
House bill 6999, we can always expect of 
him a very forceful and, of course, a 
logical argument. 

I was especially interested in his de- 
fense of the Petroleum Coordinator, Mr. 
Ickes; Donald Nelson of the War Pro- 
duction Board; Mr. Eastman, and 
others in the administration; and I wish 
to congratulate him, good Republican 
that he is, for upholding the hands of 
those in the administration. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I thank the Sen- 
ator for his compliment. However, so 
far as I am concerned, Republican Sen- 
ators and Democratic Senators have one 
common objective at the moment, and 
the adjective does not amount to a damn, 

Mr. LUCAS. Iagree with the Senator. 
We are all interested in only one thing, 
and that is winning this war. 

Mr. President, I rise for the purpose 
of briefly discussing House bill 6999. 

When the bill came to the Senate from 
the House, on June 26 last, the Senator 
from Illinois submitted an amendment 
to the bill, which amendment was re- 
ferred to the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce for due consideration. I wish to 
pay my respects to the chairman of the 
committee, the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee, and the members thereof, for the 
courtesy extended to me in connection 
with that amendment. 

That amendment was designed to lib- 
eralize order M-68 issued by the Petro- 
leum Coordinator in 1941. The objec- 
tive of the amendment was to produce oil 
in Illinois in order that the fuel and gaso- 
line shortage on the eastern seaboard 
might be relieved. I am satisfied from 
the remarks of the Senator from Mich- 
igan that he really believes there is merit 
in the amendment which I offered to 
House bill 6999. 

Mr. President, in order that we may 
keep the record straight, I deem it advis- 
able briefly to discuss the history of oil 
legislation in the State of Illinois. The 
major fields were developed between 1932 
and 1940, while the late Henry Horner 
was Governor of our State. The record 
should show at this point that during his 
term Governor Horner consistently ad- 
vocated legislation which would protect 
and conserve the gas and oil in those 
fields. During all that time he was never 
able to muster sufficient legislative 
strength in the House and Senate to have 
enacted a measure of that kind. During 
those years he was in accord with the 
Secretary of the Interior with respect to 
proration legislation and the conserva- 
tion of oil-producing fields. 

The Senator from Illinois was a close 
friend of the late Governor Horner. On 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


many occasions I discussed with him the 
oil situation in my State. I agreed with 
him with respect to legislation being nec- 
essary to eliminate waste and extrava- 
gance in those fields. I repeat on the 
floor of the Senate that today, especially 
in view of the fact that new pools of oil 
are expected to be developed, Illinois 
needs, as it has needed all along, legisla- 
tion of the type which was suggested in 
years gone by. In my humble opinion, 
today the people of the State are ready, 
in the event that new fields are devel- 
oped, to give to the oil industry of the 
Nation, through legislation, needed con- 
servation measures. 

Mr. President, the amendment which I 
have offered has no direct bearing on the 
vital problem which I have just been dis- 
cussing. The United States in general, 
and the 17 States along the eastern sea- 
board in particular, are thoroughly cog- 
nizant of what it means to the economic 
and social life of a community when the 
rationing of gasoline becomes an abso- 
lute necessity. Even with this complete 
realization, as yet we are not familiar 
with the true picture which will soon be 
painted when the winter months arrive. 
It is then that the people in the New Eng- 
land States and the other States along 
the seaboard suffering from lack of fuel 
oil and gasoline will really endure hard- 
ships in more ways than one. Those 
people are alarmed at the prospect of the 
future. They are justified in being wor- 
ried over the lack of transportation of a 
sufficient amount of fuel oil to keep the 
many families who use the oil in a 
healthy, normal condition during the 
winter months to come. They have a 
right to fear epidemics which may break 
out as the result of this shortage. 

Only yesterday Mayor LaGuardia, of 
New York, was in Washington. He called 
my office with respect to this very amend- 
ment and insisted that I stand upon the 
floor of the Senate and fight for the 
amendment, because it has merit, and 
because, in his opinion, it would produce 
hundreds of thousands of barrels of oil, 
which is so vitally needed by the people 
along the Atlantic seaboard. While in 
Washington he conferred with high offi- 
cials about the proposal which I am now 
discussing. 

Mr. President, there are probably more 
war industries in this area than in any 
other 17 States combined. As we all 
know, industries in those States are 
working overtime in order to meet the 
production schedule laid down by the 
War Production Board, There are those 
who seriously question whether or not 
these war industries will be able to func- 
tion to the maximum unless ways and 
means are found to deliver to them oil 
and gasoline in the months to come. 
They do not ask from what field the oil 
and gasoline shall come. What they are 
asking is whether it can be produced, 
and, if so, how soon. 

Obviously that leads us to the nearest 
fields which can produce oil and gasoline 
in large quantities in the shortest possible 
time. Where do we go for an answer 
to that question? We immediately pro- 
ject ourselves into the oil fields of Illinois, 
primarily, and secondarily, the States of 
Indiana and Kentucky. 
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According to the Deputy Petroleum 
Coordinator in Chicago, on January 1, 
1941, the known reserve in Illinois was 
430,000,000 barrels of oil. There were 
2,928 producing wells in Illinois in 1941. 
At the end of the year the known reserves 
were 460,000,000 barrels of oil. During 
the year Illinois produced and marketed 
135,000,000 barrels, making a total in- 
crease in reserves in Illinois in 1941, by 
drilling alone, of 165,000,000 barrels of 
oil. 

Most of this oil was transported to 
the markets on the eastern seaboard. In 
a memorandum to my office from the 
Petroleum Coordinator, dated July 11, 
1942, he said, among other things, the 
following: 

The production of the Ilinois flelds is de- 
clining. According to the most recent re- 
ports it was approximately 277,000 barrels 
a day, having dropped from its recent high 
of some 438,000 barrels a day in early October 
last. We are positive that it will decline 
still further unless new fields or new pro- 
ducing formations are discovered. 


Mr. CLARKE of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is an un- 
disputable fact, is it not, from the record, 
that the production in the Illinois field 
was increasing, and that the known re- 
serves in the Illinois field were also in- 
creasing prior to the issuance of order 
M-68? In other words, the development 
and protection of the known wells there 
not only increased the actual production 
in the Illinois field—and I am speaking 
of all the States involved when I say “the 
Illinois field”—but also increased the 
known reserve. It was the order itself 
which brought about the decline to which 
the Petroleum Coordinator has referred. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is precisely 
correct. The testimony given during the 
hearings by the independent oil pro- 
ducers, as well as the testimony of the 
Petroleum Coordinator, bears out that 
statement. I am not quarreling with 
order M-68, issued in December 1941, be- 
cause it may have been right at that 
time; but the point I am making, may 
I say to the able Senator from Missouri, 
is that now we are in an emergency, the 
greatest emergency from the standpoint 
of fuel oil and gasoline in the 17 Eastern 
States that they ever have experienced 
since they started using those commodi- 
ties. Ido not care what was the effective- 
ness of order M-68 in December 1941 
insofar as the production and conserva- 
tion of oil and gasoline may have been, 
is concerned. What I want done now is 
to see the oil wells in Illinois turned loose, 
and to see the independent oil operator 
and the big oil producers, as well, given 
the right to produce in order to relieve or 
help relieve the shortage which exists in 
the Atlantic seaboard States at this 
moment. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield to the Senator 
from Missouri, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In the sub- 
committee and in the full committee of 
the Commerce Committee, I voted to re- 
port the bill with the amendments, in- 
cluding the Lucas amendment, with the 
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idea that the various steps suggested in 
the bill now pending before the Senate 
were not alternative steps but were cumu- 
lative. In other words, the emergency 
being what it is, it seemed to me that it 
Was very desirable to adopt every possible 
method for relieving this situation by 
bringing fuel oil, gasoline, and the other 
petroleum products to the eastern sea- 
board. I should like to ask the Senator if 
it does not also clearly appear on that 
record that, of all the methods suggested 
for relieving the shortage on the eastern 
Seaboard, the one most certain to have 
immediate effect on the eastern seaboard, 
by immediately increasing the amount of 
petroleum products which can be brought 
to the eastern seaboard with the least 
delay, is the increase of production of 
the Illinois field by the modification of 
order M-68. 

Mr. LUCAS. There is no question 
about the Senator's position being cor- 
rect. It is the nearest oil field, and it is 
one of the largest oil fields in the United 
States. As I said a moment ago, nearly 
3,000 wells are producing; and if the in- 
dependent producers are turned loose, on 
the proper surface spacing, so that they 
can at least have a chance for the money 
they put in the hole in drilling for oil, 
there is no doubt, in my opinion, that 
within 5 or 6 weeks’ time they will be 
producing not less than approximately 
100,000 barrels of oil a day in Ilinois, in 
addition to what they are producing now. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And it is 
also in the record, and, as I recall, un- 
disputed in the record, that that can be 
done with the machinery now at hand 
in the field, without any additional claim 
for priority for oil-drilling machinery. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. LUCAS. Let me say to the Senator 
that he is correct again; and in my origi- 
nal amendment it was made distinctly 
clear that we did not propose to use in 
the oil fields of Illinois anything but steel 
which was already fabricated and was 
there, either in inventory or in the ground 
or stored here or there, ready to be used. 
We took up that matter with Donald 
Nelson at the time, and Mr. Nelson said 
that in the event Mr. Ickes, the Coordi- 
nator of Petroleum, liberalized the order 
he would see to it that the fabricated 
steel which was in existence there would 
be used in those oil fields for that very 
purpose. 

Unfortunately, when the amendment 
was amended that portion was omitted, 
but I had intended, in the event I went 
through with the amendment, to rein- 
troduce that portion in order to demon- 
strate to the Senate and to the country 
that the Senator from Illinois and the 
independent operators of Illinois were 
not attempting to gouge the industry at 
the expense of the production of ships, 
tanks, and planes. The only thing we 
expected to do was to use the steel that 
is in the Illinois oil area at the present 
time. Under a survey which was made 
by those independent oil men, they are 
confident that they can work for the 
next 5 or 6 months with the amount of 
steel now on hand. That is just about 
the time it will take to get the Texas pipe 
line constructed from Texas to Salem, 
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til. They should take the oil in Illinois 
and use it until they can bring the oil 
from Texas to Salem, Ill. 

Mr. President, I do not care what are 
the reserves in the State of Illinois. If 
there is a single family which is going to 
suffer in New York City this winter, if 
there is a single war industry on the coast 
that is not going to be able to produce 
the maximum amount of implements of 
war at a time when our very existence is 
threatened, then, insofar as I am con- 
cerned, they can take every last barrel 
of reserve that we have in my State to 
aid in the emergency. In other words, 
when you are in trouble and you need an 
emergency operation you do not travel 
from one end of the country to the other 
to get the best doctor you can find. You 
go to the first country doctor you can 
locate in order to have him relieve the 
pain and perhaps save your life. The 
same principle applies to the situation in 
the oil industry with respect to the people 
in the East who are looking for relief at 
this particular time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Illinois yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield to the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Am I to understand 
from what has been said by my friend, 
the Senator from Illinois, that what the 
Senator has so assiduously been trying 
to do by legislation he has now been 
able to persuade the Coordinator of Pe- 
troleum to do by exercising the powers 
of regulation which he has? 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is correct 
in making that observation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to com- 
mend my friend for his efforts. I have 
been in conference with him, and I know 
how devoted he has been in his attempts 
to solve this very pressing problem. This 
winter and next winter, and other win- 
ters if necessary, we must get to the peo- 
ple of the country a sufficient amount of 
the oil which exists in this country. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When people are 
willing to make any sacrifice, they are 
entitled to have the resources the country 
has made available to them. 

Mr. LUCAS. Precisely so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thank my friend 
for his very able efforts in their behalf. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky is very kind and tolerant in his 
observation. His State is tremendously 
concerned with this vital problem which 
is before the American people. I have 
conferred with him. I have received let- 
ters from people in his State who are in- 
terested in my amendment, in which 
they have urged me to go forward and to 
make every possible effort to have the 
amendment enacted into law. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield for one mo- 
ment further? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I under- 
stand that the only reason the Senator 
introduced his amendment in the first 
place was that he had been unable to 
get any relief from the Office of Petro- 
pore: Coordinator in modification of the 
order. 
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Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. And that 
the amendment was intended for im- 
mediate relief in this emergency, and was 
not intended as any interference with 
the long-range program of petroleum 
conservation in the United States. 

Mr. LUCAS. Iam very grateful to the 
Senator for that statement, because it is 
absolutely correct. The amendment was 
introduced for the purpose of serving 
only during the emergency in the eastern 
seaboard States; and we say that when 
that emergency is over we are ready to 
turn back the oil fields under any regula- 
tion the Coordinator deems advisable, but 
we do believe that the people in the East 
and the people in Illinois, where they are 
producing this oil, are entitled to this 
relief; and I am thankful to be able to 
observe that we are going to get it, as the 
Senator from Kentucky says, through 
regulation rather than legislation. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I agree that it is very much prefera- 
ble to do this by regulation rather than 
to go to the trouble of putting it into 
law; but I should like to ask the Senator 
this question, if he feels free to comment 
upon it on the floor, and that is to find 
out whether he has assurances in this 
matter upon which he can absolutely 
rely, assurances which will obviate the 
necessity for legislation. 

I understood that the Senator from 
Illinois and the independent oil operators 
in the Illinois area had been conducting 
negotiations with the Office of Petroleum 
Coordinator which led him to believe, 
and apparently on the surface led every- 
one to believe, that an adjustment would 
be arrived at, but that right toward the 
end of those negotiations, when everyone 
thought an agreement had been practi- 
cally reached, the Coordinator—Secre- 
tary Ickes—the head of the office of 
oil coordination, went into the news- 
papers with a violent denunciation of the 
independent oil operators and, in fact, 
of everyone who was in favor of the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois. 

I should simply like to be certain that 
the Senator now has assurances upon 
which he can rely, and that we shall not 
wake up tomorrow morning to read in the 
newspapers a further denunciation by 
Secretary Ickes of everyone who has been 
in favor of the amendment introduced by 
the Senator from Illinois, 

Mr. LUCAS. Iam willing to comment 
on what the Senator has said. I did not 
intend to say anything about it, because 
I think perhaps we all realize that Mr. 
Ickes is just a little temperamental at 
times, I like the Secretary. We all 
know he is honest and conscientious. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. “Perhaps it 
was right to dissemble your love, but— 
why did you kick me downstairs?” 

Mr. LUCAS, Candidly, when the news- 
papermen called me and told me about 
it, I said I was shocked and surprised to 
learn that the statement had been made, 
in view of the fact that that very after- 
noon two of Mr. Ickes’ representatives 
were in my office, when we were trying to 
get the matter straightened out, I had also 
talked to the Secretary himself about it. 
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The Secretary is somewhat perturbed 
because some of the independent opera- 
tors in Illinois have been fighting his 
conservation program for a long time. 
That is one of the reasons why I went 
into this matter in the beginning and 
laid the premise that I did with respect 
to the early history of legislation there. 
That, however, has nothing to do with 
this emergency. We cannot throw the 
blame on the past for anything we are 
dealing with now. When there is a great 
crisis we have to look these things 
squarely in the face, and deal with them 
as we find them, 

I am satisfied, I will say to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, that the arrangement 
I have made with the Secretary of the 
Interior and the War Production Board 
is a valid, binding agreement, and that 
they are all acting in good faith with re- 
spect to it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if the Senator is satisfied, of course, 
I am entirely content. I desired to ask 
the question I did merely for the reason 
that I regard this amendment as it was 
adopted by the subcommittee and the 
full committee of the Commerce Com- 
mittee as the most highly important ele- 
ment for immediate relief in this whole 
bill, and when we drop it out of the bill, 
as the Senator from Illinois, as I under- 
stand, intends to request unanimous 
consent to do—to reject the committee 
amendment—when that is done, we are 
not foreclosing anything but it will be 
taken care of by regulation by the Office 
of Petroleum Coordinator, which ought 
to have been done in the first place, and 
which would have obviated the necessity 
of having this controversy about the 
Lucas amendment. 

Mr. LUCAS. I will say to the Senator 
from Missouri that for a number of 
weeks we have been conferring with 
various officials in Washington in an at- 
tempt to liberalize order M-68. It was 
liberalized to a certain extent, but it did 
not affect the fields in Illinois at all. 
Under order M-68, as it was originally 
promulgated, when a well was drilled on 
one 40-acre tract it was necessary to 
move a quarter of a mile north or east 
or south or west to another 40-acre tract 
in order that another well could be 
drilled, and if oil was struck the pool 
could not be developed. So, obviously, 
the independent operators were about 
ready to go out of business. For the 
large operators it was fine because they 
have the financial reserve to enable them 
to sit around and watch the operators in 
the small fields go broke, and Tater take 
over whatever they can through the 
medium of bankruptcy and what not. 

All the large operators were for order 
M-68. I do not think that is the reason 
why the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG] was for it; but, nevertheless, 
a large oil operators were all for order 

-68. 

I should like the Senator from Missouri 
and the Senate to listen to me for a 
moment while I read into the RECORD a 
brief summary of my position. Secre- 
tary Ickes has read it and he called me up 
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end said it was highly satisfactory to 
him, I have read it to the War Produc- 
tion Board, and it was satisfactory to 
them. This is the statement: 

I have consulted with the Office of the Pe- 
troleum Coordinator for War during the past 
few days and have been gratified to learn 
that they have been fully aware of the prob- 
lems raised by my amendment to H, R. 
6999 relating to the drilling of oil wells in 
Tilinois and elsewhere to a greater density 
than provided by order M-68 issued by the 
War Production Board upon the recom- 
mendation of the Petroleum Coordinator. 


This is the important point, I will say 
to the Senator from Missouri— 

That Office has already recommended 
closer spacing for a variety of relatively shal- 
low fields in California in order to produce 
more fuel oil needed for the war. It is un- 
dertaking a survey in Illinois to determine 
how order M-68 should be liberalized to pro- 
vide additional oil for eastern movement and 
has assured me that action similar to that 
already taken in California will be forth- 
coming. 


The independent oil operators in my 
State have gone over the confidential 
order which is about to be issued with 
respect to the California fields. That 
order, so far as surface spacing is con- 
cerned, is highly satisfactory to them, and 
the Secretary of the Interior told me this 
morning, over the telephone, that he 
would immediately send men into the 
fields of Illinois for the purpose of mak- 
ing the survey, and that, at the end of 2 
weeks, they would be in a position to 
liberalize the order in line with what they 
have done for California. 

I thought that, under those circum- 
stances, I should withdraw the amend- 
ment, 

In conclusion, Mr. President, let me 
say that this is satisfactory to the inde- 
pendent oil operators of the three States 
which have been vitally concerned with 
the amendment, 

I have no reason to doubt, as I said 
before, the good faith and sincerity of 
purpose of all parties to this agreement. 
I confidently expect vigorous action in 
the fields in Illinois during the next 30 
days, as a result of this tentative agree- 
ment. There is no time to lose. Win- 
ter is fast approaching. Everyone who 
has been a party to this controversy 
should cooperate to the end that fuel oil 
and gas may be taken from the Illinois 
field as fast as possible, in order to help 
relieve the existing shortage on the sea- 
board. 

Mr. President, Iam very grateful to all 
the independent oil operators and offi- 
cers who have written and consulted with 
me from time to time in connection with 
this problem. As I said before, when the 
independent operators came to my office, 
I was somewhat skeptical about the 
proposition because of my past experi- 
ence with the oil situation in Illinois, but, 
after listening to them for an hour or 
longer, I was convinced that it was a 
thoroughly practical proposition, that it 
did not take a geologist to solve the prob- 
lem, but that even a Senator could see 
that what these operators proposed was 
highly meritorious, 
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I desire to commend Representative 
LAURENCE F., ARNOLD, of Illinois, who has 
been in almost daily contact with me in 
connection with the solution of this 
problem. His entire congressional dis- 
trict is affected by this amendment, and 
he has been a tower of strength in the 
conferences we have held, and he de- 
serves credit. 

Mr. President, with this brief state- 
ment, I ask unanimous consent to with- 
draw the amendment I offered. 

Mr. CLARK of-Missouri. It is a com- 
mittee amendment now. 

Mr.LUCAS. Iwill ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the committee amend- 
ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection—— 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the 
procedure may be all right, but tech- 
nically the amendment should be voted 
upon. 

Mr. LUCAS. Very well; I ask that the 
amendment which I have discussed, and 
which is known as the Lucas amendment, 
be rejected. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator define the amendment 
from the text, so that there may be no 
question about where it is? There are 
several prints of the bill. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, if the 
Senator does not have the bill before 
him, I will say that the amendment be- 
gins in line 19 of page 3 in the committee 
print, beginning with the words “Pro- 
vided further,” and runs through line 7 
on page 4. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is correct. 

Mr. LUCAS. I thank the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the committee beginning in 
line 19, on page 3. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mrs. CARAWAY. Mr. President, as 
chairman of the subcommittee which 
held hearings on the pending bill, I wish 
to go on record in favor of the measure. 
I dislike to take issue with the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce, the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr, 
Bartey]. He is a very able man, eloquent 
and sincere, and I listened with interest 
to what he said today in his discussion 
of the bill. However, my view differs 
from his. I feel that it is very important 
to get oil and petroleum products to the 
east coast and New England. The day 
of the tanker is gone for the time being. 
It is too great an expense to have the 
tankers convoyed, and I know of no other 
way to transport the oil than by pipe 
line and the Florida barge canal. 

I know the canal cannot be completed 
in a few days or a few weeks, but I also 
know that the war will not be over in a 
short time, and of course we will need 
every facility we can possibly provide in 
order to get the oil to the vital spots, for 
our ships, as well as our airplanes, pe- 
fore the war ends. 

Mr. President, no one is more anxious 
for a speedy conclusion to this war than 
am I; no one regrets more deeply the loss 
of life and the maiming of our boys; but 
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we must not lose sight of the fact that 
without oil we may have severe suffering 
here at home, and we must govern our- 
selves accordingly. 

I hope the bill will be passed. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, it is 
difficult to conceive the benefits that 
would now accrue to millions of our citi- 
zens if a canal across Florida had been 
built when the proposition was first pre- 
sented to Congress. Because of the 
short-sightedness of many Congressmen 
and Senators several years ago in re- 


jecting the canal project, millions of. 


Americans residing on the Atlantic sea- 
board are likely to suffer this winter be- 
cause of lack of fuel. I have always been 
a strong advocate of our inland water- 
ways, and I deem it essential to our econ- 
omy that a canal be built across Florida 
at once. I supported the original Flor- 
ida ship-canal proposal when it was be- 
fore the Senate. It is to be regretted 
that the bill was defeated. The bill that 
is now before the Congress authorizes 
the construction of a barge canal across 
Florida for the purpose of connecting the 
Intracoastal Waterway with the seaboard 
barge canal that runs along the Atlantic 
coast. Construction of this link between 
the inland Atlantic seaboard canal and 
the Gulf intracoastal canal will provide 
& safe outlet to the Eastern States for the 
commerce of Louisiana and, in fact, the 
entire Guif area and other points. With 
New Orleans as the gateway to the great 
valleys of the Mississippi, the Ohio, the 
Arkansas, the Red, and the Missouri 
Rivers, our people are bound to benefit. 
It is impossible at this time to esti- 
mate the actual losses suffered in lives, 
ships, and equipment due’ to the lack of 
safe inland waterway transportation for 
our Nation’s commerce. To date the 
score of ship sinkings by enemy action 
Since Pearl Harbor is almost 400. Many 
of the sinkings occurred in the Gulf and 
along the Atlantic seaboard. Oil tank- 
ers have been the greatest sufferers. If 
& canal had been built across Florida 
several years ago, when the proposition 
was first put forth, there is no doubt that 
hundreds of steel barges would have been 
built and would now be plying this in- 
land waterway to transport to the At- 
lantic and New England States oil, 
gasoline, sulfur, salt, sugar, and other 
essential products, which we have in 
abundance in Louisiana and the Gulf 
States. On the other hand many lives 
would have been spared and many much 
needed ships would be still afloat and 
utilized in bringing supplies to our allies. 
The opening of the Florida barge canal 
will provide greater use and develop- 
ment of our intracoastal canal. Under 
the pending bill the intracoastal canal 
will not only be extended to the Mex- 
ican border but it will be widened and 
deepened so that larger cargo vessels 


can ply its waters. It will mean a- 


greater utilization of the Industria. Canal 
and locks at New Orleans, as well as the 
Violet Canal and locks in St. Bernard 
Parish. It probably will lead to acquisi- 
tion by the Federal Government of both 
the Industrial and Violet Canals and 
locks. Ever since I have been in the 
Senate I have advocated that the Gov- 
ernment take over both of these projects. 
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The Federal Government needs them 
and because of the increased traffic which 
will flow through the intracoastal canal 
when the Florida barge canal is com- 
pleted, I have no doubt that the Govern- 
ment will purchase both of these canals 
and locks and make them toll-free, thus 
providing cheaper transportation for 
Louisiana’s products. The Irdustrial 
Canal has been built at a great cost to 
the taxpayers of the State of Louisiana 
and increased transportation over the 
intracoastal canal will no doubt make 
this vital link a necessary adjunct to 
the intracoastal canal system. 

My information is that there is much 
oil and gasoline in storage in Louisiana, 
and it remains there due to lack of ship- 
ping facilities. On the other hand, there 
is a serious shortage of gasoline and fuel 
oil in the Eastern States, and the pros- 
pects are that thousand of citizens living 
in that area will not have enough fuel 
oil to provide warmth during the winter 
months. The building of the Florida 
barge canal, as well as the installation 
of the pipe lines contemplated, will sub- 
stantially relieve that condition and will 
prove a boon to the oil industry of the 
Southern States. 


ADDITIONAL REPORT OF THE SPECIAL 
COMMITTEE INVESTIGATING THE NA- 
‘TIONAL DEFENSE PROGRAM (PT. 10 OF 
REPT. NO. 480) 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I dislike 
to interrupt the consideration of the bill 
relating to the barge canal, but I have a 
report to make from the Special Commit- 
tee to Investigate the National Defense 
Program, commonly known as the Tru- 
man committee. I thank the junior Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. PEPPER] for sur- 
rendering the time to me, because he had 
expected to speak immediately following 
the remarks of the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Lucas]. 

On July 1, 1942, Senator ALBERT B. 
CHANDLER, of Kentucky, informed Senator 
‘TruMAN, the chairman of this committee, 
that an issue was being raised in Ken- 
tucky concerning his swimming pool, and 
Tequested an immediate investigation 
into certain charges concerning himself 
made by a Mr. John Young Brown, his 
opponent in the forthcoming United 
States senatorial primary election in 
Kentucky. Thereafter Senator Truman 
received a written communication from 
Mr. Brown stating he was in a position 
to furnish information which would con- 
vince the committee of the truth of the 
following accusations against Senator 
CHANDLER and Mr. Collings: 

First. That Senator CHANDLER had used 
his office as United States Senator to 
assist a Mr. Ben H. Collings, a Louisville 
contractor, in obtaining prime war con- 
tracts as well as subcontracts. 

Second. That as consideration for such 
assistance, Senator CHANDLER was the 
beneficiary of a $10,000 swimming pool 
constructed at his home in Versailles, 
Ky., by Mr. Collings, 

Third. That in the construction of this 
pool Mr. Collings had violated certain 
priority regulations in that steel and 
brass went into the construction with- 
out a priority rating being obtained. 

Fourth. That the construction of this 
pool violated War Production Board Or- 
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der L-41, which order prohibits certain 
new construction after April 9, 1942. 

Pursuant to these requests and because 
of the grave nature of Mr. Brown’s ac- 
cusations, in that they pertained to the 
letting and prices of defense contracts 
which are within the jurisdiction of the 
committee, the chairman of this commit- 
tee on July 7 sent an investigator to 
Kentucky to ascertain the facts and re- 
port them to the committee. 

Mr. Brown, in addition to the allega- 
tions above set out, charged orally that 
irregularities had occurred in the award- 
ing of a contract to one of Mr, Collings’ 
firms for the supplying of ready-mixed 
concrete for a powder plant constructed 
for the Government by the E. I. du Pont 
de Nemours Co., prime contractors at 
Charlestown, Ind., in 1940. Mr. Brown al- 
leged that the Colonial Co. was awarded 
a contract for 209,000 cubic yards of 
ready-mixed concrete by the du Pont Co., 
despite the fact that Colonial was high 
bidder. He also charged that the price 
of $8.30 per cubic yard alleged by him 
to have been paid to Colonial was exorbi- 
tant, in view of the fact that on a similar 
project for the construction of a powder- 
bag plant, also located in Charlestown, 
the Central Ready Mixed Concrete Co., 
of Milwaukee, Wis., was awarded a con- 
tract for 75,000 cubie yards at a bid price 
of $6.17 per cubic yard. This company, 
according to Mr. Brown, was the low 
bidder on the Charlestown powder plant 
but its bid as well as that of another 
vendor, the American Builders Supply 
Co., of Louisville, Ky., was ignored in 
favor of the Colonial Co. 

Mr. Brown was asked if he would fur- 
nish the committee an affidavit setting 
forth the charges he had made both 
written and oral. Mr. Brown declined, 
giving as his reason the fact that he had 
no proof to support his charges and that 
they were based completely on hearsay. 

Mr. Brown, the complainant, and Mr. 
Collings, one of the owners of the Colo- 
nial Supply Co., as well as other parties 
in interest, were interviewed in Ken- 
tucky. Records of the Colonial Supply 
Co., the Andrews-Collings Asphalt Co., 
the Louisville Sand & Gravel Co., and the 
Charles E. Cannell Co., in all of which 
companies Mr. Collings has a financial 
interest, were examined. 

Mr. Collings categorically denied Mr. 
Brown’s charges. He stated that on no 
occasion had Senator CHANDLER, either 
gratuitously or otherwise, interceded in 
his behalf, directly or indirectly, to ob- 
tain any contracts involving Government 
work for any of the companies in which 
he had a financial interest, and that he 
had never approached Senator CHANDLER 
directly or indirectly to solicit his assist- 
ance in obtaining such contracts. 

Mr. Collings stated that he had been 
an intimate personal friend of Senator 
CHANDLER and his family for many years 
and that the swimming pool constructed 
for Senator CHANDLER’s family was a gift 
which grew out of this friendship. 

Mr. Collings stated that the total cost 
of the pool was less than $3,500. Mr, 
Collings contended that the charges of 
Mr. Brown that Mr. Collings had violated 
War Production Board orders relating to 
priorities and new construction were en- 
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tirely without foundation and were more- 
over made for political purposes in order 
to embarrass Senator CHANDLER, who, ac- 
cording to Mr. Collings, had nothing to 
do with the construction of the pool. 
As noted before, Mr. Brown was unwill- 
ing to make any affidavit with respect to 
them. The committee has referred this 
portion of the charges to the War Pro- 
duction Board, because they involve the 
interpretation and application of the 
War Production Board’s orders. The 
War Production Board has advised the 
committee that it is conducting an in- 
vestigation on this point and will shortly 
reach its conclusions, 

Records of the Colonial Supply Co., 
the Andrews-Collings Asphalt Co., the 
Louisville Sand & Gravel Co., and the 
Charles E. Cannell Co., in all of which 
companies Mr. Collings has a financial 
interest, were examined. 

This examination disclosed that the 
Andrews-Collings Co. received one con- 
tract in April 1941 from the Procurement 
Division of the United States Treasury 
Department for the delivery of approxi- 
mately 12,000 cubic yards of concrete to 
a W. P. A. project at Fort Knox, Ky, 
The Andrews-Collings Co. was the low 
bidder on this contract. 

The Louisville Sand & Gravel Co. re- 
ceived numerous Government orders 
from the Treasury Department in each 
case on written bids submitted in con- 
nection with formal invitations. The 
largest of these contracts was for 120 
tons of sand in July 1941, amounting to 
$258. 

The C. E. Cannell Co. was awarded a 
drainage contract approximating $300,- 
000, in connection with the construction 
of the war-aid depot in Louisville. This 
contract was likewise awarded on a com- 
petitive-bid basis, with the C. E. Cannell 
Co. being the lowest bidder. 

The records of the Colonial Supply Co. 
disclosed that up to the year 1941 the 
company did an annual business rang- 
ing between $1,500,000 and $2,000,000. 
In that year the company concentrated 
on supplying materials, principally mixed 
concrete and steel, directly to the Gov- 
ernment and to prime contractors en- 
gaged by the Government in the per- 
formance of war work. During 1941 the 
company business approximated $3,200,- 
000. For the 4 months ending March 
31, 1942, the net sales of the company, 
largely in connection with war work, 
totaled $832,607. 

The only negotiated contract received 
by this company since the inception of 
the defense program provided for the 
furnishing of ready-mixed concrete to the 
United States area engineer at Fort 
Knox, Ky. This contract presently in 
force calls for the delivery of approxi- 
mately 1,000 cubic yards of ready-mixed 
concrete at an estimated cost of from 
$6,000 to $8,280. Regarding this con- 
tract, evidence shows that quotations 
were requested from three suppliers and 
that the Colonial Supply Co. was the 
lowest of the three. 

In addition to direct sales to the Gov- 
ernment, the Colonial Supply Co, re- 
ceived orders from various prime con- 
tractors performing war work. One such 
contractor from whom orders were re- 
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ceived was the E. I. du Pont de Nemours 
Co., engaged in constructing a powder 
plant at Charlestown, Ind. 

Mr. Brown charged publicly that the 
Colonial Co. was not entitled to these 
orders from Du Pont inasmuch as two 
bidders were lower. He further charged 
that Colonial received the contract 
through the intercession of Senator 
CHANDLER. 

The records show that in August 1940 
invitations were issued and bids were re- 
ceived by the Du Pont Co. for an esti- 
mated 30,000 cubic yards of ready-mixed 
concrete. The lowest bidder was the 
Central Ready Mixed Concrete Co., of 
Milwaukee, Wis. The next lowest bidder 
was the Colonial Supply Co, Central’s 
bid, although lower, was rejected by 
Du Pont because it did not conform with 
the specifications which required the 
furnishing of electrical power. This re- 
jection was upheld by the War Depart- 
ment. 

Following this rejection of the low bid, 
the Du Pont Co., after making an inspec- 
tion of Colonial’s plant, equipment, and 
organization immediately available and 
after investigating its financial structure, 
issued a purchase order to this company 
for approximately 30,000 cubic yards of 
concrete at $8.35 per yard. The volume 
of orders later increased and commen- 
surate with this increase in May 1941 Co- 
lonial reduced its price to $7.65 per cubic 
yard. On January 15, 1942, a further re- 
duction was made to $7.35 per cubic yard. 
A total of approximately 210,000 cubic 
yards has been delivered to the project 
by the Colonial Co. since September 3, 
1940. 

The president of the Central Ready 
Mixed Concrete Co., Mr. James Kolinski, 
stated in a letter dated July 6, 1942, to 
Mr. Collings that— 

Fifteen minutes ago a Mr. Brown, of Lex- 
ington called me’stating he was investigating 
the Du Pont contract at Charlestown in 
1940, * * * I told him I did not know 
what you got, only heard that my bid was ir- 
regular because of an electric-power stipula- 
tion. I mentioned that stipulations in bids 
are common and can have bids regarded as 


irregular. 


It was also alleged by Mr. Brown that 
the Central Ready Mixed Concrete Co. 
furnished 75,000 cubic yards of concrete 
to the prime contractors on the bag-load- 
ing plant at Charlestown, Ind., at a price 
of $6.17 per cubic yard, as compared with 
a price of $8.30 paid to Colonial for 
concrete furnished the powder plant, 
although both projects were in close 
proximity. 

With respect to this allegation, evi- 
dence shows that bids were invited by 
the prime contractors on the bag-loading 
plant for an estimated 127,000 yards. 
The low bidder was the Central Co., 
which quoted a price of $6.19 per cubic 
yard. Several factors contributed to the 
variance in prices at the two plants. In 
the case of the powder plant, the esti- 
mated requirement was 30,000 yards as 
compared with the original estimated re- 
quirement for the bag-loading plant of 
127,000 yards. It is usual that a greater 
volume results in a lower price. 

According to Mr. Collings, the powder- 
plant job was begun at the beginning of 
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the winter season and he included in his 
costs additional expenses which would 
be incurred in heating the concrete to be 
furnished. Mr. Collings said that the 
bag-loading job, on the other hand, got 
under way at the beginning of the sum- 
mer under more favorable weather con- 
ditions and such additional expense was 
not included in prices bid by the Central 
Co. Furthermore, at the time the 
powder-plant construction was begun, 
Mr. Collings said that he took into con- 
sideration that no access roads had been 
built, which increased the hauling cost, 
and the depreciation of equipment and 
these factors affected his estimates. The 
bag-loading-plant construction was not 
begun until about 1 year later, at which 
= adequate access roads had been 
uilt, 

Mr. James Kolinski, president of the 
Central Co., stated to the committee’s 
investigator that he was familiar with 
the operations of both projects at 
Charlestown. He recalled that the 
powder plant was a much more difficult 
and costly operation than the bag plant. 
In his opinion, the prices quoted by the 
Colonial Supply Co. were fair and rea- 
sonable; the price for which he con- 
tracted with the prime contractor on the 
bag-loading plant was too low; and the 
operation warranted a minimum price 
of $6.79 per yard. 

Upon completion of his work at the 
bag-loading plant, Mr. Kolinski entered 
a new contract at the Lone Star shell- 
loading plant, at Texarkana, Tex., which 
presented similar problems to those 
encountered at the powder plant in 
Charlestown. On this project on an esti- 
mated requirement of 202,000 yards, Mr. 
Kolinski was the successful bidder at a 
price of $8.465 per cubic yard. This 
price should be compared with the price 
of $8.35 a yard paid to the Colonial Co. 
for an initially estimated 25,000 yards at 
Charleston, later reduced by Mr. Collings 
to $7.35 per yard when a larger volume 
was obtained. 

Mr. Kolinski stated he was completely 
satisfied that the sole reason for the 
rejection of the bid submitted by him in 
behalf of his company was a stipulation 
in the bid which made it irregular, 

The E. I. du Pont de Nemours Co, 
has informed the committee that Sena- 
tor CHANDLER never contacted it with 
respect to the Charlestown, Ind., powder 
plant or Mr. Collings and his companies, 

The War Department and the Navy 
Department have informed the com- 
mittee that they have no knowledge of 
intercession or attempted intercession by 
Senator CHANDLER in behalf of Mr. Col- 
lings or his companies. 

The committee has found no evidence 
and Mr. Brown has supplied no evidence 
in any way indicating that Senator 
CHANDLER interceded with anyone to 
assist Mr. Collings or his companies to 
obtain any contracts. 

All matters affecting elections should 
properly be referred to the duly consti- 
tuted committees of the Senate, such as 
the Committee on Campaign Expendi- 
tures or the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. ‘The jurisdiction of this com- 
mittee is limited to matters involving the 
war effort. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HATCH. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I desire to ask the 
Senator, as a member of the committee, 
a question, and I will preface my ques- 
tion by the statement that on Friday of 
last week I addressed a letter to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Truman], chair- 
man of the committee, urging the most 
prompt and thorough investigation of the 
charges involved, and that the report of 
the committee be made public, so that 
the people of Kentucky, who are on 
August 1 to hold a primary election, might 
have all the“ facts in order that they 
might pass upon them insofar as they 
conclude that they have any bearing upon 
the contest for the nomination for United 
States Senator between my colleague 
(Mr. CHANDLER] and his opponent, Mr. 
Brown. I addressed that letter to the 
Senator from Missouri in my capacity as 
a Senator from Kentucky, and also in 
my capacity as majority leader, because, 
as I stated in the letter, if the construc- 
tion of this swimming poo} had any valid- 
ity as an issue between the two candi- 
dates, its validity would depend on the 
facts as they would be developed, and I 
urged the committee to make the most 
speedy investigation that would not be 
inconsistent with thoroughness, and 
that when they had made the investiga- 
tion they make the report to the Senate 
and to the people, so that the people of 
Kentucky would have the facts in time 
to assess them in connection with this 
campaign. I wish to say that I appreci- 
ate the promptness with which the com- 
mittee has gone into the matter and made 
its report to the Senate and to the people. 

I ask unanimous consent that a copy of 
the letter which I addressed to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Truman] be in- 
corporated in the Record at this point. 

There being no objection, the letter was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Juny 10, 1942. 
Hon. Harry S. TRUMAN, 
Chairman, Special Committee on 
War Contracts, Military Affairs 
Committee, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: You are, of course, 
aware of the fact that at the request of Sen- 
ator CHANDLER, and also at the request of 
Hon. John Y. Brown, your committee is mak- 
ing an investigation of the construction of a 
swimming pool at Senator CHANDLER'S home 
in Versailles, Ky. 

Your committee is not concerned with the 
subject of campaign issues between candi- 
dates as such, but inasmuch as the construc- 
tion of this swimming pool has been made an 
issue in the Democratic primary in Kentucky 
between Mr. Brown and Mr. CHANDLER, which 
is to take place on August 1, and inasmuch 
as you have already sent. your investigator 
to Kentucky to obtain the facts, I am writ- 
ing to urge that the investigation be made as 
speedily as is consistent with thoroughness, 
and that the report be made public at the 
earliest possible date so that the people of 
Kentucky will know the facts. It is only 
about 3 weeks until the date of the primary, 
and if the construction of the swimming pool 
has any validity as a campaign issue, that 
validity depends upon the facts as they exist. 
Your committee is peculiarly qualified to de- 
velop these facts and report them and I am 
sure it will do so without fayor or partiality. 
But, in view of the shortness of time between 
now and the date of the primary, I am urging 
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upon you the importance of making as 
prompt an investigation and report as is 
possible. 

The people of Kentucky are a just and 
generous people. They will not do an in- 
justice to anybody if they know the facts. 
Your report ought to be so specific and un- 
equivocal as to give no ground for dispute 
or for minimizing or exaggerating the facis 
by either side. I am, therefore, taking the 
liberty of urging promptness and thorough- 
ness on the part of your committee in mak- 
ing the investigation and in making the re- 
port, and I feel justified in doing this as a 
Senator from Kentucky and as majority 
leader of the Senate. 

Very sincerely yours. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
think it is not beyond the bounds of truth 
or propriety to say that up to date the 
issue which is involved in this primary 
campaign in my State between my col- 
league and his opponent is this swim- 
ming pool. That is the issue—whether 
the swimming pool was given to the 
Senator from Kentucky, and if so, 
whether it was given to him improperly, 
and whether it was given to him in re- 
turn for any service he rendered to the 
giver. Whether other issues will be de- 
veloped I do not know, but that is the 
issue up to the present time. 

I think the committee has rendered a 
service to the Senate and to the people 
of my State by the thoroughness with 
which they seem to have gone into the 
question, because not only my State but 
the whole United States would be inter- 
ested in knowing whether any Senator 
from any State could intercede in behalf 
of a contractor who wanted contracts, 
and by the use of his influence could ob- 
tain for a contractor concessions not 
justified under the rules of the War De- 
partment and not in accordance with 
competitive bidding. The committee has 
gone into that, and its report seems to me 
to be thorough. 

Mr. President, I think I am justified in 
making this additional observation. We 
all know that our friends in the States 
write us letters about getting Govern- 
ment work, and such matters. Yet I 
would be distressed if I thought that the 
War Department, in which the people of 
this country ought to have the utmost 
confidence, could be influenced by the 
request of any Senator in behalf of any 
contractor in his State or any other 
State, in its determination of who should 
receive contracts. I would lose confi- 
dence in the War Department if I thought 
that could be done, and I think the coun- 
try would lose confidence in the War 
oe if it thought that could be 

one. 

Mr. President, I wish to say another 
word. My colleague and I, who have 
worked together here in the Senate dur- 
ing the last 3 years in matters of legisla- 
tion and other matters affecting our 
State, have never, so far as I know, gone 
further than to go to the War Depart- 
ment on one occasion, and we went to- 
gether on that occasion, to see General 
Gregory, the Quartermaster General— 
I think it was General Gregory—and his 
chief of construction, General Somer- 
vell. The War Department was begin- 
ning to build plants of one kind and an- 
other in Kentucky, and there was great 
unemployment in the State. We did go 
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to see the Quartermaster General and 
chief of construction to urge that, where 
everything was equal—and I mean every- 
thing—instead of importing labor into 
Kentucky from elsewhere, they give pref- 
erence to local labor, where everything 
was equal, and where the Government 
would not in any way be put at a dis- 
advantage by giving preference to local 
labor where it was available. 

Personally, I thought then, and I think 
now, that was a proper request and 
proper suggestion. The War Department 
thought so, because they said that where 
everything was equal, they would try to 
do justice to local labor and local people 
to perform work in the construction of 
plants which were going to be con- 
structed in the State. 

Beyond that I certainly never went, 
and beyond that, if my colleague ever 
went, I had no knowledge of it, and I do 
not believe he did. 

Mr. President, I feel that it is a mat- 
ter of justice to the Senate, as well as 
to my colleague and to the country and 
to the War Department, to say that in 
no instance of which I have any knowl- 
edge was there ever any attempt made 
to influence the War Department or the 
Navy Department or any of the Govern- 
ment agencies, in behalf of an individual 
contractor, though a resident of our 
State, in order to obtain for him a con- 
tract. 

I wish to ask the Senator from New 
Mexico a question. I shall not go into 
details. I realize that there is a distinc- 
tion between the functions of the com- 
mittee headed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Truman] and those of the 
Privileges and Elections Committee or 
of the committee which has been ap- 
pointed under the chairmanship of the 
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCFARLAND], 
to investigate campaign expenditures 
and contributions. There is also a dis- 
tinction between the functions of the 
Truman committee and those of the 
War Production Board with respect to 
matters involving the use of critical ma- 
terials, priority orders, and things of that 
sort, upon which I assume, from the re- 
port of the Senator from New Mexico on 
behalf of the committee, the War Pro- 
duction Board has made or is making a 
report. 

I do not know what the Senator's 
answer to this question will be; but in 
view of the fact that the amount and the 
value of the steel which went into this 
pool for reenforcement of concrete have 
been a matter of controversy in regard 
to the construction of the pool, I should 
like to ask the Senator from New Mex- 
ico if he has any knowledge, from the 
investigation, as to the value of the steel 
which went into the construction of the 
concrete involved in this swimming pool, 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has already pointed 
out, as the report itself points out, the 
limitations upon this particular com- 
mittee. In making the report which I 
have just made I have been studiously 
careful to read it word for word as the 
report was prepared by the committee 
and as it was discussed and agreed upon 
this morning by the committee members. 
The report does not cover the question 
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which the Senator from Kentucky now 
asks, although it does mention the ques- 
tion and states that it has been referred 


to the War Production Board. On be- , 


half of the committee I am not justified 
in going any further than that. 

In answer to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, I wish to say now, merely as an 
individual Senator and as a member of 
the committee, but not for the commit- 
tee, that after I came into the Chamber 
this afternoon I was informed that pos- 
sibly an inquiry of this nature will be 
made. I did not have that information 
at hand, and did not wish to give the 
Senate my own personal views or opinion 
about it, so I sent for the investigators 
of the committee and asked if they had 
investigated the question, and if so to 
furnish me a statement as to what they 
found in Kentucky. I have before me 
now the statement of the investigator, 
which is on file with the committee. The 
statement reads as follows: 


In connection with the construction of 
the swimming pool, Mr. Brown alleged that 
4 tons of steel were used. Investigation dis- 
closed that the steel used in connection with 
this construction was taken from scrap and 
rejected material in the yard of Mr. Col- 
lings’ company and has a valuation of $20 
per ton. It is admitted by Mr. Collings that 
approximately 4 tons of steel, composed of 
odds and ends and rejections from numerous 
jobs previously supplied by his company, 
went into the construction of this pool, and 
that no replacement of the steel used in the 
pool construction in his company’s inventory 
was required or made. The estimated valua- 
tion of all the steel used in the construction 
was stated by Mr. Collings to be approxi- 
mately $80. 


That is the statement which the in- 
vestigator made. Further than that I 
have no information whatever. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I was prompted to 
ask the question because I have not 
talked with the investigator about this 
matter one way or the other. I did not 
know what the report of the committee 
was; but, inasmuch as the value and 
character of the steel which went into 
the construction have been made a mat- 
ter of comment and controversy, I felt 
that it was proper to ask the Senator 
that question. 

On my own behalf and on behalf of the 
people of Kentucky, I wish to thank the 
committee for the promptness and ap- 
parent thoroughness and disinterested- 
ness with which it has gone into this mat- 
ter in order that it might afford informa- 
tion upon which the people of that State 
may Pass, if they wish to pass upon it or 
if they think it is of a nature which re- 
quires them to pass upon it in a contest 
for a seat in the United States Senate. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, on behalf 
of the committee I thank the Senator 
from Kentucky for what he has just said. 

Let me add a further observation. In 
the meeting this morning all members of 
the committee, regardless of politics, were 
agreed on the report which I have read. 
There was no dissension or discussion, 
or anything of that nature which some- 
times enters into what might be called 
a partisan matter. All members of the 
committee united in giving to the Senate 
the facts as we found them. 
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FLORIDA PIPE LINE AND BARGE CANAL 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6999) to promote the 
national defense and to promptly facili- 
tate and. protect the transport of mater- 
ials and supplies needful to the Military 
Establishment by authorizing the con- 
struction and operation of a pipe line 
and a navigable barge channel across 
Florida, and by deepening and enlarging 
the Intracoastal Waterway from its pres- 
ent eastern terminus to the vicinity of 
the Mexican border. 

Mr. PEPPER obtained the floor. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, because 
of the lateness of the hour would the 
Senator be willing to commence his dis- 
cussion tomorrow? 

Mr. PEPPER. I think so, if that is 
agreeable to the leader. I will ask the 
Senator from Kentucky what is his pleas- 
ure? 


Mr, BARKLEY. What was the ques- | 


tion? 

Mr. PEPPER. The able Senator from 
Oregon asked if the junior Senator from 
Florida would defer beginning his discus- 
sion of the bill until tomorrow. I said I 
would gladly do so if it were agreeable 
to the leader. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know how 
much more discussion there is to be. I 
had hoped that we might conclude con- 
sideration of the bill today; and to that 
end I had urged Senators to shorten their 
addresses on it as much as possible. 
However, it is nearly 5 o'clock, and I 
think that in order to conclude consider- 
ation of the bill today we should have to 
hold a session pretty late. It may be 
desirable to have it go over until tomor- 
row. In view of the lateness of the hour, 
I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator permit me to make a statement? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. In order that the issue 
may be presented, let me say that it is 
my intention to offer an amendment to- 
morrow striking out all those portions of 
the bill which authorize the canal con- 
struction. That would leave only the 
pipe-line provisions in the bill. I may 
say, however, that the pipe-line portions 
of the bill are not considered necessary, 
as the Petroleum Coordinator already 
has sufficient authority to build pipe lines. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In view of that state- 
ment, it would obviously be impossible to 
conclude consideration of the bill today. 
I hope we may be able to conclude it 
tomorrow, so that the Senate may ad- 
journ until Monday. 

Mr. PEPPER. I see no reason why 
we should not be able to do so. 
CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN PROPERTY TO 

SOUTHWEST TEXAS STATE TEACHERS 

COLLEGE 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 5392, Calendar 
1591, a bill to convey certain property 
to the Southwest Texas State Teachers 
College. The bill is an emergency meas- 
ure. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill” 


will be stated by title for the information 
of the Senate. 
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The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H, R. 
5392) to convey certain property to the 
Southwest Texas State Teachers College. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? > 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, as a 
member of the committee, I have some 
familiarity with the matter. I think the 
bill is very meritorious. I am glad to 
waive the ruleand have it passed at this 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill 
(H. R. 5392) to convey certain property 
to the Southwest Texas State Teachers 
College was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to consider executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. May- 
BANK in the chair) laid before the Senate 
messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomina- 
tions, which were referred to the appro- 
priate committees. 

(For nominations received today and 
yesterday, see the end of Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

Sundry officers for appointment and/or 
promotion, and temporary appointment 
and/or promotion in the Army. 

By Mr. GILLETTE, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Sundry temporary officers for appoint- 
ment in the Marine Corps. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will state the nominations on the 
Executive Calendar. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Earl G. Harrison to be Commis- 
sioner of Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Frank G. Clark to be collector of 
internal revenue for the district of 
Wyoming. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, I ask 
that the nomination be confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

THE NAVY 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Navy. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Navy nominations are con- 
firmed en bloc. 


THE MARINE CORPS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Marine Corps. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Marine Corps nominations 
are confirmed en bloc. 


UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH 
SERVICE 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the United States 
Public Health Service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
Objection, the Public Health Service 
nominations are confirmed en bloc. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the postmaster nominations 
are confirmed en bloc. 

That completes the calendar. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the President be immediately 
notified of all nominations confirmed 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be immedi- 
ately notified. 


ARMY NOMINATIONS CONFIRMED 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, earlier 
in the day my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], 
a member of the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee, reported from that committee 
some routine nominations in the Army. 
It was his desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent for their present consideration. On 
his behalf I propound that request. The 
nominations have already been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
They are routine nominations and pro- 
motions. I ask unanimous consent for 
their present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the nominations? The Chair hears none. 
Without objection, the nominations are 
confirmed en bloc. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Iask unanimous con- 
sent that the President be immediately 
notified of the confirmation of these 
nominations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be immedi- 
ately notified. 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate take a re- 
cess until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 
o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Friday, July 
17, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon, 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the 
Senate July 16, 1942: 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 


Hon. Allen B. Hannay, of Texas, to be 
United States district judge for the southern 
district of Texas, vice Hon, James V. Allred, 
resigned, 
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REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE 


Paul B. Witmer, of California, to be regis- 
ter of the land office at Los Angeles, Calif, 
(reappointment). 


APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY 


TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANT, DENTAL CORPS, WITH 
RANK FROM DATE OF APPOINTMENT 


First Lt. Richard James Farrell, Dental 
Reserve. 


APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 


TO ADJUTANT GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT 


Lt. Col. Bryan Llewellyn Davis, Field Artil- 
lery (temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States; temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States—Air Corps), with rank from Novem- 
ber 4, 1941. 

Capt. Lawton Butler, Infantry (temporary 
lieutenant colonel, Army of the United 
States), with rank from June 14, 1937. 

Capt. Bruce Easley, Jr., Infantry (tempo- 
rary lieutenant colonel, Army of the United 
States), with rank from June 13, 1939. 

TO JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT 

Capt. Robert Lynn Lancefield, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary major, Army of the 
United States), with rank from June 12, 1940, 

Capt. Charles Robert Bard, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary major, Army of the United 
States), with rank from June 11, 1941. 

Capt. Ashton Miller Haynes, Field Artillery 
(temporary major, Army of the United 
States), with rank from June 11, 1941. 

Capt. Chester Hammond, Infantry (tem- 
porary major, Army of the United States), 
with rank from June 10, 1942. 

TO ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT 

First Lt. Arthur Robert Cyr, Infantry 
(temporary major, Army of the United 
States), with rank from June 13, 1936. 

First Lt. Edward Morris Lee, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps (temporary major, Army of the 
United States), with rank from June 12, 
1940. 

TO SIGNAL CORPS 

Maj. James Goodrich Renno, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel, 
Army of the United States), with rank from 
July 1, 1940. 

First Lt. Carl Lawrence Lindquist, Cavalry 
(temporary captain, Army of the United 
States), with rank from June 12, 1940. 

TO AIR CORPS 

Col. Eugene Ross Householder, Adjutant 
General's Department, with rank from Feb- 
ruary 1, 1936. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 
TO BE COLONELS WITH RANK FROM JULY 1, 1942 

Lt. Col. Benjamin Franklin Delamater, Jr., 
Infantry (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Francis Bernard Mallon, Infantry 
(temporary brigadier general, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Lathrop Boyd Clapham, Adjutant 
General's Department (temporary colonel, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. John Dilworth von Holtzendorff, 
Field Artillery (temporary colonel, Army of 
the United States). 

Lt. Col. Otto Godfrey Pitz, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Burton Young Read, Adjutant 
General's Department (temporary colonel, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Harry William Stark, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Duncan Grant Richart, Cavalry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 
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Lt. Col. Archie Stanton Buyers, Ordnance 
Department (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. William Ayres Borden, Ordnance 
Department (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Francis Tuttle Armstrong, Field 
Artillery (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Carl Andrew Waldmann, Ordnance 
Department (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Henry Armstrong Wingate, Quar- 
termaster Corps (temporary colonel, Army of 
the United States). 

Lt. Col. William Claude Washington, Coast 
Artillery Corps. 

Lt. Col. Alfred Bixby Quinton, Jr., Ord- 
nance Department (temporary colonel, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Bertram Frankenberger, Field Ar- 
tillery. 

Lt. Col. John Keith Boles, Field Artillery. 

Lt. Col. Edward Fuller Witsell, Adjutant 
General's Department (temporary colonel, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Alfred Loveday Rockwood, Chem- 
ical Warfare Service (temporary colonel, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Edwin Pearson Parker, Jr., Field 
Artillery (temporary major general, Army of 
the United States). 

Lt. Col. John Macaulay Eager, Field Artil- 
lery (temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Carl Adolphus Hardigg, Quarter- 
master Corps (temporary brigadier general, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Terry de la Mesa Allen, Cavalry 
(temporary major ponera; Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. John Chilton McDonnell, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel, Air Corps; temporary 
brigadier general, Army of the United States), 
subject to examination required by law, 

Lt. Col. Carl Lewis Caphton, Infantry. 

Lt. Col. William Rudolph Gruber, Field 
Artillery (temporary brigadier general, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Otto Wagner, Cavalry. 

Lt. Col. Russell Brown Patterson, Adjutant 
General’s Department (temporary colonel, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Herbert Joseph Lawes, Quarter- 
master Corps (temporary colonel, Army of 
the United States). 

Lt. Col. Robert Crayton Williams, Corps of 
Engineers. 

Lt. Col. Paul Xavier English, Chemical War- 
fare Service (temporary brigadier general, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Estil Virgil Smith, Infantry (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Joseph Frank Richmond, Cavalry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Roland Francis Walsh, Quarter- 
master Corps (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Paul Murray, Infantry (temporary 
colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Roy Messick Jones, Air Corps (tem- 
porary colonel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. John Bernard Brooks, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel, Air Corps; temporary 
brigadier general, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. John Breitling Coulter, Cavalry 
(temporary brigadier general, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Welton Mathews Modisette, Cavalry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. John Parsons Wheeler, Cavalry. 

Lt. Col. Harold Aron Strauss, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel, Air Corps; tem) 
colonel, Army of the United States). 
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Lt. Col. Sherman Leo Kiser, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Bradford Grethen Chynoweth, In- 
fantry (temporary brigadier general, Army of 
the United States). 

Lt. Col. Howard Eager, Field Artillery (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States) . 

Lt. Col. John Charles Palmer Bartholf, In- 
fantry. 

Lt. Col. Harold Thompson, Cavalry (tempo- 
rary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Robert Harwood Barrett, Infantry. 

Lt. Col. Ernest Joseph Carr, Infantry (tem- 
porary Colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Patrick James Hurley, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Hugh Broadus Keen, Infantry (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Walter Owen Rawls, Adjutant Gen- 


eral's Department (temporary ona, Army” 


of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Francis Kosier Newcomer, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. William Gaulbert Weaver, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Charles Francis Williams, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt, Col, Gordon Russell Young, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Richard Ulysses Nicholas, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Lewis King Underhill, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. James Archer Dorst, Corps of En- 
gineers, 

Lt. Col. Lunsford Errett Oliver, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary brigadier general, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt, Col. William Chalmers Young, Ord- 
nance Department (temporary colonel, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. William Carey Crane, Field Artil- 
lery (temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Carlos Brewer, Field Artillery (tem- 
porary brigadier general, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. David Edward Cain, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. John Eugene McMahon, Jr., Field 
Artillery (temporary brigadier general, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Francis Augustus Englehart, Ord- 
mance Department (temporary colonel, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col, William Ashley Copthorne, Chemi- 
cal Warfare Service (temporary colonel, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. George Wessely Sliney, Field Ar- 
tillery (temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Selby Harney Frank, Ordnance De- 
partment (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Eugene Tritle Spencer, Field Ar- 
tillery. 

Lt. Col, Willis Dale Crittenberger, Cavalry 
(temporary major general, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Robert Heber Van Volkenburgh, 
Coast Artillery Corps (temporary brigadier 
general, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Alfred Bainbridge Johnson, Ord- 
nance Department (temporary colonel, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Falkner Heard, Field Artillery (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Roland Louis Gaugler, Ordnance 
Department (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 
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Lt. Col. Samuel John Heidner, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the* United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Junius Wallace Jones, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel, Air Corps; temporary 
brigadier general, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Thoburn Kaye Brown, Cavalry 
(temporary brigadier general, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt, Col. Manning Marius Kimmel, Jr., Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary colonel, Army of 
the United States). 


Lt. Col. John Huff Van Vliet, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 


Lt. Col. Geoffrey Keyes, Cavalry (temporary 
major general, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Douglass Taft Greene, Infantry 
(temporary brigadier general, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Robert Meredith Perkins, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary brigadier general, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Lawrence Babbittt Weeks, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary brigadier general, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Clarence Hagbart Danielson, Ad- 
jutant General's Department (temporary 
colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. James Nixon Peale, Infantry (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. John Arthur Considine, Cavalry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. David Beauregard Falk, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. William Cooper Foote, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Francis Reuel Fuller, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Clinton Warden Russell, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel, Air Corps; temporary 
brigadier general, Army of the United 
States); subject to examination required by 
law. 

Lt. Col, William Richard Schmidt, Infan- 
try (temporary brigadier general, Army of 
the United States). 

Lt. Col. Louis Aleck Craig, Field Artillery 
(temporary brigadier general, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. George Edward Lovell, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary colonel, Air Corps; tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 


Lt. Col. Otis Keilholtz Sadtler, Signal 
Corps (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 


Lt. Col. William Henry Jones, Jr., Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. John Erskine Ardrey, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Carlyle Hilton Wash, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel, Air Corps; temporary 
brigadier general, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Henry Pratt Perrine, Infantry (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Dennis Edward McCunniff, In- 
fantry (temporary colonel, 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Henry Balding Lewis, Adjutant 
General's Department (temporary brigadier 
general, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Henry Barlow Cheadle, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States) . 

Lt. Col. Samuel Alexander Gibson, Infan- 
try (temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Paul Woolever Newgarden, Infan- 
try (temporary major general, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Charles Andrew King, Jr, Infan- 


try. 


Army of the: 
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Lt. Col. Alexander McCarrell Patch, In- 
fantry (temporary major general, Army of 
the United States). 

Lt. Col. Charles Bishop Lyman, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United . 
States). 

Lt. Col. Robert Lily Spragins, Infantry 
(temporary brigadier general, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Ward Elverson Duvall, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps (temporary colonel, Army of 
the United States). 

Lt. Col. Hans Robert Wheat Herwig, Quar- 
termaster Corps (temporary colonel, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Howard Calhoun Davidson, Air 
Corps (temporary colonel, Air Corps; tem- 
porary brigadier general, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. William Lynn Roberts, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. William Alexander McCulloch, In- 
fantry (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Lathe Burton Row, Infantry (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. George Washington Price, In- 
fantry (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Herbert Slayder Clarkson, Field Ar- 
tillery (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt.-Col. Charles Gardiner Helmick, Field 
Artillery (temporary brigadier general, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Madison Pearson, Adjutant Gen- 
eral’'s Department (temporary colonel, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Robert Duncan Brown, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps (temporary colonel, -Army of 
the United States). 

Lt. Col, Esteban Boadilla Dalao, Philippine 
Scouts. 

Lt. Col. Ray Wehnes Barker, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 

States). 

Lt. Col. Mack Garr, Cavalry. 

Lt. Col. Edward Oliver Halbert, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps. 

Lt. Col. Frank Bonne Jordan, Field Ar- 
tillery (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Thomas James Camp, Infantry 
(temporary brigadier general, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Robert Ogden Annin, Cavalry. 

Lt. Col. Augustin Mitchell Prentiss, Chem- 
ical Warfare Service (temporary colonel, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Ralph Hospital, Field Artillery 
(temporary brigadier general, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Casey Hewitt Hayes, Field Artillery. 

Lt. Col. Harvey Steele Burwell, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel, Air Corps; temporary 
colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Charles Bellows Hazeltine, Cav- 
alry (temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Russell Alger Osmun, Quarter- 
master Corps (temporary colonel, Army of 
the United States). 

Lt. Col. Sidney Erickson, Infantry (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Emer Yeager, Field Artillery (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Keith Frazee Adamson, Ordnance 
Department (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Frank Earl Bonney, Infantry (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Harry Fouts Hazlett, Infantry (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. George Lamberton Smith, Infantry 
(temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Paul Root Davison, Cavairy (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 


- 
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Lt. Col. William Henry Holcombe, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Charles Philip Gross, Corps of En- 
.gineers (temporary brigadier general, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Peter Cleary Bullard, Infantry (tem- 
porary colonel, Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Brehon Burke Somervell, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary lieutenant general, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Xenophon Herbert Price, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Robert Walter Crawford, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary brigadier general, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Dabney Otey Elliott, Corps of En- 
gineers (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Frederick William Herman, Corps 
of Engineers. 

Lt. Col, John Hill Carruth, Corps of En- 
gineers (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. Philip Loomis Thurber, Field Artil- 
lery (temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col, John Churchill Wyeth, Field Ar- 
tillery (temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Arthur Ringland Harris, Field Ar- 
tillery (temporary coionel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. LaRhett Livingston Stuart, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary brigadier general, 
Army of the United States). 

Lt. Col. John Adams Brooks, Ordnance De- 
partment (temporary colonel, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. John Benjamin Anderson, Field 
Artillery (temporary brigadier general, Army 
of the United States). 

Lt. Col. Cedric Watterson Lewis, Signal 
Corps (temporary colonel, Army of the United 
States). 

Lt. Col. Harry Clyde Ingles, Signal Corps 
(temporary brigadier general, Army of the 
United States). 

Lt. Col. James Lester Bradley, Infantry 
(temporary major general, Army of the United 
States). 


Lt. Col. Willis James Tack, Infantry. 


In THE Navy 


Capt. Ralph F. Wood to be a rear admiral 
in the Navy, for temporary service, to rank 
from the ist day of May 1942. 


IN THE MARINE Corps 


The following-named citizens to be second 
lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the 
13th day of June 1942: 

Theodore H. Abbey, Jr., a citizen of Georgia. 

Robert J. Bolish, a citizen of Ohio. 

Robert B. Brown, a citizen of Illinois. 

George H. Curtis, Jr., a citizen of Missouri. 

Gerald P. Foster, a citizen of California. 

James W. Hendrick, a citizen of California. 

William C. Evers, a citizen of New York. 

Donald Gatchell, a citizen of Texas. 

Robert J. Kisgen, a citizen of Iowa. 

Merle S. Rowles, a citizen of Iowa. 

Donald C. Soper, a citizen of Iowa. 

In THE Coast GUARD 


Commander (Engineering) Ellis Reed-Hill 
to be a captain (engineering) in the Coast 
Guard, to rank from the Ist day of July 1942. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 

the Senate July 16, 1942: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Earl G. Harrison to be Commissioner of 

Immigration and Naturalization. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE 

Prank G. Clark to be collector of internal 

revenue for the district of Wyoming, 


- 
` 
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IN THE ARMY 
APPOINTMENT, APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, 
AND PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 

The nominations of Richard James Farrell 
et al., for appointment, appointments, by 
transfers, or promotions in the Regular Army 
of the United States, which were this day 
received by the Senate, and which appear in 
full in the Senate proceedings of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp for today, under the cap- 
tion “Nominations.” 


PROMOTIONS ON THE RETIRED LIST OF THE NAVY 
TO BE ADMIRALS 
Clarence S. Williams Montgomery M. Taylor 
Joseph M. Reeves Charles B. McVay, Jr. 
Harry E. Yarnell Richard H. Leigh 
Thomas Washington Luke McNamee 
Samuel S. Robison David F. Sellers 
Henry A. Wiley Frank H. Brumby 
Richard H. Jackson Orin G. Murfin 
Louis McC. Nulton Arthur J. Hepburn 
Louis R. de Steiguer Edward C. Kalbfus 
TO BE VICE ADMIRALS 
Josiah S. McKean Henry V. Butler 
Newton A. McCully Thomas T. Craven 
Guy H. Burrage 
TO BE ADMIRALS 
Claude C. Bloch 
James O. Richardson 
TO BE VICE ADMIRAL 
William T. Tarrant 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS 
TO BE A BRIGADIER GENERAL 
Henry L. Larsen 
TO BE A COLONEL 
John T. Walker 
TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONELS 


Augustus H. Fricke 
Augustus W, Cockrell 


TO BE MAJORS 


Edson L. Lyman 
Paul W. Russell 


TO BE A CAPTAIN 
Francis H. Cooper 
TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS 
Gordon D. Gayle Alfred N. Gordon 
William A. Stiles Alfred F. Robertshaw 
Edwin C. Aiken James I. Glendinning 


George M. Lhamon William H. Pace 
William A. Cloman, Jr. 


TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS 


Bernard W. Green Henry E. Coleman 
James M. Johnson Carl J. Nelson 
Ralph E. Britt Ralph “C” Rosacker 
William W. Fergusson Robert L. Cochran 
Alester G. Furman III Frank G. Casserly 
John W. Kelley John E. Waddill 
Bertil E. Larson John E. Semmes, Jr. 
Henry Matsinger Michael V. DiVita 
Robert “G” Reynolds 


UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


TO BE ASSISTANT DENTAL SURGEONS TO TAKE 
EFFECT FROM DATE OF OATH 


Howard K. Wyatt Fred D. Lewis, Jr. 
Vernon J. Forney Francis J. Walters 
Dennis E. Singleton, Jr. Edwin McCoy Short 
James O. Blythe, Jr. Donald J. Galagan 
Sidney Frederick 


PosTMASTERS 
CONNECTICUT 


John L. Fields, Fitchville. 
Albert H. Nichols, Newtown. 


OHIO 


Frank G. Schalmo, Canal Fulton. 

Owen W. Gray, Convoy. 

Lloyd D. Poorman, Dalton. 

Ralph C. Benedum, East Liverpool. ` 
Emma L, Merritt, Flushing. 

Clara M. Burkhart, Leavittsburg. 
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OREGON 

Georgia G. Casebeer, Bly. 

Ruby O. Roberts, Ione. 

George Larkin, Newberg. 

Early Phillips, Scio. 

Frank H. Laighton, Seaside. 
TENNESSEE 

William B. Olds, Cottagegrove. 

Mary H. Williams, Huntsville. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuurspay, Juty 16, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: | 


Almighty God, Father of all mercies, 
we thank Thee that Thou hast called us 
Thy children. Vouchsafe, blessed Lord, 
to take unto Thy special care the Navy 
of our Republic. In the hour of violence 
and peril be graciously near the heroic 
men who are defending and safeguard- 
ing our country’s honor. Speak to our 
fellow countrymen in the quietude of 
their souls and in each tumultuous 
thought relating to our immediate duty 
and obligation. 

Heavenly Father, fix our vision by the 
inspiration of a boundless hope and a 
compelling faith that shall lead to the 
concord of all men and the union of all 
nations. The Lord God help us all to be 
true to our tremendous responsibilities, 
yet glorious service. While the field of 
the future is veiled from mortal sight and 
we know not just where victory lies when 
each day’s fight is done, yet we praise 
Thee that earth and heaven are God’s 
and His glorious majesty forever flows. 
In the name of our Redeemer. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested, a bill of the House of 
the following title: 

H. R. 6484. An act to suspend during the 
present war the running of statutes of limi- 
tations applicable to certain offenses. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to the 
bill CH. R. 4923) entitled “An act for the 
relief of the estate of Orion Knox, de- 
ceased,” disagreed to by the House; agrees 
to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. Brown, Mr. 
TUNNELL, and Mr. CAPPER to be the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to the 
bill (H. R. 6410) entitled “An act for the 
relief of Alex Gamble,” disagreed to by 
the House, agrees to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. Brown, Mr. Rosier, and Mr. CAPPER 
to be the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. i 
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The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 6807) entitled “An act to 
establish a Women’s Auxiliary Reserve in 
the Navy, and for other purposes,” dis- 
agreed to by the House, agrees to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and appoints Mr. Typrncs, Mr. SMITH, 
Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. Davis, and Mr. JOHNSON 
of California to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments to bills of the following titles: 

H.R. 6695. An act to amend the Civilian 
Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as to provide for 
the training of civilian aviation technicians 
and mechanics; and 

H.R.6709. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 1694) 
entitled “An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Claud Tuck.” 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
- er, I ask unanimous consent to proceed 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr, Cannon]? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. Cannon of Missouri addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that when I speak in the 
Committee of the Whole on the 1942 rev- 
enue bill I may have the privilege of re- 
vising and extending my remarks and of 
including therein excerpts from hearings 
and from other statements. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. ROBERTSON]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include an 
editorial from the Afro-American. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from IHi- 
nois [Mr. MITCHELL]? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. SATTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute and to revise and extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. SATTERFIELD]? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr, SATTERFIELD addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
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marks in the Record and to include a let- 
ter from Mr. James Pearson of Shenan- 
doah, Iowa. 

_ The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. JENSEN]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include two 
short editorials. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. HOWELL]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Rrecorp and to include a 
statement published in a newspaper by 
friends in my home town. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the request of the gentleman from Mich- 


igan [Mr. CRAWFORD]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include a 
radio address I delivered Tuesday night, 
July 14, over station WOL, on the sub- 
ject of Illinois oil production as related 
to the shortage on the eastern seaboard. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from IHi- 
nois [Mr. ARNOLD]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Record and to in- 
clude an address by Rear Admiral H. G. 
Bowen. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FITZPATRICK]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1. minute and to revise and extend 
my own remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Youne]? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. Young addressed the House. His 
remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include there- 
in a letter to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. [ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include there- 
in an article from the Chicago Journal of 
Commerce of Tuesday, July 7, 1942, by 
Milton Van Slyck, entitled “New Deal 
Adviser Says War Powers Must Be Re- 
tained,” which gives most amazing and 
important information that I believe 
should be of interest to every American 
citizen. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Riztey asked end was given per- 
mission to extend his own remarks in 
the RECORD.) 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. Grant of Indiana addressed the 
House. His remarks appear in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and include therein an article by Mr. 
George F. Ogilvie, president of the Ne- 
vada State Farm Bureau Federation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? _ 

There was no objection. 


WHEAT AND CORN PRICES 


Mr. H. CARL “ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, the returns are beginning to 
come in from the Chicago market in 
relation to just what the action taken 
here yesterday by the House has cost 
the farmers of America. I refer to our 
deferring to the wishes of the Senate 
and the administration on the parity 
issue. Every bushel of the millions of 
bushels of wheat pouring into the mar- 
kets in the Midwest today is bringing the 
farmers of America who produced that 
wheat 1% cents per bushel less than it 
did yesterday morning. Just think that 
over. Corn has also gone down about 
seven-eighths of a cent per bushel, at a 
time when it is not even 80 percent of 
parity back through the great Midwest. 
Those of you who so valiantly fought to 
lower this price the farmer receives for 
corn and wheat should clothe yourselves 
in sackcloth and ashes and repent. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein extracts from speeches and news- 
paper articles. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCRUGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and include therein 
a telegram from certain organizations in 
Nevada. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ne- 
vada? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix. ] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Record and include therein 
s statement and a copy of a proposed 

ill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Record and include therein 
an article from the Tribune-Sun cf San 
Diego, Calif., carrying an interview with 
former Minister to Albania and Thailand, 
Hugh G. Grant. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I further 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a recent speech by Otto of Aus- 
tria. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. CASE of South Dakota, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend my own remarks in the 
Recorv and include therein two tables. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
` [Mr. Case of South Dakota addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 


REVENUE BILL OF 1942 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 522, and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 


Resolved, ‘Chat upon the adoption of this 
resolution it chall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of H. R. 7378, 
a bill to provide revenue, and for other pur- 
poses, and ali points of order against said 
bill are hereby waived, That after general 
debate, which shall be confined to the bill, 
and shall continue not to exceed 3 days, to 
be equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, the bill 
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shall be considered as having been read for 
amendment. No amendment shall be in or- 
der to said bill except amendments offered 
by direction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and said amendments shall be in or- 
der, any rule of the House to the contrary 
notwithstanding. Amendments offered by 
direction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means may be offered to any section of the 
bill at the conclusion of the general debate, 
but said amendments shall not be subject 
to amendment. At the conclusion of the 
consideration of the bill for amendment, the 
Committee shall rise and report the bill to 
the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted, and the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill 
and amendments thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion, except one mo- 
tion to recommit, 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, later on 
I shall yield to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. FisH] the usual amount of 


.time on the resolution. 


Mr. Speaker, this resolution makes in 
order the greatest and most complicated 
revenue bill ever reported that I have 
seen come before the House during my 
many years of service. 

From the very inception of my service 
here I have been against closed rules. 
Today I am placed in the position, in the 
interest of our country, of favoring the 
adoption of a closed rule that some of 
you may designate as a gag rule. But I 
have been informed, and the Rules Com- 
mittee has been told by the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee, the very 
able and sincere gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. DoucHuton] and by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cooper] and 
by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
Hitt] and by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. Treapway], the ranking 
minority member, that the Ways and 
Means Committee has labored for, over 
4 months before they were able to come 
to an agreement. Finally, a few days 
ago, by a nearly unanimous vote, they 
reported this bill. 

We have been informed that if an 
open rule were granted it might take 
from 3 to 6 weeks before action could be 
had and that this might endanger this 
legislation which is so much needed at 
this time in the best interests of our 
Nation. In view of this fact and after 
being informed that both sides, the Dem- 
ocrats as well as the Republicans, with 
one exception, were in favor of this legis- 
lation, the Rules Committee reported 
this. closed rule. Personally, a few days 
before this I had stated that I would 
endeavor to obtain a rule that would 
permit certain amendments to be offered 
to the bill. The suggested amendments 
are as folows: 

First. The retention of personal ex- 
emptions of $750 in the case of single 
persons and $1,500 in the case of married 
persons or heads of families. 

Second. Limiting individual annual 
net incomes during the war to $50,000. 

Third. Joint returns. 

Fourth. Abolishing tax-exempt securi- 
ties. 

Fifth. Adoption of the estate and gift 
provisions recommended by the Treasury. 

Sixth. Limiting percentage depletion 
for mines and oil wells. 

a Seventh. To eliminate the 1913 limita- 
ons. 
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Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my own remarks. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, are the rest of us going 
to get an opportunity to say something 
on this rule and on this bill? 

Mr. SABATH. Oh, yes; you know me 
and I never deny anybody that right. 

Mr. RICH. I know you, but you are 
closing us out here. 

Mr, SABATH., You know I am very 
liberal, 

Mr. RICH. Of course, you are, but 
you are bringing in a closed rule so we 
cannot do anything and we have got to 
take this bill whether we like it or not. 
If we cannot say anything about it that 
would be effective we might as well go 
home. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Il- 
linois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Being vitally inter- 
ested in the suggested amendments that 
I have mentioned, and seriously consid- 
ering to endeavor to report a rule mak- 
ing them in order, I conferred with many 
members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means relative to the various proposals 
that had been submitted to the commit- 
tee and the provisions that were to be 
incorporated in the bill. Since last Mon- 
day I have been informed by some of the 
members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee who, I know, are sincere and 
honest, that real consideration has been 
given to a provision that would raise an 
additional $750,000,000 from the corpo- 
rations. In view of the change that was 
brought about and agreed to by the Ways 
and Means Committee, I was informed 
that this provision might be eliminated 
and the benefits obtained in the last con- 
ference might be voided. In view of 
these facts, I am presenting this closed 
rule. 

I have also been informed, as well as 
the other members of the Rules Commit- 
tee, that it may, and in fact will, be abso- 
lutely necessary shortly to bring in an- 
other revenue measure and that this is 
not the end but is just the beginning, 
and in view of that fact, and in view of 
the further fact that after we have passed 
this legislation the Senate will have hear- 
ings on the measure, will consider it, will 
vote upon it, and will make their own 
suggestions embodying their views in the 
bill, I have come to the conclusion that 
in the interest of early and needed action 
I should yield, although with reluctance, 
my convictions on closed rules. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield for just one question? 

Mr. SABATH. I yield. 

Mr. RICH. There is where you made 
a mistake. 

Mr. SABATH. Oh, I grant the gentle- 
man that, but this is not the only mistake 
I have made, and I am willing to yield my 
convictions at any time if I believe that 
is for the best interests of my country. 
Furthermore, I think the wisdom of 
25 experienced legislators should have 
greater weight than my own convictions. 
I believe this because I do not set myself 
up, with respect to patriotism or knowl- 
edge, as being above the 25 men who 
compose the great Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. 
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I may also say that two statements 
have been filed by two of the members 
of the minority group, and even these two 
gentlemen do not agree. How can you 
expect the House to agree when even 
two of the minority members of the Ways 
and Means Committee cannot agree? 

The gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
Knutson] makes the point that there 
should not have been the last change 
made in the bill reducing the excess 
profits from 94 to 874 percent and in- 
creasing the normal tax from 40 to 45 
percent. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man does not say that by doing so the 
committee has eliminated the post-war 
refund of 14 percent, and this change 
will bring to the Government, as I have 
stated, close to $750,000,000. 

He omits that, and as to the rest of his 
so-called minority views, I shall not take 
your time, nor shall I take your time on 
the statement of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] whom I 
consider a very sincere gentleman, but 
for some reason naturally he feels the 
same as I, that we should not have 
lowered the brackets on the personal tax 
exemption. There will be other members 
here who will vote against the rule, be- 
cause they claim they would like to 
eliminate that provision and let the old 
provision stand, and I say to them that 
Iam just as much interested in the small 
taxpayer as any one, and prefer to have 
the $750 and the $1,500 exemptions stand, 
but the Committee on Ways and Means, 
after months of deliberations, came to 
the conclusion that those brackets 
should be lowered. I would have been 
more than pleased to comply with the 
hundreds of telegrams I received against 
the lowering of the exemptions. How- 
ever, I feel that in order to enable the 
committee to agree and report a bill, they 
were obliged to compromise on this im- 
portant provision. I feel that the com- 
mittee acted in good faith and in the best 
interest of the Nation. In view of that 
fact, and believing also, and hoping that 
the other body will make that change, 
as well as a few other changes, which 
I have advocated and believe in, I am 
favoring the adoption of the rule, 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The gen- 


tleman seems to have a good deal of con- 
fidence in the Senate which he calls the 
other body. As far as I am concerned, 
I have confidence in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and I think we ought to have 
a rule that would permit the House to 
legislate, so as to raise these income and 
inheritance taxes in the higher brackets 
and wipe out the 1913 limitation that 
prevents us from taxing certain large 
estates that have been discussed here, 
that otherwise will escape taxation. 


Mr.SABATH. That is one of the pro- . 


visions that I favor. Permit me to say 
to the gentleman that I am just as 
strongly in favor of the provision as is the 
gentleman, himself, and long before I 
was aware of his position, I advocated 
these amendments because they were 
urged and recommended by the Presi- 
dent, and Iam sure that the House knows 
that it has been my desire, and that I 
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have made every effort at all times, to 
comply with the President’s recommenda- 
tions. 

I am also aware of the fact that the 
Constitution imposes upon the House the 
duty to initiate revenue legislation to raise 
revenues, and we also know that the 
Senate has the right to approve or disap- 
prove and to amend all measures, which 
privilege and right we cannot take away 
from that body. 

I wish to assure the gentleman I have 
as much confidence in the House as he 
has, but the gentleman knows and every 
intelligent man knows, that after all, all 
legislation is compromise. No one man 
at all times can obtain the adoption of all 
matters that he advocates or favors. To- 
day we are here to legislate on an ex- 
tremely important matter, and I fear, 
and in fact I know, that bringing in an 
open rule, or a limited open rule, may de- 
lay the adoption of this bill by many 
weeks and, perhaps, even months, 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. In the 
first place, the Senate of the United 
States once went on record against 
changing this 1913 limitation, behind 
which we are stymied. By giving us an 
open rule and permitting the House of 
Representatives to perfect this bill, it 
would save a great deal of time that will 
be taken up in the Senate in debate. Fur- 
thermore, in my opinion we would get the 
bill passed just as quickly as we will by 
paralyzing us with a gag rule and sending 
it over to the Senate, and permitting 
them to debate on it from now until prob- 
ably the first of the year. 

Mr, SABATH. The gentleman has a 
right to vote for the rule or against the 
rule. That privilege is not taken away 
from him, and it is up to the House to 
say whether we should adopt this rule 
or not. As to the point raised by the 
gentleman that the Senate in the past 
has refused to eliminate the 1913 limita- 
tion and should they do so again in the 
event we included it in the present meas- 
ure, it would vitiate his argument and a 


great deal of time would have been un- 


necessarily wasted. 

I do not want in any way to place my- 
self in a position where I will lay the bur- 
den on each and every Member. I am 
willing to and do assume my responsibil- 
ity and my duty, because I feel that it 
is my duty at this time to bring the kind 
of rule, to which I have heretofore been 
strongly opposed, and I may say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that long be- 
fore he came to the House I had urged 
and pleaded in the House to give the 
House an opportunity to express its will 
on every bill and any legislation that 
came before us; but conditions that face 
this country now are so grave that I 
feel there is no time to waste, and there- 
fore, early action is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. RICH. Mr, Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr, SABATH. No; I cannot, 

Mr. RICH. I just want to ask the 
gentleman one question. 

Mr. SABATH. I cannot yield now. 
As to writing the bill on the floor of the 
House, here is a bill that contains 320 
pages, several thousand different amend- 
ments and provisions. With all of the 
intelligence that we possess here, it would 
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be absolutely impossible for us to try to 
write a revenue bill on the floor. That 
has been my experience during the 36 
years that I have been a Member, and 
we have failed in this time and time 
again. Consequently, in view of the fact 
that another revenue bill will come in, 
and then I hope as to those things that 
the gentleman from Mississippi is inter- 
ested in, and that I am, and in others, we 
will have an opportunity to discuss them, 
and bring about the adoption of those 
provisions in that next bill which will 
come before us in a short space of time. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel that I have ex- 
plained my position as clearly as I am 
capable of doing, not with such eloquence 
and clarity as other Members might, nev- 
ertheless under the conditions I think I 
have performed my duty to the best of 
my ability to the interest of our country, 
and I say this further to some gentlemen 
who advised me they would vote against 
the rule, that that is their privilege, but 
I do not think they will gain anything by 
it or any votes at home, because the 
country recognizes the need for this leg- 
islation, and the country feels we should 
act without further delay. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield for one question? 

Mr. SABATH. No. 

Mr. RICH. Just one question. 

Mr. SABATH. All right, I yield. 

Mr. RICH. Is this bill brought in here 
at the request of the Committee on 
Ways and Means or of the Rules Com~ 
mittee itself? Did the Rules Committee 
submit this rule? 

Mr. SABATH. The Committee on 
Ways and Means recommended and 
urged a closed rule and gave the reasons. 

Mr. RICH. They wrote the bill? 

Mr.SABATH. Yes; and took 5 months 
to do it, and I do not think it would 
have been any better if the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania had been a member of 
that committee. 

Mr. RICH. It could not have been any 
worse. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, in con- 
clusion, I wish to express my apprecia- 
tion to the membership-for giving me 
their attention in presenting my reasons 
for reporting and urging the adoption of 
this rule, and I feel that they may well 
follow my example in waiving their per- 
sonal views and opinions in the interest 
of expediting the passage of this im- 
portant legislation. 

.Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Fisu]. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self 10 minutes. 

This revenue bill is the largest in the 
history of our country, or any other, and 
affects 30,000,000 taxpayers. It is a part 
of a series of war-tax measures totaling 
$23,000,000,000. The gigantic war taxes, 
combined with $9,000,000,000 additional 
State and local taxes, will take one-third 
of our nationalincome. Such huge taxes 
will automatically tend to put the brakes 
on inflation. 

No Member of the House is more op- 
posed to closed or gag rules than I am, 
and if it were not for the war emergency 
and the necessity of passing this enor- 
mous revenue bill promptly and sending 


6254 


it over to the Senate for its considera- 
tion, I would not support such a drastic 
rule. I do so as a war measure, and 
willingly sacrifice my personal views to 
expedite action on this bill providing rev- 
enue to help make the war wheels go 
round. ` 

Rosert L. Doucuton, of North Caro- 
lina, the noblest Roman of them all, the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and his fellow Members of both 
parties, deserve the gratitude and thanks 
of the House and of the American peo- 
ple. They have worked hard, faithfully, 
and diligently, and have drafted a rev- 
enue bill which—though far from per- 
fect—is the result of the collective effort 
of the members of the Committee on 
Ways and Means for the past 4 months. 

The entire committee has asked for a 
closed rule on the ground that the emer- 
gency required it. 

I believe the committee made a mis- 
take by placing the corporation normal 
and surtax at 45 percent—which is too 
high. It should not exceed 40 percent, 
and the excess-profit tax is too low at 
8712 percent, and should be at least 90 
percent. 

I trust there will be ample debate on 
reducing the income-tax exemption of 
married persons to $1,200 and on indi- 
viduals to $500. The action of the com- 
mittee imposes a real financial hardship 
on millions of poorly paid Americans, 
and these reductions may not bring in 
enough income to justify such action by 
the Government. I am glad that man- 
datory joint income-tax returns is not in 
the bill, as it would be an unwarranted 
discrimination against American women. 

I also believe that future issues of tax- 
exempt securities should be taxed. If 
this is not done, a small class of ultra- 
rich people will use that loophole to avoid 
paying any taxes to the Federal Govern- 
ment and make a mockery of the intent 
of our revenue laws. I hope the Senate 
will act favorably on these suggestions. 
The administration has clearly shown its 
definite opposition to the sales tax, in 
view of which there is little or no chance 
of including it in the bill. 

The danger Of increasing the tax on 
corporations to 45 percent is that many 
small and moderate industries—the back- 
bone of the Nation—will be snuffed out 
of existence. The small businessmen 
are already staggering under a heavy 
burden of taxes and priorities. They are 
confused and groggy and struggling to 
keep alive in every city and village in 
America. Small business is receiving 
only a small part of the war orders and 
is not benefiting to any extent from the 
astronomical spending program. Below 
$25,000 the normal corporation tax will 
be 15, 17, and 19 percent and 10 percent 
surtax. Above $25,000 the normal cor- 
poration tax will remain at 24 percent, 
but the surtax will be raised from 7 to 21 
percent. 

Small businessmen are not organized 
and have no lobby. Therefore, the Con- 
gress has a double obligation to protect 
their interests and save them from being 
ruined and driven to the wall by excessive 
taxes. After all, the small businessman 
has been the bulwark of our American 
system of free enterprise based upon pri- 
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vate initiative and reasonable profits. 
Any legislation that threatens, through 
taxation, the economic life of small busi- 
ness is unsound and un-American. 

I hope it is not the intention of the 
administration to socialize industry by 
wiping out small business through ruin- 
ous taxation and erecting gigantic Gov- 
ernment-controlled corporations in its 
place. Iam in favor of and will support 
a motion to recommit the bill for the 
purpose of reducing the corporation tax 
below 45 percent and raising the excess 
war-profit tax above 8744 percent. 

It is false economy and a foolish and 
unwise policy for the administration to 
break the back of business with excessive 
corporation taxes, as it will not be able 
to continue to pay taxes, employ labor 
or help sustain the community in which 
it is located. 

This is not the time, as our sons—Re- 
publicans and Democrats alike—are 
marching shoulder to shoulder against 
our enemies, to throw monkey Wrenches 
for partisan reasons or advantage into 
the legislative gears by voting against the 
rule. We on the minority side do not 
propose to assume any responsibility for 
delaying the passage of this vital tax bill, 
which in its very essence is a war meas- 
ure, and also an important factor in pre- 
venting inflation and high cost of living 
and its disastrous consequences to the 
American people. 

We do not like to vote for a closed rule, 
but we are in this war to win it, and we 
will do our part by making whatever 
sacrifices are necessary to expedite the 
final passage of this war-revenue bill. 

We Republicans will not play politics 
or demagogue with this important and 
needed revenue bill in the midst of the 
greatest war in our history. We are in 
an all-out war—in effort, service, and 
sacrifice. 

No matter what it may cost in blood, 
tears, and money, all of us will have to 
make more and more financial sacrifices 
to help win the war. 


Mr. DIES. Mr, Speaker, will the 


‘gentleman yield? 


Mr, FISH, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. DIES. Regardless of the merits of 
this rule, it is a fact, is it not, that by our 
vote on the rule we actually pass the 
tax bill? 

Mr. FISH. We pass this bill over to 
the Senate—— 

Mr. DIES. I mean this is a vote on 
the bill? 

Mr. FISH. Now, you asked me a ques- 
tion, and I will answer it. Under the 
rule, after 3 days of general debate the 
bill will be voted on in its present form, 
unless the Committee on Ways and 
Means offers committee amendments. 
It does virtually mean the passage of the 
bill over to the Senate, where again it 
will be considered in committee and in 
the Senate and probably greatly modi- 
fied and amended, and then come back to 
us by way of a conference report, when 
we will again have another vote. This 
is not the final passage of the tax bill. 
This bill as reported by the Ways and 
Means Committee after 4 or 5 months of 
strenuous labor may be an entirely dif- 
ferent bill when it comes back from the 
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Senate, and the members of the Ways 
and Means Committee may not even 
recognize their own child. If the final 
bill does not provide sufficient revenue, 
then it will be the duty of Congress to 
pass an additional tax bill. 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr, 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Let me 


say to the gentleman from New York 
that my proposal is merely to vote down 
the previous question so that we can 
amend the rule and we can complete the 
bill in a few days. Now let me ask the 
gentleman this question: The gentleman 
says he is in favor of taxing in the future 
what we call tax-exempt securities, to 
keep a few of the rich from escaping 
taxation. Then is he not willing to help 
us vote down the previous question so 
that we can amend this rule and offer 
amendments to wipe out the 1913 provi- 
sion with reference to these estates, by 
which such estates as Marshall Field and 
a great many others that could be men- 
tioned here are now escaping taxation 
and will escape entirely if this bill is 
passed in its present form? 

Mr. FISH. My answer is simply this: 
The Ways and Means Committee, com- 
posed of the older and more experienced 
Members of the House on both sides, 
came before the Rules Committee and 
asked for a closed rule, because they be- 
lieved if we had an open rule it may be 
Christmas before we get any tax bill. 
We are in the midst of the greatest war 
in the history of our country. Every 
member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee believes that it is in the interest 
of the Nation to put this huge revenue 
bill through under this legislative pro- 
cedure. I am waiving my own convic- 
tions, as one who has always fought for 
an open rule, to vote for this type of rule 
in order to expedite consideration of 
revenue legislation necessary for the vig- 
orous conduct of the war. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana, a member of the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

Mr. HALLECK. The gentleman, who 
has made a splendid statement, referred 
to the.fact that this bill would affect 
30,000,000 taxpayers. I take it the gen- 
tleman refers to the direct effect upon 
the taxpayers in the number of 30,000,000, 
because, as I view it, this tax bill, if 
passed, will directly and indirectly affect 
every man, woman, and child in this 
country. 

Mr. FISH. The gentleman is correct, 
particularly as the bill affects the stand- 
ard of living of every American, 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. In view 
of the gag rule which prevents considera- 
tion of amendments, about the only thing 
we can do and hope is that the Senate 
and the conference committee will 
straighten out the inequalities in this bill 
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as they relate to small business and other 
things. 

Mr. FISH. The gentleman is abso- 
lutely correct. The Committee on Ways 
and Means has been laboring for 5 
months to do that very thing. They have 
done the best they could. It probably 
is a compromise, like all important legis- 
lation. We hope that some of the in- 
equalities will be further ironed out in 
the Senate and come back to us in the 
conference report improved in many re- 
spects. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan, a member of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. MICHENER. As a practical mat- 
ter, the Congress is confronted today 
with a condition and not with a theory. 
Necessity is the mother of invention. 
Closed rules are at times advisable and 
necessary. This is one of those times. 
While the position taken by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] 
against closed rules may be laudable, 
nevertheless we have appropriated bil- 
lions of dollars for war purposes, and 
now we must raise the money by tax- 
ation. Time is of the essence. The peo- 
ple demand actłon, and not talk. This is 
the usual method of dealing with techni- 
cal tax bills. This rule is no innova- 
tion. This rule will expedite the passage 
of a tax bill. An open rule is sure to 
delay its passage until after election. 
These times require courage on the part 
of Representatives in Congress. I take 
it that none of us favors closed rules as 
a general proposition. In this case the 
Rules Committee yielded to the unani- 
mous request of the Ways and Means 
Committee. I am going to vote to send 
this bill on its way. Those who want to 
accomplish that purpose should vote for 
this rule. We know that when this bill 
goes to the Senate it will be but the first 
blueprint. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. If the 
gentleman will yield, let us make it more 
than a blueprint. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I can- 
not yield. A tax bill dealing with hun- 
dreds of items written on the floor, as 
in a convention, would be a sorry blue- 
print, indeed. We all know it is impos- 
sible. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 
5 additional minutes. __ 

Mr. MICHENER. When this bill goes 
to the Senate it will be rewritten; the 
House bill will be used simply as the first 
plan. Hearings will be held on the best 
methods of raising the money. The 
House bill can be added to or changed. 
After that is done the country will be 
fully advised. The amended bill will 
contain the composite views of the Con- 
gress. The gentleman from Mississippi 
will have an opportunity to go before the 
Senate committee and present his views. 

I understand from the Ways and 
Means Committee and from the gentle- 
man himself that he did not go before the 
proper forum and present his views to 
the Ways and Means Committee. He 
will have an opportunity to do that. In 
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addition, the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee will be available to the gentleman 
until Saturday night, and if he desires 
to follow the usual procedure and go be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee with 
his views they will be given considera- 
tion. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, if 
the Ways and Means Committee does not 
give any more consideration to my views 
than did the Rules Committee, it would 
be useless to go before them. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. As I re- 
call, approximately a year ago a rule was 
brought in on a tax bill which permitted 
amendments to be offered striking out 
the provision requiring mandatory joint 
returns by husband and wife. My ques- 
tion now is why we could not have a rule 
this year under which four or five of the 
great emergent issues might be open to 
amendment, that some of us might be 
given an opportunity to amend this bill 
in certain limited respects. 

Mr FISH. The provision for manda- 
tory joint returns is not in this bill. I 
voted against it in the last bill and still 
feel the same way about it. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I under- 
stand it is not, but I think the same prin- 
ciple could be applied to certain issues 
here involved. 

Mr. FISH. That was the only excep- 
tion in the last revenue bill. The sugges- 
tion was made to the Rules Committee 
that certain important proposals might 
be voted on by a special or limited rule. 
But the fact of the matter is that every 
individual Member of the House has his 
own idea as to what are the important 
issues that should be so specially pre- 
sented, and when they are listed I am 
afraid we would have an interminable 
job and would be here until Labor Day 
before sending the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois, a member of the Rules 
Committee. 

Mr, ALLEN of Illinois. Is it not a fact 


that the members of the Ways and Means. 


Committee wanted this closed rule be- 
cause the Treasury Department said it 
was essential to raise a certain amount 
of revenue, and this act is a billion or 
two short of the requirement of the 
Treasury Department? The members of 
the Ways and Means Committee felt that 
if they reported it open for amendment 
that the schedules and rates would be 
changed with the result that even less 
revenue would be received. 

Mr, FISH. Yes; we might be short a 
couple of more billions. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. And that is the 
reason for asking a gag rule. 

Mr. FISH. The gentleman is correct, 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. The gentieman who has 
the floor said awhile ago that this bill 
is essential to winning the war. Does 
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not the gentleman know that this bill is 
necessary and essential to keep the coun- 
try going, that we have been going into 
the red every year under this adminis- 
tration from three to twenty billions? 

Mr. FISH. The views of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and myself are well 
known to the Members of the House. We 
did everything we could to keep the 
country out of war unless attacked, but 
we always said that if we went to war 
it would cost $100,000,000,000 a year, and 
we have appropriated considerably more 
than that already in the first 7 months. 

Mr. RICH. This is the fourteenth tax 
bill we have considered. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, FISH. I yield. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Is it not also 
true that in the last 8 or 9 years every 
rule brought in at the request of the Ways 
and Means Committee on one of their 
bills has been a closed rule? 

Mr. FISH. Since 1932. 

Mr, ALLEN of Illinois. I am speaking 
now of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. FISH. Since 1932, when the House 
got into a very confused state. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. Yes; and then I shall have 
to decline to yield further, for I want to 
conclude my remarks and still have some 
time to yield to others, 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. MICHENER] 
referred me to the Senate of the United 
States, and to some committee over there. 
As a matter of fact, the gentleman from 
Michigan, if he will read the Constitution, 
will find that the Constitution places 
upon the House of Representatives the 
responsibility for writing tax legislation. 

Mr. FISH. In conclusion, I hope the 
House—Democrats and Republicans— 
will uphold the Rules Committee. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 

Mr. McLEAN. The gentleman has 
criticized the corporate rates. I take 
this opportunity to refer the gentleman 
and Members of the House to page 18 
of the Committee report. You will find 
there a statement and examples of the 
concessions that have been made to cor- 
porations. The situation as to cor- 
porations has been much improved over 
existing law. These concessions must 
have consideration in any proper dis- 
cussion of the increase of normal and 
surtax rates, and as they affect so-called 
smaller corporations. They have not 
been referred to in the observations in 
the minority report or in any of the 
public statements that have come to my 
notice. It is unfair to criticize this fea- 
ture of the bill without having in mind 
the concessions that have been made to 
these corporations. 

Mr. FISH. I hope the gentleman in 
general debate will be given time to ex- 
plain his views fully. 

All I want to say in conclusion is that 
I hope the Membership of the House, 
Republicans and Democrats, will uphold 
the request of the members of the Ways 
and Means Committee who have asked 
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the Rules Committee for a closed rule to 
consider this unprecedented and huge 
tax bill in order to expedite favorable 
action and to help our all-out war effort. 

In all fairness to the Chairman of the 
Committee on Rules [Mr. SABATH], I 
want to say that he has opposed every 
closed rule, as I have, but in this emer- 
gency I join with him and hope the 
House will sustain the Rules Committee 
and the Ways and Means Committee in 
adopting the proposed rule. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. COLMER], 


TAXATION 


Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, we are 
today considering, and I am sure will 
pass, the most drastic tax bill ever passed 
by the Congress of the United States. 
This bill, although considered inade- 
quate by some, will nevertheless provide 
a substantial drain upon the pockets of 
the taxpayers of this country. Especially 
harsh are its provisions for taxation of 
some classes of our citizenship. But 
as harsh as its provisions are in the en- 
forced contribution by certain interests 
of the country and those regarded as best 
able to pay, I am sure that those who 
fear that the American people are not 
willing to contribute their full share 
of finances for the operaton of this most 
momentous of all wars are unnecessarily 
apprehensive. In fact, I believe that 
every American citizen will gladly con- 
tribute to his full ability to the winning 
of this war and the resultant saving of 
the American institution of government 
and the freedom of its people. For, as 
a matter of fact, the financial sacrifice— 
as burdensome as it may seem—and the 
other necessary sacrifices resulting from 
such financial contribution, is of small 
Moment compared with the sacrifice of 
those splendid young men—and in some 
instances splendid young women—who 
have willingly broken the family ties 
and prepared themselves as living sac- 
rifices upon the altar of their country 
in order that this Government of our 
forefathers, the most blessed heritage of 
human government, may survive; and 
that the American people may not be 
bartered as slaves upon the markets of 
Berlin, Rome, and Tokyo. Mr. Speaker, 
I reiterate that the people of America 
are willing to pay, and pay until it hurts, 
in order to finance this war which means 
so much to us all. Of this I am thor- 
oughly convinced. But I am also con- 
vinced that the great majority of our 
people desire to know that the money 
which is gathered from them in the form 
of taxes and in the form of war bond 
purchases is to be used for the purpose 
of financing the war and not uselessly 
expended in boondoggling and the em- 
ployment of untold thousands of social 
reformers in an effort to carry out a 
system of socialistic reform advocated 
by a group of theorists who seem more 
obsessed with such than the grim task 
of winning the war. 


REALISM 
And in this connection, Mr. Speaker, 


I have long been convinced that the 
American people have been far ahead of 
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this Congress and this Administration in 
realizing the necessity for a grim real- 
ization of what we as a nation of free 
people are up against. I have long been 
convinced that the great majority of our 
patriotic American citizens are ahead of 
their Government in the realization that 
this war is the test of our ability to sur- 
vive as a free people; and that they real- 
ize, even more than many of those in high 
places in the Government realize, that it 
is impossible to overcome the Axis war 
machine and at the same time carry on 
an effort to build a modern Utopia on the 
American Continent. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam no more happy about 
this tax bill than any other man on the 
floor of this House. Moreover, I have 
my own ideas about the type of taxation 
which we should have. And, like many 
of you, I would leave out some of the 
provisions of this bill and insert others to 
take their place in order that the burden 
might be more easily, uniformly, and 
equitably shared by all of our people. I 
would have preferred an open rule with 
full opportunity for amendments. But 
you and I realize that legislation, like 
the appointment of postmasters, never 
meets with universal approval. We must 
give and take in a spirit of cooperation 
to the end that some effective measure 
may be enacted. Therefore, as imperfect 
as this bill is, I shall support it. No man 
should hide behind the flimsy excuse that 
Real does not like some provision of the 
bill. 

SUPPORTED PREPAREDNESS PROGRAM 


Moreover, Mr. Speaker, I shall support 
this tax bill because I have supported, 
without exception, over $225,000,000,000 
in appropriations that have been passed 
by this Congress in the past several years 
for the purpose of national defense and 
for the conduct of this war. Not only 
have I voted for every dollar of appro- 
priations that has been reported by the 
Appropriations Committee for this pur- 
pose, but I have voted for and actively 
supported every bill authorizing every 
item for national defense and for the 
conduct of the war since I have been a 
Member of this body. Moreover, my col- 
leagues, I have not only voted for these 
authorizations and appropriations, but I 


. have been advocating even larger ones for 


the past 6 years. In addition to support- 
ing these authorizations and appropria- 
tions, I have also generally supported the 
President in his foreign policy. I have 
voted for the lifting of the arms embargo, 
permitting arms to our now Allies to be 
shipped abroad. I voted for the Lease- 
Lend Act, where millions of these appro- 
priations have been expended. I also 
voted for the arming of our merchant 
ships, the Draft Act, and later the ex- 
tension of the Draft Act, which passed by 
only one vote. Therefore, not only could 
I not refuse to support a tax bill, which 
in the final analysis is the source of these 
appropriations, but I do not see how any- 
one else who believes in the successful 
conduct of this war could do otherwise. 


PROPHECY 


In fact, Mr. Speaker, I believe that my 
record will reflect the fact that I have 
been rather realistic and, I hope, patri- 
otic, with reference to our foreign policy 
and the necessity for preparing for this 
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unfortunate war. I know that I have 
been conscientious and honest both by 
word and action. Illustrative of that 
fact, in a speech on March 19, 1936— 
more than 5 years prior to Pearl Harbor 
and 3 years before Hitler began hostili- 
ties—in the Well of this House I dared to 
prophesy some of the things that I 
thought would happen. The fact that 
they did happen is of little comfort to 
me. On that date, in discussing the ne- 
cessity for military preparedness, I said, 
in part: 


Mr. Chairman, there is an old adage to 
the effect that in times of peace we should 
prepare for war. With Europe a veritable 
voleano of war at present, with the clouds 
of another gigantic war, the like of which 
possibly the world has never heretofore wit- 
nessed, hanging the lowest on the world’s 
horizon, with the diplomatic endeavors of 
the Old World statesmen daily changing into 
kaleidoscopic patterns, with the whole of 
Europe jockeying for position, it must be 
manifest, even to him who reasons as he 
runs, that the enemy of civilization and 
Christianity, the all-powerful god of war, 
is busy about his task. War is imminent. 
Just how far distant it is no man can suc- 
cessfully predict. It may be 6 months; it 
may be 2 years, At the most it cannot be 
more than 5 years unless something not now 
apparent develops. In my opinion, condi- 
tions in the world today, from the standpoint 
of imminence of another World War, are 
more pronounced than they were 6 months 
before an all-powerful German war machine 
rode roughshod over Belgium in 1914. If you 
question the wisdom of this statement, I 
would point out to you the fact that today 
a powerful, militaristic Italy, under the 
domination of the war lord, Mussolini, bent 
upon expansion and conquest, is running at 
liberty over a weaker and almost defenseless 
black people in Ethiopia. The yellow race 
of Japan for the past decade, under the 
domination of the war lords of that nation, 
has been continually building up a powerful 
military machine likewise bent upon a con- 
quest of expansion. Russia looks with un- 
easy expression and apprehensive eyes upon 
this program of Japan. The Chinese, 
powerful in potentiality but defenseless in 
reality, resent keenly and with a smoulder- 
ing fire of national pride this aggression on 
the part of her more powerful yellow neigh- 
bor. To the west the mighty British lion 
paces uneasily but, withal, cunningly and 
wisely as he watches over his spreading 
dominions and counts the effect of these ag- 
gressive and hostile acts on his own proud 
Kingdom, The ingenious and resourceful 
Germany, under the leadership of the new 
war lord of that country, has boldly dis- 
counted the Locarno pact and proclaimed 
the last vestige of the Treaty of Versailles 
as but another scrap of paper. France is 
diligent in her efforts to form new alliances, 
and is emotionally appealing to her neigh- 
bors and the other civilized countries to rally 
to her support in defending the Locarno 
pact and the Treaty of Versailles, America, 
the New World giant, once far removed from 
Europe but now, as a result of scientific ad- 
vancements in communication and transpor- 
tation, not so far removed from the Old 
World; America, a peace-loving nation, in 
spite of its suffering from a world-wide de- 
pression, with no necessity for expansion— 
no desire for conquest, rich, and happy in its 
own ideals of government—is wont to re- 
main aloof from the turmoil and maelstrom 
of Old World diplomacy and warfare, 

The all-important question now is, What 
is America going to do about it? What 
course shall we pursue? 

Somewhere there must be a sane, sound 
policy for this country to pursue. To my 
conception there is but one answer—armed 
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neutrality. We can be neutral, but we must 
be strong enough to demand the respect of 
those warlike nations who profess a desire 
for peace and at the same time are, with 
‘wanton abandonment, bent upon a policy of 
economic expansion and aggression. 

Is it necessary for me to point out to my 
colleagues here that treaties, pacts, and agree- 
ments are worthless in a world of nations 
who are arming to the limit of their economic 
ability; when aggression and expansion are 
the ultimate desires of so many nations of 
the world? Is it necessary to call your at- 
tention to the fact that a peaceful overture 
of one powerful nation to another today is 
withdrawn almost before an opportunity for 
its acceptance has been given? The order of 
procedure among the nations of the world 
today is so selfish and so self-centered that 
one is reminded of a public auction where the 
highest bidder is the purchaser of the thing 
sought. A powerful nation, through its 
diplomatic circles, issues a strong denuncia- 
tion today of the encroachment upon the na- 
tional rights of a weaker nation. A few 
months later the same powerful nation, when 
it is either to the economic or strategic inter- 
est of that nation to do so, barters or negoti- 
ates with the same nation that it has so re- 
cently denounced, We have seen treaties, 
pacts, and agreements thrown overboard ap- 
parently without rhyme or reason other than 
that might makes right. Apparently, there- 
fore, we are driven to the conclusi-n that, 
however desirable and beautiful are world 
courts, leagues of nations, and international 
agreements for disarmament in their theory, 
we are confronted, as peace-loving as we are, 
with the realization that we are dealing with 
nations who, like men, have as their con- 
trolling factor a selfish desire to prosper at 
the other fellow’s expense. 

In this situation are we not driven, driven 
reluctantly, but nevertheless driven, to a lit- 
tle selfish consideration of our own national 
preservation? Because of this unfortunate 
situation our Navy and our Army—and more 
especially our Navy—must be built up to the 
point where it will be excelled by none, not 
even that of Great Britain. Our vast shore 
lines and outlying possessions must be pro- 
tected. American integrity and American 
nationality must be conserved. The heritage 
purchased by our glorious ancestry, with its 
institutions and its ideals, must be main- 
tained. When Europe and the rest of the 
world have awakened to the truth that peace 
is precious and that the race in armaments 
and warfare must end, then—and ‘not until 
then—can America afford to cease its vigi- 
lance, 

PREPAREDNESS 


Again, on October 31, 1939, in discuss- 
ing the first version of the neutrality bill 
passed by the Congress that year, I en- 
joined my Democratic and Republican 
brethren as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I think it is very important at 
the inception of this debate to take cogni- 
vance of the fact that we are trying to save 
this country from becoming involved in a 
European war rather than trying to elect 
somebody to office in 1940. * * * This is 
not a Republican or a Democratic country. 
This is a country of Americans for Americans. 
* e * America expects the best that we 
have, and I entertain no doubt but that this 
Congress will meet that high standard of 
patriotic consideration of this measure which 
ft so justly merits. So far as I am concerned, 
Iam trying to place my responsibility on that 
high plane and to keep it there. If I were 
to do less, I do not think that I should further 
enjoy your confidence by remaining a Mem- 
ber of this great representative body. * * * 
Mr. Speaker, this iegislation has several im- 
portant provisions which, in my opinion, 
would contribute substantially to the goal of 
keeping this great country of ours neutral. 
* > * But I still contend that neutrality 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


is a state of mind between two or more parties 
and that it cannot be legislated by one of 
them. I believe that the best neutrality leg- 
islation that I have supported has been the 
millions of dollars of appropriations that have 
gone into the preparedness of this country. 


Again, on June 22, 1940, in addressing 
the House in behalf of an additional au- 
thorization for the increase of our naval 
forces, I made the following remarks: 


The American people are sending aloft to 
high heaven daily a fervent prayer that the 
United States may not be drawn into the 
vortex of this the greatest and most ruthiess 
war in the history of mankind. But as com- 
mendable as prayer may be, there can be no 
assurance that the dove of peace will continue 
to flit about the American Continent unless 
we build up our national defence to the point 
that it will be respected abroad. The only 
language which we may expect the modern 
Caesars and Alexanders to respect is the lan- 
guage of guns and power—superior armies, 
navies, planes, and tanks. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, civilization and Chris- 
tianity are staggered by the picture of horror 
and bloodshed in a war-torn Europe. It is 
no wonder that at times the followers of 
Jesus Christ, the lowly Nazarene, have their 
moments of doubt whether 2,000 years of 
Christianity and civilization have been in 
vain. But as our eyes scan the world horizon 
and we witness the death struggle for power 
on the one hand and for national existence 
on the other, we realize that self-preserva- 
tion and national existence, not to mention 
the heroic history and treasured traditions 
of America for more than 160 years, may 
perhaps fall victim to the same ruthless and 
unconscionable methods of modern warfare 
that are now in the process of destroying 
the democracies of the Old World. Assuredly 
America in all of its might, in its vast re- 
sources—both natural and manpower—in all 
of its patriotism, will not allow such a thing 
to happen. But assuredly it can and will 
happen unless we be prepared to meet that 
unconscionable and ruthless force with a 
superior force. * + + 

This bill, which the Congress in its wis- 
dom will pass, authorizes capital ships, air- 
craft carriers, cruisers, destroyers, and sub- 
marines. If and when this program is com- 
pleted the United States will have by far 
the greatest Navy that the world has ever 
seen. But the necessity for such a Navy is 
evident, Even as we debate this bill, the 
fate of the French Fleet—the third largest 
in the world—is in doubt. Just what will 
eventually happen to the British Fleet no 
one can foretell. At any rate, it is in the 
realm of possibility, whether we like it or 
not, that before another 6 months have 
elapsed a large portion of the British Fleet, 
as well as the entire French Fleet, may fall 
into the hands of the German and Italian 
war lords. We hope—yea, we even pray— 
that such a thing may not happen, but we 
have no assurance that it will not. 

On the other hand, we are woefully unpre- 
pared by comparison in the air. We have 
less than 1,500 first-class airplanes, as against 
a possible 30,000 coalition of German and 
Italian planes. In tanks—the battleships 
of land—we possibly suffer even more by 
comparison. 

So it is quite evident that in this chaotic 
condition of world affairs we as a nation can 
no longer as a neutral bystander go unpre- 
pared. We must, in the words of the Presi- 
dent, go “full speed ahead.” * * * 

Mr. Speaker, how pitiful came the cry from 
the crushed Allied soldiers after the Battle of 
Flanders in their request for planes, planes, 
and more planes. It would he nothing short 
of criminal for the President and the Con- 
gress of the United States to fail in their 
immediate duty to prepare the necessary 
planes, tanks, and other machines of war 
now and not after we get into a war. Now 
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is the time to prepare and not after it is too 
late. Surely the President and the Congress 
would have the blood of millions of innocent 
young Americans on their hands if they 
should fail in this hour to profit by the ex- 
perience of the Allies. Given 10,000 more 
modern war planes 30 days ago the Allies 
would have stopped Germany short of the 
French boundary. Under the hellish pound- 
ing and bombing of Nazi tanks and planes 
in greatly superior numbers, the gallant sol- 
diers of Holland, of Belgium, of France, and 
of England were at the mercy of the invading 
hordes. Our slogan until we are fully pre- 
pared should be, “Remember the fate of Po- 
land, Czechoslovakia, Belgium, Norway, Hol- 
land, and France.” 

* © * America is not prepared to go to 
war. I am thinking of the youth of this 
country who would have to be slaughtered in 
such a war. I am not thinking of big busi- 
ness and munition makers; I am thinking of 
the plain people who will have to fight such 
a war. I am thinking of my sons and your 
sons, who would be called upon to shed their 
precious blood upon a foreign soil, I am 
thinking of the mothers of this land who 
love these tender youths more than their own 
lives, (40 Se 

We can escape being drawn into this war 
if we will follow the dictates of common 
sense. First, we must carry out a program of 
preparedness, which we have started, to the 
point of perfection, regardless of cost—a pro- 
gram which will be so strong in its realiza- 
tion that the war lords will hesitate to pro- 
voke it. Strong nations do not provoke wars 
with stronger nations; they invade only the 
weaker nations, Force is the only language 
they respect. 

Democracy is challenged by totalitarianism. 
We have seen a crushed Germany and a sec- 
ondary power, Italy, under the leadership of 
ruthless dictatorships build gigantic war ma- 
chines by the simple method of basing their 
whole economy around the building of those 
war machines. While France, England, and 
America were pursuing the peaceful pursuits 
of normal existence, these dictators were 
building up their armed forces for warfare. 
While we have built schoolhouses and spent 
billions for the more abundant life, they have 
built war machines. That their national 
economy would have fallen of its own weight 
and their nations have gone bankrupt with- 
out proceeding along the lines of aggression 
for which they had prepared is of no moment, 
We in America must of necessity, not of 
choice, prepare to meet that war machine 
with an equal or superior one. When we will 
have to meet it, if at all, is a debatable 
question. But if we are not prepared to meet 
it, our error will be fatal. All of the patri- 
otism, all of our resplendent courage, all of 
our magnificent achievements in building the 
greatest model of human government in the 
history of the world, will avail us nothing if 
we fail to meet the challenge which has been 
thrown at us. God forbid that the descend- 
ants of Washington, of Lee, of Jackson, and 
of Jefferson should be found wanting. 


THE DIE IS CAST 


Again, Mr. Speaker, 2 days after the 
dastardly attack on Pearl Harbor, while 
I was presenting a rule dealing with the 
continuation of the Soil Conservation 
Act, I made what I regard as some rather 
pertinent remarks on what then con- 
fronted us. A part of those remarks are 
as follows: 

I wonder if the American people yet appre- 
ciate the fact that we are engaged in a death 
struggle for the survival of this Nation and 
its institutions. As far as I am concerned, I 
have taken the position ever since the repeal 
of the neutrality law that we are in a state 
of war. 

I wonder how many of us still think we 
have engaged upon a picnic that will be over 
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in a few days. We are not fighting Japan 
alone. In my opinion, we should have in- 
cluded in the declaration of war yesterday 
all of the Axis Powers, and I wonder if it 
would not have been more appropriate to 
have declared war against Germany, the in- 
Stigator of this cowardly, dastardly attack 
upon our Nation than to declare war upon 
Japan alone, because we must realize that 
that cowardly attack was fostered by Ger- 
many. It was conceived in Berlin and will 
no doubt be carried out by all of the Axis 
Powers. 

We are in a war unto the death, and the 
sooner the American people realize this, the 
sooner the American laborers, the sooner the 
American Congress, the sooner the American 
capitalists realize this the sooner we will be 
able to achieve that ultimate victory that 
we all hope for. I hope the American people 
will no longer be deluded, Mr. Speaker, I 
apprehend that when the facts are made 
public it will be disclosed that we suffered a 
major trageay on Sunday and that the cas- 
ualty list is going to be great indeed and that 
our material losses were greater than we now 
suspect, but it is up to us to relegate every- 
thing else to the background and prepare for 
a long, drawn-out war and making whatever 
sacrifice is necessary. 

I hope I will never again hear from this 
floor or from any other Government Official 
the thought advocated that we can go on 
and win this war and at the same time carry 
on with the social progress we have made, 
We have got to do one of two things. We 
have either got to make up our minds that 
We are going to make whatever sacrifice is 
necessary or else play the role in this great 
tragedy of World War No. 2 that was played 
by France. 


DARK DAYS AHEAD 


Mr. Speaker, as I have repeatedly 
stated on the floor of this House, America 
is at the crossroads of its destiny. The 
American Government will either survive 
or perish as a result of this war. There 
is no half-way ground. Not only is the 
American way of life involved, the ques- 
tion of whether we shall continue to live 
the lives of a free people or live under the 
yoke of Hitlerism is involved. The time— 
if there ever was a time—for pleasing 
platitudes and political maneuvering has 
long since passed. We as a Congress, 
and the American citizenship as a free 
people must face that issue squarely. 
The American people may be depended 
upon if taken into the confidence of their 
leadership. They are perfectly willing to 
Sacrifice, to pay taxes, to be rationed on 
sugar, on gasoline, on tires; but they 
want to know the necessity for it. And 
once convinced of that necessity, they will 
do the job in a big way and do it uncom- 
Plainingly and patriotically. But they 
are entitled to know the facts, and, know- 
ing them—in common parlance—they 
can take it. For instance, they should 
be told frankly that the enemy has con- 
trol of and has cut off the sources of our 
rubber supply. They should be told that 
there is no raw rubber to be had and that 
when the existing supply of rubber on 
hand is exhausted there is no more to be 
had for several years to come, If the 
American people realized that should this 
war last 3 or 4 years more we would be 
confronted with the stark, naked truth 
that we had no rubber to equip our mili- 
tary machines, they would literally rush 
to their Government with the tires 
stripped from their cars. But instead the 
subterfuge of a scarcity of gasoline is 
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used. The people are entitled to know 
the truth. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe with all of the 
fervor of my being that an enlightened 
and awakened American people are going 
to win this war. But the picture today is 
dark. Our ally, the Russians, in spite of 
their heroic defense and their tremen- 
dous sacrifices, are being steadily pushed 
back and back by the invading hordes of 
Germany. Our ally, the British, are 
threatened with the loss of the Suez 
Canal and possibly the loss of Gibraltar 
and everything in Africa. The submarine 
menace to our own shipping continues to 
be most alarming. The despicable Jap- 
anese have gained a foothold in the 
Aleutian Islands. Verily, the fire from 
the torch, applied by Hitler and his co- 
horts, has spread until it threatens to 
engulf the civilized world. ‘The next 
sound wave from the East may bring 
news of an attempted invasion of our 
own continental shores. But an awak- 
ened and an energetic American people 
are turning out the planes, the guns, the 
tanks, and the ships in ever-increasing 
and astounding numbers, necessary not 
only to cope with but to overcome the 
Axis war machines. As serious and grave 
as the loss of Russia and Africa would 
be, should they fall, if the lanes of com- 
munication between this country and the 
British Isles and Australia can be kept 
open, the indomitable spirit, the forti- 
tude, and the sturdiness of the English- 
speaking races will survive and come out 
victorious in this contest as in all others. 


UNITY AND VICTORY 


Therefore, however dark the picture 
may be at present, and although the im- 
mediate future holds no rainbow of en- 
couragement, the production of machines 
from the unlimited resources of this 
country, in a war characterized by ma- 
chines, will triumph in the end. But 
machines alone—as essential as they 
are—cannot win the war. There must 
be a unity of purpose and of cooperation 
in this great country of ours which will 
permit no internal bickering and strife. 
Polities, differences of opinion, the ques- 
tion of whether our foreign policy has 
been right or wrong, all are now purely 
academic and no longer debatable ques- 
tions. The blank, stark, naked truth is 
that we are in a war of survival. The 
American people must go forward united 
in the one thought and the one aim of 
winning this war. Every other issue fades 
into puny insignificance. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I make the point of order there 
is not a quorum present. I think the 
Members ought to be here to hear this 
rule discussed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will count. 
Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 


Speaker, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Munprt]. 


THIS TIME LET'S ADOPT A RULE OF REASON 
Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I presume 
that I may be standing up here today to 


voice a futile plea for the 410 of us who 
are about to die legislatively from the 
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standpoint of having the franchise taken 
away from us in having any voice on the 
tax program suggested by the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

All the speakers preceding me have 
suggested that since the 25 Members of 
the House who are on the Ways and 
Means Committee and 96 Members of the 
Senate are going to act on this tax bill 
there is no good reason why the other 
410 Members should have anything to 
say about the matter. I disagree with 
that point of view. I also disagree with 
the arguments that have been advanced 
that there are only two courses for us to 
take, one a closed, gag rule, and the other 
a wide open rule. 

I want to plead with you in my 5 min- 
utes for a rule of reason on this tax bill— 
for a middle ground—and I think we can 
adopt a rule, if we will vote down the 
previous question, which will be a rea- 
sonable rule, which will give us an op- 
portunity to measure up to what we 
should do as legislators in the greatest 
parliament in the world. I appeared be- 
fore the House Rules Committee and 
suggested the following rule could be 
adopted which would safeguard every 
single provision of the existing bill and 
still give us the opportunity to meet the 
challenges of this war and the chal- 
lenges of the financial situation of this 
country. 

I suggested that the rule provide as 
follows: 

That it should make in order any germane 
amendment offered in Committee of the 
Whole having for its purpose the increase of 
a tax rate or the increase of tax rates, any 
amendment revising the tax structure so as 
to increase revenue, and any amendment for 
the inclusion of a new tax schedule, provided 
that no amendment shall be in order reduc- 


ing any rate of taxation contained in said 
bil. 


Mr. Speaker, the Rules Committee gave 
me a very courteous hearing and dis- 
cussed my proposal at some length. 
Finally, however, they brought in the 
gag rule we have before us today. About 
the only-argument advanced against my 
proposal was that it had never been 
tried, that tax bills usually come in un- 
der gag rules and so tradition prevailed. 
However, I submit that such “airplanes 
cannot sink battleships” arguments are 
not necessarily the best. There has to 
be a first time for everything. Airplanes 
do sink battleships these days—and the 
old arguments of a few years ago are in 
the ashcan. Now is a good time to per- 
mit this House to have something to say 
in increasing the revenue possibilities of 
this tax measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that when the 
Ways and Means Committee has brought 
in a tax bill which is several thousand 
million dollars short of what the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury insists it should be, 
and several billion dollars short of what 
the country feels it should be, this House 
has a responsibility which it cannot avoid 
simply by saying, “It is too bad, this is a 
closed rule; otherwise we would be glad to 
vote the kind of taxation which is 
needed.” I want to suggest that we vote 
down the previous question and adopt 
the sort of rule I have suggested above. 
If we do that, we will have done several 
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things. In the first place, we shall have 
made it possible for the good work which 
the Ways and Means Committee has 
done to remain intact. 

We shall also have done the thing that 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Voors] was speaking about: We will 
have opened the door so that we can add 
new tax schedules and make increases 
in others, and more closely come up to 
what is expected of us by the country. I 
agree that the country is way ahead of 
this Congress in asking us to shoulder 
the responsibility of the financial bur- 
dens of this war and not postpone them 
So that soldiers returning from the front 
3, 5, 6, 8, or 10 years from now will have 
to underwrite the financial responsibili- 
ties we have dodged at this time. Tt has 
been said by previous speakers that be- 
cause we are at war we should submit 
to a gag rule and adopt this tax bill 
hugger-mugger, even though it falls far 
short of raising the necessary money. 
Contrarywise, I submit that the very fact 
we are at war should challenge us to rise 
to the occasion and write a tax bill which 
will more adequately meet the financial 
burdens we now face. 

There are those who believe there is 
merit in a sales tax. If there are those 
who believe in that, they can vote down 
the previous question and, under my sug- 
gestion for a reasonable rule, have an op- 
portunity for the House to vote on that. 

There are those who believe with the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RAN- 
KIN] that there should be a tax to curtail 
the passing on of these fabulous fortunes 
by inheritance. By voting down the pre- 
vious question and adopting my proposed 
rule of reason you will have an opportu- 
nity to vote for that kind of measure. 

There are those who believe that some- 
thing should be done to cut out the ad- 
vantages enjoyed by the eight commu- 
nity-property States who now have a tax 
preferential over the other States of the 
Union. By voting down the previous 
question and adopting my provision you 
have an opportunity to do that. This is 
also true from the standpoint of more 
adequately taxing excessive profits and 
unearned increments. 

It seems to me the logical thing for us 
to do is to accept the work so far done 
by the Committee on Ways and Means 
and let the Senate make what modifica- 
tions are necessary in it, to iron out in- 
equities, to make adjustments, to pro- 
tect small business, and to equalize any 
unfair tax burdens which it imposes. 
But, let us meet the challenge of making 
additional levies and higher tax schedules 
to help meet the deficit which now ap- 
pears before us and which this tax bill 
admittedly does not do. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. Iyield to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. HALLECK. The gentleman is one 
of the able and outstanding Members of 
the House, but I wonder whether or not, 
that being true, if he were the chairman 
of the committee at the time amend- 
ments were to be considered, he could 
say in respect to each one that might be 
offered definitely whether or not it would 
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increase or decrease the revenue to be 
raised under the bill. 

Mr. MUNDT. I certainly do not think 
there would be any difficulty about that 
because my amendment is self-explana- 
tory on its face. 

Mr. HALLECK. I do not believe we 
can tell anything about that. 

Mr. MUNDT. My proposed rule would 
make in order only those amendments 
which increase the tax returns accruing 
from this bill. I urge the House to vote 
down the motion for the previous ques- 
tion and make in order some such amend- 
ment as I have suggested. I do not feel 
we should go to the extreme of either 
a wide-open rule or a gag-tight closed 
tule. A rule of reason, such as I suggest, 
enables us to act as a legislative body 
while preserving intact and sending over 
to the Senate for any needed corrections 
the product of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. ; 

Unless we do this, however, and retain 
for ourselves the right to add new tax 
schedules and levies, we shall sit here as 
impotent spectators listening on the side 
lines for 3 days of general debate and 
then be compelled to vote for a tax bill 
far from being adequate in its revenue- 
producting features and in the writing of 
which we shall have had no more to do 
than the mace on the Speaker’s rostrum. 

Mr. FISH. Mr, Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CROWTHER], a member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means and one 
of the most distinguished Members of 
the House. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I do 
not recall that I ever before offered any 
advice or any criticism regarding a so- 
called gag rule. I have been listening 
to criticism of them over a long period 
of years when they were issued on both 
sides of the House, in the days when 
Tom Blanton used to talk about Phil 
Campbell carrying them around in his 
hip pocket. I have seen numerous dis- 
tinguished Members of the House who 
have now entered into high places al- 
most have apoplexy and cerebral hem- 
orrhages down in the Well of the House 
here fighting about gag rules and the 
unfairness of them. Then when they 
came into power the use of the gag rule 
became a virtue rather than a vice. 

It all depends upon “whose ox is 
gored,” or as they say in New England, 
“whose cod is hooked.” I think it is 
one of the necessary things in legislative 
procedure on bills of this character. 
Certainly there are many types of legis- 
lation that we could not hope to pass 
without such a rule, without intermi- 
nable delay. 

Something was said by the gentleman 
preceding me about the rule of reason. 
It seems to me that the rule of reason 
is generally the rule that particularly 
suits its advocate and aids in the further- 
ance of the change he would like to 
make. 

I do not see any evil in a rule of this 
sort for a bill of this kind, especially 
under the existing circumstances. We 
need action, speedy action. We must 
pass this legislation as quickly as pos- 
sible. We lose millions by delay. The 
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Committee on Ways and Means has had 
some difficulty in preparing the bill for 
the reason that we started on a skeletoh 
framework. Suggestions were made by 
the Treasury and by our own staff and 
individual members. We started from 
scratch. We held public hearings on that 
basis. Those who come as witnesses to 
testify at such hearings do not have any- 
thing very definite to shoot at. When 
our work is finished, we present a bill. 
Then they all have a target to shoot at. 
The Senate is relieved of a great deal of 
the spade work. It gets a finished prod- 
uct. You may not think it is a perfectly 
finished product, but after all this bill 
was reported by the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. The President said last 
November that he needed a tax bill of 
$9,000,000,000. Why did you not bring 
in a tax bill of $9,000,000,000 instead of 
$6,000,000,000? 

Mr. CROWTHER. From the very be- 
ginning I earnestly urged and hoped that 
we might raise more money than was 
even suggested by the Treasury. My goal 
was $10,000,000,000. I thought we ought 
to raise that amount. I knew we could 
not balance the Budget, but I thought we 
ought to raise a sum of money that 
would represent some decent percentage 
as regards amortizing the expenditures 
that are rising to such tremendous fig- 
ures. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. COOPER. I am sure the gentle- 
man will recall that in the President’s 
Budget message at the beginning of this 
session of Congress he called for $7,000,- 
000,000 additional tax revenue. The 
other $2,000,000,000 to which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania refers was social- 
security taxes. 

Mr. CROWTHER. The gentleman 
from Tennessee is correct, but the addi- 
tional two billion from social security 
has not yet been considered by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RICH. Is the committee going to 
consider that, and are we going to get 
another tax bill, and when? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I am just a poor, 
humble member of the minority. The 
gentleman will have to ask my distin- 
guished chairman about when the com- 
mittee is going to discuss those matters. 

Mr. RICH. The trouble is that none 
of the Democrats who take the floor will 
let us ask any questions. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. RICH]. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, no one real- 
izes here in this House better than I do 
that we need a tax bill, but I quite agree 
with the gentleman from South Dakota 
(Mr. Munpt] when he made the state- 
ment that we ought to be permitted, if 
not to change the pending bill, to increase 
the taxes in order to let the people of this 
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country know just what is happening. 
We are due for a wreck unless that hap- 
pens and happens quickly. 

I have talked to members of the Ways 
and Means Committee, and I have been 
told that the reason we do not increase 
these taxes now is that we are going to 
wait until after the election and then we 
are going to increase them. I am telling 
you now if that is patriotic Americanism 
today, I do not want any part of it. I 
think that is a terrible situation. 

Let us now get down to the figures un- 
der this bill. Last year you spent $32,495,- 
000,000 and you received $13,667,000,000. 
You are $19,692,000,000 in the red. This 
is the terrible situation in which we find 
ourselves. When you know that we 
should have at least $9,000.000,000 you 
come in here with a tax bill providing 
$6,000,000,000, and under this rule we are 
not permitted to offer any amendments 
unless the Ways and Means Committee 
agrees to them. I have all due regard for 
the Ways and Means Committee, and the 
chairman of that committee I love as 
much as any man in the House. I admire 
all the members of that committee, but 
there has been pressure brought to bear 
upon those men so that they could not 
come in here and provide the taxes that 
we need to place upon the American peo- 
ple. It is hard, and I realize it is hard, 
and this may mean defeat for some of 
you men, but it also may save this coun- 
try, and that is of greater moment, I say, 
than the defeat of any Member of the 
Congress. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. I am mighty glad to 
know that the gentleman favors my pro- 
posal. Does not the gentleman agree 
with me that the country is way ahead of 
this Congress in its willingness to under- 
write the financial burdens of this war? 

Mr. RICH. Yes; I believe the people 
would stand up to it. 

Here is another thing involved. I went 
over to the tax expert of the Ways and 
Means Committee and I gave an exam- 
ple of a corporation’s taxes and I said, 
“Tell me what the taxes will be under 
this proposed measure.” When they fig- 
ured out the tax the statement showed 
that the earnings of that corporation 
would be less than 6 percent net. If they 
had an indebtedness and the banks 
pressed them for payment, they would be 
unable to make the necessary payments. 
If they did, they could not pay any divi- 
dends whatever. I now say to you thata 
tax bill coming in here like that is going 
to wreck more and more of the smaller 
corporations of this country, and they 
are not going to be able to stand up under 
it. When you wreck the corporations of 
this country you wreck the jobs of the 
American workingmen. When you put 
them out of jobs then you put them on 
W. P. A., and the first thing you know 
you have little business put out of busi- 
ness and you have the Government taking 
care of all those things. Then you are 
going to tax the larger corporations more 
and nothing but chaos can come from 
such a revenue bill, 
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I am going to support any sound, sen- 
sible revenue bill. I have supported every 
one of the 14 revenue bills brought in 
here in the last 10 years, and I have got to 
support this one, I suppose. But it is a 
rotten bill, if you want to know what I 
think about it. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. On this rule 
proposition, would it not be far more sen- 
sible to have the 3 days of general de- 
bate and then vote on whether we wanted 
a closed rule or not? At the present time 
we are taking a pig in a poke in that we 
have not had the general debate, and yet 
we are voting on the adoption of the 
rule on the bill. 

Mr. RICH. The general membership 
of the House has not any say, whatever, 
in changing these taxes. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I am sorry the time on this rule 
was not divided between the Members 
who oppose it and the ones who favor it. 

My attitude in this matter is not in 
any way dictated by any lack of confi- 
dence in my distinguished friend from 
North Carolina, the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee [Mr. DOUGH- 
TON]. 

But as I said a while ago, America is 
now at the crossroads. We are going to 
have to break down some of the old re- 
strictions in order to tax the vast for- 
tunes that are now escaping taxation. 
For my part I want to tax those estates 
now escaping because of the 1913 limi- 
tation now in.the law. Unless you vote 
down the previous question so we can 
amend this resolution to give us an open 
rule, we cannot do that. Do not get the 
idea you are going to take up more time 
or throw it into the hands of a lot of 
wild men here in the House. This House 
taken man for man, measures up to the 
Senate of the United States, and we are 
the ones the Constitution charges with 
the responsibility of writing legislation 
of this kind. Besides, it would not take 
any longer to debate it and pass it under 
an open rule in this House, and then 
pass it through the Senate, than if we 
pass it under a gag rule here and then 
send it to the Senate and let them debate 
it from now until Christmas. 

Besides, you provide the same tax on a 


holding company, a useless holding com- | 


pany that serves no useful purpose’ ex- 
cept to bleed the operating companies, 
and, incidentally, the consumers of the 
Nation, that you do on the struggling 
operating company which is doing a le- 
gitimate business. 

I want an open rule to offer an amend- 
ment to correct that situation. Besides, 
I want to raise income taxes in the higher 
brackets. Read the papers this morning 
and note where some grafters here in 
Washington are making $3,000 a day. 

I want to raise the income taxes in the 
higher brackets. I would not let any man 
have an income of more than $50,000 a 
year after paying all taxes and all allow- 


ances, until this war is won and paid for.. 


I would even cut it to $25,000, because we 
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are taking our young men from the 
farms, leaving their fathers and mothers 
without a plowhand, if you please, while 
these men like Marshall Field, who is 
using his millions to finance a subversive 
publication and doing his darnedest to 
keep its chief editor out of the draft. 
Not only that, but I would increase the 
taxes on these estates to where, at least 
until this war is won and paid for, no man 
or woman could inherit more than 
$1,000,000—certainly not more than 
$5,000,000. 

Are you afraid of yourselves? If not, 
then vote with me for a rule that will en- 
able you to function, to legislate on this 
important measure. We, as elected Rep- 
resentatives, charged by the Constitution 
of the United States with the grave re- 
sponsibility of writing tax legislation, 
ought to have the right to vote on it, and 
I am going to do my best to see that we 
have that right. I hope the previous 
question is voted down. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Voornis]. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I am opposed to this rule. I 
believe this tax bill should be the one 
great opportunity for this House to show 
the people of this country that we pro- 
pose to do all we can to equalize the 
burdens of this war and to legislate in 
accordance with what our country is 
really up against, I fear the bill falls 
short in both these respects. I believe 
there ought to be a correction of the ad- 
vantage enjoyed by some of the wealth- 
iest corporations in the country through 
use of the average earnings plan of com- 
puting excess-profits-tax credit. I too, 
would like to see excess-profits-tax rates 
higher than they are and normal busi- 
ness taxes lower, if possible. To close 
one loophole and inequality, I think there 
should be mandatory joint returns in this 
bill and I agree with the gentleman from 
Mississippi about the importance of end- 
ing this so-called 1913 limitation, which 
prevents taxation of income from estates 
established before that date. Since the 
exemptions are to be sharply reduced, I 
believe in equity that the rates on indi- 
vidual incomes, in the middle as well as 
the upper brackets, will have to be steeper 
than they are. I think there should be a 
$25,000 limitation on the amount any 
family can spend upon itself in this war 
period, especially since we are about to 
levy a 13 percent surtax on the very first 
dollar of taxable income. Why do I think 
these things? Because this bill does tax, 
and taxes severely many millions of quite 
poor people. Iam not going to complain 
about that, because everyone must and 
is willing to do his part, but I do say these 
people ought to be able to feel that this 
House has done everything in its power 
to close every loophole, and raise the 
maximum amount of revenue it can from 
those who have more than they really 
need. There are many other things I 
should like to say. I believe this bill falls 
short of what it ought to be—especially 
from the standpoint of closing loopholes, 
I want a chance to improve the bill by 


1942 


amendment. That is why I oppose this 
closed rule. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. BO Mr. Speaker, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Indiana makes the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. Evidently 
there is no quorum present. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move a 
Call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names; 


[Roll No. 100] 

Baldwin Hall, Edwin Peterson, Fla. 
angi KY Arthur ona 

, Ky. Harrington Plumley 
Blackney Hart Rivers 
Buckley, N. Y. Hill, Colo. Robsion, Ky. 
Byrne Hoffman Rockefeller 

n Houston Rock 
Casey, Mass, Jacobsen Rogers, Okla, 
Chenoweth Jarrett Sacks 

Johnson, Sauthoff 

Coffee, Nebr, Lyndon B Schaefer, Ill, 
Cole, Md. lonkman Shanley 
Cole, N. Y. Klein Shannon 
Collins Kocialkowski Sheridan 
Copeland Lambertson Smith, Pa 
Courtney Leavy Smith, W. Va. 
Culkin Maas par 
Cullen Maciejewski Stevenson 
Curtis o Terry 
Delaney O'Connor Tolan 
Ellis O'Day Vreeland 
Engel O'Leary Whelchel 
Faddis Osmers Worley 
Fiaherty Paddock 
Green Pearson 


The SPEAKER, On this roll call 362 
Members have answered to their names, & 
quorum. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
dispense with further proceedings, under 
the call. 2 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
remainder of my time to the distinguished 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. COOPER], 
who has worked so hard on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Tennessee is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, it had not 
been my intention to make any remarks 
during the consideration of the rule, but 
I appreciate the very kind remarks of the 
distinguished Chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Rules in yielding me this time, 
and I shall ask your indulgence briefly 
with respect to the rule now under con- 
sideration. It has been rather interest- 
ing to observe some of the remarks made 
by some of the gentlemen speaking in 
opposition to this rule. The distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. 
Ricu], complained bitterly that the bill 
did not raise enough revenue, and then 
in the next breath he says it will ruin the 
country. Where can you get with that 
kind of reasoning? After 442 months of 
diligent effort and hard work, your Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means presents to 
you today through the medium of the 
rule now under consideration the 1942 
revenue bill, a most important war meas- 
ure, a measure to provide at least a sub- 
stantial part of the revenue necessary 
for the prosecution of this war. Of 
course, this is a privileged bill, but very 
practical reasons appealed to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to the end 
that it unanimously decided to request 
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the Rules Committee to report this type 
of rule for the consideration of the bill. 
It is necessary for us to have a rule for 
the consideration of the bill in order to 
avoid compliance with the Ramseyer rule. 
If we had to comply with the Ramseyer 
rule, it would be necessary to print the 
entire internal revenue code with thou- 
sands of pages, involving hundreds of 
thousands of dollars of expense in the 
committee report on this bill. Certainly 
nobody thinks that is necessary. 

From a practical standpoint, we simply 
have this situation so far as the adoption 
of the rule is concerned. It is deemed 
the best practical way to consider this 
type of bill. It is the same kind of rule 
that has been adopted for the considera- 
tion of every tax bill during recent years. 
A bill of this kind naturally has to be 
complicated, technical, and difficult. If 
an amendment should be adopted, chang- 
ing one provision in this bill, it might af- 
fect 50 other provisions in the bill. It 
requires the most painstaking effort to 
draft and put together a bill of this type. 
After four and a half months of diligent 
effort your Committee on Ways and 
Means has presented the best bill it possi- 
bly could. If the bill should come in 
without this rule in my opinion it would 
take 30 days at least to consider the bill 
on the floor of the House, and when we 
got through, instead of raising $6,144,- 
000,000 of revenue, we would wind up 
probably with $1,000,000,000 of revenue, 
and self-respecting Members would have 
to vote to recommit the bill and start the 
task all over again. It is simply a practi- 
cal situation that we have presented 
here. I have always applied this simple 
test when arriving at a decision as to how 
I would vote on a rule and that is whether 
or not I was in favor of the bill that the 
rule made in order. Certainly all of us 
realize that we have to have this revenue 
to finance this war. Ido not see how any 
man could sit here and vote for all of 
these war appropriations and then fail 
to support this revenue bill. Realizing 
that we have to pass this tax bill, the 
adoption of this rule is the most practical 
and feasible method for accomplishing 
that purpose, and that is the reason for 
supporting the rule that the Rules Com- 
mittee has presented on this occasion. 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. If the 


previous question is voted down, the rule 
we propose to offer would retain that part 
of the rule that waived all points of order, 
to which the gentleman refers, which 
eliminates the necessity for complying 
with the Ramseyer rule, and every 
amendment I have heard suggested, in- 
stead of reducing revenue, would increase 
the revenue of the country. 

Mr. COOPER. That shows the diff- 
culty that we would be in. The gentle- 
man from Mississippi has certain special 
items that he is interested in. 

Every other Member of this House has 
certain special items in which he is in- 
terested. It means you would get no- 
where and accomplish nothing. A proper 
tax bill cannot be written on the floor of 
the House, 
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
ordering the previous question. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. RANKIN of Missis- 
sippi) there were—ayes 211, noes 18. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Ex motion to reconsider was laid on the 
e. 


FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A further message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Gatling, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, 
with amendments in which the concur- 
rence of the House is requested, a bill of 
the House of the following title: 

H.R. 7319. An act making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the national defense for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1948, and for 
other purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. McKettar, Mr. Giass, Mr. HAYDEN, 
Mr. Typincs, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. Nye, and 
Mr. Brooxs to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


REVENUE BILL OF 1942 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7378) to provide 
revenue, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 7378, with 
Mr. LANHAM in the chair. 

The Cierk read the title of the bill. 

The first reading of the bill was dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 30 minutes. I ask unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. r 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, the 
bill under consideration by the House is 
the largest single piece of revenue legis- 
lation ever undertaken by our Govern- 
ment or the government of any nation. 

It shall not be my purpose to attempt 
to explain in detail all the provisions of 
this bill. If I should it would doubtless 
require more time than your patience 
could endure. I will, of course, not de- 
cline to yield for questions if Members 
desire. However, other members of the 
committee will follow me and perhaps 
make a more detailed statement as to 
what is.in the bill than I shall attempt 
to make. 

Not only is this the largest tax bill 
ever undertaken in the history of our 
Government, as I have stated, or by any 
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other government, yet at the same time 
the cost of the war effort has placed on 
the American people a financial burden 
unequalled in all history. This burden 
makes necessary this tremendous tax bill. 

Treasury actuaries estimate the bill 
will produce about $6,000,000,000 of addi- 
tional revenue. This estimate, from cer- 
tain studies I have made, is in my opin- 
ion too conservative. From many years 
of experience with tax legislation and 
observing and comparing the results of 
estimates with actual tax collections, I 
am willing to venture an estimate of my 
own, although, of course, I do not pre- 
tend to compare myself with the actuaries 
of the Treasury Department. 

I feel safe in predicting that this bill, 
under present business conditions, will 
yield in excess of $7,000,000,000 annually. 
I say “under present business condi- 
tions,” because no one can tell with cer- 
tainty what any bill will produce, not 
knowing what business conditions the 
future may bring about. 

Our present revenue laws yield annu- 
ally about $17,000,000,000. With the 
reyenue added by this bill the total Fed- 
eral tax burden will amount to $24,- 
000,000,000 annually. Therefore, instead 
of this being in reality a six or seven 
billion dollar bill, it is a $24,000,000,000 
tax bill. So please keep that in mind. 
If we add to this the $9,000,000,000 im- 
posed by State and local governments, 
you have a total tax burden on the 
American people of about $33,000,000,000. 
Estimating the total annual income at 
about $100,000,000,000, you will see that 
approximately one-third of the total an- 
nual income of the American people is 
taken in taxes. So, after all, the tax 
burden will not be so light or so negligi- 
ble as many people honestly think, not 
realizing the magnitude of the burden of 
all taxes upon the taxpayers of the 
country. 

This is the fourth major revenue bill 
reported by our Committee on Ways and 
Means since 1939. 

There were two revenue acts, as you will 
remember, in 1940, which were estimated 
at that time to yield about $2,000,000,000 
of added revenue annually. Then fol- 
lowed the Revenue Act of 1941, estimated 
then to produce more than three and one- 
half billion dollars of additional revenue. 
Thus, while these three bills were esti- 
mated at the time of their enactment to 
produce about $6,000,000,000 annually, 
our revenues since 1939 have actually in- 
creased by eleven and one-half billion 
dollars—that is, from five and one-half 
billion dollars in 1939 to $17,000,000,000, 
which the existing law is yielding cur- 
rently. 

The membership of our committee dur- 
ing the entire proceedings in the formu- 
lation of this bill showed no evidence 
whatever of partisanship. There was no 
minority, from a political standpoint, in 
the consideration of this bill, as the 
minority Members cooperated just as 
fully and wholeheartedly in the formula- 
tion of this bill as did the majority Mem- 
bers. They are entitled to their part of 
credit and commendation of that in the 
bill which is good, and for that in the 
bill which is subject to criticism they are 
likewise subject to their share of the 
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blame. For more than 4 months we have 
ee practically all of our time to this 
ill. 

Public hearings were held over a period 
of 6 weeks. We were in executive session 
for 7 additional weeks. We knew when 
we began this job that it was impossible 
to secure the amount of additional reve- 
nue which was required without running 
into severe criticism and bitter contro- 
versy. 

In my experience with revenue legisla- 
tion I have never known a more contro- 
versial measure than the bill reported by 
our committee. Conflicts have raged 
around almost every important item 
contained in this legislation. Newspaper 
columnists and radio commentators and 
tax experts, both professional and ama- 
teur, have vigorously voiced their con- 
flicting opinions as to the steps which 
should be taken. For every step taken 
we received complaints from some person 
or persons. 

The bill does not represent, I am sure, 
exactly what each or any one of us thinks 
most desirable. It is the result of com- 
promise, as must be all legislation of this 
character. Personally, I should like to 
see some things in the bill changed. A 
majority acted differently. 

To add to the difficulties under which 
we labored, the Treasury Department 
changed its position on several aspects 
of the bill and increased substantially 
the amount of revenue requested during 
the time the bill was being considered by 
our committee. No criticism is intended 
of the Treasury Department, but I am 
simply citing this as an instance of how 
rapidly changing circumstances make it 
extremely difficult to formulate a bill of 
this magnitude. 

Iam sure that you must all realize that 
it will be impossible to meet this enor- 
mous expenditure through taxation with- 
out breaking down the economy of our 
country. It is highly important that we 
make every effort not to destroy our busi- 
ness structure, from which we must se- 
cure our revenues to help finance our war 
effort and other essential expenditures. 
I have been particularly concerned about 
the effect of drastic rates upon our small 
corporations and other corporations 
which are not helped but in many cases 
are actually crippled by the war through 
priorities, difficulty in securing materials, 
and increased labor costs. 

The Treasury proposed a total normal 
and surtax rate upon corporations of 55 
percent. Testimony before our commit- 
tee disclosed that such a severe rate upon 
the normal profits of corporations would 
not only seriously weaken the corpora- 
tion as such and throw many individuals 
out of employment, but would also work 
great hardship and injustice upon the 
small shareholder dependent upon divi- 
dends for a living. Such rates were far 
in excess of those imposed by any other 
nation, even in its desperate search for 
war revenue, if we compare the total 
burden imposed upon income received by 
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The committee finally decided on a top 
normal and surtax rate of 45 percent, 
which I consider to be extremely high. 
Under the bill we will collect an addi- 
tional amount of two and one-half bil- 
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lions in income taxes from corporations, 
making a total corporate income-tax bill 
of over $10,000,000,000. In the case of 
individuals we are raising an additional 
$3,000,000,000 in income taxes—now, no- 
tice, I am talking about income taxes— 
making the total individual income-tax 
bill almost $8,000,000,000. Thus the total 
income-tax load, corporate and individ- 
ual, will amount to about eighteen and a 
half billion dollars. 

In 1939 we collected about $2,200,000,- 
000 from both corporate and individual 
income-tax payers. This amount consti- 
tuted only about 40 percent of our total 
tax revenue for 1939. Under the present 
law, as amended by the bill, individuals 
and corporations will pay in income and 
excess-profits taxes eighteen and one- 
half billion dollars, or 77 percent of the 
entire tax revenue. Thus, while the total 
tax burden is increased by 370 percent 
for this period, the income-tax burden 
has increased by 710 percent, or more 
than seven times. Moreover, while we 
have broadened the income-tax base dur- 
ing this period by reducing personal ex- 
emptions from $2,500 and $1,000 to $1,500 
and $750, and by the present bill from 
$1,500 and $750 to $1,200 and $500, the 
amount of revenue secured from these 
new taxpayers is negligible as compared 
with the burden added to persons already 
paying high amounts in income tax. It 
cannot be said with any degree of fair- 
ness that these tax increases have come 
at the expense of the poorer classes of 
our citizens. 

The bill increases the individual in- 
come-tax normal rate from 4 percent to 
6 percent. It increases the individual 
surtaxes from 6 percent to 13 percent in 
the first bracket and by a substantial 
ratio in the higher brackets, rising up to 
a total normal and surtax rate of 88 
percent in the higher brackets. The per- 
sonal exemption is reduced from $1,500 
in the case of a married person to $1,200 
and in the case of a single person from 
$750 to $500. 

There are some who say our individual 
rates are not high enough. Let us look 
at the tax burden: A married person 
with a net income of $1,800 pays a tax 
of $22.80’ under the present law, and a 
tax of $103.20 under the bill. One with 
a net income of $2,500 pays $90 under the 
existing law and $232 under the bill. 
One with a net income of $10,000 pays 
$1,305 under the present law and $2,152 
under the bill. One with a net income of 
$150,000 pays almost $107,000 under the 
bill as compared with $87,000 under ex- 
isting law. When we reach an income 
of $1,000,000, our proposed tax amounts 
to $854,000 as compared to a little over 
$732,000 under éxisting law; so he does 
not get off as light after all as some 
would have us believe. 

If you place too high a burden on the 
corporations those you affect most seri- 
ously are the ones employed by the cor- 
poration and those dependent upon divi- 
dends earned by the corporation; they are 
the chief sufferers if you cripple or 
weaken legitimate corporate enterprise. 

I know there are some who feel that 
a limit of $25,000 should be placed upon 
allincomes. While this sounds. plausible 
on its face, our committee believed its 
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effect would be harmful rather than 
beneficial, even to the Treasury, and it 
would be particularly injurious to the 
war effort, and to the country. It would 
have the effect of cutting down invest- 
ments in Government bonds, in limiting 
donations to charity, in curtailing em- 
ployment, and destroying incentive for 
economy and expansion, and would seri- 
ously curtail the revenue which might be 
derived from present and new under- 
takings. 

In order to secure this revenue more 
easily and to provide a convenient meth- 
od by which our income taxes may be 
paid, the bill provides for collecting a 
portion of the income tax attributable to 
wages, salaries, dividends, and bond in- 
terest at the source. It is believed that 
this method wili make it easier for the 
taxpayer to pay his taxes, by collecting 
the tax currently, and also aid in pre- 
venting inflation. 

This takes the money from him as he 
gets it, and does not give him the oppor- 
tunity to spend it. It will also assist the 
Government greatly in collecting the full 
amount of the tax due the Government 
and thus result in spreading our tax bur- 
den more fairly and equitably. A with- 
holding tax of 5 percent is imposed, be- 
ginning with the calendar year 1943, and 
a 10-percent rate for each calendar year 
thereafter. 

The corporate normal tax remains at 
24 percent. We did not change the nor- 
mal tax. The corporate surtax is in- 
creased from 6 percent to 10 percent on 
small corporations with net incomes not 
in excess of $25,000. In the case of large 
corporations, the surtax is increased from 
7 percent to 21 percent, making a total 
normal and surtax rate of 45 percent 
upon the large corporations. 5 

The excess-profits tax under which 
the present law has graduated rates of 
from 35 percent on the first $20,000 of 
excess profits to 60 percent of excess 
profits in excess of $500,000, is raised to 
a flat rate of 8742 percent. To com- 
pensate small corporations for the in- 
crease in rates and the elimination of the 
graduated rate schedule, the specific ex- 
emption from excess-profits tax is in- 
creased from $5,000 to $10,000. 

We tried to take care of the small cor- 
porations the best we could, because they 
usually have more difficulty in securing 
credit, and in competing in the labor 
market. 

The present law allows an excess- 
profit credit of 8 percent on the first 
$5,000,000 of invested capital and 7 per- 
cent of invested capital in excess of $5,- 
000,000. Experience has shown that 
this allowance is too liberal in the case of 
many large corporations whose earnings 
over long periods of normal operations 
have never equalled this allowance. In 
order to secure a fair contribution from 
such taxpayers, the bill reduces the in- 
vested capital credit on invested capital 
in excess of $10,000,000 from 7 percent 
to 6 percent on invested capital of from 
$10,000,000 to $20,000,000, and to 5 per- 
cent on invested capital in excess of 
$200,000,000. 

In previous legislation regarding ex- 
cess-profit taxes, we have endeavored to 
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allow for hardship cases by a series of 
specific relief provisions. These provi- 
sions have been found inadequate to 
take care of the many inequities which 
arise, most of which are unforeseeable. 
The bill contains a general relief provi- 
sion to relieve cases of real hardship. 

In other words, it is impossible to pass 
a law and formulate rates and excess- 
profits-tax provisions that will apply 
equitably in every case; so we placed in 
the bill some relief or general provision 
that will take care of special hardship 
cases. It is not fair, and it is not in 
the best interests of the country, to 
crucify legitimate corporations, so we 
have endeavored to write a general relief 
provision broad enough in scope to al- 
low equitable treatment in unusual cases. 

Neither the estate- nor gift-tax rates 
are increased by the bill. The gift-tax 
exemption, however, is decreased from 
$40,000 to $30,000; and the annual ex- 
clusion of gifts is decreased from $4,000 
to $3,000. 

The present tax law allows a specific 
exemption for the estate tax of $40,000. 
In addition, the first $40,000 of life insur- 
ance is not taxed. This double exemption 
for estates in which there is life insur- 
ance favors such estates at the expense 
of estates in which there is no life insur- 
ance, The bill removes this inequity by 
allowing every estate an exemption of 
$60,000 regardless of whether there is life 
insurance present. 

The capital-stock tax and declared- 
value excess-profits tax under the pres- 
ent law are based upon the taxpayer’s 
valuation of its capital stock. This val- 
uation is made every 3 years and the tax- 
payer is bound by such valuation for the 
3-year period. Under war conditions the 
taxpayer’s forecast is likely to be inac- 
curate because of the many changes in 
business conditions beyond his control. 
To make this tax more equitable in these 
uncertain times an annual valuation is 
allowed. 

Many of our excise taxes are raised 
substantially by this bill. The tax on 
liquor is increased from $4 to $6 per gal- 
lon, and the beer tax is raised from $6 to 
$7 per barrel. The tax on cigarettes, 
which is now 6% cents per package is 
increased to 7 cents, and the tax on 
smoking tobacco is raised from 18 cents 
to 24 cents per pound. 

The taxes on telephone and telegraph 
messages and on local telephone services, 
on photographic apparatus, lubrication 
oil, and the transportation of persons 
have been increased and new taxes are 
imposed upon freight and express and 
race-track betting. 

In conclusion, it is the duty and should 
be the pleasure of every American to put 
forth his best efforts and to make any 
sacrifice reasonably possible toward the 
winning of this war for freedom, the 
preservation of our liberties and Ameri- 
can form of government, the perpetua- 
tion of our institutions, and the certain 
defeat of our savage, brutal, and murder- 
ous enemies inspired and led by gangsters 
and maniacs. To this end, all unneces- 
sary expenditures should be eliminated, 
certainly during the war period, to pre- 
vent the tax loads from breaking the 
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backs and morale of our people, and also 
to obviate an unbearable burden from 
being passed on to future generations. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to make one 
observation. First, I want to congratu- 
late the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means for bringing in a tax 
bill as tough as this one is. My only re- 
gret is that it is not just a little bit 
tougher. I think you have done a very 
wise thing in applying the withholding 
tax, 5 percent in 1943 and 10 percent 
after that. Now, did I understand the 
chairman to say that the corporation 
normal surtax is 45 percent? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes; for the larger 
corporations. It is 24 normal and 21 
surtax. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The corporation 
excess-profits tax is 8744 percent? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. It went up to 8714 
percent. The Treasury originally rec- 
ommended rates from 50 to 75 percent. 
The Treasury and the staff got together 
and agreed later on 90 percent, but in the 
last hours of the consideration of the 
bill, after some changes, it was placed at 
8744 percent. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I was very much 
interested in what the chairman had to 
say about the $25,000 limitation. Was 
that seriously considered? In other 
words, did someone actually recommend 
that that be done? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. As I recall, that 
was recommended by the Treasury De- 
partment. I do not think I am in error 
about that. Iam sure Iam correct about 
it, but that was along toward the close 
of the consideration of the bill. It was 
not originally recommended, but later 
on in the consideration of the bill it was 
recommended by those representing the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. But the Treasury 
has agreed with the committee to go 
along on this basis now? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Not to my knowl- 
edge. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 5 additional minutes, 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. BARDEN. May I ask the gentle- 
man what change was made in the re- 
quests of the Treasury Department with 
reference to the amount they figured to 
be necessary? The gentleman men- 
tioned in his discussion a few minutes ago 
that after they made their recommenda- 
tions and the committee started to work 
on the bill they then adjusted their fig- 
ures and asked for more. How much 
more did they ask? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. A little more than 
$1,000,000,000. The first request was 
for $7,600,000,000. The next was for 
$8,700,000,000. 

Mr. BARDEN. I believe the chairman 
then informed the Treasury Department 
that you had virtually scraped the barrel, 
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so to speak. Did the Treasury Depart- 
ment make any definite recommenda- 
tions to you as to where you could get 
the so-called shortage that exists between 
what the bill now is supposed to raise 
and what they requested? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I donot recall that 
it did. The Treasury suggested no 
method for raising any additional sub- 
stantial amounts outside of their original 
proposals. Although it was not adopted 
by a majority of our committee, the 
Treasury originally favored the incorpo- 
ration in the bill of mandatory joint re- 
turns, which would have increased the 
revenue approximately $450,000,000. 

Mr. BARDEN. That $450,000,000 
would still have been far short of the 
amount requested by the Treasury De- 
partment? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. It would have been 
from $1,000,000,000 to $1,500,000,000 
short. The original request was for ap- 
proximately $7,600,000,000. I have not 
consulted the Treasury actuaries on this, 
but judged by the past experience of col- 
lections as compared with estimates, I 
feel safe in predicting that if business 
conditions remain as good as they are 
now the receipts from this act will be 
more than the first estimates made by 
the Treasury and will be around $7,000,- 
000,900. Of course, if we should have a 
depression, if business should fall off, if 
industry should close down, if unemploy- 
ment should increase, if agriculture 
should be depressed, and a hundred and 
one other things occur, the expected rev- 
enue will not materialize. You cannot 
tell for certain. In my judgment, the 
vast amount of money now being ex- 
pended in the war effort, the prices farm 
commodities are bringing, and the wages 
labor is getting mean that unless some 
unfortunate situation arises this bill will 
produce $7,000,000,000. I imagine it 
would be about $500,000,000 below the 
first Treasury request but about $1,500,- 
000,000 short of the second request. 

Mr. BARDEN. Some criticism has 
been emanating from some point, I do not 
know where, to the effect that the com- 
mittee was not raising the amount of 
money the Treasury requested. If their 
actuaries and their advisers and their 
staff are unable to suggest any source 
from which you could raise more than 
$450,000,000 in addition to what you have 
raised, then why should the committee 
be blamed for not adding something that 
they say will not work? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. The Treasury De- 
partment, from their estimates and re- 
quests, thought we should impose heavier 
individual and corporate income taxes. 
While the committee went high, it did 
not go as far as the Treasury requested. 
The Treasury Department wanted us to 
get the full amount of increased taxes 
from corporate and individual income 
taxes. They requested that we take 55 
percent of the normal corporate income. 
The majority of the committee did not 
feel safe in going that far. 

Mr. BARDEN. Does the gentleman 
think the committee has gone as far as 
business will stand at this time? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes; without im- 
Posing consumption taxes. There is a 
feeling that that should be done. The 
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Treasury, however, felt that we should 
not cultivate that field. There was doubt 
in the minds of the committee about it. 
It was not discussed at very great length, 
because we were taking a great deal more 
time than the Treasury thought we 
should. The Treasury wanted the legis- 
lation to be reported out as early as pos- 
sible in order that the excise taxes might 
go into effect. We did not consider it 
wise at the time, in view of the opposition 
and criticism, to attempt a general con- 
sumption or sales tax. 

We asked Mr. Randolph Paul, repre- 
senting the Treasury, whether, if the 
bill fell short $1,500,000,000 or $2,000,- 
000,000 of raising the amount of revenue 
requested by the Treasury he would 
rather the bill would remain short, or 
have a general sales tax. He said the 
Treasury would rather remain short 
than have a general sales tax. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Indiana, a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. BOEHNE. I think it is only fair 
to tell the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Barpen] that the Treasury did 
make recommendations to increase reve- 
nue, particularly in the corporation rates, 
They had originally suggested to the 
committee a rate of 55 percent as against 
the original top corporation rate of 40 
percent, which was subsequently in- 
creased to 45 percent last Saturday 
morning, 

Mr. BARDEN. How much would the 
increase that they suggested produce? 

Mr. BOEHNE. One percent increase 
in corporate rates is usually worth a little 
more than $100,000,000. 

Mr. BARDEN. Then that would have 
been an increase of approximately 
$800,000,000. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Probably a little more 
than $1,000,000,000, but the committee, 
in its wisdom, felt that not only was 
55 percent too great a burden on the 
normal corporate rates, or even 50 per- 
cent, and as late as last Saturday morn- 
ing set it at 45 percent. 

Mr, DOUGHTON. I may say that the 
Budget estimated, on April 24, that we 
should raise $7,000,000,000. This was the 
Budget estimate for new taxes given us 
on April 24. The Treasury representa- 
tive appeared before our committee and 
requested $7,600,000,000, and subsequent- 
ly they increased this figure to $8,700,- 
000,000. Of course, conditions were 
changing all the time. Appropriations 
were increasing and authorizations were 
multiplying, and I have no criticism of 
them because we have all been in a state 
of bewilderment, and probably will be 
until this war is over. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. May I ask the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, provided he is at liberty to reply, 
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are there any amendments to be offered 
by the committee? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Not that the chair- 
man has knowledge of at this time. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Chairman, there 
were certain relief provisions given to 
small corporations throughout the bill on 
which the tax might fall less heavily 
owing to their size. I think there was 
some consideration given also to having 
a drawback of about 14 percent in the 
excess-profits tax. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. That was to be a 
post-war credit, but it was voted down. 

Mr. DEWEY. Was any consideration 
given to having that apply to the smaller 
corporations and not the larger ones be- 
cause the smaller ones might be in a more 
difficult situation? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. It only pertained 
to those earning excess profits. It was 
never proposed that it should apply to 
normal profits. 

Mr. DEWEY. But some of them 
might have a small excess-profits tax. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr, 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. As the 
gentleman knows there has been a great 
deal of discussion throughout the country 
with respect to the feasibility of enacting 
legislation providing for a national lot- 
tery, the argument being that a great 
reservoir of untapped tax money could 
thus be released, and bills actually have 
been introduced in the Senate and House. 
In that connection is the chairman in 
position to state whether the proposition 
of a national lottery was considered by 
the committee in connection with its con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. That was dis- 
cussed and considered. The Treasury is 
very much against it, and, to be per- 
fectly frank, I do not believe that a ma- 
jority of the committee was favorably 
impressed, although it was advocated 
very ardently by one able member of our 
committee. We had one witness and the 
gentleman was asking the questions and 
the witness, after testifying about some- 
thing else, was asked if he would favor 
a national lottery, and the witness got 
rather infuriated and said, “I am op- 
posed to all forms of gambling.” 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I would 
like to ask the chairman a question or 
two about the withholding provision. As 
I understand, there is a provision for 
withholding 5 percent of salaries. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Salaries, 
dividends, and bond interest. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Will that 
be a current withholding before the tax 
liability is determined? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Oh, yes; that will 
be before determination of the tax lia- 
bility. It is not expected it will exceed 
the amount of tax, but in case it should, 
the taxpayer will get a refund. There 
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will be an adjustment at the end of the 
tax year. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. If a man 
should lose his job—— 

Mr. DOUGHTON. There would be a 
refund. We have insisted that such pro- 
vision be made and machinery set up 
whereby that would be done just as soon 
as possible. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Asa gen- 
eral policy does the Ways and Means 
Committee feel it is a good principle to 
make a tax collector out of every em- 
ployer? 

Mr, DOUGHTON. It was thought to 
be easier on the taxpayer. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield there? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman, 

Mr. COOPER. This withholding-at- 
the-source program is designed along the 
same lines as the social security pro- 
gram, and all the employer will have to 
do will be to add another column to his 
records for his employees, and that will 
pe eer for him to take care of this 


Mr. DOUGHTON. The Treasury 
thought it was administratively practical 
and that they could administer it without 
any great difficulty, but I believe it will 
prove quite expensive. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The 
reason I raise the question is because of 
the social security tax. A great many 
employees get the idea that this is really 
a wage reduction and not a tax. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. The gentleman will 
find that fully discussed on page 14 of the 
committee’s report. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. HINSHAW. The chairman has 
rightly called this bill a $24,000,000,000 
measure. I wonder if the chairman 
could give the figure of how far short 
of the requirements of the Treasury De- 


partment for expenditures the $24,- 
000,000,000 will come? 
Mr. DOUGHTON. Something like 


$49,000,000,000 to meet the revised 
Budget estimate of April 24. 

Mr. HINSHAW. That is the total ex- 
penditure anticipated? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes; after sub- 
tracting what this bill is estimated to 
raise. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Then we expect to 
raise about half the requirement of the 
Treasury? 

Mr. DOUGHTON,. There was one 
thing about this bill not generally real- 
ized. It will be the heaviest tax bill ever 
imposed by any nation, but the need for 
it is the greatest in our history. I am 
sure that the American taxpayer, as far 
as he can, will cheerfully and gladly 
comply with the needs of the Nation in 
this greatest of all crises. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I agree with the 
chairman. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Does the with- 
holding tax apply to those engaged in 
agriculture? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. No. 
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Mr. WHITTINGTON. Does it apply 
to the case of a cotton ginner, who would 
not be required to file social security 
reports? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. No; it would not. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. In other words, 
domestic employees and agricultural em- 
ployees, including cotton ginners are 
under the same rules that apply now in 
the social security? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes; those em- 
ployed in cotton ginning will not be sub- 
ject to withholding under this bill if they 
are not subject to social security taxes. 

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. ‘Yes. 

Mrs. NORTON. I would like to know 
whether I am right in assuming that 
what the gentleman has said means that 
about one-third of the national income is 
represented in this tax bill? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Not in this tax bill. 
The total tax paid, Federal, State, and 
local taxes all together, will produce 
about $33,000,000,000, which would be 
about one-third of the total $100,000,- 
000,000 of estimated national income. 

Mrs. NORTON. And may I congrat- 
ulate the committee, particularly the 
chairman, on the constructive bill they 
have brought to us. It represents not 
only much ability but also great devo- 
tion to a very difficult task. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I thank the gen- 
tlewoman from New Jersey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina has again 


Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 20 minutes. 

I want first of all to compliment our 
beloved chairman, the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Doucuton], on the 
way he has presided over the Ways and 
Means Committee during the trying days 
we have been through. Not only during 
the public hearings but in our executive 
sessions he has displayed eminent fair- 
ness to the minority and done everything 
in his power to keep party lines obliter- 
ated. We all are familiar with his many 
admirable qualities, which endear him 
to us. No committee ever had a more 
able, more fair, or more conscientious 
chairman, and I feel it is no more than 
right that I should pay tribute to him 
ee beginning my statement on the 

ill. 
DRAFTING OF BILL A DIFFICULT TASK 

At the outset of my remarks I wish to 
say a word or two about the deliberations 
of the committee in connection with the 
bill which we have laid before the House. 

Never has a committee performed a 
more difficult task than has the Ways 
and Means Committee in the drafting of 
the pending bill, It is no easy job to raise 
taxes at any time, but it is all the more 
difficult when you have already written 
15 tax bills in 10 years which have boost- 
ed the tax burden to unprecedented 
heights, the last of which increased taxes 
by three and one-half billions, and you 
are now called upon to raise six to eight 
billions additional. 

The committee began its work on the 
3d of March, when hearings were opened. 
As a matter of fact, the committee was 
ready long before that, but the Treasury 
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Department and the administration did 
not seem to be ready until that time. 
We waited from the beginning of the 
session until the 3d of March before we 
received the recommendations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

The hearings covered three volumes of 
some 3,600 pages. Since the middle of 
April, the committee has been engaged 
in the actual drafting of the bill. 

In all my service on the committee, 
going back to the last World War, I have 
never seen a more earnest and coopera- 
tive group than the members of the com- 
mittee. There was absolutely no par- 
tisanship displayed on either side. We 
had our differences, of course, but they 
were differences which involved no party 
line. On no single issue, to my recollec~- 
tion, was a partisan vote cast. We all 
sought to do what, in our individual judg- 
ment, was for the best interest of the 
country, without reference to our own po- 
litical fortunes. 

Something has been said that this bill 
was formulated with the forthcoming 
elections in mind, but I stand here ready 
to debate that question with any one 
who makes such an assertion, I am 
confident that the members of this com- 
mittee have acted conscientiously in dis- 
charging this tremendous responsibility 
that has been placed upon the committee 
to bring forth this tax bill, and I exon- 
erate every member from any political 
bias in the manner in which this bill is 
phrased. 


THE $200,000,000,000 WAR PROGRAM 


Mr. Chairman, the war program now 
contemplates an expenditure in excess 
of 200 billions—a sum so vast as to be 
almost beyond comprehension, 

I think I could easily scratch out that 
word “almost.” I think it is beyond the 
comprehension of the average brain to 
realize what $200,000,000,000 amounts to, 
or even the $1,000,000,000 defense pro- 
gram with which we started only 2 years 
ago. I remember well when $1,000,000,- 
000 seemed to be a stupendous sum, some- 
thing that we could not comprehend, and 
now we have gotten to a point where we 
must realize what 200 billions means, 

The amount of the war program is be- 
ing increased by leaps and bounds as 
new conditions require. What the ulti- 
mate cost will be, no one knows, but it is 
certain to be astronomical in amount, 
particularly if we include the heavy obli- 
gations which will undoubtedly be in- 
curred in post-war rehabilitation. The 
total may easily exceed the amount of 
the entire national wealth, now generally 
estimated at $350,000,000,000. 

Whatever the cost, it must and will be 
met. The Congress has heretofore 
pledged the entire resources of the 
country to the winning of the war, and 
we must all be prepared to make what- 
ever sacrifice is required of us. Though 
the resulting burden may be an onerous 
one, the alternative would be a life of 
virtual slavery under Axis rule, which we 
all shudder to contemplate. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr, Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I ask my dis- 
tinguished friend if the true issue facing 
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the American people now is not an issue 
of liberty or slavery? 

Mr. TREADWAY. That is practically 
what Ihave said. The chairman has said 
it much better. That is a very good 
motto to go on. We could very well 
adopt it, that we are fighting either for 
liberty in winning or slavery in losing. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. That is the issue. 

Mr. TREADWAY.,. I think we are all 
agreed that that is the picture presented 
to us now. 

PRESENT TAXES ONLY ONE-QUARTER OF 
EXPENDITURES 

Although present taxes are by far the 
highest in our history, the seventeen bil- 
lions which will be raised under existing 
tax laws during the next 12 months will 
be less than one-quarter of the antici- 
pated outlays, now estimated at the 
staggering total of seventy-three billions. 
Of this amount, sixty-seven billions will 
go for war purposes and six billions for 
continuing the nonmilitary operations of 
the Government at an unjustifiably high 
level. 

In the absence of additional tax legis- 
lation, or any savings in civil costs, a 
deficit of fifty-six billions is indicated. 


MEASURES TO STRENGTHEN NATION’S FINANCES 
IMPERATIVE 

In normal times, it would be nothing 
short of calamitous for any government 
to go into the red by any such amount. 

Even during war, when ordinary stand- 
ards of fiscal stability are of necessity 
suspended, such a deficit is still cause for 
concern, This is especially true when it 
is the thirteenth successive deficit in as 
many years, following an orgy of reck- 
less peacetime spending and improvi- 
dence, and when it must be financed on 
top of an existing debt of seventy-two 
billions. 

Measures to strengthen the Nation’s 
finances are imperative if our war effort 
is to be carried forward to victory and 
the public credit is to be maintained 
unimpaired. 

The pending bill is one step in that 
direction. A further step—namely, the 
elimination of unnecessary expenditures 
for nonmilitary functions—is no less vital 
and should receive the immediate con- 
sideration of the President and the Con- 
gress. I am glad to note that during the 
present session, some effort along that 
line has been initiated, largely as a re- 
sult of the recommendations of the Joint 
Committee on Nonessential Federal Ex- 
penditures, of which I am privileged to be 
a member. 


BILL RAISES TAX BURDEN TO TWENTY-FOUR BIL- 
LIONS ANNUALLY 


The tax bill as recommended by the 
Ways and Means Committee, which em- 
braces levies calculated to increase taxes 
by more than six billions to a new and 
unprecedented level of twenty-four bil- 
lions annually, is the greatest single reve- 
nue measure ever presented to any legis- 
lative body. 

It will bring the tax burden to a level 
four times as great as under the World 
War Revenue Act, and result in financing 
roughly one-third of our total expendi- 
tures through taxation, leaving the other 
two-thirds to be raised by borrowing. 
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Obviously, it would be impossible, at 
the present rate of expenditure, to put 
war financing on a pay-as-we-go basis. 

The ratio of one-third taxes to two- 
thirds borrowing is the same as pre- 
vailed during the last war, when the 
greatest expenditure in any single year 
was eighteen and ‘one-half billions, as 
compared to the contemplated outlay of 
seventy-three billions this year. Under 
the circumstances, I feel that we are 
doing well to raise one-third of our pres- 
ent expenditures by taxation. 


FURTHER INCREASES IN OFFING 


On the other hand, I would be less 
than candid if I did not add that further 
taxes may be expected. For the last 
decade, we have had at least one, and 
sometimes two, tax bills every year. In 
fact, the pending bill is the fifteenth 
major revenue measure since 1932. 
Since we have had not less than one tax 
bill a year when the Nation was not at 
war, we can hardly expect less than one 
a year when we are engaged in fighting 
a global war, which must be won largely 
through this country’s efforts. 

Inasmuch as further increases in taxes 
may be reasonably anticipated, it may 
be argued that we might as well go the 
whole limit now and have it over with. 
It is my own view, however, that tax- 
payers, individual and corporate, can 
stand a greater ultimate burden if it is 
imposed gradually, so that they have an 
opportunity to make the necessary ad- 
justments as we go along. 

Ten years ago, the Federal tax burden 
was two billions annually. By 1938, it 
has been increased to five and eight- 
tenths billions; in 1941, it was seven and 
six-tenths billions; in the fiscal year 1942, 
just closed, it was twelve billions; in the 
current fiscal year it will be eighteen bil- 
lions, including pay-roll taxes under the 
Social Security Act. Under the pending 
bill, it would be increased to twenty-four 
billions, or 12 times the 1932 level. 


COMMITTEE HAS TRIED TO KEEP BILL WITHIN 
REASONABLE BOUNDS 

There of course is qa limit to the 
amount of taxes which can be borne by 
business and the people. When exces- 
sive, taxes defeat their own purpose by 
drying up the source. It has been well 
said that we can tax and tax and tax, 
but we can confiscate but once. 

The committee has tried to keep the 
proposed increase in taxes within rea- 
sonable bounds, and in most respects it 
has succeeded. The total is less than 
that recommended by the Treasury, 
since the committee undertook the 
drafting of the bill with no definite goal 
in mind, but with a purpose to raise all 
that could be realized at this time with- 
out working too great a hardship upon 
the people and without impeding war 
production. 

Now, that expression was confirmed 
by an inquiry that the chairman of the 
committee made of the representative of 
the Treasury, Mr. Paul. This question 
was asked directly by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. DOUGHTON] of Mr, 
Paul: 

Which would the Treasury prefer, less re- 


ceipts than 8.7 billion, or a sales tax to make 
up the difference? 


JULY 16 


I think the chairman will confirm my 
statement that the answer was, “We 
would prefer the lower sum.” That helps 
to explain one of the reasons why a 
lower sum is reported out of the commit- 
tee. We could have readily put in a sales 
tax and gotten the additional amount. 
So, in view of the attitude of the Treas- 
ury Department, I do not think it is fair 
to say that we missed the goal. We 
reached the goal as far as taxes could be 
levied, in my judgment, outside of laying 
a sales tax. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I yield. 

Mr. DONDERO. Can the country an- 
ticipate another tax bill this year, in view 
of the amount that this bill is short of 
the Treasury requirements? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Let me amend the 
gentleman’s statement. The gentleman 
probably means before another fiscal year 
expires. We have just started the fiscal 
year 1943. 

Mr. DONDERO. I will modify my 
question to that extent. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I understand what 
the gentleman means. 

Mr. DONDERO. What is the gentle- 
man’s answer? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Whether there will 
be one or not? 

Mr. DONDERO. Can the country ex- 
pect or shall the people of this country 
anticipate another tax bill, in addition 
to this one, before the end of this fiscal 
year? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I think it is very 
certain, as I have already stated in my 
remarks. We will have another bill in 
the near future, before the present fis- 
cal year expires. I think it will be nec- 
essary. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. But we would not 
expect the next tax bill to apply to 1942 
business? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, no. It could 
not do that, of course. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I yield. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The gentleman 
has spoken of the Treasury’s estimate of 
$7,000,000,000 and 8.7 billion as the needs 
for this year. Is there any precise for- 
mula by which those needs are decided 
upon? The needs plus existing revenues 
would not pay our present outgo. That 
is quite true. 

Mr. TREADWAY. That is correct, but 
I think I did state that the receipts will 
be something like $24,000,000,000 and the 
expenditures $73,000,000,000. So there is 
a ratio of three to one of expenditures 
over receipts, 

Mr, VORYS of Ohio. And we are not 
attempting at this time to arrange for 
funding the debt? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. So that it is 
just a guess as to how much we should 
get in to prevent inflation, or to pay as 
much as we can? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I think we ought to 
look at it from the standpoint of “pay 
as much as we can.” The fact that it is 
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& guess proposition is certainly very 
clearly shown by the change of figures 
so rapidly on the part of the Treasury. 
Does not the gentleman agree with me? 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I do think so, 
but the gentleman is such a profound 
student on the subject that I think it is 
quite important to get clearly in the 
minds of the public as well as ourselves 
that the Treasury’s yardstick is not a 
yardstick but a divining rod. It is just 
a guess at what would be a good thing. 

Mr, TREADWAY. It is just looking 
through a crystal ball, is it not? 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. That is what I 
thought. You did not have any formula? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Not that I have 
been trusted with any knowledge of. I 
do not know what the viewpoint of the 
Treasury was when it made its first esti- 
mate and then changed it, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
` gentleman from Massachusetts has ex- 

ired, 
si Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 10 additional minutes, 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
man yield further? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Is it not quite 
possible that what the Treasury wanted 
to do was to be sure to ask for a little 
more than they could get? 

Mr. TREADWAY. No; I do not agree 
with that. I think they wanted more 
than they had the nerve to ask for, and 
needed more than they asked for, as a 
matter of fact. It can be said in all fair- 
ness that in previous estimates t reas- 
ury has endeavored to play safe, or be 
on the conservative side in making up 
their estimates. 

I do think they would not have felt 
badly if conditions developed the fact 
that we would have raised $10,000,000,000 
or more, instead of six billion as we have. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. To raise it with 
what? What sort of tax? 

Mr. TREADWAY. By an additional 
burden on the taxpayers of the country, 
which I believe they should not put on, 
Does that answer the gentleman’s 
inquiry? 

Mr, VORYS of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr, Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I yield. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I was just going to 
say to the gentleman from Ohio that the 
‘Treasury would like to get all the traffic 
would possibly bear; as a matter of fact, 
if we would give the Treasury what they 
want, we would have nothing left but our 
tear ducts. 

THE SALES-TAX ISSUE 


Mr. TREADWAY. When the Treasury 
first suggested a $7,000,000,000 tax pro- 
gram, and again when it raised the goal 
to 8.6 billions, I stated that in my opinion 
the committee would be driven to adopt 
a sales tax in some form if any such 
amount were to be realized. The Treas- 
ury, however, was bitterly opposed to any 
such levy and preferred to have the bill 
fall short of the goal rather than take the 
sales tax to make up the difference. 

Many persons oppose a sales tax as a 
matter of principle, feeling that it im- 
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poses too great a burden on those of 
small means. Others, while opposing it 
as a means of raising revenue under ordi- 
nary conditions, feel that it may justifi- 
ably be resorted to in time of war to meet 
a part of the terrific cost. Some favor 
the sales tax even as a means of peace- 
time revenue raising. 

A majority of the committee has 
voted not to include the sales tax in the 
pending bill. Whatever its demerits, it 
must eventually be availed of to help sus- 
tain the Government’s war effort and dis- 
tribute the cost over all the people. 
While it is argued that such a tax falls 
more heavily on the poor, this fact is 
offset by the imposition upon the more 
well to do of graduated income taxes, so 
that in the end the total tax burden is 
still maintained upon a basis of ability to 
pay. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I yield. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I want to congrat- 
ulate the committee in deferring the 
sales tax until a future date. I think 
you have been awfully smart in that 
move, and when I say “smart” I mean 
constructively smart. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will answer the 
gentleman by saying that we have en- 
deavored to follow in principle the sug- 
gestions of the Treasury Department. 
We have been independent of them, we 
have not rubber-stamped their recom- 
mendations, but when on such an impor- 
tant question as this representatives of 
the Treasury definitely answered the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Dovucuton] in the way in which I quoted 
them, it had much influence on the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. As a matter of 
fact, I think the Treasury was right, 
I hope the committee will take it up in 
the next bill which I hope will come to 
this Congress and hope I shall get to vote 
for it. Then is the time, I think, when 
we ought to consider the sales-tax prop- 
osition, 

Mr, TREADWAY. I may say to the 
gentleman that if it comes to this present 
session of Congress there will be a pretty 
weary Ways and Means Committee con- 


sidering it. Let us have a little breath- 


ing spell, if it is possible, in the finances 
of the country, if for no other reason 
than the physical well-being of the mem- 
bers of the committee. They have had a 
very arduous job. I think one bill a 
year is enough so far as the membership 
of the committee is concerned, The tax- 
payers, too, are entitled to consideration, 
Let them have a chance to adjust them- 
selves to the tremendous burdens of the 
present bill. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for one further ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. DONDERO. Did the matter of 
diminishing returns enter into the con- 
siderations of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee in their determination to cut 
down the Treasury’s recommendation? 

Mr. TREADWAY, There is no ques- 
tion about that, 
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Mr: DONDERO. I know that in my 
own State of Michigan the gasoline tax 
has been reduced fully 25 percent. 

Mr. TREADWAY. That had a direct 
effect upon the committee in not in- 
creasing the present gasoline tax. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I yield. 

Mr. DEWEY. I should like to ask the 
distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, ranking minority member on 
the committee, regarding the matter of 
siphoning off the excess spending power 
that has been mentioned so many times 
by Mr. Henderson, not only in public 
statements but I believe before the gen- 
tleman’s committee. Does the Ways and 
Means Committee believe that the excise 
taxes and the broadening of the income- 
tax base and increased rates will have 
that effect? Or shall we still under this 
bill be subject to the dangers of infla- 
tion due to the excess spending power of 
the people? 

Mr. TREADWAY. We will still be 
subject to the dangers of inflation. One 
outstanding illustration of what the gen- 
tleman has referred to is the withhold- 
ing tax, which is a very complicated tax, 
very difficult of collection, very hard on 
both the employer and the employee, but 
it does offer the element of getting money 
into the Treasury earlier than under 
existing law, or what is supposed to be 
the law now. The withholding tax to 
which I will refer later on, gets the 
money into the Treasury earlier, but 
eventually it will get there anyway. I 
would prefer not to enter into a discus- 
sion of that or get into any dispute with 
Mr. Henderson because there are plenty 
of other people who want to take that 
job on; so I will keep out of that field. 

Mr. DEWEY. I am not suggesting a 
dispute; I was just wondering whether 
that element had entered into considera- 
tion and I assume by the gentleman’s 
answer that it has. 


CORPORATION TAXES 


Mr. TREADWAY. Under the bill, the 
tax on normal corporate profits is in- 
creased from 31 percent, in the case of 
corporations earning more than $25,000 
per annum, to 45 percent. Smaller cor- 
porations will pay graduated rates of 
from 25 to 29 percent. 

The rate on excess profits has been in- 
creased from a graduated scale ranging 
from 35 to 60 percent to a flat rate of 
8742 percent. 

After long and careful consideration 
the committee had originally agreed upon 
a 40-percent rate on normal corporate 
profits. Just before the bill was intro- 
duced, in a last-minute move which I 
consider to be most ill-advised; a ma- 
jority of the committee voted to raise the 
corporate tax to 45 percent. 

There can be no question but what it 
would be sound policy to place the princi- 
pal emphasis on taxing excess profits, 
Therefore, I would much prefer to see the 
rate on excess profits increased to 90 per- 
cent and the rate on normal profits fixed 
at the level of 40 percent originally agreed 
upon, 
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I believe that 40 percent is as high as 
we can safely go in taxing normal cor- 
porate profits. There are thousands of 
corporate businesses throughout the 
country which will in no way benefit from 
the war program, but on the contrary will 
be definitely injured, either as a result 
of priorities, higher costs, price ceilings, 
or other factors. Many of these corpora- 
tions are already finding it difficult, if 
not impossible, to continue paying divi- 
dends. Agreat many of them have debts 
which must be met out of reduced 
earnings. 

I am perfectly willing to go the limit 
on taxing excess profits, and feel that the 
rate of 90 percent which I propose would 
still leave a margin sufficient to provide 
an incentive to produce. 

I may say in this connection, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the corporation income and 
excess-profits tax was a very disputed 
question in the committee, and I am not 
breaking any committee confidences to 
say it was discussed very plainly between 


> the different members of the committee. 


Those of us who voted for the 40 percent 
and 90 percent could not accept the ver- 
dict as arrived at by a majority of the 
committee. 

I want to say on my own behalf at this 
point that when the vote comes on the 
passage of the bill I will vote for the bill, 
but if a motion to recommit is based on 
this difference of 40 and 45 percent, and 
8744 and 90 percent, I will vote for the 
motion to recommit provided there are 
no other features connected with it, and 
provided it does not delay action on the 
bill. I believe in adopting the rule pre- 
sented to us this morning, and intend 
to vote accordingly, but I am so definitely 
opposed to the action of the committee 
in this respect that I will vote for the 
motion to recommit if it is made up as I 
have indicated. I cannot qualify to make 
a motion to recommit myself, as I intend 
to support the bill, but there may be some 
member of the committee who will make 
the motion, and if it is made in the form 
I have indicated, I will vote for it. 

In taxing corporations, we must not 
forget that they are but a collection of 
individuals doing business in corporate 
form. One of the greatest corporations 
in the country has some 700,000 stock- 
holders. If we regard the sales tax as 
oppressive upon the small taxpayer, so 
aiso is an excessive corporate tax in its 
application to stockholders of modest 
means who depend upon dividends for 
their support. 

If we assume that out of $1 of cor- 
porate profit, 50 cents represents normal 
earnings and 50 cents represents excess 
profits, here is the way the proposed bill 
would apply: 

The 50 cents that represents excess 
profits will be taxed at a rate of 8742 
percent, or 4334 cents. The 50 cents 
that represents normal profits will be 
taxed 45 percent, or 2212 cents. Thus 
the combined corporate taxes on the $1 
of corporate income would be 66% cents, 
leaving 3334 cents with which to rein- 
vest in the business, pay debts, set up 
“rainy day” reserves, and pay dividends 
to those who own the business. What- 
ever is paid in dividends is subject to 
further tax in the hands of the share- 
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holders, ranging from 19 percent to a 
maximum of 88 percent, If the remain- 
ing 3334 cents is all paid to stockholders, 
the additional tax will be from 6% to 
30 cents. Thus, in the example given, 
if the share of stock were owned by a 
man of small means, with an income 
just over the personal exemption, the 
total tax on his share of the $1 of cor- 
porate earnings would be approximately 
73 cents, and if it were owned by a man 
in the top surtax bracket, the total tax 
would be 96 cents. 

Another proposed change in the cor- 
poration tax to which I am opposed is the 
provision requiring fiscal year corpora- 
tions to pay the increased tax on busi- 
ness done after January 1 of this year. 
Under recent revenue laws, the increased 
rates have been effective only with re- 
spect to taxable years beginning after 
December 31 of the previous year. This 
meant that corporations which are on a 
fiscal year did not pay the increased 
rates until the beginning of their new 
fiscal year, rather than on January 1. 
They naturally have gone on the assump- 
tion that this method would be contin- 
ued in the present bill, and have adjusted 
their business accordingly. The commit- 
tee, in executive session, without previous 
notice, voted to tax fiscal year corpora- 
tions at the new rates on all business 
done after January 1 of this year. This 
is a very unfair provision, and works a 
hardship on these corporations. I hope 
that the provision will be amended in 
the Senate so as to restore the present 
method of taxing these corporations. 


POST-WAR CREDIT NOT INCLUDED 


At one stage of the consideration of 
the bill the committee tentatively agreed 
upon a post-war credit for ell corpora- 
tions subject to the excess-profits tax. 
At that time the rate of excess-profits 
tax was fixed at 94 percent, and provision 
was made for a refund of 14 percent at 
the end of the war, which could be used 
only for industrial rehabilitation and the 
maintenance of employment. Just be- 
fore the bill was reported the committee, 
by a vote of a majority, decided to 
eliminate the post-war credit and fix the 
excess-profits tax at. 8744 percent, all of 
which would go into the Treasury. 


Strong arguments can be made in. 


favor of the post-war credit idea, which 
is already in effect in England and Can- 
ada. It has the support of recognized 
economists, and I understand that the 
American Federation of Labor has en- 
dorsed the proposal. However, the plan 
had not been perfected to the point where 
it was acceptable to a majority of the 
committee and it was eliminated from 
the bill. I hope that further considera- 
tion will be given to the subject in the 
Senate. 
INDIVIDUAL INCOME TAX 


On individuals the committee proposes 
rather sharp increases all along the line. 
The personal exemption is reduced from 
$1,500 to $1,200 in the case of married 
persons, and from $750 to $500 in the 
case of single persons. With respect to 
members of the armed forces, the pres- 
ent exemptions will continue to apply. 

I personally feel that the proposed 
exemption of $500 for single persons is 
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too low. In my opinion, it should be 
fixed at one-half the proposed married 
person’s exemption, namely, $600. Even 
a $600 exemption will reach a worker 
earning $50 per month, but the $500 
exemption takes in the man or woman 
earning as little as $42 per month, or 
approximately $10 per week. This is a 
bare subsistence level. 

Before the bill was reported to the 
House, I made an effort in the committee 
to fix the single exemption at $600 instead 
of $500, but a majority of the committee 
favored the smaller amount. 

The bill increases the normal individ- 
ual income tax from 4 percent to 6 per- 
cent, and begins the surtax at 13 percent 
instead of 6 percent, as at present. ‘Thus, 
the rate on the first dollar of taxable 
income will be 19 percent under the bill, 
cores with 10 percent under existing 

aw. 

The effect of the proposed changes in 
the individual income tax is shown in the 
following table: 


283323388882 


228882580 


No provision is made in the bill for 
mandatory joint returns, such as was 


defeated in the House last year. Tax- 
payers who are married may continue to 
file joint or separate returns at their 
election. 


AVOIDANCE OF TAXATION IN COMMUNITY 
PROPERTY STATES 


I regret that no provision was included 
in the bill to prevent further avoidance 
of the income tax by wealthy persons 
living in the so-called community prop- 
erty States. Residents of these 9 States 
now enjoy a tremendous advantage 
over residents of the other 39 States 
by reason of the fact that under their 
laws the income of each spouse is deemed 
to be one-half the property of the other 
spouse. By thus splitting up the income, 
it is taxed under much lower brackets of 
the graduated surtax schedule. 

A Member of Congress living in one 
of the noncommunity property States, 
if he is married and without dependents, 
pays a tax of $2,152 under the bill, but if 
he happens to live in Arizona, New Mex- 
ico, California, Texas, Nevada, Idaho, 
Washington, Louisiana, or Oklahoma, 
his tax will be only $1,788, since he and 
his wife would each report on $5,000. 
The advantage in tax would be $364, 
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Under the present system, our Federal 
tax law does not operate equally through- 
out the UnitedStates on the same amount 
of income. I believe income should be 
taxed to the person who earned it, and 
no State law should be allowed to set up 
a legal fiction under which a man may 
avoid his just share of the Federal tax 
burden. I have no quarrel with the 
community property system as such, but 
I feel that persons in the community 
property States should pay tax upon the 
same basis as taxpayers in the other 39 
States, that is, upon the basis of who 
earned the income. I offered an amend- 
ment in committee which would have 
accomplished that result, and put all tax- 
payers upon the same footing, but I re- 
gret to say that it was defeated. The 
same amendment as I offered was in- 
cluded in the tax bill last year as re- 
ported to the Senate, but was eliminated 
on the Senate floor in order to speed con- 
sideration of the bill, but with the definite 
statement that it would be taken up 
later in connection with the next revenue 
bill. Thus there is reason to believe that 
the Senate Finance Committee will in- 
clude the item in the bill when it reaches 
that body, and if so I hope it will be re- 
tained in the bill on final passage. I 
have been attempting to correct this in- 
equity for a great many years, and expect 
to continue my efforts until justice is 
done. 

WITHHOLDING TAX ON WAGES AND SALARIES 


One outstanding feature of the bill is 
the provision for collecting a part of the 
income tax in advance, through a so- 
called withholding tax on wages and 
salaries, dividend payments, and bond 
interest. In the case of wages and sal- 
aries, the withholding would be at the 
rate of 5 percent on the amount in excess 
of the personal exemption and credit for 
dependents. In the case of dividends 
and bond interest, the withholding would 
be on the full amount. The 5-percent 
rate would apply the first year, and 
théreafter the rate would be 10 percent. 
The lower rate is applied the first year in 
order to minimize the increased burden 
resulting from collecting 2 years’ taxes in 
one year. 

Under the bill, the 5 percent withhold- 
ing tax would go into effect next Jan- 
uary 1. Workers would be required to 
file with their employer a statement as 
to their marital status. The employer 
would then determine the exemption of 
each worker by consulting a table to be 
furnished by the Treasury. If the 
worker is married and has one depend- 
ent, and is paid on a weekly basis, the 
table will disclose that his weekly exemp- 
tion would be $34.50. The employer, 
therefore, would deduct from the weekly 
pay envelope, and pay over to the Gov- 
ernment, 5 percent of the amount paid 
in excess of $34.50. This would be done 
all through whe year, and the following 
March 15, when the worker goes to make 
up his regular income-tax return, he will 
figure his tax in the regular way, and 
then take credit for the amount withheld 
from his pay envelope. If the with- 
holding exceeds his actual tax liability, 
a refund will be made. 

This system of advance tax collection 
is an innovation so far as this country 
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is concerned, although it has been used 
in other countries. It has the advantage 
of getting the income-tax collections into 
the Treasury earlier than under the old 
system; it provides for a system of in- 
stallment payments as the income is 
earned; and it no doubt will result in 
some additional collections from those 
who might not otherwise file returns, 
On the other hand, it will obviously be 
an additional headache for employers, 
who are already burdened with the re- 
sponsibility of filing reports of all kinds 
with the Government covering sccial- 
security deductions, wage-and-hour mat- 
ters, and a host of other things. This 
additional bookkeeping will be just an- 
other added expense to the employer, 
with no recompense from the Govern- 
ment for acting as a collecting agent. 
Moreover, it will result in a heavy ad- 
ditional expense to the Government it- 
self, since from nine to twelve thousand 
new employees will be required to ad- 
minister the withholding tax, and addi- 
tional office space, bookkeeping ma- 
chines, and other scarce equipment must 
be acquired. According to the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, the cost of 
the plan will be $24,000,000, which prob- 
ably more than offsets any increased 
taxes that may be collected thereunder. 
Since it will be so costly, and be a nui- 
sance to employers, employees, and the 
Government alike, I personally do not 
favor its adoption. 


EXCISE TAX CHANGES 


Relatively few excise-tax changes are 
made by the bill. The rates of the estate 
and gift tax remain unchanged, but the 
exemptions have been modified. In the 
case of the estate tax, the $40,000 insur- 
ance exemption has been combined with 
the general exemption of the same 
amount, and the total fixed at $60,000, 
all or any part of which may be in 
insurance. 

Under the gift tax, the general or life- 
time exemption to the donor is reduced 
from $40,000 to $30,000 and the annual 
exclusion of gifts to separate donees is 
reduced from $4,000 to $3,000. There is 
no restriction on the number of $3,000 
gifts which may be made each year so 
long as they are to separate donees. 

Increases have been made in the taxes 
on liquor, beer, and wine, on cigars, cig- 
arettes, and tobacco, on lubricating oil, 
photographic equipment and supplies, 
passenger transportation, and on tele- 
phone and telegraph messages. No 
change is made in the gasoline tax, which 
stands at 112 cents per gallon. A pro- 
posed tax on candy and chewing gum was 
rejected, as was a suggestion fora tax of 
1 cent per bottle on soft drinks. 

The failure of the committee to impose 
a tax on soft drinks arose entirely out of 
the difficulty of working out a proper 
compensatory tax on soft drinks not sold 
in bottles. The tax on bottled goods 
would have been simple to collect, but 
the Treasury had proposed that the tax 
on fountain drinks be collected by levying 
a tax of 80 cents per pound on carbonic 
acid gas used in compounding such drinks. 
Soda-fountain operators throughout the 
country, particularly the small ones, com- 
plained that such a tax would be unfair 
because of the large amount of leakage, 
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which would mean that a heavy. tax 
would be paid on a commodity which 
might never be sold. Also, such a tax re- 
quired an advance outlay of $40 per drum 
of gas, which was a heavy burden on a 
small operator. When the Treasury and 
Joint Committee staffs were unable to 
work out an acceptable substitute the 
committee dropped the whole matter. 
While one obvious way of collecting the 
tax on unbottled drinks would be to levy 
a tax of 1 cent per drink at the soda 
fountain, the Treasury strongly opposed 
this method because of the tremendous 
administrative difficulties involved, in- 
cluding the supervision of thousands of 
small soda fountains all over the country. 

A new tax on the transportation of 
freight has been proposed by the com- 
mittee. The rate will be 5 percent of 
the amount of the freight bill, except that 
in the case of coal the rate will be 5 cents 
per ton from mine to consumer, regard- 
less of the length of the haul. The dif- 
ferential in favor of coal is very im- 
portant to my own section of New Eng- 
land as well as to any other section which 
must secure its coal from great distances, 
I was very much opposed to the 5-per- 
cent rate as it applied to coal, which 
would have been equivalent to an aver- 
age of 12 cents per ton. I strongly sup- 
ported in the committee the action which 
was taken to place coal in a separate 
category at the lower rate. Coal, of 
course, is a very bulky commodity, and 
the transportation item is a major factor 
in the cost. Under the 5-cents-per-ton 
rate, all sections of the country will bear 
the same transportation tax on this 
commodity. 


BILL IN NO SENSE A PERFECT ONE 


In conclusion, let me say that I in no 
wise regard the bill as a perfect one, or 
even a satisfactory one. It represents 
the combined judgment of a majority of 
the committee, and by majority I mean 
numerical, not political. Being some- 
what of a composite measure, it does not 
reflect the individual views of any single 
member, 

There are many features of the bill 
I do not like. There are likewise some 
significant omissions. If I were to have 
my own way, I would doubtless write an 
entirely different bill. But we are in 
this practical situation: The committee 
has labored over this bill for months, It 
has worked day and night trying to draft 
a measure which would raise substan- 
tial additional revenue, and spread the 
tax burden as fairly and equitably as 
Possible. 

All major legislation is the result of 
compromise, and of give and take. None. 
of us can have our own way, and no one 
man should have his own way. It seems 
to me that in view of the desperate need 
for additional revenue, all individual dif- 
ferences should be brushed aside. I per- 
sonally feel that I have no alternative but 
to support the bill on final passage, even 
though it may not suit me in many re- 
spects. Accordingly, I shall vote for the 
bill, but with the hope that it may be 
changed for the better in the other body. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cooper]. 
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Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, as 
stated earlier in the day while discussing 
the rule, it is after 41⁄2 months of diligent 
effort and hard work that the Ways and 
Means Committee presents to the House 
today the 1942 revenue bill, H. R. 7378. 
As was stated by the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means and the 
distinguished gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, the ranking member of that com- 
mittee, there was no partisanship what- 
ever during the consideration of this bill. 
In fact, we went so far that we even ex- 
changed sides of the committee table in 
executive session. The Republicans sat 
on the side that is ordinarily occupied by 
the Democrats and the Democrats sat on 
the side ordinarily occupied by the Re- 
publicans. So there was no partisanship 
shown whatever during the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr, COOPER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. I wonder what ef- 
fect this new procedure had, if the gen- 
tleman can advise us, so that we may use 
it in other committees. 

Mr. COOPER. I would advise its use 
by other committees. In our committee 
it was entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the largest bill 
in volume of subjects covered as well as 
the amount of revenue raised in the his- 
tory of this country. This is a most im- 
portant war measure. It is also an im- 
portant part of the President's program 
to try to prevent inflation. You will re- 
call the seven points covered in the Presi- 
dent’s program and the fight that is be- 
ing made to try to prevent inflation. One 
of the most important of those points is 
the enactment of a revenue bill about 
the size of or perhaps even larger than 
the pending bill. 

It is well recognized that we are now 
engaged in not only the greatest but the 
most expensive war in all history. I be- 
lieve we can win this war provided the 
American people are willing to pay the 
price of victory. I doubt whether our 
people have even begun to realize what 
the cost in money and in sacrifice is going 
to be in order to be able to win the war. 
I recently received some information to 
the effect that during the World War it 
cost $90 to equip a soldier. In this war 
it costs $3,900 to equip a soldier. I have 
not had an opportunity to check those 
figures to determine whether they are 
entirely accurate, but we all know that 
the cost now is far greater than in any 
other war in which we have ever engaged. 
Those of us who were privileged to serve 

- during the last World War know that 
when they put a pack on our backs and a 
gun in our hands, with a few hand gren- 
ades, we were ready to start fighting. 
Now you have to provide tanks, armored 
cars, and all types and kinds of mechan- 
ized equipment, all of which is extremely 
expensive. So we must realize the vast 
increase in the cost of this war as com- 
pared with any others in which we have 
engaged. 

Since Pearl Harbor we have appro- 
priated approximately $130,000,000,000. 
For the fiscal years 1941, 1942, and 1943, 
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we have appropriated more than $200,- 
000,000,000 for national defense. Funds 
necessary for the financing of this war 
effort can only be secured from two 
sources, tax revenue or by borrowing. It 
is estimated that the present Federal tax 
structure will produce in the fiscal year 
1943 about $17,000,000,000. The esti- 
mated expenditures for 1943 exceed $73,- 
000,000,000. We will have a deficit of 
some $56,000,000,000 by reason of these 
expenditures. This bill is estimated to 
produce $6,144,000,000 in a full year of 
operation, which will reduce the deficit 
from $56,000,060,000 to $50,000,000,000. 
With revenue from the present tax law 
of about $17,000,000,000 increased by the 
amount in this bill, the total of Federal 
revenue will be $23,000,000,000. 

As was pointed out by the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means in his statement, when you con- 
sider. in addition the $9,000,000,000 of 
State and local revenue, that makes $32,- 
600,000,000 a year for the tax bill of the 
American people, or substantially one- 
third of our total national income. This 
bill imposes taxes of about $2,479,400,000 
on corporations and personal income 
taxes of $2,906,300,000. The total of these 
two items is $5,385,700,000. The bill also 
provides for miscellaneous taxes of $758,- 
000,000, making a total of $6,144,000,000. 

Individual income taxes apply from 
the beginning of the calendar year 1942. 
The present exemption of $750 for single 
people and $1,500 for married people 
is reduced to $500 for single people and 
$1,200 for married people. Special pro- 
vision is included for men in active 
service in the armed forces that has the 
effect of leaving their exemption as pro- 
vided under the present law, $750 for 
single and $1,500 for married people. 

The normal tax rate is increased from 
4 to 6 percent. The surtax rate is in- 
creased from 6 to 13 percent in the first 
bracket and graduated to 82 percent 
on surtax net income of more than 
$200,000. 

There is an important item that should 
be borne in mind in connection with this 
new surtax schedule. Under this sched- 
ule, the maximum rate of 82 percent is 
reached on surtax net incomes in excess 
of $200,000, as against $5,000,000 under 
present law. 

The broadening of the individual in- 
come tax base will result in about 31,500,- 
000 tax returns being filed. Of this 
number, 4,600,000 will be filed because 
of the lowering of the exemptions; 
7,000,000 returns will be made taxable by 
reason of lowering the exemptions. Es- 
timated additional revenue from such 
new taxable returns will be $109,500,000. 

Lowering the exemptions as I have in- 
dicated means that single persons with 
$9.62 a week income and married. per- 
sons with $23.08 a week income will have 
to file income-tax returns. 

The bill provides for the simplified 
form to be continued as is provided in 
the present law. The so-called alterna- 
tive plan of filing an income-tax return 
is continued. 

One new provision of this bill calls for 
collection of income taxes at the source 
of income in an attempt to make the 
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taxes easier to pay and to reduce the 
spending power of the individual to help 
in preventing inflation. Beginning next 
January 1, under the bill 5 percent of 
the salaries and wages will be withheld 
by the employer and turned over to the 
Treasury. On January 1, 1944, the with- 
holding rate will increase to 10 percent 
and continue thereafter. 

Certain deductions are allowed before 
the 5-percent rate applies, the amount 
depending upon whether the person is 
married or single, and the number of 
dependents. For example, a single per- 
son will be allowed an exemption of $11 
a week before the 5-percent deduction 
is made. For a married person this 
exemption will be $28, and an additional 
exemption of $8.50 a week is allowed for 
each dependent. These deductions will 
be credited against the tax payments 
when they become due. 

The amounts exempted from withhold- 
ing as shown in the table are, roughly, 
the personal exemptions and dependency 
allowances, increased by 10 percent, di- 
vided by the number of the taxpayer’s 
pay periods. The 10-percent allowance 
is intended to approximate a deduction 
which the taxpayer would ordinarily be 
entitled to. 

As to the corporation income tax, the 
present normal corporation tax is to be 
continued. The present surtax on the 
corporation is 6 percent upon the first 
$25,000 of surtax net income and 7 per- 
cent on the surtax net income in excess 
of $25,000. Two changes are made in 
this respect. The 6-percent rate is in- 
creased to 10 percent, and the 7-percent 
rate is increased to 21 percent. 

With regard to. the excess-profits tax, 
the same credit as applies in the present 
law is continued under this bill; that is, 
a corporation may exercise its own op- 
tion as to whether it uses the average 
earnings method or the invested capital 
method in arriving at its excess-profits 
credit. 

The bill provides for a flat rate»of 
87.5 percent instead of the present grad- 
uated rates from 35 to 60 percent. The 
change is made in the method of com- 
puting the excess-profits tax. 

The present specific exemption of 
$5,000 is increased to $10,000. 

Under the present law you arrive at 
the corporation’s net income, then apply 
the excess-profits credit, either by using 
the average earnings or the invested cap- 
ital method, on the balance apply the 
excess-profits tax rate. The result ob- 
tained is the excess-profits tax. Then 
apply the normal and surtax corporation 
rates to the whole corporation net in- 
come, with the amount of the excess- 
profits tax subtracted as a deduction in 
arriving at the base of the normal tax 
and surtax. 

Under this bill, you arrive at the cor- 
poration net income, then apply the ex- 
cess-profits credit the same as under the 
present law, and on the balance apply 
the excess-profits rate of 87.5 percent. 
On the remaining 12.5 percent of the cor- 
poration’s net income the corporation 
Pays no tax whatever. 

On that part of the corporation net 
income which is subject to excess-profits 
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credit, apply the normal and surtax cor- 
poration rates, reaching the maximum 
of 45 percent. So that while the cor- 
poration surtax rate is increased under 
this bill on corporations, under this bill 
the normal tax and surtax is applied to 
a reduced base because the credit allowed 
for normal tax and surtax purposes of 
the amount which is subject to excess- 
profits tax is larger than the deduction 
for excess-profits tax which the present 
law allows. 

Considerable discussion is being had 
about the treatment of corporations. It 
should be borne in mind in connection 
with the surtax rate that while the sur- 
tax rate is increased under the bill it will 
be applied to a reduced basis in compari- 
son with the present law. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. . Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from California. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Iam not 
sure I understand the gentleman’s ex- 
planation of this other point, and I am 
very anxious to do so. Do I correctly un- 
derstand that after applying the 87.5- 
percent excess-profits tax to all of the 
income of the corporation, minus the 
excess-profits-tax credit, the normal 
taxes and surtaxes do not then apply to 
the 124% percent that remains? 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Then to 
what portion of the corporation’s income 
do normal taxes and surtaxes apply? 
Will the gentleman go over that once 
more? 

Mr. COOPER. The corporation nor- 
mal tax and surtax applies to that part 
of its net income which remains after 
the credit for adjusted excess profits net 
income is allowed. In other words, if I 
may illustrate by using this piece of 
paper, let that represent a corporation 
with $1,000,000 net income. Assume that 
by using either the average earnings or 
the invested capital method it finds that 
it is entitled to $500,000 excess-profits 
credit. That means then half of the 
million dollars of income is covered by 
the excess-profits credits; the other half 
is not. You apply the 8744 percent rate 
to that half and that is all the tax that 
that half pays, and you apply your nor- 
mal and surtax rate to the other half 
which was covered by the excess-profits- 
tax credit. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. But it 
would not be quite accurate, would it, to 
say that they would pay no tax at all on 
12% percent of their entire net income? 
It seems to me it would mean that they 
would pay no tax at all on 1244 percent 
of that portion of net income which is 
subject to excess-profits taxes. 

Mr.COOPER. That is right, yes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for one more ques- 
tion? 

_ Mr. COOPER. Yes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The maximum rate 
to be applied to the income not subject 
to excess-profits tax is 45 percent. 

Mr. COOPER. That is right, 
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Mr. CRAWFORD. It is a graduated 
rate, moving up to the 45 percent? 

Mr. COOPER. , Of course, corporations 
with a net income of less than $25,000 
pay a graduated normal tax rate in the 
present Jaw and that is not changed. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Leaving that out, 
what is the other? 

Mr. COOPER. The corporation sur- 
tax on the first $25,000 is 6 percent under 
the present law and that rate is in- 
creased to 10 percent. Above a $25,000 
net income under the present law, the 
corporation surtax is 7 percent and that 
is increased to 21 percent under this bill. 
But for corporations with net income in 
excess of $25,000 the normal rate is 24 
percent and that is continued as under 
present law. 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. GRANGER. Referring for a mo- 
ment to the withholding tax, is that con- 
templated in any way to be in excess of 
the income tax which the taxpayer would 
pay? 

Mr. COOPER. Oh, no; it is simply an 
advance payment on the annual tax. In 
other words, take a man who is em- 
ployed and receiving wages or a salary; 
if he is ‘a single man receiving weekly 
wages, he is allowed an exemption of $11. 
That simply means that whatever he re- 
ceives for weekly wages in excess of $11— 
a withholding tax of 5 percent is applied 
to that. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. GRANGER. That means he is 
paying his income tax in advance. 

Mr. COOPER. When the worker re- 
ceives his pay envelope at the end of the 
week he receives his pay, and the amount 
of the tax that has been withheld is cov- 
ered by a receipt. The intention is that 
that receipt will be enclosed in his pay 
envelope instead of that many dollars 
and cents that has been taken out. He 
saves that receipt and at the end of the 
taxable year he files an income-tax re- 
turn just as provided under the present 
law, but he takes credit against the tax 
shown in his return for all of those pay- 
ments that have been withheld at the 
source. Whatever balance he is due to 
pay on his income-tax return he pays. 
If he should have overpaid the amount 
that is finally found to be due at the end 
of the year, a refund is made to him. 

Mr. GRANGER. But the committee, 
in giving these exemptions, tried to over- 
come that so there will not be any over- 
payment. 

Mr. COOPER. Yes; except in extreme, 
isolated cases where a man may have 
made rather large wages for a period of 
time, and then became ill and did not get 
to work any more that year at all, but 
these amounts had been withheld while 
he was working and it is found when he 
files his income-tax return that he has 
not received enough during the taxable 
year to exceed his exemption, he would 
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not be due to pay any tax at all, but cer- 
tain amounts have been withheld from 
him during the time he was working, and 
he would get a refund of that amount. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. YOUNG. Has there been any ac- 
curate estimate made of the cost of im- 
posing that withholding tax? Will not 
that cost be tremendous? 

Mr. COOPER. No; the withholding tax 
is much simpler than would appear on 
the face. In other words, with 5 years’ 
experience on the part of the Govern- 
ment and the business people of this 
country under the social-security pro- 
gram, your committee is of the opinion 
that there will be very little difficulty 
in administering this collection-at-the- 
source tax, because the whole program 
here is geared as closely as your commit- 
tee could to the social-security program. 
It is believed that the employer will only 
have to add one additional column to his 
books showing the record of the employ- 
ment of each of his employees. In other 
words, he will simply, in addition to a 
column that now shows social-security 
tax, have to have another column show- 
ing the tax withheld at the source. The 
employer will only have to ask the em- 
ployee one question, what is his marital 
and dependency status. Once that ques- 


tion is answered, all the employer has to ~ 


do is to pick up the form that the Treas- 
ury Department provides and see which 
column that man will fall under, whether 
he is single or married and has depend- 
ents. Then there is shown right there in 
plain figures the amount of the exemp- 
tion that that man is entitled to every 
week, every 2 weeks, every month, semi- 
annually, or annually, and he simply ap- 
plies 5 percent during the calendar year 
1943 and 10 percent for 1944 and the 
years thereafter. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then I take it the gen- 
tleman is sure that the cost involved will 
be but a slight fraction of the amount 
obtained. 

Mr. COOPER. Your committee was 
cone that the cost would be a small 

em. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr, 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. To ask 
the gentleman whether in computing ex- 
cess-profit tax credits, the average-earn- 
ings plan could still be used? z 

Mr. COOPER. Yes. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. And 
what percentage of average earnings? 

Mr. COOPER. Ninety-five percent, 
just as under the present law. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Would 
the gentleman care to express an opinion 
as to whether or not he believes that 
under that average-earnings plan it is 
possible that one corporation would enjoy 
a rather favored position in relation to 
others? 

Mr. COOPER, Yes; I personally think 
so. 


6272 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. And 
may I ask one other question about the 
individual income tax? The gentleman 

_stated that $106,000,000 would be ob- 
tained in revenue from the reduction of 
exemptions. I take it that the gentle- 
man meant that that sum would be de- 
rived from new taxpayers. Is that cor- 
rect? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. COOPER. The figure is 109.5 mil- 
lion. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. From 
new taxpayers heretofore not paying the 
income tax? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes. That figure does 
not include the additional amount ob- 
tained from taxpayers who have hereto- 
fore been paying tax. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. That is 
what I wanted to find out, whether that 
figure included both of them. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 5 minutes more. 

Mr, MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? , 

Mr. COOPER. Yes. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Does the withhold- 
ing tax apply on pay rolls, or would that 
include professional services and indi- 
viduals operating their own businesses 
under a partnership plan? 

Mr, COOPER. If the gentleman will 
turn to page 14 of the report, collection of 
individual income taxes at the source, he 
will find a full and complete explana- 
tion of that and will observe that it ap- 
plies to income at the source On wages, 
dividends, and bond interest—both wages 
and salaries, dividends, and bond in- 
terest. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr, COOPER. Yes. 

Mr. HARE. Going back to the state- 
ment of the gentleman wherein he said 
the employer before the collection was 
made would have before him the amount 
of the exemption to which the employee 
would be entitled, I gather that possibly 
the income that the employee is obtain- 
ing from wages and otherwise may be 
such that his exemptions would enable 
him, that is, the employer, not to make 
deductions from the wage income at 


Mr. COOPER. His exemptions and 
deductions that he would ordinarily be 
expected to be entitled to are the ele- 
ments that go into figuring up the 
amount that he is going to be credited 
with. If the gentleman will look at the 
middle of page 15 of the report, he will 
find a copy of the table that the com- 
mittee was told would be provided by the 
Treasury Department in every one of 
these forms. 

Mr. HARE. The point I am getting at 
is this, that his income may be such and 
his exemptions such that there would 
be no deductions made whatever at the 
end of the year. 

Mr. COOPER. Yes; that is correct, 
and if too much is collected, it would be 
refunded to him. 

Mr. HARE. So that not every man 
who draws wages would have deductions 
made from his wage? 
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Mr. COOPER. That is correct. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. This withholding 
at the source applies to all employees, ag- 
ricultural and industrial? 

Mr. COOPER. No; agriculture and 
domestic servants in the homes, and 
casuals, just as under the social-security 
program, are specifically exempt under 
this bill. In other words, as I stated 
awhile ago, we tried to gear this as 
nearly as we could to the present social- 
security program, because the Govern- 
ment and the people have had 5 years of 
experience in that program, and it seems 
to be working very successfully, and we 
thought by gearing this as near as we 
could to that, it would contribute a great 
deal to the success of this. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. And it is so fixed 
that the withholding tax does not apply 
to Members of Congress? 

Mr. COOPER. No. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In other words, it 
does apply to them, although we are 
not under social security? 

Mr, COOPER. That is true. 

Mr.CARLSON. Mr. Chairman, I think 
the gentleman is correct but he is leaving 
the impression I am sure that all those 
excluded under social security, except 
farmers and domestics, would be exclud- 
ed in this. Is that correct. 

Mr. COOPER. No. 

Mr.CARLSON. Because everyone is in 
except farmers, casuals, and domestics. 

Mr. COOPER. Yes; that is true. It 
is broader than the social security. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The social security 
exempts those three classes. 

Mr. COOPER. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Tennessee has again 
expired. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 5 minutes more. 

Mr. WASIELEWSKI. Mr. Chairman, 
can the gentleman tell us whether the 
committee received any estimates as to 
how much would be collected in these 
withdrawals in accordance with the pro- 
gram of the 5 percent? 

Mr.COOPER. Ido not recall any esti- 
mate that we received as to the aggregate 
amount. 

Mr. WASIELEWSKI. One of the 
speakers earlier this afternoon made the 
statement that it would cost $24,000,000 
to collect that, and I am wondering what 
the relation would be between the cost 
and the amount collected. 

Mr. COOPER. We were told by the 
Treasury officials working with us that 
there would be far more additional reve- 
nue secured through this program than 
it would cost to secure it, 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. One 
Treasury official told us that the maxi- 
mum, under the 10-percent holding, 
would be $2,000,000,000. 

Mr. COOPER. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. WHITE. We are bringing in a 
very important bill that covers a vast 
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amount of subjects and angles. Now 
that we have a rule whereby we cannot 
offer amendments, in case some Member 
points out some abnormality or inequal- 
ity in this bill, what machinery is there 
by which that can be reached and cor- 
rected? 

Mr. COOPER. Just present the mat- 
ter to the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee with a request that 
the committee consider it. 

Mr. WHITE. Before the bill is passed, 
of course? ; 

Mr. COOPER. That is correct. 

Mr. WHITE. It can be offered as a 
committee amendment. Is that the 
idea? 

Mr. COOPER. Provided the commit- 
tee adopts it. 

Mr. WHITE. In other words, we have 
the machinery to make corrections in 
this bill if we have abnormalities or in- 
equalities? 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman is cor- 
rect. The machinery is provided. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Does the withhold- 
ing tax apply to soldiers and sailors? 

Mr. COOPER. No; it does not. 

Mr. GRANGER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 

Mr. GRANGER. I notice the gentle- 
man said in speaking with reference to 
the exemption to service men, “active.” 
What do you mean by active service? 

Mr. COOPER. It simply means what 
you and I, as veterans of the World War 
ordinarily understand active service to 
be. In other words, it is not going to 
apply to retirement pay or compensation 
of that kind. It applies to those men in 
the armed forces who are now in active 
service. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Very little ref- 
erence has been made to the proposed 
tax of 5 percent on transportation of 
property. Does not the gentleman be- 
lieve this is discriminatory insofar as 
areas far removed from the consuming 
centers are concerned? For instance, the 
great Northwest, where we ship our farm 
products to market, is that not discrim- 
inatory to such shippers? 

Mr. COOPER. Of course something 
can be said on that point. It should be 
remembered, however, that we had a 
Similar tax during the World War. As I 
recall, the rate then was 2 percent on 
freight and express charges. The pro- 
vision in this bill is 5 percent on freight 
and express charges, except in the case 
of coal, and there it is 5 cents per ton. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Why was that 
special provision incorporated in the bill? 

Mr. COOPER. Because evidence was 
presented to the committee that in case 
of that particular commodity this type 
of treatment should be given, rather than 
levying the-5-percent rate on the amount 
of the freight bill. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Would not the ad 
valorem principle apply equally equitably 
to all forms of freight the same as coal? 
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Mr. COOPER. It might undoubtedly 
apply equally equitably in the case of 
other commodities. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Then a special 
exemption has been made in the particu- 
lar case of coal, to the detriment and dis- 
crimination of other forms of freight? 

Mr. COOPER. Well, I do not know 
that there is any detriment or discrimi- 
nation to that type of freight. That type 
of treatment was given in the case of coal 
and was not given in the case of other 
commodities. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. But it could rea- 
sonably be expected if influence had been 
applied to the committee in behalf of 
other commodities? 

Mr. COOPER. I would not say that, 
but it could have been done if a case had 
been made out as clearly and convinc- 
ingly as the case was made out with ref- 
erence to coal. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. Supplementing what my 
colleague the gentleman from Idaho [Mr, 
DworsHak] said, in the event that we 
can show abnormality or inequality under 
the present plan, is there not some hope 
of getting it changed by the committee? 

Mr. COOPER. I do not want to take 
up the time of the House, but bear this 
in mind, this bill is a long way from being 
law. After it is passed here it goes to the 
Senate. Public hearings will be held be- 
fore the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate. Then the matter will be considered 
in the Senate, and it is open to any and 
all amendments under their rules. Then 
after the bill is finally passed in the Sen- 
ate it comes back here and it will go to 
conference. So there is an abundance of 
opportunities for any adjustments or cor- 
rections here that should be found nec- 
essary. 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman is sym- 
pathetic with the plan of making it as 
nearly perfect as possible in passing it 
out of the House? 

Mr. COOPER. Certainly. The gen- 
tleman can refer any amendment he de- 
sires to the chairman of the committee, 
and the committee will give the matter 
proper consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield: 

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 

Mr, HARRIS of Arkansas. Consider- 
ing the general price-fixing order and the 
restrictions on retail sales and wholesale 
prices, how does the committee antici- 
pate that this 5-percent tax will be ab- 
sorbed? 

Mr. COOPER. Of course, it is only fair 
to state that Mr. Henderson, in charge 
of the price-control program, wrote a 
letter to the committee pointing out some 
difficulties involved, some of them along 
the line suggested by the gentleman 
from Arkansas. But there were $292,- 
000,000 of revenue involved. We had a 
tax of this kind during the World War, 
and the committee felt that after making 
this adjustment as to coal, the item 
should be retained in the bill, and so it 
is here. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
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Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to revise and ex- 
tend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 1 additional minute. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I know 
many Members have received numerous 
letters from insurance companies especi- 
ally about the changes made with respect 
to life insurance. I simply want to state 
very briefly that under the present law 
there is an exemption of $40,000 from the 
estate tax and an additional $40,000 for 
life insurance. This bill merely pro- 
vides for an exemption of $60,000. A 
man may have it all in insurance, or a 
part of it in insurance, or any way he 
wants to arrange his own estate; thus 
a man can have under this bill $20,000 
more life insurance than under the pres- 
ent law if he wants to take $60,000 of life 
insurance. I desired to make this very 
brief explanation in passing, because I 
know many Members have been hearing 
especially from life-insurance agents on 
this point. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. ROBERTSON]. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, since I shall speak more or 
less extemporaneously and will not know 
where I will arrive until I get there it 
will be the part of wisdom for me to say 
at the outset that I intend to vote for 
this bill, and I do not see how any Mem- 
ber of this distinguished body can do 
otherwise. 

We did not want war, but we did not 
deny the challenge when it came to us. 
Every Member of this body voted for the 
war in which we are now engaged; every 
Member of this body voted for every war 
appropriation now totaling, I believe, over 
two hundred billions of dollars. This is 
but another part of our duty. 

Not for many months has there been 
such great quiet on this floor; not for a 
long time have the Members appeared 
to be so solemn. We are, of course, en- 
gaged in a serious and solemn business, 
but I hope nobody here thinks this is a 
political funeral today. The people are 
in accord with the statement of Secretary 
Morgenthau who said: 

„It will be expensive to win this. war; it will 
be still more expensive to lose it. 


The people are ready and willing to 
make any sacrifice that may be neces- 
sary to save our country and to save 


themselves; make no mistake about that. : 


And the people expect to pay taxes; they 
know the war cannot be financed any 
other way. I know why you appear so 
solemn today about the biggest tax bill 
in history, because you know as I know 
the history, throughout the years, of the 
dynamite wrapped up in a heavy tax 
burden. I learned my first lesson about 
that when I was just a little boy in Sun- 
day school class, and my Sunday school 
teacher told me about the conflict that 
developed between Rehoboam and Jero- 
boam as to who got the throne of King 
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Solomon and ruled over Israel; and I 
learned it all grew out of taxes. 

The people of Israel were proud of the 
temple Solomon built; they took great 
delight in pointing out to strangers his 
palace and his stables built of white 
marble until the sides of Mount Moriah 
appeared to have been struck with a snow 
storm; but they did not take pride in the 
taxes they had to pay for those luxuries. 
When Solomon’s son came to the throne, 
either he did not pray, as his father did, 
for wisdom, or else the good Lord never 
answered his prayers, because when the 
complaints reached him that the people 
could not stand this tax burden, what 
did that young ruler say? He said: 


Taxes! Why, my father’s thigh will not 
be as heavy as my little finger in the matter 
of taxes. 


And, gentlemen, when the ballots were 
counted, he found that a majority of 
his taxpaying subjects had voted for 
the opponent who promised a curtail- 
ment of unnecessary spending and a 
lighter tax burden. 

Then when I got to high school and 
had my first glimpse of that greatest of 
all writers, Shakespeare, I found that he 
told us about the danger of heavy taxa- 
tion, recounting for us the unhappy ex- 
perience of King Henry VIII when the 
cardinal and the Duke of Norfolk had 
framed up a tax bill to taxe 1624 percent 
of the gross income of all their subjects, 
presumably to help finance the war with 
France. Iread where his beautiful Queen 
Catharine came before His Majesty and 
said: 

I am solicited, not by a few, 

And those of true condition, that your sub- 
jects 

Are in great grievance; there have heen com- 
missions 

Sent down among ’em, which hath flaw'd the 
heart 

Of all their loyalties; wherein, although, 

My good Lord Cardinal, they vent reproaches 

Most bitterly on you, as putter-on 

Of these exactions, yet the king our master— 

Whose honour heaven shield from soil!— 
even he escapes not 

Language unmannerly; yea, 
breaks 

The sides of loyalty, and almost appears 

In loud rebellion. 


And the Duke of Norfolk, being as 
facile as our former colleague, Mr. Quinn, 
in yielding to the importunities of his 
constituency presumably, said to his lord 
and master: 

Not almost appears, 

It doth appear; for, upon these taxations, 

The clothiers all, not able to maintain 

The many to them longing, have put off 

The spinsters, carders, fullers, weavers, who, 

Unfit for other life, compell’d by hunger 

And lack of other means, in desperate manner 

Daring th’ event to the teeth, are all in 
uproar, ; 

And danger serves among them, 


With that King Henry turned to the 
cardinal. I shall not take time to give 
you what the cardinal said except this— 
and it sounds particularly familiar. He 
said: 

I have but one vote; do not try to put it 
on me, 


such which 
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But that was not sufficient answer, for 
the King told him: 


Things done well, 

And with a care, exempt themselves from 
fear; 

Things done without example in their issue 

Are to be fear’d. Have you a precedent 

Of this commission? I believe, not any. 

We must not rend our subjects from our laws, 

And stick them in our will. Sixth part of 
each? 

A trembling contribution. Why, we take 

From every tree, lop, bark, and part o' the 
timber; 

And though we leave it with a root, thus 
hack'd, 

The air will drink the sap. To every county 

Where this is question’d send our letters, 
with 

Free pardon to each man that has denied 

The force of this commission. Pray, look 
to 't; 

I put it in your care, 


I cannot take longer in dealing with 
historical precedents of the danger of 
heavy taxation. It is sufficient excuse 
for us to be solemn today. It is well for 
us to remember what that great pleader 
for democracy, Edmund Burke, told the 
British Parliament in his famous speech 
on taxing the Colonies, in 1774: 

To tax and to please, no more than to love 
and be wise, is not given to men. 


We have worked hard on this bill, and 
I can truthfully tell you that I never in 
my life have served with abler, more con- 
scientious, and more public-spirited men 
than my colleagues on the Ways and 
Means Committee. We realize that 
taxes do not please, but may I ask you 
not to attempt to judge this bill by any 
one section that may displease you. 
There are approximately 130 different 
provisions in this bill, and some of those 
provisions make 10 or 15 changes in the 
Internal Revenue Code. I can tell you 
that not everything in this bill pleases 
me. I can tell you that we had a lot of 
fights in our committee—and so far as I 
am concerned they are forgotten—and 
in some of those fights items that I was 
opposed to were not put in and in other 
instances they were put in. I do not 
have to tell you that I wanted to see a 
sales tax put in this bill. I can tell you 
that we made a desperately hard effort 
to bring you a good bill, and unless you 
will take the time and trouble to make a 
careful analytical study of it, take my 
word for it, it has many good things in 
it and will be, when written into law, a 
big improvement in our general tax 
structure. 

Since there are so many things in a bill 
of more than 300 pages, I could not 
undertake today to discuss more than 


just one phase of the bill, and, frankly, - 


I was especially asked to do that, as I 
had not intended to speak at all on the 
bill, thinking there would be so many 
others who wished to speak. I was 
willing to yield my time to them. 

I shall discuss very briefly, I hope, the 
question of taxing the income from State 
and municipal bonds. When that mat- 
ter was presented to us I felt, well, cer- 
tainly, here is a provision that ought to 
be adopted, here is a loophole that ought 
to be stopped. But after hearing, with 
a prejudiced mind I may say, the repre- 
sentatives of nearly every State govern- 
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ment in the Union, the testimony of 
mayors and other organizations and of 
economist, I reached the very definite 
conclusion that taxation of the income 
from State and municipal bonds would 
be bad, on two grounds at least: 

In the first place, the taxation of such 
bonds merely shifted the burden from 
the Federal Government to the States 
and the political subdivisions thereof, and 
in the over-all picture we made no eco- 
nomic gain. In the shifting of that bur- 
den that tax went down, unfortunately, 
where it would hurt the most, and that 
is upon the small property owner, or the 
man who rents property and pays rent 
based upon taxes. 

I invite your attention to the illumi- 
nating discussion of Professor Lutz, of 
Princeton University, on that subject and 
a discussion by Dr. Fairchild, of Yale. 
This is what Dr. Fairchild, of Yale, says 
about the matter: 


STATEMENT OF FRED R, FAIRCHILD, PROFESSOR OF 
ECONOMICS, YALE UNIVERSITY, NEW HAVEN, 
CONN. 


Mr. FarcHILD. Mr. Chairman, my name is 
Fred R., Fairchild. I am professor of econom- 
ics at Yale University. 

The CHAIRMAN. You may proceed with your 
statement. 

Mr. Farrcninp. Mr. Chairman and members 
of the committee, I should like to take ad- 
vantage of this opportunity to present to you 
some suggestions bearing chiefly upon two 
aspects of the question before you: (1) The 
economic consequences of bringing the in- 
terest on State and local bonds under the 
Federal income tax, and (2) the bearing of 
such action upon the position of the States 
in our American Federal form of government. 

It is a recognized principle of economic 
science that the operation of the forces of 
demand and supply in the investment market 
tends to produce an equality of net yield of 
various investments which are in other re- 
spects substantially similar. There can be 
no question of the operation of this princi- 
ple in connection with the bonds and notes 
of our State and local governments. These 
obligations are in competition with the obli- 
gations of various classes of private business 
corporations; the interest on the former 
being free of Federal income tax, while that 
of the latter is taxable. It is possible to 
classify these various securities, both public 
and private, in groups of substantially equal 
risk and to compare the nominal rates of 
yield of the State and municipal bonds with 
those of private business corporations of the 
same degree of risk. 

Professor Lutz has laid before you such fig- 
ures for the three top grades of bonds for 
the years 1937-41. As you have observed, 
they show that, on the average, the nominal 
rates of yield of private bonds have been 
higher than those of municipals by differen- 
tials that have increased from 63 points in 
1987 to 103 points in 1941. For example, in 
1941 the nominal rates of yield on these mu- 
nicipals averaged 1.75 percent, whereas the 
yield on private bonds of the same quality 
averaged 2.78 percent, a difference of 1.03 
percent. In round numbers we may take it 
that the differential in nominal yield is now 
about 1 percent. The net yield of the private 
corporation bond is thus equalized with that 
of a corresponding tax-free municipal bond, 

While there doubtless are certain other 
features leading investors to prefer munici- 
pals over private bonds of the same rating, 
there can be no doubt that the actual dif- 
ferentials are principally the result of the 
difference in taxation. 

Demonstration of the relation of taxation 
to bond yields by comparison of obligations 
exactly alike except for the item of taxation 
has been possible since the United States 
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Government, in December 1940, began the 
issue of bonds and notes whose interest is 
fully taxable under the Federal income-tax 
law. There has from the start been a differ- 
ential in yield between these obligations and 
the corresponding tax-free bonds and notes, 
which can have no other cause than the dif- 
ference in tax obligation. 

I call your attention now to another prin- 
ciple of economic science. When something 
occurs to increase or decrease the net yield 
of a particular investment, the price of that 
investment on the market will be changed— 
either increased or decreased as the case may 
be—so that the net yield, on the new price, 
will be the same as it was before the change. 

Thus if the existing freedom of the munici- 
pals from Federal income tax should be re- 
moved, the net yield on such obligation would 
be reduced by the Federal income tax on the 
interest. The prices of these bonds and notes 
would thereupon decline to new levels, and at 
such new prices the interest, before deduct- 
ing the tax, would represent a yield approxi- 
mating the yield on comparative private 
bonds, and the net yield, after tax, would be 
about the same as now. 

A decline in the price of bonds thus 
brought about would have no direct effect 
upon the debtor municipality so far as re- 
gards the bonds already outstanding, unless 
in particular instances there should prove to 
be a legal obligation or a moral obligation 
assumed by the municipality to reimburse the 
investors for their loss of net yield on ac- 
count of the tax. In general, it is the owners 
of such bonds who would bear the whole loss. 
But as the municipality had occasion there- 
after to make new loans, it would find that 
either it must sell its bonds at a correspond- 
ingly lower price or, if it insisted on selling 
at the old price, it must pay a higher rate of 
interest. In either case, the result would be 
that the municipality would be paying a 
higher rate of interest for its loans; the in- 
crease in the rate being the direct result of 
the tax. 

As regards the magnitude of the increase, 
Mr. Tobin mentioned an estimate of mine of 
around 1 percent, which I think is a reason- 
able estimate for the future, considering the 
possibility and the fear that these present 
rates may be still higher. But in the present 
statement I wish to be on the conservative 
side and so I give you an estimate of 90 basic 
points, or nine-tenths of 1 percent. 

From this point one can describe and 
measure the resulting burden upon the States 
and municipalities. Disregarding the possible 
direct burden on account of the bonds and 
notes already outstanding, to which I have 
already referred, it is a fact that on all future 
borrowing, whether refunding or new issues, 
the States and municipalities would bear the 
burden of the additional interest payment. - I 
am in agreement with Professor Lutz’s esti- 
mates that, on a debt equal to the present, 
these governments would as a whole be bur- 
dened to the extent of about $175,000,000 
annually. 

It must not be inferred from what I have 
just said that the imposition now of the Fed- 
eral income tax upon their outstanding obli- 
gations would not be a serious matter for the 
States and municipalities, Far from it, 
These obligations have always been tax-free. 
It has been generally understood, until very 
recently, that their freedom was guaranteed 
by the United States Constitution. Until 
very recently official utterances have given 
unanimous assurance that, whatever might be 
done about taxing new issues, the exemption 
of outstanding obligations would be respected. 
These bonds have been bought and sold on 
the market and acquired by careful and con- 
servative investors, both individuals and in- 
stitutions, on the basis of their freedom from 
Federal taxation. Present withdrawal of that 
freedom would, I fear, be commonly regarded 
as an act of bad faith. It would cause great 
loss of investment funds all over the country, 
it would throw the municipal bond market 
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into chaos, it would be a bedy blow to State 
and municipal credit and it might in conse- 
quence burden our States and municipalities 
still further increase in future interest 
tates. 

An increase in the rate of interest which 
the States and municipalities must pay would 
obviously increase, in the same proportion, 
the annual cost of interest for any given 
volume of debt. This would appear as an 
added burden upon the taxpayers, so far as 
the borrowing were for general purposes, or 
an increase in the charges for Government 
services, so far as the borrowing were to sup- 
port public service enterprises. The principal 
burden would fall upon the taxpayers, and in 
the counties, cities, towns, and other minor 
jurisdictions this means chiefly increased 
property tax rates. The only alternative to 
increased taxation would be curtailment of 
public functions on account of the revenue 
diverted to greater interest costs. 

My study of this question indicates that 
there are just two important arguments in 
favor of the taxation of State and municipal 
obligations. First, the Federal Government 
needs the money. On account of the many 
uncertain factors involved, it is impossible to 
calculate precisely the revenue that the Fed- 
eral Government might thus gain. Esti- 
mates made by others indicate that this 
amount might be between one hundred and 
fifty and two hundred million dollars. 
Against this must be put the added burden 
of interest payments required of the States 
and municipalities, which Professor Lutz, for 
example, estimates will be about $175,000,000, 
when these governments haye new and 
refunding issues outstanding equal to the 
volume of their present indebtedness. In 
the period before this the loss. would be 
divided between the State and local govern- 
ments and the present owners of their bonds 
and notes, It is to be noted that there is no 
true gain to the national economy from 
adding to the Federal revenue at the expense 
of added costs to our State and local govern- 
ments. The possible net gain from the whole 
operation appears quite insignificant. 

Furthermore, it must be recognized that 
if the tax should be restricted to future 
issues of the State and municipal obligations 
the gain to the Federal revenue would 
appear only gradually and would reach the 
full amount, as estimated, long after the 
present emergency had passed. 

The second argument in favor of taxing the 
State and municipal obligations is that this 
is needed to round out the Federal income 
tax as a logical, consistent, progressive tax. 
It is obvious that to the extent that the tax- 
payers, especially those above a certain in- 
come level, invest in these bonds and notes, 
they remove their incomes from the progres- 
sive effects of the Federal income tax. Every 
careful student of taxation is aware of these 
matters and recognizes that, on the basis of 
tax theory, our progressive income tax would 
approach closer to the ideal if there were no 
exempt classes of income whatever. 

The importance of this aspect of the prob- 
Jem is, however, greatly diminished by cer- 
tain practical considerations. In the first 
place, the’ investors in tax-free municipals 
do not entirely escape taxation. They must 
take these bonds at a heavily reduced yield, 
the differential being the market’s average 
equivalent, at the time of purchase, of the 
anticipated taxes on other bonds of com- 
parable quality. It is true, of course, that 
the discrepancy between investors of differ- 
ent degrees of wealth is not corrected. But 
by and large the tax freedom to the whole 
class is in large measure counteracted by the 
lower yield. 

In the second place, it is not a fact that 
the wealthy taxpayers have gone to great 
lengths in putting their investments into 
tax-free municipals as has been commonly 
assumed, This committee has before ii the 
record of careful studies of the distribution 
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of the investments of decedent estates, from 
which it’ appears that by and large there is 
no extreme concentration of the tax-free 
bonds, even in the larger estates. The con- 
centration of State and municipal bonds in 
the estates of all classes does not appear on 
the average to be necessarily greater than 
would be dictated by sound investment judg- 
ment. 

The conclusion seems to be that, while 
from the standpoint of tax ideals we might 
all wish that there need be no class of tax- 
exempt income, the practical effect of the ex- 
emption in question upon the operation of 
the progressive income tax is not very serious. 

Against these two arguments for taxing the 
State and municipal obligations, I want to 
suggest just one opposing consideration, 
which to me appears predominant. We have 
here in the United States of America a fed- 
eral form of government. Its adaptability to 
our circumstances and its outstanding advan- 
tages to us are, I believe, so clear and so gen- 
erally recognized that I do not need to stress 
them here. In such a political structure, 
sovereignty has necessarily to be divided be- 
tween two grades of government, the National 


- Government on the one side and the constit- 


uent States or the other. This inevitably 
involves pressure and conflicting claims and 
the maintenance of a balance. The condi- 
tions of such conflict and balance are sub- 
ject to change. In the formative days of our 
Nation, the advantage of position in this con- 
flict was heavily on the side of the States. 
It was only with great difficulty and after a 
long struggle that the National Government 
was endowed with sufficient powers, espe- 
cially in the field of taxation and finance, to 
establish it as a real sovereign government, 
In the century and a half that followed, there 
have always been conflicts between our two 
grades of government, and there have been 
frequent changes to meet changed conditions. 
Gradually the advantage of position has 
shifted from the States to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, Today as we look about we note 
that most present forces are tending toward 
concentration of power in the Federal Gov- 
ernment and corresponding alteration of the 
balance between the Federal Government and 
the States. This movement has progressed so 
far that, in my belief, the continued sover- 
eignty of our States is in real danger. 

At no point is sovereignty more vulnerable 
than where its financial powers are threat- 
ened, During the American Revolution the 
Continental Congress provided a pitiful ex- 
ample of incompetence, chiefly because of the 
lack of essential financial power. The same 
deficiency was largely responsible for the col- 
lapse of the National Government under the 
Articles of Confederation. Thus the lesson 
of our early experience as & people Was that 
there can be no real sovereignty without 
adequate financial power. Today the great- 
est danger to the sovereignty of our States 
is in the attack upon their financial integrity. 
It is from this viewpoint that I would ap- 
proach the problem of the tax-free State and 
municipal bonds. It has been shown that to 
subject the interest on these bonds to the 
Federal income tax would place a heavy 
burden upon our States and their subordi- 
nate jurisdictions. This is a real burden 
capable of measurement. The States and 
municipalities would be compelled to raise 
their tax rates. They would be restricted 
and hampered in the performance of their 
sovereign functions. If in consequence they 
should be forced to call upon the Federal 
Government for further financial aid, the 
threat to their sovereignty would be so much 
the more imminent. Moreover, it is not only 
these direct burdens of taxation that are to 
be feared, Federal power to tax would imply 
power also to classify the State and municipal 
obligations, to exempt some and tax others, 
to tax different issues at different rates. It 
would imply power to dictate regarding the 
terms of the loan contracts and to inspect 
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and regulate their issue, thus interfering in 
State and local borrowing and other fiscal 
policies. Any government whose financial 
policies and operations are subject to or are 
threatened by espionage and interference 
such as this has lost something of its charac- 
ter as a sovereign State. 

You will note that I am not basing my plea 
on technical questions of constitutionality, 
Nor do I think the problem is solved by point- 
ing out that withdrawal of tax exemption 
would simply put the municipals on a par 
with other similar investments. I am rather 
basing my case on common sense and hard 
facts. Denial of the previously existing 
exemption from Federal income tax would 
unquestionably place a very heavy burden 
upon our States and their subdivisions. It 
would further weaken their position, already 
impaired by many other recent tendencies, 
as they face what may be a real struggle to 
preserve the sovereign existence of our States 
and maintain our time-honored Federal form 
of government, 

Mr. Disney. Professor Fairchild, may I ex- 
press the very highest admiration for pages 6 
ana 7 of your paper. It is real statesman- 

p. 

Mr. REED. I would like to join in that. 

Mr. Disney. These remarks of yours, from 
Yale, and those of Dr. Lutz, on the same 
subject, from Princeton, elucidating sound 
principles of democracy, make us wish that 
Harvard would join up. y 

I think, as the newspapermen say, your 
lead is on page 4, where you noted that there 
is no true gain in the national economy from 
adding to the Federal revenue at the expense 
of the added costs to the State and local gov- 
ernments. It seems to me that is the nub, 
Mr, Chairman, of this whole matter. 

When Mr, John Hanes was Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Treasury he came before us with 
similar recommendations as to future issues 
as a long-range problem. We respect his 
judgment, and I personally have a high regard 
for it and for his sound thinking, He was 
frank in suggesting that there was no par- 
ticular revenue advantage to be gained; no 
immediate revenue advantage to be gained, 
as you and Dr. Lutz have already stated; ‘but 
for the long pull he felt that it was sound 
policy, just as you have suggested. But you 
have gone a little further and said that it is 
more theoretical than practical. 

That is all. 

Mr. RoserTson. Dr. Fairchild, in your opin- 
ion, can any proper distinction be drawn þe- 
tween taxing the income from existing State 
and local bonds and taxing the income from 
future issues? 

Mr. FAmcHILD. There are certain very ob- 
vious distinctions as to their economic effects. 
Of course, the present existing debt has al- 
ready been purchased by investors. The 
principal burden of the tax would fall upon 
those present holders. 

I do not know to what extent our States 
and municipalities have entered into legal 
commitments or assumed the moral obliga- 
tion when issuing these bonds to reimburse 
the holders in case they should later be sub- 
jected to Federal taxation. To the extent 
that exists, of course, the immediate burden 
would also fall upon the States and munici- 
palities, 

I have taken occasion to mention the tre- 
mendous effects of a tax imposed now upon 
existing obligations in view of the long record 
of understanding that they were free and 
were to continue free. That would be a sit- 
uation that is most terrible to contemplate. 

Now, when you impose a tax on future is- 
sues, the consequences are also most serious, 
but of a somewhat different nature. There 
the investor would be able to protect himself 
because of the fall in the price of these bonds 
or the increase in the yield, which would fol- 
low the inevitable operation of economic 
forces to which I have already referred. The 
taxation on future issues would be primarily 
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States and their subdivisions, adding to the 
cost of their borrowing, adding to their tax 
rates which they would have to impose to 
raise the necessary money or to the charges 
which they would have to lay upon services 
in public-service enterprises. 

So that there are those distinctions. But, 
as to condemning the whole thing, I should 
say that both forms are to be equally con- 
demned. 

Mr. Rosertson. But you do point out that 
the income from existing issues would vary 
the contract that has been entered into be- 
tween the State and the purchaser of the 
State bond. 

Mr. FarcHILD. It would vary that contract 
so far as the relationship has been an actual 
contract. I think in all cases there would 
be a change in what has been a prevailing 
understanding, or a violation, if you choose, 
of a moral obligation, even though it might 
not be legally a contractual one. 

Mr. Ropertson. Do you think a moral issue 
is involved? 

Mr, Farecump, I do. 

Mr. Roperrson. What is the amount of out- 
standing State and local bonds? 

Mr. Famrcuity. Other witnesses can an- 
swer that question better than I, but it is 
something like 19,000,000,000, I believe. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. $19,000,000,000? 

Mr, FamcaILD. About $19,500,000,000, I 
think. 

Mr. Rosertson. Of that amount, how much 
is held by individuals? 

Mr. Famcuiup. May I refer to Mr. Chatters 
for that? 

Mr, CHATTERS. If you wish, I will answer 
that question. The amount of outstanding 
bonds is slightly under $20,000,000,000. Ac- 
cording to the Treasury estimates made with- 
in the last month the amount of tax-exempt 
State and municipal securities held by in- 
dividuals is $7,700,000,000. But we thor- 
oughly disagree with that estimate as being 
far too high. In my own opinion, it is much 
nearer $5,000,000,000 or even less. I think 
$5,000,000,000 would be much closer than 
$7,700,000,000 for the amount of State and 
municipal bonds held by individuals. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is not this the seventeenth 
time since the imposition of an income tax 
that we have taken up the matter of revising 
the rates? 

Mr. CHATTERS, I could not say. You had 
better ask Mr. Stam. 

Mr. Rozertson. Is if not a fact that each 
time we have revised the rates, except imme- 
diately following World War No. 1 we have re- 
vised them upward? 

Mr. FamcHILD, I think in general that is 
true. 

Mr. Rosertson. Is it not a fact that every 
time the necessity arises to raise more money 
for the support of the Government, there is 
a demand presented to raise it by increasing 
the income-tax rates? 

Mr. FAmRCHILD. I think that is a matter of 
common knowledge. 

Mr. Ronertson. Is it not a fact that we are 
Tapidly approaching the rates effective in 
Great Britain and Canada? 

Mr. FamcHILD. I think that is true. I 
would say that a precise comparison of those 
rates is a matter of great Complexity on ac- 
count of the many differences in conditions 
in Great Britain and America, but from such 
study as I have given to the matter, it is my 
opinion that we have now, in America, 
reached a point at which our total burden 
of taxation is of the same order as that of 
Great Britain; it may be a little higher or a 
little less. 

Mr. Rosertson. But we have not yet 
reached the maximum income-tax rates of 
Great Britain, on individuals? 

Mr. Farrcnitp. Not altogether. It depends 
on the different brackets. In some cases 
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ours are higher and in some they are lower. 
Of course, you are perfectly aware that Great 
Britain has a central form of government 
and we a federal form of government, and 
that a comparison of income-tax rates alone 
does not present the true picture of the rela- 
tive tax burdens. It leaves out, for instance, 
the great American property tax which plays 
a far more important part with us than any 
corresponding similar tax does in Great 
Britain. 

Mr. Roserrson. Is it not a fact that every 
time we hike the income-tax rate, exempt 
bonds become more attractive to a wider 
group of purchasers? 

Mr. FarrcHILp. The answer to that involves 
the fact that whenever the tax rates are 
raised which affect industrial and other 
bonds, the differential takes account of that 
in the market situation and so the added 
attraction which might otherwise result tends 
to be counteracted by the lower yield which 
must be accepted on the municipal tax-free 
bonds. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is it not a fact that Great 
Britain gives no exemptions to bonds of 
Great Britain to the residents ae taxpayers 
of Great Britain? 

Mr. FamcHILD. I believe that “tnt is s0. 
I am not certain of that. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is it not a fact that the 
Parliament of Canada may issue bonds with 
a tax-exempt feature but does not? 

Mr, Famcanp,. I am not informed as to 
that. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is it not a fact that with an 
estimated seven and a half billion dollars in- 
vested in wholly tax-free bonds, and the 
prospect of sharp increases in the income- 
tax rates, we are faced with a bomb shelter, 
so to speak, for those with savings, who can 
invest them in tax-exempt securities and 
thus escape their fair share of the increased 
tax burden? 

Mr. FarrcHiLp. Your question seems to me 
to involve one or two different points. The 
first I should think is perhaps a matter of 
opinion. The main point of your question 
I think I have already answered by pointing 
out that the advantages of the freedom from 
taxation are taken account of in the differ- 
ential yields at which those bonds are issued. 

Mr. Rovertson. But the point I wish to 
develop is that if we are to continue this pro- 
gram of raising our income tax rates higher 
and higher while we give consideration to 
the constitutional restrictions upon our right 
to tax a State issue, and to the economic 
features that you have outlined, we must also 
give consideration to the fundamental prin- 
ciple of equality of taxation which necessi- 
tates our consideration of where certain in- 
come, otherwise taxable, is going to go. 

Mr. Famcamp. So far as the future taxa- 
tion of Federal obligations is concerned, I am 
not here to raise any objection, because that 
does not in any way interfere with the con- 
stitutional arrangements between our differ- 
ent forms of government. The imposition of 
Federal income taxes upon the obligations of 
our States and municipalities, however, will 
accomplish very little toward correcting the 
difficulties which you mention, because that 
burden will not be placed upon the investor 
in those bonds. They will continue to invest 
in those bonds on yields which allow for the 
discrepancy between the taxation of indus- 
trials and the tax exemption of the munici- 
pals. The burden will fall upon the States 
and municipalities. 

I have been quite frank to say that if we 
were here considering nothing but the per- 
fection of an ideal progressive income tax, it 
would be desirable that we should have no 
classes of exempt income at all. We exempt 
not only the interest on municipal obliga- 
tions, but we exempt incomes of religious 
and charitable and educational institutions, 
and we have other forms of exempt income, 
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From a theoretical ideal of a progressive 
tax system you would have a simpler system 
if you had none of those exemptions. But 
the point I am making is that the present 
exemption is a matter of insignificance so far 
as Federal revenue goes. Its removal would 
not affect this equality of tax burdens which 
you mentioned, because the differential be- 
tween the municipal and industrial bonds 
will adjust that, and finally, and most im- 
portant of all, all of this seems to me to be 
of minor importance compared with the 
threat to our existing Federal form of gov- 
ernment through this attack upon the finan- 
cial integrity of the States and municipali< 
ties. 

Mr, RosertTson. Doctor, in my personal 
opinion, the moral obligation not to tax out- 
standing tax-exempt bonds of the Federal 
Government stands on no higher plane than 
that relating to outstanding issues of the 
States and their subdivisions. I have no 
trouble on that score, I want you, though, 
to assure me, from your fuller knowledge of 
what is involved, that if I vote against tax- 
ing the income from future issues, I will not 
be guilty of giving favored treatment to a 
relatively small group that can escape a tax 
burden in that manner. 

Mr. Farrcuixp. I think I can honestly give 
you that assurance, sir. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Thank you. 


I ask you to examine carefully the 
questions that I asked Dr. Fairchild, bear- 
ing out my contention that I approached 
this subject with the thought that we 
should adopt the Treasury recommenda- 
tion. After he had presented facts and 
logic which I could not deny, I invite 
your attention to the last question that 
I asked him: 


I want you, though, to assure me from your 
fuller knowledge of what is involved that if 
I vote against taxing the income from future 
issues I will not be guilty of giving favored 
treatment to a relatively small group that 
can escape a tax burden in that manner, 


To which Dr. Fairchild replied: 


I think I can honestly give you that as- 
surance, sir. 


After he had testified, I asked Dr. Lutz 
to come back to the witness stand, and 
then I repeated to him the question I 
had asked Dr. Fairchild. The following 
is the final statement of Dr. Lutz: 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENT OF HARLEY L. LUTZ, 
PROFESSOR OF PUBLIC FINANCE, PRINCETON 
UNIVERSITY 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Dr, Lutz, you were present 
this morning when I asked Dr. Fred Rogers 
Fairchild, of Yale University, if he could 
assure me that we would not be guilty of 
improper favoritism if we did not tax the 
income from future issues of State and 
local bonds, and his answer was that he could 
assure me of that. I would like to have 
your expression on that subject. 

Professor Lutz. Mr. Chairman, I presume 
the thought that Mr. Rosertson has in mind 
is with reference to the proportion of all 
State and municipal bonds which are now 
held by persons who would be subject to sur- 
tax rates, and it involves the question of the 
balance of the equities in the case, as repre- 
sented on the one side by the attempt to 
apply progressive tax rates to those few per- 
sons as against the effect of such a procedure 
with respect to the great mass of State and 
local property taxpayers. 

I am sure that Professor Fairchild would 
have said, as I must naturally say, that it is 
a matter of knowledge that individuals do 
own & certain proportion of these bonds. 
Just what proportion is apparently a matter 
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of doubt. The Treasury’s figure of seven- 
billions-plus has been questioned by Mr, 
Chatters; and I must confess that I have 
no special or inside knowledge as to just 
what that figure might be. Furthermore, 
I have no knowledge as to the distribution, 
so far as income brackets are concerned, 
of those holdings. But I would say this, 
and I think in general, Mr. ROBERTSON and 
Mr. Chairman, it would confirm Professor 
Fairchild's contention. I would say, first of 
all, that those persons are not wholly tax- 
free, because, as the speaker this morning 
pointed out, they have bought them subject 
to a very substantial premium and are re- 
ceiving a substantially lower yield which is 
in part a tax at the source. 

In the second place, even if we accept the 
fact that certain individuals are receiving 
income from that source which is not in- 
cluded in the Federal income-tax returns, 
it is still a question of balancing one evil 
against another, or a lesser against a greater 
good, because, as I have attempted to make 
clear in my own argument and as others 
have pointed out in corroboration of that 
argument, the effect of compelling such in- 
dividuals as do own these bonds to report 
that income for tax purposes—in other 
words, the effect of making these bonds sub- 
ject to income tax—will be to increase the 
burdens of property and other taxes upon 
millions of small taxpayers. 

As I said in the concluding paragraph of 
my own statement, in an attempt to increase 
the progressive application of the Federal in- 
come tax the result will be to increase the 
regressiveness of the property tax and of the 
other local taxes which must be increased 
correspondingly with this rise in the cost 
of State and local borrowing. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then, in your opinion, 
weighing the two equities, the greater equity 
is with the millions of local taxpayers who 
would have to have their taxes increased to 
pay a higher rate of interest on their State 
and municipal bonds if we reach the in- 
come of those bonds in the hands of the 
limited few? 

Professor Lurz, That is true. It is an- 
other case of burning down the barn in 
order to catch the rats. 


I wish to emphasize the concluding 
statement of Dr. Lutz. I said: 

Then, in your opinion, weighing the two 
equities, the greater equity is with the mil- 
lions of local taxpayers who would have to 
have their taxes increased to pay a higher 
rate of interest on their State and municipal 
bonds if we reach the income of those bonds 
in the hands of the limited few? 


To which he replied: 


That is true. It is another case of burning 
down the barn in order to catch the rats. 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Illinois. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. You are not 
attempting to say that if you tax those 
bonds the local people would have to pay 
the equivalent of what the Federal Goy- 
ernment would get in taxes? How can 
you say that since this bond holding is a 
refuge for big taxpayers and the local 
taxpayers would not have to make that up 
because of the supertaxes? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. I would 
not say it unless I had time to explain it, 
and I do not have time to explain. AllI 
can say to the gentlewoman is read the 
explanation of that question by Dr. Lutz 
and Dr. Fairchild that you will find in the 
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record in extensio, then read the state- 
ment of three New England mayors about 
what will happen to them, which was 
given over the radio only last Monday: 


ROUND TABLE DISCUSSION OF SOME WARTIME 
MUNICIPAL PROELEMS 


(Mayor Maurice J. Tobin, Boston; City Man- 
ager James E. Barlow, Portland; Mayor 
Jasper McLevy, Bridgeport; Station WNAC, 
Boston, July 13, 1942) 


Mr, Epetstetn, I think the people of New 
England are very fortunate to have repre- 
sentatives like you gentlemen who are show- 
ing such aggressive and constructive leader- 
ship in solving this critical problem. What 
has been said up to this point suggests that 
a modern head of a municipality, particularly 
in wartime, can no longer stay quietly at 
home attending to local problems. More and 
more he must, as you gentlemen are doing, 
secure the cooperation of the Washington 
authorities. It seems that a very important 
part of the mayor's job is to make the people 
in Washington understand just what these 
various problems mean in terms of specific 
localities in various sections of the country. 

City Manager Bartow. That is certainly 
true in many different flelds. Many pro- 
posals which look very well on paper down on 
Capitol Hill turn out to be quite wrong for 
the folks back home. To select one illustra- 
tion, there is the whole problem of taxation. 
Of course, we can’t go into as big a subject 
as that at any length tonight, but I would 
like to bring up one phase—the question of 
the tax immunity of State and city bonds 
which, as you gentlemen well know, has been 
under fire from time to time in Washington. 
‘There seems to be a general feeling that State 
and municipal bonds should not be tax ex- 
empt and that if this immunity is wiped out 
the Federal Government will have a fine new 
source of revenue and no one will suffer 
except a few overfed millionaires. It is a 
very slippery and deceptive question, but 
actually from the standpoint of the munici- 
ae nothing could be further from the 


pirat McLevy. In my opinion, a Federal 
tax on municipal bonds would pretty nearly 
wreck the finances of many American cities. 

Mayor Tostn. I'd like to try to put it in 
concrete terms, The city of Boston, for ex- 
ample, sells its bonds to raise money for 
long-term capital projects, like schools and 
subways. Now, when we borrow money, we 
have to pay interest. The rate of interest 
depends upon many circumstances and that 
is where this matter of tax exemption comes 
in. Because the investor who lends us money 
on our bonds doesn’t have to pay any income 
tax on his interest, he is willing to charge us & 
lower interest rate than he would if he lent 
his money to a private industry. To be spe- 
cific: Boston issued some bonds in April of 
this year. The city agreed to pay an interest 
rate of 134 percent. This low rate of interest 
was acceptable to the purchasers because 
they are not required to pay an income tax 
on the interest which they receive on these 
bonds from the city of Boston, Now, during 
the same week a private corporation had 
to pay about 3 percent interest on its taxable 
bonds, Boston is saving today fully a mil- 
lion and a half dollars a year in interest 
through the tax exemption of our bonds, 
That is pretty important in these times. 

Mayor McLrvy. That problem is not unique 
in Boston, Mayor Tobin. We are pretty 
budget conscious in Bridgeport. I understand 
that a Federal tax on municipal bonds would 
raise our interest costs in Bridgeport more 
than $130,000 each year. 

Mr. EpetsTenuy. How about Portland, Mr. 
Barlow? 

City Manager Bartow. I can tell you that 
Portland’s interest costs would be increased 
by $50,000 each year, 
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Mr, Evrtstern, Mayor Tobin, if this tax 
went through, how would the cities manage 
to pay the added interest charges? 

Mayor Tosrn. The primary source of any 
city’s reyenues, of course, is real-estate taxes, 
The burden of increased municipal interest 
would have to be passed on directly to real 
estate, and that means principally the smail 
home owner. 

Mr. EDELSTEIN, Then it is the average citi- 
zen who would suffer? 

Mayor Toprn. Exactly. I would like to 
scotch one myth about tax-exempt bonds. 
Every once in a while some one comes cut 
with the old story about the millionaires 
down on the beach at Miami clipping cou- 
pons from municipal bonds and evading Fed- 
eral income taxes. Now I want to say—and 
I’m sure my colleagues will join with me in 
this—that if a Federal tax on municipal 
bonds would really end any large-scale tax 
evasion, we'd be for it. But the fact is that 
the so-called evil of tax-exempt securities 
has been ridiculously exaggerated. 

On the whole, the wealthy put a very small 
proportion of their money into tax-exempt 
bonds; less than one-tenth on the average. 
The overwhelming majority of these bonds 
are held by police pension funds, teachers’ 
retirement funds, bank reserves, insurance 
company reserves, other trust funds, and in 
other such places which aren't affected by 
high-personal surtaxes at all. 

Mr. EpetsTein. Mayor Tobin, can you sum 
up your idea on the proposal to tax municipal 
bonds? 

Mayor Toxin. I would rather quote one of 
our outstanding New England fiscal experts 
on that point, Henry F. Long, Massachu- 
setts commissioner of corporations. Mr. 
Long appeared before the House Ways and 
Means Committee as the representative of the 
Governors of Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, and the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts. He said in part, and I quote: “Any 
tax which in any way reduces the attractive- 
ness of New England municipal securities 
will seriously affect its post-war work, pre- 
vent employment and the rebuilding of neg- 
lected municipal properties and service. 
Those of us in the New England section 
where our industries are completely engaged 
in defense work realize that our cities and 
towns are faced with a problem which affects 
generations. While we are preparing to meet 
this problem to the best of our ability, it 
must be apparent to all that we must be in 
a position to finance much of the work by 
pledging the credit of our communities by 
borrowing. If municipal bonds are taxed, it 
would then be harder for a city or town to 
provide employment at a time when it wiil 
be sorely needed.” Mr. Long stated that he 
was unalterably opposed to Federal taxation 
of State and municipal bonds. 

Mayor McLeavy. Mayor Tobin, perhaps we 
should tell our radio audience what we 
mayors have done about this proposal. Ths 
representatives of some 9,000 municipalities, 
backed up by the Governors and attorneys 
general of many States, appeared before the 
Nation’s Representatives in Congress to ex- 
press a unified opposition to this tax. They 
were fully supported by such nonpartisan 
groups as the American Federation of Labor 
and National Education Association, and the 
American Bar Association. The House Ways 
and Means Committee heard our plea pa- 
tiently and with keen interest. After hear- 
ing the other side of the case too, they re- 
fused to adopt the proposal to tax our bonds, 
And we are confident that Congress will con- 
tinue tc protect the fiscal integrity of the 
States and cities, 

Mayor Tostn.I share that confidence, 
Mayor McLevy. After all, it is the integrity 
and strength of the thousands of communi. 
ties like our own that add up to the strength 
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of this united Nation. We can depend on 
our Federal Government to aid us in build- 
ing our individual and collective strength by 
helping us to solve the many difficult local 
problems which confront us. By the same 
token, the Federal Government can depend 
on the States, the municipalities and, in the 
last analysis, the people of the United States 
to give full cooperation and make every nec- 
essary sacrifice for the satisfactory and vic- 
torious solution of the larger problems which 
face us as a Nation today. 

Mr. Epetstery. Thank you, Mr. Tobin. I 
am sure the people of New England have a 
clearer understanding of these important 
problems and your efforts, as mayors, to 
solve them. 

ANNOUNCER. You have been listening to a 
round-table discussion on “Some Wartime 
Municipal Problems,” with Mayor Tobin of 
Boston, City Barlow of Portland, 
and Mayor McLevy of Bridgeport. 


Miss SUMNER. of Illinois. Did you 
consider exempting them from super- 
taxes and not the other way? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. We 
considered it from every angle and we 
reached this conclusion: First, those 
bonds were issued with the State guaran- 
teeing they would be tax exempt and 
the moral obligation existed between the 
purchasers of those bonds and the State, 
which we felt should be recognized, just 
as the Secretary of the Treasury asked 
us to recognize the moral obligation that 
existed between him and his tax-exempt 
bonds which in amount are more than 
double the outstanding tax-exempt 
bonds of all the States and municipalities 
combined. We recognize, as Dr. Lutz 
and Dr. Fairchild said, that we would be 
shifting the burden from one group to 
another group. 

We further recognize that Chief Jus- 
tice John Marshall was the greatest in- 
terpreter of the Constitution we ever had 
and that Daniel Webster was one of the 
most eloquent speakers we ever had. In 
the case of McCulloch v. Maryland, 
Daniel Webster wrote the brief in which 
he embedded that jewel of thought that 
has come down to us undimmed and 
unchallenged: 


The power to tax is the power to destroy. 


In that case when Maryland sought to 
tax the United States Bank Chief Justice 
Marshall said: 

The power of the State to tax the Federal 
Government is the power to destroy the Fed- 
eral Government, 


In those days we had a weak, strug- 
gling Federal Government. 

It was by the slimmest margin we had 
any Federal Government at all. The 
States were sovereign. Even as late as 
1861 some of us in the South thought 
they were so sovereign that we would 
fight over whether or not they were sov- 
ereign. Some of those in the North, a 
lot of the brave ones from Illinois, be- 
lieved we were wrong. Since then we 
have abided by that decision, but we 
have not yet given up our belief in the 
doctrine of States’ rights. 

Now the trend has changed. The 
States, once strong and sovereign, are 
now becoming the vassals of a great and 
powerful National Government. The 
fear with me is that if we do not take 
some thought, even in a war period, as 
to what will happen to the States when 
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the war is over, we may win this war and 
lose the peace. E 

The theory announced by Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall in McCulloch against 
Maryland carried with it the necessary 
implication that the power of the Federal 
Government to tax is the power to de- 
stroy. If we permit the Federal Govern- 
ment to succeed in this desirable effort, 
to close an alleged loophole—a bomb 
shelter, as I called it to Dr. Fairchild— 
for the plutocratic rich, we may involve 
ourselves in consequences that will bring 
untold dangers to us in the ultimate de- 
struction of what was clearly intended to 
be a Federal Government exercising only 
those powers specifically granted it, the 
several sovereign States reserving to 
themselves all other powers. 

I know it is asking a lot of any Mem- 
ber to read over 3,600 printed pages of 
testimony, but if you still have any doubts 
as to what is involved on the issue of 
taxing the income on State and munici- 
pal bonds, at least read that testimony, 
and I think you will agree with me that 
much of the criticism that has been 
levied against our committee on that sub- 
ject was not justified. 

I have just one observation I should 
like to make before I close. I said at the 
outset that I was going to support this 
bill, and I believe everybody else is going 
to support it. I said that we are in this 
war to win. I believe all of you agree 
with me. I have called attention to the 
fact that we have appropriated more 
money than we know how to conceive of. 
It amounts possibly to half of the wealth 
of the Nation. We are turning out tanks 
and planes and all the other materials 
of war wecan. Yet Ihave a feeling that 
we have not yet assured victory. 

It is difficult to judge from a distance 
what is happening on a foreign battle- 
field, but if we can rely on the accounts 
we have received from Africa, the British 
had more men, more planes, and more 
tanks than the Germans, yet Rommel 
knocked them back on their heels. 

I cannot escape the conclusion that 
the difference between winning and los- 
ing there was leadership. I am prepared 
to accept that theory because I am so 
familiar with the valley campaign of our 
great Confederate leader, Stonewall 
Jackson, when with only 15,000 men he 
licked to death 55,000 men opposing him. 
I am sure old Jack smiled when he heard 
eas Burns, safely north of the Potomac, 

It is murder to fight without reinforce- 
ments. 


How did Stonewall Jackson take 15,000 
men and lick 55,000 men? He had an 
ally. His body servant used to say he was 
not disturbed or greatly concerned when 
the general prayed before he went to bed 
or when he prayed before he ate his 
breakfast, but, he said: 

If the general gits up in the middle of the 
night and prays, I knows dat hell is goin’ to 
break loose the next day. 


Stonewall Jackson was following in the 
footsteps of one who to me was one of the 
best-rounded and wonderful patriots we 
have ever had—Benjamin Franklin. Ben- 
jamin Franklin had worked and prayed. 
He knew what sweat and tears and toil 
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had been for 7 years from Valley Forge to 
Yorktown. Then he was in the Consti- 
tutional Convention of 1787 at Philadel- 
phia, when petty bickerings and pride of 
opinion gave promise of turning the vic- 
tory of Yorktown into the defeat of 
Philadelphia. Rising in that convention, — 
he said: 

In this situation of this assembly, groping, 
as it were, in the dark to find political truth, 
and scarce able to distinguish it when pre- 
sented to us, how has it happened, sir, that 
we have not hitherto once thought of hum- 
bly applying to the Father of Light to illumi- 
nate our understanding? In the beginning 
of the contest with Great Britain, when we 
were sensible of danger, we had daily prayer 
in this room for Divine protection. Our 
prayers, sir, were heard, and they were gra- 
ciously answered. All of us who were engaged 
in the struggle must have observed frequent 
instances of a superintending Providence in 
our favor. To that kind Providence we owe 
this happy opportunity of consulting in peace 
on the means of establishing our future na- 
tional felicity. And have we now forgotten 
that powerful Friend? or do we imagine we no 
longer need His assistance? I have lived, sir, 
a long time; and, the longer I live, the more 
convincing proofs I see of this truth—that 
God governs in the affairs of men. And if a 
sparrow cannot fall to the ground without 
His notice, is it probable that an empire can 
rise without His aid? 


We are in a world revolution. From 
the chaos of this conflict we hope to see 
rise a new world empire of democracy. 
We need all the allies we can get, and 
none more than the Ally that gave vic- 
tory to Stonewall Jackson. But if we 
hope to secure His aid, let us on this tax 
bill, and in every emergency from now 
on that confronts us in our march to- 
ward victory, do as Isaiah did when he 
said, “I heard the voice of the Lord say- 
ing, ‘Whom shall We send, and who will 
go for Us?’ And I said, ‘Here am I, Lord; 
send me.’” 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. I yield 
to the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. If the gentleman 
from Virginia were not such a faithful, 
able, and useful Member of Congress, I 
would say that he has missed his calling 
and should have been a preacher. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. CRAWFORD]. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, the 
high plane on which this debate has been 
conducted this afternoon is such that I 
sincerely regret that these galleries have 
not been filled so that the people of this 
country who will be subjected to the bur- 
den of this tax bill might actually know, 
by personal contact, that the Congress 
of the United States can now and then 
deal with questions in a serious way and 
on a nonpartisan basis and as if it really 
had the interests of the country at heart. 

A better understanding of what we are 
up against from the fiscal standpoint, it 
seems to me, cannot be obtained in a 
more appropriate place than in a discus- 
sion of a tax bill of such proportions. 
We have presented here to us a com- 
mittee report of 187 pages, a tax bill of 
320 pages, and the hearings on the bill 
approximate 3,600 pages. Few of us have 
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had an opportunity to read all of these 
pages since they were published, but they 
represent a source of information which 
will be of tremendous benefit to those 
technicians who work through the com- 
ing weeks and months and years in ap- 
plying this tax bill to the various prob- 
lems of the people of this country who 
Produce income and who are subjected to 
the tax. So, in those pages are great 
sources of information whether Members 
of the House actually use them or 
whether some other of our people have 
access to the pages. 

In studying the budgets of some of our 
Allied countries who are engaged with us 
in this contest, and comparing those 
budgets with the budget of our own coun- 
try which this tax bill fits into, I get some 
very deep impressions. One is to the 
effect’ that the United States is, indeed, 
the senior partner in this partnership 
which has been formed through lease- 
lend operations and through the military 
and naval alliances which we have made 
in recent months. 

I suppose there is no other Member of 
the House who voted more consistently 
against our getting into war than I voted. 
This was true up to the Pearl Harbor in- 
cident. I have never felt it necessary to 
apologize in any way for my votes up to 
that time, and I feel no necessity for do- 
ing so today, political necessity or other- 
wise, let the results of the election be 
what they may. But, as someone pointed 
out to us today, we voted for the declara- 
tion of war, and I certainly make no 
apology for that vote, but having voted 
for a declaration of war and having in 
my feeble way anticipated in advance 
that eventually we were going into this 
war, I put my own house in order to the 
end that when this tax burden fell upon 
me, I would be prepared for it. In my 
visits through my district since the decla- 
ration of war I have emphasized that 
fact and in my public releases to the pub- 
lic in my district I have tried to convey 
to them that there was only one major 
obligation upon our people, there was 
only one big job ahead of us and that 
was to fight this war and win it as quickly 
as possible, and make whatever sacrifice 
was necessary to do so. With the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. ROBERTSON] and 
other Members who have spoken on this 
bill, I will, of course, vote for the bill, and 
as I have said before on this floor today, 
and I wish to repeat it so it will be in 
my own remarks, my only regret is that 
the bill does not carry a heavier burden 
upon me, in particular, and upon the 
other people of this country, than it does 
carry. In making this statement I cer- 
tainly do not intend to criticize the com- 
mittee for having brought in the bill. 
The more I hear about this bill, the better 
I like it. 

I have said to my people just recently, 
in my district, that in my opinion the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives is as fine and square 
and capable as any ways and means 
committee of any government in the 
world and the debate which I have heard 
here today further convinces me of that 
fact, and I pay tribute to the whole 
committee. 
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War expenditures already authorized, 
plus the proposed appropriations, total 
$233,000,000,000 as announced by the War 
Production Board this day. The actual 
appropriations and contract authoriza- 
tions up to July 15, amount to $212,000,- 
000,000, and the spending for the first 
2 years of the war effort for military 
purposes totals $34,765,000,000, and in the 
months of June just closed the expendi- 
tures were $4,123,000,000. 

These figures are sufficient, it seems to 
me, to energize every man and woman in 
this country capable of understanding 
what a high-school graduate is supposed 
to understand. I say this to help us 
realize that we have tackled the toughest 
financial job ever presented to any group 
of organized society in the history of the 
world, and from here on it will be serious 
pickings for the people of the United 
States. Make no mistake about that. 

As Members of this House it seems to 
me we can well afford to set aside for 
the duration any personal or, you might 
say, selfish ambition as to profits or as 
to additions to our net worth, that we 
may have heretofore followed. As I 
study the so-called post-war plans as 
set forth in speeches such as presented 
by Mr. Appleby at the Institute of Public 
Opinion down in Virginia last Friday 
evening, as presented up in New York by 
Vice President WALLACE, as presented at 
the memorial services by Under Secre- 
tary of State Welles, I say when I study 
those post-war plans and attempt to 
square therewith our present fiscal poli- 
cies and our present attitude, it only 
makes me more concerned about some 
of the things going on in the United 
States today. We have this inflation 
program, and, as has been stated here 
today, this bill is a part of the President’s 
anti-inflation program. 

In connection with the price-control 
bill, I voted against the bill in committee, 
in the House, and also against the con- 
ference report when it came back from 
the Senate. And I voted against it be- 
cause I felt that it was a half-hearted 
shadow-boxing proposition and I did not 
like it. I think the developments since 
the bill became law have proven it was 
that very thing. Now we come along 
here, and we take another step toward 
doing the thing necessary to prevent 
inflation, but in my opinion it does not 
go far enough, and we have many other 
things which we must do. I have been 
anxious to support, an all-over approach, 
so as to put the necessary tools in the 
hands of the Price Administrator, to the 
end that he can bė held responsible for 
preventing inflation of prices and so he 
will have no alibi as at present. An all- 
over sound fiscal policy of the Govern- 
ment, to the end that we can preserve 
the capital structures of our individuals 
and corporations in this country, so that 
revenue may be produced through our 
enterprise and industry, and contribute, 
through this kind of a tax-collecting 
medium, to the Treasury of the United 
States, thereby financing our operations. 

The C . The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 5 minutes more. 
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Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio, What is Eng- 
land’s taxation policy as compared with 
ours? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The last report that 
came to me through the offices of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re- 
serve System showed, as I recall, that the 
forthcoming budget is $21,000,000,000 
going out, with a tax of $18,000,000,000, 
leaving a deficit of $3,000,000,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Taxes of 
$18,000,000,000? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Eighteen billion 
dollars tax, $21,000,000,000 outgo, with a 
deficit of $3,000,000,000. Compared with 
our deficit here of some 50 to 53 billion 
dollars. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. The total wealth 
of England, of course, is smaller than 
ours. Ours is about $300,000,000,000, and 
hers is less than one-third of that 
amount. Is not that true? 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I think those 
figures are approximate. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. So that her 


finances would be on a much higher plane 
than ours, Is that true? 
Mr.CRAWFORD. From a fiscal policy 
standpoint, I think England is on what 
you could term a fairly sound financial 
basis, thanks to our underwriting her 
plans, and I have such fears concerning 
our own that that is the reason that I 
am in favor of higher taxes. I spoke 
before the Committee on Ways and 
Means of this House I think under cate 
of January 29, 1941, and as I recall my 
statement at that time, it was to the effect 
that within 24 months the pressure on 
our finance structure would force us into 
the consideration of enforced savings, 
and I think I missed that by about “6 
months, because that question is now 
before us as a Nation. Whether we are 
dealing with it from a legislative point 
or not, it is here before us, and we have 
to consider it in connection with this 
matter of preventing inflation. It is one 
of the things we have to do before we get 
a perfectly rounded out financial policy. 
In other words, we must have enforced 
savings, tremendously higher taxes, sta- 
bilization of wages, perhaps some addi- 
tional changes in our sale of bonds to 
commercial banks, allocation of civilian 
supplies to the end that nobody can buy 
beyond what is allocated to him—price 
ceilings. ‘Those are the major items that 
must be dealt with. Otherwise, I do not 
believe inflation can or will be prevented, 
and I hope the President will send up 
to this House a special message showing 
beyond all reasonable doubt that he in- 
tends with our help to carry this thing 
through by the taking of those steps 
necessary. And I hope that whatever 
committee that bill is referred to will 
bring it in here so that we can vote this 
squarely on the nose, and put the full 
responsibility on the Price Administrator, 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I agree with the 
gentleman wholeheartedly that this tax 
bill should be larger than it is. I should 
like to point out that England’s present 
tax policy really represents her post-war 
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planning. We should be encouraging in 
this country a similar policy. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In other words, if 
I understand the gentleman, England 
keeps her outgo on a basis which so 
closely conforms to the taxes and other 
Tevenues collected that a sound policy 
is being followed, and that thereafter in 
the post-war period no chaos is to follow 
as a result of an unsound fiscal policy. 

Mr, SMITH of Ohio. That is correct. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. On the other 
hand—and this concerns me terribly all 
the way through—we have made such 
unlimited alliances as to financing the 
other countries of the world that in a 
way it appears to me, based on my simple 
approach to this, that we no longer con- 
trol our Budget, but that our Budget is 
based primarily on the call made upon 
us by our allies, and that whatever they 
ask for, we have to put up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has again 
expired. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

Mr, CRAWFORD. If our allies call 
upon us for five hundred billion instead 
of two hundred and thirty-three billion, 
at what point we are going to say, “Now, 
listen, friends, we cannot go any further; 
we have reached the point beyond which 
we cannot go”? What is to prevent them 
from doing that very thing? At what 
point do we recede? At what point do 
we refuse to let money follow money? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California, Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Does 
not the gentleman believe that the real- 
istic answer to his question, which I 
think is a very important question, would 
be that in view of the stakes that are 
involved in this war, the time when we 
will say we cannot go any further is 
when we have reached the limit of our 
ability to produce and the available 
supply of materials to go into that pro- 
duction? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Insofar as I can 
see, that is the only practical limitation 
that can be put on it, because we have 
made our commitments to do the under- 
writing, and our policy is to follow 
through to the end. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will 
the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. What 
would the gentleman think—I realize it 
is a rather idealistic approach perhaps, 
but what does the gentleman think about 
the fundamental soundness of the idea 
that the cost of the war should be cov- 
ered, either by taxes or by the purchase 
of savings bonds by individuals who ac- 
tually purchase them with real money 
that they have to buy them with? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In other words, do 
I think it would be advisable to proceed 
to use savings deposits, and more of our 
income including hoarded currency and 
demand deposits toward purchasing the 
obligations issued for financing the war? 
My answer is, I do. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. If I cen 
elaborate that question a little, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly. 
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Mr. VOORHIS of California. The cost 
of the war represents the amount of pro- 
duction which people cannot purchase 
anyway, does it not? - 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is right. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. It repre- 
sents waste from an economic stand- 
point, although not waste from the 
standpoint of the justice of our cause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 2 additional minutes, 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. My ques- 
tion is whether the gentleman does not 
believe that the cost of that war ought 
to be covered by tax revenues plus the 
sale of bonds to individuals who pay for 
those bonds with already created money; 
not with new money? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would go along 
with you on that much more preferably 
to placing those war issues in the port- 
folios of the commercial banks, thus 
creating new and check-book money 
which is, in my opinion, highly destruc- 
tive. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr, Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. There are 
quite a number of people in this country 
who escape taxes which would otherwise 
be paid because they have large fortunes 
invested in Government bonds and in 
Federal building and loan stock which is 
exempt from dividends. A while ago I 
asked that question and was told that it 
was impossible to discuss it without hav- 
ing read the 3,400 pages of the hearings, 
which I have not yet done but which I 
will do. Ina time like this with the com- 
mitments that have been mentioned, does 
not the gentleman think that morally 
those exemptions should be lifted, re- 
gardless of State rights or any other 
kind of rights? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think the pressure 
of circumstances will force you to do it 
eventually, whether you want to or not. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Lanuam, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee had 
had under consideration the bill H. R. 
7378, the revenue bill of 1942, and had 
directed him to report that it had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Barry] be per- 
mitted to extend his own remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Record, and as a part of that exten- 
sion to print an editorial from the Army 
and Navy Journal. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN] may ex- 
tend his own remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include a letter from a constituent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOYKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include a letter from A. L. Dean to 
Mr. Jack Danciger of Fort Worth, Tex. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. VOORHIS 
of California was granted permission to 
extend his own remarks in the Appendix.) 


WOMEN’S AUXILIARY RESERVE IN THE 
NAVY 


Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the conferees 
may have until midnight tonight to file 
a conference report and statement on 
the bill (H. R. 6807) to establish a 
Women’s Auxiliary Reserve in the Navy, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL DEFICIENCY BILL, 
1943 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 7319) 
making supplemental appropriations for 
the national defense for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
poses, with Senate amendments, disagree 
to the Senate amendments, and agree to 
the conference asked. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I have followed 
the proceedings. of the Senate rather 
closely, especially in reference to the Of- 
fice of Price Administration. As I re- 
call it, the Bureau of the Budget asked 
for $161,000,000. The House bill carried 
only $75,000,000. Lengthy hearings were 
held in the Senate following the passage 
of the bill by the House. Mr, Henderson 
was before the Senate committee. Fi- 
nally the Senate committee recommended 
$120,000,000. When the bill reached the 
floor of the Senate an agreement was 
reached to increase that amount by 
$5,000,000, so that the Senate bill carried 
$125,000,000 for the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration. Now we are told that the 
Price Control Act is going to break down 
if they do not get sufficient money to ad- 
minister it. It is my candid opinion that 
too much attention concerning this 
Budget request was paid to Mr. Hender- 
son rather than to the Office of Price 
Administration. 

I ask the gentleman from Missouri if 
he feels he can commit himself that if 
the House conferees did not accept the 
$125,000,000 he would be willing to bring 
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the matter back to the House so that we 
could have a separate vote on this item? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, my friend the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is familiar with conference pro- 
cedure and is aware that I cannot com- 
mit the House conferees. Speaking for 
myself, I may say that when the estimate 
for this purpose was first submitted by 
the Budget Bureau it called for $161,000,- 
000, and I favored the Budget estimate. 
From that time until the bill was sent to 
the Senate, during its consideration in 
the subcommittee, in the whole commit- 
tee, and in the House, I voted on every 
ve ig for the largest amount obtain- 
able. 

But managers do not go to conference 
to express their own views. They go 
under instructions to maintain the posi- 
tion of the House, whether it coincides 
with their personal opinion or not. And 
if they cannot conscientiously comply 
with the instructions of the House, it is 
their duty to resign. 

So far as the gentleman’s request for 
the return to the House of any item in 
disagreement is concerned, the managers 
on the part of the House are sent to con- 
ference to reach an agreement, and if 
agreement can be reached and embodied 
in a conference report, it is their duty to 
reach egreement and expedite the enact- 
ment of the bill. The gentleman, of 
course, has his remedy and may move to 
instruct conferees at the time they are 
appointed. 

In response to the suggestion that the 
attention of the committee was diverted 
to personalities, a perusal of the hear- 
ings—which incidentally were more €x- 
tensive than in the Bureau of the Bud- 
get or elsewhere—will show that they 
were confined to the subject before the 
committee. I want especially to em- 
phasize the fact that so far as I am 
aware no member of the subcommittee 
of the House in charge of the bill has at 
any time made application to the Ad- 
ministrator for patronage. 

Let me say again, that while I cannot 
speak for the subcommittee, I am cer- 
tain if a situation arises which justifies 
it, the conferees will be glad to bring the 
item in which the gentleman is interest- 
ed back to the House for further in- 
struction. I trust, however, the con- 
ferees after brief consideration will be 
able to reach an agreement which will 
be satisfactory to both Houses and to 
the country, and if such agreement can 
be reached, the conferees, in accordance 
with custom, will bring back a complete 
report. 

Personally, I would be opposed to 
bringing back an appropriation which 
was $1 short of the amount necessary 
for the adequate enforcement of the 
law, and I would oppose bringing back to 
the House an amount which was $1 in 
excess of the amount actually needed for 
that purpose. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, in my 
opinion this matter is of such vast im- 
portance that I object to the request, 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
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mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled a joint resolution of the House 
of the following title, which was there- 
upon signed by the Speaker: 

H. J. Res.318. Joint resolution to amend 
section 1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code to extend to the members of the armed 
forces of the United Nations the exemption 
from the tax on admissions in cases where 
admission is free, and to exempt from tax the 
amount paid for admissions to theaters and 
other activities operated by the War Depart- 
ment or the Navy Department within posts, 
camps, reservations, and other areas main- 
tained by the Military or Naval Establish- 
ment. 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committte on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on this day present to the 
President, for his approval, bills of the 
House of the following titles: 


H. R.3173. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Charles O. DeFord; 

H. R.4314. An act authorizing the States 
of Minnesota and Wisconsin, jointly or sepa- 
rately, to acquire bridges now existing or 
to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Saint Croix River, 
also known as Lake Saint Croix, at or near 
Hudson, Wis.; 

H.R. 4355. An act for the relief of Bella 
Cosgrove; 

H.R. 4370. An act for the relief of Charles 
L. Lair; 

H. R.5000. An act conferring jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of Michigan to hear, deter- 
mine, and render judgment upon the claim 
of Fred W. Meile, of Detroit, Mich.; 

H.R. 5295. An act for the relief of the es- 
tate of Romano Emiliani; 

H.R.5317. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Jessie A. Beechwood; 

H: R. 5385. An act for the relief of Charles 
E. Yates and the Motor Facts Sales Co.; 

H. R. 5496. An act for the relief of Cecile 
McLaughlin; 

H. R. 5499. An act for the relief of Henry 
Daley, guardian for James Ray Daley and 
Norman Franklin Daley; 

H. R.5794. An act for the relief of the es- 
tate of Roy Owen, deceased; 

H. R. 6077. An act for the relief of Edward 
P. Reilly; and 

H.R. 7242. An act to authorize temporary 
appointments in the Army of the United 
States of officers on duty with the Medical 
Administrative Corps. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at.4-o’clock and 56 minutes p. m.). the 
House adjourned. until tomorrow, Friday, 
July 17, 1942, at 12 o'clock- noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce at.10 a. m. 
Tuesday, July 21, 1942. 

Business to be considered: Hearings on 
S. 2598, telegraph merger bill, beginning 
Tuesday, July 21. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
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for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Com- 
mittee on the Disposition of Executive 
Papers. House Report No. 2347. Report on 
the disposition of records in sundry Govern- 
ment departments. Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Com- 
mittee on the Disposition of Executive 
Papers. House Report No. 2348. Report on 
the disposition of records in sundry Govern- 
ment departments. Ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. GEARHART: 

H. R. 7396. A bill to provide for vocational 
rehabilitation and return to civil employ- 
ment of disabled persons discharged from 
the military or naval forces of the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. SUTPHIN: 

H.R. 7397. A bill to promote the national 
defense and to facilitate and protect the 
transport of materials and supplies needful 
to the Military Establishment and essential 
to domestic requirements through safe and 
adequate inland waterways, by the immedi- 
ate authorization and construction of the 
New York Bay-Delaware River section of the 
Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway as now con- 
nected and made navigable from New Eng- 
land to Florida; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. COSTELLO: 

H.R. 7398. A bill to provide for the con- 
struction of a marine hospital in or near Los 
Angeles, Calif; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. YOUNGDAHL: 

H. Res. 523. Resolution authorizing the 
printing of the manuscript entitled “How To 
Obtain Birth Certificates,” as a public docu- 
ment; to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXT, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3234. By Mr. CRAWFORD: Petition of S. A. 
Goucher and 66 other residents of Byron, 
Mich., and vicinity, protesting against the 
enactment of House bills 7101 and 7108, and 
similar legislation; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

$235. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of 
60 members of the Indianola Baptist Church 
of Indianola, Iowa, urging legislation to pro- 
vide for the abolishment of liquor traffic 
as an aid to an all-out war effort; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. . 

3236: By Mr. KRAMER: Resolution of the 
Married People’s Bible Class of the First 
Baptist Church of Los Angeles, relative to 
prohibition of intoxicating liquors for the 
duration of the present war; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

$237. Also, resolution of the Society of 
Designing Engineers of Los Angeles, relative 
to the passage of House bill 7144; to the 
Committee on Civil Service. 

3238. Also, resolution of the Women’s 
International Union Label League and 
Trades Union Auxiliary of Los Angeles, Calif., 
relative to the passage of House bill 6486; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

3239. Also, resolution of the California State 
Board of Agriculture, relative to synthetic- 
rubber production; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

$240. Also, resolution of the State Council 
of Defense of Sacramento, Calif., relative to 
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rationing of gasoline to conserve rubber, etc.; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

$241. Also, resolution of the California 
State Council of Defense, relative to amend- 
ment to the social-security laws; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

$242. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
Fraternal Order of Eagles of San Francisco, 
Calif., and the California State Aerie of the 
Fraternal Order of Eagles, in convention as- 
sembled at Sacramento, urging legislation for 
the purpose of permitting the recipients of 
old-age assistance to return to fruitful en- 
deavor and productive labor without being 
penalized in aid they are now receiving; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

$243. By Mr. WHEAT: Petition of members 
of the Christian Church of Hindsboro, Ill., 
urging passage of the Sheppard bill (S. 860); 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE 
Fripay, Jury 17, 1942 


(Legislative day of Thursday, July 16, 
1942) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

Rey. Frank Steelman, D. D., minister, 
Petworth Methodist Church, Washing- 
ton, D. C., offered the following prayer: 


O Lord, our Lord, how excellent is Thy 
name in all the earth. Before the moun- 
tains were brought forth or ever Thou 
hads’t formed the earth and the world, 
even from everlasting to everlasting Thou 
art God. And yet there has been given 
unto us an intimate word and a near 
approach. In obedience to it, we would 
come into our Father’s presence as chil- 
dren who need His help and forgiveness, 
praying that Thou wilt forgive us our 
sins and remember them no more. 

We pray Thy blessing upon Thy ser- 
vant, our President. May there be given 
to him the consciousness of Divine ap- 
pointment to hard and holy tasks. In 
this trying day may his body and mind 
be strengthened and his heart comforted 
in the midst of many distresses. Under 
his leadership may there be achieved a 
unity that shall make of us a strong and 
righteous Nation. 

In this Chamber today may wisdom 
and guidance be given to the Presiding 
Officer and his colleagues for the right 
solution of intricate and complex prob- 
lems. May the winds of God blow 
through our legislative halls, cleansing 
the fetid atmosphere, clarifying the 
minds of men, reviving them spirit- 
ually, giving them eyes to see, ears to 
hear, and hearts to understand. And if, 
as we sit in our sheltered places today, 
other men, who in other days have 
walked with us the peaceful way, go forth 
in blood and sweat and tears to pay the 
ultimate price for things that are dear 
to men and God, may the heavens bend 
low, and everlasting arms enfold them, 
may the vision splendid be given them, 
and to them may the words “well done” 
be spoken. Comfort the sorrowing, raise 
up ministers of helpfulness for the de- 
Spoiled the world around. Establish 
righteousness and peace for all mankind. 
Hear our prayer, O Lord, and grant us 
Thy peace. Amen. 
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THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 


dar day Thursday, July 16, 1942, was dis- 


pensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED 
JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the enrolled joint 
resolution (H. J. Res, 318) to amend sec- 
tion 1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code to extend to the members of 
the armed forces of the United Nations 
the exemption from the tax on admis- 
sions in cases where admission is free, 
and to exempt from tax the amount paid 
for admissions to theaters and other ac- 
tivities operated by the War Depart- 
ment or the Navy Department within 
posts, camps, reservations, and other 
areas maintained by the Military or 
Naval Establishment, and it was signed 
by the Vice President. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Downey O’Mahoney 
Andrews Ellender Pepper 

Bailey George Radcliffe 

Ball Gerry Reed 

Barbour Gillette Reynolds 
Barkley Green Rosier 

Bilbo Guffey Russell 

Bone Gurney Schwartz 
Brewster Hatch Spencer 
Bridges Hayden Thomas, Idaho 
Brooks Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Okla. 
Burton Kilgore Thomas, Utah 
Byrd Lee Tunnell 
Capper Lucas Tydings 
Chandler McKellar Vandenberg 
Chavez McNary Van Nuys 
Clark, Idaho Maloney White 

Clark, Mo, Maybank Wiley 
Connally Mead Willis 
Danaher Norris 

Davis Nye 


Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES] 
is absent from the Senate because of 
illness, 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. TRU- 
MAN] and the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. WALLGREN] are members of the 
Committee to Investigate National De- 
fense, and are, therefore, necessarily 
absent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD and Mr. HILL], the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Brown], the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Burow], 
the Senators from Nevada [Mr. BUNKER 
and Mr. McCarran], the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mrs. Caraway], the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Gutass], the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Herrie], the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. JOHNSON], 
the Senator from Arizona [Mr. Mc- 
Farianp], the Senator from Utah [Mr, 
Murpocx], the Senators from Montana 
[Mr. Murray and Mr. WHEELER], the 
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Senator from Texas [Mr. O’Dantex], the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Overton], 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Smartuers], the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Surry], the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. STEWART], the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Wacner], and the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH] are 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. HOLMAN] is absent on pub- 
lic business. 

The following Senators are necessarily 
absent: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Aus- 
TIN], the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Butter], the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. Lancer], the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes], the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. Suresreap], 
and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarr]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-one 
Senators having answered to their names, 
a quorum is present. 


NOTICE OF HEARING ON NOMINATION OF 
ALLEN B. HANNAY, OF TEXAS, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 


Mr. VAN NUYS. Mr. President, on 
behalf of the senior Senator from Texas 
(Mr. Connatty], the chairman of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on the 
Judiciary which has before it the nomi- 
nation of Allen B. Hannay, of Texas, 
to be United States district judge for 
the southern district of Texas, I give 
notice, under the rule of the committee, 
that there will be a public hearing in 
the Senate Judiciary Committee room a 
week from today, Friday, July 24, 1942, 
at 10:30 o'clock a. m. 


LEGISLATION PASSED BY MUNICIPAL 
COUNCIL OF ST. THOMAS AND ST. JOHN, 
Wi. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, copies of legislation passed 
by the Municipal Council of St. Thomas 
and St. John, V. I, which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Territories and Insular 


Affairs. 
PETITIONS 


Petitions were laid before the Senate 
or presented and referred as indicated: 


By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

A petition of citizens in the State of Cali- 
fornia, employees of the California Ship- 
building Corporation, praying for full and 
unqualified support of the price-control 
policy of the President; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Petitions, numerously signed, of sundry 
citizens of the States of Illinois, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Texas, Virginia, and Washing- 
ton, praying for the enactment of Senate bill 
860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic liquor 
and to suppress vice in the vicinity of mili- 
tary camps and naval establishments; ordered 
to lie on the table. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A petition, numerously signed, of sundry 
citizens of Corbin and vicinity, Kansas, pray- 
ing for the enactment of Senate bill 860, 
to prohibit the sale of alcoholic liquor and 
to suppress vice in the vicinity of military 
camps and naval establishments, ordered to 
lie on the table. 
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PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND 
SUPPRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILI- 
TARY CAMPS 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I pre- 
sent for appropriate reference and ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Record a letter in the form of a 
resolution adopted by the Kansas-Mis- 
souri Conference of the Evangel:cal 
Mission Covenant Church of America, 
urging immediate enactment of the so- 
called Sheppard bill, Senate bill 860. I 
am wholeheartedly in accord with their 
suggestion. 

There being no objection, the letter 
embodying a resolution was ordered to 
lie on the table and to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

THE Kansas CONFERENCE OF THE 
EVANGELICAL Mission COVENANT 
CHURCH OF AMERICA, 
Topeka, Kans., May 2, 1942. 
The Honorable Mr. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Drar Sm: Whereas, according to first-hand 
information, deplorable conditions prevail in 
and around our military training camps due 
to the practices of vice and the sale of alco- 
holic beverages; and 

Whereas these immoral practices are the 
direct cause of the spiritual deterioration and 
moral decay of the youth of our land and 
are undermining the morale, as well as the 
physical strength, of our manpower, thus 
greatly impeding the development of our 
armed forces for effective combat and en- 
dangering the very security of our Nation; 
and 

Whereas already existing laws prohibiting 
vice and drunkenness in and around our 
military camps are not being enforced in a 
majority of cases: Be it therefore 

Resolved, That we, the Kansas-Missouri 
Conference of the Evangelical Mission Cove- 
nant Church of America, assembled in an- 
nual session in Topeka, Kans., May 1-8, 1942, 
urge upon you, as our Senator, to use your 
influence to the utmost toward the immedi- 
ate enactment of the now pending Sheppard 
bill, S. 860, and that further steps be taken 
to enforce nov existing laws prohibiting vice 
and aronet Be 

tf su F 
en LEONARD J. LARSON, 
Chairman, 
J. E. Lunn, Secretary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. MALONEY, from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

S. 2584. A bill to permit appointment of 
White House police, in accordance with the 
civil-service laws, from sources outside the 
Metropolitan and United States Park Police 
forces; without amendment (Rept. No. 1550). 

By Mr. RADCLIFFE, from the Committee 
on Commerce: 

H.R. 6818. A bill authorizing the tempo- 
rary appointment or advancement of com- 
missioned officers of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey in time of war or national emergency, 
and for other purposes; with amendments 
(Rept. No. 1551); ra 

H. R.7100. A bill to amend the act en- 
title “An act authorizing vessels of Canadian 
registry to transport iron ore on the Great 
Lakes during 1942”, approved January 27 
1942 (Public Law 419, 77th Congress), to con- 
tinue it in force during the existing war; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1552); and 

H. J. Res. 246. Joint resolution to author- 
ize the Maritime Commission to sell two mer- 
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chant vessels to the Government of Ireland; 
with amendments (Rept. No. 1553). 

By Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

S. Res. 274. Resolution authorizing the 
Committce on Military Affairs to make such 
investigations with respect to the Military 
Establishment as it deems advisable; without 
amendment; and, under the rule, the resolu- 
tion was referred to the Commitiee to Audit 
me Control the Contingent Expenses of the 

nate > 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 


Mr. REED (for Mrs. Caraway) from 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that on July 16, 1942, that committee pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bills: 


5.2022. An act to amend section 7 (a) of 
the act of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), as 
amended by section 601 of the act of June 30, 
1932 (47 Stat. 417), to authorize interdepart- 
mental procurement by contract, upon orders 


. placed by the War Department, Navy Depart- 


ment, Treasury t, Civil Aeronautics 
Administration, and the Maritime Commis- 
sion; and 

S. 2404. An act to authorize officers and 
enlisted men of the armed forces of the United 
States to accept decorations, orders, medals, 
and emblems tendered them by governments 
of cobelligerent nations or other American 
republics and to create the decorations to be 
known as the Legion of Merit and the Medal 
for Merit. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the sec- 
ond time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

S. 2659. A bill to confer jurisdiction upon 
the United States district court for the west- 
ern district of Arkansas to hear, determine, 
and render Judgment upon the claim of the 
Seaman Store Co. against the United States; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEAD: 

S. 2660. A bill for the relief of Robert Kish 
Lee and Elizabeth Kish; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Idaho: 

8.2661. A bill to amend section 606 of the 
Communications Act of 1934 for the purpose 
of granting to the President in time of war 
certain powers to waive compliance with, 
modify, or suspend in whole or in part the 
operation of certain provisions of the Com- 
munications Act of 1934; to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. KILGORE: 

8.2662. A bill for the relief of L. J. Houze 
Convex Glass Co.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

S. 2663. A bill authorizing the reenlistment 
of Worley Allen Carter, Jr., in the Army of the 
United States; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS: 

S. 2664. A bill to provide allowances for uni- 
forms and equipment for National Guard of- 
ficers ordered into active military service; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


WOMEN'S AUXILIARY RESERVE IN THE 
NAVY—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. TYDINGS submitted the follow- 
ing report: 

The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6807) to establish a Women’s Auxiliary Re- 
serve in the Navy, and for other purposes, 
haying met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows; 
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That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senete and 
agree to the same. 

MILLARD E. TYDINGS, 

EıcHårD B. RUSSELL, 

Jamis J. DAvis, 

Emam W. JOHNSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

CARL VINSON, 

P. H. DREWRY, 

James W. Mort, i 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5695) to amend the Civilian Pilot Train- 
ing Act of 1939 so as to provide for 
the training of civilian aviation techni- 
cians and mechanics, 

The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7319) 
making supplemental appropriations for 
the national defense for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur- 
Poses; agreed to the conference asked by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. 
Canton of Missouri, Mr. Woopvrum of 
Virginia, Mr. Lupiow, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. 
O’Neat, Mr. Jounson of West Virginia, 
Mr. Rasavut, Mr. Jonnson of Oklahoma, 
Mr. Taser, Mr. WIGGLESWORTH, Mr. LAM- 
BERTSON, anc Mr. Drrrer were appointed 
Managers on the part of the House at 
the conference. 


PRESENTATION OF MEDAL OF HONOR TO 
J. EDGAR HOOVER 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, there is 
on the calendar Senate bill 2643, to au- 
thorize the presentation of a medal of 
honor to J. Edgar Hoover. 

Director John Edgar Hoover, of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, will have 
served his country for 25 years in the 
Department of Justice as of July 26, 1942. 

Born and raised in the District of 
Columbia, and thus without political en- 
dorsement, his record in the Department 
of Justice was such that on the basis of 
merit he was designated Director of the 
F. B. I. at the age of 28 years, in 1924. 
He entered the Department of Justice in 
a clerical capacity while working his way 
through law school. His is an outstand- 
ing example of a career service in our 
Government on a merit basis. 

Shortly after he became Director there 
was established and placed under his 
supervision the Fingerprint Identifica- 
tion Division, which serves thousands of 
police agencies throughout the United 
States and is proving such a valuable 
asset to our country in time of war. 

He fixed high standards of qualifica- 
tions for the special agents of the F. B. I, 
and insisted that all those who were ap- 
pointed to the service, both men and 
women, possess outstanding qualifica- 
tions, and that each of them have an 
unblemished character, reputation, and 
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standing in the community from which 
he came. 

It was Mr. Hoover who established the 
F. B. I. Technical Laboratory, which ren- 
ders ail our police agencies service in 
solving crimes through scientific detec- 
tion methods. 

It was Mr. Hoover who established the 
F. B. I. National Police Academy, which 
affords free training to officers selected 
from every police agency, so that they 
may teach the other members of their 
departments; and thus over 100,000 of 
our police officers have had made avail- 
able to them the F. B. I. type of train- 
ing. 

The uniform crime-reporting and 
crime-statistics project was another co- 
operative endeavor in connection with 
the handling of police work on a national 
basis which disclosed the extent, the 
trend, and the fluctuation of crime 
throughout the country. 

All cf us are aware of the splendid 
services rendered by the F. B. I. in mak- 
ing kidnaping an unprofitable business 
and in making bank robbery and extor- 
tion dangerous types of activity for any 
criminal. 

We are glad the President of the 
United States designated the F. B. I., 
under Mr. Hoover's leadership, to direct 
the activities of our Government in de- 
tecting and apprehending spies, sabo- 
teurs and fifth columnists of all types. 
The confidence which our President thus 
demonstrated in Mr. Hoover and the 
F. B. I. has produced the type of results 
which continue to endear Mr. Hoover 
personally and his entire staff of fine 
men and women to all of us and to the 
citizens whom we represent in the Halls 
of Congress. 

I feel sure that every American citizen 
has just cause to extend to Mr. Hoover 
sincere thanks for his past achievements 
and best wishes for and every confidence 
in his continued success. In this month, 
which marks one-quarter of a century 
of his fine public service in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, it appears entirely fit- 
ting and proper that the proposed award 
be made to him. It can be but a small 
token of our feeling and expressions of 
appreciation, high regard, and esteem. 


SUSPENSION OF BROADCAST BY NA- 
TIONAL HIGH SCHOOL ORCHESTRA, 
INTERLOCHEN, MICH. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
last week the National High School Or- 
chestra at the National Music Camp at 
Interlochen, Mich., was driven from the 
air in a concert broadcast which it has 
been making for the last 12 years, as 
the result of a protest by Mr. James 
Caesar Petrillo, President of the Amer- 
ican Musicians Union, on the ground 
that the performance by these amateurs 
was interfering with professional em- 
ployment. 

Mr. President, this has raised a very 
interesting issue, which goes to the very 
fundamentals of American musical cul- 
ture, because it is generally admitted 
that the National Musical Camp is the 
greatest single adventure in the develop- 
ment of musical culture in the country. 
This orchestra represents the competi- 
tively chosen best high-school musicians 
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of 40 States in the Union. None of these 
young musicians is old enough to belong 
to Mr. Petrillo’s union, even if he so de- 
sired. They represent an entirely non- 
professional performance, yet they rep- 
resent a performance which the musical 
circles of America universally recognize 
as one of the great contributions to Amer- 
ican art. I think this raises rather a 
fundamental question as to just how free 
the airways are. 

I have written a letter to the Chairman 
of the Federal Communications Com- 
mission upon the subject, which I ask to 
have printed at this point in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

JULY 17, 1942. 
Mr. James L, FLY, 
Chairman, Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: I respectfully sug- . 


gest that the Federal Communications Com- 
mission should inquire into the intolerable 
situation presented to the country when Mr. 
James C. Petrillo, president of the American 
Federation of Musicians, can force the Na- 
tional Broadcasting Co. to suspend a broad- 
cast by the national high-school orchestra 
from their famous camp at Interlochen, Mich. 
I know nothing about the contract between 
the musicians’ union and the National Broad- 
casting Co., upon which this interference ap- 
parently is technically based; but I under- 
stand the union’s general position is that 
whenever amateurs occupy the airways, “it 
means less work for professionals” (Petrillo’s 
language quoted by the Associated Press). 
But I respectfully submit that this raises an 
issue which transcends the employment of a 
few professional musicians. In the final 
analysis, the radio belongs to the American 
people, and their rights are primary. 

The national high-school orchestra at Inter- 
lochen is one of the great cultural institu- 
tions of this country. It has probably done 
more to foster effective musical interest and 
development among the youth of America 
than any other single instrumentality in the 
land. Even the professional musicians for 
whom Petrillo presumes to speak, cught to 
share the national interest in this tremen- 
dous welispring of musical culture and musi- 
cal enthusiasm. But whether they do or not, 
I respectfully submit that there are millions 
of other Americans who are entitled to a 
priority in the matter of protecting the en- 
couragement of the arts. 

The broadcast which Mr. Petrillo canceled 
was to have been made by an orchestra con- 
sisting of 160 boys and girls from 40 different 
States in the Union. They have been com- 
petitively chosen from among the most 
talented young musicians in all the high 
schools of the land. They represent a primary 
cross section of the musical hope of America 
for tomorrow. The greatest concert con- 
ductors in the land make an annual pil- 
grimage to the National Music Camp at Inter- 
lochen, Mich., and enthusiastically contribute 
their services in leading these concerts. The 
concerts are of the highest possible musical 
order. For 12 years this amazing adventure 
in musical development has been proceeding 
under the unselfish direction of Dr. Joseph E. 
Maddy of the University of Michigan. It is 
one of the great youth movements which has 
prevailed to unexampled success without the 
necessity of any national subsidies from the 
Public Treasury. I know whereof I speak at 
first hand, because I have visited Interlochen 
many times, and I have been charmed beyond 
words at the superb achievement which has 
there been accomplished. 

For 12 years these high-school boys and 
girls from all over the United States have 
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broadcast their weekly concerts. It has been 
one of the great cultural contributions to 
radio. But now comes Mr. James Caesar 
Petrillo to say that his union will no longer 
allow these young musicians to be heard upon 
the airways of an allegedly free country. I 
am unable to believe that any such attitude 
reflects the viewpoint of the average member 
of Mr. Petrillo’s union of musicians. It is 
my observation that most professional musi- 
cians welcome and encourage Dr. Maddy’s con- 
structive work. The musicians’ union has its 
proper place in organized labor and in the 
legitimate protection of the rights of its mem- 
bership. But I respectfully submit that it 
crosses the line of tolerance when it makes 
war upon the national music camp at Inter- 
lochen; and I pose the question to you 
whether this problem does not rise to the 
dignity of a challenge which the Federal Com- 
munications Commission should explore in 
behalf of free American culture. 

With warm personal regards and best 
wishes. 

Cordially and faithfully. 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR MEAD TO THE 
UNITED NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 
POST OFFICE CLERKS 


[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address deliv- 
ered by him to the United National Associa- 
tion of Post Office Clerks, on July 16, 1942, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


WE DEPEND ON INVENTION—ARTICLE 
BY LAWRENCE LANGNER 


[Mr. DANAHER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an article by 
Lawrence Langer, entitled “We Depend on In- 
vention,” from the Atlantic Monthly for July 
1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 


HELL SWEEPS A STATE—ARTICLE BY 
STANLEY KOCH 


{Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Recorp an article 
by Stanley Koch, entitled “Hell Sweeps a 
State,” published in the Readers Digest for 
July 1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 
FLORIDA PIPE LINE AND BARGE CANAL 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6999) to promote the 
national defense and to promptly facili- 
tate and protect the transport of ma- 
terials and supplies needful to the Mili- 
tary Establishment by authorizing the 
construction and operation of a pipe line 
and a navigable barge channel across 
Florida, and by deepening and enlarging 
the Intracoastal Waterway from its pres- 
ent eastern terminus to the vicinity of 
the Mexican border. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, .I sub- 
mit an amendment to the pending bill, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 1, be- 
ginning with line 3, it is proposed to 
strike out all that portion of the bill end- 
ing with the last word on line 7, page 3, 
and further, to strike out, wherever it 
may appear, the figure “$93,000,000” and 
insert in lieu thereof the figure “$13,- 
000,000.” 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, all of us 
listened with interest to the able address 
delivered yesterday by the gallant foe of 
this proposal, the able Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG]. At least 
the record at this time will show that 
the forceful and eloquent Senator from 
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Michigan has been consistent, and al- 
though I was gratified to observe that he 
had softened considerably in his persist- 
ent opposition to this proposal, I regret 
that he has not found himself in posi- 
tion to embrace it, even in the present 
form which it has, which is totally dis- 
similar in character from any measure 
which has been before this body before 
relative to a waterway across the State 
of Florida. Whether history which 
writes of this time shall approve of the 
opposition of the able Senator, or 
whether it shall disapprove, is a matter 
that only time and the judgment of those 
who observe will tell. I cannot escape 
the conclusion that the President of the 
United States, took a statesmanlike view 
when in 1935 he wrote, it is said with his 
own hand, the resolution which would 
have made possible the construction of 
the Florida ship canal, a sea-level water- 
way between the Gulf coast and the At- 
lantic coast, which was later presented 
to this body by as great a man as ever 
sat in this Chamber, the then leader of 
the Democratic side, the able Senator 
from Arkansas, Mr. Robinson, whom we 
all mourn and honor, was right in that 
respect, as he has been in so many others, 
It would have saved, I venture to say, not 
only many hundreds of millions of dollars 
be eg of ships, but many hundred human 
ves. 

I think, therefore, that time and his- 
tory will incline to the approval of the 
President’s course, I will say, with all 
respect for my friend, rather than the 
course of the able Senator from Michigan 
and those who follow his counsel and 
follow his course. 

However, that is all history. Whether 
we who were the proponents of that pro- 
Posal were right, or whether they who 
were the opponents followed the true 
course, is one of those things about which 
we have to say— 

The Moving Finger writes; and having writ, 

Moves on; nor all your piety nor wit 
Shall lure it back to cancel half a line, 

Nor all your tears wash out a word of it, 


That is not the proposal which is before 
the Senate today. What the bill which 
the Senate is now considering does might 
be said to fall, according to the terms of 
the bill, into three categories. The first 
is a waterway improvement which affects 
the Gulf coast and the Atlantic seaboard 
of the United States. It proposes to 
deepen to a depth of 12 feet the existing 
intercoastal waterway which now runs 
from Corpus Christi, Tex., to Port St. Joe, 
Fla., and to extend that waterway from 
Corpus Christi, Tex., to the Mexican 
border, and thereby provide a 12-foot 
deep and 125-foot wide intercoastal 
waterway from the Mexican border to 
the west coast of Florida. It proposes 
also to transit the peninsula of Florida 
along the route known as 13 B, which 
was selected after numerous surveys by 
the Army engineers, a part of the State 
which has an average height of not more 
than 60 feet, a distance of not to exceed 
92 miles, with another waterway 12 feet 
deep and 125 feet wide. That is the first 
proposal which is made by the bill. The 
cost of the first proposal is the sum of 
$26,000,000 for the first part, and $44,- 
600,000 for the second part. 
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The second proposal found in this bill 
is the authorization for the construction 
of certain pipe lines, one of which is de- 
scribed as originating in the Yazoo field 
in Mississippi, and terminating either at 
Charleston, S. C., or Savannah, Ga., or at 
both of those terminals. The second cat- 
egory of pipe line is one originating at or 
in the vicinity of Port St. Joe, which is on 
the west coast of Florida, and terminat- 
ing at the St. Johns River, transiting the 
northern part of the Florida Peninsula, 
and at such other places from the Gulf 
coast of Florida to the St. Johns River 
as might be determined on, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of Public Law 
197, which is the Pipe Line Act already 
on the statute books of the United States, 
enacted in February 1941. As I said, that 
is the second category of proposals con- 
tained in this measure. 

The third, as the bill came to the 
Senate, made certain statutory modifica- 
tions in order No. M-68 promulgated by 
the Petroleum Coordinator. That is 
known as the Lucas amendment. It has 
to do with the drilling of oil wells to 
certain depths, and with certain fre- 
quency or with certain spacing in cer- 
tain prescribed areas. That amendment 
has been eliminated from the considera- 
tion of the Senate by the voluntary with- 
drawal of it by the able Senator from 
Ilinois (Mr. Lucas] yesterday afternoon, 
So the third category of proposals con- 
tained in this bill has been eliminated. 

The second category—and I will follow 
the inverse order—has also been removed 
as a controversial question by the action 
of the Bureau of the Budget in a letter 
dated the 15th of July, and signed by the 
Acting Director of the Bureau of the 
Budget, Mr. Wayne Coy. 

Mr. President, it is no secret to Mem- 
bers of the Senate that a letter from the 
‘Director of the Bureau of the Budget is a 
letter, in substance, from the President 
of the United States. I think I would be 
violating neither confidence nor being 
overpresumptuous if I said that it had 
the personal approval of the President of 
the United States. This is what the 
Budget message proposed with reference 
to pipe lines covered by this measure, 


I have before me— 


And I am now reading from the letter 
from the Acting Director— 


a Senate print of the proposed legislation. I 
should like to refer particularly to that por- 
tion of the proposed legislation beginning in 
line 25, on page 2, to the colon in line 19, on 
page 3. If that portion of the proposed legis- 
lation were to be changed to read as follows: 
“And provided further, That subject to the 
provisions of Public Law 197, Seventy-seventh 
Congress there is authorized to be con- 
structed one or more pipe lines, together with 
all necessary terminal facilities, for the trans- 
port of petroleum and its products, from the 
vicinity of Port St. Joe and other points on 
the Gulf coast of Florida to the St. Johns 
River, and a crude-oil pipe line from the 
Tinsley oll field in the vicinity of Yazoo, 
Miss., to Charleston, S. C., and/or Savannah, 
Ga. For the purpose of carrying out the pro- 
visions of this act, there is hereby author- 
ized to be appropriated $93,000,000.” 


Mr. President, as the able chairman of 
the committee, the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Barry] pointed out yes- 
terday, that $93,000,000 relates to the 
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authorization for all the improvements 
proposed in the bill, and not simply for 
the pipe-line part of the bill. 

The able Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Bris0], who is on the floor now, has been 
a very vigorous proponent of the Yazoo 
pipe line, or the so-called Tinsley Field 
pipe line. The able Senator is satisfied 
with the Budget recommendation for the 
modification of the pipe-line provision, 
Also within my hearing is the able Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK], 
who has been a most effective and force- 
ful advocate of the Tinsley Field pipe 
line, to terminate either at Savannah or 
Charleston, or at both of those termini, 
if, as the bill was originally framed, the 
Secretary of War and the Chief of Engi- 
neers should determine that the two 
should be necessary and proper. 

I mention those Senators to indicate 
that all the proponents of the pipe line, 
including my colleague and I, who have 
been interested in encouraging the con- 
struction of the pipe lines across the 
Peninsula of Florida are in hearty accord 
with the modification proposed by the 
Bureau of the Budget or the President 
of the United States. The able Senator 
from North Carolina, I regret to say, an 
opponent of the bill, who was one of the 
minority of 3 of his committee when 
there was a majority of 11 which favor- 
ably reported this proposal, has already 
offered the Budget amendment and, of 
course, there will be no controvery about 
its adoption. 

I digress here to reply to that part of 
the argument of the able Senator from 
Michigan. I wish to pay tribute to him 
for the uniform and unfailing courtesy 
and amiability with which he has co- 
operated in the mechanical and proce- 
dural part of this proposed legislation, 
from its inception to the present time. 
So gallant a foe would so much better be 
allicd with a righteous cause. Being an 
optimist by nature, and a member of a 
faith which allows even death-bed re- 
pentence, I hope that my able and elo- 
quent friend from Michigan will steadily 
soften in his opposition with respect to 
this matter, until in due time, as he sees 
it in fruition operating successfully, he 
will become an enthusiastic advocate of 
the measure, 

A large part of the eloquence and force- 
ful speech of the able Senator from 
Michigan was wasted upon thin air; or, 
as one Senator put it, he was butting at 
the end of a rope. ‘The pipe-line provi- 
sions of the bill have been modified by 
the Director of the Budget and by the 
proponents of the pipe lines into exact 
harmony with Public Law 197, which 
puts the final authority in the President 
of the United States. The thing about 
which my able friend was complaining 
was that with respect to pipe lines the 
bill tended to divide the authority which 
had already been placed by the Congress 
in the President and such agencies of the 
Government as he should select, the 
President having chosen the Secretary of 
the Interior. The bill was alleged to be 
a division of authority and responsibility, 
an interference with a plan already un- 
der way, and a contradiction of existing 
legislation. 
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On the contrary, Mr. President, the 
very first part of the modified amend- 
ment is: 

And provided further, That subject to the 


provisions of Public Law 197, Seventy-seventh 
Congress. 


Senators are entitled to have their 
minds refreshed as to what are the 
terms of Public Law 197, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, which was approved by th 
President on July 30, 1941. : 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Spencer in the chair). Does the Sen- 
stor from Florida yield to the Senator 
from Michigan? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I did not intend 
to interrupt the Senator; but inasmuch 
2s he has suggested that I was address- 
ing myself to a nonexistent menace, I 
suggest to him that he is now saying that 
the bill is about to be amended to re- 
spond to the criticism which I made, and 
that therefore, after it is changed pur- 
suant to the request which I submitted, 
it ceases to be subject to the particular 
criticism which I made. Iagree with the 
Senator in that respect. 

Mr. PEPPER. I wish it were possible 
to allow the able Senator the honor 
which he has just eloquently claimed. 
Probably the truth is that his speech 
was prepared before the Budget proposal 
came to his attention; but when he de- 
livered the speech the Budget proposal 
was already on the desk, so the tardi- 
ness lies at the door of the able Senator 
from Michigan, who did not readily em- 
brace the Budget proposal and say, 
“Since I observe there is to be no con- 
troversy about the matter, I am spared 
this lengthy portion of my address.” 

Nevertheless, I am glad we are all in 
accord about the matter—the able Sen- 
ator from Michigan, the able Senator 
from North Carolina, Senators who are 
proponents of the pipe lines, the Bureau 
of the Budget, and the President of the 
United States. I know of no voice in 
prospect to be raised against that 
proposal. 

Someone may ask, “Why pass any 
pipe-line provisions of the bill at all?” I 
can very readily answer, Mr, President. 
Members of Congress who are interested 
in this legislation were trying to do what 
Congress could do to meet the challeng- 
ing shortage of petroleum products on 
the east coast of the United States for 
the coming winter. With respect to pipe 
lines, the bill, as modified by the Bureau 
of the Budget, would strengthen the 
hand of the President, and not tie it down 
or weaken it. It would simply suggest 
to the President. It would not make any 
project compulsory. It would give him 
the final say. It would leave up to him 
the necessity of finding proposed pipe 
lines to be necessary to meet the needs 
of national defense; but it would clothe 
him with authority to build them through 
such agency of the Government as he 
might designate, in accordance with the 
existing law, Public Law No. 197, Seventy- 
seventh Congress. 
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I should like to refresh the minds of 
Senators by reading the pertinent pro- 
visions of the law. 

Sec. 2. Whenever the President finds that 
the construction of any pipe line for the 
transportation and/or distribution of petro- 
leum or petroleum products moving in inter- 
state commerce, or the extension or comple- 
tion of any such pipe line already wholly or 
partly constructed, is or may be necessary 
for national defense purposes, he shall by 
proclamation declare such finding. 


Not one of these pipe lines, Mr, Presi- 
dent, will be built unless the President 
of the United States first proclaims the 
necessity for their construction to meet 
the needs of national defense. 

Further: 

Src. 4. (a). In the event that it is imprac- 
ticable for any private person promptly and 
satisfactorily to construct, extend, or com- 
plete any such pipe line— 


That is, any such pipe line as the Presi- 
dent may, by proclamation, find neces- 
sary to meet the needs of national de- 
fense— 
the President, if of the opinion that such 
action is desirable in the interests of na- 
tional defense, may provide for the construc- 
tion, extension, completion, or operation of 
such pipe line by such department or agency 
of the Government as he may designate. 


That is the existing law; and every one 
of these pipe lines is made subject to the 
existing law. 

Mr. President, the bill would grant to 
the President two authorities which he 
does not now possess. In the first place, 
it would legitimatize the appropriation 
with which he might require a public 
agency to make such construction, be- 
cause the Congress would authorize the 
appropriation, Under the existing law 
the President is expected to use any 
emergency funds which he might require. 
Under the terms of the bill the Congress 
would say, “We will take the responsi- 
bility of making available, in the regular 
and orthodox way, funds which the Presi- 
dent might see fit to call upon for this 
purpose.” That is the first thing Con- 
gress would do by passing the bill. 

Secondly, the existing law does not au- 
thorize the construction of terminal fa- 
cilities and other incidents of the pipe 
line. In the opinion of many who have 
examined the existing law, that is a de- 
ficiency. The bill would add that au- 
thority to the President’s power. It 
would not tell him what to do. It would 
give him no mandate. It would enforce 
upon him no direction. It would not in- 
terfere with his discretion, or tell him 
what agency should be his intermediary 
in carrying out the objective of the pro- 
posed legislation. All Congress would do 
would be to say, “Mr. President, we call 
these projecis to your attention by way 
of authorization. We provide a reservoir 
of public money. We strengthen your 
hand and add to your authority by giv- 
ing you the power to add the necessary 
incidents of the pipe line.” 

A further substantial matter is that 
Congress, to which the people will lock 
this winter, should be able to say, “We 
did what we could to make this program 
Possible, and to make it effective.” 
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Mr. President, Iam sure there is not a 
Senator who did not read the first page 
of the Washington Post this morning. In 
the lower left-hand corner appear these 
words: 

NEW WARNING ISSUED ON FUEL OIL 

Because an adequate supply of heating oils 
cannot now be guaranteed for next winter, 
the Office of Solid Fuels Coordinator for War 
yesterday urged eastern homeowners using 
oil-burning heating equipment to convert 
immediately to the use of coal or wood where- 
ever possible, 


Mr. President, I am reading from the 
morning newspaper. I have before me 
also the letter of Major Parten, the very 
oe assistant to the Petroleum Coordina- 

if: 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, will the Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. LEE. I believe that if the Senator 
will look through the newspaper he will 
also find that more ships have been sunk, 
ships which were en route with oil for 
the eastern seaboard, 

Mr. PEPPER. Exactly. 

Mr. LEE. Some of their crews have 
gone to a watery grave, 

Mr. PEPPER. I am grateful to the 
able Senator from Oklahoma, because his 
remarks tie in with what Major Parten, 
principal assistant to the Petroleum Co- 
ordinator, stated in his letter to the 
chairman of the Senate Commerce Com- 
mittee, which letter appears on page 207 
of the hearings. This is the concluding 
portion: 

This Office has endeavored to estimate the 
over-all effect of this program in terms of 
east coast delivery when completed and fa- 
cilities are in operation, This estimate we 
have made in barrels per day, as follows: 


Barrels per day 
Overland movement to east coast 


as of June 20, 1942__...-.._-... 954, 000 
Estimated effect of new and rear- 
ranged program described herein 
(excluding completion of 24- 
inch pipe line from southern Illi- 
nois to the east coast) _.---.-.. 275, 000 
Estimated required tanker deliv- 
BOR chip nape A EEE 200, 000 
UATI a Se ee r 1, 429, 000 


Moreover, Major Parten has said that 
under any proposals which he has pro- 
mulgated or shaped we cannot possibly 
complete facilities which can assure the 
eastern seaboard of the United States 
against a shortage of petroleum products 
during the coming winter. His calcula- 
tions necessarily contemplate, as his let- 
ter shows, that the tankers will be the 
only means by which 200,000 barrels of oil 
a day can reach the Atlantic seaboard this 
winter. That letter ties in with the state- 
ment in the morning newspaper, warn- 
ing the people on the eastern seaboard to 
convert their oil-burning furnaces to coal 
or wood. 

Mr. President, how many tankers will 
be required in order to effectuate the de- 
livery of 200,000 barrels of petroleum 
products a day from the Gulf coast to 
the Atlantic seaboard, if such delivery is 
attempted and if the tankers are avail- 
able? If they are available, from what 
other service will they be taken? With 
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the situation prevailing today in the 
Near East, in Russia, and in the Cauca- 
sus, what reservoir, save the oil reserves 
of the United States, is available to main- 
tain the war efforts of the Allies? How 
can oil be delivered except by tankers 
from the tanker fleet of the United States, 
which is so seriously depleted? 

My, President, as Senators we know 
from general knowledge that sufficient 
tankers are not available. If they were 
to be made available, they would have to 
be taken away from services which im- 
peratively demand their presence. In 
addition, if they were available without 
doing an injustice to some more worthy 
cause, the tankers are not self-propel- 
ling. They are not operated by automa- 
tons. The hand of Frankenstein does 
not turn the propellers or operate the 
engine rooms. Those tasks are per- 
formed by American men, whose lives 
are placed in jeopardy every time they 
transit a yard of the infested area in the 
Gulf of Mexico, the Caribbean, or the 
western Atlantic. So, of necessity, 
Major Parten is gambling with the lives 
of American boys to serve the Atlantic 
seaboard this winter. If that gamble 
does not win, those boys will die, and the 
East will grow cold. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Does the Senator 
understand that the article in the Post 
to which he refers proceeds upon the 
theory that the available means of trans- 
portation of petroleum products shall 
continue as they are now allocated? 

Mr. PEPPER. I am merely quoting to 
the Senate a letter on this subject writ- 
ten by Major Parten, who is the chief 
assistant to the Petroleum Coordinator, 
showing that all his proposals and all 
the shifts which he has been able to 
make still leave an unfilled necessity on 
the Atlantic seaboard of 200,000 barrels 
a day, which, so far as he knows, can be 
met only by tankers. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. I was not talking 
about Major Parten’s letter. I was talk- 
ing about the item which the Senator 
read from this morning's Post, which is 
wholly independent of Major Parten’s 
letter. 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes. 

Mr. DANAHER. The Senator referred 
to the article in the Post, and stated that 
the East will lack heat this winter unless 
petroleum products can be brought to the 
East, which, of course, is obvious. It is 
recommended that those in the East con- 
vert their fuel-oil burning equipment to 
coal or wood-burning units. Is that the 
substance of the article? 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes; it says that. It 
advises the citizenry of the Atlantic sea- 
board that they must of necessity ex- 
pect a shortage. He did not even qualify 
his statement by saying that the tankers 
will supply the deficiency. This Solid 
Fuels Coordinator flatly advised the peo- 
ple of the Atlantic seaboard that petro- 
leum products will not be available in 
adequate supplies to run their furnaces, 
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and that they will have to change to coal 
or worse. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. It is not a matter of 
necessity for added supplies of petroleum 
products. Of course, we have a surplus 
of petroleum products. It is a matter 
of transportation. 

Mr. PEPPER. Of course it is. 

Mr. DANAHER. Then I ask the Sen- 
ator whether or not the statement in the 
Post, so far as the Senator knows, pro- 
ceeds on the assumption that available 
means of transportation will continue to 
be allocated as they are now allocated 
throughout the country. 

Mr. PEPPER, I do not know what 
allocations are in contemplation by those 
Officials. I only know that they are ap- 
parently stating their conclusions, and I 
know that Major Parten has made cer- 
tain reformations in the allocation of 
our transportation facilities, Perhaps 
others are contemplated; but he was giv- 
ing us the summary, because the state- 
ment I read came at the end of his state- 
ment and as a part of his conclusion, 
which of course is a summary of the 
over-all effect of his total program, 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Of course, it is per- 
fectly obvious that if only 17 of the 48 
States are to be rationed, and if 31 
States are to be free to get all the petro- 
leum products they want and all the 
gasoline they wish to use, the tank cars, 
barges, and other means of transporta- 
tion which carry such petroleum prod- 
ucts to the other 31 States obviously 
could not be used to carry any part of 
the same petroleum products to the be- 
leaguered East. It is perfectly apparent 
that if there is to be any fair method of 
approaching this problem, which is a na- 
tional one, it should be approached on a 
national basis. Were gasoline, for ex- 
ample, to be rationed throughout the 
other 31 States, every single tanker or 
every single barge or every single tank 
car or tank truck which today is carry- 
ing gasoline to the other 31 States could 
be used to carry fuel oil to the eastern 
States. 

I respectfully suggest that when we 
consider the statement the Senator has 
read from this morning’s Post, we have 
in mind the fact that this Nation has yet 
to face this national problem in a na- 
tional way. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, let us 
assume that what the able Senator from 
Connecticut has said to his colleagues is 
that there is an alternative: Either we 
can cut down the consumption of petro- 
leum products in the rest of the United 
States west of the Atlantic seaboard or 
we must provide additional facilities to 
serve the Atlantic seaboard. If the al- 
ternative is not observed, the inevitable 
conclusion is that the Atlantic seaboard 
will be short of petroleum products this 
winter. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
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Mr. PEPPER. I yield to the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I should like to read 
& paragraph of a letter from Mr, Paul A, 
Best, Assistant Director of Marketing, 
which I had printed in the RECORD 
Wednesday. Perhaps reference to it will 
help to a certain extent to clear up the 
confusion existing regarding the fuel-oil 
situation: 

Undoubtedly, you are aware of the critical 
shortage of fuel oil with which the east coast 
is now confronted. In this connection, I 
would like to point out that consideration 
is being given to using the Plantation Pipe- 
line for transporting fuel oiis. 


I might add that I understand that is 
to be done. 

If this is done, it will no doubt greatly 
relieve the fuel-oil situation, although it 
can then be expected that additional difi- 
culties will arise in the transportation of 
motor fuels, 


I desired to have that much of the 
letter in the Recorp at this point. 

Mr. PEPPER. I thank the able Sena- 
tor from South Carolina. 

Mr. President, in conclusion, therefore, 
I state a fact which is obvious to all the 
people of the United States, and cer- 
tainly to the Members of the Senate: 
Something must be done to meet the 
petroleum shortage on the east coast, or 
the people will suffer; and in the wake 
of suffering will come disease, particu- 
larly influenza, and perhaps other ills 
that will make those people turn with 
righteous indignation upon their Con- 
gress if it cannot show that it has done 
its best intelligently and effectively to 
meet.the challenge of this problem. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. I take it that the Sen- 
ator will at once agree that even if some- 
thing must be done, as he says—and 
I agree to that—we cannot do it by way 
of building a canal across Florida, as pro- 
posed, or deepening the canal all the 
Way around the Gulf of Mexico, as pro- 
posed in the bill, in time to prevent the 
dire consequences to which he refers, 
either next winter or probably the winter 
after that. 

That is the crux of this matter. Some- 
thing must be done; but the whole point 
is that the canal will not meet the situ- 
ation. The testimony is that it can- 
not be built within 3 years. 

Mr, PEPPER. Mr. President, I shall 
come now to that phase of the matter. 
Senators who are historically minded 
would find great interest in studying the 
history of various proposals to transit 
the peninsula of Florida by some kind 
of a waterway. Iam sure it will interest 
all Senators to know that the first rec- 
ommendation or the first report ever 
made by the United States Army En- 
gineer Corps was with respect to the con- 
struction of a waterway across the north- 
ern part of the peninsula of Florida. 
Such a project was recommended to the 
Congress by John Quincy Adams and 
Andrew Jackson, as Presidents of the 
United States, and from time to time 
since, the proposal has been made by 
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either the Army engineers or the Pres- 
ident of the United States, or by some 
Member or Members of Congress. In 
the whole history of the United States 
no project in the nature of a river and 
harbor project has been so often and so 
thoroughly examined and surveyed as has 
this proposal. 

“The route which has been chosen by 
the Army engineers is the result of lit- 
erally years of exploration and survey 
and millions of dollars of expenditure. 
It is chosen because of the fact that it 
crosses the narrowest part of the penin- 
sula, between the Gulf coast or the mouth 
of the Withlacoochee River, which ter- 
minates at a place called Port Inglis, and 
the mouth of the St. Johns River. Sen- 
ators who are familiar with the course 
of the St. Johns River will recall that it 
rises in Lake George and flows north- 
eastwardly, a little east of north, until 
it comes out, from an easterly flow, at a 
point approximately 20 miles from Jack- 
sonville, Fla., into the Atlantic Ocean 
and the existing Intracoastal Waterway, 
from which point that waterway extends 
northward along the east coast of the 
United States, to a point south of Tren- 
ton, N. J. Mr. President, I think it is 
only fair that Senators remember the 
existing Intracoastal Waterway system 
on the Atlantic seaboard and on the Gulf 
coast, and I think it is only fair to em- 
phesize the fact of its existence. 

I shall now refer to the map which 
hangs upon the wall of this Chamber. If 
Senators will examine this map of the 
United States, they will observe a con- 
tinuous red line which begins at Corpus 
Christi, Tex., on the Gulf coast, and runs 
to the west coast of Florida, at a place 
called Carrabelle, or Port St. Joe. They 
are within a few miles of each other. 
That waterway, constructed by the Con- 
gress of the United States by means of 
appropriations and various authoriza- 
tions, today is an unbroken waterway 
over 900 miles in length and with a con- 
stant depth of 9 feet. It is not proposed, 
It is not a pipe dream. It is a reality, 
and a great asset to the United States of 
America. Upon the various segments of 
that existing Gulf Coast Intracoastal 
Waterway there is annually carried in 
peacetimes—and 1940 is the latest year 
for which I haye the figures—a com- 
merce of $11,000,000 in value; and yet, 
of course, it is only local commerce— 
commerce local to the Gulf coast section, 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. DOWNEY. What does the Sen- 
ator mean by stating that it is an in- 
land waterway? Does it impinge upon 
the ocean at any point? 

Mr. PEPPER. I mean that it is any- 
where from a few feet to perhaps a few 
miles inland, all the way from Corpus 
Christi, Tex., to Carrabelle, Fla. In 
other words, along the whole distance it 
is a protected waterway which no sub- 
marine could enter. 

Now, Mr. President, let us examine 
that part of the map depicting the east 
coast of Florida. There we see another 
red line which runs northward along the 
Atlantic seaboard to Trenton, N. J. That 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


represents an existing Intracoastal 
Waterway, 12 feet deep all the way, built 
by the Congress of the United States, the 
Congress having anthorized it and having 
appropriated the money. That water- 
way is actually in use. Upon that seg- 
ment of that existing Intracoastal Water- 
way—which, too, let me say to my able 
friend from California, is protected all 
the way, except for a short distance 
across Chesapeake Bay—there is carried 
annually during peacetimes a commerce 
of $14,000,000. 

That means that although those two 
waterways are not connected across the 
peninsula of Florida, during every peace- 
ful year of our existence a commerce 
$25,000,000 in value is carried on those 
waterways. That is not a pipe dream. 
That is a great asset and reality in the 
commerce and economy of the United 
States. 

Mr. President, this Intracoastal Water- 
way from Trenton, N. J., to the east coast 
of Florida is 1,043 miles long. The Intra- 
coastal Waterway along the Gulf coast is 
over 900 miles long. Therefore, we have 
existing protected intracoastal water- 
ways upon the Atlantic seaboard and the 
Gulf coast nearly 2,000 miles long. Not 
only that, Mr. President, but they are a 
natural adjunct to each other. The Gulf 
coast is the area of great reservoirs of 
raw materials—sulfur, pulpwood, cotton, 
minerals of a certain character, and pe- 
troleum products particularly, for it was 
testified before the Senate Committee on 
Commerce that within 200 miles of the 
Gulf of Mexico 90 percent of the petro- 
leum products consumed upon the At- 
lantic seaboard are to be found. 

So, Mr. President, there are the great 
oil reserves of the United States, now 
in exploitation and operation. Between 
there, away down in the Gulf of Mexico 
and up here on the east coast and in the 
northeast, particularly to the north of 
us, beginning with Balitmore, and extend- 
ing north thereof, is the great concen- 
tration of industry, the great concentra- 
tion of population. 

We all know that 50 percent of the 
population of the United States is east 
of the Mississippi River, and the greatest 
congregation of it is in the eastern section 
of the United States. Why have certain 
people been so diligently and vigorously 
trying to further the project we are con- 
sidering? Because when we cut that 
obstruction across the peninsula of Flor- 
ida, we provide for a continuous and na- 
tural fiow of commerce from a great 
reservoir of raw materials to a great con- 
centration of population and industry, 
because we make possible water-borne 
commerce all the way between those two 
great sections of this country. Is that a 
pipe dream? It that an extravagance? 
Is that profligacy? 

Suppose that 92-mile obstruction, that 
incomplete link of 92 miles, were on the 
Gulf of Mexico between Mobile and Pen- 
sacola, Fla. and someone rose here 
and proposed that that little incomplete 
link be traversed by an intracoastal 
waterway which would make the whole of 
it usable; would he be subject to condem- 
nation and scorn as a profligate and a 
wastrel, as one who was just a boon- 
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doggler, seeking loot from the Federal 
Treasury? Yet, when some of us have 
put our hearts into this effort, we have 
been denounced and scorned and ridi- 
culed as some sort of boondoggling en- 
trepreneurs, some kind of public Treas- 
ury brigands trying to squander what 
money we might be able to snatch from 
the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. President, I have nothing but satis- 
faction and pride that I have had a little 
part in attempting to make possible the 
connection of those two great Intra- 
coastal Waterways. There is a little ex- 
tension which is contemplated in the bill, 
from Corpus Christi, Tex., down to the 
Mexican border. That provision was in- 
serted in the bill in the House, and the 
author of it was Judge MANSFIELD, the 
chairman of the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee of the House. It is only nat- 
ural, of course, that this should be con- 
ceived of as serving the whole Guif coast 
and the Atlantic coast. 

Witnesses appeared before the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors of the 
House and the Senate Committee on 
Commerce and told of the commodities 
and the products which needed to be con- 
nected up with this Intracoastal Water- 
way in the Rio Grande Valley, a further 
reservoir of foodstuffs and other re- 
sources which the east coast particularly 
needs, They also pointed out the availa- 
bility of many other raw materials in 
Mexico, which could reach the Atlantic 
seaboard and the Gulf coast, where they 
might be required, over this waterway 
if the connecting link were provided. 

Now, therefore, what the bill provides, 
insofar as waterways are concerned, is, 
to recapitulate, the building of a link from 
the Mexican border to Corpus Christi, 
Tex., in the incomplete part of the Intra- 
coastal Waterway on the western part of 
the Gulf coast. 

The whole canal, then, from the Mexi- 
can border to Carrabelle, Fla., a distance 
of something over a thousand miles, 
would have a uniform depth of 12 feet. 
It would be protected all the way, it would 
be inaccessible to submarines, and it 
would have the capacity to bear a com- 
merce, the experts tell us, which in vol- 
ume would be the equivalent of the total 
rail haul carried annually in the United 
States of America. It would be 12 feet 
deep and 125 feet wide. 

The other part of the project is to con- 
nect the intercoastal waterway on the 
east coast and that on the west coast 
with this link across Florida, up the valley 
of the Withlaccochee River, across the 
ridge of Florida, which is not over 60 feet 
high, until it intersects the St. Johns 
River, where I am indicating it on the 
map, a number of miles in the interior 
from the east coast of Florida, 

The St. Jchns River is of course an 
already existing waterway, and it is 50 
miles from Palatka to the mouth of the 
river, the Atlantic Ocean, and the inter- 
section point of the interccastal water- 
way on the east coast of the United 
States. 

The portion of the waterway from the 
point I am indicating on the map to 
Trenton, N. J., is already 12 feet deep, so 
that does not have to be affected at all. 
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Yesterday the junior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. AIKEN] came over to me 
and said: 

If you have a pencil I should like to mark 
out what should be the eventual route fol- 
lowed to complete the intercoastal waterway 
system on the east coast from New York to 
Montreal, to contact the St. Lawrence River. 


He said: 


What I envisage is truly a national system 
of intercoastal waterways. 


And he said: 

If that link were provided from New York 
to Montreal, tapping the St. Lawrence River, 
it would save 1,300 miles of travel for water- 
borne commerce going southward, and 77 
hours of sailing time. 


I simply point that out, Mr. President, 
to show that the able Senator from Ver- 
mont was truly thinking in terms of a 
national transportation system by inter- 
coastal waterways. Of course, that is 
not contained in the pending bill. It is 
one of the things to be envisaged for the 
future. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am trying to envisage 
it. I think the route suggested there 
would go through the Green or White 
Mountains. I should like to ask the 
Senator if that is not true? 

Mr. PEPPER. I regret to say I am 
only reciting the conversation I had with 
the able Senator from Vermont, who has 
been Governor of his State, and conse- 
quently is no doubt acquainted with its 
topography. He no doubt did not in- 
tend by his roughly drawn line to desig- 
nate the route which engineers would 
establish if they were making a technical 
survey. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the route would 
go from a point in New Jersey to Mon- 
treal and pass through the Berkshires 
and the Green Mountains, and perhaps 
the White Mountains, and I suggest that 
we prepare to build locks over those 
mountains. 

Mr. PEPPER. Iam not going to argue 
with the Senator about that. I am 
merely giving him the source of my au- 
thority. ‘That matter is not before us 
for final consideration, and no doubt 
there will be ample opportunity for its 
consideration. 

Mr. LUCAS. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. There has been a great 
deal of discussion as to the amount of 
time it would take to complete the canal. 

Mr. PEPPER. Would the Senator like 
to have me address myself to that? 

Mr. LUCAS. I was wondering whether 
the 3-year period which has been dis- 
cussed here as necessary to completion 
would apply to the connection of the two 
intercoastal waterways which the Sena- 
tor is so ably discussing at the present 
time. In other words, there is a small 
link of some 80 miles, if I correctly un- 
derstand the Senator, which would con- 
nect these two waterway systems. Is that 
the link which the evidence discloses 
will take 3 years to build, or is it some 
other part of the canal? 

Mr. PEPPER. I think it is only fair 
to say that it was the testimony of Gen- 
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eral Reybold that he would not want to 
say that that link itself could be com- 
pleted in a shorter period than 3 years. 

Mr. President, I welcome the oppor- 
tunity to address myself to the time 
factor involved in the construction of 
this project. 

Mr. LUCAS. That seems to have been 
one of the most important things dis- 
cussed by those opposed to the measure, 
and I was interested in it myself. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am grateful to the 
Senator for affording me the opportunity 
of discussing it. 

Mr. President, with respect to the mat- 
ter of the time involved in the construc- 
tion of this waterway, I point out to Sen- 
ators that it is a waterway 92 miles long. 
It traverses a sandy loam soil in what 
is called the lime rock area. In other 
words, lime rock is the material forming 
the most resistant part of the whole ter- 
rain along the route of the proposed 
waterway. I had opportunity to observe 
that, as did other Senators, on a trip 
made to this region. I am not sure there 
is a Senator on the floor at the present 
time who was on that trip, except, of 
course, my colleague. The able majority 
Jeder, the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
BARKLEY], the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. McKELLAR], and others who were 
along witnessed an explosion of a charge 
of dynamite shot under this rock for the 
purposes of exhibition. This lime rock 
in the Ocala area, which, I understand, 
is the most resistant part of the whole 
route, instead’ of being an impervious 
rock, is a rock which can be easily broken 
up, as was observed by Senators who saw 
the effect of the explosion. I am sure the 
able senior Senator from Georgia knows 
something about that character of lime 
rock in his neighboring State of Florida. 

I am at liberty to quote the record in 
which appears a statement of General 
Markham. I wish to say, Mr. President, 
that, in my humble opinion, never was 
there a greater Chief of Engineers than 
Gen. E. M. Markham. He staked his rep- 
utation on the investigations and the 
report he made concerning the old ship 
canal. I quote what General Markham 
said only for the purpose of emphasis. 

He said: 

I went down there and with my own hands 
I broke up that rock. I broke it with a 
hammer. I cracked it with other tools. I 
know how resistant and how impervious that 
rock is. I know how it can be worked. 


I will say also, Mr. President, that 
another prominent man, now 2 lieu- 
tenant general in the United States Army, 
Gen. Brehon B. Somervell, was construc- 
tion engineer in charge of the $5,060,000 
worth of work done on the old ship 
canal, under authority given by Congress 
in 1935, at the recommendation of the 
President. General Somervell was there 
on the job for months in charge of actual 
physical construction. He knows that 
terrain, he knows that soil. He knows 
how impervious and resistant, and how 
malleable and pliable it is. 

My reason for referring to those two 
gentlemen is that the old ship canal, fol- 
lowing the same identical route, 13-B, re- 
quired an excavation of 900,000,000 cubic 
yards of dirt. This barge canal, high- 
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locked, above-sea-level barge canal, re- 
quires the excavation of only 80,000,000 
cubic yards, less than one-tenth of the 
cubic yardage that was required to be 
excavated for the building of the old 
Florida ship canal. 

How long did General Markham and 
the Board of Engineers tell the United 
States Congress it would take to build 
the canal? I am glad to see upon this 
floor teday an honored Member of our 
sister body, Judge Mansrretp, chairman 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
of the House of Representatives, whose 
bill this is, because he introduced it. It 
first passed his able committee, after 
many hearings, without a dissenting vote, 
without one opposing utterance, Mr. 
President, and finally by a large majority 
it was passed through the House of 
Representatives, then favorably recom- 
mended by a vote of 11 to 3 of the Senate 
Committee on Commerce. That is how 
the bill happens to come here. 

Mr. President, how long did General 
Markham say it would take to build a 
canal that required the excavation of 
900,000,000 cubic yards along that iden- 
tical route? He said it would take 6 
years. j 

Mr. LUCAS. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not wish to discon- 
cert the Senator in the argument he is 
making, but just for my own information 
I will ask the Senator what happens to 
the various commodities which are 
shipped through the present canal from 
Corpus Christi, Tex., to a point in Flor- 
ida. After they arrive in Florida how 
have they been distributed, through what 
method? 

Mr. PEPPER. Does the Senator refer 
to the present time? 

Mr. LUCAS. Yes. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, except as 
to a very little Gulf and Caribbean ship- 
ping and western Atlantic-borne COM- 
merce which yet ventures out on the 
water, the water commerce from the Gulf 
coast has practically ceased to exist, and 
what there is of it has been diverted to 
the railroads. It simply does not move 
on the water. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator spoke of the 
many millions of dollars worth of com- 
merce which has been transported over 
this canal. The thought occurred to me 
to what disposition has been made of 

t 

Mr. PEPPER. I referred to the 
amount that is distributed along the 
coast from one part to another. It is 
purely local commerce. It is not na- 
tional at all. For example, it is from 
St. Marks, Fla., over to Carrabelle, and 
from Carrabelle over to St. Joe, and from 
St. Joe on to Pensacola. 

Mr. LUCAS. It ts purely local com- 
merce and is not national? 

Mr. PEPPER. That is correct; no na- 
tional commerce has been possible. I 
wish to make one other point with re- 
spect to the time element, which my good 
friend the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Lucas] was good enough to emphasize 
for us. Another ship canal was recom- 
mended by the Board of Review, of which 
General Somervell, who, as I have said, 
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is now a lieutenant general in the Army 
and Chief of the Services of Supply of 
the Army, was chairman. That canal, 
which he recommended in his capacity as 
chairman of that Board of Review, would 
require the excavation of 900,000,000 
cubic yards. General Somervell said it 
could be constructed in from 5 to 6 years. 
The canal now under consideration would 
require the excavation of only 80,000,000 
cubic yards along the identical route. 
Therefore, Mr. President, I think it is 
pertinent for me to say that while one 
Chief of Engineers, General Reybold, 
the present Chief, says that the work 
will take 3 years, another Chief of Engi- 
neers, than whom none is more honor- 
able or capable, said that 900,000,000 
cubic yards could be excavated along the 
same route in 6 years. I did not hear 
General Reybold say that he had per- 
sonally been down there and broken this 
rock with a hammer and other tools, felt 
it in his hands, set off charges of dyna- 
mite, and therefore had the personal 
knowledge which General Markham ex- 
hibited and testified to in his statement. 
Neither did I hear General Reybold say— 
and, of course, I heard all his testimony— 
that he had had the experience which 
General Somervell had had in making a 
detailed personal study, obviously in a 
more leisurely way, and over a longer 
period of time than had been available 
to General Reybold. General Somervell 
had been for over a year actually on the 
ground. . 

Mr. President, further with respect to 
the question of time, the testimony of 
another witness, Judge MANSFIELD, who I 
said is now on the Senate floor, is in the 
record of the hearing. Judge MANSFIELD 
spoke of the Arundel Corporation, a great 
engineering company located in Balti- 
more. All I know of that company is by 
repute. So far as I know the company 
has a good reputation. I know it has 
done a great deal of dredging work in 
my State and in other sections of the 
United States. Judge MANSFIELD, in his 
responsible capacity as chairman of the 
House Rivers and Harbors Committee, 
told his sister committee in the Senate 
that that corporation said it would build 
this canal in a year if it were given the 
job of doing it. That is not irresponsible 
testimony, I will say, Mr. President. 
That testimony comes from the chair- 
man of the Rivers and Harbors Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives, 
whose bill this is, who was interested 
enough to come over to the Senate com- 
mittee and offer to testify. 

Mr. President, we all know that the 
Army engineers are conservative in their 
estimates. They do not wish to say that 
they will take the responsibility of com- 
pleting a project in a shorter period than 
that in which they feel certain they can 
complete it. But give them a job to do 
and we will see what progress they will 
make. Mr. President, let me read the 
testimony of General Reybold, the Chief 
of Engineers, who said the job would 
take 3 years. This is what he said in his 
ee to the Congress, whose agent 
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It is my opinion that such improvement— 


Talking about this canal— 
should be authorized by Congress now and 
that construction should be initiated at the 
earliest date on which work can be com- 
menced without interfering with construc- 
tion directly connected with the war effort. 


That is the recommendation of the 
Chief of Engineers. To whom does the 
Congress turn, Mr. President, on water- 
way matters? To the Chief of Engineers 
and to the Board of Engineers. The 
Chief of Engineers has testified on this 
matter. This is no questionable project, 
This is no illegitimate proposal. This 
comes in the orthodox way, with the rec- 
ommendations of the Army engineers to 
the Congress. That is the way Congress 
builds all river and harbor projects. 
However long it takes, however long it 
will be before it can become a reality, 
General Reybold says it ought to be au- 
thorized now and construction ought to 
be begun just as soon as the construc- 
tion can be begun by the United States 
Engineers without detriment to the war 
effort. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Florida yield to the Sen- 
ator fröm North Carolina? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to point out in 
this matter of comparison as between 
the deep-sea waterway, to which the 
Senator referred, and the present barge 
canal, that the present barge canal, ac- 
cording to the evidence before the com- 
mittee, calls not only for the excavation 
of the canal space but the construction of, 
I think it is, six locks, 

Mr. PEPPER. Five locks. 

Mr. BAILEY. Five locks. The Sena- 
tor has just said the canal will be 60 feet 
above sea level; at points it will be higher 
than that. 

Mr. PEPPER. No; the bottom of it will 
be 32 feet above sea level. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well, the bottom 
of it will be 32 feet above sea level, and 
the Senator said there was a 60-foot 
ridge to be crossed. The Senator will 
agree that there is to be the construction 
of five locks, 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes; Mr. President. 

Mr. BAILEY. That construction may 
require a good deal of time, and a good 
deal of steel, and a great deal of concrete, 
and a great deal of labor. Those are 
matters to be considered in connection 
with thinking of the matter of time, as 
well as the question of the emergency. 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes, Mr. President. I 
am glad the Senator from North Carolina 
pointed that out. But if General Rey- 
bold had been thinking in terms of the 
locks taking the time he would have said 
so. He did not place the emphasis on the 
locks. The locks do not have to wait 
upon all the excavation. The place 
where the locks are to be can be excavated 
first, and they can be building the locks 
while they are excavating the remainder 
of the space, of course. If the general 
were here today I know he would not 
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leave any doubt in the minds of the 
Senators on that question. 

No; it was not that question, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I cannot put my finger upon the 
words of the general at the present time 
in the course of my remarks, but he said 
“That is a lot of dirt to excavate.” He 
Placed his emphasis, of course, upon ex- 
cavation. So, Mr. President, the time it 
will take to build this canal, like the 
time it takes to do anything else, will 
depend upon the men and the material, 
and the vigor with which it is prosecuted. 
That is, of course, necessary. Senators 
would not tell me that if the President or 
the Congress were to give an effective 
instruction to the Chief of Engineers to 
build this waterway, it would take 3 years 
to build it. I am not asking the general 
to make a solemn commitment to the 
Congress and stake his professional repu- 
tation upon it. Mr. President, it is like 
contractors bidding. I understand they 
always put in so much for contingencies. 
I imagine the general has contemplated 
the possibility of delays and shortages, 
and one thing and another. But that is 
not the question of how long it would take 
as an engineering feat to construct this 
waterway. It becomes obvious to Sena- 
tors when they see the nature of the ter- 
rain and the length of the canal, and the 
rather small dimensions, that it is not a 
task which will require an exceptionally 
long time. 

Mr. President, we cannot get it built 
sooner by starting later. When are we 
to abandon this un-American policy of 
too little and too late? What has become 
of America’s characteristic attitude that 
gets things done? Now too often all we 
hear is futility and failure. I thought 
that the world over we would hear of 
Yankee ingenuity and Yankee daring, 
and I refer to the Yankee as typifying 
American character in that sense. What 
if James J. Hill and other great pioneers 
of progress in America had sat in their 
high offices on the Atlantic seaboard and 
speculated on the basis of estimates made 
by conservative engineers, as to how long 
it would take and what a task it would 
be to build a transcontinental railway 
to the far Pacific. There was a man in 
my State who conceived a great dream 
of building a railroad not only along the 
Atlantic seaboard in Florida, but travers- 
ing those jewelled keys that terminate at 
Key West, and he created one of the 
marvels of the world in a railway that ran 
over the ocean. Mr. President, the man 
who built that road, Mr. Henry M. Flag- 
ler, was possessed of the typical and 
characteristic attitude of the successful 
American, “We will do it anyhow, 
whether it can be done or not.” 

Mr. President, American men upon the 
battle line in the other World War, and 
today, do not ask whether it can be done. 
They do it. Not failure, but low aim, is 
crime. 

As I have said, I do not know how long 
it will take, and I would be presumptuous 
if I made an estimate. But I do know 
that General Markham said he could have 
built the ship canal in 6 years, and that 
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it would take 900,000,000 cubic yards of 
excavation to do it, but we in Congress 
did not give him a chance to try. If he 
had built it in 6 years from 1935, it would 
have been a reality in 1941, when the 
7th day of December tragically arrived. 

Mr. President, the same General Mark- 
ham, as I have said before on the 
Senate floor, was passing through the 
corridor of the Senate Office Building in 
which my office is located, and saw my 
Reni on the door. He came in to pay a 
call, 

He is now the head of a private dredg- 
ing concern in the State of the able Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas], in the city 
of Chicago, but he has never lost his in- 
terest in this project to which he gave his 
name, his interest, and his reputation. 
So he came in. He did not find the 
junior Senator from Florida in his office. 
He thought enough of him to call him 
on the telephone, where he was able to 
reach him, and said: 

Senator, have you told your colleagues that 
the ship canal, if it existed today, would have 
the effect of increasing by 14 percent the 
number of tankers in the fleet of the United 
States serving the Gulf and the Atlantic 
seaboard? 


I said: 

Yes, General, I had heard those figures be- 
fore, and I am glad to have you give them 
to me yourself. 


Mr. President, that is the effect the 

building of the canal would have had. 
I know that if we start now to build it 
we will get it built even 3 years, or 2 
years, or 18 months, or 4 years, earlier 
than we will get it built if we start it 
later. 
How much longer are we going to wait 
to do what should have been done in 
Andrew Jackson’s and John Quincy 
Adams’ day? How much longer is it go- 
ing to take the Congress to act favorably 
upon a recommendation which was the 
first one ever made by the Engineering 
Corps? 

Mr. President, it is said the canal will 
not contribute to the war because the 
war will be over when it is completed. 
Where is the oracle who dares to assure 
his fellow men of that fact? Where is 
the clairvoyant voice, Mr. President, 
which has access to the omniscient mind 
which will dare to take the responsibility 
for such a statement? 

Oh, Mr. President, I wish that could be 
told to the men who will die in the next 3 
years or the next 5 years. I would to 
God that we had assurances the war 
would end in 3 years, But beeause it 
takes 3 years to build an airplane car- 
rier, would one have the temerity to tell 
his colleagues, “That will not contribute 
to the winning of the war. I do not sup- 
pose we will need any airplane carriers 
when the war is over. If the war is go- 
ing to end in 3 years, why build them?” 

Why build anything else the time of 
building of which will exceed some wise 
man’s estimate as to how long the war 
is going to last? Let ps simply quit and 
reframe our war program and say, “All 
we are going to do is fight 32 months 
and 4 days and 6 hours; that is when the 
war is going to end.” Who would make 
himself ridiculous by solemnly and seri- 
ously indulging any such assumption? 
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Can any of us know how long the war 
will last? These tragic days bring to us 
news which shakes the heart of every 
man, woman, and child. The boys of 
today may be the soldiers of tomorrow. 
At least we might risk something. If we 
build an airplane carrier, a battleship, a 
large cruiser, or a large factory with 
which to build more planes, when the 
war is over they will not do anybody any 
good. We hope that God will spare us 
from such an ordeal again; but when the 
war is over, if we had this waterway built 
would we throw it away? Would barges 
suddenly stop in transit? Would no 


others enter it? Would it be barricaded, 


and forbidden to traffic? Of course 
not. 

Would the Intracoastal Waterway, over 
a thousand miles long, cease to be a con- 
duit of commerce from one part of the 
eastern seaboard to another? Would the 
Intracoastal Waterway on the Gulf coast 
cease to be used for peaceful trade? 
Would the little link across Florida cease 
to bear upon its bosom the commerce of 
a thriving and rapidly recovering people? 
Of course not. Would a dollar be wasted, 
lost, or squandered? Would there be any 
profligacy anywhere? Of course not. It 
is a sensible, practical, technically exam- 
ined and favorably reported project. 

Someone may say, “We cannot build it 
now, even if we would, because we can- 
not obtain the necessary materials or la- 
bor. Perhaps we do not h-ve the money.” 
Mr. President, even the able Senator from 
Michigan said that after the war it 
might be a useful public project. He 
would not definitely commit himself. I 
do not suppose we shall have any more 
money after the war than we have now 
in prospect. The same able Senators 
who say that we have not the money now 
voted against the Florida ship canal be- 
cause they said we did not have the 
money then. They have opposed the 
project all the way through because we 
did not have the money. I suppose that 
argument has been made against prac- 
tically every proposal which has ever 
been suggested. 

History tells us that able Senators 
stood in this Chamber and opposed the 
Panama Canal. I could give the names 
of some who opposed that project, some 
who could not see its utility, and others 
who thought it an extravagance. Others 
thought it was something which we 
might do some day, but not then. 

Mr. President, the proceedings in the 
House of Commons in England show that 
when some men with great dreams pro- 
posed to sever the cord which bound to- 
gether the Continents of Asia and Africa 
and build the Suez Canal, the short- 
sighted, those who lacked understanding, 
and the honestly deluded and mistaken, 
opposed it. Today no voice would be 
raised in opposition to that project. 

In Germany the Kiel Canal is strangely 
similar to the waterway proposed here. 
If we turn Germany upside down—as we 
will do—we find that the Kiel Canal, in 
transiting the Danish Peninsula, is pe- 
culiarly analogous to the transiting of 
the Peninsula of Florida which is pro- 
posed by this bill. On the Rhine River 
there are more than 10,000 barges an- 
nually plying in commerce in peacetime, 
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transporting a total volume of commerce 
in excess of 60,000,000 tons. In peace- 
times the whole wheat crop of the 
Ukraine in Russia moves over the Volga 
River by barge. Have any barge canals 
which have been constructed in the past 
been closed? Have any river channels 
which we have opened up by excavation 
been refilled because it was found that 
an error had been made by Congress? 
No, Mr. President. On the contrary, 
600.000,000 tons of commerce are borne 
annually in the United States upon the 
bosoms of our inland waterways, the 
Gulf, the Atlantic, and the Pacific water- 
ways. Not only that, Mr. President, but 
nearly half of it is borne upon our rivers 
and inland canals. 

Another pertinent fact is that the 
peacetime commerce moving between the 
Gulf of Mexico and the Atlantic seaboard 
through the Straits of Florida by water- 
borne transportation is 134,000,000 tons 
ayear. Those commodities were already 
moving between those termini. What 
has happened to them? General Rey- 
bold says in his testimony: 

We all know from the daily press that our 
water-borne commerce has practically been 
driven off the Gulf and the Atlantic Ocean, 
and the only way we can recapture that com- 
merce is to put it into some other transpor- 
tation facility. 


That means either upon the already 
heavily-burdened railroad system of this 
country, which Mr. Eastman and the 
Tailroads themselves say is already bur- 
dened to capacity, or upon other facilities, 
The railroads will do well if, from our 
meager store of critical and strategic 
materials, they can replace their dete- 
riorated equipment and equipment which 
Wears out. 

If we cannot put it on the railroads we 
must put it on the trucks. That means 
gasoline, rubber, steel, and other critical 
and strategic materials. We cannot put 
it in the air without profligacy in the use 
of restricted materials. We must, there- 
fore, turn to our waterways. 

There again the lurking assassin of the 
sea is to be found; but fortunately we 
already have nearly the whole of an intra- 
coastal waterway system ready to be 
used, provided one part of it can be made 
accessible to another by the proposed 
link across the State of Florida and some 
deepening of the waterway on the west 
coast. The 9-foot depth which already 
exists from Carrabelle to Corpus Christi 
can be used in the meantime while 
construction to a depth of 12 fect is in 
progress. So all that is necessary to 
ehange those waterways from two local 
waterways to one great national trans- 
Partation system is to excavate 80,000,000 
cubic yards of earth and erect five locks, 
three at one end and two at the other, in 
order to make the junction possible. 

I shall call one more witness, a man 
who is now dead. He was formerly a 
Member of this body. He had the re- 
sponsibility of directing the railroads of 
this country during the World War. I 
refer to the late Senator William G. 
McAdoo. The proponents of the Florida 
ship canal made a picture in which ap- 
peared Senator Harrison, that great and 
good man who honored Mississippi and 
the Senate; Senator McAdoo; the able 
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Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER]; 
and two or three other Senators whose 
names I do not now recall. The allowed 
their names to be identified with the pro- 
posal to build the ship canal. I distinct- 
ly remember, because of its pertinence 
here, the testimony of Senator McAdoo 
in that picture. The burden of Senator 
McAdoo’s remarks was: 

I know from painful experience that the 
railroads cannot carry the commerce of this 
country, particularly from the Gulf Coast to 
the Atlantic Seaboard, without having an- 
cillary water-borne transportation available. 
‘They cannot do it. I have had the responsi- 
bility for their operation, and I know their 
limitations in wartime. 


Senator McAdoo’s statement is borne 
out by the events which have occurred 
since that time. 

Mr. President, I recognize that there 
has been a difference of opinion about the 
old project, particularly with respect to 
whether it would have had any adverse 
effect upon the underground water sup- 
ply of my State. My colleague [Mr. AN- 
DREWS] and I have always supported the 
Florida ship canal. So has every other 
man who has been elected to public of- 
fice in that State in a State-wide elec- 
tion, or to the National Congress. We 
have supported it, not because it was 
“boondoggling,” notwithstanding what 
others may say, but because we believed 
in it. We took a great deal of punish- 
ment from our own people because we 
would not forsake our convictions for 
political expediency simply to avoid a 
controversial issue. I have no word of 
apology to offer to anybody, now or here- 
after, for the honorable support which, 
to the best of my ability, I have given 
that project. It was recommended by 
the President of the United States, by the 
Chief of Engineers, and by various other 
public officials as far back as John Quincy 
Adams and Andrew Jackson. 

One of the things which caused a dif- 
ference of opinion was the belief, hon- 
estly entertained by some, that the canal 
would affect the water supply of Florida. 
Of course, nobody would allow that if it 
were possible to avoid it. Of course no- 
body would think of constructing a wa- 
terway or any other facility which would 
jeopardize anything so vital and essential 
to a great agricultural State as its under- 
ground water supply. 

We based our position upon the fact 
that the Chief of Engineers testified that 
he had spent half a million dollars to 
make the most thorough investigation 
which could be made, and that the in- 
vestigation showed that there was no 
possibility of an appreciable detriment to 
the water table. I am glad that the 
pending bill has eliminated even specu- 
lation or conjecture on that score. The 
proposed waterway would not be a sea- 
level canal. It would be a high-level 
barge canal, 12 feet deep, supported by 
three locks at one end and two at the 
other, which would raise the level of the 
water above the top of the water table. 
So it could not possibly adversely affect 
the underground water table. Therefore, 
the citrus industry in Florida, which 
formerly opposed the ship canal, has 
stated that it has no objection to the 
barge canal now proposed. Those who 
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were peculiarly interested in studies of 
the underground water supply have also 
said that they have no objection to the 
project. 

Someone may say, “after all, it is the 
old scheme of the camel getting his head 
under the tent. We know too well the 
ardor of these advocates to be willing to 
exempt them from any suspicion that 
this is a pretext for something more seri- 
ous than the barge canal.” 

Mr. President, this is no more like a 
ship canal than a goat is like a cow, 
merely because they both happen to give 
milk. As I have said, the ship canal 
would have required the excavation of 
900,000,000 cubic yards of earth. The 
barge canal would require the excavation 
of 80,000,000 cubic yards, less than one- 
tenth as much. The barge canal, includ- 
ing the locks, would cost $44,000,000. 
According to the estimates which have 
been made the ship canal would cost 
$197,000,000. 

The depth and dimensions of the barge 
canal are identical with the depth and 
dimensions of more than 1,800 miles of 
other parts of the same waterway. If 
this is a pretext for a ship canal, so is the 
Intracoastal Waterway from Trenton, 
N. J., to Jacksonville, or Palatka, Fla.; 
so is the intracoastal waterway from 
Corpus Christi, Tex., to Carrabelle, or 
from the Mexican border to the west 
coast of Florida. No, Mr. President, this 
is not directly or indirectly a Florida 
ship canal in any form or fashion, nor is 
it a scheme or device to build a ship 
canal. It is totally and absolutely dis- 
similar, and is related to the other 
project only in the sense that it happens 
to traverse the same route; 
course, being on the same route, it is a 
part of the earth in which any other 
project along that route would have to be 
built. 

There is no recommendation or advo- 
cacy from anyone. We from Florida 
have said we gladly and cheerfully eschew 
the other project, and approve this proj- 
ect, and, as a matter of fact, are happy 
to be rid of a matter which has taken 
a great deal of our time. 

So I can assure Members of the Senate 
that there is no danger that the Senate 
will be disturbed about the other project, 
either in committee or in the proceed- 
ings in this Chamber, according to any 
intentions which the junior Senator from 
Florida now entertains. 

Mr. President, I apologize to the Senate 
for having taken this great length of 
time. Let me say in conclusion that 
some say, “It cannot be built because ma- 
terials cannot be made available and, 
therefore, what good would it do to 
authorize it?” The able Senator from 
Michigan even said that we were trying to 
interfere with Mr. Donald Nelson’s right 
to control priorities and determine the 
allocation of critical and strategic ma- 
terials, 

Mr. President, I say that is not cor- 
rect. As to the principle which will gov- 
ern the construction of this canal, this 
statement comes from the Director of 
the Budget and, I know from the uiter- 
ance, from the President of the United 
States. This is a part of the letter from 
the Bureau of the Budget which affects 
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and deals with the canal and the water- 
way provisions of the pending bill, and I 
call it to the attention of Members of 
the Senate: 


Subject to the comment in the two pre- 
ceding paragraphs— 


In which he was talking about the 
Lucas amendment and the pipe lines— 
the legislation is not objectionable, in view of 
the fact that the demands of war are such 
that every possible form of transportation 
must be fully utilized. 


That statement comes from the Bureau 
of the Budget, Mr. President, from the 
agency which will have to control the 
supply of money for the United States 
Government, 

I quote further from the letter: 

Attention is directed, however, to the fact 
that the construction proposed to be author- 
ized by this bill will have to be given further 
consideration at the time when it is proposed 
to inaugurate the construction, in the light 
of then-existing shortages of critical mate- 
rials, machinery, tools, and equipment needed 
for the work and other demands of the war 
program for such critical materials, machin- 
ery, tools, and equipment. 


We readily agree to that. We could do 
nothing else even if we chose, and we 
have not the slightest semblance of an 
intention to disagree with that limita- 
tion. 

The Congress does not tell Mr. Nelson 
how to allocate any of the materials, nor 
does it undertake to tell the President 
how materials shall be allocated or how 
the available and necessary supply of 
labor shall be allocated; and, of course, 
an appropriation would have to be gained 
from the Senate and from the House of 
Representatives before a spade full of 
dirt could be overturned in the process of 
excavation of the proposed canal. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it becomes 
apparent that we do not propose to up- 
set any program relating to critical or 
strategic materials. Just as we are doing 
in respect to pipe lines, we say, “Here is 
our authority; here is the authorization 
of funds. If you find the pipe lines es- 
sential to the national defense, go ahead 
and build them under this authority.” 

We say with respect to the waterway 
improvements, “Here is authority from 
the Congress of the country to build this 
waterway, through your Engineer Corps, 
at such time as you may think it proper 
and wise to do so.” 

Is any Member of this body indisposed 
to trust the President with that author- 
ity, especially in view of the fact that not 
a spade-full of dirt can be turned over 
until an appropriation is made by Con- 
gress? In other words, Congress has yet 
a check upon it, as it does upon all other 
matters authorized to be constructed by 
the Army engineers. 

There is an additional check. The 
matter of supplies of critical and stra- 
tegic materials and labor must be taken 
into consideration. I hope that the 
recommendation of the Chief of En- 
gineers will be followed. He said: 

It is my opinion that such improvements— 


Referring to these waterway improve- 
ments— 


should be authorized by Congress now, 
and that construction should be initiated 
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at the earliest date on which work can be 
commenced without interfering with con- 
struction directly connected with the war 
effort. 


Therefore, Mr. President, all we are 
called upon to do is to give our authority 
for these improvements. I believe that 
when we think of the necessity of taking 
care of the petroleum shortage upon the 
Atlantic coast, of meeting the war needs, 
if they exist when the improvements are 
completed, and of contributing to the 
recovery of the economy of what perhaps 
Will be a depleted country when the happy 
day of the war’s end shall come, Con- 
gress will find itself indisposed to res- 
train its President from the possession 
of the power necessary to acccmplish 
these very valuable improvements. 

I thank the Senate. 

Mr, CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr, PEPPER. I yield to the Senator 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Irrespective of the 
present needs for the barge canal, after 
the war is over we shall have possibly 
from 8,000,000 to 10,000,000 boys coming 
back. Should not the Congress be think- 
ing about some way of taking care of 
those boys? 

However, going beyond that, long be- 
fore the able junior Senator from Flor- 
ida was here, from my seat in the Senate 
I heard the late Senator Fletcher of Flor- 
ida talk about a great canal in Florida. 
The general idea was the same. He had 
visions of what should be done. I should 
like to see that vision eventually trans- 
formed into a canal in actual existence, 
whether it is needed for the war effort or 
for the economy of the United States. I 
hope the bill will be passed. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am very grateful to 
the Senator, and I think the course of 
history will prove the correctness of his 
position. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr, President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr, PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr, AIKEN. I should like to point out 
two things, and call them to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. The first is a blue 
line which, with the consent of the junior 
Senator from Florida, I drew on the map 
yesterday. It represents an already- 
existing waterway which has a minimum 
depth of 12 feet, extending from New 
York City to the Canadian-Vermont 
border. From New York City to Albany, 
N. Y., the Hudson River has a depth of 
27 feet; and from Albany there is a 12- 
fcot channel and canal to Lake Cham- 
plain. Lake Champlain is 112 miles long. 
I believe that all the oil for northern 
Vermont and New York comes by water 
eat the present time. If the Canadian 
Government should see fit to deepen to 
12 feet an existing canal which at pres- 
ent has a depth of 6 feet, it would be 
possible by utilizing this route to take 
gasoline from the oil fields of Texas and 
Louisiana all the way to Montreal and 
Quebec by safe, inland waterways. As 
I have said, the route from New York 
City to Montreal is already in existence, 
and, except for a few miles, it is 12 feet 
in depth. 

The other thing I should like to point 
out is that day before yesterday it was 
argued upon this floor that because of 
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the break-down in the water transporta- 
tion system, and our inability to utilize 
tankers in transporting gasoline and oil 
from the oil fields to the east coast, it 
would cost the United States Government 
from $250,000,000 to $300,000,000 a year 
to pay the increased cost of transporta- 
tion of gasoline and oil alone, to say 
nothing of the added costs in the trans- 
portation of millions of tons of other 
products which move from the South- 
west to the Northeast and from the 
Northeast to the Southwest. 

It seems to me that if we could provide 
this safe way by the expenditure of 
$93,000,000, it would be absolutely foolish 
to go on paying $300,000,000 every year 
to transport the materials over our al- 
ready overburdened railroads. - 

As for the small amount of material 
which construction of the waterway 
would require, I cannot be convinced 
that, with the terrific burden put upon 
our railroads, they are not going to re- 
quire strategic materials for replace- 
ments and new equipment at least equal 
in amount to the amount of such mate- 
rials which would be required to con- 
struct the proposed waterway, to com- 
plete the route which would extend from 
the Mexican border all the way to Mon- 
treal and northeastern Canada. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am very grateful to 
the Senator. I attempted to quote him a 
while ago. I am afraid I did not do a 
very*good job of it. The able senior 
Senator from North Carolina stated that 
the waterway would have to go over the 
Green Mountains. I was not in a posi- 
tion to tell him the actual situation; and 
I am giad the Senator from Vermont is 
here to speak for himself and to assure 
him that to construct a waterway having 
a minimum depth of 12 feet would not 
require going over the Green Mountains, 
but merely deepening by 3 feet an already 
existing waterway. 

So I am hopeful that in all other re- 
spects the able Senator from North Caro- 
lina will be found to be as incorrect in 
his estimates as he had been in respect 
to the difference between 3 feet and 
the height of the Green Mountains. 
(Laughter.] 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr, President, I should 
point out that the waterway goes be- 
tween the Green Mountains and the Ad- 
irondack Mountains, in the lowlands 
which lie between those mountain ranges. 
I should like to point out also that use 
of the waterway between New York and 
Montreal would save traveling a distance 
of 1,360 miles, as compared with travel- 
ing between New York and Montreal by 
way of the coast of Maine and the Guif 
of St. Lawrence, and that for every trip 
there would be a saving of 77 hours in 
time. 

Mr, PEPPER. Let me ask the Senator 
what is the distance from New York to 
Montreal by the connection he mentions? 

Mr. AIKEN. The distance is between 
350 and 400 miles, I should say. Of that, 
I think that not more than 35 or 50 miles 
would require deepening from 6 or 8 feet 
to 12 feet. The waterway is almost com- 
plete all the way to the St. Lawrence 
River and to Montreal. 

Mr. PEPPER. In other words, if a 
very small part of the link were deep- 
ened from 6 or 9 feet to 12 feet, it then 
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would be possible for vessels having a 
draft of 12 feet to make continuous trans- 
it from the St. Lawrence River, at Mont- 
real, all the way to the Mexican border, 
or vice versa? 

Mr. AIKEN. That is correct; and, of 
course, barges could travel from the St, 
Lawrence River to any of the ports on 
Lake Erie or Lake Ontario or northwest- 
ward to Lake Huron, Lake Michigan, 
Lake Superior, and the adjacent sections 
of the United States and Canada. As I 
pointed out, there already exists a min- 
imum depth of 12 feet from New York 
City to the Canadian border. In fact, to- 
Gay, good-sized boats are being built on 
Lake Champlain. When compieted, they 
will move by the canal to the Hudson 
River and thence to New York City. 

Mr. PEPPER. I sm very grateful to 
the Senator for the information he has 
supplied; because he shows that he is 
thinking in terms of a national trans- 
portation system. Of course, that is 
what the bill is intended to provide. 

Mr. AIKEN. That is correct. 

Mr. PEPPER. To emphes‘ze that, the 
map is drawn so as to show the rivers 
which are tributary to the existing intra- 
coastal waterways. I do not recell the 
names of all the rivers. I point to the 
whole Mississippi River system. That is 
tributary to the Gulf coast intercoastal 
waterway; I dare say that almost with- 
out exception, barges could be moved 
down any of those rivers carrying pro- 
duce destined for the east coast, and 
such barges would be able to transit the 
intercoastal waterway system to the east 
coast of Florida, and thence north to va- 
rious parts of the Eastern and Norith- 
eastern sections of the country. 

Mr. AIKEN. I might also add that 
we have not seen any submarines on the 
Hudson River or Leke Champlain as yet. 

Mr. PEPPER. That is good news; I 
am happy to have the Senator make that 
statement. Of courSe, there are these 
other tributary waterways on the Atlan- 
tic part of the intracoastal waterway. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator permit me to make a timely 
interruption? 

Mr. PEPPER. If the Senator will allcw 
me to complete this statement, I shall 
gladly yield, 

The committee has already foreseen 
the possibility that the shortage of criti- 
cal and strategic material might require 
the Army engineers to use some subs‘i- 
tute material, and one of the provisions 
of the bill, as proposed to be amended, 
reads: i 

Provided further, That the Chief of Engi- 
neers is authorized to expedite the utiliza- 
tion of the facilities herein above au*ho-- 
ized by the employment of temporary struc- 
tures and available materials, and within 
reasonable limits to vary, in his discretion, 
the above-described dimensions wherever 
advisable. 


So that if temporary locks can be built, 
which will put this.waterway in use ear- 
lier, as a technical matter, the Congress 
does all it can, it authorizes the Chicf 
of Engineers to make such substitutions 
and to use such temporary structures. 

I now yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

Mr, BAILEY. Mr. President, I wish to 
thank the Senator from Vermont for a 
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very timely suggestion, and some infor- 
mation in need of which I evidently stood. 
But I think that if he is to be believed— 
and I would not doubt him—he has made 
a real contribution to this whole subject. 
He has told us, in a few words, that an 
inland waterway from Trenton, N. J., by 
way of New York City, and through Ver- 
mont to Montreal, is a more practicable 
proposition than the inland waterway 
through Florida. He says it is only 
3 or 4 feet above sea level; the Florida 
route is 60 feet. The suggested water- 
way would go right into a great city in 
Canada—and we are now in very happy 
relations with that country—and I take 
it it would connect with the Great Lakes 
system, and thereby we might persuade 
the Senator from Michigan to come 
around with us. 

So I suggest that it is highly appropri- 
ate for the Senator from Vermont at 
this stage to offer an amendment provid- 
ing for that canal to be built. We can 
probably build it, under the argument 
made here today, in 6 months. General 
Reybold probably would not say so, but 
someone else might, if we believe someone 
else. It might be built in 6 months or a 
year. Then we could get no end of 
things—nickel, copper, and I think some 
oil, and, oh, everything we get in the 
upper Mississippi Valley, we could get 
through the Great Lakes system. 

I implore the Senater to offer right 
now an amendment, a sort of a Siamese 
twin to the Florida measure, to build 
a canal from Trenton, N. J., to Montreal, 
in that narrow and very low valley be- 
tween the Adirondacks and the Berk- 
shires or the White Mountains. 

The Senator from Florida has not con- 
cluded, has he? 

Mr. PEPPER. I am just concluding. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the Senator 
takes his seat I wish to make a request 
of him, because I do not care to engage 
in any debate. I wish to ask him to ad- 
dress himself, with his unusual skill, to 
this matter of emergency. I realize that 
we have been convinced that General 
Reybold is wrong about not being able 
to build the canal in a year or 6 months; 
so let us pass that by. There is other 
testimony, however, which is of very 
serious import to me, and I am sure the 
Senator can compass it about and bring 
it down to the same level of that canal 
from Trenton to Montreal, that is, with- 
in 3 feet of the ground. 

Mr. PEPPER. I shall at least try to 
get lower than the top of the Green 
Mountains. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the Senator 
might get a little lower than that and 
still have far to go to get his feet on the 
ground. 

However, what I am trying to say is 
that the testimony shows that we can get 
50,000 barrels of petroleum products 
across Florida every day with a $3,000,000 
pipe line. That is unquestioned, and we 
are all going to vote for that part of the 
proposal, The testimony also is that to 
get 50,000 barrels of petroleum products 
across Florida through a canal in a day 
would require 50 barges and 17 tugs. 

Agreeing with all the Senator says, 
and confining ourselves to the matter of 
the cost, and the emergency involved, 
why would it not be incomparably better, 
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in solving these problems and avoiding 
all this difficulty to which he has referred, 
to build a $3,000,000 pipe line, than to 
build a $44,000,000 canal, which would not 
carry any more gasoline or petroleum 
products than the pipe line, and would 
require, in addition to the $44,000,000, 17 
tugs and 50 barges each day? That is 
an economic feature of the matter. I 
should like to have the Senator clear my 
mind on that point. 

Mr. PEPPER. I shall be very glad to 
try to do so. 

Mr. AIKEN. Will the Senator further 
yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr, AIKEN. Mr. President, I should 
like to express my appreciation of the 
suggestion made by the Senator from 
North Carolina regarding the offering of 
an amendment which would extend this 
inland waterway by deepening the canal 
to the St. Lawrence River. However, as 
I pointed out in the beginning, a 12-foot 
channel is already in existence from New 
York City to the Canadian border, and, 
although the Senator from Vermont has 
a great deal of admiration for the Cana- 
dians, and values their friendship very 
highly, I think it would be somewhat of 
an imposition for him to offer an amend- 
ment to construct any canal through 
Canada at the present time. I hope it 
will be done, however, but that it will be 
done under Canadian authority, rather 
than by an American edict. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator may be 
right. However, we are building roads 
in Mexico, fortresses in Great Britain, 
and roads in Canada. The important 
matter of a geographical border or a 
political line is no longer a barrier to 
the activities of the United States in 
Spending money. 

Mr. PEPPER, Mr. President, 90 per- 
cent of the petroleum that serves the 
Atlantic seaboard is not found in Canada. 
Nor is the sulfur which comes from the 
sulfur reserves of Texas to be found in 
Canada. 

I shall advert to the last question 
asked me by the Senator from North 
Carolina. The Senator made a com- 
parison between the $3,000,000 pipe line, 
which is to be built by the Petroleum 
Coordinator under his existing authority, 
and the barge canal as a means of trans- 
porting petroleum products. 

Mr. BAILEY. And which can be 
built, as we all understand, in 4 months. 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes, but the report of 
Major Parten states it will be necessary 
to haul 200,000 barrels of petroleum a day 
by tanker to the Atlantic seaboard. 
Therefore the 50,000 barrels which, it is 
Said, can be transported through this 
8-inch pipe line across Florida repre- 
sent only a meager part of the whole 
need. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I dislike 
very much to interrupt the Senator, but 
he is arguing now that Major Parten 
said we would have to do that to meet 
the needs of the coming winter. The canal 
is not going to meet the needs of the 


coming winter either, so both those argu- - 


ments go down to the ground, and there 
is nothing in either of them. The pipe 
line is the only thing that will meet the 
fuel needs of the coming winter. We 
must have either that, or an arresting of 
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the power of the submarines on the At- 
lantic seaboard. If the pipe line, with 
200,000 barrels of gasoline or petroleum 
products, is needed, I will agree with the 
Senator that that is the testimony. He 
cannot say that the canal will supply 
that amount this year or next year. 

Mr. PEPPER. Of course not, nor will 
this little pipe line across Florida supply 
it. Something else must be done besides 
constructing an 8-inch pipe line across 
Florida. 

Let me correct for the record one state- 
ment made by the able Senator from 
Michigan. He stated that the measure 
under discussion proposes an appropria- 
tion of $10,000,000 to do something which 
the Department of the Interior is about 
to do for $3,000,000. That statement is 
incorrect. The $3,000,000 pipe line which 
is to be built across the peninsula of 
Florida by the Petroleum Coordinator is 
8 inches in diameter. This bill author- 
izes one or more pipe lines across the 
peninsula of Florida, as the President 
might deem necessary, and merely limits 
the total appropriation to $10,000,000 
for that purpose. That is all there is to 
it. So the bill does not propose doing 
anything for $10,000,000 that is already 
being done for $3,000,000. 

Suppose we build all the pipe lines that 
are contemplated, suppose they all come 
into existence; will they carry the 134,- 
000,000 tons of Gulf-Atlantic commerce 
which normally has been moving through 
the straits of Florida, in the Gulf of Mex- 


‘ico, and in the western Atlantic? Will 


they carry sulphur? Will they carry 
pulpwood? Will they carry fruit and 
food? Will they carry minerals? Of 
course not. 

In conclusion, I wish to point out that 
General Reybold said that the only way 
completely to meet the petroleum chal- 
lenge and to meet the transportation 
shortage with respect to the movement 
of nonliquid commodities, was to con- 
struct the canal. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, I should 
like to ask the Senator a question before 
he takes his seat. I know there is an 
intracoastal waterway running down 
practically the whole length of the At- 
lantic seaboard so that yachts and simi- 
lar vessels can keep in inland waters, but 
I was not aware that there was such an 
intracoastal waterway across the whole 
southern border, 

Mr. PEPPER. There is. It is 9 feet 
deep, and runs from Corpus Christi to 
Carrabella. 

Mr. BONE. I was at Gulfport some 
time ago, and was out on the Gulf, and 
I do not recall seeing any such waterway. 

Mr. PEPPER. It is there. 

Mr. BONE. Is that waterway similar 
to the one running down the Atlantic 
seaboard? 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes; except one is 9 
feet deep and the other 12. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, in ad- 
dressing myself to the pending bill, I 
realize that some amendments have been 
proposed, and I shall vote on them when 
called upon to do so. I now wish to dis- 
cuss the bill as it was presented in its 
original form, 

Having studied the facts in relation to 
this proposed omnibus bill, I wish to state 
briefly why I shall vote against its pas- 
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sage. The bill as presented to the Senate 
and as outlined by the distinguished 
senior Senator from Michigan does the 
following: : 

First, it authorizes $10,000,000 for a 
Pipe line across northern Florida, which 
is already under contract for immediate 
construction for less than $3,000,000. It 
would result in a sheer duplication and 
confusion of effort. 

Second, it authorizes $13,000,000 for a 
pipe line from Georgia and Mississippi, 
which the Oil Coordinator, the Office of 
Defense Transportation, and the War 
Department unreservedly condemn as 
uneconomical, unwarranted, and an in- 
defensible diversion of precious steel. 

Third, it authorizes $44,000,000 for a 
Florida barge canal which, regardless of 
any other consideration, cannot be com- 
pleted until the fall of 1945 at the earliest, 
and probably not even then, and which 
scarcely can be said, under those circum- 
stances, in the language of the title, to 
“promptly facilitate” anything. 

Fourth, it authorizes $25,000,000 for 
the enlargement of intercoastal water- 
ways from Florida all the way around to 
the Mexican border, which will also take 
a minimum of 3 years to consummate, 
and which thus also falls far short of 
“promptly facilitating” anything. The 
title, in other words, is a snare and a 
delusion. 

During my brief service in the Senate 
of the United States and my service on 
the Appropriations Committee of this 
body, we have appropriated more money 
for national defense and for war, in- 
cluding lease-lend and other appropria- 
tions, than any other Congress has ever 
appropriated in the history of our coun- 
try. It has all been done in the name 
of the defense of our country, and subse- 
quently, the conduct of the war. 

The people of America look to us to 
guard the spending of their money. They 
expect us to use discretion, and will sup- 
port us in these yvast appropriations of 
public funds provided they are for the 
defense of our country, and the intelli- 
gent conduct of the war, but, no part of 
this bill can fall within that category. 

We have often heard that the people 
do not fully realize that we are in an all- 
out war. The American people do realize 
that we are in an all-out war, but ap- 
parently, the Congress does not. There 
were many of us who believed that we 
should not challenge the whole world 
while we were so poorly prepared. There 
were others who said that we could de- 
feat Japan in the period of a few weeks. 
Everyone underestimated our potential 
enemies from a material standpoint, and 
certainly underestimated their strategic 
ability. The result was that we were 
suddenly challenged and attacked, and 
Japan dealt us, at Pearl Harbor, the worst 
naval defeat we have ever suffered in the 
history of our country, and, subsequently, 
dealt us the worst military defeat this 
country has ever sustained, for, for the 
first time in history, the American Na- 
tion, in the Philippines, surrendered an 
army. 

We suddenly realized that we were 
short of strategic materials. We were 
short of the facilities with which to pro- 
duce these materials, and we are desper- 
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ately in need of every ounce of produc- 
tive capacity of our entire country, finan- 
cial, material and manpower, speeding 
with all our ability and utilizing our in- 
genuity to meet these enemies on the far- 
flung battle fronts of the world. But, in 
the midst of it all, we pause to build a 
barge canal across Florida, a canal that 
will take 3 years to build; that will use 
steel which we need for ships, and tanks, 
and guns, and munitions to be developed 
and delivered to the gallant sons and 
daughters of America who have been or- 
dered to the far-flung battlefields of this 
earth. Then, it will require the building 
of barges and propelling machinery which 
are so vitally needed for the transpor- 
tation of supplies on waterways already 
navigable within the confines of our coun- 
try. 

In the midst of this unprecedented 
problem for production for war, we pro- 
pose a $10,000,000 pipe line to duplicate 
one which is already under contract for 
$3,000,000 across Florida, which will meet 
our immediate need. 

Faced with this gigantic responsibility 
of producing the machines and the muni- 
tions for our own sons, and for our Allies, 
who stand with their backs to the wall, 
we propose to build an intercoastal canal 
which will cost $25,000,000, which will 
take 3 years to construct, utilizing the 
manpower and the materials which are 
so precious in this hour of war. 

While our enemies are sinking our 
ships as fast or faster than we can make 
them; when we need ships and more 
ships to carry the supplies to the hun- 
dreds of thousands of American sons 
thousands of miles from home, we pro- 
pose to spend $13,000,000 for a pipe line 
from Georgia and Mississippi which the 
Oil Coordinator, the Office of Defense 
Transportation, and the War Depart- 
ment have said is uneconomical, unwar- 
ranted, and an indefensible diversion of 
precious steel. 

When we are on the verge of register- 
ing the womanhood of America in the 
congested production centers of the 
country to demand their service in fac- 
tories; when Donald Nelson telis us that 
we need 20,000,000 American citizens in 
war work, and we have only twelve and 
a half million in war work today, we 
propose to divert this precious material 
and the manpower to these projects. 

With Russia crying for steel, with 
China crying for supplies, we propose to 
spend millions of dollars in enterprises 
which cannot be completed in time to 
meet their immediate demands for as- 
sistance from America in war. 

While our Allies are calling for a sec- 
ond front, and every man in this body 
knows that the problem of establishing 
that second front is a line of supply 
across the ocean, ships to carry muni- 
tions, material, food and medicine, guns 
and ammunition, we propose to divert 
the steel for unwarranted pipe lines and 
canals which cannot be completed with- 
in 3 years’ time. 

The distinguished Senator from Michi- 
gan said this bill was wrapped in red, 
white, and blue. That may be true as it 
is presented, but if it is adopted, and we 
do divert the steel, the material, and the 
manpower to these purposes now, it may 
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be wrapped in black crepe in the memory 
of the men we have sent thousands of 
miles from home who cry for immediate 
military supplies, 

When this bill was presented, it con- 
tained an amendment affecting the oil 
order M-68 issued by the Oil Coordinator, 
which vitally affects the oil production 
capacity of the State I represent, This 
amendment has been withdrawn. 

Three months ago, the Oil Coordinator 
in answer to my inquiry concerning this 
rigid restriction, said that they were go- 
ing to relax the rigidity of this regu- 
lation in each instance where applica- 
tion was made for relief, and where it 
was found that it worked an injustice. 

Last May, in answer to an inquiry 
which I made concerning order M-68, 
the Deputy Petroleum Coordinator Ralph 
K., Davies, replied as follows: 

The order was made necessary by the 
scarcity of materials and in no way repre- 
sents an attempt to limit production. Since 
its issuance, the shortage of steel and other 
critical materials has become eyen more pro- 
nounced and it is, therefore, even more es- 
sential that its provisions not be relaxed ex- 
cept in cases where it can be clearly shown 
that such action will result in increased pro- 
duction of needed oil sufficient to justify the 
additional amounts of materials required. 

A number of exceptions to the order have 
been requested by Illinois operators during 
recent months and, in all instances where 
adequate factual justification was supplied, 
permission has been granted by the War Pro- 
duction Board to adopt closer well spacing. 


Yesterday, the Oil Coordinator said 
that they had made exception in approx- 
imately three hundred instances. He 
also said that they are going to make a 
survey of Illinois. For that I am very 
grateful, but, a survey will bring little 
consolation to the independent operator 
in Illinois if and when he is denied pri- 
ority for strategic material to drill for 
this precious oil, knowing that we have 
diverted steel to build unwarranted pipe 
lines elsewhere, and to build canals that 
cannot be utilized within 3 years’ time. 

Many sons of America, after a gallant 
fight, surrendered at Bataan because we 
could not reach them with supplies, med- 
icine, and ammunition, So long as they 
remain in the hands of the Japanese as 
prisoners of war; so long as we have hun- 
dreds of thousands of the loyal sons and 
daughters of America scattered through- 


‘out the world thousands of miles from 


home, depending. upon the ships, and 
the ability of America to produce more 
ships to get them supplies and materials, 
certainly Congress should not even con- 
sider diverting precious material and 
manpower for anything that does not 
immediately contribute to the war effort. 

I realize that the shortage of gasoline 
along the eastern coast may bring death, 
despair, and delayed production, but 
these proposed projects will not relieve 
that situation. 

Mr. President, on April 30, I presented 
on the floor of the Senate a plea for and 
a program of utilizing the civilian-owned 
airplanes already in existence, and the 
talents of the skilled civilian pilots al- 
ready in existence, to furnish an air um- 
brella out over the east coast and to con- 
voy and protect the tankers which have 
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now either been sunk or withdrawn from 
service, 

Every person who has testified, includ- 
ing the head of the Office of Civilian 
Defense, and the military authorities, 
have said that if this plan is utilized to 
its fullest we can move tankers along our 
coastline in safety. I again plead with 
Senators who have infiuence with the 
administration to use their every in- 
fluence to bring about a speedy and full 
utilization of means for protecting the 
ships which are going down day after 
day, to protect the supply line of gasoline 
which is already available and in exist- 
ence along cur coast, to protect the 
lives of our seamen, to provide the supply 
of oil to our production lines, to save 
the ships which will carry the supplies 
to the sons of America everywhere. 

Everyone knows of the shortage of 
rubber. The record shows that the rea- 
son we are not producing is not because 
we do not know how, but because of the 
lack of steel to build the plants to produce 
the rubber. There is already, I under- 
stand, a bill lingering, lurking, ready for 
presentation, to authorize the Govern- 
ment to take private cars from the 
private citizens of America because of the 
shortage of rubber. When that bill is 
presented the people will know that the 
steel which could have been utilized to 
provide the machinery to build synthetic- 
rubber plants has been diverted to the 
Florida canal and the unwarranted pipe 
lines. 

I have supported every measure for the 
conduct of this war. My heart goes out 
to the gallant sons of this country as well 
as its daughters assigned to the distant 
battle grounds, in the sky, on the sea, and 
the shores of foreign continents. I shall 
support with everything I possess the 
building and the delivering of the sup- 
plies to those sons and daughters, but I 
shall resist any diversion of manpower or 
material needed to support them now in 
their gallant flight. 

America stands facing her greatest 
test, surrounded by foes and besieged by 
vicious enemies. By the direct devotion 
of our ingenuity, our courage, our re- 
sources, our Manpower, entirely to win- 
ning the war in this war for freedom and 
by the grace of God, we will win, and 
nothing should be undertaken which will 
impede or delay that glorious day of 
victory. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
ScuwarrTz in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois yield to the Senator 
from Oklahoma? 

Mr. BROOKS. I yield. p 

Mr. LEE. On whose authority has the 
statement been made that it will take 3 
years to build this canal? 

Mr. BROOKS. I quoted the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] and I 
yield to him to answer that question. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. If the Senator 
will yield, I shall be very happy to answer, 

Mr, LEE. The Senator from Michigan 
then will please answer: On whose au- 
thority? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. On that of Major 
General Reybold, Chief of Engineers, who 
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has the responsibility for doing the job, 
and who repeatedly, and repeatedly, and 
repeatedly said that he would not lessen 
by 1 hour his estimate of 3 years as the 
minimum, provided he could get all the 
priorities which could be given. 

Mr. LEE. I take it, then, that General 
Reybold is good authority for both the 
Senator from Michigan and the Sena- 
tor from Illinois. I also wish to read 
from General Reybold’s testimony: 

It is my opinion that such improvement 
should be authorized by Congress now, and 
that construction should be initiated at the 
earliest date. 


If General Reybold is good authority 
with respect to the one matter, why 
should he not be good authority with re- 
spect to the other? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. If the Senator 
from Okiahoma is asking me, I will say, 
because one is a decision of policy and 
the other is a decision in respect to a 
mechanical element. 

Mr. LEE. One decision fits the opinion 
of the Senator from Michigan, and the 
other does not. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. One opinion 
comes within the legitimate jurisdiction 
of the Senator from Michigan, and the 
other does not. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I was 
interested because one Senator indicated 
that his views on this matter might be 
influenced by the presence of a barge 
canal from the Hudson River up to Lake 
Champlain and the Canadian border. I 
call the attention of Senators who may 
not be familiar with that locality to the 
fact that that reason, insofar as it may be 
a reason, ought to be discounted at least 
33% percent because of the fact that that 
route is solidly frozen over 4 months in 
every year. In that particular there is a 
difference of only 1 month in its utility 
as compared with that of the St. Law- 
rence. 

So far as the question of delivering oil 
to the East is concerned, there is no one 
in the East who does not fully realize what 
the problem is and how precarious is the 
situation facing us. But by the same 
token, when we have experts in charge 
of the various departments, and when 
they have analyzed the entire situation 
and reported with reference to it, when 
we have deputed to them not only all the 
authority, but all the money they ask in 
order to carry out the assigned tasks, I 
think it becomes important that we re- 
gard their testimony. 

On page 207 of the Senate hearings we 
find the conclusion of a letter from 
Maj. J. R. Parten, Director of Transpor- 
tation in the Office of the Petroleum Coor- 
dinator. He illustrates what he is doing, 
having recapitulated all the projects un- 
der way, and points out that there will be 
@ surplus of 62,000 barrels a day over 
our estimated minimum rationed daily 
demand requirements for this calendar 
year of 1,367,000 barrels a day, which 
demand, however, is expected to increase 
next year in the prosecution of the war 
program. 

If the particular surplus thus expected 
by Mr. Parten could be increased by one 
drop by the development of a further 
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pipe line across northern Florida, it 
should be done; but in the consideration 
of the question of public policy confront- 
ing us—which after all is what should 
actuate us—it seems to me that we must 
weigh other factors than the installation 
of an additional pipe line over and beyond 
those now contemplated, authorized, and 
projected. 

Major Parten has testified amply in 
that connection; and I could not add a 
jot or tittle to the splendid argument 
made by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG] With reference to that par- 
ticular item. 

Mr. President, when in the face of the 
question of public policy involved we find 
Mr. Stimson advising our committee 
within the month that to obtain the nec- 
essary steel for another pipe line from 
the Tinsley oil field to the Atlantic coast 
would require that the steel be diverted 
directly from its use in the production of 
material and weapons needed by the 
Army and Navy of the United States, it 
seems to me that we have as complete a 
touchstone as we could possibly ask for 
our consideration of the problem. 

It interested me, Mr. President, to see 
further in this record some items as to 
which there has been no mention thus 
far by Senators. Rear Admiral J. F. 
Hottell, of the United States Coast Guard, 
appeared before the committee. He tes- 
tified concerning a trip which he made 
over an existing barge canal route across 
the State of Florida. He said: 

We made the passage across Florida with- 
out any undue trouble; none due to draft 
of water; some little due to current. We 
ran night and day and made the passage of 
the across-Florida waterway; that is, from 
Fort Myers to Cape Sewell, in about 3 hours, 
which I think demonstrates that the canal 
is usable by vessels of 6%4-foot draft. 


The vessel in which he was traveling 
was 132 feet long by 32 feet by 8 feet, and 
carried 176,000 gallons of gasoline. The 
propulsion was by means of a small tug 
with a 150-horsepower engine. The tug 
drew 6% feet of water. 

Mr, President, there is a waterway, 
there is an existing channel or canal 
through which barges can travel, and 
there is the testimony of the admiral 
concerning a barge which did travel 
through that canal within the past few 
weeks. 

Senator Graham, a State senator of 
the State of Florida, was presented by 
the senior Senator from Florida in these 
words: 


Senator Graham is a distinguished State 
senator in Florida, and he is in Washington 
as a representative of Miami and Dade 
County, Fla. 


State Senator Graham of Florida told 
the committee that he had been in Wash- 
ington on the 7th of February, particu- 
larly interested in trying to stimulate 
activity in the use of the Fort Myers- 
Stuart Canal. He discussed the matter 
with Mr, Parten, who is the Director 
of Transportation in the Office of Petro- 
leum Coordinator. He said: 


I certainly was glad to hear what Admiral 
Hottell said, because I was beginning to come 
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to the conclusion that I had been dreaming 
for a great many years. Admiral Hottell just 
came over that waterway. The barge carried 
a load of a thousand barrels more than we 
figured on in our figures. We figured on 
handling 3,000 barrels and two barges to a 
tow 


I contended when I first came up here that 
you could handle across that waterway from 
200,000 to 300,000 barrels of oil a day. Ac- 
cording to the figures of Admiral Hottell, they 
can run through those locks, which are the 
limiting factor, three tows per hour, which 
would mean at the rate of 6,000 berrels to a 
tow, or 216,000 barrels a day; or, on the basis 
of 8,000 barrels to a tow, 288,000 barrels of 
oil a day. 


State Senator Graham illustrated his 
discussion with pictures which he had 
taken of the uses to which this particu- 
lar canal was put. He met the argument 
which had been offered by some critics 
with reference to the construction of ad- 
ditional barges for use on existing water- 
ways by the claim, appearing on page 
119 of the Senate hearings, that it would 
not require 8 tons of steel to make a 
wooden barge which could carry 3,000 
barrels of oil. He pointed out that an 
80-horsepower towboat could handle 
such a tow through the canal. He 
further stated: 


I make this statement without any fear of 
contradiction: That there is no shortage 
of transportation as far as getting oil to the 
east coast is concerned, if they want to do 
it. The most natural route has never even 
been mentioned. That is moving oil from 
Tampa to Sanford, You can start hauling 
oil tomorrow; you do not need to wait. I 
can name 50 steel barges that are being taken 
from the Warrior River, which is right near 
to the Mississippi River, and they can be 
put into service. You could shuttle across 
from Tampa to Sanford. You could shuttle 
across from Port St. Joe to Panama City. 
Every one of them have got terminal facili- 
ties to unload those shuttle cars just outside 
of Jacksonville and put the cargo into barges 
and start them up the inland waterway. It 
could be done tomorrow. You do not have 
to wait. 

You cannot tell me anyone is making a 
survey. Up until the time Admiral Hottell 
rode that barge they said it could not be 
done. I was told that they had only 3% feet 
of water. I used pretty strong language and 
told him that we had paid for that 20 years 
ago. 

There is no reason in the world why you 
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reason in the world why you cannot put 
500,000 barrels a day there, assuming you 
have got the barges that you can put it in, 

I have a list cf a hundred barges that I 
happen to know about. The Governor of the 
State of Florida sent a list to Mr. Ickes show- 
ing 521 barges and, I believe, 350 tows. 


The list of barges and the names and 
descriptions appear in the hearings com- 
mencing at page 122 and continuing for 
several pages. The important and inter- 
esting comment of Mr. Graham is that 
oil can be delivered to the east coast “if 
they want to do it.” 

A few minutes ago the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE] introduced for in- 
clusion in the Recorp an article which 
was written by the Vice President and 
published in the New York Times sup- 
plement for last Sunday. If that hap- 
pens to be the article which deals with 
rubber, I am wondering if those who will 
read the article will read the imputation, 
exactly in line with what State Senator 
Graham says, that we can get rubber “if 
they want to do it.” The Vice President 
points out in that article that if we were 
now to create synthetic-rubber-produc- 
ing plants in this country which would 
meet the needs of the American people, 
it would be a terrible thing in the post- 
war economy, because then we should 
not be trading with the Dutch East In- 
dies and other places which produce rub- 
ber; and that because we would thus de- 
prive those people of the opportunity of 
making a living by selling rubber, and 
destroy their economy, it is imperative 
that we keep the situation in mind, I 
ask specifically that the article of the 
Vice President be read with that thought 
in mind. 

Mr. President, a great many things 
can be done in this country “if they want 
to do it,” to borrow Mr. Graham’s term 
again. I do not suppose a day goes by 
that I do not receive letters from persons 
who say, “Why don’t you Republicans 
do this. or that? Why don’t you stop 
legislation such as the Florida barge 
canal, the Florida ship canal, and things 
of that sort?” 

Mr. President, if one will only take the 
time to consider the situation in which 
the minority finds itself in this body and 
in the Congress as a whole, it is almost 
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should say is, “The administration-con- 
trolled Congress ought to act.” 

In the Senate there are 65 Democrats, 
29 Republicans, 1 Independent, and 1 
Progressive. In the House there are 261 
Democrats and 165 Republicans. There 
is not a Senator who does not know that 
Republicans cannot even get a bill out 
of committee. ` There is not a Senator 
who does not know that no Republican 
can introduce or sponsor a measure of 
national import and get it to the floor 
of the Senate. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
responsibility for some of these things 
cught to be fixed, and that this is as good 
a time as any to fix it, while the spurious 
Florida barge canal proposal is before 
us. We are told, and the people in the 
East are told, that this measure will pro- 
vide oil for them this winter. 

Some time ago, in answer to the type 
of criticism and comment to which I 
have just adverted, and in answer to the 
question why Republicans are unable to 
do more, knowing what the situation is, 
I wanted the facts. I took the question 
up with the Congressional Library and 
asked to have assigned to me a couple 
of expert legislative reference librarians 
to check the Recor during the period 
I have been in the Senate. Starting 
with the Seventy-sixth Congress, through 


` two sessions, I asked to have furnished 


to me a list of bills sponsored by Repub- 
licans showing in each instance the 
number of the bill, the title, the subject 
matter, and the name of its Republican 
sponsor, whether he was a Member of 
the Senate or a Member of the House, 
Having in mind only those laws which are 
called public laws, I asked to have ex- 
cluded private claim bills which dealt 
with claims arising out of the fact that 
somebody may have been struck by a 
W. P. A. truck or something of that kind, 
That was done. I have the information 
before me with respect to the so-called 
public laws. I ask unanimous consent 
that the statements for the Seventy- 
sixth and Seventy-seventh Congresses be 
incorporated in full in the body of the 
Recorp at this point as a part of my re- 
marks. j 

There being no objection, the state- 
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Mr. DANAHER. At this point I wish 
to call to the Senate’s attention the kind 
of legislation in which Republican Mem- 
bers of Congress have been permitted to 
succeed: House bill 2310, by Mr. ROBSION 
of Kentucky. He introduced in the House 
a bill to provide national flags for the 


burial of persons formerly in the service. 


Mr. ReEep of Illinois succeeded in stirring 
the country with House bill 2987, which 
provides for the transfusion of blood by 
certain persons. Representative Ball, of 
Connecticut, was successful in making the 
United States Coast Guard Academy Li- 
brary a public depository for Government 
publications. Mr. WELCH, of California, 
managed to get Congress to provide for 
the registry of pursers and surgeons as 
staf officers on United States vessels. 
Mr. Eaton, of New Jersey, succeeded in 
getting House bill 6836 passed, a bill to 
amend the Foreign Service Classification 
Act. I think that moves junior stenogra- 
phers from class 7 XY to class 6 AB, or 
something of that sort. [Laughter.] Mr. 
Luce, of Massachusetts, succeeded in get- 
ting title 35 of the United States Code 
amended in several particulars. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lope] got the Copyright Act of 1909 
amended by Senate bill 547. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I looked that up at one time. At 
the moment I have forgotten the exact 
language of the amendment; but where 
the act read “On and after February 1, 
1910,” the amendment struck out those 
words. [Laughter.] 

The junior Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. Barzour] successfully sponsored a 
bill to amend the Espionage Act of June 
15, 1917. It is my recollection that that 
particular bill increased the penalties for 
espionage, and a very vital and necessary 
measure that was. 

The junior Senator from New Jersey 
also was sponsor of a bill which divested 
prize-fight films of their character as 
subjects of interstate or foreign com- 
merce; and that was a particularly happy 
result, in that it gave us a chance to go 
to the Trans Lux Theatre to see motion 
Pictures of Joe Louis and various other 
persons who engage in prize fights, when 
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otherwise it would have been illegal for 
us to see them. 

The senior Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. VANDENBERG] sponsored Senate bill 
2505, a bill changing the date of subse- 
quent apportionments of Representatives 
in Congress, I think all Senators will 
recall that that particular apportion- 
ment affected the State of Michigan and, 
as I recall, also the State of Arkansas, 
but it necessarily was general law just 
the same. 

I believe that throughout the Seventy- 
sixth Congress, Republican Members of 
Congress sponsored 13 measures which 
became general or public law, 

In the Seventy-seventh Congress the 
activities of Republican members were a 
little more frequent, in the sense that 
more successful results were achieved. 
However, Mr. President, they were more 
varied because they covered a wider 
range of subjects. For example, Repre- 
sentative CLASON of Massachusetts was 
successful in having the Congress pass a 
bill providing for the protection of the 
baldheaded eagle. That is a matter of 
national import, and at this particular 
time it is of very real value, I am sure. 

Is the junior Senator from Maine [Mr, 
Brewster] in the Chamber at iue mo- 
ment? Undoubtedly he is detained on 
important public business; in fact I 
think he has gone on an inspection trip 
to the west coast. Let me say, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that I know the country just rang 
with cheers from hollow to crest when 
it learned of the successful action of the 
Senator from Maine when the Republi- 
cans, through the Congress, succeeded in 
removing the statue of John Marshall to 
a site near the courthouse. [Laughter.] 

We authorized the President to pro- 
Claim a Citizenship Day. We provided 
for the relief of certain taxpaying 
Indians. We authorized the President 
to appoint a United States district judge 
for the northern district of Ohio; but 
the President got the appointment! 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. President, we granted Finland an 
option to postpone debt payments, an 
option which Finland never sought and 


has neyer exercised. Mr. Vorys, @ 
Representative from Ohio, successfully 
sponsored House bill 4305, authorizing 
the attendance of the Marine Band at 
the Columbus, Ohio, D. A. R. Convention, 
while the senior Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Davis] was granted his crown- 
ing glory in the Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress by the passage of a bill creating the 
Muhlenberg Bicentennial Commission! 
(Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I could take up these 
items one at a time and illustrate what 
has happened. It seems to me that the 
responsibility for this kind of legislation 
should be fixed. Folks outside, ask, 
“Why did the Congress pass this?” or 
“Why didn’t you kill that? Why didn’t 
you oppose it?” At the very least, Mr. 
President, I can qualify under the last 
question and can point out that, however 
futile the opposition may sometimes be, 
beaten down as they are time in and 
time out, irrespective of the merits of 
the matter, at least we have tried to call 
attention to how the record was being 
made. Every Member of the Senate 
realizes that this Government is in the 
tenth year of the administration of Mr. 
Roosevelt. The people wanted it that 
way, The people voted that way in 1940; 
but that also means that he named the 
executive heads of every department, 
who in turn named every single policy 
maker, however humble he may b- or 
wherever he may be located, behind 
whatever door he may be seated, or in 
whatever extra office, hidden by his pas- 
sion for anonymity, Every administra- 
tive official, from the top down, has been 
appointed hy the President. Every 
Member of the Senate knows that we 
continually find coming before us legis- 
lation which has been worked on for 
7 or 8 months by 8, 10, or a dozen 
lawyers or accountants in the Gov- 
ernment departments. They present 
the measures tO the committees of 
Congress, and there is a high-pressure 
drive to have them passed by Congress, 
Consideration of the measures is pre- 
ceded by all sorts of public bombast in 
favor of their passage; and the next thing 
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we know the measure is being considered 
on the floor, and we are told we must 
pass it by quarter after 2 or else we 
shall be giving aid and comfort to the 
enemy. [Laughter.] 

So, Mr. President, I respectfully call 
this record to the attention of some of 
my colleagues, in the hope that in a fair 
and public appraisal of this situation in 
the days to come the responsibility may 
be clear. When we pick up the RECORD 
and read the facts offered yesterday by 
the Senator from Michigan, and check 
them against the testimony of the ex- 
perts who made the reports and who 
testified before our Senate committee, if 
the record means anything, and if we are 
expected to be governed by the record 
and the facts brought out, if in disregard 
of the facts Congress puts another pipe 
line where one is already authorized, and 
puts a barge canal where there is one 
which can be used, let the responsibility 
for it become apparent, and let the people 
understand who didit. Four million nine 
hundred and sixty thousand $25 War Sav- 
ings bonds would be required to pay for 
this project. We shall have others like 
Carole Lombard, of late and blessed 
memory, flying across the country trying 
to sell four million nine hundred and 
sixty thousand $25 bonds to pay for it. 

We are told, “Authorize it now. It 
will be useful after the war.” In the 
same breath we are told that it is neces- 
sary “to relieve the beleaguered East” of 
the oil shortage, when it is perfectly ap- 
parent that not an additional drop of 
oil will be available to the East as a 
result of the proposed project. We are 
told thai it will relieve the United States 
Naval and Military Establishments from 
loss of materials and supplies, when the 
Secretary of War himself points out that 
if the pipe line is built into the Tinsley 
rogion it will be at the expense of the 
Military and Naval Establishments which 
critically need the supplies thus required. 

Mr. President, I am about to conclude 
these remarks. It is a matter of sadness 
to me to find that the field of dialectic 
debate is so narrowed that it has reached 
the point where a proposition simply 
cannot and will not be handled in this 
body on its merits. On the contrary, 
Senators line up and drive it through. I 
am not talking about any phase of the 
situation that is not perfectly under- 
standable and is not perfectly well known 
to every Member of this body. I respect- 
fully say that if we have reached such a 
point that people say that the Congress 
is being depreciated in the public eye, 
many Members of Congress do not ap- 
prove of a good many things that this 
Congress, administration controlled from 
top to bottom, has done. 

For my part, House bill 6999, the pas- 
sage of which is proposed, is one which 
I heartily disapprove. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
have been greatly interested and some- 
what amused by the interesting and de- 
lectable remarks of the Senator from 
Connecticut. He seems to want to iñ- 
fect this question with some flavor of 
partisan politics. I very much deplore 
that he should undertake to do so. I do 
not want to make the statement that it 
is not true, but he kept repeating the 
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complaints coming up from the country 
about the Republicans and what they 
were able to do. Then he seemed to 
complain. 

I very greatly sympathize with his 
feelings about being in the minority. I 
came to Congress in the minority some 
years ago, and I suffered for many, many 
years under the whip and lash of the 
partisans of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut. I remember that in the days when 
Mr. Hoover was President we were in a 
hopeless minority; and I can understand 
how the Senator’s back gets sore. How- 
ever, we have been in the minority much 
longer, and have suffered under more 
tragic and critical circumstances than 
ever the Senator from Connecticut could 
envision. So I rather sympathize with 
the Senator. 

The Senator complains that President 
Roosevelt has been in power 10 years and 
that he has appointed all the heads of 
the executive departments. Is not that 
outrageous? Is it not terrible that the 
President of the United States, elected 
by the people, should under the Consti- 
tution be permitted to appoint his execu- 
tive heads and assistants? If he should 
not appoint them, who should appoint 
them? Mr. Willkie? Mr. Hoover? Mr. 
Somebody Else? Perhaps the chairman 
of the Republican National Committee? 
I do not think the Senator from Con- 
necticut should complain about that. 
Let me suggest to the Senator that if he 
stays here long enough and if the people 
are as fickle as they often are, probably 
Some day he will come to enjoy being in 
the majority. I have been in both the 
minority and the majority; and if he 
has any interest in his personal comfort 
and his peace of mind he had better stay 
in the minority. [Laughter.] 

Isee the Senator from Oregon is agree- 
ing with that statement. The Senator 
from Oregon has had service both in the 
minority and in the majority. 

I was very much amused at the recita- 
tion by the Senator from Connecticut of 
the number of bills which Republicans 
have succeeded in getting through Con- 
gress. He was complaining about that. 
I do not think there is any just complaint 
against the rest of us for passing a few 
little Republican bills; but I think it is 
really an indictment of his own party 
when he relates the subjects in which 
they were interested. He pointed out as 
one of the great Republican achieve- 
ments the fact that, under the sponsor- 
ship of some Republican Member of 
Congress, a bill dealing with the bald 
eagle was passed. That is a reflection 
on the thoughts and interests of the Re- 
publicans. Why do they not become in- 
terested in something besides the bald 
eagle? 

Then he complained about the Senate 
passing some other bill changing the 
classification of some stenographers, or 
something. Let the Senator’s party get 
its mind off stenographers, and get it on 
legislation. [Laughter.] Then perhaps 
we might pass some of the bills the Sena- 
tor wants passed, 

He then complained about some little 
bill which the Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Davis] had gotten through; and I 
see that the reference brought the Sena- 
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tor from Pennsylvania to the floor, It 
was a bill about some centennial, and re- 
lated to General Muhlenberg. I con- 
gratulate the Senator from Pennsylvania 
for being successful in that regard. 
General Muhlenberg was a great char- 
acter in the Revolution, and he deserves 
the eternal gratitude of the people of 
the United States. As I recall now, he 
was a Lutheran minister, who lived at 
Woodstock, Va., and we remember hav- 
ing read in all the school books about 
how he was in his pulpit, clothed in his 
priestly robes, and preaching a sermon, 
when he heard reference to the ringing 
of the Liberty Bell, whereupon he cast 
off his priestly robes and revealed him- 
self in the uniform of a colonel in the 
Continental Army. I congratulate the 
Senator. 

If the Senator from Connecticut 
would pursue such commendable pur- 
poses as have animated the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, perhaps the Senator from 
Connecticut could get through a Dill 
changing the salary of one of the Capitol 
policemen, or something of the kind. 

I do not quite sympathize with the 
reflection the Senator from Connecticut 
casts on his own party and his own asso- 
ciates. I try to vote for bills, whether 
they are sponsored by Republicans or by 
Democrats, on their merits. The Sena- 
tor says we do not consider bills here any 
longer on their merits. He is joining 
the public clamor against Congress. 
Everyone is cussing Congress, and the 
Senator is joining them. I see him 
nodding. 

Mr. DANAHER. Myr. President, that 
nod is only in anticipation of my reply to 
what the Senator was saying at that 
point. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAY- 
BANK in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Texas yield to the Senator from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I never understood, 
until just a few moments ago, why the 
Republicans nominated a Democrat for 
President in the last election, but I under- 
stand now that it was because their rec- 
ord was admittedly futile and not one on 
which they would have been willing to 
stand. Therefore they had to go outside 
and get one who was not responsible for 
their record, so they got Mr. Willkie. 
If we on the Democratic side should ever 
be in the minority I am sure we would 
not expect to be returned to office by 
picking out someone on the other side, 
we would expect to stick to our own side, 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator 
from Kentucky for the interruption, but 
I know that the Senator from Connecti- 
cut is devotedly following the leadership 
of Mr. Willkie. I think it is a grand and 
an unselfish thing for a man to rise 
above party, if not above principle, and 
go out and draft a man like Mr. Willkie; 
and I wish to congratulate the Senator 
from Connecticut. It is well known all 
over the country I am sure, and especially 
in his State, what loyal devotion the 
Senator is giving to the cause represented 
by Mr. Willkie, because he is the leader, 
he bears the sanction of his party, he is 
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its standard-bearer, and as a loyal Re- 
publican I know that the Senator is 
amenable to all proper discipline and that 
we wiil not have any complaint or any 
disagreement with the views or the 
policies of Mr. Willkie. 

Mr. President, these remarks are 
merely made in an attempt to evidence 
some of the amusement I suffered when 
the Senator was referring to these legis- 
lative bills. Of course, we have to have 
bills of little significance and little impor- 
tance. Weshculd not complain about it. 
It is an evidence of the tremendous 
power the Constitution of the United 
States gives-to the Congress of the 
United States. The people are com- 
plaining about the Congress, and their 
reason for complaining is not so much be- 
cause of the things we have done or the 
things we have not done, but when they 
are dissatisfied with any situation, Repre- 
sentatives and Senators are the only ones 
for whom the electorate votes for or 
against. To them we are the symbols of 
all this vast Federal establishment. Out 
of all the hundreds of thousands of Fed- 
eral employees in the Army and the Navy, 
in the Postal Service, and in the Depart- 
ments here in Washington, and in all 
these far-flung organizations which have 
been set up, only 533 people are voted for 
by the people of the United States. 
There are 435 Members of the House of 
Representatives, 96 Senators, and the 
President and Vice President. The 
President and Vice President are not 
voted fer directly, but in effect they are 
voted for by the people, so the number is 
533. 

Out of all this vast establishment only 
533 officials are required to pass the direct 
scrutiny of the ballot box. The first im- 
pulse of the people of the United States, 
without stopping always to analyze and 
take apart the issues and ascertain what 
transpires in the Congress, is to write 
their Representatives or Senators and 
say, “Why don’t you do so and so? Why 
are you doing this?” It may be some act 
for which we are only indirectly respon- 
sible. It may be some act by which we 
granted some Department head too much 
authority, which he has abused. 

So, Mr. President, I do not despair be- 
cause the country cusses the Congress. 
If the peopie of the United States think 
we are wrong, it is their duty to cuss us. 
We must stand on our own feet and 
justify our own course of conduct. The 
Representative or Senator who comes to 
Washington and is either afraid or too 
weak to return home at any time and 
face an election, or face his constituents 
and give an accounting of his steward- 
ship, has little business in either branch 
of the Congress. That is fundamental. 
That is sound. That is what makes this 
Government of ours. That is the con- 
stitutional system. 

So, in the final analysis, I heartily dis- 
agree with the Senator from Connecti- 
cut. He is talking about Republicans, 
We are here trying to attend to the Na- 
tion’s business. We are in a great war. 
The enemy is not going to shoot only 
Republicans. If they were, I would have 
some little feeling on the matter. 
{Laughter.] They are- going to shoot 
everybody if they get a chance. ‘They 
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are going to except no one. We are 
going to stand here as Americans; not as 
Republicans or as Democrats, but for our 
country, and I disparage the efforts of 
the Senator from Connecticut to drag in 
partisan considerations. I have the 
highest regard and deepest affection for 
many Members on the other side of the 
Chamber. I have served with some of 
them for years, and I know they are just 
as patriotic, just as earnest, and just as 
honest as I claim to be. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] suggests that 
some of them are not as well informed. 
I would not make that as a blanket 
charge. 

Mr. President, I shall not take more 
of the time of the Senate. I know there 
is a desire to reach a vote on the pending 
bill today. The Senator from Florida, in 
his very able and comprehensive address, 
has already pointed out and stressed the 
vital features of the bill, and I merely 
desire to take a few minutes to express 
my hearty support of the measure, and its 
desirability from the standpoint of our 
present exigencies and difficulties, and 
also to take a long-range view of its util- 
ity in time of peace as an instrument of 
our economy and commerce. 

I also know that all of us, whenever 
we are against something, are able to 
find plenty of arguments against it, and 
when a man is in favor of it, if he has 
any ingenuity at all, if he has ever tried 
a lawsuit, he can find plenty of argument 
to support and maintain his point. If 
he is opposed to a suggestion and has 
any resources whatever, he can find many 
reasons in support of his position. 

I hold a watch in my hand. I am not 
a watchmaker, but I can understand how 
many people could take it apart, examine 
it, and say, “Well, now, that wheel is too 
big. You can economize by making it 
a little smaller, or by making the face out 
of some other material.” One can al- 
ways find some way to discredit anything. 

Of course, this project will cost some 
money. If something can be found that 
does not cost money, it will be of no 
value. If something can be found that 
does not cost some effort of muscle or 
blood or sweat or coin, it is not of value. 

Mr. President, I was not in favor of 
the former project of a ship canal across 
Florida, I mean by that, a sea level canal 
capable of taking ocean cargo. However, 
I am heartily in favor of the improve- 
ment and extension of the barge canal, 
the intercoastal canal system, which has 
been portrayed here on the map. 

My motives are not entirely devoid of 
some interest insofar as my State is con- 
cerned, but I hope those interests are not 
in conflict with those of the people of 
the United States. Let me find some 
Senator here who is so sublimated in his 
thoughts that he is never influenced 
at all by the interests of his own State, 
his own people, and I will find one who is 
very indifferent, or might be indifferent, 
to larger interests and larger considera- 
tions. 

I do not pretend that I can divest my- 
self of all considerations which affect my 
Commonwealth, but, Mr. President, my 
State is a part of this Union, and what 
affects the welfare of my Commonwealth 
as to transportation matters also affects 
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the welfare of every other State in this 
Nation which may have contact with it 
by reason of the improvement of its 
transportation arteries or its methods of 
communication. 

In years past a good many people did 
not pay much attention to the establish- 
ment of the intercoastal canal system. 
At present this system in its southern 
reaches on the Gulf extends from Corpus 
Christi, Tex., through a 9-foot channel 
to a point on the west side of Florida. I 
have been utterly amazed, Mr. President, 
at the growth and increase of the ton- 
nage through that 9-foot channel in 
those reaches at the present time. I have 
the data on my desk concerning the 
increase in tonnage, but I do not care 
to bore the Senate with statistics. How- 
ever, the volume of traffic has vastly in- 
creased every year by many leaps over 
what it was originally estimated, or what 
was anticipated. 

Today, and during the years before the 
war, the people of the city of Houston, a 
great port, 56 miles from the Gulf coast, 
have been able to buy steel and iron and 
other products in Pittsburgh, Wheeling, 
and other points, and bring them down 
the Mississippi River on barges, carry 
them through the intercoastal canal, and 
deliver them on the wharves in Houston, 
Tex., at a very small percentage of the 
cost of transporting them by rail. The 
reason for that is that such materials 
constitute heavy cargo, and there is in- 
volved no necessity for speed. Such sup- 
plies are ordered months in advance, and 
for slow, heavy cargo there is nothing, 
when considering the benefits to com- 
merce in its larger aspects, that is better 
than barge transportation. 

Let me suggest that in addition to 
other considerations which have been 
pointed out respecting the immediate ne- 
cessity for getting oil to the Atlantic sea- 
coast, within a short time my great State, 
as well as the State of Louisiana, the State 
of Mississippi, and other States will be 
marketing their cotton crop. If the cot- 
ton is moved at all it must go either by 
water or train to the eastern spinning 
centers, If the waterway under discus- 
sion were now in operation, with a 12-foot 
depth across Florida, the bulk of that 
cotton could move, because it is heavy 
and slow, through the intercoastal canal, 
and every bale moving through the in- 
tracoastal canal would relieve the pres- 
sure on the railroads, resulting in their 
ability to transport munitions and sup- 
plies necessary for the war at greater 
speed and with greater facility. Those 
are simply considerations which apply 
to this project, both in peace and in war. 

Mr. President, a great deal of testi- 
mony was had with respect to the time 
which would be consumed in the con- 
struction of the canal across Florida. 
In the case of the construction of the 
pipe line the time required is relatively 
short. I think the pipe line can be con- 
structed in the matter of only a month. 
Let me suggest to Senators on the east- 
ern coast that, so far as concerns getting 
oil and gasoline to the Atlantic coast for 
their immediate needs, the pipe line is 
of greater importance than the canal. 
With the 9-foot channel on the western 
reaches, and the 12-foot channel from 
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St. Johns River to Trenton, N. J., an in- 
creased volume of gasoline and oil can 
be secured for the Atlantic seaboard 
within a few months by the barge 
method. I do not mean to claim that it 
would supply all the needs of the Atlantic 
seaboard. It probably would not. But it 
would supply those needs in part, and to 
that extent it would relieve the pressure 
on other agencies which are seeking to 
meet the needs of the Atlantic seaboard. 

As Senators know, we already have a 
12-foot barge canal in the waterway 
from St. Johns River, Fla., to Trenton, 
N. J. The bill proposes the creation of 
a 12-foot barge canal across Florida, 
and then the deepening to 12 feet and 
widening of the remaining canal to 
Corpus Christi, Tex., and its extension 
from there to Brownsville on the Mexi- 
can border. 

Mr. President, that system when once 
completed would afford the United States 
a protected waterway, a waterway be- 
hind fortifications, a waterway protected 
by islands which would afford absolute 
assurance that commerce and traffic 
could proceed through it without inter- 
ruption from submarines or from enemy 
surface vessels. 

Looking forward to the time when the 
war shall have concluded, in addition to 
considering the imperative necessity of 
building the pipe line at the moment, it 
seems to me the outlay contemplated by 
the bill is entirely justified. Let me point 
out to Senators, however, that the bill is 
not an appropriation measure. It is 
simply an authorization measure. None 
of these projects can ever be undertaken, 
as I understand, until Congress specific- 
ally makes an appropriation for the par- 

` ticular project which is desired. 

It is said the construction of the canal 
will take 3 years. Of course, it will take 
some time to construct it. Do Senators 
know anything that is worth a dollar 
which does not take time to do or make? 
It takes time for us to get from our homes 
to our offices in the morning, and it takes 
time for us to come from our offices to 
the Senate Chamber when the bells ring. 
It takes time to do anything of value, but 
if it needs to be done, if it is desirable, 
the longer it takes, the more we should 
speed up the beginning of it. If the con- 
struction of the canal is going to take a 
long time, all the more reason why we 
should start now, and not wait for a 
longer period. I do not believe the con- 
struction of the canal will take 3 years. 
Naturally the Chief of Engineers would 
be cautious, and naturally he would make 
an estimate which would cover all 
exigencies, 

Mr. President, at Corpus Christi, Tex., 
the terminus of this canal, is a great naval 
air station. When it was projected, the 
testimony given before the Hepburn 
board, I believe it was, which located the 
station, was to the effect that it would 
probably require 3 years to build the sta- 
tion. The building of that station was 
undertaken, and in less than 1 year—not 
in 3 years, but in less than 1 year—that 
great station was opened up, and Secre- 
tary Knox went down in person to the 
celebration of the conclusion of that tre- 
mendous work which it was thought 
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might take 3 years. Why did it not take 
3 years? Men and engineers were put 
to work on that great project, and it rose 
almost as if by magic. I do not claim to 
be an expert with respect to such mat- 
ters and do not know how long it is 
going to take, but I say that if the project 
under consideration is a worthy and a 
meritorious one, we ought to begin it, 
and we ought to begin it at the earliest 
possible date. 

With respect to the question of gaso- 
line, a great deal has been said about the 
projected pipe line from a point in Mis- 
sissippi across the State to Savannah, 
Ga., or to Charleston, S. C. There is 
nothing in the bill which compels the 
building of that line. If the Oil Coordi- 
nator and the President’s other advisers 
think it is not necessary, it need not be 
built, because Congress will not appro- 
priate the money for it. I do not know 
its particular merits; but, Mr. President, 
objection to the construction of the canal 
does not furnish reason for objecting to 
the pipe lines. 

Mr. President, something has been said 
about priorities, and the great need for 
steel. My own information, for which 
I cannot vouch, is that for this particular 
pipe line there is available a large amount 
of second-hand pipe, though perhaps not 
of the 24-inch size. Some persons have 
proposed that two pipe lines be built, in 
other words, two lines of pipe laid side 
by side across this territory, and that this 
second-hand pipe can be used for that 
purpose. That pipe is still durable and 
serviceable. 

Mr. President, there is no question that 
the construction of that pipe line would 
for the moment very materially assist in 
getting oil and gasoline to the Atlantic 
seaboard. What are we doing about 
that? It is true that a pipe line is going 
to be built from a point in Texas to a 
point in Illinois, But that does not get 
the oil close to the Atlantic seaboard. 
It must be transshipped from Illinois by 
rail or in some other way to the Atlantic 
seaboard. The waterway would carry 
oil to a point in New Jersey, close to the 
great industrial centers of the East, to a 
point from which it would be fairly easy 
to distribute it. 

Mr. President, why did Mr. Leon Hen- 
derson recently authorize the increase 
of 244 cents a gallon in the price of 
gasoline? It was done to try to stim- 
ulate the getting of oil and gasoline 
to the Atlantic coast. What has hap- 
pened with respect to oil and gasoline? 
Why are the people of the Atlantic sea- 
board not getting it? For the very sim- 
ple reason, as we all know, that there has 
been much sinking of tankers by sub- 
marines as well as diversion of tankers. 
Heretofore the bulk of the oil and gas- 
oline from Texas and other producing 
centers in the Gulf area was brought by 
tankers, 

The exigencies of the war caused us to 
divert many of those tankers to the Brit- 
ish service, and a good many of them 
have been sunk by submarines. On that 
account we are unable to use the form 
of transportation we formerly used. 
Transportation of oil and gasoline by 
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pipe lines is the cheapest known method 
of transportation. 

Let me cite a few statistics with respect 
to what has happened. Oil must now go 
to the eastern seaboard by rail. The rail 
freight rate on fuel oil from Houston, 
Tex., to New York is $1.647 per barrel, 
while the price of the oil at Houston is 85 
cents. It costs only 85 cents at Houston, 
and yet to transport it by rail to New 
York costs $1.64. The transportation 
cost is almost twice as much as the cost 
of the oil at point of origin. That makes 
the cost in New York $2.49 per barrel. It 
is perfectly apparent that with that tre- 
mendous additional cost by reason of rail 
transportation, either the consumer will 
have to pay a very much higher price or 
the producer will not produce, or cannot 
produce, if he must do so at an absolute 
loss. I do not know whether it can be 
verified or not, but statements have been 
made to me that up to recently the oil 
men who were bringing oil to the Atlantic 
coast were doing so at an absolute loss. 
They cannot do that. The country does 
not expect them to do that. 

Mr. President, we in the oil-producing 
areas do not want to profiteer on the 
people of the Atlantic coast. We want 
them to get the oil and gasoline, because 
it is to our mutual profit that they do so. 
We want to sell it, and they need it, and 
we want to get it to them at the cheapest 
possible figure. But when we offer them 
what we think will help the situation to 
some extent, we receive romplaints, as 
well as opposition, which I hope is not of 
a sectional sort, but which at times rather 
makes us think there is some sectional- 
ism connected with it. I hope that is not 
true. There should be no sectionalism 
with respect to any proposition if it has 
merit. There should be no sectionalism 
inthe Senate, Ireally believe that in the 
Senate there is very little of that narrow 
partisan conception of public duty. As I 
have already said, I have many friends 
upon the Republican side, who I know 
are just as good patriots as anyone on 
this side, who are able men, who are fine, 
splendid men. I want to retain their 
good will and their consideration, because 
I know they are thoroughly patriotic. I 
mean no reflection upon the Senator 
from Connecticut. I think he also has 
those fine attributes. I think, however, 
he simply had a bad dream last night and 
received a letter about Willkie and an- 
other one from a constitutent cussing 
about gasoline, and he simply had to re- 
lieve himself of his feelings. I mean 
to cast no reflection upon him. I do not 
mean to insinuate that he is looking at 
these matters from a partisan point of 
view whatever. I hope that on refiec- 
tion he will come around to our point of 
view. : 

Mr. President, the Gulf Coast Refiner- 
ies Association contend that the losses 
due to increased railroad freight charges 
now amount to abount $20,000,000 a 
month, or at the rate of $240,000,000 a 
year, and that some gasoline consumers 
will have to assume that burden under 
the present system if they are to get the 
oil and get the gasoline. Of course, if 
they do not get it, none of us will be 
hurt, except the man in my State who has 


6302 


the gasoline and who wants to sell it. 
According to my information the storage 
space in the oil areas is already taxed 
to its limit. We have undertaken to save 
and conserve the oil against the time 
when it may be needed. 

Mr, President, there are other heavy 
commodities moving in those areas, such 
as sulfur and cotton, and a great deal 
of steel comes down from the north to 
our areas. Those heavy commodities will 
be served not only for today, but for all 
time in a protected, I might say a land- 
locked, waterway, the cheapest known 
system of transportation which the bill 
will make possible. 

As I said a moment ago, the bill does 
not provide an appropriation for these 
several projects; the bill simply provides 
authorization for them. If it is passed, 
and if we see the absolute necessity for 
beginning one of the projects at once, we 
would not have to delay until we got an 
authorization bill through Congress and 
then an appropriation. The Chief of En- 
gineers has already recommended in a 
final report the deepening of this water- 
way from a point in Alabama, or in Flori- 
da, I forget which, on down to its present 
terminus at Corpus Christi. It is now 
9 feet deep, and the Chief of Engineers 
has recommended that it be deepened 
to 12 feet, with a 125-foot bottom width. 

The project has the sanction of the best 
engineering thought in the world. In 
making such recommendations the Chief 
of Engineers takes into consideration all 
factors, and not merely whether the 
thing can be done as a mechanical proc- 
ess. He considers whether or not the 
estimated traffic would justify the ex- 
penditure of the funds. After making 
such studies the Chief of Engineers has 
made the recommendation that the 
depth be extended. I did not hear the 
testimony of General Reyboid, but I un- 
derstand that in effect he approves and 
recommends the entire bill. 


The House of Representatives has 
passed this measure, and it comes to the 
Senate with the recommendation of the 
Senate Committee on Commerce, whose 
function it is to pass on such things. The 
Senate has placed upon the Commerce 
Committee the obligation of investigating 
proposed legislation which comes before 
it and recommending to the Senate the 
course which we should pursue. The 
project has the sanction of passage by 
the House, recommendation by the Chief 
of Engineers, approval by the Petroleum 
Coordinator, and the Secretary of War, 
and recommendation by the committee 
handling the matter. 

I wish to quote a letter dated June 1 
from the Secretary of War to Mr. Ickes, 
Petroleum Coordinator, from which it 
appears that in response to Mr. Ickes’ re- 
quest the Secretary of War is undertak- 
ing to initiate congressional authoriza- 
tion for the enlargement of the Intra- 
coastal Waterway from Corpus Christi, 
Tex., to St. Marks River, Fla. I read: 

War DEP. . 
Washington, June 1, 1942. 
Hon. Harotp L. Ickes, 
Petroleum Coordinator for War, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Ickes: Receipt is acknowledged 
of letter of May 6, 1942, from the Acting Co- 
ordinator recommending the enlargement of 
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the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, Corpus Mr, President, I know that the Senate 


Christi, Tex., to St. Marks River, Fla., to 
facilitate the shipment of petroleum prod- 
ucts in connection with the war program. 


“In connection with the war program.” 
Whoisspeaking? The Secretary of War. 
‘This is not the W. P. A. Administrator, or 
the head of the Civil Service Commission. 
The Secretary of War is speaking with 
regard to the war program. What does 
he say: 

I am pleased to state that in view of the 
above-mentioned endorsement, the Depart- 
ment has initiated a recommendation for 
congressional authorization of the project. 
I may assure you that the project will be 
undertaken promptly upon authorization and 


the subsequent appropriation of necessary 
funds therefor. 


Sincerely yours, 
Henry L. STIMSON, 
Secretary of War. 


That is the language of Mr. Stimson, 
a man from the Senator's own party. 
I wish to say for Mr. Stimson that while 
he belongs to the Republican Party, I 
regard him as a great patriot and a man 
of outstanding ability. I wish to ex- 
press my great admiration for his will- 
ingness to lay aside the lucrative rewards 
of a tremendous law practice to come to 
Washington in this period of crisis and 
go through the toil, tribulation, and an- 
noyances of his high office in order to 
contribute all he can to the prosecution 
of the war effort we are making. We 
have his sanction and approval of the 
deepening of the canal, as provided for 
in the bill. 

I thought I had before me a letter 
from another eminent former Republi- 
can, Secretary of the Interior Ickes, to 
the Secretary of War. However, I find 
that I do not have it. 

Mr, DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Does the Senator 
have a letter from Secretary Ickes? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I though I had it, 
but I find that I do not have it in the 
file. 

Mr. DANAHER. Is it not a fact that 
Secretary Ickes is opposed to the proj- 
ect? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Not that I know of. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY, I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. Let me say that Major 
Parten, representing Mr. Ickes before the 
Committee on Commerce, stated that if 
we had the project it would be a good 
thing, and that he had no objection to it 
at all. Mr. Ickes told me personally that 
he had no objection to this waterway. 
Secretary Ickes was opposed to the ship 
canal, but he is not opposed to the barge 
canal, and so stated. He is opposed to 
the ship canal because of the danger of 
damage to the underground water, but 
he is not opposed to the barge canal. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator 
from Florida for answering the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

I have read a letter from the Secretary 
of War indicating his unqualified ap- 
proval of the deepening of the channel 
from the west coast of Florida to Corpus 
Christi, Tex., to 12 feet, with a bottom 
width of 125 feet, 


is anxious to vote on this measure today. 
In conclusion let me say that I hope we 
shall ali approach the question from a 
broad point of view, looking not to to- 
morrow, day after tomorrow, or next Sat- 
urday, but to the future. We should take 
the long view and appraise the proposals 
in the bill as they would affect not only 
our present welfare, and the speeding up 
of deliveries of gasoline and oil to the 
Atlantic seaboard, but as they will affect 
both our peace and wartime economy 
in all the years to come. If today we had 
the canal completed from Brownsville, 
Tex., to Trenton, N. J., to a depth of 12 
feet, we could send our barges and shal- 
low boats, laden with all kinds of prod- 
ucts, war or otherwise, and defy all the 
navies and submarines in the world. The 
channel would be safe and protected, and 
we could carry on commerce and inter- 
change of products among various Sec- 
tions of our country to their mutual ad- 
vantage and profit. 

I hope the Senate will pass this author- 
ization, and leave it to Congress to make 
such appropriations as may be necessary 
for particular projects. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, I 
shall make my remarks as brief as pos- 
sible. We wish to vote on the bill this 
afternoon. Also, I shall try to speak to 
the point of the matter in issue. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Ihope that is nore- 
flection on me. 

Mr. ANDREWS. It is no reflection on 
the Senator from Texas, even though he 
did engage in a colloquy with the able 
junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr, 
DANAHER] on political matters. 

More than 100 years ago the first leg- . 
islative attempt was made in Congress to 
construct a canal across the northern 
portion of the peninsula of Florida. The 
first such measure was approved in 1825, 
and several such measures have been 
enacted since that time. 

In 1927, in the administration of Pres- 
ident Coolidge, an authorization was 
given to make a survey. In 1930 and 
1931, under President Hoover’s admin- 
istration, there was an authorization of 
$560,000 for the purpose of making a 
complete survey across Florida to deter- 
mine the feasibility of such a plan, its 
advisability, the place where the canal 
should go, and whether it should be a 
barge canal, a sea-level canal, or a lock 
canal. That investigation was made 
over a period of years by officials of the 
Government who were specially trained 
and qualified for such work. 

In connection with duties of this kind, 
which require special knowledge and offi- 
cial responsibility, my policy has been to 
follow the constituted authorities when 
their conclusions are based upon facts, 
actual experience, and observations. 
Many private individuals are willing to 
express their views upon almost any im- 
portant question. Having no official 
status, and therefore no responsibility, 


they cannot be held accountable for their 
utterances. 


We are in a different position. We 
must act officially on our best judgment. 
Many books and pamphiets have been 
written about the cross-State canal. 
Many such writings are by persons who 
make no claim to special knowledge or 
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personal investigation, but who have 
merely read about it in some newspaper 
or periodical, Those who have investi- 
gated personally and have gone into it 
thoroughly because they are charged with 
official responsibility have submitted 
their findings, which are in the reports 
of both the Senate committee and the 
House committee. They have practi- 
cally always been favorable to this pro- 
posal, 

The cross-State canal is not a Florida 
project. Itis an interstate barge line. It 
would benefit other States of the Union. 
If and when built, it would not be built 
solely for the benefit of the State of 
Florida. Perhaps the State of Florida 
would derive less benefit from its con- 
struction than would most of the States 
west of Florida and in the Mississippi 
Valley, and the Atlantic Coast States. 

An ample supply of petroleum would 
be of great advantage to the State of 
Florida, as well as to other States on 
the Atlantic coast, but the canal would 
be an interstate barge highway, and the 
record shows that it would benefit ap- 
proximately three-fourths of the popu- 
lation of the United States. The map 
here on the wall of the Senate will show 
that sttaement to be true. 

There can be no question that such a 
Gulf-Atlantic highway would ultimately 
have a very beneficial effect in bringing 
about more equitable freight rates for the 
South. The history of inland naviga- 
tion in the United States shows that in 
no instance have waterways adversely 
affected the railroads. For example, the 
improved water traffic on the Great 
Lakes, on the St. Lawrence River, and 
on the connecting canals which have 
been constructed has not been deleteri- 
ous to the railroads, but has helped to 
develop around the Great Lakes the 
greatest railroad systems to be found 
anywhere in the world. 

In 1933, following the authorization 
made under President Hoover’s admin- 
istration, when $500,000 was appropriated 
and used by Army engineers to deter- 
mine and pass upon this very proposal, 
a Democratic President came into power. 
In 1935 the State of Florida was re- 
quested by President Roosevelt of the 
United States to furnish a right-of-way 
1 mile wide across the State of Florida, 
for a distance of 180 miles, from the 
Gulf coast to the Atlantic coast. Up 
to that time the other States of the 
Union did not have the right to construct 
a canal across the State of Florida. Per- 
haps condemnation proceedings would 
have been required, which might have 
met with resistance from some of the 
property owners in the 1-mile strip. 
A strip of land a mile wide and 180 miles 
long is a tremendous tract of land and 
valuable in that section. 

In compliance with the President’s re- 
quest, the Legislature of Florida enacted 
a law in 1935 which provided for a bond 
issue for the purchase and transfer to 
the United States, without cost to the 
United States, the canal zone, some- 
thing like the Canal Zone at Panama. 
The bond issue covered and pledged the 
tax value of the six counties, extending 
all the way across the portion of the 
State. Approximately 90 percent of the 
votes cast by the property owners were 
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cast in favor of the bond issue, and in 
Florida only property owners may vote 
on the question of a bond issue. The 
people went to the polls and voted for the 
bond issue of $3,000,000 in good faith. 
They have already bought and turned 
over to the Federal Government the land 
for practically the entire mile-wide zone 
all the way across the State; and it seems 
to me that there is at least an obliga- 
tion on the part of the Government of 
the United States to stand by its bargain. 

The length of the canal has often been 
mentioned as 175 or 180 miles but that 
includes the navigable St. Johns. From 
the Gulf coast at the mouth of the With- 
lachoochee River, to the St. Johns is only 
80 miles. The St. Johns doés not have 
to be deepened in order to be used as 
part of the proposed barge canal. Of 
course, it would have to be deepened if 
we construct a ship canal with a depth 
of 33 feet as was the old plan. Such 
a canal would require the excavation 
of 900,000,000 cubic yards of dirt. 

The proposed lock barge canal, to be 
only 12 feet in depth, would require the 
digging of only about 80,000,000 cubic 
yards of dirt—or one-tenth the amount 
of earth removal required for a ship 
canal 33 feet in depth. Our engineers 
say it would be necessary to dredge only 
80,000,000 cubic yards of dirt for a barge 
canal 12 feet deep from the Gulf coast 
straight across Florida to the St. Johns 
River. 

Let me point out to the Senate that 
13,000,000 cubic yards have already been 
taken out. It cost the Government of the 
United States in 1936 $5,400,000 to do 
that. That much construction has been 
done and paid for and it represents 
about one-seventh of the total excava- 
tion toward the completion of the pro- 
posed barge canal; because, of course, 
the barge canal goes right through 
that already cut. If the barge canal is 
constructed, we shall not be throwing 
away $5,400,000, and we also shall be 
keeping faith with the people of six 
counties who voted a bond issue of 
$3,000,000 to buy a strip of land a mile 
wide and turn it over to the United States 
Government. It seems to me that we 
should at least be honest. 

The St. Johns River, from the point at 
which the proposed barge canal would 
intersect with it northward is anywhere 
from 1,000 or 2,000 feet to 3 or 4 or 5 miles 
wide. It is practically an inland sea. 
Towboats can travel fast on that body 
of water. Let me point out that on this 
whole route there is no current. 

The other route on the Mississippi to 
Pittsburgh, is a distance of over 2,280 
miles. That is the route about which 
both Major Parten and General Reybold 
talked a great deal. Of course, it is a 
tortuous route for 2,280 miles. It is only 
one-half or 1,140 miles by air. In cover- 
ing the same distance, towboats and 
barges could travel from Texas across 
Florida to Norfolk, and return; and in 
using the intracoastal route from Texas 
to Florida it is not necessary for barges 
to move against the current or against 
rapids. In other words, it is possible for 
barges moving along the Intracoastal 
Waterway to travel nearly twice as fast 
as barges moving up the river route to 
Pittsburgh. However, we can use both 
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ways. Let us use every way possible in 
order to get petroleum products and sul- 
fur to the Eastern States. Two million 
tons of sulfur must be moved this year 
to the east from Texas and Louisiana. 
Sulfur cannot be handled by pipe line; 
and 2,000,000 tons of sulfur must be 
moved to the places where it is needed in 
the process of making the delicate, thin 
steel plates which must be used in the 
manufacture of our airplanes, tanks, and 
guns—also navy vessels. How are we 
going to get it there? It has been mov- 
ing by the all-sea route around the south- 
ern end of Florida—the same way the oil 
tankers have traveled until recently. The 
oil tankers carried 90 percent of all the 
oil used in the east States, but now the 
oil tankers have been taken off. What 
are we to do? 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I yield. 

Mr. WILEY. During the discussion I 
heard something said about another 
canal which could be utilized. Can the 
Senator point on the map its location? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Yes; I shall be glad 
to point it out to the Senator. At the 
point which I indicate on the map there 
is a canal which was dug many years ago 
at the expense of the State of Florida. 
It was a reclamation, irrigation, and 
fiood-control project. 

Mr. WILEY. Where is it located? 

Mr. ANDREWS. It goes from Fort 
Myers, through the Caloosahatchee 
River, through Lake Okeechobee, through 
St. Lucie Canal, to Stuart, Fla., to the 
East Coast Canal. 

Mr. WILEY. If the Senator will yield 
further, let me ask whether there is in 
contemplation any intracoastal canal in 
connection with the existing canal on the 
east coast, to which the Senator has 
referred? 

Mr. ANDREWS. There would not be 
any at present from the Sf. Johns River 
to the Indian River. A canal is con- 
templated at this point. We have been 
working on it for years. It would con- 
nect the upper part of the navigable St. 
Johns River with the Indian River. We 
hope to have that canal completed some 
time soon. 

Mr. WILEY. On the west coast of 
Florida, how far is the present canal from 
the contemplated canal? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I forget the exact 
number of miles, but it is something 
more than 300 miles from Carrabelle to 
Fort Myers. 

Mr. WILEY. That answers the ques- 
tion. Let me further ask the Senator 
whether on the west coast of Florida 
there is any intracoastal canal between 
those two points? 

Mr. ANDREWS. There is no intra- 
coastal canal between those two points 
except for short distances at various in- 
tervals, but the recent rivers and harbors 
bill authorized one for about half the dis- 
tance on the southern section of the 
west coast. . 

Mr. WILEY. Ithank the Senator. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Experiments are now 
being undertaken in connection with the 
matter of bringing barges between the 
points which I now indicate on the map, 
and then through Lake Okeechobee to 
the east coast canal, which is a project 
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calling for a depth of 8 feet. It is not 
that deep now, but we hope it will be 
soon, From that canal the barges would 
be brought through to the point which I 
now indicate on the map. The engineer 
before the committee said that five and 
a half or six days longer would be re- 
quired for transit by the lower route 
than the upper proposed route because 
of the fact that the water there is shal- 
low, and the distance is greater—nearly 
600 miles longer route. The use of such 
a route would require deepening the 
canal from 7 feet to about 10 or 12 feet 
in order to make it deep enough to cor- 
respond to the depth of other portions 
of the waterway from Jacksonville north. 
However, why not use it now, if the risk 
is not too great in having the traffic come 
outside all the way down the Gulf coast, 
and then go through at the point 1 now 
indicate? Of course, the necessity for 
that much travel outside and exposed is 
one of the troubles we face. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield to me, let me ask 
whether Lake Okeechobee is a fresh- 
water lake? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Lake Okeechobee is 
a fresh-water lake. It is very shallow, 
and the canal had to be dug practically 
all the way across it. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the depth of 
Lake Okeechobee? 

Mr. ANDREWS, I cannot say. The 
depth varies but is usually shallow. It is 
the second largest fresh-water lake in the 
United States. Only Lake Michigan 
ranks ahead of it in size. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I yield. 

Mr. WILEY. Perhaps I am interfer- 
ing with the sequence of the Senator’s 
remarks, but I am interested in one par- 
ticular argument which was made on the 
fioor by some other Senator. It was to 
the effect that passage of the pending 
bill would mean that strategic materials 
would be taken away from production in 
other centers—materials which should 
be utilized, for instance, in the war effort. 
What does the Senator have to say about 
that matter, and can he tell us how much 
strategic material would be required to 
build the canal? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Cement would be 
required to build the locks. 

One of the largest cement plants of 
which I know is located at the point I 
now indicate on the map near the canal 
in Florida. The owners of that plant 
would like to furnish a great deal more 
of their product than they now are sell- 
ing. That factory is close to the loca- 
tion of the proposed construction. 

Of course, another strategic material 
which would be required would be what- 
ever steel would be needed to reinforce 
pei brace the locks as they are built. 

Mr. WILEY. What about barges and 
tow boats? Are they now available? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I could talk about 
that situation for 2 hours. Some- 
thing has already been said about it. In 
southern Florida we have thousands of 
yachts with Diesel engines. The Gov- 
ernment can commandeer them tomor- 
row. All that would be necessary would 
be to transfer the engines into wooden 
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tugs which could be turned out very 
quickly. In other words, there need be 
no argument about having enough tow- 
boats, If authority is granted for the 
construction, we can barge the oil and 
can bring 5,000,000 bales of cotton and 
2,000,000 tons of sulfur along the route 
to which I point on the map, with one 
barge almost immediately behind an- 
other, 

Mr. WILEY. Are the same boats 
utilizing the lower canal? 

Mr. ANDREWS. They are not utiliz- 
ing it to any great extent. Two experi- 
mental transits recently were very suc- 
cessful. I did all I could to urge the use 
of the lower canal; because every time 


a shipment is made by the inside route," 


thus avoiding the route around the 
southern end of Fiorida, we avoid the 
danger of loss of many lives, ships, and 
cargoes. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I yield. 

Mr. WILEY. The thing in which I 
am interested, which probably will deter- 
mine my vote in the matter, is the ques- 
tion of use of strategic materials. If 
the necessary barges and towboats are 
available—and that matter has not been 
discussed very clearly, it seems to me— 
the next question which arises, in view 
of some of the evidence produced on the 
floor of the Senate, is how much strategic 
material will be diverted from use in the 
building of necessary ships, guns, planes, 
and so forth, if the canal is constructed? 

The next relevant question is this: If 
we authorize construction of the water- 
way, and provide the money, has the 
War Production Board the authority 
temporarily to stop other necessary con- 
struction; or would the bill, when en- 
acted, be a mandate from Congress for 
the utilization of strategic material, ir- 
respective of a primary need for it some- 
where else? Does the Senator see the 
point? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I see the point, and 
I think it is very well taken. 

Construction of the part of the pro- 
posed waterway would not require very 
much strategic material. I do not think 
it would require the building of an addi- 
tional dredge or an additional dragline, 
because so many of them are idle. As 
the Senator knows, most of the river 
projects have been suspended, and there- 
fore not much dredging is being done at 
the present time except at places where 
ships are being built and where it is nec- 
essary to deepen the channels for that 
local purpose. Many dredges and drag- 
lines are lying idle in Florida. 

In talking about strategic materials, I 
desire to say that the 1-A priority rating, 
which should now be eminent in this 
couniry—and I challenge anyone to dis- 
pute what I say—is not steel, gold, or sil- 
ver, but fuel oil, gasoline, and more petro- 
leum. An airplane is not worth a copper 
unless we have gas and oil with which 
to operate it; nor is a steam engine, tank, 
or naval craft. An engine, after it is 
built, cannot be run without fuel. There 
is nothing more important than fuel. 
We can afford to stop building battleships 
and stop building airplanes in order to 
get fuel, which is the lifeblood of our 
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whole war effort. When the lifeblood is 
cut off, it is equivalent to cutting the jug- 
ular vein of our mechanical effort. 
ot comes ahead of fuel. 

. WILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Plt yield? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I yield. 

Mr. WILEY. I believe I can agree 
with that conclusion 100 percent, but I 
think it has been demonstrated that it 
will take probably 3 years before the 
proposed canal can be opened and oper- 
ated. If, during that time, the material 
which should be utilized for some other 
purpose should be diverted to the canal, it 
might prove a tragedy in our war pro- 
gram. That is the only thing which 
bothers me. I believe in the long-view 
program regarding this project. I think 
possibly the Government should have 
foreseen it long ago. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, we 
have only a few moments before a quo- 
rum will be called, and I shall not de- 
tain the Senate; but if my colleague will 
yield a moment, we have a letter from 
the Bureau of the Budget which repre- 
sents the view of the President, in which 
it is stated that no critical materials or 
strategic materials will be diverted from 
the war effort in the construction of this 
project. That appears in a letter from 
the Bureau of the Budget to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILEY. Has that been put into 
the RECORD? 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes; it is in the Rec- 
orp—was put into the Recorp yesterday. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I think that answers 
the question propounded.by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, although I could if time 
permitted add a great deal along that 
line. 

As to the question of how long it would 
take to complete the barge canal, the 
Senator from Texas has just told us 
about the construction of the great air 
base at Corpus Christi in half the time 
allotted. The same thing is true of the 
big air base at Jacksonville, Fila., one of 
the largest in the country. The con- 
struction agreement provided that it 
should be built within a certain time, and 
it was completed a year ahead of sched- 
ule, with many added features, 

The truth of the matter is that the 
project we are now discussing could be 
completed in just the time the engineers, 
and those in charge, decide it can be 
built. I did ask General Reybold how 
long it would take to complete it, and he 
said 3 years, and perhaps more; that is 
the substance of what he said. I asked 
him how many crews he would use, and 
he said his estimate contemplated three 
erews. I asked him how many hours a 
day they would work. Of course, there 
are three shifts in operation on many of 
these projects, He said it woutd require 
three shifts, so far as the dredges were 
concerned, and perhaps in the dregline 
work there would be only one shift for 
the day work. We all know that with 
the material which seems to be available 
for draglines and for dredges, a crew 
could be put to work every 5 miles along 
that canal, and they could all work at 
the same time, 24 hours a day. 

We are again faced with the cry “Too 
little and too late.” ‘Three years ago we 
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made the very argument now being 
urged and warned the Senate that this 
project was one of the most important 
that could come before the Senate, that 
if we should get into war our enemies 
would try to sink our vessels carrying 
oil, and other materials. Some argued 
that no enemy submarine would ever 
come to our Atlantic shores and the Gulf 
of Mexico. If our project had gone 
through 3 years ago, we would have saved 
over 50 tankers and other vessels which 
have been sunk off our coast, we would 
have saved the cargoes, and the lives of 
over 400 citizens of the United States 
who manned those vessels would have 
been preserved. But the Senate voted 
it down wand decided it was not neces- 
sary. What would now be the picture 
if we had decided it was necessary and 
carried on its construction to comple- 
tion? It would have saved us all the 
lives that have been lost, and have pre- 
vented the suffering which has resulted. 
There is hardly a day when I do not re- 
ceive a letter from some mother in my 
State whose son was on one of the ves- 
sels destroyed, and who gave his life in 
order that badly needed oil might be fur- 
nished to the States on the east coast. 
I cannot see how Senators, particularly 
those living in the coastal States, can 
afford to vote against this bill. 

The bill really does not need explana- 
tion; it is perfectly plain. It provides for 
one of the cheapest methods of transport- 
ing fuel oil, sulfur, and the million bales 
of cotton which go into the war effort. 
These materials must all go in some way, 
and it has been demonstrated time and 
time again that they cannot go by rail. 
I wish they could. The railroads cannot 
carry them. The railroads have done a 
perfectly wonderful job. I do not believe 
any other organization in the world could 
have done a better job than they have. 
But they have reached the limit of their 
capacity, and it would be nothing in the 
world but a lack of common sense were 
we to delay this project for another year. 
It can be completed in 15 months, accord- 
ing to some engineers who have done this 
kind of work all their lives and know 
about what they are talking. They have 
said this project could be completed in 15 
months if construction were allowed to 
start. But we must get at it. 

Recently this Congress authorized an 
expenditure of $8,000,000,000; and for 
what? A greater portion of it was to 
be spent in building many airplane car- 
riers which would be almost as large as 
battleships. The first one cannot be 
launched in less than about 18 months, 
and anywhere from that to three or four 
years. We are making plans concerning 
the servicing of our battleships. It will 
be necessary to furnish them with oil and 
because the construction of this canal 
may take anywhere from 18 to 24 or 30 
months, or even 36 months, is it not plain 
common sense for us not to delay this 
project, knowing what we may have to 
face? 

We do not know how long the war 
will last. There have been many sur- 
mises, but right now the indications are 
that it may be not less than 5 years. We 
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must win it, and the construction of this 
canal] will be one of the important steps 
toward winning the war. 

Mr. WILEY. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I yield. 

Mr. WILEY. I wish to ask another 
question concerning the intracoastal 
canal starting from Corpus Christi, in 
Texas. I understand it extends to 
Florida. 

Mr. ANDREWS. That is correct. 

Mr. WILEY. Does the bill under con- 
sideration contemplate an improvement 
in that canal? 

Mr. ANDREWS. It does. 

Mr. WILEY. Does that mean dredg- 
ing? 

Mr. ANDREWS. It means improving 
it at a cost of $26,000,000. That will take 
aus I understand, all the way to Browns- 
ville. 

Mr. WILEY. That is the improvement 
of which the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CONNALLY] particularly spoke. Assum- 
ing that improvement takes place, how 
long will it take to improve the intra- 
coastal canal? 

Mr. ANDREWS. This canal is ready 
now. It has now been improved to the 
point I indicate in the map, which takes 
it to the oil or sulfur fields. 

Mr, WILEY. The canal would be in 
shape to carry material over to the west 
coast of Florida, and if the canal under 
discussion, crossing Florida, were not 
constructed, would there be transporta- 
tion facilities from the west coast across 
the State to connect up with the present 
canal on the east coast? 

Mr. ANDREWS, There is no way at all 
to connect the two points except through 
this small canal. 

Mr. WILEY. Are there not railroads 
there? 

Mr. ANDREWS. There are railroads 
coming from Tampa. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I 
shared in the enjoyment of the good- 
humored remarks of the Senator from 
Texas a while since. The Senator did 
not make reply to the comments I sub- 
mitted. There was one point in particu- 
lar where the Recorp might show that 
the Senator said I was nodding, and after 
that I said I wished to make a particu- 
larly pointed reply. 

I would not for a moment have the 
Recorp show an implication that there 
was any element of sectionalism in the 
viewpoint I had expressed. I deprecate 
the insinuation. I would under no cir- 
cumstances make the charge. I do not 
now and I did not then. What I did say 
was that the majority controls and domi- 
nates the actions of every single com- 
mittee as well as those of this body. 

I quote from page 6234 of the Recorp 
of July 16, at which point are set forth 
certain remarks of the Senator from 
Michigan. 

There are 20 members of the Committee on 
Commerce. There were 7 present in person 
at the time of the vote. The vote was 4 in 
favor of the measure and 3 against. But the 
ultimately announced verdict was 12 in favor 
and 3 against, because the able junior Senator 
from Florida, which his usual prevision and 
perspicacity, had provided himself with 8 
proxies. So this overwhelming majority 
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comes from the Commerce Committee on the 
basis of proxies representing Senators who, 
in many instances, had never heard a word of 
the testimony and were substantially un- 
familiar with the issues involved. 


Mr. President, I heard the junior Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Brooxs] offer an 
amendment to the second war powers 
bill which would have provided free pos- 
tage for soldiers, sailors, and marines. 
I saw the Senate adopt that particular 
proposal on a roll call, only to have a 
substitute offered immediately thereafter, 
on the other side of the aisle, eliminating 
the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Brooxs], with the 
result that he would be deprived of the’ 
credit of having achieved that particular 
legislation. 

Mr. President, I saw another Senator 
offer an amendment on the floor of the 
Senate and argue 5 hours for its adoption. 
At the time he offered it, it was said he 
had over 50 votes pledged in support of 
the amendment. I later saw him with- 
draw the amendment under administra- 
tion pressure, and when it was after- 
ward offered by another, this Senator 
voted against the amendment he had 
originally offered. ` 

I have seen these things hcppen; we 
have all seen them happen. I merely 
wished to recall to the Senator from 
Texas, who made some observations with 
reference to the futility on the part of 
the overwhelmingly outnumbered minor- 
ity in its efforts to ‘achieve legislative 
progress, that I saw him, in his encounter 
with the Senator from Virginia on April 
28, sidestep, march in and out, and up 
and down, while the so-called Connally 
bill reposed where it still reposes. The 
Senator from Texas told the Senator 
from Virginia, and he stated to his col- 
leagues, as appears at page 3744 of the 
Recorp, as follows: 

One must not only have an inclination, he 
must have votes in the Senate. I want sup- 
port for what I do, What good would it do 
to bring up something and get hell beat out 
of you? 


The Senator from Texas, nodding 
affirmation at the moment to that par- 
ticular comment of his own, corroborates 
in every single aspect the point I sought 
to make. 

Mr. CONNALLY. My good friend 
from Connecticut complains of the ma- 
jority running things. Who is going to 
run things if the majority does not run 
them? Shallthe minorityrunthem? I 
thought we had a democratic representa- 
tive form of government. If the ma- 
jority is not going to run things, I do 
not know how we will ever get anywhere. 

The Senator made some comment 
about the Senator from Texas. I should 
like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
if he would have voted for the Senateor’s 
measure if it had been brought to a vote? 

Mr. DANAHER. As the Supreme 
Court has said, “That question not havy- 
ing been presented to us we are not called 
upon to decide it.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is exactly why 
the Senator did not persist in his motion. 
He knew that the Senators, as was the 
case with the Senator from Connecticut, 
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would not vote for it. The measure is 
on the calendar now, and whenever the 
Senator from Connecticut wants it con- 
sidered he is free to make a motion to 
take it up. He has complained that the 
Senator from Texas did not march down 
to defeat, with the Senator ready, with 
his bayonet drawn, to stick it right under 
my belt. So I do not think complaint 
is justified on that score. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. 
absence of a quorum, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
"their names: 


I suggest the 


Aiken Davis O'Mahoney 
Andrews Downey Pepper 
Austin Elender Radcliffe 
Bailey George Reed 
Ball Gerry Reynolds 
Barbour Gillette Rosier 
Barkley Green Russell 
Bilbo Guffey Schwartz 
Bone Gurney Spencer 
Brewster Hayden ‘Thomas, Idaho 
Bridges Johnson, Calif, Thomas, Okla. 
Brooks Kilgore Thomas, Utah 
Burton Lee Tunnell 
Byrd Lucas Ty 
Capper McKellar Vandenberg 
Chandler McNary Van Nuys 
Chavez Maloney White 
Clark,Idaho Maybank Wiley 
Clark, Mo. ead Willis 

y Norris 
Danaher Nye 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty- 
one Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

The Clerk will proceed to state the 
amendments of the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

The first amendment was, on page 2, 
line 14, after “1942”, to insert “except that 
the annual payments to be made by the 
Government to the Board of Commis- 
sioners of the Port of New Orleans are 
not limited by. this act to the amount rec- 
ommended by the Chief of Engineers but 
are left open to negotiations between the 
Board of Commissioners of the Port of 
New Orleans and the Chief of Engineers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on the same 
page, line 20, after the word “author- 
ized”, to insert “to expedite the utiliza- 
tion of the facilities herein above author- 
ized by the employment of temporary 
structures and available materials, and”. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next emendment was, on page 3, 
line 1, after the words “there is” to insert 
the word “hereby”. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on the same 
page, line 7, after the words “Port Saint 
Joe”, to strike out “to the vicinity of 
Jacksonville, Fla.: Provided, That in ad- 
dition to the sum herein authorized, 
there is hereby authorized the sum not 
to exceed $13,000,000 for the purpose of 
constructing” and to insert in lieu 
thereof “and other points on the Gulf 
Coast of Fiorida to the St. Johns River, 
and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on the same 
page, line 16, after the word “Missis- 
sippi” and the period, to strike out “The 
construction of the said line to be under 
the supervision of the Army engineers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on the same 
page, line 18, after the word “author- 
ized”, to strike out “$80,000,000” and to 
insert “to be appropriated $93,000,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
completes the committee amendments. 
The bill is open to further amendment. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I assume 
the next amendment is the amendment 
to be proposed by the chairman of the 
committee, the Senator from North Caro- 
lino (Mr, Barkey], in conformity with the 
recommendations of the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I have 
offered two amendments, but probably the 
effect of the two will be confusing, so I 
ask leave to withdraw those two amend- 
ments, and offer the amendment I have 
here in my hand, which I wish to ex- 
plain. Iam not going to make a speech 
or to detain the Senate. I propose to 
amend the bill by striking out all after 
the enacting clause, and inserting the 
following: 

Section 1. That subject to the provisions 
of Public Law 197, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
there is authorized to be constructed one or 
more pipe lines, together with all necessary 
terminal facilities, for the transport of pe- 
troleum and its products, from the vicinity 
of Port St. Joe and other points on the Guif 
coast of Florida to the St. Johns River, and a 
crude-oil pipe line from the Tinsley oil field 
in the vicinity of Yazoo, Miss., to Charleston, 
8. C., and/or Savannah, Ga. 

Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be ap- 
propriated the sum of $13,000,000 to carry out 
the provisions of this act. 


The effect of that amendment is to 
eliminate from the bill which is pending 
the Florida barge canal and the improve- 
ment of the Gulf coast waterways, and 
to authorize the construction of the two 
pipe lines, and to authorize that con- 
struction in accord with the report of the 
Bureau of the Budget to the effect that 
the pipe-line portion of the bill is in ac- 
cord with the President’s program. 

I send the amendment to the desk, and 
shall ask for a yea-and-nay vote on it. 

Mr, PEPPER. Mr. President, I shall 
ask that the amendment be divided, as I 
think is parliamentarily permissible, be- 
cause to put it in the way it is now pro- 
posed does not present the issue to the 
Senate squarely, I respectfully submit. 
The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Batrey], the chairman of the committee, 
has previously offered two amendments. 
The first amendment was to strike out all 
the waterways improvements in the bill. 
The second amendment was the identical 
amendment recommended by the Bureau 
of the Budget, which all of us want to see 
adopted, that is the pipe-line amend- 
ment. Those are the only two parts to 
the bill, The Senator from North Caro- 
lina now asks the Senate to allow him 
to withdraw his two amendments, and to 
put his proposals in one, so that if Sen- 
ators vote for the pipe-line modification, 
which the Bureau of the Budget recom- 
mends, Senators will have to vote con- 
trary to another part of the Bureau of 
the Budget recommendation, which is 
against the waterways part of the bill. 

Mr. President, I ask that the amend- 
ment be divided, so that we may vote first 
on the waterways provision, and secondly 
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on the pipe-line provision, as recom- 
mended by the Bureau of the Budget. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment is not subject to division. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the 
amendment proposed by me presents the 
only issue on which the Senate is di- 
vided. The Senator from Florida is mis- 
taken in saying that my amendment 
does not present the issue. There is no 
issue as to the pipe line. The only issue 
is as to the canal, and the amendment 
is drawn for the sole purpose of pre- 
senting to the Senate the only issue that 
has been debated here, and the only issue 
that is before us. I am glad that the 
Presiding Officer has ruled as he has. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in 
listening to the reading of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from North 
Carolina, I thought I heard some lan- 
guage with respect to the pipe line from 
the Tinsley field to Savannah or to 
Charleston. If thet is not an issue, why 
is that language in the Senator’s amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BAILEY. That is simply repeat- 
ing what was in the bill. There is no 
issue as to that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If there is no issue as 
to the pipe line from Mississippi or 
Georgia to South Carolina, why is it in 
the Senator’s amendment? I am trying 
to clarify the situation. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am glad the Senator 
asked me. As the bill was drawn, the 
pipe-line feature gave jurisdiction to the 
War Department and to another depart- 
ment. That was objected to by the ad- 
ministration, particularly by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, who is the Petroleum 
Coordinator. I referred the matter to 
the Bureau of the Budget and was ad- 
vised to draw the amendment as I have 
drawn it, which eliminates the division of 
authority. The original bill ás it passed 
the House gave the authority to the War 
Department and took authority away 
from the Petroleum Coordinator. My 
amendment would give the authority to 
the Petroleum Coordinator and keep it 
within the President’s program. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have been unavoid- 
ably absent from the Chamber during a 
part of the day. I understood that earlier 
in the day an amendment had been 
agreed to which would be proposed—it 
may be that it has been proposed—and 
which would leave this matter in the 
hands of the President, in his discretion, 
to determine whether and when any of 
the proposed construction should take 
place. What happened to that proposal? 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, the pro- 
ponents of the bill are at the disadvan- 
tage of having the chairman of the com- 
mittee opposed to the bill and purporting 
at the same time to offer an amendment 
recommended by the Bureau of the 
Budget, modifying the pipe-line provi- 
sion, which all the proponents of the 
pipe-line provision favor, and tying that 
inextricab'y with his personal desire to 
defeat the waterway part of the bill. 

I know that the Senator wants to be 
fair to the committee and allow the Sen- 
ate to vote on the two proposals sepa- 
rately. That is all we ask. I submit 
that we should not be compelled to vote 
against one recommendation of the 
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Bureau of the Budget in order to com- 
ply with another recommendation. We 
do not want the bill vetoed. Therefore, 
we all agreed on supporting the Budget 
modification of the pipe-line provision. 
We wish to offer that. The Senator 
from North Carolina offered it day before 
yesterday. Today he offered another 
amendment, as to which he gave notice 
yesterday, to strike out all the waterway 
provisions of the bill, which are separable 
in content and character. It is not fair 
to ask the Senate to vote on both pro- 
posals at the same time, because under 
the practical situation they are contra- 
dictory. We are entitled to a division. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I think I 
am entitled to the floor on the question 
of personal privilege. Ido not intend to 
have anyone reflect upon my fairness in 
the Senate. I do not propose that the 
Senator from Florida shall be the judge 
of whether I am fair or not, 

This proposal is fair. It is true that I 
am chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, but the fact that I am chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce does not 
require that I shall support legislation 
merely because a majority of the com- 
mittee, whether present or absent, 
whether by proxy or in person, approve 
the proposed legislation. It does not 
deprive me of my right to offer amend- 
ments. I should like to go along with 
the committee. I try to keep the com- 
mittee together. I make concessions in 
the interest of unity. However, there are 
limits, and I respect those limits. I do 
not care anything whatever about the 
Senator’s judgment. He can have any 
sort of judgment he pleases about me, but 
I do resent his undertaking to suggest 
that I would be unfair. 

The proposition is very simple. We 
had two amendments; but the two 
amendments would have the consequence 
of confusion. I discovered that today, 
and I promptly decided that I would 
eliminate all possibility of confusion by 
drawing one amendment which would 
bring the vote down to the one issue 
which is before us. I shall leave it to 
the judgment of the Senate as to 
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votes for the proposal which I have sent 
forward he votes for the pipe lines, one 
across Florida and the other from the 
Tinsley field; and he votes to put the 
pipe-line construction where the law has 
already put it, in the hands of the Petro- 
leum Coordinator. He also votes down 
the proposed canal across Florida. That 
is a simple, fair, clear-cut issue. I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I offer 
an amendment to the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, which I send to the desk. My 
amendment is to strike out that part of 
the amendment offered by the Senator 
from North Carolina referring to the 
part of the bill in the printed text pre- 
ceding the words “And provided further”; 
that is to say, to strike out the following 
language in the amendment offered by 
the Senator from North Carolina: 

Amend by striking out all that portion 
of the bill after the enacting clause and 
insert the following. 
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I move to strike out that language of 
the amendment and insert in lieu thereof 
the language beginning in line 3 on page 
1 of the printed bill, and extending 
through line 24 on page 2, ending with 
the word “advisable.” 

If the Senate should vote favorably 
upon my amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina, the 
effect would be to modify the pipe-line 
provisions of the bill in the identical 
manner requested by the Bureau of the 
Budget and agreed upon by all the pro- 
ponents, and to retain the waterway pro- 
visions of the bill as they were favorably 
reported by the committee. 

Mr. VANDENBERG, Mr. President, I 
wonder if we could not simplify the en- 
tire parliamentary procedure and save it 
from confusion by unanimously agreeing 
that the amendment which the Senator 
is now offering to the amendment of the 
Senator from North Carolina be agreed 
to? We are all in agreement upon it. 
If that is done, then when the substitute 
is offered by the Senator from North 
Carolina the issue will be clear, will it 
not? 

Mr. PEPPER. If by unanimous con- 
sent we should agree to that part of the 
amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina beginning with the words “That 
subject to the provisions of Public Law 
197,” which is the language actually of- 
fered in the amendment, and then pro- 
vide that in section 2 the figure ‘“$13,- 
000,000” be changed to “$93,000,000,” that 
would put in the identical recommenda- 
tions of the Bureau of the Budget with 
respect to the pipe line. Then we could 
consider the amendment of the Senator 
from North Carolina to strike out every- 
thing after the enacting clause down 
through line 24 on page 2, and vote 
separately on the waterways. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Is that agreeable 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no objection to 
it. As I understand, we would then agree 
unanimously on the pipe-line amend- 
ment offered by myself. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is correct. 

Mr. BAILEY. And agree that the pipe 
lines should cost not exceeding $13,- 
000,000? 

Mr.. PEPPER. No; $93,000,000. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am talking about the 
pipe line. 

Mr. PEPPER. The Bureau of the 
Budget’s recommendation put in the fig- 
ure for the authorization of the whole 
bill, and that figure would have to be put 
back in the bill if we do not use the ref- 
erence that is used in the Bureau of the 
Budget figures. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, why 
could it not be unanimously agreed that 
the bill, as it has been amended, be 
amended by adding the Budget Bureau 
amendment to it now, and then let the 
Senator from North Carolina offer such 
amendment as he sees fit? 

Mr. PEPPER. That would solve the 
problem. 

Mr. BAILEY. Some figure must be 
used. The pipe-line figure is $13,000,000. 
We do not want to agree to an amend- 
ment for pine lines costing $93,000,000 
when they cost only $13,000,000. I am 
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insisting that if we have the pipe-line 
amendment we also have the pipe-line 
figure. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
suggest to the Senator that when his 
final substitute comes up that will in- 
clude the figure of $13,000,000, and the 
issue can be settled at that time. I do 
not think the Senator would lose his 
position with respect to the $13,000,000 
by agreeing to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr, PEPPER. We can agree that the 
clerks may make the necessary correc- 
tions in figures attributable to the cor- 
rection of the Bureau of the Budget. 

Mr. BAILEY. That would be satis- 
factory. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, we 
have already agreed to an amendment, 
on page 3, striking out this item. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is purely 
technical because it is carried over into 
the totals. 

Mr. PEPPER. It is carried over to 
another place. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Why not agree to 
the Budget Bureau amendment to the 
bill as it has been amended up to this 
point, and then aliow the Senator from 
North Carolina to present any amend. 
ment he wishes to offer? If he wants 
the figure of $13,000,000 put in, let him 
put it in, and we can vote on it, but let 
us have the issue clear-cut as to the bill 
as we have perfected it up to this point, 
with the addition of the Budget Bureau 
amendment, which I presume the Sena- 
tor from Florida has before him. 

Mr. PEPPER. I have it. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Then let the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina offer any 
amendment he wishes to offer. 

Mr. PEPPER. It is all very easy in 
terms of the bill, because the waterways 
provision goes down to the end of line 
24 on page 2, and from that point on is 
the language which the Budget Bureau 
says should be stricken out, to be replaced 
by the Budget Bureau recommendation. 

So if the Senator from North Carolina 
would agree that we may adopt the 
amendment recommended by the Bu- 
reau of the Budget, including the figure 
of $93,000,000, subject to subsequent 
correction if we defeat the waterways 
provision of the bill, making the figure 
appropriate at that time, well and good. 
Otherwise we should be authorizing the 
canal and not authorizing the money it 
would cost. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Is the Senator 
agreeable to the amendment offered yes- 
terday by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina dealing with this subject as printed? 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Why can we not 
adopt the amendment offered yesterday 
by the Senator from North Carolina? 
Lar can be done by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. PEPPER. That would be all 
right, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Then the sub- 
stitute could be offered, the issue drawn, 
and the roll called. 

Mr. PEPPER. I hope unanimous con= 
sent can be obtained. 
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Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be amended as in- 
dicated by the printed amendment of- 
fered yesterday by the Senator from 
North Carolina, which has been dis- 
cussed, and as to which we are in agree- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
North Carolina will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, begin- 
ning with line 25, it is proposed to strike 
out all down to and including the figures 
“$93,000,000” in line 19 on page 3, as 
amended, and to insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “And provided further, That 
subject to the provisions of Public Law 
197, Seventy-seventh Congress, there is 
authorized to be constructed one or more 
pipe lines, together with all necessary ter- 
minal facilities, for the transport of pe- 
troleum and its products, from the vicin- 
ity of Port Saint Joe and other points on 
the Gulf Coast of Florida to the Saint 
Johns River, and a crude-oil pipe line 
from the Tinsley Oil Field in the vicinity 
of Yazoo, Miss., to Charleston, S. C., 
and/or Savannah, Ga. 

“Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to 
be appropriated the sum of $93,000,000 
to carry out the provisions of this act.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. VANDENBERG]? 

Mr, BAILEY. Mr. President, as I un- 
derstand, that is subject to the agree- 
ment that the figure “$93,000,000” will 
be changed in the event the amendment 
which I am about to offer should prevail. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is correct. 
The Senator’s amendment would auto- 
matically produce that result. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from North 
Carolina, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I offer 
an amendment to strike out all the lan- 
guage in the bill beginning with and 
including line 3 on page 1, and extending 
down to and including line 24 on page 2. 
That is the portion of the bill which au- 
thorizes construction of the canal across 
Florida. In order that we may have the 
whole case before us, I ask that in the 
event this amendment shall prevail, the 
figure of “$93,000,000” in the amendment 
just agreed to by unanimous consent be 
reduced to $13,000,000. 

Mr. PEPPER. That is all right. That 
presents the issue. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from North Carolina yield 
to me for an inquiry? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In his remarks a 
moment ago, when the Senator offered 
his other amendment, in discussing the 
recommendation of the Bureau of the 
Budget and the President’s program, it 
was not clear whether the Senator meant 
to convey the impression that the con- 
struction of the canal was not in accord- 
ance with the President’s program. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not intend to leave 
that impression. I submitted the whole 
matter to the Bureau of the Budget, 
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Mr. BARKLEY. I did not think the 
Senator intended to leave that impres- 
sion. 

Mr. BAILEY. No. In writing to me 
the Director of the Budget suggested the 
amendment with respect to the pipe 
lines, and stated that the bill would not 
be objectionable if amended in that way. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That applied to the 
budgetary matters; but I am sure the 
Senator did not mean to leave the im- 
pression that the President’s program 
contemplated the elimination of the 
canal, 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I simply said it 
would not be objectionable. That is in 
the RECORD, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
think the situation is now very clear, and 
my vote will be in favor of the elimina- 
tion of the canal from the bill, and not 
in favor of its retention. I ask for the 
yeas and nays, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 
from North Carolina said, as I under- 
stood him, that he was offering two 
amendments at the same time, one to 
strike out all of the bill beginning with 
line 3 on page 1, down to and including 
line 24 on page 2, and another one chang- 
ing certain figures. 

Mr. BAILEY. No. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. My parlia- 
mentary inquiry is whether he can offer 
two amendments at the'same time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I think 
I can answer the Senator’s question, al- 
though I am not a parliamentarian, and 
am not attempting to speak as one. I 
simply suggested that the clerk be in- 
structed to correct the figures; and that 
is the agreement made by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course, 
no one would object to changing the fig- 
ures if the Senator’s amendment were 
agreed to. What I object to is the at- 
tempt to change some other portion of 
the bill not covered by the Senator's 
original amendment. Let us cross that 
bridge when we come to it. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state it. 

Mr. BONE. As I understand the 
amendment proposed, it is to strike out 
practically everything in the bill, begin- 
ning at the top of page 3 and extending 
to page 4. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. No; it simply 
would put the language in the form 
recommended by the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Mr. BONE. I did not so understand it. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is the way 
it should be stated. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from 
North Carolina, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed that 
after the enacting clause, the language 
of the bill, as amended, beginning with 
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line 3 on page 1, down to and including 
the word “advisable” in line 24 on page 2, 
be stricken out, as follows: 


That, in order to promote the national de- 
fense and to promptly facilitate and protect 
the transport of materials and supplies need- 
ful to the Military Establishment, there is 
hereby authorized to be constructed under 
the direction of the Secretary of War and 
the supervision of the Chief of Engineers a 
high-level lock barge canal from the St. 
Johns River across Florida to the Gulf of 
Mexico in accordance with the plans set 
forth in the letter of the Chief of Engineers 
dated June 15, 1942; and that there is also 
authorized the enlargement of the present 
Intracoastal Waterway from the vicinity of 
Apalachee Bay to Corpus Christi, Tex., and 
its extension to the vicinity of the Mexican 
border so as to provide throughout the en- 
tire length of the canal a channel 12 feet 
deep and 125 feet wide: Provided, That be- 
tween Mobile, Ala, and New Orleans, La., 
the project shall be modified in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Chief of 
Engineers in his report dated April 27, 1942, 
except that the annual payments to be made 
by the Government to the Board of Com- 


_missioners of the Port of New Orleans are 


not limited by this act to the amount recom- 
mended by the Chief of Engineers but are 
left. open to negotiations between the Board 
ot Commissioners of the Port of New Or- 
leans and the Chief of Engineers: Provided 
further, That the Chief of Engineers is au- 
thorized to expedite the utilization of the 
facilities hereinabove® authorized by the 
employment of temporary structures and 
available materials, and within reasonable 
limits to vary, in his discretion, the above- 
prescribed dimensions wherever advisable. 


Mr, VANDENBERG. I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). On this question I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Mississippi 
IMr. Doxey]. If he were present he 
would vote “nay.” If I were permitted 
to vote I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. REED (when his name was called). 
I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from New York [Mr. Wacner]. 
On this question I transfer that pair to 
the junior Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Tosey] and will vote. I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES] is 
absent from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Tru- 
man], the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
HarcH], and the Senator from Washing- 
ton (Mr, WALLGREN] are members of the 
Committee to Investigate National De- 
fense, and are, therefore, necessarily 
absent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BaNngHEAD and Mr. HiL], the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Brown], the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Burow], the 
Senators from Nevada [Mr. BUNKER and 
Mr. McCarran], the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mrs. Caraway], the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], the Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. HERRING], the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Jonnson], the Sen- 
ator from Arizona (Mr. MCFARLAND], the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Murnock], the 
Senators from Montana (Mr. Murray and 
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Mr, WHEELER], the Senator from. Texas 
[Mr. O’Daniet], the Senator from Louis- 
iana [Mr. Overton], the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Smatuers], the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH], 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. STEW- 
ART], the Senator from New York [Mr, 
Wacner], and the Senator from Massa- 
era [Mr. Wars] are necessarily ab- 
sent. 

I am advised that if present and vot- 
ing, the Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD and Mr. HLL], the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mrs. Caraway], the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr, Doxey], the 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCFARLAND], 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Murpocx], 
the Senator from Montana [Mr, Mur- 
RAY], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
O’DanteEt], the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Overton], the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMATHERS], the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. SmrtH], the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Stewart], the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Truman], the 
Senator from New York [Mr, WAGNER], 
and the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
WALLGREN] would vote “nay.” 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Tru- 
Man] is paired with the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. McNARY. I announce the follow- 
ing pair on this question: 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tart], 
who would vote “yea,” with the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Lancer], who 
would vote “nay.” 

I also announce the following general 
pairs: 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopce] with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Grass]; and the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. Hotman] with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. STEWART]. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Topey] is absent on public business, 
I am advised that, if present, he would 
vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SurpsteaD], the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. BUTLER], and the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN] are necessarily 
absent. 

The result was—yeas 30, nays 30, as 


follows: 
YEAS—30 
Austin Danaher Reynolds 
Bailey Davis Thomas, Idaho 
Ball Gerry Thomas, Okla. 
Barbour Gurney Tunnell 
Brewster Johnson, Calif. Ty: 
Bridges Kilgore Vandenberg 
Brooks Maloney Van Nuys 
Burton Nye? White 
Byrd O'Mahoney Wiley 
Capper Reed illis 
NAYS—30 
Aiken Downey Maybank 
Andrews Ellender Mead 
Barkley George Norris 
Bilbo Gillette Pepper 
Bone Green Radcliffe 
Chandler Guffey Rosier 
Chavez Hayden Russell 
Clark,Idaho Lee Schwartz 
Clark, Mo, Lucas Spencer 
Connally McKellar Thomas, Utah 
NOT VOTING—36 
Bankhead Caraway Hill 
Brown Doxey Holman 
Bulow Glass Hughes 
Bunker Hatch Johnson, Colo. 
Butler Herring La Follette 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


Langer Murray Taft 
Lodge O'Daniel Tobey 
McCarran Overton Truman 
McFarland Shipstead Wagner 
McNary Smathers Waligren 
Millikin Smith Walsh 
Murdock Stewart Wheeler 


The VICE PRESIDENT, On this vote 
the yeas are 30 and the nays are 30. The 
Senate being equally divided, the Chair 
votes in the negative. 

So Mr. Baitey’s amendment was re- 
jected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is 
before the Senate and is open to further 
amendment. If there is no further 
amendment to be proposed, the question 
is on the engrossment of the amendments 
and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 


time. 
The bill (H. R. 6999) was read the third 
time and passed. 
MANUFACTURE OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 
FROM ALCOHOL 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres- 
ident, a few days ago the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. GILLETTE] served notice on 
the Senate that at the first opportune 
time he would move to take up the bill 
known as the alcohol-rubber bill. I have 
discussed the matter with the majority 
leader [Mr. Barkiey] and he has advised 
me that the matter is receiving atten- 
tion by high authorities, that it is an- 
ticipated that we shall shortly adjourn 
until Monday, and that the bill can be 
brought up sometime next week, upon 
motion. I have agreed not to ask that 
the bill be made the unfinished business 
at this time; but I again give notice, sup- 
plementing the statement made by the 
Senator from Iowa, that at the first op- 
portunity on Monday I shall move that 
the Senate proceed to consideration of 
the so-called synthetic rubber bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, since 
I taiked with the Senator, and in view 
of the fact that this is Friday, it has 
seemed to me proper to propose that the 
Senate adjourn until Tuesday; so if a 
motion to that effect is agreed to, Tues- 
day will be the next day we'shall meet, 


| I merely wanted to make that statement. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I give no- 
tice that at the first opportune moment 
I shall attempt to get the bill up for 
consideration. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, there 
was so much noise while the Senator was 
speaking that I could not hear him, and 
I should like to inquire of the able Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma to which bill he 
was making reference. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The bill 
proposes to set up an agency to have 
control of the making of rubber from al- 
cohol, 


THE SUGAR INDUSTRY 


Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, my 
attention has been directed to the prop- 
aganda which has been emanating from 
Government and so-called expert sources 
in connection with the use of sugar. I 
have received a written discussion from 
a Louisiana sugar producer dealing with 
one of the leaflets which has been dis- 
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tributed which bears the title “Sugar in 
Wartime.” This leaflet was released by 
the Office of Price Administration, hav- 
ing been compiled jointly by the Con- 
sumers’ Division of O. P. A. and the Bu- 
reau of Home Economics of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

It is not my purpose to read the com- 
ments to which I have referred, together 
with the pamphlet, but I ask unanimous 
consent that both documents be inserted 
in the Recorp at this point in my re- 
marks, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There being no objection, the matters 
were ordered to be printed in the REC- 
orD, as follows: 


COMMENTS ON GOVERNMENT BULLETIN NO. 16— 
28—606-1, ENTITLED “VICTORY BEGINS AT 
HOME, SUGAR IN WARTIME” 


The first question asked by the Govern- 
ment (in this instance, speaking through the 
Consumers Division of Office of Price Admin- 
istration and the Bureau of Home Economics 
of United States Department of Agriculture) 
is: 
Why do we have to ration sugar? While 
several explanations are offered, one of the 
reasons omitted is that because of short- 
sighted policies adopted after World War 
No. 1, production of sugar was not promoted 
as fully as it could and should have been in 
continental United States, with the result 
that while production increased from 881,040 
tons to 2,220,000 tons from 1910 to 1940, main- 
land production did not keep pace with use. 

This is particularly true since much greater 
production is entirely practical and economic 
in the United States, while at the close of 
World War No. 1 consumers were forced to 
as much as 25 cents per pound for foreign 


sugar. 

Another reason omitted is that even during 
last year (1941) the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture required sugar beet and 
sugarcane producers in continental United 
States to reduce sugar production in order 
to give insular areas and foreign countries 
@ relatively larger share of our market. 

The only excuse for importation of foreign 
sugar at the present time is the low living 
standards of labor in foreign producing areas, 
If we forced foreign countries to increase 
Wages, provide education, and otherwise 
raise living standards (as contemplated under 
the Atlantic Charter), foreign costs would 
exceed our own and foreign sugar could not 
compete in our market on an equal basis 
with the domestic product, 

Another question presented is; 

How much sugar do you need? +The answer 
to this one is a Government classic. 

The answer is, “None.” 

“Sugar is prized mostly for its sweet flavor.” 

“Food experts say you really don’t need any 
sugar at ail.” 

“What you do need is the food energy sugar 
gives you.” 

“And you can get that food energy from 
cereals, breads, potatoes, fats; and from many 
other familiar foods as well.” 

In these days of universal education in our 
country we all know: 

1. That a few hundred years ago there was 
no such thing as extracted sugar, so nobody 
had any. Everycne got their “sweet flavor” 
and “food energy” from other farm products. 

2. That even today in many parts of the 
world use of sugar ranges from 2 pounds a 
week to 2 pounds a year for different indi- 
viduals and races or nations. Again, they 
get their .“sweet flavor” and “focd energy” 
from other farm products. 

But the real questions are: 

Is it as cheap? 
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Is it as healthful and necessary in the diet? 
Is it as sweet and does the flavor satisfy? 
Is it as quick in action? 

Is it as efficient in other ways? 

Or—in this Office of Price Administration- 
United States Department of Agriculture 
bulletin— 

Are we merely presenting an alibi for past 
failures? 


Is sugar a luxury? Does it cost too much? 

If reference were made to former years— 
exempli gratia, a century ago—sugar would 
be classed as one of the outstanding luxuries 
even in the United States. Time was when 
the price of sugar was well over a dollar a 
pound. 

But marvelous progress has been made 50 
that at the present time in continental United 
States cane sugar and beet sugar (identical 
products as finished granulated sugar) is now 
being produced at approximately 5 cents per 
pound and reaches the ultimate consumer at 
about 6 cents per pound. 

Sugar is now one of the lowest-priced food 
items of high intrinsic or food value on the 
market in the United States. Even the low- 
est-priced cereals, such as oatmeal, cream of 
wheat, farina, shredded wheat, puffed wheat, 
post toasties, and a host of others exceed 6 
cents per pound to the ultimate consumer. 
And bread in pound loaves is universally sub- 
stantially above 6 cents per pound to the con- 
sumer. Most cuts of meat are 25 to 50 cents 
a pound, and the best grade butter and eggs 
ordinarily range between 30 and 50 cents. 

Is sugar healthful? A recent search was 
made covering more than 20 leading medical 
and nutrition authorities, and in no case did 
any authority even hint at the slightest pos- 
sible doubt as to the healthful character of 
sugar. Over and over these authorities re- 
ferred to the extraordinarily healthful char- 
acter. 

One reason so many authorities referred to 
the extremely healthful character of sugar as 
a food is the fact that in its finished refined 
granulated form it is not only absolutely 
pure—tree from all foreign or contaminating 
substances—but it does not deteriorate by 
becoming sour, rancid, or otherwise degen- 
erate and decay. Every other food product 
deteriorates unless extraordinary expenses are 
incurred for canning, curing, preserving, 
freezing, etc. 

The truth of the matter is pure refined 
granulated sugar is one of the most highly 
valued preservative materials and is exten- 
sively used in preparing or preserving other 
food material, from decay. 

Another question frequently raised with 
reference to sugar is Does the flavor satisfy, 
and is ordinary table sugar as sweet as other 
flavoring or preserving products? 

The universal answer to these two phases 
of one question is that sugar holds abso- 
lutely first place. It is sweeter than other 
types of sugar, and sweeter than any other 
basic food product. Not only is sugar al- 
most pure “food energy,” but it has the 
sweetness and the flavor which satisfy. 

When other flavors are desired, they are 
almost universally added to or blended with 
sugar which acts as the carrying agent. 

One of the acid tests of any product of 
outstanding value is the answer to the ques- 
tion “Is it quick in action?’ 

Sugar is not only concentrated food en- 
ergy, cheap, healthful, and sweet, but it 
acts as a stimulant because of the perfect 
ease and rapidity with which it produces the 
response desired. Literally, it seems to put 
new life into the body of the consumer and 
the resuits are almost instantaneous. This 
is a quality of supreme importance during a 
period of war when literally millions of sol- 
Giers, sailors, and pilots as well as other mil- 
lions of workers in critical industries are 
keyed up to 100 percent of service. Literally 
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the title of this bulletin should connote 
something— 


Victory Begins et Home! 
Sugar in Wartime. 


Without attempting to describe the many 
other special characteristics and qualities of 
sugar, the general question may be raised, “Is 
sugar as efficient in other ways as other forms 
of food energy?” The answer is, “Yes; it is 
superior.” 

W. H. S. Wallace, M. D., D. P. H., etc. (sce 
p. 7 of digest), states the claim for sugar 
in the following language: 

“Nutritive value of sugar—In its concen- 
trated form it is a comparatively recent addi- 
tion to the diet of man and its place may 
theoretically be taken by other carbohy- 
drates. This does not mean, however, that 
it is not an important food which may have 
many advantages and deserve a prominent 
position in a well-balanced diet. The chief 
advantage it possesses over the other forms of 
carbohydrate is that it is more rapidly ab- 
sorbed, and is, therefore, a more readily avail- 
able source of energy. For this reason it is 
specially valuable for those undertaking heavy 
muscular work or in competitions involving 
great physical energy.” 

Again, he says: 

“Dr. Nixon gives some excellent examples. 
He states— 

“In times of great exertion or exhausting 
labor, the rapidity with which it is assimilated 
gives sugar certain advantages over starch 
and makes it prevent fatigue. This latter 
quality which renders it more rapidly avail- 
able for muscular power may account for the 
fact that sugar is so relished by people who 
are doing muscular work and by those of 
active habits, such as children.” 

But one might go on to the extent of liter- 
ally dozens of pages quoting from great num- 
bers of medical and nutrition authorities, 
each testifying some special quality and 
characteristic of sugar. In all of the research 
no single one is found to condemn it or to 
suggest that it be rejected or set aside as un- 
important. 

From all of this it seems perfectly clear that 
this Government classic—this special Gov- 
ernment bulletin issued by the Office of Price 
Administration and the United States De- 
partment of Agriculture—is an attempt on 
the one hand to present excuses regarding the 
control programs presently being applied, 
and on the other hand an alibi for the failure 
to plan constructively and to determine for- 
ward policies affecting the continental sugar 
industry. 

Sugar-producing farmers, whether in the 
eanefields of Louisiana and Florida or the 
beet fields of more than a dozen northern 
and western States; workers in processing 
plants, whether the raw-sugar mills of the 
South, the beet-sugar factories of the North 
and West, or the cane-sugar refineries in 
coastal cities; wholesalers; jobbers; retailers; 
distributors—all of these feel that they are 
rendering useful and patriotic service to their 
country, both to those engaged in the strug- 
gle and to those left at home, by making the 
largest possible supply of sugar available to 
all of the people at the lowest possible price. 
Consumers, too, 100 percent strong, will reject 
the statements of the Office of Price Admin- 
istration and the United States Department 
of Agriculture that sugar is unnecessary, that 
it is merely a sweet flavor, and that the food 
energy supplied by it can just as well be fur- 
nished by other products. 

Sugar in wartime supplies one of the great 
modern needs of soldiers, sailors, pilots, fac- 
tory workers, farmers, and even little children 
at home. 

Victory does begin at home, but victory 
will not come from unfair and unjust propa- 
ganda intended to conceal or cover over past 
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failures and present lack of constructive 
methods of procedure. Producers and con- 
sumers alike—all of them heavy taxpayers— 
will resent the expenditure of Government 
money for the publication of such propaganda 
as that represented by the bulletin under 
review. 


VICTORY BEGINS AT HOME—SUGAR IN WARTIME 


Why do we have to ration sugar? 

Sugar supplies from the Philippines are 
cut off. 

Hawalian supplies are uncertain because 
of the war in the Pacific. 

Less sugar is coming from other countries 
because ships are needed to carry more stra- 
tegic war maierials. 

Sugar is being shipped to our Allies under 
the lend-lease plan. 

How does rationing work? 

Rationing means “share and share alike.” 

Every person in the country—regardless of 
age—can get a ration book except those who 
have a hoard of sugar. 

You will take your war ration book to the 
grocery store—any store you like—give the 
grocer the ration stamp for the period the 
stamp covers and he will sell you your ration 
of sugar. 

How much sugar will you get? 

Each member of your family can get a fixed 
amount for each ration pericd. This amount 
may have to vary from week to week or month 
to month, but it will be from one-half to 1 
pound per person per week. During the can- 
ning season there will be an extra ration to 
allow sugar for those who do home canning. 
That's another reason for sugar rationing. 

How much sugar do you need? 

None. Sugar is prized mostly for its sweet 
flavor. Food experts say you really don’t need 
any sugar at all. 

What you do need is the food energy that 
sugar gives you. And you can get that food 
energy from cereals, breads, potatoes, fats, 
and from many other familiar foods as well. 

The amount of food energy needed—from 
Sugar or from other foods—varies with differ- 
ent people. Infants, small children, white- 
collar workers,, use less sugar than very ac- 
tive people like teen-age boys, factory work- 
ers, farmers, 

But you aren't being asked to get along 
without sugar. Remember, each member of 
your family will be entitled to the same 
ration. Their combined ration will become 
your family sugar pool. And for most fami- 
lies this will provide about as much sugar as 
they generally use. 

As usual, most of this sugar will go into 
ecoking and baking. 

Part of it will be in the sugar bowl for the 
family to use in tea, coffee, and cereal, and 
whatever else it likes. f 

But if you're in the habit of using more 
sugar than you're going to get, here are a few 
tips on: 

Sugar saving through the day. 

Use things other than Sugar for sweeten- 
ing. Cook cereals with dried fruits to sweeten 
them. Use sirups and honey instead of sugar 
in baking. 

Don’t sugar sweet foods. Many fruits are 
sweet enough in themselves. Cakes need no 
frosting. Milk has its own sugar. 

Use vegetables rich in sugar: Corn, carrots, 
sweet potatoes. 

Dissolve all the sugar you put in your cof- 
fee and tea—more stirring—less sugar. 

Prepare simple desserts. Custards and 
puddings need littie sugar. End some of 
your meals with a salad. Use more fresh 
fruits. 

Don't waste your sweets—don’t spill sugar. 


Don’t help yourself to more than you're go- 
ing to use, 
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Your sugar ration íis all you will want— 

If you plan meals wisely. 

If you cook carefully. 

If you don’t waste any. 

But if you have a very sweet tooth and in- 
sist you want more sugar than you're going 
to get, remember—we're in a war! 


Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, the 
question has been raised about the neces- 
sity of sugar rationing. I can see that 
the rationing of sugar is a means of 
bringing forcibly to the minds of all the 
people of the United States the necessity 
for sacrifice in wartime. Sugar was se- 
lected because everybody uses sugar and 
it has a political significance. 

I have become convinced that the ra- 
tioning of sugar has been used as a means 
of justifying the price ceiling placed upon 
sugar. The price of any commodity can 
be very easily depressed if the quantity 
that consumers can buy is so limited that 
the supply exceeds the reduced demand. 
In recent months we have seen the spec- 
tacle of severe rationing creating a situa- 
tion in which consumers had been lim- 
ited to one-half pound per person per 
week, restaurants had been limited to 50 
percent of normal use, and manufactur- 
ing users had been limited to 70 percent 
of normal, while at the same time pro- 
ducers of sugar have had their ware- 
houses so filled that the problem of stor- 
age has become acute. 

I have been reading with satisfaction 
the decision announced by O. P. A, on 
July 3, in which it is permitting some 
additional purchases by consumers and 
manufacturing users which will have the 
effect of granting partial relief. Un- 
fortunately, the action of O. P. A. is only 
a quarter loaf, when a whole loaf is 
needed and should have been provided. 
There is apparently a pride of author- 
ship in O. P., A. with respect to the 
amount of sugar that should represent 
the weekly allowance to each consumer. 
This allowance could and should have 
been increased so that the relief granted 
would have been of a more permanent 
nature, instead of a mere temporary 
bonus of 2 pounds. I trust that those 
in authority will continue to study the 
problem and give immediate relief to the 
sugar producers of our country. 

The over-all problem at the present 
time is one of storage. Already beet- 
sugar production has been started in 
California, and in only a few months 
the cane-sugar production in the South 
and the beet-sugar production in all 
sections will be straining the available 
storage capacities for sugar throughout 
the Nation. 

The storage of sugar in normal times is 
accomplished in considerable degree by 
what is referred to as “invisible supplies.” 
This means that sugar is placed on the 
shelves of millions of pantries in the 
households of the United States and in 
the storage rooms of retailers and whole- 
salers throughout the Nation. Manu- 
facturers who use sugar have always 
made it a practice to carry advance sup- 
plies. Under the rationing system most 
of this storage capacity was taken out of 
use. The producing industry has ampie 
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storage capacity for its normal needs, but 
when the pantries, storage rooms, and 
warehouses were reduced in sugar sup- 
plies, and the purchasers are prevented 
from normal buying under rationing reg- 
ulations, it was natural that there should 
have been a build-up of producers’ stocks 
beyond the warehouse capacity of pro- 
ducers. The decision of O. P. A. to allow 
this small 2-pound bonus was brought 
about by complaints from all over the 
United States, and by a request from 
Members of this honorable body, includ- 
ing myself, and is intended to alleviate in 
some measure the temporary difficulties. 
I believe that consumers should be per- 
mitted to purchase and have on hand at 
least a 6 months’ supply. 

But, Mr. President, I am thinking in 
terms of the continental producing in- 
dustry. I cannot help but point to the 
fact that all the statements lately re- 
leased by O. P. A. and other Government 
bureaus have recognized that local short- 
ages of sugar and the fears for shortages 
in the future do not result from the lack 
of supplies of sugar, but depend for re- 
lief upon the ability of ships to bring 
sugar into the United States mainland 
from insular areas. For years beyond 
counting, Senators from sugar-producing 
States have maintained that we should 
produce more sugar in the United States 
because it is the only sure supply of sugar 
for consumers at a reasonable price. We 
have never been able to convince the 
departments of the Government that 
this was the best policy, until recent 
events demonstrated beyond denial that 
we have been right, 

Now acreage restrictions have been 
removed on continental production, and 
there is in prospect the greatest produc- 
tion of sugar in 1942 that the United 
States mainland has ever had. Barring 
unfavorable weather conditions, the 
growing crop of sugar beets indicates a 
production of 2,000,000 tons. The grow- 
ing crop of sugarcane in Louisiana and 
Florida indicates a production of 600,000 
tons of cane sugar. It is obviously of the 
utmost importance to consumers as well 
as to producers that the warehouses of 
the refiners in the South shall be cleared 
of old crop sugars and off-shore raw sug- 
ars before the new-crop sugars are avail- 
able for refining and distribution. The 
same storage problem applies in the beet 
areas, where there is a considerable 
carry-over of beet sugar, and where 
warehouse space will be needed to make 
room for the new crop. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that the action 
taken by the O. P. A. on July 3 is in the 
right direction. I compliment it on re- 
sponding to the appeals of the industry 
and consumers and of a few of us who 
are interested in the problem. I also re- 
peat that it did only half a job, and I 
express the hope that what was done is 
only the first step in a series which will 
bring about a more realistic policy re- 
garding the distribution of sugar. 

Mr. President, I condemn as com- 
pletely unjustified the use of Government 
funds for such purposes as trying to cre- 
ate in the minds of consumers the 
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thoughf that it is their patriotic duty not 
to eat any sugar at all. Assurediy this 
is the time to sacrifice and cut down; 
but it is wrong for officials of the Gov- 
ernment to impress upon the people a 
completely erroneous and mistaken idea, 
I have examined some of the medical 
authorities with regard to sugar and I 
find that the need for sugar from the 
standpoint of health, vigor, and energy is. 
universally acknowledged. I should like 
to quote a few of the medical authorities 
on this subject to demonstrate the facts. 

James S. McLester, M. D., Birming- 
ham, Ala., Nutrition and Diet in Health 
and Disease, W. B. Saunders and Co., 
1927: 


The great value of sugar lies in the fact that 
it offers in a concentrated form the most 
readily available carbohydrate. Properly 
taken it throws little burden on the diges- 
tive organs and is quickly utilized. It is 
sometimes spoken of as a “stimulant”, in a 
sense we can say that it is the best stimulant 
we have, in that it gives to the body suitable 
material for the immediate renewal of 
energy. It has long been known that ath- 
letes have greater endurance if from time to 
time during the test of strength a little 
sugar is eaten; mountain climbers eat milk 
chocolate. It has been found recently that 
marathon runners show less exhaustion at 
the end if sugar is taken during the race. 
People who have been accustomed to sugar 
in the diet find it difficult to get along with- 
out it even when an abundance of other 
carbohydrate is available. I have seen Amer- 
ican soldiers in France stand in line an 
hour or more in order to purchase a small 
box of candy. Sugar is of great value in 
feeding the sick when a readily assimilable 
carbohydrate is desired. 


Sydney W. Cole, M. A., university lec- 
turer in medical chemistry, Cambridge. 
Relative Food Values of Glucose and Su- 
crose (Cane Sugar). Lancet 1: 431-432, 
February 23, 1935: 


Sucrose is unique as a foodstuff in its capa- 
bility of yielding a certain amount of its 
energy to the body in the shortest time. As 
long ago as 1899 Zuntz drew attention to the 
favorable effect of sucrose on muscular work, 
It would be of considerable interest if some 
of our athletic students were to test their 
powers of endurance after taking glucose and 
sucrose. It has been shown by C. F. Cori and 
G. T. Cori that glucose and fructose are on a 
par as regards the production of liver glyco- 
gen. This indicates that cane sugar can be 
utilized by the body for the building up of a 
store of energy for later use. I feel that pure 
cane sugar, recrystallized as it is, from either 
cane or beet, is preferable as a foodstuff to 
commercial glucose. This is a very solubie 
compound, and a recrystallized product is too 
expensive for ordinary use. 


A. A. Osman. The Importance of 
Sugar in the Diet of the School Child. 
Proc. Roy. Soc. Med., XXIV, 8 pages, 
June 1931: 

The desire of the average child for sweets 
is simply an expression of the need for fuel. 
It is suggested that many of the present-day 
childish ailments might be avoided if children 
are allowed to gratify their natural physio- 
logical desires in this direction. 


A. A. Osman, M. D., Importance of 
Sugar in Diet of School Children. Lancet 
1: 243-244. January 31, 1931. 


The symptoms of sugar deprivation could 
be divided into major and minor; the major 
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symptoms are billous attacks or ~ cyclical 
vomiting, which occurred between the ages 
of 4 and 13 and consisted of attacks of sick- 
ness with headache, fever, anorexia, and 
muscular prostration. There was usually 
constipation, sometimes succeeded by diar- 
rhea. There were three common causes, men- 
tal excitement, infection, and physical ex- 
haustion, all factors making a rapid demand 
upon sugar reserves. 

The minor symptoms of sugar shortage 
could be summed up in the word “fatigue.” 
The caild looked physically and mentally 
exhausted, pale, languid, depressed, with dark 
rings under the eyes, expressionless face, and 
listless stance. Such children were usually 
brought to the doctor for anemia, headaches, 
fiabbiness, fainting, constipation, growing 
pains, or asthma. 

All these symptoms cleared up when the 
Sugar allowance was increased and the gain 
in health and spirits was enormous. 


The offending leaflet about which I 
have spoken is only one example of a 
trend. I regret exceedingly that some 
of our very prominent Americans haye 
fallen into the movement. I sincerely 
doubt that they realize the effect of their 
statements upon the welfare of thou- 
sands of farmers and producers of sugar 
in the United States. I shall hurriedly 
outline, from a list compiled by Lam- 
born & Co., some of the statements and 
publications which have appeared re- 
cently to show that there is a movement 
on, which must be stopped or else the 
most nefarious results of propaganda 
will be visited upon patriotic farmers and 
producers who are as much engaged in 
contributing to the war production and 
the war effort as any other group within 
our Nation. 


Secretary Wickard writes, in Collier’s 
magazine, on the sugar shortage: 


But by a happy circumstance this shortage 
has its very real compensations. During the 
past half century we have increased our per 
capita consumption of sugar tremendously. 
We may well find that eating less sugar will 
not only slim our waistlines but improve our 
health generally. * * * One of the most 
brilliant and valuable achievements of this 
war is that of the nutritionists who are see- 
ing to it that the farmer's labor in growing 
good food is not lost through unscientific 
food processing, unbalanced diets, and the 
perpetuation of bad habits. * * * But 
in compensating for these shortages the 
nutritionists and food technicians who are 
working for the Army and other Government 
services are likely to transform the Nation’s 
food habits. (From an article by Secretary 
wi Agriculture in Collier’s issue of June 27, 

2.) 

Sugar? Less sugar means better teeth for 
children, better complexion for the teen age, 
better health, and figures for adults—From 
an editorial in Woman’s Home Companion 
for June 1942. 

Let's not worry about sugar. Yes, sugarless 
canning is easy to do—fruits keep equally 
well, and are just as rich in minerals and 
vitamins. It is minerals and vitamins, not 
Sugar, that satisfy that hidden hunger which 
is often the only diference between the well 
nourished and the under nourished. Canned 
fruits may have sugar added for serving— 
the reguiar ration should take care of that, 
(Sprinkle a little sugar over the fruit when 
it is taken from the jar. Cover and let stand 
15 or 20 minutes for sugar to dissolve.) Never 
hhas it been so important that the pantry be 
well stocked with home-canned fruits, Fruit 
is needed to help keep the family fit. Now- 
adays, keeping fit is the duty—the patriotic 
obligation—of every American citizen. 

Eating fruit for health doesn’t necessarily 
mean that it must be canned without sugar, 
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as there are at present acceptable substitutes 
for granulated. sugar. Should these substi- 
tutes not be at hand, can without sugar and 
glory in the fact that every jar of sugarless 
fruit on the home pantry shelf means that 
an extra shot can be fired for victory. (From 
a booklet, How To Can Without Sugar, by Ball 
Bros. Co., Muncie, Ind., manufacturers of 
jar rings.) 

How to save sugar and like it! Too much 
sugar dulls the appetite and makes a well- 
rounded diet of essential foods less appeal- 
ing. While white sugar is high in calories it 
has no other food vaiue. You might take 
advantage of the sugar shortage to eat more 
fruits for dessert—for fruits contain, besides 
their natural sugars, valuable vitamins and 
minerals. (From a leaflet issued by the 
Brooklyn Union Gas Co. to its consumers.) 

Sugarless cooking and baking wiil be thor- 
oughly demonstrated and explained. See 
your favorite cookies, puddings, and desserts 
prepared and baked with smalt quantities of 
sugar—no sugar at all—or with sugar alter- 
nates. Plan to come. We are sure you will 
want to see how you can do more cooking 
and baking with your allotment of sugar. 
(From an advertisement of the Electric Co, 
Milwaukee Sentinel, June 25, 1942.) 

A sugar shortage need be no great catas- 
trophe. We did it before and we can do it 
again. In a short time we'll be so used to 
less sugar that we'll not even miss it. (From 
Ladies’ Home Journal, May 1942 issue.) 


In these wartimes it is up to everybody 
to cooperate toward victory. That co- 
operation should be mutual among all 
elements of the Nation; and cooperation 
with the Government should be measured 
as far as practicable by cooperation from 
the Government. These are not times 
for special privileges or advantages; 
neither are they times for unnecessary 
burdens or disadvantages.. I submit that 
there must be coordination in Govern- 
ment; but I lock with apprehension upon 
Government programs like the price ceil- 
ings, which are made to work by the use 
of rationing beyond the point of need. 
I can see the difficulties of maintaining 
price control. ‘The solution for one prob- 
lem often means the creation of others. 
In the case of sugar there are so many 
conflicting interests that the problem is 
doubly difficult. Nevertheless, the ofū- 
cials of O. P. A., W. P. B., or any other 
Government department or bureau can 
best serve the Nation as a whole and 
thereby stimulate the maximum of co- 
operation among all Americans, if they 
are careful not to impose unnecessary 
hardships or losses upon individuals or 
groups because of an abstract idea, or 
pride in maintaining an established rul- 
ing or regulation. 

Since sugar rationing has been started 
it had better be continued. Yet in that 
continuation adjustments to the realities 
will provide success more satisfactorily 
and more completely for all American 
citizens. Our people do not hesitate to 
make such sacrifices as must be made in 
order to win the war. My fear is that 
should we call upon them to make cer- 
tain sacrifices which are not necessary, it 
may have the effect of causing them to 
question any future steps taken in that 
direction. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR SIGNING BILLS, 
ETC, 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that during the ad- 
journment of the Senate following today’s 
Session the Vice President be authorized 
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to sign bills‘and resolutions ready for his 
signature, and that the Secretary of the 
Senate be authorized to receive messages 
from the House of Representatives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY, I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business. 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 


By Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on 
Commerce: 

William L. Clayton, of Texas, to be As- 
sistant Secretary of Commerce, vice Robert 
H. Hinckley, resigned; and 

Commander (engineering) Ellis Reed-Hill 
to be a captain (engineering) in the Coast 
Guard, to rank from July 1, 1942. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be 
no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will proceed to state the nomina- - 
tions on the calendar. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask that the nomi- 
nations of postmasters on the calendar 
be confirmed en bloc. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The nomina- 
tions will be confirmed en bloc. 


THE MARINE CORPS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to 
read sundry nominations in the Marine 
Corps. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations in the Marine Corps be confirmed 
en bloc. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That com- 
pletes the calendar. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Pres- 
ident be immediately notified of the 
nominations this day confirmed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY 


Mr, BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn 
until Tuesday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o’clock and 13 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned until Tuesday, July 21, 
1942, at 12 o’clock noon, 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 17 (legislative day, July 
16), 1942: 
In THE Marine Conps 
PERMANENT PROMOTIONS 
To be major general 
Ross E. Rowell 
To be brigadier generals 
William H. Rupertus 
Harry K, Pickett 
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To be colonels 


Lewie G. Merritt Ray A. Robinson 
Claude A. Larkin David R. Nimmer 
Shaler Ladd Victor F. Bleasdale 
William P. T, Hill Merwin H. Silverthorn 
William E. Riley 


To be lieutenant colonels 


Raymond P.Coffman William W. Orr 
Rupert R. Deese Monroe S, Swanson 
James P. Riseley Wiliam W. Paca 
Clayton C. Jerome Richard M, Cutts, Jr, 
George J. O'Shea Frank D. Weir 
Charles C. Brown Merlin F. Schneider 
Eugene H, Price George F. Good, Jr. 
William M. Mitchell Merrill B. Twining 
James A. Stuart 

To be majors 
James T. Wilbur Edmund B, Games 
Donald M. Weller Albert J. Keller 
Samuel S. Yeaton Harry S. Leon 
Edward A. Montgomery Nelson K. Brown 


Edgar O. Price Ferry Reynolds 
Robert E. Hill Nathaniel S. Clifford 
James M. Daly Ben “Z” Redfield 
Ronald D. Salmon Charles R, Jones 
Russell Lloyd Clifford H. Shuey 


Ernest W. Fry, Jr. 
Marcellus J. Howard 
August Larson 
Donovan D. Sult 
Norman Hussa 
Edward B. Carney 
Austin R. Brunelli 
Lewis C. Hudson, Jr. 
POSTMASTERS 
ALABAMA 


Ralph A. Blythe, Alexander City. 
Robert H. Reid, Elmore. 
Abbie M. Chambers, Faunsdale. 
John T. Maddox, Vernon. 

IDAHO 


George Alley, Bancroft. 

Harold W. Winschell, Firth. 

Frank M. Heistand, Hazelton, 

Glenn H. Sanders, Moscow. 

Ambrose H. McGuire, Pocatello. 

Homer W. Woodall, Soda Springs. 
INDIANA 


Ray Long, Bristol. 
Virden R. Graham, Burnettsville. 
Ira Clouser, Crawfordsville. 
Oscar J. Sauerman, Crown, Point. 
Mary W. Lawrence, Earlham, 
Frank S. Dubczak, East Chicago. 
Ellis D. Malone, Elnora. 
Henry M. Mayer, Evansville. . 
William D. Stoner, Millersburg. 
L. Edgar Feagans, Montgomery. 
Gordon B. Olvey, Noblesville. 
William H. Menaugh, Osceola. 
Earl R, Rickard, Pekin. 

KANSAS 


Frank M. Proffitt, Chase. 

Roger M. Williams, Lawrence. 

Walter R. Ives, Mount Hope. 

Ronald E. Mangrum, Pittsburg. 
MICHIGAN 


Agnes E. Rova, Atlantic Mine. 

Edson Porter, Blissfield. 

Helen L. Vincent, Eloise. 

Elaine C, Clements, Lyons, 

Leo F. Flynn, New Lothrop. 

Horace Parrish, Sandusky. 

James O. McCarthy, Thompsonville. 

John F., Lyons, White Cloud. 
VIRGINIA 


Jessie M. Cross, Concord Depot, 

Emmett L. Allen, Glenallen. 

Wilbert D. R. Proffitt, Highland Springs, 
Emily T. Slaydon, Hollins College, 
Howard O. Rock, Irvington. 

Walter McC, Greer, Rockymount, 
Florence E. Harris, Scottsburg. 

Ralph P. Mayo, University of Richmond, 
William Nelson Page, Winchester, 


Wayne H. Adams 
John H. Cook, Jr. 
Samuel G. Taxis 
Edward J. Dillon 
Harold I. Larson 
Mercade A. Cramer 
Chandler W. Johnson 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Fripay, Juty 17, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon and 
was called to order by the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our most merciful Father, we thank 
Thee for the power of prayer; an old, old 
way to the throne of grace, yet enchant- 
ingly new. Dear Lord, it is as new as 
the newest aspiration, stirring our wills 
to see Thy purpose on earth as it is in 
heaven. We bless Thee that prayer is 
not only new and old, but it is ever- 
lastingly enfolding and enlarging the 
spirit of man into the likeness of the 
Most High, 

Oh, come into the human foreground, 
out of the half-lights and shades which 
are too deep for our understanding. Be 
pleased to throw a searching light on the 
world’s tragic affliction that we may give 
to it a healing interpretation. Forbid 
that our country should give hospitality 
to those tramps of thought which blind 
and have no place on the highways of 
freedom. Give our citizens a new and 
second birth which shall league all to a 
higher creative power in that great con- 
ception of free government. Oh, may 
there be cleansed from the veins of our 
land destructive indifference, a biased 
self-interest, and a most shameful ma- 
terialism which mock the false claims of 
patriotic devotion. Almighty God, may 
every help and support be given our Pres- 
ident and his counselors in these hours of 
most needful sacrifice and courage, In 
our dear Redeemer’s name. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R.5392. An act to convey certain prop- 
erty to the Southwest Texas State Teachers 
College. 

FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL DEFICIENCY BILL, 
1943 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 
7319) making supplemental appropria- 
tions for the national defense for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes, with Senate amendments 
thereto, disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments, and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Cannon]? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, last evening I 
objected to this bill going to conference. 
I had asked the chairman of the Appro- 
priations Committee if it were possible 
for us to get a separate vote on the money 
appropriated for the Office of Price Ad- 
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ministration. in event the House con- 
ferees did not accept the Senate amend- 
ment. The chairman of the committee 
did not feel that he was justified in mak- 
ing any commitment. This morning, 
however, I have satisfied myself that there 
will be a way, if necessary, to bring that 
issue before the House for a separate 
vote, therefore it is not my purpose to 
object at this time and I withdraw my 
reservation of objection. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, may I ask the gentleman 
the difference between what the House 
appropriated for Office of Price Admin- 
istration and the amount that the Senate 
has agreed to? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The bill as 
it was transmitted from the House to the 
Senate carried an appropriation for the 
purpose of $75,000,000. The Senate 
added an amendment raising this amount 
to $125,000,000. There is a difference of 
$50,000,000 between the two Houses. 

Mr. RICH. Is it the intention in con- 
nection with rationing that is to be done 
by the Office of Price Administration and 
Mr. Henderson that all the workers now 
are to be paid workers in the carrying 
out of this work? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. No; when 
the Administrator appeared before the 
House committee he explained that he 
expected to supplement his paid force 
with voluntary workers. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TABER. Is it not a fact that what 
he told us was that the clerks would be 
paid rather than the board members? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The staff 
of the local board, of course, would neces- 
sarily have to be paid. 

Mr. TABER. There should be a good 
many cases in addition to that where the 
clerks do not need to be paid. My atten- 
tion was called to one case in a State 
where they foisted a clerk drawing $1,200 
upon a State rationing board handling 
tires where they had only one tire a 
month to handle. I hope that there may 
be more business in the administration 
of the Office of Price Administrator than 
there has been so far. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, further re- 
serving the right to object, let me ask 
the gentleman this question: In connec- 
tion with rationing, does not the gentle- 
man believe that they are going to be able 
to get the people of this country to ad- 
here to the Price Administration rules 
and regulations if they get the people of 
this country enthused with the idea that 
they ought to do that rather than creat- 
ing the idea that we are going to pay 
everybody that is interested in it and have 
the public go down in their pockets and 
pay the bill? We are considering a tax 
bill here today that is going to bend the 
back of every American in the country, 
They have to raise the money to do this 
work. Does not the gentleman think 
that the enthusiasm and patriotism of 
Americans is going to have more to do 
with it than a lot of political leeches who 
may be hanging on? 
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. When the 
Congress enacts a measure it does so al- 
ways with the understanding and belief 
that the legislation meets with public ap- 
proval and will have the hearty coopera- 
tion of the people generally. I see no 
reason why this bill should be an excep- 
tion to the rule. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I wish the gentleman 
would read the testimony of Mr. Hender- 
son in the original set-up of price control 
where he stated he would need so few, 
and the public at large would see to it that 
the law was carried out. If you will read 
over his original testimony I want you to 
keep in mind that if we must have a lot 
of police officials and snoopers to see that 
every law we pass is obeyed, we will have 
come to a pretty bad end. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, further reserving the right to 
object, may I say to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that a very small number 
of these people who are to be employed 
are to be people who are engaged in en- 
forcement work. 

The hearings before our committee 
showed that the various rationing pro- 
grams and the rent program, if they 
are put into effect, and if they are im- 
plemented so that they will really amount 
to something—and heaven knows they 
have to amount to something if we are 
to be saved in this country—will re- 
quire a sizable number of clerical per- 
sons who are thoroughly familiar with 
them and who will be able in these 
various communities to give information 
to the persons affected by this law. It 
is not a question of people snooping on 
them. In my home community the ra- 
tioning board has had to call upon the 
industries to lend them clerical assistants 
in order to answer inquiries and to wait 
upon people having legitimate business 
with the rationing board. 

Mr, GIFFORD. I am glad to have 
that explanation. 

I wanted to recall to you in the first 
instance Mr. Henderson’s testimony that 
so few people would be needed in the 
price control set-up. There is the rec- 
ord before your Appropriations Commit- 
tee. : 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. One of the 
most important of many reasons why 
ample funds should be provided for the 
administration of the act is that where 
there is dissatisfaction with the admin- 
istration of the law and where there are 
complaints to be adjudicated, personnel 
must be provided to receive such com- 
plaints and pass upon them and make 
satisfactory adjustments. 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 


gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. PATMAN. The statement made 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
relative to Mr. Henderson’s testimony, 
I think was predicated upon the selection 
of very few commodities to have their 
prices fixed. At the time it was not an- 
ticipated that there would be an over-all 
price ceiling such as we have at this 
time, neither was it anticipated that 
there would be a shortage of sugar or 
gasoline on the eastern seaboard. All 
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these major problems have arisen since 
that testimony. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The situ- 
tion necéssarily changes from day to day 
and as the entire price administration 
program is largely projected along new 
and untried fields; and organization has 
not yet been completed, readjustments 
from time to time are inevitable. How- 
ever, it is to be expected that a routine 
will shortly be established which wiil 
satisfactorily iron out all these prelimi- 
nary difficulties. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? (After a pause.) The Chair 
hears none, and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. CANNON of Missouri, 
Wooprum of Virginia, LUDLOW, SNYDER, 
O'NzraL, Jonnson of West Virginia, RA- 
BAUT, JOHNSON- of Oklahoma, TABER, WIG- 
GLESWORTH, LAMBERTSON, and DITTER. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the call of 
the Consent Calendar on Monday next 
be dispensed with and that it be in order 
to call the Consent Calendar on Tuesday 
next; and that it also be in order on 
Tuesday next to call the calendar of 
private bills, 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I do this for the purpose of finding out, 
if possible, what is the complete program 
for next week, and also when the bill 
that has just gone to conference will be 
called up. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am glad my 
friend asked that question, because I 
was going to make an observation about 
that. The purpose of putting the cali of 
the Consent Calendar over from Monday 
until Tuesday is that following the vote 
on the tax bill, which will come on Mon- 
day, we may take up the conference re- 
port on the bill that has just gone to 
conference, if the conferees agree, and 
we are hopeful that they will. That is 
why that was done. - 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Can 
the gentleman tell us the program for 
the rest of the week? 

Mr. McCORMACK, I am unable to 
state that at this time. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Can 
the gentleman tell us whether there is 
any likelihood of taking up the bill to 
permit soldiers to vote, a matter in which 
I have been greatly interested; in fact, 
I have introduced a bill to that effect, 
which has been pending in the Com- 
mittee on Rules. Of course, if it is going 
to be of any good, we must act on that 
legislation promptly. 

Mr. McCORMACK. That bill has 
been reported out of committee and is 
before the Committee on Rules. I join 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
in expressing the hope that it will be 
considered soon. Certainly, if we are 
going to do anything about this matter, 
it should be done very quickly. I see the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules is 
present. Probably he can give the House 
some information about this matter. 

Mr. SABATH. We have had hear- 
ings on that bill. A question was raised 
as to its constitutionality, but I believe 
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that has been clarified. I may say fur- 
ther that the State secretaries of state 
are having a meeting some place close by, 


‘and this morning I met with a special 


committee of seven of them who are urg- 
ing that some such legislation be passed, 
but they desire a simplification of the 
bl. Itismy aim to bring about a simpli- 
fied bill that will not be cumbersome or 
expensive, and that will give the soldiers 
the right and opportunity to cast their 
vote the same as persons who are at 
home. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. It is 
the purpose of the gentleman to get the 
legislation here before the election? 

Mr. SABATH. My aim is to bring the 
rule in here as soon as I can obtain 
enough votes for it and get the right kind 
of a bill, a bill that will be workable. 
Several of the secretaries of states whom 
I have mentioned are now in my office. 
Anticipating that both the majority and 
minority leaders were interested in the 
proposed legislation and its status in the 
Committee on Rules, I left the committee 
room immediately to come to the fioor to 
assure them and the House that I am 
doing everything humanly possible to 
obtain early action by my committee. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Reserv- 
ing the right to object, Mr. Speaker, may 
I say in reply to the gentleman from Mi- 
nois and the two gentlemen from Massa- 
chusetts that if the two gentlemen from 
Massachusetts, representing both parties 
in that State, had taken the precaution 
in Massachusetts that we took in Missis- 
sippi, their soldiers would have been in a 
position to vote. The same thing might 
have been done in Ilinois. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 
precaution did you take in Mississippi? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. We pro- 
vided that they could vote. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. We 
have an absentee voting privilege, too, but 
we are trying to look at it in a much 
broader way. - 

Mr. SABATH. We are looking at it 
broadly. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. You are 
always very broad when you are med- 
dling in somebody else’s business. The 
truth is that these fellows who are wor- 
ried most about election laws have not 
looked after the election laws in their 
own States. Besides, this pressure is not 
coming from the soldiers themselves, it is 
coming from a few politicians who seem 
to want their names in the papers back 
home. Y 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. How 
many people in Mississippi vote, anyway? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Enough 
of them vote down there to elect Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, and they will do 
so again. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. McCormack]? 

Mr. RICH. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can- 
not reserve the right to object. The reg- 
ular order has been demanded. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. RICH. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE PRESIDENT 
OF HONDURAS 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
President of Honduras: 

TEGUCIGALPA, HONDURAS. 
SECRETARY OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C.: 

I sincerely thank your high and honor- 
able House and you personally for sending me 
a magnificent copy of its resolution of Febru- 
ary 2 and for the gracious compliments paid 
to my country and this government. 

Your sincere friend, 
TIBURCIO Cartas A. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr.McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, Ire- 
new the request I made a moment ago. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts? 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I would like to ask the 
gentlemen from Massachusetts a ques- 
tion in reference to the legislation for 
next week. We were told last week that 
after the tax bill was considered it was 
the intention or purpose, or at least we 
were left under the impression that it was 
the intention or purpose that the Con- 
gress should recess for several weeks. I 
notice in the papers this morning that 
the President is going to request Congress 
to remain in session and that we will 
have for consideration legislation gov- 
erning wages. Is there anything coming 
before the House in the way of bills to be 
presented to the House whereby we will 
have regulation of wages in order that we 
may have the prices of commodities kept 
on a basis that will provide for the stabi- 
lization of prices that Mr. Henderson is 
trying to bring about? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Of course, I can 
give no definite information except this: 
I have read the newspapers myself and 
it is needless to say that the Congress of 
the United States will make all personal 
sacrifices that may be necessary in the 
promotion of the best interests of the 
Nation. 

Mr. RICH. I am sure of thai, but I 
was wondering if there was any legisla- 
tion of that kind to come before the 
House, 

Mr. McCORMACK. I cannot state 
that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I have 
two requests—one that I may extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and the other 
that I may read a brief statement to the 
House and have it appear in the Recorp 
at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? 

‘There was no objection. 


MOTION TO RECOMMIT THE REVENUE 
BILL 


Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, at the 
proper time I propose to offer a motion 
to recommit the bill to the committee 
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with instructions to report it back imme- 
diately with amendments the effect of 
which would be as follows: 

First. Change the combined income- 
tax rates on normal corporate profits 
from 45 percent to 40 percent. 

Second. Change the rate of tax on ex- 
cess war profits from 8744 percent to 90 
percent. 

To accomplish these changes a number 
of amendments are necessary, and that 
is why the motion to recommit is rather 
long. 

I wish to emphasize, however, that no 
delay in passing the bill will result if the 
motion to recommit is carried. The pro- 
posed changes can be made right on the 
foor in 2 minutes, without actually send- 
ing the bill back to the Ways and Means 
Committee. If the motion carries, the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee will, under the instructions of the 
House, offer the amendments provided 
for in the recommittal motion, and the 
House can immediately include them in 
the bill before sending it to the Senate, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. O'BRIEN of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp and to 
include therein a speech given by the 
distinguished newspaper editor, Frank E. 
Gannett, before a club in Utica, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER. Is thcre objection to 
the requestion of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Dakota? 

There was no objection. 


TRAINING OF TECHNICIANS AND ME- 
CHANICS BY CIVIL AERONAUTICS AU- 
THORITY 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I 
call up the conference report upon the 
bill H. R. 5695, an act to extend the 
Civilian Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as 
to provide for the training of civilian 
aviation technicians and mechanics. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
North Carolina calls up the conference 
report on the bill H. R. 5965, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the conference report, 
as follows: 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5695) to amend the Civilian Pilot Training 
Act of 1939 so as to provide for the training 
of civilian aviation technicians and mechan- 
ics, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence, have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment. 

A. L. BULWINKLE, 
J. W. WADSWORTH, 
LyLE H. BOREN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
Josian W. BAILEY, 
BENNETT CHAMP CLARK, 
Cras. L. McNary, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


6315 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the right to object, 
Will the gentleman from North Carolina 
kindly give an explanation of the Senate 
amendment? 

Mr. BULWINELE. Mr. Speaker, this 
bill is from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. It provided for 
technicians and mechanics to be trained 
by the Civil Aeronautics Authority under 
their direction. The House passed the 
bill unanimously. The bill went to the 
Senate and the Senate struck out all of 
the House bill and put in a bill with cer- 
tain restrictions on what they did, so 
that it would apply only to technicians 
and mechanics who were in the Reserves. 
In the conference the Senate agreed to 
strike that out and accept the House bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Then 
this is merely bringing the House bill 
back for passage under the conference 
report. 

Mr. BULWINELE. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EXCESSIVE COMMISSIONS ON DEFENSE 
CONTRACTS 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
asked this time to call the attention of 
the Committee on Ways and Means to 
a situation which was developed. yester- 
day. Yesterday, before the Committee 
on Naval Affairs’ select committee in- 
vestigating defense expenditures, it was 
disclosed that a family in Washington 
had made neariy a million dollars in as- 
sisting certain people to secure defense 
contracts. The testimony further showed 
that the father, the head of the family, 
divided that up by giving one-fourth to 
one son, one-fourth to another son, one- 
fourth to his wife, and keeping one-fourth 
himself. As you know, there is no pro- 
vision in the bill requiring joint returns. 
Iam sorry it is not there. 

I rise to inquire whether we can reach 
those people and get back most of this 
money which they received throuch taxa- 
tion, and if not I hope the Ways and 
Means Committee will consider such an 
amendment, which they can offer to the 
bill under the rule. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, in the instance 
cited, I think they are applying the com- 
munity-property principles to the profits 
and getting away from the tax. 

Mr. COCHRAN. They certainly are. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, the fact is that in 
the case cited by the gentleman from 
Missouri, the father will have to pay an 
income tax and a gift tax on the amounts 
given to his sons and to his wife. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I am very glad to 
hear that, which means we will get back 
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some of the money and put it where it 
belongs in the Treasury. 

I cannot conceive how anyone can be 
induced to pay large commissions for 
assistance in securing national defense 
contracts. I feel all Government agen- 
cies should require a sworn statement 
from those involved showing whether 
commissions were to be paid before a con- 
tract is let. The commission, of course, 
is added to the bill and in the end comes 
out of the Treasury. I want the com- 
mittee to be positive the case I cited can 
be reached, and if in doubt, then put some 
language in the bill that will recapture 
the money. It is not too late. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp on the matter of 
the election of a Governor by the people 
of Puerto Rico. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the REC- 
orD a resolution by the Fraternal Order 
- of Eagles of the State of California. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I have two requests, one to ex- 
tend in the Recorp my own remarks, 
which will b2 a radio address to be deliy- 
ered by me next Sunday, and another to 
extend my own remarks on the rubber 
situation, and include certain articles 
and tables, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and insert 
a philosophy by E. R. Squibb & Sons. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask” 


unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Record and include a 
column from the Pittsburgh Press by 
Westbrook Pegler. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp by the inclusion of 
a letter from a soldier to his parents. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection, 
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Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp and include an article by 
Dr, Paul, of Worcester, Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, day before yesterday I asked 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Appendix and include a 
report by the London Chamber of Com- 
merce, I am informed by the Printing 
Office that this will occupy three pages 
and will cost $135. In view of the 
importance of the statement, I renew my 
request. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and include a speech by 
J. Walter Hammond at Dallas, Tex. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXORBITANT PROFITS FROM WAR 
CONTRACTS 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
glad to have the question raised by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN] 
as to the exorbitant and ridiculous profits 
being made by brokers in War and Navy 
contracts, but I do not think the slow 
and cumbersome method of taxation is 
either a desirable or proper method of 
reaching the evil. 

The House Military Affairs Committee 
in its investigations is pursuing quite a 
different course with respect to that. We 
are not waiting for the Ways and Means 
Committee to reach it by taxes. In every 
case where we find there is any evidence 
of fraud or evasion we submit it to the 
F. B. I. immediately, and aid in every 
possible way the Department of Justice 
in the prosecution of the matters. In 
every case where we find excessive profits 
which may be gotten back without a 
criminal prosecution we are advising the 
Bureau oi Internal Revenue. There is 
complete cooperation between the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee, the Bureau of 
Internal Revenue, and the F. B. I., and 
we are going to get all of it back that we 
can. Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, we have 
caused to be inaugurated and set up in 
the Contract Division of the War De- 
partment a system of auditing and re- 
negotiation of contracts by which both 
the contractor and the Government may 
find a means of giving exact justice to 
both th2 Government and the contractor 
by renegotiation of all contracts and re- 
adjustments from time to time, under 
which the Government can teke back 
all unreasonable and exorbitant profits. 
No person or corporation ought to be per- 
mitted to enjoy large profits in this ter- 
rible time of the most terrible war in 
human history, while men are dying in 
the cause of liberty throughout the world. 
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AMENDMENTS TO TAX BILL 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, so that 
the membership may know that while we 
are considering the bill under the closed 
rule which I have submitted, it does not 
prevent but, in fact, gives the Committee 
on Ways and Means the privilege of of- 
fering amendments to the bill. Conse- 
quently, after the close of debate when 
the bill is called up that committee will 
offer several amendments. Therefore, if 
any Member who failed to appear before 
the committee during the 4 months that 
hearings were held still has the right 
and privilege of submitting his views to 
the committee and I know it will con- 
sider any worthy proposal or amend- 
ment and may offer same on the floor. 
Furthermore, the rule also provides and 
permits a motion to recommit the bill 
with or without instructions. However, 
that right can be exercised only by a 
Member who is opposed to the bill and 
inasmuch as one Member from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, the gentle- 
man from Minnesota (Mr, KNUTSON], 
has announced that he is opposed to the 
bill and has given notice he will make 
such motion, I hope that he will include 
in his motion not only a provision to 
change the excess-profit corporation tax 
that might permit the kick-back of 14 
percent to the corporations, which pro- 
vision was contained in the bill originally 
agreed upon but finally eliminated by a 
majority of the committee, who desired 
to increase the revenues up to $750,000,- 
000, but also a provision abolishing the 
tax-exempt securities and eliminate the 
1913 limitation on estates and gifts. I 
hope he will also include in his motion 
the provision to limit the percentage de- 
pletion for mines and oil wells as well as 
the provision reducing the personal tax 
exemptions of $750 for single persons and 
$1,500 for married persons. With such 
provisions included in his motion, I am 
sure he will obtain quite some support 
for it. 

Reverting to the discussion a short 
time ago bearing on the bill proposing a 
vote for soldiers absent from their States, 
I wish to say to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. RANKIN], who has been 
from time to time a little rash in his 
statements, I feel he is mistaken in his 
statement that only politicians want this 
law passed giving the soldiers the right 
to vote. Isay this because the American 
Legion and a great many other civic or- 
ganizations have appealed and urged the 
passage of the bill extending this privi- 
lege to our soldiers and sailors. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. And your 
States denied it, 

Mr. SABATH. No; they have not. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

CIVILIAN DEFENSE 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I regret 
that the scrap-rubber collection seems 
to have been a failure. I would like to 
remind the House that the aluminum 
collections did not seem to be quite satis- 
factory to the people. The little fellows 
collecting newspapers now find that 
they have to burn the newspapers, be- 
cause there is no shortage of paper. It 
is rather doubtful about the situation 
with respect to gasoline being exactly as 
our public officials have painted it. Our 
public has been rather misinformed and 
their confidence has been badly shaken. 
We are now asked to buy the extra 2 
pounds of sugar to relieve sugar con- 
gestion, It all seems so strange to us. 

At this moment I want to put into the 
Recorp a remarkable illustration of 
civilian defense that many of my people 
have performed during the past few 
weeks. Iam glad to pay tribute to those 
people in the Reoorp. 

The . Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 


‘There was no objection. 
(Here the gavel fell.] 


REVENUE ACT OF 1942 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, for the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7378), to 
provide revenue, and for other purpases. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whale House 
on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 7378, with 
Mr. Lanuam in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, may 
I inquire how the time stands? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Dovexton] 
has consumed 1 hour and 51 minutes. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Treapwayl has consumed 57 minutes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. So there is nearly 
an hour coming to this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. KNUT- 
sow], 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, at 
this time I offer for the Recorp an ex- 
planation of the motion to recommit 
which I propose to offer at the proper 
time 


Mr. TREADWAY. Ii understand the 
gentleman is offering it for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman is 
correct. This is being offered solely for 
the information of the membership of 
the House. 

_Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Yes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. As I understand, 
the motion to recommit which has been 
mentioned by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota is simply a motion which reduces 
the normal and surtexes of small cor- 
porations, or all corporations, we will 
say, from 45 percent as now cartied in 
the bill down to 40 percent, and increases 
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the excess-profits taxes of corporations 
from 8744 percent to $0 percent? 

Mr. KNUTSON, I propose to change 
the 45 percent rate on normal profits to 
40 percent and the 874% rate on excess 
profits te 90 percent. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. And it is a matter 
that could be handled on the floor in a 
few minutes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. It would not take 5 
minutes. The purpose of offering the 
motion to recommit is, if possible, to get 
relief for the corporations who have no 
war contracts and who will have no ex- 


$25,000 class, in the $25,000-to-$50,000 


‘hose 
of $50,000? 
Mr. KNUTSON. It applies to those 
cerporations that are subject to the 45- 
tax. 


Mr. McLEAN. Is it not a fact that 


porations whose incomes exceed $50,000. 

are not the small corporations 

which the gentleman has been talking 
So much. 


Hi 
g 


covered by the “notch” rate. Just 
se a corporation has an income of 
not imply very much; it may 
verge 


Hk 
H 


BB 
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of bankruptcy. 
. MCLEAN. Except if we adopt that 
classification, then a corporation mak- 
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Gividend-paying basis because of the fact 
that we are raising the tax on normal 
profit from 31 percent to 45 percent. 

Mr. McLEAN. I understand, Mr. 
Chairman, that the genileman’s motion 
does not apply te amy corporation that 
has a net taxable income of less than 
$50,009. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my reser- 
vation of objection. 

Mr. KNUTSON. That is not a fact. 
It applies to corporations with net in- 
comes over $25,000. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KNUTSON. I yield. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Chairman, in 
following the colloquy between my friend 
from New Jersey and the gentleman 
from Minnesota who, by the way, has 
tried his case pretty much in the news- 
pepers, I would suggest to the member- 
ship that in the event that no objection 
is offered to his request, that they care- 
fully read the minority views he has of- 
fered; and, es the gentleman from New 
Jersey has so well pointed out, the so- 
called small corporation is better pro- 
tected under the provisions brought out 
in connection with the excess-profits 
proposal as well as the normal amount 
of surtax proposal in the bill than they 
are under existing law in a relative way 
compared with the new proposals in the 
bill as they relate to larger corporations, 
In my time subsequent to now I intend to 
go more fully into this phase of the mat- 
ter, but I have no wish to object. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order 
is demanded. ‘The regular order is: Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, when 
the Committee rises at the conclusion of 
general debate on the bili, I intend to 
cffer a motion to recommit the bill with 
instructions that the bill be reported 
back to the House forthwith with the 
amendments that are necessary to 
change the combined normal and surtax 
rate on corporations from 45 percent to 
40 percent, and the excess profits tax rate 
on corporations from 8714 percent to 90 
percent. This change will require a num- 
ber of amendments throughout the bill, 
most of them of a purely technical na- 
ture, and hence I have asked permission 
to have the motion to recommit which I 
intend to offer printed in the Recorp so 
that all Members will have an adequate 
opportunity to study it. 

My motion to recommit, together with 
a brief explanation of the effect of each 
amendment proposed therein is as fol- 

PROPOSED MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. Kwurson moves to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means with 
instructions to report the bill back to the 
House forthwith with the following amend- 
ments: 

Page 14, line 6, strike out "32 percent” and 
insert in lieu thereof “22 percent.” 

Page 14, tines 9 and 10, strike out “21 per- 
cent” and insert in lieu thereof “16 percent.” 

Page 15, line 13, strike out “871, percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “90 percent.” 
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Page 18, lige 13, strike out “ ‘37 percent’” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ ‘36 percent’.” 

Page 18, line 18, strike out ‘$22,900" and 
insert in lieu thereof $22,800.” 

Page 18, line 20, strike out “$22,900” and 
insert in lieu thereof “$22,800.” 

Page 18, line 24, strike out “$22,900” and 
insert in lieu thereof “$22,800.” 

Page 19, line 1, strike out “$22,900” and 
insert in lieu thereof “$22,800.” 

Page 19, line 4, strike out “ ‘$22,900'” and 
insert in lleu thereof “ ‘$22,800'.” 

Page 19, line 5, strike out “ ‘37 percent’ ” and 
insert in lieu thereof “ ‘36 percent’.” 

Page 19, line 9, strike out “37 percent” and 
insert in lieu thereof “36 percent.” 

Page 19, line 14, strike out “‘87 percent’” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ ‘36 percent’.” 

Page 19, line 23, strike out “ ‘37 percent’” 
and insert in lieu thereof “'36 percent’.” 

Page 131, line 20, strike out “42 percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “32 percent.” 

Page 137, line 17, strike out “21 percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “16 percent.” 

Page 137, line 21, strike out “45 percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “40 percent.” 

Page 151, line 20, strike out “21 percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “16 percent.” 

Page 195, line 2, strike out “871, percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof "90 percent.” 


DETAILED EXPLANATION OF AMENDMENTS 


Amendment No. 1 deals with the 
notch which provides for the transition 
from a 10 percent surtax rate on corpora- 
tions with corporation surtax net in- 
come not over $25,000 to the full surtax 
rate on corporations with corporation 
surtax net income over $50,000, The 
proposed change in corporation surtax 
rate from 21 percent to 16 percent re- 
quires that the rate in this notch be 
changed from 32 percent to 22 percent. 

Amendment No. 2 changes the regular 
corporation surtax rate from the 21 per- 
cent rate provided in the bill to a 16 per- 
cent rate. This, with the regular normal 
tax rate of 24 percent, will make a reg- 
ular combined normal and surtax rate 
on corporations of 40 percent. 

Amendment No. 3 is a technical 
amendment made necessary by the pro- 
posed change in the rate of excess profits 
tax from 8742 percent to 90 percent. 

Amendments Nos. 4 to 13, inclusive, 
deal with the rate of tax on nonresident 
alien individuals and on foreign corpora- 
tions not engaged in trade or business 
in the United States. Both under exist- 
ing law and under the bill, with one ex- 
ception, such individuals and corpora- 
tions are subjected to the same rate of 
tax on their fixed and determinable in- 
come from sources within the United 
States. Under the bill that rate is 37 
percent, which corresponds to a com- 
bined normal and surtax rate On do- 
mestic corporations of 45 percent. Since 
I propose to reduce the latter rate to 40 
percent, a corresponding reduction to 36 
percent is necessary in the case of non- 
resident aliens and foreign corporations 
not engaged in trade or business in the 
United States, in order that the rate re- 
lationships now existing may be main- 
tained, and the changes striking out “37 
percent” and inserting “36 percent” are 
necessary to effect this result. In the 
case of nonresident alien individuals the 
flat rate on fixed and determinable in- 
come from sources within the United 
States ceases to be applicable under the 
bill when the aggregate of such income 
exceeds $22,900, and instead the regular 
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normal and surtax rates on individuals 
become applicable, since above that level 
of income the regular combined effective 
normal and surtax rates with respect to 
individuals exceed the 37 percent flat 
rate. The reduction of the flat rate to 
36 percent requires a corresponding re- 
duction to $22,800 of the level of income 
above which the regular normal and sur- 
tax rates on individuals is to be ap- 
plicable, and the changes striking out 
“$22,900” and inserting “$22,800” are 
necessary to effect this result. 

Amendments Nos. 14 to 16, inclu- 
sive, relate to the corporation surtax 
on mutual insurance companies other 
than life. Amendment No. 14 deals with 
the “notch” rate which provides for a 
gradual transition to the full corporation 
surtax rate in the case of mutual insur- 
ance companies other than life with 
corporation surtax net incomes slightly 
in excess of $50,000. Under the bill the 
notch rate is twice the regular corpora- 
tion surtax rate of 21 percent. Since I 
propose to reduce this 21 percent rate to 
16 percent, it is necessary to change this 
notch rate from 42 percent to 32 percent. 
Amendments Nos. 15 and 16 are purely 
technical amendments made necessary 
in the case of mutual insurance compa- 
nies other than life by the proposed 
change in the regular corporation sur- 
tax rate from 21 percent to 16 percent. 

Amendment No. 17 changes the surtax 
rate on regulated investment companies 
from 21 percent to 16 percent. 

Amendment No. 18 changes the excess 
profits tax rate from 8732 percent to 90 
percent. > 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, many years ago during the World 
War I was riding up a highway leading 
to the historic French city of Verdun. 
Over in the fields, over a shell-swept 
area, Was a monument built out of stone 
and apparently built somewhat hurriedly 
and under rather trying conditions. I 
was induced by curiosity to ask what that 
could be, because apparently it had been 
recently constructed. The officer who 
was with me said it had an interesting 
story. He said: “When we were sending 
up hundreds of thousands of the young 
men of France to prevent the capture of 
the city by the Germans, the enemy’s 
heavy artillery located the one high- 
way over which all military supplies could 
be movec to Verdun. Shell fire had 
stopped transportation for miles; shell 
holes had to be filled before trucks could 
move forward. Every young man was 
needed in the city of Verdun. Although 
no military order went out, a large num- 
ber of old men appeared on the scene. 
They came riding up in lories when they 
could get them, and some brought their 
wheelbarrows. Others carried spades 
and shovels. As they came up, these old 
men said, “Take the young men up to the 
front. We will keep this road open. We 
will fill the shell holes.” And these 
Patriotic old men kept coming until they 
were there by the thousands. The na- 
tion was in great peril and these old men, 
most of whom had retired, saw an oppor- 
tunity to serve their country in its dis- 
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tress so they came, endured physical 
work and shell fire; and died by the 
thousands, but they kept the road open. 

I tell the story because there are two 
remarkable men on the Ways and Means 
Committee. They symbolize the spirit 
of the old men at Verdun. They may be 
rather old in years, but they certainly 
are not old in physical vigor, warmth 
of spirit, and alert mentality. I refer to 
our beloved chairman, the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. DOUGHTON], 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Treapway]. From the third day of 
March, I have absolutely. marveled at the 
energy of these men. Up at daylight, on 
the job.and in their offices before the ar- 
rival of their clerks, at the hearings day 
after day, cross-examining witnesses, 
Representative DoucHTon and Repre- 
sentative Treapway have been on the 
tax job. If you will read the hearings 
and the cross-examinations conducted 
by the chairman and by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway], if 
you did not know, you would assume from 
their skillful cross-examination of wit- 
nesses that they were very clever lawyers, 
yet neither of them is an attorney. I 
know of no young men on the committee 
who cross-examined with greater ability 
than did the chairman, the gentleman 
from North Carolina, Representative 
DovcxHrTon, and also the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Representative TREAD- 
WAY. 

Mr. Chairman, under the leadership 
of these two men—grand old men—the 
fifteenth tax bill since 1933 i$ here. A 
bill that scrapes closer to the bottom of 
the barrel than any of the preceding 
bills in an attempt to dig up billions of 
dollars. It has become futile, however, 
to raise money as fast as it is expended. 
The expenditures far outrun all ability 
to raise money, which has almost terri- 
fying potentialities. 

I am not going to devote very much 
time in discussing this tax bill. I have 
done a lot of work on it as has every 
other member of the committee, trying 
to understand it and all its implications, 
endeavoring to the best of my ability to 
raise the money without destroying the 
economic structure that produces the 
revenue, and that is not an easy matter. 
Every member of this committee on both 
sides of the aisle is tired. Their tempers 
have been tried. It is hard for men to 
keep geod natured when they are fight- 
ing, trying to embody their particular 
views in the bill, right or wrong. They 
believe them to be right. But out of all 
of it has come perhaps as good a hill as 
could be expected under the circum- 
stances because men are not infallible. 

May I say another word. There are 
experts in the Treasury who, like Ten- 
nyson's brook, go on forever, regardless 
of which political party is in power. We 
have our own Joint Committee on Taxa- 
tion. I think they are about as devoted 
men as you will find in any branch of 
the public service. They are tireless. 
While our job is reaching completion in 
the House, they still have to go over to 
the Senate and work there for weeks and 
weeks on this intricate bill. May I say 
that the committee, the country, and 
the House owe a great deal to these un- 
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selfish men who, without any political 
motive whatever, are trying to help us 
arrive at correct. conclusions. 

During all this time that we have been 
considering the tax bill my colleagues 
. have been coming to me as I know they 
have to other members of the committee 
propounding questions relating to tax 
questions. They want to answer letters. 
It is not easy sometimes to answer these 
questions particularly when a bill is un- 
der preparation. As time has gone on, 
I have made a list of many of the ques- 
tions that people have asked my col- 
leagues and others, and questions pro- 
pounded through correspondence. I 
have reduced the tax bill, so far as I 
have been able to do so, to a list of ques- 
tions and answers for the benefit of any- 
body in the House who may have to 
answer letters with reference to any 
phase of the present bill. I am going to 
read these questions and I am going to 
read the answers. I will ask that I be not 
interrupted until I get through, because 
the chances are I will have answered your 
question by the time I have finished. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ON THE TAX BILL 


1. Question. How many major tax 
bills have been passed since the New Deal 
has been in control of the Government? 

Answer. Fourteen. The pending bill 
will be the fifteenth, and it is the first tax 
bill since Pearl Harbor. Two of the 
other 14 were for the purpose of help- 
ing to finance our emergency defense 
program. ‘The 12 remaining tax meas- 
ures were enacted in a hopeless effort to 
keep up with the extravagant peace- 
time spending program of the last 10 
years. 

2. Question. What is the amount of 
the present Federal tax burden? 

Answer. Existing tax laws will pro- 
duce $18,000,000,000 in the current fiscal 
year, which began July 1. This figure in- 
cludes approximately $1,000,000,000 of 
social-security pay-roll taxes, 

I may say right here that these figures 
vary somewhat from those the chairman 
presented yesterday, but he was making 
an estimate of his own, as I understand 
it. I am following the official estimates. 

3. Question. How much will the pend- 
ing bill increase Federal taxes? 

Answer. By more than $6,000,000,000 
annually, to a new and unprecedented 
level of $24,000,000,000. It is the largest 
tax bill ever presented. 

4. Question. How does the proposed 
increase in the tax burden compare with 
that which the people bore in connec- 
tion with the World War? 

Answer. The most revenue we col- 
lected under the World War revenue 
acts was approximately $6,000,000,000 
annually. Thus the $24,000,000,000 bur- 
den now contemplated will be four times 
as great. 

5. Question. In addition to the $24,- 
060,000,000 Federal tax burden, will not 
the people have to pay heavy State and 
local taxes in addition? 

Answer. Yes; to the amount of $9,- 
000,000,000 annually; and that is con- 
servative. 

6. Question. What will the total tax 
burden be in this country after the pend- 
ing bill has been enacted into law? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Answer. It will amount to the stagger- 
ing sum of $32,000,000,000 annually, or 
nearly one-third of the total national 
income. 

7. Question. Will there not be a tre- 
mendous Federal deficit, even with the 
heavy increase in taxes which is pro- 
posed? 

Answer. Absolutely. The Government 
proposes to spend $73,000,000,000 during 
the present fiscal year, in the face of 
prospective tax receipts of $17,000,000,- 
000, after deducting social-security pay- 
roll taxes. This would leave a deficit of 
$56,000,000,000. While the bill would in- 
crease taxes by $6,000,000,000 annually, 
collections during the fiscal year 1943 will 
not exceed $4,000,000,000, due to the fact 
that part of the year will have elapsed 
before the bill becomes law, and the 
further fact that only half the income 
tax due on 1942 incomes will be collected 
before June 30, 1943, when the present 
fiscal year ends. Hence, even with the 
new tax bill, a deficit of $52,000,000,000 
for this year is in sight. 

8. Question. To what extent is the tax 
bill retroactive? 

Answer. Corporate and individual in- 
come taxes are retroactive to January 1, 
1942. Excise taxes, however, cannot be 
made retroactive. Under the bill they 
will take effect on the first day of the 
first month which begins more than 10 
days after the bill becomes law. This 
will be sometime in the fall. 

9. Question. What adverse effect has 
the delay in the enactment of the bill 
had on taxpayers? 

Answer. Not knowing what their new 
tax burden was to be, both individual and 
corporate taxpayers have been unable to 
make proper provision to meet their obli- 
gations, and I refer not only to tax pay- 
ments, but to other obligations as well. 

10. Question. Who is responsible for 
the delay? 

Answer. The administration is prima- 
rily responsible. Although the President 
asked for additional taxes in January, 
the Treasury was not ready with its rec- 
ommendations until March 3, At that 
time it proposed a program for the rais- 
ing of $7,600,000,.000 of new taxes. 
Within 2 months the Treasury complete- 
ly reversed its previous position in oppo- 
sition to any lowering of the income-tax 
exemptions, and advocated such a 
change. This increased the Treasury tax 
program to $8,700,000,000. About the 
same time the President took a hand in 
the tax program by making recommen- 
dations for confiscatory excess-profits 
taxes after the Treasury had advocated a 
top rate of 75 percent. At the same time 
he suggested a $25,000 limit on all in- 
comes. All this tended to delay consider- 
ation of the bill, since it involved going 
over the Same ground after previous 
recommendations had been considered. 

11, Question. What further interfer- 
ence on the part of the administration 
contributed to the delay? 

Answer. Mr. Leon Henderson, the 
Price Control Administrator, appeared 
before the committee in an effort to have 
the tax bill drafted in such a way as to 
take away the purchasing power of the 
people so they could not buy so many 
goods of which there is a scarcity. Still 
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later, the War Production Board made 
suggestions regarding the taxation of ex- 
cess profits which caused further delay. 

12. Question. How much of the in- 
crease in taxes provided for in the bill 
will fall on individual taxpayers? £ 

Answer. The increase under the indivi- 
dual income tax will be $2,900,000,000, 
or approximately 4744 percent of the 
total. Excise taxes, exclusive of estate 
and gift taxes, will add $800,000,000 more 
to the individual taxpayer’s burden. 

13. Question. What is the amount of 
— tax now contributed by individ- 
uals? 

Answer. $5,000,000,000. Thus the 
total burden on individual income-tax- 
payers will be nearly $8,000,000,000 under 
the bill. 

14. Question. How much does the bill 
add to the present tax burden of corpora- 
tions? 

Answer. Approximately $2,500,000,000, 
making the total tax on corporations 
$10,100,000,000 under the bill. 


Individual income tax 


15. Question. What changes are pro- 
posed in the individual income-tax ex- 
emptions? _ 

Answer. The exemption of single per- 
sons would be reduced from $750 to $500, 
and that of married persons from $1,500 
to $1,200. No change in the present 
$400 exemption for each dependent is 
proposed. 

16. Question. Did not the committee 
make some special provision for members 
of the armed forces? 

Answer. Yes. As to them, the pre- 
sent exemptions will be unchanged, re- 
gardless of their rank. 

17. Question. What change is made in 
the rate of the normal tax, which is 
now 4 percent. 

Answer. It is increased by the bill to 
6 percent. 

18. Question. Has the surtax been in- 
creased also? 

Answer. Yes, all along the line. The 
minimum rate is raised from 6 per- 
cent to 13 percent, and the maximum 
from 77 percent to 82 percent. The 
meximum rate will apply to income in 
excess of $200,000. Under the present 
law, the maximum rate applies to in- 
come in excess of $5,000,000. 

19. Question. Combining the normal 
tax and the surtax what will be the total 
rate applicable to the first dollar of tax- 
able income in excess of the personal 
exemption? 

Answer. The total rate will be 19 per- 
cent, as compared with 10 percent under 
existing law. Amounts over $200,000 will 
be subject to a total maximum rate of 
88 percent. 

20. Question. Is any change proposed 
in the present earned-income credit? 

Answer. No.. It may still be deducted 
in computing the normal tax, in an 
amount equal to 10 percent of the earned 
income. 

21. Question. Are husbands and wives 
required to file a joint income-tax re- 
turn, as proposed by the Treasury De- 
partment? 

Answer. No. They may continue to 
file separate returns as at present. The 
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Treasury recommendation in this re- 
gard was rejected by the committee. 

22. Question. Will the short form of 
income-tax return be continued under 
the new bill? 

Answer. Yes, where the gross income 
is not more than $3,000. Its use is op- 
tional with the taxpayer. 

23. Question. Could you give some ex- 
amples of how the proposed increases in 
tax will affect different taxpayers? 

Answer. In the case of a single person 
earning $800 per annum, his tax would 
be increased by the bill from $3 to $52.20. 
If he earns $1,200, his increase will be 
from $40.20 to $125.80. The single per- 
son who earns $1,800 will be jumped from 
$97.80 to $236.20. 

In the case of a married man with no 
dependents, earning $1,800 per anum, his 
tax will be increased from $22.80 to 
$103.20. The same person earning $2,400 
would be increased from $80.40 to $213.60. 
Tf he earns $5,000, his increase will be 
from $375 to $746. If his salary were 
that of a Member of Congress, he would 
have to pay $2,152, as against $1,305 
under the present law. 

24. Question. What is the so-called 
withholding tax, for which the bill pro- 
vides? 

Answer. It is not an additional tax, but 
a means of collecting a part of the in- 
come tax as the income is earned. 

25. Question. Are all types of income 
affected? 

Answer. No; only wages and salaries 
and dividends and bond interest. 

26. Question. Is the entire amount of 
salary, dividends or interest taxed? 

Answer. In the case of dividends and 
interest, the withholding tax applies to 
the entire amount. However, in the case 
of wages and salaries, it applies only to 
the amount in excess of each person’s 
personal exemption and credit for de- 
pendents. 

27. Question. What is the rate of the 
withholding tax? 

Answer. During the calendar year 1943 
the rate will be 5 percent. Thereafter it 
will be 10 percent. 

28. Question. Could you give an ex- 
ample of just how the withholding tax 
would work in a given case? 

Answer. Let us assume that a married 
man with one dependent is employed in 
a factory and earns $50 per week. Under 
the bill it will be up to this man to fur- 
nish his employer with a statement as to 
his merital status. If he fails to do this, 
he will be treated as a single person. The 
employer will refer to a chart furnished 
by the Bureau of Internal Revenue which 
will show the weekly exemption of a 
married man with one dependent— 
namely, $34.50. This is arrived at by 
dividing the annual $1,200 married per- 
. son’s exemption plus the $400 exemp- 
tion for dependents by 52. The em- 
ployer would then figure the amount by 
which this man’s weekly wage of $50 
exceeds the exemption, which would be 
$15.50. He would then deduct from his 
employee’s weekly pay envelope 5 per- 
cent of $15.50, or 78 cents, which he is 
required to turn over to the Treasury at 
quarierly intervals. The employee is 
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given a receipt for the amount of the 
deduction. 

29. Question. Does the man still have 
to file a regular income-tax return on 
the 15th of March? 

Answer. Yes. He will file his return 
as usual, and compute his tax as if 
nothing had been deducted during the 
past year. Then he will take credit for 
the amount withheld, and will only owe 
the Government the difference, which 
may be paid in quarterly installments 
during the year. 

30. Question. What happens if the 
amount withheld from the employee ex- 
ceeds his actual tax liability? 

Answer. In the ordinary case, where 
the man is employed regularly, this 
would seldom happen unless he had un- 
usual deductions. The reason is that 
whereas the lowest rate of income tax 
under the bill is 19 percent, the with- 
holding rate is only 5 percent, and will 
only be 10 percent in 1944 and thereafter. 
However, if at the end of the year the 
man in question shows on his return that 
his tax liability is less than the amount 
withheld from his wages, an automatic 
refund will be made. 

31. Question. Does the withholding tax 
apply to all wages and salaries? 

Answer. No. Compensation of mem- 
bers of the armed forces of the United 
States, other than pensions and retire- 
ment pay, will be exempt; also agricul- 
tural workers, domestic servants, and 
casual labor not in the course of the em- 
ployer’s trade or business. There are 
also certain other exemptions of less 
importance. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr, Chairman, I 
yield 15 additional minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. REED of New York. 32. Ques- 
tion. Why did the administration want 
a withholding tax for certain types of 
taxpayers? 

Answer. Apparently it was unwilling 
to trust to the honesty of those who are 
engaged in industrial occupations, in- 
cluding defense production, and believed 
that they lacked the foresight to lay 
aside enough to pay the heavy taxes im- 
posed. 

33. Question. Does not this method of 
collection impose a burden on business- 
men? 

Answer. Yes; a very considerable one. 
The employer is forced to become a col- 
lecting agent for the Government, with 
all the responsibilities and penalties im- 
posed upon him to see that the money is 
collected and paid over to the Treasury. 

34. Question. Does the businessman 
receive any compensation for perform- 
ing this service, and keeping the neces- 
sary books and making reports? 

Answer. None whatever. Smaller busi- 
nesses will undoubiedly have to put on 
extra help and buy additional equipment 
to perform the service. 

Corporation income tax 

35. Question. What taxes do corpora- 
tions pay under the bill? 

Answer. A normal income tax, a sur- 
tax, an excess-profits tax, a capital-stock 
tax, and a declared-value excess-profits 
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tax which is imposed in connection with 
the capital-stock tax. 

36. Question. Why is the corporation 
income tax divided into a normal tax and 
a surtax? 

Answer. This was done in a previous 
bill in order to reach income from certain 
United States securities, which is subject 
only to surtaxes, and not to a normal 
tax. 

37. Question. How is the corporation 
income tax changed by the bill? 

Answer. Corporations with net in- 
comes of not more than $25,000 now pay 
a normal tax of 15, 17, and 19 percent, 
plus a surtax of 6 percent, making their 
combined rate 21, 23, and 25 percent. 
Under the bill, their normal tax is un- 
changed, but their surtax is increased to 
10 percent, making their combined rate 
under the bill 25 percent on the first 
$5,000 of net income, 27 percent on the 
next $15,000, and 29 percent on the 
amount between $20,000 and $25,000. 

Corporations with net incomes over 
$25,000 are taxed on a different basis. 
At present, they pay a flat normal tax of 
24 percent, and a surtax of 6 percent on 
the first $25,000 of their net income and 
7 percent on the balance, making their 
combined rate 31 percent on that por- 
tion of their income over $25,000. Un- 
der the bill, their normal tax is retained 
at 24 percent, but their surtax is in- 
creased to 21 percent, making their com- 
bined rate 45 percent. 

38. Question. Did not the committee 
originally have in mind fixing the com- 
bined normal and surtax at 40 percent in - 
the case of corporations with net in- 
comes over $25,000? 

Answer. Yes. This was the rate fixed 
by the committee after long and care- 
ful consideration of the matter. How- 
ever, at the last moment, just before the 
bill was reported, the committee, by a 
vote of a bare majority, upset its pre- 
vious deliberate action and increased the 
rate to 45 percent. 

39. Question. What caused the com- 
mittee to make the change? 

Answer. If those who sponsored and 
voted for this change had any reason for 
doing so, other than to squeeze more 
revenue from normal corporate profits, 
it was not disclosed. 

40. Question. Is not the 40 percent 
rate which the committee originally 
agreed upon about as high as we can 
safely go in taxing normal corporate 
profits? 

Answer. That was the considered 
judgment of the committee, which all 
along has felt that the principal empha- 
sis should be placed on taxing excess 
profits rather than normal profits. 
There are thousands of small corpora- 
tions which have no excess profits, which 
receive no direct benefit from the war 
program, and which in fact are adversely 
affected thereby, either by reason of pri- 
orities, high labor costs, price ceilings, 
or other factors. We must not overlook 
the fact that after we have taxed cor- 
porate profits in the hands of the cor- 
poration, they are subject to normal and 
surtax of 19 to 88 percent when dis- 
tributed as dividends to the stockholders, 
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who in the last analysis own the business. 
Dividends have already been severely 
curtailed, and in many instances en- 
tirely discontinued. To add too great an 
additional burden on normal! profits will 
drive many businesses to the wall, par- 
ticularly those which are obliged to meet 
debt payments out of net earnings. 

41. Question. Why is it important 
from the community point of view not 
to overtax moderate-sized corporations 
scattered all over the country? 

Answer. Almost the sole income of 
thousands of communities is the pay 
roll of these local corporations, which 
sustains the homes, the churches, the 
schools, and the other activities of the 
normal community. 

Excess-profits tax 


42. Question. What change has been 
made in the excess-profits tax? 

Answer. The alternative methods by 
which excess profits are measured are 
continued, namely, the average earnings 
method and the invested-capital method. 
Corporations are allowed as an excess- 
profits credit either 95 percent of their 
average earnings in the base period 
1936-39, or a certain percentage of their 
invested capital. The rate of excess- 
profits tax has been drastically increased 
by the bill, from a graduated scale of 
rates ranging from 35 to 60 percent, to a 
flat tax of 874 percent. 

43. Question. Is any change made in 
the specific exemption, which is now 
$5,000? 

Answer. Yes; it is increased to $10,000 
to ease the burden of the 87!4-percent 
rate on small corporations, This exemp- 
tion is in addition to the excess-profits 
credit based on average earnings or in- 
vested capital. 

44. Question. If the excess-profits 
credit is figured on the basis of invested 
capital, what allowance is made under 
the bill? 

Answer. Under the present law, corpo- 
rations using the invested-capital meth- 
od are allowed 8 percent on the first 
$5,000,009 of invested capital and 7 per- 
cent on the balance. Under the bill, the 
allowance will be 8 percent on the first 
$5,000,000, 7 percent on the next $5,000,- 
000, 6 percent on the next $190,000,000, 
and 5 percent on the portion of invested 
capital in excess of $200,000,000. 

45. Question. Assuming that a corpo- 
ration had an income of $100,000, and 
that its excess-profits credit, based on 
either invested capital or average earn- 
ings, was $40,000, how would its tax be 
computed? 

Answer. It would compute the amount 
subject to excess-profits tax by adding to 
its $40,000 credit the $10,000 specific ex- 
emption, and subtract this total from the 
entire income of $100,000, leaving $50,000 
subject to excess-profits tax at a rate of 
87% percent. The excess-profits tax 
would be $43,750. The other $50,000 of 
income would be regarded as normal 
profits and be subject to a combined nor- 
mal and surtatx rate of 45 percent, or 
$22,500. Thus the total tax on the $100,- 
000 of income, half of which was excess 
profits and the other half normal profits, 
would be $66,250, 
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46. Question. Is any post-war credit 
for corporations included in the bill? 

Answer. No; the committee at one 
time tentatively agreed to a 94-percent 
excess-profits tax, in connection with 
which there was to have been a post-war 
refund of 14 percent, the use of which 
was to be restricted to rehabilitation and 
reemployment. However, when the ex- 
cess-profits rate was fixed at 8742 per- 
cent, the post-war credit was eliminated 
from the bill. 

47. Question. How will corporations 
which are on a fiscal-year basis be taxed 
under the bill? 

Answer. They will be required to pay 
the increased rates on all business done 
after January 1, 1942, notwithstanding 
the fact that their new taxable year may 
pad begin for some months after that 

48. Question. Is this not a change 
from the present method of taxing such 
corporations? 

Answer. Yes; heretofore they have 
been subject to increased rates as of the 
beginning of their new fiscal year. 

49. Question. Does not the proposed 
change work a hardship on such corpora- 
tions? 

Answer. Yes. Concerns whose fiscal 
year expired since January 1 have already 
closed their books and made dividend 
disbursements and other commitments 
on the assumption that the present 
method of taxing such corporations would 
be continued. To change the rule at 
this time, without previous notice or 
hearing, is decidedly unfair and will re- 
sult in a great hardship on the com- 
panies affected. 

Capital-stock tax . 


50. Question. What change is made in 
the capital-stock tax? ; 

Answer. It is continued at the present 
rate of $1.25 for each $1,000 of declared 
value, but corporations are permitted to 
make an annual redeclaration of value 
instead of every 3 years, as at present. 

51. Question. Is any change made in 
the related declared-value excess-profits 
tax? 

Answer. No. It will continue to apply 
to profits in excess of 10 percent of the 
declared value of the capital stock. Its 
only purpose is to force corporations to 
declare a reasonable value on the capi- 
tal stock for purposes of the capital- 
stock tax. 

Estate tax 


52. Question. Are the estate-tax rates 
increased by the bill? 

Answer. No; but the exemption has 
been changed somewhat. 

53. Question. What is the change in 
the estate-tax exemption? 

Answer. At present there is a $40,000 
general exemption, and in addition an 
exemption of up to $40,000 of life insur- 
ance payable to a named beneficiary. 
The committee has consolidated these 
two exemptions into a single exemption 
of $60,000, all or any part of which may 
be in insurance. 

54. Question. What action did the 
committee take with respect to the Treas- 
ury proposal to limit the amount of tax- 
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free gifts to religious, chariteble, and 
educational institutions? 

Answer. It rejected the proposal. 
Anyone may continue to give or bequeath 
any amount to such institutions free of 
estate tax or gift tax. 

55. Question. Was the same action 
taken by the committee with respect to 
the companion suggestion of the Treas- 
ury to subject such institutions to income 
tax on any activity carried on for profit 
which was not directly related to their 
exempt activities? 

Answer. Yes; it was also rejected. 

Gift tar 

56. Question. What change was made 
in the gift tax? 

Answer. The rates were not changed, 
but the exemptions were lowered. Each 
donor now has a lifetime exemption of 
$40,000 and there is a further exemption 
of the first $4,000 of gifts made to any 
number of different persons each year. 
The committee has reduced the lifetime 
exemption to $30,000, and has reduced 
the annual exclusion of gifts to any one 
person to $3,000. Donors may continue 
to give the latter amount tax free each 
year to as many different persons as 
they wish, without consuming the life- 
time exemption of $30,000. Any excess 
over $3,000 to any person in any year is 
charged against the $30,000 exemption. 

Excise taxes 


57. Question. Have any changes been 
made in the excise taxes? 

Answer. Yes; a number. Some exist- 
ing taxes have been increased, some have 
been repealed, and certain new taxes 
imposed, 

58. Question. What excises have been 
increased? 

Answer. Liquor has been increased 
from $4 to $6 per proof gallon, beer from 
$6 to $7 per barrel of 31 gallons, dry wine 
from 8 to 10 cents per gallon, sweet wine 
from 30 to 40 cents per gallon, and 
champas from 7 to 10 cents per half 
pint. 

Cigarettes have been increased from 
$3.25 to $3.50 per 1,000, or from 61% to 7 
cents per pack. 

On cigars, present taxes, which range 
from $2 to $13.50 per 1,000, have been in- 
creased to a scale ranging from $2.50 to 
$35. Several new tax classifications have 
been added. Smoking tobacco is in- 
creased from 18 to 24 cents per pound. 

The rate on long-distance telephone 
messages is increased from the present 
rate of 5 cents for charges of from 25 to 
50 cents, and 5 cents for each additional 
50 cents, to a flat ad valorem rate of 20 
percent of the total charge. 

On local telephone bills, the rate has 
been increased from 6 percent to 10 per- 
cent. 

In the case of telegraph and radio 
messages, the rate has been increased 
from 10 percent to 15 percent. 

The tax on lubricating oil has been in- 
creased from 4% to 6 cents per gallon, 
but no change is made in the gasoline 
tax, which remains at 142 cents par gal- 
lon. 

On cameras and lenses and other pho- 
tographic apparatus the present 10-per- 
cent rate is increased to 25 percent, 


6322 


except that in the case of photographic 
film and plates and sensitized paper the 
increase is to only 15 percent. 

The present tax on passenger trans- 
portation is increased from 5 percent to 
10 percent, 

59. Question. What new excise taxes 
are imposed by the bill? 

Answer. A tax of 5 percent is imposed 
upon the transportation of freight, 
whether by rail, motor vehicle, water, or 
air, except that in the case of coal the 
rate is 5 cents per long ton from mine 
to consumer. The freight tax is esti- 
mated to yield $253,000,000 annually. 

On pari-mutuel betting a tax of 5 per- 
cent is imposed on the total amount 
wagered. This tax is estimated to yield 
$23,600,000 annually. 

Coin-operated amusement devices not 
already covered by the existing tax of 
$10 per year on pin-ball machines and 
similar devices are included within the 
scope of this tax. In the case of gaming 
devices the tax is $50 per annum. Penny 
vending machines, which occasionally 
dispense prize objects, are excepted from 
the $50 tax by the bill and made subject 
to the $10 rate where the prize does not 
exceed a retail value of 5 cents. 

60. Question. What excise taxes are 
repealed by the bill? 

Answer. The taxes on electric signs, 
rubber articles, washing machines, opti- 
cal equipment, and mixed flour. 

Administrative amendments 


61. Question. Are any administrative 
amendments made by the bill? 

Answer. A great number. These are 
fully described in the committee’s report 
and will be touched upon in this debate 
by another member of the committee. 

Mr, TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Ohio [Mrs. Botton]. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Chairman, we 
have before us a tax bill which is the re- 
sult of many months of study by a com- 
mittee long known to us and to the coun- 
try as one in which partisanship plays no 
part. Its eminent chairman has the 
respect and holds the admiration and 
affection of all Members of this House. 
He and his committee have given them- 
selves unstintingly to the arduous study 
of methods by which tax money can be 
found to meet at least a part of the 
astronomically mounting costs of the war 
period. 

As a member of this body, I want to 
say to the honorable’ gentleman from 
North Carolina, chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee, that, as such 
words that would express my sense of 
obligation to him and his committee 
would sound fulsome, I take this oppor- 
tunity merely to express my appreciation 
of the devotion to duty that this bill 
exemplifies. 

In addition, I wish to voice the cer- 
tainty that is mine that, increasingly 
difficult as it will be for each one of us 
to meet the taxes that will and must be 
imposed upon us, we shall find it easier 
to do this because we have confidence in 
the judgment of the committee. Each 
one of us knows that this war will prob- 
abiy take every material thing we have, 
and each is ready to put in his share that 
the war be won as speedily as may be. 
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I think each one of us feels with in- 
creasing vividness that material things 
grow less and less important as the in- 
tangible, spiritual values of our free way 
of life are brought into relief against the 
dark curtain of our adversaries’ present 
successes. We are reevaluating the very 
warp and woof of our daily living and, as 
we do so, are setting ourselves with quiet, 
calm, and perhaps a somewhat grim de- 
termination to protect those things 
which we know to be of importance to 
humanity so long as there is an earth. 


What are some of the basic principles 
for which we stand as a nation, even 
though we have not as yet been able to 
bring all of them into completeness? 
Surely the most fundamental is the right 
of all to be considered persons under the 

W. 

No part of our method of life sets us 
more dramatically apart from other na- 
tions than the position our women have 
won for themselyes. Even in England— 
and I quote from Miss Donlon’s testimony 
on pages 1231 and 1232 of volume 2 of 
the hearings: 


The legal evolution of the wife’s status has 
been very slow, and the adjustment of the 
income tax has not yet caught up. We are 
on notice, however, that it is probably about 
to do so, for the London Economist, a weekly 
financial publication, in its issue of February 
7, 1942, in a discussion of income taxes in 
England, contained this, which is of interest 
to us in considering the proposal for manda- 
tory joint returns: 

“The system (of income taxation in Eng- 
land) reaches the height of absurdity when 
it is combined with the requirement of joint 
returns for husband and wife. This has the 
effect that the husband’s marginal rate of 
taxation applies to almost every penny of 
the wife’s earnings.” 

The New York Times of January 26, 1942, 
published a dispatch from London reporting 
that the Inland Revenue Staff Federation had 
urged upon the Board of Inland Revenue and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that wives 
should, for income tax, be treated the same 
as single women, since their present tax 
status is—and I quote—“A serious deterrent 
to their entry into full-time employment 
and hence is retarding maximum war pro- 
duction.” 


Because the committee in its wisdom 
has determined not to include in this bill 
a mandatory joint income-tax return and 
because there are definite indications that 
this determination may be short lived, I 
have asked for these few minutes in 
order to call to the attention of this Con- 
gress certain aspects of such a form of 
taxation. 

I want to do this now because there are 
no emotions being roused by a fresh con- 
sideration of such a tax, which, oddly 
enough, stirs a depth of feeling that pre- 
cludes a cold, just, sane consideration of 
its rightness or wrongness when it is be- 
fore us. 

I have read most of the testimony rela- 
tive to this subiect submitted at. the 
hearings held a year ago and in these 
past months. Such a study as I have 
made brings out very dramatically the 
fact that the expressed reason for a man- 
datory joint return in the minds of those 
who are its promulgators is the seeming 
inequity between the 9 so-called com- 
munity-property States and the other 39 
States of the Union. 
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I submit, gentlemen, that, if there be 
such inequity, and I am not in a position 
to give an opinion on the matter, the 
Congress should take the problem up as 
a separate matter entirely, and should 
then proceed to make such changes as 
might be found to be necessary. 

There is neither justice nor common 
sense in penalizing the citizens of 39 
States because the hold-overs of the laws 
of Spain and of France in 9 States create 
inequalities. 

So much misunderstanding exists rela- 
tive to the laws of the nine community- 
property States that I commend to you 
for a part of your week-end reading the 
very informative material relative to Cal- 
ifornia presented by the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Buck] at the hearings, 
beginning on page 1272, and the equally 
instructive testimony of Mr. Dunbar, of 
New Orleans, beginning on page 1343 of 
the hearings relative to Louisiana. 

Out of fairness to all those who live in 
these nine States we should inform our- 
selves of their laws that we may not do 
them the injustice of suggesting that they 
are either avoiding or evading the pay- 
ment of their full share of tax. If, upon 
careful study of the laws in force and 
recognized by the Federal Government 
when they came into the Union, we de- 
cide that changes should be made, let us 
go about it with fairness and sanity. 
Gentlemen, let us not hide behind our 
women. 

Let me speak for a moment of the 
mandatory joint tax return itself, for I 
share the conviction of many that the 
Treasury has no intention of abandon- 
ing it as a measure by which to secure 
additional tax moneys, in spite of the 
fact that it knows well that it would take 
us unequivocally “in the direction taken 
in Germany”—and I quote again from 
Miss Donlon’s testimony on page 1227 of 
the hearings: 

For example, where, before racial and re- 
ligious persecution set in, there was first of 
all legislation discriminating against mar- 
ried women, and then against all women, 
and finally against other citizens. 


We are waging war against a ruthless 
and relentless enemy. It is not a war 
like any other war for it is a war to the 
death in every corner of the globe. Free- 
dom is at stake, and, gentlemen, I would 
remind you that women have more to 
lose than men and, therefore, are more 
ready and willing to sacrifice even than 
men. But sacrifice is very different from 
acquiescence in a program of retrogres- 
sion, particularly when the future status 
of the home is involved, and the terms 
of the mandatory joint returns are such 
as to put women back a hundred years. 

The women of America are being im- 
plored to go onto the production lines, 
they are being enlisted in noncombatant 
divisions of the Army and of the Navy, 
all this, in addition to their first responsi- 
bility which is the home and children. 
It is a strange psychology that seizes 
upon this moment when increasing de- 
mands are being made upon women’s 
energies to attempt time after time to 
take from them their rights under the 
law. It is strange, also, to pick out of the 
great mass of women those who are mar- 
ried, who carry the heaviest responsibil- 
ities to the future. It is so wholly un- 
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American, this penalizing those who suc- 
cessfully uphold the most fundamental 
institution of our American way of life— 
the home. 

I have no personal interest in-the ques- 
tion, so am free to speak frankly to you, 
not, just in the interest of married women 
but in the interest of women throughout 
the world. Yes; it is as far-reaching as 
that, because women everywhere watch 
what American standards for women are, 
and if the pressure of certain modes of 
thought is permitted to bring the man- 
datory joint tax return principle into be- 
. ing, women everywhere will feel their 

burden heavier than they can bear. The 
results of enactment would be incal- 
culable. 

Iam well aware that there are many 
very charming men who feel women un- 
fitted to own property, and, in a way, 
rather resent the position of freedom 
under the lew that we have won. These 
are splendid allies for any who would 
set the clock back, who are perhaps un- 
aware of the march of time and the 
changes time and experience have 
brought about. 

Let me therefore remind you that a 
nation’s progress can be measured in a 
great degree by the status of her women. 
Women are understood to be the largest 
owners of property in the United States. 
Is this ownership to be made a travesty 
. for those who are successful homemak- 
ers? Is this to be the eventual course 
pressed upon the Nation with the feeble 
excuse of the unjust inequities caused by 
the laws still in force in the community- 
property States? 

Because we can consider these things 
in the calm of this moment I want to 
urge upon every Member of this Congress 
the need to take the problem of these 
nine States under separate considera- 
tion. Let us free ourselves from the pos- 
sibility of being accused of permitting a 
major injustice to be done behind a 
smoke screen of seeming inequities. Let 
us not lend ourselves to an action that 
would take from any group of women the 
hard won right of being persons under 
the iaw at a moment when we must ask 
of that very group, not only the sons 
some have already given, but the further 
courage from others to bear children for 
tomorrow’s dawn. Have these women 
not the right to expect the Congress to 
solve the inequities existing between 
community-property and common-law 
States in some other fashion than by 
putting the status of women back a hun- 
dred years? 

The women of America are ready to 
meet material sacrifice with as great a 
courage as is theirs in meeting the in- 
finitely greater one of giving their men 
who are their very lives that America 
may save the world. Have no doubt of 
the women; they will not fail you, nor 
will they fail tomorrow’s world, But I 
charge you to keep faith with that same 
future by refusing to be party to retro- 
gressive action no matter when it may 
come before you. Let us Keep faith with 
America and so with the world. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. BOLTON. I yield to the gentle- 
woman from Illinois, 
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Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I should 
like to make this suggestion. The desire 
for mandatory returns in general rises, I 
think, from the cases of the community- 
property States and also from those cases 
where property is transferred from one 
spouse to the other. I would suggest 
that it is possible to reach those cases by 
a law which would state that such trans- 
fers from one spouse to the other would 
not be considered valid for the purposes 
of taxation, in the same way that in 
courts of equity, where property has been 
fraudulently or wrongly transferred, it is 
still considered by the courts to be the 
property of the grantor. 

Mrs. BOLTON. I thank the gentle- 
Woman from Illinois very much for this 
suggestion. The gentlewoman has very 
much more information of the law than 
I have. 

Miss SUMNER of TIllinois. As a 
woman, I think the gentlewoman from 
Ohio is much more eloquent than I in 
representing women. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
Yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. WOODRUFF]. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed out of order, and to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Gossett). Is 
there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 


WHY ALL THE DELAY 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, we Members of Congress have 
daily been receiving bitter complaints 
from our constituents regarding the 
conditions surrounding sugar rationing. 
This is due to the astounding information 
which has been revealed in connection 
with the present stocks of sugar in the 
warehouses of the country. It seems, 
from the information available, there is 
not at this time, nor has there been at 
any time, a shortage of sugar which 
would justify rationing of this necessary 
food commodity. 

This is said advisedly. Reports from 
different sections of the country disclose 
the fact that the sugar warehouses are 
overflowing with stocks on hand. Pro- 
ducers of beet sugar are now wondering 
where they are going to store this year’s 
crop, because their warehouses are well 
filled with last year’s crop. One sugar 
company engaged in refining cane sugar 
in the South reports having on hand 
ample raw sugar, but notwithstanding 
this has ceased refining activities because 
their sugar storage capacity is com- 
pletely utilized. ‘There is no space avail- 
able in that warehouse for additional 
refined sugar. 

Beet-sugar producers were encouraged 
to increase their plantings for the year 
and this crop promises to be 20 percent 
or 25 percent greater than in previous 
years. With warehouses well filled now, 
it becomes a most serious problem as to 
what shall be done to move enough of 
the sugar on hand to make way for the 
new crop—and still the people of this 
country are limited in the amount of 
sugar they can buy, 
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This is the canning season. House- 
wives of the Nation, especiaily those in 
rural sections, are petitioning for enough 
sugar properly to can the fruits and vege- 
tables available to them for this purpose. 
In order to secure this additional ration, 
it is necessary to make anywhere from 
one to three trips to the county seat in 
the county in which they live, all of which 
entails needless expense and much un- 
justified effort and trouble. It is no 
wonder the housewives are beginning to 
wonder what’s wrong with Washington 
anyhow. 

The people generally for some weeks 
have been greatly disturbed because high 
Washington authorities gave them to 
understand that because of a shortage 
of gasoline it might be necessary to ration 
that product throughout the Nation. 
When that theory was exploded and it 
was shown that there was overproduc- 
tion rather than underproduction of 
petroleum and petroleum products, and 
that producing wells everywhere are 
“pinched down” until they produce only 
a fraction of the oil they would produce 
if they were permitted to do so, these 
high authorities abandoned the theory 
of a shortage of gasoline and then an- 
nounced it would be necessary to ration 
gasoline in order to conserve the rubber 
tires on privately owned automobiles. 

Owing to the fact our supply of rubber 
from the Dutch East Indies has been cut 
off by the Japanese, this last claim 
sounded plausible enough, and the people 
were getting ready to accept the situation 
in good temper and to store their auto- 
mobiles, or turn them over to the Gov- 
ernment, if necessary, in order to con- 
serve this valuable commodity and thus 
help to win the war. : 

Synthetic rubber, upon which Ger- 
many, Russia, and Italy are fichting the 
war, is a commodity better in some par- 
ticulars than the natural product itself. 
Just why it is those in authority, who 
knew all about the different methods of 
its manufacture, who knew that raw ma- 
terials for such production were to be 
had in this country in abundance, and 
who also knew the vital necessity of keep- 
ing America on wheels if the farms and 
industry were to function efficiently, were 
so reluctant to embark- upon a program 
of synthetic rubber production has not as 
yet been fully disclosed. Somewhere in 
the administration one or more indi- 
viduals, clothed with more power than 
can safely be left in their hands, have 
been able to block any real progress in 
getting into b'g production of rubber and 
rubber substitutes. 

During the past few days, however, a 
delegation of Senators and Members of 
the House of Representatives made a trip 
to Philadelphia to inspect a synthetic 
rubber plant in operation and to see for 
themselves what a simple thing it is to 
produce the finest quality of rubber from 
the grains of American farms, They 
visited the Publicker plant. ‘They saw 
the great machinery into which was 
poured huge quantities of corn and wheat 
from which butadiene was extracted, 
They saw the process completed and the 
finished rubber produced. All this they 
saw in a plant capable of manufacturing 
50,000 tons of this product per year. 
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Twenty other similar plants of like ca- 
pacity can be quickly built and long be- 
fore our present stock of rubber is ex- 
hausted, with the products of these 
plants, together with the natural rubber 
secured from South America, we can be 
on a self-sustained basis. 

On Wednesday of this week many 
Members of the House were privileged 
to see one of the great chemists of this 
country, Dr. Per K. Frolich, Norwegian 
born, produce the finished synthetic 
rubber before their eyes in the caucus 
room of the old House Office Building. 
On the table before him were various 
bottles of liquid, together with a gallon 
glass jar. Into the latter he poured some 
of these liquids, and there appeared what 
seemed to be coagulated milk. He 
reached into the jar, compressed the 
coagulated material, squeezed therefrom 
all the liquid, and with his bare hands 
pressed it into a ball, after which he 
tossed it to the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. RANDOLPH], chairman of 
the committee before which he appeared. 
It was passed around, each member of 
the committee bouncing the ball upon 
the table. It looked like rubber; it 
bounded like rubber; it smelled like 
rubber—and it was rubber. All this took 
place in not more than the brief time of 
10 minutes. There was a great audience 
present, and no one will ever be able to 
convince a single one of them that it is 
anything other than a simple thing to 
manufacture synthetic rubber in any 
quantities desired. 

The proof of the practicability of 
manufacturing synthetic rubber without 
limit having been irrefutably produced, 
the Washington Times-Herald of July 
15 declared in glaring headlines that 
“Tire makers call shortage a myth,” and 
announced that America’s tire and rub- 
ber industry is all set to inform the Gov- 
ernment and the Nation that the rubber 
shortage is a myth and that the official 
blow-off is scheduled for about 2 weeks 
hence. The occasion will be an exhibi- 
tion conducted by the major rubber com- 
panies in the Hotel Mayflower of Wash- 
ington. At this exhibition the heads of 
the industry will present charts showing 
there is absolutely no need for rationing 
tires to conserve rubber, and that the 
country is in a position to furnish tires 
to civilian users—even straight pleasure 
drivers—without hampering the military 
effort in any way. 

Just what is behind all this? I think 
the country is entitled to know. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 40 minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Borne]. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, at the 
outset of my remarks, I desire to pay a 
tribute to the one man who has guided 
the Committee on Ways and Means in 
its deliberations and conclusions on this 
stupendous tax bill. As has been stated 
on several occasions, a lack of partisan- 
ship was clearly evident in the past 4 
months, Everyone of us has given his 
best efforts in the drafting of the bill as 
approved by the committee. It involved 
an unusual amount of time and effort in 
comparison with past tax bills in which 
we have all participated. This was 
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brought about by the necessity of raising 
the greatest amount of new revenue in the 
history of our country, for the express 
purpose of defeating the most dangerous 
enemy that has ever existed on the face 
of the globe. However, if this Congress 
and the country has a real desire to ex- 
press its appreciation for this work, all 
of it should be directed to the chairman 
of this committee, the distinguished 
gentleman from North Carolina. Never 
during my service on this committee for 
the past 9 years have I witnessed such a 
devotion to duty, and such an uncon- 
querable spirit and determination to doa 
job and do it well. This Congress and 
the country can well afford to express 
their appreciation to the people of North 
Carolina, and more particularly to the 
people of the Ninth Congressional District 
of that State for giving us ROBERT L. 
Dovuexton, with his sage counsel and ad- 
vice. Those of us, who have worked with 
him salute him and pray to an all-wise 
Providence that he may be permitted to 
give to us the benefit of his experience 
and talents for many years to come. 

Before directing your attention to some 
items, which do not appear in this rev- 
enue bill, I desire to call to your attention 
a matter that deeply concerns many 
patriotic American citizens. I am some- 
what hesitant about presenting some of 
these statements, not for fear of reper- 
cussions from the press, or from those who 
may violently disagree with me in this 
deliberative body, but because of a pos- 
sible misinterpretation of the views I am 
about to express. However, since the 
matter is fundamental, I cannot do 
otherwise. 

The Constitution of the United States 
imposes upon every Member of this House 
a privilege and a specific duty. It is a 
duty which should not be shirked. It isa 
duty which cannot be delegated. Article 
I, clause 7 of the Constitution provides: 

All bills for raising revenue, shall originate 
in the House of Representatives; but the 
Senate may propose or concur with amend- 
ments as on other bills. 


It is a significant fact that this is the 
only grant of legislative power in the 
Constitution which is expressly given to 
either branch of Congress. Actually 
speaking, there has been little occasion 
to question this provision. Recently, 
however a new theory has been pro- 
pounded, and to some extent accepted, 
which should cause us to stop and think 
even in these precarious days of war, I 
refer to the theory that a governmental 
department should determine in advance 
the amount of revenue which should be 
raised, or that it should propose the 
sources of revenue which should be 
tapped. In fact, a most complete state- 
ment showii:g the exact method of tax- 
ing the American people is presented to 
the Committee on Ways and Means for 
its adoption. 

I cannot agree that the prerogative 
given to elected officers of the people 
should be abrogated now or any time in 
the future. This power vested in the 
Congress by the Constitution is tremen- 
dous, which neither the press nor any 
segment of society can attack and at the 
same time plead for the maintenance of 
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our form of government. Of course, I do 
not mean to infer that criticism of the 
Congress or any Member thereof is out 
of order. It is definitely in order. The 
mind of man can become warped very 
easily without criticism, and some of the 
criticism ca: become very severe at 
times. I submit that it is entirely in 
order for a department of Government 
to inform Congress of the necessity for 
doing a job, but in the final analysis it 
devolves upon Congress to actually do 
the job. 

Because of the importance of this 
question, the gravity of the present situ- . 
ation, and because some members of the 
fourth estate have taken us to task for 
not blindly following every suggestion 
made to us, I think we should go back to 
first principles. It is important to know 
why the House of Representatives was 
directed to exercise and must exercise its 
independent judgment on revenue legis- 
lation. 

I suppose the prerogative has its in- 
ception in the Boston tea party, in 1773, 
when the cry “No taxation without rep- 
resentation” rallied the colonials to the 
destruction of the tea bearing a British 
import duty. Again, in the Declaration 
of Independence, the delegates arraigned 
the King of England “for imposing taxes 
on us without our consent.” The rights 
of the people, through elected represent- 
atives, to determine what taxes they. 
should pay, was a burning issue in colo- 
nial times. It was a principle the people 
were willing to fight and die for in the 
Revolution. 

It is not surprising, then, that the 
power of taxation was a matter of great 
concern when the delegates assembled 
for the Constitutional Convention in 
1787. The Articles of Confederation had 
given the Federal Government no power 
to levy or collect taxes. It could only 
requisition the States for its revenue 
needs; the States were to devise the ways 
and means of obtaining funds. Obvi- 
ously, this was a glaring weakness which 
required correction. But there was bitter 
dispute and long debate at the Conven- 
tion regarding the manner of delegating 
the power to tax under the Constitution. 

It was ultimately decided to put the 
purse strings in the hands and under 
the control of the House of Representa- 
tives, because this body was closest to the 
people and most representative of their 
will. The Senate represented the States, 
not the people. 

Elbridge Gerry proposed the House 
prerogative in revenue matters as part 
of a compromise under which the States 
were given equal representation in the 
Senate. In its original form the pre- 
rogative extended not only to revenue 
bills but also to appropriation bills and 
to bills “for fixing the salaries of officers 
of the Government”; and the Senate had 
no power to alter or amend. But the 
original proposal, and several compro- 
mises, were beaten on close votes, until 
the provision assumed its present form. 

Benjamin Franklin was among the 
warm supporters of this prerogative. At 
one point in the debate, he was asked, 
What was the use of restraining the sec- 
ond branch—the Senate—from “med- 
dling with money bills,” since the Senate 
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could veto the House proposals? He re- 
marked that— 

It was always of importance that the people 
should know who had disposed of their money, 
and how it had been disposed of. It was a 
maxim that those who feel, can best judge. 
As to the danger of difficulty that might arise 
from a negative in the second branch, it might 
easily be got over by declaring that there 
should be no negative; or, if that will not 
do, by declaring that there shail be no such 
branch at all. 


Another supporter was George Mason, 
of Virginia, who felt that since the Sen- 
ate “could already sell the whole country 
by means of treaties,” it should at least 
be restrained by the House on matters of 
raising money. 

Levity aside, it is evident from the 
spirit and substance of these debates 
that the constitutional founders felt 
strongly that the people should have the 
first and final say on taxation. This 
was a part of the careful separation of 
powers which permeates the Constitu- 
tion; the system of checks and bal- 
ances on each branch of the Govern- 
ment which has so long protected our 
liberties. Certainly, the founding fathers 
did not contemplate an encroachment on 
the reyenue powers of the House. But 
there is no doubt that they would have 
been equally indignant at such a usur- 
pation of the people’s power. 

It is the duty and the responsibility 
of the House, through its Committee on 
Ways and Means, to prepare revenue leg- 
islation, after public hearings in which 
the people are invited to present their 
views, and after careful and independent 
deliberation. It is the function of a 
governmental department to advise and 
counsel the House in this task, not to in- 
sist or direct or demand. 

The first Secretary of the Treasury was 
keenly conscious of these responsibilities. 
In the Federalist papers, Alexander Ham- 
ilton defended the House of Representa- 
tives against the charge that it was not 
sufficiently numerous, or representative, 
to combine the interests and feelings of 
all classes of the community for pur- 
poses of taxation. I quote his answer to 
these critics: 

There is no part of the administration of 
government that requires extensive informa- 
tion and a thorough knowledge of the prin- 
ciples of political economy so much as the 
business of taxation. The man who under- 
stands those principles best will be least 
likely to resort to oppressive expedients or 
sacrifice any particular class of citizens to 
the procurement of revenue. It might be 
demonstrated that the most productive sys- 
tem of finance will always be the least 
burdensome. There can be no doubt that 
in order to have a judicious exercise of the 
power of taxation, it is necessary that the 
persons in whose hands it rests should be ac- 
quainted with the general genius, habits, 
and modes of thinking of the people at 
large, and with the resources of the country. 
And this is all that can be reasonably meant 
by knowledge of the interests and feelings of 
the people. In any other sense the proposi- 
tion has either no meaning, or an absurd 
one. And in that sense tet every considerate 
citizen judge for himself where the requisite 
qualification is most likely to be found. 


The wisdom of these words has grown 
with the years. I commend them to the 
Congress of the United States, to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, to all 
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appointive officers of the Government, 
and to all of their successors, 

I should like to discuss another matter 
that is highly controversial. I refer to 
mandatory joint returns for husband and 
wife which was included in the revenue 
bill of 1941, but which by a vote of the 
House was stricken from the bill. An- 
other attempt was made to place this 
feature in the Revenue Act of 1942, but 
it failed to receive a majority vote in the 
committee. 

I fully recognize the position taken by 
Members of Congress from the nine com- 
munity-property States. If I were living 
in one of those States I would also be 
very jealous of the tax subsidy which I 
would be receiving from the hands of the 
Federal Government. Under the rates 
as recited in the pending bill a small 
elite group of taxpayers, because of their 
ability to divide their incomes, is being 
given a special tax treatment amounting 
to a tax subsidy of more than $420,000,- 
000. This system of taxation violates 
some of the cardinal principles of our 
form of government, many of which 
were so ably expressed by the signers of 
the Declaration of Independence in these 
words: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, 
that all men are created equal, that they 
are endowed by their Creator with’ certain 
inalienable rights. 


In the Constitution we find these 
words in section 8, article I: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to 
pay the debts, and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 


The method that is employed in the 
nine community-property States is sim- 
ply this: When a husband or wife is in 
receipt of a given compensation, the law 
of those States asserts that one-half of 
that compensation, regardless of who 
earned or received it, is the property of 
the other spouse. I admit that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has no 
right to interfere with the laws of any 
State, provided those laws do not con- 
flict with the Constitution. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States is a govern- 
ment of delegated powers, and all powers 
not enumerated in that charter are re- 
served to the States. However, I take 
the position that when the Constitution 
prescribes that all taxes, and so forth, 
“shall be uniform throughout the United 
States,” that that means exactly what it 
says. 

Common sense dictates that an in- 
come tax is levied against an individual 
person receiving an individual compen- 
sation. By dividing all income, husbands 
and wives in community-property States 
are able to evade their proper tax lia- 
bility, because the income falls into a 
lower surtax bracket than the same total 
income would fall to an individual re- 
siding in a non-community-property 
State. 

Is it “self-evident that all men are cre- 
ated equal,” when we by our votes in 
this House allow a tax system to remain 
on the statute books under which a small 
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5-percent group of elite taxpayers are 
given a tax subsidy of over $420,000,000? 

Is taxation uniform throughout the 
United States when we by our vote de- 
cree that a married Member of Congress 
living in any one of the 9 community- 
property States, having a salaried net 
income of $10,000 paid to him by the 
taxpayers of all 48 States, shall pay 
$364 less Federal income tax than that 
paid by Members of Congress residing in 
the other 39 States? 

Is this elite “endowed by their Creator 
with certain inalienable Rights” to have 
accorded them this preferred tax treat- 
ment, this subsidy of more than $420,- 
000,000 which all taxpayers are required 
to pay in higher taxes than they other- 
wise would pay were it not for this sub- 
sidy? 

There are many who believe that now 
of all times, when the sons of American 
mothers and fathers are being drafted 
and sent to the four corners of the earth, 
to sail the submarine-infested seven seas, 
to fight and shed their blood, and sacri- 
fice their lives if need be, to preserve our 
form of government, to preserve our way 
of life, to maintain the blessings of lib- 
erty and freedom, which we enjoy today, 
that it is not too much to ask this elite 
5 percent group of taxpayers to do no less 
than to bear their fair share of taxa- 
tions; to pay, not more, but the same 
amount, as their neighbors with like 
status and income are paying to give our 
boys the modern weapons necessary for 
the protection of their lives in achieving 
such victory. How can, or should, any- 
one object to this? 

The failure to include a provision in 
the pending bill has not settled the ques- 
tion. One may ease his conscience in 
voting against each and every proposal to 
place all taxpayers of equal station on 
an equality, by attempting to justify his 
or her position on the ground that to do 
so would also do violence to an old Span- 
ish custom on which community-prop- 
erty laws are patterned. No Spanish 
toreador has ever fought to the death 
a larger bull in the arena than have these 
toreadors from community-property 
States. 

One may also ease his conscience by 
peering out from behind women’s petti- 
coats and pose as the champion of 
women’s rights, and the protectors from 
the prying eyes of their husbands from 
disclosing the source and amount of her 
income as was so eloquently pleaded last 
year by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setis, the majority leader of the House 
of Representatives. Yes, one may ease 
his conscience by hiding behind any one 
of the many spurious arguments here- 
tofore advanced, whenever any effort has 
been made to ween away this elite favored 
5 percent of the Federal taxpayers from 
the nursing bottle of special privilege. 
One may ease his conscience and continue 
to be the wet nurse for this group at the 
expense of other taxpayers to the amount 
of over $420,000,000, but in doing so, they 
certainly should bear in mind the words 
of Abraham Lincoln, “You cannot fool 
all the people all of the time.” 

Toward the close of our executive ses- 
sions I presented a further amendment, 
which would have equalized the burden 
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of taxation, but it had stricken from it 
any thought of community property or 
mandatory joint returns. Under that 
amendment the taxpayers retained the 
option of filing either a joint return or 
separate returns, just as is permitted 
under existing law. The amendment did 
provide, however, that in the event hus- 
band and wife elected to file a joint 
return they would compute their tax 
under the surtax rate schedule agreed to 
by the committee. In the event they 
elected to file separate returns, then they 
would compute their tax under a differ- 
ent surtax schedule, which maintained 
the same percentage rates but split the 
brackets in half. To illustrate, under 
my amendment, if husband and wife were 
to file separate returns, the first surtax 
bracket would be from nought to $1,000 
at a rate of 13 percent instead of a 
bracket from nought to $2,000 at 13 per- 
cent, and so on down the line with the 
same rate of percentage as listed in the 
pending bill. This would result in mak- 
ing the tax liability the same under a 
joint return or under separate returns, 
where the income is equally divided as 
etween husband and wife. 

Of course, this amendment was like- 
wise defeated in commitiee by those who 
opposed eliminating what I call en un- 
equal tax treatment of Federal tax- 
payers. 

Yes; we can continue as we have in 
the past and do nothing to correct this 
inequality of tax treatment, but, as 
Chairman DovucuHrTon, in a speech deliv- 
ered August 4, 1941, so ably stated: 

No question is ever settled until it is finally 
settled right. * * * I believe that, like 
Banquo’s ghost, the problem will continue to 
haunt us until the righteous wrath and indig- 
nation of the intelligent people of the Nation 
compel the removal of this injustice. Truth 


crushed to earth must arise again more pow- 
erful than ever. 


Finally, I would like to discuss a ques- 
tion that was given considerable thought 
in our executive discussions. It was pre- 
sented to us originally by Mr. Clinton 
Davidson, of Jersey City, N. J. It refers 
to the question of post-war reserves. I 
am sure that everyone of us can agree 
that the first and only job we have today 
is to defeat, with our superior force of 
men and arms, the enemy that has seen 
fit to attack us and our liberties. Noth- 
ing shculd swerve the Congress of the 
United States in following the President 
of the United States as Commander in 
Chief of the armed forces of the Nation, 
who is leading the forces of free peoples 
in this the greatest war of all times. Our 
next consideration should be the winning 
of the peace that follows. The first must 
be done now, the second may be aided 
by what action we will take in the pend- 
ing tax bill and its successors for the 
duration of the war. We can accomplish 
both objectives without doing violence to 
either objective. 

In a public address last October, Mr. 
Ganson Purcell, Chairman of the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission, made 
the following statement: 

We cannot wait until all actual fighting 
is ended to take steps necessary to protect 
us from its after effects. We cannot begin 
too soon on this vast and complicated un- 
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dertaking * * © today we find ourselves 
making every effort to convert a very large 
part of our machinery to the production of 
wartime necessities. Tomorrow the job will 
be just the opposite, but it will not be one 
sight less difficult. The transition will not 
just happen automatically. 


It is never amiss, in fact it is usually 
helpful, to base one’s argument on scrip- 
tural grounds. I know that most of you 
remember the story about Joseph and 
Pharach. When Pharach came to 
Joseph for an interpretation of a peculiar 
dream which he had had Joseph ex- 
plained it and we are told that the 
prophecy came true. Seven fat years 
were followed by 7 lean years of famine. 
But in those 7 fat years Joseph forced 
the Egyptian farmers to set up reserves 
of corn in governm granaries. You 
will notice that he did not wait until the 
6th year, but made all preparations dur- 
ing all 7 years. Just as we found out 
that it takes time to prepare for war, 
just so surely will we also find out that it 
takes time to prepare for peace. That 
is exactly what the theory of post-war 
reserves contemplates. 

The committee had before it divergent 
opinions as to what rate of taxation 
should be imposed on excess profits. 
The Congress of the United States had 
previously built the yardstick for the 
determination of what an excess profit 
was. The only question that remained 
to be answered now was what the rate 
should be. There was disagreement be- 
tween the staff of the Joint Committee 
on Internal Revenue Taxation and the 
Treasury staff. Some men inside and 
outside of Government suggested the 
rate be left just as it was, while others 
suggested a 100-percent tax on excess 
profits. The committee considered the 
latter viewpoint to be wrong, because it 
felt that industry would not pay any 
attention to the cost of manufacture, 
knowing in advance the long hand of 
the Federal Government would reach in 
and take all profits. The subsequent 
high cost would, therefore, be borne by 
the Government. Finally, the commit- 
tee agreed on a rate of 94 percent, but 
coupled with it a 14-percent return to 
the individual corporation in the form of 
a Federal obligation, which would be 
noninterest bearing and nonnegotiable, 
at least for the duration of the war. 
This would have meant a net rate of 80 
percent. Those who opposed this fea- 
ture of the tax bill were vehement in 
their statements that we had reduced 
personal exemptions, but that we were 
actually giving back to the corporations, 
who were bound to make so-called fat 
profits, a gift which the American people 
would never tolerate. They did not add 
to that statement the fact that this post- 
war reserve to be returned to the indi- 
vidual corporation would all be subject 
to the regular capital-gains tax rate of 
15 percent at the time those obligations 
matured. 

The further argument was made that 
there was no reason or logic in the 
thought of returning a portion of excess 
proiits to the corporation, and in not re- 
turning a portion of the profits of the 
corporation having only average earn- 
ings. In other words, they contended 
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that if a post-war credit was to be ex- 
tended, it was to be extended to all cor- 
porations alike. I submit that the cor- 
poration, which will find itself in the 
excess-profit bracket for the next year or 
two, is the exact corporation which by 
force of circumstances has been obliged 
to enlarge its facilities far beyond the 
needs for peacetime manufacturing. 
This same corporation will be required 
to carry much heavier inventories in or- 
der that war machines may be manu- 
factured without a let-up. And it is that 
corporation which will feel the effect of 
a declaration of peace with an abrupt 
stoppage of manufacturing, much more 
than the corporation that has gone on 
ahead in its normal pursuit of manufac- 
turing for domestic consumption. 

A most peculiar reversal followed a few 
short days ago. Not only was the sec- 
tion dealing with post-war reserves 
stricken from the bill, but the rate on 
excess profits was actually reduced from 
94 percent to 8742 percent. This was 
done in the face of the prevailing opinion 
in this country that no one should wax 
fat on war profits. At the same time, 
normal rates were extended from 40 per- 
cent to 45 percent, thereby, in the esti- 
mation of many sound-thinking busi- 
nessmen, making a difference between 
bankruptcy and a continuation of the 
business, Yes; it is mighty easy for any 
man, particularly in an election year, to 
stand in the Well of this House and at- 
tack all corporations, to declare them to 
be the giant octopus which should be led 
to the slaughter. However, it is another 
thing for industries after the war to re- 
employ the hundreds of thousands and 
millions of good, substantial American 
citizens in order that our economy may 
continue as it did prior to the war. I 
hold no brief for those corporations that 
make unconscionable profits when your 
son and my son is preparing himself to 
give everything that he has for the de- 
fense of this Nation, but when this war 
is over, I want your son and my son free 
to follow the paths of others in the way 
of life which we have enjoyed before 
them. 

As the bill now stands, and as it will be 
passed by this House, there is no men- 
ticn of a reserve for a rainy day. There 
is no thought in this legislation of saving 
in the fat years for the lean years that 
are bound to follow. The question has 
not been settled, and I am hopeful that 
the Senate will give thoughtful consider- 
ation to this problem and everything 
connected with it. 

As has been stated before, this bill is 
designed to raise additional revenue, es- 
timates of which vary somewhere from 
$6,250,000,000 to $7,000,000,000. The 
Treasury Department believes that a 
minimum of $8,500,000,000 is necessary. 
A majority of the committee felt that the 
provisions of the pending bill were as 
severe as our business economy could 
stand at the present time. Naturally, the 
thought of a retail sales tax comes to 
the mind of every Member of this body, 
questioning whether or not that form of 
taxation will have to be resorted to. Re- 
gardless of individual opinions, and I 
share the opinions of those who say they 
do not like that form of taxation, never- 
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theless, I cannot help but reach the con- 
clusion that a sales tax is inevitable, and 
that finally it will be enacted into law. 
The yield in dollars can be achieved in 
that direction. 

Tt is, of course, the hope of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means that this bill 
may be passed by this House by a unani- 
mous vote. That would be one more no- 
tice to our enemy that we mean to see 
our present struggle through to a suc- 
cessful and victorious conclusion. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. McLean]. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Chairman, I sub- 
seribe to all the very nice and compli- 
mentary things that have been said 
about the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee. I acknowledge my 
debt of gratitude to him for his guidance 
and helpfulness, and I have enjoyed the 
thrill, from time to time, of having him 
accept suggestions which Ihave made. I 
appreciate the guidance and help of the 
experienced members on the committee, 
particularly our ranking Republican 
member the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Treapway]. It is a matter 
of regret to me that we are in disagree- 
ment on one phase of the bill before us, 
and which seems to be the most con- 
troversial question at the moment, one 
which will have the most attention by 
the House because it is to be the subject 
matter of a motion to recommit the bill 
to the committee with instructions for 
admendment. 

In the last few days there has devel- 
oped a tempest in a teapot over the taxa- 
tion of corporations. 

I shall direct my remarks to that con- 
troversy with particular reference to the 
motion to recommit. You are entitled 
to have established the credibility of the 
witness who is testifying. You are en- 
titled to know my interest and just how 
it comes about that I am your witness, 
so that you can weigh my testimony and 
evaluate it accordingly. 

The minority views signed by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. Knutson] 
contain this statement: 

It is no longer a secret that the present for- 
mula was arrived at through a series of trades 
and shameless logrolling. In all my years 
on the Ways and Means Committee I have 
never seen anything like it. 


I mention this because you are entitled 
to know that inasmuch as I do not agree 
with him I fall within his classification 
of “shameless” traders and logrollers. 

It has been announced that a motion 
will be made by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota to return the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means with instructions 
to amend it by making a change in the 
rates of excess profits taxes and the nor- 
mal and surtaxes on corporations. The 
gentleman from Minnesota filed minor- 
ity views attached to the report, and I 
assume, therefore, that the motion to 
recommit will be pursuant to his views 
therein expressed. 

My purpose is to direct your attention 
to the truth about this corporation rate 
structure. You will not find it in the 
minority views of the gentleman from 
Minnesota. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota expresses great concern for what 
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he designates as small corporations. 
His erroneous statement conveys the im- 
pression that these small corporations 
are subjected to the same normal and 
surtaxes and excess profits taxes as all 
other corporations. He makes no refer- 
ence to the treatment given corporations, 
indicating the concern of the Ways and 
Means Committee and our policy previ- 
ously adopted in behalf of the small cor- 
porations. 

The truth of the matter which you will 
not find in the minority views of the 
gentleman from Minnesota is this: the 
bill before you divides corporations into 
three categories, corporations with in- 
comes of less than $25,000, corporations 
with incomes between $25,000 and $50,000 
and corporations with incomes in excess 
of $50,000. 

And bear in mind we are talking of 
net taxable incomes and not gross in- 
comes. They are that portion of the 
gross income which the corporation en- 
joys after deducting expenses for doing 
business, including the salaries of offi- 
cers, local taxation, advertising, and kin- 
dred items. The only lien on the ad- 
justed net income is the Federal excise 
corporation income tax. 

Corporations with a net income of less 
than $25,000 will continue to pay the 
normal taxes which they now pay and to 
which there has been no objection. 
They will pay a surtax of 10 percent. On 
this item the Committee is in entire 
agreement, including the gentleman from 
Minnesota. 

On corporations between $25,000 and 
$50,000 of net income the Committee has 
provided a method which will be fair to 
all corporations as they approach the 
$50,000 limit. The tax which such cor- 
porations will pay under the method pro- 
vided will be less and easier to pay than 
the obligations of corporations with over 
$50,000 of taxable net income, but a little 
heavier than that which the $25,000 cor- 
Porations will have to pay. With this 
the gentleman from Minnesota is in en- 
tire agreement. 

It is estimated that there will be 200,000 
taxable corporations filing returns. Of 
this number 172,000 will come within the 
classifications which I have just outlined. 
The treatment proposed for their taxa- 
tion is satisfactory to all concerned with 
the welfare of the small corporations. 
There has been no suggestion to change 
the rates applicable to them. And with 
this the gentleman from Minnesota must 
agree for he does not mention them and 
makes no such comparison in his minor- 
ity views. 

There is an incidental item which it 
is proper to mention here, and that is 
that the change in the rate on surtaxes, 
suggested by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota, will have some slight effect on the 
rate applicable to corporations between 
the $25,000 and $50,000 classes. 

Mr. ENUTSON. Will the gentleman 
at this point insert the benefits these 
small companies will get? 

Mr. McLEAN. I shall be very glad to. 
This difference is infinitesimal and does 
not justify the commotion being made 
about it. It would be a 10-percent re- 
duction of the tax on the excess above 
$25,000 net taxable income of corpora- 
tions in this class. It could be as low as 
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$1 and as high as $2,500, and would affect 
only about 8,000 corporations. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLEAN. I yield. 

Mr. SABATH. I understand what net 
income is, and nearly every Member un- 
derstands that, but the people might be 
misled. When you say net income that 
means the profit after all of the expenses 
have been met and paid. 

Mr. McLEAN. Exactly. 

Mr. SABATH. And what is left for 
distribution of dividends. 

Mr. McLEAN. And the only thing 
chargeable thereto is the Federal excise 
corporation income tax. 

We how come to the only question in 
controversy—corporations with net tax- 
able incomes of $50,000 or more. The 
number is approximately 25,000. These 
are the corporations which are desig- 
nated as the “large corporations.” They 
are the corporations which the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, as he says in his 
minority views, constitute “the small 
number of big companies that are wax- 
ing fat from war contracts,” and these 
are the only corporations which would 
be affected by a changé in the rates pur- 
suant to his proposed motion to re- 
commit. 

The bill before us provides that these 
large corporations shall pay a normal tax 
of 24 percent and a surtax of 21 percent, 
and that they shall pay as an excess- 
profits tax 874 percent of their adjusted 
excess-profits income. For these the 
gentleman from Minnesota would knock 
off 5 percent of normal and surtaxes and 
add 244 percent in excess-profits taxes— 
harsh treatment for corporations, which 
he describes as “waxing fat.” 

You will note in the minority views of 
the gentleman from Minnesota his state- 
ment to the effect that he has already 
approved of a 40-percent rate for the 
normal and surtaxes, which leaves only a 
difference of 5 percent in controversy. 
Treasury experts have already estimated 
that a total of 55 percent for this item 
would not be too much for a corporation 
with a $50,000 excess taxable income to 
pay. There was testimony before the 
committee on behalf of corporations that 
40 percent would not be too much to pay. 
Therefore, it would seem that a rate of 
10 percent less than recommended by 
the Treasury and only 5 percent more 
than representatives of the corporations 
advocated would not be an excessive 
amount for a corporation with a net tax- 
able income of $50,000 and upward to 
pay. They will still have 55 percent of 
that amount unencumbered except for 
the excess-profits taxes. 

The present law provides for an 8742 
percent rate for excess profits on these 
large corporations, and that brings us toa 
consideration of the idea of providing a 
post-war credit. The two items must be 
considered together. When the rate of 
94 percent on excess profits was tenta- 
tively fixed by the committee, it was with 
the idea that there would be returned 
to the corporations 14 percent of that 
amount in the form of a bond or a certifi- 
cate or a Government note which would 
be nonnegotiable, noninterest bearing, 
and nonusable until after the cessation 
of hostilities, and then could be used 
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only for limited purposes. It would 
amount to a loan to the Government and 
not a tax. 

It was decided to eliminate this item at 
this time and allow the corporations to 
have the money to use for present pur- 
poses in what should be our main effort— 
the winning of the war. Furthermore, 
the amount which would be in the hands 
of the corporations would be so small as 
compared with the amount necessary for 
post-war rehabilitation and be spread 
out so thin as to be negligible. The 
post-war credit would provide for post- 
wer rehabilitation only $876,000,000 an- 
nually— a trifle compared with our prob- 
able needs. Also, the framers of a tax 
bill should have in mind not only the 
amount of money it will provide but how 
much of the amount it will take to col- 
lect it. The idea of a post-war credit 
would place upon the Treasury Depart- 
ment a considerable amount of admin- 
istrative detail for an uncertain period 
of time until the money would be needed 
at the war’s end and for a considerable 
time thereafter. The post-war credit 
idea has a strong sentimental appeal but 
its practical value is doubtful. We do 
not know what problems may confront 
us nor when nor how we will have to meet 
them. We do know, however, that fail- 
ure of our war effort will probably make 
it unnecessary for us to bother ourselves 
about what happens afterward. 

This is no time for experimenting or 
theorizing, and the post-war credit idea 
is nothing more than that at this time. 
It is said that it has been used in Eng- 
land, but before we adopt that sugges- 
tion as decisive we ought to examine 
into how it came to be adopted and its 
purpose. As I understand it, England 
imposed a 100-percent excess-profits tax 
with the result that incentive was de- 
stroyed, and it was for the purpose of 
mitigating the unpopularity of the ex- 
cess-profits tax that a post-war credit 
idea was adopted. It was a political 
rather than an economic consideration. 

Having decided against a post-war 
credit idea at this time—and whereas 14 
percent of the excess-profits tax ten- 
tatively agreed upon was to be a part of 
that idea—it was logical that the ex- 
cess-profits taxes should be reduced 
accordingly to 80 percent, and this gave 
us the opportunity to increase the excess- 
profits taxes by 742 percent, which was 
done, and the proceeds go into the Treas- 
ury without any sort of future obliga- 
tion. It also reserves a percentage for 
further increase in the excess-profits 
taxes, 

My own judgment is that both small 
and large corporations have been gen- 
erously dealt with under the treatment I 
have explained. But this is not all. 
Other items are calculated to ease their 
burdens. We have increased the deduc- 
tion for excess-profits-tax purposes from 
$5,000 to $10,000. 

Under the present law, the excess- 
profits tax is computed before the nor- 
mal tax and surtax, being allowed as a 
deduction in determining the bases to 
which those taxes.apply. Thus the por- 
tion of the adjusted excess-profits net 
income not teken by the excess-profits 
tax is subjected to the normal tax and 
surtax. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


The bill changes this method of de- 
termining the tax base by dividing the 
net income into two portions, one of 
which is subject to excess-profits tax 
alone, and the other of which is subject 
only to normal tax and surtax. Instead 
of deducting the excess-profits tax itself 
in determining the normal and surtax 
bases, the bill deducts, through the form 
of a credit against net income, the base 
upon which the excesSs-profits tax is 
computed. 

Then there are the general-relief pro- 
visions. There have been classified and 
considered by the committee many un- 
usual situations in the operation of our 
present tax law, and provision has been 
made to correct inequalities and hard- 
ships. 

All of these items benefit the three 
corporation categories. Our present 
concern is for the small corporations. 
My understanding is that they have been 
as properly treated as wartime condi- 
tions will permit. Under no circum- 
stances would a change in the surtax 
rates and the normal tax rates, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Minnesota, 
result in any material benefit to them. 
One effect of his motion to recommit 
would be to benefit what he describes as 
“the small number of big companies that 
are waxing fat from war contracts.” 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MCLEAN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey has expired. 

Mr, TREADAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 5 minutes additional. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I rise to 
ask a question about the division of the 
corporation net income, as the gentle- 
man explained it, a portion of which is 
subject to the excess profits tax, and 
another portion to normal and surtaxes. 
What happened to the $10,000 exemp- 
tion in the excess profits tax? Is that 
excluded also from the normal and sur- 
taxes? 

Mr. McLEAN. As I understand it, it 
is subject to the normal and surtaxes. 

Mr. VOCRHIS of California. Then 
it is not quite accurate to say that the 
entire excess profits tax credit is ex- 
cluded from the normal and surtaxes? 
The rest is, but not the $10,000. 

Mr. McLEAN. That is my understand- 
ing. = 

Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLEAN, Yes. 

Mr. HARNESS. In the gentleman’s 
discussion of the 45-percent normal tax, 
and the 874-percent excess profits tax 
on corporations with a net income of 
$50,000 or more, I wonder if I under- 
stand the gentleman’s point, and I will 
give this specific illustration. In the 
event of $50,000 net profit, taxable profit, 
rap a tax would be 45 percent of 

at. 

Mr. McLEAN. The normal and sur- 
taxes would be 45 percent. 

Mr. HARNESS. Then on the 55 per- 
cent left to the corporation, there would 
be an excess profits tax of 8742 percent. 

Mr. McLEAN. Exactly, subject to re- 
ductions provided in the bill. 

Mr. HARNESS. But generally speak- 
ing, that is the way it would operate? 
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Mr. McLEAN. Generally speaking, 
yes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLEAN. Yes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. In connection 
with the admirable and fair statement of 
the gentleman, I ask what provision of 
existing law or what provision there is 
in the pending bill that will prevent the 
unconscionable increases in salaries that 
are being brought to the attention of the 
country almost every day? 

Mr. McLEAN. I think it is fair to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that the Committee on 
Ways and Means has not discussed that 
in connection with the tax bill. We have 
put no limit on incomes, as was sug- 
gested, but the very heavy income taxes 
will make it very difficult for any corpo- 
ration to find it worth while to pay very 
large salaries. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. My question 
alluded to the unconscionable salaries be- 
ing paid, and if I understand correctly, in 
existing law the Collector of Internal 
Revenue would have the right to go be- 
hind those salaries, and if he regarded 
them as unreasonable, he could disallow 
them to the corporation. 

Mr. McLEAN. The gentleman is 
familiar with the practice of the War 
and Navy Departments under such cir- 
cumstances to reach the evil through 
appropriate negotiation and the contract 
provisions and rezulations that have been 
made to that end. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr, Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLEAN. Yes. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Could the gentle- 
man give us an example of how the tax 
would work out? For instance, here is a 
man, we will say, who has a corporation 
who might have an excess profit of $100,- 
000, of which 87%4 percent, or $87,500, 
would go to the Government. But, in- 
stead of doing that, suppose he pays him- 
self an additional $100,000 salary. What 
would be the income tax on the $100,000? 

Mr. McLEAN. The gentleman will find 
in the report, I think about page 10 or 
12, a schedule which sets out the rates in 
detail. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the re- 
mainder of my time. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 25 minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. Duncan]. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
one of those on the committee who very 
vigorously opposed the 45 percent normal 
and surtax corporate rate, and the 874% 
percent excess-profit rate. In finally de- 
ciding those rates, I think a very great 
burden has been placed upon the small 
businesses in this country that can least 
afford to bear the burden, and propor- 
tionately the burden has been removed 
from the shoulders of the corporations 
that are making excess profits, and I say 
to my colleagues on the committee who 
made it possible for this rate to be re- 
ported in the bill that when they go back 
to their constituents and to their busi- 
nessmen, who are going to have the most 
difficult struggle they have ever faced 
during their business lives, they will have 
a lot of explaining to do. In order to 
increase the corporate rate from 40 to 
45 percent, by their action they took more 
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than $400,000,000 off the rate which 
would be paid by the excess-profit corpo- 
‘rations, and loaded it, onto the corpo- 
rations that will pay the normal and 
Surtaxes. The normal earnings are the 
ones that will be faced with financial 
difficulties, and many of them before this 
war is ended will be broke. So I cannot 
justify it in my own conscience. 

There are so many people in this 
world who cannot seem to differentiate 
between a corporation as an entity and 
the millions and millions of people who 
have their money invested in it—stock- 
holders. There are 13,000,000 of them, 
and a great majority of them are in the 
low income tax groups. 

Ever since we started consideration of 
this tax bill there have been certain 
groups, certain types of press, in the 
country which I sometimes reluctantly 
believe would like to see our form of gov- 
ernment changed, who have been con- 
demning and bemeaning the Ways and 
Means Committee because they did not 
blindly follow the recommendations of 
the Treasury as to amounts and as to 
rates. I do want to pay tribute to the 
Treasury by saying that they have a fine 
group of staff experts. They work day 
and night and I am sure they are con- 
scientious. But, after all, they are not 
responsible to the people. They are 
charged with the responsibility by their 
superiors of raising or attempting to get 
a fixed amount of money. The gentie- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BOEHNE] so well 
discussed that question and the respon- 
sibilities of the Congress to the people. I 
know the anxiety of those charged with 
the financial responsibility of this Gov- 
ernment with respect to the war, but we, 
too, have a responsibility. There has 
never been any question in my mind 
about the winning of this war, but I 
sometimes wonder if you are going to win 
the peace. The responsibility for that is 
largely upon the shoulders of this Con- 
gress. We must take into consideration 
the experiences which we had during and 
following the last war. I have believed 
that in meeting the problems which we 
must meet with respect to the war we 
should preserve our normal economy as 
far as it is humanly possible to do so con- 
sistent with the greater problem of win- 
ning the war. I believe that we ought 
not to place a burden upon the shoulders 
of individuals or of business that they 
cannot bear. I realize also that the tax 
burden must go much higher than it is 
now; that all of us will have to pay more 
taxes even than are included in this bill. 
Remember, under the act of 1939 you 
paid about one-fifth the tax you will pay 
under this bill. So they have been in- 
creased in the salary brackets in which 
we are, for example, nearly 500 percent. 
That has been true in nearly all of the 
breckets except the highest brackets, 
which, of course, could not stand such 
large percentage increases without taking 
it all. It seems to me that in approach- 
ing that final roof which we must reach 
sometime, we must go up the ladder 
gradually and adjust ourselves and ad- 
just business to ultimate demand. We 
cannot jump from the first step to the 
top step in one jump without getting 
hurt. So let us be sensible about it and 
bring it up gradually. After all, when we 
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are spending $70,009,009,000 a year, what 
will a billion or two more or less dollars 
mean? It certainly will not float the 
ship, but it may sink it or at least cause 
it to ship a lot of water. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DUNCAN. I yield. 

Mr. ENUTSON. Right at that point, 
the bill as it now stands increases the 
normal and surtax from 31 percent to 45 
percent, which is almost a 50-percent 
increase. That is a pretty big jump at 


one time, is it not? 

Mr, DUNCAN. That is a pretty big 
jump. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Let us go a little 


further. The preceding speaker rather 
rapidly passed over the fact that under 
my motion to recommit the proposed 
change in corporation surtax of 21 per- 
cent to 16 percent requires that the rate 
in this niche be changed from 32 percent 
to 22 per cent. Would net the gentle- 
man consider that quite a help to small 
corporations that are not benefiting from 
this war? 

Mr. DUNCAN. Indeed it would. 
When the war came on in 1938, England 
had a 25 percent corporate rate. They 
now have a 50 percent rate. It has been 
doubled. In 1938 our corporate rate, as 
I recall, was 18 percent. It now has gone 
to 45 percent. I am speaking of the 
normal and surtax rates. That is more 
than double. That is 150 percent higher 
than it was in 1938 when the war came 
on. Sowe are going up rapidly as it is. 

Mr. ENUTSON. Will the gentleman 
yield further? 

Mr. DUNCAN. Yes; I yield briefly. 

Mr. ENUTSON. Witness after wit- 
ness, competent witnesses, warned the 
committee against jumping the increase 
too fast; that they should be made gradu- 
ally so that they could adjust themselves 
to the increases. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Of course they did. 
The witnesses all testified to that, and I 
am. sure they were all conscientious, 
They have obligations that must be met, 
and if we take all or too much it will 
mean the dropping of life insurance. It 
will mean the loss of homes on the part 
of individuals, and it will mean that busi- 
ness will have absolutely nothing with 
which to meet the problems that finally 
confront them. 

There has been a great deal of discus- 
sion about giving credit for debts, life- 
insurance premiums, and that sort of 
thing. It isan enormous problem. Two 
men are making identically the same in- 
come, or two corporations are making 
thesame income. One is in debt and the 
other is not. Is it fair, after all, to give 
to the man who is in debt a credit and 
not give it to the man who is not in debt? 
In other words, those tax dollars are not 
paying the same amount of tax. 

How can you give credit for insurance? 
And this is a subject about which all of 
us have received thousands of letters. 
There are approximately $4,000,000,000 
in life-insurance premiums paid in the 
United States annually. The insurance 
companies have ativocated a deduction 
of 15 percent for payment of insurance 
premiums. This would be about $600,- 
000,000, and it is a lot of revenue. Some 
people cannot get insurance; others de- 
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sire to build an estate in some other way. 
Why should I be given a credit for build- 
ing up an estate in insurance and the 
same privilege not be granted to the man 
who desires to build his estate by the 
purchase of securities, the purchase of a 
home, or some other type of property? 
In the end you have the same value, All 
of those problems enter into it. So, Mr. 
Chairman, I am not concerned over the 
criticism that we have not attained the 
$8,700.000,000. I think it would have 
been far tov great a burden to impose 
suddenly upon the people and upon the 
business of this country, particularly the 
business that is facing the greatest 
struggle it has ever faced. There is one 
other thing I want to discuss for a few 
minutes that is not in the bill, and that is 
the sales tax. 

For months all of us have been hear- 
ing about this subject. Long before this 
tax bill was started, before hearings were 
begun, there were certain types of tax- 
payers, large-income texpayers, both in 
the corporate and individual groups, who 
began to advocate a sales tax in the be- 
lief that it would prevent an increase in 
their corporate and individual taxes. 
Most of them had never thought it 
through to see what it would mean. As 
a practical example of what I have in 
mind, I received a letter from a gentle- 
man in my State not so long ago adyo- 
cating that we go back to the 1939 rate, 
which, as I recall, was 18 percent, and 
that we raise the additional revenue from 
a sales tax. I replied to his letter and 
asked him if he had any idea how large 
a sales tax it would take to raise the 
amount of money we were seeking to 
raise. He said he did not. I gave him the 
figures: That under the Revenue Act of 
1939 we raised about $6,200,000,000; that 
We are secking now to raise approxi- 
mately $24,000,000,000; that it would take 
a retail sales tax of approximately 33 
percent to raise the amount of money we 
were seeking to raise. I never heard 
anything more from him. 

As I said a moment ago, we were asked 
to raise $8,700,000,000. The bill is esti- 
mated to raise about $6,114,000,000. A 
5-percent sales tax would not raise more 
than $2,400,000,000 or $2,500,000,000, and 
this tax would have to be levied on every- 
thing, as I stated before, from bread to 
booze, on everything that is sold at retail. 
This is a comparatively small amount of 
money when we think of $6,000,000,000; 
and stch taxes would fall most heavily 
upon those least able to pay. Yes; I 
agree with the argument that everybody 
cught to contribute something to his 
Government; they are contributing 
something to it. A married man with 
an income of $1,500 is already paying 
about $250 a year in Federal, State, and 
local taxes. To load upon him an addi- 
tional burden of 5 percent, or a 1244- 
percent tax on every loaf of bread he 
buys in the store, would not be fair. 
He is paying more than his share. Prob- 
ably 50 to 65 percent-of the income of 
those in the lower income brackets goes 
for the absolute essentials of life, where- 
as those in the higher income brackets 
pay cut a comparatively small percent- 
age of their income for the essentials of 
life; so it falls much more heavily upon 
those in the lower brackets. With all 
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the stories we hear about the high wages 
being paid during these times there are 
still millions of people whose incomes 
have not been increased one single dime, 
and it will not be increased; on the other 
hand, the added cost of living is going 
to dig very deeply into the income they 
already have. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DUNCAN. I yield. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I agree 
thoroughly in what the gentleman has 
to say about the sales tax, but would like 
to ask him whether he would not agree 
that the fundamental thing that is wrong 
with the sales tax is that under the sales 
tax it is utterly impossible to exempt 
even the minimum necessities of basic 
nourishment for the poorest families and 
that therefore it becomes an unscientific 
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form of taxation and one which may be 


actually contrary to general public in- 
terest. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Absolutely; if we ex- 
empt food and medicine, we would get 
only about $824,000,000; that is all we 
could get. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will the 
gentleman yield for one further observa- 
tion? 

Mr. DUNCAN. I yield briefly, but my 
time is running on. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. It would 
not then be a sales tax but a selected 
excise tax, which is a very different 
matter. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Entirely different. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DUNCAN. I yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois, I thank the 
gentleman for his very excellent speech. 
I was very much concerned when I saw 
that the committee saw fit to continue 
the present exemption of dividends from 
shares in Federal building and loan as- 
sociations. They do not pay any tax. 
They are exempted by law. A bill taking 
away that exemption was reported out 
by the Banking and Currency Committee 
of the House and passed by this body, 
but it died in the Senate. 

I brought it to the attention of the 
Treasury, and I cannot understand why 
the committee did not remove that ex- 
emption. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I do not believe that 
matter was discussed. The reason why a 
sales tax does not produce any money 
is because we are at war. It is said that 
we are now approximately at the 1935 
level of consumable commodities and that 
possibly by early 1943 we will be down 
to the 1932 level. Of course, it would be 
economically unsound to place a sales 
tax on commodities going into the war 
purposes. Remember that in the last 
World War only about 10 percent of 
the economy of our country was devoted 
to war purposes and probably by next 
year at least 60 percent, maybe more, of 
our economy will be devoted to the war 
purpose. As the war goes on and greater 
restrictions are placed upon the consum- 
able commodities the less money a sales 
tex will produce. So it would be a gradu- 
ally declining tax rather than an increas- 
ing one. 
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Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. DUNCAN.: I yield to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I would like to ask 
the gentleman whether he will state any 
point at which he thinks a sales tax 
would be fair to all classes of people? 

Mr. DUNCAN. I do not know. It 
seems to me that if we attempt to grad- 
uate a tax, for example, so that it would 
bear more lightly upon the ordinary com- 
modities of life the problem of adminis- 
tration for the Government, for the mer- 
chants and for the business of the coun- 
try, the cost of administration and so 
forth, would probably outweigh the value 
that would come from it. Those things 
all enter into it. We may have to come to 
all kinds of taxes before this is over, but 
I do not think we ought to resort to it 
until'it is absolutely essential to do so. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I judge from what 
the gentleman says that even if there 
were an equitable arrangement for a sales 
tax based on a graduated form, it would 
be very difficult of administration and 
difficult to find the equity of the whole 
problem? 

Mr. DUNCAN. That isright. Ido not 
see how you could do it. Personally I 
have always been very bitterly opposed to 
a national retail-sales tax. We all know 
how difficult it is to get rid of a tax once 
it is imposed. It would take from fifteen 
to eighteen thousand additional people in 
the Internal Revenue Department they 
estimate to administer this type of tax. 
There are 2,650,000 retail outlets in the 
United States and every one of them 
would have to be checked by somebody 
to determine the amount of retail tax to 
be paid. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I do not want to 
interfere unduly with the gentleman’s 
argument, which I am very much inter- 
ested in, but I would like to emphasize the 
attitude of the Treasury Department 
when we had this very question up be- 
fore the committee in executive session 
wherein Mr. Paul very positively said that 
he would prefer for the Treasury a lower 
receipt from the bill than to include a 
sales tax. 

Mr. DUNCAN. And I think he was 
very sound in the suggestion he made. 

Mr. DISNEY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DUNCAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma. 

Mr. DISNEY. However, he did not 
suggest that we repeal the retail-sales tax 
on cosmetics, furs, and jewelry which 
yield $64,000,000? r 

Mr. DUNCAN. If the gentleman will 
recall, when those taxes were put on 
last year, I was one of the Members who 
fought them as viciously as I could. I 
was overridden and they were put in the 
bill. I am just as much against them 
today as I was then, in principle. 

Mr. DISNEY. I was talking about the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. DUNCAN, The Treasury Depart- 
ment advocated them at that time, as I 
recall. 

Taking it all in all, the results finally 
arrived at in this bill are probably about 
as good as can be expected. It has been 
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a long, hard job, and a thankless one. 
But we have got to raise the money and 
there is no way out of it. So we have to 
take the bad along with the good. 

Mr, Chairman, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. JENKINS]. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr., Chair- 
man, I should like to have the attention 
of the chairman of the committee or at 
least someone speaking for the majority. 
I have a question I should like to ask, 
and I am prompted to ask it because 
there seems to be some confusion in the 
minds of the bankers of the country with 
reference to the language on page 25 of 
the bill. This language is covered in the 
report on page 45, and here is what it 
deals with. 

It deals with the question of bad debts, 
Suppose a taxpayer has a net income of 
$50,000 and he has deductions of $50,- 
000 also, which make it unnecessary for 
him to pay a tax. Then suppose it ap- 
pears at that time that He has a bad 
debt, a debt which he lists as a bad debt, 
we will say of $25,000, somebody’s note 
which is uncollectible and he lists that 
in his tax return. Of course, it does not 
give him any tax benefit because he does 
not need it. Now, suppose that 3 or 4 
years after that the man who owed the 
bad debt pays up. What effect will that 
have on the owner’s tax return in the 
year in which he receives it? 

Mr. BOEHNE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Yes; I should 
like to know whether the gentleman’s 
views conform with the opinion of those 
who wrote the report. 

Mr. BOEHNE. I do not know whether 
I can give you the opinion of the ma- 
jority or not, but I can tell you what 
the bill says. As I understand the gen- 
tleman’s problem, if John Doe has an 
income of $50,000 in a given year and 
he has deductions of $50,000 in the same 
year, it is evident he does not have a 
taxable net income and possibly no taxes 
to pay. He discovers at the same time 
that he has a bad debt of $10,000 in that 
same year, or at least it develops that it 
is a bad debt for that year, but he does 
not need it in order to offset his entire 
income of $50,000. 

He had other deductions to take its 
place. Later the $10,000 bad debt be- 
comes a good debt and some of it is 
paid. 

This section in the bill simply pro- 
vides that when that $10,000 is paid 
back it is not considered income the year 
it is paid back, for the simple reason that 
John Doe could not take advantage of 
that particular bad debt in the year that 
all of his other deductions equaled his 
income for that year, so he received no 
tax benefit from it during that year. 
Therefore it is not considered taxable in- 
come. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. That is exactly 
my understanding of it. The persons 
who discussed the matter with me were 
afraid that the language in the bill was 
rather ambiguous. For that reason I 
am glad to have the opinion of the ma- 
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jority as well as the opinion of one hum- 
ble member of the minority. Iam going 
to inform these people that as far as the 
Ways and Means Committee is con- 
cerned it was the intention of the com- 
mittee that the language of the bill will 
cover this situation. 

Mr. Chairman, in the balance of my 
time I am going to speak extemporane- 
ously. Yesterday I was very much im- 
pressed with my good friend, the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. ROBERTSON], 
when he took the floor and proceeded to 
announce that he was coing to speak ex- 
temporaneously. But he was very cau- 
tious. He said, in effect, that he wanted 
to be sure before he got started to speak 
to state that he was going to support the 
bill. He apparently felt that as he got 
along he might get so enthusiastic that 
he might talk himself out of the notion 
of voting for the bill. 

That is the way with me to some ex- 
tent because there are some things about 
the bill I do not like, but, in spite of all 
that, I intend to vote for the bill because 
it is the best we can do under all the 
circumstances. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. TREADWAY. With reference to 
the gentleman’s extemporaneous re- 
marks, I notice that the gentleman from 
Virginia yesterday when he was speak- 
ing extemporaneously was following very 
closely some notes he had before him. 
Perhaps the gentleman from Ohio is 
likely to do the same thing. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. No; I must 
trust that to inspiration. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio, I yield to the 
gentleman from Idaho. 

Mr. WHITE. Before the gentleman 
gets away from the subject he was dis- 
cussing, about small incomes and old 
debts, I am wondering what becomes of 
the company whose stockholders make 
advances ‘to the company over a period 
of years and finally put the company 
into profitable operation. Over a period 
of 2 or 3 years the stockholders make ad- 
vances to the company of so much money 
and the company then goes into profit- 
able production. Do not the old stock- 
holders or the old creditors then get their 
money before income taxes are levied? 
I am told that they do not. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I do not know 
whether I can give the gentleman the 
correct answer from a tax standpoint, 
but I can give him an answer from a law- 
yer’s standpoint. It is this. Those 
claims are just claims against the cor- 
poration, and the corporation when it is 
able must pay them. 

Mr. WHITE. Would not such claims 
take priority over income-tax payments? 
Should not the old debts be cleaned up? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. No; I doubt 
that very much. Because the relation- 
ship of stockholders toward their com- 
pany is not the same as a creditor in due 
course of business. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I wonder if there 
is anything in this bill which would take 
care of this situation. I have in mind 
two companies which were rather re- 
cently reorganized. They owe a lot of 
money, in one case to a bank and in the 
other case to the former owners. They 
are going to have excess profits, but the 
amount left after excess profits will be 
insufficient for them to pay what they 
owe their creditors. Is there anything 
in the" bill that would permit the pay- 
ment of debts owed on capital account as 
a deduction from gross income so that 
such a company would not go out of 
business because of its very success? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. The gentleman 
has already got me beyond my depth. I 
could not follow the gentleman. That is 
a pretty complicated transaction. The 
gentleman and I had better talk that 
matter over some other time. 

Mr, CARLSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield on that point? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. CARLSON. The gentleman from 
Ohio will recall that Governor Hobby, of 
Texas, discussed that point very fully be- 
fore the committee, and, as I recall, the 
committee thought something should be 
done about it and asked the Treasury to 
bring us a statement on that very prob- 
lem. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. As I recall, 
nothing has been included in this bill as 
yet on that matter. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened to sev- 
eral speeches on this floor with reference 
to this tax bill, I wish to compliment 
those who have spoken on the high plane 
on which they have pitched their speech- 
es. They have indicated that they have 
given the matter a great deal of thought 
and attention. 

Several of the speakers have stressed 
the point and deplored the fact that we 
have not been able to bring in a bill that 
will produce more than $6,000,000,000. 
They seem to worry about the fact that 
we have not been able to get it up to 
$10,000,000,000. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
worry about that. But I do worry about 
this proposition. I want you to think 
with me just a minute and see if I am 
justified in my worries, 

Here is a committee of the House, of 
25 Members selected in the regular way, 
who apply themselves assiduously for 
444 months in an effort to bring to you 
the very best possible tax bill. The way 
you measure a good tax bill is to measure 
the amount which it produces.. During 
these 442 months, in spite of all that we 
could do, we could not get more than 
$6,000,000,000. That is a serious sit- 
uation. Can it be possible that this 
is the limit that the people can and will 
pay? 

Someone suggested that we should pass 
a sales tax. If we should pass a sales 
tax that would not add very many billions 
of dollars. If we had added a sales tax 
to this bill we would not have gotten any- 
thing like $10,000,000,000. A sales tax 
based on a reasonable rate will only pro- 
duce about two or three billion. The 
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point I make is that we just cannot get 
the amounts of revenue that we should 
in the light of our expenditures. We 
have stretched every sinew and worried 
along and brought to you the most com- 
plete bill possible, and nobody is satisfied 
with it. The corporations say they pay 
too much, individuals say they pay too 
much, everybody says he pays too much; 
and in spite of all we have done we can 
get only a little over $6,000,000,000. 

Sometimes I think, why worry? Why? 
Because we are running a deficit of a 
billion dollars a week, so why worry about 
two or three paltry extra billion. But to 
be serious, our failure to get these extra 
billions ought not to be very significant 
if it were not for the fact that we have 
exerted our very utmost to try to get $10,- 
000,000,000 in this bill and can get but 
$6,000,000,000. When the time comes for 
us to.pay these tremendous debts, what is 
going to happen? We are now in the 
height of prosperity. The national in- 
come is higher than it has ever been, and 
if we cannot squeeze any more than $6,- 
000,000,000 out. of the people now, how 
in the name of common sense are we ever 
going to pay these obligations? 

Mr. Chairman, this is a terrible thing 
to contemplate, and we cannot dismiss 
it as something light because it is really a 
threatening situation. 

Let me call your attention to another 
fact. Never in the history of our Repub- 
lic, so far as I have been able to find, 
have we faced a deficit in peacetime until 
1930. Our Nation got along from George 
Washington's time through the Civil War 
and all the different periods of our his- 
tory until 1930, and never had a deficit 
in peacetimes. In other words, we paid 
as we went along. This means that all 
of our debts have come from war. That 
was true up to 1930; but from 1930 to 
1940 we piled up a colossal debt of $30,- 
000,000,000 or $40,000,000,000 in peace 
times. Why did we do that? Those re- 
sponsible must answer. I think we have 
been derelict. I think we have made a 
tremendous mistake. I think we wasted 
much of the money, and we were thrust 
into a war with a tremendous debt of 
$40,000,000,000 or $50,000,000,000 on our 
shoulders, most of which we had created 
in peacetimes. 

Now, let me tell you what is on my 
mind. I say to you that in those peace- 
times we wasted billions of dollars. We 
spent money recklessly, we spent money 
carelessly, and we spent money that we 
should never have spent. We got our- 
selves into extravagant habits from 
which we cannot free ourselves 
apparently. 

What are we doing now? Have we 
changed that situation in any respect? 
Are we doing any different? Are we 
deserving of a paean of praise for what 
we have been doing from the standpoint 
of spending money? We have simply 
been spending money recklessly with the 
result that we have not been able to 
encourage any economy anywhere. 
There has not been developed any sense 
of economy anywhere, and we are run- 
ning behind at the rate of $1,000,000,000 
a week. Mr. Chairman, where are we 
going, and what is going to happen to us? 
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I repeat that it would be well if some- 
one in high authority today would go to 
work and practice some economy, not 
only on nonessentials, but also on defense 
expenditures. Just look at the revela- 
tions of the last 2 or 3 days. Do you 
not think that someone who lets these 
contracts ought to be able to know 
whether a $2,000,000 contract is within 
$1,000,000 of being a just contract? 
Should the man making the contract not 
know if someone is going to make a mil- 
lion dollars profit out of a $2,000,000 
* contract? Somebody is derelict in his 
duties somewhere along the line when 
that happens, , 

I do not want to stand here and say 
that we should not vote or will not vote 
money for defense. No; that is not the 
case. We must lay these heavy taxes 
because we know the people approve a 
tex that will lay the burden on them in 
order to win the war, but we ought not 
te lose sight of the fact that a great 
percentage of that money is wasted in 
these stressful days and times. 

Let me proceed further. Ido not agree 
with the tax bill in every respect. There 
is one feature of this bill that has been 
touched on by several speakers who have 
spoken on this measure. I refer to the 
proposition of a withholding tax. Per- 
sonally, when this matter was first an- 
nounced I thought it was a pretty good 
step to take. I thought it would compel 
persons making big war profits pay a fair 
tax. I did not like the method of pro- 
cedure that Secretary Morgenthau an- 
nounced when he first presented the mat- 
ter to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
He said he thought the Treasury ought 
to have the right and the power to deter- 
mine how much should be withheld and 
where and when it was to be levied. But 
the committee promptly indicated that 
it would look with disfavor on any plan 
that would put this important matter 
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This is of too great importance to the 
people to be handled as a departmental 
matter. 

There is one new feature about this 
provision of the bill that I want you to 
think about. if I could separate this 
provision from the bill I would do so. 
But here is a proposition I want you to 
think about. This provision of the bill 
compels the withholding of one’s money. 
It is not voluntary. 

In other words, taxpaying is a volun- 
tary process. It always has been a volun- 
tary process. Who initiates the first step 
in paying an income tax? Youdo. You 
take an income tax blank and fill it out 
and return it to the proper authority. At 
no time in the history of the Republic, 
up until this bill passes, has there ever 
been an involuntary tax that I know of. 
I may be too sweeping in my statement 
but I want you to get the point. The 
judge may levy fines against people when 
he sends them to jail but that is not a tax. 
Generally speaking, I do not believe we 
ever in the history of the Republic have 
levied an involuntary tax. That is what 
we are doing here. You have nothing to 
say about this tax. If you make say 
$1,800 a year working in a factory or a 
bank and are married with no depend- 
ents you have got to pay a tax on that, 
especially if you work in a factory, be- 
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cause the factory man is going to take it 
out of your earnings. He is going to take 
it away from you, and pay your taxes 
for you, You are going to have no con- 
trol over it. He will take it out of your 
weekly or monthly check and you can- 
not prevent him. The law compels him 
to do this. He is not going to give it to 
you. It is not going to be voluntary, 
as far as that is concerned. I cite this 
so that we may know what to expect. 
That is the opening wedge, it might be 
the opening wedge to involuntary servi- 
tude, from the standpoint of taxation. 
They say to you and to me that it is 
analogous to the social security, but it 
is not. No, no. The element in social 
security is security for the future. The 
enly compulsion is that they ask you 
to pay for your own benefits, so that you 
may not become a creature of charity and 
that you may prepare yourself better 
against the vicissitudes of life, but you are 
under no compulsion. You can quit your 
job if you wish. And besides what you 
are required to do is for your own per- 
sonal benefit. That is voluntary. 

I think I have made my point. I am 
going to continue my interest in this and 
watch developments. I predict that it is 
an opening wedge to further compulsion. 
It is a harbinger of state socialism. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I yield to my 
friend from Ohio. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Referring to this 
method of taxation, or of taking taxes, is 
not that precisely the principle upon 
which communism today operates in 
Germany and in Russia? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I do not know 
that I would go that far. I know that 
those who favor this proposition do not 
believe it will go to that, at least they 
hope it will not, but the gentleman is 
thinking in the right direction. 

Mr, SMITH of Ohio. It is not taxing; 
it is simply taking. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio, Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. That is a funda- 
mental principle of the Nazi so-called 
taxation, and the Communist taxation 
in Russia. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. In other words, 
it can easily ripen into confiscation. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. That is totali- 
tarian financing of the Government. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. There is one 
other aspect of the withholding tax that 
I would like to make inquiry about. Un- 
less and until we have some sort of ceil- 
ing, or make some arrangement to con- 
trol the upward spiral of wages, would 
not the gentleman fear there is danger 
of this withholding tax being inflationary 
in effect? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. It is intended 
to be noninflationary and I think it will 
work out that way; at least I hope it will. 
I hope it will be enforced without much 
friction, and if it is I believe it will have 
the opposite effect, but of course any- 
thing can happen in inflation—it is some- 
thing that comes from all directions at 
the same time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. 
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Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 5 minutes more. 
Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Before I leave 
this subject I want to say this, that in 
these times, when so many people are 
getting such large wages and there is 
such a transient population, it is well 
and proper to collect from them their 
proportion of the tax bili then if it can be 
done in a voluntary way. There is no 
doubt that many of these people evade 
their taxes by moving from place to 
place. If a withholding tax is justified at 
any time it would be justified when ap- 
plied to this class. If this provision be- 
comes a part of the law I sincerely hope 
that every effort will be made to reach 
this class. These people are usually em- 
ployed in Government work or paid in- 
directly or directly from the public 
Treasury hence they should be compelled 
to bear their part of the tax burden. 
There will be many hardship cases and 
much additional help will be required 
to carry out this provision. There are 
many people living upon the proceeds of 
their investments in Government bonds 
or other securities. They must all 
their financial customs, ‘The 
issuer of the bonds will be required to 
hold out a portion of the dividends or 
interest payments and the payer will be 
put to much trouble and worry. I hope 
that if we are forced to put this system 
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Mr. Chairman, there is one provision 
in this bill in which the country is much 
interested. I refer to that provision that 
provides for a tax on freight bills. The 
tax will be 5 percent of the freight bill. 
No doubt it will produce a large amount 
of revenue. There is bound to be much 
opposition to it. There is one exception 
in this provision. Freight bills for coal 
Will be a flat 5 cents per ton increase. 

Some might think that that is for the 
benefit of the coal operators or the coal 
miners, but that is not the reason for the 
exception. 

This exception is made for two reasons. 
One is for the benefit of yon people who 
live far away from the coal mines and 
the coal market. Suppose you live on 
the Canadian border, or in New England, 
if you would have to pay 5 percent on the 
freight bill on coal, your coal would jump 
25 cents a ton, but if you live where I do, 
close to the coal mines, your tax would 
be very small. The coal producers and 
coal miners do not profit by this tax. 
The change from 5 percent to 5 cents will 
be to the advantage of the consumer of 
the coal. Another reason for this excep- 
tion is that the price of coal is fixed by 
the Bituminous Coal Commission. It is 
fixed from a combination of factors such 
as cost of production and cost of trans- 
portation. The present prices have been 
fixed on certain freight rates. If these 
rates are changed by 5 percent, it is only 
reasonable to assume that this will throw 
the price-fixing formula out of line. Five 
cents per ton is fair to all, while an in- 
crease of 5 percent would tend to render 
all prices unequal. 

The people who use the most coal live 
the farthest away from where the coal 
is produced—Minnesota, the Dakotas, 
Michigan, New England, New York, and 
such far distant places. There is not a 
ton of coal mined in New England; very 
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little in New York, but they are great con- 
sumers. Chicago is the greatest market 
for coal in the world. This provision will 
not be a special benefit to coal producers 
except it will save them the trouble of 
being required to again change their price 
formula. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. Will not that same fair- 
ness apply to lumber and every other 
commodity? 

Mr, JENKINS of Ohio. It may tosome 
extent, but not exactly as it does to coal 
for the price of lumber is not fixed as is 
the price of coal. 

Mr. WHITE. Do you not think that is 
one of the greatest blunders in the bill, 
putting a 5 percent flat tax on freight 
bills? 

Mr, JENKINS of Ohio. I am not pre- 
pared to go that far. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to close 
what I started to say with just this word: 
However unpopular this bill may be you 
must remember that every tax bill is un- 
popular. There is one feature that I 
fear should not have been changed. I 
am not sure that it was wise to reduce 
the personal exemption of single persons 
to $500. It is going to work some hard- 
ship, and it does not produce much in- 
come. However, there is a clamor in the 
country to make the tax bill wide in its 
application, and this is the best way to 
do it. 

COMPULSORY JOINT RETURNS 


I was much interested in the remarks 
of my colleague, the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. BoEHNE], on the subject of 
compulsory joint returns by husband and 
wife. I shall comment only briefly on 
what he had to say. The membership 
will remember that the House struck 
from the tax bill of last year the section 
providing for compulsory joint returns. 
The Committee on Ways and Means had 
this matter before it several times in its 
sessions preparatory to the bringing out 
of the bill now under consideration. 
Early in these considerations the com- 
mittee, by a close vote, included it in 
the present bill. But later by a more 
decisive vote the committee revised its 
action. Then later the gentleman from 
Indiana attempted to have it replaced in 
the bill, but in very different language. 
Under his proposal he put a penalty on 
all married taxpayers by providing that 
if they did not file joint returns that 
they would be denied some of the deduc- 
tions and exemptions that they would 
have had otherwise. And his proposition 
would apply to the people in the whole 
48 States. For example, suppose a hus- 
band earned $5,000 as a salary and his 
wife had an income of $1,000 from in- 
terest on bonds. Under the present law 
each could file separate returns. In fact, 
truth anc honesty would require them 
to each file separate returns for they 
owned separate property. But under Mr. 
Borune’s plan if they refused to file a 
joint return they would be compelled to 
add their incomes together and divide 
equally. The result would be that the 
record would appear that the husband 
only had an income of $3,000, which is 
not true, and that the wife would have 
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an income of $3,000. when, as a fact, her 
income was $1,000. This would be an- 
other case of compelling one person to 
pay the tax of another person, which the 
law says Congress cannot do. 

INSURANCE 


Iam not sure that our treatment of the 
matter of the estate tax as it appears to 
money derived from insurance in this 
bill is the best that could be done. When 
we change the $40,000 exemption that is 
allowed from insurance money paid to an 
estate. I think we might well have re- 
duced the exemption to $30,000 for in- 
surance and $30,000 for general property. 
In other words, we could in this way have 
retained the same principle and plan as 
is in the present law and at the same 
time could have increased the revenue. 

POST-WAR CREDITS 


Probably no question received from the 
committee more consideration than did 
the question of post-war credits. I fa- 
vored this principle, but when we came 
to considering the problems of admin- 
istration we found that its administra- 
tion would be difficult. Also it appeared 
that it would be more for the benefit of 
large corporations than small ones, and 
that the large corporations no doubt 
could provide their own systems for pro- 
viding themselves with reserves to meet 
the recession that might follow the war. 

I was not in favor of the 94-percent 
excess-profits tax. The provision that 
14 percent of this amount would be set 
aside as a post-war credit made the 94- 
percent tax more acceptable. I was not 
in favor of fixing the rate at 8742 percent 
at the expense of having the corporation 
surtax rate raised from 40 to 45 percent. 
If it could have been practicable to ad- 
minister a post-war credit plan an ideal 
compromise would have been to have 
fixed the excess-profits rate at 90 per- 
cent, with a post-war credit of 10 percent 
deducted from the 90 percent. There is 
no doubt but that the change to 874 
percent excess-profits tax and 45-percent 
surtax was a severe blow to the small and 
medium-sized corporations. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the largest tax 
bill by volume of words and sentences 
ever considered by Congress since I have 
been a Member. It is the largest from 
the standpoint of the amount of taxes 
raised that Congress ever considered, 
The people of the country have been very 
fair, in that they recognize the condition 
of national affairs from a fiscal stand- 
point. I predict that, although they will 
complain for a little while, eventually 
they will shoulder their tax burden with 
patriotic fortitude. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman frem Ohio has again expired. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. DEWEY]. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Chairman, I sup- 
pose that no tax bill will ever be a popu- 
lar subject, but I believe at this time 
when the people of this country realize 
that the taxes they are paying are going 
to support the war, they will pay them 
gladly. 

If they could only have been with me, 
and I wish that they might have had 
the privilege that I have had, of sitting 
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at the open hearings of the Ways and 
Means Committee during the past 
months of their labors, I feel very sure 
they would realize that that body studied 
every angle, they heard witnesses pa- 
tiently and they tried to develop a bill 
that would bear with equality on all, and 
raise the revenue that was needed. 

In the few moments I have at my dis- 
posal I would like to deal with one angle 
of this tax bill which has been spoken of 
by some of the other Members, It bears 
on the post-war period rather than on 
the present period. I would like to say 
one or two words on this subject, al- 
though it is not at the present time cov- 
ered in the bill. 

With the rate of taxes, individual and 
corporate, rising to unprecedentediy high 
levels, the Congress and the Treasury 
should realize that they will affect busi- 
ness for a long period; that it is their duty 
to nurture income and therefore govern- 
mental revenues. 

Taxable net income under the revenue 
law results from permissible deductions 
from gross income. After these deduc- 
tions the balance is treated as net in- 
come subject to taxes. But, in fact, that 
may not be the net income of the tax- 
payer in the sense of profits or earnings 
according to approved accounting princi- 
ples. Under our practice, all too fre- 
quently, net taxable income is higher 
than real net income. 

The profits of business are now largely 
on paper, and, as was the case during the 
first World War, may never be realized. 
They appear, not in cash, but in inven- 
tories and accounts receivable, and in 
some cases in increased plant facilities. 

The requirements of a business for 
working capital increase on the average 
about in proportion to an increase in 
volume, sometimes more rapidly. Its in- 
ventories grow in volume and in unit 
value. Its accounts receivable are very 
likely to increase, particularly in the pres- 
ent situation when most, if not all, of the 
business of so many companies is on war 
work. Cash requirements are larger. 

Business, small and large, should be 
permitted to accumulate liquid reserves 
to meet the heavy losses which will be in- 
evitable at the end of the present war. 
That cannot be emphasized too strongly. 
What is the case under the bill? A busi- 
ness with an uninsurable risk may not 
set aside, tax-free, the necessary reserves 
to meet such risk. It may not set aside 
reserves essential to meet the inevitable 
readjustment. It is denied the exemp- 
tion of other essential reserves. 

Under an 87% percent excess-profits 
tax, as proposed in the bill, not only is 
there no opportunity for business to ac- 
cumulate liquid reserves, but certain bad 
manufacturing practices may be stimu- 
lated. Once a manufacturing firm is well 
past its standard revenue it can derive no 
further financial advantage from well- 
planned business effort. On the other 
hand, in fact it can avoid any financial 
loss even if its efforts are badly planned. 
So far as extra receipts above his stand- 
ard revenue are concerned the money 
which the businessman is administering 
is not his own but really belongs to the 
Government, and the businessman is 
suddenly placed in the position of being a 
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civil servant handling public funds, al- 
though he is not trained as such and will 
not be subject to the same supervision 
necessary in the case of people who ad- 
minister public money. 

What may be the result of this? In 
the first place there will be little com- 
batting of the demand for increasing 
wages as the profit motive has been elimi- 
nated by the excess-profits tax. Sec- 
ondly, there will be little effort made to 
get the most out of old equipment and 
wastes will occur due to equipment re- 
movals before there is any necessity for 
such a step. Third, almost any sort of 
fantastic expenditure can be justified in 
the name of advertisement. 

It is my belief that further study 
should be given the subject of the build- 
ing up of a post-war credit which would 
stimulate good business practice and 
initiative. In other words, the excess- 
profits tax should be so arranged that 
the greater the tax paid during the war 
period the greater will be the amount of 
post-war credit available to the taxpayer 
during the rehabilitation period which 
is bound to come. 

In my opinion, this credit should not 
be repaid in cash as it might place too 
heavy a burden upon the Treasury when 
it will have many demands upon it. I 
suggest in lieu of a cash payment the 
issuance of a perpetual, nonnegotiable, 
non-interest-bearing certificate in the 
amount of 14 percent of the total amount 
of excess-profits tax paid in any taxable 
year during the period of the war. 

This perpetual certificate: should be 
callable, at the will of the Treasury, on 
some depreciated basis. The theory is, 
however, that they will not be called, nor 
become a cash obligation of the Treas- 
ury. The role of the certificate is to 
provide to the holder a security for cur- 
rent borrewing. 

These tax certificates should be carried 
in the statement of a business as a de- 
ferred asset, but upon the termination 
of the war, or at such time as the Con- 
gress should designate, the certificates 
could be made negotiable and bear a low 
rate of interest and be removed from the 
status of a deferred asset to that of a 
current asset in the statement of the 
holder. As a current asset, these cer- 
tificates could be used by the holder as 
securities for loans and, being an instru- 
mentality of the Government, could be 
accepted to secure borrowings from Fed- 
eral Reserve banks. 

With the termination of the war activ- 
ity, there will undoubtedly be a great 
shrinkage in the value of inventories, 
which shrinkage could be offset by the 
transfer of certificates from the status 
of a deferred asset to the status of a 
current asset, and, as I have already 
stated, they could be used to secure loans 
to provide liquid working capital at a 
time when the cash resources of a com- 
pany might be at a low ebb. 

Study may produce other methods for 
covering this situation, aud I sincerely 
believe that such study should be under- 
taken. We have heard a great deal of 
post-war planning, particularly as it im- 
pinges on international situations. Iam 
a great believer that charity should 
commence at home and that the first 
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beneficiary of any post-war planning 
should be the industries of our country 
who have so patriotically and energeti- 
cally been supporting our war effort. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. DworsHaxk]. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman, I 
join with the previous speakers in ex- 
pressing approbation of the work of the 
Ways and Means Committee. We realize 
that the members have labored diligently 
in preparing this tax measure. 

However, on yesterday I endeavored to 
focus attention on one provision of this 
bill with reference to the 5-percent tax 
on freight and express shipments. I read 
from the report as follows: 

This bill imposes a new tax estimated to 
yield $252,900.000 in revenue upon the 
amount paid within the United States for 
the transportation of property by rail, motor 
vehicle, water, or air from one point in the 
United States to another, at a rate equal to 
5 percent of the amount so paid, except that 
in the case of coal the rate of tax is 5 cents 
per long ton, and only one such tax applies 
to the entire transportation from mine to 
the consumer. 


My objection is directed to this in- 
equality and discrimination against those 
States which are far removed from the 
large consuming centers. That not only 
applies to the States in the Northwest, 
but likewise the South, the Southeast, 
and the Southwest. It was pointed out 
that coal, for instance, was given an ex- 
ception by the committee. Yesterday the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. COOPER] 
stated that a case was built up and de- 
veloped in behalf of the coal consumers 
primarily, so that they would be entitled 
to a fiat rate of 5 cents per ton rather 
than the 5-percent ad valorem tax. 

I have received many protests from 
our section of the country. To illustrate 
my point, for instance, potatoes grown 
in States near our large consuming cen- 
ters might conceivably be taxed only 1 
cent per 100-pound bag, whereas in 
Idaho and other States far removed from 
the large cities we would be compelled 
to pay a tax of 6 cents per 100-pound 
sack. That is discriminatory, of course. 

I have here a letter from the Public 
Utilities Commission of Idaho which is in 
charge of all such matters concerning 
transportation of freight, and I would 
like to quote one paragraph from the 
letter received from the chief of the 
transportation division of the Public 
Utilities Commission of Idaho. It reads 
as follows: 

I am instructed by the commissioners to 
state to you that they are unalterably op- 
posed to this proposal for several reasons. 
The first one is that should this pass, Idaho 
will pay three or four times the amount of 
taxes which Wisconsin and Illinois and Ohio 
and other States would, and this would be 
true of every Western State and every far 
Southern State. A State located in the great 
consuming East would pay a negligible 
amount under this proposal where the States 
located long distances from the consuming 
East would in some instances pay as much 
as 400 or 500 percent more for the shipment 
of one carload in comparison to what States 
located adjacent to or in the East would 
pay on the same commodity. It would be 
an unfair tax which would push us farther 
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into the Pacific Ocean. This State is not 
opposed to proper taxes for the war effort 
which will be equitable to all the people of 
this Nation. 


I have several telegrams I should like 
to read at this time. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DWORSHAK. I yield. 

Mr. CARLSON. I wish to compliment 
the gentleman from Idaho for calling 
attention to what I think is a great in- 
equality so far as the various sections 
of our country are concerned. It is one 
of the provisions of this tax bill that 
Members believe is very unfair to the 
bulk commodities that are transported in 
this country. That is the reason a pro- 
vision was made treating coal on a dif- 
ferent basis. The same provision should 
have been extended to lumber, grain, and 
all heavy commodities. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DWORSHAK. I will yield briefly. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Do I understand an 
exception was made in the case of coal, 
but that no exception was made in the 
case of any other bulk commodity? 

Mr. DWORSHAK. That is correct. 
The tax on all other commodities shipped 
by freight will be a straight 5 percent 
ad valorem tax on the freight bill; 
whereas, in the case of coal there will be 
a flat tax of only 5 cents a ton. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I, too, am much 
concerned about this, coming as I do 
from the intermountain country. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman, I 
read a telegram from the Idaho Traffic 
Association as follows: 


Understand revenue bill includes tax 5 
percent on freight bills. If information cor- 
rect this would be serious blow to perish- 
able industry in State of Idaho. Would be 
unfair, unjust, and unreasonable taxation 
due to fact Idaho freight rates higher than 
any State in Union. If such tax move nec- 
essary the only fair measure would be a cer- 
tain amount per car on freight originating 
in all States alike, 


The Idaho Wool Growers Association, 
representing the important sheep in- 
dustry, wired as follows: 


We have been slow in expressing our 
opinions concerning the proposed 5-percent 
Federal tax on freight bills, but we presume 
that you have been actively opposing same. 
Should it be inevitable that some kind of 
Federal tax must be imposed on freight bills, 
it should be on the flat rate per hundred 
pounds of freight. In that way those close 
to market would pay the same per hundred- 
weight as the producer, like in Idaho, who 
is 1,500 to 2,000 miles from the ultimate point 
of consumption for his products. 


The Idaho State Chamber of Com- 
merce, representing industrial, business, 
and producing interests, expressed con- 
cern in the following telegram: 

Five-percent tax on freight rates would 
penalize our producers who sell in markets 
at long distances from Idaho. We oppose 
this proposal, which adversely affects prac- 
tically every producer. 


{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 additional minutes to the gentle- 
man from Idaho. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to read a telegram from J. R. Sim- 
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plot, one of the largest shippers in Idaho, 
who is handling a great deal of produce 
for the War Department at the present 
time, as follows: 

Understand revenue bill just about to be 
reported out of committee levies 5-percent 
tax on freight bills. You know our situation 
well enough to know that practically all of 
our agricultural commodities shipped to dis- 
tant markets on very high freight rates which 
would severely penalize Idaho growers and 
shippers. Please look into this, as would put 
Idaho at distinct disadvantage account per- 
centage basis on high freight rate would hit 
us harder than most any other State. 


I simply want to stress this one point: 
If in the judgment of the Ways and 
Means Committee it was justifiable to 
make an exception in the case of coal and 
give that industry and the producers and 
consumers of coal a flat rate of 5 cents 
per ton, then the same principle should 
be equitably applied to all other similar 
bulk commodities. Unless that principle 
is applied, I say to you in all fairness that 
States which are far removed from the 
large consuming centers of the country 
are penalized and discriminated against. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DWORSHAK. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman will re- 
call that the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee made the statement 
yesterday that the coal people had made 
out a case, and it was for that reason 
they got this concession. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Yes; and I think a 
similar case could be made out in behalf 
of other bulk commodities. 

Mr. WHITE. It is an unfair discrim- 
ination and penalty against those States 
which have long hauls for their commod- 
ities. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. I joined with my 
colleague in submitting a letter to the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee calling attention to this discrim- 
inatory provision and requesting that the 
committee give favorable consideration to 
this subject. We recognize, of course, 
that if the House refuses to remove this 
inequity, we can reasonably expect that 
the other body in its consideration of this 
particular provision will see that justice 
is done to all freight shippers through- 
out the entire country. 

Mr. WHITE. If the gentleman will 
yield, I may say to my colleague from 
Idaho that it is my purpose to introduce 
in the Recorp the letter addressed to the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. > 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Briefly. 

Mr. ANGELL. I want to compliment 
the gentleman on what he has said about 
conditions existing in our part of the 
country, the Northwest, in Oregon par- 
ticularly because we are very large 
shippers of bulky and heavy commodities 
such as lumber and grain and other prod- 
ucts which have to go a long way to 
market and pay heavy freight charges. 
We are competing with other communi- 
ties nearer to the markets under a dis- 
tinct disadvantage under present condi- 
tions due to existing high freight rates. 
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The addition of this tax penalizes even 
more those States which are situated in 
the Northwest and elsewhere. I urge 
that this provision of the bill be modified. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. MARCANTONIO]. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, 
the Treasury Department, in outlining 
its plan for the 1943 revenue bill, pro- 
posed a program that called for increased 
contributions from all but the substand- 
ard groups in our country. The Treas- 
ury held that the tax bill must satisfy 
three principles. First, it must be de- 
signed to check inflation. Secondly, it 
must be designed to curb unnecessary ex- 
penditure, with the proviso, as the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury stated, that we must 
not “economize on the health and 
strength of our underprivileged for that 
is no economy at all.” Thirdly, the tax 
bill must be fair, nondiscriminatory, and 
imposed in accordance with ability to pay. 
In this connection the Treasury flatly 
rejected a general sales tax and stated 
that one of the aims of the bill must be 
to recapture undue profits. 

This bill does not meet these aims. 

This bill is not designed to check in- 
flation in that it has made no adequate 
provision to check runaway profits. 

This bill is not designed to curb un- 
necessary expenditure. Far from it, the 
bill has left a wide opportunity for the 
unnecessary expenditure of the high- 
income groups to continue, while by 
lowering the exemptions to include men 
who earn $10 a week it is indeed econo- 
mizing on the health and strength of our 
underprivileged. 

This bill is not so designed as to be 
fair, nondiscriminatory, and imposed in 
accordance with ability to pay. It has 
doubled and tripled the burden upon 
those least able to pay while it has 
allowed profits as usual to guide its taxa- 
tion of corporations and of those best 
able to pay. 

The President proposed a limitation 
of $25,000 after tax, on allincomes. That 
proposal was junked. 

The Treasury proposed taxes upon cor- 
porations, including excess-profits taxes 
that would have raised over $3,000,000,- 
000 to buy the implements of war to 
smash the Axis Powers. These proposals 
were whittled away and watered down 
by about $1,000,000,000—leaving capa- 
cious loopholes in the excess-profits tax 
tlat will make it possible for corpora- 
tions to earn vast sums at a time when 
men are willingly sacrificing their lives 
to win this war. 

The Treasury, in proposing what can 
only be considered as mild increases in 
the estate and gift taxes would have 
raised an additional $300,000,000 in rev- 
enue. The committee not only failed 
to accept these mild increases but it is 
shocking to note that the revenue ex- 
pected from the estate and gift taxes 
contained in this bill will yield $7,000,000 
less than the present law has yielded. 

The Treasury strongly urged the re- 
vision of our tax laws to remove special 
privileges. The Treasury emphasized 
that if we were to call upon all our peo- 
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ple to pay higher taxes, we must, if our 
sincerity and integrity were to be re- 
spected, remove those special privileges 
whereby certain groups continue to reap 
undue and unwarranted gains. And yet 
in this respect the bill before us is found 
completely wanting. We are in the midst 
of a war for our lives, our homes, our 
precious liberty. And yet profits as usual 
has so dominated the drafting of this 
bill that tax-exempt securities continue 
to render windfall profits to some, the 
owners of mines and oil wells will con- 
tinue to profit from fantastically high 
depletion allowances, wealthy families 
may continue their large-scale tax avoid- 
ance through the filing of separate re- 
turns. 

The net result of this capitulation to 
special pleadings is twofold: 

First, we have a bill that is inadequate 
in that it falls some two and a half bil- 
lion dollars short of the goal set by the 
Treasury. 

Secondly, we have a bill that continues 
to allow special privileges, that fails to 
recapture undue profits, that places the 
burden upon the poor rather than upon 
those who are able to pay. It is “legis- 
lation as usual” in the midst of the great- 
est crisis our country has known. If it 
is said that Congress does not yet recog- 
nize the seriousness of this war, that 
Congress does not yet have that single- 
ness of purpose which we must have to 
smash the Axis, this tax bill will lend 
credibility to that charge. 

Unfortunately there are only two al- 
ternatives before us now that this bill 
has reached the floor. We can either 
vote for this bill, recognizing its inade- 
quacies, and deploring the lack of states- 
manship that this bill exhibits, or we 
can vote for no tax bill at all. Obviously 
the latter alternative is not even to be 
considered in times such as this. 

Those of us who feel that this bill in 
no way measures up to the demands of 
the times, can only say that we will carry 
on the fight for the President’s victory 
program on other fronts. Although one 
of the seven points in the President’s 
economic program is knocked for a loop 
by this bill, we shall work for the remain- 
ing elements of that program. The very 
passage of this inadequate and discrim- 
inatory bill will make us recognize the 
need for redoubling our efforts on behalf 
of a real win-the-war program. I trust 
that the Senate will measure up to the 
needs of the crisis in changing this bill 
so that it will conform with the Presi- 
dent’s seven-point program. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan | Mr. DINGELL] a member of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to treat briefly the question involving the 
change affecting the United States Board 
of Tax Appeals, and to say it is fully 
understood and agreed by the Committee 
on Ways and Means that the authorized 
change of name identifying the body 
heretofore known as the Board of Tax 
Appeals and hereafter to be known as 
the Court of Tax Appeals does not in any 
sense or in any way alter or change the 
rights and privileges of those who now 
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practice before that body; more specifi- 

cally, qualified laymen are not to be ex- 

cluded from practice before the court 
or barred from service as members of 
the court. 

Tt is intended that membership of the 
court, or practice before it, be not re- 
stricted to lawyers, barristers, or those 
who have been duly admitted to practice 
law, but shall extend to and include 
competent qualified laymen. 

It is my understanding that at present 
laymen. and lawyers enjoy equal rights 
and privileges before the Board of Tax 
Appeals, and that laymen as well as law- 
yers may without handicap or prejudice 
not only practice before the Board but 
may be privileged to serve as members 
of the Board. The change in the name 
or title from “Board” to “court,” or 
whatever the change in name might be, 
does not alter the status or function of 
either, and permits the President of the 
United States, as heretofore, to choose 
for appointment as members of the court 
either laymen or lawyers. 

It is intended that my remarks shall 
indicate the attitude and intent of Con- 
gress and to circumvent any technical 
or erroneous interpretation on the part 
of the courts, as a rule composed of and 
inclined to exclude from practice and 
service all but lawyers. A narrow or 
strained translation, in view of our action 
here today, should be impossible. 

The equality before the court, and on 
the court, of accountants—not neces- 
sarily certificd public accountants—and 
of other laymen and lawyers is here and 
now, by the action of the committee, 
definitely established, so to remain until 
specifically changed by the Congress. 

The rights of present or former Mem- 
bers of Congress, heretofore enjoyed, are 
neither abridged nor enlarged upon, and 
their right to serve upon the court is 
unchallenged and protected. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
20 minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Parman]. 

PAY TAXES, YES; SELL BONDS FOR REAL MONEY, 
YES; BUT IF MONEY MUST BE CREATED ON THE 
GOVERNMENT'S CREDIT, NO INTEREST SHOULD 
BE PAID ON SUCH CREATED MONEY 


Mr.PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill 
will raise about $6,000,000,000, I presume, 
from the statements made on the floor 
of this House and from newspaper ac- 
counts. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

] stated that we are squeezing 
$6,000,000,000 out of the people of this 
country, and he asked the question, “How 
will this enormous debt be paid?” That 
is the subject that I desire to discuss. 
We should not squeeze money out of tax- 
payers to pay unnecessary interest. 

RUINOUS INFLATION 


If it is necessary to pay all of this 
money, well and good. I say that this 
country is facing ruinous inflation. If 
something is not done, and done quickly, 
the $50 per month we voted the service 
men will not be worth $25, or even $15; 
then eventually $10, and maybe even- 
tually $5, and possibly become almost 
worthless. The money that is in exist- 
ence, if not protected, will not have much 
buying power in the future. So in order 
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to stop ruinous inflation two things are 
necessary. 

One is to collect all the money in taxes 
that it is possible to collect. The other 
is to sell as many bonds and stamps to 
the people and corporations having real 
money to buy them as is possible to sell 
to them in exchange for their money. In 
addition to that, of course, we must have 
price fixing, wage and salary control, and 
rent fixing. We will have rationing of 
goods in order to prevent a few people 
from taking advantage of others. Mr. 
Leon Henderson should have all the 
money he needs to enforce the price- 
control law. But the immediate prob- 
lems before us now are the collection of 
taxes and the selling of bonds. 
COMMERCIAL BANKS PAY NOTHING FOR BONDS IN 

THE FORM OF REAL MONEY 


The principal subject I want to talk to 
you about is this, and I hope I may have 
the attention of the members of the Ways 
and Means Committee. I submit to you, 
gentlemen, that when we have collected 
all the taxes we can collect, and when we 
have sold all the bonds to people who 
have money to buy them that we can 
sell, there will be this year approximately 
$30,000,000,000 that must be provided in 
some way or manner. How will that 
$30,000,000,000 be provided? Under the 
existing system it will be provided by per- 
mitting private commercial banks to 
create that money upon their books by a 
bookkeeping transaction and paying 
nothing whatsoever for it. 

If any Member takes issue with that 
statement I will be glad to yield to him. 
I have in my hand the American Banker 
for Wednesday, July 15,1942. The head- 
line reads: 

Eleven billion dollars in United States 
bonds now carried by the 20 largest banks. 


BANKS LOAN GOVERNMENT THROUGH PRESENT 
SYSTEM $15 TO EVERY $1 OF CAPITAL STOCK 


Most of those banks are in New York 
City. Ihave alist of them here. Do you 
think that those 20 banks had $11,000,- 
000,000 to lend the Government? Why 
certainly they did not have that money. 
Their entire capital stock is only $732,- 
000,000, yet they have actually lent this 
Government $11,000,000,000. Does that 
make sense to you? They have loaned 
the people’s credit and charge them in- 
terest for it. 


UNNECESSARY INTEREST SHOULD NOT BE PAID 


In normal peacetimes possibly so, a 
small amount, but in wartimes when the 
people are sacrificing as they are sacri- 
ficing today, they should not be called 
upon to pay interest that is absolutely 
unnecessary. May I suggest to you 
gentlemen that if this war costs as much 
money as many people are predicting it 
will cost, one of these days the people 
of this Nation are going to look back and 
ask, “What kind of people did we have 
in that Seventy-seventh Congress? Why 
did they perpetuate a system where we 
have to pay six or seven billion dollars 
a year in unnecessary interest?” ‘That 
is a step that is wrong for any Congress 
to force upon the backs of the people. 
They will ask, “What kind of people did 
we have in that Congress?” They will 
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inquire into every one of us and they will 
wonder why we put upon their backs a 
perpetual debt which will cost them six 
to seven and a half billion dollars a year. 
So why not think about that now? 

THREE-HUNDRED~-BILLION-DOLLAR DEBT PREDICTED 


I have here a statement from a very 
conservative publication, one of the most 
reputable investment banking houses in 
America, B, F. Childs & Co., of New York. 
In this statement it is said: 

As viewed by the present generation, the 
emergency expenditures resemble an eternal 
debt. A prospect of $300,000,000,000 Govern- 
ment obligations requiring nearly $7,000,- 
000,000 annual interest also suggests an 
eternal debt. 


You cannot pass off with the wave 
of a hand a statement like that. How 
can you finance this debt without paying 
interest? You cannot finance it all and 
you should not immediately because we 
should sell every dollar in bonds we can 
to the people who have the money to buy 
those bonds to keep down inflation. We 
should raise all the money in taxes that 
we can. But, then, if money must be 
created, what are we going to do? I 
wish any Member of the House would 
answer me on this. If I am wrong, tell 
the people and this Congress I am wrong, 
and I hope the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, the gentle- 
man from North Carolina (Mr. DoucH- 
TON], and other members of the Ways 
and Means Committee will listen to this 
statement. 

MONEY MUST BE CREATED 


After we have paid all the money we 
can pay in taxes, and I am for this tax 
bill, and after we have sold all the bonds 
we can sell, then we have to create some 
money. If anyone on the floor of this 
House, or if anyone who is not here and 
who reads this Recorp will deny this, 
I would like to see their denial. That 
money has got to be created. 

There are two ways to create it. One 
way is by the commercial banks. The 
other way is by the Government. I 
would like any Member to explair to me 
why the American people should be forced 
to pay $6,000,000,000 a year interest 
on created money on the Government's 
own credit. If anybody has an answer 
to that I will yield to them now. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Idaho, 

Mr. WHITE. Contrast the policy of 
the Government in the days of Abraham 
Lincoln, when they issued greenbacks, 
with the policy of this Government to- 
day, and the difference is that Abraham 
Lincoln spared the people the interest 
load that is now being heaped on the 
backs of the American people by the plan 
the gentleman has just described. 

Mr. PATMAN. Let me finish this. I 
see something in what the gentleman 
says. Of course, Abraham Lincoln could 
not borrow the money from the banks 
and he just issued the greenbacks. 

Mr. WHITE. By doing that he spared 
the people the interest load. 

Mr. PATMAN. Yes; it saved the in- 
terest load. That money is outstanding 
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today and worth 100 cents on the dollar. 
But it is not necessary to issue what is 
commonly called greenbacks. It is not 
necessary to have placed an extra bit of 
actual paper money in circulation. 

WILL BANKS INVITE GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP? 


If the banks of the country tolerate 
this system of letting private banks cre- 
ate the money and charge the people 
interest on it, if they do not get up and 
oppose it, they are eventually inviting 
Government. ownership of the banks of 
this country. The 15,000 commercial 
banks should remain in private hands. 
I am opposed to Government ownership 
of the banking business. But when the 
time comes when this war is over and 
these 15,000 banks that have only $3,- 
500,000,000 capital steck have $300,000,- 
000,000 in Government bonds that they 
have bought upon that capital stock and 
are Collecting $6,000,000,000 or $7,000,- 
000,000 a year in interest, the American 
people will say, “Why pay the banks that 
$6,000,000,000 or $7,000,000,000 a year? 
Why not just pay them off their little 
capital stock of $3,500,000,000 and take 
them over and not pay any more interest 
on this debt?” ‘They will say, “Pay 2% 
percent each year on the principal, and 
with no interest the entire debt can be 
paid in 40 years.” 

That is exactly what they will do. 
Then they will go back to the Seventy- 
seventh Congress and say, “Why did not 
that Congress save us from this enor- 
mous, this unnecessary burden, that is 
not right for us to be forced to pay taxes 
in order to pay?” 

TWENTY LARGE BANKS WILL COLLECT ENOUGH 

INTEREST IN 3 YEARS ON GOVERNMENT BONDS 

TO EQUAL THEIR ENTIRE CAPITAL STOCK 


The 20 large banks, as I have stated, 
with a capitalization of $732,000,000, have 
already bought over $11,000,000,000 of 
Government bonds. They will collect, 
if they collect the average rate, $250,000,- 
000 a year in interest on those bonds, 
which represents one-third of their en- 
tire capital stock. 

WHO DEFENDS SUCH A SYSTEM 


If anyone within the sound of my voice 
defends that system, I will be glad to 
yield to him, but no one will ask me to 
yield because they cannot defend it. So 
if you cannot defend it, why not change 
it? One of these days we will change it. 
It is not right, it is not equitable, it is 
wrong, it is unnecessary to pay that in- 
terest, it is burdensome, and it should 
not be paid. 

UNDISPUTED FACTS 


In the last few years we have had many 
distinguished persons appear and testify 
as witnesses before the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. Among them 
were the Honorable Marriner S. Eccles, 
Chairman of the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System and the 
Honorable Henry Morgenthau, Secretary 
of the Treasury, and many others. From 
their testimony you can conclude that 
these facts which I assert are absolutely 
undisputed, 

CREDIT OF NATION AND MONEY ISSUING POWER 
OF GOVERNMENT FARMED OUT TO PRIVATE 
BANKS BY CONGRESS 
The first is that the 12 Federal Reserve 

banks are privately owned. Not one 
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penny of stock is owned by the Govern- 
ment or the people. They are owned by 
the commercial banks of the country. 
These 12 Federal Reserve banks have 
the money-issuing privilege. The Con- 
gress of this country has farmed out to 
them the free privilege of issuing money 
upon the credit of the Government of 
the United States. 

Another fact that is undisputed is that 
when those 12 Federal Reserve banks buy 
Government bonds, and they have pur- 
chased nearly $3,000,000,000 worth now, 
they do not pay one cent for those bonds 
except that they have to pay 30 cents 
per $1,000 for the cost of printing the 
money to buy those bonds. When they 
pay that 30 cents per $1,000 for that 
money they puy these bonds in the open 
market. They pay 30 cents per $1,000 
for one form of Government debt which 
is in the form of paper currency and is 
noninterest bearing and exchange it for 
another form of Government debt that 
is interest bearing. 
$9,000 PAID FOR $3,000,000,000 IN PRINTED CUR- 

RENCY BY THE 12 FEDERAL RESERVE BANKS EX- 

CHANGED FOR $3,000,C00,000 IN INTEREST- 

BEARING BONDS WHICH NET THEM $75,000,000 

PER YEAR 

Let us take $1,000,000,000 worth of 
them drawing 21⁄2 percent interest. That 
is $25,000,000 a year they receive in inter- 
est. For the small sum of 30 cents per 
$1,000, the cost of printing, they buy 
$1,000,000,000 worth of bonds and keep 
them from now on and collect $25,000,000 
a year. Does that make sense to you? 
That is exactly what happens. And re- 
member, if any Member takes issue with 
any statement I make, I will immediately 
yield to him, I know what I am talking 
about. I know my statements are facts 
and cannot be successfully disputed. 

Then after they have collected these 
$3,000,000,000 in bonds, which they have 
now, they keep them in their portfolios 
and continue to draw this $75,000,000 
from the Government for rendering no 
service whatever. 

ILLUSTRATION OF INDEFENSIBLE SYSTEM 


I can illustrate that best by saying that 
suppose the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Voornuts] has a mortgage of $1,000 
against his home, and he gives me $1,000 
of money to pay that mortgage. I take 
the $1,000 to my friend, JoHN Murpocx, 
who holds the mortgage, and I say, 
“John, here is $1,000 for that mortgage 
you hold against Jerry Voornis’ home, 
but do not cancel the mortgage, transfer 
it to me.” Mr. Murpvock transfers the 
mortgage to me. I am using Vooruis’ 
money to pay it. Then every year I call 
upon JERRY VoorHis and I say “JERRY, 
pay me the interest on that $1,000 mort- 
gage.” Jerry would say, “Why, that is 
nonsense. I paid that. I furnished you 
the money to pay it, and you want me 
to pay interest on it from now on?” 

That is exactly what we are doing in 
our banking system. We are letting 12 


Federal Reserve banks get the money’ 


for nothing to buy mortgages on our 
Government or pay off mortgages on our 
Government, and then hold those mort- 
gages and collect interest on them from 
now on. The United States Treasury 
gives money to the 12 Federal Reserve 
banks to pay off interest-bearing bonds— 
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mortgages—and instead of the interest- 
bearing bonds or mortgages being can- 
celed they are held by the 12 Federal 
Reserve banks and the taxpayers com- 
pelled to pay interest on them each year. 
If anyone within the sound of my voice 
can justify that, I will yield to him. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California rose. 

Mr. PATMAN. I know the gentleman 
is not taking issue with me, but I yield 
to him, anyway. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. No; I 
certainly am not. I would just like to 
remark, if the gentleman will permit, 
that I made a calculation only a couple 
of nights ago and figured that at the 
present time, on the basis of the Federal 
Reserve report for May 8, over 99 percent 
of all the earning assets of the 12 Federal 
Reserve banks consists of Government 
securities which have been purchased in 
precisely the way which the gentleman 
described. 

May I ask the gentleman this question: 
As far as meeting the financial problem 
of the future is concerned, would not the 
gentleman agree with me, apropos of the 
illustration he has just given, that the 
most important thing in the world is for 
the people ef this country to be able to 
see how they can earn their way out of 
debt, and that if this thing were sensibly 
run, when a publicly owned Federal Re- 
serve bank purchased Government bonds 
for the reason that an expansion of busi- 
ness and industry of the country justified 
that action, then those bonds would be 
retired? 

Mr. PATMAN. Certainly. 

There is one other thought I want to 
bring out. Another conclusion that you 
can safely arrive at from the testimony 
of these distinguished men I have told 
you appeared before the Committee on 
Banking and Currency is this one fact, 
which is an outstanding fact. When the 
commercial banks of this country buy 
Government bonds they do not pay any- 
thing for those bonds. They merely give 
the Government credit upon their books. 
They are not out one penny; not one 
penny. Read your literature encourag- 
ing you to sell bonds and stamps to the 
public. Why do they tell you to sell 
bonds and stamps to the public. It is 
said in this literature that if you do not 
sell bonds and stamps to the public, 
who have money to pay for them, then 
the Treasury will have to go to the com- 
mercial banks that create the money, 
which will cause inflation. There is no 
dispute about that; none in the world. 
When I tell you these facts, about which 
there is no dispute of any kind or char- 
acter whatsoever, how can this Congress 
justify any such system as that? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I 
gentleman. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I would like to ask 
the gentleman this question. If the 
scheme that the gentleman proposes is 
opposed by nobody, as I understand him 
to say, why is it that it has not been 
recommended by the people in authority 
and why has the gentleman’s committee 
not reported it out? 

Mr. PATMAN. I am glad to answer 
the gentleman on that, and Iam glad he 


yield to the 
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has asked me that question. The gentle- 
man wants to know if the plan has no 
opposition, or the scheme, as he calls it, 
why it has not been reported out by a 
committee, In the first place, the com- 
mittee will not even consider it, and the 
gentleman is on that committee. I 
wonder why. It is pending before the 
Ways and Means Committee, not the 
Banking and Currency Committee. 
There are two bills pending before the 
gentleman’s committee to do exactly 
what I propose, and that committee has 
never given consideration to the matter. 
If Iam mistaken, I will be glad to yield 
for a correction. How can you expect to 
get a favorable report unless you at least 
get consideration of what you are 
suggesting? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Let me further ask 
the gentleman, the gentleman evidently 
considers that his proposal is a unani- 
mous opinion of somebody. 

Mr. PATMAN. I did not say it was a 
unanimous opinion. 

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman 
said there was no opposition to it. 

Mr. PATMAN. No; the gentleman is 
mistaken. I say there are certain facts 
about which there is no dispute, and I 
name them. In view of those facts, I 
ask how can you retain the system of 
paying interest of 2% percent for 
nothing? 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Texas 10 addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman again yield? 

Mr, PATMAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. TREADWAY. If the gentleman’s 
program is so commendable, why have 
not the financial authorities of the 
country recommended it? 

Mr. PATMAN. Some do recommend ft. 
Others want to perpetuate, probably, the 
present system which they call the best 
system in the world. But this burden 
has never reached the point before, I 
will state to my good friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, that it has reached now. It 
has never become a great problem until 
recent years. During the first 125 years 
of our country’s existence, our average 
interest burden was $22,000,000. For the 
past 25 years the average has been $800,- 
000,000. It has become a problem in the 
last 25 years and from here on, accord- 
ing to the best experts, it will be between 
$6,000,000,000 and $7,000,000,000 a year. 
Therefore, with that enormous amount 
of debt facing us each year, why should 
we not consider it? But the best way 
on earth to perpetuate a bad system is 
never to have consideration of it, and 
I believe the gentleman’s committee, one 
of these days, will give consideration to 
this proposal because it is safe and sound, 
and I will state, unanswerable. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman has 
brought very forcefully before us the 
enormous prospect of this crushing bur- 
den of indebtedness following this war, 
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but to make the matter absolutely clear 
to all of us, the gentleman is not ad- 
vocating doing away with the institution 
of interest, is he? 

Mr. PATMAN. Oh, no; I am just talk- 
ing about the fact that the Government 
creates the credit and the money to 
finance this war. 

Mr. MURDOCK, I understand. 

Mr. PATMAN. And if the money has 
to be created, why pay the private banks 
to create it? Sell all the bonds you can 
to the public—that is fine, and I approve 
of it—and collect all the taxes you can. 

Mr. MURDOCK. In other words, the 
gentleman would have all borrowed 
money—and there must be some bor- 
rowed money in this case, borrowed from 
the people who have the real money. 

Mr. PATMAN. That is right; but in 
this country the United States is sover- 


| eign. It has the only money-creating 


power. The counties must borrow 
money, the cities must. borrow money, 
and the citizen or the corporation must 
borrow money, and they must pay in- 
terest because they do not have the 
money-creating power. But the United 
States Government, that has the money- 
creating power, and the oniy money in 
use is created by the United States Gov- 
ernment—why should the Government 
go out and pay private banks to create 
the Government’s own money? 

Mr. MURDOCK. That comes down to 
my third question. The gentleman 
would take away from private banks the 
sovereign power of creating money, 
which never should have been farmed 
out to them in the first place? 

Mr. PATMAN. The money of the Gov- 
ernment, yes. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? = - 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I would like 
to suggest to the gentleman that there 
are plenty of people in this country who 
would buy bonds in substantial, or even 
great, amounts, who are only buying 
them in order to help the Government 
and are only interested in keeping their 
principal. They would be glad not to 
have the interest. I would like to ask 
the gentleman if it is not possible to issue 
a substantial amount of bonds without 
interest and give the people a chance to 
buy such bonds without interest. 

Mr. PATMAN, Why, certainly, and I 
am glad that the gentlewoman asked 
that question. They will be paid liber- 
ally for it in the long run by helping to 
protect the value of that money they 
have loaned to the Government. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I asked a 
wealthy investor the other day if he 
would be willing to buy bonds under such 
conditions, and he said, “gladly.” 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ap- 
peal to the members of the Ways and 
Means Committee and all who are here. 
Here is a way by which you can obtain 
the billions of dollars necessary to pay 
the cost of this war. If I am wrong 
about it, get up and say so. The Gov- 
ernment needs the billions of dollars. 
The Government has sold all the bonds 
that it can to the public that has money 
to pay for them. The Government has 
collected all the tax money that it can. 
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They have need this year for $30,000,- 
080,000 more money. AN right. There 
are two ways to raise that money. It has 
to be created, and one way is to let the 
private banks create it by a simple book- 
keeping transaction, paying nothing for 
it, and by the time the bonds are paid 
the taxpayers will have paid $60,000,- 
000,080 in principal and interest. The 
other way is to let the 12 Federal Reserve 
banks create the money instead of the 
15,000 commercial banks, end then the 
taxpayer pays 2% percent each year 
just the same, but on the principal in- 
stead of the interest, and then at the 
end of 40 years the entire debt is paid. 
Is that any more inflationary than the 
other? Absolutely not. No one will say 
that it is, and no one will say that that 
is not a fair way. Why do not you 
adopt it? Because you cannot get con- 
sideration of it, and that is why; but one 
of these days it will be considered in the 
House, because the people of this country 
will demand it. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman has re- 
duced his argument to a simple proposi- 
tion. He says we need not issue any 
greenbacks. 

Mr. PATMAN. It is not necessary to 
have greenbacks. Do not overlook this 
fact. You could issue $160.000,000,000 of 
Government bonds today, and there 
would not be a single greenback issued 
because if you paid greenbacks out to 
the people it would come right back into 
the vaults of the Treasury. 

Mr. WHITE. Igo along with the gen- . 
tleman on his proposition, but as long 
as interest is the contro] over the issu- 
ance of money, why not take over the 
Federal Reserve banks by the Govern- 
ment, and let the interest go to the 
people rather than to the private banks? 

Mr PATMAN. I am in favor of that, 
but it is not necessary to do it that way. 
It is not necessary to take over the Fed- 
eral Reserve banks, because they are 
subject to our will. No one says this is 
unconstitutional, no one contends that 
it is illegal. 

Mr. WHITE. If we are going to pay 
interest for the control of money, as 
against inflation, why not pay interest 
to our own Government by teking control 
of the Federal Reserve banks. 

Mr. PATMAN. And when this war is 
over, and millions and millions of young 
men come back here we will probably 
have a national debt on our hands of 
$300,000,000,000 with a national interest 
charge of seven and a half billion dollars 
together with the running expenses of 
the Government, and we will not be able 
to pay one dime on the principal, which 
will mean a perpetual debt. Then do you 
not think those men who were fighting to 
save our country in time of war will say, 
What was that Seventy-seventh Congress 
doing down there? Have they turned 
everything over to private bankers? 
Why should they let 20 New York banks 
with a capital stock of only three quar- 
ters of a billion dollars buy $11,000,- 
000,000 worth of Government bonds and 
draw interest on them from now on? 
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They will be asking those same ques- 
tions, and you will be unable to answer 
those questions. So the point is that we 
should give serious consideration to this 
problem of the Government not being 
compelled to pay interest on its own obli- 
gations and for money that is created on 
the Government’s own credit, and I sub- 
mit the question for your serious consid- 
eration, 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield now to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DITTER]. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr, Chairman, for al- 
most a decade the administration has 
taken pride in its profligacy. It has 
boasted of its bounties and its benefac- 
tions. It has been entirely unmindful 
of the intensely practical problem of pay- 
ment. It has advanced the adoption of 
a philosophy that debts meant nothing 
since we owed them to ourselves. It 
urged an excursion into a fool’s para- 
dise, described most aptly by Mr. Hopkins 
as a rendezvous where we might “spend 
and spend and tax and tax and elect and 
elect.” The delusive honeymoon came 
to an abrupt end when the grim and 
somber and sobering spectacle of war 
brought the Nation to its senses. As it 
boasted of its bounties in an earlier day, 
so the telltale tag of this tax bill is 
fastened on the administration as its 
responsibility. Its pay day is at hand. 
The American people are now to pay not 
only a part of the cost of the war but the 
price of an extended pre-war impru- 
dence. The billions of prodigal dissi- 
pation are our portion today as the pros- 
pect of a reduced standard of living for 
our people looms before them. The joy 
ride is at an end. Rationing is here. 

Despite the innovations and the novel- 
ties of the New Deal, I know of no new 
device for raising revenue. Taxes, as the 
President said 10 years ago, are still paid 
in the sweat of every man who labors. 
The more taxes, the more sweat, and, as 
I study the tax bill now before us, sweat- 
ing will have to be developed as a fine art 
by many who heretofore only considered 
it a passing fancy. Incidentally a lot 
of brows will be wet that have been as 
dry as the Sahara after previous tax 
bills have been enacted. A host of peo- 
ple will have their eyes opened as their 
disillusionment dawns upon them, 

The new tax bill will impose heavy 
burdens on all our people, many of whom 
in times past have felt that they carried 
no part of the load, Obviously, the bur- 
den will be heavier than it would be had 
the improvidences of the past been 
avoided. How much greater that bur- 
den will be by reason of the loose fiscal 
policies that have characterized the oper- 
ations of the New Deal can easily be 
estimated. Suffice it to say that the 
boondoggling billions rise up to haunt 
us today. I know the reference to the 
past is a sore subject to some. They 
would have us overlook the mistakes of 
other years and consider our needs at 
this time, disassociated entirely from 
what may have been former practices. 
I cannot concur in this opinion. It 
would amount to condoning previous pol- 
icies. It would be tantamount to an in- 
vitation for their continuance, Extrava- 
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gances would be excused. It would be 
putting a premium on profligacy and 
wastefulness. Instead of profiting by 
our experiences we would mark down 
the lessons of the past to less-than-bar- 
gain-basement values. Surely an ad- 
mission of mistake is a surer safeguard 
against future failures than the indul- 
gence of a whitewash, and certainly it 
is reasonable to assume that there is less 
likelihood of continued indiscretions if 
we are reminded of them than can be 
anticipated if we force ourselves to for- 
getfulness. Memory has its value. 

Nor can I dismiss from my mind, as I 
recall the folly of the free-spending 
years, the part which frugality could 
have played in a preparedness program. 
Can it be said that financial strength 
makes no contribution to the exacting 
demands of waging war and to the 
equally serious demands of preparing 
for defense? A spendthrift makes a poor 
partner for a crisis. Certainly as the 
demands for increased strength and sta- 
bility are made upon the Nation by rea- 
son of the war, our every effort should be 
directed to the avoidance of a repetition 
of the mistakes for which we are paying 
so dearly at this time. 

I have never seen a tax bill that was 
inviting or pleasant. The enthusiasm 
for pet project appropriations might well 
be contrasted with the discouragement 
attending the efforts to find the funds 
to foot the bill. This bill is no exception. 
Our present task is not a popular one. 
It requires courage and common honesty 
if it is to be done. Everyone is anxious 
for appropriations. No one is eager to 
pay the bill. Let somebody else carry 
the load is a common cry. Ours is the 
duty to distribute the burden on the 
basis of an ability to bear it without re- 
gard to favoritism or privilege. 

As unpopular as a tax bill may be 
under ordinary circumstances, I ‘believe 
there is one factor present in this case 
which relieves the situation materially. 
I refer to the willingness of the Amer- 
ican people to assume their share of the 
cost of the prosecution of the war. By 
and large, I believe our people are in a 
common partnership for victory and are 
ready. to pay the price of that partner- 
ship. I believe the vigorous and expedi- 
tious prosecution of the war will not be 
impeded by financial slackers. I believe 
this confidence should be made crystal 
clear to every dictator in the world. It 
is better to pay taxes than to be tyran- 
nized, might well be hurled in the face 
of every dictator as America’s defiant 
declaration of no appeasement, and as 
America’s aggressive assurances to every 
man in our fighting forces. 

We have already felt the impact of the 
war on our way of life. It will be felt 
much more severely in the days to come. 
Drastic changes must be made by most, 
if not all, of our people. They must be 
prepared for them. This will require an 
about-face in the philosophy which has 
been made popular by Government 
policies. 

We have been indoctrinated for some 
years past in a faith founded on the 
premise that our chief concern should be 
to get the maximum from and give the 
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minimum to government. Our people 
have been urged to look upon the Fed- 
eral Government as a never-ending 
source of bounties. Tears and toil and 
sacrifice have nothing in common with 
this philosophy. Waging war means 
giving, not getting. I submit there must 
be a disavowal of the mistaken notion, 
which has been all too prevalent, that 
the measure of success and the value of 
an administration in power are based 
upon the degree of dependency which 
it can establish for the rank and file of 
our people. Political expediency and an 
insatiable demand for personal popu- 
larity have twisted some of our long- 
established tenets. These tenets must 
be restated and reemphasized. For en- 
tirely too long the measuring rod on 
legislative. proposals and of national 
policies has been popularity rather than 
principle. If the people are to help, 
even though it hurts, this fallacious 
philosophy must be discarded, 

In the enactment of this revenue meas- 
ure we cannot overlook the fact that it 
has a-relationship to the war. Let it 
be what it should be, a revenue bill, not 
a social reform measure. The war is 
not the time to attempt to make read- 
justments in a social structure. We 
have a war to wage on a far-flung battle- 
front, not in a social science laboratory. 
Utopias can be deferred until the enemy 
is defeated. The bitter struggle in 
which we are engaged leaves no time for 
the efforts of social reconstructionists. I 
am afraid we have emphasized the al- 
truistic at the expense of the practical 
entirely too much. 

Try as we will we cannot separate the 
income and the outgo attitudes of gov- 
ernment. They are tied together. Asa 
colossal tax bill thrusts itself upon us, 
the way in which funds have been and 
are being spent forces itself for atten- 
tion. Care and carelessness come up 
for consideration at a time such as this. 
The prodigal never was more conscious 
of his profligacy than he was when the 
pay day came. He had no difficulty 
whatever in drawing the line between 
essentials and nonessentials. It is high 
time the administration drew that same 
line. Millions of our people have already 
formed an accurate opinion of where 
that line falls. They are evaluating 
Government agencies and activities in 
the light of their tremendous cost far 
more than on the basis of their seeming 
desirability. I submit that luxuries in 
Government should come under the same 
rule as luxuries in living. What is good 
for the goose is good for the gander. If 
the people are to pinch their dimes, let 
the Government pinch its dollars. In- 
stead of making a vigorous effort to find 
the difference between essentials and 
nonessentials, entirely too many Govern- 
ment agencies have been anxious to put 
a cloak of essential respectability over 
nonessential eyesores. There is just as 
much, if not a greater responsibility, 
resting on the shoulders of the adminis- 
tration to do a fine-tooth combing of the 
executive agencies as there is to devise 
ways and means of raising revenue, 
While it boosts taxes to the sky, let it also 
cut costs to the bone. 
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No opportunity will be afforded to 
amend the measure before us other than 
by the proposals of the Ways and Means 
Committee. There are features which I 
had hoped might have received favorable 
consideration by the committee. They 
may still be incorporated in the bill. It 
seems to me our effort should be directed 
to the safeguarding as far as possible of 
private enterprise against socialistic in- 
roads. ‘The destruction of private funds 
and investments, representing as they do 
the savings of millions of our people, 
savings of the wage earner, investments 
made up of careful budgeting practices, 
should be guarded against. Every man 
who has established a stake in America 
by his industry and thrift deserves our 
utmost consideration. We should estab- 
lish, if at all possible, a cushion for the 
post-war readjustments which must be 
made. Business will be called upon to 
make that readjustment, just as it has 
been called upon to make the readjust- 
ment from a peacetime program to a 
war effort. Business, not economic roy- 
alists, the men and women in the shop 
and in the factory and in the office, will 
have this job to do. 

AS we enact a revenue measure, these 
men and women-should have the en- 
couragement that the shock of read- 
justments will be made as light as possi- 
ble by holding a surplus to be available 
to them when the war ends, Above all 
else we should avoid killing the goose 
that lays the golden egg. We cannot tax 
the life out of our people, out of their 
efforts, or out of their ingenuity and 
expect a substantial survival of strength. 

Self-government’s hardest task is to 
impose burdens on itself. Let us coura- 
geously and honestly vindicate our faith 
in self-government by shouldering the 
obligations which are ours. But let us 
avoid any suspicion that by so doing we 
condone the extravagance, the waste, 
and the profligacy of the past decade, 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BENDER]. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, in Jan- 
uary, I understand the administration 
requested a tax bill providing for $7,- 
000,000,000, that is, an increase of 
$7,000,000,000, and an increase of $2,000,- 
000,000 for social security purposes. In 
March, the Treasury Department asked 
for a bill providing for $7,600,000,000. In 
May, the Treasury Department asked for 
$8,700,000,000. ‘This bill provides for 
$6,144,000,000. I understand further 
from the members of the committee that 
the Treasury weuld rather fall short of its 
Tequest than to have a sales tax enacted 
at this time. We have appropriated $73,- 
000,000,000 for next year, $67,000,000,000 
for the war effort and .$6,000,000,000 
for nondefense purposes. The present 
machinery, that is, without this tax bill, 
provides for the raising of $18,000,000,000 
and this bill will add another $6,000,- 
000,000. In other words, one-third of the 
expenditures we have authorized for next 
year are provided both by the present 
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tax laws and by this bill. Two-thirds of 
the money appropriated for next year 
will be borrowed money. 

During the consideration of appropria- 
tion bills an effort was made repeatedly 
to curtail nondefense expenditures. Time 
and again when amendments were of- 
fered on the floor for the curtailing of 
nondefense expenditures those amend- 
ments were voted down by the majority. 
We are now faced with the job of raising 
the money to pay for the expenses of the 
Government, both defense and nonde- 
fense. We find ourselves in the position 
where only one-third of the money ap- 
propriated will be raised and two-thirds 
of the money appropriated will have to 
be borrowed. 

The people of the country are not sat- 
isfied with the war effort. Some ques- 
tions should be asked. Some questions 
should be asked that are not being asked 
on the floor. As a matter of fact, one of 
the leading Democratic editors of the 
country, who operates an important 
newspaper in my home State, saw me last 
week, and he said, “You are a Repub- 
lican, but if you were a Democrat I would 
suggest that you get up on the floor and 
raise hell about the war effort.” I, being 
a Republican, might be accused of inject- 
ing politics into the discussion, and for 
that reason I have hesitated to raise the 
question. But I hope that some time 
soon on this floor the Democratic leader- 
ship will ask questions regarding the war 
effort, and will ask some pertinent ques- 
tions regarding the expenditure of some 
of this money that has been authorized. 

I do not know whether the war effort 
is being hamstrung by interference from 
some sources or not. As far as I know, 
those who are in the Army or Navy, vest- 
ed with the job of carrying on the war 
effort, are doing a good job, but are they 
being interfered with by men like Harry 
Hopkins and others, who know very little 
about the war effort? Do those men who 
are charged with the responsibility of 
carrying on the war effort feel that they 
have a clear hand? In that connection 
I would like to read a newspaper article 
that appeared in yesterday’s New York 
Times. This is what the newspaper 
says: 

GREENWICH, CONN., July 15-—While Clare 
Boothe, the playwright-foreign correspondent 
wife of magazine-owning Henry R. Luce, is 
stili a nomination and an election away from 
representing this area in Congress, one thing 
is certain—if she gets there, Congress will 


feel very definitely that something new has 
been added. 


The lady referred to is the wife of 
Henry Luce, editor of Time magazine, 
and, as I understanc, publisher of Life 
magazine. 

The situation anent Miss Boothe’s candi- 
dacy is that Republican leaders here, where 
the Republican nomination is nearly tanta- 
mount to election, have asked her to be their 
candidate. She has not discouraged their 
efforts in her behalf, but neither has she done 
anything to get delegates for herself. 

However, certain ideas and arguments that 
will be useful both in a campaign and in 
Congress have taken shape in her mind, and 
these she expressed today while avoiding any 
discussion of her candidacy. 


Now this is the quotation from Clare 
Boothe, the wife of Henry Luce, publisher 
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of Time and Life magazines. Miss 
Boothe says: 


“The isolation issue in the fall elections is 
a dead issue,” she declared. “Wanna bet? I 
think the new dealers are too smart to use 
it. They put it out as a trial balloon and the 
balloon burst in their face. Now we will hear 
no more about it and I’m for that all the way. 
The whole American Nation turned to a new 
page on December 7 and the only political 
issue that has any validity now and for the 
duration is the war and what’s being done 
about it. The only test for any candidate is, 
will he help us win the war or will he hurt? 

“Why do I think the isolation issue is dan- 
gerous for the new dealers? For the simple 
reason that President Roosevelt himself was 
the leading isolationist in the country from 
the time he scuttled the London Economic 
Conference until his quarantine speech in 
Chicago. I challenge any new dealer to show 
me any evidence of a single effort by the 
President in those years to lead the American 
people to confront the world-shaking storm 
that was then brewing in Europe and actually 
blowing in the Far East. 

“But that kind of argument and name- 

serves no p now. It doesn't 

help win the war, and that should be the test 
for anything said or done nowadays by any 
American,” 


I am reading from the quotation in this 
newspaper of the wife of the editor of 
Time and Life magazines. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. Just a moment and I 
will be glad to. 

“If you think President Roosevelt, by tak- 
ing time off from the war to intervene in the 
New York gubernatorial situation, is helping 
us win the war, then, of course, you cannot 
criticize him for what he is doing. Some 
suggest that the problems of winning the 
war and winning the peace are inseparable 
for political leaders and that the question of 
who will be New York’s next Governor is 
certainly involved in winning the peace. But 
I think winning the peace is something that 
will grow out of winning the war and that 
we are going to keep on losing the war, as we 
have been losing it steadily since December 7, 
unless every single one of us bends every 
single energy he possesses to the one objec- 
tive of licking the Axis. 

“We don’t want any rubber-stamp Con- 
gress and we don't want any silent Congress 
that thinks criticizing the conduct of the war 
is obstructing victory. We have a democracy 
here, and if you believe in democracy you 
believe in the value of constructive criticism. 
I know I do. I think every Congressman 
ought to get up on his hind legs and holler 
all the time for results and say, ‘Now look, 
feller,” and demand to know what is being 
done and why and why it can’t be done in 
this and that better way.” 


Mr McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
has read an article. Does the gentieman 
make that article his own observations? 

Mr. BENDER. I frankly say to the ` 
gentleman regarding this article that 
there are those in Congress who are 
making speeches on the floor and else- 
where, and those among the gentleman’s 
own party who are endeavoring to place 
in the Recorp some things that have no 
business there, However, I say this—— 

Mr. McCORMACK. But the gentle- 
man himself is not guilty of that, is he? 

Mr. BENDER. Frankly, I have not 
been guilty of that; not at all. 
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Mr. McCORMACK. My question was: 
Does the gentleman by reading the ar- 
ticle make the article his own views? 

Mr. BENDER. I am reading the 
article because I believe it is pertinent 
to the question before us. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I asked the gen- 
tleman a simple question: Does the gen- 
tleman by reading the article make the 
article his own? 

Mr. BENDER. Yes; and I so indi- 
cated. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
announces that the article represents his 
own observations. The article stated 
something about the President having 
isolationist views, so-called, uy until his 
quarantine speech. The gentleman has 
made the article his own views, so we 
will get away from the article. 

Back in 1933, just to refresh the mem- 
ory of the gentleman from Ohio and to 
give him one illustration, our Navy was 
in a very deplorable condition. Every- 
body knows that; one does not have to be 
a Member of Congress to know that; any 
American knows that. When the Presi- 
dent tried to build up our Navy this body 
and the one at the other end of the Capi- 
tol refused to do so. President Roosevelt 
then took over $200,000.000 out of the 
N. R. A. funds—and he was criticized at 
the time by some, particularly on the 
other side—he took over $200,000,000 of 
N. R. A. funds, and that was what started 
the building up of our Navy. All I can 
say, speaking as an American, is: Thank 
God we have got Franklin D. Roosevelt 
as our leader in these trying times. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 additional minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. DITTER. Iwonder whether I may 
not answer the distinguished majority 
leader by reminding him that the Presi- 
dent might well have used a very much 
greater sum than he did use out of N. R. 
A. funds for Navy construction had he 
so decided; that all the relief funds might 
have been used for naval construction 
and preparedness instead of leaf-raking 
and boondoggling. 

Mr. BENDER. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution. 

Mr. McCORMACK. If the gentleman 
will yield, that does not answer my ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BENDER. Let me say to the dis- 
tinguished majority leader that I recall 
very well in the campaign of 1932 not 
only in the Democratic Party platform 
but on the stump the President criticized 
the Republican administration of Her- 
bert Hoover for spending so much money 
for defense purposes. If the gentleman 
would iike to have it, I shall be pleased 
to send to the Congressional Library and 
get a copy of the Democratic platform 
of 1932 and also the statements of the 
President on that issue. 

Let me say further that not until July 
1940 were we asked for any extra money 
for defense purposes—after Czechoslo- 
vakia, after Poland, and after France had 
fallen. I recall very distinctly that in 
May 1940 the President. was quoted as 
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saying that “whoever advocated a two- 
ocean Navy was just plain dumb.” I re- 
call that very well; and I recall also 
that in June of that year we were told 
that Congress should go home, that they 
had nothing further to do. 

I say to the gentleman very emphati- 
cally, since he brings that up, that the 
Republican Party was not in power from 
1933 until the present moment, and if 
there is any responsibility for our non- 
preparedness the administration must 
bear the brunt of that responsibility, be- 
cause in both Houses of Congress an 
overwhelming majority were members of 
the Democratic Party. I did not want 
to inject that issue, and I am sorry the 
gentleman brought it up, but I shall be 
glad to discuss it further if he will get 
time from his side. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman two additional minutes. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Of course, this 
whole thing was brought up by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio reading an article. I 
asked him first if he made it his own 
views. Iwanted to be sure. Ihave shown 
by one illustration where the gentleman 
is incorrect. Now, the gentleman made 
some statement about the President not 
making any recommendations before 
April or May 1940. I remember that long 
prior to that time the President made 
recommendations in reference to our 
Navy being increased. I can remember 
he recommended an appropriation to 
construct 5,500 airplanes, and I can re- 
member a motion made by a distin- 
guished Republican Member of the House 
to reduce it. However, that motion was 
defeated. That was long before April 
1940. Ican remember in the closing days 
of debate a Republican motion to recom- 
mit which would have reduced it to 4,400- 
plus planes. That was long before April 
or May of 1940. With all due respect to 
my distinguished friend from Ohio he has 
either a poor memory or an elastic 
memory. 

Mr. BENDER. In reply to the gentle- 
man may I say that all of us are not 
perfect. I have made some mistakes, so 
has the gentleman. I could quote 
speeches the gentleman made which he 
would like to take out of the RECORD to- 
day. I resent having Members on the 
majority side, when the minority party 
is going along 100 percent with the war 
effort, calling attention time and time 
again to some things that occurred be- 
fore Pearl Harbor, when the Members of 
the majority party, and particularly the 
leader of the majority party—I am taik- 
ing about the President—were lacking in 
vision and lacking in understanding and 
in appreciation of the thing that was 
looking us squarely in the eye, because 
we were wholly unprepared. I recall in 
the year 1939 how lacking we were in air- 
planes, and equipment. I recall during 
the Munich conference what was occur- 
ring here in America. However, our job 
now is to forget the past and give our 
entire attention to the winning of the 
war. The test today is to help in every 
way to attain that goal. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr, TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr, MUNDT]. 
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Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed out of 
order and to revise and extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. MunptT]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, I take 
the floor today for the purpose of dis- 
cussing a threat which, it seems to me, 
has recently come to a certain type of 
small business establishment in America. 
I shall discuss that matter; but, before 
doing so, may I say that I have been very 
intrigued by the colloquy preceding me 
and engaged in by the majority leader, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCormack], and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BENDER]. 

HOOVER HANDED ROOSEVELT A PREPARED AMERICA 


It occurred to me, in listening to that 
exchange of argument that there are 


'some facts which the record makes 


pretty clear to every one and which are 
today unchallenged and unchallengeable. 

Included in this category is the fact 
that in 1933 the present administration 
came into power, succeeding in part in 
its victory drive because of the arguments 
used in the campaign, in which they ap- 
pealed to America to support a new ad- 
ministration which was critical of the 
preceding Republican administration for 
having spent so much money for national 
defense. The 1932 Democratic platform 
condemned the Republicans for building 
too large a defense establishment, and 
Democratic campaign speakers made 
that plank a major issue. The new ad- 
ministration, however, inherited from 
the Hoover administration the strongest 
combined Military and Naval Establish- 
ment in the world. 

During the period of Su nagres gree 
during the period of W. P. A., and dur- 
ing the period of rapidly changing events 
all over the world, the Roosevelt admin- 
istration let the United States lag be- 
hind the other great powers in the matter 
of defense preparedness to the point 
where, instead of approaching 1940 as 
the strongest country in the world from 
the standpoint of combined military and 
naval power, as we were in 1932 under 
Hoover, Great Britain, France, Italy, 
Germany, Russia, China, and Japan— 
all of them, by 1940 had gone beyond the 
United States from the standpoint of 
combined striking power on sea and land. 
So that consequently we shifted from 
first position in the world under a Re- 
publican administration down to eighth 
position under the first two terms of the 
Roosevelt administration. 

We must remember that national de- 
fense is always a relative matter. It can 
be measured only by comparison with 
other countries and rival nations. In 
1932, under Herbert Hoover, America 
led the world in the combined striking . 
power of its Army and Navy. In the next 
6 and 7 years, while the present admin- 
istration was constantly adopting a more 
and more belligerent foreign policy, it 
permitted seven other nations of the 
world to catch up with us and outstrip 
us in modern preparedness. Whatever 
the cause, Mr. Chairman, it must be obvi- 
ous to all that this deficiency cannot be 
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charged to the Republicans. It occurred 
while the Democrats controlled the Pres- 
idency and while they had the strongest 
Democratic majorities in Congress in the 
history of the United States. 

I do not take the floor to discuss today 
the tax bill, because, as I said in my dis- 
cussion on the rule yesterday, it seems 
to me that unless we can have some 
option here to offer amendments revising 
these tax schedules upward, there is no 
great purpose to be served in spending 3 
days discussing what we might have put 
in the bill had we had the authority and 
opportunity to do so. I do not think 
there is much to be gained by analyzing 
the composition of the water that has 
already flowed into the sea. 

NEW DEAL INDIFFERENCE TOWARD SMALL 
BUSINESS 


We have heard considerable said about 
the small businessman in connection 
with this tax bill. It is about a certain 
type of small businessman that I want 
to talk this afternoon, and I refer to the 
small businessman engaged in radio 
broadcasting and the small businessman 
engaged in the newspaper business. 
Either because of ineptitude or because 
of deliberate impulse or because—and I 
believe this is the reason—of indifference 
on the part of somebody in this admin- 
istration some very serious spikes are 
going to be driven into the backs of these 
small businessmen unless a corrective 
is speedily brought about by this 
administration. 


You may recall that on July 13th I 
spoke on the floor of the House about a 
situation which had developed in the 
radio business, wherein a large advertis- 
ing campaign was being launched, 
financed by the American Iron and Steel 
Institute but directed in part by admin- 
istrative bureaucrats which would con- 
duct advertising campaigns over the 
radio and in newspapers to stir up en- 
thusiasm and patriotic fervor for the 
salvage campaign about to be undertaken 
in this country. I called your attention 
to the fact that by some strange reason- 
ing, and an eeny, meeny, miney, mo 
process, certain radio stations were being 
“included in” and certain other radio 
stations were being “included out,” and I 
stated at that time that it did not seem 
to me there should be any discrimination 
of any kind against particular radio sta- 
tions in a national advertising campaign 
in which Government agencies are in- 
volved either directly or indirectly. I 
want to read at this time part of a letter 
received from a South Dakota radio sta- 
tion on this very subject, in which the 
following is stated: 

An advertising campaign on a Nation- 
wide basis has been set up in connection with 
the Nation-wide salvage drive. Daily news- 
papers, weeklies, national magazines, etc., 
as well as radio stations are being used. 
-It is a rather unusual set-up where Donald 
Nelson, as War Production Board Chairman, 
and Lessing J. Rosenwald, as Chief of the 
Bureau of Industrial Conservation, work with 
Robert W. Wolcott, president of Lukens’ 
Steel Co. and chairman of the Ameri- 
can Iron and Steel Institute which has un- 
derwritten the salvage advertising drive to 
the extent of $1,500,000 with a probable ad- 
ditional $500,000 forthcoming. We have been 
informed by our advertising representatives 
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in New York and Chicago that in connection 
with this unusual set-up, the proper ap- 
proach in order to get our station (or any 
other station) added to the list of stations 
is through political channels, 


When I got that letter I took it up 
with Mr. Lessing Rosenwald, I took it up 
with Mr. Locke in the Office of Donald 
Nelson, and I took it up with certain 
other governmental appointees and of- 
ficials, and protested against a system 
which would inject politics or favoritism 
or any other basis of discrimination, di- 
rectly or indirectly, into any advertis- 
ing campaign even remotely associated 
with established Government agencies 
here in Washington. I received assur- 
ances that they would look into the sit- 
uation; but by and large, they tried to 
tell me that they had nothing whatever 
to do with determining who was to use 
the advertising, and that all they did 
was approve the advertisements, help 


?prepare the kind of arguments which 


were to be advanced, and make available 
to the advertising concerns the program 
which was being developed, and that 
while they were conducting their salvag- 
ing program in conjunction with the ad- 
vertising campaigns they did not have 
any control over them. 

I submit that is a serious oversight, 
that some indifference or ineptitude or 
something is being manifest when out 
through the country the opinion prevails 
that the Government, which manages 
the salvaging campaign, is working in 
conjunction with the American Iron and 
Steel Institute and with Mr. Robert W. 
Wolcott and with the particular adver- 
tising agency handling this fund, the 
McCann-Erickson Agency in New York, 
to single out certain stations to be in- 
cluded and certain other stations. to be 
omitted. In my opinion, if the Govern- 
ment is to work with commercial ad- 
vertising agencies it should insist that 
since all stations are asked to donate 
free time, all stations should also be given 
some share in the paid advertising cam- 
paign. 

Added to that comes this letter to my 
desk from one of the leading weekly 
newspaper editors of South Dakota, and 
I shall read his letter to you: 

What's this I hear about the Advertising 
Council proposing a total war advertising 
campaign, costing about $13,000,000, of which 
$4,000,000 would go to newspapers, chiefly in 
towns of 50,000 and up, and billboards will 
be used for communities of 18,000, and other 
communities excluded? 

It would hardly seem right for the small 
communities and small papers to take it 
“on the chin” again. The United States 
Treasury says itself that the Department has 
already received $65,000,000 worth of free 
publicity from the newspapers of the coun- 
try, and this includes the small-ones also. 

If they are to cut the small papers and the 
small communities out, South Dakota will 
be left out of the entire picture. 


So I have been conducting an investi- 
gation of this matter also, following the 
study I have made of the radio situa- 
tion. I find that here again the same 


“kind of vague and vapory arrangement 


seems to exist between the Government 
conducting the salvaging campaign and 
the advertising agency which passes on 
the advertising contracts, and private 
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capital which is contributing the money 
making the advertisements possible. I 
find that this Advertising Council is 
headed by a man by the name of Dr. Mc- 
Clintock, who has his office at 1010 Ver- 
mont Avenue NW., and spends his time 
shuttling between New York City and 
Washington, and that the information 
given in this letter is substantially cor- 
rect. These advertisements for the fats 
and oils salvaging program are scheduled 
to go to newspapers in cities of 50.000 and 
upward, and that, unfortunately, they 
Say they do not have enough money to 
include the newspapers in the smaller 
communities or the smaller papers. 

I submit to you Members of Congress 
a plea that you join in protesting against 
such programs which in the first place 
are manifestly unfair to the small news- 
papers and radio stations and which in 
the second place are likely to jeopardize 
the success of the entire salvaging pro- 
gram. 

Once charges of favoritism become 
substantiated, once it becomes apparent 
that either from private sources or pub- 
lic sources advertising programs are be- 
ing financed and then authorized by 
Government agencies to include the 
large radio stations and the large news- 
papers, while excluding the smaller oper- 
ators in both fields, who continue to give 
gratuitous advertising and gratuitous 
publicity to these drives, we are going to 
create ill will, disappointment, and dis- 
couragement and curtail the results we 
all seek, which are ample returns in the 
national salvaging program. 

Either one of two things must be in 
the minds of the people, whoever they 
are, representing the United States Gov- 
ernment and working with Dr. McClin- 
tock and working with Mr. Wolcott and 
associating themselves with their coop- 
erating advertising agencies. Either 
they must have in mind conducting this 
advertising for the purpose of stimulat- 
ing more collections, or else for the pur- 
pose of rewarding the newspapers who 
have so patriotically been giving free 
publicity to these drives up to this point, 

Let us analyze both reasons and see if 
you will not agree with me that, regard- 
less of which is the motivating reason, 
the logic is unsound and the results are 
likely to be highly disappointing. 

Suppose they are handing this adver- 
tising out with the purpose of stimulat- 
ing greater returns. If that be true, 
statistics have already demonstrated 
again and again that the greatest re- 
turns to date in bond Selling, in the 
collection of aluminum, in the collection 
of scrap rubber, and in the collection of 
other salvaging materials have come 
from the smaller towns and from the 
country areas, primarily in the Middle 
West. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 additional minutes to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. If this first factor is the 
governing one, I suggest that these bu- 
reaucrats take a page out of the book of 
the trout fisherman’s manual and cast 
their choicest flies in the most attractive 
pools; and, therefore, that they do their 
advertising out in the areas, in the small 
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towns and small communities, which so 
far have demonstrated the greatest 
amount of unselfishness.and patriotism 
by responding most generously to these 
drives, whether they be bond sales or 
serap drives. The country newspapers— 
daily and weekly, in towns and cities of 
less than 50,000 people—are more care- 
fully read and wield more influence in 
their communities than the great metro- 
politan newspapers. 

If it is the second factor, if it is an 
attempt to reward the newspapers of 
America for the highly unselfish activi- 
ties in which they have been engaged, 
publishing Government hand-outs and 
` publishing maps, pictures, stories, and 
cartoons to help with these various pa- 
triotic drives, then certainly they should 
include in their reward the newspapers 
and the communities which have con- 
tributed most thus far. 

It would surely be a sorry type of grati- 
tude that would say, “Well, we will re- 
ward the metropolitan press because the 
response from that area has not been as 
encouraging as it has been out in the 
rural areas with the small dailies and the 
country papers which have done such a 
grand job of building up public morale.” 
The pictures have been coming from the 
cities, that is true, but the poundage has 
been coming from the country towns. 
The ballyhoo has been coming from New 
York City and other metropolitan areas, 
but the bond sales have been exceeding 
their quotas in the rural States. I am 
happy to say that South Dakota last 
month was almost 40 percent ahead of 
its bond quota. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. What does the gentle- 
man say about the influence of these col- 
umnists in the metropolitan papers along 
that line and what is the gentleman’s 
reaction to that? 

Mr. MUNDT. I have only 1 or 2 min- 
utes left, and I could not begin to ex- 
plain my attitude toward columnists in 
anything less than 30 minutes, so I am 
not going to engage in that type of col- 
lequy at this time. I might say some of 
them are very good and some of them 
are exceedingly bad, in my opinion, but 
I cannot make a discrimination between 
them in a minute or two. 

Mr. WHITE. Would the gentleman 
say the bad outweigh the good? 

Mr. MUNDT. The gentleman is en- 
titled to his opinion on that. 

I want to urge you Members, many of 
you representing communities with 
newspapers which are being discrimi- 
nated against under this program, to 
join with me in protesting to Dr. Mc- 
Clintock and Mr. Wolcott and Mr. Don- 
ald Nelson, and, if necessary, to the 
President, to see to it that ineptitude or 
indifference or deliberate discrimination 
does not kill the goose laying the golden 
egg in America at this time. It is im- 
portant and splendid and fine that some 
paid advertisements are being handed 
out, but they should be placed without 
any discrimination or without any poli- 
ties, and, certainly, without any prejudice 
against the country papers in the small 
communities. I urge your support of 
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this protest. I would not for 1 minute 
favor eliminating the metropolitan 
newspapers and the giant chain radio 
stations from this program. But by the 
same token I cannot believe it a wise or 
fruitful policy for this administration to 
either condone by indifference or to en- 
courage by active cooperation advertis- 
ing programs in which it is a cooperating 
factor unless they are conducted without 
favor, without discrimination, and with- 
out prejudice to large or small alike. 

Mr, CARLSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from Iowa, Mr. Gwynne. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, the 
revenue bill of 1942 is the largest tax 
measure ever reported to the American 
Congress. It will produce in a year be- 
tween $6,000,000,000 and $7,000,000,000 
of new revenue. If this bill becomes the 
law, the total revenue collected by the 
Federal Government for the fiscal year 
1943 will be more than $21,000,000,000, 
which sum will increase thereafter to 
$23,000,000,000. State and local taxa- 
tion now amounts to $9,000,000,000 an- 
nually. Therefore the American people 
will be paying each year in taxes about 
$32,000,000,000, approximately one-third 
of the present national income. 

Imposing as these figures are, the total 
amount to be raised falls short of the 
amount desired by the Treasury Depart- 
ment. Nor will it make much of a dent 
in current expenditures or appreciably 
reduce the annual deficit. The total ap- 
propriations for war purposes for the 
fiscal years 1941, 1942, and 1943 are in 
excess of $200,000,000,000. Just how 
much this war will eventually cost us is 
still anyone’s guess. In any event years 
of heavy taxes lie ahead. The question 
of taxation will be with us for many 
generations. 

There are some bad features in the bill. 
I wish some parts of it were written dif- 
ferently. It does not contain manda- 
tory joint returns. The unfair advan- 
tages which the community property 
States have had will still remain. The 
bill does not solve the problems due to 
failure to tax bond issues of the various 
goverments. Nevertheless the final Rev- 
enue Act is the result of many months of 
study by the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee. On the whole it is probably as good 
as could be written. 

In addition to raising revenue this bill 
is part of the Government’s program to 
prevent inflation. Just how much it will 
accomplish along that line remains to be 
seen. In any event there should be no 
delay in taking the further steps neces- 
sary including an adequate and effective 
control over all prices and all elements 
entering into prices. If that is not done, 
the additional revenue raised by this 
bill will be of little consequence. 

There are two ways to protect the na- 
tional credit. One is by adopting a 
strong and adequate tax program. The 
other is by reducing expenditures. Ad- 
vantage should be taken of this occasion 
to completely liquidate many of the 
agencies which are a drain on the tax- 
payer. There is certainly no need now 
for the W. P. A., the C. C. C., the N. Y. A., 


and many others. It is true some prog- ` 


ress has been made in the direction of 
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economy, for which the House of Repre- 
sentatives backed by the public is entitled 
to most of the credit. In the past at- 
tempts have been made to justify many 
lavish and unnecessary expenditures on 
the theory that the cost would be borne 
by the wealthy. This tax bill will be 
for many a rude awakening. If all the 
money were taken from the rich it would 
not be a drop in the bucket compared to 
the total amount that must somehow be 
wrung from the taxpayers. 

No one will complain about taxes im- 
posed for military purposes. We intend 
to win the war regardless of the cost. 
The Government, however, must be fair 
with the people and reduce to a minimum 
the share of the tax dollar now being 
devoured by an overgrown and useless 
bureaucracy. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Vooruis], 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I still think the tax bill is a 
very important question and it is to that 
I want to address my remarks. I would 
like to say, in the first place, without go- 
ing into it further at this time, that I 
agree with the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Patman] that it is utterly unnec- 
essary for a sovereign government to pay 
interest on any money that is newly 
created by a private agency. 

I want, however, to say a word about 
what some gentlemen have recently said 
about the fact—not the fact either, but 
about the implications they have tried to 
make that the reason we have this tax bill 
before us is because of some expenditures 
that were made four or five years ago 
for some purposes they did not like. Now 
the fact of the matter is that this Con- 
gress has reduced by a billion and a half 
dollars the amount of money appropri- 
ated for nonwar purposes and that the 
total amount for the coming fiscal year, 
for these purposes, will be about six and 
a half billion dollars. The further fact 
is that the revenues of the Government 
without the tax bill we have before us 
being taken into consideration at all, 
would have been about $17,000,000,000, 
or almost three times the amount of all 
regular expenses of the Government not 
connected directly with the war. The 
reason we have this tax bill before us is 
because America is engaged in the great- 
est war in history. That is the only 
reason. We had better get that straight 
to begin with. 

Now, I have a lot of things, all of which, 
I think, are important, that I hope to be 
able to say in 10 minutes. I shall try to 
say the most important ones first. 

Somebody said this afternoon that it 
was a question to what extent we could 
levy taxes and ask the people now to 
pay for the war. I want to say there 
are three alternatives before us. The 
first of those alternatives is that we will 
pay for the war by means of taxes, plus 
the sale of War bonds to people who buy 
them with real money they have earned 
and saved for that purpose. This is the 
first possibility, that we will pay for it 
out of those two sources and those two 
sources completely without creating any 
new money at all. I am personally of 
the opinion, in order to do it that way, 
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we would have to have a compulsory sav- 
ings program and in the short time I 
have I shall speak in favor of that first 
because of one primary reason, which is 
this: The one really salutary result of 
the purchase of War Savings bonds by 
the people could be that when we have 
won this war, there would be a backlog of 
purchasing power in the hands of all the 
people generally at that time. But we 
will not get that unless you have a pro- 
gram whereby everyone will share in 
these bond purchases. Neither, in my 
judgment, will we be abile on a wholly 
voluntary basis of bond sales to bridge 
the gap between tax revenues on the one 
hand and the cost of the war on the 
other. 

Now, unless we pay for the war out of 
these two sources, and these two sources 
alone, then we may pay for it another 
way. That is by an inflation of prices, 
because this much is true, and you can- 
not possibly get away from it. This gen- 
eration, this group of people in the United 
States right now are going to pay for the 
war primarily by devoting about 60 per- 
cent of their total productive efforts and 
material to the war. That is the way we 
are now paying for the war. That is the 
real consideration. ‘The cost of the war 
is equal to the percentage of our national 
cutput of goods and wealth, that we de- 
vote to the war, and you cannot possibly 
change that fact. in other words, if we 
devote $60,000,000,000 or $70,000,000,000 
next year to the war, the real cost of 
the war will be a subtraction of that 
$70,000,000,060 of production turned out 
by the peopie from the available supply 
of goods the people might otherwise have 
consumed. Of course, whatever is pro- 
duced for the war cannot possibly be con- 
sumed by the people at the same time. 

And either we will pay that $60,000,- 
000,000 bill out of taxes and war savings 
bond sales or else out of greatly increased 
prices of the remaining $50,000,000,000 
of consumer goods that we wiil have 
left—assuming our total production 
reaches $110,000,000,000. If that is not 
to happen, then we will have to have a 
price-control administration that will be 
more gigantic than anything that Mr. 
Henderson or anybody else has ever 
talked of, because if you believe it is 
possible to prevent a very large inflation 
of prices without having somewhere near 
ean equation between the supply of goods 
on the one hand and the available 
amount of money to buy them with on 
the other, you are badly mistaken, un- 
less you put price-control policemen out 
all over the country. I don’t want to 
do that. I don’t want to see inflation 
of prices and, therefore, these are not 
the methods I want to see used. I want 
to see us come as close as ever we can to 
paying for this war out of the two sound 
sources of paying for it, namely, first out 
of tax revenues, and second, owt of the 
sale of war savings bonds. As the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Parman] so well 
said, if we do not make both ends meet 
that way, then any additional money 
that we need to finance this war, while 
we draft men and put some businesses 
under all sorts of governmental control, 
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and forbid some other businesses to even 
exist—while we impose price contro] and 
rationing on the country, surely we ought 
to have the courage to assert the right 
of Congress to use the credit of the Na- 
tion without paying tribute to any pri- 
vate bank for that purpose. And that 
could be very simply avoided by having 
the Federal Reserve banks buy non- 
interest-bearing certificates of indebted- 
ness instead of interest-bearing bonds 
from the Treasury. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I would 
rather not now. Mr. Chairman, it seems 
to me that this tax bill before us today is 
to be criticized, not because it is too se- 
vere, but because it is not severe enough. 
I think there are loopholes that should 
have been closed. I come from a com- 
munity-property State, but I think one 
of those loopholes should have been 
closed by requiring mandatory joint re- 
turns, It would mean about $350,000,000 
of additional revenue and a much more 
equitable distribution of the burdens if 
this were done. 

I do not think it makes much dif- 
ference whether I come back to Con- 
gress or not, or whether anybody does, 
but I do think it makes a difference 
whether we pass legislation here now 
that will accord with the needs of the 
United States of America. Again it is 
impossible for me to understand why, in 
the report on this bill, we read that the 
anticipated revenue from estate taxes 
will actually be $14,000,000 less than be- 
fore. I think the rates on estates and 
inheritances should have been increased 
sharply. I think it is the most just form 
of taxation, perhaps, that there is. Iam 
deeply disappointed that these rates were 
not raised substantially. In view of the 
fact that exemptions were reduced as 
low as they were, in view of the 13-per- 
cent tax on the first $2,000 of taxable in- 
come, I think there should have been an 
individual income limit somewhere, and 
I think it should have been around $25,- 
000 on the amount of money that any 
family could spend on itself in a year in 
these times. This would have to make 
allowances for debts, of course, but I am 
talking about the amount of money that 
any family could spend on its own con- 
sumption, and I do not think that should 
be any more than $25,000 a year at most. 
I do not think that the amount of money 
that would have been raised for the Gov- 
ernment from that source would have 
been the most important thing but I 
think it would have had a tremendous 
effect upon the feelings if some of these 
poor people who are being asked to pay 
so much in proportion to their small 
incomes. 

I have an amendment that I shall in- 
sert in the Recorp today, which I would 
have offered to accomplish this $25,000 
limitation, if the rule had been an open 
rule. And with such a provision in effect 
everyone would know that these people 
who have collected these large fees and 
Salaries already referred to today by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WHIT- 
tTiIncTon) and others would have all the 


JULY 17 


balance of those unconscionable amounts 
taken by the Government for the win- 
ning of the war. 

For the same general reasons, and be- 
cause I do not think as a matter of prin- 
ciple that a tax on business is the best 
way to raise revenue, I must, therefore, 
take the position that I think some of the 
rates in the middle brackets of the in- 
dividual income tax, in our own brackets, 
for example, and in the higher brackets, 
should have been steeper than they are. 
Iam sure they will have to be so before 
we are finished with this war. 

I believe that the excise tax on certain 
types of commodities, on commodities 
that are scarce, on commodities that we 
do not want the people to consume any- 
way because they are needed for the war, 
could have been made very, very steep 
indeed. It would have accorded with the 
present national situation. Under nor- 
mal times, of course, those excise taxes 
are not a good way of raising revenue, 
Today they are. 

I am as much opposed as the gentle- 
man from Missouri {Mr. Duncan] to 2a 
national sales tax. I think it is inequi- 
table and unfair, because primarily it 
cannot exempt even a minimum of milk 
and bread that the poor family has to 
have and that we want them to have to 
keep up the strength of America. 

Ido not want to commit myself on this 
issue that has been discussed by the 
gentlemen of this House who are bet- 
ter informed than I on the corporation 
tax. I want to be able to listen until 
the last moment. But I will say that 
generally speaking, certainly it is more 
equitable to place the burden upon ex- 
cess-profits taxes rather than the normal 
taxes. For excess-profits taxes fall upon 
corporations benefited by the war. Nor- 
mal taxes fall upon all corporations— 
even those whese business may have been 
hurt very much indeed. And if the mo- 
tion to recommit were revised so it 
would not involve a loss of revenue I 
would be strongly inclined to support it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 3 additional minutes. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr, 
Chairman, I will conclude simply by say- 
ing this: I share very sincerely the ad- 
miration that has been expressed this 
afternoon by a number of Members for 
the Chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee, the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. DousHron]. I also share 
the respect that other Members have 
expressed for the other members of that 
committee. My own views on this mat- 
ter are different than they would be if 
this country were not at war. But I am 
profoundly of the opinion that the Amer- 
ican people are ready to make any sacri- 
fices, pay any price that may be asked 
of them, but that they ask just one thing 
of us, and that is that this burden be 
Placed equitably and evenly upon all 
groups in the population in proportion to 
the ability of those groups to bear them. 
And the only true test of that ability is 
what people have left after they pay 
their taxes—not the total amount of the 
tax paid. 


1942 


I am talking about individual taxes, 
not business taxes. Business taxes re- 
quire other considerations, and I believe 
they have to be dealt with in view of the 
difference between the situation con- 
fronted now by certain businesses which 
have profited greatly through the war 
and some others which have been hurt 
badly because of the war. I felt that 
this tax bill was one of our great oppor- 
tunities to equalize the burden of the 
war, to do the thing most necessary to 
combat the inflationary price rise. Many 
gentlemen have said we cannot do it all 
at once. Maybe they are right, but may 
I beg that if we do pass another tax b'll 
it will be one that will really close some 
of the loopholes that exist rather than 
one that will place a burden upon the 
poor of this country any more than we 
have done here, I believe in this bill 
there should be a notice of congressional 
intention to tax the interest on all future 
issues of all sorts of bonds—Federal, 
State, and local. 

I want to make it clear that I have not 
complained about the burden placed on 
anybody, though in my heart I should 
like to have spoken of what this bill will 
mean to single persons making say $700 a 
year, and married ones making $1,300 or 
$1,400. All I have done is to complain 
that on people like myself, people in that 
income bracket, the burdens should have 
been heavier, and the country in the long 
run better if they had been. These are 
times that require the most thorough- 
going and courageous action. I believe 
the bill before us falls short of that goal 
for the reasons I have given. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Idaho 
(Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, I shall 
address myself to the provisions of the 
bill. I want to commend the members 
of the Ways and Means Committee on 
having performed a very difficult and 
intricate task of drafting and bringing to 
the House this bill of some 320 pages. 
It would be almost impossible for any 
body of men to bring in a bill of that 
magnitude and covering as Many sub- 
jects as this does without making some 
mistakes. 

I take the floor at this time to call at- 
tention to some inequalities and some 
provisions of the bill that I think are 
susceptible of perfecting amendments. 

Turning to page 161, I shall read that 
provision: 

(a) Requirement of withholding: There 
shall be withheld, collected, and paid (ex- 
cept in the cases provided for in section 
143) upon all dividends, bond interest, and 
wages of every person, to the extent that 
such dividends, interest, and wages are in- 
cludible in gross income, a tax equal to 10 
percent of (1) such dividends and interest, 
and (2) the excess of each payment of such 
wages over the withholding deduction allow- 
able under this supplement. 


Then follows a long number of provi- 
sions of an intricate plan for enforcing 
the provisions of that act. I think that 
is cumbersome. I think it is too tech- 
nical. 

In my experience I have dealt with 
provisions of this kind in paying the pre- 


miums on employers’ liability insurance. 
Our State of Idaho has a very simple 
plan. You simply make out a pay roll 
and submit it to the insurance depart- 
ment. They make the deduction and send 
you a pay-in order and you remit pay- 
ment. I do not see why such a pian 
could not have been followed in this bill 
instead of such an intricate plan. 

In connection with this suggestion, I 
desire to submit at this point a letter 
from one of the largest employers of this 
country, one of the most prominent con- 
tractors in the United States, Mr. H. W. 
Morrison, and I ask unanimous consent 
that this letter be included at this point 
in the Recorp, analyzing that provision 
of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
state to the gentleman that for anything 
except his own remarks the gentleman 
will have to receive permission in the 
House. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. I will make 
that request when we are in the House. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


MORRISON-KNUDSEN CO., INC., 
Borse, IDAHO, July 15, 1942, 


Hon. COMPTON I, WHITE, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 
Re: Pending tax bill. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN WHITE: The current 
revenue bill, which we understand is now 
on the floor of the House for consideration, 
or will be shortly, contains a provision pro- 
viding for pay-roll deductions. We under- 
stand this to provide for the deduction of 
certain sums from earnings of employees and 
the deduction is to be made by the employer 
and remitted to the Government. Under the 
proposed plan as contemplated, we under- 
stand that the employer is made responsible 
for determining the status of dependency of 
each of his employees and is required to 
make the proposed deduction under a very 
complicated formula. 

We believe that those originating this pro- 
posed method for making these deductions 
have failed to give consideration to the tre- 
mendous problems involved in the handling 
of same insofar as the construction industry 
is concerned. It must be understood that 
the number of employees on pay rolls of oper- 
ators such as ourselves, vary several thousand 
in a single month. Some of the defense proj- 
ects we are handling are presumed to be 
started and completed in as little as 45 days’ 
time. Such projects may involve the recruit- 
ing and employing of two to three thousand 
men. Others employ up to 10,000 men over a 
period of 4 to 5 months. Obviously, this pro- 
posed method of making these deductions 
would require such a tremendous accounting 
organization as to make the cost unduly bur- 
densome to the employer. 

We request your consideration of this mat- 
ter in an effort to provide that such deduc- 
tions as are made, should be made on a fiat 
percentage basis of the employee’s income, 
and if the employee has been overcharged 
through these deductions, same should be re- 
funded by the Treasury Department or sub- 
sequent credits allowed. 

We are not opposing the principle of pay- 
roll deductions for tax purposes, but do be- 
lieve in the interests of reasonable efficiency 
that consideration of the method for accom- 
plishing this objective, as it applies to the 
construction business, should be given con- 
sideration. 

Yours sincerely, 
H. W. Morrison, 
President and General Manager. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


6345 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, I call at- 
tention to section 3475, on page 317; it 


reads as follows: 


Sec. 3475. Transportation of property. 

(a) Tax: There shall be imposed upon 
the amount paid within the United States 
after the effective date of this section for the 
transportation, on or after such effective date, 
of property by rail, motor vehicle, water, or 
air from one point in the United States to 
another, a tax equal to 5 percent of the 
amount so paid, except that, in the case of 
coal, the rate of tax shall be 5 cents per long 
ton. Such tax shall apply only to amounts 
paid to a person engaged in the business of 
transporting property for hire, including 
amounts paid to a freight forwarder, express 
company, or similar person, but not includ- 
ing amounts paid by a freight forwarder, ex- 
press company, or similar person for trans- 
portation with respect to which a tax has 
previously been paid under this section. In 
the case of property transported from a point 
without the United States to a point within 
the United States the tax shall apply to the 
amount paid within the United States for 
that part of the transportation which takes 
place within the United States. The tax on 
the transportation of coal shall not apply to 
the transportation of coal with respect to 
which there has been a previous taxable 
transportation, 


Mr. Chairman, from my experience in 
doing business and familiarity with 
transportation I feel that the plan pro- 
posed in this section is one of the most 
serious mistakes that has been made in 
drafting this bill. It will upset all the 
freight-rate structures of the entire 
country. Some plan must be worked out 
to modify and change this provision of 
the bill by a perfecting amendment, and 
in order to effectuate such a plan, both 
myself and my colleague, the gentleman 
from Idaho [Mr. DworsHak], have ad- 
dressed a letter to the chairman of the 
committee which I will read into the 
Recorp. The letter reads as follows: 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION 
AND RECLAMATION, 
Washington, D. C., July 17, 1942. 
Hon. ROBERT L. DOUGHTON, 

Chairman, Ways and Means Committee, 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. ©. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN DouGHTON: In considering 
the provisions of the pending tax bill, H. R. 
7378, we respectfully call to the attention of 
the members of the committee the adverse 
effect of the application of a 5-percent tax 
on freight shipments as provided in section 
3475, page 317, of the pending bill. 

It may be conceded that a flat percentage 
tax on most classes of tariff rates would be 
equitable in its application with the exception 
of a percentage tax on freight shipments when 
there is no provision to equalize the disparity 
in rates that is imposed on freight shipments 
from territories distant from their normal 
market. 

The inequalities imposed by this form of 
taxation is aptly illustrated in a remonstrance 
made by the Ohio Match Co., operating in the 
State of Idaho, as follows: 

“The present rate from the west coast to 
Chicago on lumber is 80 cents and the rate on 
southern pine from Hattiesburg, Miss., is 42 
cents to Chicago, a difference of 38 cents, or 
about $8 per thousand feet, in favor of south- 
ern yellow pine. The proposed 5-percent tax 
would make the west-coast rate to Chicago 
84 cents, the Hattiesburg rate 44 cents, a 
difference of 40 cents, or about $8.50 per 
thousand feet. The big phase to consider is 
the further disruption of established rate 
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structures and the creation of greater. dis- 
parities in delivered costs, throwing the west- 
ern shippers further out of line from a com- 
petitive standpoint.” 

We submit that the enforcement of this 
plan of taxation would disrupt the entire 
freight-rate structure of the country similar 
to the old freight-rate rebate system that 
gave special advantage to certain shippers and 
certain communities to the disadvantage of 
competing shippers and other communities 
which has been declared contrary to public 

licy. 

P Reniizing the necessity for amending the 
provisions of the bill to remove the inequali- 
ties referred to and conforming to the pro- 
visions of the resolution previously adopted 
which provides: 

“No amendment shall be in order to said 
bill except amendments offered by direction 
of the Committee on Ways and Means and 
said amendments shall be in order, any rule 
of the House to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing.” 

And the further assurance given the Mem- 
bers of the House when the bill was under 
discussion on the floor as follows: (Quoted 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 6272.) 

“Mr. Warre. We are bringing in a very im- 
portant bill that covers a vast amount of 
subjects and angles. Now that we have a 
rule whereby we cannot offer amendments, 
in case some Member points out some ab- 
normality or inequality in this bill, what 
machinery is there by which that can be 
reached and corrected? 

“Mr. Cooper. Just present the matter to the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
with a request that the committee consider 
it 

“Mr. Warre. Before the bill is passed, of 
course? 

“Mr. Cooper. That is correct. 

“Mr, Warre. It can be offered as a commit- 
tee amendment, Is that the idea? 

“Mr. Coorsr. Provided the committee 
adopts it. 

“Mr. Warre, In other words, we have the 
machinery to make corrections in this bill 
if we have abnormalities or inequalities? 

“Mr. Coorer. The gentleman is correct. 
The machinery is provided,” 

In conforming to the plan for amendment, 
Mr. Chairman, we submit that the bill be 
amended to change the 5 percent tax on 
freight bills to a flat tax levied on quantity 
and an ad valorem basis regardless of the dis- 
tance transported. 

Sincerely yours, 
Compton I. WHITE. 
Henry O. DworsHak. 


Pursuant to a unanimous consent re- 
quest granted in the House, there is at- 
tached for insertion at this point the en- 
closed telegrams and letters in the order 
in which they are arranged. 

PAYETTE, IDAHO, July 15, 1942. 
Representative COMPTON I, WHITE, 
Washington, D. C. 

Informed that revenue bill provides 5-per- 
cent freight charges. Would be severe pen- 
alty on account our high-freight rate to 
eastern markets. Also our high incoming 
freight rates on supplies. We wish enter 
our protest against said bill on agricultural 
products and on supplies used in agriculture. 

F. H. Hocve, 
J. C. PALUMEO, 
Prank B. ARATA. 


. WILDER, Ipano, July 14, 1942. 
Hon, COMPTON I. WHITE, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Understand revenue bill now in committee 
about to be reported out under gag rule pro- 
vides 6-percent tax all freight bills. This 
definitely descriminatory to Idaho whose 
present freight bill is terrific. Idaho farm- 
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ers and shippers are expecting you put forth 
superlative effort to protect Idaho interests 
and permit only tax load comparable with 
other districts. 

P. G. BATT. 


Parma, Ipano, July 15, 1942, 


Hon. Compton I. WHITE, 
Member of Congress, 
Washington, D. C: 

Understand revenue bill proposing 5-per- 
cent tax on freight bills out of committee. 
We urge you oppose this measure account 
due location of Idaho experiences high 
freight rates on all commodities moving to 
raarket which will throw an unfair share of 
burden on our farmers already unable receive 
cost of production on many crops due to un- 
favorable freight rates. 

J. C. Watson Co. 


Nampa IDARO, July 15, 1942. 
Hon. COMPTON I. WHITE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Understand revenue bill now up to put 
5-percent tax on freight bills. This would 
be terrible blow to agriculture in Idaho as 
rates now very excessive. 
H. M. CHASE. 


CRAIG MOUNTAIN LUMBER CO., 
Winchester, Idaho, July 7, 1942. 
The Honorable COMPTON I. WHITE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 
Subject: Effect of 5-percent transportation 
tax on our rate structure. 

My Dear Mr. Wuire: The House Ways and 
Means Committee last week completed its 
work on the new revenue bill and turned its 
recommendations over to drafting experts 
for whipping into final shape so the bill may 
be presented to Congress. We understand 
the bill will be presented on the House floor 
next week. 

The tentative draft of the bill, as approved 
by the House Committee, places a 5-percent 
tax on all freight and express shipments 
moving by any type of common or contract 
carrier. It also increases the tax on pas- 
senger transportation from 5 to 10 percent. 

* The proposed tax will increase the spread 
in lumber rates by 2 or more cents over 
southern pine. For example: 


To Chicago 


Proposed 
as Present | 5-percent 
tax 
From west coast.......- 55 80 4 
From Hattiesburg, 
WW NEE RE EA 2614 42 44 
Spread in rates... 284 38 40 


Chicago is typical of the general situation 
and serves to illustrate the difficulty west 
coast Iumbermen experience in marketing 
their products in long-haul competitive ter- 
ritory. 

It is obvious to everyone that a percentage 
tax levied upon freight charges has exactly 
the same effect upon our rate structure as a 
percentage increase in freight rates. We 
stood a 6-percent rate increase during March 
this year (I. C. C., ex parte 123). Piling up 
these percentages increases in transportation 
charges will greatly handicap our long-haul 
traffic and act to the benefit of the short-haul 
traffic. Southern pine will benefit from this 
tax particularly after the Government with- 
draws from the lumber market. The point 
which should be kept in mind is that in the 
highly competitive market of the post-war 
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period every item which increases our de- 
livered price will be handicap. 

Lumber alone is not the only commodity 
affected, but all long-haul trafic, including 
farm products. 

Yours very truly, 
Craic MOUNTAIN LUMBER CO. 
W. C. Gennes, President. 


POTLATCH Forests, INC., 
Lewiston, Idaho, July 7, 1942. , 
Hon. COMPTON I. WHITE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. WHITE: I know that you wili be- 
lieve I am reluctant to write you on a con- 
troversial tax measure at a time like this and 
yet I feel it my duty to do so 

The proposal to raise revenue by a flat per- 
centage tax on freight charges would be, if 
enacted in law, a most inequitable measure. 
The lumber Industry of Idaho and the West 
generally now labors under a very consicer- 
able freight charge handicap as compared 
to the South particularly and to the less im- 
portant lumber-producing regions in the East 
and North. A percentage increase on freight 
charges would obviously increase this differ- 
ential and we believe the needed revenue 
should be raised in some other way. 

I do not mean that freight charges should 
be eliminated as a taxable source of addi- 
tional revenue but believe that, even in this 
field, there must surely be a more equitable 
manner of framing or assessing a freight- 
charge tax. One such method might be to 
impose a fiat tax per ton on all freight ship- 
ments. A second method might be to have 
a graded tax per ton on a few rough classi- 
fications such as coal, ore, grain, building 
materials, food products, and other manufac- 
tured products. 

I hope you can find time to give this mat~- 
ter some thought and that if you agree with 
me, you will be able to present your views. 
Surely some method of applying a treight 
charge tax can be devised which will not 
disrupt competitive conditions inside an 
industry. 

Very truly yours, 
FOTLATCH Forests, INC., 
C. L. BiLLINGs, Vice President. 


Tae Onto MATCH Co., 
SPOKANE, WasH., July 7, 1942. 
Hon. COMPTON I. WHITE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear SiR: Our understanding is that the 
new proposed tax bill incorporates a 5-percent 
transportation tax on all freight and express 
shipments, 

How much thought was given to what such 
a tax would mean to the western shippers 
serving the eastern markets we do not know, 
but evidently not all angles were considered 
because such a move would again place the 
western shipper at an even greater disad- 
vantage in the freight rate siructure than 
now exists. The present relationship is un- 
fair and, we think, discriminatory 

The pine and fir manufacturers of the 
Pacific Northwest are competing in the east- 
ern markets against southern yellow pine 
from the South, pine from the southwest 
area, spruce and other softwocds from Can- 
ada, the Lake States, New England, etc. Our 
lumber rates are considerabiy higher than 
theirs by virtue of a longer haul. A 5-percent 
increase in our rates as against a 5-percent 
increase from other competitive producing 
sections would add to the present burden- 
Some disadvantage. 

For instance, the present rate from the 
west coast to Chicago on lumber is 80 cents 
and the rate on southern pine from Hatties- 
burg, Miss., is 42 cents to Chicago, a differ- 
ence 38 cents, or about $8 per thousand 
feet, in favor of southern yellow pine. The 
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proposed 5-percent tax would make the west 
_coast rate to Chicago 84 cents, the Hatties- 
burg rate 44 cents, a difference of 40 cents, or 
about $8.50 per thousand feet. The big 
phase to consider is the further disruption of 
established rate structures and the creation 
of greater disparities in delivered costs, throw- 
ing the western shippers further out of line 
from a competitive standpoint. 

The need for increased revenue is self- 
evident but we think it could be accomplished 
with less serious results to the economic 
structure through some other method of 
taxation. 

Above all, don’t permit, if possible, the 5- 
percent tax on freight transportation costs, 

Very truly yours, 
THE OHIO MATCH CoO. 
By A. W. ORAWFORD. 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, 
Borse, July 3, 1942. 
Hon. COMPTON I, WHITE, 
Congressman, House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: This commission has noted 
press dispatches stating that someone has 
submitted to the Congress a proposal whereby 
freight rates, et cetera, would be taxed 5 per- 
cent. 

I am instructed by the commissioners to 
state to you that they are unalterably opposed 
to this proposal for several reasons. 
first one is that should this pass, Idaho om 
pay three or four times the amount of taxes 
which Wisconsin, and Illinois, and Ohio, and 
other States would, and this would be true 
of every western State and every far southern 
State. A State located in the great consum- 
ing East would pay a negligible amount un- 
der this proposal where the States located 
long distances from the consuming East 
would in some instances pay as much as 400 
or 500 percent more for the shipment of one 
carload in comparison to what States located 
adjacent to or in the East would pay on the 
same commodity. It would be an unfair tax 
which would push us farther into the Pacific 
Ocean. This State is not opposed to proper 
taxes for the war effort which will be equi- 
table to all the people of this Nation. 

Respectfully yours, 

Pusiic UTILITIEs COMMISSION OF 
IDAHO, 

J. G. BRUCE, Chief of Transportation, 


Mr. BOEHNE, Mr. Chàirman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON]. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
we are considering the sixth revenue 
bill in the past 4 years. It contemplates 
approximately six and a quarter billion 
dollars in additional taxes; it is the larg- 
est tax bill in all human history to be 
enacted by this or any other country, 

There are many matters of importance 
involved in the pending bill. I call at- 
tention to this significant fact—about 
five and a quarter billion dollars of the 
pending bill is composed of increased in- 
come taxes on.individuals and corpora- 
tions. This fact becomes more important 
when we reflect that there have been five 
successive increases of income taxes in 
each of the five preceding bills. 

I emphasize that the bill increases al- 
ready high income individual and corpo- 
rate taxes, and also increases existing 
excise and miscellaneous taxes. 

While other sources of revenue have 
been explored substantially, no new 
sources have been included in the pend- 
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ing bill. It is not too much to say that 
the limit has been reached in income taxes 
on ind‘viduals and corporations. The 
rates are much higher than in the first 
World War. The limit has been reached. 
Under the pending bill when State income 
and local taxes are considered, the total 
taxes in the United States will be sub- 
stantially as high as they are in any other 
country. Taxes that are confiscatory will 
defeat their purpose. Taxes beyond the 
point of saturation become destructive. 
It is as true today as it was when John 
Marshall made the statement: 


The power to tax is the power to destroy. 


Taxes beyond the limits of reason will 
result in less rather than more revenue. 

The total tax bill of the American peo- 
ple when the pending bill has been passed 
will be around $32,000,000,000, or about 
one-third of the present national in- 
come. Under existing law the present 
estimated revenue is $17,000,000,000. It 
is stated that while the pending bill pro- 
vides for $6,144,000,000, $7,000,000,000 will 
be collected. The Federal revenues will 
thus amount to $24,000,000,000 annually. 

This is not the whole picture. Many 
States levy and collect income taxes on 
individuals and corporations; they levy 
sales taxes. Ad valorem taxes are to be 
added. In many instances the ad va- 
lorem taxes and the local taxes equal the 
Federal income tax. When State income 
taxes are added to the Federal income 
taxes, especially in the higher brackets, 
but little remains of the net income to 
the taxpayer. State income taxes, for 
instance, in the brackets from $50,000 to 
$100,000, are substantially 20 percent of 
the Federal income taxes. 

While the Federal deficit is mounting 
each day of the war and while it mounted 
each of the preceding 8 years, in many 
States today there is a surplus in the 
State treasury. The States should utilize 
this surplus to reduce State income and 
local taxes, as such taxes should be re- 
duced as Federal taxes are increased. 
The States do not levy taxes for war pur- 
poses. The expenses of State govern- 
ment should be reduced. The inability 
to obtain materials will delay many pub- 
lic improvements. All appropriations, 
both State and Federal, and certainly all 
nondefense and nonessential appropria- 
tions, should be reduced for the duration 
in all cases where the normal functions of 
Government will not be crippled or de- 
stroyed. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I prefer to fin- 
ish my statement. I will then yield. 

Economic security is essential to the 
successful prosecution of the war. A 
bankrupt government cannot wage war 
successfully. The best way to promote 
victory is to protect the credit of the 
country. 

War can be financed in two ways—by 
taxes and by borrowing. The wise 
method is to utilize both—taxes and bor- 
rowing. In either event, there is a strain. 
The strain will be lessened as our taxes 
are increased. The national credit must 
not be jeopardized. 
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The war is placing upon the United 
States a financial burden unequaled in 
our history. The present session of the 
Congress has appropriated for war and 
for defense more than was expended 
from 1789 to 1940. From July 1, 1940, to 
June 30, 1942, the total appropriations 
for the prosecution of the war aggregated 
more than $200,000,000,000. 

The limit of the public debt has been 
successively increased in the past 2 years 
and it is now $125,000,000,000. In the 
first World War the limit was $45,000,- 
000,000. When we recall that in the first 
World War the peak of the national debt 
in 1919 was $25,700,395,252 a national 
debt of $200,000,000,000 becomes not only 
alarming but is really dangerous. 

The Congress has appropriated for the 
war in which we are engaged, for a war 
that has not yet been won, approximately 
one-half of the estimated wealth of the 
country. The Congress has appropriated 
every dollar and has passed every law 
recommended by the President of the 
United States, the Commander in Chief 
of the Army and Navy, and recommended 
by the Army and the Navy. Recommen- 
dations for increased appropriations have 
been made almost monthly since the 
declaration of war following the treach- 
erous and cowardly attack at Pearl Har- 
bor. As increases were made in appro- 
priations, recommendations for increases 
in taxes were also submitted. 

The people of the United States are 
united. We are determined to win the 
war. Citizens are willing to pay taxes; 
they are willing to have sugar and rubber 
rationed, but they have the right to insist 
that leadership obtain in executive de- 
partments that has been tried and tested, 
a leadership that is not theoretical, but 
a leadership that is experienced. The 
public is entitled to a leadership in 
whom it can place confidence. I re- 
peat that people are willing to be taxed, 
but they insist that the taxes be wisely 
expended and that waste and extrava- 
gance be eliminated. They demand that 
profiteers, big and little, industrial and 
labor, be curbed. 

Wishful thinking, appropriating bil- 
lions, levying taxes, will not win the war. 
A courageous leadership in the Army and 
in the Navy, in the executive depart- 
ments, and in the halls of Congress is 
essential to victory. The people may 
elect a politician to Congress but they 
expect him to be a statesman after elec- 
tion, and especially when the Nation is 
at war. 

The people want to do their duty in 
taxes, in service, and in sacrifice, but they 
insist that before quotas or rations are 
proclaimed from the housetops that there 
be investigations by those qualified to 
reach sound and adequate conclusions, 
I repeat that the citizens are willing to be 
taxed, but they will hold a Congress that 
taxes and that at the same time refuses 
to reduce and eliminate expenditures 
that are nonessential, to account. 

I advocate high taxes on individuais 
and on corporations. I favor graduated 


taxes. The ability to pay is a sound 
principle. I have supported emergency 
taxes. I have favored increased gift and 
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estate taxes, but when all of these in- 
creases have been made, the pending tax 
bill of approximately $7,000,000,000 to 
provide for $200,000,000,000 of appropria- 
tions to prosecute the war is utterly 
inadequate. 

Other taxes must be levied; drastic 
action is essential; drastic taxes are 
imperative. The Government is in need 
of revenue. We must not only fight, but 
we must fight to win. The Army and the 
Navy should utilize the brains and the 
inventive genius of America to provide 
the best munitions and the most destruc- 
tive machines ever invented by man. 
The United States excels all nations in 
the manufacture of machines. The in- 
ventive genius that provides the Ameri- 
can citizen with the best automobile and 
with the best machines in all the world 
should be utilized by the Army and the 
Navy to provide the most destructive war 
machines in all the world. We must tax. 
The people expect high taxes, but they 
demand wise expenditures. The people 
do not expect ease; they are willing to 
sacrifice; they demand leadership; they 
ask for strength. Additional sources of 
revenue’ must be utilized. Congress 
should take the lead. All citizens should 
participate in the burdens of taxation. 
The tax base should be broadened as 
provided in the bill. Every citizen 
should have a stake in the Republic. If 
citizens are taxed, they will insist upon 
retrenchment and economy in adminis- 
tration and appropriations. 

The time has come to enact a sales 
tax. It is the only way out. There are 
many objections to such a tax; there are 
objections to any tax. It is said that the 
sales tax will require increased wages. 
The same objection could be urged 
against all taxes. The remedy is to con- 
trol wages, as well as commodities. 

It is said that a sales tax is regressive, 
that it falls heavily upon the low-income 
groups. Graduated taxes have been 
levied and levied to the limit upon the 
high-income groups. More taxes are 
needed. 

A sales tax is a consumer’s tax, but the 
consumers are receiving the increased 
income. Wages are higher than they 
have ever been. A sales tax should be 
avoided in ordinary times, but these are 
extraordinary times; they are the most 
extraordinary in the history of mankind. 
Unprecedented conditions require un- 
precedented remedies, 

A sales tax is not necessary in peace- 
time but we are at war. A sales tax was 
objectionable when the Federal Budget 
was three and a half billion dollars, but 
now it is $24,000,000,000. It is now im- 
perative. 

Such a tax was objectionable when 
we were at peace but we are now engaged 
in the greatest of all wars. 

The national income in 1940 was $77,- 
000,000,000. In 1941 it was $94,000,- 
000,000. Of the increase, from twelve 
to seventeen billion dollars was in wages 
and salaries. When all has been said 
against the sales tax, when all of the 
objections have been considered, there is 
no other alternative. A sales tax is im- 
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perative and the sooner a general sales 
tax is levied the better. 

The increased buying capacity involved 
in the twelve to seventeen billion dollars 
of increased wages and salaries will re- 
sult in inflation unless much of it is 
siphoned off in taxes. Taxes should come 
from the increased income, otherwise in- 
fiation will result. 

All admit that the pending bill is in- 
adequate, but the President, the Treas- 
ury, and the Congress hesitate to take the 
step that is absolutely imperative to in- 
crease Federal revenues. The step to be 
taken is not to increase further income 
taxes but to levy a general sales tax. 

It is said that a 5-percent general sales 
tax would not yield more than $2,409,- 
000,000. It is urged that the amount is 
small. We have reached the limit in in- 
come taxes. A 10-percent general retail 
sales tax would yield approximately $4,- 
800,000,000. The remedy is to increase 
the revenue bill to enable all citizens to 
participate in the costs of war, by levying 
a general retail sales tax. 

Personally, I think that many of the 
objections that only a small amount will 
be realized are without foundation. 

Twenty-two States have a sales tax, 
These States are the States in which sur- 
pluses in the public treasury obtain today. 

It is said that a Federal retail sales tax 
would be difficult to administer. It is 
passing strange that if 22 States can col- 
lect sales taxes, the Federal Government 
cannot provide for the collection of such 
taxes. 

The leading democracies of the Old 
World have a sales tax. There is such 
a tax in England, Switzerland, France, 
Belgium, Holland, Norway, Sweden, and 
Denmark. There is such a tax in Can- 
ada. There is a sales or turn-over tax 
in Russia that yields approximately $25,- 
000,000,000 annually. In Russia there 
is probably a more general distribution 
of wealth and property than in any other 
country. It is really a labor govern- 
ment, but the sales tax obtains. 

All citizens want to do their duty; 
whether rich or poor they want to do 
their part. They are willing to fight for 
their country; they are willing to be 
taxed for their country. Patriotic citi- 
zens refuse to be exempt from either 
fighting or from being taxed. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 3 additional minutes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. We cannot all 
fight at Armageddon, but we can all pay 
a little in taxes, and a little means more 
than it has ever meant in human his- 
tory. Pennies make dimes, and dimes 
make dollars and dollars buy materials 
and they buy commodities. All are 
anxious to do their part and to pay their 
taxes. Allinsist that waste and extrava- 
gance be eliminated and this insistence 
will be louder when they have a stake in 
the revenue. Tax-conscious citizens will 
promote wise expenditures. Small taxes 
in large numbers will buy more than ever 
before. Every citizen is anxious to con- 
tribute to the preservation of democracy. 
Those who oppose a sales tax are strain- 
ing at a gnat and swallowing a camel; 
those who oppose a sales tax are trying 
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to save at the spigot while wasting at the 
bung. 

Every argument that has been made 
against a Federal retail sales tax has been 
made against these taxes in cities like 
New York and New Orleans, and in 22 
States of the Union where they obtain 
today, and where they are probably the 
most generally satisfactory of all taxes. 

A general retail sales tax is inevitable. 
I regret that it is not included in the 
pending bill. I also regret that under 
the rules it is not in order to offer the 
general sales tax as an amendment to 
the bill. I trust that such a tax will be 
included in the Senate, and that after 
conference on the final consideration of 
the Revenue Act of 1942, it will contain 
a provision for at least two and a half 
billion dollars additional revenue to be 
collected under a general retail sales tax. 
The bill will thus provide an estimated 
$10,000,000,000 for the successful prose- 
cution of the war. 

Mr. PATMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON, I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. PATMAN. From the gentleman’s 
remarks I infer that he does not have 
confidence in those who have been ra- 
tioning gasoline, sugar, and other com- 
modities? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Not at all. 
The gentleman has missed the point of 
my remarks. I have confidence in the 
officials charged with rationing, although 
I think mistakes have been made, but it 
is essential for the country to have such 
confidence. Isay thatin this emergency, 
when we are fighting the greatest war 
that we have ever fought in our history, 
leadership, courageous leadership. on the 
floors of the Congress, a leadership that 
is bold and willing to assume a responsi- 
bility for whatever tax is necessary, is 
essential, just as a leadership is essential 
in the executive departments of the Gov- 
ernment that is not only theoretical but 
a leadership that knows and investigates 
and is experienced. People will have 
confidence in such leadership and there 
will not be so much criticism with respect 
to rationing. 

Mr. PATMAN. May I suggest that no 
one individual rations the goods, That 
is done by the War Production Board 
composed of Donald Nelson, as Chief, the 
Secretary of War, the Secretary of the 
Navy, the Secretary of Commerce, and a 
number of individuals. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I assume be- 
fore there was rationing or limitations 
that the leadership that we are called 
upon to exercise here in Congress and 
that the courage that we are called upon 
to manifest has been manifested by those 
in executive authority, because other- 
wise there should not have been ration- 
ing in the first place. I assume that the 
necessity for rationing, whether it be of 
sugar or whether it be of rubber, was im- 
perative and had been fully investigated 
before the rationing was put into effect. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
men from South Carolina [Mr. RICH- 
ARDS]. 
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Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, dur- 
ing consideration of the pending tax bill 
I pray your indulgence in calling to the 
attention of the House some of the in- 
equities and injustices of the gasoline 
rationing system now in operation in 17 
Eastern and Southeastern States, par- 
ticularly in the State of South Carolina. 

Equality under the law is the corner- 
stone of our national fabric. Equality of 
sacrifice, or as nearly so as humanly pos- 
sible, should be the cornerstone of our 
war effort; otherwise, we shall fail in our 
fight for national existence. Gasoline 
rationing, under present regulations, 
grossly discriminates against certain 
States, certain businesses, certain citi- 
zens. There is no excuse for the system 
as now operated. Gasoline rationing 
should apply to every State in the Union 
or none, 

In this connection allow me to call to 
your attention a letter I have today di- 
rected to the President on the subject: 

WasuincrTon, D. C., July 17, 1942. 
President FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT, 
The White House, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Preswent: Allow me through 
this means to protest strongly against gaso- 
line rationing in the Eastern States, par- 
ticularly as it affects my home State, South 
Carolina; It appears that we have exhausted 
our efforts to gain relief through the Office 
of Price Administration; hence this appeal 
directed to you. 

We are not selfishly blind to the problems 
of transportation and shortages of tankers 
which contribute to the difficulty of supply- 
ing sufficient gasoline, but I feel that the 
resulting hardships should not be passed on 
solely to cur section. It is the feeling of my 
people that we are being discriminated 
against in thus inequitably being deprived 
of motor fuel; and if the condition persists 
many will lose faith in the view that ours 
is a common war effort, a common cause. 

No section of the United States is more 
loyal to the principles we are fighting for nor 
more ready to bear needed sacrifices, but we 
feel that the sufferings and inconveniences 
of war should not bear too heavily upon any 
one group of our people. Gasoline rationing 
should apply to every State in the Union or 
none, if as has been said, the main objective 
is to conserve rubber tires. 

Mr. President, even should it be granted 
that gasoline rationing is necessary in South 
Carolina, I am at a loss to understand the 
logic of giving candidates for public office 
extra gasoline allowances, as permitted by 
present regulations, while those engaged in 
other businesses requiring travel, such as in- 
surance agents, salesmen, etc., are allowed 
only enough to cover 470 miles per month. 
The regulation is unjust and simply does not 
make sense. 

I am informed that the Georgia delegation 
in the House of Representatives has requested 
an interview with you to protest against the 
rationing system in Georgia. The South 
Carolina delegation today is having a meet- 
ing to join in this protest, and I respectfully 
request that our delegation be heard on the 
subject at the same time you find it con- 
venient to hear the delegation from Georgia. 
The Georgia situation is almost identical 
with ours. 

Thanking you for any consideration you 
may give this plea, I am, 

Sincerely and respectfully, 
J. P. RICHARDS, 
Member of Congress. 


Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ARNOLD]. 
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Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, I am 
indeed glad to note that the Ways and 
Means Committee, in its wisdom, did not 
disturb the present 2742 percent deple- 
tion allowance to those having oil in- 
come in computing their income taxes. 
This allowance is very necessary, and 
your committee did well to ignore the 
recommendation that it be lowered. I 
appeared before your committee to urge 
the action you have agreed upon, and 
my testimony is presented on page 1150 
of the record of the hearings before the 
Ways and Means Committee. 

The 2742-percent depletion allowance 
represents one of the major induce- 
ments, particularly to the -independent 
oil industry, to venture forth in an ef- 
fort to discover new oil fields which are 
so vitally necessary at this time. The 
records show that five out of six wildcat 
wells drilled in the United States are dry. 
As a consequence, a prospector on the 
average is required to drill five dry holes 
for each completed producer. The de- 
pletion allowance on his new discovery 
is the primary method by which he may 
recoup in part his losses for dry holes. 
In these days, when an abundance is 
necessary, particularly an abundance of 
oil, of steel, and other products, practi- 
cally every industry engaged in war ac- 
tivities is permitted large deductions for 
exhaustion of assets. 

As you well know, oil is irreplaceable. 
When it has been removed from a prop- 
erty, it is gone forever. Part of the real 
estate has been exhausted. The deple- 
tion allowance is the replacement allow- 
ance for this irreplaceable asset. It is a 
particular benefit to landowners and 
farmers since by this method, the tax- 
payer is allowed a deduction for ex- 
hausted real estate. Every landowner 
and every farmer has an investment in 
his property not only of money but years 
of labor and care. Oil which may be 
found beneath his land represents, in 
many cases, practically the only method 
he has of obtaining from his property 
the effort and money he has placed in it. 
This depletion allowance permits him to 
deduct 2742 percent of the gross income 
he receives from oil as a means of reim- 
bursing him for the cost of his property 
when no other method is available. In 
many cases it will represent the only 
substantial profit he will ever receive 
from his real estate. Every other person 
or industry in the United States, almost 
without exception, is allowed some type 
of deduction for exhaustion. This par- 
ticular clause is the only method avail- 
able as a counterpart for the other types 
of deductions allowed to taxpayers. 

In the case of the buyer of royalties 
he must ordinarily purchase in antici- 
pation of possible discovery of oil. Often 
his investment is lost. Without this de- 
pletion allowance, royalty buying would 
be greatly discouraged. If royalty buy- 
ing were discouraged there are many oc- 
casions when farmers would lose an op- 
portunity to sell royalty interests out of 
which they might never otherwise re- 
ceive any benefits. Without this deple- 
tion clause in the tax structure, the 
prices paid by royalty buyers would auto- 
matically be depressed accordingly, re- 
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sulting in the further loss to the land- 
owner who wishes to sell a part of his 
royalty in order to obtain a revenue re- 
gardless of whether oil is discovered or 
not. From every standpoint, this de- 
pletion clause is necessary for the pro- 
tection of the farmer, the landowner, the 
purchaser of royalty, and to encourage 
the development of oil properties. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gen- 
tleman from Arizona [Mr. Murpocx]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, due 
to the lateness of the hour, I will not at- 
tempt to discuss the bill further, but I 
must not pass by this opportunity to 
commend my good friend, the gentleman 
from California [Mr. VoormIs], on the 
remarks he made a few minutes ago. His 
economic theories are sound, and his log- 
ical reasoning appeals to me greatly, but 
not so much as does the earnestness of 
his consideration of the vital matters we 
are wrestling with here. It would be 
trivial of me to indicate any points of 
difference we two may have, though there 
are some, but I do want to express my 
appreciation of his attitude in this 
matter. 

Several gentlemen before me have bit- 
terly regretted and seemed politically 
anxious to blame somebody for the fact 
that we entered the greatest war of all 
history with an enormous burden of debt 
to begin with. Well, I regret that early 
indebtedness, too, but without the 
blame which others have implied. Ob- 
viously, it would have been better for us 
to have gone into this war, costing as it 
does, so many billions of dollars, if it had 
been possible to start without any indebt- 
edness. However, it must be remembered 
that for 10 years prior to the outbreak 
of the war in Europe, in September of 
1939, we had been in a war. We had been 
waging a war of a different kind, against 
a business depression, but one about as 
devastating as an invasion of ferocious 
enemies such as we have in Europe and 
Asia. It is worse than crying over spilt 
milk to speak now about the indebtedness 
occasioned by that other war, in seeking 
to blame somebody for the huge debt we 
are piling up in the conduct of this war. 
I contend that both wars were fought to 
save our country, and if it takes more 
than half the wealth of our country to 
wage these wars successfully, that is to 
success through victory, it will be cheap 
at such a price, 

As I have before on the floor of this 
House contended, the total cost of any 
war, that is, the blood cost plus the 
money cost, cannot be assessed against 
any one generation; not the generation 
which wages the war, nor any or all gen- 
erations which follow. Certainly the 
generation which wages the war bears a 
large proportion of the total cost, if not 
the largest proportion. But when we 
think of the inevitable effects of war 
upon future generations, it is obvious 
that the generation which wages the war 
does not and cannot bear the total blood 
cost of any war. And when we turn to 
the money costs, it is equally obvious 
that it is impossible for the generation 
which wages the war to bear all the prop- 
erty costs of that war. For, as it has 
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been brought out here today, we expect 
to spend in 1 year probably more than 
$70,000,000,000 in the conduct of the 
war, and we hope with this bill, plus all 
other tax bills, to raise about one-third 
of that amount during the year. Ac- 
cordingly, by this scale, two-thirds of the 
money costs of the war will be on bor- 
rowed money, and thus may be passed 
on to later generations to be paid. 

I agree with several gentlemen before 
me that if we are wise, we will not build 
up a burden of interest-bearing debts 
to any such extent of requiring seven or 
more billions of dollars annually in in- 
terest payments, to last forever. Several 
gentlemen today have expressed ‘the 
opinion that we are creating an eternal 
debt. I think those who are fighting 
this war, if they carry it to completion 
in a satisfactory and proper manner, will 
have owing them an eternal debt of 
gratitude from all generations to follow. 
But I do not want us to create a financial 
debt which will be eternal as some fear. 
For that reason I favor paying as much 
as possible as we go, and borrowing from 
the people who have the real money for 
that portion which must be borrowed. 
By sane and statesmanlike management 
at this period of the war we may be able 
to avoid some of the evils of inflation, if 
not most of them, and minimize the 
financial burdens which are bound to 
follow this momentous struggle. Having 
brought our children into such a world 
at such a time, we older persons in offi- 
cial position of influence can never look 
them in the face, if, after they have 
borne a large part of the blood cost and 
did survive, we permit to be loaded upon 
them the major part of the money cost 
through uncounted years. Let us try to 
save America for all of us—all who sur- 
vive and those who come after us. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. LANHAM, Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7378) to. provide revenue, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend the 
remarks I made today on the pending 
bill and include therein several telegrams 
and letters bearing on the provisions 
discussed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Idaho? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. HART. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Recorp and include therein a 
statement on House Joint Resolution 291. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp on the subject 
of gasoline rationing and include therein 
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a short editorial from the Charlotte 
Observer. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was. no objection. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made in the Committee of 
the Whole today and include therein cer- 
tain excerpts. I further ask unanimous 
consent to extend my own remarks in 
the Recorp and include therein a state- 
ment from a newspaper and my reply 
thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to include in the re- 
marks I made in the Committee of the 
Whole today several telegrams from 
Idaho shippers, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Idaho? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on tomorrow, at 
the conclusion of the legislative program 
of the day and following any special or- 
ders heretofore entered, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. CLEVENGER] may be per- 
mitted to address the House for 10 min- 
utes. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Fenton, for Saturday, July 18, 
1942, on account of illness in family. 

To Mr. Kee, for 10 days, on. account 
of return to district on important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. ScrucHaM, indefinitely, on ac- 
count of official business. 


SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
The Speaker announced his signature 


to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 


S. 1694. An act for the relief of Mrs. Claud 
Tuck. 


JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on’ 


Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on this day present to the 
President, for his approval, a joint reso- 
lution of the House of the following title: 


H. J. Res. 318, Joint resolution to amend 
section 1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code to extend to the members of the armed 
forces of the United Nations the exemption 
from the tax on admissions in cases where 
admission is free, and to exempt from tax the 
amount paid for admissions to theaters and 
other activities operated by the War Depart- 
ment or the Navy Department within posts, 
camps, reservations, and other areas main- 
tained by the Military or Naval Establish- 


ment, 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn, 
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The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 5 o'clock and 24 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Satur- 
day, July 18, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon, 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
CoMMERCE 


There will be a meeting of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce at 10 a. m. 
Tuesday, July 21, 1942. 

Business to be considered: Hearings on 
S. 2598, telegraph merger bill, beginning 
Tuesday, July 21. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1802. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
amend section 61, the National Defense Act, 
as amended; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

1803. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting the action of the 
Army and Navy Joint Board, J. N. No. 319-1 
(Serial 750) of July 1, 1942; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

1804. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a copy of the legis- 
lation passed by the Municipal Council of St. 
Thomas and St. John, V. I.; to the Commit- 
tee on Insular Affairs. 

1805. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a list of papers, 
for disposal by certain agencies of the Fed- 
eral Government; to the Committee on the 
Disposition of Executive Papers. 

1806. A letter from the Secretary of Com- 
merce, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill to provide for the instruction of meteoro- 
logical students in weather forecasting; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. MURDOCE: Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation. S. 2554. An act to pro- 
vide that the transmountain tunnel con- 
structed in connection with the Colorado- 
Big Thompson project shall be known as the 
“Alva B. Adams tunnel”; without amendment 
(Rept. No, 2350). Referred to the House 
Calendar, 

Mr. MURDOCK: Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation. H. R. 7255. A bill grant- 
ing the consent of Con, ress to the States of 
Colorado, Kansas, and Nebraska to negotiate 
and enter into a compact for the division of 
the waters of the Republican River; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2351). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: 

H. R.7399. A bill to increase the penalty 
for indecent exposure in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 
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By Mr, KNUTSON: 

H. R.7400. A bill to amend section 5h (a) 
of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
Act, so as to direct the purchase of, and the 
making of loans upon the security of, rationed 
motor vehicles and motor-vehicle tires and 
accessories, and to modify the basis for 
determining the amount of any such pur- 
chase or loan; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. COLLINS: : 

H.R. 7401, A bill to provide that enlisted 
members of the armed forces stationed in the 
United States shall be granted furloughs 
once each 6 months at Government expense; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LANE: 

H. R. 7402. A bill to amend the Nationality 
Act of 1940 with respect to the apportion- 
ment of fees collected by clerks of certain 
courts in naturalization proceedings; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. SCANLON: 

H.R. 7404. A bill for the relief of substi- 
tutes in the Postal Service; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KING: 

H.R. 7405. A bill to provide for the re- 
habilitation and reconstruction of highways 
in the Territory of Hawaii substantially dam- 
aged by the Army or Navy or their contrac- 
tors, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Roads. 

By Mr. PATMAN: 

H. Con. Res. 76. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the printing of the manuscript 
entitled “Handbook for Service Men and 
Women, World War II, and Their Depend- 
ents,” as a public document, and for addi- 
tional copies thereof; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: 

H.Con.Res.77 (by request), Concurrent 
resolution requesting the President to invite 
foreign governments to participate in an in- 
ternational constitutional convention to 
draft a constitution providing for an inter- 
national government; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 

Mr. BLOOM introduced a bill (H. R. 7403) 
for the relief of Horace W. Goldsmith, which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3244. By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of 60 
citizens of Vernon County, Mo., urging pas- 
sage of Senate bill 860 as a contribution to a 
wholesome defense program; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

$245. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Petition of 
86 members of the Indianola Methodist 
Church of Indianola, Iowa, urging legisla- 
tion to provide for the abolishment of liquor 
traffic as an aid to an all-out war effort; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$246. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Beaver 
County (Pa.) branch of the National Reform 
Association, urging the immediate passage 
of the Sheppard bill, S. 860, to prohibit the 
sale of liquors, including beer, in all the 
camps of our armed forces and in the vi- 
cinities thereof; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

3247. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Resolu- 
tion of the Monroe Kiwanis Club, of Monroe, 
Wis., that inasmuch as the dairy farmers of 
Green County, Wis., have done and are still 
doing their utmost to increase the produc- 
tion of dairy products in an all-out effort to 
supply the demands of our Government dur- 
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ing the war period, that the Government be 
urged to order either under the lend-lease 
program or for Army and Navy requirements 
larger quantities of the cheese being pro- 
duced, particularly Junior Grade American 
and Grinder Swiss which is available for 
processing purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

3248. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
Agricultural Council of California at its an- 
nual meeting held in San Francisco June 18 
with reference to rubber shortage; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SATURDAY, JULY 18, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


O spirit of the living God, teach us to 
speak words of wholesome truth, when 
clear in the language that all men under- 
stand, then we shall be worthy of the 
vocation wherewith we are called. We 
pray that Thou wilt lift us above all that 
is sordid, putting a premium on wise and 
unprejudiced thinking which together 
make for righteousness in the soul. Do 
Thou impart Thy soul-cheering comfort 
and let the sweet tokens of Thy pardon 
rest upon us. 

Enable us at all times to give our 
strength to the weak, our substance to 
the poor, our sympathy to the suffering, 
and our hearts to our Saviour. Thy 
goodness, like the atmosphere, is round 
about us; do Thou enable us by our en- 
deavors to prove the gift. Forbid that 
we should give nothing in return—no 
sympathy, no mercy, and no kindness; 
allow not Thy rich blessings to be selfishly 
appropriated. Oh, breathe upon us that 
love which is very patient—that love 
which is never selfish, never boasts, seeks 
not her own, is not puffed up, and is not 
easily provoked. So shall our walk be 
close with Thee, in companionship with 
the Christ who gave us a new com- 
mandment that we should love one an- 
other. In the name of Him who is the 
eternal light of lights. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Gatling, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed, with amendments 
in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R.6999. An act to promote the national 
defense and to promptly facilitate and pro- 
tect the transport of materials and supplies 
needful to the Military Establishment by au- 
thorizing the construction and operation of 
a pipe line and a navigable barge channel 
across Florida, and by deepening and enlarg- 
ing the intracoastal waterway from its pres- 
ent eastern terminus to the vicinity of the 
Mexican border. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6807) entitled “An act to establish a 
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Women’s Auxiliary Reserve in the Navy, 
and for other purposes.” 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Appendix of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp and to include therein a testi- 
monial from Dr. James H. Beal. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, LEA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. ScrucHam] may have the 
privilege of extending his own remarks 
in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 


OLD-AGE PENSIONS 


Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Van Zanpt addressed the House, 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.) 


DICTATORSHIP IN AMERICAN MUSIC 


Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute, to extend my remarks 
in the Record, and to include therein 
some newspaper clippings. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the penea of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Braptey of Michigan addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to include in the re- 
marks I expect to make in Committee of 
the Whole today a letter and two or three 
exhibits. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 


HEARINGS ON ESTABLISHING A NATIONAL 
UNEMPLOYMENT COMMISSION 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the 
Committee on Printing, I report (Rept. 
No. 2352) back favorably without amend- 
ment a privileged concurrent resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 72) authorizing the print- 
ing of additional hearings on joint reso- 
lutions Establishing a Post-Emergency 
Economic Advisory Commission and a 
National Unemployment Commission, 
and I ask for immediate consideration of 
the resolution. 

The Clerk read the concurrent resolu- 
tion, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That in accordance 
with paragraph 3 of section 2 of the Printing 
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Act, approved March 1, 1907, the Committee 
on Labor of the House of Representatives 
be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered 
to have printed for its use 1,000 copies of the 
hearings held before a subcommittee of said 
committee during the first session of the 
Seventy-seventh Congress on joint resolutions 
Establishing a Post-Emergency Economic Ad- 
visory Commission and a National Unemploy- 
ment Commission. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


PIPE LINE AND NAVIGABLE BARGE 
CHANNEL ACROSS FLORIDA 


Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 6999) to 
promote the national defense and to 
promptly facilitate and protect the trans- 
port of materials and supplies needful to 
the Military Establishment by authoriz- 
ing the construction and operation of a 
pipe line and a navigable barge channel 
across Florida, and by deepening and en- 
larging the intracoastal waterway from 
its present eastern terminus to the vicin- 
ity of the Mexican border, just messaged 
over by the Senate, with certain Senate 
amendments and agree to the Senate 
amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 

Page 2, line 13, after “1942”, insert “, ex- 
cept that the annual payments to be made 
by the Government to the Board of Commis- 
sioners of the Port of New Orleans are not 
limited by this act to the amount recom- 
mended by the Chief of Engineers but are 
left open to negotiations between the Board 
of Commissioners of the Port of New Orleans 
and the Chief of Engineers.” 

Page 2, line 14, after “authorized”, insert 
“to expedite the utilization of the facilities 
hereinabove authorized by the employment 
of temporary structures and available mate- 
rials, and.” 

Page 2, line 16, after “advisable:”, insert 
“And provided further, That subject to the 
provisions of Public Law 197, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, there is authorized to be con- 
structed one or more pipe lines, together with 
all necessary terminal facilities, for the 
transport of petroleum and its products, 
from the vicinity of Port St. Joe and other 
points on the Gulf coast of Florida to the 
St. Johns River, and a crude-oil pipe line 
from the Tinsley oil field, in the vicinity of 
Yazoo, Miss., to Charleston, S. C., and/or 
Savannah, Ga. 

“Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated the sum of $93,000,000 to carry 
out the provisions of this act.” 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman tell the differences 
between the two Houses? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. The principal 
amendment is one in regard to the op- 
eration of the pipe lines. The bill as we 
had it in the House provided that they 
should be under the engineers of the War 
Department, although all other pipe lines 
under existing law are under another au- 
thority. The Budget recommended to 
Senator Barley, chairman of the Com- 
merce Committee of the Senate, that we 
make this operation the same as the 
operation of all other pipe lines. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Is it 
the Interior Department that supervises 
pipe-line construction? 
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Mr. MANSFIELD, Yes; it is under the 
Interior Department. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 
are the other amendments? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. One is in regard to 
the tolls or the charges for the locks to 
the industrial district at New Orleans. 
The existing channel there which has 
been in operation for many years uses 
the industrial canal between the Missis- 
sippi River and Lake Pontchartrain. 
One-half of that distance has been cut off 
and the line changed to another course. 
This would change the operation of those 
locks so as not to utilize them at certain 
points. 

The bill as we had it left it with the 
Chief of Engineers to decide what the 
charge should be, but this would leave it 
to negotiations between the city commis- 
sion and the engineers to determine the 
amount. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. And 
there really is not very much difference? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Very little. 

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr.MANSFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Do I understand 
that this request comes from the Bureau 
of the Budget? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes; the Bureau of 
the Budget wrote a letter to the chairman 
of the Commerce Committee of the Sen- 
ate. I think it was put in the RECORD 
yesterday in the Senate. That letter 
recommended that the operation be not 
changed, but that it come under the gen- 
eral law, with all other pipe-line opera- 
tions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Is 
there any difference in the amount of 
money involved? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. None whatever. 

Mr. MAY. Iunderstood the gentleman 
to say that, as far as the pipe lines are 
concerned, that would be under the de- 
partment or agencies of the Government 
that now have charge, but that, so far as 
the barge line is concerned, or any of the 
other activities relating to inland water- 
ways, it would be under the Corps of 
Engineers. 

Mr, MANSFIELD. Absolutely. The 
gentleman is correct. 

Mr. DINGELL. The gentleman was 
very successful in bringing through the 
barge canal and the pipe line. I am 
wondering what the status is with regard 
to the development of the St. Lawrence 
waterway. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. None whatever, sir. 

Mr. DINGELL. No chance whatso- 
ever? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. No change, I say. 

Mr. DINGELL. I mean what is the 
chance of bringing out the St. Lawrence 
waterway development? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. The gentleman will 
have to ask Congress. That is under the 
rivers and harbors bill, and we have not 
yet had a rule for it. 

Mr. DINGELL. And where is the next 
move—in the Rules Committee? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman 
kindly explain the amendment of the 
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Senate which authorizes the construc- 
tion of the pipe line from the Tinsley 
field in Mississippi? What is going to 
be the capacity of that line, and is there 
any prospect of getting pipe for that line? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am sorry that I 
cannot answer the gentleman’s question. 
I do not know what is the prospect of get- 
ting the pipe. It may be impossible. It 
is left the same as it passed the House, 
except that the operation of it will be 
under the general law, 197, instead of 
under the engineers of the War Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMES. I understand that 
about 1,400 miles of second-hand pipe 
has been taken up out of the oil fields 
of Texas, Oklahoma, and Arkansas, to be 
utilized for this additional construction. 

Reng MANSFIELD. Not to my knowl- 
edge. 

Mr. HOLMES. I understand from a 
member of the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee, and a member of 
the coal committee, who made an ex- 
haustive study of petroleum production 
and the transportation of it, that much 
of the second-hand pipe will be avail- 
able for this pipe line from the Tinsley 
field to Savannah. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I do not know, but 
I think the information the gentleman 
received is not correct. In fact, if it 
comes from Texas, the pipe lines of Texas 
are under the jurisdiction of the State 
railway commission, and they have not 
granted any except for one 8-inch pipe 
to go across Florida, as I understand it. 

Mr, HOLMES. The testimony before 
our committee has been to the effect that 
about 1,400 miles of this second-hand 
pipe is going to be taken up and was being 
taken up, to be utilized across Florida, 
and in addition from others points in 
Mississippi. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. The pipe to be used 
to cross Florida is pipe one end of which 
is in my own district in Texas, and it 
cost about $3,000,000, as I am informed. 
They have permission and have nego- 
tiated to purchase it, and the permission 
has been granted to take it up and move 
it to Florida. That is only one 8-inch 
pipe. 

Mr. HOLMES. I can assure the gen- 
tleman that the Texas commission, as 
with interested officials in other States, 
are all anxiously cooperating. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. They are anxious 
to do that, and if it can be done, I am 
sure it will be done. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. RICH. Did the Senate leave in 
the bill the barge canal in Florida? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. They did. 

Mr. RICH. They left that in the bill? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes; just as it was 
passed here. 

Mr. RICH. How much is that barge 
canal to cost the Government when 
completed? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Forty-four million 
dollars, according to the estimate. 

Mr. RICH. The gentleman does not 
poneys that it will require any more than 
that? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I do not think it 
will require that much. 
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Mr, RICH. If they would want to 
change that from a barge canal to a ship 
canal, does the gentleman believe there 
is any likelihood of it being done? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. It is practically 
impossible for this reason. It is a high- 
level barge canal, the highest portion 
being about 52 feet above sea level, and 
it is a lock canal, three locks at one end, 
and two at the other, and to convert it 
into a ship canal would take 6 years, and 
they would have to abandon it for 6 
years while doing that. 

Mr. RICH. They have done more 
foolish things than that, and are just as 
liable to do it. I have an idea that is 
just what is going to happen in a few 
years. After you build these locks and 
get it ready ior a barge canal, then they 
will come in here with a bill and ask us 
to do away with the locks and cut the 
depth down to sea level and then you 
will have a ship channel and all the 
money you are spending now will be for 


naught. Do you not think that is likely 
to happen? 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 


There will be no money at that time. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. The ranking mi- 
nority member of the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors, as well as myself, signed 
a minority report against the ship chan- 
nel long before this issue came up. 

Mr. RICH. You will recall that at 
Bonneville they built a dam there and 
they had fish ladders. They spent $3,- 
000,000 to build a fish ladder. After a 
whil2 they put out the $3,000,000 fish 
ladders and it cost them $10,000,000 to 
correct what they had built there. The 
fish had never been able to crawl up 
the ladder. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. They have to train 
the fishes to use the ladder, I suppose. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

: The Senate amendments were agreed 
0. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 


PREFERENCE RIGHT TO CERTAIN OIL AND 
GAS LEASES 


Mr. ROBINSON of Utah submitted a 
conference report and statement on the 
bill (H. R. 6071) to grant a preference 
right to certain oil and gas leases for 
printing in the RECORD. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks and include therein a short 
address delivered by myself at a recent 
San Antonio bar convention; also an ad- 
dress delivered by Justice Jackson, of 
the Supreme Court. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and include excerpts from 
newspaper articles and a radio address. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7378) to 
provide revenue, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill H. R. 7378, 
with Mr. LANHAM in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RICH]. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, this is the 
fifteenth tax.bill this administration has 
presented to Congress, and I have sup- 
ported 14 of them. I did so because 
I knew it was necessary in order to 
help keep the country at least partly 
solvent. When you spend in government 
you must tax. This administration 
headed by Mr. Roosevelt is the greatest 
spender of all history, so they are also the 
greatest taxers and they have presented 
15 tax bills and are now talking of more 
tax bills to come. That is because they 
are the greatest politicians. They spend 
for politics and they tax for the best 
interest of politics. I always thought the 
duty of a President and a public officer 
was to do that which was for the best 
interest of the country as a whole, but 
not so with Mr. Roosevelt and the New 
Deal. Seems to be the New Deal first 
and those who hang onto the New Deal in 
a political way, and if my observation is 
correct, the New Deal has more political 
hangers-on than this Nation ever 
dreamed of. When they break the coun- 
try down and bankrupt it—then what? 
What will Mr. Roosevelt and those who 
voted for the New Deal policies think? 
No country, no government, no noth- 
ing—well, that is what we are coming to. 

I have asked the question for 10 years, 
Where are you going to get the money? 
No answer from them. I did so because 
of the vast spending of the Roosevelt 
Policies. Icould see where we were going 
to, and let us look at the Roosevelt record 
to date. I will only give the Roosevelt 
deficits; and I will say it is a terrible rec- 
ord, none like it ever, none ever to ap- 
proach it in all the world. Mr. Roosevelt 
and his party hold all squandering rec- 
ords of all times. 


Mar. 4, 1933, to June 30, 


1934, deficit. ..-.._..... -~ $892, 600,000 
1934 deficit.....--......-... 3, 409, 000, 000 
1935 deficit................. 2, 938, 000, 000 
1936 deficit_____.___-_______. 4, 361, 000, 000 
1937 deficit__.____.-._.--... 2, 707, 000, 000 
1938 deficit._.....-...-..-.. 1, 459, 000, 000 
1989 deficit_................ 3, 685, 000, 000 
1940 deficit.__.___.__....... 3, 611, 000, 000 
1941 a a 5, 500, 000, 000 
1942 deficit.........-....... 19, 692, 245, 776 
1943 estimated deficit._..._- 40, 000, 000, 000 


Our national deficit July 14, 1942, $78,234,- 
491,836.49, 


Taxes, taxes, taxes, taxes, taxes. Is it 
any wonder you need taxes—14 tax bills 
passed and this one now the greatest tax 
bill of history, and more to follow. A 
record which is criminal to our Amer- 
ican way of life and form of government. 
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It all results from inefficiency and do- 
not-know-how. It is a shame. It is a 
blotch on history caused by wild, ex- 
travagant spending, by too many New 
Deal tactics and too much waste, extrav- 
agance, and meddling. What kind of 
taxes have you? Well, let us enumerate 
a few of them: 

Income tax, Federal and State; capi- 
tal-stock tax; franchise tax; corporate- 
loan tax; sales tax; local tax; road tax; 
school tax; borough tax; city tax; Fed- 
eral electric energy tax; mercantile tax; 
social-security tax; excess-profits tax; 
defense tax; manufacturers’ excise tax; 
tax on stocks; gross-profits tax; tax on 
your electric bills; cigarette tax; jewelry 
tax; gasoline tax; automobile tax; fur 
tax; surtax; normal tax; and taxes that 
are not normal. 

Oh, we could enumerate them for & 
long time, but there is more to come, 
Taxation without representation is tyr- 
anny, and representation without taxa- 
tion is just as bad. So tax, tax, tax if 
you spend, spend, spend. 

You have the country in a bad way, 
Mr, President, with your folly in spend- 
ing, now at war in all corners of the 
earth. Well, you just cannot spend with- 
out taxing, so while I did ot help you 
spend—and I am thankful now I did 
not—I suppose I will have to help you 
tax. I do not like to do it, but I would 
rather tax the people than wreck the 
Nation. I do not like this tax bill. It is 
just a bad one, and I am afraid it will do 
more harm than good. 

I do not like the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee to write the bill and then apply 
for a rule so all we can do is to talk about 
the bill and do nothing to improve it, 
It smacks of dictatorship. Take it or 
leave it. Like it and lump it. I want 
you to know I do not like it and I will tell 
you the people will not like it. I said the 
other day I thought it was a rotten bill; 
well, I have not changed my mind. Be- 
fore this bill came to light, taxes were 
paid in about this proportion: 

The man who earned $1,000 paid $190 
a year tax. 

The man who earned $2,000 paid 
$335 a year tax. 

The man who earned $5,000 paid 
$1,060 a year tax, 

The small man paid too much in pro- 
portion to his earnings and this bill will 
only add to his burden. 

This bill in my judgment will put cut 
of business many business concerns, and 
as it puts one out of business the burden 
becomes that much greater on those that 
are left. 

If too many have to quit we will wreck 
jobs, you will close up business; taxes 
become greater, the burden unbearable, 
and then comes the wreck—bankruptcy, 
chaos. Well I can see this administra- 
tion wrecking the United States of Amer- 
ica. I can see it crumbling to some form 
of rule such as a dictatorship, commu- 
nism, or what have you. I, too, believe 
that if corporate taxes should be in- 
creased, that this bill should be changed 
from normal and surtax profits of 45 
percent to normal profit of 20 percent 
and surtax of 10 percent or not over 15 
percent, that would make 30 percent nor- 
mal tax and surtax, and if you will make 
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the excess-profits tax 90 or 95 percent if 
you want to make it that high. I will 
vote for it providing you cut normal tax 
and surtax. If your bill as it is written is 
made law, corporations, many of them, 
will not dare pay a dividend, especially if 
they have any debts. If they pay divi- 
dends they will have nothing left to pay 
debts. That, in my judgment, is terrible; 
it is just suicide to business and to banks. 
It is suicide to jobs, it is a wreck for your 
Government, because it wrecks private 
initiative, and if you wreck private ini- 
tiative and the jobs and the business 
enterprises, you wreck America and you 
wreck our freedom and you wreck our 
liberty. : 

You say we are at war. So we are, 
and whose fault is it? History will so 
record that act and it is better not spoken 
of today because we must all sacrifice 
and win it. Iam one who wants to win 
the war but I am not ready to wreck our 
people in business before we.do win the 
war or I am afraid we cannot then win 
it. 

People must live, business must pro- 
duce and survive. We must furnish the 
boys at the front guns, planes, ammuni- 
tion, ships, merchandise, ‘shells, or we 
cannot win the war. 

Iam in hopes that the Ways and Means 
Committee will amend their bill before it 
becomes the act of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I feel sure the Senate will 
do so; why not you do it; it is right, it is 
honest, it is just, and it is good common 
sense. 

Why not the sales tax now to raise 
the $3,000,000,000 additional you are 
figuring on and which you said would be 
better to enact after the election? 

Oh, American voters, wake up and get 
men who will do their duty before it is too 
late if Congress does not vote the taxes 
now that will win the war, and preserve 
American freedom, American liberty, and 
American independence. 

It is up to the New Deal Congressmen 
who are in the saddle in government 
now. If you do not do your duty, Con- 
gressmen, then I say ‘t is up to the voters 
back home in November. Which shall 
it be? Congressmen or voters? Time 
will tell.. May the best be done for our 
country and our people. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. CARLSON]. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Chairman, yes- 
terday I was asked if the proposed Reve- 
nue Act of 1942 was a good bill. My 
reply was that to the taxpayer no tax bill 
fl a good one—and this is another tax 

Since 1933 Congress has enacted at 
least one new Revenue Act every year, 
and in one of the intervening years we 
enacted two new tax bills. I am not a 
prophet nor the son of a prophet, but I 
here and now predict that next year we 
will have another one, Our people are 
not going to complain about increased 
taxes as long as the money is spent for 
the war effort. They are willing to make 
every sacrifice necessary to win this war. 
However, they are insisting that Congress 
reduce nondefense expenditures and they 
are further insisting that waste and ex- 
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cessive profits in our war effort be 
eliminated. 

There are a number of provisions in 
the tax bill that I am opposed to, but it 
is the composite effort of 25 men who 
spent many months studying the prob- 
lem. It is my opinion that we must 
broaden the tax base. Certainly we can- 
not expect to carry these high Federal 
expenditures by limiting the tax base to 
those who receive incomes above the 
present exemptions. In 1941, 75 percent 
of all those who earned incomes paid no 
Federal income tax. At least 60 per- 
cent of the national income in that year 
carried no Federal income-tax burden. 
The chief beneficiaries of the increased 
income arising out of war production 
represent the major part of our consum- 
ing public. On July 11 George Gallup 
released his poll, which indicated that 
the public would be willing to pay a 
greater burden of taxes than that pro- 
posed by the present Revenue Act. Mr, 
Gallup’s poll concluded that the typical 
average family earning $2,000 or less 
would be willing to pay $54 in taxes an- 
nually. Under the proposed Revenue 
Act they will pay no taxes. It was my 
view that the committee should have met 
this problem in this Revenue Act, but the 
majority of the committee thought other- 
wise. It is a problem that will have to 
be met in the very near future. Under 
leave to extend my remarks I am includ- 
ing the tables submitted in the Gallup 
poll on July 11: 


The institute recently completed a survey 
in which the public was asked what income 
tax they would levy on a family of four 
earning various amounts from $1,000 a year 
up. 

When the results are compared with the 
sums proposed in the present tax bill before 
Congress it is clear that the public would 
go much further than the Government in 
broadening the income-tax base. 


Tax pro- | Tax 
Shad by posed by 
public ongress 


Typical family earning— 

$1,000 $7 None 
$1,500.. 24 None 
$2,000.. 54 None 
$3,000.. 201 $162 

„000. 470 540 
$10,000. 1, 640 1, 800 
$50,000. 13, 700 24, 296 
$100,000. 83, 700 62, 416 


A sizable share of American spending 
power is found in the income brackets under 
$2,000 a year—brackets now exempt from 
Federal income taxes. In Britain, a sales tax 
has been added to already high income taxes 
as a means of draining of some of the 
purchasing power in these lower brackets. 

In the United States, popular sentiment 
for a Federal sales levy has grown in recent 
weeks. A substantial majority favor a 2-per- 
cent tax as the following table shows: 


2 percént sales tax 


Favor | Oppose 


Percent 


BLBR25 
& 
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It might be well to look back to 1917 
for a comparison of expenditures in that 
war and the present one. The maximum 
Federal debt as a result of the first World 
War was twenty-five and one-half billion 
dollars in 1919. Today the Federal debt 
is more than $75,000,000,000, and many 
economists predict that the Federal debt 
will reach one hundred and fifty to two 
hundred billion dollars before the war is 
over. We will soon be spending money at 
the rate of $3,000,000,000 per month. 
This 1 month’s expenditure is greater 
than the entire Federal debt in 1917. 
This money, if wisely spent, should hasten 
final and complete victory. 

No person or corporation should be per- 
mitted to make excess profits out of this 
war. Everyone should be permitted to 
earn a reasonable profit which is com- 
mensurate with the risks of each particu- 
lar enterprise. The taxes must not be so 
high as to discourage production, cripple 
industry, or prevent the establishment of 
adequate reserves for the future, but it 
must be a tax heavy enough to retain the 
confidence of the American people. 

There are two methods of financing 
this war, namely, by borrowing and by 
taxation. There are two suggestions usu- 
ally brought forth in favor of borrowing; 
first, that it emphasizes the voluntary 
element in war financing and therefore 
offers a greater chance to attract idle 
money, and, secondly, that the financial 
burden of the war should be placed on fu- 
ture generations who will share in the 
blessings of victory. A large part of this 
present war must of necessity be financed 
by borrowing. This, however, is a dan- 
gerous method in that it is inflationary. 
Taxes are regressive and therefore aid in 
siphoning off excess purchasing power 
which must be done if we are to avoid 
inflation. A 1-percent increase in the 
cost of living is in reality a 1-percent 
sales tax. 

SALES TAX 


Many shudder at the thought of a sales 
tax, yet the 15-percent increase we have 
had in living costs during the past months 
is in reality a sales tax. It is my opinion 
that this bill does not go far enough in 
siphoning off the excess purchasing 
power where it would have the most effect 
in stopping inflation. The sales-tax 
problem must be faced by Congress in the 
future, and I am fully cognizant of the 
arguments both for and against it. Iam 
willing to admit that it is not an ability- 
to-pay tax, that it is unorthodox and 
should not be levied except in emergen- 
cies. It is my contention that we have 
reached that emergency. The three prin- 
cipal arguments in opposition to a con- 
sumer’s sales tax are: 

First. That it is regressive, that is, falls 
relatively most heavily upon those with 
low incomes. 

Second. That those with low incomes 
cannot afford to pay more in taxes than 
at present—that they need all their in- 
come, and more, in order to maintain 
even a minimum standard of living; and 

Third. That such a tax is “inflation- 
ary.” 

The first two of these points are valid 
under normal conditions but not at the 
present time. The last has no founda- 
tion at any time. A sales tax is defi- 
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nitely deflationary—the opposite of 
inflationary. 

No one, of course, can contemplate 
with pleasure the imposition of heavier 
taxes upon those with low incomes, but 
that is not the choice that faces us today. 
We need every dollar of revenue we can 
raise and that means more taxes all 
along the line. No class and no group 
can be exempted and that means either 
a sales tax or a withholding tax, or both. 
There is no other feasible means for 
reaching those who receive approxi- 
mately 60 percent of our national in- 
come. I do not want to advocate a sales 
tax, but I am realistic enough to realize 
we are rapidly approaching one. Every 
major country engaged in this war has 
a sales tax. 

POST-WAR CREDIT 

It is not my intention to enter into an 
extended discussion of corporate taxes. 
This subject has been thoroughly covered 
by several previous speakers. However, 
I do want to explain my viewpoint on a 
subject that received much time and at- 
tention in committee, namely, post-war 
credit. The proposal submitted by the 
Treasury would have permitted excess- 
profit corporations to retain 14 percent 
of their adjusted excess-profits net in- 
come which, with a 94-percent excess- 
profits tax, would have made a net tax 
of 80 percent. Everyone who has studied 
the problem must admit that corpora- 
tions will have a serious post-war prob- 
lem but that situation will prevail for all 
corporations—not only the excess-profit 
corporations. I oppose the post-war 
refund for the following reasons: 

First. After the war, the Budget will 
probably show a deficit. To make re- 
funds out of the Treasury at such a time 
will be difficult. Yet the need for reem- 
ployment of returning soldiers by the 
corporations through the use of this re- 
fund will be great. 

Second. The unemployed will be ask- 
ing for increased doles. What govern- 
ment will at such a time hand out hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars to “big busi- 
ness” even to create jobs? 

Third. The returning soldiers will un- 
doubtedly ask for bonuses. What chance 
will there be to refund tax money to cor- 
porations? 

Fourth. As the stockholders change 
from year to year, the post-war stock- 
holders getting the refund may not be 
quite the same stockholders that bore 
the high excess-profits tax. 

Fifth. It is better to have the tax pay- 
ment a clean settled matter without any 
ragged edges. When the tax is paid 
the account may be closed. The refund 
procedure must be cumbersome and will 
clog the tax machinery. 


COLLECTION AT THE SOURCE 


Mr. Chairman, this tax bill provides 
for a new system of collecting taxes in 
the United States. This plan is in oper- 
ation in England and Australia. Can- 
ada uses the withholding at the source 
for the collection of taxes only for de- 
fense taxes and not for regular income 
taxes. The arguments in favor of this 
tax are that it is of convenience to the 
taxpayer, that it assists in the control of 
inflation and that it improves the col- 
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lections from the small taxpayers. This 
is such a vital departure from our pres- 
ent method of tax collection that I had 
hoped the committee would approve the 
plan on a voluntary basis instead of a 


‘Nation-wide compulsory program. There 


are no doubt concerns and individual 
organizations who would like to have 
their taxes collected on a monthly basis. 
On the other hand, this will work a real 
hardship and inconvenience on millions 
of small employers in the United States. 
It will add greatly to the burdens of the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue and Mr. Guy 
T. Helvering, Collector of Internal Reve- 
nue, stated before our committee that it 
would take from nine to twelve thousand 
additional employees. It would cost 
$24,000,000 and require the use of a large 
quantity of strategic and critical mate- 
rial for the manufacture of furniture, 
filing cabinets, card-punching machines, 
and other office equipment necessary for 
this work. In addition to this it will re- 
quire paper stock and printing which 
will be required to provide the hundreds 
of millions of forms needed. Every tax- 
payer in the United States will have an 
account in the office of the Bureau of 
Internal Revenue. There are 40,000,000 
accounts in the offices of Social Security, 
and certainly there is no reason to as- 
sume there will be a smaller number in 
this office. Our Nation’s demands are so 
great that we should devote our man- 
power and critical materials to the full 
prosecution of the war rather than spend 
our efforts on a new method of tax col- 
lection. I realize, of course, it will bring 
in some additional revenue, but we must 
remember that it will cost at least $24,- 
000,000 to set up the agency. This 
method of tax collection will make a tax 
collector out of most employers in the 
United States. They are already over- 
burdened with making reports and giv- 
ing information to the Government. At 
the present time most employers are 
deducting from their employees’ salaries 
for old-age benefits, unemployment bene- 
fits, War bonds, Community Chest, hos- 
pitalization, insurance. 

Now we are going to add taxes to this 
list. It will require every employee to 
list with his employer information in 
regard to his prospective income. This 
seems to me to be an invasion on the 
rights of our citizens. It also takes from 
the citizen the patriotic feeling he has 
when he presents his quarterly income 
tax payment to the Government. It 
seems to me the deductions from the em- 
ployees by check are all too numerous, 
This bill provides severe penalties which 
no doubt must be written into the law if 
it is to operate successfully. It makes 
an employer subject to a fine of $1,000 
and an imprisonment for 1 year or 
both for failure to carry out the provi- 
sions of this section. It makes him sub- 
ject to a fine of $50 if he fails to furnish 
a receipt with every income tax payment. 
This receipt must be issued with every 
pay check if the employer employs less 
than eight people. It makes the em- 
ployee subject to a fine of $500 and im- 
prisonment of 1 year, or both, if he 
fails to give the correct information to 
the employer. It seems to me this is a 
poor time to carry into effect a new pro- 
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gram of this type. Our efforts might 
much better be expended in an all-out 
effort to bring about an early conclusion 
of the war. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I wish 
to state I am not fearful that our people 
will not accept any sacrifice, or any re- 
sponsibility needed to win this war. We 
are approaching a period in our Nation’s 
history that may be as dark and as try- 
ing as Valley Forge. That same courage, 
that same determination to be free and 
remain free—that will to do or die— 
that spiritual devotion to a principle, and 
that love for our Nation will give us the 
victory. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CARLSON, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I congratulate 
the gentleman on his presentation and 
also on his explanation of the sales tax. 
I assume by that the gentleman means a 
retail sales tax. Am I correct? 

Mr. CARLSON. The gentleman is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. In my State we 
have had for 9 years a 2 percent retail 
sales tax, defined as a tax on all goods 
sold not for the purpose of resale. It has 
not been inflationary. It has been highly 
satisfactory and has been productive of 
a great amount of revenue. 

I was also interested in the gentle- 
man’s statement that a sales tax would 
fall more heavily on the poor people. 
May I ask the gentleman his opinion of 
this: Is it not true that all the taxes we 
are raising in this bill are ultimately paid 
by the consumer, and, the wage-earning 
class being the largest block of consum- 
ers, the taxes we are raising in this bill 
will ultimately be paid by those people 
just the same as if it were a direct sales 
tax? 

Mr. CARLSON. I believe the gentle- 
man is absolutely correct. The producer, 
the laborer, finally pays all taxes. There 
can be no question about that. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. There is no one 
else to pay it and never has been. f 

Would it not be better to bring it right 
out in the open and let the people see 
what they are paying, instead of having 
them pay it indirectly? 

Mr. CARLSON. That is my attitude 
and has been. I have been much inter- 
ested in this: Does the gentleman realize 
that we are the only major nation in this 
war that does not have a sales tax? 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. May I ask the 
gentleman this question’ Is it not true 
that the present bill contains a number 
of sales taxes, namely, the tax on ciga- 
rettes, which is a sales tax, the tax on 
tobacco, and the tax on motor oil? Every 
excise tax is in fact a sales tax, is it not? 

Mr. CARLSON. Of course, they are 
sales taxes, but the opponents of the sales 
tax dignify them by calling them excise 
taxes. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. But there is no 
difference; it is added to the sales price 
of the products? 

We have now literally hundreds of 
sales taxes disguised under a different 
name. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. CARLSON. I yield to the gentle- 
men from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GIFFORD. With respect to the 
withholding tax and the post-war credit 
tax, that simply adds to the demand debt 
of the Nation which is now already be- 
yond comprehension. Does the gentle- 
man see any immediate danger in this 
vast demand debt, in these bonds that 
are being issued? How far can we go 
with that demand debt hanging over us? 
Are you not going to do something about 
that? 

Mr. CARLSON. I can readily see the 
time in the post-war credit period when 
people will be presenting these bonds for 
payment. If we are going to issue these 
post-war credit bonds, which will prob- 
ably be $1,000,000,000 a year in addition 
to all other demands, I can see serious 
consequences. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Cannot the committee 
take the responsibility of urging the 
Treasury to issue 20-year bonds? They 
can sell them now at 2% percent. 

Mr. CARLSON. That is a very good 
suggestion, and I hope it will get serious 
and immediate attention by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GIFFORD. This is a tax bill. 
Why take all the suggestions from the 
Treasury? Why not suggest to them 
what they ought to do? 

Mr. CARLSON. The Treasury con- 
tends that we did not accept all their 
suggestions, so it is hardly fair to say that 
we did take their suggestions. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Of course, you did 
not, but you have been waiting for their 
suggestions rather than suggesting. 

Mr. CARLSON. I agree with the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr, GIFFORD. The gentleman has 
heard me talk before about the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means giving up all 
the taxing power in the way of a tariff. 
You capitulated in the way of a tariff 
to the departments. I am glad to see 
you hold back on this, but still, do not 
wait for the Treasury to say what to do. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. McKzoucu]. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Chairman, like 
every other member of the committee I 
am not completely satisfied with the bill 
as reported. I frankly confess, however, 
that I am much more pleased with our 
efforts as refiected in the final draft of 
this measure than I was immediately 
preceding the ending of our deliberations. 
I was one of those on the committee who 
were opposed to a general Federal sales 
tax. Ours were honest differences of 
opinion. Obviously, there were some on 
the committee who felt that a general 
sales tax would raise money quickly, and 
whatever inequalities and injustices such 
a philosophy of taxation carried with it 
might be justified because we were at 
war. I still feel, however, even though 
we are at war, the philosophy of a sales 
tax does violence to the American stand- 
ard of equitable taxation on the basis of 
ability to pay. I think it quite obvious 
that a sales tax does a grave injustice to 
those in the lower income bracket groups. 
A two, three, four, five, or regardless of 
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the particular amount of the tax in a 
percentage way, falls with greatest im- 
pact upon those who are in the low in- 
come groups. I therefore was opposed 
to it, and I was happy that the commit- 


tee finally took no action in the direction” 


of including a Federal sales tax in this 
revenue bill. 

I was one of those on the committee 
likewise who felt that the $500 exemp- 
tion for single persons was entirely too 
low, in that it required that one who re- 
ceived but $10 a week, which is pretty 
low with American standards still pre- 
vailing, should be compelled to pay an 
income tax. Five hundred dollars a year 
is less than $10 a week, and $10 a week 
for 40 hours of work is at the rate of 25 
cents an hour. 

Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I am sorry, but I 
wish the gentleman would let me pro- 
ceed and I shall be happy to yield when 
I have finished. 

So I opposed a $500 exemption. There 
were other factors, of course, in connec- 
tion with the bill where very honest dif- 
ferences of opinion prevailed. 

I am sure every Member of the Con- 
gress realizes that it is not a very popu- 
lar assignment to prepare a tax bill, and 
it certainly is not a happy responsibility 
that comes to the Members of the Con- 
gress to have to enact legislation that 
carries with it the penalties of taxation. 
We are, however, compelled, as represent- 
atives of the people, squarely to meet the 
issue—to bring to it the best judgment 
and the best statesmanship that the indi- 
vidual members of the committee are able 
to contribute. This is an obligation at 
any time, but when the Nation is at war 
it becomes a more militant obligation on 
the part of the members of the committee 
to which is assigned such a very unplea- 
sant task. Because of the sensing of that 
responsibility by the individual members 
of the Ways and Means Committee, there 
were, as I have said, sharp differences of 
opinion with reference to many phases of 
this tax bill. I submit in the interest of 
my associates on that committee, with 
whom I differed in some cases and they 
with me in others, their differences of 
opinion were predicated on very earnest 
and honest convictions. While our dif- 
ferences were sharp, provoking some very 
heated discussions, there was never at 
any time a feeling of partisanship that 
actuated the deliberations or conclusions 
of our committee. I do not believe there 
was a single roll call in the committee 
that was ever divided along purely par- 
tisan lines. This, I think, most eloquent- 
ly indicates that our differences were 
honest and that they were not in any way 
provoked by any spirit of partisanship. 

There are many phases of the bill to 
which I would like to address myself, 
However, time will not permit. So Iam 
going to confine myself to that particular 
phase of this bill that has provoked the 
minority views of our friend from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Knutson]. 

I noticed in his remarks of yesterday 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Knutson] indicates that when the delib- 
erations of the Committee of the Whole 
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have been completed he ‘will offer a 
motion to recommit this bill with the 
recommendation that the corporation 
excess-profits tax be made 90 percent and 
that the surtax and normal tax of corpo- 
rations be reduced to 40 percent. As the 
bill was reported by our committee, the 
excess-profits tax percentage rate was 
reported at 87% percent, and a norma) 
and a surtax corporation rate totaling 45 
percent—24 percent normal and 21 per- 
cent surtax. ; 

I am sure the gentleman from Minne- 
sota who proposes to offer the motion to 
recommit is not unmindful that in the 
event of the adoption of his motion, the 
estimates that have been brought to this 
committee as a result of the findings of 
our work totaling $6,122,000,000, will, in 
the event of the adoption of his amend- 
ment, reduce the total tax contributions 
as proposed in the bill approximately 
$300,000,000 to $350,000,000, so that we 
will have not $6,122,000,000, but less than 
$6,000,000,000 in the event of the adop- 
tion of his motion, 

Now what is the record and what are 
the facts with relation to the claim that 
we have injured small corporations? I 
know that the distinguished gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cooper], outlined 
rather fully the relief provisions of this 
particular proposal with reference to the 
treatment of hardship cases and unusual 
cases in relation to corporations. 

Iam sure there is not a single member 
of the committee who will not honestly 
state to the House that the relief provi- 
sions for corporation-tax purposes have 
been most generous by reason of the fact 
that the Treasury in the serious carrying 
out of the excess-pro‘its-tax program 
brought recommendations to the com- 
mittee, as did also the joint staff of our 
committee, with a view of relieving diffi- 
cult hardships that existing law invoked 
against corporations. I doubt if there 
ever was a time when the Ways and 
Means Committee was more friendly dis- 
posed in its attitude toward the need of 
correcting hardship situations as related 
to corporation taxes than was the case in 
the deliberations in the past 442 months 
by the Committee on Ways and Means. 
I do not believe any member of the com- 
mittee can justify the claim that the 
Committee on Ways and Means was un- 
mindful and unfriendly toward the needs 
of correcting causes that provoked hard- 
ships in the application of the excess- 
profits tax philosophy. So, we were not 
unkind to the corporations. We were 
friendly in our disposition toward them. 
We know, as they do, that we are at war. 
We realize, as they ought to, and I am 
sure they do, that the war is a costly one. 
The estimates of expenditure for war 
purposes, beginning the first day of this 
month, of the fiscal year 1942-43, of this 
Government, approximates $72,000,000,- 
000. That is at the average rate of $6,- 
000,000,000 per month for 12 months. 
The estimate of this tax bill combined 
with existing taxes raises not $25,000,- 
000,000, but approximately $23,000,000,- 
000 to $23,500,000,000. 

Simple arithmetic indicates that the 
deficit in the financing of this war by rea- 
son of these two sets of figures, approxi- 


1942 
mates a deficit of practically $50,000,- 
000,000. Who is to pay for that deficit? 
Those who now live during this period 
as well as those who are to follow the 
living generation. What anxiety should 
there be reflected by the committee to- 
ward the protection of the security of 
the credit of this Government? I think 
in the fullest measure and that the great- 
est. contribution that the Ways and 
Means Committee and the Congress can 
make for business generally is that the 
credit of the National Government 
should be held inviolate. We now face 
approximately a $200,000,000,000 funded 
debt for the National Government. If 
the war is to continue for 2 or 3 or 4 or 
5 years, that will be a constantly mount- 
ing funded debt, and it is no extrava- 
gance of the imagination in that event 
if the war is to continue for 2 or 3 or 4 
years more, for this Nation to face a 
three hundred and fifty to four hun- 
dred or five hundred billion dollar na- 
tional debt at the end of the war. What 
does that mean to the security of the 
credit of this Government? I submit, 
without in any way attempting to be pes- 
simistic, that if our Government is ever 
to be called upon to carry such a load, 
the obligations of the Federal Govern- 
ment are certainly impaired somewhat 
in their face value at the time of issue. 
What better contribution, I submit, 
could be made by the corporations and 
the citizens of this country, and by the 
Congress or the committee at this time, 
than to take action that will insure by 
every possible dollar that it can reach by 
the tax route, to reduce the constantly 
mounting funded debt in order that by 
that action we make the more secure 
the stability of the credit of this instru- 
mentality called the National Govern- 
ment of our country. 

I say that no corporation, large or 
small, has any complaint to offer with 
relation to the provisions that your com- 
mittee brought to this House with rela- 
tion to the excess and to the normal tax 
payments by corporations. The original 
proposal that the committee tentatively 
accepted was a 94-percent excess-profits 
tax, and a 40-percent normal and sur- 
tax. Strange as it may appear, that 
carried with it a proposal of 14 percent 
post-war credit for the corporations that 
were to pay the excess-profits tax. To 
us, however, there came a realization on 
the part of the committee if such a pro- 
posal were brought to the House without 
taxes being applied on the 14 percent 
when the 8752-percent excess-profits tax 
in the judgment of the committec it 
would not be accepted. I submit that 
when the 8742 percent excess-profits tax 
was offered, coupled as it was with the 
normal and the surtax being applied on 
the basis of 45 percent, and again cou- 
pled, if you please, with an increase of 
1 percent of the surtax for the individual 
tax return, the corporations have no 
cause for complaint, even though that 
combination of the 8742 percent and the 
45 percent removed from this tax bill the 
post-war credit provisions which had 
tentatively and originally been accepted. 
What does it mean? It means that if 
you adopt a 94-percent excess-profits 
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tax, there is 6 percent untouched by Fed- 
eral taxation. The 87!2-percent ex- 
cess-profits tax applied to the individual 
corporations benefiting out of war ex- 
penditures, allows an additional 642 per- 
cent free from any interference by the 
Federal Government in a tax way. I 
submit that the adoption of the 872- 
percent excess-profits tax, which granted 
to the individual corporation free of tax 
an additional 64% percent plus the orig- 
inal 6 percent on the 94-percent basis, 
contributes to the fullest measure of 
free enterprise in the conduct of the af- 
fairs of the individual corporations of 
the country. I submit by reason of that 
it was a contribution in that. direction 
of American standards that have been 
long accepted, and I trust will long re- 


“main in your country and mine. 


I say that the individual corporations 
have every right to expect from their 
Government the freest movement in the 
conduct of the affairs of the individual 
corporations. When I supported the new 
proposal I in no way posed as an enemy 
of the corporate entities of my country. 
On the contrary, I claim modestly in my 
interest and those like me who supported 
it, we were truly the friends of the corpo- 
rate entities of America. When we join 
with that proposal the increase of 5 per- 
cent in the surtax, we nerely ask the cor- 
porations of our country to join with the 
lowly millions of our citizens, who on a 
$500 exemption basis for a single person 
and $1,200 basis for married persons are 
making a generous contribution toward 
winning the war and the preservation of 
everything that you and I in America 
love and hold sacred. That was the posi- 
tion of the majority in reporting out the 
8742-percent excess-profits tax and the 
45 percent normal and surtax. 

To those who offer the argument that 
the 45 percent which was a 5-percent 
increase, will penalize corporations that 
do not have extra earnings as a result of 
the war, I answer and say to those who 
advance that argument that whether or 
not they have participated in war con- 
tracts, if they are earning an income, as 
corporate entities, worthy of domestic 
corporate charters issued by the States 
of this country, they have no reason to 
make complaint when their Government 
asks them collectively and individually to 
reflect the standards of true patriotism, 
worthy of Americans, to willingly con- 
tribute every dollar of earnings, if neces- 
sary, that we may preserve to the genera- 
tions to come that which they, you and I 
as citizens, have been fortunate enough 
to enjoy by living in the greatest country 
on the fact of God’s green earth. That 
is the issue. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Chairman, I 
submit there would be a serious mistake 
made if, when the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Kworson] offers a motion to 
recommit, the House were to adopt that 
motion. This is not the best tax bill that 
has ever been written or will be written, 
but I submit that the $6,122,000,000 that 
it contributes in addition to the present 
tax structure makes a real contribution 
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to the stability of the credit of our coun- 
try. I submit further that it is a more 
equitable application of the American 
standard of ability to pay in a tax way 
than will be the proposal that will be in- 
corporated in the motion by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota. 

I do not yield to him or to anyone 
else in my desire to preserve as many 
corporate entities in my country as is 
possible. America is big. It is strong. 
It is courageous, virile, militant in the 
protection of the development of indi- 
vidual initiative. I submit that by an 
increase of the five- to ten-thousand- 
dollar exemption that applies to corpora- 
tions earning $25,000 and less as excess 
profits, we have gone a long way to pro- 
tect the so-called small corporations. No 
member of the committee, no Member 
of the House seeks to destroy any cor- 
poration, large or small. I am some- 
what amused at the proposal offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Knutson] when he offers no sympathy, 
he sheds no tears for the corporations 
that have already gone down as a result 
of the war economy. I would have sup- 
ported and urged in the deliberations of 
the committee, that if there were to be 
a post-war credit out of the excess-profits 
tax paid, that it be allocated in the 
Treasury of the Government and that it 
be used to rehabilitate corporations that 
have already been destroyed because they 
are without war contracts, or by the 
application of priorities they no longer 
can receive materials with which to pro- 
duce the peacetime civilian goods. 
weep for those who have been destroyed, 
but in my weeping I urge the House that 
it be not fooled by the tears that are 
shed in the interest of the so-called 
small corporations. We at once in that 
motion recognize the psychology of the 
pickpocket who cries against the inno- 
cent, when detected with his hand in the 
other fellow’s pocket, and in order that 
he may escape attention himself, he 
charges some innocent bystander with 
the commission of the crime. I say to 
you that the large corporations that are 
weeping in the interest of the small cor- 
porations had better stop their weeping, 
for if they weep too long and too loud 
they will only direct attention, free from 
emotion, free from claims on our sympa- 
thy to help the little fellow, to the very 
tender treatment that the Ways and 
Means Committee has extended to them, 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. In conclusion, may 
I say that the proposal offered originally 
in the committee as compared with that 
finally adopted, namely, the 94 percent 
excess profits and 40 percent normal and 
surtax, compared with the 8744 percent 
excess profits and 45 percent normal and 
surtax applied to all corporation 1942 
earnings—and I sought these figures 
from the Treasury—shows an estimated 
$5,900,000 less tax payments, but saves 
the Federal Government approximately 
$1,000,000,000 as post-war credits. So do 
not be misled, do not let those that weep 
for the small corporations inveigle you 
into a vote that will reflect itself not to 
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the interest of the so-called small cor- 
porations. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I shall be pleased 
to yield. 

Mr. DEWEY. Referring to the post- 
war credit of 14 percent, I understand 
there was some difficulty in deciding if 
this should be repaid what sort of tax 
would be placed upon the repayment, 
and I offered yesterday—it is in the REC- 
orp and I direct the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to it—the suggestion that a non- 
maturity certificate be turned Over, a 
nonnegotiable security be turned over to 
these corporations that have paid an ex- 
cess-profits tax. That would avoid I 
think the question of taxing the repay- 
ment, and that Government obligation 
could be used as security for loans dur- 
ing the rehabilitation period. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I would say to the 
gentleman that I would go even further 
than he, if I were going to favor them 
at all; I would give them the money, let 
them use their individual judgment with- 
out any interference of the Federal Gov- 
ernment in the meeting of-the post-war 
problems. I submit that the only insti- 
tution I know of, that in my humble 
judgment can at all be able to cope with 
the terrible conditions of the post-war 
period on a fiscal basis, will be the instru- 
mentality known as the United States 
Government. 

Mr. DEWEY. I agree with the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I yield. 

Mr. McCORMACK. If the Knutson 
motion to recommit is adopted, will it in- 
crease or decrease the estimated amount 
to be raised by the pending bill? 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I understand it will 
decrease it by three hundred to three 
hundred and fifty million dollars. 

Mr. McCORMACK. And as it stands 
the bill is about $2,000,000,000 short of 
Treasury estimate of need. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. It is $2,500,000,000 
short. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 additional minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I yield. 

Mr.DINGELL. And will not the adop- 
tion of the Knutson amendment pave the 
way for a sales tax and a transfer of the 
burden to those least able to bear it? 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I am confident 
that will be the result. 

Mr. DINGELL. Is not that the pur- 
pose of it? 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I cannot under- 
stand the purpose, but I can say that it 
will lead to that result. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CROWTHER]. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I 
regret that there should be anything con- 
troversial in this tax bill at such a period 
as that in which we are living. We had 
hoped up to the last minute that we 
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might present a completely unanimous 
report without any contentious matters 
brought to the House. A great deal of 
publicity has been given to what took 
place in executive sessions. I have a very 
clear idea of what the ethical standard 
is as regards what is transacted in ex- 
ecutive session. When I first came to 
Congress, executive session was estab- 
lished on a very high ethical standard. 
Men went into executive session with the 
knowledge that they might unburden 
themselves as to their opinions and their 
ideas with the absolute knowledge that 
nothing would be given to the press and 
that they would not be faced with those 
remarks in criticism on the floor of the 
House during general debate. I regret 
to say that during the last few years 
there has been a very radical departure 
from that ethical standard. This I re- 
gret very much. 

The Committee on Ways anc Means 
have presented a tax bill to the House 
that met with the approval of a majority 
of that committee. This bill will not 
please everybody. In fact it is more 
than likely taat it will please nobody. 
To my knowledge no tax bill has ever 
been heralded as a “thing of beauty and 
a joy forever.” It is quite probable that 
several groups of 25 Members of the 
House will feel that they could have pre- 
pared a more satisfactory measure. 
Personally, I hoped that we might pro- 
vide more revenue than the Treasury 
originally suggested. Of course you all 
realize that all hope of balancing the 
Budget has “gone with the wind.” If we 
could not aitain that goal during 10 
years of peace then certainly we must 
postpone that objective during the war 
period, the length of which no one of 
us is wise enough to determine. It ap- 
peared to me that we should raise $10,- 
000,000,000 in new revenue with the add- 
ed hope that such a program, which 
would total about 28 billions might pos- 
sibly ward off the necessity of writing 
a new tax bill next year. Some changes 
in rates might be determined as neces- 
sary, but the taxpayers ought to be 
given a breathing spell in order that 
they may plan for the future and not 
be annually harassed as a result of the 
adoption of new policies. 

The combination of a 24-percent nor- 
mal and 21-percent surtax to be levied 
on corporations with over $50,000 of in- 
come appears to have raised a storm of 
protest. If you will study the report 
and observe the multitude of relief pro- 
visions that have been incorporated in 
the bill for the benefit of corporations I 
am quite certain you will agree that they 
will offset any apprehended penalties 
that ensue as a result of the 45-percent 
rate. The lowering of the exemptions 
from $750 for single persons and $1,500 
for married persons to $500 and $1,200 
respectively, was not justified in my opin- 
ion. Exemptions of this character were 
originally intended to be in such amounts 
as represented bare subsistence, and at 
the proposed levels a living standard is 
defined that is nothing to brag about. 

Studies by experts indicate that the 
taxpayer who earns $1,800 per year pays 
in hidden taxes $229 during that period, 
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about 12% percent. I think you will 
agree that a man on $1,800 a year does 
not throw wine parties or belong to the 
country club, and his wife is not very 
likely to be the owner of a mink coat. 
But he pays 12% percent of his wages in 
various types of hidden excess taxes. 
Frow now on he, together with us, will 
pay more and more. 

Who pays these taxes? Who pays 
these corporation taxes about which there 
appears to be so much complaint at the 
moment? The ultimate consumer, Mr. 
John Q. Public, eventually pays the tax 
bill, and the taxes are reflected in the 
Sales prices of the commodities just as in 
my rent is reflected the taxes to be paid 
by the landlord. Occasionally we find 
a fine shining example among the cor- 
porations which declares that they ab- 
sorb the added costs, but they are few and 
far between. The white-collar group 
and labor generally together with all 
others who have fixed incomes, have no 
way to pass their taxes on; they just pay, 
and pay, and pay. 

The other subject that has caused con- 
siderable discussion is the policy of estab- 
lishing a post-war credit for corpora- 
tions by issuing to them in bonds the 
equivalent of 14 percent of their excess- 
profits net income. I speak of this be- 
cause it was a matter that was under 
consideration with the 94-percent rates 
which we adopted tentatively during the 
discussion of the bill. Under the pro- 
posed formula for determining excess- 
profits taxes whatever portion is left after 
the application of anything less than a 
100-percent rate is entirely free of taxa- 
tion; so the 94-percent rate left 6 percent 
entirely free of any other tax. That 
leaves 6 percent as the portion I have just 
mentioned not being subject to the cor- 
poration normal and surtaxes. 

Let me say in passing that I advise 
that you all have in your possession a 
copy of the report on this bill. I believe 
it is the most comprehensive and valuable 
document I have ever seen presented as 
a report on a tax bill or any other meas- 
ure. You will be able by that report to 
answer any questions that are asked you 
about what appears in the tax bill. 
There are concrete examples of the meth- 
ods to be used and formulas arranged for 
the application of the policies that are 
advocated in this legislation. 

It is a pity, of course, that it may lose 
some of its value after this bill goes to 
the Senate, but a combination of this 
document and the Senate report ought 
to fortify even a tax attorney with some 
very, very valuable information. 

When the tentative rate of 94 percent 
was adopted by the committee it was 
considered in relation to a post-war 
credit of 14 percent. This would have 
given the corporations subject to excess- 
profits tax a combined credit of 20 per- 
cent—the 6 percent being free of tax of 
any sort—accompanied by a credit in 
the shape of the aforementioned bonds. 

These bonds became, of course, an ob- 
ligation of the Federal Government. 
There was no stipulation as to ear- 
marking this portion of the excess- 
profits funds in the Treasury. Like so- 
cial-security moneys, they would flow 
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into the general fund, and, at some fu- 
ture and very uncertain date, provision 
for their payment would have to be made. 

Estimates as to the total sum of the 
credit varied somewhat but in the neigh- 
borhood of nine hundred million is prob- 
ably fairly correct. This amount divided 
between 36,000 corporations entitled to 
the credit would mean about $25,000 
each. The distribution, however, would 
not be as fair as average figures indicate 
as the larger corporations would be the 
chief beneficiaries. This would appear 
to be a small factor in relieving the post- 
war rehabilitation problem. 

Very few of the other provisions of the 
bill have been or are in dispute. 

The subject matter has been thor- 
oughly covered by able members of the 
committee who have preceded me and I 
shall not try your patience with further 
discussion. 

In conclusion, let me say that, in all 
probability, this is the last tax bill in the 
preparation of which I shali participate. 
I have served on the Ways and Means 
Committee for nearly 20 years and it has 
been the finest experience of my life. In 
that period 4 great chairmen have pre- 
sided over the committee’s deliberations. 
My first chairman was the Honorable 
William Green, of Iowa, who resigned 
to accept a judgeship on the Court of 
Claims. ‘Then the Honorable Willis 
Hawley, of Oregon, became chairman, 
and under his leadership I assisted in 

_writing the best tariff bill that was ever 
presented to the House, the opinion of 
the 1,200 economists who signed the 
famous “round robin” to the contrary 
notwithstanding. Mr. Hawley was suc- 
ceeded by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, Mr. Collier, who later was appointed 
to the Tariff Commission. Then North 
Carolina appeared upon the scene, and 
the Honorable Bos Dovcuton has for 
nearly 10 years served us as chairman. 
That he has measured up to the require- 
ments and high standards set by his 
predecessors no one will deny. He as- 
sumed the onerous duties of chairman 
during one of the Nation’s most crucial 
and trying periods. Gifted with keen 
mental activity and possessed of a sense 
of humor, mixed with common-sense de- 
duction of complicated problems and the 
faculty of getting along with men and 
securing their cooperation, he has made 
a record that will remain outstanding in 
the annals of the Congress. I have not 
always agreed with my chairman, and, 
being of opposite political faiths, we often 
found our paths of duty headed in differ- 
ent directions. But all through the years 
I found him to be what the westerners 
call a straight shooter, always fair and 
aboveboard. The folks of North Caro- 
lina have honored him as their choice for 
32 years, and he has honored them by his 
fine record of service. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr, CROWTHER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. The gentleman has 
a faint recollection, has he not, of having 
served on another committee before he 
was assigned to the Committee on Ways 
and M-ans? 
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Mr. CROWTHER. May I say in pass- 
ing, at the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MansFIELp], that we are 
the only two surviving members of the 
Committee on Flood Control which was 
appointed in 1919 at a special session. 
We met during that session exactly twice. 
We met in Billy Rodenberg’s office. We 
looked at some maps of the Red River 
Valley, but we did not offer any bill and 
we did not ask for any appropriation. 
That is the finest example of how the 
camel’s nose gets under the tent. That 
committee has grown and grown until 
now a quarter of a billion dollars does not 
cover its necessities as time marches on, 

Mr. MANSFIELD. But the gentleman 
and I did not authorize a cent? 

Mr. CROWTHER. We did not author- 
ize the expenditure of a dollar. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I suggest that dur- 
ing the period of which the gentleman 
— prohibition took care of flood con- 

rol, 

Mr. CROWTHER. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota for his valuable 
contribution. 

May I say further that until Speaker 
Bankhead died, we were the sole sur- 
vivors of the original committee on what 
was known as Reform in the Civil Serv- 
ice. We participated in writing the 
present Civil Service Retirement Act in 
1920. I am now the only Member of 
Congress in service who was on that 
original committee. We served under 
Chairman Lehibach, of New Jersey. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. We are glad the 
gentleman is still with us. 

Mr. CROWTHER. And may I say to 
the gentleman from Texas that we are 
all glad that he is still with us. He has 
also made a great record as chairman of 
the Rivers and Harbors Committee. 

Now, turning to the minority side, and 
to my distinguished colleague the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts (Mr. TREAD- 
way] may I call attention to the fact that 
he has now equaled the record for service 
on the Ways and Means Committee 
which was held by the Honorable Sereno 
Payne of New York. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] is 
serving his thirteenth term on this com- 
mittee covering a period of 26 years. 

Serving as he has under chairmen of 
both political parties, he has contacted 
nearly every political and economic prob- 
lem that resulted from the constant study 
of the economic progress of the Nation, 
both industrial and agricultural. 

In late years such legislation as the So- 
cial Security Act has broadened his op- 
portunities for complete study of the so- 
ciologicai problems that are destined to 
play an important part in the mainte- 
nance of national morale. 

His power of analysis in committee 
studies and his clarity of expression in 
general debate on the House floor have 
been a valuable contribution by which 
every House Member and the general pub- 
lic have been benefited. 

Not often does a Member of Congress 
have an opportunity to serve his country 
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and his constituency as a member of this 
important committee so efficiently and 
for so long a continuous period. 

I congratulate my colleague and I also 
congratulate the folks of his district who 
have evidenced sound judgment in re- 
taining his services as their Representa- 
tive in Congress. 

And to you gentlemen of the commit- 
tee with wnom I haye been so closeiy as- 
sociated during all these years may I ex- 
press my appreciation of the many cour- 
tesies extended to me both in illness and 
in health. They will remain as mileposis 
on memory lane. And now to you Mem- 
bers of the House, one and all, may good 
luck and good fortune attend you as you 
journey down the road of life. The tax 
bill I leave to your good judgment and 
tender mercy. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 1 minute to extend my ap- 
preciation and thanks to my colleague 
for the kind words he has spoken about 
me. I appreciate them very deeply, al- 
though I know they are undeserved. 
Nevertheless I thank him most heartily 
for the courtesy he has shown me. 

Mr. Chairman, I now yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GIFFORD]. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, some 
time ago I served in the Massachusetts 
Legislature for several years and became 
intensely interested in the subject of tax- 
ation. I had to desist somewhat lest I 
be called a taxation crank, but continued 
interest in the subject is my excuse for 
seeking permission to speak on this pres- 
ent bill. 

I congratulate the Committee on Ways 
and Means for retaining the job of writ- 
ing a tax bill, although they did give up 
the job of writing the tariff taxes. I 
am willing to vote for this bill as written 
because the Representatives selected by 
the Congress, and therefore by the people, 
have written it and not the bureaucrats 
in the -executive department. I, of 
course, would like to offer amendments. 
I have my favorite schemes of taxation. 
I have heard others say they would like 
to have offered amendments, and per- 
haps mine would be less welcome than 
other amendments. But I consider the 
committee very well advised not to give 
us an opportunity to mutilate the bill. 
Representative government still prevails 
in this action by a committee of our 
own choosing. 

I have been here a long time. I also 
eulogize those grand old men on the 
committee. However, perhaps the worst 
thing anybody can call us is an old man. 
I do not like it. It is the most humiliat- 
ing thing I know. It is impossible to 
recover from that disease. We should 
not talk about being old until we have 
nothing else to talk about. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? £ 
Mr. GIFFORD. I yield to the gentle- 

man from Texas, 

Mr. MANSFIELD. The gentleman is 
no, alone. They even accuse me of being 
old. 

Mr, GIFFORD. What a pity; what a 
pity. 
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I have some suggestions to offer. I 
have offered them many times before, 
even before this committee, but they have 
paid little attention to me. 

I am disappointed, as usual, in reading 
this bill to find that intangible property, 
that earns no income, is not taxed at all. 
Do you realize that? It is not taxed at 
all at any source. People may keep them 
and speculate as ever. But my real es- 
tate and yours, that does not earn any 
income at all, pays some $30 a thou- 
sand. I have paid some 40 years on 
property without getting a cent of in- 
come from it. But the speculator with 
intangible property is even favored under 
this bill; not taxed. Why he is allowed, 
as in the case of bad debts, to subtract 
depreciation in these holdings. How 
highly favored. I should complain about 
it. But it should be a great source of in- 
come. I would not ask you to tax it $30 
a thousand. I should like to tax the in- 
tangibles that have no income, that peo- 
ple like to hold to speculate with, perhaps 
$3 a thousand. By doing that you would 
get a large sum of money. The States 
generally do not enter this field. They 
have an income or ignore the taxing of 
them, lest they be removed to other 
States. But my voice is a voice crying in 
the wilderness. For some reason or other 
all tax committees, whether State or Fed- 
eral, are afraid to touch those securities, 
and I find it difficult to understand it. 

Ihave sympathy for smail corporations. 
I can well understand that you have tried 
to help them under the terms of this 
bill. But my neighbors, many poor peo- 
ple at that, do not generally buy stock 
in small corporations; they do not have 
the opportunity. They are generally 
closely held. Their ownership is in the 
very large corporations. But the word 
“corporation” has been made a hateful 
sound. The public have been taught to 
believe that corporations are wicked, so 
the only safe thing for a good politician 
to do is to damn those large corporations 
and weep for the little ones. 

I would like to talk at length about 
this corporation tax. I told the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. REED] that I 
wished he would give real attention to it 
sometime, and in his splendid way of 
exposition, enlighten us as to the actual 
conditions of the many classes of corpora- 
tions. Many of these have been careful 
to pay their debts and even retire much 
of their stock and, therefore, may have 
only a few shares representing the en- 
tire ownership. Under such conditions 
the dividends appear large, often 50 per- 
cent, and they are made to suffer on an 
arbitrary rate of excess-profits tax. You 
have driven many small corporations into 
the field of issuing new stock so that the 
dividend would not lead to punitive 
action. 

It is a difficult problem I know, but 
some committee sometime will have to 
make more special study of corporation 
taxes and frame a law wherein the many 
different classes of corporations shall 
have different treatment. You cannot 
Say that the taking of 3 years to deter- 
mine the average profit or that you can 
let them select another method by a 
computation of their capitalization or 
investment will do justice to all of them. 
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The cases of corporations have wide dif- 
ferences and many deserve special treat- 
ment. You cannot draw the line as 
closely as you try to do it here and do 
justice. But as to the large corporations, 
somehow they are not popular and one 
dare “soak them.” But my neighbors, 
and yours, and charitable and educational 
institutions are the ones who own the 
stock. When you do not let them re- 
ceive proper dividends, you have done an 
injustice. But it is popular, is it not, to 
damn the large corporations? So let us 
keep on doing it. 

The speeches that have been made 
here have been of a high order. The 
newspapermen who damn the Congress 
and who have belittled us so much lately 
ought to be forced to read those speeches. 
They would learn something. They have 
to write something every day. ‘They have 
to write about things they do not know 
much about. Sometimes I pity them. 
When they cannot understand they re- 
sort to abusing us. It is popular, appar- 
ently, to try to make the public feel that 
their elected representatives are failing 
them. Of course, we often give grounds 
for criticism. But I want to give you a 
suggestion. I often say to my audiences 
lately, “The newspaper writers that be- 
little us belittle you, for you have sent 
me here for 20 years. Are you not to 
blame? Are they insulting you?” Of 
course they insult my people when they 
belittle me. There seems to be a real 
plan to belittle us in order to build up 
the executive department. 

There is one man in this House whom 
I greatly respect. I am sorry he does 
not seem to be in front of me at the 
moment. I have often called him per- 
haps the most conscientious man and 
the most dangerous man here, but I 
admire him and I am sure he respects 
me. I refer to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Vooruts]. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California, I may 
say to the gentleman that I am here. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Iam pleased that you 
are. Ihave here many excerpts from his 
speech of yesterday and I have kept ex- 
cerpts from many of his other speeches, 
I am glad he has decided that this tax 
bill is fairly satisfactory and will vote 
for it. Irefer you to the Bigelow Papers. 
I forget just how it goes, but it is some- 
thing like this: 

“A marciful Providence fashioned us 
holler, 

“O’ purpose thet we might our princer- 
ples swaller.” 

We must accept the best we can get, 
although we would have it different, my 
friend, yesterday, during Mr. Patman’s 
lengthy speech—and Mr. Parman never 
fails of an opportunity to advance his 
theory of printing money—rose to agree 
with him. I was pained at that. I was 
glad one gentleman interrupted and asked 
why many others had not joined him in 
that proposition. I have often asked the 
same question. My friend PATMAN ac- 
knowledged, as does my friend from Cali- 
fornia, that we should tax all we can and 
we should pay interest to and urge people 
who have money to buy bonds, but after 
that we should print the money. Abe 
Lincoln did it, and we can do it on a small 
scale and get away with it, but to print 


JULY 18 


very much would be suicide. The one 
great failure I see in the gentleman from 
California’s attitude is his agreeing to 
that highly dangerous experiment. I 
know “that a man of vision is the one 
who agrees with you,” and I fear he 
thinks I have no vision. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I wish 
the gentleman to yield to me, because I 
have never said the gentleman had no 
vision. I think the gentleman knows I 
have a very profound respect and a very 
deep affection for him. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I do hope and believe 
you have. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I do 
have; but, of course, I do not mean by 
that that I agree when the gentleman 
calls me dangerous. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Oh, you are indeed 
dangerous because of your conscientious 
work, your great ability, and your perse- 
verance toward accomplishing the things 
you desire. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I believe, 
in justice to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Patman] and myself, it should be 
made clear that the thing we advocate is 
not the printing of money, but the thing 
specifically we are advocating at present 
is that the Federal Reserve banks, being 
banks of issue, should, at least in this 
crisis, be ready and be required to pur- 
chase non-interest-bearing obligations of 
this Government instead of interest- 
bearing obligations, in view of the fact 
that they pay for them with the public 
credit. i 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes; I have learned 
that lesson thoroughly and I understand 
quite fully what you are advocating. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr, TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
ei to the gentleman 3 additional min- 
utes. > 
Mr. GIFFORD. The Federal Reserve 
sets up credit on its books to the Govern- 
ment upon receipt of bonds. “They do not 
hold them. The Federal Reserve is really 
only the agent of the Government. These 
bonds are sold by them to other banks 
for real money of their depositors. They 
simply go through the Federal Reserve 
and are allocated to other banks. Of 
course, banks create money. I give them 
my note and they create credit or money 
with it. They may discount that note 
and get more money and-lend to someone 
else. Of course, they create money and 
credits on notes and bonds. Our Govern- 
ment may coin money and fix its value 
for its people, but not to pay its own 
debts; that was not even contemplated 
in my opinion. No other nation now 
does what these few Members advocate 
as far as I am able to learn. They have 
tried heretofore with always fatal results. 
There is no economist in the country ad- 
vocating it. Now I want the gentleman 
from California, a man of such great 
ability, to ‘vithdraw from that position. 
I and others would then have more confi- 
dence in the soundness of many other 
suggestions. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr, 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes; but I want to 
talk about other things you said. We 
oe this matter pretty well al- 
ready. 
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Mr. VOORHIS of California. I am 
not sure about that. 

Mr. GIFFORD. ‘And I want the gen- 
tleman to withdraw from that position. 
Is there not a poem— 

“Some things are” of so frightful mien, 

That to be hated needs but to be seen, 

Yet seen too oft, familiar with her face, 

We first endure, then pity, then embrace. 


I fear my friend from Texas has read 
that poem. While I do not think the 
gentleman from Texas will change his 
mind, I had hopes of my friend from 
California. If this doctrine is continu- 
ally pounding in our ears, I feel we may 
possibly endure, pity, and embrace. 

There are many phases of this tax bill 
that I would enjoy commenting upon. I 
would have enjoyed doing it. It might 
not be worth anything to you, but it 
might relieve me somewhat as confessions 
are supposed to relieve us of pent-up 
agonies of conscience, and it is always 
an enjoyable work to make and welcome 
converts to your own special beliefs, 
especially in matters of taxation. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend the 
remarks I made today. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. BUCK], 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Chairman, I intend to 
support and vote for this bill. I do so 
with reservaiions as to some of the mat- 
ters that it contains, but I did not request 
permission to file minority views, because 
I realized that the bill came out of our 
committee as a compromise, if we can 
call it such, on which all of the members 
did not agree. 

I have been in the House almost all of 
the time the debate has been going on 
and yesterday I listened with careful con- 
sideration to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Borune], for 
whom I have the highest regard. Like 
other gentlemen who haye come from 
common-law States, the gentleman is 
under an entire misconception of the 
civil law. The gentleman from Indiana 
seems to be under the impression that 
our Federal Legislature, the Congress of 
the United States, has granted certain 
special privileges to nine community- 
property States. Those privileges, if they 
are such, are their own by right of the 
civil law, which is their governing law. 
But they are accompanied by very grave 
disadvantages. For instance, it has been 
stated, and I shall read the citation from 
Paul—not St. Paul—in a minute or two, 
to the effect that the wife obtains her 
share of the community property only by 
her husband’s death, My friends, that is 
absolutely untrue, and if Mr. Paul or the 
gentleman from Indiana made that state- 
ment, and I do not think the gentleman 
from Indiana did, they are both in error. 
If the wife dies before her husband, she 
can will away all her half interest in the 
community property. Even if she is an 
adulteress, she can give half of her com- 
munity property to her lover, or anybody 
else. 

This is not a one-sided proposition. I 
think I have answered the gentleman 
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from Indiana sufficiently, except that I 
wish to read from Paul’s book, a phrase 
in which he says that despite limitations 
in favor of the wife, the powers of man- 
agement, control, and disposition are 
still in the husband, and the wife’s role 
is essentially that of a back-seat driver 
with a power to criticize, but may not 
take the wheel. Mr. Chairman, any hus- 
band in any community-property State 
that I know of cannot dispose of any 
real estate unless his wife joins with 
him. No husband can make any gift of 
the community-property income unless 
his wife joins with him, nor can he will 
away more than his half of the com- 
munity earnings that have been acquired 
during coverture. So much for that. 

The objections I have to this bill rest 
on three sections and with the privilege 
to extend my remarks I shall insert those 
sections: 

TITLE IV, PART I 

Szc. 402. Community Interests. 

(a) General Rule—Section 811 (e) (relat- 
=e to joint interests) is amended as fol- 
OWS: 

(1) By striking out “(e) Joint Inter- 
ests—” and inserting in lieu thereof: 

“(e) Joint and Community Interests.— 

“(1) Joint Interests —” 

(2) By inserting at the end thereof the 
following new ph 

“(2) Community Katrena: —To the extent 
of the interest therein held as community 
property by the decedent and surviving 
spouse under the law of any State, Terri- 
tory, or possession of the United States, or 
any foreign country, except such part thereof 
as may be shown to have been received as 
compensation for personal services actually 
rendered by the surviving spouse or derived 
originally from such compensation or from 
separate property of the surviving spouse. 
In no case shall such interest included in the 
gross estate of the decedent be less than the 
value of such part of the community prop- 
erty as was subject to the decedent’s power 
of testamentary disposition.” 

(b) Cross Reference.—For treatment of 
life insurance acquired with community 
property, see amendment to section 811 (g) 
made by section 404 of this act. 

Sec. 404. Proceeds of life insurance. 

(a) General Rule.—Section 811 (g) (re- 
lating to life insurance) is amended to read 
as follows: * 

“(4) ri A dig the pur- 
poses of this subsection, premiums or other 
consideration paid with property held as 
community property by the insured and sur- 
viving spouse under the law of any State, 
Territory, or possession of the United States, 
or any foreign country, shall be considered 
to have been paid by the insured, except such 
part thereof as may be shown to have been 
received as compensation for personal sery- 
ices actually rendered by the surviving spouse 
or derived originally from such compensation 
or from separate property of the surviving 

; and the term ‘incidents of owner- 
ship’ includes incidents of ownership pos- 
sessed by the decedent at his death as man- 
ager of the community.” 

PART It 

Sec. 453. Gifts of community property. 

Section 1000 (relating to tax on gifts) is 
amended by inserting at the end thereof the 
following new subsection: 

“(e) Community Property—All gifts of 
community property shall be considered to 
be the gifts of the husband except that gifts 
of such property as may be shown to have 
been received as compensation for personal 
services actually rendered by the wife or de- 
rived originally from such compensation or 
from separate property of the wife shall be 
considered to be gifts of the wife.” i 
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They provide that on the death of the 
husband or the spouse having the man- 
agement of the property, that the prop- 
erty of the other spouse shall be added 
to his, and the estate shall pay an in- 
heritance tax on the combined estate of 
the two spouses. Where could you get 
anything more discriminatory than such 
aprovision? In the common-law States, 
the gentleman from Indiana, if he wants 
to, can divide his property right now 
with his wife or children, and when he 
dies his estate will pay only the tax on 
what that estate has had in his posses- 
sion, and his wife will go scot free; but 
the proposal that was made in the Ways 
and Means Committee was that the 
estate of the wife—in those nine States— 
and the husband should be added to- 
gether, and that a tax should be levied 
on the two of them combined. Is that 
fair? Is that doing away with discrimi- 
nation? Do you people who are talking 
about community property know any- 
thing, really, about the civil law? I 
question it. Do you know anything about 
what mandatory joint income tax re- 
turns would do to the women of the 
United States? We have had before us 
numerous women, protesting the enact- 
ment of such a law. Miss Mary H. 
Donlon, of New York, representing the 
National Federation of Business and Pro- 
fessional Women’s Clubs, was one of 
these. I refer you to her testimony in 
the hearings. There were numerous 
others who came before us and who ob- 
jected, and whose arguments persuaded 
most conclusively the majority of the 
committee that any such legislation 
would not only be unfortunate, but would 
work a hardship upon those who had 
their own separate income. 

It is not the community property 
States who might suffer from any legis- 
lation like this. They will suffer, at least 
the taxpayers will, but it is the common- 
law States where, say, X has divided his 
income with his wife Y, and where they 
are evading the income-tax laws. The 
community-property State taxpayers are 
not evading anything. Income can only 
be taxed under the provisions of the six- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution of 
the United States, and I quote: 


The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes on incomes from whatever 
source derived, without apportionment 
among the several States, and without re- 
gard to any census or enumeration. 


But income, my friends, can only be 

derived from property that the indi- 
vidual taxpayer owns, and under the civil 
law you must remember that it covers 
property in some nine States. There is no 
possibility of regarding income—and it 
has been so decided in Supreme Court 
cases— 
Poe v. Seaborn (282 U. S. 101, Wash.); Godell 
v. Koch (282 U. S. 118, Ariz.); Hopkins v. Bea- 
con (282 U. S. 122, Tex.); Bender v. Pfaff (282 
U. S. 127, La.); United States v. Malcolm (282 
U. S. 792, Calif.)— 


as being income from the husband’s 
property, when the wife owns half of this 
property in her own right. Has not she 
disposition of that half? Of course she 
has, not only on death but on divorce. 
Her husband has power of management 
of the property, but not of disposition. 
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There has never been 2 single dissent- 
‘ing opinion in any one of these cases. 
The net result of the history, develop- 
ment, and construction of the civil law, 
as it applies to State property laws, shows 
that the enactment of the legislation pro- 
posed which the committee defeated 
would be discriminatory and not produce 
uniformity. It will ignore the basic law 
of nine States and the unqualified deci- 
sions of the United States Supreme 
Court. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I shall 
conclude my remarks by citing to you 
the Supreme Court decision in Holden v. 
Hardy (169 U. S. 389) and give you the 
following language to indicate what the 
Supreme Court justices felt in connection 
with any form of substantive law that 
might be sui generis in our own country 
or in any of our possessions: 

In the future growth of the Nation, as 
heretofore, it is not impossible that Congress 
may see fit to annex territories whose juris- 
prudence is that of the civil law. One of 
the considerations moving to such annexa- 
-tions might be the very fact that the terri- 
tory so annexed should enter the Union with 
its traditions, laws, and systems of adminis- 
tration unchanged. It would be a narrow 
construction of the Constitution to require 
them to abandon these, or to substitute for 
a system which represented the growth of 
generations of inhabitants a jurisprudence 
with which they had had no previous ac- 
quaintance or sympathy. 


Please understand that that means 
Texas, California, Louisiana, New Mex- 
ico, Arizona, and the other community- 
property States. 

Attorney General Mitchell in 35 Opin- 
fons of Attorneys General 265, which I 
quote, ruled: 

As the nature and extent of the wife's in- 
terest in the community income are mat- 
ters determined by the laws of the State, 
Congress may not by enactment change the 
nature of the wife’s interest. 


Let us see what Attorney General 
Stone, who is now Chief Justice of the 
United States, said with reference to 
California law: 

The confusion in the decisions of the Cali- 
fornia courts with respect to the wife’s inter- 
est in community property has undoubtedly 
arisen from the fact that the courts have 
-been attempting in their opinions to apply 
the terminology of the common law to com- 
_munity property, which embodies a legal 
concept wholly foreign to the common law 
and under which the terminology of the 
common law cannot be applied with accu- 
Tacy and precision (34 O. A. G. 395). 


As long as Attorney General Stone is 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court we 
may assume that he may feel the same 
way about any legal case that comes be- 
fore him in regard to this subject. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUCK. I yield. 

Mr. KEEFE. I understand the gentle- 
man objects to the provision in the bill 
which refers to a change in the inheri- 
tance tax or estate tax? 

Mr. BUCK. I object to it. I do not 
think it is highly important, because in 
a common-law State a man and wife can 
divide the property before he dies. So 
what difference does it make? I asked 
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unanimous consent in the committee that 
that be stricken out. It was objected to, 
but I do not think it is highly important, 
because I do not think it is constitutional 
anyway. 

Mr. KEEFE. May I state to the gen- 
tleman that in my State, as in many 
others, if the transfer is made in con- 
templation of death, and they have fixed 
a very definite period within which it 
is presumed to have been made in con- 
templation of death, it is still subject to 
inheritance taxes, and if not made in 
contemplation of death it would be sub- 
ject to gift taxes. But when a husband 
and wife marry, the husband and wife 
acquire an interest in the property of 
the other that has accumulated during 
the marriage, without transfer. Is that 
not true, and they pay no gift taxes? 

Mr. BUCK. But where is the gift tax 
in a community-property State? As a 
matter of fact, you have said quite truth- 
fully what you and your wife in Cali- 
fornia would acquire during marriage 
would be your joint property. There 
would not be any tax in acquiring it. 

Mr. KEEFE. But it becomes joint 
property by operation of law. 

Mr. BUCK. Yes. 

Mr. KEEFE. So that there is no gift 
tax, but in my State if a transfer is made 
it would be accompanied by the payment 
of a gift tax, in a non-community-prop- 
erty State. That is the point I want the 
Recorp to show. 

Mr. BUCK. I am glad the gentleman 
stated that, because I want the RECORD 
to show that if in your State or mine the 
husband and spouse have some separate 
property and he transfers half of it to 
my wife, he would have to pay a gift tax, 
just as you have to pay it. But the fun- 
damental difference between the com- 
mon law and the civil law is that under 
the civil law one-half of the property 
acquired under coverture by either spouse 
belongs to the wife. 

Mr. KEEFE. That is in your com- 
munity property State, under the so- 
called civil law, as you state it. 

Mr. BUCK. Surely it is under the 
civil law. You will be fair enough to 
admit that, will you not? 

Mr. KEEFE. I think I will be fair 
enough to admit that perhaps they are. 

Mr. BUCK. Why say “perhaps”? Be 
fair enough to say that they are. 

Mr. KEEFE. The point I wanted to 
make is that I was not clear just exactly 
what the gentleman’s objection was to 
the amendment to the estate tax law, 
which will add to the husband's property 
in the event of his death. 

Mr. BUCK. Because from the first 
time that property was earned it was 
the wife’s, and there is no sense in tax- 
ing it when the husband dies. If she 
engl first her estate would pay a tax 
on it. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BUCK. I yield to the gentleman 
from Idaho. 

Mr. WHITE. Are there any other 
States that have this law except 
California? 

Mr. BUCK. Why, certainly. Louisi- 
ana, Texas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Cali- 
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fornia, Nevada, Arizona, Washington, 
and your own State of Idaho. 

Mr. WHITE. I thought California 
was under a law that originated in the 
days of its organization and Idaho copied 
the California law. 

Mr. BUCK. It may be. Texas, an 
independent republic, was brought into 
the Union under its own contract with 
the United States. California came into 
the Union with guaranties as to com- 
munity property under a treaty with 
Mexico. The gentleman from Idaho 
knows more than I about the history of 
Idaho’s Constitution and whether that 
State copied the California law. New 
Mexico and Arizona and Nevada, once 
part of California, were from their incep- 
tion part of the Southwest that was 
under the civil law. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
requested this time to discuss briefly the 
effect of the motion to recommit the 
pending revenue bill which the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Knutson] 
stated on yesterday that he expected to 
offer next Monday. 

I desire to point out that the adoption 
of this motion to recommit would reduce 
the revenue under the pending bill by 
about $390,000,000, and reduce the total 
revenue considerably below $6,000,000,000, 
when we have been requested by the 
Treasury Department to raise additional 
revenue of $8,700,000,000, 

After it appeared that certain revenue 
items would not be included in the bill, 
the Committee on Ways and Means in- 
creased the individual income-tax rates 
so as to produce about $300,000,000 addi- 
tional revenue. It was only fair to also 
provide some additional revenue from 
the corporation tax. Corporations are 
certainly treated fairly under this bill 
in view of the large amount of revenue 
that is required to be raised. While the 
rate for corporation surtax is increased, 
the base is reduced. It should also be 
remembered that for the first time cor- 
porations are given similar treatment 
to individuals on capital gains. 

The normal corporation tax rates are 
continued under this bill. 

The increase from 40 to 45 percent 
does not affect small corporations. This 
increase does not apply to corporations 
with net income of less than $25,000, 
which is about a quarter-of-a-million- 
dollar institution. The motion to re- 
commit is not in interest of the small 
corporations because they are taken care 
of under the bill. This motion is for 
the benefit of the large and wealthy cor- 
porations and the very ones that are 
making enormous profits due to the war. 

I am unable to see how anyone could 
feel justified in voting to afford this type 
of relief to large and wealthy corpora- 
tions when we are so greatly increasing 
the tax burden on individuals, and espe- 
cially when we are reducing the exemp- 
tions so as to require a single person mak- 
ing $10 per week and a married person 
making $24 per week to file a Federal 
income-tax return. The motion to re- 
commit should be voted down. 
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Mr, AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. It is 
rather difficult for me to understand how 
the Ways and Means Committee arrived 
at the conclusion that they should in- 
crease the normal rate from 4 percent to 
6 percent on individual incomes, espe- 
cially when it is realized that a large per- 
centage of our population is living on 
reduced income and is not getting any 
benefits out of the war-production pro- 
gram, 

Mr. COOPER. Does the gentleman 
want to know why the committee did it? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Yes; I 
should like to know. 

Mr. COOPER. The committee did it 
for just one reason: That we have to 
raise revenue to prosecute this war. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Then 
the majority of this revenue should be 
collected from those who are making the 
big money out of the program. 

Mr, COOPER. I agree with the gen- 
tleman; but the large wealthy corpora- 
tions are the ones that will benefit most 
by the motion to recommit which is to 
be offered by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota. i 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. VOOR- 
HIS]. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, in further reply to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GIFFORD] 
let me express very simply one cf my 
fundamental beliefs. 

The power to tax is a governmental 
power. Clearly it would be most danger- 
ous for any agency except government 
to exercise that power. 

The power to create money is the exact 
equivalent of the power to tax. The pri- 
‘vate financial corporation or bank that 
ds permitted to enjoy the privilege of 
creating money is thereby enabled to ac- 
quire the power to demand a portion of 
the fruits of the labor and property of 
all the rest of the population, without 
giving in exchange therefor real wealth 
of equivalent value. 

Such a power should be exercised only 
by a sovereign government. It is to me 
wrong in principle for any other agency 
to exercise it. 

Banks should be paid for the impor- 
tant work they do of safeguarding and 
investing money entrusted to them. 
They should not be allowed to profit by 
the creation and destruction of a na- 
tion’s medium of exchange. 

I do not desire to see the Government 
own or run the banking business of lend- 
ing and investing money that has already 
been created. 

Neither am I content to see banks 
exercise the essentially public business 
of creating money in the first place. For 
that power as I have said is essentially 
the power to tax. And surely no one 
believes that such a power can safely be 
entrusted to one group of people to exer- 
cise over all the rest. To correct this 
now in the way some of us are advocating 
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will save the taxpayers of America bil- 
lions of dollars of unnecessary future 
interest payments, 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CLEVENGER]. 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed out 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Chairman, my 
attention has been directed to a condi- 
tion which I believe should have the 
attention, not only of the Congress, but 
of the Attorney General of the United 
States. 

I have in my possession evidences of 
the activities of organizations which are 
taking an active part in the political 
campaign of 1942. Many of these organ- 
izations have come into existence but I 
refer particularly at this time to the 
Citizens for Victory Committee and the 
Union for Democratic Action. Both of 
these organizations boast of their interest 
in the political field and of the political 
part which they are playing in the na- 
tional political field at this time. I be- 
lieve the matter is one which appeals not 
only to the minority but to the majority. 
I hope these organizations are not identi- 
fied directly or indirectly with the Demo- 
cratic National Committee because they 
are proceeding outside the law. 

I have in my possession and intend 
to insert, under leave to extend my re- 
marks, evidence of the solicitation of 
funds by both organizations. I have evi- 
dence that both organizations are en- 
gaged in political activities. I have evi- 
dence that both organizations operate 
in two or more States. I have had the 
record examined and find that neither 
organization has filed a report of its re- 
ceipts and expenditures such as is re- 
quired under the Corrupt Practices Act. 
I do not claim or even suggest, that 
either of these organizations, or any 
other organization, does not have the 
right to exist and to operate, but I do 
insist, and I am confident that in this 
insistence I have the support of the ma- 
jority Members, as well as the minority 
Members of the House, that these organ- 
izations, and all other organizations, 
carrying on similar activities, should 
come within the law. 

The public has a right to know who 
contributes to these organizations; how 
much they collect; how they spend their 
money; who may be identified with them, 
and all other facts and figures. The ex- 
periences of the past prompted the 
enactment of the Corrupt Practices Act. 
It has proved its worth. Both major par- 
ties have complied with its requirements. 
All other organizations should comply. 
Neither the war, the enthusiasm incident 
to any cause, nor any purpose of conceal- 
ment or intimidation should excuse a 
noncompliance. 

I am calling upon the Attorney Gen- 
eral to direct his attention to an imme- 
diate correction of these conditions, and, 
if it is necessary, I shall introduce a reso- 
lution of inquiry to bring these organ- 
izations within the law. 
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First, Mr. Speaker, I wish to introduce 
at this point a letter dated June 3, 1942, 
addressed to George W. Schryver, Moor- 
land Road, Williamstown, Mass., and 
signed by Robert Ross, Jr. I shall not 
take the time to read this letter, but my 
colleagues may read it in the RECORD. 


CITIZENS For VICTORY, 
New York, N. Y., June 3, 1942, 
Mr. GEORGE W. SCHRYVER, 
Williamstown, Mass. 

DEAR Mg. SCHRYVER: A few weeks ago we 
sent postal cards to all of our local chapter 
chairmen asking if they wished to remain 
on our mailing list. To my knowledge, we 
have as yet received no reply from you. 

I should be interested to know what has 
happened to your organization in Williams- 
town, whether it is still functioning or 
whether it has disbanded. Since we have had 
no communication from your chapter, I as- 
sume that the latter is true. 

As you know, the aims of Citizens for Vic- 
tory are now almost wholly political. We are 
working against the reelection to Congress 
of obstructionists and appeasers. You are 
in a rather crucial election district, since 
we have decided that our fight in Massachu- 
setts will center around opposition to your 
Representative Treapway and Senator LODGE. 
Mr. TINKHAM has already announced that he 
will not run again. 

Thus, I should like to know as soon as pos- 
sible if you will help us in our fight against 
TREADWAY. 

Very truly yours, i 
RoserT Ross, Jr., 
In Charge of Local Chapters. 


In connection with the above letter, I 
wish to insert in the Recorp copy of an 
advertisement soliciting funds which was 
carried by this organization, Citizens 
for Victory, in the Cincinnati Enquirer 
of June 1, 1942, I shall not take the time 
of the House to read this advertisement, 
but my colleagues may read it in the 
Record and find that it is a political 
document in which funds are Solicited: 


MR. WHO (?) GOES TO CONGRESS? 


To the Chairmen of the Nominating Com- 
mittees of the Hamilton County Demo- 
cratic and Republican Central Com- 
mittees: 

A group of citizens of greater Cincinnati, 
organized from both political parties, are 
pledged to use their utmost efforts to send 
to Congress men who will not only support 
the vigorous prosecution of the war, but wiil 
also work for full American participation in 
an organized, durable peace after the victory. 

An unsound isolation spirit made us un- 
prepared for this war, and it would be folly 
to send to Congress men whose past records 
indicate clearly that they might vote to re- 
sume after the victory an isolationist policy 
now proved disastrous. 

It is the belief of Citizens for Victory that 
each party organization in Hamilton County 
should endorse for the primary for congres- 
sional office only men whose records in public 
life give absolute proof that they under- 
stand the role which this country must play 
in the world, 

We are authorized by the membership of 
Citizens for Victory to call upon the Republi- 
can and Democratic central committees to 
weigh their recommendations for Congress 
in the light of these considerations. 

It is our declared purpose to support those 
candidates in the primary and the November 
election, irrespective of party, who share our 
belief in the imperative need for waging all- 
out war until complete victory is won to the 
end that peace may be built on a basis of 
American leadership in an organized world 
community. 


} 


6364 


MAIL THIS TODAY 


Morss LIPPINCOTT, 
Treasurer, Citizens for Victory, 
Cincinnati, Ohio: 

I wish to join Citizens for Victory and am 
glad to enclose my check for $—— to help 
pay for this message and defray other ex- 
penses of the movement. 


(Name) 


(Street and number) 


We the voters must decide. Our first re- 
sponsibility is to insist that leaders of the 
Democratic and Republican Parties nominate 
candidates equipped to grapple with pressing 
wartime problems. . 

This is a patriotic duty—your duty. 

We urge you to read the telegram above, 
recently dispatched to the chairmen of 
nominating committees of the Republican 
and Democratic central committees, to weigh 
its importance, then to join Citizens for 
Victory. 

CITIZENS For VICTORY, | 
Gornon E. Pare, Chairman. | 
Mrs. Gumo Gores, Secretary. 
Morss Lipprncorr, Treasurer. 

» Miss Mary WILBY, 
JACK KROLL, 
PHIL E. ZIEGLER, 

Vice Chairmen. 


It is clear from these two documents 
that the Citizens for Victory organization 
with national headquarters at 8 West 
Fortieth Street, New York City, is oper- 
ating in at least three States—New York 
State, Massachusetts, and Ohio. This or- 
ganization is, therefore, a political com- 
mittee within the meaning of the Cor- 
rupt Practices Act. 

I wish now, Mr, Speaker, to place in 
the Recorp at this point the title page of 
a document issued by an organization 
known as Union for Democratic Action, 
with headauarters at 120 East Sixteenth 
Street, New York City. This organiza- 
tion is not only operating in several 
States, and is appealing for funds, but is 
clearly a political organization within the 
meaning of the Corrupt Practices Act. 


UNION FOR DEMOCRATIC ACTION, 
New York, N. Y. 

Dear Frrenp: This war is going to be won 
or lost depending upon our immediate ac- 
tion. “Our” means you and all the rest of 
us, the people of the United States. It is 
our war and we must win it. 

Today we ate faced by the alternative of 
electing a Congress for victory in the com- 
ing elections or of being saddled with a Con- 
gress capable only of inviting defeat. Men 
who would begin defending America, if at 
all, at the beachheads of Coney Island and 
in the foxholes of San Diego; men who regard 
President Roosevelt as the enemy taking pre- 
cedence over Hitler; men who sabotage aid to 
Russia at the moment when the Russians are 
shedding their best blood in our common 
cause; these men are the enemies of the 
American people. 

Together with this letter we are sending 
you our complete analysis of the issues and 
the men in the coming elections prepared in 
cooperation with the New Republic. 

The time for effective action is short. The 
Union for Democratic Action proposes to ac- 
quaint the American people with the actual 
voting records of their Congressmen on the 
great issues of the past several years during 
which American policy was being shaped and 
the American future being decided. We are 
convinced that, once the facts are known, 
those candidates will be elected whose rec- 
ords indicate their support of the democratic 
aspirations of the American people and of the 
world-wide cause of democracy. 
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This conviction is fortified by the frenzied 
reaction which resulted from the recent pub- 
lication of this analysis. The chorus of de- 
nunciation, inspired by the obstructionist 
press—notably the Chicago Tribune—and 
given voice on the floors of Congress by the 
gentlemen who have most to lose by disclosure 
of the truth, will not deter us. To win this 
war and the peace which will follow, we 
must place our fortunes in the hands of those 
candidater for public office who do not fear 
the truth and, indeed, welcome it. 

We need your help in raising the minimum 
$50,000 necessary to finance this campaign. 
We need gifts of $1,000, $500, $100, $25, and $1. 
Anything you can contribute to the election 
of a Congress for victory will be of the great- 
est importance in the determination of our 
country’s future. We consider this the most 
important civilian job from now until No- 
vember. We need volunteers and help all 
along the line. We count you among the 
fighters for democracy. What will you do in 
this campaign? Please let us have your gen- 
erous response immediately. We must not 
waste time—it is too precious an asset in this 
struggle. 

Sincerely yours, 
ALBERT SPRAGUE COOLIDGE, 
WILLIAM ALLAN NEILSON, 
REINHOLD NIEBUHR, 
THOMAS R. AMLIE, 
A. PHILIP RANDOLPH, 
FRANK KINGDON. 


“A two-front fight for democracy—at home 
and abroad,” 


Mr. Chairman, there is another docu- 
ment being sent out by Wiliam D. Lilly, 
411 Mercantile Trust Building, Baltimore, 
Md., which clearly shows that he is op- 
erating as an individual in the political 
field. He has made no report of collec- 
tions or expenditures to the Clerk of the 
House. 

The document he is sending out I in- 
sert in the Record at this point in my 
remarks: 

Ham FISH AND PEARL HARBOR 

THE PEARL HARBOR CONVERT IS NOT ENOUGH 

No one should be reelected to Congress, or 
even renominated, who voted for the Ludlow 
amendment or who voted against— 

The bill to fortify Guam. 

The repeal of the embargo, 

The Selective Service Act. 

Extension of selective service. 

Lend-lease bill. 

Revision of neutrality bill (the bill to allow 
our vessels to go into belligerent waters). 

Any Member of Congress who had not 
vision enough to sense our danger should not 


be depended on in the momentous days 
ahead, 


The Nation’s business is to win the war. 
Wi11am D. LLY, 
Baltimore, Md. 


In order that no citizen may fall into 
dangerous error in this matter I wish to 
call attention, Mr. Chairman, to section 
306 of the Corrupt Practices Act, which 
provides: 


Sec. 306. Every person (other than a politi- 
cal committee) who makes an expenditure in 
one or more items, other than by contribu- 
tion to a political committee, aggregating $50 
or more, within a calendar year for the pur- 
pose of influencing in two or more States the 
election of candidates, shall file with the 
Clerk an itemized detailed statement of such 
expenditure in the same manner as required 
of the treasurer of a political committee by 
section 305. 


I trust, Mr. Chairman, that the Attor- 
ney General will give these evident viola- 
tions of the Corrupt Practices Act his im- 
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mediate attention to the end that they 
may cease. It is distinctly the duty now 
of the Attorney General to have the evi- 
dence in these cases sifted and to pursue 
the proper prosecution of all violators of 
the Corrupt Practices Act. 

It would seem, and I am sure all my 
colleagues in the House will agree with 
me, that when organizations or individu- 
als set themselves up to judge the charac- 
ters and pass upon the records of Mem- 
bers of the Congress, and to advocate 
their reelection or defeat, as the case may 
be, that those organizations and individ- 
uals should be, like Caesar’s wife, beyond 
reproach. They should come into the 
court of public opinion with clean hands. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Forp]. 

Mr. FORD of Mississippi. Mr. Chair- 
man, this measure is a war measure. It 
needs but little, if any, further explana- 
tion. In view of the perils that confront 
us, it needs no defense. Whether we like 
it or not we are at war. We are at war, 
not because we desire to be at war, but 
because we have no other choice. War 
was forced upon us. We had no other 
course to pursue but to accept the chal- 
lenge of self-appointed dictators; a 
course that has required the marshaling 
of all the Nation’s resources—physical as 
well as human, material as well as 
spiritual, 

This bill, the conditions under which it 
was considered by your: committee, its 
presentation here, and its ultimate signa- 
ture by the President to make it a law 
all reflect the procedure adopted by a free 
people in a democratic government to 
meet the cost of war. 

Such a course is unknown in the totali- 
tarian states that make war upon us, 
There all parliamentary or legislative de- 
libevation has ceased. These dictators 
have destroyed the voice of the people. 
They have abolished deliberative assem-~ 
blies. They do not ask for the contribu- 
tions of the people. They seize the prop- 
erty of those whom they have conquered. 
They take the wealth of those whom they 
have enslaved. They confiscate the pos- 
sessions and the incomes of their own 
peoples. 

Here in America, where free men and 
free women still govern themselves there 
is no taking; there is no seizure; there is 
no confiscation. Our people responded 
to the demands of the war effort whole- 
heartedly even though it has required 
sacrifice and self-denial. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish that government 
were self-sustaining. We all do. I wish 
that we could preserve our freedom, our 
property, our homes, our free institu- 
tions without war and its enormous 
costs. But not even our aggressors have 
discovered such a magic formula, They 
make war upon us and our allies to take 
what we have, to have “living room” for 
themselves wherever they may find it and 
take it. They have selected the theater 
of war. 

They all strike at our natural resources 
or the natural resources of our allies. 
They seek spoil and conquest and power. 
Japan would destroy our Pacific bases, 
our stepping stones of defense as well as 
of offense. She would seize our Aleutian 
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and Alaskan bases in order not only to 
strike at us more effectively but to pre- 
vent us from carrying war to her shores. 
We must arm to stop her. We must arm 
our allies. We must provide both arms 
and food for China, who so valiantly has 
defended herself for 5 long years against 
the invasion of a merciless, ruthless, 
predatory and perfidious enemy. These 
are the reasons for this bill. These are 
its real purposes. 

This bill has not been presented as a 
perfect bill. Like all similar measures, 
it has limitations.and imperfections. It 
will not please everybody. It could not. 
But it does have one great virtue. It is 
as fair, as equitable, and as considerate of 
all who are affected by its terms as, in my 
opinion, any bill of a similar nature 
could be. 

The Ways and Means Committee, of 
which I am a member, spent many 
months of painstaking and exacting work 
on this bill in the effort to make it as 
equitable, fair, and just as possible and 
to minimize its burdens; and yet at the 
same time provide the means necessary 
to meet the enormous expenditures 
which we are compelled to make to pre- 
serve our democracy and to save our 
civilization from oblivion. 

Every reasonable opportunity was ac- 
corded all who could or would give ad- 
vice or help. Every variety of opinion 
was considered; and every effort was 
made to consider the ability of the peo- 
ple to comply with its terms. I was glad, 
indeed, that as a member of the com- 
mittee I could assist in these delibera- 
tions and in this work. Every American 
citizen, I am sure, will do his utmost to 
contribute his share toward victory. 
Every citizen, every candidate for public 
office who has pledged his fealty to the 
President as the Commander in Chief of 
the armed forces of the United States, 
will support this measure to meet the 
cost of a war we did not seek, that we do 
not want, but which we intend to fight 
through to victory so that we may con- 
tinue to enjoy as free men and free 
women the advantages and blessings of 
the freedom bequeathed us by our fore- 
fathers and foremothers. 

It is in this spirit, Mr. Chairman, that 
I ask the House to consider this measure 
and to pass it speedily so that the inter- 
national madmen and gangsters who hate 
us and who make war upon us may be 
halted, and we may resume once again 
our democratic way of life. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. Chair- 
man, the members of the Ways and 
Means Committee will remember that 
during the 4 months we had our delibera- 
tions the gentleman from Minnesota 
daily charged that the bill was sectional 
and political and that we were trying to 
delay this tax bill until after election. 
Now he has the effrontery to come before 
this House and move to recommit the 
bill on a motion which it is conceded 
would take from 1 month to 6 weeks 
longer. Consistency, what a bright 
jewel thou art in the crown that graces 
the noble brow of our colleague and 
friend from Minnesota. 
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Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Washington. I yield. 

Mr. AUGUST E. ANDRESEN. Was 
the gentleman referring to me? 

Mr. HILL of Washington. The gentle- 
man is not a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee is he? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. No. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. And the 
gentleman is not going to move to re- 
commit the bill is he? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. No. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. I had ref- 
erence to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. KNUTSON].” 

Mr. Chairman, we are closing a 3-day 
discussion and explanation of a very 
complicated yet important bill—possibly 
the most important to come before the 
House at this session, The Constitution 
of the United States vests in the House 
of Representatives the sole duty of origi- 
nating a revenue measure. This was 
due to the fact that at the inception of 
our republican form of government the 
House was the only popular branch. 
Senators were chosen by State Legisla- 
tures; Federal judges were then, as now, 
appointed by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate; and it was intended 
by the framers of the Constitution that 
even the President was to be selected by 
a group of electors from the various 
States. “Taxation without representa- 
tion” was the slogan of that day and the 
colonial people had been so oppressed for 
decades with the unfair burden of tax- 
ation as to create a definite demand that 
their direct representatives should alone 
have that duty to perform. 

The House in turn has delegated this 
authority to the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. You, our colleagues on both the 
minority and majority sides of the aisle, 
have during the past years by your elec- 
tions placed us on that committee and 
thus it has become our privilege as well 
as duty to draft the tax bill. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Washington. I yield. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Iwas not on the floor 
to hear the first part of the gentleman’s 
remarks, but I am informed that the 
gentleman stated that if my motion to 
recommit carried it would delay the bill 
very considerably. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. I think it 
is so conceded by most speakers. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Has the gentleman 
read my motion to recommit? 

Mr. HILL of Washington. No; it has 
not been proposed, has it? 

Mr.KNUTSON. The gentleman should 
read the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; it gives 
an account of what happens in the House, 
I call his attention to page 6317. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. Is this a 
long statement? If so, I cannot yield, 
for I have only 10 minutes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Itisnotlong. Iread 
from the RECORD: 

Mr. Knutson moves to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means with 
instructions to report the bill back to the 
House forthwith. 


What does that mean? The gentle- 
man knows that under parliamentary 
procedure of the House when a measure 
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is recommitted to the committee with 
instructions to report it back forthwith 
that the chairman immediately presents 
the necessary amendments and it is 
acted on immediately. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. I sincerely 
thank the gentleman from Minnesota for 
calling my attention to his amendment 
inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on 
Friday, but that does not disprove the 
contention that the word “forthwith” 
may be and usually is extended into an 
indefinite period of weeks. 

We have accepted this task, and to 
the best of our ability have performed 
this duty. It has been a long and ardu- 
ous task. It has taken 4 months of hard 
work early and late, first in the public 


-hearings when all taxpayers and experts 


were patiently heard, and then in 6 weeks 
of executive meetings. May I here add 
my commendation to that already ex- 
pressed by others of the nonpartisan and 
friendly spirit in which all members took 
part in the discussion and decisions, 
Compromises were inevitable—it was so 
in the great Constitutional Convention 
of 1787—it will always be so in any de- 
liberative body. Not compromises with 
principle, but compromises in the details. 
May I also express my admiration and 
respect for our beloved chairman. I 
wish to add one characteristic of his in- 
terest in his duties which no one else 
has mentioned. He is here on the job 
every morning at 7 a. m. to begin his 
arduous day’s work. I can testify to 
this from actual experience almost daily. 

We have had the excellent coopera- 
tion and aid of experts from the Trea- 
ury Department, as also from our own 
Special staff. This has proved invalu- 
able to us as their knowledge and ex- 
pertness have enlightened members of 
the committee on technical and statis- 
tical points involved. That we did not 
always follow their advice is in no way 
any disparagement of their splendid serv- 
ices at all times. The measure is not 
perfect—no proposed legislation can be 
perfect. There are many provisions 
which to me should have been eliminat- 
ed, also some provisions excluded which 
I favored. However, on the whole, it is 
a real revenue bill and a sincere attempt 
to not only raise the necessary revenue 
but also levy the taxes equitably. The 
fact that the closed rule was adopted 
with but 18 votes against it on Thursday, 
and the prospect of the bill passing al- 
most unanimously next Monday attests 
to this fact. Why has this come to pass? 
Because we are in an emergency—we 
are in the throes of the most gigantic 
and tragic war in which our country has 
ever been engaged. We are in to win a 
complete victory over the Axis, and to do 
this not only are our soldiers and sailors 
necessary, but also all the facilities and 
supplies needed to hasten this victory to 
an early conclusion. The rank and file 
of our people are ready—have been ready 
for months—to do their part, to sacrifice, 
to produce. They expect us to do the 
same, and also not only to appropriate 
the required funds, but then to equalize 
the burden of taxation. They know that 
when we take part in a war dance “we 
will have to pay the fiddler,” but they 
also insist that taxes should and must 
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be levied according to ability to pay. 
This has not been an easy task to per- 
form, but we have sincerely and honestly 
tried to do this. 

I will touch on but three phases of the 
tax problem and that very briefly. Yes- 
terday we were regaled with the inequi- 
ties of the separate returns on incomes 
and a plea for the “lost cause” of joint 
returns. I will give our opponents credit 
for one thing: They do not seem to know 
when they are licked. We have licked 
them for years. We failed last year in 
the committee, but succeeded in the 
House. This year we defeated them 
fairly in the committee. Their conten- 
tion that only 5 percent of our taxpayers 
are benefitted by separate returns is be- 


side the point. Even granting this, their- 


proposition in whatever ingenious form 
it appeared before our committee is 
clearly unconstitutional. Federal courts 
have so held time and again. State laws 
and constitutions alone define what 
property is and who earns the income. 
Respectfully but firmly do I affirm that 
the Federal Government has no more 
right to invade the sphere of States’ 
rights than has the State to invade the 
rights of the Federal Government. Each 
is separate and distinct. It has been 
said time and again that the emergency 
alters this and we must yield to this 
emergency. I deny and defy the right 
of anyone to wage a war abroad in the 
mame of democracy and the Four Free- 
doms and then proceed to destroy our 
freedom and our republican form of gov- 
ernment at home. We are not fighting 
this war, I respectfully submit, alone to 
defeat the Axis. It is to defeat their 
ideas, their principles. We must win 
this war not only to aid in the establish- 
ment of democracy and the “four free- 
doms” in the four corners of the earth, 
but to maintain, protect, and guard our 
own rights, our own institutions, our 
own way of life. This is not only our 
right but, by the grace of God, it is our 
duty as American citizens. Further- 
more, it is rather strange for some of 
our colleagues to regard themselves as 
the lords of creation. They, alone, earn 
their salaries. What fatuous fiction? 
How did they attain to their positions of 
authority and affluence? Did their 
mates, their wives, do nothing to aid 
them? Do they do nothing at their sides 
to continue them in public service? I 
am only one humble Member of this 
House—but let me here pay respectful 
and heartfelt tribute to the woman who 
for more than a score of years stood by 
my side and aided me in my attempts to 
succeed in my efforts, who really in- 
spired me to run for Congress, and who 
was at all times as long as Providence 
permitted her to remain here, my best 
inspiration. I, for one, did not begrudge 
her her half of the income which she so 
richly deserved. 

A second issue I wish to briefly dis- 
cuss is that of excess profits and a post- 
war refund. To my mind, when ocur 
rank and file are producing to the ut- 
most, are sacrificing to the limit, are 
giving their sons and husbands and 
fathers in the supreme sacrifice, when 
the aftermath of the war will bring them 
only tears and debts and tender memo- 
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ries, to me any excess profits and re- 
funds are intolerable. We were told 
that it was necessary as an incentive. 
My God, what incentives do they need? 
What incentives have our boys who are 
drafted? Are they guaranteed any re- 
fund? What incentives have our farm- 
ers who have been and are right now 
with corn at 87 cents per bushel, what 
incentives have they and what refund 
guaranteed to them? No, Mr. Speaker; 
there is only one incentive and that is 
to produce, to sacrifice, to fight to save 
the institutions and the land we love. 
If I had had my way we would have con- 
fiscated all excess "war profits 100 per- 
cent and no promise of refund. None is 
given to those small corporations which 
have no excess profits and are being 
forced out of the picture by these over- 
fed corporations. Ihold no brief against 
business as such—it is only when it 
pleads for excuse in waste, permits graft, 
and pleads for profit—when the smaller 


ones give their all and are often forced _ 


to the wall—it is then I say: Justice and 
equality before the law, no special privi- 
leges to any special interests. I heartily 
agree with my colleague from Illinois 
(Mr. McKeovcH] in his eloquent plea 
for a special fund in the Treasury to 
reestablish small concerns forced out of 
business because of a lack of war con- 
tracts. 

A proponent for refunds for corpora- 
tions quoted yesterday the Bible story of 
the “seven fat years” followed by the 
“seven lean years.” The inference was 
that the Federal Government should lay 
by a fund out of excess profits for these 
corporations so they could continue to 
function after the war and give employ- 
ment to the returned veterans. It is the 
old story—and I quote the Bible, too— 
of the poor “eating crumbs from the rich 
man’s table.” The Great Master Himself 
as well as His true followers like Jeffer- 
son and Lincoln spoke of equality and 
justice. Whatever aid we give to the 
veterans and the rank and file after this 
war let it be done directly to and for 
them. In this great and fine country of 
ours may all sit down to the well spread 
table of plenty so possible in a land “that 
flows with milk and honey.” 

Lastly, may I touch on the much dis- 
cussed issue of a sales tax. In the first 
place, I feel that this is distinctly a State 
field and not Federal. Very many States 
have sales taxes. Let the Federal Gov- 
ernment limit itself to inheritance, gift, 
income, and excise taxes and the tariff. 
Real estate and sales taxes belong to the 
States. Too often in recent years the 
Federal Government has invaded the 
rights of the sovereign States. It is true 
that State lines have through modern 
communication and transportation been 
more or less obliterated. But never, as 
long as our Constitution with its Bill of 
Rights remains our guiding star, will we 
permit our republican form of govern- 
ment to be sacrificed to a totalitarian re- 
gime. Then too, I hold that a sales tax— 
and to be effective and bring in any 
revenue it must tax necessities—is falla- 
cious because it is not based on the axiom 
that taxes should be levied in proportion 
to ability to pay. Here is an instance: 
I am alone and the sales tax would fall 
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on me very lightly. I have a cousin, a 
farmer in Illinois, who has a wife and 
seven children. He is less able to pay 
even what I would pay and under a sales 
tax he would pay about seven times what 
I would pay. No, Mr. Speaker; far better 
to raise the tax on all incomes above 
$5,000, tax more heavily inheritances and 
gifts and estates, and raise the excess- 
profits tax to 100 percent than to tax the 
bread that feeds the poor and the cotton 
shirts that cover their backs, 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, may I say 
that we must look forward with hopeful 
eyes and brave hearts. We have a long 
and arduous road to climb before victory 
is ours. Whether on the farm, in the 
factory, in the office or in these halls of 
Congress, it is our solemn and sacred 
duty to first of all have as our objective 
the winning of a war to save our institu- 
tions, our homes, and our self-respect. 
Then we must plan to wage it with as 
little waste and delay as possible. Lastly, 
it is our privilege as well as duty to raise 
funds to carry it on to a successful con- 
clusion with the burden resting as equi- 
tably as possible on each and every one, 
If we as Members of Congress do this, rest 
assured that the morale of the rank and 
file back home will reach and surpass 
that of any emergency in the history of 
our country. We as the servants of a 
great people can do no less than this, and 
they fully expect us to sink all partisan- 
ship, as we in the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee have done, in a common cause and 
for a high purpose. 

Mr. BUCK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Washington. I yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BUCK, “Ni la mitad de las 
ganancias auidas durante el matrimonio.” 

Having put that in the Record, may I 
say there is one matter that I omitted 
in my remarks and which I hope the gen- 
tleman will agree to, that even if the 
husband’s property is forfeited or by any 
legal action levied against during matri- 
mony, the wife’s equity in that property 
cannot be attached, sold, or in any way 
delivered. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. That is 
absolutely true. He is only the trustee 
and manager of her property and her 
income. 

Mr. BUCK. Of course. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. GEARHART]. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Chairman, this 
tax bill represents over 4 months of 
public hearings and executive session de- 
liberations. I quite agree with the other 
speakers who have said that this in spite 
of the time that has been consumed is 
not a perfect bit of legislation. It is far 
from that, but I think it is just as good 
a bill as it is possible for human beings 
subject to all of the frailties to have pre- 
pared and presented to any legislative 
body in this country. 

There are a great many phases of 
the bill, each one of which has been 
thoroughly discussed. There is one part 
of the bill in which I had a primary in- 
terest and in the arriving at the decision 
in respect to which I took an active part, 
that is, in making the more certain the 
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righteous defeat of that unholy proposal 
of the Treasury which would have re- 
quired the married people of this country 
to file joint income-tax returns. I come 
from what is known as a community- 
property State, but there are many, many 
reasons other than those which would 
occur to a person coming from a State 
such as mine for opposing this legisla- 
tion. Whatever may be said in favor of 
mandatory joint income-tax returns as 
a revenue measure, from the standpoint 
of morality and public policy the Treas- 
ury’s suggestion was indefensible. Be- 
cause of these defects it was brought to 
the Ways and Means Committee cleverly 
disguised as a virtuous device to accom- 
Plish equality in taxation between the 
States. 

It was represented to the committee 
and to Members on this floor last year 
as a measure which would eliminate in- 
equalities in taxation throughout the 
country and wipe out a supposed advan- 
tage which taxpayers living in commu- 
nity-property States are alleged to enjoy. 
As a matter of fact, those suggestions 
were made for the sole and only purpose 
of arousing prejudice in the minds of the 
Members of this body and the members 
of the Ways and Means Committee, a 
prejudice which was expected to blind 
them to the real purposes that were in 
the minds of the proponents of this 
iniquitous suggestion. 

It was nothing but an ingenious de- 
vice to raise some $450,000 in additional 
taxes. The people who proposed it down 
at the Treasury Department were think- 
ing of more revenue, and nothing else. 
They hoped to be able to put over this 
program for the gouging of married peo- 
ple under the pious representation that it 
would eliminate a supposed advantage 
which is enjoyed by the taxpayers who 
live in that group of States which are 
known as community-property Common- 
wealths. 

Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. GEARHART,. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GORE. The gentleman used the 
expression, “supposed advantage.” Does 
the gentleman deny that there is an ad- 
vantage? 

Mr. GEARHART. I will answer that 
question in this way: We are told by the 
‘Treasury experts that under the rate now 
in effect compulsory joint income-tax 
returns would raise an additional $350,- 
000,000 in taxes. Under the rates which 
are in the instant bill which we are now 
considering some $450,000,000 additional 
taxes would be raised by the adoption of 
this tax formula. 

There are 9 community-property 
States. When we break down that $350,- 
900,000 we find that $50,000,000 thereof 
would be collected in the community- 
property States and $300,000,000 would 
be raised as additional revenue in non- 
community-property States. How does 
that work out in the light of the rela- 
tion of the 9 States to the 39 States? 
How does that work out when you meas- 
ure the population in those 9 States 
against the population in the 39 States? 

It works out just this way: By com- 
pelling joint income-tax returns na- 


GORE. Will the gentleman 
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tionally you raise additional revenue in 
the community and noncommunity 
States in almost the same proportion 
as the 9 community-property States bear 
to the 39. In other words, there is only 
a difference of 2 percent between the 
additional taxes which would be raised 
in community-property States and the 
additional taxes which would be raised 
in the non-community-property States, 
and, strange to say, the 2 percent is to 
the disadvantage of the non-commu- 
nity-property States. What is the infer- 
ence that must be drawn from that? 
Only this, and you cannot avoid the con- 
clusion: The people who live in the non- 
community-property States have accom- 
plished the same identical result by vol- 
untary transfers of property from the 
more prosperous spouse to the less pros- 
perous spouse as the people who live in 
community-property States accom- 
plished by operation of law. 

Mr. GORE. I have been quite amused 
at the gentleman’s inferences, but he has 
not answered my question yet as to 
whether there was any real advantage. 

Mr. GEARHART. The gentleman isa 
little too impetuous. If he had waited 
but a moment longer he would have 
heard the answer. It is involved in the 
irresistible inference from the facts 
which I have just recited. Here it is. 
Under existing law there is no real ad- 
vantage. to the community-property 
States but, on the contrary, an amend- 
ment to require compulsory joint income- 
tax returns would impose upon the non- 
community-property States a distinct 
disadvantage, one to the extent of 2 
percent, at least. That is the answer. 

Mr. GORE. Will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. GEARHART. No. Ido not intend 
to be drawn into a discussion of indi- 
vidual cases as that would extend this 
discussion beyond all reason. I am talk- 
ing about the quantum of additional 
revenue, the total “take” that would be 
collected by the Government of the 
United States in the community-property 
States and in the non-community-prop- 
erty States if this unhappy Treasury pro- 
posal had been adopted. It would have 
eliminated no advantage, real or unreal, 
insofar as the community-property States 
are concerned. It would merely have im- 
posed a disadvantage upon the non-com- 
munity-property States, an intolerable 
one when viewed as a part of the larger 
tax picture. 

Mr. BOEHNE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GEARHART. I will not yield any 
further. 

All I want to point out today is this. 
The proponents of this proposal have 
dragged a red herring across the path- 
way of clear thinking in an effort to get 
the membership of this legislative body 
to accept under the influences of prej- 
udice a tax formula which, in the last 
analysis, cannot be described as any- 
thing but an ingenious device to gouge 
people who happen to be married to each 
other. Why do they want to indulge 
in this gouging process? For no other 
purpose or end than adding to the pub- 
lic revenues $450,000,000 under the new 
rates or $350,000,000 additional revenue 
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as it would be under the old rates, the 
schedules now in effect. 

In conclusion I want to discuss just 
one other phase of this legislative as- 
sault upon the matrimonial relation- 
ship—— 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GEARHART. No; I will not yield 
further. I do not care to discuss that 
subject further. 

From the earliest dawn of history, his- 
tory insofar as the writing of laws is con- 
cerned, legislators have been governed by 
a definite public policy in their dealing 
with the marital relation in all of its ram- 
ifications, including the taxation of its 
members. The policy has been to favor 
the matrimonial relationship and to en- 
courage people to enter it by offering var- 
ious inducements—advantages, if you 
please—to those that have known not its 
blessings. As a consequence the marital 
relationship has been favored all along 
the line,’ in all legislative halls, down 
through the corridors of time. That is 
a sound policy. It was thought to have 
become the fixed and enduring policy of 
the law until suddenly the Treasury, in- 
spired by greed for additional funds, hits 
upon the unholy idea of mandatory joint 
returns as an effective means of adding 
millions to the exchequer by the gouging 
process—the gouging of those who hap- 
pen to be married. For the first time in 
hundreds of years it is sought to reverse 
the time-honored policy of favoring the 
matrimonial relationship. 

For the first time in tax-making his- 
tory legislators are giving serious consid- 
eration to penalizing the matrimonial re- 
lationship, to imposing additional bur- 
dens upon those who enter into the mat- 
rimonial status, to adding to the diffi- 
culties of married people who are already 
feeling the pinch of a rapidly increasing 
cost of living, to multiplying the disad- 
vantages and the hardships which a war 
economy has forced upon them, 

Mr. Chairman, the adoption of the 
Treasury’s proposal would turn the hands 
of the clock of time back to those days 
when husband and wife were one, the 
husband that one, the wife the chattel. 
The members of the Ways and Means 
Committee who struck this reactionary 
proposal from the bill are to be congratu- 
lated upon their forthrirht action. By 
their action the preferential status of the 
matrimonial relation is maintained as it 
most assuredly should be. 

I know there are a great many speak- 
ers who are waiting for the floor, and I 
know I should not have occupied it for 
as long as I have. Therefore, Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent that I may 
have the privilege of revising and ex- 
tending my remarks, which I, at this 
moment, bring to a close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr, JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chair- 
man, as Congress is again called upon 
to pass another bill to greatly increase 
taxes it might be well to refer back over 
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the past 9 years, during which time we 
have had over 20 tax increases. It will 
be recalled that each year since 1933 the 
present administration has expended 
several billion dollars more than was 
collected in taxes. Our national debt 
was greatly increased each year until it 
was known by everyone that increased 
taxes would be necessary long before our 
entrance into the war. 

During these past 9 years we have 
witnessed the greatest spending orgy, 
the greatest waste and extravagance 
that this country has ever known. Sinte 
1933 the President has had an over- 
whelming majority of the members of 
his party in both branches of Congress, 
and he has been able to get this ma- 
jority to pass practically all legislation 
he desired, even to the point where many 
commentators made daily reference to 
the “rubber stamp” Congress. Of 
course, this reference applied to the ad- 
ministration’s majority in Congress. 

This tax bill is brought before the 
House under a gag rule which does not 
permit Members to offer amendments to 
the bill. This rule requires Members to 
vote for or against the bill as it was 
written by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, which, in effect, is taking the leg- 
islative power out of the hands of the 
Members of Congress and placing it in 
the committee. There are many provi- 
sions in this bill which I do not approve 
of, but under the gag rule no opportunity 
is given to offer amendments. 

We are engaged in a most serious war, 
and our first duty is to win the war in 
the least possible time, and with the least 
possible loss of life. In our effort to win 
the war, every citizen has an important 
roll, and I am certain that every citizen 
will do his full duty. All waste and ex- 
travagance should be immediately abol- 
ished, and the expenses of running the 
ordinary affairs of Government should 
be greatly reduced. The confusion and 
conflicting statements emanating from 
high administration sources should be 
stopped, and the Government should be 
perfectly honest and frank with the peo- 
ple. 

Last year our Government spent about 
$50,000,000 of the taxpayer’s money, 
paying people for not producing sugar, 
and it decreased the sugar acreage 16.2 
percent. It will be difficult for the ad- 
ministration to explain why this enor- 
mous sum was expended last year to cur- 
tail sugar production, and then to claim 
a great sugar shortage this year. Many 
authorities claim there is more sugar in 
the country now than there was a year 
ago, and that there has never been any 
real reason why sugar should have been 
rationed. 

The waste and extravagance in con- 
struction of Army camps and defense 
plants have been tremendous. It has 
been definitely established that the Gov- 
ernment paid in excess of $9,000 each for 
plain four-car garages constructed of 
wood, with roll-top roof, and not lined in 
any way, the sort of garage that should 
ordinarily cost from $500 to $600 each, 
and that other Government construc- 
tion has been on the same extravagant 
basis. This may be the result of cost- 
plus contracts. In the congressional dis- 
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trict, which I have the honor of repre- 
senting, a sample of this waste and 
extravagance can be found. An alloca- 
tion of $53,500,000 was made for the 
Wabash River ordnance works. A sup- 
plemental allocation of over $49,000,000 
has been made, plus $3,000,000 for archi- 
tectural fees, making a total cost up to 
date of over $105,000,000. I have talked 
with a very reliable and experienced con- 
tractor, who advises me that he could 
have constructed this plant for a maxi- 
mum cost of not to exceed $16,000,000, 
and made a good profit. 

It took the administration over a year 
to decide where to locate this plant. Had 
those in authority acted with dispatch, 
the plant could have been located, con- 
structed, and in operation during the 
time that was wasted trying to decide 
where to put it. Congressional investiga- 
tions have shown conclusively the great 
lack of efficiency, the lack of business 
judgment, and the wanton waste and ex- 
travagance of the past 9 years. Billions 
upon billions were wasted on nonessen- 
tial things, in an effort to make over the 
American form of government under a 
system of planned economy and regimen- 
tation. Billions of the taxpayers’ money 
was used for political purposes, and now 
we find even in our great national emer- 
gency the Attorney General advising that 
the fight for the New Deal must be con- 
tinued, regardless of the war, and even in 
the location of defense plants we find 
politics. We find administration leaders 
calling for the defeat of certain Repre- 
sentatives in Congress because a defense 
plant was not located in their districts, 
while at the same time we find the New 
Dealers in northern districts, which have 
secured defense plants, and even Mr. 
Flynn, Democratic national chairman, 
publicly boasting that they will carry 
these districts in the congressional elec- 
tions this year by reason of the location 
of the defense plants and the importation 
of thousands of workers from Southern 
States, while many deserving resident 
citizens of the districts where the plants 
are located cannot get employment. 

Just recently it has been shown that 
enormous sums have been received by 
agents and brokers for securing Govern- 
ment contracts The Maxwell Scrim- 
geour family have received almost $900,- 
000 for war contract fees during the last 
18 months. The firm of Shirley, Olcott 
& Nichols have received over $600,000 in 
the first 6 months of this year, receiving 
about $3,450 daily in commissions. Hor- 
ace Ward received $431,463 over the past 
18 months in commissions, and Thomas 
Corcoran, who until recently, was one of 
the administration’s chief advisers, has 
received hundreds of thousands in com- 
missions. This does not provide a great 
incentive for the people to pay increased 
taxes, or to the boys in uniform who are 
risking their lives for their country. This 
sort of business should be stopped, in fact, 
it should never have been started. A re- 
liable company in my home city of Terre 
Haute bid upon a war contract and was 
informed that its bid was too low, and 
that a higher bid should be submitted. 

The people of the United States are 
vitally interested in winning this war, 
and they are demanding, and have a right 
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to demand, that the Government stop 
wasting their money. The people are 
willing, and anxious, to make every nec- 
essary sacrifice in order to win the war, 
but they want their Government to show 
that same spirit. The people have not 
complained, and will not complain, of any 
expenditure necessary to win the war. 
They have approved of all appropriations 
to provide for our national defense, and 
I am happy that I have voted for every 
bill to provide for our national defense. 

Congress has appropriated every dollar 
the President has asked for to provide for 
our national defense. There are many of 
us who have taken the position for many 
years that we should have a national de- 
fense so strong that no nation would 
dare attack us, and if any substantial 
part of the $60,000,000,000 expended by 
this administration from 1933 up until 
our entrance into the war, had been used 
to provide this defense, our country would 
have been in much better position now. 
The people are determined to defeat the 
Axis Powers, and they are just as deter- 
mined to preserve their liberty and free- 
dom which they enjoy under constitu- 
tional government in the United States. 
They are determined that they are not 
going to lose—here in America—the very 
thing they are fighting to preserve 
throughout the world. 

Mr. Chairman, in order to keep our 
Government solvent in the face of a 
$200,000,000,000 war cost, we must cut 
regular Federal, departmental, and bu- 
reau costs to an absolute minimum. The 
Government, like its citizens, must sacri- 
fice for victory. Have we reached a 
point where taxes will either kill or great- 
ly weaken profit incentives, which are 
the basis of national progress and the 
means of Federal income? We shail 
soon reach a point of diminishing re- 
turns, and the power to tax is still the 
power to destroy. War finance puts this 
vital power, and with it the quality and 
caliber of Congress, to a supreme test. 
We must not only pay the price of vic< 
tory; we must also keep the private econ- 
omy alive and vigorous. The life of 
American democracy depends upon the 
separation of the public and private 
economy. The Government that lives 
and pays you will eventually control you. 
We must reduce the peacetime tax load 
and prepare the way for the return of 
government after peace to its proper 
function of government for and by the 
people. 

Democracy cannot function under a 
politically managed economy. It is vital, 
therefore, that the citizens of this great 
Nation should know what is being done 
with their money. This tax bill should 
be presented to the citizens in the form 
which can be understood. At the pres- 
ent, we have no large informed body of 
public opinion to act as a check on public 
spending. Every governmental agency, 
bureau, board, and commission has its 
own separate press and propaganda de- 
partment, with several over-all super- 
super press and propaganda bureaus 
which cost the taxpayers many millions 
each year. Too little attention is paid to 
the taxpayers who provide the billions 
which are appropriated at the order of 
the administration. Our first duty is to 
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the taxpayers. We should give them the 
truth about this tax bill and about all 
Federal spending. It is their money that 
is being spent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, time will not per- 
mit a lengthy discussion, but here is one 
example which the taxpayers should be 
told. The 1943 independent offices ap- 
propriation bill carried a total of $2,101,- 
167,990. The 1942 bill carried a total 
of $3,354,038,224. This looks like a sav- 
ing of more than $1,200,000,000, but there 
is no basis for comparison in these totals. 
There are tricks to all trades, I am told, 
and here is a gist of this trick bill. Tak- 
ing out the nonrecurrent and capital 
items, the national defense expenditures, 
the emergency items shown in the 1942 
bill, and not included in the 1943 bill, 
and you will find the amount of the 1943 
bill far in excess of the 1942 appropria- 
tion, although the picture on its face 
seems to show considerable savings. 

The taxpayers are becoming greatly 
concerned with Federal spending and 
waste on bureaus and political projects 
not essential to the war effort. They are 
entitled to be fully informed. This, 
ladies and gentlemen, is our job. We 
have a duty to the huge army of Federal 
taxpayers who provide our Government's 
funds. We must not let their voices be 
drowned out. The floor of the House of 
Representatives is the place for the will 
of the people to be expressed freely, and 
not crucified on the altar of an admin- 
istration gag rule. The people must 
know where their money goes, and when 
they find out what has been going on 
during the past 9 years and how their 
money has been wasted they will rise up 
in righteous wrath. I think we shall find 
it more profitable to conserve the citi- 
zens’ funds than to waste them on a huge 
bureaucracy of alphabetical agencies 
which are retarding, rather than assist- 
ing, our efforts to win this war. . The 
taxpayers are waking up under the im- 
pact of war billions, I think by next 
November we will discover that they 
have found voice, not yet stilled by gag 
rules, 

Let us here, and now, pledge ourselves, 
as representatives of the people, that 
their money shall be no longer wasted; 
that political considerations be com- 
pletely adjourned and that a real effort 
will be made to preserve for the American 
people that form of government which 
our forefathers so gallantly founded for 


us. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Jouns]. 

Mr, JOHNS. Mr. Chairman, there is 
not much I can say, except to some of the 
members of the committee, because this 
bill is not subject to amendment by the 
membership of the House. But I do 
want to go on record as saying I think 
the committee has done a very splendid 
job as far as they have gone in this tax 
bill. The great difficulty is going to be to 
get some money out of the people and 
the corporations after the bill is passed 
unless we can arrange some way so busi- 
ness in this country can operate and 
receive the materials with which to 
operate. 

I spent 2 or 3 days back in my home 
district last week, and I think I know 
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something about what the people are 
thinking. They are particularly inter- 
ested at this time in having some liberties 
in their own life whereby they can op- 
erate and earn something with which to 
pay these taxes. This is especially true 
of the small businessman. Of course, we 
realize that all industries will have to be 
in war work, or largely so, probably, be- 
fore the end of the year, but there are 
some private businesses that cannot be 
converted easily into the production of 
war materials. 

I find a great many people back home 
are thinking about those who are not 
going to pay anything to the Govern- 
ment at all, In the Central West espe- 
cially they realize that there is a war on, 
but they do not feel it as we do here in 
the East, where we have restrictions on 
gasoline and other articles that we would 
like to have in our everyday life which 
we do not get. I think there was a good 
suggestion made to this committee when 
they had their hearings, and that was 
that everybody should file a tax return 
and pay a certain amount for doing so. 
If they did that, even though they did 
not have to pay a tax under the lowering 
of the exemptions here, everybody would 
be interested in their Government to the 
extent of the amount they did have to 
pay. Ithink it was pretty well illustrated 
a week or two ago when I saw where a 
number of automobiles had gone out toa 
ball game, I think some 2,000, and the 
Federal authorities had checked up and 
found that at the ball game after the 
first of July they did not have but few 
stamps on their cars, showing the people 
thought more about the ball game than 
the Government getting some money to 
operate with and to take care of its 
obligations. 

If that was done, of course, it would 
not be necessary to use up all the amount 
collected for examining these different 
returns, but it would give to the Govern- 
ment quite a large return from these re- 
ports that have been filed by people who 
really do not have to pay an income tax. 
I think the time is coming when if we 
meet even the interest on our obligations 
it will be necessary to go down lower 
with our exemptions. Either that or a 
sales tax, and we may have both if we 
keep on with expenditures the way they 
are running at the present time and the 
collections made from taxes. 

I think the bill is in very good shape 
as it is, but I am satisfied it will be 
amended materially in the Senate, and 
that probably the rates will be increased 
to get more money. 

I yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. ANGELL]. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, it is 
not my purpose to discuss at length the 
numerous provisions of the Revenue Act 
now before us for consideration, pro- 
viding additional revenues for the fiscal 
year 1943. I do, however, desire to take 
this time to discuss some features of the 
bill. It it estimated that this measure, 
if adopted as presented by the Ways and 
Means Committee, will bring in approxi- 
mately $6,000,000,000 annually, which, 
together with revenues from existing tax 
laws, will make an aggregate total of 
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taxes collected for the coming fiscal year 
between twenty-four billion and twenty- 
five billion dollars. It is of interest to 
point out that this is approximately four 
times the amount collected during the last 
World War for any one fiscal year, as the 
highest yearly tax was approximately $6,- 
000,000,000. There will also be collected 
during the same period an estimated 
total of $9,000,000,000 by State and local 
taxing bodies, which will make a com- 
bined tax levy against the American tax- 
payers for the coming year of a sum in 
excess of $33,000,000,000, at least a third 
of the national income. 

Notwithstanding these huge revenues 
raised from taxation to finance our war 
effort and the ordinary activities of the 
Government as far as possible on the 
pay-as-you-go basis, there will be for the 
next fiscal year an estimated deficit of 
$56,000,000,000 dollars, almost twice as 
much as the taxes levied. The Govern- 
ment proposes to spend during the next 
fiscal year $73,000,000,000. 

I am sure the American people under- 
stand that we cannot prosecute an all- 
out war without levying all-out taxes to 
the full limit of the American people to 
pay. There is complete unanimity 
among our people that we should prose- 
cute the war with all our energy and with 
every resource we possess necessary to 
bring ultimate and complete victory. To- 
do so we must have an almost inexhausti- 
ble fund of tax dollars with which to 
equip and maintain our fighting forces 
now engaging our enemies literally 
around the globe. In addition, under the 
lease-lend program and other joint ac- 
tivities between ourselves and the United 
Nations, fighting to beat back the ruth- 
less forces of barbarism, who are seeking 
to enslave the world and crush civiliza- 
tion, huge outlays on the part of our 
Government are necessary. Any invest- 
ment we make in victory, regardless of its 
size, is a good investment. It is far bet- 
ter to spend our resources in overcom- 
ing the merciless assault upon us and our 
democracy than to procrastinate, hesi- 
tate, and lose the war and thereby lose 
everything and become the slaves of the 
ruthless nations alined against us. 

‘Mr. Chairman, we are confronted with 
an unfortunate parliamentary situation 
in the consideration of this tax bill. 
Under the closed rule we have adopted 
there will ke no opportunity for amend- 
ments on the floor, except such amend- 
ments as may be proposed by the Ways 
and Means Committee. It comes before 
us under a tight closed rule, which in 
effect is a “gag” rule. I appreciate that 
the Ways and Means Committee since 
March 3 has labored arduously and ef- 
fectively in preparing this bill for presen- 
tation to the House. It consists of 320 
pages and covers a multitude of sub- 
jects and modifies materially many pro- 
visions of existing revenue laws. There 
are a number of controversial issues con- 
tained in the bill upon which there were 
sharp disagreements in the committee 
itself. Many of these provisions were 
adopted by a very narrow margin, the 
25 members of the committee being di- 
vided almost equally. It would seem in 
the interest of good legislation in the 
consideration of a bill of such momentous 
importance and affecting the welfare of 
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so many of our people, that the mem- 
bership of the House should be accorded 
an opportunity to express their will by 
amendments in the passage of a law of 
such magnitude. All we can do is to 
vote up or down the bill as a whole, al- 
though it may contain many provisions 
to which we are opposed. 

I call attention to one provision of the 
bill which proposes a 5-percent tax on 
freight rates, with the exception of 
freight on coal, on which a straight 
5-cent charge for long ton is imposed. 
This provision is ill-advised and will work 
a great hardship on shippers in the 
Northwest, including my own State of 
Oregon, and elsewhere who have to seek 
a market for their products far removed 
from their own territories. We in the 
West are large shippers of heavy, bulky 
products, such as lumber, wool, grain, 
livestock, and many other products, for 
which we must seek markets far re- 
moved, involving heavy freight charges. 
We are already at a serious disadvantage 
in competition with like products raised 
or produced nearer to the market. We 
have already the differential of freight 
charges, which are now excessive due to 
long hauls, to which this bill will add an 
additional 5-percent differential. We 
should be permitted in the House to vote 
upon the removal of this onerous provi- 
‘sion which is unfair. If it was fair to 
shippers of coal to give them special 
treatment and impose a flat 5-cent 
charge per ton, likewise it would be equi- 
table to exempt all heavy products which 
may be shipped under similar conditions. 
I trust that when this bill reaches the 
Senate this iniquitous provision will be 
eliminated or modified. 

Mr. Chairman, in the raising of these 
huge revenues by taxation I feel that we 
should so frame the law that it will 
equalize the burden of taxation and 
exact revenues in proportion to the abil- 
ity of the taxpayer to pay. I favor re- 
lieving the burden upon those of small 
incomes and placing it upon those whose 
incomes are in the higher brackets and 
who are profiting by our war efforts. I 
feel it is a mistake to lower the exemp- 
tion on the low-salaried workers, and 
fail to seek the revenues we need from 
excess war profits. It will be much 
more equitable to raise the exemptions 
of these low-paid workers and increase 
the levy on excess profits and other large 
corporate incomes, as well as State and 
Government taxes. Our tax structure 
should be modified to protect small busi- 
ness. I feel also that the committee has 
erred in refusing to place a ceiling over 
the amount of income any taxpayer may 
keep free from taxes which is not needed 
for maintaining himself and his depend- 
ents in this critical time facing us as a 
nation. We have recently learned from 
testimony produced before various com- 
mittees of the Congress that huge in- 
comes are being made by persons 
“thumbing a ride” on our war efforts 
and acting as go-betweens between war 
industries and the Government, and 
exacting large so-called commissions for 
alleged services in securing contracts 
from the Government; not only should 
this practice be prohibited but any sums 


so received should be recaptured by taxa- 
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tion or otherwise to help finance our war ' of our elder citizens in decency and 


program, We should not permit anyone 
to make exorbitant and unconscionable 
profits, even for legitimate services for 
the Government as a part of our war 
efforts. 

Mr. Chairman, I have had numerous 
inquiries from constituents who are con- 
cerned over the provisions of this bill with 
reference to life-insurance exemptions. 
In the United States life insurance is one 
of the foundation stones of our financial 
and economic structure, as well as our so- 
cial life. More people of this country have 
availed themselves of the opportunity to 
provide for their own security and that of 
their dependents by life insurance than 
have people in any nation of the world. 
Life insurance through private enterprise 
provides for the security of our people. 
Nothing we do should jeopardize this 
great enterprise. The Government is col- 
lecting hundreds of millions of dollars 
yearly for our social-security program, 
and it would seem a part of good business 
judgment to impose no restrictions by 
way of taxation, or otherwise, upon life 
insurance. I realize, as I have before 
pointed out, that we here in the House 
can offer no amendments with respect to 
this feature of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the revenues which will 
be exacted from American taxpayers un- 
der this bill and other existing revenue 
acts, aggregating, as I have pointed out, 
over $24,000,000,000—perhaps $25,000,- 
000,000—are collected for the purpose of 
not only prosecuting the war, which must 
have first claim upon all of our resources 
and manpower, but is also for the pur- 
pose of carrying on the ordinary activi- 
ties of the Government and providing for 
social security and relief for our people. 
There has been pending before the Ways 
and Means Committee for a long time 
several bills having for their purpose the 
providing of funds for an adequate old- 
age-pension program. ‘There should be 
an amendment to the bill now before us 
earmarking a certain portion of the 
funds collected from all of the people of 
our Nation for the inauguration and car- 
rying out such a Federal old-age-pension 
program. Many thousands of our citi- 
zens who are over the age of 60 years 
are without an income sufficient to pro- 
vide a minimum of decency and health. 
They are unable to find employment in 
war production and are without a suffi- 
cient income to provide for their own 
needs. At the outset it must be admitted 
that our one major objective now is to win 
the war. We must not permit anything 
to prevent us from achieving a full and 
unconditional victory at the earliest pos- 
sible time. While doing so, however, we 
must provide the minimum requirements 
for our civilian population, either 
through gainful employment for those 
who are able to participate in productive 
enterprise or by adequate allowances for 
those who by reason of age or disability 
are unable to find a place in either ci- 
vilian or war production. While we are 
fighting to help provide the four free- 
doms for ail the peoples of the world, we 
cannot ignore the one essential freedom 
for existence for our own people; namely, 
freedom from want. 

An adequate Federal pension program 


_ will not only provide for the maintenance 


health, but it will also provide purchasing 
power to absorb the excess goods avail- 
able from our productive enterprises. We 
must not again adopt a policy of scarcity 
while millions of our aged people are in 
want, without even a minimum of the 
necessities of life. We must, on the 
other hand, after this devastating war is 
ended, make certain that our plans for 
rehabilitation and transition from war to 
peacetime activities will utilize our full 
resources of materials and manpower in 
production to full capacity. We must 
maintain our maximum financial income 
and mold our economic structure so 
there may be purchasing power in the 
hands of all the citizens ample to meet 
their needs according to American stand- 
ards of living. 

Full employment and adequate annui- 
ties for our elder unemployable citizens 
will provide the necessary purchasing 
power to give uniform and sustained 
markets for full production under our 
American system of private enterprise. 
In enacting now the old-age pension 
program we will have made one impor- 
tant advance toward providing post- 
war security against the collapse of our 
industrial and social economy. Old-age 
security and full employment musi be 
considered together in any formula de- 
signed to provide economic security for 
our people. 

While we are fighting for the four free- 
doms for the world we cannot ignore the 
freedom from want for our old people at 
home. Our annual national income is 
now approaching one hundred billions or 
more, and we are better prepared than 
ever before to inaugurate the program. 

The President and Congress are seek- 
ing to curb inflation. This pension fund 
would aid materially in preventing infla- 
tion, because the funds would all be spent 
for consumer goods, food, clothing, shel- 
ter, and medical care, leaving durable 
goods for war needs. Four out of five 
of our people 60 years of age or over re- 
ceive less than a minimum for decency 
and health. Under mass production and 
private enterprise with the profit system 
industry as a whole has obligation to 
provide for the discarded workman over 
60 years who can no longer participate 
in productive enterprise. This is a fac- 
tor of cost to industry as much as the 
replacement for a discarded, outworn ma- 
chine or repair or rehabilitation of the 
plant itself. A moderate tax, earmarked 
for pensions to be shared in by all reach- 
ing the age of 60, will solve this acute 
problem, provide for our old people, and, 
by furnishing purchasing power for con- 
sumer goods, will gear into our war and 
post-war economy. The program should 
be adopted and put into effect imme- 
diately. 

Mr, Chairman, to carry out such a pro- 
gram I suggest that a portion of the 
funds raised by this and other tax laws 
be set aside for this purpose. I realize 
that we cannot make such an amend- 
ment here, but amendments may be made 
in the other body and thus brought be- 
fore us for consideration. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr, Chairman, I 
now yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Taser], not a mem- 
ber of the Ways and Means Committee, 
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but one of the outstanding speakers in 
this House. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, this bill 
goes a long way toward meeting the defi- 
cit which is in sight, over the first 3 
months of the current fiscal year. Per- 
haps it does not go as far as that, because 
the deficit at the present time is running 
at the rate of $2,101,000,000 in the first 15 
days of the fiscal year. That means at 
the rate of over $4,000,000,000 each 
month. If we continue that way the 
first 3 months, the $6,000,000,000 that 
this bill provides will be wiped out twice. 
The worst trouble with our tax picture is 
that we face a deficit of over $50,000,000,- 
000, with the accelerated war program, 
and we are not financing over 25 per- 
cent of what the probable expenditures 
will be for the fiscal year that we are 
now in, if the Budget is to be believed. 
‘The thing that is most apparent is that 
in the taxing of individual incomes, and 
the taxing of corporations, the committee 
in its recommendations to us, has already 
gone beyond the area of increasing yield. 
It has gone to the point where, instead 
of these taxes yielding more money, they 
are bound in successive years to yield 
less. The taxes upon the corporations 
are such that they will very markedly 
reduce the income of those who have to 
report in the higher brackets and, their 
income being reduced, the individuals 
are bound to get into the lower brackets 
and, therefore, their tax is going to be 
less instead of more. The question about 
the corporation tax to my mind is this: 
With a corporation that is dealing en- 
tirely in war activities, it will be able to 
get by, because when the war ends, it will 
be able to charge up as deficits against 
the Government practically all of their 
loss in current inventory and all that 
sort of thing. On the other hand the 
corporation dealing with commodities 
that are being sold to the citizen, who is 
not a member of the military forces, is 
bound to have a tremendous shrinkage in 
inventory value, and the result of that 
Situation is going to be that a lot of 
these small corporations will be put into 
bankruptcy just as they were 25 years ago 
following the excess-profits tax that was 
in effect at that time. This is placing 
another and greater burden upon the 
small jobbing corporation and the small 
manufacturing corporation catering to 
the domestic needs of the civilian popu- 
lation. To my mind the taxes have al- 
ready been placed upon those with large 
capacity to pay clear up to the limit. A 
great many of the people who are sub- 
ject to it will have to pay as high as 85 or 
90 percent tax as individuals, when you 
come to add in the State income tax. I 
know that is decidedly true in my own 
State, and you have not left any more 
margin than those folks are going to re- 
quire to meet their tax obligations and 
give them a moderate sum to live on. 

Today the only recourse there is left to 
take care of upward of $50,000,000,000 in 
deficit that we are facing is a sales tax. 
Personally I do not like it, but I can see 
that that is quite a large and fruitful 
source of revenue. I do not see how we 
are going to avoid it. I can see how, per- 
haps, if this bill happens to come back 
from the Senate before election, that the 
Sales tax will be left out until after elec- 
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tion, but I would not want the American 
people to believe that there is a possibility 
of their escaping it with the deficit that is 
in sight as a result of the required ex- 
penditures for our Military Establishment 
and its operations, It behooves this coun- 
try to give very careful and sincere con- 
sideration to an effort to get rid of every 
appropriation that is asked for, that is 
not absolutely necessary, for every activ- 
ity outside of the military. We are ina 
situation where every dollar that is 
wasted in that way is going to pile up our 
national debt, and a debt situation is in- 
flationary in the highest degree. 

I am in hopes that before it is too late 
for the financial structure of the Gov- 
ernment to ride through the storm, addi- 
tional taxes will be placed where they 
can raise some revenue, and that we will 
meet the obligation which we owe to the 
American people to do the best we can 
to see that they land right side up after 
this military struggle is over. 

I realize that one who has not been a 
member of the committee cannot come 
here in a few moments and contribute 
a great deal to what should be done, but 
I do feel the committee has made an ef- 
fort to raise a considerable sum of money 
and that an effort of that kind deserves 
and requires the passage of the bill. I 
appreciate there are many people who 
are not satisfied with the provisions of 
the bill. I am not satisfied with a great 
many of them. I realize that only a 
very little can be done toward correct- 
ing any of these things on the floor, as 
there is only one motion to recommit 
available, and no amendments except 
committee amendments. Any change 
that may relieve any very serious situa- 
tion will, therefore, have to be made after 
careful study in the Senate. But it is 
absolutely impossible for anyone having 
any regard for the financial stability of 
America in these times to do anything 
except support the bill itself on its final 
passage. 

(Here the gavel fell.1 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HEALEY]. 

Mr, HEALEY. Mr. Chairman, this bill 
is brought to the House for its considera- 
tion after over 4 months of deliberation 
by the Committee on Ways and Means. 
During that time the committee, with in- 
finite patience, weighed every item in this 
bill, consisting of over 300 pages. 

This will probably be my last oppor- 
tunity to appear in the Well of this House, 
and I want to devote a moment of my 
time to pay deserved tribute to the chair- 
man of the committee and to my col- 
leagues on the committee from both sides 
of the aisle for the effort they have put 
into this bill; for their untiring devotion, 
for their patriotic and conscientious con- 
sideration of the many and complex mat- 
ters therein contained. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEALEY. I yield. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I know the gentle- 
man’s modesty will not permit him to 
make any reference to himself. I wish 
to say in behalf of the minority mem- 
bers of the committee, and I think I 
voice the sentiments of the majority 
members as well, that we have been 
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greatly aided by the services of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, whom we 
congratulate on soon becoming a member 
of the Federal bench. 

Mr, HEALEY. I thank the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HEALEY. I yield to the distin- 
guished chairman. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I join in what my 
distinguished colleague, the ranking mi- 
nority member of the committee, has 
said. I join with him in expressing our 
regret that our distinguished colleague 
and very able member of our committee 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Heater] is leaving our committee to go 
to another forum. His leaving will be 
not only a great loss to our committee 
but to the Congress and to the country. 
He has rendered outstanding service to 
our committee. He has been fair. He 
has been diligent. He has acted wisely. 
In fact, in every sense of the word, he 
possesses every qualification in mind and 
character to make a great Congressman; 
and he has made one. 

Mr. HEALEY. I thank the distin- 
guished chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, ever since Congress was 
authorized to raise revenue through the 
means of an income tax, made possible 
by the sixteenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution, there have been ingenious de- 
vices resorted to for the purpose of avoid- 
ance of the payment of taxes. The the- 
ory upon which the income tax is predi- 
cated, the principle that we have fol- 
lowed since the beginning of the imposi- 
tion of an income tax, is to levy the tax in 
accordance with the ability to pay. That 
is the fair and equitable manner of im- 
posing the tax. But through adroit de- 
vices, as I have said, means have been 
found for avoidance and evasion of the 
just burden of those taxes. This com- 
mittee, in this bill, has not only sought 
to raise an unprecedented amount of 
money through the means of added in- 
come taxes that are imposed therein, but 
it also has undertaken to plug many 
loopholes and to right many injustices 
and to grant relief in hardship cases, 
The bill also contains many administra- 
tive changes that have been found 
through the experience of many years to 
be necessary. ; 

It was a gigantic task, I can assure 
you, and I am sure that the bill which 
the committee now presents to the House 
represents the best judgment and con- 
sidered action of a majority of that com- 
mittee. It is the best result that they 
have been able to obtain during their 4 
months of effort. Y 

Income taxes largely fall into four 
categories: The tax on individual in- 
comes, corporation taxes and excess- 
profits taxes, estate and gift taxes, and 
excise taxes. 

As far as the increase on individual in- 
comes is concerned, it seems to me the 
committee has gone to about the very 
limit. When one considers that a single 
person earning over $9.62 a week must 
file an income-tax return, and a married 
person receiving in excess of $23.08 a 
week must file an income-tax return, due 
to the lowering of the exemptions, I think 
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one will readily agree that the committee 
could not be expected to go beyond that 
limit, That means that 7,000,000 more 
taxpayers will file returns this year, 
making a total of about 31,000,000 of 
our population who will file income-tax 
returns. 

The increase in those lower brackets, 
caused by the lowering of exemptions, 
will amount to about $109,000,000 in 
revenue. 

To me it seems that every element of 
our population will feel the impact of this 
bill, because when you reach down into a 
man’s pocket you make him aware of the 
seriousness of the situation. 

It has been argued that perhaps we 
ought to have included more of our peo- 
ple in the framework of this tax bill, and 
the gentleman who made that argument 
said we probably could have accomplished 
that result by the medium of a sales tax. 
I have been unalterably opposed to the 
imposition of a sales tax; principally, on 
the ground that it violates the principle 
of ability to pay. Itis an inequitable tax; 
it puts the burden more unequally on the 
masses of the people, the poorer people of 
this country, than it does on those who 
have the ability to pay. One represent- 
ative of industry came before our com- 
mittee and advocated a 10 percent sales 
tax without any exemption whatsoever, 
which he said would raise about $5,000,- 
000,000 of the $8,000,000,000 the com- 
mittee sought as a goal; in other words, 
he wanted to impose on the masses of the 
consumers of America 60 percent of this 
increased tax load. 

I am very happy that the committee 
decided not to impose that burden on our 
people at this time. Let me say further 
that now we have a great agency of the 
Government engaged in controlling prices 
to prevent inflation and to prevent a rise 
in the cost of living to our consumers, If 
you place a 10 percent sales tax on top 
of the already increased cost of living, by 
that very token all the necessities of life 
will increase at least 10 percent, and in 
many instances more, because as the sales 
tax goes along the line there is also the 
danger of pyramiding; so I think it was 
very wise on the part of our committee 
not to adopt such a principle. 

It will be argued that excise taxes in 
reality are sales taxes, but it must be re- 
membered that excise taxes are levied on 
commodities that are considered luxuries 
and not necessities; they are placed upon 
these articles that people perhaps could 
get along without on the basis of sheer 
necessity. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 additional minutes to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HEALEY. Mr. Chairman, one can 
hardly expect to get started on a bill of 
this magnitude in such short time, but I 
have one or two points I would like to 
make before I conclude. 

It has been argued here that this bill 
ought to be recommitted because the 
committee’s action means a hardship on 
the small corporations. That contention 
has been argued and, in my judgment, 
completely refuted, by a couple of very 
able members of the committee who have 
Preceded me, but I feel it can stand a 
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little reiteration. It all depends on what 
standard you employ to determine what 
a small corporation is. The committee 
has not altered the taxes on corporations 
with incomes up to $25,000; they remain 
exactly the same as they were. In the 
bracket from $40,000 to $50,000 we go up 
by notches, by degrees, until we reach the 
full normal and surtax combination 
which represents 45 percent. It seems to 
me that in times of great need and stress 
such as we are now in that it is not un- 
fair; it is a burden of which the large 
corporations should not complain. I 
cannot see how it.is going to bring about 
the dire result envisaged by the gentle- 
man on the minority side who has an- 
ae he shall move to recommit the 
ill, 

This matter of raising taxes is a diffi- 
cult job. Ihave had the pleasure of serv- 
ing on this. committee for one of my 
terms here and I can say to you it has 
been a revelation to me to realize how 
difficult it is to raise revenue. We have 
pretty nearly scraped the bottom of the 
can; we have taken about all the cream 
off the top of the milk. There is, how- 
ever, one source of income that could be 
tapped, perhaps that ought to be tapped 
because it seems unconscionable and un- 
fair that any income from any source 
whatever in these times should escape its 
just burden of taxation. I refer to tax- 
exempt bonds, State and municipal 
bonds; but there are certain legal con- 
siderations, and the question of moral 
commitments involved; so the committee 
decided in its judgment that we should 
not go into that field at this time; how- 
ever, there is a great source of income 
which does not bear its just and fair 
burden of taxation at a time when it 
seems to me that the taxation burden 
should be fairly and equitably distrib- 
uted. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr, HEALEY. I yield. 

Mr. HARE. Did I understand the 
gentleman to say that this bill does not 
touch the income of corporations where 
the income is less than $25,000? 

Mr. HEALEY. No, I did not say that. 
It does not change the taxes on corpo- 
rations earning under $25,000. 

Mr. HARE. The gentleman means the 
bill does not change existing law. 

Mr. HEALEY. The bill does not 
change existing law. The first $25,000 
is subject to 15 percent as the normal tax 
and an additional 10 percent surtax; 
from $15,000 to $20,000 the rate is 17 
percent with an added 10; from $20,000 
to $25,000 the rate is 19 percent with an 
added 10 percent. 

Mr. HARE. That is existing law, as I 
understand. 

Mr, HEALEY. That is existing law. 

Mr.COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEALEY. I yield.. 

Mr. COOPER. I am sure what the 
gentleman from Massachusetts intended 
to convey to the gentleman from South 
Carolina was that the motion to recom- 
mit to be offered by the gentleman from 
Minnesota is not in the interest of the 
small corporations because they are 
taken care of under the bill, and the pro- 
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visions included in his motion to recom- 
mit apply to corporations with net in- 
comes above $25,000. In the bill the 
normal tax on all corporations is con- 
tinued as under present law. The sur- 
tax on corporations with net incomes not 
in excess of $25,000 is increased from 6 
to 10 percent. 

Mr. HEALEY. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution. 

Mr. HARE. This will not increase the 
burden of the small corporations? 

Mr. COOPER. To the extent the sur- 
tax is increased from 6 to 10 percent. 

{Here the gavel fell}. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 
Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEALEY. Iyield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. With reference to 
the motion to recommit, that is a mat- 
ter for the future, to be sure, but I hope 
my disinguished friend realizes that in 
all corporations, large and small, there 
are many small stockholders. That is 
true of even large corporations. The 
small stockholders are dependent upon 
dividends for a living and they will be 
affected by this motion to recommit. I 
am sure that the gentleman realizes 
many small stockholders will be affected. 

Mr. HEALEY. That situation may 
develop, but like all other people they 
will just have to suffer that burden be- 
cause of the times we are in and they 
will have to make that contribution to 
their country during these times of great 
stress. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. The representa- 
tive of the Treasury Department who 
appeared before our committee and 
urged these high taxes on corporations 
admitted there would be many casualties 
in the rates proposed and that is what 
some of us have been trying to prevent, 
these casualties of corporations, and es- 
pecially the stockholders of these cor- 
porations who are entirely dependent 
upon their dividends for a living. That 
is what some of us have been trying to 
plead for, not the big, wealthy corpora- 
tions, but the small stockholders in all 
corporations. 

Mr. HEALEY. I recognize the point 
the gentleman has made, but on the 
whole, in my opinion, they will suffer less 
than many far down in the small brackets 
of $1,800 and $2,000 will suffer. They 
will suffer less than those whose earned 
income is going to be subject to a tax 
that is going to be a very stiff burden 
for them to bear. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Vermont, (Mr. PLUM- 
LEY]. 

Mr. PLUUMLEY. Mr. Chairman, it 
matters very little what any of us may 
say here today. The die is cast and this 
bill is going to be passed anyway, or is it? 
However, I take the liberty modestly to 
qualify myself as competent to speak 
about the bili were I given a chance so 
to do. 

For 9 years I was rated as at least an 
average tax attorney. For 6 years I ad- 
ministered the tax laws of the State of 
Vermont as Commissioner of Taxes. 
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Then for some time I served as the attor- 
ney in charge of tax matters for one of 
the largest corporations in this country. 
So I have had experience on both sides. 

For what it is worth I say, with all 
due and profound respect for and appre- 
ciation of the work which has been done 
by the Committee, that 

First. The bill as drawn contains some 
provisions which are absolutely impos- 
sible of successful administration. 

Second. It has in it some absolutely in- 
defensible features. 

Third. If not amended, it will destroy 
small business, decrease revenues, in- 
crease unemployment, defeat its own in- 
tent and purpose as a revenue measure, 
and thereby, and by reason of all these 
things and others, will contribute to our 
losing the war. 

Of course, it will have to be amended 
in the other branch. That is a sad com- 
mentary on the situation in the premises. 
It will come back to us so pounded and 
so mauled out of shape as to be un- 
recognizable. 

For us to be forced to admit that such 
is the situation is almost a reflection upon 
our capacity to initiate revenue legisla- 
tion which it is our duty to do. This 
bill is neither an alibi nor an apology 
nor an excuse, under the circumstances, 

The defects are obvious and the oppor- 
tunities for making amendment are 
clearly pointed out by the reports, and 
in the very valuable analysis by the ques- 
tion and answer method so laboriously 
and meticulously prepared by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. REED]. 

As I have suggested, to send the bill 
along as drawn is to admit our incompe- 
tence to initiate revenue legislation. So 
I shall vote to recommit it, and if that 
motion is lost, then I may vote to send 
it on its way and back. 

This biggest bill in all history is no 
credit to us, as we shall pass it. It does 
not do that which is necessary to be done 
and that which it undertakes to do is 
not done as it should be done. Take 
notice, and when the roll is called, vote 
to recommit it, provided you know what 
is in it and realize what is left out of it. 
As I see it, you cannot justify any other 
vote on that motion and retain your 
self respect. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. DISNEY]. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, the 
idea of taking 15 minutes or even longer, 
as may be possible, to talk to a lot of 
empty benches is not so interesting, but 
it appears necessary for the sake of the 
Recorp, to say some things that might 
be useful in the consideration of the bill 
by those who read the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recor, and possibly in the consideration 
of the bill before the Senate, provided 
that august body takes into considera- 
tion what is said over here, 

I shall go in rather inverse order, so far 
as my thoughts are concerned. I would 
like to follow up the discussion that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HeaLtey] was engaged in, especially the 
discussion between him and the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, but I will conclude my remarks 
on that subject. 
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I want to refer very briefly to the sub- 
ject of so-called joint returns. I did not 
know it was going to break with full fury 
here today. I thought we had buried 
that old carcass of community property 
and joint returns and that we would not 
have so many speeches today on the 
subject. I am not a prophet nor an ad- 
viser, but I would like to offer a sug- 
gestion to gentlemen from the com- 
munity-property States. I come from a 
community-property State myself, so- 
called, a sort of a jumped-up community 
property law in order to enable some 
very well-to-do Oklahomans, who are 
my friends, to ease their own tax bur- 
dens by voluntary exodus to our beloved 
State of Texas. I voted last year for 
mandatory joint returns and again this 
year. Any informed person on the sub- 
ject knows that the separate-return 
system is used as much or more by non- 
community-property States, as by com- 
munity-property States themselves. So 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the gentle- 
men from the community-property 
States should join up here and assist in 
passing a law on this subject, maybe one 
more liberal than the one that has been 
offered, giving the wife the right to make 
a separate return where she has in- 
herited money or property, or has sep- 
arate earnings not connected with the 
marriage; and it is my opinion that in 
the interest of far-reaching enlightened 
selfishness you would be better off. 

Why do I say that? This amounts to 
a tax avoidance, not in your community- 
property States alone but in all the 
States, of $421,000,000, so the estimates 
go. We are approaching the age when 
tax dollars are going to be fought over, 
and if the present situation gives an 
opportunity and a chance to save taxes, 
every intelligent man and woman in the 
United States is going to embrace that 
opportunity. The subject has been so 
discussed during the last couple of years, 
since we have had this subject up for con- 
sideration, that more and more people 
are apprised of their opportunity to save 
taxes in that way. Would it surprise you 
if in this era that we are approaching, 
where tax saving is going to be impor- 
tant, that this tax avoidance may run 
into more than $421,000,000—maybe up 
to a billion dollars? When it reaches 
those tremendous proportions you gen- 
tlemen from community-property States 
had better look out, because when the 
tornado hits it is going to take you with it, 

It seems to me it will be the part of 
enlightened selfishness, good common 
sense, to join up and rectify this situa- 
tion, because you know as sensible men 
that the people of the country are not 
going to continue, as long as this agita- 
tion keeps up and as long as a situation 
of this kind exists—and the agitation is 
going to continue—to endorse a system 
of tax avoidance whereby 95 percent of 
the people of the country now pay nearly 
a half billion dollars of taxes—and it will 
surely enlarge in amount—so that 5 per- 
cent may avoid those taxes. It is true 
we had some very. serious contentions in 
the committee the last few days. 

Let me refer to tax-exempt securities. 
One of our lady Members very appropri- 
ately said some time ago, in language 
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that I do not recall right now, that up 
until the Constitution every effort had 
been made to decentralize power. She 
implied that all over the world people 
and nations tried to decentralize power 
and get away from monarchial and 
autarchial governments. But, she said, 
ever since the formation of our Constitu- 
tion the tendency and apparently the 
effort has been to centralize power back 
here into Washington. 

The esteemed lady from Illinois arose 
the other day when our distinguished col- 
league of the committee, the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. ROBERTSON] was dis- 
cussing tax-exempt securities, and in- 
quired about the possibility of tax eva- 
sion or tax avoidance by the holders of 
tax-exempt securities. I thought that 
question was pertinent. I had the im- 
pression that the answer of the gentle- 
man from Virginia was a correct one, 
depending upon the viewpoint you take. 

He referred to an address before the 
committee by Dr. Fairchild, of Yale. I 
want to read just a few sentences from 
that address: 

The States and the municipalities would be 
compelled to raise their tax rates. 


Carrying on an earlier discussion. 

If in consequence they should be forced 
to call upon the Federal Government for 
further financial aid, the threat to their sov- 
ereignty would be so much the more immi- 
nent. Moreover, it is not only these direct 
burdens of taxation that are to be feared. 
Federal power to tax would imply power also 
to classify the State and municipal obliga- 
tions, to exempt some and tax others, to tax 
different issues at different rates. 


He implies, by the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

It would imply power to dictate regarding 
the terms of the loan contracts and to in- 
spect and regulate their issue, thus interfer- 
ing in State and local borrowing and other 
fiscal policies. Any government whose finan- 
cial policies and operations are subject to or 
are threatened by espionage and interference 
such as this has lost something of its char- 
acter as a sovereign State. 


That is the only issue involved, in my 
judgment, on tax-exempt securities, 
whether you want to pay that price, as 
he implies in this discussion. If you 
want to pay that price, then tax-exempt 
securities ought to be done away with 
entirely, both State and local; but if 
we are going to be fair about it, let the 
Treasury come in with the suggestion 
that we tax all—Federal, State, and 
local—and if we of the States down 
where democracy exists in the court- 
houses and the city halls, want to pay 
that price, and if our citizens want to 
pay that price, vote for it. 

Let me also, while I am on the subject, 
visualize the S. E. C. or some other Fed- 
eral body visiting Carrollton, Il., or 
Tulsa, Okla., when it is proposed to vote 
some municipal bonds there, and sitting 
in with the city council and saying, 
“Now, gentlemen, well and good, but we 
are here as representatives of the Fed- 
eral Government under authority con- 
ferred by Congress—your Congress, if you 
please—and we do not think that you 
ought to be allowed to vote these bonds, 
so we veto them.” 
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Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. I yield to the lady from 
Tilinois. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Then the 
gentleman’s conclusion is that the dan- 
ger is not so much from the tax bill 
itself as from the S. E. C. operating under 
other legislation? 

Mr. DISNEY. I mentioned the S. E. C. 
as a representative arm of the Federal 
Government; that if you start in with 
the principle of turning over this power 
of the States and municipalities to the 
Federal Government, that is not an 
exaggerated consequence because, as you 
know, you probably have as many Fed- 
eral agents in your county courthouses 
as you have elective county officers. I 
know I do in my State. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Does not 
the gentleman believe that while the 
power of taxation is the power to de- 
stroy, the power to avoid taxation by put- 
ting your money into nontaxable bonds 
is the power to get a great deal of power 
in this country, a power to which private 
individuals should not be entitled? 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes; of course; and 
then there is the argument that the tax 
has already been paid, and is carried by 
the taxpayers who voted the bonds. 
But, I say, if you want to take away that 
tax advantage you must pay the price 
of losing your sovereignty in the local 
governments. 

I want to make a few references, Mr. 
Chairman, to the question of percentage 
depletion. Germany is spending millions 
of lives and billions of value to secure 
oil, to get to where the oil is. This war 
is being fought in the main with steel, 
oil and food, The chief reason why the 
oil business in United States is sound, 
why we actually have the oil is the wis- 
dom of the Congress in making provision 
for the depletion allowance. We have 
the oil. We have it ready. The oil in- 
dustry has furnished, at a reasonable 
price, a fine commodity to the people of 
the country. It has paid billions of dol- 
lars in taxes, more than that paid by 
any other single industry, to the support 
of State, County, Municipal and Federal 
governments. 

All because Congress was wise in en- 
couraging that industry by the percent- 
age depletion allowance. 

The oil industry does not make undue 
profits. Its recent average, in 1940, was 
4.9 percent, while the average for other 
industries was 10.8 percent. 

The Department of Labor, Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, made a report for the 
year 1941, showing that from 1926 the 
level of commodity prices went up an 
average of 87.3 percent for every com- 
modity in the United States. Rayon 
went up only 29.5 percent, as the lowest, 
Oil, next lowest, went up 57 percent. 

To summarize, the oil industry has 
given a good account of itself, in the pay- 
ment of taxes, in producing the product, 
in being ready for the war, in giving the 
people a good article at a reasonable price, 
and has made no undue profits. 

Much of the reason for this situation 
is related directly to the wise policy of 
Congress adopted years ago, in allow- 
ing the percentage depletion allowance, 
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as an incentive to find, produce, market, 
and have ready for any emergency, oil 
in great quantities. 

Why disturb such a situation in a time 
of national stress, especially when the 
whole thing claimed is only about one 
day’s cost of carrying on the war. 

The committee for the last 5 months 
has operated under orders from the 
Treasury Department. We were given a 
Treasury program, so called, and in sub- 
stance and effect were told, “Pass this as 
is. You are not permitted to go into 
other sources of taxation. We will op- 
pose it by all our efforts if you do. Take 
this and this alone.” 

You would not need a committee for 
that purpose. When you are told to raise 
so much money from just certain sources, 
you do not need a committee. All you 
need is a boy with a pencil. He can figure 
out how much it would take to raise exist- 
ing rates on existing taxpayers to raise 
the amount of money suggested by the 
Treasury. 

The first proposal was approximately 
$7,000,000,000. Then out of the blue sky 
came a suggestion of $8,700,000,000. 
There was no suggestion as to where we 
should get the rest of the money. It was 
suggested that it be raised, “but do not 
touch these sources’—for instance, a 
sales tax—‘“because we oppose it.” 

The committee did not see fit to follow 
every suggestion of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. The committee has a responsi- 
bility to this House and to the country, a 
responsibility to its constituency. The 
committee is composed: of Members who 
are elected officers. The Treasury has no 
such responsibility. It can take it or 
leave it, recommend as it pleases, no mat- 
ter how exaggerated its recommendations 
may be, and then crowd us to the limit 
to compel obedience to its recommenda- 
tions. 

When it was apparent that the com- 
mittee was not going to follow the Treas- 
ury recommendations to the very letter, 
to the dotting of an “i” and the crossing 
of a “t,” there was unleashed on us every 
source of propaganda. If the Treasury 
was as good at fiscal policy as at propa- 
ganda, there would be no problem to be 
solved. I want to cite one illustration on 
that subject in just a moment. All the 
little seedy hecklers from Union Square, 
as Westbrook Pegler says, were turned 
loose on us. The most scandalous, the 
most outrageous, and the most distorted 
things were said about the committee in 
certain sections of the press. Let me 
give you an illustration of how ingenious 
some of this rot was. There was an ar- 
ticle by some columnist which went all 
over the country to the effect that Mr. 
A. W. Robertson, of Westinghouse Co., 
fearful that he would not make great 
profits and continue them, had come to 
Washington and belabored the Ways and 
Means Committee, whipped it into line, 
and made it back off from any decent 
taxation on corporations, but had com- 
pelled the committee to go clear down 
and tax $11 a week clerks. It was an 
ingenious article. It named every mem- 
ber of the committee and substantially 
said we were a group of scalawags and 
ought to be whipped out of the temple of 
justice. 

[Here the gavel fell.] $ 
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Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma 
10 additional minutes. 

Mr. DISNEY. Now let me give you 
the facts. I cannot find a member of 
the committee who knows Mr. Robert- 
son, of Westinghouse. I cannot find a 
member of the committee who ever got 
a letter from him or ever heard of him 
before his name appeared in this article 
by the “hatchet men.” I am informed 
now there is such a man, and that some 
months ago he had an advertisement in 
the papers on the subject of taxation. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr, Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. In justa moment. Let 
me conclude this statement. 

I have been unable to find any man 
who has talked about this bill with the 
Westinghouse Co., and the Westinghouse 
Co. is not mentioned in the 3,000 pages 
of hearings, but for the purposes of the 
columnists this was worked in most in- 
‘geniously. It gave a list of all the mem- 
bers of the committee—the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. A. WILLIS ROBERT- 
son], is a member of the committee— 
Robertson of the Westinghouse Co., it 
was said, was A. W. Robertson. Those 
are some of the things we had to contend 
with in the preparation of this bill. If 
you think we liked it you have got to 
think several times again. 

I now yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KNUTSON. As a member of the 
committee may I say that I never heard 
of this Robertson of Westinghouse until 
this very minute. 

Mr. DISNEY. You just did not hap- 
pen to read that article then. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I am rather choosey 
about what I read. 

Mr. DISNEY. I was not sure that a 
man by that name is in existence, but it 
was in a column that is read by millions 
of people, and I have learned there is 
such a man. It could not have been 
written more ingeniously. 

Now a word or two about a sales tax. 
After election, of course, we are going 
to pass a sales tax. I suppose every- 
body anticipates that because there are 
not any other sources of revenue and no 
other place to go. I do not know why 
we have to wait until after election when 
22 States with their local representatives 
have already passed sales taxes. 

This tax bill is just a drop in the buck- 
et. Do you know how much money we 
spent in June 1942? Four billion seven 
hundred million dollars. We must go the 
limit on all forms of taxation. 

I do not mean this as critical, but as 
simply illustrative. 

No man ever worked harder, both vo- 
cally and in fact for the poor man, the 
average, ordinary fellow, or the little 
fellow, than the illustrious mayor of New 
York. When he was here in 1932, he 
aided the now chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee [Mr. Doucuton], 
in defeating a sales tax. We had not 
then reached the last resort. This is 
approaching the last resort as to taxes, 
Chairman DovcHTron and Mayor La- 
Guardia worked arm in arm to defeat 
a sales tax in 1932. There were other 
sources of taxation then, but after Mayor 
LaGuardia was elected mayor of New 
York he caused to be passed in New York 
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a sales tax and it still exists. A part of 
it noe been repealed, but it still exists in 
part. 

Twenty-two States have sales taxes, 
The city of New Orleans has a sales tax. 
I wonder why they have adopted sales 
taxes. I would presume it is because 
they had exhausted every other resource 
of taxation just as we in the Federal Gov- 
ernment have gone to the very limit on 
every other type of taxation, corporate 
income, personal income, estate and gift, 
excise, and all the other types of taxes. 
None of them has repealed its sales tax. 
A plebiscite in Michigan, where repeal 
of a sales tax was the issue, resulted in 
the negative and they retained their sales 
tax. That was down close to the people. 
If the sales tax were such a cruel scheme 
- to hurt the little fellow, surely, in some 
of these States the sales tax would have 
been repealed and voided. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert in the Recor at this point 
a speech I made the other day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Okla- 
homa? 

There was no objection. 

The speech referred to follows: 


Besides being engaged in the most terrible 
war in its history, our Nation is faced with 
a financial condition that is altogether un- 
equalled even in its darkest hour. We face 
the certainty, before we conclude World War 
No. 2, of a public debt of one hundred and 
seventy-five billions to two hundred and fifty 
billions—even more, 

Under the 1941 tax rates we are raising 
more than $17,000,000,000 from the people; 
under the new tax bill an additional $7,000,- 
000,000. Even after this immense quantity 
of money from the people, we face in the 
fiscal year, 1942, a deficit of forty-nine to 
sixty billions. 

More than 50 percent of business is en- 
gaged in war activity, and this ratio will in- 
crease. Leon Henderson, Office of Price Ad- 
ministrator, advises that there will be up- 
ward of seventeen billions in surplus money 
in the pockets of the people due to war 
spending, That is to say: Seventeen billions 
of money more than consumer goods to pur- 
chase, 

Hence, the Government hopes to syphon 
off this excess buying power, so as to keep 
prices of goods from inflating from the sur- 
plus-money pressure. 

Now, who has the bulk of this surplus 
buying power? The white-collar workers in 
stores and offices don’t have it. The heavy 
income taxes on their employers, both cor- 
porate and private, prevent salary raises for 
these workers. The office people generally 
have not had raises. Our hundreds of thou- 
sands of Government workers are not getting 
it. Their salaries are the same but the cost 
of living of the white-collar workers has gone 
steadily up. 

The rich and well to do are having their 
taxes of all kinds raised each year. So gen- 
erally speaking they are not getting this 
money that is being spent by the Govern- 
ment for war work. 

Then it becomes a question of who is get- 
ting the bulk of this extra cash which Hen- 
derson and all other informed people say is 
the vehicle for inflation. The answer is a 
prompt one: Just two groups—agriculture and 
labor. Wages haven't been frozen and agri- 
cultural prices are going up. 

One powerful means to prevent inflation 
is a Federal retail sales tax. In times like 
these it is deflationary, because it impels the 
people to buy less. I have heard very little 
denial of the argument that a sales tax would 
be an important hedge against inflation—in- 
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flation, which would cut salaries by adding 
to the individual’s cost of living. 

But if we discard the sales tax as a brake 
on inflation, there are sound fiscal reasons 
for its adoption at this time. I voted against 
a Federal sales tax in 1932 on the grounds 
that it was not a last resort. The fiscal con- 
dition of the country should convince every- 
one that the last-resort stage has been 
reached, and that new sources of taxes, like 
the sales tax, are necessary. 

As a matter of fact, we already have three 
Federal retail sales taxes on furs, cosmetics, 
and jewelry. They produce sixty-four mil- 
lions annually. Then we have a host of so- 
called excise taxes which are in fact Federal 
Sales taxes. They comprise the taxes on 
liquor, beer, gasoline, lubricating oil, etc. So 
the argument that the Federal Government 
should not go into the sales-tax feld is de- 
nied by practical, existing facts, and the cur- 
rent tax set-up. 

Twenty-two of the States of the Union and 
two cities—namely, New York and New Or- 
leans—have retail sales taxes. These taxes 
were levied as a last resort. They were levied 
by the local representatives of the people. We 
can presume that they were not levied except 
on the most thorough deliberation and the 
most crying need. The budgets of these 
States and cities must have been in such con- 
dition that it was absolutely imperative to 
resort to additional taxes. We can presume 
that the same arguments were leveled against 
the State sales tax that are leveled against the 
Federal sales tax, and that the people of the 
States resolved the arguments in favor of the 
State sales taxes. These taxes have met the 
need, and there is little, if any, discontent 
in the States which levied them. 

If a retail sales tax is so cruel, so burden- 
some, and so oppressive as its opponents 
charge, we may wonder that the legislatures 
of 22 States, all elected by the people, and the 
authorities of New York and New Orleans, 
were so thoughtless of the rights and feelings 
of the people to impose this cruelty upon their 
people. Surely the arguments must be more 
political than economic. 

Here, let me make this flat statement: That 
none of these States having a sales tax at any 
time faced so tremendous and appalling a 
financial condition as confronts your Govern- 
ment today. Your Government's fiscal con- 
dition is out of all bounds, due to the war. 
These States faced no emergency condition of 
war, or famine, or of pestilence. They were 
confronted with peacetime financial condi- 
tions, and the presumption is that they ex- 
hausted all other means of taxation within 
their power, such as income taxes, excise 
taxes, estate, inheritance, and corporation 
taxes, before adding sales taxes. 

Your Federal Government has approached 
the vanishing point on the levying of in- 
dividual income taxes, which have skyrock- 
eted the last 3 years. If you don’t believe 
it, look at your income-tax report for last 
March, and visualize next March. Corpora- 
tion normal and surtaxes have been raised 
to rates that appear to be the absolute limit 
if the corporations are to stay in business and 
continue to employ labor. England levies an 
excess-profits tax of 80 percent. Our pro- 
posed rate is 8744 percent. Estate end gift 
taxes have been raised to what appears to 
be the limit. So it takes no stretch of imagi- 
nation to see that existing sources of taxes 
have been tapped, and tapped to the full, and 
that new and diversified tax sources must be 
found and utilized. 

We have already fixed rates on individual 
incomes, the corporation incomes, the war 
contracts, estate and gift taxes that appear 
to be the extent of their ability to pay and 
survive. We need these individuals and com- 
panies to employ the boys when they return 
from the wars. Obviously, they can’t do this 
if they are destroyed by taxation. Prophesy 
the temper, if you will, of these returning 
soldiers when they come home to find an 
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empty Treasury, a public debt of two hun- 
dred billions for them to pay, and their 
sources of reemployment destroyed by unwise 
taxation. 

So, I say we have adopted the dcctrine of 
ability to pay and made use of it to the limit. 
A sales tax will reach this vast reservoir of 
seventeen billions going chiefly into the 
hands of agriculture and labor, and cannot 
be reached by any other process than the 
retail sales tax. Income taxes will not reach 
it. 

A graduated sales tax, high on luxuries and 
low on necessities, would necessarily be a 
detriment to the purchase of luxury items. 
The customer could take them or leave them. 
It would constitute a deterrent against buy- 
ing. which is desirable to avoid inflation. 

The practical as well as the theoretical as- 
pects of the duplication of Federal sales taxes 
and the States sales taxes is not so seriously 
important as the winning of this war, as 
hedging against an inflation, or trimming 
down the public debt to the extent of our 
ability while money is flowing freely. We 
can attend to that question later. We should 
remember that if we pass this opportunity to 
recoup in taxes some quantity of this money 
that the Government is spending—if we do 
not get it while the money is being spent, the 
opportunity to do so passes. 

One practical question involved in this dis- 
cussion is the fact that, on the average, 40 
percent of the expenses of the low-income-tax 
group is the item of rent. A sales tax does 
not touch that rent item, nor the taxpayer's 
doctor’s bills, and many other fixed charges. 
It applies in the main to those purchases of 
necessities which he is compelled to make, 
and of luxury items, which he need not buy. 
It has been pointed out that at some mini- 
mum level of income, the theory of taxation 
according to ability to pay should yield to 
the theory of benefits received, as the basis 
for the imposition of some more universal 
form of tax designed to collect a modicum of 
tax from everybody. The majority of wage- 
earners and farmers, who will remain un- 
touched by the net income tax, also have a 
stake in national defense and winning the 
war, their incomes will for the most part be 
augmented by the war effort, their children 
will continue to enjoy the benefits accruing 
to freemen if democracy survives, and they 
are glad to help pay for these advantages. 
The tax system must be placed on an all- 
out basis, to match our efforts to achieve 
full production of armaments. 

The upper-income groups will pay more 
tax under a combination income-sales tax 
than they would under a net-income tax 
alone, for their entire net income will be 
taxed upon receipt and a portion of it again 
taxed when it is spent. On the other hand, 
the low-income group, now exempted from 
net-income taxation, will pay a small tax in- 
dividually, but a large amount collectively, 
upon a portion of their expenditures, only. 

In considering the adoption of a sales tax 
many tax theorists persist in rejecting the 
proposal on the grounds that, as compared to 
the income tax, it is not based so emphati- 
cally on ability to pay. They refuse to think 
in terms of the entire tax system, and fail to 
take into consideration the urgent need for 
revenues—a need far beyond what any per- 
sonal income tax that is possible of adoption, 
could produce. 

In our complex modern society wealth and 
income exist in so many forms, and people 
enjoy the benefits and services of Government 
in so many ways, that no single formula is 
adequate to express the obligation which each 
citizen owes to the support of this Govern- 
ment. 

It is obvious to practical-minded men that 
a minor fraction of the people, however rich, 
cannot finance this war. If we took every 
dollar of income in America over $5,000, we 
would collect less than $7,000,000,000, less 
than the normal budget. It should be equally 
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clear that as every living person in the Nation 
has everything at stake in its successful prose- 
cution each such person must contribute 
something to the effort, however little that 
may be. It is as inimical to the national wel- 
fare to leave half or more of our production 
population out of the war-financing effort, as 
it is on the productive side to leave 50 percent 
of our machine tools idle. A complete, uni- 
fied, all-out war effort must find expression 
in our tax laws. 


Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, there is a 
vast number of so-called administration 
amendments in this bill, probably about 
100 in number. The 2 of them that have 
caused the most discussion, and in which 
the most general interest has been mani- 
fested, is what is known as the decision 
in the Higgins case, that relates to the 
expenses of administration, and the de- 
duction of ordinary business losses. An- 
other is the subject of taxation of ali- 
mony. This bill by a rather compre- 
hensive amendment provides that a hus- 
band in paying alimony to a wife may 
have a deduction from his income tax 
for that amount, for the current years, 
and that the wife shall pay an income tax 
on that as a receivable income. There is 
one paragraph that the editorial fingers 
will fiy over, and that the press itself will 
have a lot of fun out of. It involves the 
instance where a settlement is made upon 
a husband by a wife, and there the stat- 
ute provides that the husband shall be 
called the wife and the wife shall be 
called the husband. It sounds ridiculous, 
but experienced draftsmen of many, 
many years of experience say that there 
is no other way humanly possible to draft 
it. So I know that the press will have a 
vast lot of fun over a rather ridiculous 
looking paragraph in the bill, but it can- 
not be done in any other way, so that 
we will have to take our medicine for 
having willfully drafted an amendment 
that looks ridiculous. If there was any 
other way of doing it, of course, out of 
deference to the ladies, we would not 
have drafted the bill in this way, because 
it is a fact that wives do sometimes settle 
sums of money on their husbands. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Iunderstand it is not 
the purpose of the legislation to change 
the sexes? 

Mr. DISNEY. No; not even that para- 
graph does that. 

In order to get the best service from a 
ship, it must be taken into drydock occa- 
sionally and given a thorough overhaul- 
ing. Its sides and bottom must be 
scraped free from rust and barnacles and 
repainted. Its engines and running 
gears must be examined and repaired— 
so it is with our Federal tax structure. 
Its complicated mechanisms get ou‘ of 
gear and become warped under the strain 
of time and circumstances. It too must 
have an occasional overhauling if it is 
to render its best service to the Govern- 
ment and at the same time deal fairly 
and equitably with the taxpayers upon 
whom it operates. 

So that our internal-revenue taxes may 
operate as smoothly as possible, the law 
contains a great number of technical and 
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administrative provisions. These pro- 
visions deal generally with matters about 
which the ordinary taxpayer may never 
be concerned. Their purpose is to take 
care of procedural steps, to work out 
rules for border-line cases which the 
major provisions of the tax law leave in 
doubt, to relieve hardships and inequities 
in unusual situations and to plug loop- 
holes which cunning taxpayers may dis- 
cover and use, 

In our zeal to get additional revenues 
and to consider the major provisions of 
the tax structure such as rates, exemp- 
tions, credits, and the like, we are in- 
clined to pass over these technical and 
administrative provisions and to leave 
them to take care of themselves. They 
are, however, subject to considerable 
vicissitudes. In the first place, these 
provisions being of unusual complexity 
may be improperly enacted to begin with. 
It is impossible for the experts, the 
draftsmen, or the committee to foresee 
all of the contingencies that may arise 
and consequently many of these provi- 
sions are imperfect when first enacted. 
Next, even though properly enacted and 
properly explained in the committee re- 
port, they must run the gantlet of de- 
partmental interpretation and ruling. 
In this process, many of our best 
thought-out and prepared administra- 
tive provisions take a considerable maul- 
ing and after receiving their depart- 
mental interpretation may not be recog- 
nized by their creators. There is an- 
other hazard which these provisions 
must undergo. I refer to the courts. 
Many of the provisions which are well 
prepared, properly enacted, and cor- 
rectly interpreted by the Treasury and 
the Bureau of Internal Revenue come to 
grief upon the shoals of judicial con- 
struction. 

Over a period of time, the accumula- 
tions of casualties from all of these 
various hazards become substantial. It 
has been the practice of the Committee 
on Ways and Means in ordinary times 
to reexamine these provisions every 2 
years. Under the urgent necessity for 
legislation to provide revenue and deal 
with major tax problems in recent years, 
however, these technical and adminis- 
trative provisions have been somewhat 
neglected. The Revenue Act of 1938 
represents the last concerted effort to 
cure the accumulation of technical and 
administrative casualties. Since that 
time, our internal-revenue structure has 
been substantially added to and further 
complicated b.: such provisions as the 
excess-profits tax, the amortization of 
emergency facilities, numerous new ex- 
cise taxes and additions to rates of pres- 
ent taxes. 

With these increased rates and addi- 
tional taxes it becomes more and more 
important that the technical and ad- 
ministrative provisions of the Internal 
Revenue Code be as nearly perfect as 
Possible. Many of these faults have been 
apparent for a considerable time. Quite 
an accumulation of them was on hand 
last year and it was only because of the 
urgent necessity for rapid enactment of 
the Revenue Act of 1941 that their con- 
sideration was postponed. In the re- 
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ports on that bill and in the statements 
of members of the Committee on Ways 
and Means made on the floor during its 
consideration, a number of references 
were made to these provisions and it was 
definitely promised that our best efforts 
would be directed toward working them 
out and presenting them to the House 
as early as possible. This bill contains 
a fulfillment of that promise, or at least 
a partial fulfillment because even now 
some of these matters have defied our 
best efforts to reduce them to proper 
legislative form. Some of the ones 
omitted can be worked out by the ex- 
perts in time to be inserted in the bill 
by the Senate Finance Committee. Oth- 
ers will just have to go over for further 
study and until further legislation. How- 
ever, this bill does contain some 65 or 70 
of these amendments. No one who has 
not been through this mill can appreci- 
ate the tremendous amount of work and 
study that their preparation has entailed. 

The report of the Committee on Ways 
and Means goes into these matters rather 
carefully. In the first part of the report 
will be found a general statement setting 
out in rather broad outlines the major 
features of these provisions and in the 
latter part of the report they are given 
a detailed explanation. However, in 
order that as much light as possible may 
be thrown upon the provisions, I shall 
give a brief summary of the more im- 
portant ones, 


1. DEDUCTION OF NONBUSINESS EXPENSES 


The Internal Revenue Code provides 
that expenses incurred in the trade or 
business of the taxpayer may be de- 
ducted in arriving at net income. The 
law also provides that personal living 
or family expenses may not be deducted. 
There is left a great borderland of doubt. 
Trade or business has received such a 
narrow interpretation that many meri- 
torious deductions are denied. The Su- 
preme Court, in the case of Higgins v. 
Commissioner (312 U. S. 212, (1941)), 
held that expenses in connection with 
a taxpayer’s investments in income-pro- 
ducing properties were not deductible, on 
the ground that making casual invest- 
ments was not a trade or business. Since 
the income from such investments is 
clearly taxable it is inequitable to deny 
the deduction of expenses attributable to 
such investments. 

To cure this inequity, the bill contains 
a provision which will allow taxpayers to 
deduct expenses incurred for the pro- 
duction or collection of income whether 
or not such expenses are connected with 
the taxpayer’s trade or business. Fur- 
thermore, the amendment permits the 
deduction of expenses incurred for the 
management, conservation, or mainte- 
nance of property held by the taxpayer 
for the production of income. Such ex- 
Penses are allowable under this provision 
even though there is no likelihood that 
the property will be sold at a profit or 
will otherwise be productive of income. 
However, expenses in connection with 
hobbies, sports, or recreation, such as 
racing stables, model farms, yachts, or 
other pleasure or hobby transactions will 
not be deductible. 
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GROSS INCOME 

2. ALIMONY AND SEPARATE MAINTENANCE 

PAYMENTS 

The present law does not permit the 
husband any deduction on account of 
alimony or separate maintenance pay- 
ments to the wife and does not treat such 
payments as income to the wife. With 
the increased rates applicable to indi- 
viduals, many husbands compelled to 
make large alimony payments will not 
have enough income left to pay their 
income tax. 

The amount of a husband’s income 
which goes to the wife as alimony under 
a court order is in reality not income to 
him at all since he has no control over 
it as the use to which itis to be put. The 
bill recognizes this reality by permitting 
the husband to deduct so much of his 
income as is paid out in alimony, and 
by taxing the alimony payments to the 
wife. 

COMPLEXITIES IN DRAFTING 
3. TREATMENT OF INCOME ACCRUING UPON THE 
DEATH OF DECEDENT 

The method of taxing the income of a 
decedent for his last taxable year has 
always presented difficulties, chiefly be- 
cause of amounts of income which the 
decedent has earned or is entitled to 
receive but which have not been paid to 
him at the time of his death. In this 
connection, the present law provides that 
in the case of decedents accounting on 
the cash basis such amounts shall be 
accrued and, whether or not actually re- 
ceived, shall be included in the dece- 
dent’s income for his last taxable year. 

In the t case—Helvering v. En- 
right (312 U. S. 636 (1941) )—however, 
the Supreme Court extended this rule 
beyond any previous application by in- 
cluding in the income of a decedent for 
his last taxable year the value at the 
time of his death of his share of the 
profits of a partnership, of which he 
was a member, from all outstanding ac- 
counts and unfinished business. Thus, 
there was lumped into the taxpayer’s 
last year income which normally would 
be received over a period of several years. 
With the steeply progressive income-tax 
rates, much more tax would be paid con- 
sequently than would have been paid 
had this income been spread out over 
its normal period. 

This hardship is eased by the bill by a 
provision which taxes such amounts to 
the person actually receiving them, 
whether such person is the decedent’s 
executor or one of his heirs. Moreover, 
this provision is made retroactive to all 
years upon which the statute of limita- 
tions has not run. 


4. TREATMENT OF BAD DEBTS 


There are two serious faults with the 
present treatment of bad debts. First, 
the taxpayer can never be sure of the 
exact moment at which the debt becomes 
worthless and thereby runs a consider- 
able risk of losing the bad-debt deduc- 
tion completely; and second, serious 
doubt exists as to the treatment ac- 
corded to the recovery of bad debts which 
have formerly been taken as deductions. 


(a) Bad debts as deductions 


The present law requires that before 
a bad debt may be deducted it must “be 
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ascertained to be worthless and be 
charged off during the taxable year.” 
This requirement has never served any 
very practical purpose except to con- 
fuse both the Government and the tax- 
payer. Great difficulty has been met 
with the “charge-off” requirement in 
cases where the taxpayer keeps no books 
or his records are inadequate. The only 
fact of importance is that the debt actu- 
ally did become worthless and the bill 
makes this the sole test. 

Furthermore, both the taxpayer and 
the Government may be whipsawed in 
cases where the bad-debt deduction is 
not taken in the proper year. This hap- 
pens when the present 3-year statute of 
limitations runs against either the year 
in which the bad debt was wrongly de- 
ducted or the year in which it properly 
belongs. Hindsight is better than fore- 
sight in many cases, for the ascertain- 
ment of the exact moment at which a 
debt becomes worthless. Consequently, 
the bill allows a 7-year statute of limi- 
tations in this connection in lieu of the 
present 3-year statute. This 7-year 
period should provide a more flexible and 
accurate treatment and will, I believe, 
allow bad-debt deductions, in almost 
every case, to be taken in the proper 
year. 

(b) Recoveries of bad debts and taxes 


After bad debts or taxes have been 
taken as deductions, their later recovery 
constitutes income under the present 
law. If, however, the deduction did not 
result in any tax advantages in the pre- 
vious year, because the taxpayer, even 
without the deduction, would have had 
insufficient income to incur tax liability, 
considerable doubt exists under the pres- 
ent law as to the tax status of the amount 
recovered on account of such taxes or 
bad debts. These doubts are resolved by 
the bill. A rule is clearly stated which 
provides that recoveries of bad debts and 
taxes are taxable only to the extent that 
the deduction taken therefor in the prior 
year resulted in a diminution of tax lia- 
bility for such prior year. 


5. IMPROVEMENTS BY LESSEES OF REAL PROPERTY 


The present law is in an unsettled 
state as to when, and in what manner, & 
lessor of real property is to report and 
treat income resulting to him from im- 
provements placed upon his real property 
by a lessee. The Bureau of Internal 
Revenue, the Board of Tax Appeals, and 
the courts have differed rather sharply in 
their views on this question. In the case 
of Helvering v. Bruun (309 U. S. 461 
(1940) ), the Supreme Court held that 
the income attributable to the value such 
improvement was realized by the lessor 
at the time the lease was forfeited and 
the lessor gained control of the prop- 
erty. In many cases, this rule would 
force the lessor to sell the property so 
as to realize enough cash with which 
to meet his income tax liability. 

The bill settles this controversy and 
cures existing inequities by treating the 
improvements as a capital gain to be 
realized when the lessor sells the prop- 
erty. This is done by excluding from the 
taxpayer’s gross income the amount de- 
rived by him upon the termination of 
the lease, representing the value of such 
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property attributable to buildings erected 
or other improvements made by the les- 
see. When the taxpayer sells the prop- 
erty, however, the resulting gain will 
reflect the lessee’s improvements and be 
treated as a capital gain. In cases 
where the taxpayer, under previous rules, 
has taken up in income before January 
1, 1941, any amount on account of such 
improvements, such amount will be add- 
ed to the basis of the property, insuring 
that it will not be taxed again as a 
capital gain. 
6. ANNUITY TRUSTS 


The vatue of property acquired by gift, 
bequest, devise, or inheritance is ex- 
cluded from gross income under the ex- 
isting law. The income from such prop- 
erty is not excluded; however, where gifts 
or bequests are of income or are partly 
of income the proper treatment under 
the present law is far from clear. 

In the case of Irwin v. Gavit (268 U. S, 
161 (1925), the "Supreme Court held 
that gifis or bequests of the right to 
the income from property constituted in- 
come to the beneficiary and were fully 
taxable to him. This would seem to be 
the right result and the bill writes this 
rule into the statutes for the sake of 
clarity. 

In the case of Burnet v. Whitehouse 
(283 U. S. 148 (1931)), however, an un- 
satisfactory result was reached. The Su- 
preme Court, in that case, was dealing 
with an annuity trust where the recur- 
ring payments to the beneficiary were 
a charge upon both the income and the 
corpus of the trust, and were to be made 
in any event. The Court held that the 
beneficiary was not taxable on such pay- 
ments even though the amounts were 
paid from the income of the trust, and 
even though the trust had sufficient in- 
come to make it very unlikely that the 
corpus would ever have to be invaded in 
order to meet the payments. As a com- 
panion rule, the Court held in Helvering 
v. Pardee (290 U.S. 365 (1933)), that the 
trust in such cases cannot deduct the 
amount of the payments to the bene- 
ficiary eyen though such sums are paid 
from income and not from corpus. 

This treatment works hardships in 
some instances and furnishes an in- 
strument for tax avoidance in others. 

The bill corrects this situation by tax- 
ing all distributions to the beneficiary to 
the extent they are made from the in- 
come of the trust and, as a corollary, al- 
lows the trust to deduct such amounts in 
computing its net income. 


7. AMORTIZATION OF BOND PREMIUM 


The amount which a bond buyer pays 
in excess of the face value of a bond, 
called premium, is treated by the present 
law as a capital loss sustained by the 
bondholder upon the disposition or ma- 
turity of the bond. The interest pay- 
ments, however, are treated in full as 
interest even though they reflect a yield 
not only on the face value of the bond 
but also on the premium. 

Sound accounting methods have long 
recognized that this premium should be 
written off or amortized during the life 
of the bond, instead of awaiting its ma- 
turity or disposition. The interest paid 
on the bond which is attributable to the 
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premium ‘s in reality a return of capital. 
‘Thus, holders of bonds, the interest from 
which is fully taxable are taxed upon this 
interest and the only offset they obtain is 
the allowance of a capital loss upon ma- 
turity equal to the amount of the pre- 
mium. On the other hand, holders of 
tax-exempt premium bonds are also al- 
lowed this capital treatment at maturity, 
although none of the interest was taxed. 

This inequitable result is cured by the 
bill which makes it mandatory that the 
premium on all tax-exempt bonds be 
amortized by both individual and cor- 
porate bondholders. It is elective, both 
to corporations and individuals in the 
case of fully taxable bonds. In the case 
of partially tax-exempt bonds, corporate 
taxpayers are required to amortize while 
individuals may elect. 


8. TAXES CHARGEABLE TO CAPITAL ACCOUNT 


A taxpayer may secure tax benefits on 
account of his costs and expenses in two 
ways: First, as a deduction which directly 
reduces his net income or, second, as an 
addition to the basis of his property, in 
which case such costs are reflected by 
Teducing the taxable gain or increasing 
the loss realized on the sale or other dis- 
position of such property. The present 
law permits optional treatment with re- 
Spect to taxes or other carrying charges 
only in the case of unproductive or un- 
improved real estate. Good accountants 
have long ago concluded that all taxes 
and charges attributable to capital ac- 
count should be added to the bases or 
property rather than taken as a direct 
deduction. For example, corporation A 
builds a factory, the labor costs and ma- 
terial costs are not taken as deductions 
but are added to the basis of the property 
and are thus reflected in the cost of the 
factory. Social-security taxes paid with 
respect to such labor should be treated the 
same as the wages themselves. The pres- 
ent law does not permit this, but forces 
the taxpayer to take such taxes as a 
deduction. 

The bill provides in all cases that taxes 
or other carrying charges properly at- 
tributable to capital account may, at the 
taxpayer’s option, be treated as capital 
items rather than deductions. 

9. PENSION TRUSTS AND OTHER RETIREMENT 

PLANS 

Through favorable tax treatment with 
respect to pension trusts and other re- 
tirement plans we have endeavored to 
encourage employers to provide for their 
superannuated employees. ‘There are 
three aspects to this problem: First, 
whether the employer is entitled to a de- 
duction for the amount set aside to pro- 
vide the pension payments; second, as to 
whether the trust is taxable upon the 
income accruing to it; and, third, as to 
the treatment to be accorded the em- 
ployee, both in the year in which the 
employer pays in the trust on his account 
and in the later year in which he receives 
the pension benefits. The present law 
ds very liberal in this respect. Employers 
may deduct all amounts irrevocably set 
aside in a pension trust. Such trusts are 
not taxable upon income accruing to 
them and the employee is not taxed in 
the year in which the employer pays the 
amount into the trust, 
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This provision has been badly abused 
by high-ranking officers of large corpora- 
tions, who set up pension trusts for 
themselves without regard to the other 
employees of the company, thereby se- 
curing the favorable tax treatment in- 
tended only for bona fide pension or 
retirement systems. The Treasury De- 
partment urged very stringent restric- 
tions upon pension trusts—so strict, in 
fact, as we discovered in the hearings 
before our committee, as to disallow the 
favorable tax treatment for the great 
bulk for even the bona fide pension plans 
now in existence. 

I believe the treatment adopted by our 
committee is rigid enough to stop the 
abuses and at the same time will not dis- 
turb or upset existing bona fide pension 
systems. There are two tests contained 
in the bill: 

1. Coverage 

In order to secure the favorable tax 
treatment the pension system must cover 
either (a) 70 percent or more of all em- 
ployees with 5 years of service, except 
casual, per diem, and seasonal employees; 
or (b) employees qualifying under a 
classification not based upon favoritism 
for officers or stockholders. This latter 
provision makes it possible for plans that 
really supplement the social security pro- 
gram to qualify. 

2. Nondiscriminatton 


In addition to the coverage require- 
ments, the plans must be so set up as not 
to discriminate in favor of high-salaried 
or stockholding employees as against 
low-salaried employees. A straight per- 
centage system will not violate this re- 
quirement, That is to say, if the benefits 
are geared to a flat percentage of salary, 
this will not be viewed as discrimination. 

I believe these limitations will operate 
to safeguard the public against the use 
of pension plans as tax avoidance devices 
by management groups seeking to com- 
pensate themselves without paying their 
appropriate taxes. At the same time, 
however, it would seem liberal enough to 
permit the continued use of any bona fide 
pension system. 


10. RELIEF FOR PERSONAL HOLDING COMPANIES 


The internal revenue laws contain a 
number of provisions designed to prevent 
tax avoidance through the use of the 
“incorporated pocketbook” or personal 
holding company. 

These provisions lay a heavy tax upon 
personal holding companies unless they 
distribute their earnings each year to 
their stockholders where we can get our 
proper tax under the graduated individ- 
ual surtaxes. Thus, in order to escape 
the personal holding company tax, it 
must distribute its net income for the 
year. For this purpose, its net income 
as defined is not reduced by capital losses. 
However, capital losses do reduce its ac- 
cumulated earnings and profits. Since 
it is only from accumulated earnings and 
profits that corporations can declare diyi- 
dends, no amount of distributions on the 
part of a personal holding company with 
such capital losses will permit it to escape 
personal holding company tax. This re- 
sult was never intended and the amend- 
ment contained in the bill eliminates the 
inequity by allowing personal holding 
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companies a credit for the amount they 
distribute whether or not such distribu- 
tion plan constitutes “dividends” as de- 
fined by the law. Thus, the stockholders 
take up these amounts and pay the indi- 
vidual income taxes thereon and the com- 
pany is thereby relieved of tax. This 
amendment will apply retroactively to 
relieve all years in which such hardships 
occurred. 


11, UNDISTRIEUTED PROFITS TAX RELIEF 


The problem here is identical with that 
just outlined in the case of personal hold- 
ing cOmpanies, that is, capital losses re- 
duce the income subject to tax. The bill 
grants relief to such companies retro- 
actively. Unlike the treatment outlined 
above in the case of personal holding com- 
panies the stockholders are not required 
to take up an amount and pay tax there- 
on solely because of this relief provision. 


12. GAINS AND LOSSES FROM INVOLUNTARY 
|i CONVERSIONS 


The present law treats the gain and 
loss from the sale or exchange of de- 
preciable property as ordinary gain or 
loss. This treatment is the result of an 
amendment in 1939, ordinarily designed 
as a relief provision to enable taxpayers 
to have the full benefit of losses from the 
sale of used machinery instead of being 
limited by the capital loss provisions 
which would permit the loss to be taken 
only to a limited degree. This was done 
because it was felt that taxpayers should 
not be denied the full loss simply because 
they sold the property rather than aban- 
doning it. This rule works all right in 
the case of loss and is equitable in or- 
dinary times but with the recent sky- 
rocketing in the values of machinery the 
sale of boats and other equipment of a 
depreciable nature results in gains rather 
than losses and the provision applies in- 
equitably. For example, the A Oil Com- 
pany has a tanker with a depreciated cost 
base of, say, $500,000. Its value today, 
because of the great shortage of tankers, 
is $1,000,000. The amount received as 
insurance upon the torpedoing of such 
a tanker or the amount received upon the 
sale of such a tanker to the Government, 
should not be treated as ordinary gain 
and fully taxed. The bill provides in 
such cases that gains of this sort to the 
extent that they exceed the losses from 
such transactions for the taxable year 
may be treated as capital gains rather 
than as ordinary income. 


II. EXCESS-PROFITS TAX 


The bill contains a number of highly 
technical amendments to the excess- 
profits-tax provisions of the law. I shall 
review briefly the most important of 
these. 

1. For the purpose of determining the 
amount of invested capital of a corpora- 
tion attributable to property paid in for 
stock, or paid in surplus, or as a contri- 
bution to capital, the present law counts 
such property at its unadjusted basis for 
determining loss, For this purpose, even 
though the property has already been 
disposed of, its basis is determined as if 
the property were still held by the tax- 
payer. The reason for this treatment is 
to apply the basis provisions of current 
law uniformly to all property paid in, 
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regardless of when the property was dis- 
posed of. 

It is now apparent that the present law 
reaches a wrong result for the reason 
that the earnings and profits account of 
the corporation, which also goes in to 
make up its invested capital, reflects gain 
or loss measured by the basis rules in 
effect in the year in which the property 
was disposed of. Thus, one portion of 
the invested capital, namely, that part 
attributable to property paid in, is com- 
puted under current basis rules, while 
another part, namely, the portion attrib- 
utable to earnings and profits, is deter- 
mined under the basis rules applying to 
the year of the disposition of the prop- 
erty. This treatment results in a serious 
distortion of the invested-capital picture. 

The bill corrects this distortion by 
providing that the basis of property paid 
in shall be determined by the rules in 
effect in the year in which the property 
was disposed of, except where the dis- 
position occurred prior to March 1, 1913, 
then its basis is fixed at its fair market 
value at the time it was paid in to the 
corporation. 

2. Amendments to supplement A 


Supplement A of the excess-profits-tax 
law lays down a set of rules, necessarily 
complicated, under which a corporation 
resulting from a merger, consolidation, 
liquidation, or certain other tax-free 
exchanges is allowed to use the base- 
period history of its predecessors. This 
supplement placed in the law in the orig- 
inal excess-profits-tax provisions of the 
Second Revenue Act of 1940 has been 
found faulty in a number of respects. 

The bill cures some of these major 
defects by— 

(a) Allowing supplement A companies 
to use the “growth formula” now per- 
mitted to be used only by companies 
which were themselves in existence dur- 
ing the base period and which do not use 
supplement A; 

(b) Permitting the resulting corpora- 
tions to use the entire base-period his- 
tory of its predecessors even where such 
predecessors were not in existence for 
the entire base period; 

(c) Fixing the base-period vears per- 
manently. Under the present law these 
years may shift from time to time as 
the resulting corporation changes its tax- 
able year, thus requiring a recomputation 
of the average base-period earnings; and 

(d) Allowing supplement A companies 
to use the “fill-up” now permitted only 
to nonsupplement A companies. The 
years filled up with hypothetical income 
for the supplement A companies, how- 
ever, are only those base-period years in 
which neither the taxpayer nor any of its 
predecessors were in existence. 

In addition, the bill makes a number 
of minor amendments of a beneficial 
nature to the provisions of supplement A. 


II. ESTATE AND GIFT TAXES 


The technical and administrative pro- 
visions of the estate and gift tax laws 
have not been changed substantially for 
a rather long period. There is, conse- 
quently, a considerable accumulation of 
administrative and technical defects. 
The bill undertakes to correct a number 
of these faults as follows: 
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1. Treatment of proceeds of life insurance 


The present law includes in the gross 
estate of a decedent the amount of life 
insurance “taken out by the decedent 
upon his own life” which is receivable 
by the executor and such amounts in 
excess of $40,000, receivable by all other 
beneficiaries. This provision was gener- 
ally construed as including in the gross 
estate the proceeds of life insurance only 
to the extent that the decedent had in- 
cident of ownership in the policy. Inci- 
dents of ownership were defined to be 
the power to change the beneficiary, to 
surrender or cancel the policy, to assign 
it, or pledge it for a loan. 

Early in 1941, the Court of Claims 
handed down a decision in the Bailey 
case which included in the gross estate 
of the decedent the proceeds of life in- 
surance taken out upon his own life to 
the extent that the premiums or other 
consideration therefor were paid either 
directly or indirectly by the decedent. 
On January 10, 1941, shortly after this 
decision, the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
changed its regulations so as to include 
in the decedent’s estate all insurance re- 
ceivable by beneficiaries other than the 
estate where the decedent paid either 
directly or indirectly the premiums there- 
for, regardless of whether he had inci- 
dents of ownership in such policy at the 
time of his death. With regard to in- 
surance payable to the estate, it was 
made includible in the gross estate re- 
gardless of incidents of ownership and 
regardless of who paid the premiums, 
These changed rulings and the court de- 
cisions with respect to insurance left the 
law in an unsettled condition. 

The Committee on Ways and Means 
recognized generally that life insurance 
to the extent paid for by the decedent 
whether or not irrevocably assigned by 
him before death is a substitute for a 
testamentary disposition. Therefore, 
the bill includes in the gross estate of a 
decedent all insurance payable to speci- 
fied beneficiaries to the extent that the 
premiums therefor were paid directly or 
indirectly by the decedent and all insur- 
ance upon the life of the decedent pay- 
able to his estate, regardless of whether 
he had any incidents of ownership there- 
in, or whether he had paid any part of 
the consideration therefor. 

2. Charitable pledges 


While the present law permits the gross 
estate to be reduced by the amount of 
bequests to charity and by the amount 
of claims against the estate, it is not 
clear that amounts pledged by the de- 
cedent to charity, remaining unpaid at 
the time of his death, may be deducted 
although such pledges are fully enforce- 
able against the estate. The reason for 
the disallowance of the deduction for the 
amount of such pledges under the pres- 
ent law is that they were not contracted 
for a consideration or money or money’s 
worth and, therefore, do not meet the 
test of a claim against the estate as de- 
fined in the estate-tax law. 

This is clearly inequitable as the 
amount necessary to liquidate the de- 
cedent’s pledges to charity merits the 
same treatment as a charitable bequest, 
The bill corrects this situation by allow- 
ing amounts used to pay pledges of this 
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type to be deducted to the same extent 
that they would be allowed if the claim 
had constituted a bequest on the part of 
the decedent, 

3. Deduction jor disclaimed legacies 


As a companion piece to the provision 
just outlined above, the bill permits a de- 
duction for disclaimed legacies which 
upon the disclaimer by the legatee go to 
charity. There is controversy over this 
situation under the present law in cases 
such as the following: A makes a specific 
bequest of $10,000 to his son B and gives 
the residue of his estate to charity. If 
the son renounces the $10,000 bequest 
it will fall into the residuary estate and 
go to charity. The bill permits such dis- 
claimed legacies to be deductible to the 
same extent as direct bequests to charity. 

4. Priority of credit jor State death tazes 


The present law allows a credit against 
the basic estate tax for death taxes paid 
to the States. The credit is also allowed- 
against the entire estate tax for gift taxes 
previously paid with respect to property 


` included in the gross estate. Under the 


present law, the gift-tax credit must be 
taken first. As a result, the portion of 
the estate tax against which the 80-per- 
cent credit for State death taxes is al- 
lowed is reduced, thereby reducing such 
credit itself. The bill reverses the order 
in which these credits may be taken, con- 
sequently allowing a more liberal credit 
for State death taxes and at the same 
time not reducing the credit for property 
previously subjected to the gift tax. 
5. Powers of appointment 


The power of appointment is a method 
by which a grantor projects beyond his 
death the ascertainment of the person 
to whom certain property should go. It 
is an authority to do some act in relation 
to property which the owner who grants 
such power might himself do. Powers of 
appointment, as a rule, are divided into 
two general classes: 

First. General powers to be exercised 
generally in favor of any person whom 
the appointer chooses, and, second, spe- 
cial limited powers to be exercised in 
favor of specific objects. 

In order to be includible in the gross 
estate of the appointer, under the present 
law, the following requirements must be 
met: 

(a) The appointer must hold a general 
power of appointment over such property, 

(b) He must have exercised such 
power, and, 

(c) The property must pass under the 
exercise of such power. These require- 
ments so narrow the scope of includible 
property as to render ineffective the 
estate tax with respect to powers of ap- 
pointment. Even though the appointer 
may have such broad rights over prop- 
erty as to be substantially equivalent to 
outright ownership, such property is not 
includible in his gross estate if it passes 
through the nonexercise of a general 
power or through either the exercise or 
nonexercise of a special or limited power. 

The bill will place in the appointer’s 
gross estate all property subject to a gen- 
eral power of appointment whether or 
not such power is exercised and would 
tax property subject to special powers 
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except where such powers are of a fiduci- 
ary nature or where they are exercisable 
in favor of the immediate family or de- 
cedents of the appointer or in favor of 
charity. The bill also amends the gift- 
tax provisions so as to provide a treat- 
ment for powers of appointment under 
the gift tax comparable to that provided 
for under the estate tax. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
going to conciude on the subject of the 
proposed motion to recommit. Under 
all circumstances I am constrained to 
yote for it. My resolution to vote for it 
was not diverted by its being referred to 
as a sort of pickpocket motion to recom- 
mit. I thought we had passed the name- 
calling stage, and it seems like that does 
not help in these circumstances. It 
seems to me it is a pretty weak argument 
when you have to charge something that 
you are against with being something in 
the nature of a pickpocket theory. Let 
us get at the facts. This last-minute 
change in the corporate surtax and ex- 
cess-profit tax rate results in an increased 
yield of only $34,000,000. Do not let any- 
body deceive you on that subject. It did 
not save a billion dollars, as was sug- 
gested in the press and by somebody in 
the discussion here. It is $94,000,000, and 
it is brought about by reducing the yield 
from excess-profit taxes by $409,000,000, 
and adding $503,000,000 to the normal 
and surtaxes on corporations. The $887,- 
000,000 eliminated on post-war credit is 
not eliminated as a part of the revenue, 
but it is an elimination of future liabil- 
ity. This $887,000,000 would have gone 
into the Treasury, collected as 94 percent 
of excess-profit tax on corporations, had 
there been no last-minute change, and 
the Treasury would have only recouped 
a part of this, because it would not be ap- 
plicable to those corporations, which 
would not have been able to survive the 
war, and not only that, but that part 
returned to corporations would have been 
subject to a 15-percent capital-gains tax, 
and maybe more, when we get through 
with the Senate and the conference. You 
see what is involved. Take a look at it. 
You add on to the normal and surtax 
rate 5 percent of $503,000,000, and you 
take off the big fellows who are making 
the excess profit an additional 642 per- 
cent and relieve them of $403,000,000. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman:yield?- 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes. 

Mr. KNUTSON: I thought the termi- 


nology of one of the speakers this morn-.. 


ing was rather unfortunate, but to strip 
it of all frills, the motion to recommit 
will seek to ease the burden on corpo- 
rations that are not engaged in war work, 
and that are not profiting from the war. 

Mr. DISNEY. As well as those who are. 
It does not make any difference whether 
they are or are not. 

Mr. KNUTSON. But those who are en- 
gaged in war work are being favored, be- 
cause their tax is reduced from 94 to 8714 
percent. 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes; lowering the ex- 
cess-profits tax, the admitted excess- 
profits tax, to 874 percent, paying 45 
percent on the normal earnings, is all out 
of proportion. Great Britain has a tax of 
80 percent on excess profits on all corpo- 
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rations, with a 20-percent post-war re- 
fund and a 50-percent rate. Our Treas- 
ury recommended 55 percent, but Eng- 
land does not tax dividends going to the 
stockholders. Canada has a 40-percent 
rate, just like the motion to recommit 
proposes. England and Canada both 
have sales taxes. They have had to come 
to them. Canada taxes dividends in the 
hands of all stockholders. Theirs is a 
40-percent rate. In my judgment, that 
is what we ought to do here, and that is 
what the motion to recommit will do. 

If you think the corporations, big and 
little, over $25,000, can stand a socking 
of 45 percent while you let the excess- 
profits people off with 8712 percent, vote 
that way. It is out of proportion, in my 
judgment. All this hue and cry that we 
are going into the people with large 
profits, in my judgment, is a serious mis- 
take, especially when other nations with 
experience could be followed as a guide. 

The 87'4-percent people—mind you, 
12% percent is scot free of taxes. Ad- 
mittedly they have made the money be- 
fore you start taxing them. Of course, 
when you pay 45 percent you have to have 
a net income, but you may have a corpo- 
ration that is not making any excess 
profits and still has to pay 45 percent nor- 
mal and surtax. 

Now, what are corporations, anyway? 
Just made up of people, used by big ex- 
ecutives in many, Many instances. Have 
you any idea how many good American 
people own stock in corporations? Thir- 
teen million. I may startle you when I 
tell you that of the $3,000,000,000 paid 
by corporations as dividends, one-third 
of that money, thirty-four and a fraction 
percent, to be exact, went to the little fel- 
low; the fellow with less than $5,000 in- 
come. He is just about the forgotten man, 
when you put a 45-percent surtax and 
normal tax upon a corporation. Many of 
those people have to depend upon that for 
a living. One-third of all the dividends 
are going to people with less than $5,000 
income. Less than 1 percent is going to 
people with a million-dollar income, from 
dividends in this Nation. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 5 additional min- 
utes, 

Mr. DISNEY. In my judgment, the 
motion to recommit ought to be sus- 
tained. To reiterate; 45 percent normal 
and surtax is wholly out of proportion 
with 8744-percent excess=profits tax: ~~ 

Mr. KNUTSON: Will the gentleman 
yield further? 

Mr. DISNEY. I yield. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I think it would be 
proper for the record to show at this 
point that of the 500,000 corporations in 
this country, only a handful are engaged 
in war work, and those who are not en- 
gaged in war work are adversely affected 
by priorities, falling off of demand, and 
increasing cost of production. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Reed, of O. P. M., 
gave out an interview the other day that 
24,000 manufacturers will go by the 
boards by the 1st of November. I am 
not sure that is a correct statement. 
I believe he said “companies.” I do not 
know whether he means corporations or 
not. But they are increasing in number. 
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Out of nearly 500,000 corporations in 
the Nation, only 178,000 filed net in- 
come-tax returns. They are not all 
prosperous. It is true that only about 
23,000 corporations are corporations that 
will be affected by this 45 percent, but 
they are the corporations that employ 
men and give employment to men. 
Many of the smaller corporations only 
employ a few, and in those 23,000 which 
I think the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. McLean] referred to, they are the 
ones who employ tens and hundreds of 
thousands of men. 

Now, I am sorry to bring up this sub- 
ject at this late time. I had the germ 
of the idea and did not have a chance 
to work it out. I ask unanimous consent 
to place in the Recorp a suggestion and 
formula by myself of taxing of war con- 
tracts at 100 percent, over and above 6 
percent after taxes. In other words, all 
war contracts should be taxed to the 
extent of 100 percent, after they have 
paid taxes, save 6 percent. That is a 
rather awkward way of putting it. I 
would let them earn only 6 percent after 
they paid their taxes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered, 

There was no objection. 

The statement is as follows: 


When this committee wrote its 1940 excess 
profits tax, it believed that the demand for 
such tax on war contracts specifically pre- 
venting the creation of war millionaires would 
be satisfied. Events since then have indi- 
cated that the public demand for a tax 
applying direct to war profits has never 
ceased to exist. 

The proposed 871, percent excess profits tax 
rate places a general ceiling on all profits, but 
like all previous excess profits tax bills, it does 
not apply specifically or directly to war con- 
tracts. I, therefore, present the following 
provision for the sole purpose of recapturing 
unwarranted profits from war contracts: 

I. R. C— 
TAX ON EXCESSIVE WAR CONTRACTS PROFITS 


In the case of a person having war con- 
tracts any excessive profits occurring to such 
person from such contract shall be taxed 
at the rate of 100 percent. 

(a) As used in this section— 

(1) “Person” means an individual, part- 
nership, joint venture, association corpora- 
tion, business trust, or other form of organ- 
ization entering into contracts for purposes 
of profits; 

(2) “War contracts” means— 

(a) A contract with the United” States 
entered. into on behalf of the United States - 
by an officer of the War or Navy Departments,*” 
or the United States Maritime: Commission, « 

(b) A contract with the United States en- 
tered into pursuant to an act to promote the 
defense of the United States. á 

(c) A contract whether or not with the 
United States for the produetion, manufac- 
ture, processing, assembly, construction, re- 
construction, installation, maintenance, 
storage, repair, alteration, conversion, distri- 
bution, or supply of— 

(i) any weapon, munition, dircraft, vessel, 
or boat; 

(ii) any building, structure, or facility; 

(iii) any machinery, instrument, tool, ma- 
terial, supply, article, or commodity; 

(iv) any component material, or part of, 
or equipment for, any article named in (1). 

(3) “Excessive profits” income means any 
income remaining to the taxpayer in any 
taxable year after paying all other taxes im- 
posed by the Internal Revenue Code in ex- 
cess of 6 percent of the aggregate war 
contracts price: Provided, however, That in 


1942 


case of a person performing “nonwar Con- 
tracts,” as wel as “war contracts” the exces- 
sive profits tax shall be allocated against the 
excessive profits income, as defined herein- 
before, in direct proportion to the percent of 
gross receipts attributable to “nonwar” and 
“war” contracts. 


Mr. DISNEY. I hope some of you 25 
Members who are here listening will do 
me the honor to read this formula that 
I have placed in the Recorp. I do it for 
a purpose, I believe the suggestion will 
be discussed in the Senate. I am sorry 
I did not have an opportunity to take 
the matter up with the committee. It 
was physically possible, but not humanly 
possible under the circumstances in- 
volved. 

I have always thought that war con- 
tracts were the ones that should be 
taxed, both direct and indirect, and that 
tney should not be allowed to earn more 
than 6 percent, after taxes; and that 
excess-profits taxes could be applied to 
other than war contracts and that only 
6 percent be earned by war contractors. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield at this time? 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Would the gentle- 
man apply that proposal to the fees of 
war-contract brokers as well as engineers 
also? 

Mr. DISNEY. I think so. I am not 
very conversant with that subject. 
There have been some revelations lately 
that sound quite bad. Those situations 
ought to be corrected, but I think if the 
Treasury pursues that subject as earn- 
estly as it did the committee to make it 
do its bidding, it can pretty well take care 
of those gentlemen. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. If the limitations 
could be applied in that particular sense 
there would be practically no income for 
these war contractors. 

Mr. DISNEY. Iam not anxious to see 
them make a lot of money. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. I am not either. 

Mr. DISNEY. I feel that a corporation 
that gets out of this war situation with 
6 percent is pretty lucky. I doubt if very 
many of them will get out with more than 
6 percent. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 additional minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr, DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, in sup- 
porting the motion to recommit let me 
tell you that I have no stock in any cor- 
poration; I am not that lucky. I do not 
believe the majority of the members of 
the committee have stock in any corpo- 
ration. I know the corporations do not 
have any influence with this committee. 
I think this committee is guided by the 
highest and most patriotic motives. It 
is said to you that we shall lose $350,- 
000,000 by passing the motion to recom- 
mit. We should not do it on that state- 
ment alone—that we shall lose $350,- 
000,000; but let us not be unwise. Maybe 
the taking of this $350,000,000 on down 
through the period of the war will be bad 
business; Ido not know. I do know that 
a 45 percent rate, normal and surtax, 
with only an 87'4-percent rate for ex- 
cess profits, with 124% percent escaping 
entirely, is not logical, sound business, no 
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matter how many thunderbolts are 
hurled here at corporations. 

Mr. Chairman, I approach this whole 
subject from the standpoint of the effect 
upon the boys that are giving their lives 
to this country, to you, and tome. West- 
ern civilization is destroying itself, send- 
ing its youngest and its best, destroying 
its very seed corn, and going bankrupt 
in the process, 

I have two sons, each the apple of my 
eye, one son in the Air Corps now and one 
son going in. Iam not a man of means; 
I cannot employ these boys. These men 
when they come back are going to be 
lean and mean and tough, and they are 
going to be full of potential energy and 
wrath. When they come back and find 
an empty Treasury, a $200,000,000,000 
debt, and corporations taxed unwisely 
until they have not any power to employ 
labor, they are going to say to them- 
Selves: “Who did this to us?” And the 
Man on Horseback can say: “Come with 
me, buddy, your condition could not be 
worse; come with me; I will take care of 
this situation.” Let us not be unwise; 
let us think things out and approach them 
from the standpoint of the highest patri- 
otism. Patriotism does not consist 
merely in waving the flag and talking 
about taking care of the little fellow and 
whipping the corporations; patriotism 
implies the ability and the wisdom and 
the foresight to see that these smooth- 
faced boys who have not yet had a taste 
of life come back after this terrible thing 
is over, to jobs and to homes and content- 
ment. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 3 minutes. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts is recognized for 3 
minutes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, all 
things eventually come to an end. This 
afternoon we are about to finish con- 
sideration of the greatest tax bill that 
was ever written in the history of this 
or any other country. The Ways and 
Means Committee has been engaged on 
this task for 137 days—some little time— 
more than 4 months, one-third of the 
year. It is not mecessary for me to 
throw any bouquets at the committee. 
I am simply one humble member among 
25, but I do think it is no more than 
fair and right that in these closing min- 
utes of consideration of this bill a few 
words be said in commendation of cer- 
tain men on that committee. At the 
opening of my remarks day before yes- 
terday I stated what my opinion of the 
chairman of the committee was. I do 
not need to reiterate that viewpoint at 
this time. The membership of the 
House as well as of the committee know 
of the outstanding ability, fairness, and 
square-shooting methods of the chair- 
man of the committee, the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. DOUGHTON]. 
I have served with some 90 men during 
my career on the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, but no abler chairman, no fairer 
member, no more courteous gentleman 
has been on that committee in that 
period of time than the Honorable Ros- 
ERT DOUGHTON; and so I wish to add this 
one word of commendation of his serv- 
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ices, not alone to the committee but to 
the country and to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. His name will go down in 
history, if I am any prophet of the fu- 
ture, as one of the great men of the 
American Congress. 

We are losing several members from 
the committee with the close of this ses- 
sion of Congress and to them I wish to 
offer a word of commendation also; they 
have done yeoman service on the com- 
mittee. Further than that, I wish to 
say that the entire committee has la- 
bored assiduously as they have seen their 
duty toward the American people. Oc- 
casionally a word of discontent has 
arisen, but if I am any judge of men I 
can assure you that at all times these 25 
men have been anxious to serve the 
best interests of the American people 
and I am proud to have been one of 
their number. I am further proud of 
the fact that there has been no party 
lines shown at any time in the consider- 
ation of this very important bill. I made 
a statement the other day to the chair- 
man. He referred to the minority. For 
so long I have been accustomed to be 
regarded as the leader of the minority 
of the committee that I thought he was 
referring to politics when he made that 
remark, but he said: “Why Allen, I was 
not referring to the political minority, 
I was referring to a numerical minority.” 
That has always been the case. We 
have not always agreed in our voting, 
we have at times differed from our col- 
leagues. While there has been a nu- 
merical minority, there has not been a 
political minority in any way, shape, or 
form, 

I am not endeavoring to pass out any 
bouquets undeservedly, but from my ex- 
perience with men may I say that the 
work which the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee has performed under the able 
chairmanship of the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Dovcuton] during 
the last 4 months has been of an out- 
standing character. 

Permit me in conclusion to thank the 
members of the committee for the kindly 
expressions several of them have ex- 
tended to me. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 3 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I would be very un- 
happy and indeed ungrateful were I not 
to express my profound, sincere, and 
heartfelt appreciation of the many gen- 
erous things that have been said of me 
during the progress of this debate. As 
has been so well said by my kind friend 
and distinguished colleague the ranking 
minority member of our committee, than 
whom there is no finer citizen, than 
whom there is no abler statesman, than 
whom there is no more diligent, faithful, 
and useful member of our committee, my 
kind friend ALLEN Treapway, the com- 
mittee did work hard and I appreciate 
not only the kind things said by him but 
by many other colleagues in this House 
and on the committee, too numerous to 
mention. 

I shall remember until the last hours 
of my life the courteous words and kind 
expressions that have been indulged in, 
much more than I merit on account of 
anything I have ever done, but of one 
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thing there is no doubt in my mind. 
These generous words, these expressions 
of confidence, inspire me to, if possible, 
be more worthy or more nearly worthy 
in the future than I have ever been in 
the past. They inspire me, they encour- 
age me, and they will help me and will 
form in my heart a determination to 
strive to the limit of my ability to be as 
nearly as possible worthy of such words 
of commendation. 

I am indebted to each member of the 
committee for their forbearance, their 
kindness and courtesy to me on all occa- 
sions. I have a deep personal affection 
and friendship for each member of our 
committee, as I have for all the Members 
of the House, but especially the members 
of our committee, with whom I am 
thrown in almost daily contact in the dis- 
charge of our duties and responsibilities. 
Ofttimes, of course, we have differences 
of opinion, and quite sharp disagree- 
ments, but so far as I am concerned they 
never become personal and they never go 
out of the committee room. I repeat I 
have a genuine personal affection for 
every member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

I want to also express my appreciation 
to all those who labored with us during 
the consideration and preparation of the 
bill, the majority and minority members, 
the staffs that labored with us so faith- 
fully, both the Treasury staff and the 
staff of the joint committee especially, 
and I want to emphasize the fine service 
rendered by the legislative counsel, head- 
ed by John O’Brien, who has taken the 
place of Mr. Beaman, who in the past 
has rendered long, faithful, and efficient 
service. Never has our committee been 
rendered a finer and more efficient serv- 
ice at a time when it was more necessary 
and at a time when it counted for more 
than has been rendered by Mr. John 
O'Brien and his staff in the preparation 
and drafting of this bill. 

I thank every Member of the House for 
the gracious considerations always shown 
me, I shall never forget it. I want also 
to extend my thanks to the Speaker and 
the majority and minority leader. They 
have always been most cooperative and 
most helpful, and for them I have a 
genuine personal friendship and affec- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the Com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Lanuam, Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7378) to provide revenue, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 
BILL, 1943 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri filed a con- 
ference report and statement on the bill 
(H. R. 7319) making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the national defense for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, may I say at this time it is expected 
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to call up this conference report and 
dispose of it immediately following final 
disposition of the tax bill now pending 
before the House. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. McINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp with reference to 
two separate matters and to include a 
letter in connection with it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming (Mr. MCINTYRE]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, on 
Thursday the House very graciously 
granted me permission to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and to in- 
clude proceedings of the third annual 
employer-employee relations good-will 
dinner, recently held in the city of 
Minneapolis. The Government Print- 
ing Office has advised me that this will 
require 6 pages and will cost $270. Were 
if not for the fact that I think this plan 
to maintain good relations between em- 
ployer and employee is a good one and 
ought to go out over the country, I would 
not ask to have the proceedings incorpo- 
rated in the Rrecorp. I ask unanimous 
consent that these proceedings may be 
included as a part of my remarks not- 
withstanding the cost above stated. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. KNUTSON]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that on 
Tuesday next, July 21, at the conclu- 
sion of the legislative program of the 
day and following any special orders 
heretofore entered, I may be permitted 
to address the House for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

EMPLOYMENT CONTROL ON GOVERN- 
MENT-FINANCED PROJECTS 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, the Commercial News of Danville, 1l., 
carried a story July 16 that a certain 
politician has been indicted for obtaining 
$300 from one worker and $350 from 
others by pretending he did have power 
and authority to control employment of 
trucks and truck drivers in connection 
with construction of huge Government- 
financed projects. 

Whether or not these particular defen- 
dants are guilty still remains to be de- 
termined by the court. We have heard 
on this floor, however, numerous similar 
complaints. I suggest to the people in 
local communities that while some hold- 
ers of office in government departments 
may be too busy, timid or genial to en- 
force Federal laws in respect to influential 
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racketeers, patriotic and brave citizens 
can and should under various State stat- 
utes bring evidence of such crimes to the 
bar of justice in their State. 

A few convictions here and there 
throughout the Nation will put a halt 
to such nefarious rackets. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL asked and 
Was given permission to extend his own 
remarks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
—o two editorials from the Fresno 

ee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Recorp and include therein a re- 
port from the Agricultural Adjustment 
Administration in my district. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made today and to include 
therein a short table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills of the House of the follow- 
ing titles, which were thereupon signed 
by the Speaker: 

H. R. 5392. An act to convey certain prop- 
erty to the Southwest Texas State Teachers 
College; 

H.R. 5695. An act to amend the Civilian 
Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as to provide 
for the training of civilian technicians and 
mechanics; and 

H. R.6709. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 16 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until Monday, July 20, 
1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce at 10 a. m., 
Tuesday, July 21, 1942. 

Business to be considered: Hearings on 
S. 2598, telegraph merger bill, beginning 
Tuesday, July 21. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 


There will be a meeting of the com- 
mittee at 10:30 a. m. on Tuesday, July 21, 
for consideration of H. R. 7153. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
commitiees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Printing. 
House Concurrent Resolution 72. Concurrent 
resolution authorizing the Committee on 
Labor of the House of Representatives to have 
printed additional copies of the hearings held 
before a subcommittee of said committee on 
joint resolutions establishing a Post-Emer- 
gency Economic Advisory Commission and a 
National Unemployment Commission; with- 
out amendment (Rept. No. 2352). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXT, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev- 
erally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HUNTER: 

H.R. 7406. A bill to amend the laws relating 
to exemption from taxation in the District 
of Columbia in the case of real property used 
for religious, charitable, educational, scientific, 
hospital, and other benevolent purposes; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DIMOND: 

H. R. 7407. A bill to authorize the Legisla- 
ture of the Territory of Alaska to grant and 
convey certain lands to the city of Sitka, 
Alaska, for street purposes; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi: 

H. R. 7408 (by request). A bill to amend the 
act of October 9, 1940, entitled “An act to 
restrict or regulate the delivery of checks 
drawn against funds of the United States, or 
any agency or instrumentality thereof, to ad- 
dresses outside the United States, its Terri- 
tories and possessions, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on World War Vet- 
erans’ Legislation. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CREAL: 

H.R. 7409. A bill for the relief of Lorenzo 
H. Froman; te the Committee on Claims. 

H.R. 7410. A bill for the relief of the estate 
of Mathew C. Cowley, deceased, and the estate 
of Louisa Cowley, deceased; to the Committee 
on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XX, 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM presented a petition of 
Lillian H. Smith and 56 other members of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Winterest, 
Iowa, advocating the enactment of Senate bill 
860, so as to give the young men of 1942 the 
protection their fathers had in 1918, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, Jury 20, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 

Almighty God, Thou who art always 
ready to hear prayer, Thou knowest the 
way we take and wilt lead us all the way. 
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We pray Thee to bless us with those sat- 
isfactions which are inspired by the high- 
est and dearest aspirations of our Re- 
public, While tyrants and dictators are 
swirling down the spaces of oblivion, do 
Thou rise upon us like fresh tides from 
the surf-beaten strand; curb our weak- 
nesses, direct our wills, and enable us to 
overcome any disunity or sectional preju- 
dice, groping in the tenants of uncer- 
tainty. Thou who art infinite in nature 
help us to see beyond the encircling 
gloom and believe that there are mighty 
unseen forces in the lives of men which 
we cannot see. 

Grant that we may never cease to do 
the right or fail to live in a courageous, 
hopeful spirit, bearing a responsibility 
which we would unwillingly share, quell- 
ing the tumult which at times surges 
within and threatens the citadel of the 
soul. We praise Thee that millions of 
hearts are beating in unison with the 
great soul of America, which is destined 
to widen the sweep of freedom, the prize 
possession of the peoples of earth. In 
Christ Jesus our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Sat- 
urday, July 18, 1942, was read and ap- 
proved. 

HON. WILLIAM P. COLE 


Mr. D'ALESANDRO. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 30 seconds. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mary- 
land? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. D’ALESANDRO. Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to call the attention of the mem- 
bership of the House to the return of a 
distinguished Member, the dean of the 
Maryland delegation, who has been seri- 
ously ill for 4 months. We are all glad 
to see him back in fine and splendid 
condition to carry on his good work—our 
friend the Honorable WILLIAM P. COLE, of 
Maryland. 


KITCHIN AND DOUGHTON 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I have re- 
quested this time to pay a merited trib- 
ute to a present Member of this body and 
to one who, some years ago, died while 
serving here and his great soul went back 
to its Creator; the careers of these gen- 
tlemen run parallel in a large sense; and 
they both secured a position in this 
House, which enabled them to render 
service inestimable in value and with 
superb distinction to this Nation in both 
of the world wars in which the United 
States of America became engaged; what 
these two Congressmen did will ever be 
an outstanding contribution to the his- 
tory of this Democracy. I refer to Hon. 
Claude Kitchin, my immediate predeces- 
sor in this body, and Hon. ROBERT L., 
DovucuTon, our present colleague. In re- 
ferring to the conspicuous service of these 
two gentlemen, I pay no less a tribute to 
our beloved State, North Carolina. 
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Mr. Kitchin was chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee when the first 
World War was declared, and he brought 
to this House on the 9th day of May 1917 
the first revenue bill to finance our en- 
trance into that war. It is well known 
that Mr. Kitchin opposed our entrance 
into that war, and his great speech in 
opposition to our declaration of war is 
the outstanding feature of one of the 
greatest debates that was ever engaged 
in in this Capitol. Kitchin loved his 
country, and as its public servant he 
never flinched from difficulties; he 
calmly, patriotically, and courageously 
grappled with his fate and never fal- 
tered in those duties placed upon him by 
his position, and those inspired by his 
great love for his native land; his marble 
bust is in this Hall and will remain here 
as long as this Nation exists, to remind 
coming generations of his unselfish and 
conspicuous service and a record which 
will ever adorn the history of this Re- 
public. 

Rosert L, DoucHToN was born and 
reared in the shadows of the majestic and 
beautiful Blue Ridge Mountains of his 
native State, North Carolina, his life and 
character is as stalwart as those sur- 
roundings amid which he was born; he 
is one of Nature’s noblemen, and it can 
be truthfully said of him “that he would 
not do an unjust thing for any earthly 
prize or motive.” Nature endowed Mr, 
DovcutTon with a great body and a great 
mind. It has been said that weak men 
wait for opportunities; Mr. DOUGHTON 
has never waited for extraordinary op- 
portunities, he has seized common occa- 
sions and made them great. Mr. DOUGH- 
ton has succeeded in everything he has 
undertaken in life. This he has accom- 
plished by the practice of the common 
virtues, diligence, patience, thrift, self- 
denial, determination, industry, and per- 
sistence. He has been honored in his 
native State as but few in our history; 
he has the confidence of his most hum- 
ble constituent and the President of the 
United States. Today, he and the great 
Ways and Means Committee, of which 
he is chairman, have completed and 
brought to this floor the largest tax bill 
ever enacted in this Nation. I salute you, 
sir, with personal pride, and all your col- 
leagues of both political parties and con- 
gratulate your outstanding committee for 
the accomplishment of so great a task; 
you have done a patriotic, unselfish job 
and deserve the profound gratitude of 
this Nation. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS—PERMISSION 
TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I have two 
unanimous-consent requests: First, that 
I be permitted to extend my remarks in 
the Record and to include therein an ar- 
ticle by Mark Sullivan; and, second, that 
tomorrow, after the business of the day 
has been disposed of, and following any 
previous special order, I may be permitted 
to address the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Tilinois? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been 
informed that today we have the tax bill 
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to dispose of and after that two very im- 
portant conference reports. The Chair, 
therefore, trusts that as few Members as 
possible ask to extend their remarks or 
to proceed for 1 minute. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. Treapway asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his own 
remarks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous ccnsent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp by inserting a radio speech 
I made on July 17. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 


TREATMENT OF JEWS AND OTHER NA- 
TIONALS BY THE NAZI GOVERNMENT 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to include in my re- 
marks certain statements made by the 
Council of Synagogues of America and 
excerpts from other leaders. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. DICKSTEIN addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I have three unanimous-consent requests 
to submit: First, to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp on Harry Bridges; second, 
to extend my remarks in the Rrecorp by 
including ar article exemplifying the 
spirit of America, by E. R. Squibb & Co.; 
and, third, to extend my remarks by in- 
cluding a resolution from the Fraternal 
Order of Eagles in connection with old- 
age pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 


PRINTED MONEY 


Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for one-half minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the' request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I simply 
want to call the attention of the House, 
especially the attention of the two or 
three Members who advocate printed 
money, to a discussion of this matter 
and the result of the vote in the Cana- 
dian Parliament of last week on this 
question, to be placed in the Appendix. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HART. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp and include an address by 
John F. Drewen on Judge Thomas F. 
Meaney. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include an article from the 
Hartford Times of July 18. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks and include a radio address. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CHIPERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include an 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE WAAC'S 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
speak for 1 minute and include two ar- 
ticles from the Washington Post on 
WAAC'’S, by Christine Sadler. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mrs. Rocers of Massachusetts ad- 
dressed the House. Her remarks appear 
in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous Consent to extend 
my remarks and include an editorial. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include a short article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


TWO HUNDRED LIBERTY SHIPS 


Mr. HEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I am 
sure that the American public has not 
sufficiently recovered from the shock it 
received last Saturday when the Mari- 
time Commission announced that it had 
canceled the construction of 200 Liberty 
ships at the Higgins Shipyard in New 
Orleans for want of steel. I have here 
this morning an offer from the Vera Cruz 
Ship Co., offering to supply every bit of 
steel needed in the construction of these 
ships, in New Orleans—the 200 Liberty 
ships. I want to know what the answer 
of the W. P. B. is to that, and in de- 
manding these facts I have the support 
of the Louisiana delegation in this 
House, that we may get to the bottom of 
what is behind the closing of this con- 
tract when we need ships and more ships. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Toran] be permitted to extend his re- 
marks in the Appendix. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include a letter that I have 
addressed to the Under Secretary of 
State. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include a column from the 
Washington Post by Henry McLemore. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include an 
article with reference to the Farm Se- 
curity Administration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE TAX BILL 


Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to propound a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr, VORYS of Ohio. I was on my feet 
seeking recognition when the Speaker 
announced that he would permit no fur- 
ther 1 minute speeches. As I understand, 
that is fully within the discretion of the 
Chair? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Then I would like 
to ask whether I may extend my remarks 
at this point if they are limited to the 
300-word limit? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to include my 
remarks in the Recorp at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, like 
many of you, I have spent this week-end 
deep in the heart of taxes, investigating 
this $6,000,000,000, 317-page bill, the 
voluminous hearings and reports, and the 
letters I have received about it. From 
these letters apparently each taxpayer is 
for higher taxes, but not for him. Every 
tax raise in this bill is obnoxious to some- 
one, yet the bill is still far short of the 
amount we need. I still feel that the 
gag rule on this bill was a mistake because 
it has prevented the House from even 
proposing changes in the details of this 
bill. I feel that the gag rule the Speaker 
is now imposing on me is a mistake. 
Nevertheless, I am voting for this bill 
“as is.” We cannot escape certain fun- 
damental facts in our present situation. 
Our country needs money to fight this 
war. The money must come from the 
people. Collective spending involves in- 
dividual paying. There is no nice, com- 
fortable way to win a war. Thousands 
are going to sacrifice their lives and mil- 
lions will sacrifice their jobs in the armed 
forces. Inflation has already levied a 
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15 percent useless tax on everyone. Con- 
gress has already appropriated two- 
thirds of the Nation’s wealth to the war 
effort. It would take 7 years for the six- 
billion increase in this one tax bill to 
pay for the last Army appropriation we 
passed, the $42,000,000,000 bill. The 
tax burden under this bill and other 
existing taxes will soon take a third of 
our Nation’s income. More than that 
will be needed. In order to be tough on 
the enemy, we must be tough on our- 
selves and on each other. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and insert two brief edi- 
torials. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. 
state it. 

Mr. WHITE. I would like very much 
to make a 1-minute speech. When may 
I have the opportunity to deliver it? 

The SPEAKER. When the Chair de- 
cides to recognize the gentleman for that 
purpose. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that at the conclusion of 
the legislative day and any other special 
orders on the calendar I may be permit- 
ted to address the House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

THE REVENUE ACT, 1942 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7378) to 
provide revenue, and for other purposes. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE 


Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no 
quorum present. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I move a 
call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 


The gentleman will 


{Roll No. 101] 

Bradley, Mich. Jarrett Sauthoff 
Buckley, N. Y. Kee Scanion 
Byron Kennedy, Schaefer, Til, 
Che Michael J, Schuetz 
Coffee, Nebr, Kilday 
Collins Koclalkowski Shannon 
Cullen Leavy Simpson 
Delaney McMillan Smith, Pa 
Dies Maas Smith, W. Va. 
Eilis O'Connor South 
Gavagan O'Day Terry 
Hall, Osmers Tolan 

Edwin Arthur Robsion, Ky. Worley 
Harrington Rogers, Okla. 
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The SPEAKER. Three hundred and 
ninety-three Members have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

On motion by Mr. Cooper, further pro- 
pit are under the call were dispensed 


THE REVENUE ACT, 1942 


The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. DOUGHTON]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
ou the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 7378, with 
Mr. LANHAM in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate on the 
bill has been concluded. Are there any 
committee amendments to be offered to 
the bill? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer a committee amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee amendment offered by Mr. 
Dovcuron: Page 14, line 6, strike out “32 
per cent” and inseré in lieu thereof “22 per- 
cent. 

Page 14. lines 9 and 10, to strike out “21 
percent” and insert in lieu thereof “16 per- 
cent” 

Page 15, line 13, strike out “8714 percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “90 percent.” 

Page 18. line 13, strike out “37 percent” and 
insert in lieu thereof “36 percent.” 

Page 18, line 18, strike out “$22,900” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “$22,800.” 

Page 18, line 20, strike out “$22,900” and 
insert in lieu thereof “622,800.” 

Page 18, line 24, strike out “$22,900” and 
insert in lieu thereof “$22,800.” 

Page 19, line 4, strike out “$22,900” and 
insert in lieu thereof “$22,800.” 

Page 19, line 5, strike out “37 percent” and 
insert in lieu thereof “36 percent.” 

Page 19, line 9, strike out “37 percent” and 
insert in lieu thereof “36 percent.” 

Page 19, line 14, strike out “37 percent” and 
insert in lieu thereof “36 percent.” 

19, line 23, strike out “37 percent” and 
insert in lieu thereof “36 percent.” 

Page 131, line 20, strike out “42 percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “32 percent.” 

Page 187, line 17, strike out “21 percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “16 percent.” 

Page 137, line 21, strike out “45 percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “40 percent.” 

Page 151, line 20, strike out “21 percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “16 percent.” 

Page 195, line 2, strike out “871g percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “90 percent.” 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. COOPER. It is correct, is it not, 
that as this is offered as one amendment, 
under the rule, under which the bill is 
being considered only 5 minutes’ debate 
is allowed for the amendment and 5 min- 
utes against? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
correct. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. DINGELL. If this amendment 
should prevail, I take it that is the be- 
ginning of a proposal for a sales tax. Is 
that right? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman does 
not propound a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HEALEY. Mr. Chairman, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. HEALEY. Is not this the same 
proposal that was offered by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. KNUTSON], 
who has previously announced that he 
would submit a motion to recommit? 
The subject matter in this amendment is 
the same as that which was previously 
inserted in the Record by the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would 
have no knowledge of that, in view of the 
fact that the amendment to be proposed 
by the gentleman from Minnesota has 
not yet been offered. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. SABATH. I desire to know 
whether all these amendments that have 
been offered are amendments to one sec- 
tion or to different sections. If they are 
amendments to different sections, I do 
not see how even under the rule they 
could be considered as one amendment. 
Should they not be voted upon separately 
in connection with the various sections 
to which they apply, so that the member- 
ship might know what the committee is 
doing at the very last minute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
state that the changes are offered as one 
amendment and will be considered as one 
amendment. As to what sections they 
relate, the debate will disclose. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, a fur- 
ther parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. COOPER. The amendment as 
offered is divisible. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. MICHENER. Further amplifying 
the first parliamentary inguiry of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. COOPER], 
the gentleman from Tennessee asked the 
Presiding Officer if, under the rule, the 
debate on this amendment would not be 
limited to 5 minutes on each side, The 
Chair correctly answered that such was 
the case; but is it not the case that the 
rule under which the bill is being consid- 
ered has nothing to do with limiting time 
on the amendment? We simply revert 
back to the general rules of the House, 
and then it is within the discretion of the 
Chair as to whether debate on the 
amendment shall be for more than 5 
minutes a side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
state that the remarks made by the gen- 
tieman from Michigan are, generally 
speaking, correct, except that the rule 
provides that the amendments that are 
to be offered by the Committee on Ways 
and Means shall not be subject to amend- 
ment, and therefore, the original ruling 


6386 


of the Chair in accordance with the con- 
firmation of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan was correct: There would be 5 min- 
utes’ debate pro and 5 minutes con. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
state it. 

Mr. BOREN. This amendment does 
touch more than one section of the bill 
and is divisible. Disagreeing with the 
gentleman from Tennessee as to whether 
it should be divided I should like to know 
if under its application the provision 
dealing with corporation taxes and the 
provision dealing with excess profits 
taxes can be divided and, if so, the par- 
liamentary procedure to effect such divi- 
sion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment 
is offered as one amendment, but by 
reason of the fact that it contains dif- 
ferent proposals would be subject to 
division. 

Mr. BOREN. It is the desire of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma to ask for a 
division between the provision relating to 
excess profits taxes and those relating 
to corporation taxes, and I ask the Chair 
the parliamentary procedure to secure 
such division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is 
subject to division upon the demand of 
any member of the committee. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a division of the items relating to 
excess profits taxes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Oklahoma demands a division of 
the items relating to excess profits taxes. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, a fur- 
ther parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. SABATH. The Chair has stated 
that under the rule the committee has 
the right to offer an amendment but that 
no amendment to the amendment would 
be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule so states. 

Mr. SABATH. But the rule does not 
restrict the Chair to holding that only 
5 minutes may be utilized by a side. 
There is nothing that would preclude the 
Chair from recognizing other Members 
not only for 5 minutes but for additional 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
state that the ruling with reference to 
the 5 minutes’ debate pro and con was 
in accordance with the general rules of 
the House. 

Mr. SABATH. I concede that, but I 
submit there is nothing in the rule that 
would preclude the Chair from recog- 
nizing a Member for a longer period of 
time. 

Mr. HOOK. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose 
does the gentleman from Michigan rise? 

Mr. HOOK. Mr, Chairman, I rise at 
this time to demand a division on each 
separate subject matter of the amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Michigan has demanded a division 
on each provision of the amendment. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Chairman, a 
a parliamentary inquiry. 


The gentleman will 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. McKEOGH. I realize that under 
the rules of the House the 5-minute limi- 
tation on debate is in order for and 
against the amendment. I merely wish 
to ask the Chair if by unanimous consent 
the 5 minutes may not be extended to an 
hour so that either side could have more 
than the 5 minutes? If it be in keeping 
with the parliamentary procedure, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time be ex- 
tended from 10 minutes to 60 minutes, to 
be divided 30 minutes on a side. 

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, reserving 
the right to object—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Just a moment un- 
til the Chair rules on the point made by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent that the time of debate be extended 


from 10 minutes to 60 minutes. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Chairman, I ob- 
ject. 


Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Chairman, I seek 
recognition in opposition to the commit- 
tee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first 
recognize the chairman of the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. DOUGHTON]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 
is the time limit? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time limit is 10 
minutes. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
may say at the outset that I am definitely 
in favor of the committee amendments. 
While there have been quite a number of 
amendments read by the Clerk this morn- 
ing, there are only two substantive propo- 
sitions involved. The other amendments 
are offered to conform the bill to the 
changes brought about in the two main 
proposals. 

Some may ask why these committee 
amendments were not embodied in the 
bill as presented to the House by the 
committee. Of course, each member of 
our committee is familiar with that. 
The two proposals are simply these: To 
increase the excess-profits tax from 874 
percent as carried in the bill to 90 per- 
cent, and to reduce the corporate normal 
and surtax carried in the bill from 45 to 
40 percent. All the other amendments 
are necessary so that the bill will conform 
to those two changes. 

The reason that the committee amend- 
ment, or the language contained in the 
committee amendment was never voted 
on is known to the members of our com- 
mittee, and I shall not make any expla- 
nation. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. DINGELL] made the suggestion that 
this committee amendment is offered for 
the purpose of laying the foundation for 
a sales tax. All I can say in reply is 
that he is honestly mistaken about that 
because so far as I am concerned, I never 
had any such thought. The sales tax is 
in no way involved in this matter. 

The reason for the offering of this 
committee amendment, in my judgment 
and in the judgment of a majority of the 
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members of the committee, is to do sim- 
ple justice to the thousands of corpora- 
tions not aided by the war effort or the 
war program, and to the millions of 
stockholders in those corporations. 
There are thousands of corporations 
which are not only not benefited by the 
war effort but, on the contrary, are se- 
verely injured on account of priorities 
and restrictions in peacetime production, 
price-control regulations, and things of 
that kind. They are crippled, rather 
than helped by the war effort. The pur- 
pose of this amendment is to bring as 
near equality as possible as between cor- 
porations which are making excess prof- 
its and those corporations which are 
going downhill or, at best, are just hold- 
ing their own. We want to bring about 
equality between those corporations 
which have been aided by the war effort 
and those corporations that are not 
helped, and on the contrary are injured, 
by the war effort. That is the issue in- 
volved in this controversy. 

We first fixed a 94-percent rate on 
excess profits, believing those who made 
excess profits should carry the heavier 
load of taxation. After long delibera- 
tion we fixed the rate of 40 percent on 
the normalincome. The purpose of this 
amendment is to bring about equality 
between those corporations that make 
excess profits and those that do not make 
excess profits. 

It is said that the main issue here is 
to the effect that this committee amend- 
ment does not help the small corpora- 
tions. But certainly it does not hurt the 
small corporations. The issue is not 
which corporation it does not help. The 
issue is which corporation it does help 
and the stockholders of which corpora- 
tion it does help. It helps all corpora- 
tions having taxable profits of above 
$25,000. Those corporations below $25,- 
000, as you all know, have few stock- 
holders and employ few people, Those 
above $25,000 are the ones that have 
many stockholders, millions of stock- 
holders in fact, and employ many people, 
and those are the ones that are helped 
by this amendment. 

Moreover, it is true that small investors 
usually invest in large and well-estab- 
lished corporations. Many such small 
stockholders, dependent upon dividends 
as the main source of their livelihood, 
would suffer seriously if excessive taxes 
upon the corporation denies them a rea- 
sonable return on their investments. 

In my studied judgment, the commit- 
tee amendments not only bring about a 
better balanced bill and achieve greater 
equity as between corporations making 
war profits and those not so fortunate, 
but, in the long run, by not strangling 
these corporations and their stockhold- 
ers, will result in greater long-term tax 
revenues to the Government. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

This amendment is the Knutson mo- 
tion to recommit the bill to the commit- 
tee. I am opposed to the procedure by 
which it is brought before the House. 

To begin with, the only corporations 
this will help are the corporations which 
the gentleman from Minnesota says are 
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waxing fat under the war effort. This 
matter was res adjudicata in the com- 
mittee. The committee decided on it, 
so reported to the House, and brought it 
before the House. Members have fol- 
Jowed the debate as if it were an ap- 
proach to a motion to recommit. It is 
absolutely unfair to the Members of the 
House to bring it here in this fashion, 
after all the debate that has been going 
on about it. 

What is the effect of this amendment? 
This is another mistake which the Con- 
gress is going to make to bring down 
criticism upon its head. We started out 
to find a bill worth $8,700,000,000. By 
the bill reported from the committee we 
approached more nearly that amount, 
over $6,000,000,000. Adopt this amend- 
ment of the committee and you will re- 
duce this war measure to $5,000,000,000 
figures, and again the criticism against 
the House of Representatives will come 
forth from those who have been saying 
that we have made no conscientious ef- 
fort to raise the money which the war 
effort needs at this time. 

Mr. COOPER. If the gentleman will 
yield. The effect of this amendment is 
to lose about $390,000,000 of revenue and 
reduce the total revenue of the bill sub- 
stantially below $6,000,000,000, when we 
are called upon to raise $8,700,000,000. 

Mr. McLEAN. That is the point I was 
about to make. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLEAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I merely want to 
say in passing that half of the majority 
members of the committee opposed this 
amendment and its adoption today. 

Mr. McLEAN. This is by no means & 
unanimous action of the committee, as 
the gentleman has stated. This amend- 
ment is out of order in the minds of all 
regular guys, all fellows that play with 
@ clean ball. This amendment is out of 
the game, because we determined this 
matter in the committee, it was voted 
upon two or three times, it was reported 
to the House, and it was only in a last- 
minute reconsideration this morning 
that it came before us again. 

Mr. BOEHNE. If the gentleman will 
yield, I should like to know wherein the 
Committee on Ways and Means has 
failed to play the game, 

Mr. McLEAN. We are making a very 
bad mistake if we adopt this amendment. 
If we vote down this amendment, we still 
have the opportunity to vote for the mo- 
tion torecommit, We still have the right 
to demean ourselves as we contemplated 
all of last week. 

On the merits, if we vote down this 
amendment we shall have a revenue bill 
which more nearly approaches what the 
President has said is necessary for the 
war effort. 

Further, when the time comes to pre- 
pare a war revenue bill, it ought to be a 
long-range program, it ought to be a pro- 
gram which will anticipate how we are 
going to pay for this war effort in the long 
run, and how little of it we can hand 
down to future generations. When the 
time comes when the war is over and 
excess profits cease, you will get no more 
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money from excess profits. An excess- 
profits tax is nothing more or less than 
a social approach to the tax program. 
Its only purpose is to prevent million- 
aires from being created by the war ef- 
fort. Now, you are going to hand the 
very corporations that are waxing fat 
on the war effort 5 percent of their nor- 
mal taxes, and you are not going to 
benefit in any way whatever the small 
corporations about which you are talking 
so much, They are subject to entirely 
different treatment under this bill. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLEAN, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. COOPER. The effect of this 
amendment would be that under the bill 
with such an amendment you would levy 
substantially $1,000,000,000 more on in- 
dividuals than you would on corpora- 
tions. 

Mr. McLEAN. The gentleman is ex- 
actly right. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLEAN, I yield to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. . 

Mr. DOUGHTON. We have already, 
though, gone the limit on corporations 
in the previous bill. 

Mr. McLEAN. Of course, that is a 
matter of opinion. You have not gone 
the limit on corporations yet. You will 
never know how far you have to go on 
corporations until you know the day 
when Adolf Hitler lays down his arms 
on the Russian front, and you will never 
know how far you have to go on cor- 
porations or on individuals until the day 
you can say that the Japanese Navy is 
bottled up in Japan, 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. All time on the 
amendment has expired. 

Does the gentleman from Michigan 
renew his request for a division? 

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, I with- 
draw my request for a division. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks at this point in 
the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Chairman, I desire to congratulate my 
colleague from Oklahoma [Mr. Boren] 
upon insistent demand that the two main 
items in the pending tax bill be divided 
in order to give Members the opportunity 
to vote on each item separately. 

Frankly, I am surprised at the last- 
minute move of the distinguished and 
able chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee in bringing to this House the 
pending amendment to materially lower 
the corporation tax. Of course, the 
committee has “sweetened” their amend- 
ment by a proposal to raise the excess 
profits tax by a mere 24% percent. 

The United States Treasury tells us we 
must raise at least $8,000,000,000, but if 
the bill is passed with the pending 
amendment it will raise an estimated 
$5,754,000,000. If the excess-profits tax 
is raised from 8742 percent to 90 percent, 
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and if the tax on corporations is left at 
45 percent, it will then only raise about 
$6,304,000,000, which is considerably 
short of what the Treasury insists must 
be raised this year. 

Of course, no one likes to vote for a 
tax bill. But when the committee lowers 
the exemption to $500 on single people, 
with the cost of living gradually but 
surely mounting, certainly this Congress 
would not be justified in lowering the 
corporation tax and thereby heaping ad- 
ditional burden on those individuals who 
are absolutely unable to pay. We had 
just as well face the true situation. This 
bill, now called the most drastic and far- 
reaching ever written, is mild as com- 
pared with what we must face before 
this war is won. - 

The other important part of this long 
and rather complicated amendment of- 
fered by our distinguished and beloved 
chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee refers to excess-profits tax. Of 
course, that part of the amendment will 
be overwhelmingly approved. We have 
talked loud and long about taking the 
profits out of war and this afternoon the 
gentleman from Georgia, the distin- 
guished chairman of the Naval Affairs 
Committee, will present a very impor- 
tant measure for the purpose of elim- 
inating profits in war contracts, which 
bill we undoubtedly will pass with little 
or no opposition; but this measure as pre- 
sented by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, unless the amendment is enacted, 
will actually allow 1214-percent profit 
over and above normal profits. The 
President has indicated over and over 
again that no one should make profits 
out of war, and I believe suggested a 
rate of 99-percent tax on excess profits. 
Just why the committee brought a bill 
recommending 8744-percent tax on eX- 
cess profits is not very clear, but one 
thing is certain—the heavy taxing of 
excess profits is a practical way of Te- 
ducing to the minimum the possibility 
of huge war profits. Of course, I shall 
support the amendment to increase the 
tax from 874% percent to 90 percent on 
excess war profits and if it were permis- 
sible under the rule, I should offer an 
amendment to make it 99 percent in- 
stead. 

When the millions of boys in the 
armed forces, on land, on the sea, and in 
the air, are giving their all in this trying 
hour, surely the corporations and others 
can forego the age-old custom of profi- 
teering from the misfortunes of war. 
` The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the committee amendment. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
manded a division of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman 
indicate in what manner he wishes the 
amendment divided? 

Mr, BOREN. I understood that the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hoox] 
demanded a complete division, but he has 
withdrawn that demand, so I want a 
separate vote on the excess-profits prop- 
osition, which is involved on page 15, 
line 13, and page 195, line 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman 
indicate on which part of this amend- 
ment he desires a division? 
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Mr. BOREN. Page 15, line 13, strike 
out “8744” and insert in lieu thereof 
“90.” I want a separate vote on that. 
And on page 195, line 2, strike out “8742” 
and insert in lieu thereof “90 percent.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Boren] has re- 
quested a division on two parts of the 
committee amendment. - Does the Chair 
understand that the gentleman from 
Oklahoma wants these two parts voted 
on separately or together? 

Mr. BOREN. We can vote on the two 
parts together as they are the same item, 
but it is upon a union of the third and 
last item in the amendment that I want 
a separate vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re- 
port the two parts of the amendment 
on which the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has requested a division. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. If the com- 
mittee votes on these items that make up 
a part of the gentleman’s proposed 
amendment and they are voted up, then 
would there be left an opportunity for 
the Committee to vote on those amend- 
ments again, as those items are a part of 
the big proposed amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. If they were de- 
feated upon a division they, of course, 
would be eliminated from the Committee 
amendment. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, may I submit this inquiry? If these 
two amendments are acted upon defi- 
nitely at this time, these two amend- 
ments making up a part of the major 
amendment which from the statements 
made to us by those explaining that 
amendment are made up of various items, 
could we then by unanimous consent have 
an opportunity to consider these two 
items that make up the whole amend- 
ment, so that if the Committee does act 
on one of the items that make up the 
amendment it would not be in the posi- 
tion of one part of the amendment 
moving in one direction and the remain- 
ing part of the amendment moving in 
another direction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
state that the various parts of this 
amendment are offered as one amend- 
ment by the committee.. However,. the 
amendment is divisible. The gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Boren] has re- 
quested a vote on two parts of the amend- 
ment, and it is within the power of the 
committee to determine what it will do 
with the amendment as submitted. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. REED of New York. The Chair 
has ruled that the amendment is divis- 
ible. Is that correct? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so 
ruled. 

Mr. REED of New York. Unless this 
amendment, by the votes in committee, is 
kept intact, it will simply upset the whole 
bill, and we will be here for nobody knows 
how long. It is just an attempt to destroy 
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the work the committee has done over 
a great length of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
state that that is a matter for the com- 
mittee to determine and not the Chair. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, in view 
of the statements that have been made 
that the division I have asked for would 
be upsetting to the rest of the amend- 
ment and not cover the complete ques- 
tion, I do not want to insist on a division 
that might be ill-advised in a parlia- 
mentary sense. I do not know whether 
it is out of line or not, but I would like a 
word of explanation about the division 
from the chairman of the committee, if 
possible. If that can be done, I ask 
tnanimous consent that the chairman 
of the committee may explain it. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOREN. I will be glad to yield. 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman has in- 
dicated the two points in the amendment 
relating to the excess-profits tax. That 
is one subject. All the other amendments 
relate to the other parts of the corpora- 
tion taxes. The gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Resp] is entirely in error in 
the statement that a division would dis- 
rupt the whole program. 

Mr. REED of New York. I challenge 
that remark, because it is necessary to go 
through the matter item by item until 
you get clear to the end if this is changed 
now. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I make the point of order that 
all of this argument is out of order. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, under the 
confused situation I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the request temporarily. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I object, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
for a vote on the division as I have out- 
lined it then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
state that the gentleman does not have 
to ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
his request for a division: 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. DINGELL. I think, perhaps, by 
making an inquiry at this time I can 
help clarify the situation. The. bill as it 
stands.now provides for 45 percent nor- 
mal and surtax and 8744 percent excess 
profits tax. What is sought by the pro- 
posal of my friend from Oklahoma is a 
separate vote on whether it shall be 8742 
percent on excess profits or 90 percent. 
The Committee can vote for 90 percent 
if that is what is desired and when the 
question comes of reducing the 45 per- 
cent, which, after all, is the important 
part, to 40 percent, we can vote that 
down and then the bill will provide for 
90 percent and 45 percent if that is the 
determination of the Committee. I think 
that is what ought to be done. 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 


Chairman, I make the point of order 
that all these questions are raised for 
the purpose of delaying a vote and are 
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entirely out of order and I submit that 
iyi should proceed for a vote on the mat- 
rr. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to a point of order, to inquire whether 
or not the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. Boren] has withdrawn the demand 
for a division, and if he has, I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair under- 
al that the gentleman has withdrawn 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, I make the point of order that 
we cannot do by indirection what we are 
prohibited from doing directly. We have 
a rule which prohibits an amendment or 
any amendment to an amendment 
brought in by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. The purpose of this division, and 
the only purpose of it, is to do by indirec- 
tion what we cannot do by direction. It 
is to divide and destroy. I make the point 
of .order that you cannot divide the 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair states, in 
conformance with his former ruling, that 
the amendment is divisible. If the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma has withdrawn 
his request for a division, the gentleman 
from Illinois has renewed it. So the 
Clerk will report the first part of the 
amendment. It is understood from the 
gentleman from Oklahoma that he 
wished the two voted on together. Is 
that in accordance with the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Chairman, in 
the light of the present parliamentary 
situation, I desire a separate vote taken 
on the 90-percent excess-profits tax as 
against the 8744 percent, and a separate 
vote on the 40-percent normal and sur- 
tax, as against the 45 percent, The com- 
mittee amendment demands a 90 and 40 
in lieu of the 8742 and 45, originally re- 
ported by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to the House, and which was the 
basis for the 3 days of general debate. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to make the point of order that the first 
vote should come on whether the rate 
of 45 should be lowered to 40. That is 
the first part of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair: is en- - 
deavoring to ascertain how the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. McKeroucH] 
wants his division, in order that it may 
be passed on by the Committee in that 
way. The Chair is inquiring to obtain 
information from the Committee with 
reference to the two particular parts of 
this amendment.on which the gentleman 
from Illinois demands a division. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, I maintain that the vote must come 
on the items as they appear in the 
amendment itself, and not in the discre- 
tion of anyone on the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair for the 
present is endeavoring to determine 
which two parts of the amendment the 
gentleman from Illinois wishes divided. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Chairman, I 
shall be happy to tell the Chair. I desire 
a separate vote at page 15, line 13, which 
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is the third item of the proposed amend- 
ment, coupled with the last item on page 
2, relating to page 195, line 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
wish a separate vote on each? 

Mr. McKEOUGH. No; combined. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re- 
port the portion of the amendment on 
which the Committee will first vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee amendment offered by Mr. 
Doventon: Page 14, line 6, strike out “32 per- 
cent” and insert in lieu thereof “22 percent”; 
page 14, lines 9 and 10, strike out “21 per- 
cent” and insert in lieu thereof “16 percent”; 
page 18, line 13, strike out “37 percent” and 
insert in lieu thereof “36 percent”; page 18, 
line 18, strike out “$22,900” and insert in 
lieu thereof “$22,800”; page 18, line 20, strike 
out “$22,900” and insert in lieu thereof 
"$22,800"; page 18, line 24, strike out “$22,900” 
and insert in lieu thereof “$22,800”; page 19, 
line 1, strike out “$22,900” and insert in lieu 
thereof “$22,800”; page 19, line 4, strike out 
“$22,900” and insert in lieu thereof “$22,800”; 
page 19, line 5, strike out “37 percent” and 
insert in lieu thereof “36 percent”; page 19, 
line 9, strike out “37 percent” and insert in 
lieu thereof “36 percent’; page 19, Hne 14, 
strike out “37 percent” and insert in lieu 
thereof “36 percent”; page 19, line 23, strike 
out “37 percent” and insert in lieu thereof 
“36 percent”; page 131, line 20, strike out “42 
percent” and insert in lieu thereof “32 per- 
cent”; page 137, line 17, strike out 21 per- 
cent” and insert in lieu thereof “16 percent”; 
page 197, line 21, strike out “45 percent” and 
insert in Heu thereof “40 percent”; page 151, 
line 20, strike out “21 percent” and insert tn 
lieu thereof “16 percent.” 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. COOPER. The effect of that part 
of the amendment that has just been re- 
ported relates to the reduction of the 
normal and surtax on corporations from 
45 to 40 percent. The rest to be voted on 
separately relates to increasing the ex- 
cess-profits tax from 8742 percent to 90 
percent. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote is upon 
the portion of the amendment which has 
been read by the Clerk. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion there were ayes 149 and noes 161, 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair 
appointed Mr. DOUGHTON and Mr. MCLEAN 
to act as tellers. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported there were ayes 160 and 
noes 180. 

So the first portion of the amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re- 
port the second portion of the amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 15. line 13, strike out “8714 percent” 
and insert in lieu thereof “90 percent.” 
Page 195, line 2, strike out “8714 
and insert in lieu thereof “90 percent.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the part of the amendment read by the 
Clerk. 

The second part of the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any fur- 
ther committee amendments? 
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Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer a committee amendment, which is 
at the Clerk's desk. 

The Cierk read as follows: 

Committee amendment offered by Mr. 
Dovcuton: Page 13, line 22, after “231 (a)”, 
insert “, Supplement G.” 

Page 101, line 1, after “paid”, insert “or 
deemed to be paid", and in line 5 strike out 
“or deemed to be paid.” 

Page 127, strike out lines 16 to 19, inclusive, 
in line 20 strike out “(2)” and insert “(1)”, 
oe in line 24 strike out “(3)” and insert 
“(2)” 

Page 198, line 20, strike out “710 (a) (1)” 
and insert “710 (c) (1).” 

Page 215, line 16, before “is amended” in- 
sert “(a) ” 

Page 289, line 5, after “79”, insert “k.” 

Page 294, line 17, strike out the period 
after “section.” 

Page 305, line 17, after “except”, insert 
“that.” 

Page 319, line 13, after “before” and before 
“the”, strike out the parenthesis, and in line 
14, after “tion” and before the comma, strike 
out the parenthesis. 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is simply correcting some 
clerical errors in the bill as suggested by 
the Drafting Service and is unanimously 
reported by the committee. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr COOPER. I yield. 

Mr, McLEAN. These are the technical 
amendments that were presented to the 
committee this morning and which we 
agreed upon unanimously? 

Mr. COOPER. Absolutely, such as 
changing a parenthesis or changing a 
number, or something like that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
agreeing to the commitiee amendment. 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any fur- 
ther committee amendments? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, the 
committee has no further amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee will rise. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Lannam, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7378) to provide revenue, and for other 
purposes, and, pursuant to House Resolu- 
tion No, 522, he reported the same back 
to the House with sundry amendments 
adopted in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put 
them en grosse. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
he ac and third reading of the 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 395, nays 2, not voting 35, as 
follows: 
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Anderson, 


[Roll No. 102] 


YEAS—395 


Durham 
Dworshak 
Eaton 
Eberharter 
Edmiston 
Eliot, Mass, 
Elliott, Calif. 
Elston 


Engel 
Englebright 
Faddis 


Ford, Leland M. 
Ford, Miss, 
Ford, Thomas F, 
Fulmer 


Hall 
Hall, 


Kefauver 
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Kelley, Pa. 


Lewis 
Ludlow 


, Miller 
Edwin ArthurMills, Seg 


Mills, 


O'Brien, Mich, 


Rankin, Miss 
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Robinson, Utah Sparkman Vorys, Ohio 
Rockefeller Spence Vreeland 
Rockwell Springer Wadsworth 
Rodgers, Pa. Starnes, Ala. alter 
Rogers, Mass, Steagall ard 
Rolph Stearns, N.H. Wasielewski 
Romjue Stefan Weaver 
Russell Stevenson Weiss 
Sabath Stratton Welch 
Sacks Sullivan Wene 
Sanders Sumner, Ill West 

r Sumners, Tex, Wheat 
Satterfield Su Whelchel 
Scanlon Sweeney ite 
Schuetz Taber Whitten 
Schulte Talbot Whittington 
Scott Talle Wickersham 
Secrest ‘Tarver Wigglesworth 
Shafer, Mich, Tenerowicz Williams 
Shanley Thill Wilson 
Sheppard Thom ‘Winter 
Sheridan Thomas, N. J. Wolcott 
Short Thomas, Tex, Wolfenden, Pa. 
Sikes ‘Thomason Wolverton, N. J. 
Simpson Tibbott Woodruff, Mich, 
Smith, Maine Tolan Woodrum, Va. 
Smith, Ohio Traynor , Wright 
Smith, Va Treadway Young 
Smith, Wash. Van Zandt Youngdahl 
Smith, Wis Vincent, Ky. Zimmerman 
Snyder Vinson, Ga. 
Somers, N. Y. Voorhis, Calif. 

NAYS—2 
Moser Oliver 
NOT VOTING—35 

Buckley, N. Y. Kee Robsion, Ky. 
Byron Kennedy, Rogers, Okla, 
Chenoweth Michael J. Sauthoff 
Coffee, Nebr, Kilday Schaefer, Ill. 
Collins Kleberg Scrugham 
Crosser Kocialkowski Shannon 
Cullen < Leavy Smith, Pa. 
Delaney Maas Smith, W. Va. 
Eilis Mitchell South 
Harrington O'Connor Terry 
Houston O'Day Tinkham 
Jarrett Osmers Worley 


So the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

General pairs: 

Mr. Terry with Mr. Robsion of Kentucky: 

Mr. Michael J. Kennedy with Mr. Cheno- 
weth. 

Mr. Kee with Mr. Osmers. 

Mr. Cullen with Mr. Tinkham. 

Mr. Delaney with Mr. Sauthoff. 

Mr. Ellis with Mr. Jarrett. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL DE- 
FENSE APPROPRIATION BILL, 1943— 
CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 7319) making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes, and ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement of the 
managers on the part of the House. 

The conference report and statement 
are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7319) 
making supplemental appropriations for the 
national defense for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, hav- 
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ing met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ments numbered 8, 4, 9, 18, and 24. 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 2, 5, 6, 10, 13, 19, 21, 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, 
29, 31, 34, 35, and 36; and agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “$272,481,- 
890"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment, amended to read as follows: 

“(b) The head of any constituent agency 
may delegate to any official in such agency 
or in the field offices of the Division of Cen- 
tral Administrative Serevices the authority 
to make appointments of personnel and he 
may also delegate to any official in the agency 
of which he is the head the authority to make 
other determinations necessary for the con- 
duct of the administrative management 
within such agency.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$120,- 
000,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
mient of the Senate numbered 12, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$120,- 
000,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment, amended to read as follows: 
“nor to prevent the furnishing in confidence 
to the War Department, the Navy Depart- 
ment, or the United States Maritime Com- 
mission, such data and information as may 
be requested by them for use in the per- 
formance of their official duties”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, insert the following: “: Provided jur- 
ther, That no part of this appropriation shall 
be available for making any subsidy pay- 
ments”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference report in dis- 
agreement amendments numbered 1, 16, 17, 
20, 25, 30, 32, 33, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, and 42, 

CLARENCE CANNON, 

C. A. Wooprum, 

Louis LUDLOW, 

J. BUELL SNYDER, 

EMMET O'NEAL, 

GEO. W. JOHNSON, 

Louis C. Ranaut, 

JED JOHNSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H, R. 7319) entitled “A 
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bill making supplemental appropriations for 
the national defense for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1943, and for other purposes,” 
submit the following statement in explana- 
tion of the effect of the action agreed upon 
and recommended in the accompanying con- 
ference report as to each of such amend- 
ments, namely: 

No. 2: Appropriates $10,800,000 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $9,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the House, for the Division of Cen- 
tral Administrative Services, Office for Emer- 
gency Management. 

No. 3: The House bill provides that the 
constituent agencies of the Office for Emer- 
gency Management and Office of Price Ad- 
ministration should not establish fiscal, per- 
sonnel, and other general services where- 
ever the Director of the Budget determines 
that the Division of Central Administrative 
Services can render any such service. The 
Senate amendment provides that the Divi- 
sion of Central Administrative Services shall 
provide all of such services for the con- 
stituent agencies and the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration except where the Director of 
the Budget determines that because of spe- 
cial circumstances the service should be per- 
formed by the constituent agencies or by 
other Government agencies. The Senate 
recedes. 

No. 4: Appropriates $28,638,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, for the Office of the 
Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs, in- 
stead of $28,660,500 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. The House managers intend that of the 
sum appropriated not more than $22,500 may 
be made available by the Coordinator for the 
National Indian Institute. 

No. 5:. Makes a technical correction in the 
text of the appropriation for the National 
War Labor Board as proposed by the Senate. 

No, 6: The House bill provides, in connec- 
tion with the Office of Scientific Research and 
Development, that funds available to any 
Federal agency for scientific or technical re- 
search, etc., shall be available for transfer 
to the Office of Scientific Research and De- 
velopment. The Senate amendment provides 
that such transfers may be made only with 
the approval of the agency involved and the 
House accepts the amendment. 

No. 7: Corrects the total for the Office for 
Emergency Management. 

No. 8: The House bill provides that the 
head of any of the constituent agencies of 
the Office for Emergency Management may 
delegate to any other official in such agency 
the authority to make appointments of per- 
sonnel and to make other administrative 
determinations necessary for the conduct of 
the business of such agency. The Senate 
struck out the subsection. The conferees 
agree upon a substitute restoring the sub- 
section amended to accomplish what was in- 
tended by the House bill with respect to 
appointment of personnel and to narrow the 
interpretation of “other administrative deter- 
minations” in the House bill by substituting 
therefor “determinations necessary for the 
conduct of the administrative management 
within the agency”. 

No. 9: Makes a technical correction in a 
subsection designation. 

Nos. 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15, relating to the 
Office of Price Administration: Strikes out, as 
proposed by the Senate, authority for the 
purchase of press clippings; appropriates 
$120,000,000, instead of $75,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $125,000,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for salaries and expenses; 
restores the House language, stricken out by 
the Senate, relating to the furnishing of con- 
fidential data and information to other Fed- 
eral agencies for use in connection with the 
performance of their duties modified so as 
to confine such furnishing of data and infor- 
mation to the War and Navy Departments 
and the Maritime Commission in confidence 
upon their request for use in the perform- 
ance of their official duties; and inserts the 
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amendment, proposed by the Senate, prohib- 
iting the use of Office of Price Administration 
appropriations for the payment of subsidies 
modified by striking out the words “directly 
or indirectly.” 

No. 18: Strikes out the reappropriation of 
$30,000, inserted by the Senate, for the pur- 
chase of land at the Forest Products Labora- 
tory, Madison, Wis. 

No, 19: Appropriates $20,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for studies and experiments 
by the Bureau of Home Economics, Depart- 
ment of culture, in the dehydration of 
leafy vegetables. 

No. 21: Appropriates $232,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for salaries and expenses of 
the Petroleum Conservation Division, Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 

Nos. 22, 23, and 24, relating to the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs: Appropriates $22,415.43, as 
proposed by the Senate, for payment to the 
Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District, New 
Mexico; and strikes out the appropriation, 
inserted by the Senate, of $18,000 from funds 
of the Shoshone Tribe of Indians (Wyoming) 
for employment of attorneys. 

Nos. 26, 27, and 28, relating to the National 
Park Service: Appropriates $10,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for completion of a 
survey, investigation, and plan for utiliza- 
tion of the recreational resources of the 
Denison Dam Reservoir, Texas and Oklahoma; 
and appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for salaries and expenses of the Na- 
‘tional Capital Parks. 

No. 29: Appropriates $125,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for salaries and expenses of 
the Special War Effort Unit, Department of 
Justice. 

No. 31: Appropriates $23,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for contingent expenses of 
the Department of State. 

No. 34: Appropriates $27,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, to enable the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to reimburse the District of Colum- 
bia government for benefit payments made 
from the revenues of such District to mem- 
bers of the White House Police force and 
members of the United States Secret Service 
entitled thereto under the act of October 14, 
1940, 

No. 35: Appropriates $652,740 as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $127,740 as pro- 
posed by the House, for salaries and expenses 
of the Bureau of Internal Revenue. 

No. 36: The House bill provides limitations 
on amounts for printing and binding, pur- 
chase of passenger automobiles, and traveling 
expenses under appropriations for agencies 
contained in the bill pursuant to the amounts 
therefor set forth in the justifications of the 
estimates of appropriations. ‘The Senate 
amendment excepts from such limitations 
“special projects” and amounts included for 
transfer to other agencies. The House ac- 
cepts the Senate amendment, 

Amendments reported in disagreement 

The following amendments of the Senate 
are reported in disagreement: 

No. 1: Increasing the pay of three laborers 
in the Senate by $60 per annum each. The 
House managers will move that the House 
agree to the amendment, 

No. 16: Relating to the limitation pro- 
posed by the Senate in connection with the 
appropriation for the Office of Price Admin- 
istration with respect to the provisions of 
section 3 of the Emergency Price Control 
Act of 1942, relating to prices of agricul- 
tural commodities. 

No. 17: Appropriating $500,000 for salaries 
and expenses of the Board of Investigation 
and Research, tion. The House 
managers will moye to concur in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment providing 
that such amount shall complete the studies 
required to be made by the Board under th 
Transportation Act of 1940. 4 
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No. 20: Making appropriations for the 
Office of Administrator of Civil Aeronautics 
and the Weather Bureau for the fiscal year 
1943 available for free emergency medical 
service for their employees in Alaska and 
also for providing medical supplies and food 
and other subsistence supplies for resale to 
such employees. The House managers will 
move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

No. 25: Appropriating $350,000 to enable 
the Bureau of Mines to conduct pilot tests on 
the reduction of zinc concentrates to metal 
with methane gas. The House managers will 
move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

No. 30: Appropriating $320,000 for salaries 
in the Department of State. The House man- 
agers will move to concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

No. 32: Appropriating $1,300,000 to the De- 
partment of State for the “Foreign Service, 
Auxiliary appropriation.” The House man- 
agers will move to concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

No. 33: Reimbursing the emergency fund of 
the President in the sum of $74,000 out of 
the appropriation in the bill for “Foreign- 
owned property control,” Treasury Depart- 
ment, to repay advances made to enable the 
organization to meet its July 8 pay roll. The 
House managers will move to concur in the 
amendment. 

No. 37: Relating to the transfer of per- 
sonnel from one Federal agency to another at 
increased rates of compensation. / 

Nos. 38, 39, 40, and 41: Dating back to July 
1, 1942, the appropriations in the Interior 
Department Appropriation Act, 1943, and the 
Departments of State, Justice, Commerce, 
and the Judiciary Appropriation Act, 1943, 
which were approved by the President on 
July 2, 1942. The House managers will move 
to concur in the amendment. 

No. 42: Correcting a section number to 
conform to action on amendments in dis- 
agreement. The House managers will make 
an appropriate motion to accord with action 
on previous amendments in disagreement, 


CLARENCE CANNON, 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from 
Missouri is recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, we submit to you herewith a 
conference report on the last appropri- 
ation bill for this session, necessary at 
this time to inaugurate the new fiscal 
year. It is not only the last of the gen- 
eral appropriation bills, but it comes at 
the close of the second fiscal year of war 
preparation. ? 

The Committee on Appropriations has 
sat more continuously and handled more 
business since the 1st day of last Decem- 
ber—when we began hearings on the first 
ou the 1943 supply bills—than any other 
committee has ever done in the history 
of the Congress. Appropriations made 
at this session are not only the largest 
ever made by any Congress, but they are 
the largest ever made by any parliamen- 
tary body in the history of the world. 
We have in this brief time made prepara- 
tion for the greatest military and naval 
force ever provided for. Nota dollar that 
has been requested by the Army and the 
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Navy for which there was any real justifi- 
cation has been denied. Every item 
requested of Congress by the Executive 
or by either branch of the service has 
been supplied in record time and in gen- 
erous amount; yet I have been surprised 
to note in the press and over the radio in 
the last week an indictment of the Con- 
gress on the ground that it is not pro- 
viding for the war. Weare charged with 
not ordering up a second front; it is 
charged that Washington is fiddling 
while Rome burns. In some instances 
we are charged with profligate waste, in 
others with crippling parsimony, but 
there seems to be a general accord that 
Congress is, for some reason not specified, 
very much at fault, and has failed to live 
up to its opportunities and its obliga- 
tions. 

The proof is the record. Never in so 
short a time has so much been asked of 
a Congress, and never within that time 
has every requisition been so adequately 
supplied. Let me say emphatically in 
answer to all these charges that the Con- 
gress, in these brief but critical months, 
has made a record unequaled by any 
similar body, and that never before in 
the history of the American Republic has 
the Nation been girded for war so effi- 
ciently, so adequately, so amply, and with 
such success as judged by any criterion 
that can be applied. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from New York, 

Mr. TABER. The gentleman perhaps 
will recall that on many occasions the 
committee worked long hours and 
brought out bills for enormous sums of 
money on a very few days’ notice and 
within a very few days after Budget esti- 
mates were submitted to it. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gen- 
tleman is exactly right; he correctly de- 
scribes the arduous speed with which the 
members of the committee have labored 
to get out these bills on time. The com- 
mittee has been in almost constant ses- 
sion. Night work has been the rule upon 
the part of all members. This reflection 
on the Committee on Appropriations and 
its membership is unwarranted and un- 
justified. 

Mr.LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. And it has been 
the testimony of the Army and Navy be- 
fore the Appropriations Committee that 
they have not asked for anything but 
what has been granted to them. Is not 
that true? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. As the 
gentleman says, we have repeatedly asked 
the representatives of both branches of 
the service if there was anything more 
they thought should be provided by the 
Congress, and after full consideration 
they have assured us that nothing more 
was required, and nothing had been 
asked which had not been supplied. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from New York. 
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Mr. CELLER. Does the conference re- 
port approve the provision, I believe in- 
serted in the measure by the other House, 
requiring confirmation by the Senate of 
all employees of O, P. A. receiving more 
than $4,500 per annum? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. No such 
matter came before the conference com- 
mittee. No such provision was carried 
in the bill as it passed either House. 
There was, therefore, no difference of 
that character between the two bodies. 

Mr. Speaker, we have not only provided 
every dollar and every item requested but 
it is gratifying to be able to report that 
in the expenditure of these funds all pro- 
duction records have been broken. Start- 
ing at a great disadvantage and under 
heavy handicaps, years after the enemy 
had begun production for this war, labor 
and industry are putting over an amaz- 
ing job of production. Bottlenecks have 
at last been broken. We have now 
financed the construction of all new 
plants, the improvement, the enlarge- 
ment, and expansion of existing plants, 
and from now on production is merely a 
matter of routine. From now on the only 
problem will be to secure sufficient sup- 
plies of raw materials and the problem of 
transportation of the finished product. 


So far as the materials are concerned, 
we have the encouraging report that we 
are now in position to produce 65 percent 
more steel than all Axis sources com- 
bined; that in securing aluminum, the 
next most essential metal, we have al- 
ready surpassed enemy production, and 
in 1943 will be far in the lead in the pro- 
duction and fabrication of aluminum. 

The Congress has not only provided 
funds for facilities but it has exercised 
the most commendable forethought. Be- 
ginning as early as 1937, and in 1938 and 
1939 we provided for needed stores of 
strategic material. In 1940 and 1941 we 
provided for more air bases than were 
constructed within the time limit. We 
provided large funds for aircraft, mili- 
tary aircraft, naval aircraft, and civilian 
aircraft. 

Most important of all, we have pro- 
vided with 100-percent efficiency for 
the millions of men in the service. They 
are deployed over the face of the earth. 
They are on every battle front, on land 
and sea, in the air above and submerged 
in the waters beneath. But nowhere in 
all our far-flung battle line can an Amer- 
ican service man be found today who is 
not appropriately housed, who is not 
adequately armed and munitioned, who 
is not well fed and provided with every 
available hospital facility. It is a record 
unparalleled in the preparation for any 
war in the history of our country. So 
successfully has this work been done that 
there have been no epidemics, no con- 
tagions; there have been no abnormal 
hospital lists. The health of the men 
in the service has been better than in 
civilian life. The men in the armed 
forces of the United States Army and 
Navy are in better health, incredible as 
that may seem, than they would have 
been had they remained at home. 

I ask those, then, who are writing 
these inflammatory editorials against the 
Congress, what more would they ask? I 


give anyone now on the floor of this 
House the opportunity to rise and point 
to any one provision, large or small, for 
which appropriations should be made, 
which has not been made. 

I do not make reference to this reflec- 
tion upon the Congress in defense of 
Congress or from the congressional point 
of view. It is nothing new for the Con- 
gress to be misrepresented and abused. 
If reflection upon Congress, whether 
justified or unjustified, were the only 
effect, it would be a matter of no mo- 
ment whatever, but disseminating the 
idea of dereliction of duty on the part 
of a great branch of the Government, 
arouses distrust, creates unrest, en- 
genders unwarranted suspicion in the 
minds of the people, and to that extent 
destroys unity and interferes with the 
prosecution of the war, and those who 
promote it are rendering a disservice to 
the Government and the cause of Amer- 
ican armies. They are to that extent 
delaying the conclusion of the war and 
placing in jeopardy that much longer 
American patriots. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. There 
is no question in my mind but what these 
people to whom the gentleman refers are 
trying to bring about a disunity in this 
country, not only here in the Congress, 
but a distrust against the duly elected 
Representatives on the part of the peo- 
ple. They have to blame somebody for 
the failures, so they have picked on the 
Congress. What the gentleman has said 
about industry, labor, and agriculture do- 
ing a wonderful job is correct. The peo- 
ple have done a superbly splendid job. 
Some people are demanding a second 
front. Our second front is to go out 
here in the Atlantic and sink some of 
these submarines that have sunk nearly 
400 ships up to this time. Our products 
are piling up in this country so that we 
cannot ship them out. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself 5 more minutes. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. In or- 
der to get our products, of which we 
have an abundance in every line, to the 
fighting forces, we must have ships; 
therefore, the second front is right here 
in the Atlantic. It is up to the Navy 
Department and the War Department 
to use the funds that the Congress has 
supplied them with to begin this second 
front in order to let our goods flow to the 
fighting fronts of the world. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Congress 
has supplied every material facility for 
the establishment of a second front. It 
is not for the Congress to say when, 
where, or if there should be a second 
front, but if and when it is necessary, 
Congress has made every provision that 
could be made or asked for such a cam- 
paign. 

Mr. MOTT. Wil the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Oregon. . 

Mr. MOTT. Igather from the gentle- 
man’s remarks that he has not only read 
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all of this editorial and columnist smear- 
ing of the Congress but that he has made . 
a careful analysis of it. I concur in the 
views he has expressed. The gentleman 
has indicated that this is the result of a 
concerted action upon the part of those 
people who are smearing Congress. I 
want to ask the gentleman if he has come 
to any conclusion with reference to the 
reason for this apparently concerted 
smearing of the legislative branch of the 
Government and the attempt of these 
people to weaken or discredit the Con- 
gress? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. It must be 
due to failure to realize the serious re- 
sults involved. 

Mr. MOTT. I think perhaps I did not 
make myself quite clear. Iam asking the 
gentleman whether he has come to any 
conclusion as to the reason for this con- 
certed movement to smear the Congress 
on the part of some editorial writers? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. A failure 
to realize the importance of encouraging 
unity and establishing confidence in the 
Government; the effect of disunity and 
distrust on the war effort; the importance 
of cooperation and confidence in winning 
the war. 

It is going to be a long and heart- 
breaking war. There is little likelihood 
that it can be concluded in less than 2 
years. There is every possibility that 
it may be 4 years or more before it can 
be concluded. We are losing on every 
front. The enemy has occupied conti- 
nental American territory and has not 
been dislodged. We are in the darkest 
day of the war since the fall of France. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr, MOTT. May I put my question 
in another way: Does the gentleman 
think that what he has referred to as a 
concerted movement to smear the Con- 
gress on the part of some. editorial writ- 
ers and newspapermen is deliberate and 
done for a purpose, or is done through 
ignorance on the part of these news- 
paper people? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I cannot 
think there is any deliberate purpose, or 
any conscious desire to injure the Amer- 
ican Congress. Sensational headlines 
always attract attention. Abuse receives 
more notice than praise. There is always 
a temptation to resort to the spectacular, 
and the American people have always 
exercised without let or hindrance the 
right to life, liberty, and the abuse of 
Congress, They have merely failed to 
keep step; to realize the effect of their 
invectives. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield myself 3 additional minutes. 

May I say that equipment is being pro- 
vided at an unprecedented rate, that our 
forces, when they have been able to meet 
the enemy on anything like equal terms 
have invariably won. Wherever they 
have an equal chance our men are win- 
ning, and they will continue to win. 

Mr. Speaker, the summary of the ac- 
tion of the conferees on the amendments 
in.disagreement between the two Houses 
comprises: 


Amount of bill as passed 
the Senate._.......... $1, 863, 961, 710. 90 
Amount of bill as passed 
the House..._......... 1, 808, 669, 615.47 
Increase by Senate. 55, 292, 095. 43 
House recedes from (if mo- 
tions to be made in the 
House are all agreed to). 50, 269, 695. 43 
Senate recedes from._.... 5, 022, 500. 00 


Bill as agreed upon._..... Z 1858 858, 939, 210. 90 


ear estimates for the 
NOAE O OA 1, 919, 807, 749. 90 
1, 858, 939, 210. 90 


— 60, 868, 539. 00 


The bill comes back to the House $50,- 
000,000 more than when it passed. Of 
this increase $45,000,000 is the additional 
amount given to the O. P. A., $1,800,000 
goes to the Division of Central Adminis- 
trative Services of the Office for Emer- 
gency Management on account of the in- 
crease in the amount for the O. P. A. 
and the remaining approximately $3,- 
000,000 represents items not considered 
by the House committee due to the fact 
that the Budget estimates were not 
transmitted until the bill reached the 
Senate. 

The principal items comprising this 
$3,000,000 are as follows: 

Board of Investigation and Re- 


search Transportation.......-~- $500, 000 
ca wr beste of State—emergency 
ihre case A NE OE E E , 643, 000 
Darton of Justice—War Effort 
Oi Eed EN ESEE N S E 25, 000 
Bureau of Mines—ređuction of 
zinc concentrates to metal by 
use of methane gas...-.-----.. 350, 000 
Petroleum Conservation Division— 
Extension of Hot Oil Act—new 
WW ct ca E E A panier 232, 000 


Following the disposition of the con- 
ference report we shall take up sepa- 
rately the amendments in disagreement. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield 15 minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TABER]. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, this con- 
ference report comes to you with an abso- 
lute agreement on the different items in 
the bill, with the exception of the Price 
Administration item, where an increase 
is granted from $75,000,000 to $120,000,- 
000. In view of the fact that there are 
so many items relating to national de- 
„fense in the bill, although I cannot agree 
with the item with reference to the Price 
Administration and believe it to be in the 
interest of failure for the Price Adminis- 
tration, I shall not ask for a roll call upon 
the conference report. 

It is about time that the issues with 
reference to the Price Administration 
and its operations were brought before 
the people so that they could see just 
what the situation is. Mr. Henderson 
came before the House Appropriations 
Committee on June 11 to support a 
Budget estimate of $161,000,000, involv- 
ing, amongst other things, 2,756 lawyers, 
1,804 so-called business specialists, and 
644 so-called economists. 

This proposed set-up was perfectly 
ridiculous. An examination of the roll 
of the higher-paid employees disclosed 
many of the derelicts who have for a 
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long time been on the W. P. A. adminis- 
trative roll as alleged economists, writers, 
or other types of political promoters. 
These derelicts, together with a very loose 
administration, have made a mess out of 
the rationing problem and the price-fix- 
ing problem. I am going to give two or 
three illustrations. 
SUGAR 


Sugar was rationed, effective April 20. 
The people in charge very evidently had 
no knowledge of the habits of the Ameri- 
can people. Their operations show that 
they were incompetent. They did not 
know that the bulk of the people in the 
farming districts, in the small towns, in 
the smaller cities, and that a very large 
percentage of them in the large cities, 
obtained a very considerable portion of 
their living during the winter season out 
of the use of fruits canned at home. At 
the time the ration was applied there was 
a storage, according to my information, 
of 1,500,000 tons of sugar, or practically 
3 months’ normal supply, averaging 24 
pounds per person in the United States. 
‘There was coming into this country and 
being supplied by our own production, 
according to an announcement made by 
the O. P. A. on July 11, between 450,000 
and 500,000 tons per month. The con- 
sumption of sugar, according to the 
O. P. A. was running approximately 
475,000 tons. This sugar was rationed at 
the rate of 2 pounds per person, with 
7 pounds available. 

On May 12, Mr. Henderson was exam- 
ined before the House Appropriations 
Committee and was thoroughly advised 
of the situation that had been created by 
his rationing operation and the necessity 
for a cushion to supply the sugar neces- 
sary for canning, which appears in the 
examination of Mr. Henderson on pages 
69 to 72 of the hearings upon the first 
supplemental national defense appropri- 
ations bill for 1943. Notwithstanding 
this was called to Mr. Henderson’s at- 
tention on May 12, no cushion was sup- 
plied for canning until May 25. Mr. 
Henderson's delay of two vital weeks was 
fatal to the canning program. 

As a result of the incompetence of the 
sugar rationing outfit, the cherry and 
berry crops in the far South and in lesser 
degree all the way to the Canadian bor- 
der were spoiled or were dumped upon 
the canners in such a way that they 
could not be used advantageously. Can- 
ners’ costs, as a result of this incom- 
Petence of the O. P. A., went up, and it 
was found necessary by Mr. Henderson 
to increase the price of fruits canned by 
the commercial canners 15 percent. So 
that Mr. Henderson might cover up the 
incompetence of his operation, he asked 
Congress to subsidize the 15-percent in- 
crease in the price allowed commercial 
canners, and when Congress refused, Mr. 
Henderson was obliged to raise the price 
15 percent to the public. This contribu- 
tion of Mr. Henderson to raising prices 
and to inflation must be acknowledged. 
It was the result of his employment of 
these derelicts and incompetents in his 
own office who did not know enough about 
the situation in this country to pass in- 
telligent judgment upon it. It is clearly 
a case of “too little and too late’—too 
small minds for the job. 
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On top of Mr. Henderson’s operations, 
the situation was further complicated by 
different announcements from the Agri- 
culture Department. On June 11, the 
Agriculture Department reported the 
supply the lowest in years, that the usual 
consumption was 6,700,000 tons, ‘This 
appeared in the Washington Post of June 
12. Before that, on June 11, a statement 
appeared in the Washington Post, on 
page 1, indicating that the sugar stocks 
were about normal, In other words, no 
one has been able to tell anything about 
it and make a definite, positive statement 
that could be believed. 

RENT CONTROL 

Mr. Henderson submitted, with his 
budget estimate, a break-down calling 
for $13,099,008 for the rent control bill. 
He placed it in charge of a man by the 
name of Paul Porter, a young man with 
no practical experience in the field and 
none in private practice, who had spent 
all his working life as an employee of 
the A. A. A. and who had no grasp of the 
renting situation whatever. Mr. Porter 
has gone through the country setting up 
these rent boards without the slightest 
recognition of their experience and with- 
out attempting in any way to get people 
who understood the local problems and 
whose experience permitted them to pass 
a fair judgment upon the job. The re- 
sult has been interminable delays and 
an impossible situation, calling for the 
expenditure of large sums of money un- 
necessarily out of the Treasury. 

GASOLINE RATIONING 

The whole of the eastern seaboard was 
rationed, effective May 15, Personally, 
I do not think there is any doubt of the 
necessity of the rationing. First, there 
was announced a boundary line, begin- 
ning at the north with the State line 
between New York and Pennsylvania and 
following through the western line of 
Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Virginia, 
and on down through to the Gulf. Later 
and before May 15, a change was made 
making the ration territory the eastern 
line of my district, the eastern line of 
Congressman Cote’s district in New York, 
and going down into Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, and Virginia, dividing some dis- 
tricts and exempting others from the 
quota. There was no cushioned region 
between the nonrationed territory and 
the rationed territory, as there might 
very readily have been. 

This has created very great embarrass- 
ment in all of the rationed territory and 
has made it very difficult to follow 
through, and has indicated a lack of 
clear grasp of the local situations in 
providing for these rations. 

TIRE RATIONING 

Mr. Henderson estimated that a total 
expenditure of $9,844,260 was necessary 
for this. In one State, where the tire 
rationing board had two tires to ration, 
a clerk was crowded on by the board 
at about $1,200 per year, indicating an 
effort on the part of the Price Adminis- 
tration to find some way to use the $161,- 
000,000 for which they asked. Here we 
are—a $1,200 clerk to handle the ration- 
ing of two tires valued at less than $40. 
This is Mr. Henderson's bid for our con- 
fidence in the administration that he is 
operating. 
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AUTOMOBILES 


Automobiles have been rationed. The 
result has been that thousands and thou- 
sands of automobiles are in the hands of 
the dealers who are unable to get rid of 
them. The Government very evidently 
does not want them. The dealers are 
being forced to keep them, store them; 
and the only way that they can get rid 
of them is on a basis of from one to two 
a month, which for many of the dealers 
means 15 to 20 months operating a busi- 
ness at an enormous loss, and for many 
of them it means bankruptcy. Notwith- 
standing the fact that this has been 
called repeatedly to Mr. Henderson’s at- 
tention, there has been no relief for the 
dealers. Mr. Henderson wanted over 
$4,000,000 for this particular job. How 
that could be used and spent efficiently 
is way beyond my understanding. 

For my own part, I have long appreci- 
ated the importance of avoiding inflation. 
I could not vote for the so-called price- 
fixing bill when it was before the House, 
because it was not a price-fixing bill—it 
was just a fraud. It did not control, or 
vest the control in anyone, of the prices of 
farm products or wages, two of the essen- 
tial elements in our price structure, with- 
out the control of which no price control 
could be successful. The only thing that 
could be done in the line of controlling 
prices, with the bill that was passed, is to 
bankrupt the retailers, manufacturers 
who are covered and, in a good many 
cases, the landlords. 

For my own part, I do not like this way 
of operating. I would like to see the ra- 
tioning operation and the price-fixing 
operation a success. I would like to see 
the administration forces come in here 
with legislation designed to cover every 
article, every commodity, every element 
that goes into prices, so that the interests 
of our country might be protected. I 
want to call attention to this—that Mr. 
Henderson, in his estimates for money, 
called for absolutely ridiculous set-ups. 
He has an absolutely incompetent force; 
and he, himself, I believe, is totally in- 
competent. He believes in the crack- 
down policy of the N. R. A., rather than 
an appeal for patriotic cooperation. 

Unless he cleans up his administrative 
set-up and puts people in who are com- 
petent to do the work, his Administration 
is foredoomed to failure. The only possi- 
ble way that this Congress has of forcing 
Mr, Henderson to do something to clean 
up this situation is by holding down his 
appropriations. We can only hope that 
he will realize the necessity of doing this. 

Iam appealing to the President, to the 
majority in this House, and to Mr. Hen- 
derson to force a clean-up of his admin- 
istrative picture, force the employment of 
competent people with knowledge of the 
situation, force the cutting down of the 
ridiculous and foolish waste of the peo- 
ple’s money. If he will do this, he can be 
assured of the support of his program. 
He can be assured of all the funds he 
really needs to do a decent job. Just so 
long as he fails to try to do a decent job 
instead of trying to provide jobs for 
derelicts, the result of his operations is 
going to be a failure. I am saying this 
with the utmost sincerity and with a 
greater appreciation of what the problem 
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is than Mr. Henderson has so far demon- 
strated. I hope that Mr. Henderson will 
begin to try to do a decent job if he is 
going to continue as Price Administrator. 
I hope that the administration will show 
character and courage enough to ask for 
a real price-fixing bill and not a fake. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, I join with the gen- 
tleman from New York in challenging the 
administration to send to the Congress 
a program for its adoption that will en- 
able the Administrator to do the job. I 
am in favor of that kind of a program, 
and in the absence of that kind of a pro- 
gram I have felt that I would not be 
keeping faith with the people of this 
country in granting to Mr. Henderson 
the powers which were given to him and 
at the same time not going further; in 
other words, we have given all these 
powers to him without requiring that 
fair consideration be given to the people 
of this country in return for the things 
we gave to him. Let the President send 
us a message stating very specifically 
whether or not the President will go 
along with the Congress, the people, and 
Mr. Henderson. Until the President 
changes his course, I see-little chance for 
the Congress to accomplish what the 
people expect of it and Mr. Henderson. 
If the President will not go along to the 
full extent necessary, these appropria- 
tions to Mr. Henderson will be disap- 
pointing. So let the President make the 
next move and let us get along with the 
big job. 

Mr. TABER. The gentleman has made 
a fine statement. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN]. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased that the conferees who signed 
the report brought it back with $120,- 
000,000 for the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration rather than the $75,000,000 the 
bill carried when it passed the House. I 
would have been more pleased if they had 
brought back the Senate amendment en- 
tirely, $125,000,000, and I would have 
been highly pleased if the Congress of the 
United States had given the President of 
the United States the $161,000,000 he 
asked for, which he said was needed for 
this agency. 

It seems to be very popular to attack 
the Price Administrator. Iam not going 
to talk about him, but am talking about 
the Office and its importance. In my 
opinion, this Office is fighting the most 
important battle on the home front. All 
of us claim to be soldiers on the home 
front. I think it is our duty as soldiers 
on the home front to do everything we 
can to help the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration, so that we can make sure that we 
shall not be destroyed by inflation. If 
the failure to appropriate sufficient 
money for the Office of Price Administra- 
tion does result in inflation, I do not want 
to have the responsibility on my back. 
I want the Recorp to show my position. 

I think I know a little bit about what 
inflation means, and I am sure from what 
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he has said that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Taser], who just preceded me, 
knows what it means. But do not forget 
that nothing we have will be of the same 
value if we have inflation, and that in- 
cludes the Defense bonds and stamps we 
are pleading with the people of this coun- 
try to buy to help finance this war, 

We do not need to think that we are 
the only ones buying Defense bonds and 
stamps. Our soldiers and sailors are 
buying them. I told this House not long 
ago that Lt. Comdr. Edward O'Hare, that 
young fellow from my district who made 
such a wonderful record in the Far East, 
destroying six Jap planes in one fight, 
bought $10,000 worth of the bonds. Heis 
back in the Far East again after coming 
here and receiving the Congressional 
Medal of Honor from the President. He 
is now fighting to save this country, and 
I believe we soldiers at home should do 
some fighting ourselves to try to protect 
what he has. 

In order to make this fight against 
inflation we at home are going to be re- 
quired to make many sacrifices. What 
do they amount to in comparison with 
the sacrifices those in the armed forces 
are making? I look for many orders in 
the future that will be absolutely neces- 
sary, but the people of this country will 
heartily respond when they know they 
are necessary. 

We set up the Price Control Act. We 
have given the President every war 
power asked for and it is my opinion 
the power is vested in the executive 
branch of the Government now to regu- 
late from any standpoint desired now. 

We cannot ask the men in the armed 
forces to stand up and be shot at while 
we are not- willing to be shot at a litile 
bit ourselves. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TABER] talked about the rationing pro- 
gram. The gentleman should know, as I 
know, that the Office of Price Admin- 
istration is not a policy-making body. 
It was not the Office of Price Admin- 
istration nor the Administrator that pro- 
vided for sugar rationing in the first in- 
stance, nor for any other rationing pro- 
gram including rubber, gasoline, auto- 
mobiles, and so forth. 

Mr. TABER. Who did? 

Mr. COCHRAN. It was the War Pro- 
duction Board. Go and look it up. I 
read the part of the hearings before the 
House committee and also read part of 
what was said in the Senate committee: 
Mr. Henderson was before the Senate 
committee for several days, and also the 
House committee. 

Mr. TABER. The gentleman is mis- 
taken. Mr, Henderson did do that job. 

Mr. COCHRAN. All right, I shall look 
it up and if I am mistaken I will correct 
my statement that Mr. Henderson did 
not inaugurate sugar rationing and other 
rationing programs. It is my informa- 
tion it came through the War Produc- 
tion Board. I have contacted the prop- 
er authorities and find my statement 
relative as to who inaugurates the ra- 
tioning programs is absolutely correct. 

Mr. TABER. I think the gentleman 
is mistaken. Mr. Henderson was before 
our committee and talked absolutely as 
if he had full charge of it. 
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Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. BULWINKELE. The situation is 
that the War Production Board, consist- 
ing of Donald Nelson, the Secretary of 
War, the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. 
Henderson, and one or two others, in- 
cluding the Vice President, are on this 
War Production Board, and they say 
whether anything shall be rationed or 
not. It is then up to Mr. Henderson to 
carry the program out after he gets the 
orders, 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is absolutely 
the situation as I understand it and that 
is what I thought all the time. Mr. 
Henderson follows out the instructions 
of the board that issues the orders. He 
works out the way to do what the Board 
tells him to do and he could not if he de- 
sired start rationing any commodity un- 
til he is ordered to do so. 

This appropriation for the Office of 
Price Administration is a national de- 
fense appropriation and those who are 
supporting such agencies should remem- 
ber that when voting. 

Everyone is going to get hurt during 
this emergency. We must make up our 
minds that we cannot have our pet ideas 
adopted nor can we in the legislative 
branch run the executive branch as some 
would like to. Undoubtedly mistakes 
will be made and when they are, criticism 
will follow. 

In war, continually bear in mind some- 
body has to lead and make decisions. 
Certainly adjustments will be made when 
a proper showing is made. We are re- 
sponsible for the Price Control Act. 
Having voted for the act I want to do 
everything I can to assist in seeing that 
it is properly administered. I hope if 
the $120,000,000 for the Office of Price 
Administration is not sufficient the Presi- 
dent will not hesitate to ask for addi- 
tional money, as I do not want to see 
this act broken down solely because suf- 
ficient money has not been appropriated 
to enforce it. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield such time as he may desire to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER]. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER, Mr. 
Speaker, as the Members of the House 
are well aware, ever since coming to Con- 
gress last year as the Representative of 
the Sixteenth New York Congressional 
District, I have been fighting with all 
my vigor to curb the lavish spending of 
the people’s money on nonessential Gov- 
ernment projects and activities. On 
many cccasions I have stood here in the 
Well of the House and given you the 
facts and figures concerning the spend- 
ing of untold millions of dollars paid into 
the United States Treasury by our tax- 
payers on projects that are as useless 
and inane as digging a hole in the ground 
and immediately filling it up again. 
Projects that would be unjustified by any 
real need even in the sunny and bounti- 
ful days of peace, but which are scandal- 
ous and outrageous in these days of grim 
and total warfare when the very fate of 
our Nation hangs in the balance, and 
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when every ounce of our energy and 
every dollar of our resources must be de- 
voted to the primary task of winning a 
smashing and decisive victory over our 
brutal and savage enemies. You may be 
sure that what I shall say to you this 
afternoon, in connection with the bill be- 
fore us providing funds for the enforce- 
ment of price control regulations by the 
Office of Price Administration, does not 
betoken an abandonment of my stand as 
a consistent and unyielding advocate of 
sanity in Government spending and of 
the principle that the taxpayers are en- 
titled to receive full value for their hard- 
earned tax dollars, On the contrary, my 
fight against the evil of reckless and use- 
less Government spending will continue 
to be waged without stint. 

However, I have always maintained 
that false economy is as great a vice as 
true economy is a virtue. In my judg- 
ment, it is false economy to deny suffi- 
cient funds to O. P. A. to adequately en- 
force the price-control regulations, which 
appear to be our only bulwark against 
ruinous inflation. Of course, rationing, 
restrictive price regulations, and wartime 
regimentation are bitter pills for every 
American citizen to swallow, but we must 
steel ourselves to that necessity in fur- 
therance of the paramount aim of win- 
ning this war for the survival of decency 
and right principles. It would be “penny 
wise and pound foolish” to hamstring the 
O. P. A. by failing to appropriate suffi- 
cient funds for the adequate administra- 
tion of the price-control regulations. 
Half measures will be worse than no 
measures at all, and it seems to me that 
we can well afford to spend during this 
fiscal year the $140,000,000 which has 
been fixed by Director Leon Henderson 
as the minimum budget for O. P. A. if, by 
so doing, we can avoid the havoc which 
would be wrought to our domestic econ- 
omy by unbridled inflation. Indeed, if 
the opportunity were present, I would 
gladly support and vote for the recom- 
mendation of President Roosevelt that 
the sum of $161,000,000 be appropriated 
for the performing of the vital functions 
of the Office of Price Administration. In 
my judgment, Mr. Henderson has thus 
far proven himself to be an able and 
fearless Administrator. I salute and ap- 
plaud him for his vigorous and success- 
ful fight against the proposed Senate 
amendment which would have required 
confirmation by the Senate of the ap- 
pointment of all members of his staff re- 
ceiving salaries in excess of $4,500 per 
year, which would have gone far toward 
making the whole price-control system 
a political football in this time of crisis 
when politics and political advantage 
should be relegated to the scrap heap. It 
is well to remember that Mr. Henderson 
has been given the most difficult and 
most unpopular job in the country. The 
Congress must not place a halter and 
handcuffs on him and, on the contrary, 
we should be doing everything within our 
power to cheer him on and smooth the 
road for him. 


I am as keenly aware as any Member 
of the Congress of the dangers inherent 
in vesting in Mr. Henderson or any other 
individual these vast and autocratic 
powers oyer the economic life of our 


6395 


country. I shudder at the thought of 
some of the inevitable consequences and 
of the great hardships which will neces- 
sarily be imposed on every businessman 
engaged in the retail trade. Yet that is 
a lesser evil compared to the blight and 
ruination which would be visited on our 
130,000,000 citizens by runaway prices 
on food, clothing, and other necessities 
of life. I am in entire sympathy with 
the feelings of those of my colleagues 
who are apprehensive that Mr. Hender- 
son will use this money in the building 
of a great army of snoopers and crack- 
down artists who will travel around the 
country and pry into the affairs of every 
private business establishment and im- 
pose drastic penalties on our citizens for 
minor violations of the price-control 
regulations. I fear that unless Mr. Hen- 
derson and his staff follow the tactics of 
common sense and the policy of give and 
take, the ill-fated Blue Eagle of the dole- 
ful N. R. A. period, vicious as was that 
bird, will seem like a timid little canary 
compared to the O. P. A. bird. Yet, with 
a full realization of these dire possibil- 
ities, I again say that they are over- 
shadowed by the vital necessity of main- 
taining the O. P. A. price ceilings intact. 
However, I appeal to our President and 
our Price Administrator to leave no 
stone unturned to enlist the voluntary 
and wholehearted cooperation of all our 
citizens in making the price regulations 
fully effective and workable. The en- 
thusiastic and patriotic effort of one 
volunteer worker will be worth far more 
than the efforts of 10 paid snoopers. 
Would it not be well for us to study and 
apply the lessons of the first World 
War? During 1917-18 President Wilson 
called for and received the hearty co- 
operation of the American people in 
conserving vital commodities and in 
holding prices at reasonable levels—and 
all of this was done without resort to 
compulsion through a Government 
agency such as O. P. A. During that 
period of great crisis we had our gasless 
Sundays, meatless Tuesdays, and other 
measures designed to use our resources 
sparingly and to the best possible ad- 
vantage. In my judgment, the O. P. A. 
price regulations may be betier and 
more fairly enforced through the volun- 
tary cooperation of our citizens, supple- 
mented by a few thousand well chosen 
and well-trained enforcement agents, 
than by having the lash of the enforce- 
ment whip cracked over the heads of our 
people by a vast army of salaried en- 
forcers. Best of all, this procedure would 
be in accordance with our traditions and 
the American way of doing things. 
Policeman, policeman, don’t shoot me— 
Shoot that man behind that tree. 


A menace to effective price regulation 
even greater than inadequate operating 
funds, and one which threatens to tor- 
pedo and scuttle the good ship Price 
Control in the sea of inflation is the 
shameful persistence of the farm bloc in 
Congress, come fair weather or foul, to 
press its demands for special price bene- 
fits and subsidies for the farmers, despite 
the fact that agricultural prices have 
risen further and faster than those of 
any other group since the outbreak of 
the war, thereby bringing the farmer the 
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most abundant prosperity that he has en- 
joyed in 20 years. To get a true picture 
of the situation, let us look back briefly 
to the dark days of the early nineteen 
hundred and thirties, when, as a result 
of the Nation-wide economic depression, 
the prices of farm products fell so low as 
to hardly cover the cost of harvesting. 
The Congress then rightfully and prop- 
erly came to the relief of the farmers by 
enacting legislation designed to rescue 
the farmer and to prevent our whole farm 
structure from going on the financial 
rocks. Various forms of loans and sub- 
sidies were granted the farmer, as a re- 
sult of which the primary aim of raising 
the prices of farm products to fair and 
reasonable levels was achieved. How- 
ever, that which was conceived and put 
into execution as a purely emergency 
measure has become a permanent bar- 
nacle on our economic system and in 
many respects has degenerated into an 
inglorious racket, the total cost of which 
to the American taxpayers in the past 10 
years has been in excess of $11,000,000,- 
000. As evidence of the fact that the ap- 
petite of the farm bloc has been whetted 
instead of satisfied by these lavish cash 
benefits and subsidies is the fact that the 
Congress appropriated to agriculture last 
year the tremendous sum of $1,100,000,- 
000, despite the fact that the farmers 
were riding the high wave of prosperity. 
Out of the welter of farm-benefit legisla- 
tion there emerged the principle of parity 
price. In arriving at an understanding 
of this mystical phrase it is well to reduce 
to common everyday language the defini- 
tion thereof as contained in the Agricul- 
tural Adjustment Act of 1938. 

First, the whole history of American 
farming was scanned. From the 140 
years of that history there was selected 
a period in which the prices of farm 
crops had been most remunerative. 
That period was found to be from 1909 
to 1914. This golden age of agriculture 
was then called the “base period,” and it 
was ordained that the farmers should 
thenceforth get for their products the 
same prices, in terms of purchasing 
power, as they received in 1909-14. In 
other words, a bushel of wheat or other 
grain must in the future always buy the 
same quantity of goods as it bought in 
the base period. If in 1909-14 the price 
of wheat was $1 a bushel, and if in the 
same period the price of a hat was $1, 
then one bushel of wheat would buy a 
hat. However, if later on the price of a 
hat went up to $1.50, then the price of 
wheat must go up to $1.50. This is what 
is known as parity prices. The same 
formula applies to household goods, auto- 
mobiles, farm implements, and every- 
thing else a farmer buys. Parentheti- 
cally, I wish to point out that if, as in the 
case of farmers, every trade and pro- 
fession in the country, from barbers to 
bankers, could look over the history of 
the country and choose the period in 
which their occupations had been most 
remunerative, and then decree that their 
average incomes during those golden eras 
should be the yardsticks for measuring 
the present and continuing value of 
their goods, products, and services, that 
would be an economic Utopia—but the 
fiy in the ointment would be that our 
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dollar bills would soon be inflated to the 
size of saddie blankets, 

During the past few weeks the country 
has witnessed with alarm and high in- 
dignation an assault by the farm bloc, 
acting in the interest of selfish regional- 
ism, on the whole price-control struc- 
ture. This attack has been in the form 
of obstructive amendments and parlia- 
mentary jockeying with respect to the 
legislation now before us, and other legis- 
lation dealing with the machinery of 
price control, and kindred subjects. 

The gentlemen of the farm bloc, in 
their zealous effort to exempt the farm- 
ers from the rule of equality of sacrifice 
enunciated by our President in his mes- 
sage to the Congress and the country on 
April 27, 1942, have gone so far as to urge 
that no ceilings shall be placed on the 
prices of farm products, nor on articles 
processed from such products, which 
would tend to lower the prices of farm 
products below the scandalously high 
figure of 110 percent of parity price. A 
striking example of the mercenary activi- 
ties and the insatiable appetite of the 
farm bloc for special benefits is the bill 
which has been passed by the Senate and 
sent over to the House which provides 
for loans up to 100 percent of parity on 
the country’s six major crops. If this 
unwise measure is enacted into law, it 
would operate not only to raise the price 
of these crops by 15 percent but to put 
price floors under them at these levels. 
The preposterous nature of this subsidy 
is illustrated by the fact that it would 
allow the farmer to dispose of his wheat 
to the Government at the prevailing 
parity price of $1.34 a bushel and then 
buy it back for livestock-feeding pur- 
poses for 83 cents per bushel, pursuant 
to the legislation enacted last week which 
permits the Government to sell wheat 
owned by the Government at below 
parity prices. 

Some of you may be asking yourselves 
the question, “Why is BILL PHEIFFER, who 
represents a district comprising the mid- 
dle east side of Manhattan in the great 
city of New York, where not a bushel of 
wheat, an ear of corn, or a stalk of cotton 
is grown, so concerned over ceilings on 
farm prices?” The answer is obvious 
The bread eaten by the people of my dis- 
trict is a product of the wheat fields; the 
meat on the tables of my constituents 
comes from the livestock raised on the 
farms and ranches of our country. The 
clothing and countless other everyday 
commodities used and consumed by my 
constituents are processed from farm 
products. The price ceilings on all of 
these necessities would automatically 
have to be raised to dizzy new heights in 
the event farm products are exempted 
from price ceilings below 110 percent of 
parity. No more than business, labor, or 
any other economic group are the farm- 
ers entitled to exploit this grave national 
emergency for their own advantage at 
the expense of the rest of the country. 

The gentlemen of the farm bloc ap- 
pear to be willing for every segment of 
our population except the farmers to sac- 
rifice to the limit to win the war. Their 
attitude may be summed up by the old 
saying: “Policeman, policeman, don’t 
shoot me; shoot that man béhind that 
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tree.” However, I stake my honor on 
the assertion that this attitude does not 
represent the true sentiments of the 
rank and file of our farmers and live- 
stock raisers. I speak advisedly and 
without presumption on this score, be- 
cause I was born and reared in the farm 
and ranch country. During the time I 
was earning a living as a young lawyer 
in the Panhandle of Texas most of my 
clients were farmers and ranchers. 
Hence, I speak with the utmost assur- 
ance in saying that the average farmer 
and rancher is as fine and patriotic an 
American as can be found anywhere, and 
that he will unhesitatingly subscribe to 
the thesis that every citizen of our coun- 
try must take a hitch in his belt and 
carry his portion of the load and share in 
that mutuality of sacrifice which must 
be the order of the day in these times 
of trial and crisis. I am confident that 
the vast majority of our citizens on the 
farms and ranches are not seeking the 
favored treatment which is being sought 
for them. 

Mr. Speaker, let there be.a plague on 
politics, on red tape, and on quibbling. 
Let us turn a deaf ear and a cold shoul- 
der to the special pressure groups and 
their selfish and unpatriotic demands. 
Let us win the war against price inflation 
in the same positive way in which we will 
win the war against the Axis Powers. 
In brief, let us all put our shoulders to 
the wheel and get the job done without 
pause or hindrance, 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. CELLER]. 

ALL-OUT AID TO LEON HENDERSON 


Mr. CELLER. I am firm in the con- 
viction that those who might vote 
against Leon Henderson personally in 
their consideration of appropriations for 
his Department are just kicking the 
Nation in the slats. 

Leon Henderson has done a good job. 
No one could have done better. His task 
is beset with well-nigh insurmountable 
difficulties. In every battle he has had 
he has emerged victorious. He will win 
the present battle because the Nation is 
with him. He is wrestling with a Hydra- 
headed monster—infiation. 

Despite his mistakes, I, for one, want 
to give him every help possible. 

I disagree with the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Taper]. Henderson is a 
man of rare ability and a splendid 
administrator. 

There were two distinct inflation 
tragedies in our country—the first after 
the American Revolution, when currency 
issued by our Continental Congress was 
“not worth a continental”; the second 
after the Civil War, 1865-75, when a 
greenback was not worth the powder 
to blow it to hell. Greenback cur- 
rency became so devalued that merchants 
quoted two prices—one based on gold, the 
other on the almost worthless “green- 
backs,” 

Unless we now have effective price 
ceilings on our food, clothing, services, 
and shelters, we shall again have a spiral 
of tornado-like inflation and a phrase 
will be added to our inflation vocabu- 

—“not worth a dollar.” 
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Leon Henderson is striving earnestly 
and effectively to prevent the use of the 
phrase “not worth a dollar.” Those who 
would put a broomstick between his legs 
render a disservice to the Nation. 

Through all the mystic maze of argu- 

ment and discussion and through all the 
fog that has been developed the follow- 
ing stands out clearly in my mind: 
_ First. Selfish pressure groups like the 
American Farm Bureau Federation are 
trying to widen the already existing holes 
in the bark that Henderson is trying to 
steer over the shoals of inflation. 

No group, no matter who they may be, 
should be permitted to use any veto 
power over ceilings that may be set by 
Henderson on the prices of processed or 
finished agricultural products, on rent- 
als, and on certain types of services. 

Second. In many instances in the 
O. P. A. difficulties will arise. It will 
make many mistakes, wittingly and un- 
wittingly. In applying rigid rules in- 
equities will develop, Causes and factors 
beyond O. P. A. control will make for 
maladjustments. Cases have already 
arisen where ceilings fixed on March 
prices have caused much hardship. As 
far as possible these derangements and 
injustices must be removed. It might 
be well to set up tribunals—within the 
O. P. A—composed of fair-minded men, 
including some business executives in all 
large cities and industrial areas. These 
tribunals would pass upon and straighten 
out and adjust these difficulties and in- 
justices. It is impossible without hard- 
ship to stretch an entire industry across 
a procrustean bed. There must be ex- 
ceptions to all rules, to all ceilings. The 
danger is to prevent abuses in granting 
exceptions. A man like Henderson can 
minimize these abuses. 

The setting up of these tribunals would 
cost a vast sum of money. It would in- 
volve additional appointments, additional 
office expense. That would mean addi- 
tional appropriations. The good result- 
ing would justify the added expense. 

Third. It is nonsense to require all 
officials or employees receiving $4,500 or 
more to be confirmed by the Senate. The 
O. P. A, should not be deemed a political 
reservoir into which Members of the 
House or Senate can dip at will. The 
test of the efficiency of the O. P. A. is 
not the number of jobs obtainable, but 
the great good that can be done for the 
American people. Henderson, of course, 
has made mistakes in this regard. In 
the beginning he may have thumbed his 
nose at Congress too frequently. That 
type of bravado never pays. He had his 
picture taken riding on a bicycle on 
which was a wide basket attached to the 
front and in which he was conveying 
some bundles. He wished to show the 
Nation—so columnists and cartoonists 
implied—he did not need an X card. 
This type of publicity does not sit well 
on the stomachs of Congress and rightly 
so. All Congressmen are entitled to have 
X cards. This was ill-advised publicity 
at the expense of the Members. But 
why worry and belabor Henderson for 
such an indiscretion when the Nation is 
in peril, when inflation lurks around the 
corner, when we are on the eve of being 
compelled to buy a cup of coffee for 
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1,000,000 marks? I am happy to know 
that all attempts to limit Henderson’s 
appointing powers finally failed. 

I am sure Henderson ought to and will 
give consideration to the names that may 
be submitted by Senators and Represen- 
tatives for appointment in their respec- 
tive States. He should give some heed 
to the suggestions of the Members, and 
I am sure he will. But Members should 
not be too insistent, too demanding in 
this regard. 

Fourth. We must disregard any 
amendments or changes to the present 
bill offered by the American Farm Bu- 
reau Federation which seeks to remove 
the ceilings over prices of all foods and 
most clothing, and on many industrial 
and military items, all of which are de- 
rived wholly or in part from agricul- 
tural products. If such amendments 
prevail, the general over-all maximum 
price and ceiling regulation agency 
would be destroyed. The bark of O. P. A, 
would flounder on inflation shoals. To 
say a product wholly or in part derived 
from a farm could not be regulated in 
sale by the O. P. A, unless the farmer re- 
ceived for his product in the article 110 
percent of parity is just damnably asi- 
nine. Such a proposal would make con- 
fusion worse—confounded. It would in- 
volve all items of food and all lines of 
wearing apparel. The tabulation and re- 
search that would be necessary to de- 
termine whether an article was wholly 
or in part derived from a farm and 
whether the farmer was getting 110 per- 
cent on the article hailing from the farm 
would be a staggering proposal. It just 
could not be done because scores of hun- 
dreds of items would have to be consid- 
ered and thousands of research experts 
and accountants would have to be em- 
ployed for such a Gargantuan task. Al- 
most every item that we wear and eat, 
let alone items in our household made of 
leather or of different types of fabrics, 
would have to be so treated and con- 
sidered. 

I am happy to know the 110-percent 
business was stricken from the measure. 

Fifth. I am firm in the conviction it 
is essential to give Henderson the right 
to pay subsidies. Both Canada and 
England have paid subsidies in cases 
where the retailers faced ruin. Thus 
the added costs were not shoved back on 
the backs of the consumers. In Canada, 
the amount of subsidies has not been 
very large, but Canada’s population is 
insignificant in comparison to our own. 
In Britain, during 2 years of price con- 
trol, over $2,000,000,000 had been paid 
in subsidies. Britain regarded that 
money well spent since the money has 
saved the consuming public many bil- 
lion dollars more, That expenditure has 
avoided a far more cestly general in- 
crease in prices. It has prevented in- 
flation. I regret the present conference 
report embodies the Senate prohibition 
against subsidies, indirectly and directly. 

Price control in this country, faulty as 
it is, has already saved the Nation 
$6,000,000,000 on war expenditures. In 
one instance, I am reliably informed, 
there was a sale of 15,000,000 yards of 
plain and cut fabrics and as a result of 
the intervention of O. P. A. the public 
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saved $600,000. I could cite scores of 
other examples of savings to the public 
brought about by the vigilance of the 
O. P. A. If the ceilings go on for an- 
other 20 months, says Leon Henderson, 
the United States will pay $62,000,000,000 
less for its war than it would if prices 
Tose as they did in the World War 1. I 
believe Henderson is not exaggerating. 

The idea of subsidies is not easy to 
swallow. It is contrary to the American 
system. Before the war is over we will 
have to swallow many ideas contrary to 
the American system. Farmers want to 
be subsidized. When, therefore, the 
American Farm Bureau Federation de- 
mands 110-percent parity it puts the 
imprimateur of approval on subsidies. 
The idea of subsidies in connection with 
price control is to make the Government 
absorb unusual costs for eventual pay- 
ment by taxpayers in order to avoid ceil- 
ing punctures. At the present time the 
added charges for carrying sugar to the 
east by rail are being absorbed by the 
Government. We are not squawking 
about those added expenses to the Gov- 
ernment. That is really a sugar subsidy. 
The added cost for shipping southern 
coal by rail instead of water is passed 
on to the Government. We are not 
squawking on that score. The idea of 
subsidies must and will spread. It can- 
not be confined to extraordinary emer- 
gencies like coal, sugar, oil, and so forth. 
It will and should be a common occur- 
rence in this titanic struggle against 
inflation. 

Subsidies are cheaper in the end. Even 
farm officials say that a $200,000,000 sub- 
sidy for feedstuffs can take the place of 
a $1,000,000,000 rise in food costs. 

What about losses caused by the tor- 
pedoing of ships? They must be paid by 
someone, Subsidies in that case must be 
invoked. Such subsidies permit the un- 
usual costs developed by higher transpor- 
tation costs forced by ship losses to be 
spread over the whole country rather 
than borne by a segment of the country. 
There will be great abuses if we have sub- 
sidies. That cannot be helped. Selfish 
interests will endeavor to get more than 
they are entitled to. Careful scrutiny, 
honest administration, and hard work 
will prevent these abuses and will prop- 
erly brand persons who are endeavoring 
to defraud the Government as traducers 
and thieves. As originally passed by Con- 
gress, the Price Control Act, I believe, 
gives power to O. P. A. to use subsidies to 
keep the cost of living low. The O. P. A. | 
through the R. F. C. has in a limited de- 
gree used this authority. That authority 
should remain. I am sorry the conferees 
did not see eye for eye with me on that 
score. 

Sixth. I believe we should be liberal 
and not niggardly in our appropriations 
to the O. P. A. The House voted seventy- 
five millions to the O. P. A.; the Senate 
one hundred and twenty-five millions, 
The conference report compromises at 
one hundred and twenty millions. That 
figure is much lower than the sum asked 
by Henderson. Such reduced appropria- 
tions may mean that numerous district 
offices and rationing programs and rent- 
control boards will have to be cut down. 
A veritable army of volunteers will have 
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to be recruited. Jobs cannot as effi- 
ciently be done by volunteers as by paid 
workers, Some types of work can be done 
by volunteers, but the hard and impor- 
tant work must be done by workers ac- 
tually paid for services. Wholesale and 
widespread use of volunteers would crip- 
ple and not strengthen the services ren- 
dered by O. P. A. Much important infor- 
mation heid by the O. P. A. could be im- 
properly used and circulated by volun- 
teers. The seal of secrecy would not be 
kept by volunteers. Paid inspectors un- 
der strict disciplinary control would not 
dare use carelessly the business secrets 
and information that would come to them 
by their inspection. Other paid em- 
ployees of the O. P. A. under strict con- 
trol would not dare reveal confidential 
information obtained in the prosecution 
of their tasks. Volunteers, on the other 
hand, would be more likely to deal more 
lightly with business or trade secrets. 

Recently I stepped into the office of 
the O. P, A. which occupies space in the 
building wherein I have my New York 
office, 1450 Broadway. There were thou- 
sands of persons lined up endeavoring to 
get rationing cards of one sort or another. 
There was feverish activity but not the 
slightest disorganization. I was amazed 
at the dispatch with which the wants of 
the civilians were satisfied. There are 
hundreds of women and men, mostly vol- 
unteers, who are rendering yeoman serv- 
ice in that O. P. A. office. I spoke to two 
splendid gentlemen, Joseph Kraler and 
Louis Maier, officials in charge of the 
office, and they told me of days and nights 
of strenuous effort on the part of their 
staff and themselves. Working 18 and 
19 hours a day is a common occurrence 
for them. I was informed that most of 
the men in the office had left lucrative 
jobs to do what they deemed a patriotic 
service with the O. P. A. at salaries that 
might be deemed a mere pittance in com- 
parison with what they had theretofore 
obtained in their own lines of endeavor. 
Many other business and professional 
men and women had forsaken their own 
fields and sacrificed considerabile profit 
to come to the office of the O. P. A. at 
1450 Broadway and work slavishly with 
no hope of reward except the knowledge 
that they were rendering a patriotic 
service to their country. 

A word of praise is due to Sylvan 
Joseph, New York head of O. P. A., and 
to Lee Buckingham, in charge of New 
York rationing. Finally the personnel 
and staffs of these gentlemen are entitled 
likewise to unstinted appreciation. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield now to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Lupitow]. 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

. Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, no one, I 
believe, has a more wholesome fear of our 
expanding bureaucracy than I have, but 
Ihave an even greater dread of run-away 
inflation. 

Leon Henderson is the general in chief 
of our forces on the home front which 
are engaged in the war on rising prices, 
and Iam not sure that this campaign on 
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the economic front at home is not as im- 
portant as the campaign on the far flung 
battle fronts around the world. I am in 
favor of giving Mr. Henderson an appro- 
priation that will implement his activity 
and enable him to discharge his responsi- 
bility without the waste of a single dollar 
or the employment of one unnecessary 
person. Iam supporting this conference 
agreement, which fixes his appropriation 
at $120,000,000. ? 

This amount is $90,000,000 below the 
sum Mr. Henderson requested of the 
Budget Bureau and it is $41,000,000 below 
the Budget estimate. 

An organization was tentatively set up 
by Mr. Henderson, based on the Budget 
estimate of $161,000,000. On the þasis of 
the appropriation agreed to in this con- 
ference report it will be necessary entirely 
to revise that organization downward by 
cutting personnel and other obligations 
drastically. 

The cuts which it has been found nec- 
essary to make below the tentative or- 
ganization proposed under the Budget 
estimate are as follows: The personnel 
set up for price control is cut by 1,600 
positions, or $4,000,000. - 

The organization to enforce rationing 
is cut by 4,000 positions, or $10,000,000. 

The rent-control section is reduced by 
1,100 positions. The conference agree- 
ment necessitates the entire elimination 
of 100 rental areas where it had been in- 
tended to impose control of rents, and 
removes 34,000,000 people from rent con- 
trol of any sort. 

The conference report eliminates 1,250 
positions in the administrative end of the 
Office of Price Administration, which 
would have been established under the 
Budget estimate. Twelve thousand cler- 
ical and stenographic positions which 
had been set up to service the rationing 
boards under the Budget estimate are 
likewise eliminated, and temporary help 
to the extent of 21,000 man-months is 
wiped out by the conference agreement, 
thus emphasizing the depth of the cut. 

In addition, the reduction from the 
Budget estimate of $161,000,000 for the 
Price Administration to $120,000,000, the 
amount carried in this conference report 
requires a cut of $9,000,000 in travel and 
other expenses of the Office of Price 
Administration. 

Price control is a new activity in this 
country. No one knows what it will cost 
or how much personnel will be required 
to do the job. The best we can do is to 
fix an amount to start and then proceed 
by trial and error until we can get our 
bearings. I believe this appropriation 
is a reasonable beginning and that it 
can be granted without holding out too 
much temptation to bureaucracy to 
flower and bloom. The country expects 
Mr. Henderson to cut out the frills and 
furbelows and to hold down expenditures 
to the actual requirements necessary to 
give service. Any attempt to build up a 
bureaucracy for power’s sake and to 
wield that power for any purpose not 
necessary to prevent inflation certainly 
would bring down upon the Price Ad- 
ministrator the wrath of the American 
people. 

I do not believe that Mr. Henderson 
has any such purpose. I credit him with 
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sincerity of intentions and I believe he 
will fully justify that appraisal. He is 
an able man, but no one would even 
accuse him of being a diplomat. Ninety 
percent of his trouble up to date has been 
due to his seeming inability to cooperate 
with Congress. He appears to be unable 
to realize that Members of Congress are 
pretty decent fellows who are the chosen 
representatives of their people and en- 
titled to be consulted on maiters that 
vitally affect their home communities. 
But in spite of his apparent unwilling- 
ness to play ball with Congress in matters 
concerning which Congress rightfully 
ought to be consulted, the American peo- 
pie and their chosen representatives will 
stand by him and support him if he does 
a good job in the war on inflation, and I 
hope he will, 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield now to the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. THOM]. 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, during con- 
sideration of the request of the Office of 
Price Administration for funds to carry 
on its duties, I addressed a letter to the 
House Appropriations Committee ex- 
pressing the hope that funds would be 
allowed to the Office of Price Admin- 
istration to permit employment of clerks 
to expedite the issuance of sugar ra- 
tioning coupons. 

When the extra allowance of sugar 
for canning purposes was ordered, the 
rationing boards in Stark County, Ohio, 
were not able to command the services 
of enough volunteers, and as a result 
men and women were compelled to stand 
in line for hours before they reached 
the desk of the issuing officer. This was 
extreme hardship for women especially, 
and it wasted the time of many busy 
persons. 

This irritating problem has now been 
Solved, at least in my home community, 
by the action of the Canton Repository, 
a newspaper published in Canton, in 
printing in its newspaper the necessary 
application sugar form, and which form 
can be mailed after being executed to 
the rationing board. The necessary cer- 
tificates are thereupon sent to the ap- 
plicants by mail. This greatly speeds the 
operation, and saves the housewives and 
others hours of precious time, and un- 
necessary fatigue. 

This system, in my opinion, ought to 
be applied in every city, where news- 
papers will cooperate. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield now to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Record at this point and 
include a letter from the Chairman of 
the Maritime Commission with reference 
to one of the items in this bill and ex- 
hibits therewith. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to unanimous consent granted to me to- 
day, I extend my remarks in the Recorp 
at this point on the subject of reduced 
war risk and transportation charges in 
cooperation with the price-control pro- 
gram and include therein a letter to 
me from the Administrator of the War 
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Shipping Administration with certain 
exhibits therewith. 

This letter from Admiral Land states 
the actions of the War Shipping Admin- 
istration in fixing reduced rates on 
transportation in certain cases and in 
providing war risk insurance protection 
at nominal rates where otherwise normal 
transportation and insurance rates 
would interfere with the maintenance 
of price ceilings fixed by the Office of 
Price Administration. 

The absorption of extra costs of war 
risk insurance and other extraordinary 
wartime costs by the Government, I do 
not consider subsidies. In any event 
such absorption is fully authorized by 
law and in conformity with our policies. 
To call them subsidies confuses the issue. 
It is only the proper means of spreading 
on a national basis the wartime costs 
otherwise unfairly distributed as between 
individuals and industries. I believe the 
House should be fully advised as to the 
actions of the War Shipping Administra- 
tion in the fight against inflation. 

War SHIPPING ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, July 20, 1942. 


Hon. S. O. BLAND, 
Chairman, Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Jupce BLanp: During the course of 
the debate on the provisions of the First 
Supplemental National Defense Appropria- 
tion Act, 1943 (H. R. 7319), particularly the 
Senate amendment No. 15, relating to sub- 
sidy payments under the item, “Office of 
Price Administration,” questions have been 
raised as to the extent of, and authority for, 
subsidies ın connection with price control. 
The modified form of this proviso, as con- 
tained in the report of the conferees on the 
disagreeing amendments, makes it clear that 
the proviso would not operate as either a 
legislative prohibition or declaration against 
the use of cther Government funds for direct 
or indirect subsidies in support of price con- 
trol. Nevertheless, it seems desirable that 
Congress should have a full understanding of 
the situation in this respect so far as the 
actions of the War Shipping Administration 
are concerned. 

In Public Law 523, Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, approved April 11, 1942, Congress spe- 
cifically authorized the War Shipping Admin- 
istration to write war-risk insurance for 
both vessels and cargo “at nominal or other 
rate basis” where the Administrator finds 
“after consultation with the Office of Price 
Administration, or other agencies” that it 
would be of material benefit “to the domestic 
economy of the United States.” 


After the adoption of this law the War 
Shipping Administration requisitioned all 
seagoing vessels of the United States not 
theretofore requisitioned. This entire fleet 
is now being operated for the account of the 
United States Government through the War 
Shipping Administration. There is no re- 
quirement in any of the laws pursuant to 
which these vessels are being operated by 
the War Shipping Administration regarding 
the rates to be charged. From Public Law 
523 it is clear that Congress intended that 
the views of the Office of Price Administra- 
tion should be given full consideration by 
the War Shipping Administration in. fixing 
rates where normal rate levels would inter- 
fere with the price ceilings fixed by that 
agency. Congress particularly seems to have 
recognized in that provision that the extra 
cost of war-risk insurance and other extraor- 
dinary wartime costs should be absorbed by 
the Government where individuals con- 
cerned could not absorb such costs and op- 
erate within the price limits fixed by that 
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agency. In our rate practices we have been 
guided by this express indication of con- 
gressional intent as well as other pertinent 
considerations. This has been particularly 
true with respect to the rates charged for 
the shipment of coal and fuel oil. 

The determinations of this agency have 
been reported to you, as chairman of the 
House Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries; to Hon. Jostan W. BAILEY, chairman 
of the Senate Committee on Commerce; and 
to the Budget Bureau. Our practice was also 
reported by me to the Senate Appropriations 
Committee at a hearing on the War Ship- 
ping Administration appropriation bill (H. R. 
7319), and to the Honorable ApEn W. BARK- 
LEY, United States Senate, in connection with 
the Senate debate on the bill. 

Our report to you and to Senator BAILEY, 
together with the 10 enclosures therein re- 
ferred to, are transmitted to you herewith in 
order that Congress may be fully and com- 
pletely informed as to the operations of this 
agency in assisting the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration in the maintenance of its price 
ceiling as a safeguard against inflation. 

Sincerely yours, 
E. S. Lanp, Administrator. 
JUNE 11, 1942. 
The Honorable SCHUYLER OTIS BLAND, 
Chairman, Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
House of Representatives. 

My DEAR CONGRESSMAN BLAND: The War 
Shipping Administration has cooperated with 
the Office of Price Administration in carry- 
ing out the governmental program against 
inflation by acceding to the requests of Mr. 
Leon Henderson, Price Administrator, that 
ocean freight rates for vessels operated for 
account of the Administration be reduced on 
coal from Hampton Roads to New York and 
New England points and on petroleum prod- 
ucts between United States ports and from 
Caribbean ports to the United States; also 
that war-risk-insurance rates be reduced on 
such petroleum cargoes. This Administra- 
tion has also limited the war surcharges 
otherwise applicable on ocean freight rates 
between the mainland and our island and 
Territorial possessions—namely, Puerto Rico, 
Virgin Islands, Hawaiian Islands, and Alaska. 

Iam enclosing herewith a memorandum re- 
garding this matter together with copies of 
the exhibits referred to therein, which cover 
the correspondence exchanged between Mr, 
Henderson and myself, also copy of a memo- 
randum dated March 26, 1942, outlining our 
policy with respect to this country’s island 
and Territorial possessions. 

I desire to call your particular attention 
to the third paragraph of my letter to Mr. 
Henderson of June 2 (exhibit I) wherein 
the thought was expressed that it might be 
desirable that all subsidies granted for the 
purpose of maintaining frozen price levels 
be centralized in one agency in order that 
the full costs thereof be readily available to 
the proper authorities. At present, these 
costs are assumed by several agencies, and, 
as in the case of the War Shipping Admin- 
istration, are hidden. These hidden subsi- 
dies—for example, those resulting from the 
absorption of operating losses—will necessar- 
ily be reflected in the appropriations which 
the Congress will be requested to approve 
for this Administration. 

A similar letter is being directed to Senator 
JostaH W. BAILEY, as chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, and to Mr. Harold 
D. Smith, Director of the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Sincerely, 
E. S. Lanp, Administrator. 


Exhibit A. Letter dated May 8, 1942, from 
Dr. George W. Stocking, Assistant Adminis- 
trator, Division of Fuels; Office of Price Ad- 
ministration, to Mr. D. F. Houlihan, Director 
of Fiscal Affairs, War Shipping Administra- 
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tion, also memoranda on coal and petroleum 
products referred to therein. 

Exhibit B. Letter dated May 14, 1942, from 
Mr. Leon Henderson, Price Administrator, to 
Admiral E. S. Land, Administrator, relative 
to Atlantic coastwise coal trade. 

Exhibit C. Letter dated May 14, 1942, from 
Mr. Henderson to Admiral Land, requesting 
establishment of reduced rates for Atlantic 
coastwise coal trade. 

Exhibit D. Letter dated May 16, 1942, from 
Admiral Land to Mr. Henderson agreeing to 
establishment of reduced coal rates. 

Exhibit E. Letter dated May 18, 1942, from 
Mr. Henderson to Admiral Land requesting 
establishment of reduced rates on petroleum 
products. 

Exhibit F. Letter dated May 19, 1942, from 
Admiral Land to Mr. Henderson agreeing to 
establishment of reduced rates on petroleum 
products. 

Exhibit G. Letter dated June 2, 1942, from 
Mr. Henderson to Admiral Land requesting 
reduced rates on war-risk insurance on car- 
goes of petroleum products. 2 

Exhibit H. Letter dated June 2, 1942, from 
Admiral Land to Mr. Henderson agreeing to 
request for reduced war-risk insurance rates 
on petroleum products. 

Exhibit I. Letter dated June 2, 1942, from 
Admiral Land to Mr. Henderson setting forth 
position of the War Shipping Administration 
with respect to all of the foregoing and re- 
questing statement of the program of the 
Office of Price Administration relative thereto. 

Exhibit J. Memorandum dated March 26,, 
1942, outlining policy of War Shipping Ad- 
ministration with respect to time chartering 
of vessels and war surcharges on freight rates 
in our island and Territorial possessions. 


EXHIBIT A 


OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. C., May 8, 1942. 
Mr. D. F. HOULIHAN, 
Director of Fiscal Affairs, 
War Shipping Administration, 
Commerce Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr, HourrHan: I am sending you 
herewith by special messenger the memo- 
randa on coal and oil which I promised you 
on yesterday. 

After you have looked these over I shall 
be very glad to come to your office to discuss 
them. You will recall that it is our plan, 
after you have made such suggestions as you 
wish to make with reference to the memo- 
randa, to send them to Mr. Clayton, of the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation, and to 
arrange a conference among the three of us 
on Monday. Since the effective date of the 
price schedule makes it necessary that this 
matter be disposed of promptly, I assure you 
that I shall appreciate very greatly your co- 
operation in this matter. 

Sincerely yours, 
GEORGE W. STOCKING, 
Assistant Administrator, 
Division of Fuels. 

[Enclosure.] 

May 8, 1942. 
MEMORANDUM 


To: D. F. Houlihan, Director of Fiscal Affairs, 

War Shipping Administration. 

From: George W, Stocking. 

Subject: Subsidies to cover increased cost of 
shipping petroleum and petroleum prod- 
ucts. 

In accordance with your suggestion, we are 
submitting herewith a program for meeting 
increased costs of transporting petroleum 
and petroleum products to points of con- 
sumption—chiefly the Atlantic coast area— 
occasioned by the enemy submarine came 
paign and allied war needs. 

As you know, the maximum prices for pe- 
troleum products have been established by 
revised price schedule No. 88, as amended, at 


6400 


approximately the levels prevailing in the 
period October 1 to 15. In general, these 
prices do not permit the recovery by suppliers 
on the Atlantic coast area of transportation 
charges in excess of the maximum tanker 
charter rates that were in effect during that 
period, inasmuch as practically all of the 
supplies delivered in the Atlantic Seaboard 
States were at that time ocean-borne from 
the Gulf coast or other Caribbean ports. As 
a result of the submarine campaign and the 
diversion of tankers to other needs, there 
has been a tremendous increase in overland 
movements with greatly increased costs of 
delivering petroleum products to the Atlantic 
coast. There has likewise been a sharp in- 
crease in the costs of tanker movements, 
primarily due to increase in war-risk insur- 
ance, There are therefore two basic aspects 
of our problem: Overland shipments of pe- 
troleum and petroleum products to the At- 
lantic coast; ocean-borne shipments of pe- 
troleum and petroleum products to the At- 
lantic coast. 

I. OVERLAND*SHIPMENTS OF PETROLEUM AND PE- 

TROLEUM PRODUCTS TO THE ATLANTIC COAST 


A plan for meeting the increased costs of 
shipping petroleum and petroleum products 
overland is now in operation, This plan in- 
volves a pooling arrangement whereby there 
is an equitable sharing of revenues and excess 
transportation expenses by the oil companies 
supplying the Atlantic coast area with petro- 
leum products. It was drawn up by the com- 
panies involved and has been approved by 
‘the Office of the Petroleum Coordinator. In 
accordance with this plan, price increases 
totaling 1.2 cents per gallon on gasoline, 0.4 
cent on kerosene, range oil, and No. 1 fuel 
oil; 0.6 cent per gallon on gas, oil, or other 
distillate fuel oils; and 45 cents per barrel 
on heavy fuel oil were approved by this Office 
prior to the general maximum price regula- 
tion issued on April 28, 1942. These price in- 
creases have been designed to provide revenue 
to compensate the participants in the so- 
called pool for the extra transportation 
expenses which they will incur. It has been 
estimated, on an assumption of tank-car 
movements into the Atlantic coast district of 
600,000 barrels daily, that these price increases 
may contribute approximately %195,000,000 
annually to the pool. The companies par- 
ticipating in this plan are credited by the 
pool with the amount of extra transportation 
expenses incurred by each, and are debited 
by the pool to the extent of each company’s 
sales of the specified petroleum products mul- 
tiplied by the applicable price increase. This 
pooling operation covers all overland move- 
ments of petroleum and petroleum products, 
including those by inland waterways and 
pipe line. 

As remaining tankers are diverted from 
Atlantic-coast shipments to other destina- 
tions, overland shipments are likely to in- 
crease in volume. This will increase the 
expense which the “pool” must bear. De- 
creased consumption of gasoline under a 
system of rationing will decrease the revenues 
which will be contributed to the “pool.” The 
result is likely to be a deficit in the “pool’s” 
operations. Since, under the policy of the 
Office of Price Administration, no further 
increases are to be permitted in retail prices, 
it will be necessary to secure funds from the 
- Government with which to absorb these 
deficits. The “pooling” arrangement pro- 
vides for a monthly audit by Price-Water- 
house of the operations of the “pool.” We 
propose to ask the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation for such funds as may be neces- 
sary to take care of the monthly deficits en- 
countered, 

II. OCEAN-BORNE SHIPMENTS OF PETROLEUM AND 
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS 


These shipments fall into two categories: 
Tankers of 3.000 deadweight tons or more; 
tankers of less than 3,000 deadweight tons, 
barges, tugs, etc. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


(1) Tankers of 3,000 deadweight tons 

As we understand it, the War Shipping Ad- 
ministration has taken over for operation 
all tankers in excess of 3,000 deadweight 
tons. We are, therefore, requesting that the 
War Shipping Administration deliver pe- 
troleum products in such tankers as remain 
in operation via the Gulf coast and the 
Atlantic coast at a cost to the shipper not 
in excess of that prevailing under the char- 
ter rates fixed by the Maritime Commission 
effective January 20, 1942; viz, gasoline and 
kerosene, 40 cents per barrel, heating oil, 42 
cents per barrel, heavy fuel oil, 48 cents per 
barrel. If this plan is followed it will sim- 
plify very greatly the administration of sub- 
sidies to cover the extra cost of these move- 
ments. 

In addition to the Gulf-east coast move- 
ment, there may be numerous other tanker 
movements for which similar arrangements 
should be provided; namely, from California 
to Washington and Oregon ports; cross Guif 
movements; movements from California to 
Hawaii; from the Gulf and other ports to 
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands; from 
California to Alaska, and other tanker move- 
ments to Territories and possessions. We 
recommend for such movements that the 
War Shipping Administration absorb the cost 
in excess of the norma: or basic rates before 
surcharges were imposed by the Maritime 
Commission. 


(2) Movements by tankers of less than 3,000 
deadweight tons, barges, tugs, ete. 


For the absorption of increased transpor- 
tation cost on these movements there are 
two alternatives: 

(a) We may ask Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation to furnish funds to subsidize 
consignees for ‘he difference in transporta- 
tion costs now prevailing on such shipments 
and those prevailing October 1-15, 1941. This 
plan would necessitate determination of a 
normal rate for that period. The Office of 
Price Administration is willing to undertake 
the responsibility for such a determination, 
Since the rates for such shipments are not 
subject to Government. regulation, this 
method of handling increased costs will re- 
sult in difficult problems of control. While 
these are not insuperable, it will greatly 
simplify administration if the War Shipping 
Administration should requisition vessels of 
this class. 

(b) We therefore urge that the War Ship- 
Ping Administration requisition boats of this 
class and that it establish rates for tankers 
between specific points not in excess of those 
prevailing during the period of October 1-15, 
1941, The Office of Price Administration is 
willing to assume responsibility for the de- 
termination of the normal rates of this 
period. ' 

CONCLUSION 

If the above program is carried out it will 
solve the problem occasioned by increased 
cost of transportation of petroleum products 
to deficit areas in such a manner as to leave 
undisturbed the price schedules which we 
have established. 

GEORGE W. STOCKING, 
Assistant Administrator, 
Division of Fuels. 
May 8, 1942. 
MEMORANDUM 


To: D. F. Houlihan, Director of Fiscal Affairs, 
War Shipping Administration, 

From: George W. Stocking. : 

Subject: Transportation subsidy on coal 
shipped to New England. 

In accordance with your suggestion, we are 
submitting herewith proposed plans for tak- 
ing care of increased transportation cost of 
coal shipped through New York Harbor or to 
New England. 

As you know, our price schedules for solid 
fuels are based upon prices prevailing prior 
to January 1, 1942, Since that date, cost of 
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shipping coal to New England has advanced 
substantially, due primarily to enemy sub- 
marine campaign off the Atlantic coast. This 
has not only increased the cost of marine 
shipments by reason of sharply higher war- 
risk-insurance rates, bonuses to seamen, and 
slower movements of coal, but it has diverted 
traffic to railways at substantially higher cost 
than that previously prevailing for tidewater 
movements. These increased costs of trans- 
portation are of such magnitude that if our 
price schedules are to be maintained it is 
necessary for the United States Government 
to provide means of absorbing them. 

The problem of subsidizing wartime in- 
creases in cost of transporting coal thus in- 
volves two major aspects: i 

I. Shipments of coal which wìll continue to 
move by tidewater but at higher costs. 

II. Shipments of coal which would nor- 
mally move by tidewater but which, because 
of inadequacy of tidewater facilities to meet 
wartime demands, must now be shipped by 
rail at a much higher cost, 

Our proposals for relieving coal receivers of 
these increased transportation costs so that 
our price schedules may be maintained in 
New England are as follows: 


I. TIDEWATER MOVEMENTS 


These movements fall into two subcate- 
gories: (a) Shipments by cargo boats of 1,000 
gross tons or more; and (b) shipments in 
smaller vessels, tugs, and barges. 


(a) Shipments in cargo boats of 1,000 gross 
tons or over 


It is our understanding that beginning May 
16, 1942, the War Shipping Administration 
will take over the operation of all colliers 
with a capacity of 1,000 gross tons or more. 
We are requesting the War Shipping Admin- 
istration to undertake to deliver coal in these 
vessels to New England at a cost for marine 
transportation to the consignee not higher 
than that which prevailed during the period 
December 15-31, 1941. As we understand. it, 
this will involve the establishment of a nom- 
inal rate on cargo insurance which is nor- 
mally paid by the consignee and a “standard” 
or “normal” ocean-freight rate equivalent to 
that prevailing during the period December 
15-31, 1941. The Office of Price Administra- 
tion is willing to assume responsibility for 
the determination of this normal rate. If 
this program is carried out, it will eliminate 
necessity of granting any cash subsidies to 
consignees who receive tidewater coal shipped 
in vessels of this class, and will, therefore, 
greatly simplify the problem of administra- 
tion. 

(b) Shipments in smaller vessels, tugs, and 
barges 

If boats of this class engaged in coal trans- 
portation should continue to be operated by 
their private owners, it is our plan to subsi- 
dize receivers of coal who use such facilities 
to the extent of the increased cost which has 
occurred in this method of transportation 
since December 15-31, 1941. Under this plan, 
‘we could hope to secure funds for this pur- 
pose from the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration. It is our understanding that the 
rates charged for transportation by vessels 
and barges of this class have been free from 
public regulation. This fact will create a 
problem in the granting of subsidies to re- 
ceivers of coal since there is no check on the 
rates which the operators of such boats 
might charge. This obstacle, while by no 
means insuperable, would be eliminated en- 
tirely if the War Shipping Administration 
were to requisition these boats and establish 
a normal rate for coal shipments. 

Accordingly, we strongly urge the War 
Shipping Administration to requisition boats 
of this class which are used in coal traffic. 
This would permit the operation of a plan 
along the lines contemplated in connection 
with larger vessels. It would simplify ad- 
ministration and would, in all probability, 
cost the Government less. If this plan is 
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adopted, the War Shipping Administration 
would establish for water movements in ves- 
sels of this class, a normal rate equivalent 
to the average rate prevailing in December 
1941, The Office of Price Administration is 
willing to assume the responsibility for de- 
termining this normal rate. Under this 
plan, it may still be necessary to secure some 
funds from the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration for subsidies to absorb the differ- 
ence in cost, if any, of transportation by this 
class of vessels and the cost involved where 
vessels of the larger category were formerly 
used, or where a cheaper route was formerly 
available, 
II. RAIL SHIPMENTS 

Where cost of transporting coal has been 
increased above the December level by rea- 
son of the use of rail facilities in lieu of ocean 
shipments, we propose to secure funds from 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation with 
which to subsidize such increased cost. The 
amount of the subsidy in case of any ship- 
ment by rail will be the published rail 
freight rate to the destination minus the 
following: 

(i) Rail rate to the tidewater dumping 
point. 

(11) Normal ocean freight in December 
1941 as determined by the Office of Price 
Adrainistration for the War Shipping Board. 

(iit) Average cargo insurance rate, if any, 
paid by consignee in December 1941. 

(iv) Discharging charge at destination. 

(v) Cheapest rail rate for back haul to 
inland destination point. 

The amount of subsidy on rail movements 
will be computed in advance by the Office of 
Price Administration for each destination in 
the affected territory. Applicants for sub- 
sidies will be required to submit to the Office 
of Price Administration, under oath, paid 
railroad freight bills and pertinent informa- 
tion concerning their past practices in con- 
nection with coal purchases and the kind, 
size, and origin of coal for which subsidies 
are requested, Under this plan, the Office 
of Price Administration, after a careful check 
and audit of the data submitted, will certify 
the amount of the subsidy and the identity 
of the payee to the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, which will thereupon make pay- 
ment, 

You will observe that if the foregoing pro- 
gram is put into operation we will have 
solyed completely the problem occasioned by 
increased transportation costs to New York 
and New England receivers of coal normally 
dependent upon coal moved by tidewater, 
without a disturbance of the price schedules 
which have been established, and without 
impeding the essential flow of coal to this 
area. 

GEORGE W. STOCKING, 
Exutsir B ! 
OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATIO; 
Washington, D: C., May 14, 1942, 
Admiral Emory. LAND,- 
War SIARA At Administration, 
Washington, D.C. 

My DEAR ADMIRAL LAND: The Government's 
wartime program against inflation is jeopard- 
ized in connection with bituminous coal 
moved to New York and New England re- 
ceivers located along the Atlantic seaboard. 
Under normal conditions, this movement ap- 
proximated, in the aggregate, some 20,000,000 
tons annually, of which about 60 percent was 
transported from the southern fields by a 
combination rail and tidewater movement via 
Hampton Roads, the balance chiefly by rail 
from central Pennsylvania. It is reliably es- 
timated that in 1943 this movement will have 
to be increased to from 26,000,000 to 28,000,000 
tons to meet the demands of the Nation’s war- 
time industrial program. 

Because of the serious emergency created 
by enemy submarine activity along the At- 
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lantic coast, the cost of transporting bitumi- 
nous coal by water has increased drastically 
since January 1, 1942, In addition, because 
of the severe curtailment in marine trans- 
portation facilities, an increasingly greater 
proportion of the coal must be shipped all- 
rail at a transportation cost substantially 
exceeding the cost for a combined rail and 
tidewater movement via Hampton Roads, 
prior to the first of this year. 

The maximum prices established by the 
Office of Price Administration for the sale of 
solid fuel are predicated upon price leveis 
prevailing pridr to January 1, 1942. The 
maintenance of this ceiling is a vital part of 
the Government's general program to stabilize 
production costs, prices, and the cost of living. 
That program is essential to make available 
for the production of war material all the 
industrial resources of the country. In order 
that this ceiling may be maintained, it is 
imperative that New York and New England 
purchasers of solid fuel who normally depend 
upon southern coal moved by tidewater be 
relieved of the heavy burden of the added 
transportation costs to which they are now 
subject. Otherwise, the movement of bitumi- 
nous coal to the affected territory will be 
curtailed and the war production program 
will be seriously impeded. 

The foregoing has been the subject of con- 
siderable discussion between representatives 
of the Office of Price Administration, the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation, and the 
War Shipping Administration. 

It has been agreed in these discussions that 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation will 
furnish the funds n to assure com- 
pensatory adjustments to purchasers of coal 
who incur unusual and extra wartime trans- 
portation costs of the kind outlined above. 

It has also been agreed in these discussions 
that, in the interest of the over-all program 
both to prevent inflation and at the same 
time continue the movement of solid fuels to 
New York and New England, the War Ship- 
ping Administration will undertake, insofar 
as bituminous coal is moved after May 17, 
1942, in vessels operated by it, to assure that 
the total cost of transporting that coal does 
not exceed the amount specified by the Office 
of Price Administration as essential to its 
program. The Office of Price Administration 
will undertake the responsibility of specify- 
ing rates necessary for this purpose. This 
will be specified at once, subject to such sub- 
sequent revisions as may be dictated by expe- 
rience. - 

In view of the imminence of the effective 
date of the maximum prices applicable to 
solid fuels and the urgent need of facilitating 
the essential flow of solid fuel to the affected 
territory, it is of the utmost importance that 
an announcement of the Government’s plan 
regarding the absorption of abnormal costs 
of transporting bituminous coal be made at 
the earliest: possible moment. Accordingly, 
will you kindly confirm our of 
the mutual 
Administration and the War Shipping Ad- 
ministration? 

Very truly yours, 
LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator, 


— 


Exner C 
OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1942. 
Admiral EMORY LAND, 
Director, War Shipping Administration, 
Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR ADMIRAL Lanp: I am writing this 
pursuant to our mutual program to have the 
Government absorb wartime increases in the 
cost of transporting bituminous coal by tide- 
water to receivers in the New York Harbor 
area and along the New England coast. 

Attached hereto is a schedule of marine 
transportation rates reflecting those prevail- 


understanding: 
of the Office:of Price” 
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ing during the last 2 weeks in December 
1941, which the Office of Price Administration 
requests the War Shipping Administration to 
maintain on bituminous coal transported in 
colliers operated under the jurisdiction of 
the War Shipping Administration. These 
rates have already been reviewed by members 
oí your staff, after presentation by repre- 
sentatives of this Office. 

Will you please confirm our understanding 
that the War Shipping Administration will 
establish these rates not later than May 18, 
1942? 

Very sincerely yours, 
LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator, 


OFFICE or PRICE ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. C. 
COLLIER RATES ON BITUMINOUS COAL FROM 


HAMPTON ROADS, VA., TO DESTINATIONS INDI- 
CATED BELOW (RATES PER TON OF 2,240 


POUNDS) 
Destination: Collier rate 
Long Island Sound ports *_-----.. $0. 85 
Boston, Mass., group *............ 1.00 


Portsmouth, N. H., and Portland, 
BERING, | KOU 3e nn creme 1.15 
Ports east of Portland, Maine *_._. 
Thames River ports above New 
AE SN AAE REN tiaras 
New York Harbor *. 
1Includes Bridgeport, Groton, New xen 
New London, and Stamford, Conn.; Newport 
and Providence, R. I.; Fall River, New Bed- 

ford, and Somerset, Mass. 

2Includes Beverly, Boston, Charlestown, 
East Boston, Everett, Lynn, Plymouth, Salem, 
South Boston, and Weymouth, Mass. 

“Includes Gloucester and Newburyport, 
Mass.; Portsmouth, N., H,, and Portland, 
Maine. 

Includes Bath, Belfast, Bucksport, East- 
port, Rockland, Sandy Point, and Searsport, 
Maine, 

* Includes Allyns Point, Montville, and Nor- 
wich, Conn. 

* All points within harbor limits, including 
Kearney and South Kearney, N. J. 

Rates as named above to include dumping 
and/or trimming charges at Hampton Roads, 
and war-risk insurance. 


Exuisit D 


Wak SHIPPING ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, May 16, 1942. 
Mr, LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator, 
Office of Price Administration, 
Washington, D.C. 
Dear Mr, Henperson: This is in reply to 
your two letters dated May 14, 1942, concern- 
ing the establishment of freight rates for 
coal on colliers, the use of which was requi- 
sitioned by this Administration on April 18 
and 19, at levels reflecting those prevailing 
during the last 2 weeks in December-1941- 
Inasmuch as you have advised me that the 
establishment of the freight rates suggested 
in your letter will enable the Office of Price’ 
Adminstration to maintain its ceilings on the 
selling price of bituminous coal predicated 
upon price levels prevailing prior to January 
1, 1942; that the maintenance of this ceiling 
is a vital part of the Government’s general 
program to stabilize production costs, prices, 
and the cost of living; and that the program 
is essential to make available for the produc- 
tion of war material all the industrial 
resources of the country, I shall be very 
pleased to establish freight rates for the col- 
liers requisitioned by this Administration at 
the levels you suggest. Such rates will be 
made effective May 18, 1942. 
Sincerely yours, 
D. P. HOULIHAN, 
For E. S. LAND, 
Administrator, 


/ 
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Exnisir E 
OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATION, 
f Washington, May 18, 1942, 
Admiral Emory LAND, 
War Shipping Administration, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR ApMirat LAND: The program of the 
Government to prevent inflation is jeopard- 
ized in conection with the movement of 
petroleum and petroleum products to the 
east coast from the Culf coast as well as 
movements in other parts of the country, 
particularly to the Pacific Northwest from 
the State of California. Under normal con- 
ditions the movement to the east coast from 
the Gulf in the aggregate is approximately 
a million and a half barrels a day. This 
constitutes about 95 percent of the normal 
use of petroleum products in some 18 eastern- 
seaboard States. The movement by water 
from California to the Pacific coast is 
approximately 150,000 barrels per day. 

Due to the serious emergency created by 
the diversion of tankers beginning as early 
as last summer and the submarine activity 
along the Atlantic coast, the amount of 
petroleum products moved to the east coast 
by water has been drastically diminished in 
recent months. In an effort to meet the 
minimum requirements of the eastern-sea- 
board States for petroleum products for civil- 
ian and war purposes, rail facilities haye been 
substituted in large part for water transpor- 
tation for the movement of both crude oil 
and petroleum products, but a substantial 
proportion continues to move by water. The 
movements to the Pacific Northwest are cur- 
rently being maintained at a considerable 
rate. 

As a result of these circumstances, the 
costs of ocean-borne transportation of petro- 
leum and petroleum products have increased 
substantially. The United States Maritime 
Commission took cognizance of this fact when 
it increased the basic voyage charter rates 
established by it on January 20 by surcharges 
ranging from 100 to 200 percent of the basic 
rates. In April the costs of tanker movement 
from the Gulf to the east coast north of Cape 
Hatteras had increased to about 85 cents per 
barrel in excess of the basic charter rates, 
mainly because of the war-risk insurance 
expenses. These increased costs constitute 
a serious threat to the price ceilings estab- 
lished on petroleum preducts. 

We are therefore requesting that the War 
Shipping Administration assume, retroactive 
to the date April 20, 1942, when the War Ship- 
ping Administration took over the operation 
of tankers in excess of 3,000 dead-weight tons, 
all costs of the movement of crude petroleum 
and petroleum products in such tankers into 
the United States and between coastal and 
tidewater points in continental United States 
over and above the basic maximum charter 
rates established by the United States Mari- 
time Commission on January 20, or in effect 
on that date. “For transportation of petro- 
leum and petroleum products from the Gulf 
to the east coast the following should be 
considered the basic charter rates per barrel 
to be charged shippers: 40 cents for gasoline 
and kerosene, 42 cents for light fuel oil, 43 
cents for 30° gravity crude oil or under, and 
48 cents for heavy crude and residual fuel oils. 

Where no charter rates have been estab- 
lished and for such petroleum supply points 
as Venezuela, Aruba, Curacao, etc., to the 
continental United States, we understand 
that the United States Maritime Commission 
will set charter rates predicated upon basic 
rates in effect.on January 20. 

We have discussed with your office the 
necessity of establishing similar arrangements 
on shipments of petroleum and petroleum 
products to all our island possessions where 
prices are subjected to the control of this 
Office. We understand that after this matter 
has been further investigated rates to the 
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shippers mutually satisfactory to the War 
Shipping Administration and to the Office 
of Price Administration will be established, 
and all costs in excess of these rates are to 
be borne by the War Shipping Administration. 

The Office of Price Administration has 
established as maximum prices for the sale 
of petroleum products the prices generally 
prevailing between October 1-15, 1941, 
with the exception that substantial increases 
have been permitted in the Eastern Sea- 
board States in order to permit the industry 
to recover extra transportation costs in- 
curred in the movement of petroleum prod- 
ucts by rail to this area, The maintenance 
of these maximum prices is a vital part of 
the Government’s general program to sta- 
bilize production costs, prices, and the cost 
of living. This program is essential to make 
available for the production of war material 
all the industrial resources of the country. 
In order to accomplish this objective, it is 
of the utmost importance that those com- 
panies concerned with the movement of 
petroleum to various parts of the country be 
relieved by the heavy burden of the added 
war risk and increased marine transporta- 
tion expenses. Unless this is done, the 
movement of petroleum products which has 
already been curtailed will be further im- 
peded, and the war-production program will 
be seriously impaired. 

In view of the importance of maintaining 
the maximum prices heretofore applicable 
to petroleum products and the urgent need 
of facilitating the essential flow of these 
products to the affected territories in var- 
ious parts of the country, it is of the ut- 
most importance that an announcement be 
made at the earliest possible moment of the 
Government's plan regarding the absorption 
of abnormal costs of transporting petroleum 
products. 

We should, therefore, greatly appreciate 
confirmation of our understanding of this 
mutual undertaking of the Office of Price 
Administration and the War Shipping Ad- 
ministration. 

Sincerely yours, 
N HENDERSON, 
Administrator. 


Exutsir F 
War SHIPPING ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, May 19, 1942. 
Mr. LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator, Office of Price 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. HENDERSON: This is in reply to 
your letter of May 18, 1942, concerning rates 
to be established by this Administration for 
the transportation of petroleum products. 

In view of the fact that you consider the 
establishment of such rates to be essential to 
make available for the production of war 
material all of the industrial resources of 
the country, I shall be pleased to cooperate 
with you in establishing such rates. 

On the second page of your letter you re- 
quest the War Shipping Administration to 
establish the suggested rates retroactive to 
April 20, 1942, “when the War Shipping Ad- 
ministration took over the operation of tank- 
ers in excess of 3,000 deadweight tons.” 
Your attention is called to the fact that while 
the telegrams requisitioning these vessels 
were sent out on April 18, 1942, the requisi- 
tions only became effective upon this Admin- 
istration accepting delivery of the vessels in 
question. Very few of these deliveries were 
accepted on April 20; most of them were ac- 
cepted subsequent to April 20, 1942. 

Accordingly we are fixing our rates as of 
April 20, 1942, with respect to all vessels time 
chartered to or requisitioned by the War 
Shipping Administration as of that date. 
With respect to all other vessels, the rates will 
be retroactive to the date subsequent to April 
20, 1942, when the War Shipping Administra- 
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tion actually accepted delivery of the indi- 
vidual vessels. 
Sincerely yours, 
D. F. HOULIHAN, 
For E. S. LAND, 
Administrator, 


Exuisir G 


OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. C. 
Admiral Emory LAND, 
War Shipping Administration, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR ADMIRAL Lanp: On May 18 this Office 
requested your agency to restore basic char- 
ter rates in effect on January 20 for the 
movement by water of petroleum and petro- 
leum products to all points of the conti- 
nental United States. This request, which 
was granted by the War Shipping Adminis- 
tration, was made as part of a program of 
maintaining the maximum prices heretofore 
established by this Office for all commodi- 
ties including petroleum and petroleum 
products, 

It was our understanding that under this 
arrangement, your office would assume all 
costs of the movement of crude petroleum 
and petroleum products in requisitioned 
tankers into the United States and between 
coastal and tidewater points in the conti- 
nental United States over and above the 
basic maximum charter rates established by 
the United States Maritime Commission on 
January 20, or in effect on that date. We 
understand, however, that you have not in- 
terpreted this to include war-risk insurance 
on cargoes. 

Because of the very great importance. of 
this matter to the success of our effort to 
prevent inflation and its relationship to the 
war efforts of the National Government, we 
are, therefore, requesting that as an emer- 
gency measure war-risk insurance on car- 
goes be reduced to the levels prevailing on 
January 20, 1942. Unless this is done, the 
movement of petroleum products which has 
already been curtailed will be further im- 
peded, the war-production program will be 
seriously impaired, and the maximum price 
regulations established by this Office will be 
threatened. 

Sincerely yours, 
LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator. 


Exuisit H 


War SHIPPING ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, June 2, 1942. 
Mr. LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator, Office of Price 
Administration, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. HENDERSON: Reference is made to 
your letter of June 2, 1942, requesting that 
the War Shipping Administration provide 
war-risk insurance on cargoes of petroleum 
products shipped by tankers to United States 
ports at level of war-risk insurance rates pre- 
vailing on January 20, 1942, for the reasons 
therein set forth. 

Upon the basis of the information and 
recommendations submitted by you, the Ad- 
ministrator has determined that the provi- 
sion of such insurance upon the basis re- 
quested by you would be of material benefit 
to the domestic economy of the United States, 
The Administrator is, therefore, prepared to 
provide war-risk insurance at such rates effec- 
tive with respect to all insurances negotiated 
with the Administration on and after today’s 
date. 

In view of the fact that such insurance 
will be provided at substantially below cost, 
we assume that your Administration will 
take steps to insure that the full benefit of 
such rates is refiected in the ultimate price 
structure. 

We regret there was a misunderstanding 
regarding the reduction in war-risk cargo in- 
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surance at the time that it was agreed we 
should reduce the freight rates on petroleum 
products to the levels of January 20, 1942. 
This is understandable in view of the speedy 
way in which the transaction was consum- 
mated, 
Sincerely yours, 
E. S. LAND, 
Administrator, 


EXHIBIT I 
WAR SHIPPING ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, June 2, 1942. 
Mr. LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator, Office of Price 
Administration, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. HENDERSON: I am writing you in 
connection with the action taken by the War 
Shipping Administration on May 16, 1942, in 
reducing freight rates on coal carried from 
Hampton Roads to New York, and points east 
thereof; our action of May 19, 1942, in reduc- 
ing freight rates on petroleum products im- 
ported into the United States or d 
between United States ports; and our action 
of today’s date in reducing war risk insur- 
ance rates on such cargoes of petroleum 
products. 

These steps, which represent substantial 
subsidies to the consignees of such products, 
have been taken solely at the request of 
your Office, and in view of your representa- 
tions as to the immediate urgency of the 
situation and do not at this time constitute 
an established long-range policy of the War 
Shipping Administration, I have agreed 
promptly to your requests, with the under- 
standing that full responsibility is being un- 
dertaken by your Administration to insure 
that the benefits flowing from these subsi- 
dies will be refiected in full in the ultimate 
price structure, and will inure to the public 
interest rather than to any private interest. 

Since it is probable that you will request 
additional transportation and insurance sub- 
sidies on various commodities, it would seem 
that your full program in this respect, even 
if only in tentative form, should be sent to 
us as soon as practicabie, in order that we may 
formulate from it a long-range policy. Our 
decision in this respect can be made only 
after full consideration of the principles, im- 
plications, and amounts involved invyour pro- 
gram with respect to such subsidies on the 
concept of the administration and Congress 
in regard to these subsidies. Purthermore, it 
may be desirable that all subsidies granted 
for the purpose of maintaining the frozen 
price levels be centralized in one agency in 
order that the full costs thereof be readily 
available to the proper authorities, rather 
than that they be assumed by several agen- 
cies and, as in the case of the War Shipping 
Administration, be consequently hidden. I 
would appreciate your comments on this lat- 
ter point. 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield now to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. DEWEY]. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I have lis- 
tened to the words of my distinguished 
colleague from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN], 
end I agree with him that one of the 
main battles on the home front is the 
defeat of any inflationary tendencies. 

Cost what it may in the form of ap- 
propriations for an adequate and ef- 
ficient staff for the administration of the 
Price Control Act, it will probably be 
money well spent. 

I have, however, one reservation, and 
in mentioning it I believe that most of 
the members of the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee, of which I am a mem- 
ber, will agree. It was this committee 
that sat for 4 months during the summer 
of 1941, and, after listening to many wit- 
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nesses and to Mr. Henderson, himself, 
reported the Price Control Act to the 
House. 

My reservation is that there just could 
not be enough money appropriated for 
the administration of the act unless the 
people of the United States are sympa- 
thetic to it. Without such public sym- 
pathy, it might reach the absurd propor- 
tions of hiring every other one to police 
his neighbor. 

I think Mr. Henderson is a man of 
capacity and capabilities, but I hope in 
the choice of his subordinates he will find 
men of experience and knowledge in the 
different phases of our national economy, 
over which they will have great control, 
and I hope, further, that he, himself, will 
demonstrate that he wishes to be the 
champion of the people rather than an 
economic dictator. 

I, therefore, shall support the confer- 
ence report which has increased the 
original amount of $75,000,000 to $120,- 
000,000 for the Office of the Price Admin- 
istrator. In doing this I am appealing 
to Mr. Henderson and his staff to do 
everything within their power for a pub- 
lic understanding of their activities. If 
the public has this understanding, it will 
cooperate. This is an American habit. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ric]. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I was very 
much interested in what the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CELLER] just said 
about greenbacks. He said they were no 
good and worse than that, and I wonder 
what is going to happen to the American 
dollar bill. I think after awhile it will 
be worth much less than the greenbacks 
were, unless you do different than you are 
now doing. This is particularly so when 
you look at the Treasury statement of 
July 13 and should find that you are 
$2,138,128,000 in the red since July 1. I 
ask you, how long are you going to keep 
it up and I ask you, also, where are you 
going to get the money? 

You are talking about Mr. Henderson 
regulating the price of commodities, 
Here is a newspaper article which ap- 
peared yesterday and I quote from it— 

War production was harassed by a total of 
192 strikes during the month of June as 
compared with 144 during May, a continua- 
tion of an upward trend which started early 
this year, the War Labor Board disclosed 
yesterday. 


The fact of the matter is, if you are 
going to regulate prices by spending all 
this money when you know it is not going 
to be used wisely, you are not going to get 
anywhere, for you have to pass legisla- 
tion putting a ceiling on wages, and you 
have to regulate everything that goes into 
the cost of an article whether it is grown 
on the farm or manufactured. There 
is no use of your fooling yourselves, or 
trying to fool the people any longer by 
thinking that you can give Mr. Hender- 
son $120,000,000 and that therefore he 
will be able to do the job. You do not 
need to think that he is going to be able 
to do a lot more with $120,000,000 than 
you ought to do with your own little 
brains, because it is going to take brains 
to do this, not money. You cannot regu- 
late prices unless you regulate everything 
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that goes into the cost of the article. 
So do not fool the people any longer, you. 
have been doing it long enough. 

You cannot regulate manufactured 
products without knowing the cost of 
labor. You cannot regulate the prices 
of farm produce unless you know the cost 
of labor. Now, if you are going to regu- 
late, then regulate everybody and every- 
thing, that is the only way you can do it. 
It cannot be done by force half as well 
as by appealing to the patriotism of the 
American people. 

The American people will be led a great 
deal better than they will be driven. 
The American people are patriotic. The 
American people want to continue their 
freedom under the Constitution. The 
American people do not want a dictator. 
A dictator they are getting, however, 
under the New Deal. 

Stop it, stop it now, I warn you, 

OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATOR 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
know of a man in the United States who 
is better qualified to enforce this law 
than Leon Henderson. Any man in his 
position will be unpopular until the peo- 
ple become fully informed of the facts. 
This attack on Mr. Henderson is a subtle 
attack on the War Production Board and 
an attack upon the President of the 
United States. When we passed the dec- 
laration of war resolutions against Japan 
and against Germany the concluding 
sentence was, after the declaration of 
war part, “and to bring the conflict to 
a successful termination, all of the re- 
sources of the country are hereby 
pledged by the Congress of the United 
States.” 

ALL RESOURCES OF GOVERNMENT TURNED OVER TO 
PRESIDENT 


So we have turned over all of the re- 
sources of the country to the President 
to prosecute this war. The President is 
trying to use those resources in the inter- 
est of the people. He has set up the War 
Production Board. Donald Nelson is the 
chief, and he is a good one. The War 
Production Board is responsible, if any- 
one is responsible, but in the end the 
President of the United States is re- 
sponsible, and he is not trying to evade 
responsibility for the rationing. Who 
does this rationing? Of course, Mr. Hen- 
derson is abused for putting into effect 
rationing of oil on the Atlantic seaboard. 
He did not put it into effect. Why abuse 
him? The War Production Board put 
it into effect. Donald Nelson, the Sec- 
retary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, 
the Secretary of Commerce, and many 
others constitute that Board. They 
unanimously voted to put it into effect 
and turned it over to Mr. Henderson to 
administer. Mr. Henderson is abused 
for rationing sugar. Who put the sugar 
rationing into effect? The War Produc- 
tion Board. Who appointed the War 
Production Board? The President of the 
United States. Who caused him to do 
it? The Congress of the United States. 

ATTACK ON THE PRESIDENT 

So this is nothing more nor less than 
a subtle attack not on Mr. Henderson— 
it is not subtle on him, but it is a subtle 
attack on the War Production Board and 
the President of the United States. 
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beets mind, this Congress should be 
. glad A Eo a In EA A DRAR, 
We passed a law asking the President 
stop infiation; not to have any infia- 
tion in this country. How can we ex- 
pect him to carry it out after pledging 
him all the resources of this Nation, un- 
less we give him the money that he 
wants? He wanted $161,000,000. The 
House cut it down to $75,000,000. 

The Senate and the conferees made 
it $120,000,000. It is my humble belief 
that we will receive more money in diyi- 
dends, if you want to call them dividends, 
for the appropriation of this $120,000,000 
than any other similar money that this 
Congress will appropriate. For every 
dollar we use to cut down the cost of 
living and keep prices in line the Ameri- 
can people will receive in dividends from 
$25 to $50, and perhaps more than that. 

So I hope this report is adopted. 

The resolution of the Congress declar- 
ing War on Japan, December 8, 1941, 
and on Germany and Italy December 11, 
1941, are as follows: 


Whereas the Imperial Government of Japan 
has committed repeated acts of war against 
the Government and the people of the United 
States of America: Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That the state of war be- 
tween the United States and the Imperial 
Government of Japan which has thus been 
thrust upon the United States Is hereby 
formally deciared; and that the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
employ the entire naval and military forces 
of the United States and the resources of 
the Government to carry on war against the 
Imperial Government of Japan; and to bring 
the conflict to a successful termination all of 
the resOurces of the country are hereby 
pledged by the Congress of the United States. 


Sa 


Whereas the Government of Germany has 
formally declared war against the Govern- 
ment and the people of the United States of 
America: Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That the state of war be- 
tween the United States and the Government 
of Germany, which has thus been thrust 
upon the United States, is hereby formally 
declared; and the President is hereby author- 
ized and directed to employ the entire naval 
and military forces of the United States and 
the resources of the Government to carry on 
war against the Government of Germany; 
and, to bring the conflict to a successful ter- 
mination, all of the resources of the coun- 
try are hereby pledged by the Congress of 
the United States. 


Whereas the Government of Italy has 
formally declared war against the Govern- 
ment and the people of the United States of 
America: Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That the state of war be- 
tween the United States and the Government 
of Italy, which has thus been thrust upon 
the United States, is hereby formally de- 
clared; and the President is hereby author- 
ized and directed to employ the entire naval 
and military forces of the United States and 
the resources of the Government to carry 
on war against the Government of Italy; and, 
to bring the conflict to a successful termina- 
tion, all of the resources of the country are 
hereby pledged by the Congress of the United 
States. 


{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. Murpock] such time as 
he may desire. 
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Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, if nec- 
essary to prevent today such a rise in 
the cost of living as. occurred in the last 
World War, we appropriate a quarter 
of a billion dollars, it would be cheap 
at that price. I favor the appropria- 
tion of $120,000,000 for this work, as I 
think it may certainly cost that much, 
ir the way we are now attempting to 
do it, and it may cost more, If it ac- 
tually requires more money, we should 
not hesitate to enlarge on this $120,- 
000,000. It is about as vital to our na- 
tional well-being to safeguard our stand- 
ard of living as it is to defend our shores 
against the foreign foe. 

We seem ail agreed on the need of 
price control but differ as to the best 
method, Personally I do not think Mr. 
Leon Henderson’s plan is the best or most 
effective one. However, we have em- 
barked upon this course and it may be 
better to give it a fair trial rather than 
to change even to a better method. If 
I were doing it, I would cover more items 
and call for a greater degree of coopera- 
tion of the buying public. But I am not 
doing it, except to cooperate with the 
Price Administrator. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. BENNETT] such time as he 
may desire. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, when 
the price-control bill passed the House 
last November, I cast my vote in opposi- 
tion to the measure. My action at that 
time was due to my belief that in order 
to be effective, price control must be 
general in its application. The bill as 
passed gives the Price Administrator 
limited powers. The Chief Executive 
opposed any provision in the bill that 
would regulate wages. He desired to 
handle the matter of wages in his own 
way with the result that the pay of hun- 
dreds of thousands of workers, who were 
already well compensated, have been ma- 
terially increased. All of us like to see 
the Nation’s workers well paid. Labor 
equals about 75 percent of the cost of 
many necessary articles and it is foolish 
to think that wholesalers and retailers 
can sell merchandise at the same price 
that they received under low wages when 
wages are high. 

Some of us have been severely criti- 
cized by the press because we have in- 
sisted upon parity for the farmer. If the 
people will take the trouble to investigate 
prices now received by the farmers for 
their products and the prices that the 
farmers pay for their shoes, clothing, and 
farm implements and machinery, they 
will understand that the farmer has not 
been selfish in his claims. They will know 
that the farmer and his friends in this 
body have asked for a square deal and 
nothing more. 

Mr. Speaker, all of us fear inflation, 
all of us like to see our friends in busi- 
ness and on the farms making liberal 
profits. As the Price Control Act is now 
administered, it is forcing thousands of 
small businesses into bankruptcy, while 
the inflation spiral gradually grows in 
volume and intensity. 

When this bill passed the House, it 
provided for an appropriation of $75,- 
000,000 for the Office of Price Adminis- 
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tration. It comes back to us from the 
conference committee with a provision 
for $120,000,000. Time has proved the 
correctness of my stand last November. 
Price control is not effective under the 
present law and I am unwilling to vote 
for $120,000,000 to carry on the work 
unless I am assured that the law will be 
revised in such a manner as to make 
price control effective. No man can 
make good as Price Administrator under 
the law now in effect. I hope that the 
Chief Executive now realizes this fact 
and that he will make good his promise 
to send a special message to the Con- 
gress recommending a revision of the 
law in such a way as to save the United 
States from the disastrous effects of wild 
inflation. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, in order to keep the record 
straight, I submit a tabulation showing 
the amounts asked and provided for the 
Office of Price Administration: 


Amount originally rquested 

from the Budget.......-._.. $196, 000, 000 
Amount of Budget estimate 

to Congress._.......--..-... 161, 000, 000 
Amount allowed by House bill.. 75, 000, 000 
Amount allowed by Senate 

conme nee S 120, 000, 000 
Amount allowed by the Sen- 

gg ee O EE ES 125, 000, 000 
Amount agreed upon by con- 

TORO ikon nes eae 120, 000, 000 


Mr. Speaker, the amount allowed in 
the bill is $76,000,000 less than the Price 
Administrator originally asked from the 
Bureau of the Budget and it is $41,- 
000,000 less than the amount the Presi- 
dent requested from Congress. 

During the course of the Senate hear- 
ings it was developed that the Adminis- 
trator felt that $140,000,000 was the very 
minimum amount upon which he should 
be required to start operations for the 
year. The amount allowed is $20,000,000 
below this figure. The appropriation 
contained in the bill carries the require- 
ment that it shall not be supplemented 
by allocations from any other appropria- 
tion, so that if the amount supplied in 
the bill proves to be inadequate as the 
administration of the law progresses the 
only source of funds available to him will 
be to apply to Congress through the reg- 
ular channels for supplemental funds. 

The Senate amendment to the O.P. A. 
carried a limitation that none of the 
funds should be used directly or indi- 
rectly for making any subsidy payments. 
The conferees have retained this pro- 
vision in the bill but have stricken out 
the words “directly or indirectly.” The 
limitation is of no force in the bill as it 
was never contemplated that the amount 
requested in the bill for administrative 
purposes would be used for making any 
subsidy payments. The words “directly 
or indirectly,” however, did have possible 
interpretation to prevent the payment of 
any individual employed by O. P. A. from 
cooperating with the Maritime Commis- 
Sion or the R. F. C. in working out trans- 
portation costs in connection with the 
movement of fuel and it was felt that it 
was not intended that the amendment 
should have that effect. 

The Senate also added to the O, P. A. 
appropriation a limitation with respect 
to permitting it from being used to en- 
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force any maximum price or maximum 
prices on any agricultural commodity or 
any commodity processed or manufac- 
tured in whole or substantial part from 
any agricultural commodity unless and 
until section 3 of the Emergency Price 
Control Act is complied with. This 
amendment is brought back to the House 
in disagreement and will come up for 
separate discussion after the conference 
report has been disposed of. 

The amount allowed for the O. P. A. 
seems a satisfactory solution of a very 
controversial question. Everyone agrees 
upon the premise that inflation should 
be controlled and prevented to the ex- 
tent possible. It is not claimed that the 
Price Administration by itself through 
the enforcement of the Price Control 
Act can accomplish that. However, the 
restriction of prices and the restraint of 
rents and the rationing of short com- 
modities is a highly important factor in 
the effort and the Price Administration 
should be given adequate opportunity to 
show what can be accomplished. 

I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand a division. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demandea by Mr. Younc) there 
were—ayes 96, noes 5. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that a quorum is not pres- 
ent, and I challenge the vote on the 
ground that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I ask the 
gentleman not to make that point of 
order at this time. There has been coop- 
eration on both sides of the aisle and 
cooperation on the part of everyone who 
has had anything todo with this, both in 
the committee of conference and in the 
House. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, in view of 
the request made by the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee, I will with- 
draw the point of order. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report 
the first amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 1: Page 2, after title I, 
insert: 

“LEGISLATIVE 
“SENATE 

“For an amount required to increase the 
salaries of three laborers in the Office of the 
Secretary from $1,380 to $1,440 each, fiscal 
year 1943, $180, effective July 1, 1942.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House recede 
and concur in Senate amendment 
numbered 1. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 16: On page 23, in line 
24, insert: “: Provided further, That no part 
of this appropriation shall be used to enforce 
any maximum price or prices on any agricul- 
tural commodity or any commodity processed 
or manufactured in whole or substantial part 
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from any agricultural commodity unless and 
until (1) the Secretary of Agriculture has 
determined and published for such agricul- 
tural commodity the prices specified in sec- 
tion 3 (a) of the Emergency Price Control 
Act of 1942; (2) in case of a comparable price 
for such agricultural commodity, the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture has held public hearings 
and determined and published such com- 
parable price in the manner prescribed by 
section 3 (b) of said act; and (3) the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture has determined after 
investigation and proclaimed that the maxi- 
mum price or prices so established on any 
such agricultural commodity will reflect to 
the producer of such agricultural commodity 
a price in conformity with section 3 (c) of 
said act.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to recede and concur in Sen- 
ate amendment numbered 16 with an 
amendment, which is at the Clerk’s desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lieu of the matter proposed to be in- 
serted by such amendment, insert the fol- 


lowing: “Provided further, That no part of 


this appropriation shall be used to enforce 
any maximum price or prices on any agricul- 
tural commodity or any commodity processed 
or manufactured in whole or substantial part 
from any agricultural commodity unless and 
until (1) the Secretary of Agriculture has de- 
termined and published for such agricultural 
commodity the prices specified in section 3 
(a) of the Emergency Price Control Act of 
1942; (2) in case of a comparable price for 
such agricultural commodity, the Secretary 
of Agriculture has held public hearings and 
determined and published such comparable 
price in the manner prescribea by section 3 
(b) of said act; and (3) the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture has determined after investigation 
and proclaimed that the maximum price or 
prices so established on any such agricultural 
commodity will refiect to the producer of 
such agricultural commodity a price in con- 
formity with section 3 (c) of said act: Pro- 
vided further, That in the case of a maximum 
price or maximum prices heretofore estab- 
lished the provisions of the foregoing proviso 
shall not apply until the expiration of 60 
days after the date of enactment of this act. 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, under the Emergency Price 
Control Act, the Price Administrator is 
forbidden to place ceilings on any farm 
product below the highest of the follow- 
ing four alternative levels: (1) 110 per- 
cent of parity or a comparable price as 
determined and published by the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, (2) the October 1, 
1941, farm price, (3) the December 15, 
1941, farm price, (4) the 1919-29 aver- 
age farm price. 

The Price Administrator is likewise 
forbidden to establish or maintain a ceil- 
ing price on any commodity processed 
or manufactured in whole or substan- 
tial part from any agricultural commod- 
ity, below a price which will reflect to 
the producers of the agricultural com- 
modity a price equal to the highest of 
these four alternatives. 

Under section 2 of the Emergency 
Price Control Act, which relates to the 
buying, selling, and storing of commodi- 
ties, the making of subsidy payments to 
the producers, the regulation of specu- 
lation, hoarding, and so forth, the Price 
Administrator is also forbidden to au- 
thorize any sale or any other disposition 
of any agricultural commodity contrary 
to the provisions of the Agricultural Ad- 
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justment Act of 1938, as amended, or to 
prohibit trading in any agricultural com- 
modity for future delivery, if such trad- 
ing is subject to the provisions of the 
Commodity Exchange Act, as amended, or 
to take any action contrary to the provi- 
sions and purposes of section 3, that no 
agricultural commodity shall be sold 
within the United States pursuant to the 
provisions of this section by any gov- 
ernmental agency at a price below the 
price limits imposed by section 3 (a) of 
this act with respect to such commodity. 

It has been contended that the Office 
of Price Administration has failed to 
carry out these provisions with respect 
to the establishment of maximum prices 
on agricultural commodities and com- 
modities processed or manufactured in 
whole or substantial part from agricul- 
tural commodities. 

Mr. Albert A. Goss, master of the Na- 
tional Grange, appearing for the Grange 
before the House subcommittee, said: 


The Grange favored the provisions of sec- 
tion 3 (e). 

It was our thought that so far as agricul- 
ture was concerned, section 3 gave fairly 
satisfactory assurance of equitable prices and 
placed the responsibility for farm production 
where it belonged, in the Department of 
Agriculture. It was our expectation that the 
Department of Agriculture would review all 
price ceilings affecting agricultural commodi- 
ties or articles manufactured therefrom, to 
determine whether they reflected prices as 
outlined in section 3 (a), and that if they did 
not conform, the Secretary would withhold 
his approval. 

However, as the act has been administered, 
we find that the decisions on articles made 
from agricultural commodities have not been 

e in the Department of Agriculture, and 
derstand that the Price Control Adminis- 
trator interprets the act as limiting the Sec- 
retary’s right of approval to farm commodi- 
ties only and not to articles manufactured in 
substantial part therefrom. Thus, he may 
establish a ceiling on a processed product, 
like ham or bacon, for example, at a figure 
which will make it impossible for the proces- 
sors or dealers to pay the prices as provided 
in section 1 (a), and the Secretary has no 
right to pass upon it. 

The difference in procedure between the 
meastire as we believe the Congress intended 
and as actually put into effect is vital. As 
intended, no ceilings affecting farm prod- 
ucts were to be put into effect until reviewed 
and approved by the Secretary to assure that 
they would not cause food shortages and 
ruin farmers. As practiced, no considera- 
tion is given to the effect on production be- 
fore the ceiling is clamped down and it is 
then up to the farmer to prove damages. 

Granting that the intention of the Price 
Administrator may be above criticism, and 
that he would correct errors when convinced 
that the correction is needed the remedy is 
impractical for most farmers. It is neces- 
sary for the farmer to prove two things: First 
that the prices he receives are below his 
costs; and second, that there is no profiteer- 
ing between the consumer's price and the 
price received by the farmer. In effect, it 
makes the farmer police the profiteering of 
processors and middlemen, the very job the 
Price Administrator is expected to do. This 
may be the easiest way from the standpoint 
of the Price Administrator but it holds grave 
dangers as a threat to our food supply. Food 
is vital and Congress put in certain safe- 
guards to protect it. Under the present 
plan those safeguards are largely circum- 
vented and left ineffective. 


6406 


Mr. Goss’s position was corroborated by 
Mr. Edward A. O’Neal, president of the 
American Farm Bureau Federation, who 
testified: 


As we construe the act and as we believe 
Congress intended it to be carried out, we do 
not believe that the provisions of section 3 
of the act relating to agricultural commodi- 
ties have been fully carried out. 

The provisions of section 3 are definite in 
character. Section 3 requires, among other 
things, that for the purposes of the Price 
Control Act parity prices shall be determined 
and published by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
as authorized by law. The Secretary of Agri- 
culture, prior to the issuance of the over-all 
price-ceiling order on April 28, had not deter- 
mined and published specifically for the pur- 
poses of the Price Control Act a list of the 
parity prices or comparable prices for all of 
the commodities which are affected directly 
or indirectly by this order. For some time 
the Department of Agriculture has been pub- 
lishing parity prices on a small list of agri- 
cultural commodities, and embracing about 
80 commodities. There are a far greater 
number of agricultural commodities on which 
parity or comparable prices had not been offi- 
cially determined and published. Until the 
pary prices or comparable prices of agricul- 

tural commodities affected directly or indi- 
rectly by the over-all ceiling order were deter- 
mined and published as required by the act, 
we do not understand how the Administrator 
could determine whether the over-all price 
order complied with the provisions of sec- 
tion 3, which requires that no ceilings be 
placed on any agricultural commodity or on 
any product thereof so as to refiect back to 
the farmers prices less than the highest of 
the minimum ceilings provided in section 3 
(a), including 110 percent of parity. 

In other words, according to the law, he 
must secure the figures from the Secretary 
of Agriculture before he announces a ceiling 
price. 


The National Council of Farmer Co- 
operatives, the Cooperative Milk Produc- 
ers Federation, the United States Live 
Stock Association, the National Wool 
Growers Association, and the Missouri 
Farmers Association later appeared in 
behalf of the proposition. 

In response to this suggestion, the 
House committee incorporated in its re- 
port the following: 


The committee heard testimony froth rep- 
resentatives of the American Farm Bureau 
Federation and the National Grange in con- 
nection with the administration of the 
Emergency Price Control Act of 1942. These 
gentlemen called attention to the provisions 
of the law with respect to agricultural com- 
modities and to the effect of the adminis- 
tration of the general price regulation plac- 
ing an over-all ceiling on prices. While cer- 
tain agricultural commodities are exempted 
under the order, particularly raw or un- 
processed agricultural commodities, these ex- 
emptions are not wholly actual in that the 
prices of distributors and processors of most 
of the exempt commodities are controlled. 
In this fashion the price of the exempt com- 
modity is controlled by the ability of the 
processor and distributor to pay the producer 
for it. Section 3 (c) of the act is specific 
with respect to prices for commodities proc- 
essed or manufactured in whole or substan- 
tial part from any agricultural commodity. 
The committee is of the opinion that the 
provisions of section 3 of the act should be 
administered in accordance with the intent 
of the law both as expressed in its specific 
terms and as reflected in the reports and 
debates in Congress during the course of its 
enactment. The provisions of section 3 are 
clear and unequivocal and should be followed 
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according to the purposes of Congress in its 


‘enactment, 


The Senate, however, agreed to the 
amendment now pending, and in confer- 
ence the managers on the part of the 
House agreed to the Senate amendment 
with an amendment incorporating the 
proviso just read. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, in connec- 
tion with this amendment, as I under- 
stand, it is the same language that the 
Senate placed in the bill, after conference 
with the Price Administrator? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. That is my 
understanding, and the proviso added by 
the House allows 60 days of grace within 
which the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
take action in compliance with the law on 
those farm commodities in which ceilings 
have heretofore been established. 

Mr. TABER. I should like to say a 
word with reference to that situation. 
I wish to call the attention of the Office 
of Price Administration, the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and those peo- 
ple who are especially interested in the 
legislation with reference to price ad- 
ministration that section 3 relating to the 
prices of agricultural commodities sets 
up a proposal requiring the Secretary of 
Agriculture to make determinations, but 
there is no provision whatever which re- 
quires this determination to be made 
within sufficient time so that it can be 
effective. Unless this section is cor- 
rected, and unless it is put in shape so 
that it is workable, your entire price ad- 
ministration with reference to the items 
that are covered by section 3—that is, 
agricultural commodities and commodi- 
ties first processed from agricultural 
commodities—is going to be in question; 
that is, there is going to be a question as 
to the validity of fixing any price unless 
the Secretary of Agriculture makes his 
decision within a reasonable time and 
within a time that will permit the Price 
Administrator to operate. If we want it 
to function this has to be amended. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The motion was agreed to and a mo- 
tion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re- 
port the next amendment in disagree- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate amendment No. 17: Page 24, line 
18: 
“BOARD OF INVESTIGATION AND RESEARCH— 
TRANSPORTATION 


“Board of Investigation and Research: For 
an additional amount for the Board of In- 
vestigation and Research, fiscal year 1943, 
including the objects specified under this 
head in the Third Supplemental National 
Defense Appropriation Act, 1942, and in- 
cluding not to exceed $14,000 for the tem- 
porary employment of persons or organiza- 
tions, by contract or otherwise, without 
regard to section 3709, Revised Statutes, or 
the civil service and classification law, 
$500,000, which amount shall be added to 
and merged with the unexpended balance, 
as of June 30, 1942, of the appropriation 
under said head: Provided, That said sec- 
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tion 3709, Revised Statutes, shall not apply 
to any purchase hereunder when the aggre- 
gate amount involved does not exceed the 
sum of $50.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr, 
Speaker, I offer a motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Cannon moves that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate No, 17, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: In the matter 
inserted by such amendment, before the 
word “: Provided”, insert “; and such total 
amount shall be so used as to complete the 
studies, investigations, and reports author- 
ized and required by part I, title III, of the 
Transportation Act of 1940.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, the Transportation Act of 1940 
established a Board of Research and 
Investigation to make a special study of 
transportation facilities, including cer- 
tain rate studies. The life of the Board 
was limited to 2 years, which would have 
ended September 18, 1942, unless the 
President by order should extend its 
existence for an additional period of 2 
years. The President has recently made 
this extension, and the life of the Board 
now runs to September 18, 1944. The 
Board was late in being appointed and 
organized, more than a year of its first 
2 years having passed before it got funds 
and started work—to date, a total of 
$346,500. A budget estimate was sub- 
mitted for $272,000 for the fiscal year 
1943, which with the unexpended balance 
on hand of $143,000 would have given 
them $415,000, an amount that would 
have been insufficient to carry the organ- 
ization which the Board now has. The 
Senate increased the amount to $500,000, 
which with the amount of the budget 
estimate would provide a total of 
$643,000. The amount of the Budget 
estimate would not have been sufficient 
to complete the work of the board, and 
an additional amount would have been 
required for the fiscal year 1944. The 
Senate and House managers believe it 
advisable that the investigation, if it is 
to have value, should be wound up as 
rapidly as possible. It will cost no less 
in the long run. The House managers, 
therefore, have agreed to recommend 
that the House concur in the $500,000 
appropriation with an amendment which 
will require that the funds shall complete 
the investigations and reports required 
to be made by the Transportation Act of 
1940. 

Mr. Speaker, this motion has the unan- 
imous approval of the r-«nagers on the 
part of the House. 

I move the previous question on the 
motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No, 20: Page 30, line 11: 

“The appropriations ‘Maintenance and op- 
eration of air navigation facilities’, Office of 
Administrator of Civil Aeronautics, and ‘Sal- 
aries and expenses’, Weather Bureau, con- 
tained in the Department of Commerce Ap- 
propriation Act, 1943, shall be available, under 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary 
of Commerce, for furnishing to employees of 
the Civil Aeronautics Administration and the 
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Weather Bureau in Alaska free emergency 
medical services by contract or otherwise and 
medical supplies, and for the purchase, trans- 
portation, and storage of food and other sub- 
sistence supplies for resale to such employees, 
the proceeds from such resales to be credited 
to the appropriation from which the expendi- 
ture for such supplies was made; and appro- 
priations of the Civil Aeronautics Administra- 
tion and the Weather Bureau contained in 
said act, available for travel, shall be avail- 
able for the travel expenses of appointees of 
said agencies from the point of engagement 
ro the United States to their posts of duty in 
aska.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 20 and agree to the 
same. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate amendment No, 25: Page 35, line 15: 

“Reduction of zinc concentrates with meth- 
ane gas (national defense): For all necessary 
expenses, without regard to section 3709 of 
the Revised Statutes, for pilot tests on the 
reduction of zinc concentrates to metal with 
methane gas, including laboratory research, 
maintenance and operation of pilot plant; 
procurement of necessary material and ores; 
purchase or lease of land or buildings; con- 
struction and equipment of buildings to house 
pilot plant, including engagement by con- 
tract or otherwise, at such rates of compen- 
sation as the Secretary of the Interior may 
determine, of engineers, architects, or firms 
or corporations thereof necessary therefor; 
supplies and equipment; traveling expenses; 
not to exceed $10,000 for personal services in 
the District of Columbia; not to exceed $500 
for printing and binding; purchase (not to 
exceed $1,850) including exchange, operation, 
maintenance, and repair of passenger-carry- 
ing automobiles; special wearing apparel and 
equipment for the protection of ‘employees 
while employed; and the purchase in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and elsewhere of other 
items otherwise properly chargeable to the 
appropriation, ‘Contingent expenses, Depart- 
ment of the Interior’; fiscal year 1943, $350,000, 
to remain available until expended: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to accept lands, buildings, equip- 
ment, and other contributions from public or 
private sources for the purposes hereof, and 
to carry out projects in cooperation with other 
agencies, Federal, State, or private.” 2 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 30: Page 38, line 16: 

“OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 

“Salaries: For an additional amount for 
salaries, fiscal year 1943, including the ob- 
jects specified under this head in the Depart- 
ment of State Appropriation Act, 1943, $320,- 
000, of which $40,000 is hereby made available, 
without regarc to civil-service and classifica- 
tion laws, for salaries of members and other 
employees of the Visa Board of Appeals: Pro- 
vided, That salaries may be paid to the mem- 
bers of the Board at a rate not exceeding 
$10,000 per annum.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30 and concur in the 
same. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment No. 32: Page 39, line 7: 

“Foreign Service, auxiliary (emergency): 
For an additional amornt for Foreign Service, 
auxiliary (emergency), Department of State, 
fiscal year 1943, including the objects speci- 
fied under this head in the Department of 
State Appropriation Act, 1943, $1,300,000.” 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. This amendment deals 
with the Foreign Service of the Depart- 
ment of State. Since so many foreign 
countries are at war and we have no real 
foreign service in many of them, what is 
the object of increasing this to $1,300,000? 
What are these offices going to do? Many 
have been closed. Certainly there ought 
to be a saving here. It seems to me the 
State Department should need less funds 
instead of more. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. It is due to 
the additional duties placed upon the De- 
partment, duties which are more difficult 
than ordinary. It is the smallest 
amount—the minimum—for which the 
service can be provided. 

Mr. RICH. What is the increase over 
what the amount was a year ago? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. This is a 
war expense brought about by so many 
nations being at war. 

Mr. RICH. That is what I am trying 
to get at. They got additional appro- 
priations a year ago. Now, it is asked 
that we increase the Foreign Service to 
$1,300,000. I cannot see the logic. 

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. The State 
Department has many additional duties 
placed upon it as the result of the war 
in connection with the control of exports 
and in other directions. The gentleman 
will find full details concerning this item 
if he will read the Senate hearings. 

Mr. RICH. What does the gentleman 
mean by export control? Does that have 
anything to do with lease-lend? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Nothing 
whatever. 

Mr. RICH. The President has $65,- 
500,000,000 now to give to all the nations 
of the world as he sees fit; yet you are 
trying to set up a greater organization 
with these other nations and increasing 
the size of the staff of these organiza- 
tions, increasing the duties to be per- 
formed in the various countries until now 
in this bill you ask for $1,300,000 more. 
When are we going to have an end to 
our getting into the affairs of foreign 
nations? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The end 
will come when peace is declared. War 
and economy do not go together. As 
long as we are at war we may expect to 
have to provide for these additional ex- 
penditures. 

Mr. RICH. What does the gentleman 
mean? What end does he mean? Do 
you mean we are coming to an end of 
doing business with these foreign coun- 
tries or do you mean we are coming to an 
end in our own Nation? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. When 
peace is declared these unusual war ac- 
tivities can be discontinued and this ex- 
penditure will no longer be necessary. 
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Mr. RICH. It seems to me that we are 
meddling too much in the affdirs of for- 
eign nations and every time we do we are 
getting into it deeper and deeper. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The pres- 
ent situation is brought about by other 
nations meddling too much at Pearl Har- 
bor and elsewhere. 

The following statement was furnished 
me by the Secretary of State with respect 
to the need for this additional amount: 


Late in the fiscal year 1941, as a result 
of the present emergency, the Department 
found it necessary to establish the Foreign 
Service Auxiliary to fill the need for addi- 
tional help in American diplomatic and 
consular offices primarily in the other Amer- 
ican republics. This need arose both from 
an expansion of the regular activities of the 
Foreign Service and from the imposition 
upon it of certain additional duties of an 
emergency nature for which the Service is 
not normally staffed. This Service was ini- 
tiated with an allocation of $700,000 granted 
to the Department from the Emergency 
Fund for the President, and later in the 
fiscal year 1942 an additional $200,000 was 
so allocated. Practically the entire sum of 
$900,000 was expended by the end of the 
fiscal year 1942. 

When the estimate for 1943 was prepared 
for inclusion in the annual Budget the Serv- 
ice was in its initial stage of organization, 
and the United States had not yet entered 
the war. The sum requested was $750,000, 
and that amount has been appropriated. It 
is now apparent that not less than $2,050,000 
will be required for expenses of this Service 
during the fiscal year 1943, which is $1,300,- 
000 in excess of the funds now available. 
Since the funds available will not be suffi- 
cient eyen for the first 6 months of the 
fiscal year, it is felt that a supplemental 
appropriation shouid be provided at this time. 

The reasons for the inadequacy of the pres- 
ent appropriation may be briefly stated as 
follows: 

“1. The estimate was prepared before the 
Service was fully organized and also before 
the United States entered the war. Therefore 
requirements as they exist today could not 
possibly have been foreseen 1 year ago. Since 
that time a number of new war agencies have 
been created and necessity for additional du- 
ties has arisen. 

“2. When this Service was established it was 
expected that many of the needs for person- 
nel could be supplied by the release of officers 
and clerks from closed offices in war areas, 
but it has now developed that the availability 
of such personnel has been greatly curtailed 
by requirements for regular personnel for ex- 
pansion of existing offices and for staffing new 
offices which have been opened. 

“3. The policy adopted by the Department 
of discontinuing for the duration of the 
emergency the appointment of career officers 
from registers of eligibles established through 
examinations places a greater burden upon 
the Foreign Service Auxiliary.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Cannon]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate amendment No. 33: Page 41, line 5, 
after “$5,000,000” insert the following: “Pro- 
vided, That $74 000 of this appropriation shall 
be transferred to the emergency fund for the 
President created by the Independent Offices 
Appropriation Act, 1942, as amended by the 
Independent Offices Appropriation Act, 1943, 
in reimbursement of said appropriation on 
account of the advance therefrom of @ like 
sum for the purposes hereof.” 
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I mové that the House recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. Why is this $74,000 to be 
returned to the President? What does 
he need it for? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. This 
agency had a pay day on July 8 and had 
no money because it is in this bill, which 
was not a law at that time and the pay 
roll had tobe met. The only source from 
which it could be conveniently provided 
was the President’s fund. Now, we pro- 
ceed here to return the amount to the 
original fund, otherwise the agency 
would have $74,000 more than it should, 
because the money for the July 8 pay 
roll is in the.$5,000,000 in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Cannon]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re- 
port the next amendment in disagree- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment No. 37: Page 47, after 
line 6, insert a new section as follows: 

“Sec. 204. No part of the funds appropri- 
ated in this act shall be expended to pay the 
salary of any person hereafter recruited from 
any other Government department or agency 
at a rate of compensation greater than that 
which such person was receiving from the 
department or agency from which recruited: 
Provided, That this section shall not operate 
to prevent increases in compensation as pro- 
vided by the act of August 1, 1941 (Public 
Law 200).” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House recede 
and concur in the Senate amendment 
with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Cannon of Missouri moves that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to 
be inserted by such amendment, insert the 
following: 

“Sec. 204. The Civil Service Commission 
shall forthwith make an investigation of 
transfers of employees from one executive 
agency to another (except to the uniformed 
forces of the United States) for the purpose 
of studying the cause and effect of such 
transfers with a view to ascertaining, among 
other findings, whether practices exist in con- 
nection therewith which are not in the public 
interest. The results of such investigation 
and study shall be reported to the President 
of the United States and to the Congress 
within 60 days after the date of the enactment 
of this act and shall include such recom- 
mendations for administrative action or leg- 
islative enactment as the Commission may 
deem advisable.” 


Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. ; 

Mr. RICH. This is to permit one de- 
partment to take employees from another 
department that has not any work to do 
now? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. No. That 
practice has been in effect for some time, 
but it has reached the place where it is 
felt some action should be taken to regu- 
late it and the Senate inserted a new 
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section in the bill by way of limitation on 
the funds in the bill prohibiting the 
transfer of employees from one agency 
in the bil] to another or from an agency 
not in the bill to one in the bill at a higher 
rate of compensation. 

The amendment aims at some abuse 
that has grown up during the develop- 
ment of the recruitment of personnel for 
the war agencies in taking many of the 
necessary personnel with experience from 
other agencies. This is a natural opera- 
tion in a period of shortage of ex- 
perienced manpower and the war agen- 
cies in taking present personnel in other 
agencies is drawing upon the only reser- 
voir of trained Government employees 
that exists. 

There has also been an insistence on 
the part of some that instead of bringing 
new personnel into Washington that use 
should be made as far as possible of the 
personnel that is already here in other 
agencies. This has been done to a large 
degree and much of the personnel going 
to the war agencies from regular agen- 
cies has gone at higher salaries. This 
is a proper procedure and is mandatory 
under the classification laws which are in 
effect if the employee goes to the per- 
formance of more responsible duties and 
a higher grade of work which calls for a 
higher pay. 

There is, however, undoubtedly, a prac- 
tice being pursued in some of the war 
agencies to raid other agencies wherever 
possible and this without any substantial 
change in duties. Such practices ought 
to be stopped. 

The provision inserted by the Senate is 
too drastic and is not based upon full in- 
formation and facts. It affects only the 
agencies in this present bill and does not 
run to the War Department, Navy, Mari- 
time Commission, or other agencies not 
in the bill which have war duties. 

The House managers feel that the Sen- 
ate provision as it stands ought not to be 
enacted. Letters received from the Civil 
Service Commission, the assistant to the 
President in civilian-personnel matters, 
the Chairman of the War Production 
Board, and other agencies indicate that 
to enact this amendment as it stands 
would endanger the recruitment of per- 
sonnel of important war agencies which 
need to function expeditiously and eff- 
ciently. Most of the war agencies have 
not reached the peak of their organi- 
zations. 

The House managers feel that such ac- 
tion as is to be taken should be after 
assembly of the facts relating to all agen- 
cies and for that reason offer the amend- 
ment which directs the Civil Service 
Commission immediately to make a study 
of the migration of workers from one 
Federal agency to another and to report 
the full facts within 60 days both to the 
President and to Congress with recom- 
mendations for administrative and legis- 
lative action that may be deemed neces- 
sary. 

The House managers believe that this 
is a desirable amendment. If practices 
exist which are not in the public interest 
they should be stopped. Bona fide 
transfers of personnel from one agency 
to another with distinct changes in duty 
and the performance of more important 
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work may be necessary and advisable. 
Any other practices challenge the integ- 
rity of the entire Classification Act and 
are a threat to the entire pay structure 
of civilian Federal employees. A rapid 
and thorough examination of the facts 
and report to Congress and the President 
will give the bases for prompt and intelli- 
gent action. 

Mr. RICH. They are going to permit 
the taking of these employees who are 
here now from one department, provided 
the Civil Service Commission agrees that 
they are capable of filling those positions 
and permitting these employees to be 
used in some other department? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Yes; and 
provided economy is brought about there- 
by. 

Mr. RICH. Is there anything to pro- 
hibit them from being used in one depart- 
ment or another department? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. No; noth- 
ing in the pending amendment. 

Mr. RICH. That is good sound busi- 
ness. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
th2 motion offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Cannon]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the next five amendments be considered 
at one time, inasmuch as they are on the 
same subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CANNON]? 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, let us see what they do. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. These 
amendments all relate to the same sub- 
ject. They date back to July 1, 1942, 
the appropriations in the regular bilis 
for 1943 for the Department of the In- 
terior and the State, Commerce, and 
Justice Departments, which were signed 
by the President on July 2. They were 
signed one day after the start of the 
new fiscal year, therefore in order to 
validate the expenditures during that 
hiatus of one day, we move to accept 
these amendments. 

Mr. RICH. Is that because the bills 
were not passed? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. They were 
passed but were not signed until the sec- 
ond day of the new fiscal year, so that 
unless we date them back, there will be 
one day’s unauthorized expenditures. 
This keeps the accounts straight. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Cannon]? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate amendment No. 38: Page 47, line 15, 
strike out “204" and insert “205.” 

Senate amendment No. 39: Page 47, line 17, 
after “1943”, insert the following: “and the 
appropriations and authority with respect to 
appropriations contained in the Interior De- 
partment Appropriation Act, 1943, and the 
act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of State, the Department of Justice, 
the Department of Commerce, ani the Fed- 
eral judiciary for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes.” 


1942 


Senate amendment No. 40: Page 48, line 1, 
strike out “and the date of enactment of this 
act” and insert “and the respective dates of 
enactment of this act and such other appro- 
priation acts.” 

Senate amendment No. 41: Page 48, line 4, 
before the word “appropriations”, insert the 
word “respective.” 

Senate amendment No. 42: Page 48, line 6, 
to strike out “205” and insert “206.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House recede 
and concur in Senate amendments Nos. 
38, 39, 40, 41, and 42. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentieman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. With regard to going back 
to establish the date as of July 1, it seems 
to me that if this administration had the 
opportunity to go back to March 4, 1933, 
and do over many of the things they have 
done from that time on, it would be the 
greatest thing that ever happened to this 
country because, if there is anything that 
has torn this country down and got us in 
a terrible hole, it is a lot of the laws that 
you have passed in the last 10 years. I 
do not know how you are ever going to 
rectify it. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, 
Speaker, I yield myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the last amend- 
ment, and we have now completed final 
disposition of the last appropriation bill. 

This bill, so far as the committee is 
able to see at this time, completes the 
making of appropriations for the fiscal 
year 1943. 

It may be necessary from time to time 
tc make some special appropriations by 
way of joint resolution or special bill to 
provide funds to carry out special legis- 
lation which the Congress may enact and 
for which no provision was made. This 
will be done only in such cases as the 
war emergency may dictate. 

So far as a general supplemental ap- 
propriation bill is concerned the com- 
mittee does not expect that it will be 
necessary to undertake one before early 
fall. However, we are engaged in a 
world-wide conflict which is at its most 
critical stage. If by any chance it should 
become necessary to provide additional 
funds or to alter the course and purpose 
of funds already provided for our armed 
forces and the supplemental war agen- 
cies the committee will be ready to re- 
spond to any emergency action that is 
considered necessary. 

The appropriations made at this ses- 
sion of Congress are the largest ever 
made by any parliamentary body in the 
history of the world. Commencing with 
the session which started on January 3 
last, a total slightly in excess of $138,- 
000,000,000 has been appropriated in the 
regular bills, supplemental and defi- 
ciency bills, and special bills emanating 
from the Committee on Appropriations. 
These sums cover supplemental amounts 
for the fiscal year 1942 for the period 
commencing in January and ending in 
June and the amounts for the fiscal year 

1943 which have been requested to date. 
If there be added to this sum the 
amounts under the permanent appro- 
priations under general and special ac- 
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counts, including interest on the public 
debt, the total exceeds $140,000,000,000. 
As soon as the data is prepared, I shall 
insert in the Recorp a statement giving 
those amounts more in detail, and for 
that purpose, Mr. Speaker, I now ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to extend my remarks in con- 
nection with the work of the Appropria- 
tions Committee and the Congress in the 
making of appropriations and to in- 
clude therewith such tables, compila- 
tions, and other data and information 
that may be pertinent thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members speaking on this bill today be 
permitted to revise and extend their re- 
marks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move to reconsider all votes by 
which action was taken on the several 
motions and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks three different 
times in the Recorp and to include 
therein letters written by me to my con- 
stituents. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that on Wednesday and 
Thursday next I may be permitted to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
include therein certain tables I have pre- 
pared. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 


PROHIBITING PAYMENT OF CONTINGENT 
FEES FOR SERVICES IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE PROCUREMENT OF NAVAL 
CONTRACTS: 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7304) prohibiting the payment of con- 
tingent fees for services in connection 
with the procurement of naval contracts, 
requiring certain warranties in naval 
contracts, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman explain the bill? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
this is a very important bill. There are 
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teeth in this bill, and they were delib- 
erately put into the bill so that it will be 
effective. The object and purpose of this 
bill is to abolish for once and for all this 
iniquitous practice that has grown up in 
reference to Government contracts, 
where manufacturers’ agents get a com- 
mission on the amount of business they 
obtain. 

What prompted this bill was disclo- 
sures made before the Naval Affairs In- 
vestigating Committee pointing out the 
conduct of certain business agents who 
have been fleecing the American tax- 
payer and thereby charging against the 
cost of the article the fees they have 
received. 

Last week we conducted hearings. Let 
me briefiy read to you the highlights of 
some of the testimony, involving three 
agents, Messrs. Shirley, Olcott, and 
Nichols. Listen to this: 

Alfred P. Shirley, a retired Army major, 
began business as a “sales engineer” in 1929. 
In 1934 Floyd B. Olcott joined him. In 1937 
Forrest C. Nichols became a member of the 
firm. Both Olcott and Nichols had been 
civilian employees of the Navy Department at 
$4,600 and $4,000, respectively, and had been 
engaged while with the Department in draw- 
ing specifications and conferring with manu- 
facturers relative to munitions, armament, 
and other supplies to be purchased; both had 
been with the Department for many years. 
They testified that in addition to helping in 
contract matters, they rendered “engineering 
services” to their clients. However, none of 
them held engineering degrees nor had any- 
thing except “practical” engineering experi- 
ence of a limited character. 

Here were these three men, one of 
them a former major in the Army and 
two of them former employees with civil- 
service status in the Navy Department. 
They got together and formed a partner- 
ship. Now let us see what the partner- 
ship gleaned out of their effort. 

The firm has represented 64 companies in 
conrection with obtaining Government con- 
tracts, and at the present time is actively 
representing some 46 companies. It only 
represents these companies in connection 
with the obtaining and handling of Govern- 
ment contracts having no commercial ac- 
counts. For its services the firm has gen- 
erally charged contingent commissions or 
fees of 5 percent, which have been adjusted 
downward as to certain companies in recent 
months to 244 percent and 1 percent. 


Now, listen to this. For the first 6 
months in 1942 this firm received $764,- 
340.80 in such fees. The firm has’ re- 
ceived a total of $1,544,278 in commissions- 
since 1937 and there is due an additional 
$462,203. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. 
the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. WALTER. What service did these 
men perform for the exorbitant fees 
they have received? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. They tried 
to offer the explanation that they render 
to their clients and manufacturers. valu- 
able service. Running through this tes- 
timony is evidence to the fact that they 
may have in certain instances been in- 
strumental in having specifications 
changed to meet the output of the man- 
ufacturers they represented. But, as a 
matter of fact, except in this one case 
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I doubt very seriously whether any of 
them have rendered or had what might 
be classified as an inside track on naval 
matters. 

But in view of the connection of these 
former civil-service employees, it does 
create an atmosphere that probably they 
did have an inside track on other people. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. WALTER. I certainly think the 
gentleman and his committee ought to be 
congratulated on scratching the surface 
in what apparently is a very vicious con- 
spiracy in which more than these people 
have been engaged. It seems to me the 
mere fact that specifications were 
changed would make it possible to find 
indictments on the ground of conspiracy. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let me say 
to the House that this is a most sordid 
and outrageous performance. Just think 
of it. These three men setting here in 
Washington making $1,150 for every day 
from January down to June 30, when 
they cut their melon. Yet the boys are 
dying on the battlefield and going to 
watery graves, and we sit here and per- 
mit these men to put this additional bur- 
den upon the taxpayers. What effect is 
it going to have on the morale of the 
armed forces? What effect is it going to 
have upon the taxpayers that have to 
pay the taxes that we today enacted by a 
bill passing this House? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
-the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to the 
distinguished majority leader. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Everything the 
gentleman says is correct, but if we pass 
this bill promptly, it will have a favorable 
effect and will show that the Congress is 
meeting the situation immediately. 

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. And let me 
make this statement. I am asking unan- 
imous consent, and I hope no man on 
this floor will object. I am satisfied no 
one will object, and I trust this bill will 
be passed unanimously to let the Ameri- 
can people know that Congress is on the 
gob and is not going to tolerate conduct 
of this kind. 

Mr. PACE. Mr, Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to my 
colleague from Georgia. 

Mr. PACE. Inotice the bill relates only 
to naval contracts—— 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Of course, 
my committee has jurisdiction only of 
naval contracts. Therefore, in drafting 
the bill to get jurisdiction, I had to con- 
fine it to naval contracts, but the distin- 
guished chairman of the Military Affairs 
Committee and the distinguished chair- 
man of the Merchant Marine Committee 
and the chairmen of other committees are 
vitally concerned about this matter. The 
Committee on Military Affairs has also 
been carrying on an investigation along 
the same line we are making, and, in col- 
laboration withthe chairman of the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee, Mr. May is going 
to offer an amendment to make it apply 
not only to the Navy, not only to the 
Army, not only to the Maritime Commis- 
sion, kut to all Government agencies, 
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and in this way stop this commission 
business in Government transactions. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to the 
distinguished chairman of the Merchant 
Marine Committee. 

Mr. BLAND. I may say to the chair- 
man of the Naval Affairs Committee that 
the Merchant Marine Committee has also 
been investigating this subject. While 
there appears to be a clause that is writ- 
ten in the contract that makes the con- 
tract voidable and protests against this 
sort of thing, yet I would like to have the 
law sufficiently broad to cover all agen- 
cies of the Government. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The amend- 
ment that will be proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. May] when 
unanimous consent is granted for the 
consideration of this bill, covers all Gov- 
ernment agencies, the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the Department of Justice, the De- 
partment of Agriculture, and every 
agency of the Government, because it is 
absolutely wrong, wrong in principle, to 
pay contingent fees. I Lave no objection 
to manufacturers paying a monthly or 
yearly salary to a man to come to Wash- 
ington City to advocate his case. No- 
body can find any objection to that, and 
this bill does not prohibit that. The 
bill only prohibits contingent fees and 
commissions for the amount of work 
they may be able to bring in. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. RICH. The gentleman has spoken 
about three men being Government em- 
ployees—— 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No; former 
Government employees. 

Mr. RICH. They were former Gov- 
ernment employees, and they got their 
education on what was happening or 
transpiring by reason of the fact that 
they were employees of the Government. 
The Government stated that they were 
influential in changing the contracts. 
Did they change those contracts in any 
way to hinder or to do anything that was 
detrimental to the Government in order 
that their clients might get the jobs? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Running all 
through this testimony is a little thread 
that influence might have been sufficient 
to get specifications that would meet 
their client’s output. 

Mr. RICH. I mean the specifications, 
and if they did then there ought to be 
some action brought against them, not 
financially, but criminal. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. We have al- 
ready indicted one of these war brokers, 
because at the time he was getting up 
stuff for his clients, he was drawing 
$4,800 a year from the Federal Housing 
Administration. It also developed in the 
hearings that there was another one 
down there in the same bureau or office, 
a former graduate of the Naval Academy, 
and he was out of that service, and we 
were submitted positive evidence show- 
ing that while he was employed in F. H. A. 
he went out and got himself some clients 
RES was representing them at the same 
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Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. All of 
those cases that came before our com- 
mittee have been referred. to the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. I would 
like the chairman to touch the high spots 
on the other two cases that he has in 
ssi because they are just as interest- 

g: 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Bear in 
mind that this firm that I have referred 
to, since 1939 has received $1,548,000 and 
odd, and there is due to them today by 
the manufacturer, who does not care 
how much his fee is, it does not come 
out of his pocket, for the manufacturer 
will say all right, get 10 percent, provided 
it does not come out of my pocket—there 
is already due this firm over $492,103. 
Think of it, since 1939 this one firm, in 
commissions, will make in the neighbor- 
hood of $2,000,000. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. The 
last 6 months are the most important 
part of the hearings. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. In the last 6 
months they earned $208,000 apiece. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. That 
is nearly $700,000 for that one firm. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I wish the gentle- 
man would point out further, that as to 
this one firm, not only will this bill stop 
them, but it will somewhat relieve the 
housing situation in Washington, by 
providing a few vacant rooms. Not only 
did this concern receive this three-quar- 
ters of a million dollars of fees, but over 
here in Maryland, the Government built 
an addition to their plant, and the Gov- 
ernment is now running that plant, and 
Government orders are going into that 
plant to the extent of $24,000,000 and 
these fellows sitting down here in an 
office in Washington will get 1 percent of 
the Government orders being filled in a 
Government plant, operated as a Gov- 
ernment plant. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. The 
Government spent $4,000,600 to build 
that plant, and in addition to that one 
of these men gave a kickback of $70,000 
to the vice president of the parent com- 
pany, and when we found out about it, 
they refunded it back to the company. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, in the 
course of the evidence the gentleman 
obtained in his committee, was there 
anything to show any collusion on the 
part of any Government officials? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No. We have 
not been able to find where there was 
any Government official who had par- 
ticipated in any of these fees. The only 
thing that I found that I did not like 
was that some of our officers in the Navy 
were too ready to accept invitations from 
some of these brokers. 

Mr. TREADWAY. In other words, a 
perfect lobbying proposition. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. 

than that. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I mean so far as 
accepting the invitations is concerned. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And I said 
to the Navy Department today that I 
hoped they vould issue an order to the 
effect that officers must be like Caesar’s 
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wife, above suspicion, and they must 
not associate with men whose sole pur- 
pose is to get contracts from the Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. MAGNUSON. And I say further 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
not only that, but they had the supreme 
gall to take every dime they spent for 
these social entertainments and charge 
it off on their income tax as business 
expense. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Exactly. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Certainly the gen- 
tleman and his committee are to be 
commended for their prompt action in 
bringing to justice these culprits of cor- 
ruption in carrying forward the Govern- 
ment contracts. It is my information 
that there are legitimate construction 
engineers who have stepped up the pro- 
duction of war materials, and I know 
that it is not the intention of the gentle- 
man or his committee to get at that 
legitimate group by taking these few in 
the class that he refers to. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I might say 
that the word “few” is not correct, The 
city of Washington is honeycombed with 
them, and we have the names of a great 
many more, and we will have them all 
before the committee. Let everybody 
understand that there is nothing in this 
bill that will prohibit any manufacturer 
from employing at a big salary anyone to 
represent him. You could not prohibit 
that. He has a perfectly legitimate right 
to do that. All we are doing is stopping 
this contingent fee proposition. Here 
are cases where some of them got as 
high as $200,000 from one manufactur- 
ing company. Everyone knows that that 
firm would not have dared to pay a man 
$200,000 as a fixed salary. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The gentleman 
has brought up one point that I want 
information about. That is, there is on 
the one hand a great danger that many 
of these “birds” will cane in on a sort 
of a straight salary. We have had evi- 
dence of that fact—of their becoming 
an officer or employee of the corporation 
on a straight salary, with the representa- 
tion that they will use their influence, 
On the other hand, it ought to be possible 
for a man to have a part-time salary 
so that the little fellow out in the coun- 
try who cannot afford to pay a man in 
Washington all the time could get some 
sort of proper representation. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. May I say 
this. I want to read to the House Judge 
Patterson’s letter on that point: 


The War Department is heartily in favor 
of the passage of this legislation, if so 
broadened to include Army contracts. The 
practices of contingent-fee brokers, and the 
amounts paid to them for services in con- 
nection with obtaining Government con- 
tracts, as disclosed by your committee and 
the House Military Affairs Committee, 
amount to a public scandal and should not 
be permitted to continue. 

While the bill as proposed may be hard 
on a salesman who is a regular employee 
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of a contractor and is paid on a commission 
basis, it seems to me that, in the light of 
conditions as they have been shown to exist, 
the prohibition against contingent fees, 
based upon the dollar amount of Govern- 
ment contracts obtained, should be an ab- 
solute prohibition. The provisions of the 
bill may, perhaps, be evaded in some in- 
stances; but, if strictly enforced, I believe 
it will to a great extent do away with the 
contingent-fee evil, 


I grant you that it might work a hard- 
ship in some cases. Some little manu- 
facturer out over the United States may 
not be able to get his stuff before the 
Department as soon as he has in the past, 
but the purpose of this is sound and well 
founded. It will do far more good than 
harm in a few isolated cases. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I suggest that the gentleman 
has made a very good case for the pas- 
sage of this bill. I withdraw my reser- 
vation of objection that unanimous con- 
sent be given, and let the matter be 
taken up under the 5-minute rule. I 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That as used in this act 
the term— 

(a) “Naval contract” means any contract 
with the United States entered into on be- 
half of the United States by any officer or 
employee of the Navy Department; 

(b) “Contingent fee” means— 

(1) any compensation the payment of 
which is conditional upon the procurement 
by any person of a naval contract or any 
specified number or amount of such con- 
tracts, or 

(2) Any compensation the nature or 
amount of which is determined with refer- 
ence to the number or amount of naval con- 
tracts procured by any person; and 

(c) “Person” means an individual, part- 
nership, joint venture, association, corpora- 
tion, business trust, or any organized group 
of persons. 

Src. 2. It shall be unlawful for any per- 
son to pay or receive, pursuant to any con- 
tract or agreement, any contingent fee for 
services rendered in connection with negotia- 
tions for or the procurement of, or the fur- 
nishing of information concerning, any naval 
contract or proposed naval contract, and any 
contract or agreement for the payment of any 
such contingent fee shall be invalid and un- 
enforceable. 

Sec. 3. Each naval contract entered into 
after the date of the enactment of this act 
shall contain @ warranty against the pay- 
ment, pursuant to any contract or agree- 
ment, of any contingent fee for services ren- 
dered in connection with negotiations for or 
the procurement of, or the furnishing of in- 
formation concerning, such naval contract or 
any proposal for such naval contract. Such 
warranty shall provide for the reduction of 
the contract price of such naval contract 
by (and the withholding or recovery by the 
United States of) an amount equal to the 
amount of any contingent fee paid in breach 
of such warranty. 

Sec. 4. Any person violating section 2 of 
this act shall, upon conviction thereof, be 
subject to a fine of not more than $5,000, or 
imprisonment for not more than 6 months, 
or both such fine and imprisonment. 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 

Page 2, line 10, after the word “receive”, 
strike out “pursuent to any contract or agree- 
ment” and insert “or agree to pay or re- 
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ceive”; line 16, after the word “into”, strike 
out the word “after” and insert “on or after 
80 days following”; line 18, after the word 
“payment”, strike out the words “pursuant to 
any contract or agreement” and insert “or 
agree to pay or receive.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
committee amendments. 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to strike out the last word. 

There was another firm, William 
Scrimgeour, and his wife and his two 
sons. At the present time he represents 
11 companies and his contingent fees 
run from 10 percent to 21⁄2 percent. Rep- 
resenting his clients before departments 
of the Government, the firm has received 
in contingent fees $214,000 in 1940; $615,- 
129 in 1941, and $250,000 for the first 6 
months of 1942. Since September 1, 1939, 
it has received $205,000 in contingent 
fees, and he estimates he has contracts 
amounting to $86,000 more in fees. 

Next we come to Mr. Horace Ward. He 
charged against his income tax his en- 
tertainment, and he stated the reason he 
entertained so much was that he was so- 
cially inclined. But the one thing about 
it is he only entertained people with 
whom he came in contact in a business 
way. 

Mr. Ward customarily operates under 
a contingent-fee contract giving him 
from 1 to 10 percent of the amount of . 
the contract. For the 18 months’ period 
ending June 30, 1942, his net income was 
$376,000 in commissions. He is the dean 
of this sales-agent group and has been 
in business for the last 31 years. 

Now, I could go along further, but time 
is important. I hope this bill will be 
written on the statute books within the 
very shortest possible time. I hope this 
House will speedily, unanimously pass 
this bill within the next few minutes. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr, EBERHARTER. The gentleman 
has made out a very reprehensible case 
against these commission engineers, but 
it seems to me from what he has said he 
has sort of absolved the Navy Depart- 
ment officials. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No; Iam not 
absolving anybody. They have not been 
put on trial yet. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Will the gentle- 
man say this, then? Does the gentle- 
man’s committee intend to pursue the 
matter further to see whether or not 
these Navy Department officials were not 
at least very gullible, if not perhaps cul- 
pable? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let me say 
this to the House: We are going to have 
some further investigations. I am tied 
up for the time being, until I can get my 
agents back, because under a ruling of 
the Comptroller General some 50 or 60 
investigators I had, had to go back to the 
Department. We are waiting for a bill 
to pass the Senate. Just as soon as that 
bill is passed we will start to work, and 
we are going to try to trace a good deal of 
this money. We are going to the bottom 
of this thing. We have name after name 
of other brokers whom we will call before 
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the committee. But in the meantime let 
us shut the door and stop any more con- 
tracts and any more payments. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I agree with the 
gentleman 100 percent in that -respect, 
but I think you should investigate the 
officials of the Navy Depariment. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. We will. 
You help me get this bill through this 
afternoon and we will go after that. 

Mr. ENGEL. I want to express my ap- 
preciation for the splendid work the gen- 
tleman and his committee are doing and 
also the work being done by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. May], and the 
Committee on Military Affairs of which 
he is chairman. In reading the bill I 
find that section (a) reads: 

Naval contract means any contract with 
the United States entered into on behalf of 
the United States by an officer or employee 
of the Navy Department. 


The record of the War Department 
subcommittee of the Appropriations 
Committee shows that some 70 percent 
of the prime contracts are sublet, and 
abuse has been marked among the sub- 
contractors. This being the case, I am 
wondering if the bill as written will reach 
the subcontracts. 

Mr. MAY. I may say to the gentleman 
from Michigan that the gentleman from 
Kentucky is going to offer an amendment 
to strike out the word “naval” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “Govern- 
ment,” so the bill will relate to Govern- 
ment contracts. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
5 additional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Brann). The gentleman from Georgia is 
recognized for 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. As I say, the 
gentleman from Kentucky is going to 
offer an amendment reading, in sub- 
stance, as follows: 

“Government contract” means any con- 
tract to which the United States or any de- 
partment, agency, or independent establish- 
ment thereof, including a corporation the 
majority of the stock of which is owned by 
the United States, is a party. 


This bill was prepared by the Depart- 
ment of Justice. These amendments 
that were put in were included at the re- 
quest of the Department of Justice. 
They think if we pass this they can ac- 
complish exactly what we want them to 
accomplish, stopping contingent fees to 
prime contractors, subcontractors, or to 
anybody who does business with the 
Government, and I have got to rely upon 
the prosecuting authority of the Depart- 
ment of Justice for the kind of legisla- 
tion to do this. 

Mr. ENGEL. There are some 240,000 
War Department contracts above $5,000. 
Will the bill reach them? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. We think 
the bill is broad enough, but if it is not 
we will cross that bridge again when we 
come to it. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I would 
like to ask the gentleman a question. 
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The gentleman mentioned the fact that 
some people involved in this inexcusable 
fee taking are former employees of the 
Government. It seems to me that that 
presents an even more serious proposi- 
tion. Does not the gentleman agree with 
me that we should pass legislation to 
prevent anybody’s taking advantage of 
the fact he has been an employee of the 
Government, and using it as a lever to 
get vast sums of money for representing 
some firm or corporation in connection 
with Government contracts or any other 
sort of relationship with the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. A few years 
ago it became necessary on account of 
people leaving the income-tax branch of 
the Treasury Department, to pass a bill 
establishing a 2-year period before he 
could do business with the Department 
after he left to engage in the business of 
representing interests in the Department 
of which he was a former employee. 
There are other laws dealing with former 
Army and Navy officers doing business, 
and we are going into that phase again 
to see if it is necessary to have additional 
legislation along this line. I ask the 
membership, however, to go along with 
me this afternoon. Let us stop this as 
far as the House of Representatives is 
concerned by getting this law on the 
statute books: by Saturday night if it is 
possible to do so. 

Mr. CANFIELD, Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield, 

Mr. CANFIELD. Is it not true that 
among those who have been fleeced are 
thousands of American soldiers who, be- 
sides having to do the fighting, are pay- 
ing taxes under the bill we passed today? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Certainly. 
Every dime of this money is charged 
against the taxpayers; it does not come 
out of the pocket of the manufacturer. 
The manufacturer gets his; this comes 
out of your pocket and your constituent’s 
pocket. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment, which is at the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. May: On page 1, 
lines 4 to 6, inclusive, strike out all of subsec- 
tion (a) and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing new subsection: 

“(a) ‘Government contract’ means any con- 
tract to which the United States or any de- 
partment, agency, or independent establish- 
ment thereof, including a corporation the 
majority of the stock of which is owned by 
the United States is a party; 

“Page 2, lines 1, 5, 18, 16, 21, 22, and 23, 
strike out the word ‘naval’ and insert the 
word ‘Government.’ ” 

Amend the title so as to read as follows: “A 
bill prohibiting the payment of contingent 
fees for services in connection with the pro- 
curement of Government contracts requiring 
certain warranties in Government contracts, 
and for other purposes.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
amendment of the title will come up 
after the passage of the bill. 

The gentleman from Kentucky is rec- 
ognized on his amendment. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for an additional 
5 minutes. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.MAY,. Mr. Speaker, Iam sure that 
everybody in the House has enjoyed the 
very fine explanation and the very clear 
statement made by the distinguished 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Vinson], 
chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee, 
and, incidentally, the head of the inves- 
tigating committee that is investigating 
the Navy Department. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Vinson], I am sure, 
could tell you, if he had gone further, 
that he had just “touched the hem of 
the garment” so far as his investiga- 
tion of these matters is concerned. 

Your House Military Affairs Commit- 
tee, prosecuting an investigation so far 
as the Army is concerned, has been very 
actively engaged for about 15 months 
and as I have heretofore stated to the 
House, I split that committee into three 
special committees, allocating the mem- 
bership as nearly equal as I could between 
the three different committees. I have 
here a list of some 20 of these brokers, 
and brokerage firms, that were furnished 
me by one of the special committees 
through the general counsel of the inves- 
tigating committee. Without going into 
detail as to the various ones of these 
numerous contractors, commission 
agents, or brokers, the total of some 
20 firms of contracts procured over a 
period of about 13 months is $16,693,- 
858.50. On that amount commissions 
were paid to these various persons, cor- 
porations, and companies that were act- 
ing as brokers of $1,815,366.57. Those 
amounts were audited and ascertained 
by the special committee headed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania IMr. 
Fappis]. Ona few of them I want to give 
you certain of the items so you can see 
how they run. 

There is one contract with the Tool 
Equipment Sales Co., of Chicago, Ill., 
running over the period from January 1, 
1941, to February 1, 1942, 13 months, and 
on a contract for $2,155,188.42 they re- 
ceived a fee of $202,449.85. 

That is just a fair sample of what is 
going on and that just emphasizes again 
the very fact that I have been contending 
all the time, that this system of cost-plus- 
a-fixed-fee contract basis is an outrage 
and a shame to be perpetrated in any 
country. 

In other words, it is cost-plus, with the 
fixed fee on the side, as “the tail to wag 
the dog.” That is all it is, and that is 
all it has ever been. I do not have the 
exact figures here, but I will furnish them 
for the Recor» as to another contract to 
which I am about to refer. 

There was a contract let to the Emer- 
son Electric Co., near St. Louis, Mo., to 
build a plant for $25,000,000. All of these 
contracts are based on the idea that the 
man who gets it has the know-how; 
that is, they have the engineers, the ex- 
perts, the machinists, the electricians, 
and the technicians, and all the neces- 
sary personnel to know how to do the 
job. For that they were paid a fee of 
something over $2,000,000 in face of the 
fact that the contract was awarded to 
them on a letter of intent, which says 
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that we intend to give you a contract 
to do so-and-so and you agree to do it. 

Within 3 months after the contract was 
let every officer in the whole corpora- 
tion, from the lowest on up to the top, 
including the president, had their salaries 
increased an average of 66 percent. To 
illustrate, the president of the corpora- 
tion, before they got the Government 
contract, was getting $15,000 a year. 
Immediately after the contract was exe- 
cuted, he was put on at $25,000 a year. 
All of the increase plus a proportionate 
part of the original salary to be paid by 
the Federal Government under tre cost- 
plus-a-fixed-fee arrangement. The re- 
sult is they do not care how much it costs 
so long as the tail is there to wag the 
dog in the form of a fixed fee. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. CLARK. The gentleman’s com- 
mittee and the Naval Affairs Committee 
have disclosed here a very startling sit- 
uation, but what I am puzzled about is 
why it is necessary, when we make these 
appropriations for war purposes and 
grant authority to make contracts, for 
congressional committees to immediately 
begin investigating to see that the War 
Department and the Navy Department 
do not do the kind of things they have 
been doing here. May I ask the gen- 
tleman if he has an impression whether 
the Navy and War Departments officials 
know what is going on about these 
matters? > 

Mr. MAY. The War Department is 
perfectly aware of the situation. There 
was some excuse for cost-plus-fixed-fee 
contracts to begin with. When we 
started out on this program. everybody 
knows that neither the Navy nor the 
Army had the necessary arrangements 
for plans and specifications and ihat we 
started on a tremendous new proposi- 
tion. Various contracts were to be per- 
formed. There were vast undertakings 
in every direction. Due to the fact they 
were not aware of what was coming they 
did not take the precaution to prepare 
plans and specifications and as a result 
every Army camp in this country had 
to be built on a cost-plus-fixed-fee ar- 
rangement and on a letter of intent be- 
cause of the speed and the necessity for 
our war effort in order to house the 
troops as they came in. 

Mr. CLARK. I am prompted to ask 
the question with the understanding 
that the officials in the War Department 
and Navy Department either did not 
know what was going on or are know- 
ingly permitting a scandalous situation 
of this kind to go on. 

Mr. MAY. May I say that so far as 
the War Department is concerned we 
have never found a single instance, to 
my knowledge, where an official of the 
War Department was shown to have any 
criminal connection with any of this 
stuff, but there is evidently a lot of negli- 
gence going on or it could not happen 
the way it has and they get by with it 
and let it run so long. 

Mr. FADDIS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 
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Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FADDIS. In answer to the ques- 
tion asked by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, it might be well if the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. May] would 
read to the House the recommendations 
the committee has made in this respect. 
It is on that sheet that the gentleman 
has before him. 

Mr. MAY. They are a little lengthy. 

Mr. ENGEL. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MAY. I want to finish up with 
this Emerson Electric Co. situation first. 

I have not finished with that. I have 
just talked about the officers’ salaries. 

When those fellows out at the Emer- 
son Electric Co. who had the know-how 
got up against the proposition, within 3 
months after they started they had more 
than 2,000 white-collar workers and less 
than 1,000 actual laborers and mechanics 
and other workers who did the job. Not 
only that, but they were using aluminum 
for door posts and using copper to em- 
blazon things, all around a fine office 
building. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 5 addi- 
tional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan, 

Mr, ENGEL. I believe we are all 
anxious to eliminate such situations as 
the gentleman refers to, but I am very 
much afraid that this bill will not do 
just what the gentleman says it will do. 
The testimony before the subcommittee 
on War Department appropriations 
shows that there are subcontracts to the 
seventh degree, one behind the other, and 
that 70 percent of these contracts are 
sublet to subcontractors, Under this 
language, you have to be an agency, in- 
dependent establishment, or department. 
of the Government. 

Mr. MAY. Or corporation. 

Mr. ENGEL. No; you have here a “de- 
partment, agency, or independent estab- 
lishments thereof, including a corpora- 
tion the majority of the stock of which 
is owned by the United States.” 

I do not see how you can reach the sub- 
contractor. I do not want to talk against 
this bill. I think we ought to pass it, but 
I wish the gentleman would go into that 
matter carefully during the period before 
this bill goes through the Senate. 

Mr. MAY. I do not have time now to 
go into a discussion of the legal effect of 
this bill, but I will say as a lawyer with, I 
think, some reasonable experience, that 
there will be no trouble whatever in the 
Department of Justice about including 
anybody, either a subcontractor or a 
prime contractor, under this legislation, 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 
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Mr. VINSON of Georgia. If the sub- 
contractor employs someone to come in 
and pays him a commission, he falls un- 
der the provisions of the bill. - 

Mr. MAY. Exactly. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Certainly it 
does not make a bit of difference whether 
it is a subcontractor or a prime contrac- 
tor. 

Mr. MAY. I cannot yield further on 
that point. I must finish my discussion 
of the Emerson Electric Co. Then I want 
to go on to George Remus, of Cincinnati. 

The Emerson Electric Co., because they 
knew how, finally got up against the sit- 
uation where they had more than 250 
machines on the floor and did not know 
how to install them; so they sent down 
to Ohio and picked up a bunch of engi- 
neers out of a tool company who were 
experts. 

They brought them to their plant and 
paid them $20 a day and $40 a week ex- 
pense money. They not only did that 
but they paid this engineering company 
in one sum $700,000. The engineering 
company paid the men out of that 
amount something over $309,000, so that 
the engineering firm in Ohio made more 
than $400,000 profit on the wages of these 
men who were being paid $20 a day and 
$40 a week expense money—some cost- 
plus business. 

In addition, we found one instance 
where a contract was awarded to the 
Warner Industries, Inc., of Cincinnati, 
the president of which was one George 
Remus, of notorious national prohibition 
fame. He did not have a single dime in 
the world, as far as I know, except for a 
loan of $10,000 from the First National 
Bank of Cincinnati. 

This company did not have any plant 
and it did not have any tools to speak 
of, but it got a contract for $550,000 on a 
cost-plus basis, plus $20 for the article 
they were making, the kite that follows 
the airplane and serves as a target. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Who is responsible 
for a condition of this kind, giving a con- 
tract. to such concerns? There are 
many of them who have received con- 
tracts where good people have been de- 
prived of them. 

Mr. MAY. Undoubtedly the men who 
let the contracts are responsible for it, 
for not looking into the financial and 
moral standing of the contractor before 
they did it. The claim is that they have 
been in a hurry to let the contracts. I 
am in a hurry to find out how many of 
such contracts there are, and I propose to 
keep after it. 

At the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Fapprs] I read 
what the House Committee on Military 
Affairs has recommended about this con- 
dition: 

That appropriate action be taken by the 
Secretary of War to enforce with greater 
stringency existing provisions prohibiting the 
payment of commissions for obtaining prime 
contracts and to extend such prohibition 
to commissions paid for obtaining sub=- 
contracts related to the war program, espe- 
cially on subcontracts in connection with 
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prime contracts on a cost-plus-a-fixed-fee 
basis *. * .* 

That the War Department require every 
person employed or retained by contractors 
and subcontractors in connection with the 
procurement of war contracts to file with 
the War Department within 30 days after 
the close of each calendar month during 
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such retainer or employment in such form 
and detail as the War Department shall, by 
rules and regulations or order, prescribe as 
necessary or appropriate in the public in- 
terest, a statement of the expenses incurred 
and the compensation received by such per- 
fon during such month in connection with 
such retainer or employment. 


Agents’ commissions on war-program orders 


JULY 20 


Mr. MAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I de-~ 
sire to include here a table showing 
names of some of these brokers and the 
amounts received by them as brokerage 
fees, as well as the amounts of the con- 
tracts. I am sure my amendment will 
be agreed to. The table follows: 


Accurate Spring Manufacturing Co. Salesman, Chicago, Ill 


Ashton Engineering Co., i 
Clark Equipment Co., St. Lo s, Mo. 3 
Engineering Appliance Co., , Chikago mM ea 
Engineering Appliance Co., Inc., Chicago, I 
Roy Glahn, Syracuse, N. ¥ 


B. C. MacDonald & Co., St. Louis, Mo......- 


Richard T. Monahan, St. Louis, Mo_........- 
J. W. Mull, Jr., Indianapolis, Ind__...... 
C. J. Polhemus, Chicago, Ill 


Production Tool & Machine Industries Milwaukee, Wis---- 


Production Too] & Boppy C oe Inc., St. Louis, Mo 
O. 8. Rousseau, St. Louis, M 
J. A. Smith, Detroit, Mich 


Willis Stutson, Chicago, Tl. .. oss - sone neona-s-------- 


Tool Equipment Sales Co. (ordnance), Chicago, Ml... ...- 
G. W. Van Syot, Detroit, Mich_.....--.._---.--22.--....- 


©. O. Watkins & Son, Chicago, N... 
R. H. Wilson, Detroit, Mich 


Total this report 


Leon K. Shanack 
DeLisser Machine & Tool Co.. 

Aircraft & Marine Specialty Co.. 
H. H. Donnelly and associates_... 


Total previously reported_..........-..--.-..-....-- 


A - Agents’ 
Agent Period War orders OASIS 
red of 1941 $450, 000. 00 $24, 494. 10 
Eee a Ree T, 1942 to May 31,- 441, 583. 47 22, 178. 47 

-| 1941 to Feb, 28, 1942... 34, 035. 72 5, 085. 
-| Jan. 1, 1941 to ae 348, 090. 85 30,215 29 
= 1, to June 30, 1041. 88, 230.32 31, 709. 95 
EEE to Siicieys ania ni eels ESE OS July 1, 1041 to Feb. 28, 1912... 272, 824. 90 45, 947, 34 
ISA aie nee rare July 1, 1941 to May 31, 1942. 84, 447. 10 8, 444. 71 
Car DE T EAE, 300, 000. 00 23, 400. 00 
ant ar ae aS ae aa 1942 to May 31..-.....--..... 300, 000. 00 21, 000, 00 
N E S LEI ee Bieta ty bees Year of 1941 to May 31, 1942. 294, 353, 77 29, 435, 37 
pation dC reine SI Anse ot Be Se ES A eR ETS 2, 073, 609. 50 351, 478.09 
PGS Ok ERG RS 2 ee i ee a a A July 1, 1941, to May 31, 142. 136, 396. 50 13, 639. 65 
Not given 3, 635. 26 
Not given 6, 818. 07 
85, 450. 62 11, 606, 63 
To June 1942 -| 1, 227, 301. 00 49, 092.08 
July. 1, 1941, to May 31, 1912.0 853, 375. 73 44, 870. 76 
Poy Gi N he Marea Not given 20, 288, 14 
FRR TNR ar ENA 1942 to May 31__ Not given 19, 323. 43 
Jan. 1, 1941, to Mar. 1, 1! 990, $86. 12 49, 544. 30 
bas «ata ae EC S fis 1, 1941, to Feb. 1, 1942__ ?, 155, 188, 42 202, 449, 85 
Feb. 1, 1943, to May 31, e ES 1, 602, 545. 47 4, 582. 65 
E a en A Ne STP 1941 to May 31, 1942__ 2, 627, 658, 52 98, 705. 25 
Year of re aaa at , 638. 15, 636. 87 
1942 to May 31__._.-- 139, 575. 60 8, 912. 12 
R 47, 407. 00 4, 740. 00 
[Rady Ay EPG r ARIIN a TEE E TEE E E A a nay N E EIND EE E 14, 879, 498.81 | 1, 216, 234. 23 

PREVIOUSLY REPORTED, INTERIM REPORT, NO. 1767 

$166, 692, 92 
335, 524. 50 
26, 962. 54 
69, 952. 38 
CRE ea NS A Ay AE a, | 599, 132, 34 
TOC AE TEDOS aa a a os iaa a e eee eet eS 16, 793, 858. 50 | 1, 815, 366, 57 


Miss SUMNER of TIllinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that all of us are 
100 percent for this bill, and I think we 
all realize that the Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee has done a wonderful service to 
the country. Without investigations by 
congressional committees those able men 
in the contract renegotiation boards over 
at the War and Navy Departments would 
have had no weapon with which to get 
back the hundreds of millions of dollars 
in refunds they have successfully ob- 
tained from corporations who have been 
paid too much profits on their war con- 
tracts. 

In reading this bill, I am 100 percent 
for it, but I am wondering if it will im- 
prove the situation very much. It seems 
to me that it lacks teeth enough. I 
started investigating this subject away 
back in April, at the time when we had 
the little business bill before the Bank- 
ing and Currency Committee. The War 
Department sent a representative over 
there—Major Smith. I had heard gossip 
in Washington abcut the so-called “5 
percent boys,” the lobbyists who get 5 
percent fees for war contracts they se- 
cure for their clients. I had had requests 
from people in the District wanting to 
know the names of the attorneys who 
could get them contracts. I had heard 
of one group of persons in the District 
who got a contract, but it turned out 
they were not in a representable situa- 


tion because they had hired their regular 
lawyer and had not paid a contingent fee. 

At the hearings before our committee 
on the little business bill, I asked Major 
Smith about this situation. He repre- 
sented the War Department, remember— 
and he said that in their contracts they 
had a provision by which contracts would 
be rescinded. if it were discovered that 
the attorney or agents had received a 
contingent fee in the manner set out in 
this bill. On further cross-examination 
by me he said that the War Department 
had never rescinded such a contract. 
Not a single contract had they rescinded, 
though it was common gossip in Wash- 
ington that cuch things were going on. 

It seems apparent to me that when 
there is a regulation like this in the War 
Department and nothing comes of it, a 
person who will not follow through on 
a regulation is a person who will not fol- 
low through on legislation by Congress. 
It seems to me that all you have in this 
bill is the criminal penalty against the 
lawyer or the agent, and every lawyer 
knows there are loopholes here by which, 
a lawyer of the shyster type could evade 
this measure. He could evace it, for in- 
stance, by sending a bill to his client after 
getting the contract without ever sign- 
ing a contingent-fee contract. I think 
that is apparent. I hope that the com- 
mittee can work out some mandatory 
provision or amendment to put in this bill 
that would give it teeth, but as it stands 
it seems to me that all we are doing is 


saying unanimously that we are for the 
principle, that we want it carried out, 
but the administrators will have to do 
it, and this is all that the Congress can 
do. Congress can only pass laws, it is 
the Executive which has the whole re- 
sponsibility of carrying them out effec- 
tively. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I yield. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. In 
answer to the gentlewoman’s statement, 
as the chairman of the committee has so 
well stated, the Department of Justice 
drafted this bill. We did not think it 
was strong enough as it was and we had 
additional language inserted in the bill 
so as to make it good end tight so that 
the Department of Justice could prose- 
cute, but, of course, they must establish 
the facts. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Under- 
stand, I am not criticizing the committee. 
I am attempting to make it clear to our 
citizens that it is very difficult to write 
legislation which will impose a duty on 
an administrative officer where he neces- 
sarily has to have broad discretion as in 
cases like this. You cannot by a stat- 
ute force him to use his discretion 
effectively. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I yield to 
the gentleman from Kansas. 
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Mr. LAMBERTSON. Does not the 
gentlewoman think that to put teeth into 
this measure you ought to establish a 
bureau to which all these contracts deal- 
ing with the Government should go? 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I take it 
that the Department of Justice is that 
bureau—that is, it enforces the criminal 
provisions—though you may be right in 
suggesting that e centralized contract di- 
vision should be set up. I think that you 
are right, indeed. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentlewoman yield? 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I yield to 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I call atten- 
tion to section 3 of the bill which carries 
a warranty whereby you can recover the 
money. There is a warranty in all of 
these contracts now, but that warranty 
has been so interpreted and has been so 
evaded that it did not accomplish the 
purpose of the warranty, but the lan- 
guage of section 3 is of such a nature now 
that we can recover the money that is 
actually paid out on a contingent fee. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. In effect, as 
T interpret it, a clause such as at present 
put in these contracts, as described by 
Major Smith is in effect such a warranty, 
just as strong as you will have under this 
legislation, because the penalty is that 
they have violated the contract and the 
contract can be rescinded. Such con- 
tracts also carry additional penalties for 
breach of contract provisions, one may 
suppose. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on the bill and all amendments thereto 
close at 5 o’clock. 

Mr.PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, there is one amend- 
ment I have in mind that I wish the gen- 
tleman would consider. It is an amend- 
ment that will really put teeth into the 
bill. I am in accord with what the gen- 
tleman has said and with what he has 
done 100 percent, but this bill will take 
them off of the contingent-fee basis and 
put them on a straight salary and ex- 
pense account. There is no effort made 
here as to people to be taken out of the 
employment of the Department and put 
into the employment of any concern on a 
straight salary and an unlimited expense 
basis. I have an amendment which I 
hope the gentleman will read. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let us agree 
on the time for debate. 

Mr. PATMAN. I would like the gen- 
tleman to read the amendment and agree 
to it. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I cannot 
agree to it that quickly, and I am sure 
the gentleman would not want more than 
5 minutes to debate his amendment be- 
cause the gentleman is so forceful that 
5 minutes is enough for him to convince 
the House whenever he speaks. 

Mr. PATMAN. If the gentleman will 
take back the “forceful” part I will agree 
to all the rest of it. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I renew my request that all debate upon 
this bill and all amendments thereto 
close at 5 o’clock, the Speaker to appor- 
tion the time. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Then, Mr. 
Speaker, I move that all debate upon this 
bill and all amendments thereto close at 
5 o’clock and 10 minutes, and that the 
Speaker control the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Parman]. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
the following amendment, which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Parman offers the following amend- 
ment, to be inserted at the end of section 2, 
page 2, line 15: 

“It shall further be unlawful for any em- 
ployer to employ any person to represent him 
before any United States department, who is 
then or who has been within the past 5 years 
preceding such employment an employee in 
or directly or indirectly connected with ‘the 
department of government before whom the 
employer is represented.” 

AGAINST BUYING TNDUE INFLUENCE 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Vinson] and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. May] will accept this amend- 
ment. One of the main evils is the fact 
that these big concerns can select some- 
one in a certain department, who is in a 
position of authority and control over 
the appointment of all the people under 
him, select him, and he will get on the 
outside, and be employed, and then go 
back to the Department and lobby with 
those who have theretofore been under 
his influence. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MAY. A couple of years ago the 
House Military Affairs Committee passed 
a bill which prohibited the very thing 
which the gentleman has in mind. 

Mr. PATMAN. If that is so, what is 
the reason for the bill under considera- 
tion? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I think that the time is a little 
too long. Will the gentleman not 
change that to 3 years? I suggest that 
he cut it down to 3 years, and if the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs has passed 
such a bill, it will do no harm to put that 
in this bill. I think, however, that it 
should be cut down to 3 years. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to change my amend- 
ment so as to make it 3 years. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the right to object. I shall have to ob- 
ject to a unanimous-consent request to 
change this in that way to 3 years, since 
the matter has been brought up at all. 
If this amendment is adopted it will cer- 
tainly catch some of these people whose 
stock in trade has been their confiden- 
tial and influential connection with the 
Government in the past few years. It 
will catch the Wests and the Tommy 
Corcorans, and I am very much in favor 
of extending it to 5 years. 
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Miss SUMNER of Illinois. The gen- 
tleman is a skillful lawyer and I would 
like to ask this question. In the ordi- 
nary dealing of a lawyer with a corpora- 
tion, could not the lawyer just send in 
his bill and no one would ever know or 
could find out whether it was a contin- 
gent fee or not? 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I must 
refuse to yield longer if this is running 
on my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is 
running against the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. PATMAN. Then I shall have to 
proceed. Does the gentleman from Ore- 
gon object to its being changed to 3 
years? 

Mr. MOTT. Yes. 

Mr. PATMAN. In view of that, I shall 
have to let the amendment stand at 5 
years and ask for its adoption as written. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expired. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Texas. 


The question was taken, and the 
amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 


Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. KEEFE], 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I have 
taken this time merely to ask the chair- 
man of the committee whether or not, 
in the consideration of this very im- 
portant matter, he has given considera- 
tion to attempting to stop the practice 
in the War Department and the Navy 
Department by which they send out, ap- 
parently, invitations to bid to certain fa- 
vored individuals who, long in advance 
of those invitations to bid being received 
by manufacturers who are equipped and 
who have the plants and the personnel to 
furnish the material, get those invita- 
tions to bid, and with nothing but a desk 
and pencil send out wires to legitimate 
manufacturers, and thus assemble bids 
and have bids allowed to that type of 
individuali who takes a lot of gravy and 
cream and force legitimate manufactur- 
ers with plants, personnel, and equip- 
ment to do the bidding of these chair 
warmers in Philadelphia or New York? 
I furnished to your committee, through 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. MOTT], 
a direct sample of that particular sort 
of thing that has been going on. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Answering 
the gentleman’s inquiry, may I say that 
the Walsh-Healey Act already prohibits 
anyone from entering into a contract, 
who is not actually engaged in the manu- 
facture of that article. The law already 
does that. 

Mr. KEEFE. I was not so advised that 
the Walsh-Healey Act contained such a 
provision as that. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is ab- 
solutely correct, because one of these 
war brokers who never manufactured 
anything made $50,000, whereas the con- 
tractor made $6,000. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moser] 
is recognized. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment, which is at the Clerk’s desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Moser to sec- 
tion 5: 

“That section 32 of the Criminal Code, as 
amended (U, S. C., 1934 ed., Supp. V, title 
18, sec. 76), is amended to read as follows: 

“ ‘Sec. 32. Whoever, with intent to defraud 
either the United States or any person, shall 
falsely assume or pretend to be an officer or 
employee acting under the authority of the 
United States, or any department, or any 
officer of the Government thereof, and shall 
take upon himself to act as such, or as ad- 
viser, broker, business consultant, counselor, 
coordinator, and/or in any manner represent 
or pretend to be in a position to exert or pos- 
sess influence, and/or shall in such pretended 
character demand or obtain from any person 
or from the United States, or any department, 
or any officer of the Government thereof, any 
money, paper, document, or other valuable 
thing, shall be fined not more than $10,000 
and imprisoned not more than 10 years,’” 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I reserve a point of order against the 
amendment. 

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Speaker, I trust that 
the distinguished chairmen of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs and the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs will see fit to 
accept this amendment. 

In my experience in prosecuting male- 
factors I put people to jail for doing this 
very thing. When we find the Charles 
Wests and fellows like that are extending 
their ramifications and getting into the 
game on a big-time scale, having put the 
punks and small offenders to jail under 
that statute, I conceived the idea that it 
Was necessary to broaden it. In the 
broadening of that I submitted it to some 
very distinguished Members of this 
House, some occupying official capacities 
in our organization of the House. They 
commended the matter and considered it 
to be a very good piece of proposed legis- 
lation. , 

It has had no action for a long time. 
It is certainly « splendid supplement to 
the bill that has been offered here by the 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia. 
It covers the sound ground that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia referred to the 
gentleman from California as being on. 
I suggest that the gentleman not try to 
defeat it on a point of order, but that he 
will continue that part of the law on the 
statute books and continue it just as it is 
and will submit this additional broaden- 
ing penalty, in order to put some teeth 
into the act and give some of these fel- 
lows a little of the medicine they have 
been looking for, and to which their 
gouging endeavors duly entitle them. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOSER. I yield. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Now, just 
look at it: 

Whoever, with intent to defraud either the 
United States or any person, shall falsely 
assume or pretend to be an officer or em- 
ployee. 

Now, we are not dealing with that 
phase of it at all. We are trying to go 
down the road with one thing—contin- 
gent fees. The gentleman’s bill goes far 
beyond. 

I make the point of order that the 
amendment is not germane, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Buianp), The Chair is of the opinion that 
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the amendment goes much beyond the 
bill, and sustains the point of order. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTEN]. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
an amendment, which has been sent to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr, WHITTEN: 
Amend section 4, line 5, by striking out the 


words “six months” and substituting the 
words “five years.” ' 


Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, in con- 
sidering this bill we have been clapping 
our hands because this committee has 
been on the job and has uncovered. these 
many instances of where the Public 
Treasury has been raided by these leeches 
getting these exorbitant commissions. 
We are patting ourselves on the back 
that this has been uncovered, and we say 
we are going to do something about it. 

It has been said here that one firm has 
gotten close to $2,000,000 blood money 
from the boys in the service; almost $2,- 
000,000 since 1939, none of which was 
earned. Such action is little short of 
treason. 

If these lifeblood suckers will draw off 
such money in our present crisis, cer- 
tainly the danger of only 8 months’ im- 
prisonment will not deter them from 
continuing this practice. We say this 
House of Representatives is going to put 
a stop to this practice, yet the penalty 
provided in this bill is only a fine of 
$5,000 and 8 months in jail. Mr. Speaker, 
it strikes me that this is so much out of 
order with regard to the seriousness and 
the size of the crimes as to amount to 
no real effort to stop this infamous prac- 
tice. 

It has been said by the chairman of the 
committee that the Department of Jus- 
tice asked for the penalty provided in the 
bill. Mr. Speaker, I was a district attor- 
ney for 842 years. I know it is the duty 
of the Department of Justice to prose- 
cute crime, but I say to you that it is the 
duty of the Congress to fix the magnitude 
of the crime of defrauding this Govern- 
ment of $2,000,000. I commend the dis- 
tinguished chairman of this committee 
in bringing in this legislation and calling 


attention to what is being done; but, Mr.” 


Speaker, there is a stigma that attaches 
to the folks who are letting out these 
contracts on such a basis, and I say also 
if the penalty of $5,000 fine and 8 months’ 
imprisonment remains in this bill there 
is a certain stigma that will attach to 
the membership of this House. 

We prepare the laws under which rep- 
resentatives of the Army and Navy De- 
partments let out contracts under which 
this can be done. Itis said that the com- 
mittee has not been able to discover any 
crime on the part of the parties who let 
these contracts, but certainly there has 
been a lot of negligence. For this House 
to permit the inadequate penalty pro- 
visions of this bill to remain is almost 
to condone the crime. 

This penalty is less than that for a 
postmaster who steals $1; is less than 
that for failing to pay the Federal tax 
on the manufacture of 1 gallon of liquor. 

I say to you we should adopt the 
amendment I have offered and increase 
the penalty for violating the provisions 
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of this act from 8 months to 5 years’ 
imprisonment and thereby show we mean 
for such iniquitous business to cease. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. WHITTEN) 
there were—ayes 32, noes 14, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Washington 
(Mr. Macnuson] for 2 minutes. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, this 
bill is on the right track, but I do not 
think many of us understand quite what 
we are attempting to do. I do not speak 


-in defense of anybody in the Navy De- 


partment or the Army, but it must be 
recalled that many of these agreements 
with brokers began years ago. There are 
companies, for instance, who, some years 
back, when business was slim, had to 
hire some of these representatives to get 
some Government business if they could, 
and there was not much of it, but they 
tied them up by contracts. Then an 
emergency comes, and the manufactur- 
ers are told that speed is of the essence. 

Frequently there are but two or three 
people who manufacture a given article. 
To give you an example, take the matter 
of periscope tubes. There are only two 
or three people who manufacture peri- 
scope tubes. These companies were 
tied up with these “sales engineers” who 
had nothing but a desk and a pencil, but 
they were operating under contracts 
made several years ago, just as in the 
case cited earlier this afternoon of the 
Triumph Fireworks Co, in Maryland. 
It is not wholly the fault of the naval 
officer. I asked everyone before the com- 
mittee if at any time they had told any- 
one in the Navy Department or anywhere 
else when getting the contracts how 
much money they were making, and they 
all said “No.” A naval officer in the Bu- 
reau of Supplies and Accounts cannot in- 
vestigate every single part of the con- 
tract. So the bill does the right thing 
by making the contract itself illegal. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I also 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. SHarer] may ex- 
tend his remarks in the Recorp and in- 
clude an editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I also 
ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Pirrencer] 
may extend his own remarks and in- 
clude an editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and to include therein a statement by 
the senior Senator from Kansas pub- 
lished in the New York Times. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out objection, it is so ordered, 

There was no objection. 


With- 
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PROHIBITING PAYMENT OF CONTINGENT 
FEES FOR SERVICES IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE PROCUREMENT OF NAVAL 
CONTRACTS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from New York (Mr. DICK- 
STEIN] is recognized for 2 minutes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, this 
is a rather interesting discussion. I wish 
I had time to tell you how the very 
chiselers about whom you are talking 
have driven business away from New 
York, the greatest city in the country 
with over 7,000,000 of people and hun- 
dreds of plants full of fine machin- 
ery, with good engineers. There as a 
result of the manipulations of these “in- 
fiuential people” who were able to grab 
most of the war contracts for their 
clients—over 500,000 good American 
people, mechanics, experts, and laborers 
are unemployed, while wonderful shops, 
housing, and transportation facilities re- 
main unused. We have thousands of 
people out of work and no subcon- 
tracts, no subsidies, and no prime con- 
tracts. All of these contracts to which 
reference has been made were taken to 
places out of New York, in some in- 
stances where the man could not even 
give a bond for performance of his con- 
tract. In certain instances they had no 
loft, shop, or factory. The city of New 
York, with its background of transporta- 
tion, with millions of people, is starv- 
ing. It has not one single important 
contract or any contract or subcontract 
atall. Isay to my good friend, the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. VINSON], if 
he will make that study and investiga- 
tion, and I am for it, I am sure he will 
get some startling facts. Please look 
into the situation. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. ‘The gentle- 
man and the House will be astonished 
probably when the Committee on Naval 
Affairs files its investigating report show- 
ing that a few States in this Union have 
the bulk of these contracts. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I hope the gentle- 
man goes into it fully. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. My point is, 
these contracts should be distributed all 
over the country. 

Mr, DICKSTEIN. That is right. 

In spite of the fact that the war indus- 
tries preempted the manpower of the 
Nation, New York City finds itself with 
over one-half million unemployed. 

This is such an anomalous situation 
that it is necessary to take a decided 
stand to offer a definite remedy for this 
intolerable condition. 

The mayor of the city of New York 
caused a study to be made by the city 
department of commerce, and as & result 
we have a thorough survey of available 
facilities for war production in this city, 
to which survey, I shall refer later in my 
remarks. There was also a study made 
by a special committee of the Interna- 
tional Ladies Garment Workers’ Union, 
particularly on the question of the pos- 
sible effects on the women’s garment 
industry in the city of New York, and I 
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shall have occasion to speak on that 
phase a little later. 

It is an undeniable fact that New York 
City received neither its share of war 
production, nor is it able to continue in 
its peace-time normal activities. 

From the standpoint of national un- 
employment it is absolutely necessary 
that we pause to take stock of our avail- 
able resources and give the city of New 
York all the help needed to maintain 
its industries and keep its people em- 
ployed. 

Mayor La Guardia’s report shows that 
New York City has ample factories, and 
enough personnel to produce more war 
materials. From the report of the 
women’s garment industry, it appears 
that this industry is one of the basic in- 
dustries in the economic life of the city 
of New York. 

It appears from that report that the 
annual wage roll amounts to some $160,- 
000,000, or more than one-fourth of the 
total factory pay roll of all'the city’s in- 
dustries. In the International Ladies 
Garment Workers’ Union there are 163,- 
000 members employed in New York City 
in the women’s garment plants. 

It is, therefore, quite obvious that 
everything that affects the welfare of 
the garment industry is a matter of vital 
concern to the entire population of the 
city of New York. 

Hand in hand with the constant de- 
cline of employment in the city of New 
York comes the diminution of the avail- 
able supply of raw materials upon which 
the industries of New York City depend. 
We all know that silk is no longer avail- 
able, that the production of rayon is 
falling off because of chemical short- 
ages, that the production of cotton is 
limited because of the scarcity of labor 
and the inability of mills to obtain equip- 
ment, that the manufacture of woolens 
is limited because of ship shortages and 
enemy control of important sea lanes, 
and, of course, the shortage of rubber is 
well known. In addition to these short- 
ages, metal and plastic shortages affect 
trimmings and other decorations and ac- 
cessory items, as well as fasteners, but- 
tons, and so forth, used in the garment 
industry. 

These shortages necessarily affect the 
ability of the garment industry to main- 
tain itself in a sound condition, but above 
all contribute to a very large extent to 
the unemployment situation in the city 
of New York. 

Therefore the city of New York suffers 
in two ways: Because of the lack of ma- 
terials prominent peacetime industries 
are unable to function; and because of 
not obtaining a sufficient amount of war 
work, unemployment in New York City is 
growing by leaps and bounds. 

Let me revert again to the garment in- 
dustry. I pointed out to you the short- 
age of materials, but, in addition to a 
shortage of materials, there is also a 
shortage of machine parts, needles, and 
so forth. Other factors creating unem- 
ployment are style-simplification orders, 
and the fact that consumers have stocked 
up on some items because of scare buy- 
ing. However, the principal reason why 
the industry has suffered so much as it 
has is because of the procurement poli- 
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cies of our Government. New York City, 
which is the largest needle-trade center 
of the world, has obtained only a miser- 
able portion of contracts for sewing-ma- 
chine production which New York shops 
are equipped to make. 

Let me point out to you a few ex- 
amples: Contracts are going to many 
plants in various sections of the country 
outside of the city and State of New 
York, to plants which were created 
specifically to work on contracts. These 
shops must install new machinery and 
train new workers, while existing labor 
and equipment remains idle. The report 
of the special committee appointed by 
the International Ladies Garment 
Worker’s Union lists the following as the 
most classic examples: 

Atlantic Parachute Corporation, Low- 
ell, Mass., established beginning of 1942 
with working capital supplied by Gov- 
ernment in form of cash advances. 

Waverly Garment Co., Waverly, Tenn. 
Began operations May 1, 1941. Engaged 
exclusively in manufacture of woolen 
Army shirts and trousers. 

Eastern Uniform Corporation, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. Organized solely to make 
uniforms. Began operations September 
1940 with 50 sewing machines. Had 350 
machines in June 1941, with further 
growth contemplated. 

Standard Parachute Co., San Diego, 
Calif. Recently established to produce 
Parachutes for the Government. No ex- 
perienced needle workers in or near San 
Diego, Calif. 

Old Dominion Manufacturing Co., Tar- 
boro, N. C. New building just leased 
where plant will be set up to make tents 
for the Army. 

Lebanon Knitting Mills, Schuylkill 
Haven, Pa. Established November 1941 
to make balbriggan short-sleeve T-shirts 
for Navy. 

Our Navy established a new plant in 
Burns City, Ind., in the beginning of 1942 
to make flare parachutes. These para- 
chutes were previously made at the Bald- 
win, Long Island, depot, which, if ex- 
panded, could have used idle New York 
City labor. 

Contracts are also going to plants in 
areas with substandard labor conditions, 
largely to the South and to rural areas 
throughout the United States. 

Other instances of discrimination 
against the City of New York are cases of 
contracts going to organizations who have 
no facilities of their own, or facilities in- 
adequate to handle the volume of work 
awarded to them. These concerns com- 
monly go under the name of “contract 
sharks,” and, somehow or other, manage 
to obtain contracts where no other organ- 
ization is equally successful. Such an ex- 
ample is the B. F. Goodrich Rubber Co., 
in Akron, Ohio. It was awarded a con- 
tract for 600,000 raincoats, to be made of 
synthetic resin-coated fabrics. The 
Goodrich firm makes the fabrics used in 
suoh coats but, as far as is known, has no 
sewing equipment and is, therefore, 
obliged to find subcontractors, who will 
take prices far below those paid by the 
Government, and who will have to pur- 
chase fabrics from Goodrich, at a price 
which the Goodrich Co, will fix, 
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A number of other firms have likewise 
been placed in the same category, by be- 
ing obliged to award subcontracts in ex- 
cess of their capacity to produce, must 
peddle these subcontracts to legitimate 
manufacturers at sharply reduced prices, 
while the Government has no control 
over their standard of work or the man- 
ner in which the work is produced. No 
consideration is given to the utilization 
of idle New York workers, in order to re- 
lieve labor shortages elsewhere. 

New York has, therefore, become a dis- 
tressed area. A quite different picture 
from the time of the last war, when New 
York was the leading manufacturing cen- 
ter of the United States, and now New 
York is more than able to do its share in 
war production. New York has always 
been a light manufacturing center, 
crowded with small factories. Within 
the next few months plants, shops, and 
factories, employing thousands of work- 
ers, will be obliged to shut down. The 
workers of New York City will be unem- 
ployed, through no fault of their own, but 
solely because of the inevitable lack of 
materials for peacetime industries and 
the lack of war contracts to take the place 
of defunct peace industries. The facto- 
ries in other parts of the United States 
that can keep going and can keep their 
personnel organization intact, because 
they are working on war contracts, will 
be able to resume peacetime production 
when the time comes. 

On the other hand, if New York City 
does not get any war contracts, a large 
portion of the manufacturing which is 
normally done in New York will be 
promptly diverted to other sections of the 
country which have large war contracts. 

We have the available facilities. A sur- 
vey made by the mayor of New York, as 
of June 10, 1942, shows that New York 
City has 10,021,161 square feet of vacant 
factory space. We have the housing for 
the workers, since the survey shows that 
there are 77,836 vacant apartments, to 
which must be added thousands of homes 
and apartments of the New York City 
suburbs in Long Island, Westchester, and 
parts of the New Jersey areas. We have 
the labor. The number of unemployed is 
estimated at 500,000, of whom 303,000 are 
actively registered as available for work 
in New York City, as of March 1942. This 
number is surely increased by this time, 
and there is no question that an esti- 
mated 60,000 unemployed in the con- 
struction industry could be trained in war 
production, particularly in the shipbuild- 
ing industries. 

We have the available machinery. The 
official survey shows 122,000 idle hours 
per week on 56 critical machine tools 
which are essential for war production. 
This figure comes from a report to the 
War Production Board made on May 23, 
1942. It does not attempt to cover the 
tremendous capacity available in other 
tools such as punch presses, stamping 
machines, and so forth, which are not 
listed as critical, although undoubtedly 
they are very important in our war pro- 
duction program. We have ample un- 
used capacity of electric power and more 
than ample office space in the city of 
New York. 
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I am sure that with but little effort 
both the War Production Board and the 
Manpower Commission could settle this 
situation in the city and get rid of our 
unemployment. 

Many local small firms, with available 
facilities and personnel are now closed 
because of the inability to obtain essen- 
tial raw materials and secure Govern- 
ment contracts for war production, either 
as prime contractors or subcontractors. 
I am sure that the War Production Board 
can definitely help in this matter. Ihave 
no doubt that the people of the United 
States will do everything in their power 
to alleviate conditions in the city of New 
York and I am sure that when the possi- 
bilities of this city have been exploited 
we will find that many manufacturers are 
ideally equipped to take care of many re- 
quirements of our armed forces and their 
nonordnance needs. 

New York City should be awarded con- 
tracts of this type before new plants are 
opened to manufacture the same articles. 

I believe the situation is very bad, and 
it is clear that drastic steps must be taken 
to put an end to this intolerable condi- 
tion. The following editorial which ap- 
peared in the New York Times of July 20 
na a good picture of conditions in New 

ork: 


[From the New York Times of July 20, 1942] 
UNEMPLOYMENT IN NEW YORK 


Idle machines, vacant industrial space, and 
the sight of jobless men scanning “Help 
wanted” signs in front of employment agen- 
cies combine to present an unhappy and in- 
congruous picture in the metropolis of a 
Nation whose manpower and resources gen- 
erally have been mobilized. While the lights 
burn brightly through the night in most in- 
dustrial centers to keep the output of war 
goods spiraling upward, many manufacturers 
here not only have been unable to get Gov- 
ernment contracts or convert their plants to 
emergency needs but have been forced to sus- 
pend or to curtail normal operations because 
of rationing, priorities, and allied restrictions. 

Their plight stems largely from the fact 
that the city always has been geared to peace- 
time production of so-called consumer goods, 
with little thought to the readjustments 
which war might bring. Even when the 
wheels began to turn in new defense plants 
which sprang up overnight on the open spaces 
of the Middle West, no concerted effort was 
made to present New York's case, and, in fact, 
there appeared to be scant cause for economic 
uneasiness here. Were not many of the city’s 
stores, its vast garment district, its amuse- 
ment centers, its home builders, and other 
industries generally bustling to meet a de- 
mand created by reviving prosperity and the 
prospect of higher prices or shortages in some 
lines? But that was long before Pearl Harbor. 

The fact that about 400,000 employables 
in the city, many of them in the skilled 
crafts, need jobs, while in most production 
centers the factories are bidding against each 
other for more men, has engaged the atten- 
tion of the War Manpower Board. Steps 
have been initiated to take up some of the 
siack in the garment industry occasioned by 
the fact that most of the early contracts for 
uniforms for our fighting men were placed 
outside of New York because of lower bids 
made possible by lower wages in cities where 
cheaper living conditions prevailed. A few 
Government agencies have been transferred 
to New York to take some of the strain 
off crowded Washington, but still prime office 
space, such as was rented for $6 or more a 
square foot in the First World War, is avail- 
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able in Manhattan at less than half that 
figure. 

More than 77,000 apartments embracing 
all price ranges are aVailable at a time when 
discussion is rife as to how homes and utility 
services are to be provided for the influx 
of workers to new plants, such as Henry 
Ford’s Willow Run bomber factory and the 
shipyards around Norfolk. More than 10,- 
000,000 square feet of vacant factory space is 
available in the city for prompt use, and 
more than half of it in Manhattan, accord- 
ing to a survey made by the Mayor’s Com- 
mittee on Property Improvement. Much of 
this is in large fireproof buildings, but even 
the smaller quarters might be found useful 
for handling subcontracts. 

Industrial and civic leaders and realty 
men are hopeful, for patriotic as well as 
economic reasons, that out of the conferences 
now under way will emerge some concrete 
program for early utilization of this poten- 
tial productive power. Some such program 
must be forthcoming before the Nation can 
look upon the call “All out for victory” as a 
reality rather than a well-meant slogan. 


Mr. Speaker, the half million unem- 
ployed in New York City and their fami- 
lies are clamoring for relief. Congress 
must take some steps to remedy this un- 
healthy situation. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts [Mrs. ROGERS]. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I am extremely glad that this 
bill is about to pass—a bill that will stop 
the vicious and unconscionable cheating 
of the American people, including our 
soldiers and our Navy. I commend the 
gentleman from Georgia for bringing 
before the House this fine piece of legis- 
lation. This bill is also a protection to 
the officers of the War Department and 
the Navy Department who are trying to 
do honest and conscientious work. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. MURDOCK]. . 

Mr. MURDOCK, Mr. Speaker, I rose 
a few moments ago to ask the chairman 
of the Naval Affairs Committee a ques- 
tion. Did I understand the chairman to 
say that he had a letter from the Under 
Secretary of War asking that the provi- 
sions of this naval bill be applied or 
extended to the War Department? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is cor- 
rect. The amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. May] 
not only includes the War Department 
but includes all Government depart- 
ments and agencies. 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank both committees and show my 
appreciation to both the Committee on 
Naval Affairs and Military Affairs for 
bringing in this corrective legislation. 

Mr. MAY, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MAY. In order that the gentle- 
man may know definitely that the War 
Department does want it, Judge Patter- 
son sent me a copy of the letter he 
addressed to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, Mr. Vinson, and 
urged me to intervene for the War 
Department. He denounced it as a 
public scandal. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I hap- 
pen to know that at the outbreak of war 
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in Europe in 1939 some of us felt that we 
should do everything humanly possible 
to limit war profits. Back in October 
1939 the gentleman from California 
(Mr. Vooruis], who has a close knowl- 
edge of this subject; and I introduced 
legislation to avoid or minimize excessive 
war profits. This has been done to a 
certain extent, and rightfully so, through 
excess-profit taxes and price control. 
This present bill I regard as supple- 
mental legislation of a similar nature, 
but it is even more important in sus- 
taining morale by prohibiting the uncon- 
scionable profits which these middlemen 
and contractors are making. Also sup- 
plemental legislation embodied in the 
Patman amendment will put a check on 
those who are, or have been, in the Gov- 
ernment employment, later making use 
of the intimate knowledge which they 
have gained for selfish purposes and 
against their country’s interest. 

I heartily approve of the legislation, 
and I hope it passes unanimously. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BENDER]. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
an amendment, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BENDER: Insert 
the following language: “In all prosecutions 
involving fraud against the Government in 
relation to war contracts, the running of the 
statute of limitations shall be suspended 
during the present emergency.” 


Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, the stat- 
ute of limitations which provided for no 
prosecutions beyond a 6-year period was 
repealed by a law enacted several years 
ago and there was enacted legislation 
limiting prosecutions to 3 years from the 
time when the alleged crime was com- 
mitted. 

This amendment provides, as the lan- 
guage indicates, that if fraud is dis- 
covered during this war period the stat- 
ute of limitations of three or any num- 
ber of years will not apply, and prose- 
cutions may be had, 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield to the distin- 
guished chairman of the Naval Affairs 
Committee. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I want to 
thank the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio for his contribution to this legis- 
. lation. We accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man from Ohio (Mr. BENDER] to the 
fact that the amendment does not show 
where the insertion is to be made. 

Mr, BENDER. It is a new section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A new 
section at the conclusion of the bill? 

Mr. BENDER. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. 
BENDER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Starnes]. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr. 
Speaker, the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs is to be commended for 
bringing this bill before the House. The 
conditions which he has brought to the 
attention of the Congress and the coun- 
try are shocking and reprehensible. It is 
a step in the right direction, and we hope 
he will pursue this matter further with 
the diligence he usually shows in pursu- 
ing any matter in which he becomes 
interested. 

However, there is one racket he has not 
yet touched upon and this House has not 
touched upon, and about which we 
should take action. By this bill we seek 


to protect the taxpayers of the country 


against racketeering by brokers and in- 
dividuals operating under a contingent- 
fee basis. I call the attention of the 
gentleman from Georgia and of the 
House, however, to the fact that in Gov- 
ernment-operated plants, on Govern- 
ment training sites, where hundreds of 
millions of dollars—yea, billions of dol- 
lars—have been expended in building 
Army cantonments and camp facilities 
and expanding existing facilities and con- 
structing new facilities for the output of 
war material, we have labor leeches suck- 
ing the lifeblood out of the working men 
and women of America by the uncon- 
scionable fees they have extorted, first, 
for unreasonable union dues; second, for 
payments of additional fees in order to 
obtain jobs; and, third, by requiring the 
payment of unreasonable assessments to 
hold a job. 

We have not even begun to scratch the 
surface yet of the biggest racket that has 
existed in America in the past decade, 
namely, the triple extortion certain labor 
leeches have wrung from the working 
men and women of America who are 
working for the security of free men 
everywhere in building Army canton- 
ments, industrial plants, and fashioning 
war material for ourselves and our 
allies. What a shame and what a dis- 
grace that such a practice against the 
workers of America should be counte- 
nanced by their Government. Let us act 
to remove this stain also and we will 
have struck another blow for the libera- 
tion of free-born American workers. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama, 
with whom I have served on the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations for several years 
and who is one of the ablest Members of 
this House, has well said that this is a 
great forward step in the right direction 
of curbing war profiteers. 

In my judgment, we should not only 
curb war profiteering but if it is humanly 
possible to do so, this Congress should en- 
act legislation with teeth in it to actually 
take the profits out of war. 

For several years after World War No. 
1, during which time scandalous profit- 
eering was uncovered, many speeches 
were delivered in both Houses of Con- 
gress and many bills introduced with the 
object of eliminating the possibility of 
any profiteering from the misfortunes of 
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war. One of the first speeches made by 
me after my first election to Congress ` 
was on the subject of elimination of all 
war profits. I believed that to be an im- 
portant issue then and, of course, it is all 
the more important now that we are 
faced with the gravest emergency in our 
Nation’s history. 

Many of you recall that during World 
War No. 1 how the raincoat makers prof- 
iteered to the tune of 500 percent. You 
have not forgotten how the overshoe and 
overcoat makers also piled up huge prof- 
its. During World War No. 1 some sugar 
contractors rushed down into Cuba and 
bought thousands of tons of Cugar sugar 
for 3 cents a pound and then we were 
told there was a sugar shortage and these 
same damnable profiteers sold it to our 
people at 25 to 30 cents a pound. We 
denounced such behavior as unconscion- 
able, unpatriotic, and un-American. 
Every American Legion post in the Na- 
tion, as well as the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars and other service men’s organiza- 
tions, passed strong resolutions against 
war profiteering and we promised our- 
selves that war profits would be elimi- 
nated if humanly possible in the future. 

The sorry spectacle, however, of the 
profiteers of World War No. 1 as com- 
pared with some of those who have dealt, 
and I regret to say, are still dealing in 
war contracts, sink into insignificance, 
as compared with some of the contracts 
that have recently been brought to light 
wherein unconscionable profits have been 
made by so-called lobbyists, who are 
swarming in our Nation’s Capital. This 
pending bill hits at such leeches who are 
taking advantage of an emergency to 
gouge and rob the American taxpayer, 
aoe burden is already too heavy to 
This Congress has a right to expect a 
dollar’s worth of service and materials 
for every dollar expended. The present 
bill may not stop all of the holes and 
leaks but as the gentleman from Alabama 
and others have well stated, it is a for- 
ward step in the right direction and I 
sincerely hope there will not be a vote 
cast against the pending measure. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. BULWINKLE]. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I 
think this is a fine bill the gentleman has 
brought out, but there are some questions 
I want to ask about it. One of them is 
this: In North Carolina, at Fort Bragg 
and other posts, if they want to buy 
peaches, they get them from a broker. 
He is paid a contingent fee from the man 
who produces the peaches, if he sells 
them. Are you going to stop the food 
from coming into the camps? Surely 
not. It is a contingent proposition. 
This man is getting a contingent fee for 
doing that. So it is with all the vege- 
table produce dealers all around the 
country. Is not that correct? 

Mr. MAY. As far as I know, they are 
not brokers at all; they are merely 
dealers. They go cut and buy this food 
for the Army, and they are employees of 
the Army. 
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Mr. BULWINKLE. They are not paid 
by the Government. The quartermaster 
goes to the man and says, “Get me so 
many peaches. 

Mr. MAY. He is an employee of the 
Department. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. All this bill 
prohibits is for him to get a contingent 
fee where he has employment with the 
grower of the peaches. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. He has a contract 
with the grower. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Then why 
should the Government pay a middle- 
man’s profit? Why should not the Goy- 
ernment go to the peach grower and buy 
the peaches? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. If the Government 
should go to all the peach orchards in 
North Carolina it would have to have a 
considerable number of men to do it. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It would get 
the peaches a great deal cheaper than 
when it has to pay a middleman. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. No, it does not. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. There is no 
justification for a middleman’s getting 
rich out of the war and making a profit 
out of the taxpayers. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I am asking the 
question so that you can consider it. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a radio speech I delivered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 


PROHIBITING PAYMENT OF CONTINGENT 
FEES FOR SERVICES IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE PROCUREMET OF NAVAL 
CONTRACTS 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to speak briefly in favor of the passage 
of the bill now before us, H. R. 7304, 
which has for its purpose the prohibition 
of the payment of contingent fees for 
services in connection with the procure- 
ment of naval contracts. I am also in 
favor of amending the bill so as to make 
it applicable to all war contracts, whether 
in the Navy Department or elsewhere. 

The American public is being called 
upon to contribute immense sums of 
money in taxes for carrying on the war 
efforts. We have just recently passed the 
revenue bill for the ensuing fiscal year, 
which, together with other existing laws, 
will levy taxes of the aggregate amount 
ef twenty-four or twenty-five billion dol- 
lars. Even with this huge sum there will 
be a deficit of over $50,000,000,000, which 
must be raised from borrowing, which 
likewise will come from the citizens of 
our country. It behooves us, therefore, to 
guard with jealous care the expenditure 
of every one of these sacred dollars, 
which must be paid from the sweat and 
toil of the American public. They are 
going without many of the necessities of 
life and practically all of the luxuries, 
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which in ordinary times are considered 
part of the American standard of living, 
in order to meet these huge taxes and 
invest, in many cases, their meager say- 
ings in war bonds. 

We now have called to our attention 
by the investigations of several of the 
committees of the Congress many cases 
of profiteering, graft, and exorbitant 
profits by contractors and others dealing 
with the Government. As called to the 
attention of the House by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Vinson] one lucrative 
field for these leeches preying upon the 
American public are the so-called agents 
or go-betweens who profess to secure 
contracts for their clients with the Gov- 
ernment for the construction of military, 
naval, and other equipment needed for 
the prosecution of the war. 

This bill has for its purpose the prohibi- 
tion of this form of graft. These men 
are not manufacturers’ agents, they are 
not performing any useful service, they 
are merely thumbing a ride on our war 
program, and by what amounts to black- 
mail are levying tribute upon the Govern- 
ment. These sums which are paid to the 
so-called agents are charged directly to 
the Government as a part of the cost of 
the Government contract. A striking 
example is a case just reported to the 
House by the chairman of the committee, 
where during the first 6 months of 1942 
one firm of these agents, Shirley, Olcott, 
& Nichols, received $764,340.80 in such 
fees, and this one firm has received a 
total of $1,544,278 in commissions since 
1937 and there is still due to the firm 
an additional sum of $462,203. As stated 
by the chairman, these men for every day 
from January to June 30 were making in 
this nefarious business the sum of $1,150, 
while our men are fighting at the front 
and risking their lives for $50 a month. 
One of these men is a retired Army major 
and the other two were formerly con- 
nected with the Government as civilian 
employees of the Navy Department. 

Mr. Speaker, my criticism of the bill 
is that it does not go far enough. It 
would seem to the layman from a con- 
sideration of these facts that our Govern- 
ment officials must have been derelict in 
their duty to have permitted such waste 
of public funds. Another example which 
the committee hearings unearthed shows 
that another firm consisting of William 
Scrimgeour, his wife and two sons, at the 
present time represent 11 companies con- 
tracting with the Federal Government 
for Navy equipment, are receiving in con- 
tingent fees from 2% to 10 percent, and 
that they received in contingent fees 
$214,000 in 1940, $615,129 in 1941, and 
$250,000 for the first 6 months of 1942, 
and thet they still have contingent fees 
estimated to approximate $86,000 unpaid. 
Another so-called agent, a Mr. Ward, re- 
ceived contingent fees ranging from 
1 percent to 10 percent, and for the 
first 18 months’ period ending June 30, 
1942, received a total of $376,000. None 
of these men are performing any useful 
service in our war efforts. They are go- 
betweens, levying these huge tolls on 
the Government and are furnishing 
nothing in return. Mr. Speaker, I sug- 
gest that the legal authorities charged 
with the protection of our Government 
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take appropriate proceedings to bring 
these men to justice. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to extend their own remarks in the 
Recorp on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the- gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the motion to amend the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill pro- 
hibiting the payment of contingent fees for 
services in connection with the procurement 
of Government contracts, requiring certain 
warranties in Government contracts, and for 
other purposes.” 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, that 
amendment is not correct because that 
is only on contingent fees. There was 
an amendment offered and accepted by 
the House that changed that. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I think the 
amended title is broad enough to include 
what the gentleman has in mind. 

Mr. PATMAN. If not, I ask unani- 
mous consent that it be changed. 

¿M VINSON of Georgia. I object to 
that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would 
have to offer the amendment. 

The motion to amend the title was 
agreed to. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to address the House for 
3 minutes today following any previous 
special order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Idaho? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous or- 
der of the House, the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Boccs] is recognized for 
5 minutes. 


CONSTRUCTION OF LIBERTY CLASS SHIPS 


Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, on Sat- 
urday, without previous notice or warn- 
ing, the largest single contract for the 
construction of the vital Liberty class 
ships in the United States was canceled 
by the Maritime Commission. This ac- 
tion came only 10 days or 2 weeks after the 
Chairman of the Commission had made 
public figures showing that the United 
Nations were losing more ships from sub- 
marines that we were building. On yes- 
terday Admiral Vickery, of the Maritime 
Commission, announced and reiterated 
that we were still losing a greater quan- 
tity of ships than we are producing. 
The same paper which carried the an- 
nouncement of the cancelation of this 
tremendous contract, carried a further 
announcement that up to date the known 
losses of ships by submarines was some- 
thing like 382 merchant vessels. 

Mr. ‘Speaker, Mr. Higgins, of New 
Orleans—and I do not speak of this sub- 
ject as a local matter, because I firmly 
believe that the building of ships, ships 
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which are needed to transport our men 
and our materials to the vital fighting 
fronts, are as necessary as armies and 
navies and guns and tanks—is one of the 
great modern shipbuilders. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOGGS. I will be glad to yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr, SANDERS. I wish to say that I 
certainly agree with the statement made 
by my distinguished colleague with re- 
spect to the cancelation of this contract 
with Higgins, If the original contract 
was justified then the whole circum- 
stances should be investigated and if the 
cancelation of this contract was not 
justified, it should equally be investigated. 
The public is entitled to some explana- 
tion of this remarkable performance. 

Mr. BOGGS. I thank my colleague 
from Louisiana for his contribution. I 
think what he says is particularly true 
in view of the fact that the reason given 
for the cancelation of this contract is 
shortage of steel. Mr. Speaker, I can 
understand the cancelation of any type 
of nonessential or even essential contract 
on the basis of a shortage of steel, but 
to send out to the capitals of the United 
Nations and to the capitals of the Axis 
Powers the message that we do not have 
steel to build ships is worse almost on 
morale than losing a major battle. 

We must have ships, we cannot win 
this war without ships. It is absolutely 
impossible to bring our goods to the 
fighting fronts without them. Is any 
criticism made of Mr. Higgins? No; but 
quite the contrary, the anouncement of 
the Commission says specifically—I do 
not have the language to quote—that a 
complete study had been made of the 
engineering methods involved in his 
plant, and the Commission had found 
them to be feasible and that the plant 
would produce ships rapidly. More im- 
portant than that, Mr. Higgins had per- 
fected the assembly line method for the 
construction of large merchant vessels. 
Mind you, every other ship in this Na- 
tion now being constructed, whether it 
be a battleship or any class of merchant 
ship, is constructed on a ways and be- 
fore you can build that ship you have to 
go out and spend thousands of dollars 
or million of dollars, and millions of 
man-hours, and thousands of tons of 
steel in the construction of those ways. 
That is preliminary. The Higgins 
method, the Maritime Commission says, 
was feasible and practical and employed 
for the first time the assembly line tech- 
nique which is now producing tanks and 
planes by the thousands. What does 
that mean? That means that 1 yard, 
this one contemplated yard in the City 
of New Orleans, could construct at least 
1 ship per day, over 300 ships per year. 
It was estimated that it could repair 
12 ships per day and every port in this 
Nation, Houston, Galveston, New York, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, New Orleans, 
San Francisco, has hundreds upon hun- 
dreds of ships laid up, because we do not 
have the facilities to repair those dam- 
aged by submarine attack. Mr. Speaker, 
I do not speak critically of the Maritime 
Commission, 
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Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOGGS. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Has any 
other contract throughout the United 
States been rescinded or altered in any 
manner whatsoever like this? 

Mr. BOGGS. To the best of my knowl- 
edge; no. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. BOGGS. Yes. 

Mr. RICH. If it is a fact that the War 
Production Board states that they have 
not enough steel to furnish to the ship- 
building concerns they have now already 
constructing, why should they go ahead 
and construct any more plants, when 
they cannot furnish the material? 

Mr. BOGGS. My whole point in talk- 
ing here today is to question the wisdom 
of any policy of allocation of steel which 
Genies steel to shipyards. It is my belief 
that steel is more important in the con- 
struction of ships than anything else, in- 
cluding tanks or airplanes, and all of the 
other weapons of war themselves, because 
we must have ships to transport the ma- 
tériel of war, and without ships, what 
possible good does it do to build tanks and 
airplanes, or anything else? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana has expired. 

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to proceed for 3 minutes 
more. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOGGS. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. A question was asked, 
Why furnish steel? Were not the plants 
laid out and $10,000,000 expended in 
building those plants? Why then at this 
late date is this done? 

Mr. BOGGS. Let me say that a total 
of approximately $25,000,000 of Govern- 
ment funds have already been expended 
on this project. In addition to that, mil- 
lions and millions of dollars are involved 
in subcontracts, and today I have received 
messages from firms throughout the 
country to the effect that if all of these 
subcontracts amounting to something 
more than $100,000,000 are canceled, 
that many of these firms will have to go 
out of business, i 

In addition to that the organization 
has been perfected. Men have come from 
all over the Nation. Many of them have 
come at greatly reduced salaries, because 
they have been fascinated with the idea 
that they would build ships under a new 
plan, and because they would participate 
in a great technical advancement. They 
have been willing to make all kinds of 
sacrifices, 

Mr. SANDERS. I have heard it stated 
authoritatively that the Higgins Co. did 
not even solicit this contract, but that 
they were asked to take it. 

Mr. BOGGS. That is absolutely true. 
This contract was not solicited, was not 
asked. Let me say in closing that I am 
not speaking here today critically of the 
Maritime Commission. It is my personal 
belief and conviction that the Maritime 
Commission is tremendously interested 
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in this project. In addition to that, I 
have been reliably informed that the 
President himself is very vitally inter- 
ested in this method of building ships. 

I am asking this Congress to look into 
the operations of the War Production 
Board which deny to this Nation the 
steel that must be had to build ships. 
I am not saying that anybody in the 
War Production Board has been derelict 
in his duty, but the charge has been 
made. It is our duty as representatives 
of the people, charged with the responsi- 
bility of winning this titantic struggle, 
that we go to the bottom of these charges 
immediately. I am informed that such 
an investigation will be begun by the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries within the next several days. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Idaho 
is recognized for 3 minutes. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to have 5 additional minutes. 

Th> SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


INVESTIGATE THE STOPPAGE OF SHIP 
CONSTRUCTION IN THE LOWER MIS- 
SISSIPPI RIVER SHIPYARDS 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, to anyone 
with the welfare of our country at heart 
in this hour of peril who is at all familiar 
with the defense shipbuilding program 
now under way in the yards on the lower 
Mississippi River, and who knows of the 
present status of the Government’s vast 
construction program in full swing un- 
der the administration of the Higgins In- 
dustries, of New Orleans, the announce- 
ment that the program is to be stopped 
at this late stage of its development 
comes as a staggering blow. 

I have just returned from a trip 
through the plant of the Higgins Co., 
where ships are being turned out daily 
for the Governments of Holland and 
England with amazing efficiency and 
speed, while at the same time the Federal 
Government’s big shipyards nearby are 
being rushed to completion and into pro- 
duction under the administration of the 
Higgins Co. 

Leaving the yards where these foreign 
contracts are being filled and passing 
along the sector of the arterial Louisiana 
highway recently turned over for the ex- 
clusive use of the Government by the con- 
struction of a bypass standard concrete 
road to give freer access to the new ship- 
yards, a development that is the subject 
of a recent article in the Saturday Eve- 
ning Post, I found that the equipment 
and material had been assembled and 
these shipyards are being rushed to com- 
pletion by the large and efficient organi- 
zation of the Higgins Co. 

The company has designed and pre- 
pared the model of a standard prefabri- 
cated ship that only awaits the comple- 
tion of the first ways in the new yard to 
be laid down and assembled in sections in 
a mass production program when the 
ships are to be delivered to the Govern- 
ment on schedule time under the terms 
of the contract. 

The plan of the entire project has been 
laid out in every technical detail. Scores 
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of immense dredges and draglines are 
working day and night excavating ship 
channels and construction basins and 
using the excavated material to fill in 
the immense areas for shops and fac- 
tories that are springing up by magic. 

On every side there are piles and piles 
of construction material of every sort and 
description stacked in all the available 
space as far as the eye can reach. 

Mr. Speaker, in considering the magni- 
tude of this undertaking by comparison 
I have been impressed with the huge piles 
of accumulated telephone poles and piling 
in the commercial yards of our big west- 
ern producers. I never saw so many skid- 
ways of piling, some of extreme length, 
stacked up and moving out to the busy 
piledrivers as I found on this project 
going into the miles of foundations in 
this shipyard now under construction, 
while ships are sliding off the ways in the 
company’s nearby yard. 

Mr. Speaker, at a time when the enemy 
is pressing our shores and sinking from 
two to four ships a day, when we are ap- 
propriating millions of dollars to extend 
and improve the inner navigation pas- 
sage across Florida and around the Gulf 
to safe access to the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi, it is unthinkable that our Federal 
Government would commit such a colos- 
sal blunder as to get such a stupendous 
construction program so far complete 
and then stop and rub it all out and lose 
the millions and millions of dollars that 
have been expended and obligated in this 
undertaking. Think of it, stop building 
ships, in our helpless state. 

Mr. Speaker, few know what influences 
have come into play to upset this Gov- 
ernment program and inflict this terrific 
loss on the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, Many times I have felt 
that too much time and effort was ex- 
pended by the Congress in conducting 
ineffectual investigations of trivial mat- 
ters with little or nothing accomplished, 
but if there ever was a time or a case 
which needs the light of a congressional 
investigation, it is the cancelation of this 
shipbuilding contract and the stoppage of 
the work of completing these shipyards. 

Mr. Speaker, we have appropriated this 
money and increased the tax load by that 
much on the American people; we have 
the responsibility and it is our duty to 
determine the facts and the cause for 
this costly blunder. 

Mr. Speaker, I earnestly urge that a 
resolution be introduced and passed im- 
mediately and a congressional commit- 
tee appointed to make a full and com- 
plete investigation of these Government 
shipyards and the cancelation of the 
Higgins contract to construct 200 cargo 
ships. 

Whereas the successful prosecution of the 
shipbuilding program is of vital importance 
to the war effort; and 

Whereas any serious interruption to such 
program must be avoided at all costs; and 

Whereas the United States has made huge 
commitments in connection with shipbuild- 
ing contracts to carry out such program; and 

Whereas the cancelation of any such con- 
tract, as in the case of Higgins Industries, 
Inc., seriously retards such shipbuilding pro- 
gram; Therefore be it 

Resolved, That there is hereby created a 
select committee to be composed of five Mem- 
bers of the House, to be appointed by the 


Speaker, one of whom he shall designate as 
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chairman. Any vacancy occurring in the 
membership of the committee shall be filled 
in the same manner in which the original 
appointment was made. 

The committee is authorized and directed 
to investigate the entire shipbuilding pro- 
gram and the contracts entered into by the 
United States for carrying out such program, 
with a particular view to deterniine (1) 
whether or not any steps should be taken to 
prevent further cancelations of shipbuilding 
contracts, and (2) whether or not any action 
should be taken to revive any such contract 
heretofore canceled. 

The committee shall report to the House 
(or to the Clerk of the House if the House is 
not in session) as soon as practicable during 
the present Congress the results of its inves- 
tigation and study, together with such recom- 
mendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of this resolution the 
committee is authorized to sit and act during 
the present Congress at such times and places 
within the United States, whether or not the 
House is sitting, has recessed, or has ad- 
journed, to hold such hearings, to require the 
attendance of such witnesses and the produc- 
tion of such books, papers, and documents, 
and to take such testimony as it deems nec- 
essary. Subpenas may be issued under the 
signature of the chairman of the committee 
or any member designated by him, and may 
be served by any person designated by such 
chairman or member. 


[Here the gavel fell.} 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that a resolution I 
have prepared may appear in connec- 
tion with my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp, and to 
include therein a very brilliant and elo- 
quent address delivered by the Gov- 
ernor of Alabama, Hon. Frank M. Dixon, 
before the Governors’ Conference, at 
Asheville, N. C., on June 21, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. _ 

Mr. HEFFERNAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include therein a speech de- 
livered by Councilman William M. Mc- 
Carthy, honoring George M. Cohan, of 
Brooklyn, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. DOMEN- 
GEAUX Was granted permission to extend 
his own remarks in the Rrcorp.) 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include certain excerpts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. EDWIN 
ARTHUR HALL was granted permission to 
extend his own remarks in the RECORD.) 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted to— 

Mr. Exriorr of California, indefinitely, 
on account of business in his district. 

Mrs. Byron, for 2 days, on account of 
illness. 

Mr. CLAYPOOL, for 1 week, on account 
of important business, 
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BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on this day present to the 
President for his approval bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

H. R. 5392. An act to convey certain prop- 
erty to the Southwest Texas State Teachers 
College; 

H.R. 6695. An act to amend the Civilian 
Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as to provide for 
the training of civilian technicians and me- 
chanics; and 


H.R.6709. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 5 o'clock and 29 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues- 
day, July 21, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 


There will be a meeting of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce at 10 a. m., 
Tuesday, July 21, 1942. 

Business to be considered: Hearings on 
S. 2598, telegraph merger bill, beginning 
Tuesday, July 21. 


COMMITTEE ON PuBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 


There will be a meeting of the com- 
mittee at 10:30 a. m. on Tuesday, July 21, 
for consideration of H. R. 7153. 


COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZA- 
TION 


There will be a meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion Wednesday, July 22, 1942, at 10 a. m. 
on unfinished business, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications, were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1807. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a draft of a pro- 
posed bill to provide for medical care and 
funeral expenses for certain members of the 
Naval Reserve Officers’ Training Corps; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

1808. A letter from The Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a list of papers 
recommended to him for disposal by certain 
agencies of the Federal Government; to the 
Joint Committee on the Disposition of 
Executive Papers. 

1809. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a draft of a pro- 
posed bill to authorize an exchange of lands 
between Edgar Eberly, of Mechanicsburg, Pa., 
and the United States; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. LANHAM: Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. H. R. 7312. A bill 
to increase by $600,000,000 the amount au- 
thorized to be appropriated for defense hous- 
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ing under the act of October 14, 1940, as 
amended; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2355). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on 
Naval Affairs. H. R. 7304. A bill prohibit- 
ing the payment of contingent fees for serv- 
ices-in connection with the procurement of 
naval contracts, requiring certain warranties 
in naval contracts, and for other purposes; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2356). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on 
Naval Affairs. H., R. 7364. A bill to repeal 
certain laws and to amend other laws relating 
to naval aviation cadets, to provide for avia- 
tion cadets in the Naval Reserve and Marine 
Corps Reserve, and for other purposes; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2357). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. COLE of New York: Committee on 
Naval Affairs. H.R.7140. A bill to amend 
the act entitled “An act to provide additional 
pay for personnel of the United States Navy 
assigned to duty on submarines; and to div- 
ing duty”, to include additional pay for div- 
ing in depths of less than 90 feet under cer- 
tain conditions, and for other purposes; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2358). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. DREWRY: Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 8.2568. An act to establish additional 
commissioned warrant and warrant grades in 
the United States Navy, and for other pur- 
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 2359). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COFFEE of Washington: 

H.R. 7411. A bill to amend the Social Se- 
curity Act to enable States to provide medical 
care for recipients of public assistance, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARCANTONIO: 

H.R. 7412. A bill to prohibit discrimination 
in employment because of race, color, creed, 
religion, national origin, or citizenship; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOFFMAN: 

H.R. 7413. A bill to relieve businessmen 
from bureaucratic exactions; to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MAY: 

H.R. 7414. A bill to amend section 61 of 
the National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended, for the purpose of providing State 
and Territorial military forces with such 
arms, ammunition, clothing, and equipment 
as is deemed necessary to enable them to 
execute their internal security responsibilities 
within their respective States and Territories, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CELLER: 

H. R. 7415. A bill to provide benefits for the 
injury, disability, death, or enemy detention 
of civilians, and for the prevention and re- 
lief of civilian distress arising out of the 
present war, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAMSAY: 

H. R. 7416: A bill to provide for a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members of the 
land and naval forces absent from the States 
of their residence and serving within the 
continental United States; to the Commit- 
tee on Election of President, Vice President, 
and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: 

H.R. 7419. A bill to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to proceed with the con- 
struction of certain public works, and for 
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other purposes; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 


By Mr. JARMAN: 

H. Con. Res. 78. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the printing of the manuscript en- 
titled “Handbook for Service Men and 
Women, World War II, and Their De- 
pendents,” as a public document, and for 
additional copies thereof; to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. WHITE: 

H. Res, 524. Resolution establishing a se- 
lect committee to investigate the shipbuild- 
ing program; to the Committee on Rulés. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. KEE: 
H.R. 7417. A bill for the relief of Sam 
Swan and Aily Swan; to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. RICH: 
H.R. 7418. A bill granting a pension to F. 
Mildred Null; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3250. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of 
Rev. Duncan MacLennon and members of the 
Cottage Grove Avenue Presbyterian Church, 
of Des Moines, Iowa, appealing for legislation 
which will provide the largest possible pro- 
tection for men in our Army and Navy 
against the insidious influence of vice and 
intoxicating liquors; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3251. By Mr. HARNESS: Petition of the 
Clinton County Local, No. 3, of the Indiana 
Farmers’ Guild, endorsing proposal and urg- 
ing production of synthetic rubber from 
grain; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

3252. Also, petition of the Clinton County 
Local, No. 3, of the Indiana Farmers’ Guild, 
protesting against action of the administra- 
tion in selling wheat below parity; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

3253. By Mr. JENKINS of Ohio: Petition 
filed by 75 citizens of Nelsonville, Ohio, of the 
Church of Christ, petitioning the Government 
to exercise the emergency powers vested in its 
various boards and agencies to immediately 
stop, for the duration of the war, the manu- 
facture, sale, and/or distribution in any way 
of all intoxicating alcoholic beverages; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

3254. By Mr. MERRITT: Resolution of the 
New York State Council of the Knights of 
Columbus, pledging the loyalty, devotion, co- 
operation, support, and encouragement of the 
Knights of Columbus of the State of New 
York to the Government of the United States, 
to the armed forces, the agencies of produc- 
tion, and the work of civilian defense, to the 
end that our enemies may be repulsed and 
defeated, and that this Nation which has 
been built upon the Christian concept of the 
dignity of the human being as a creature of a 
Divine Creator may be preserved; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

$255. Also, resolution of the New York City 
Police Post, No. 460, of the American Legion, 
New York, that suitable recognition of the 
valiant and heroic services performed by the 
Reverend Peter Baptiste Duffee, O. F. M., 
of the church of St. Francis d'Assisi of New 
York City, to the enlisted personnel and em- 
ployees of the United States Government 
at great peril to himself during the fire on 
the steamship Lafayette (formerly the 
Normandie) be given by the Government 
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of the United States to him; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

3256. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
Sonoma County Pomona Grange, urging five 
Congressmen whose congressional districts 
lie within the said Golden Gate Bridge and 
the two Senators to use all reasonable effort 
to secure allocation of Federal funds to be 
applied in some reasonable amount for com- 
pensation of the unexpectedly heavy military 
traffic; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3257. By Mr. WELCH: Petition of the coun- 
cil of the City of Los Angeles, adopted July 
16, 1942, memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to enact legislation that would 
give the provost marshal and other military 
authorities jurisdiction over all acts of 
saboteurs, or destruction or attempted de- 
struction of plants or other property used 
directly or indirectly in the manufacture or 
transportation of war materials; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE 
Tuespay, Jury 21, 1942 


Dr. Horace E. Cromer, district super- 
intendent of the Methodist Church, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our Heavenly Father, who by Thy love 
hast made us and through Thy wisdom 
hast directed our way in life, hear the 
prayer of Thy people for forgiveness, for 
guidance, and for Thy holy power. 

“Forgive our foolish ways. Breathe 
through the heat of our desire Thy cool- 
ness and Thy balm.” Let truth return 
and be “homed” in the mind of every 
man and nation. 

“Take from our souls the strain and 
stress” till right shall be enthroned by 
all peoples. 

We confirm our faith in Thee. Webe- 
lieve Thou hast a way for us. Set firmly 
our feet in it, and, in Thy power, sustain 
us as we walk therein. 

Forgive what we have been; help us to 
amend what we are; and, in Thy Spirit, 
direct what we shali be; that Thou may- 
est come into the full glory of Thy crea- 
tion in us and in all men. Through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 
dar day Friday, July 17, 1942, was dis- 
pensed with, and the Journal was ap- 
proved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States submitting nomina- 
tions were communicated to the Senate 
by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE DURING AD- 
JOURNMENT—ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Under authority of the order of the 
17th instant, 

A message was received from the House 
of Representatives by the Secretary of 
the Senate during the adjournment an- 
nouncing that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the following enrolled 
bills, and they were signed by the Vice 
President: 

S. 1694. An act for the relief of Mrs. Claud 
Tuck; 
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H.R. 5392. An act to convey certain prop- 
erty to the Southwest Texas State Teachers 
College; 

H.R. 5695. An act to amend the Civilian 
Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as to provide 
for the training of civilian technicians and 
mechanics; and 

H.R.6709. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. BARKLEY, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Gillette O'Mahoney 
Andrews Green Pepper 
Bailey Guffey Radcliffe 
Barkley Gurney Reynolds 
Bone Hayden Rosier 
Brewster erring Russell 
Bridges Johnson, Calif. Schwartz 
Capper Johnson, Colo. Smathers 
Chandler Kilgore Taft 

Chavez Thomas, Idaho 
Clark, Idaho Lucas ‘Thomas, Okla. 
Clark, Mo, McKellar ‘Thomas, Utah 
Connally McNary Vandenberg 
Danaher Maloney Van Nuys 
Davis Maybank White 
Downey Mead Wiley 

George Norris Willis 

Gerry Nye 


Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HucuHes] is 
absent from the Senate because of ill- 
ness, 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr, 
HarcH], the Senator from Missouri [Mr, 
Truman], and the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WALLGREN] are members of 
the Committee to Investigate National 
Defense, and are, therefore, necessarily 
absent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD and Mr. HILL], the Senators 
from Mississippi [Mr. Brtso and Mr, 
Doxey], the Senator from Michigan [Mr, 
Brown], the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. BuLow], the Senators from Nevada 
[Mr. BUNKER and Mr. McCarran], the 
Senators from Virginia (Mr. BYRD and 
Mr. Gass], the Senators from Arkansas 
[Mrs. Caraway and Mr. Spencer], the 
Senators from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER 
and Mr. Overton], the Senator from Ari- 
zona [Mr. McFar.tanp], the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Murpocx], the Senators 
from Montana [Mr. Murray and Mr. 
WHEELER], the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
O’DANIEL], the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. SMITH], the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. STEWART], the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. TUNNELL], the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. TyDINGS], the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. WAGNER], and 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Wars] are necessarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Ohio {Mr. Burton] is absent on business 
of the Senate as a member of the Truman 
committee. 

My colleague the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Hotman] is absent on public busi- 


ness. . 

The following Senators are necessarily 
absent: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Avs- 
TIN], the Senator from New Jersey [Mr, 
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BARBOUR], the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Brooxs], the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. BUTLER], the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Lancer], the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Longe], the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], the Sen- 
ator from Kansas (Mr. REED], and the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-three 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 


MERGER OF AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS FACILI- 
TIES IN INTERNATIONAL FIELD 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting the action of the Army 
and Navy Joint Board, approved by the Sec- 
retaries of War and the Navy, expressing the 
joint policy of the War and Navy Depart- 
ments on the question of consolidation or 
merger of American communications facili- 
ties in the international field (with an accom- 
panying paper); to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, 


INSTRUCTION. OF METEOROLOGICAL STUDENTS 


A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation to 
provide for the instruction of meteorological 
students in weather forecasting (with an ac- 


companying paper); to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 


A letter from the Archivist of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, lists 
of papers and documents on the files of the 
Departments of the Treasury (4), War (5), 
and Agriculture (3), The National Archives, 
War Production Board, and the Railroad Re- 
tirement Board, which are not needed in the 
conduct of business and have no permanent 
value or historical interest, and requesting 
action looking toward their disposition 
(with accompanying papers); to a Joint Select 
Committee on the Disposition of Papers in 
the Executive Departments. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

A letter in the nature of a petition from 
H. B. Reed, of Fort Dodge, Kans., praying for 
the prompt creation of a second front in 
western Europe so as to relieve pressure of 
the Axis nations against Russia; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A petition of sundry citizens of Baldwin 
City, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alco- 
holic liquor and to suppress vice in the vicin- 
ity of military camps and naval establish- 
ments; ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr, RADCLIFFE (for Mr. TYDINGS) : 

A memorial of sundry citizens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the State of Maryland, 
remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation designating Sunday as a day of rest 
for merchants of the National Capital and 
regulating barber shops in the District; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The petition of members of the National 
Liberties Association, Inc., and other citizens 
of the United States, praying for the enact- 
ment of House bill 1, the so-called Patman 
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anti-chain-store bill; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Petitions of sundry citizens of the State 
of Maryland, praying for the enactment of 
Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alco- 
holic liquor and to suppress vice in the 
vicinity of military camps and naval estab- 
lishments; ordered to lie on the table. 


PRODUCTION OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 
FROM GRAINS 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I sin- 
cerely hope that the Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. GILLETTE] will press for early action 
by the Senate upon his bill, S. 2600, to 
create a Rubber Supplies Agency to in- 
sure early governmental action to pro- 
duce synthetic rubber from alcohol made 
from grain. I appreciate the fact that 
there is opposition in high quarters 
against the creation of such an Agency; 
I also appreciate that from the War Pro- 
duction Board have come assurances that 
the matter is being given serious con- 
sideration. 

The record to date is, Mr. President, 
that in the past 6 months more has been 
done to block all efforts to produce syn- 
thetic rubber from alcohol made from 
grains than to encourage it. I do not 
charge any improper motives. I only 
point to the fact that in spite of evidence 
that the necessary plant facilities to 
manufacture butadiene from alcohol, and 
alcohol from grains, can be constructed 
with one-tenth the amount of critical 
materials, in one-third the time required 
to manufacture from any other source, 
practically nothing has been done in this 
direction. 

I believe also that it would be much 
better and wiser, particularly in view of 
the time and critical materials which 
would thereby be saved, to manufacture 
synthetic rubber from grains, of which the 
actual and potential supply is almost un- 
limited, than to devote 10 times as much 
critical materials and postpone produc- 
tion for an additional year, in order to 
manufacture synthetic rubber from pe- 
troleum, the supply of which is exhaust- 
ible. > 

I may state further, Mr. President, 
that it is my hope that the development 
of synthetic-rubber production from 
grains will reach such a stage as will in- 
sure continuation of this industry after 
the war. Such a program will lead to a 
great expansion in the use of surplus 
grain in industry; and I say frankly that 
I believe the utilization of farm products 
for industrial uses promises the best long- 
time solution of the problem of farm sur- 
pluses which has yet been proposed. 

In this connection I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
at this point, as a part of my remarks, 
and appropriately referred, resolutions 
from the Chamber of Commerce of 
Kansas City, Mo.; the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Chanute, Kans.; and from 
Hayes Grange, No. 1490, of Ozawkie, 
Kans., all of which urge that the Govern- 
ment foster and promote and initiate the 
production of synthetic rubber from alco- 
hol made from grains, and also the pas- 
sage of Senate bill 2600. I send the reso- 
lutions to the desk for printing in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tions were ordered to lie on the table 
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and to be printed in the Recorp, as fol- 
lows: 
THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
or Kansas CITY, 
Kansas City, Mo., July 10, 1942. 
Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Senate Ofice Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR CAPPER: As clearly demon- 
strated by the enclosed resolution, this cham- 
ber of commerce is deeply concerned about 
the industrial alcohol and synthetic rubber 
situation, and wants to do everything pos- 
sible to get a program of rubber production 
in action. We reco the highly con- 
structive work that is being done by Sen- 
ators, Congressmen, and others who have 
undertaken to impress upon national officials 
the great importance of developing plants 
to convert farm crops into butadiene with- 
out delay, in order that the limiting factor 
of rubber scarcity may be overcome, 

The purpose of this letter is to commend 
the efforts of those who are working to have 
rubber produced from farm crops and to 
urge the active cooperation of others who 
are in a position to help. This chamber of 
commerce places its various services at the 
disposal of those who will aggresively pur- 
sue such & program. Our research, indus- 
trial, agricultural, and transportation de- 
partments are equipped and staffed to ren- 
der valuable help in the preparation of 
brochures and briefs on the natural facili- 
ties and existing opportunities for buta- 
diene and synthetic rubber production in the 
Midwest. 

Would you kindly give us a statement of 
your views and position on this subject? Do 
you favor concerted action by all available 
forces in the agricultural States to accom- 
plish the object of this resolution? 

£incerely yours, 
W. T. Grant, 
President. 
[Enclosure.] 


RESOLUTION ON INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL AND 
SYNTHETIC RUBBER PLANTS 


Whereas this country is in dire need of 
large supplies of rubber to win the war and 
continue necessary and indispensable civilian 
activity; 

An adequate supply of natural rubber is no 
longer available; 

It has been conclusively demonstrated that 
high-quality and thoroughly satisfactory syn- 
thetic rubber can be manufactured from raw 
materials that are abundantly available with- 
in our own borders; 

It is now recognized in national rubber 
programs that one of the best materials for 
this purpose is alcohol distilled from farm 
crops; 

The Midwest is admirably adapted to the 
efficient production of a wide variety of grains 
suitable for distillation and has large supplies 
of wheat and other grains in dead storage 
that could be directed to this use imme- 
diately; 

The acute shortage of transportation facili- 
ties prohibits ready movement of grains from 
this area to the seaboard for alcohol produc- 
tion there; and 

The provision of transportation facilities to 
haul Midwest grain to eastern plants requires 
more steel and other critical metals than are 
needed to build new plants to equal produc- 
tive capacity in the Midwest: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the board of directors of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Kansas City, Mo., 
favor and urge immediate construction of 
industrial alcohol and synthetic-rubber plants 
in the Midwest. This board proposes to in- 
clude the following steps and such others as 
may be necessary in an aggressive program to 
accomplish such construction: 
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1. Place copies of this resolution in the 
hands of United States Senators and Con- 
gressmen from Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, 
Oklahoma, and Iowa to enlist their active 
support of this project. 

2. Secure the cooperation and support of 
the Governors of these five States to impress 
upon Federal authorities the opportunity and 
wisdom of constructing alcohol and rubber 
plants in this area. 

3. Mail copies of resolution to State and 
local chambers of commerce, associations of 
industry, industrial commissions, and other 
interested organizations in these five States 
and urge their active support. 

4. Enlist the support and enthusiasm of 
grain dealers and warehousemen in this area. 

5. Secure the active support of farm or- 

tions and growers generally in Kansas 
City’s tributary territory. 

6. Solicit the support of petroleum pro- 
ducers, refiners, and distributors whose busi- 
ness is threatened by the proposal to ration 
gasoline to conserve rubber. 

7. Make every possible effective contact 
with those who control allocation of mate- 
rials and Government money to this end. 


CHANUTE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Chanute, Kans., July 16, 1942. 
Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Senate Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR Capper: In order that you 
may have our opinion to guide your thinking 
in relation to the use of grain alcoho! for 
the manufacture of synthetic rubber, we are 
submitting the following: 

“In the regular meeting of the board of 
directors of the Chanute Chamber of Com- 
merce, held July 13, 1942, it was duly moved, 
seconded, and unanimously passed that we 
urge your support of Senate bill 2600, which 
would authorize the use of grain alcohol in 
the manufacture of synthetic rubber.” 

You are thoroughly familiar with our rea- 
sons for passing this resolution, as it is very 
obvious that the use of grain cannot help 
but benefit an agricultural State. We hope 
you will use this opinion in determining your 
own action when this bill is brought to a 
vote. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Tse CHANUTE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
R. KARL BAKER, 
Secretary, Chamber of Commerce. 


OZAWKIE, KANS., July 6, 1942. 
Senator ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Washington, D. C. 

Drar Mr. Capper: At our grange meeting 
of July 4, the following resolution was drawn 
and adopted: 

Transportation is as essential in our war 
effort as production. 

Motor vehicles mounted on rubber are our 
most economical methods of transportation. 

All thinking Americans are cooperating in 
the program for conservation of our present 
supply of rubber. 

Our source of foreign supply of crude 
rubber is definitely cut off. 

Therefore, we must resort to home pro- 
duction of this essential material. 

Science has proven that efficient synthetic 
rubber can be produced by the use of alcohol 
made from farm grains of which we have a 
surplus, 

Therefore, Hayes Grange urges that Con- 
gress make every effort possible to develop 
this product to substantiate the rapidly di- 
minishing supply of crude rubber now avail- 
able. 

‘The secretary was instructed to send copies 
of this resolution to our Senators and Rep- 
resentative. 

Sincerely, 
Miss FRIEDA BAKER, 
Secretary, Hayes Grange, No. 1490. 
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INVESTIGATION OF VIOLATION OF 
RIGHTS OF FREE SPEECH AND ASSEM- 
BLY, ETC.—LIMIT OF EXPENDITURES 


Mr. LUCAS. From the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, I report favorably 
Senate Resolution 273 and ask unani- 
mous consent for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 273) submitted by Mr. 
Tuomas of Utah on July 6, 1942, was con- 
sidered and agreed to as follows: 


Resolved, That for the purpose of conclud- 
ing the printing of hearings and reports, the 
limit of expenditures under Senate Resolu- 
tion 266, Seventy-fourth Congress, second 
session, agreed to June 6, 1936, and under 
Senate Resolution 70, Seventy-fifth Congress, 
first session, agreed to February 19, 1937, and 
under Senate Resolution 154, Seventy-fifth 
Congress, first session, agreed to August 12, 
1937, and under Senate Resolution 266, Sev- 
enty-fifth Congress, third session, agreed to 
May 18, 1938, and under Senate Resolution 
126, Seventy-sixth Congress, first session, 
agreed to August 4, 1939, and under Senate 
Resolution 135, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
first session, agreed to June 28, 1941, to in- 
vestigate the violation of the right of free 
speech and assembly and interference with 
the right of labor to organize and bargain 
collectively, is hereby increased by $2,500. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. NYE: 

S. 2665. A bill for the relief of Robert Nor- 

heim; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. MEAD: 

S. 2666. A bill regulating compensation of 
employees working in excess of 40 hours per 
week in the executive departments and 
agencies; to the Committee on Civil Service. 

By Mr. DAVIS (by request): 

S. 2667. A bill to promote the national de- 
fense and to facilitate and protect the trans- 
port of materials and supplies needful to the 
Military Establishment and essential to do- 
mestic requirements through safe and ade- 
quate inland waterways by the immediate 
authorization and construction of the New 
York Bay-Delaware River section of the At- 
lantic Intracoastal Waterway as now con- 
nected and made navigable from New 
England to Florida; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Idaho: 

5.2668. A bill for the relief of Julian Urri- 

arte; to the Committee on Immigration. 
By Mr. SMATHERS: 

5.2669. A bill to authorize the presenta- 
tion of the Soldier’s Medal to Lt. Col. Eu- 
gene H. Valle; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

S. 2670. A bill to amend section 61 of the 
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended, for the purpose of providing State 
and territorial military forces with such 
arms, ammunition, clothing, and equipment 
as is deemed necessary to enable them to 
execute their internal security responsibili- 
ties within their respective States and Terri- 
tories, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEAD: 

8. 2671. A bill to amend the Social Security 
Act, as amended, with respect to the require- 
ments of State plans for old-age assistance; 
to the Committee on Finance. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 


On motion by Mr. PEPPER, the Commit- 
tee on Finance was discharged from the 
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further consideration of the bill (S. 2654) 
to provide for establishing a system for 
recording the dates and places of birth of 
individuals within the United States, and 
it was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIA- 
TION BILL 


Mr. McNARY submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to 
House bill ——, making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in certain appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and so forth, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed, as follows: 


At the proper place in the bill to insert the 
following: 

Section 2 of the Independent Offices Ap- 
propriation Act, 1943, approved June 27, 1942, 
shall not apply to the position of Vice Chair- 
man of the United States Maritime Commis- 
sion so long as the office is held by the present 
incumbent. 


PILOT TRAINING PROGRAM—CITATION 
OF LT. HERBERT E. WUNDERLICH 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I should 
like to read, for the information of the 
Senate, a letter dated July 13, 1942, which 
I received from the Acting Administrator 
of the Department of Commerce. I read 
it to show the Senate the splendid prog- 
ress which has been accomplished as the 
result of the legislation which Congress 
enacted setting up the training program 
in the Civil Aeronautics Administration. 
The letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, July 13, 1942. 
Hon. James M. MEAD, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR MEAD: Recent headlines 
cite the name of Lt. Herbert E. Wunderlich, 
of 460 Horton Highway, Garden City, N. Y. 
copilot of a flying fortress which raided the 
Rangoon docks in the face of heavy antiair- 
craft fire and the attacks of a dozen Zero 
fighters. The plane was so badly damaged 
that the crew was ordered to parachute to 
safety, while Lieutenant Wunderlich re- 
mained with the bomber’s commander to 
bring the ship down in a forced landing be- 
hind enemy lines. After destroying the plane 
the American fliers evaded Japanese patrols 
to reach safety in British-held territory. 

I feel sure that you will be interested to 
know the Lieutenant Wunderlich learned to 
fly in the Civil Aeronautics Administration's 
pilot-training program. He took the ele- 
mentary course in the summer of 1940, re- 
ceiving his ground-school instruction at the 
New York State Institute of Applied Agri- 
culture, Farmingdale, N. Y., and his flight 
instruction from Braman Johnson Flying 
Service, Inc., a nearby flight school. 

Sincerely, 
C. I. STANTON, 
Acting Administrator. 


Mr. President, this is an example of 
the splendid progress which is being 
made by the training program created 
by congressional action, and popularized 
by training services and schools and col- 
leges all over the country. Lieutenant 
Wunderlich is one of the many graduates 
of the school referred to in the letter who 
are now engaged in the active work of 
the Army, the Navy, and the Coast Guard 
Air Corps of our armed forces, 
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EMERGENCY STATEMENT BY THE WAR 
PRODUCTION BOARD 

[Mr. BARKLEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an emergency 
statement to the people of the United States 
by the War Production Board, published in 
the Washington Evening Star of July 20, 
1942, which appears in the Appendix, ] 


COMMENDATION OF THE FEDERAL BU- 
REAU OF INVESTIGATION 

[| Mr. BAILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a number of edi- 
torials and a newspaper article commending 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation for its 
work in connection with the war, which 
appear in the Appendix.] 

CONDEMNATIONS OF NAZI PERSECUTION 
VOICED BY CHRISTIAN LEADERS OF 
EUROPE 
[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the Rercorp a statement 

entitled “Condemnations of Nazi Persecution 

Voiced by Christian Leaders of Europe,” 

which appears in the Appendix.] 


GAS SUBSIDIES 


[Mr. MALONEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 
from the Washington Post of July 18, 1942, 
entitled “Gas Subsidies,” which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


FLORIDA BARGE CANAL 
[Mr. MALONEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 
from the Washington Post of July 19, 1942, 


entitled “Florida Barge Canal,” which appears 
in the Appendix.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7319) making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the national defense for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and 
for other purposes; that the House re- 
ceded from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate Nos. 1, 20, 25, 
30, 32, 33, 38, 39, 40, 41, and 42 to the 
bill, and concurred therein, and that the 
House receded from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate Nos. 16, 
17, and 37 to the bill and concurred 
therein, severally with an amendment, 
in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6999) to 
promote the national defense and to 
promptly facilitate and protect the trans- 
port of materials and supplies needful to 
the Military Establishment by authoriz- 
ing the construction and operation of a 
pipe line and a navigable barge channel 
across Florida, and by deepening and en- 
larging the Intracoastal Waterway from 
its present eastern terminus to the 
vicinity of the Mexican border. 

The message further announced that 
the House had passed the following bills, 
in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H.R. 7304. An act prohibiting the payment 
of contingent fees for services in connection 
with the procurement of Government con- 


JULY 21 


tracts, requiring certain warranties in Gov- 
ernment contracts, and for other purposes; 
and 

H.R. 7378. An act to provide revenue, and 
for other purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to a concurrent reso- 
lution (H. Con. Res. 72) authorizing the 
Committee on Labor of the House of 
Representatives to have printed addi- 
tional copies of the hearings held before 
a subcommittee of said committee on 
joint resolutions establishing a Post- 
Emergency Economic Advisory Commis- 
sion and a National Unemployment 
Commission, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were each read 
twice by their titles and referred as indi- 
cated: 


H.R.7239, An act to authorize the Di- 
rector of the Census to issue certifications of 
birth records; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

H.R. 7304. An act prohibiting the pay- 
ment of contingent fees for services in 
connection with the procurement of Govern- 
ment contracts, requiring certain warran- 
ties in Government contracts, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine 
morning business is concluded. 


ADDITIONAL WHITE HOUSE POLICE 


Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of Senate bill 2584, Calen- 
dar No. 1600, to permit appointment of 
White House Police, in accordance with 
the civil-service laws, from sources out- 
side the Metropolitan and United States 
Park Police forces. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 
2584) to permit appointment of White 
House police, in accordance with the 
civil-service law, from sources outside 
the Metropolitan and United States Park 
Police forces, was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, in addition to ap- 
pointment from members of the Metro- 
politan Police force and the United States 
Park Police force, as provided in section 2 
of the act of September 14, 1922, as amended 
(U. S. C., title 8, sec. 62 (a)), members of 
the White House Police force may be ap- 
pointed, and vacancies in such force filled, 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
civil-service laws and the regulations issued 
pursuant thereto, 

Sec. 2. Members appointed pursuant to 
this act shall be entitled to the same privi- 
leges as to salary, grade, uniforms, equip- 
ment, transfer, leave, relief funds, retire- 
ment, and refunds as members appointed 
from the Metropolitan Police force and the 
United States Park Police force. 


PAYMENT OF OBLIGATIONS INCURRED IN 
CONNECTION WITH THE NORTH DA- 
KOTA SENATORIAL CONTEST 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate proceed to consider Sen- 
ate Resolution 268, Calendar No. 1572. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu- 
tion will be stated for the information of 
the Senate. 
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The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A resolution 
(S. Res. 268) authorizing the payment of 
certain obligations incurred in connec- 
tion with the right of WILLIAM Lancer to 
a seat in the Senate from the State of 
North Dakota. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I think 
it was about 3 weeks ago that an effort 
was made by the able Senator from Illi- 
nois to have the resolution considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No debate on 
the motion to consider the resolution is 
in order during the morning hour. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I thought 
the morning hour was closed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning 
business is closed, but not the morning 
hour. 

Mr. McNARY. When action is taken 
on the motion to consider the resolu- 
tion, I wish to say a word about the reso- 
lution before it is brought to a vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the motion made by the Senator 
from Illinois that the Senate proceed to 
consider Senate Resolution 268. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution (S. Res. 268) as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, authorized by Senate Resolu- 
tion 81, agreed to March 10, 1941, to consider 
the question of whether WILLIAM LANGER was 
entitled to retain his seat in the Senate to 
which he was certified as having been elected 
on November 5, 1940, hereby is authorized to 
expend from the contingent fund of the 
Senate for the payment of obligations in- 
curred in connection with the said proceed- 
ing, including attorneys’ fees, $16,500 in ad- 
dition to the amounts heretofore authorized 
for such purposes. 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, when 
the resolution was first presented to the 
Senate, probably a month ago, I spoke to 
the able Senator from Illinois and re- 
quested that action on the matter be 
suspended until I could have an oppor- 
tunity to confer with the Senator from 
North Dakota, who was then out of the 
city in connection with some public mat- 
ter.. Later I heard from the Senator 
from North Dakota, and he desired a 
postponement until his return. I think 
that was 2 weeks ago today. Since that 
time I have been advised through his at- 
torney, Mr. Lyons, that he has no objec- 
tion to the resolution. Also his secretary 
has so advised my office. For that rea- 
son I have no objection to the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, may 
we have the resolution read? It was read 
once before, but that was a good while 
ago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu- 
tion will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 268) was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, authorized by Senate 
Resolution 81, agreed to March 10, 1941, to 
consider the question of whether WILLIAM 
LANGER was entitled to retain his seat in the 
Senate to which he was certified as having 
been elected on November 5, 1940, hereby is 
authorized to expend from the contingent 
fund of the Senate for the payment of obli- 
gations incurred in connection with the said 
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proceeding, including attorneys’ fees, $16,500 
in addition to the amounts heretofore au- 
thorized for such purposes. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I wish 
the Senator from Illinois would break 
down the lump-sum appropriation which 
is proposed and itemize it. How much 
of the $16,500 is for attorneys’ fees, and 
what attorneys are to receive it; how 
much of it is for something else, and 
what is that something else? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, on the 
29th of June last the Senator from Illi- 
nois submitted a report of the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. That 
report sets out in rather lengthy detail 
how the money is proposed to ke ex- 
pended. I should like to have the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee, 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
GREEN] make the explanation, because 
he is familiar with the subject. 

Mr. GREEN. -Mr. President, as I un- 
derstand, the request is for information 
as to the status of this account, and how 
the $16,500 is arrived at. 

The amounts appropriated and the 
expenditures are as follows: 

William Langer investigation by Committee 
on Privileges and Elections 
Amounts appropriated: 
Mar. 10. 1941, S. Res. 81--.. $5,000.00 
Sept. 17, 1941, S. Res. 167-_-. 5, 000 
Noy. 6, 1941, S. Res. 186__ 5 


Dec, 17, 1941, S. Res. 208_-_.- 6, 000. 00 
Total appropriated ......- 21, 000. 00 
Amount expended to June 30, 
gS ait en A NA EAA 18, 318. 23 
pO E 2, 681.77 
Expenditures: 
Investigators’ salaries (3)... 6,190.00 
Investigators’ expenses, in- 
cluding per diem__.._--.. 2, 020. 18 
Clerical assistance to inves- 
tigatots: (6) 5.~.-<.--..-. 454. 60 
Witness fees and expenses 
(GC p= we, 6 ee 3, 159.30 
Appraiser’s salary and ex- 
Denson (0) 265s poe 2,078. 72 
Reporting and transcribing 
Oy) ESA 4,055, 74 
Miscellaneous committee ex- 
nses: 
Telephone service 21.30 
Process servers.......... 338.39 
Total expended___.___ 18, 318. 23 


The total expenses of the Senate in the 
Langer case are made up as follows: 


Total expense of Senate in re Lunger case 


Heretofore appropriated......... $21, 000. 00 
Po: Se a 18, 318. 23 
Balance on hand (June 30, 
BS aE eee SSS 


2, 681.77 


Attorneys’ fees and expenses, as 


allowed June 23, 1942____.____ 18, 347.77 

A. J. Klaudt, witness fee and 
ES Pe eS Se 239. 00 
Total remaining tobe paid. 18, 586.77 
Expended (as above) _--.--.---_. 18, 318. 23 
Grand total of expense.... 36,905.00 
Balance on hand, June 30, 1942.. 2,681.77 
Additional amount requested_... 16,500.00 
New balance.............. 19, 181.77 
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Less attorneys’ fees, expenses, 
Ete, as above____--_--_-----.. $18, 586.77 


Unexpended balance left.. 595.00 


There are some contingent expenses which 
are now running. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the 
amount for attorneys’ fees and expenses 
is $16,500. That might be 25 cents for 
attorneys’ fees and $16,499.75 for ex- 
penses, or the reverse, or any modifica- 
tion of those figures. 

Mr. CONNALLY. But it is not. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not suppose it is. 
I have an idea that the attorneys’ fees 
are high enough to exceed the amount 
I have suggested. What are the attor- 
neys’ fees and what attorneys are to 
receive the money? 

Mr. GREEN. I shall be glad to give 
those figures. The items approved by 
the committee for payment are as fol- 
lows: 

Langer protest 
Items approved by committee for 
payment for reimbursement of 
expenses to: 
Morgan Ford, attorney for 


LANGER, Fargo, N. Dak... $777. 64 
Francis Murphy, attorney for 
Lancer, Fargo, N. Dak__--- 1, 200. 00 
Thomas W. Hardwick, at- 
torney for LANGER, San- 
dersville, Ga......-..-_-.. 850. 00 
Dennis A. Lyons, attorney 
for Lancer, Washington, 
bo TEL e (ee Se BRST Pee! 331.32 
Total expenses, LANGER’S 
attorneys............. 2, 158. 96 
For lump-sum fee to LANGER’S 
pA gel | ie: ak ep See S 8, 000. 00 
For reimbursement of expenses _ 
to: 
O. R. McGuire, attorney for 
petitioners, Washington, 
ba Al 0 RULE Sere ryote Fe AAS, 180. 80 
Edward R. Burke, attorney 
for petitioners_........._. 8.01 
Total expenses, petition- 
ers’ attorneys_...._.-. 188. 81 
For lump-sum fee to peti- 
tioners’ attorneys_...._.._ 8, 000. 00 
Grand total, attorneys’ 
fees and expenses... 18, 347.77 
Miscellaneous unpaid: A. J. 
Klaudt, witness fee and mile- 
Ut eS Sn. a af 239. 00 
Total allowed and unpaid. 18, 586.77 


I think that answers the question. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should 
like to ask the Senator about the attor- 
neys’ fees. As I understand, $8,000 is 
allowed for attorneys’ fees on each side. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 

Mr. NORRIS. Has any precedent 
been established for attorneys’ fees, or is 
there any law which governs such fees? 

Mr. GREEN. This matter was re- 
ferred to a subcommittee, and the sub- 
committee reported that it had looked 
into the precedents, which were varied 
in character, and I suppose irreconcil- 
able in principle. Having taken into 
consideration those precedents and the 
facts in this particular case, together 
with the statements which have been 
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made by the petitioners and by the 
Senator from North Dakota ([Mr. 
Lancer] and his attorneys, the subeom- 
mittee recommended these amounts 
and the full committee approved them. 
I should have to refer to the subcom- 
mittee for the details. 

Mr. NORRIS. It occurred to me that 
attorneys’ fees should be directly con- 
nected with the expenses. As I under- 
stand, in this case there was of necessity 
a great deal of expense in taking evi- 
dence all over North Dakota. So an 
attorney who did not spend any money 
did not do very much in the case, because 
his work would be confined to the work 
done in Washington at the hearings. 
For example, Senator Burke’s expenses 
were only $8.01. I suppose that expense 
was incurred entirely in the city of 
Washington, where he lives. Perhaps it 
was for necessary taxicab hire. It would 
appear that he had done no work except 
what was done before the committee. 
His assistant did not expend very much, 
either. 

I wonder if there is any possibility of 
the committee making attorneys’ fees so 
attractive in contested-election cases 
that the result will be the commence- 
ment of contests whenever there is any 
possibility of making any showing what- 
ever because the attorneys’ fees will be 
paid by the Government and they will be 
quite liberal. It seems to me that an 
attorney’s fee of $8,000 is liberal. I had 
supposed—probably I am entirely in 
error—that we had established prece- 
dents or perhaps enacted a law by 
which a limitation was placed upon 
attorneys’ fees in contested-election 
cases, Unless I am mistaken, the House 
has such a rule limiting the attorneys’ 
fees which may be asked or allowed in 
such cases. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. From time immemo- 
rial it has been the rule of the House— 
I am not certain whether it is fixed by 
statute—to pay a $2,000 fee to attorneys 
on each side of a contested election case. 
The contestant and the contestee are 
each allowed $2,000 for attorney's fees. 
Even that figure has been so attractive 
in days gone by that I have been told that 
in one or two States an election growing 
out of certain issues was nearly always 
contested, and that a certain lawyer made 
a fairly good living from fees received for 
representing contestants in election cases 
in the House. 

I do not recall any instance in which 
the fee has been more than $2,000 on 
each side. That is why, when this reso- 
Jution was previously called up, I raised 
the question as to the amount of the al- 
lowance of $16,500. It seemed to me to 
be a large amount. I still think it is a 
large fee, although after my remarks on 
the floor I received a letter from our 
former colleague, Senator Burke, in which 
he undertook to convince me that it was 
a very reasonable fee. In the absence 
of a sufficient break-down, I still feel 
very much the way I originally felt. Ido 
not wish to do anybody an injustice. I 
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should like to have more information on 
the subject than I now have. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield there? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I wish to say that I 
sympathize with the view of the Senator 
from Nebraska and the Senator from 
Kentucky that perhaps the Senate should 
have some rule imposing a limitation on 
the amount of such fees; and yet I do 
not think the House practice affords an 
adequate standard for the Senate, for the 
reason that in a contest involving a whole 
State much more work and more ex- 
penses would naturally be entailed than 
in a contest involving merely one con- 
gressional district. Of course, the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska is eminently correct 
in the view that probably such fees could 
be made so attractive as to induce con- 
tests in some cases, but I do not think 
that danger is very keen. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will defer to me, let me say that, 
of course, it is impossible for either House 
to determine how long a contest may be 
dragged out. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is correct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I recall two or three 
instances when I was a Member of the 
House of Representatives of a contest be- 
ing dragged out during the whole term of 
the Member whose seat was in question, 
and it was settled just before the term 
expired. In one case I think the contest- 
ant was seated just a few days before he 
would have gone out of the House any- 
way. That does not presuppose that the 
action was not based on the merits of the 
case, but it did drag out a considerable 
length of time. 

So, in a contest involving a congres- 
sional district, it might be possible that 
more testimony would have to be taken 
than in a contest involving a seat in the 
Senate. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator permit me to ask a question 
at that point? 

Mr. NORRIS. I shall yield to the Sen- 
ator in a moment, but, first, I desire to 
refer to the point regarding one case in- 
volving a congressional district and an- 
other involving a whole State. I think 
that point would apply more to the ex- 
penses than to the attorneys’ fee. The 
questions involved in the contest of the 
election of a Representative from a dis- 
trict are practically the same as those 
which arise in a contest covering election 
of a Senator from a State. The legal 
questions involved are, I think, practi- 
cally always the same. The expenses of 
getting a senatorial contest ready for de- 
cision are vastly greater, I think, for the 
reasons the Senator from Texas has sug- 
gested. The fact that the case involved 
contest of a seat in the Senate would not 
necessarily increase the value or the 
amount of the work of an attorney in an- 
alyzing it, because the legal questions 
involved are just the same. 

Mr. CONNALLY. However, in this 
case the fees are to be divided between 
quite a number of attorneys—too many, I 
think. I think that too many lawyers 
sometimes will spoil a case, 
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Mr. NORRIS. And yet in this case an 
exact amount is fixed for attorneys’ fees, 
$8,000 for each side. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is true; but the 
money will have to be divided among 
three or four attorneys on each side. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is still a sizeable 
sum, even if divided among several at- 
torneys. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is true. 

Mr. NORRIS. However, probably the 
bulk of the money will be divided be- 
tween two attorneys. Perhaps a third 
attorney, whose services may have been 
in the nature of those of a clerk, will re- 
ceive several hundred dollars; but the 
remainder will go to the other attorneys. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I understand that 
among the precedents there is a case in 
which one of the lawyers for a contestant 
was allowed as much as $25,000. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield on that point? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. LUCAS. As chairman of the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate, I should like 
to have the Senate understand that the 
committee presents the resolution to the 
Senate without any recommendation. 
We thought it was sufficiently important 
to be submitted for debate and decision 
by the entire Senate. However, insofar 
as the chairman of the committee is con- 
cerned, I am willing to go along with the 
recommendation of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, which made a 
careful study of all the facts in the case 
upon which was based the attorneys’ fees. 
The junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr, 
Butter] was chairman of the subcom- 
mittee. He is unavoidably absent today. 
I do not know whether any of the other 
members of the subcommittee are pres- 
ent. However, the Senator will recall 
that the Langer case presents a volumi- 
nous record and was one of the most 
lengthy cases in the history of contested 
elections in the Senate. The pleadings 
were somewhat complicated. It was 
rather difficult to join issue. After that, 
volumes of testimony were taken by in- 
vestigators in the field. The attorneys 
appeared from time to time before the 
committee in the early stages of the pro- 
ceedings. Later on, when public hearings 
were held in the Senate Office Building, 
the lawyers appeared day after day, 
examined and cross-examined witnesses. 
Through a resolution adopted by the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
that procedure was agreed upon. 

Mr. NORRIS. How long did that last? 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not have a distinct 
recollection, but it seems to me that the 
public hearings alone lasted for 2 or 3 
weeks. 

At any rate, in direct answer to the 
question raised by the Senator from 
Texas, let me say that the precedents are 
as follows, so far as concerns the allow- 
ance of attorneys’ fees in the past: 

In the Earle B. Mayfield case, involy- 
ing election of a Senator from Texas, in 
1926, the total disbursements by the 
committeé were $65,984.61. The pay- 


1942 


ment of attorneys’ fees and expenses 
amounted to $30,500. 

In the Daniel F. Steck case, from Iowa, 
in 1926 the total disbursements by the 
committee were $53,304.69. The pay- 
ment to James G. Mitchell, attorney for 
Smith W. Brookhart, was $10,000. At- 
torneys’ fees and expenses for Daniel F. 
Steck were $15,000. 

In the contest involving the seat of 
Thomas G. Schall, from Minnesota, in 
1926, the attorneys’ fees and expenses 
amounted to $15,500. 

In the Sam G. Bratton election case, 
from New Mexico in 1926, the attorneys’ 
fees were $5,000. 

In the Magnus Johnson election case, 
in 1928, the attorneys’ fees were $2,500. 

In the Arthur R. Gould case, from 
Maine, in 1926, the total disbursements 
by the committee were $10,906.04. 

In the William S. Vare case, in 1929, 
the total disbursements by the Commit- 
tee on Priliveges and Elections, including 
the attorneys’ fees, were $163,848.63. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield to me there, let me say 
that those expenses included the ex- 
penses of the committee which made an 
investigation of the primary contest. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct; the ex- 
penses included everything, for both the 
primary contest and the general election. 

Mr. NORRIS. I remember something 
about that case, The legitimate ex- 
penses in that case would, in my judg- 
ment, have been quite a large sum. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not know how the 
money was divided as between attorneys’ 
fees and expenses. 

Mr. LUCAS. There cannot be any 
question about the Vare case. The Sen- 
ator is precisely correct. As to what was 
the division with respect to attorneys’ 
fees, the record does not show. 

In the John H. Bankhead case, from 
Alabama, in 1931, the committee ex- 
pended in the Heflin-Bankhead contest 
$100,202.48. É 

In the contest of the seat of Josan W. 
Barkey, from North Carolina, in 1931, 
the total amount paid by the committee 
was $6,000. 

Those are the records of the past. I 
place them in the Recor in response to 
the inquiry of the senior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CONNALLY]. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think it should be 
said, for instance, that in the case from 
Iowa, between Senator Steck and Sena- 
tor Brookhart, as I remember it now, all 
the ballots cast in that election in the 
State were shipped to Washington, and 
all of them were counted here and were 
shipped back. A large number of clerks 
were required to do the counting, and 
there were various expenses in connec- 
tion with the handling of the ballots 
while they were here—preserving their 
integrity, and so forth. 

I should like to say to the Senator 
from Texas before he leaves the Cham- 
ber that he wanted to interrupt me a 
while ago, and I asked him to wait. I 
shall be glad to yield to him as soon as 
I answer the question which was asked. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Sena- 
tor. Ido not care to interrupt him, 
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Mf. NORRIS. It seems to me that in 
the Steck-Brookhart case there were a 
number of very legitimate expenses 
which could not be avoided. As I under- 
Stand, that situation did not occur in 
the Langer case. The ballots were not 
shipped here, were they? There was no 
recounting of ballots or anything of that 
kind, was there? 

Mr. LUCAS. No; nothing in either the 
primary or the final election returns was 
involved in the contest. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I remember, the 
committee found that there was no doubt 
about the election returns and that, ac- 
cording to the returns, Mr. Lancer had 
been elected in that election. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is true. 

Mr. President, if the Senator will fur- 
ther yield, let me say that I merely read 
into the Recorp the figures relative to 
previous cases, obviously not knowing 
anything about the amount of labor which 
was involved in those contests. The Sen- 
ator says that in the Brookhart-Steck 
case there may have been much more 
labor and work than there was in the 
Langer case. That may be true; I know 
nothing about that. Let me say that 
the rule of the House is entirely different 
from any rule we have in the Senate; in 
fact we have no rule in the Senate; and 
as I understand the matter, the question 
is solely whether the Senate considers 
that the public interest will be served by 
the payment of fair and reasonable ex- 
penses and attorney fees in a case of this 
kind. We can if we so desire refuse to 
pay any fees at all. 

As the chairman of the subcommitee 
of the Privileges and Elections Committee 
I had quite a good deal to do with the 
Langer hearings, and I know that the 
attorneys were exceedingly busy and dili- 
gent. They were present day after day 
in the public hearings. They also ap- 
peared before the committee in the be- 
ginning, when we were attempting to 
find out what pleadings were necessary 
as the case arose merely upon the protest 
of citizens of North Dakota. We were in 
the early stages of the case somewhat 
in the dark as to how we should proceed. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield to the Senator 
from Texas. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Notwithstanding 
my view that the fees in this instance 
are rather large and that there should be 
some limitation, I think it is due the 
attorneys on both sides of the Langer 
case to say that the matter was handled 
very diligently and very capably and that 
the lawyers did render a distinct service. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am not questioning 
that at all. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I understand the 
Senator is not; but I say I feel it is due 
the lawyers in that case to say that, 
while I think there were more lawyers 
than were needed, yet they were very dili- 
gent and very capable. They knew the 
legal questions, and had briefed them, 
and presented some very illuminating 
arguments on the various points involved. 

Mr.NORRIS. Of course, we recognize, 
too, that the reputation of the lawyers 
employed differs in degree. One attor- 
ney employed in the Langer case, as Sen- 


6429 


ators all know, served in the Senate for 
6 years, and I presume, with the reputa- 
tion he had as an attorney, he could 
command a fee probably larger than has 
been suggested in this case. I should 
like, however, to submit to the Senate 
that I do not think we can afford, in the 
public interest, to let the word go out 
that the Senate is going to pay attorneys’ 
fees in accordance with the reputation 
attorneys may have throughout the Na- 
tion. We all recognize that former Sen- 
ator Burke had a reputation, and deserv- 
edly so, as a very able lawyer. 

Mr. CONNALLY. And former Senator 
Hardwick, of Georgia, also. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; some of the other 
attorneys probably did more work but 
did not have that kind of reputation, yet 
when they are hired for professional 
work, of course, they must be paid for 
their services. If, however, the Senate 
lets the word go out that it is going to 
pay attorneys large fees, we will face a 
situation, I think, in the way of contests 
that will bring a good many surprises in 
the way of expenses. It will become so 
attractive that it will pay every unsuc- 
cessful candidate for the Senate to com- 
mence a contest. He can get a lawyer 
of the best reputation, who can make a 
good case on paper every time, and put 
up a good showing, no matter how one- 
sided the election may Have been. So it 
seems to me that the public necessity re- 
quires that we do something like the 
House has done. An inflexible rule does 
not always result in justice. I realize 
that conditions vary in different cases. 
In one case it would be justifiable to take 
more time, greater difficulties would 
arise, and it would be necessary to have 
attorneys employed for a longer period 
thanin others. Still, it seems to me that 
the Senate should establish a precedent 
that will not make it attractive for con- 
tests to be commenced by attorneys who, 
regardless of the outcome, will make a 
good thing out of it. 

Mr, LUCAS. Mr. President, I certainly 
agree with the Senator from Nebraska 
on the premise laid down. The only dif- 
ficulty is in finding an equitable formula 
that will meet the situation. I read a 
moment ago that the Vare case cost 
$163,000. In that case the lawyers, no 
doubt, were engaged for many more days 
than in other cases. So we might have 
to place the compensation allowed on a 
per diem basis rather than to allow a 
specific sum, as is the rule in the House, 
It seems to me we might be able to work 
it out in that way, but there is a distinct 
difference between what might happen in 
a case in the other House affecting a con- 
test in one district and what might hap- 
pen in the Senate in a contested case 
involving a large State, such as Pennsyl- 
vania or Illinois, where so many ballots 
are cast. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, in view 
of what the Senator from Nebraska has 
said, I should like to make a few com- 
ments. In the first place, I want it dis- 
tinctly understood for the Record that I 
have expressed this opinion and taken 
this position simply because I happen to 
be chairman of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections: It is not my per- 
sonal views I am expressing but the views 
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of the committee. If I were expressing 
my personal views, I should agree almost 
wholly with the remarks made by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

I think we are threatened with a real 
evil. If we should make the contesting 
of elections too attractive, a great many 
lawyers, I am sorry to say, would be will- 
ing to undertake a contest in any elec- 
tion. There is always something to be 
said on both sides, and one is always jus- 
tified in presenting his side, If we estab- 
lish a per diem basis, the longer the case 
is drawn out the larger the fees which 
may result. 

I think it is very desirable to establish 
some rule, and no rule has been estab- 
lished. We are not making a precedent 
in this case; this is not a precedent; it 
is only one more case in the list of prece- 
dents. It would be more correct to say 


there are numerous precedents; there is ~ 


no uniformity in the standards or the 
amounts that should properly be paid. 
The committee has discussed this matter 
since I have been chairman. We believe 
that some effort should be made to estab- 
lish a rule for the future. 

I may say, further, in extenuation of 
the large amounts, perhaps too large, 
that the committee has cut practically 
in two the amount claimed by the at- 
torneys; and, furthermore, they have dis- 
allowed a claim put in by Senator LANGER 
himself for his own expenses in connec- 
tion with the case, in addition to the 
amount that I have read to the Senate 
already this morning. So the committee 
has exercised some discretion in the al- 
lowance of fees. 

Furthermore, I may say also for the 
Recorp, that although I am chairman of 
the committee and represent the com- 
mittee here today, I did not represent the 
committee as chairman in connection 
with the preliminary proceedings in the 
trial of this case. The Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CONNALLY] was chairman of 
the committee for a long time, and after- 
ward the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
Harca] was chairman. It was only just 
before the report was made to the Senate 
that I became chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

I made the report, and, as Senators re- 
member, the Senate disapproved the re- 
port and recommendations of the com- 
mittee in that instance, and it may well 
disregard the report of the committee in 
this instance also. If so, as chairman of 
the committee I shall make no complaint 
whatever. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I wish to 
suggest an amendment to the resolution, 
but it seems to be rather difficult to 
amend it. I do not know exactly how 
much of the $16,500 is for expenses and 
how much is for attorneys’ fees, but as I 
understand, $500 is admittedly for the ex- 
penses, and $16,000 for the attorneys’ 
fees. 


Mr. LUCAS. I think that is correct. 

Mr. NORRIS. Unless we redraft the 
resolution, the change I desire to have 
made could probably be reached by strik- 
ing out the period and inserting a colon 
and the following proviso: 

Provided, That the amount allowed for at- 


torneys' fees shall not exceed $5,000 for each 
side. 
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If such an amendment were agreed to, 
we could change the $16,000 in line 18 
so as to make it accord with the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SmatuHers in the chair). The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, the 
argument of the distinguished Senator 
from Nebraska proceeds principally upon 
the ground of public policy—that it 
should be the disposition of the Senate 
to strictly limit attorneys’ fees in such 
cases, regardiess of the amount of serv- 
ices involved. 

As I understand, election contests have 
occurred from time to time in the history 
of the Senate, and there have been many 
such cases. The fees generally allowed 
have been very much larger than the fee 
here involved, and I do not believe there 
is anything in the record of the contests 
in the Senate to indicate that the grant- 
ing of.any fee, however large it may have 
been—and generally they have been 
much larger than the one under con- 
sideration—has induced subsequent con- 
tests. As a matter of fact, no contests 
have been filed during the last decade or 
so, I understand, except the one we are 
now considering, and one arising over 
the disoute between a Senator and his 
opponent from the State of West Vir- 
ginia, in which a fee of $2,000 was paid. 
Many fees have been allowed which were 
larger than the fee now under considera- 
tion. If we take the position that we 
are going to limit fees in order to limit 
contests, such a position can logically be 
assumed only if we are to pay some 
amount, regardless of the value of the 
services rendered. 

Mr. President, I think the only ques- 
tion properly to be decided by the Senate 
is whether or not, judged upon a fair 
basis, $8,000 is a reasonable attorney’s 
fee. If it is, I think that, with a view to 
maintaining the dignity and prestige of 
the United States Senate, it could safely 
afford to pay such a fee without any 
danger of provoking litigious contests 
started so that some attorney might 
make a fee. If, on the other hand, the 
fee suggested is too large, then, of course, 
it should not be paid. 

I must frankly state to the distin- 
guished Senator from Nebraska that 
before I vote upon the amendment or 
upon the resolution before the Senate, I 
should like to have better evidence offered 
as to whether or not a fee of $8,000 to 
each side would be fair, proper, and 
reasonable. 

Mr. President, let me repeat: I cannot 
agree with the distinguished Senator 
from Nebraska that the allowance in 
this case of $8,000 to each side will pro- 
voke additional and unnecessary contests. 
Contests have been proceeding for per- 
haps 150 years. So far as I know, an 
argument like the one now presented has 
not been made before, and certainly the 
facts of the contest under consideration 
do not justify it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may 
I ask the Senator how long this discus- 
sion is likely to proceed? I should like 
to present a conference report, which 
Maer only 2 or 3 minutes. It is very 

ort, 
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Mr. NORRIS. I have no objection to 
proceeding with the consideration of the 
conference report. I do not wish to de- 
lay it, of course. So far as I am con- 
cerned, there is no objection. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed with the considera- 
tion of the conference report. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Illinois consent to the reso- 
lution being restored to the calendar, 
there to remain in its original status? It 
would not come up until some later date, 
on a call of the calendar, unless some 
Senator moved to have it considered. I 
think we should have an opportunity to 
look further into the matter. I should 
like to have an opportunity to confer 
with the Senator from North Dakota. 
Therefore I should like to have the 1eso- 
lution go back on the calendar, 

Mr. LUCAS. I have no objection to 
the resolution going back to the calendar, 
and remaining on the calendar so long 
as it is desired to keep it there. 

Mr. McNARY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the resolution be returned to 
the calendar. 

Mr. LUCAS. Before unanimous con- 
sent is granted, let me say to the Sen- 
ator from Oregon that the attorneys con- 
cerned were engaged in the contest for a 
considerable length of time, and they 
were put to much expense. They have 
not yet been reimbursed, and many of 
them have been anxious to make final 
disposition of the matter as soon as pos- 
sible, and I do think we should reach a 
decision at an early date. 

One of my reasons for submitting some 
time ago the complete record as to what 
the subcommittee did in connection with 
this matter was that the Senators might 
read the Recorp, as I know all do every 
morning, in order that they might be in- 
formed about the facts. I do not have 
any objection to the resolution going 
back on the calendar, but I hope we can 
dispose of it sometime in the very near 
future. 3 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am 
not disposed to delay the payment of 
these lawyers for the services rendered. 
I thought that perhaps it would be well 
to have opportunity given for further 
study, but if the Senator in charge of 
the resolution desires to have it go for- 
ward today, I shall not interfere. 

Mr. LUCAS. We have gone this far 
with it, and I doubt if many more argu- 
ments are to be made; but if the Senator 
desires to confer with the Senator from 
North Dakota about the matter, it is 
satisfactory to me that the resolution go 
over. The Senator from North Dakota 
had some objection to this fee in the be- 
ginning. 

As I understand, he could not make 
the proper arrangements with his attor- 
neys on how the split should be made, 
and because of that fact he asked that 
the resolution be withheld for some time, 
and I gladiy consented that that be done. 
I have a copy of a telegram on my desk, 
which was sent to one of his lawyers, in 
which the Senator from North Dakota 
Says he has the arrangements all made 
for a satisfactory distribution of the law- 
yers’ fees, and he is ready for the reso- 
lution to be adopted by the Senate. That 
is why I presented it today. The Sen- 
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ator from North Dakota is apparently 


satisfied, and if he is satisfied, everyone 


also should be. 

Mr.McNARY. Mr. President, I repeat 
that I do not want to attempt to take 
away from the able Senator from Illinois 
the decision in this matter. If he 
wishes to proceed, I shall withdraw my 
request. I withdraw my request for 
unanimous consent so that the resolution 
may continue before the Senate for 
action. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, on second 
thought I am convinced that the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. McNary], the able 
minority leader, is correct in his sug- 
gestion. I now ask unanimous consent 
that further consideration of the resolu- 
tion be postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion is postponed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6071) to 
grant a preference right to certain oil 
and gas lessees. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to House Concurrent 
Resolution No. 79, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That the Clerk of 
the House is authorized and directed in the 
enrollment of the bill (H. R. 6999) an act 
to promote the national defense and to 
promptly facilitate and protect the trans- 
port of materials and supplies needful to 
the Military Establishment by authorizing 
the construction and operation of a pipe line 
and a navigable barge channel across Florida, 
and by deepening and enlarging the Intra- 
coastal Waterway from its present eastern 
terminus to the vicinity of the Mexican 
border, to enroll Senate amendment No. 3 
to said bill as follows: 

“Page 2, lines 15 and 16, after ‘advisable;’, 
strike out down to and including ‘$80,000,000.’ 
on page 3, line 8, and insert, ‘And provided 
further, That subject to the provisions of 
Public Law 197, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
there is authorized to be constructed one or 
more pipe lines, together with all necessary 
terminal facilities, for the transport of petro- 
leum and its products, from the vicinity of 
Port St. Joe and other points on the Gulf 
coast of Florida to the St. Johns River, and 
a crude-oil pipe line from the Tinsley Oil 
Field in the vicinity of Yazoo, Miss., to 
Charleston, S. C., and/or Savannah, Ga. 

“Sec, 2, There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated the sum of $93,000,000 to carry 
cut the provisions of this act.” 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL DE- 
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE 
REPORT 


Mr. McKELLAR submitted the follow- 
ing report: 


The committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7319) making supplemental appropriations 
for the national defense for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
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have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ments numbered 3, 4, 9, 18, and 24. 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 2, 5, 6, 10, 13, 19, 21, 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, 
29, 31, 34, 35, and 36; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$272,- 
481,890"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken cut by said 
amendment, amended to read as follows: 

“(b) The head of any constituent agency 
may delegate to any official in such agency 
or in the field offices of the Division of Cen- 
tral Administrative Services the authority to 
make appointments of personnel and he may 
also delegate to any official in the agency of 
which he is the head the authority to make 
other determinations necessary for the con- 
duct of the administrative management 
within such agency.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$120,- 
000,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$120,- 
000,000”; and the Senate agree to the Same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment, amended to read as follows: 
“nor to prevent the furnishing in confidence 
to the War Department, the Navy Depart- 
ment, or the United States Maritime Commis- 
sion, such data and information as may be 
requested by them for use in the perform- 
ance of their official duties”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, insert the following: “: Provided jur- 
ther, That no part of this appropriation shall 
be available for making any subsidy pay- 
ments”; and the Senate agree to the same, 

The committee of conference report in 
disagreement amendments numbered 1, 16, 
17, 20, 25, 30, 32, 33, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, and 
42. 

KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
CARTER GLASS, 
CARL HAYDEN, 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
GERALD P. NYE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
C. A. Wooprum, 
Louts LUDLOW, 
J. BUELL SNYDER, 
EMMET O'NEAL, 
Gro. W. JOHNSON, 
Louis C. RABAUT, 
JED JOHNSON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing its action on 
certain amendments of the Senate ta 
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House bill 7319, which was read, as fol- 
lows: 


That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 17 and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

In line 13 of the matter inserted by said 
Senate engrossed amendment, after “head”, 
insert “; and such total amount shall be so 
used as to complete the studies, investiga- 
tions and reports authorized and required by 
part 1, title III of the Transportation Act of 
1940”; and 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 37 to said bill and concur therein with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert: 

“Sec. 204. The Civil Service Commission 
shall forthwith make an investigation of 
transfers of employees from one executive 
agency to another (except to the uniformed 
forces of the United States) for the purpose 
of studying the cause and effect of such 
transfers with a view to ascertaining, among 
other findings, whether practices exist in con- 
nection therewith which are not in the public 
interest. The results of such investigation 
and study shall be reported to the President 
of the United States and to the Congress 
within 60 days after the date of the enact- 
ment of this act and. shall include such rec- 
ommendations for administrative action or 
legislative enactment as the Commission may 
deem advisable.” 


IN THE HOUSE OF TAEA) 
- July 20, 1942. 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 20, 25, 30, 32, 33, 38, 39, 40, 41, 
and 42 to the bill (H. R. 7319) making sup- 
plemental appropriations for the national de- 
fense for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for other purposes, and concur therein; 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 16 to said bill and concur therein with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by. said 
amendment insert: “Provided jurther, That 
no part of this appropriation shall be used 
to enforce any maximum price or prices on 
any agricultural commodity or any com- 
modity processed or manufactured in whole 
or substantial part from any agricultural 
commodity unless and until (1) the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture has determined and pub- 
lished for such agricultural commodity the 
prices specified in section 3 (a) of thé Emer- 
gency Price Control Act of 1942; (2) in case 
or substantial part from any agricultural 
commodity, the Secretary of Agriculture has 
held public hearings and determined and 
published such comparable price in the man- 
ner prescribed by section 3 (b) of said act; 
and (3) the Secretary of Agriculture has de- 
termined after investigation and proclaimed 
that the maximum price or prices so estab- 
lished on any such agricultural commodity 
will reflect to the producer of such agricul- 
tural commodity a price in conformity with 
section 3 (c) of said act: Provided further, 
That in the case of a maximum price or maxi- 
mum prices heretofore established the pro- 
visions of the foregoing proviso shall not ap- 
ply until the expiration of 60 days after the 
date of enactment of this act.” 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
move to concur in the amendments of the 
House to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 16, 17, and 37, and I wish to 
explain what the amendments are. 

Amendment numbered 16 relates to the 
prices of agricultural commodities, un- 
der the Office of Price Administration. 
The House accepted the language of the 
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Senate but inserted the following pro- 
viso: 


Provided further, That in the case of a 
maximum price or maximum prices hereto- 
fore established the provisions of the fore- 
going proviso shall not apply until the ex- 
piration of 60 days after the date of the 
enactment of this act. 


According to the House rules, this 
amendment was legislation and had to be 
taken back to the House, but our com- 
mittee really agreed to this proviso, and 
for that reason I am now making a mo- 
tion to concur in the amendment of the 
House. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, from 
the mere reading of the modification I 
do not understand its application to the 
amendment adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It would give the 
Administration 60 days in which to make 
the necessary investigations and the nec- 
essary reports as to these prices. 

I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 16. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, McKELLAR. Amendment num- 
bered 17 relates to the Board of Investi- 
gation and Research—Transportation. 
The House accepted the Senate amend- 
ment with an amendment. The amend- 
ment inserted in the Senate read as 
follows: 

BOARD OF INVESTIGATION AND RESEARCH— 

TRANSPORTATION 

Board of Investigation and Research: For 
an additional amount for the Board of In- 
vestigation and Research, fiscal year 1943, 
including the objects specified under this 
head in the Third Supplemental National 
Defense Appropriation Act, 1942, and in- 
cluding not to grosa $14,000 for the tem- 

em) ent persons or organiza- 
pan by gory or otherwise, without 
regard to section 3709, Revised Statutes, or 
the civil service and classification law, 
$500,000, which amount shall be added to 
and merged with the unexpended balance, 
as of June 30, 1942, of the appropriation 
under said head: Provided, That said sec- 
tion 3709, Revised Statutes, shall not apply 
to any purchase hereunder when the aggre- 
gate amount involved does not exceed the 
sum of $50. 


That was the provision for interarea or 
interterritorial rate examinations. The 
House has amended the amendment by 
adding this language: 

And such total amount shall be so used as 
to complete the studies, investigations, and 
reports authorized and required by part I, 
title III, of the Transportation Act of 1940. 


It was estimated that it would take 
about the sum allowed, and the Commis- 
sion was asking for $5,000 as a sufficient 
amount with which to complete the in- 
vestigations. The House has required 
that the service be performed, and I 
think the amendment should be con- 
curred in. I therefore move to concur in 
the House amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 


Mr. McKELLAR, I yield. 

Mr, BARKLEY. This is a provision 
similar to that which was discussed a few 
days ago in connection with the Office of 
Price Administration, and which the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] un- 
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successfully attempted to have elimi- 
nated from the bill then under consid- 
eration. 

Under the law creating the Board of 
Research and Investigation in regard to 
transportation systems, the Board was 
created to exist for a period of 2 years, 
with authority given the President to ex- 
tend its life for 2 additional years. There 
was considerable delay in the appoint- 
ment of the Board; several months 
elapsed before the Board was appointed 
and became organized so that it could 
function. It was obvious that it could 
not complete its work within the first 2 
years provided by the law. The Presi- 
dent has already issued the order ex- 
tending for 2 years more the life of this 
Board. The extension period will begin 
in September of this year and will run 
until September 1944. He did that on 
the theory that it was necessary to take 
that time in order to complete the studies 
to be made by this Board. 

The provision adopted by the House 
certainly cannot bind any future Con- 
gress, and it cannot even bind the pres- 
ent Congress, as every Senator knows, 
because before the expiration of the 1- 
year period for which this appropriation 
is made, if Congress sees fit to appro- 
priate more money it can do so. I do 
not see why the House insists on putting 
language of this kind into the bill as if 
it had any meaning or any effect. It 
may be designed to try to convince 
boards or agencies that they must not 
come to Congress in the future and ask 
for deficiency appropriations. Certainly 
it would have no effect on an appropri- 
ation made for the Board for the fiscal 
year 1944. 

With that understanding I shall raise 
no objection to the language. I had a 
little something to do with the legislation 
which created this board, which was con- 
tained in the Transportation Act, and 
which came out of the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. The Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR] and I, 
coming from the region which we do, 
know how important it is to bear in mind 
the question of rate discrimination, and 
all the things which enter into the equal 
treatment of certain sections of the 
country with respect to freight rates. 

I shall not raise any question about the 
amendment, but I want it understood 
that the way I, at least, interpret it— 
which does not bind any one else—it does 
not restrict the Congress in the future in 
allowing appropriations sufficient to en- 
able the board to function during the 
whole 2-year period for which the Presi- 
dent has extended its life. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
Senator is undoubtedly correct with re- 
spect to the legal aspects of the matter. 
The House felt, however, in agreeing to 
the larger sum, that this statement 
should be made, which is made for the 
purpose of persuasion. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I can 
understand how the House felt, because 
the House did not give the Board any- 
thing. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true. For 
that reason I think we had better ac- 
cept the amendment, and I believe the 
Board will make a full report within the 
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amount of money provided. Therefore 
I move the adoption of the House amend- 
ment to the Senate amendment No. 17. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SMATHERS in the chair). The question is 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
wish to explain the next and last item, 
the House amendment to Senate amend- 
ment numbered 37, with reference to the 
transfers of personnel from one Federal 
agency to another. We found that Fed- 
eral agencies were competing with one 
another with respect to employees; that 
the representative of one agency would 
go to another agency where he would 
find a clerk or an official he wanted, and 
offer a very much larger sum to get that 
Official or clerk away from the other 
agency. The Senate therefore placed 
this language in its bill: 

No part of the funds appropriated by this 
act shall be expended to pay the salary of 
any person hereafter recruited from another 
Government department or agency at a rate 
of compensation greater than that which 
Such person was receiving from the depart- 
ment or agency from which recruited: 
Provided, That this section shall not operate 
to prevent increases in compensation as pro- 
vided by the act of August 1, 1941. 


Mr. President, to my very great regret 
the House has stricken out that lan- 
guage and substituted the following: 

Src. 204. The Civil Service Commission 
shall forthwith make an investigation of 
transfers of employees from one executive 
agency to another—except to the uniformed 
forces of the United States—for the purpose 
of studying the cause and effect of such 
transfers with a view to ascertaining, among 
other findings, whether practices exist in 
connection therewith which are not in the 
public interest. The results of such investi- 
gation and study shall be reported to the 
President of the United States and to the 
Congress within 60 days after the date of the 
enactment of this act and shall include such 
recommendations for administrative action 
or legislative enactment as the Commission 
may deem advisable. 


The result of that amendment is to 
postpone action in this matter for 60 
days. The report to be made in 60 days. 
Therefore, it defers this matter for 60 
days. I should very much have pre- 
ferred that the House had agreed to the 
Senate provision, but under the circum- 
stances it seems to me we should not 
delay the passage of the bill because of 
such an amendment. Therefore, I move 
that the Senate agree to the House 
amendment to Senate amendment num- 
bered 37. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. As I understand, 
that completes legislative action on the 
bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator is correct. 

Mr. DANAHER subsequently said: 
Mr. President, I had several times sought 
recognition while the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. McKELLAR] was explaining 
the conference report on House bill 7319. 
I wish to invite his attention to Senate 
amendment numbered 14. The Senate 
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had stricken from the House bill the lan- 
guage which would have authorized the 
Office of Price Administration to furnish 
to any executive agency of the Govern- 
ment the data and information collected 
by the Office of Price Administration on 
its Forms A and B. I notice in the con- 
ference report that the House conferees 
have prevailed upon the Senate conferees 
to accept a provision reading as follows: 

Nor to prevent the furnishing in confidence 
to the War Department, the Navy Depart- 
ment, or the United States Maritime Com- 
mission such data and information as may be 
requested by them for use in the perform- 
ance of their official duties. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; Mr. President, 
that was agreed to in conference, and 
has now been agreed to by both Houses. 

Mr. DANAHER. But the Office of 
Price Administration will still be forbid- 
den by the terms of the Price Control 
Act from furnishing such confidential 
data to any other Government agency. 
Is that not true? 

Mr. McKELLAR,. That is true. 

Mr. DANAHER. And, insofar as data 
is authorized to be extended to the War 
Department, the Navy Department, or 
the United States Maritime Commission, 
it is to be used only by them in the per- 
formance of their official duties? 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true. The 
Senator will notice that the provision 
specifically states: 

For use in the performance of their official 
duties. 


Mr. DANAHER. Is it not the fact, 
as the Senator recalls, that in the War 
Powers Act we have already given each 
of those departments the power to audit 
any and all contracting companies? 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true. 

Mr. DANAHER. So that this author- 
ization would simply supplement existing 
law in these particulars? 

Mr. McKELLAR, That was the view 
of the committees of both the House and 
the Senate. 

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator. 


REVENUE ACT OF 1942 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there 
is on the desk the Revenue Act of 1942, 
which I ask be referred to the Finance 
Committee. 

The bill (H. R. 7378) to provide rev- 
enue, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I wish 
to make the following announcement 
with respect to hearings on the bill: 

The Secretary of the Treasury and his 
staff will appear before the committee on 
Thursday morning next, July 23, and the 
open hearings will begin on that day. It 
is not probable that the committee will 
be in session longer than Thursday and 
perhaps a part of Friday of this week. 
On the following Monday, and thereafter 
as long as it may be necessary to con- 
tinue in open session, taxpayers and 
others desiring to be heard will be heard 
by the Finance Committee. If it is the 
pleasure of the Finance Committee, it is 
expected that we will not have hearings 
on Saturdays, and will so arrange our 
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calendar as to be able to recess on Fri- 
days about 1 o'clock. Under this arrange- 
ment, Mr. President, I may say that an 
examination of those who have applied 
for the privilege of appearing before the 
committee would indicate that we might 
be able to conclude public hearings with- 
in 2 weeks, and thereafter have the 
remaining 2 weeks of August for execu- 
tive consideration of the bill. If our hopes 
mature in this regard, the bill should be 
on the floor of the Senate by the begin- 
ning of the first week in September. 


FLORIDA PIPE LINE AND BARGE CANAL 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SmaTHERS in the chair) laid before the 
Senate House Concurrent Resolution 79, 
which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That the Clerk of 
the House is authorized and directed in the 
enrollment of the bill (H. R. 6999) an act to 
promote the national defense and to 
promptly facilitate and protect the transport 
of materials and supplies needful to the Mili- 
tary Establishment by authorizing the con- 
struction and operation of a pipe line and a 
navigable barge Channel across Florida, and 
by deepening and enlarging the Intercoastal 
Waterway from its present eastern terminus 
to the vicinity of the Mexican border, to 
enroll Senate amendment No. 3 to said 
bill, as follows: 

“Page 2, lines 15 and 16, after ‘advisable:’, 
strike out down to and including ‘$80,000,- 
000.’ on page 3, line 8, and insert ‘And pro- 
vided further, That subject to the provisions 
of Public Law 197, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
there is authorized to be constructed one or 
more pipe lines, together with all necessary 
terminal facilities, for the transport of pe- 
troleum and its products, from the vicinity of 
Port St. Joe and other points on the Gulf 
coast of Florida to the St. Johns River, and a 
crude-oil pipe line from the Tinsley oil field 
in the vicinity of Yazoo, Miss., to Charleston, 
S. C., and/or Savannah, Ga. 

“Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated the sum of $93,000,000 to carry 
out the provisions of this act.” 


- Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate agree to the concurrent 
resolution which has just been laid be- 
fore the Senate. I should like to make a 
brief explanation. The concurrent res- 
olution relates to the Florida pipe-line 
and barge-canal bill, which the Senate 
passed recently. There was a clerical er- 
ror in engrossing some of the amend- 
ments. That has been corrected by the 
House, which has adopted a concurrent 
resolution, in which the concurrence of 
the Senate is requested. 

The matter which was confused was 
the Bailey amendment, which in its first 
part contained a direction that the lan- 
guage subsequent to the beginning 
thereof be stricken from the bill. By er- 
ror that was omitted. 

I have explained this matter to the 
majority leader, the minority leader, and 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDEN- 
BERG]. Iam authorized by the chairman 
of the committee, the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BAILEY] to move 
that the Senate agree to the concurrent 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Florida [Mr, PEPPER], 

The motion was agreed to, 
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ADDITIONAL COPIES OF HEARINGS BE- 
FORE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON LABOR 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE 
in the chair). The Chair lays before the 
Senate a concurrent resolution coming 
from the House of Representatives, 
which will be read. 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 72) was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That in accordance 
with paragraph 3 of section 2 of the Printing 
Act, approved March 1, 1907, the Committee 
on Labor of the House of Representatives he, 
and is hereby, authorized and empowered to 
have printed for its use 1,000 copies of the 
hearings held before a subcommittee of said 
committee during the first session of the 
Seventy-seventh Congress on joint resolu- 
tions establishing a Post-Emergency Eco- 
nomic Adyisory Commission and a National 
Unemployment Commission. 


Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate concur in the House res- 
olution. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MANUFACTURE OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 
FROM GRAINS 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
2600. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S. 
2600) to expedite the prosecution of the 
war by making provision for an increased 
supply of rubber manufactured from 
alcohol produced from agricultural or 
forest products. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
THOMAS], 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres- 
ident, the bill relates to the provision of 
an increased supply of rubber manufac- 
tured from alcohol produced from agri- 
cultural or forest products. Inasmuch 
as there is not much information cur- 
rent with respect to the production of 
synthetic rubber, at the beginning of the 
consideration of the bill I ask unanimous 
consent that the full text of the bill be 
printed in the Recor» at this point. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be 
cited as the “Rubber Supply Act of 1942.” 

For the purpose of this act (a) the term 
“rubber,” unless the context otherwise indi- 
cates, means rubber produced from alcohol as 
the basic material; (b) the term “alcohol” 
shall mean any chemical developed from 
agriculture or forest products. 

Sec. 2. There is hereby created and estab- 
lished an agency of the United States to be 
known as the Rubber Supply Agency (herein- 
after referred to as the “Agency”). At the 
head of the Agency there shall be a Director 
of Rubber Supplies (hereinafter referred to 
as the “Director’”), who shall be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, and shall receive a 
salary of $10,000 a year. During his service, 
the Director shall have no other vocation or 
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employment and shall have no financial in- 
terest in any enterprise with which he trans- 
acts business in his official capacity. 

Src. 3. The Director shall employ and fix 
the compensation of such officers and em- 
ployees, and shall make such expenditures, 
as may be necessary for carrying out his func- 
tions and the functions of the Agency. The 
Director is authorized to accept gifts or loans 
of real and personal property and to utilize 
voluntary and uncompensated services. With 
the consent of the head of the department or 
agency concerned, any officer or employee of 
any department or agency of the Govern- 
ment may be assigned to assist in the work 
of the Agency. Any function of the Director 
may be exercised by such officers or employees 
of the Agency as designated by the Director. 

Src. 4, (a) It shall be the duty of the Di- 
rector to provide and make available at the 
earliest possible time an adequate supply of 
rubber which, when added to the rubber 
being supplied by other agencies, will be sufi- 
cient to meet the military and civilian needs 
of the United States. 

(b) To provide and make available at the 
earliest possible time an adequate supply of 
alcohol produced from agricultural products 
to meet any military or civilian need of alco- 
hol in the United States. 

(c) The Director is hereby empowered— 

(1) To make loans or advances, on such 
terms and conditions and with such maturi- 
ties as he may determine, for the purpose of 
aiding in or providing facilities for the pro- 
duction and processing of rubber and for the 
production of alcohol for military or civilian 


use. 

(2) To purchase, leasé, or otherwise acquire 
such land and to purchase, lease, construct, 
or otherwise acquire such plants, equipment, 
facilities, machinery, materials, and supplies 
. as may be necessary for the production and 

processing of rubber and alcohol (including 
experiments relating thereto), and other ma- 
terials needed for such production and proc- 
essing. 
(3) To provide, by contract or otherwise, 
for the utilization or operation of such land, 
plants, equipment, facilities, machinery, ma- 
terials, and supplies for the production and 
processing of rubber and such other mate- 
rials, 

(4) To enter into such contracts and agree- 
ments as may be necessary or appropriate for 
carrying out his powers and duties. The 
Director is specifically authorized in his dis- 
cretion to enter into contracts with nonprofit 
corporations and cooperative organizations. 

(5) The Director is authorized and directed 
to establish within the Agency a research 
staff, which shall conduct research and ex- 
perimentation for the purpose of furthering 
the technical development of synthetic and 
artificial rubber from agricultural or forest 
products, utilizing, insofar as is practicable, 
the facilities and services of the Department 
of Agriculture and the Bureau of Standards. 

Sec. 5. The authority granted in this act to 
the Agency herein authorized shall be inde- 
pendent and separate from any authority 
granted by law or any contract or order made 
in pursuance of law. 

Src. 6. Copies of all contracts, plans, and 
processes for the manufacture of rubber that 
are on file with any governmental agency 
shall be made available by such agency to 
the Director. 

Sec. 7. When and if the Director finds that 
any article or material with respect to which 
priorities are in effect under any regulation 
or order of the War Production Board, or any 
other agency of the Government is needed for 
the purposes of this act, he shall certify such 
fact to such Board, or other agency, and such 
Board or other agency shall provide that de- 
livery of such article or material for use for 
the purposes of this act shall have priority 
over all deliveries of similar article or mate- 
rials for private account. 
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Sec. 8. For the purpose of preventing the 
monopolistic control of the synthetic or 
artificial rubber industry, and for the purpose 
of preventing such control in the production 
of alcohol manufactured from agricultural 
or forest products, no private corporation, 
and no group of private corporations, which 
are affiliated through stock ownership or 
otherwise, shall control more than 10 percent 
of the production of the total requirements 
of rubber as defined in this act of the United 
States for its military and civilian needs or 
more than 10 percent of the materials from 
which such rubber is produced, and the 
Director is hereby authorized and directed 
by the proper order to prevent such control. 

Sec. 9. The Director is authorized to pre- 
scribe such rules and regulations and to make 
and issue such orders and directions as may 
be necessary for the purpose of carrying out 
the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 10. Such sums as may be necessary for 
carrying out the purposes of this act are 
hereby authorized to be appropriated. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, 
President, following the bill, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the committee report 
be printed at this point in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the report 
(No, 1516) was ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


The Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2600) 
to expedite the prosecution of the war by 
making provision for an increased supply of 
rubber manufactured from alcohol produced 
from agricultural or forest products, after 
having considered the same, report thereon 
favorably with the recommendation that the 
bill do pass. 

The purpose of the legislation is to estab- 
lish a Rubber Supply Agency to be headed by 
a Director appointed by the President by and 
with the advice of the Senate, which Agency 
shall provide an adequate supply of rubber 
produced from alcohol as the basic material 
which, when added to the rubber being sup- 
plied by other agencies, will be sufficient to 
meet the military and civilian needs of the 
United States. The Agency will also provide 
for an adequate supply of alcohol produced 
from agricultural or forest products to meet 
any military or civilian needs of alcohol in 
the United States. 

To accomplish the purposes of the bill the 
Director is empowered: 

“(1) To make loans or advances, on such 
terms and conditions and with such maturi- 
ties as he may determine, for the purpose of 
aiding in or providing facilities for the pro- 
duction and processing of rubber and for 
the production of alcohol for military or civil- 
ian use. 

“(2) To purchase, lease, or otherwise ac- 
quire such land and to purchase, lease, con- 
struct, or otherwise acquire. such plants, 
equipment, facilities, machinery, materials, 
and supplies as may be necessary for the 
production and processing of rubber and al- 
cohol (including experiments relating there- 
to), and other materials needed for such pro- 
duction and processing. 

“(3) To provide, by contract or otherwise, 
for the utilization or operation of such land, 
plants, equipment, facilities, machinery, ma- 
terials, and supplies for the production and 
processing of rubber and such other mate- 
rials. 

“(4) To enter into such contracts and 
agreements as may be necessary or appro- 
priate for carrying out his powers and duties. 
The Director is specifically authorized in his 
discretion to enter into contracts with non- 
profit corporations and cooperative organiza~ 
tions. 

“(5) The Director is authorized and di- 
rected to establish within the Agency a re- 
search staff, which shall conduct research and 
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experimentation for the purpose of further- 
ing the technical development of synthetic 
and artificial rubber from agricultural or 
forest products, utilizing insofar as is prac- 
ticable the facilities and services of the De- 
partment of Agriculture and the Bureau of 
Standards.” 

Section 6 of the act, by making provision 
for the Agency as an independent establish- 
ment, leaves the program for production of 
synthetic rubber from petroleum in the hands 
of the agencies that have thus far under- 
taken that work. 

Provision is made for the new agency to 
have access to processes on file with any gov- 
ernmen‘al agency and for securing the nec- 
essary priorities for the building or conver- 
sion of plants. The bill also seeks to prevent 
a new industry from becoming controlled at 
the start by provision in section 8 that no 
more than 10 percent of the rubber produced 
from agricultural and forest products shall 
be controlled by one concern. 

A subcommittee of the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry, authorized and di- 
rected by Senate Resolution 224, “to make a 
full and complete study and investigation of 
the production and means of production and 
plans for production of industrial alcchol, 
synthetic alcohol, and synthetic rubber, in- 
cluding the utilization of our natural mate- 
rials for such purposes, the construction and 
location of production plans for the neces- 
sary processing of materials and resources in 
the manufacturing of these commodities; and 
so forth” has held extensive hearings from 
March 20, 1942, to date. The hearings have 
not been concluded nor has a final report 
been drafted. However, sufficient informa- 
tion had been secured to justify the sub- 
committee conducting the hearings to unan- 
imously endorse the introduction and pas- 
sage of S. 2600. 

The subcommittee has had undisputed 
evidence presented to it by outstanding 
chemists and engineers of national reputa- 
tion to justify the conclusion that the quick- 
est way to bring about the production of 
synthetic rubber, with the use of the least 
amount of critical materials, is through the 
conversion of alcohol from grain or forest 
products to butadiene (the principal ingre- 
dient necessary for the manufacture of syn- 
thetic rubber). The subsequent synthesis of 
butadiene with styrene to make finished rub- 
ber is a well-established process. The bot- 
tleneck fn the synthetic-rubber program is 
the production of butadiene, 

It is undisputed in the record of the sub- 
committee that the only known and com- 
mercially tested processes for the production 
of synthetic rubber, developed principally in 
continental Europe by the Germans, Poles, 
and Russians, were from alcohol produced 
from grain and potatoes. There is no ex- 
planation by any responsible official of why 
this country in setting up a program for the 
production of synthetic rubber gave consid- 
eration only to untried laboratory experi- 
ments from petroleum which will require 
twice the time and many times the critical 
material needed to produce the same syn- 
thetic rubber from alcohol. 

The only plausible explanation seems to 
be that the dollar-a-year men in the chemi- 
cals branch of the War Production Board were 
fearful that the war might end suddenly and 
that there might then be some surplus in- 
dustrial alcohol that would provide competi- 
tion for companies with which many of these 
officials have been associated for a long period 
of time. 

The production of synthetic rubber has 
been handicapped and delayed by an ap- 
parent lack of coordination within the gov- 
ernmental departments charged with, or 
which assumed to handle, the problem. Lip 
service has been generously given to the 
principle of utilizing that process which would 
produce the synthetic rubber in the quickest 
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time with the use of the least amount of 
critical materials. Yet, belatedly and only 
after months of hearings was alcohol from 
agricultural products allowed to share in the 
program—and then only to the point—and 
not one step beyond—that whisky and mo- 
lasses distilleries could be converted to the 
making of industrial alcohol from grain. 
Such meticulous care to avoid the possibility 
of post-war competition may bespeak a high 
degree of business shrewdness, but it like- 
wise portrays. a serious failure to appreciate 
the necessity of keeping America on wheels 
and winning the war. 

The subcommittee has had amply demon- 
strated to it that there is one process for 
making of butadiene from alcohol that is far 
beyond the experimental stage in this coun- 
try. This process is controlled by the Car- 
bide & Carbon Chemicals Corporation. The 
pilot plant is in operation and the first large 
unit, construction upon which was started 
March 1, 1942, will be in operation on Janu- 
ary 1, 1943. From the figures submitted there 
is no question but what this plant is further 
ahead than any of the petroleum or other 
plants authorized by Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany. Comparisons of its equipment require- 
ments indicate that they will be much less 
per unit produced than any of those from 
petroleum. 

Originally Carbide & Carbon were allocated 
the production of 20,000 tons of butadiene 
to be made from alcohol—but this original 
plan contemplated the use in the making 
such butadiene of only synthetic aicohol from 
petroleum, and this synthesis of alcohol from 
petroleum is a highly complicated process 
using tremendous amounts of critical mate- 
rials and machinery as compared to the sim- 
ple fermentation process. The Carbide & 
Carbon Corporation needed 18,000,000 gallons 
of alcohol for this purpose. It had one plant 
producing 9,000,000 gallons and has been 
given priority assistance to complete the ad- 
ditional plant. It was not until the sub- 
committee had conducted many hearings 
that the Carbide & Carbon Corporation were 
given an additional allotment of butadiene 
to be produced from alcohol. While no com- 
mitments were made, the subcommittee was 
led to believe that this additional alcohol will 
come from grain sources. ; 

The subcommittee has had before it a Polish 
engineer who, for several years prior to the 
outbreak of the present war, operated a com- 
mercial plant manufacturing rubber from 
alcohoi in Poland. This engineer perfected 
a small test plant in this country that is 
producing 100 pounds of butadiene per day. 
Plans for a full-scale pilot plant and the de- 
velopment of a commercial plant all within 
the next 8 months are going forward. This 
process is simpler than the one previously 
mentioned and utilizes even less critical ma- 
teriais. But the backers of this Polish engi- 
neer have been given no encouragement from 
those officials in charge of the present syn- 
thetic-rubber program. 

Important developments are under way in 
the Peoria laboratory of the Department of 
Agriculture for the production of butadiene 
from butylene glycol, a substance which, like 
alcohol, is produced by the fermentation of 
grain. It holds great promises of a larger 
yield of butadiene than from alcohol. It 
has the advantage of being produced from 
present alcohol plants. Engineers explain 
that the conversion of plants from the making 
of aicohol to butylene glycol involves no 
radical rebuilding program. 

One of the distillers is building a pilot plant 
in Louisville, Ky., for the production of 
butylene glycol. The plant will consume 500 
bushels of grain, and produce 4,000 pounds 
of butadiene a day. Apparently this pilot 
plant is experiencing no difficulty in securing 
priorities. However, a concern in Florida that 
wanted to utilize the butylene glycol process 
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in a commercial plant with sweetpotatoes as 
its raw material has been denied any priority 
assistance whatsoever. 

The subcommittee is convinced that 
whether the alcohol or butylene glycol meth- 
od is followed, the quickest way to secure a 
supply of synthetic rubber with the use of 
the least amount of critical materials is 
through the fermentation of the products of 
farm and forest. While any farm crop con- 
taining sugar or starch can be utilized, it ap- 
pears most practical for commercial operation 
on a year-around scale in the Northern States 
to use dry grains such as corn or wheat, or 
sulfite pulp (a byproduct of our forests), and 
in the Southern States sorghums or sweet- 
potatoes. 


Mr, AIKEN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aiken Gillette O'Mahoney 
Andrews Green Pepper 
Bailey Guffey Radcliffe 
Barkley Gurney Reynolds 
Bone Hayden Rosier 
Brewster Herring Russell 
Bridges Johnson, Calif. Schwartz 
Capper Johnson, Colo. Smathers 
Chandler Kilgore Taft 
Chavez Lee Thomas, Idaho 
Clark, Idaho Lucas Thomas, Okla, 
Clark, Mo, McKella: Thomas, Utah 
Connally McNary Vandenberg 
Danaher Maloney Van Nuys 
Davis Maybank White 
Downey Wiley 
George Norris Willis 
Gerry Nye 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 


three Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, the bill pending before the 
Senate is the product of a special 
subcommittee of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. The bill has 
been on the calendar for some time, 
and because of the interest in the sub- 
ject matter, it has been thought best by 
the subcommittee to ask the Senate to 
consider the text of the bill. The bill is 
very simple. Although it relates to an 
administrative function of the Govern- 
ment, it is not to be understood that the 
bill is to be interpreted as a criticism of 
any board, bureau, or officer in the exec- 
utive branch of the Government. The 
whole purpose of the proposed legislation 
is in a measure to adopt a policy for the 
administrative branch to follow in an ef- 
fort to procure at the earliest possible 
date an adequate supply of rubber. 

The bill is very simple. I shall state 
its main features. It proposes the crea- 
tion of a Rubber Supply Agency, the 
members, of course, to be appointed by 
the President. The board is to be under 
the general supervision of a Director of 
Rubber Supplies. 

The bill has to do entirely with the 
production of rubber from alcohol, and 
has no bearing whatever on the produc- 
tion of rubber from anything except al- 
cohol. We do not propose to disturb the 
existing set-up in the administrative 
branch with respect to an effort to pro- 
duce rubber from petroleum, coal, or any 
other product which is known to be the 
raw-material source of synthetic rubber. 
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The bill proposes to authorize the 
agency to set up an organization by the 
selection or appointment of such experts 
and clerical assistants as may be neces- 
sary. The agency is directed by the pro- 
posed legislation to set up the organiza- 
tion and to do all that is possible to be 
done in order to secure a supply of syn- 
thetic rubber from alcohol at the earliest 
possible date. In order to obtain rub- 
ber we must have alcohol; and in order 
to obtain the alcohol we must have some 
agency, whose duty it is to assure the pro- 
duction of alcohol. We have plenty of 
agencies looking after the production of 
synthetic rubber from petroleum. The 
only criticism which I could make, if it 
might be called a criticism, is that so far 
as I can learn, the present program for 
the production of synthetic rubber is en- 
tirely in the hands of those interested 
in petroleum. The whole set-up is made 
up of gentlemen selected from the oil in- 
dustry and the large rubber companies, 
I make no criticism because of that fact. 

I think that an official charged with 
responsibility for the production of rub- 
ber would have to ascertain who could 
best advise him, not only regarding the 
best methods of producing rubber but 
who could do the best job in converting 
the raw material into rubber. Inasmuch 
as we know the process by which syn- 
thetic rubber is made from petroleum, 
it is only natural that the high authori- 
ties should have gone to the existing 
petroleum companies and to the petro- 
leum research laboratories in search of 
men in the effort to produce rubber from 
petroleum, 

However, the pending bill deals with 
another process—the production of rub- 
ber from alcohol. The first step in ob- 
taining rubber from alcohol is to get the 
alcohol. At the present time there is no 
program for the production of an addi- 
tional supply of alcohol, Heretofore we 
have had in this country a number of 
plants producing whisky and distilled 
spirits of one kind or another. The au- 
thorities have requested the distilleries 
to cease making whisky and distilled 
spirits and to transform their plants to 
the production of alcohol, in the main 
to be used in the manufacture of ex- 
plosives. I am making no criticism be- 
cause of that fact, save to state that, so 
far as we can learn, there is no program 
for building a single additional distillery 
for the production of alcohol. The pro- 
gram provides for the conversion of dis- 
tilling plants for the manufacture of 
alcohol rather than of whisky, gin, and 
so forth. It occurred to the committee 
that it might be wise, in order to obtain 
the alcohol quickly and at the least ex- 
pense, to construct plants for making 
alcohol in order that we might have a 
sufficient supply. 

This morning I was advised by the 
chairman of the committee, the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], that a 
recent newspaper dispatch carried news 
to the effect that the United States Gov- 
ernment had contracted for the entire 
supply of alcohol produced in the Re- 
public of Mexico. At this point I shail 


6436 


be glad to yield to the able senior Sen- 
ator from Iowa to have him state whether 
my statement is not substantially correct. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, at the 
request of the Senator from Oklahoma, 
Iam glad to put into the Recorp at this 
point a news item which I have before 
me, taken from the Wall Street Journal 
of July 15. It is written under a Wash- 
ington date line, and reads as follows: 

TO PURCHASE MEXICAN ALCOHOL 

‘WasHIncTron.—The Department of State, 
the Board of Economic Warfare, and the 
Commodity Credit Corporation yesterday an=- 
nounced the signature of an agreement be- 
tween the Commodity Credit Corporation 
and the Sociedad Nacional de Productores de 
Alcohol of Mexico for purchase of the entire 
exportable surplus of the alcohol production 
of Mexico up to the end of February 1943, at 
a price of 40 cents per gallon f. o. b. Laredo, 
Tex. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank 
the Senator from Iowa for placing the 
news item in the Recorp at this point. 
So, instead of our Government proceed- 
ing to build alcohol-producing plants in 
the United States, we have seen fit to 
contract with the authorities of the Re- 
public of Mexico for the output from such 
distilleries as they have. If alcohol is a 
sufficient and advisable base from which 
to start the manufacture of rubber, it 
occurs to me, as one member of the com- 
mittee, that we could consider, at least, 
the advisability of building a sufficient 
number of plants for the conversion of 
our excess supply of corn and grains of 
one kind or another, but corn and wheat 
mainly, into alcohol. It is admitted by 
all that excefNent alcohol can be made 
from corn and wheat. I am not thor- 
oughly informed in this particular, but I 
believe that statement to be correct. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yieid to 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. AIKEN. Ishould like to ask either 
the Senator from Oklahoma or the Sen- 
ator from Iowa if they know the source 
of the Mexican alcohol which our Gov- 
ernment has contracted for at 40 cents 
a gallon. Is it molasses, is it grain, or 
what is it? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I regret 
I am unable to answer the question, and 
I now ask my colleague the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. GILLETTE] if he is able to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I ex- 
press equal regret that my sole informa- 
tion with reference to it was the news 
dispatch I have just read, which was 
brought to my attention this morning. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Oklahoma yield? 

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAVIS. I merely desire to ask the 
Senator from Iowa a question. Inasmuch 
as the Senator has stated that our Gov- 
ernment has contracted with Mexico for 
alcoho! at 40 cents a gallon, does the Sen- 
ator know what is the cost, a gallon, to 
produce alcohol in the United States? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I think I 
can answer that 40 cents a gallon is not 
an excessive cost. It is about the amount 
that we have been advised it would cost 
to produce alcohol in our own distilleries 
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at the present prices at which corn and 
wheat are selling on the market. 

So the commission, if created, will 
proceed to produce alcohol as the basis 
for the making of synthetic rubber. 

The second thing the commission will 
do will be to make advances in cash, as 
may be necessary, to procure the plants 
with which to make alcohol and the 
plants with which to make rubber from 
alcohol. 

The authority. will be authorized to ac- 
quire property either through gift or by 
purehase or condemnation as the case 
may be. 

The authority will be authorized also 
to procure plants to make rubber, which 
means the various plants and the vari- 
ous kinds of plants that are necessary to 
convert grain wheat, and other farm and 
forest products into the finished prod- 
uct which is known as synthetic rubber. 

The authority will have the power to 
employ a research staff. It will have the 
power to apply to the established Priori- 
ties Division of the War Production 
Board for priorities. That is the only 
point that Mr. Nelson urged as an objec- 
tion to the bill. Mr. Nelson was called 
before the committee and was most help- 
ful and sympathetic. This bill is in no 
sense a criticism of Mr. Nelson. Mr. Nel- 
son has probably the most difficult task 
that has been assigned to any man in 
history, and I think he is doing a good 
job; but it is physically impossible for 
any man I care not what his attainments 
may be to come into the Government 
service and in the short space of a few 
months become a general expert. He 
cannot know everything about every- 
thing. If Mr. Nelson was that kind of a 
man, he would not be a human being; he 
would be a superman. We have not at- 
tained that degree of proficiency in the 
production of mankind that any man 
may qualify as a general or universal 
expert, although some seem to hold out 
the hope of meriting that sort of repu- 
tation. 

So there should be no trouble about 
priorities. Mr. Nelson said if this bill 
should pass, and if it were construed to 
give to the director of this agency the 
power to attempt to make an allocation 
of materials for the construction of these 
plants, which is the priorities function, 
it might tend to divide the present 
priorities set-up, and might become em- 
barrassing; but, I take it that the di- 
rector of this organization, if it shall be 
created, will be only too glad to work 
with Mr. Nelson’s organization, to submit 
recommendations to him, and to secure 
the best possible from the available sup- 
ply, for if it is all-important to have 
rubber, then it is all-important to have 
the material allocated with which to 
make rubber; and Mr. Nelson is fully 
aware of that condition, I am sure. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am glad 
to yield to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. First, let me say 
I sympathize with the Senator in his de- 
sire to pursue to the maximum the pro- 
duction of rubber from an alcohol base. 
If we are to create what the Senator calls 
the Rubber Supply Agency, under an offi- 
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cer who shall be known as the Director 
of Rubber Supplies, it seems to me that 
the nomenclature is all-inclusive, the 
Senator is suggesting that the new officer 
shall be in general charge of the entire 
rubber situation. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is 
only true as it applies to the agency. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Why should it 
not apply to the whole situation? If the 
synthetic rubber problem is not being 
satisfactorily handled at the present 
time, and has to be transferred in any 
degree, and we are to create a rubber 
supply agency, why should we not trans- 
fer the whole synthetic rubber responsi- 
bility to the so-called Rubber Supply 
Agency and continue to have a unified 
responsibility for a unified obligation? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is 
one viewpoint with respect to the prob- 
lem. It occurred to the subcommittee, or 
at least to one member of the subcom- 
mittee, that the present rubber supply 
agency, which is a branch of the War 
Production Board, is doing all it can to 
produce rubber from petroleum, but is 
doing not so much in an effort to produce 
rubber from alcohol. According to the 
evidence I have read and heard given the 
committee, I am convinced that rubber 
can be obtained in less time from alcohol 
than from petroleum. That is my first 
conviction. My second conviction is that 
rubber can be made from alcohol by the 
use of less strategic and critical material 
than it can be made from petroleum. 
In other words, it is practicable to build 
plants for making alcohol and plants for 
the conversion of alcohol into butadiene, 
and then into rubber, with less material 
necessary to the war effort, than is re- 
quired to produce rubber from butadiene 
made from butane gas and from oil. 

So there are two considerations, the 
element of time and the element of ex- 
pense, in the first instance. Made from 
high-priced corn and high-priced wheat, 
the rubber may cost a few cents more per 
pound than if made from petroleum, but 
the evidence is to the effect that rubber 
can be obtained more quickly from alco- 
hol than from petroleum, at much less 
expense, in the first instance, for critical 
supplies necessary to the war effort. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Conceding all 
that to be true for the sake of the argu- 
ment, still the Senator does not tell me 
why the entire rubber responsibility 
should not be concentrated in the so- 
called rubber supply agency, if we are 
to create one. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The sub- 
‘committee went into that matter rather 
fully, and I have in my hand and exhibit 
to the Senate several sheets of paper 
containing the list of companies now 
engaged in considering and engaged in 
making blueprints and plans for the 
construction of plants in which to make 
rubber from petroleum. There are a 
great many of them. 

I am convinced in my own mind that, 
if we can make rubber from petroleum, 
we have a sufficient set-up, composed of 
the best men in the industry, to produce 
rubber from petroleum. But that is not 
true of the making of rubber from alco- 
hol. The present organization, in the 
opinion of one member of the subcom- 
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mittee, has overlooked very largely the 
possibility of making rubber from alco- 
hol, and has centered its effort on the 
making of rubber from petroleum. So, 
having a set-up already in existence for 
the making of rubber from petroleum, 
as one member of the subcommittee, I 
did not desire to disturb that set-up but 
thought they should be permitted to go 
ahead and do the best they could. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The only ques- 
tion I have raised, and which still per- 
plexes me, is why there is not and why 
there must not of necessity be a final 
centralized rubber responsibility. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: We have 
that now in the War Production Board, 
but that Board, as anyone glancing at 
a list of its personnel will see, is in no 
Sense qualified, through the members 
themselves, to do this work. Mr. Nel- 
son, head of the War Production Board, 
whatever we may say about him, is ob- 
viously not an expert in the production 
of rubber. £ 

There comes next the Secretary of 
War, Mr. Stimson, who I think would not 
qualify as a rubber-production expert. 
The third man on the Board is the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, Mr. Frank Knox, and 
I think he would fall in the same cate- 
gory with Mr. Stimson. 

There are also other members of the 
Board, and at this point I think their 
names shouid be placed in the RECORD. 
The next member of the Board is the 
Secretary of Commerce, Mr. Jesse Jones. 
While he is an able businessman, I think 
perhaps his experience in the production 
of rubber is not extensive. 


The next is Lt. Gen. William S. Knud-' 


sen, who is Director of Production in the 
War Department. I doubt if his experi- 
ence has been broad enough to include 
the production of synthetic rubber. 

The next member is the Price Admin- 
istrator, Mr. Leon Henderson. The 
same doubt as to his experience and 
ability to produce rubber exists in my 
mind as in the case of the gentlemen 
preceding him. 

The next member is the Chairman of 
the Board of Economic Warfare. I am 
not sure who he is, but I think he is the 
Vice President of the United States. Am 
I correct in that assumption? 

Mr. BARKLEY. He was the Chair- 
man, but I do not know whether he is 
now. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The last 
member of the Board is the special as- 
sistant to the President, supervising the 
defense-aid program, who, I understand, 
is Mr. Harry Hopkins. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the same 
argument would apply to steel. I do not 
understand Mr. Nelson is an expert in 
the manufacture of steel. Yet he is 
President of the War Production Board, 
which is charged with the duty of pro- 
ducing steel and the speeding up of its 
production. I do not suppose he is an 
expert in the manufacture of guns, or 
tanks, or airplanes, and yet he is the head 
of the Board charged with that responsi- 
bility. Of course, under him are various 
experts who have had experience in the 
manufacture of the various products and 
materials necessary for war. It seems 
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to me that if the Senator’s argument re- 
garding Mr. Nelson’s not being an expert 
in the manufacture of synthetic rubber 
is logical, then the Senator should pro- 
vide in the bill for a separate agency for 
each of the things we need, including 
airplanes, tanks, guns, steel, and every 
other thing which is needed in the war 
effort. I do not quite see the relevancy 
of the argument against Mr. Nelson on 
the ground that he does not know how to 
make synthetic rubber. I doubt if anyone 
could be found to serve as Chairman of 
the War Production Board who knew 
from his own personal experience how to 
make everything we need in the prosecu- 
tion of the war. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I concur 
in the viewpoint expressed by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. Mr. Nelson ap- 
peared before the committee and made 
his powers very clear. He said he hada 
board; that the Board had a set-up cov- 
ering every field they desired to explore, 
and every field in which and from which 
they desired to secure production, but 
he admitted that, in the last analysis, if 
there should be a division, a conflict of 
opinion, his would be the last word. He 
is the supreme court, and from that court 
there is no appeal. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator fur- 
ther yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is it the Senator’s 
view that the bill takes away from Mr. 
Nelson and the War Production Board 
any further control over the manufac- 
ture of synthetic rubber from alco- 
hol, and leaves to the Board only the 
manufacture of synthetic rubber from 
petroleum? Is that correct? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is 
substantially correct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. So that 200,000 tons 
out of the 800,000 tons, which they have 
arranged to produce by the end of 1943, 
would be taken away from the War Pro- 
duction Board and transferred over to 
the new agency provided for under the 
terms of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That 
statemen‘ is substantially correct. How- 
ever, Mr. Nelson stated before our com- 
mittee that if he had it to do over again 
he would increase the allocation of rub- 
ber to be made from alcohol and would 
be in favor of giving alcohol 60 percent 
and preserve the remaining 40 percent 
for petroleum. That would represent a 
substantial change in the allocation, be- 
cause heretofore only 25 percent has been 
allocated to alcohol. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We know that in the 
last analysis synthetic rubber is pro- 
duced out of butadiene, no matter 
whether the butadiene comes from petro- 
leum or alechol. So, under the provi- 
sions contained in the bill there will be 
one agency engaged in the production 
of synthetic rubber from butadiene made 
from petroleum, and there will be another 
agency engaged in the production of 
sbi aie from butadiene made from alco- 

ol. 

Does the Senator fear any rivalry, or 
confusion, or chaos, or lack of coordina- 
tion, because of the existence of two 
agencies which will be set up under the 
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terms of the bill to produce the same 
thing out of the same thing, but that 
particular thing to be obtained from 
different products under the control of 
separate agencies? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The evi- 
dence is to the effect that we can get 
rubber more quickly and more cheaply 
from alcohol than from petroleum, and 
inasmuch as the present set-up is devoted 
exclusively to the attempt to get rubber 
from petroleum, the committee made a 
recommendation that a special set-up be 
provided, so as to produce rubber in the 
cheapest and quickest way. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If it be true, as I be- 
lieve it to be true, and as I think every- 
one admits, that ordinary synthetic rub- 
ber is produced from butadiene—and 
butadiene is butadiene whether it comes 
from petroleum or from alcohol—is it 
the Senator’s view that by dividing the 
responsibility and authority for produc- 
ing butadiene and, thereafter, synthetic 
rubber, better results can be obtained if 
only one authority is given charge of the 
situation, when it gets to the point 
where butadiene is produced, instead of 
having two agencies in charge? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. There 
the trouble arises, Mr. President. The 
oil experts are not unified as to the best 
method of producing butadiene from 
petroleum. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Oklahoma will yield, I 
should like especially to refer to the 
queries addressed to the Senator from 
Oklahoma by the Senator from Michi- 
gan. Let me say that the same uncer- 
tainties, the same doubts, which were in 
the mind of the distinguished Senator 
from Michigan, were in the mind of the 
Senator from Iowa to such an extent that 
the Senator from Iowa had prepared for 
consideration by the subcommittee a bill 
to accomplish the very thing the Senator 
has in mind, to provide for what might 
be called a rubber czar, a close cen- 
tralization of production in the whole 
field of rubber manufacture. 

The other members of the subcom- 
mittee concluded, and I think perhaps 
they may have been correct, that, in view 
of the fact that there was a peculiar 
situation in that for more than 6 months, 
the entire program of rubber production 
had been allocated to one industry, that 
contracts had been made, and construc- 
tion and engineering had been under- 
taken, an attempt to set up an agency to 
supplant what had been done might re- 
sult in an allegation that this was a con- 
test between the agricultural industry 
and the petroleum industry, and an 


‘attempt to drive the petroleum industry 


out of the picture and allow agriculture 
to enter. Nothing was further from the 
minds of those considering the matter, 
because everyone who has given any 
thought to the problem knows that we 
shall require every single pound that can 
be secured, as quickly as it can be 
secured, from the petroleum industry, 
from agriculture, from natural sources, 
from sources of reclaimed rubber, and alt 
other sources. With the thought in 
mind that this agency should be supple- 
mental and not supplant the existing 
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agency, the members of the committee 
other than the Senator from Iowa 
reached the conclusion that this was the 
proper approach. The bill was drafted 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Norris], and I deferred to the other 
members of the committee, realizing that 
something had to be done and had to be 
done right now. It is a matter of days. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. Presi- 
dent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from 
Michigan? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. If the Senator’s 
theory is to be followed, at least it seems 
to me as a matter of clarity that the 
Director of Rubber Supplies ought to 
have some adjective connected with his 
title to indicate that he is not the di- 
rector of rubber supplies, but that he is 
simply the director of half of the rubber 
supplies. 

Mr. BARKLEY. He is director of al- 
cohol-rubber supplies. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Yes. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I call the Senator’s 
attention to the fact that in the defini- 
tive portion of the bill the term “rub- 
ber,” when it appears in the bill, refers 
solely to rubber produced from alcohol 
sources. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? ; 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. While the Senator 
from Iowa says it is not the purpose of 
the bill to supplant the War Production 
Board in the production of rubber, yet 
it is the purpose of the bill to supplant 
the War Production Board in the pro- 
duction of synthetic rubber. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Oh, no; I am sure 
the Senator is not justified in that con- 
clusion. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from 
Oklahoma iMr. THomas] a while ago, in 
answer to a question I asked him, said 
it was intended to transfer from the War 
Production Board even the production 
of the 200,000 tons of synthetic rubber 
it had already arranged to produce out of 
the 800,000 that it had originally con- 
templated producing by the end of 1943. 

Mr. GILLETTE. If the Senator from 
Okiahoma will yield to me? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I listened to the re- 
ply of the Senator from Oklahoma, and 
I believe his statement was that that 
might be the effect, but the language 
of the bill, I will say to the Senator, is 
explicit. I read it: 

Sec. 4. (a) It shall be the duty of the 
Director to provide and make available at the 
earliest possible time an adequate supply of 
rubber which, when added to the rubber 


being supplied by other agencies, will be 
sufficient to meet the military and civilian 
needs of the United States. 


BARKLEY. Yes; but it does not 
say othe alcohol rubber supplied by other 
agencies. I presume that means the pe- 
troleum rubber. 

Mr. GILLETTE. But the definitive 
portion of the bill says that when the 
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word “rubber” is used, alcohol rubber 
is meant. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is it now the inter- 
pretation of the authors of the bill that 
the War Production Board will be left 
in control of petroleum rubber, and that 
the production of the synthetic rubber 
from alcohol will be divided between this 
new agency and the War Production 
Board? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I do not 
so understand. I understand that the 
new agency will take over the whole task 
of manufacturing rubber from alcohol. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is my under- 
standing. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I do not 
speak for anyone else. 

Mr. President, at this point I wish to 
place in the Recorp the names. of the 
gentlemen who eager = the Rubber 
Reserve Company. 

The chairman of the board of directors 
of that company is Mr. S. T. Crossland. 
Mr. Crossland has been employed for 
many years—I think since the present 
administration came into power—as an 
employee of the R. F.C. He has been sta- 
tioned at Chicago. While he may now 
know a great deal about the making of 
rubber, previously he did not profess to 
know much about it. Apparently, how- 
ever, he is a very careful and conservative 
businessman. I make no criticism of him 
from that standpoint, but certainly he is 
not an expert in the production of rubber. 

The second member of the board is 
Mr. E. R. Weidlein. I understand he 
knows much about rubber. I am advised 
that he is the man upon whom the Sec- 
retary of Commerce depends in the main 
as his adviser in all matters respecting 
rubber. 

The secretary of the company is Mr. F. 
H. Carman. I am not advised as to his 
background. 

The remaining members of the com- 
pany consist of the following: 

Mr. R. P. Dinsmore, of the Goodyear 
Tire & Rubber Co., Mr. P. K. Frolich, 
of Standard Oil Development Co., Mr. 
J. N. Street, of the Firestone Co., Mr. 
J. H. Boyd, of the Hi-Car Chemical Co., 
Mr. W. L. Semon, of the B. F. Goodrich 
Co., and Mr. W. A. Gibbons of the United 
States Rubber Co. 

Mr. President, those gentlemen com- 
Pose the Rubber Reserve Company and 
haye full control, as I understand, of the 
production of synthetic rubber from any 
source and from all sources. These gen- 
tlemen seem to be the ones who advise 
Mr. Nelson. 

Another gentleman came before our 
committee. His name was Madigan. He 
said he was a civil engineer. I think he 
is a good executive. He did not profess 
to know much about the rubber business, 
but he was in control of the group which 
appeared before the committee. The 
group consisted of some 15 or 20 experts. 
When a question was asked which he 
could not answer readily, he would call 
on one or another of the gentlemen in 
the group, and when we asked them who 
they were we found that they repre- 
sented some of the existing oil com- 
panies. One was from Louisiana, who 
seemed to know exactly what he was 
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talking about, and I think one was from 
some other large oil company, who ap- 
peared to know exactly what he was talk- 
ing about. So Mr. Madigan „had col- 
lected the best experts he could find, and 
for that he should be commended; but 
they are all from the petroleum branch 
of the rubber industry, and, so far as I 
learned, he had no one from the alcohol 
branch. 

Mr. President, I should like to place 
in the Record at this point the alloca- 
tion of this 800,000 tons of synthetic rub- 
ber. The Board has decided that it 
wants to have 800,000 tons of synthetic 
rubber made from both petroleum and 
alcohol. Following is the allocation of 
the 800,000 tons—I have not added the 
items together, but I take it the figures 
are correct: 

The Shell Chemical Co. is allocated 
30,000 tons of rubber a year. Their plant 
is to be ready in March 1943. 

The Southern California Gas Co. has 
been allocated 25,000 tons, and their 
plant is to be ready in January 1943. 

The Humble Oil & Refining Co. re- 
ceived an allocation of 30,000 tons, and 
the completion date of the plant is 
March 1943. 

The Standard Oil Co. of Louisiana has 
an allocation of 6,200 tons, and the com- 
pletion date is September 1942. That is 
2 months hence. It also has another al- 
location of 15,000 tons, with the comple- 
tion date March 1943. 

The Carbide & Carbon Chemical Co. 
has been allocated the entire 200,000 
tons of rubber to be made from alcohol. 
Why that was done we could not ascer- 
tain, The information was given us that 
that company had the best-known for- 
mula and is best qualified to make rub- 
ber from alcohol. Hence, it was given 
the entire allocation and was authorized 
to establish about 10 or 11 plants, to be 
completed on different dates. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CLARK 
of Missouri in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma yield to the Senator 
from Vermont? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I ask the Senator from 
Oklahoma if these allocations were all 
made at the same time? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. As I un- 
derstand, they have been making alloca- 
tions for some time, but have reserved the 
right to change their allocations and to 
modify them at different times. 

Mr. AIKEN. Particularly when was the 
allocation made of 290,000 tons to be 
made from alcohol? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That was 
made after the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GILLETTE] started to hold hearings on 
this matter. 

Mr. AIKEN. That was made after it 
appeared likely that this bill would be in- 
troduced, and possibly be enacted into 
law, and there were no allocations made 
for the production from alcohol up to 
that time? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I could 
not answer that definitely, but I will give 
the Senator my understanding. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIS. Has the Senator any in- 
formation as to the progress which has 
been made in constructing these plants? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma., So far as 
I can learn, not much progress has been 
made. The one to be ready in September 
is a plant which I think is the expansion 
of a plant in Baton Rouge, La. 

I am not sure, but I think the Carbide 
& Carbon Chemical Co. operates in Chi- 
cago. Its first plant is to be in operation 
in September 1942, and the allocation to 
that plant is 5,000 tons, ‘The second 
plant is to be in operation in January 
1943, and the allocation to that plant is 
20,000 tons. The next plant has an allo- 
cation of 20,000 tons, and is to be com- 
pleted in February 1943. The next plant 
has an allocation of 20,000 tons, and is to 
be completed in March 1943. The next 
plant has an allocation of 20,000 tons, 
and is to be in operation in April 1943. 
The next plant has an allocation of 20,000 
tons, and is to be in operation in April 
1943. The next plant has an allocation 
of 20,000 tons, and is to be in operation 
in May 1943. The next plant has an al- 
location of 20,000 tons, and is to be in 
operation in June 1943. The next plant 
has an allocation of 20,000 tons, and is to 
be in operation in May 1943. The next 
plant has an allocation of 20,000 tons, and 
is to be in operation in June 1943. The 
next plant has the same allocation of 
20,000 tons, and is to be in operation in’ 
July of 1943. 

That, Mr. President, is the complete 
allocation of allotments for the making 
of rubber from alcohol, and all the allot- 
ments are assigned to one company, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado, Mr. Pres- 
ident, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. When 
the Senator speaks of 20,000 tons, does 
he mean an annual production of 20,000 
tons? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is 
correct; that is the annual production 
capacity in short tons. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. -I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator has 
referred to the completion dates of the 
plants. The completion date represents 
the date of completion of the plant, and 
does not mean that the plant will be on 
a rubber-production basis at the time the 
Senator indicates. Is not that correct? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. As I un- 
derstand, these are butadiene plants. 
Butadiene is made from alcohol. The 
butadiene must be transported for a short 
distance to the plant where alcohol is 
mixed with styrene. It must be proc- 
essed from alcohol to rubber. 

A week ago last Friday we saw a small 
plant in operation in Philadelphia. The 
pilot plant was located in the corner of 
one room of the Publicker Co. in Phila- 
delphia. The plant consisted of a boiler 
in the corner, which looked like the old- 
fashioned boiler used for heating water. 
We were advised that alcohol was placed 
in the boiler; that the alcohol was con- 
verted into steam or gas; and from the 
boiler a pipe conducted the gas to another 
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boiler. The second boiler seemed to me 
to be comparable to an old-fashioned 
farm-house stove pipe, except that it was 
made of solidiron. We were advised that 
in this pipe there was a copper tube. The 
copper tube was 154 inches in diameter 
and 10 feet long. We were advised that 
the gas is forced into that copper—or 
it may have been brass—tube. Around 
the tube, inside the stovepipe container, 
is supposed to be a liquid or chemical, 
which we were told is molten salt. That 
could embrace a good many chemicals. 
However, there is some kind of a chemical 
around the tube, and the gas from the 
alcohol is forced through the tube, which 
is surrounded by the molten salt solu- 
tion. After the gas passes through the 
first tube it goes through some smaller 
tubes, and eventually comes out as buta- 
diene. 

That is a very simple statement of the 
process as I comprehend it after lis- 
tening to the so-called experts explain it. 
That is the way it appeared to me. It 
sounded very simple. 

We were told by the officials of the 
Publicker plant that it would be very 
simple to convert alcohol into butadiene. 
We were shcwn one plant in the corner 
of the lot which covered a floor space of 
not more than 25 feet square. In that 
space there were some pipes and ma- 
chinery. We were told that such a plant 
would be suitable for the conversion of 
alcohol into butadiene. 

There is a large plant in Philadelphia, 
which is being enlarged, and very shortly 
that plant will be making alcohol from 
100,000 bushels of grain a day. Corn and 
wheat are mixed. Both corn and wheat 
go into the mill at the same time. Then 
the meal from the corn and wheat is sent 
to large vats where it is processed. I pre- 
sume it is boiled to a certain extent, and 
after it is thoroughly processed in vats 
it is sent to other vats where it ferments. 
Obviously some yeast is placed in the 
mixture of corn and wheat. meal and 
water. Yeast is placed in the large con- 
tainer, the contents are- kept at the 
proper temperature, the yeast proceeds 
to work, and the mixture proceeds to fer- 
ment. When it is at the proper stage it 
goes to a still, and when it comes out of 
the still it is a better—or worse—grade 
of alcohol. 

I do not wish to give too much infor- 
mation on the floor of the Senate about 
making alcohol. ([Laughter.) I am 
merely stating for the Recorp how sim- 
ple the process seemed to be. I know 
that some States have facilities for the 
production of alcohol capable of produc- 
ing a sizable supply of rubber if we could 
corral their facilities and make use of 
them. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know what 
State the Senator has in mind; but in 
my State those who have been engaged 
in making alcohol for other purposes are 
now discontinuing the manufacture of 
alcohol for such purposes and are turn- 
ing their plants over for the use of the 
Government to make alcohol for war 
purposes, 


6439 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I think 


there is no exception to the statement - 


made by the Senator from Kentucky. 
Without exception, every plant in the 
United States which has heretofore made 
distilled spirits—I understand that the 
basis of all of them is alcohol—is now þe- 
ing converted to making alcohol for the 
war effort, either for the manufacture of 
munitions or for the manufacture of rub- 
ber. There is no criticism of any plant 
because of its failure to comply. 

One of the large plants for the conver- 
sion of alcohol into butadiene is located 
in Louisville. I assume that the reason 
the plant is located in Louisville is that 
it would be very expensive to transport 
alcohol for a considerable distance from 
Kentucky, and that by making alcohol 
and butadiene practically on the ground 
= freight expenses involved are much 
ess. 

We are advised that the large rubber 
companies will take the raw rubber and 
process it. In other words, using Ken- 
tucky as an illustration, alcohol would 
be made in Kentucky. In Louisville the 
alcohol would be converted into butadiene 
very shortly. The butadiene plant would 
perhaps be on another lot. Butadiene 
must be transported in liquid form. If 
the butadiene comes in contact with air it 
immediately is transformed into gas. It 
must be transported in liquid form, and 
under considerable pressure. 

Alcohol is made into butadiene, and 
the butadiene is transported through 
heavy pipes for a short distance, to the 
place where it is converted into the raw 
form of rubber, called latex. Then the 
latex, or the raw form of rubber, is trans- 
ported in the form of balls, layers, or 
chunks to the existing rubber compa- 
nies—Firestone, Goodyear, Goodrich, 
United States Rubber, and perhaps some 
others—which take the raw rubber. and 
process it into the finished product, be it 
tires, inner tubes, or what not. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. In the produc- 
tion schedule which the Senator has been 
reading in respect to the arrangements 
already made for the production of syn- 
thetic rubber there seems to be no prom- 
ise of any substantial production, cer- 
tainly until the summer of 1943. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. We un- 
derstand that there will not be very much 
production in 1942, but there will be a 
sizable quantity produced in 1943. Pro- 
duction in 1943 is expected to be 150,000 
or 200,000 tons. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Does the Senator 
mean from the projects which he has 
described? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. From the 
plants which are now projected. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Does the Sena- 
tor contemplate that the development 
under the bill which he is urging could 
hasten production? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. As we un- 
derstand, not much effort is being made 
to produce rubber from alcohol, notwith- 
standing the fact that the distillers have 
all agreed to make alcohol. So far as I 
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know, we have no plants in process of 
construction to convert alcohol into 
butadiene on any substantial scale. We 
are hoping that, having the alcohol, we 
can create a board which will operate 
with the best efficiency possible to con- 
vert aleochol into butadiene. Then we 
shall get rubber faster than we could if 
we depended on the petroleum source 
alone. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think it ought to be 
stated—it is the truth, and I think it will 
not be contradicted—that the research, 
and the results of the research, regarding 
the production of synthetic rubber from 
alcohol trailed the research and the re- 
sults of the research looking to the pro- 
duction of synthetic rubber from. petro- 
leum. It was only in May or June of this 
year that the War Production Board be- 
came convinced of the feasibility of rapid 
production of rubber from alcohol, to the 
extent that it was in a position, with some 
assurance, to modify its program. ‘It had 
launched a program which contemplated 
the production of 860,000 tons of syn- 
thetic rubber by the end of 1943. By that 
time it was expected that we should have 
an annual capacity of 800,000 tons of 
synthetic rubber. In the light of more 
recent knowledge on the subject of pro- 
duction of rubber from alcohol, the Board 
has recently modified that program so 
as to provide 600,000 tons of synthetic 
rubber from petroleum and 200,000 tons 
from alcohol. The program now con- 
templates production of one-fourth of the 
800,000 tons from alcohol.and three- 
fourths from petroleum. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. GILLETTE. The statement just 
made by the Senator from Kentucky con- 
tains something of confusion, which I 
am sure exists in his mind because of 
information which has been given to him. 

He states that the War Production 
Board was not convinced until compara- 
tively recently of the value of the alcohol 
process, I think that is probably true, 
because we have had great difficulty in 
convincing the Board, and some mem- 
bers of the Board are not yet convinced. 

However, there is no basis in the evi- 
dence which has been developed by the 
subcommittee for the statement that the 
experimentation or laboratory develop- 
ment of production of rubber from alco- 
hol has lagged. 

If the Senator will indulge me, I wish 
to make the definite statement that on 
the fourth day of last January repre- 
sentatives of the petroleum, chemical, 
and rubber interests were asked to come 
to Washington to meet with the War 
Production Board. They were asked if 
they had a process for the production of 
synthetic rubber from petroleum, and 
they said they had not. They were asked 
at that time, on the 4th of January, to 
pool their research resources and try to 
develop a process; $650,000,000 was allo- 
cated to them to build plants imme- 
diately and to go to work and develop a 
process. 

Ten days ago, when Mr. Donald Nelson 
was before the committee and suggested 
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that there had been some delay in de- 
veloping the alcohol precess—and I have 
no doubt that he had been so informed— 
I asked him, as the record of the hear- 
ings will show, if he knew of a petroleum 
process which is today beyond the labo- 
ratory or experimental stage, and he said 
he knew of no such process. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at that point? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think the Senator 
refers to the hearings. I have searched 
in vain through the printed hearings in 
an effort to find Mr. Nelson’s statement. 
I could not get it from the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. I could not 
get it from the subcommittee. I could 
not get it from the Senator’s office. Fi- 
nally I had to call on Mr. Nelson person- 
ally. I asked him to send me a copy of 
his statement. I have it in my hands. 
It is not a part of the hearings. A little 
later I intend to read it for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

I made a diligent effort to ascertain 
what the hearings showed that Mr. Nel- 
son had to say, and I find that there is 
nothing in the hearings about it. I think 
that situation grows out of the fact that 
the bill was reported and probably the 
hearings had been printed before Mr. 
Nelson appeared before the committee 
a week ago today. I did think that, for 
the benefit of the Senate, Mr. Nelson’s 
statement should have been printed 
along with the hearings, so that the 
Members of the Senate could have the 
benefit of it. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I should say it is re- 
grettable that we do not have the com- 
pleted hearings printed and available to 
the Senate. As a matter of fact, we have 
not completed the hearings. One volume 
has been printed, and the second volume 
will be ready in 2 or 3 days. I do not 
have a copy of Mr. Nelson’s testimony, 
but I am stating on the basis of my 
memory that I asked him the definite 
question whether he knew of any pe- 
troleum process which at that time had 
advanced beyond the laboratory stage, 
and he said he did not. 

I do not want to impose on the Sena- 
tor’s time. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. GILLETTE. But I desire to pre- 
sent the picture to the Senate: On the 
4th of last January there was allocated 
to the petroleum industry an industry 
without a process for the production of 
rubber, a program for the production of 
700,000 tons of synthetic rubber. Shortly 
afterward the program was increased to 
800,000 tons, At the beginning the en- 
tire program, with a $650,000,000 fund, 
was allocated to the petroleum industry, 
an industry without a process for syn- 
thetie rubber production. Forty thou- 
sand tons of the entire amount were allo- 
cated to the Union Carbide & Carbon 
Corporation which had an aleohol proe- 
ess. Later the allocation was increased 
to 80,000 tons. 

As to the question asked by the Sena- 
tor from Michigan as to the progress of 
the plants, in the latter part of May of 
this year the committee developed a 
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progress report from every one of the 
petroleum interests which had signed 
contracts last January, asking them to 
what point they had proceeded with the 
construction of the plants. The asser- 
tion was made that on the average the 
Plants would not be in production for 18 
months. Many of the companies were 
still negotiating their engineering and 
technical developments. Some said they 
were proceeding to get options on sites. 
Some said they did not yet have a site. 
None of them had started production. 

In fairness to Mr. Crossland and Mr. 
Madigan, it should be said that last week 
they appeared and presented a progress 
report which has just been alluded to by 
the Senator from Oklahoma. They 
stated they expected the petroleum 
Plants to be in production about the first 
day of September 1943. After the com- 
mittee had been working for 2 months 
trying to find out why, out of a program 
for the production. of 800,000 tons of 
synthetic rubber, none had been allo- 
cated to the alcohol process—and not an 
exception was taken to that statement 
by any of the witnesses, and we had be- 
fore the committee the best experts we 
could get, who stated that the program 
was “ready to go,” that they had passed 
the laboratory stage, and that the Pub- 
licker plant, near Philadelphia, was ready 
to proceed—then, I say to the majority 
leader, there appeared in the press a 
statement that they decided to allocate 
200,000 tons to the alcohol process, every 
pound of which was allocated to the 
Union Carbide & Carbon Corporation. 
That fact was not told to the public. 

I asked Mr. Crossland—and the Sena- 
tor from Oklahoma was with me—last 
week when they were before the commit- 
tee and presented the list: 

Then, out of the 800,000 tons, you are go- 
ing to get 200,000 tons from the Union Car- 
bide & Carbon people? 

His answer was, “Yes.” 

Our further conversation was as fol- 
lows. I asked the question: 

Where are you going to get the other 600,- 
000 tons? 

Mr. CrossLanp. We are going to get 20,000 
tons from the Neoprene process. We are go- 


ing to get 40,000 toms from the butadiene 
process, 


He mentioned other processes. The 
total was almost 100,000 tons. 

I said: 

All right; there is 300,000 tons. Where are 
you going to get the other 500,000 tons? 

Mr. Crosstanp. Prom the petreleum con- 
tracts we let last January. 


I asked: 

Do you know of a process which the pe- 
troleum people have perfected, and with 
which they are ready to proceed? 

Mr. CRossLAND. We do not, 


I then asked: 

What steps have you taken to bring alcohol 
into the picture—Publiker, Seagrin, Houdry, 
or the butylene-glycol process from the Gov- 
ernment experimental laboratory at Peoria? 
What steps have you taken? 

Mr. Crosstanp. None. 


Mr. President, the program was set 2 
weeks ago, so I do not know how anyone 
eduld get the idea that a concession has 
been made to the alcohol process or that 
the alcohol process is lacking. The alco- 
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hol process stands before the subcommit- 
tee and before the Senate without one 
word of dispute as to its feasibility, its 
relative cheapness, the fact that it can be 
put into production in a hurry, the fact 
that it can be put into production with 
less expenditure of critical materials. 
Yet not one step has been taken, and last 
week Mr, Madigan said that the program 
had been set to meet that situation. 

The subcommittee acted without wait- 
ing for the completion of the hearings, 
because the hearings may be continued 
for some time. However, the need is so 
dire and so acute, and the situation is 
so exceedingly dangerous, fraught as it 
is with such a desperate threat to Amer- 
ican needs, that we of the subcommittee 
introduced this bill before we completed 
the hearings, hoping that by such legis- 
lative directive something could be done 
to correct the situation. We did not act 
out of any antagonism to the petroleum 
interests, but because of our desire to 
make sure that America shall be pro- 
tected, and that no group—lI do not care 
who they may be, agricultural, petroleum, 
or anyone elge—shall be placed in a holy 
of holies, within an ark of the covenant, 
or a group of arks oí the covenant that 
the unhallowed people cannot approach. 
That is the situation which faces us. 

I know I am trespassing on the time 
of the Senator from Oklahoma, but I 
want to say that the subcommittee has 
been working on hearings for over 100 
hours. The aged Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Norris] has stayed there hour after 
hour and hour after hour, expending en- 
ergies that he does not have to expend, 
because of the need for the production of 
rubber. Can Senators conceive of a sub- 
committee of the Senate—and this was a 
subcommittee of the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry—having included 
in its membership five Senators of more 
diverse political viewpoints than the dis- 
tinguished minority leader [Mr. Mc- 
Nary], the distinguished Independent 
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], the distin- 
guished senior Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. Tuomas], the distinguished senior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER], 
and the humble Senator now speaking? 
Yet there was not a scintilla of difference 
of opinion between those men. 

Representing such diverse political 
viewpoints, they reached the decision 
that danger confronted America and 
that some action had to be taken. 
Whether those men were acting with the 
best of motives or whether with ulterior 
motives, the effect on the war effort, the 
effect on our economy, the effect on 
America are the same. 

This bill did not meet with my ap- 
proval; it was not my choice; butt is a 
bill which we think will give to those in 
authority the directive of the Congress 
that America wants this problem solved 
and that we are entitled to have it solved. 

I express my apologies to the Senator 
from Oklahoma for trespassing on his 
time, and I regret that I have done so. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I thank the Senator from Iowa 
for his illuminating remarks with respect 
to the studies relative to the production 
of rubber. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr, President—— 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Oklahoma yield to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr, AIKEN. May Iask if that amount 
of rubber includes the rubber used in 
manufactured products being exported 
to other countries? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Of course, 
that is a matter that probably could not 
be made public, if I had the information, 
and I regret to say I do not have it. 
Otherwise, I would give it to the Sen- 
ator in confidence, for I could not give 
it to him publicly. That is rubber, how- 
ever, that they need, and it must be that 
they need it in the war effort, because, 
otherwise, we would have to tell them 
what we tell our own people, namely, 
that “if it is not necessary for the war 
effort, you will have to get along with- 
out it.” 

I might suggest to those who have been 

asking for the hearings that the first vol- 
ume has been printed, and the Senator 
from Kentucky is now reading from it. 
It embraces a book of 550 pages, if I re- 
member correctly. I exhibit to the Sen- 
ate proof sheets of the second volume, 
which embrace 817 pages. The third 
part of the hearings on this bill is in typed 
form, but it is being submitted to those 
who gave testimony so that they may 
have an opportunity to read it over and 
make corrections of errors made in their 
original statements. Very soon, the whole 
testimony taken by the committee will be 
in printed form, and will be available for 
anyone who desires to read it. 

Mr. President, pursuing still further the 
present set-up, I stated a while ago what 
the allocations of rubber were to the Car- 
bide & Carbon Chemicals Corporation. 

The Atlas Oil & Refining Corporation 
has an allocation of 12,000 tons, and their 
plant is to be ready in November 1942. 

The Neches Butane Products Co. has 
an allocation of 50,000 tons, and their 
plant is to be ready in April of 1943. The 
Neches Butane Products Co. has a second 
allocation of 50,000 tons and the plant is 
to be ready in June 1943. 

Rubber Synthetics, Inc., has an alloca- 
tion of 50,090 tons, and the plant of that 
company is supposed to be ready by June 
1943. The same company has a second 
allocation of 50,000 tons for a plant to be 
completed in August 1943. 

The Koppers United Co. has an alloca- 
tion of 20,000 tons, and the plant is to be 
ready in August 1943. 

The Sinclair Rubber Co. has an alloca- 
tion of 50,000 tons, and the plant of that 
concern, presumably, will be ready to op- 
erate in October 1943. 

The Cities Service Co. has an allocation 
of 55,000 tons, and the plant of that com- 
oad is supposed to be ready by August 

Those are all the plants that have been 
allocated for the making of butadiene, 
which is the basic raw material from 
which rubber is made. There are a num- 
ber of plants that have been allocated 
for the making of styrene. Styrene is a 
second chemical which is used in the 
making of the raw product of rubber. 
Styrene is not a bottleneck; it can be 
made quickly and easily. Quite a num- 
ber of plants have been allocated funds 
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with which to produce that particular 
chemical. I do not think it important to 
put the list in the Recorp, because there 
is no bottleneck in the chemical referred 
to, and there will be no delay in getting 
styrene with which to make the prod- 
uct that results in the crudest form of 
raw rubber, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. What is it made 
out of? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It is 
made out of coal, in the main; it is an- 
other gas made out of the raw product of 
coal, and I think it can also be made out 
of other material. We can make rubber 
out of coal; we can take the coal and 
convert it into coke; break up limestone 
rock into small particles; heat the coke 
and generate a gas, let the gas pass over 
and through the limestone particles, then 
gather the gas again into a container, 
and have a product which will make 
rubber. It is an uxpensive process, and 
no one now asks to be permitted to make 
rubber out of coal. Yet rubber can be 
made out of coal. Germany, I think, has 
used it in the past, and, perhaps, some 
other countries; but it is not a feasible 
process because of the expense necessar- 
ily involved. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator from Oklahoma yield to the Sen- 
ator from Florida? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. We from Florida are 
very much interested in this bill, be- 
cause in the growing of sugarcane in that 
State, as the Senator knows, there is a 
great reservoir of material from which 
alcohol may be made, which might be 
adapted to the production of rubber. 
That, particularly when taken in connec- 
tion with the Puerto Rican yam, which 
grows readily in portions of that State 
also, makes it highly desirable. Buta- 
diene might be produced from that com- 
modity. I am sure that is one of the 
processes the committee has considered, 
is it not? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Sen- 
ator is exactly correct. Alcohol is a com- 
mercial product, and it can be made 
from practically anything. It can be 
made from sawdust, it can be made from 
grass, it cam be made from any kind of 
grain. Of course, corn and wheat are 
the two grains which yield most pro- 
lifically the product known as alcohol. 

One of the main sources of alcohol is 
blackstrap molasses, which is a byprod- 
uct of sugar. In Florida, as well as in 
Louisiana, are found vast sugar planta- 
tions. Alcohol can be made from sugar 
beets, which are grown in Michigan, Ne- 
braska, and practically all the western 
area. As Ihave said, alcohol can be made 
from practically anything, but, as stated, 
one of the most prolific sources is the 
residue from sugar refineries. 

The sugarcane is planted. When it 
reaches the stage where it will yield the 
most and best juice, the cane is cut and 
taken tothe mill. There it is run through 
rollers, which extract the sugarcane juice. 
The sugarcane juice is put into vats and 
boiled, and after a while the extraneous 
matter is eliminated through steam, leav- 
ing a thick sirupy substance. From that 
raw brown sugar is made, and the raw 
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brown sugar is later refined into the 
table sugar with which most people are 
familiar, although in my early life I was 
more familiar with the brown sugar than 
with the refined product. 

In making sugar from cane there is a 
residue which is the offal of the sugar 
industry, one might say. That is a black, 
thick liquid or substance called black- 
strap molasses. It can be made from 
either sugarcane or from corn. Corn can 
be converted into sugar, and blackstrap 
molasses is a byproduct of the produc- 
tion of sugar from corn, just as it is of 
the production from cane. 

If the pending bill should become law, 
and there should be a large demand for 
alcohol, not only would the producers of 
grains participate in the making of alco- 
hol, but the sugarcane industry itself 
would likewise participate to a very large 
extent, as would the sugar-beet industry, 
and that would cover most of the United 
States. 

Mr, PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Oklahoma yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I express my very deep 
gratitude to the able Senator and his 
committee. He personally has been in 
the Everglades section of Florida and has 
seen the vast acreage of ground culti- 
vated there, and he knows the remark- 
able adaptability of the soil and climate 
to the production of sugarcane. So it is 
very gratifying to us to know that that 
industry finds it possible to make some 
contribution to the war effort by being a 
source for the production of rubber. 

I make this statement with particular 
pleasure at present because not only do 
we have a great industry already existing 
in Florida, represented by private enter- 
prise, but we are laboring very diligently 
to bring into being a cooperative move- 
ment, so that the farmers not only will 
grow their own cane but will process it 
in their own mills. We are trying to 
bring into the sugarcane industry the 
cooperative movement which has been so 
successful among the producers of other 
agricultural crops in various sections of 
the country. 

We are very grateful to the Senator 
and to the subcommittee for the work 
they have done in this field. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank 
the Senator from Florida for his contri- 
bution to the presentation of the values 
which some of us see can be derived from 
this particular program. 

Mr, Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. WILEY. As I understand the idea, 
the enactment of the bill would mean 
that if this plan should be put into oper- 
ation our people would be self-sufficient 
insofar as the production of rubber is 
concerned. Is that correct? 

Mr. THOMAS of Cklahoma. We hope 
that will be the result. Heretofore we 
have received practically all our rubber 
from the far southeast, principally from 
the Dutch East Indies. The rubber trees 
which are prolific in the production of 
rubber juice, as I shall call it, grow wild 
in that section of the world, and they can 
be transplanted and cultivated artificially 
cheaply, on cheap land, with cheap labor, 
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and in such a way that the raw rubber 
product itself can be sold upon the com- 
mercial market at a very low figure. 

Mr. WILEY. Has the Senator any 
estimate of the number of men or the 
amount of help necessary to get the rub- 
ber industry in this country up to a 
point where we would be self-sufficient? 
I am thinking in terms of the post-war 
period, when we will need all the buffers 
we can get to absorb the men who will 
come out of the Army and Navy, and 
from other organizations engaged in the 
war effort. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I have 
seen no estimate made of the number of 
men who might be required to produce a 
sufficient quantity of rubber to supply 
our domestic demands. It is understood 
that it will take 800,000 tons of rubber 
to supply our local demands for the war 
effort, and to supply the demands of the 
civilians who work in connection with 
the war effort. It is estimated that it 
will take a million tons of rubber to sup- 
ply the war effort, the civilian demands 
which must be filled, and the civilian 
demands which may be termed demands 
not necessary to be filled. 

Mr. Henderson says it will take 1,050,- 
000 tons. To make that much rubber 
from America’s raw products obviously 
would take a large number of men, and 
if we can develop a rubber industry in 
America and make rubber from our raw 
products, products which are grown 
everywhere throughout the United States, 
a large field will be afforded for the per- 
manent employment of men, first, to grow 
the raw products; second, to convert the 
raw products into the raw-rubber prod- 
ucts; and, third, to convert the raw-rub- 
ber products into the finished commodi- 
ties, not only to supply our own people, 
but, so far as we can, to supply our 
allies and the other nations of the world. 

Mr. WILEY. Will the Senator yieid 
further? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. WILEY. Has the Senator from 
Oklahoma any estimate of the amount 
of invested capital which it would take 
to produce a million tons of rubber? If 
the proposed plan were put into opera- 
tion it would mean an increase in the 
taxable wealth of the Nation. It would 
result in a decrease in the number of 
laborers who would necessarily be idle 
after the war. 

The inquiry I am now making is with 
regard to how much the Senator thinks 
this new industry would mean in the 
way of increasing the value of the tax- 
able property of the Nation. We know 
what the automobile did. Would the 
contribution of the new industry be com- 
mensurate with that made by the auto- 
mobile industry? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I could 
give only a partial answer to the question. 
The War Production Board, acting 
through the Defense Plant Corporation, 
allocated $650,000,000 with which to con- 
struct the plants essential in the making 
of butadiene and styrene. That amount 
is only a small part of the total cost, 
merely a beginning. Therefore, we are 
considering what may obviously be a bil- 
lion-dollar industry, or perhaps a many- 
billion-dollar industry, commencing at 
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the ground, where the raw product is 
produced, and ending at the warehouse, 
where the finished product is placed 
ready for distribution. 

Mr. AIKEN. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. From the figures which 
I have seen there would be required about 
400,000,000 bushels of grain, assuming 
the alcohol were made only from grain, 
to produce 1,050,000 tons of rubber a 
year. I go not claim those figures are 
exactly correct, but I think they are ap- 
proximately accurate. 

Mr. WILEY. What is the estimate of 
the grain surplus this year? 

Mr. AIKEN. I.do not know. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We carry over a sur- 
plus of about 605,000,000 bushels, 

Mr. WILEY. That is the accumula- 
tion of years, is it not? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. Of that 
amount the Government owns or will 
soon own about 400,000,000 bushels. 

Mr. AIKEN, I think we have on hand 
enough wheat 2 years old to serve as a 
rubber supply, which will probably last 
for a full year and a half. The wheat 
which is on hand, nearly 360,000,000 
bushels, according to the figures given 
us the other day, has reached such an 
age that it is bound to deteriorate from 
now on. 

Mr. WILEY. If I get the picture cor- 
rectly, we are visualizing a new indus- 
try which in no wise will interfere with 
or injure any other industry. Practi- 
cally, it will rather benefit every other 
form of industry we have. Is that cor- 
rect? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is 
my understanding. Let me say, in fur- 
ther answer to the question submitted 
by the able Senator from Wisconsin, that 
it is admitted by the best experts of the 
oil industry that we have a known sup- 
Ply of petroleum which will last only 
from 15 to 20 years. We do not know 
what the future holds in store for us. 
It may be that we will be able to devise 
processes for extracting more oil from 
the ground in known fields. If we de- 
velop such processes, we will get more 
oil from known fields. It may be that 
we shall discover new fields. If so, to 
that extent. the oil supply will last longer. 
However, I am wondering what would 
happen if 25 years from now, or in from 
15 to 20 years, the known oil supply 
should begin to diminish substantially. 
It is known that we can produce fuel 
from grain. It is known that we can 
produce a satisfactory airplane fuel from 
alcohol, and a satisfactory quality of 
automobile fuel from alcohol. Testi- 
mony has been given before our subcom- 
mittee to the effect that we can take a 
gasoline of 70 octane content and, by 
aans: alcohol, get 101-plus octane gaso- 
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Evidence was given before the sub- 
committee to the effect that in Europe 
the war is now being fought with a mix- 
ture of low octane content gasoline 
mixed with pure alcohol, which gives a 
product of high octane content. 

It is known that we can run an engine 
with alcohol, as we can run an automo- 
bile with alcohol, and if the evidence pre- 
sented to the subcommittee is correct, it 
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is possible to run the best airplanes with 
a composition of gas and alcohol, and no 
doubt we shall soon be able to run air- 
plane engines with pure alcohol. If oil 
gives out, we must have something for 
power fuel. We know we can make gaso- 
line from coal, but it is a slow process 
and very expensive. We can make gaso- 
line from shale, but that, too, is a slow 
process and it has not been perfected. 

So, Mr. President, if this program shall 
be adopted, and we develop the industry 
of making alcohol from grain and forest 
products, when the war is over, if we have 
these plants on hand, we shall be in posi- 
tion to experiment with the problem of 
making gasoline substitutes from alcohol. 

I am advised by the chairman of the 
subcommittee, the Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. GILLETTE] that one witness before 
the subcommittee testified that he knew 
of only enough oil to make a sufficient 
quantity of gasoline to meet the needs of 
the country until 1955, which is 13 years 
hence. 

I make these suggestions merely for 
what they are worth. It is known that 
there is a limited amount of oil in the 
ground. How much we will recover, no 
one can tell. The time will come when 
the oil will be gone. When that time 
comes, we shall have no more gasoline 
from oil, we shall have no more lubricat- 
ing oil from oil. We will have to go to 
some other source. I can see, therefore, 
a dual future for alcohol not only its use 
in the making of rubber but in the mak- 
ing of fuels to propel the machines run- 
ning on rubber. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its read- 
ing clerks, announced that the House 
had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6807) to estab- 
lish a Women’s Auxiliary Reserve in the 
Navy, and for other purposes. 


PRODUCTION OF TRANSPORT AND CARGO 
PLANES 


Mr. LEE. Mr. President, no less an 
authority than Rear Admiral Vickery, 
Vice Chairman of the Maritime Commis- 
sion, tells us that we are losing ships 
faster than we can build them. This is 
not secret information. It was an- 
nounced to the public Sunday and car- 
ried in the press of the Nation Monday. 

What does this mean? It means in 
effect that we are losing the war on the 
sea. 

This is the battle of transportation. 
We can win the battle of production 
hands down, but if we cannot get what 
we produce into the battle of guns and 
tanks and planes and men, then we shall 
lose the war. 

The battle of transportation has three 
phases. There is one which is always in 
our minds: The transportation of sup- 
plies, arms, and men to battle fronts. 
Until a very short while ago, December 7, 
1941, only the first of these—supplies for 
Britain and Russia—figured very large in 
America’s thinking. Since Pearl Harbor, 
the Nation has suffered one of the bit- 
terest losses in its history because it could 
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not get supplies and reinforcements to 
its army in the field. The men of Bataan 
know what it is to fight like supermen 
against overwhelming odds, to perform 
miracles of courage and endurance, and 
to taste defeat because we could not get 
supplies to them. 

During the 5 months our men held 
Corregidor I received letters, and I am 
sure other Members of the Senate re- 
ceived letters, from mothers and fathers, 
asking why we could not send relief, 
why we could not send supplies, and why 
we could not send reinforcements to the 
men in the Philippines. Every morning 
for 5 months the soldiers in Bataan 
searched the horizon for reinforcements 
which did not come. 

Look at the theaters of war which we 
are committed to supply today. We 
have an Army in Australia. It takes a 
ship 2 months to get to Australia. If 
that Army is to do any good there, it 
must. not only stand ready for defense, 
but one day be given enough power for 
offense, power which must be got to it 
It is over 6,000 miles 
from San Francisco to Brisbane, Aus- 
tralia. 

We have to supply the Hawaiian Is- 
lands, 2,000 miles from the continental 
United States. We have to maintain 
and increase an army in Alaska, 2,000 
miles away. We have to maintain and 
increase the flow of men, arms, and ma- 
terials to Ireland and England, 3,000 
miles away. It is roughly 5,000 miles 
from New York to the Russian port now 
receiving supplies, by way of the British 
Isles. The Mediterranean is closed, and 
waterborne supplies for the British 
armies in the Middle East have to come 
from Britain around Africa. It is over 
6,000 miles from Southampton to Cape- 
town, and Capetown is only about half 
way to Cairo by that route. It is nearly 
7,000 miles from New York to Capetown, 
and Capetown is 6,000 miles from Cairo, 
The United Nations are fighting for their 
lives in Russia, in the Middle East, in the 
southwest Pacific, in the north Pacific, 
in China. So far we have not won a 
victory on any front, and we are losing 
ships faster than we can build them. 

The supply of men and materials to 
battle fronts is only half the battle of 
supply. Supplies of raw materials have 
to come to us. 

Mr. President, Axis submarines are 
sinking ships faster than the United Na- 
tions can build them. We are fast reach- 
ing the point where the troops on the 
battlefields will be without supplies and 
the factories in America will be without 
critical materials. 

Therefore, we must build cargo and 
troop ships of the air in order to fly over 
the submarine menace. There is no 
doubt in my mind that this can be done. 

Furthermore, I am convinced that it is 
the most practical method of meeting 
this situation. It can be done in less time 
than any other plan which has been 
suggested. 

In a radio speech of last May 14, I made 
this suggestion as one of the means of 
beating the submarine bottleneck: 

Third, and perhaps most important, by the 
production and use of freight trains of the 
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air we will soon be turning out many great 
transport planes which can fly thousands of 
soldiers and tons of freight from the United 
States to the different battlefields of the 
world, thus providing the necessary supplies 
for China and Russia. 


Then on May 29, in a commencement 
address to the Baptist University at 
Shawnee, Okla., I made another refer- 
ence to the freight trains of the air as a 
means of carrying troops and cargoes. 
We are doing something along this line, 
but not enough, not nearly enough. We 
are limited by the cautious mind of the 
expert. 

Mr. President, there comes a time when 
we need the decision of the layman in 
order to overrule the decision of the ex- 
pert. That time has come now. 

Mr. President, it seems as if the hand 
of Woodrow Wilson has reached back 
over 25 years and handed me a quotation 
from his own lips. When, 25 years ago 
this summer, the submarine menace of 
Germany was threatening our supply 
lines, Woodrow Wilson, on the 11th of 
August 1917, in a speech entitled “Leave 
Out of Your Vocabulary the Word ‘Pru- 
dent’,” addressed the officers of the At- 
lantic Fleet, as follows: 

We have got to throw tradition to the 
wind. As I have said, gentlemen, I take it 
for granted that nothing that I say here will 
be repeated and therefore I am going to say 
this: Every time we have suggested any- 
thing to the British Admiralty, the reply 
has come back that virtually amounted to 
this—that it had never been done that way, 
and I felt like saying, well, nothing was ever 
done so systematically as nothing is being 
done now. 

Therefore, I should like to see something 
unusual happen, something that was never 
done before, and inasmuch as the things that 
are being done to you were never done be- 
fore, don't you think it is worth while to 
try something that was never done before 
against those who are doing them to you? 


Mr, President, we need the military 
and nayal experts. Their contribution 
to the military effort cannot be dis- 
pensed with, but in the making of policy 
and in the daring of new strategy, we 
need the layman. 

Consider the military technique and 
strategy of the German Army—their 
blitzkrieg, their panzer units, their use 
of parachute troops and gliders, all of 
which was offered to the military and 
naval experts of the United States and all 
of which was turned down by these same 
military and naval experts. No doubt 
they would have been turned down by 
the military and naval experts of Ger- 
many, except for the fact that they were 
forced upon the military men of Ger- 
many by a layman, Adolf Hitler, who 
had enough imagination to cut across the 
lines of precedent. 

Mr. President, we have won our battle 
of production, but we have not won our 
battle of transportation. We are not 
winning our battle of transportation; and 
production without transportation in the 
immediate war is useless. 

Therefore, when I read in yesterday 
morning’s Washington Post the story of 
an engineer who advocated the construc- 
tion of 5,000 cargo planes, I said, “Hur- 
rah! At last we have an engineer with 
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imagination who is willing to dare some- 
thing in order that we may win this war.” 

I refer to the statement from Port- 
land, Oreg., of Henry J. Kaiser, the ship- 
building genius whose record in cutting 
across the customary lines of precedent 
has been established more than once. 

Mr. Kaiser built Boulder Dam 18 
months ahead of schedule. Then he 
turned to building ships at a breakneck 
pace. When he started his first ship 197 
days were required to complete it. His 
tenth ship was finished in 146 days. The 
seventeenth was done in 99 days, the 
twenty-second in 79 days, and the 
twenty-fifth in 62 days. 

He has a good record as a successful 
engineer. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it does me 
good to hear him say that we can break 
the bottleneck of transportation by the 
construction of cargo planes—the freight 
trains of the air. Already the United 
States is transporting thousands of 
American boys to foreign countries, and 
this method of transportation by air 
offers the only method which we can be 
sure will keep the supply lines open to 
them. It offers the only solution which 
appeals to my mind for supplying the 
battlefields of China and Russia. 

If Hitler is successful in breaking out 
of the ring of steel which the United 
Nations have forged around him, because 
the Western Hemisphere is entirely sur- 
rounded by water it is essential that we 
dominate the air, not only with fighter 
planes but with transports and cargo 
planes, It is essential that we be able to 
communicate with the other Allied Na- 
tions without having to subject the sons 
of America and the products of Ameri- 
can factories to the menace of the sub- 
marine. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp at this point as a 
part of my remarks a portion of the text 
of the speech by Mr. Kaiser. 

There being no objection, the text was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


There is no secret concerning the fact 
that the toll of merchant ships in the west- 
ern Atlantic since our entry into the war 
will soon reach the appalling figure of 400. 
There is no doubt that this rate of sinking 
interferes very materially with our delivery 
of supplies to our allies. It interferes with 
the swift and proper disposition of our forces 
over the global battlefield: It raises in our 
minds the haunting fear that on some of 
these far-flung battlefields, our sons and 
brothers who are in uniform will be cut off 
from reinforcement and supply. We do not 
want another Bataan—yet there are fronts 
which may become Bataans if we do not 
solve, and solve quickly, this matter of trans- 
portation. 

I not only worried. I worked. And I 
had our engineers working—from the time 
when the submarine warfare became clearly 
dangerous. Our studies indicated—what I 
believe most of the people of America now 
believe—that the answer Hes in the aerial 
freighter. And our studies further indicated 
that if we, as shipbuilders, were to take 
part in the production of aerial freighters, 
it should be in the field of the flying ship. 
We know the water best and our equipment 
is beside the water. And it seems to me 
proper to tell you, and to tell the Nation, 
that our engineers have plans on their draft- 
ing boards for gigantic flying ships beyond 
anything Jules Verne could ever have imag- 
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ined. There are plans for fiying ships of 200 
tons, and after that plans for ships of 500 
tons. One of the latter would carry a thou- 
sand men. 

But that is in the future. We cannot 
wait now for the engineering work neces- 
sary. We must get into production at once. 
The creeping toll of the submarines has made 
that urgent. And there already iş a flying 
ship which is very large compared to any- 
thing now known to be in mass production. 
I refer to the Glenn L. Martin ship known 
as the Mars—a flying ship of 70 tons, 
capable of carrying a pay load of 14 tons. 
That ship would carry a hundred men fully 
equipped. Five thousand of them could land 
500,000 equipped men in England in a single 
day. And the next day they could fly over 
again with 70,000 tons of fresh milk, beef- 
steaks, sugar, and bombs. 


TERMS OF PROPOSAL 


No submarines could shoot them down. 
The experience of this war shows without a 
question of doubt that such transport fleets 
cannot be interfered with by enemy fighters 
if they have even a minimum of protection. 
Our ferry service to Britain goes through with 
hardly a loss. And such a gigantic ferry 
service as I see in my mind’s eye—headed 
to whatever part of the world our President 
and the high command would designate— 
wouid be the safest method of mass travel 
ever used in wartime. There would be vir- 
tually no losses whatever. 

I respectfully submit my proposal to Ad- 
miral Vickery here today, to the Maritime 
Commission, and to President Roosevelt, and 
to the armed services. It is just this: 

It is that the Maritime Commission turn 
over a number of its shipyards to the building 
of the flying ship Mars—and that in the mat- 
ter we meet a construction problem which 
otherwise seems virtually insurmountable. 
This is not a Kaiser company program. It is 
a program in which I hope I will be joined by 
many of the major shipbuilders of America. 
Suppose that the Maritime Commission were 
to turn over 3 of its west coast yards to 
the mass production of the flying ships, and 
do the same with 3 other yards on the 
Gulf, and another 3 on the east coast. Our 
studies indicate that when these 9 yards were 
in full production, which should be within 10 
months and perhaps sooner, they would be 
turning out these giants of the air at the rate 
of 5,000 a year. 


ASSEMBLY LINE JOB NEEDED 


I have emphasized that this is not a Kaiser 
company program. Nor is there any desire 
to take the manufacture of airplanes out of 
the hands of those distinguished individuals 
and companies which have brought the plane 
to its present high state of development. We 
would desire to cooperate with them to the 
fullest. And, in fact, it is encouragement 
from certain of the manufacturers, received 
within the past few days, which has caused 
me to submit the plan here and in this 
manner. 

The bald fact of the matter is that the 
plane manufacturers are not in a position to 
go into assembly line production of this new 
type without extensive construction and tool- 
ing—construction which, in view of the grow- 
ing shortage of strategic and critical mate- 
rials, especially steel, the country could ill 
afford. 

As a matter of fact, the shipyards are doing 
so good a job—so much better a job than was 
anticipated when their construction was or- 
dered—that I believe those left in production, 
after nine had been diverted to construction 
of the flying ship, would be sufficient for the 
materials—especially of the steel immedi- 
ately available. 


ASSEMBLY LINE IN 6 MONTHS 
If, then, we are to grant that the nine yards 


could be spared, there is the further tre- 
mendous fact that their conversion would 
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save something even more precious than 
materials. 

Two years, people of America. I want to 
tell you, that with the aid of that great 
builder, Glenn L. Martin, with the aid of 
the aviation industry in general, and with 
the equipment already in place in the ship- 
yards, we can have the assembly line func- 
tioning in 6 months or less. We can be at 
maximum production in 10 months or less. 
After the assembly line starts, the first 3 
months should give us 10 ships a month from 
each plant, the second 3 months should give 
us 20 a month, the third 3 months should 
give us 30, and the fourth 3 months should 
give us 40, and when that maximum pro- 
duction comes the position of our enemies 
will be hopeless. We will be able to put 
down a vast army anywhere in the world 
within a single week. We will be free once 
and all of the fear of having our armies 
cut off in some place distant from our own 
shores. There will be no distant places. 
The whole world will be our front yard. 
And our enemies will be beaten to their 
knees, 

STEEL NOT NEEDED 


Ladies and gentlemen, I do not exaggerate 
by a single ton or a single hour the amount 
of materials and the amount of time that 
could be saved by conversion of these great 
ship plants. We have the plate shops, the 
machine shops, the sheet metal shops, the 
pipe shops, the warehouses, the mold lofts. 
The building necessary could be made of non- 
critical materials. We wouldn’t need steel. 
We want that to go somewhere else; we do 
not have all that we need. But the ad- 
vantage in this shipyard conversion is that 
we have the assembly line ready-built by 
nature. It is the water along our present 
outfitting docks. 

And, of course, all those acquainted with 
my methods of construction understand that 
I believe in a smooth flow of materials, and 
that in the operation of such an assembly 
line I would work for an extensive system 
of subcontracting, involving a flow of mate- 
rials from many industries manufacturing 
parts. 

This would be a series of assembly lines 
that would challenge America to the full. 
It would be as creative a thing as America 
ever has done. And it would demand the 
cooperation of us all. I am thinking at the 
moment of one of the largest and one of the 
most conservative airplane manufacturers in 
America—a man whose words to me over 
the long-distance telephone a few hours ago 
did much to encourage me to submit the 
flying-ship program at this time. This man 
told me that he would go all-out with his 
assistance. If we will all do that, the battle 
is won. 

The Maritime Commission has done a 
remarkable job with sea ships. It can now 
do a still greater job with sky ships. Not 
only. will this war be determined by sky 
ships, the post-war world will be won by 
them. also—the greatest battle of all, the 
battle that is coming with the peace. Every 
radical change in transportation has ushered 
in a period of rising prosperity. So will pros- 
perity be ours in this post-war period, for 
the reason that during the war, devastating 
as it is, we will have changed transportation 
in such a manner as to bring mankind new 
vision and new enjoyment. We will have 
won the peace, 


LOANS ON CERTAIN 1942 CROPS 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, my 
attention has been directed to an ar- 
ticle which appeared in the New York 
Journal of Commerce one day last week. 
The article deals with the bill which 
passed the Senate some time ago. I re- 
fer to the parity-loan bill, which was 
introduced by the Senator from Alabama 
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{Mr. Banxweap] and myself. I am not 
concerned with the greater part of the 
article, but there is one brief sentence 
thereof to which I wish to call attention. 
I quote: 

Senator Russert, Democrat, of Georgia, 
one of the authors of the bill, said he is no 
longer interested in it. 


Mr. President, I am completely at a 
loss to understand how any person could 
have conceived the idea that I am no 
longer interested in that bill. The 
statement in this newspaper is out of the 
whole cloth. I have never at any time 
made any statement that I am no longer 
interested in the bill. I believe in it as 
strongly today as I did when I under- 
took to defend it in the Senate. I have 
never at any time made any statement 
to any living human being that I am 
no longer interested in that bill, On the 
contrary, I have talked to a great many 
Members of the House of Representa- 
tives in an effort to have it considered 
by that body, and am as strongly advo- 
cating its passage today as I was on'the 
day it was introduced. It is incompre- 
hensible to me that any person could 
have picked such a story out of thin air 
and printed it in any publication any- 
where, when it is so utterly devoid of 
any foundation in fact or truth. 


AIRPLANES IN THE WAR—ARTICLE FROM 
AMERICAN MERCURY 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I listened 
with a great deal of interest to the re- 
marks of the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. Lez]. The other day my atten- 
tion was called to an article in the 
August number of the American Mer- 
cury. It reaches a conclusion which is 
truly astonishing. I quote: 

Yet the true lesson of the Pacific battles, 
from Coral Sea to the Aleutians, is that the 
aircraft carrier is even more of a liability 
than the battleship. 


Recently we appropriated a large sum 
of money to build a great number of 
aircraft carriers. In April last I intro- 
duced a resolution in this: body asking 
that the rules of the Senate be amended 
to create an aviation committee of the 
Senate. This body, which so easily joins 
in the appropriation of billions of dol- 
lars for war measures, apparently lets 
someone else decide very important 
problems. 

Mr. President, I ask that the article 
to which I have referred be printed in 
the Recorp at the conclusion of my 
remarks, 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
orp, as follows: 

[From the page Mercury for August 
] 


THE NAVY COMMAND FIGHTS FOR HEADLINES 
(By Col. Hugh J. Knerr) 

The men in the United States Navy are 
fighting heroically for victory. But the desk 
admirals in Washington are fighting a des- 
perate rear-guard action for prestige and 
control—a battle which at best is short- 
sighted and at worst may be delaying our 
triumph. 

The Navy command, flanked by platoons 
of alleged public-relations experts, is con- 
sistently conveying a false and exaggerated 
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impression of naval activity. The picture of 
crucial events is being distorted and touched 
up to save face over the discrediting of the 
battleship; to sell a navy’s-eye view of the 
lessons of the war; and to divert money, ma- 
terials, and energy to aircraft carriers which 
logically should go into long-range, land- 
based aviation. 

The crowning result of this naval paper 
war for the headlines has been the decision 
of a well-meaning but misinformed and be- 
wildered Congress to build 600,000 tons of air- 
craft carriers which, by the time they are 
completed, will be as useless to us as battie- 
ships are today. Far more serious than the 
waste of resources and labor involved is the 
implied acceptance of the fallacious idea 
that the carrier has supplanted the battle- 
ship as the backbone of the Navy. The 
notion that the Navy has a backbone again 
and hence is able again to become the main- 
stay of our war effort can only perpetuate 
outmoded strategy and bring another crop of 
disasters 


The naval publicity juggling is fairly ob- 
vious. All you need to do to spot it is to go 
over the front pages of the newspapers for 
a week or a month. Note the extent to which 
alleged naval triumphs are overplayed and 
the solid accomplishments of land-based 
Army aviation glossed over, Compare the 
first news releases on important engagements 
with the air-power facts that leak out piece- 
meal in the following days or weeks and you 
get some inkling of the dangerous game 
being played, with the American public in 
the role of sucker. The original news sources 
are responsible, not the press. 

I. Let’s examine the record. We won't go 
back to Pearl Harbor, where warships are 
still buried in mud because orthodox naval 
men wouldn't acknowledge the striking power 
of aircraft, We'll begin with the Coral Sea 
battle. For 5 days during that historic en- 
gagement, the American public was given to 
understand that a great “naval” battle was 
raging. The Navy was issuing all the com- 
muniqués. We could visualize our great naval 
guns belching broadsides and blasting the 
Jap fleet. 

Then the truth began to leak out. And 
the truth didn’t discredit our gallant sailors 
or our Navy flyers who cooperated so effec- 
tively with our heavy, land-based aviation. 
The truth discredited only the mentality of 
those who were giving out the information. 
In actuality, not a single Navy surface ship 
fired one of its guns usefully except its anti- 
aircraft guns. In actuality, our heavy Army 
bombers were engaging the Japanese long 
before the Navy came into the fight in that 
area; and because of the tragic division in 
our command, the Army flyers were actually 
surprised when the Navy flyers arrived to 
join in the fracas. 

At Coral Sea, our bombers sank at least two 
Jap aircraft carriers and the Japs, in turn, 
sank the Lexington, a 36,000-ton floating air- 
field which carried 60 or more of her planes 
with her to the bottom of the sea. Factual 
data at this writing seem to indicate that, 
while the Japs lost more naval units, the 
United Nations lost more tonnage and planes. 

And note this point: the Coral Sea battle 
Was presented to the American people not 
only as a great naval victory, but as an argu- 
ment for building more aircraft carriers. 

Then came the long, running Battle of 
Midway. It figured as another great naval 
battle on the front pages until the Army 
flyers suddenly realized that, unless they 
wanted to be the forgotten men of this war, 
they had better start issuing a few com- 
muniqués of their own. That was when our 
able corps of foreign correspondents began to 
send through a series of thrilling interviews 
with pilots and bombardiers and we learned 
some startling facts. We had not repeated 
the Pearl Harbor mistake. Our heavy, far- 
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ranging bombers were ready at Midway. They 
found the Japs and began bombing them 
while they were hundreds of miles away, 
Our Navy and Marine fiyers joined in and our 
combined flying forces gaye the enemy the 
worst licking he has yet suffered. 

We learned that once again not a single 
American surface ship fired a shot at Midway 
except from its antiaircraft guns. The navies 
did not even make contact. Their main units 
were often days apart. Our navai surface 
forces, to put the matter succinctly, were only 
in the way—vulnerable targets that needed to 
be protected from overhead, And we learned, 
most important of all, that although our 
bombers had sunk a number of Jap carriers, 
our own carriers did not dare press the pur- 
suit within reach of the enemy’s aircraft 
based on the various Pacific islands. 

Yet the result of the Midway engagement, 
too, was presented as an exclusive naval 
achievement and an argument for construct- 
ing more American aircraft carriers. 

In the fighting around the Aleutian Islands 
the story was approximately the same, though 
not all the facts are available at this writing. 
The moment the Japs came within range of 
our land-based aviation our bombers put 
them out of commission. By the time we got 
to the Alaska fight General Arnold, of the Air 
Corps, had at last become aroused to the point 
of issuing his own roundabout communiqués 
in the form of congratulatory wires to the 
plane manufacturers. That was the first in- 
timation John Q. Public had that the north- 
ern engagement was not a regulation naval 
show. 

It seems to me that the true significance 
of these Pacific experiences, as well as of 
the pattern of the Navy's publicity war to 
save face and control, should be apparent 
even to the casual reader. This is no time to 
spare feelings at the risk of endangering our 
victory. 

Less than a year ago, the Navy Command 
was insisting on pouring billions of dollars 
and man-hours of production and thousands 
of tons of precious materials into battleships 
which had already proved useless. Aviation 
men warned against it but were ignored.t 
What shall we do now with the carcasses of 
half-completed battleships lying on our 
ways? Shall we finish them anyhow, at a 
terrible cost to our rubber stocks, steel stocks, 
labor stocks? Or shall we scrap them? 

And now the same disheartening story is 
being repeated. The same people who led us 
down the battleship back alley are telling 
Congress that we must have 500,000 tons of 
aircraft carriers—because of the lessons of the 
Pacific battles. This half-million tons is only 
the first installment, if we may judge by the 
carrier ballyhoo being put on by the naval 
publicity. 

Yet the true lesson of the Pacific battles, 
from Coral Sea to the Aleutians, is that the 
aircraft carrier is even more of @ liability than 
the battleship. 

I. Originally the aircraft carrier was con- 
ceived as a means for the high seas fleet to 
carry with it wheel-borne aviation as differen- 
tiated from catapult types, which required 
fioats to land on the sea and be picked up by 
the launching ship, These wheel-borne craft 
are far superior to catapult planes. They 
serve their purpose well as long—but only as 
long—as they and their carrier “airfield” re- 
main beyond the range of enemy land-based 
air power. 

The carrier must stay beyond that range for 
two excellent reasons. First, the carrier itself 
is a perfect target for the bombing plane, 


1See The Twilight of Sea Power, by Maj. 
Alexander P, de Seversky, in the Mercury for 
June 1941, in which he wrote that the naval 
construction program would be completed 
“just in time to have all of its battleships 
scrapped.”—Editor, 
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Not only is the big “flat top” an open invita- 
tion to a bomb, but the carrier is potentially 
a floating torch, because it is loaded with 
thousands of gallons of gasoline and tons of 
bombs. Second, the carrier planes are of ne- 
cessity inferior to land-based craft because 
every engineering attribute of an airplane 
must be compromised in order for it to op- 
erate off a carrier. The result is a plane that 
is hopelessly outclassed in the presence of 
land-based aviation. 

Consider this tragic picture. While the 
Lexington was in her death throes her planes 
had to come back and land on her decks in 
order to rescue the flying personnel. The 
land-based bombers had plenty of range to 
fly back to land, but the carrier planes didn’t 
and had to be sacrificed when their “base” 
was destroyed under them, You can’t sink 
an island! 2 

Since it can’t be taken within striking 
distance of shore-based airplanes, the carrier 
can have only one reason for being. That 
reason is to carry aviation into “blind spots” 
on the oceans which cannot yet be reached 
by planes operating from land bases. There 
are very few of these blind spots left in the 
world today and the planes with sufficient 
range to eliminate the last of these spots are 
already being manufactured in the United 
States. It will be at least 22 months before 
any of these proposed new carriers can be 
put into service. Long before they can be 
finished, both we and our enemies will have 
so extended the reach of land-based aircraft 
that a carrier, already useless as an offensive 
Weapon, will be well-nigh useless as an 
auxiliary. 

I note that the public and Congress are 
being led to believe that if the Navy only had 
plenty of carriers it would attack the Japa- 
nese islands. This fallacy is dangerous non- 
sense. If the Navy possessed dozens of new 
carriers today, it would not dare risk one of 
them within the operating radius of land- 
based Japanese aviation. If it did, the Japs 
would send the carrier to the bottom just as 
easily as they sent the Lexington, just as 
easily as our own Army bombers dispatched 
the Jap carriers that ventured within our 
range. 

When a sustained attack is launched on 
Japan, it will not be a carrier-borne attack. 
It will be an attack by planes based on the 
Pacific islands, China, or Siberia. The bulk 
of the vast sums which the Navy proposes 
to spend on aircraft carriers should be spent“ 
instead on a system of air bases supported 
by air transport which can facilitate such a 
land-based attack, 

II. The development of air transport is 
being impeded by the same reluctant minds 
which are planning for more aircraft carriers. 
We are getting ready to begin air assaults on 
the Axis. Unless we want to spend 5 years 
fighting this war, we should launch these 
attacks quickly and sustain them, and to do 
this we shall need air transport. Fortunate- 
ly, plans for air transport were made more 
than 10 years ago. For years the Army Air 
Corps has been carrying a greater tonnage 
than all the air lines of the world combined. 
It needs only expansion to sustain an air 
force in action within a thousand miles of 
any base. 

The quickest way to ease our transport 
problem at this juncture would be to let 
our bombers double as cargo carriers. Only 
a rew months away, however, are develop- 
ments in air transport which will make such 
stopgaps unnecessary. The glider method 
for moving air freight is of particular impor- 
tance; as an immediate procedure, it is more 
feasible than the plans which envision 400- 
ton airplanes. 


*For more detailed analysis of the extreme 
vulnerability of carrier aviation, see Victory 
Through Air Power, by Major Seversky, pp. 
131-136, 161-165. 
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When designing freight carriers one of the 
first problems is how to accelerate the ship 
to flying speed. It is possible to accelerate 
the relatively small planes now in use be- 
cause there is a reasonable ratio between the 
total weight of the plane and the horsepower 
available in existing power plants. But when 
the problem is a 200-ton plane the designer 
runs up against the question of how to get 
his ship rolling fast enough to leave the 
ground before it runs out of runway; the 
braking apparatus required to stop it when 
it reaches the ground constitutes another 
problem, 

By using gliders, the tractive effort is con- 
centrated in an airplane whose sole function 
is to carry power plant, crew, and fuel. The 
plane doesn’t carry freight; it only gets the 
freight into the air and then pulls it along. 
A designer can then build into his tow plane 
a high-lift wing, great fuel capacity, and the 
types of propellers which can set a train of 
gliders rolling at a great rate of speed in a 
very short space. Propellers of large diameter 
can be used and these will greatly increase 
tractive efficiency. 

Such a “tractor” airplane, pulling several 
trailer gliders, can get off the ground in a 
much shorter space than the same weight 
wrapped up in one airplane. Once in the air, 
advantages of the air freight train are ap- 
parent. It is quite feasible to operate these 
freight trailers without a pilot in them, 
Automatic instrumentation and control de- 
vices, now perfected, are adequate and cur- 
rently developed laboratory technique insures 
a continuous improvement in these devices. 
The tow cable lends itself to transmission of 
power and control signals. It is feasible to 
land these trailers automatically, by means 
of a short-wave glide path and by remote 
control from airdrome installation. Such de- 
vices are already in use. Long-distance hauls 
can be handled either by refueling the tow 
plane or by having a fresh tow plane pick 
up the tow cable in the air and release the 
exhausted tow plane at the relief airdrome, 

I believe that after the war we will have 
vast commercial air-freight systems, fully 
able to meet the competition of land and 
water-borne systems. But for the moment, 
our interests are military and air transport 
is our one immediate hope for successful and 
sustained attacks on the Axis. We must lift 
transport off the water, beyond surface and 
undersea dangers. 

Almost automatically, naval men have re- 
acted unfavorably to air-transport proposals. 
Whatever their expressed reasons for opposi- 
tion, under them lurks the unexpressed feel- 
ing that once transport is lifted into the 
skies, the last justification for colossal navies 
will be removed. 

IV. As we prepare to launch our American 
air attack on Germany, the effort is still 
being made to disparage the effect of air 
bombardment on cities and industrial con- 
centrations. We still hear that the Germans 
failed to do much damage to England, and 
that the British raids on Cologne, Essen, and 
Bremen have fallen short of expectations, 
The skeptics, however, do not appreciate that 
the occasional raid, destructive as it may be, 
is only a preliminary for the true strategic 
assault, for sustained mass bombardment of 
the scientific precision variety. 

What is more, we cannot correctly evaluate 
the effectiveness of air war on Germany until 
our American planes begin to attack in force, 
We, of course, have more planes and a far 
greater capacity for producing bombs and 
bombers. But, in addition, there is the mat- 
ter of the complementary aviation theories 
of Britain and the United States, which op- 
erate to give an American-British combina- 
tion devastating potentialities. 

With the fall of France, Britain was forced 
to concentrate on the fighter plane for pro- 
tection. British bombardment aviation was 
of secondary importance to the fighter plane. 
The British lacked precision sights and re- 
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lated equipment, and even with equipment 
furnished by us, they had no time to train 
crews in its proper use. A fighter pilot can 
be trained much quicker than it is possible 
to train a nine-man crew to handle a flying 
fortress and fly it intelligently in a complex 
bomber formation. So the British had to 
throw their bombers together out of the ma- 
terials and crews at hand, Hence their prod- 
igal bombing at chimney-top levels, with 
great loss of life and matériel. For the same 
reasons, they have had to confine their mass 
raids to darkness, with a resultant loss in ef- 
fectiveness. 

In this country, we have proceeded differ- 
ently. Since we were spared the immediate 
defense problem, we have concentrated on the 
development of the big bombardment plane. 
We have had time to train our crews, We have 
designed and built our bombardment equip- 
ment primarily for daylight use. Our en- 
gineers have given us the finest precision 
bombsight in the world, the finest system of 
defensive fire control, the best sighting equip- 
ment for defensive guns, and the highest 
speeds. In addition, we have spent years 
working out closely coordinated formations so 
that our bombers can attack by day and each 
bomber will get the full benefit of the mutual 
fire power of the formation. 

What good is a highly developed bomb- 
sight at night? What good is an intricate 
fire-control system for defense at night? 
What good is a computing sight on a .50 
caliber machine gun designed to shoot down 
enemy fighters at a thousand yards, when it 
is used at night? Why should we have spent 
years developing self-protecting formation 
flights if we expected to attack in blind, 
hit-or-miss, single-ship operations under 
cover of darkness? 

The British Sterling and Halifax bombers 
are built for night operations. The British 
crews are trained chiefly for night operations. 
But the whole American bombardment con- 
cept—the planes, equipment, crews, forma- 
tion tactics—presumes that the proper time 
to attack is in the light of day. And now 
that the shock of the war has partially re- 
leased air-minded men from the obstruc- 
tionism of the Old Guarders, we are able to 
build the types of planes which fit into this 
American concept of attack, 

American bombers have been doing all 
right against the Japs in the daytime, and 
I believe we can do all right against the Ger- 
mans. There should be little hit-or-miss 
bombing by American planes over Germany. 
Our ships will attack in the daytime, taking 
the risks and reaping the advantages of real 
combat strategy. They will proceed to their 
targets and attack with precision equipment 
from such altitudes as may be necessary, 
Their formations and their superior defensive 
equipment will enable them to shoot down 
the fighter planes which rise to challenge 
them. They will make full use of clouds and 
altitude to hold down their antiaircraft 
losses, and they will return to fight again the 
next day, just as they have been doing all 
along. 

Until such precision attacks are launched 
against Germany—and they will be launched 
presently—neither we nor the Germans can 
realize fully the destructiveness of air war, 

One more point. The British so far have 
found the German searchlight and antiair- 
craft defenses comparatively ineffective in 
mass raids. By presenting a vast number of 
targets simultaneously to the German gun- 
ners, the British have confused the enemy 
and held their losses to less than 4 percent. 
‘The damage they have sustained has been due 
to flying into barrages, and not to aimed fire. 

By sheer weight of numbers and the ensuing 
confusion among the defenders, the combined 
American and British attackers can pass 
from the night stage into the day stage. 
Nothing comparable on such a scale has yet 
been attempted, so that skepticism, insofar 
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as it is based on past experience, is inad- 
missible. When the strategic assault begins 
in earnest, we will know that the second 
front has really opened, and that it won’t 
be long before armies can land successfully 
in Europe to follow up the victory scored by 
air power. 

Navies, whether they consider battleships 
or carriers as their backbone, will serve, at 
most, as an auxiliary to air power. 

V. In presenting these facts, I want to re- 
iterate that I have no feud with the Navy 
command. The men who compose it are 
patriotic Americans, honestly doing their 
best within the limitations of their special 
training and experience. My statements are 
motivated by only one consideration. As I 
read the lessons of this war from the vantage 
point of an airman who has also had Navy 
and Army experience, I can see one thing 
clearly, namely, that we have a weapon with 
which to smash our enemies quickly and pre- 
vent the long war and the possible stalemate 
which to smash our enemies quickly and pre- 
break through the prejudices, prestige fixa- 
tions, and circumscribed viewpoints which 
hamper the full use of that weapon. 

That weapon is the American bombing 
plane. It is a weapon we Americans know 
how to build and how to use better than any 
other people on earth. It is a weapon with 
which we can launch sustained attacks on 
our enemies immediately. It only needs ad- 
vance bases and air transports with which to 
supply those bases. In the British Isles, 
Africa, India, China we have such bases, 
Perhaps we shall soon have them also in 
Siberia. All that remains to be arranged is 
rapid transport for supply. 

I believe that this is the way we can win 
the war quickly and, therefore, shall oppose 
every effort which seems to obstruct this 
program or to misinterpret the facts for our 
people. The headline battle fought by the 
Navy command adds up to obstruction in a 
mischievous form. It blurs the facts about 
land-based aviation, ties our hopes to the 
most vulnerable vessel afloat, diverts mate- 
rials and energies from the proper weapon 
and tends to obscure the essential air-power 
character of the present conflict. 

It must be recognized, too, that a large 
part of the apparent change of heart on the 
part of Navy leaders in switching their faith 
from the battleship to the carrier springs 
from a natural determination to seize con- 
trol of land-based aviation from the Army— 
to tie it to the tail of their carrier aviation 
kite. If they succeed, it would be literally a 
disaster for the United Nations war effort. 

For victory in a minimum length of time, 
our air forces must be handled by men of 
demonstrated aviation bility, familiar 
through long years of training and thinking 
with the proven principles of air power as 
a primary strategic weapon of offensive war- 
fare. The job simply cannot be done by men 
who have tolerated the airplane as a neces- 
sary nuisance in an auxiliary role and insist 
on believing—or just feeling in their bones— 
that the Navy, despite everything, must come 
out on top. 

American aviation today has men capable 
of leading it in the spirit and the techniques 
essential to aerial victory. They need only 
the chance to use their land-based weapons 
free of the inhibitions of an outmoded tra- 
dition. Given that chance, they can save us 
years of bitter trial and error. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I desire 
to present to the Senate'some suggestions, 
and to read into the Record a statement 
made by Mr. Nelson before the subcom- 
mittee regarding the pending bill; also 
a statement made a few days ago by 
Mr. Jesse Jones before the Committee on 
Banking and Currency when it was con- 
sidering another rubber bill. I may wish 
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to comment on those two statements, but 
I do not wish to attempt to do so at this 
hour. It is entirely agreeable to the 
sponsors of the bill that I may have the 
floor for a short while when the Senate 
resumes its session tomorrow. 

Therefore, I now move that the Senate 
proceed to consider executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Roster in the chair) laid before the 
Senate messages from the President of 
the United States submitting sundry 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committees, 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 


Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported 
favorably the nominations of sundry 
postmasters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will state the nominations on the 
executive calendar. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of William L. Clayton to be Assist- 
ant Secretary of Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 


COAST GUARD 


The legislative. clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Ellis Reed-Hill to be captain (en- 
gineering) to rank from July 1, 1942. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations of postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations of postmas- 
ters are confirmed en bloc. 

That completes the calendar. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified of all nomi- 
nations confirmed today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

RECESS 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate take a recess 
until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 
o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Wednesday, 
July 22, 1942, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate July 21, 1942: 

UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 

The following-named engineers to be as- 
sistant sanitary engineers in the United 
States Public Health Service, to take effect 
from date of oath: 

John Safford Wiley 

Charles Case Spencer 


August Thomas Rossano, Jr. 
Frank Tetzlaff 
Kaarlo William Nasi 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE 
William F, Jackson, of Oregon, to be register 
of the land office at The Dalles, Oreg. (reap- 
pointment) . 


APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE NAvy 


Rear Admiral Daniel J. Callaghan to be a 
rear admiral in the Navy, for temporary 
service, to rank from the 26th day of April 
1942, to correct the date of rank as previ- 
ously nominated and confirmed. 

The following-named assistant surgeons to 
be assistant surgeons in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant (junior grade), to rank 
from the 25th day of January 1942, to cor- 
rect the date of rank as previously nomi- 
nated and confirmed: 
John H. Griffin Gilbert C. Campbell 
George L. Basham Merrill W. Etzen- 
Roger D. Sherman houser 
Hubert M. Poteat, Jr. Robert M. Wallace 
Edward W. Pinkham, Charles A. Sand 

Jr. Joseph A. Tyburczy 
Thomas R. Counihan Robert H. Parker 
Louis R. Gens David J. Henry { 
Kenneth M. Coyne John J. Tordoff 
Robert B. Strother Herbert Wilson, Jr. 
Jerome J, Burke James N. Jeter 


The following graduates of the Naval Re- 
serve Officers Training Corps to be assistant 
paymasters in the Navy, with the rank of 
eneen, to rank from the 11th day of July 
Charles E. Haney 
Robert A. Felthous 
John K. Hoffrichter 
Robert Hogan 
Wallace R. Dowd, Jr. 
Victor S. Peters Forrest A. Lee 
Russell W. Spreen Joseph C. VanZant 
Ralph P. Countryman Richard C. Hoskins 
Gunter Geismann Jose A. Perez, Jr. 
Floyd A. Chambers Walter I. Rodgers 3a 
Eric C. Goodwin Doble McF. Doyle 
Harry B. Arthur Frank W. Purdy 
William H. Hermes Thomas H. Russell 3d 

Asst. Surg. Donald S. Smith, United States 
Naval Reserve, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade), to rank from the 15th day of July 
1942, 

The following-named ensigns to be lieu- 
tenants (junior grade) in the Navy, to rank 
from the Ist day of June 1942: 

Robert H. Price Charles W. Kinsella 
Charles LeR, Lambing Frank L. Butters 
Frederick C. Bamman, William G. Logan, Jr. 

Jr. Dick H. Rice 
Robert M. Harper 

The following-named boatswains to be 
chief boatswains in the Navy, to rank with 
but after ensign, from the lst day of March 
1942: 

Jessie L, Hill 

Perry P. Wynn 

The following-named machinisto to be 
chief machinists in the Navy, to rank with 
but after ensign, from the date indicated 
opposite tbeir names: 

Albert D. Robbins, February 1, 1942. 

Alphonse V. Zeis, April 1, 1942, 

The following-named pay clerks to be chief 
pay clerks in the Navy, to rank with but after 
ensign, from the date indicated opposite their 
names: 

Harry D. Stafford, May 1, 1942. 

George A. Kelley, Jr., April 14, 1942. 


Edward F. Willi 

Leon “G” Lenkoff 
Waverly D. Kesselring 
Robert E. McCarthy 
Max “R” Connelly 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 21, 1942: 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


William L. Clayton to be Assistant Secre- 
tary of Commerce, 
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Coast GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES 
Ellis Reed-Hill to be a captain (engineer- 
ing) in the Coast Guard. 
POSTMASTERS 
ARKANSAS 
Herbert A. Whitley, Bradford. 
Will H. Wardlaw, De Queen. 
Lewis Friedman, Fort Smith. 
Oscar Fawcett, Lonoke. 
Earl E. Sterling, Mammoth Spring. 
Robert Roy Millwee, Nashville. 
CALIFORNIA 
Ethel R. Costello, Acampo. 
Olive G. Nance, Arvin. 
John E. White, Banning. 
Leslie A. Johnson, Escalon, 
Bertha V. Eaton, Florin. 
George J. Nevin, Huntington Park. 
L. Ramona Bristow, Knights Landing. 
Wood I. Glasgow, Le Grand. 
Hyle W. Rapp, Loyalton. 
Harold A. Bastien, Manhattan Beach. 
Adda B. Ruth, Mecca. 
Joseph T. McInerny, Merced. _ 
Sidney F, Horrell, Moneta. 
Rowena A. Osborn, Orcutt. 
Ruth C. Moore, Parker Dam. 
George W. Megrew, Rancho Santa Fe. 
Harry W. Driggs, Santa Paula. 
Michael L. Collins, Seal Beach. 
Arne M. Madsen, Solvang. 
Richard M. Wood, Thermal. 
Orton P. Brady, Upland. 
John E. Johnson, Weott. 
FLORIDA 
James E, Wall, Sr., Tampa. 
GEORGIA 
Olin L. Spence, Carrollton, 
Watts L. Wood, Douglas. 
Herman C. Fincher, La Grange. 
Rushin Watkins, Reidsville, 
Robert E. Walker, Roberta. 
Jessie Gunter, Social Circle. 
IDAHO 
Norval B. Hawk, Craigmont. 
MARYLAND 
Howard Griffith, Silver Spring. 
Charles W. Klee, Westminster. 
NEBRASKA 
Bryan H. Stevens, Page. 
NORTH CAROLINA 


Wilburn E. Berry, Drexel. 
William T. Culpepper, Elizabeth City. 
Vivian T. Davis, Forest City. 
Harry L. Ward, Gatesville. 
Mabel W. Jordan, Gibsonville. 
Benjamin H. Mintz, Marble. 
Ethel R. Edwards, Pinebluff. 
RHODE ISLAND 


Fred Beauchaine, Warren, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuespay, Jury 21, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Reverend David C. Colony, first 
Leutenant, Chaplain’s Corps, United 
States Army, offered the following 
prayer: 

Eternal God, our Father, by whose 
command the world was created and 
against whose will nothing can prevail, 
behold, we beseech Thee, this House of 
Thy people’s Representatives as they 
assemble again to transact a nation’s 
business. Give to each Member of this 
House grace to know Thy will; give him 
wisdom to perceive the greatest good for 
the greatest number; give him courage 
to legislate for the common welfare, with- 
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out fear, without favor, with hot and 
shining courage, that all men may know 
that God is in His heaven, that there 
is vitality in the democratic process, 
that as long as this House functions, 
Freedom sits enthroned, ruling the fate 
of men. Through Jesus Christ, our Lord. 
Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on Monday, July 27, 1942, after the dis- 
position of the legislative program for 
the day and any other special orders, I 
may address the House for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 

BONNEVILLE FISH LADDERS 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I have noted the statement by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Ricu] in regard to Bonneville fish lad- 
ders which appeared in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL Recorp of July 18. I do not 
know where the gentleman secured his 
information, but from my knowledge, I 
know that it is not correct. This mat- 
ter was fully covered by representatives 
of the Office of the Chief of Engineers 
during the hearings before the Rivers 
and Harbors Committee in 1937. The 
true facts are that originally fish ladders 
were designed for the Bonneville Dam 
by the Corps of Army Engineers. 

Fishing interests claim that the fish 
would not navigate such steps. How- 
ever, at the time the design was initi- 
ated, there was sufficient evidence avail- 
able as to the practicability of fish lad- 


ders, as the salmon, at that time, were . 


successfully using the ladders of the 
Rock Island Dam further upstream, As 
the result of this agitation, the Army 
engineers also added fish locks. The 
salmon and other fish have used the fish 
ladders successfully and the information 
given by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. Ricu] is in error. 

There was no tearing out of fish-ladder 
construction and neither was it neces- 
sary to make any construction replace- 
ments. The testimony before the Rivers 
and Harbors Committee shows the total 
cost of the original design, plus the fish 
locks, amounted to $7,000,000 and not 
$10,000,000 plus $3,000,000 as stated by 
our colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RicwH]. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
(Mr. THomas F. Forp asked and was 


given permission to revise and extend his 
own remarks.) 


SELECT COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE AIR 
ACCIDENTS 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr, Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Accounts, I 
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file a privileged resolution, and ask its 
immediate cons.deration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the further expenses of con- 
ducting the investigation authorized by 
House Resolution 125 and House Resolution 
403, Seventy-seventh Congress, incurred by 
the select committee appointed to investi- 
gate air accidents, acting as a whole or by 
subcommittee, not to exceed $5,000, includ- 
ing expenditures for the employment of ex- 
perts, investigators, attorneys, clerical, steno- 
graphic, and other assistants, shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House on 
vouchers authorized. by such committee or 
any subcommittee thereof conducting such 
investigation, signed by the chairman of the 


committee and approved by the Committee 
on Accounts. 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Can 
the gentleman from Missouri tell us 
whether it is the purpose of the commit- 
tee to continue indefinitely this Select 
Committee to Investigate Air Accidents? 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Nicuots], the chairman; 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRK- 
SEN]; and the gentleman from California 
(Mr. HinsHaw], members of the commit- 
tee, appeared before the Committee on 
Accounts this morning and justified this 
additional appropriation. They intend 
to close out their business, unless some- 
thing unforeseen happens. This com- 
mittee has made any number of reports 
to the House and has introduced three 
bills. They intend to propose additional 
legislation, but it is their desire to close 
their work up before the end of the Con- 
gress, and they indicated they would not 
ask for any more money. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I see 
the gentleman from Oklahoma present. 
Could he tell us the reason for needing 
the additional money? 

Mr. NICHOLS. Yes. The committee 
is now in the process of preparing its 
final report. We have filed to date 15 re- 
ports with the House. To give you a 
brief résumé of our work, we have held 
hearings on 99 days and spent 69 days in- 
vestigating accidents and 36 days in con- 
sidering other matters. The number of 
days is arrived at by adding 2 or 3 hours 
at a time. We have got to compile all 
that information. We have filed our 
annual reports and other reports, and 
have 5 still pending on major acci- 
dents. This information must be gotten 
together and compiled into 1 final re- 
port to make our work worth while. We 
must follow that with proposed legisla- 
tion that we are now working on. Unless 
we have some more major accidents we 
Shall not need all this money and intend 
to turn the balance back, but if we run 
into another major accident and there 
has to be an investigation with an inves- 
tigating force sent to the scene of the 
accident, it will be expensive. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Does 
the gentleman as a result of the com- 
mittee’s study feel they havc some major 
legislation to suggest? 

Mr. NICHOLS. Yes; we will have, and 
we now have pending four bills which we 
have introduced. 
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Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield. 

Mr. RICH. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma in view of his state- 
ment that if they do not have any more 
accidents they will have a balance to 
turn back, whether it will require more 
accidents to make a finished report? As 
things are today can the gentleman’s 
committee in its report suggest legisla- 
tion that will aid and assist aviation? 

Mr. NICHOLS. The matter of whether 
we have any more accidents, of course, 
will not have any effect on legislation. 

Mr. RICH. The point I am making is 
why not go ahead and close the com- 
mittee’s work without investigating any 


more accidents if they should occur be- 


fore the report is finished. 
Mr. NICHOLS. Let me say to my 


friend from Pennsylvania that we learn: 


a lot from the investigation of accidents. 
Further, it is our belief that civil avia- 
tion is one of the most vital industries in 
this country today. 

It will be more vital after the war is 
over. It is the opinion of this committee 
that aviation will do for this country 
after the present war is over what the 
automobile did at the close of the last 
war. So we are trying to approach this 
thing from the broad aspect, not only 
considering it on the basis of accidents, 
and how to cure them, but with the idea 
of keeping the whole industry alive, 
healthy, and moving. It is a great 
shame that actually there is not a com- 
mittee of Congress that will permanently 
have the problem of aviation before it 
because it is going to be one of the most 
vital industries in the world. 

Mr, RICH. Are you going to make a 
recommendation to that effect in the 
report? 

Mr. NICHOLS. We are; yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


PROMOTION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE 


Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House Concurrent Resolu- 
tion 79, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the House concurrent 
resolution (H. Con. Res. 79), as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That the Clerk of 
the House is authorized and directed in the 
enrollment of the bill H., R. 6999, an act to 
promote the national defense and to 
promptly facilftate and protect the trans- 
port of materials and supplies needful to the 
Military Establishment by authorizing the 
construction and operation of a pipe line 
and a navigable barge channel across Florida 
and by deepening and enlarging the intra- 
coastal waterway from its present eastern 


terminus to the vicinity of the Mexican bor- 


der, to enroll Senate amendment No. 3 to 
said bill, as follows: 

“Page 2, lines 15 and 16, after ‘advisable:’, 
strike out down to and including ‘$80,000,000.’ 
on page 3, line 8, and insert ‘And provided 
further, That subject to the provisions of 
Public Law 197, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
there is authorized to be constructed one or 
more pipe lines, together with all necessary 
terminal facilities for the transport of petro- 


leum and its products, from the vicinity of 
Port St. Joe and other points on the Gulf 
coast of Florida to the St. Johns River and a 
crude-oil pipe line from the Tinsley oil field 
in the vicinity of Yazoo, Miss., to Charleston, 
8. C., and/or Savannah, Ga. 

“Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated the sum of $93,000,000 to carry 
out the provisions of this Act.’” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MANSFIELD] ? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
as I understand it, this resolution sim- 
ply corrects an error in enrollment? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. It simply corrects 
an error made by the enrolling clerk of 
the Senate, not by our side. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Of 
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course, I would expect the error to be | 


over there. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, the gentleman has 
$93,000,000 in this bill as‘an appropria- 
tion. Can the gentleman tell us where 
he is going to get the money? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. We want to borrow 
it from the gentleman. I understand he 
is going to retire from Congress. 

Mr. RICH. Yes; but I am broke. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MANSFIELD]? 

There was no objection. 

The House concurrent resolution was 
agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


PRODUCTION OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 


Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentieman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Aucust H, ANDRESEN]? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, the time has come when we 
should stop fighting amongst ourselves 
as to who and where synthetic rubber 
shall be produced. The scarcity of rub- 
ber in this country warrants prompt 
action by all agencies of the Government 
to produce synthetic rubber from every 
available source, Greed and selfishness 
on the part of certain leaders in the pe- 
troleum industry, which attitude has been 
sustained by key men in the War Pro- 
duction Board, is the bottleneck which 
prevents the American people from secur- 
ing rubber supplies for civilian and war 
needs. This bottleneck should be re- 
moved by Congress at once as a war 
policy. 

The Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives has today re- 
ported a bill similar to the Gillette bill, 
now before the Senate, which provides 
for the production of synthetic rubber 
from alcohol made out of agricultural 
and forestry products. Our country now 
possesses tremendous surpluses of farm 
products available for the production of 
synthetic rubber. The House bill should 
be acted upon before Congress takes its 
recess in order to give the country some 
assurance that adequate rubber supplies 
will be made available from every source 
by 1943. 


| 
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I repeat, the time has come for us to 
stop fighting amongst ourselves. We 
must get together and stand united if 
we are to win the battle against those 
enemies who are seeking to destroy our 
country. 


VERMONT LEADS AGAIN—PRACTICALLY 
NO ILLITERATES 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Prumiey]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, all draft 
boards in the country were notified yes- 
terday by General Hershey to recall for 
possible induction those men who had 
been rejected since May 14, 1941, because 
of illiteracy, but who are otherwise fit 
for military service. 

Vermont has a record of which it may 
Well be very proud for the figures show 
that there have been only 3 rejections 
for illiteracy out of 6,404 selectees since 
May 1, 1941, or forty-six thousandths of 
1 percent. 

A good many people do not know that 
according to the census Vermont stands 
at the head of the class in literacy, not 
only for New England, but also for all 
the States east of the Mississippi River. 

As the editor of the Burlington Subur- 
ban List took occasion to say the other 
day, “This is a record of achievement for 
which credit must be given to the school 
system of Vermont and to the pride its 
people have in acquiring an education.” 

Such a record should be an inspira- 
tion. It certainly is a challenge. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. BRADLEY]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, the July 4 edition of the Town- 
send National Weekly incorrectly lists me 
as a signer of the discharge petition now 
on the Speaker’s desk. I did not sign 
that petition and I have no intention of 
doing so, for reasons which I have fre- 
quently expressed to the people of my 
district. It is not that I do not favor 
adequate old-age pensions; rather, that 
I do not believe in that method of legis- 
lating. 

I think the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee during my time here in Washington 
has been more than fair with the Town- 
send plan and has given its supporters a 
very fair opportunity to state their posi- 
tion. Iam not satisfied that the Town- 
send plan is the answer to the old-age 
pension question and I should like to see 
further consideration given to it in the 
regular legislative manner, through open 
hearings in the committee. It must be 
obvious to anyone that during these pres- 
ent trying times the Ways and Means 
Committee has more than had its hands 
full with the extremely difficult and al- 
most impossible task of trying to find the 
ways and means of paying for this war. 
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Our conduct of this war is the one para- 
mount issue before us today. Social re- 
forms must of necessity await the out- 
come of the war. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recor and to include a 
brief article by Westbrook Pegler. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MITCHELL]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Record and include there- 
in a letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Record and include therein an 
article from the United States News. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I further 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein an article from the Philadelphia 
Record of July 20. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There ‘was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein a copy 
of a memorandum from General Her- 
shey, Director of the Selective Service 
System, to all State directors and all 
local boards, under date of July 15. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. ANDREWS addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the ReEcorp and include 
therein considerable quotations from a 
speech by Mr. Paul Appleby, Under Sec- 
retary of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAUMHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein an editorial appearing in the 
Bowling Green Sentinel-Tribune. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend 


my own remarks in the Recorp and in- 


clude therein an editorial, 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Record and include therein 
excerpts from an address delivered by 
Mr. Roy R. Stauff, of Milwaukee, at Wau- 
sau, Wis. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a short article by Damon Run- 
yon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr, Corres of Washington asked and 
was given permission to extend his own 
remarks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein a short editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 


CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEES 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, one of our greatest and most 
fundamental problems is the problem of 
securing sufficient concentration of di- 
rection to proceed rapidly with the war 
program on the one hand, without, on 
the other hand, separating so far from 
the people the persons who enjoy this 
great authority as to seriously affect the 
relationship between the people and the 
Government. 

One device for meeting this problem 
that it seems to me could be and should 
be used is the setting up of citizens’ ad- 
visory committees in connection with the 
various agencies such as the Office of 
Price Administration, the War Manpower 
Commission, and the War Production 
Board, groups of citizens who might 
know what was going on and help to in- 
terpret that to the people generally and 
make representations to the agency in 
question of the reactions of the people. 
Such committees should include people 
from such groups as industry, agricul- 
ture, labor, consumers, cooperatives, the 
churches, and perhaps others. 

I submit that had such a group been 
functioning from the beginning in con- 
nection with the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration a great deal of misunderstanding 
would have been avoided. 

Our task is first to win the war. To 
do so requires concentration of responsi- 


JULY 21 


bility and therefore of authority. But to 
the extent that a democratic element 
such as I have suggested can be intro- 
duced the danger of arbitrary action will 
be lessened and the understanding of the 
people as to why certain things are nec- 
essary will be greatly increased. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend my remarks and include 
therein a copy of a short resolution I have 
introduced. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. CoFFEE of Washington addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks on two occasions, in one to in- 
clude an excerpt from an address by 
Hon. Walter Armstrong, and in another 
to include a short editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein a con- 
clusion from the Commissioner of Fish- 
eries, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon? 

There was no objection. 


FISH LADDERS AT BONNEVILLE DAM 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, rumor says 
that our colleague the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Ricu], who has inter- 
ested us so many times is voluntarily 
retiring and will not be a Member of the 
next Congress. We, who have listened to 
him so often, have often regretted that 
he has been misinformed in regard to 
certain great projects, like Bonneville. 

The gentleman aroused my attention 
on Saturday last when he spoke about 
the Bonneville Dam and the fish ladders 
and locks on the Columbia River. I did 
not correct his statement then because I 
expected him to correct it for the 
Record. The facts of the case are that 
the fish ladders at Bonneville Dam have 
been a very gratifying success. They 
were largely experimental, the biggest 
ever installed. There was some question 
whether they would be acceptable to the 
fish. The run of fish on the Columbia 
River last year was the greatest ever 
known and the Chinook salmon run this 
year exceeded all previous records, Iam 
making a factual statement on costs and 
results and it will appear in the Appendix 
today. 


SALMON IN COLUMBIA RIVER 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute. 


1942 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I might 
state to my colleagues from Washington 
who have been talking about fish ladders 
on which we have spent $3,000,000 at 
Bonneville to teach the fish how to crawl 
over the dam, as I understand they now 
claim they have more salmon in the 
Columbia River. The Federal Govern- 
ment at Bonneville had to make a lot of 
repairs or changes that cost millions of 
dollars, and I will get a memorandum on 
that from the Interior Department and 
give it to you later. In order to get them 
over the Grand Coulee you have to go up 
the river and catch the salmon and put 
them in trucks and haul them above the 
Grand Coulee Dam in order to get the 
salmon up there. If anything happens 
to the salmon industry in connection with 
the Grand Coulee Dam, you gentlemen 
can assume the responsibility for it, be- 
cause you are going to find out that you 
are not going to have as many salmon 
in the Columbia River, although the Fed- 
eral Government is now paying the bill 
for the transportation of the salmon in 
order to get them above the dam in that 
river. So later on you gentlemen are 
going to have to face your constituents 
with respect to that responsibility. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
a short article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 


THE BIG FLYING-BOAT PROGRAM 


Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, T 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the 
proposal by the shipbuilders, Kaiser and 
Higgins, to build thousands of flying 
boats in their shipyards should receive 
immediate and careful consideration. It 
looks good.to me. 

There is one angle to such a program 
that deserves emphasis—these big boats 
can take off and land wherever there is 
a good stretch of water. Big land planes 
require hard-surface runways, which are 
expensive to build and maintain and 
which are highly vulnerable to enemy 
bombing. On the other hand, a big fiy- 
ing boat can take off from water a few 
seconds after it has been churned by 
bombing. 

While big bombers have sometimes 
made forced landings in emergency fields 
without injuring the crew and without 
destroying the plane, in many such cases 
the bombers have to be taken apart and 
trucked away because they cannot fly off 
again. Big land transports need big 
expensive bases. On the other hand, the 
big flying boats can use any fair-sized 
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river, lake, or harbor anywhere in the 
world. For the permanent bases slip- 
ways are cheaper than runways and for 
temporary and emergency bases only a 
refueling launch is needed. 

While these boats will be expensive to 
build, the speed and economy in basing 
them for use is a big argument in their 
favor. 


APPOINTMENT TO COMMITTEES 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I send to the desk a resolution 
(H. Res. 526), and ask for its immediate 
adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That THOMAS B. MILLER, of Penn- 
sylvania, þe, and he is hereby, elected to the 
following committees of the House of Repre- 
sentatives: Committee on Elections No. 2, 
Committee on War Claims, and Committee on 
Enrolled Bills. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
WAR CONTRACTS 


Mr. REES.of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute and to revise and extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

RACKETEERING IN GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS 


Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to commend the Committee on 
Naval Affairs for proposing legislation to 
stop a lot of iniquities and racketeering 
by self-styled agents who are grafting on 
the American taxpayers by taking so- 
called commissions for favored clients. 
These commissions have mounted into 
millions of dollars; nobody knows the 
amount. The racketeering is not new; 
it has been going on in some degree since 
the defense program got under way. It 
has grown worse as the war effort in- 
creased. This legislation should have 
been proposed a long time ago. 

Mr. Speaker, the situation is most 
glaring when we realize that a lot of this 
business is done by men who had hereto- 
fore held responsible positions with our 
Government. Some time ago our atten- 
tion was called, for example, to one 
Charles West, who formerly held a high 
office of public trust and who went into 
the “commission” business. He charged 
a fee of $700,000 for securing a contract 
of $70,000,000 for one Edward Cohen, 
of New York. Then, we have Leon K. 
Schanak, an alleged “profit patriot” who 
got $200,000 in defense-contract commis- 
sions. Do not forget, these commissions 
are made a part of the cost of the con- 
tract and are charged to the American 
taxpayer. Thomas Corcoran was named 
as one who collected some lucrative fees, 
and now comes the firm of Shirley, 
Olcott & Nichols, all of whom have served 
in Government positions. They are now 
operating as a firm of “engineers.” They 
admit having collected $760,000 in 6 
months—a lot of money for three former 
Government employees. Then comes 
the Scingeor family—father and two 
sons—who admitted they collected 
$614,000 commissions last year and have 
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made a quarter million dollars so far 
this year. 

Mr. Speaker, this racketeering must be 
stopped and stopped now. These indi- 
viduals, whoever they may be, if found 
guilty of illegal grafting, should be dealt 
with in accordance with the full penalty 
of the law. 

Mr. Speaker, the taxpayers, the bond 
buyers, the American people, the boys 
in the armed forces are not entitled to 
such treatment. 


PRODUCTION OF RUBBER FROM GRAIN 
ALCOHOL 


Mr, STEFAN. Mr: Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, I take 
this brief time to speak about rubber 
and alcohol made from grain. On Satur- 
day I had the opportunity to accompany 
a delegation of this House to a manu- 
facturing plant in Philadelphia where 
we saw great quantities of alcohol made 
from grain. We then saw that alcohol 
made into butadiene and then into a 
fine quality of synthetic rubber. I feel 
that the demonstration convinced every 
one of us that there is a very important 
place in our war program for American 
farmers. The demonstration, in my 
opinion, convinced all of us that we can 
be self-sufficient so far as rubber and 
grain alcohol are concerned. We have 
now allocated many millions of dollars 
to the petroleum interests to make syn- 
thetic rubber. We are informed that 
these interests cannot make in sufficient 
amount the rubber that we have to have 
in this war effort. Therefore I plead 
with the House today to allow the Amer- 
ican farmer to supplement the stocks of 
rubber the petroleum people say they 
can make. I am convinced that with 
our surplus of wheat we can turn that 
into alcohol and rubber and perhaps 
with what the petroleum people claim 
they can make we can turn out in suf- 
ficient quantities the synthetic rubber 
we are told we just have to have to help 
win this war. I am not worried about 
the corn surplus, Mr. Speaker. Black- 
strap molasses which had a corner gn 
the alcohol business is not coming to 
us. Corn and wheat are being used for 
alcohol now. I predict that we may 
even have a corn shortage one of these 
days. But we do have a surplus of wheat. 
We are raising sorghums, potatoes, and 
other farm products which can be made 
into alcohol and rubber. I recommend 
that other Members of the House visit 
that pilot plant at Philadelphia and see 
for themselves how easily rubber can be 
made from the products of our American 
farms, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include the true facts about the Bon- 
neville fish ladders. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. RANKIN addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks and include a short editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Record and include a short 
letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


GRANTING PREFERENCE RIGHT TO CER- 
TAIN OIL AND GAS LESSEES 


Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. Speak- 
er, I call up the conference report upon 
the bill H. R. 6071, granting a preference 
right to certain oil and gas lessees, and 
ask unanimous consent that the state- 
ment be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report and statement 
are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6071) to grant a preference right to certain 
oll and gas lessees having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same. 

J. W. ROBINSON, 

COMPTON I. WHITE, 

HARRY L. ENGLEBRIGHT, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

CARL A. HATCH, 

JosePH C. O’MAHONEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 6071) to grant a preference 
right to certain oil and gas lessees, submit. the 
following statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon by the con- 
ferees and recommended in the accompany- 
ing conference report: 

The Senate amendment added section 2 to 
the House bill (H. R. 6071) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to make a com- 
promise settlement of any claim for accrued 
rental under a lease issued pursuant to the 
act of February 25, 1920, if he determines that 
it would be beneficial to the United States to 
make such a settlement, or if he determines 
that collection of the full amount of such 
accrued rental from the lessee is inadvisable 
because of the lessee’s financial resources 
being limited. 

J. W. ROBINSON, 

COMPTON I. WHITE, 

HARRY L. ENGLEBRIGHT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the conference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
3 S motion to reconsider was laid on the 
able. 
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CONSENT CALENDAR 


The SPEAKER. This is the regular 
day for the calling of the Consent Cal- 
endar. The Clerk will call the first bill 
on the Calendar. 


MEMBERSHIP ROLL OF PUYALLUP TRIBE 
OF INDIANS 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4578) 
to authorize certain corrections in the 
tribal membership roll of the Puyallup 
Tribe of Indians in the State of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


FRED B. WOODARD 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3759) 
to limit the operations of sections 109 
and 113 of the Criminal Code, and sec- 
tion 190 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States with respect to certain 
counsel. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


PAY OF PHILIPPINE SCOUTS, ETC. 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 2387) to 
equalize the rates of pay of all personnel 
of the United States Army, the Navy, the 
Philippine Scouts, and the Philippine 
Commonwealth Army, and for other 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


AWARD OF MEDALS OF HONOR, ETC. 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 2456) to 
amend the act approved February 4, 1919 
(40 Stat. 1056), entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the award of medals of honor, 
distinguished-service medals, and Navy 
crosses, and for other purposes,” so as to 
change the conditions for the award of 
medals, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved 
February 4, 1919 (40 Stat. 1056), entitled “An 
act to provide for the award of medals of 
honor, distinguished-service medals, and 
Navy crosses; and for other purposes,” is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

“That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to present, 
in the name of Congress, a medal of honor 
to any person who, while in the naval serv- 
ice of the United States, shall, in action in- 
volving actual conflict with the enemy, or in 
the line of his profession, distinguish him- 
self conspicuously by gallantry and intre- 
pidity at the risk of his life above and be- 
yond the call of duty and without detriment 
to mission of his command or to the com- 
mand to which attached: Provided, That the 
design of this medal shall be the same as 
that adopted pursuant to the act approved 
December 21, 1861 (12 Stat. 330). 

“Sec. 2. That the President be, and he 
hereby is, further authorized to present, but 
not in the name of Congress, a Navy cross of 
appropriate design and ribbon, together with 
a rosette or other device to be worn in lieu 
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thereof, to any person who, while serving in 
any capacity with the naval service of the 
United States, distinguishes himself by ex- 
traordinary heroism in connection with 
military operations against an armed enemy. 

“Sec. 3. That the President be, and he 
hereby is, further authorized to present, but 
not in the name of Congress, a distinguished- 
service medal of appropriate design and a 
ribbon, together with a rosette or other de- 
vice to be worn in lieu thereof, to any per- 
son who, while serving in any capacity with 
the Navy of the United States, since the 
sixth day of April 1917 has distinguished, or 
who hereafter shall distinguish himself by 
exceptionally meritorious service to the Gov- 
ernment in a duty of great responsibility. 

“Sec. 4. That the President be, and he here- 
by is, further authorized to present, but not 
in the name of Congress, a Silver Star Medal 
of appropriate design and a ribbon, together 
with a rosette or other device to be worn in 
lieu thereof, to any person who, while sery- 
ing in any capacity with the Navy of the 
United States, since December 7, 1941, has dis- 
tinguished himself or who hereafter shall 
distinguished himself conspicuously by gal- 
lantry and intrepidity in uction, such gal- 
lantry and service not being sufficient to 
justify the award of a Medal of Honor or a 
Navy Cross. 

“Sec. 5. That each enlisted or enrolled per- 
son of the naval service to whom is awarded 
a Medal of Honor, Navy Cross, Distinguished 
Service Medal, or a Silver Star Medal shall, 
for each such award, be entitled to addi- 
tional pay at the rate of $2 per month from 
the date of the distinguished act or serv- 
ice on which the award is based, and each 
bar, or other suitable emblem or insignia, in 
lieu of a Medal of Honor, Navy Cross, Distin- 
guished Service Medal, or Silver Star Medal, as 
hereby provided for, shall entitle him to fur- 
ther additional pay at the rate of $2 per 
month from the date of the distinguished 
act or service for which the bar is awarded, 
and such additional pay shall continue 
throughout his active service, whether such 
service shall or shall not be continuous. 

“Sec. 6. That no more than one Medal of 
Honor, or one Navy Cross, or one Distin- 
guished Service Medal, or one Silver Star 
Medal shall be issued to any one person; but 
for each deed or service sufficient 
to justify the awarding of a Medal of 
Honor, or Navy Cross, or a Distinguished 
Service Medal, or Silver Star Medal, respec- 
tively, the President may award a suitable 
bar, or other suitable emblem or insignia, to 
be worn with the decoration and a corre- 
sponding rosette or other device. 

“Sec. 7. The Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
authorized to expend from the appropriation 
‘Pay, ‘subsistence, and transportation of 
naval personnel’ of the Navy Department so 
much as may be necessary to defray the cost 
‘of the Medals of Honor, Navy Crosses, Dis- 
tinguished: Service Medals, and Silver Star 
Medals, and bars, emblems, or insignia herein 
provided for, and so much as may be neces- 
sary to replace any medals, crosses, bars, 
emblems, or insignia as are herein or may 
hereafter have been provided for: Provided, 
That such replacement shall be made only 
in those cases where the Medal of Honor, 
Navy Cross, Distinguished Service Medal, or 
Silver Star Medal, or bar, emblem, or insignia 
presented under the provisions of this or any 
other act shall have been lost, destroyed, or 
rendered unfit for use without fault or neg- 
lect on the part of the person to whom it was 
awarded and shall be made without charge 
therefor. 

“Sec. 8. That, except as otherwise pre- 
scribed herein, no Medal of Honor, Navy 
Cross, Distinguished Service Medal, Silver 
Star Medal, or bar or other suitable emblem or 
insignia in lieu of either of said medals or 
of said cross, shall be issued to any person 
after more than 5 years from the date of 
the act or service justifying the awarding 
thereof, nor unless a specific statement or 


1942 


report distinctly setting forth the act or dis- 
tinguished service and suggesting or recom- 
mending official recognition thereof shall 
have been made by his superior through offi- 
cial channels at the time of act or service 
or within 3 years thereafter. 

“Sec. 9. That in case an individual who 
shall distinguish himself dies before the mak- 
ing of the award to which he may be en- 
titled, the award may nevertheless be made 
and the medal or cross or bar or other em- 
blem or insignia presented within 5 years 
from the date of the act or service justifying 
the award thereof to such representative of 
deceased as the President may designate: 
Provided, That no medal or cross or no bar 
or other emblem or insignia shall be awarded 
or presented to any individual, or to the 
representative of any individual, whose en- 
tire service subsequent to the time he dis- 
tinguished himself shall not have been hon- 
orable: Provided further, That in cases of 
persons now in the naval service for whom 
the award of the Medal of Honor has been 
recommended in full compliance with then 
existing regulations, prior to February 4, 
1919, but on account of services which 
thought insufficient fully to justify the award 
of the Medal of Honor, appears to have been 
such as to justify the award of the Navy Cross, 
or Distinguished Service Medal, or Silver Star 
Medal hereinbefore provided, such cases may 
be considered and acted upon under the pro- 
visions of this act authorizing the award of 
the Navy Cross, Distinguished Service Medal, 
and Silver Star Medal notwithstanding that 
Said services may have been rendered more 
than 5 years before said cases shall have been 
considered as authorized by this proviso, but 
all consideration or any action upon any of 
said cases shall be based exclusively upon 
official records now on file in the Navy De- 
partment. 

“Sec. 10. That the President be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to delegate, under such 
conditions, regulations, and limitations as he 
shall prescribe, to flag officers who are com- 
manders in chief or commanding on impor- 
tant independent duty power conferred 
upon him by this act to award the Navy 
Cross, the Distinguished Flying Cross, and the 
Silver Star Medal; and he is further author- 
ized to make from time to time any and all 
rules, regulations, and orders which he shall 
deem necessary to carry into effect the pro- 
visions of this act and to execute full purpose 
and intention thereof.” 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 


Page 2, line 6, after the word “to”, insert 
the word “the.” 

Page 3, line 8, strike out the figure “7” 
and insert the figure “6.” 

Page 3, after line 12, insert a new section 
as follows: 

“Sec. 5. That the President be, and he 
hereby is, further authorized to present, but 
not in the name of Congress, a medal to be 
known as the Navy and Marine Corps Medal, 
of appropriate design with accompanying rib- 
bon, together with a rosette or other device 
to be worn in lieu thereof, to any person who 
while serving in any capacity with the United 
States Navy or Marine Corps, including the 
Naval Reserve or Marine Corps Reserve, shall 
have, since December 6, 1941, distinguished 
himself or herself by heroism not involving 
actual conflict with an enemy, or to any per- 
son to whom the Secretary of the Navy has 
heretofore awarded a letter of commenda- 
tion for heroism, regardless of the date of 
such act of heroism, who makes application 
for such medal. No additional pay shall be 
payable under section 6 for service rendered 
prior to the date of the enactment of this 
section by virtue of the award of a Navy and 
Marine Corps Medal based upon any act of 
heroism performed prior to December 7, 
1941.” 
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Page 4, line 6, change the section number 
from “5” to “6.” 

Page 4, line 8, strike out “or a Silver Star 
Medal” and insert “Silver Star Medal or a 
Navy and Marine Corps Medal.” 

Page 4, line 14, strike out “or Silver Star 
Medal” and insert “Silver Star Medal or a 
Navy and Marine Corps Medal.” 

Page 4, line 23, after the word “medal” 
insert “or one Navy and Marine Corps Medal.” 

Page 5, line 1, strike out “or Silver Star 
Medal” and insert “Silver Star Medal or a 
Navy and Marine Corps Medal.” 

Page 5, line 7, change the number of the 
section from “7” to “8.” 

Page 6, line 11, strike out “and Silver Star 
Medals” and insert “Silver Star Medals and 
Navy and Marine Corps Medals.” 

Page 5, line 19, strike out “or Silver Star 
Medal” and insert “Silver Star Medal or a 
Navy and Marine Corps Medal.” 

Page 6, line 1, change the number of the 
section from “8” to “9.” 

Page 6, line 8, after the word “medal”, 
insert “Navy and Marine Corps Medal.” 

Page 6, line 13, change the number of the 
section from “9” to “10.” 

Page 6, line 24, strike out the proviso and 
insert: “Provided further, That in cases of 
persons now in the naval service for whom 
the award of the Medal of Honor, Distin- 
guished Service Medal, or Navy Cross, has 
been recommended in full compliance with 
then existing regulations, but on account of 
services which, though insufficient fully to 
justify the award of the Medal of Honor, the 
Distinguishe@ Service Medal, or the Navy 
Cross, appears to have been such as to justify 
the award of the Silver Star Medal or the 
Navy and Marine Corps Medal hereinbefore 
provided, such cases may be considered and 
acted upon under the provisions of this act 
authorizing the award of the Silver Star 
Medal or the Navy and Marine Corps Medal, 
notwithstanding that sald services may have 
been rendered more than 5 years before said 
cases shall have been considered as author- 
ized by this proviso, but all consideration or 
any action upon any of said cases shall be 
based exclusively upon official records now on 
file in the Navy Department.” 

Page 8, line 7, change the number of the 
section from “10” to “11.” 

Page 8, line 11, after the word “duty”, in- 
sert the word “the.” 

Page 8, line 12, strike out “Distinguished 
Flying Cross and the Silver Star Medal” and 
insert “Distinguished Service Medal, Silver 
Star Medal, and the Navy and Marine Corps 
Medal.” 

Page 8, after line 18, insert new sections, as 
follows: 

“Sec.2. That section 1407 of the Revised 
Statutes (act of May 17, 1864, ch. 89, sec. 3, 
13 Stat. 79, 80); the act of May 4, 1898, No. 
80 (30 Stat. 741), and the act of March 3, 
1901 (ch. 850, 31 Stat. 1099), are hereby 
repealed. 

“Src.3. The act of March 3, 1915 (38 Stat. 
931), is hereby amended by striking there- 
from the following: 

“The President of the United States is 
hereby empowered to prepare a suitable 
medal of honor to be awarded to any officer 
of the Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard 
who shall have distinguished himself in 
battle or displayed extraordinary heroism in 
the line of his profession.’” 


The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider laid on the table. 


BRIDGEPORT IRRIGATION DISTRICT 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
6904, for the relief of the Bridgeport 
irrigation district.. 
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The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I would like to have this 
bill explained. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be passed over without 
prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


NATIONALITY ACT OF 1940 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
5569, to amend the Nationality Act of 
1940, to preserve the nationality of nat- 
uralized veterans of the Spanish-Ameri- 
can War and of the World War, and of 
their wives, minor children, and depend- 
ent parents. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I object, 


CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
7096, to provide for the settlement of 
claims of the Government of the United 
States on behalf of American nationals 
against the Government of Mexico com- 
prehended within the terms of agree- 
ments concluded by the United States 
and Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BEAM, Mr. McKEOUGH, and Mr, 
RICH objected. 


MEDICAL STATEMENTS FOR PERSONS 
PERFORMING MILITARY SERVICE 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2368, 
to amend the joint resolution approved 
August 27, 1940 (54 Stat, 858), as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, will the gentle- 
man from Kentucky explain this bill? 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, this bill pro- 
poses an amendment to the Selective 
Service and Training Act relating par- 
ticularly to the issuing of medical state- 
ments to men at the time of their dis- 
charge. I understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Van Zanpt] has 
an amendment which he desires to offer. 
May I say that that amendment is the 
result of a conference held yesterday 
with Mr. Van Zanpt and other Members 
of the House and representatives of the 
veteran groups. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. The gentleman 
from Kentucky, in his usual eagerness to 
protect the interest of the members of 
our armed forces, very graciously ex- 
tended the privilege of a conference with 
him to representatives of the American 
Legion, Disabled American Veterans, and 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the 
United States. At this conference it was 
agreed that an amendment should be 
offered to the bill now before us so as to 
provide that any member of the armed 
forces, upon termination of his service, 
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may, at his request, be furnished a state- 
ment of his medical record covering his 
period of service. 

Mr, HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I wonder if we 
cannot have the amendment explained? 
I ask unanimous consent that the pro- 
posed amendment be read for the infor- 
mation of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. VAN ZANDT: At 
the end of line 15, page 2 of the bill, and 
at the end of line 5, page 3 of the bill, change 
the period to a comma and add the follow- 
ing: “and, upon the written request of the 
person concerned, shall be given a statement 
of medical record by the War Department: 
Provided, That such statement shall not con- 
tain any reference to mental or other condi- 
tions which in the judgment of the ‘Secre- 
tary of War would prove injurious to the 
physical or mental health of the person to 
whom it pertains.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, 
Coorrr). Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, there was an 
amendment proposed which has just been 
read, and, before we consent that the bill 
be considered, I think there should be a 
brief explanation of the proposed amend- 
ment, 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, it was my un- 
derstanding that consent had been grant- 
ed and an amendment had been offered. 
The gentleman has asked for an explana- 
tion of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman is in error. Consent has not yet 
been granted for consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MAY. Very well. I will explain 
the amendment. 

Under section 3 of the Selective Train- 
ing and Service Act there was a provision 
known as the Cole amendment which re- 
quired the Army to issue to any dis- 
charged soldier a complete medical rec- 
ord of his service. The Army is keeping a 
rather elaborate record of all the services 
of soldiers in the armed forces. 

After the Cole amendment was 
adopted this bill was passed by the 
Senate. The House Military Affairs 
Committee conducted hearings on it and 
reported it with the recommendation 
that it be passed. The hearings disclosed 
by the testimony of Dr. Overholser, 
of St. Elizabeths Hospital, and by several 
Army officers that it would sometimes be 
disadvantageous to the soldier to give his 
record to him; that the records they are 
making are all going to be preserved in 
the Department for the use of all soldiers 
if and when they make claim for com- 
pensation or pension. 

After that had been done I called up 
the bill a few days ago. The gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. Kean] stated that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Van Zanvt] was interested in a hearing 
on the matter. On his request I then 
passed it over. Since that time I called a 
meeting, at the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Van ZANDT], 
between the Army officers concerned with 
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the preparation of these statements, the 
various veterans’ groups, including the 
American Legion representatives, Veter- 
ans of Foreign Wars, and some other vet- 
erangroups, Yesterday morning wespent 
& couple of hours discussing it. We 
agreed at that time that these veteran 
representatives and officers of the Army 
in charge of the matter should go out and 
try to agree upon an amendment that 
would protect the soldier in his rights to 
have a certificate issued. They have 
agreed upon the amendment which is now 
pending at the desk and which will be 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. Van ZANDT]. I am sure it 
will relieve the Army of a vast amount 
of work that they would otherwise have 
to do, as well as a large amount of ex- 
pense. 

At the same time it will give to the 
soldiers the relief they are seeking. If 
the gentleman from Michigan has any 
further desire for information about it 
I would like to yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, who cooperated 
with these veterans’ representatives and 
officers. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I reserved the right 
to object so that there might be some 
brief explanation of the amendment it- 
self, and I want to thank the gentleman 
for the very fine explanatich of the bill 
and the history leading to it. If it is 
agreeable to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky I will yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for a brief explanation of 
the amendment which has been offered. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, as 
a brief explanation of the history of this 
legislation, when the selective-service bill 
was being considered by the House 
former Representative William Miller, of 
Connecticut, a disabled veteran of World 
War No. 1 and with years of experience 
in handling claims of veterans and their 
dependents, introduced an amendment 
which was adopted by the House, provid- 
ing that persons discharged from the 
armed forces must be furnished with a 
statement covering their medical history 
while in the service. 

The War Department has reported 
that the language of the Miller amend- 
ment is mandatory, and that in com- 
plying with it a large amount of paper 
work was necessary which greatly ham- 
pered the efforts of the War Department. 

The War Department had introduced 
in the Senate S. 2368 to delete from 
the Selective Service Act the language of 
the Miller amendment; in short, to dis- 
pense with the requirement that every 
man upon his discharge from the service 
should be furnished a copy of his medical 
history. 

S. 2368 was approved by the Senate 
and when it reached the House it had 
the attention of organized veterandom. 
The veterans’ organizations opposed the 
enactment of S. 2368 based on their 
experience in assisting the veterans of 
World War No. 1 who, in many cases, 


- were unable to give evidence of disa- 


bility because no record could be found 
that it was incurred while in military 
service, 

As mentioned, through the splendid co- 
operation of Chairman May, a conference 
was arranged whereby representatives of 
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the War Department, Veterans’ Admin- 
istration, House Committee on World 
War Veterans’ Legislation, were enabled 
to sit down with representatives of veter- 
ans’ organizations and freely exchange 
their viewpoints. As a result a compro- 
mise was reached whereby in the future 
the furnishing of the medical record of 
any member of the armed forces will be 
only on request of the person concerned 
and then only to those persons not 
afflicted with a mental or loathsome dis- 
ease. 

The amendment which I offer contains 
the compromise agreement. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I yield. 

Mr. COLE of New York. I understand 
this bill and the gentleman’s améndment 
both amend the selective service law. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. That is correct. 

Mr. COLE of New York. And the gen- 
tleman’s amendment would make it pos- 
sible for any veteran to obtain his medi- 
cal record from the appropriate depart- 
ment. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. That is the intent. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Except in the 
case of mental disease. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. That is correct. 

Mr. COLE of New York. And then 
only upon the certification of the Secre- 
tary of War. 

I wonder if it is not the better part of 
wisdom to give the same authority to the 
Secretary of the Navy in case it later be- 
comes necessary to use the Selective Serv- 
ice System to recruit men for the Navy? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I believe the gen- 
tleman’s suggestion is a good one and 
that it should be included in the amend- 
ment. I shall not object to such a modi- 
fication of the amendment. Then the 
act would take care not only of the mem- 
bers of the Army but likewise the sailors, 
marines, and members of the Coast 
Guard. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I yield. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Is there anything in 
the text of the gentleman’s amendment 
which relaxes the requirements on the 
part of the military authorities to keep 
adequate medical records concerning the 
men who serve in the armed forces of 
the United States? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. There is not. The 
chairman of the House Committee on 
Military Affairs pointed out early in this 
discussion that the Army at this time is 
doing a much better job in keeping clini- 
cal records of the men in the armed forces 
than they did during World War No. 1. 

Mr. HINSHAW. The gentleman 
knows full well we have had considerable 
difficulty in many cases in being able to 
get any record at all of men who served 
in the armed forces in World War No. 1, 
and also find it impossible in many cases 
to get adequate records of what hap- 
pened to them on which they claim dis- 
ability. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. The gentleman 
from California is correct and speaks as 
a man with years of experience as a 
member of the American Legion through 
which he has assisted thousands of vet- 
erans and their dependents in obtaining 
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benefits to which they were rightly en- 
titled under existing laws. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. 
Cooper]. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 (a) of the 
joint resolution approved August 27, 1940 (54 
Stat. 858), be, and the same is hereby, 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. (a) Any member of any reserve 
component of the land or naval forces who 
is on active duty or who may be assigned to 
active duty and who, in the judgment of 
those in authority over him, satisfactorily 
completes such active duty, and any person 
so ordered into the active military service of 
the United States who, in the judgment of 
those in authority over him, satisfactorily 
completes the period of service required under 
this joint resolution, shall be entitled to a 
certificate to that effect upon the completion 
of such active duty or such period of service, 
which shall include a record of any special 
proficiency or merit attained. In addition, 
each such person who is assigned to such 
active duty or ordered into such active mili- 
tary service shall be given a physical exami- 
nation at the beginning of such active duty 
or service; and upon the completion of the 
period of such active duty or service, each 
such person shall be given another physical 
examination.” 

Sec. 2. Section 8 (a) of the Selective Train- 
ing and Service Act of 1940 is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

“Spc. 8. (a) Any person inducted into the 
land or naval forces under this Act for train- 
ing and service, who, in the judgment of those 
in authority over him, satisfactorily completes 
his period of training and service under sec- 
tion 8 (b) shall be entitled to a certificate 
to that effect upon the completion of such 
period of training and service, which shall 
include a record of any special proficiency or 
merit attained. In addition, each such per- 
son who is inducted into the land or naval 
forces under this act for training and service 
shall be given a physical examination at the 
beginning of such and service; and 
upon the completion of his period of training 
and service under section 3 (b), each such 
person shall be given another physical exami- 
nation,” 


Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. VAN ZANDT: 
At the end of line 15, page 2 of the bill, 
and at the end of line 5, page 3 of the bill, 
change the period to a comma and add the 
following: “And, upon the written request 
of the person concerned, shall be given a 
statement of medical record by the War De- 
partment: Provided, That such statement 
shall not contain any reference to mental or 
other conditions which in the judgment of 
the Secretary of War would prove injurious 
to the physical or mental health of the per- 
son to whom it pertains.” 


Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “War” in next to the last 
line of the Van Zandt amendment, insert 
the words “or Secretary of the Navy.” 


The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed 
t 


0. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 
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AUTHORIZING SECRETARY OF INTERIOR 
TO INCUR OBLIGATIONS FOR BENEFIT 
OF NATIVES OF ALASKA 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
4635, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to incur obligations for the bene- 
fit of natives of Alaska in advance of the 
enactment of legislation making appro- 
priations therefor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, it seems to me 
this establishes a precedent in respect to 
expenditures of unappropriated moneys 
by executive departments. It would be a 
rather dangerous precedent, in my opin- 
ion, for us to start at this or any other 
time. Although it has been charged that 
it has become general practice, I do not 
think the Congress has ever put its stamp 
of approval on it, and although I can see 
some merit to it in this particular case, I 
do not know as the Congress wants to 
put its official stamp of approval on a 
practice which might be condemned in 
respect to other expenditures, I think 
we should have at least some debate on 
whether this is to be the policy of the 
Government from now on, and for that 
reason I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. WotcorrT]? 

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I think I can make 
an explanation of this that will be per- 
fectly satisfactory. 

This is a bill that was introduced by 
myself at the request of the Department 
of the Interior. Some years ago, realiz- 
ing that Alaska is a land of magnificent 
distances and in order to get supplies 
to all of the Indian stations in Alaska, 
it is necessary to begin to purchase those 
supplies, furnish those supplies, get them 
on ship board and on the way before the 
regular Department of the Interior bill 
is passed, and already the Congress by 
enactment which I think is carried in an 
appropriation bill, legislation on an ap- 
propriation bill, has provided that the 
Secretary of the Interior or the proper 
executive officer might at any time after 
March 1 of any calendar year, preceding, 
of course, the passage of the appropriate 
legislative act or appropriation act, pur- 
chase supplies necessary for the stations 
in Alaska or obligate the Government to 
purchase them up to 75 percent of the 
current appropriations for that purpose. 
That is the law at the present time. The 
Secretary after March 1, and regardless 
of the passage of the bill, may obligate 
the Government up to 75 percent of the 
current appropriations only for the pur- 
chase of supplies and equipment for the 
Indian stations in Alaska. 

Experience has shown that is not early 
enough and it would be much better and 
economy would result to the Government 
if the date were moved forward to Janu- 
ary lofeach year. That is the sole pur- 
pose of this bill. It has the precedent 
of having existing legislation permitting 
the Secretary of the Interior or other 
appropriate officer to do what is here con- 
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templated at any time after March 1. 
It is said, and I am certain that it is 
true, that economy would be effected if 
the date were moved up to January 1. 

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DIMOND. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Nebraska. 

Mr, STEFAN. The gentleman is re- 
ferring to appropriations which have 
already been made, is he not? 

Mr. DIMOND. No. 

Mr. STEFAN. Would these be new 
appropriations without act of Congress? 
Could they not be taken into considera- 
tion when the bill making annual ap- 
propriations for the Department is taken 
up? 


Mr. DIMOND. Yes. 

Mr. STEFAN. So you refer to abso- 
lutely new appropriations? 

Mr. DIMOND. No. 

Mr. STEFAN. You are referring to 
regular appropriations already made and 
passed upon by the Congress? 

Mr. DIMOND. This merely antici- 
pates tiie coming appropriations and au- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
contract or to obligate the Government 
up to 75 percent of the current appropria- 
tions for these particular purposes. 

Mr. STEFAN. Is the gentleman from 
Michigan incorrect in saying that this 
establishes a new principle? 

Mr. DIMOND. No. 

Mr. STEFAN. As I understand the 
Delegate from Alaska, he is referring to 
appropriations which have already been 
made or will be made after due consid- 
eration by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions for the Interior Department? 

Mr, DIMOND. Yes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I doubt 
the wisdom of having passed the original 
law in the first instance. The gentleman 
must be of this mind, that if this bill is 


_ Passed, on January 1 of 1943 they can 


expend for the purposes mentioned in 
the bill 75 percent of what they expect 
to get in the 1944 fiscal year. 

Mr. STEFAN. Then you are abso- 
lutely correct. They are anticipating the 
expenditures. They would have to make 
an adjustment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The War Depart- 
ment, the Department of the Interior, 
the Navy Department, or any other de- 
partment might anticipate that next 
year we will appropriate a certain 
amount for their departments. It might 
be the judgment of the Congress wholly 
essential that we not appropriate for the 
purposes for which the money is spent. 
If W. P. A. had been given this authority 
last year we would have had nothing to 
do but O. K. their vouchers. The same is 
true with N. Y. A. and C. C. C. So, al- 
though perhaps this has been established 
in the case of Alaska in respect to the 
March 1 date, that is not so far removed 
as January 1. But as to the considera- 
tion of the departmental bill by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I may say that 
in some instances there might be a 
change in the Congress between the time 
these expenditures were made and the 
time the appropriation was made. 

Iam not going to object to the bill, but 
I want it distinctly understood that as 
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far as I personally am concerned, I do 
not think I should ever consent to any 
executive department expending money 
in anticipation of appropriations except 
where specifically authorized to do so 
and then such expenditures could be 
eee in a deficiency appropriation 

Mr, STEFAN. I think the gentleman 
has explained it correctly, but, as I un- 
derstand, they would still have to come 
in and make their justification before 
the subcommittee on Interior Depart- 
ment appropriations. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; I cannot agree 
with the gentleman's statement. The 
bill proposes that the Secretary of the 
Interior may incur obligations not in 
excess of 75 percent of the current ap- 
propriations as early as January 1 of any 
calendar year. Before the Committee 
on Appropriations has given any con- 
sideration to what the appropriation for 
the Department of the Interior will be for 
the fiscal year 1944, the Department of 
the Interior may incur obligations up to 
75 percent of what has been appropriated 
for the fiscal year 1943. 

Mr. DIMOND. For these particular 
purposes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. DIMOND. That is only for sup- 
plies, and so on; so that if the Congress 
should decide to exercise rigid economy 
there would be plenty left of the appro- 
priation against which that economy 
could be exercised. There is no danger 
that the will of Congress will be defeated. 

‘Mr. STEFAN. I believe the gentleman 
has explained it correctly. There would 
be some obligations there in spite of that, 
but when they made the justifications 
they would have to obligate the money 
anyway. 

The regular order was demanded, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Interior may authorize such officer or offi- 
cers as may be designated by him to incur 
obligations in excess of appropriations cur- 
rently available for the benefit of natives of 
Alaska, whenever said Secretary may deter- 
mine such action to be necessary in order to 
insure the proper functioning of activities of 
the Office of Indian Affairs in Alaska during 
any ensuing fiscal year: Provided, That excess 
obligations may be incurred only for the pur- 
chase of supplies, materials, and equipment; 
the amount of advance obligations:so author- 
ized shall not exceed 75 percent of the total 
available in the current appropriations for 
such purposes: Provided further, That such 
obligations may be liquidated from the Indian 
Service supply fund, which fund shall be re- 
imbursed from applicable appropriations, 
when made, for the ensuing fiscal year. 

Sec: 2. All acts or parts of acts inconsistent 
herewith are hereby repealed, 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 


Page 1, line 9, after the colon, insert “Pro- 
vided, That such authority shall not be exer- 
cised earlier than the ist day of January in 
any one fiscal year.” 


The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


REORGANIZING THE SYSTEM OF LAND 
OFFICES AND LAND DISTRICTS IN 
ALASKA 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
6601, to reorganize the system of land 
offices and land districts in Alaska. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? ; 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
have an explanation of this bill. 

Mr. DIMOND. This is a bill which is 
designed to reorganize the system of land 
districts in Alaska. We have in Alaska 
more public land than is embraced in any 
other State or Territory. We find that 
the system of land districts in Alaska, 
particularly in the more remote regions, 
is outworn and does not fit present con- 
ditions. 

The purpose of the bill is to put under 
the civil service the register of the prin- 
cipal land office at Anchorage, Alaska, 
and to appoint other civil-service em- 
ployees of the United States as registers 
and receivers in other parts of Alaska 
where the volume of business is very light 
usually, and where the income does not 
amount te a great deal. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. What are you try- 
ing to do, divide some lands through a 
commission? 

Mr. DIMOND. No; this does not 
change the basic law at all. It merely 
reorganizes the administrative system 
of the disposition of public lands in the 
Territory of Alaska. The present law 
with respect to the public land itself is 
not changed. This refers merely to the 
administration of the land district offices 
in the Territory of Alaska. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. What are the offi- 
cers presently called? 

Mr. DIMOND. Registers and receiv- 
ers. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. What do you want 
to make them now? 

Mr. DIMOND. They will still be reg- 
isters and receivers. Many years ago it 
was provided that at Nome, Alaska, and 
Fairbanks, Alaska, the clerk of the United 
States district court and the United 
States marshal should be ex officio regis- 
ters and receivers, but that situation 
does not work out well, The clerks and 
marshals do not care to act as registers 
and receivers of the land offices. The 
following excerpts from the report on 
the bill, made by Chairman Robinson 
of the Public Lands Committee, will more 
fully explain it: 

The purpose of the bill is explained in the 
title and aims at a more efficient adminis- 
tration of matters pertaining to the public 
lands in the Territory of Alaska. 

Such a reorganization is the more im- 
portant because the area of the public lands 
in Alaska is truly great in extent, embracing 
more than 375,000,000 acres. Much of this 
land will probably be eventually made use of 
by settlers. At the present time, the prin- 
cipal land office of Alaska is located at An- 
chorage, and the register of that office is ap- 
pointed by the President for a term of 4 years, 
subject to confirmation by the Senate. The 
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salary of the register is $3,600 per annum. 
Two other land offices in the Territory are lo- 
cated at Nome and at Fairbanks, respectively, 
and are in charge of United States marshals 
and clerks of the district courts as ex officio 
registers and receivers who are paid on a fee 
basis and whose income from such fees is 
comparatively negligible. 

Considering the actual volume of work 
which must be done by the land offices in 
Alaska, and the much greater potential vol- 
ume for the future, it seems highly desirable 
that the offices be in charge of skilled and 
experienced administrative servants, and to 
that end it is sought in the bill to put the 
whole land office administration in Alaska 
under the civil service. 

By the provisions of section 2 of the bill, 
the present incumbent register of the land 
office at Anchorage will be covered into the 
classified civil service. The present register 
has served in that office since September 30, 
1935. A member of the Naval Reserve, he was 
called into active service some months ago, 
and it seems probable that he will continue 
in active service for the duration of the war. 
He is now on furlough from his position as 
register of the land office and will actively re- 
sume the duties of his office upon the expira- 
tion of his naval service. With respect to the 
register, Mr. George A. Lingo, the Secretary 
of the Interior has reported as follows: 

“He is a conscientious and efficient official 
and because of his training and experience 
and also because of the fact that he is engaged 
in the naval service, I believe that the pro- 
tection afforded to him by the proviso men- 
tioned is proper.” 

The enactment of the bill is urged by the 
Delegate from Alaska, who advises that no ob- 
jection to it has been brought to his knowl- 
edge. It is further recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and by the Governor of 
Alaska. Its passage would impose no addi- 
tional burden upon the Treasury of the 
United States, and the Bureau of the Budget 
offers no objection to it. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 


There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the office of register 
of the district land office at Anchorage, 
Alaska, and the office of ex officio register and 
ex officio receiver of the district land offices 
at Nome and at Fairbanks, Alaska, are here- 
by abolished, effective 6 months after the 
date of approval of this act or at such earlier 
date as the Secretary of the Interior may find 
that arrangements necessary to carry out the 
provisions of section 2 of this act have been 
completed. 

Sec. 2. The duties performed by the regis- 
ter at Anchorage and by the ex officio register 
and the ex officio receiver at Nome and at 
Fairbanks prior to the abolishment of such 
offices thereafter shall be performed at each 
office under the title “register” by such civil- 
service employee of the Department of the 
Interior as the Secretary of the Interior may 
appoint or designate for that purpose: Pro- 
vided, That the present incumbent of the 
office of register at Anchorage is hereby cov- 
ered into the classified civil service, and, sub- 
ject to civil-service rules, shall be appointed 
to a position at the Anchorage office and 
designated to act at that office under the title 
“register.” 

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized to designate an additional 
employee of the Department of the Interior 
for each land office in Alaska to act as reg- 
ister pursuant to the provisions of the acts 
of October 28, 1921 (42 Stat. 208), and May 
17, 1926 (44 Stat. 558). 

Sec. 4. The employees designated to serve 
as registers and acting registers shall be 
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with all the obligations, duties, and 
responsibilities provided by law which are 
applicable to registers and acting registers, 
respectively, of the district land offices. 

Src. 5. No provision of this act shall relieve 
any public land claimant from the necessity 
of making payment of fees, commissions, or 
purchase money required by law or regulation 
in connection with an application, selection, 
location, or lease of public lands in Alaska, 
and all such payments, when made, shall be 
covered into the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Src. 6. Subject to the authority conferred 
upon the Secretary of the Interior by this 
section, the land districts and land offices ex- 
isting In Alaska on the date of the approval 
of this act are hereby continued. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
empowered in his discretion to change the 
boundaries of, or discontinue, any land dis- 
trict in Alaska, and in lieu thereof to desig- 
nate such land district, or land region, as, in 
his opinion, is necessary for the transaction 
of the business relating to the public lands in 
the Territory and to designate or change the 
location of any land office for such land dis- 
trict or land region. 

Sec. 7. Section 12 of the act of May 14, 1898 
(30 Stat, 409, 414), and sections 1, 2, and 3 of 
the act of March 2, 1907 (34 Stat. 1232), are 
hereby re . The act of February 14, 1902 
(32 Stat. 5, 20), is hereby amended by striking 
therefrom the words: “That on and after 
June first, nineteen hundred and two, the 
number of land offices and land districts in 
the district of Alaska is hereby reduced to 
one, the location of which shall be fixed by 
the President.” The proviso contained in the 
act of May 21, 1928 (45 Stat. 684), is hereby 
amended to read as follows: “That the pro- 
visions of this act shall not apply to the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


GIVING OF FLAGS TO WIDOWS AND 
CHILDREN OF DECEASED MEMBERS 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
6378, to provide for the giving of flags 
to widows and children of deceased 
Members. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete That the flag which fs 
flown at half mast over the east front of the 
Capitol Building, Washington, D. C., in honor 
of a deceased Member shall be given to his 
widow; if no widow survives, it shall be 
given to-his oldest living child. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


AMENDING THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 
TRUST FUND BOARD ACT 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
7114, to amend the Library of Congress 
Trust Fund Board Act. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 of the 
act of March 3, 1925, entitled “An act to 
create a Library of Congress Trust Fund 
Board, and for other purposes” (43 Stat, 
1108; 2 U. S. C., sec. 161), be, and the same 
is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5. Gifts or bequests or devises to or 
for the benefit of the Library of Congress, 
including those to the board, and the in- 
come therefrom, shall be exempt irom. all 
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Federal taxes, including all taxes levied by 
the District of Columbia.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 


ARLINGTON MEMORIAL AMPHITHEATER 
COMMISSION 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
5266, to amend section 1 of the Act of 
March 4, 1921, relating to. the Arlington 
Memorial Amphitheater Commission. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 1 of the 
act approved March 4, 1921 (41 Stat. 1440; 
24 U. S. ©. sec. 291), is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

“That a commission is hereby created, to 
be composed of the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy, which shall sub- 
mit annually to the President, who shall 
transmit the same to Congress, by the 3d 
day of January, recommendations as to what, 
if any, inscriptions, tablets, busts, or other 
memorials shall be erected, and what, if any, 
bodies of deceased members of the Army, 
Navy, and Marine Corps shall be entombed 
during the next ensuing year within the 
Arlington Memorial Amphitheater, in the 
Arlington National Cemetery, Va.: Provided, 
That no memorial shall be placed and no 
body shall be interred in the grounds about 
the Arlington Memorial Amphitheater with- 
in a distance of 250 feet from the said 
memorial.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 


FILLING OF VACANCY ON BOARD OF 
REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTI- 
TUTION 


The clerk called the next business, 
House Joint Resolution 285, providing for 
the filling of a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of thé Smithsonian Institution 
of the class other than Members of 
Congress. 

There being no objection, the clerk 
read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc, That the vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, of the class other than Members of 
Congress, caused by the expiration of the 
term of Roland 8, Morris, February 20, 1942, 
be filled by the appointment of Roland S. 
Morris, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to succeed 
himself, for the statutory term of 6 years. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 
POSTHUMOUS COMMISSIONS AND PRO- 

MOTIONS 

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2026, 
to provide for the posthumous appoint- 
ment to commissioned grade of certain 
enlisted men and the posthumous promo- 
tion of certain commissioned officers. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I do so, in the 
first place, to state that the provisions of 
this bill authorize the receipt of a com- 
mission posthumously by any man so 
recommended prior to his death, and to 
state to the House that at the proper 
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time I desire to offer an amendment 
which will extend the authority for the 
receipt of a noncommissioned grade on 
the part of any enlisted man or a higher 
commissioned grade on the part of any 
commissioned officer who might subse- 
quently be killed or die in action. I offer 
the amendment by agreement of the 
committee. 

There being no objection, the clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to issue, or cause 
to be issued, an appropriate commission in 
the name of any person who, while in the 
military or naval service of the United States 
at any time after September 8, 1939, shall 
have been duly appointed to a commissioned 
grade and shall have been unable to accept 
the appointment to such grade by reason of 
his death in line of duty; and any such com- 
mission shall issue as of the date of such 
appointment and any such person’s name 
shall be carried upon the records of the War 
or Navy Department as having served in the 
grade and branch of the service to which he 
shall have been thus posthumously appointed, 
from the date of such appointment to the 
date of his death. 

Sec, 2. That the President be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to issue, or cause to be 
issued, an appropriate appointment and com- 
mission in the name of any person who, while 
in the military or naval service of the United 
States at any time after September 8, 1939, 
shall have successfully completed the course 
at a training school for officers and shall have 
been recommended for appointment to a com- 
missioned grade by the officer commanding 
or in charge of such school, and who shall 
have been unable to receive or accept suchi 
appointment by reason of his death in line 
of duty; and any such posthumous appoint- 
ment and commission shall issue as of the 
date of such recommendation, and any such 
person's name shall be carried upon the rec- 
ords of the appropriate department as having 
served in the grade and branch of the service 
to which he shall thus have been appointed 
from the date of such recommendation to 
the date of his death. 

Sec. 3. That the President be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to issue, or cause to be 
issued, an appropriate commission in the 
name of any person who, while in the mili- 
tary or naval service of the United States at 
any time after September 8, 1939, shall have 
been officially recommended for appointment 
or promotion to a commissioned grade, which 
recommendation shall have been duly ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War or the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and who shall have been 
unable to receive or accept such appoint- 
ment or promotion by reason of his death 
in line of duty; and any such posthumous 
appointment or promotion and commission 
shall issue as of the date of such approval 
and such person’s name shall be carried upon 
the records of the War or Navy Department 
as having served in the grade and branch of 
the service to which he would have been 
appointed or promoted by such commission 
from the date of such approval to the date 
of his death. 

Sec. 4. That rio person shall be entitled to 
receive any bonus, gratuity, pay, or allow- 
ances by virtue of any provision of this act. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
an amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. ANDREWS! 
Change the title to read as follows: 

“A bill to provide for the posthumous ap- 
pointment to commissioned or noncommis- 
sioned grade of certain enlisted men and the 
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posthumous promotion of certain commis- 
sioned officers and enlisted men.” 

After section 3, insert the following: 

“Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy be, and they are hereby, 
severally authorized to issue, or cause to be 
issued, an appropriate warrant in the name of 
any person who, while in the military or naval 
service of the United States at any time 
after September 8, 1939, shall have been ofii- 
cially recommended for appointment or pro- 
motion to a noncommissioned grade and who 
shall have been unable to receive or accept 
such appointment or promotion by reason of 
his death in line of duty; and any such post- 
humous appointment or promotion and war- 
rant shall issue as of the date of such official 
recommendation and such person's name 
shall be carried upon the records of the War 
and Navy Departments, as having served in 
the grade and branch of the service to which 
he would have been appointed or promoted 
by such warrant from the date of such offi- 
cial recommendation to the date of his 
death.” 

On page 3, line 14, change “Sec. 4” to read 
“Sec, 5.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

The title was amended. 


iI BOOKS FOR THE ADULT BLIND 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
7273, to amend section 1 of the act, en- 
titled “An act to provide books for the 
adult blind,” approved March 3, 1931, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I would like to hear 
the author of the bill explain the meas- 
ure. 

Mr. SECREST. The Library of Con- 
gress has under its jurisdiction approxi- 
mately 24,000 talking machines that were 
developed for the use of blind people. 
‘These machines are loaned to State as- 
sociations for the blind and they, in turn, 
Joan them to the individual persons who 
have need for them. There are some 
people who became blind at the age of 
60 or 65 years and they have lost their 
touch so they can never learn the Braille 
system. There has been developed for 
these machines a special record that 
plays 15 or 20 minutes and on such rec- 
ords have been placed Gone With the 
Wind and many other books, The pur- 
pose of this $20,000 appropriation is to 
keep these 24,000 talking-book machines 
in repair, Originally the Library re- 
quested some extra funds for the build- 
ing of new machines, but the committee 
felt that during this period of emergency 
and the need for priorities, if we appro- 
priated enough money now to get these 
24,000 machines in repair that would pos- 
sibly be as much as we should expect to 
do at this time. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SECREST. I yield. 

Mr. RABAUT. I recall that when I 
was a member of the subcommittee of 
appropriations handling the funds of the 
Library, it was stated there was consid- 
erable breakage of these records. At 
that time it was suggested that a sort 
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of “adviser” record be placed in the book 
as the first record telling them how to 
handle these records, because people who 
are blind have difficulty in taking the 
records from the machines and placing 
them somewhere else. Does the gentle- 
man know whether that has been con- 
tinued? 

Mr.SECREST. Iwould presume it has 
been, although I do not know. There 
are approximately 24,000 of these ma- 
chines. They were built through some 
private funds and some W. P. A. funds. 
The allotment of W. P. A. money is now 
completely gone and the only way to 
keep these books in circulation is to ap- 
propriate this money or, rather, author- 
ize its appropriation, which is all we 
can do. They estimate that each year 
there will be about 1,000 of these ma- 
chines returned for repairs, and to have 
some parts replaced to make them op- 
erate. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, SECREST, Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER, I am 
in hearty accord with the bill, The 
blind people who are members of my 
constituency have been earnestly appeal- 
ing to me to support the measure. I 
think it is a humanitarian bill and badly 
needed, I ask the gentleman to explain 
the plan in regard to the setting up of 
these repair facilities, Will they be 
strategically located so that the blind, 
let us say, of New York City, my home 
constituency, will they have a repair shop 
to which they may take their machines, 
and likewise in other sections of the 
country, so that they will not have to 
send them in by freight or express? 

Mr. SECREST. These repairs are 
made by blind people. They are all done 
under the jurisdiction of the National 
Association for the Blind. It is the Na- 
tional Association to which all State or- 
ganizations and other groups belong. 
The repairing of these machines is done 
by blind skilled laborers, 

Mr, WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER, I think 
that is excellent, 

Mr. SECREST. It is not done in the 
library, but in New York or New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, and the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the 
act entitled “An act to provide books for the 
adult blind,” approved March 3, 1931, as 
amended (2 U. S. C. 135a), is amended by 
striking out the “$350,000” wherever occur- 
ring therein and inserting in lieu thereof the 
figures “$370,000,” and by striking out the 
period at the end of the first sentence and 
inserting in lieu thereof a comma and the 
following: “and not to exceed $20,000 thereof 
shall be expended for the maintenance and 
replacement of the Government-owned re- 
producers for sound-reproduction records for 
the blind.” 

Sec. 2. This act shall be applicable with 
respect to the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and for each fiscal year thereafter. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider laid on the table. 
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AMENDING THE BANKHEAD-JONES FARM 
TENANT ACT 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3956) to 
amend the Bankhead-Jones Farm Ten- 
ant Act, to permit exchange of land with 
private owners. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (c), 
section 32, of title ITI of the Bankhead-Jones 
Farm Tenant Act (act of July 22, 1937) is 
hereby amended by adding the following pro- 
viso at the end of the first sentence thereof: 
“: Provided, however, That an exchange may 
be made with private owners and with sub- 
divisions or agencies of State governments in 
any case where the Secretary of Agriculture 
finds that such exchange would not conflict 
with the purposes of the act.” 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 

Line 10, after the word “act”, insert “, and 
that the value of the property received in 
exchange is substantially equal to that of the 
property conveyed.” 


‘ The committee amendment was agreed 
0. 
The bill as amended was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed, and a 
motion to reconsider laid on the table. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks at this point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection, 


TO PERMIT LAND EXCHANGE 


Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr, 
Speaker, H. R. 3956 was introduced to 
meet a practical problem. In many of 
the land purchase areas the Federal Gov- 
ernment has not been able to complete 
its acquisition program. Some isolated 
tracts in private ownership are so iso- 
lated that the owners cannot use them. 
In other cases, the Government has ac- 
quired tracts that lie outside of the 
fenced portions of a project and are hard 
to handle economically. The purpose of 
this legislation is to permit a solution of 
such situations. 

As the committee report says, “H. R. 
3956 is intended to afford the means for 
better management of title IN lands by 
the Department of Agriculture and, at 
the same time, to permit the removal of 
inequities which have developed for in- 
dividual owners.” 

Under wartime developments, the legis- 
lation may also be of value in saving 
money for the Government by permitting 
the Government to exchange title III 
lands for tracts which it desires for Army 
or Navy purposes. I know of two in- 
stances in my district where some title 
III lands are being put to use by the 
Army. Adjoining these tracts are pri- 
vately owned tracts that the War Depart- 
ment must acquire, some of which it may 
be able to acquire by exchange and with- 
the expenditure of funds at this 

me. 

Cash saved is the same as bonds sold. 
Thus, it is apparent that H. R. 3956 is a 
useful piece of legislation and I am glad 
for the approval given by the House today. 
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CERTIFICATION OF WITNESS FEES, ETC. 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7142) 
relating to the payment of fees, expenses, 
and costs of witnesses and jurors and the 
accounting therefor, and for other pur- 
poses. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of the 
act entitled “An act fixing the fees of jurors 
and witnesses in the United States courts, 
including the District Court of Hawaii, the 
District Court of Porto Rico, and the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia,” approved 
April 26, 1926 (44 Stat. 324), as amended 
(U.S. C. title 28, sec. 600c), is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. Witnesses attending in such courts, 
or before such commissioners, shall receive 
for each day's attendance and for the time 
necessarily occupied in going to and return- 
ing from the same, $2, and 5 cents per mile 
for going from his or her place of residence 
to the place of trial or hearing and 5 cents 
per mile for returning: Provided, That wit- 
nesses (other than witnesses who are salaried 
employees of the Government and detained 
witnesses) in the United States courts, in- 
cluding the District Court of Hawaii, the 
District Court of Puerto Rico, and the District 
Court of the United States for the District 
of Coiumbia, who attend court or attend be- 
fore United States commissioners, at points 
so far removed from their respective resi- 
dences as to prohibit return thereto from 
day to day, shall be entitled, in addition to 
the compensation provided by existing law, 
as modified by this act, to a per diem of $3 
for expenses of subsistence for each day of 
actual attendance and for each day necessarily 
occupied in traveling to attend court and 
return home. In cases in which the United 
States is a party, witnesses on behalf of the 
United States shall be entitled to the pay- 
ments provided by this section upon the cer- 
tificate of the United States attorney, or 
assistant United States attorney, or United 
States commissioner.” 

Sec. 2. Section 850 of the Revised Statutes 
(U. S. C., title 28, sec. 604) is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 850. When any officer or employee of 
the United States is summoned as a witness 
for the Government, his necessary expenses 
incident to travel by common carrier, and 
if travel is made by privately owned auto- 
mobile, mileage at a rate not to exceed 5 cents 
per mile, together with a per diem allowance 
not to exceed $6 in lieu of subsistence under 
such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Attorney General, shall, when sworn to, be 
paid by the United States marshal upon cer- 
tificate of the United States attorney, assist- 
ant United States attorney, or United States 
commissioner, but no other mileage or com- 
pensation in addition to his salary shall in any 
case be allowed. Whenever any such officer 
or employee of the United States performs 
travel in order to appear as a witness on 
behalf of the United States in any case in- 
volving the activity in connection with which 
such person is employed, his travel expenses 
and per diem allowance In lieu of subsistence 
in connection therewith shall be payable 
from the appropriation otherwise available 
for the travel expenses of such officer or em- 
ployee, such payment to be made by the dis- 
bursing officer charged with the disburse- 
ment of funds under that appropriation after 
proper certification by a certifying officer of 
the department or agency concerned.” 

Sec. 3. The act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1909, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved May 27, 1908 (35 Stat. 317). as 
amended, is hereby amended by amending 
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the fourth paragraph of the section entitled 
“Judicial, United States Courts” (35 Stat. 
375, U. S. C., title 28, sec. 592), to read as 
follows: 

“The necessary expenses for transportation 
and subsistence, in accordance with the 
Standardized Government Travel Regulations, 
of the United States district attorneys and 
their assistants, while absent from their re- 
spective official residences and necessarily 
employed in going to, returning from, and 
attending before any United States court, 
commissioner, or other committing magis- 
trate, and while otherwise necessarily absent 
from their respective official residences on 
Official business shall be allowed and paid in 
the following manner: That the accounts 
of the United States attorneys and assistant 
United States attorneys for expenses herein 
provided shall be made out monthly in ac- 
cordance with rules and regulations pre- 
scribed by the Attorney General. And when 
said expense accounts are made out, as here- 
inbefore provided, and verified on oath be- 
fore an officer authorized by law to adminis- 
ter oaths, they may be allowed and, upon 
certificate of the United States attorney, paid 
by the United States marshal for said dis- 
trict, and the amount of such payments shall 
be included in said marshal’s accounts with 
the United States, and audited and allowed 
as provided by law.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider laid on the table. 


TWO-HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY, BIRTH 
OF THOMAS JEFFERSON 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1157) to 
enable the United States for the celebra- 
tion of the two-hundredth anniversary of 
the birth of Thomas Jefferson to carry out 
and give effect to certain approved plans. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SECREST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that a similar Senate 
re S. 2330, be substituted for the House 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
cbhjection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 
will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. That the United States 
Commission for the Celebration of the Two- 
hundredth Anniversary of the Birth of 
Thomas Jefferson,” established by the joint 
resolution entitled “Joint resolution to estab- 
lish a commission for the celebration of the 
two hundredth anniversary of the birth of 
Thomas Jefferson,” approved September 24, 
1940 (hereinafter referred to as “the Com- 
mission”), is authorized and directed to pre- 
pare as a congressional memorial to Thomas 
Jefferson a new edition of the writings of 
Thomas Jefferson, including additional ma- 
terial and unpublished manuscripts pre- 
served in the Library of Congress and else- 
where, at a cost not to exceed $15,000 for the 
preparation of the manuscript. 

Src. 2, (a) The Commission is authorized 
and directed to— 

(1) Arrange for memorial meetings and 
exercises in the year 1943 in the city of Wash- 
ington and other cities and places in the 
United States particularly associated with 
the memory of Thomas Jefferson, and in uni- 
versities, schools, and colleges throughout 
the United States; to carry out and give 
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effect to the approved plan and program here- 
tofore submitted to the Congress, at a cost not 
to exceed $10,000; 

(2) To prepare and produce for use at such 
memorial meetings and exercises a motion 
picture of the main events in the life of 
Thomas Jefferson at a cost not to exceed 
$10,000; 

(b) To carry out the provisions of this 
section only the Commission is authorized to 
have printing, binding, lithographing, and 
other work done at establishments other than 
the Government Printing Office. 

Sec. 3. The Commission is authorized to 
employ, without regard to the civil-service 
laws, and without regard to the Classification 
Act of 1923, as amended, to fix the compen- 
sation of an historian, an executive secretary, 
and such assistants as may be needed for 
stenographic, clerical, and expert service 
within the appropriations made by Congress 
from time to time for such purposes, not to 
exceed the sum of $15,000, which appropria- 
tions are hereby authorized. 

Sec. 4. In carrying out the provisions of 
this or any other act relating to the celebra- 
tion of the two-hundredth anniversary of 
the birth of Thomas Jefferson, the Commis- 
sion is authorized to procure advice and 
assistance from any governmental agency, 


‘including the services of technical and other 
personnel in the executive departments and 


independent establishments, and to procure 
advice and assistance from and to cooperate 
with individuals and agencies, public or pri- 


vate. The Superintendent of Documents 


shall make available to the Commission the 
facilities of his office for the distribution of 
the portraits herein authorized. 

Sec. 5. The members and employees of the 
Commission shall be allowed actual travel- 
ing, subsistence, and other expenses incurred 
in the discharge of their duties. All expenses 
of the Commission shall be paid by the dis- 
bursing officer of the Commission upon 
vouchers approved by the chairman of the 
executive committee of the Commission. 

Sec. 6. Unexpended balances of appropria- 
tions authorized under the provisions of this 
act shall remain available until expended. 

Src, 7. The United States Commission for 
the Celebration of the Two-Hundredth Anni- 
versary of the Birth of Thomas Jefferson may 
hereafter be referred to as the “Thomas Jef- 
ferson Bicentennial Commission.” 


With the following amendment: 


Page 3, line 6, after the comma, insert “not 
to exceed the sum of $15,000.” 


The committee amendment was agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third time, 
and passed, and a motion to reconsider 
laid on the table. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 7142) was 
laid on the table. 


AMENDING THE HATCH ACT 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 2471) to 
amend the act entitled “An act to pre- 
vent pernicious political activities,” ap- 
proved August 2, 1939, as amended, with 
respect to its application to officers and 
employees of educational, religious, 
eleemosynary, philanthropic, and cul- 
tural institutions, establishments, and 
agencies, commonly known as the Hatch 
Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

Mr, SHEPPARD, Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the right to object, and ask an 
explanation of the bill. 
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Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
AUTHORIZING THE INCORPORATED TOWN 

OF PETERSBURG, ALASKA, TO UNDER- 

TAKE CERTAIN MUNICIPAL PUBLIC 

WORKS 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
6876, to authorize the incorporated town 
of Petersburg, Aleska, to undertake cer- 
tain municipal public works, including 
the construction of a dam and improve- 
ments to the hydroelectric plant and 
system, improvements to the water sys- 
tem, construction and equipment of a 
municipal hospital, and construction of 
a municipal building and town hall, and 
for such purposes to issue bonds in any 
sum not exceeding a total of $150,000. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the incorporated 
town of Petersburg, Territory of Alaska, is 
hereby authorized and empowered to under- 
take and construct the municipal works, im- 
provements, and buildings hereinafter speci- 
fied, to wit: Construction of a dam and im- 
provements to the hydroelectric plant and 
system at a cost not exceeding $50,000; im- 
provements to the water system at a cost 
not exceeding $35,000; construction and 
equipment of a municipal hospital at a cost 
not exceeding $40,000; construction of a 
municipal building and town hall at a cost 
not exceeding $25,000; and for such pur- 
poses to issue bonds in any amount not ex- 
ceeding the aggregate of $150,000, the same 
to be in excess of the present statutory debt 
limit of the town of Petersburg, as provided 
by the act entitled “An act to authorize 
municipal corporations in the Territory of 
Alaska to incur bonded indebtedness, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 28, 1936 
(49 Stat. 1388): Provided, That nothing 
herein shall be construed as to prevent or 
preclude the said town from incurring other 
indebtedness up to but not beyond the lim- 
its prescribed by the aforesaid act of May 28, 
1936, without regard to the bonded indebted- 
ness herein authorized. 

Sec. 2. Before such bonds shall be issued, a 
special election shail be ordered by the com- 
mon council of the town of Petersburg, Alaska, 
at which election the question of whether 
such indebtedness should be incurred and 
such bonds shall be issued in any amount not 
exceeding $150,000 for the purposes herein- 
before set forth, shall be submitted to the 
qualified electors of the said town of Peters- 
burg, whose names appear on the last assess- 
ment roll of record of said town for the 
purpose of municipal taxation. The form of 
ballot shall be such that-such electors may 
vote for or against the issuance of bonds not 
exceeding the amounts herein specified for 
the separate purposes herein specified; that 
is to say, they shail vote upon the issuance of 
bonds for each of the projects herein men- 
tioned, separately. Not less than 20 days’ 
notice of such election shall be given by post- 
ing notices of the same in three conspicuous 
places within the corporate limits of the 
town of Petersburg, Alaska, one of which shall 
be at the front door of the United States post 
Office in the town of Petersburg. The election 
notice shall state the date of election, it shall 
describe the polling place or places, the times 
when the same shall be open, and it shall 
state that the bonds of the town or city in any 
amount not exceeding $150,000 in the aggre- 
gate, are proposed to be issued for the pur- 
pores herein specified. The registration for 
such election, the manner of conducting the 
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same, and the canvass of the returns of said 
election shall be as nearly as practicable, in 
accordance with the requirements of law for 
general or special elections in said town of 
Petersburg. Such bonds shall be issued to 
raise money for the purposes herein author- 
ized, only upon condition that not less than 
55 percent of the votes cast at such election 
in said town shall be in favor of the issuance 
of said bonds for the purposes specified. 

Sec. 3. The bonds herein authorized shall 
be coupon bonds and they shall be negotiable 
instruments for all purposes, and they shall 
bear such date or dates and be in such de- 
nomination or denominations, mature in 
such amounts and at such time or times, not 
exceeding 20 years from the date thereof, be 
payable at such place or places and be sold 
at either public or private sale, be redeem- 
able or nonredeemable before maturity either 
with or without premium, and carry regis- 
tration privileges as to either principal and 
interest, or principal only, as may be pre- 
scribed by the common council of the town 
of Petersburg, Alaska. The bonds shall bear 
the signatures of the mayor and the clerk of 
said town and shall have impressed thereon 
the official seal of said town. The coupons 
to be annexed to such bonds shali bear the 
facsimile signatures of the mayor and of the 
clerk of said town. In case any of the officers 
whose signatures or countersignatures appear 
on the bonds shall cease to be such officers 
before delivery of such bonds, said signatures 
or countersignatures, whether manual or fac- 
simile, shall nevertheless be valid and sufi- 
cient for all purposes, the same as if said 
officers had remained in office until such de- 
livery. Said bonds shall bear interest at a 
rate to be fixed by the common council of 
the town of Petersburg not to exceed 5 per- 
cent per annum, payable semiannually, and 
said bonds shall be sold at not less than par 
plus accrued interest. 

Sec. 4. The bonds herein authorized to be 
issued shall be general obligations of said 
town of Petersburg, payable as to both prin- 
cipal and interest from ad valorem taxes and 
general revenues which shall be levied upon 
all the taxable property within the corporate 
limits of such municipality, including license 
taxes, in an amount sufficient to pay the 
principal and interest of such bonds as the 
same shall become due and payable. The 
town of Petersburg is hereby authorized and 
granted the further right to pay the bonds 
authorized for the construction of a dam and 
the improvements to the hydroelectric system 
and for the improvements to the water sys- 
tem from net revenues received from the 
operation of those municipal utilities, and 
the town is further authorized to pledge the 
revenues from such utilities after all neces- 
sary expenses of maintenance and operation 
shall have been paid, in an amount sufficient 
to pay the principal and interest of such 
bonds as the same shall become due and pay- 
able. No bonds authorized to be issued for 
any one of the purposes herein specified in 
section 1 shall be used for any of the other 
Purposes specified m such section. 

Sec. 5. Any ordinance of the town of Pe- 
tersburg, Alaska, authorizing the issuance of 
these bonds or fixing the terms and covenants 
thereof, or both, may contain covenants by 
the town in order to protect and safeguard 
the security and rights of the holders of 
these bonds. 

Sec.6. No part of the funds from 
the sale of any or all of the bonds authorized 
by this act shall be used for any purpose or 
purposes other than those specified in this 
act and authorized at the election authorizing 
the issuance of the same. The bonds shall 
be sold only when and in such amounts as 
the common council of the town of Peters- 
burg shall direct, and the proceeds thereof 
shall be used only for the purposes herein- 
before mentioned in the manner herein pre- 
scribed and under the orders and direction 
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of the common council of the town of Pe- 
tersburg, from time to time, as such proceeds 
may be required for such purposes. 

Sec. 7. If the common council of the town 
of Petersburg, Alaska, shall deem it advisable, 
any or all of the bonds, the issuance of which 
is authorized by this act, may be refunded, 
and refunding bonds may be issued in ex- 
change for said outstanding bonds, or may 
be sold at not less than par, at public or pri- 
vate sale, and the proceeds of such sale shail 
be used for the payment of the bonds being 
refunded: Provided, That such refunding 
bonds shall bear an interest rate not greater 
than the bonds being refunded, and the re- 
funding bonds may mature at any time but 
not later than the limit of the maturity date 
of the bonds herein authorized, and they 
shall be payable in such amounts and at such 
times and places as the common council of 
the town of Petersburg shall prescribe, 

Sec. 8. The said town of Petersburg, Alaska, 
is hereby authorized to enter into contracts 
with the United States of America, or any 
agency or instrumentality thereof, under any 
of the laws of the United States enacted to 
encourage public works, for the relief of un- 
employment, or for any other purpose, for 
the sale of bonds issued in accordance with 
the provisions of this act, or for the accept- 
ance of a grant of money to aid the town of 
Petersburg in financing any public works; 
and to enter into contracts with any 
or persons, or corporations, public or private, 
for the sale of such bonds, and such contracts 
may contain such terms and conditions as 
may be agreed upon by and b3tween the 
common council of the town of Peter_burg, 
Alaska, and the United States of America, or 
any agency or instrumentality thereof, or any 
such purchaser, 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 

Page 2, lines 4, 5, 6, strike out “construc- 
tion of a municipal building and town hall 
at a cost not exceeding $25,000;”. 

Page 2, line 7, strike out “$150,000” and 
insert in lieu thereof “$125,000.” 

Page 2, line 22, strike out “$150,000” and 
insert in lieu thereof “$125,000.” 


Page 3, line 15, strike out “$150,000” and 
insert In lieu thereof “$125,000.” 


The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The title of the bill was amended to 
read: “A bill to authorize the incor- 
porated town of Petersburg, Alaska, to 
undertake certain municipal public 
works, including the construction of a 
dam and improvements to the hydro- 
electric plant and system, improvements 
to the water system, and construction 
and equipment of a municipal hospital, 
and for such purposes to issue bonds in 
any sum not exceeding a total of 
$125,000.” 


SUSPENDING CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS 
OF THE FEDERAL REGISTER ACT AND 
AUTHORIZING A CUMULATIVE SUPPLE- 
MENT TO THE CODE OF FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
7162, to suspend for the duration of the 
war certain requirements of section 11 
(a) of the Federal Register Act of 1935. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions con- 
tained in the first sentence of section 11 (a) 
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of the Federal Register Act (act of July 26, 
1935, 49 Stat. 503, as amended, U. S. C., title 
44, sec. 311) are hereby suspended until such 
time after the termination of the present 
war as the Administrative Committee of the 
Federal Register shall determine. The pub- 
lication of a cumulative supplement to the 
Code of Federal Regulations instead of a new 
codification, prepared under the supervision 
of the Division of the Federal Register pur- 
suant to the provisions of subsections 11 (c) 
and 11 (d) of the Federal Register Act, is 
hereby authorized. 

Sec. 2. The first sentence of section 11 (a) 
of the Federal Register Act (act of July 26, 
1935, 49 Stat. 503, as amended, U. S. C., title 
44, sec. 311) is hereby amended by inserting 
the phrase “or on the same date of every 
fifth year thereafter” before the period at 
the end thereof. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 


AMENDING THE NATIONALITY ACT OF 
1940 TO PRESERVE THE NATIONALITY 
OF CITIZENS RESIDING ABROAD 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
7152, to amend the Nationality Act of 
1940 to preserve the nationality of citi- 
zens residing abroad. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That chapter IV of the 
Nationality Act of 1940, section 409, is 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 400. Nationality shall not be lost 
under the provisions of section 404 or 407 
of this act until the expiration of 4 years 
following the date of the approval of this act: 
Provided, however, That a naturalized person 
who shall have become subject to the pre- 
sumption that he has ceased to be an Ameri- 
can citizen as provided for in the second 
paragraph of section 2 of the act of March 
2, 1907 (34 Stat. 1228), and who shall not 
have overcome it under the rules in effect 
immediately preceding the date of the ap- 
proval of this act, shall continue to be sub- 
ject to such presumption for the period of 
2 years following the date of the approval 
of this act unless it is overcome during such 
period.” 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 

Page 2, line 5, strike out the word “two” 
and insert the word “four.” 


The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 


REMOVING THE TIME LIMIT FOR COOPER- 
ATION BETWEEN THE BUREAU OF REC- 
LAMATION AND THE FARM SECURITY 
ADMINISTRATION IN THE DEVELOP- 
MENT OF FARM UNITS ON PUBLIC 
LANDS UNDER FEDERAL RECLAMATION 
PROJECTS 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2322, 
to remove the time limit for cooperation 
between the Bureau of Reclamation and 
the Farm Security Administration in the 
development of farm units on public 
lands under Federal reclamation proj- 
ects. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of August 


7, 1939 (Public, No. 307, 76th Cong., 1st sess.), 
as amended by the act of June 17, 1940 (Pub- 
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lic, No, 636, 76th Cong., 3d sess.), and as 
amended by the act of May 28, 1941 (Public, 
No. 77, 77th Cong., Ist sess.) , is hereby further 
amended by striking out “during the fiscal 
year 1942.” 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 

On page 1, line 9, after the figures 1942”, 
strike out the period and insert a comma and 
the words “and by inserting in lieu thereof 
‘during the fiscal year 1943'.” 


The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

The title of the bill was amended to 
read: “A bill to extend the time limit for 
cooperation between the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation and the Farm Security Admin- 
istration in the development of farm 
units on public lands under Federal Rec- 
lamation projects.” 


JURISDICTION OVER CERTAIN LANDS IN 
THE ISLE ROYALE NATIONAL PARK 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2362, 
relating to the jurisdiction over certain 
lands in the Isle Royale National Park. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled 
“An act to provide for the addition of certain 
lands to the Isle Royale National Park, in the 
State of Michigan, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 6, 1942, is hereby amended 
by striking out the words “Secretary of the 
Treasury,” wherever they appear in such act, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words “Sec- 
retary of the Navy.” 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


AMENDING THE CANAL ZONE CODE 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
7188, to amend the Canal Zone Code. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the second para- 
graph of section 92 of title 2 of the Canal 
Zone Code, approved June 19, 1934, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

“On and after July 1, 1932, no employee to 
whom this article applies who shall have 
reached the retirement age prescribed for 
automatic separation from the service, shall 
be continued in such service, notwithstand- 
ing any provision of law or regulation to 
the contrary: Provided, That the President 
may, by Executive order, exempt from the 
provisions of this paragraph any person when, 
in his judgment, the public interest so re- 
quires: Provided further, That no person 
separated from the service who is receiving 
an annuity under the provisions of this sec- 
tion or section 93 of this title shall be eli- 
gible again to appointment to any appoint- 
ive office, position, or employment to which 
this article applies, or under the United 
States or of the government of the District 
of Columbia unless the appointing authority 
determines that he is possessed of special 
qualifications, in which event payment of his 
annuity shall be terminated during the 
period of his appointment; and any such 
person whose annuity is terminated, shall, 
upon the termination of his appointment, 
have his subsequent annuity rights deter- 
mined under the provisions of law in effect 
at the time of such termination: Provided 
further, That this paragraph shall not apply 
to any person named in any act of Congress 
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providing for the continuance of such per- 
son in the service.” 

Sec. 2. That section 95 of title 2, Canal 
Zone Code, is hereby repealed, and in lieu 
thereof the following is substituted: 

“Sec. 95, Annuity on separation from sery- 
ice before becoming eligible for retire- 
ment: (a) Should any employee to whom 
this article applies, after having served 
for a total period of not less than 5 years 
and before becoming eligible for retirement 
become separated from the service, such em- 
ployee shall be paid a deferred annuity be- 
ginning at the age of 62 years, computed as 
proyided in the first paragraph of section 96 of 
this title: Provided, That any such person in- 
voluntarily separated from the service not by 
removal for cause on charges of misconduct 
or delinquency may elect to receive an im- 
mediate annuity beginning at the age of 55 
or at the date of separation from the service 
if subsequent to that age having a value equal 
to the present worth of a deferred annuity be- 
ginning at the age of 62 years, or at age of 
separation if subsequent to age 62, computed 
as provided in section 96 of this title: Pro- 
vided further, That nothing in this article 
shall be so construed as to prohibit the re- 
fund of deductions, deposits, or redeposits 
made prior to the effective date of this act 
with interest thereon, or of any voluntary 
contributions made under the provisions of 
section 99 of this title, as amended, with in- 
terest: And provided further, That all mon- 
eys, except voluntary contributions, so re- 
funded an employee must be redeposited with 
interest before such employee may derive any 
annuity benefits based on the service covered 
by the refund. 

“(b) Should an annuitant under the pro- 
visions of this section be reemployed in a 
position included in the provisions of this 
article, the annuity and any right to an im- 
mediate or deferred annuity as provided here- 
in shall cease as of the date of such em- 
ployment. If such annuitant is reemployed 
in any position in the service of the United 
States or the District of Columbia, not within 
the provisions of this article, annuity pay- 
ments shall be discontinued during the pe- 
riod of such employment, and resumed in the 
same amount upon termination of such em- 
ployment. 

“(c) Interest shall be allowed on the 
amount credited to such separated employee's 
individual account in the retirement fund at 
3 percent compounded on June 30 of each 
year until the beginning date of annuity.” 

Sec. 3. That the second paragraph of sec- 
tion 96 of title 2, Canal Zone Code, is amend- 
ed by striking out the colon after the words 
“in computing the annuity under paragraph 
(3) hereof, and divided by 40,” and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof a semicolon, and by insert- 
ing the following clause after the semicolon: 
“nor be less than an amount equal to the 
average annual basic salary, pay, or compen- 
sation received by the employee during any 
5 consecutive years of allowable service at the 
option of the employee, multiplied by the 
number of years of service, not exceeding 35 
years, and divided by 70:”. 

Sec. 4. That paragraph (b) of section 101 of 
title 2, Canal Zone Code, is stricken out, and 
there is inserted in lieu thereof the following: 

“(b) In the case of any employee to whom 
this article applies who shall be transferred 
to a position not within the purview of this 
article, or who shall become absolutely sepa- 
rated from the service before he shall have 
completed an aggregate of 5 years of service 
computed in accordance with section 97 of 
this title, the amount of deductions from 
his basic salary, pay, or compensation cred- 
ited to his individual account, together with 
interest at 4 percent compounded on June 
30 of each year shall be returned to such 
employee: Provided, That when an employee 
becomes involuntarily separated from the 
service, not by removal for cause on charges 
of misconduct or delinquency before com- 
pleting 5 years of creditable service the total 
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amount of deductions from his basic salary, 
pay, or compensation with interest at 4 per- 
cent compounded on June 30 of each year 
shall be returned to such employee: Pro- 
vided further, That all deductions from basic 
salary, pay, or compensation so returned to 
an employee must, upon reinstatement, re- 
transfer, or reappointment to a position com- 
ing within the of this article, be 
redeposited with interest at 4 percent com- 
pounded on June 30 of each year before 
such employee may derive any benefits under 
this article, except as provided in this sec- 
tion, but interest shall not be required cov- 
ering any period of separation from the 
service,” 

Sec, 5. That section 102 of title 2, Canal 
Zone Code, is hereby amended, effective 
from January 1, 1940, by adding at the end 
thereof the following paragraph: 

“The term ‘annuitant’ as used in this arti- 
cle shall include any employee who has met 
all requirements of the article for title and 
has filed claim therefor, notwithstanding 
final administrative action was not taken by 
the Civil Service Commission prior to his 
death. Nothing in this section shall be so 
construed as to reduce any benefit otherwise 
paya 20 

Sec. 6. Except as may be otherwise spe- 
cifically provided herein, nothing in this act 
shall be so construed as to affect any rights 
of persons’ separated prior to the effective 
date of this act, but all such rights shall 
continue and may be enforced in the same 
manner as though this act had not been 
made. 

Sec. 7. This act shall take effect upon ap- 
proval, except as otherwise provided herein. 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 


Page 2, line 14, strike out the word “law” 
and insert the words “this article.” 


‘ The committee amendment was agreed 
0. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 


AUTHORIZING THE EXCHANGE OF LANDS 
NOT IN FEDERAL OWNERSHIP WITHIN 
‘THE OLYMPIC NATIONAL PARK, WASH, 
FOR NATIONAL FOREST LANDS IN THE 
STATE OF WASHINGTON 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
7191, to authorize the exchange of lands 
not in Federal ownership within the 
Olympic National Park, Wash., for na- 
tional forest lands in the State of Wash- 
ington. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read 
the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete, That title to State, 
county, and private lands situated north of 
the line between townships 27 and 28 north, 
Willamette base and meridian, Wash., and 
within the boundaries of the Olympic Na- 
tional Park as now or hereafter established by 
proclamation of the President of the United 
States, shall be subject to acceptance under 
the provisions of the act approved March 20, 
1922 (42 Stat. 465; 16 U. S. C. 485), and such 
lands when vested in the ownership of the 
United States shall be a part of the Olympic 
National Park subject to all laws and regu- 
lations applicable thereto. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 

BRIDGEPORT IRRIGATION DISTRICT 


Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to Calendar No. 549, the bill (H. R. 
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6904) for the relief of the Bridgeport 
irrigation district. This was objected to 
earlier by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Ricu]. I have since had an 
opportunity of explaining the bill to the 
gentleman and he has withdrawn his 
objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection tu the request of the gentleman 
from New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6904) 
for the relief of the Bridgeport Irriga- 
tion District. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bili? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the contract of 
June 14, 1915, between the United States and 
the Bridgeport Irrigation District, North 
Platte reclamation project, and the indebt- 
edness of the district thereunder for opera- 
tion and maintenance charges delinquent 
under said contract for the years 1926 to 1942, 
both inclusive, be, and the same are hereby, 
canceled and relieved, and that the judg- 
ment entered on July 30, 1929, in the United 
States District Court for the District of Ne- 
braska, against the district and in favor of 
the United States be, and the same is hereby, 
released and discharged: Provided, That the 
$23,286 heretofore paid under the contract 
of June 14, 1915, shall be retained by the 
United States for benefits heretofore received 
by the district under said contract: And 
provided further, That the water right of the 
district under its Nebraska appropriation, 
upon the approval of this act, shall be in the 
same legal status under the laws of Nebraska 


as if said contract of June 14, 1915, had never 
been executed. 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 


Page 1, line 8, strike out the word “relieved” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “released.” 


i The commitee amendment was agreed 
0. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 


in the Recorp by inserting therein an 
editorial. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made today with respect 
to the bills H. R. 4635 and H. R. 6601, 
and in each case to include in my re- 
marks portions of the reports on the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will call the first bill on the Private 
Calendar. 

FRANK BURGESS BRUCE 


The Clerk called the first bill on the 
Private Calendar, H. R. 1322, for the 
relief of Frank Burgess Bruce. 


Is there 


Without 


o 
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There being no objection, the Clerk read 
the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator 
of Veterans’ Affairs be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Frank Burgess 
Bruce, of Savannah, Ga., the father of Ash- 
mead Ferguson Bruce, late a private, first 
class, in Battery F, Sixty-first Regiment 
United States Coast Artillery Corps, dis- 
charged March 1, 1919, all such installments 
of money remaining unpaid on war-risk in- 
surance certificate No. T-1016361. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


GEORGE 8. GEER 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1075, 
for the relief of George S. Geer. 


There being no objection, the Clerk read 
the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
George S. Geer, formerly a corporal, Company 
M, Forty-sixth Regiment United States Vol- 
unteer Infantry, 2 months’ extra pay, in full 
satisfaction of his claim for benefits under 
the provisions of the act entitled “An act 
granting extra pay to officers and enlisted 
men of the United States Volunteers,” ap- 
proved January 12, 1899, as amended, such 
claim having been disallowed because said 
George S. Geer was discharged prior to the 
date of the general order authorizing the 
muster out of volunteers serving in the 
Philippine Islands. 


The bili was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table, 


MIKE CHETKOVICH 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1667, 
for the relief of Mike Chetkovich. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Mike 
Chetkovich the sum of $10,000. Such sum 
was the face amount of a certificate of war- 
risk insurance (No. T-3229247) issued to 
the said Mike Chetkovich following his 
induction into the military service on July 2, 
1918. Such insurance was in effect when 
he became totally and permanently disabled 
as the result of an operation performed on 
or about August 12, 1918, at the Army base 
hospital at Camp Lewis, Wash.: Provided, 
That no part of the amount appropriated in 
this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall 
be paid or delivered to or received by any 
agent or attorney on account of services ren- 
dered in connection with this claim, and the 
same shall be unlawful, any contract to the 
contrary notwithstanding. Any person vio- 
lating the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon 
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum 
not exceeding $1,000. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

MRS. GABRIELA REDONDO AYSON 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
6350, for the relief of Mrs, Gabriela Re- 
dondo Ayson. 
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There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the adminis- 
tration of the immigration laws of the 
United States, relating to the issuance of 
immigration visas for admission to the 
Unted States and relating to admissions at 
ports of entry of aliens as immigrants, for 
permanent residence in the United States, 
the provision of section 13 (c) (title 8, sec. 
213 (c), U.S.C.A.) of the Immigration Act 
of May 26, 1924, which excludes persons of 
races ineligible to citizenship, shall not here- 
after be held to apply to Mrs. Gabriela Re- 
dondo Ayson, who is the wife of Benjamin 
A. Ayson, a legal resident of the United 
States, and the mother of three United 
States citizens; and the said Mrs. Gabriela 
Redondo Ayson shall be admitted to the 
United States if she is found to be other- 
wise admissible under the immigration laws. 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

“That in the administration of the immi- 
gration and naturalization laws, Mrs. Ga- 
briela Redondo Ayson, the wife of Benjamin 
E. Ayson, a legal resident of the United 
States and the mother of three citizens of 
the United States, may be admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence if she 
is found to be admissible under the immi- 
gration laws other than those relating to in- 
admissibility because of racial ineligibility.” 


The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


MARIE ENGERT 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
2914, for the relief of Marie Engert. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enactea, etc., That in the administra- 
tion of the immigration and naturalization 
laws the Attorney General be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and directed to record the 
lawful admission for permanent residence of 
Marie Engert as of January 6, 1939, the date 
on which she entered the United States, if 
she is found to be otherwise admissible under 
the provisions of the immigration laws, other 
than those relating to quotas. Upon the 
enactment of this act, the Secretary of State 
shall instruct the proper quota-control officer 
to deduct one number from the quota of the 
eppropriate nation when such quota number 
becomes available. 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 


Page 1, line 6, strike out the word “Janu- 
ary” and insert the word “July.” 


The committee amendment was agreed 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


MRS, CHING SHEE (CHING TOY WUN) 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
6370, for the relief of Mrs. Ching Shee 
(Ching Toy Wun). 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administra- 
tion of the immigration and naturalization 
laws the Attorney General be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and directed to record the 
lawful admission into the United States for 
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permanent residence of Mrs. Ching Shee 
(Ching Toy Wun) as of December 24, 1939, 
the date on which she entered the United 
States, provided she is otherwise admissible 
under the immigration laws other than those 
relating to inadmissibility because of racial 
ineligibility. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


JOSEPH ARREAS 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 708, 
for the relief of Joseph Arreas., 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. GORE, Mr. HANCOCK, and Mr. 
GRANT of Indiana objected, and the bill, 
under the rule, was recommitted to the 
Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization, 


MRS. GEORGE JOSEPH POULIN 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
2119, to admit Mrs. George Joseph Poulin 
permanently to the United States. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That notwithstanding 
the provisions of the immigration laws, the 
Secretary of Labor is authorized and directed 
to admit to the United States for permanent 
residence Mrs. George Joseph Poulin, the 
Filipino wife of an American citizen. 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

“That in the administration of the immi- 
gration laws the Attorney General is author- 
ized to admit for permanent residence Mrs. 
George Joseph Poulin, the Filipino wife of an 
American citizen, provided she is found to be 
admissible under the provisions of the immi- 
gration laws other than those relating to 
immigration visas and  inadmissibility 
because of race.” 


The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


FAIRBANKS, MORSE & CO. 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 272, 
for the relief of Fairbanks, Morse & Co. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. GORE and Mr. McINTYRE ob- 
jected, and the bill, under the rule, was 
recommitted to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

R. S. HOWARD CO. 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 273, 
for the relief of the R. S. Howard Co. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. McINTYRE, Mr. GORE, and Mr. 
SCHULTE objected, and the bill, under 
the rule, was recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

WM, WRIGLEY, JR., CO. 

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 274, 
for the relief of the William Wrigley, Jr., 
Co, 


Mr. GORE and Mr. McINTYRE ob- 
jected, and, under the rule, the bill was 
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recommitted to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
GEORGE O. HANFORD 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
2973, for the relief of George O. Hanford, 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That George O, Han- 
ford, of Bennington, Vt., be and he is hereby, 
relieved of all liability to refund to the 
United States the sum of $277.20. Such sum 
represents the amount of pay received by 
him from the United States for National 
Guard drills attended at the armory in Ben- 
nington, Vt., from November 1, 1938, to Janu- 
ary 2, 1940, both dates inclusive, during which 
period he held that rank of master sergeant 
and performed the duties of regimental ser- 
geant major of the One Hundred and 
Seventy-second Regiment Infantry, Vermont 
National Guard. Inthe settlement of ac- 
counts of any disbursing officer of the United 
States, full credit shall be given for all 
armory-drill payments made to the said 
George O. Hanford during such period. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


STANLEY McMAHAN 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
897, for the relief of Stanley McMahan. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administra- 
tion of any laws conferring rights, privileges, 
and benefits upon honorably discharged sol- 
diers, Stanley McMahan shall hereafter be 
held and considered to have been honorably 
discharged from his first and second enlist- 
ments in the United States Army: Provided, 
That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allow- 
ance shall be held to have accrued prior to 
the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table, 


HYRAM COLWELL 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 
2970, for the relief of Hyram Colwell. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of 
of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to correct the military record of 
Hyram Colwell, Bear Creek, Wis., formerly 
private, Troop M, Twelfth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, who was honorably dis- 
charged with character recorded as ex- 
cellent, so that such record will show that 
the said Hyram Colwell was honorably dis- 
charged from the United States Army on Oc- 
tober 8, 1906, by reason of physical disability 
resulting from gunshot wound received in 
line of duty. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


LEMUEL T. ROOT, JR. 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 925, 
for the relief of Lemuel T. Root, Jr. 

There being no Objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of 
Lemuel T. Root, Jr., of Hoquiam, Wash., is 
hereby transferred to the United States Court 
of Claims for any relief that he may be able 
to prove to be due him, 
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With the following committee amend- 
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert. the following: 

“That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon 
the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and 
render judgment upon the claim of Lemuel T. 
Root, Jr., of Hoquiam, Wash., for damages 
arising out of the patenting to another per- 
son of lands in Pacific County, Wash., which 
had been selected or entered by said Lemuel 
T. Root, Jr., under the homestead laws, and 
for damages arising out of the subsequent 
cutting of timber from such lands, 

“Sec. 2. Suit upon such claim may be in- 
stituted at any time within 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this act, notwithstand- 
ing the lapse of time or any statute of limi- 
tations. Proceedings for any judgment 
thereon shall be in the same manner as in 
the case of claims over which said court has 
jurisdiction under section 145 of the Judi- 
cial Code, as amended.” 


s The committee amendment was agreed 
0. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein a newspaper report on the pro- 
posal of the Henry Kaiser Corporation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. SHEPPARD]? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr, KLEIN asked and was given per- 
mission to extend his own remarks in the 
RECORD.) 


WOMEN’S AUXILIARY RESERVE IN THE 
NAVY 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I call up the conference report on the bill 
(H. R. 6807) to establish a Women’s Aux- 
iliary Reserve in the Navy, and for other 
purposes, and ask unanimous consent that 
the statement of the managers on the 
part of the House be read in lieu of the 
report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Vinson]? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement of the 
managers on the part of the House. 

The conference report and statement 
are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6807) to establish a Women’s Auxillary Re- 
serve in the Navy, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate. 

CARL VINSON, 

Patrick H. Drewry, 

James W. Morr, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

MILLARD E. TYDINGS, 

Ricuarp B. RUSSELL, 

James J. Davis, 

Hmam W. JOHNSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
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STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6807) to establish 
a Women's Auxiliary Reserve in the Navy, and 
for other purposes, submit the following 
statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report as to each of 
such amendments, namely: 

The bill as it passed the House establishes 
a Women’s Auxiliary Reserve as a part of the 
Naval Reserve, and provides that this branch 
of the Reserve shall be administered in ac- 
cordance with the provisions contained in the 
Naval Reserve Act of 1938. Detailed instruc- 
tions for its administration were to be gov- 
erned by regulations approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. 

The Senate amendment strikes out all after 
the enacting clause and writes into the text 
of the bill the regulations which the Navy 
Department contemplated issuing. The Sen- 
ate amendment provides that members of the 
Women's Reserve shall be restricted to the 
performance of shore duty within the conti- 
nental United States only, and shall not be 
assigned to duty on board vessels of the Navy 
or in combat aircraft; that they shall not be 
used to replace civil-service personnel em- 
ployed in naval establishments; that the 
military authority of women commissioned 
as officers may be exercised over women of the 
Reserve only, and that there shall not be 
more than 1 officer in the grade of lieutenant 
commander nor more than 35 in the grade of 
lieutenant. The Senate amendment also pro- 
vides that if any member of the Women’s 
Reserve suffers disability or death from dis- 
ease or injury received in line of duty, she 
or her beneficiaries shall be entitled to the 
benefits prescribed by law for civil employees 
of the United States who are physically in- 
jured or who die as a result thereof, instead 
of being entitled to retirement and other 
benefits provided by law for men in the armed 
forces of the Nation. 

The Senate amendment to the title of the 
bill merely sets forth in more detail the pur- 
poses of the bill. 

Cart VINSON, 

P. H. Drewry, 

James W. Mort, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
if you will bear with me patiently for a 
few minutes I will endeavor to explain 
this conference report so that you can 
thoroughly understand all phases of the 
proposed legislation. 

Some months ago there was introduced 
in the House and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs a bill to establish 
a Women’s Naval Auxiliary. That bill 
was originally introduced by our distin- 
guished colleague, the ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Maas], who at this time is serv- 
ing out in the Pacific as a colonel in the 
Marine Corps Reserve. The bill was 
unanimously passed by the House and 
went to the Senate. The Senate struck 
out all after the enacting clause and wrote 
a new bill practically putting into the law 
the rules and regulations that the Navy 
Department contemplated establishing 
when the bill passed the House. Let me 
explain to you briefly just exactly what 
this bill does. 

It establishes in the Navy an organiza- 
tion known as a Women’s Auxiliary. 1 
want you to listen to this because this is 
just as important a bill in connection 
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with the prosecution of the war as any 
bill that the Committee on Naval Affairs 
has ever submitted to the House. The 
purpose of the bill is to expedite the 
war effort by releasing officers and men 
on shore duty for sea duty and their 
replacement by women in the Naval 
Reserve. 

The rapid expansion of the Navy has 
caused a serious shortage in enlisted and 
petty officers. In that connection, I may 
say that the enlisted branch of the Navy 
has expanded to more than 550,000 sea- 
men, all volunteers, since we got into 
the war. There has not been sufficient 
time to train additional petty officers, 
even though the program has been 
greatly accelerated. 

Let me impress this one fact upon you, 
By employing women on shore, the short- 
age of petty officers and of experienced 
officers in the lower grades can be re- 
lieved. That is the military necessity 
and the military value of establishing 
this organization. It is to relieve officers 
and enlisted men and warrant officers 
and chief warrant officers from shore 
duty, letting them go to sea, while the 
women that we will bring in will take 
their places. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to 
the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. NICHOLS. What provision does 
the bill make for the benefits the women 
will receive after the war is over and 
after their discharge for disabilities they 
may receive in the service? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I was going 
to come to that, but I shall state it now. 
It places them in a category different 
from other reserves in the Navy. They 
do not receive the same gratuities for 
death or disability that a regular Reserve 
receives. They get what is known as 
workmen’s compensation. 

Mr. NICHOLS, The same as was done 
in connection with the Women’s Auxil- 
jary of the Army? 

Mr, VINSON. I do not remember 
everything about the Army bill, but this 
bill carries the following language: 

The benefits provided by section 4 of the 
act approved August 27, 1940 (Public, No. 
775, 76th Cong.), and by the act approved 
March 17, 1941 (Public, No. 16, 77th Cong.), 
shall not be applicable to members of 
the Women’s Reserve who suffer disability 
or death in line of duty from disease or in- 
jury while employed on active duty: Pro- 
vided, That if any member of the Women’s 
Reserve suffers disability or death from dis- 
ease or injury incurred in line of duty while 
employed on active duty, she or her bene- 
ficiaries shall be entitled to all the benefits 
prescribed by law for civil employees of the 
United States who are physically injured or 
who die as a result thereof. 


Mr. NICHOLS. Of course, I am going 
to support the bill, and it will pass, but 
I wish to make this one observation: We 
made this same mistake when we passed 
the Women’s Auxiliary bill. As far as I 
am concerned, I cannot possibly see why 
we should make a distinction between 
the benefits that will flow to the women 
who are serving in the armed forces, and 
those of the men. I think that sooner or 
later the gentleman, as chairman of this 
committee, will have to reconsider that 
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portion of this bill. I am convinced that 
this Congress before this war is over, as 
regards both the Army and the Navy, 
will have to provide benefits for the 
women so disabled equal to the benefits 
available to the disabled men. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia.. There is a 
great deal in what the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma has to say, but 
for the time being the Navy Department, 
in view of the particularly limited service 
the women will be doing, believes that 
the gratuities and benefits of civil-sery- 
ice employees are as far as it should go 
right now. Of course, the women can 
take out the insurance and all the other 
benefits that any member of the regular 
Reserve has the right to have today, 

Mr. O’HARA. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. O'HARA. Will the distinguished 
chairman of the committee advise us as 
to what the compensation of these 
women will be? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let me fin- 
ish my statement and I believe I can 
answer every question. I will cover that 
point. 

Let me impress this one fact upon you. 
The fundamental reason why the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs is presenting this 
bill is to enable these officers and en- 
listed men whom the Navy needs today 
on ships to get out of these noncombat- 
ant billets and go to sea, with the women 
of this country taking their places. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to 
the gentlemen from Kentucky. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman tell the House why these ad- 
ditional helpers cannot be obtained 
through the civil service? 

Mr. VINSON of Georiga. This bill 
does not conflict with any civil-service 
job. The particular type of work these 
women will do is of a military nature, 
and, therefore, there must be some mili- 
tary control over them. That is the 
reason why they should not be civil- 
service employees. Why should this 
Government have civil-service employ- 
ees performing responsible duties of a 
military character, such as decoding 
messages and performing other services 
that these military people have been do- 
ing, and which must be under military 
control? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I know 
the distinguished chairman realizes that 
civil-service employees are making our 
bomb sights, guns, and technical instru- 
ments, 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; that is 
true, but you have to have somebody that 
is under the military doing a certain 
phase of the work. Therefore, these 
petty officers and junior officers must be 
in the military service of the country, for 
the sake of discipline. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 
Navy Department tells me there are cer- 
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tain specialties, and they want to take 
in persons qualified in those specialties. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Naturally, I am for 
the bill because I believe a necessity 
exists for such legislation, but let me 
make this observation. The gentleman 
speaks about benefits in the case of dis- 
ability for these women coming from 
workmen’s compensation. To me, as 
one who is interested in veterans’ affairs, 
this new procedure appears to be a fore- 
runner of what eventually may mean the 
abolishment of the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration, thusly putting the veterans of 
all our wars, campaigns, and expeditions 
from the standpoint of disability bene- 
fits under workmen’s compensation. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I do not be- 
lieve the House will go along with that 
line of future legislation. 

This is very important. I particularly 
invite this to the attention of my dis- 
tinguished friend from Kentucky, who 
is the only member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs who finds opposition to this 
bill. A survey of billets on shore now 
filled by officers and enlisted personnel 
indicates that 882 officers and 8,848 en- 
listed men. can be immediately made 
available for duty at sea. This number 
includes release of 242 junior officers and 
986 enlisted men on duty down here in 
the Navy Department. Does the com- 
mittee understand this? There are 8,848 
enlisted men today in the Bureau and 
over the country, and 887 officers, who 
can be sent to sea, with their jobs being 
filled by the women of this country. 

This House might just as well make up 
its mind and understand now that the 
women of America can and are willing to 
play a larger role in the prosecution of 
this war than they have been permitted 
to play in the past. Over. 12,000,000 wom- 
en today are working in war industries. 
Go down to the navy yard here and you 
will see shift after shift of women toiling 
there. In every industry in America they 
can perform a duty, and the Government 
should ‘welcome their labor and provide 
an opportunity for them to contribute 
their part. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Myr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia.. I yield. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Theim- 
portant part of this bill is that these 
8,000 men now serving in these shore 
billets are all trained for sea service. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is cor- 
rect.. If all of them are not trained for 
sea service, these bureau-fighting boys 
who have been given desk jobs, will be 
given an opportunity to see if they can 
qualify for sea duty. If they can, they 
will be ordered to sea duty, and if they 
cannot qualify for sea duty, then they 
will be disenrolled or put some place 
where they can perform their full duty. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to the 
gentlewoman from Illinois. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Will these 
women who are to be enlisted under this 
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bill be put into positions where they will 
encounter equal danger with the men in 
the service? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I was com- 
ing to that in just a moment, but I will 
say now that they will not be. 

Mr, SUTPHIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to the 
gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. SUTPHIN. There are many thou- 
sands of men in the culinary department 
of the present shore establishments at 
the present time. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is right. 

Mr. SUTPHIN. And they will be re- 
placed by some of these women. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is right. 

Under the provisions of the bill there 
will be one woman with the rank of lieu- 
tenant commander, and I want to say 
that tentatively they have probably se- 
lected one of the most outstanding edu- 
cators in America, the head of a great 
university, who will probably be the lieu- 
tenant commander. 

Understand, there will be but one lieu- 
tenant commander and not more than 35 
will have the rank of lieutenant. Of the 
total number of officers not more than 
35 percent may have the rank of lieu- 
tenant, junior grade. Thus, it can be seen 
that of the estimated number of 1,000 
women officers, there will be 1 lieutenant 
commander, not more than 35 lieuten- 
ants, not more than 350 lieutenants, jun- 
ior grade, and the remaining 614 will be 
ensigns. 

There will be 1,000 officers in this 
group. How are they obtained? They 
are obtained in identically the same 
manner that you obtain the officers from 
the men of this country. The officer 
must be a citizen of the United States, 
must have a degree from an accredited 
university or college, with professional 
They must be 
between 20 and 50 years of age. 

The enlisted personnel must be not less 
than 20 years of age and every enlistee 
must be a graduate of a high school. 

The disability or death benefit as now 
prescribed by law for civil-service em- 
ployees. is applicable to the women of 
the reserve. 

The members of the Women’s Reserve 
shall not be used to replace civil-service 
employees. It is not to be in competition 
with civil-service employees and it is not 
for the purpose of augmenting the naval 
service. It is simply for the purpose of 
filling billets now being held by people 
in the Navy. 

Officers and enlisted personnel will be 
trained for the following duties: 

Communications: Perform various com- 
munication duties including coding, crypt- 
analysis, and operation of communication 
service. 

Administration: Perform various adminis- 
trative duties including those of a confiden- 
tial nature. 

Technical duties: Various technical duties, 
including laboratory and other technicians, 
research, and analytical duties. 


This is the type of work these women 
are to do and they cannot be sent out- 
side the continental limits of the United 
States and cannot have military author- 
ity over anyone except members of their 
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own organization. So it cannot be said 
that here is to be a bunch of women 
who are going to be issuing orders to 
seamen in other branches of the Navy. 
This cannot take place. They can only 
boss the women who are under them. 

Mr. Speaker, this statement covers 
everything there is in this bill. I con- 
sider it a very important measure. The 
reason I am asking you to support this 
bill is because I want these men who are 
able to do sea duty to go to sea and I 
want the women.of this country to step 
in and fill their billets. 

The bill is highly important because 
you are tying up here in the city of Wash- 
ington, as well as all over the country, 
men in jobs who should be replaced by 
‘women in order that these men may fight 
the battles of their country. 

Mr. OHARA. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes, 

Mr. OHARA. I think the gentleman 
overlooked my question which I asked in 
respect to the compensation. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The compen- 
sation is identically the same compensa- 
tion that the rank carries in the Navy. A 
lieutenant will get the base pay of $2,400 
a year, according to the pay bill. The 
pay of the warrant officers is fixed. They 
get identically the same pay. 

Mr. OHARA. Does not the gentleman 
feel that if these women are being taken 
in to relieve the men who are in the 
service, who are drawing the benefits of 
disability and death benefits, that the 
women in the event of death or disability 
should be accorded the same privilege? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is the 
question raised by the gentleman from 
Oklahoma, and I am frank to admit that 
there is a great deal of argument in fa- 
vor of it, because in every other respect, 
so far as court martial is concerned, so 
far as discipline is concerned, and pay, 
they get identically the same as the en- 
listed man. Why they did not give them 
the same benefits as the enlisted man, I 
cannot answer, and I am frank to say 
that as the gentleman from Oklahoma 
suggested, after we get along with this, 
we will probably put them on all fours 
and equality with the enlisted man. 

Mr. O'HARA. And the gentleman 
himself feels that that should be done? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The original 
bill calls for it. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. And 
is it not a case of faking what we can get 
at the present time, and adjusting the 
matter a little later? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. There is a 
great deal to that, and at the same time 
after we have mulled over this matter 
and studied it further, if we think these 
benefits should accrue to them, after we 
get these 10,000 women, I would not. be 
surprised to see those benefits accorded 
to them. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, And 
when we see the fine work that they are 
doing. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Will the gentleman 
tell the House whether married women 
are eligible? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. There is 
nothing in the law that prohibits a mar- 
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ried woman from taking part, but the 
Navy Department has reached the deci- 
sion that the officers’ wives will not be 
put into this service. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Can the gentleman 
tell us the reason for that? Why should 
not the wives, when their husbands are 
at sea, be eligible to enter this force? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I asked the 
admiral whether they were going to take 
officers’ wives and he said, “No; we are 
not going to take officers’ wives.” As to 
the reason that prompted that answer I 
could not say; but there is a place that 
the wife of the officer can serve, and they 
are serving there, and that is in the vol- 
untary group of naval activities. 

Mrs. BOLTON. And that will be con- 
tinued? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; this vol- 
untary group is doing outstanding work 
throughout the country. These women 
are giving their time to certain efforts in 
reference to the Navy desirable around 
the shipyards and shore establishments. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Does the Navy plan 
to organize a specialist corps similar to 
that of the Army? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. There is al- 
ready in one sense a specialist corps, but 
as to whether or not they will send out 
the same type of information that the 
Army is sending out I am unable to say. 
We are enlisting through the procure- 
ment offices in every naval district a spe- 
cialist group, to determine whether or 
not this or that person who makes ap- 
plication has qualifications to fill certain 
billets and as to whether or not they call 
them a specialist corps in the same sense 
that the Army does, I would not want to 
say. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. This is not a new 
idea with the Navy. Is it not true that 
during the last war the Navy success- 
fully enlisted yeomanettes? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. And they served 
with great honor. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. This is a 
very important thing. Women can do 
a great deal. They are glad to do it. 
Because of the mere fact that they hap- 
pen to be women, I hope no Member will 
think they cannot do just as much within 
their sphere of activity as men can; be- 
cause they can do it. They can render 
service in decoding messages. They can 
listen to the radio. As a matter of fact, 
it is being done in England today. Thou- 
sands and thousands of women are work- 
ing in the armed forces directly under 
military authority. They can do it in 
this country. Women can, and they are 
willing to and will gladly perform a mag- 
nificent role in the prosecution of this 
war. I am glad to see such a spirit 
throughout the country as women willing 
to do their part. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my distin- 
guished colleague the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Vincent] 10 minutes. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield to no man when it comes 
to the placing of womanhood upon a 
high pedestal. That is the main reason 
why I have taken the floor in opposition 
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to this bill. Iam defending them against 
a measure that I am sure will embarrass 
them. 

This House could not do a more effec- 
tive thing to embarrass and cheapen the 
womanhood of this Nation than to pass 
this bill today. The nurses who go into 
the danger zone, the nurses who came 
from Bataan and from Corregidor, if 
you please, will not be delighted or in- 
spired when they meet one of thesc sail- 
orettes dressed up in $200 worth of uni- 
form, with bars on her shoulders, parad- 
ing in the uniform of the Navy, safe from 
all danger.. It is the most ridiculous sit- 
uation I have ever heard of. Why, of 
course, the women of America are pa- 
triotic. You have 70,000,000 of them. Do 
you want to embarrass all of the women 
of America by picking out a few who 
want to be glamorous, a few who want 
to be in the spotlight? 

Mr. Speaker, it was my privilege to ap- 
point to Annapolis the only son of a 
great mother in my district. He went 
over there, and was chosen captain of 
his rowing crew. When the King and 
Queen of England came here he was 
chosen to officially represent the acad- 
emy. Upon graduation he led his class 
in every subject and was the honor stu- 
dent last year—1941. He was killed at 
Pearl Harbor on the battleship Okla- 
homa, standing at his gun, firing at the 
enemy. Will you say today that that 
mother has not had her part in this war? 
The people had a memorial service in 
her home town, and she stood there be- 
fore that great audience without a tear, 
but her heart was aching and her face 
was pale. How will she feel when she 
gces down the street and meets some 
20-year-old girl wearing the uniform of 
the Navy, with bars on her shoulders? 
Will you say that she has had no part 
in this war? She gave all she had. 

Mr, WALTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I cannot 
yield. 


Now, you reflect upon the Navy when 
you say that you have men here who 
ought to be in the service. Why, you 
have all the civil-service employees you 
want. The girl who writes the orders for 
the commanding general is a civil-service 
employee. The girls who work for Cor- 
dell Hull and for Admiral King are civil- 
service employees. Down here in the 
navy yard, where you make these tech- 
nical instruments, where you get into the 
most technical part of it, the employees 
are under civil service. And you come 
here today and you cast reflection upon 
the men and say, “No; we want some- 
body who will be under our control and 
our command.” You reflect on all Fed- 
eral employees. 


I have introduced today a bill to pro- 
vide a veterans’ corps, to give considera- 
tion to 3,000,000 veterans of this country 
who have been denied a part in this war, 
They. are the backbone of this country. 
They build the morale that is upholding 
the home front. Many of them are 
specialists. They have had experience in 
war. I have a letter from one of them. 
He is a radio mechanic. If a radio should 
get out of condition, he could repair it, 
The men who went out and faced sub- 
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marines back in 1917 and 1918 would be 
better able to understand a map, recon- 
naissance, or warning signals, than some 
girl who did not know which side of the 
ship was starboard. She would be like 
I was. I thought it was the top deck 
because it was nearest the stars. 

You say 12,000,000 girls work in defense 
plants. I take my hat off tothem. They 
do not wear any uniform. They do not 
have any insignia on their shoulders. 
Why do you want to set up an organiza- 
tion to go into competition with them 
and detract from them? They are 
patriotic and serving their country with- 
out rank or insignia. 

Here is the bill. You give them $200 
each to buy a uniform. Whoever drew 
this bill was smart. They knew that no 
man could plan and equip or make a uni- 
form for these girls that would please 
them, so they give them $200 to buy their 
uniforms. Then what do you do with 
them? You make them lieutenant com- 
manders at $3,000 a year and allowances, 
and the allowances would run it up to 
probably $3,600 or $4,000. The next grade 
is lieutenant, $2,500 a year and allow- 
ances. Girls from your district and my 
district who come here to Washington to 
work begin at $1,440, but you pick up 
these girls without any special training 
and put them in at $2,500 and allow- 
ances. A lieutenant’s allowance includes 
her room and her board and all the 
things that go along with it. Then you 
have ensigns, and you finally drop down 
to $1,800 and allowances. That is the 
lowest pay I could find out from the wit- 
nesses who came before our committee. 

May I say, since it was stated in the 
paper that I was opposed to this bill, I 
have had numerous calls from naval offi- 
cers, I have not found one yet who has 
not said, “For God’s sake, fight that on 
the floor. Do not humiliate the Navy 
by dressing these girls up in the uniform 
of the Navy and putting bars on their 
shoulders and permitting them to swash- 
buckle around and pretend that they 
have done something in the war.” 

The gentleman says he wants to get rid 
of some of these sit-down jobs. Why, 
you are creating 10,000 more sit-down 
jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, there is only one way to 
win a war that I know of and that is not 
by innovations, that is not by something 
new, that is not by putting ribbons, and 
as one fellow wrote me, doodads on these 
girls and then make them a part of the 
Navy. Somebody has got to go into the 
front lines and fight; somebody has got 
to go in there and bare his breast to the 
enemy. He is the only person who should 
be permitted to wear insignia on his 
shoulders or put a uniform on his back. 
Read your papers. I do not have to tell 
you we are losing the war. Look at the 
headlines. And what do we do? We plan 
innovations, we put WAAC’s in the Army 
and “sailorettes” in the Navy. Why do 
we not start a second front? Because 
we have something else to do, we are too 
busy on something not in the fighting 
line. That is the reason I am opposed 
to this measure. It is a reflection upon 
the civil service, it is a reflection upon 
the Navy. Our men need to strip for ac- 
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tion and get ready to join our brave allies 
in their death grapple. 

Our distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs made a mis- 
take; I do not think it was intentional. 
He said there were 8,000, but that is not 
right; it is 800. That is what he said 
when he had the last meeting, 800. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I yield. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. There are 
800 officers. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Yes; 800. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. One minute; 
if the gentleman will yield further, I will 
state that these figures were submitted 
to me yesterday by the War Department. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Yes; that 
is a fine job, to build up your case after 
you close the hearings. 

The gentleman said some of these 
women were to be used in the culinary 
services. He is going to put some of them 
in the kitchen as cooks. Why, bless you, 
Do you not know they are not going to 
spend $200 to dress up a girl and then put 
her in the kitchen? You must know when 
a girl gets dressed up she wants to get 
away from the kitchen. Why, you would 
start a war. You will not do that. That 
a ridiculous. We all know better than 

at. 

Now, I am reading about the WAAC’s. 
Here they are, Listen! They start these 
WAAC’s out as privates and they get $21 
a month for 4 months; then they will get 
up to $30. In the noncommissioned offi- 
cer’s class the junior leaders get $54 and 
the group leaders get $60, and the first 
leaders get $72 a month. I will say to 
my good friend who introduced the bill 
that the chairman of this committee has 
ruined your army corps, has ruined your 
WAAC's. Why, the lowest one in this 
bill gets $1,800, and the highest in the 
other bill gets only $72 per month. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I yield. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. The 
$1,800 applies only to officers. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Oh, no. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Oh, 
yes; it applies only to officers. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. That 
was the testimony before our commit- 
tee. Now listen to this item here: They 
are going to take a lot of time to doll up. 
The first thing they had to do out in 
Iowa was to go out and get 50 beauty- 
parlor operators, to bring them in to 
beautify the girls, They had to have 
them there. Now then listen as I read 
how many different things are going on 
and how ridiculous they are. There are 
so Many complications that are going to 
be embarrassing. Mrs. Hobby says: 

The traditional military line will be drawn 
between officers and enlisted men as far as 
“dating” service men is concerned. WAAC 
officers are to see only officers so- 
cially, and auxiliaries only enlisted men. 


Now, suppose one of these girls sees 
some boy down here who has sunk a sub- 
marine, hit an airplane, or something, 
and she falls for him; she cannot do that, 
she would be court-martialed; she can- 
not associate with him; she has to asso- 
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ciate only with officers, and privates only 
with privates. Now I submit this is ridic- 
ulous. In this great hour of crisis we 
ought not to do things that will bring 
up all kinds of embarrassing situations 
like this. Our Navy men do not want it. 
I have had hundreds of letters from 
women, and they do not want it. Nine- 
ty-five percent of the women of this 
country .do not want this thing. They 
know it will not render any worthwhile 
service to the country. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I yield. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachuetts. One 
of the finest women I have even seen, a 
woman who comes from the gentleman’s 
district, was in my office the other day. 
She was very anxious to have this bill 
passed, and those in the Navy Depart- 
ment who have charge of this matter 
asked me to help in the passage of this 
bill. I think the House perhaps would 
like to know all that transpired. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, there was a fine young lady who 
had been reared in my district, but she 
moved to Richmond, Va. Why she would 
leave Kentucky and go to Richmond, Va., 
as she did, I do not know. She came to 
my office and appealed to me. Since the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts has 
brought it up, she said: “My father called 
me and said that my sister in New York, 
who is a colonel’s wife, had everything 
lined up to get into the WAAC’s.” In 
other words, she knew all the society 
leaders, and she thought she had the 
ropes greased to get in, but she slipped 
up and did not get on the list. Her 
father told her to come to see me. Isaid 
to her: “I did not vote for that bill, but 
Mrs. Rocers did vote for it; it is her bill; 
it is her baby; and she ought to nurse 
her own baby.” So I called the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts [Mrs. Roc- 
ERS], and she was kind enough to See this 
young lady. She agreed with me she 
was a very attractive young woman, 
There is no doubt about that. We have 
lots of them in Kentucky, and 95 percent 
of them are with me in the position I am 
taking here. Anyway, the gentlewoman 
from Massachusetts [Mrs. ROGERS] Te- 
ported that this young lady in New York 
could not get into the WAAC’s, be- 
cause that list had already been filled, 
but she promised to put her in as a sail- 
orette if the bill passed. Of course, you 
know what that means. That means I 
should not make the fight I am making 
here today, or at least I took it that way. 
That answers that, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us not do a futile 
thing. Let us not come in here and do 
something in this war that we have never 
done before. Let us not embarrass the 
Navy. They do not want this. They are 
praying that you will kill this today. Let 
us not embarrass the war nurses, the Red 
Cross workers, and all the civil-service 
employees and all good women who are 
in this war effort, even the war workers 
in the defense plants. They do not wear 
the uniform or insignia. Let us not em- 
barrass them. Let us hold up our heads 
today and not do a futile thing. That is 
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the only reason I am here today, be- 
cause certain people want it. Let us have 
enough courage to back up our judgment 
and not become the laughingstock of the 
world. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I move the previous question on the 
adoption of the conference report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GILCHRIST, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GILCHRIST]? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Giucurist addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


ADDITIONAL PAY FOR PERSONNEL OF 
UNITED STATES NAVY ASSIGNED TO 
SUBMARINE AND DIVING DUTY 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the bill (H. R. 7140) 
to amend the act entitled “An act to 
provide additional pay for personnel of 
the United States Navy assigned to duty 
on submarines and to diving duty,” to 
include additional pay for diving in 
depths of less than 90 feet under certain 
conditions, and for other purposes, which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Vinson]? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman explain the bill? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
under the reservation of the distinguished 
ininority leader, may I state to the House 
that this bill was introduced by our col- 
league the gentleman from New York 
(Mr, Cote]. The Navy Department has 
recommended that the bill be enacted 
into law. The purpose of it is to give to 
enlisted men and officers who are detailed 
to submarine duty the same pay that is 
now enjoyed by officers and men under 
flight orders in the air service. 

Under the law today, they get a 25- 
percent increase in their base pay on 
account of being assigned to submarine 
duty. We propose to increase it an 
additional 25 percent, making a total of 
50 percent of their base pay for sub- 
marine duty. 

Mr. Speaker, may I say to the House 
that this is permanent legislation and 
it should be permanent. The record 
shows that for periods extending over 
60 days enlisted men and officers in the 
submarine service never see the sunlight. 
That is the testimony before our com- 
mittee. ‘They are scattered all over the 
oceans, These men are performing the 
most hazardous duty in the whole naval 
service and we think it is no more than 
fair and right that they be given an in- 
creased. compensation commensurate 
with that of the men in the aviation 
service. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Aviation has become standardized. 
There is not as much hazard today in 
aviation as there is in submarine activity. 
That is the reason the Navy Department 
has recommended this bill, and I hope, 
Mr. Speaker, that the House will unani- 
mously pass the bill giving this increased 
compensation to these boys serving out 
in the Pacific, in the Atlantic, and in 
other oceans for at least 60 days at a 
time without seeing the sunlight before 
coming back to shore. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Vinson]? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled 
“An act to provide additional pay for per- 
sonnel of the United States Navy assigned 
to duty on submarines and to diving duty,” 
approved April 9, 1928 (45 Stat. 412), as 
amended (49 Stat. 1091; 34 U. S. C. 886), be, 
and the same is hereby, further amended, to 
read as follows: 

“All officers and enlisted men of the Navy 
on duty on board a submarine of the Navy, 
including submarines under construction for 
the Navy from the time builders’ trials com- 
mence shall, while so serving, receive 50 per- 
cent additional of the pay for their rank or 
rating and service as now or hereafter pro- 
vided by law; all officers of the Navy on duty 
at submarine escape training tanks, the Navy 
Deep Sea Diving School, or the Naval Experi- 
mental Diving Unit shall, while so serving, 
receive 25 percent additional of the pay for 
their rank and service as now or hereafter 
provided by law; and an enlisted man of the 
Navy assigned to the duty of diving shall re- 
ceive additional pay, under such regulations 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Navy, at the rate of not less than 85 per 
month and not exceeding $30 per month, in 
addition to the pay and allowances of his 
rating and service: Provided, That officers 
and enlisted men employed as divers in actual 
salvage or repair operations in depths of over 
90 feet, or in depths of less than 90 feet when 
the officer in charge of the salvage or repair 
operation shall find in accordance with in- 
structions prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Navy that extraordinary, hazardous condi- 
tions exist, shall, in addition to the foregoing, 
receive the sum of $5 per hour for each hour 
or fraction thereof so employed.” 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out “Stat. 412), as 
amended (49 Stat. 1091; 34 U. S. C. 886)” and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “Stat. 
412), as amended by the act approved Janu- 
ary 16, 1936 (49 Stat. 1091; 34 U. S. C. 886), 
and the act approved June 27, 1942 (Public 
Law 628, 77th Cong., 2d sess) .” 


The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 

The title was amended so as to read as 
follows: “A bill to amend the act entitled 
‘An act to provide additional pay for per- 
sonnel of the United States Navy assigned 
to duty on submarines and to diving 
duty,’ so as to increase the additional pay 
of officers and enlisted men of the United 
States Navy assigned to duty on sub- 
marines, and for other purposes.” 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Gatling, one of its clerks, announced that 
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the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment concurrent resolutions of the House 
of the following titles: 

H. Con. Res. 72. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the Committee on Labor of the 
House of Representatives to have printed 
additional copies of the hearings held before 
a subcommittee of said committee on joint 
resolutions establishing a Post-Emergency 
Economic Advisory Commission and a Na- 
tional Unemployment Commission. 

H. Con. Res. 79. Concurrent resolution de- 
fining the manner in which the Clerk of the 
House shall enroll Senate amendment No. 3 
to the bill H. R. 6999. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7319) entitled “An act making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes.” 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to the amendments of the Senate 
Nos. 16, 17; and 37 to the foregoing bill. 


CALENDAR WEDNESDAY BUSINESS 


Mr. McCORMACK,. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that business in 
order on Calendar Wednesday of this 
week be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL DE- 
FENSE APPROPRIATION BILL, 1943 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that notwith- 
standing the adjournment of the House 
the Clerk of the House be authorized to 
receive a message from the Senate on 
the bill H. R. 7319, the first supplemental 
national defense appropriation bill, 1943, 
and that the Speaker be authorized to 
sign the enrolled bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent. to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
in view of the fact that it looks as if the 
House is beginning to get to the point 
where we may take a recess, I wish to 
see if we can have some understanding 
with reference to a very important bill 
that we have now before the Committee 
on Nayal Affairs, involving the expendi- 
ture of approximately $750,000,000, a bill 
which Admiral King sent up yesterday. 
We are to go back at 2:30 o'clock to try 
to finish the hearing on the bill. In all 
probability we shall be able to reach a 
decision and report the bill to the House 
tomorrow. If so, may I ask the majority 
leader if it will be possible to take the 
bill up tomorrow morning. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
believes he can report the bill tonight? 
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Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I feel confi- 
dent that if we can get back to our hear- 
a by 2:30 we can wind up all of our 

lls. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 
is the bill to which the gentleman refers? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The bill in- 
volves the authorization for public works 
of some $750,000,000. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
what? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. For various 
establishments; $60,000,000 for the Bu- 
reau of Operations, under Admiral King, 
and $175,000,000 for the Bureau of Aero- 
nautics. We had just reached that point 
when we had to come to the floor of the 
House, but the Department felt the mat- 
ter to be of such urgency that it asked 
me to try to expedite its consideration 
before we reached any agreement with 
reference to a recess. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Of 
course, the members of the committee 
will check the bill. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is what 
we want to go back into the hearing for 
in a few minutes. The bill will be com- 
pletely broken down and itemized, and 
we will go into every item, I am hopeful 
that we can dispose of the bill tomorrow, 
as that will close out every bill we have 
and that the Department has sent up. 
It is an authorization bill. 

Mr. McCORMACK. It has been rec- 
ommended by the Department? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; and it 
has heen recommended by the Budget. 

Mr. McCORMACK. It is considered 
necessary in connection with the war? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It is con- 
sidered of such importance that Admiral 
Moreell brought it up yesterday afternoon 
himself. 

Mr. McCORMACK.. Does the gentle- 
man intend to submit a unanimous-con- 
sent request for its consideration tomor- 
row, or is he going to ask for time to de- 
bate the bill? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am going 
to ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill tomorrow if the committee acts on it 
today. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am agreeable to 
that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I may 
say to my distinguished friend from Mas- 
sachusetts and also the gentleman from 
Georgia that we on this side have been 
very glad to cooperate on any war meas- 
ures. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Certainly; there 
is no question about that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. That 
would apply to this measure the same as 
to all others. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I see that my dis- 
tinguished friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Bates] is here. We all have pro- 
found respect for his views and opinions. 
I am wondering if when the gentleman 
from Georgia asks unanimous consent 
tomorrow for the consideration of the 
bill the discussion will be under the res- 
ervation of the right to object or whether 
the gentleman intends to ask for a par- 
ticular period of time in which to discuss 
the bill. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am going 
to ask unanimous consent for the con- 
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sideration of the bill and, if that is 
granted, I shall ask that a reasonable 
eae be allowed for the discussion of the 

Mr. McCORMACK, Why not submit 
that request now? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. There 
would be no objection from this side, I 
am sure, but I believe the gentleman had 
better wait until he knows whether or not 
a committee is going to approve the 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I think so, 
too. I just wanted to notify the distin- 
guished majority and minority leaders 
what our program is. 

Another bill was reported yesterday 
which has not come back from the 
Printing Office. I am hopeful to have 
that bill considered tomorrow if the House 
is in session. That completely winds up 
everything the Navy Department has re- 
quested of us. These two matters came 
up only Saturday and yesterday. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. That 
will wind it up for 24 hours? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. 
probably correct, for 24 hours. 

Mr. McCORMACK. What is that bill? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That bill re- 
lates to the establishment of an organiza- 
tion known as aviation cadets, bringing 
into the service some 30,000 aviation 
cadets, strictly for aviation alone. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


ESTABLISHING ADDITIONAL COMMIS- 
SIONED WARRANT AND WARRANT 
GRADES IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. 2568) to estab- 
lish additional commissioned warrant 
and warrant grades in the United States 
Navy, and for other purposes, for immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 
serving the right to object, will the gen- 
tleman explain the bill? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. This bill was 
reported by the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. DREWRY], and I shall ask him to ex- 
plain the bill. 

Mr. DREWRY. I shall be very glad to 
comply with the request of the distin- 
guished minority leader. 

This bill is very simple. It has only 
one purpose, to establish several grades 
in the Navy which have not heretofore 
existed. These grades are commissioned 
warrant grades of chief ship's clerk, chief 
aerographer, chief photographer, and 
chief torpedoman. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
presume this is necessary because of the 
great expansion of the Navy? 

Mr.DREWRY. Yes. It has been done 
during all the history of the Navy from 
its very beginning. They have had to 
create grades in order to keep up with 
the development of the Navy. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The 
bill is unanimously reported from the 
committee? 

Mr. DREWRY. 
mous report. 


‘That is 


Yes; it has a unani- 
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Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
withdraw my reservation of objection, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geo- 
gia? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the commissioned 
warrant grades of chief ship’s cierk, chief 
aerographer, chief photographer, and chief 
torpedoman, and the warrant grades of ship's 
clerk, aerographer, photographer, and tor- 
pedoman, are hereby established in the United 
States Navy. 

Sec. 2. All persons appointed in such grades, 
in accordance with such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, shall 
have the same rank, pay, allowances, and 
other benefits as now are or may hereafter 
be allowed other commissioned warrant and 
warrant officers in the Navy. 

Sec. 3. Chief torpedomen and torpedomen 
shall be eligible for appointment to the grade 
of ensign under the restrictions imposed by 
law upon the appointment of other warrant 
and commissioned officers to that grade: 
Provided, That the limitation as to age con- 
tained in section 1379 of the Revised Statutes, 
as amended, relating to appointments of 
assistant. paymasters in the Navy, shall not 
appiy to chief ship's clerks and ship’s clerks 
who must be not more than 35 years of age 
at the time of appointment as assistant pay- 
master: Provided further, That the preceding 
proviso shall not be construed as giving any 
preference in appointment as assistant pay- 
master other than the limitation of age. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


SHIPMENT OF OIL TO EAST COAST 


Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to extend my remarks 
in the Recor including therein a prog- 
ress report on the pipe-line construction 
now taking place in connection with get- 
ting more crude petroleum products to 
the eastern section of the country. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, a new 
record movement of 788,550 barrels of oil 
each day by rail to the east coast was 
announced today by Petroleum Coordi- 
nator Harold L. Ickes for the week ended 
July 11. 

This is an increase of 56,790 barrels 
daily over the old mark of 731,760 bar- 
rels averaged during the week ended 
June 20, and is 68,040 barrels a day 
more than the volume moved in the week 
of July 4. Part of the increase may be 
attributed to the fact that some western 
refineries did not load cars on July 4— 
Independence Day—and thus had an 
extra day’s supply available for loading 
last week. 

In shipping 788,550 barrels daily into 
the East, 32 companies loaded 26,285 
cars. Including cars that were on the 
way back West for reloading, it is esti- 
mated that the east coast service em- 
ployed 62,000 cars, taken largely from 
other sections of the country. 

On the basis of an average of 210 bar- 
rels per car, the 26,285 loaded cars car- 
ried the equivalent of 5,519,850 barrels 
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of petroleum and petroleum products 
during the week. 

I thought it might be particularly in- 
teresting to the Members to know that 
during the week ending July 11 a total 
volume of 788,550 barrels per day was 
hauled by tank cars, and in addition to 
that 190,000 barrels per day was fur- 
nished the East by pipe line and 30,000 
barrels per day by barges, making a total 
of 1,008,000 per day. This shows that 
great progress is being made in getting 
gasoline and fuel oil to the east coast 
which is now suffering severely from 
rationing. 

I also include in my remarks the fol- 
lowing letter from Mr. J. R. Parten, Direc- 
tor of Transportation, Office of Petroleum 
Coordinator for War: 


OFFICE OF PETROLEUM, 
COORDINATOR FOR WAR, 
Washington, July 21, 1942, 
Hon, PEHR G. HOLMES, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr. HotmMes: We wish to submit 
the following progress reports on the various 
pipe-line projects covered by recommenda- 
tion No. 49: 

Project No. 1. Increase crude movement 
north and east from Texas by enlarging 
existing systems and reversing Tuscarora. 

The Stanolind are increasing their pipe- 
line capacity 10,000 barrels per day between 
Grayford, Tex., and Healdton, Okla., by lay- 
ing 54 miles of 12-inch loops, Delivery of pipe 
is expected in September and it is antici- 
pated that construction work will be com- 
pleted by the latter part of October, 

Negotiations are pending between the Texas 
Pipe Line Co. and the Texas-Empire Pipe 
Line Co. for pipe in idle lines owned by the 
latter. This pipe will be used in laying ap- 
proximately 111 miles of 8-inch and 10-inch 
loops along the Texas company’s existing pipe 
line between West Dallas, Tex., and Stuart, 
Okla., and will increase capacity about 21,000 
barrels daily into Oklahoma. It is estimated 
that construction work will be completed 
about September 15. 

The additional pumping unit in the Texas- 
Empire Pipe Line Co.’s station at Alluwe sta- 
tion and the restoration to service of Chato- 
pah station in Kansas, will be completed and 
in operation within a few days. These addi- 
tional facilities will provide a capacity of 
48,000 barrels per day between Cushing, Okla., 
and Sheldon, Mo. The additional pumping 
equipment at the Texas-Empire’s Valley Cen- 
ter station will be installed within the next 
few weeks providing materials are delivered 
promptly. The installation of this new equip- 
ment will increase capacity 14,000 barrels per 
day between Valley Center and El Dorado, 
Kans. The Kansas Utilities Co. has been 
given authority for the purchase of ,ma- 
terials to furnish necessary electric power for 
the Texas-Empire’s new station at Hiattville, 
Kans. This additional station will increase 
capacity 14,000 barrels per day between El 
Dorado, Kans., and Sheldon, Mo. It is antici- 
pated that this new station will be in service 
shortly. The construction of the Texas-Em- 
pire’s new station at Centralia, Mo., and the 
installation of additional pumping equip- 
ment at intermediate stations, will increase 
pipe line capacity between Sheldon, Mo., and 

Ill., 30,000 barrels per day. All 
ie have been moved to the various sta- 
tions and the Centralia station will be in 
partial operation by July 20, and in full oper- 
ation about August 1. The Milinois-Iowa 
Power Co. is installing a set of emergency 
transformers at Broadwell station, which are 
necessary to maintain a throughput of 90,000 
barrels per day on the Texas-Empire pipe line 
into Heyworth. These transformers are sub- 
ject to removal in event of an emergency 
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providing new units cannot be obtained in 
the meantime. 

Delivery of pipe for the Illinois Pipe Line 
Co.'s 152 miles of 8-inch loops across Ohio is 
expected in late August. One hundred and 
six miles of right-of-way have been purchased 
for these loops, and construction contract has 
been let. It is expected that these loops will 
be completed the early part of November. 

The Tuscarora is reversing their gasoline 
pipe line and converting it to handle 20,000 
barrels of crude daily, of which 15,000 barrels 
will be received from the Illinois pipe line 
and 5,000 barrels through existing facilities 
of the Buckeye and National Transit pipe 
lines, via Bear Creek, Pa. -This change-over 
will be ready by the time the new Illinois 
pipe-line loop is completed. 

The Tidewater is increasing their capacity 
to handle an additional 2,000 barrels per day 
of western crude from Rixford, Pa., to Bay- 
way, N. J. 

The Buckeye Pipe Line Co. completed and 
placed in operation July 8 the Elsworth 
booster stations, located between Nantoa, 
Ohio, and Cooks Ferry, Pa. This will allow 
increased deliveries of crude between these 
two points of 5,000 barrels a day. 

The Southern pipe line, by increasing line 
pressures and constructing the two new sta- 
tions, will be able to handle the additional 
5,000 barrels of crude mentioned in the pre- 
ceding paragraph. Delivery of a pump for 
the York station has been delayed, but 
arrangements are being made to operate with 
temporary equipment. Equipment for Han- 
cock station will be received in 3 weeks, and 
this station will be ready to operate in 
August. 

Project No. 2: The Plantation pipe-line 
project. 

(a) Construction of a new line from 
Houston-Beaumont, Tex., to Baton Rouge. 
La., to supply the Plantation pipe line. 

(b) Installing intermediate pumping sta- 
tions on Plantation pipe line. 

(c) Extension of Plantation pipe line from 
Greensboro, N. C., to Norfolk, Va, 

(a) Approximately 50° miles of right-of- 
way in Texas and Louisiana has been pur- 
chased and negotiations started for a ter- 
minal site at Beaumont. The 8-inch pipe for 
the Houston-Beaumont lateral is being 
shipped to Houston for application of So- 
mastic coating. Pipe for the remainder of 
the line is being salvaged from its original 
location. Construction contracts and ex- 
hibits will be resubmitted in this office by 
July 15, together with Form PD-200. It is 
estimated that this portion of the project will 
be completed by November 15. 

(b) Negotiations are still pending for the 
purchase of the one remaining station site. 
Detailed construction drawings are approxi- 
mately 90 percent completed, and field surveys 
on proposed stations are about 85 percent 
completed; project commitments for mate- 
rials, approximately 65 percent completed. It 
is estimated that all intermediate stations 
will be constructed and in operation by De- 
cember 1, 1942. 

(c) Consideration as to the advisability of 
extension of the Plantation Pipe Line from 
Greensboro, N. C., to a point near Norfolk, 
Va. has been deferred pending completion 
of a study as to the requirement of such an 
extension in relation to consumption. 

The estimated dates of completion for (a) 
and (b) are contingent upon delivery of ma- 
terials in accordance with existing commit- 
ments, 

Project No. 3: Construction of a products 
line from Fostoria to Akron, Ohio, increase 


“capacity of Shell line, and reversal of Sun- 


Susquehanna line. 

The Sun-Susquehanna pipe line is now 
shut down completely while the new stations 
are being cut in. Upon completion of this 
work, this line will be able to pump 15,000 
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barrels per day eastward provided the supply 
is available. 

The Shell Oil Co, Inc, is enlarging its 
products line from Zionsville, Ind., to Lima, 
Ohio, by installing a station at Muncie, Ind. 
When this station is completed, products will 
be delivered to Toledo for movement by lake 
tankers and barges to Cleveland and thence 
eastward via the Sun-Susquehanna pipe line. 
It has been requested of the interested com- 
panies in this project to show whether or not 
they have available tankage at Toledo and 
Cleveland to hold over the closed navigation 
season of Lake Erie during the winter 
months. If this tankage is not available or 
cannot be made available, the alternative of 
laying the line from Fostoria, Ohio, to Akron, 
approximately 100 miles, tying together the 
Shell and Sun systems, will be requested. 

Project No. 4: (a) Increase lake tanker 
movement into Buffalo for gasoline lines in 
New York State; (b) reversal of Keystone 
(Atlantic) line in Pennsylvania; (c) con- 
struction of new Sinclair pipe line. 

(a) Action on this project has been held 
in abeyance pending a clarification of the 
supply position at Buffalo. If and when 
lake-tanker movements have built up a sur- 
plus over local requirements, both Sun and 
Keystone pipe lines have indicated their 
willingness to reverse the lines. 

(b) Keystone has been reversed and con- 
verted to handle 20,000 barrels per day of 
crude from Pittsburgh to Philadelphia. 

(c) Sinclair has placed an order for the 
6-inch pipe necessary to complete their line 
to the Ohio River at Steubenville, Ohio. No 
delivery date is available for the pipe, con- 
sequently, no completion date can be set at 
this time. 

Project No. 5: (á) Reversal of crude pipe 
lines to handle products from Port Arthur, 
Tex., to El Dorado, Ark. 

(b) Reversal of products pipe line between 
Shreveport, La., and Port Arthur, Tex. 

(c) Construction of a new products pipe 
line from El Dorado to Helena, Ark. 

(a) and (b) The reversal of existing pipe 
lines is contingent upon completion of new 
line to Helena. 

(c) Approximately 73 percent of right-of- 
way has been purchased. Construction con- 
tract has been executed and contractor will 
commence taking up pipe from present loca- 
tion July 13. Form PD-200 has been received 
and is now being considered by War Produc- 
tion Board. No delay is anticipated in com- 
pleting this project late this fall. A plan and 
agreement have been drafted by the partici- 
pating companies for the construction, 
financing, completing, operation, and main- 
tenance of this project. Certain Govern- 
ment departments have found objections to 
this plan and for the past several weeks rep- 
resentatives of the companies have been in 
consultation. with the legal department of the 
Office of Petroleum Coordinator, attempting 
to iron out the objections raised by the 
Department of Justice. So far no agreement 
or plan has been reached which will satisfy 
all parties involved. 

Contract has been let and some pipe is 
actually being taken up on the 10-inch Gulf- 
Magnolia Panhandle Line for use in this 
project. The staking of the line from El 
Dorado to Helena is 75 percent completed, 
with total completion about August 1. 
Right-of-way purchase, crossing permits, 
etc., 80 percent completed, total completion 
about August 15. Clearing of right-of-way 
started July 15. Actual laying of pipe will 
be started about August 1 with two laying 
gangs and one river crossing gang. Esti- 
mated completion of line, in 90 days. Cut- 
ting down second-hand tanks for salvaging 
of roofs and other constructural steel for 
two 55,000 barrel tanks at El Dorado. Diesel 
and pump equipment for Perry station be- 
ing overhauled. Remaining stations are 
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awaiting application for project rating, 
which was filed on July 9. 

Project No. 6: New 20-inch crude line from 
East Texas to Salem, Ill. 

This is being held in abeyance in favor 
of Project No. 8 which is the 24-inch crude 
line from east Texas to southern Illinois, 
and a later continuation to the New York- 
Philadelphia area. 

Project No. 7: (a) Conversion and reversal 
of crude lines from east Texas to Houston. 
(b) Construction of a new products pipe 
line from Texas to Paducah, Ky. 

The proposal to construct the pipe line 
from east Texas to Paducah, Ky., under this 
project using new 16-inch pipe has been 
rejected by this Office because of the usa of 
critical materials, Also, the use of second- 
hand 14-inch gas line pipe for the same 
destination has been found impracticable be- 
cause of the lack of availability of any such 
grades of second-hand pipe suitable for this 
length of line. 

The industry committee has now been 
asked to study the possibilities of terminat- 
ing this line at Memphis instead of Paducah. 
It is thought that this amount of second- 
hand 10-inch or 12-inch can be made avail- 
able for such a line of approximately 350 
miles, 

Project No. 8: Construct new 24-inch crude 
line from east Texas to southern Illinois and 
extend to New York and Philadelphia, 

Several miles of 24-inch pipe have been 
rolled and shipped to destination and the 
mills are meeting their pipe schedule of ap- 
proximately 5 miles per day. Contracts were 
let this week by the War Emergency Pipeline, 
Inc., to seven contractors for the line from 
east Texas to southern Illinois, including the 
river crossing. Priority ratings were obtained 
this week on the major pump station items 
which require blocked priorities for manu- 
facture. 

Project No. 9: Conversion of line under 
project No. 6 to products and extension into 
Pennsylvania. 

This is being held in abeyance in favor 
of project No. 8, which is the 24-inch crude 
line from east Texas to southern Illinois, and 
a later continuation to the New York-Phila- 
delphia area. 

Project No. 12: New products pipe line 
across Florida. 

Progress on this project has been confined 
to clearing up details regarding the agree- 
ment between Defense Plants Corporation and 
American Liberty Pipe Line Co. PD-200 form 
covering the relaying of the facilities in 
Florida is being made up and should be 
submitted in the near future. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. R. PARTEN, 
Director of Transportation. 


THE RUBBER QUESTION 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, all men 
are human and we must, therefore, ex- 
pect that mistakes will be made. 

I want to be tolerant, but must con- 
fess that worse bungling has never come 
to my attention than the manner of 
handling our rubber problem. 

I shall not review the mistakes made 
and the unnecessary time lost in getting 
production of synthetic rubber under 
way. Neither shall I discuss the error of 
neglecting for 6 months the matter of se- 
curing an inventory of new tires in the 
hands of manufacturers, wholesalers, and 
retailers. These subjects have been fully 
covered by other Members of the House. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do want to call 
attention to certain letters which have 
recently come to me. One of these let- 
ters is from a good friend who owns a 
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gasoline filling station in my district and 
who says in part: 

Our rubber drive ends today. I have bought 
and paid for 25,872 pounds. If total collec- 
tions do not come up to expectations, I sug- 
gest that the Government should check up 
on the junk dealers as they are going about 
buying rubber that has been gathered for 
the Government. Much of it has been do- 
nated and not over 1 cent per pound has been 
paid for any of it. A local junk dealer offered 
me 214 cents and one from Fort Scott, Kans., 
offered me 344 cents per pound. 


The portion of another letter which I 
desire to quote reads as follows: 

Mr. Bennett, you have no idea of the 
waste that goes on here at Camp Leonard 
Wood, It is terrible to be here where you 
actually see it. Talk about tire saving and 
see the big trucks here that have 10 great 
tires on them go across the fort with only a 
10-pound package when a little jeep would 
do as well. You know what I mean, and 
dozens of other things with waste flying 
through the air. We will never see another 
bright day if it continues. 


Mr. Speaker, we have just passed and 
sent to the other body the largest tax bill 
ever enacted by any Congress. Our peo- 
ple are willing to bear whatever burden 
may be necessary in order to win the 
war. It is such information as I have 
quoted that makes the burden irritating 
and slows the sale of War Bonds. It is 
time for a little economy at Army camps 
as well as in the homes of our country. 
And why, I ask, should anybody be per- 
mitted to profit on the old rubber which 
patriotic citizens have gladly delivered 
to collection points. Mr. Speaker, I 
shudder when I think of our fine young 
men, who are fighting on every conti- 
nent and sea, and am reminded that 
many among us are thinking only of the 
money they can make out of the war. 
If we would turn defeat into victory, if 
we honestly want to preserve the Re- 
public, we must get on God’s side. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Record and to include an 
editorial from the Fort Wayne, Ind., 
News-Sentinel, of June 17, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAPOZZOLI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and to include an address 
delivered by the Honorable Edward B. 
Hitchcock, Special Assistant to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. iil 


PERMISSION TO FILE REPORT 


Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may have until 
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12 o’clock tonight to file a report on the 
bill H. R. 7257. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous or- 
der of the House the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DICK- 
STEIN] for 30 minutes. 


ALIEN ENEMIES OF THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, a 
number of members have communicated 
with me and have asked me how they can 
bring back House Resolution No. 433, 
which was defeated by the House on June 
18. Ihave on my desk today hundreds of 
petitions and letters asking me why Con- 
gress voted against House resolution 433, 
which would in substance give the Com- 
mittee on Immigration the right to study 
the alien enemy problem in this coun- 
try. At the outset let me say that under 
our constitutional procedure this is the 
only committee that is responsible for 
legislation dealing with all aliens and in 
chaotic times of war with enemy aliens. 
I still am at a loss to understand why 
the power asked of Congress by the com- 
mittee was voted down. I have not yet 
received one reason from any Member, 
and I am willing to yield for that purpose 
to have any one tell me why he or she 
voted against the resolution asked for by 
the committee, which would have 
granted the committee the power to sub- 
pena and bring in certain aliens that we 
believe are enemies to the United States, 
The purpose was to make a study of their 
status and, based upon that study, sub- 
mit information necessary to our Gov- 
ernment, which information could be 
used by the Department of Justice, or the 
Immigration Service. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Yes. 

Mr. BENDER. The gentleman asked 
for any member who voted against this 
resolution to indicate why he voted as he 
did. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Yes. 

Mr. BENDER. I am very glad to com- 
ply with the gentleman’s request. At the 
time the resolution was considered I 
stated on the floor that it was a dupli- 
cation of effort, that a special committee 
of Congress, the Tolan committee, had 
made a report, and that that report was 
available to the Congress on one of the 
subjects that was indicated for study by 
this committee, and that there were other 
committees of the House doing the same 
work that was requested by the gentle- 
man’s committee. I, for one, believe the 
gentleman to be most sincere in his be- 
lief that his committee could do a better 
job. That is an honest difference of 
opinion. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I am very glad the 
gentleman had the courage to stand up 
here and give that reason. Let us see if 
we can pick up the threads from the 
point of view the gentleman has sug- 
gested. I assume that other Members 
voted against the resolution because of 
the position the gentleman has stated. 
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I am not quarreling with the Congress 
or with any Member of the House as to 
how he may have voted. That is his re- 
sponsibility. I offered this resolution as 
& war measure. I brought it into the 
House as a war measure. I did not bring 
it here to provide for a fishing excursion 
of for unnecessary duplicating work for 
the members of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Committee. I do not 
think the gentleman has read the resolu- 
tion. - What does it say? 


To study the serious alien situation. 


Will the gentlemen tell me which com- 
mittee has been studying the alien enemy 
situation from the standpoint of legisla- 
tion? Again, there is the further study: 


The question of dual allegiance. 


We mean by that that there are thou- 
sands of Nazis in this country who, since 
1933, have in some way been able to se- 
cure naturalization papers. I charge 
that these people are Hitler agents in 
this country, whose purpose is to fight 
the Allies from within their own borders. 
If my good friend from Ohio—and I have 
high regard for him, have always ad- 
mired him—can point out to me what 
committee, what investigating committee, 
has been studying these questions, I 
would be very happy to yield again to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. BENDER. I call the attention of 
the distinguished gentleman to the fact 
that we have all of the machinery that 
is needed to take care of all of these 
cases referred to by the gentleman. As 
a matter of fact, there is a trial going on 
in Washington now that the F. B. I. has 
had a great part in, as a result of their 
apprehending certain Nazi agents and 
spies. The departments of government 
are doing a very excellent job, not only 
the Immigration Service but the F. B. I. 
and the Naval Intelligence in apprehend- 
ing these agents. I am sure the gentle- 
man is sincere and that his intentions 
are of the best. However, all of the 
things outlined in this resolution are now 
covered by other agencies of the Gov- 
ernment. At the same time, I want to 
go on record as heartily approving the 
gentleman's contribution as well. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I thank the gen- 
tieman for this contribution. Let us 
pick up the threads from this point. I 
am grateful to the Department of Justice 
for its wonderful work, especially to Mr. 
Edgar Hoover, who has shown his great 
ability and great leadership of men in 
the F. B. I. I also compliment the At- 
torney General for his activity. The gen- 
tleman suggests that the reason the 
committee does not have to go into this 
subject is because the F. B. I. picked up 
eight men who are on trial now. You 
are comparing with these eight men 
thousands of people in this country that 
I and the committee charge are holding 
certificates of citizenship which we be- 
lieve should be taken away because their 
owners are agents of the Nazi govern- 
ment. I again call attention to the fact 
that the people under arrest now have 
been picked up under the statute we 
passed where there was definite evidence 
of a crime. The eight people who are 
now on trial, if they were eight Ameri- 
cans in Germany, would not be on trial, 
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but would have been hung up in 5 min- 
utes, but we are giving them the trial 
everyone is entitled to in a democratic 
nation. Surely you cannot compare the 
program of our committee with the situ- 
ation of these eight men who have been 
picked up. In the last 4 years or so, in 
the last 7 or 8 years, I have stood in the 
Well of this House and have named al- 
most six or eight thousand persons that 
I believed, after a check-up, to be sabo- 
teurs, spies, and persons who were here 
for subversive purposes. 

The only kick-back I got in the 8 years 
was when I named the four wrong people. 
One from Kansas, and I think the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN] 
claimed that I had named three, and an- 
other gentleman claimed I had accused 
two people unjustly. Outside of that, all 
of the other people that I have charged 
on this floor were agents of the Nazi gov- 
ernment. In the last year the F. B. I., 
through information I have given to 
them, picked up several hundred whom I 
definitely identified as subversive ele- 
ments years ago. I presented proof of 
their un-American activities right on this 
floor several years ago. 

Now, what did the committee want to 
do? We did not ask for much money. 
It was not a question of money. It was 
a question of getting the power to bring 
before the committee or subcommittees 
thereof a number of people that we be- 
lieved to be dangerous to this country. 
The resolution was based purely on the 
committee’s belief that such a measure 
was necessary for the defense of our 
country. as a war measure. I tell you 
right now that I do not think any man 
can justify his vote against it. We are 
at war, and we must protect our home 
front. We must protect our soldiers who 
are fighting and dying and their families 
at home from saboteurs and spies, 
whether they are aliens or naturalized 
citizens. It is our duty under the Con- 
stitution to protect our civilian popula- 
tion while our soldiers and sailors are 
defending us at the front. 

Now, it has been argued a number of 
times, “Well, you bring them in here by 
going before the Congress and getting 
the power to bring them in.” Well, I am 
not trying to make a wholesale proposi- 
tion of this by coming here every day 
asking for power. It was not the inten- 
tion of my committee to abuse the power 
of subpena. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. You are attempting 
to get rid of these folks. Do you think 
men like the editor of PM are helping the 
war effort any? 

Mr DICKSTEIN. My dear friend, that 
is beside the point. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Oh, I thought you 
were talking about something to aid in 
the war effort. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I think everybody 
should do his bit. We should not stop 
anywhere. If they are good people, we 
ought to protect them, If they are bad 
aliens, we ought to get rid of them. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Are these fellows 
good people who are Calling all the rest of 
us traitors? 
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Mr. DICKSTEIN, This is a rather 
general question. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. That is the trouble. 
It is always some general statement. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. As far as I am con- 
cerned, I think he is an outstanding gen- 
tileman and doing a good job with his 
Paper. He served in the last war. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Who? Ingersoll? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Yes. He has two 
dependents, but I do not know all the 
facts regarding the appeal for his defer- 
ment. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. You think he will 
help more by slinging ink at the rest 
of us? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. There has been a 
lot of unnecessary name-calling lately. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Thank you for going 
that far. 

Mr, DICKSTEIN. Some people de- 
serve it and other people do not. Some- 
times innocent people get it and the right 
people do not. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. How are you going to 
find out? Do you think it helps to call 
everybody else disloyal? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. 


Well, I do not cali 

everybody disloyal. : 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I am not talking 

about you. I am talking about Ingersoll, 

who wanted to get into it and now ap- 
parently does not want any of it. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Maybe his explana- 
tion of the situation would differ some- 
what from your interpretation. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. And he may have a 
weak heart. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Well, I do not know 
about that. As I said before, I think he 
is doing a pretty good job with his paper. 
It should be up to the War Department 
to decide where his services would be of 
greater value to the country. 

Now, let us get back to this resolution. 
Two hundred Members voted “no.” 
Ninety-six voted “aye.” This vote was 
not based upon facts or reason or justi- 
fication. It was based purely on preju- 
dice, hate, and intolerance, aroused by a 
few men in this House who told the Con- 
gress that we were going to open the 
door for a lot of aliens. 

Mr. BENDER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. If the gentleman 
has another question like he gave me 
before. 

Mr. BENDER. I want to commend 
the gentleman for his loyalty and for his 
efforts in behalf of this country against 
all saboteurs. He has rendered a great 
service to all of us. I have admired his 
courageous stand on all occasions, how- 
ever, I am sure the gentleman would not 
want to leave his statement stand that 
all those who voted on this proposition 
voted because of prejudice. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Oh, no, no. I 
would not go that far. I said a few men 
led the fight, and we drifted away from 
the issues and we drifted away from the 
facts in the case, just because, as chair- 
man of a committee, under my oath, I 
was by law compelled to bring the reso- 
lution to the floor of this House. I want 
this country and the Congress to know 
that it was a great mistake, a very seri- 
ous mistake to vote down the resolution. 
I get mail every day tipping me off about 
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subversive elements, alien and native. It 
is enormous. I got the addresses and 
turned them over to the F. B. I. We 
could have done a great deal more if we 
had the power to subpena these aliens 
before the committee or subcommittee, 
put the aliens under oath and send the 
material of the completed case to the 
Department of Justice to act on. That 
was the purpose of this committee. Be- 
lieve me when I tell you I was not look- 
ing for any work. Since 1933 I have 
stood in the Well of this House and ex- 
posed the Nazis and Fascists in this coun- 
try. From 1933 to 1934 people thought 
I was crazy, that I was unduly alarmed, 
and seeing Nazis under my bed, as one 
Member once put it. In all fairness I 
must say here that the same Member 
apologized—in writing—when my warn- 
ings were proven correct. 

Since 1934 we have been investigating 
this condition and have disclosed the 
names of thousands of aliens who do not 
belong here. We have presented cases 
of people who have obtained false pass- 
ports, of others who entered this country 
for business purposes but who were in 
fact nothing more than agents of the 
Nazi Government, of German consulates 
filled with so-called diplomats who were 
nothing but spies, 

What I am afraid of, and I say it in 
all seriousness, Mr. Speaker, is that if by 
chance this country opens up a second 
front we shall have more saboteurs and 
spies doing dirty work here as they did 
in the last war when they blew up the 
Canadian Car & Foundry Co. and caused 
the Black Tom explosion and other great 
disasters. Hundreds of people are parad- 
ing around as friends of America who, 
in my opinion, are her enemies, There 
are certain people, children of natural- 
ized citizens, who are actually working 
against our country and our Government. 

What our committee asked of this 
Congress was to give them the power to 
get the facts for the safety of our coun- 
try. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
SmitH], who usually does not go along 
with me at all—I do not remember his 
ever voting for a bill I recommended or 
that the committee recommended—the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SMITH] 
stood in the Well of this House and 
begged that the committee be given the 
right to make that study. It was not 
any effort to let any aliens into this 
country; we wanted to get rid of some 
who were here. 

Getting back now to the matter I 
started to speak of when interrupted by 
the gentleman from Ohio, there was a 
certain judge in Hoboken who swore in 
about fifty or more German seamen from 
German boats, swore them in as citizens, 
men who had all their relatives, wives, 
and children in Germany, and who paid 
taxes in Germany. These people had no 
intention to take on the duties as well 
as the privileges of American citizen- 
ship. They now have citizenship in this 
country, granted them by certificate, the 
same kind of certificate loyal, natural- 
ized citizens secured following the long 
and precise requirements of the law. 

There were a number of societies made 
up of people of German blood which 
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should have been investigated much more 
thoroughly than they were. I have noth- 
ing against the German people, but when 
they seek to undermine our Government, 
whether the people be German, Italian, 
or some other nationality, I will expose 
them and stand by my Government; yet 
my own congressional colleagues refuse 
to give us that power in time of war. How 
can you explain your vote? Go ahead 
and try. Some very distinguished mem- 
bers of my committee right now are sit- 
ting in the chamber: The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason], a Republican, 
whom I regard as a very fine upstand- 
ing American; the gentleman from Kan- 
sas (Mr. Rees], and others. There were 
no politics involved in the resolution. We 
faced the facts as we got them and were 
unanimous in suggesting the remedy. 
But we were denied the power to take the 
steps we considered necessary. The ar- 
gument made to us was “Why do you 
not turn them over to the Department of 
Justice?” Certainly; we do a lot of that, 
but what can the Department of Justice 
do unless the Department has a definite 
lead? How do you suppose they got the 
8 Nazi spies? How do you suppose 
they picked up 20 or more relatives and 
financiers of these saboteurs? Going 
through my list I found the names of 
several of these saboteurs placed there 
years ago. 

Do you know, Mr. Speaker, by what 
method Hitler agents for this country 
have been trained? Citizens of German 
blood from this country were taken back 
to Germany, their expenses paid, put 
through a training school, taught how to 
destroy factories, disrupt industry, and 
divide our people, how to bomb railroads, 
mines, and factories. These are the 
things I wanted to go into years ago, but 
the House said: “No; you cannot do it.” 
You remember the morning of the 18th. 
One of my colleagues who led the fight 
thought it was a bad thing to do; in fact, 
when I got on the floor that morning a 
little propaganda was being spread 
around first this aisle and then that 
aisle to the effect that this was an immi- 
gration bill that would let in a lot of 
aliens. How many of us read bills? We 
are too busy to read all of them. Do you 
think I can do anything in the Commit- 
tee on Immigration without the approval 
of the full committee? Do you think 
that I or any other member of my com- 
mittee would do anything that is not 
for the best interests of this country? 

Mr. BENDER.. Will the distinguished 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BENDER. I am sure the gentle- 
man would do an excellent job if he were 
a member of the Dies committee because 
I know the gentleman is vitally inter- 
ested in this subject. The gentleman 
mentioned Mr. Mason, of Illinois. Mr. 
Mason is a member of the gentleman’s 
committee and is also a member of the 
Dies committee. I am informed that the 
Dies committee has gone into these sub- 
jects very thoroughly and is looking for 
information such as the gentleman says 
he has. I would suggest that he turn it 
over to Mr. Mason or Mr. Diss, and I am 
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sure that the subject will be investigated 
thoroughly. I am sure that the Bund- 
ists were thoroughly investigated by the 
Dies committee and information relating 
to that organization was turned over to 
the F. B, J. and to other agencies of the 
Government. The industrious gentleman 
from New York would do a real service 
by turning such information over to the 
Dies committee. If the Dies committee 
will not cooperate, I am certain that the 
Toland committee will. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman is 
correct in the last part of his statement; 
that is, that I am trying to do a service, 
but let me call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the fact that what I am trying 
to do is not within the province of the 
Dies committee. The Dies committee was _ 
created in 1938, and I drew the resolution 
creating that committee. It has abso- 
lutely nothing to do with this question of 
dual allegiance or citizenship. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Why did the gentle- 
man leave it out of that resolution then? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Because at that 
time we were not at war. At that time we 
did not know that what happened in 1917 
and 1918 and in the last war would hap- 
pen in this war. The gentleman asks 
me why I left it out. I drew the first 
resolution in 1934 which confined my 
work to un-American activities and I 
submit to the House and to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that that work has noth- 
ing to do with this. Aside from the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Des] and I have 
the highest regard for him, and aside 
from the gentleman from Ohio, and aside 
from his views, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Dres] has not even scratched the 
surface so far as the bundists in this 
country are concerned. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Then the gentleman 
is in favor of giving him more authority 
and more money to go ahead? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. No; most definitely 
not. 

Mr. HOFFMAN, The gentleman states 
he has not even scratched the surface. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. If you are going to 
create a committee, get another commit- 
tee. There are plenty of good men in 
this House who would like to do work 
to protect their country. And, Mr. Horr- 
MAN; if I may address you, I want to 
answer your question if I may: You are 
asking me about the Dies committee, are 
you not? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I said something 
about that, yes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. For the last 4 
years I have been getting up here on 
the floor talking about one Count Vonsi- 
atsky. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I do not know him. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman does 
not know him? It is a good thing you do 
not. I have requested the Dies commit- 
tee to serve a subpena on him and to 
bring him before that committee as early 
as possible on the ground that he was 
a Hitler agent. I requested that a long 
time ago but could not get any action 
from Dres or his committee. 
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Mr. HOFFMAN. Would not the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] who 
sits here help you out? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman 
from Tilinois [Mr. Mason] did his best 
to do lots of things, but he probably could 
not do it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. How about Mr. 
Tuomas? Did not Mr. THomas offer to 
help you? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. That was a one- 
man organ-grinding committee; there 
was just one man running the show. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dries] 
is an outstanding American, a good 
lawyer, and I have no quarrel with him. 
The fact I want to bring home now is 
that Vonsiatsky was finally indicted 
about 3 weeks ago as the agent of a for- 
eign government; he pleaded guilty to a 
conspiracy charge and was sentenced to 
a term of 5 years in jail and a fine of 
$2,000. Yet I could not get DIES to move 
against Vonsiatsky when I presented evi- 
dence of his subversive activities. I can 
give you a half-dozen more instances 
similar to that where the Dies commit- 
tee neglected to follow through impor- 
tant information. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. If you did that, itis a 
very good job and I want to compliment 
you on it. What were you going to ask 
me? You said a while ego you were 
going to ask me a question. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I did not say I 
wanted to ask you anything. 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. Just to keep the RECORD 
clear, when this resolution was before 
the House I made about as clear an ex- 
planation of it as an ex-schoolteacher 
could, and I think I made it definitely 
clear that the provisions of this resolu- 
tion dealing with aliens and dealing with 
dual citizenship and dealing with citizens 
and citizenship in particular had nothing 
to do with the Dies committee, There 
Was no overlapping, there was no dupli- 
cation, and should not be if the commit- 
tee was established. I am still of the 
same opinion. I want that made clear 
right now. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I thank the gentle- 
man for his contribution. I do not want 
to keep the Members here any longer than 
is necessary. May I say that, however, 
that whichever way it is done, some- 
thing must be done to give the commit- 
tee the right to subpena witnesses, and 
to study the various problems created by 
enemy aliens, dual nationals, and so 
forth. We are at war, we must protect 
our home front, as I have pointed out, 
and we must keep our boys’ families pro- 
tected while they do the actual fighting. 
As the committee responsible under the 
Constitution and under the rules of this 
House for legislation dealing with this 
subject, we are able, we believe, to do a 
job for our country. It is not a question 
of dollars and cents here at all. We are 
simply asking you for the right to bring 
in enemy aliens before us to find out their 
connections, their tie-ups, their relatives, 
their friends, how they got in here and 
under what circumstances some of them 
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got their citizenship papers and so forth. 
Some of them received citizenship papers 
without even living in this country. It 
is a big job and we are willing to do it. 
Irepeat, we are at war. My committee is 
willing to shoulder the added responsibil- 
ity and work and I think the House ought 
to be grateful and cooperate. 
{Here the gavel fell.) 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 


Mr. FORAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
“unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Naval Affairs may have until mid- 
night tonight to file a report on the bill 
H. R. 7419. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island [Mr. Foranp]? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen- 
tlewoman from Illinois [Miss Sumner] 
is recognized for 30 minutes. 


EQUAL RIGHTS FOR WOMEN 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, the average American woman is a 
homemaker. Vast numbers of American 
women are busy rearing the citizens of 
tomorrow. There could be no more con- 
structive employment than this. There 
are many women, however, who are not 
engaged in these fundamental activities 
who would like to enter lucrative occu- 
pations and would do so were it not for 
the laws in their States which prevent 
their owning the wages they earn. 

In my own State, Illinois, women have 
full rights of citizenship. In Illinois we 
have women who are actively engaged in 
business, industry, the professions, and 
in public office. The same is true in many 
States. There are still States in the 
Union, however which have neglected to 
repeal the ancient laws which keep wom- 
en under a disability. 

The other day, for instance, I talked to 
a highly intelligent young woman who 
told me that she practices law under her 
husband’s name in the State in which 
she lives. She cannot legally sign a mort- 
gage there. She cannot own the legal 
fees she earns, nor even inherit the 
property she has accumulated if her hus- 
band should die. 

Her husband is within the draft age. 
If and when he enters the armed sery- 
ices she will not be able to carry on in 
his absence the business which they have 
built up through their joint efforts. The 
State laws there treat her as if she were 
an incompetent child. 

There are doubtless many women of 
ability in the country in a similar pre- 
dicament. Deprived of their husbands 
by Federal conscription and necessity, 
they are at the same time unnecessarily 
deprived by local statutes of the oppor- 
tunity they would otherwise have to earn 
their own bread. A permanent loss in 
the event the husband is killed or maimed 
in war. 

Surely it cannot be called chivalrous 
to leave such statutes upon the books. 
Soon one may suppose there will be an 
attempt by America to invade Europe. 
The war will then, presumably, enter a 
bloodier stage. Our soldiers, we know, 
cannot all return. War is the creator of 
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widows and orphans. Of spinsters, some 
of them casualties of war without know- 
ing it, because they never even meet the 
men who, had they survived the war, 
might have supported them. These 
women might enjoy some sense of ful- 
fillment in the future could they but 
broaden their activities, mingling with 
their fellow citizens in work outside their 
homes. The statutes in far too many 
States deny them this meager substitute 
for happiness. 

It seems too much, moreover, to ask 
the men who do survive this war, some 
returning handicapped by injuries, to 
support not only their own dependents 
but also to support, through taxes. 
women who might support themselves 
and their families and would prefer to da 
it if given a fair chance under the law. 

To diminish the gargantuan debt whick 
we shall have accumulated before the 
war ends, we need a vastly augmented 
national income. With a mighty united 
effort we must whittle down this monster 
debt, billion by billion. Keep it from 
growing. Else it will throttle private 
enterprise, dip deep into every lunch 
basket and worry our citizens beyond 
endurance. 

To avert this disastrous aftermath of 
war, we need to double, treble, perhaps 
even quadruple any sum of annual na- 
tional income the Nation has ever earned 
before, 

At the end of the war there will be 
plenty of wants to supply: radios, auto- 
mobiles, stoves and iceboxes and all the 
many comforts which the people are de- 
nying themselves in order to save lives 
by winning the war as quickly as possi- 
ble. There are groups of citizens old 
and young who can, if trained, earn more 
money. There are these women, count- 
less numbers of them, who, if their legal- 
istic bonds were severed, might enlist in 
the work of production for war. Some 
of them to continue on in the ranks dur- 
ing the post-war battle of production 
through which we may regain normal 
living. Through that peacetime battle 
of production we can build the “brave 
new world” which, we hope, will rise 
like a phoenix from the ashes of the 
old. 

We can lift this yoke of laws hanging 
about the necks of American women. We 
can repeal them automatically by an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

There is an organization of American 
women who call themselves the National 
Woman’s Party. They have worked ar- 
dently and indefatigably through the 
years for the passage of the so-called 
equal-rights amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

That amendment reads: 

Men and women shall have equal rights 


throughout the United States and every piace 
subject to its jurisdicticn. 


In 1940 the platforms of both Republi- 
can and Democratic Parties advocated, in 
more or less specific terms, the passage 
of such an amendment. A subcommittee 
of the House Judiciary Committee has 
favorably reported the equal-rights 
amendment. The Senate Judiciary Com- 
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mittee also reported it favorably not lo 
ago. 

I am told, however, that leaders hesi- 
tate to proceed further with this legisla- 
tion because of the division of opinion 
with respect to its effect existing among 
women themselves. Chief objection to it 
seems to be that it might result in the 
repeal of so-called protective legislation 
affecting women. 

Many feminists argue, on the one hand, 
that women need only such protective 
legislation as might better be applied to 
men also. That if the law gives wives 
alimony it should also give husbands 
alimony. They maintain incontroverti- 
bly that legislation which is unfair to 
women is frequently passed under the 
guise of protective legislation. 

Equally distinguished women leaders 
who are opposed to the equal-rights 
amendment argue, on the other hand, 
that there are many truly protective laws 
such as widows’ pension laws which 
women alone need, and which should re- 
main the law without being extended to 
include men. 

Some time ago I was requested by a 


committee of the Women’s Bar Associa-- 


tion of Illinois to introduce and bring to 
the attention of this House the proposed 
amendment which they advocate. They 
suggested that their amendment should 
be either a substitute for or an addition 
to the equal rights amendment. They 
point out that, since their amendment 
uses practically the same words as the 
British Sex Disqualification Removal Act 
of 1917, it would not have the effect of re- 
pealing truly protective legislation, since 
it did not have that effect in England. 
Their bill has already been introduced in 
the Senate. I have introduced it in the 
House in accordance with their request, 
today. It reads: 

No person within the United States, or any 
place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, shall 
be disqualified from the exercise of any public 
function, or from being appointed to or hold- 
ing any civil or judicial office, or be pre- 
cluded or debarred from entering or carrying 
on any occupation, profession, vocation, or 
employment, or be exempt from liability to 
serve as & juror, on account of sex or mar- 


riage. 
ess shall have power to enforce this 
article by appropriate legislation. 


The Senate committee apparently 
reached the conclusion that the com- 
plaints made against the equal-rights 
amendment printed in the Senate hear- 
ings were exaggerated. I think so, too, 
but my own opinion on that is unworthy 
of consideration because it is based only 
upon the few pages of the hearings which 
have been printed. 

At any rate, there is no apparent oppo- 
sition to an amendment which would give 
women full property rights. If the mem- 
bers of our able House Judiciary Com- 
mittee cannot agree upon a more exten- 
sive amendment, I hope that they will at 
least report out an amendment, perhaps 
phrased differently than either of the 
above proposals, which would repeal the 
State laws which prevent women owning 
their wages and savings. At least give 
women full property rights. At least 
give them as much incentive as men to 
work for their livings. At least open up 
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to women the work which “the country 
needs them to do in war. 

There is immediate and strategic need 
for such an amendment. 

Today in some States where women 
have full rights of citizenship women are 
playing a remarkable and historic role 
in the war. In California, for instance, 
where danger is obvious, the voluntary 
mobilization of women in business and 
industry has liberated a tremendous force 
of men for service in the armed forces. 

California women, we hear, are doing 
all sorts of tasks usually done by men, 
except perhaps the heaviest manual 
labor. There for many years, as in 
many liberal States, women have been 
active as lawyers, judges, jurors, civic of- 
ficers, executives, scientists, wage earn- 
ers, and’so forth. Now, inspired by the 
desire to help subdue our enemies, they 
are performing wonders. They are 
draftsmen, engineers, and chemists. 
They police streets, run elevators, drive 
busses. They do electrical installations 
and plumbing. Their work, we are told, 
is proof that women excel in routine and 
precision work. 

The 1940 Census shows that even in 
peacetime 25 out of 100 of the over 10,- 
000,000 workers employed by the 184,000 
factories in the country are women. The 
Women’s Bureau of the Department of 
Labor estimates that in the coming year 
6,000,000 women workers will be available 
if needed to replace men thus made ayail- 
able for the armed forces. Women, says 
the Department, have these three inher- 
ent weaknesses: Usually they can only 
lift one-half as much and pull two-thirds 
as much as men. Usually they.are more 
susceptible than men to dermatitis and 
certain health hazards in the presence of 
specific chemicals. Usually women lack 
training in basic mechanical knowledge. 
But this last deficiency, they point out, 
can be corrected by training. The War 
Production Board recently adopted a pol- 
icy of admitting women to training for 
defense work on the basis of equality with 
men. 

The Women’s Bureau, however, 
vouches for the fact that there are in- 


numerable types of mental and physical . 


labor vitally necessary to war production 
in which women excel. Their survey of 
30 plants manufacturing munitions dis- 
closed that the number of women em- 
ployed varied from 7 to 83 percent, with 
that proportion rapidly increasing. It 
has already been demonstrated that there 
is plenty of work women can do in every 
part of the vast war factory extending 
from farm*to war front, where nurses 
brave every danger. Nobody has the 
prescience to tell us how many men we 
shall need in the armed forces before we 
shall have reduced our enemies to sur- 
render. We only know that we should 
be ready for any eventuality. It may be, 
before we finish, that we shall need every 
competent woman who can be spared 
from her home to replace the men who 
shall be needed to fight. 

It is to be expected that, when the war 
ends, the vast majority of those women 
lucky enough to find happy homes will 
return to them. Many women, less for- 
tunate in this respect, will remain in the 
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financial picture, swelling the national 
income. Now, when we need their labor 
so desperately, is the time for them to 
start working. Now is the time to repeal 
the fusty State laws which discourage 
them from working. 

The womanhood of America is a vast 
virtually untapped reservoir of man- 
power. The voluntary mobilization of 
women, accelerated by the passage of 
such a constitutional amendment, will 
deal a blow at Hitler which he cannot 
counteract. 

One serious weakness of Hitler’s pro- 
gram which he advertised as 100-percent 
efficient was his cruel and inefficient at- 
titude toward both Jews and women. 
He made the unstatesmanlike mistake of 
ridding his State of citizens who had 
brains and education. 

Before Hitler, women in Germany were 
developing. Hitler, however, purged 
them from positions they had earned for 
themselves as scientists and business- 
and-professional women. Today we all 
know women in Hitler’s Germany are 
little more than factory units producing 
cannon fodder. 

Hitler liquidated female mentality in 
Germany. We can turn that fact to our 
advantage. Today there is no German 
womanhood having potentialities com- 
parable to those of American woman- 
hood. American women have a standard 
of general education unmatched in any 
country in the world. American women, 
most of them educated beyond the ele- 
mentary and high-school stage, many of 
them brilliantly educated, have minds 
already trained, thus are already pre- 
pared to learn readily the skills, crafts, 
and sciences needed to win the war. 

Legislation of this type is a psychologi- 
cal weapon of strategic importance. 
Do not think the news of its passage will 
not be whispered by women across the 
back fences of downtrodden Europe. It 
will be shrewd to assure them by this 
means that we interpret the “four free- 
doms” mentioned in the Atlantic Char- 
ter to include women as well as men. 
Any progressive law which means that 
America will be stronger than Hitler has 
previously estimated strikes terror in the 
hearts of our enemies and quickens the 
zeal of our friends. 

Ihave such confidence in the women of 
America, their talent for organization, 
their diligence, their crusading genius, 
that I feel that the most important re- 
sult of such legislation will be to notify 
American women that the time has come 
when they must be ready and prepared 
to do almost all the jobs now done by 
able-bodied men, if necessary. 

No harm will have been done if the 
warning turns out to have been too pessi- 
mistic. It is always smart to overesti- 
mate your adversaries. But if the war 
situation today is as grave as news items 
seem to indicate, then let us cast off 
self-delusion. Let us wrestle with reality. 
There is no stronger inspiration than 
necessity. 

The mate of the average American 
man is charming, sweet, and gentle. But 
she has in her, as all men know, an almost 
miraculous capacity for night-and-day 
work to save her loved ones, 
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The Jap and German enemies we fight 
are merciless. We dare not let them 
vanquish us. American men and women 
must now work as we have never worked 
before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
& previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mason] is recog- 
nized for 15 minutes. 


WHO WAS RIGHT BEFORE PEARL 
HARBOR? 


Mr, MASON. Mr. Speaker, the Presi- 
dent, in setting up two yardsticks last 
week in the New York gubernatorial race 
to determine whether a candidate for 
that high office shall receive his support, 
said, in effect: “I will support any liberal 
candidate for that office, provided he 
supported my war policy 100 percent be- 
fore Pearl Harbor.” This statement sets 


up two standards by which a candidate., 


shall be judged: 

First, he must be a liberal, and the 
word “liberal” today, insofar as President 
Roosevelt is concerned, means a New 
Dealer. 

Second, he must have supported the 
President’s war policy in its entirety be- 
fore Pearl Harbor, 

In commenting upon this statement 
of the President, Mark Sullivan makes 
the point that the real issue of the com- 
ing political campaign—a vigorous, effi- 
cient, successful prosecution of the war— 
has been sidetracked by the President 
and a false issue raised, namely, whether 
the candidate supported the President’s 
war policy 100 percent before Pearl 
Harbor. 

Mr. Speaker, if this before Pearl Har- 
bor issue is to be substituted for the 
real issue—competent and efficient pros- 
ecution of the war—and if a candidate 
for Congress is to be judged by whether 
he is a New Deal liberal and backed the 
President's war policy before Pearl Har- 
bor 100 percent, then I want to raise the 
question, Who was right before Pearl 
Harbor? I think the question is a very 
pertinent one in view of the President’s 
attitude and the two yardsticks he has 
offered. 

Mr. Speaker, of late there has been a 
good deal of contention about who was 
right before Pearl Harbor. The admin- 
istration, aided and abetted by those 
who, for their own purposes, would in- 
volve us in a world union, has approved— 
certainly it has tolerated—from its own 
official spokesmen—charges that the Re- 
publicans were derelict in their duty be- 
cause they did not in every case support 
New Deal proposals before Pearl Harbor. 
I intend here and now to bring tnat 
issue into the open and nail that lie to 
the barn door. These new dealers pro- 
fess that they had great foresight pre- 
vious to Pearl Harbor. Let us examine 
that claim a little bit. It is now being 
spread about by the propagandists of the 
administration that the Republicans who 
did not want this country to become in- 
volved in war until it was at least in a 
fair measure prepared to go to war, were 
traitors. Let me remind you that every 
Gallup poll and every other poll that 
was taken before Pearl Harbor consist- 
ently showed that 80 to 85 percent of 
the American people were against this 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Nation getting into the war. Therefore, 
when Charlie Michelson and his cohorts 
of the New Deal clique attempt to label 
Republicans who opposed our entry into 
the war before the attack on Pearl Har- 
bor as traitors, they are labeling 85 per- 
cent of the people of this country as 
traitors and as sympathizers with the 
Axis Powers. These new dealers can- 
not have their cake and eat it too. They 
cannot stand on both sides of the fence 
at once. If they foresaw the war com- 
ing, as they now claim they did, then 
there are some statements made by the 
chief new dealer—the President of the 
United States—which are going to be 
very difficult for them to explain. 

Mr. Speaker, the question before us is, 
Who was right before Pearl Harbor? 
Keep in mind now that the Republicans 
are being condemned because they in 
some way, according to the New Deal 
propagandists, interfered with and dc- 
layed and impaired preparations for the 
national defense. Also keep in mind the 
fact that the administration ever since 
the day President Roosevelt took office 
has overwhelmingly controlled both 
Houses of the United States Congress. 
At any time the President could have 
passed through both Houses of the Con- 
gress any proposal he sent up if every 
Republican in the House and Senate had 
voted. against it. So, then, it is just so 
much empty expression for the New Deal- 
ers to say that the Republican minority 
was able to block this overwhelming New 
Deal majority in the Congress. The rea- 
son the new dealers were unable to pass 
all of their proposals was because earnest, 
honest, able, patriotic Democrats in the 
House and ir the Senate saw the danger 
of many of the New Deal proposals, as 
did the Republicans, and refused to sup- 
port such proposals, 

As a matter of fact, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives himself, the 
Honorable Sam RAYBURN, of Texas, has 
said—and you will find his words in the 
Appendix of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on page A1079—-that: 

The Congress is being criticized, but the 
Congress has given the President every law 


and every dollar he has asked for defense 
purposes, : > 


Now, keeping in mind that these New 
Deal propagandists insist that the ad- 
ministration foresaw the war before 
Pearl Harbor, let us propose some ques- 
tions which were recently proposed by 
a very distinguished Member of the 
Senate. 

For example, the President had $15,- 
000,000,000 of relief and public-works 
funds in the period from 1933 to 1940. 
These funds could have been spent in 
large measure in preparing this country 
for war. They were spent, instead, on 
sociai reforms, boondoggling projects, 
Arthurdales, and such like, instead of on 
national defense. The President spent 
only $681,000,000 of these 15 billions on 
projecis which, by the greatest stretch 
of the imagination, could be designated 
as defense. That is less than 5 percent 
of the funds which were available. If 
the administration foresaw this war be- 
fore Pearl Harbor, why were not more 
of those funds spent in preparation for 
war? 
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If the administration saw this war 
coming, why did it continue to insist that 
naval disarmament was “a milestone in 
civilization,” as Mr. Roosevelt said it 
was? 

If the administration saw this war com- 
ing, why did Mr. Roosevelt time and 
again emphasize the unproductiveness of 
armament spending? 

Keeping in mind that under the Con- 
stitution the President of the United 
States has the advantage of all the 
agencies, such as ambassadors, minis- 
ters, naval and military intelligence bu- 
reaus, naval and military attachés lo- 
cated at various points in the world—in 
short, a world-wide intelligence service, 
at his command to keep him informed of 
economic or military conditions in every 
part of the globe, which could in any way 
affect the interests of the United States; 
and keeping in mind that Congress has 
access to only so much of this informa- 
tion as the President elects to give it, let 
us ask a few more questions. 

If the administration foresaw this war 
coming before Pearl Harbor why did it 
spend in the 7 years from 1933 to 1940 
approximately $22,000,000,000 for alleged 
recovery and relief, and in that time 
spend only $6,533,681,000 for national 
defense? Why did it, out of more than 
$18,000,000,000 voted the President by 
the Congress in June 1940 to be spent 
solely at his discretion, spend for defense 
purposes $636,248,097? 


Why was it that in a message to Con- 
gress on April 27, 1937, he requested an 
appropriation of $1,500,000,000 for work 
relief, and stated rather boastingly: 


In proportion to national budgets the 
United States is spending a far smaller pro- 
portion of Government income for armaments 
than the nations to which I refer. That is, 
nations engaged in an armament race. 


If the administration foresaw this war 
before Pearl Harbor, why did the Presi- 
dent at Bonneville Dam on September 28, 
1937, proclaim: 


As I look upon Bonneville Dam today, I 
cannot help the thought that instead of 
spending, as some nations do, half their 
national income in piling up armaments 
and more armaments for purposes of war, we 
in America are wiser in using our wealth 
on projects like this which will give us more 
wealth, better living, and greater happiness 
for our children. 


If the administration foresaw this war, 
why did it ignore the warning of the 
Chief of Staff, Gen. George Marshall, 
o December 28, 1939, when he reported 

at: 


The Army is probably less than 25 percent 
ready for immediate action. 


In January 1939, nearly a year after 
Hitler had taken Austria and several 
months after Munich, Mr. Roosevelt had 
asked for one-half a billion dollars for 
an emergency defense program to be 
spread over 2 or more years. Even at 
that late date he opposed an air force 
equal to the air forces of these foreign 
powers which he had declared were our 
enemies. Just remember that on Janu- 
ary 10, 1939, Admiral H. E. Yarnell had 
written from the Far East while he was 
commander in chief of the United 
States Asiatic Fleet to Rear Admiral 
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Snyder, then president of the United 
States Naval War College at Newport, 
R. I, that “in this war in the Far East 
I would place as the first and primary 
essential—command of the air.” On 
January 12, 1939, just 2 days later, Mr. 
Roosevelt told the Congress: 

No responsible officer advocates building 
our air forces up to the total either of planes 
on hand or of productive capacity equal to 
the forces of certain other nations. 


If the administration saw this war 
coming before Pear] Harbor, how can 
that statement ever be justified on any 
ground? 

Mr. Speaker, if the claim of the ad- 
ministration spokesmen is true that they 
foresaw the war and that the Republi- 
cans were derelict in not supporting war 
measures, why was it that after the World 
War had been raging for 8 months, after 
Poland had fallen, while Russia was 
fighting on the side of the Axis Powers, 
after Denmark and Norway had been 
subjugated, when the Low Countries were 
about to fall, and the invasion of France 
was under way, Mr, Roosevelt proposed 
to Congress what he said was a care- 
fully considered, well-planned defense 
program for $4,000,000,000 to cover a pe- 
riod of 5 years in its development? Since 
that time total defense costs have been 
raised perhaps 50 times as much. 

If the administration foresaw this war, 
why was it that after providing for this 
$4,000,000,000 defense program to cover 
5 years, Mr. Roosevelt on June 5, 1940, 
declared that he saw no good reason why 
Congress should continue in session for 
the duration of the emergency as desired 
by the Republican Members. Why did 
he sarcastically say that the situation did 
not require Congress to remain in session 
except for the laudable goal of delivering 
speeches? 

If the administration foresaw this war, 
why did the President on May 28, 1940, 
declare that the Government had no 
thought of reviving the draft system? 

If the administration foresaw this war, 
why, on May 15, 1940, was Mr. Roosevelt 
reported in the New York Times as fol- 
lows: 

Mr. Roosevelt brushed aside as utterly 
stupid suggestions that developments in the 
European struggle and their implications in 
the Pacific strengthened the arguments for 
a two-ocean American Navy. “If it ever had 
any merit that theory became outmoded with 
the acquisition of California in 1847,” he 
said. “Such a conception of the Nation's 
oreo defense was just plain dumb,” he 
a i 


If the administration foresaw this war, 
as if now claims it did, why did the Presi- 
dent on May 28, 1940, impress upon the 
Nation the idea that it would not have to 
give up any luxuries for defense? 

Why did he declare it was unnecessary 
for the women of this country to give up 
their “cosmetics, lipsticks, and chocolate 
sodas” as a consequence of the defense 
program? 

Why did he assure the country that 
there was “no reason for the country to 
become discombooberated” in apprehen- 
sion of what might come to pass? 

If the administration foresaw this war 
before Pearl Harbor, why dia it oppose 
bill after bill, measure after measure, 
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proposed in the Congress to stop the ex- 
port of scrap steel, iron, tin, copper, brass, 
bronze, and other strategic and critical 
metals, together with oil, gasoline, and 
airplanes to Japan up to just a short 
time before Pearl Harbor? The record 
shows that the administration not only 
opposed these measures to stop the ex- 
port to Japan of those critical war sup- 
plies which were so desperately needed 
here, but the President declared on July 
24, 1941—the July preceding the attack 
on Pearl Harbor in December—that we 
must continue to send oil to Japan. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that these state- 
ments of the Chief Executive before 
Pearl Harbor, a Chief Executive who had 
all of the agencies necessary for knowing 
conditions throughout the world, whose 
constitutional duty and function was to 
keep Congress and the country advised 
of foreign conditions, foreign relations, 
and foreign policies, were indefensible if 
the administration saw the war coming. 
They can be justified on no ground what- 
ever because they were lulling both the 
Congress and the country into a false 
sense of security from war. Have we 
forgotten that on October 30, 1940, in a 
radio address to the Nation from Boston 
Garden in Boston, Mass., the President 
Said: 

While I am talking to you mothers and 
fathers, I give you one more assurance. I 
have said this before, but I shall say it again 
and again. Your boys are not going to be 
sent into any foreign war. 


Were those the words of a Chief Execu- 
tive who foresaw war coming to the 
United States? 

I say again, if the Chief Executive and 
the officials of his administration fore- 
saw this war coming before Pearl Har- 
bor, those assurances and those declara- 
tions were utterly indefensible and they 
were utterly disastrous to this country. 

If, on the other hand, the administra- 
tion did not foresee the war coming, then 
I say that the attempts now to brand 
Republicans as unpatriotic because they 
did not foresee the war before Pearl 
Harbor, because they did not, according 
to the new dealers, vote for the lend- 
lease bill and other measures, are a foul 
deception, a political falsehood, and are 
subversive of the interests of the United 
States of America at war. 

Mr. Speaker, so far as I am concerned, 
the administration can take whichever 
horn of this dilemma it may choose, 
Either it must stand convicted of having 
known this war was coming while the 
President was making these statements 
I have quoted, or else it will stand con- 
victed of adopting a most despicable and 
dangerous political device of trying to 
destroy national unity, by accusing the 
Republicans of failure to see the war 
coming and by trying to use the war 
effort for partisan political purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, at a time when we must 
have unity in this Nation; at a time when 
we must have unity of will to win; when 
we must have unity of patriotic sense; 
when we must have unity of effort, both 
in production and delivery, spokesmen 
for the administration are stirring up 
the most bitter dissension. Officials like 
Charlie Michelson are engaged in ac- 
cusing all of those who did not agree 
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with every New Deal proposal and theory 
before Pearl Harbor of being traitors, 
and sympathizers with the Axis Powers, 
I want to say here and now that I de- 
nounce Michelson’s filthy lies about de- 
cent, honest, honorable, patriotic Amer- 
icans. This man stands at the Presi- 
dent’s elbow in his press conferences. 
He is the publicity chief of the Demo- 
cratic National Committee. He is the 
press adviser to the chief figures in the 
New Deal administration. Therefore, 
the time has come when either his lies 
and his fulminations and his smear ef- 
forts against millions of decent, honest, 
honorable, patriotic citizens ought to be 
disclaimed by the administration or else 
the administration should admit that it, 
too, shares the views of this professional 
slanderer. 

I maintain that anyone, high or low, 
that accuses those of us who did not 
agree with every New Deal proposal and 
theory before Pearl Harbor of being 
“traitors,” “sympathizers with the Axis 
Powers,” had better study the record and 
try to determine who was right before 
Pearl Harbor. After studying the rec- 
ord, after learning about the President’s 
4-year appeasement program toward Ja- 
pan which ended only with Pearl Harbor, 
an appeasement program that furnished 
Japan some 20,000,000 tons of scrap iron, 
now being returned to us in the shape of 
bombs, torpedoes, and shells by way of 
Japan’s submarines, battleships, and 
bombers that could never have been built 
without our scrap iron; an appeasement 
program that furnished Japan with im- 
mense quantities of oil, high-grade gaso- 
line, airplane parts, and other essential 
war materials without which Japan could 
neither have carried on her war against 
China nor prepared to war upon us. If 
our accusers would study the record hon- 
estly and carefully, I feel sure that in- 
stead of calling decent, honest, patriotic 
citizens “traitors” because they did not 
agree 100 percent with the Ta- 
tion in its before Pearl Harbor program, 
in the light of that record, they will con- 
clude that the essential thing today is to 
present a united front for the successful 
prosecution of the war, and that the 
real issue today is not how you stood 
before Pearl Harbor but how you stand 
today. 

Mr. Speaker, the questions we should 
face today, the questions that should oc- 
cupy our minds during the coming cam- 
paign, as I see them, are: Whom can we 
trust to carry on from here? Who is 
best fitted to prosecute the war to a suc- 
cessful conclusion? Who can best lead 
us into paths of peace and righteousness 
after the war is over? I offer these ques- 
tions for the consideration of the Mem- 
bers of this House on both sides of the 
aisle—and also to the voters of the Na-. 
tion—as the questions of vital importance 
today. History and Father Time will 
finally decide who was right before Pearl 
Harbor. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. HOFFMAN] be per- 
mitted to extend his own remarks twice 
in the Recorp and include therein some 
newspaper articles. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table 
and, under the rule, referred as follows: 

S. 2276. An act for the relief of Max Del- 
finer and his wife Evy (Ewa); to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. FORAND. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 3 o'clock and 11 minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, July 22, 1942, at 12 o’clock 
noon, 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce at 10 a. m., 
Wednesday, July 22, 1942. 

Business to be considered: Hearings on 
S. 2598, telegraph merger bill, beginning 
Tuesday, duly 21, 1942. 

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION 

There will be a meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion Wednesday, July 22, 1942, at 10 a. m., 
on unfinished business. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1810. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a draft of a pro- 
Posed bill to authorize the transportation of 
dependents and household effects of personnel 
of the Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard, 
incident to secret or confidential orders, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

1811. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
Agriculture, transmitting a draft of a pro- 
posed bill for the relief of Ruth Irene Morgan, 
junior clerk-typist, Caddo County Rural 
Rehabilitation Office, Farm Security Adminis- 
tration, Department of Agriculture; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

1812. A letter from the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill for the relief of Alice K. Weber, junior 
clerk-typist, Fairmont (W. Va.) Rural Re- 
habilitation Office, Farm Security Adminis- 
tration, Department of Agriculture; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

1813. A letter from the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
pill for the relief of Marion E. Graham, 
under clerk-typist, Caddo County Rural Re- 
habilitation Office, Farm Security Adminis- 
tration, Department of Agriculture; to the 
Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. COCHRAN: Committee on Accounts. 
House Resolution 625. Resolution to pro- 
vide for the further expense of the Select 
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Committee to Investigate Air Accidents; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2360). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER: Committee on Election of 
President and Vice President and Representa- 
tives in Congress. H. R. 7416. A bill to 
provide for a method of voting, in time of 
war, by members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the States of their residence 
and serying within the continental United 
States; without amendment (Rept. No. 2363). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PATTON: Committee on the Terri- 
tories, S. 2248. An act to amend the law 
relating to the care and custody of insane 
residents of Alaska, and for other purposes; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2364). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
cn the state of the Union. 

Mr. FULMER: Committee on Agriculture. 
H. R. 7257. A bill to expedite the prosecution 
of the war by making provision for an in- 
creased supply of rubber manufactured from 
alcohol produced from agricultural or forest 
products; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2367). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on 
Naval Affairs. H, R. 7419. A bill to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Navy to proceed with 
the construction of certain public works, 
and for other purposes; with amendment 
(Rept. No, 2368). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. MASON: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. H. R. 6337. A bill for 
the relief of William H. Linhart; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2361). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. REES of Kansas: Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 8.1216. An act 
for the relief of Henry (Heinz) Gabriel; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2362). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RAMSAY: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. H. R. 4800. A bill for 
the relief of Mrs. William Leo; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2365). Referred f the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RAMSAY: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. H. R. 6254. A bill for 
the relief of Henry Angell; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2366). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev- 
erally referred as follows: 


By Mr. BLOOM: 

H.R. 7420. A bill to implement article 28 of 
the convention signed at Geneva on July 27, 
1929, relating to the use of the emblem and 
name of the Red Cross or the coat of arms of 
the Swiss Confederation for commercial or 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. : 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: 

H.R. 7421. A bill to authorize the transpor- 
tation of dependents and household effects 
of personnel of the Navy, Marine Corps, and 
Coast Guard, incident to secret or confiden- 
tial orders, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRY: 

H. R. 7422. A bill to provide temporary ad- 

ditional compensation of 15 percent for civil- 
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ian employees of the Governments of the 

United States and of the District of Colum- 

bia; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 
By Mr. BOREN: 

H. R. 7423. A bill to provide for the instruc- 
tion of meteorological students in weather 
forecasting; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLAND: 

H. R. 7424. A bill to amend and clarify cer- 
tain provisions of law relating to functions of 
the War Shipping Administration, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HENDRICKS: 

H.R. 7425. A bill to authorize and direct 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the 
heirs of Benancio Sanchez, F. R. Sanchez, 
F. X. Sanchez, and Nicholas and Ramon 
Sanchez, the sum of $632,211.30 for principal 
and interest in full satisfaction for the claim 
of said heirs against the United States; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Miss SUMNER of Ilinols: 

H. J. Res, 337 (by request). Joint resolu- 
tion proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States relative to 
sex-disqualification removal; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


8258. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of 
Mrs. Len Kaldenberg, secretary, Townsend 
Club No. 1 of Pella, Iowa, and 603 other citi- 
zens of that community, urging immediate 
consideration of House bill 1036, the Town- 
send bill, as one of the most vital problems 
before the American people in this genera- 
tion; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3259. By Mr. KRAMER: Resolution of the 
city of Los Angeles, relative to the enact- 
ment of legislation that would give the pro- 
vost marshal and other military authorities 
jurisdiction over all acts of saboteurs, etc.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3260. Also, resolution of the Office of the 
Board of Supervisors of the County of Los 
Angeles, State of California, relative to old- 
age pensioners; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 


SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 22, 1942 


(Legislative day of Tuesday, July 21, 
1942) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock noon, on 
the expiration of the recess. 

The Reverend Hunter M. Lewis, B. D., 
associate rector, Church of the Epiphany, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 


O Lord, Holy, Father Almighty, Ever- 
lasting God, who alone are just and 
worthy to govern the nations, and in 
whose hand are the destinies of all man- 
kind: We beseech Thee graciously with 
Thy favor to bless our Nation and all 
who join with her against aggressors, 
that, knowing our corporate sins and re- 
penting of them, we may trust not in 
our own strength and wealth, but in 
Thee, the Eternal God, who alone art 
able to save. 

Regard, we beseech Thee, our Presi- 
dent and all Rulers of the United Na- 
tions, their counselors, legislators, and 
all others in authority, that to them from 
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on high may be given a holy purpose, 
grace to be true to trust, strength to 
serve, and wisdom to guide us through 
peril into paths of righteousness and 
peace. 

In particular we ask that the benedic- 
tion of Thy grace may rest upon the 
Members of the Senate as :hey meet to- 
gether to resume the responsibility of 
decisions in the name of our Nation. Re- 
fresh and sustain them by Thy Spirit, 
that they may so administer their solemn 
charge as wholly to serve Thy will, to 
make for the care and protection of our 
peoples, and to bring victory to every 
righteous cause. 

We ask it in the Name of Him to whom 
we dedicate anew all that we are, all that 
we have, and all that we hope to be, Thy 
Son, Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 
dar day Tuesday, July 21, 1942, was dis- 
pensed with, and the Journal was ap- 
proved, 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT” 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States submitting nomina- 
tions were communicated to the Senate 
by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Green Pepper 
Andrews Guffey Radcliffe 
Barkley Gurney Reynolds 
Bone Hayden Rosier 
Brewster Russell 
Bridges Jobnson, Calif. Schwartz 
Brooks Johnson, Colo, Smathers 
Capper Kilgore Thomas, Idaho 
Chavez Lee ‘Thomas, Okla. 
Clark, Idaho Lucas Thomas, Utah 
Clark, Mo, McKellar Truman 
Connally McNary Vandenberg 
Danaher Maloney Van Nuys 
Davis Maybank White 
Downey Mead Wiley 

George Norris Willis 

Gerry Nye 

Gillette O’Mahoney 


Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hucues] is 
absent from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
Harc] and the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. WALLGREN] are absent in the 
performance of duty as members of 
the Committee to Investigate National 
Defense. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bamev], the Senators from Alabama 
(Mr. BankHeap and Mr. HILL], the Sen- 
ators from Mississippi [Mr. BILso and 
Mr. Doxey], the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Brown], the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. BuLow], the Senators from 
Nevada [Mr. Bunker and Mr. McCar- 
RAN], the Senators from Virginia [Mr. 
Byrp and Mr. Grass], the Senators from 
Arkansas [Mrs. Caraway and Mr, SPEN- 
cer], the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Cuanbier], the Senators from Louisiana 
(Mr, ELLENDER and Mr. Overton], the 
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Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCFARLAND], 
the Senator from Utah (Mr. Mourpocx], 
the Senators from Montana [Mr. Murray 
and Mr. WHEELER], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL], the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Smrrx], the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. STEWART], the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. TUNNELL], 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYD- 
Incs], the Senator from New York (Mr, 
Wacner!, and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. WatsH] are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] is absent on business 
of the Senate as a member of the Tru- 
man committee. 

My colleague the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. Hotman] is absent on public 
business. 

The following Senators are necessarily 
absent: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Aus- 
TIN], the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
Barzour], the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Batt], the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Butter], the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. Lancer], the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. REED], the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD], 
and the Senator from Chio [Mr. Tarr]. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Tosry] is absent because of illness 
in his family. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-two 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Calloway, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had passed without amendment 
the following bills of the Senate: 


S. 1075. An act for the relief of George S. 
Geer; 

S. 1667. An act for the relief of Mike Chet- 
kovich; and 

8. 2862. An act relating to the jurisdiction 
over certain lands in the Isle Royale National 
Park. ; 


The message also annunced that the 
House had passed the following bills of 
the Senate, each with an amendment, 
in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 


§.925. An act for the relief of Lemuel T, 
Root, Jr.; and 

§. 2330. An act to enable the United States 
Commission for the Celebration of the Two 
Hundredth Anniversary of the Birth of 
Thomas Jefferson to carry out and give effect 
to certain approved plans. 


The message further anounced that 
the House had passed the following bills 
of the Senate, severally with amend- 
ments, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 


5.2026. An act to provide for the post- 
humous appointment to commissioned grade 
of certain enlisted men and the posthumous 
promotion of certain commissioned officers; 

S. 2322. An act to remove the time limit 
for cooperation between the Bureau of Recla- 
mation and the Farm Security Administra- 
tion in the development of farm units on 
public lands under Federal reclamation proj- 
ects; 

58.2368. An act to amend the joint reso- 
lution approved August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 
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858), as amended, and the Selective Traine 
ing and Service Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 885), 
as amended, so as to remove the requirement 
that medical statements shall be furnished 
to those persons performing military service 
thereunder; and 

S, 2456. An act to amend the Act approved 
February 4, 1919 (40 Stat. 1056), entitled “An 
act to provide for the award of medals of 
honor, distinguished-service medals, and 
Navy crosses, and for other purposes,” so as to 
change the conditions for the award of 
medals, and for other purposes. 


The message also anounced that the 
House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 897. An act for the relief of Stanley 
McMahan; 

H.R. 1322. An act for the relief of Frank 
Burgess Bruce; 

H.R. 2119. An act to admit Mrs, George 
Joseph Poulin permanently to the United 
States; 

H.R. 2914. An act for the relief of Marie 
Engert; 

H.R. 2970. An act for the relief of Hyram 
Colwell; 

H.R. 2973. An act for the relief of George 
O. Hanford; 

H.R. 3856. An act to amend the Bank- 
head-Jones Farm Tenant Act to permit ex- 
change of land with private owners; 

H.R. 4635. An act to authorize the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to incur obligations for 


the benefit of natives of Alaska in advance 
of the enactment of legislation making ap- 
propriations therefor; b 

H. R. 5266. An act to amend section 1 of 
the Act of March 4, 1921, relating to the 
Arlington Memorial Amphitheater Commis- 
sion; 

H.R. 6350. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Gabriela Redondo Ayson; 

H.R. 6370. An act for the relief of Mrs, 
Ching Shee (Ching Toy Wun); 

H.R. 6378. An act to provide for the giving 
of flags to widows and children of deceased 
Members; 

H. R. 6601. An act to reorganize the system 
of land offices and land districts in Alaska; 

H.R. 6876. An act to authorize the incor- 
porated town of Petersburg, Alaska, to under- 
take certain municipal public works, includ- 
ing the construction of a dam and improve- 
ments to the hydroelectric plant and system, 
improvements to the water system, and con- 
struction and equipment of a municipal hos- 
pital, and for such purposes to issue bonds 
in any sum not exceeding a total of $125,000; 

H.R. 6904. An act for the relief of the 
Bridgeport Irrigation District; 

H.R.7114, An act to amend the Library of 
Congress Trust Fund Board Act; 

H.R. 7140. An act to amend the act en- 
titled, “An act to provide additional pay 
for personnel of the United States Navy as- 
signed to duty on submarines and to diving 
duty,” so as to increase the additional pay of 
officers and enlisted men of the United States 
Navy assigned to duty on submarines, and 
for other purposes; 

H.R. 7142. An act relating to the payment 
of fees, expenses, and costs of witnesses and 
jurors and the accounting therefor, and for 
other purposes; 

H.R. 7162. An act to suspend for the dura- 
tion of the war certain requirements of sec- 
tion 11 (a) of the Federal Register Act of 
1935; 

H. R. 7188. An act to amend the Canal Zone 
Code; 

H.R.7191. An act to authorize the ex- 
change of lands not in Federal ownership 
within the Olympic National Park, Wash., 
for national forest lands in the State of 
Washington; and 

H.R.7273. An act to amend section 1 of 
the act entitled “An act to provide books 
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for the adult blind,” approved March 3, 1931, 
as amended. 

H.J. Res. 285. Joint resolution providing 
for the filling of a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of 
the class other than Members of Congress. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 7319) making sup- 
plemental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and for other purposes, and it was 
signed by the Vice President. 


DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 

- Senate a letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, lists of papers and documents on the 
files of the Departments of the Treasury, 
Navy (2), Interior, and Agriculture (9); 
The National Archives (2), National 
Housing Agency (3), and Federal Secu- 
rity Agency, which are not needed in the 
conduct of business and have no perma- 
nent value or historical interest, and re- 
questing action looking to their disposi- 
tion, which, with accompanying papers, 
was referred to a Joint Select Committee 


on the Disposition of Papers in the Ex- | 


ecutive Departments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. Brewster members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITION 


Mr. CAPPER presented a petition, nu- 
merously signed, of members of the 
Methodist Church, of Peabody, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of Senate bill 
860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic liq- 
uor and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 
military camps and Naval establishments, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


MANUFACTURE OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 
FROM GRAINS 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I send to 
the desk for appropriate reference and 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recorp a telegram just received 
from Howard A. Cowden, president of the 
Consumers Cooperative Association, of 
Kansas City, urging the use of our sur- 
plus grain products in the manufacture 
of synthetic rubber. I heartily approve 
of the request made by this association 
and intend to continue my efforts in sup- 
port of S. 2600, sponsored by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE] and other 
members of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

There being no objection, the telegram 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


NorTH Kansas Crry, Mo., July 21, 1942. 
Senator ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Through its membership of 125,000, many 
of whom are in your State, Consumers Co- 
operative Association senses deep and tre- 
mendous tide of indignation that the Na- 
tion’s diminishing oil, rather than its inex- 
haustible grain, may be basis of synthetic 
rubber manufacturing. Urgently request 
your support Senator GILLETTE immediate and 
all-out. 
Howarp A. COWDEN, 
t, Consumers 
Cooperative Association. 
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GASOLINE-RATIONING PROGRAM—RESO- 
LUTION OF OIL AND GAS COMMITTEE 
OF THE WICHITA (KANS.) CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I pre- 
sent for appropriate reference and ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in the 
Record a resolution adopted by the oil 
and ges committee and approved by the 
board of directors of the Wichita (Kans.) 
Chamber of Commerce, urging that if a 
gasoline-rationing program should be- 
come necessary the administration of 
such program be placed. in the hands of 
the office of the Petroleum Coordinator. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency and ordered to be 
printed in the Recor, as follows: 


RESOLUTION BY OIL AND GAS COMMITTEE OF THE 
WICHITA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 


“Be it resolved by the oil and gas com- 
mittee of the Wichita Chamber of Commerce; 

“The matter of gasoline rationing in any 
part of the country is a matter which seri- 
ously affects the petroleum industry. When- 
ever it appears that such rationing is neces- 
sary in any part of the United States, such 
rationing should be administered in such a 
manner as not to interfere with the effective- 
ness of the petroleum industry as an industry 
necessary to the successful prosecution of the 
war. 

“The whole matter of gasoline rationing 
should be handled by that governmental de- 
partment or bureau which is best equipped 
with knowledge of the petroleum industry 
and of the many technical problems which 
immediately present themselves when the 
question of gasoline rationing is under con- 
sideration. 

“The Office of Petroleum Coordinator has a 
staff of technical experts who are familiar 
with every phase of the oil industry. It is 
much better equipped to handle the many 
intricate problems presented by gasoline ra- 
tioning than is the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration. No other governmental department 
or bureau has readily available the informa- 
tion with regard to the petroleum industry, 
nor has any other department a technical 
staff acquainted with the problems involved 
in the production, refining, and transporta- 
tion of petroleum and its products. 

“We therefore earnestly recommend that 
the matter of gasoline rationing be taken out 
of the hands of the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration and transferred to the Office of the 
Petroleum Coordinator. If legislation is 
necessary in order to effect this transfer, then 
we urge that such legislation be enacted.” 

The above and foregoing resolution was 
passed by the oil and gas committee of the 
Wichita Chamber of Commerce at a meeting 
held on Friday, June 26, 1942. 

W. L. AINSWORTH, 
Chairman. 


RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
WICHITA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
Resolved by the board of directors of the 
Wichita Chamber of Commerce, That we do 
hereby approve and endorse the resolution of 
the oil and gas committee of this chamber 
passed on June 26, 1942, recommending that 
the rationing of gasoline be transferred from 
the Office of Price Administration to the 
Office of the Petroleum Coordinator. 
ArcH N, Boorn, 
General Manager. 


TRANSFER OF GOVERNMENTAL EMPLOY- 
EES FOR ECONOMY AND EFFICIENCY 
(REPT. NO. 1554) 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, some 

time ago, under Senate Resolution 223, a 
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subcommittee of the Appropriations 
Committee of the Senate composed of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typrncs], 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCar- 
RAN], and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Hoiman], was directed to make an exam- 
ination and to report with respect to the 
number of employees in the various exec- 
utive departments and Governmental 
agencies who could be released from their 
normal activities and transferred to or 
used by defense agencies, either for tem- 
porary periods or for duration of the war, 
with a view to expediting and intensify- 
ing the war effort, reducing governmen- 
tal expenses, and the like. The Senators 
composing that subcommittee have made 
a report. At the request of the Senator 
from Maryland (Mr. Typr1nes], chair- 
man of the subcommittee, who is tem- 
porarily absent from the Senate, I ask 
unanimous consent to submit the report 
for printing in the customary way, and 
pes forward the report to the clerk’s 

esk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the report will be received and 
printed in the usual course. 


REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE 
PAPERS 


Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select 
Committee on the Disposition of Execu- 
tive Papers, to which were referred, for 
examination and recommendation, four 
lists of records transmitted to the Senate 
by the Archivist of the United States 
which appeared to have no permanent 
value or historical interest, submitted re- 
ports thereon pursuant to law. 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


Mr. TRUMAN (for Mrs. Caraway), 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that on July 20, 1942, that com- 
mittee presented to the President of the 
United States the enrolled bill (S. 1694) 
for the relief of Mrs. Claud Tuck. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. McNARY: 

S. 2672. A bill for the relief of owners of 
certain properties rendered inoperative by 
reason of restrictions arising from the war 
effort; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

(Mr. CLARK of Idaho (for Mr. McCarran) 
introduced Senate bill 2673, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and appears under a separate 
heading.) 

By Mr. MEAD: 

S. 2674. A bill regulating compensation of 
employees working in excess of 40 hours per 
week in the executive departments and agen- 
cies; to the Committee on Civil Service. 

By Mr. GREEN: 

S. 2675. A bill to provide for a method of 
voting, in time of war, by members of the 
land and naval forces absent from the States 
of their residence and serving within the 
continental United States; to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

DEFINITION OF REAL PROPERTY EXEMPT 

FROM TAXATION IN THE DISTRICT 


Mr. CLARK of Idaho. Mr. President, 
in the absence of the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. McCarran], chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 
who is now conducting public hearings in 
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the West, I introduce, on his behalf, a bill 
prepared at his direction, which has for 
its purpose the defining of real property 
exempt from taxation in the District -of 
Columbia. 

Under construction by the District offi- 
cials of certain provisions of existing law, 
it has become necessary to return to the 
tax rolls the property of certain benevo- 
lent, charitable, and religious institu- 
tions in the District. Some of these in- 
stitutions, in the opinion of many, are 
performing such public charitable serv- 
ices as to warrant their exemption from 
taxation, and it is felt that the bill which 
I am now introducing for the Senator 
from Nevada will provide the vehicle to 
bring about a correction of existing in- 
equalities. In some instances special leg- 
islation will probably be necessary to care 
for certain meritorious cases not pro- 
vided for in this bill. 

Many weeks of study have been given 
to the subject, but the chairman asks 
that I advise the Senate that he has not 
had an opportunity to study all the pro- 
visions of the bill, that he is aware of the 
fact that changes must be made in its 
language by the committee, that it is his 
intention to submit copies of the bill to 
all interested parties for comment, and 
to conduct such public hearings as may 
be necessary to bring before the Senate a 
bill which will adequately care for this 
problem which His vexed the people and 
the officials of the District for many 
years. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the bill will be received and 
appropriately referred. 

The bill (S. 2673) to define the real 
property exempt from taxation in the 
District of Columbia, was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED OR PLACED ON 
CALENDAR 


The following bills were severally read 
twice by their titles and referred or 
placed on the calendar as indicated: 


H.R.897. An act for the relief of Stanley 
McMahan; 

H.R. 2970. An act for the relief of Hyram 
Colwell; and 

H. R.2973. An act for the relief of George 
©. Hanford; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

H. R. 1322. An act for the relief of Frank 
Burgess Bruce; to the Committee on Fi- 
mance, 

H.R.2119. An act to admit Mrs. George 
Joseph Poulin permanently to the United 
States; 

H.R. 2914. An act for the relief of Marie 


Engert; 

H. R.6350. An act for the reilef of Mrs. 
Gabriela Redondo Ayson; and 

H.R. 6370. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Ching Shee (Ching Toy Wun); to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

H. R.3956. An act to amend the Bank- 
head-Jones Farm Tenant Act to permit ex- 
change of land with private owners; to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

H.R. 4635. An act to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to incur obligations for 
the benefit of natives of Alaska in advance of 
the enactment of legislation making appro- 
priatiors therefor; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affeirs. 

H. R.5266. An act to amend section 1 of 
the act of March 4, 1921, relating to the Ar- 
lington Memorial Amphitheater Commission; 
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H.R. 6878. An act to provide for the giving 
of flags to widows and children of deceased 
members; 

H.R. 7114. An act to amend the Library of 
Congress Trust Fund Board Act; and 

H. R. 7273. An act to amend section 1 of 
the act entitled “An act to provide books for 
the adult blind,” approved March 3, 1931, as 
amended; to the Committee on the Library. 

H.R. 6601. An act to reorganize the system 
of land offices and land districts in Alaska; 
and 

H.R.7191. An act to authorize the ex- 
change of lands not in Federal ownership 
within the Olympic National Park, Wash. 
for national forest lands in the State of 
Washington; to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

H.R, 6876. An act to authorize the incor- 
porated town of Petersburg, Alaska, to under- 
take certain municipal public works, includ- 
ing the construction of a dam and improve- 
ments to the hydroelectric plant and system, 
improvements to the water system, and con- 
struction and equipment of a municipal hos- 
pital, and for such purposes to issue bonds in 
any sum not exceeding a total of $125,000; to 
the Committee on Territories and Insular 
Affairs. x 

H. R.6904. An act for the relief of the 
Bridgeport Irrigation District; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

H.R.7140. An act to amend the act entitled 
“An act to provide additional pay for per- 
sonnel of the United States Navy assigned to 
duty on submarines and to diving duty,” so 
az to increase the additional pay of officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Navy 
assigned to duty on submarines, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

H. R.7142. An act relating to the payment 
of fees, expenses, and costs of witnesses and 
jurors and the accounting therefor, and for 
other purposes; and 

H.R. 7162. An act to suspend for the dura- 
tion of the war certain requirements of sec- 
tion 11 (a) of the Federal Register Act of 
1935; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H.R. 7188. An act to amend the Canal Zone 
Code; to the calendar. 


PREFERENCE RIGHT TO CERTAIN OIL AND 
GAS LESSEES—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. O'MAHONEY submitted the fol- 
lowing report: 

The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
£071) to grant a preference right to certain 
ofl and gas lessees having met, after full and 


disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same. 
CARL A. HATCH, 
JoserH C, O'MAHONEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. | 


Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 

ADDRESS BY SENATOR MEAD AT RALLY 
OF ITALIAN-AMERICAN ORGANIZA- 
TIONS OF NEW YORK 
[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the Record an address deliv- 

ered by him at a rally of Italian-American 

organizations of New York, on July 8, 1942, 

which appears in the Appendix.]} 

ADDRESS BY WILLIAM C. FITZGIBBON 
AT AMERICAN HEROES’ DAY CELEBRA- 
TION, MANHATTAN, KANS. 

[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Record an address deliv- 
ered by William C. Fitzgibbon, Special 
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Assistant to the Secretary of the Treasury, at 
the American Heroes’ Day Celebration, Man- 
hattan, Kans., July 16, 1942, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF 
ORDER FOR DEPORTATION OF HARRY 
BRIDGES 
[Mr. DOWNEY asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the Appendix an open 

letter addressed to the President by the 

National Federation for Constitutional Lib- 

erties, urging reconsideration of the order of 

Attorney General Biddle for Harry Eridges’ 

deportation, which appears in the Appendix.] 


MANUFACTURE OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 
FROM GRAINS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2600) to expedite the pros- 
ecution of the war by making provision 
for an increased supply of rubber manu- 
factured from alcohol produced from 
agricultural or forest products. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to occupy only a brief period of time in 
discussing the bill now before the Senate, 
and in order that I may be certain, and 
that I may assure the Senate that I shall 
not address it at length, I ask that I be 
not interrupted until I shall have con- 
cluded whet I have to say in the main. 
I shall try to make my remarks as brief 
as possible. 

Mr. President, in discussing the bill 
and giving my views regarding it, and its 
effect, I do not delude myself into the 
belief that I can defeat it. I take it for 
granted that the Senate is going to pass 
the bill. I do not, however, want the 
Senate to pass it without, at least for 
the Recorp, knowing what some of us feel 
would be the result of its enactment, if 
it should be passed by both Houses, and 
should be signed by the President. 

I regret very much that I find myself 
in disagreement with two or three or 
more of my very dear friends in the Sen- 
ate, particularly the Senator from Ne- 
braska (Mr. Norris], who has devoted 
a great deal of time to the study of this 
subject and to the preparation of the bill 
which was favorably reported by the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
No one in the Senate enjoys my admira- 
tion and respect and affection to a great- 
er degree than does the Senator from 
Nebraska. I am sorry to disagree with 
my good friend the Senator from Okla- 
homa [Mr. THomas], and my equally 
good friend, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GILLETTE], for both of whom I have the 
greatest admiration, and I always inquire 
into my own mind when I disagree with 
them, and search it to its limits, which 
are circumscribed, to determine whether 
after all I am right in opposing any at- 
titude which they assume. After having 
done that, however, to the best of my 
ability, I have reached the conclusion 
that, so far as I am concerned, so far as 
my vote is concerned, and so far as my 
attitude toward the bill is concerned, I 
feel that it ought not to become law. In 
assuming that attitude I do not profess 
to know any more than, or as much as, 
other Senators on the subject of rubber. 
I do not think there is any Senator pres- 
ent who has the last word on rubber. I 
doubt if there is any one in the United 
States or in the world who has the last 
word on rubber, 
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One of the troubles about the rubber 
situation has been that too many persons 
have assumed that they knew all or a 
considerable part about rubber, and have 
made their views known publicly in such 
a babel of tongues and a chaos of ideas 
that no one believes anyone else, no mat- 
ter who he may be, on the subject of 
rubber, 

Mr, President, there has been a very 
legitimate discussion, and disagreement 
it may be, among various elements of our 
country as to the best way to produce 
synthetic rubber. I shall not go into the 
controversy between the oil producers 
and the industrial-alcohol producers. I 
presume both groups are dealing with the 
matter with an eye open to the future, to 
what is going to happen to the rubber 
industry when the war is over, and I pre- 
sume that is a human way in which men 
look at things. So far as Iam concerned, 
I do not desire either group, either now 
or hereafter, to have a monopoly on the 
production of rubber, synthetic or other- 
wise, and I should deplore any situation 
that might develop during the conduct of 
the war which would give to any group 
the power, when the war is over, to exer- 
cise a monopoly over the rubber situation 
in the United States. I dismiss that fea- 
ture of this question with that brief 
observation. 

From the time we entered the war in 
December 1941, and even before that, 
there was criticism because the President 
had not concentrated power in the hands 
of someone to bring about the greatest 
possible production of war material. We 
started out originally with the O. P. M. 
Various modifications and changes were 
made until finally the President gave to 
the War Production Board supreme au- 
thority, and gave to Mr. Donald M. Nel- 
son, as head of that Board, as close an 
approximation to supreme authority as 
can be given to anyone who is the Presi- 
dent’s subordinate at present, to bring 
about the most speedy and comprehen- 
- sive production of all materials essential 
to the winning of the war. There were 
hosannas of praise throughout the coun- 
try, and properly so, when the President 
designated Mr. Donald M. Nelson to do 
that job. I think we all agree that im- 
mediately thereafter there was a change 
in the situation, a turn in the tide of pro- 
duction. I think we all agree that Mr. 
Nelson has done a magnificent job of or- 
ganizing the industrial life of our coun- 
try, of streamlining it into the channels 
of war production, and that comprehends 
all sorts of things necessary to be made 
in the war effort. 

Among other things which had to be 
considered by the War Production Board 
Was rubber. We all realize that follow- 
ing the defeat of the United Nations in 
Malaya, the Dutch East Indies, and the 
southern Pacific, our ordinary supply of 
rubber was shut off. We had to begin to 


devise ways by which to produce rubber - 


from other materials than the natural 
raw rubber coming from rubber trees in 
various parts of the world, especially in 
that part of the world from which we 
had habitually obtained it. Efforts were 
made on the part of the War Production 
Board, the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration, and other agencies of the Gov- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


ernment to devise the best method of 
making synthetic rubber, and the most 
speedy way by which it could be pro- 
duced. At its speediest rate it is slow 
enough, as we all know. 

I believe that the War Production 
Board, the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration, the Rubber Reserve Company, 
and all the other agencies which have 
been working on this problem have done 
as good a job as could have been done 
under the limitations of human nature, 
ability, and experience in trying to work 
out a feasible program for the manufac- 
ture of synthetic rubber. I believe that 
Mr. Nelson made the only decision he 
could have made when he was required 
to make it, as between the various proc- 
esses for making synthetic rubber. In 
my opinion, the process by which syn- 
thetic rubber was made from petroleum 
had advanced to a more tangible stage 
than any other process at the time he 
had to make the decision. The fact that 
he has modified the program since he 
made his decision under the circum- 
stances under which he had to make it, 
and with the information which he had 
before him and which was available, 
shows that he does not possess a crusta- 
ceous mind on the subject, because he 
has modified his decision to the extent 
of one-fourth of the production expected. 
Originally a production capacity of 800,- 
000 tons of synthetic rubber from buta- 
diene produced from petroleum was ex- 
pected by the end of 1943. He has since 
modified that program to the extent of 
allocating 200,000 of the 800,000 tons to 
the manufacture of rubber from buta- 
diene produced from alcohol. So the 
program now is 600,000 tons of synthetic 
rubber from petroleum, and 200,000 tons 
from alcohol. 

Mr. President, I believe it would be 
most unfortunate at this stage of our war 
effort to divide authority among those 
charged with the responsibility of pro- 
ducing this essential war material. We 
demanded that the President concen- 
trate authority in someone; the country 
demanded that he concentrate authority 
in someone; and there were debates all 
over the Nation—in this Chamber, in 
the other Chamber, in newspapers, and 
in committees—and there was consider- 
able criticism at the delay in appointing 
some man as all-out overseer of our war 
production effort. 

The bill which we are considering takes 
a step backward in that process. It un- 
dertakes to divide the authority. It pro- 
vides for setting up a Rubber Supply 
Agency, wholly independent of and out- 
side the War Production Board, to have 
no connection whatever with Mr. Donald 
Nelson as chairman of that Board. It 
would be an independent agency, to be 
appointed by the President, with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate; and to 
that agency would be assigned the duty 
of providing a supply of synthetic rubber 
made from alcohol. As I interpret the 
bill, and as the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. Tuomas] interpreted it in reply to 
my questions yesterday, it would take 
away from the War Production Board 
and from Mr. Nelson any further control, 
duty, or responsibility with respect to the 
200,000 tons of alcohol synthetic rubber 
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which he has already started to manu- 
facture, 

So it is proposed that we have two 
agencies—the agency set up in this bill, 
not to manufacture—because it is not to 
go into the manufacturing business—but 
to supply or provide synthetic rubber 
from alcohol, which the War Production 
Board is now in the process of beginning, 
and the War Production Board, under 
the control and management of Mr. Nel- 
son, which would be left with the pro- 
duction of synthetic rubber from petrol- 
eum. So we should have two rival agen- 
cies, neither having any responsibility to 
the other, both dealing with rubber, one 
charged with the duty of producing syn- 
thetic rubber from alcohol, and the other 
ch -rged with the duty of producing syn- 
thetic rubber from petroleum. 

The process heads up in one chemical 
before a start can be made to manufac- 
ture rubber. Butadiene is the important 
ingredient for the particular type of syn- 
thetic rubber which is used in tires and 
articles of that sort. There is another 
type of synthetic rubber which goes into 
mats and other things; but for ordinary 
tire purposes the synthetic rubber which 
will be used will come from butadiene, 
and butadiene may be made either from 
petroleum or from alcohol. 

It has been contended, as it may well 
be contended, that if we were beginning 
ab initio, butadiene mif#fAt be made more 
easily and speedily from alcohol than 
from petroleum. I do not know. There 
are legitimate arguments on both sides of 
that question; but either process requires 
that it be brought up to the stage of 
butadiene from one or the other before 
we can begin to make the actual syn- 
thetic rubber. 

That raises in my mind what seems to 
me to be a legitimate question. Is it in 
the interest of good administration to 
divide the authority between the War 
Production Board and the proposed new 
agency, instead of having it all under one 
agency and. one responsibility, that re- 
sponsibility headed by the President of 
the United States, through the War Pro- 
duction Board? It seems to me that the 
course proposed is a step backward in 
what we have been demanding for 
months, and what the country demanded 
and expected in the concentration of the 
power to produce these things. 

It has been said that Mr. Donald Nel- 
son is not an expert in the production of 
rubber. Neither are we experts. No 
Senator is an expert in the production 
of rubber; yet we are proposing to set 
up an agency for the production of rub- 
ber, as though we were experts, taking it 
out of the hands of the agency which 
is now in control of it. I presume that 
Mr. Nelson is not an expert in the man- 
ufacture of rubber. Neither is he an ex- 
pert in the manufacture of steel; yet 
under his control is the production of 
steel under the War Production Board. 
He is not an expert in the production 
of copper; and yet under the War Pro- 
duction Board there is a copper agency, 
created by him, which deals with copper. 
No one man, however able or experi- 
enced, could be an expert in the produc- 
tion of all the things necessary in this 
war effort. I do not suppose Mr. Donald 
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Nelson is an expert in the production of 
airplanes, tanks, or any of the other 
things necessary to win this war; and yet 
in order to have the authority concen- 
trated, so that we may point to one man 
and say, “Yours is the responsibility, and 
if you fail, thou art the man,” all these 
efforts have been concentrated under 
him. Under him have been set up 
bureaus and divisions of one kind or an- 
other, made up of men who have had 
experience in the production of the vari- 
ous commodities which I haye men- 
tioned, and many others too numerous 
to mention. 

The Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry held hearings on the pending 
bill. I do not know whether it was the 
failure of the committee or whether it 
was Mr, Nelson’s failure that Mr. Nelson, 
who has been in charge of this situa- 
tion and is now in charge of it, did not 
appear as a witness before the bill was 
reported to the Senate. The Senate had 
no opportunity to obtain the benefit of his 
views or his testimony or experience in 
regard to this matter. Whether the 
committee failed to call him I do not 
know. I cannot imagine that he would 
have declined to attend if he had been 
invited by the committee to do so. He 
did not testify. 

After the bill was reported and was on 
the calendar, Mr. Nelson asked for the 
privilege of coming before the subcom- 
mittee which had reported the bill to the 
full committee, to make a statement with 
reference to the matter. His statement 
has not been printed as a part of the 
hearings, and the Senate has not had the 
benefit of it. I tried to obtain a copy of 
his statement from the committee. I 
could not obtain it. Finally, yesterday, 
I obtained a copy from Mr. Nelson him- 
self. I wish to read it into the Recorp 
so that the Senate may have the benefit 
of what he said, notwithstanding the 
fact that it cannot be found in the hear- 
ings. I make no complaint about that. 
However, Senators cannot find Mr. Nel- 
son’s statement in the printed hearings. 
It may be that later, when another vol- 
ume is printed, it may appear there. 

Mr, DOWNEY. Mr. President, before 
the Senator proceeds will he yield to me 
for a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SMATHERS in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky yield to the Senator 
from California? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I had asked not to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I was not present 
when the Senator began his address. 

ee BARKLEY. I yield to the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. DOWNEY. If we should assume 
that the War Production Board is mak- 
ing a fundamental and serious mistake 
in not manufacturing more synthetic 
rubber from alcohol, would the distin- 
guished Senator from Kentucky still be- 
lieve that as a matter of principle we 
ought to support the present program? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, if we can 
assume that the War Production Board 
has made a fundamental mistake with 
respect to the manufacture of synthetic 
rubber—and I do not think we can in- 
dulge such an assumption, because, as I 
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said a while ago, I think that, acting 
upon the basis of the information avail- 
able and the progress which had been 
made by various methods, Mr. Nelson 
and the War Production Board made the 
only decision which could have been 
made at that time—the fact that they 
have since modified the program by al- 
locating one-fourth of their original 
objective to the manufacture of alcohol 
rubber shows that they were not wedded 
to their original decision, although they 
made it under circumstances which I 
think justified it at the time. 

Mr. Nelson has made a statement 
which contains information which I 
think the Senate should have. I shall 
read it; and when I finish reading it I 
shall read a brief statement made by Mr. 
Jesse Jones before the Committee on 
Banking and Currency showing the atti- 
tude of those two agencies regarding the 
production of rubber. 

I read first the statement by Mr. Nel- 
son on July 14: 


Last week when I appeared before your 
subcommittee for the first time, in connec- 
tion with another matter, I asked for the 
privilege of coming before you again to re- 
port upon the Government's wariime syn- 
thetic rubber program. I emphasize the 
words “wartime program,” because the ex- 
tent to which critical materials should be 
diverted from other vital war needs both 
limits the size and defines the character of 
the synthetic rubber program. 

This subcommittee has given extended at- 
tention and contributed valuable informa- 
tion regarding the relative merits of various 
processes and materials for making synthetic 
rubber. That has been an important con- 
tribution. Your considerations have stimu- 
ated wide public interest in the subject. I 
know that you will agree with me that from 
here on out we must all be alert to avoid 
the public misconception that discovery or 
improvement of a process means abundance 
of rubber for civilian needs, or that the Gov- 
ernment’s synthetic-rubber program is halted 
in its tracks or palsied by indecision in search 
of the perfect process. It is the scarcity of 
critical materials for plant construction, and 
not the lack of available processes for manu- 
facture, that limits the Government’s syn- 
thetic-rubber production program to 800,000 
tons. The construction phase of the Gov- 
ernment’s program is moving forward with 
great speed. The military necessity for rub- 
ber to keep our mobile forces going requires 
that the present program be pushed forward 
to completion of construction and full-scale 
production in keeping with present plans and 
schedules, with room only for any possible 
adjustment that would advance construction 
and production schedules as presently 
adopted. 

With your permission, in a few minutes I 
shall ask Mr. Madigan, who is in direct charge 
of the plant-construction program, to tell you 
in detail just where we stand. Later, if any 
broad policy questions remain to be answered, 
I shall try to answer them when Mr. Madigan 
has finished. $ 


Evidently at that point Mr. Madigan 
went into a discussion in executive ses- 
sion, because Mr. Madigan’s statements 
are not included in the statement of Mr. 
Nelson which I am reading. 

Subsequently Mr. Nelson said: 

At the time of my appearance last week 
wu also agreed to hear my views regarding 


which is the bill now under considera- 
tion— 
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a bill already reported out by your full 
committee to the Senate. That bill would 
create another agency to act independently 
of existing agencies, to be endowed with 
power to divert critical materials from other - 
vital war needs to the construction of facili- 
ties to provide additional supplies of syn- 
thetic rubber, produced from alcohol as the 
basic material, sufficient to meet the civilian 
needs of the United States. To that bill I 
expressea? my opposition before your sub- 
committee lest week and you were kind 
encugh to afford me this opportunity to 
present my views. 

Since my appointment as Chairman of the 
War Production Board on January 16 of this 
year, I have carried responsibility for the 
entire war production and procurement pro- 
gram. The provision of synthetic rubber to 
replace our lost supplies‘of crude is one of the 
most inportant parts of that program. I ac- 
cept full responsibility for what has been 
done in that program. Soon after I became 
Chairman, the conquests by the Japs in the 
Far East cut off 97 percent of our former sup- 
plies of crude rubber. It was necessary to 
act quickly and decisively to provide substi- 
tute supplies ard to conserve our precious 
existing stocks, The sheer force of need for 

y and decisive action may later evi- 
dence some mistakes when weighed in calm 
reflection. Perhaps if we had to do the job 
again, we would make changes. But the pro- 
gram had to be speeded, the decisions had to 
be made immediately, and it is, imperative 
still that the program move on at utmost 
speed. 

Last week I expressed to you my conviction, 
in reference to S. 2600, that the power to 
synchronize the flow of raw materials in 
order properly to balance our all-out war- 
production program should not be taken out 
of the hands of the President or the central 
agency to whom the President has delegated 
the administration of that power. 

The tremendous size and complexity of our 
all-out war-production effort requires proper 
balance and careful adjustment of our mili- 
tary, foreign, and domestic needs. This cal- 
endar year our factories will turn out war 
goods to a value of approximately $45,000,- 
000,000. Next year that figure will increase 
to 70 or 75 billions. Such total national ef- 
fort requires central control and expediting 
of the flow of materials through the indus- 
trial process by someone who can see the 
picture as a whole. Since my appearance 
before you last week, the War Production 
Board has been realined to make control of 
the flow of materials the central effort. 

The realinement will bring the Board into 
closer touch with military and international 
requirements by creating closer ties -with 
the Combined Production and Resources 
Board recently established by the President 
and Prime Minister Churchill and through 
the creation of a war-production general staff 
made up of military and civilian production 
staffs. The armed services will, of course, 
continue to determine the kind and quan- 
tities of arms and munitions they need, 
and when and where they want them. Hav- 
ing done that, the development of a com- 
prehensive program in accordance with 
strategy, and the direction of our national 
economy and the flow of materials to that 
end, is a task that centers in the War Pro- 
duction Board. 

Since my last appearance before your sub- 
committee the newly created Combined Pro- 
duction and Resources Board has initiated 
a joint inquiry with the British representa- 
tive into the requirements of the major 
rubber-consuming items of war equipment. 
Also since my appearance before your sub- 
committee last week, the War Production 
Board at my request again reviewed the 
status and progress of the synthetic rubber 
program. Detailed reports of construction 
progress and estimated production were re- 
ceived. The present balance of processes 
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and raw materials, with respect to petro- 
Jeum and-alcohol sources, was weighed. The 
question for consideration was whether the 
program for the production of buna-s, which 
.comprises 700,000 tons of the total program 
of 800,000 tons, should proceed upon the 
presently authorized proportions of alcohol, 
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petroleum, and benzene. It was agreed that 
the buna-s program should proceed upon its 
present basis, including 200,000 tons from 
alcohol, 20,000 tons from benzene, and the 
balance from petroleum. 

The present status of the synthetic rubber 
program may be summarized as follows: 


Estimates of rubber production 


|Long tons} 
| 
1942 | 1%43 
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That decision of the Board to proceed un- 
der present plans with all possible speed, 
does not exclude encouragement of an assist- 
ance to continued technological develop- 
ments still ahead in the entire field of syn- 


thetic rubber. I am particularly interested 
in and I have given all the encouragement 
I can to the development of the butylene- 
glycol process now under test by the Northern 
Research Laboratories at Peoria, Ill. I have 
followed very closely and have been in touch 
with the parties interested in the development 
of the so-called Polish process which is being 
sponsored by Publicker Corporation. The 
Publicker Corporation was granted an A-1-b 
priority rating on March 31, which was moved 
up to an A-l-a rating on June 27 for ma- 
terials necessary to build a 2,000 pound per 
day pilot plant for the continued testing and 
development of that process. 

Other instances of prospective favorable 
technological developments have been 
brought to my attention and are being as- 
sisted. Rubber requirements are under con- 
tinual careful review in relation to the avail- 
able supply of scarce materials for construc- 
tion. If it should later be determined that 
the present program must be expanded to 
meet requirements, then ensuing technolog- 
ical developments will be most carefully 
weighed and will share a part in the program 
if shown to be merited. 

The present 800,000-ton synthetic rubber 
program was determined upon after most 
searching review of rubber requirements for 
military and essential civilian needs and after 


fullest consideration of the extent to which . 


critical materials required for that program 
could be taken from other essential segments 
of war production. The program reflects the 
joint opinion of the Board members, repre- 
senting both the armed services and civilian 
agencies carrying responsibility in the war 

program, as to the minimum essential mili- 
tary and civilian requirements and the maxi- 
mum allowable interference with the war 
production program as a whole. 

As I read the legislation proposed byt this 
subcommittee (S. 2600), the independent 
rubber supply agency to be created under 
that bill would be charged with the duty cf 
constructing facilities to provide additional 
supplies of synthetic rubber sufficient to 
meet the military and civilian needs of the 
United States. In my opinion it would be a 
rash act at this stage of the war production 
program for Congress to require the diversion 
of the great amount of critical materials nec- 
essary to accomplish that objective, at what- 
ever cost of interference with the production 
of vital military supplies. 

The present 800,000-ton synthetic rubber 
program calls for 122,000 tons of steel plate, 
210,000 tons of other steel, over 7,000 tons of 
copper, bronze, and brass, and about 170,000 
horsepower of compressor capacity, 


I have already said that the gigantic pro- 
portions of the war production program have 
made it necessary to channelize nearly all 
materials to their most essential uses. Steel 
plate, copper, and air compressors are all 
highly critical items and all are required in 
substantial. quantities for the production of 
synthetic rubber. The pressure upon steel 
plate and copper is so. immense as practically 
to limit the boundaries of the war production 
program. As you know, steel plate is required 
for ‘the production of ships,-tanks, high- 
octane gasoline plants, munitions plants, 
and other urgently needed military items. 
The requirements of steel plate for the syn- 
thetic rubber program are reflected most 
importantly in the last two quarters of 1942, 
when the shortage of steel will be most severe, 
The taking of steel plates for synthetic rub- 


ber therefore means taking them away from’ 


ships, tanks, and the essential expansion of 
other production facilities. The demands for 
steel for the naval and maritime shipbuilding 
programs have grown to such an extent that, 
if we are to keep airplanes, tanks, guns, and 
troops moving to the battlegrounds, every 
nonessential use of steel must be rigidly cur- 
tailed. 

Every pound of copper, too, must be con- 
served. The consumption of ammunition in 
todey’s warfare is staggering, and copper is an 
essential ingredient. Present total military 
requirements of copper for 1942 will be more 
than twice es great as total consumption dur- 
ing the normal peacetime period, To this 
must be added requirements for essential 
plant facilities, communication, transporta- 
tion, and power and light. Every pound of 
copper taken for any other purpose means 
fewer shells and less ammunition for our 
fighting forces. 

Perhaps the most critical shortege which 
affects the synthetic-rubber program is air 
compressors. Even the present synthetic- 
rubber program will take 37 percent of the 
total compressor production for the last 
quarter of 1942 and 22 percent of the total 
production for the first quarter of 1943. 
Production of explosives depends upon com- 
pressors, to manufacture the required 
amounts of-ammonia, toluene, and other pri- 
mary components. Compressors also are nec- 
essary for the production of aviation gas and 
of ships, as well as many other critical mili- 
tary items. Present manufacturers of com- 
pressors are booked up for their entire pro- 
duction through March of 1943, and yet not 
all of the orders for the present synthetic- 
rubber program are pleced. Any further ex- 
pansion will mean that schedules for facili- 
ties to manufacture ammonia, explosives, or 
aviation gas or some other essential items will 
have to be advanced or that these programs 
will have to be curtailed. 

Through the latter part of 1941 and so far 
in 1942 there has been increasing evidence 
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from all sides that materials are in fact the 
key to our productive efforts. Shortages have 
occurred further and further back in the 
process of fabrication. The alternative is a 
simple, but fateful, one. We can get cur 
war materials in greater quantities for the 
immediate use of our fighting forces from 
cur existing facilities, or we can divert mate- 
rials from immediate war production to en- 
large our plant capacity for the realization of 
still greater supplies at a later date. 

In June of this year, after a critical ap- 
praisal of the many strong competing de- 
mands upon the materials at cur disposal, we 
selected the most urgent needs to be ful- 
filled and arbitrarily scaled down expansion 
programs to a level of reasonable achievement 
within the time at our disposal. Although 
many expansion programs were cut substan- 
tially, the synthetic-rubber program has 
been left unchanged. 

The study of war requirements and mate- 
rial supplies, and the balancing of our total 
production ‘program so that critically short 
materials will fiow into the most essential 
needs, as dictated by the highest military 
strategy, is a continucus process of the War 
Production Board and of the Combined Pro- 
duction and Resources Board. Because of 
the shortage of many materials, the decisions 
to be made are not the easy ones of what 
supplies we shall increase but of balancing 
the need for increasing one at the expense 
of curtailing another. In other words, where 
must we shorten our lines? 

In this connection it is apparent to me 
that a disservice has been rendered the 
American public in the form of plausible 
stories of the quick availability of substan- 
tial quantities of synthetic rubber. True, we 
were a nation of abundant resources, and it 
became our habit of mind to think that we 
needed only the process to get the end prod- 
uct, and that any amount and quality of 
material would be readily available to pro- 
duce the result. But today materials are 
definitely the limiting factor of our produc- 
tive effort. It is not the simple possession of 
a formula or a process which guarantees us 
availability of synthetic rubber or other 
critical items. 

My impression from having reviewed’ many” 
public statements made regarding the present 
rubber situation in Congress, in public print, 
and over the radio may be summed up in the 
expression that since we know how to make 
synthetic rubber we should therefore have 
abundant supplies immediately. It is said 
that since we can make rubber from alccho! 
therefore we should produce a million and a 
half tons of rubber, It is said that since a 
small amount of crude rubber can be used for 
recapping tires, therefore we should keep 
30,000,000 automobiles going. I know you 
gentlemen of the committee are better in- 
formed. But this basic misconception has 
been extensively circulated, and since this 
committee has given conspicuous attention 
to the synthetic rubber program and has 
had deep infiuence upon the course of public 
thought, I appeal to you to work with me 
to clarify the basic issues that are involved. 


S. 2600 


I have already given you the substantial 
grounds that lead me to recommend against 
the enactment of that bill. You have indi- 
cated that you would welcome an expression 
of my views regarding S. 2600, the bill to 
create an independent rubber supply agency 
with power to divert critical materiais to the 
constructicn of facilities for the production 
of additional synthetic rubber from alcohol 
as the base material in an amount sufficient 
to fulfill all military and civilian needs. 

Such enormous quantities of war mate- 
rials are required in the war program that 
we are in grave danger of running short of 
material. The key to production at this 
stage of the program, in my judgment, is the 
centralized control of the flow of materials. 
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Congress has vested that power in the Presi- 
dent and he in turn has delegated it to me 
as Chairman of the War Production Board. 
It is my conviction that any dispersion of 
that power between separate agencies would 
tend to obstruct the progress of the war 
effort. 

That bill further would impose a legisla- 
tive obligation to supply rubber for nones- 
sential civilian needs. We cannot afford to 
do that at this time. The production pro- 
gram must be carefully adjusted to our sup- 
ply of materials in order to keep the proper 
balance between military, foreign, and do- 
mestic needs. The requirement that criti- 
cally scarce materials be taken from the pro- 
duction of essential munitions to the pro- 
duction of nonessential civilian goods would 
hold great danger of impeding the war effort. 

Moreover the bill, by requiring that pro- 
duction of all additional synthetic rubber be 
from agricultural products as the besic raw 
materials, would freeze decisions involving 
complicated technical factors when progress 
of the art may later be shown to be only in 
its initial stages. I doubt the wisdom of that 
course of action. 


Mr. President, there is nothing I 
could add to the statement made by Mr. 
Nelson, which in my view reiterates the 
statement I made a while ago emphasiz- 
ing the unwisdom of a division of au- 
thority at this crucial time in the pro- 
duction of this critical material. 

Division and confusion have entered 
into the whole rubber situation, because 
we have had two committees of the Sen- 
ate dealing with the question of syn- 
thetic rubber and all other kinds of rub- 
ber, in the consideration of the bill which 
is now pending before the Committee on 
Banking and Currency of the Senate. 
There has been the same confusion in the 
other branch of the Congress, where the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures employed counsel to investi- 
gate the rubber situation, who, shortly 
thereafter, gave out a statement that 
there were 10,000,000 tons of scrap rub- 
ber in the United States. 

The President announced yesterday 
that the drive which has been on ever 
since the 10th of June, I believe, or at 
least early in June, had produced a total 
of 450,000 tons of scrap rubber. There 
may be some more rubber scattered 
around over the country, but we do not 
know about it, and certainly the state- 
ment by anyone that there are 10,000,000 
tons of scrap rubber in the United States 
is bound to be fantastic, because in the 
last 10 years we have imported only an 
average of 500,000 tons a year, which 
would have made a total of 5,000,000 tons 
for the 10-year period, and to say that 
out of that there are now 10,000,000 tons 
of scrap rubber lying around scattered all 
over the United States is fantastic, to say 
the least. 

Mr. Jesse Jones, who is the Secretary 
of Commerce and also the head of vari- 
ous other agencies which have been cre- 
ated as subsidiaries of the R. F. C. and 
other bodies, came before the committee 
a few days ago to discuss the rubber sit- 
uation, and I wish to read what he said. 
It is a brief statement, but I wanted Mr. 
Nelson’s statement and the statement of 
Mr. Jones to go into the Recor in order 
that they might be available to both 
Houses of Congress in considering this 
very difficult and critical situation. 
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Mr. Jones appeared before the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency on the 15th 
day of this month, which was the middle 
of last week, and made the following 
statement: 

Everything is being done by Government 
Officials that can be done to relieve the rub- 
ber situation at the earliest possible time. 
Every effort is being made to get all the nat- 
ural rubber that cam be had from Latin 
America and other producing countries, and 
to produce the maximum amount of syn- 
thetic rubber which available raw materials 
and the limited supplies of construction ma- 
terials will permit. 

The program is a matter of continuing co- 
operation between the War Production 
Board, Army, Navy, Army-Navy Munitions 
Board, Office of Petroleum Coordinator, the 
Department of Agriculture, and Rubber Re- 
serve Company. 


The Rubber Reserve Company is a 
subsidiary of the Reconstruction Financé 
Corporation. 

A standing committee representing these 
agencies has adopted a definite program, and 
contracts have been made that call for in- 
creasing the annual production of synthetic 
rubber in the United States to a minimum 
of 800,000 tons with a reasonable factor of 
safety. Two hundred and twenty thousand 
tons are to be made from alcohol, 20,000 tons 
from benzol, and the balance from petroleum 
fractions. Forty-one rubber, oil, alcohol, and 
chemical companies are participating in the 
program. 


Mr. Jones testified before the com- 
mittee that all these agencies and all 
the companies and individuals who had 
had any experience in the production 
of rubber—petroleum, synthetic, and 
all other kinds—had been available and 
had collaborated with the various agen- 
cies charged with this responsibility. 


New formulas and processes are advanced 
almost daily by people anxious to help or who 
are interested in making money by having 
the Government adopt their processes and 
give them a contract. 


That illustrates, I suppose, what Arte- 
mus Ward once said, that one man has 
as much human nature in him as an- 
other, if not more. 


We would never get any considerable syn- 
thetic rubber if we Jumped from one process 
to another every time an oil company or 
alcohol company or an inventor, however pa- 
trictic either may be, wanted the Govern- 
ment to adopt their process. We are follow- 
ing what we believe to be the best available 
technical. advice. 

The desire of Congress or of the public for 
@ clarified solution of the rubber situation 
could not possibly be greater than that of 
Government officials who are trying to solve 
it. 
There has been no discrimination against 
any process, person, or corporation in the 
development of the Government’s synthetic 
rubber program, and there has been no dis- 
agreement in the committee composed of 
representatives of War Production Board, 
Army, Navy, Army-Navy Munitions Board, 
Office of Petroleum Coordinator, the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and Rubber Reserve 
Company. 9 

In other words, these decisions have 
been made unanimously by the represen- 
tatives of the various agencies which Mr. 
Jones sets out in his statement. 


This committee is fully advised as to the 
requirements of the War and Navy Depart- 
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ments and lend-lease. The committee is al- 
so aware of the fact that our whole economy 
is geared to rubber and oil. Realizing that 
our civilian population must have means of 
getting to and from their homes and their 
work, and that farmers, truck growers, and 
dairy people must be able to deliver their 
products, as well as certain other essentials, 
we have for several months been studying 
vate of supplying temporary substitute 
ires. 

Dr. Kettering, as head of a large group of 
technical experts from the rubber, oil, and 
chemical industries, has, at our request, given 
& great deal of time and consideration to the 
problem, and has made recommendations 
that we hope will prove helpful. The rubber 
industry, whose lifeblood is the tire business 
and who should know more about automo- 
bile tires and how to keep them in repair than 
any other authority, has been studying the 
problem for some time, and indicate that 
with a minimum amount of natural rubber 
and a modest amount of scrap, existing tires 
can, With careful driving and constant atten- 
tion, be kept going for 2 years or longer. 

Dr, Kettering’s committee thinks that 
thiokol, a material that can be made by the 
use of a modest amount of critical materials, 
can be used for retreading tires, and that 
each retread should be capable of from 5,000 
to 10,000 miles with careful driving. 

A material called flexon, made from oil 
derivatives under Standard Oil patents, gives 
promise of making tires that will afford some 
service with careful use. 

The. so-called butyl rubber bids fair to 
make a tire probably half as good as natural 
rubber, and that material apparenti; can be 
brought into production somewhat earlier 
than buna-s, the better grade. Buna-s will 
be coming into production from the latter 
part of this year through 1943. 

Since the summer of 1940, Rubber Reserve 
Company has been buying all the rubber that 
was available from any source, and, fortu- 
nately, had accumulated a very substantial 
stock pile before the far eastern supply was 
cut off. Immediately after Pearl Harbor our 
synthetic program, already under ‘vay, was 
increased to 400,000 tons annually, and when 
Singapore fell it was increased to 800,000 tons. 

In the early stages of the program the only 
raw-material supply which appeared to be 
readily available was petroleum. It was not 
until May of this year that the alcohol- 
production situation improved sufficiently 
for us to allocate any grain alcohol for 
synthetic rubber. 

At no time has it been the policy of any 
of the Government agencies to exclude from 
the synthetic rubber program any company 
or individual, or to favor any company or 
individual. After the limits of the program 
had been established and contracts made, it 
is not possible to include all who may wish 
to participate. Any such can be considered 
if it develops that additional construction 
materials can be allocated for this purpose. 

Substantial improvements in the processes 
of making synthetic rubber have already been 
developed, and there appears to be little, if 
any, difference in the relative amount of 
critical materials or the time required for any 
of the methods of making butadiene that 
are under discussion. 

Purther shifting and changing from one 
contractor to another, or one method to an=- 
other, would, in the opinion of our com- 
mittee, result in wasting the one thing that 
is most precious—time. 

The best known of ‘the substitutes for 
rubber are: 

1, Butadiene-styrene copolymer type, com- 
monly known as buna-s, is primarily a tire 
and tube rubber. 

2. Butadiene-acrylonitrile, commonly 
known as buna-n, is an oll-resistant spe- 
cialty type rubber, 
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8. Neoprene, an oil-resistant type rubber 
made from calcium carbide. 

4. Butyl rubber, one of the newer substi- 
tutes for rubber, which has possibilities for 
use in tires and tubes. The basic material 
used in this type is isobutylene. 

5. Thiokol, at present a specialty rubber, 
the base material being ethylene dichloride, 
has possibilities for use in tire retreads. 

About 75 percent of the rubber imported 
to this country has been used in the manu- 
facture of tires and tubes. Manifestly, it is 
necessary that we build a program to make 
rubber for that purpose. The butadiene- 
styrene-type rubber has been found to be the 
most dependable for this purpose, and the 
800,000-ton program includes the construc- 
tion of facilities for the manufacture of a 
minimum of 700,000 tons per year of the 
butadiene-styrene type, 60,000 tons per year 
of butyl rubber, and 40,000 tons per year of 
neoprene, 

Thiokol, recommended by the Kettering 
committee for tire retreads, is a comparative- 
ly recent discovery. A plant for its manu- 
facture, with a capacity of 1,700 tons per 
year, and which will be operated by Dow 
Chemical Co., is now under construction, and 
will be in production in the next few days. 
Expansion of this program will depend upon 
the results of this plant. 

Private industry is today producing syn- 
thetic rubber at the rate of 25,000 tons per 
annum. Two Government plants, having an 
aggregate production capacity of 30,000 tons 
annually, are in production and are produc- 
ing rubber today. 

To the extent possible, we are standard- 
izing the construction of all synthetic facili- 
ties to eliminate extra work and engineering, 
and to expedite the program. The plants are 
being located with a view to requiring the 
least amount of transportation of materials 
and the finished product. 

It is believed, from the information at 
hand, that we will have a production capacity 
of approximately 100,000 tons by the end of 
1942; 30C,000 tons by August 1943; and the 
entire 800,000 tons by the end of 1943. 

This does not mean that we will produce 
800,000 tons in 1948, nor 100,000 tons in 1942, 
but it is hoped that sufficient rubber will be 
produced in 1942 and 1943 to serve our armed 
forces and essential civilian needs with the 
rubber required. Naturally, completion of 
plants and facilities will depend upon the 
availability and delivery of necessary mate- 
rials. However, existing rubber, including 
tires in use, and any new production of what- 
ever nature, must be conserved by the most 
careful use if we are to bridge the gap be- 
tween now and the time we will be producing 
synthetic rubber on a large scale. 


Mr. President, I felt that the Senate 
was entitled to these two statements, one 
by the Chairman of the War Production 
Board, and the other by Mr. Jones, who 
is the Secretary of Commerce and also 
the head of the war loan agencies, and 
under whose direction the Rubber Re- 
serve Company is operated. 

I myself am thoroughly convinced, 
from the statements of these two respon- 
sible officers, that it would be a serious 
mistake at this time to divide the au- 
thority and to take away from the de- 
partments to which reference has been 
made the control of the manufacture of 
synthetic rubber from alcohol or by any 
other process. I believe that instead of 
speeding up the production of this essen- 
tial commodity, such action would re- 
tard it. 

I believe such a law as is proposed 
would be difficult to administer, when 
there are two or more agencies making 
the same product, synthetic rubber, al- 
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though one process involves the use of 
one material and the other an entirely 
different material. 

Congress has made a fine record in 
granting all the authority, all the money, 
and all the power requested in order to 
enable the President to carry forward the 
war effort speedily and effectively, and I 
am convinced that Congress would make 
a serious mistake if by the enactment of 
the pending bill it should divide the au- 
thority already granted. 

I stated at the beginning of my re- 
marks that I assumed the bill would pass 
the Senate, though what will happen to it 
in the other body I have no way of know- 
ing. However, I feel so strongly on this 
subject that I am led to state that if the 
two Houses should pass the bill, I would 
hope fervently that the President would 
disapprove it. 

Mr. NORRIS obtained the floor. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Scuwartz in the chair). Does the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska yield to the Senator 
from Iowa? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I know the Senator 
from Nebraska is going to speak at some 
length, but I ask him if he will kindly 
yield to me for about 5 minutes in order 
that I may make a statement. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Barkiey] has called attention to an il- 
logical argument which would naturally 
be presented in this case, and which evi- 
dently has carried conviction with him— 
the argument that the existence of two 
agencies would contribute to confusion. 
I wonder if it would not be helpful if I 
were to read an excerpt from the volume 
of the hearings which has been in the 
hands of Senators for some time, which 
may throw some light on the indescriba- 
ble confusior which exists under the 
present set-up. 

Before I read I may say that Mr, Fraser 
B. Moffatt, the Group Chief of the Chem- 
ical Branch of the War Production Board, 
came before the committee and told us 
that there had been allocated alcohol for 
the production of synthetic rubber in the 
amount of 36,000,000 gallons. We asked 
him why no more than 36,000,000 gallons 
had been allocated from the alcohol sup- 
ply to synthetic rubber production. He 
said that was all the Rubber Reserve 
Company asked for. Then when Secre- 
tary Jones was before us we asked him 
why they had not asked for more than 
36,000,000 gallons of alcohol. He said 
that was all that the Chemical Branch 
told them would be available. There was 
the clash of opinion. 

With that preface I now read from the 
record, page 436, of the first volume of 
the hearings: 

Secretary Jones. Senator, I can see the ad- 
visability of using grain to make rubber, even 
though it costs more, and we have not been 
influenced unnecessarily by the cost, either 
in this program or any other. We want to get 
the rubber as quickly as we can get it. We 
have had to follow the advice of technical 
people. It has been my understanding that 
Dr. Weidlein is merely the spokesman for a 
group of some 30 or 40, or some greater num- 
ber of experts, or whatever they call them- 
selves, in that line, and we have followed 
their advice in that respect, 
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I found no particular intgrest by the oil 
companies in the beginning in getting into 
this thing, because they knew nothing about 
it, and they were all afraid of it. 

Senator Gitterre, Whom, specifically, Sec- 
retary Jones, do you get your information 
from, your requests for action for the con- 
struction of these plants? 

Secretary Jones. From W. P. B. 

Senator GILLETTE. From whom in W. P. B.? 

Secretary Jones. Well, I may be wrong about 
this, but we usually get letters from the heads 
of the various departments in W. P. B. re- 
questing that we do this, that, or the other 
thing, and we get letters from Mr. Nelson to 
“expect a letter” from this man, that man, or 


‘the other man in a certain field. The selec- 


tion of the various companies to make these 
materials, this rubber, I don't think that is 
necessarily the responsibility of W. P. B. I 
think we have done that largely ourselves, 
and I don’t want to hide behind anybody else , 
on that, 


Again reading from the testimony of 
Secretary Jones, at page 442 of the hear- 
ings: 


Secretary Jones, I think I probably fur- 
nished the leadership in it. 

Senator WHEELER. Then you decided after- 
ward, as events turned out, that we needed 
600,000. Then you raised it to 700,000 or 
800,000, and now you have made the sugges- 
tion of 1,000,000. We are not criticizing that. 
We are simply trying to find out, as I under- 
stand it. 

Senator GILLETTE. I think it is very cred- 
itable. 

Senator Norris. I think so, too. If there is 
any criticism to be made, I think it is as to 
the delay you had in reaching that conclusion. 
You ought to have reached it long ago, it 
seems to me. 

Secretary Jones. We reached it about as 
fast as we could, Senator. 

Senator GILLETTE. I think, Mr. Secretary, 
that you performed a real public service by 
taking the lead in that. But now, under your 
leadership, and after consultation, you de- 
termined on a program of 700,000 tons. Then 
you decided that it would need for plants 
$650,000,000. That was probably done in your 
organization? 

Secretary JONES. Yes. * 

Senator GILLETTE. When you made the al- 
location of that amount, was it you that made 
the decision as to the source of that rubber, 
allocating it to the petroleum industry? Did 
you again take the leadership in that? 

Secretary JoNES. I think we used all of the 
alcohol that we could use that was made 
available to us by the War Production Board, 
and the balance went to the oil people. 

Senator GILLETTE. Then the decision was 
made by your organization to use the petro- 
leum industry, with the exception of the 
40,000 tons at that time? 

Secretary Jones. I expect it might more 
probably be War Production Board, in cooper- 
ation with us. 

Senator GILLETTE. Well, you would not allo- 
cate $650,000,000, Mr. Secretary—I know you 
and admire you, and I am sure you would not 
allocate $650,000,000 on any conjecture, would 
you? 

Secretary JoNES. No; but allocating it does 
not mean we are going to spend it. 


Mr. President, I am sorry to take so 
much of the time of the Senator from 
Nebraska, but I simply wanted to give a 
picture of the confusion which now 
exists. I shall read no more from the 
first volume of the hearings, but shall 
refer to the transcript of the hearing of 
July 6, 1942. When Mr. Newhall, Co- 
ordinator for Rubber, War Production 
Board, was before the committee, he sug- 
gested that they had a committee of 
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experts to whom they looked for advice, 
and he was asked by the members of the 
committee if he would furnish the names 
of the experts. I read from page 1530 
of the transcript of the record: 


Senator GILLETTE. Mr. Newhall, you spoke 
of a board, a technical group in the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation. Can you 
give us the names of the members of that 
group? 

Mr, Newa. I am sorry, but I cannot, 
Senator. I will be giad to get them. 


Then on the 12th of June the chair- 
man received this letter from Mr. Jesse 
Jones, the Secretary of Commerce: 

Dear SENATOR GILLETTE: Mr. Arthur B. 
Newhall informs me that you inquired of 
the names of the people who approved 
processes for the manufacture of synthetic 
rubber and base raw material used, and 
whether the approval of the construction 
of plants for the manufacture of butadiene 
or ethyl alcohol resulted in the cancela- 
tion of oe pang other raw materials 
as a starting mater 

Dr. E. R. Boana is one of our technical 
advisers, and he has at his disposal the 
services of the technical staff of the rubber, 


process is relied m in this program, but 
such adoption ïs based upon the opinions 
of those technical men who were well versed 
in the problem and who can be and are 
being used for such purpose. 


That letter was signed by the Secre- 
tary of Commerce at the request of Mr. 
Newhall, whom the committee had re- 
quested to furnish the list. We did not 
receive the list. We were advised that 
Dr. Weidlein had ai his disposal the serv- 
ices of the techuical staff of the petro- 
leum, rubber, and chemical industry. 
The committee investigators have se- 
cured the names which we could not 
otherwise get, and these are the names 
of this inner council which represented 
the chemical, oil, and rubber industry: 

R. P. Dinsmore, Goodyear Tire & Rub- 
ber Co.; P. K. Froelich, Standard Oil De- 
velopment Co.; J. N. Street, of Firestone 
Rubber Co.; J. H. Boyd, Hi-Car Chemical 
Co.; W. L. Seman, of B. F. Goodrich Co.; 
W. A. Gibbons, United States Rubber 
Co.; S. T. Crossland, Rubber Reserve 
Company, chairman; E. R. Weidlein, 
Rubber Reserve Company; F. H. Carman, 
secretary, Rubber Reserve Company. 

Mr. President, I asked the Senator 
from Nebraska to yield to me simply to 
read those excerpts from the RECORD so 
as to shew that Secretary Jones, of the 
Rubber Reserve Company, and Chairman 
of the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion; Mr. Newhall, Coordinator for Rub- 
ber under the War Production Board; 
and the other witnesses who appeared 
before us, would not, did not, or could not 
tell us where a decision was made. Fi- 
nally Secretary Jones, when he was urged 
by the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. Nor- 
RIS] and the Senator from Montana (Mr. 
WHEELER], to reply definitely to the ques- 
tion, “Whom do you mean by we?” said, 
“Well, I guess it is the public.” Yet, Mr. 
President, Senators speak of confusion 
which might result from an attempted 
clarification of the situation. 
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I thank the Senator from Nebraska for 
yielding to me. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I feel 
that it would be proper for me to tell the 
Senate how this bill happens to be before 
us and how it was prepared. 

At an executive meeting of the sub- 
committee we decided that the proper 
thing to do would be for the subcommit- 
tee to prepare a bill and present it to the 
full committee, to be reported to the 
Senate if the full committee should act 
favorably upon it. The pending bill is 
the result. 

In ali my experience in the Senate I 
have never had a greater feeling of satis- 
faction that there was an absolute in- 
tention on the part of every member of 
the committee to work harmoniously and 
meet the situation properly than in this 
case. The committee was unanimously 
of the opinion that if we were to produce 
rubber from alcohol obtained from agri- 
cultural products, legislation would be 
necessary. It is quite beside the question 
to say who is right or whois wrong. The 
committee felt that no other course than 
that which it has followed would bring 
results. 

The previous allocation, by which the 
production of rubber was allotted to pe- 
troleum or alcohol corporations which 
had control before the war, have control 
now and are trying to retain control 
after the war, was apparent to all of us. 
No matter who was to blame, that was 
the conclusion which any fair-minded 
judge of the evidence would have to 
reach. 

There was presented to the committee 
in executive session a tentative form of 
bill, submitted by the chairman of the 
committee, who requested every member 
of the committee to consider the bill 
privately and see what conclusion he 
could reach from it, whether or not it 
ought to pass in that form, whether there 
ought to be changes, and if so, what they 
should be, and report at a subsequent 
meeting. That was agreed to. 

At the next meeting one of the mem- 
bers of the committee presented another 
tentative bill, quite different from the 
first one. Without any rancor or dis- 
agreement, all bent on accomplishing the 
same objective, to see if we could not do 
something to meet the rubber situation, 
we first agreed that one of the proposals 
contained in the first tentative draft 
should not be followed. That draft pro- 
vided for the establishment of a rubber 
agency to assume control of all exist- 
ing agencies. The committee decided 
against that course. It finally unani- 
mously reached the conclusion that it 
would not be wise, and that we would be 
charged, probably with some justifica- 
tion, with obstructing corporations which 
had contracts for the production of rub- 
ber. We reached the conclusion that we 
ought not to do that, and that, right or 
wrong, they should be permitted to go 
ahead without any hindrance whatever. 
So we discarded that part of the proposed 
measure. 

We drew the bill on the theory that we 
would not interfere with existing condi- 
tions, with any contracts or allocations 
which had been made, or with anything 
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which had been done by the War Pro- 
duction Board in the rubber program. 
The pending bill is the result. After 
those two executive sessions of the sub- 
committee the bill received the unani- 
mous approval of the subcommittee and 
was reported to the full committee. The 
full committee considered it and unani- 
mously reported it to the Senate. 

Mr. President, I wish to be emphatic. 
I want no doubt left on this question. 
There was not in the mind or heart of 
any individual who participated in the 
drafting of this bill any desire to ham- 
string or interfere with any other pro- 
gram in any way. The bill would not 
do so. 

When Mr. Nelson first came before the 
committee he said that he disagreed with 
the proponents of the bill. He was asked 
why. He said something to the effect 
that it would take away authority from 
the President, and that it was not re- 
spectfui. He was asked to point out a 
single sentence in the bill which would do 
anything of that kind, and was told that 
we would take it out. We did not want 
to take away authority or to be disre- 
spectful 


I do not say that the charge of trying 
to interfere with Mr. Nelson's program is 
made in the Senate. Nevertheless, some 
things are said privately, if not on the 
floor of the Senate, to the effect that we 
are trying to interfere with the rubber 
program. Mr. President, that is not true. 
There is absolutely no reason for such 
a statement. In my judgment, it would 
be unpatriotic to do so. The committee 
thought so, and recommended setting up 
a new agency. 

As Mr. Nelson has said, the new agency 
would be under the control of the Presi- 
dent. He would appoint the head of the 
agency, just as he has appointed Mr. Nel- 
son. Does that show disrespect for the 
President? Does it interfere with any- 
thing Nr. Nelson is doing? 

Today the Senator from Kentucky 
IMr. BARKLEY] said that with the new 
agency we should have two heads. It is 
true that we should have two heads, but 
they would not be two heads of one 
agency. They would be entirely separate 
and different. If both agencies were in 
existence, there would be no reason for 
one being jealous of the other. There 
ought to be but one jealousy, and that 
is to see who can best serve and who can 
do the best work. If rubber can be made 
from petroleum, there is not a Senator 
supporting the bill who will not say, 
“Amen! Let us have it.” We have never 
interfered with the production of rub- 
ber from petroleum. We want to get 
rubber from any and every source we can 
find. 

Mr. President, we have reached the 
conclusion that the production of rubber 
is vital. Since I have been at my desk 
today I have been shown a newspaper 
with headlines across the page indicating 
that we have all the rubber we need. We 
have had evidence of that kind before 
the committee. However, every honest, 
patriotic man in this country, whoever 
he may be, or wherever he may be, has 
the idea that rubber is vital and that 
we must have it, 


6488 


If the War Production Board, set up 
under Mr. Nelson, had been doing some- 
thing which we thought ought to be done 
for the production of alcohol from the 
most reliable source known to the sci- 
entific world today, this bill would not 
be before the Senate. No one can com- 
plain about another organization being 
set up if the existing organization will 
not do anything. We have reached the 
conclusion that something ought to be 
done. If that conclusion is erroneous, 
and if nothing needs to be done, I con- 
cede that the bill ought to be defeated. 

If something ought to be done, would 
it not be better to have it done by friends 
of the program than by those who have 
ignored it up to this hour and have not 
given it any consideration? So far as 
scientific opinion is concerned, we run 
no risk in enacting this bill. To a cer- 
tain degree every step taken in the pro- 
duction of alcohol or rubber is experi- 
mental. If the proposed program is a 
mistake, the bill ought to be defeated. 

Mr. President, I should like to clear 
the atmosphere with respect to one fur- 
ther point. Let no one get the idea that 
there is anything in the bill, or in the 
minds of those who are supporting it, 
which indicates disrespect for Mr. Nel- 
sonin any way. Weall have the highest 
regard for him. We know that he has 
an enormous job, one beyond the full 
comprehension of any human mind, and 
that he must rely upon his assistants for 
most of the things he must do. No one 
has denied that. We have gone out of 
our way to show our respect for Mr. 
Nelson. He deserves it. I believe that 
he is doing a wonderful job. He may 
fail because his job is too big for one 
man to handle; but it cannot well be 
divided. 

To some extent there might be a divi- 
sion of authority. The bill provides a 
new agency. It is not an invitation to 
tear down anything Mr. Nelson has done. 
I challenge any Senator to point out any- 
thing in it which would do so. The bill 
proposes that another line be traveled, 
one which Mr. Nelson has not traveled, 
but one which we think should be trav- 
eled. If Senators do not believe it should 
be traveled, let them vote down the bill. 

I have stated briefly what we are try- 
ing to do. Among those who heard all 
the evidence I think there is no division 
of opinion on the point that the machin- 
ery needed for the production of rubber 
from alcohol derived from agricultural 
products would require smaller amounts 
of strategic materials than would be re- 
quired for the manufacture of the ma- 
chinery necessary for any other proposed 
system for the manufacture of synthetic 
rubber. At the most the machinery 
needed for the production of rubber from 
alcohol from agricultural products would 
require only one-third as much strategic 
materials, such as steel, copper, and so 
forth, as would be required for the ma- 
chinery used for other processes of mak- 
ing synthetic rubber. In fact, I think it 
voua be found to require less than one- 

rd. 

As to the other existing processes, 
those to which $650,000,000 of public 
funds have been allocated, I hope for the 
success of every one of them. I wish to 
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God we could now be assured that they 
will be used. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is no 
danger, is there, that both these proc- 
esses, or any other processes which any- 
one might suggest or invent, are likely 
to produce more rubber than we shall 
need? 

Mr. NORRIS. There is no doubt that 
we shall need every particle of rubber 
which can be produced. That was sug- 
gested when Mr. Jones was before the 
committee. He was asked about this 
program when it started. I am not 
blaming anyone for not guessing cor- 
rectly the first time; but the man who 
first said that 200,000 tons of rubber 
would be sufficient knows now that he 
Was wrong. Everyone now knows that 
he was wrong. The estimate was then 
increased to 400,000 tons, then to 700,000 
tons, then to 750,000 tons, and finally it 
reached 800,000 tons, where it is now. 
When Mr. Jones was on the stand he 
was asked by the committee if the prob- 
abilities were that the requirement 
would reach a million tons. He said he 
thought it would, and I think he was 
correct. Recently rumors have been cir- 
culated that ultimately 2,000,000 tons will 
be needed. I do not care how great the 
production may be; it will not be too 
great. The probabilities are that if all 
the processes are put into operation the 
amount of rubber produced will be too 

ttle. 

I shall ask to have printed in the Rec- 
ORD the correspondence which I had with 
Mr. Nelson even prior to the introduc- 
tion of the pending bill. I had been 
studying the question for some time in 
my awkward way. I had been in con- 
sultation with some of the men whom 
I knew were conscientious and were ex- 
perts. I thought something should be 
done. I am not an expert. I have had 
hundreds of new processes proposed to 
me, and other Senators probably have 
had the same experience. I admit that 
some of the processes may be entirely 
good. I do not know. It is impossible 
for us to take up all of them, as Sec- 
retary Jones has said in some of the 
testimony which has been read today. 
We cannot take up all of them; it would 
be a physical impossibility to do so. 

However, when a process comes before 
us supported by experts whose patriotism 
and ability are not questioned, and when 
among the experts there is such unanim- 
ity of opinion as that which has been 
evinced regarding the process presently 
under discussion, certainly it is worthy 
of our consideration. 

The experts aroused my interest. I 
have had correspondence with the offi- 
cials of Idaho University, those of Iowa 
University, Dr. Christensen, of my own 
State university, and a number of others. 
I reached the conclusion that what 
they believed in was worthy of consider- 
ation by our Government; and so I took 
it up with Mr. Nelson. I wrote Mr. Nel- 
son a letter on the 9th day of January 
1942. That was noi the beginning of my 
study, but it was when I first took up the 
matter with Mr. Nelson. I thought these 
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men should have a hearing. I wrote Mr. 
Nelson a letter and told him about the 
proposal fo. the manufacture of alcohol 
from agricultural products in my own 
State. I had something to do with the 
preparation of the plan. Articles cf in- 
corporation had been prepared. They 
were submitted to me before they were 
filed; indeed, I do not know whether they 
ever were filed. The organization was 
to be cooperative or semicooperative. 
There was to be stock of $10,000 for each 
of the plants. No other stock could be 
issued. Contributions were to be limited 
to cash contributions. Returns on the 
stock were to be limited to 6 percent, the 
balance to be used cooperatively. Pro- 
vision was made for amortizing even 
that much stock until the organization 
would be completely cooperative, and 
with no profit in it for anyone. I myself 
thought that was a fine thing. If that 
is a sin, I am guilty of a sin. I encour- 
aged it. I proposed that such provisions 
be put in their articles of incorporation. 

However, that plan met with serious 
opposition when it reached this man 
Moffat. The experts who had been con- 
ferring with me were in Washington, 
consulting all the experts they could see. 
Among those with whom they conferred 
was Mr. Moffat, who has a very powerful 
position in the War Production Board as 
confidential adviser to Mr. Nelson him- 
self. 


Mr, President, I ask that there be 
printed in the Recorp at this point a 
letter dated January 29, 1942, written by 
Mr. George E. Johnson and Mr. Frank L, 
Robinson, who were the principal adyo- 
cates of the plan which I proposed in a 
letter which I wrote to Mr. Nelson on the 
same date. 

There being. no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D, C., January 29, 1942, 
Hon, Georce W. Norris, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator Norris: As you know, we 
have been working in Washington in con- 
junction with Dr. L. M. Christensen for sev- 
eral weeks contacting the different depart- 
ments with relation to the use of grain alcohol 
and the possibility of constructing alcohol 
plants in Nebraska to use up some of our sur- 
plus grain which is now in storage and to 
assist in producing alcohol for national de- 
fense purposes, 

We find that the normal use of alcohol in 
the United States has been approximately 
100,000,000 gallons a year and the national 
program for 1942 for all purposes is 275,000,- 
000 gallons. The program contemplates the 
use of approximately 60 percent of the whisky 
distilleries to manufacture alcohol from grain 
and the use of approximately 1,000,000 tons 
ofraw sugar. We find there is some doubt in 
the minds of some of the manufacturers as 
to whether it is possible to manufacture 275,- 
000,000 gallons of alcohol with the plants 
available for use. Also we find that there is 
no definite estimate as to the amount of 
alcohol required in 1943. Some officials have 
made a tentative estimate of approximately 
400,000,000 gallons of alcohol for 1943, and it 
may be, possibly, considerably higher. The 
principal objection at this time to the con- 
struction of alcohol plants seems to be the 
reluctance on the part of those in charge of 
priorities in Washington to grant priorities 
for the use of necessary materials for the con- 
struction of alcohol plants. 
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‘We have made a of a large part of 
the industries that have been closed during 
the depression and we are able to secure all 
of the copper, a sufficient amount of steel, all 
the motors, and practically all the mechanical 
equipment necessary for five alcohol plants, 
each to produce 10,000 gallons of alcohol per 
day. The only priorities we would need to 
construct these plants would be a project 
priority which would provide that all fabri- 
cated copper used should be replaced by an 
equal tonnage of copper which we now have 
options on and a priority allowing us to use 
approximately 20 percent of steel required for 
these plants from new steel. We now have 
options on the kettles, piping, and all such 
equipment. However, in the construction of 
buildings it will require some new rolled 
shapes and reinforcing bars. The reinforcing 
bars will be made from rerolied railroad rails, 
All this new material will total about 20 per- 
cent of the total equipment. We have ar- 
ranged for an option on the motors and all 
power equipment necessary. After taking 
care of the present electric toad in Nebraska 
and the defense plants that are now being 
constructed we will still have approximately 
85,000 kilowatts of surplus power in our 
publicly owned Nebraska power system which 
is available for new loads. ‘These five plants 
will not require in excess of 2/500 kilowatts 
of power for their operation, which will leave 
our Nebraska power system with a very large 
amount of surplus power available for any 
future defense loads from defense plants that 
may be located in our State. 

We now have approximately 20,000,000 
bushels of grain within reasonable hauling 


distance of the locations where we expect to | 


locate these five 10,000-gallons-per-day alco- 
hol plants. These plants will be located 
where we have a large volume of 55° con- 
densing water for the plants that is available 
with low-lift pumps. Also these plants will 


be located in the area that has recently been | 
developed with irrigation from Public Works | 


Administration funds. 

What we need to go ahead with this pro- 
gram and produce from fifteen to eighteen 
million gallons of alcohol each year is either 
a contract for the sale of the alcohol or a 
definite allocation by the Federal Govern- 
ment of the alcohol produced for 1 year in 
these plants, and the priorities so we can get 
the materials needed. We understand that 
the present program contemplates 
ahead with expansion of present plants, which 
will use a considerable amount of materials, 
and if we are allowed to assemble the equip- 


ment now idie which is available for this work | 


we believe we can develop the five alcohol 
Plants and produce the 10,000 gallons of alco- 
hol each day from each plant with a mini- 


mum amount of new materials that will be | 
required for the production of this quantity | 


ofalcohol. At the same time we will be using 


the surplus grains that is now available, paid | 


for, and sealed in storage by the Government 
on the farms within a reasonable hauling 
distance, 

We propose to organize cooperative asso- 
ciations for the construction of these plants, 
so there will be not private profit to anyone. 

Very truly yours, 
GEORGE E. JOHNSON, 
FRANK L. ROBINSON. 


Mr. NORRIS. I ask to have printed | 


in the Recor at this point a copy of the 
letter I wrote to Mr. Nelson on the same 
date, the 29th of January 1942, 


There being no objection, the letter | 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, | 


as follows: 
JANUARY 29, 1942, 
Hon. Donarp M. NELSON, 
Chairman, War Production Board. 
My Dear Mr. Netson: This letter is with 
reference to the production of alcohol from 


the going | 
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farm products and to give you information 


estimated that, in order to carry out the 
national defense program, it will be necessary 
to produce 400,000,000 gallons of alcohol in 
the year 1943. 

The plan I am laying before you for con- 
sideration will have for tts principal object 
the supplying of a part of that production. 
As far as I know, and I have ‘studied the sub- 
ject to the best of my ability, there is no 
definite present knowledge as to how this 
400/000,000 gallons of additional alcohol can 
be Nebraska now has about 100,000 
kilowatts of surplus power produced from tts 
publicly owned power system. We have re- 
cently completed two large irrigation proj- 
ects in connection with the production of 
power, and it is propcsed to locate these 
alcohol plants in these irrigated sections so 
that the permanent production of the neces- 
sary farm crops can be assured in connection 
with the continuous use of such products by 
these plants. 

An thas been made as to the 
water supply necessary in these irrigated sec- 
tions. An abundance of pure, cold water, 
comparatively near the sunface, can be had 
in these localities. The State of Nebraska has 
established a laboratory to demonstrate the 
possibilities and the cost of alcohol fram sur- 
plus farm products. It is proposed to estab- 
lish at least five alcohol plants of about 
10,000 gallons capacity daily each in the terri- 
tory described. 

It is contemplated to organize these differ- 
ent plants on a cooperative basis so there will 
be no personal, financial profit to anyone. 

I am enclosing a Jetter which I have re- 
ceived, under date of January 29, from Mr, 
Frank L. Robinson and Mr. George E. John- 
son, It is self-explanatory, and gives the 
fundamental facts upon which the construc- 
tion of these plants ‘are based. 

In connection with the work of the two 
men named, Dr. L, M. Christensen, of the 
Nebraska State University, has made exten- 
sive in . Ihave been collaborat- 
ing with them and assisting them as best T 
could in making the various investigations 
and studies. 

Dr. Christensen fs an expert on the 
production of alcohol from farm products. 
He graduated from the Iowa State College 
and for four and a half years was employed 
as research biochemist at the Commercial 
Solvents Corporation at Terre Haute, Ind. 
For 5 years he was on the staf of the 
chemistry 

and he was then consultant to the 
Chemical Foundation in New York and in 
charge of the alcohol plant at Atchison, 
Kans. Following that he was head of the 
‘tment of at the 


University of Idaho, and he is now research | 
executive for the chemurgy project at the | 


University of Nebraska, at Lincoln, Nebr. 
Mr. Johnson is one of the Outstanding 
engineers of the country. He has been 
‘State engineer for the State of Nebraska, and 
at present is chief engineer and general man- 
ager of the central Nebraska public power 
and irrigation district. He hes charge of 
the construction of all the power end irriga- 


tion works of that public corporation and he | 


is now chairman of the committee represent- 
ing the three great public power and irriga- 
tion projects in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. Frank L. Robinson has interested him- 


self in the production of alcohol from agri- | 


cultural products for many years. 

I am asking you, Mr. Nelson, to submit 
this letter and its enclosure, to experts of 
your own choosing. I would be glad to have 
them call upon Dr. Christensen for in- 
formation in connection with the studies 
necessary in a plant such as I have outlined. 
i hope Mr. Johnson will also be calied in to 


describe the sources of water supply and the | 


of the Iowa State | 


production of alcohol from agricultural prod- 
ucts, If necessary, Dr. Christensen's exten- 
sive 


periments made at that laboratory. 

Dr. Christensen will give to anyone you 
may send to Lincoln complete control of the 
un and will permit any experiments 


T have been working on this subject with 
the men I have mentioned above and I have 
become convinced that there isa great open- 
ing for the manufacture of aloohol from farm 


several other farm products such as various 
kinds of corghums, wheat, potatoes, and many 


United States. If the United States, in carry- 
ing out its national defense program, would 
agree to pay for alcohol the price they are 
paying to the distillers of the country, these 
plants suggested in my judgment, and in the 
judgment of Dr. Christensen and Mr. Jobn- 
son, would ‘be able to amortize themselves in 
a comparatively short time. ‘This amortiza- 
tion, if the war is to last a few years longer, 
would take place before the expiration of the 
present emergency and these «plants would 
therefore be able to reduce very materially 
their charges for alcohol. It is unnecessary 
to call your attention to the various uses to 
which these plants could be directed in 
peacetime. They would supply a market for 
farm products of all kinds, The possibilities 
of such alcohol plants using farm products 
other than corn are almost unlimited. For 
instance, if corn exceeded a price these plants 
could ‘afford to pay, the same machinery and 
the same output could be used in producing 
alcohol from wheat. 

The output of these plants would not ‘be 
confined to mMeohol. Artificial rubber could 
be produced, various kinds of starches of 
which we are liable to have a national short- 
age very scon could be manufactured, besides 
the blending of about 10 percent of alechol ` 
to 90 percent of gasoline bringing about a 
better and more economical use of 2lcohdl in 
the automobile field generally. For instance, 
the blending of about 10 percent of alcohol 
in gasoline would make tetraethyl lead un- 
necessary. I understand this chemical is 
controlled ‘by General Motors and the Stand- 
ard Oil Co. It is almost a necessity in all the 
gesoline used for automobile purposes. I un- 
derst-nd the corporations controlling this 
product have made $14,000,000 profit with 
but little investment during the past year. 
Every gasoline manufacturer, In the sale of 
gasoline for the use of automobiles, is com- 
pelled to purchase this product frem the cor- 
poration controlling it and I am told that, 
in these purchases, they are compelled to sub- 
mit to unreasonable, and I think unlawful, 
conditions. 

If I were not thoroughly convinced that 
the production of wlcohol from farm products 
would bring relief not only m wartime but 
in time of peace, I would not be asking you 
to consider this subject. If we can produce 
alcohol from farm products, we will not only 
relieve those who use gasoline but we will, at 
the same time, supply a market which will 
go far toward relieving agriculture of the 
burden of overproduction. 

I am asking your very careful and candid 
consideration of this subject. Dr. Christen- 
sen and Mr, Johnson are now in Washington, 
I understand they will return to Nebraska 
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gscon but both or either of them would be 
glad to return to Washington at any time you 
might suggest. I wish to cooperate fully with 
you and I know the men I have mentioned in 
this letter will do likewise. 

Very truly yours, 

G. W. Norris. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I do not 
submit this correspondence because of 
the intrinsic value of the location which I 
proposed in it, but because in it there is 
much which has a direct bearing on what 
afterward occurred when the resolution 
was submitted by the Senator from Iowa 
and the cemmittee was appointed and 
subsequently made an investigation. I 
happened to be a member of the commit- 
tee. 

As I remember, the letter of Mr. John- 
son and Mr. Robinson was written when 
I contemplated writing to Mr. Nelson, 
Although I had had dozens of confer- 
ences with those men, I wanted a letter 
from them which would state in as few 
words as possible what we wanted to do. 

From a reading of the correspondence, 
and even of the evidence, it will be found 
that Dr. Christensen is very often re- 
ferred to. He is one of the experts upon 
whom these men relied, and upon whom 
I relied. Once or twice, when other 
experts were on the stand, I took occa- 
sion to ask them if they knew of Dr. 
Christensen’s qualifications. I obtained 
they did, and that he had a national, un- 
sullied reputation. They gave him the 
very highest recommendation. 

For the Recorp, I desire to state Dr. 
Christensen’s qualifications. I obtained 
this information from Dr. Christensen 
himself. He did not volunteer it, but I 
asked him to give it to me because I said 
that later it might be important to have 
it, and I wanted to get it from his own 
‘lips. Here it is: 


Following my graduation from Iowa State 
College I was 444 years employed as research 
biochemist at the Commercial Solvents Cor- 
poration at Terre Haute, Ind., then for 5 years 
I was on the staff of the chemistry depart- 
ment at Iowa State College. Then I was 
consultant to the Chemical Foundation in 
New York and in charge of the alcohol plant 
at Atchison, Kans. Following that I was the 
head of the department of agricultural chem- 
istry at the University of Idaho. I am now 
research executive for the chemurgy project 
at the University of Nebraska at Lincoln 
(since last September). 


I received from Mr. Nelson an answer 
to my letter which I just offered for the 
RecorD. He refers to one of my letters as 
that of January 20. The date of the 
copy I have is January 29, and I think 
January 29 is the correct date. I ask 
unanimous consent that his answer dated 
February 10, 1942, may be inserted in the 
Record without reading. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: | 


WAR PRODUCTION BOARD, | 
Washington, D. C., February 10, 1942. 
The Honorable GEORGE W. Norris, 
United States Senate. 
My Dear Senator Norris: This will reply 
to your letters of January 20 and February 
4, 1942, with reference to the production of 
alcohol from farm products and your pro- 
posal that a number of plants for the pro- 
auction of alcohol should be built in Ne- 
braska, 
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The construction of new facilities for this 
purpose will involve the use of large amounts 
of critical materials and we therefore are en- 
deavoring, so far as possible, to make use of 
existing facilities. We are already employing 
many of the corn distilling plants which were 
engaged in making distilled spirits for this 
purpose. We are also taking steps to make 
use of the facilities of many existing plants 
where a moderate amount of expenditure for 
conversion to this production is possible. 
We have in contemplation the employment 
of 50 or more whisky distilleries producing 
high wines which in turn can be redistilled 
at the larger plants into 190 proof ethyl al- 
cohol, 

We hope that this program will furnish 
suficient alcohol to meet the additional re- 
quirements of the war effort. If, however, 
there is any substantial increase in the de- 
mand for ethyl alcohol for war purposes be- 
yond our present estimate, it may be neces- 
sary to construct new facilities, in which 
case we will, of course, carefully consider 
your proposal. 

I would suggest that Dr. Christensen, Mr. 
Johnson, and Mr. Robinson, on their next 
visit to Washington, confer with Mr. F. M. 
Moffat, Jr., of the Chemical Branch and ac- 
quaint him in detail with the expansion and 
production costs and related matters as de- 
veloped by their studies. 

With regard to the power facilities avail- 
able in Nebraska, the Power Branch of the 
Materials Division has been making a care- 
ful study of these facilities with a view to 
making full use of them in connection with 
the war program. 

Sincerely yours, 
Donatp M. NELSON. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, when I 
received that letter from Mr. Nelson I 
answered it on the 20th day of February. 
Although his letter did not so state, I 
knew it to be true that he had referred 
the letter to Mr. Moffat. I had proposed 
to Mr. Nelson that he appoint specialists, 
and that I wanted to be heard and have 
witnesses heard before them, with the 
idea of establishing five plants in Ne- 
braska with an alcohol-producing capac- 
ity of 10,000 gallons daily from agricul- 
tural products. 

When I discovered that my letters 
were being referred to Mr. Moffat, I pro- 
tested about Mr. Moffat being the judge, 
and I said in my letter of February 20: 


It seems to me I have stated enough to 
show— 


I had given the history in this letter 
of Mr. Moffat’s connection with certain 
corporations— 


that Mr. Moffat could not be expected to be 
an unbiased judge in this matter. I am not 
complaining that he has connections with 
this great monopolistic cyclops, but it seems 
to me the fact that he is associated in this 
gigantic combination is a sufficient reason 
why he should not be allowed to pass on the 
application of this small corporation which 
may come into competition with the large 
corporations in which he has a direct interest. 
Certainly, I do not care to appear, and I do 
not care to present witnesses before a tribu- 
nal which is composed of a competitor of 
the corporation in which I am interested, and 
permit him to be both the judge and juror 
as to whether I should be allowed to exist. 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the Recorp my 
letter of February 20 from which I have 
been reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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The letter referred to is as follows: 


FEBRUARY 20, 1942. 
Hon. Donaip M. NELSON, 
Chairman, War Production Board. 

My Dear Mr. NELSON: On January 29, 1942, 
I wrote you with reference to the production 
of alcohol from farm products in connection 
with our war program and suggested to you 
that, in my judgment, it will be necessary to 
produce 400,000,000 gallons of alcohol in the 
year 1943. 

I laid before you a plan for the organiza- 
tion of a nonprofit corporation in which it 
was proposed that four or five such plants be 
constructed in the State of Nebraska, with 
the object in view of utilizing the surplus 
farm products. I called your attention to 
the possibility of locating such plants in 
central Nebraska, where they would have ad- 
vantage of irrigation, thus making possible 
the continuous farm production necessary to 
supply a material portion of the alcohol 
needed. I explained to you that these plants 
would be located where there would be no 
possibility of a failure of crops and that, 
while such plants would not need a very 
large amount of electricity, it would be sup- 
plied from publicly owned plants which 
would insure this electricity at a fair and 
reasonable price, 

I suggested that these plants would be able 
to supply 10,000 gallons of alcohol daily. It 
would be necessary, if these plants were con- 
structed, to have a priority for the materials 
necessary. 

I suggested also that Dr. L. M. Christensen, 
a chemist of outstanding and national repu- 
tation, now on the staff of the Nebraska State 
University, had constructed a laboratory in 
connection with the State experiment station 
of the university and that he would be glad 
to turn this laboratory over to anyone you 
might suggest in order to demonstrate that 
alcohol can be successfully obtained on a 
large production basis. 

I suggested also, if these plants were con- 
structed, that at the end of the war their 
peacetime operation would supply a market 
for farm products and thus relieve the 
embarrassment the overproduction of farm 
crops always produces. 

I asked you to submit my proposition to 
experts of your own choosing. I called your 
attention to the fact that the locations sug- 
gested would be in localities where the abun- 
dance of water necessary for the operation of 
such plants could be supplied at a very rea- 
sonable price, 

On February 2, 1942, you acknowledged the 
receipt of my letter and stated that you had 
requested that an analysis be made of the 
suggestions offered for the production of alco- 
hol from agricultural products and that you 
would communicate shortly with me on this 
subject. On the 4th of February 1942 I 
again wrote you acknowledging receipt of 
your letter of February 2 and I asked you 
to give me the name of the person or per- 
sons to whom you had referred my letter in 
order that I might be heard and present wit- 
nesses to sustain the proposition I had sub- 
mitted. 

On the 10th day of February, you acknowl- 
edged receipt of my letter of February 4 and, 
among other things, you suggested that the 
witnesses I had named, to wit, Dr. Christen- 
sen, Mr. Johnson, and Mr. Robinson, “on their 
next visit to Washington confer with Mr, 
F. M. Moffat, Jr., of the Chemical Branch and 
acquaint him in detail with the expansion 
and production costs and related matters as 
developed by their studies.” 

I was in great doubt as to whether there 
would be any advantage gained by a confer- 
ence with Mr. Moffat (for the reasons herein- 
after set forth) but Mr. Johnson and Mr. 
Robinson were in the city and I communi- 
cated to them the contents of your letter 
and they decided to have a conference with 
Mr. Moffat. They had such a conference but 
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the result was unsatisfactory and showed very 
clearly that he was opposed to any additional 
production of alcohol and to the proposition 
I had submitted to you. It was learned at 
that conference that Mr. Moffat had my let- 
ter to you and that, in fact, he had written 
your letter of February 10. I am very much 
disappointed at the reference of the entire 
matter to Mr. Moffat. 

Mr, Moffat is vice president of the U. 8. 
Industrial Chemicals, Inc., which corporation 
is a subsidiary of the U, S. Industrial Alcohol 
Co. As of February 24, 1941, the U. S. Indus- 
trial Alcohol Co. owned 100 percent of the 
voting control of the following: 

U. 8. Industrial Chemicals, Inc., handling 
industrial alcohol and chemicals; 

Stroock & Wittenberg Corporation which 
manufactures natural and synthetic resins; 

Cuba Distilling Co., whose principal busi- 
ness is molasses storage and handling in Cuba. 

The Cuba Distilling Co., in addition to be- 
ing a subsidiary, has subsidiaries as follows: 

Porto Rico Mercantile Co., whose principal 
business is molasses storage and handling in 
Puerto Rico; 

Dominican Molasses Co. C por A, whose 
principal business is molasses storage and 
handling in Santa Domingo; 

Compania Cubana de Transporte de Mieles, 
whose principal business is molasses trans- 
portation. 

The United States Industrial Alcohol Co. 
owned 52.19 percent of the yoting control of 
De Mert & Dougherty, Inc., on February 24, 
1941, and as at December 31, 1940, owned less 
than a controlling interest in the following: 

Air Reduction Co., 15,420 shares; National 
Distillers Products Corporation, 87,069 shares; 
The Sterno Corporation (manufacturers of 
canned heat), 5,000 common and 1,250 pre- 
ferred shares; and United Molasses Co., Ltd., 

7,500 ordinary and 2,100 new ordinary shares. 

The United States Industrial Chemicals, 
Inc., of which Mr. Moffat is vice president, 
ranks as a leading domestic producer of in- 
dustrial alcohol which it sells only for non- 
beverage purposes. 

The National Distillers Products Corpora- 
tion, of which the United States Industrial 
Alcohol Co. owns 87,069 shares, has a large 
number of subsidiaries and, as of December 
81, 1940, owned 100 percent of the voting con- 
trol of the following: 

The Black Gold Distillery Co., Maryland. 

The Blue Grass Distillery Co., Maryland. 

The Bond & Lillard Distillery Co., Maryland. 

Bourbon de Luxe Distillery Co. (formerly 
Farmdale Distillery Co.), Maryland. 

The Cedar Brook Distillery Co., Maryland. 

The Chicken Cock Distillery Co., Maryland, 

The Crab Orchard Distillery Co., Maryland. 

Crown Fruit & Extract Co., Inc., New York— 
strawberries, cherries, peaches, and apricots 
for ice cream and candy trades—plant at 
Watsonville, Calif., and Peoria, I. 

W. A. Gaines & Co., Delaware—inactive. 

The Hannis Distillery Co., Maryland. 

The Hermitage Distillery Co., Maryland. 

The Hill & Hill Distillery Co., Maryland. 

Marques Del Merito, Inc., Maryland—im- 
ports sherries and ports. 

The Mellwood Distillery Co., Maryland. 

The Mount Vernon Distillery Co,, Mary- 
land. 

National Distillers Corporation of New 
England, Massachusetts—wholesale distribu- 
tion of spirits. 

The Old Crow Distillery Co., Maryland. 

The Old Grand-Dad Distillery Co., Mary- 
land, 

The Old McBraye Distillery Co., Maryland. 

The Old Taylor Distillery Co., Maryland. 

A, Overholt & Co., Pennsylvania—adistilling, 
buying, selling, storing, and bottling. 

Large Distilling Co., Pennsylvania—distill- 
ing, warehousing, and bottling. 

Penn-Maryland Corporation, Delaware. 

The Rewco Distillery Co., Maryland. 

Alex. D. Shaw & Co., Inc., New York— 
imports wide line of alcoholic beverages. 
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Shewan-Jones, Inc., 
wines and brandy—plant (leased), 
Calif. 

Henry H. Shufeldt & Co., West Virginia— 
produces maraschino cherries, olives, and 
glace fruits—plant, Peoria, Ill, 

The Spring Garden Distillery Co., Inc. 

Sunny Brook Distillery Co., Maryland. Dis- 
tilling for account of parent—charter main- 
tained primarily for preserving trade name. 

The subsidiaries in which less than 100 
percent of voting power controlled are as 
follows: 

Chickasaw Wood Products Co. (25.21 per- 
cent). 

John de Kuyper & Son, Inc., New York (70 
percent)—manufactures, blends, and sells 
gins and cordials—plant, Jersey City, N. J. 

W. & A. Gilbey, Ltd., Delaware (60 per- 
cent)—manufactures and sells gin and im- 
ports gin—plant, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Train & McIntyre, Ltd., Great Britain 
(94.87 percent)—distilling, blending, bot- 
tling, selling, and exporting Scotch whisky— 
plant, Glasgow, Scotland. 

Seven unnamed 100-percent foreign sub- 
sidiaries of Train & McIntyre, Ltd. 

One unnamed 50-percent foreign subsidiary 
of Train & McIntyre, Ltd. 

It seems to me I have stated enough to 
show that Mr. Moffat could not be expected 
to be an unbiased judge in this matter. I 
am not complaining that he has connec- 
tions with this great monopolistic cyclops, 
but it seems to me the fact that he is asso- 
ciated in this gigantic combination is a suffi- 
cient reason why he should not be allowed 
to pass on the application of this small cor- 
poration which may come into competition 
with the large corporations in which he has 
a direct interest. Certainly, I do not care 
to appeer, and I do not care to present wit- 
nesses, before a tribunal which is composed 
of a competitor of the corporation in which 
I am interested, and permit him to be both 
the judge and the jury as to whether I should 
be allowed to exist. 

I realize, Mr. Nelson, that you have to refer 
these applications to someone who has a per- 
sonal knowledge in regard to the facts and 
to those who are experts and can give you 
the proper advice, but certainly your advis- 
ers should be disinterested as to the subject 
upon which they are called upon to give 
advice. They should not have a financial 
interest contrary to the interests of the gen- 
eral public. 

I am moved entirely by a desire to help 
in this critical period of our country’s his- 
tory. I do not want to say or do anything 
to injure the national cause, and I would 
submit to an injustice rather than to become 
a caustic critic-of the mistakes which human 
beings are expected to make. I know you 
have a very difficult duty to perform and 
that you often must be expeditious in the 
performance of these duties and cannot al- 
ways give the time and attention in the 
consideration of these subjects you would 
give in peacetime. I want to be of assistance 
if I can in saving our country from the encr- 
mous expense necessary in the carrying on 
of our gigantic program. 

Very truly yours, 


Maryland—produces 
Lodi, 


G. W. Norris. 


Mr. NORRIS. I desire to have printed 
in the Recorp also Mr. Nelson’s reply 
of March 4, and also his letter of 
February 2, which I should have put in 
the Record before. That was the end of 
my correspondence with Mr, Nelson. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

5 War PRODUCTION BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., March 4, 1942. 
The Honorable GEorcEe W. Norris, 
United States Senate 

My Dear Senator Norris: This will ac- 

knowledge your letter of February 20, in 
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which you discussed at some length the al- 
cohol situation, I note that you are of the 
opinion that it will be necessary to produce 
400,000,000 gallons of alcohol in the year 
1943. I assume that this is a rather rough 
estimate, since the final requirements for 
1943 are not complete at this time. 

The necessary increased production of ethyl 
alcohol to meet essential requirements has 
been under active consideration for a number 
of months, After a thorough survey of the 
available facilities, it was decided that it 
would be necessary to utilize the whisky 
plants to produce industrial alcohol from 
grain, Naturally, the conversion of these 
plants from whisky to industrial alcohol is 
essentially an engineering job which involves 
certain changes in the plants and provisions 
for storage, redistillation, and transportation. 

Initial production of industrial alcohol 
from these plants was started last September 
and has increased in volume continuously 
since that time. I wish to point out that 
this method of utilizing grain, based on the 
use of available equipment, results in a tre- 
mendous saving of essential metals and 
equipment, as well as Government moneys. 

Several members of the Chemical Branch 
are familiar with Dr. Christensen’s work and 
through Dr. William Hale have suggested 
several times that Dr. Christensen test his 
process in a commercial plant. They have 
offered to assist him in obtaining these fa- 
cilities for his work, but up to the present 
time neither he nor his backers have seen fit 
to accept this offer. It would seem to me 
that in these times if anyone has a method 
that can be utilized in existing plants to in- 
crease production, he should be willing to 
offer his method to the Government for con- 
sideration. 

I wish to point out also that there are 
several groups who have been pushing other 
processes for production of industrial alco- 
hol, such as the utilization of sawdust, waste 
sulfite liquors, and citrus fruits, all of whom 
insist that new alcohol plants should be 
built to operate their processes before idle 
equipment is fully utilized. Under present 
conditions I do not consider this to be in 
the best interests of the war effort. 

With reference to Mr. Moffat, I wish to 
point out that Mr. Moffat resigned from 
the United States Industrial Chemicals, Inc., 
on October 6, 1941, and has been a Govern- 
ment employee since that time. Mr, Moffat 
does not determine policies and only acts as 
the instrument for carrying through poli- 
cies dictated by the War Production Board 
and his superiors. 

For your information, there is less mo- 
lasses being used in the production of alco- 
hol at this time than last year, and it is 
expected that as soon as certain changes are 
completed in whisky distilleries that very 
little invert molasses will be used in alcohol 
production. This, of course, means that 
there will be an increasing amount of grain 
used in the production of alcohol. 

I am sure this explanation of the alcohol 
program will meet with your full approval 
and that the Board’s attitude in using every 
means to conserve copper and other valu- 
able metals which are so urgently needed 
by the armed forces is a policy which must 
of necessity be followed to the fullest extent. 

Very truly yours, 
Donatp M. NELSON. 


War PRODUCTION BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1942, 
The Honorable GEORGE W. NORRIS, 
United States Senate, 
My Dear Senator Norris: This will ac- 
knowledge with thanks your letter of January 
29, 1942, together with a letter of the same 
date from the Central Nebraska Public Power 
and Irrigation District. 
I have requested that an analysis be made 
of the suggestions offered for the production 
of alcohol from agricultural products, and 
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will communicate shortly with you on this 
subject. 


Sincerely yours, 
Downatp M. NELSON., 


Mr. NORRIS. All that correspondence 
occurred before this investigation started. 

Mr. NORRIS. I will yield in a mo- 
ment. If any Senator will do me the 
honor to read the correspondence which 
I have put in the Recorp, he will gather 
from it—and that is the only reason I 
put it in the Recorp—considerable in- 
formation as to the attitude of the War 
Production Board against the establish- 
ment of any plant designed to produce 
alcohol from agricultural products. I 
now yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr, McKELLAR. The question I de- 
sire to ask is, Was there any proof be- 
fore the committee showing that the 
process of making rubber from alcohol 
produced from agricultural products had 
been previously tried? 

Mr. NORRIS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. And had been suc- 
cessful? 

Mr. NORRIS. Oh, yes; I think so. 

Mr. McKELLAR. There was ample 
proof before the committee that it had 
been. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think it a fair state- 
ment to say that Russia, and, so far as 
we can ascertain, Germany herself, both 
countries together, perhaps including 
Poland, have over 50,000 plants now, or 
had at the time of the last available in- 
formation on the subject, producing from 
agricultural producis alcohol from which 
rubber was made, 

Mr. MCKELLAR. Then, Mr. President, 
if the Senator will yield again, it seems 
to me that our necessities for rubber are 
so great, when everyone who is informed 
or looks around him knows that they are 
very great, we should welcome the de- 
velopment of any process which would 
bring about or help bring about an in- 
crease of our rubber supply. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is what the com- 
mittee thought, and that is the reason 
the pending bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I cannot understand 
why anyone should object to the use of 
any process by which rubber may be 
made. Suppose there was found an 
island where we could get all the natural 
Tubber we wanted; certainly we would 
take advantage of it immediately, and 
take every step to obtain the rubber, as 
we have been trying to do in South 
America. So it seems to me, instead of 
being aimed at anybody, this proposal is 
for the purpose simply of insuring to our 
country if we may, in this time of ad- 
versity, a real supply of rubber as soon as 
Possible. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am glad the Senator 
from Tennessee, with his keen powers of 
observation, gets the point I have been 
trying to make. This is not an attempt 
to stop any other production; it is not 
an attempt to “throw a monkey wrench 
into the machinery”; it is an attempt, we 
believe, that will bring about increased 
production. We want all the production 
we can get, and then will probably still 
be short. There is much natural rubber 
in South America. We had several wit- 
nesses before the committee who referred 
to that matter. The Amazon River in 
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Brazil and its tributaries and valleys up 
into the jungles are filled with natural 
rubber trees, but it is almost an impossi- 
bility to get the latex. The white men 
cannot get it, and it is difficult to have 
the natives do so. I think our Govern- 
ment is trying to get it; I commend the 
Government for doing so; and I think, 
by increasing the price paid, it will be 
possible to secure much rubber from that 
source, and also from Central America; 
but it is generally agreed by everyone 
that not enough rubber can be obtained 
in that way nor can it be obtained quickly 
enough. 

Mr. BONE. Mr, President—— 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator 
from Washington. 

Mr. BONE. Was there any testimony 
before the committee indicating what 
rubber might cost the Government when 
it is produced from butadiene made from 
alcohol? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; there is a good 
deal of evidence. However, I think the 
committee is unanimously of the opinion 
that that is really in this emergency but 
a secondary consideration. Even if the 
cost were greater, we ought to get it. 

Mr. BONE. I concede that; I am 
merely interested in the question of what 
it would cost. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think it is fair to say 
that every student of the subject will 
agree that, judging the future hy the 
past, the probability is that if we enter 
upon this activity, and produce the ma- 
terial on a large scale, there will be evi- 
dence of ingenuity along all avenues, and 
there will be a cheapening of the process. 
That has been true as to all such activ- 
ities, and I think that is one of the rea- 
sons why the large corporations which 
have control at the present time do not 
want to go into these new processes. 
They have the control now, and they 
want to have it when the war ends. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. An- 
DREWs in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Nebraska yield to the Senator from 
Iowa? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I merely wish to re- 
mind the Senator from Nebraska that in 
the testimony before the subcommittee 
it was stated that in the manufacture of 
butadiene from alcohol there is a very 
profitable residue in the form of protein 
feed, which is recoverable, and is an im- 
portant factor. ~- 

Mr. NORRIS. The record is full of 
evidence showing that in the production 
of alcohol from agricultural products 
there is a byproduct almost as valuable 
as the alcohol itself, a feed product. In 
a region of the country where large num- 
bers of cattle are fed for the market, that 
is a very valuable consideration. 

Mr. BONE. I am curious about one 
other aspect. In the testimony before 
the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, which I was not 
privileged to hear, were any figures sub- 
mitted indicating what might he the tetal 
or over-all needs of the country, both for 
civilian use and war use, in terms of ton- 
nage? 

Mr. NORRIS. There was much evi- 
dence, though I do not believe the sub- 
committee made any special effort to 
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bring out those figures. But outside the 
record entirely, from studies I have made 
in the past, and I think I mentioned this 
in one of my letters to Mr. Nelson, I 
reached the conclusion that if, in order 
to supply our civdian needs, we produced 
alcohol from surplus farm products, we 
would at once do away with our surpluses 
of agricultural products; and we all know 
what a godsend that would be to our 
country. 

I think I called attention in one of my 
letters to the use of gasoline by automo- 
biles; at least, whether I did or not, I 
shall refer to it now, ‘There is a chemi- 
cal product, whose name I cannot recall 
at the moment, added to the gasoline 
used in automobiles, in order to take the 
knock out of the gasoline. Practically all 
of it is produced by one corporation, 
owned by the Standard Oil Co. and Gen- 
eral Motors together. It is almost a 
necessity for the man who sells gasoline 
to the trade for ordinary use in automo- 
biles that he have about 10 percent of 
this product in the gasoline. We see on 
the signs at the filling siations, “This 
gasoline contains lead,” and the other 
chemical. 


Mr. GURNEY. Tetraethyl lead. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; that is it. I am 
informed that the corporation which 
owns the patent for making this material 
made a profit last year of $15,000,000. 
Nearly all automobiles have to have it, or 
something similar to it, and this product 
seems to be the best of its kind on the 
market. Iam told, not by ordinary deal- 
ers at filling stations, but by men who 
are in the business of producing gasoline 
and selling it to the trade, that some- 
times this corporation imposes condi- 
tions which are almost disgraceful before 
they will sell the tetraecthy] lead to them, 
knowing they have to have it. 

I understand now that if 8 or 10 per- 
cent of alcohol is put into gasoline, the 
tetraethyl lead is not needed at all, that 
it makes the gasoline more powerful than 
it was before, and takes all the knock 
out of it. I understand also that if al- 
cohol is mixed with ordinary gasoline 
the result is a gasoline perfect for use in 
— by the aviators of our Army and 

Vy. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. BONE. I should like to ask the 
able Senator from Nebraska if he found 
in the picture which was developed before 
the ittee any patent relation- 
ships, or patent controls, which stand 
between the type of butadiene being 
manufactured from alcchol, and the fin- 
ished product, which is the rubber itself, 
Was that picture developed before the 
committee? 


Mr. NORRIS. No. There are some 
patents involved in the situation, but so 
far every one who controls patents or 
owns them, as the subject has inciden- 
tally come into the record, has expressed 
a perfect willingness to supply all the 
Government may need for its program, 
regardless of any patents. 

Mr. BONE. I do not wish further to 
intrude on the time of the Senator from 
Nebraska, but I think the récord would 
be incomplete did I not express entire 
agreement with the statement made by 
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the Senator a moment ago, that under- 
lying many of these activities has been 
a grim purpose on the part of certain 
large and powerful aggregations of cap- 
ital to hold the economic supremacy 
which they now enjoy in these fields, and 
preserve it for post-war operations. It 
is evident that they do not intend to 
permit any concern to get in their way 
with any new devices, any new formulas, 
or anything else which will break down 
their monopolistic control. That has 
been demonstrated in the hearings be- 
fore the Committee on Patents of this 
body, hearings which I sincerely hope will 
be continued for the information they 
will afford the people. 

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, while the 
production of rubber from agricultural 
products may not seem vital, funda- 
mentally it is vital; for a long-time pro- 
gram it is vital, Even if we should have 
to exhaust the supply of a natural prod- 
uct, I should be in favor of doing that if 
it were necessary in order to meet our 
emergency requirements. 

But when I take a long-time view of 
the production of rubber from alcohol, 
I am almost convinced that, regardless of 
cost and regardless of use, we can afford 
to risk the uncertainties of the future 
and produce alcohol from agricultural 
products rather than from a natural re- 
source, such as oil or coal or some other 
material which is still regarded as a 
natural resource. 

All scientists agree that the supply of 
oil from the bowels of the earth is lim- 
ited, that there will come a time, perhaps 
beyond our day, when it will be either 
exhausted or be curtailed to such an ex- 
tent that the price will go sky high. We 
are exhausting a natural resource in or- 
der to supply a temporary demand for 
fuel to be used in engines such as those 
now found in automobiles. If we produce 
alcohol from corn and wheat and sor- 
ghum, and other agricultural products, 
that condition will no longer exist; we 
shall not then be exhausting natural re- 
sources; we shall be preserving them. 
We shall then be enabled to produce al- 
cohol from soil, which will remain so 
long as time lasts, or so long as man ex- 
ists on the earth. If we properly care for 
our soil, it will not deteriorate from year 
to year. 

Mr. BONE. The permanence of the 
soil is like that of water power. 

Mr, NORRIS. As the Senator from 
Washington suggests, it may be compared 
to water power. It is like eating your 
cake and having it afterward. It will 
last so long as time shall last. Alcohol 
may then be produced from year to year 
from the products of the soil, thereby 
saving our natural resources. To me that 
is an important consideration. With less 
strategic materials we can now produce 
rubber from agricultural products, with 
less money invested in the necessary ma- 
chinery than would be required in pro- 
ducing it from oil. 

Mr. President, consider the future 
sources of petroleum products. It should 
add to the argument which I am making 
to know that if we pursue the method of 
producing from agricultural sources the 
materials which I am discussing, we will 
at the same time be conserving a naturil 
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resource, and utilizing a natural surplus 
of agricultural products. 

It also seems to me that we should 
realize we will also be accomplishing an- 
other thing. Agriculture has been strug- 
gling for many years to keep its head 
above the surface of the water. It has 
always been confronted with a surplus. 
When we produce all we can we get more 
than we can eat and more than we can 
wear under normal conditions. The plan 
here suggested, if adopted, will help re- 
lieve that situation. If it is carried out, 
and the promises are fulfilled as it is in- 
dicated they will be fulfilled, we shall 
have a permanent solution of a problem 
which has caused us and all our people 
many agonizing moments. The pending 
bill, if enacted, will tend to rectify that 
situation. 

Mr. President, there is no one, so far 
as I know, who can tell mathematically 
the exact results of the use of any of 
these processes. Experts who favor pe- 
troleum processes of different kinds sat 
in the hearings and honestly admitted 
that in their minds there was some doubt. 
They were not sure of their process be- 
yond a reasonable doubt. They admitted 
that, as the expression is often used, 
there were many “bugs” still to be taken 
out. That may be true of all processes. 
We nust be willing to incur some risks, 

If we shall invest modestly in a plan 
to produce alcohol from the agricultural 
products, of which we have a surplus, 
it may lead to relief from many of the 
evils now existing. If it fails, is it not a 
risk we should now assume in this time 
of dire distress? Is it not a chance we 
should take, especially when, no matter 
what road we travel, we must take some 
risk? 

Mr. President, there is no certainty 
with respect to production of rubber by 
various oil processes, although the prob- 
abilities are that the various petroleum 
processes will result in considerable pro- 
duction of rubber. I sincerely hope they 
will, It cannot be said that complete suc- 
cess will result from the various petro- 
leum processes for the production of rub- 
ber an’ that failure will result from the 
production of rubber from alcohol de- 
rived from agricultural products. Both 
processes will probably result in some 
disappointment, and questions will arise 
which must be solved. It may take some 
time to solve them. For the present 
emergency some of the methods may be 
failures. In time of war we cannot af- 
ford to neglect to use a process for mak- 
ing rubber merely because there is a 
possibility of failure in one process or an- 
other. The general may think every- 
thing is well before the battle and that 
victory is coming to him, but he knows 
there is a possibility of defeat. So, it 
seems to me we cannot afford to take a 
chance by not using methods for the 
prodtction of rubber which we fee! will 
be successful. 

Mr. President, I have before me a let- 
ter written by Frank L. Robinson, treas- 
urer of the Farm Crops Processing Cor- 
poration, the corporation which proposes 
to build alcohol plants in Nebraska. The 
letter is addressed to Mr. Eugene B. 
Casey, special executive assistant to the 
President, and is dated May 4, 1942. I 
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ask unanimous consent that it may be 
printed in the Recorp at this point, with- 
out reading. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


FARM Crops PROCESSING CORPORATION, 
Lincoln, Nebr., May 4, 1942. 
Mr. Eucrne B. CASEY, 
Special Executive Assistant to the 
President, the White House, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Casey: May I take a little of your 
valuable time in presenting a revised report 
by Mr. George E. Johnson, president of our 
corporation, in the application we have on 
file with the War Production Board for a 
small amount of priorities necessary to build 
five alcohol plants in our State? 

We have spent most of our time in Wash- 
ington since January 9, 1942, trying to con- 
vince the War Production Board and Mr. 
Moffat, Chief of the Alcohol Division, and 
his associates of the many economic advan- 
tages in locating the five plants requested 
near the source of raw material, where low- 
cost operating facilities exist and many post- 
war problems of labor and farm overproduc- 
tion could be solved. 

Alcohol requirements: The need for vastly 
increased production is becoming more ap- 
parent daily If we follow the criterion es- 
tablished by monopoly controlled critical 
war materials we can draw but one conclu- 
sion—the facilities for producing sufficient 
alcohol are not there—that wasteful meth- 
ods are being employed so that control of 
the alcohol monopoly will not be disturbed 
through any competitive plants that would 
be erected during the emergency and would 
oe a disturbing factor in peacetime opera- 

on, 

Westeful transportation: All well-in- 
formed people agree it will be most criti- 
cal, and very soon. At present and planned 
for the immediate future is the shipment 
of millions of bushels of grain produced in 
the Middle West to alcohol distilleries lo- 
cated in the eastern part of the United 
States. If 10,000,000 bushels are handled 
in this manner, it would require 5,000 grain 
cars of 2,000-bushel capacity, and to move 
the alcohol west to powder and chemical 
plants would require 2,500 tank cars of 10,- 
000-gallon capacity. 

Economy in transportation: If we are per- 
mitted to build the plants as specified, 80 
percent of the grain used will be delivered 
direct to the plants in farm-owned trucks, 
and the alcohol can be delivered to powder 
and chemical plants located in the Middle 
West by transport trucks, not only a saving 
of rail transportation to other war efforts 
but a very economical plan. 

Profit in alcohol production: The present 
price of 50 cents per gallon is double what it 
was when the present officials of the alcohol 
monopoly were put in control of the alcohol 
section of the War Production Board, and 
molasses has almost trebled in price, with 
wheat looking for a place to go to keep from 
rotting on the ground for lack of storage 
space and another bumper crop in the mak- 
ing. On the five plants we plan to build, and 
producing 10,000 gallons of alcohol daily with 
present grain prices, and alcohol at 50 cents 
per gallon, there would be a net profit per day 
of $2,000 per plant. 

Now, why not let that profit stay in the 
producers’ hands? 

Why should the agricultural interests have 
to fight for a share in furnishing some of the 
raw material for synthetic rubber, when Rus- 
sia and Germany have used such material for 
years? 

Priority allocations: There is no excuse 
whatsoever in delaying the request our com- 
pany has asked for. The amount is insignifi- 
cant compared to priorities granted big busi- 
ness and especially the $650,000,000 or more 
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given by Jesse Jones to the oil and allied in- 
terests to promote synthetic rubber from 
petroleum when the Gillette committee re- 
cently unearthed that more butadiene—in 
half the time and for $75,000,000—could be 
obtained by the grain-alcohol method. 

It is unfair not to grant our request when 
so many economic advantages are favorable 
over the wasteful methods now employed by 
the alcohol industry and evidently a pre- 
meditated scheme to retard and prevent any 
honest post-war competition and to keep con- 
trol in the hands of the molasses-alcohol- 
whisky group. 

Very truly yours, 
Farm CROPS PROCESSING CORPORATION, 
Frank L. ROBINSON, Treasurer. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I also 
ask unanimous consent to hove printed 
in the Recor a letter from the Farm 
Crops Processing Corporation, by George 
E. Johnson, its president and general 
manager. The letter is addressed to the 
Director of Priorities, War Production 
Board, The Farm Crops Processing Cor- 
poration is the corporation which was 
not given consideration by the Priorities 
Board or by any other agency in Wash- 
ington. In connection with the letter I 
ask to have printed in the Record a list 
of new critical materials for five grain- 
alcohol plants, with a capacity of 50,000 
gallons of alcohol a day, to be produced 
from agricultural producis, 

There being no objection, the letter 
and list were ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


RE PRIORITIES FOR CONSTRUCTION OF ALCOHOL 


PLANTS 
May 1, 1942. 
DIRECTOR OF PRIORITIES, 
War Production Board, 


Washington, D. C. 

Dear SR: We have on file a request for pri- 
orities for the construction of five alcohol 
plants in Nebraska, dated March 30, 1942. 
The application, as filed, shows that these 
plants will cost approximately $3,000,000 and 
we need new materials totaling 378,870. 
Since filing the application, we discussed this 
matter with Mr. Batt, of the War Production 
Board. Mr. Batt indicated it would be diffi- 
cult to get any large amount of new materials 
for this purpose. 

Because of this conversation with Mr. Batt 
we have redesigned the alcohol planis, using 
wood wherever possible instead of metal, ac- 
cording to general plans and tabulation of 
costs which we hereto attach. You will 
note that we have materially reduced the 
quantity of critical materials needed. We 
have also reduced the cost of materials from 
$378,870 to $285,000. You will also note that 
we are seculfing all copper requirements from 
an old brewery which is now closed and not 
in use, excepting the small amount of 
required for the electric wiring of the build- 
ings and that the total requirement of steel 
for the five plants is 15 tons of structual steel, 
50 tons of reinforcing steel, 13.2 tons af steel 
sheet, 150 tons of steep hoops for wood tanks, 
and 20 tons of steel tubing, making a total of 
248.2 tons of steel for the five alcohol plants 
which will produce 50,000 gallons of alcohol 
per day and consume 20,000 bushels of grain 
per day. 

I am certain that when you contrast the 
small amount of critical materials needed 
for the above program with the great quanti- 
ties of critical materials that are required 
to supply grain to Publiker at Philadel- 
phia and other distilleries in Boston and other 
eastern points and to return the alcohol in 
tank cars to points where it is being used, 
you will find there will be a great saving in 
transportation and critical materials by allow- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


ing us to proceed with the construction of 
alcohol plants where the grain is produced. 
Also, consideration should be given to making 
immediate use of grain in these alcohol plants 
instead of constructing additional storage to 
take care of new-crops. 

Our country needs the plants the Farm 
Crops Processing Corporation can and will 
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construct. It is urged that you grant appro- 
priate priorities for the immediate construc- 
tion of these plants. 


President and General Manager. 
[Attachments.] 


List of new critical materials for five grain-alcohol plants 


Unit of measure 


7. Sheet iron, black, uncoated 
Sheet iron, black, uncoated 
for tanks 


17. Steel hoops 
. Nails 


| Electric lines 0.08 pound per foot.. 
Electric lines 0.03 pound per foot.. 


. Plumbing fixtures, water ce 
Pia 


. ps, iron 
. Refrigerator._...--. 
3 sch well turbines. 


174, 
Oven 


Value Description 
$, 000. 0). 
5,000. 0). 
3,000, 75 — 
6, 500. 5.7 tons 
40, 000. 
1, 000. 
4,000. 20 tons, 
300. 
1, 000, 
200. 
$300. 


“ 
N 


Surplus stock is avail- 


able in this area, 
Do, 
75 Do. 
2, 500 Do. 
5 Do. 


838532323322223% 382322322338253 


200. 
200, 
500. 
12,000. 
2, 500, 
25, 000. 
100, 
0, 2, 400, 
: 600. 
aes | ga 
2,000 120, 
so| 1,000. 
30 600, 
m0 | 1,300. 
25) 2000. 
25 400. 00 
5 750. 00 
10 | 15,000.00 
500 | 3,000. 00 
1,000 750. 00 
30 | 25,000.00 
10| 2,500.00 
5| 1,300.00 
10| 1,000.00 
5 750.00 
5| 1,000.00 
5 800.00 
5 800. 00 
e ne a 285, 570. 00 


3 For description of use of materials see attached supporting data. 
We also want permission to moye parts ofa closed brewery which we have optioned and expect to use providing such 
necessary. 


permission is 


Mr. NORRIS. I also ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD a 
letter from Donald M. Nelson to Mr. 
Eugene Casey. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

‘War PRODUCTION BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., June 12, 1942. 
Mr. EUGENE CASEY, 
Special Executive Assistant to 
the President, The White House, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Casey: This is to acknowledge 

your letter of May 9 with attachments from 

Frank L. Robinson of the Farm Grops 
eoira Corporation. We regret that the 
recent changes in the alcohol situation have 
in part prevented an earlier report to you 
on this matter. 

It is quite possible that the background 
and purpose of the alcohol program may not 
have been outlined in sufficient detail to Mr. 
Robinson in the past. I would, therefore, 
like to answer the principal issues raised by 
his letter. 

In predicting a sharp expansion in the de- 
mands upon the alcohol industry, Mr. Robin- 
son was entirely correct as witnessed by the 
large increase under the recently expanded 
rubber program. That the facilities for pro- 
ducing alcohol are not there, however, is not 
accurate. Some of the factual background 
may be of interest to you. 

Supplies in 1942 are expected to exceed de- 
mand by a minimum of 45,000,000 galions 


which will be available for stockpiling. By 
the end of 1942 substantial additional capac- 
ity will become ayailabie as the result of the 
conversion of the molasses and the alcohol 
plants with the result that there will be sufi- 
cient capacity at the beginning of 1943 to 
produce at the rate of about 530,000,000 gal- 
lons a year. Alhough the recently expanded 
rubber program raises 1943 requirements sub- 
stantially—from an earlier maximum figure 
of 348,000,000 to 476,000,000 gallons, or more 
than double total 1942 requirements of 230,- 
000,000 gallons, production next year is ex- 
pected to exceed present estimated require- 
ments by about 50,000,000 gallons. 

There is certainly no disagreement with the 
statement that transportation is becoming 
increasingly critical, and it is being treated 
as one of the important elements in the al- 
cohol program. The suggestion that it is 
wasteful to ship two box cars of grain to dis- 
tilleries in the East in the place of each tank 
car of alcohol shipped to powder and chem- 
ical plants in the West, however, is not true 
under present conditions. Tank cars have 
to be reserved wherever possible for essential 
commodities which cannot be moved in any 
other type of car. Furthermore, Mr. Robin- 
son seems to have been misinfcrmed as to the 
amount of alcohol used in the Middle West. 
The large percentage of alcohol is used east 
of the Mississippi River, the center of con- 
sumption currently being West Virginia. 
This center is likely to move further east with 
the development cf the synthetic-rubber pro- 
gram. In this general area there appears to 
be sufficient production facilities already in 
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existence or obtainable through the conver- 
sion program to provide for the expected de- 
mand. 

It would be unwise to build new plants 
when alcohol supplies can be obtained more 
cheaply and more quickly through the con- 
version of the molasses and the beverage 
plants. For example, nearly six times as 
much productive capacity is being developed 
through the conversion of the molasses plants 
for a smaller total cost than would be re- 
quired to build the proposed new plants of 
the Farm Crops Processing Corporation. 
Moreover, the conversion of the molasses dis- 
tilleries can be accomplished in a 3- to 
6-month period, whereas it probably would 
require considerably longer to build new 
plants. The same advantages—a large pro- 
duction of alcohol in terms of the critical 
materials required, plus having the capacity 
available in a short time—also applies to the 
beverage plants. 

While Mr. Robinson contends that the 
amount of materials to build these plants 
is small, it must be remembered that if all 
the small projects were added up they would 
come to a large total tonnage of critical 
materials. When a product can be produced 
in existing equipment there is logically no 
basis for granting new facilities. 

The foregoing summary will give you a 
better understanding of the reasons why, at 
the present time, we do not regard favorably 
the project of the Farm Crops Processing 
Corporation for the construction of five new 
alcohol plants in Nebraska. As you no doubt 
realize, our whole alcohol program repre- 
sents a composite opinion as to the best 
course to be followed, and we believe it is 
in the best interests of our war effort. It 
accomplishes substantial results in a short 
time, with the use of a minimum of critical 
raw materials. Moreover, it imposes the 
smallest burden on tank cars and our trans- 
portation system as a whole. 

Sincerely yours, 
DoNnatp M. NELSON, 
Chairman. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I believe 
that is all I care to say. I know I have 
not covered the subject fully, but if there 
are no questions to be asked by Senators, 
I shall yield the floor. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I wish 
briefly to state why I support the pend- 
ing bill. 

If there is one phase of our war effort 
which has been neglected or mishandled, 
it is that which has to do with providing 
an adequate stock pile of raw rubber and 
the production of synthetic rubber. In 
a nation so versatile and with such vast 
creative powers, this neglect seems to be 
almost inexcusable, for we, more than 
any other nation in the world have de- 
veloped our civilization and our entire 
economy by rolling on rubber tires. 

We are dangerously short of rubber. 
Everyone knows that we need rubber for 
our war effort. We also know that be- 
cause of the shortage of rubber, millions 
of our citizens will soon face motorless 
days, and millions of cars will soon be 
stalled or rusting, idle in the garages. 

Before she started the last war, Ger- 
many developed the synthetic nitrates 
without which she could not have waged 
her war. Before she started her march 
of aggression this time she developed 
synthetic rubber. 

We, the arsenal of all the countries 
fighting for liberty in a mechanized war, 
must win this war at all costs. Rubber is 
indispensable to tanks, planes, ships, and 
other mobile units. We have built our 
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whole economic structure on a great 
transportation system, and we require 
more rubber than any other people in the 
world. We should and must utilize every 
possible resource in the speedy produc- 
tion of the remarkable product called 
rubber. There is not only a distressing 
but a tragic lack of supply, and in a 
mechanized world, not only in war but 
in the world that is to follow, rubber will 
become increasingly important, and cer- 
tainly we should develop every known 
method for its production as speedily as 
possible. 

In a land of fertile soil we should find 
new uses for the present crops of the 
farms and develop new crops which can 
contribute not only to the winning of the 
war, but to the demands of a suffering 
world at its conclusion. 

I have received letters from farmers 
complaining already about their diffi- 
culty in getting rubber tires for their 
farm machinery and, in some instances, 
of being denied even recapped tires for 
their tractors, while the Government 
steadfastly refuses further to utilize the 
crops of the farm to make the alcohol 
with which to produce the rubber so nec- 
essary for farm use. The effort now be- 
ing made is in no sense antagonistic to 
the petroleum industry or to any other 
industry. It is merely good common 
sense to demand that an increased pro- 
portion of the effort to produce strategic 
material so desperately needed for the 
conduct and the winning of the war by 
ourselves and our allies should be devoted 
to the uses of the products of the farms 
and the fertile soil of America. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. An- 
DREWS in the chair). The bill is open to 
amendment. If there be no amendment 
to be proposed, the question is on the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill S. 2600 was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had agreed to House Concurrent Resolu- 
tion 78, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That the manu- 
script entitled “Handbook for Service Men 
and Women, World War II, and Their De- 
pendents,” be printed as a public document, 
and that 25,000 additional copies be printed, 
of which 19,500 copies shall be for the use 
of the House of Representatives and 5,500 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 


H. R. 6807. An act to expedite the war effort 
by releasing officers and men for duty at sea 
and their replacement by women in the shore 
establishment of the Navy, and for other 
purposes; and 

H.R. 6999. An act to promote the national 
defense and to promptly facilitate and pro- 
tect the transport of materials and supplies 
needful to the Military Establishment by au- 
thorizing the construction and operation of 
@ pipe line and a navigable barge channel 
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across Florida, and by deepening and enlarg- 
ing the Intracoastal Waterway from its pres- 
ent eastern terminus to the vicinity of the 
Mexican border. 

RECESS 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate take 
a recess for about 3 minutes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
(at 2 o'clock and 27 minutes p. m.) took 
a recess for 3 minutes. 

On the expiration of the recess the 
Senate reassembled. 


LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 


Mr. BARKLEY. Myr. President, I wish 
to announce that I expect to have the 
calendar called tomorrow for the con- 
sideration of unobjected-to bills on the 
calendar, and that, unless something 
else develops, which I do not now fore- 
see, the Senate will take an adjournment 
from tomorrow until Monday. 


ANNIVERSARY OF HITLER'S ATTACK ON 
AUSTRIA 


Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, I 
wish to make a brief statement. I be- 
lieve that the 25th of July will have in 
history an ever-increasing significance. 
On July 25, 1934, Adolf Hitler made an 
attack upon Austria, and its Chancelor, 
Engelbert Dolifus, was seized and put to 
death, As we know, this attempt at ter- 
rorism and subjugation of Austria was 
not successful, and Hitler did not really 
enter Vienna until 4 years later. 

Whatever success has come to Hitler 
in his sinister efforts to subjugate the 
world will be only temporary. Hitler 
may conquer some of the peoples of the 
earth, but he will not be able to keep 
them permanently in a state of subjec- 
tion. 

In the inspiring annals of the people 
who have struggled to preserve their in- 
dependence, the heroic efforts of the peo- 
ple of Austria to protect themselves in 
1934 will always illuminate a glorious 
page. We are confident that the future 
will bring success to them in their fight 
for freedom. 

The Governor of my State has by 
proclamation declared July 25, Austria 
Day, in commemoration of a gallant and 
patriotic struggle, and in prophecy of the 
success which will eventually come to 
the people of Austria in their purpose to 
be and to remain an independent nation. 

BOARD OF REGENTS, SMITHSONIAN 

INSTITUTION 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
that the Chair lay before the Senate 
House Joint Resolution 285. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CLARK 
of Missouri in the chair) laid before the 
Senate the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
285) providing for the filing of a va- 
cancy in the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution of the class 
other than Members of Congress, which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate proceed to consider the 
joint resolution without reference to a 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
joint resolution was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Criark of Missouri in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate messages from the Presi- 
dent of the United States submitting 
sundry nominations, which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no reports of committees, the clerk 
will state the nominations on the calen- 
dar. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
Sundry nominations of postmasters on 
the calendar. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Task that the nomi- 
nations of postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc, and that the President be immedi- 
ately notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc, and the President will be so noti- 
fied 


That completes the calendar. 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 
o'clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until tomorrow, Thursday, 
duly 23, 1942, at 12 o'clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
| Senate July 22 (legislative day of July 
21), 1942: 


PROMOTIONS IN THE COAST AND GEODETIC 
Survey 


The following-named employees of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey to the positions 
indicated: 

William M. Gibson to be hydrographic 
and geodetic engineer with rank of lieuten- 
ant commander in the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, from the 8th day of August 1942. 

Ralph Leslie Pfau to be hydrographic and 
geodetic engineer with rank of lieutenant 
commander in the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey, from the 2d day of September 1942. 

William N. Martin to be hydrographic and 
geodetic engineer with rank of lieutenant in 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, from the 
27th day of August 1942. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY SPECIALIST CORPS 


Samuel Williams Reynolds, Seventh Corps 
Area director, $6,500. 

Thomas Francis Sullivan, First Corps Area 
director, $6,500. 

William Buckhout Tuttle, Eighth Corps 
Area director, $6,500. 

Joseph Willard Kerr, liaison officer, $5,600. 

David William Killin Peacock, liaison offi- 
cer, $5,600. 

Robert Abbe Gardner, Sixth Corps Area 
director, $6,500. 

William Wallace Lanahan, Third Corps 
Area director, $6,500. 

George McNeal Trautman, Fifth Corps Area 
director, $6,500. 
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Emmett Francis Connely, head occupa- 
tional analyst, Bureau of Commerce and 
Business Personnel, Army Specialist Corps, 
$6,500. 

William Elton Jeffrey, engineer consultant, 
Chemical Warfare Service, Services of Sup- 
ply, $5,600. 

John Henry Zabel, assistant chief of field 
service, Army Specialist Corps, $5,600. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 22 (legislative day of 
July 21), 1942: 


PoSTMASTERS 
CONNECTICUT 
Matthew F. Geary, Uncasville. 


FLORIDA 

Myrtle Clare Booth, Cantonment. 
Lula J. Edge, Niceviile. 

Marion O: Causey, Seville. 


MISSISSIPPI 
Frankie M. Storm, Benoit. 
George H. Fleming, Crandall. 
Dewey B. Courtney, Florence, 
Emma D, Trim, Hermanville. 
Ethel Young Alsworth, Lorman. 
Robert E. Gryder, Shannon. 
Leroy N. Mixon, Shubuta, 
Walter L. Collins, Union. 
Florence W. Blaine, Vance. 
Susie S. Burrous, West Point. 


NEW YORK 

Frank V. Wiatrowski, Angola, 

Hazel Markle, Minnewaska. 

George O. Fountain, Scarborough. 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

Leamonde Avery Hall, Beaufort, 

Harriette H, McLaurin, McCoil. 

VIRGINIA 
Lewis C. Jamison, Boones Mill. 


WASHINGTON 
LeRoy B. Bronemann, Fall City. 


WEST VIRGINIA 

Ada B. Steiner, Berkeley Springs. 
Lucille Jividen, Leon. 

Rose B. Crabbe, Ranson. 

Maurice C. Carpenter, Reedy. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 22, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Rev. Paul Hartenberger, pastor of the 
Lutheran Church at Enid, Okla., offered 
the following prayer: 


O merciful Father in heaven, who 
holdest in Thy hand all the might of 
man, and of whom is all rule and author- 
ity among the nations of the earth, we 
humbly beseech Thee, graciously regard 
the President of the United States, the 
Congress of our beloved country, and 
especially the Members of this House. 
May all who have received the sword as 
Thy ministers bear it according to Thy 
command. Enlighten and defend them; 
grant them wisdom and understanding 
so that under their wise leadership Thy 
people may be guarded and defended. 
Help them always to incline to Thy will, 
and lead them in the paths of righteous- 
ness for Thy name’s sake. Keep them 
from harm and danger, and give them 
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health and strength to perform their 
arduous duties. Give them a deep sense 
of devotion to their positions of respon- 
sibilities, and may they always prove 
loyal to their trust, so that we, with them, 
may show forth Thy praise. Through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 

Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had on July 21, 1942, examined 
and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
House of the following title: 
* HR. 7319. An act making supplemental 
appropriations for the national defense for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
announce that pursuant to the authority 
granted him on July 21, 1942, he did on 
that date sign the enrolled bill of the 
House, H. R. 7319, an act making supple- 
mental appropriations for the national 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1943, and for other purposes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Gatling, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed a bill of the follow- 
ing title, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 2584. An act to permit appointment of 
White House Police, in accordance with the 
civil-service laws, from sources outside the 


Metropolitan and United States Park Police 
forces. 


The message also announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK- 
LEY and Mr. Brewster members of the 
joint select committee on the part of 
the Senate, as provided for in the act of 
August 5, 1939, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the disposition of certain records 
of the United States Government,” for 
the disposition of executive papers in 
the following departments and agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture. 
Department of the Treasury. 

. Department of War. 

. The National Archives, 

. Railroad Retirement Board. 
. War Production Board. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recor by including therein 
a letter from the President to Dr. 
Stephen S, Wise, and also a message from 
Prime Minister Winston Churchill, which 
were both read at a mass meeting last 
night at Madison Square Garden, New 
York City. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr. 
Speaker, I secured unanimous consent 
on Monday last to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp by including an address 
delivered by the Governor of Alabama. 
This exceeds the amount allowed by half 
& page and the total cost is $112.50. Not- 
withstanding this, I renew my unani- 
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mous-consent request to include the 
address in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. WEISS asked and was given per- 
mission to revise and extend his own 
remarks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recor on the O. P. A. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection, 


VIOLATIONS OF CORRUPT PRACTICES 
ACT 


Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection, 

(Mr. CLEVENGER addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. JACOBSEN. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and to include therein an 
editorial on synthetic rubber, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION. TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of the business on the Speaket’s 
desk and the legislative program of the 
day I may be permitted to address the 
House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
INVESTIGATION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE 

PROGRAM BY THE MERCHANT MARINE 

AND FISHERIES COMMITTEE 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unaninious consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, as chair- 
man of the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, I wish to announce 
that for the purposes of the investigation 
of the progress of the national defense 
program previously authorized by the 
House, Mr. James V. Hayes, an attorney 
of the city of Washington, has been ap- 
pointed general counsel to the commit- 
tee and is serving as such. I wish to an- 
nounce also that in addition to other 
standing and special subcommittees the 
following subcommittees have been ap- 
. pointed for the purposes set out: 

Messrs. Prrerson, of Florida, chair- 
man; Bonner, of North Carolina; DOMEN- 
GEAUX, of Louisiana; SULLIVAN, of Mis- 
souri; O'BRIEN, of New York; and Van 
ZANDT, of Pennsylvania, to investigate 
contracts by the Maritime Commission 
with the Higgins outfit; reasons therefor, 
pressure exerted for contracts, terms 
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thereof, amounts expended by any per- 
sons in procuring said contracts, and by 
whom, amounts expended under said 
contracts, ‘propriety of such expendi- 
tures, whether or not justified, progress 
made under said contracts, reasons for 
cancelation and terms of cancelation, loss 
to the United States by reason of cancel- 
ation, and any and all other matters 
deemed pertinent or relevant to said con- 
tracts or any of the specifications above 
outlined, or any other matters deemed 
appropriate or pertinent by the subcom- 
mittee in the interest of national defense, 
proper prosecution of the war, or the pro- 
motion and protection of the national 
interest. 

Messrs. BOYKIN, of Alabama, chair- 
man; JAcKsoN, of Washington; MEYER, 
of Maryland; Harris, of Virginia, to con- 
sider the problems of alleged shortage 
in steel for shipbuilding construction, 
availability of steel, probable increase, al- 
locations made by the War Production 
Board, allocations made by the Maritime 
Commission, means of increasing steel 
production, distribution of steel, and any 
and all other matters with reference to 
any of the problems above outlined, or 
pertinent or material thereto, or any 
other matters in connection with the 
above specifications deemed appropriate 
or pertinent in the interest of national 
defense, proper prosecution of the war, 
or the promotion and protection of the 
national interest. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Record and to include a resolution 
adopted by the policy committee repre- 
senting the Steel Workers of America 
with respect to a wage increase. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I also 
ask unanimous consent that at the close 
of business on tomorrow I may address 
the House for 20 minutes. 1 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. TOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unai- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recor and to include therein an edi- 
torial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 


JOHN C. CULLEN 


Mr. MERRITT. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Speaker, tomor- 
row in the small town of Bayside, Long 
Island, there will be celebrated and honor 
given to one of the outstanding heroes 
of this war, John Cullen, a member of 
the Coast Guard, the man who was re- 
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sponsible for turning into our Govern- 
ment and the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation and who made possible the cap- 
ture of the eight men now being tried by 
court martial as spies. I call attention 
to this not only because he is a hero, but 
there are many other thousands, possibly 
millions, of young men in the Services of 
our country who are doing and willing to 
do just as good a job. However, I could 
not let this opportunity pass without giv- 
ing some recognition to this young man, a 
man whom I have known for many, many 
years, a resident of the town next to the 
one in which I live. I am happy to say 
that tomorrow the people of that town 
will pay him the honors that are due a 
hero. 


THE JAPANESE MENACE TO THE PACIFIC 
NORTHWEST 


Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute and include in the 
remarks made at this time two excerpts 
from home-town newspapers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. Correr of Washington addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 


HANDECOK FOR SERVICE MEN AND 
WOMEN, WORLD WAR II, AND THEIR 
DEPENDENTS 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the 
Committee on Printing, I report (Rept. 
No. 2370) back favorably, without 
amendment, a privileged resolution (H. 
Con. Res. 78) authorizing the printing 
of the manuscript entitled, “Handbook 
for Service Men and Women, World War 
II, and Their Dependents,” as a public 
document, and for additional copies 
thereof, and I ask for immediate con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution (H. 
Con. Res. 78), as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring); That the manu- 
script entitl-d “Handbook for Service Men 
and Women, World War II, and Their De- 
pendents, be printed as a public document, 
and that 25,000 additional copies be printed, 
of which 19,500 copies shall be for the use 
of the House of Representatives and 5,500 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. JARMAN. Yes. 

Mr. RICH. I do this, Mr. Speaker, to 
ask the chairman of the committee 
whether this has been checked and 
double checked in order to ascertain 
whether the information contained in 
this public document is authentic. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
tleman will recall that this document 
Was prepared by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Texas, Mr. Patman, who has 
had much experience along this line, and 
who told us that each division, the 
Army, the Navy, and the Marine Corps 
had checked their part of it. It. has been 
very carefully checked. 

Mr. RICH. Then we know that after 
it is published and put to the credit of 
the Members of Congress, it is authentic 
information, to be sent out to the people 
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who would like to have information of 
that character. 

Mr. JARMAN. We can reasonably 
assume that it is accurate. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JARMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Ricw] is also a mem- 
ber of the Printing Committee, and as I 
understand this resolution, it meets with 
the approval of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and the entire committee; 
also, that this document will be placed to 
the credit of the individual members, 
and not distributed through the Docu- 
ment Room. 

Mr. JARMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. JARMAN. Yes. 

Mr. RICH. And a greater number of 
them are going to be sold so that we 
expect to get money enough out of the 
ones that are sold to pay for the ones 
that the Members send out. Further- 
more, the reason that I have asked this 
question is that I was insistent that this 
be authentic information, and the gen- 
tleman from Texas and others were 
there, and we grilled them, both Mr, 
JARMAN and myself and the other mem- 
bers of the committee, because we in- 
sisted that this be authentic and that it 
be checked and double checked, so that 
it is factual information. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JARMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. In view of what the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ricu] 
and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
MicHENER] said about this, is there any- 
thing in this that is going to give anyone 
an opportunity to suggest that Congress 
is getting something for nothing? As I 
understand it, we are going to get some 
copies free. 

Mr. JARMAN. Each Congressman will 
get about 44 copies for nothing. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Is that something for 
the Congressmen or for the constituents? 

Mr. JARMAN. It is for the constit- 
uents. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I would have to ob- 
ject to it if it were for Congressmen, be- 
cause they are not entitled to anything. 

Mr. JARMAN. No. This is for the 
constituents. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


HANDBOOK FOR SERVICEMEN AND SERV- 
ICEWOMEN OF WORLD WAR NO. II AND 
THEIR DEPENDENTS, INCLUDING RIGHTS 
AND BENEFITS OF VETERANS OF WORLD 
WAR NO. I AND THEIR DEPENDENTS 


Mr.PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, every day 
there comes to my office, through cor- 
respondence and telephone calls, many 
inquiries’ concerning benefits to service- 
men and their dependents. Over a 
period of months, from these inquiries re- 
ceived, other sources, and from my own 
knowledge of the subject, I have com- 
piled a booklet, containing 348 questions 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


and answers, as a handbook for service- 
men and servicewomen of World War No. 
I and their dependents. Since the inter- 
ests of all veterans are closely related, it 
gives much information that will be of 
help to veterans of other wars, especially 
World War No. I and their dependents. 

This booklet will contain 5 sections: 

1. Registration, selection, and induction 
for service in the armed forces of the 
United States—54 questions and answers. 

2. Members of the armed forces in serv- 
ice—116 questions and answers—which 
include: 

(a) General information; 

(b) Information regarding the Sol- 
diers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 
1940; 

(c) Army Specialist Corps; 

(d) Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps; 

(e) Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, and 

(f) Servicemen’s Dependents Allow- 
ance Act of 1942. 

3. Benefits available to persons who 
have served and their dependents—98 
questions and answers—including: 

(a) Classification of veterans’ benefits 
and location of Veterans’ Administration 
offices administering them; 

(b) Monetary benefits available to vet- 
erans and their dependents; 

(c) Hospitalization, domiciliary care, 
and out-patient treatment; 

(d) Life insurance and protection of 
civil rights; 

(e) Burial and burial claims, and 

(f) Procedure. 

4, Employment and rehabilitation of 
veterans—22 questions and answers—and 

5. Service decorations and medals, 
veterans’ organizations, and general in- 
formation—58 questions and answers. 


TYPICAL QUESTIONS 


The information contained in the an- 
swers to the questions has been carefully 
checked by the different departments of 
our Government having jurisdiction of 
the subject matter discussed to make 
sure it is correct. 

I will give you, for example, some of the 
questions. They follow: 

What is the Selective Training and 
Service Act of 1940? 

When were the five selective-service 
registration dates? 

What age groups have registered and 
how many in each group? 

How are quotas of inductees deter- 
mined? 

Are all Federal, State, county, and mu- 
nicipal officers exempt? 

Does the Selective Training and Serv- 
ice Act of 1940, as amended, expressly 
exempt any class or group? 

Can anyone except the registrant him- 
self appeal for deferment? 

Ts all information contained in a regis- 
trant’s local board file considered confi- 
dential? 

Do aliens have to register and serve? 

What is the time that an inducted per- 
son is required to serve under the Selec- 
tive Training and Service Act of 1940, as 
amended? 

What should a registrant do if he needs 
advice in filling out his questionnaire? 

Is the Selective Training and Service 
Act of 1940 a draft act or a conscription 
act? 
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Who is a serviceman? 

Can a dishonorable discharge be re- 
moved? 

What is an allotment? An allowance? 

What does it cost the Government to 
ration a soldier? A sailor? 

What quality and variety of food does 
a soldier get for 42 cents a day? 

Does a serviceman receive anything 
upon entering service? 

What is the purpose of the Soldiers 
and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940? 

How does the Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Civil Relief Act of 1940 benefit a service- 
man? 

Can a soldier’s realty be sold for de- 
linguent taxes? 

Can a serviceman’s family be evicted 
for nonpayment of rent? 

Are debts of military servicemen sub- 
ject to statutes of limitations? 

What is the Army Specialist Corps? 

What are the titles and rates of pay 
for the officers and specialists of the 
Army Specialist Corps? 

How are promotions made in the Army 
Specialist Corps? 

What is the Women’s Army Auxiliary 
Corps? 

What are the requirements for an 
officer in the W. A. A. C.? 

Can a member of the Women’s Auxil- 
iary Army Corps be court-martialed? 

Does the W. A. A. C. serve outside the 
continental United States? 

When did the increased pay and allow- 
ances become effective? 

How does United States Army pay 
compare with other nations? 

Did commissioned officers receive in- 
creases under the Readjustment Pay and 
Allowance Act? 

For whom are allowances provided in 
the Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance 
Act of 1942? 

Is the deductible allowance for depend- 
ents compulsory? 

How are dependents of enlisted men 
classified for allowance? 

What is the procedure for a serviceman 
to follow, who has dependents for whom 
he desires the allowance? 

Will an allowance be paid by reason 
of an application submitted by a letter 
from a serviceman? 

How much is deducted from a service- 
man’s pay, if he makes an allowance to 
dependents? 

When will the first allowances he paid? 

Under what conditions will allowances 
be terminated? 

What are the penalties for fraud pro- 
vided in the Servicemen’s Dependents 
Allowance Act of 1942? 

What is the meaning of the word “vet- 
eran” and how is it distinguished from 
the term “serviceman”? 

Who will be classed as “veterans” of 
World War No, Ii? 

What is the principal basis for en- 
titlement to benefits provided for vet- 
erans by the Government? . 

Is political infiuence a factor in secur- 
ing veteran benefits? 

Where are the 10 regional offices of 
the Veterans’ Administration located? 

What identification data should be 
given in writing about claims for bene- 
fits administered by the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration? 
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What is the difference between com- 
pensation and pension? 

When a veteran dies as a result of a 
disability contracted in World War No. 
II, or during peacetime, what are the 
amounts payable to dependents? 

What persons coming from the armed 
forces may be claimants for hospital 
treatment and domiciliary care as pro- 
vided under the laws administered by the 
Veterans’ Administration, and how is ap- 
plication made for these benefits? 

How many veterans have received hos- 
pitalization since World War No. I? 

Does the Government provide life in- 
surance for servicemen? 

Is the insurance provided by the Gov- 
ernment for servicemen of World War 
No. II the same as that which was pro- 
vided for servicemen of World War No. I? 

What is the cost to men while in serv- 
ice for the premiums on their national 
service life insurance? 

May a man in service carry both United 
States Government life insurance and 
national service life insurance at the 
same time? 

Will the veterans of World War No. II 
be permitted to carry their Government 
insurance after the war? If so, for how 
long? 

Does the Government give any assist- 
ance to a serviceman in keeping in effect 
private insurance which he had at the 
time of entering the service? 

Are those who represent claimants in 
presenting claims before the Veterans’ 
Administration allowed to charge fees? 

Has any provision been made for em- 
ployment of a person discharged from 
the service? 

Are veterans given any preference for 
Federal civil-service émployment? 

Is a civil-service Federa] employee re- 
instated to his job after his service? 

Is it mandatory by statute that States 
and municipalities restore returned serv- 
icemen to their jobs? 

Can an alien or noncitizen take an in- 
ductee’s job? 

What facilities are available for re- 
habilitating disabled veterans? 

Does the United States Employment 
Service operate a special service for vet- 
erans? 

What is the highest medal awarded by 
the Government? 

Have any military medals of honor 
been “ordered” or created during World 
War No, I? 

When was the present khaki uniform 
first worn by the United States Army? 

What is the origin of the red-stripe on 
the marine uniform? 

What is the origin of the neckerchief 
worn by sailors? 

What benefits are derived from a vet- 
erans’ organization? 

What is the origin of the American 
pension system? 

How much is paid out annually by the 
Government for veteran benefits? 

How many Civil War veterans are liy- 
ing at the present time? 

How many full generals has the United 
States Army had? 

Why do we not have “Admirals of the 
Navy”? 

To a few of the questions, which I 
think are of unusual interest, I desire to 
give here the answers: 
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Question. Does the Government pro- 
vide any special insurance protection for 
aviation cadets who are undergoing in- 
structions requiring frequent participa- 
tion in aerial flight? 

Answer. Yes; they may be issued na- 
tional service life insurance in the 
amount of $10,000, with the insurance 
premiums paid by the Government. 

IDENTIFYING INFORMATION NEEDED 


Question. Is such full identifying in- 
formation necessary because many vet- 
erans have the same name? 

Answer. Yes. In World War No. I, at 
the peak of its allowance and allotment 
work, there were on the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration rolls, 60,157 named Smith, 51,- 
428 named Johnson, 36,722 named Brown, 
31,347 named Jones, 31,734 named Wil- 
liams, 16,899 named Moore, 25,628 named 
Davis, 26,144 named Anderson, 17,415 
named Thompson, 19,909 named Wilson, 
29,842 named Miller, with others in the 
following order: Clark, Martin, Myer, 
Nelson, Walker, and White. 

Question. Did many of these veterans 
with the same surname bear the same 
given name? 

Answer. Yes; of the Smiths, 3,096 were 
named John, 4,687 were named William; 
and of the 51,428 Johnsons, 3,010 were 
named William. John, Jim, and George 
were the predominating given names. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and to include certain brief speech 
material. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the REC- 
orp two statements that I have made. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


THE “FOUR FREEDOMS” 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute and to revise and extend my re- 
marks, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Horrman addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include an 
article Why There Is Great Need For 
the Passage of H. R. 7071. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include an article from a Los 
Angeles newspaper regarding the open- 
ing of a second front. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


WASTE AND. EXTRAVAGANCE IN 
GOVERNMENT 
Mr. RICH. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute 
and to revise and extend my remarks. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, there are 
not only the “four freedoms” that were 
spoken about by the gentleman from 
Michigan, but we have the Treasury 
statement of the 18th of this month and 
we find that in these 18 days we have 
gone in the red $2,486,938,000. That is 
$138,163,000 a day. That is $9€,000 a 
minute ever since the first of this month 
that we have gone in the red. That 
does not take in all the money we have 
spent. We just passed a tax bill and 
you know what is going to happen to the 
American people. You can see there will 
be another tax bill after the first of the 
year. What are we doing? Are we play- 
ing politics on this tax bill getting it out 
here now, or are we trying to do the thing 
that is going to save America? That is 
the greatest freedom that we are going 
to possess. We ought to do everything 
in our power to stop unnecessary waste, 
to cut out extravagance in Government 
that is not essential in order to win this 
war. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT FROM NAVAL 
AFFAIRS INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I have the honor to submit herewith, pur- 
suant to House Resolution 162 of the 
Seventy-seventh Congress, a supplemen- 
tary report of the House Naval Affairs 
Investigating Committee. I desire to 
make this statement, that by agreement 
with the press, while it is available for 
publication today, it will not be released 
until Friday morning. 


CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC 
WORKS IN THE NAVY 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
T ask unanimous consent for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the bill (H. R. 7419) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
proceed with the construction of certain 
public works, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, this is the 
bill to which the gentleman referred yes- 
terday, and he gave notice to the House 
that the bill would be brought up today? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentle- 
man is correct. 

Mr. MICHENER. The only thing 
really left for the House is to determine 
the manner in which the bill is to be 
considered. ‘This bill is asked for as a 
war necessity? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. 
rect. 

Mr. MICHENER. DoI understand the 
gentleman expects to ask for a given time 
for general debate and that then the bill 
will be considered under the 5-minute 
rule? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. If unani- 
mous consent is granted for the consid- 
eration of the bill I will ask that 30 
minutes 3e allowed to me and 30 minutes 
to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
Mort] in which to discuss the bill. 

Mr. MICHENER. And then the bill 
will be read, under the 5-minute rule, 
for amendment? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Then the bill 
will be read under the 5-minute rule, 


That is cor- 
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Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, is 
this the $759,090,000 bill? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Does it 
provide for the building of any ships? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It does not 
po for the construction of any ships. 

. VINCENT of Kentucky. Does it 
poke for the construction of any sub- 
marines? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No subma- 
rines. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Any tor- 
pedoes? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; it pro- 
vides for torpedoes. The gentleman was 
in the committee yesterday morning 
when the bill was first being discussed 
and is thoroughly familiar with it. The 
purpose of this bill is to supplement the 
building program which has heretofore 
been authorized; it is an expansion of 
the Navy shore establishment to meet the 
war demands. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. And pro- 
pie for shore buildings and nothing 

? 

ge VINSON of Georgia. That is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. VINCENT of iZentucky. And it 
was introduced in the House day before 
yesterday? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Why is 
it not proper to let this bill take the ordi- 
nary route and go through the Rules 
Committee rather than to ask for this 
special treatment? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentle- 
man has the right, of course, to object 
and force this bill to the Rules Commit- 
tee. Any other Member has that right. 
The Navy Department considered it of 
such urgency, however, that Admiral 
Moreell brought it to me himself day 
before yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Further 
reserving the right to object, this provides 
for the building of airports, one in Icwa, 
and one in Kansas, to cost over $19,- 
000,000. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is 
correct. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. And the 
bill further provides that the work may 
be let, even architect's fees paid, and the 
whole business awarded on negotiated 
contracts. 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. ‘That is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. It was 
further developed before our committee 
that we had 22 colleges in the United 
States which have this primary training. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Not 22 col- 
leges; no. We have 22 bases at which 
aeey training is taking place. We 

have 4 universities in the United States 
in which approximately 2;500 aviation 
cadets are taking physical and educa- 
tional training before they go to these 22 
primary bases for training for aviation. 
. Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. It was 
developed before our committee that we 
have 10 airfields built in one State, 3 or 
4 of them within 20 miles of each other. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; the 
gentleman is correct. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. And some 
of these air bases in this bill will be built 
in that State where there are already 10. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I do not 
think any of this goes to the State of 
Florida. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Was it 
not stated in cur committee that there 
was one State in which the flying fields 
were so close together that if a pilot fell 
out of his plane or had a wreck he could 
not fall without hitting an air field? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That may 
be true. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Was it 
not also testified that one base was pro- 
pesed to be built—probably not under 
this bill but under another bill—an air- 
port is to be built 180 miles from a rail- 
road, and that all the men and all the 
machinery and cement and material 
would have to be transported 100 miles 
to get to the site? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. May I say 
to my distinguished colleague from Ken- 
tucky that he is talking about a matter 
regarding which I pointed out some ob- 
jections in a letter to the Navy Depart- 
ment and the Navy Department adhered 
to my criticisms of the particular site he 
now refers to. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. We have 
just completed a hearing and we have 
condemned these fellows for making 
profits off the Government contracts just 
as brokers and agents. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I yield. 

Mr. MICHENER. If the bill is brought 
up under the unanimous-consent request, 
an opportunity will be given to the gen- 
tileman from Kentucky to offer amend- 
ments to strike out or add to the bill in 
order to take care of the things he be- 
lieves are objectionable. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentle- 
men is correct. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, in view of the siatements which 
have been made I think it would be 
proper for the House to have this bill 
brought in under a rule providing ade- 
quate consideration. It will not take 
them long to get a rule. I think that is 
the procedure we should follow and I, 
therefore, object. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the 
gentleman withhold his objection for a 
moment? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I will 
withhold it to permit the gentleman to 
make a statement. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentle- 
man states that the authorizations of 
this bill do not go into the fieet. Let me 
say to the gentleman that it supplements 
the carrying out of the building program 
which enables this aviation program to 
go forward. The largest amount car- 
ried in this bill is for the training of 
aviators. If the gentleman wants to take 
the responsibility, of course, he is not 
subject to any criticism for teking that 
responsibility, but he knows that every 
day counts in the prosecution of this war. 
He knows there is a program to train 
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27,500 aviators and they cannot be 
trained unless we can have these facili- 
ties. I respectfully request our distin- 
guished colleague to permit this to be 
debated on the floor of the House on its 
merits. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Our com- 
mittee developed the fact that a number 
of architects have been paid unreason- 
able fees. In the case of one firm it has 
been paid $900,000. This thing can be 
opened up to the same kind of practice. 
I think it ought to be brought in and de- 
bated properly. To come in here and ask 
consideration of the bill by unanimous 
consent, a bill involving $974;000,000, is 
unreasonable. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am per- 
fectly willing that the gentleman have 
ali the time he wants to debate the bill, 
but the gentleman should not object and 
deny the whole House an opportunity to 
debate it. He gains nothing. He only 
delays it for a day, that is all, if he forces 
it to the Rules Committee. The Rules 
Committee may not be in the city. We 
would have to go before the Rules Com- 
mittee and get a rule; then come in here 
and the bill is debated. I am asking for 
liveral time in the debate of the bill. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. That 
gives more time for consideration. I 
think a matter of this importance ought 
to be properly considered. The Rules 
Committee may be of some help in bring- 
ing out a proper bill. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The Rules 
Committee cannot tell us what bill to 
bring out. They cannot dictate to us 
what kind of a bill to bring out. 

Mr. BLOOM. This will be open for 
amendment, will it not? 
aa VINSON of Georgia. Of course it 

Mr. DONDERO. Every item in this 
bill has to do with our national defense? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Absolutely. 
It is one of the most important bills that 
has been before our committee in some 
time. We do not want to have any 
closed proceedings; we do not want to 
shut off debate; I am perfectly willing 
to have it debated from beginning to 
end most thoroughly, and if the bill is 
not justified, the House will reject it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
because I want to elicit some informa- 
tion from the gentieman. Will there be 
a large amount of steel used in the con- 
oo aes program authorized by this 

9 ` 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The steel 
situation for the Army, the Navy, and the 
Maritime Commission is visualized as an 
entire unit. If it is necessary in a cer- 
tain one of these places to use steel, it 
will be used, bearing in mind the general 
war situation and the entire program. : 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Will the 
genileman give me an answer to my 
question? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is the 
best answer I can give. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Will 
there be a considerable amount of steel 
used in this construction program? 


1942 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. There may 
be steel used in this program. I know 
what is running through the gentle- 
man’s mind. There is a little matter 
that is disturbing some now with refer- 
ence to what is called a seadrome, which 
will take so many tons of steel. The 
Navy Department has not reached a 
decision whether it will allocate any of 
its steel which it thinks necessary to 
construct certain things for a seadrome. 
I know all about that. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. While 
the gentleman possesses unusual ability 
and clairvoyant powers, such was not in 
my mind, What I had in mind was this: 
Would steel go into this construction 
program which could be more profitably 
used in the construction of ships which 
we so sadly need at this time? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No steel will 
be diverted from the building of ships. 
Substitutes will be used. Everyone rec- 
ognizes ships to be the most important 
thing in connection with winning this 
war. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Iam glad 
to hear the gentleman say that, and I 
want to ask him one further question, 
How does he reconcile this bill with the 
policy of the Maritime Commission in 
revoking or canceling an order for the 
construction of 200 ships to transport 
much-needed supplies and troops to the 
various theaters of action during the 
past week on the ground that we have 
an insufficient steel supply to manufac- 
ture shore facilities for the Higgins Ship- 
building Co. because the steel is needed 
in actual ship construction? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. All I know 
about the Higgins shipbuilding program 
is what I read in the paper. The Mer- 
chant Marine Committee has appointed 
a special committee to investigate it. I 
know nothing about it, because that is 
not in my jurisdiction, 

Mr. COCHRAN. If the gentleman will 
read the press release of Admiral Land 
he will find that some other reason be- 
sides the scarcity of steel enters into the 
cancelation of that contract. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That will all 
be investigated. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will tell the gentle- 
man there is plenty of propaganda in 
the last 24 hours in the shape of tele- 
grams and letters to me, and other 
Members of Congress although I am six 
or seven hundred miles away from New 
Orleans, insisting that I use influence 
with the Maritime Commission to carry 
out the contract they made with this 
man Higgins. Mr. Higgins was in Ad- 
miral Land’s office this morning. I am 
including at this point the Maritime 
Commission’s release. It follows: 

The Maritime Commission today an- 
nounced that due to the need for utilizing 
all available steel in shipbuilding in existing 
shipbuilding plants and facilities, further 
plant expansion programs must be curtailed. 
The War Production Board has concurred 
with the Maritime Commission in this de- 
boss and directed curtailment of the use of 
S 


For this reason the Maritime Commission’s 
contracts with the Higgins Corporation of 
New Orleans have been canceled. The ship 
contract called for 200 Liberty ships. 
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The Commission said that the curtailment 
of expansion of shipbuilding facilities would 
channel the available amount of steel into 
existing shipyards so that maximum imme- 
diate production of ships would be available. 

The Commission explained that due to need 
for steel for military and naval requirements 
there has been allocated to the Maritime 
Commission a curtailed quota of steel for 
merchant shipbuilding. However, because of 
the increased rate of production which has 
risen from best original estimates for four 
to four and one-half ships per way per year 
to six to eight ships per way per year, the 
existing shipbuilding facilities will be more 
than ample to utilize the present and pro- 
spective allocation of steel. 

In view of these facts it would be unwise 
to divert steel for expansion of facilities to 
& capacity greater than the amount of steel 
available for our merchant shipbuilding. 

Although this revision in the allocation 
o? steel has made it necessary to curtail a 
projected expanded program, the Maritime 
Commission’s announced program of new 
shipping by the end of 1943 will be met. If 
more steel becomes available this program 
can be increased. 

Inasmuch as it would be 1943 before the 
Higgins yards could be in full-scale produc- 
tion, and because the Higgins program neces- 
sitates the creation of vast new facilities, 
such as shipways, shops, machine tools, rail- 
roads, and transportation and housing for 
workers, the amount of steel required would 
best be diverted into existing construction. 

It is pointed out that Higgins’ original 
estimate for facilities was approximately 
$29,000,000, which later was revised upward 
to a total of $59,000,000, not including costs 
for power requirements of some $6,000,000, 
or a total for facilities, which would have 
been borne by the Maritime Commission, of 
$65,000,000. This represents the highest cost 
per ship to be constructed under any of the 
Maritime Commission's contracts. A detailed 
survey of the project indicated that the Hig- 
gins assembly-line method was well engi- 
neered and feasible, and would produce ships 
at a rapid rate if the necessary steel were 
available. 


Mr. STARNES of Alabama. I am try- 
ing to get some information. I may say 
in reply to the gentleman that I re- 
ceived no letters or telegrams from Hig- 
gins or anyone else about it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I did. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Of course, 
we will accept the gentleman’s state- 
ment as being true, but Iam merely ask- 
ing for information because the press 
stated that the reason is that there is a 
shortage of steel; that the steel is needed 
in the actual construction of ships. I 
cannot understand, for the life of me, 
then, why the War Production Board— 
and I am assuming that this bill was 
processed through the War Production 
Board—— 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Not at all. 

Mr, STARNES of Alabama. I cannot 
understand why the War Production 
Board would approve a $750,000,000 shore 
construction program involving the use 
of tons of steel for public buildings and 
shore installations as provided in this bill 
when we need it so badly in building ships. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let me say 
to the gentleman right now that a great 
deal of this shore construction goes for 
bases to be established outside of the 
United States which have a direct bear- 
ing on the prosecution of this war. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr. 
Speaker, I again commend the gentleman 
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from Georgia for his astuteness and his 
ability to process legislation for the 
building of a much larger Navy, so vital 
to our security, with a minimum of delay. 

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. I appreciate 
the gentleman’s compliment. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, will this project 
now proposed use any of the steel that 
went into that famous swimming pool 
down in Kentucky? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I cannot an- 
swer that question. 

Mr. RICH. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, Mr. Speaker, may I say that, as far 
as the gentleman from Georgia is con- 
cerned in handling this bill, I think the 
House of Representatives feels proud that 
we have a man like the gentleman from 
Georgia in the House, a man who gives us 
all the information necessary. We have 
confidence in him as much as in any 
Member of the House that he gives us 
everything that is necessary. He is not 
trying to pull the wool over our eyes. 
That is the reason we let this legislation 
go through. 

Mr. HARTER. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentle- 
man whether this bill provides for the 
construction of air bases for the Navy? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It does. 

Mr. HARTER. Offshore installations? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It provides 
for the construction of air bases. 

Mr, HARTER. Are those to be dupli- 
cates of Army air bases that are scat- 
tered off the east coast of the United 
States? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I hope not, 
but suppose they are? 

Mr. HARTER. Why cannot both 
branches of the service use the same 
bases that we have constructed? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gen- 
tleman knows that the Navy air train- 
ing and the Army air training are sep- 
arate and distinct. In every shore- 
based large bomber today at certain 
places they have naval navigators and 
naval torpedomen, because that is a part 
of the training the Army has not gone 
into. If there is any duplication, of 
course, it should be eliminated. 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman realizes 
that the Navy now has come to the un- 
derstanding that it must have land-based 
aircraft. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr, HARTER. Why should there be 
such a duplication of facilities when the 
Army already has outposts and air bases 
from which land-based aircraft can be 
operated? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let me im- 
press this one fact upon the gentleman 
from Ohio, a member of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. It is going to take 
the Army, it is going to take the Navy, 
and it is going to take the civilian pop- 
ulation of this country to win the war. 
You must have the Army air forces and 
you must have the Navy air forces in the 
prosecution of this war. 

Mr. HARTER. That may be true, but 
I do not believe in the needless dupli- 
cation of many of the facilities. 

Mr. DONDERO. Reserving the right 
to object in order to ask a question, Mr. 
Speaker, I notice that this bill does two 
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things. It expands existing bases and 
establishes 12 new ones. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentle- 
man is correct. 

Mr. DONDERO. Are any of those new 
ones anywhere in the region of the 
Northwest or the Great Lakes States? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I will state 
that when I take the floor, if my request 
for the immediate consideration of the 
bill is granted. 

Mr. HOBBS. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, without the slight- 
est thought of objecting but solely for 
the purpose of paying a well-deserved 
tribute of admiration and appreciation 
to the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. CarL 
Vinson, the chairman of our Naval Af- 
fairs Committee, and the great com- 
mittee over which he so ably presides, 
may I say a few words? 

Mr. Speaker, the House is proud of the 
statesmanlike work that these colleagues 
of ours have done for the cause of na- 
tional defense. It is they whose vision, 
patriotic zeal, and diligence have for- 
warded the completion of our two-ocean 
Navy by 2 years. Long before Pearl Har- 
bor they were alert and fighting for ade- 
quate equipment in every branch of the 
Navy. They knew that our Navy person- 
nel deserved the best tools with which to 
do their work, and needed a sufficiency, 
in time, not too little, too late. We com- 
mend a great chairman and a great com- 
mittee for their leadership throughout 
the years, and day in and day out, in this 
cause so vital to the Nation. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
ie reao of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia? 


There was no objection. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that general de- 
bate on this bill shall continue for 1 hour, 
one-half to be controlled by myself and 
one-half to be controlled by the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. Morr]. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Reserving 
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I believe 
the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Mort] 
is in favor of the passage of the bill with- 
out amendment, the same as is the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I will yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman yield time to Members who 
ao Rea to certain provisions of the 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I will be glad 
to yield time in the general debate if I 
do not take up too much of it myself. If 
not, Members can speak under the 5- 
minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
it ia of the gentleman from Geor- 

There was no objection, 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
let me announce to the House that on 
the desk here are copies of the bill and 
the report. Every Member can get a 
copy of the measure, study it and find out 
from the report and the bill exactly what 
is proposed here. 

I introduced this bill on July 20 at the 
request of the Navy Department. The 
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bill was brought to me by Admiral Mo- 
reell, who stated that Admiral King, the 
Commander in Chief of the forces of the 
Navy, and the Navy authorities, felt it 
was highly important that this bill be 
submitted to the House before there was 
any recess cr adjournment. Yesterday 
the Naval Affairs Committee had a hear- 
ing, starting at 10 o'clock, recessed for 
probably an hour or two, and then re- 
sumed its session, and at 5 o’clock yester- 
day afternoon completed its considera- 
tion of the bill, 

We investigated every item of expend- 
iture in this bill, which involved originally 
$750,000,000. The Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee increased this by $225,634,000, 
making the total amount of this bill 
$95,634,000. 

You will see in the report that $60,000,- 
000 is to be spent for what are known as 
fleet facilities; $399,494,000 for aviation 
facilities; $24,000,000 for storage facili- 
ties; $20,000,000 for liquid-fuel storage; 
$11,000,000 for Marine Corps training fa- 
cilities; $52,000,000 for ordnance-storage 
facilities; $26,140,000 for personnel train- 
ing and housing facilities; $25,000,000 for 
hospital and dispensary facilities; $15,- 
000,000 for shore radio facilities; $2,000,- 
000 for Naval Research Laboratory; $25,- 
000,000 for passive defense facilities; 
$315,000,000 for miscellaneous structures 
and advance bases. 

I hold here in my hand a complete 
break-down of every aviation item pro- 
posed in this bill, amounting to three 
hundred and ninety-some million dollars. 
The Navy Department, for various rea- 
sons, did not desire to incorporate in the 
public hearings or in the report where 
these bases will be established and what 
the character of expansion of other bases 
now in existence will be, but I may state 
that one item provides for a large ex- 
pansion in the Canal Zone. In Alaska 
another expansion takes place. In cer- 
tain islands in the Pacific other expan- 
sions take place. Here is a complete 
itemized statement to the last penny of 
where each one of these aviation expan- 
sions takes place. My distinguished 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. Vincent] 
made inquiry with reference to the loca- 
tion of additional bases. There are two 
training bases in this program for pri- 
mary aviation training. One has been 
located in Iowa and one has been located 
in Hutchinson, Kans, 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to the 
gentleman. 


Mr. LECOMPTE. Is the one the gen- 


tleman refers to in Iowa to be located at 
Ottumwa, Iowa? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. May I 
ask if that is in the gentleman’s district? 

Mr, LECOMPTE. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is 
where it is to be located, 

Mr. LECOMPTE. I thank the gentle- 
man very much, 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It is pro- 
posed that $20,000,000 be spent on these 
two bases. 

Now, what is primary training? Let 
me try to give you briefly an explana- 
tion of that, because I do not want to 
consume too much time. But with re- 
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spect to the aviation program we have a 
bill that will follow this one creating what 
are to be known as aviation cadets. They 
can come into the service between the 
age of 18 and 27 years. Then they go 
to one of these universities for preflight 
training, and there are four such univer- 
sities. One is in Iowa, one is in Califor- 
nia, one at the University of the State of 
Georgia, and one at the University of 
North Carolina. Some 2,500 boys will go 
to these universities every month. After 
they stay there and get physical and edu- 
cational training then they will be sent to 
what are called primary training bases. 
We have established throughout the 
United States some 22 primary training 
bases where they will be trained for prob- 
ably 3 or 4 months. In view of the ex- 
pansion up to 27,500 naval aviators, two 
additional training bases will be required. 
One of them will be in Kansas and one 
in Iowa. I may say here I think the 
Navy Department was absolutely correct 
in establishing these training bases in 
places they have selected. 

And let me say that not a single one 
of them is in the State of Georgia. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
observe that the committee increased the 
authorization for aviation facilities by 
$224,494.000 over the amount contained 
in the bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is 
correct. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. And when sub- 
mitted to him by the Navy Department, 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is 
correct. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Did the com- 
mittee itself investigate the matter to 
determine the necessity for an increased 
authorization for $224,494,000? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; and I 
will explain that, but let me go on for a 
moment and I will give the gentleman the 
information. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Iwill withdraw 
the question for the present, if the gen- 
tleman does not want to answer it. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Does the 
gentleman want me to answer it right 
now? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. That is the rea- 
son I asked the question. I want to 
know whether the committee of its own 
volition found it necessary to expend 
$224,494,000 more than requested or rec- 
ommended by the Navy Department. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. On July 9 
Admiral Towers submitted a letter in 
reference to this in which he said: 

In reference (a) the Vice Chief of Naval 
Operations outlined specific requirements for 
the Naval Aviation Shore Establishment as a 
directive to be followed in the development 
of facilities to support the 27,500-plane pro- 
gram. There has been submitted to the 
Navy budget officer a list of items estimated 
to cost $399,490,000, which this Bureau rec- 
ommends for accomplishment during the 
fiscal year 1943. There are a number of 
items, however, which form a part of the 
list mentioned above which are considered 
of such urgency that the Bureau believes 
immediate action should be taken to effect 
actual construction at the earliest possible 
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date. The list of facilities, together with the 
estimated cost, is given below. 


The Bureau of Aeronautics was 
charged to bring in a program to take 
care of 27,500 aviators, and they had 
worked it out for $399,494,000. Then 
the Bureau of the Budget overruled the 
Bureau of Aeronautics and cut that down 
to $175,000,000, and, therefore, gave back 
to the Navy Department—the Bureau of 
Aeronautics—the amount of money that 
they said it was necessary to put in for 
the program of 27,500 aviators. We took 
the position that we would rather follow 
the recommendations of the military men 
in this matter, because they had told 
them to establish a program of 27,500 
aviators, than to follow the direction of 
the Budget. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I think that 
would have been an admirable statement 
to have been incorporated in the report 
of the committee. Just one further 
question: Is this bill recommended by 
the Bureau of the Budget—not the 
budget in the Navy Department but the 


Bureau of the Budget, speaking for the . 


President of the United States? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The increase 
of $224,000,000 is not recommended by 
the Bureau of the Budget. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. My question is, 
Is the bill, with or without the $224,000,- 
000 increase, recommended by the Direc- 
tor of the Budget? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Let me call the 
gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
the report from the Bureau of the Budget 
is not embraced in the committee report. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia, That is 
true, because it takes the Bureau‘of the 
Budget a long time to get the report 
through and to get it back to the com- 
mittee, and when Admiral Moreell came 
there by direction of the Navy Depart- 
ment, that is a recommendation, because 
no admiral ever would come—now I see 
the gentleman shakes his head. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON, It occurs to me, 
in all fairness, that the report of the 
Director of the Budget should be em- 
braced in the report of the committee, 
and as I understand it the report has 
not been submitted as yet. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I do not 
agree with the gentleman, because with 
any bill that is reported out by the Naval 
Affairs Committee, the Budget directs 
the naval authorities to come before the 
committee, and the report from the Bu- 
reau of the Budget may be a week later 
getting to the committee in written form. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Are we au- 
therized and warranted in assuming that 
the Committee on Naval Affairs has a 
favorable recommendation from the Di- 
rector of the Budget for the amount of 
the bill, without the amendments of the 
committee? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. We have 
not from the Director of the Budget, 
but we have the recommendation of the 
Navy Department, who is the authority 
of the Budget, to ask for $750,000,000. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. While I have 
every confidence in the Navy Depart- 
ment, I think that is bad practice, 
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Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I do not 
agree with the gentleman at all, and I 
think we are safe when the naval offi- 
cer says, “I am authorized by the Navy 
Department and the Budget to come be- 
fore you” to proceed, and not to waste 
time in waiting for them to write the 
letter. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. In 
other words, Admiral Moreell yesterday 
stated that the Budget Bureau is heartily 
in accord with the provisions of this bill. 
He was there representing the Bureau 
of the Budget as well as the Navy De- 
partment. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. In all 
items excepting the increase in avia- 
tion. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. 
rect. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I do not ques- 
tion what the gentleman says, but I 
maintain that if all of the other com- 
mittees of the House were to follow that 
practice, it would not be fair to the 
House. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. The 
Bureau of the Budget was at the meet- 
ing yesterday, because Admiral Moreell 
insisted that he represented the Bureau 
of the Budget. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And we 
passed the other day a House bill in- 
volving $8,500,000,000 for the expansion 
of the Navy. The Navy Department was 
authorized to come before the committee 
and sponsor this by the Budget. As a 
matter of fact, it was nearly 10 days 
before the Budget got around to writing 
its report. Why should we wait when 
the Budget says that they are going to 
approve it, why should we not let the 
Navy Department go forward, why should 
we sit down and wait when we know that 
the Budget endorses the bill, and when 
we know the Navy Department cannot 
sponsor it unless the Budget gives it au- 
thority? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. With all defer- 
ence, it occurs to me that the Director 
of the Budget could write a message in 
less time than the House has taken to 
discuss it. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well, he 
sent an officer verbally to come before the 
committee. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Is it 
not a fact that the Navy Department had 
the recommendation of the Bureau of 
the Budget in a bill for the expenditure 
of $1,800,000,000 and it was cut down to 
$750,000,000, and we increased it yester- 
day $224,000,000? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The House 
must understand that $'750,000,000 of this 
$975,634,000 has the absolute approval of 
the Budget. The Budget did not approve 
the recommendation of the Bureau of 
Aeronautics for the full amount that the 
Bureau of Aeronautics asked for. The 
Bureau of Aeronautics called for $399,- 
494000. The Budget cut it down to 
$175,000,000. But when we saw the pro- 
gram and when we saw what the Bureau 


That is cor- 
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of Aeronautics had to do to meet this 
training program of 27,500, when we saw 
how many bases they had to establish 
outside of the continental limits of the 
United States, we took the responsibility 
ourselves to put it in the bill and bring it 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Georgia has 
expired. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman 10 minutes. 

Mr, VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Discussing this 
matter of the Budget, I wonder if I re- 
member correctly that when the so-called 
two-ocean Navy bill came before our 
Naval Affairs Committee about 60 per- 
cent of the increase was without the ap- 
proval of the Budget when it passed the 
House, although the Budget later recom- 
mended it? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let me make 
this statement: The Constitution says 
the Congress shall provide and maintain 
a Navy. As long as I am chairman of 
the committee and as long as the Naval 
Affairs Committee will go along with me, 
Iam going to assume that responsibility, 
irrespective of what the Budget official 
may say. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I would say 
this: That if we are going to adopt that 
policy with respect to the Navy, it should 
be adopted with respect to every depart- 
ment of the Government, and I asked 
this question because the gentleman yes- 
terday stated that this bill had the ap- 
proval of the Director of the Budget. 

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Well, it has 
the approval of the Director of the 
Budget. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. It has, except 
$224,494,000. 

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Iam stating 
that. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. But it should 
appear in the report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It appears in 
the debate in the House, and a great 
many more people read the debates than 
read the reports. 

Mr, CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr, CRAWFORD. With reference to 
the two items for storage, $20,000,000 
each, is the gentleman able to say 
whether or not plans are being made for 
underground storage? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Admiral 
Moreell answered the question directly 
and positively that every bit of the ex- 
pansion is underground. 

Mr, WELCH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. WELCH. The gentleman from 
Georgia is recognized as an outstanding 
authority on naval matters. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentle- 
man from Georgia is being abused con- 
siderably this morning. 

Mr. WELCH. Has the gentleman 
given study to the necessity of expanding 


6504 


naval construction on San Francisco Bay 
in the interest of national defense? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I may say to 
the distinguished gentleman from that 
area that by his aid and assistance, ex- 
pansion took place on the Pacific coast, 
and there is a very serious matter being 
considered with reference to further ex- 
pansion at the Hunter’s drydock area. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mrs. BOLTON. May I ask if the hos- 
pitals considered in this bill are in new 
districts? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am glad 
the lady brought that to my attention. 
On this hospital situation we asked for 
hospitals and dispensaries $25,000,000. 
We left absolutely to the Bureau of Medi- 
cine and Surgery where they shall be 
located. 

Mrs. 
ground? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No. The 
hospitals will not be under ground. It is 
impossible for Admiral McIntyre to come 
before the committee today and say “I 
want a hospital in this place; I want a 
hospital in that place.” He does not know 
what the condition will be. It may be 
that the bulk of these hospitals will 
never be built in the continental United 
States. No one can tell. So he has to 
build them as he finds need for them. In 
the same blanket authority we gave him 
a few days ago in another bill, here are 
the hospital facilities he has built: 

One at New York; one at Edgewater, 
N. J.; one at Memphis, Tenn.; one at 
Norman, Okla.; one at Sampson (Sen- 
eca) N. Y.; one at Farragut, Idaho; one 
at Bainbridge, Md.; one at Norfolk, Va.; 
San Francisco, Calif.; Seattle, Wash.; 
Corona, Calif.; Long Beach, Calif., and 
New Orleans, La. 

Wherever he has built one there has 
been some justification for it. 

I read nearly every one of these re- 
ports coming from these bureaus. I do 
not know of but one case where there has 
been a recommendation that was not 
justified, and I brought it to the attention 
of the committee yesterday. That is 
what my distinguished friend from Ken- 
tucky refers to. They recommended the 
location of a glider base in Florida. I 
got the report, and I read it over. The 
report disclosed, to my way of thinking, 
that it was not a proper place, and I 
wrote a letter to the Secretary to that 
effect. I asked the Secretary to reconsider 
it and see if he could not find a better 
site. The Secretary did so, and thev did 
not spend that money there. Why? 
Because in the recommendation for this 
glider base, if the site selected had been 
chosen it would have required the re- 
moval of 6 miles of U. S. Highway No. 1; 
it would also require the relocation of the 
double tracks of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad for a distance for 64 miles, the 
relocation of the 66,000-volt high-tension 
lines, and the relocation of the main 
trunk lines of the American Telephone & 
Telegraph Co. It would require $1,300,- 
000 to get these things off of the site and 
would have required 10 months to build. 


BOLTON. Are they under 
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When I read that report I said to the 
Navy Department that in my judgment 
they were not justified. The Navy De- 
partment replied that it was the only 
place they could find in the area. I said 
that then they should go somewhere else; 
and the Navy Department is searching, 
because there are certain other qualifica- 
tions that must be met for a glider base. 
Let me emphasize, however, that this is 
the only instance I know of where any 
recommendation that the Navy Depart- 
ment has made that might be subject to 
criticism outside of certain recommenda- 
tions for Florida where they recommend- 
ed sites for a number of operational 
training bases within a radius of 175 
miles of each. I submitted that to the 
Navy Department and Secretary Knox 
wrote back that while the area was con- 
gested there were certain military reasons 
and certain other reasons why they 
should go there, and that ended it so far 
as I was concerned, because I was not 
going to put my judgment as a layman 
above that of military men. And so in 
all these other cases; the base that goes 
out to Ottumwa, Iowa, is properly located. 
Why? Because there is a great univer- 
sity there that is training 2,500 men, and 
railroad transportation is saved. There 
is a hospital being built, as I have just 
read, at Seneca, N. Y. You have there 
a training base on the Seneca Lakes. 
That is a proper place to build it. 

Let me say that I tried to scrutinize 
and get a break-down of every project for 
which authorization is sought. 

The truth about the matter is that I 
have tried to convince them that Geor- 
gia was a good place to put some of these 
things, but unfortunately I cannot con- 
vince them, and they make their recom- 
mendations to go somewhere else, and I 
abide by their recommendations. 

I must yield the floor, but let me say 
in closing there is no more valuable 
member of the committee than my good 
friend from Kentucky, no more enthu- 
siastic member to see that everything is 
done in the proper way. I want to 
thank him for not insisting that this bill 
be brought up under a rule, because we 
are all vitally concerned in the prosecu- 
tion of this war. This bill leads to the 
direct prosecution of this war. 

With regard to where some of these 
bases are going to be located outside the 
United States, let me say that is strictly 
confidential information. All I can say 
is that $30,000,000 is to be spent for a 
kind of secret training and a kind of 
secret weapon. I would not even let 
them put that information in the REC- 
orD yesterday, because that is a matter 
the Naval Affairs Committee should 
leave entirely to the prudence of the men 
who are going to carry out this secret 
work. I io not know except in the most 
general way where they will be located, 
within so many miles of the coast line, 
and so many miles back, and so many 
miles back of that. That is sufficient to 
me. Ido not want to know all the secret 
details of what goes on in the Navy De- 
partment because I have confidence in 
the military men. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 
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Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 ad- 
ditional minute to the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. THOM. I notice that in the re- 
port the statement is made that the gen- 
tleman’s investigation has convinced him 
that it is more economical to let contracts 
by negotiation than by competitive bids. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is 
right. 

Mr. THOM. Would the gentleman 
mind discussing that and show us some 
substantiation of that? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentle- 
man will find a satisfactory answer to 
his question if he will read the report I 
filed this morning which is the result of 
an investigation and analysis of 39,000 
separate contracts. The gentleman will 
find that so far as advantages to the Gov- 
ernment are concerned that under the 
right supervision it is more advantageous 
to have negotiated contracts instead of 
competitive bid contracts. There can be 
no dispute about that. The evidence is. 
there in the report I filed this morning, 
and the conclusions are based on experi- 
ence in the Navy Department and War 
Department in negotiated contracts. In 
case after case the largest profit was in 
the competitive-bid contract because 
there is no way to control it. 

Mr. THOM. Does the gentleman find 
that there is collusion among bidders for 
these contracts? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I found it 
in some instances; we find it in some in- 
stances, of course. There was collusion 
in the Cramp shipyard case, but that has 
all been referred to the Department of 
Justice. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, the great 
port of San Francisco is fast accomplish- 
ing its natural destiny. Day by day, week 
by week, and year by year its value to 
the Nation is increasing by leaps and 
bounds, fulfilling the many predictions 
freely made in the past by high-ranking 
naval and military authorities. 

Its great land-locked harbor—one of 
the finest in the world—its fine dock-side 
deep water, furnishing more than ample 
depth for the largest naval or commer- 
cial ship man has yet built or contem- 
plated, and its progressive, forward look- 
ing, patriotic people have all contributed 
to make these predictions come true, far 
sooner than many people have realized. 

Many predictions have been made by 
high naval and military authorities that, 
in the event of war in the Pacific, San 
Francisco was sure to become the princi- 
pal Pacific coast port of embarkation, and 
in the fulfillment of these prognostica- 
tions, the strategic importance of Hunt- 
ers Point, San Francisco, as a great naval 
establishment has now been fully dem- 
onstrated. 

Nearly 25 years ago a special commis- 
sion appointed by Congress, having Ad- 
miral J. W. Helm as senior member, re- 
ported in part as follows: 

San Francisco Bay is the only body of 
water on the Pacific coast south of Cape 
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Flattery offering a safe anchorage from wind 
and weather to a large number of ships, 
which can be entered under all ordinary con- 
ditions. 

San Francisco Bay has ample anchorage 
with a good holding ground for a fleet of any 
size. 


This report was followed later by a 
statement of Admiral Charles F. Hughes, 
while Chief of Naval Operations, in which 
he said: 

San Francisco Bay is, as you know, the 
principal harbor of the Pacific coast. To 
my mind, it belongs to the Nation; it is not 
the property of California nor the cities that 
are on its shores. From its natural adyan- 
tages and its location, San Francisco Bay is 
certain to be the major continental fleet base 
for any extensive campaign in the Pacific. 


A full realization of the truth of these 
words has become apparent to the most 
casual visitor to that part of the country 
since December 7, 1941. The increasing 
naval and military activities are right- 
fully naval and military secrets at the 
present time, but it is no secret that the 
tremendous value the naval establish- 
ment at Hunters Point now is and the 
tremendously increased value it can have 
is only limited by the foresight and vision 
of those whose responsibility it is to use 
to greatest advantage every facility and 
resource at our disposal to both win the 
war and build for the peace that will fol- 
low. 

More recently, when the bill authoriz- 
ing the purchase of Hunters Point was 
before the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
Admiral William D. Leahy, then Chief of 
Naval Operations, made practically the 
same statement as Admiral Hughes, mak- 
ing at the same time a specific reference 
to Hunters Point. At the same hearings, 
Rear Admiral Ben Moreell, Chief of the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks, made a sim- 
ilar statement. Admiral Robinson, Chief 
of the Bureau of Ships, supported the 
same. 

Likewise recognizing the importance of 
San Francisco Bay and Hunters Point in 
particular, the gentleman from Georgia, 
Congressman Cart VINSON, chairman of 
the House Committee on Naval Affairs— 
who is regarded as one of*the country’s 
outstanding authorities on naval prob- 
lems—gave his support to this matter. 

All of these outstanding authorities on 
the needs of America to successfully con- 
duct a war in the Pacific have recognized 
the necessity of bringing Hunters Point— 
Nature’s gift to the security of this coun- 
try—to a point of development and effi- 
ciency. 

The Government purchased Hunters 
Point pursuant to a bill introduced by 
me, and the Navy Department immedi- 
ately proceeded to modernize and equip it 
to meet the requirements of the Navy. It 
is on the main channel of San Francisco 
Bay, with 70 feet of water at its very 
docks. It never has and never will re- 
quire dredging, a matter of no small con- 
sequence in upkeep and maintenance. 

Hunters Point should be developed in 
every possible way. Those of us who have 
fought for years to build up adequate na- 

tional defense, particularly a two-ocean 
Navy, have always recognized not only 
the necessity of facilities for ship repair, 
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but also the need for actual ship con- 
struction at Hunters Point. We have met 
with stern opposition on every hand from 
well-entrenched influences who have 
maintained that Mare Island and Brem- 
erton Navy Yards were adequate to meet 
any and all emergencies. Every argu- 
ment possible was advanced against us, 
but Congress authorized its purchase and 
the need for new ships for the Navy is 
constantly growing. They cannot be 
constructed speedily enough unless we 
develop every available resource to this 
end. 

Great accomplishments have been at- 
tained at the Mare Island Navy Yard, 
but its capacity has been reached. The 
city of Vallejo, the only city-adjacent to 
this navy yard, had a population of be- 
tween 19,000 and 20,000 people in the 
1940 census. Today the navy yard alone 
has more than 35,000 employees, making 
it necessary for thousands of these men 
to waste valuable time and consume the 
most needed of our strategic war mate- 
rials—rubber—to motor many miles to 
and from their work. Indeed, many of 
these men drive their automobiles 60 
miles daily to and from work, paying four 
tolls on bridges, from homes located on 
land adjacent to Hunters Point. 

No time should be lost by the Navy to 
take advantage of the already splendid 
equipment at Hunters Point for the con- 
struction of ships. Transportation and 


. housing offer no problem in San Fran- 


cisco. Modern homes are available on 
property closely adjacent to the Hunters 
Point naval establishment. They are 
homes that can be secured at a more 
reasonable price than at any other place 
on the Pacific coast. Thus, problems— 
serious problems of transportation and 
large governmental expenditures on 
housing projects in sections that may not 
be needed after the war is over—are com- 
pletely eliminated. 

Japan’s treachery, of which we had 
ample evidence long before Pearl Harbor, 
makes more necessary the continued 
maintenance of a two-ocean Navy with 
ample facilities for their reconstruction 
and repair at all times. The two exist- 
ing navy yards—Mare Island and Brem- 
erton—do not and cannot provide these 
facilities. In “he case of the Mare Island 
Navy Yard, which was constructed long 
before ships with the deep draft now re- 
quired, cannot accommodate one-third of 
the tonnage of our present Navy as the 
approaches through the channel to the 
navy yard are too shallow and cannot 
be maintained at a great depth without 
prohibitive expenditures. I do not mean 
to imply that the Mare Island Navy Yard 
should be abandoned, or that its activities 
should be in the least curtailed. Great 
work is being done there and our in- 
vestment is great. It does meet the 
need of certain classes of ships and it 
should be continued in operation to its 
capacity. 

But there is a greater need and that 
need can be met by the use of Hunters 
Point naval establishment for ship con- 
struction purposes as well as ship repair. 
There is ample land available to make 
this the most ideal and strategic spot on 


6505 


the Pacific coast for the purpose. Let us 
develop and use it to its fullest capacity. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
ehusetts [Mr. BATES]. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, along with the chairman and 
the other members of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, on a bill of such far- 
reaching importance as this one, em- 
bracing the expenditure of nearly $1,- 
000,009,000 of public money, I think it 
is well for the members of. the commit- 
tee to say a word in behalf of this bill. 

We all realize that in the hurried mo- 
ments before a recess and in the desire 
to get a few days rest some things are 
apt to pass by unnoticed unless there is 
a complete explanation of what the bill 
really means. 

This bill, as has been stated, calls for 
the expenditure of $974,000,000. It is 
an authorization bill, not an appropria- 
tion bill. It authorizes the expenditure 
of this money for the schedules of naval 
facilities which are listed in the report 
which the chairman read to you in part 
this morning. The point of the bill 
which is more controversial, I believe, 
than any other is that part relating to 
our naval aviation program, 

Every Member of this House and I 
think the American people know that 
this war in large measure will be fought 
in the air, and that every offensive ac- 
tion taken by the fleet must be preceded 
by action by the forces in the air. The 
Congress in the months gone by has au- 
thorized a 27,500-plane program for the 
Navy. 

For the past several years the mem- 
bers of the Naval Affairs Committee de- 
voted a good deal of their time, and have 
continued to do so up until recent days, 
to the establishment of air-training fa- 
cilities all over this country. We real- 
ized that the air fleet was an important 
adjunct of the Naval Establishment, and 
to that end gave a consideratle part of 
ou? time and our support to the early 
development of the naval aviation pro- 
gram, 

Yesterday when this bill came before 
the committee I personally observed that 
the Budget had reduced the amount. the 
Bureau of Aeronautics had asked for 
naval aviation from $399,000,000 to $175,- 
000,000, or approximately $224,000,000 
less. We realized immediately that this 
cut would seriously affect the program 
authorized by Congress and that the 
program of training the pilots for the 
27,500 program could not be carried out 
if this reduction were permitted to take 
place. 

I asked the officer who appeared before 
the committee on behalf of the Bureau 
of Aeronautics to submit to the commit- 
tee in the afternoon session a complete 
break-down of every naval air establish- 
ment the Bureau of Aeronautics had 
previously recommended but which was 
cut out by the Bureau of the Budget 
and the budget officer of the Navy. 
When those facts were presented to the 
committee we went over them very care- 
fully and we were informed that Ad- 
miral Towers, Chief of the Bureau of 
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Aeronautics, sent word that the enlarged 
program was imperative. 

If we are going to have a successful 
termination of this war we must build 
up and maintain an adequate air force. 
We have heard many times in connec- 
tion with the battles of the China Sea, 
Java Sea, the Coral Sea, and Midway, in 
fact, in connection with every naval en- 
gagement we have had, the phrase “Too 
little, too late”—too little, too late, of 
naval aviation. 

What happened to the cruiser Houston 
in the Java Sea? It went forth without 
any naval air protection. What hap- 
pened to the great British dreadnoughts 
in the Java Sea? They went down be- 
cause they had no naval air protection. 

Because of our insistence dating back 
days, months, and years, that we should 
build up the naval air part of our pro- 
gram, we insisted yesterday that the rec- 
ommendations of the Bureau of Aero- 
nautics be carried out to their fulfillment 
and that the money they asked, $399,- 
000,000, be approved. To that end, the 
committee took action independent of 
the Bureau of the Budget and the budget 
officer of the Navy. - 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. The 


Committee on Naval Affairs through 


several years has, in my opinion, con- 
tributed very notably to the develop- 
ment of our entire naval defense pro- 
gram and the expansion of our facilities 
in every direction. We have acted in- 
dependently of the Bureau of the Budget 
at times. I well recall one incident, 
along with the one mentioned by the 
gentleman from Oregon, where the Bu- 
reau of the Budget did not recommend 
Tongue Point, neither did it recommend 
Quonsett Point in May of 1940. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr, Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

‘Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. I yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MOTT. If the Committee on 
Naval Affairs during the last 8 or 10 years 
had waited for the approval of the Budget 
on everything we wanted to do, would we 
at the present time have a Navy that 
would be capable of conducting a war? 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. We 
would have no Navy worthy of the name. 

To the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs particularly, I think, great 
credit should be given for the tremendous 
strides we have been making the past few 
years, because of his foresight and initia- 
tive and his feeling that we should do 
something, and immediately, toward the 
expansion of our naval facilities so that 
we would be able to protect the interests 
of this country if the times should call 
for it. 

As to Quonsett Point, the great naval 
establishment of the northeast part of 
the country, the only real protection we 
have up there, in May of 1940, only 2 
years ago, and mind you at a time when 
the Germans had overrun the Lowlands 
and were then on the way through north- 
ern France on the way to the Channel 
Ports, the Navy Department, because of 
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the action of the Bureau of the Budget, 
recommended against the establishment 
of that great naval training station that 
we have up there; but the Committee on 
Naval Affairs immediately, notwithstand- 
ing the action of the Bureau of the Budg- 
et, recommended that that bill pass, and 
it was passed, and within 2 months con- 
struction on this $23,000,000 station was 
started. Within the period of a year— 
a year ago last spring—the Quonsett 
Naval Air Station was dedicated and is 
now playing a very important part in 
this war program in which we are now 
engaged. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. I yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Is it not true that 
the Committee on Naval Affairs is way 
ahead of the Bureau of the Budget in 
building up our Navy? 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. We do 
not want to take any undue credit for 
what has been done by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, but we have been on 
the job. We have gone throughout the 
country and we have gone outside of this 
country carrying on our investigations 
and making reports and recommenda- 
tions. In every case but one, down 
through the last 5 or 6 years, our recom- 
mendations have been adopted by this 
House and enacted into law. 


Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 


tleman yield? 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. I yield 
to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. HARE. I gather from the gentle- 
man’s remarks that he is showing that 
many Members of Congress have been 
alive and alert to the situation and have 
taken advantage of every opportunity to 
increase the facilities of the Navy. May 
I add that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions Iast year added $7,000,000 to the 
appropriation above the Budget esti- 
mate for pilot-training purposes. We 
regret today that it was not perhaps 
$70,000,000,000. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. I think 
the Congress has been magnificent in its 
support of the Committée on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the bill will pass 
as recommended. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
balance of my time to the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Jenks]. 

Mr. JENKS of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Speaker, a billion dollars is a lot of money 
for as few men as are now on the floor 
this afternoon to vote to spend, but I do 
not believe there is a chairman of any 
committee of this House that the Mem- 
bers of the House have any more confi- 
dence in than the honorable chairman 
of the Naval Affairs Committee. Dur- 
ing the last 6 years, when I have been 
on this committee and worked with him, 
he has inspired such confidence in me 
that I can follow him almost anywhere. 

The Members of the House have to 
have confidence in their committees, and 
as they have confidence in their com- 
mittees, so that the committees must have 
confidence in the people of the different 
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departments who come before them and 
testify as to their needs. If there is any 
ene man in our Navy Department who 
is outstanding, to my mind it is Admiral 
Moreell, who was before our committee 
all day yesterday. I do not believe we 
have ever found an instance where he 
has recommended anything for the up- 
building of our Navy that we have not 
accepted and voted for with the great- 
est confidence. 

With other members of the committee, 
I have had occasion to go up and down 
the Pacific coast, to the Hawaiian Islands, 
and down the Florida coast, establishing 
bases and looking at work that has been 
done by Admiral Moreell. I want to tell 
you men here this afternoon that you 
make no mistake in going along unani- 
mously on this bill. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. VINCENT]. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr, 
Speaker. it is a pretty serious situation 
when 4 question of this importance is to 
be considered in the Congress with such a 
small attendance. I am sure we are all 
interested in this problem. It only goes 
to show that I was correct in raising a 
question as to the consideration of this 
bill which was introduced only day be- 
fore yesterday. It was considered hur- 
riedly yesterday with two or three roll 
calls here on the floor, interrupting the 
hearings of the committee. We have not 
had time to give fair and proper con- 
sideration to this bill. 

Now on the question of the Budget. 
If the Congress is not going to rely upon 
the Bureau of the Budget, how can we 
ever keep the expenses of the Govern- 
ment down? My recollection of what 
the witness testified yesterday was that 
Admiral Moreell had made a survey and 
he asked for a billion and a half dollars— 
$1,500,000,000—and when he was asked 
why the bill did not provide for that 
amount he said when he went to the 
Bureau of the Budget they cut it down 
to $750,000,000. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentle- 
man is in error about that—$1,800,000,- 
000 is the amount that has been used by 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. What 
did the witness say he wanted? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. He wanted 
the $390,090,000 for aeronautics. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. That is 
just the trouble. I would not put my 
word up against the distinguished chair- 
man, but the way I got it was that he 
asked for $1,500,000,000 and they cut it in 
two, or cut it to $750,000,000. Then he 
prepared a bili and brought it to you and 
you introduced it at $750,000,000. Then 
the committee without any authority at 
all from the Budget Bureau, upped it to 
$974,000,000. Now there is no conten- 
tion here that the Bureau of the Budget 
ever saw that other $224,000,000. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I yield. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Is it 
not a fact that the Navy Department 
recommended a total bill, embracing all 
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of these facilities, amounting to $1,800,- 
000,000 and the Bureau of the Budget 
and the bureau budget officer of the Navy 
cut it down? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. That is 
what I have just stated to the chairman, 
that it was $1,800,000,000, and the Budget 
cut it back to $750,000,000. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Is it 
not also a fact that Admiral Towers yes- 
terday permitted Admiral Moreell to 
state to the committee that he was in 
favor of this additional expenditure and 
thought it was necessary and imperative 
that they should get it? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I do not 
know what kind of agreement there was 
or what went on between Admiral Towers 
and Admiral Moreell, but so far as the 
Budget is concerned, they had no more 
authority to go to that $974,000,000 than 
I would have to go out here and set up a 
claim to the Capitol Building. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN. As I understood the 
gentieman, he stated the hearings were 
not printed, and I also heard the gentle- 
Man say the report was not printed. 
The report is on the desk. I have had 
the bill and the report in my hands for 
over an hour. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. You may 
have the report, but the testimony is not 
printed. 

Rs COCHRAN. The report is avail- 
able. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Where 
are the hearings and what kind of report 
do you have? How long is it and what 
does it say? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I think the report 
gives considerable information with re- 
spect to the bill. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. If I can 
get some more time, I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Is it 
not a fact that much that came out in 
the hearings cannot be printed? 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I hoped 
that some of it could be printed. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. This 
was in executive session and the hear- 
ings cannot be printed for the public. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I do not 
see why it could not be printed. I would 
like to ask the gentleman a question since 
he has interrogated me. You raised this 
appropriation $225,000,000 and where will 
it go? Will some of it go into your dis- 
trict? : 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. No. 
There is not one naval facility in my 
district. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. But in 
your section of the country. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. I prob- 
ably have worked as hard as any mem- 
ber on this committee for 5 or 6 years and 
there is not one naval facility in my dis- 
trict. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. But in 
your territory? 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Not one 
in my territory—not one. 

L&XXVIII——410 


Mr. 
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Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, we have ignored the Bureau of 
the Budget. We ran in here and intro- 
duced a bill one day and held hearings 
of 1 day only and then rushed in and 
asked unanimous consent to pass a $974,- 
000,000 bill and then without anybody 
knowing anything about it you jump it to 
this high figure. I do not believe this is 
justified by the testimony I heard before 
the committee. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask that the bill be read for amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Navy is hereby authorized to establish 
or develop the following naval shore activi- 
ties by the construction of such temporary 
or permanent public works as he may con- 
sider necessary, including buildings, facili- 
ties, accessories, and services, with which 
shall be included the authority to acquire 
the necessary land, with approximate costs 
as indicated: Fleet facilities, $60,000,000; 
aviation facilities, $175,000,000; storage fa- 
cilities, $24,000,000; liquid-fuel storage, $20,- 
000,000; Marine Corps training facilities, 
$11,000,000; ordnance-storage facilities, $52,- 
000,000; personnel training and housing fa- 
cilities, $25,000,000; hospital and dispensary 
facilities, $25,000,000; shore radio facilities, 
$15,000,000; naval research laboratory, $2,- 
000,000; passive defense facilities, $25,000,- 
000; miscellaneous structures and advance 
bases, $315,000,000: Provided, That the ap- 
proximate cost indicated for each of the 
classes of projects enumerated above may, 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Navy, be varied upward or downward but the 
total cost shall not exceed $750,000,000: Pro- 
vided further, That’the Secretary of the Navy 
is hereby authorized to enter into contracts 
for such of the public works hereby author- 
ized as he may deem necessary and without 
regard to the provisions of section 3709, Re- 
vised Statutes. 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 

Page 1, line 10, strike out ‘$175,000,000” 
and insert “$399,494,000.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a diyi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Vincent of Ken- 
tucky) there were—ayes 36, noes 2. 

So the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the next committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 4, strike out, “$25,000,000” 
and insert, “$26,140,000.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment. 

Hie committee amendment was agreed 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the next committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 12, strike out “$750,000,000” 
and insert “$974,634,000.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the commit- 
tee amendment, 
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Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in opposition to the com- 
mittee amendment. Here is a lift from 
$750,000,000 to $974,000,000. The Navy 
Department prepared this bill, and they 
asked for only $750,000,000. They came 
to our committee, satisfied with if, but 
the committee, out of the bigness of its 
heart, upped this appropriation from 
$750,000,000 to $974,000,000. Isay that it ` 
was not authorized by the Bureau of the 
Budget. In my judgment it is not au- 
thorized by the testimony heard by the 
committee, and this increase should not 
be put in this bill. We just passed a bill 
that is taxing the shirts off the backs 
of our people. I want to be frank with 
the Navy Department. Of course, we are 
all for the Navy, and we are all for the 
Navy Department, but I am afraid that 
some of the boys down there have not 
had much experience in dealing with 
businessmen and in handling money that 
they spend in such huge sums. Certainly 
when they come before our committee 
and say they want $750,000,000, what 
reason or right have we to push it up to 
$974,000,000? We have already given this 
Bureau of Yards and Docks $2,000,000,- 
000 in the last 12 months. We have 
given them everything they have asked 
for, and now they come back and ask for 
$750,000,000 more. When they ask for 
$750,000,000 we simply say to them, “Oh, 
you fellows have made a mistake; what 
you need is $974,000,000 instead of $750,- 
000,000, and we approve the larger sum.” 
Is not that something? A fellow comes 
along and says that he wants to borrow 
$5, and you said to him, “Why, Bill, you 
are quite mistaken; it isn’t $5 that you 
want, but you really need $25,” and then 
you push out the cash and give it to him. 
The Navy Department is not timid; if 
they want money they know how to ask 
for it and how to get it. Now, they 
wrote this bill and they said this is what 
we want, but our committee said, “Oh, 
no; you need $225,000,000 more,” and in 
that way we encourage them to waste 
money, encourage them to spend more, 
encourage them to be extravagant. Then 
somebody comes along and says to the 
Congress, “You are wasting the people’s 
money,” and we are accused of it, and 
we are told that we have encouraged 
them. I have no duty to perform here 
more than other gentlemen. If gentle- 
men want to encourage this wild spend- 
ing, this spree of extravagance, they can 
go to it. I have done my duty when I 
bring it to the attention of the House. I 
believe we should give them only what 
they ask for and I do not believe that 
we should push the money into their faces 
and tell them to go out and spend it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has expired. 

Mr. IZAC. Mr. Speaker, in order to 
keep the record straight, I point out the 
fact that rather than railroading this 
legislation through, as our chairman has 
been accused of doing, just one vote in 
opposition to his request for unanimous 
consent for its consideration would have 
forced him to get a rule, and that was 
not forthcoming, so that no one is justi- 
fied in claiming that he is railroading 
this legislation through. 
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Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. IZAC. For a moment. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I hope I 
did not say anything that could be so 
construea. 

Mr. IZAC. I donot refer to the state- 
ment that the gentleman from Kentucky 
made, but I refer to the statement made 
- by the gentleman from Alabama. The 
second point, and this is also to keep the 
record straight, is that there was an im- 
plication that the Navy cannot win vic- 
tories on the high seas. To refute that, I 
point out that the battle of the Gilbert 
Islands was to my mind one of the most 
important of this war. It kept open our 
line of communications to Australia for 
6 months. Second, the battle of the 
Coral Sea; and, third, the battle of Mid- 
way are two others, and Midway, in my 
opinion, will go down as one of the great 
naval victories of all time. I think the 
Navy has made a good record even if we 
do not take credit for the thousands of 
single combats on the high seas in which 
our aviators and submarines and con- 
voys came out victorious. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. What 
about the present battle of Kiska, where 
our pilots are doing great work? 

Mr. IZAC. That is all the more re- 
markable, considering the weather. 

Mr. HARE. Speaking of the battle of 
Midway, I had a report some days ago 
that if the Navy pilots had been fur- 
nished with planes with the capacity of 
those of the Army there would not have 
been enough left of the Japanese enemy 
in that battle there to have told the tale. 

Mr. IZAC. ‘That may be true, but of 
course the Navy and marines still had to 


fight with what planes they had which’ 


were not the latest type and which were 
built several years ago. 

I think they gave a good account of 
themselves, although of course the 
losses were terrific among our best pilots. 

Now, about this $274,000,000 increase: 
All this does is to carry out the aviation 
program of the Navy. As the chairman 
has told you, we have 22 naval reserve 
aviation bases. That is where we give 
primary training to the young men who 
come out of the four universities we have 
taken over. About 30,000 a year will 
come out of those schools. You must 
have these bases to put them through. 
Then they are funneled through Pensa- 
cola and Corpus Christi. Afterward 
they go through the operational schools. 
That $274,000,000 is almost all taken up 
with operational bases. We have to build 
these bases so these young graduates, as 
we might call them, can have the ad- 
vanced training that they must have be- 
fore they join the fleet. It is very vital, 
and if we do not put that in this bill we 
will have to put it in tomorrow or the 
ria day, or within a short period of 

ime. 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. IZAC, I yield. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the 


gentleman tell the House what is meant 
by “operational training”? Is it not so 
they can Icarn to fly on and off airplane 
carriers? 
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Mr. IZAC. Yes; and to become pro- 
ficient in conjunction with their com- 
rades fiying in groups. They now fly as 
one big team. It is an advanced course 
that we have not had time to give these 
young men heretofore. 

Mr. SUTPHIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. IZAC. I yield. 

Mr. SUTPHIN. And the expenditure 
of this fund will make it possible to com- 
plete the training of 2,500 aviators each 
month. Is that not correct? 

Mr. ZAC. That is correct. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. IZAC. I yield. 

Mr, BROOKS. I want to say to the 
distinguished gentleman from California 
of course I am going along on this bill as 
with all war bills providing for the ex- 
pansion of the Army and Navy, but it 
seems to me the time is rapidly coming 
when duplication of facilities in the Army 
and Navy, especially covering land-based 
planes is going to have to be faced as a 
problem. More reliance is being placed 
on land-based planes, and having two 
bases, one on the right hand and one on 
the left hand, both aviation bases, both 
bases with land-based planes, one under 
the control of the Army and one under 
control of the Navy, is duplication. 

Mr. IZAC. Well, that is necessary be- 
cause of the training facilities that are 
provided. In actual combat the Army 
and Navy would naturally use the same 
base, the same field; but in this training 
work we train an aviator to take off from 
an aircraft carrier and other specialized 
Navy work, which is entirely different 
training from that which the Army gives 
for a land-based plane. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to strike out the last two words. 

I think I can possibly clear up the ques- 
tion raised by the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana (Mr. Brooks], by reiterating that the 
money to be used, as pointed out by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. Izacl, is 
for this training purpose. In no Case 
where there exists a naval base on land 
do they have any conflict with the Army 
base adjoining. The only purpose of 
such naval bases is to train aviators to 
go to sea. 

The gentleman asked some questions 
about Midway and stated that had the 
Navy had similar planes to those of the 
Army at Midway there would not have 
been much left of the Japanese Fleet 
there. Asa matter of fact, there was not 
very much left anyway, but we must rec- 
ognize the fact that naval aviation is 
primarily for the purpose of training men 
to fly at sea. About 2 weeks ago we 
passed a bill placing emphasis on the 
future building of aircraft carriers. Air- 
craft carriers will probably predominate 
the naval shipbuilding field in the next 2 
or 3 years. That requires thousands of 
young men. Ido not know if many of us 
realize it, but the real casualties aboard 
an aircraft carrier are the aviators not 
in combat, but aviators on patrol in war- 
time who never return. There are more 
aviators. lost that way than in actual 
combat. They go to sea and then they 
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have to find the pin point of a landing 
field, the carrier, again. If there is any 
slight error in navigation, if a fog or bad 
weather sets in around the carrier, they 
often do not get home, ‘The carrier can- 
not stop and wait for them, The neces- 
sity of training these aviators is para- 
mount. The purpose of this money, as 
pointed out by the chairman, is for oper- 
ational purposes. I think that we should 
probably have a surplus, even more 
money, because let me tell you, when 
this war is over, you will never regret any 
vote cast in this House for aviation facili- 
ties for the Navy. 

Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKS, I am not critical of the 
iter in this bill, but the point I am try- 
ing to make is a point that I think my 
good friend has missed. That is, that 
more and more of the fleet is placing 
reliance upon land-based planes, and 
more and more you are going to have du- 
plication of Army and Navy facilities in 
protecting the fleet and guarding the 
coast. Sooner or later, the problem of 
edequately handling that under one 
group, the Army or the Navy, will have 
to be solved unless you have great dupli- 
cation. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. The Midway battle 
has been mentioned, as well as the Coral 
Sea battle. The Coral Sea battle did 
not involve as many Army planes as the 
Midway battle. But I say this, somewhat 
from actual experience, that there is 
complete liaison insofar as the Pacific is 
concerned, between the Army and the 
Navy. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON, I yield. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. May I say to 
the distinguished gentleman of the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee from Louisiana 
that he need not be apprehensive that 
the Navy is going to require any of the 
land bases of the Army, and there is no 
need for a spirit now of encroachment 
to be developed or the feeling that the 
Navy is going to be a land-based aviation. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. That is right. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. But we must 
have land bases to train on. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Let me say to the 
gentleman from Louisiana that there is 
no more welcome sight to anyone aboard 
an aircraft carrier than the appearance 
on the horizon of some of these fine Army 
planes showing up to help out. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I have gladly 
voted for all the billions of dollars re- 
quested by the Navy. Personally, I think 
it is unfortunate that we are asked to 
vote for $224,000,000 today that was not 
recommended by the Navy, 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I want to 


correct that statement; it was recom- 
mended by the Navy; it was disallowed 
by the Budget. 
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Mr, WHITTINGTON. If the gentle- 
man will yield at that point, with all 
deference, there must be some final head. 
When it was recommended by the Navy 
it was supposed to be what the Navy 
needed, but the gentleman has added 
$224,000,000. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I may say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that if this 
sum is not included in this bill, another 
authorization will be brought in for it. It 
was not disallowed to the extent that it 
would be cut out; it was simply set aside 
for some future date. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Then it should 
be taken care of when it is brought in. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. All this committee 
is trying to do is to be ahead of the Navy 
Department itself in the matter of avia- 
tion. We want this amount passed, 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON, I yield. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The gentleman is 
an authoritative speaker and I am sure 
the membership of this House listens to 
information he has to give. I am much 
interested in what the gentleman just 
stated, that Members who vote in the in- 
terest of aviation in wartime will never 
regret it. At the same time I should 
like to say that there is no reason why 
today the Army and the Navy with a 
civilian-pilot-training program capable 
of turning out 180,000 a year should be 
utilizing this great reservoir only to the 
extent of about 40,000. Air superiority 
for America must come as speedily as 
possible. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I thank the gentle- 
man. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may proceed for 3 additional minutes in 
order that I may ask him some ques- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to ask the 
gentleman two or three questions. The 
first one is: Why does the gentleman 
state that there is not anything left of 
the Japanese Navy? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I believe the gen- 
tleman misunderstood me. What I said 
was that not much was left of that par- 
ticular position of the Japanese Fleet 
which made the attack on Midway. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I like that state- 
ment much better. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I did not intend 
to convey the idea that there was not 
anything left of the Japanese Fleet. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In my opinion, 
plenty of the Japanese Navy is left. 

Mr. MAGNUSON, The gentleman is 
correct: 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not like to in- 
dulge in wishful thinking. 

The second question is about the young 
men being trained in the aviation pro- 
gram. Are they in college at the pres- 
ent time, or are they high-school students 
moving toward a college career? Can 
the gentleman give us some information 
en that? 
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Mr. MAGNUSON. ‘The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Bates] has been 
studying that question. I yield to him to 
answer. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts, Until 
recently the Navy program called for at 
least 2 years of college training. It has 
been changed now and the requirements 
are only a high-school education. This 
primary training program occupies 3 
months, whereas the entire program to 
produce a trained pilot takes 12 months. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. May I put it this 
way? In other words, the graduate of 
a high school who qualifies otherwise 
takes this training for how long a period 
of time? 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Twelve 
months before he becomes a finished 
pilot. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. What pay does he 
draw? 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. He gets 
a commissioned rank. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. What pay? 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. He gets 
a commissioned rank in aviation under 
the Bureau of Aeronautics and. at the 
field is assigned to whatever ship he may 
be on, and he gets 50-percent aviation 


pay. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Does this create a 
new field of operations altogether or is 
this merely an expansion? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. It is merely an ex- 
pansion of what the Navy is already 
doing. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. It is 
merely an expansion of this phase of the 
program. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. A great deal has 
been said recently about separate and 
divided commands since this war began. 
Let me say that in my opinion—and I 
think it is the opinion of those who are 
qualified to speak on the subject—that 
the necessity for that is not so obvious 
as it might seem to be. 

I can give one example in connection 
with the Midway situation, and I hope 
the gentleman from Louisiana is listen- 
ing. Did you know that the United 
States Navy at Midway spent many long 
hours and weeks to fix the field up at 
Midway so the United States Army could 
come in there and land four-engine 
bombers and that that was one of the 
direct results of the Japanese defeat at 
Midway? 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to strike out the last word to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Vinson], one or two questions. As I un- 
derstand it, under the provisions of sec- 
tion 1 the work authorized by the bill 
may be done without regard to the man- 
datory requirements of existing statutes 
for that work to be done by competitive 
bidding? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is 
correct. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I was inter- 
ested in the gentleman’s statement dur- 
ing the debate that the investigations 
made by his committee, for which he and 
his commiitee are entitled to the thanks 
of the Congress and the country, dis- 
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closes the fact that more satisfactory and 
cheaper work can be obtained by nego- 
tiated bids than by competitive bids. In 
reference to that statement I should like 
to ask the gentleman if he believes from 
his investigations that that view should 
apply to peacetime as well as wartime 
work? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let me say 
in reply to the gentleman’s question that 
much to my surprise, after the auditors 
had examined and audited some 39,000 
different contracts, it discloses that the 
best contracts, the smallest profits, are 
made by negotiated contracts and the 
larger percentage of profits by competi- 
tive bids. But we do not advocate the 
doing away of all competitive bidding. 
We say that during this emergency it 
has been disclosed that negotiated con- 
tracts properly supervised will involve 
less opportunity for profiteering than by 
competitive bids. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Then, as I un- 
derstand it, Mr. Speaker, while with 
deference the gentleman did not respond 
to my question, under the terms of this 
bill the Navy Department can have the 
work authorized by the bill done either 
pr OES contracts or by competitive 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Exactly. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Iam interested 
in that statement. I can understand 
that under a negotiated contract or a 
cost-plus contract, which means the same 
thing, the contractor himself might get 
a smaller profit. My question is, how- 
ever, whether or not the total cost to the 
Government of a given work or project 
when there is no ceiling may be more 
than if there were competitive bids? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The evidence 
shows that in all contracts there is less 
profit made in the aggregate in nego- 
tiated contracts than in competitive-bid 
contracts, and I respectfully request the 
gentleman to read the report which the 
committee has filed. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I remember the 
gentleman’s statement—which he has 
made over and over again—with respect 
to the report, which, of course, I shall 
read; but I would like for the Recorp to 
show—and that is the reason I am re- 
peating the question—whether or not the 
over-all price, not merely the profit of the 
contractor, is more or less to the Gov- 
ernment in negotiated contracts than by 
competitive bidding. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It is morein 
the Government’s favor under negotiated 
contracts than it is under competitive- 
bid contracts. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The total cost 
of the work or project is less to the Goy- 
ernment? i 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The Gov- 
ernment gets the best contract by a nego- 
tiated contract than it does by competi- 
tive bids. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. At the present 
time in the construction of Navy work are 
competitive bids, other than those em- 
braced in this bill, being requested? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; in 
every branch of the Navy they have the 
opportunity of competitive bids, and in a 
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great many instances we are barring 
cornpetitive bids entirely. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Entirely? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia, Exactly. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I understand 
that generally in the War Department 
competitive bids now obtain or are now 
preferred and requested, and that the 
War Department is seeking competitive 
bids rather than negotiated contracts. I 
am wondering what the gentleman would 
say in respect to that policy in the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Under com- 
petitive bids for various shipyards and 
the construction of ships, and so forth, it 
costs the Government far more than in 
connection with the construction of 
other yards where they had negotiated 
contracts. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Outside of the 
construction of ships, does that same 
statement apply to all naval construc- 
tion? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It applies to 
everything under the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, covering the construction of 
hospitals, houses, yards, or dispensaries— 
all the things necessary to be built by that 
Bureau. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I am grateful 
to the gentleman for his statement. I 
have a final question. Will the gentle- 
man summarize for the Members of the 
House and the country in this Recorp and 
for this debate the reasons why com- 
petitive bids cost the Government more 
in wartime than negotiated contracts? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I have done 
it in the committee’s report which I filed 
today, taking up cases by case to show 
that it cost more under competitive bids 
than it does by negotiated contracts. 
Read the report. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I am going to 
do that; but I would like for the RECORD 
to show the gentleman’s facts and at 
least the principal reasons for his con- 
clusions. It is strange that he does not 
respond by giving at least the controlling 
reasons. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I cannot in- 
ce in this record what we have already 

ed. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The gentleman 
could give us a few reasons, it occurs to 
me, for his conclusions, and it is most 
certainly in order to have them at this 
point in the debate. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I will be glad 
to elaborate upon it and to show why, and 
also the various cases where it has proven 
advantageous to the Government to have 
negotiated contracts instead of competi- 
tive bids. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON, It is rather dif- 
ficult for me to understand how the War 
Department is proceeding under competi- 
tive bids in many instances and they are 
having negotiated contracts in the Navy 
Department, 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Here is the 
whole situation, if the gentleman will 
stop and visualize it. The gentleman is a 
builder, The gentleman says, “I am go- 
ing to take on some of this construction 
here.” He visualizes the uncertainty of 
labor, the uncertainty of prices, the un- 
certainty of other conditions, and he puts 
his price high. Then he puts that in as 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


a bid. Then the Navy Department says, 
“Well, wait; we can control these things. 
We will not give you that amount of 
money; we will negotiate a contract with 
you on this line for this amount of 
money.” 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. All of that is 
perfectly true; but, on the other hand, 
the contractor might be getting a 5-per- 
cent or some other fixed percentage, and 
he might say, “I do not care what this 
costs the Government. I am not inter- 
ested in the costs of either labor or ma- 
terials or other costs.” The contractor 
might say, “The more the labor and ma- 
terials cost, the more will be my percent- 
age fee.” J 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. THOM. May I ask the gentleman, 
if it is true that these negotiated con- 
tracts are cheaper, why did we pass legis- 
lation to enable the renegotiation of the 
contracts because the contractors are re- 
ceiving large profits? ; 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The gentle- 
man’s question is in point, and hence my 
insisting that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Vinson] give for this debate at 
least the principal reasons for his con- 
clusions. I would answer the gentleman 
by saying that in all fairness in the emer- 
gency, during the war, I think the com- 
mittee is warranted and authorized in 
asking for the Navy Department the 
privilege of being authorized to do the 
work either by negotiated contracts or by 
competitive bids, but I do say that wher- 
ever possible there should be competitive 
bids, even in war, according to my infor- 
mation. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I agree with 
the gentleman on the general principle 
that they should be competitive bids, but 
when it can be developed that you can 
make a better contract by negotiation 
than you can by competition, the Gov- 
ernment should have the right to make 
a negotiated contract. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I agree with 
the very definite understanding that the 
Navy Department ought to scan every 
cost and every item of labor and material 
and every subcontract so that the ag- 
gregate cost to the Government will not 
exceed the estimated cost that we know 
the Government would pay under com- 
petitive bids. 

Mr. SUTPHIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to the 
gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. SUTPHIN. The Navy has a pub- 
lic-works officer on every project who in- 
spects every bit of material purchased. 
Does the gentleman suppose they could 
get any competitive bids on these numer- 
ous projects outside the continental 
United States? They never have been 
able to do that. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Unfortunately, 
my understanding is that there have been 
excessive profits both under competitive 
bidding and under negotiated contracts. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is true. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I want to elim- 
inate that in both instances if it be hu- 
manly possible. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the committee amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr, Vincent of Ken- 
tucky) there were—ayes 74, noes 1. 

So the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer an amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Vincent of Ken- 
tucky: On page 2, line 12, after $974,634,000", 
strike out all the rest of line 12 and all of 
lines 13, 14, 15, and 16. 


Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, this amendment proposes to 
eliminate from the bill the negotiated- 
contract provision. If any lawyer in this 
House will read that language and say 
that it fairly states to this House the 
question fairly and gives them due warn- 
ing of what it contains and the law it 
abrogated, then I will apologize for tak- 
ing your time. 

Read what it says there: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of the 
Navy is hereby authorized to enter into con- 
tracts for such of the public works hereby 
authorized as he may deem necessary and 


without regard to the provisions of section 
3709, Revised Statutes. 


If they wanted to be fair with Con- 
gress and the country, why did they not 
say that these contracts might be nego- 
tiated without any advertising, without 
any bidding, without any competition at 
all? 

I disagree with my distinguished chair- 
man that the record placed before our 
committee showed that negotiated con- 
tracts are cheaper for the Government 
than competitive bidding. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 


Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I yield to 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I may say 
to my distinguished friend from Ken- 
tucky that, if my memory does not fail 
me, he signed the recommendation pre- 
sented to the House that negotiated con- 
tracts are more advantageous than com- 
petitive-bid contracts. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. I may 
say to the gentleman that it had much 
more in it than that. The report con- 
tained many pages. Many subjects were 
involved. Many things discussed. The 
gentleman knows that 2 years ago I 
brought evidence to the committee where 
unreasonable architectural fees were paid 
on negotiated contracts. 

For the last 3 years I have consistently 
fought every measure that attempted to 
abrogate the legal requirement to re- 
quire competitive bidding on all Navy 
contracts. The testimony showed the 
architects in Texas were ignored when 
the Corpus Christi project was con- 
structed, and that the architects of Flor- 
ida were ignored when the Jacksonville 
project was built. Unreasonable fees 
were paid for the work at both places. 
To charge me with not having been a 
consistent opponent of this kind of con- 
tract is not true nor fair to me. Isay, in 
rebuttal to that charge, I have for the last 
3 years opposed this kind of letting of 
naval contracts, or any other Govern- 
ment contracts. 
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You are going to build airports in Kan- 
sas costing over $10,000,000. Who is 
going to draw up the plans? Who is 
going to be the architect? Who is going 
to be the engineer? ‘The public has no 
chance at that. The contracts will be 
negotiated—they may be negotiated 
with some friend. Then, when you go 
to construct a plant in Iowa—and I see 
my good friend the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Jacopsen] is present—his architect 
will not have a chance. That is the very 
meat of the coconut. It permits favorit- 
ism. It encourages criticism. 

If you want to stop this favoritism, 
now is your opportunity. When you can 
look at a newspaper and see a statement 
that we are doing such and such a work 
and this company bids this and that 
company bids that, which is the only way 
to have the thing fair and open, then 
there will not be any criticism. I hope 
you will strike this provision from the 
bill. 

Why, the country has been shocked in 
the last 2 or 3 days by the disclosures 
made by this very committee. You have 
all been shocked and now let us get the 
thing out in the open. You have heard 
about these hearings where these fellows 
have been peddling contracts around 
here and practically all of them were 
negotiated contracts. If they were not, 
they were executed in collusion. Yet you 
come along here with this bill, and I am 
now giving you an opportunity to say 
whether you want this thing brought out 
into the limelight and put on the table 
or not. Let us look at the whole thing 
and let us see how much a yard you are 
going to pay to move this dirt, and how 
much a yard you are going to pay for 
concrete, and how much you are going 
to pay to do a particular job. Let us 
look at the whole picture and let it be 
all out in the open. There is no other 
remedy, There is nothing else that is 
as healthy for business as competitive 
bidding. Let us let the contracts out in 
the open and see who makes the profit 
and let us see that every contractor in 
the country has a fair chance. Let us 
fix it so that the law that this Congress 
passes can remain the law without hav- 
ing this committee change it. We 
thought it was good law when we passed 
it and why do we not follow it. You 
make an exemption here and you say 
that in these contracts amounting to 
$974,000,000, they can be negotiated and 
be negotiated without any advertising, 
without any bidding, without any publi- 
cation, without any competition. I say 
such practice is open to all kinds of 
charges of fraud and favoritism, and 
certainly creates dissension and suspi- 
cion. I hope my amendment may be 
adopted. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment that the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. VIN- 
CENT] proposes would eliminate from the 
bill and deny the Navy Department, if 
the Department deems it in the interest 
of economy, the right to negotiate a 
contract. I think the investigation that 
has been conducted by the Naval Affairs 
Committee, the report of which I filed 
today, proves to a mathematical cer- 
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tainty that in the vast majority of con- 
tracts that the Navy has let and we have 
analyzed, it has been to the interest of 
the Government in dollars and cents to 
negotiate contracts. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes, I yield. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I would 
like to ask the distinguished chairman 
of the Naval Affairs Committee what has 
been his observation as to the results that 
have been obtained from the provision 
requiring a renegotiation of contracts 
which we placed in the sixth supple- 
mental appropriation bill. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. To be frank 
and candid, the Naval Affairs Committee, 
by its audit of the reports, had practically 
brought about a renegotiation and was 
instrumental in having recovered some 
$700,000,000 before we passed that act. 
In response to that provision of the act, 
the War Department and the Navy De- 
partment have established an organiza- 
tion where they are renegotiating a great 
many contracts. It was a step in the 
right direction, and the House is to be 
congratulated. I think the gentleman 
from South Dakota was the author of 
the provision, and the gentleman is to 
be commended for the amendment which 
he offered. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota I was 
raising the question, not to bring forth 
a kind remark like that from the gentle- 
man from Georgia, but to ask whether 
or not that has offered some protection 
against the fears expressed by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. VINCENT]. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I do not 
think the argument of the gentleman 
from Kentucky needs to disturb anyone, 
because the facts show conclusively that 
it is far more to the advantage of the 
Navy to have negotiated contracis in a 
great many instances than to have com- 
petitive bids. All we are asking here is 
to have both horns of the dilemma, the 
right to negotiate contracts and the 
right, if they see fit to do so, to have 
competitive-bid contracts. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. As to the amount of 
funds recovered due to the activities of 
the gentleman's committee, from what 
particular type of contract did they come, 
the negotiated contracts or the competi- 
tive-bid contracts? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. As to the 
testimony referred to by the gentleman 
from Kentucky with respect to the expo- 
sures the other day, my colleagues on the 
committee will bear me out, if I need to 
be substantiated, that Mr. Scrivener 
stated the contracts he had were com- 
petitive-bid contracts. 

Mr. PATES of Massachusetts. And at 
the low price. 

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Yes. And 
these renegotiated contracts have come 
about in a great many instances because 
the manufacturer himself did not know 
what it was going to cost to produce the 
article until he got under way. When 
he got under way he found he was pro- 
ducing it in such great quantity that his 
original estimate was entirely too high. 
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Every one of them has come in volun- 
tarily, and we have recognized that fact 
in our report, and we say that they have 
done this voluntarily before the passage 
of any law. For instance, the Bendix 
Aeronautice Corporation came before the 
committee and said, “On these things 
which we have been making we have 
found out after we got into quantity pro- 
duction that under the streamlined 
methods we have we are making too 
much.” 

The contract was renegotiated and 
they paid back $76,000,000 on the future 
prices on the work they have for the 
Navy. So industry cannot be criticized 
to the extent of saying they have been 
trying to fleece the Government just be- 
cause they have renegotiated contracts. 
A great deal of it has been due to the fact 
that neither the Navy Department nor 
industry could tell what the article was 
going to cost until it was in process of be- 
ing made. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr, 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. This 
bill is a public works bill, and in no one 
case has a public works bill or contract 
been renegotiated. 

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. That is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. We 
have the greatest confidence in Admiral 
Moreell. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia has expired. 

Mr. POAGE, Mr. Speaker, I move to 
strike out the last word. I recognize that 
either way we proceed this afternoon, we 
are going to bring about a situation that 
will have a lot of evil in it, because the 
negotiated contracts unquestionably have 
brought about a bad situation. On the 
other hand, I know there is the claim 
that if you go ahead and let these con- 
tracts on open competitive bidding, you 
delay things, and that the contractors 
do not know enough about this work to 
make intelligent bids. If it is true that 
they do not know what to bid, if all of 
them bid too much, the contracts are 
still open to renegotiation, and it has 
been my observation that generally a 
contractor who is putting up his own 
money is careful to know what the actual 
costs are going to be and he generally 
knows as much about it as does the Goy- 
ernment official who is not spending his 
own money, but who is spending the Gov- 
ernment’s money. 

Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky. All of 
the Government contracts that I know 
anything about have a provision in them 
that the Government has the right to 
reject any bid that is put in. 

Mr. POAGE. That is correct, and if 
the Government advertises for bids and 
it receives a set of bids that it thinks it 
should reject, it always has the oppor- 
tunity to do so and to go to the same 
contractor who is willing to give a better 
price and get him to bid, just as it has 
been suggested it could do under the 
system of negotiation; but if, on the other 
hand, we do not allow all contractors to 
bid, then there will be thousands of men 
over this country who never have a 
chance either to bid or to say to the 
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Government at what price they would do 
the work. That particularly applies to 
the smaller contractors. These men 
that the gentleman discussed, without 
calling any names, the big architects, in 
Georgia, they are large enough to know 
all about these things and do know who 
to see and when, but the little people 
back in some of our districts who would 
like to bid on a Government contract 
have not a chance. They have no oppor- 
tunity to negotiate. So it seems to me 
if we want to protect the Government, if 
we want to actually get the lowest price, 
let us have competitive bidding, and let 
the Government accept these low bids, 
and if none of the bids are low enough, 
then let the Government call for other 
bids until it does get one that is fair to 
the Government. If we want to help the 
little contractors over the Nation, and 
that means your constituents and mine, 
then let them have a chance at this 
work, let them have a chance to at least 
submit their figures. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Does not 
the gentleman think that the Naval 
Affairs Committee after auditing 39,000 
contracts is better able to give the House 
the information about the amount of 
money that has been saved? 

Mr. POAGE. To my mind the com- 
mittee has not shown that negotiated 
bids are better than competitive bids. It 
has shown that they have figures that 
the Department has negotiated some 
bids, at a less cost than the highest com- 
petitive bids, but you have not shown 
that they could not have gone further 
and adjusted those competitive bids or 
that they could not have asked the same 
contractors to submit competitive bids 
instead of handing out noncompetitive 
ones. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Under 
this bill there is no prohibition against 
competitive bids being made. 

Mr. POAGE. Certainly there is. If 
they negotiate the bids nobody in the 
world has an opportunity to know what 
is wanted, except the man with whom 
they negotiate the bid. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman misunderstands the question. 
This is not a prohibition against com- 
petitive bidding. The fact is that the 
Navy Department on the smaller con- 
tracts carries them on competitive bids, 
but they cannot, to expedite the program, 
let them out on the larger contracts. 

Mr. POAGE. If they are carrying out 
competitive bids in the gentleman’s dis- 
trict, then it is a different situation than 
obtains over a large part of the Nation, 
because that is exactly one of the diff- 
culties. When we do not have competi- 
tive bids, it makes it impossible for the 
small man to have any way of knowing 
what work there is going on that he 
might do and the very names that are 
called here are those who have agents 
working for them, and they know what 
work is going on and where to go and 
who to see in order to get the negotiated 
jobs. If you want to stop the broker 
racket, stop negotiated bids. Give every 
American citizen a chance to quote his 
best price. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 
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The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr, Vincent of Ken- 
tucky) there were—ayes 17, noes 57. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, such sums 
as may be necessary to carry out the pur- 
poses of this act, 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I move the previous question on the bill 
and amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


RUBBER SUPPLY ACT OF 1942 


Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted the following privileged 
report, House Resolution 527 (Rept. No. 
2378), on the bill (H. R. 7257) to ex- 
pedite the prosecution of the war by 
making provision for an increased supply 
of rubber manufactured from alcohol 
produced from agricultural or forest 
products, for printing in the RECORD: 


Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into a Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7257) 
to expedite the prosecution of the war by 
making provision for an increased supply of 
rubber manufactured from alcohol produced 
from agricultural or forest products. That 
after general debate, which shall be confined 
to the bill and continue not to exceed 2 
hours, to be equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and ranking minority mem- 
ber of the Committee on Agriculture, the 
bill shall be read for amendment under the 
5-minute rule. At the conclusion of such 
consideration the Committee shall rise and re- 
port the bill to the House with such amend- 
ments as may have been adopted and the 
previous question shall be considered as or- 
dered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion, 
except one motion to recommit, 


METHOD OF VOTING, LAND AND NAVAL 
FORCES 


Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted the following privileged 
report, House Resolution 528 (Rept. No. 
2379), on the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide 
for a method of voting, in time of war, 
by members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the States of their residence 
and serving within the continental 
United States, for printing in the 
RECORD: 


House Resolution 528 


Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso- 
lution it shall be in order to move that the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7416) to 
provide for a method of voting, in time of 
war, by members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the States of their residence and 
serving within the continental United States. 
That after general debate, which shall be 
confined to the bill and continue not to ex- 
ceed 2 hours, to be equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chairman and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice President, and Representatives 
in Congress the bill shall be read for amend- 
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ment under the 5-minute rule. At the con- 
clusion of such consideration, the Commit- 
tee shall rise and report the bill to the House 
with such amendments as may have been 
adopted and the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto to final passage without in- 
tervening motion, except one motion to re- 
commit. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made this morning and to 
include therein a brief statement from 
the Maritime Commission. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. Mc- 
Grecor was granted permission to re- 
vise and extend his own remarks.) 


NAVAL AVIATION CADETS, NAVY AND 
MARINE CORPS RESERVES 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the bill (H. R. 7364), 
to repeal certain laws and to amend other 
laws relating to naval aviation cadets, to 
provide for aviation cadets in the Naval 
Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve, and 
for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, will the gentleman 
explain the bill? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Under reser- 
vation of the gentleman from Michigan 
I will state that this bill has two pur- 
poses: First, it consolidates all the laws 
relating to aviation cadets in one bill. 
At the same time we establish how avia- 
tion cadets may go into the Reserve Corps 
of the Navy and the Reserves of the ma- 
rines. It only relates to aviation cadets 
who may enter the Naval Reserve and 
Marine Ccrps Reserve. 

It permits any youth of this land þe- 
tween the ages of 18 and 27 to enlist as 
a naval aviation cadet in the Naval Re- 
serve. After he enlists and is accepted 
and called to active duty he is then sent 
to one of these training camps that has 
been discussed in the bill just passed, and 
there he is trained for approximately 3 
months at $75 a month. During the time 
he is in the service the Government pays 
for his insurance and pays him a 
salary of $75 a month. After he stays 
as an aviation cadet for approximately 
9 months, then he is given a commission, 
and he then becomes a commissioned 
officer, and he has his wings. He is a 
pilot, an aviator. Briefly, that is the 
whole story. 

Under the previous law they were ap- 
poiated by the Secretary of the Navy. 
We now propose to repeal that law and 
let them enlis as aviation cadets, for that 
particular assignment in the Navy. He 
cannot be assigned to any other duty 
when he is in the Naval Reserve as an 
aviation cadet, except that relating to 
aviation. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. MOTT. In addition to what the 
chairman has said about this bill, which 
came from our committee with a unani- 
mous favorable report and which has my 


1942 


most hearty endorsement, I think I 
should cali the attention of the Members 
to the fact that this bill creates a new 
policy as far as the commissioning of 
boys in the Navy is concerned. Hereto- 
fore, as members weil know, it has been 
impossible for any young man to receive 
a commission in the Navy unless he has 
had some college training. ‘This bill 
makes an excepiion to that policy in the 
ease of these naval aviation cadets. Any 
boy who has graduated from a high 
school, under this bill may enlist in the 
Navy for the purpose of receiving this 
aviation training. If he is successful he 
will be commissioned as an ensign in 
Navy aviation or as a second lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps aviation, whether he 
has had any college work or not. 

Iam very much in favor of that change 
of policy, because I never have been able 
to find myself in complete agreement 
with the policy heretofore existing, which 
hold that no one is qualified to be an 
officer in the Navy unless he is a college 
man. I think that that policy has had 
the effect of eliminating many fine young 
men who have possessed the qualifica- 
tions which would enable them to become 
good officers notwithstanding their lack 
of college training. I am very glad in- 
deed that the Navy has taken this step 
to change the policy, at least in respect 
to the aviation cadets provided for in 
this bill. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr, SHEPPARD. Is there any provi- 
sion that gives to the Army the same op- 
portunity that is being proposed in this 
legislation? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am sorry 
I cannot answer the gentleman. It 
keeps me busy trying to keep up with the 
Navy, much less the Army. I am sorry. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be 
cited as the Naval Aviation Cadet Act of 
1942.” 

Sec. 2. There shall be in the Naval Reserve 
and Marine Corps Reserve the special enlisted 
grade of aviation cadet. 

Sec, 3. Male citizens of the United States 
may be enlisted as aviation cadets in the 
Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve un- 
der such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Navy may prescribe. Transfers may be made 
to the grade of aviation cadet from other rat- 
ings and grades of the Naval Reserve and Ma- 
rine Corps Reserve. Each aviation cadet shall 
sign an agreement with the consent of his 
parent or guardian if he be a minor, to serve 
for a continuous period of not more than 4 
years on active duty unless sooner released. 
Any aviation cadet may be discharged, re- 
leased from active duty, or transferred to any 
other enlisted rating or grade in the Naval 
Reserve or Marine Corps Reserve under such 
régulations as the Secretary of the Navy may 
prescribe. 

Sec. 4. The pay of aviation cadets while on 
active duty shail be at the rate of $75 per 
month, which pay shall include extra pay for 
fiying. To each aviation cadet when not sub- 
sisted at Government expense there shall be 
paid, in addition, a money allowance for 
subsistence of $1 per day, and he shall, while 


on active duty, be furnished quarters, medical | 
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care, and hospitalization, and shall be issued 
uniforms, clothing, and equipment at Gov- 
ernment expense. Aviation cadets while so 
serving shall not be entitied to receive any 
additional pay for longevity. When traveling 
under orders, aviation cadets shall receive 

tion and other necessary expenses 
incident to such travel, or cash in lieu there- 
of, as is then prescribed for enlisted men of 
the Navy. 

Sec. 5. Aviation cadets will be issued Gov- 
ernment life insurance in the amount of 
$10,000, effective from the date of report- 
ing for active duty, and premiums on such 
insurance shall be paid during the period of 
their active duty from current appropriations 
as provided in section 13 of this act. Upon 
discharge, release from active duty, or other 
termination of aviation cadet status, such 
insurance may be continued at the option 
and at the expense of the individual con- 
cerned. When aviation cadets are com- 
missioned pursuant to this act such Govern- 
ment life insurance shall be continued but 
the premiums thereon shali be deducted 
from the pay of the officers so insured and 
paid as the Secretary of the Navy may direct 
to the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, 
When such commissioned officers are released 
from active duty or discharged, the insur- 
ance may be continued at the option and 
at the expense of the individual concerned. 

Sec. 6. Aviation cadets or their beneficiaries 
shall be entitled to the same allowances, 
pensions, gratuities, or other benefits as are 
now or may hereafter be provided by law or 
regulation for enlisted men of the fourth 


pay grade. 

Sec. 7. Aviation cadets who fulfill the re- 
quirements of law for designation or ap- 
pointment as nayal aviators may be com- 
missioned ensigns in the Naval Reserve or 
second lieutenants in the Marine Corps Re- 
serve: Provided, That only those aviation ca- 
dets so commissioned and so designated or 
appointed shall be deemed to have been com- 
missioned pursuant to this act. 

Sec. 8. All members of a class of aviation 
cadets completing training at approximately 
the same time shall be deemed, for all pur- 
poses of this act, to have commenced their 
commissioned service on the same date. The 
decision of the Secretary of the Navy in this 
regard shall be conclusive for all purposes. 

Src. 9. Ensigns or second lieutenants com- 
missioned pursuant to this act or to the 
Naval Aviation Reserve Act of 1939 (53 Stat. 
819), may after 3 years of active duty as such, 
and if found qualified after such examina- 
tions as the Secretary of the Navy may pre- 
scribe, be commissioned lieutenants, junior 
grade, in the Naval Reserve or first lieu- 
tenants in the Marine Corps Reserve, respec- 
tively. 

Sec. 10. Officers commissioned pursuant to 
this act or to the Naval Aviation Reserve Act 
of 1939 (53 Stat. 819) may be employed on 
active duty in time of peace oniy during the 
7-year period next following the date of 
such commissioning, except that such offi- 
cers may be ordered to active duty there- 
after for the purpose of instructing and 
training members of the Naval Reserve and 
Marine Corps Reserve. 

Sec. 11. When first commissioned pursuant 
to this act officers shall be paid a uniform 
allowance of $150: Provided, That any officer 
who has heretofore received the cash uni- 
form gratuity of $150 provided in section 
$02 of the Naval Reserve Act of 1938 (52 
Stat. 1180) shall not be entitled to this 
uniform allowance. 

Sec. 12. When officers commissioned pur- 
suant to this act or to the Naval Aviation 
Reserve Act of 1939 (53 Stat. 819) are re- 
leased from active duty that has been con- 
tinuous for 1 or more years, they, or in the 
event of the death of such officers after con- 
tinuous active duty for 1 or more years, the 
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beneficiaries specially designated in the man- 
ner prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy, 
shall be paid a lump sum of $500 for each 
compiete year of continuous commissioned 
active service, and in the event of their death 
not the result of their own misconduct, or 
if released from active duty otherwise than 
upon their own request or as a result of 
disciplinary action, this lump sum payment 
shail be prorated for fractional parts of each 
year of such service: Provided, That the 
lump-sum payments authorized herein shall 
accrue for not more than 7 years and shail 
be in addition to any pay, allowance, com- . 
pensation, or benefits which they may other- 
wise be entitled to receive: Provided further, 
That the provisions of this section, except 
those of the first proviso hereof, may be 
suspended during war or national emergency 
when the President shall so direct, as to all 
officers who were formerly enlisted in the 
grade of aviation cadet or transferred to 
that enlisted grade more than 30 days after 
the date of approval of this act. 7 

Sec. 13. The pay and allowances of avia- 
tion cadets of the Naval Reserve and Marine 
Corps Reserve and the premiums on their 
life insurance shall be paid from the current 
appropriations “Naval Reserve” and “Pay, 
Marine Corps,” respectively. The pay and 
allowances of officers commissioned pursuant 
to this act or to the Naval Aviation Reserve 
Act of 1939 (53 Stat. 819), while serving on 
continuous active duty next following the 
date of such commissioning, shall be paid 
from appropriations “Pay, subsistence, and 
transportation of naval personnel” and “Pay, 
Marine Corps,” except for those officers or- 
dered to active duty pursuant to authority 
contained in the exception in section 10 of 
this act, the pay and allowances of which 
officers shall be paid from appropriations for 
“Naval Reserve” and “Pay, Marine Corps.” 

Sec. 14. No back pay or allowances shall be 
deemed to have accrued under the provisions 
of this act prior to its enactment: Provided, 
That aviation cadets previously appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy, as distinguished 
from aviation cadets enlisted under the pro- 
visions of this act, shall continue to serve 
under such appointments until commissioned 
or discharged from the naval service, and the 
active service of such aviation cadets shall 
be considered as commissioned service for 
the purpose of computing increases in pay 
of commissioned officers on account of length 
of service. 

Sec. 15. (a) The act of April 15, 1935 (49 
Stat. 156), as amended, is hereby repealed. 

(b) The Naval Aviation Reserve Act of 1939 
(53 Stat. 819), as amended, is hereby repealed, 

(c) Section 6 of the Naval Aviation Person- 
nel Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 865) is hereby 
repealed. 

(d) The Act approved June 24, 1941 (Public 
Law 128, 77th Cong., Ist sess.), is hereby 
repealed. 

(e) Section 5 of the Naval Reserve Act of 
1938 (52 Stat. 1176), as amended by section 
12 (d) of the Naval Aviation Reserve Act of 
1939 (53 Stat. 821), and by section 2 of an 
act approved June 24, 1941 (Public Law 123, 
Tith Cong., 1st sess.), is hereby amended by 
deleting therefrom the first proviso thereof, 
so that such section as hereby amended, shall 
read: 

“Sec. 5. Any member of the Naval Reserve, 
including those on the honorary retired list 
created by section 309, title II, of this act, 
or who may have been retired, may be ordered 
to active duty by the Secretary of the Navy in 
time of war or when in the opinion of the 
President a national emergency exists and 
may be required to perform active duty 
throughout the war or until the national 
emergency ceases to exist; but in time of 
peace, except as otherwise provided in this 
act, he shall be ordered to or continued on 
active duty with his own consent only: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of the Navy may 
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release any member from active duty either 
in time of war or in time of peace.” 

(f) The first proviso of section 7 of the 
Naval Reserve Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1177) is 
hereby repealed. 

(g) The second sentence of section 305 of 
the Naval Reserve Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1182) 
is hereby amended by deleting therefrom the 
words “aviation and” so that said sentence 
as amended shall read: “Warrant officers, mer- 
chant-marine cadets, and midshipmen shall 
be appointed to serve during the pleasure of 
the Secretary of the Navy.” 

(h) The act approved November 5, 1941 
(Public Law 289, 77th Cong.), is hereby 
amended as follows: a 

Add new section 8 to read as follows: 

“Sec. 8. Qualified civilian aviators enlisted 
in or transferred to pilot ratings in the Naval 
Reserve or Marine Corps Reserve for brief 
refresher courses leading to designation as 
aviation pilot and designated as student avia- 

.tion pilots shall not be considered as having 
been so designated pursuant to this act: 
Provided, That the determination of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy in this regard shall be 
conclusive for all purposes.” 

Add new section 9 to read as follows: 

“Sec. 9. This Act may be cited as the ‘Naval 
Reserve Aviation Pilot Act of 1941.” 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 

Page 4, line 19, strike out all of lines 19, 
20, and 21 and insert “in time of peace officers 
commisisoned pursuant to this act or to the 
National Aviation Reserve Act of 1939 (53 
Stat. 819) may be employed on active duty 
only during.” 


The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The Clerk read the following commit- 
tee amendment: 

Page 8, line 14, strike out lines 14 and 15 
and insert: 

“(f) Section 7 of the National Reserve Act 
of 1938 (52 Stat. 1177), is hereby amended 
by deleting therefrom the first proviso therecf 
and by changing the words ‘Provided further’ 
immediately following such first proviso to 
read ‘Provided.’ ” 


i The committee amendment was agreed 
0. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on today, after 
the other special orders are disposed of, 
I may address the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Youne] is recognized for 15 
minutes. 


THE ISOLATIONIST ISSUE 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, in 1933 
when I first came to Congress an Austrian 
house painter, Schickelgruber by name, 
began his campaign to engulf and under- 
mine democracy throughout the world. 
In 1937, President Roosevelt called for a 
quarantine of aggressors in the realiza- 
tion that aggression over there threat- 
ened peace over here. In 1938 Mussolini 
in a speech given inside his bombproof 
shelter while thousands of loyal subjects 
assembled on the outside, reiterated his 
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firm belief “that the stubborn defense of 
the democracies has weakened and their 
eventual downfall is near.” Notwith- 
standing all this isolationists voted 
against repeal of the arms embargo, 
against selective service, against the lend- 
lease bill, and against amending the Neu- 
trality Act to permit armed American 
merchant vessels to sail anywhere on the 
seven seas. In fact the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BENDER] not only voted against 
these measures but on May 8, 1939, he 
failed to vote for the Navy Department 
appropriation bill for the fiscal year end- 
ing July 1940—May 8, 1939, CONGRES- 
SIONAL RecorD. Had all other Members 
absented themselves on that day this 
naval appropriation could not have 
passed. On May 24, 1939, he voted 
against S. 1369 to authorize necessary 
facilities for the Coast Guard in the in- 
terest of national defense. And on July 
30, 1940, he voted against the appropria- 
tion for the T. V. A., now a mighty arm in 
our national defense. 

The gentleman from Ohio 
BENDER] inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Record an article stating “the isolation- 
ist issue in the fall election is a dead 
one.” 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Cocuran). Does the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Youn] yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MCGREGOR]? 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield for a question. 

Mr. McGREGOR. I fully rea‘ize—— 

Mr. YOUNG. I yielded for a question 
only. 

Mr. McGREGOR. I fully realize that 
the gentleman was not a Member of Con- 
gress when the Selective Service Act was 
passed, 

Mr. YOUNG. I was not a Member of 
Congress when the Selective Service Act 
was voted on, but I was a candidate for 
Congress and was questioned by the re- 
porters of Cleveland newspapers and am 
on record as being in favor of selective 
service, as the gentleman well knows, 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BEN- 
DER] said, following repeated questioning 
by the majority leader, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack], 
that he made this article hisown. With- 
out a doubt from now on until Novem- 
ber 3 a concerted effort will be made by 
former isolationist Congressmen to try 
to make the public forget the fact that 
their votes were votes that in fact gave 
aid and comfort to Hitler. 

The gentleman, who was an isolation- 
ist, mzy fear he is going to be isolated ky 
the intelligent electorate of Ohio. There 
are, it seems to me, only three ways to 
explain the pre-war isolationist view: 
Some isolationists, no doubt, wanted Hit- 
ler to win the war because they hoped 
England would be defeated; a much 
larger number of isolationists were seek- 
ing to embarrass President Roosevelt and 
to make political capital by opposing his 
foreign policy; and a third group—per- 
haps most of the isolationists are in this 
group—were so ill-advised and so lacking 
in foresight that they were unable to see 
how seriously this Nation would be men- 
aced in the event of an Axis victory. 


(Mr. 
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It necessarily follows that all of the 
pre-war isolationists fall into one or more 
of these classifications. Most certainly 
our people do not want to return to Con- 
gress any Member who is unwilling to 
favor cooperation with the British Em- 
pire, not only during the war but in the 
reconstruction period which will follow. 
Most certainly it would be unfortunate if 
a majority were returned to Congress so 
interested in trying to embarrass Presi- 
dent Roosevelt that they might place 
their partisan feeling ahead of the wel- 
fare of their country. I assert it would 
be unfortunate if the membership of the 
House of Representatives would consist of 
those who did not have the foresight and 
intelligence to read the blueprint of 
world domination which Hitler displayed 
for everyone to see. 

A constituent of mine, Dr. Lloyd W. 
Taylor, head of the department of phys- 
ics of Oberlin College, commenting on 
the record of isolationists in Congress, 
stated: 


The tabulation of votes by Ohio Congress- 
men appearing in the Cleveland Plain Dealer 
for July 4 is an eloquent record of what hap- 
pens when narrow party regularity comes in 
contact with problems involving the existence 
and integrity of the country asa whole. The 
only alternative explanation is a degree of 
stupidity on the part of our Republican Rep- 
resentatives which I, as a Republican, would 
be loath to admit. I intend to vote for those 
Congressmen, regardless of party, who sup- 
ported cur preparations for war before De- 
cember 7. I have never been impressed by 
people who delay taking out insurance policies 
until the house is on fire. 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BENDER], in a speech against the T. V. A. 
appropriation, inserted in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD a statement of Col. Charles 
Lindbergh. The gentleman said Colonel 
Lindbergh is an expert. 

The gentleman from Ohio admits that 
he has made the statement of Clare 
Boothe which he inserted in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL REcoRD as his own. Presumably 
Colonel Lindbergh’s speech which the 
gentleman inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL 
REcorD approvingly was also made his 
own (p. 9543, CONGRESSIONAL REcorp, 76th 
Cong., 3d sess,). This statement is: 


We are in danger of war today not because 
Eurcpean people have attempted to interfere 
with the internal affairs of America but be- 
cause American people have attempted to 
interfere with the internal affairs of Europe. 

As long as American nations work together, 
as long as we maintain reasonable defense 
forces, there will be no invasion by foreign 
aircraft; and no foreign navy will dare to 
approach within bombing range of our shores. 

No one wishes to attack us and no one is 
in position to do so. 


All this goes to show how ridiculously 
wrong a man with a loud voice can be. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr, BENDER] 
Said: 


I do not know of a greater failure as Presi- 
dent than we have in the present occupant 
of the White House, Mr. Roosevelt (Concrzs- 
SIONAL ReEcorD, June 12, 1941, p. 5109). 


The majority leader, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCORMACK], 
referred to the fact that President Roose- 
velt took $258,000,000 out of N. R. A. 
funds and directed the construction of 
the airplane carriers Yorktown and 
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Enterprise, 4 cruisers, 20 destroyers, 4 
submarines, and 2 gunboats for the 
American Navy. I served in Congress at 
that time and remember distinctly the 
protest from the minority party. I echo 
the statement of the majority leader, 
“Thank God we have got Franklin D. 
Roosevelt as our leader in these trying 
times.” He also referred to the motion 
of a Republican Member of the House 
to strike $37,000,000 from the military 
appropriation bill and to eliminate con- 
struction of 1,283 airplanes for our armed 
forces. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BENDER] is on record as voting in support 
of that amendment 'to reduce the military 
appropriation by $37,000,000 and the con- 
struction of 5,500 airplanes to 4,217 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 76th Cong., 1st 
Sess., p. 7723). 

ro now says, “I have made some mis- 
takes.” 

Mr. McGREGOR. Will the gentleman 
yield for a question? : 

Mr. YOUNG. Yes; I yield to my dis- 
tinguished colieague from Ohio. 

Mr. McGREGOR. I appreciate the 
courtesy of my Congressman as Congress- 
man at Large. The gentleman has ex- 
plained his views as being in favor of 
selective service; that had he been a 
Member of Congress he would have voted 
for selective service. 

Mr. YOUNG. I said that at the time 
I was a candidate. 

Mr. McGREGOR. I wonder how the 
gentleman will explain his vote against 
extending the selective service. 

Mr. YOUNG. Let the gentleman ex- 
plain that in his own time if he wishes 
to, 

I voted against extending selective 
service. The gentleman from Ohio’ [Mr. 
McGrecor}] and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Benner] both voted the same 
way I did. 

Irn answering the remarks of his col- 
league and shall gladly discuss other is- 
sues on other occasions. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Benner], whom I observe 
sitting beside the gentleman from Ohio 
(M.. McGrecor] has complained that on 
one occasion I referred to him at a time 
when he was not present on the floor of 
the House. Linformed him earlier today 
that I was going to. mention him. The 
facts are that while I have not missed any 
roll calls during the present session of 
the Congress, the gentleman has missed 
27 of the first 100 roll calls during the 
same period. A Member’s failure to an- 
swer roll calls, which necessarily come 
irregularly, indicates that such Member 
is not present on the floor of the House 
while this body is in session. Also, the 
record of our votes last year will show 
that I answered more roll calls last year 
than did the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Benver]. Surely the gentleman does not 
take the position that he is entitled to be 
consulted back in Ohio, or wherever he 
may be, for me to ascertain whether it is 
convenient for him to be here in Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. YOUNG. I will yield later if I 
have the time, 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BEN- 
DER] expressed satisfaction—and I trust 


. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Mort], 
who is on his feet, will listen to this 
comment—the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BENDER) expressed satisfaction over 
the fact that the amendment to eliminate 
$5,000,000 for Guam had been voted. 


A lot of ‘alibis have been inserted in. 


the Appendix of the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
orp stating that such appropriation was 
not for the fortification of Guam. It 
was, of course, for the dredging of the 
harbor preliminary to fortification to 
make Guam a naval aviation outpost of 
ourcountry. Statement after statement, 
alibi after alibi, was inserted here that 
the appropriation was not for the for- 
tification of Guam, but the gentleman 
from Ohio is estopped by his own state- 
ment from claiming now that there was 
no proposal to fortify Guam. He said— 
page 784, Appendix, CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
orp, Seventy-sixth Congress, first session, 
March 1, 1939: 


What earthly reason connected with the 
protection of our own shores could be ad- 
vanced by the advocates of fortifications on 
Guam? * * > The mere fact that the 
executive wing of our Government was 
strongly in favor of harbor work on Guam 
furnished new proof that the White House 
is still thinking in terms of aggressor pun- 
ishments. * +*+ Congress has effectively 
destroyed this first threat in the Pacific. 
We are not bulldozed by the Government's 
forensics, 


The gentleman from Ohio—and that is 
the reason for my making this short ad- 
dress here today—inserted in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Record the words of Clare 
Boothe setting forth his wishful thinking: 


The isolationist issue in the fall election is 
a dead issue. 


Clare Boothe is the wife of Henry Luce, 
publisher of Time. In Time magazine— 
December 22, 1941—is the statement: 


Guam long denied the sinews of defense 
by a strangely bemused Congress, could have 
met no other fate. It was surrendered to the 
Japs. 


Is it any wonder that many citizens 
say: “Let us have no isolationists in Con- 
gress when the peace is written otherwise 
we will have to do the job all over again.” 

Mr. McGREGOR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield for a question. 

Mr. McGREGOR. The gentleman has 
forgotten the promise that he would give 
an explanation of why he insisted that 
had he been a Member of Congress he 
would have voted for selective service, 
but when he became a Member of Con- 
gress he voted against the extension of 
the selective service. 

Mr. YOUNG. That has not anything 
to do with the comment I am making to- 
day. Isay that the only thing that makes 
me fear that my vote against the exten- 
sion of the draft August 12, 1941, effect- 
ing men 28 to 35 as well as younger men 
despite an implied agreement that they 
would be permitted to return atthe end 
of a year’s training unless this Nation 
was actually at war, was wrong is the 
fact that all Republican Members of Con- 


{| gress representing. Ohio voted the same 


way I did on that occasion, 
(Here the gavel fell.] 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp and 
to include a speech made by the Honor- 
able Ugo Carusi at a Red Cross outing 
in Trenton, N. J., last Sunday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Powers]? 

There was no objection. 

SPECIAL ORDER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous special order of the House, the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr, BENDER] is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, for the 
enlightenment of those who are not 
aware of the fact that a campaign is on 
in Ohio, I want to inform you that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Youne], who 
just preceded me, is my opponent in next 
November's election in my home State, 
We now have two Congressmen at Large 
from Ohio, The 1940 census reduced our 
representation in this body and we lose 
one seat in Congress. The gentleman has 
no opposition in the primary, nor have I; 
so you can readily appreciate why he 
uses this forum for the purpose of carry- 
ing on a political campaign. 

Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr, KEEFE. Am I correct in assum- 
ing this speech of the gentleman from 
Ohio TMr. Young] is made for the pur- 
pose of consuming the time of the Con- 
gress and for the purpose of sending cut 
this speech to his constituents at public 
expense to carry on a campaign from the 
well of this House? 

‘Mr. BENDER. The gentleman, I am 
sure, is not incorrect in his assumption. 

Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman 
yield for one question? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield to the gentile, 
man. 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman from 
Ohio and I talked earlier in the day. It 
is a fact, is it not, that I told the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that I intended to 
mention him, and may I add, while I 
have the floor, the gentleman made an 
address the other day in which he made 
the statement that I have referred to. 
I suppose it is fair to assume some of 
those CONGRESSIONAL Recorps have been 
mailed out in Ohio in connettion with 
the joint campaign that the gentleman 
and I are about to make? 

Mr. BENDER. My colleague endeay- 
ors to select a time when I am not on the 
floor to make the speeches which refer 
to me. So I went over to him very po- 
litely before the consideration of the 
naval bill and asked him {f he was going 
to refer to me. He said he had two 
speeches, one that he was going to in- 
sert in the Recorp and the other one in 
which he would refer to me, but he did 
not know which one he was going to use. 
Finally I said to him, “Well, you better 
use the one in which you refer to me 
because I expect to be here.” 

Mr. YOUNG. And I told the gentle- 
man I would do that. 

Mr. BENDER. The gentleman refers 
to some of my votes during my first term 
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in Congress. I want to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a speech that the 
gentleman made when he was a Member 
of the House in 1934, when Schickle- 
gruber, as he referred to him, or as we 
otherwise know him, Adolf Hitler, came 
into power. At that time the gentleman 
made the statement on the floor of the 
House that we had nothing to fear from 
Japan or Germany. Of course, the gen- 
tleman had great foresight at the time 
he made that statement. In other 
words, the gentleman claims great credit 
for having considerable foresight and 
considerable knowledge as to what would 
happen in the future, but at that time 
in his speech he said that we had nothing 
to fear from Japan and nothing to fear 
from Germany. His votes from 1934 
until he retired from the Congress in 
1937 indicate that that is the way he 
felt, because there was no appropriation 
for defense purposes outside of the Reg- 
ular Army and Navy appropriations and 
he called for no additional appropria- 
tions at that time for defense purposes. 
During that period, Hitler and Hirohito 
were getting ready—while my colleague 
was fiddling. - 

Since the gentleman has raised the 
question of isolationist, I should like to 
incorporate in my remarks an editorial 
from a recent issue of the Detroit 
Free Press entitled “What Is an Isola- 
tionist?” 


It is time that the question of “before Pearl 
Harbor” isolationism be explored and large 
chunks of “bunk” removed. 

Apologists for the Roosevelt administration 
say that the President’s activity in party 
politics is all a part of the larger war plan— 
+ that he must see to it that all those who were 
opposed to his foreign policies before Pearl 
Harbor be defeated. k 

This gives Mr. Roosevelt’s political lieu- 
tenants large latitude, because not until the 
blow was struck at Pearl Harbor was he ever 
definite himself. During the campaign of 
1940 he pledged his word again and again that 
his task was to keep us out of war; that there 
would be no American expeditionary forces 
“unless we are attacked.” 

His opponent, Wendell Willkie, echoed this. 
Further, he insisted that Roosevelt should be 
beaten because he was heading us into a war; 
that his protestations of peace were not to be 
believed; that he (Willkie) would be abie to 
keep us out of it all. In his Cleveland speech 
he said: 

“The American people do not want war. 
They have no idea whatever of joining in any 
conflict whether on the Atlantic or the 
Pacific. They are determined to keep Amer- 
ica at peace. In this determination I stand 
with them. I am for keeping out of war. I 
am for peace for America.” 

At that time the Detroit Free Press was 
roundly denounced for stating bluntly that 
both candidates were handing out bunk on 
this issue; that both were pretending a peace 
that no longer existed; that we were, in fact, 
fighting an undeclared war; and that we 
would be in it as soon as we were ready—and 
that this meant an American expeditionary 
froce. 

We lay claim to no omniscience. We did 
not expect any attack on Pearl Harbor any 
more than did President Roosevelt, who had 
all sources of information. But ordinary 
common sense combined with a little thought 
showed quite clearly the inevitable trend— 
that to all intents and purposes we were al- 
ready at war. Therefore, we warned against 
acceptance of such platitudes as Mr. Roose- 
vent delivered on October 30, 1940, in address- 
ing mothers and fathers, when he said: 
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“I have sald this before and I shall say it 
to you again and again. Your boys are not 
going to be sent to any foreign wars. They 
are going into training to form a force so 
strong that by its very existence it will keep 
the threat of war away from our shores.” 

So the question now resolves down to one 
point, What does the word “isolationism” 
mean? It looks like another political catch 
phrase which may mean anything the user of 
it desires. 

If their campaign speeches are to be be- 
lieved, then both Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Will- 
kie were isolationists. 

If the Roosevelt-Willkie program calls for 
using the word “isolationist” to mean those 
men who have been pro-Nazi or who have ad- 
vocated any form of fascism, they should say 
50. They should not use it, however, as a 
weasel word, merely to blacken the characters 
of those to whom they are politically opposed. 

Before Pearl Harbor, it was the right of 
freemen to argue about what position the 
United States should take. That is a funda- 
mental of democracy. After Pearl Harbor, 
the issue was closed. We all became united 
under a common bond. 

To charge anybody with being un-Ameri- 
can for disagreeing with President Roosevelt 
before Pearl Harbor—when at no time did he 
himself ever offer a consistent and coherent 
program but, instead, gave forth only vague 
generalities—is the best way we know of de- 
stroying the needed unity of the American 
people. 

The millions of men in our armed forces do 
not care what anybody thought before Pearl 
Harbor. That is all academic. They them- 
s2ives, then as private citizens, had their own 
differing opinions which have vanished under 
the flag they serve. They do not care what 
anybody thought once but only what we all 
are thinking now. And what we are doing 
now. 

And the people, above all, want to know 
what Washington is doing now. 

This is no time for the political claptrap 
of witch hunting. In the last campaign both 
candidates vowed night after night that the 
American people did not want war. But the 
American people are not isolationists now. 

Pearl Harbor decided that. 

Both Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Willkie have 
more vital tasks before them than this petty 
business, 


The gentleman is a member of the 
majority party. He regards himself as 
an important individual. He has great 
influence. Heisa great man. The ma- 
jority leadership surely consults him. 
They must ask him regarding various 
issues because, as he often has said here, 
he represents the entire State of Ohio; 
so he must be high in the councils of the 
party. We were far ahead of every na- 
tion in 1932 in our defense machinery. 
While the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Youne] was boondoggling, Hitler and 
Hirohito were getting ready. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota, Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota: I wonder 
if the gentleman has ever looked up the 
record of the members of the majority 
party as to their votes for the bill to 
grant independence to the Philippines, 
and if he has made any reflection upon 
what that was supposed to determine as 
to the foreign policy of the United States 
in the so-called Far East. 

Mr. BENDER. That question answers 
itself. 

I will say this to my colleagues and to 
those who are listening in the galleries, 
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that we are going to have a lot more of 
this between now and November. If the 
gentleman chooses to make this his 
forum, although I do not think it is ex- 
actly the place to carry on a political 
campaign, I will be here to respond and 
reply to him on every occasion. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KEEFE. It is a lot cheaper to 
carry it on this way, when he can have 
his speeches franked out by the thou- 
sands to make a campaign, resulting 
from a speech delivered on the floor of 
the House, is it not? 

Mr, BENDER. The gentleman never 
told a lie in his life, and he is not lying 
now. 

Mr. KEEFE. The people whom he 
represents in the State of Ohio ought 
to know the fact and the people all over 
the country ought to know the fact that 
here in the Well of the House is no place 
to carry on a political campaign and to 
make the statements that have been 
made here, solely for the purpose of hav- 
ing reprints made to ship out at public 
expense under the franking privilege, 
which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Young] ought to pay for out of his own 
pocket if he is running for office. 

Mr. BENDER. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. GORE. Do I correctly understand 
from the gentleman’s reply that he has 
no such intention? 

Mr. BENDER. I have not, as far as 
this statement is concerned. However, 
if the gentleman chooses, I shall be glad 
to have my own office supply him with 
copies for his enlightenment. 

Mr. GORE. May I inform the gentle- 
man that I am always so delighted with 
his addresses, and particularly with this 
battle of the giants, that I shall always 
be on hand to hear it in person. 

Mr. BENDER. Proceeding with this 
discourse, especially as it relates to the 
gentleman's. great foresight; may I say 
that during the campaigns of 2 and 4 
years ago the gentleman was “keeping 
this country out of war.” He was talk- 
ing about other nations spending so much 
money to build war machines while we 
were taking care of our poor and our 
distressed. He was condemning other 
nations for building war machines, It 
Seems to me that it comes in very poor 
taste from him at this time to be ques- 
tioning my judgment in connection with 
a few of my votes here. 

As far as Clare Boothe is concerned, 
since the gentleman has referred to her 
statement, she was absolutely right re- 
garding the President. I have many 
statements which he made indicating 
that he did not see this thing coming at 
all. For example, in April 1937 the Pres- 
ident said: 

In proportion to national budgets the 
United States is spending a far smaller pro- 
portion of Government income for arma- 
ments than the nations to which I refer, 


That is, nations engaged in an armament 
race. 
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Again, on January 12, 1939, President 
Roosevelt said: 

No responsible officer advocates building 
our air forces up to the total either of planes 
on hand or of productive capacity equal to 
the forces of certain other nations. 


On January 3, 1940, when Congress 
convened, the President of the United 
States addressed us. Among other 
things, he said: 

I can understand the feelings of those who 
warn the Nation that they will never again 
consent to the sending of American youth to 
fight on the soil of Europe. But, as I remem- 
ber, nobody has asked them to consent, for 
nobody expects such an undertaking. 


He said further: 

The first President of the United States 
warned us against entangling foreign alli- 
ances, The present President of the United 
States subscribes to and follows that precept. 


He further said in an address which he 
delivered on October 30, 1940, which was 
just before the election: * 

While I am to you mothers and 
fathers, I give you one more assurance. I 
have said this before, but I shall say it again 
and again. Your boys are not going to be 
sent into any foreign war. 


Then, according to the New York 
Times of May 15, 1940, quoting the New 
York Times: 

Mr. Roosevelt brushed aside as utterly 
stupid suggestions that developments in the 
European struggle and their implications in 
the Pacific strengthened the arguments for 
a two-Ocean American Navy. “If it ever had 
any merit that theory became outmoded with 
the acquisition of California in 1847,” he 
said. “Such a conception of the Nation’s 
floating defense was just plain dumb,” he 
added. 


Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. In June 
1940, if I recall, touching on that two- 
ecean Navy, the estimate of which I first 
asked for away back in 1939, the Presi- 
dent said there was nothing more to be 
done at this time and that Congress had 
better go home, or words to that effect. 
Then on the 29th of June the 11-percent 
expansion bill was passed by the House, 
and on the 4th of September the 70-per- 
cent naval expansion bill was passed by 
the House, after we were told to go home, 
that there was nothing more for us to 
do, 

Mr. BENDER. As I recall, on June 5, 
1940, after France had fallen, the Presi- 
dent asked for an appropriation of $4,- 
000,000,000 to carry over a 5-year period. 
ne have appropriated 50 times as much 
since. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr, Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 7 

Mr. BENDER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman 
tell the House something about the 8,- 
000,000 tons of scrap iron that were 
shipped to Japan, and will he also tell 
the House something about the millions 
of pounds of copper and the millions of 
gallons of high-octane gas that were 
shipped to Japan? 


Mr. 
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Mr. BENDER. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Young] did not call attention 
to the statement I made on the floor 
here early in 1939, in which I said we 
should stop shipping these things to 
Japan so that Japan would not use them 
to beat hell out of our friend, China. 

I made that statement early in 1939. 
We thought that they were shipping it 
over there in order to use it to beat China. 
But, as a matter of fact, they were stor- 
ing up about 95 percent of it to use on 
the United States of America. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. POWERS. If that scrap, if that 
copper, and if that gasoline had not been 
shipped to Japan, they would not have 
their navy or air force today. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield to my friend. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Just to refresh 
the recollection of the gentleman from 
Ohio and others on the floor of this 
House, on June 29, 1939, an amendment 
was offered placing a Japanese embargo 
in the so-called neutrality bill. Prior to 
that time the Foreign Affairs Committee 
had refused to consider any of the ap- 
proximately 14 Japanese embargo bills 
then pending in the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee, but at that time Mr. Izac of Cali- 
fornia, having introduced this amend- 
ment providing for a clean-cut embargo 
aimed at Japan, the ranking member 
and the chairman of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee promised to take up Japanese 
embargo legislation immediately, and 
thereupon that amendment was with- 
drawn. That promise has not yet been 
carried out, and one result was the fact 
that when this House was attempting to 
secure action with respect to Japanese 
embargo legislation, the House was foiled 
or the Members of the House were foiled 
of their chance to vote on that issue and 
that is one reason American scrap iron 
fell in bombs at Pearl Harbor and 
Bataan. : 

Mr. BENDER. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution. 

Gen, George C. Marshall, Chief of 
Staff, on December 28, 1939, said this: 

The Army is probably less than 25 percent 
ready for immediate action. 


As a matter of fact, recent develop- 
ments indicate that not until recently 
were we at all ready to meet any foe. 

I do not say that I knew all that was 
going on. President Roosevelt however 
was in a position to know. He had con- 
trol of the Diplomatic Service; he had 
control of the Secret Service; he had 
control of both Houses of Congress. We 
were voting for all defense appropria- 
tions. We were asking for advice re- 
garding Guam. You talk about fortify- 
ing Guam; it was a matter of the devel- 
opment of a harbor at Guam that was the 
issue. No fortification involved, although 
that word has been used. But you know 
where Guam is. You know that Guam 
is one of hundreds of islands in that 
area. What in the world could one forti- 
fication of $5,000,000 do when at Pearl 
Harbor, the Gibraltar of the Pacific, they 
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were able to do what they did on De- 
cember 7? 

In the hearings on the bill, naval offi- 
cers were direct in asserting that its pro- 
visions with respect to Guam were not 
those recommended by the Hepburn 
Board and that it involved no fortifica- 
tions. The funds were simply to be ex- 
pended in improving the harbor—that, 
and nothing more. 

The Navy Department did not recom- 
ment the fortification of Guam. 

There was no request from the Presi- 
dent, the Commander in Chief, to fortify 
Guam. > 

The chairman of the Naval Affairs 
Committee of the House, Hon. CARL VIN- 
SON, leading naval expert of the House, 
did not recommend the fortification of 
Guam. He said in the course of the de- 
bate on the bill in February 1939: 


Opposition to this item has been based on 
the assumption that Guam is to be fortified 
and made into a strongly defended naval base 
for airplanes and submarines. 

In view of this opposition, the committee 
has gone into this matter at great length, and 
I can assure you that there is no intention 
on the part of the Navy Department to fortify 
Guam or to do anything further than what is 
included in this bill. 


The proposal, as I have stated, was 
merely to improve the harbor and its 
facilities so that boats could have easier 
access to the harbor of Apra. 

Admiral Hepburn himself in testimony 
before the House Naval Affairs Commit- 
tee in 1939 said: 


Mr. Maas. Would you recommend putting 
operating units in Guam without giving them 
adequate defense? 

Admiral HEPBURN. No. 

Mr. Maas, It would be suicide. 

Admiral HEPBURN. If you are going to hold 
it, hold it strongly. 

Mr. Maas. Do it right or not at all? 

Admiral HEPBURN. Absolutely. 

Mr. Maas. This bill does not propose what 
your board recommended? 

Admiral HEPBURN. No, 


Admiral Leahy, our present Ambas- 
sador to France, and who then was Chief 
of Naval Operations, the highest post in 
our Navy, said before the House Naval 
Affairs Committee in 1939: 


Admiral Leary. This bill does not propose 
the development of an airplane and seaplane 
base in Guam. * * * There was at one 
time a plan to fortify the island of Guam and 
make it a strong defense base. 

Mr. Maas. The Navy has nothing to do with 
the fact that that could not be carried out. 
That was national policy as a result of the 
1922 Arms Limitation Conference. 

Admiral LeaHy. The failure to carry out 
this plan to fortify Guam resulted from an 
agreement by the United States not to fortify 
islands in the Pacific Ocean. 


And, later, Admiral Leahy testified: 


I made a rough estimate * * + that with 
$80,000,000 it would be possible to provide 
the island of Guam with a sufficient air, sub- 
marine, and antiaircraft defense to make it 
difficult to take by a possible enemy. In 
order to make a really safe base that could 
hold out for an indefinite period a much 
larger amount than that would be required. 

Senator Jonnson. How much would be re- 
quired? 

Admiral Leany. Again, as a rough estimate, 
something in the neighborhood of $200,099,- 
000. Such a proposition is not in the mind 
of the Navy Department at the present time. 
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The only improvements contemplated are 
$5,000,000 for harbor improvement. 


Senator Wars, of Massachusetts, 
chairman of the Naval Affairs Commit- 
tee of the Senate, said on the floor of the 
Senate on February 13, 1942, that— 

No direct request for fortification of Guam 
was ever put before the committees of the 
Senate or the House. 


I say it is a shame and a disgrace for 
any Member of this House to inject cheap 
politics on this floor as has been done 
here today by the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Younc], when the minority side of 
the House has been going along with this 
administration 100 percent, not criticiz- 
ing, but doing everything in its power to 
bring this war to a successful conclusion 
and voting for every appropriation. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 


SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table 
and, under the rule, referred as follows: 

S, 2584. An act to permit appointment of 
White House Police, in accordance with the 
civil-service laws, from sources outside the 
Metropolitan and United States Park Police 
forces; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills of the House of the follow- 
ing titles, which were thereupon signed 
by the Speaker: 

H. R. 6807. An act to expedite the war effort 
by releasing officers and men for duty at sea 
and their replacement by women in the shore 
establishment of the Navy, and for other 
purposes; and 

H. R.6999. An act to promote the national 
defense and to promptly facilitate and pro- 
tect the transport of materials and supplies 
needful to the Military Establishment by 
authorizing the construction and operation 
of a pipe line and a navigable barge channel 
across Florida, and by deepening and enlarg- 
ing the Intracoastal Waterway from its pres- 
ent eastern terminus to the vicinity of the 
Mexican border. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 3 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned 
until tomorrow, Thursday, July 23, 1942, 
at-12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 


There will be a meeting of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce at 10 a. m., 
Thursday, July 23, 1942. 

Business to be considered: Hearings on 
5. 2598, telegraph merger bill, beginning 
Tuesday, July 21, 1942. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


1814. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV a 
letter from the Postmaster General, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill 
for the relief of the postmaster at Nome, 
Alaska, was taken from the Speaker’s 
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table and referred to the Committee on 
Claims, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports 
of committees were delivered to the 
Clerk for printing and reference to the 
proper calendar, as follows: 


Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Printing. 
House Concurrent Resolution 78. Concurrent 
resolution authorizing the printing of the 
manuscript entitled “Handbook for Service 
Men and Women, World War I, and Their 
Dependents,” as a public document, and 
for additional copies thereof; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2370). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on 
Naval Affairs. House Resolution 162. Reso- 
lution investigating the naval defense pro- 
gram; without amendment (Rept. No, 2371). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ANDREWS: Committee on Military 
Affairs. H. R. 7389. A bill to amend article 
of war 50%; without amendment (Rept. 
No, 2372). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN: Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. H, R. 6165. A bill 
preserving the nationality of a person born 
in Puerto Rico who resides continuously for 
5 years in a fcreign state in the Western 


Hemisphere; with amendment (Rept, No. 
2373). Referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Com- 
mittee on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 
House Report No. 2374. Report on the dis- 
position of records of sundry Government 
departments, Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Commit- 
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 
House Report No. 2375. Report on the dis- 
position of records of sundry Government 
departments. Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Commit- 
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers, 
House Report No. 2876. Report on the dis- 
position of records of sundry Government 
departments. Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Commit- 
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 
House Report No. 2877. Report on the dis- 
position of records of sundry Government 
departments. Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules, House 
Resolution 527. Resolution for the considera- 
tion of H. R. 7257, a bill to expedite the prose- 
cution of the war by making provision for an 
increased supply of rubber manufactured from 
alcohol produced from agricultural or forest 
products; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2378). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 528. Resolution for the considera- 
tion of H. R, 7416, a bill to provide for a 
method of voting, in time of war, by members 
of the land and naval forces absent from the 
States of their residence and serving within 
the continental United States; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2379). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. MASON: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. S. 2276. An act for 
the relief of Max Delfiner and his wife Evy 
(Ewa); without amendment (Rept. No. 2369). 
aki to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 


JULY 22 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev- 
erally referred as follows: 


By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: 

H. R. 7426. A bill to provide that no candi- 
date or former candidate for an elective Fed- 
eral office may be appointed to any Federal 
office before the expiration of 2 years after he 
became a candidate for such elective office; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McGREGOR: 

H. R. 7427. A bill to make census data avail- 
able without charge to applicants for benefits 
under the Social Security Act and to those 
seeking employment in defense industries; to 
the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: 

H.R. 7428. A bill to amend the act of June 
18, 1933 (48 Stat. 139); to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CANNON of Florida: 

H. R. 7429. A bill to provide for a 25-per- 
cent increase in annuities under the Railroad 
Retirement Act of 1937; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr.*WHITE: 
' H. Res. 529. Resolution to provide for the 
expenses of investigation authorized by 
House resolution 524; to the Committee on 
Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 


Mr. BROWN of Ohio introduced a bill 
(H. R. 7480) granting an increase of pension 
to Amanda Jane Worrell, which was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 


and referred as follows: 

3261. By Mr. FISH: Petition of 28 resi- 
dents of East Fishkill, N. Y., favoring Sen- 
ate bill 860, a bill to prohibit the sale of 
alcoholic beverages on or near all Army 
camps and naval bases; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

$262. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of the 
New York State Council of the Knights of 
Columbus, pledging their loyalty, cooperation, 
and support to the Government of the United 
States, to the armed forces, the agencies of 
production, and the work of civilian defense, 
to the end that our enemies may be repulsed 
and defeated, in order that this Nation, 
which has been built upon the Christian con- 
cept of the dignity of the human being as a 
creature of a Divine Creator may be preserved; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$263. By Mr. LANE: Petition of Local 175, 
of the Building and Construction Laborers 
and Local 131, of the Slate and Composition 
Roofers Unions, American Federation of La- 
bor, advocating the banding together of all 
union tradesmen for the successful prosecu- 
tion of the war; to the Committee on Labor. 

3264. Also, petition of Local 175, of the 
Building and Construction Laborers and Lo- 
cal 131, of the Slate and Composition Roofers 
Unions, American Federation of Labor, ap- 
proving and endorsing the President's seven- 
point program and his foreign policy; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, 

$265. Also, petition of Local 175, of the 
Building and Construction Laborers and Lo- 
cal 131, of the Slate and Composition Roofers 
Unions, American Federation of Labor, recom- 
mending the severance of relationships with 
Finland, Spain, and Vichy France; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

$266. Also, petition of Local 175 of the 
Building and Construction Laborers and Lo- 
cal 131 of the Slate and Composition Roofers 
Unions, American Federation of Labor, advo- 
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cating support of the President’s policy of 
carrying the offensive to the enemy this year; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3267. By Mr. MCGREGOR: Petition of D. D. 
Axline, of Trinway, and other citizens of Pike 
and Washington Townships, Coshocton 
County, Ohio, urging the pas ge of Senate 
bill 860; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$268. By Mr. LAMBERTSON: Petition of 
John Kroth, of Denison, Kans., and 89 others, 
having a desire that the boys in our military 
camps be protected from the evil influences 
now surrounding the camps, request the pas- 
sage of Senate bill 860; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3269. By Mr. WOLCOTT: Petition of 62 
residents of Brown City, Mich., urging the 
enactment of Senate bill 860; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE 
THURSDAY, Jury 23, 1942 


Rev. Robert J. Plumb, rector, St. Marks 
Episcopal Church, Washington, D. C., 
offered the following prayer: 


O Eternal God, who hast given us this 
good land for our heritage and through 
whose mighty power our fathers won 
their liberties of old, make us to know 
that without Thy direction and guidance 
our labor is but lost. Be with us, we 
beseech Thee, in this council here as- 
sembled, that we may show forth Thy 
praise among the nations of the earth. 

Thus do Thou reveal to us that our 
hope and strength, our very present help 
in trouble, are not to be found in our 
material wealth, nor in our scientific 
skill, but in our trust in Thee and Thee 
alone. 

Stretch forth, we pray Thee, Thine 
almighty arm to strengthen and protect 
the soldiers and sailors of our country. 
Support them in the day of battle and 
keep them safe from all evil. 

Make a speedy end of tyrannies in the 
earth, and deliver the desolate and op- 
pressed. Hasten the advent of a right- 
eous peace, and with great might estab- 
lish Thy Kingdom; through Thy Son, our 
Saviour, Jesus Christ, the King of Kings 
and Lord of Lords. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 
dar day Wednesday, July 22, 1942, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL OF BILLS 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that on 
July 20, 1942, the President had ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 


5.2032. An act to amend section 7 (a) of 
the Act of May 21, 1920 (41 Stat. 613), as 
amended by section 601 of the Act of June 
30, 1932 (47 Stat. 417), to authorize inter- 
departmental procurement by contract, upon 
orders placed by the War Department, Navy 
Department, Treasury Department, Civil 
Aeronautics Administration, and the Mari- 
time Commission, and 
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8.2404. An act to authorize Officers and 
enlisted men of the armed forces of the 
United States to accept decorations, orders, 
medais, and emblems tendered them by gov- 
ernments of cobelligerent nations or other 
American republics and to create the deco- 
rations to be known as the Legion of Merit, 
and the Medal for Merit. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
Sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the bill (S. 
2568) to establish additional commis- 
sioned warrant and warrant grades in 
the United States Navy, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 


` House had passed the following bills, in 


which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H.R.7152, An act to amend the Nation- 
ality Act of 1940 to preserve the nationality 
of citizens residing abroad; 

H.R. 7364. An act to repeal certain laws and 
to amend other laws relating to naval avia- 
tion cadets, to provide for aviation cadets in 
the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Re- 
serve, and for other purposes; and 

H.R. 7419. An act to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to proceed with the con- 
struction of certain public works, and for 
other purposes. 

3 ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 


§.1075. An act for the relief of George 8. 


Geer; 

S. 1667. An act for the relief of Mike Chet- 
kovich; and 

§. 2362. An act relating to the jurisdiction 
over certain lands in the Isle Royale Na- 
tional Park. 


CELEBRATION OF TWO HUNDREDTH AN- 


NIVERSARY OF BIRTH OF THOMAS 
JEFFERSON 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 2330) to 
enable the United States Commission for 
the Celebration of the Two-hundredth 
Anniversary of the Birth of Thomas 
Jefferson to carry out and give effect to 
certain approved plans, which was on 
page 3, line 6, after the words “purposes”, 
to insert “not to exceed the sum of 
$15,000.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate concur in the House amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 


By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

A resolution adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of the City of Burns, Oreg., favor- 
ing a congressional investigation of the ac- 
tion of the Bureau of Mines in the handling 
of certain mineral claims involving tin ore 
in Harney County, Oreg.; to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A petition of sundry citizens of Prescott, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of Senate 
bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic 
liquor and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 
military camps and naval establishments; 
ordered to lie on the table. 
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REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 


Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3956) to amend 
the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act 
to permit exchange of land with private 
owners, reported it without amendment, 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


As in executive session, 
The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. GILLETTE, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Capt. Ralph F. Wood to be a rear admiral 
in the Navy, for temporary service, to rank 
from May 1, 1942; and 

Sundry citizens to be second lieutenants 
in the Marine Corps from June 13, 1942. 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Several postmasters. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Mr. GILLETTE (for Mr. Wars) intro- 
duced the following bills, which were 
severally read twice by their titles and 
referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: 

S. 2676. A bili to provide for medical care 
and funeral expenses for certain members 
of the Naval Reserve Officers’ Training Corps; 

S. 2677. A bill to authorize an exchange of 
land at Mechanicsburg, Pa., between Edgar 
Eberly and the United States; 

§. 2678, A bill to amend the act approved 
March 2, 1933, by suspending the provisions 
relative to a Navy ration in kind, and for 
other purposes; and 

S. 2679. A bill to authorize the transpor- 
tation of dependents and household effects 
of personne! of the Navy, Marine Corps, and 
Coast Guard, incident to secret or confiden- 
tial orders, and for other purposes, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were severally read 
twice by their titles and referred as indi- 
cated: 

H.R. 7152. An act to amend the National- 
ity. Act of 1940 to preserve the nationality 
of citizens residing abroad; to the Committee 
on Immigration; 

H.R. 7364. An act to repeal certain laws 
and to amend other laws relating to naval 
aviation cadets, to provide for aviation cadets 
in the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Re- 
serve, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 7419. An act to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to proceed with the con- 
struction of certain public works, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


POSTPONEMENT OF ACTION WITH RE- 
SPECT TO MATERIAL AND PRIORITIES 
FOR EXECUTION OF CONTRACT OF THE 
HIGGINS CORPORATION, OF NEW OR- 
LEANS, LA., WITH THE GOVERNMENT 


Mr. ELLENDER submitted the follow- 
ing resolution (S. Res. 277), which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Sen- 
ate that no action be taken by any depart- 
ment, independent office, commission, or 
other agency or instrumentality of the United 
States, or any officer or employee thereof, with 
respect to any material or equipment which 
was assembled in connection with the execu- 
tion of a contract between the United States 
and the Higgins Corporation of New Orleans, 
La., which contract was canceled by the 
United States on July 18, 1942, or with re- 
spect to any priorities which were granted 
in connection with the execution of such 
contract, until (1) the final reports of the 
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investigation of such contract, and the cir- 
cumstances. surrounding its cancelation by 
the House Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
tine and Fisheries and by the Senate Special 
Committee to Investigate the National De- 
fense Program are filed, or (2) the expiration 
of 30 days after this resolution is agreed to, 
whichever first occurs. 


PRINTING OF HANDSOOK FOR SERVICE 
MEN AND WOMEN 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate House Concurrent Resolution 78, 
which was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That the manuscrpt 
entitled “Handbook for Service Men and 
Women, World War No. 2, and Their Depend- 
ents,” be printed as a public document, and 
that 25,000 additional copies be printed, of 
which 19,500 copies shall be for the use of 
the House of Representatives and 5,500 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. HAYDEN, I move that the Sen- 
ate concur in the House concurrent reso- 
lution. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEMUEL T. ROOT, JR. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S, 925) for 
the relief of Lemuel T. Root, Jr., which 
was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon 
the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and 
render judgment upon the claim of Lemuel 
T. Root, Jr., of Hoquiam, Wash., for damages 
arising out of the patenting to another per- 
son of lands in Pacific County, Wash., which 
had been selected or entered by said Lemuel 
T. Root, Jr., under the homestead laws, and 
for Camages arising out of the subsequent 
cutting of timber from such lands, 

Sec. 2. Suit upon such claim may be insti- 
tuted at any time within 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this act, notwithstand- 
ing the lapse of time or any statute of limita- 
tions. Proceedings for any judgment thereon 
shall be in the same manner as in the case 
of claims over which said court has jurisdic- 
tion under section 145 of the Judicial Code, 
as amended. 


Mr. SMATHERS. I move that the 
Senate concur in the amendment of the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


POSTHUMOUS APPOINTMENTS AND 
PROMOTIONS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 2026) to 
provide for the posthumous appointment 
to commissioned grade of certain en- 
listed men and the posthumous promo- 
tion of certain commissioned officers, 
which were, on page 3, after line 13, to 
insert: 


Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy be, and they are hereby, 
severally authorized to issue, or cause to be 
issued, an appropriate warrant in the name 
of any person who, while in the military or 
naval service of the United States at any time 
after September 8, 1939, shall have been offi- 
cially recommended for appointment or pro- 
motion to a noncommissioned grade and who 
shall have been unable to receive or accept 
such appointment or promotion by reason of 
his death in line of duty; and any such post- 
humous appointment or promotion and war- 
rant shall issue as of the date of such official 
recommendation and such person's name 
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shall be carried upon the records of the War 
or Navy Department as having served in the 
grade and branch of the service to which 
he would have been appointed or promoted 
by such warrant from the date of such official 
recommendation to the date of his death. 


On page 3, line 14, to strike out “4” 
and insert “5”, and to amend the title so 
as to read: “An act to provide for the 
posthumous appointment to commis- 
sioned or noncommissioned grade of cer- 
tain enlisted men and the posthumous 
promotion of certain commissioned off- 
cers and enlisted men.” 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I move that 
the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REMOVAL OF REQUIREMENT AS TO CER- 
TAIN MEDICAL STATEMENTS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 2368) to 
amend the joint resolution approved Au- 
gust 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 858), as amended, 
and the Selective Training and Service 
Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 885), as amended, 
so as to remove the requirement that 
medical statements shall be furnished to 
those persons performing military serv- 
ice thereunder, which were, on page 2, 
line 15, after “examination”, to insert 
“and, upon the written request of the 
person concerned, shall be given a State- 
ment of medical record by the War De- 
partment: Provided, That such state- 
ment shall not contain any reference to 
mental or other conditions which in the 
judgment of the Secretary of War or the 
Secretary of the Navy would prove in- 
jurious to the physical or mental health 
of the person to whom it pertains”; and 
on page 3, line 5, after “examination”, to 
insert “and, upon the written request 
of the person concerned, shall be given 
a statement of medical record by the War 
Department: Provided, That such state- 
ment shall not contain any reference to 
mental or other conditions which in the 
judgment of the Secretary of War or the 
Secretary of the Navy would prove in- 
jurious to the physical or mental health 
of the person to whom it pertains.” 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I move that 
the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SWIMMING POOL AT HOME OF SENATOR 
CHANDLER 


Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to present a letter 
which I received from the War Produc- 
tion Board in regard to the matter of a 
swimming pool at the home of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. CHANDLER]. The 
letter is addressed to me as chairman of 
the Special Committee to Investigate the 
National Defense Program. It consists 
of but two paragraphs and I will read 
it. It is as follows: 

War PRODUCTION BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., July 21, 1942. 
Hon. Harry S, TRUMAN, 
Chairman, Spectal Committee to 
Investigate National Defense Program, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: Reference is made to 

the recent inquiry made by one of your rep- 
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resentatives with reference to our investiga- 
tion of the charges growing out of the con- 
struction of a swimming pool at the home of 
Senator ALBERT B. CHANDLER, of Kentucky. 
Please be advised that on the facts disclosed 
in this investigation there is no evidence that 
Senator CHANDLER violated the provision of 
the priority statutes or any priority order of 
the War Production Board. 
Yours very truly, 
JoHN Lorp O'BRIAN, 
General Counsel. . 


VOLUNTARY PAY-ROLL SAVINGS PLAN 
FOR PURCHASE OF WAR SAVINGS 
BONDS 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, on 
April 16 last the President issued an ex- 
ecutive order establishing the interde- 
partmental committee for the voluntary 
pay-roll savings plan for the purchase of 
War Savings bonds, It is a matter of pub- 
lic interest, and I think it would be well 
to have the order printed in the Recorp. 
I, therefore, ask unanimous consent that 
that be done. 

There being no objection, the executive 
order was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


EXECUTIVE ORDER 9135 ESTABLISHING THE INTER- 
DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE FOR THE VOLUN- 
TARY PAY-ROLL SAVINGS PLAN FOR THE PUR- 
CHASE OF WAR SAVINGS BONDS 


Whereas it daily becomes more apparent 
that victory will require the fullest partici- 
pation of all of the people in our war effort, 
and that the purchase of War Savings bonds 
constitutes a direct and effective participa- 
tion; and 

Whereas every purchaser of War Savings 
bonds invests not only in the success of the 
Nation's common cause but also in his own 
personal security and independence; and it 
is, therefore, to the manifest advantage of 
both the Government and every citizen that 
the sale of War Savings bonds should be 
facilitated; and 

Whereas employers and employees in many 
business and industrial enterprises, as 
well as some governmental activities, have 
developed, and are maintaining, with notable 
success, programs that provide for the pur- 
chase of War Savings bonds through regular, 
voluntary pay allotments; and it is proper 
that all civilian employees and officers in 
the executive branch of the Government 
should be afforded equal opportunity for 
voluntary participation in such systematic 
purchase programs: 

Now, therefore, by virtue.of the authority 
vested in me by the Constitution and the 
Statutes of the United States as President 
of the United States, it is hereby ordered 
as follows: $ 

1. There is hereby established the Inter- 
departmental Committee for the Voluntary 
Pay Roll Savings Pian for the Purchase of 
War Savings Bonds (hereinafter referred to 
as the Committee). The Committee shali 
consist of Rear Admiral Charles Conard, Sup- 
ply Corps, United States Navy, retired, who 
shall serve as Chairman, and the head of 
each of the several departments, establish- 
ments, and agencies in the executive branch 
of the Government. Each member of the 
Committee, other than the Chairman, may 
designate an alternate from among the offi- 
cials of his department, establishment, or 
agency, and such alternate may act for such 
member in all matters relating to the Com- 
mittee. 

2. The Committee shall perform the fol- 
lowing functions and duties: 

a. Formulate and present to the several 
departments, establishments, and agencies in 
the executive branch of the Government a 
uniform plan whereby. all civilian officers and 
employees may systematically purchase War 
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Savings bonds through voluntary pay allot- 
ments, 

b. Assist the several departments, estab- 
lishments, and agencies in the adoption of 
said voluntary pay-allotment plan and in 
the solution of any special problems that 
may develop in connection therewith. 

c. Act as a clearing house for the several 
departments, establishments, and agencies in 
the dissemination of such statistics and in- 
formation relative to the execution of the 
plan as may be deemed advantageous, 

d, Recommend to the several departments, 
establishments, and agencies any improve- 
ments in the program adopted pursuant to 
said plan, 

3. Each of the departments, establish- 
ments, and agencies in the executive branch 
of the Government shall institute and set 
in operation, as soon as may be, the plan 
recommended by the Committee, with such 
modifications as particular circumstances 
May render advisable. Each Committee 
member shall act as liaison officer between 
the Committee and his department, estab- 
lishment, or agency with regard to said plan. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE House, April 16, 1942. 


TO WIN THE WAR AND THE PEACE— 
ARTICLE BY MR. JUSTICE BLACK 


[Mr. NORRIS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an article entitled 
“To Win the War and the Peace,” written 
by Mr. Justice Hugo Black, and published 
in the New Republic of July 27, 1942, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


ADDRESS BY THE POSTMASTER GENERAL 
AT SLAV DAY RALLY 


[Mr. LUCAS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a radio address 
delivered by the Honorable Frank C. Walker, 
Postmaster General of the United States, at 
the Slav Day Rally of the American Slav 
Congress, at Chicago, July 19, 1942, which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 


STATEMENT ISSUED ON BEHALF OF THE 
SYNAGOGUE COUNCIL OF AMERICA 


[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a statement 
issued on July 23, 1942, on behalf of the 
Synagogue Council of America, which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 


TOUR OF MAGNA CARTA OVER AMERICA 


[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Recorp a letter 
written by Eric Underwood to the editor of 
the Washington Evening Star, proposing a 
tour of Magna Carta through American 
towns and cities, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 


A SECOND FRONT—NOW OR NEVER— 
EDITORIAL FROM ST. LOUIS STAR- 
TIMES 


[Mr. TRUMAN asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 
entitled “A Second Front—Now or Never,” 
published in the St. Louis Star-Times of 
July 14, 1942, which appears in the Appen- 
dix.) 


THE WAR DEBTS—EDITORIAL FROM 
SACRAMENTO BEE 


[Mr. DOWNEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 
entitled “Economists Are Taking New Atti- 
tude Toward War Debts,” published in the 
Sacramento (Calif.) Bee, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


PATTERN FOR VICTORY—ARTICLE BY 
THOMAS L, STOKES 

[Mr. MAYBANK asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the REcorp an article 

by Thomas L. Stokes, entitled “Pattern for 

Victory,” published in the Washington 


(D. ©.) News of July 23, 1942, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine 
morning business is concluded. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to call the calendar for the con- 
sideration of bills to which there is no 
objection, beginning with Calendar No. 
1592, Senate bill 1019. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
clerk will proceed to call the calendar, 
beginning with Calendar No. 1592. 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT AT FORT MYERS, FLA, 


The bill (S. 1019) to provide for hold- 
ing of terms of the district court of the 
United States at Fort Myers, Fla., was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (c) of 
section 76 of the Judicial Code, as amended, 
is amended to read as follows: 

“(c) Terms of the district court for the 
southern district shall be held at Ocala on 
the third Monday in January; at Tampa on 
the second Monday in February; at Key 
West on the first Mondays in May and No- 
vember; at Jacksonville on the first Monday 
in December; at Fernandina on the first 
Monday in April; at Miami on the fourth 
Monday in April; at Orlando on the first 
Monday in October; at Fort Pierce on the 
first Monday in February; and at Fort Myers 
on the first Monday in September: Provided, 
That suitable rooms and accommodations 
for holding court at Fort Pierce, Fort Myers, 
and Orlando are furnished without expense 
to the United States: Provided further, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to 
prevent the provision of quarters for the 
officers of said court and appropriate court- 
rooms for the holding of the sessions of said 
court in any new Federal building which may 
be constructed in Orlando, Fla. No deputy 
clerk or deputy marshal of the court shail 
be appointed for Fort Pierce. The district 
court for the southern district shall be open 
at all times for the purpose of hearing and 
deciding causes of admiralty and maritime 
jurisdiction.” 


AMENDMENT OF CANAL ZONE RETIRE- 
MENT ACT 


The bill (S. 2602) to amend the Canal 
Zone Code was announced as next in 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is 
advised that Calendar No. 1604, House 
bill 7188, is identical with the bill the 
title of which has just been stated. 
Without objection, the House bill will be 
Substituted for the Senate bill and will 
be now considered. 

There being no objection, the bill 
(H. R. 7188) to amend the Canal Zone 
Code was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the second para- 
graph of section 92 of title 2 of the Canal 
Zone Code, approved June 19, 1934, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: : 

“On and after July 1, 1932, no employee to 
whom this article applies who shall have 
reached the retirement age prescribed for 
automatic separation from the service, shall 
be continued in such service, notwithstand- 
ing any provision of law or regulation to the 
contrary: Provided, That the President may, 
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by Executive order, exempt from the provi- 
sions of this paragraph any person when, in 
his judgment, the public interest so requires: 
Provided further, That no person separated 
from the service who is receiving an annuity 
under the provisions of this section or sec- 
tion 93 of this title shall be eligible again to 
appointment to any appointive office, posi- 
tion, or employment to which this article ap- 
plies, or under the United States or of the 
government of the District of Columbia un- 
less the appointing authority determines that 
he is possessed of special qualifications, in 
which event payment of his annuity shall 
be terminated during the period of his ap- 
pointment; and any such person whose an- 
nuity is terminated, shall, upon the termi- 
nation of his appointment, have his subse- 
quent annuity rights determined under the 
provisions of this article in effect at the time 
of such termination: Provided further, That 
this paragraph shall not apply to any person 
named in any act of Congress providing for 
the continuance of such person in the serv- 
ice.” 

Sec. 2. That section 95 of title 2, Canal 
Zone Code, is hereby repealed, and in lieu 
lieu thereof the following is substituted: 

“Sec, 95. ANNUITY ON SEPARATION From 
Service BEFORE BECOMING ELIGIBLE FOR RE- 
TIREMENT.—(a) Should any employee to whom 
this article applies, after having served for a 
total period of not less than 5 years and 
before becoming eligible for retirement be- 
come separated from the service, such em- 
ployee shall be paid a deferred annuity be- 
ginning at the age of 62 years, computed as 
provided in the first paragraph of section 96 
of this title: Provided, That any such person 
involuntarily separated from the service not 
by removal for cause on charges of miscon- 
duct or delinquency may elect to receive an 
immediate annuity beginning at the age of 
55 or at the date of separation from the serv- 
ice if subsequent to that age having a value 
equal to the present worth of a deferred an- 
nuity beginning at the age of 62 years, or at 
age of separation if subsequent to age 62, 
computed as provided in section 96 of this 
title: Provided further, That nothing in this 
article shall be so construed as to prohibit 
the refund of deductions, deposits, or rede- 
posits made prior to the effective date of this 
act with interest thereon, or of any volun- 
tary contributions made under the provi- 
sions of section 99 of this title, as amended, 
with interest: And provided further, That all 
moneys, except voluntary contributions, so 
refunded an employee must be redeposited 
with interest before such employee may de- 
rive any annuity benefits based on the serv- 
ice covered by the refund. 

“(b) Should an annuitant under the pro- 
visions of this section be reemployed in a 
position included in the provisions of this 
article, the annuity and any right to an im- 
mediate or deferred annuity as provided 
herein shall cease as of the date of such em- 
ployment. If such annuitant is reemployed 
in any position in the service of the United 
States or the District of Columbia, not within 
the provisions of this article, annuity pay- 
ments shall be discontinued during the pe- 
iod of such employment, and resumed in the 
same amount upon termination of such em- 
ployment. 

“(c) Interest shall be allowed on the 
amount credited to such separated employee's 
individual account in the retirement fund at 
3 percent compounded on June 30 of each 
year until the beginning date of annuity.” 

Sec. 3. That the second paragraph of sec- 
tion 96 of title 2, Canal Zone Code, is amend- 
ed by striking out the colon after the words 
“in computing the annuity under paragraph 
(8) hereof, and divided by 40”, and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof a semicolon, and by in- © 
serting the following clause after the semi- 
colon: “nor be less than an amount equal to 
the average annual basic salary, pay, or com- 
pensation received by the employee during 
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any 5 consecutive years of allowable service 
at the option of the employee, multiplied by 
the number of years of service, not exceeding 
35 years, and divided by 70.” 

Sec. 4, That paragraph (b) of section 101 
of title 2, Canal Zone Code, is stricken out, 
and there is inserted in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“(b) In the case of any employee to whom 
this article applies who shall be transferred 
to a position not within the purview of this 
article, or who shall become absolutely sep- 
arated from the service before he shall have 
completed an aggregate of 5 years of service 
computed in accordance with section 97 of 
‘this title, the amcunt of deductions from his 
basic salary, pay, or compensation credited to 
his individual account, together with interest 
at 4 percent compounded on June 30 of each 
year shall be returned to such employee: 
Provided, That when an employee becomes 
involuntarily separated from the service, not 
by removal for cause on charges of miscon- 
duct or delinquency before completing 5 years 
of creditable service the total amount of de- 
ductions from his basic salary, pay, or com- 
pensation with interest at 4 percent com- 
pounded on June 30 of each year shall be 
returned to such employee: Provided further, 
That all deductions from basic salary, pay, or 
compensation so returned to an employee 
must, upon reinstatement, retransfer, or re- 
appointment to a position coming within the 
purview of this article, be redeposited with 
interest at 4 percent compounded on June 30 
of each year before such employee may de- 
rive any benefits under this article, except 
as provided in this section, but interest shall 
not be required covering any period of sep- 
aration from the service.” 

Sec. 5. That section 102 of title 2, Canal 
Zone Code, is hereby amended, effective from 
January 1, 1940, by adding at the end thereof 
the following paragraph: 

“The term ‘annuitant’ as used in this art- 
ticle shall include any employee who has met 
ell requirements of the article for title and 
has filed claim therefor, notwithstanding 
final administrative action was not taken by 
the Civil Service Commission prior to his 
death. Nothing in this section shall be so 
construed as to reduce any benefit otherwise 
payable.” 

Sec. 6. Except as may be otherwise specifi- 
cally provided herein, nothing in this act 
shall be so construed as to affect any rights 
of persons separated prior tothe effective date 
of this act, but all such rights shall continue 
and may be enforced in the same manner as 
though this act had not been made. 

Sec. 7. This act shall take effect upon ap- 
proval, except as otherwise provided herein, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, Senate bill 2602 will be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 


PAYMENT OF 6 MONTHS’ PAY TO DE- 
PENDENT RELATIVES OF OFFICERS AND 
ENLISTED MEN 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2498) relating to the payment of 
6 months’ pay to a dependent relative of 
an officer or enlisted man of the Regular 
Army when the designated beneficiary 
dies prior to the death of such officer or 
enlisted man without another benefici- 
ary having been designated, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
‘Military Affairs with an amendment on 
page 2, line 7, after the word “him,” to 
insert “namely, (1) widow, (2) child or 
children in equal shares, (3) mother, (4) 
father”, so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etec., That the first section of 
the act entitled “An act to provide for the 
payment of 6 months’ pay to the widow, chil- 
dren, or other designated dependent relative 
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of any officer or enlisted man of the Regular 
Army whose death results from wounds or 
disease not the result of his own miscon- 
duct,” approved December 17, 1919, as 
amended and supplemented, is amended by 
inserting, after the second sentence thereof, 
the following new sentence: “In case a de- 
pendent relative so designated dies prior to 
the death of the officer or enlisted man, with- 
out another dependent relative having been 
so designated, such officer or enlisted man 
shall be considered to have designated the 
nearest dependent relative surviving him, 
namely, (1) widow, (2) child or children in 
equal shares, (3) mother, (4) father.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


AMENDMENT OF ARTICLE OF WAR 5014 


The bill (S. 2645) to amend Article of 
War 5044 was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the third and 
fifth paragraphs of Article of War 50% (41 
Stat. 797-799), as amended by the act ap- 
proved August 20, 1937 (50 Stat. 724), be 


further amended by adding a further pro- 


viso at the end of each of said paragraphs as 
follows: “Provided further, That whenever a 
branch of the office of the Judge Advocate 
General is established, under the provisions 
of the last paragraph of this article, with a 
distant command, such functions may be 


performed by the commanding general of. 


such distant command in all cases in which 
the board of review in such branch office is 
empowered to act and in which the com- 
manding general of such distant command 
is not the appointing or confirming au- 
thority.” 


The resolution (S, Res. 269) to pay cer- 
tain members of the Capitol Police force 
entering the armed forces of the United 
States for accumulated unused leave was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I in- 
quire what occurred to Calendar No. 
1596, Senate bill 2645. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it was considered as having been 
read a third time and passed. 

Mr. McNARY. I thought Calendar 
No. 1595, Senate bill 2498, was passed, 
but I did not realize that Senate bill 2645, 
Calendar No. 1596, had been passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As a matter 
of fact the Chair thinks the Senator 
from Oregon is correct. With regard to 
Calendar 1595, Senate bill 2498, the Chair 
merely said that, without objection, the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McNARY. That is what I 
thought. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
should also have said that, without objec- 
tion, the bill would be ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. McNARY. I appreciate the fair- 
ness and courtesy of the Chair, which is 
always evident. With reference to Cal- 
endar No. 1596, Senate bill 2645, I think 
we should have an explanation of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator ask for a reconsideration of the 
vote whereby Calendar 1596, Senate bill 
2645, was passed? 

Mr. McNARY. I do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the vote by which the bill was 
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passed is reconsidered, and the bill is 
before the Senate. 

The Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
Reynoitps], who reported the bill, does 
not appear to be present. 

Mr. McNARY. I should like to have 
from any member of the committee an 
explanation of the bill, which proposes 
to amend Article of War 50%. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
the bill would merely grant authority to 
local military commanders to act in-re- 
gard to an article of war which, up until 
the present time, has had to be adminis- 
tered from Washington. Unless I am 
greatly mistaken, the reason for the 
amendment is the wide expansion of our 
armed forces and the need of giving cer- 
tain authority to lccal commanders. 

I note that the report on the bil! states: 

The object of the amendment is to expe- 
dite disposition of certain classes of general 
court-martial cases arising within distant 
commands such as the European theater of 
operations and the southwest Pacific area 
within which commands, under the last para- 
graph of Article of War 5914, branch offices 
of the Judge Advocate General and boards 
of review have been established. 


The whole purpose of the amendment 
is to expedite justice in the far-distant 
commands. The War Department has 
asked for this amendment to the law, 
and I am sure it is in keeping with good 
governmental policy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 


COMPENSATION OF CAPITOL POLICE FOR 
ACCUMULATED UNUSED LEAVE 


The resolution (S. Res. 269) to pay cer- 
tain members of the Capitol Police force 
entering the armed forces of the United 
States for accumulated unused leave was 
read, considered, and agreed to, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
hereby is authorized to pay from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate to members of 
the Capitol Police force assigned to duty at 
the Senate Office Building such sums as 
may be necessary to reimburse them for ac- 
crued leave accumulated under regulations 
ot the Capitol Police board and unused by 
reason of entering the armed forces of the 
United States, upon youchers approved by 
the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate. 


BILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 1313) to strengthen the 
national defense and promote the general 
welfare through the appropriation of 
funds to assist the States and Territories 
in meeting financial emergencies in edu- 
cation and in reducing inequalities of ed- 
ucational opportunities, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
in my opinion the Senate could do no 
wiser thing than pass this bill, but it is 
one arousing great controversy, and 
therefore it should go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be passed over. 

COMPENSATION TO UNITED STATES 

EMPLOYEES SUFFERING INJURIES 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5839) to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to provide compensation 
for employees of the United States suf- 
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fering injuries while in the performance 
of their duties, and for other purposes,” 
as amended, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Education and 
Labor with an amendment, on page 2, 
line 2, after “section 10”, to insert “shall 
not apply.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be 
eens and the bill to be read a third 

e. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED 

OVER 


The bill (H. R. 7100) to amend the act 
entitled “An act authorizing vessels of 
Canadian registry to transport iron ore 
on the Great Lakes during 1942 ap- 
proved January 27, 1942 (Public Law 416, 
77th Cong.), to continue it in force dur- 
ing the existing war,” was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in this 
bill and the two following it on the cal- 
endar the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Rapcuirre] is interested; in fact, he re- 
ported them. The Senator from Mary- 
land is engaged in work on a committee 
and is unable to be on the floor at this 
time, and, at his request, I ask that these 
bills go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, Calendar Nos. 1601, 1602, and 
1603—House bill 7100, House bill 6818, 
and House Joint Resolution 246—will be 
passed over. 

ACCUMULATION OF LEAVE FOR CERTAIN 
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
2341, Order of Business 1580, a bill in- 
troduced by the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. Butow]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be stated by title. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S. 
2341) to amend the act approved March 
14, 1936, entitled “An act to provide for 
vacations for Government employees, and 
for other purposes.” 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
no objection to the bill being considered 
at the proper time, but has the Senate 
concluded the consideration of measures 
on the calendar? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The consideration of 
the calendar has been concluded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The call of 
the calendar has been concluded, three 
bills having been passed over at the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. McNARY. I was not aware of 
that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from 
New York? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I think 
the bill should be explained. We should 
know what the bill provides. 

Mr. MEAD. The bill was introduced 
by the chairman of the Committee on 
Civil Service of the Senate, the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Butow], at the 
request of the administration. 

Government employees are now al- 
lowed 26 days annual leave, and are per- 
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mitted to accumulate their leave over a 
period of years until they accumulate a 
maximum of 60 days. This bill would 
allow them to continue the accumulation 
by remaining at their posts until they 
accumulate a maximum of 90 days, but 
no more than 15 days to be added in any 
one year. The idea is to keep them at 
work during the emergency and to per- 
mit them to take time off in the future 
when they can better be spared. 

The explanation which has been 
furnished suggests that the Bureau of 
the Budget, the Civil Service Commis- 
Sion, and the various departments of the 
Government ask for the enactment, of the 
bill. It will cost the Government noth- 
ing, but will keep veteran employees on 
the job during the emergency,.and will 
permit them to take at some other period, 
when their services can be spared, not 
time and a half, but equal time off. The 
bill is to apply only for the duration of 
the emergency, and its enactment is 
sought because of the congestion in per- 
sonnel. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 

2341) to amend the act approved March 
14, 1936, entitled “An act to provide for 
vacations for Government employees and 
for other purposes” was considered, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 
_ Be tt enacted, etc., That the first sentenca 
in section 1 of the act of March 14, 1936 (49 
Stat. 1161), is hereby amended by adding the 
following proviso: “: Provided further, That 
dunng the national emergency declared by 
the President of the United States on Sep- 
tember 8, 1939, the leave unused by the em- 
ployees of the departments, independent es- 
tablishments, and agencies, not in other form 
commuted or compensated, shall be accumu- 
lated for succeeding years until it totals not 
exceeding 90 days: And provided further, That 
in excess of 60 days, not to exceed 15 days of 
leave may be accrued in any one calendar 
year.” 


PRESENTATION OF MEDAL OF HONOR TO 
J. EDGAR HOOVER 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to consider Senate bill 2643, to authorize 
the presentation of a medal of honor to 
J. Edgar Hoover. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, when 
this bill was called up 2 weeks ago I 
had occasion to ask that it go over so 
that I might give it some thought. Ihave 
no objection today. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2643) 
to authorize the presentation of a medal 
of honor to J. Edgar Hoover, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary with an amendment, on 
page 1, line 4, after “Investigation”, to 
strike out “who, by his untiring devotion 
to duty and with the assistance of the 
officers and employees of such Bureau, 
apprehended and took into custody” and 
to insert “in recognition of the untiring 
devotion to duty by J. Edgar Hoover and 
the officers and public servants acting 
under his direction, who collaborated in 
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the apprehension of”, so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is 
authorized to present, in the name of Con- 
gress, an appropriate medal of honor to J. 
Edgar Hoover, Director of the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, in recognition of the untir- 
ing devotion to duty by J. Edgar Hoover and 
the officers and public servants acting under 
his direction, who collaborated in the appre- 
hension of numerous enemy agents, sabo- 
teurs, and fifth columnists during the month 
of June 1942, thereby affording great protec- 
tion to his country and its citizens. and 
effecting a telling blow in the prosecution of 
the war. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


CHANGES IN CERTAIN SALARIES AND 
GRADES 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, there is one 
further bill, Senate bill 2150, reported 
from the Committee on Civil Service 
which T should like to have considered 
by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be stated by title for the information of 
the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S. 2150) 
to amend section 13 of the Classification 
Act of 1923, as amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I ask that 
the bill immediately following on the 
calendar, House bill 6217, which is iden- 
tical, be substituted for the Senate bill 
and be now considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? z 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I ask that these two bills go 
over for a few moments, so that I may 
examine into them, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bills will 
be passed over. 


PENSIONS TO DEPENDENTS OF VETERANS 


Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Calendar 
No. 709, House bill 1030. 

Mr. McNARY. What does the bill 
provide? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be stated by title for the information of 
the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
1030) to provide increases of pension 
payable to dependents of veterans of the 
Regular Establishment and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, by 
the act of August 4, 1939, the Congress 
fixed the pensions for veterans of the 
Regular Establishment at 75 percent of 
the World War rates, and the bill simpiy 
provides that the dependents of the vet- 
erans of the Regular Establishment shall 
also receive 75 percent of the World War 
rates. In other words, it simply does for 
the dependents of veterans of the Regu- 
lar Establishment what was done by Con- 
gress in 1939 for the veterans themselves. 
ne is substantially what the bill pro- 
vides, 
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Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I voiced 
objection to this bill several times in con- 
nection with similar pension bills on the 
calendar, and I submitted the various 
bills to the Veterans’ Administration. I 
have received a letter from General 
Hines in which he has approved the bill 
which is now before us for consideration. 
It is the only pension bill in the group to 
which he has given his approval. There- 
fore, Mr, President, I shall withdraw my 
objection to the pending bill, and ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the body 
of the RECORD as a part of my remarks 
the portion of the letter from General 
Hines which has to do with the bill under 
discussion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? E 

There being no objection, the excerpt 
from the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Calendar No. 709, H. R. 1030, Seventy- 
seyenth Congress, “An act to provide in- 
creases of pension payable to dependents of 
veterans of the Regular Establishment, and 
for other purposes.” 

H.R. 1030, as originally introduced in the 
House of Representatives, would have 
granted to dependents of deceased peace- 
time veterans, death service-connected, rates 
equal to the highest rates available for serv- 
ice-connected deaths to dependents of de- 
ceased veterans of the World War and the 
Spanish-American War, including the Boxer 
Rebellion and Philippine Insurrection. The 
Veterans’ Administration in its report to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, June 12, 
1941, stated that it was unable to recommend 
H. R. 1030, as introduced, to the favorable 
consideration of the committee. However, 
the Veterans’ Administration did recommend 
adjustment of the rates to such dependents 
on a 75-percent ratio with the wartime serv- 
ice-connected death rates so as to maintain 
equality with the veterans’ rates which are 
75 percent of the wartime rates. 

The committee was informed that advice 
had been received from the Bureau of the 
Budget that enactment of H. R. 1030, as in- 
troduced, would not be in accord with the 
program of the President, further, that in 
respect to the recommendation of the Vet- 
erans’ Administration, that the pension rates 
payable to dependents of peacetime veterans 
who die from a service-incurred disability be 
increased to 75 percent of the compensation 
payable to dependents of World War veterans 
who die from a service-incurred disability, no 
commitment was made by the Bureau of the 
Budget as to the relationship of the increase 
to the program of the President. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions re- 
ported H. R. 1080 with amendments, House 
Report No. 964, July 16, 1941. The amend- 
Ments approved by the committee placed 
into effect the recommendations of the Vet- 
erans’ Administration concerning the 75- 
percent ratio. 

After passage of the amended bill by the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Pensions of the Senate reported the bill fa- 
vorably with an amendment which added sec- 
tion 4 to the bill to establish uniformity with 
reference to the effective dates of awards of 
death pension. 

The bill as amended by the Senate com- 
mittee, in addition to providing a conserva- 
tive increase in the service-connected death 
pension rates for peacetime cases, keeping 
within the established 75 percent relation- 
ship of the wartime rates, incorporates two 
provisions which the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion believes are necessary in order to estab- 
lish uniformity in the administration of laws 
pertaining to service-connected death ben- 
efits. The first is amendment of the general 
pension law to provide as to claims pending 
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upon the date of enactment of the act or 
thereafter filed under that law based upon 
death from cause originating in service since 
March 4, 1861, the award of death benefits 
will be effective as of the day following the 
date of death of the veteran if claim is filed 
within 1 year after the death of such vet- 
eran. This rule is at present applicable to 
the Spanish-American War, including the 
Boxer Rebellion and Philippine Insurrection 
and the World War. Under the present pro- 
visions of the general pension law it is neces- 
sary to make retroactive awards involving 
large amounts as the pension is payable from 
the date of death regardless of the date of 
claim. The effect of this provision there- 
fore would be to produce a saving and at the 
same time establish uniformity. 

Section 4, which was added by the Pension 
Committee of the Senate, would apply the 
World War and Spanish-American War rule 
as to the effective dates of death pension 
awards, service-connected death, to awards 
of death pension granted under part II, Vet- 
erans Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended, that 
is, effective as of the day following the date of 
death of the veteran, if claim is filed within 
1 year following the date of death of the vet- 
eran. This includes the peacetime death 
cases as well as those falling under the provi- 
sions of paragraph 1 (c) of part II of Vet- 
erans Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended, as 
amended by Public, No. 359, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, approved December 19, 1941, which 
includes, among others, the present war cases. 

Casualty lists now being received frequently 
report many as wounded or missing in action 
and a considerable period of time frequently 
elapses before the War or Navy Department 
can report that a service man has actually 
died as a result of injury or disease received 
in line of duty, with the comsequence that 
claims for death pension are not received for 
a long time after death and are then received 
from persons greatly in need. Under existing 
law, it is necessary to pay the benefits in such 
cases from date of application, whereas under 
the bill it will be possible to make the award 
in those cases effective from date of death if 
the claim is filed within 1 year after the death 
of the veteran. This is an example of one of 
the effects of making the rule uniform in 
death pension cases. 

As stated in House Report No. 964, July 
16, 1941, the estimate of cost furnished by 
the Veterans’ Administration on H. R. 1030, as 
amended, was that the bill as amended would 
provide increased pensions for the dependents 
of approximately 10,455 veterans at an addi- 
tional first year cost of approximately $l,- 
419,600. It was not possible to estimate the 
effects of the limitation concerning yearly 
renewable term or automatic imsurance or 
national service life insurance. This esti- 
mate of cost was made prior to the enactment 
of Public, No. 359, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
December 19, 1941. Due to the fact that 
in a@ number of the peacetime cases the 
full wartime rates will be payable where the 
injury or disease was received in line of duty 
as a direct result of armed conflict or while 
engaged in extra hazardous service including 
such service under conditions simulating 
war, the estimated cost of H. R. 1030 will be 
reduced by the number of peacetime cases 
wherein the war rates will be applicable under 
the foregoing conditions as provided in the 
said act of December 19, 1941. As to the 
present war, of course, under the same act 
wartime rates are already applicable so that 
at least during the continuation of the pres- 
ent war, service-connected death cases would 
not come under the provision of H. R. 1030 
but would be paid the wartime rates under 
the act of December 19, 1941. 

In view of the original considerations per- 
taining to H. R. 1030, and the subsequent 
legislation heretofore referred to, the Veter- 
ans’ Administration very strongly recom- 
mends enactment of H. R. 1030 in its present 
form which includes the amendment by the 
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Senate Pension Committee adding section 4 to 
the bill. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
1030) to provide increases of pension 
payable to dependents of veterans of the 
Regular Establishment, and for other 
purposes, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, on page 4, after line 3, to 
insert a new section, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That notwithstanding any provision 
of law or veterans regulation, awards of death 
pension granted under part II of Veterans 
Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended, shall be 
effective as of the day following the date of 
death of the veteran, if claim is filed within 
1 year following the date of death. 


Mr. SCHWARTZ. The committee has 
an amendment it desires made in the 
amendment reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment to the amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 4, 
line 7, in the amendment of the commit- 
tee, after the word “amended”, it is pro- 
posed to add “or under Public Law No. 
359, Seventy-seventh Congress, approved 
December 19, 1941.” 

Mr. BYRD. Is this a committee 
amendment? 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Yes; to be inserted 
in the proposed committee amendment 
on page 4, 

The amendment in section 4 is intend- 
ed to make the law uniform with other 
pension laws so that if a claim is filed 
within 1 year following the date of the 
veteran’s death the compensation will 
begin at the Jate on which the veteran 
died, but if it is not filed within a year the 
compensation will then begin with the 
date on which the application is filed. 

Mr. BYRD. Has the amendment the 
approval of General Hines? 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. ‘It has, and the rea- 
son for the insertion of this amendment 
in the amendment is that the provision 
which I have just mentioned, providing 
that the claim shall be filed within 1 year 
if it is to be effective from the date of the 
veteran’s death, is that that provision 
was not included in Public Law No. 359. 
We have therefore inserted this language 
to save the situation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, I 
have one more amendment, on page 2, 
line 12, after the figure “$62”, to strike 
out down to and including line 21. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 2, 
line 12, after the figures “$62” and the 
period, strike out, “The amount of pen- 
sion herein authorized shall be paid in 
the event the monthly payment of pen- 
sion under Veterans Regulation No. 1 (g), 
and the monthly payment of yearly re- 
newable term or automatic insurance or 
national service life insurance does not 
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aggregate or exceed the amount of pen- 
sion herein authorized: Provided, That 
persons entitled to pension or compensa- 
tion on account of the death, disability, 
or service of more than one person, if 
otherwise entitled, shall be paid the in- 
creased rates provided by this section.” 

Mr. BYRD. What will be the effect 
of the amendment? 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. The effect will be 
to bring the proposed act into conform- 
ity with section 10 of the act of July 12, 
1942, Public, No. 667, which provides that 
the insurance premiums paid shall not 
reduce the compensation otherwise pay- 
able to the dependents. 

Mr. BYRD. Has the amendment been 
submitted to General Hines? 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. It has been, 

Mr. BYRD. Does the amendment 
make any material change in the cost 
which will be involved? 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. No; it does not 
make any material change in the total 
cost. There are relatively few cases of 
this class. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, we 
have enough time today to understand 
the bill. I should like to understand it. 
Let me ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill whether it .has any application to 
pensions for any persons other than the 
dependents of veterans in the Regular 
Establishment? 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. It applies only to 
veterans in the Regular Establishment. 
Under the act of July 11, 1942, Public, 
667—I think the bill was reported 
by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Grorce]—there is a provision in section 
10 that the premiums on certain forms 
of insurance should not be deducted from 
the payments due dependents of veter- 
ans. This amendment applies only to 
dependents of veterans of the Regular 
Establishment, and to Civil War veterans’ 
beneficiaries. 

Mr. GEORGE. But it is not intended 
to apply to the World War veterans? 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. No; it does not 
have any relation to the World War vet- 
erans. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is on the engrossment of the amend- 
ments and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrosaog and the bill to be read a third 
ime. 

The bill H. R. 1030 was read the third 
time and passed. 


CHIN HOY 


Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to recur to House bill 
2545, Calendar No. 1214, a bill for the re- 
lief of Chin Hoy. The bill was intro- 
duced in the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Buck, of California, and he asked 
me to do what I could to see that it re- 
ceived attention in the Senate. It was 
reported from the Committee on Claims 
by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Spencer]. He is not present today. I 
received his consent that I should call it 
up, and he told me I could assure the 
Senate on his behalf that it was a proper 
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and undisputed bill, and had received the 
unanimous endorsement of the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Claims. I 
know nothing about the bill personally, 
and I am merely transmitting the state- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas, who 
could not be present at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill (H. 
R. 2545) for the relief of Chin Hoy, was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT OF BANKHEAD-JONES FARM 

TENANT ACT 


Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for immediate con- 
sideration of House bill 3956, which was 
earlier today reported from the Senate 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
It is a simple, short bill and very easily 
understandable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of 
the bill will be read for the information 
of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
3956) to amend the Bankhead-Jones 
Farm Tenant Act to permit exchange of 
land with private owners. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator explain in a word what the 
bill is? 

Mr. GURNEY. Yes. The bill, if en- 
acted, will result in saving money, in that 
it will allow submarginal land now owned 
by various departments of the Govern- 
ment to be exchanged for privately owned 
land in places where the Army wants to 
establish cantonments and use sites for 
different purposes. It will make it easy 
for the Army to obtain quick title to the 
land. It will assist the Army program 
and result, as I have said, in the saving 
of money. There is a proviso in the bill 
that the property received in exchange 
shall be substantially equal in value to 
that of the property conveyed. I see no 
danger whatever in the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The property is now 
owned by the Government through the 
Farm Security Administration; is that 
correct? 

Mr. GURNEY. Yes; and the bill is an 
amendment to the Bankhead-Jones 
Farm Tenant Act. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the new prop- 
erty which is to be taken still be in the 
name of the Farm Security Adminis- 
tration? 

Mr. GURNEY. The bill will allow the 
Army to take privately owned land which 
it wants and give in exchange for it sub- 
marginal land, so that it may move those 
who live on the land taken into areas 
adjacent to where their homes were. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The arrangement as 
to the exchange of this land would be 
favorable to both departments? 

Mr. GURNEY. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill 
(H. R. 3956) to amend the Bankhead- 
Jones Farm Tenant Act to permit ex- 
change of land with private owners was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
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CHANGES IN CERTAIN SALARIES AND 
GRADES 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, the objec- 
tion raised a few moments ago by the 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS] 
has been withdrawn, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to recur to Senate bill 
2150, Calendar 1581, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that House bill 6217, an 
identical bill, be substituted for the Sen- 
ate bill and be now considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from 
New York? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I have no objection to the 
House bill being substituted for the Sen- 
ate bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without 
objection, House bill 6217 will be substi- 
tuted for Senate bill 2150 and will be now 
considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
6217) to amend section 13 of the Classi- 
fication Act of 1923, as amended. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I submit an amendment to 
the bill, which I ask to have stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 8, 
line 10, after the word “Act”, it is pro- 
posed to insert the following: 

Provided, That the position of Recorder of 
Deeds for the District of Columbia, shall 
hereafter be classified in grade 15, of the 
Clerical, Administrative, and Fiscal Service 
under the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr, President, 
will the Senator from New York explain 
what the bill would accomplish? 

Mr. MEAD. The proposed legislation 
was submitted to the House and the Sen- 
ate Civil Service Committees by the Di- 
rector of the Bureau of the Budget and 
the Civil Service Commission, because of 
their inability to recruit employees in the 
lowest paid categories of the civil service. 
It includes charwomen, laborers, uni- 
formed guards, whose entrance salary is 
$1,200, and mechanics who are employed 
at $1,680 a year, whereas mechanics gen- 
erally receive from $1 to $1.50 an hour, 

In these several categories resigna- 
tions have almost equaled, in some in- 
stances, the total personnel employed in 
any one year. The result has been to jam 
the civil service, congest the classifica- 
tion division, and make it impossible for 
them to furnish the agencies of the Gov- 
ernment with the proper employees. All 
the bill proposes to do is to raise the 
wages of the charwomen and to raise the 
wages of full-time adult workers now 
receiving from. $1,040 to $1,120 to a mini- 
mum of $1,200. The bill proposes to 
raise the entrance salary of the uni- 
formed policemen in the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing and other vital 
bureaus from $1,200 to $1,500, and raise 
the salaries of mechanics from $1,680 
to $1,860 for the reason that at the lower 
rate they would be much underpaid in 
comparison with similar mechanics em- 
ployed in the Navy Department and in 
other departments. 

The bill has the approval of the Bu- 
reau of the Budget, and is upheld by the 
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Civil Service Commission, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the Secretary of the 
Navy, and the Chief of the Secret Serv- 
ice. Representatives of all these agen- 
cies came before our committee and said 
it was one of the most urgent matters 
before them at this time. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I thank the 
Governor [laughter] I mean the Sen- 
ator from New York for his explanation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Okla- 
homa IMr. THOMAS]. 

"Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I 
should like to have an explanation of 
the amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, the amendment relates to the 
salary of the Recorder of Deeds of the 
District of Columbia. ‘The salary of this 
official is not fixed by law. It is fixed by 
classification. He is appointed by the 
President, and his appointment is con- 
firmed by the Senate. At the present 
time his salary under the classification 
is $6,400 or $6,500. The bill would raise 
his classification and give him a salary 
of $8,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I hope 
the amendment will not be adopted. It 
is an easy thing to increase Federal sal- 
aries; but I doubt very much whether 
this is the time to do it. A sweeping in- 
crease Of salaries is proposed, without 
notice. The plea is that it is difficult to 
recruit employees in the Federal service. 

Mr. President, it is very difiicult to re- 
cruit labor on the farms because of high 
Federal salaries and high salaries paid on 
every Government project under way in 
this country. In fact, labor on the farm 
is being rapidly depleted. Because of 
the scarcity of labor it is highly ques- 
tionable whether more than 75 percent 
of certain crops raised in Georgia this 
year can be gathered and marketed. The 
high wages and salaries which are being 
paid by the Government, directly and 
through Government contracts, operate 
directly to reduce labor on the farm, and 
in all other nonwar industries. It seems 
to me that this is not the time to think 
of further increases in the salaries of 
Federal employees. 

The amendment would increase the 
salary of the Recorder of Deeds from 
$6,400 or $6,500 to $8,000. It may be true 
that the Recorder of Deeds is entitled 
to more compensation; but the increase 
is proposed by an amendment offered on 
the floor of the Senate, without study 
or consideration by the Civil Service 
Committee, so far as appears. 

Mr. President, unless we have some 
regard for those who are not receiving 
special consideration, we shall make it 
increasingly difficult for anyone in this 
country to retain labor in other legiti- 
mate, essential enterprises. It is im- 
perative that we produce food enough to 
supply the people of the United States, 
our soldiers, and those with whom we 
are allied. Every time wages are in- 
creased without any regard for those 
who are not receiving special considera- 
tion we make it difficult for the farm to 
operate as a producing unit. 

I hope the administration will read 
this statement. We are approaching 
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the time when the farm will become a 
mere subsistence enterprise if the war 
goes on and exceedingly high rates of pay 
in the Government service—and espe- 
cially in all war industry—are continued. 
So far as anti-inflation measures are 
concerned, we are doing nothing whatso- 
ever with that problem. We are simply 
adding fuel to the fire. We are making 
it impossible for price control to operate 
as an effective check on the rapidly ris- 
ing cost of living. 

Mr. President, already the price ceil- 
ings fixed upon certain essential food- 
stuffs are resulting in a scarcity of those 
products in the large consuming markets. 
The policy has no common sense in it. 
To fix a hard and fast ceiling upon the 
prices of pork, veal, and mution can 
result in nothing but a shortage of food 
products in the areas where food prod- 
ucts are consumed in large quantities. 
That is bound to result in much pressure 
against the price ceilings, in “black” 
markets, bootlegging, and final defeat of 
the price-ceiling program. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am glad to yield. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY,. I am very happy 
that the Senator from Georgia has made 
this forthright statement. It seems to 
me that the time has long since passed 
for the Government to meet the inflation 
problem head-on. I confess that I was 
extremely disappointed to read in the 
newspapers this morning that advice was 
given to the President at a White House 
conference yesterday that he could avoid 
meeting this issue. We must come to 
grips with it, Mr. President. 

Last January, when the price-control 
bill was under consideration in this body, 
several of us explicitly declared our be- 
lief that the country ought to be through 
with half measures. We are pursuing 
half measures. The Price Control Act 
avoided dealing with wages. It was the 
deliberate policy of those who wrote the 
act that wages should not be touched. 
We wrote into the act certain standards 
with respect to agricultural products, and 
word went out to the country that those 
who were speaking for the farmer were 
trying to boost prices against the com- 
mon interest. All in the world they were 
trying to do was to prevent the depres- 
sion of farm prices and to prevent the 
crisis which is now upon us. 

The Senator from Georgia has very 
properly pointed out that the half meas- 
ure of dealing merely with some of the 
factors is only bringing about disaster. 
For my part, I feel that there is only one 
thing to do, and that is to amend the 
Price Control Act. ‘The people of the 
country are ready for unity. They are 
ahead of the administration. They want 
to put an end to all the tomfoolery of 
dealing with the terrific problem of infla- 
tion by little movements here and little 
movements there. The Department of 
Justice is now being asked to determine 
whether or not the Second War Powers 
Act gives the President the authority to 
do something which the Price Control Act 
deliberately avoided doing, 

Mr. GEORGE. I thank the Senator 


from Wyoming. 
Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 
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- Mr. GEORGE. I am glad to yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know what 
newspapers the Senator from Wyoming 
is quoting when he speaks of the story in 
the press this morning and says that the 
President was advised yesterday in a con- 
ference that he had the power, without 
further legislation, to do everything that 
ought to be done. 

I happened to be one of those in the 
conference. The President was not given 
any such advice. I cannot repeat what 
was said in a private conference with the 
President—— 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I think the Sena- 
tor misunderstands. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I thought the Senator 
said he was disappointed upon reading 
stories in the press this morning to the 
effect that the President was advised 
yesterday that he could do certain things 
without legislation. If I misunderstood 
the Senator, of course I apologize. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Ali I intended to 
say was that the President has now sent 
word to the Department of Justice and 
several other agencies to see whether or 
not the laws on the statute bocks give 
him authority to do by Executive action 
what we failed to do by legislation when 
this problem was before us in January. 
A great many Members of the Senate and 
of the other House were saying at that 
time that the only way to meet an all-out 
problem was by an all-out remedy. We 
said, “Let us stabilize all prices and not 
some of them. When we deal merely 
with some of them we are bound to 
create injustice.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. I realize that. I 
merely wished to correct the impression 
which I thought the Senator from Wyo- 
ming left. There was a conference at 
which I was present. It was the usual 
legislative conference. The Vice Presi- 
dent was present, as were the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives and the 
majority leader of the House. The ques- 
tion of inflation was discussed. There 
was some doubt, and there is some doubt, 
in the minds of some as to how much 
power the President has, and that mat- 
ter is being looked into; but that does 
not mean that the President is not going 
to meet this problem or that Congress 
ought not to meet it head-on. 

I am one of those who believe that we 
ought to have legislation. I do not be- 
lieve that the President has the power 
to override any formula which we have 
written into any law with regard to 
prices or the general war power legis- 
lation which we have heretofore enacted. 
One such measure merely reenacted the 
war powers conferred upon President 
Wilson in World War No. 1. I do not 
believe that the President contemplates 
violating any Jaw in the slightest de- 
gree or trying to avoid it by some cir- 
cuitous route which would avoid legisla- 
tion, 

Mr. OMAHONEY. I do not wish to 
intimate that the President seeks to vio- 
late the law. I did not so state. All I 
say is that he was advised by those who 
assembled at the conference—if the 
newspapers are correct—that he had bet- 
ter not send a message to Congress now 
asking for legislation. 

Mr. BARKLEY. “If the newspapers 
are correct” is one of the biggest “ifs” 
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that may be imagined. Ihave read none 
except the Washington newspapers this 
morning. I did not see anything grossly 
incorrect in their account of the confer- 
ence, but I have not read other news- 
papers. I do not know what other 
newspapers may have stated; but I can 
say to the Senator-that no dogmatic ad- 
vice was given to the President, nor was 
any dogmatic attitude taken by anyone 
at the conference at which I was present 
as to the present powers of the President 
of the United States or the lack of any 
need for legislation to deal with the 
subject. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, if 
the Senator from Georgia will indulge 
me for a moment further, I should like 
to read a paragraph from the report 
which appeared in the Washington Post 
regarding the White House conference: 


Leeders advised him— 


Meaning the President— 
of the inevitable delays in trying to speed 
any controversial legislation through both 
Houses on short notice, snd the President is 
understood to have agreed to examine his 
own powers to act, without legislation. 


Iam saying precisely what the Senator 
from Kentucky has said, that in the face 
of a price-control act formally passed by 
both Houses of Congress and signed by 
the President, it is impossible to search 
in other byways and avenues for powers 
which were not intended to be used in 
dealing with this problem. I think it a 
great pity that we do not meet this mat- 
ter; that we do not come to grips with it 
immediately. 

I have every sympathy in the world for 
the terrific burden which the President 
is carrying, and insofar as I can do so I 
want to help him carry that burden. I 
sympathize with the Senator from 
Georgia, the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, who now is about to struggle 
with a tax bill. Where under heaven are 
we to obtain the income out of which 
taxes are to be paid if we follow a policy 
of inflation control which destroys the 
capacity of great segments of our popu- 
lation to produce? It is only out of pro- 
duction that revenue is gained by the 
people of the country, and only out of 
revenue gained from production that 
they can pay taxes. Here we are falter- 
ing along with a policy which frankly 
recognizes its own defects when it falls 
back upon subsidy as the method of pre- 
venting destruction of tens of thousands 
of little businesses and the destruction of 
the agricultural industry. 

Mr. President, this civilization of ours 
and this Government of ours are based 
upon agriculture and upon production by 
farmers; but when the Government of 
this country passes into the hands of the 
spokesmen of urban populations only, 
without regard to what is happening on 
the farms on the basis of production, 
chacs is bound to result. Such a result 
was predicted in this Chamber as long 
ago as last January. At that time it 
was predicted that the Price Control Act 
would not work as it was drafted; and 
here we have the confession that it does 
not work: A White House conference 
has been held to determine what can now 
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be done by Executive action to repair the 
failure by legislative action to meet the 
problem frankly and courageously, as it 
should be met. 

Oh, Mr. President, if you think the 
labor unions of this country, the indus- 
trial workers, do not love their country 
and are not ready to make the sacrifices 
which are necessary to defend it, you 
are mistaken. Do you think that the 
farmers of this country are not ready to 
make whatever sacrifice is necessary? 
If you think so, you are mistaken. Do 
you think that the agricultural popula- 
tion desires to profit at the expense of 
the other groups of the population? 
You are utterly mistaken if you think so. 
It was last November that the members 
of the National Grange held their na- 
tional meeting in the city of Worcester, 
Mass., and there, foreseeing the situation 
which now faces the country, adopted a 
resolution with respect to the inflation 
problem, and said then that the only way 
to deal with inflation is to-deal with all 
prices. They meant farm prices as well 
as industrial prices. 

However, we chose not to do that; be- 
cause for reasons that may have been 
sound—I do not know—we felt that it 
was impossible to deal with wages; and 
when Mr. Henderson appeared before the 
Banking and Currency Committee in the 
House and was asked about wage control 
and whether it should be included, he 
said, “No; it should not.” He was under 
orders. I dare say that that is not the 
belief of Leon Henderson. I dare say 
that the officials in the Office of Price 
Administration do not believe that the 
fight against inflation can be successfully 
carried on by the half measures which 
we are now pursuing. 

It is a sad thing, Mr. President, to feel 
compelled to make these declarations; 
but a consideration of what is happening 
to cur country permits no other course. 

As the Senator from Georgia has said 
so well, it is of most supreme importance 
that the capacity of agriculture to pro- 
duce be maintained. Here in the United 
States there are now 25,000,000 more 
people to feed than there were in the last 
World War. We must care for them and 
must also build a granary for the starv- 
ing peoples of Europe; but we propose to 
do so by means of a subsidy out of an 
empty Treasury. Mr. President, such a 
plan is absurd. That is why on this floor 
only a few weeks ago I urged that there 
be recommitted to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry the bill which 
called for 100-percent loans on the basic 
farm cemmodities; because I felt that 
the time had come when the Congress 
should take hold of this problem and 
should study every single phase of it so 
that we might bring in an all-out pro- 
gram which would be received with en- 
thusiasm by the people of the country. 

All that is necessary, Mr. President, is 
for an appeal to go to all classes of Amer- 
icans to stand together to defend their 


‘country by freezing all prices, all costs, 


all profits, all rents, all wages. When we 
do that, and only when we do that, will 
it be possible for us to consider ourselves 
an arsenal of democracy, the savior of 
the freedom of mankind in the world. 


6527 


We are puttering around in vain endeav- 
ors to forget the crisis in which we find 
ourselves. 

Mr. GEORGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, will the 
distinguished Senator yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; 
yield. 

Mr. MEAD. I was wondering if we 
could not reach some kind of an agree- 
ment, provided the amendment offered by 
the distinguished senior Senator from 
Oklahoma be disposed of, because I 
really believe that if I had an opportu- 
nity to explain what our committee heard 
behind closed doors when it listened to 
the representatives of the Navy Depart- 
ment, the head of the Secret Service, the 
representatives of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and others regarding the serious 
crisis which confronts them in the re- 
cruitment of vital employees, I could ex- 
plain that, although talk about inflation 
is timely and illuminating, it is unfor- 
tunate that when the appeal of the char- 
women, when the appeal of the laborer 
in the $720 class,‘and when the appeal 
of the uniformed policemen guarding the 
most vital and the most essential areas 
of our country come before the Senate, 
rather than when matters that carry 
vastly larger appropriations come before 
us, we determine a policy which deprives 
those persons of the justice that every- 
one who listened to the testimony in the 
House committee and in the Senate com- 
mittee fully believes should be afforded 
them, 

Mr. GEORGE. How many salaries 
would the proposal affect? I think the 
Senate is entitled to have some facts pre- 
sented to it before it passes on the bill. 

Mr. MEAD. Certainly. The salaries 
mentioned in the report can be stated. 

Mr. GEORGE. What would be the 
total cost? 

Mr. MEAD. The establishment of a 
$1,200 minimum for all full-time adult 
workers who are receiving less than 
$1,100—and there are 47,196 such work- 
ers—would amount to an estimated 
gross cost of $3,418,000. 

The increase in hourly rates for part- 
time charwomen—and 4,886 such em- 
ployees would be affected—would amount 
to an estimated gross cost of $345,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. What are they receiv- 
ing now? 

Mr. MEAD. Fifty to fifty-five cents 
an hour. Our bill would give them an 
increase of 5 cents an hour. 

Mr. GEORGE. How would it affect 
the other classes of employees? 

Mr. MEAD. The uniformed guards 
now receiving $1,200 a year—there are 
13,500 such employees—would receive 
$1,500 a year. 

The establishment of a $1,860 mini- 
mum for journeymen mechanics, instead 
of the $1,680 grade now existing, would 
affect 20,483 employees. These em- 
ployees, who must have passed the same 
rigid tests which the mechanics in the 
navy yards and in the arsenals pass, will 
receive under this bill about 75 cents: 
an hour, while mechanics who undergo 
similar examination but work in other 
locations receive from $1.25 to $1.50 an 
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hour. The Civil Service Commission 
cannot very well hold an examination 
for a position in this particular agency, 
where the salary is only $1,680, when the 
employee knows that he can work in 
another agency and get more than 
$2,000 a year. 

Mr. GEORGE. The farmer cannot 
hold his labor either. He is having much 
difficulty, let me say to the Senator, and 
what we are doing is to meet this situa- 
tion not by an over-all comprehensive 
consideration of it, but by undertaking 
to jack up the wages of everybody as 
soon as they begin to feel the pinch. 

Mr. MEAD. No; I will say to the 
Senator that the House committee re- 
duced the rates in the lower brackets 
below the recommendations which were 
submitted to them by the Budget Bu- 
reau and the Civil Service Commission. 
Our committee did likewise; so that we 
put the greatest emphasis on the adult 
workers who are receiving less than 
$1,200, on the charwomen who are re- 
ceiving 50 cents an hour, and on the 
guards and uniformed policemen who 
are receiving $1,200" or mechanics who 
are receiving $1,680. They took the full 
impact of the bill; and the salaries of 
sergeants and foremen necessarily had 
to be raised a little so that the employee 
would not be getting more than his 
superior. That was done, but the rate 
was reduced measurably below the rec- 
ommendations of the Classification Serv- 
ice. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the total cost 
of the bill? 

Mr. MEAD. Approximately $15,000,- 
000, as the bill now stands. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, Mr. President, I 
wish to concluce what I have to say. I 
do not say these salaries should not be 
increased to meet the present high cost 
of living and the constant threat of a 
further increase in the cost of living. 
There may be other salaries which must 
be increased. That is not the point of 
my appearance here. I do not think 
that there should be added to. this bill 
without due consideration, an increase 
from $6,500 to $8,000 for an official in 
Washington with a corresponding in- 
crease possibly for all the employees of 
his office. : 

However, the point I am trying to 
make, Mr. President, is that if this is 
the only way we have of meeting this 
situation, then we will have to raise 
Wages again, we will have to raise the 
wages of others, and we will have to pay 
subsidies in order to get meat, pork, veal, 
and mutton into New York and Boston 
and other markets. If this is the only 
plan we have to offer to meet this prob- 
lem, Mr. President, it will not solve it. 

Iam very glad the Senator from Wyo- 
ming made the statement he has made. 
My recollection was, and I am very clear 
about it, that all the farm organizations 
of this country that came here during 
the consideration of the price-control bill 
said, “We have no objection to the fixing 
of a ceiling upon our prices if all cost 
factors are also controlled, if there is 
a stabilization of wages”; but it must 
always be remembered that the farmer, 
not unlike many other producers, it is. 
true, finds his wages only in the things 
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he makes on his farm. They said, “If 
there is a ceiling placed all the way 
around, with some effective controls in- 
serted in the bill, we have no objection 
to a proper ceiling upon the prices of 
agricultural products.” In that respect 
the farmers have been dealt with most 
unfairly by large sections of the press 
and by a great many people who exalt 
themselves pretty highly in this country. 
They had no desire to boost their prices 
because of war conditions, for their first 
proposition was, “If you will stabilize 
all other prices you may stabilize the 
prices of our products.” They were very 
wise, Mr. President, because, as a farmer, 
I know that I cannot get labor on my 
farm now in competition with the con- 
stantly rising wage rate in this country 
and every time the Government raises 
wages the general wage rate will be 
boosted by just that much. 

I hesitate to say it because many of 
those who are working for the Govern- 
ment are perhaps not being adequately 
compensated under any fair standard 
of living, but every time we raise the 
rate of wages of Government employees 
or public officials we are simply adding 
momentum to the constantly increasing 
force which is pushing the general wage 
rate up and pushing the general price 
levei up, despite what we undertake to 
do through mere partial control of prices. 

Mr. President, I will go all the way with 
this administration in placing a price 
ceiling upon farm products, if all cost fac- 
tors are reasonably controlled; but it is 
not fair, it is not equitable, and it is not 
right to single out the farmer and say to 
him, “The price must be sealed on your 
product because you are so important in 
the price-structure picture,” without say- 
ing anything about ceiling prices on 
other commodities that will ultimately 
crucify the farmer, and he knows it. 

The Department of Agriculture called 
on the producers of peanuts to increase 
their production of peanuts for oil pur- 
poses. That was a very proper step, but 
what is the situation? ‘The situation is 
that in the Spanish peanut belt, the oil- 
producing type of peanuts, there has been 
a considerably increased production. On 
many farms it has been as much as 50 
percent, on other farms 100 percent, and 
on the average, perhaps, 30 or 35 percent, 
in the heart of the belt, and with adverse 
weather conditions it is no more possible 
to gather the peanuts, with the inade- 
quate supply of labor available for that 
purpose, than it is to retake the Dutch 
East Indies tomorrow and terminate the 
discussion as to how to solve the rubber 
problem. 

Mr. President, I hesitate to vote for any 
increase of Federal salaries. I should 
much rather vote to decrease my own 
salary at a time such as this. I should 
much rather say that we will deal with 
the threat of high-living costs in a realis- 
tic way, and we will see that the cost of 
living does not get out of hand, and to 
the extent that it is too high, we will try 
to bring about readjustments, because, 
Mr. President, in the long run that is the 
only real hope of this country. 

I have said before, and I repeat, that 
if in the midst of this war the American 
people are not willing or cannot be in- 
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duced to work for less rather than more, 
and if American business cannot be in- 
duced to demand less profit rather than 
more, no man can predict that we will 
win the war. It goes that far; it goes to 
the very bottom of the whole thing. 

I am very earnestly opposed to the 
amendment which my good friend, the 
Senator from Oklahoma, is offering to 
this bill; I hesitate to make any objec- 
tion to it, but I know that the American 
people do not wish us, at this time, to 
add to that general force that is striving 
to bring about a universal wage and 
salary increase. 

I realize that hardship cases do exist, 
and they will continue to exist until we 
realistically approach this problem, and 
put on all the brakes we can apply in 
order to prevent the rapid spiraling of 
the cost of living. 

Mr. President, what is proposed in the 
bill before us is not the way to meet the 
problem, and it is a poor answer for us 
to increase some wages here and some 
salaries there, and grant some subsidies 
here and some there, in order to make 
available a supply of foodstuffs and other 
things which people must have, and 
which industry must have with which to 
operate. This is a very poor way of 
dealing with the problem. Moreover, it 
adds to the difficulty entailed in seeking 
ag comprehensive solution of the prob- 

em. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator. yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. I should like to ask the 
Senator one question. If the Senate of 
the United States follows the proposed 
boosting of salaries of Federal employ- 
ees, and the people know that, and if, 
by standing silent here and doing noth- 
ing, we more or less approve boosts of 
wages here and there over the country, 
how are we to keep the farmer from 
coming in and demanding that the prices 
of what they sell shall also be increased 
in line with the increases made in con- 
nection with everything else? When we 
get into that spiral, we finally must, at 
some time or other, reach a dead end, 
which will mean the inflation which we 
all so justly fear. 

I compliment the Senator from Geor- 
gia upon what he has said. Insofar as 
the Senator from Illinois is concerned, 
I am ready to meet the situation now, 
and I think the Congress of the United 
States is the one agency which can meet 
it. If the President has the power to 
meet this condition at present, it seems 
to me what we did in the way of enact- 
ing legislation in regard to price control 
was useless, from a legal angle. I still 
think we have the power to meet the 
problem now before us, and I think Con- 
gress should do it. I do not think Con- 
gress should adjourn until we do meet 
the most serious problem before the 
American people today, insofar as pro- 
tecting the future economic and social 
welfare of the people of our country is 
concerned. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thank the Senator 
from Illinois. I had not intended to say 
anything, but I think I know how a public 
act here refiects itself throughout the 
country, and I think I do know how our 
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people in all the States will justly react 
to any salary increases to public officials 
at this time. I am quite sure that in 
some instances increases can be granted, 
and properly granted, if we are to con- 
tinue with our present program, but if we 
are to have a comprehensive program, 
one which will contro] all the factors 
which enter into the cost of living, then 
we can approach this hard question with 
some hope of final solution. 

Mr. President, I did not mean, in any- 
thing I have said or suggested, to place 
any blame on the President of the United 
States. I do not think it rests on him; 
I very frankly say I think it rests on the 
Congress. It is true that with some as- 
sistance from the Executive the Congress 
might be able to accomplish a better job; 
it certainly would be most difficult to ac- 
complish a good, all-out job over the 
opposition of the executive branch of the 
Government. But I think the responsi- 
bility rests on us here in the Senate and 
in the other House, and I think that we 
are remiss in not meeting the question 
squarely, in resorting time after time to 
some patch-work system of meeting the 
problem in part, or of relieving the pinch 
when it becomes too great to bear at one 
point or another by either granting sub- 
sidies to industry, any kind of industry, 
or by increasing wages beyond what they 
really should be. 

I never will be a spokesman against a 
just increase of wages or Salaries, when 
the justification exists, but if we are to 
find the reason for increase after in- 
crease in wages and Salaries in the rising 
cost of living, and if we are to meet the 
situation by merely increasing those 
wages and salaries without going to the 
cause and acknowledging and frankly 
facing the fact that we should have done 
something effectively to have controlled 
the rising cost of living, we are not really 
contributing to a satisfactory solution of 
the problem. That is the only answer 
Iam making, and I think it is the answer 
which the Senate alone can make. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. Presi- 
dent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Tuomas of Utah in the chair). Does. the 
Senator from Georgia yield to the Sena- 
tor from Michigan? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am glad to yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Let me suggest 
to the Senator that there is a still fur- 
ther expansion of the idea which he has 
submitted. He is the chairman of the 
great Senate Committee on Finance. We 
began our hearings this morning on a 
tax bill. The Secretary of the Treasury 
came to us and told us that we must 
courageously face the tax factor as one 
of the elements in controlling inflation. 
Yet not a single tax estimate was sub- 
mitted to us this morning by the Treas- 
ury Department which is not at the mercy 
of the War Labor Board, which is not 
at the mercy of the wage spiral which is 
still left uncontrolled. Therefore the 
situation is not only dangerous from the 
viewpoint to which the able Senator from 
Georgia has adverted, but it even ties 
back into the very basic revenue system 
of the country, and we cannot hope to 
control any of these inflationary factors 
until we are willing courageously to con- 
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trol them all. 
agrees. 

Mr. GEORGE. I fully agree with 
what the Senator from Michigan has 
said, and I nave already stated that I 
would be willing to go all-out—that I 
would be willing to place price ceilings 
on farm products. I am not a member 
of the distinguished farm bloc, but all 
I have is invested in farms which I oper- 
ate. I am willing to go all-out and put 
ceilings upon. farm products if all other 
elements of cost are controlled, and the 
farmer is maintained on a basis of equal- 
ity. I am not willing to see his prices 
driven down and down and see him 
squeezed until he cannot. breathe þe- 
tween a price ceiling and a constantly 
rising wage scale. That is what is 
happening. 

I am willing to go further; I am will- 
ing to go all-out in any tax program 
which will check or tend to check effec- 
tively the rapidly rising cost of living. 
I do not think we can win the war on the 
military front if we lose it on the home 
front by adhering to a price level, or a 
cost-of-living level, which will be de- 
structive to all of us, including the wage 
earner, the farmer, the salaried man, 
the professional man, the small mer- 
chant, and the manufacturer. I know 
that we have dealt with this big problem 
in the most dangerous way possible. It 
has not been hard, Mr. President, to hear 
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. from Government. We must have pro- 


duction. What about the cost? Let 
someone else answer that. 

Let me remind my distinguished friend 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Mean], 
who perhaps will soon be Governor of 
that great State, that he will not have 
any difficulty in finding people in every 
branch of the Government who will say, 
“Tf you do not do something for us, we 
cannot keep our labor; we cannot hold 
anyone on the Government pay rolls even 
if we want to.” That situation is due to 
our not having dealt with the problem 
in a realistic way, as we should have 
done. 

Mr. President, I do not think it is im- 
portant whether any of us return to the 
Senate, A great many people will say 
“Tf so and so is done, and you deal with 
this problem in a realistic way, you will 
be retired from public life.” I think that 
is of small consequence. I am sure it 
would be of no importance in any in- 
stance where a Member of the Congress 
gave such a suggestion a moment’s 
thought. 

I believe that the American people 
want us to face this problem. I believe 
they are eager to have us face it. They 
are confused, they are disturbed, they are 
deeply troubled, because they do not 
understand everything that is going on. 
They cannot learn from the statements 
of public men the actual and pertinent 
facts concerning sugar, concerning rub- 
ber, concerning gasoline, and concerning 
many other things. Therefore they are 
confused. 

There is one thing about which they 
are not confused. When every step 
which Government takes is designed to 
raise somebody’s salary, somebody's 
wages, and every contract which the 
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Government lets has the direct effect 
of greatly increasing the unit cost of 
everything which we must have to win 
the war, they know what it means. If 
they are in the West raising cattle, or 
in the Midwest raising hogs, or in the 
South growing cotton or peanuts, or 
other agricultural products, they know 
very well what the results of such a 
policy can be. 

Mr. President, if any one tries to do 
something designed to check the con- 
stantly rising trend of wages and of 
salaries, he is doomed and must fight 
back. That is not the kind of spirit that 
will win the war. It does not make for 
winning of the war. 

I repeat, if our people—and that 
means Philip Murray, William Green, the 
United States Steel, and every other 
great manufacturer—cannot be induced 
to agree to ask for lower wages and lower 
profits, the war will not be won by us. 

This war is not a push-over. It can- 
not be won by fine words, Mr. President, 
or fine phrases, and it cannot be won by 
any mere declaration which may be 
made concerning it. It is going to be 
won by hard fighting; it is going to be 
won by the men of the United States. 
Not that we deprecate for a moment the 
great. contribution made by the British, 
nor that now being made by the Rus- 
sians, and by the soldiers in China and 
elsewhere who find themselves alined 
against the Axis Powers. But it so 
happens in the providence of God that 
the winning of this war depends upon 
America. The burden of it rests upon 
us. We have got to keep up our produc- 
tion. We are the arsenal, and the only 
arsenal, in which those things essential 
to the winning of the war can be made 
quickly and in sufficient quantities. We 
must keep up that production. We 
must also keep up production on the 
farm. Short-sighted are those who do 
not know that the most direct approach 
to military defeat is through an ill-sup- 
plied army on the battle fronts. I ecan 
see so clearly that if we do not meet the 
whole problem our farms will be reduced 
largely to a subsistence basis. They will 
not have surpluses to maintain our 
armies and the armies of those who fight 
with us. The farms will not have great 
quantities of supplies because they can- 
not produce, gather, and conserve farm 
products without adequate labor. They 
cannot compete in a constantly rising 
market for the help they must employ, 
and they can depend only upon the Gov- 
ernment to control the factors which 
affect their business and everyone else’s 
business except the war industries. 

Mr. President, we come back to the 
problem that the rise in cost of living 
must. be checked and held in hand as 
firmly as possible. It cannot be done 
unless we are willing to deal with all the 
factors which substantially and materi- 
ally affect. costs. 

Mr. President, I have said all I wish 
to say. I regret that I am saying it in 
connection with a bill which affects per- 
sons who are perhaps working at low 
salaries; but at the same time I do not 
think it is opportune to raise Govern- 
ment salaries. I wish to be on record 
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from now on against increases in Gov- 
ernment pay. I would rather go the 
other way, if we had effectively met and 
faced the big problem of rapidiy rising 
living costs in this country. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I do 
not wish to delay a vote on this measure, 
but I wish to make a very brief statement, 
especially in view of the fact that the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. O’Mauoney} 
in quoting newspaper reports as to what 
happened yesterday, evidently has ob- 
tained an erroneous impression. As I 
said a while ago, it is not my purpose to 
reveal, and it would not be within the 
bounds of propriety for me to reveal, what 
takes place in a private conference with 
the President of the United States, I 
think it is generally known that in our 
conference yesterday the question of the 
cost of living was discussed. It is not a 
subject concerning which one can arrive 
at a dogmatic opinion in an hour and a 
half. It is a tremendously important 
subject, one which ought to engage the 
attention of every department of the 
Government, and of all the people. 

I may say that in that conference the 
whole question of the cost of living was 
discussed. I do not think it was par- 
ticularly depressing that in order to know 
what the President’s powers are now, and 
wherein his powers are deficient, the mat- 
ter was to be looked into. I do not see 
anything especially depressing about that. 
There is a school of thought in this coun- 
try which maintains that without legis- 
lation, a war in which we are engaged 
gives the President unlimited powers to 
deal not only with the Army and the. 
Navy, as Commander in Chief of the 
Army and the Navy, but gives him abso- 
lute powers to deal with economic prob- 
lems by the use of Executive orders. I- 
do not entertain that view. If that were 
the correct view it would never have been 
necessary in the first instance to have 
passed a war powers bill in the World War 
No. 1, and to have reenacted those powers 
in this war, or to pass any other legisla- 
tion giving the President power to deal 
with economic problems. If that were 
true, it would have been unnecessary to 
have passed the price-control measure, 
because, under that theory, the President 
could do anything he found necessarv to 
do in the winning of the war. I do not 
believe that automatically the Constitu- 
tion is self-operating in that regard with- 
out legislation enacted by the Congress; 
certainly it is not completely so. 

Mr. President, I shall not go into the 
question of what happened or did not 
happen in connection with the present 
Price Control Act. We know how hard 
it was to get one at all. It required 6 
months of negotiation, conference, ad- 
justment, and yielding here and asserting 
something yonder. It took 6 months to 
write that bill, and I think the debate 
here today indicates that it is not as 
Simple and as easy to write another one 
as might be supposed. We debated the 
question of including wages at the time 
the bill was before the Congress, both in 
committee and on the floor of the two 
Houses. We went into great detail re- 
garding the farm situation. The bill 
did not contain everything that anyone 
wanted to have put into such a bill; but 
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I do not think it is accurate to say that 
Mr. Henderson, in the long negotiations 
and testimony and conferences which 
took place preliminary to the enactment 
of that law, testified or acted under 
orders. I am a member of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. I par- 
ticipated from the very beginning in the 
conferences which finally resulted in the 
introduction of the bill long before it was 
ever made public, because it was neces- 
sary to confer about what could or could 
not be done and what ought or ought 
not to be in the bill. 

Mr. President, as I said a few days 
ago, while I have had my disagree- 
ments with Mr. Henderson, I have never 
found him wanting in frankness or in 
the courage of his convictions, and it is 
no more accurate to say that when he 
testified before the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency he was under orders, 
than it would be to say that Herbert 
Hoover was under orders when he testi- 
fied before the Banking and Currency 
Committee and with all the earnestness 
he could command urged against the in- 
clusion of wages in any price-control 
measure on the ground that such a pro- 
vision would be utterly impracticable to 
administer. Experience may have taught 
us something, but I think we got, at the 
time the bill was enacted, the best bill 
it was possible to obtain. 

It may be that the measure needs 


amendment or that additional legislation. 


is necessary. Although I am not gov- 
erned by any dogmatic view as to the 
law or as to the powers of the President, 
I am inclined to believe that there are 
certain things which need to be done, 
which ought to be done, but which can- 
not be done by the President simply be- 
cause he is Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy. Congress will have to 
deal with them. I would be pessimistic 
indeed if I thought for a moment that 
Congress did not have the courage and 
the patriotism to deal with this problem. 
But I am not especially depressed be- 
cause for a day or two, or for a few days, 
it is thought desirable to inquire into the 
present powers of the President in order 
to find out wherein he is deficient in 
power. 

Mr. MAHONEY, Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Tuomas of Utah in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Kentucky yield to the 
Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. OMAHONEY. The Senator has 
repeated the word “depressed.” I take it 
he did so because I used the word. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I always find that 
when I quote the Senator from Wyoming 
Iam not far from the beaten path. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I wish to tell the 
Senator why I-used that word. I have 
before me a copy of the Washington 
Daily News, the first of the afternoon 
newspapers which reached my hand, and 
it carries the story, by the United Press, 
of the conference about which the Sena- 
tor is speaking. This report is carried 
by the wires of the United Press to every 
community in the country. The story is 
being read this afternoon by hundreds 
of thousands, if not by millions, of people 
in America. This is what they read: 
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The United States faces the most disastrous 
economic upset in history unless the present 
price-control system is scrapped for an iron- 
clad prohibition against wage and price in- 
creases inimical to the public interest, 
President Roosevelt was reported today to 
have told congressional leaders. 


Mr. President, if that report is correct, 
I think the President told the congres- 
sional leaders exactly what the facts are. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know who 
gave to the United Press the report which 
the Senator has read. I do not know 
whether it is an editorial or a news item. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. It is a news report. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Lam sure the Senator 
realizes how difficult it is to come out of 
a White House conference, which is sup- 
posed to be executive—and I always treat 
it as such—— 

Mr. O‘MAHONEY. I think the Sena- 
tor is quite right. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I always treat it as 
such; and I know how ambidextrous one 
must be to come out of such a confer- 
ence and avoid cross-examination by the 
press, or avoid saying something, drop- 
ping a hint, suggestion, or grunt, which 
may be interpreted into an assertion of 
what happened on the inside. It is not 
easy to avoid that situation, because the 
newspapermen are smart; they are wise, 
and they know how to pick feathers out 
of the tail of almost any bird who comes 
in contact with them. [Laughter.] It 
is not always easy to avoid falling into 
a trap and giving away information or 
making quotations which are not in- 
tended or desired. I do not know who 
gave the United Press that story, but I 
can say that I did not. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I am quite sure 
the Senator did not. From long experi- 
ence with the Senator I know that he 
carefully observes all the injunctions of 
propriety. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Sometimes I may 
not talk enough; but I hope that after 
emerging from a conference at the White 
House I shall not be guilty of talking 
too much. 

Without undertaking to divulge what 
really happened, I can neither affirm 
nor deny the statement. However, so 
far as I am concerned, that statement 
was not made. I did not make it to any 
reporter. I may also say that when we 
come out of those conferences, by general 
agreement I am nominated as the man 
to do the talking. If somebody else gives 
out information or creates impressions 
elsewhere, I cannot help that. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. It seems to me to 
be of very little importance who gave 
the statement to the press. The im- 
portant thing is that the President is 
quoted as having uttered a warning. I 
say that if he uttered that warning he 
was right. 

I now wish to read the paragraph 
which purports to say what the congres- 
sional leaders said. Perhaps we can 
have an interpretation of this: 

Senate and House leaders warned the Pres- 
ident yesterday that the legislation he pro- 
posed would be bogged down in Congress 
until late fall. Many Members of both 
Houses are out of town. There has been 


barely a quorum of Senators present for the 
last month, 
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Mr. President, I quote that in explana- 
tion of the statement which I made a few 
moments ago that I was depressed. I 
am depressed, Mr. President, if it be true 
that the Senate and House leaders told 
the President that Members of Congress 
are not willing to face this issue. I be- 
lieve they are willing. I believe that all 
that is necessary to be done is to have 
the leaders of the Senate and the House 
send out word to Senators and Repre- 
sentatives who, after consultation with 
the leaders, have gone home because they 
were told that no matters of importance 
were to be considered. Let us send out 
word that there is a matter of tremen- 
dous importance to be settled. Members 
of Congress will come back, exactly as 
the farmers and workers of America will 
respond to the call for a limitation on 
prices and wages, because we are fight- 
ing not only to save America but to save 
freedom for men. I think it is a waste 
of time to talk about Members of Con- 
gress being at home. 

Mr. BARKLEY What the Senator 
has read is in the plural. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Idonot charge the 
Senator from Kentucky with anything. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator has read 
an article which states that the leaders 
of the House and Senate warned - the 
President. I do not know that I come in 
the category of leaders; but I happened 
to be at the conference. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator from 
Kentucky has been elected a leader. 

Mr, BARKLEY. I know that I made 
no such statement to the President; and 
when I came out of the conference I did 
not tell anybody that I had made any 
such statement to the President. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. As I say, it is of no 
importance to me whether or not the 
statement was made. The important is- 
sue is, What are we going to do about 
inflation? Are we doing to do it now? 
I have no objection to the President ask- 
ing the Attorney General what his powers 
are. Of course, he ought to ask him. 
However, I know that whatever advice 
he receives will be stopgap advice. I 
agree with what the Senator from Ken- 
tucky said earlier in the day, when he 
stated that, in his opinion, the President 
does not have the power to go behind 
the standards fixed in the law. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have before me an 
article from the New York Times, which 
has just been handed to me. I have not 
read it. I suppose the headline is borne 
out by the body of the article. The 
headline is: 

Roosevelt seeks new power to stabilize 
wages and prices. 


The article says that the President is 
to ask the Congress for new power. I 
cannot be responsible, and I do not think 
the President can be responsible, for the 
interpretation placed upon conferences 
which are held to discuss the subject. 
I agree with the Senator from Wyoming; 
and I have consistently taken the posi- 
tion that during this war and prior to 
our entry into it the Congress of the 
United States has done a courageous and 
magnificent job in dealing with the in- 
ternational situation. Some delays and 
controversy arose in the discussion prior 
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to our entry into the war; but I think 
Congress ought to be judged by the final 
results and by its accomplishments as a 
whole, and not by one or two stupid, 
silly follies into which it may have fallen, 
which are insignificant when compared 
with the great work it has done in pro- 
viding money and granting authority, 
and cooperating with the executive de- 
partments in an effort to win the war. 
I believe that Congress has both courage 
and patriotism. 

It was not necessary for anybody at 
the White House to tell the President 
that many Members of Congress are out 
of the city. We in the Senate know that 
to be true. We have had barely more 
than a quorum. It may be that I am 
in a sense responsible for that situation, 
because 3 or 4 weeks ago, in response to 
private inquiries from Members on both 
sides of the aisle, who had worn the nap 
off the carpet around my desk asking 
me whether we were going to adjourn or 
recess, I made a statement in that con- 
nection. In order that I might answer 
the question en masse I made the state- 
ment that; so far as I could then see, 
when we should have disposed of the 
appropriation bills and all other neces- 
sary legislation requested by the Presi- 
dent, while the Committee on Finance 
was dealing with the tax bill, I saw no 
reason why Senators might not absent 
themselves if they so desired. At that 
time I even suggested the propriety of a 
formal recess or adjournment, which had 
been suggested to me by numerous Sen- 
ators and also by Members of the other 
body of Congress. 

We know what has happened in that 
respect. Many Members of Congress 
wish to adjourn, but they do not wish 
to vote to adjourn. Many of them ad- 
journ without voting to adjourn. 
(Laughter.] It is an individual matter. 
If they wish to adjourn they simply ad- 
journ; but if they should be brought 
back to vote on whether or not to ad- 
journ, although they had already ad- 
journed, they would vote not to adjourn. 
{Laughter.] 

We know that many Senators have 
been absent from the Senate, probably 
due to the understanding that there was 
not much of great importance before 
the Senate. No new requests have been 
made by the President, and the Com- 
mittee on Finance must deal with the 
tax question for at least a month. I 
think we may rest assured that it will be 
a month before the tax bill gets back to 
the Senate. The committee will hear 
first from the Treasury officials, and then 
devote 2 weeks to hearing anyone who 
wishes to be heard. I presume a week 
or two will be required for the committee 
to revamp the bill, or to do whatever it 
may wish to do with it. 

At the time it was made, the sugges- 
tion for a recess or adjournment was per- 
fectly natural; but now, since the Presi- 
dent has brought this matter to the at- 
tention of Congress through those of us 
who were permitted yesterday to discuss 
it with him, I have not the slightest 
doubt that the Senate and the House of 
Representatives will respond to any re- 
quirement of their duty in order to enact 
the necessary legislation. 
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I do not know what the President will 
do about a recommendation, I feel that 
it is reasonably certain that very soon 
he will send to Congress a communica- 
tion on the subject. I do not know what 
the nature of it will be; but I do not 
believe that the President is unaware of 
the situation which faces the country. 
He is not attempting to dodge the ques- 
tion. He is not attempting to “go around 
the stump” to do something which he 
has no authority to do; but it is neces- 
sary to investigate the question to deter- 
mine how far he can go without addi- 
tional legislation. It is a subject which 
ought to be investigated. I do not be- 
lieve there was any impropriety in un- 
dertaking to find out just what the law 
is, and how far he can go, even though 
I feel that I know that he cannot go 
the whole way merely because he is Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Did the Senator 
interpret anything that I said as an in- 
timation that there was any impropriety 
in anything the President has said or 
done? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The whole burden 
of my few remarks today may be couched 
in these few words: The story we get is 
that the President sees the crisis—and 
I see the crisis, the Senator from Ken- 
tucky sees the crisis, and many other 
Senators see the crisis—but in the dis- 
patch we are told that the President, 
seeing the crisis, was advised by congres- 
sional leaders not to meet it now, but to 
wait. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think I can say, 
without divulging anything that was said 
in the-conference that such a report is 
not accurate. I do not know who is 
responsible for it, but, so far as I am 
concerned, as one of the conferees, I 
said nothing to anyone which could have 
led to that conclusion. If others have 
talked outside the conference, I know 
nothing about it. I do not know to 
what extent anyone drew on his imagi- 
nation in figuring out what happened 
behind closed doors, but I did not make 
any such statement, and I think I can 
say that the report is like the report 
regarding Mark Twain’s death: It is 
greatly exaggerated. {Laughter.] 

Mr. President, a moment ago I was 
talking about the possibility of a recess 
or an adjournment. So far as I am 
concerned, unless there is a change in 
the situation from that which I see at 
this moment, any formal recess or ad- 
journment is out the window. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I should like to submit an 
inquiry to the distinguished Senator 
from Georgia. I should like to know 
whether his objection is to the amend- 
ment offered by me or to the bill itself. 
I submit that inquiry to him if he is will- 
ing to answer it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; I am willing to 
answer the question. I objected to the 
amendment, let me say to the distin- 
guished Senator, because without any 
showing as to why the salary of the 
recorder of deeds should be increased 
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from $6.500 to $8,000, I should not be able 
to support it; also, I do not wish to re- 
main silent longer in the face of any 
suggestion to increase Government wages 
or salaries at this time. So my objection 
is general, as well as to the particular 
amendment referred to. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank 
the Senator for. his frank statement. 
However, Mr. President, it compels me 
to make the record somewhat more 
complete. 

This Congress has already increased 
the salaries of almost every public off- 
cial in the Federal service. We have 
voted to increase by 100 percent the com- 
pensation of our soldiers. I voted for 
that increase, and I would vote for it 
again. We have increased the salaries 
of many groups of our public officials. 
We have set up in the city of Washing- 
ton a War Production Board, which has 
employed multiplied thousands of per- 
sons throughout the country, and we 
have scarcely inquired as to the salaries 
they are being paid. We set up the 
Office of Price Administration, and have 
given to that organization $120,000,000, 
and we scarcely inquired as to the 
amount of the salaries being paid to 
the persons officiating in that organi- 
zation, 

The pending bill proposes the reclassi- 
fication of some of our Federal employees. 
I offered an amendment to reclassify one 
position in the District of Columbia. The 
salary of the person holding that posi- 
tion is paid by the taxpayers of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and not by the tax- 
payers of the United States. Little objec- 
tion has been raised to date to increasing 
salaries which are paid out of the Fed- 
eral Treasury; but my amendment, of- 
fered to raise the classification of one 
official in the District of Columbia, whose 
salary is in effect paid by the citizens of 
the District of Columbia, meets objec- 
tion. 

Mr, President, the particular position 
under discussion happens to be held by 
an outstanding member of the colored 
race. The race to which this gentleman 
belongs constitutes approximately 11,- 
000,000 of the citizens of our Republic. 
That is one-tenth of the total population 
of the United States and our possessions. 
He happens to represent in Washington 
about one-third of the population of this 
District. I am not urging that as a spe- 
cific reason for increasing the salary. He 
is in the classified service. Under his 
present classification he receives ap- 
proximately $6,500. The amendment 
proposes that his classification be 
changed; and, if changed, he would re- 
ceive approximately $8,000 a year. 

He is an outstanding citizen of his 
race. His appointment comes before the 
Senate for confirmation. As I interpret 
his position, he is a liaison officer be- 
tween his race and the other peoples of 
our Republic. He speaks for them. They 
look to him for suggestions and advice. 
As I understand the situation, he keeps 
his people advised regarding what hap- 
pens not only in the city of Washington, 
but in the Congress of the United States, 

The amendment simply follows the 
precedent already established by this 
Congress during the consideration of the 
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District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
An amendment was offered to change the 
classification of a certain official. The 
amendment was legislation; it could be 
considered only by unanimous consent or 
by a two-thirds vote to suspend the rule. 
The distinguished Senator from Wyo- 
ming (Mr. O’Manonsey] offered an 
amendment which changed thelaw. The 
amendment was presented to the Sen- 
ate. It was agreed to, and the classifica- 
tion of the position of a certain official in 
the District of Columbia was changed. 
The amendment was offered on page 71, 
line 21, of the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill. It reads as follows: 

Provided, That the employee of the De- 
partment of Vehicles and Traffic who is 
charged with the immediate responsibility 
for, and exercise of supervision over, the is- 
suance of tags and certificates of title and 
the registration of motor vehicles and trailers 
shall hereafter be known as the Registrar 
of Titles and Tags, and so long as the present 
incumbent of the position for which a desig- 
nation is hereby provided continues to hold 
such position it shall be classified in grade 10 
of the clerical, administrative, and fiscal 
service under the Classification Act of 1923, 
as amended. 


Mr. President, that amendment was 
agreed to. It became a part of the bill. 
The other body accepted the amendment. 
It became a part of the law which was 
signed by the President of the United 
States. It is the precedent which I fol- 
lowed in offering the pending amendment. 
The O’Mahoney amendment was offered 
to an appropriation bill. My amendment 
is offered to a legislative bill, and no point 
of order can be made against it. It is 
before the Senate for consideration upon 
its merits. 

Mr. President, almost every day some 
distinguished Senator rises in his place 
and throws out a suggestion, a warning, 
or a scare, leading the people of the coun- 
try to believe that we are now in the 
spiral of inflation. The facts do not 
justify such a conclusion. Prices now 
are lower than they were 30 days ago. 
We have had no inflation in the past 30 
days. Prices now are lower than they 
were 60 days ago. We have had no in- 
flation in the past 60 days. Prices now 
are lower than they were 90 days ago. 
Yet the public press keeps the headlines 
large and prominent, trying to scare the 
people, trying to lead them tc demand of 
Congress that we do something to prevent 
inflation. 

Iam not in favor of inflation. I know 
of no one who is. However, until the 
price level reaches 100 this country will 
still be in deflation. The price level now 
is only 98.5. Prices on the average must 
rise 1.5 points to reach 100. Prices are 
not now as high as they were in 1926. 
In 1926 no one claimed that we had in- 
flation. We thought we had deflation 
then. In 1920 the price level was high. 
By 1926 we had deflated prices from the 
high level of 1920. In 1926 the Congress 
and the country decided that prices were 
about right. They were stabilized on a 
basis of 100. 

Prices now are lower than they were 
in 1926; and yet we are led to believe that 
we have runaway prices, and that prices 
are skyrocketing. However, as has been 
stated, prices today are lower on the 
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average than they were a month ago, 2 
months ago, or even 3 months ago. That 
average is based upon a list of commodi- 
ties embracing some $00 products. 

Mr. President, under the circumstances 
I cannot withdraw the amendment. It 
follows precedent. Even though the 
amendment should be agreed to, it would 
classify only one position in the District 
of Columbia—a position which is all- 
important—at a grade sufficient to en- 
able the incumbent to receive a salary 
of $8,000 per annum. 

Mr. President, I offered the amendment 
by request. The request was accompa- 
nied by a resolution adopted by the 
Washington Bar Association. I ask that 
the resolution which I send to the desk 
to justify my act in offering the amend- 
ment may be read in my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE 
in the chair). The Chair is informed 
that the resolution referred to by the 
Senator from Wyoming is not at the desk 
at the moment, but will be sent for. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I am not in position to take 
exception to the remarks made by the 
distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr, 
GEORGE] nor the remarks made by the 
distinguished Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. O’Manoney]. In general, I agree 
with the positions which they take; but, 
after having raised the salaries of practi- 
cally every official in the public service 
save our own, after having created bureau 
after bureau and authorized the direct- 
ing heads of the several bureaus to create 
their own set-ups and to fix their own 
salaries without confirmation by the Sen- 
ate, Iam unable, after having offered the 
amendment, to withdraw it. 

Before I conclude I desire to have the 
resolution read for the benefit of the Sen- 
ate. It is a resolution prepared and 
adopted by the Washington Bar Associa- 
tion. I will say that, to my certain knowl- 
edge, the Washington Bar Association is 
very active in watching after the fiscal 
pie as well as the civic affairs of this 
city. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res- 
olution is now at the desk. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I ask that 
it be read. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield to 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. McNARY. I did not know that the 
resolution had reached the desk. I was 
interested in the observation made by the 
able Senator from Oklahoma, because he 
gives much thought and study to matters 
of this kind. What formula did the Sen- 
ator use to determine that we are further 
from inflation now than we were a month 
ago? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, the United States has a yard- 
stick by which it measures values. It is 
known as the Index of Commodity Prices 
prepared by the Bureau of Labor Statis- 
tics. Every nation on earth large enough 
to have a name has a similar yardstick 
by which it measures values among its 
people. In this country the index of the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics is made up of 
about 900 commodities; a certain quan- 
tity of each of the 900 commodities is 
taken, and then, once a week, the Bureau 
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gets the wholesale price of the given 
quantity of the given commedity. After 
the 900 prices have been assembled they 
are added; then the average is taken. If 
the average goes up slightly, that means 
the price level has gone up; if the average 
falls slightly that means that the price 
level has gone down. 

It is that system by which we measure 
values in the United States. That is the 
system by which we measure the value 
of our money. Money is measured in 
terms of commodities for there is no 
other way to measure money except in 
terms of commodities. So, once each 
week, during the entire year, the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics releases publicly the 
information as to the price level. 

During the period 1926 to 1929 the 
price level was rather stable, but from 
1929 the price level fell until in 1932 it 
reached the lowest point I can remember. 
Then, through the activity of the Ad- 
ministration and the Congress, by re- 
stricting production and by monetary 
contro], we started a deliberate program 
to raise prices. At that time the price 
level was down in the 60’s, and the dollar 
was valued in terms of commodities at 
167 cents. Our program to raise prices, 
deliberately formulated and carried out, 
has been successful, and we have raised 
the price level to 98.5. It has not 
reached a hundred as yet; the nearest 
it has come to a hundred has been dur- 
ing the last 4 or 5 months, when the 
level went up to about 98.7 or 98.8. 

The price level is not that high now. 
The price level now or in June, the figures 
for which are the last I have, was 98.5 
cents. So the price level must still go 
higher, to the extent of 1.5 before it will 
reach a hundred. The price level has 
been below a hundred since about 1928; 
and it is my contention that Mr. Hen- 
derson is doing an admirable job in 
keeping prices down. 

Mr, McNARY. May I ask is the Sen- 
ator referring to the all-commodity price 
level or the agricultural price level? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Iam re- 
ferring to the all-commodity price level. 
The agricultural price level is altogether 
different. 

Mr. McNARY. That is the point to 
which I wanted to direct the attention of 
the able Senator. I am familiar with 
the commodity price level, of course; we 
have always had that. What is the com- 
parative price level as between services 
and agricultural commodities and indus- 
try? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Taking 
the agricultural group and basing it upon 
the year 1926, which at that time was 
100, some commodities, though very few, 
have now gone beyond 100, but most of 
the agricultural commodities are far be- 
low 100, The average price of the farm 
group, corn, wheat, cotton, rice, tobacco, 
and what not, is now still below 100. 
While wages have gone up 200 percent 
and in some instances 300 percent, and 
industrial prices have gone up 100 per- 
cent, 150 percent, and even 200 percent, 
farm prices, on the average, are still be- 
low 100, and that is the reason I have 
not been content to remain silent when 
certain groups and certain officials still 
persist in trying to drive farm prices 
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down. They shall have.my opposition, 
as one vote in this body, before they 
establish such a program. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the resolution, as re- 
quested by the Senator from Oklahoma, 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Whereas there is an unjustifiable differen- 
tial in the salary of the Recorder of Deeds, 
in comparison with positions of similar and 
lesser importance within the District of Co- 
lumbia; and 

Whereas the Recorder is the only District 
Official, save the Register of Wills, who is 
appointed by the President and confirmed 
by the Senate, whose salary is not fixed by 
statute; and 

Whereas there are now pending both be- 
fore the House and Senate District Commit- 
tees bills to fix the Recorder's salary by 
statute and in keeping with the importance 
of the position in comparison with similar 
positions under the District: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Washington Bar As- 
sociation in meeting assembled, does hereby 
deplore the present unwarranted differen- 
tial in salary of the Recorder, and supports 
the enactment and approval of the legisla- 
tion now pending to correct that situation; 
and it is further 

Resolved, That the House and Senate Dis- 
trict committees be notified of this action 
and the President is hereby authorized to 
take such further action in support of the 
purposes of this resclution as the circum- 
stances might warrant and which seems 
meet and proper; and it is further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
forwarded to the District Commissioners, the 
Recorder of Deeds, and the press. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, just one further statement. 
The salary of the one official affected 
has beea and will continue to be paid 
out of the treasury of the District of 
Columbia; which means that it will be 
paid by the taxpayers of this city. I 
think that information should be in the 
Recorp, so that the Members of the Sen- 
ate may be more fully advised as to the 
merits of the proposed amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Okla- 
homa. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
no objection to the consideration of the 
amendment or to the bill, but, prelim- 
inary to my very brief observations may 
I inquire as to the parliamentary situa- 
tion? This morning the distinguished 
leader obtained unanimous consent to 
consider bills on the calendar to which 
there was no objection. Does this bill 
come within that agreement? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call 
of the calendar for consideration of 
bills to which there was no objection was 
concluded. The bill now pending was 
taken up subsequently by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. NORRIS. No motion has been 
made that the bill be taken up. There 
was merely a unanimous consent re- 
quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; 
and the request was granted. 

Mr. McNARY. I did not so under- 
stand. In any event, it is not of very 
great consequence to me. The able Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] retired 
to his committee room, the Finance Com- 
mittee having a meeting at 2 o'clock, 
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and he stated to-me that if any efforts 
were made to press the measure today, 
or if the Chair should rule that it did 
not require unanimous consent, he would 
want to have a quorum called. If there 
is a desire to press the bill I shall suggest 
the absence of a quorum in order that 
the Senator from Georgia may return 
to the Chamber. However, I was labor- 
ing under the impression unanimous 
consent had not been granted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Oregon has suggested that 
if the bill is to be pressed, he will be 
compelled to ask that a quorum be called 
so that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE] may return from his committee 
room. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I prom- 
ised the Senator from Georgia, and as a 
matter of courtesy I would take the ac- 
tion, anyway, that if any pressure were 
exerted to bring the bill before the Sen- 
ate, or if the Chair should rule that 
unanimous consent had been given for 
its consideration, I would suggest the 
absence of a quorum in order that he 
might return to the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Chair is merely stating the facts. 

Mr. McNARY. I thoroughly under- 
stand that, and I have no disagreement 
with the Chair at all. 

Mr, MEAD. Mr. President, I should 
merely like to explain my position with 
reference to the bill before further action 
is taken. 

I may say that Iam in agreement with 
the position taken by my distinguished 
colleague from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE]. I 
regret that the amendment has been of- 
fered. I assume that the distinguished 
Senator from Georgia directs his objec- 
tion. principally to the amendment now 
pending. 

My position with reference to the bill 
results from an assignment given to me 
by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Boutow], the chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Civil Service. I was called 
upon, when he left the city, to consider 
the bill we are now discussing, because of 
the urgent appeals which had been made 
to him by the various agencies of the 
Government interested in this kind of 
legislation. 

No action whatsoever was taken by our 
committee with reference to the intro- 
duction of a bill of this character, no ac- 
tion was taken by our committee to con- 
sider a bill of this character, until it had 
passed the House. When our committee 
considered the bill, we cut the amounts 
far below the Budget estimates. Our 
action would result in saving several mil- 
lion dollars, through reducing the bill 
below what was requested by the Civil 
Service Commission and the Bureau of 
the Budget. 

The bill deals only with hardship cases, 
with the lowest-paid group of Govern- 
ment servants, with many men and 
women who have no representation to 
speak for them and no organization to 
present their petition. 

At one juncture in the proceedings we 
went into executive session, and the sto- 
ries we heard would make one’s hair 
stand on end. They were stories so 
tragic that if I were called upon to carry 
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the burden of refusing to give relief in 
certain cases and some calamity should 
occur as a result of such refusal, I would 
have- a difficult time living with myself 
for the rest of my life. 

Mr. President, I could not tell my 
colleagues what we were told in execu- 
tive session. I had hoped the bill would 
pass unanimously. It deals with the 
poorest, lowest paid men and women in 
the service, men and women who in some 
cases are sick, starving, it might be said, 
under the conditions under which they 
work, 

We heard the head of the Secret Serv- 
ice, we heard from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, which is now pleading for the 
enactment of a tax bill, we heard from 
the Navy Department, from the Budget, 
from the Classification Division, from 
the Civil Service Commission. 

I might read some excerpts which will 
be interesting. One witness said: 

There are 313 posts which must be manned 
during each 24-hour period. 


Just remember that: 

There are 313 posts which must be manned 
during each 24-hour period and as of June 
15 there were but 372 men on the pay roll. 


There was a total strength of 372, 
showing 111 actual vacancies. We can- 
not get along without the services of the 
employees necessary to fill the vacancies, 
and sabotage might occur; there might be 
destruction of property of enormous 
value as a result of our laxity. 

Another witness stated: 

During the fiscal year 1941 there were 275 
separations when the total authorized 
strength of the force was 315. 


Another said: 

To date, this fiscal year, 383 appointments 
have been made and as of June 15 there were 
111 vacancies for which applicants are being 
sought. 


The Civil Service Commission has 
broken down in the effort to recruit per- 
sonnel in these low-paid categories. 
Married men of mature age are receiving 
less than $23 every 2 weeks. Some of 
these employees have been neglected for 
25 years. 

Here is another excerpt: 

Even during the past year living costs have 
risen to a point where many of our men and 
their families are without some of the bare 
necessities of life. 


Think of that! Our Government is 
the richest on earth—although our deficit 
is mounting. Wage increases have been 
granted in some instances in private en- 
terprises amounting to $1 a day, but 
when some poor devil is looking for an 
increase of 15 or 20 cents a day, it is 
implied by some that all the responsi- 
bility for a destructive all-out inflation 
will result if we grant this small increase. 


Even during the past year living costs have 
risen to a point where many of our men and 
their families are without some of the bare 
necessities of life. This has been manifested 
by a high rate of sickness among the men 
oi the force. 


The sickness among the members of 
the force is more expensive than would 
be the granting of the increase in the 
pending bill. The inefficiency of sick 
men trying to work adds to the cost of 
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congestion. in the civil service incident 
to recruitment and reclassification of the 
new men, and adds greatly to the ex- 
travagance of the present situation. 

Here is another excerpt from the tes- 
timony: 

Men cannot live in health and maintain 
proper strength for the performance of their 
duties on an income of $1,158 per annum. 


Here is another excerpt: 
About 85 members of the force have had 


to be given permission to do outside work 
to augment their incomes. 


They are working for private enter- 
prise in order to augment their incomes 
so that they may try adequately to sup- 
port their families. 

Mr. President, I have here a document 
which I shall be very glad to allow any 
Member of the Senate to read. 

I stand foursquare with the position 
taken by the leader insofar as inflation is 
concerned. I stand four-square back 
of the chairman of the Finance Commit- 
tee insofar as the necessity of a tax bill 
is concerned and I shall be willing to re- 
main here all summer in order to lend 
my support to the enactment of a rea- 
sonable anti-inflation measure and an 
all-out tax measure. 

I believe that as. the war develops, as 
our economy changes to meet wartime 
conditions, both an anti-inflation bill 
and another tax bill will be essential, 
and I intend to do my share to bring 
about their enactment. 

I wish to say, Mr. President, that it is 
only because the chairman of our com- 
mittee is temporarily out of the city, that 
I have been given the task of presenting 
the bills that have been approved by the 
Civil Service Commission. The pending 
bill is not a general wage bill. It is an 
effort to economize in the recruitment 
and the classification of the lowest paid 
employees in the Government. It is a 
bill by which it is possible to save sev- 
eral million dollars because in some in- 
stances we cut the increases far below 
the Budget estimate. The bill is de- 
signed to protect the valuable property of 
the United States Government and also 
to protect, in many instances, the lives 
of those associated with those enter- 
prises, 

I had hoped that the bill, which had 
the unanimous approval of the House 
committee and which passed the House 
unanimously and had the unanimous ap- 
proval of the Senate committee, would 
be passed by the Senate. 

As I said before, I regret that the 
amendment, which our committee did 
not consider, has been presented, but 
that is a matter over which I have no 
authority and no control. I hope the 
bill may be passed, because of the respon- 
sibility I assumed when I was designated 
by the chairman of the committee to 
take charge of it. I hope it will be passed, 
because in my judgment it will save 
money, it will protect property, and it 
will give at least a fair share of decency 
to the lowest, poorest paid men and 
women in the service of the Govern- 
ment, some of whom have not had a raise 
in 25 years. They had no one to plead 
eloquently for them before our commit- 
tee. They did not need anyone to plead 
for them in this instance. The repre- 
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sentatives of the Bureau of the Budget 
and of the Treasury Department came 
before us, as did representatives of other 
departments of the Government, and 
said, “We cannot fill these vacancies and 
we must have some relief.” 

Mr. President, that is my statement. 
It is my explanation of the reasons for 
the presence of the bill before the Senate 
today. I trust it will be passed. If it 
is not, at least I shall have discharged my 
responsibility. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
meni of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. Tuomas]. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am 
impressed with the very eloquent speech 
made by the very able Senator from New 
York [Mr. Mean]. Personally, I have no 
Objection to consideration of the bill 
and would give it my support, but my 
promise is made to the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] that I will see that 
he is present when action on the bill is 
taken; and if it is the intention of the 
Senator from New York to press for pas- 
sage of the bill now, I shall suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in that 
connection I ask unanimous consent 
that when the Senate concludes its busi- 
ness for today it stand in recess until 12 
o’clock noon on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, it will be 
agreeable to me to have the bill go over 
until Monday, and in that way the dis- 
tinguished minority leader will be keep- 
ing his promise to the senior Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. McNARY. I thank the Senator 
from New York. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. A par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Under 
the Senate rule, will the bill remain the 
unfinished business before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the 
Senate takes a recess, the bill will be 
the unfinished business before the 
Senate. 


ASSIGNMENT OF CERTAIN PERSONNEL 
TO CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATING 
COMMITTEES 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to return to House 
bill 7297, Calendar No. 1579, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title 
of the bill will be stated for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
7297) authorizing the assignment of per- 
sonnel from departments or agencies in 
the executive branch of the Government 
to certain investigating committees of 
the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, I submit a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. NORRIS. If unanimous consent 
were given, and the bill in pursuance 
thereof were taken up, would it be in 
order at any time during the proceeding 
to object to further consideration? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would 
not be in order to object after unanimous 
consent had been granted. 

Mr McNARY. Mr. President, is this 
the measure providing for the payment 
of attorneys’ fees? 

Mr.LUCAS. No,Mr.President. I will 
say to the able minority leader that this 
is a bill which came over from the House, 
and provides for the authorization of as- 
signment of personnel from departments 
or agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government to certain congressional 
investigating committees. 

Mr. NORRIS. I misunderstood the 
measure which the Senator proposed to 
have taken up. I thought he referred to 
the resolution which provides for settle- 
ment of certain attorneys’ fees. 

Mr. LUCAS. No. I will say to the 
distinguished Senator from Nebraska 
that I shall not ask that that resolution 
be taken up before Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill 
(H. R. 7297) authorizing the assignment 
of personnel from departments or agen- 
cies in the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment to certain investigating com- 
mittees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, and for other purposes, 
was considered, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


ASSISTANTS TO AND EXPENDITURES OF 
COMMITTEE ON PATENTS 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I re- 
port favorably, with an amendment, 
Senate Resolution 266, submitted by the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Bone] 
on June 22, and ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

The amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate was, on page 
1, line 6, to strike out “$7,500” and insert 
“$2,500” so as to make the resolution 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents 
is authorized to employ such experts, and 
such clerical, stenographic, and other assist- 
ants, and to make such expenditures, as it 
deems advisable, in the conducting of hear- 
ings during the Seventy-seventh Congress. 
The expenses of the committee, which shall 
not exceed $2,500, shall be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
approved by the chairman. The heads of the 
executive departments and other executive 
agencies are hereby instructed to detail per- 
sonnel temporarily to assist the committee 
in the preparation of its hearings on patent 
moe on request of the chairman 

reof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
x The resolution, as amended, was agreed 
0. 
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INVESTIGATION OF MILITARY ESTAB- 
LISHMENT BY MILITARY AFFAIRS COM- 
MITTEE 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, I report 
favorably, with an amendment, Senate 
resolution 274, submitted by the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. REYNOLDS] on 
July 13, 1942, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

The amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate was to 
strike out all after the word “Resolved” 
and insert the following: 

That the Committee on Military Affairs, or 
any subcommittee thereof duly appointed by 
the chairman of the committee, hereby is 
authorized to visit, for the purposes of in- 
spection, any part of the Military Establish- 
ment in the Western Hemisphere between 
July 1, and December 31, 1942, the expenses 
incurred in pursuance thereof, not to exceed 
$3,000, to be paid from the contingent fund 
of the Senate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr, President, the ef- 
fect of the action just taken with respect 
to the resolution is to dispose of it finally? 
I mean, it does not still hang over for 
future action? 

Mr. LUCAS. No, sir. I will say to the 
Senator from Kentucky that, as amend- 
ed, the resolution dies as of the date 
stated in the amendment; and the com- 
mittee reduced the amount from $50,000 
to $3,000. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, LEE 
in the chair) laid before the Senate mes- 
sages from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations, 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 


RECESS TO MONDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. Inasmuch as there is 
no Executive Calendar, I now move that 
the Senate take a recess until 12 o’clock 
noon on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 
o’clock and 34 minutes p.m.) the Senate 
took a recess, the recess being under the 
order previously entered, to Monday, 
July 27, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate July 23, 1942: 

GOVERNOR OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII 

Ingram M, Stainback, of Hawail, to be Gov- 
ernor of the Territory of Hawaii, vice Joseph 
B. Poindexter. 

POSTMASTERS 

The following-named persons to be post- 

masters: 
ALABAMA 

Robert R. Hairston, Hayneville, Ala., in 
place of R. R. Hairston. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired March 25, 1942, 
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S. Adeline Laster, Irondale, Ala., in place 
of S. A. Laster. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Emma E. Yarbrough, Monroeville, Ala., in 
place of E. E. Yarbrough. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Craig Smith Robbins, Selma, Ala., in place 
of ©. S. Robbins. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Leslie D. Strother, Shawmut, Ala., in place 
of L. D. Strother. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 


ARIZONA 


Robert E. Briscoe, Fort Defiance, Ariz., in 
place of R. E. Briscoe. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Frank A. Rhodes, Gila Bend, Ariz., in place 
of F. A. Rhodes. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 


ARKANSAS 

Fredrick W. Lemay, Alicia, Ark., in place of 
F. W. Lemay. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Mary H. Morgan, Ashdown, Ark., in place 
of M. H. Morgan. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Ethel L. Nall, Lockesburg, Ark., in place of 
E. L. Nall. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

William F. Elsken, Paris, Ark., in place of 
W. F. Elsken. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Theo Money, Waldron, Ark., in place of Theo 
Money, Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942, 

CALIFORNIA 

Charles E. Day, Avenal, Calif., in place of 
C. E. Day. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 27, 1942. 

Carl W. Brenner, Buena Park, Calif., in 
place of C. W. Brenner. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

James R. Kilkenny, Dixon, Calif., in place 
of J. R. Kilkenny. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 15, 1942. 

Wiliam M. Welsh, Dunsmuir, Calif., in place 
of W. M. Welsh. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 20, 1942. 

Frank T. Ashby, Etna, Calif., in place of 
F. T. Ashby. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 27, 1942. 

Harold V. Tallon, Jackson, Calif., in place 
of H. V. Tallon. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 15, 1942, 

George E. Archer, Maywood, Calif., in place 
of G. E. Archer. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

James Joseph Britt, Monterey Park, Calif., 
in place of J, J. Britt, Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 15, 1942. 

Edward E. Enos, Niles, Calif., in place of 
E. E. Enos. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 15, 1942, 

John T. Ireland, Pico, Calif., in place of 
J. T. Ireland. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 27, 1942. 

Reuel A. Bar, Quincy, Calif., in place of 
R. A. Bar. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 20, 1942. 

Josephine Purcell, Represa, Calif., in place 
of Josephine Purcell, Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 27, 1942. 

Nellie McGinn, Salida, Calif., in place of 
Nellie McGinn. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired April 20, 1942. 

Edith E. Mason, Santa Fe Springs, Calif., 
in place of E. E. Mason, Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 27, 1942. 

John H. Fahey, Sunnyvale, Calif., in place 
of J. H. Fahey. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 20, 1942. 

Harry M. Talbot, Vacaville, Calif., in place 
of H. M. Talbot. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 20, 1942. 

Elsie B. Lausten, Walnut Grove, Calif., in 
place of E. B. Lausten. Incumbent's com- 
mission expired May 27, 1942. 

Hazel Hooker, Waterman, Calif., in place 
of Hazel Hooker. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 15, 1942, 


6536 


COLORADO 


B. Paddock, Boulder, Colo., in place 
of P. B. Paddock. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. č 

Robert P. James, Cedaredge, Colo., in place 
of R. P. James. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 6, 1942. 

Perry N. Cameron, De Beque, Colo., in place 
of P. N. Cameron. Incumbent’s commission 
expired Mey 7, 1942. 

James ©. Stevic, Denver, Colo., in place 
of J. O. Stevic. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Michael J. Brennan, Durango, Colo., in 
place of M. J. Brennan. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 12, 1942. 

Ithal Jenkins, Eads, Colo., in place of Ithal 
Jenkins. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 31, 1942. 

Michael J. Brennan, Erie, Colo., in place 
of M. J. Brennan. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 12, 1942. 

Jobn F. Redman, Greeley; Colo., in place 
of J. F. Redmen. Incumbent's commission 
expired April 1, 1942. 

‘Thomas H. Hargreaves, Holyoke, Colo., in 
place of T. H. Hargreaves. Incumbent’s com- 
mission cxpired April 1, 1942. 

Sadie P. Aspaas, Ignacio, Colo., in place of 
S. P. Aspaas. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May. 7, 1942, 

Micheel F. O'Day. Lafayette, Colo., in place 
of M. F. O’D2y. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Carlos M. Wilson. La Junta, Colo., in place 
of C. M. Wilson Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 31, 1942: 

Gus C. Flake, Manitou Springs, Colo., in 

_ place of G. C. Flake Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 31, 1942. 

Charles F. Horn, Pusblo, Colo., in place of 
C. F. Horn. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Oren E. Stallings, Yuma, Colo,, in place 
of O: E. Stallings Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 1, 1942. 


CONNECTICUT 


Felix J. Wekely, Central Village, Conn., in 
place of F. J. Wake'y. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 11, 1942. 

Forrest G. Thatcher, East Hampton, Conn., 
in place of F. G. Thatcher. Incumbent’s 
commission expired May 11, 1942. 


FLORIDA 


Leslie D. Reagin, Sarasota, Fla., in place 
of L. D. Reagin. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 


GEORGIA 


Marion C. Farrar, Avondale Estates, Ga., 
in place of M. C. Farrar. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired March 24, 1942. 

Alvin W. Etheridge, East Point, Ga., in 
place of A. W. Etheridge. Incumbent’'s cam- 
mission expired March 30, 1942. 

John Day Watterson, Eatonton, Ga., in 
place of J. D. Watterson. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 12, 1942. 

John E. Phinezee, Forsyth, Ga. in place 
of J. E. Phinazee. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 11, 1942. 

William E. Wimberly, Rome, Ga., in place 
of W.E. Wimberly. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Mary E, Everett, Saint Simon Island, Ga., 
in place of M, E. Everett. Incumbent's com- 
mission expired Mey 11, 1942. 

Charles H. Orr, Washington, Ga., in place 
of C. H. Orr. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 12, 1942. 

. IDAHO 
G. David, Bovill, Idaho, in place 
of A. G. David. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 
ILLINOIS ; 
dames E. Muckian, Calumet City, I1., in 
place of J. E. Muckian. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 28, 1942. 
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Joseph Kreeger, Elgin, Tl., in place of Jo- 
seph Kreeger. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Helen H. Wiebers, Emden, Ill, in place of 
H. H. Wiebers. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 2, 1941. 

Thomas L. Roark, Macomb, Ill., in place of 
T. L. Roark. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired May 3, 1942, 

Bert Baird, New Baden, Il.,.in place of 
B. J. Hemann, resigned. 

Homer J. Swope, Quincy, Nl., in place of 
H. J. Swope. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Helen G. McCarthy, St. Charles, Ill., in 
place of H. G. McCarthy. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 


INDIANA 

Asa C. Clark, Bedford, Ind., in place of 
A. C. Clark. Incumbent’'s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

William S. Darneal, New Albany, Ind., in 
place of W. S. Darneal. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 


IOWA 

Earl F. MacVey, Britt, Iowa, in place of 
A, W. Lee, retired. 

Groyer Hamilton, Leon, Iowa, in place of 
Grover Hamilton. Incumbent’s commission 
expired February 24, 1942. 


KANSAS 
John C. Cox, Augusta, Kans., in place of 
J. C. Cox. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 6, 1942. 
KENTUCKY 


A, Garland Hubbard, Munferdville, Ky., in 
place of J. B. Hubbard. Jr., transferred. 


MAINE 

F, Raymond Brewster, Ogunquit, Maine, in 
piace of F. R. Brewster. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 11. 1942. 


MASSACHUSETTS 
Henry J. Cottrell, Beverty, Mass., in place 
of H. J. Cottrell. Ineumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 
Arthur A, Hendrick, Brockton, Mass., in 
place of A. A. Hendrick. Incumbent’s cem- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 


MICHIGAN 

Floyd Siate, Dryden, Mich. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1942. 

David L. Treat, Flint, Mich., in place of 
D. L. Treat. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

William De Kuiper, Fremont, Mich., in place 
of William De Kuiper. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

John R. O'Meara, Hillsdale, Mich., in place 
of J. R. O'Meara. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Arthur A. Baxter, Ionia, Mich., in place of 
A. A. Baxter. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Ethel M. Wood, Rives Junction, 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1942. 


MINNESOTA 

Nettie A. Terrell, Elysian, Minn., in place 
of N. A. Terrell. Incumbent'’s commission 
expired December 8, 1941. 

Anna E, Smith, Foreston, Minn., in place 
of A. E. Smith. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 8, 1941. 

Rudolph E. Larson, Montevideo, Minn., in 
place of R. C. Mills. Incumbent’s commission 
expired February 5, 1940. 

Dewey R. Wilcox, Pine City, Minn., in place 
of D. R. Wilcox. Incumbent’s commission 
expired December 21, 1941. 


MISSOURI 
Charles G. Macke, Jackson, Mo., in place 
of C. G. Macke. Incumbent’s commission 
expired February 26, 1942. 
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NEBRASKA 


Russell B. Somerville, McCook, Nebr., in 
place of R. B. Somerville. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 14, 1942. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Marion H. Weeks, Warren, N. H., in place of 
M. H. Weeks. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 6, 1942. 


NEW MEXICO 


Mary McCullough, Roswell, N. Mex., in 
place of Mary McCullough. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 


NEW YORK 


William McMichael, Annandale-on-Hudson, 
N.Y. Office became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

James P. Bruen, Bedford Hills, N. Y., in 
place of J. P. Bruen. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 14, 1942. 

Wayne H. Wright, East Aurora, N. Y. in 
place of W. H. Wright. Incumbznt’s com- 
mission expired May 14, 1942. 

John M. Corey, Saratoga Springs, N. Y., in 
place of J. M. Corey Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 14, 1942. 

William P. Degenaar, Slingerlands, N. Y. 
in place of W. P. Degenaar. Incumbent’s 
commission expired May 12, 1942. 

Anthony J, Kennedy, Suffern, N. Y., in place 
of A. J. Kennedy. Imcumbent’s commission 
expired May 11, 1942. 

Dennis A. Ferris, Windham, N. Y. in place 
of D. A. Ferris. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 14. 1942. 


NORTH CAROLINA 


William H. Snuggs. Albemarle, N. C. in 
piace of W. H. Snuggs. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 14, 1942. 

Stella M. Blue, Bolton, N. C. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Wightman C. Vick, Norwood, N. C., in place 
of 'W. C. Vick. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 29, 1942. 


NORTH DAKOTA 

John F. Leonard, Marmarth, N. Dak., in 
place of P. J, Bott, retired. 5 

Orpha B. Wells, Robinson, N. Dak., in place 
of O. B. Wells. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 6. 1942. 

Arne M. Sletten, Souris, N. Dak., in place 
of M. J. Dunbar, resigned. 


oBnI0 

Willerd R. Hower, Doylestown, Ohio, in 
place of W. R. Hower. Incumbent's commis- 
sion expired April 1, 1942. 

John E. Kassell, South Zanesville, Ohio, 
in place of J. E. Kassell, Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 1, 1942. 


OKLAHOMA 


Martin G. Kizer, Apache, Okla., in place of 
M. G. Kizer. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 22, 1942. À 

OREGON 

James Curtis McKenzie, Alba, Tex., in place 
of R. O. Brinker. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 15, 1942. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Blanche Ritchie, Fairbank, Pa., in place of 
John Martinell!, removed. 


TEXAS 


James Curtis McKenzie, Alba, Tex., in place 
of J. C. McKenzie. Incumbent’s commission 
expired February 15, 1942. 

Hunter H. McWilllams, Atlanta, Tex., in 
place of H. H. McWilliams. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Gieason Frank Purdue, Groveton, Tex., in 
place of G: F. Purdue. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired February 15, 1942. 

Alonzo P. Campbell, Lipan, Tex., in place 
of F. J. Williams, transferred. 

Margaret E. Lasseter, Westbrook, Tex., in 
place of M. E. Lasseter. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 26, 1942. 
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VIRGINIA 
Irvine S. Owens, Grundy, Va., in place of 


R. T. Stuart. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
Pired May 11, 1942. 
WASHINGTON 


Eberhard Nyhus, Westport, Wash, Office 

became Presidential July 1, 1942. 
WISCONSIN 

Sheldon S. Chandler, Brooklyn, Wis., in 
place of S. S. Chandler. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired Aprii 26, 1942. 

Alphonse J. McGuire, Highland, Wis., in 
piace of A. J. McGuire. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 12, 1942, 

Cyril H. Eldridge, Hilbert, Wis., in place of 
C. H. Eldridge. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 12, 1942. 

William J. Corry, South Milwaukee, Wis., in 
place of W. J. Corry. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 31, 1942. 

Ralph W. Jeffery, Statesan, Wis., in place 
of R. E. Burlingame. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired February 14, 1940. 

Edward M. Laneville, Withee, Wis., in place 
of Edward Laneville. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 12, 1942. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


THURSDAY, JULY 23, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Almighty God, whose goodness faileth 
never, we thank Thee that when dangers 
and perils oppress we are defended by 
Thy merciful providence. Dedicating 
ourselves to the service of man, keep us 
free from guile and immoderation. We 
praise Thee that Thy sway is not over a 
broken and bruised humanity, but the 
subjects of Thy Kingdom are free and 
loving hearts, strong in action and fear- 
less in faith. 

We would not allow the garden of the 
Israel of God to die out of our grateful 
memory; her flowers are of perpetual 
bloom. We would hear again the voice 
of Moses and feel the warm, brotherly 
spirit of Jonathan and David calling, 
pleading for tolerance, and shaming 
man’s inhumanity toward his brother 
man. Our Father of us all, amid the 
grim, ghastly cruelties of the dictator 
lands let Thy righteous judgment fall 
and condemn eternally the wreckers of 
the world’s glory, whose dust no epitaph 
will flatter and no sacred monument will 
call back their deeds of darkness and 
death. Do Thou hover above the syna- 
gogues of our country as Thy children 
breathe again the spirit that once in- 
spired old Judea as they view the far- 
flung lands of a righteous God. Through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Gatling, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment a joint resolution of the House of 
the following title: 

H. J. Res. 285. Joint resolution providing 
for the filling of a vacancy in the Board of 
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Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of 
the class other than Members of Congress. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 2600. An act to expedite the prosecution 
of the war by making provision for an in- 
creased supply of rubber manufactured from 
alcohol produced from agricultural or forest 
products, 


The message also announced that the ` 


Senate agrees to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6071) entitled “An act to grant a pref- 
erence right to certain oil and gas 
lessees. 


The message also announced that 
the Vice President had appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
the Joint Select Committee on the part 
of the Senate, as provided for in the 
act of August 5, 1939, entitled “An act 
to provide for the disposition of certain 
records of the United States Govern- 
ment,” for the disposition of executive 
papers in the following departments and 
agencies: 

. Department of Agriculture. 
Department of the Interior. 
. Department of the Navy. 

. Department of the Treasury. 
. Federal Security Agency. 

. National Housing Agency. 

. The National Archives. 


RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays be- 
fore the House the following resignetion, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., July 21, 1942. 
Hon. Sam RAYBURN, 
Speaker oj the House of Representatives. 

Sm: I herewith submit my resignation as 
a@-member of the Appropriations Committee 
g the United States House of Representa- 

ves. 

Respectfully yours, 
CHARLES LEAVY, 
Fifth District of Washington. 


The SPEAKER, Without objection, 
the resignation’ will be accepted. 
There was no objection. 


RESIGNATION FROM THE HOUSE OF REP- 
RESENTATIVES 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays be- 
fore the House the following communica- 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., July 22, 1942. 
Hon. Sam RAYBURN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
Washington, D: C. 

Dear Mr. SPEAKER: I beg leave to iniorm 
you that I have this day transmitted to the 
Governor of Massachusetts my resignation 
as a Representative in the Congress of the 
United States from the Eight District of 
Massachusetts, resignation to become effec- 
tive August 3, 1942. 

Sincerely yours, 
ARTHUR D. HEALEY, 


ADJOURNMENT OVER 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. ` 


IDPH 
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The SPEAKER, Isthere objection? 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the right to object to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts what is the pro- 
gram for today. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The program to- 
day is to bring up the rule on the bill in 
relation to permitting soldiers to exercise 
their suffrage in accordance with the 
State laws, as I understand the amend- 
ment which is to be offered to the bill. 
As originally reported out of the commit- 
tee, it is to protect the right of soldiers to 
vote, and it must be in accordance with 
the requirements of the State law. After 
that bill is disposed of, it is the purpose 
to call up the bill establishing a rubber 
corporation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
right to object. After the tax bill was 
passed, we were told that there was not 
going to be any important legislation for 
a while, and that the Members might be 
able to go home for several weeks with- 
out any disregard for business that might 
be transacted; that is, if we wanted to 
assume that responsibility, we could go. 
I would like to go home for a couple of 
weeks. However, if there is any business 
of importance to come up, I am going to 
stay here. I therefore ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts whether it 
would be all right for us to go away for 
a week or two. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman’s 
statement ins substance is correct. I 
think the gentleman will not place the 
majority leader in the position of saying 
that he definitely so assured the House, 

Mr, RICH. Ido not want to do that. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The substance of 
the gentleman’s recollection is correct as 
to what our hope was and is. That is 
still our hope. Of course, as the gentle- 
man knows, certain developments oc- 
curred in relation to price control, which 
has somewhat changed the situation for 
this week. I am not able to make any 
definite statement now, but I am strong- 
ly hopeful that next week that might be 
worked out. 

Mr. RICH. I am going home for a 
couple of weeks. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I know the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania needs a rest 
very badly. 

Mr. RICH. Will we receive notice 
that there is important legislation to be 
considered, if it is to be considered? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Oh, I am sure 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has confidence, so far as any promise is 
concerned, in myself and in. the Speaker, 
and also in the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Martin], or the distin- 
guished acting leader, the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. MICHENER], and I 
can assure the gentleman that that con- 
fidence will not be misplaced. 

Mr. RICH. Very well; with that I 
shall go home. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the right to object. I did not quite un- 
derstand the program for today. Am F 
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assured that the Fulmer bill is going to 
come up? 

Mr. McCORMACK. First the bill in 
respect to the soldiers’ vote, and then 
the Fulmer bill after that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis? 

There was no objection. 


EXPENDITURE OF GOVERNMENT MONEY 
FOR STICKERS 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I take 
this occasion to bring to your attention 
a communication which I have received 
from an industrial leader in western 
New York, a former war veteran, who has 
two sons in the Army today. This refers 
to a package of paper stickers received 
irom a governmental bureau, and is evi- 
dence of misdirected energy, waste, and 
useless and purposeless material being 
sent out by some bureaucratic agency of 
the Government. 

He says: 

I have received from the Government a lot 
of stickers. You have been in the war and 
know what it is like. I just want to say that 
this line of talk I don’t believe would con- 
vince anybody of anything except that some 
Government agency is fooling its time away 
and wasting the taxpayers’ money. 

The impression prevails around here that 
all the back country knows there is a war 
going on but some departments of the Gov- 
ernment haye not as yet fotind it out. 

Take a look at the captions: 

“This line is busy.” If it is busy with this 
sort of business, it is foolish business. 

“We've got what he takes!” I don’t know 
what they mean. 

“Give Hitler !’ Don't believe it will 
scare anybody, least of all Hitler. 

Then the man that writes these things 
says: “Don't bother me, I'm fighting a war!” 
He should be located and put in the Army. 

Then another, “Work wins wars.” You 
know better. 

“Look out! Tough war ahead.” You would 
think the war was a railroad train. 

“If it isn’t your war, whose war is it?” 
Sounds awfully silly. 

“Wipe off that smile.” 
scare somebody. 

“Don't fiddie on war time!” They ought to 
take their own advice. 

“We're making good news!” 
Heve it. 

The whole thing is silly twaddle. Instead 
of improving morale, it is more likely to do 
the reverse. 

Whoever writes this stuff should join the 
Army and learn what it is all about. 


Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANDREWS. I yield. 
Mr. RICH. Are they using Govern- 
ment money to print that stuff? 
Mr. ANDREWS. Yes. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. STEARNS of New Hampshire. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp and 
include therein a brief address. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


That certainly will 


I don’t be- 
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Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Appendix and include 
therein a letter written by me. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. Mawnasco, 
Mr. RomsveE, Mr. DURHAM, and Mr, GEHR- 
MANN were granted permission to extend 
their own remarks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks and 
include an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and include therein an 
article from the Times-Herald. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and include therein a 
letter. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Appendix in two instances and in 
connection with each to include brief 
articles. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. G Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include a news- 
paper article. 

The SPEAKER. 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include a letter I have received from 
Mr. Trovatten. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and include an article. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp and include an 
editorial from the Greensburg Daily 
News. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, on last Sunday Henry J. Kaiser 
delivered a historic speech at Portland, 
Oreg., which has deeply stirred up the 
entire Nation. I have received a com- 
plete transcript of his address and I ask 
unanimous consent to insert it in the 
Appendix. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection, 


Without objection, it 
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Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Appendix and include some 
excerpts. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. BEITER. Myr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of today’s business and any other 
special orders. I may address the House 
for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE RAMSAY BILL 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, yesterday 
before the Rules Committee some of the 
gentlemen felt that there should be an 
amendment agreed to on the Ramsay 
bill. They have agreed that I should 
have the right to report the rule provid- 
ing for 2 hours of general debate, if the 
committee having the bill in charge 
would agree to adopt such an amend- 
ment. I am pleased to report that the 
committee did meet and agree to the 
amendment, and in view of that fact 
there was a unanimous report on the 
part of the Rules Committee. Each and 
every member of the Rules Committee 
has authorized me to make the report 
and file the report on the bill. Conse- 
quently there can be no possible objec- 
tion to the same now, the committee 
having agreed. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks on two subjects, in one 
to include a statement by the American 
Federation of Labor and in the other 
an editorial from the Los Angeles 
Examiner. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the requests are granted. 

There was no objection. 


SYNTHETIC RUBBER 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

A SLAP AT THE PRESIDENT THAT WILL PLACE AN 
OBSTACLE IN THE WAY OF A SUCCESSFUL 
PROSECUTION OF THE WAR 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill 

that passed the Senate yesterday is a 

very dangerous bill. I represent a farm 

district and am just as anxious to help 
the farmer as anyone, but I am not in 
favor of taking powers away from our 

Commander in Chief in time of war and 

thereby retard the successful prosecution 

of the war. This involves the question 
of priorities; it involves the question of 
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whether we shall use alcohol to make 
tires for essential and nonessential pur- 
poses or whether we shall use alcohol to 
make explosives to bomb Berlin and Ger- 
man industrial cities. Wecannot say we 
will not need all the powder we can get 
to make explosives. It is a dangerous 
bill; it should not be passed because it 
would be in the direction of taking over 
the leadership in this war from the Com- 
mander in Chief, the President of the 
United States, and Donald Nelson, the 
chief of the War Production Board. I 
hope this bill is not passed. The Secre- 
tary of War has entered his opposition 
to it. Our War Production chief, Donald 
Nelson, is against it, and the President of 
the United States is against it. A vote 
for this so-called bill to make rubber 
out of farm products is a vote for dis- 
unity and confusion and is a vicious slap 
at the President. 
[Here the gavel fell.j 


AUTHORIZING THE PRINTING OF THE 
MANUSCRIPT ENTITLED “HOW TO OB- 
TAIN BIRTH CERTIFICATES” AS A PUB- 
LIC DOCUMENT 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the 
Committee on Printing, I report (Rept. 
No. 2380) back favorably without amend- 
ment a privileged resolution (H. Res. 523) 
authorizing the printing of the manu- 
script entiled “How to Obtain Birth Cer- 
tificates” as a public document, and I ask 
for immediate consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read the resolution as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the manuscript entitled 
“How to Obtain Birth Certificates,” compiled 
by the State Law Index Section of the Legis- 
lative Reference Division of the Library of 
Congress, be printed as a public document, 


The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I charge the 
National Labor Board with-indiscreet rul- 
ings and the results as murder. z 

Read the report of the Select Commit- 
tee of the House to Investigate Air Acci- 
dents; the flight of T. W. A. on January 
16, 1942, at Las Vegas, Nev., when Miss 
Carole Lombard and 15 Army pilots were 
killed. 

It so happened that Capt. Wayne Wil- 
liams, the pilot of this fatal flight 3, had 
a great deal of flying experience. He 
had a reputation for temperament. It 
was alleged that he took undue and un- 
necessary risks with equipment and 
cargo. Because of his reputation the vice 
president of T. W. A. was opposed to em- 
ploying him, but yielded to persuasion. 

Captain Williams was discharged from 
the services of T. W. A. on August 16, 
1933. The reasons assigned for his dis- 
charge were damaging equipment, grand- 
standing, carelessness, violations of De- 
partment of Commerce, T; W. A., and air- 
port regulations, and insubordination. 
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The officer in charge of operations for 
T. W. A. said, and I quote: 

It has been felt for some time that further 
remonstrance with him was useless, as one 
violation was sooner or later followed with 
another, and sooner or later would result in a 
crash with a planeload of passengers. 


The officer in charge of operations said 
he did not want to be responsible for 
Captain Williams flying with passengers, 

On October 1, 1933, the National Labor 
Board ruled that Pilot Williams should 
be reinstated to his former position. 

When the National Labor Board rules 
against the advice and consent of the 
management on airplane operations, or 
on any vital industrial position, the re- 
sponsibility is theirs and some responsi- 
bility must and should be placed against 
them. When the N. L. R. B. assume the 
power to regulate, they should be made 
responsible. This should be as impor- 
tant with Government operation as pri- 
vate-business operation, and just as im- 
portant with regulation with labor 
unions. 


AMENDING ARTICLE OF WAR 50% 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ANDREWS], 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, by re- 
quest of the Chairman of the Committee. 
or Military Affairs, and by agreement 
with the majority and minority leaders, 
I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 7389) 
to amend Article of War 5044, and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

‘The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr, McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, will the gen- 
tleman from New York explain the bill? 
I may say that the gentleman from New 
York spoke to me about this. 

Mr. ANDREWS. This bill is necessary, 
in the opinion of the War Department, 
due to the wide dispersion of our forces 
in distant commands and the desirability 
for the establishment of boards of review 
in branch offices of the Judge Advocate 
General’s Department. The bill decen- 
tralizes a portion of the authority of the 
Judge Advocate General’s Department in 
order to expedite cases and appeals. It 
takes from no man the right of appeal to 
the President, and it is an effort to expe- 
dite cases that come under The Adjutant 
General's Department. 

The bill is reported by a unanimous 
vote of the committee and at the request 
of the War Department. 

Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I yield. 

Mr. THOMASON. Further amplifying 
the statement made by the gentleman 
from New York, I may say that this bill 
is brought here at the request of the War 
Department and has the unanimous 
support of the Committee on Miltary 
Affairs... 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, let 
me ask the gentleman from Texas a 
question. The gentleman from New York 
spoke of decentralizing this service. 
What is meant by decentralization? 

Mr. THOMASON. That means that 
our forces are so widely scattered over the 
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face of the earth now that it is neeessary 
that they have facilities for the handling 
of these cases without centralizing and 
forcing everything to come to Washing- 
ton before there can be final determina- 
tion. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. What 
cases? 

Mr. THOMASON. Those arising in the 
Judge Advocate General’s Department— 
purely legal; that is all there is to it. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I under- 
stand it is purely legal. I have heard 
that same argument before. That argu- 
ment was made when they were estab- 
lishing the Veterans’ Administration 
many years ago. I am always skittish of 
this decentralization of authority and 
scattering it all over the United States. 
What right will a man have to come to 
Washington? And what procedure will 
he follow when he comes to Washington 
to have a case decided? 

Mr. THOMASON, My recollection of 
the hearings is that no man is deprived 
of his right of appeal or any other right 
he now has under existing law. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Article of War 5042 
(41 Stat. 797-799), as amended by the 
act approved August 20, 1937 (50 Stat. 
724), establishes a method of review of 
the records of trial of all persons by gen- 
eral court martial. 

In general, the system established pre- 
scribes that certain records of trial be 
transmitted to a board of review for 
opinion as to the legal sufficiency of the 
findings and sentence of the court be- 
fore the military authority appointing 
the court may order the execution of the 
sentence imposed. 

The third paragraph of Article of War 
5042, among other things, provides that 
in the event the Judge Advocate General 
does not concur in the holding of the 
board of review, that he shall forward 
all the papers in the case, including the 
opinion of the board of review and his 
own dissent therefrom, directly to the 
Secretary of War for the action of the 
President. 

The law in question also provides that 
the records of cases not required to be 
submitted to the board of review by the 
appointing authority prior to ordering 
execution of the sentence of the court, 
will nevertheless be examined in the 
Judge Advocate General’s office, and if 
found to be legally insufficient to sup- 
port the findings and sentence of the 
court in whole or in part, shall thereafter 
be referred to the board of review, and 
the board, if it also finds such record 
legally insufficient, shall submit it to the 
Judge Advocate General for transmission 
to the Secretary of War for the action of 
the President. In such case, the Presi- 
dent, acting through the Secretary of 
War, has broad authority to approve, 
disapprove, or vacate, mitigate, commute, 
limit, or modify such sentence and to re- 
store to the accused all rights affected by 
the findings and sentence. 

Whenever deemed necessary by the 
President, the Article of War in question 
provides for the establishment of branch 
offices of the Judge Advocate General 
under Assistant Judge Advocates General 
with distant commands, and for the 
establishment of boards of review in such 
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branch: offices. In general, this permits 
the expeditious handling of court-martial 
cases in distant commands under war 
conditions. It is apparent, however, that 
final action in the two types of cases 
mentioned in the foregoing paragraphs 
cannot be taken until after the record is 
transmitted from the distant command 
to Washington for submission to the Sec- 
retary of War and thereafter returned 
to the distant command for compliance 
with the President’s directions. The pur- 
pose of the proposed legislation is to 
eliminate this delay by vesting the com- 
manding general of the distant command 
with authority to perform the functions 
now vested in the President and per- 
formed in his name by the Secretary of 
War. 

The proposed amendment in nowise 
changes or interferes with the rights of 
appeal afforded to all persons convicted 
by court martial under the Articles of 
War, nor will it in any sense be prejudi- 
cial to the interests of such persons. To 
the contrary, it will eliminate the illegal 
confinement of persons convicted on in- 
sufficient or erroneous records during the 
time which must now be consumed in 
transmitting such records to Washing- 
ton for final action. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, I hope no one 
will object because this bill seems to me 
to be reasonable and sensible and in the 
interest of the man in the service who is 
in the field. Instead of being compelled 
to come to Washington or held in jail or 
in the guardhouse in the field, during 
the weeks that the papers require to clear 
through Washington, the man may be 
disposed of by the field local court, so to 
speak. The right of appeal is always 
available, however. 

Mr. THOMASON. That is the unani- 
mous view of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. In addition 
to that, as suggested by the gentleman 
from New York and as appears in the 
official report, no man is deprived of his 
right of appeal or any other legal right 
that he now has. 

Mr. MICHENER. That is the same 
practice that obtained during the last 
war and which worked successfully. 

Mr. THOMASON. That is my infor- 
mation, 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, as I under- 
stand this bill it is very urgent and im- 
portant, due to the fact that we have 
troops in Australia, Ireland, and in other 
parts of the world, and to send these rec- 
ords to Washington and hold those men 
in prison during that long period of 
time that would be required to send 
the records across the high seas is what 
amounts to an injustice. 

Mr. THOMASON. The War Depart- 
ment says it is absolutely essential to the 
proper functioning of courts martial and 
other legal matters arising in the War 
Department. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 
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Be it enacted, ete., That the third and fifth 
paragraphs of Article of War 50% (41 Stat. 
797-799), as amended by the act approved 
August 20, 1937 (50 Stat. 724), be further 
amended by adding a further proviso at the 
end of each of said paragraphs as follows: 
“Provided further, That whenever a branch 
of the Office of the Judge Advocate General 
is established, under the provisions of the 
last paragraph of this article, with a distant 
command, such functions may be performed 
by the commanding general of such distant 
command in all cases in which the board of 
review in such branch office is empowered to 
act and in which the commanding general 
of such distant command is not the appoint- 
ing or confirming authority.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 


BRIDGEPORT IRRIGATION DISTRICT 


Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill 
(S. 2440) for the relief of the Bridgeport 
Irrigation District. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
Mexico ‘[Mr. ANDERSON}? 


Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, is-this 


the bill where one passed the Senate and 
another passed the House? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Yes. 
I may'say to the gentleman that this bill 
passed the Senate on July 2 anda simi- 
lar bill passed the House, as a matter of 
fact in identical language, on July 24. 
I was not informed that the Senate had 
passed the bill, otherwise I would have 
moved to substitute it for the House bill. 

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman is 
just asking to substitute the Senate bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON]? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the contract of 
June 14, 1915, between the United States and 
the Bridgeport irrigation district, North 
Platte reclamation project, and the indebted- 
ness of the district thereunder for operation 
and maintenance charges delinquent under 
said contract for the years 1926 to 1942, both 
inclusive, be, and the same are hereby, can- 
celed and released, and that the judgment 
entered on July 30, 1929, in the United States 
District Court for the District of Nebraska 
against the district and in favor of the United 
Scates be, and the same is hereby, released 
and discharged: Provided, That the $23,286 
heretofore paid: under the contract of June 
14, 1915, shall be retained by the United States 
for the benefits heretofore received by the 
district under said contract: And provided 
further, That the water right of the district 
under its Nebraska appropriation, upon the 
approval of this act, shall be in the same 
legal status under the laws of Nebraska as 
if said contract of June 14, 1915, had never 
been executed. 


The bill was ordered to be read- a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
(Mr. THomas F. Forp asked and was 


given permission to extend his own re- 
marks in the RECORD. 


JULY 23 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
Appendix of the Recorp the very excel- 
lent article written by David Lawrence 
on the appointment of Admiral Leahy 
to his new position. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. McCormack]? 

There was no objection. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I make 
the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, may I ask 
unanimous consent that we call up & res- 
olution? 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I make 
the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair doubts the 
authority of the Chair to recognize the 
gentleman to propound a parliamentary 
inquiry when a point of order is made, 
unless: the gentleman from Texas with- 
holds it. 

Mr. MICHENER, I think the Chair is 
correct. I did not want the House to 
eae here without voting on the vote 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is 
not present. ? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was, ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 

[Roll No, 103] 


Allen, Til. Douglas Johnson, Ind. 
Andersen, Downs ohnson, 

H. Carl Duncan Lyndon B 
Arnold Dworshak Jones 
Baldwin Eliot, Mass. ee 
Barden Elliott, Calif. Kelley, Pa 
Barnes Euis Kennedy, 
Barry Elston Martin J. 
Baumhart Fish Kennedy. 
Beckworth Fitzgerald Michael J. 
Bender Fitzpatrick Keogh 
Bishop Flaherty . Kilburn 
Bradley, Mich. Ford, Leland M. Kilday 
Buck Ford, Miss. Kirwan 
Buckler, Minn. Gavagen . Kleberg 
Buckley, N. Y. Gerlach Klein 
Burch Gifford Knutson 
Byrne Gillette Kocialkowski 
Eyron Gillie Kramer 
Capozzoli Granger Lambertson 
Carter Grant, Ala. Landis 
Celler Green Lane 
Chapman Gregory Leavy 
Chiperfield Haines Lynch 
Clason Hall, Edwin McGranery 
Claypool Arthur McKeough 
Cluett Hall, McLean 
Coffee, Nebr. Leonard W. aas 
Cole, Md. Hancock Maciejewski 
Cole, N. Y. Harness Magnuson 
Collins Harrington Marcantonio 
Cooley H Martin, Mass, 
Copeland Healey May 
Costello Hébert Merritt 
Creal Heffernan Miller 
Crosser Hendricks Mills, Ark 
Culkin Hess Is, 
Cullen Hoffman Mitchell 
Curtis Holbrock Murdock 
Davis, Ohio Holmes Murray 
Davis, Tenn. Houston Myers, Pa. 
Day Howell Norrell 
Delaney Hunter O'Connor 
Dewey Imhoff O'Day 
Dickstein Jacobsen (e) 

Dies Jarrett Oliver 
Dingell Jenkins, Ohio O'Neal 
Ditter Johnson, Calif, Osmers 


O'Toole Scanlon Thomas, N. J. 
Paddock Schaefer, Ill Tinkham 
Pearson Schuetz Traynor 
Pfeifer, Scott Treadway 

Joseph L. Scrugham Van Zandt 
Plauché Shanley Wadsworth 
Priest on Wasielewski 
Rankin, Mont. Sheridan Weaver 
Robertson, Va, Sikes Weiss 
Robinson, Utah Smith, Ohio Wene 
Robsion, Ky. Smith, W.Va. West 
Rockefeller South White 
Rockwell Stevenson Winter 
Rogers, Okla. Stratton Wolfenden, Pa. 
Russell Sumners, Tex. Wi , Va. 
Sacks Sweeney Worley 
Sasscer Tarver Wright 
Satterfield Terry Zimmerman 
Sauthoff Thill 

‘the SPEAKER. Two hundred and 


thirty-nine Members have answered to 
their names, a quorum. 

Further proceedings under the call 
were dispensed with. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend the 
remarks I made yesterday in the debate 
on the bill (H. R. 7419), and include 
therein certain excerpts from hearings 
in the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein an editorial from the Fort Worth 
Star-Telegram. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Monday 
next, at the conclusion of the legislative 
program of the day and following any 
special orders heretofore entered, I may 
be permitted to address the House for 15 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 


ABSENTEE VOTING IN TIME OF WAR BY 
MEMBERS OF THE LAND AND NAVAL 
FORCES SERVING IN THE UNITED 
STATES 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I make the point of order 
against the bill H. R. 7416 that it is not 
legally before the House. The chairman 
of the committee was not in Washington 
at the time this alleged meeting of the 
committee that is supposed to have re- 
ported this bill was held. The other 
members of the committee were never 
notified of any meeting. I say that be- 
cause I am a member of the committee 
myself and had no notice of it. The dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. Manasco] is a member of the com- 
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mittee and he had no notice of it what- 
ever. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. Bonner] is a member of the 
committee and he had no notice of it. 
There could not have been, and evi- 
dently there was not, a quorum of the 
committee present. The chairman of 
the committee was in New York. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this bill is 
not properly on the calendar, that the 
committee meeting, if held at all, was 
clandestinely held or held without noti- 
fying the other members, that therefore 
their action was illegal, and that the bill 
is not legally before the House and was 
not legally before the Committee on 
Rules, and therefore should not be con- 
sidered by the House. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the 
bill is before the House as far as the 
records of the House are concerned. The 
bill has been reported to the House. 
Whether or not the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi was notified is something that 
rests with the committee. I have no 
knowledge of whether or not what he 
Says about himself or about other mem- 
bers of the committee is so, but as far as 
the House is concerned the bill has been 
reported to the House and the House 
cannot go behind that record and in- 
quire into the action of the committee 
itself; but if anything like that can be 
done, it cannot be done by a point of 
order but must be done through some 
other procedure. 

Mr. MICHENER rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear 
the gentleman from Michigan on the 
point of order. 

Mr. MICHENER. In the first place, 
Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Rules has 
jurisdiction to report any bill after it is 
introduced into the House. The bill does 
not have to be on the calendar. The 
Committee on Rules may report any bill 
which has been referred to a committee. 

In this particular instance, the Com- 
mittee on Rules has reported to the House 
a bill which was introduced in accord- 
ance with the rules of the House and 
which was reposing in a committee of the 
House to which it had been referred by 
the Speaker of the House in accordance 
with the rules of the House. 

The gentieman from Mississippi has 
raised this question: Did the legislative 
committee properly report the bill to the 
House and is it regularly on the House 
calendar? Of course, this may involve a 
question of ethics in committee. Such 
consideration, however, is not germane 
to the point of order. Any action taken 
by the legislative committee is foreign 
to the point of order against this rule. 
The Committee on Rules was entirely 
within its rights when it reported the bill 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 
from Mississippi desire to be heard fur- 
ther on the point of order? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes, Mr. 
Speaker; I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Michigan a question. 

If the gentleman from Michigan had 
known that this bill was not properly re- 
ported by a committee of the House, 
would he have voted for the rule? 
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Mr.. MICHENER. The gentleman 
from Michigan would state that that 
question is incompetent, irrelevant, and 
immaterial. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
afraid of that. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Michigan went off on a tangent to talk 
about the rule. I am talking about the 
bill now before the House. I do not be- 
lieve there is an intelligent Member of 
this House who would seriously contend 
that one or two members of the commit- 
tee in the absence of the chairman can 
get together and report a bill without 
notifying the other members of the com- 
mittee, and expect the House to accept 
it as a legal report. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota, Mr. 
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may 
state his parliamentary inquiry if the 
gentleman from Mississippi yields for 
that purpose. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield 
for a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota, I should 
like to know if the matter now before 
the House is the bill H. R. 7416, which 
was referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress, or House 
Resolution 528, which is a resolution 
from the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. SABATH rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will an- 
swer that question in his ruling, which he 
is ready to make, but he will first hear 
the gentleman from Illinois on the point 
of order. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I support 
the position of the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. MICHENER], who I believe 
has clearly shown that the bill is prop- 
erly before the House. May I call atten- 
tion to the fact that during this session 
the Committee on Rules has made in 
order-the consideration of a bill that was 
not reported by the legislative committee, 
and still it was held to be in order. 

Consequently, even if everything that 
the gentleman from Mississippi states 
were true, the bill having been properly 
introduced and referred to the commit- 
tee, the Rules Committee has had juris- 
diction and has acted upon the request. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to present some 
authorities to the Speaker unless the 
Chair has made up its mind, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear 
the gentleman. 

Mr, RANKIN of Mississippi. I have 
had to investigate this question rather 
hurriedly. I was not aware of the action 
taken on the bill until this morning and 
did not know there was any pretension 
that it had ever gone to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice President, 
and Representatives in Congress for ac- 
tion by the committee. 

I am citing Cannon's Precedents, vol- 
ume 8, section 2211, in which it is said: 

Action of a committee is recognized by the 
House only when taken with a quorum actu- 
ally assembled and meeting as a committee. 


Then he goes on to cite cases under 
that section. 


Section 2212, the very next section, 
states: 


I was 
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Action taken by a committee in the ab- 
sence of a quorum was held to be invalid 
when reported in the House. 


Not only was there not a quorum pres- 
ent, but no quorum was even notified. 
There could not possibly have been a 
quorum present because one member 
was in New York sick and three other 
members of the committee were not even 
notified. And, by the way, I am informed 
now, very reliably, that when the bill 
was presented to the Rules Committee it 
Was presented by a man who was not 
even on the committee that is supposed 
to have reported it. I now submit that 
the dignity of the House, the precedents 
that have been set, the law that has been 
violated in bringing this bill out, justi- 
fies the Chair in holding it out of order 
and that it should not be taken up under 
a rule when the Rules Committee itself 
was not even notified that it was an il- 
legal and a clandestine proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready 
to rule. 

At this time there is no bill pending 
before the House. A resolution reported 
by the Committee on Rules will be pre- 
sented to the House, which, if adopted, 
will make in order the consideration of 
H. R. 7416. If the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress had never 
taken any action upon this bill and the 
Committee on Rules had decided to re- 
port a rule making it in order and put- 
ting it up to the House whether or not 
the House would consider the bill, they 
would have been within their rights. 
Therefore, the Chair cannot do otherwise 
than hold that there is nothing at the 
time before the House. It is anticipated 
that a special rule will be presented, 

“ making in order the consideration of 
H. R. 7416. If the House adopts the rule 
then the House has decided that it de- 
sires to consider the bill at this time, and 
the Chair therefore overrules the. point 
of order of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. RANKIN] and recognizes the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH]. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 528. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 528 

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso- 
lution it shall be in order to move that the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7416) to 
provide for a method of voting, in time of 
‘war, by members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the States of their residence and 
serving within the continental United States. 
That after general debate, which shall be 
confined to the bill and continue not to ex- 
ceed 2 hours, to be equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chairman and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice President, and Representatives 
in Congress, the bill shall be read for amend- 
ment under the 5-minute rule. At the con- 
clusion of such consideration, the Committee 
shall rise and report the bill to the House 
with such amendments as may have been 
adopted and the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto to final passage without inter- 


vening motion, except one motion to recom- 
mit. 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 


Speaker, I make a point of order against 
the rule. 
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I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
that this rule was obtained by fraud; 
that it was represented to the Rules Com- 
mittee that the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress had held a meet- 
ing and reported this bill. No such meet- 
ing was ever held. The chairman of the 
committee was in New York, sick, and a 
majority of the rest of the members was 
not even notified that any such meeting 
was contemplated. Fraud vitiates every- 
thing, and I cannot believe that the Rules 
Committee would report this rule out 
knowing that they were being defrauded. 
If they did- not know it, the fraud vitiates 
the rule. That is a well-known legal 
maxim that every lawyer is familiar with. 
So I make the point of order, Mr. Speak- 
er, that this proposition is not legally be- 
fore the House because it was never 
legally reported. The members of the 
Rules Committee were misled into believ- 
ing it had been reported and therefore 
were defrauded into reporting this rule, 
which vitiates the whole proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The only thing that 
interests the Chair is whether or not the 
Committee on Rules had a formal meet- 
ing and reported this resolution. The 
Chair has no right, as the Chair thinks, 
in the absence of some evidence to the 
contrary, to assume that the Committee 
on Rules had anything but a formal ses- 
sion and reported this special rule. 
Therefore the Chair overrules the point 
o order of the gentleman from Missis- 

ppl. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr, JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I make 
the point of order that there is not a 
quorum present. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, that is a 
dilatory motion. 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair can- 
not hold that. 

The gentleman from Alabama makes 
the point of order there is not a quorum 
present. The Chair will count. [After 
counting.) A hundred and fifteen Mem- 
bers are present, not a quorum. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, when the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 


[Roll No. 104] 

Alien, I. Cluett Elliott, Calif. 
Andersen, Coffee, Nebr. Ellis 

H. Carl Cole, Md. Elston 
Arnold Cole, N. Y. Fish 
Baldwin Collins Fitzgerald 
Barden Cooley Fitzpatrick 
Barnes Copeland Flaherty 
Barry Costello Ford, Leland M. 
Baumhart Creal Ford, Miss. 
Beckworth Crosser Gavagan 
Bender Culkin Gerlach 
Bishop Cullen Gifford 
Bradley, Mich. Curtis Gillette 
Buck Davis, Ohio Gillie 


Buckler, Minn. Davis, Tenn. Granger 


Buckley, N. Y. Day Grant, Ala 
Burch Delaney Green 

Byrne Dewey Gregory 
Byron Dickstein Haines 
Capozzoli Dies all 

Carter Dingell Edwin Arthur 
Celler Ditter 5 
Chapman Douglas Leonard W. 
Chiperfield Downs k 
Clason Dworshak Harness 
Claypool Eliot, Mass, Harrington 
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Harter McKeough Satterfield 
Healey McLean Sauthoff 
Hébert Maas Scanion 
Heffernan Maciejewski Schaefer, Tl 
Hendricks Marcantonio Schuetz 
Hess Martin, Mass. Scott 
Hill, Wash. May Scrugham 
Hoffman Merritt Shanley 
Holbrock Miller Shannon 
Holmes Mills, Ark Sikes 
Houston Mills, La Smith, Ohio 
Howell Mitchell Smith, W. Va. 
Hunter Murdock South 
Imhoff Murray Starnes, Ala. 
Jarrett Myers, Pa Stevenson 
Jenkins, Ohio Norrell Stratton 
Jennings O'Connor Sumners, Tex, 
Johnson, Calif. O'Day Sweeney 
Johnson, Ind. O'Leary Tarver 
Jones Oliver Terry 
Kee O'Neal Thill 
Kelley, Pa. Osmers Thomas, N. J. 
Kennedy, O'Toole Tinkham 

Martin J, Paddock Traynor 
Kennedy, Patrick Treadway 

Michael J. Pearson Van Zandt 
Keogh Pfeifer, Voorhis, Calif. 
Kilburn Joseph L. Wadsworth 
Kilday Plauché Wasielewski 
Kirwan Ploeser Weiss 
Kleberg Plumley Wene 
Klein riest West 
Knutson Rankin, Mont. White 
Kocialkowski Robertson, Va. Winter 

er Robinson, Utah Wolfenden, Pa, 

Lambertson Robsion, Ky. Woodrum, Va. 
Landis Rockefeller Worley 
Lane Rockwell Wright 
Leavy Rogers, Okla. Zimmerman 
Lynch Russell 
McGranery Sacks 


The SPEAKER. On this call 236 
Members have answered to their names, 
a quorum, 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 2 minutes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
there has been no disposition of the roll 
call yet. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
further proceedings under the call will 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I object to that. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to dispense with further proceedings un- 
der the call. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
dispensing with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. RANKIN of 
Mississippi) there were—ayes 101, noes 5. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I object to the vote upon the 
ground that there is no quorum present 
and make the point of order that there 
is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules 
the point of order, because the House 
can dispense with further proceedings 
under the call without the presence of a 
quorum. 

The gentleman from Mississippi is out 
of order at the moment. The Chair has 
already ruled, and in conformity with a 
long line of decisions. 

So the motion to dispense with fur- 
ther proceedings under the call was 
agreed to. ` 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 2 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I have asked 
for this opportunity to talk with my 
friends in the hope of allaying the fears 
of some of them. I trust that there will 
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be no further effort to delay meeting 
the issue raised by this measure, and I 
speak as one who belongs to the group 
who feared that this bill in operation 
would serve to upset State regulations 
with reference to elections. Gentlemen, 
expect me, if I speak at all, to speak 
frankly, and that is what I intend to do. 
This bill insofar as the States are con- 
cerned, is a complete nullity The merit 
of the measure is just this: It makes it 
easy for people in the armed service to 
exercise their franchise in elections af- 
fecting Federal officeholders. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. That is all it does. I yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. And I 
say to the gentleman from Georgia that 
this is merely getting the camel’s nose 
under the tent, to destroy the election 
laws of every State in this Union. Evl- 
dently the gentleman from Georgia has 
not read the bill and the report, because 
they clearly demonstrate that this is an 
effort to wipe out the election laws of 
every State in the Union. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I would not 
by sharp answer offend my friend. He is 
perfectly sincere in what he has to say. 
I do agree with him to this extent, and 
this extent alone. There are lots of peo- 
ple who have the feeling, and the belief 
that it will tend to set aside State con- 
trol over State elections. It will do no 
such thing. Let me say to those of us 
who fear legislation of this kind that I 
think under the circumstances we can 
and we ought to rely upon the good faith 
of those who advocate this type of legis- 
lation, that is, that they will accept the 
amendment that will be offered to the 
bill, which amends the oath of the voter 
to declare that he is a qualified voter of 
the State of his residence. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. JARMAN. The gentleman re- 
quests the House to rely on the good 
faith of the committee reporting this 
bill. 

Mr. COX. I am not disposed to attack 
that committee. It does appear, how- 
ever, that the bill was not reported in ac- 
cordance with the general rules of the 
House, but that is not particularly im- 
portant. Certainly there is nothing in it 
to justify us in impugning their motives. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia has expired. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to proceed for 2 minutes 
more. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the right to object to 
that. I shall not object, but I want to 
have 4 minutes in which to answer the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair 
that the proper way to proceed would 
be for the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SapatH] to yield to his colleague from 
Georgia. Does the gentleman desire to 
do that? E 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia. 
. Mr. COX. I shall want time on the 
rule also. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. If we are 
to discuss this matter I think a quorum 
should be present. 

Mr. MICHENER, Mr. Speaker, I make 
the point of order that the gentleman 
from Mississippi has clearly evidenced 
the fact that he is filibustering, and that 
his only object in pursuing the tactics he 
is pursuing is to delay the passage of the 
Ramsay bill, to which he objects. It 
surely must be apparent to the Speaker 
that these quorum calls are for the sole 
purpose of delay. Therefore the action 
of the gentleman from Mississippi is dil- 
atory and out of order. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts that 
he will never be called upon to make a 
ruling that a Member is deliberately de- 
laying public business. There is a quorum 
in town. I think the gentleman from 
Mississippi, for the moment, at least, is 
within his rights in asking that a quorum 
be present, 

The Chair will count. [After count- 
ing.] Evidently there is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 


{Rol No. 105] 
Andersen, 5 Lynch 
H Leland M. McGranery 
Arnold Ford, Miss McKeough 
Baldwin Gathings McLean 
Gavagan Maas 
Barnes Gerlach Maciejewski 
Barry Gifford Marcantonio 
Bates, Ky. Gillette Martin, Mass. 
Baumhart Gillie May 
Beckworth Si Merritt 
Bender Grant, Ala. Miller 
Bishop Green Mills, Ark 
Gregory Mills, La. 
Bradley, Mich, Haines Mitchell 
Buc: Hall, Murdock 
Buckler, Minn Edwin Arthur Murray 
Buckley, N.Y. Hall, Myers, 
Burch W. Norrell 
Byrne Harness O'Connor 
Byron Harrington O'Day 
Capozzoll Harter O'Leary 
Carter Healey Oliver 
Celler Hébert O'Neal 
Chapman Heffernan 
Chiperfield Hendricks O'Toole 
Clason 
Claypool Hoffman 
Cluett Holbrock Pfeifer, 
Coffee, Nebr. Holmes Joseph L, 
Cole, Houston Plauché 
Cole, N. Y. Howell 
Collins Hunter Plumley 
Copeland Imho; Priest 
Costello Jarrett Rankin, Mont 
Creal Jenkins, Ohio Robertson, Va 
Crosser Johnson, Calif. Robinson, Utah 
Cullen Joħnson, Ind. Robsion, Ky. 
Curtis Kee Rockefeller 
Davis, Ohio Kelley, Pa LI 
Davis, Tenn. edy, Rogers, Okla, 
Delaney J, Russell 
Dewey Kennedy, 
Dickstein Michael J, Satterfield 
Dies Sauthoff 
Dingell Kilburn Scanlon 
Ditter Kilday Schaefer, Nl, 
Douglas Schuetz 
Kleberg Scott 
Duncan Klein Scrugham 
Eliot, Mass. Knutson Shanley 
Elliott, Calif, Kocialkowskł 
Ellis Kramer Sheridan 
Elston Sikes 
Fish Landis Smith, Ohio 
Lane Smith, W. Va. 
Fitzpatrick Lea 
Flaherty Leavy Stevenson 


Stratton Tinkham West 
Sumners, Tex. Traynor Winter 
Sweeney Treadway Wolcott 
Talbot Van Zandt Wolfenden, Pa, 
Tarver Wadsworth Woodrum, Va. 
Terry Wasielewski Worley 

Thill Weiss Wright 
Thomas, N.J. Wene Zimmerman 


The SPEAKER. On this roll call 244 - 
Members have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

Further proceedings under the call 
were dispensed with. 


METHOD OF VOTING, LAND AND NAVAL 
FORCES 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. RANKIN of Mis- 
sissippi) there were ayes 124 and noes 
10. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr, 
Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground that there is no quorum present, 
and I make the point of order that there 
is no quorum present. 

Mr, SABATH, Mr. Speaker, just a 
moment ago, before any business was 
transacted, there was a quorum present, 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, a point of order. The gentle- 
man is out of order. 

Mr. SABATH. I make objection that 
the point of order is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. A point of order has 
been made and the Chair has just 
counted and determined that no quorum 
is present. The roll call is automatic. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, is a 
parliamentary inquiry in order at this 
time? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I make the point of order that 
us only business in order is the roll 
call, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believes 
that a parliamentary inquiry, after an 
automatic roll call has been ordered, is 
doubtful. 

Mr. MICHENER. I just wanted to 
know whether the Members in the cloak- 
room could not be counted or brought in? 
_ The SPEAKER. The Chair has no 
way of seeing into the cloakroom. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Mne and the Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 211, nays 26, not voting 195, 
as follows; 


[Roll No. 106] 
YEAS—211 

Allen, La. Brown, Ga. Courtney 
Anderson, Calif. Brown, Ohio Cox 
Anderson, Bryson Crawford 

N. Mex, Bulwinkle Crowther 
Andresen, Burdick Culkin 

August H. Burgin Cunningham 
Andrews Butler D'Alesandro 
Angell C: Day 
Arends Canfield Dirksen 
Bates, Ky. Cannon, Mo. Disney 
Bates, Mass, Carlson Domengeaux 
Beam Cartwright Dondero 
Beiter Case, 5. Dak Durham 
Bennett Casey, Mass Eberharter 
Blackney Chenoweth Edmiston 
Bland Clark Engel 
Boehne Clevenger Englebright 
Bolton Cochran Faddis 
Boren Coffee, Wash. Fellows 
Bradley, Pa, Coimer Fenton 
Brooks Cooper Flannagan 
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Fogarty Larrabee Sanders 
Folger Lea Sasscer 
Forand LeCompte Schulte 
Ford, Thomas F. Lesinski Secrest 
Fulmer Lewis Shafer, Mich. 
Gale Ludlow Sheppard 
Gamble McCormack Short 
Gearhart McGregor Simpson 
Gehrmann McIntyre Smith, Maine 
Gilchrist McLaughl Smith, Pa. 
Maciora Smith, Wash. 
Magnuson Smith, Wis. 
Grant, Ind. Mahon Snyder 
Guyer Mansfeld Somers, N. Y, 
Gwynne Martin, Iowa Sparkman 
Halleck n Spence 
Hancock Meyer, Må Springer 
Harris, Ark. Michener Stearns, N. H. 
Ha Monroney Stefan 
Hartley Mott Sullivan 
Heidinger Mundt Sumner, Il. 
Hill, Colo. Nelson Sutphin 
Hill, Wash Nichols Taber 
Hinshaw Norton Talbot 
Holand O'Brien, Mich. Talle 
Hook O'Brien, N.Y. Tenerowicz 
Hope O'Hara Thom 
Hull Patman Thomas, Tex, 
Izac Fatrick Thomason 
Jackson Patton Tibbott 
Jacobsen Feterson, Fla. Tolan 
Jenks, N. H. Pheiffer, Vincent, Ky. 
Jennings William T. Vinson, Ga. 
Jensen Pittenger Voorhis, Calif. 
Johns Powers Vorys, Ohio 
Johnson, Calif. Rabaut Vreeland 
Johnson, Ill. Ramsay Wadsworth 
Johnson, Ramspeck Walter 
Luther A. Randolph Ward 
Johnson, Reece, Tenn. Weaver 
Lyndon B Reed, Ill Welch 
Johnson, Okla. Reed, N. Y Wheat 
Johnson, W. Va. Rees, Kans Wickersham 
Jonkman Rich Wigglesworth 
Kean Rizley Williams 
Keefe Robertson, Wilson 
Kefauver N. Dak Wolverton, N. J. 
Kelly, Ill. Rodgers, Pa Woodruff, Mich. 
Kinzer Rogers, Mass. Young 
Kopplemann Rolph Youngdahl 
Kunkel Romjue 
Lanham Sabath 
NAYS—26 
Bonner Hobks Poage 
Boykin Jarman Rankin, Miss, 
Cannon, Fla. McGehee Richards 
Cooley McMilian Starnes, Ala 
Gathings Manasco Steagall 
Gibson Moser Whelchel 
Gossett Pace Whitten 
Hare Peterson, Ga Whittington 
Harris, Va. Pierce 
NOT VOTING—195 
Alten, Ni, Cullen Hall, 
Andersen, Curtis Leonard W. 
H. Carl Davis, Ohio Harness 
Arnold Davis, Tenn, Harrington 
Baldwin Delaney Harter 
Barden Dewey Healey 
Barnes Dickstein Hébert 
Barry Dies Heffernan 
Baumhart Dingell Hendricks 
Beckworth Ditter Hess 
Bell Doughton Hoffman 
Bender Douglas Holbrock 
Bishop Downs Holmes 
Bloom Drewry Houston 
oggs Duncan Howell 
Bradley, Mich. Dworshak Hunter 
Buck Eaton Imhoff 
Buckler, Minn. Eliot, Mass. Jarrett 
Buckley, N. Y. Elliott, Calif, Jenkins, Ohio 
Burch Ellis Johnson, Ind. 
Byrne Elston Jones 
Byron Fish Kee 
Capozzoli Fi id Kelley, Pa. 
Fitzpatrick Kennedy, 
Celler erty Martin J. 
Cha’ Ford, Leland M. Kennedy, 
Chiperfield Ford, Miss. Michael J. 
ason Gavagan Keogh 
Claypool Gerlach Kerr 
Cluett Gifford Kilburn 
Coffee, Nebr. Gillette Kilday 
Cole, Mi Gillie Kirwan 
Cole, N. Y. Granger Kleberg 
Collins Grant, Ala, Klein 
Copeland Green Knutson 
Costello Gregory Kocialkowski 
Cravens Haines Kramer 
Creal ; Lam 
Crosser Edwin Arthur Landis 
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Lane Smith, Ohio 
Leavy Pfeifer, Smith, Va. 
Lynch Joseph L. Smith, W. Va. 
McGranery Plauché South 
McKeough Ploeser Stevenson 
McLean Plumley Stratton 
Priest Sumners, Tex. 
Maciejewski Rankin, Mont. Sweeney 
Marcantonio Rivers Tarver 
Martin, Mass. Robertson, Va. Terry 
May Robinson, Utah Thill 
Merritt Robsion, Ky. Thomas, N.J. 
Miller Rockefeller Tinkham 
Mills, Ark. Rockwell Traynor 
Mills, Rogers, Okla. Treadway 
Mitchell Russell Van Zandt 
Murdock Sacks Wasielewski 
Murray Satterfield Weiss 
Myers, Pa Sauthof Wene 
Norrell Scanlon West 
O'Connor Schaefer, Ill White 
O'Day Schuetz Winter 
O'Leary Scott Wolcott 
Oliver Scrugham Wolfenden, Pa. 
O'Neal Shanley Woodrum, Va 
Osmers Shannon Worley 
O’Toole Sheridan Wright 
Paddcck Sikes Zimmerman 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

General pairs: 

Mr. Terry with Mr. Martin of Massachu- 
setts. F 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


West with Mr. Hess. 

Satterfield with Mr. Copeland, 

Russell with Mr. Elston. 

Mr. Fitzgerald with Mr. H. Carl Andersen. 
Mr. Michael J. Kennedy with Mr. Kilburn. 
. Dingell with Mr. Lambertson. 

. Burch with Mr. Baldwin. 

Mr, Gregory with Mr. Knutson, 

Mr. Hendricks with Mr. Ditter. 

Mr. Chapman with Mr. Baumhart. 

Mrs. O’Day with Mr. Eaton. 

Mr. Barden with Mr. Fish. 

Mr. Martin J. Kennedy with Mr. Bender. 


Arthur Hall. 

. Keogh with Mr. Chiperfield. 

Cravens with Mr. Gillie. 

Kee with Mr. Jenkins of Ohio. 
Cullen with Mr. Harness, 

Drewry with Mr. Landis. 

Klein with Mr. Holmes. 

Barry with Mr. Ploeser. 

Rivers with Mr. Jones. 

O'Leary with Mr. Robsion of Kentucky. 
Buckley of New York with Mr. Clason. 
Tarver with Mr. Leland M. Ford. 
Bloom with Mr. Johnson of Indiana, 
Ellis with Mr. Cluett. 

O'Toole with Mr. McLean, 

Lynch with Mr. Plumley. 

Byrne with Mr. Rockefeller. 

Capozzoli with Mr. Smith of Ohio. 
Heffernan with Mr. Thill. 

Kelley of Pennsylvania with Mr. Van 
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Mr. Kramer with Mr. Treadway. 

Mr. Celler with Mr. Wolfenden of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. Merritt with Mr. Sauthoff. 

Mr. Gavagan with Mr. Cole of New York. 

Mr. Joseph L, Pfeifer with Mr. Gifford. 

Mr. Smith of Virginia with Mr. Winter. 

Mr. Woodrum of Virginia with Mr. Dewey. 

Mr. Mills of Louisiana with Mr. Murray. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The doors were opened, 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will allow 
the motion to be read for the Recorp. Of 
course, a motion to recommit to the 
Committee on Rules is not in order. 
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Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
like to be heard on that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already 
ruled. For the Recorp the Clerk will re- 
port the motion. 

The Clerk reak as follows: 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi moves to recom- 
mit the rule to the Committee on Rules. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that 
the motion is not in order. 

The question is on agreeing to the res- 
olution. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr, RANKIN of Mis- 
sissippi) there were—ayes 142, noes 17. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground that there is no quorum present, 
and I make the point of order that there 
is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] One hundred and six- 
ty-seven Members are present, not a 
quorum. The roll call is automatic. The 
Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Ser- 
geant at Arms will notify absent Mem- 
bers, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 204, nays 32, not voting 196, 
as follows: 


I would 


[Roll No, 107] 


YEAS—204 

Allen, La. Fogarty Mason 
Anderson, Calif. Folger Meyer, Md, 
Anderson, Forand Michener 

N. Mex. Ford, Thomas F.Monroney 
Andresen, Gale Moser 

August H. Gamble Mott 
Angell Gearhart Mundt 
Arends Gehrmann Nelson 
Bates, Ky. Gilchrist Nichols 
Bates, Mass, Gore Norton 
Beam O'Brien, Mich, 
Beiter Grant, Ind, O'Brien, N. Y. 
Bennett Guyer O'Hara 
Blackney Gwynne Patman 
Boehne Halleck Patrick 
Bolton Hancock Patton 
Boren Hart Peterson, Fla, 
Boykin Hartley Pheiffer, 
Bradley, Pa. Heidinger William T, 
Brooks Hill, Colo. Pierce 
Brown, Ohio Hill, Wash. Pittenger 
Bryson Hinshaw Powers 
Bulwinkle Holland Rabaut 
Burdick Hook Ramsay 
Burgin Hope Ramspeck 
Butler Hull Randolph 
Canfield Izac Reece, Tenn. 
Cannon,Mo. Jackson Reed, 
Carlson Jacobsen Reed, N. Y. 
Cartwright Jenks, N. H. Rees, 
Case, S. Dak. Jennings Rich 
Casey, Mass. Jensen Rizley 
Chenoweth Johns Robertson, 
Clark Johnson, Ill. N. Dak. 
Clevenger Johnson, Rodgers, Pa. 
Cochran Luther A. Rogers, Mass. 
Coffee, Wash. Johnson, ph 
Colmer Lyndon B. Romjue 
Cooper Johnson, Okla. Sabath 
Costello Johnson, W. Va.Sanders 
Courtney Jonkman Sasscer 
Cox Kean Schulte 
Crawford Keefe 
Crowther Kefauver Shafer, Mich, 
Culkin Kelly, Ill. Sheppard 
Cunningham Kinzer Short 
D’Alesandro Kopplemann Smith, Maine 
Day Kunkel Smith, Pa. 
Dirksen Larrabee Smith, Wash. 
Disney LeCompte Smith, Wis. 
Domengeaux Lesinski Snyder 
Dondero Lewis Somers, N. Y. 
Doughton Ludlow Sparkman 

ham McCormack Spence 

Eberharter McGregor r 
Edmiston McIntyre Stearns, N. H. 
Engel McLaughlin Stefan 
Englebright Maciora Sullivan 
Faddis Magnuson Sumner, fil, 
Fellows Mahon Sutphin 
Fenton Mansfield Taber 


Tenerowlcz Vorys, Ohio Wickersham 
Thom Vreeland Wigglesworth 
Thomas, Tex. Walter Williams 
Thomason ‘ard Wilson 
Tibbott Weaver Wolverton, N. J. 
Tolan Welch Woodruff, Mich. 
Vincent, Ky. Wheat Young 
Voorhis, Calif. White Youngdahl 
NAYS—32 
Bland Harris, Ark, š 5 
Bonner Harris, Va. Richards 
Brown, Ga. Hobbs Rivers 
Camp Jarman South 
Cannon, Fla., Lanham Starnes, Ala 
Cooley McGehee 
Fulmer McMillan Vinson, Ga. 
Gathings Manasco Whelchel 
Gibson Pace Whitten 
Gossett Peterson,Ga. Whittington 
are Poage 
NOT VOTING—196 
Allen, Ill. Gillette Pa, 
Andersen, Gillie Norrell 
H. Carl G O'Connor 
Andrews Grant, Ala. O'Day 
Arnold Green (0) 
Baldwin Gregory Oliver 
Barden Haines O'Neal 
Barnes Hat, 
Edwin Arthur O'Toole 
Baumhart > dock 
Leonard W. Pearson 
Bell Pfeifer, 
Bender Harrington Joseph L. 
Bishop Harter lauché 
Bloom Healey Ploeser 
Boggs ébert Plumiey 
Bradley, Mich. Heffernan Priest 
Buc Hendricks Rankin, Mont, 
Buckler, Minn. Hess Robertson, Va 
Buckley, N. Y. Hoffman Robinson, Utah 
Burch Holbrock Robsion, 
Byrne Holmes Rockefeller 
Byron Houston Rockwell 
Capozzoli Howell Rogers, Okla. 
Carter Hunter Russell 
Celler Imhof Sacks 
Chapman ane pet oy 
iperfield ‘enkins, Ohio utho: 
Ss m Johnson, Scanlon 
Johnson, Ind. Schaefer, Ill. 
Cluett Jones Schuetz 
Coffee, Nebr. Kee Scott 
Cole, Md Kelley, Pa, Scrugham 
Cole, N. Y. Kennedy. Shaniey 
ns rtin J, Shannon 
Copeland Kennedy Sheridan 
Cravens Michael J, Sikes 
Creal Keogh Simpson 
Crosser Kerr Smith, Ohio. 
Cullen Kilburn Smith, Va. 
Curtis Kilday Smith. W. Va 
Davis, Ohio Kirwan Stevenson 
Davis, Kleberg Stratton 
Delaney ein Summners, Tex. 
Dewey utson Sweeney 
Dickstein Kociaikowski Talbot 
Dies Kramer Tarver 
Dingell Lamberteon Terry 
Ditter Landis Thill 
Douglas Lane Thomas, N. J. 
Downs Tes Sa 
Drewry eavy ynor 
Duncan Treadway 
Dworshak MeGranery Van Zandt 
Eaton McKeo Wadsworth 
Eliot, Mass. McLean Wasielewski 
Elliott, Calif. Maas Weiss 
Maciejewski Wene 
Marcantonio West 
Martin, Mass. Winter 
Fi id May Wolcott 
Fitzpatrick Merritt Wolfenden, Pa. 
Flaherty Miller Woodrum, Va. 
Ford, Leland M. Milis, Ark. Worley 
Ford, Miss. Prado right 
Gavagan 
Gerlach Murdock 
Gifford Murray 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

Mr. Terry with Mr. Martin of Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. West with Mr. Hess. 

Mr. Satterfield with Mr. Copeland. 

Mr. Russell with Mr. Elston. 

Mr. Fitzgerald with Mr. H. Carl Andersen. 

Mr. Michael J. Kennedy with Mr. Kilburn. 
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Mr. Dingell with Mr. Lambertson. 
Mr. Burch with Mr. Baldwin. 

Mr. Gregory with Mr. Knutson, 
Mr. Hendricks with Mr. Ditter. 
Mr. Chapman with Mr. Baumhart. 
Mrs. O'Day with Mr, Eaton, 

Mr. Barden with Mr. Fish. 


Mr. Martin J. Kennedy with Mr. Bender. 


Mr. Robertson of Virginia with Mr. 
Douglas. 

Mr. Delaney with Mr. Gillette. 

Mr, Summers of Texas with Mr. Edwin 


Mr. Ford of Mississippi with Mr. Jones. 

Mr. O'Leary with Mr. Robsion of Kentucky. 
Mr. Buckley of New York with Mr. Clason. 
Mr, 


Mr. Bloom with Mr. Johnson of Indiana. 


Mr. Lynch with Mr. Plumley. 

Mr. Byrne with Mr. Rockefeller. 
raa: Coffee of Nebraska with Mr. Smith of 

o. 

Mr. Heffernan with Mr. Thill. 

Mr. Kelley of Pennsylvania with Mr. Van 
Zandt. 

Mr. Shanley with Mr. Thomas of New 


Mr. Celer with Mr. Wolfenden of Penn- 
sylvania. 
as Merritt with Mr. Sauthoff. 
Mr, Gavagan with Mr. Cole of New York. 
Mr. Joseph L. Pfeifer with Mr. Gifford. 
Mr. Smith of Virginia with Mr. Winter. 
Mr. Woodrum of Virginia with Mr. Dewey. 
Mr, Milis of Louisiana with Mr. Murray. 
Mr. Green with Mr. Johnson of California. 
Mr. Kirwan with Mr. Woodruff of Michigan. 
Mr. Traynor with Mr. Simpson. 
Mr 


; changed his vote from 
“aye” to “no,” 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a 
method of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the States of their residence 
and serving within the continental 
United States. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, we have been unable to find 
a man in the House on either side who 
was present when this bill was voted out. 
A majority of the members of the com- 
mittee who are here are opposed to the 
bill. ‘We feel that the time ought to be 
divided not between the Members who 
are for the bill but know nothing about 
it any more than the rest of us, but be- 
tween the members of the committee 
who are for the bill and the members of 
the committee who are opposed to the 
bill. I would like to have the Chair’s 
ruling on that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the 
Chair has a rather wide range of Iati- 
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tude here, The Chair could hold and 
some future Speaker might hold that 
since the chairman and ranking min- 
ority member of the committee are not 
here there could be no general debate 
because there was nobody here to con- 
trol it, but the present occupant of the 
chair is not going to rule in such a 
restricted way. 

The Chair is going to recognize the 
next ranking majority member and the 
next ranking minority member when 
the House goes into the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The question is on the motion. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. RANKIN of 
Mississippi) there were—ayes 136, noes 3. 

Mr. of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground there is not a quorum present 
and make the point of order there is not 
a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] No quorum is present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 211, nays 27, not voting 194, 
as follows: 


[Roll No. 108] 
YEAS—211 

Allen, La. Englebright McLaughlin 
Anderson, Calif. Faddis Maciora 
Anderson, Fellows Magnuson 

N. Mex. Fenton Mahon 
Andresen, Flannagan 

August H. Fogarty Martin, Towa 
Andrews Folger Mason 
Angell Forand Meyer, Md. 
Arends Ford, Thomas F.Michener 
Bates, Ky. Fulmer onroney 
Bates, Mass. Gale Moser 
Beam Gamble Mott 
Beiter Gearhart Mundt 
Bennett Gehrmann Nelson 
Blackney Gilchrist Nichols 
Bloom Gore Norton 
Boehne Graham O'Brien, Mich. 
Boggs Grant, Ind, O'Brien, N. Y. 
Bolton Guyer O'Hara 
Boren Gwynne Patman 
Boykin Halleck Patrick 
Bradley, Pa. Hancock Patton 
Brooks Hart Peterson, Fla. 
Brown, Ohio Hartley Pheiffer, 

n Heidinger William T, 
Bulwinkle Hill, Colo. Pierce 
Burdick Hill, Wash, Pittenger 
Burgin w Powers 
Butler Holland Rabaut 
Camp Hook Ramsay 
Canfield Hope 
Cannon, Mo. Hull Randolph 
Carlson Izac Reece, Tenn, 
Cartwright Jackson Reed, M. 
Case, S. Dak. Jacobsen Reed, N. Y. 
Casey, Mass, Jenks, N. H. Rees, Kans, 
Chenoweth Jennings Rich 
Clark Jensen Rizley 
Clevenger Johns Robertson, 
Cochran Johnson, It. N. Dak. 
Coffee, Wash. Johnson, Okla. Rodgers, Pa. 
Colmer Johnson, 

Cooley Luther A. Rolph 
Johnson, Romjue 
Costello ndon B. Sabath 
Courtney Johnson, W, Va. Sanders 
Cox Jo Sasscer 
Crawford Kean Schulte 
Crowther Keefe Secrest 
Culkin * Kefauver Shafer, Mich. 
Kelly, m. Sheppard 
D'Alesandro Kinzer Short 
Day Kopplemann Smith, Maine 
Dirksen Kunkel ith, Pa. 
Disney Larrabee th, Wash, 
Domengeaux LeCompte Smith, Wis. 
Lesinski Snyder 
Doughton Lewis Somers, N. Y. 
Durham Ludlow S 
Eberharter McCormack Spence 
Edmiston McGregor Springer 
Engel McIntyre Stearns, N. H. 
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Stefan 
Sullivan 


Brown, Ga. 


NAYS—27 


Hobbs 
Jarman 


Lanham 
McGehee 
McMillan 
Manasco 
Pace 
Peterson, Ga. 
Poage 
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Granger Myers, Pa. 
Grant, Ala. Norrell 
Green O’Connor 
Gregory O'Day 
Haines (0) 
Hall, Oliver 
Edwin Arthur O'Neal 
Hall, ers 
Leonard W. O'Toole 
Harness Paddock 
Harrington Pearson 
Harris, Va. Pfeifer, 
Harter Joseph L, 
Healey Plauché 
ébert Ploeser 
Heffernan Plumley 
Hendricks Priest 
Hess Rankin, Mont, 
Hoffman Robertson, Va. 
Holbrock Robinson, Utah 
Holmes Robsion, Ky. 
‘ouston Rockefeller 
Howell Rockwell 
Hunter Rogers, Okla, 
Imhoff Russell 
Jarrett Sacks 
Jenkins, Ohio Satterfield 
Johnson, Calif. Sauthoff 
Johnson, Ind. Scanlon 
Jones Schaefer, Il. 
Kee Schuetz 
Kelley, Pa. Scott 
Kennedy, Scrugham 
J. Shanley 
Kennedy, Shannon 
Michael J. Sheridan 
Keogh Sikes 
Kerr Simpson 
Kilburn Smith, Ohio 
Kilday Smith, Va 
Kirwan Smith, W. Va. 
Kleberg South 
Klein Stevenson 
Knutson Stratton 
Kocialkowski Sumners, Tex. 
Kramer Sween 
Lambertson Talbot 
andis Tarver 
ne Te 
Lea Till 
Leavy Tinkham 
Lynch Traynor 
McGranery Treadway 
Van Zandt 
McLean Wasielewski 
Maas Weiss 
Maciejewski Wene 
Marcantonio West 
Martin, Mass. White 
May Winter 
. Merritt Wolcott 
Miller Wolfenden, Pa. 
Mills, Ark, Wi , Va. 
Mills, La. Worley 
Mitchell Wright 
Murdock Zimmerman 
Murray 


So the motion was agreed to.. 
The Clerk announced the following 


pairs: 


General pairs: 


Mr. Terry with Mr. Martin of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Burch with Mr. Baldwin. 

Mr. Woodrum of Virginia with Mr, Dewey. 
Mr. Keogh with Mr. Chiperfeld, 

Mr. Ford of Mississippi with Mr. Jones. 
Mr. West with Mr. Hess. 


Mr. Celler with Mr. Wolfenden of Pennsyl- 
vania, 
Hendricks with Mr. Ditter. 
Barden with Mr. Fish, 
Satterfield with Mr. Copeland. 
Fitzpatrick with Mr. Wolcott. 
Ellis with Mr. Cluett. 
Shanley with Mr. Johnson of Indiana, 
Tarver with Mr, Leland M. Ford. 
Buckley of New York with Mr. Clason. 
Smith of Virginia with Mr. Winter. 
Kee with Mr. Jenkins of Ohio. 
Cullen with Mr. Harness, 
Russell with Mr. Elston. 
Fitzgerald with Mr. H. Carl Andersen. 
Michael J. Kennedy with Mr. Kilburn. 
Dingell with Mr. Lambertson. 
Mrs. O'Day with Mr. Eaton. 
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Mr. Robertson of Virginia with Mr. Douglas. 

Mr. Delaney with Mr. Gillette, 

Mr. Sumners of Texas with Mr. Edwin 
Arthur Hall. 

Mr. Klein with Mr. Holmes. 

Mr. Cravens with Mr. Gillie. 

Mr. Barry with Mr. Ploeser. 

Mr. Drewry with Mr. Landis. 

Mr. O'Leary with Mr. Robsion of Kentucky. 

Mr. Coffee of Nebraska with Mr. Smith of 
Ohio, 

Mr. O'Toole with Mr. McLean. 

Mr. Kelly of Pennsylvania with Mr, Van 
Zandt. \ 
Lynch with Mr. Plumley. 
Mills of Louisiana with Mr, Murray. 
Byrne with Mr. Rockefeller. 
Beckworth with Mr. Allen of Illinois, 
Heffernan with Mr. Thill. 
Kramer with Mr. Treadway. 
Merritt with Mr. Sauthoff. 
Green with Mr. Johnson of California, 
Gavagan with Mr. Cole of New York. 
Traynor with Mr, Simpson. 
Joseph L. Pfeifer with Mr. Gifford. 
Kirwan with Mr. Hoffman. 
Capozzoli with Mr. Bishop, 


The doors were opened. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 7416, with Mr. 
Cooper in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The first reading of the bill was dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
State it. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, there is not a member of the 
committee present who was present when 
this bill was voted out. A majority of the 
members of the committee who are pres- 
ent are opposed to this bill. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of order. That parliamentary question 
has been propounded of the Speaker and 
ruled upon. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
through yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 
a right to state his parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. This is 
one time when I do not have to get per- 
mission from the Rules Committee. Mr. 
Chairman, we who are opposed to this 
bill feel that we are entitled to an equal 
division of the time. 


PRRRRRRERRREE 


I am not 
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Mr. McGREGOR. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. McGREGOR. I believe an infer- 
ence has been made that the Member 
who may be handling the time was not 
present. That Member happens to be 
one of my distinguished colleagues from 
Ohio [Mr. Younc]. I am wondering 
whether he would state to the Commit- 
tee whether or not he was present when 
this bill was reported. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I do not 
yield for that purpose. I am not trying 
to embarrass anybody. I am trying to 
get the parliamentary situation straight- 
ened out so that those of us who are op- 
posed to this monstrosity may have the 
opportunity to present our reasons for 
opposing it, and I think we ought to have 
an equal division of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say 
in response to the parliamentary inquiry, 
that the Speaker held only a few mo- 
ments ago that the ranking majority 
Member, acting as chairman of the com- 
mittee, and the ranking minority Mem- 
ber present, would have control of the 
time under the rule that has been adopt- 
ed for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, my col- 
league the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Hunter], who reported this bill out of 
the Committee on the Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice President, and Representatives 
in Congress is attending public business 
elsewhere, and I, as the committee mem- 
ber next to him, may say in response to 
the point raised by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. McGrecor] that a meeting of 
this committee was called. A mimeo- 
graphed notice was received by me and I 
went over to the committee room. I got 
there a little early, but I left my proxy 
there favoring reporting the bill with 
the clerk. Previously at a committee ses- 
sion I heard this legislation discussed. 

This is a meritorious bill, its purpose 
being to facilitate the voting-of the fine 
young men who are away from their 
homes and loved ones in response to a 
grave national duty; to extend the demo- 
cratic processes to the young men of this 
country who are serving their country in 
this hour of danger. Let us do everything 
we can to make it easy for duly qualified 
voters in our armed forces away from 
their homes to cast their ballots. They 
are fighting to preserve this Nation as a 
place where people will survive as free 
men and women. We should not deny 
but rather we should extend the privi- 
leges of the ballot to the fine, alert, in- 
telligent young men who are making 
every sacrifice to maintain and preserve 
democracy. 

Mr. Chairman, I now yield 15 minutes 
to the author of the bill, the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Ramsay]. 

Mr. RAMSAY. Mr. Chairman, as has 
been stated, this bill has been presented 
for the purpose of having a unified 
method for those who are in the Army 
to vote. It is true that many of the 
States have absentee balloting, but it is 
also true that there are States, I believe 
six or seven, that do not have absentee 
balloting at elections. 
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The other day the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Ranxin] stated that 
there was no need for a bill like this, 
that his State had provision for absentee 
voting. I want to call the attention of 
the gentleman to the fact that the law in 
Mississippi has absentee voting for pri- 
maries only but not for the general elec- 
tions at all. Even down in the State of 
Kentucky, there is no absentee vote, and 
in many States they do have certain 
rules, but they are cumbersome and it 
cannot be done satisfactorily. In my 
own State we have had absentee ballot- 
ing for years, but it is nearly impossible 
to make the affidavit that you are going 
to be absent and get your affidavit back 
in time to vote, Our ballot is not sent 
out until 10 days before election and it 
must be back home 5 days before the 
election. We even have trouble in get- 
ting the votes back from the District of 
Columbia. Many of the States are in a 
like situation. 

Of course, we all know that there are 
many young men in the Army now who 
in the 1940 elections when registration 


took place were only 19 years of age. | 


Now they have a vote. None of those 
boys are registered, Therefore, this bill 
is an effort to make it possible for these 
boys to vote. It takes away the neces- 
sity of registration of the voters. Those 
who are in sympathy with the bill be- 
lieve that when a man has entered the 
service of his country and is ready to lay 
down his life on the altar of sacrifice he 
is registered not only as a voter but as 
a real, true American and is entitled to 
vote. He is fighting to preserve that 
right for you and me, and we should not 
seek to hamper him in his right to exer- 
cise his franchise but should make it 
possible that he can do so. 

Looking over the State laws, I believe 
there is only one State that has made 
proper provision for soldier voting, and 
that is the State of New York. 

This bill does not require a man to vote. 
It is only a substitute for his State law 
where his State law is unworkable. The 
performance and the control of the elec- 
tion are kept in the hands of the State. 
The secretary of state and the election 
boards throughout your various States 
have contro! over the election. This re- 
lates only to absentee balloting. 

This provision of absentee voting was 
put into the bill in order to meet the 
requests of the secretaries of the vari- 
ous States, and the Army officers, who 
first objected to holding an election in 
the camp. 

The bill provides that after the 15th 
of August the Army will furnish the 
young men in the Army postal cards 
which they may direct to their secretary 
of state. Their secretary of state will 
then send them a ballot. With that 
balict will be included an oath that the 
soldier is a citizen of that State and a 
qualified voter. 

Many legal questions have been raised 
about this procedure. Some say we have 
no authority whatever to pass any law 
relative to elections, It seems to me the 
great trouble with those who say that 
is that they confuse regulation of elec- 
tions with the qualification of electors. 
There is a vast difference between quali- 
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fication of electors and the mere regula- 
tion of elections. 

Article I, section 2 of the Constitution 
provides as to qualifications as follows: 

The House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of Members chosen every second year 
by the people of the several States, and the 
electors in each State shall have the qualifi- 
cations requisite for electors of the most 
numerous branch of the Siate legislature. 


Here the Constitution itself empowers 
the States to make qualifications, but 
indirectly they receive that power from 
the Constitution itself. 

Section 3 of article I provides for the 
election of United States Senators by 
the legislature. Then they made this 
provision, that I want you to remember, 
which is section 4 of article I: 

The times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators and Representatives, 
shall be prescribed in each State by the 
legislature thereof, but the Congress may at 
any time by law make or alter such regula- 
tions, except as to the place of choosing 
Senators. 


Of course, this provision is now out, 
because a United States Senator is 
elected in the same manner as is a Rep- 
resentative. 

The times, places, and manner of holding 
elections, 


That is all we try to do in this bill. 

We say that registration is not qualifi- 
cation, that it does not add anything to 
a voter’s qualification. He may be regis- 
tered or he may not, but whether he is 
registered or is not registered, he is not 
a better voter or a more qualified voter 
by that fact. 

Some have asked, “Assume that the 
qualifications of the electors are set out 
in the State constitution, which most of 
them are, and assume that registration 
is in that part of the constitution of the 
State which sets forth the qualifications 
of voters.” None of them have any such 
provision. 

Some of them, like my own State, have 
a constitutional amendment permitting 
registration, because our State had held 
that the State legislature had no power 
to make a qualification by requiring reg- 
istration. They were careful not to put 
that into the qualification part of the 
constitution, but made it an entirely sep- 
arate part of the constitution, showing 
that they recognized that it was not a 
qualification. 

I do not have to argue with intelligent 
people that registration cannot make 
qualification. The very terms themselves 


«show to the layman that that is impos- 


sible. 

Qualification means “any quality, en- 
dowment, or acquirement which fits a 
person for any office or occupation; legal 
power or ability.” 

Registration means “the act of insert- 
ing in a register; enrollment as of voters 
and students.” 

Regulation means “the act of regulat- 
ing; order; method; rule.” 

Of course, you can see that registration 
is just a list of those who by the State. 
have been found to be qualified voters. 

This bill, if adopted, will not take away 
the right or the power to determine a 
man’s qualifications. The States still 


6547 


have that right. In fact, all of the rights 
of the States are preserved in this bill. 

Someone has said, “If we have any right 
to do anything, we have to go hali way. 
We cannot take State law and Federal 
law and work them together.” 

Fortunately for us, the Supreme Court 
has passed on that matter a long time 
ago, in 1875. In Ex Parte Siebold (100 
U. S. Rept., p. 371), the Court said this 
about this whole matter: 

It seems to us the natural sense of these 
words is the contrary of that assumed by * 
the counsel of the petitioners. After first 
authorizing the States to prescribe the regu- 
lations, it is added: 


Here the court is deciding on that part 
of the Constitution I have just read to 
ycu, section 4 of article I: 

“The Congress may at any time by law 
make or alter such regulations.” “Make or 
alter.” What is the plain meaning of these 
words? If not under the prepossession of 
some abstract theory of the relations between 
the State and National Governments, we 
should not have any difficulty in understand- 
ing them. There is no declaration that the 
regulations shall be made either wholly by 
the State legislatures or wholly by Congress. 
It Congress does not interfere, of course, they 
may be made wholly by the State; but if it 
chooses to interfere, there is nothing in the 
words to prevent its doing so, either wholly 
or partially. On the contrary, their neces- 
sary implication is that it may do either. It 
may either make the regulations or it may 
alter them, If it only alters, leaving, as 
manifest convenience requires, the general 
organization of the people to the State, there 
results a necessary cooperation of the two 
Governments in regulating the subject. But 
no repugnance in the system of regulations 
can arise thence, for the power of Congress 
over the subject is paramount. It may be 
exercised as and when Congress sees fit to 
exercise it. When exercised, the action of 
Congress, s0 far as it extends and conflicts 
with the regulations cf the State, necessarily 
supersedes them. This is implied in the 
power to “make or alter.” 


Someone has said that the bill pro- 
vides that the secretaries of state are 
required to perform certain functions 
under this bill and that Congress has no 
right to require the secretaries of state 
to perform such functions. This very 
case I have read holds that we do have 
the right to make requirements on State 
election officers whenever there are Con- 
gressmen or Presidential electors to be 
elected, and they take part in the count 
of those ballots. Of course we do, be- 
cause those officers, the Congressmen and 
the Presidential electors and the Sena- 
tors, are constitutional officers. They 
are not under the control of the State in 
any way. They are under the control of 
our Federal Government and they have 
a right to require officers to do so, but 
there is no objection to this requirement 
of the secretaries of state. They had a 
meeting only last week in Baltimore. 
They came down here and had a confer- 
ence with me in the room of the com- 
mittee that was considering this bill for 
a rule. Along with them came several 
Army officers who were interested in the 
measure. The bill I had introduced be- 
fore this did not set up absentee ballot- 
ing, but set up a day 21 days before the 
time at which the regular elections would 
be held for an election in each soldier 
camp in the country. The officers of the 
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Army did not like it that way. The secre- 
taries of state did not like it that way. 
In deference to the secretaries and to the 
War Department, I accepted their theory 
of making this a ballot by postal cards. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. RAMSAY. And after they had 
been in conference with me they passed 
this resolution in Baltimore last Thurs- 
day or Friday. You will see it in the 
` appendix of the report on the bill, and 
this is what they say: 


Whereas ever since the entry of the United 
States into the war, the secretaries of state 
throughout the Union have appreciated the 
neccessity of special provision for the partici- 
pation in elections by those in the armed 
services and the national association early 
in the year directed its committee on elec- 
tion procedure to do everything possible to 
this end; and 

Whereas this committee has presented its 
report; and 

Whereas, through the cooperation of the 
Army and Navy, cards are being made avail- 
able for every man in the armed forces of the 
United States, wherever located throughout 
the world, to apply for an absent voter bal- 
lot, and- both- branches will do, everything 
possible to expedite the transmission of bal- 
lots; and 

Whereas the committee had numerous 
conferences with various departments and 
Members of Congress: Be it 

Resolved, That this conference agrees with 
Congressman Ramsay that itis desirable to 


provide a method of voting in time of war - 


by members of the military forces, of the 
United States and is ready in every way to 
cooperate in the perfection of legislation that 
will result in safeguarding the right of suf- 
frage to the personnel of the armed forces. 


Mr, CLARK. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr, RAMSAY. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK. The gentleman has re- 
cited that part of the Constitution which 
contemplates certain qualifications on 
the part of electors. 

Mr. RAMSAY. That is right. 

Mr. CLARK. Necessarily, somewhere 
along the line, those qualifications have 
to be passed upon by someone, and I have 
heretofore heard the gentleman state 
that registration is but the evidence of an 
elector’s qualifications. 

Mr. RAMSAY. That is right. 

Mr. CLARK. Now my question is, If 
you eliminate registration then how can 
an election official or a secretary of state 
or anyone else determine whether the 
particular ballot presented in a specific 
precinct is or is not that of a qualified 
elector? 

Mr. RAMSAY. The elector is re- 
quired to make an affidavit stating that 
he is qualified and setting forth the 
place he lives and how long he has lived 
there. So it is just as easy to determine 
that as it ever was. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Taser]. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, this is a 
simple bill designed to let the soldier boys 
vote. There is not a single thing in it 
to which anybody from any State has a 
legitimate right to object. It does not, 
in the slightest degree, interfere with 
the rights of any State. I frankly can- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


not understand why there should be the 
slightest opposition to it. To my mind, 
to favor a scheme to raise the soldiers’ 
pay to $50 and then to filibuster all the 
afternoon against a bill designed to per- 
mit that soldier to vote, is something 
that one should be ashamed of. 

To my mind there can be nothing that 
will tend to hurt more the democratic 
system in the United States than for 
men in the House of .Representatives to 
object to the soldier having an oppor- 
tunity to cast his ballot next November. 
This is the type of bill that should be 
passed unanimously. Everyone who be- 
lieves in maintaining the liberty of the 
United States, who believes in maintain- 
ing the right of the individual to vote 
and express his preference, whichever 
way it may be in that election, ought to 
be for this bill, ought to urge its passage. 
We cannot ask our boys to fight for us 
and deny them the right to yote. I hope 
that when the time comes for a roll call 
upon the bill, there will not be one vote 
cast against it. To my mind it will be a 
disgrace to the House of Representatives 
and tend to the break-down of represent- 
ative government, to have anyone at- 
tempt onthe final passage of the biil to 
oppose it.” 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 


15 minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Cox]. : 

Mr, COX. Mr. Chairman, a friend of 
mine asked a few moments ago if I were 
not capitulating to those interested in 
federalizing America. “My reply is that 
I capitulate to nothing but. truth. and 
justice. I am not changing my position 
on this measure. I am not shifting; I 
am meeting the issue squarely and fairly 
as best I can, and I want to give you my 
understanding of the meaning of the pro- 
Posal, 

Things haye happened here this after- 
noon that I deeply regret. Fear and mis- 
understanding, on the one hand, has 
prompted the doing of things that it 
would be better had they not been done. 
Resentment or anger, on the other hand, 
has prompted the doing of things which 
I believe under ordinary circumstances 
would not have been done. 

The author of this bill I think has a 
misunderstanding of the power of the 
Congress to enact legislation affecting 
the exercise of the franchise. He believes 
that the Constitution empowers the Con- 
gress to go very much further than I am 
prepared to concede. Our disagreement 
largely grows out of what constitutes 
qualification of the voter and regulation 
of elections. And here let me say that 
we should not quarrel with the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] for man- 
ifestation of his interest in preserving the 
sovereignty of the States against the long 
arm of the Federal Government seeking 
to take over. It ought to be understood 
by everyone that the Constitution, ac- 
cording to the Supreme Court, means 
just what it says, and thai is that it is not 
within the power of the Congress to en- 
act legislation that takes from or adds to 
the qualifications of the voter. This is 
the function of the States, fixed by the 
Constitution, and so declared by the Su- 
preme Court in every finding it has made 
when the question has been brought be- 
fore the Court. 
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The Court has held that it is within 
the power of the Congress to regulate 
either in part or in whole the conduct of 
Federal officers. That is the full extent 
of the power of the Congress to legislate. 
The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Ramsay] has a misunderstanding as to 
the meaning of what the Court said in 
the opinions from which he read. In the 
Oregon case which he quoted the Court 
held that registration confers no consti- 
tutional right upon the elector but is 
evidence of a possession of such right. 
The Court held that the act in the case 
violated the provisions of the State con 
stitution and, therefore, was unconstitu- 
tional. In that case the Court said that 
the true view of this question seems to be 
that stated in the case of State against 
Baker [Wisconsin], that where registry 
is required as a prereauisite to the right 
to vote, such registry is a condition pre- 
cedent to the right itself, and, therefore, 
a rule of substantive law. In other 
words, where registration is fixed as a 
condition precedent to the exercise of 
the franchise by any State, Congress can- 
not interfere, and even though the lan- 
guage of this bill at the outset says: 


Notwithstanding any provision of State law 
rélating to elections (including requirements 
as to registration), every individual absent 
from the State of his residence and serving 
in the land or naval forces of the United 
States. in- the continental. United States 
(exclusive of Alaska), who is otherwise quali- 
fied to vote under the law of. the State of his 
residence, shall be entitled, as provided ,in 
this‘act, to vote for electors of President and 
Vice President of the United States, United 
States Senators, and Representatives in 
Congress. 


The bill itself is wholly nugatory if 
the States see fit to so regard it. In 
other words, all this bill does is to make 
it easy for men in the armed forces to 
exercise their franchise. This is some- 
thing that everyone wants done. 

In the Kentucky case from which the 
gentleman from West Virginia quoted, 
the city of Louisville extended its city 
limits taking in the town of Enterprise, 
and the whole question raised in that 
case was, Could citizens of the town of 
Enterprise vote in an election held by the 
city of Louisville? The question was one 
of time of residence, and the court held 
that one who had resided in the town of 
Enterprise the length of time required 
for voting in the city of Louisville was 
an eligible voter of Louisville. I could 
pursue this line of discussion but do not 
think it would-be profitable. 

I regret that many of my friends have 
the fear that under this law there can be 
a complete disregard of all State regu- 
lations dealing with qualifications of a 
voter. There are some who evidently 
think that it interferes with the poll tax, 
Such is not the case. That is a quali- 
fication fixed by the State which can- 
not be reached by any congressional act. 
My friend, the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Hosss] of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, came before the Rules Com- 
mittee on yesterday prepared to dis- 
cuss the legal questions raised by this 
bill, and he stated in the brief appearance 
he made before my committee that he 
was entirely in accord with the view that 
I held, that the bill is ineffectual inso- 
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far as it affects the right of the States 
to control in the matter of election of 
State officers, and to fix qualifications of 
electors in all elections—State and 
Federal. 

Now, I think that the bill could be im- 
proved. It could be improved by strik- 
ing from the first paragraph the words 
“including requirements as to registra- 
tion.” I do not know that the author 
of the bill will wish to do that, but it 
ought to be done, because certainly this 
Congress does not want to put itself in 
the position of trying to overthrow State 
laws enacted by States for the purpose 
of protecting the purity of the ballot. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

_ Mr. SABATH. The gentleman will re- 
call that the gentlemen representing the 
committee were sent back to the com- 
mittee upon our request that they should 
agree to a certain amendment, and that 
we would not report the rule until they 
had complied with our request. 

Mr. COX. I recall the agreement 
made. It was to amend the oath of the 
voter by adding words to the effect that 
he is a qualified voter in the State of his 
residence. 

Mr. SABATH. This is the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COX, I rely upon the good faith 
of the author of the bill to offer this 
amendment and I know that the Mem- 
bers who are interested in the adoption 
of this legislation, which is hardly more 
than a friendly gesture to and expres- 
sion of interest in the soldiers, will sup- 
port the amendment and writes into the 
oath of the soldier the language that he 
is a qualified voter in the State of his 
residence. 

Mr. SABATH. And under the law of 
his State? 

Mr. COX. Under the law of his State. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Does 
not the gentleman realize that there are 
many soldiers who went into the service 
prior to their being 21 years of age, who 
have since reached their twenty-first 
birthday, who did not have an oppor- 
tunity to register in their home districts? 

Mr. COX. I recognize that statement 
as being a fact, but there is nothing that 
Congress can do about it. This does not 
relieve his situation. This does not aid 
him other than aid him to exercise his 
rights under State law. The States must 
take action and I trust that the States 
will, where possible, take action facilitat- 
ing the exercise of the franchise on the 
part of the soldier lately reaching his 
majority. They ought to do it. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I think the gen- 
tleman’s observation is correct, because 
he has exactly stated the matter. The 
question of registration is up to the sev- 
eral States to meet in their own way 
under their own laws. My purpose in 
asking the gentleman to yield was in 
connection with his statement about the 
understanding with reference to the 
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amendment to be offered, which we are 
all more or less acquainted with, and 
which I am acquainted with. I think 
the amendment is a very gocd one, and 
I join with the gentleman in hoping that 
the amendment will be adopted, and I 
am sure the House, recognizing the sit- 
uation that the amendment accom- 
plishes everything that the Federal Gov- 
ernment can do, will adopt the amend- 
ment when offered. 

Mr. COX. My colleagues are ac- 
quainted with my position on matters 
like this. Nobody ought to question my 
devotion to my State. No one ought to 
question my sincerity in protecting State 
sovereignty against Federal invasion. 
But there is no such invasion in the in- 
stant case. If there is such invasion, 
the States are not compelled to recognize 
it. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

Mr. COOLEY. Does not the gentle- 
man think the bill would be greatly im- 
proved if the language in the first sec- 
tion of the bill were stricken out, as fol- 
lows: “notwithstanding any provision of 
State law relating to elections.” 

Mr. COX. I think that language ought 
to be stricken. It does not help the sol- 
dier. It does not enlarge any power that 
is sought to be conveyed. It is, however, 
offensive to some who feel that it is an 
effort on the part of the Federal Govern- 
ment to come in and to ruthlessly set 
aside State laws, and might well go out. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

Mr. COOLEY. I have tried to prevail 
upon the author of the bill to eliminate 
that language, because I think it is 
highly objectionable and offensive. 

Mr. COX. That question was pro- 
pounded to the gentleman when he was 
before the Rules Committee. He is not 
agreeable to accepting the suggestion, 
but I am not going to quarrel with him 
because of that. I do not quarrel with 
him, because, in my judgment, it does 
not amount to anything. He feels that 
with that language going out, he might 
as well abandon the measure and respect 
his views. 

Mr. COOLEY. I do not think so. I 
just conferred with the author of the 
bill, and I understand from him that that 
language was not in his original draft of 
this bill. 

Mr. COX. I think he is mistaken in 
that. As I recall, it was in the original 
draft. If you will lift from this bill the 
veil and cover of words, you will find that 
there is nothing in it to fear. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I al- 
ways cherish a sense of reluctance and 
timidity in entering the lists against so 
solid and profound a constitutional law- 
yer as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Cox]. But I see considerations here 


‘that probably transcend those to which 


he has directed the attention of the 
House. 
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In the first place, let us not forget that 
this is a bill of limited application, The 
very language says, “In time of war.” 
It does not pretend to suspend State laws 
in time of peace. War is an abnormal 
condition. Allowances have to be made. 
The residence of young soldiers is dis- 
located when they are torn away from 
the bosom of their native States and 
taken into the Army. Thus, let us re- 
member that this is a bill of limited 
application that applies only in time of 
war. 

Secondly, let us remember we are try- 
ing here to deal with an individual in his 
capacity as a citizen of the United States. 
This provides for the vote for a candi- 
date for the Presidency, the Vice Presi- 
dency, a seat in the Senate, or a seat in 
the House of Representatives; it does not 
cover State offices; we are trying to deal 
with him as a citizen of this far-flung 
country notwithstanding whatever the 
findings of the Supreme Court may have 
been in other cases long ago. I am con- 
strained to rationalize this on the basis 
of common sense. I believe the Con- 
gress has the power to do this. I believe 
recent cases before the Supreme Court 
indicate a conviction that Congress does 
have this power. 

The third thing to which I invite your 
attention is that though we may seek to 
suspend the operation of a State law 
with respect to registration, do not for- 
get that the long arm and the sover- 
eignty of the Government have denied 
to him an opportunity of registration. 
In this Congress, in this body, we enacted 
a law which reached into the bosom of 
every family of the country and by a 
method of conscription over which the 
soldier has no volition or control, said: 
“You are going into the Army to fight 
for liberty and freedom.” We did not 
give him a chance to determine whether 
or not he was going to stay in Tllinois, 
West Virginia, Ohio, or some other State. 

When the order which he received 
after he reached a reception center sent 
him to Fort Eustis, Va., or Fort George 
Meade, over in Maryland, or down to one 
of the camps in Texas, he did not have 
anything to say about it. I shall be the 
last to stand upon any technicality. I 
shall be the last to stand upon any 
strained interpretation of the law that 
will deny to him the right to be regis- 
tered, or the right to vote without regis- 
tering if he can otherwise qualify and 
have his name tacked up on the door 
before the canvassing board. I think 
it is the least that we can do for the 
millions who are in the Army now, and 
for the millions who will be in the Army 
later, men who have been taken away 
from their native States and never have 
been given an opportunity to register, or 
who reached voting age after enlistment 
or induction into the Army. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. COX. I wonder what the gentle- 
man’s answer would be to the question 
as to the effect of this law on a soldier 
who sought to vote in the State of Texas 
in the face of a constitutional provision 
that a man in the armed forces cannot 
vote in that State? What would be the 
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effect of the law in the State of Oregon 
the constitution of which State says that 
only a white adult citizen or an alien who 
has declared his intention to become a 
citizen is qualified to vote? Or what 
would be the effect on a pauper down in 
West Virginia, the constitution of which 
State says that a pauper cannot partici- 
pate in the elections in West Virginia? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
4 additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I may say to my 
friend from Georgia without trying to 
resoive that issue as a lawyer that when 
we undertake to dedicate the manpower, 
the productive power of this country to 
putting a quart of milk on the table of 
everybcdy in all the four corners of the 
earth, that I do not intend to split hairs 
as to how we give him the right to vote. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. HALLECK. I think the answer 
to the question raised by the gentleman 
from Georgia is that the bill by its terms 
specifically provides that only those men 
in the armed forces who are qualified to 
vote in their States shall be qualified to 
vote under this bill. All this bill seeks 
to do is to furnish a means or method 
by which men in the armed services in 
continental United States will be per- 
mitted to vote. 

Mr, COX. But I may say to the gen- 
tleman—— 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Let me interrupt and 
say a the gentleman from Georgia that 
I am not trying to resolve this question 
purely on legalistic grounds. I take the 
viewpoint that we are dealing with a 
dislocation of our whole country and we 
cannot put ourselves in the ridiculous 
position of subscribing to a charter of 
freedom, the first anniversary of which 
we shall be observing on the 14th of Au- 
gust 1942, when Winston Churchill and 
President Roosevelt met upon the high 
seas and committed their respective 
countries to great undertakings—we 
cannot split hairs about maintaining in- 
tact the rights of a young soldier who is 
willing to lose his life in the interest of 
that great cause and deny him the vote. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. PATRICK. I should like to have 
the gentleman expatiate further on the 
question raised by my good friend. I 
would refer him to the language of the 
bill itself, which states as clearly as any- 
thing can the application of the bill. It 
reads: 

Every individual absent from the State of 
his residence and serving in the land or naval 
forces of the United States in the continental 
United States (exclusive of Alaska), who is 
otherwise qualified to vote under the law of 
the State of his residence. 


It seems to me that goes as far as any 
language can go even if the gentleman 
were willing to split hairs. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The gentleman ap- 
proaches it from a purely legal point of 
view, but I went into it from the point 
of view of the moral consideration 
involved, 
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Mr, COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. COOLEY. Does not the SERY 
man believe that the first:sentence- of the 
bill should be stricken out if the bill does 
not in fact abrogate or nullify State 
laws? Does not the gentleman believe 
a language should be taken out of the 
bill? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I do not believe so. 

Mr. COOLEY. What purpose does it 
serve? It reads: 

Notwithstanding any provision of State 
law. 


It appears that Congress is setting 
aside all State laws when it is claimed it 
is not. : 

Mr. DIRKSEN. If that language is 
taken out, the words “notwithstanding 
any provision of State law,” I can see 
possibilities of nullifying the effect of 
this if it goes on the law books. 

Mr. COOLEY. How could it qualify 
them, because registration certainly is 
not a qualification, as explained by the 
author of the bill, 

Mr. COX. Registration may be quali- 
fication and is a qualification. 

Mr. COOLEY. No. 

Mr. COX. It is something, of course, 
that we cannot touch. 

Mr. COOLEY. Registration is evi- 
dence of the fact that the person goes 
in there and has satisfied the election 
officials as to his qualification. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. You cannot vote until 
you have registered on a certain date. 
That constitutes a qualification in the 
sense that very fact of absence from his 
legal residence at time of registration 
will disqualify him from voting. I think 
this language must be maintained in 
order to safeguard the law. 

Mr. COOLEY. I did not suggest that 
we strike that language out. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I would be opposed 
to striking it out, because I think that 
constitutes a safeguard. 

Mr. COOLEY. I was not suggesting 
striking out the word “absentee.” 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 1 additional minute. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
want to make the observation that if 
there is any State law that deprives an 
American soldier, fighting for his coun- 
try, of his right to cast a ballot in a Fed- 
eral election, it should be set aside. 

Mr. PATRICK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

Mr. PATRICK. The point is here 
that that provision of the State law re- 
lating to elections even itself may be a 
great deal broader and embrace a great 
deal more, we all concede, than to merely 
bring it down to that which is so specific 
that it qualifies one to vote; so that does 
dispose of that sort of thing. All laws 
have to be expanded in order to provide 
for the general election machinery at all, 
and cuts through that, but does not at- 
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tempt to cut through that which is a 
voting qualification. That is different. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Let me emphasize at 
the conclusion of my remarks that 
whether registration is or is not qualifi- 
cation, and in my State it is, I say the 
action of this Congress in taking a voter 
and putting him in the Army denies to 
him the opportunity to physically present 
himself to his own domicile to register 
and that damage ought to be repaired 
by the passage of this bill. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. REES]. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I would like to sim- 
ply reinforce, if I may, the last statement 
of the gentleman from Illinois by saying 
that for the first time West Virginia has 
a permanent registration law. The in- 
dividual who desires to vote has to pre- 
sent himself or herself personally before 
he can vote in the election this year. 
What the gentleman from Illinois says 
particularly applies to a condition of that 
type. 

Mr. MICHENER, Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. I hope the gentle- 
man from West Virginia will take the 
corporate clause out of its constitution. 

Mr. REES of Kansas, Mr. Chairman, 
I am sorry I cannot yield any further. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad for this op- 
portunity to lend my wholehearted sup- 
port on behalf of this bill to give those 
in cur armed forces in the United States 
a right to cast their votes at the election, 
if qualified in their own States to do so. 
Some States do not recognize absentee 
voting. Many others require so much 
red tape that to cast an absentee vote 
is a complicated matter. This measure 
simplifies the problem so those in serv- 
ice may vote with the least possible 
difficulty. 

I regret this legislation has engendered 
so much feeling and misunderstanding. 
It is extremely unfortunate this House 
of Representatives should consume so 
much time in matters that do not affect 
the merits of the bill. I regret, especially, 
methods of delay that have been used. 

Let me say right here that I have the 
highest respect for the opinion of the 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. Cox] with regard to the legal phases 
of this bill. Many times he has taken 
the floor of this House in defense of the 
Constitution, as well as to defend the 
rights of our States, when he felt they 
were being injured or abused. 

Mr. Chairman, we are, after all, trying 
to do what we believe is the right thing 
for the boys and men in the armed forces 
of our country—these men who have 
left their homes, their loved ones, and 
have laid aside their regular pursuits of 
life, to protect and to fight for our 
country. 

This legislation is a matter of protect- 
ing a right to which all Americans are 
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entitled. It is the right to cast their 
votes, and to do it with as little incon- 
venience as possible. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield; yes. 

Mr. COX. Iagree with the gentleman, 
and that is the reason I am supporting 
the bill. We are doing the best we can 
and all we can do about it. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I appreciate the 
gentleman's statement. . 

We talk a great deal, and rightly so, 
about freedom these days. You hear a 
lot about the four freedoms, and how 
they must and should be protected. The 
very least we can do this afternoon is to 
protect one freedom for the soldier, the 
sailor, the marine, and others in the 
armed forces, the freedom to exercise the 
right and privilege of franchise. 

Something has been said about tak- 
ing away certain controls or rights of 
the States. I am also anxious that Fed- 
eral Government not usurp States’ rights. 
This bill does not injure States’ rights, 
as I view it. 

Mr. Chairman, I would call attention, 
however, that we ought to be more con- 
cerned about a good many emergency 
measures passed by this Congress in re- 
cent years and months, that were re- 
quired for the prosecution of the war. 
Measures that have encroached upon the 
rights of individuals beyond our compre- 
hension, Regulations promulgated by 
bureaus and agencies are pretty far- 
reaching in many cases. One of the func- 
tions of the Congress is to see to it that 
these rights may not become entirely lost 
and wiped out by bureaucratic control. 
We must see to it that they are tempo- 
rary and may be recovered when the 
emergency is over. b 

Mr. Chairman, let me say again, I re- 
gret the House should spend an entire 
day on this matter. We have had a half 
dozen roll calls—more than in any day 
in recent months. Why not let the bill 
be fairly and squarely discussed in proper 
order and not try to strangle it by dilatory 
methods. If certain Members are not in 
favor of this legislation, it is their privi- 
lege to vote against it. I just do not 
think it is fair to use such methods, espe- 
cially on this kind of legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, tell me if you will, who 
is more entitled to cast his vote, who is 
better qualified to exercise his right of 
franchise, than the men and boys who 
are offering their lives, if necessary, to 
protect the freedom and our democratic 
way of life, the very things that are being 
challenged at this very hour? 

Mr. Chairman, most of the Members of 
this House will be going around in their 
respective districts, sometime during the 
next 3 months. Among other things, 
they will insist that all qualified to do so, 
exercise their rights to cast their ballots. 
What are you going to say to the relatives 
and friends of the boys in service, on the 
question as to whether you assisted in 
making it a little less difficult for these 
men to cast their votes? 

Mr. Chairman, no man or woman, in 
my judgment, has a more important right 
to vote than those in our armed forces. 
I am glad to have the privilege of using 
what influence I may have, and to vote 
for this important bill. 
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Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. Gwynne]. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, of 
course, I am for this bill, in the first 
place because it gives the soldier a better 
opportunity to vote. It will not have 
much effect in my State because we have 
a very practical absentee voting law. 

I am in favor of this bill for a second 
reason, that it takes a long step into a 
field into which I think some day the 
Federal Government must proceed, and 
that is the control and regulation of the 
election of its own officials. 

During the past 2 years a subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, of which I am a member, has had 
occasion to consider bills such as the 
Hatch Act, the Geyer anti-poll-tax bill, 
and various others. I do not care to 
enter into a discussion of the merits of 
any of those bills. It has, however, given 
us an opportunity to hear the views of 
some of the great experts, legal and 
otherwise, on both sides of this question. 

I have come to the conclusion, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Federal Government 
under the Constitution has complete au- 
thority to regulate the election of the 
President, Vice President, Senators, and 
Members of the House of Representa- 
tives, including both the primary and 
general elections and everything that has 
to do with the matter. 

It would be impossible for me to go into 
a long discussion of that. Let me give 
you a sort of a résumé of it, however. 

Some time ago we had a very interest- 
ing case before the Supreme Court. The 
question there was whether or not the 
Congress could make the Corrupt Prac- 
tices Act apply in a State primary. 
There was a divided opinion. The ma- 
jority held that the only right of the 
Congress to regulate elections was such 
as was found in article I, section 4, of 
the Constitution, which is as follows: 

The times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators and Representatives 
shall be prescribed in each State by the leg- 
islature thereof, but the Congress may at any 
time by law make or alter such regulations, 
except as to the place of choosing Senators. 


A majority of five in that case held 
that that was the only authority we had 
in the entire matter of regulating elec- 
tions. Therefore, they concluded that 
the Corrupt Practices Act could not be 
made to apply to the primaries. 

There was a dissenting opinion in 
which the dissenting judges pointed out 
what I think has come to be accepted as 
the law by lawyers generally, and I be- 
lieve it is the view accepted now by our 
Supreme Court and will become the law 
when it has the occasion to pass upon it. 
The Federal Government.is, of course, a 
government of limited powers—that is 
true—but in the exercise of those powers 
the Government is sovereign. It and it 
alone can say how the officials by which 
it operates, by which it maintains its 
sovereignty, shall be elected. 

When we passed the Hatch Act we 
made it apply to primaries. Recent de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court have indi- 
cated that the Court as now constituted 
is accepting the philosophy of the dis- 
senting opinion in that famous case. 
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The opposition also points out section 2 
of article I, which is as follows: “and the 
electors in each State shall have the qual- 
ifications requisite for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State leg- 
islature.” 

We hear that in connection with the 
requirement that a poll tax must be 
paid as a requisite to voting. What is 
the answer to that? May a State re- 
quire the payment of a poll tax.as a 
condition precedent to a citizen there 
voting for a Member of Congress? There 
are two answers that have been made. 
The first is that the requirement of pay- 
ing a poll tax, for example, is not a 
qualification within the meaning of that 
word as used in this part of the Consti- 
tution. 

(Here the gavel fell.1 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
4 additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. GWYNNE. I think, however, the 
real answer is this. What section 2 really 
means is that in the absence of legisla- 
tion by the Federal Government through 
the Congress under its powers as sover- 
eign this section applies and the qualifi- 
cations of electors in the States will be 
accepted. We have had that situation 
many times in the division of authority 
between the Federal and State Govern- 
ments. 

If you take, for example, all the powers 
given to the Federal Government and 
write them here on the blackboard and 
put a circle around them, and do the 
Same for the powers of the States and 
put a circle around them, like that, you 
would not find that the circles were in- 
dependent of each other. You would 
find that they overlap. Here would be 
some powers that are exclusively given 
to the Federal Government and here 
would be other powers given exclusively 
to the States. However, there is a field 
in which the Federal Government and 
the State may both legislate. The State 
may legislate and the legislation is ef- 
fective and is adopted, so to speak, by 
the Federal Government until the Fed- 
eral Government has spoken on it. 

That is stating my case rather briefly. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GWYNNE. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. COX. I would call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that the decision 
in the Newberry case, to which he re- 
ferred, was overruled in the Classic case 
that came up from Louisiana last year, 
in an opinion rendered by the Supreme 
Court in May, I believe. In the Newberry 
case the court held that in a primary elec- 
tion the word “election” was not within 
the meaning of the word “election” as 
used in the Constitution. 

Mr. GWYNNE. That is right. 

Mr. COX. The Court in the Classic 
case, however, overruled that and said it 
was within the power of the Congress io 
control the conduct of elections of Fed- 
eral officers in primaries. 

May I ask the gentleman this question: 
Are we agreed that it is not within the 
power of Congress to fix the qualifications 
of a voter, that the Constitution declares 
that to be the function of the States and 
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that the Supreme Court has so held since 
the great Hamilton, whose likeness 
adorns that wall—and whose spirit and 
influence will never die—gave that inter- 
pretation to the Constitution while the 
contest for ratification was pending? 

Mr. GWYNNE. No; I do not agree 
with that. That is the principal disagree- 
ment between us. It is my view that the 
Federal Government and the Federal 
Government alone has the power to de- 
termine the qualifications of electors as 
they relate to the election of Federal 
officials. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman speaks in 
the teeth of the Constitution and 
every decision rendered by the Supreme 
Court—— 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
cline to yield further. The gentleman 
has already explained his views here and 
I have only a short time. 

Mr, COX. I am sorry. 

Mr. GWYNNE. In the absence of 
legislation this provision of the Consti- 
tution would apply, of course. Cases are 
cited and could be cited in which they 
say the view I take is incorrect. Almost 
all the cases that have passed on this 
subject make this statement: The Fed- 
eral Government has never seen fit to 
exercise all the authority it has the 
power to exercise in regard to elections, 
Most of the cases simply hold that some 
particular statute in some particular 
State which restricted the right to vote 
did not violate the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution. 

Mr, COX. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield again? 

Mr. GWYNNE. Yes. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman is in error 
fn the statement he has made. The 
courts hold that while Congress in the 
controlling of the conduct of elections 
may not have exhausted its powers, that 
Congress can control in part, it can con- 
trol in its entirety, it can control in con- 
junction with the States or can control 
entirely independent of the States, but 
only in the conduct of the election and 
not in the fixing of the qualifications of 
the voter. In every instance the courts 
have held that this is the exclusive power 
of the States fixed by the Constitution 
itself. 

Mr. GWYNNE. I am sorry I have not 
time to answer that. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
4 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
iMr. Vorys]. 

. Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
have just signed the Guyer anti-poll-tax- 
discharge petition. I have been on rec- 
ord in support of this Guyer bill since 
shortly after its introduction, but have 
not felt I should sign the discharge peti- 
tion because I felt that discharging com- 
mittees was a threat to the orderly proc- 
esses of representative government. 

This shameful filibuster on the soldier 
vote bill on the floor today, in wartime, 
has changed my mind. This constitutes 
a far worse threat to representative gov- 
ernment than any discharge petition. It 
is being engineered by the same reaction- 
ary forces which have held the Guyer 
bill in committee. 
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They are willing to delay giving our 
fighting men an opportunity to vote in 
order to hang on to their systems of keep- 
ing Negroes from voting. They are will- 
ing to delay public business to enforce 
their will. 

It is time they are stopped. Let us put 
through the soldier vote bill and the 
Guyer bill. i 

Men who are good enough to die for us 
are good enough to vote for us—or 
against us, regardless of their color or 
wealth. This bill will give them their 
chance to exercise the right they are 
fighting to preserve for the rest of us. 
It should go through with an amendment 
striking down the poll-tax requirement in 
the backward States. 

Mr. LeCOMPTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, there 
are one or two observations I wish to 
make in connection with the splendid 
address which was just made by my dis- 
tinguished colleague and friend from 
Iowa [Mr. Gwynne] in which he re- 
ferred to the question of the rights with- 
in the sovereign State to determine the 
qualifications of the voters, as is pro- 
vided by our Constitution. 

This bill does not in anywise conflict 
with that right. On page 1, section 1, 
line 9, of the bill, this proposed legisla- 
tion refers only to those who are “other- 
wise qualified to vote under the law of the 
State of his residence.” Therefore this 
legislation rests upon the voters’ quali- 
fications as fixed by the law of the State 
of the soldier’s residence. This bill which 
is now before the House merely extends 
to the boys in the armed service the right 
to vote if they are fully qualified under 
the law of the State of their residence; 
that is all this proposed bill will do. It 
does not seek to modify or change the 
qualifications of the voters of any State. 

There is one question that is pertinent 
to my mind, at this point, and I want to 
discuss it very briefly; that is the boys 
who have entered the armed service be- 
fore they arrived at the age of 21 years, 
and who are not registered as voters. 
Those boys had no opportunity to register 
in their State, if registration was required 
before they are entitled to vote, and 
those boys who have since that time ar- 
rived at the age of 21 years, this bill 
merely gives those boys in the armed 
service the right of voting without being 
required to do a thing which they could 
not possibly comply with. They were not 
present within their State at the time 
they attained the age of 21 years and they 
had no opportunity to comply with the 
law relating to registration. In my own 
State of Indiana, in order to register, a 
person must personally present himself 
or herself to the registration officer, there 
sign the registration card and there 
identify himself or herself, and these 
boys in the service have never had that 
opportunity. 

But this measure which eliminates the 
requirement with reference to registra- 
tion, merely takes away that absolute 
necessity of a requirement to voting—a 
thing with which they had no opportun- 
ity with which to comply. This bill 
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simply gives them a chance to exercise 
the right of suffrage as an American 
citizen without having to comply with 
an impossible requirement. They did 
not leave their homes by their own vol- 
untary choice and volition,” The Gov- 
ernment took them away. They were 


inducted into our armed service. They 
are serving in the armed forces. They 
are fighting for our country. Is it not 


fair, and is it not right, that the Gov- 
ernment should extend to them the op- 
portunity of exercising the functions and 
the rights of an American citizen by 
removing all technicalities with reference 
to voting while they are in the armed 
service and have had no opportunity to 
comply with the technicalities of the 
State laws which relate to the regula- 
tions of elections. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. COOLEY. If the gentleman is 
correct in his interpretation of this pro- 
vision, does not the gentleman think it 
would be well to strike out the first part 
of the first sentence so as to eliminate all 
ambiguity? 

Mr. SPRINGER. May I say to my dis- 
tinguished friend and colleague that this 
is a war measure. This section 1, to 
which the gentleman has just referred, 
states: “In time of war, notwithstanding 
any provision of State law relative to 
elections (including requirements as to 
registration), every individual absent 
from the State of his residence and serv- 
ing in the land or naval forces of the 
United States in the continental United 
States (exclusive of Alaska),” shall have 
the right of voting when he complies 
with this law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr, GAMELE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
not suggesting that you strike out the 
latter part. The point I make is this. 
If this act is not incompatible with State 
law and does not seek to nullify State 
law, why not strike out that language 
which says “notwithstanding any provi- 
sion of State law”? 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the bill, may I 
say to the gentleman, is predicated upon 
the qualifications of that voter under the 
State law. The law expressly provides 
“who is otherwise qualified to vote under 
the law of the State of his residence,” 
and without having qualified under that 
law, he is not qualified to vote. 

Mr. HARA. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; I yield to my 
distinguished colleague of the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. OHARA. I call this situation to 
the gentleman’s attention. In the mat- 
ter of registration, which to me is the 
important feature of that, in some 
States you have the larger centers of 
population, the metropolitan areas, that 
have a registration law, and you have the 
rural area, that does not have a registra- 
tion law, and therefore a boy who lives in 
that metropolitan area could not vote, 
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er a boy just over the line could 
vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the 
gentleman’s contention. This proposed 
legislation is predicated upon the State 
law of the residence of the soldier or 
sailor. If he is a qualified yoter under 
the law of his State, then this measure 
will assist him in voting. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; I yield to my 
colleague from West Virginia. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The legal require- 
ments by the States for voting are not 
eliminated under this bill, as the gentle- 
man says. The measure goes to the 
simplification by Congress of the proce- 
dure whereby the legal voters in our 
armed forces shall exercise their 
franchise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is 
correct, and I think that is one of the 
important features of this proposed law. 

Mr, COX. Mr, Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman is making 
an excellent statement. His interest in 
retaining the language in the bill to 
which attention is called is in respect to 
the boys recently reaching their major- 
ity. Permit me to make this observation. 
As to whether that purpose is accom- 
plished all depends on whether registra- 
tion is a qualification or is a regulation. 
The gentleman concurs with me that 
insofar as a qualification is concerned, 
that is a matter entirely within the 
jurisdiction of the State. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. COX. And the Federal Govern- 
ment cannot touch it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. COX. And that only in matters of 
regulation of election of Federal officials 
can the Federal Government control. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; and this is 
merely an added right which extends 
that right to those boys, which gives them 
the right to exercise their suifrage, 
whereas otherwise they could not exer- 
cise it at this time while they are in the 
military forces. Our soldiers and sail- 
ors should be extended the right of 
voting. The election regulations must 
be modified and simplified so these boys 
may have the right to vote during the 
period of their military or naval service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Indiana has again 
expired. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
now to the gentleman from Oklahoma 
(Mr, NICHOLS]. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
the Chair to notify me when I have con- 
sumed 3 minutes. I am going to sup- 
port this bill. I am frank to say that 
when the bill first came before the Rules 
Committee for consideration I looked 
upon it with some degree of doubt, to say 
the least. I am convinced now, how- 
ever, since many amendments have been 
put into the bill by the author of the bill, 
that it is now safe, but I want to sound 
this warning. There is only one danger 
in this bill, and only one. We should 
give these soldiers the right to vote, of 
course. I agree that probably even the 
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language in the bill about registration 
should remain in the bill. I am willing 
to go that far if the amendment is 
adopted which compels them to have all 
of the qualifications of a voter. The 
danger is this. The danger is in the 
knowledge, the knowledge having come 
to the Federal Government, that the Con- 
gress, the Federal Government, can con- 
trol elections of constitutional officers. 
There is no danger in this bill. The 
danger is what might follow. As sure as 
I stand in the Well of this House, after 
this war is over, a bill will be offered in 
the House or the Senate laying down 
Federal rules and regulations controlling 
Federal elections, elections of Federal 
officers. Nothing in this bill is danger- 
ous of itself, but it is dangerous that the 
people know now, and there were few 
in the past who knew, that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States gives the Fed- 
eral Government the right to prescribe 
rules and regulations for the election of 
constitutional officers and I hope I never 
live to see the day when that right shall 
be enforced by the Congress of the 
United States, because if we are to con- 
tinue in a close approach to a democracy, 
we have got to stay with State rights. 
The day that you control Federal elec- 
tions, State rights have gone out of the 
window. ‘That, in my judgment, is the 
only danger in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 
consumed 3 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr, KEFAUVER]. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Chairman, I 
realize that my position on this bill and 
to some similar matters is not in con- 
formity with many of my colleagues 
from the South. I personally have al- 
ways felt that the poll tax should not 
be required as a prerequisite for voting. 
I have not signed the Guyer discharge 
petition, because, in the first. place, I 
dislike signing a petition to discharge my 
own committee. 

In the second place, I feel that the 
States themselves ought to abolish the 
peli tax rather than have the Federal 
Government extend its authority over a 
sphere of activity which has always been 
exercised by the States. 

So I have been torn between two forces. 
The questions in my mind are whether 
it is better to carry on for a while in 
some States even with the pernicious 
poll tax rather than try to have the 
Federal Government undertake to do 
something about it. Some day the poll 
tax must be eliminated, I hope the 
States do it before the force of public 
opinion requires some Federal action. 
But there is one thing I am certain of 
and that is that if we feel that these 
boys are capable of serving on the battle- 
field to protect us and our country, we 
ought to feel they are capable of voting 
in an election without registration and 
without the payment of a poll tax. 

I am going to offer an amendment, on 
line 6, after the word “registration”, to 
insert the words “and poill tax.” A poll 
tax is not a qualification. It does not 
make a man more capable of voting than 
a man who happens not to buy a poll 
tax. A man might accidentally find $2 
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and be able to pay a poll tax, but that 
would not make him more qualified to 
vote than a poor man who did not find 
money with which to pay a poll tax. The 
poll tax is repugnant to democracy, it 
should not be tolerated. I hope to soon 
see the day when it is no more. 

Regardless of peacetime constitutional 
arguments, I am sure a different prin- 
ciple applies to the boys in the service. 
They do not keep in close touch with 
things back home. Many of them are 
new voters and would not know who to 
write to to pay a poll tax; they might not 
know the amount to send. We do not 
want them to be worried with these 
things. If this Congress can freeze the 
collection of taxes due municipalities and 
counties, if we can defer the require- 
ment for the payment of private debts, 
then, certainly, without violating the 
Constitution, we can give our boys in 
the service the right to exercise their 
citizenship without paying a poll tax. 

I propose to offer this amendment, and 
I hope it will be adopted. If we cannot 
abolish the poll tax altogether, let us at 
least do so for the boys in the services. 

[Here the gavel fell.j 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may require to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. Grant]. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Chair- 
man, this bill has one purpose and one 
purpose alone. That is to supplement 
existing election machinery as provided 
by existing State laws to make it possible 
for members of our armed forces to vote. 

The disgraceful and dilatory tactics by 
which some of the members of the major- 
ity party here in the House of Represen- 
tatives have filibustered against this bill 
here this afternoon in an effort to defeat 
it is a sad commentary on representative 
government and a mockery to those men 
who wear our country’s uniform. 

The right to vote is one of the highest 
privileges of American citizenship. It is 
more than that. It is a patriotic respon- 
sibility. What greater proof of a man’s 
patriotic devotion than that he is ready 
to lay down his life for his country? 

No man in this Nation is more deserv- 
ing of the right to exercise the privilege 
and the duty of voting than the man who 
today wears his country’s uniform. What 
a commentary on our American system of 
government that he should be denied the 
right to vote because he is absent and on 
duty for his country. 

And what is to be said for any group of 
men who cry to high heaven for a pro- 
posal to increase the pay for a member of 
the Army or Navy to $50 per month but 
who will fight to the bitter end against a 
proposal that would make it possible for 
that same man to vote. In effect they are 
saying to him: “You are fighting for your 
country. You are making a great sacri- 
fice. Nothing is too good for you. We 
will raise your pay to $50 a month, $600 a 
year, but we will not give you the right 
to vote for the representatives in the 
representative government that you are 
fighting to defend. You are fighting to 
preserve representative government but 
we deny you the right to participate in 
its deliberations.” 

Mr. Chairman, are we fighting a war 
for the “four freedoms,” or were we being 
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misled when we were told that? Are 
these “four freedoms” not broad enough 
to insure to our own soldiers and sailors 
the right to vote? Are we to sacrifice 
the lives of hundreds of thousands of our 
young men to carry the “four freedoms” 
to the far corners of the earth, and at 
the same time deny the right to vote to 
those brave young men who carry the 
battle? 

We are moving toward an Army of 
eight or ten million men. This great 
number of our voters must be assured by 
our action here today that that Govern- 
ment for which they fight will preserve 
for them and to them the privileges of 
citizenship. Representative government 
in that manner, and in that manner 
alone, will remain responsive to the peo- 
ple. And never let it be said that a 
government that, by a conscription law, 
can reach into every home in this Nation 
and take the young men and send them 
to some far away camp cannot at the 
same time and with that same long arm 
make some provision to protect the 
rights of those so taken. 

Mr, Chairman, although we do make 
provision for absentee voting under the 
laws of my home State of Indiana, never- 
theless we have a system of personal 
registration. Under the laws of In- 
diana we have no such thing as absentee 
registration. This means that a man 
who was not registered when he marched 
off to war, and the young man who has 
reached his twenty-first birthday since 
he entered the service, is denied a chance 
to register and thus is denied a right to 
vote. 

The pending bill will be of great help 
to servicemen in both those categories 
from our great Hoosier State. Such ex- 
amples arc multiplied many times over 
throughout the country. In the name of 
simple justice to our country’s defend- 
ers, I hope that the pending measure will 
pass the House with a thundering 
majority. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. MICHENER]. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, 
when this bill was first introduced it was 
practically a counterpart of the New 
York State law, dealing with the same 
subject. That was a good law. Of 
course, there could be no State rights 
constitutional question raised about it 
because it was a State law. 

When the bill came before the Rules 
Committee there was some objection 
raised to various matters in the bill, 
many of which have been referred to 
here today. I raised the question that 
the bill as presented was not practical, 
was not workable, and that the mechan- 
‘ics of the bill could not be accomplished 
under existing conditions. It so hap- 
pened that under the law the State func- 
tionary administering the law was to be 
the se-retary of state. It so happened 
that the national convention of secre- 
taries of state was convening in the city 
of Baltimore nearby, and in those cir- 
cumstances that body of secretaries of 
state gave consideration to the original 
Ramsay bill as introduced. ‘They ap- 
pointed a subcommittee. An extensive 
study was made, with the result that the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


National Association of Secretaries of 
State suggested certain amendments in 
order that the bill might function and 
carry out the intent of the author. 

As a result of that study and that 
conference the bill which is now before 
the House and which has the approval of 
the National Association of Secretaries 
of_State, is being considered. 

I am not going to discuss the legal 
phases. I do not think this is the time 
or the place. The author of the bill has 
advised that the Department of Justice 
vouches for the constitutionality of the 
bill. I, for one, do not believe that any 
one here should quibble about the nice- 
ties or legal fiction at a time when our 
boys are in the service and when they 
should, if possible, be given the privilege 
to exercise the right to vote. 

Now, what does this bill do? Does it 
interfere with State rights? Does it take 
away from the States the rights that 
some of the Members like to talk about? 
I do not believe it does. Under this bill, 
as now drawn, the heart of the bill is the 
affidavit which is found on page 5. In 
other words, if an elector in a camp 
wants to vote—he is not compelled to 
vote—but if he wants to vote, he makes 
his application, and then he is handed 
an affidavit. He must sign and swear to 
the affidavit. If he does that, he then 
gets a ballot. He marks the ballot. It 
goes in a sealed envelope with his name 
and address, his voting precinct on the 
outside of the envelope. The envelope 
then goes to the secretary of state. It 
is the duty of the secretary of state to 
see that that ballot finds its way to the 
ballot box in the proper locality where 
the voter lives. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman from Michigan 2 addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr. MICHENER. If the amendment 
which is to be offerec by the author of 
the bill, the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Ramsay], the man who is 
representing those who are proposing 
and insisting upon this bill, is adopted, it 
will change that affidavit so that in sub- 
stance the affidavit will mean just this: 

I do hereby swear that I am a qualified 
elector in the county of ~......--- in the 
State’ Of /<.2s5555 Wo ce, 


That is all that affidavit will mean. 
His vote is cast. Then when that ballot 
gets back to the State it goes to the man- 
aging board of elections in the precinct 
where the vote is to be counted. That 
board—your own local board, created by 
your own State law—is going to say 
whether or not that voter whose name 
appears on the outside of that ballot is a 
qualified voter in the State, 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Cox] says that that takes the intestines 
out of the bill. That if so amended— 
it is perfectly harmless. That it will not 
hurt you State-rights people at ell. The 
final decision as to the qualifications of 
the voter rests with a State agency. This 
is the best bill that there is any possi- 
bility of passing here today. I, for one, 
am going to support it, and I am going to 
agree with the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Ramsay] that the bill should 
be passed with the amendment. The 
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bill would not be here now but for that 
agreement, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has again 
expired. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. HOLLAND]. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Chairman, this 
Nation is at war because we believe in de- 
mocracy—the right of the people through 
a free exercise of their franchise to de- 
termine the policies of government by 
choosing the men who are the instru- 
ments of that government. 

That is the fundamental tenet of de- 
mocracy. 

Millions of our young men are fighting, 
and thousands of them have already 
given their lives, to make sure that this 
ideal, the last great hope of earth, sur- 
vives in this world. 

Today in Congress we witness a spec- 
tacle which truly amazes and profoundly 
shocks me, a newly elected Member to 
this House. 

I never thought that I would see in this 
Congress, where are gathered the repre- 
sentatives of the people of this Nation, 
a group of men, small in numbers it is 
true, but determined, vindictively deter- 
mined, to oppose the right of these boys 
in service to cast a ballot. 

I cannot understand the motivation for 
such action, nor will the people of the 
United States understand it. 

Of all our citizens, the men in service 
are making the greatest sacrifice. 

By their sweat and blood, and in the 
tears of their loved ones, they are earn- 
ing a share in the future of this Nation. 

Every citizen of this land has a share 
in that future—it is our birthright. 

But these men in service, these above 
all, will earn their share. 

What will they think, what will their 
reaction be, when they learn that men 
in this House have used every device of 
parliamentary law, every twist and turn 
of the rules, to deprive them of the right 
of voting for the officials of their Gov- 
ernment—the Government to which they 
have pledged allegiance and for which 
they are ready to enter the hellish storm 
of war and give up life itself? 

The answer this House can give them 
today is a smashing vote for this bill— 
a vote which will utterly repudiate those 
who have opposed this measure. 

Men with clean hearts and clear minds 
have nothing to fear from the voters of 
this country—whether they are farmers, 
or workingmen, or soldiers, sailors and 
marines. 

Are we to hold that men capable of 
dying for their country are incapable of 
voting in their country’s elections be- 
cause they are in the service of their 
country? 

I know this House will make no such 
shameful decision. 

I do not know whether the men in serv- 
ice wiil vote for my party or for the 
minority. 

I do not care how they will vote. 

But the fundamental right of every 
American citizen must and shall be theirs. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON], 
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Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
franchise is not a matter of right, it is a 
privilege, and it is a privilege that under 
our system of Government can be 
granted or withheld only by the States. 
There is general consensus that the 
States can prescribe qualifications of 
voters, including among others, resi- 
dence, registration, and age. There are 
those, however, who maintain there is 
an exception to the rights of the States 
in the case of Presidential and congres- 
sional elections. There was much argu- 
ment on this point in the Constitu- 
tional Convention of 1787, and finally a 
compromise was adopted. Article I, sec- 
tion 2 of the Constitution provides that 
the qualifications for electors for Sen- 
ators and Representatives shall be fixed 
by the States. The compromise was in 
section 4 where it states that notwith- 
standing the fact that the State may 
prescribe the time, place, and manner of 
elections, the Congress may change by 
regulation—that is the word that is now 
confused with registration—by regula- 
tion, the time, the place, and the man- 
ner of election for Senators and Repre- 
sentatives—but there is nothing with re- 
spect to registration in article I, section 
4 of the Constitution. 

I oppose this bill because I believe 
that while the Government of the United 
States wages war the States and their 
functions abide, in war und in peace. 

I feel that the argument in favor of 
this bill has been summarized by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Ramsay]. He said in substance that the 
bill would provide for voting in the case 
of residents of five or six States and 
would help voting in other States, but 
that in reality the bill did nothing more 
or less than dispense with the qualifica- 
tion of registration by regulation, as he 
termed it, when the word regulation is 
confined to time, and place, and manner 
in article I, section 4 of the Constitution. 
I refute the gentleman’s argument when 
he undertakes to say that registration is 
regulation by the language of his own 
bill, In this connection I call attention, 
Mr. Chairman, to section 1 of the bill 
and I quote: 

In time of war, notwithstanding any pro- 
vision of State law relating to elections (in- 
cluding requirements as to registration), 
every individual * * * otherwise quali- 
fied— 


The use of the language “otherwise 
qualified” shows that the requirement 
of registration is a qualification. 

The very language of the gentleman’s 
bill, if further evidence and argument 
are necessary, shows that registration is 
a qualification. 

The other argument is that advanced 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Cox] that we are to pass this biil as a 
friendly gesture to the men in the armed 
forces who are fighting for their country. 

Mr. RAMSAY, Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I prefer to com- 
plete my statement, and then I will yield. 

Mr. Chairman, the soldiers and sailors, 
the lads who are fighting, want some- 
thing more than gestures, something 
more than friendly gestures from their 
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Representatives in Congress. They are 
out there in strange seas and foreign 
lands fighting for liberty, for freedom 
under the Constitution, to use the lan- 
guage of ou: Commander in Chief, the 
President of the United States, and they 
will have little regard for their statesmen 
on the floor of Congress who surrender 
their convictions as a friendly gesture to 
the men who fight. I say to you that 
under the terms of this bill we are likely 
to have confusion worse confounded in 
elections if the courts hold in contests in 
elections under this bill, as they have re- 
peatedly held, that the qualifications of 
voters is for the States and the States 
alone. We are undertaking to pass a 
bill here that will be declared unconsti- 
tutional, as I believe, as an invasion of 
the rights of the States, and one under 
which we ourselves as Members of Con- 
gress might have to face contested elec- 
tions one after the other. In an effort 
to do a friendly gesture to the men who 
fight we are striking at one of the very 
fundamental rights reserved and guar- 
anteed to the States under the Constitu- 
tion. The men in the Army and Navy are 
fighting for the rights guaranteed by the 
Constitution, and they do not ask or ex- 
pect Congress to invade the rights of the 
States. 

They are entitled to vote—but this is 
the function of the States. If five or six 
States fail to pass absentee voting laws, 
it is the fault of the States. I favor 
absentee voting for soldiers, but all the 
States should not be deprived of their 
rights because five or six have not passed 
absentee voting statutes, such as Missis- 
sippi passed in the first World War.” I 
advocated such a law as a member of 
the State senate, but I oppose the pend- 
ing bill as it is in violation of the Consti- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have stated, in the 
Constitutional Convention in 1787 there 
was much discussion with respect to suf- 
frage in Presidential and congressional 
elections. The right of the States was 
recognized, but a compromise was 
adopted. Article I, section 2, provides, 
and I quote: 

The electors (for representatives) in each 
State shall have the qualifications requisite 
for electors of the most numerous branch of 
the State legislature. 


The power in the States was thus ex- 
pressly recognized. 

Section 4 of article I provides, and I 
quote: 
but Congress may at any time by law make 
or alter such regulations— 


Prescribed by the legislature of each 
State respecting the time and manner of 
elections. 

The compromise left the qualifications 
to the States with the power in Congress 
of altering regulations as to the time, 
place, and manner of holding elections. 
This is the proper use of the word “reg- 
ulation.” It should not be confused with 
“registration.” Registration is a re- 
quirement, and requirements are quali- 
fications for voting in every State. It is 
a refinement that will not stand to say 
that registration is a regulation. Of 
course, a man is entitled to vote even 
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though he is in the Army. Of course, 
he is capable of voting whether he is 
20 or whether he is 21, but, under the 
Gualifications, he must have a residence 
in the State, and he must be 21 years 
of age, and he must register, among other 
qualifications. 

I quote from the leading case of Breed- 
love v. Sutiles (302 U. S. 277), in which 
Justice Butler rendered the opinion on 
December 6, 1937: 

The privilege of voting is not derived from 
the United States but is conferred by the 
State and, save as restrained by the fifteenth 
amendment (right to vote regardless of race, 
color, or previous servitude) or the nine- 
teenth amendment (woman's suffrage) and 
other provisions of the Federal Constitution, 
the State may condition suffrage as it deems 
proper. 


The Supreme Court of the United 
States as now constituted has recently 
held by denying a writ of certiorari in the 
Pirtle case (314 U. S. 621) that fran- 
chise and qualification of yoters are the 
provinces of the State. 

It is not a question of soldiers voting; 
it is a question of who makes provision 
for their voting. It is for the States and 
not for the Federal Government. In 
usurping and assuming a function pos- 
sessed by the States, the soldiers who are 
fighting for rights under the Constitution 
will not appreciate their Representatives 
in Congress surrendering the rights 
guaranteed to the States under the Con- 
stitution. 

The bill does not involve a technical- 
ity; it involves the Constitution and 
rights under the Constitution. I believe 
that the Constitution is something more 
than a technicality, and something more 
than a scrap of paper. 

The freedom accorded to the States 
and the rights guaranteed under the 
Constitution are as sacred to the soldiers 
and sailors who are fighting in the 
greatest of all wars as they were to the 
patriots, many of whom fought with 
Washington, who founded the Republic. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, will the 
Chair advise the Committee how the time 
stands? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Ohio has 12 minutes remaining; the 
gentleman from New York, 16. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I 
make the point of order that a quorum 
is not present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] One hundred 
and one Members are present, a quorum. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, at the 
time this bill was agreed to I, as a mem- 
ber of the committee, met the acting 
chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Youne], in the committee room and we 
agreed to ask for a rule on the bill. 

I agreed to the bill. I felt that section 
1 covered all the qualifications without 
taking any right away from any State, 
especially when coupled with the oath 
each elector would have to sign, for with 
this returned to his State the State could 
challenge his vote, if it wanted, and pro- 
tect the right of the State. 
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Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield. 

Mr. COOLEY. Will the gentleman tell 
the House how many Members were 
present at the time the bill was reported? 

Mr. BUTLER. At the time it was de- 
cided to ask for a rule there were four 
or five Members present, but I may say 
that other Members had come and gone, 
had voted by proxy, having to leave be- 
fore the session ended to attend to other 
business. 

I also feel these boys who have been 
called into the armed forces of our coun- 
try and are going to protect the Consti- 
tution and face death, if necessary to do 
this, should have the protection by law 
during wartime to vote for representa- 
tives in their Government of their own 
choice. 

We gave them a few dollars raise in 
pay; now give them the right to vote. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr, Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. CANFIELD]. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
think this is a sorry day in the history 
of the Republic. We proclaim to man- 
kind our honor, our manpower, and our 
resources are pledged to the promotion 
of freedom and the defeat of the forces 
of aggression and oppression. Today 
we find the first all-out filibuster of 
the Seventy-seventh Congress. Against 
what? A bill to provide, in time of war, 
for voting by American soldiers and 
sailors serving in continental United 
States. We are dancing minuets with 
the question while these men are pre- 
paring to give their lives for what they 
love to call free America. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
8 minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FLANNAGAN]. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr, Chairman, we 
would be remiss in our duty if we did not 
enact this piece of legislation. The citi- 
zen who, by reason of the fact that he 
is a member of our armed forces fighting 
to preserve our Republic is unable to ex- 
ercise his right of suffrage by voting in 
person, should certainly be permitted to 
cast an absentee ballot. Those who take 
a contrary stand, are, in effect, saying 
that the citizen that renders this Re- 
public the highest service it is within his 
power to render should, by reason of that 
Service be disfranchised. Surely no pa- 
triotic representative of the people can 
take such a stand. 

Personally, I would go much further 
in preserving the right of suffrage of the 
soldier-citizen. The only State restric- 
tion to the exercise of suffrage this legis- 
lation removes, as I understand, is the 
State provision with respect to registra- 
tion in person. As for me, if the Con- 
gress has the power, I would remove all 
restrictions, State or Federal, and give 
every soldier the right to vote. To me, 
the citizen who fights to preserve our 
Republic should have the right to par- 
ticipate in directing the affairs of the Re- 
public he is fighting to preserve. To me, 
the citizen who fights to preserve our 
way of life should have a say-so in what 
that way of life is to be. To me, the 
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citizen that is morally, mentally, and 
physically fit to fight, is morally, men- 
tally, and physically fit to vote, 

Oh, I arn aware of the sinister influence 
that is directing the fight against the 
passage of this legislation. It is the fear 
that the soldier boy will be relieved of 
the payment of a poll tax. In answer, 
let me say that there is no tag showing 
the payment of a head tax of $1.50, or 
whatever the poll tax may be, dangling 
from the flag the soldier boy fights un- 
der, showing that he has paid for the 
privilege to fight, and as for me, I will 
never vote to place a tag upon the Sol- 
dier boy’s ballot showing the payment of 
a poll tax for the privilege of voting. 
If he is qualified, without paying tribute, 
to fight under the flag, he is qualified, 
without paying tribute, to vote under 
the flag. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr, LECOMPTE], 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr, Chairman, this 
bill represents a real, a genuine, and a 
sincere effort to extend and give to the 
men in the armed forces of our country 
the opportunity to exercise the right of 
suffrage to which they are entitled. The 
purpose of the bill is to give our soldiers 
the opportunity to vote this year. While 
the bill provides that privilege to the 
soldiers for the election of a President 
and a Vice President, United States Sen- 
ators, and Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, as an actual matter, how- 
ever, this bill is intended to give the bal- 
lot to the soldiers this year. It is hoped 
that there will be complete victory and 
that the country will be at peace when 
the next Presidential election rolls 
around. 

The bill provides that bulletins shall 
be posted in all Army camps, canton- 
ments, and forts, that postal cards will be 
available to the soldiers by August 15, 
permitting them to obtain ballots and 
take part in the election, a date only 
about 3 weeks away. This fact makes 
the bill operative within 3 weeks. It 
provides for the ballot to soldiers in con- 
tinental North America. Every Mem- 
ber of Congress regrets, of course, that 
the soldiers who will be all around the 
globe by next November cannot have the 
privilege of voting. Everybody would be 
glad for every one of them to vote, but 
actually, and as a matter of practical ap- 
plication, it is going to be possible for 
the boys in the camps in continental 
United States only to take part in the 
approaching election, not even including 
our armed forces in Alaska. 

Most of the States already have what 
we call absentee voting laws, but from 
my casual investigation I believe this 
bill will be better and more easily ad- 
ministered and more practical in its ap- 
plication than many of the absentee 
laws of the several States. Certain 
amendments are to be offered toward the 
close of the bill which will improve it 
very much in the matter of returns by 
the secretary of state to the several 
counties and precincts. The affidavit on 
page 5 of this bill is the important key 
of the bill. Every soldier who wants to 
vote will send a postal card and he will 
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get an opportunity to sign an affidavit, 
swearing or affirming that he is an elec- 
tor in a given precinct. The affidavit 
by the boys in our armed service is ample 
and sufficient safeguard. Our boys in 
the armed forces are defending the Re- 
public. They are the hope of civiliza- 
tion. In the years to come they will be 
the leaders of our Nation. We want 
every one to vote and take part in the ap- 
proaching election. Heaven bless these 
brave lads. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr, Chairman, I yield 
4 minutes to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. JENNINGS], 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr.-Chairman, there 
are now in the armed forces of this Na- 
tion virtually 4,000,000 voters. This 
bill extends to those members of our 
armed forces who are within the conti- 
nental bounds of the United States and 
who are qualified under the laws of their 
respective States to vote, the right to cast 
ai. absentee ballot in the coming election 
and in elections held during this war, 

It is said that this bill is violative of 
the rights of the States. This objection 
is without merit. In the very language 
of the first section of the bill the right to 
thus vote is conferred only on these who 
are qualified to vote under the laws of 
their respective States. It provides that 
if a State requires as a prerequisite to 
the right to vote the registration of the 
voter that provision of State law shall 
be disregarded. There is a distinction 
between a qualification to vote and the 
requirement of registration of a voter as 
a prerequisite to the right to vote. I 
recall that I had that question in a case 
that went to the supreme court of my 
State. Under the charter of my city a 
man to serve as mayor had to be a quali- 
fied voter. A man was elected who was 
qualified in point of citizenship, time of 
residence, and payment of a poll tax, but 
he had not registered. The court held 
that that was not a qualification, that it 
was a mere prerequisite to the right to 
vote. In addition to this, under section 
4 of article I of the Constitution of the 
United States it is provided that the time, 
Place, and manner of holding elections 
for Senators and Representatives shall 
be prescribed in each State by the legis- 
lature thereof but the Congress may at 
any time by law make or alter such regu- 
lations. It therefore. follows that the 
Congress has the clear right to pass this 
bill conferring on the members of our 
armed forces the right to vote as pro- 
vided in the bill. 

So that we have the clear right to 
brush aside this prerequisite of registra- 
tion which is in the laws of some States. 

Iam ready to believe from what I have 
seen here today that the real purpose 
back of the opposition to the enactment 
of this measure is to continue to draw 
the bar sinister across the brow of the 
Negro citizens of this Nation. There are 
some who are afraid Negro soldiers and 
Sailors will be given the right to vote by 
this bill, We have put them in our 
armed forces, we have clothed them with 
the uniforms of our soldiers and sailors. 
When that is done, then so far as I am 
concerned, I say to you and I am willing 
to say to everybody, that those men are 
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citizens of this country, they are its de- 
fenders, and they have the right to vote. 

Mr. COOLEY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr, JENNINGS. I cannot yield now. 
If the gentleman will hear me with open 
mind and an understanding heart. he 
will get my position. 

Let me go further. There is talk here 
about violating somebody’s rights. Let 
me tell you what has been going on down 
in certain counties in Tennessee. I have 
been trying for almost 18 months to get 
the Federal Government down there 
through its District Attorney to prosecute 
men who, with pistols and blackjacks, 
blackjacked voters of my congressional 
district when they undertook to vote in 
the last presidential election. Until this 
good day I have not been able to get the 
men who know the facts before the grand 
jury. I want to stop that sort of thing. 
I want to preserve the sanctity of the 
ballot. I want to give the armed forces 
of this country wherever they are in this 
country the right to vote in the coming 
election. And the enactment of this 
measure will do just that. I shall, there- 
fore, give it my vote, and hope it becomes 
the lav of the land. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise primarily for the pur- 
pose of congratulating the great liberal- 
minded gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. Ramsay], who is the author of the 
pending bill to facilitate the voting of 
otherwise qualified men and women who 
are now in the armed forces of the 
United States. I shall, of course, give the 
bill my enthusiastic support. 

I also desire to congratulate his col- 
league, another great liberal-minded 
West Virginian [Mr. RANDOLPH] for his 
consistent and enthusiastic support of 
this pending legislation. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Youne], ranking mem- 
ber of the committee present, has handled 
this bill in an admirable manner on the 
floor in his usual fair and diplomatic 
manner. The great States of Ohio, West 
Virginia, and the Nation have cause to 
be proud of such broad-minded, far- 
visioned gentlemen as these and others 
whom I might mention, who are deter- 
mined that simple justice be done to the 
brave men in our armed forces regard- 
less of the fact that they are scattered 
to the far-flung regions of almost every 
land under the shining sun. 

Frankly, I am surprised and amazed 
at the sudden opposition that has de- 
veloped to the pending measure in cer- 
tain quarters. Just why there should 
be any possible opposition to a soldier, 
sailor, or member of the Marine Corps 
voting his conscientious convictions re- 
gardless of where he may be, is beyond 
my understanding. One good friend of 
mine from a Southern State said to me, 
“It is against the law for a soldier to 
vote in my State.” I replied, “I am 
thankful that there is no such inhibi- 
tion against soldiers in Oklahoma but if 
there were, I should not feel obliged to 
defend such an outrageous discrimina- 
tion against men in uniform.” 
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If our soldiers, sailors, and other mem- 
bers of our armed forces are not entitled 
to have the privilege of suffrage and have 
it without all the usual red tape that is 
incumbent upon regular absentee bal- 
loting in the various States, then I must 
confess I am at a loss to know what class 
of citizens should be entitled to that priv- 
ilege. Millions of fine young men have 
in many instances given up gocd jobs 
in order to make safe our present and 
future security. They have given up 
their home life and social affairs. They 
have given up the opportunity of finish- 
ing college or the chance of being pro- 
moted in business or of making good in 
their chosen professions to give their all 
to save America and the American way 
of life. They have a God-given, inher- 
ent right of suffrage without all of the 
accompanying red tape that has kept 
thousands of other young people from 
voting absentee ballots in the various 
States. 

For instance, in the city of Washing- 
ton there were known to be more than 
2,500 registered qualified voters from the 
State of Oklahoma in the year of 1940. 
Yet the record discloses that there were 
less than 100 absentee ballots sent from 
Washington to our State either in the 
primary or the general election of that 
year. The reason is found in the compli- 
cated method of absentee voting. For ex- 
ample, the voter must tell what precinct 
he or she resides in, along with other 
red tape in order to vote by absentee bal- 
lot in Oklahoma. It is needless to add 
that the result is very few wade through 
such red tape in order to vote. I am 
pleased to see that the committee has in 
this bill made it simple and easy for boys 
in our armed forces to vote. 

I am glad, Mr. Chairman, to give my 
support to this measure and I sincerely 
hope that the opposition that has used 
all the parliamentary tactics known to 


prevent the bringing up of this bill, will - 


see the error of their ways and decide 
to support the pending bill. 

It is gratifying to know that practi- 
cally no argument has been made as yet 
against the purpose of this bill. In fact, 
the only argument against the measure 
I have heard, and I have listened to prac- 
tically every word of every speaker today, 
is the legal argument against the pro- 
posal offered by the distinguished and 
able gentleman from Mississippi [Mr, 
WHITTINGTON], who, without doubt, is 
one of the ablest lawyers in this House. 

After the able gentleman paid a glow- 
ing tribute to the boys in the armed 
forces, I was frankly surprised to hear 
him argue fervently and apparently with 
some feeling that registration is in fact 
an important qualification for voting. I 
hold in my hand a long list of decisions 
from supreme courts of many States to 
the contrary. I shall quote from only 
a few well-known cases: 

In the case of the State v. Edwards 
(95 W. Va., p. 599), passing on the con- 
stitutional provision of the qualified vot- 
ers in West Virginia, the court said: 

This section prescribes all the qualifica- 
tions and disqualifications of citizens of the 
State to vote at all elections held herein, and 
these qualifications and disqualifications can- 
not be added to or changed by legislative 
enactment, 


6557 


The Supreme Court of Kentucky in 
the case of Meffert v. Brown et al. (132 
Ky., p. 206) said: 

One may be a qualified voter without exer- 
cising the right to vote. Registering does 
not confer the right. The act of registering 
is only a step toward voting, and is not one 
of the elements that makes the citizen a 
qualified voter. 


In the case of Hindman v. Boyd (42 
Wash., p. 32) the court said on the ques- 
tion of registration: 

It will be seen that registration is not an 
element entering into the definition of a 
qualified yoter. It is held by eminent au- 
thority that registration laws cannot be 
justly regarded as adding a new qualification 
to those prescribed by the Constitution, but 
they are merely reasonable and convenient 
regulations. 


The court then cited as authority for 
this opinion: 

Capen v. Foster (12 Pick 485-23 Am. Dec. 
632); State ex rel. Sterns v. Corner (22 Nebr. 
265); State v. Butts (31 Kans. 537); People v. 
Hoffman (116 IN. 587); Edmunds v. Banbury 
(28 Iowa 267); Cooley Const. Lim. (6th Ed., 
757). 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hosss]. 

Mr. HOBBS. May I at the outset 
compliment the Chairman upon his 
ejaculation, its tone, and inflection. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield so that I may inquire 
if I have 5 minutes that I may yield to 
the gentleman? 

Mr. HOBBS. I will be delighted to 
yield to my friend for any purpose, any- 
time, anywhere. 

Mr. COLMER. Do I have 5 minutes 
that I can yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

Mr. YOUNG. I wish I had them. 

Mr. COLMER. I thought I had them. 

Mr. HOBBS. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Younc] has been very kind. I 
thank the gentleman from Mississippi. 

A distinguished high-hat was walking 
down a street when he saw approaching 
him a soldier, a sailor, and a marine. He 
said, “Why, gentlemen, all hail, heroes 
of the republic. I would do you honor, 
you brave men who are laying your lives 
upon the altar of freedom, ready to bare 
your breasts to the shot and shell of our 
dastardly foes. You who walk into the 
valley of the shadow of death shall not 
walk on these streets as do ordinary pe- 
destrians. There is a car just around 
the corner. It is a Packard 120. Go 
around and take it. Now, there is an 
old half-wit in the car who thinks he 
owns it, but do not pay any attention 
tohim. Throw him out. Take the car. 
It is full of gas. Go out and have a good 
time. Enjoy yourselves to the full of my 
meager hospitality.” 

The gentlemen in uniform thanked 
their gracious benefactor, went off dou- 
ble quick around the corner and did as 
they had been invited. 

Another citizen who had overheard, 
said to the generous one, after our fight- 
ing men had gone, “What did you mean? 
I saw the car you described and its 
owner, Mr. State, sitting in it. You're 
apt to get him hurt. The high-hat, Mr. 
Federal, replied, “Oh, I do not care, I 
rather hope they kill State.” 
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We are enacting here today a parallel 
of that parable. The major trouble 
with this bill is that while we all love 
the men in uniform and all would have 
every qualified one of them vote, we 
have no right to act as we are going to, 
for we do not own the automobile that 
we are giving them. That is owned ac- 
cording to the Constitution of the United 
States and a long line of decisions of 
the Supreme Court, some as late as the 
Breedlove and Pirtle cases, by the sover- 
eign States, who alone have the right to 
give it. ‘That automobile is not Federal 
property. Therefore, the only question 
that I see is whether or not you in this 
spirit of mob violence which is mani- 
festing itself in this chamber are going 
to revert to lynch law and give away 
something that the Federal Government 
has never even seriousiy claimed to own, 
to wit, the right of a sovereign State to 
say that there shall be no Sears, Roebuck 
voting in its elections. 

My native State, Alabama, has an ab- 
sentee voters law, and a law that ex- 
empts men who serve in the armed forces 
of the Nation from poll taxes. Alabama 
and some 40 other States have already 
given our fighting men the right to vote. 
Other States might well emulate that 
example. But it is for the State, not 
the Federal Government to decide that 
question. 

Let me quote from the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in 
the case of Breedlove v. Suttles (302 
U. S. 277, 283 (1977): 

Privilege of voting is not derived from the 
United States, but is conferred by the State, 
and save as restrained by the fifteenth and 
nineteenth amendments and other provisions 
of the Federal Constitution, the State may 
condition suffrage as it deems appropriate. 


There is no restraint in the Federal 
Constitution, nor elsewhere, upon the 
supreme and sovereign right of a State 
to require as a condition precedent to 
voting that the ballot must be cast only 
by a voter who is personally present in 
the polling place. No one has denied 
this nor asserted the contrary, nor cited 
any authority questioning such a state- 
ment. Therefore, as much as I would 
like for every State to confer the privi- 
lege of voting upon every qualified voter 
in the armed services, my oath of office 
binds me to support and maintain the 
Constitution of the United States. 
Hence, I cannot support any proposed 
Federal legislation designed to usurp or 
override this power which the Federal 
Constitution clearly recognizes as be- 
longing solely to the States. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr, YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. RANDOLPH]. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, jus- 
tice, in no wise involved but easily under- 
stood, will cause the large majority of the 
Members of this body to vote overwhelm- 
ingly for the passage of this bill within 
the next few hours. I say hours rather 
than minutes, because there appears to 
have been, and may yet be, a filibuster. 
Debate has been very adequate. 

Mr. Chairman, we must extend every 
facility to those persons in our fighting 
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forces who are away from their homes in 
the battle against the foes of America. 

I trust there will not be a dozen votes 
against this meritorious measure. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. PATRICK]. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Chairman, this 
bill takes care of this problem in such a 
way as to handle the technical matter, 
it seems to me, that is involved. If there 
is any group we should lean toward and 
do the krest we can to accommodate— 
and this is only a partial matter—it is 
those who have gone out to fight for this 
Nation at this time. 

My country extends farther than its 
borders. If our citizens have a child born 
in China, that is a native of this country 
because our country is there. What our 
Nation is doing it is doing as a nation. 
When Colin Kelly goes to death to fight 
for his Nation he does it as a part of this 
country. Whenever a boy has been in- 
ducted into the service before he is 21 
years old, and when this law so chari- 
tably reaches out and says that if a man 
is otherwise cualified to vote he shall not 
be hedged in and prevented from voting 
because of registration laws, it seems to 
me that the least we can do is extend 
what we do have the physical power to 
extend and give a vote to those who may 
die before they get another chance to 
vote. Many of the heroes of this land 
will be thereby given the only chance in 
a lifetime to vote the voice of the Nation. 

(Here the gavel fell] 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, it seems 
to me the question before this House this 
afternoon is simply, Do you believe in 
the right of those in the armed forces to 
exercise their voting franchise? Do you 
believe they should have the right to 
vote? I do, and I am going to support 
this bill, and I hope every Member of 
the House will do likewise. 

There is just one question bothering 
me now in regard to the bill, and that is, 
Does it include every individual under 
similar circumstances? Are the women 
included in this bill—the women of the 
W. A. A. C., the nurses, and those in the 
proposed Naval Auxiliary? If they are 
not, I do hope that an amendment will 
be offered so that there will be no dis- 
crimination between the men and the 
women who are away from home and 
under similar circumstances doing their 
bit to help win this war. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the balance of the time to the gentleman 
from Soutin Dakota (Mr. Case]. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I favor the 
immediate enactment of this bill (H. R. 
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7416) which makes provision for absentee 
voting in time of war by members of the 
land and naval forces serving in conti- 
nental United States. I also favor an 
amendment to the bill so as to extend its 
provisions to the women of America, 
whom we have now authorized to teke a 
part in the prosecution of the war, and I 
shall vote for that amendment when it is 
offered later. 

I am unable to understand why any- 
one should oppose this measure, because 
those who are fighting to defend our 
country and are placing their lives in 
jeopardy that we as a Nation may survive 
certainly should be accorded the privilege 
of expressing their will in the election of 
the men and women who shall represent 
them in the Congress of the United 
States as well as voting for electors for 
President and Vice President. 

At the outset let me call attention to 
the fact that this bill merely facilitates 
the method of voting and does not in any 
wise interfere with the qualifications of 
voters as determined by the States of the 
residence of the voters and is specifically 
limited in section 1 to those who are 
otherwise qualified to vote under the 
law of the State of their residence. It 
cannot, therefore, be said that this law 
interferes with States’ rights or with the 
right of the State to determine the quali- 
fication of voters within their respective 
jurisdictions. 

I also call attention to the fact that 
this is a war measure and is limited in 
its application to the duration of the 
war, and therefore must be considered in 
the light of the measures we are enacting 
from day to day having to do with the 
prosecution of the war which would be 
wholly inappropriate in times of peace. 
It is true that most of the States of the 
Union have made provision for absentee 
voting. However, these provisions were 
enacted for peacetime conditions and are 
in many cases ineffective and inappro- 
priate for the conditions now confront- 
ing us while engaged in an all-out war. 

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing we could 
do as the legislative body of our Govern- 
ment in this great emergency that would 
more cripple the morale of our fighting 
forces than to deny the opportunity to 
our men and women in the service to cast 
their ballots next November in the na- 
tional election. They are fighting for 
the preservation of our liberties and we 
certainly should do everything within our 
Power to preserve their liberties and par- 
ticularly the right of franchise, which is 
one of the precious heritages of our 
American way of life. It would evidence 
a break-down of republican government 
as we have known it through the years to 
deny this privilege to these American 
citizens called to the defense of our 
country. 

It is equally important that the pro- 
visions of the original act should be ex- 
tended to embrace within its operations 
the women who are now participating in 
a number of fields of activities in our non- 
combatant forces in the prosecution of 
the war, and the amendment which will 
be offered under the 5-minute rule, ac- 
cording this privilege to these women, 
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should be adopted unanimously, as I pre- 
dict it will. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I listened with some amuse- 
ment to the argument offered by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Hosss]. It may be true that the 
Federal Government has never claimed 
previously the right to deal with elections 
in this way, but the fact is that we have 
reached into the lives of these individual 
boys and asked them for their lives, and 
£1] we are proposing here to do is to say, 
“If we have taken you away from your 
homes, we are now going to preserve for 
you the same rights to vote you would 
have if you were in your own com- 
munity.” I suspect the gentleman from 
Alabama voted for the Soldiers’ and Sail- 
ors’ Civil Relief Act and there the Fed- 
eral Government went in and said that 
we are going to suspend certain civil 
rrocesses insofar as possible, a thing we 
ordinarily do not claim the right to do, 
but we have said that we will suspend 
those civil processes in order to minimize 
or reduce the claim we have made upon 
you for your life and we are certainly not 
stretching the point very much if we try 
to protect him in his right to vote. 

Mr. HOBBS. Myr. Chairman. will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. HOBBS. Knowing the gentle- 
man’s intellectual integrity I feel I know 
the answer to the question. You do not 
contend that if the Federal Government 
does not possess this right it should 
attempt to exercise it? ë 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Does the 
gentleman think the Federal Govern- 
ment has the right to suspend the civil 
processes provided for by State law as 
we did in the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil 
Relief Act? 

Mr. HOBBS. The gentleman declines 
to answer my question? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I am as- 
suming we have the right. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Hare]. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I would 
not undertake to discuss in the few min- 
utes allotted a question that has been 
debated for 150 years and is still unset- 
tled, but I would like to express my views 
on this bill and what I fear is its real 
purpose. It is generally agreed that the 
States have the right to protect the fran- 
chise or suffrage rights and privileges 
of its citizens. It is true we have taken 
young men from our States and our 
homes and placed them in the armed 
forces, but I want the Congress to know 
that the State I represent did not forget 
their suffrage rights and wait for Con- 
gress to act in the matter. I congratu- 
late the State legislature of my State that 
in the early part of this year, being jeal- 
ous of the prerogatives, rights, and privi- 
leges of its young men to vote in all elec- 
tions, enacted a statute which provides an 
opportunity for every man who has been 
called to the front to vote not only in the 
primaries but to vote in the election this 
next November. This bill does not add 
one iota to the privilege of any man 
Called into the service from my State. In 
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case he did not register before entering 
the service, the statute provides that his 
parents, a brother or Sister, or other near 
relative has the right to register for him, 
This bill adds nothing to the privileges 
of the citizens of my State, but it does do 
this: It deprives the State of its right 
to determine the qualifications for regis- 
tration, and to that extent it takes away 
one of the prerogatives of the State. 

I yield to no one a greater interest or 
greater concern in providing means for 
young men in the service to exercise 
their right to vote, but since my State, by 
affirmative action, has preserved or pro- 
tected these rights I do not see where 
this bill will be of any further service or 
value to them whatsoever.. On the con- 
trary, I can see where it may be the first 
step in depriving them of certain rights 
guaranteed to them by the States. I 
know it has been argued and emphasized 
here today that the provisions of the bill 
do not in any way infringe or trespass 
upon the powers and rights of the State, 
but to my mind the language of the bill 
speaks for itself. 

The first paragraph reads as follows: 

In time of war, notwithstanding any pro- 
vision of State law relating to elections (in- 
cluding requirements as to registration), 
every individual absent from the State of 
his residence and serving in the land or naval 
forces of the United States in the continental 
United States, who is otherwise qualified to 
vote under the law of the State of his resi- 
dence, shall be entitled to vote for elector of 
President and Vice President, United States 
Senator and Representatives in Congress. 


The first two lines which state that 
“notwithstanding any provision of State 
law relating to elections,” certainly sets 
aside or nullifies any State statute relat- 
ing to elections, including statutes pro- 
viding qualifications as to registration, 
and if that is not trespassing upon the 
powers and rights of a State, then 7 am 
unable to understand or interpret a sim- 
ple statement expressed in the English 
language. If it does not infringe upon 
the rights and powers of the State, I see 
no reason why the proponents of the bill 
should object to having the language 
stricken from the bill, because it adds 
nothing whatever to the method and 
manner of aiding the soldier in casting 
his ballot. In many States the qualifica- 
tions for electors are set forth in the re- 
quirements for registration, and if you 
set aside the laws of a State relating to 
requirements for registration you have 
then nullified the right of the State to fix 
the qualifications of electors, for the per- 
son who has qualified for registration 
and has actually registered has practi- 
cally qualified as a voter, so it seems to 
me to be elementary that if you have set 
aside a State law with reference to regis- 
tration, you have usurped the rights and 
powers of the State in this respect. 

If I felt that this bill was solely for the 
purpose of the Federal Government offer- 
ing to accommodate our soldiers and to 
facilitate methods of voting in the States 
I could see no objection whatsoever to its 
passage, but I fear there is a more far- 
reaching purpose in the proposal. Really 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GWYNNE], 
a strong proponent of the bill, clearly in- 
dicated its purpose earlier in the after- 
noon when he said: 
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I am for this bill in the first place, because 
it gives the soldiers a better opportunity to 
vote. It will not have much effect in my 
State, because we have a very practical ab- 
senteg voting law. 

I am in favor of this bill for a second 
reason: That it takes a long step into a field 
into which I think some day the Federal 
Government must proceed, and that is the 
control and regulation of the election of its 
own officials. 

I have come to the conclusion, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the Federal Government, under 
the Constitution, has complete authority to 
regulate the election of the President, Vice 
President, Senators, and Members of the 
House of Representatives, including both the 
primary and general election, and everything 
that has to do with the matter. 


He summarizes the purposes of the bill 
quite clearly, although there is one pro- 
vision in the bill which goes much further 
than the purpose expressed by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, and in this conncc- 
tion I quote part of section 4, found on 
pages 3 and 4, which is as follows: 


The secretary of state of each State shall 
cause to be prepared and printed, for use in 
voting under this act, an appropriate number 
of official war ballots. Such ballots shall pro- 
vide for voting for electors of President and 
Vice President of the United States, United 
States Senators, and Representatives in Con- 
gress; and they may also provide for voting 
for candidates for State, county, and other 
local offices, and with respect to any pro- 
posed amendment to the State constitution 
or any other purposes or question which is 
to be submitted to a vote in the State. 


I say again, if this language does not 
undertake to exercise complete control 
and supervision of all elections in the 
States, then I am unable to understand 
and interpret simple English. Unques- 
tionably, Mr. Chairman, our young men 
are fighting and offering their lives in 
defense of their rights and our rights 
under a constitutional system of govern- 
ment, but I am wondering how they will 
feel when they have fought to preserve 
these rights to return home and find that 
in their absence the Congress in the 
meantime has voted to surrender or give 
them away. What profit will it be to 
them if they win the battle upon the 
high seas and upon foreign soil to come 
home and find they have lost the very 
things for which they were fighting? 
What profit will it be to fight and die for 
liberty and freedom under a constitu- 
tional system of government and in the 
meantime lose the very heart, the very 
core, the fundamental ideal upon which 
our Government and its institutions are 
founded—the right of the people in the 
several States to determine and regulate 
affairs in their local subdivisions and po- 
litical units? 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the bill is as 
innocent as its proponents would have 
us believe, but from the information 
furnished here today I not only have a 
suspicion but I have a strong conviction 
that this bill is a delusion, for nearly 
every speaker has said that in his State 
they have absentee ballot laws sufficient 
to take care of the rights of the soldiers 
who may be in the armed forces. I know 
we have them in my State, and if this is 
true in practically all the States, why 
should there be a necessity for such leg- 
islation? And if sections 1 and 4 are not 
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the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from South Carolina has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Mlinois 
(Mr. SABATH]. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I great- 
ly regret the dilatory tactics pursued by 
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
Ranxin] and the attitude that he has 
assumed in opposition to this bill, espe- 
cially in view of his professed friendship 
for the servicemten of today as well as 
ex-servicemen, and in consideration of 
the fact that the American Legion and 
practically every veterans’ organization 
of all wars and all those who are inter- 
ested in the men serving our country 
have urged the enactment of legislation 
that would extend to the men and 
women in our military and naval forces 
the right and privilege, while away from 
their homes, to exercise their franchise 
to vote by voting by absentee ballot. 

I have listened carefully to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. WHITTINGTON], as well as to the re- 
marks of the able, learned, and resource- 
ful gentleman from Alabama ([Mr. 
Hosss]. One claims that the pending 
bill, if enacted, would do violence to the 
Constitution and States’ rights, and the 
other opposes the bill because he feels it 
is a nullity. Personally, I feel that the 
sincere gentleman from West Virginia 
[Judge Ramsay], who has sponsored this 
worthy legislation and who has worked so 
strenuously to bring about its considera- 
tion and adoption, has clearly shown 
and proven beyond doubt that Congress 
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President, Vice President, Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. In view 
that this measure will not interfere with 
State elections, it is confounding to ac- 
count for the vehement opposition to it 
by the few gentlemen from Mississippi, 
Alabama, and North Carolina. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not recall whether 
in my previous remarks today I stated 
that the bill now before us is the amended 
bill as agreed to in a convention of the 
secretaries of state of the 48 States, 
under whose jurisdiction and supervision 
the machinery of elections are conducted 
in their respective States. A subcommit- 
tee, consisting, if I recall correctly, of 7 
secretaries of state, of the National As- 
sociation of Secretaries of State, hold- 
ing their twenty-fifth annual confer- 
ence in Baltimore July 15-17, called 
upon me personally and pointed out some 
defects in the original bill (H. R. 7223) 
and asked that it be amended. I invited 
the author of the bill, Judge Ramsay, to 
join in the conference held in my office, 
at which were also present representa- 
tives of the War and Navy Departments 
and the Department of Justice. After an 
extended discussion, it was agreed that 
the bill should be amended to eliminate 
certain provisions and to simplify its op- 
eration in carrying its provisions into ef- 
fect. Whereupon the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Judge Ramsay] incorpo- 
rated the provisions in the bill and in- 
troduced a new measure (H. R. 7416) and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


coming before the Committee on Rules 
for a third hearing, he explained the ef- 
fect and simplification of the bill, and 
submitted to our committee the resolu- 
tion adopted by the National Association 
of Secretaries of State endorsing the 
amended bill. The resolution is as fol- 
lows: 


Whereas eyer since the entry of the United 
States into the war the secretaries of state 
throughout the Union have appreciated the 
necessity of special provision for the partici- 
pation in elections by those in the armed 
service, and the national association early in 
the year directed its committee on election 
procedure to do everything possible to this 
end; and 

Whereas this committee has presented its 
report; and : 

Whereas, through the cooperation of the 
Army and Navy, cards are being made avail- 
able for every man in the armed forces of the 
United States, wherever located throughout 
the world, to epply for an absent-voter ballot, 
and both branches will do everything possible 
to expedite the transmission of ballots; and 

Whereas the committee had numerous con- 
ferences with various departments and Mem- 
bers of Congress: Be it 

Resolved, That this conference agrees with 
Congressman Ramsay that it is desirable to 
provide a method of voting in fime of war 
by members of the military forces of the 
United States and is ready in every way to 
cooperate in the perfection of legislation that 
will result in safeguarding the right of suf- 
frage to the personnel of the armed forces. 


Mr. Chairman, during the course of the 
third hearing on the bill the Committee 
on Rules, upon solicitation of several of 
its members to further protect the elec- 
tion laws of the States, urged that the 
bill be further amended by inserting in 
the affidavit covering the “Oath of elec- 
tor,” which is required to be signed by the 
servicemen, the following: 


And that I am a qualified voter under the 
laws of the State of 7 


For the information of the House, the 
servicemen, and those interested in this 
legislation, I am taking leave to insert 
at this point the complete “Oath of Elec- 
tor,” including the above amendment, 
which is as follows: 


OATH OF ELECTOR 

I do hereby swear (or affirm) that I am a 
citizen of the United States and am now of 
the age of at least 21 years, or will be on the 
(here insert the date of the 
election); that I will have been an inhabitant 
of the State of ...._.__._ e AeA years 
next preceding this election and for the ____ 
months preceding such election a resident of 


the county of -......_._ , residing at (street 
and number, if any) ---...-_-___ in the city 
(or town) of: ...---.-__.. ; that I am in the 


actual military (or maval) service of the 
United States, and at present attached to 
EENAA (here state the particular com- 
mand to which attached); and that I am a 
qualified voter under the laws of the State 
ORR nee oeee ; and that I have not received 
or offered, do not expect to receive, have not 
paid, offered or promised to pay, contributed, 
offered or promised to contribute to another, 
to be paid or used, any money or other valu- 
able thing as a compensation or reward for 
the giving or withholding of a vote at this 
election, and have not made any promise to 
influence the giving or withholding of any 
such vote; and that I have not made or be- 
come directly or indirectly interested in any 
bet or wager depending upon the result of 
this election; and that I have not been con- 
victed of bribery or any infamous crime, or, if 
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so convinced, that I have been pardoned or 
restored to ail the rights of a citizen, without 
restriction as to the rights of suffrage. 


(Voter must sign here, and oath must be 
administered and attested.) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 
PEUS day ‘Of LA 


(Person authorized by commanding offi- 
cer to subscribe oath.) 


Mr. Chairman, not until the gentleman 
from West Virginia, Judge Ramsay, who 
has already been authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress, to ask for the granting of a rule 
for the consideration of the biil, had as- 
sured the Committee on Rules that he 
would obtain an agreement from the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress that they would agree to offer the 
suggested amendment as their own com- 
mittee amendment, did the Committee 
on Rules authorize me to report the rule. 
That afternoon the gentleman from West 
Virginia submitted to me a signed state- 
ment from the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Election of President, Vice Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress 
that they had acted in compliance with 
the request and recommendations of the 
Committee on Rules and had agreed to 
the above amendment. Therefore, I 
greatly deplore that the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] who, after con- 
sulting with the gentleman from West 
Virginia, Judge Ramsay, should have in- 
ferred that the latter had imposed upon 
the Committee on Rules anc obtained the 
granting of the rule by misrepresenta- 
tion, and that the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives had not acted properly in ac- 
cordance with the rules of the House in 
reporting the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] states that he 
is a member of the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. I find 
upon checking the Congressional Di- 
rectory that the gentleman’s name does 
not appear as a member of that commit- 
tee and, because of that fact, did not ob- 
tain notices of the meetings of the com- 
mittee when the bill was being con- 
sidered. As the Speaker and the Chair- 
man of the House have properly ruled, 
the bill is properly before the House, and 
the Committee on Rules having acted 
and granted a rule on the bill, the bill is 
rightiully in order for consideration by 
the House. 

Mr. Chairman, I recollect that some of 
the same gentlemen who today have 
raised the question of jurisdiction voted 
and advocated the granting of a rule on 
the Barden bill when the Labor Commit- 
tee refused to report it. I stated at that 
time that it would be setting a dangerous 
precedent and would give still greater 
powe. to the Committee on Rules which 
I, as chairman, did not seek. 

I wish I had the time to reply to some 
of the other questions that have been 
raised against the bill, but I am con- 
fident that a vast majority of the mem- 
bership are interested in providing a 
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method by which the three to four million 
men and women in our armed forces will 
be given the opportunity and not be de- 
prived of their right to vote at the next 
election and those that will follow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Illinois has expired. All 
time has expired. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 


SPECIAL METHOD OF VOTING IN TIME OF WAR 

Section 1. In time of war, notwithstanding 
any provision of State law relating to elec- 
tions (including requirements as to registra- 
tion), every individual absent from the State 
of his residence and serving in the land or 
naval forces of the United States in the con- 
tinental United States (exclusive of Alaska), 
who is otherwise qualified to vote under the 
law of the State of his residence, shall be 
entitled, as provided in this act, to vote for 
electors of President and Vice President of the 
United States, United States Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the en- 
acting clause and ask unanimous consent 
that I may proceed for 5 additional min- 
utes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
make the point of order that the gentle- 
man is not complying with the rule and 
presenting his motion in writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule reouires 
that such a motion must be in writing. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Then, Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strikeout the last 
word, to satisfy the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. EN 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Mississippi is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may proceed for 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. TABER. I object. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, this is the first time that the 
committee, except the two gentlemen in 
charge of the bill, has had an opportunity 
to say a word on this measure. 

In the first place, the bill was brought 
in without having been legitimately re- 
ported from the Committee on Elections. 
It has never been asked for by the men 
in the service. I do not have to come to 
you to ask whether or not I am in good 
standing with the service men of the 
country. My record over the years” is 
well known to them. 

But I have never seen such demagogery 
in the name of the service men as I have 
witnessed here today. The danger of 
this measure is that it is the beginning 
of an attempt to destroy the election 
laws of the various States. It will not 
affect Mississippi. We have already pro- 
vided for these men voting; and besides, 
this law does not apply to the primaries. 
It does invade the rights of the States, 
and you men who are supporting it now 
are going to find it will interfere with 
the election laws in your States in the 
years to come, 

It provides that in time of war “not- 
withstanding any provision of State law 
relating to elections (including require- 
ments as to registration) every indi- 
vidual absent from the State of his resi- 
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dence, and so forth.” In other words, 
they can move from one State to an- 
other and that is what a certain element 
in this country is after. It is not the 
soldiers they want this bill for. I know 
who is behind it, and you will find that 
out, too, if you dig into it. They want 
to control not only the elections, but the 
primary laws, and if they can get rid of 
the registration laws, possibly, so that 


they will not have to register or. prove . 


citizenship, with no obligation to your 
State in the way of paying taxes to help 
maintain the schools or the roads. 

Look at the report of this committee 
and you will find the same provision. It 
was not writter in by any man who is 
here today. 

You are not helping the soldiers at all, 
you are merely playing to the grand- 
stand, and at the same time interfering 
with the election laws of your own State 
and of every other State in this Union. 

If the opposition to this bill had been 
given ample time to go into it and an- 
alyze it, I believe there would have been 
enough opposition to have at least re- 
committed to the committee, if it had 
not been defeated outright. 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I move> 


that all debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto do now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on 
the motion. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. CoLMER) there 
were ayes 74 and noes 37. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Chairman, x de- ` 
mand tellers. ” 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair 
appointed Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi and 
Mr. Youna to act as tellers. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported there were ayes 64 and 
noes 39, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. The 
Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Case of South 
Dakota.: On page 1, lines 6 and 7, strike.out 
the words “the State of” and insert “the 
place of.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Harris of Arkan- 
sas) there were—ayes 46, noes 32. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I of- 
fer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. CocnHran: On 
page 1, lines 8 and 9, strike out the word “ex- 
clusive” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Including.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I of- 
fer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Hancock: On 
page 1, line 9, after the word “Alaska”, insert 
“including the members of the Army Nurse 
Corps, the Navy Nurse Corps, the Woman's 
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Navy Reserve, and the Woman's Army Auxil- 
tary Corps,” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. CooLey: On 
page 1, line 9, after the word “Alaska”; incert 
the balance of line 4, all of lines 5 and 6 to 
the word “every” in line 6, and also the word 
“otherwise” in line 9. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

The question was taken: and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Cootry) there 
Wwere—ayes 28, noes 72. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Myr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Krerauver: On 
page 1, line 6, after the word “registration” 
and before the close of the parenthesis, in- 
sert “and payment of a poll tax." t 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that amendment is not germane and it is 
not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. COOPER), 
Chair is prepared to rule. 

The gentleman frora Tennessee [{Mr. 
KEFAUVER] offers an amendment which 
has been reported. The gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr, RANKIN] makes a point. 
of order against the amendment on the 
ground that it is not germane. 

The Chair invites attention to the pro- 
vision of the bill where the amendment is 
offered, including requirement as to reg- 
istration. The amendment seeks to add 
another provision relating to the right of 
the men to vote. 

Therefore, the Chair is of the opinion 
that the amendment is germane and 
overrules the point of order. 

The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. KEFAUVER]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Kerauver) there 
were ayes 33 and noes 65. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN (after counting). 
Nine Members have arisen—not a suffi- 
cient number. Tellers are refused. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Chairman; I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FoLGER: Page 1, 
line 4, after the word “war”, strike out “not- 
withstanding any provision of State law re- 
lating to elections (including requirements 
as to registration)”; and in line 9, strike out 
the word “otherwise”; and in line 4, page 2, 
after the period, add the following: “Any 
such person not registered as required by law, 
but who would be qualified to register under 
the laws of his State, may vote by making 
affidavit as set forth in sections 5 of this Act, 
adding to such prescribed affidavit the follow- 


The 


ing: ‘I swear or affirm that I am 21 years of 
age and entitled to register and vote In --.--- 
precinct, .......-..- county of -.....-..- = 
State.'” 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. FOLGER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


APPLICATION FOR OFFICIAL WAR BALLOTS 

Sec. 2, Every member of the land or naval 
forces of the United States absent from the 
State of his residence and serving in the 
continental United States (exclusive of 
Alaska) may. make request of the secretary 
of state of the State of his residence for a 
ballot suitable for use in yoting in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this act. The 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 
Navy shall cause to be printed and distrib- 
uted to such members of the land and naval 
forces an adequate number of suitable post- 
cards which shall be used by each such mem- 
ber in making such request. Such postcard 
shall contain the full name of the member 
making the request, his place of residence in 
the State of his residence, and the place 
where he is stationed. Such postcards shall 
first be made available on August 15, and 
from time to time thereafter, prior to the 
holding. of the election. 


Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, I take this time to ap- 
peal to my colleagues in this body who 
are American citizens, regardless of their 
political affiliations, to exercise that de- 
gress of restraint, tolerance, and fair- 
ness they ask others to accord to Amer- 
ican citizens, and grant one which is 
thé most precious and inalienable right 
ever fought for and gained by freemen, 
the right of free speech whether they 
agree with a person in his views or not. 
If there is any place under the shining 
sun in this tragic era in this whole wide 
world where there should be tolerance, 
where there should be respect for each 
other and where we should try to see 
that every minority whether we agree 
with them or not has the right to enjoy 
free speech, it is in this great body. I 
plead with you from the depths of my 
soul to give those who honestly and sin- 
cerely disagree with you on this occasion 
an opportunity to be heard on the merits 
of this bill. They were denied that right 
when the rule was under. discussion; 
they have been denied that right under 
general debate by reason of the manner 
in which it has been controlled. I ask 
you to reflect and in God’s holy name 
and in the name of fairness to give those 
of us who want an opportunity to ex- 
press ourselves on this a chance to do so 
without shutting us off. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. I yield. 

Mr. COX. I am sure my friend will 
agree with me that we have just had a 
beautiful exhibition of that restraint for 
which he appeals in the vote that was 
taken a few moments ago. There has, 
of course, beèn some evidence of irrita- 
tion, dissatisfaction, and anger on the 
part of many at the effort on the part of 
some to delay the final consideration of 
this bill, but we did find in the vote to 
which I have referred a cessation of pas- 
sion and a display of that tolerance for 
which the gentleman pleads, 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Certainly 
it was a happy augury of the returning 
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common sense and patriotism on the part 
of this body. 

Mr. COX. They Have it within their 
power to do anything they want to do 
with regard to the shaping of this bill, 
and I think they have taken that into 
consideration. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Certainly 
they have, and I plead with them to give 
us an opportunity to be heard on the 
merits of the case. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. 
the distinguished gentleman from Min- 
nesota. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
gentleman has not objected to the pro- 
ceedings by which 3 hours’ time was con- 
sumed by the so-called minority on this 
bill. They had the opportunity of pro- 
longing the proceedings. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. That is 
very true, but no party has been in power 
in this House which has not been guilty 
of such conduct at some time. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. I shall be 
pleased to yield to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Michigan, 

Mr. MICHENER. This bill is going to 
be voted on before we get through today. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. I hope so. 

Mr. MICHENER. That is so agreed; 
we are going to sit here until this bill is 
voted on. We are staying just that much 
longer because of certain tactics indulged 
in today by a very, very small minority; 
but under the rules of the House that 
very, very small minority, never at any 
one time able to gather more than 20 
supporters, most of the time 3 or 4, has 
delayed until this hour. I hope that tol- 
erance will obtain; I hope we will con- 
sider this bill, and I say now and be- 
live I have the right to expect and will 
receive the support of the majority 
leadership in bringing about a vote on 
this bill tonight. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. May I say 
to the distinguished gentleman that I 
have absolutely no disposition to delay 
the vote on the bill, but I do not think 
the wrong of one party, if you are going 
te call it 4 wrong, calls for the commis- 
sion of an even greater wrong by the 
majority on this issue, namely, the denial 
of an opportunity for the minority to be 
heard on the merits of the bill. 

Mr. TABER and Mr. THOMAS F. 
FORD rose. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. I should 
like to have an opportunity to say some- 
thing on the bill if my colleagues will 
indulge me, but I yield to my colleague 
from New York (Mr. TABER]. 

Mr. TABER. I have sat here and 
watched the debate very carefully. I 
have not heard a single real logical rea- 
son advanced against the bill. 

I am going to go a little further than 
I ordinarily do, if I may be permitted 
at this time, and ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may have 5 minutes 
at this time in which to express his 
views. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman from Alabama 


I yield to 
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(Mr, Starnes] may proceed for 5 addi- 
tional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle- 
man from Alabama yield for that 
purpose? 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama, I am very 
glad to yield to my friend from New York 
for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. I shall be 
glad to yield now to the Gentleman from 
California [Mr. Forp], then I beg the in- 
dulgence of my colleagues for a few 
moments on the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Does the 
gentleman feel it is perfectly fair to 
ask men to go out and fight for their 
country and then deny them the right 
to vote because of some technicality of 
State law? 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Oh, no; of 
course not, but I do not concede that mere 
failure to pass the bill tonight would do 
that. Forty-three States, including my 
own beloved State, Alabama, provide a 
way for their soldier citizens to vote. 
Five States have failed to do so. This bill 
will not enable a single additional soldier 
vote from Alabama, We have been alert 
to the need for taking care of all ab- 
sentee voters in our State to vote on all 
issues as well as all candidates for local, 
State, and Federal offices. 

Mr. Chairman, I base my opposition to 
this bill on the ground that it does 
change the qualification of voters and 
makes eligible men to vote in the com- 
ing election who cannot vote under State 
laws in five States. 

Article I, section 2, of the Constitu- 
tion says that “The House of Represen- 
tatives shall be composed of Members 
chosen every second year by the people 
of the several States, and the electors in 
each State shall have the qualifications 
requisite for electors of the most numer- 
ous branch of the State legislature.” 
This section of our Federal Constitution 
unqualifiedly confers upon the States 
the right to prescribe the qualifications 
of electors for Representatives in the 
Congress of the United States. There 
can be no doubt about the question be- 
cause the Constitution expressly adopts 
that method and the Supreme Court has 
repeatedly so held. Therefore I see no 
room for debate on the point. I have 
three propositions to advance against 
the bill. As I understand it, there are 
43 of the 48 States that make provision 
for absentee voting which guarantees 
every boy under the flag, wherever he 
may be, the opportunity to vote accord- 
ing to the laws of his sovereign State in 
the coming election, if he is a qualified 
voter under his State laws. I am in- 
formed there are only 5 States that 
have neglected to make this all-impor- 
tant provision to protect the right of their 
soldier citizens to vote. 

This bill would seek to give that right 
to the citizens of five States who have 
not protected their soldier citizenship 
in the exercise of the right of ballot. 
Therefore it does to that extent change 
the qualifications of voters set down, as 
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I understand it, by the respective State 
laws and constitutions. It does thereby 
raise a serious constitutional question. 

Mr. Chairman, proposition No. 2 is that 
this is an opening wedge, in my humble 
judgment, for the control of all elections 
by the Federal Government. 

No. 3, and I do not want to be mis- 
understood and I will not be misunder- 
stood in this statement. I think we 
have one of the greatest Chiefs of 
Staff the American Army ever had in 
the person of General George C. Mar- 
shall. He is a great democrat in the 
broadest and universal sense. He be- 
lieves in a democracy and he believes in 
a democratic army. But I say to you a 
brilliant, unscrupulous and politically 
minded commander in chief with the 
usual conditions with reference to dis- 
cipline and restraint upon frce speech 
and political activities, necessarily so for 
the good of the service, pertaining in the 
armed forces, has a wide and a most 
unusual opportunity to absolutely con- 
trol, sway or change the outcome of a 
civilian election in the United States of 
America and bring, therefore, the elec- 
tions under the domination of the mili- 
tary power of the United States rather 
than that of civilian power. 

Mr. Chairman, for these reasons and 
many others I do not have time to enu- 
merate, I am opposed to this legislation. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Case of South 
Dakota: Page 2, line 7, sirike out the words 
“the State of” and insert “the place of.” 


Mr. CASE of South Dakota, Mr. 
Chairman, this amendment is offered 
merely to make this language in the sec- 
tion conform to the change already made 
in section 1. That amendment, which 
was adoptec without debate, changed 
section 1 and I think, therefore, it might 
be in order to call attention to it at this 
time. 

The language of the bill as offered 
would have extended this privilege of 
voting to the soldiers who were taking 
training outside of their own State, pro- 
vided it is in the continental United 
States, but if you were a soldier and 
taking training at a camp in your own 
State, even though you might be several 
hundred miles from home, the language 
of the bill would not have extended this 
privilege of voting to you. The commit- 
tee this afternoon, I think very wisely, 
accepted my previous amendment to 
change the words “the State of” to “the 
place of” his residence, and the amend- 
ment offered at this time is merely to 
make this section conform to the other 
one, 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment is satisfactory and we ac- 
cept it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. Case]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I of- 
fer an amendment, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. COCHRAN: Page 
2, line 8, strike out the words “exclusive of” 
and insert the word “including.” 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, this 
is likewise a perfecting amendment to 
make it conform with the first section of 
the bill, and I may say that the author 
of the bill accepts the amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, it is a 
good amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PUBLIC LIST OF APPLICANTS FOR BALLOTS 


Sec, 3. (a) Each secretary of state, upon 
receipt of postcards prepared pursuant to 
section 2, shall, from time to time, prepare 
for, and cause to be transmitted to each can- 
vassing board, a statement containing the 
names and addresses of, and such other in- 
formation appearing on the postcard as may 
be appropriate with respect to, the indi- 
viduals making such requests who are sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of such board. 

(b) There shall be prepared by each car- 
vassing board a statement showing the names 
and residence addresses as shown on the 
statement of the secretary of state. Such 
statement shall separately list such names 
and addresses according to each election dis- 
trict or precinct. Such statement shall be 
open to public inspection at the office of such 
board not later than 2 weeks prior to the 
holding of the election. Such statement 
shall be added to from time to time as addi- 
tional names and addresses are received by 
the board. Each such statement shall he 
prepared in duplicate, and the duplicate copy 
thereof shall be mailed immediately to the 
secretary of state of the State and shall be 
open at all times to public inspection at the 
office of the secretary of state of the State, 
together with all additions made thereto. 


OFFICIAL WAR BALLOTS AND BOOKLETS 


Src. 4. (a) The secretary of state of each 
State shall cause to be prepared and printed, 
for use in voting under this act, an appropri- 
ate number of official war ballots. Such bal- 
lots shall: provide for voting for electors of 
President and Vice President of the United 
States, United States Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, and may also provide 
for voting for candidates for State, county, 
and other local offices, and with respect to 
any proposed amendment to the State con- 
stitution or any other proposition or question 
which is to be submitted to a vote in the 
Stat.. Such ballots shall be uniform in size 
and in style of type, and the type and paper 
shall conform generally to that used for the 
regular official ballots of the State. Such bal- 
lots shall be printed in such form as may 
be appropriate for carrying out the provisions 
of this act. 

(b) Such ballots shall contain the title 
of each office to be voted for. In addition, 
such ballots shall contain (1) the name and 
address of each nominated candidate for 
each office, the party or independent body 
nominating him, and a designation of the 
political subdivision to be represented, in- 
cluding blank space for writing in the name 
of any other person for whom the voter de- 
sires to vote, or (2) blank space for the in- 
sertion by the voter of the name of the nom- 
inated candidate or other person for whom 
the voter desires to vote. In the event that 
the ballot is prepared as proyided in clause 
(2), the secretary of state shall cause to be 
prepared and printed an appropriate number 
of booklets containing the name and address 
of each nominated candidate for each office 
to be voted for and the party or independent 


6563 


body nominating him and a designation of 
the political subdivision to be represented. 


Mr. WHITTINGTON, Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. WHITTINGTON: 
On page 3, line 25, after “Congress”, strike out 
the remainder of line 25 and on page 4 
strike out lines 1, 2, and 3, and all of line 4 
down to the period. 


Mr, WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
I detain the Committee merely to call at- 
tention to the fact, which is universally 
admitted, that if there b> any constitu- 
tional warrant even in wartime for the 
passage of this legislation it must be 
limited to Presidential and congressional 
elections. Ihave offered this amendment 
because apparently the sponsors of this 
bill not only undertook to provide for 
Presidential and congressional elections 
but, br the insertion of the language I 
propose to strike out, provided that the 
Congress of the United States should 
usurp the functions of the States to pro- 
vide for the election of State and local 
officers, and usurp the functions of the 
States to provide for the adoption of 
amendments to the State constitutions. 

In section 4 appears this language, 
and I quote: 

The secretary of state of each State shall 
cause to be prepared and printed, for use 
in voting under this act, an appropriate num- 
ber of official war ballots. Such ballots 
shall provide for voting for electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President of the United States, 
United States Senators, and Representatives 
in Congress— 


This is the language I propose to strike 
out: 
and may also provide for voting for can- 
didates for State, county, and other local 
officers, and with respect to any proposed 
amendment to the State constitution or any 
other proposition or question which is to be 
submitted to a vote in the State, 


I repeat that unless it be the deliberate 
purpose of those who foster this bill to 
pass an act that is in violation of the 
Federal Constitution, that may jeopar- 
dize elections—for if this act be declared 
unconstitutional, many elections may be 
close, and those elections as a result of 
injunctions and procedures in court 
might be nullified—the language provid- 
ing for voting for State and local candi- 
dates should be stricken from the bill, 
and such is the purpose of my amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TABER. The gentleman has raised 
a question, but what is intended by that 
language is that State secretaries of state 
may do this in case the State legislatures 
of such States have authorized it. I 
think we probably should insert an 
amendment to cover that. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. With deference 
to the gentleman—and I have a high re- 
gard not only for his views with respect 
to finance but his views with respect to 
law—there is no such language in the 
bill. The Congress of the United States 
does not provide anywhere that the State 
shall be consulted or that any provision 
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shall be made by the States for State and 
local elections. There is no such condi- 
tion or proviso. Iam not surprised that 
the gentleman suggests authorizing lan- 
guage. 

I say that in this bill, for which the 
only constitutional warrant can be in 
elections for President, Vice President, 
and Members of the Senate and the 
House, it does strike me that the Con- 
gress of the United States is without any 
power or authority whatsoever to provide 
for any sort of an election or the adop- 
tion of any Federal procedure in the 
election of State or local officers or in 
the adoption of State constitutional 
amendments, as these are State func- 
tions and are clearly unconstitutional. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. PATRICK. This bill reads: 

And may also provide for voting for 
candidates for State— 


And so forth. If this becomes a law, 
when the same act is being carried out 
in voting in another State, unless that 
language or some similar language is in 
there; what vehicle could be provided 
other than by taking this law for the 
carrying out of such purposes? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I answer the 
gentleman's question by saying that the 
States have not as yet been abolished. 
A few functions remain to the States. 
One of the functions of the State is to 
provide for the election of State and local 
Officials. In war or in emergency there 
is no occasion for us, when we are fight- 
ing to preserve freedoms and fighting for 
rights, to usurp the rights of the States. 

Mr. Chairman, I trust this amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. PATRICK. This is not against 
States’ rights; this is just working with 
the States. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The States 
need no help. They should provide for 
voting by absentee statutes for the voters 
in the armed forces. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, what is intended by this 
language, I am informed by the gentle- 
man from West Virginia, who introduced 
the bill, is that this provision is authority 
to the secretary of state to send out a 
ballot covering State officers at the same 
time he sends out a ballot covering Rep- 
resentatives in Congress and Senators. 

So that there may be absolutely no 
question about it, if this amendment is 
beaten, and I hope it will be, I propose to 
offer an amendment as follows: 

On page 3, line 25, after the word 
“may”, insert “in case the State legis- 
lature of his State shall have authorized 
it.” 

I am satisfied from my talk with the 
gentleman from West Virginia that he 
will accept the amendment. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 


~ will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I understand 
that the purpose of passing this bill is to 
provide for the five or six States in which 
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there are no provisions of any kind 
for absentee voting. The gentleman’s 
amendment would not accomplish the 
purpose he has in mind, even if the Con- 
gress had the right to pass it. 

Mr. TABER. I think it would create a 
great deal of confusion if this language 
were stricken out, because it would be im- 
possible in every case with reference to 
Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress to include them on the same ballot 
with the ballot for State officers, and 
have it comply with the law, unless we 
put this provision in here. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield for one further 
statement? 

Mr. TABER. Yes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Iwant to sayin 
all fairness to the gentleman, for whom 
I have a high regard, that I think this 
came about because I understand, as has 
been stated in this debate, that this 
statute is really a copy of the New York 
law and if this were a State statute I can 
see how this language would remain in it. 
But it is utterly incomprehensible in a 
Federal statute. 

Mr. TABER. If it does remain in it 
there must be a separate ballot for Rep- 
resentative in Congress and Senator and 
a separate ballot sent to each soldier and 
that is going to result in great confusion, 
and it is going to make it a great deal 
harder for the soldier boy to vote. 
Whereas if you adopt the language I am 
suggesting you can absolutely protect 
yourself against any confusion or any 
irregularity and you can be sure that in 
no case, unless the State has authorized 
it, will you be sending out a ballot with 
reference to State officers. I would like 
to ask the gentleman from West Virginia 
(Mr. Ramsay] if I have not stated the 
case as he understands it. 

Mr. RAMSAY. The gentleman is 
right. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 
fron. California. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Do you not 
believe that any man who will fight and 
give his life for the United States ought 
to be able to vote? 

Mr. TABER. Oh, yes. I do not think 
we ought to put any restrictions on him 
that are unnecessary. 

I hope the amendment will be voted 
down. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last three words. 

Mr. Chairman, the States need no pro- 
tection against confusion that might 
arise out of the exercise of the privilege 
conferred by the language that is now 
attacked. In my judgment the right to 
vote for State officers should not be di- 
vorced from the right to vote for Fed- 
eral officers. In most instances the voter 
is more concerned in State elections than 
in Federal elections.. The language, how- 
ever, if carried in the bill, would not be 
binding upon State election managers 
insofar as State officials are concerned. 
They could, if they saw fit, receive the 
ballot or they could reject it, because it 
is not within the power of the Congress 
to legislate touching the conduct of State 


JULY 23 


elections. However, it is within the right 
and privilege, and I think the duty, of 
the Congress under existing circum- 
stances to make it easy for the man in 
the armed services to exercise his voting 
privilege. That is all that is attempted 
in this bill, and it is for that reason I 
think the language should remain and 
the amendment should be rejected. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. WHITTEN. If this language stays 
in the bill, and as the gentleman states, 
it is up to the managers of the elections 
in the various States, does he not think 
this would lead to contested elections or 
elections in which the managers at one 
place might accept the ballots and at an- 
other place they might not? 

Mr. COX. Ido not think so. All this 
does is that the Government approaches 
its soldier and states that he has a Fed- 
eral right to vote for Federal officers and 
further extends to him the Government’s 
services in making it possible for nim to 
express his preference with reference to 
the candidate for State offices, and that 
is all it does. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ANDREWS. May I ask the gentle- 
man if, in his opinion, the language sug- 
gested by the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Taser] does not clarify the point of 
view which he expresses? 

Mr. COX. Iam sorry I did not catch 
the amendment which the gentleman 
proposes. However, whether offered and 
accepted or not, I can see no real or sub- 
stantial objection to the wording of the 
bill as it now stands, and I think it would 
be a mistake to accept the amendment 
that has been offered. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON, Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. Iyield. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. In those States 
that have no absentee voting, would not 
this result in Congress making provision 
for voting for State and local offices? 

Mr. COX. I think not. 

Mr.SABATH. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

Mr, SABATH. The gentleman speaks 
in opposition to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. SABATH. And not in opposition 
to the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. TABER], 

Mr. COX. No; I am speaking against 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi, and I want to applaud 
him for his fine statesmanship and for 
his determination to defend the Consti- 
tution under which we operate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Taber: On page 
2, line 35, after the word “may”, insert “in 
case the State legislature of his State shall 
have authorized it.” 
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Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment the gentleman has just of- 
fered is a good amendment, and it is 
acceptable to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment cffered by 
the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICIAL ENVELOPES AND INSTRUCTIONS FOR 
VOTERS 


Sec. 5. (a) The secretary of state of each 
State shall also cause to be prepared and 
printed an appropriate number of official en- 
velopes for use in connection with such official 
war ballots. Each such envelope shall be 
gummed, ready for sealing. Upon one side of 
such envelope shall be printed in substan- 
tially the following form the following: 


“OFFICIAL WAR BALLOT FOR GENERAL ELECTION 


Name’ Of: VOUGr.... a. 5 a een se aoa 
“Residence (street and number, if any) -- 
“County Ol- aranaren ere eneeennsenceaeseen 
CC OT) ONT OL ec A ” 


Upon the other side cf such envelope shall 

be printed the following oath: 
“OATH OF- ELECTOR 

“I do hereby swear (or affirm) that I ama 
citizen of the United States and am now of 
the age of ut least 21 years, or will be on 
the'.--.-- (here insert the date of the elec- 
tion); that I will have been an inhabitant of 
the State of -_...- SOR as years next 
preceding this election and for the ------ 
months preceding such election a resident 
of the county of residing at 
(street and number, if any) ------ in the 
city (or town) of -..--.; that I am in the 
actual military (or naval) service of the 
United States, and at present attached to 
poate S (here state the particular command 
to which attached); and that I have not re- 
ceived or offered, do not expect to receive, 
have not paid, offered or promised to pay, 
contributed, offered or promised to contribute 
to another, to be paid or used, any money or 
other valuable thing as a compensation or 
reward for the giving or withholding of a 
vote at this election, and have not made any 
promise to influence the giving or withhold- 
ing of any such vote; and that I have not 
made or become directly or indirectly inter- 
ested in any bet or wager depending upon the 
result of this election; and that I have not 
been convicted of bribery or any infamous 
crime, or, if so convicted, that I have been 
pardoned or restored to all the rights of a 
citizen, without restriction as to the rights of 
suffrage. 


“(Voter must sign here, and oath 
must be administered and 
attested.) 

“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 
norana ONY CU cea aae 

“(Person authorized by com- 
manding officer to subscribe 
Oath.)” 

Such oath shall constitute prima facie evi- 
dence that the voter is qualified to vote, 
unless the statements contained in such cath 
indicate the contrary. 

(b) Such secretary of state shall also cause 
to be prepared and printed an appropriate 
number of copies of instructions for voters. 
In the event that a booklet is prepared as 
provided in section 4 (b), such instructions 
shall be included in such booklet. 

(c) The secretary of state shall also cause 
to be prepared and printed an appropriate 
number of envelopes for the use of voters in 
returning official war ballots and envelopes to 
the States of their residence. 


Mr. RAMSAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 


the following amendment, which I send 
to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Ramsay: On 
page 5, line 10, in the oath of the elector, 
after the words “to which attached”, insert 
the following: “and that I am a qualified 
voter under the laws of the State of _._--_. ad 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word and do so for 
the purpose of asking some questions of 
the author of the bill. I call attention 
to section 8, on page 7, in which it is pro- 
vided that an official war ballot shail be 
good even if it is received 2 weeks after 
the date of the holding of the election. 
With such a provision, soldiers would be 
eligible to vote after election day. The 
losing side in the election might drum 
up ballots after the election polls had 
closed in time to have them sent to the 
election supervisors in 2 weeks, and per- 
haps change the result. 

Mr. RAMSAY. There is an amend- 
ment to take care of that. 

Mr. BULWINELE. Mr. Chairman, if 
the gentleman will yield, I have the 
amendment, 

Mr. THOM. Will the gentleman 
please give me the information about his 
amendment? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. On page 7, in line 
5—you haye to take both of these to- 
gether—strike out lines 5 and 6 and in- 
sert the following— 
by the voter to the secretary of state of the 
State of his residence, and such secretary 
of state, upon receiving the same, shall 
promptly transmit it to the appropriate elec- 
tion officials of the district or precinct of 
the voter’s residence, 


I also have an amendment on page 7, 
line 13, and on line 15, to strike out “more 
than 2 weeks after the date of the hold- 
ing of the election” and insert “by the 
appropriate election officials of the dis- 
trict or precinct of the voter’s residence, 
after, 12 o'clock noon of that day.” 

That would mean no ballot which was 
received after 12 o’clock noon of election 
day would be counted. 

Mr. THOM. In other words that 
would stop the casting of any ballots by 
soldiers after the election has been beld. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to ask the gentleman from North 
Carolina a question. 

Mr. BULWINELE. I suggest the gen- 
tleman wait until we get to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MOTT. It will take just a minute. 
Did I understand the amendment to pro- 
vide that a ballot could not be cast after 
12 o’clock of the day of election? 

Mr. BULWINKELE. Yes. 

Mr. MOTT. In many States the bal- 
lots do not close until the evening. 

Mr. BULWINELE. That may be, but 
you have to fix a time beyond which the 
election officers may not receive these 
ballots. Some of the States have differ- 
ent times. For instance in North Caro- 
lina one cannot be received after 3 
o'clock, 

Mr. THOM. And the 12 o’clock date 
will refer only to those States where there 
is no absentee ballot now. 
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Mr. BULWINKLE. No; it will not. 
The gentleman misunderstands. 

Mr. MOTT. We have absentee ballot- 
ing in my Siate. 

Mr. THOM. You have a date on which 
the ballot must be sent in. 

Mr. MOTT. Yes. 

Mr. THOM. It would not affect a bal- 
lot that is cast in accordance with a 
State law. : 

Mr. MOTT. Yes; but suppose one of 
my absentee-soldier voters used this bal- 
lot instead of our State absentee ballot. 

Mr. THOM. The bill provides “and no 
Federal war ballot shall be valid if the 
voter has voted in accordance with the 
procedure provided by the laws of the 
State.” It is assumed that he will use 
the laws for absentee voting of his own 
State. 

Mr. MOTT. But many will use this. 
I do not see any particular virtue in fix- 
ing the date of the receipt of these ballots 
at an hour or date earlier than the clos- 
ing of the polls. 

Mr. THOM. The early hour of 12 is 
set in order that ballots may be dis- 
tributed to the ballot box counters in 
their precincts before the day is over. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. And I am per- 
fectiy willing to make it at the hour of 
closing the polls on the day of election. 

Mr. MOTT. That is all right. 

Mr. THOM. Would that make it pos- 
sible to deliver the ballots to the various 
polling places in time to be counted that 
night? 

Mr. BULWINKELE. Iam stating in my 
amendment that delivery would be to 
the election cfficials. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

The pro forma amendment was with- 
drawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
TRANSMISSION OF OFFICIAL WAR BALLOTS, 
BOOKLETS, ENVELOPES, AND INSTRUCTIONS 

Sec. 6. The secretary of state of each State 
shall transmit to every member of the land 
and naval forces of the United States who 
makes application to vote in accordance with 
section 2, as soon as practicable after the 
receipt of such application, an official war 
ballot and envelope, voting instructions, a 
booklet if one has been prepared, and an 
envelope for use in returning the official war 
ballot and envelope. 

RETURN OF OFFICIAL WAR BALLOT BY VOTER 

Sec. 7. After such voter has marked the 
war ballot, he shall place it in the official 
envelope and securely seal the same. He 
shall then fill in and subscribe the oath 
printed upon the official envelope. The 
commanding officer shall designate members 
of the land or naval forces to administer 
and attest such oaths. Such official envelope 
shall then be placed in the envelope provided 
for such purpose and mailed by the v 
prior to the date on which the election is 
held in the State of his residence. 


Mr. BULWINELE. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BULWINKLE: 
On page 7, strike out lines 5 and 6 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “by the 
voter to the secretary of state of the State of 
his residence, and such secretary of state, 
upon receiving the same, shall promptly 
transmit it to the appropriate election offi- 
cials of the district or precinct of the voter's 
residence.” 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, I 
shall support this bill, of course. This 
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amendment that I have offered clarifies 
the procedure first under this section 
how these official ballots are returned. 
Under the wording of page 7, “such offi- 
cial envelopes shall then be placed in the 
envelope provided for such purpose and 
mailed by the voter prior to the date 
on which the election is held in the State 
of his residence.” Mailed to whom? 
By what procedure? Would the election 
officials at any precinct get it? That is 
all my amendment does. He shall mail 
it to the secretary of state who, in turn, 
mails it to the precinct or district officials 
at the polling places. This amendment 
is agreed to by the author of the bill and 
the majority and minority members of 
the committee. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. fIyield. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I may 
not have accurately heard the reporting 
of the gentleman’s amendment, but I 
would like to inquire whether I am cor- 
rect in thinking that his amendment 
leaves out the provision as written in the 
bill which says it must be mailed prior 
to the date on which the election is held? 

Mr. BULWINELE. I have another 
amendment to take care of that. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I yield. 

Mr. STEFAN. As I understand, your 
amendment makes the same provision 
as in absentee ballots that come to us? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes. There is no 
difference at all. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKELE. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Does your amend- 
ment p.iovide that the secretary of 
state, on receipt of this ballot, shall, in 
turn, mail it to the regular canvassing or 
return boards or to the election board? 

Mr.BULWINELE. By the voter to the 
secretary of state of the State of his resi- 
dence, and such secretary of state, upon 
receiving the same, shall promptly trans- 
mit it to the proper election officials of 
the district or precinct of the voter's 
residence. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Will the gentle- 
man yield further? 

Mr. BULWINELE. I yield. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. But the election 
boards are dissolved the day after elec- 
tion. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I have just stated 
to the gentleman that I have another 
amendment which follows, which takes 
care of that in the next paragraph. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I do not see how 
the secretary of state could mail ballots 
to an election board which has no regu- 
Jar address. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Do you not havea 
rage in your precinct? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. The secretary of 
state does not have the addresses of those 
registrars. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Do you not have a 
list of the judges? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. They have the 
regular canvassing board addresses. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. No. Under this 
your secretary of state will have to do 
something to find out how to doit. We 
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cannot stand here and name every official 
where the ballot would go. You have to 
mail the ballots to somebody, and that 
is the only way you can do it. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I yield. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Unless you get the 
ballot in the ballot box on the day of 
election it will be a futile thing. 

Mr. BULWINKELE. Yes. 

Mr. RAMSAY. Certainly everybody 
has plenty of time to vote, because they 
get these envelopes and can send their 
vote on the 15th day of August. They 
certainly ought to vote between the 15th 
of August and the 5th of November. 

EHere the gavel fell.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina {Mr. BUL- 
WINKLE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CANVASS OF VOTES 

Src.8. The votes cast as provided in this 
act shall be canvassed, counted, and certified 
in each State by its proper canvassing boards 
in the same manner, as nearly as may be 
practicable, as the votes that were cast within 
its borders were canvassed, counted, and cer- 
tified, but no official war ballot shall be valid 
if the voter has voted in accordance with the 
procedure provided by the laws of the State, 
or if ft ts received more than 2 weeks after 
the date of the holding of the election. 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr, BuLWINKLE: On 
page 7, line 13, after the words “has voted”, 
insert “in person or by absentee ballot.” 


Mr. BULWINKLE. This is merely a 
clarifying amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG. This is a clarifying 
amendment. It is agreeable to the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BULWINKLE: 
Page 7, line 15, strike out “more than 2 weeks 
after the date” and insert in lieu thereof: 
“By the appropriate election officials of the 
district or precinct of the voter's residence 
after 12 o’clock noon on that date.” 


Mr. BULWINELE. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to modify the 
amendment by striking out the words “12 
o’clock noon on that” and inserting in 
lieu thereof “the Lour of the closing of 
the polls on the.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the modification of the amendment will 
be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I shall be glad to 
yield. 

Mr. TABER. The thing that bothers 
me is that there does not seem to be any 
provision requiring the secretary of state 
forthwith to transmit the ballots he re- 
ceives. Perhaps that has been covered, 
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Mr. BULWINKLE. We have just 
adopted an amendment covering that re- 
quirement a few minutes ago. 

Mr. TABER. That has been covered? 

Mr. BULWINELE. Yes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. I yield. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. As I under- 
stood the reading of the amendment the 
Clerk read “that date.” Ought it not to 
read “the date”? 

Mr. BULWINEKLE. Yes; 
read “on the date.” 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I ask unani- 
mous consent that if necessary the cor- 
rection be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr BULWINKELE. I shall be pleased 
to. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Has any amend- 
ment been adopted which would prevent 
a voter from sending his ballot directly 
to the precinct election officials if he so 
desires? 

Mr. BULWINELE. No; because he 
has it. That is the reason I offered the 
clarifying amendment so that he could 
vote in any precinct by absentee ballot 
under the law. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. I understand that, 
and if he so elected he could send his 
ballot directly to his election precinct. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. There is nothing 
in this bill to prevent it. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. It is not necessary 
for it to be sent to the secretary of state. 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. I yield. 

Mr. THOM. lam just fearful that we 
had better stay by the hour of 12 e’cieck 
on election day as the time limit for 
receiving the ballot. If the ballot is sent 
to a county seat to an election board 
there must be time in which it may be 
taken to the precinct polling booth so 
that it can be counted by the election 
board that night. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. My amendment 
will give them 6 more hours. 

Mr. THOM. That is quite a task, to 
carry those ballots to a hundred pre- 
cincts throughout a county. I never ob- 
jected to the fixing of 12 o’clock as the 
deadline. What I objected to was the 
period of 12 days after the elections 
closed in which time a ballot might law- 
fully be received. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. That has been 
struck out. 

Mr. HOOP. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKELE. I yield. 

Mr. HOOK. Do I understand that 
these ballots must be received at the 
voting precinct? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. By the closing of 
the polls on election day. 

Mr. HOOK. And any not received by 
that time will not be valid. 

Mr, BULWINEKLE. They will not be 
counted. 

Mr. MOTT. Will the gentleman read 
that portion of his amendment stating 
the hour? 


it should 
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Mr. BULWINKLE. The gentleman 
will have to read the whole section in 
order to understand the amendment. 
My amendment strikes out the language 
“more than two weeks after the date” 
and inserts “by the proper election of- 
ficials of the district or precinct of the 
voter’s residence after the hour of the 
closing of the polls on the date.” 

Mr, MOTT. The phrase “after the 
hour” would let it come in at any time. 

Mr. BULWINELE. As I say, the text 
of the section must be read to under- 
stand the amendment. It reads in sub- 
stance that no official ballot shall be valid 
which is received after the closing of the 
Polls. 

Mr. MOTT. I stand corrected. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr, EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, under this amendment 
in the State of Pennsylvania I know cer- 
tainly there would not be a single sol- 
dier’s vote counted. The amendment 
provides that the secretary of state shall 
mail the ballot to the election board as 
soon as he receives it. If the secretary 
of state receives this official ballot from 
a soldier all that appears on the en- 
velope containing it is the name of the 
voter, the residence, the county, and the 
city. There are 9,000 voting precincts 
in the State of Pennsylvania. In my 
county of Allegheny there are 1,150 vot- 
inz precincts. It would be necessary for 
the secretary of state to look at the resi- 
dence of every ballot that was returned 
and then in turn find what particular 
precinct the soldier voted in. 

If the secretary of state is compelled 
to do that for over 9.000 districts, and 
I do not know how many thousand bal- 
lots, it would simply be impossible for 
him to do it. I think the same thing 
may be true in other States. Just think 
about that for a moment. How can the 
secretary of state by the address deter- 
mine the precinct that every voter has 
voted in? This amendment would abso- 
lutely nullify, as far as our State is con- 
cerned, the soldier’s vote. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield to the 
gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. You have a secre- 
tary of state in Pennsylvania? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Yes}; we do. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. The secretary of 
state knows that the chairman of the 
board of elections and the chairman of 
the board of election officials is in your 
county seat? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. The gentleman’s 
amendment reads that it must be mailed 
to the election board. - 

Mr. BULWINKLE. No; it says “trans- 
mitted promptly.” That is a different 
proposition from what the gentleman 
says. Let us take North Carolina, for 
example. This will come to the secretary 
of state of North Carolina. The secre- 
tary of state of North Carolina will then 
transmit it to each chairman of the 
county board of elections in North Caro- 
lina. The chairman of the board of 
county elections will then send it to each 
precinct. 
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Mr. EBERHARTER. That is where I 
disagree with the gentleman. I say that 
is not what this amendment provides. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes; it does. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. If that is not 
what the amendment provides for; we 
are not permitting the soldiers’ votes to 
be counted. 

Mr. O'HARA, Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. CHARA. I think the gentleman 
raises a very important point. Why 
would it not be advisable to permit the 
secretary of state to mail these aut in 
accordance with the various State laws? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. That would be 
all right as far as my State is concerned, 
but it would not be all right as far as 
those States that have not absentee bal- 
lots or soldiers’ ballots are concerned. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I had the same ques- 
tion in my mind that the gentleman has. 
But I believe the gentleman from North 
Carolina is correct. Automatically the 
action would follow from the secretary 
of state to a county election commis- 
sioner, and he, in turn, would distribute 
to the various election precincts. It is 
automatic in almost every State. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. They could not 
be delivered in time. If the ballots ar- 
rived too late in States like New York, 
Pennsylvania, and Texas, the ballots 
could not be delivered to the election 
boards in time. 

Mr. ANDREWS. In New York State 
the secretary of state would deliver di- 
rectly to the commissioner of elections in 
each county. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE] 
may be again read, because this is a 
very important proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. EBERHARTER]? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk reread the Bulwinkle 
amendment. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
I submit that my argument is absolutely 
proven by the reading of the amend- 
ment, It says “by the appropriate elec- 
tion officials of the district or precinct,” 
which means the precinct in which the 
voter goes to the polls and votes and it 
would be impossible under this amend- 
ment to have that done. The gentle- 
man who proposes this amendment said 
it would go to the chairman of the board 
of commissioners or the election officials 
of the county, but not under the amend- 
ment as offered; absolutely not. You 
are going to adopt something that is 
unworkable. 

Mr. GTON. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Would it not 
leave to the secretary of state the mat- 
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ter of getting it to the election officials, 
as suggested by the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Not when it re- 
fers to the election officials of the dis- 
trict or the precinct. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. It says that it 
shall be in their hands by the time of 
the close of the election. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. 
with that interpretation. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield to the 
gentleman from New York, 

Mr. TABER. The previous amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from 
North Carolina requires the secretary 
of state upon receiving the ballot to 
promptly transmit it to the appropriate 
election officials of the district or pre- 
cinct of the voter’s residence. That was 
the amendment on page 7, lines 5 and 6. 
Now, this amendment simply requires 
the ballot to be received by the district 
or precinct of the voter's residence within 
the hour of the closing of the polls. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Is that 
not the customary provision? 

Mr. TABER. It would seem to me 
that probably would work out as good. 
as anybody could figure. If anyone has 
a better suggestion he should make it. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this section and all amendments thereto 
do now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is ‘here objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Young]. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I object. 

Mr, YOUNG. How much time does 
the gentleman want? 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Five 
minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this section and all amendments thereto 
close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Younc]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania, Mr, 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

Mr. Chairman, this is a very important 
amendment. I realize that our good 
friend from North Carolina has offered 
these amendments for the purpose of 
contributing something constructive to 
this bill, and I know that was his inten- 
tion, but actually with this amendment 
and the previous amendment which the 
House has already adopted, and which 
we could not oppose because the gentle- 
man asked us to defer our opposition 
until such time as he could introduce the 
present amendment, the law will be of no 
value in any State where there is a large 
number of voting precincts. In our 
State of Pennsylvania we have perhaps 
9,000 precincts. It is a physical im- 
possibility for the secretary of state in 
our State to obtain the addresses of the 
election boards in the various precincts 


I cannot agree 
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and to get the ballots to them in time to 
be counted. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
as to the gentleman from South Da- 

‘ota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Would 
the gentleman think the situation might 
be clarified and helped if he were to ask 
unanimous consent that the labeling on 
-the outside of the envelope provided for 
on page 5, in addition to giving the resi- 
dence in the county and city, also indi- 
cate the voting precinct? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
yield to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. You would never 
get through printing if you did that, 
because there are 3,600 counties in the 
United States. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. If the 
gentleman will yield further, the voter 
himself would have to fill that in. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
-yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. HOLLAND. My colleague from 
Pennsylvania can tell the House that 
there are times when the voting districts 
are changed the day before election and 
it would be impossible for the secretary 
of the Commonwealth to mail these bal- 
lots out to the voting districts. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. The secretary of 
state transmits them, under the first 
amendment, to the county boards of elec- 
tions or similar authorities, and they 
transmit them. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. If 
the gentleman from North Carolina can 
get unanimous consent to go back to the 
previous section and amend it so that 
the, language would permit the sending 
of the ballots by the secretary of state 
to the county boards of election or to the 
precinct voting places, that would be 
helpful, but as it is now, any soldier from 
Pennsylvania or from New York or from 
any State in which there are thousands 
of precincts may as well not get any 
privileges under this bill, because he will 
not be casting any ballot that will be 
counted. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TABER. There is nothing about 
this bill that would prevent a New York 
vote from being counted. That may be 
true in Pennsylvania; I am not familiar 
with that situation. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Does 
the secretary of state in the State of New 
York have on file the addresses of all the 
precincts in New York? 

Mr. TABER. He has on file the address 
of every county board of elections. He 
would forward these ballots direct to the 
county board of elections, and the county 
board of elections would in our territory 
distribute them by hand to the district 
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Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
understand that that is possible, but what 
I am trying to eliminate here is the con- 
sequent delay in remailing from the sec- 
retary of state to the county board and 
then the delivery or mailing to the pre- 
cinct. You are going to lose 2 or 3 days 
on that. On the other hand, if the secre- 
tary of state is permitted to mail them to 
the county board and the county board 
tallies them for the respective precincts, 
that would be helpful. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
yield-to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ANDREWS. You will find that 
the secretary of state in Pennsylvania 
will do exactly that very thing. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. He 
will do that, but he will lose a couple of 
days in doing so. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield’ 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I think the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina is willing to 
have me ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment that was adopted in the pre- 
ceding paragraph be changed so that the 
ballot can be mailed by the secretary of 
state to the proper precinct, district, or 
county election officials. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Not mailed; I am 
keeping the word “mailed” out of there. 
It is “transmitted.” All that I ask is that 
the words “or county” be inserted in the 
last line of my first amendment. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvunia. I 
think that would clarify it a great deal. 

Mr. BULWINKLE, I ask unanimous 
consent that that be done, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from North Carolina asks unanimous 
consent to modify the previous amend- 
ment offered by him and adopted by the 
Committee in the manner indicated by 
him. Will the gentleman kindly repeat 
the amendment to the Clerk so that we 
mey know what the modification is? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. The part of the 
amendment that is modified will read: 

Shall promptly transmit it to the appro- 
priate election officials of the district or pre- 
cinct or county of the voter’s residence. 


Mr. YOUNG. That amendment is 
agreeable to the committee, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the modification requested by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
thank the gentleman from North Caro- 


‘lina. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


AUTHORIZATION FOR PAYMENT OF EXPENSES 


Sec. 9. (a) There are authorized to be ap- 
propriated, to be expended as provided in this 
section, such amounts as may be necessary to 
pay the expenses of carrying out the provi- 
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sions of this act, including the expense of 
preparing and printing official war ballots, 
booklets, envelopes, instructions, and other 
supplies, and the cost of mailing and express 
charges. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
make estimates of the amounts to be paid 
to any State for such purposes, such esti- 
mates to be based on reports filed by the 
secretary of state of the State containing his 
estimates of the sum which it will be neces- 
sary to expend. 

(b) The Secretary of the Treasury shall, 
through the Division of Disbursements of 
the Treasury Department and prior to audit 
or settlement by the General Accounting 
Office, pay to each State the amounts esti- 
mated by him to be necessary for the pur- 
pose of carrying out the provisions of this act, 
subject to the conditions that the use of 
such amounts shall be properly accounted 
for, and any part of such amounts not 
needed shall be returned to the Secretary of 
the Treasury upon his demand, 


OFFICIALS AND AGENCIES TO ACT FOR SECRETARY 
OF STATE 
Sec, 10. Each secretary of state may utilize 
the services of such officials and agencies for 
such purposes and to such extent as he may 
deem appropriate in the exercise of his pow- 
ers and duties under this act. 


VOTING UNDER STATE LAW PERMITTED 

Sec. 11. Nothing in this act shall be deemed 
to restrict the right of any member of the 
land or naval forces of the United States 
to vote, whenever practicable, in accordance 
with the law of the State of his residence, 
if he does not elect to vote in accordance 
with the provisions of this act. 


CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF PENAL LAW TO APPLY 

Sec. 12. The provisions of State and Fed- 
eral law prohibiting offenses against the elec- 
tive franchise shall apply in the case of elec- 
tions and voting conducted pursuant to the 
provisions of this act. 


ACT TO BE LIBERALLY CONSTRUED 

Sec. 18. No mere informality in the man- 
ner of carrying out or executing the provi- 
sions of this act shall invalidate any election 
held under it or authorize the rejection of 
the returns thereof; and the provisions of 
this act shall be construed liberally for the 
purpose of effectuating its purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee rises. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Coorer, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7416) to provide for a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members 
of the land and naval forces absent from 
the States of their residence and serv- 
ing within the continental United States, 
pursuant to House Resolution 528, re- 
ported the same back to the House with 
sundry amendments adopted by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put 
them in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read the 
third time. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me the title of the 
bill should be changed to conform to an 
amenament which has been adopted. 
What is the appropriate time to ask that 
the title be amended? 

The SPEAKER, After the passage of 
the bill. 

The Clerk will report the motion to 
recommit 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr RANKIN of Mississipp) moves to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 1 want 
them to see it one time; they have never 
seen it. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question on the mo- 
tion to recommit 

The previous question was ordered. 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr, RANKIN of 
+ eae there were—ayes 134, noes 


36 the Jill was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. CASE of Scuth Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the title of the bill may be amended to 
conform to the amendment adopted in 
Committee changing the word “States” 
to “place” in the title. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota? f 

There was no objection. 


GENERAL PERMISSION TO EXTEND 
REMAPKS 


Mr, YOUNG. Mr Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
extend their own remarks on the bil) just 
passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.COX. Mr. Speaker, we have pend- 
ing the rubber bill. It is a bill to which 
I think there is little opposition. There 
is some strong opposition, but I do not 
understand there are many opposing the 
bill. A large majority of the Members 
are anxious to get away. They would 
rather, if possible, stay here this evening 
for a few minutes and consider this bill 
rather than come back tomorrow or Mon- 
day for further consideration of the 
measure. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX, I yield. 


Mr. 


‘Members. 
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Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Al you 
have to do is to vote down the motion to 
adjourn and then we can proceed with 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

Mr. GORE. The opposition may be 
weak, but as long as it means priority 
over everything else—battleships, bullets, 
and guns—there will be some opposition 
to it. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I think the rub- 
ber bill is a very important measure, and 
I am averse to passing it with such a 
small number of Members present. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I think it is a very important 
measure, and I am averse to trying to 
pass it when the Members are as tired 
as I think they are now. 

Mr. COX. All right, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, of 
course, this colloquy is very interesting, 
but there has been a lot of considera- 
tion extende by the leadership on both 
sides to the situation that confronts the 
The..Members. have had a 
hard day. Earlier in the day unanimeus 
consent was granted to ‘adjourn over 
until Monday. Of course, at that time 
tms situation was not anticipated and 
that is not said in criticism ofethe mem- 
bership, because the Members have used 
their rights under the rules, but now it 
is quarter past seven and, personally. I 
would like to see the bill disposed of 
either tonight or tomorrow. 

In view of the fact that we have had 
a hard day, my thought ic that we ought 
to meet tomorrow and take up the rubber 
bill. Personally, I would like to see that 
done because of my feeling that so many 
Members interested want to see it dis- 
posed of. Many of them are anxious to 
get away and not wait over until next 
Monday. Whatever the House desires 
is agreeable to me. It is a quarter past 
seven now and if we should meet tomor- 
row, I think it would be better for all 
of us. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the order previously entered 
today that when the House adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Monday next 
be revoked. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp by inserting at this point 
© letter bearing the date of today from 
the Under Secretary of War Robert T. 
Patterson, addressed to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives on the mat- 
ter of the rubber bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., July 23, 1942. 
The SPEAKER, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. SPEAKER: On July 22, 1942, the 
Senate passed S. 2600, entitled “A bill to 
expedite the prosecution of the war by mak- 
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ing provision for an increased supply of rub- 
ber manutactured from alcohol produced from 
agricultural or forest products.” We under- 
stand that the bill may be up for immediate 
consideration in the House k, 

The bill creates an independent agency 
with powers to provide for the production of 
synthetic rubber to be manufactured from 
alcohol and related substances made from 
products of farm and forest, the rubber, to- 
gether with other rubber supplied by existing 
agencies, to be sufficient to meet not only 
ths military, but also the civilian needs of 
the United States. In ordar to accomplish 
this purpose, the proposed independent 
agency is given power to override priorities 
established by the War Production Board 
and thus to obtain scarce materials ahead 
of deliveries thereof otherwise scheduled. 

i feel as strongly as anyone can that every 
effort must be made rapidly to produce syn- 
thetic rubber, first, to meet the needs of the 
armed services, and next, to supply essential 
indirect military and civilian requirements. 

However, 1 am opposed to the present bill, 
as I believe it would Interfere with rather 
than aid in the accomplishment of our 
object. 

4 state the reasons for my view briefly, as 
follows: 

1. We need a concentration of responsi- 
bility for the production of rubber—and not 
the creation of competing programs, sepa- 
rately handled. At present responsibility is 
centered in the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration and its subsidiaries, under the di- 
rection of the Chairman of the War Produc- 
tion Board which, 1 am informed, has a 
program calling for 800,000 tons annual pro- 
duction, of which 200,000 tons is to be derived 
from alcohol. A separate agency handling 
production from alcohol alone would lead to 
confusion and interference with the program 
asa whole 

2. The highly technical problems which 
taust be solved in connection with synthetic 
rubber manufacture are fluid in nature, as 
more experience is gained from day to day. 
These problems must be left for adminis- 
trative decision, rather than to attempt by 
lay a final decision at this time in favor, in 
whole or in part, of any particular process 
or source of supply. 

8. In light of the scarcity of materials 
needed in the construction and equipment of 
plants, the allocation of such materials un- 
der the priority powers given by the Con- 
gress to the President is of prime importance. 
The President has delegated such powers to 
the Chairman of the War Production Board. 
While the rubber shortage is extremely seri- 
cus, it is only one of the materials which we 
need in order to win the war. The distribu- 
tion of scarce materials for various needs, 
both for the erection of plants and the cur- 
rent production of matériel, is one which can 
be handled efficiently solely upon an over-all 
basis by one who is in a position to survey 
the entire situation, Accordingly, giving by 
statute an overriding priority for a particu- 
lar purpose and taking the power of alloca- 
tion from the Chairman of the War Produc- 
tion Board is dangerous and contrary to the 
established policy of placing the responsi- 
bility with the Chairman of the War Produc- 
tion Board, which policy, I believe, has met 
with the approval of the Congress and the 
people. 

4. Even if it were advisable to give by 
statute a frst priority in favor of any par- 
ticular product or process, certainly such 
priority should be limited to military needs 
and to the most essential civilian needs. The 
bill gives the highest priority not only for 
military needs, but for all civilian needs of 
the United States as well. It would be diffi- 
cult, if not impossible, to carry on the war on 
this basis with respect to rubber or any 
other scarce product. 
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Time has not permitted the submission of 
the foregoing views to the Bureau of the 
Budget, for which reason this letter is not 
to be regarded as any commitment concern- 
ing the relation of the proposed legislation to 
the program of the President. 

Respectfully 
ROBERT P. PATTERSON, 
Under Secretary of War. 


Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks and include a letter to 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Enotson], and also a radio speech made 
by him. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the special order 
I had for today be transferred to tomor- 
row. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER. Under special order 
heretofore made the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BEITER] is recognized for 
10 minutes. 


LOBBYING ACTIVITIES OF NEW YORK 
POWER AUTHORITY 


Mr. BEITER. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
some reluctance and a keen sense of cha- 
grin that I arise to direct attention to the 
lobbying machinations of one of the ad- 
ministrative bodies of the State of New 
York. I would much rather that the oc- 
casion for this exposure did not exist, 
but the purpose and intent of the activi- 
ties now being pursued by that bedy is 
to- influence the Congress to take a step 
which cannot do other than weaken and 
retard our war efforts. 

The New York State Power Authority, 
consisting of five trustees, was estab- 
lished under an act passed by the New 
York Legislature in 1931. In brief, the 
purpose of the act was to set up an 
authoritative body to encourage and as- 
sist in the development of the interna- 
tional waters of the St. Lawrence River 
for hydroelectric power purposes. Under 
the law creating the authority, that body 
was clothed with power and invested with 
functions deemed necessary to foster and 
preserve the interest of the State of New 
York in that development. Contemplat- 
ing the necessary participation of the 
Federal Government in any steps to be 
taken to bring about an international 
agreement for the development and uti- 
lization of the waters in the St. Lawrence, 
the power authority was authorized— 

To apply to Congres. for legislation, or take 
such action in the premises as it may deem 
necessary or advisable in the furtherance of 
the project and for the protection of its rights 
and those of the State. 


No one could reasonably object to any 
legitimate action that might be taken 
by the power authority in presenting its 
views to Congress in support of its ef- 
forts to bring about the development of 
the International Rapids section of the 
St. Lawrence River for power purposes. 
In pursuance of its legitimate purposes, 
members of the power authority attend- 
ed the meetings of the Rivers and Har- 
bors Committee when H. R. 4927, the bill 
to approve the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Basin agreement, was under considera- 
tion by that committee, and its chair- 
man, as well as its secretary and chief 
engineer, presented testimony in sup- 
port of the measure. Hearings on the 
bill were concluded on August 6, 1941. It 
was reported to the House as an item in 
the omnibus rivers and harbors bill— 
H. R. 5998—on November 21, 1941. The 
bill was then placed on the Union Calen- 
dar, where it remains awaiting action by 
the Rules Committee. 

With the ever-increasing intensity of 
our war effort mounting from day to day 
and with the handicaps to our all-out 
production. multiplying with heart-sick- 
ening rapidity, the chairman of the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee and our 
congressional leaders, recognizing the fu- 
tility and foolhardiness of diverting men, 
money, and material to the digging of 
this great international] ditch, have, with 
highly commendable statesmanship re- 
frained from making any attempt to fur- 
ther the progress of this legislation. 

One need but reflect for a moment 
upon a few of the more recent occur- 
rences to demonstrate the wisdom of the 
course that has been taken. This House 
has just passed and sent to the Senate 
the largest tax bill in the history of any 
nation. A bill which will bring our an- 
nua) tax Burden to an amount in excess 
of one-third of the total of the annual 
income cf the American people. 

In the same week that we passed this 
enormous tax bill we learned that the 
Maritime Commission has canceled a 
contract for the building of 200 liberty 
ships because of the lack of steel. The 
people on the Atlantic seaboard are de- 
prived of sufficient gasoline to carry on 
their normal] civilian life and are con- 
fronted with a shortage of fuel for the 
coming winter because we cannot afford 
the steel to build pipe lines with which 
to allay the shortage. In this connec- 
tion, let it be borne in mind that the St. 
Lawrence project will require 200,000 
tons of steel, 130,000 tons of which must 
be furnished by the United States. Let 
me remind you, also, in passing, that the 
W. P. B. has frozen the sale of construc- 
tion lumber due to drastic shortages of 
that material. The St. Lawrence water- 
way will require 84,000,000 board feet 
of construction lumber, or the equivalent 
of 84,000,000 feet of boards 1 foot wide 
and 1 inch thick. A vast amount of 
critical material. 

We all recognize the existence of a 
critical shortage of manpower and the 
tremendous problem of the Man Power 
Commission in finding and allocating the 
men and women necessary to carry on 
production for the war and our essen- 
tial civilian needs. Even now, crops are 
rotting in the field because of the lack of 
men and women to harvest them. The 
foregoing are but a few of the factors 
which have brought a great majority 
of the Members of this House ʻo a recog- 
nition of the fact that the St. Lawrence 
waterway and power project must, at 
this time at least, be considered as a 
dead issue. 3 

But the minds of the trustees of the 
New York State Power Authority harbor 
no such thoughts. Those men envisage 
as a fruition of their efforts of 10 years, 
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the establishment of a vast publicly 
owned utility to be controlled and oper- 
ated by them. In attempting to force 
its approval by Congress, they do the 
country a rash and rank disservice. Ido 
not propose to detail the activitie of the 
various members of the power authority 
in this connection, but rather point to 
one concrete, glaring example of the ex- 
tent to which they hav2 abused the pow- 
ers of their high offices to accomplish 
their selfish purposes. 

At the present time and for the past 
several weeks a “paper” organization 
styling itself “Committee for the St. 
Lawrence Project,” and chairmanned by 
Mr Gerald V. Cruise, a member and 
executive secretary of the New York 
State Power Authority, has been flooding 
the country with propaganda urging the 
passage, not of the legislation solely to 
approve the St. Lawrence waterway, but 
rather the omnibus rivers and harbors 
bill. A bill freely and repeatedly and 
perhaps with accuracy, characterized. as 
“the greatest pork-barrel bill in the his- 
tory of the Nation.” A bill that contains 
more than 230 locai, nonessential river- 
and-harbor projects in addition to the 
St. Lawrence project. I quote from the 
literature put out by this spurious com- 
mittee: 

How H. R. 593 can be passed This bill 
whicl is so vital to our war effort and to the 
general welfare must be brought to the peo- 
pls When they understand what it means, 
who is for it, and who is against, they will 
know what to do. They will see that their 
elected representatives in Congress act, in- 
stead of allowing the bil) to be killed in 
committee. 


And the following part of the same 
statement is emphasized by the use of 
capital letters: 

If you are a member of a iabor union, a 
consumer's organization or any other organ- 
ized group, urge upon your organization the 
importance of immediately adopting a reso- 
lution supporting H R. 5993 Have your 
organization write to tne President advising 
him tha: such a resolution has been adupted 
Have a similar letter sent to the Members of 
Congress. It is important that action be 
taken without delay! 


This literature together with a letter 
accompanying it also contains a printed 
resolution urging Congress to approve 
H. R. 5993. The efforts of the so-called 
Committee for the St. Lawrence project 
have been directed particularly to the 
farmers and labor groups, recognizing the 
political potency of these citizens. I 
have, myself, received a copy of one of 
these stereotyped resolutions from a local 
union in Buffalo which by all rules of 
consistency should be wholeheartedly 
opposed to the Si. Lawrence waterway. 
This demonstrates to my satisfaction the 
effect that perniciously misleading 
propaganda may have upon our citizens. 
I call this to your attention because 
others among my colleagues in the House 
may have received similar resolutions. 
Thus do we find that great governmental 
arm of the State of New York trying to 
have foisted upon the American people 
a bill, which no matter what merit may 
be claimed for it as a peacetime measure, 
is absolutely indefensible in time of war. 
And to these tactics do they resort for the 
purpose and with the hope of advancing 


1942 


their own pet measure. The New York 
State Power Authority has been financed 
by the taxpayers of the State of New 
York to the tune of seventy to eighty 
thousand dollars annually for the past 
10 years. A sum of £75 a day has been 
paid to each trustee for every day that he 
has conceivably functioned as a member 
of that authority. Little did the mem- 
bers of the New York Legislature think 
that these servants of the people would 
engage in such questionable practices. 

Even though we were to concede the 
legitimacy of the action of the New York 
State Power Authority in seeking to ob- 
tain approval for the establishment of a 
power plant in the international rapids 
of the St. Lawrence, who will say that it 
is within their proper functions to under- 
take to bigh pressure this Congress into 
approving the already discredited water- 
way feature of the project, and above all, 
who will contend that the power author- 
ity is justified in its efforts to arouse the 
people to see that their elected repre- 
sentatives in Congress act—pass the 
omnibus rivers and harbors bill—instead 
of allowing the bill to be killed in com- 
mittee. 

Again, I say, that it is with a deep 
feeling of chagrin that I call this situa- 
tion to the attention of this body. I 
sincerely believe that in the interest of 
good government such actions should be 
exposed. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and insert a newspaper article in 
July 23 issue of the Washington Times- 
Herald. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


WAR AND WAR MATERIALS 


Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no, objection. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr, 
Speaker, at this time I desire to address 
the Members of the House on a matter 
of deep and vital interest to the people 
of this Nation. 

We are in the midst of the greatest war 
in history and no one can forecast with 
any degree of accuracy what the final 
outcome will be. With the tremendous 
resources of Manpower and material of 
the United Nations there should be no 
doubt of our ultimate victory, but this 
will in a large measure be determined 
by the contribution which will be made 
by the “home front” to the “battle front.” 

In previous wars the victory usually 
went to the forces who were able to throw 
the greater manpower against the other. 
This war is vastly different. This is a 
war of machines. It is production 
against production, factory against fac- 
tory, material against material, resources 
against resources. This in fact is a bat- 
tle of one home front against another 
home front and it is in the latter respect 
that I fee] the American people can con- 
tribute notably to the war effort in order 
that victory may come to our cause. 
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There is a certain phase of our war 
program which I would like to lay before 
the Members of the House which not only 
vitally affects the progress toward our 
production goals but which also is de- 
pendent upon the cooperation of the en- 
tire American public. I am referring to 
the salvage of waste and scrap mate- 
rials which in the past this wasteful 
Nation has been accustomed to destroy, 
or to leaye to rust and be forgotten. 

You received early this week a leafiet 
entitled “National Salvage Program,” 
prepared by the War Production Board. 
This program, as I understand it, has 
been worked out with a great deal of 
thought and planning. It is based on 
the experience of salvage efforts which 
have been conducted by the Government 
over the past 6 months. You Ifembers 
also may have seen in the newspapers 
early this week the full page advertise- 
ment entitled “An Emergency Statement 
to the American People,” which contains 
a stirring explanation of the need for 
greater salvage of scrap iron and steel, 
nonferrous metals, rubber, burlap, rags, 
and other materials now limited in sup- 
ply. I think it important to call to your 
attention how much we as a nation have 
at stake in this stepped-up program to 
reclaim materials which are literally 
mines above the ground. 

Mr. Donald Nelson has stated that our 
War production today is limited only by 
the supply of materials we have at hand. 
At the beginning of this war effort, our 
great problem was to build plants which 
could make airplanes, tanks, ships, and 
the tools and machinery that went into 
them. Today our problems are different. 
So rapid has been the expansion of plant 
capacity and the conversion of existing 
peacetime plants to wartime productive- 
ness that the main problem we now face 
is to supply these new war factories with 
the raw materials they need. There are 
actual or impending shortages all the 
way along the long line of war materials. 
To name a few—rubber, steel, copper, 
nickel, tin, textiles, glycerin. 

Now, there are three ways in which we 
can increase the supply going into our 
war needs. The first of these is to pro- 
duce more raw materials; that is, to mine 
more iron ore and more copper, build 
synthetic rubber plants, increase our im- 
ports of wool. 

The second way in which we can make 
these materials stretch further is to 
limit their use to war production and 
the most essential civilian needs. Both 
of these methods have been and can be 
effective, but to increase our essential 
productive capacity of raw materials 
takes both time and critical material. 
For example, we are building new ore 
freighters to carry iron ore down the 
Lakes to supply the new blast furnaces 
that are being built to increase our sup- 
ply of pig iron, but it will be 12 months 

“yet before we will get the full benefit 
of this expansion. We are expanding 
our productive capacity in every critical 
material, but at the expense of other 
materials and of that vital element time. 

With regard to restricting civilian 
uses, we have gone almost to the limit 
already. While you may still buy an 


6571 


aluminum pot or a rubber-tired lawn 
mower, beer in tin cans, or silk stock- 
ings, actually the manufacture of all such 
civilian products has now been stopped, 
and no more critical materials are going 
into such uses. There remains one im- 
mediate way in which an untold supply 
of war material can be uncovered—that 
is the salvage of materials which are now 
discarded, resting in gullies, cluttering 
up attics, taking up storage space in 
plants. In recovering such material for 
further use we not only effect a saving 
in material but many other savings as 
well. For example, to make 1 ton of 
pig iron we must mine and transport 2 
tons of iron ore, a ton of- coke, and a 
half ton of limestone. We must use men, 
materials, and power to produce from 
this the needed pig iron, yet 1 ton of 
scrap iron or steel will do the same job 
as a ton of pig iron, It involves only the 
work of people in collection, sorting, 
grading, and preparation. It also re- 
quires transportation to the steel mills, 
but a vast saving in transportation 
space is nevertheless accomplished. I 
think that it is therefore well that we 
inquire into what is being done to stimu- 
late the flow of salvage materials from 
every corner of this country. I think 
this is worth while, not only because we 
want to know that everything possible 
is being done, but also because my ex- 
perience has shown that many people 
misunderstand the part scrap materials 
play in production and the problems in- 
volved in increasing the supply. For ex- 
ample, approximately one-half of the 
raw material required to make iron and 
steel products is iron and steel scrap. 
In 1941 approximately 61,000,000 net 
tons of iron and steel scrap was con- 
sumed. Of this, 27,000,000 tons was 
purchased scrap produced outside the 
steel industry itself and collected from 
general public sources. 

Even before Pearl Harbor, scrap rubber 
played an important role in our rubber 
economy. In 1941 21 percent of our total 
supply of rubber came from reclaim. 
Today scrap rubber is the only important 
new source o! supply, and even after syn- 
thetic rubber production is in full swing 
scrap rubber must fill a large proportion 
of our military and essential civilian 
needs. 

Assertions have been made that there 
are 10,000,000 tons of scrap rubber in the 
country. Obviously this is fantastic, 
since it would mean an average of 600 
pounds of rubber or about 40 old automo- 
bile tires per home. But the President’s 
scrap-rubber drive has shown that there 
is at least 500,000 tons—enough to keep 
our reclaiming plants at capacity for 
more than a year. To go beyond that 
time, to keep producing at least 300,000 
tons of reclaimed rubber a year, we must 
continue every effort to collect scrap 
rubber from the many homes and farms 
and industries still untouched. 

In other fields, the importance of scrap 
is indicated by the percentage of scrap 
used to the total supply. For example, 
in 1941 23 percent of our aluminum came 
from serap; 17 percent of our copper; 20 
percent of our lead; 11 percent of our 
tin; 11 percent of our nickel, 
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Certain products are made almost en- 
tirely from waste materials. For ex- 
ample, the fiber from old manila rope is 
the raw material. for insulating trans- 
former wire, paperboard cartons are 
made principally from waste paper; old 
cotton rags are the primary source for 
the wiping rags used in every machine 
shop and factory in the country. 

Another war material which is recov- 
ered from waste is glycerin, which 
forms the base of certain explosives. 
Glycerin is obtained from fats and 
greases. Normally the raw materials for 
the manufacture of glycerin can be ob- 
tained in adequate quantity from meat 
packers and butcher shops, but the de- 
mands of the war machine of the United 
Nations have stepped up glycerin re- 
quirements to the point where it is neces- 
sary to tap an additional tremendous 
source. 

And so we are turning to the millions 
of American housewives, who are accus- 
tomed to throwing out their once useless 
kitchen greases and asking them to save 
all waste fats and greases for the butcher 
to send back to the tallow makers and 
glycerin producers. If this program is 
successful, it can possibly add 50,000,000 
pounds of glycerin, or 25 percent, to 
our national supply, plus tons of tallow 
which will help measurably to relieve 
the growing shortage of vegetable an 
animal! oils. - 

In its entirety, the waste-materials 
business is a tremendous one. In normal 
times the industry recovers a billion dol- 
lars of materials a year. It is this fact 
that so many people fail to recognize. 
As we have sought to stimulate the flow 
many people have called for the Govern- 
ment to take over salvage from A to 
izzerd. They do not realize the volume 
of material handled, the number of in- 
dividuals already engaged in collecting, 
sorting, grading, processing, packing, and 
shipping these materials. They do not 
appreciate that experience, technical 
knowledge of mill requirements and 
considerable plant equipment are all es- 
sential to efficient salvage. 

The Government has wisely chosen to 
keep the scrap industry in the salvage 
picture, to regulate rather than to sup- 
plant it. 

It has sought to stimulate the return 
of scrap and waste from its original rest- 
ing place—the home, the farm, the fac- 
tory, the store, the commercial or gov- 
ernmental establishment. 

In tackling this job the Conservation 
Division of the War Production Board 
has made four different types of ap- 
proach. The home, the. store, and the 
farm are reached chiefly through the ef- 
forts of volunteer workers, plus the able 
help of the war boards of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. Today over 12,000 
communities have salvage committees, 
operating under State committees estab- 
lished by the Governor of every State at 
the request of the Conservation Division. 

I have seen some of these committees 
at work and I can state that a great 
many have done a real job of canvassing 
and collecting from their entire territory. 
Many have been handicapped by the 
problem of transportation and by the 
lack of a clear knowledge of the public as 
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to just what it can do to help the salvage 
program. 

To help them in this respect aid has 
been enlisted from many quarters, and 
I am proud to tell you that not only are 
organizations such as the Boy Scouts, the 
Salvation Army, the American Legion, 
and many others pitching into work with 
a will, but American industry is doing its 
share. 

For example, the farm-equipment in- 
dustry, through their 25,000 dealers, are 
helping the farmer to transport and 
market his iron and steel scrap, Already 
1,300,000 tons have been collected in this 
fashion, and shortly a National Scrap 
Harvest will begin in which every com- 
pany in the industry is taking a part. 

The iron and steel industry has sought 
in many ways to help in salvage work. 
Together with other consumers of waste 
materials, they have started an advertis- 
ing campaign aimed to give precise infor- 
mation to the public in regard, not only 
to scrap iron, but to all other types of 
salvagable materials needed for war 
production. The kitchen fat-salvage 
program is also backed by private adver- 
tising provided by the glycerin and asso- 
ciated industries. 

You are familiar with the part the oil 
industry played in the collection of rub- 
ber for the President’s drive; now that 
industry, together with rubber and auto- 
mobile companies, have banded together 
to provide local assistance to salvage 
committees across the country. Their 
dealers will be a tremendous help in 
solving the collection problem, by offer- 
ing their premises as receiving depots for 
donated scrap and by helping out in the 
transportation of scrap. 

This entire part of the program is 
based on the volunteer work of young 
people, men and women, farmers and 
businessmen. Some people feel that it 
is useless to appeal for volunteer help 
because it cannot be depended upon. 
But if you will go out into the country, 
to any community which has a live wire 
at the head of its salvage committee, you 
will realize what can be accomplished 
through patriotic effort. For example, 
the town of Coatesville, Pa., in three 
drives got over 46 pounds of scrap mate- 
rial per capita. Not satisfied with that, 
they have just launched another drive— 
this time county-wide. There are many 
other communities that have done like- 
wise. 

In industry, volunteer effort is also 
proving its worth. In 360 industrial cen- 


ters executives of national and local . 


industry have banded together to house- 
clean every factory. ‘These efforts have 
resulted already in the recovery of 
8,000,008 tons of idle dormant scrap. 

At the request of the Conservation Di- 
vision, over 27,000 companies have ap- 
pointed salvage managers within their 
plants with the responsibility and- au- 


thority to scrap whatever is not in actual’ 


use. The Conservation Division is also 
attacking the problem on an industry-by- 
industry basis, discovering the type of 
dormant scrap most likely to be found in 
each industry, and urging that it be 
shipped immediately to war plants. 

This industrial job is a tremendous 
one and one that can influence the scrap- 
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iron picture more than anything else. 
Invariably when a businessman goes 
through his plant with scrap on his mind, 
he sees idle material he had never no- 
ticed before. More and more business- 
men are awakening to this country’s need 
for scrap, are already realizing the im- 
mediate and crying needs of our sieel 
mills and are weighing that against the 
nebulous future value of some piece of 
equipment that has not been used in 5 
years, This is an educational job in 
which every Congressman can help. 

Where an industrial structure is stand- 
ing because of legal problems, or where 
an abandoned steel bridge remains be- 
cause it will cost more to demolish than 
its scrap value, the Conservation Divi- 
sion, through its special projects section, 
goes to work. This section has already 
located 4,000,000 tons of potential scrap 
iron and steel rail, waiting only for some- 
one with the will to find a means of 
removal. Abandoned trolley rail all over 
the country is being taken up with the 
heip of the W. P. A. and shipped to the 
steel mills or to the Army and Navy for 
further use as rail. 

The efforts of the War Production 
Board to recover dormant and difficult 
scrap range from the abandoned mining 
and lumbering camps of the West to 
sunken ships in the Mississippi. New 
projects are being spotted by the Con- 
servation Division's field force and by 
public citizens at the rate of 300,000 tons 
a week, 

There is one more large source of scrap 
steel, brass, copper, rubber, and other 
materials. There are over 20,000 auto- 
mebile graveyards stretching from one 
end of this country tc the other. Most 
have only a few wrecks at a time, al- 
though some contain as many as 5,000 
“junkies.” Most people wonder why 
these yards are not completely cleaned 
out and wonder why they are permitted 
to remain. The answer is that these 
graveyards must continue, since they are 
important producers of scrap materials. 
We want them to continue to buy as 
many junk cars as they can, but it is the 
job of the Conservation Division to see 
that these cars are promptly turned into 
scrap. Every graveyard is required to 
turn over its inventory every 60 days, 
shipping out the scrap iron, brass, copper, 
and rubber, and keeping only the usable 
parts. This program in June hit a peak 
of 450,000 tons of scrap materials. This 
represents an increase of 200 percent 
over the normal rate of flow from the 
graveyards. Shortly the real problem 
will be to. get more cars that ought to be 
junked out of the public’s hands and 
into these yards. i 

In summing up, we are conducting the 
drive for scrap on every front. It is pos- 
sible that as we get nearer to scrapping 
the country bare we may have to look to 
nonessential materials in use to keep our 
furnaces and smelters going. I am re- 
ferring to park fences, gates, grills, orna- 
mental stairways, and the old war monu- 
ments from the last war. 

Our big job at this moment, however, 
is for each individual to pitch in and help 
government and industry to locate and 
collect all forms of idle and dormant 
scrap. The job is not easy. There is 
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little or no money in it and there are 
many discouraging problems of transpor- 
tation, but we must be prepared—each 
of us—to do our share in a program 
which gives every man, woman, and child 
a chance to help directly in our war pro- 
duction. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp and include an 
editorial from the Christian Science 
Monitor. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks and 
include an address by the president of 
Worcester College. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks and include editorials 
from the Philadelphia Inguirer, Phila- 
delphia Record, and Philadelphia Bul- 
letin regarding the Richard Allen Homes 
housing project in my district. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


REGIMENTATION AFTER THE WAR 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, the most blunt and startling 
pronouncement of an authoritative New 
Deal spokesman for the continuation of 
a dictatorship in this Nation after the 
war ends, has come from Dr. Alvin H. 
Hansen. Dr. Hansen in an interview 
printed on June 27 in the Chicago 
Journal of Commerce exposed complete- 
ly—and with a great deal of assurance— 
the aims of the New Deal administration 
to convert cur free Government into 
what he termed an “administrative 
democracy.” Such a democracy exists 
now in Germany, Russia, and Italy. 

Dr. Hansen outlined, in turn, the New 
Deal aim, as follows: 

Congress will surrender to the adminis- 
tration the power to tax, keeping to itself 
the right only to establish broad limits 
within which the administration may move. 

Congress will appropriate huge sums of 
money; will surrender its power of directing 
when and how the money shall be spent. 

Other extraordinary powers such as, for 
instance, to affect wholesale social reforms, 
will be delegated to the administration which 
will retain most, if not all, of its present 
extraordinary wartime powers. 

It is folly to think we can return to nor- 
mai after the war. 


This pronouncement was neither un- 
expected nor new. Dr. Hansen is the 
No. 1 economic adviser to the ad- 
ministration. He is one of the leaders of 
the New Deal inner circle. He is special 
adviser to the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. He is an im- 
portant factor in administration post- 
war planning, having prepared for the 
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National Resources Planning Board, 
which is the principal post-war planning 
agency, a comprehensive, but little pub- 
licized study entitled “After the War— 
Full Employment.” 

If Dr, Hansen were the only New Deal 
spokesman who had declared that Amer- 
ica’s participation in this war to protect 
the democracies would result, before the 
boys return home—those of them who 
do return home—in the extinction of 
democracy in the United States, his ex- 
pression might have been passed over as 
that of an overzealous theorist. 

The fact is, however, that Dr. Hansen 
has made these statements before, and 
the ideas for the dictatorship which he 
puts forward under the name of “An 
Administrative Democracy” have been 
voiced by at least 12 other authoritative 
New Deal spokesmen, including President 
Roosevelt, Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt, Dr. 
Rexford G. Tugwell, Attorney General 
Francis Biddle, Gerhard Colm, and 
others. 

So dangerous and insidious has this 
movement become within the adminis- 
tration for the establishment of this dic- 
tatorship in the United States after the 
war, by means of a continuation of the 
extraordinary war powers, that a sub- 
committee of a Senate committee under 
the chairmanship of Senator MILLARD 
E. Typincs, Democrat, of Maryland, this 
week reported to the Senate that Dr. 
Hansen, Dr. Gerhard Colm, recently here 
from Germany, and Dr. Gardiner C. 
Means were conducting a constant, in- 
Sidious, and effective campaign to this 
end within the administration under 
cover of the war powers. 

It will be recalled that many, many 
months ago it was revealed that the ad- 
ministration’s 1939 revision of the in- 
dustrial mobilization plan contained a 
section devoted to this plan of continu- 
ing the extraordinary war controls of the 
executive department after the war 
ended. 

The American people are now face to 
face with the facts. If they want a con- 
tinuation of the sugar and gasoline and 
tire rationings and limitations on other 
necessities of life continued after the 
war; if they want the regimentation and 
the limitations now imposed upon busi- 
ness, industry, agriculture, and the citi- 
zens generally to be continued perma- 
nently after the war; if they want small 
community industries to remain para- 
lyzed through continued priority controls 
after the war—then they should keep the 
New Deal administration in overwhelm- 
ing control of the Government. 

If the people do not want that kind of 
totalitarian government after the war, 
and if they do want a return to our 
American governmental, economic, and 
social ‘system of individual rights and 
privileges restored under our traditional 
government of the people, by the people, 
and for the people—and government by 
the consent of the governed—they will 
have to place in the Congress of the 
United States a strong and effective op- 
position, regardless of party, which will 
have the strength successfully to oppose 
this insidious, wicked, and highly dan- 
gerous plan now being carried forward 
by influential new dealers to keep this 
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Nation handcuffed and manacled by con- 
trols necessary in war, but utterly ob- 
noxious and unnecessary in peace. 

Such a plan to keep the people so sub- 
dued and regimented after the war would 
require that the armed forces sent to the 
far places of the world to fight be kept 
out of the United States until the new 
dictatorship could be firmly entrenched. 
Already talk is heard, and it will increase, 
that after the war most of our troops will 
have to be kept in those far places of the 
world to “police the peace.” 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted as follows: - 

Mr. Sautuorr (at the request of Mr 
GEHRMANN), on account of illness. 

Mr. SHANLEY (at the request of Mr. 
Hart), on account of illness in family. 

Mr. Grecory (at the request of Mr. 
Vincent of Kentucky), for today, on ac- 
count of necessary official business. 

Mr. Jouns, for July 27 and 28, 1942, on 
account of important business. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled a bill and a joint resolution of the 
House of the following titles, which were 
thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. R.6071. An act to grant a preference 
right to certain oil and gas lessees. 

H. J. Res. 285. Joint resolution providing 
for the filling of a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of 
the class other than Members of Congress. 


The Speaker announced his signature 
to enrolled bills of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


S. 1075. For the relief of George S. Geer; 

8. 1667. For the relief of Mike Chetkovich; 

S. 2362. Relating to the jurisdiction over 
certain lands in the Isle Royale National 
Park; and 

S. 2568. To establish additional commis- 
sioned warrant and warrant grades in the 
United States Navy, and for other purposes. 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolied Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on Wednesday, July 22, 1942, 
present to the President, for his approval, 
bills of the House of the following titles: 


H. R. 6807. An act to expedite the war ef- 
fort by releasing officers and men for duty 
at’ sea and their replacement by women in 
the shore establishment of the Navy, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 6999. An act to promote the national 
defense and to promptly facilitate and pro- 
tect the transport of materials and supplies 
needful to the Military Establishment by au- 
thorizing the construction and operation of 
a pipe line and a navigable barge channel 
across Florida, and by deepening and enlarg- 
ing the Intracoastal Waterway from its pres- 
ent eastern terminus to the vicinity of the 
Mexican border; and 

H. R.7319. An act making appropriations 
for the national defense for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other purposes. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 7 o'clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Friday, 
duly 24, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1815. A letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, dated May 21, 
1942, submitting a report, together with ac- 
companying papers, on a preliminary exam- 
ination of Alameda Creek and tributaries, 
California, authorized by the Flood Control 
Act approved August 28, 1937; to the Com- 
mittee on Flood. Control. 

1816. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy transmitting a draft of a pro- 
posed bill to amend the act approved March 
2, 1933, by suspending the provisions relative 
to a Navy ration in kind, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

1817. A letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, dated May 21, 
1942, submitting a report, together with ac- 
companying papers and an illustration, on a 
review of reports on Ponce Harbor, P. R., 
requested by a resolution of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, House of Representa- 
tives, adopted on March 9, 1939; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

1818. A letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting a letter frem the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, dated May 11, 
1942, submitting a report, together with ac- 
companying papers and six illustrations, on 
a preliminary examination and survey of 
Owasco Inlet, Owasco Outlet, and their trib- 
utaries, Cayuga and Tompkins Counties, 
N. Y.; Crane Brook, Jericho Brook, and Cold 
Spring Brook in Cayuga County, N. Y., au- 
thorized by the Flood Control Act approved 
on August 11, 1939 (H. Doc. No. 815); to the 
Committee on Flood Control and ordered to 
be printed, with six illustrations. F 

1819. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, dated May 19, 
1942, submitting a report, together with ac- 
compenying papers and an illustration, on a 
review of reports on Racine Harbor, Wis., re- 
quested by a resolution of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, House of Representatives, 
adopted on April 30, 1941 (H. Doc. No. 816); 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed, with an illustration. 

1820. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, dated December 
23, 1941, submitting a report, together with 
accompanying papers and illustration, on a 
review of reports on the Chetco River, Oreg., 
requested by a resolution of the Committee 
on Pivers and Harbors, House of Representa- 
tives, adopted on March 10, 1938 (H. Doc. 
No. 8:7); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed, with an 
illustration. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Printing. 
House Resolution 523. Resolution authoriz- 
ing the printing of the manuscript entitled 
“How to Obtain Birth Certificates,” as a pub- 
lic document; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2380). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WEAVER: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 7274. A bill to provide for speedy and 
summary notice in proceedings to condemn 
Jand for war purposes, and to accelerate the 
distribution of deposits and awards to the 
persons entitled thereto in such cases; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2381). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, 
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Mr. LEA: Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. S. 2642. An act to amend 
section 219 of the Interstate Commerce Act, 
as amended, by changing a reference to “such 
part” to “this act”, and to amend subsection 
(b) of section 417 of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act by changing a reference therein 
from “carrier” to “freight forwarder’, with 
amendment (Rept. 2382). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. NICHOLS: Select Committee to Inves- 
tigate Air Accidents. Pursuant to House 
Resolution 125, resolution for the investi- 
gation of air accidents, air accident, Province 
of Ontario, Canada; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2383). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDOLPH: Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. H. R. 7399. A bill to 
increase the penalty for indecent exposure 
in the District of Columbia; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2384). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi: Committee on 
World War Veterans’ Legisiation. H.-R. 7311. 
A bill to amend section 6 of Public Law No. 2, 
Seventy-third Congress, March 20, 1933, as 
amended; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2385). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi: Committee on 
World War Veterans’ Legislation. H.R. 7408. 
A bill to amend the act of October 9, 1940, 
entitled “An act to restrict or regulate the 
delivery of checks drawn against funds of 
the United States, or any agency or instru- 
mentality thereof, to addresses outside the 
United States, its Territories, and posses- 
sions, and for other purposes”; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2386). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN: 

H.R. 7431. A bill to permit the prepay- 
ment of the purchase price of certain hous- 
ing sold to individuals by the Farm Security 
Administration, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DURHAM: 

H. R. 7432. A bill to amend certain pro- 
visions of the National Defense Act of June 
3, 1916, as amended, relating to the Medi- 
cal Department of the Regular Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, FORAND: 

H. R. 7433. A bill to provide for a 15-percent 
increase in the compensation of postmasters 
and other employees of the Postal Service; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr, LUDLOW: 

H. R. 7434. A bill relating to legislative and 
budgetary control of expenditures for pub- 
licity activities of the executive branch of 
the Federal Government, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments. 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 

H.R. 7435. A bill to amend section 601 (c) 
of the National Service Life Insurance Act 
of 1940, approved October 8, 1940; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky: 

H.R. 7486. A bill to establish a veterans’ 
auxiliary reserve in the Navy to expedite the 
war effort by releasing officers and men for 
duty at sea and their replacement by veter- 
ans in the shore establishment of the Navy, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: 

H. R.7437. A bill to provide longevity pay 

for officers of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, 
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and Coast Guard who shall have served as 
enlisted men or warrant officers, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BOGGS: 

H. Res. 530. Resolution suspending action 
of the United States Maritime Commission 
canceling the Higgins Corporation contract 
until a special investigating committee of the 
House Committeé on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries files its report on said investi- 
gation; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3270. By Mr. DREWRY: Petition of pastors 
of certain churches in Pamplin, Va., request- 
ing Congess to pass Senate bill 860; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

3271. By Mr, MARTIN of Iowa: Petition of 
Thomas C. Stratton and other citizens of 
Muscatine, Iowa, urging the passage of House 
bill 4000 and other legislation providing for 
the largest possible protection for the men 
of our Army and Navy against the insidious 
influence of vice and intoxicating liquor; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3272. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
American Academy of Pediatrics, by executive 
committee, requesting that immediate at- 
tention be given by proper governmental 
agencies concerning health and morals of our 
industrial workers and civilian population 
and that adequate provision be made to safe- 
guard the health of and give adequate medical 
care to the thousands of children in such 
communities totally unprepared to meet the 
medical situation; to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

$273. By Mr. WHEAT: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Macon, Il., urging the prompt 
passage of Senate bill 860; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Fripay, Juty 24, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, the Reverend James 
Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: , 


Our God and our Father in heaven, 
cleanse our hearts from all selfishness 
and make straight our paths that we 
may do in humility, with fortitude and 
with conscience void of offense do the 
work which hast been given us to do. 
O Thou in whom all our longings, hopes, 
and aspirations are centered, we ap- 
proach Thee in the spirit of our Master 
who taught us to pray: Our Father who 
art in heaven, hallowed he Thy name; 
Thy kingdom come, Thy will be done in 
earth as it isin heaven. Give us this day 
our daily bread, and forgive us our tres- 
passes as we forgive those who trespass 
against us. And lead us not into tempta- 
tion, but deliver us from evil, for Thine 
is the kingdom and the power and the 
glory forever. Amen, 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Gatling, one of its clerks, announced. 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills and a concurrent reso- 
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lution of the House of the following 
titles: 


H.R. 2545. An act for the relief of Chin 
Hoy; 
H. R. 8956. An act to amend the Bankhead- 
Jones Farm Tenant Act to permit exchange of 
land with private owners; 

H. R.7188. An act to amend the Canal Zone 


Code; 

H.R. 7297. An act authorizing the assign- 
ment of personnel from departments or 
agencies in the executive branch of the 
Government to certain investigating com- 
mittees of the Senate and Hous: of Repre- 
sentatives, and for other purposes; and 

H. Con. Res. 78. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the printing of the manuscript en- 
titled “Handbook for Service Men and 
Women, World War II, and Their Depend- 
ents,” as a public document, and for addi- 
tional copies thereof. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, bills of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


H.R.1030. An act to provide increases of 
pension payable to dependents of veterans of 
the Regular Establishment, and for oiher 
purposes; and 

H.R. 5839. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to provide compensation for 
employees of the United States suffering in- 
juries while in the performance of their 
duties, and for other purposes,” as amended, 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 


8.1019 An act to provide for the holding of 
terms of the district court of the United States 
at Fort Myers, Fia.; 

S., 2341. An act to amend the Act approved 
March 14, 1936, entitled “An Act to provide 
for vacations for Government employees, and 
for other purposes"; 

8. 2488. An act relating to the payment of 
6 months’ pay to a dependent relative of 
an officer or enlisted man of the Regular 
Army when the designated beneficiary dies 
prior to the death of such officer or enlisted 
man without another beneficiary having been 
designated; 

8.2643. An act to authorize the presenta- 
tion of a medal of honor to J. Edgar Hoover; 
and 

8, 2645. An act to amend Article of War 
501%. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to bills of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


5.925. An act for the relief of Lemuel T. 
Root, Jr.; 

§, 2026. An act to provide for the post- 
humous appointment to commissioned grade 
of certain enlisted men and the posthumous 
promotion of certain commissioned officers; 

8S. 2330. An act to enable the United States 
Commission for the Celebration of the Two- 
hundredth Anniversary of the Birth of 
Thomas Jefferson to carry out and give effect 
to certain approved plans;” and 

S. 2368. An act to amend the joint resolu- 
tion approved August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 858), 
as amended, and the Selective Training and 
Service Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 885), as amended, 
so as to remove the requirement that medi- 
cal statements shall be furnished to those 
persons performing military service there- 
under. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BROOĘS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
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remarks in the Recor and to include 
therein an editorial entitled “Look Up 
at the Stars,” originally published in the 
Planters’ Press and reproduced in the 
Bienville Democrat on Thursday, July 
9, 1942. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask un- 
animous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and to include therein 
several newspaper articles and editorials 
concerning the late Honorable Wilbur 
J. Carr, former Assistant Secretary of 
State and Minister to Czechoslovakia. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recor and include a state- 
ment by Elmer Davis, Director of War 
Information. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PAT DEVEREUX 


Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. CANFIELD addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the Ap- 
pendix of the Recorp a resolution passed 
by the Freemont Chamber of Commerce, 
Freemont, Nebr., dealing with indus- 
trial alcohol and synthetic rubber plants, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may revise and 
extend the remarks I intend to make 
today on the rubber bill and include 
therein certain excerpts from the Senate 
hearings, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp on the question 
of shipbuilding activities in Portland, 
Oreg. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

J. EDGAR HOOVER 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my own remarks, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(Mr, Crawrorp addressed the House, 
His remarks appear in the Appendix. ] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 


6575 


therein a resolution passed by the Kansas 
State Board of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANASCO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include a 
letter from Governor Dixon of Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. Without cbjection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


Mr. LEA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that my colleague the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Buck] 
may have leave of absence for 15 days 
on account of important business, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


AMENDMENT TO EMPLOYEES’ COMPEN- 
SATION ACT 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s desk the bill (H. R. 5839) to amend 
the act entitled “An act to provide com- 
pensation for employees of the United 
States suffering injuries while in the per- 
formance of their duties,” and for other 
purposes, as amended, with the Senate 
amendment and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 
as follows: 

Page 2, line 2, after “10”, insert “shall not 
apply.” 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, will the gentle- 
man make a statement as to the neces- 
sity for this, in substance? 

Mr. HOBES. Mr. Speaker, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House re- 
ported this bill favorably with four or 
five amendments, but through error this 
one was omitted from the report. At 
our request the Senate amended the bill 
as passed by the House by writing in these 
three words which our amendment called 
for but which were omitted through in- 
advertence. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hogss]? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

MEDAL FOR J. EDGAR HOOVER 


Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill S. 2643, to au- 
thorize the presentation of a medal of 
honor to J. Edgar Hoover. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania |Mr. WALTER]? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, will the gen- 
tleman just explain the bili? 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
was reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary this morning, and 
is a bill that was passed yesterday by 
the Senate. Under the provisions of this 
bill it is sought to provide an adequate 
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medal in recognition of his fine public 
service to J, Edgar Hoover. I do not 
know of any words that any one could 
use to describe the work that this man 
has performed during the 25-year period 
of service that he has given his country, 
culminating in the apprehension of a 
great many people whose aims and ob- 
jects were to destroy this Government. 
Mr. Hoover has admittedly rendered an 
outstanding service to his Nation and the 
preservation of its institutions, as is at- 
tested to by the fact that committees of 
the Senate and House have decided to 
break a precedent in awarding him a 
medal in recognition of this outstanding 
service. The name of John Edgar Hoover 
will take its place alongside of the names 
of the other great men of this Nation 
when the history of this era is recorded 
and the awarding of this medal will not 
add one bit to its honor. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, fur- 
ther reserving the right to object, and I 
shall not object, may I call the attention 
of the House to just what we are doing 
here and to express the hope that no 
more bills of this type will be introduced 
without most careful consideration. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
used the word “precedent.” Precedents 
are valuable. There is no precedent in 
the House as I recall for medals of this 
kind being granted. So far as Mr. 
Hoover and his work is concerned none 
of us can say too much in favor of it. I 
take a lot of pride in the F. B. I. because 
I was a member of the Committee on the 
Judiciary when that committee consid- 
ered the legislation creating the original 
organization and we have been very 
proud of it all down through the years. 
Edgar Hoover and his organization has 
done a wonderful work. However, I 
want to express the hope that a little 
later some one will not come in here and 
favor a medal of honor for the heads of 
the various agencies, bureaus, depart- 
ments and voluntary organizations which 
are doing such a splendid service through- 
eut the country. For instance, let us 
assume that Mr. Henderson does a splen- 
did job as Price Control Administrator. 

Mr. WALTER. Ido not think the gen- 
tleman need to be concerned about 
awarding medals to other civilians. 

This bill provides that the President 
of the United States is authorized to 
present a suitable medal to Mr. Hoover. 
In other words, it gives the President the 
right to determine the kind and the man- 
ner of presentation of the medal. Of 
course, that is fine, we all appreciate Mr. 
Hoover and we want to do everything we 
can for him because he is doing a splen- 
did job, but, Mr. Speaker, let us think 
twice—all of us—before we introduce any 
further legislation along this line at the 
present time. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, and I, of 
course, shall not object, I think the 
House today should have its attention 
called to an amendment which was 
offered in the Senate to the original bill 
wherein the medal is not only presented 
to J. Edgar Hoover, whom we all hold 
in high esteem, but to the officers and 
the public servants who acted under his 
direction. 
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Mr. MICHENER. I think not. I do 
not think this bill contemplates that. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. That is the intent 
of the amendment. The medal goes to 
Mr. Hoover, but with its presentation 
goes the feeling of Congress for those 
who work with the F. B. I. Director. 

Mr. MICHENER. This bill contem- 
plates a medal being given to Mr. Hoover 
as the head of the F. B. I. because of the 
services rendered by the F. B. I. That 
matter was discussed in the Committee 
on the Judiciary this morning when the 
bill was before that committee. There 
were members of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee who felt differently about the matter. 
For instance, this illustration was given: 

One Member who had served overseas 
in the last war said that the Croix de 
Guerre was not given to a general, the 
Croix de Guerre was given to the indi- 
vidual who performed the particular feat 
of bravery. The answer was, “Yes; but 
the general in command of the man who 
performed the particular heroic act was 
given a Croix de Guerre with a palm at- 
tached to it.” 

We must be careful about these medals. 
Medals are valuable only when they are 
few and far between, when they are an 
honor, when they mean something, when 
they stand out, not when they are passed 
out promiscuously to everyone who 
might have done his full duty in the war. 
This is a meritorious case, and I do not 
want this precedent to be the forerunner 
of a swarm of bills. 

Mr. HOBBS. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, and I shall not ob- 
ject, of course, for being on the commit- 
tee which gave this bill a unanimously 
favorable report, I am for it. Just wish 
to say that a good many of us feel that 
this, while it may be construed as being 
a precedent, is not, as we conceive it, a 
bad precedent. We believe that all honor 
should be given to our military and naval 
heroes whenever their conduct deserves 
this supreme recognition of the Con- 
gress, but we feel that, particularly in 
this war, there are other heroes who 
should be rewarded. Be they few or 
many, whenever their service to the Na- 
tion is so outstanding as to demand such 
recognition, it should not be withheld. 
We believe that those who contribute to 
the winning of the war in any important 
wa, should be honored in accordance 
with their just desert, whether the serv- 
ice rendered may have been in the uni- 
formed services or in those other serv- 
ices that “keep ’em fiying,” firing, div- 
ing—winning heroically and gloriously. 
“Honor to whom honor is due” is good 
precedent. In this particular case there 
can be no question; J. Edgar Hoover and 
his great organization are worthy of this 
and many other honors. 

Mr. MICHENER. I do not want to be 
misunderstood, but I do realize that this 
war is spreading over the whole field, 
economic, social, political, and military. 
If we establish this precedent by going 
outside the military field—to which the 
Congress has always confined itself up 
to now, as I remember—we should do it 
with our eyes open. J. Edgar Hoover 
and his organization are entitled any 
honor we can give them, but these hon- 
ors must not be considered as precedents. 


- 
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Mr. WALTER. May I say to the gen- 
tleman that certainly the Committee on 
the Judiciary can control a situation of 
that sort. It is not likely that medals 
will be given, for example, to Mr. Gins- 
burg, the indispensible solicitor of Mr. 
Henderson, and people of that sort. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Reserving the 
right to object, Mr. Speaker, I under- 
stand that Mr. Hoover is completing 
either 25 or 26 years of service next 
Sunday. 

Mr. WALTER. He is completing 25 
years of service this week. 

Mr. McCORMACK. We all know the 
wonderful work he has done for the coun- 
try. Certainly, if anyone is entitled to 
this recognition, J. Edgar Hoover is. If 
the bill is going to pass, which it probably 
will later on, what more appropriate ac- 
tion could there be for the Congress to 
take than to act at this particular time? 

Mr. WALTER. The Committee on the 
Judiciary had that in mind when the 
meeting was called for this morning to 
consider this bill, which passed the Sen- 
ate just yesterday. 

Mr. COX. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, Mr. Speaker, in the fact that no 
ebjection is being offered to the imme- 
diate consideration of the gentleman’s 
bill is found a very fine tribute to Mr. 
Hoover. As far as I am concerned, I feel 
that if there is anybody in the country 
who is entitled to receive a medal it is 
Mr. Hoover. 

Mr. WALTER. Any civilian, I think 
the gentleman means, 

Mr. MICHENER. Further reserving 
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I want 
it made clear, as I did in the beginning, 
that I am not going to object, but I am 
calling the attention of the Congress 
particularly to the fact that we must 
think twice before we act once in intro- 
ducing this type of legislation, because 
if all the people who render splendid and 
extraordinary service in this great war 
effort of ours are to be given special 
medals of honor, we have a hard and 
long job ahead of us. J. Edgar Hoover 
is doing an outstanding job, and I be- 
lieve the country will be pleased to do 
honor to him. This must not be a prece- 
dent, however, for a swarm of bills. 

I withdraw my reservation of objec- 
tion, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TABER, Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill that it be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. WALTER. Regular order, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is, 
Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. TABER. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I took the 
action I did because I feel it to be abso- - 
lutely necessary that we keep the record 
clear. Mr. Hoover is my warm personal 
friend. Iadmire him as much as anyone, 


1942 


But I do not think it is the thing for us 
to do to award medals to anyone in the 
civilian service or out of the civilian 
Service, to anyone except those in the 
military service. 

I recall that a medal was granted 
a while ago to a song writer. What hap- 
pened next? One of those gentlemen 
who was indicted just yesterday at- 
tempted to cover up his iniquities by 
sending a circular letter to Members of 
Congress polling them on whether or not 
they would favor the Government’s pro- 
viding a monument to that song writer 
in New York City. I do not want to be 
in that kind of a position. I hope we 
will not have any more such bills. 

{Here the gavel fell.J 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include therein a copy of a 
bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. Cox addressed the House. His 
remarks appear in the Appendix.] 

Mr. SCHULTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, at the 
conclusion of the legislative program 
and following any special orders here- 
tofore entered, I may be permitted to 
address the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and to include therein a newspaper arti- 
cle by former Gov. James M. Cox, of 
Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OF ARTICLE OF WAR 501 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, on yes- 
terday the House passed by unanimous 
consent the bill (H. R. 7389) to amend 
Article of War 5044, having jurisdiction 
of the Judge Advocate General’s Depart- 
ment. At almost the same time the 
Senate passed the bill, S. 2645, an identi- 
cal bill. The Senate is not in session 
today and therefore I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table 
the bill, S. 2645, which has just been 
messaged over, and immediately consid- 
er the same. 
< The Clerk read the title of the Senate 

ill. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the third and 
fifth paragraphs of Article of War 504 (41 
Stat. 797-799), as amended by the act ap- 
proved August 20, 1937 (50 Stat. 724), be 
further amended by adding a further proviso 
at the end of each of said paragraphs as fol- 
lows: “Provided further, That whenever a 
branch of the office of the Judge Advocate 
General is established, under the provisions 
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of the last paragraph of this article, with a 
distant command, such functions may be 
performed by the commanding general of 
such distant command in all cases in which 
the board of review in such branch office is 
empowered to act and in which the com- 
manding general of such distant command is 
not the appointing or confirming authority.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Record and to include a 
resolution adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Emporia, Kans. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 


THE RUBBER SITUATION 


Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, in 
the morning newspapers there appears 
an item to the effect that President 
Roosevelt will soon announce the ap- 
pointment of Chief Justice Stone as head 
of a commission to investigate the rub- 
ber situation. This is a highly com- 
mendable move and one which the Na- 
tion will applaud. The importance of 
this situation is high-lighted by the fact 
that the great American who is to be 
appointed to this commission is from 
the same body as that other distinguished 
citizen who was appointed to investigate 
the Pearl Harbor disaster. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The 
noon paper states that Chief Justice 
Stone has declined the appointment. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. That does not 
alter the fact that the rubber situation 
appears to need investigation. Never- 
theless there is no reason why this ap- 
pointment should interfere with the pas- 
sage of the bill H. R. 7257, the Rubber 
Supply Act of 1942, that comes before us 
today, designed to bring about an ade- 
quate supply of synthetic rubber from 
agricultural alcohol. It is desirable that 
the House should act. The people of 
this country demand action and this is 
no time for the House to sit idly by and 
permit the present situation to continue. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


PRODUCTION OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 
FROM AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST 
PRODUCTS 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 527 for immediate con- 
sideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution (H. Res. 
527), as follows: 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into a Committee 
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of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R., 7257) 
to expedite the prosecution of the war by 
making provision for an increased supply 
of rubber manufactured from alcohol pro- 
duced from agricultural or forest products. 
That after general debate, which shall be 
confined to the bill and continue not to ex- 
ceed 2 hours, to be equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor- 
ity member of the Committee on Agriculture, 
the bill shall be read for amendment under 
the 5-minute rule, At the conclusion of such 
consideration, the Committee shall rise and 
report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted, and 
the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion, 
except one motion to recommit. 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, this is not 
a closed rule. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. I yield. 

Mr. HALLECK, I take it the gentle- 
man will yield the customary time to the 
minority. 

Mr. SABATH. Yes, I shall not be as 
harsh as conditions forced me to be 
yesterday. Mr. Speaker, this is a broad, 
open rule and provides for 2 hours of 
general debate and amendments to be 
offered on H. R. 7257, a bill proposing 
to establish a Rubber Supply Agency 
headed by a director to be appointed by 
the President, who must not be con- 
nected with the rubber industry or have 
any financial interest therein. The 
agency would be authorized to provide 
for an adequate supply of alcohol pro- 
duced from agricultural or forest prod- 
ucts for the production of rubber and the 
director would be empowered to make 
loans or advances to private companies 
on such terms and conditions as he may 
determine, for the purpose of aiding in 
or providing facilities for the production 
and processing of rubber and for the 
production of alcohol for military or 
civilian use. 

The director would also be authorized 
to acquire such land, lease, construct, or 
otherwise acquire such plants, equip- 
ment, facilities, machinery, materials, 
and supplies as may be necessary for the 
production and processing of rubber and 
alcohol—including experiments relating 
thereto—and other materials needed for 
such production and processing. The 
director is authorized to establish within 
the agency itself a research staff, which 
shall conduct research and experimenta- 
tion for the purpose of furthering the 
technical development of synthetic and 
artificial rubber from agricultural and 
forest products, utilizing insofar as is 
practicabie the facilities and services of 
the Department of Agriculture and Bu- 
reau of Standards. Section 5 of the bill, 
by making provision for the agency as 
an independent establishment, leaves the 
production of rubber from petroleum in 
the hands of the agencies that thus far 
have undertaken that work. Section 8 
of the bill provides against monopoly by 
stipulating that no more than 10 percent 
of the rubber produced from agricul- 
tural and forest products shall be con- 
trolled by one concern. I have mentioned 
the principal provisions of the bill, and, 
without further taking up the time of 
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the House, I shall leave to the able chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture 
the matter of detailed explanation of its 
various provisions. 

Mr, Speaker, the Committee on Rules, 
naturally at times, is criticized because 
it assumes jurisdiction which some gen- 
tlemen feel the committee should not 
take with respect to investigating and 
ascertaining the need of some of the 
legislation reported by the various legis- 
lative committees. I wish to say now 
that the Committee on Rules is endeavor- 
ing to perform its duty to the House, as 
well as to the country. In this instance, 
Mr. Speaker, nearly the full Committee 
on Agriculture appeared before the Com- 
mittee on Rules informing us that the 
Senate, after investigation and hearings, 
had passed a bill—the number of which, 
I believe, is S. 2600—and that it is on all 
fours with the bill that this rule makes 
in order, namely, H. R. 7257. However, 
the Senate had not finally acted and the 
word which came to our committee was 
that the Senate was still considering it 
and that the bill would be passed shortly. 
For that reason our committee acted and 
granted a rule on the House bill which 
accounts for the consideration of the bill 
now before us instead of the Senate bill. 

I presume that most of you who are 
here are familiar with the provisions of 
the bill and with the broad powers 
granted to the director of the proposed 
agency. The powers given are indeed 
broad, but in view of the statement of the 
chairman of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and other members of that commit- 
tee that the Standard Oil Co. and certain 
other monopolies have willfully and delib- 
erately dealt with our enemies and have 
refused to cooperate with our Govern- 
ment, have refused to aid the Government 
in obtaining much-needed rubber, and 
that there have been some delays made in 
the past in obtaining early action on an 
output of rubber, the Rules Committee, if 
I am not mistaken, unanimously agreed 
to report the rule on the bill giving the 
House an opportunity and the privilege 
which it should have of voting on this 
important piece of legislation. We have 
been informed that Mr. Donald M. Nel- 
son, Chairman of the War Production 
Board, appearing before the committee 
in the other body, did not quite favor this 
legislation, although admitting that be- 
fore he obtained jurisdiction on rubber 
production and was vested with the 
powers, if he had had the knowledge and 
information that he now possesses, he 
would have brought about or arranged or 
tried to obtain action that might have 
been helpful in obtaining a greater and 
earlier production of rubber. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Did the gentleman’s 
committee have before it the informa- 
tion that the War Department strongly 
opposes this bill, and the statement that 
the majority leader of the Senate is al- 
leged to have made, that if the bill passes 
the President will veto it? 

Mr. SABATH. No; the committee did 
not have any such information. As I 
have stated, the House Committee on 
Agriculture, that reported this bill, urged 
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a hearing on this extremely important 
legislation in the interest of our country, 
so as to help produce the much-needed 
rubber, whereupon I called a meeting the 
following day. Nearly all of the members 
of the Committee on Rules were there 
and nearly all of the members of the 
Committee on Agriculture attended, and 
at least six or eight members of that 
committee were heard, and they gave 
very informative testimony and reports 
as to the need for this legislation. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Let us concede that 
the need is there, but at the same time if 
the Secretary of War is agreed that this 
is going to interfere with the production 
of essentials to prosecute this war, then 
are we going to have rubber tires for our 
cars, and also have help for the farmer, 
before we are going to think of the prose- 
cution of the war? 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEFAN. I want to say that the 
Army is not opposing this bill. 

Mr. COCHRAN. AndI read a two-page 
letter yesterday where the Acting Secre- 
tary of War strongly opposes this bill. 

Mr. SABATH. I have the utmost con- 
fidence in the Secretary and Assistant 
Secretary of War. I have known them 
for many years and have the utmost con- 
fidence in them. However, I also know 
that there is a terrific shortage of rub- 
ber, and that the administration is being 
criticized from one end of the country 
to the other. 

Mr. COCHRAN. As far as I am cop- 
cerned, let them condemn the adminis- 
tration for the shortage of rubber, but I 
will not vote for a bill which the Acting 
Secretary of War says is going to take 
away essential materials to make am- 
munition. What do you want? Am- 
munition to fight this war, or do you 
want rubber for your tires? There is the 
question. 

Mr. SABATH. I am not interested 
in people who are clamoring for tires 
for their pleasure cars or those who com- 
plain bitterly about not obtaining suf- 
ficient gas, or even those who fear they 
may not have enough sugar, all of which 
shortages some of the unfriendly news- 
papers have been making so much ado 
about. Iam just as much interested as 
is the gentleman from Missouri or the 
Secretary or Assistant Secretary of War 
that we provide for the sufficient produc- 
tion of our war materials, but the Gov- 
ernment itself, including the Army, Navy, 
and Air Corps also require tremendous 
quantities of rubber. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I wonder if the 
gentleman will explain his interpretation 
of the authority of the director to estab- 
lish priorities as set forth in section 7? 
That seems to be the meat of the coco- 
nut in this bill. 

Mr. SABATH. I will put that up to 
the chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and I know that he will explain 
it to my friend from Washington, who 
is always careful that only proper legis- 
lation is enacted. Someone stated that 
the President is not in favor of this legis- 
lation. Idonot know. Iam not speak- 
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ing for the President, but you all know 
that I am trying to carry out and g0 
along with wise and prudent and much- 
needed legislation that the President at 
all times recommends. Personally, I do 
not know from anyone that he is opposed 
to this bill, and I will say this: Although 
the President is extraordinarily able and 
efficient and sincere, trying to do every- 
thing humanly possible to expedite pro- 
duction needed for the prosecution of the 
war, he must rely on those he appoints to 
carry on. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. While the gen- 
tleman is discussing the responsibility for 
the program set up for the War Produc- 
tion Board, it might be said that Mr. Nel- 
son in testifying before the committee in 
the other body, which has before it an 
identical bill, stated that he was not re- 
sponsible for setting up the organization 
which allocated money for the manufac- 
ture of synthetic rubber, and that, in the 
light of subsequent developments if he 
had been responsible, he would have 
changed that allocation, so that a greater 
amount of money would have been set 
aside for the development of synthetic 
rubber. That is one of the purposes of 
this bill. 

Mr. SABATH. I thank the gentleman 
from Nebraska for the information he 
has given to the House in explanation of 
Mr. Nelson’s viewpoint. While I under- 
stand that Mr. Nelson is not directly 
charged with being responsible with the 
situation, I believe he has stated that it 
was a mistake to allocate over $600,- 
000,000 to the oil companies for the pur- 
pose of aiding the Government to obtain 
needed rubber. However, that has been 
inferred and it is generally understood 
that that action was a grave mistake, 
especially in view of the tie-up of the oil 
industry with the Standard Oil, who ad- 
mitted a business relationship with Ger- 
many. 

As to Mr. Nelson, I will say to the 
House I have known him for many years 
before he was selected for this highly im- 
portant position. I have every confidence 
in him. I think he is an honest, sincere, 
well-meaning man. But thisis a tremen- 
dous task that has been handed to him, 
and notwithstanding that he aims to se- 
cure the best men that he can to aid him 
in his work, even he and others some- 
times make a mistake in selecting assist- 
ants, but in this instance I think he in- 
herited men in charge of rubber produc- 
tion who were oil minded. Consequently 
he should not be blamed for those who 
were there before him or those who have 
failed to make provision to obtain rubber 
from alcohol derived from grain. 

Of course, there may be some gentle- 
man who will say, “Well, if we use alcohol 
for the manufacture of rubber, we will 
be short of liquor.” I am not interested 
in that, even if we do not have a single 
pint for our own use, as long as we can 
have enough alcohol to produce the 
rubber that is so sadly needed. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
make this statement: Yesterday I moved 
the previous question on the rule pro- 
viding for the consideration of the Ram- 
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say servicemen’s vote bill, not that I 
wanted to foreclose anyone from mak- 
ing a speech; but no one had asked me 
for any time, and in view of the filibuster 
against the bill on the part of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN], 
E 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will you give me 5 
minutes now? ` 

Mr. SABATH, In just a minute. 

I moved the previous question after I 
consulted with my colleagues on the com- 
mittee and others, 

When we went into Committee of the 
Whole a pro forma motion was made by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Rankin]. Believing that it was again 
done for the purpose of delaying the 
proceedings, being extremely anxious to 
accommodate Members who were all 
ready with their luggage packed to go 
home after nearly 18 months of hard 
work here, I thought if we could complete 
the bill by 5:30 p. m., that would enable 
30 or 40 men to leave at that time, and I 
would be doing the House and those 
Members some service. Consequently, 
I suggested that after that pro forma 
motion the debate should be closed. Un- 
fortunately, the way the motion was put 
it was to foreclose debate on any amend- 
ments to the first section, which I did 
not intend. I would be the last man to 
deprive my colleague the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Coitmer| of the 
right of offering an amendment which 
he later informed me he desired to offer. 

I hope that if I have in any way been 
too anxious to expedite the passage of 
that legislation that some of my col- 
leagues will forgive me and excuse my 
desire to comply with the wishes of so 
many Members who were anxious to be 
able to leave, and at the same time have 
the right and privilege to vote on the 
bill, 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I conclude my 
remarks, 

I reserve the balance of my time now, 
Mr. Speaker, and I yield to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, my chairman, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, SABATH], 
often excites my sincere admiration. If TI 
ever saw a man who reminded me of a cat 
he is the gentleman. He always lands 
on his feet. You will never get him into 
such a closed place that he cannot get 
out of if. He is a remarkably extraordi- 
nary person. I say that sincerely. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. Tyield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COLMER. The chairman of the 
committee, to whom the gentleman has 
just referred, has made some reference 
to the unfortunate thing that occurred 
yesterday. Unfortunately, I did not un- 
derstand just what he said, but I under- 
stood the general trend of it was that the 
gentleman expressed profound regret at 
some things that did happen yesterday 
and made reference to me. 

Mr. COX. I think the gentleman in- 
tended to make an explanation of what 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Co.tMER] might have taken as a discour- 
tesy. He disclaims any such purpose 
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in having made the motion, and in that 
he offers an apology to the gentleman 
if the gentleman feels aggrieved. 

Mr. COLMER. With the gentleman’s 
indulgence, since I did not have an op- 
portunity to express myself, I hope the 
gentleman will be patient with me. 

Mr. COX. I am not undertaking to 
cut the gentleman off. 

Mr. COLMER. Especially in view of 
the fact that some question has been 
raised about what did happen. As the 
gentleman from Georgia knows, I was 
one of those who was responsible for this 
bill reaching the floor of this House yes- 
terday. The gentleman also knows that 
the record will show that I voted against 
every motion that was made yesterday 
by my colleague the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr, RANKIN] and others that 
tended to delay consideration of that 
legislation. The gentleman also knows 
that I had perfected an amendment 
which I hoped would obviate the neces- 
sity of anybody voting against this legis- 
lation, which I wanted an opportunity to 
present and have considered by this 
House, The gentleman also recalls that 
it was at that point when I wanted to 
offer the amendment that the unusual 
and unheard of procedure was taken, of 
moving to close debate when there had 
not been any debate on that section. 

I am sorry to have taken so much of 
the gentleman's time. Of course, I am 
happy that my distinguished chairman 
of the Rules Committee has seen fit to 
make this record of the situation and to 
express his regrets at what happened. Of 
course I join with my friend from Georgia 
in appreciating the statement that has 
been made by the distinguished chair- 
man. I hope there will never be any oc- 
casion for any differences of opinion 
based on such an incident as that again. 
I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. COX. Iwant to say that this busi- 
ness of bureaucrats kicking Congress 
around is done with; in other words, this 
fancy little game of the tail wagging the 
dog is over. There is a widespread pub- 
lic demand for broadening the rubber 
program. The bill offered by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture is in response to 
this demand. We might remind our- 
selves that this is still the people’s gov- 
ernment, and the Congress is the people’s 
agent; it is their only means of control 
over that which belongs to them. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

Mr.GORE. Will the gentleman not go 
further and say that this is also the 
people’s war? 

io COX. Yes; it is the people’s war 
also. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Georgia has consumed 5 minutes. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. COX. If Mr. Nelson would do that 
which is proposed in the pending bill 
then it would be a mistake to pass the 
measure. I do not think that the au- 
thority now exercised by Mr. Nelson 
should be divided; I believe he is thor- 
oughly capable, and by setting up a new 
agency we shall be making the same 
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mistake the President made when he set 
up Mr. Hillman as a coequal administra- 
tor with General Knudsen. He had to 
run away from it, and I think properly so. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker will the gentleman yield briefly? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

Mr, VOORHIS of California. I have 
prepared an amendment which I think 
will deal very specifically with the prob- 
lem the gentleman just mentioned, and I 
bespeak his interest. 

Mr. COX. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to pass 
the bill; we ought to do so without any 
extended discussion. I can hardly see 
any necessity for taking the full hour on 
the rule and certainly not for taking any- 
thing like 2 hours on the bill. Let us 
proceed to consider the measure; let us 
adopt the bill, adopt it unanimously if 
possible. You are going to find that that 
will be the result; there will be very few 
opposing it.. Then let it go to the Presi- 
dent, and if in the meantime the Presi- 
dent will in the exercise of his war power 
initiate and put in operation the pro- 
gram that is set out in the bill, then I 
think he ought to send the bill back to 
the Congress without his approval. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I would 
like to suggest to the gentleman that the 
bill be adopted without amendment so it 
could go to the White House today. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The President, 
of course, will appoint the executive un- 
der this bill, so he will have full-control 
of the program, will he not? 

Mr. COX. Yes; and if I were Presi- 
dent and the bill came to me, I would 
feel constrained if I put it in operation 
to do so under Mr. Nelson, I would keep 
Mr. Nelson in control. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr, HALLECK]. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, as our 
able and distinguished chairman of the 
Rules Committee has said, this resolution 
seeks to make in order for consideration 
today the bill H. R. 7557. This bill comes 
from the Committee on Agriculture, one 
of the able and outstanding committees 
of this House, with what I understand is 
a unanimous report. When the chair- 
man of that committee came before the 
Rules Committee to request a rule he was 
accompanied by a majority of the mem- 
bers of his committee, Democrats and 
Republicans; and when I specifically in- 
quired in open meeting of the Rules Com- 
mittee as to whether there was any op- 
position there to the bill, it developed 
that there was no opposition. - 

At the outset may I express the hope 
that the opponents of this measure, if 
any there be, will not attempt to charge 
those of us who are supporting it with 
attempting in any way to sabotage or 
hinder the carrying on of our war effort. 
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I say this because after careful consid- 
eration of our whole rubber problem and 
of the provisions of this bill, I am con- 
vinced that the sole and only purpose of 
this bill is to bring about the production 
of synthetic rubber, a production which 
is generally conceded to be absolutely es- 
sential to waging and winning the war. 

Now, in a word, this bill seeks to cre- 
ate what will be known as a Rubber Sup- 
ply Agency. This agency will be set up 
by appointment by the President and it 
will be charged specifically and directly 
with the bringing about of the produc- 
tion of alcohol from agricultural and for- 
est products and then the conversion and 
use of that alcohol in the production of 
synthetic rubber. 

As I view it, this bill now before the 
House, having passed the other body very 
recently, represents nothing more nor less 
than an effort on the part of the Con- 
gress to do something about an admit- 
tedly critical if not humiliating situation 
in respect to our supply of rubber. We 
all know that the situation is critical; 
we know the need of the Nation for rub- 
ber. It is not only a direct military need, 
which is overwhelming, but it is likewise 
a civilian need that has everything to do 
with the production of our military re- 
quirements. I refer not only to the war 
workers in the arms plants, who must 
get to their jobs, but I refer also to the 
farmer and his automobile and his tires, 
which are essential in the production and 
transportation of food, and thus in the 
carrying on of this war. Those of us who 
come from rural areas know that the 
farmer in his economy and in his opera- 
tions along with practically our whole 
economy is geared to the use of the au- 
tomobile and rubber tires on his car and 
his tractor and truck. 

This proposal seeks to set up a new 
agency. Normally I am not too enthu- 
siastic about such proposals, but why is 
it necessary in this situation? The 
answer to that is simple. It is in part 
at least because of the general distrust of 
and lack of confidence in the way in 
which the rubber situation has been 
handled. Instead of the long promised 
actual production of synthetic rubber, 
we have seen little other than muddling, 
bungling, contradictory statements, jeal- 
ous bickerings and administrative inde- 
cision until the people are in utter be- 
wilderment, if not despair. 

Then there is one overwhelming con- 
sideration in this whole situation which 
cannot be denied. In spite of our known 
ingenuity, our resources and our great 
general productivity, little, if anything, 
has actually been accomplished in the 
way of production of synthetic rubber. 
As a result our people are up in arms and 
are demanding action. They are dis- 
turbed at the lack of results, and they 
havea right to be. They cannot see any 
reason why the Congress should not un- 
dertake to do something about it, hence 
their demand on us. 

I know that recently there have been 
some more or less frantic efforts to con- 
vince us that a lot has been done or that 
enough is being done. The rubber in- 
dustry recently presented a show here in 
Washington in which it undertook to 
demonstrate that we had plenty of rub- 
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ber for 2 years’ use. But even that was 
challenged. Then this morning we see 
in the press that the Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court is to be appointed to in- 
vestigate the whole rubber situation, 
The press report that I read based that 
probable appointment or that suggestion 
on the very muddling, bungling and lack 
of accomplishment to which I have re- 
ferred. 

Mr. Speaker, the people do not want 
investigations, they do not want any 
more promises; they want some action 
and some results. The farmers in my 
country who are threatened with ration- 
ing of gasoline in spite of the plentiful 
supply that is there present, because it is 
said that rubber must be saved, are de- 
manding that the potential supplies of 
rubber now on their farms and in their 
granaries be turned to account and used 
in the production of rubber. 

The Committee on Agriculture has 
gone into this thing very carefully. It 
has heard the experts. I understand the 
members of that committee are con- 
vinced beyond any shadow of doubt that 
one of the quickest and most efficient 
ways to get into the production of syn- 
thetic rubber and actually accomplish 
something is to convert farm products 
into alcohol, then convert that alcohol 
into rubber. I am not an expert on rub- 
ber production, but I think the gentle- 
men on that committee have gone into 
this thing thoroughly, they have listened 
to people in whom obviously they had 
confidence, and I do not know why I 
should not have confidence in them. If 
they are convinced that rubber can be 
produced in this way, then why not go 
ahead? Some people will say it will take 
some critical materials. Probably it will, 
but I have been led to believe also that 
rubber is one of the most critical mate- 
terials, that its shortage is one of the 
most critical things. Therefore I cannot 
see why some critical materials might 
not be used in the production of this 
overwhelmingly critical material. Some 
people say that the bill is so drawn that 
it would divert materials from essential 
military needs, direct military needs. I 
do not so understand the bill as it is 
written, because it says that the priori- 
ties shall not take precedence except as 
against private account. But whatever 
may be necessary to make the bill speak 
what we thing it ought to be can be taken 
into consideration and any necessary 
changes made. 

It is suggested that this is an invasion 
of the province of the administrative 
branch of the Government, that Con- 
gress has no business entering this field 
and seeing that something shall be done 
about it. As has been suggested in the 
debate, the director or the administrator 
of this new agency will be appointed by 
the President of the United States and 
if the President of the United States can 
appoint him he can fire him. So the ad- 
ministration will be under the direct 
control of the Commander in Chief and 
the Chief Executive, subject only to the 
mandates that are expressed in the bill 
and the permissive authority that is ex- 
pressed in the bill. 

Is this not the final question? Are we 
to sit idly by in the presence of the widely 
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recognized and generally admitted fail- 
ure to deal effectively and efficiently with 
a most critical situation, and do nothing? 
My answer to that is, No. The least 
that we can do is to stimulate to aggres- 
sive and effective action those who of 
necessity are in direct administrative 
charge of our production effort. I am 
thoroughly convinced that the great pro- 
ductive genius of America, applied to our 
tremendous national resources, can and 
will produce the rubber we so badly need. 

This bill if enacted into law and prop- 
erly administered affords one quick and 
effective way in which that genius can be 
promptly applied to one of our greatest 
resources, the products of our fields and 
forests. That is why I am for the bill. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. CARLSON]. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to compliment the chairman and the 
members of the Rules Committee for 
the promptness in which they have 
brought this bill to the floor of the 
House. In my opinion, it is one of the 
most important pieces of legislation that 
has come before this body for some time. 

This bill is not a farmer’s bill. This 
bill is not brought in here to embarrass 
any individual in the administrative de- 
partment of our Government; this bill 
is brought in here to furnish and secure 
rubber for the American people. That is 
the most pressing domestic problem that 
now confronts this Nation. We need 
rubber for war and we need it for our 
domestic economy. During the past few 
months we haye had considerable con- 
troversy in this Nation about the pro- 
duction of rubber. There has been a 
controversy between individuals in the 
administrative department, there is a 
controversy as to whether we should use 
petroleum or agricultural products or 
produce rubber from guayule, or ship 
rubber from South America. 

This discussion has brought out three 
facts, as I see it. First, that we need 
rubber; second, that butadiene, which is 
the basis of synthetic rubber, can be pro- 
duced from grain alcohol; and, third, it 
is the quickest way and will use less eriti- 
cal materials in the production of buta- 
diene from grain than any other source. 
Those three facts are indisputable. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no quarrel with 
those who want to make rubber from the 
byproducts of petroleum. In fact, I want 
to encourage the manufacture of rubber 
from every source possible. We are go- 
ing to need every pourid of rubber that 
we can produce as rapidly às we can get 
it. Our Nation needs it; our war effort 
needs it. I sincerely hope that we will 
pass this bill without a dissenting vote. 

On July 1 I discussed this problem 
P am quoting from the Recorp of that 

ate: 

The basis of synthetic rubber is butadiene, 
which is a chemical produced from alcohol. 
This chemical can be produced in large quan- 
tities from either grains or petroleum prod- 
ucts. It seems as though there is a contro- 
versy between officials in the War Production 
Board as to which of these basic materials 
should be used for its manufacture. There 
should be no controversy between those who 
advocate use of either of these materials nor 
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between officials In the departments. We are 
going to need every pound of rubber we can 
produce as rapidly as we can get it. It is my 
thought that we should begin immediately to 
make plans to produce a large amount of 
synthetic rubber from grains. We need 
700,000 tons of rubber immediately if we are 
to feel secure in our war effort. Eighty mil- 
lion bushels of wheat or other grains would 
produce 200,000,000 gallons of alcohol, which 
in turn would produce approximately 240,000 
tons of rubber. There is a surplus of grain 
that can be converted into alcohol. This is 
especially true of wheat. It is estimated by 
the Department of Agriculture that we had a 
carry-over of 630,000,000 bushels of wheat on 
July 1. This, in addition to the 1942 crop, 
would give us approximately 1,400,000,000 
bushels of wheat, or a 2-year supply. Alcohol 
can be made from corn, wheat, potatoes, and 
sorghum. 

The House will be interested in knowing 
that at the present time there is a grain 
alcohol plant in operation at Atchison, Kans. 
They are making 24% gallons of 190-proof 
alcohol out of 1 bushel of kaffir corn. The 
present capacity of the plant is about 2,800 
bushels of grain per day which, on an average 
production, produce approximately 6,300 gal- 
lons of alcohol. The plant can easily be ex- 
panded to use 5,000 bushels of grain per day 
and produce approximately 13,000 gallons of 
alcohol, The alcohol produced in this plant 
is being used in the manufacture of powder, 
but is the same type of alcohol used in the 
production of butadiene, the basis of syn- 
thetic rubber. This plant is in actual opera- 
tion and is positive proof that these plants 
can be operated successfully in the grain- 
producing areas. 

It is my thought that we should begin im- 
mediately the construction of a large num- 
ber of these small plants, using grain for the 
production of alcohol needed for rubber 
manufacture. Testimony before the Gillette 
committee in the Senate convinces me that 
this is the cheapest and most immediate soiu- 
tion to our rubber shortage. This does not 
mean we should not make plans to produce 
butadiene from petroleum products. The 
time may soon come when we will not have 
a surplus of grains and therefore our Nation 
should be prepared to make synthetic rubber 
from other products. There is no reason why 
we should be dependent on India, Malaya, or 
some other south Pacific nations. The United 
States has just agreed to contribute $5,000,- 
000 toward rubber development in Brazil and 
$1,125,000 to Peru. Similar financial aid will 
no doubt be granted other South American 
countries. I have no quarrel with this as I 
believe we must make plans to produce our 
rubber in the Western Hemisphere. The 
time has passed when we should be depend- 
ent upon British and Dutch rubber corpora-. 
tions whose source of supply is in the south 
Pacific. 

I want to urge every Member of Congress 
to immediately concern himself with this 
serious problem. We can get rubber produc- 
tion under way within a very short time by 
using grains as a basis for synthetic rubber. 


Mr. Speaker, under leave granted by 
the House, I am including the resolution 
adopted by the Kansas State Board of 

_ Agriculture at its quarterly meeting at 
Topeka, Monday, July 20, 1942: 


RUBBER 


We deeply deplore the prolonged cóntro- 
versy in which prejudiced Government pol- 
icy makers and selfish interests have delayed 
development of processes from which syn- 
thetic rubber may be most quickly produced. 
Feuding while the world burns arrests our 
efforts in putting out the conflagration, 
which patriotic Americans are straining 
every nerve to accomplish at the earliest pos- 
sible moment. We favor rubber from any 
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and all sources that will fill the vital needs 
of this country for it in the shortest time. 
We wholeheartedly endorse S. 2600, known as 
the Rubber Act of 1942, and its companion 
bill in the House, to expedite the making of 
rubber from alcohol derived from agricul- 
tural products, and, furthermore, we insist 
that new plants for this purpose be imme- 
diately constructed tn the Grain Belt, at 
sources of raw material supply and where 
other necessary facilities are abundantly 
available. 


{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein a state- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. COCHRAN}, 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, in the 
prosecution of this war we should not 
think of bureaucrats or anything else; 
we should think of unity. What we need 
is cooperation from all. I am just as 
much opposed to bureaucrats running 
the Congress of the United States as any- 
body, but when you read a letter such as 
appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
this morning, written by the Under Sec- 
retary of War, Mr. Patterson, telling you 
that this bill will take away from the 
War Department contracts their priori- 
ties, think a little bit. Do not be in any 
hurry about passing the bill; just think a 
little bit and realize what you are doing. 

Do you want our soldiers to have am- 
munition? Alcohol is necessary to make 
ammunition. As far as I am concerned, 
you can take my car and tires and do 
anything you want with them if it will 
help a soldier have something to defend 
himself with. I do not want anybody to 
think I am making any complaint about 
the people getting rubber. I should like 
to see them get rubber for their auto- 
mobiles. First, however, we must win 
this war. What good is your automobile 
or mine going to be if we do not win this 
war? 

You know, rubber bounces. If the ma- 
jority leader of the Senate is correct, this 
thing is going to bounce right back in 
your lap if you send it to the White 
House. Why do we not have some nerve 
ourselves, and not fool the farmer or the 
automobile owner or anybody else? 
Why do we not have the nerve to kill a 
bill that will interfere with the making 
of ammunition for our soldiers? 

The farmers as well as the mothers 
and fathers and others whose relatives 
and friends are in the armed forces care 
nothing for automobiles and rubber if 
in order to secure it our soldiers and sail- 
ors will be denied arms and ammunition 
to properly defend themselves. The bill 
by all means should be defeated. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from Indiana (Mr. GRANT]. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 
the rubber situation with which we are 
faced today is serious, and I am in- 
deed grateful that we are securing action 
on legislation which will establish a pro- 
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gram for the use of agricultural and 
forest products in the manufacture of 
synthetic rubber. 

The present rubber problem is one of 
confusion and the indecision of those in 
charge of this important phase of our war 
program has most certainly caused se- 
rious delay in establishing an adequate 
future supply of rubber. There is no 
doubt but that our synthetic-rubber pro- 
gram should have been well advanced by 
now, and it is inexcusable that our tire 
manufacturers were not encouraged 
many months ago to proceed with plans 
which had been well developed. 

It is about time that this mighty indus- 
trial Nation started to produce an ade- 
quate quantity of synthetic rubber to help 
meet our military and civilian needs. 
Regardless of the confusion concerning 
processes and patents which has been 
apparent in the past few months, it is 
time to eliminate these obstacles and get 
into production at once. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. YOUNGDAHL]. 

Mr. YOUNGDAHL. Mr. Speaker, 
there has been an inexcusable delay in 
our progress toward an adequate supply 
of rubber. The difficulties may be sum- 
marized in a couple of words—confusion 
and indecision. 

Had we gone into a production pro- 
gram resolutely and energetically last 
December, we would now have about 
100,000 tons a year of synthetic rubber 
coming off the line instead of 25,000 tons. 

I am advised that certain tire manu- 
facturers actually were prepared to pro- 
duce an emergency war tire in January 
1942, when their production was stopped. 

It is also true that we might have de- 
veloped our synthetic-rubber production 
in the United States long before Pearl 
Harbor, except for certain involvements 
concerning which the American people 
were not fully apprised. 

Regardless of all this confusion con- 
cerning processes and patents, it is about 
time that this mighty industrial Nation 
began to produce synthetic rubber in 
adequate quantities to meet both our 
military and civilian needs. 

Mr, HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Munor]. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I join with 
the preceding speakers in feeling a sense 
of gratitude that we are going to get 
action today on a very important war 
measure, a measure which is very impor- 
tant to the entire domestic economy of 
America and to the victory prospects of 
the United Nations in this war. 

There has apparently been some mis- 
understanding about this bill and about 
its background. In the time allotted to 
me I am going to undertake to discuss 
some of the historical background lead- 
ing up to this legislation, with the hope 
that we today can pass this bill without 
amendment in the form in which it 
passed the Senate, so that it can go di- 
rectly to the White House without any 
delay. If we do not do that, then I hope 
that all plans for recessing will be de- 
ferred until the conferees can bring back 
a bill which can be sent to the White 
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House, because a solution of the rubber 
problem confronting this country is a 
No. 1 military necessity, as well as being 
of tremendous importance to the farm- 
ers and to the business and professional 
people of this country needing tires not 
for pleasure driving but to carry on the 
necessities of life. We must not begin 
any summer recess of Congress until ac- 
tion has been secured to meet this 
problem. 

It was on the 17th day of June that 
Fulton Lewis, Jr., broadcasting over the 
Mutual Broadcasting System, first called 
the attention of the country in a wide- 
spread manner to the status of the rubber 
situation in this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to include in my remarks at this point 
some excerpts from a broadcast by Mr. 
Fulton Lewis, Jr., on July 17, which will 
help provide an understanding of the 
background of this legislation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, the state- 
ments of Mr. Fulton Lewis, Jr., that are 
of particular importance, are as follows: 


It was just 4 weeks ago tonight that I gave 
you my first report on the subject (of syn- 
thetic rubber). Since then, a lot of water 
has gone over the dam. We have found out 
that there is not any great mystery about 
synthetic rubber. A special Senate com- 
mittee has made an investigation, and Con- 
gress—your Congress—has taken a very 
strong hand in the picture. Four weeks ago, 
the appointed officials in charge of this rub- 
ber program were coasting along glibly, hav- 
ing pretty much their own way, and you 
and I not knowing enough about the thing 
to know whether they were doing a com- 
petent, responsible job, or whether they were 
not. 

This is all ended. 

We know now just how we really stand, 
so far as the rubber supply and the rubber- 
production program is concerned * * * 
who the contracts have been allocated to and 
who has been turned down * * * we 
have found out what processes there are, and 
where there is hope of getting additional 
supply. 

We have found out that there is a very 
simple alcohol process, and plenty of alcohol 
to be used by it * * * and when the 
Government officials brushed it aside, by say- 
ing it was unproven and merely experimental, 
a delegation from Congress has gone to Phila- 
delphia and has seen that process in opera- 
tion. We have gotten actual figures as to 
when these plants are coming into produc- 
tion and how long it will take to get addi- 
tional new plants into production. And all 
that, in itself, is tremendous progress. 


I would like to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
I was a member of the congressional 
committee to which Fulton Lewis, Jr., 
refers which went to Philadelphia to see 
rubber produced from alcohol distilled 
from farm products. There is no ques- 

tion about it being a practical process. 

- Now, Mr. Speaker, continuing with 
excerpts from Fulton Lewis’ broadcast of 
July 17, I quote further: 

I think that’s one point that we ought to 
remember, all the way through, a point to 
keep in mind, just in case anything does 
happen; with all the spotlight that’s been 
turned on this situation, there certainly is 
no excuse for anybody to make any mistakes. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


The petroleum industry suddenly has 
pulled out of the hat a drastic improvement 
in their process. Let’s hope that proves suc- 
cessful. For the good of those Government 
Officials who are staking everything on that 
process and pouring their eggs into that 
basket, it had better be successful. 

They still insist adamantly that they will 
not change from that one to one of the other 
proven processes—Houdry, or Carbide & 
Carbon, or Publicker—on the grounds that 
no time can be saved by changing now. The 
overwhelming evidence seems to challenge 
that; the companies claim, and the records 
show, that other processes could be in pro- 
duction not later than next May, while the 
plants they insist on going ahead with will 
not be in production until August and Sep- 
tember. The Publicker Co, says it can get 
into production by February’ of next year. 
Independent outside engineers say that con- 
siderable time could be saved. But Mr, Stan- 
ley Crossland, of the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany, 35 years old, whose sole training has 
been as a bank clerk and a Government em- 
ployee in the Reconstruction Finance Corpo- 
ration—Mr, Crossland merely says it’s not so 
and refuses to change. 

At the Capitol today, Senator Norris, of 
Nebraska, told Mr. Crossland that he has 
drawn all of his advice and information from 
one side of this picture, and the Senate com- 
mittee, which has investigated the whole 
thing, says that Mr. Crossland is wrong. As 
one who has seen this picture from the 
standpoint of an unbiased reporter, it cer- 
tainly has appeared to me that Mr. Crossland 
and his fellow technicians in the Rubber 
Reserve Company—and some other peo- 
ple in the Government—are so intent upon 
proving that they were 100 percent right in 
their past policies that they have no time to 
look for real facts. Their pride is so injured 
and it’s so hard for them to reverse them- 
selves and admit that they were other than 
perfect that they insist upon forcing their 
point of view through, regardless of fact. 

That is a typical failing of little men in 
water over their heads. 


Mr. Speaker, 1 day after Mr. Lewis 
first discussed the rubber problem in his 
broadcast, on June 18, there was intro- 
duced in this House the bill on which 
we are going to vote today. It happened 
that a little earlier on that same day I 
introduced a bill of my own on the same 
subject, one not identical with this bill, 
but one which, in my opinion—and all 
authors of bills, perhaps, have a certain 
amount of parental pride in their bills— 
is a little bit better than this bill because 
it fixes the responsibility for rubber more 
definitely. However, I am perfectly 
willing to support the legislation as it 
is brought in today, believing that by 
passing this bill without amendment we 
shall bring action to the White House 
whereby either the President will sign 
the bill, from which we will get bene- 
ficial results, or, if he fails to sign the 
bill, he will be forced to take action by 
Executive order getting the type of results 
we desire. If the President should veto 
this bill, it is reported that by Executive 
action he will establish a Rubber Admin- 
istrator along the lines proposed in my 
bill, H. R. 7253. In my opinion, that 
would also get results. In either event, 
Congress will have met its responsibility, 
and we shall have made substantial 
headway in the solution of our rubber 
problem. If the President fails either 
to sign this bill or to take corrective 
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action himself the responsibility for our 
rubber shortage will be squarely his. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr, 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
gentleman has referred to Fulton Lewis, 
Jr. Ibelieve the Congress and the Amer- 
ican people owe a debt of gratitude to him 
for the splendid work he has done in 
bringing this matter to the attention of 
the American people. 

Mr. MUNDT. I thank the gentleman. 
I agree with him 100 percent in that 
conclusion. It was indeed a highly 
courageous piece of candid reporting to 
which Mr, Lewis assigned himself in en- 
deavoring to unravel the complications 
of the rubber situation. His success in 
getting the real facts of the situation to 
the public over the Mutual Broadcasting 
System has helped mightily in securing 
the passage of this bill. 4 

These Senate hearings have been run- 
ning on for many, many long hours of 
testimony, and I think while we are pass- 
ing out bouquets we also owe a debt of 
gratitude to Senator GILLETTE, Of Iowa, 
who has done a grand job in fighting the 
farmers’ battle and fighting the battle of 
America as involved in this study of the 
rubber situation and in making recom- 
mendations for its correction, 

It happened that he invited a number 
of House Members to attend these hear- 
ings. One day it was my privilege to sit 
in at executive sessions of the Gillette 
committee to hear the testimony that 
was given before the committee by Stan- 
ley Crossland and Mr. Mannigen, who 
appeared there in secret, off-the-record 
discussion in which they presented to 
the Senate subcommittee the location of 
the present plants and the program now 
being undertaken. I know if you had 
sat in on those closed hearings with those 
of us who were there that day you would 
have agreed with the Senate committee 
in its unanimous report that something 
must be done now to bring definitely into 
the program of synthetic rubber all alco- 
hol processes which are available and 
practical and which will produce rubber 
more quickly and with the smallest pos- 
sible expenditure of critical materials. 
I think you would agree, too, that at 
least some of these plants to produce 
buna-s rubber from farm products 
should be located close to the agricul- 
tural areas producing the farm products 
from which the rubber is made. 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. THOM. I read your report on the 
making of rubber from alcohol at Phil- 
adelphia the other day, but you omitted 
to give a very important bit of informa- 
tion. What does it cost to produce a 
pound of rubber by that process? 

Mr. MUNDT. The cost of producing a 
pound of rubber by that process is slight- 
ly over raw rubber. The rubber, how- 
ever, is equally as good. It will cost 
about 21 or 22 cents a pound for the 
rubber produced from butadiene. I am 
glad the gentleman has brought that 
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question up. I want to quote you some 
findings from the Senate report. I may 
say that I doubt if ever in the history 
of the Congress a more diversified group 
of Senators ever collected themselves on 
a unanimous report than we find here, 
with Senator GILLETTE, of Iowa, who has 
been the head of it, with Senator Mc- 
Nary, the minority leader of the Senate, 
Senator WHEELER, Senator Norris, the 
great Independent, and the splendid 
Democrat, Senator THomas of Oklahoma, 
representing different sections of the 
country, representing different points of 
view, different political faiths, but agree- 
ing unanimously that this legislation 
which is brought before us today by the 
Chairman of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture (Mr. FULMER] should be passed in 
its present form, Let me read you just 
one or two statements from the Senate 
report on this bill which I think consti- 
tute the best possible argument for the 
passage of this bill in the language in 
which it is now written. They say: 


The subcommittee has had undisputed evi- 
dence— 


Note my friends that this evidence is 
without dispute and without rejoinder. 

The subcommittee has had undisputed evi- 
dence presented to it by outstanding chem- 
ists and engineers of national reputation to 
justify the conclusion that the quickest way 
to bring about the production of synthetic 
rubber with the use of the least amount of 
critical materials— 


And I mention that especially for the 
benefit of the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Cocuran], who is worried, and 
rightly so, about the use of critical ma- 
terials— 
with the use of the least amount of critical 
materials is through the conversion of alco- 
hol from grain or forest products to butadi- 
ene (the principal ingredient necessary for 
the manufacture of synthetic rubber). 


Continuing to read from the report: 


It is undisputed in the record of the sub- 
committee that the only known and com- 
mercially tested processes for the production 
of synthetic rubber, developed principally in 
continental Europe by the Germans, Poles, 
and Russians, were from alcohol produced 
from grain and potatoes. There is no ex- 
planation by any responsible official of why 
this country in setting up a program for the 
production of synthetic rubber gave consid- 
eration only to untried laboratory experi- 
ments from petroleum, which will require 
twice the time and many times the critical 
material needed to produce the same syn- 
thetic rubber from alcohol, 


Mr. Speaker, let me now quote further 
from the report of the Senate committee 
in answer to the questions raised by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOM] and 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. COCH- 
RAN] and for the edification of this body 
on this important legislation. 

I quote now from pages 2 and 3 of the 
Senate report: 


The only plausible explanation— 


For the preference for the untried pe- 
troleum processes to which the Senate 
committee refers above— 
seems to be that the dollar-a-year men in the 
Chemicals Branch of the War Production 
Board were fearful that the war might end 
suddenly and that there might then be some 
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surplus industrial alcohol that would provide 
competition for companies with which many 
of these officials have been associated for a 


long period of time. 

The production of synthetic rubber has 
been handicapped and delayed by an appar- 
ent lack of coordination within the govern- 
mental departments charged with, or which 
assumed to handle, the problem. Lip service 
has been generously given to the principle of 
utilizing that process which would produce 
the synthetic rubber in the quickest time 
with the use of the least amount of critical 
materials. Yet, belatedly and only after 
months of hearings was alcohol from agricul- 
tural products allowed to share in the pro- 
gram and then only to the point—and not 
one step beyond—that whisky and molasses 
distilleries could be converted to the making 
of industrial alcohol from grain. Such me- 
ticulous care to avoid the possibility of post- 


War competition may bespeak a high degree 
of business shrewdness, but it likewise por- 
trays a serious failure to appreciate the neces- 
sity of keeping America on wheels and 
winning the war, 


It seems to me the foregoing is a most 
eloquent argument for the early passage 
of this legislation in the form in which it 
can be considered by the President to- 
morrow morning without any further 
delay with respect to this important leg- 
islation. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Speak- 
er, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield to the gentle- 

man, 
Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Under the 
program set out, is it not a fact that 200,- 
000 tons per year is anticipated to be 
produced from alcohol produced from 
grain? 

Mr. MUNDT, That is the fact accord- 
ing to the program which undisputed 
evidence shows is the most efficient and 
that can be done with the least cost of 
critical materials. 

Only 25 percent or less of the proposed 
rubber program has been allocated to 
the tried, tested, and proven alcohol 
processes, which are both quickest and 
most economical in the use of raw mate- 
rials. 

Let me quote to you one further au- 
thority in this connection, the authority 
of the Vice President of the United States. 
While I disagree with some of his con- 
clusions, I think few of us can disagree 
with this statement appearing in the 
New York Times magazine section for 
July 12 in which Mr. Wattace says in an 
article written by him: 

At the moment the urgent thing Is to get 
Tubber by any process from any source, and 
at any cost. There can be no argument about 
the absolute necessity of this. 


This from the Vice President. I can- 
not, however, agree with him in his con- 
clusion that the establishment of an 
American rubber industry is likely to lead 
to another world war, or with his de- 
ductions that an American rubber indus- 
try should not be constructed and main- 
tained. I think the time has long since 
passed when this Republic—this greatest 
of all countries in the world—should have 
its independence and existence jeopard- 
ized by failure to provide for itself a 
source of rubber which we can control 
and develop. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. MUNDT. In a moment, if I have 
time. It seems to me that it is axio- 
matic for this country, which has com- 
mitted itself to become the arsenal of 
democracy, that we should give serious 
study to the means of becoming the stock 
pile of democracy. We cannot possibly 
succeed as an arsenal of democracy if 
we have to depend upon a stock pile in 
the hands of the enemy as we now have 
to depend for 89 percent of the rubber 
supply of this country upon a source 
which is in the hands of the enemy at this 
moment. An additional 7 percent is 
threatened and only 4 percent of our raw 
rubber sources remain safely available 
for the United States. 


TWO MOST IMPORTANT LESSONS OF THIS WAR 


War is a stern instructor, Mr. Speaker, 
and from this war it seems to me that 
at least two significant lessons should 
have been learned by all Americans. 
The first is: that any nation which is 
dependent upon its neighbors for major 
portions of the raw materials needed in 
its self-defense is courting disaster and 
endangering its permanent independence 
and safety. From this lesson I conclude 
that the time has come when we must 
give due consideration to the importance 
of becoming the stock pile of democracy 
in order that our arsenal of democracy 
May be more than a figure of speech. 

The second great lesson from this war 
is the fact that today’s victories come to 
those Nations which are supreme in the 
air. Those countries controlling the air 
over a given battle area on either the 
land or the sea have consistently dem- 
onstrated their ability to win the combats 
in those areas. The Germans proved 
that most conspicuously in Crete. The 
Japanese proved it in Singapore. We 
ourselves proved it in the highly success- 
ful Battle of Midway. From that lesson 
I conclude the time has come to concen- 
trate in increasing our hitting power in 
the air, in building greater bombing 
planes, additional transport planes with 
increasingly large carrying power, and 
myriads of fighting planes of the best 
designs. However, the importance of 
America’s getting tough in the air and 
of developing an overwhelming predomi- 
nance of strength in that department of 
modern fighting is quite another subject 
from that which we are discussing today, 
except for the fact that adequate rubber 
is in itself an important prerequisite for 
that objective. I have discussed the need 
for more strength in the air and more 
modern planes many times, as have many 
of you on the floor here today. It is a 
lesson this war has written so plainly that 
only those who refuse to learn can fail to 
recognize its significance. 

Mr. Speaker, Members of the House, 
let us adopt this bill today in the lan- 
guage in which it passed the Senate so 
we can get action now on the long re- 
tarded program of producing the syn- 
thetic rubber needed to provide for the 
military needs of this country and for 
the essential civilian uses of rubber re- 
quired by America’s farmers and by the 
necessary transportation services of this 
Republic. 

Some speakers have attempted to drag 
a red herring across the trail by stating 
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the passage of this bill would be a vote of 
lack of confidence in the President or 
that it would be an indictment of the 
great work being done in the field of pro- 
duction by Donald Nelson. Others have 
said that it would be withdrawing from 
the administration some of the authority 
which we have previously granted it. 
Mr. Speaker, it is entirely possible that 
this Congress should seriously consider 
returning to itself some of the authori- 
ties which we have been granting to the 
executive department at one time or an- 
other during the past 8 years. However, 
that is not the primary objective of this 
bill; this bill is a war measure to secure 
the needed synthetic rubber for America 
and to bring action and order out of a 
situation in which inaction and chaos 
have already too long reigned. . It is pre- 
cisely that. It is nothing less and noth- 
ing more. 

As for Mr. Nelson, let me say that I 


consider him a personal friend and that ` 


I have a great admiration for the grand 
job he is doing. But, after all, Donald 
Nelson is not superhuman. He cannot 
be in a dozen different places at one 
time. He cannot supervise the life 
drama of America single-handed. He 
has a thousand other jobs besides trying 
to solve the rubber problem of America. 
And, finally, this bill does not eliminate 
Donald Nelson from the picture. It does 
not eliminate the petroleum processes 
from the rubber-production program of 
America. It does not eliminate the pos- 
sibility of developing rubber from the by- 
products of coal. It does not decrease by 
a single pound the rubber-producing pro- 
gram of all other methods, but it does 
assure America that the tested and 
proven method of producing synthetic 
rubber from butadiene secured from 
alcohol distilled from farm products will 
be given a fair and early opportunity for 
increasing the rubber resources of the 
United Nations. 

Congress today has an opportunity to 
demonstrate once again to the country 
that the legislative branch of govern- 
ment recognizes its responsibilities and 
maintains its independent status in 
our American way of life. Up to this 
moment Congress cannot be charged 
with the confusion, with the contradic- 
tions, with the delay, and with the dis- 
appointments which have plagued the 
approach to America’s rubber problem. 

If you want an authority on this whose 
impartiality cannot be questioned, let me 
point you to page A2329 of the Appendix 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, bearing the 
date of June 18, 1942, the very day, 
incidentally, on which the bill we are 
today considering and on which my 
bill cffering a somewhat similar but 
more comprehensive solution to the rub- 
ber problem were introduced. On that 
page you will find a speech by Senator 
JosepH C. O’Manoney, of Wyoming, of 
which I quote the following extract, from 
his discussion of the rubber situation 
confronting us at this crucial hour. 
Senator O’MAHONEY says: 

William L. Batt, one of the most efficient 
of the excellent staff Donald Nelson has gath- 
ered about him, announced only 2 weeks ago 
that war production is facing a shortage of 
strategic and critical materials. You cannot 
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blame Congress for that. As long ago as 1937 
in the House and 1938 in the Senate, the re- 
spective Committees on Military Affairs be- 
gan hearings on the possibility of developing 
supplies of these commodities. Bills were in- 
troduced in both Houses by numerous Sena- 
tors and Representatives. On February 28, 
1939, Senator ELBERT THOMAS of Utah, who 
had begun urging the accumulation of stock 
piles as long ago as 1934, brought a favorable 
report to the floor of the Senate (Rept. No. 
119, 76th Cong., Ist sess.). This report dis- 
closes that while the proposal was favored in 
principle by various executive departments, 
nevertheless they all wrote to the committees 
the doleful verdict, “the legislation would 
not be in accord with the financial program 
of the President.” 


Senator O’ManHoney then concludes his 
discussion of our existing rubber shortage 
with this observation: 

Whatever may have been the reason for 
this adverse action, the bill became law on 
June 7, 1939, more than 3 years ago, Congress 
did its part and the shortages of rubber, tin, 
chromium, etec., cannot be charged to the 
legislative branch. 


Mr. Speaker, Congress was right in 
1937, in 1938, and in 1939 in insisting that 
action be taken to build up adequate 
stock piles of raw rubber and other strate- 
gic raw materials. Congress is right, to- 
day, in taking favorable action on this 
bill to insist that action now be taken 
to compensate for the deficiencies per- 
mitted to accumulate in our rubber situ- 
ation by instigating a substantial pro- 
gram of production of synthetic rubber 
from farm products. : 

I apologize to the House for having 
spoken so frequently from this floor on 
the subject of synthetic rubber, and for 
proceeding at such length today. How- 
ever, it is a matter to which I have de- 
voted a vast amount of time and study 
and I believe it is a matter of prime im- 
portance to the military successes of our 
side in this war. After today I hope it 
will not again be necessary to discuss this 
problem as I predict we shall pass this 
legislation today and once again vindi- 
cate the American Congress before the 
eyes of the public as a branch of govern- 
ment which, while it makes its share of 
mistakes, also achieves its share of suc- 
cesses in behalf of the best interests of 
America, 

Mr. Speaker, let it be crystal clear that 
those of us who have been fighting for 
this legislation on and off the floor, in 
and out of committee rooms, and through 
the public press for so long a time are 
eager to produce all the rubber America 
can afford the critical materials to de- 
velop, from every possible source, at the 
quickest possible time. We are not here 
today in opposition to any man or to 
criticize any method. We are here, 
rather, to stimulate action in the pro- 
duction of rubber from the raw materials 
of farm and forest by methods which 
have already been demonstrated as prac- 
tical and possible not only in this coun- 
try but in Russia, in Poland, in Germany, 
and in Italy. 

As long ego as 2 years before Pearl Har- 
bor, I was a member of a special commit- 
tee of Members of Congress headed by 
Representative Roy Wooprvurr of Michi- 
gan which spent many months studying 
the whole program of farm chemurgy— 
thegrowingscience of utilizing farm prod- 
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ucts in industrial processes. Even then, 
it was emphasized that rubber could be 
made from corn, wheat, rye, barley, po- 
tatoes, cane sugar, molasses, and other 
products of the field and forest. Other 
committees and groups, ahead of ours, 
had made previous studies. Indeed, syn- 
thetic rubber made from raw materials 
available in America is no new discovery 
but the new urgency of war has neces- 
sitated that study be translated into ac- 
tion, today, and that such action be 
translated into the rubber needed by 
our armed forces and for essential 
civilian purposes at the earliest possible 
moment and in the largest practical 
amounts. By passing this legislation 
today—without amendments necessitat- 
ing prolonged conferences and additional 
delay—we can do our part here in Con- 
gress to solve the serious rubber problem 
now confronting this country and thus 
contribute substantially to the winning 
of the war. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. DONDERO]. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, we have 
32,000,000 registered automobiles in this 
country, or 1 automobile for every 4 per- 
sons in the Nation. The entire country 
is looking to this Chamber today to see 
what action we take to solve one of its 
most critical problems. The people are 
not very much concerned whether we 
make rubber out of agricultural products 
or out of petroleum. Neither are they 
very much concerned whether or not this 
agency shall be run by a director ap- 
pointed by the President or by Mr. Don- 
ald Nelson of the War Production Board, 
What they are interested in is solving, 
without delay, one of the critical prob- 
lems that confronts us. I returned to 
Michigan a few days ago and talked with 
people in every walk of life. I found 4 
things uppermost in their minds. First, 
was the prosecution of the war, of course; 
second, was the rationing of rubber for 
automobile tires; third, the rationing of 
sugar; and fourth, the threatened ra- 
tioning of gasoline. All other questions 
and considerations were immaterial, 
compared to those 4. A statement has 
been made that this might dislocate 
some of the strategic materials needed 
for the war effort. I know of no strategic 
material more necessary for the war 
effort than rubber. Let me say to you 
that in one of the most important cen- 
ters for the production of war material 
in this Nation, the metropolitan area of 
Detroit, not only thousands but tens of 
thousands of men and women must de- 
pend upon the use of their sutomobiles to 
go to and from their plac» of employ- 
ment. What is true in that area is true 
throughout the country where industry 
is engaged in war work. Step the auto- 
mobile for want of rubber and gas and 
we stop our war effort. Victory or de- 
feat may depend upon it. Let there be 
no bickering on who shall direct the 
agency provided in this bill. Let us pass 
it without amendment in order that the 
President may approve it without going 
to conference. Time is now of the es- 
sence. Without rubber, the men in our 
armed forces may be denied essential 
equipment to wage successful war. Near- 
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ly our whole economic life is fashioned 
on the automobile as a means of trans- 
portation. Our enemies have been en- 
gaged for several years, and successfuliy, 
in the production of synthetic rubber. 
This Government has been tardy in rec- 
ognizing the absolute necessity of this 
material in time of war, or steps would 
have been taken to safeguard our coun- 
try in case of national emergency.. Our 
source of natural rubber is gone. ‘The 
supply can be and must be supplied, and 
this bill is intended to set up the govern- 
mental machinery to do it. I am sup- 
porting this measure and shall vote for it. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. Yes. 

Mr. REED of New York. I dislike very 
much to interrupt the gentleman, but I 
have some statistics here which I think 
should be placed in the Recorp. I have 
here before me the automobile registra- 
tion which covers 1941, which will give 
some idea of the extent to which our 
economic structure depends upon rubber. 
In 1941 the passenger cars registered 
were 29,509,113, trucks 4,876,054, or a to- 
tal of 34,383,167 automotive vehicles in 
domestic use. 

Mr. DONDERO, I thank the gentle- 
man. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
now to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
REES]. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the 
bill before us today proposes to create 
a rubber-supply agency whose function 
will be to provide for an increased supply 
of synthetic rubber at the earliest possi- 
ble date. It seems that the main argu- 
ment against the bill is that it creates a 
separate agency from the War Produc- 
tion Board. Personally, I am not in favor 
of creating new bureaus or commissions, 
We have too many now. But I think that 
so many functions have already been 
placed under the War Production Board 
that it has not had a chance to give the 
important question of synthetic rubber 
the attention to which it is entitled. 
This is one of the most important prob- 
lems before the American public today 
and somehow it has become muddled 
and confused. I believe that with proper 
organization and supervision this Board 
will clarify the situation and will provide 
a bigger supply of rubber. 

There seems to be a considerable 
amount of discussion to the effect that if 
synthetic rubber is made from grains and 
similar products that it will affect the 
manufacture of rubber from petroleum 
products. I take the position that we 
ought to go ahead and make rubber from 
petroleum products and from farm prod- 
ucts, and from any other sources that will 
produce it. The urgent need is to get 
rubber and get it right away. We need 
rubber for military as well as necessary 
civilian purposes. ‘Transportation de- 
pends so much upon the use of rubber. 

In January our Government started on 
the way and agreed to spend about six 
or seven hundred million dollars to sup- 
port a rubber program. It seems that 
very little has been done thus far. Those 
in charge of the situation are still talk- 
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ing in terms of experimentation. It just 
seems to me that if Russia and Germany 
and other foreign countries have been 
making synthetic rubber for the past 4 
or 5 years from farm products, we should 
have ingenuity enough to do it here; and 
we can doit. It is important that we do 
it for the prosecution of the war. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam informed that a sup- 
ply of about 1,000,000 tons of rubber is 
needed to supply this year’s require- 
ments. We can produce the rubber if 
we can lay aside all bickering and proceed 
to make it from whatever sources we 
have at hand, whether it be petroleum or 
grain or wood pulp. 

Mr. Speaker, it is estimated that we 
will have a surplus this year of more than 
800,000,000 bushels of wheat. That 
wheat can be made into 2,000,000 tons of 
rubber. Asa matter of fact, Mr-Speaker, 
the Government itself owns 400,000,000 
bushels of this wheat, from which it could 
make 1,000,000 tons of rubber. Besides 
this we have 400,000,000 bushels of corn, 
a part of which could be utilized for this 
purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, it just does not seem like 
that, with all this surplus of grain we 
have on hand and with the facilities and 
the ingenuity which can be provided, 
that we should have such a shortage of 
this very important product. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the time to 
consider special interests or any special 
groups. The important thing is to do 
everything possible toward winning this 
war and to “keep them rolling.” The 
people of this country are looking to Con- 
gress to do something toward the clari- 
fication of this important problem. I 
believe the passage of this measure is a 
step in that direction. I am glad to be 
here this afternoon and lend my support 
for this measure. 

Mr. HALLECK, Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SABATH]. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I know the 
House is impatient to get into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and dispose of this 
legislation. I shall detain you but 2 or 
3 minutes, and would not presume to do 
that except for the fact that I cannot 
escape the conviction that if the House 
passes this bill, which has already been 
passed in the other body, we will be em- 
barking upon a new and very serious 
policy. I voted in the committee to re- 
port this bill to the House because it 
seems to be a matter in which there is a 
great deal of interest, but I cannot get 
the consent of my mind to support it 
here; and in saying that I should per- 
haps add that I have not the remotest 
interest in either of the basic commodi- 
ties from which it is proposed to make 
rubber. Not so many months ago the 
war-production program of this country 
was bogged down, and there was a wide- 
spread demand through the country and 
from this Congress for a centralization of 
power and some real American action in 
the war production. That power was 
centralized in the War Production Board 
and its chief, Mr. Nelson, who has done 
such a splendid piece of work. We had 
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the gratifying assurance this week that 
it may actually become necessary to cur- 
tail some of the war-production agencies 
because of an overproduction. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CLARK. Not just at this moment. 

This bill invades the province of Mr. 
Donaid Nelson; supersedes and overrides 
him as to one of the vital commodities 
necessary to war. It directs the appoint- 
ment of an administrator and directs 
that administrator to produce rubber 
which, added to that produced by other 
agencies, shall be sufficient not only to 
supply the military need but to meet the 
demands for civil needs for rubber in the 
United States. It gives him the right to 
claim and demand priorities over pri- 
vate concerns on strategic war materials 
in doing that. I am advised that plants 
like the Ford plant, for instance, which 
manufactures planes with Government 
money, is still classified as a private con- 
cern, This bill would allow this new 
administrator to claim and have priori- 
ties over that private concern in the pro- 
duction of rubber sufficient to supply the 
civilian demand in the United States. 

If we are going to overrule these agen- 
cies day by day which have been set up 
to conduct this war and produce these 
War goods, we are going to land back in 
a sea of confusion more confounded than 
that from which we have recently come. 

On yesterday we had a lot of brave 
talk on this floor about the soldiers— 
those located on the mainland. This 
bill affects those located in the far-flung 
corners of the earth. They are not ac- 
corded any right to vote, and they are 
not thinking about any right to vote. 
What those boys are thinking about is 
whether or not the supplies and the war 
munitions sufficient for their protection 
and doing that which we have delegated 
them to do shall come through. When 
you lay your hand upon the powers and 
duties and responsibilities and centrali- 
aztion of this War Production Board, you 
are doing a dangerous thing—tampering 
with a ghost that will come back to this 
Chamber to haunt you later. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr.SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
balance of my time to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Vooruis]. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I have certain amendments 
that I will offer to this bill which will 
take care of the problems that have been 
brought up in connection with it. I 
agree we ought not to pass a bill which 
will give to a new agency instructions to 
produce all the rubber anybody could 
want, and the power to possibly take 
critical materials in too large an amount 
to do it. But, contrary to what the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. CLARK], 
who has just preceded me, said, I 
believe it is time for the Congress to take 
some action to set up an agency whose 
sole job it will be, within the limit of the 
critical materials which can be assigned 
to it, to manufacture rubber out of al- 
cohol. 

My amendments will be an attempt to 
make clear just what Congress intends 
and what it does not intend with regard 
to this matter. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
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Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7257) to expedite the 
prosecution of the war by making provi- 
sion for an increased supply of rubber 
manufactured from alcohol produced 
from agricultural or forest products. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 7257, with Mr. 
RAMSPECK in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the first read- 
ing of the bill was dispensed with. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank the 
members of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, the members of the Rules Commit- 
tee, and especially the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH], chair- 
man of the Rules Committee, the Speaker, 
ard the floor leaders of the House for the 
assistance they have given me in expe- 
diting the consideration of this very 
important legislation. 

I feel that every member of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, because of the 
importance of this bill, should be very 
proud of the record that we were able to 
make in reporting the bill last Tuesday, 
securing a rule on Wednesday morning 
and now having the privilege of passing 
the bill this afternoon. 

The purpose of this bill is to create an 
agency known as the Rubber Agency. The 
President will have the right to appoint 
a Director to administer this Agency. 
I want to say to you that it is pitiful to me 
to see gentlemen stand on this floor and 
make the statement that we are dividing 
the powers between this Agency and the 
W. P. B., and that we are taking away a 
certain amount of power from the Presi- 
dent. I say to you, Mr. Chairman, from 
my experience up to this good hour—and 
Iam speaking for the American people— 
that under the procedure we have had 
during the past several months, with all 
of the fumbling and confusion, in con- 
nection with our rubber problem, the 
President’s hands having been tied be- 
cause of the authority delegated to Mr. 
Nelson, his Board, and his technical ad- 
visers, we will be giving to the President 
an Opportunity to appoint a man who 
would cooperate with him in doing the 
things that they have not been doing up 
to this time; that is, remedy the serious 
rubber problem. Why, my friends, it 
would be possible for the President to ap- 
point Donald Nelson, and this bill would 
take him out of the domination of those 
who apparently are doing a lot of 
fumbling. 

Iam not going further into the bill be- 
cause I have stated its major purpose, 
except I want to comment on section 7. 
Now certain Members have stated that 
we propose under section 7 to give priority 
to this agency over certain manufactur- 
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ing concerns in securing certain critical 
material; certain concerns which are 
manufacturing implements of war. That 
is not the purpose of this section. The 
purpose of this section is to give to this 
agency critical material over and above 
some private industry that is manufac- 
turing products other than on war con- 
tracts. 

Let me make this statement, and the 
testimony will bear me out: All of the 
critical material that we are asking for 
to carry on this program is about 10 per- 
cent, as compared with 90 percent that 
will have to be utilized in building the 
plants to get ready to manufacture rub- 
ber out of petroleum products. 

They have authorized the expenditure 
of $650,000,000 to build plants for manu- 
facturing petroleum products into rub- 
ber. We have many plants today in this 
country ready to commence producing 
rubber to be manufactured out of alcohol 
which comes from farm products; all we 
need, as stated, is a small amount of 
critical material, compared with what 
the petroleum interests will have to have. 
Let me say to you, according to the evi- 
dence that has been submitted, that we 
are convinced that within some 4 to 6 
months we shall be in position to begin 
the manufacture of synthetic rubber out 
of-grain alcohol. 

What do we see in the press every day, 
Mr. Chairman? Here is a statement 
which came out. the other day to the 
effect that we have a normal rubber sup- 
ply for civilian use for the next 2 years. 
In the meantime those who are rationing 
rubber tires appeared before the South 
Carolina delegation and stated that they 
had no encouragement whatsoever to 
offer on the loosening up of the rationing 
of tires, and that they verily believe that 
it is going to be worse. 

I want to say to you that one of the 
biggest bottlenecks in connection with 
the problems before the War Production 
Board at this time is the falling down of 
transportation. Hitler has charge of the 
Atlantic coast. Trucks are tied up and 
we are not getting anywhere. As far as 
I am concerned, I want to say to my 
friends that this is because those who are 
in charge under Donald Nelson, his legal 
and trained advisers, are doing too much 
fumbling. There is just too much selfish- 
ness connected therewith. They are not 
getting anywhere with production of 
rubber. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULMER. Ina minute. 

Mr. Chairman, I have here a letter 
from the Petroleum Industry War Coun- 
cil. Who is it that composes this Coun- 
cil? It is composed of about 50 gas and 
oil operators. What authority have they 
to operate in connection with any of 
these problems? I called them up and 
asked: “Are you connected with the 
Government?”. “Oh, no; but Mr. Ickes 
appointed us as technical advisers.” Who 
is the head man under Ickes? It is Mr. 
Davies, the head of the Standard Oil 
Co. of California. When I told the rep- 
resentative of the Council about who Da- 
vies represents, he said, “Oh, yes; but 
he has resigned.” I challenge any Mem- 
ber of this Congress to stand on the floor 
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of this House and deny these statements. 
These and Nelson’s advisers are the fel- 
lows who have tied the hands of Donald 
Nelson. You will not find anybody there 
connected with the rubber program ex- 
cept those connected with the large pe- 
troleum interest and the tire and rub- 
ber manufacturing interests. I want to 
say to you that as far as I am con- 
cerned—and it is pitiful to me that Mem- 
bers of the House have not arrived at 
the point that they thoroughly under- 
stand and agree with me—that this self- 
ish group is determined to run the whole 
show, regardless of what happens to this 
country. I agree with the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Gore], who said 
awhile ago that this is the people’s war. 
I make the further statement that those 
engaged in it, the young men of this 
country, are willing to suffer, bleed, and 
die, if need be, but they are not willing 
to do it in behalf of the petroleum in- 
dustry of this country. Let me now re- 
fer to the press campaign against our 
efforts to do something to remedy the 
serious rubber situation. The other day 
the Star carried an editorial blowing up 
the Congress because of giving consid- 
eration to this kind of legislation, which 
they say divides the power between this 
agency and the W. P. B, and ties the 
hands of the President. I am not sur- 
prised at this statement, because they 
are under the same influence that con- 
trols practically every large paper in this 
country, the selfish, monopolistic group 
of this country. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULMER. In just 1 minute. 

What have you seen in the last few 
days in every paper of the United States 
costing thousands and thousands of dol- 
lars? Full-page ads on the part of the 
petroleum interests, and your office and 
my office is daily flocded with propa- 
ganda sent out by the Petroleum Council, 
located here in Washington. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say at this point 
that there is not a man interested in 
this bill who is trying to stop anybody 
from producing rubber. All we propose 
to do is to join in with the hope that 
we may be able to help solve this most 
serious problem which is playing havoc 
with our war effort and many business 
concerns of the country. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. FULMER, Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 2 additional minutes. 

I am thinking of the boys who are giv- 
ing their lives in the interest of this de- 
mocracy; but you cannot win if you can- 
not keep them rolling. This bill certainly 
is a long step in that direction. I wish 
I had time to read this letter from George 
E. Johnson, who is an authority on this 
subject. In this letter he shows what has 
not been done by the people I am talking 
about and what cannot be done with 
these interests fighting every effort we 
put forth to bring about more rubber 
that is so sadly needed. I shall ask per- 
mission to put the letter in the RECORD. 

I challenge any Member of the House 
to deny the fact that the reason we have 
many bottlenecks at this time in connec- 
tion with our war efforts is because of 
the selfish operators of these monopo- 
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listic groups. Why are we rationing 
sugar? Why are we rationing tires and 
‘gas? There is but one answer. We can 
grow all the sugar that we could use in 
this country if permitted to do so. Why 
have we not been growing rubber in this 
country and manufacturing rubber out 
of alcohol? The same groups that are 
opposing this legislation and who are 
fearful we will continue to produce rub- 
ber after the war would not permit it to 
be done. Who kept the pipe lines from 
being built? It was the railroad inter- 
ests, and now we are rationing petroleum 
products in 17 States. 

The reason why the rubber and oil in- 
terests of this country are fighting this 
legislation is because they do not want 
anything done now that may be carried 
on after the war which would interfere 
with the operation of one of the biggest 
monopolies which has been tied up with 
the English cartel in importing into this 
country cheap rubber at the expense of 
the American people. Read my speech 
in the Recorp made April 18 and find out 
why and who is responsible for our many 
bottlenecks at this time in connection 
with our war efforts. 

I want to say one thing to my Demo- 
cratic friends. I am sorry for the Presi- 
dent and the Democratic Party if he 
vetoes this bill. Iam wondering how you 
are going back to the people in your dis- 
tricts, knowing that they are tied up and 
suffering from unemployment, loss of 
their business because of the fumbling 
that is going on and more than that, they 
are realizing that we are losing the war 
largely because of selfishness. How are 
you going to explain to the people of 
your district why you did not vote for 
this? 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. RIVERS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FULMER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. RIVERS. We heard something 
said awhile ago that the War Department 
opposes this bill. The Under Secretary 
of War now acting is Robert Patterson. 
I wonder if the gentleman knows who 
Walter V. Hartman is, and I wonder if the 
gentleman knows that Walter Hartman 
is the vice president of the Gulf Refining 
Co.? The War Department did not com- 
plain about that 26-inch pipe line which 
Ickes is going to construct. They did 
not say that was critical material. They 
did object to a little old pipe line of ours 
and stated that took critical material. 
The same Walter Hartman who prepared 
that matter for Robert Patterson is the 
man who said it would take critical mate- 
rial. 

Mr. FULMER. I appreciate the gen- 
tleman’s statement.and I want to say the 
answer to the Secretary’s letter is that 
for months nothing has been done. We 
do not want to interfere with anybody 
else but we do want to produce rubber. 

Mr, KEEFE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FULMER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KEEFE. Is not the gentleman im- 
pressed with the fact that the newspapers 
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carried the story this morning of the 
appointment by the President of the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States to investigate the muddle 
in which the rubber situation has gotten? 
Does that fact alone not confirm to the 
American people that those who have 
heretofore had charge of this rubber pro- 
gram have in fact so terribly muddled it 
that the President has felt compelled to 
call upon the Chief Justice to unravel 
and untangle this muddle? 

Mr. FULMER. Iam for the President 
100 percent and I think we have a gocd 
President, but today he realizes that 
something is wrong, and he realizes the 
best way out of it is to have an investi- 
gation made. That is why he has ap- 
pointed Chief Justice Stone to make an 
investigation. 

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr, FULMER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Nebraska. 

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman in 
the extension of his remarks put in the 
Recorp the page and the number of men 
he referred to? The number is not 50 
but 73, and it appears on page 747. 

Mr. FULMER. Yes; I will be glad to. 
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THE CENTRAL NEBRASKA PUBLIC 
POWER AND IRRIGATION DISTRICT, 
Hastings, Nebr., July 9, 1942. 
Mr. DonaLp M. NELSON, 
Chairman, War Production Board, 
Social Security Building, 
Washington, D.C, 
Re synthetic-rubber program. 

Dear Mr, NeLson: The records of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry of the United States Senate in- 
vestigating matters pertaining to the produc- 
tion of industrial alcohol and synthetic rub- 
ber show that in your testimony before this 
committee this week you acknowledged full 
Tesponsibility for the synthetic-rubber pro- 
gram of the United States Government. 
Your testimony further shows that you ac- 
knowledge a mistake was made in attempting 
to produce a great part of this synthetic 
rubber from petroleum and that, if you were 
starting again, you would favor a plan which 
would make 60 percent of the rubber from 
farm products. 

Your testimony shows you have requested 
this committee to withhold action on their 
bill, Senate bill 2600, pending in the United 
States Senate, providing for the setting up 
of an organization which will provide this 
country with all the rubber it needs, in addi- 
tion to anything you can get from petroleum, 
this rubber to be made from agriculture and 
forest products. 

You have delayed the securing of adequate 
supply of synthetic rubber for many months. 
Your request to hold up action on this bill 
is further delaying the supply of rubber. It 
may be possible that there are some things 
happening in your Rubber Division of the 
War Production Board with which you are 
not acquainted. 

Mr. Frank L. Robinson, of Kearney, Nebr., 
chairman of the National Committee on Agri- 
culture, and myself, cooperating with a large 
group of agriculture representatives through- 
out the United States, have been working in 
Washington with your departments since the 
9th of January, putting in more than one- 
half of our time on this work, attempting to 
help the Government to secure an adequate 
supply of alcohol and rubber. 

At the beginning of this period your repre- 
sentatives claimed that 175,000,000 gallons of 
alcohol would be sufficient for 1943 and 
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400,000 tons of synthetic rubber. We in- 
formed your representatives that the Govern- 
ment would need at least a million tons of 
synthetic rubber each year until the war is 
over and at least 500,000,000 gallons of alcohol 
per year. You expanded the alcohol program 
until now you acknowledge you will need 
650,000,000 gallons of alcoho! for 1943. You 
started with a program of 400,000 tons of rub- 
ber. You have expanded that to 800,000 tons 
of rubber, and I would like to ask you what 
you proposed to do about this situation. Also 
I would like to ask you several questions 
regarding certain facts. 

Do you know that on the 4th of January 
your Rubber Division called in certain sup- 
posed experts, representing the Standard Oil 
Co. and the big four rubber companies, to 
work out a program of manufacturing syn- 
thetic rubber? 

Do you know that a program was adopted, 
recommended by the Standard Oil Co., for the 
manuacture of synthetic rubber principally 
from petroleum gases following a process that 
had not been developed to a commercial stage 
by anyone in any country in this world? 

Do you know that the records of the Senate 
subcommittee show that I informed them 
that the process being followed by your divi- 
sion for the manufacture of synthetic rubber 
from petroleum gases had not been developed 
and it was questionable whether the Standard 
Oil Co. would be able to develop ways and 
means of purifying the butadiene so that it 
could be used? 

Do you know that Mr. Daniel Pyzel, vice 
president of the Shell Union Oil Co., which 
company has a large Government contract 
secured through your Rubber Division, ac- 
knowledged when testifying before the Sen- 
ate subcommittee that all of these processes 
are completely new; these plants are still in 
the blueprint stage; it is a case of continual 
research to ascertain the best processes and 
today we don’t know how the plants will 
come out; we are just feeling our way; also 
that none of the oil companies were any fur- 
ther advanced in this matter than his com- 
pany when they had their conference on the 
4th of January preparing for this program? 
Mr. Pyzel also acknowledged that none of the 
oil companies had perfected at that time an 
acceptable process. 

Do you know that your Rubber Coordina- 
tor, Mr. Arthur B. Newhall, when testifying 
before the subcommittee of the United States 
Senate, after these revelations had been 
raade, etated that all of the contracts for the 
manufacturing of synthetic rubber had been 
revised? 

Do you know that this revision involved 
the starting out on a new and different proc- 
ess of manufacturing synthetic rubber from 
petroleum gases, thereby losing all the time 
consumed by this program up to that date? 
It is a process that neither the Standard Oil 
Co, or their German allies or anyone else has 
developed cr produced in commercial quan- 
ties. 

Do you know that the Standard Oil Co, is 
using your Rubber Division and the United 
States Government as a guinea pig to experi- 
ment on these processes entirely at Govern- 
ment expense while you are asking the Sen- 
ate committee to withhold a program which 
will guarantee this Nation all the rubber it 
needs in not to exceed 8 months’ time? 

Do you know that the Publicker Alcohol 
& Chemical Corporation, of Philadelphia, 
the largest individual alcohol manufacturer 
in the world, has offered to produce synthetic 
rubber without any profit to assist in the 
rubber program? 

Do you know that the Farm Crops Proc- 
essing Corporation, of Lincoln, Nebr., has of- 
fered to produce any amount of rubber from 
fifty to two hundred thousand tons per year 
without securing any profit, without asking 
the Government for one dollar of money for 
plant production, and that these organiza- 
tions can be in production within 6 months 
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and in full production on the synthetic rub- 
ber program in 8 months? 

Do you know that the Russian Government 
began working with two laboratories in 1915 
experimenting with the manufacture of syn- 
thetic rubber from farm crops in one labora- 
tory and from petroleum products in the sec- 
ond laboratory, and that these experiments 
were carried on until 1928 when the petro- 
leum was abandoned and the manu- 
facture of synthetic rubber from alcohol was 
accepted? 

Do you know that 95 percent of all the 
rubber which is now being used by Germany, 
Italy, and Russia is all made from alcohol 
which is produced from potatoes, grain, or 
other farm products and that no rubber is 
being used by these countries which is pro- 
duced from oil products? 

Do you know that the scientists and ex- 
perts who have been producing synthetic 
rubber for Poland and Russia for a number 
of years have offered their services to your 
Rubber Division, offering to assist this coun- 
try in the development of a synthetic rubber 
program, and that the offer of these services 
has been refused? 

Do you know that Mr. Frank Robinson 
and I called at your office day after day over 
a long period attempting to lay these mat- 
ters before you and we were refused ad- 
mittance? The evidence shows that you 
stated you wanted the Senate committee to 
hold up action on their bill which would 
provide an adequate supply of rubber for 
this country so that you could have a meet- 
ing with scientists and go into this matter? 

Do you know that numerous meetings of 
this kind have taken place in your Rubber 
Division and that these scientists called in 
were from the oil companies and the big 
four rubber companies? 

Do you know that the principal men pre- 
dominating at such meetings are from the 
Standard Oil Co., and Dr. Wiedlin, of the 
Mellon Institute? Upon Dr. Wiedlin’s rec- 
ommendation, the companies who have 
made the largest contributions to the Mel- 
lon Institute for scholarships have been 
given the contracts in your rubber program? 

Do you know that at no time has anyone 
been calied in on these meetings who is com- 
petent to show what is being done in the 
production of synthetic rubber from farm 
crops? 

Do you know that the process being used 
by your Rubber Division to manufacture 
rubber from petroleum gases requires four 
times the amount of critical materials and 
four times the amount of money required by 
the process to be used in the manufacture 
of rubber from farm crops? 

The Omaha World-Herald, of Omaha, 
Nebr., carried a statement from yourself 
to our Representative, Harry Correr, which 
shows that you feel gasoline rationing will 
be necessary throughout the agriculture dis- 
tricts in order to conserve rubber. Do you 
know that such rationing will prevent our 
farmers from securing their goods from town 
and that practically all of the business will 
fo to the large mail-order houses of the 
United States, thereby destroying a very 
large number of our merchants? 

Do you know that Mr. Leon Henderson 
stated before the Senate committee we would 
need 1,050,000 tons of rubber per year to 
carry on the business of the country? Mr. 
Henderson states there is no rubber in sight 
for civilian use. 

The evidence to substantiate all of the 
above statements following the above ques- 
tions is in the records of the Senate sub- 
committee or the records of your own depart- 
ments, excepting the reference regarding the 
farmers being compelled to abandon their 
usual source of supplies and trading with 
the large mail-order houses. This is a nat- 
ural procedure to be followed if the farmer 
ts deprived of the opportunity of trading 
with the merchants in town. 
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Mr. Nelson, these facts have been published 
through the papers for the past several 
months. Observers from your departments 
have sat in on the Senate committee hear- 
ings and if you haye known of the above 
conditions and have allowed them to con- 
tinue, you certainly have something to an- 
swer for to the people of the United States. 
If you do not know of the above facts, then 
you certainly have failed in your adminis- 
tration of the program. In either case, you 
are in no position to insist on the Senate 
committee’s postponing action on a program 
following process that is producing hundreds 
of thousands of tons of rubber per year in 
other countries while the Standard Oil Co. 
and their associates are attempting to de- 
velop a rubber program for this country. 

You objected in your testimony before the 
subcommittee to anyone interfering with your 
program and indicated that anyone inter- 
fering with your program was guilty of 
treason, I am wondering, Mr. Nelson, that 
after studying this matter, that regardless of 
which way you answer these questions, if you 
do not belong in this class committing 
treason instead of the people who criticize 
you. I am wondering if you do not belong 
in the same class as the men we had pro- 
tecting Pearl Harbor on December 7? 

You have authority to do everything that 
is covered in the Senate bill. You have re- 
fused to do anything to correct the present 
situation. We people, representing agricul- 
ture, are demanding that the Senate bill be 
passed. 

Very truly yours, 
GEo. E. JOHNSON, 
Chief Engineer and General Manager. 


APPOINTEES OF SECRETARY ICKES— MEMBERS OF 
PETROLEUM INDUSTRY WAR COUNCIL 

W. R. Boyd, Jr. (chairman), president, 
American Petroleum Institute, New York, 
N. Y.; Col. T. H. Barton, president, Lion Oil 
Refining Co., El Dorado, Ark.; Burt R. Bay, 
president, Northern Natural Gas Co., Omaha, 
Nebr.; C. S. Beesemyer, vice president, Gil- 
more Oil Co., Los Angeles, Calif; Sidney 
Belither, executive vice president, Shell Oil 
Co., Inc., San Francisco, Calif.; M. L. Bene- 
dum, president, Benedum-Trees Oil Co., 
Pittsburgh, Pa.; Paul G. Blazer, president, 
Ashland Oil & Refining Co., Ashland, Ky.; 
J. 5. Bridwell, Bridwell Oil & Gas Co., Wichita 
Falls, Tex.; John A. Brown, president, Socony- 
Vacuum Oil Co., Inc., New York, N. Y.; Frank 
Buttram, president, Independent Petroleum 
Association of America, Oklahoma City, 
Okla.; J. W. Carnes, vice president, Sinclair 
Refining Co., New York, N, Y.; H, Earl Clack, 
president, Clack Oil Co., Havre, Mont.; Robert 
H. Colley, president, Atlantic Refining Co., 
Philadelphia, Pa.; H. D. Collier, president, 
Standard Oil Co. of California, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif.; Howard A. Cowden, president, 
Consumers Cooperative Association, North 
Kansas City, Mo.; Henry M. Dawes, president, 
Pure Oil Co., Chicago, IN; Sylvester Dayson, 
president, Premier Oil Refining Co. Longview, 
Tex.; R. E. Decker, president, National Oil 
Marketers ssoclation, Detroit, Mich,; B. E. 
Devere, president, Independent Refiners Asso- 
ciation of California, Los Angeles, Calif.; O. D. 
Donnell, president, Ohio Oil Co., Findlay, 
Ohio. 

J. Frank Drake, president, Gulf O! Cor- 
poration, Pittsburgh, Pa.; William 8. Farish, 
president, Standard Oil Co. (New Jersey), 
New York, N. Y.; W. H, Ferguson, executive 
vice president, Continental Oll Co., Denver, 
Colo.; Jacob France, president, Mid-Conti- 
nent Petroleum Corporation, Baltimore, Md.; 
B. I. Graves, vice president, Tide Water Asso- 
ciated Oil Co., New York, N. Y; Walter S. 
Hallanan, president, Plymouth Oil Co., Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; D. P. Hamilton, president, Root 
Petroleum Co.. Shreveport, La; Jake L. 
Hamon, Cox & Hamon, Dallas, Tex.; Robert 
W. Hendee, general manager, Colorado-Inter- 
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state Gas Co.; Colorado Springs, Colo.; C. L. 
Henderson, president, Western Petroleum Re- 
finers Association, Wichita, Kans.; George A. 
Hill, Jr., president, Houston Oil Co. of Texas, 
Houston, Tex.; Dana Hogan, president Hogan 
Petroleum Co., Los Angeles, Calif; W. T. 
Holliday, president, Standard Oil Co. (Ohio), 
Cleveland, Ohio; D. W. Hovey, president, 
Gulf Coast Refiners Association, Houston, 
Tex.; William F. Humphrey, president, Tide 
Water Associated Oil Co.; San Francisco, 
Calif.; J. C. Hunter, president, Mid-Conti- 
nent Oil & Gas Association, Washington, 
D. C.; A. Jacobsen, president, Amerada Pe- 
troleum Corporation, New York, N. Y; 
Charles S. Jones, president, Richfield Oil Cor- 
poration, Los Angeles, Calif.; Roy B. Jones, 
president, Panhandle Producing & Refining 
Co., Wichita Falls, Tex.; W. Alton Jones, 
president, Cities Service Co.; New York, N. Y.; 
Ralph B. Lloyd, president, California Oil & 
Gas Association, Los Angeles, Calif; J. M. 
Lovejoy, president, Seaboard Oil Co. of Dela- 
ware, New York. N. Y. 

Charles P. McGaha, president, National 
Stripper Well Association, Wichita Falls, Tex.; 
N. C. MceGowen, president, United Gas Pipe 
Line Co., Shreveport, La.; B. L. Majewski, vice 
president, Deep Rock Oil Corporation, Chi- 
cago, Ill; A. O. Mattei, president, Honolulu 
Oil Corporation, San Francisco, Calif,; Parker 
L. Melvin, president, Pennsylvania Grade 
Crude Oil Association, Bradford, Pa.; William 
Moeller, vice president, Southern California 
Gas Co., Los Angeles, Calif; S. B. Mosher, 
president, Signal Oil & Gas Co., Los Angeles, 
Calif; Henry D. Moyle, vice president, Wa- 
satch Oil Refining Co., Salt Lake City, Utah; 
Burton W. Musser, general counsel, Utah Oil 
Refining Co., Salt Lake City, Utah; Jchn W. 
Newton, vice president, Magnolia Petroleum 
Co., Beaumont, Tex; I. A. O'Shaughnessy, 
president, Globe Oil & Refining Co., St. Paul, 
Minn.; J. Howard Pew, president, Sun Oil 
Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; Frank Phillips, chair- 
man of the board, Phillips Petroleum Co. 
Bartlesville, Okla.; E. E. Pyles, Los Angeles, 
Calif.; E. B. Reeser, president, Barnsdall Oil 
Co., Tulsa, Okla.; J. French Robinson, presi- 
dent, East Ohio Gas Co., Cleveland Ohio; 
W. S. S. Rodgers, president, the Texas Co., 
New York, N. Y.; Charles F. Roeser, president, 
Roeser & Pendleton, Fort Worth, Tex.; E. G. 
Seubert, president, Standard Oil Co. (Indi- 
ana), Chicago, Ill; R. S. Shannon, president, 
Minnelusa Oil Corporation, Denver, Colo. 

Harry F. Sinclair, president, Consolidated 
Oil Corporation, 630 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N. Y.; W. G. Skelly, president, Skelly Oil Co., 
Skelly Building, Tulsa, Okla.; W. L. Stewart, 
Jr., executive vice president, Union Oil Co, 
of California, Union Oil Building, Los Angeles, 
Calif.; Lawrence Vander Leck, president, Oil 
Producers’ Agency of California, 1035 Subway 
Terminal Building, Los Angeles, Calif.; R. van 
der Woude, president, Shell Union OIl Cor- 
poration, 50 West Fiftieth Street, New York, 
N. Y; E. V. Weber, president, Ohio Petroleum 
Marketers Association, care of Eureka Oll Co., 
4201 Liston Avenue, Cincinnati, Chio; N. H. 
Weber, president, National Petroleum Associ- 
ation, care of Pure Oil Co., 35 East Wacker 
Drive, Chicago Ill; H. C. Wiess, president, 
Humble Oil & Refining Co., Humble Building, 
Houston, Tex.; Robert E. Wilson, president, 
Pen-American Petroleum & ‘Transport Co., 
122 East Forty-second Street, New York, 
N. Y.; John D. Gill, the Atlantic Refining Co., 
260 South Broad Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 


[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, I want to pay my compliments to 
the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture of the House for 
his great effort in this matter, also the 
Speaker of the House and the majority 
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leader for their efforts to bring this bill 
out for immediate action. I am going 
to request that I be not interrupted 
until I conclude my statement because 
I believe that in my statement I will 
answer in a general way and rather 
specifically any questions that may be 
asked. 

For some 4 years I have been making 
an intensive study of the use of agri- 
cultural products in industry and since 
Pear! Harbor I have been even more in- 
tensely interested in it. I think I missed 
three sessions in the last 4 months of 
the subcommittee of the Senate that has 
been conducting hearings on rubber. I 
am not an expert on rubber; I am a plain 
dirt farmer trying to apply some com- 
mon sense that I think at this time is 
very necessary. Senator GILLETTE and 
his committee, including Senators 
WHEELER, THomas of Oklahoma, Mc- 
Nary, and Norris have done a marvel- 
ous job over there and they have ex- 
tended every courtesy to me at all times, 
for which I am very grateful. 

We have been hearing a lot of con- 
fusing statements of late on the whole 
rubber question. It is time that some- 
thing be done, that we either make some 
rubber or find out what the trouble is. 
We are not making the rubber, although 
this program started last January. We 
have an exhibit down here in one of the 
hotels that has for its purpose seemingly 
to show that we are going to have plenty 
of rubber for 2 years with a little cau- 
tion, and so forth. Recently there have 
been several statements of the probabil- 
ity of confiscating our cars and our tires 
for the war effort. Only last week, not 
over 10 days ago at least, in the old 
House Office Building we listened to a 
very able address by Mr. Farish, presi- 
dent of the Standard Oil Co. of New 
Jersey. He gave us a wonderful exhibi- 
tion of the coagulation of butadiene with 
styrene, soap emulsions, and acetic acid, 
and lo, before our very eyes there was 
rubber. He told us of butyl rubber, a 
cheap grade of rubber made from petro- 
leum, and we entertained a lot of hope 
that they could get into production with 
it because it is a comparatively simple 
proposition. We thought we were going 
to have plenty of this butyl rubber for 
retreading and recapping tires. He did 
tell us they were only good for about 
10,000 miles. Then he told us in effect 
that its manufacture was limited only 
by the availability of dry ice because 
it takes a real cold temperature, 100° 
below zero to manufacture it. Now, 
what is dry ice? It consists of carbon- 
dioxide gases; therefore, the manu- 
facture of this cheap rubber is not lim- 
ited by dry ice itself; it is limited by the 
compressors available to compress those 
gases into dry ice. 

That is about the shortest thing we 
are short of in our war effort; in fact, the 
testimony before the committee at the 
other end of the Capitol definitely showed 
that the compressor orders are so great 
that the manufacturers are sold ahead 
until March 1943. Compressors are one 
of the most essential and critical mate- 
rials needed in the production of buta- 
diene from petroleum, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


May I say, with respect to Donald Nel- 
son, that I have a lot of respect for him. 
I have met him a few times. I think he 
is doing a very able job. Iam not afraid 
of dividing anything on this proposition 
or taking anything away from Mr. Don- 
ald Nelson. He appeared before the 
committee over there recently and told 
us: 
Don’t blame me for this program, because 
it was started before I came in here on 
January 15. 


Then he told us: 

I realize mistakes were made on this. If I 
had to do it from scratch now, I would allo- 
cate 60 percent of this to agricultural prod- 
ucts and 40 percent to petroleum. 


It has been intimated that we might 
offend Mr. Donald Nelson by passing this 
bill, but I would welcome his being made 
the director of this program. I would 
not be afraid of it under Donald Nelson; 
I have that much confidence in him. 

There are two raw-material sources of 
synthetic rubber—agricultural products 
and petroleum. Let us look at the petro- 
leum picture. 

Secretary of Commerce Jones, who is 
also the head of the Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation and the man who al- 
locates the money to build these plants, 
had this to say, and I think you will find 
it most interesting. This appears in the 
Recorp. I heard his statement over 
there. He said: 

Senator, I can see the advisability of using 
grain to make rubber, even though it costs 
more, and we have not been influenced un- 
necessarily by the cost, either in this program 
or any other. We want to get the rubber as 
quickly as we can get it. We have had to 
follow the advice of technical people. It has 
been my understanding that Dr. Weid- 
lein— 


May I interpose right here that Dr. 
Weidiein is from the Mellon Institute 
and represents the Standard Oil and all 
the other oil people— 
is merely the spokesman for a group of some 
30 or 40. or some greater number, of experts 
or whatever they call themselves in that line, 
and we have followed their advice in that 
respect. 


I am not criticizing the Secretary for 
that, because these people were set up as 
great experts. That is the only thing he 
could de. But Secretary Jones goes on 
to say: 

I found no particular interest by the oil 
companies in the beginning in getting into 
this thing, because they knew nothing about 
it and they were all afraid of’ it. 


We also had a Mr. Pyzel, vice president 
of the Shell Union Oil Corporation. He 
testified on June 2. His company started 
negotiations with the Rubber Reserve in 
August 1940 on the making of synthetic 
rubber, and nothing was done until Jan- 
uary 4, when they made a contract with 
the Rubber Reserve before Donald Nel- 
son came in. They set up plans for a 
15-ton-a-day butadiene-producing plant 
at Houston. This plant was put in at an 
estimated cost of $500,000. To date it has 
been able to produce only 10 tons a day. 
They cannot reach their objective. Also 
it has cost $1,250,000, instead of $500,000. 
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I want to read you some of his testi- 
mony from the second part of the hear- 
ings of the Senate subcommittee, which 
was published just today. These copies 
came from the printer a little before 12 
o'clock today. Before the Senate com- 
mittee Mr. Pyzel said: 

However, that process of which we know so 
much is not acceptable for the large pro- 
gram, because it uses large quantities of 
chlorine—namely, about 2 pounds of chlorine 
to 1 pound of butadiene—and as chlorine is 
one of the materials of which there is an 
enormous shortage, that quantity of chlorine 
could not be made available to us. So, in- 
stead of having the results of the experience 
obtained in that small plant in operation as 
& basis for the building of a large plant, we 
have to go over to a completely new process— 
at least, new to us. 


That was June 2, 1942. 

Mr. Stanley Crossland, who is chief 
adviser to the Rubber Reserve Company, 
and of whom we have heard considerable, 
was asked by Senator GILLETTE this ques- 
tion: 

Do you know of a process which the petro- 
leum people have perfected and with which 
they are ready to proceed? 


Mr. Crossland answered: 
We do not. 


We, the agricultural proponents of the 
known processes for making synthetic 
rubber from farm products, have no 
quarrel with the petroleum people. We 
hope they can make a lot of rubber. 
What we want is rubber. We agricul- 
tural people want a chance to make it, 
and we are not making it. 

Do not confuse the special types of 
rubber that have been adapted for spe- 
cial uses with the rubber that can be used 
for tires. About 3 years ago the Du Pont 
people showed us special types of rubber 
for different uses, oil-resisting rubber, 
and so forth, but such rubbers are not 
adaptable for use in tires. So do not 
confuse some of these special rubbers 
that have been made from petroleum 
products for special purposes with the 
rubber that can be used in tires. 

We are not making rubber. Our ob- 
jection to the present set-up is expressed 
very clearly by the beloved and highly re- 
spected Senator Norris, who, when asked 
regarding this bill, said: 

If you are going to try a lawsuit you don’t 
want your opponent sitting on the jury. 


That is our position in this case. 

Now, what about agriculture as a source 
of raw materials? Any farm product 
that possesses an abundance of sugar 
or starch can be used. This also takes 
in forestry products. Let me tell you 
something about forest products. I be- 
gan the study of this problem about 4 
years ago with European nations as to 
their experience and I was just beginning 
to get the material from them when this 
war broke out. I got an abundance of 
material from Sweden as to what they 
had been doing with forest products. I 
learned they were making an awful lot 
of alcohol from waste-wood products, 
For instance, there was a Dr. Rosten, a 
Polish scientist who had a large alcohol 
plant. He was one of those who ran 
out the back door when the German 
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hordes overran Poland. He testified 
that in this country and in Canada we 
waster over 700,000 tons of fermentable 
sugar from sulfite liquors, which is a 
waste product in the pulping of wood. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. I yield. 

Mr. FULMER. Would the gentleman 
mind giving the House information as to 
what is being done in Germany and Rus- 
sia and certain other countries? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Yes; I want 
to get on to that. 

Some have said that this is a new 
thing. Our Vice President intimated 
that in his speech that was in the New 
York Times magazine of July 12. He 
intimated that it was something new, but 
he had read somewhere or heard some- 
where that they were making rubber of 
agricultural products over in Europe. 
Let me tell you that this is no new thing, 
because it began in England in 1912. 
They built a plant in 1914, when the 
World War came along and the govern- 
ment took it over for other purposes. In 
1915 Russia began making synthetic rub- 
ber and then Germany began its produc- 
tion in 1930, using the Russian Ostromis- 
slinski process. This is the same process 
today that the Carbide & Carbon Corpo- 
ration of this country are making the 
butadiene from and there has been allo- 
cated to them all the grain alcohol for 
the production of 200,000 tons. The 
European production program has been 
estimated as making from 300,000 to 
500,000 tons annually. Ninety-five per- 
cent of Germany’s and Russia’s rubber 
has been made from agricultural alcohol 
as the source. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to 
the gentleman 3 additional minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. I thank the 
gentleman and I am very glad to have 
this brief time because I want to give you 
an idea of some of the strategic materials 
they have been talking about. I think 
this is most vital of all. 

With the processes now known which 
have been developed in the Peoria labo- 
ratory and Iowa State University and 
Nebraska University, in collaboration 
with the University of Missouri, and also 
in collaboration with the Seagram Dis- 
tilling Corporation, they have developed 
a process whch has become well known. 
I learned of this process last year which 
is known as the butaleyne-glycol process, 
which is a simple process and only uses 
10 percent of the critical material now 
needed and demanded in the petroleum 
process, They have a pilot plant down 
there and an announcement of it was 
just recently made. I want to tell you 
what the saving is. Mr. H, L. Willkie, of 
the Seagram Co., testified before the 
committee and this is what he pointed 
out: With our newer processes for new 
plants we can discard 90 percent of the 
present cooking, mashing, yeasting, and 
fermentation equipment. We all knew 
even prior to that that alcohol did not 
take near as much as the petroleum peo- 
ple are demanding of the critical mate- 
rials. Under a new process developed 
at Seagrams, just like the Publicker Co. 
in Philadelphia—and I have seen their 
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process in operation a couple of times— 
they can bring about this saving in criti- 
cal materials, They have offered all 
their processes to the United States Gov- 
ernment for the prosecution of the war. 
They have there Dr. Szkiewicz, a man 
who was actually making synthetic rub- 
ber in Poland, and all of these people will 
be glad to cooperate because they hope to 
become citizens of the United States. 
They reduce the 4-hour cooking of the 
mash to 5 minutes and they reduce the 
80-hour fermentation to 8 hours, and 
they can use much cypress, Douglas fir, 
redwood, in that plant in place of steel 
and copper. It is feasible, because that 
has been and is being done in Europe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Illinois has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot 
entertain that request. The time is in 
the control of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Mr. HOPE. Does the gentleman re- 
quire more time? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, there are other gentlemen here 
who are greatly interested in this and 
who desire to be heard. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. RANDOLPH], who has given 
valuable aid to the study of this problem 
as chairman of « House subcommittee. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I 
was intensely interested in what the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Jounson] told 
the committee about the work in Ger- 
many and other foreign countries in the 
manufacture of synthetic rubber from 
agricultural products. 

I shall reinforce what he has said by 
giving you briefly certain parts of the 
testimony of Dr. William J. Hale, for- 
merly of the Dow Chemical Co. and now 
president of the National Agrol Co., of 
Washington, D. C. 

The House Mines and Mining Com- 
mittee, through a subcommittee ap- 
pointed by our chairman, the gentleman 
from West Virginia, the Honorable Jor 
L. SMITH, has been holding hearings ard 
making a study for many weeks of the 
possibility of the manufacture of syn- 
thetic rubber, fuel oil, gasoline, plastics, 
and so forth, from the base of coal, grain, 
or oil. 

Of course, our committee was charged 
principally with thinking of the process 
that might come through the use of coal. 
We wanted, however, a fullness to our 
hearing and not be narrowed to one sub- 
ject, and for that purpose we called be- 
fore us men whom we had reason to be- 
lieve knew this subject and had gone into 
i; thoroughly from many approaches. 

June 25 Dr. Hale appeared before our 
committee, and at that time he was 
asked the following question about the 
experience in Germany, by a member, 
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr. 
WINTER]: 

Mr. WınteR. What are they making the 
rubber from? 

Dr. Hats. They are making it from alcohol. 

Mr. Winter. From agricultural products? 
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Dr. Hate. Yes; from potatoes. They did 
make it from acetylene, but now I under- 
stand they are making it from alcohol, be- 
cause Poland is just one big potato patch. 


I proceeded with the questioning and 
said to Dr. Hale: 


In other woids, if we raise enough corn, 
potatoes, and these other farm commodities, 
they can make all the rubber and motor fuel 
that they want now. 


To this Dr. Hale replied: 

Yes. 

And added: 

And also provide all the food that we need. 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr, 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes, 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Is it 
not true thai we have enough of the 
surplus grains in this country today to 
manufacture all of the synthetic rubber 
that is necessary to provide both civilian 
and war purposes? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I think that the 
men who are really apprized of the cor- 
rect situation have so stated in hearings 
and otherwise. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Is ft 
not a fact that committees of the House, 
including the gentleman’s own subcom- 
mittee, and also committees of the Sen- 
ate, have been investigating this propo- 
sition for months, and that the appoint- 
ment of the Chief Justice to further in- 
vestigate a subject that has already been 
practically exhausted by able commit- 
tees of the House and Senate serves only 
the purpose of further delay, and to get- 
ting down to brass tacks and the begin- 
ning of the making of synthetic rubber? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The gentleman has 
his opinion on that. I believe the Presi- 
dent appreciates the gravity of this prob- 
lem. I think there need be no feeling 
of animosity between any of these groups. 
We are particularly interested, and 
chiefly concerned, in turning out rubber 
in as large quantity as possible, and 
there need not be any jealousy or any 
barriers established. In connection with 
that subject, Dr. Hale, whose prime in- 
terest is in making rubber from agricul- 
tural products, said: 

I would like to have emphasized again that 
I do not believe we should hesitate or throw 
up any barriers against the petroleum people 
to prevent them from making all the buta- 
diene they can. Let them go at it, and let 
any others proceed, and let us have as many 
streams of rubber as we can. 

In 1 year we can be turning out practically 
all the rubber this country can use; in 1 
year. I will go further, and say in 1 year 
you won’t get one-fourth of what the coun- 
try can use by the other process. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from West Virginia has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 1 minute more. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, at 
this time I will emphasize what Dr. Hale 
observed about starch, and quote from 
his statement: 

I have come to the conclusion that the 
chemical utilization of eur renewable re- 
sources is absolutely necessary for the wel- 
fare of this Nation. In the utilization of 
these resources we must also bear in mind 
that in different parts of the country dif- 
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ferent products can be grown, but whenever 
a basic product of the land is producible at 
a cent a pound, or under, that product at- 
tains commercial importance. Starch, as 
you know, sells for 4 or 5 cents a pound, and 
it costs about 2% to 3 cents to make it, to 
grow it. Well, we have learned how to grow 
starch for less thar a cent a pound, and 
thereby starch enters the commercial world. 
Heretofore we have imported from the Malay 
States about 660,000,000 pounds of starch 
every year; we call it tapioca-type starch. 
That is now cut off, and yet here in our 
country in the West we have what is known 
as waxy maize, and we have grain sorghum, 
such as leota red, which grains actually have 
tapioca starch inside of them. Now, then, 
it is our proposition to take these leota red 
sorghums and the waxy maizes and process 
them for tapioca starch, but we are told not 
to do that. We are advised not to do it by 
the State Department because that would 
interfere with our brotherly trade relations 
with Brazil after the war. I am not con- 
cerned with any brotherly relations with any 
nations. We are concerned with building up 
this Nation and we are woefully deficient in 
many, many products. Here, then, is a pos- 
sibility of building up a tapioca type of 
starch and growing it all right here. 

Now, you ask, Why do you emphasize 
starch? I emphasize starch because that is 
the basis for rubber, that is how we start. 
If you give us tapioca starch at a cent a 
pound, I will produce for you butadiene, 
which is the basis of synthetic rubber. I 
will get butadiene from 1-cent starch for 3 
cents—3 to 4 cents anyway, and I will sell it 
for 5 cents probably and produce rubber for 
probably 15 cents, and we will always make 
rubber cheaper and cheaper as we progress. 
Therefore, in answer to your question as to 
the possibility of rubber being made syn- 
thetically in this country, the answer is it 
can be made in enormous quantities at a very 
low price that will not even disturb the 
surplus quantity of corn on hand. We can 
make from 150,000,000 busheis of corn all the 
rubber the United States çan possibly use. 
That is not 5 percent of our annual crop. 


Mr. Chairman, it seems fundamental 
reasoning that this membership has an 
obligation today to pass this measure. 
The people of the Nation place the re- 
sponsibility squarely on our shoulders. 
We must and should act now. 

Mr, HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield my- 
self 5 minutes. 

The issue before us is very simple. 
The purpose of the bill (H. R. 7257) is 
to assist the President and those who 
are responsible under him for the pro- 
duction of synthetic rubber to success- 
fully accomplish that purpose. Our rub- 
ber program up to date has failed. Many 
reasons have been assigned for this fail- 
ure. Many charges have been made, 
ranging from mere bungling to favorit- 
ism and even corruption. There is no 
preduct more essential-to our war effort 
or the maintenance of essential civilian 
services than rubber. It is conceivable 
that this war might be prolonged or even 
lost because of our failure to solve the 
rubber problem. Whatever the cause, the 
rubber program has gotten off to a bad 
start. Something must be done. The 
people of this country know that the 
program has failed. They are holding 
Congress responsible for its failure, It 
is our duty to see that the rubber pro- 
gram gets back on the right track and 
that it is carried out to a successful con- 
clusion. 
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Laying aside all the charges and coun- 
tercharges which have been made on 
this subject, there is one fact which is 
agreed upon by everyone. That is, that 
in its beginning our rubber program was 
based upon the idea that there was only 
one process which should be used; name- 
ly, the use of butadiene derived from 
petroleum products. This decision was 
made months ago. It was made with- 
out any study of other methods or other 
sources of butadiene, and was made with 
the full knowledge and understanding 
that butadiene had never been success- 
fully made from petroleum on a com- 
mercial scale. In other words, it was 
simply a theory which had not gotten 
past the stage of laboratory experi- 
ments. Even today there is no one 
who can say for sure that we are going 
to be able to successfully produce bu- 
tadiene and rubber from petroleum 
products. We merely hope that it can 
be done. 

This present program was developed 
by men who apparently closed their eyes, 
ears, and minds in the very beginning 
to the fact that butadiene could be made 
from alcohol and that it had been suc- 
cessfully made from alcohol in many 
European countries. During the last 6 
months repeated efforts have been made 
to secure from the War Production 
Board allocations of materials for the 
construction of plants which would make 
butadiene and rubber from alcohol pro- 
duced from grain and other farm prod- 
ucts. These efforts have failed notwith- 
standing the fact that it has been clearly 
demonstrated that this method would 
require less critical material and could 
be put in operation much more quickly 
than the petroleum method. Even re- 
quests for the allocation of small 
amounts of critical material have been 
refused. 

I have no prejudice for or against any 
method of producing rubber. What I 
want is results, I think we ought to 
utilize every method. Let us develop 
every source of natural rubber, whether 
it be guayule, chrystophegia, dandelions, 
rabbit brush, or the rubber tree of the 
Tropics. Let us produce synthetic rub- 
ber from petroleum by any or all of the 
various proposed methods. Above all, let 
us use production from alcohol, the only 
tried and true method known up to date. 
This bill will not in any way interfere 
with whatever. plans the Rubber Re- 
serve Company or the War Production 
Board may have for producing rubber 
from petroleum. Let us get all we can 
by those methods. What this bill does 
is to set up machinery by which we can 
secure an adequate supply of rubber from 
the best of all sources—alcohol. The 
experiences of the last few months have 
demonstrated that it is only by means 
of legislation that this can be done. 

Our main objective, of course, is to 
produce rubber, but it is worth observing 
also that by producing rubber from alco- 
hol we will be furnishing an outlet for 
the great surplus of wheat and other 
grains which in themselves constitute a 
grave problem. If, by means of this leg- 
islation we make judicious use of our 
surplus grain by converting it into alco- 
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hol and rubber, we will solve two great 
problems, 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will the 
fo2ntleman yield? 

Mr. HOPE. I yield. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. How 
does the gentleman interpret the words 
“for private account” at the end of sec- 
tion 7 on page 5? What does he think 
those words include? 

Mr. HOPE. Those words would include 
the use of any material by a private cor- 
poration. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Would it 
include a shipbuilding company that was 
ikier miaa ships for the Govern- 
ment? 


Mr. HOPE. If it was a private corpo- 
ration, I should say so. > 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. And I 
should, too. 

A great deal has been written and said 
on the subject of rubber during the past 
few months. It is a subject of especial 
interest to farmers. That great repre- 
sentative farm organization, the National 
Grange, has been lending its weight and 
wide influence to the fight for greater 
use of farm products in the manufacture 
of alcohol and rubber. On May 26, al- 
most 2 months ago, the Grange, through 
its able and respected Washington rep- 
resentative, addressed a letter to all 
Members of Congress on this question. 
This letter is a splendid discussion of the 
subject, and by unanimous consent of the 
House I include it as a part of my re- 
marks. 

May 26, 1942. 
To the Members of Congress: 

We are persuaded that the welfare and the 
safety of the Nation calls for considerable ex- 
pansion in our program for the production 
of synthetic rubber. It offers no solution to 
our pressing transportation problems to be 
told that under present plans no synthetic 
rubber will be available for civilian use dur- 
ing the next 2 or 3 years, 

No argument is necessary to prove that 
transportation is as necessary to the success 
of our war effort as is production. The steps 
that are being taken for the conservation of 
the existing supply of tires must meet with 
the full approval of all thinking people. But 
to conserve what we have will fall far short 
of filling our actual needs. 

So far as agriculture is concerned, it is use- 
less to talk about going back to the horse- 
and-buggy days. In the first place, the num- 
ber of horses and mules on our farms has 
been almost cut in half since the close of 
World War I. In the next place, even if we 
had the horses, their legs and feet would 
not stand the strain of traveling long dis- 
tances over modern hard-surfaced highways. 

Many branch lines of the railroad that had 
become unprofitable have been abandoned, 
and there are more than 48,000 communities 
in the United States, chiefly in the agricul- 
tural districts, that are without rail facili- 
ties. In the case of these communities mo- 
tor transportation is indispensable. 

There are approximately 5,000,000 pas- 
senger cars and more than 1,000,000 trucks 
on our farms. These motor vehicles are a 
necessary part of our farm equipment, and 
the national interest demands that rubber be 
made available to keep them in running order. 
Nor can we afford to allow other necessary 
forms of motor transportation to break down 
for lack of tires. 

In addition to speeding up plans for the 
manufacture of synthetic rubber from pe- 
troleum products, we heartily favor the use 
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of wheat, corn, and any other available farm 
products for the making of alcohol, which in 
turn can be converted into rubber. Plants 
for the distillation of alcohol should be 
erected in the Grain Belt, not only for use 
during the present emergency, but as a 
permanent fixture in the economy of the 
Nation. Today we have huge surpluses of 
wheat and corn that are taxing our storage 
capacity to the utmost, and it is highly đe- 
sirable that these surpluses be put to the 
most profitable use. Since these grains are 
not all needed for human consumption or 
for feed, to what better use could they be 
put than to turn them into rubber, which 
now has a value beyond all price? Never 
again should we be satisfied to import our 
rubber from the other side of the globe when 
it is so much safer and more economical to 
produce it here at home. 

Algohol for industrial consumption offers 
promise of a long-time market. It looks as 
though the chemical industries of the future 
would require increasing quantities of alco- 
hol. By obtaining it from our western grain 
fields, a sound support can be put under the 
agricultural economy of several States. In 
this way the earning power of the people of 
these States will be sustained and vastly 
increased. In turn, their purchases will then 
quicken the industrial activities of other 
sections of the country. So far as possible 
vegetable oils should also be used in making 
rubber. 

Taking advantage of the opportunity that 
is here presented, and by acting promptly, 
we shall not only add materially to the sup- 
rly of rubber that is vitally necessary toward 
winning the war, but we shall have taken a 


surplus problem. 

We respectfully urge all Members of Con- 
gress to give their active support to this 
plan. This is the time to act. The tragic 
words, “too little and too late,” should not 
be allowed to become applicable to our pro- 
gram for the production of synthetic rubber. 

Sincerely yours, 
THE NATIONAL GRANGE, 
FRED BRENCKMAN, 
Washington Representative. 


(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. STEFAN]. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill 
we have before us today entitled “An act 
to expedite the prosecution of the war by 
making provision for an increased supply 
of rubber manufactured from alcohol 
produced from agricultural or forest 
products” is, in my opinion, equal in im- 
portance to any bill or bills that have 
lately been before the House. Its pas- 
sage will, in my opinion, put this country 
on the road to a self-sustaining rubber 
resource. 

The rubber situation is serious. The 
United Nations have lost the sources of 
their raw-rubber supply because our ene- 
mies have captured the raw-rubber re- 
sources of the world. We must turn to 
synthetic rubber to meet the require- 
ments of our armed forces, of the armed 
forces of our allies, and of our civilian 
population. 

The situation regarding rubber is so 
serious, we have been told, that those in 
charge of procurement of the badly 
needed rubber will buy it from anybody 
who has it for sale. 

The amount of rubber stocks on hand 
in this country is and should be a military 
secret. Some public estimates as to our 
needs indicate that we must have 1,200,- 
000 tons of it every year, Some estimate 
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that we must have 2,000,000 tons of it to 
prosecute this war successfully. The 
Federal Government has allocated $650,- 
000,000 to the petroleum industry to 
make synthetic rubber from petroleum 
derivatives. We are informed that the 
petroleum industry can make about 800,- 
000 tons of synthetic rubber annually be- 
ginning in about 18 months. This means 
that we will have to have a substantial 
amount of supplemental synthetic rubber 
from farm and forest products. Those 
of us who have been working on this 
problem for many months believe that 
this legislation will make it possible to 
secure the necessary amount of synthetic 
rubber to supplement the estimated 
maximum production from petroleum. 

The bill pending before us has resulted 
from the findings and recommendations 
of a special committee of Senators au- 
thorized by the Senate. The measure 
was introduced in the Senate by Senator 
GILLETTE, of Iowa, for his special com- 
mittee which has been holding hearings 
for many weeks on the subject of farm 
crop utilization with particular reference 
to industrial alcohol and synthetic rub- 
ber. I have attended most of those hear- 
ings and through the courtesy of the 
committee, I was permitted to question 
some of the witnesses. Following these 
extensive hearings, the Senate committee 
introduced its bill on June 28, 1942, and 
simultaneously I introduced a similar 
bill in the House. The same bill was 
introduced in the House on the same day 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
JOHNSON] and the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. FULMER]. There- 
fore, you have before you today the same 
sort of measure that passed the Senate 
day before yesterday. Iam hopeful that 
the House will give this measure the same 
approval that the Senate gave it so that 
the production of badly needed synthetic 
rubber may be expedited. 

The bill is very simple. Although it 
touches some administrative functions of 
government, it is not to be deemed a 
criticism of any agency of government. 
All that is intended is the procurement 
of a sufficient supply of rubber at the 
earliest possible date. The bill proposes 
the creation of a Rubber Supply Agency. 
At the head of the Agency there shall be 
a Director of Rubber Supplies who shall 
be appointed by the President by and 
with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate. The proposal has entirely to do 
with the making of rubber from alcohol 
and alcohol only. It in no way disturbs 
the existing set-up with respect to the 
effort to produce rubber from petroleum, 
coal, or any other feasible source. It 
authorizes the Agency to set up an or- 
ganization and select experts and as- 
sistants that may be necessary for the 
purpose of doing everything possible to 
secure a supply of synthetic rubber from 
alcohol at the earliest possible time. We 
now have adequate agencies supplied 
with sufficient Federal funds to look after 
the production of synthetic rubber from 
petroleum, and my conclusion based upon 
a vast record of evidence is that the pres- 
ent program is entirely in the hands of 
those interested in petroleum. The en- 
tire hearings are filled with undisputed 
statements and facts that the people in 


JULY 24 


the whole petroleum-synthetic rubber 
program have been selected from the oil 
industry and from the large rubber com- 
panies. 

The bill before you deals with alcohol 
and alcohol alone, and not with petro- 
leum, To manufacture rubber from farm 
crops, it is necessary to secure the alco- 
hol first, and at this time the country 
has no program whatever for the manu- 
facture of additional supplies of alcohol. 
Of course, the authorities have asked the 
distilleries to stop making whisky and 
turn their plants to the production of in- 
dustrial alcohol, largely for the purpose 
of using that alcohol in the manufacture 
of explosives. Of course, that is a laud- 
able request and absolutely necessary. 
But, in my personal opinion, we need 
larger quantities of alcohol. This is in- 
dicated by the recent announcement of 
the plan of the Department of State, 
the Board of Economic Warfare, and 
the Commodity Credit Corporation to 
purchase from Mexico that country’s 
entire exportable surplus of alcohol, 

The manufacture of alcohol from farm 
and forest products is a simple process. 
We are told by the Department of Agri- 
culture that we will have a surplus of 
wheat amounting to nearly a billion 
bushels, This wheat and other farm 
crops can be easily and rapidly turned 
into badly needed alcohol, which by a 
simple and tried method can be turned 
into butadiene, a constituent base of syn- 
thetic rubber. Those of us who have 
studied this process and have personally 
witnessed the making of butadiene from 
corn and grain, feel that the necessary 
synthetic rubber can be derived from 
grain products more rapidly than from 
petroleum products. 

Many of my colleagues have asked me 
why we in the Middle West have not long 
ago Started the manufacture of grain al- 
cohol and butadiene, indicating that 
there was no law against that program. 
The answer to that is that after many, 
many weeks of hearings, after many, 
many. conferences with the priority chiefs 
in Washington by people from the Middle 
West, who were equipped with funds and 
with almost 90 percent of the necessary 
materials to construct grain alcohol and 
butadiene plants, they were flatly told 
that they would not be given priority rat- 
ings on such critical materials as copper 
and steel, whether the need was for a 
small amount of materials to supplement 
materials already on hand, or the whole 
amount of materials needed to build a 
new plant. It was, therefore, absolutely 
necessary, in my opinion, to introduce 
this legislation in order that these small 
amounts of materials which are needed 
for the construction or conversion of 
Midwest plants could be secured. I call 
the attention of the membership of the 
House to section 7 of our bill which would 
make it possible to secure such needed 
materials. This section states that if the 
Director finds that any article or mate- 
rial with respect to which priorities are 
in effect under any regulation or order of 
the War Production Board, or any other 
agency of the Government, is needed for 
the purposes of this act, he shall certify 
such fact to such Board or other agency, 
and such Board or other agency shall 
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provide that delivery of such article or 
material for use for the purposes of this 
act shall have priority over all deliveries 
of similar articles or materials for private 
account, 

Throughout our hearings and investi- 
gations into this synthetic rubber prob- 
lem, we have been convinced that while 
the petroleum people indicate that they 
can start making rubber in about 18 
months, the process, using the alcohol 
formula, could be substantially short- 
ened. In other words, we are convinced 
that we can start making rubber within 
6 to 12 months. It will require less 
critical material to build the grain- 
alcohol plants and the butadiene plants 
than the petroleum plants will require. 
Time being of the essence and the need 
for synthetic rubber being so serious, we 
feel that this legislation is absolutely 
necessary at this time in order to win 
this war. 

The opposition to this legislation 
states that it would perhaps cost more to 
make synthetic rubber from grain alco- 
hol than it would from petroleum prod- 
ucts. The answer to that is that it might 
cost a few cents a gallon more for the 
finished product from grain alcohol, but 
the element of time would be on the 
side of the grain alcohol plants and, also 
the difference in the amount of money 
it would take to build or convert alcohol 
plants as compared to petroleum plants, 
runs into many millions of dollars in 
favor of the grain-alcohol plants. The 
formulas of well-known chemists are 
available to those wishing to build these 
grain alcohol plants and as they are put 
into operation we feel that the matter 
of a few cents difference in the price of 
the finished product will have been 
erased by trial and experience. 

The opposition also fights this legis- 
lation on the ground that it would in 
some way take away the power of the 
President. I call your attention to sec- 
tion 2 of the bill which specifies that the 
Director of the Board shall be appointed 
by the President. One feature of this 
bill, and I call your attention to the 
same section, is that during his service, 
the Director shall have no other voca- 
tion or employment and shall have no 
financial interest in any enterprise with 
which he transacts business in his official 
capacity. This will eliminate some sus- 
picions that we have had regarding ap- 
pointees to various agencies whose first 
love may have been those interests by 
whom they have been employed at large 
salaries. 

There is no room in the United States 
today for any special interests. The 
winning of this war transcends all other 
interests. We have seen the days when 
the industrial alcohol organizations had 
a monopoly on industrial alcohol. We 
have seen the days when the Sugar Trust 
had a monopoly on sugar at a time when 
our producers were forced to curtail the 
acreage of beets and cane so that we had 
domestic production of only about 30 
percent of domestic consumption of 
sugar in the United States. We have 
seen the days when the railroads fought 
the pipe lines with the result that we 
must have gas rationing on the eastern 
seaboard. We have seen the days of 
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the great shipping monopoly with its 
great subsidies. We have seen the days 
of the great petroleum interests with- 
holding patents. We have seen the days 
of many other businesses controlled by 
monopolies. We have now been con- 
fronted with the result of the operations 
of these great monopolies—foreign and 
domestic—and in my personal opinion 
this legislation is before you because of 
the operations of the great rubber mo- 
nopolies. The British rubber monopoly 
and the Dutch rubber monopoly never 
dreamed before Pearl Harbor that the 
raw-rubber resources which they so long 
controlled would be lost to them. In 
my opinion, they fed jnto the American 
rubber-consuming public, raw rubber at 
a hand-to-mouth rate. The result is 
that the raw-rubber supply taken for 
granted so many years by the American 
public is lost to us. The fall of Singa- 
pore resulted in the Japanese capturing 
the largest part of the raw rubber supply 
of the world. It is an ironical fact that 
today some of those who may have with- 
held a little of the raw rubber from this 
country must now depend upon us to 
furnish to them some of the rubber they 
so badly need. It is estimated that here 
in the United States, we use about 700,- 
000 tons of rubber annually. I do not 
know how large a stock pile of rubber 
our rubber reserve organization has ac- 
cumulated. I am informed that Mr. 
Jesse Jones and the rubber-supply or- 
ganization of our country did a wonder- 
ful job in accumulating rubber because 
they anticipated what would happen in 
the case of the fall of Singapore. I wish 
to ecmmend those Americans who had 
such great foresight and I hope that they 
have been able to accumulate large 
stocks of rubber. But after listening to 
many weeks of testimony in the Gillette 
committee, after talking with experts 
who know about rubber and rubber sup- 
plies, I am prone to believe those who 
state that we will need not only 1,200,- 
000 tons of rubber annually to win this 
war, but perhaps we will have to have 
2,000,000 tons of it, and the only way we 
can get it, in my opinion, is to turn to 
farm chemurgy and supplement the syn- 
thetic rubber program which the Gov- 
ernment is fostering through the petro- 
leum industry. We want no fight with 
the petroleum interests or any other 
special interests. The people in the 
Middle West are militantly for this legis- 
lation not because they want to make 
profits but because they know they have 
the raw materials which will fit into 
this picture and because they want to 
take their part actively in winning this 
war. 

It was my privilege 3 years ago to 
travel over much of Europe, where I made 
a special study of the program of natu- 
ral resources utilization in wartime. I 
have seen the automobiles of Europe 
equipped with tires made from synthetic 
rubber, the base of which was grain and 
potato alcohol. In Europe I have seen 
farm chemurgy at work. I have seen the 
ersatz program in full operation. Eu- 
rope with its congestion; Europe with its 
meager stores of raw materials is a 
midget compared to the vast resources 
of this great land of the United States 
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of America. Here in this great country 
of wealth and unlimited natural re- 
sources, in my opinion, we can become 
self-sufficient if we forget profits and 
special interests and take advantage of 
these great resources and walk shoulder 
to shoulder with all classes and all inter- 
ests toward winning this war. This is 
the premise that prompted me to intro- 
duce this important piece of legislation 
in the House of Representatives. I ask 
you, my colleagues, for the sake of the 
United States of America, for the sake of 
victory in this war against a treacherous 
enemy, to pass this legislation today. 

In reply to some criticism that Mem- 
bers may not have had the opportunity 
to study the hearings on this bill, I call 
your attention to the printed hearings 
sent to this side of the Capitol from the 
Senate. There you will find the testi- 
mony of great chemists, great scientists, 
great statesmen, and many heads of 
agencies of a government at war. These 
hearings are available to you. I urge you 
to read them. I am sure that the read- 
ing will convince you, as I am convinced, 
that the need for the passage of this leg- 
islation is imminent. I also call your at- 
tention to the report which the House 
committee has written and which, in my 
opinion, tells the complete story of the 
rubber situation and the need for legisla- 
tion such as we offer you today. Anyone 
here who has not read the hearings will 
find in this report a summary which is 
the result of great study and sets forth 
many of the ideas of the people in the 
Middle West who cannot understand why 
they are not allowed to take their part 
in this desperate effort to meet the needs 
for strategic material which our Army 
and Navy needs so badly. 

There seems to be some opposition to 
section 7 of this bill. Some of my col- 


leagues indicate that priority ratings for 


copper and steel for grain alcohol plants 
can now be procured. You should know 
that section 7 is “the heart” of the entire 
measure. The simple fact is that those 
who have charge of priorities just will. 
not give us those priority ratings. I call 
your attention to pages 177, 178, and 179 
of the hearings dated Tuesday, April 21, 
1942, in which Mr. Moffat, who had con- 
trol of the alcohol output of our country, 
definitely stated that he would not rec- 
ommend priorities for additional grain 
alcohol plants. I include part of this tes- 
timony in order to convince the mem- 
bership that section 7 of this bill should 
remain intact: 


Senator GILLETTE. Congressman STEFAN, of 
Nebraska, is present. We will be glad to have 
the Congressman ask any questions that he 
may desire to. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Moffat, what you have told 
the committee this morning is going to re- 
sult in great disappointment to hundreds of 
thousands of people in the Middle West who 
have been led to believe that they were going 
to be fitted into this war picture, especially 
those producers of grain who have always felt 
that their surplus would be used for the 
manufacture of alcohol, should the exporta- 
ble sugar stop coming into the country. 

Now, I agree with everything that Senator 
GILLETTE has had to say, because I, too, have 
received hundreds of letters from farmers, 
businessmen, community organizations, who 
have been led to believe that they have the 
possibility of getting an alcohol plant in the 
Middle West somewhere. 
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You referred to the plant in Atchison, 
Kans. May I ask you if that is the plant that 
at one time was called the Agrol plant and 
was producing alcohol long before the war? 

Mr. Morrat, Yes, sir; that is the plant. 

Mr. Steran, It was closed up at one time? 

Mr. Morrat. That is right. 

Mr. Sreran. They were producing alcohol 
from grain up to a time, and then began 
using molasses. Is that a molasses plant en- 
tirely? 

Mr. Morrat. No; that is a grain plant en- 
tirely at the present time. I believe at one 
time they were using the Jerusalem artichoke 
as the raw material. 

Mr. Sreran. They used some molasses for 
a while, did they not? 

Mr. Morrat. I don’t know about that. 

Mr, STEFAN. But that is purely a grain 
plant now? 

Mr. Morrat, It is now operating as a grain 
plant 100 percent. 

Mr. Sreran. May I ask, Mr. Moffat, are your 
figures of 365,000,000 gallons based somewhat 
on the need, and what will happen if the 
molasses supply is terminated and you could 
get no more? 

Mr, Morrat. You mean if it does not come 
even to New Orleans? 

Mr. Steran. That is right. Will you expand 
the grain-alcohol production in that case? 

Mr, Morrat. That’s right. We have the 
possibility of using our whisky plants to make 
substitute raw material for molasses. 

Mr. Sreran. Then I can tell my people, so 
I can talk to them intelligently, those who 
are writing to me about these alcohol plants 
that they expect to get in the Middle West, 
that you are discouraging the construction of 
any additional alcohol plants anywhere in 
the United States until all of the existing 
facilities have been used up? 

Mr. Morrat. I am not discouraging it. I 
don’t have the final say as to whether. these 
plants should be built or not. 

Mr. Steran. But you will not recommend 
any priorities on copper or steel for the con- 
struction of any new alcohol plants at this 
time? 

Mr. Morrat. It doesn't seem advisable un- 
til we use what we already have installed. 


Mr. STEFAN. Now, you say you are using. 


more wheat now than corn. You made the 
statement that we might run out of corn? 
Is that correct? 

Mr. Morrar. I stated that I had been ad- 
vised by the Commodity Credit Corporation 
that there was more surplus wheat available 
than surplus corn, and that perhaps corn 
wou'd run out, surplus corn would run out 
sooner than the wheat supply. That is 
purely second-hand information. You will 
have to get the information direct from 
Commodity Credit. 

Mr. STEFAN. Yes; I can get that from the 
Department of Agriculture. I am very much 
amazed, however, that you have not explored 
the field for the construction of more plants 
in the Middle West, both for alcohol and 
rubber, in view of the fact that in Russia and 
Germany they have gone into the explora- 
tion of that feld for many years, long before 
they went into this war; and should we lose 
all of our importable materials, I am some- 
what discouraged that a further study and 
a deep and serious study has not been made 
regarding the various locations which pri- 
vate citizens that have come here to Wash- 
ington and told you they had investigated 
themselves regarding the possibility of new 
plants to fit into the war picture, 

Mr. Morrat. Well, let me say this: That 
the construction of an alcohol plant, or the 
rehabilitation of a plant, its modification so 
that it could produce alcohol, is a matter of 
relatively short time, but if our expanded 
consumption of alcohol grows to such an ex- 
tent, we can then build all the plants that 
we need long before the plant for using the 
alcohol would come into the picture. So that 
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the expediency is not now for the construc- 
tion of new alcohol plants. 

Mr. Steran. Well, suppose you run out of 
existing capacity, and know where you can 
build a plant immediately, tomorrow, if you 
need it. 

Mr. Morrat. I know that we have over 200 
people who have offered us facilities in vari- 
ous stages of completion, where alcohol could 
be manufactured, 

Mr, Steran. Then my people who think we 
are going to get alcohol plants in my State, 
or in Iowa and these other places in the 
Middle West, are just dreaming, so far as 
you are concerned? You don’t believe in 
new uses for farm products? 

Mr. Morrat. I certainly do, and I believe 
that the grain-alcohol program, expanding 
es it is to 200,000,000 gallons or more annu- 
ally of grain alcohol, will certainly use the 
farm products of Nebraska or of any of the 
other grain-growing States. 

Mr. STreran. But you would discourage at 
this time any priorities on copper and steel 
for the construction of new plants? 

Mr. Morrat. I have already stated that I 
see no expediency in erecting new plants 
where existing plants are adequate, or of 
allowing beverage facilities to go back to 
making whisky, and use materials that would 
otherwise go into the manufacture of ships 
and tanks and guns and planes. 

Mr. Steran. I am glad to get the explana- 
tion from you, Mr. Moffat, because I am try- 
ing to reply to hundreds of letters intelli- 
gently, and I want to get an idea of what the 
Government is going to do about this. We 
would like to fit into this war picture. We 
think that these plants in Massachusetts 
should be in Nebraska where they could use 
our grain, and where we could use the residue 
for feed, and give you more pork and more 
beef. 

Senator GILLETTE. Supplementing what the 
Congressman has said, Mr. Moffat, and along 
the same line, it might interest you to know 
that the evidence presented to the commit- 
tee is that Germany at this time has more 
than 36,000 small plants for the processing 
of agricultural products into alcohol, and 
subsequent processing into rubber, lecated 
around through the country near the sources 
of supply of material for these small plants, 
That is the evidence we have before the com- 
mittee. 


Mr.CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STEFAN. Gladly. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is the gentleman 
prepared to say whether or not the Army 
and the Navy have given their consent 
and approval and are willing to coordi- 
nate and shift the necessary materials 
from the war effort to the building of the 
increased capacity of alcohol and buta- 
diene rubber plants? 

Mr. STEFAN. I am sorry I cannot 
give the gentleman that information; I 
do not know. i 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr, PIERCE]. i 

Mr, PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I am not 
afraid of offending the White House by 
passing this bill; I do not believe it for a 
minute. I want to say to the leadership 
that they should tell the President the 
facts in regard to the feeling of the coun- 
try on this matter. We have needed 
a bill of this kind for months and months, 
It will restore confidence and allay fears, 
It was way back last January that we 
commenced to hear about synthetic rub- 
ber from petroleum. We are told today 
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that it is still in the blueprint stage; 
that not a plant has yet been constructed. 
Is it not time we acted? If there is to be 
any investigation why should it not be by 
one of the Houses of Congress rather 
than by a Supreme Court Justice? I say 
it is our business. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PIERCE. I yield. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. In other words, the 
gentleman is saying that, it is the first 
opportunity Congress has had directly 
2 speak in the affirmative on this sub- 

ect. 

Mr. PIERCE. Absolutely; and we 
should speak in the afirmative at this 
time and pass this bill without amend- 
ment; it needs no amending. It is the 
bill that has passed the Senate. Ex- 
tended hearings were held in the Senate 
and are available in the House Chamber 
now. The testimony taken in the Sen- 
ate proves that the grain-alcohol process 
is not only feasible but that it is workable 
and is being used; that it can be operat- 
ing in one-third of the time taken for 
the making of rubber from petroleum. 
Let us try both. 
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It has been said that the Army and 
Navy do not want it. Well, it is not the 
first time we have found some differences 
between the heads of departments down- 
town, and I am beginning to think it is 
about time this Congress did something 
decisive. Mr. Chairman, synthetic rub- 
ber repeats light-metal history. Mem- 
bers of Congress who have had any con- 
tact with the various war agencies, espe- 
cially since Pearl Harbor, must be aware 
of a controlling but unnamed power 
which prevents them from securing at- 
tention to facts of importance in for- 
warding war strength. I presume most 
Members have, in their own minds, often 
determined that they ought to tell their 
suspicions, declaring an open war against 
men in those agencies who seem to be 
preventing a full and complete war effort. 
Then, on second thought, the Member 
has, undoubtedly, resolved that it is his 
duty to keep silence and not to raise any 
doubt or express any criticism of those in 
control. I know I have, many a time, 
left an agency with the determination 
that I would go into the Well of the 
House and expose the situation as it ap- 
peared to me. 


SYNTHETIC RUBBER REPEATS ALUMINUM SCANDAL 


The struggle over synthetic rubber al- 
most exactly parallels the light-metal 
history, which I desire to recite briefiy 
in order to explain my eagerness to re- 
move the synthetic rubber program from 
exclusive control of certain war agencies. 

In no place was subversive delay and 
manipulation more apparent than in the 
location of the aluminum plants on the 
Columbia River. A provision had been 
made that, within 15 miles of the bus bar 
at Bonneville and Coulee Dams, electric 
energy should be sold at $14.50 per kilo-' 
watt year. Beyond the 15-mile radius, 
the price should be $17.50 per kilowatt- 
year. The idea was to bring heavily con- 
suming industries close to the plants, 
avoiding transmission costs, providing 
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cheaper power, and saving critical mate- 
rial, The Bonneville Administration in- 
vested a million dollars of Government 
money in a substation at Bonneville, 
never questioning but that important in- 
dustries, like aluminum, would want to 
avail themselves of that cheap power in 
making this most necessary commodity, 
for war purposes. All these advantages 
were pointed out by myself, and others, 
to those who had the power to locate 
aluminum plants. Not a single war in- 
dustry has been located within the 15- 
mile radius of the Bonneville bus bar or 
at Coulee. The Government has been 
obliged to invest several millions of dol- 
lars in transformers, towers, and trans- 
mission wire to take electric energy to 
plants located many miles beyond the 
bus bar. The expensive Bonneville sub- 
station is still unused, though immedi- 
ately adjacent to the finest industrial 
locations. 


ALUMINUM COSTS KEPT HIGH 


It is now costing, on the Columbia 
River, at least $20 more a ton to make 
aluminum than it would cost if facilities 
already in existence had been used. The 
only conclusion is that the men who con- 
trol W. P. B. and the Defense Plant Cor- 
poration of R. F. C. are minions of those 
who do not want cheap aluminum. Per- 
haps they are afraid of competitive 
prices after the war is over. Undoubt- 
edly, some remote locations were deter- 
mined upon in order to help certain real- 
estate owners and investors, and to con- 
tinue monopolistic control. 


BETTER OFFICIALS NEEDED IN W., P. B. 


Portland, Oreg., newspapers for July 21 
carried a story which was startling. It 
relates to the unfortunate location of an 
aluminum plant at Troutdale, Oreg. The 
papers quoted the Chief of the Aluminum 
and Magnesium Branch of the W. P. B. 
to this effect: 

We have lost 100,000 pounds of aluminum 
production every day and we still seem unable 
to solve the problem, although we have done 


everything as far as we can * * * to pro- 
vide for more permanent arrangements. 


This official was saying that there was 
no housing for laborers at Troutdale and, 
therefore, the country was losing 100,000 
pounds of aluminum daily. This alumi- 
num is an essential to airplane production 
and to many other war necessities. The 
official who determined the location of 
that plant at Troutdale should have as- 
sured a housing supply or should have 
located the plant more favorably. It was 
clearly pointed out to him when the plant 
was under consideration that the Army 
engineers had recently left a site nearer 
to the bus bar than Troutdale and ade- 
quately equipped with housing facilities, 
A careful investigation discloses that 
W. P. B. officials made the costly mistake 
of locating that plant at Troutdale. Why 
should the same men be entrusted with 
further responsibility and decisions relat- 
ing to materials vitally important to 
waging war successfully? 

ELECTRIC POWER WASTED 

Today there are two great machines 

idle at Coulee Dam. They are ready to 


generate something like 200,000 kilo- 
watts, unused and about one-half allo- 
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cated over a year ago, for an aluminum 
industry which is not yet completed, ow- 
ing to inexcusable delay and neglect and 
probably, manipulation, in W. P. B. and 
R. F.C. The location of these plants was 
in controversy for over 6 months. 

It is rumored that this great power 
supply is being held in reserve by some 
W. P. B. officials with the intention of 
transmitting it hundreds of miles to 
Montana for the benefit of Electric Bond 
& Share. If strategic materials are used 
for such a purpose, and if there are fur- 
ther delays in the application of Colum- 
bia River power to the war effort, there 
should be an immediate congressional in- 
quiry instituted. 


PEOPLE MUST KNOW THE TERRIBLE TRUTH 


I am no specialist on rubber, but I am 
sure I can qualify as & specialist on delays 
and dangerous inactivity in Government 
agencies, chiefly in W. P. B. and R. F. C. 
I know the story of aluminum and mag- 
nesium. I have frequently recited to my 
colleagues that story of the criminal 
delays in plant consiruction to use the 
great stock of idle power being generated 
on the Columbia River. The story is not 
one to encourage the believers in democ- 
racy. I have felt that there must be 
some drastic governmental action to curb 
certain privileged groups which are prey- 
ing on our people and adding to the dan- 
gers enco:intered by our armed forces. 

The only way to correct any serious 
governmental situation is first to uncover 
it and make the facts known to the pub- 
lic and to the officials who have the re- 
sponsibility for governmental action. I 
have given the facts of the aluminum 
production to the public from time to time 
because I believe that they have a right 
to them and that their demands for cor- 
rection should be based upon accurate in- 
formation. I have not neglected to keep 
these facts before the officials. This war 
effort is so absorbing the time and at- 
tention of responsible men that many 
things which should be corrected are 
overlooked. You recall that a famous old 
Roman concluded every speech in the 
senate with “Carthage must be de- 
stroyed.” That is my method in relation 
to aluminum production which is vitally 
necessary, not only to the air program 
but to all the mechanized war program 
and to transportation. 


ENDANGERING ARMED FORCES 


Think of it—100,000 pounds of alumi- 
num lost at Troutdale every day! Two 
hundred thousand kilowatts idle at 
Coulee! A million-dollar substation un- 
used at Bonneville! Housewives are 
called upon to turn in aluminum pots and 
pans. I am reminded that I must turn 
back two little radio records having an 
aluminum base. What malign influence 
perpetuates this incapacity and criminal 
defiance of war necessities? The truth 
must be broadcast to our people so that 
they will demand more efficient and hon- 
orable handling of such important pro- 
ductive machinery. Silence in the face 
of such facts makes any public man guilty 
of acquiescing in the crime. 


A RUBBER SUPPLY AGENCY SAFER 


Attention has of late been drawn from 
strategic-metal blunders and crimes be- 
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cause of even graver doubts relating to 
rubber production and rubber shortage. 
The public interest in rubber is keener be- 
cause more people are affected by the 
shortage. 

I am supporting the pending bill, H. R. 
7257, brought before this House by unani- 
mous action of the Committee on Agri- 
culture, of which Iam a member. This 
bill simply creates and establishes an 
agency of the United States to be known 
as the Rubber Supply Agency. It pro- 
tects that Agency from control by sub- 
versive forces through providing that its 
Director shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent and confirmed by the Senate. This 
means that there will be less of secret 
manipulation by great interests which 
are unfriendly to the production of syn- 
thetic rubber from farm products. 

Ample and expert testimony, which 
specialists have placed before the con- 
gressional committee, has convinced 
members that plants for production of 
synthetic rubber from alcohol may be 
constructed in 6 months, one-third’of the 
time required for construction of plants 
designed to produce rubber from petro- 
leum. The testimony also shows that the 
cost in strategic materials used in pre- 
paring these plants for operation is much 
ess. 


RUBBER FROM FARM PRODUCTS FEASIBLE 


There can be no doubt that synthetic 
rubber can be made from farm products, 
especially wheat, corn, and potatoes— 
those having starch and sugar. It can 
be made much quicker than from petro- 
leum. Alcohol is already being made 
from farm products. It is said there are 
idle plants which can immediately be put 
into operation. We have a superabun- 
dance of the farm products. It is, in- 
deed, puzzling to knew what has been 
the reason and motive behind the delay 
and the refusal to add this rubber sup- 
ply. It is apparent that those who had 
charge of locating plants and determin- 
ing processes for making synthetic rub- 
ber might have been trying to protect 
invested capital rather than to make the 
much-needed rubber. 


GERMANY USES FARM RUBBER 


Nearly 3 years ago a group of Con- 
gressmen listened to the testimony of an 
experienced world traveler who had just 
returned from Germany. Answering my 
question about the rubber supply in Ger-_ 
many he said, “For years, Germany has 
been making synthetic rubber from farm 
products, and she has an ample supply 
for a long war.” ‘These processes have 
certainly been known to our chemists 
and we are entitled to know why they 
have not been used, At any rate, it is 
our bounden duty to insist that they shall 
be used at once. This is something which 
our people, wholly engrossed in the war 
effort, can understand and which they 
demand. There is no better proof that 
this can be done than what Germany has 
done, as she has fought a savage war, 
using rubber by the tens of thousands of 
tons—synthetic rubber—“made in Ger- 
many.” It must be so, as we know she 
did not have stock pile enough to have 
carried on the war this length of time. 
It is a perfect example of what can be 
done by a ruthless totalitarian power. 
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MONOPOLY’S STRANGLEHOLD 


When the history of the war is writ- 
ten, I fear there will be a black page, 
telling the true story of the attempt to 
impede production of strategic materials, 
in the interest of after-war industrial 
monopolization. There is no surer way 
to draw the war out into months and 
years of exhausting effort and tragic loss 
of life than to permit monopolistic groups 
to secure governmental cooperation in 
the struggle to protect their privileges 
and to preserve their fortunes, rather 
than to use all their resources to win 
the war. Can they not comprehend the 
real situation? Do they not understand 
that if we lose this war, we and -they 
lose all? War fortunes will then afford 
no protection. It has certainly seemed 
that the “cut” has appeared more im- 
portant to a few big financial groups 
than the urgency of preparing our coun- 
try to meet the most desperate war of 
all times. My own knowledge of the 
actual facts in regard to light metals 
makes it possible for me to state with- 
out equivocation that there has been 
criminal manipulation, delay, and neg- 
lect on the part of Government agencies 
acting-in collusion with private mo- 
nopoly. This House by its action on the 
tax bill this week has shown that it fully 
understands and entirely disapproves the 
effort to protect excess profits. 

There is no better illustration of the 
complete indifference of certain con- 
trolling groups than the current story 
about the loss through fire of 20,000 
tons of rubber. It is reported that an 
official of the R. F. C. rushed to the head 
of that agency with the news of the loss, 
and that he received the cold reply, “Why 
worry, the rubber was sufficiently insured; 
was it not?” It was not the loss of the 
rubber. It was the money that meant 
something to him. That is the spirit 
which seems to have actuated the men 
in charge of the synthetic rubber pro- 


gram. 

It is probably true English and Dutch 
financial interests had a monopoly on 
the rubber from the East Indies, and 
they could not conceive that they might 
possibly lose that valuable monopoly. 
They could not know that Singapore 
would fall and that the natives of the 
East Indies would rise in rebellion and 
assist the invading Japanese. So it came 
about, and we lost the sources from which 
our rubber has been derived. Had our 
governmental agencies been headed by 
real Americans, those animated by the 
spirit of the boys who are riding the air 
or sailing the ships on the submarine- 
infested seas, they would have at once 
commenced producing synthetic rubber. 
They would have made it by the quickest 
and cheapest processes, turning farm 
products first into alcohol and then into 
rubber. 

LET'S FREE OURSELVES! 

We who believe in democracy are really 
frightened when we realize our inability 
to cope with the money power. An able 
Congressman, who served here several 
years, recently retired from Congress. 
He said to me: 

Governor, I have great hopes that America 
will continue to live as a democracy and that 
democracy will permeate the entire world, 
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but when I ponder the strength and power 
of the money group, as I have seen it exer- 
cise its pressure and influence in govern- 
mental agencies, in legislative halls, and in 
courts of justice, I tremble for the future of 
America. 


The reference to the courts came from 
discussion of the recent whitewashing of 
Alcoa by a court. 

We are fighting two wars. On one 
front our young men are giving their 
lives in the struggle with foreign foes. 
On the home front we fight against en- 
trenched privilege in order to sustain our 
armed forces and to preserve our de- 
mocracy. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. BULWINKLE]. 

Mr. BULWINKLE, Mr. Chairman, the 
Committee of the Whole is considering 
H. R. 7257, a bill which is supposed to ex- 
pedite the prosecution of the var by 
making provision for an increased sup- 
ply of rubber manufactured from alcohol 
produced from agricultural producis. I 
cannot support this bill for the reasons 
which I shall state to you during the 
discussion of the bill. 

For some time I have felt that I should 
make a speech about the war. During 
the first war I had some service, and 
something over 11 months overseas. To- 
day I realize that we are now in one of 
the most critical periods of all times in- 
sofar as the United States is concerned. 
I am thinking of the Russian front where 
on the Volga and Don Rivers our brave 
Russian Allies are engaged in one of the 
greatest battles of all times. Then I 
think of the Chinese who likewise are 
making immense sacrifices, both in lives 
and property, to preserve their govern- 
ment. Then there is England who like 
the other Allies, is sacrificing men and 
everything else to preserve its freedom 
and existence in the future. These Allies 
of ours are not only fighting for them- 
selves but directly they are fighting and 
sacrificing for our Republic, and they are 
aiding the preservation of our Govern- 
ment and our way of life. Every report 
that we have had since Pearl Harbor 
gives an account of the bravery of our 
own troops on every battle front and of 
our Navy in every engagement that they 
have been in so far. We cannot—we 
must not—permit these men to be dis- 
couraged by the happenings at home or 
by disunity for whatever purpose it may 
be done. 

If ever there was a time when we, as 
Members of Congress, should think clear- 
ly, it is today. If ever there was a time 
that the people of this Nation should be 
united, it is today. For my part, I feel 
that the administration and those in au- 
thority should have the full support and 
backing of every Member of Congress, 
Imagine my surprise when I listened to 
one of the most prominent Republicans, 
a leading member of the minority, make 
this statement: 

Instead of the long-promised actual pro- 
duction of synthetic rubber, we have seen 
little other than muddling, bungling, con- 
tradictory statements, jealous bickering, and 
administrative indecision until the people 
are in utter bewilderment, if not despair. 
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I challenge that statement, and I wish 
to remind the gentleman from Indiana 
that he and I, and the others who are 
members of the Committee on Small 
Business, back in January had before us 
in executive session Secretary Jones, Mr. 
Nelson, and others connected with the 
rubber situation. I wish also to remind 
him that after listening to these gentle- 
men that there was not a word of criti- 
cism from a single member of the com- 
mittee. 

May I not also ask who has been bick- 
ering among the Government officials, 
who has been making contradictory 
statements, who has been muddling and 
bungling this job, and when there was 
any administrative indecision on it? In 
making a statement of this kind, I re- 
spectfully submit that there should be 
specifications. 

In the press and on the radio and in 
letters which we have received, I admit 
that statements have been made, not by 
the War Production Board officials, which 
would tend to cause confusion, but people 
have a right to make these statements if 
they wish. My investigation shows that 
the rubber derived from alcohol costs 
considerably more than rubber derived 
from’oil. Yet I have seen statements in 
the press—misleading statements—as to 
how low in price synthetic rubber can be 
produced from alcohol. I might say for 
the information of the Committee that it 
is my understanding that there has been 
a group of men in the War Production 
Board—not oil men, not men connected 
with oil industries—who have been study- 
ing this situation. 

The chairman of the committee having 
charge of this bill made this astonishing 
statement, which I copied down while 
he was speaking: “The type of men in 
charge of production, and their fum- 
bling, is causing the bottleneck”; and 
again, “they have not been doing any- 
thing down there but fumbling.” Ah, 
Mr. Chairman, these statements are not 
in the interest of unity, and the state- 
ment is not correct. Look at the pro- 
duction of automobiles for the armed 
forces; at the production of tanks, air- 
planes, artillery, and every needed ma- 
terial of war. For my part I am satis- 
fied with the type of men in the War 
Production Board, and I also say that 
I am satisfied with what they have done. 

I note that this bill was introduced in 
the House of Representatives on June 
18 and was not reported out of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture until July 21. Why 
was it, then, that the Committee on Agri- 
culture waited over 6 months before in- 
troducing a bill after Pearl Harbor and 
over 7 months after Pearl Harbor before 
bringing it out for consideration? Every- 
one admits that the shortage of rubber 
is extremely critical, and yet the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture waited for 7 
months before they took action. Why 
this delay? 

Something was said about the type of 
men who have charge of this program. 
Let us study that a little bit. Without 
fear of contradiction, I say that there is 
not a man in the House of Representa- 
tives who could handle this situation as 
well as Donald Nelson has handled it. He 
is honest, courageous, and of the very 
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highest type. It ill behooves any of us 
to criticize what he has done, and I could 
say the same as to the other men whom 
I know who are serving under him, 
Everything that I have said about Donald 
Nelson could be said about Jesse Jones, 
the Secretary of Commerce, who origi- 
nally had a hand in this rubber situation 
under him. It does not help, Mr. Chair- 
man, for any of us to criticize those who 
are giving of their time honestly and effi- 
ciently to bring this war to a successful 
conclusion. 

What does the bill do? Why, it is 
supposed to expedite the making of syn- 
thetic rubber. How? By creating an- 
other agency—not to make synthetic 
rubber out of any and all products but 
only from agricultural and forest prod- 
ucts—and so we shall have one agency, 
if this bill is enacted into law, engaged 
in looking after the manufacture of syn- 
thetic rubber from oil products and an- 
other agency looking after the production 
of synthetic rubber from agricultural 
products. Is there any use of that? 
None at all. Then, in addition to what 
I have just spoken about, section 7 of the 
bill has a very broad provision which 
gives the authority to the director—and 
that is the director of the agency con- 
trolling synthetic rubber made from 
grain—the right to demand from the 
War Production Board, or any other 
agency, priorities for, and the delivery 
of, any such articles or materials for 
use for the purposes of the act, and such 
priority will absolutely insure the de- 
livery of similar articles or “materials 
for private account.” This means that 
the director of this agency can ask for 
priority over anybody from any private 
account. If, as an illustration, there is 
a private company or corporation—Ford, 
Martin, or any other—even though they 
are making supplies for the Army and 
Navy—airplanes or what not—because 
` they are a private concern critical war 
materials would be delivered to the direc- 
tor of the new agency for synthetic rub- 
ber, and the building of airplanes, tanks, 
and anything else would be set aside. 

This is the situation that could develop. 
Every automobile, no matter what it is 
used for, would be the direct beneficiary 
of the provision of section 7, over and 
above any soldier or sailor who needed 
arms, ammunition, or other materials of 
war. 

The Speaker of the House received to- 
day a letter from the Honorable James 
Forrestal, Under Secretary of the Navy, 
which I shall read to you: 

JuLy 24, 1942. 

Dear Mr. SPEAKER: I have received a copy 
of a latter, dated July 23, 1942, transmitted 
to you by the Under Secretary of War, Robert 
P. Patterson, with respect to S. 2600 entitled 
“A bill to expedite the prosecution of the 
war by making provision for an increased 
supply of rubber manufactured from alcohol 
produced from agricultural or forest prod- 
ucts,” 

I strongly endorse Judge Patterson’s views 
on the bill because I believe that its passage 
would seriously interfere with, rather than 


aid, both the war effort and the production 
of synthetic rubber vitally needed by the 


armed services and essential civilian activities. 


The President has delegated to Mr, Donald 
Nelson, as Chairman of the War Production 
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Board, his power to allocate materials among 
the over-all needs of the country. In view of 
the ever-increasing scarcity of practically all 
materials and the necessity of devoting avail- 
able supplies to essential sources, this power 
of allocation must not be divided but must 
remain in the hands of one person. Mr. 
Nelson will be seriously handicapped in car- 
rying out the responsibilities placed upon 
him by the President and the people if his 
power is divided and impaired, and I be- 
lieve that the successful prosecution of the 
war may be seriously affected by any such 
move. I know that this is not the intent 
of the Congress and therefore hasten to place 
my views before you. 
Respectfully, 
JAMES FORRESTAL, 


The War Department, the Navy De- 
partment, the War Production Board, all 
are against it. These three governmental 
departments have the burden of carry- 
ing the war on. I for one will not vote 
against their advice. 

I realize, Mr. Chairman, that this bill 
is going to pass today, and that on the 
final vote there will be very few of us 
who will be against it. It has been said 
here today that the President could ap- 
point Donald Nelson as director of this 
new agency. Would not that be an ab- 
surd proposition—just equally as absurd 
as having two separate and entirely dis- 
tinct agencies looking after the produc- 
tion of synthetic rubber? As I have said, 
the bill is going to pass but I will have 
the satisfaction of voting against it 
knowing that I am voting in the best 
interest of all concerned. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall insert in the 
Record the names of the men in the 
War Production Board who constitute 
the technical advisory group on rubber: 


Dr. E. R. Bridgewater, manager, rubber divi- 
sion, E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co., Inc., 
Wilmington, Del. Formerly chemist, B. F, 
Goodrich Co., Akron, Ohio, 1918-21; Firestone 
Tire & Rubber Co., 1921-23. Specializes in 
rubber chemistry; synthetic rubber. 

Dr. P. V, Cardon, Assistant Research Ad- 
ministrator, Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D. C. Formerly professor of 
agronomy, Montana State College, 1920-21; 
director branch, Utah College, 1921-22; farm 
economist, experimental station, Utah Col- 
lege, 1925-28; director, 1927-35. Regional 
director, Land Policy Section, Agricultural 
Adjustment Administration. Economic As- 
sociation. Specializes in field crops, farm 
practice, farm economics, land utilization. 

Dr. Maurice B, Cooke, chemical engineer, 
Gyro Corporation, 30 Church Street, New 
York City. Formerly director of sales, Chem- 
ical Plants, New York; research chemist, 
E. I, du Pont, 1916-20; chief refinery engi- 
neer, United States Bureau of Mines, 1920-25; 
development engineer, M. W. Kellogg, New 
York, 1926-27; director research, Tidewater 
Oil Co., 1927-31; director research, Alco Prod- 
ucts, 1931-39. Granted 18 United States 
patents on oil refining. 

Dr. Albert L. Elder, war patents committee, 
professor of chemistry, Syracuse University. 
Formerly assistant chemist, Illinois, 1926-28; 
instructor, Oberlin College, 1928-30. Spe- 
cializes sanitary and colloid chemistry, bio- 
chemical oxygen demand, bacteriophage, silica 
gel, catalysis, sulfur compounds, boron. 

Dr. Edgar C. Britton, director, organic 
chemical research, Dow Chemical Co. For- 
merly instructor, University of Michigan, 
1918-20. 

Dr. Harry L. Fisher, director, organic re- 
search, United States Industrial Chemicals 
Co., Stamford, Conn.; president, American 
Institute of Chemists. Formerly: Assistant 
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organic chemist, Columbia, 1910-11; instruc- 
tor, medical college, Cornell, 1911-12; research 
chemist, B. F. Goodrich Co., Akron, Obio, 
1919-26; development department, United 
States Rubber Co., 1926-36; associate director 
of research, United States Industrial Alco- 
hol Co.; associate, biochemistry research 
foundation, Franklin Institute, 1933. Spe- 
cializes in rubber, resins, organic combusticns, 
nitrogen heterocycles, alcohol derivatives. 

Dr. Per K. Frolich, president-elect, Ameri- 
can Chemical Society; director of laboratories, 
Standard Oil Development Co., Elizabeth, N. J. 
Formerly: Assistant chemist, Norway Insti- 
tute of Technology, 1921; American-Scandi- 
navian Foundation fellowship; Massachusetts 
Institute of Technology, 1922-23; assistant 
chemistry instructor, Kristiansand Eusiness 
College, 1921-22; assistant Massachusetts In- 
stitute of Technology, 1923-25, research as- 
sociate and director research laboratory of 
applied chemistry, 1925-27; assistant director 
of laboratory and assistant professor, 1927- 
29; associate professor, 1929; research chemist, 
Standard Oil Development Co., 1929-31; as- 
sistant director Esso laboratories, 1931-33, 
director, 1933-35, chief chemist, 1935-36, di- 
rector chemistry laboratories, 1936. Special- 
izes in hydrocarbon chemistry and petroleum 
products; applied colloid chemistry. 

Dr, Harry N. Holmes, president, American 
Chemical Society; professor of chemistry, 
head of department of chemistry, Oberlin 
College. Formerly: Assistant chemist, Hop- 
kins, 1906-07; professor, Earlham College, 
1907-14; professor and head of department, 
Oberlin College, 1914. Specializes in general 
and colloid chemistry, vitamins. 

Dr. Donad B, Keyes, Chemical Branch, War 
Production Board. Formerly: assistant chem- 
ist, Columbia, 1914; teaching fellowship, 
California, 1914-17; chemical engineer, Bech- 
man and Linden, 1917-18; United States In- 
dustrial Alcohol Co., 1918-24, director re- 
search, 1924-26; professor chemical engineer- 
ing and head of division, Illinois, 1926. Spe- 
clalizes in applied physical chemistry. 

Dr. Harry S. Rogers, Chief, Rubber Branch, 
War Production Board. Formerly: Instruc- 
tor, Iowa, 1914-15; Wyoming, 1915-16; in- 
structor and assistant professor, Washington 
(Seattle), 1916-18; assistant professor Lafay- 
ette College, 1918-19; engineer, Truscon Steel 
Co., 1920; professor, hydraulic engineering, 
Oregon State College, 1920-27, dean engineer- 
ing, 1927-33, director engineering experimen- 
tal station, 1928-33; consulting engineer, wa- 
ter supply and power, 1921-33; director, Long 
Island College of Medicine, and Brooklyn Hcs- 
pital. Specializes in hydraulic and sanitary 
engineering, engineering education, stream 
pollution, structural engineering. 

Dr. W. W. Skinner, Assistant Chief, Bureau 
of Agricultural Chemistry and Engineering, 
United States Department of Agriculture. 
Formerly assistant chemist, Maryland, 1895- 
90; experiment station, Arizona, 1899-1902, 
associate chemist, 1902-4; food inspection 
chemist, Bureau of Chemistry, United States 
Department of Agriculture, 1904-6, etc. 
Specializes in forage products, range forages, 
volatilization of elements on ashing plant 
materials, copper in irrigating waters, mineral 
waters, lithia iodids, bromids, and chlorids in 
mineral waters and brines, food flavors, bev- 
erages, citrus byproducts, insecticides, toxi- 
cology, flavors, aromas, and perfumes. 

Dr. David Spence, chemical engineer, Pa- 
cific Grove, Calif. Assistant biochemist, Liv- 
erpool, 1908; director research development, 
Diamond Rubber Co. and B. F. Goodrich Co., 
1909-14; vice president and general man- 
ager, Norwalk Tire & Rubber Co., 1914-25; vice 
president in charge of development, Inter- 
continental Rubber Co., New York, 1925-31. 
In charge rubber division, National Research 
Council, 1918. Specializes in rubber chemis- 
try and technology. 

Dr. Harlan L. Trumbull, manager, Research 
Chemical Laboratories, B. F. Goodrich Co., 
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Akron, Ohio. Formerly instructor of chem- 
istry, Washington (Seattle), 1911-16; assist- 
ant professor, 1916-18; fellow Mellon Insti- 
tue, 1918-19; research chemist, B. F. Good- 
rich Co., 1919-22; department manager, 1922. 
Specializes in molecular rearrangement and 
weight; irradiation of fungi; potash from kelp, 
toxic gases; rubber. 

Mr. Alden C. Brett, Deputy Coordinator for 
Rubber, War Production Board. 

Mr. Robert J. Levy, Assistant Chief, Rubber 
Branch, Board of Economic Warfare. 

Mr. William A. Stanton, consultant, Rubber 
Branch, Board of Economic Warfare. 

Mr, H. F. Wilkie, vice president in charge of 
research, Joseph E. Seagram & Sons, Inc., 
Louisville, Ky. 

Dr. C. F. Speh, Chief, Naval Stores Research 
Division, United States Department of Agri- 
culture. 

Dr, A. C. C. Hill, Jr., assistant to Chairman, 
War Production Board. 

Dr. Charles D. Gregg, consultant, War Pro- 
duction Board. 

Mr. Maury Maverick, Chief, Bureau of Gov- 
ernmental Requirements. 

Dr. George Sperti, consultant, War Produc- 
tion Board. 

Msgr. Cletus A, Miller, consultant, War 
Production Board. 

Dr. Elton S. Cook, consultant, War Produc- 
tion Board. 


Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the 
pending bill, H. R. 7257, which relates to 
the production oi synthetic rubber from 
our own farm products, and especially 
from those farm products which are 
available for that purpose, is a long step 
in the right direction because it will 
give us the rubber which is needed, and 
it will aid materially in reducing the 
farm surpluses and thereby aid in solv- 
ing the problem for our farmers. 

We may approach this problem with- 
out fear of any contradiction respecting 
the merit of this measure, because we 
are assured that there is a great surplus 
of farm products and there is a great 


surplus of the very farm products which . 


may be used in making synthetic rub- 
ber, and secondly the process of making 
synthetic rubber from farm products— 
corn, wheat, potatoes, molasses, sorghum, 
and sweetpotatoes—is not an untried 
process, The production of rubber from 
farm products has been tried and it has 
been entirely successful. In Russia, 
where there was a rubber shortage exist- 
ing, the process of developing synthetic 
rubber from her farm products was re- 
sorted to and the development of rubber 
from those farm commodities, was found 
to be very successful. By that process of 
producing synthetic rubber from her 
surplus farm commodities, she did two 
things—she preduced the rubber which 
was needed, and she disposed of her sur- 
plus farm commodities. 

I desire to cite the case of Poland—and 
this was before she was invaded by Ger- 
many—hbecause she found there was a 
great scarcity of rubber in that country, 
Poland did not delay, but she set about 
to perfect a process of developing syn- 
thetic rubber. Poland did not use oil as 
the base for her rubber production, be- 
cause she had need for her oil in her 
planes and tanks, in her factories and her 
mills where production was at its peak, 
and she conserved her oil supply for the 
needed purposes of production and for 


her machines of war. But, we are ad- 
vised that Poland worked out the very 
successful process of developing her syn- 
thetic rubber from her surplus farm 
commodities. This process proved to be 
highly successful. By that carefully 
worked out process, Poland had an oil 
supply which was ample for the needed 
purposes within her borders, and she 
also produced and developed a supply of 
synthetic rubber from her surplus of 
farm products. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to refer to the 
processes which have been developed in 
Germany, whereby she has developed the 
process of making synthetic rubber. Ger- 
many had a scarcity of rubber. She 
worked out the plan of making syn- 
thetic rubber from farm products. This 
process was highly successful. Extensive 
production of synthetic rubber was de- 
veloped in that nation; she used and 
consumed her surplus of farm products 
for that purpose. Throughout that na- 
tion small plants, of vast numbers, were 
set up in the farming areas and syn- 
thetic rubber was produced therefrom. 
We are advised that much of the rubber 
now in use in Germany has been so pro- 
duced from farm commodities, 

Therefore the question of producing 
synthetic rubber from farm products is 
not an untried venture. It is a tried 
process which has proven to be highly 
successful. We will observe that Ger- 
many throughout the past several years 
has been developing her war machine. 
She did not use her oil supply from which 
to produce rubber. She conserved her 
oil, and she developed her rubber from 
her surplus farm commodities. She 
thereby had oil for the essential uses in 
her war development—she had the oil 
for her machinery of war and for the 
great productive machines in her fac- 
tories and mills, and she had rubber for 
essential uses produced from her surplus 
farm products. Therefore may I say 
that the production of synthetic rubber 
from farm products is feasible, it can be 
accomplished without any delay; and our 
farm products, of which there is a sur- 
plus, may be used for the production of 
our synthetic rubber. 

Mr. Chairman, the question of our rub- 
ber shortage is very acute. Something 
must be done. The tires on the automo- 
biles, trucks, and busses which are still 
on the roads are wearing away. Many 
cars have been placed in garages because 
of the worn-out condition of the tires. 
The normal processes of business have 
been retarded because of this general 
situation. And I urge that something be 
done immediately to develop the needed 
rubber for transportation. ‘The people 
are alarmed over this rubber shortage. 
They want to know whether they can 
obtain, within any reasonable time, tires 
for their automobiles, trucks, and busses, 
and thereby be enabled to conduct the 
businesses in which they are engaged. 

The defense workers in the various 
plants now engaged in producing war 
material and supplies are eager to know 
whether they will be able to obtain tires 
for their automobiles and thereby have 
transportation to and from their places 
of employment. Our farmers throughout 
the Nation are very eager to know what 
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is going to be done about the production 
of synthetic rubber, because many of 
them are compelled to rely upon their 
automobiles for transporiation to and 
from the markets and the stores and in 
the daily conduct of their business; their 
tires are rapidly becoming unfit for use; 
they want to know when and how they 
will be enabled to obtain rubber tires for 
their essential use and thereby be en- 
abled to carry on their businesses in a 
normal way. The small storekeeper, the 
little merchant, and the small plants in 
our country, many of which rely largely 
upon motor transportation for their sup- 
plies and merchandise, are greatly dis- 
tressed because there has not yet been 
adopted any definite plan for the produc- 
tion of synthetic rubber. Their business 
is involved in this great delay in produc- 
ing rubber. It is highly important that 
such production of rubber be hastened— 
the business of our country must be saved 
from destruction, 

Mr. Chairman, if and when those in 
high places in our Government cease to 
try to “play to the galleries” of some cer- 
tain group or class of our people—and 
get down to business in every essential 
production for our war—we will then 
make some progress. However, as long 
as confusion exists, as long as greed and 
selfishness is involved in practically 
everything that is done, we will make lit- 
tle progress in our war effort. We know 
that we need rubber. It is up to those in 
power in this particular branch of Gov- 
ernment to get that rubber which is 
needed. This must be done without hes- 
itation and without delay. Let us pass 
this bill today and let those in power 
start the development of synthetic rub- 
ber for our people immediately. I hope 
those in power will not turn their backs 
upon the people of this Nation in this 
time of need for rubber. 

Mr. GILCHRIST, Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I believe 
it was the French philosopher, Rabelais, 
who received credit for the statement, 
“Strike whilst the iron is hot.” My pur- 
pose in repeating this statement today is 
twofold; first, that we may successfully 
bring about an early victory over the 
Axis Powers; and, second, that in pro- 
viding the necessary rubber for this 
achievement we avail ourselves of the 
opportunity to bring about that long- 
sought equality of living standards for 
our farmers, both for the present and 
for the future. 

Since the fall of the Philippines, the 
Netherlands East Indies, and Singapore 
this country has been faced with the 
problem of finding a quick and satisfac- 
tory substitute for natural rubber, Both 
our peacetime and wartime economies 
roll on rubber, and up until the Japanese 
attack we were securing practically all 
of our rubber from the Far East. At the 
present time 89 percent of the world’s 
natural rubber supply is controlled by 
the Japanese and another source in In- 
dia, which provides 7 percent, is being 
threatened. In other words, 96 percent 
of the world’s sources of rubber are in- 
accessible to the United Nations, and the 
remaining 4 percent is only a drop in the 
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bucket when compared to our rubber 
needs. 

This is not a pretty picture, but it is a 
problem which we must face and solve 
now. It is my opinion that the sooner we 
solve this rubber problem the sooner we 
will be able to see over the hill and vic- 
tory. The solution is available in this 
country. There are at least two princi- 
pal ways of producing sufficient quan- 
tities of butadiene, the main raw mate- 
rial of synthetic rubber, to meet all of 
our war needs and many of our civilian 
requirements, One process is to utilize 
grain alcohol produced from farm prod- 
ucts and the other is to use petroleum 
products. It is generally agreed that the 
simplest method of making rubber is by 
the process which uses farm products. 
Authorities also concede that this proc- 
ess can be put into operation in about 
one-third the time and with one-tenth 
the critical materials necessary for any 
process using petroleum products. Chief 
of the War Production Board, Donald 
Nelson, has admitted that if he had it to 
do over he would request that 60 percent 
of the synthetic rubber be made from 
farm products, or three times as much as 
he originally requested. 

With all these facts before them, Gov- 
ernment officials, W. P. B. experts, con- 
gressional investigating committees, rep- 
resentatives of industry, and the usual 
number of parasitic individuals inter- 
ested only in lining their own pockets 
have been talking, discussing, fussing, 
and generally “fooling around” trying to 
make up their minds about the process 
we shall use. They are not dilly-dallying 
about whether or not we need synthetic 
rubber; not about the amount of money 
involved, nor about the development of 
a suitable process. They agree that we 
have all the answers to these questions; 
but the haranguing has been over 
whether or not they dare give the oil 
interests a monopoly. 

Here is the answer right in front of us. 
We can, in a word, “kill two birds with 
one stone,” if we make our synthetic rub- 
ber from farm products. We will solve 
our problem in the quickest way, absorb 
that farm surplus which has hung 
heavily over the heads of all of us for 
several years, and we will provide a mar- 
ket for the farmer which will give our 
number one American a present, a fu- 
ture, and perhaps a permanent outlet for 
his products. 

All of this ridiculous indecision re- 
minds me ot the “Nero fiddles while Rome 
burns” story, or, more appropriately, of 
the mule that starved to death walking 
back and ferth between two hay stacks 
trying to decide which one to eat first. 

Gentlemen, for the sake of millions of 
our young men fighting for our lives on a 
dozen fronts throughout the world, for 
the sake of victory, and, if you please, for 
the sake of common honor and decency, 
quit the petty political piddling. Let’s 
make rubber, 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to. the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ARENDS]. 

Mr, ARENDS. Mr. Chairman, it cer- 


tainly is timely that we are today consid-" 


ering the establishment of an agency 
which will have as its duty the expediting 
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of the war by making provision for an 
increased supply of rubber which is man- 
ufactured from alcohol produced from 
agricultural products. 

At the moment the greatest possible 
confusion exists as to exactly what the 
true situation is relating to our present 
stocks of rubber, our needs, both war and 
civilian, and our prospects of production 
of synthetic rubber. Just this morning, 
through the press, we learn that the 
President suggests the appointment of a 
member of the Supreme Court to con- 
duct an investigation of the entire prob- 
lem. That is fine, for, if any factual in- 
formation is available from any source, 
the people want such facts produced. 

In this bill before us, this proposed 
agency can and should do a real service 
to our Nation. We are a nation built on 
wheels, so to speak, and somehow these 
wheels must be kept running. For in- 
stance, overlooking the first and major 
requirements for rubber, namely, that 
used for war purposes for ourselves and 
our Allies, and the necessity of keeping 
our defense workers all equipped so as 
to get them to their places of work, the 
farmer continually stands in need of a 
certain amount of rubber goods if he is to 
properly carry on and produce the food 
so vital to winning this war. Yes; the 
farmer will forego anything he can pos- 
sibly do without, but if there is even the 
barest chance of his getting rubber to 
economically and successfully carry on 
his farm work, he not only wants it but 
is entitled to it. 

With the great abundance of farm 
products now on hand and with the as- 
surance from those who should know that 
rubber from the products of grain can be 
more economically produced than 
through any other process fashioned to 
date, this bill seems to offer another ave- 
nue of help toward solving one of the 
critical and perplexing problems now 
confronting us. 

In other words, I feel there is a distinct 
advantage to be gained through the pas- 
sage of this legislation, and for that rea- 
son I have supported this measure and 
intend to vote for its final passage. If 
this bill can or should be constructively 
amended, we can do that, but by all 
means let us not put off any longer the 
possible advantages to be gained by im- 
mediately setting up this agency. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Aucust H. ANDRESEN]. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Chairman, when the attack came on this 
country at Pearl Harbor and the Far 
East we lost our regular source of raw- 
rubber supply. For scores of years we 
had to bring our rubber from a distance 
of more than 8,000 miles. The legisla- 
tion that we have before the committee 
today will do two things. It will estab- 
lish a new industry in the United States 
and make this Nation self-sufficient in 
the production of one of the most essen- 
tial and necessary products in connection 
with our domestic economy and war 
effort. 

The primary purpose of the bill is to 
supply rubber for war production, But 
after the war has been successfully con- 
cluded we will have a new industry in the 
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country which will make us self-sufficient 
for our own rubber supply, and will also 
in a large part solve our surplus farm- 
products problem. Work will be given to 
tens of thousands of American citizens in 
supplying rubber for American needs and 
at the same time will have solved this 
difficult farm problem in large part by 
using our surplus farm products for a 
necessary purpose in our domestic 
economy, 

Those who claim that this bill is not 
an aid to the war effort had better read 
the title, because it states that the rub- 
ber which is to be made from alcohol 
produced out of farm and forestry prod- 
ucts will go first for the war effort. I 
want to secure rubber from every source, 
whether it be from petroleum, agricul- 
tural products, or any other source where 
we can get it. s 

I do not want this country to ever 
again be placed in the position where we 
must bring raw rubber a distance of 8,000 
miles in order to keep our economy roll- 
ing in agriculture, business, and indus- 
try. 

There have been charges made here 
today, some of which may have been 
justified. Mistakes have been made by 
everyone. We have made our mistakes 
here in Congress and no doubt those in 
charge of the prosecution of the war will 
also admit that they have made mis- 
takes. A mistake was made in the rub- 
ber policy. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has criticized the members of 
the committee for introducing this bill 
on June 18. 

Well, we have been at war for over 7 
months and very little or nothing has 
been done in the War Production Board 
or in the administration’s effort to se- 
cure rubber for our war needs and for the 
continuance of our domestic economy. 
So if we have made a mistake in Con- 
gress, a mistake has also been made by 
those who have been in charge of our 
rubber program in the administration. 

Let us not quarrel over that; let us for- 
get the mistakes and see to it that we do 
not make any more. Yes; let us remain 
united and let us get down to business 
and produce rubber from wherever we 
can get it within our own country. That 
is our job to do now so that we will not 
make the same mistakes for the future. 

We are going to need a lot of rubber to 
win this war, as it is quite apparent that 
we will have to supply England, Russia, 
and all our Allies with rubber. There- 
fore, if we can build at least 10,000 plants 
throughout the agricultural sections of 
the United States, where we have our sur- 
pluses, we can start plants manufactur- 
ing synthetic rubber in every community 
and provide something worth while for 
the war effort and also something for the 
solution of our domestic economy when 
the war comes to an end. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. KEFAUVER]. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Chairman, the 
production and allocation of rubber is 
certainly a part of the war effort, We 
have an example in history which should 
have taught us a very dear lesson. Dur- 
ing the Civil War, because Congress tried 
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to undertake to run the war, the success 
of the Union’s armed forces was retarded 
2 years. 

Whenever we have a division of au- 
thority between the Executive and Con- 
gress as to who is responsible for get- 
ting certain things done, there is bound 
to be confusion and a whole lot less done. 
We can readily visualize the amount of 
buck passing that will come about if this 
bill passes. Some would say, “Well, the 
War Production Board out of its petro- 
leum process ought to furnish the rub- 
ber.” Others would say, “It is the re- 
sponsibility of Congress, because Con- 
gress has passed an act and set up an 
organization to supply rubber by the 
synthetic-alcohol process.” So it seems 
to me that we must have a centraliza- 
tion of authority and responsibility if 
We are-going to get anything done. I 
think this is a step in the wrong direc- 
tion. If we pass this bill, then every 
time something goes wrong in the war 
effort Congress will set up its own in- 
strumentality, and we will have a divi- 
sion of authority that might lead to 
catastrophe. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. COOLEY. Is not the very pur- 
pose of this bill to create a responsible 
agency and leave it to the President, the 
Chief Executive and the Commander in 
Chief, to select the director of it? 

Mr, KEFAUVER., I do not under- 
stand the bill that way at all. The Pres- 
ident has set up an agency. This bill 
sets up another agency which has the 
Same purpose in View. 

The War Production Board will con- 
tinue to operate plants using the petro- 
leum process. The agency created in 
this bill will use alcohol. All rubber pro- 
duction ought to be under one head. We 
condemned for months division of au- 
thority in the cld O. P. M. and now we, 
who complained so vigorously, are about 
to do the very thing we so rightfully 
condemned. I hope we will use better 
judgment. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. WICKERSHAM]. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Chairman, 
on the 2ist of January the House Com- 
mittee on Agriculture heard Dr. Leo M. 
Christensen, research chemist of the Uni- 
versity of Nebraska. Since that time 
many of us have given considerable con- 
sideration to the use of agricultural prod- 
ucts in making rubber. Recently I went 
with the committee composed of the gen- 
tieman from Illinois [Mr. Jonnson] and 
others which visited the Publicker plant 
at Philadelphia, at our own expense, 
which has a capacity of 100,000 bushels 
of grain a day, which is from 60 to 65 
carloads. This plant is five times as 
large as any other alcohol plant in the 
country, and I believe those in charge of 
that plant know their business. I saw 
and heard Waclaw Szkiewicz, who is 
really an authority when it comes to rub- 
ber. Wesaw him make rubber from this 
buna-s solution here, which I hold in this 
bottle., We saw it made the other day 
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when Mr. W. S. Farish was here. In this 
bottle I have some rubber that was pro- 
duced from sweetpotatoes, also some pro- 
duced from corn, and still an additional 
amount made from wheat. I am sure 
that you cannot distinguish between the 
various pieces. 

There are three principal kinds of rub- 
ber. The buna-s rubber can be made of 
wheat, kaffir corn, maize, grain sorghums, 
corn, sweetpotatoes, and many other ag- 
ricultural products, which can be trans- 
formed into butadiene. Then the buna-s 
rubber is formed by adding one part 
styrene to three parts of butadiene. 
Styrene is obtained from benzo] obtained 
from coal tar or petroleum plus hydro- 
gen. I will now read the chart showing 
the preparation of various kinds of rub- 
ber: 


SIMPLIFIED CHART SHOWING PREPARATION OF VUL- 
CANIZABLE SYNTHETIC RUBBERS 

Gas oil, butane: Butylene (in addition gives 
toluol and gasoline); potatoes, grains, sugar, 
molasses: Ethyl alcohol, butyl alcohol, butyl- 
ene glycol; coal to coke, limestone, water, 
refinery gas: Acetylene; refinery gas: Ethyl 
alcohol; benzol from coal tar or petroleum, 
hydrogen: Cyclohexane: Butadiene (approxi- 
mately 75 percent)—buna-s rubber. 

Benzol from coal tar or petroleum, ethylene: 
Styrene (approximately 25 percent)—buna-s 
rubber. 

Limestone, coke, salt, sulfuric acid: Chlo- 
roprene—neoprene. 

Refinery gas: Isobutylene (approximately 
98 percent); turpentine: isoprene (approxi- 
mately 2 percent)—butyl rubber. 


I hold in my hand the raw rubber with- 
out the carbon black added. Here is an- 
other piece with the carbon black added. 
Carbon black is merely the soot from the 
natural gas after it has gone through a 
burning process. In my district in Okla- 
homa there is one of the largest carbon 
black plants in the country. It burns 
13,000,000 cubic feet of gas daily. In my 
district we also raise all kinds of agri- 
cultural products. There are hundreds 
of small oil wells in our section of Okla- 
homa; therefore, I am sure that you will 
believe me when I say that I am unbiased. 
I believe we should produce rubber from 
every possible source. 

You can make this rubber out of any 
of those products. This country has an 
unlimited supply of agricultural products. 
Some individuals have stated that our fu- 
ture oil reserves are limited. In Okla- 
homa, Kansas, Nebraska, and many other 
of the Wheat States there is enough 
wheat on the ground today to make 
enough rubber and enough tires to run 
this entire country the rest of the war, 
providing it does not last too long, and 
then we can still raise some more and 
we will not run out. 

Mr. TALLE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I yield to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. TALLE. Not only do we have the 
raw materials in abundance but we have 
the scientists and the technical skill 
needed for the production of rubber. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. That is right. 
While we were talking to Waclaw Szkie- 
wicz he showed us how this could be 
easily made. In the production of this a 
certain gas escapes and forms dry ice. 
Dry ice is needed in making rubber to 
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solidify some of the solution used in the 
process. The Publicker Corporation and 
others produce the dry ice as a byproduct. 
Each one of these small tubes containing 
a catalyst can produce 642 pounds of rub- 
ber a day and in a room as large as your 
office in the House Office Building they 
can have as many as 8,000 of these tubes 
with 1 set of heaters, cooling equip- 
ment, or salt-brine solution. Therefore 
such a grouping of tubes can produce 
50,000 pounds daily if furnished a suffi- 
cient amount of materials. 

With reference to the petroleum com- 
panies, I do not entirely agree with some 
of my colleagues. I contend that nearly 
every petroleum company in the United 
States is anxious and willing that we 
make rubber out of wheat, corn, sweet- 
potatoes, or any other agricultural prod- 
uct, because oil companies cannot sell 
their gas and oil unless we get the rubber 
for tires and other needs. 

I hope you vote for the bill. 

(Here the gavel feli.] 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. RIZLEY]. 

Mr. RIZLEY. Mr, Chairman, I shall 
not attempt to discuss the technical 
manner in which rubber is made. I do 
not know much about it. I do know, 
from the testimony that has been offered 
before the Senate committee, as well as 
testimony that has come before the 
House committee, that those experts who 
ought to know their business and who, I 
think, do know their business, say it is 
not only practical and feasible, but eco- 
nomical to use agricultural products in 
making rubber. 

I know this. We need rubber in this 
country. I represent a section’ of the 
country which, of course, is great in agri- 
cultural products. My district also is 
rich in great supplies of oil and gas. I 
have two large petroleum companies in 
my district that are making octane gas 
now for governmental use, and I can say 
to you that I do not believe there is any 
particular dispute or serious trouble be- 
tween these who are honest in the petro- 
leum industry and the agricultural inter- 
ests in connection with this rubber battle. 

About the only argument I have heard 
presented against this bill this afternoon 
is, first, that it is going te cause a lot of 
disunity in the country. I do not know 
anything that might be causing more dis- 
unity in the country right now than the 
fact that someone has made a mess of the 
rubber supply, and there is a lot of dis- 
unity in the country about that right 
now, and I have heard it said, as a second: 
line of argument, that the President of 
the United States is going to veto this 
bill. I do not, of course, pretend to know 
what the President is going to do about 
it. Ido not think anyone else knows. I 
think some of those statements to the ef- 
fect that the President is going to veto 
the bill come from wishful thinking 
rather than actual facts. I do not be- 
lieve the President of the United States, 
with the rubber situation as critical as it 
is in this country—and mind you, it is 


.not only a matter of producing rubber 


fc: the war supply, but it is a matter of 
producing rubber that is essential to keep 
the industry of this country gping so that 
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we can produce, supply, and pay for this 
war as we go along. Our economy in 
this country is largely builded around 
and dependent upon the rubber and pe- 
troleum business. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr, RIZLEY. I yield. 

Mr.MUNDT. Does not the gentleman 
feel, in fact, that the creation of this 
rubber-supply agency will tend to unite 
the country by fixing the responsibility 
in one definite place and concentrating 
all public statements in one place in the 
matter of synthetic rubber? 

Mr. RIZLEY. I certainly do. What 
does this bill do? They talk about cre- 
ating some disunity under this bill set- 
ting up a division of authority, so to 
speak. The bill simply sets up a rubber 
commission or authority and puts it in 
charge of a director. Who names the 
director? The President of the United 
States, the Commander in Chief, the very 
man who named Donald Nelson and the 
others. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RIZLEY. I yield. 

Mr. COOLEY. And if the President at 
the present time is satisfied with Mr. 
Donald Nelson’s administration of the 
rubber situation he can still appoint him 
as director under this bill. 

Mr. RIZLEY. Undoubtedly that is 
correct, and probably he will do so. So 
I do not think it is a matter to be alarmed 
about as some of my friends do. Some 
of the Members have asked why our 
committee did not report this bill until 
just the other day, although it had been 
pending for some time. I may say to the 
gentlemen who made that inquiry, the 
hearings have been going on for some 
time before the Gillette committee and 
others, and we only thought it good busi- 
ness to get all the facts possible before 
reporting the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have suggested, the 
whole economy of this country is so tied 
up with the necessity for an adequate 
rubber supply that we can ill afford not to 
take every step and do everything in our 
power to attempt at least to secure suff- 
cient rubber to keep not only our war 
program going at full speed but as well 
keep the farmer, business, and industry 
producing, manufacturing, and employ- 
ing labor so that we can finance the war 
and attempt to prevent economic disaster 
and collapse. I hope this bill shall pass. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. FULMER. Mr, Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr, MCLAUGHLIN], 

Mr McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, 
as Members of Congress, our first and 
imperative objective, which we must ever 
keep in mind, is the winning of the war. 
For that reason I favor this bill. I believe 
it will contribute to that objective. I 
have been interested in some of the 
things that have been said by some of 
my colleagues today in opposition to this 
measure, and I shall refer to them briefly. 
Our distinguished colleague from North 
Carolina, Major “uLWINKLE, for whom 
we all have high regard and real affec- 
tion, addressed himself to the subject of 
this bill. He paid tribute to the Allies 
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who are fighting abroad, and he asked 
for our support of their efforts. He said 
that he served overseas during the last 
war, and that he feels that as an ex-serv- 
ice man, with that experience, he can 
well ask us to oppose this bill. If you will 
pardon a personal reference, I happen to 
be an ex-service man myself, and I too 
served overseas, and with equal force I 
ask you to support this bill. I believe we 
all agree on the objectives. We agree 
that we want to do the thing that has to 
be done, and the right thing to be done, 
to accomplish the objective of winning 
the war. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE] suggests that 
there has been a display of animosity 
here toward certain agencies, and com- 
ment has been made on bickerings and 
jealousics in agencies. This is no time 
for recrimination. This is no time for 
criticism. If mistakes have been made 
in any of those agencies, let us forget it 
and go ahead like mature people and do 
the things necessary to accomplish our 
objective. If there is any criticism of 
the present set-up it is made with no 
personal animosity. That there is criti- 
cism of the present system is best sup- 
ported by the fact that the President of 
the United States today has indicated, 
according to the press, that he intends 
to appoint a commission to look into this 
rubber situation. 

Mr.FULMER. Myr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I yield to the 
gentleman from South Carolina, the 
chairman of the Agricultural Committee. 

Mr. FULMER. To bring out the point 
to which the gentleman referred. The 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
EBuLWINKLE] referred to me awhile ago 
in his speech because of the statement I 
made in connection with the fumbling 
and unsatisfactory procedure on the part 
of those in charge of this matter. Is it 
not a fact that the President today would 
not be appointing a judge to investigate 
the problem, if we did not have one? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I think he would 
not. 

Mr. FULMER. And we are trying to 
help the President by solving the prob- 
lem that he has to contend with: 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. That is manifest. 
A suggestion was made by my very good 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER], 
that if we pass this bill, we will be doing 
what the Congress did during the Civil 
War, when it attempted, because of some 
unfortunate developments, to assume the 
management and control of the war, and 
take it out of the hands of the Executive, 
where it should rest. He states that if 
we set up a separate agency here, we will 
be doing that very thing. I submit that 
we will be doing exactly the opposite. In 
the face of the undisputed record that the 
rubber situation is not in proper condi- 
tion; that rubber is not forthcoming in 
the quantity in which it is absolutely es- 
sential that it be produced, certainly the 
Congress would be remiss if it sat idly by 
and did nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Nebraska has expired. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 2 minutes more. 
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Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN, I yield to the 
gentleman from California, 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. In other 
words, the gentleman’s point is that the 
Congress, by setting up this agency and 
instructing it about one specific thing, to 
manufacture rubber out of farm prod- 
ucts, is doing one thing, and that is the 
constructive part of the bill. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN, Yes. Like many 
Members of the Housc, I attended hear- 
ings before the special Senate subcom- 
mittee. I was present when Mr. Nelson 
testified. I say that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I am not disposed to criticize 
anyone in the war set-up. I think Mr. 
Jesse Jones is doing a splended job. I 
think he is doing what his conscience dic- 
tates he should do, and likewise the same 
may be said of Mr. Nelson; but Mr. Nel- 
son states that if he had taken over this 
job at the outset, he would not have con- 
ducted the work of producing the rubber 
in the way in which it has been conducted 
and, in the light of the testimony which 
has been adduced in the record, he 
would have allocated of the $600,000,000 
set apart for the production of rubber, 60 
percent to the manufacturer of rubber 
from agricultural products, and only 40 
percent to the production of rubber from 
petroleum products. Be that as it may, 
I am like those who have spoken here, 
and I voice the sentiment of every Mem- 
ber of Congress in saying that regard- 
less of where it comes from, we want rub- 
ber. We all want rubber, but we are 
satisfied that the use of synthetic rub- 
ber from agricultural alcohol is not being 
forwarded as it should be. 

Mr. Chairman, the adequate produc- 
tion of synthetic rubber is vital to the 
success of our war efforts. It is, as well, 
vital to the maintenance of a sound do- 
mestic economy in the carrying on of 
the essential civilian activities in our Na- 
tion. It is imperative that the synthetic 
rubber problem be solved. The bill un- 
der discussion provides for the establish- 
ment of an agency to be known as the 
Rubber Supply Agency. The duty of the 
Director of this Agency under the bill 
before us is to provide and make avail- 
able at the earliest possible time an ade- 
quate supply of rubber, which when add- 
ed to the rubber being supplied by other 
agencies, will meet the military and civil- 
ian needs of the country, and make avail- 
able at the earliest possible time an ade- 
quate supply of alcohol produced from 
agricultural products to meet any mili- 
tary or civilian need of alcohol in the 
United States. The provisions of the bill 
respecting the powers of the director are 
intended to implement the objectives of 
the bill so that an adequate supply of 
agricultural alcohol will be available for 
use in production of synthetic rubber. 

It is not necessary to cite the need for 
additional facilities for the production 
of butadiene, the essential chemical 
product from which synthetic rubber is 
developed. Great publicity has been 
given to this whole subject throughout 
the Nation in the daily press, in periodi- 
cals, by commentators, and by radio 
broadcasts, particularly by the detailed 
factual broadcasts of Mr. Fulton 


6602 


Lewis, Jr. As a result the average citizen 
today has wide information with respect 
to the metter. The hearings which have 
been held before the Gillette subcommit- 
tee of the other body of the Congress 
have fully developed and recorded the 
facts. The War Production Board has 
made an allocation of 800,000 tons of 
synthetic rubber to be made from both 
petroleum and alcohol. Six hundred 
thousand tons of this allocation has been 
made to petroleum plants and 200,000 
tons haye been allocated to the Carbide 
and Carbon Chemicals Corporation for 
the production of rubber from alcohol. 

The two elements which are of such 
importance as to be well nigh controlling 
in a proper allocation of synthetic rub- 
ker are first, the element of speed, and 
secondly, the element of use of strategic 
materials. In other words, synthetic 
rubber should be produced with the 
greatest possible speed, and through the 
employment of the least possible amount 
of strategic materials essential to the ac- 
tual production of the implements of 
war. On the basis of this test the record 
in the hearings before the subcommittee 
in the other body has demonstrated that 
synthetic rubber can be produced more 
speedily from agricultural alcohol than 
from petroleum, and that smaller 
amounts of strategic material are needed 
in the production of synthetic rubber 
from agricultural alcohol than from 
petroleum. 

It has been suggested by those who are 
opposed to this legislation that the enact- 
ment of this proposed law will interfere 
with the war production program which 
is now being conducted by the War Pro- 
duction Board under the able leadership 
of Mr. Donald Nelson. It is contended 
that it will divide authority and that 
unified control under the leadership of 
Mr. Nelson has demonstrated itself as 
efficient and wholly advisable. This bill 
is in no sense a reflection on the work 
which Mr. Nelson is doing. He has made 
a splendid record for which the people 
of this country are deeply grateful. How- 
ever, Mr. Nelson did not set up the syn- 
thetic rubber program which he is now 
administering. Extensive hearings have 
been held on a companion bill, S. 2600, 
identical in form to the one under discus- 
sion, before a special subcommittee of 
the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry of the Senate. That subcommittee 
was composed of Senator GILLETTE, as 
chairman, and Senators WHEELER, 
Tuomas, Norris, and McNary. A num- 
ber of us here in the House who have 
been interested in the agricultural alcohol 
synthetic rubber program have attended 
many of the hearings before the Senate 
subcommittee. Mr. Donald Nelson testi- 
fied before that subcommittee. In his 
testimony he stated that the program 
was not established by him but that he 
inherited it when he became Chief of the 
War Production Board. He said frankly 
that in the light of the facts that have 
been developed he would not have estab- 
lished the program on the basis upon 
which it is now operating, and that he 
would have allocated a greater amount 
of synthetic rubber to agricultural alco- 
hol production than is allotted under the 
present set-up. There is nothing in this 
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bill which will interfere in any way with 
the program which is now in progress. 
The actual amount of synthetic rubber 
which it will be necessary to produce is 
a matter of estimate and the estimates 
on this question have changed as time 
has gone on. Mr. Jesse Jones first esti- 
mated the amount of synthetic rubber 
necessary to be produced at the figure of 
200,000 tons. This estimate was in- 
creased until it reached the present fig- 
ure of 800,000 tons and Mr. Jones testi- 
fied that this estimate might be increased 
to the figure of 1,000,000 tons. Much 
larger informal estimates: have been 
mede since that time. It can be said 
without question that all the synthetic 
rubber that can reasonably be produced 
under the program set-up under the bill 
before us will not be more than enough 
to meet the needs of the Nation for mili- 
tary and civilian purposes. While speed 
and the use of relatively small amounts 
of strategic materials are of first impor- 
tance as favorable factors in the develop- 
ment of butadiene from agricultural al- 
cohol, it is of interest to note that the 
cost of producing synthetic rubber from 
agricultural products is reasonable. 
About 54% pounds of rubber can be made 
from 1 bushel of grain. In the same 
process there is produced about 15 pounds 
of high-protein concentrate having a 
value of about 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. Nelson’s loyaity to those who orig- 
inally set up the program has apparently 
been the motivating influence in causing 
him to continue to adhere to this pro- 
gram. He has stated that he feels that 
a readjustment may cause delay through 
interference with the processes contem- 
plated in the original set-up. It has 
been pointed out that the elements of 
speed and lesser use of strategic mater- 
ials should balance the decision in favor 
of a wider use of agricultural alcohol 
than that now provided for in the plan. 
However, this consideration has not, so 
far, resulted in a readjustment of the 
program. 

Negotiations through personal confer- 
ences and correspondence have been go- 
ing on since last January between the 
War Production Board and a group of 
citizens in the State of Nebraska with 
respect to the establishment of agricul- 
tural alcohol plants in Nebraska for the 
manufacture of synthetic rubber. A 
number of communities in the State of 
Nebraska are vitally interested in the 
erection of plants. I have had many 
conferences with Nebraska citizens who 
are deeply interested in the contribution 
which agricultural alcohol can make to 
the solution of the rubber problems. My 
files contain many letters from individ- 
uals and groups and resolutions from 
communities and organizations urging 
action on this matter. They stress the 
seriousness of the rubber situation as it 
affects our war effort and as it involves 
commercial and farm operations and 
transportation so vital to the carrying 
on of essential civilian activities in the 
agricultural Middle West. Arrange- 
ments have been made in the city of 
Omaha for the transformation of an ex- 
isting plant for use as an agricultural 
alcohol plant with the use of only a small 
amount of strategic materials. The city 
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of Biair, Neb., has shown great interest 
in this program, It was the site of the 
first experiment with agricultural alco- 
hol which was conducted by Dr. Christen- 
son of the University of Nebraska, who, 
with Mr. George Johnson and Mr. Frank 
Robinson of Nebraska, have devoted 
great amounts of time and energy to this 
program. Mr. George Johnson, former 
State engineer, and later engineer of the 
public power projects of Nebraska, and 
Mr. Frank Robinson of Kearney, Nebr., 
have been leading spirits in the organi- 
zation of a corporation in Nebraska for 
the construction of agricultural alcohol 
plants, and have spent a large amount of 
time in Washington, and have negotiated 
extensively with the War Production 
Board through correspondence, secking 
priorities for the erection of agricultural 
alcohol plants to be constructed with 
private capital. 

A corporation was set up in the Stute 
of Nebraska for the purpose of engaging- 
in the manufacture of agricultural alco- 
hol. Efforts were made to secure priori- 
ties which would permit the erection of 
the necessary plants. These priorities 
were refused. The amount of material 
to be used was small. To Mr. Fraser 
Moffat, Chief of the Alcohol and Solvents ` 
Section, Chemical Branch, Material Sec- 
tion, War Production Board, it was point- 
ed out that adequate power and adequate 
water facilities were available, and that 
plants could be constructed which would 
require an addifion of only a very small 
amount of strategic material. The ex- 
cess Government-held grain was, of 
course, available in ample quantities. An 
application for priorities for the con- 
struction of five alcohol plants in Ne- 
braska was made to the Director of Prior- 
ities by this Nebraska corporation. The 
application showed that the plants would 
cost approximately $3,000,000. The new 
materials needed originally totaled $378,- 
870, but the amount of this material was 
later reduced to a figure of $285,000, 
which amount was less than 10 percent 
of the total cost of all the proposed alco- 
hol plants. However, the request for the 
priority on strategic materials was not 
granted. The hearing record contains 
testimony to the effect that Mr. Moffat 
advised those who were applying for the 
strategic material that, so far as he was 
concerned, he would not approve a prior- 
ity if they needed only 2 percent of new 
materials At the same time priorities 
were being granted for the use of new 
materials to enlarge commercial cistill- 
ing plants of two of the large whisky 
distilleries. It was, therefore, manifest 
that a definite stand was being taken 
against the granting of priorities, how- 
ever small in amount such priorities 
might be, for the construction of inde- 
pendent plants for the manufacture of 
agricultural alcohol in the State of Ne- 
braska. The situation continues to be 
such that the prospects of the erection of 
plants for the manufacture of agricul- 
tural alcohol for synthetic-rubber pur- 
Poses under the present set-up are prat- 
tically nonexistent. 

The people of Nebraska and of the 
agricultural Middle West are vitally in- 
terested in the .uccess of the war. They 
are setting a splendid example in the 
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purchase of War bonds. The collection of 
scrap rubber has shown that they are far 
in advance of many other sections of the 
country in their zeal to exert themselves 
to bring about a success of our war pro- 
gram. The present scrap-metal collec- 
tion program will further demonstrate 
the all-out energetic interest of the peo- 
ple of Nebraska and other agricultural 
sections in the success of any program 
which calls for cooperation calculated to 
contribute to the success of our war ob- 
jectives. In every possible way the people 
of Nebraska are demonstrating their 
loyalty, their patriotism, and their active 
determination to contribute in fullest 
measure to the all-out activities of our 
Nation in support of our war objectives. 

The agricultural sections can con- 
tribute and definitely should be per- 
mitted to contribute to the production 
of synthetic rubber. Enormous supplies 
of excess grain are available. Plants for 
the manufacture of agricultural alcohol 
can be constructed with the use of small 
amounts of strategic material. Agricul- 
tural alcohol can be produced rapidly 
and the process by which it is converted 
into synthetic rubber is demonstrated to 
be more speedy than the petroleum proc- 
ess. From every standpoint, logic and 
reason dictate that greater use should be 
made of agricultural alcohol in the pro- 
duction of synthetic rubber. It is no 
reflection on the War Production Board 
or its splendid leader, Mr. Donald Nelson, 
that a separate agency should be set up. 
Mr. Nelson’s activities are so far-flung 
and so widespread and manifold that it 
is unthinkable that any suggestion of 
criticism would be involved if he should 
be relieved of the burden of the details 
of the production of synthetic rubber 
from agricultural alcohol. Full coordi- 
nation would, of course, exist between» 
this agency and the War Production 
Board. The agency proposed by this 
bill would be able to devote its energies 
to this particular problem and to the 
development of additional scientific 
methods and processes for the improve- 
ment of the existing means by which 
synthetic rubber is produced from agri- 
cultural alcohol. 

The people of the agricultural section 
of the country are patriotically interest- 
ed in the establishment of this agency. 
It is not a selfish bloc movement. It is 
an effort on the part of the agricul- 
tural sections of this country in the 
Middle West and elsewhere to make a 
contribution to the war effort through 
an addition to the synthetic-rubber pro- 
gram which will be vital to the success 
of our war effort. 

The enactment of this bill is justified 
from the standpoint of efficiency and 
will contribute immeasurably to the solu- 
tion of the synthetic rubber program, 
and to the attainment of our imperative 
war objectives. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
ROBERTSON]. 


Mr, ROBERTSON of North Dakota, ` 


Mr. Chairman, I feel that this bill, H. R, 
7257, is an expression of the national 
wish of the people of this country. 'The 
rubber question, which touches the very 
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life of every mature individual today, is 
becoming more and more alarming. We, 
as-a great people, have always felt that 
in moments of anxiety we would find a 
way. Aimost all sections of this Na- 
tion—and especially that section known 
as the great Middle West—are now so 
completely built upon and wedded to a 
rubber economy that it would be hope- 
lessly impossible for life to be carried 
on without rubber. 

The Nation is asking for a solution to 
the rubber problem. As yet no answer 
has come. The public has been given 
conflicting reports. We are led to he- 
lieve that there is interference on the 
part of Government in its desire to re- 
tain the markets of the Dutch East In- 
dies after the war is over. And for that 
reason the Government has not been 
too enthusiastic about synthetic rubber 
development. We are led to believe that 
there are conflicting interests among 
the major business enterprises as to who 
will control the production of synthetic 
rubber. ; 

All of this fails to enlighten the people 
of the Nation, and thus from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture comes this bill, a 
companion bill to the one which has 
already passed the United States Sen- 
ate. It is the duty of Government to 
recognize the changing situations in the 
life of this Nation. Stimulatéd by war, 
we are accelerating an already natural 
trend toward industrialization, but with 
the vast areas that make up the conti- 
nent of America, we will always remain a 
great farm-producing country, and it is 
the duty of Government to find ways to 
fit the farm agricultural program into 
the industrialization program. 

The opportunity is before us. As & 
Congress we must act as the referee. It 
is the duty of this Congress to keep in 
proper balance the farmer’s dollar with 
that of the industrialist. Therefore we 
have this bill, H. R. 7257, before us today. 
The country asks its passage, not with 
intent to destroy the concentrated au- 
thority invested in Mr. Nelson but rather 
to supplement his efforts, to suggest to 
Mr. Nelson and to the Government that 
the farmers demand their place in the 
sun today. 

Alcohol can be made from farm prod- 
ucts—probably quicker than by any other 
method—and rubber can be made from 
alcohol. The depressing surpluses of cer- 
tain crops, such as wheat, growing larger 
daily, are a challenge to the imagination 
of man, and the ever-increasing concern 
on the part of the American people about 
their automobiles and rubber tires is like- 
wise a challenge. 

Now is the opportune time for the 
farmer and the industrialist to join hands 
on a common problem and solve it to 
their mutual advantage. After the war 
many of our farm products will not find 
an export market, and this will afford an 
outlet for these products. Also, after 
the war, industry will again be glad of 
the farmer’s purchasing power and the 
consequent market for industry’s prod- 
ucts. 

Our duty as a Congress is plain before 
us. We must answer this call of the peo- 
ple for a satisfactory solution of the rub- 
ber problem. We must pass this bill. 
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Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. TALLE]. 


SYNTHETIC RUBBER AND SURPLUS FARM CROPS 


Mr. TALLE. Mr. Chairman, legisla- 
tion similar to that proposed in the bill 
now under consideration has long been 
favored by the people of my State. New 
industrial uses of surplus farm crops 
have been advocated in speech and in 
print by individuals and groups for 
many years. Formal resolutions and 
programs of action have been adopted 
by organizations in the hope that the 
benefits offered by this bill might be 
realized. The idea is an old one in the 
State of Iowa, and I rejoice that the 
hour has come for action on a proposal 
which should be enacted into law at the 
earliest possible moment. 

The situation may be summarized as 
follows: 

First. Everybody agrees that rubber is 
essential to our war activities. 

Second. Everybody agrees that rubber 
is essential to our civilian activities. 

Third. Everybody agrees that there is 
not enough of this crucial commodity to 
satisfy the needs for it. 

Fourth. Everybody agrees that our 
former source of supply in the Far East 
has been cut off and is likely to remain 
so for quite some time. 

Fifth. Everybody agrees that surplus 
farm crops have been and still are 
troublesome factors in our economy. 

Sixth. Everybody agrees that rubber 
can be made from these surplus farm 
crops. Since, therefore, the problem is 
clear and the solution is also clear, there 
should be no question about the right 
course to follow. This measure should 
be adopted speedily by the House. The 
successful prosecution of the war de- 
mands it. 

Mr. Chairman, American civilization 
has gone forward step by step with im- 
provements in transportation. The ap- 
Plication of science and invention to in- 
dustry made possible the hitherto un- 
paralleled progress which our people 
made in the nineteenth century. And 
yet the industrial revolution which has 
taken place and is taking place in our 
own century has outstripped anything 
which past centuries can offer as evi- 
dence of accomplishment in industrial 
technique. Our American way of life, as 
we are proud to call our way of doing 
things, is different from that of the Old 
World in large measure because we have 
conquered space through the develop- 
ment of cheap and rapid transportation. 
Having left the “horse and buggy” days 
behind, it is not strange that our people 
are reluctant to return to them. 

Mr, Chairman, there is another aspect 
which should not be overlooked as we 
consider this bill. There will come a day 
after the war when jobs will be scarce and 
farm crops will pile up in bins and gran- 
aries in larger quantities than ever be- 
fore in our history. This bill proposes 
that a new industry be established, a new 
industry which will not only help to solive 
our war problems now but which will help 
to solve the problems which will confront 
us when the war is ended. It will fur- 
nish jobs to some who will seek them 
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then and furnish a market for surplus 
farm crops. There is, therefore, a two- 
fold peacetime benefit which will result 
from the adoption of this measure. May 
there be no time lost in its enactment 
into law nor in the realization of what it 
provides for the American people in war 
and in peace, 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yicid such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Ohio {Mr. MCGREGOR]. 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Chairman, we 
have a bill before us today of vital im- 
portance to the entire Nation. Although 
I do not want to take the time of the 
House to go into details on the proposal, 
I would respectfully call on the leadership 
of the House and those in charge of the 
program to submit to the people of the 
United States the true facts as to whether 
we have a tire shortage or a gasoline 
shortage. If it is a tire shortage, iet us 
immediately have legislation authorizing 
an investigation of the rubber industry; 
if a gasoline shortage, let us immediately 
have an investigation as to why. 

May I call your attention to a proposal 
that was instituted some weeks ago and 
incorporated in the gasoline-rationing 
program? I think the people realized that 
this was a camouflage and that the gaso- 
line-rationing program was simply a 
protectorate of an acknowledgment of 
the rubber shortage. 

The people of my district—the Seven- 
teenth Ohio, which it is my privilege to 
represent—are ready and willing at all 
times to sacrifice if and when necessary, 
and I believe the records will show that 
we are in the upper 5 percent of the group 
which has pledged its united effort to the 
satisfactory conclusion of the war. My 
people are not children and they ask to 
be given the true story and the facts. 
Do we really and truly have a gasoline 
shortage and tire shortage? 

The legislation before us today is a 
public declaration of whether we as rep- 
resentatives of the people are going to be 
insistent on our demands that those in 
power give to our people the necessary 
commodities to carry on the war effort. 
For that reason may I again insist that 
we be given the absolute facts relative to 
the rubber situation? 

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, 
and the permission of the House, may I 
incorporate in the Record my letter to 
the Honorable Leon Henderson, Director 
of the Office of Price Administration, 
under date of June 9, and his reply to 
me as of June 26? I think these two 
letters give a true picture of the program 
which is now before the American peo- 
ple, who, I think, demand that they be 
given every cpportunity to judge by the 
absolute facts whether or not we have a 
tire shortage or a gasoline shortage and 
whether or not the present administra- 
tion is responsible for the lack of fore- 
sightedness in anticipating these short- 
ages: 

June 9, 1942. 
Hon. LEON HENDERSON, 
Director, Office of Price Admin- 
istration, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear DIRECTOR: After a careful survey 
of the effect of gasoline rationing here in 
the East, I have come to the conclusion that 
it has not increased our war-production ef- 
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fort. On the contrary, I believe it has placed 
a strain on our war production. This being 
true, I do not feel that we should place the 
same hardships and burdens on the people 
of those States which produce and manufac- 
ture petroleum and are not bothered by a lack 
of transportation of these products. 

May I call your attention to the fact that 
if you were to put into effect gasoline ration- 
ing in the State of Ohio, it would cost our 
State $21,150,000 a year in reduced revenues? 
This amount equals the annual State pay 
roll, exclusive cf the highway department. 

In the last half of 1941 Ohio received tax 
revenues on 759,703,000 gallons of motor fuel. 
Passenger cars used 593,939,000 gallons of this 
total. If rationing were applied under sched- 
ules now in effect in the East, passenger-car 
consumption would be reduced 43.3 percent. 

As you probably know, Ohio’s 4-cent-per- 
gallon gas tax is divided between the State, 
county, township, and municipality. The 
State’s general revenue fund would lose $5,- 
288,000 a year; the highway department, $8,- 
932,000; counties and townships, $3,966,000; 
and municipalities, $2,974,000. Moreover, 
Federal-tax revenues from Ohio, at 144 cents 
a gallon, would drop $7,930,000 a year. 

I think you can readily see what this means 
to our State, counties, townships, and mu- 
nicipalities, as well as to the Federal Govern- 
ment. The people of my congressional dis- 
trict realize that they have more gasoline 
than they know what to do with and cannot 
understand why they should be deprived of 
this product when there is such a surplus pre- 
vailing. If it is the tire situation that is 
causing this rationing, I certainly feel that 
they should be so informed. 

Icannot understand why my people should 
be asked to let their tires deteriorate when 
there isso much need for their vehicles to 
carry.on their daily duties, a large percent 
of which I believe I can truthfully say are 
for our war program. 

I do feel that whatever regulations are is- 
sued by our war agencies that have a sound 
basic policy will be followed by all of our 
patriotic American citizens, but proposals 
similar to those now under consideration for 
a Nation-wide gasoline rationing will meet 
with a storm of disapproval, will alter our 
entire production schedule, and will seri- 
ously affect the functioning of our local gov- 
ernment. 

I trust that you will seriously consider 
these statements before issuing a gasoline- 
rationing order of Nation-wide scope. 

Yours very truly, 
J. Harry MCGREGOR. 
OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. C., June 26, 1942. 
The Honorable J. HARRY MCGREGOR, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr, McGresor: Thank you for your 
letter of June 9, 1942. 

President Roosevelt is considering the 
question of a Nation-wide gasoline-rationing 
program. The points which you raise in your 
letter have been called to his attention. At 
present we have no order to institute a gaso- 
line-rationing program beyond the eastern 
seaboard, When the President’s order is is- 
sued, you may be sure that his action will 
be taken only after careful consideration of 
all the facts. 

Sincerely yours, 
LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator. 


Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as she may desire to the 


gentlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. 


Rocers]. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, as in most cases when a bill is 
brought into the Congress to meet an 
emergency, the legislation recommended 
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is not perfect. In any emergency facing 
the country our job is to meet the prob- 
lem as Well as possible and as quickly as 
possible. Rubber in America today con- 
stitutes a great need for the successful 
conduct of our war activities. It is 
needed by the military and naval forces. 
It is needed for our air armadas. It is 
needed here at home. This need of 
rubber presents a real emergency. We 
must have rubber. We will have rubber 
if we work together as a Nation. 

Although this legislation before us is 
not perfect, faults in it can be found, 
nevertheless it does provide rubber, and 
rubber is what we need. 

With great admirals, such as Leahy, 
King, and Nimitz, and great generals 
such as Marshall, MacArthur, and Som- 
ervell, we stand firm and confident. But 
these sterling men, with the fine men of 
their forces must have equipment. It is 
our job to provide it. We must face that 
job and solve every problem involved. 
Support of this bill will help to solve one 
problem. It will help to provide rubber. 
This is a tremendous war and together 
we must win or forever be slaves. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. CUNNINGHAM]. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I 
am very much in favor of H. R. 7257, 
known as the Synthetic Rubber Supply 
Act of 1942, for the following reasons: 

First. It is necessary for the war effort. 

Second. It will stimulate the morale of 
our people by getting necessary rubber 
for their needs at.an earlier date. -+ 

Third. It will create an additional 
market for farm products, particularly 
corn, which will carry on after the war 
is over, and help alleviate the sufferings 
which we all fear will be bound to follow 
in the aftermath, j 

Fourth. It will help guarantee parity 
prices for the farmer in the market 
places. 

Fifth. In the long run, it will be a ben- 
efit, rather than a detriment, to the 
petroleum industry. 

Sixth. This legislation is much needed 
at the present time and will do much to 
restore the faith of our people in Con- 
gress. 

Seventh. It will be a forward step to- 
ward making this country, for all time, 
independent of the rubber-producing 
countries. 

Eighth. It will be of lasting benefit to 
labor. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from New Mexico |Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I have asked for this time to- 
day in order to call to the attention of 
this Congress the tremendous interest in 
this bill which exists in the farming com- 
munities of the country, not only those 
areas which produce corn and wheat, but 
all areas dependent chiefiy upon agri- 
culture. 

I hold in my hand a copy of the Por- 
tales (N. Mex.) Tribune for Friday, July 
17, 1942. I desire that you see how the 
editor of this paper dropped down the 
name of the paper and its news columns 
in order to carry across the top of the 
first page an article by Fulton Lewis, Jr., 
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entitled “Synthetic Rubber Will Solve the 
Tire Shortage.” 

This community produces sweetpota- 
toes, peanuts, cotton, and dairy products. 

It will not benefit directly by the con- 
sumption of agricultural products in the 
making of rubber, but the farmers know 
that their tires are becoming thin and 
must be replaced if the boys in our armed 
forces are to be fed and clothed. 

Further, Mr. Chairman, I would call 
your attention to an advertisement cov- 
ering 5 columns on one inside page of 
this same newspaper. This advertise- 
ment, paid for by the common ordinary 
run of people, appeals to the Members of 
New Mexico’s congressional delegation 
and to a former member of that delega- 
tion, to help solve the rubber shortage by 
the use of butadiene from surplus crop 
material. These people are not propa- 
gandists but they know the importance of 
supplementing the existing or even con- 
templated rubber supplies. 

In a personal letter to me commenting 
on this advertisement, H. C. McCowen, 
publisher of the Portales Tribune, says: 

It was intended to convey to you and to 
your New Mexico colleagues the way our pulse 
is beating and might serve to bolster any 
action you might see fit to take in hastening 
heip for our thinning tires. 


Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I commend 
the author of this bill and the Committee 
on Agriculture for bringing it so promptly 
before this House. I shall vote for it and 
I hope that it may soon become law. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. JACOBSEN]. 

Mr, JACOBSEN. Mr. Chairman, there 
is no doubt in the minds of the American 
people and the Members of this body that 
the most important work before our Na- 
tion is the successful prosecution of the 
war in which we are engaged. There is 
no doubt that every conceivable sacrifice 
necessary will be made cheerfully so that 
a war will be ended as quickly as pos- 
sible. 

Certain materials are most essential, 
and among these the most critical, per- 
haps, is rubber. We have depended for 
our rubber stocks entirely upon importa- 
tions, which have been suddenly cut off. 
The fact that a shortage in rubber such 
as we are now experiencing was not fore- 
seen and a great stock pile built up in 
this country can be blamed on no one. 
However, if we fail to take advantage of 
every possible avenue to secure adequate 
rubber for the war effort by utilizing the 
quickest and most obvious methods of 
producing synthetic rubber, then the re- 
sponsibility is not only upon the adminis- 
tration of the rubber program but upon 
Congress as well. 

We have before us a bill which provides 
the setting up of an agency to take over 
control and the administration of a pro- 
gram for the manufacture of synthetic 
rubber out of alcohol produced from agri- 
cultural and forest products, which are 
abundant. It has been demonstrated 
that this method of producing rubber is 
wholly successful. It has been demon- 
strated that this method can be got under 
way in a relatively short time, and time 
is the essence in this particular instance. 
It has been demonstrated that a less 
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amount of critical materials, metals, and 
so forth, will be used by this process than 
in producing an equal amount of rubber 
by any other. In view of these facts, it 
should be obvious to anyone that if we 
can get rubber quickly and satisfactorily 
by such a process there should be no 
hesitation on the part of anyone to adopt 
it, and adopt it immediately. 

I have no fault to find with the pro- 
duction of rubber from petroleum if that 
can be done successfully and quickly. 
However, if other methods are availa- 
ble—and there is no doubt but that they 
are—why should those who are person- 
ally conducting the rubber program 
hesitate to adopt them if they are ear- 
nestly concerned in the production of 
rubber as quickly and in as large quan- 
tities as possible? It appears to me that 
it is logical and sensible to set up a sepa- 
rate agency for the production of syn- 
thetic rubber and relieve officials who are 
now directing the program from this re- 
sponsibility, since they have so many 
other responsibilities to undertake in 
connection with other phases of the war 
program. The establishment of a sepa- 
rate agency seems feasible and proper, 
and it appears to me that it would oper- 
ate far more efficiently than the present 
set-up. 

While all of us are concerned primarily 
with the production of synthetic rubber 
for our war needs, we must not overlook 
the fact at this time that’ the lack of 
rubber will seriously and very definitely 
dislocate our entire domestic economy as 
time goes on, and this dislocation will 
tend more and more to seriously handi- 
cap our war effort. I believe that the 
Congress has an opportunity, by passing 
this bill as quickly as possible, to demon- 
strate to our American people our deter- 
mination to utilize to the fullest every 
Possible avenue to increase our war effort. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, this 
bill (H. R. 7257) is perhaps the best bill 
to come before the House in some time as 
far as creating unity in the Nation is 
concerned. This bill will build up the 
morale of the people and business all 
over the country. It will in a way per- 
mit people who have a synthetic rubber 
plant to go ahead without being ham- 
pered by unseen powers which seem to 
have been able up to the present time to 
control this rubber situation and keep 
the small fellow, who has a real product, 
out of the market. 

I have here a sample of raw synthetic 
rubber and I hope you gentlemen will 
look at it. I also have photographs of 
the small plant where it was made under 
a United States patent, No. 2,205,699, 
date June 5, 1940. This synthetic rub- 
ber in its final form can be used for any 
purpose in any industry which uses rub- 
ber in any form. 

The raw materials used in making this 
synthetic rubber are the gases and dis- 
tillation products that are received from 
dry distillation in the absence of air. 


From any kind of wood, from any kind’ 


of tree or from any kind of straw and 
stems, derived from any kind of grass 
and plant life, 
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There are many things I could say 
about the synthetic rubber situation that 
would not help matters any, but in my 
efforts to get a loan from the United 
States Government to expand the plant 
plus necessary machinery, or $250,090 or 
$300,000 to enlarge the present build- 
ing, plus necessary machinery, has been 
blocked in all channels we have tried. I 
have been advised by officers of this con- 
cern that it would take 6 to 8 months to 
build this expansion and be in produc- 
tion of 35 to 40 tons every 24 hours. 

Perhaps it is all right for the different 
departments connected with the rubber 
to do this, but with a war on our hands 
and our armed forces depending on 
wheels to win this war, why should any 
industrial group be permitted to stop 
the production of this vital material? 

Gentlemen, I am glad to see the in- 
terest you are taking in this bill, as it is 
the one question now to keep our country 
on wheels and furnish the rubber neces- 
sary to win this war at the earliest pos- 
sible date, and the rubber which takes 
our people to the factories who are mak- 
ing vital war materials and the Army 
trucks and transportation. The Navy 
and all armed forces will thank you for 
this action today. I hope this bill passes. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. HIN- 
SHAW]. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I am 
in favor of this bill and hope it is passed 
immediately. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. REED], 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, at this crucial time when rubber is 
so vital to our national safety, no bu- 
reaucratic quibbling as to the method to 
be used to produce this essential war 
material should be tolerated. 

There are several processes by which 
rubber can be produced, and each process 
should be put into operation without de- 
lay until it is fully demonstrated which 
one is best fitted to meet the present 
emergency. Our entire economic struc- 
ture is adjusted to and predicated upon 
the use of rubber. A 2-year supply of 
this vital product—rubber—in the prose- 
cution of a war involving the very life 
of our Nation is too slim a margin upon 
which to risk our security. 

Furthermore, the leaders of our boys 
must have the implements of war to 
match their heroism on the sea, in the 
air, and on the land. 

The delay in producing or the delay 
in delivering any essential war material 
to enable our fighting men to win must 
not be permitted by any branch of the 
Government. I am in favor of House 
bill 7257 as a means of eventually sup- 
plying rubber to meet what is surely a 
major emergency, and a ghastly one if 
this war continues over a long period 
of time. What the people want is action, 
not long debates relating to the group 
of officials, which is to be clothed with 
authority to produce the rubber neces- 
sary to win the war. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HULL]. 
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Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I am 
heartily in favor of the passage of this 
measure. I hope that there will be nearly 
a unanimous vote for it in this House. 

The matter of rubber supply has been 
before Congress and the country for 
months, Repeatedly Congress has passed 
legislation designed to increase the pro- 
duction of synthetic rubber. Somewhere 
and in some manner there has seemed to 
be opposition to furthering such produc- 
tion, Apparently, from all the facts 
which have been drawn out by the in- 
vestigation by the Senate committee, 
much of that opposition has been pro- 
moted by the large oil corporations which 
desire to monopolize synthetic-rubber 
manufacture, not only during the war but 
in the after years, and to reap billions in 
profits. 

In other words, the prospects of such 
enormous profits obscures the great ne- 
cessity for immediate action on the part 
of some. 

There are sufficient supplies of sur- 
plus wheat and corn to manufacture 
more than a million tons of synthetic 
rubber annually. This measure proposes 
that shall be done. Regardless of the 
quibbling and squabbling which has been 
going on in circles of high finance for 
months over manufacture of synthetic 
rubber from grain alcohol, the process 
offers the quickest and earliest promises 
of real production. 

By passing this measure by a large vote 
we shall get the needed rubber in the 
course of a few months. Winning the 
war is of paramount importance, and 
more rubber is essential to winning the 
war 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN]. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
heartily in favor of this bill or any other 
which will produce rubber needed for our 
war effort. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 1 minute. 


GRAIN ALCOHOL AND SYNTHETIC RUBBER FROM 
FARM PRODUCTS 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, in 
this morning’s paper is a release stating 
that the President has appointed the 
Chief Justice to investigate and report 
upon the facts with reference to the rub- 
ber situation. The newspaper said that 
the situation was similar to the one 
when the President appointed Justice 
Roberts to investigate the facts concern- 
ing the Pearl Harbor catastrophe. We all 
know that the investigation at Pearl Har- 
bor was after the damage had been done. 
And so in the present case. The ap- 
pointment of the Chief Justice amounts 
to a confession that there has been neg- 
lect and failure in alcohol production, 
and in the means and methods of pro- 
ducing synthetic rubber. . Mr. Donald 
Neison has been in charge of the situa- 
tion since away early in January and it 
is plain that nothing adequate has been 
accomplished. What we want now is ac- 
tion and not investigation. The people 


of this country are aroused. They de- . 


mand action. Furthermore, a most 
complete and searching investigation has 
already been made by the special com- 
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mittee in the Senate presided over by 
Senator GILLETTE of Iowa. Five out- 
standing Senators made an inquiry over 
a period of 4 months and examined 
scores of witnesses and they have made 
a report which is very definite and cer- 
tain. These Senators represent all 
parties and all sections of the country 
and their search was complete and far- 
reaching; and their investigations re- 
sulted in the bringing in of the Senate 
bill which passed the Senate last Tues- 
day and which is identical with the one 
which we now have here on the floor 
this afternoon. 

I have been active in bringing agricul- 
tural alcohol production to the attention 
of the Congress and of the Agricultural 
Committee, of which I am a member, be- 
ing the committee to which our bill here 
was assigned. That committee unani- 
mously recommended its passage and I 
was one of those who. went before the 
Rules Committee on Wednesday and 
asked that it provide a rule so that the 
bill could be considered and passed by 
this House this week and before the 
House starts on a series of recesses while 
awaiting the adoption of the big tax bill 
on the Senate side. 

On last Tuesday I made a short speech 
about the rubber situation and I then put 
into the Appendix of the Recorp on page 
A2873 the radio address which Senator 
GILLETTE made respecting the rubber sit- 
uation. His special committee has filed 
its hearings, and anyone who will exam- 
ine this testimony will be convinced that 
the present bill ought to pass without 
amendment. I will not allow myself 
more than a minute of passing time to 
call attention to the indubitable facts 
which have been brought out and dis- 
covered to the world by that special Sen- 
ate committee. 

The present bill is founded in reason 
and in justice, and is based upon facts. 
We need rubber. It is especially neces- 
sary to the war effort; and alcohol is a 
product of grain and vegetables out of 
which rubber can be produced. There 
has been no adequate provision made for 
agricultural alcohol and that is exactly 
why we are suffering this afternoon a 
shortage which may result in disaster to 
our arms and result in death and de- 
struction to many of our soldier boys. 
We need rubber and we need it quickly. 
It is necessary to the war effort. It is 
also absolutely necessary to our business, 
manufacturing, trade, and commerce. 
Without rubber retail trade stops, because 
farmers and others do not come to town 
as is their custom to trade at the stores. 
Business is already falling off because of 
the lack of rubber. Rubber is essential 
to our home and family life and ways of 
living. 

Few things are more useful in family 
life, in industrial life, in business life, in 
trade and commerce, and -especially in 
military efforts. We use alcohol in the 
manufacture of powders and explosives, 
and this bill will directly contribute to 
our defense and to the prosecution of 
the war and the production of muni- 
tions. Petroleum and sugar interests 
now have something like a monopoly in 
the production of rubber. It is well 
known that we do not have a supply of 
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gasoline in sight or that can be produced 
in the future that will last us very long. 
One of the witnesses said that we did 
not have more than enough to last about 
13% years. When we use petroleum we 
are robbing the future. But when we 
use agricultural products we know that 
they can be replaced every year and the 
work will go on. 

A crisis exists. The program for sal- 
vaging rubber was a disappointment. 
This did not bring in more than one- 
third or one-half of what was expected 
of it. We can fill these gaps by supply- 
ing synthetic rubber made from our 
grains and vegetables. We have a great 
surplus of wheat and other grains which 
should go into this very production of 
synthetic rubber, and this surplus has 
been a threat and a menace to agri- 
culture. 

The hearings before the Gillette com- 
mittee show that synthetic rubber from 
grains can be made cheaply, more quick- 
ly, and with less critical material than 
by the use of petroleum methods. In- 
deed, the hearings show that the petro- 
leum people could not be in operation 
for 18 months, and that some of them 
were still engaged in engineering and 
taking options on sites. But the evi- 
dence showed that we could put agri- 
cultural rubber plants in operation 
within 6 months from the time that the 
strategic material was laid on the 
ground, and that they would be in full 
operation at the end of 8 months. Time 
is essential. ; 

It will require 1,050,000 tons of rubber 
next year to supply the war demands, the 
civilian demands that are necessary, and 
civilian demands not strictly necessary 
but highly desirable. 

The present methods have fallen down. 
There is no use for further investigations. 
Let us use our grain surpluses to defend 
this country and to put implements into 
the hands of our fighting boys. 

Recently the President said that he 
might be required to confiscate or com- 
mandeer the rubber tires that civilians 
have upon their automobiles. Well, if 
necessary to the safeguarding of the 
country and to the prosecution of a suc- 
cessful defense, and to protect our soldier 
boys, the Government can take the five 
rubber tires which I have; but I feel that 
this is not necessary. God helps those 
who help themselves, and we should help 
ourselves in this regard by using the 
agricultural products and surpluses 
which He has so bountifully bestowed 
upon us. 

The proof is adequate. Germany has 
about 36,000 agricultural-alcohol plants. 
Poland, before being taken over, had 
hundreds and hundreds of them. Russia 
depends 95 percent upon agricultural 
alcohol for her rubber production. 

Tetraethyl is a lead gasoline used in 
our motors, and the Standard Oil Co. and 
the General Motors own the patents and 
get royalties amounting to $15,000,000 a 
year out of that product. If we put 8 
or 10 percent of grain alcohol in our 
gasoline and properly adjust our car- 
buretors, we would get along just as weil 
as by using lead. These immense cor- 
porations and petroleum and sugar inter- 
ests have a strangle hold upon the pro- 
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duction of rubber, We must now break 
that hold here this afternoon. 

I repeat that agricultural alcoho! will 
be cheaper in the end. It can be distilled 
with less use of critical material. It can 
be produced quicker and it will lend a 
market for agricultural surpluses which 
can be renewed each year instead of rob- 
bing the earth of her valuable deposits. 

I wish that you would read the radio 
address of Senator Guy GILLETTE con- 
cerning the investigations which his 
committee has made and the facts which 
he found. I put this address into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD last Tuesday. 

Let farmers have this chance to get 
into the market instead of giving it to 
great monopolies and trusts. The pres- 
ent program has been a miserable failure. 
We want action instead of further inves- 
tigation. We want production instead of 
mere prediction. We want agricultural 
alcohol and synthetic rubber. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Poacer]. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, the 
American people are prone to 
pass from one extreme of feeling to the 
opposite extreme. Not many months 
ago the American people were living in 
a fool’s paradise, accepting without ques- 
tion Hitler’s stories that the United 
States had every reserve needed for the 
maintenance of both our civilian econ- 
omy and any possible war effort. Hitler 
wanted his own people to believe that 
they did not enjoy a fair share of the 
world’s goods and to believe that we en- 
joyed an unfair share thereof. He also 
wanted to lull the democracies into a 
false repose. So far as the United States 
is concerned, he succeeded beyond his 
wildest dreams. 

Then the war came. Almost imme- 
diately general complacency was suc- 
ceeded by general hysteria. The public 
was led to believe and apparently did 
believe that nothing could be done to sup- 
ply the rubber we need. Again our peo- 
ple are but accepting exactly what Hitler 
wants us to believe. Since the declara- 
tion of war, Hitler has done his best to 
make us believe that we cannot do the 
things we want to do. He now seeks to 
make our people believe that the Axis 
is invincible. His present propaganda 
is just as false as was his propaganda of 
last year. 

There is no reason why we should as- 
sume we cannot provide the rubber we 
need. Unfortunately, up to this time, 
little, if any, progress has been made 
toward alleviating the rubber shortage. 
The various agencies, and there are sev- 
eral, now handling the rubber problem 
have not as yet taken any step what- 
ever to provide for the production of the 
only type of synthetic rubber that has 
been successfully produced in other na- 
tions, Germany has built up one of the 
greatest war machines the earth has seen 
and she has placed that army on syn- 
thetic rubber produced from alcohol. 
Why our Government has not attempted 
to use the known and tried method of 
making rubber from grain I do not know. 

I do know that there are tire compa- 
nies that will profit if rubber is not pro- 
duced at this time, These large compa- 
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nies are now doing all the business they 
can handle, selling to the Government 
with no selling cost and no credit losses. 
If, when the war is over, you have good 
tires on your car, you will not offer a 
market for those tire companies, but if 
a shortage of rubber prevents the public 
from getting tires until after the war is 
over, then these companies will continue 
to have profitable markets for years to 
come. 

Ido know that one of my own constit- 
uents, in whom I have confidence, came 
to my office less than a week ago and 
told me that he was employed by the 
firm that is preparing the plans for more 
than one-half of the petroleum rubber 
plants now under construction. He came 
to Washington at his own expense simply 
to tell us that for weeks no progress what- 
ever had been made on the plans because 
the tire companies who are to operate 
the plants were continually asking for 
changes in the plans either because they 
do not know what they want or because 
they do not want anything except delay. 
Incidentally, he points out that the 
changes requested by the tire companies 
all involve additional expenditures by the 
Government on plants that will probably 
be sold to the tire companies for a song 
after the war. 

Contrasted with this, we find at least 
two concerns ready and anxious to build 
plants at their own expense for the pro- 
duction of rubber from agricultural prod- 
ucts. Now, I come from the greatest oil- 
producing State in the Union. Certainly 
I have no desire, and I am sure none of 
us have any desire, to restrict the pro- 
duction of rubber from petroleum, but 
it should be unnecessary for us to rely ex- 
clusively on the petroleum process. 

This is no time to strive for an ad- 
vantage for either grain or oil.. The vi- 
tally important thing is to get the rub- 
ber—to get it in the shortest time and 
in the largest quantities. Is it not logi- 
cal to believe that we will be able to do 
that if we do use both methods? That is 
all we ask. We want action. We want 
rubber. We know we are not getting it 
under the present arrangement. We 
have been patient. 

The gentleman from North Carolina 
who has expressed such violent opposi- 
tion to this bill wants to know why our 
committee did not bring it out long ago. 
The gentleman well knows that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture has been most 
active in its efforts to provide a solution 
of the rubber problem and that many 
months ago we reported to this House a 
bill to promote the growth of guayule, 
and that as a result of that bill this 
country is actually growing a natural 
rubber at this very hour, but guayule is 
not sufficient. We have waited patiently 
for action on the synthetic program. We 
have given to present authorities ade- 
quate time and opportunity. Had were- 
ported a bill of this kind without giving 
this time, the gentleman from North 
Carolina would have been one of the first 
to object. But after the country waits 
7 months and nothing is done it becomes 
the duty of Congress to act. We cannot 
escape that duty and I for one do not 
propose to try to do so. I am ready for 
Congress to act, 
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Congress cannot, of course, exercise 
the control of the details of administra - 
tion, but when the agencies that have 
been entrusted with this duty do not 
respond, if becomes the duty of Congress 
to require action, That is what this bill 
does. LIbelieve the House is ready to pass 
it. We must have rubber. We can get 
the rubber. This bill assures the devel- 
opment of a proven method which is not 
now being used in the United States. 
We want action. Let us pass the bill and 
get it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That this act may be 
cited as the “Rubber Supply Act of 1942.” 

For the purposes of this act (a) the term 
“rubber” unless the context otherwise indi- 
cates means rubber produced from alcohol 
as the basic material; (b) the term “alcohol” 
shall mean any chemical developed from agri- 
culture or forest products. 

Sec. 2. There is hereby created and estab- 
lished an agency of the United States to be 
known as the Rubber Supply Agency (here- 
inafter referred to as the “Agency”). At the 
head of the Agency there shall be a Director 
of Rubber Supplies (hereinafter referred to 
as the “Director”), who shall be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, and shall receive a 
salary of $10,000 a year. his service 
the Director shall have no other vocation or 
employment and shall have no financial in- 
terest in any enterprise with which he trans- 
acts business in his official capacity. 

Sec, 3. The Director shall employ and fix 
the compensation of such officers and em- 
ployees, and shall make such expenditures, 
as may be necessary for carrying out his func- 
tions and the functions of the Agency, The 
Director is authorized to accept gifts or loans 
of real and personal property and to utilize 
voluntary and uncompensated services. With 
the consent of the head of the department 
or agency concerned, any officer or employee 
of any department or agency of the Govern- 
ment may be assigned to assist in the work 
of the Agency. Any function of the Direc- 
tor may be exercised by such officers or em- 
ployees of the Agency as designated by the 
Director. 

Sec. 4. (a) It shall be the duty of the 
Director to provide and make available at 
the earliest possible time, an adequate sup- 
ply of rubber which, when added to the rub- 
ber being supplied by other agencies, will 
be sufficient to meet the military and civilian 
needs of the United States. 

(b) To provide and make available at the 
earliest possible time an adequate supply 
of alcohol produced from agricultural prod- 
ucts to meet any military or civilian need of 
alcohol in the United States. 

(c) The Director is hereby empowered— 

(1) To make loans or advances, on such 
terms and conditions and with such maturi- 
tles as he may determine, for the purpose of 
aiding in or providing facilities for the pro- 
duction and processing of rubber and for 
the production of alcohol for military or 
civilian use; 

(2) To purchase, lease, or otherwise ac- 
quire such land and to purchase, lease, con- 
struct, or otherwise acquire such plants, 
equipment, facilities, machinery, materials, 
and supplies as may be necessary for the 

and of rubber and 
alcohol (including experiments relating 
thereto), and other materials needed for 
such production and processing; 

(3) To provide, by contract or otherwise, 
for the utilization or operation of such land, 
plants, equipment, facilities, machinery, ma- 
terials, and supplies for the production and 
processing of rubber and such other mate- 
rials; 
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(4) To enter into such contracts and 
agreements as may be necessary or appropri- 
ate for carrying out his powers and duties. 
The Director is specifically authorized in his 
discretion to enter into contracts with non- 
profit corporations and cooperative organiza- 
tions; and 

(5) The Director is authorized and di- 
rected to establish within the agency a re- 
search staff which shall conduct research 
and experimentation for the purpose of fur- 
thering the technical development of syn- 
thetic and artificial rubber from agricultural 
or forest products, utilizing insofar as is 
practicable, the facilities and services of the 
Department of Agriculture and the Bureau 
of Standards. 

Sec. 5. The authority granted in this act to 
the Agency herein authorized shall be inde- 
pendent and separate from any authority 
granted by law or any contract or order made 
in pursuance of law. 

Src. 6. Copies of all contracts, plans, and 
processes for the manufacture of rubber that 
are on file with any governmental agency 
shall be made available by such agency to 
the Director. 

Sec. 7. When and if the Director finds that 
any article or material with respect to which 
priorities are in effect under any regulation 
or order of the War Production Board, or any 
other agency of the Government is needed 
for the purposes of this act, he shall certify 
such fact to such Board, or other agency, and 
such Board or other agency shall provide 
that delivery of such article or material for 
use for the purposes of this act shall have 
priority over all deliveries of similar article 
or materials for private account. 

Sec. 8. For the purpose of preventing the 
monopolistic control of the synthetic or ar- 
tificial rubber industry, and for the purpose 
of preventing such control in the production 
of alcohol manufactured from agricultural or 
forest products, no private corporation, and 
no group of private corporations, which are 
affiliated through stock ownership or other- 
wise, shall control more than 10 percent of 
the production of the total requirements of 
rubber as defined in this act of the United 
States for its military and civilian needs or 
more than 10 percent of the materials from 
which such rubber is produced, and the Di- 
rector is hereby authorized and directed by 
the proper order to prevent such control. 

Sec. 9. The Director is authorized to pre- 
scribe such rules and regulations and to 
make and issue such orders and directions 
as may be necessary for the purpose of carry- 
ing out the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 10. Such sums as may be necessary for 
carrying out the purposes of this act are 
hereby authorized to be appropriated. 


Mr. FULMER (interrupting the read- 
ing of the bill). Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be con- 
sidered as read, that it be printed in the 
Recorp at this point, and that it be sub- 
ject to amendment. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Reserv- 
ing the right to object, and I shall not, 
will not the gentleman modify his request 
to the extent that amendments be offered 
to the bill in the sequence of section 
numbers? 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I so 
eer my request. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
Pas South Carolina asks unanimous 
consent that the bill be considered as 
read; that it be printed in the RECORD 
at this point; that it be open to amend- 
ment, amendments to be offered in the 
sequence of the section numbers. 

Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. VOORHIS of California (when the 
Chairman asked if there were any 
amendments to sec. 3). Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Vooruts of Cal- 
ifornia: On page 3, line 2, strike out “and 
civilian”; and on page 3, line 2, strike out 
the period and insert “and such civilian 
needs as must be met to sustain full produc- 
tion, maintain services of supply, and pre- 
vent disruption of the economic functioning 
of agriculture and industry.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 3 additional minutes. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I 
object. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Cheirman, I was unable to get any time 
whatsoever in general debate. I assure 
the gentleman I am not trying to kill 
this legislation or to render it weak. My 
desire is to improve it. I believe with 
those gentlemen who have said that the 
Congress was within its rights and its 
duty in trying to do something construc- 
tive to encourage this production of rub- 
ber from alcohol derived from farm 
products, but it is my further conviction 
that Congress, if it passes this bill in its 
present form, will leave itself open to cer- 
tain criticisms which I think will be seri- 
ous, and the reason I asked for additional 
time was in order to explain the amend- 
ment I proposed to offer. I could also 
offer some general observations on this 
subject which, I believe, might be worth 
while. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr, Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California, I cannot. 
I shall just go ahead and discuss my 
amendment. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. I was going to with- 
draw my objection to the gentleman’s re- 
quest that he be permitted to proceed for 
3 additional minutes. I had but 1 minute 
myself, even though I have been a mem- 
ber of this committee for 10 years. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I beg the 
gentleman’s pardon. I have only 5 min- 
utes. I have no feeling about the matter, 
and I appreciate the gentleman’s offer. 

The first amendment clarifies the mat- 
ter of what “civilian needs” means. 


‘Either there should be no objection to 


this amendment on the part of the pro- 
ponents of the bill, or else the bill is too 
broad as presently drawn. If the bill 
means that this new agency to be set up 
is to be instructed to satisfy all the nor- 
mal civilian needs for rubber, and if, at 
the same time, it is to have under the 
terms of section 7, the power to have 
priority on critical materials and to de- 
mand such priority regardless of the ef- 
fect on other types of production, then it 
seems to me it goes further than the Con- 
gress ought to go. 

There are a great many civilian uses of 
rubber that are very, very important, and 
I expect 50 percent or so of normal civil- 
ian use of rubber is essential to the war 
effort itself in one way or another. I 
believe I have set forth in my amendment 
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a definition that includes every essential 
civilian need. First, those uses by civil- 
ians that are absolutely necessary in 
order to keep production going. This 
means workers getting to plants, and 
things like that; second, the services of 
supply to those people and the popula- 
tion generally, including the most neces- 
sary transportation of all—namely, that 
of farm products; and, third, such uses 
as are necessary in order to prevent crip- 
pling of our economy. Surely nothing 
else can be included as essential. 

I agree that this is simply a clarifying 
amendment, but I think it is important 
for us to make it clear that we are set- 
ting up this agency to produce synthetic 
rubber that is really necessary and that 
we are not setting it up simply for the 
purpose we would all like to see accom- 
plished—namely, an unlimited supply of 
rubber for such purposes as pleasure 
driving. Naturally, I hope this amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

I think there has been justification for 
the criticism of those who have been in 
charge of this program. I think the 
worst criticism is the 5 months of delay; 
but now at last we have a program at 
least_under way, a program which we 
are assured will yield 800,000 tons of syn- 
thetic rubber by 1944, about a quarter of 
which is to come from alcohol. We do 
not want to let this bill interfere with 
that part of the program; we want it to 
be supplementary thereto. I assume that 
is the intent of the bill, but I think that 
should be made absolutely clear. I also 
believe that so far as the program which 
has at last got really started is concerned 
that every one of us should see there is 
no interference with the development of 
that program; that we should instead 
insist that it be pushed just as hard and 
fast as possible. 

From such information as I have been 
able to get, it is my judgment, stating the 
matter very conservatively, that at the 
very least rubber can be produced from 
alcohol derived from farm products 
somewhat quicker and with the use of no 
more critical materials than are required 
by other processes. And it will require 
less critical materials, unless the petro- 
leum process starts with butylene when 
it is produced as a byproduct in the pro- 
duction of high-octane gas. 

I believe it will be “good medicine” for 
Congress to say in a bill: We insist that 
this business of producing rubber from 
farm products be given real considera- 
tion—more than it has so far received. 
I think we should set up this agency and 
say to that agency, “You shall go ahead 
with one job, namely, the manufacture 
of synthetic rubber from alcohol.” But 
I do not think we should instruct that 
agency to provide rubber for unnecessary 
uses or give them an absolute power to 
take critical and at present scarce ma- 
terials without restriction. In this bill I 
want us to make it clear we are not say- 
ing, “We are going to have a large supply 
of rubber no matter what happens to the 
supply of other things.” 

We must meet all the real needs of our 
armed forces, our Nation, and our people. 
But we must be careful not to put rubber 
in so favored a position that, even after 
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these real needs are supplied we shall 
still be setting up rubber plants but will 
not have enough ships or as many planes 
as we need, for example. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Vooruis], 

Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat sur- 
prised at his statement and the conten- 
tion. of the gentleman from California. 
Under this bill the Administrator of the 
Agency is requested at the earliest pos- 
sible moment to take care of the needs 
of the military and the civilians. I hope 
that the time will arrive that this Agency 
will be able to do it along with the assist- 
ance of any others that might be en- 
gaged in the production of rubber. In 
the meantime, may I state to the gentle- 
man, he being fearful that a civilian 
might get a tire or a piece of rubber, that 
this Administrator will not have any- 
thing to do with the rationing of rubber 
or tires. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amend- 
ment be rejected. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULMER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The bill 
primarily provides that the rubber pro- 
duced as a result of this bill will be used 
first for war purposes and whatever is 
left over will go for civilian needs? 

Mr. FULMER. The gentleman is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will the 


gent‘eman yield? 

Mr. FULMER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from California. 

Mr VOORHIS of California. May I 
say to the gentleman that my district is 
more dependent upon automobile trans- 
portation probably than any other dis- 
trict in this country, and what I have 
done here today, I may say further, is 
not very good politics, so far as I am con- 
cerned. I can assure the gentleman, 
however, that if I did not believe the bill 
needed clarification on that point I would 
not have offered the amendment. Either 
my amendment does no harm and merely 
elaborates on what the gentleman says 
the purpose of the bill is, or else it is an 
important amendment, 

Mr. FULMER. May I say to the gen- 
tleman that he should readily under- 
stand that his amendment does not mean 
a thing, because this Agency will not 
have anything to do with the rationing 
of tires. Iam hoping also that the House 
will pass the bill as it is written, because 
it is properly written, so that we may 
substitute the Senate bill and send it on 
to the President. 

Mr. POAGE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FUEMER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas. 

Mr. POAGE. Is it not a fact that if 
we do not put this wording in here there 
will be no opportunity to produce rubber 
for the thousands and millions of civilian 
workers who today get priority for their 
cars and can actually go and buy new 
automobiles and work in a war plant? 
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But that is a civilian need, and unless we 
put the word “civilian” in there we would 
limit it to the rubber that actually went 
onto military vehicles only and we would 
stop war production. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California, My 
amendment mentions all of the civilian 
needs to which the gentleman has re- 
ferred. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I think these two 
amendments go right to the heart of the 
bill and if the amendments offered by 
the gentleman from California are 
adopted this bill might just as well not 
be passed. Why have we not gone into 
synthetic-rubber production today? 

The thing is controlled through prior- 
ities. Through your War Production 
Board anyone who can control priorities, 
stop the erection of processing plants for 
the manufacture of synthetic rubber 
from agricultural products, can stop the 
rubber industry. I do not like to take 
the flcor of this House and make charges, 
and I do not usually do that. It has 
been said far more emphatically by 
others in high positions than I can say 
that the petroleum industry and the 
Alcohol Trust are hindering the produc- 
tion or the manufacture of rubber from 
agricultural products by controlling pri- 
orities and not allowing materials to go 
into plants for the processing of this 
rubber. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOOK. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. What 
has that to do with my amendment? 

Mr. HOOK. As I understand it, the 
gentleman offered two amendments. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I have 
only offered one. 

Mr. HOOK. The gentleman spoke 
about two. He spoke about a later one. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. This 
particular one is simply an attempt to 
define what essential civilian needs really 
are. That is all it does. It has nothing 
to do with controlling the output of the 
petroleum industry or anything else 
along that line. 

Mr. HOOK. It is my contention that 
if we are allowed to manufacture syn- 
thetic rubber by the erection of plants 
for the processing of it, you will have 
plenty of rubber for both civilian and 
military uses. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will the 
gentleman yield for just a moment, be- 
cause I want to point out that the plan 
of the tire industry itself is predicated 
upon a 40-percent reduction of civilian 
driving; therefore I think it is important 
to make plain here that the Congress is 
not requiring that enough rubber be pro- 
duced to satisfy everybody’s desire but 
that enough be produced to really meet 
the needs of the American people, 

Mr. HOOK. That is not my thought. 
If we can, through legislative action, in 
any way produce enough to take care of 
civilian use and military use we certainly 
ought to do it. 
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Mr. VOORHIS of California. That is 
right, provided you can do that. and at 
the same time carry on all your essential 
war supplies. That is the only qualifi- 
cation. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOOK. I yield to the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. W. S. Farish, 
president of the Standard Oil Co, of New 
Jersey, said before a subcommittee of the 
House Committee on Mines and Mining 
that he himself and his company are 
interested in all the basic materials be- 
ing used for the production of rubber. 

Mr. HOOK. Then they ought to re- 
lease the priorities for the construction 
of these plants in which rubber could be 
processed out of agricultural products. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr, HOOK. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. It seems to me that the 
arguments of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia are answered ably by the language 
of this bill, which refers to civilian needs, 
not civilian uses, Certainly the Admin- 
istrator is going to be as well able to 
define those needs as we here in the 
House. 

Mr. HOOK. We know full well that 
those who are in charge of the war pro- 
gram are going to say, if the rubber is 
available, that the military gets the first 
priority. I think we ought to trust them 
in the handling of it and not hinder this 
bill by any such amendment. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. FADDIS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment close in 5 minutes. 

Mr. FADDIS. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Chairman, I- wanted very 
much to speak in general debate but was 
unable to get time. No provision was 
made for allowing anyone opposed to the 
bill to speak. Therefore, I wish the gen- 
tleman would modify his request and ex- 
tend it to 10 minutes, because I intended 
to ask for an additional 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina? 

Mr. FADDIS. I object, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Chairman, we all know the 
condition of the membership of the 
House. There is barely more than a 
quorum in town. I will not object to this 
request, but I will object hereafter if any- 
one asks for additional time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, FADDIS. Mr. Chairman, my in- 
terest in the rubber supply of this Na- 
tion is not by any means of recent origin. 
For the past 7 years I have been inter- 
ested in this matter and have worked for 
and urged legislation to lay in a stock 
pile of rubber to take care of just such 
an emergency as we are now facing, 
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Three years ago we passed a bill de- 
signed to lay in a stock pile of rubber and 
other strategic materials. I have quite 
a story which I will tell one of these days 
in regard to that, but this is neither the 
time nor the place to tell it. 

We are today confronted by an emer- 
gency, the most serious emergency that 
has ever confronted this Nation and, in- 
deed, no doubt the most serious emer- 
gency that will ever confront us. About 
a year ago myself and a great many 
others in this House were raising a fuss 
because central authority had not been 
granted to some one individual to han- 
dle programs of this kind. For a long 
time all such activities as we are dis- 
cussing here today drifted along without 
a head. The program was like a ship 
without a rudder. Now a head has been 
established over all agencies of this kind 
and the ship has been given a rudder, a 
course has been designated, and the man 
in charge of all this program is endeav- 
oring to steer a course. He is endeavor- 
ing to put over a program that will pro- 
vide the Nation with all these essential 
and strategic materials, and distribute 
them in an equitable manner consistent 
with providing for our national security. 

Are we today, when we are confronted 
by this emergency, going to come here 
on the floor of the House and in a mo- 
ment of hysteria put through legislation 
that will interfere with that program— 
put through legislation that will divide 
the responsibility in regard to rubber, 
which is one of the materials of the 
highest strategic importance? If we are, 
we shall interfere with the program and 
do a great deal of damage to this Nation. 
We shall establish here a precedent 
whereby we the Congress, after having 
set up a program and after having de- 
manded that a proper head be placed 
over this program, are going to insist that 
we be allowed to interfere with the pro- 
gram just because of the whims or de- 
mands of some pressure group or because 
of the wishes or desires of some section 
of the Nation which is not satisfied with 
the workings of the program. Person- 
ally, I believe such action would be very 
unwise. 

I am chairman of a special committee 
of the House Committee on Military 
Affairs that has given more attention 
and has conducted more investigations 
into the question of rubber in this Na- 
tion than has any other agency of this 
House. I am satisfied that this special 
committee has given this question more 
attention than has any other body con- 
nected with this Nation today. We have 
heard evidence off and on for the past 
15 months about this matter, and never 
at any time have we been satisfied with 
the progress being made, but never at 
any time have we felt that we were 
warranted in interfering in any manner 
with the program, because we have been 
unable to find any program that we 
believe to be better than the one being 
carried out by the War Production 
Board. We have had men come before 
us and make statements, but we have 
never yet heard anybody make any 
statements that we believe to be re- 
sponsible and that would lead to carry- 
ing out a better program than the pro- 
gram now in effect, 
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Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yieid? 

Mr. FADDIS. I yield to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. FULMER. If everything is so 
satisfactory, why is the gentleman ask- 
ing for an investigation? 

Mr. FADDIS. I have said that things 
are not satisfactory. We have known 
for 15 months that they are not satis- 
factory, but at the same time let me re- 
state to the gentleman that we have 
never yet found anybody who had a pro- 
gram any more satisfactory than the one 
in force. I believe it would be disastrous 
at this time to interfere in any way with 
the program now going on. 

Therefore I say this to the Committee: 
That if legislation of this kind is to be 
resorted to, certainly it ought not to be 
resorted to until the most exhaustive and 
thorough hearings have been entered 
into; until testimony that is of greater 
weight than any testimony that has been 
presented in support of this legislation 
has been produced. Therefore I ask the 
Committee here today to take into con- 
sideration that this legislation is hastily 
drawn and based on claims of people who 
have never yet produced anything to 
substantiate the claims that they have 
made. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FADDIS. Yes. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. With respect to 
the gentleman’s comment on the hear- 
ings, I call his attention to the fact that 
hearings were held in the Senate before 
a special subcommittee of the Senate and 
have lasted from March until just a few 
days ago. 

Mr. FADDIS,. Iam aware of that fact, 
and it is well known that these hearings 
were held in the interest of the agricul- 
tural bloc. But since when has this 
House felt obligated to take the hearings 
of another body as a basis for legislation 
on this or any other question? Many 
hearings have been held before various 
committees of the House in regard to this 
matter, and I say that, as far as I am 
concerned, for one I am not Satisfied that 
anybody yet has produced any process 
to make synthetic rubber that is any 
better or that can produce any more 
synthetic rubber than the processes now 
being put into effect. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Further, these 
hearings are available to all Members, 
and many Members of the House have 
gotten them and have familiarized them- 
selves with their contents. 

Mr. FADDIS. I say again that I fail 
to see anything in these hearings or in 
anything that has been developed that 
any of the claims made here are backed 
up by any practical processes to produce 
rubber, which would warrant us to divide 
the responsibility regarding rubber. 

Mr. FULMER. Did the gentleman 
listen to the statement of the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. RANDOLPH] 
concerning the hearings that he con- 
ducted in his subcommittee? 

Mr. FADDIS. I listened to part of his 
statement. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr, Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FADDIS. Yes. 
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Mr. RANDOLPH. It is a fact, is it not, 
that Germany and other European 
countries have for many years success- 
fully and in large quantities been using 
these agricultural products as a base for 
rubber? 

Mr. FADDIS. That is true, but it is a 
fact, is it not, that the only process which 
they could make use of has been agricul- 
tural products? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. But they are using 
other processes. - 

Mr. FADDIS. Not extensively. The 
only process that they could make use of 
is a process of this kind. They could not 
resort to the use of petroleum, because 
they do not have it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex- 
pired. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

A few days ago, during the remarks 
of my colleague from South Dakota [Mr. 
MunDT], I called attention to the article 
by Vice President Wattace, which ap- 
peared in the New York Times magazine. 
Although I placed the entire article in the 
Record at the time, Mr. WALLACE feels, 
and I feel, that my referencé during the 
debate may have put him in an unfair 
position, as my reference to the article 
referred particularly to the portions of 
the article in which he said that after 
the war he hoped there would not be 
such a vested interest created that there 
would be a demand for a rubber tariff. 
He feels, and I feel, that my remarks 
overlooked or did not call attention to 
the earlier portion of his article in which 
he stated that during the years that he 
was Secretary of Agriculture he “did 
everything he could” to arouse the Nation 
to the danger of depending almost en- 
tirely on sources of rubber on the other 
side of the world. 

I have read and read further his 
words— 

I did everything.I could to encourage the 
growing of rubber in this hemisphere and 
the development of processes of making syn- 
thetic rubber and the building of a rubber 
stock pile in the United States. 


I think the Rrecorp should show that 
and also that the Vice President has been 
active in working with the War Produc- 
tion Board, and in urging the creation of 
a synthetic rubber industry at this time. 
I hope that those of you who want to get 
the argument of Mr. Wattace on this 
subject will read it in the Recor of July 
13. It is never my intention to misin- 
terpret anyone’s position and certainly 
not in this instance. As I said, in insert- 
ing the complete text of Mr. WALLACE’S 
article at the time, I did so in order that 
Members might have the benefit of his 
full argument. 

Nov, Mr. Chairman, I have listened 
to most of the debate on this bill, and 
have read a great deal on the subject. 
I think most of us think something should 
be done to end this rubber confusion and 
to produce rubber from farm products, 
and it is only because there seems to be 
an overwhelming conviction along that 
line and because of a peculiar parlia- 
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mentary situation that I can see any 
justification for passing & bill in the way 
in which this bill comes to us. Most of 
the debate has been about the need to 
do something, and about the making of 
synthetic rubber. 

But those of you who care about the 
kind of legislation Congress is passing 
will certainly be disturbed as you read 
carefully the text of this bill. We have 
heard something about blank checks, but 
the House of Representatives has seldom 
been called upon to pass a greater blank 
check than is here proposed where you 
create a Director— 
who shall have power to make such expendi- 
tures as he deems necessary— 


and— 
to employ such people as he deems necessary 
and fix their salaries— 


and then be given power— 

to make loans or advances on such terms 
and conditions and with such maturities as 
he may determine, 


We have never given such blanket au- 
thority to Jesse Jones. We have always 
placed a limit upon the capital structure 
of the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion. There is no limit placed here upon 
the loans that may be made. Also, we 
are here proposing to give this Director 
the power— 

To purchase, lease, or otherwise acquire 
such lands, such properties, such plants, such 
equipment, and such material as he deems 
necessary— 


without regard to what process he may 
use. 

We are here proposing that this Direc- 
tor shall create a little F. B. I. or a little 
Department of Justice, if necessary, to 
prevent monopolistic control, for the 
language is carried in section 8, that— 

The Director is hereby authorized and 
directed by proper order to prevent such 
control, 


Whatever steps that may call for and 
whatever proper order he may decide was 
necessary for him to have had to exercise 
whatever authority he may use. 

If the legislation is to be passed in this 
form, certainly it can be justified only on 
the ground that we heretofore, since 
Pearl Harbor, have given equal authority 
to Donald Nelson or somebody else and 
that such wide-open authority is neces- 
sary for somebody to combat that. But 
the passage of the legislation in this form 
will be no credit to the House of Repre- 
sentatives if the power here granted is 
abused. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I yield. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
gentleman is a member of the Appropri- 
ations Committee, as I understand it, 
and with his usual close scrutiny every 
item that is presented by any agency 
must be justified, or the gentleman and 
his committee will not grant any appro- 
priation. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Yes, but 
the difficulty here is that if the Director 
makes loans or advances on such terms, 
conditions, and such maturities as he 
alone may determine, the Appropriations 
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Committee will never have a thing to 
say until it is too late. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I regard the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. Case] as one 
of the soundest thinkers in this House. 
I have listened with interest to the 
speech he has just made. I only wish 
he could have been granted more time, 
because to me he has gone to the heart 
of this bill. 

There is not a single Member of this 
House who is not in accord with the pur- 
poses and objectives of this legislation. 
There is not a Member of this House or 
perhaps a citizen of America who is not 
worried and disturbed about the rubber 
situation. There is not a Member here 
who does not want to do everything 
within his power to promote this pro- 
gram, because rubber is our most criti- 
cal material at this time. But how well 
do I remember that only a few short 
months ago, when there was speech after 
speech made on the floor of this House 
by Members on both sides, about bu- 
reaucracy and about how we needed some 
man to head up the war production pro- 
gram. As a result of it, war production 
legislation was passed and there was 
Placed at the head of it a man by the 
name of Donald Nelson, in whom all 
of this Nation has the greatest of con- 
fidence, At any rate, he took a bad situ- 
ation and has made out of it one of the 
greatest production programs any Na- 
tion has ever known, 

The manufacture of rubber is a tech- 
nical and scientific matter that has to 
be handled by experts. But if you will 
give careful consideration to the word- 
ing of this bill you will find, especially 
those of you who have talked so much 
about bureaucracy, that you are setting 
up a new bureau, as suggested by the 
gentleman from South Dakota (Mr. 
Case], with the sky as the limit. There 
is no check on the power it delegates. In 
addition to that, you either directly or 
indirectly slap Donald Nelson, the Navy 
Department, and the War Department 
squarely in the face. 

That is the way I construe the matter. 
I invite all of you to read a letter from 
the Under Secretary of War Judge Pat- 
terson which I inserted in the RECORD 
yesterday. The Secretary of the Navy 
feels exactly the same way about it. 
Those men are doing the best they can, 
and without regard to any other consid- 
eration, and they are making paramount 
the essentials for war. It is not going 
to hurt a lot of us if we lose our car's or 
our tires, but it means much if you de- 
prive the boys at the front of the neces- 
sary munitions of war. I am friendly 
to the farmers, but I am not going to vote 
to give priorities to any group. I want 
W. P. B., the Army, and Navy to take 
care of war needs first. 

Now, you are going to create a com- 
pletely new agency, when Donald Nelson 
is doing a superb job, doing the very 
thing that he is clothed and empowered 
and instructed to do. 

I was interested in the statement made 
by the distinguished gentleman from 
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Georgia when he said he would vote for 
the bill, and somebody else commented 
that the majority leader in another body 
said if it were passed it was sure to face 
a veto. But the gentleman from Georgia 
said, “If I were the President of the 
United States, I would appoint Donald 
Nelson as head of this:Agency.” That 
is ridiculous, because you are simply 
marching up the hill and marching right 
down again. You are flying right 
squarely in the face of a letter from 
Donald Nelson and the Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Navy. We 
must fix responsibility somewhere, and I 
am going to back Nelson to the limit, 
I trust him to do the wise and right thing. 

Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. THOMASON. Iyield. 

Mr. DONDERO. I do not find any- 
thing in this bill that would prevent the 
President appointing Donald Nelson, 

Mr. THOMASON. If he already has 
that power and if he is already doing 
his dead level best to meet the most criti- 
cal situation that we have ever faced in 
this Nation, why mess the thing up with 
another bill again giving him the same 
power that he now has? It sounds to me 
like there is a lot of politics in this bill, 
and politics ought to be pushed aside for 
the war program. 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMASON. I yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. It seems to 


me that this situation is paralleled only 
by the bill that we passed in connection 
with little business. 

Mr. THOMASON. Well, Ido not know 
about that, but it is doing exactly what 
Donald Nelson has the power to do today, 
and it is unfair to him and unfair to the 
War Department and the Navy Depart- 
ment, who are giving priorities to muni- 
tions of war rather than commercial-car 
users. Give Nelson and his associates a 
little time and they will work out a syn- 
thetic-rubber program, This only means 
some more divided authority and buck 
passing. 

Mr. FULMER. Will the gentleman 
yield? ` 

Mr. THOMASON. I yield. 

Mr. FULMER. If everything is going 
along sc satisfactorily, why has the Pres- 
ident come to the point where he cannot 
stand up any longer and is going to have 
another investigation? 

Mr. THOMASON. Oh, everybody 
knows the rubber program is not going 
along satisfactorily, and we are ‘all wor- 
ried, but they are doing the best they can 
with an unusually difficult situation. 
Did the gentleman think a year and a 
half ago we would lose all of our imports 
from the far southwest? I feel sure this 
bill will be vetoed, and it ought to be 
unless you amend it and make it 
workable. 

[Here the gavel feli.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any 
amendments to section 5? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise merely to reiter- 
ate a good deal that has been said here 
today. I do not believe there is anyone 
in this House who is not in favor, as has 
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purposes of the bill, but we might as well 
get right down to the meat of the coco- 
nut. What is bothering me is where we 
are going on the question of priorities. I 
cannot agree with the interpretation 
placed on this section, but feel, as does 
the gentleman from Michigan, that we 
ought to have plants for the production 
of rubber for all purposes if we are to 
expand the program at all. I do not see 
how under section 7 we have not under- 
taken separate control of priorities, al- 
though I understand several amend- 
ments will be offered. I want to ask the 
chairman of the committee this ques- 
tion: There is a shortage of steel out in 
my town and down in New Orleans. If 
this bill becomes law as now written with 
the powers set up under it, why could not 
the Director of this program take steel 
away from there? If the theory of this 
bill is right, why should not we have a 
director of shipping to take steel away 
from everything else and put it into 
ships? What I am getting at is, Why 
should we take the power away from one 
man to allocate? Are you not going to 
run into trouble some other place? If 
this Director says, “We need a thousand 
tons of copper for these plants,” and 
Donald Nelson says, “Yes; but we need 
this copper over here to manufacture 
guns and sun sights,” who is going to 
make the decision? That is what is 
bothering me. 

Mr, FULMER. I should like to answer 
the gentleman, if the gentleman will 
yield. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 

Mr. FULMER. The gentleman will 
find by a reading of the hearings, and 
they are very exhaustive, that the only 
priorities this will interfere with are 
those of other private companies that 
desire to experiment along the same 
lines. In the meantime we are asking 
for only 5 to 10 percent of the amount 
that would be needed for other processes 
to produce rubber. Donald Nelson said 
at the close of the hearings that if he 
had known as much about the entire 
subject in the beginning as he knew 

ow he would have allocated 60 percent 

alcohol and 40 percent to petroleum. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. What the gentle- 
man says is correct according to his in- 
terpretation of the reference to private 
companies in section 7, and I think that 
what the committee is trying to do can 
be accomplished. There are many Mem- 
bers of this House, however, who believe 
that the interpretation of section 7 would 
be such that there would be complete 
conflict of authority on priorities. Iam 
sure that. even the gentleman will agree 
with me there should be a clarification 
of this section. I believe that if it is 
clarified the House will pass the bill 
unanimously. E 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. ‘I yield. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I wish to sug- 
gest this possible analogy: We have the 
Selective Service System set up by law 
to take care of the selection of men for 
the armed forces. We have a man- 
power board set up by Executive order 
which is supposed to take care of all 
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other manpower needs. I ask the gen- 
tleman which one of these is function- 
ing best, the one set up by law or the 
one set up by Executive order? I suggest 
that this may have a good lesson for us 
in setting up a specialized system by law 
to procure certain types of rubber. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. The committee has 
gone very far in this bill in its effort to 
accomplish these things and is granting 
a great deal of authority. Unless section 
7 is clarified it seems to me we are going 
to run into a great deal of trouble on 
this question of priorities. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOOK. I yield. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on this 
section and all amendments thereto close 
in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Michigan is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, as I have 
previously stated, I think the section 
dealing with priorities to erect these 
plants is the heart of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I have great respect for 
Donald Nelson, but it must be remem- 
bered that Donald Nelson inherited 
something when he went in there. The 
question of steel has been mentioned 
many times. I come from one of the 
greatest iron-ore-producing sections of 
the world. In this section there lies idle 
today millions upon millions of tons of 
iron, and many ore shafts that could be 
opened to produce more ore, but the 
reason they lie idle is because priori- 
ties will not be granted for machinery 
necessary to operate those mines. Let’ us 
go a little further than that. How in the 
world are you going to produce steel? 
How in the world are you going to have 
all the steel you need if you stop the pro- 
duction of iron ore at the beginning of 
the program? I have in mind right now 
a person who supplies the materials for 
the mines to operate who wants two car- 
loads of bar and drill steel that is abso- 
lutely necessary for the operation of 10 
of those mines. 

It is ready for shipment and the priori- 
ties will not be granted. It is my claim 
that priorities necessary to supply the 
mines with the necessary materials for 
the operation of these mines should be 
granted. If we do not mine the iron ore, 
there can be no steel. I talked with the 
Army and Navy Munitions Board, and 
the commander down there said to me: 


My God, I wish you would come down here 
and put that argument across and let it sink 
into the heads of these people, as I am trying 
to do it. I have tried to tell them that they 
must grant priorities to the mining compa- 
nies so that they can keep their mines oper- 
ating or they will not have the steel. 


If that is happening in the mining in- 
dustry, let us not let it happen in con- 
nection with the proposition of setting 
up a program to get rubber for this 
Nation, Let us put it right in this bill 
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so that the man in charge will be held 
responsible himself and he will not be 
able to pass the responsibility down to 
some minor clerk. I think we should 
place in here that the responsibility shall 
be upon the Director to see that the 
proper priorities are granted for the pur- 
pose of erecting plants in which the 
rubber is to be processed. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any 
amendments to section 6? Are there 
any amendments to section 7? 

Mr.SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. SANDERS: Page 
5, line 2, after the words “private account”, 
strike out the period, insert a semicolon, and 
add the following: “Provided, That nothing 
in this section shall apply to any article or 
material needed by any person, firm, corpo- 
ration, or agency engaged in the manufacture 
or production of guns, tanks, planes, or other 
weapons or instruments or munitions of war 
Ha the account of the United States or its 

ies.” 


Mr.SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, as has 
been stated time and time again, I do not 
believe there is a Member of this House 
who is not concerned about the tremen- 
dous problem confronting this Nation 
due to the rubber shortage. We must 
remember that we are at war and that 
battles on the battle front will not wait. 

Read section 7 again. It is one of the 
most sweeping bestowals of power in re- 
gard to priorities that could possibly pass 
this body: 


When and if the Director finds that any 
article or material with respect to which 
priorities are in effect under any regulation 
or order of the War Production Board, or any 
other agency of the Government, is needed 
for the purposes of this act, he shall certify 
such fact to such Board or other agency, and 
such Board or other agency shall find that 
delivery of such article or material for use for 
the purposes of this act shall have priority 
over all deliveries of similar articles or mate- 
rials for private account. 


That phrase “private account” means 
what? To many of us in this House that 
means Ford, Chrysler, and General 
Motors. It means these large airplane 
companies owned by private industry 
that are manufacturing under contract 
with the Government. These priorities 
mean what? Steel, copper, and tin, It 
is the contention of many of us in this 
body that we do not want to legislate to 
provide tires instead of tanks; we do not 
want to provide tires for the purpose of 
joy riding, but we do want to provide 
tires essential to the carrying on of this 
war; and we believe that the amend- 
ment which states that nothing in this 
section shall apply to any article or 
material needed by any person, firm, cor- 
poration, or agency engaged in the man- 
ufacture of or production of guns, tanks, 
planes, or other weapons or instruments 
or munitions of war for the account of 
the United States or its Allies should be 
put in this bill. 

We must remember that on the battle 
front bullets, guns, and tanks are needed 
there when the battle is raging, and this 
Congress must do nothing that will for 
a single moment obstruct the flow of 
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supplies or munitions of war to the battle 
fronts where the destiny of this world 
and of generations for a thousand years 
to come are being determined. 

ce WILSON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 


Mr, SANDERS. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. WILSON. In order to get those 
guns, tanks, and airplanes for those boys, 
we must get our workers to the factories 
to build those tanks and planes, and we 
must have rubber in order to get them 
to the factories or else build houses for 
them which will require copper, steel, 
brass, tin, and so forth. 

Mr. SANDERS. Yes; but somebody 
must decide who is going to have the 
priority. 

Mr. WILSON. Somebody already has 
that power. This bill does not take the 
power away from Donald Nelson to make 
that decision. 

Mr. SANDERS. There is a difference 
of opinion on that. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SANDERS. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
Army and Navy War Munitions Board 
has first call on all strategic materials 
irrespective of what any other branch 
of the War Production Board says. 

Mr. SANDERS. Not under this bill. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Under 
any bill. 

Mr. SANDERS. There are many of us 
whe differ with that conclusion. 

Mr. AUGUSI H. ANDRESEN. There 
may be a difference of opinion on that. 
You have had a lot of experience with the 
War Production Board. You run up 
against the War and Navy Munitions 
Board, and they veto many times favor- 
able action taken by other agencies with- 
in the Board. Ium sure now they do have 
first call, and they are going to keep 
their priority there for what the gentle- 
man just stated. 

Mr. SANDERS. I am doubtful if they 
will have first call if section 7 remains in 
the bill as it is now written. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SANDERS. I yield to the gentle- 
man from California. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. May I 
say that if the interpretation placed upon 
the language of the bill by members of 
the committee be correct, then I cannot 
see how the gentleman’s amendment can 
do any harm. i 

Mr. SANDERS. Exactly. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California, If the 
interpretation they make is not correct, 
I think the gentleman’s amendment is 
ene for the House to add to the 
bill. 

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SANDERS. I yield to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. FOLGER. Is not the real effect of 
this bill to subordinate every other ma- 
terial to the priority of this, if the Direc- 
tor so determines? 

Mr. SANDERS. That is the way I 
view it. 
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Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SANDERS. I yield to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. COOLEY. The bill states very 
specifically that it has priority only over 
private accounts. This appears in lines 
1 and 2. 

Mr. SANDERS. “Private accounts,” 
in the opinion of many of us, would 
mean private enterprises that have con- 
tracts with the Government. Ford, 
Chrysler, and General Motors, in my 
opinion, would be covered by “private 
accounts.” 

Mr. COOLEY. If it is a Government 
order, then it could not be charged to 
private accounts, 

Mr. SANDERS. The bill does not so 
state. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SANDERS. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. GORE. In answer to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, Henry Ford, 
who is making airplanes, does not buy 
his steel and his aluminum from the 
Government, he buys his steel and his 
aluminum on private account. There- 
fore, this would give priority over Henry 
Ford’s Willow Run plant for planes. 

Mr. SANDERS. I think that is clear. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. SanpErs) there 
were—ayes 37, noes 69. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Vooruts of Cali- 
fornia: On page 4, line 24, after the word 
“shall”, insert “so far as possible consistent 
with balanced maximum production for the 
war effort.” 


Mr, VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, this amendment leaves the 
word “shali” in the bill. It states that 
the Chairman of the War Production 
Board, or whoever is in charge of priori- 
ties, shall give priority to this Agency for 
the manufacture of this rubber, and it 
qualifies it only by permitting the head 
of the War Production Board to exercise 
final judgment insofar as providing for 
the maximum balanced production for 
the war effort is concerned. It is on all 
fours with the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana to a great extent. 

Our total over-all production problem 
is this: It is the problem of getting a bal- 
anced output as quickly as possible of all 
of the different things we have to have, 
first at the primary stage of production 
for materials and plants, and second, at 
the finished product stage of materials, 
that is the delivery of food to the people, 
necessary rubber to the people for neces- 
sary purposes, and guns and planes and 
tanks and ships to the armed forces of 
America, 


Mr. 
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Now, I have introduced a bill that 
states there shall not be any dollar-a- 
year men, that anyone who works for 
the Government shall be on the Govern- 
ment pay roll, and on that pay roll alone. 
So my position on that matter should be 
clear. But so far Congress has not agreed 
with me, and my one main interest, like 
that of others, is, of course, to win the 
war. To do so I believe there has to be 
someone who will decide and have the 
final decision as to where the critical ma- 
terials and the scarce materials can best 
be used to be sure that we do not come 
out with too much of one thing and not 
enough of something else. That job is 
given to the President, and by him to the 
War Production Board. That authority 
has to be single and complete, little as we 
like that sort of thing, if our war produc- 
tion is to be successful. 

My amendment leaves in this bill a di- 
rective to the head of the War Produc- 
tion Board that he shall, so far as pos- 
sible consistent with maximum balanced 
production, grant the priorities asked by 
the Agency which we instruct in this bill 
to manufacture rubber out of alcohol 
produced from farm products. But it 
does do this one thing. It makes it clear 
that the Congress is not setting up an 
agency and saying to that agency, “In 
order to produce rubber for military and 
civilian needs without qualification, you 
have the power to require critical mate- 
rials for your purposes, even though the 
Chairman of the War Production Board 
can show that you have already received 
as much of them as we can afford to allo- 
cate to rubber production. I think that 
is going too far. I want us to pass a good 
bill, the best one we can write. I think 
we have to leave the final priority au- 
thority single—in the hands of one 
agency—and not divide it between two 
of them. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? : 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. COX. May I say to the gentleman 
that I am going to vote for the bill, 
amendment or no amendment, but the 
gentleman’s amendment will, I think, im- 
prove the measure. I do wish the com- 
mittee would accept it. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I am 
much obliged to the gentleman. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. There 
is just one authority that can determine 
whether or not materials should be allo- 
cated to this particular activity. If the 
gentleman’s amendment is adopted, it 
will leave the situation exactly as it is 
now and not change it in any way what- 
ever. The gentleman’s amendment com- 
ah nullifies every provision of this 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I dis- 
agree with the gentleman completely. I 
may say to the gentleman I am not satis- 
fied with what has been done, but I think 
you have to have a central authority 
about these critical materials. If you 
are not satisfied with what that central 
authority does, I do not know of any cure 
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except to change the authority, and I 
have heard nobody suggest that, and I 
certainly do not suggest it. On the 
whole, nothing short of an industrial 
miracle has been accomplished in the 
country. in the past few months. Now I 
believe the passage of this bill will serve 
notice on the people who are in charge 
of those priorities that the Congress is 
not satisfied with the consideration given 
to the manufacture of synthetic rubber 
from alcohol, and it does require that 
they shall insofar as possible give those 
priorities. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Does the gentleman’s 
amendment provide for this allocation of 
priorities in such a way that the alloca- 
tions of the materials shall be made to 
the director to reallocate, or are they 
made so that he allocates them directly 
to the industry doing the producing? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. As I 
understand, the Director makes up a list 
of the materials he needs and requests 
priorities. 

Mr. HINSHAW. If that is the case, 
and the Director is able to distribute that 
material among the people whom he 
wants to have make this alcohol, then I 
think the gentleman’s amendment is 
very gocd and I favor it. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Iam very 
much obliged to the gentleman. 

May I say this one thing further: 
Rubber cannot be set aside over here 
and war materials over here. I want my 
position to be very plain about that, It 
will take about 150,000 tons of rubber to 
supply 150,000 airplanes. Our normal 
peacetime consumption of rubber in this 
country has been 600,000 tons. It is esti- 
mated that in the next year and a half 
we shall need about 2,000,000 tons for 
military and essential civilian needs, de- 
fining essential civilian needs as one- 
fourth of normal. 

I think there are a number of sources 
from which we can get more synthetic 
rubber, I think this bill is one of them; 
but I think, as I said before, that Con- 
gress should be clear that what it means 
here by “essential” is perhaps more than 
some other people have meant; but we 
are not expecting to secure an unlimited 
supply to meet every normal peacetime 
use, and that we do expect the program 
we have called for to be a part of and 
not in conflict with our great over-all 
production program. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
the House to vote down this amend- 
ment. This would leave this Agency ex- 
actly where a number of manufacturing 
Plants today are that are now prepared 
to manufacture rubber out of alcohol 
because they have been refused a small 
allotment of critical material which they 
need to turn their plants into operation. 
The facts show that this agency would 
require only about 10 percent of critical 
materials compared with 90 percent for 
the petroleum interests. I ask the Com- 
mittee to vote down the amendment, 
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Mr, VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULMER. Yes. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. If in this 
bill there were written a specific quan- 
tity of certain specific critical materials 
that were going to be required to be al- 
located for this purpose, I would not 
have any objection to the Congress doing 
that, if I knew the facts with regard to 
those materials; but this is not a spe- 
one proposition; it is a blanket proposi- 

on. 

Mr. Chairman, let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Vooruts of Cali- 
fornia) there were—ayes 25, noes 58. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any 
amendments proposed to section 8? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, to ask a question or two with re- 
spect to section 8. Section 8 is designed 
to prevent monopolistic control, which 
is desirable. 

The bill reads: 


Sec. 8. For the purpose of preventing the 
monopolistic control of the synthetic or arti- 
ficial rubber industry, and for the purpose of 
preventing such control in the production of 
alcohol manufactured from agricultural or 
forest products, no private corporation, and 
no groyp of private corporations, which are 
affiliated through stock ownership or other- 
wise shall control more than 10 percent of 
the production of the total requirements of 
rubber as defined in this Act of the United 
States for its military and civilian needs or 
more than 10 percent of the materials 
from which such rubber is produced, and the 
Director is hereby authoribed and directed by 
the proper order to prevent such control. 


How would the gentleman construe the 
words “the proper order” to prevent such 
control? 

Mr. FULMER. If a manufacturer of 
synthetic rubber under this administra- 
tion were given too much of the critical 
materials, he might develop a monopoly. 
There are certain plants in this country 
right now that are prepared, with a small 
amount of critical materials, to go into 
the manufacture of synthetic rubber. 
Would it not be pitiful, if that manufac- 
turer should develop a monopoly of that 
thing? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I agree it 
would be entirely undesirable, and 
should be prevented. The thing that 
bothers me is that there are some pri- 
vate concerns already engaged in the 
production of items that go into the 
making of rubber, and I am wondering 
if the determination by the Director of 
what is necessary to prevent such control 
would ever be subject to review in the 
courts. Under the language, as I read it, 
he would be directed by “the proper or- 
der” to prevent such control and what- 
ever he considered the proper order he 
would have, He would be truly a law 
unto himself. He could make his own 
finding of facts, and that finding of facts 
would never be subject to review in the 
courts. Further than that, no one could 
ever question the authority to make that 


JULY 24 


finding of facts because he is to be con- 
sidered as having been directed “by 


. proper order” to prevent such control. 


In fact, the only possibility of review 
would seem to be if some court sometime 
should decide that he had failed to do 
everything that might be thought of to 
prevent such control. He is here di- 
rected “by proper order” to do what 
someone sometime may decide he should 
have done. The purpose of this legisla- 
tion is excellent but I am afraid some 
unfortunate language is used. I yield 
back the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no 
further objections, under the rule, the 
Committee will rise. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Ramspeck, Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee had 
had under consideration the bill H. R. 
7257, and pursuant to House Resolution 
527 he reported the bill back to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. The ques- 
tion is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is 
is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Fappis) there 
were—ayes 104, noes 18. 

So the bill was passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to vacate the pro- 
ceedings by which the bill H. R. 7257 was 
passed and substitute therefor the bill S. 
2600, an identical bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the request of the gentleman is granted. 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be read 
a third time, was read the third time, 
and passed, and a motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill, H. R. 7257, was 
laid on the table. 


GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS 


Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
extend their remarks on the bill just 
passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Hore] may extend his 
remarks on the bill just passed and in- 
clude therein an article that he wishes 
to incorporate in his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 
30 minutes, 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, America is 
engaged in a gigantic struggle for the 
preservation of a system of government 
which guarantees that men shall be 
free—free to think, free to speak, free to 
work, free to acquire property, free to 
engage in individual enterprise, free to be 
freemen and freewomen, free to enjoy 
the blessings of freedom and to preserve 
them for their posterity. 

The struggle in which we are engaged 
is not one of our own seeking. It was 
forced upon us. Nothing that we did 
caused it. Nothing that we could haye 
done, short of loss of national honor, 
would have averted it. Despite a policy 
of appeasement pursued to the bitter end, 
even while perfidious ambassadors car- 
ried on a hypocritical pretense in the 
Capital of the Nation itself, we were 
treacherously assaulted and war was 
made upon us. . 

Our ships that had carried scrap and 
petroleum to Japan had but returned 
when Japanese bombers struck Pearl 
Harbor to destroy not only our ships and 
planes but one of our most strategic bases 
in the Pacific—a stepping stone in cur 
Pacific defense. 

Our national honor left us with but 
one choice—to accept the challenge of 
war so treacherously flung at us and to 
begin the all-out preparation that has 
characterized all our activities since. 
That all-out preparation for war has 
drawn upon all our resources—physical 
as well as human; material as well as 
spiritual. There is nothing we can do but 
fight. And we are fighting. We must 
win if we are to exist as freemen and 
freewomen—as a free nation in a world 
which today witnesses the enslavement 
of men and nations and the destruction 
of human liberties. 

Whether we like it or not we have 
entered upon a new world, a new exist- 
ence, a new era, We must fight through 
until the enemies of our way Of life have 
been conquered and we emerge victorious 
to continue a civilization in which the 
principles upon which this Nation was 
founded may continue to mark the 
course of our progress, 

I do not like war. I hate it. So do 
you. I would not choose war as a means 
of solving human problems; neither 
would you. But as God has created men, 
war still appears to be the only solution 
known for certain problems beyond 
human comprehension. We are at war 
because there appears to be no other 
course for us to purpose. 

This war has imposed a staggering 
burden upon all of us. While we were 
at peace, while we pursued a policy of 
peace, while we destroyed the imple- 
ments of war and beat our swords into 
plowshares, our enemies were engaged 
upon the most extensive military pro- 
gram in all human history. For a quar- 
ter century they trained men in an art 
of warfare totally unknown to any ear- 
lier civilization. They constructed vast 
arsenals and built enormous armories. 
They devoted a mental ingenuity here- 
tofore never dreamed of to the mastery 
of the secrets of nature. Test tube and 
microscope were made to disclose secrets 
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that once appeared to be beyond human 
comprehension. They converted even 
the very air we breathe into chemical 
substances almost beyond the realm of 
human imagination. They conquered 
the air. They navigated beneath the 
seas when they could not sail upon them, 
in order to destroy men and ships and 
take a deadly toll along th> sea lanes of 
commerce. We had no part in this. We 
believed in peace. We hoped for peace. 

We saw the war clouds gathering over 
ill-fated Europe; but we hoped and be- 
lieved they never would gather over 
America, But that hope and that belief 
have been destroyed. War clouds have 
gathered over America; and we are com- 
pelied to prepare for the storm they hold. 

War has changed completely our nor- 
mal way of life. It has taken our sons 
away from our homes for service in the 
armed forces or lured them temporarily 
into more lucrative occupations in na- 
tional defense. It has deprived us of our 
customary means and methods of trans- 
portation or reduced them so greatly as 
to upset almost entirely our daily way of 
life. It has demanded more and ever 
more of our farmers, yet left them with 
constantly decreasing means and mate- 
rials for responding to those demands. 
Steel, tin, rubber, oil, and gas are being 
rationed or denied entirely in order that 
the war effort may not fail. We must 
win this war. We must do without even 
a little now if we would not be deprived of 
all later. 

I have no desire to magnify the burden 
that confronts the farmers of my district 
or of all America, for that matter. But I 
would not minimize it. For years I have 
faced this problem squarely. I saw the 
war clouds gathering. I believed that it 
was not humanly possible to disperse 
them. But I believed, too, that in unity 
there is strength. I believe now as I be- 
lieved when dictators first began to move 
their juggernauts across the face of the 
earth that when the fateful day should 
dawn for America there would be but one 
solution—a united Nation resolute in its 
determination to forego all else but prep- 
aration for all-out war for victory. 

And so, during these recent years, so 
portentous, I have supported faithfully 
and loyally every legislative proposal sub- 
mitted by the administration intended to 
prepare our people for defense against 
enemy dictators. If at any time I may 
have appeared to differ, it was only in 
detail, not in principle. And I never have 
wavered in my championship of the 
farmers of my district or of the Nation, 
even though that championship com- 
pelled me to oppose one group that would 
inflict our farmers with bureaucratic 
pains and penalties or another group 
bent upon terrorizing the free farmers 
of America with the same club that it has 
used to beat America’s free industrialism 
into almost helpless submission. 

It is always easier to follow lines of 
least resistance. It requires but little 
courage to foliow the mob, especially 
when the mob calls for Barabas. I would 
have found it an easy course to follow the 
mob that has demanded the destruction 
of the free farms and the free factories 
of America. But I have chosen not to 
pursue that course. I could not do so, 
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The conditions of my birth, my youth, 
my mature years among my people, 
whose daily life and welfare are so inti- 
mately a part of the soil and of the farm, 
prevent me from doing so. My faith in 
my people who still believe that God made 
the farm and the home and that men 
made cities and factories, does not per- 
mit me to pursue such a course. My con- 
victions overwhelmingly restrain me 
from it. 

My primary thought today is for the 
farmers of the Nation in these event- 
ful days of war. We shali need food to 
win this war, just as we shall need steel. 
We shall need cotton, vegetable oils and 
fats. We shall need meat and milk and 
butter and eggs. Not only for ourselves 
but for our Allies as well. And we shall 
need some, too, for the distressed and 
enslaved and impoverished all over the 
world—in China and India and Europe. 
We shall need the products of the farm 
to go along beside the products of the 
factory and the mill. Our President has 
set the goals for tanks and planes and 
ships. Human necessity will set the goals 
for our farmers. 

Today there are 6,000,000 persons less 
in the farm-labor pool than there were 
in 1940. Yet the demand for the prod- 
ucts of the farm is infinitely greater and 
it will increase constantly. Our military 
experts estimate that 18 workers are re- 
quired to equip and maintain one fighter. 
A large part of that equipment and prac- 
tically all of that maintenance must 
come from the farm. 

We have set new goals for our farm- 
ers. War and nature have compelled us 
to abandon an erstwhile insane economy 
of scarcity and resume that economy of 
abundance that characterized America 
before we were governed by day-dream- 
ing bureaucracies. But we ate moving 
rapidly from a status of surplus to a 
status of scarcity. We should do so 
through the natural law of supply and 
demand. We must not destroy our farm- 


' ers at the very outset by denying them 


the benefits of the parity we enacted for 
them. Not even our Government should 
sell our farmers short. And our farmers 
will be sold short when and if we dump 
surplus stocks below parity upon a pro- 
ducer’s market. The farmer’s problem 
today is one of unlimited production. 
Human necessity demands that he pro- 
duce and produce abundantly. Our Gov- 
ernment appeals to him to produce as a 
patriotic duty. Let us hope that our 
Government will not unpatriotically 
break the farmer’s market and make him 
alone carry the Nation’s economic 
burden. 

Let us see to it that those who trade 
upon the farmer, who buy and sell the 
products of the farm at enormous profits 
to themselves, may not despoil the far- 
mer of his just share. I consider it to be 
a patriotic duty to protect the farmers 
of the Nation from those who trade upon 
him. We cannot permit the Nation to 
become a land of traders, for traders, by 
trades. We must protect those who pro- 
duce lest we perish. 

We call upon our farmers to produce 
more with fewer and scantier facilities. 
We expect them, indeed, to produce the 
greatest agricultural output in history. 
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Specifically we ask them to produce 7 per- 
cent more milk than last year, 13 percent 
more eggs, 10 percent more chickens, 14 
percent more hogs, 30 percent more gar- 
den produce, 8 percent more corn, 8 per- 
cent more cotton, 18 percent more to- 
matoes for canning, 54 percent more soy- 
beans, 6 percent more rice, more than 
100 percent more peanuts, and 58 per- 
cent more turpentine. But we shall be 
compelled to ask them for even more be- 
fore the war has ended. 

Officially, we have done but little to 
make all this increased production pos- 
sible. We have taken men and machines 
away from our farms. And yet I appeal 
to the farmers of my district and of the 
"Nation to carry on. For we must win 
this war quickly. In the end we shall 
win. But we cannot delay, lest our loss 
be too great. Days of reconstruction 
loom gloomily ahead. But sufficient unto 
that day is the evil thereof. Let us first 
win the war. 

The farmers of the country have re- 
sponded patriotically and overwhelm- 
ingly to the President’s request for a 
greater abundance of the products of the 
farm. Among the crops produced so 
abundantly by my people is the lowly 
peanut. We shall need the peanut as we 
shall need all other oil-bearing seed crops 
to supplement a fat shortage so great 
that we are compelled to ask the house- 
wives of the Nation to save the waste 
fats of the kitchen. We make glycerine 
from fats, and we make munitions from 
glycerine. We shall need an inexhausti- 
ble supply of fats and oils to carry on 
this war. 

In my district, the acreage planted to 
peanuts this year is more than twice 
what it was last year. This increased 
production of peanuts will mean more 
vegetable oil, and more vegetable meal, 
all of which will find an appropriate place 
in our present war economy. This in- 
creased crop, together with increased 
acreages of other crops in my district, 
indicate in part the faith of my people 
in America, their determination to win 
this war, and the sacrifices they are will- 
ing to make to win it. They have sent 
their sons to war, and are putting their 
own sweat and toil into their crops in 
order to win this war. 

This, in part, is the reason I have tried 
to protect the farmers of my district and 
the Nation from spying dictatorial bu- 
reaucrats who have tried to repeal the 
laws of nature, to destroy free enterprise, 
and to repudiate the only economy known 
to nature—the economy of abundance. 
It is the reason, too, that has caused me 
to defend them from self-seeking traders 
who would profit from their toil. 

Recent years have been eventful years 
in the National Congress. ‘They have 
been busy years. They have been years 
crowded with a multiplicity of details. 
Congress did not spare itself when it 
abolished its erstwhile short session. 
Sessions of Congress have grown increas- 
ingly long in recent years and but little 
time is left to Members to visit their 
districts and to meet their people in their 
homes, 

Increasingly Members of Congress 
must remain at the National Capital, 
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away from their homes. I have tried to 
serve my people in what I believe to be 
the most effective and the most efficient 
way possible. I have been available to 
them individually at all times through 
the constant daily communications they 
send me—communications in which they 
express their needs and their desires. I 
have sought to render them efficient and 
effective service in their collective capac- 
ity by a diligent, loyal, and faithful at- 
tendance upon the committee of which I 
am a member and in the daily sessions of 
the House, where the committee mem- 
bership that I hold enables me to render 
a service that could hardly be rendered 
otherwise. 

Today, as ever, I stand pledged to the 
cause of the free American farmer—to 
the farmers of my district as well as of 
all the Nation. I have resisted all efforts 
to destroy the free American farm and 
the free American home, I challenge all 
who would destroy these fundamentals of 
free America. 

I pledge myself to serve these freemen 
and freewomen with fidelity and courage 
in the future as I have in the past. 


INCREASE OF PENSION TO DEPENDENTS 
OF THE REGULAR ESTABLISHMENT 


Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 1030) to 
provide increases of pension payable to 
dependents of veterans of the Regular 
Establishment, and for other purposes, 
with Senate amendments, and agree to 
the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 

Page 2, line 12, strike out all after “$62.” 
down to and including “section.” in line 21. 

Page 4, after line 3, insert: 

“Sec. 4. That notwithstanding any pro- 
vision of law or veterans regulation, awards 
of death pension granted under part II of 
Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended, 
or under Public Law 359, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, approved December 19, 1941, shall 
be effective as of the day following the date 
of death of the veteran, if claim is filed 
within 1 year following the date of death.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, will the gen- 
tleman just tell us briefly what changes 
are made? 

Mr. LESINSKI. H.R. 1030 takes care 
of the wives and dependent children of 
the Regular Establishment—that is, the 
Army, the Navy, the Coast Guard, and 
the Marines. 

Last year we passed a bill for the vet- 
erans on the basis of 75 percent of the 
World War rates. That is an act today. 
We also passed H. R. 1030 to take care 
of the dependents. This bill has been 
in the Senate since early summer of last 
year. Senator Byrp objected. 

A couple of days ago he withdrew his 
objection because after conference with 
General Hines he received the green 
light, that this bill was all right, and it 
passed the Senate. There were only 
minor amendments. One of the amend- 
ments is, that if application is made for 
a pension within 1 year of the death 
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of the veteran, then the pension starts 
from the day of the veteran’s death. 
But if the application is made later, 
whenever that application is made, that 
is the time from which the pension 
starts. 

Section 4 which was added by the 
Senate would apply the World War and 
Spanish War rule as to the effective dates 
of death pension awards, service-con- 
nected death to awards effective as of 
the day following the date of death of 
the veteran if the claim is filed within 
1 year following the date of death of the 
veteran. If, however, the claim is not 
filed within 1 year the compensation will 
then begin with date on which the ap- 
plication is filed. This amendment 
makes all pension laws uniform. 

The Senate on line 12, page 2, of the 
bill struck out everything in the para- 
graph after the figures “$62.” The ef- 
fect of -this amendment is to bring the 
proposed act into conformity with sec- 
tion 10 of the act of July 12, 1942, Pub- 
lic Law No. 667, which provides that the 
insurance premiums shall not reduce the 
compensation otherwise payable to the 
dependents. 

Those are the two amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan (Mr. LESINSKI]? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that when the House ad- 
journs today it adjourn to meet on Mon- 
day next at 12 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE TRUTH ABOUT THE EMERSON 
ELECTRIC CO. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute and to extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, a few 
days ago the chairman of the Military 
Affairs Committee, the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. May] made a speech on 
the floor of the House which was a se- 
rious reflection in part on the Emerson 
Electric Manufacturing Co., of St. Louis, 
Mo., and its president, Mr. W. S. Syming- 
ton. I have since learned that the state- 
ments made by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. May] can by no stretch of the 
imagination be supported by facts. 

Mr. Symington is classed as one of the 
youngest presidents of a very large cor- 
poration in this country. He has made 
a great success since he has been in 
charge of this corporation. 

Back in 1940 Mr. Symington was sent 
by the United States Government to Eng- 
land and at the time he was accompanied 
by a staff of experts from the Air Corps. 
The purpose of his journey was to con- 
sult British aviation authorities and 
reach with them an agreement under 
which both Governments would there- 
after unite in the manufacture of power- 
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driven turrets for the use of machine 
gunners on bombers in accordance with a 
uniform design—the purpose being to 
make it possible to arm both air services 
with a turret of the same design. Mr. 
Symington succeeded in reaching such an 
agreement with the British and upon re- 
turning to the United States was selected 
by the Army Air Corps to engage in the 
manufacture of these turrets—an article 
of equipment never before made in this 
country. The contract was not sought 
by him, rather he yielded to the demands 
of the Government and went to work on 
this extraordinarily difficult undertaking. 
And it should be remembered that a 
bomber without these turrets is utterly 
helpless to defend itself against a pursuit 
ship—every bomber must have one. 

Following the speech of the chairman 
of the Military Affairs Committee, Mr. 
Symington prepared a memorandum, in 
answer to the statement, which he re- 
leased to the press. In fairness to Mr. 
Symington I feel his statement should be 
published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and I imelude it as part of my remarks. 
It follows: < 


Statements p to have been made 
by Chairman May of the House Military 
Affairs Committee: 

“Statement 1: “There was a contract let to 
the Emerson Electric Co., near St. Louis, Mo., 
to build a plant for $25,000,000. Al of these 
contracts are based on the idea that the man 
who gets it has the “know how,” that is, they 
have the engineers, the experts, the machin- 
ists, the electricians, and the technicians, 
and all the necessary personnel to know how 
to do the job. For that they were paid a 
fee of something over $2,000,000, in face of 
the fact that the contract was awarded to 
them on a letter of intent, which says that 
“we intend to give you a contract to do so- 
and-so and you agree to do it.”’ 

“The facts: The contract for the plant was 
negotiated by The Austin Co., builders, with 
the Defense Plant Corporation. Emerson 
received no fee, or profit, on this building 
contract of any kind whatever. 

“Statement 2: ‘Within 3 months after the 
contruct was let every officer in the whole 
corporation, from the lowest on up to the 
top, including the president, had their sal- 
aries increased an average of 66 percent.’ 

"The facts: Six months after the first tur- 
ret contract the salaries of the president and 
two vice presidents of the company were ex- 
actly the same as they were 6 months before 
this first turret contract. Since then, to 
date, one vice president’s salary has been in- 
creased $6,000, the other $5,000. Salary m- 
creases to all officers during this period were 
not 5 percent. 

“Statement 3: ‘To illustrate, the president 
of the corporation, before they got the Gov- 
ernment contract, was getting $15,000 a year. 
Immediately after the contract was executed, 
he was put on at $25,000 a year, all of the 
increase plus a proportionate part of the 
original salary to be paid by the Federal 
Government under the cost-plus-a-fixed-fee 
arrangement.’ 

“The facts: The salary of the president 
of Emerson has not changed since 1938. It 
was $24,000 annually then, is $24,000 now. 

“That part of his salary allocated to tur- 
rets, and that part allocated to the other 
division of the company, is in accordance 
with decision of the auditors of the Army 
Air Forces and Navy. 

“Statement 4: ‘When those fellows out at 
the Emerson Electric Co., who had the “know- 
how,” got up against the proposition, within 
3 months efter they had started they had 
more than 2,000 white-collar workers and 
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less than 1,000 actual laborers and mechanics 
and other workers who did the job.’ 

“The facts: Instructions to Emerson were 
to get a plant built and equipped with ma- 
chinery capable of making a certain number 
of turrets, and to gather an organization 
capable of operating same, all this as quickly 
as possible. 

“Inasmuch as regular Emerson business 
was, through war work, rising steadily to 
the highest volume in its history, largely a 
new organization had to be built. 

“Also we were instructed to build a sep- 
arate development engineering organization, 
capable of developing turrets, a new art. 

“In the there was much organi- 
zation development and literally almost no 
shop. Later it was 50-50; that is, 50 percent 
shop, 50 percent office. Now it is 62 percent 
shop, 38 percent office. 

“More than half of this office force, however, 
is because of the character of this particular 
war effort; and much of it really isn't office 
force at all, For example, guards, auditors 
incident to C. P. F.F., field expeditors, D. P. C. 
accountants, and the extraordinary number 
of tool processors, tool designers, and teol 
try-out men are all carried on the office pay 
roll, as is the staff of a large service school. 

“In a separate building, working under a 
separate directive, is the development engi- 
neering department, now the largest in the 
country for this product. People in this de- 
partment, their guards, etc., are on the office 
pay roll, entirely separate from people inci- 
dent to the production effort. 

“Statement 5: ‘Not only that, but they were 
using aluminum for door posts and using 
copper to emblazon things all around a fine 
office building.’ 

“The facts: All materials for this plant are 
approved prior to purchase by Government 
representatives located on the property. 
They say they know of no aluminum or cop- 
per used for embellishment at this facility. 

“Statement 6: "The Emerson Electric Co. 
because they knew how, finally got up against 
the situation where they had more than 250 
machines on the floor and did not know how 
to install them; so they sent down to Ohio 
and picked up a bunch of engineers out of 
a tool company who were experts.’ 

“The facts: Emerson has been 
machine tools in its plants for 51 years. All 
machines in this turret plant are installed 
by St. Loutsians under union regulations. 
No machines were installed by anybody from 
Ohio. 

“Statement 7: ‘They brought them (engi- 
neers) to their plant and paid them $20 a day 
and $40 a week money. They not 
only did that but they paid this engineering 
company in one sum $700,000." 

“The facts: The engineering company re- 
ferred to is probably one which contracts out 
skilled tool designers and tool processors. 
Because of the tremendous tooling program 
this turret plant had, under its directives 
from the War and Navy Departments, it was 
necessary to use these tool companies for 
tooling assistance, this to meet production 
schedules. 

“No lump sum of $700,000 was paid any 
engineering company. 

“The rates paid by Emerson for this tooling 
help were the going rates for this type effort. 
Tools meant turrets; and although Emerson 
felt these rates were high—and so often re- 
ported to the Government representatives at 
this plant—we knew of no other way to get 
them.” 


THOUGHTS FOR CONSIDERATION 


1. With no past knowledge of turrets, no 
prior art, constant changes based on battle 
ce, and terrible necessity for speed 
(bombers on the ground after Pearl Harbor 
waiting for turrets) a company with but 
$2,000,000 working capital could not possibly 
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have established a fixed-price policy on busi- 


_ness running into hundreds of millions of- 
dollars. 


2. Since its entrance into the turret busi- 
ness, Emerson has always left up to the Gov- 
ernment what fee should be received on any 
contract, has actually offered to work for 
nothing if this policy was thought proper. 

3. Because the company is heavily in excess 
profits in its other division, and, therefore, 
will be taxed 90 percent on turret profit, at 
4 percent fee on a $10,000,000 order, or $400,- 
000 profit before taxes, it will net $40,000 
after taxes. Therefore, if there is some loss 
of tools, or audit misunderstanding, the com- 
pany may well operate at a loss. 

4. Despite the new and complicated nature 
of the product, we are ahead on every turret 
schedule given by the Government. 


Mr. Speaker, now, in conclusion, let 
me say I was really amazed when I con- 
tacted the Military Affairs Committee 
of the House to find there was absolutely 
no evidence in the record of that com- 
mittee to justify the statement that the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. May] 
made on the floor of the House relative 
to this corporation. I was told they did 
have some information concerning the 
corporation as well as some figures. 

Mr. Symington ately came to 
Washington upon reading the statement 
in the St. Louis papers, and he has ap- 
peared at Mr. May’s office in person, but 
the chairman of the committee was out 
of the city. Mr. Symington was shown 
all statements concerning the Emerson 
Electric Co. on file with that committee, 
and he confirmed the figures that are 
in the record, but those figures were not 
the figures used by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. May] in his speech on 
the floor of the House. The conclusion 
was reached by all that I talked with, in- 
cluding officials of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, that the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. May] must have confused 
the Emerson Electrice Co. with testimony 
in the file concerning some other cor- 
poration. Mr. Symington also went to 
the War Department, and it is my un- 
derstanding that the Secretary of War 
or the Chief of the Air Corps proposes 
to address the Military Affairs Commit- 
tee on this subject. 

Mr. Symington has likewise requested 
a publie hearing before the Military Af- 


fairs Committee, and if the hearing is 


granted, I am sure the committee will 
admit that the information used by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. May] 
was not correct. 


THE HIGGINS SHIPBUILDING CO.. 
CONTRACT 


Mr, BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of a resolution, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read House Resolution 531, 
as follows: 


Whereas the United States Maritime Com- 
mission on July 18, 1942, without previous 
notice, canceled a contract or contracts with 
Higgins Corporation, of New Orleans, La., 
said contract calling for the construction of 
200 Liberty-type ships, deemed vita] to the 
war effort; and the facilities therefor; and 

Whereas, since said cancelation the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
of the House of Representatives has author- 
ized complete investigations of both the can- 
celation of said contract or contracts and the 
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alleged shortage of steel for vital ship con- 
struction: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That in view of said investiga- 
tions now in progress that the Maritime 
Commission be instructed to stay the execu- 
tion of its cancelation order and hold in place 
all equipment and material on the above 
referred to contract or contracts until such 
time as the special investigating committee 
have made their reports, but not to exceed a 
period of 30 days from the date of the adop- 
tion of this resolution: Provided, however, 
that if on the last day of such suspension the 
House shall not be in session the said sus- 
pension shall continue for an additional pe- 
riod until the expiration of 5 days next 
following the first day on which the House 
shall be in session. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, will the gen- 
tleman explain the resolution? 

Mr. BLAND. A resolution was intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Louisiana 
(Mr. Bocas], to which I have added cer- 
tain words in pencil. That was House 
Resolution 530. This resolution will be 
given a new number. 

Second, there has been a great deal of 
newspaper comment about the cancela- 
tion of the Higgins contracts. I do not 
know anything about the merits of the 
Higgins contract except that it was 
awarded some time ago and that pro- 
ceeding under it $15,000,000 or $20,000,- 
000 have been expended. Suddenly there 
seems to be a cancelation. I called up 
and wanted to know why and I was told 
that it is because of a shortage of steel. 
Immediately upon word of the cancela- 
tion I appointed a subcommittee to in- 
vestigate the cancelation. As soon as I 
got news that it was because of a short- 
age of steel, that being a matter that had 
been taken up before my committee some 
time before, I appointed another subcom- 
mittee to cooperate with the first sub- 
committee to deal solely with the short- 
age of steel. 

It may be that the contract ought not 
to have been made—I do not know—but 
if it ought not to have been made, then 
the Higgins outfit should not have been 
permitted to go to the extent of spending 
$15,000,000 or $20,000,000 under it. The 
contract was made, however. There ape 
pears to be something wrong—I will not 
Say exactly something rotten in Den- 
mark, but something wrong—that the 
Commission should have let $15,000,000 
or. $20,000,000 be spent before they 
stopped work under the contract. I 
think it is something that should be 
gone into thoroughly by the committee 
and let the chips fall where they may. 

Mr. MICHENER. That is all the res- 
olution which has been read to the House 
does? 

Mr. BLAND. All it does is to provide 
that the cancelation shall be stayed 
for a period not exceeding 30 days and 
that if at the expiration of that period 
the House is not in session then the sus- 
pension shall continue for 5 days beyond 
the first day thereafter that the House 
is in session. 

Mr. MICHENER. In other words, if 
the House should not be in session before 
the middle of September this would stay 
the proceedings until the middle of Sep- 
tember? 
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Mr. BLAND. That is true. 

Mr. MICHENER. Does this bill have 
the unanimous support of the gentle- 
man’s committee? 

Mr. BLAND. It has not been before 
the committee. I have talked with vari- 
ous members of the committee and the 
members of the subcommittee and the 
majority—I have not been able to see 
them all, I have not seen the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Van ZANDT], I 
have not seen the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr, Wetcx], but he has agreed 


to it. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CULKIN] has agreed to it. The 
gentleman from New York IMr. 


O’Brien] is present and agreed to it, and 
a very considerable number of the Dem- 
ocratic members have agreed to it and 
agreed for me to present it. 

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman is a 
splendid legislator with much experi- 
ence here in this body. He knows this 
is a most unusual—and I emphasize the 
word unusual—request. It should not be 
brought here under these conditions un- 
less it is absolutely essential to the war 
effort because it is not in the interest of 
orderly and good legislation. 

Mr. BLAND. I agree with the gen- 
tleman on that. 

Mr. MICHENER. To bring matters 
so important before the House under like 
conditions is most unusual, 

Mr. BLAND. But there are unusual 
conditions. 

Mr. MICHENER. I do not want to 
be placed in the position of objecting to 
something which may be of importance 
in the national defense in these trying 
hours. 

Mr. BLAND. I heartily concur with 
what the gentleman has to say. 

Mr. MICHENER. I do not believe the 
gentleman should bring legislation in 
here and expect us to pass it when his 
committee has not met and considered it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will as- 
sume this responsibility. Under the cir- 
cumstances, the bill not haying had com- 
mittee approval, the Chair would appre- 
ciate it if the gentleman from Virginia 
would withdraw his request. When the 
gentleman from Virginia spoke to the 
occupant of the Chair about this matter, 
while he did not say so, the Chair did 
think that the committee had approved 
this matter. 

Mr. BLAND. It has the approval of 
the majority of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. This is quite an un- 
usual procedure. 

Mr. BLAND. It has the approval of a 
majority of the committee by actual poll 
of the committee. I may say it was a 
unanimous approval. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, without in- 
tending in any way to offend the gentle- 
man from Virginia, but evidencing my 
support of the Speaker, I object. 


EMERSON ELECTRIC CO., ST. LOUIS, MO. 


Mr. FADDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Fappis]. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FADDIS. Mr. Speaker, in regard 
to the matter just brought before the 
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House by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Cocuran], concerning the president 
of the Emerson Electric Co., of St. Louis, 
Mo., may I say to the House that I am 
quite sure the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. May], in some way or another, got 
that matter mixed up with something 
else. I am quite sure that when the mat- 
ter is properly brought to the attention 
of the gentleman from Kentucky he will 
be quite glad to make amends, because 
the gentleman from Kentucky wishes to 
do nothing except what is fair and just 
at all times. 

May I say further that I personally 
investigated this matter yesterday and 
I find that there is no foundation for 
the statement made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky. I am at a loss to know 
how the confusion occurred. May I state 
further that as chairman of one of these 
special committees I intend to give the 
matter a public committee hearing on 
Tuesday in order that justice may be 
done. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HILL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and to in- 
clude therein a record of some feeding 
operations and a resolution by the Na- 
tional Live Stock Association. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. HILL]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TIBBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. TIBBOTT] ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Recorp in answer to a column 
known as We the People. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Hoox]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
to include a letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. ANDERSON]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN] may ex- 
tend his own remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. MICHENER]? 

There was no objection. 


MEETING OF COMMITTEE ON THE MER- 
CHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for not 
more than 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. BLAND]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, as chair- 
man of the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, I announce that a 
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committee meeting is called for 10 o’clock 
Monday next. All members of the com- 
mittee are asked to be present to con- 
sider the resolution which I have just 
introduced. 


PROGRAM FOR NEXT WEEK 


Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. MICHENER] >» 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, may I 
ask the acting majority leader if he has 
any definite information as to what the 
program for next week will be? 

Mr. COX. I may say to the gentleman 
from Michigan that if I understand cor- 
rectly there has been set no fixed pro- 
gram. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in 
sight in the future as far as a program is 
concerned. 

Mr. COX. I may say with the excep- 
tion of the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. BLAND], that 
will come up Monday, so far as I know 
there is nothing that will come up. The 
Members will be perfectly safe in going 
home. 

Mr. MICHENER. I take it the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Georgia will 
not go as far as the Speaker. Future is a 
long time. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Downs (at the request of Mr. 
Manasco), indefinitely, on account of 
serious illness in family. 

To Mr. Brown of Ohio (at the request 
of Mr. MICHENER), indefinitely, on ac- 
count of illness. 

The SPEAKER. Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. HOLLAND] is recog- 
nized for 20 minutes. 


A JEWISH ARMY IN PALESTINE 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I am 
not one of those who believes that the 
strategy of this war can be best shaped 
by the sideline coaches—be they Con- 
gressmen, or columnists, or street-corner 
debaters. 

I have great and full confidence in the 
Commander in Chief of the forces of our 
country, and in this Congress I will do 
nothing to make his task one whit more 
difficult. 

I have tremendous admiration for that 
dauntless leader of the British people, 
Winston Churchill, because I know that 
freedom-loving men for ages to come 
will tell and tell again the story of 
“Churchill’s island” in its time of mortal 
peril and how that peril was met—and 
bested—and beaten backward home. 

In Josef Stalin and Chang Kai-shek, 
the Russian and the Chinese Nations 
have warrior chieftains of unconquerable 
steadfastness and courage. „Men whose 
resolution grows as the odds against them 
lengthen. Men who are leading their 
peoples through the agony of war with 
iron determination that the final victory 
will be theirs. 
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So I do not propose that these leaders 
of the United Nations be importuned— 
be assailed—be nagged or harried. 

But in this world-wide battle there 
are, of necessity, dark corners and hidden 
places where the clear gaze and. the 
searching scrutiny of these great leaders 
of the United Nations has not yet pene- 
trated. 

Wide phases of the war must be di- 
rected by subordinates, and in the great 
majority of cases these agents of the su- 
preme commanders do a devoted and a 
fearless job. But in one instance they 
have signally failed, and I am convinced 
that when the failure of their policy is 
made known in its full light to the gov- 
ernment most concerned—that of Great 
Britain, that of Winston Churchill—the 
failure will be rectified. 

That is, if it is not too late. 

I refer to the failure to use in the 
Middle East—the most dangerously 
threatened strategic area now held by 
the United Nations—the strength, the 
courage, the devoted loyalty of 100,000 
Jews in Palestine. 

These men have come to Palestine 
because it was offered to them in the last 
war as a “refuge from persecution,” 
where men and women of Israel could 
build a nation “in peace and justice” on 
soil which is forever sealed in the hearts 
and minds of men, as the Holy Land. 

Now, the Holy Land is threatened by 
the brutal and Godless Nazis of Adolf 
Hitler—and those that live there, the first 
and the most hated of all of Hitler’s vic- 
tims, are given no part to play in its 
defense. 

There are, Mr. Speaker, 100,000 Jews 
of military age in Palestine and in the 
Middle East. They know that if Rom- 
mel pushes into Egypt and past Suez, that 
if the parachutists and air-borne troops 
which Hitler has concentrated in nearby 
Crete descend upon their hallowed soil, 
that unspeakable tortures await them 
and their women and children. 

And yet, they are allowed to play no 
part in the defense of the Middle East. 
They are not permitted to man and block 
the gateway—to bar the entry of Adolf 
Hitler’s Nazis into the land where Moses 
and the prophets of Israel shaped the 
moral standards of human existence, and 
where Christ walked to speak of “peace 
and brotherhood among all people of this 
world.” 

Morally, this denial of the right of 
self-defense to the Jews of Palestine is 
wicked. It cannot be defended. 

Militariiy, this waste of 100,000 fight- 
ing men already on the ground of crucial 
action is absurd. It, too, cannot be de- 
fended. 

Only one defense can be offered, and 
that is a defense which convicts itself— 
appeasement. 

Few words in the English language 
carry such bitterness today. 

We have seen appeasement work. We 
have seen appeasement bring on this war 
of blood and tears and tragedy for scores 
of millions of innocent God-fearing men 
and women. 

We saw appeasement allow the Nazis 
to rearm. We saw appeasement hand 
over the Czechs into slavery. We saw the 
appeasers in France accomplish the ruin 
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of their country. And we saw the ap- 
peasers in the United States strive with 
might and main to destroy our Allies, to 
disrupt our Nation, to disarm our coun- 
try, and to leave us naked to our enemies. 

We have seen that appeasement of 
Fascists and Fascist sympathizers breeds 
only one thing—more Fascists and Fas- 
cist sympathizers. 

So, when you appease the Nazis and 
Fascists among the Arabs by refusing to 
arm the Jews of Palestine, who are ready 
to lay down their lives to save their home- 
land and the cause of the United Na- 
tions, then you will do only one thing— 
you will increase the number of Nazis 
and Fascists among the Arabs of the 
Middle East and increase their prestige 
and their power among the masses of 
the Arabs who are neutral or favorable 
to democracy. 

We know that some Arab politicians 
have been “bought up” by the Nazis. We 
know that these Arab politicians have 
been promised loot and power by Hitler 
and by Mussolini. So, as an answer, we 
disarm the only completely loyal popu- 
lation in the entire Middle East. 

That just does not make sense to me. 

In Egypt the native government re- 
mains neutral in the war, despite the 
presence of the bold and bloody Rommel 
on Egyptian soil and the bombing of 
Egyptian towns. There have been ugly 
reports that in the court of King Farouk 
himself there are high-placed fifth col- 
umnists who supply Rommel with Brit- 
ish battle plans. 

In Iraq, the land of oil, there was an 
actual armed revolt against the “treaty 
of alliance” with Britain which made 
possible the use of Iraq as an Allied base. 
This revolt was led by no less a person 
than the Premier himself—and that 
choice rogue is now busy in the Axis na- 
tions plotting to make more trouble. 

In Persia the Shah himself had to be 
removed in order to safeguard the oil of 
that country and to make it a safe lane 
of supply for the Russian armies of 
the Caucasus. 

Can gentry of this type be appeased 
by the disarming of the Jews of Pales- 
tine? That is silly. It could only be 
advocated and seriously set forth by 
stuffed-shirted “diplomatic remittance 
men” shoyed out to remote colonies be- 
cause they were useless at home, 

Suddenly those once remote colonies— 
places like Malaya and Burma and Pales- 
tine—have become critical areas, far too 
critical to be trusted to the visionless 
colonial-minded bureaucrats who are a 
relic of the old “Chamberlain Britain.” 

The Britain that is being shaped in this. 
war—the Britain that thrilled the world 
and kindled the spirit of freemen as she 
stood alone, at bay, fighting off and 
smashing the best that the furious Hit- 
ler could send against her—this Britain 
of today wants no part of these men, just 
as this Nation of ours wants no part of 
the men who led her into isolation after 
the last World War and who sabotaged 
President Roosevelt’s program of keeping 
resistance to tyranny alive in the world. 

That is why I am sure that Winston 
Churchill and Sir Stafford Cripps will 
see the folly of denying arms to 100,000 
potential soldiers, Those men will seq 
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the wisdom of arming men already on 
the ground—ready and anxious to get 
into the fight. Nobody ever called 
Churchill an “appeaser” and nobody ever 
called him a fool. That great writer and 
spirit, Pierre van Paassen, wrote to the 
British Prime Minister: 

Bring the ideals of Israel's prophets from 
the realm of metaphysical and philosophic 
speculation down to earth by translating 
them into a new covenant, a concrete new 
phenomenon an army of modern Macca- 
bees. * * on the shores of the Suez 
Canal at the side of the other troops of the 
United Nations now there under British 
leadership. 


My admiration for Churchill as a 
statesman and a warrior leads me to be- 
lieve that he will answer that appeal. 

Simple humanity—simple belief in giv- 
ing every man a chance to fight for his 
life and his loved ones—demands an af- 
firmative answer. 

Simple calculation—simple recognition 
of the military value of 100,000 soldiers 
already on the ground—demands an af- 
firmative answer. 

I have believed since the menace of 
Hitler began to spread from Austria, to 
Czechoslovakia, to Poland, to Norway, to 
France, that this world was too small to 
hold both Hitler’s Nazis and the free 
people of the United States. 

I believed then, as I do now, that it 
would be—them or us. 

To make sure that it is “us,” I know 
that it will be necessary to send American 
boys, as I was sent to France in the last 
war, to battlefields everywhere in the 
world. I am thrilled to read of the ex- 
ploits of American tankmen and Amer- 
ican fliers in Egypt, and may God speed 
them and save them and “may their tribe 
increase” so that the insignia of the 
United States haunts the very dreams of 
Marshal Rommel. 

But it takes 4 months—so I am told— 
to send reinforcements from this country 
to the Middle East. The men of Pales- 
tine are there. They do not need ships. 
They do not need time. They are on the 
scene, All they need is arms—and the 
chance to use them. And, if they are 
armed and fighting, 160,000 of our troops 
or British troops may be spared for that 
“second front” in Europe which alone will 
smash Hitler and win this war. 

Once a Jewish army is created in 
Palestine, recruits will flock to join it 
from places all over the world where 
Jews have fied to escape from the brutali- 
ties of Hitler. There are thousands and 
thousands of “stateless” Jews in the 
world. Men who have been driven from 
their native lands and who are not yet 
citizens of their adopted countries. Men 
who want to get into this fight—and yet 
have no place in which to serve. Tech- 
nically, many of them are so-called 
enemy aliens. Yet all they wish is a 
chance to fight the common enemy— 
theirs as well as ours. 

Deprived of nationality—driven from 
their homes because they are Jews—they 
should have the right to serve in a Jewish 
army, under the emblem of the people 
upon whom Adolf Hitler first declared 
unprovoked war. 

The Jews of Palestine have no other 
nationality. The “stateless” Jews, who 
are victims of the Hitler terror, have lost 
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their nationality. Like the “Fighting 
French, the “Free Norwegians,” the 
“Polish Legionnaire,” the “Indomitable 
Dutch,” and the “Chetniks of Serbia and 
Croatia”—they want to continue the fight 
until Hitler is destroyed. 

And it is just and fitting that a Jew- 
ish army march with those who will some 
day parade in victory in the streets of 
Berlin. 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I shall be very glad to 
yield to my friend and colleague from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I ask the gentle- 
man to yield to me at this point to say 
that in my opinion he is entitled to the 
thanks of not only the Members of the 
House but also the thanks of the people 
of the country for his very statesmanlike 
exposition of the facts concerning a 
problem which is of tremendous im- 
portance—not only to one segment of the 
population of the world but of vital im- 
portance to the cause for which the allied 
nations are battling. I am particularly 
glad that he explained so clearly that the 
proposed Jewish army is to be an army 
whose ranks will be made up from Jews 
now residing in Palestine and, in addi- 
tion, those Jews who are not now accept- 
able for service in the countries where 
they are residing, and that the proposed 
Jewish army will in no way affect any 
American citizen who is of Jewish 
descent. 

In other words it is not a proposal to 
establish a separate American Army of 
Jewish people or in any way to segregate 
those Jews in the American Army or to 
do anything which will in the slightest 
degree affect the United States Army. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. SOMERS of New York. I, too, de- 
sire to compliment the gentleman on the 
force and logic of his statement. I be- 
lieve it may be interesting to consider 
that today his statement is particularly 
appropriate. Yesterday was Tish Baav, 
the anniversary of the burning of the 
first Jewish temple 24 centuries ago. 
Yesterday was also the anniversary of 
the burning of the second temple 509 
years later. Strange to say, yesterday 
was also the anniversary of the day when 
King Ferdinand of Spain signed the de- 
cree that banished the Jews from Spain. 
Incidentally, he signed it with the same 
pen with which he signed the authoriza- 
tion for the voyage of Columbus, which 
later meant the discovery of America. 

With these facts in mind, I think the 
Members of the House will agree with 
me that, coming at this moment, the gen- 
tleman’s speech is most inspiring and 
heartening to the oppressed Jews of this 
world. I am sure words like his encour- 
age them to a new endeavor to defeat the 
most horrible hordes of despotism that 
have ever ridden across the rights of civ- 
ilized men. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the gentle- 
man. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


JULY 24 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend the 
remarks I made this afternoon and to 
include therein a statement issued by 
the National Grange. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Ramspeck). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. SCHULTE] is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 


JOHN RUSSELL YOUNG 


Mr. SCHULTE. Mr, Speaker, I call 
the attention of the House and the citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia to the 
remarkable work that is being carried on 
by John Russell Young, a Commissioner 
of the District of Columbia. 

Just a few short years ago, as the 
Members of this House will recall, a cha- 
otic condition existed in the District of 
Columbia. At that time one of the Com- 
missioners of the District resigned. The 
President reached down into his magic 
hat and drew out the name of one who 
I believe will prove to be one of the most 
popular Commissioners the District has 
ever had. I refer to my friend, who is 
also the friend of everybody else, John 
Russell Young. 

Mr, Speaker, in the twelfth chapter of 
St. Luke you will find this statement: 

Unto whomscever much is given, of him 
shall be much required. 


Such a statement seems obvious and 
axiomatic. To measure responsibility 
by the standard of privilege and oppor- 
tunity, is on the face of it normal and 
consistent. It is a cardinal rule that 
runs the gamut of all life. 

In these war days when conditions are 
stern and demanding the District of 
Columbia is fortunate indeed in having 
as the president of its Board of Com- 
missioners a strong and forceful char- 
acter. I speak of my friend, Russ Young, 
whose cooperative attitude and person- 
ality has aroused admiration among 
members of the committee on which I 
have the honor to serve. I think that we 
could appropriately say of this Commis- 
sioner that “he giveth wisdom unto the 
wise, and knowledge to them that know 
understanding.” 

It sometimes seems to make but little 
difference to those so fortunate as to 
possess influence or to enjoy power, eco- 
nomical, or political, what kind of a gov- 
ernment you have. They fare reason- 
ably well under any kind of government. 
Here is a man who is not content to “bear 
his blushing honors thick upon him,” 
but without regard to honors and per- 
sonal ease, is constantly at the helm seek- 
ing to improve local municipal affairs to 
the end that this city government might 
continue to be the best in the entire 
world. 

This is a friendly man with no selfish 
interests.. His language is copious, his 
illustrations distinct, his vivacity of 
thought awakens his hearers, and his 
energy of feeling bears them on. He is 
capable of seizing a subject in its strong 
points, and has the ability to hold it up 
clear and prominent. Yet with all, he 
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wears a glass before his heart, and I feel 
confident that many Members of the 
Congress will have more than a cursory 
interest in this short biography. 

John Russell Young was born in the 
District of Columbia on April 2, 1882, a 
native Washingtonian and the descend- 
ent of a long line of native ancestors. 
His father, James Rankin Young, was 
born in Philadelphia in 1847, and served 
that city in the United States House of 
Representatives from 1897 to 1903. In 
the Civil War he served in the Thirty- 
second Regiment of the Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and took part in the 
Gettysour¢ campaign. Later, in 1866, he 
was one of the founders of the Philadel- 
phia Evening Star. When he came to 
Washington, he served as chief of the 
Washingion bureau of the New York 
Tribune, and was Chief Executive Clerk 
of the United States Senate from 1873 
to 1879, thereafter returning to that po- 
sition in 1883, and serving until 1892. 
His mother, Mary Barkley Young, was a 
great granddaughter of a prominent 
Revolutionary soldier named Thomas 
Barkley, whose descendants have been 
outstanding in national, as well as local 
municipal affairs. 

The issue of James Rankin Young and 
his wife, Mary (Barkley) Young, were 
Anne Barkley Young, John Russell 
Young, James Barkley Young, and Julia 
Coleman Young. 

When the Commissioner was born in 
1882, the total population of the District 
of Columbia was cpproximately 183,000, 
and the total budget for the District gov- 
ernment expenses amounted to $1,484,000. 
‘The then Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia were Josiah Dent, president 
of the Board; Thomas Phillips Morgan; 
and Maj. William Johnson. Each of 
these distinguished gentlemen drew the 
handsome salary of $5,000 per annum. 

From 1882 until 1890, John Russell 
Young lived in the District of Colun.bia, 
and thereafter moved to Philadelphia 
where he stayed for 15 years, returning in 
1905 to the District where he has resided 
ever since. He wes educated in the 
public schools of Washington and Phila- 
delphia, including the Philadelphia Man- 
ual Training High School. He is a past 
president of the White House Corre- 
spondents Association, and has served 
as correspondent for the Philadelphia In- 
quirer, the Washington Post, the Times, 
and Evening Star. He is a former assist- 
ant city editor of the Washington Star, 
and was correspondent for that paper at 
the time of his appointment as Commis- 
sioner of the District of Columbia. He 
is the founder of the nationally known 
J. Russell Young School of Expression. 
He is a member of the National Press 
Club, the Gridiron Club, Alfalfa, and 
Overseas Writers’ Club. 

Mr. Young is also affiliated with Pen- 
talpha Lodge, No. 23, F. A. A. M.; Rath- 
bone-Superior Lodge, No. 29, K. P.; the 
Association of Oldest Inhabitants; the 
Columbia Historical Society; and other 
organizations in this city. His hobby is 
art, and he is recognized as a most ca- 
pable artist. 

Those of us who are acquainted with 
his family are confident that his inspira- 
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the former Miss Nettie Griffith. Mr. 
Young has two children, Mrs. Carl Shep- 
herd, and John Russell Young, Jr., now 
an officer in the service of his country. 

Like his father, the Commissioner is a 
Republican, but this fact has not the 
slightest bearing with the President, who 
has had John Russell Young under his 
personal observation for a long period 
of time, and who knew his sterling worth 
and outstanding qualities. In addition 
to his many duties as a Commissioner, 
he is the Coordinator of Civilian Defense 
for this area, and as a result of his lead- 
ership Washington today undcubtedly 
is the best-prepared city in the United 
States for war emergency, 

It is a happy privilege on my part to 
be able to sketch this very brief word 
picture of my very good friend, the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Speaker, Washington is fighting, 
as it has been fighting for many years to 
be represented in the Congress of the 
United States, fighting for the right to 
vote, and just as certain as I am stand- 
ing here on this floor of the House of 
Representatives, if this ever comes to 
pass, in my humble judgment, John Rus- 
sell Young will be chosen unanimously 
to represent the District of Columbia in 
the House of Representatives. His every 
heartbeat, his every thought is in sym- 
pathy with the people of this District, 
and I am mighty happy to stand here 
today to pay tribute to my friend and 
pal, John Russell Young, whose appoint- 
ment as Commissioner has met with uni- 
versal approval of the businessman, the 
lawyer, and the workingman. And I 
hope he lives a great many more years 
so he may complete his work and be 
justly rewarded by the people whom he 
so ably served. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. RAN- 
DOLPH] be permitted to revise and extend 
his own remarks, and to include in them 
a statement by the gentleman from Ok- 
lahoma [Mr. CarTWRIGHT.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED 


Bills of the Senate of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 


S. 1019. An act to provide for the holding 
of terms of the district court of the United 
States at Fort Myers, Fla; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

S. 2341. An act to amend the act approved 
March 14, 1936, entitled “An act to provide 
for vacations for Government employees, and 
for other purposes”; to the Committee on the 
Civil Service. 

§. 2498. An act relating to the payment of 
6 months’ pay to a dependent relative of an 
officer or enlisted man of the Regular Army 
when the designated beneficiary dies prior to 
the death of such officer or enlisted man 
without ancther beneficiary having been des- 
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tion comes through his very gracious wife, 
ignated; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

S. 2643. An act to authorize the presenta- 
tion of a medal of honor to J. Edgar Hoover; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The SPEAKER announced his signa- 
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of the 
following titles: 


S.925. An act for the relief of Lemuel T. 
Root, Jr.; 

S. 2026. An act to provide for the posthu- 
mous appointment to commissioned or non- 
commissioned grade of certain enlisted men 
and the posthumous promotion of certain 
commissioned officers and enlisted men; 

8S. 2330. An act to enable the United States 
Commission for the Celebration of the Two 
Hundredth Anniversary of the Birth of 
Thomas Jefferson to carry out and give effect 
to certain approved plans; and 

5.2368. An act to amend the joint reso- 
lution approved August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 
858), as amended, and the Selective Training 
and Service Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 885), as 
amended, so as to remove the requirement 
that medical statements shall be furnished 
to those persons performing military service 
thereunder. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McGPANERY. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.), in 
accordance with the order heretofore 
made, the House adjourned until Mon- 
day, July 27, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1821. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a list of papers 
for disposition by him from certain agencies 
of the Federal Government; to the Commit- 
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 

1822. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to exchange 
certain lands of the United States located 
within the Fort De Russey Military Reserva- 
tion, Oahu, T. H., for certain land at Barbers 
Point, Oahu, owned by the Territory of Ha- 
wail; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. BLOOM: Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. H. R. 7420. A bill to implement article 
28 of the convention signed at Geneva on 
July 27, 1929, relating to the use of the em- 
blem and name of the Red Cross or the coat 
of arms of the Swiss Confederation for com- 
mercial or other purposes; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2387). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev- 
erally referred as follows: 

By Mr. VINSCN of Georgia: 

H.R. 7438. A bill to provide for medical 

care and funeral expenses for certain members 
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of the Naval Reserve Officers’ Training Corps; Dear Lord, bless and protect our be- 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

H.R. 7439. A bill to regulate in the United 
States Court of Claims and in the United 
States district courts suits for payment for 
the infringement of patents and for the use 
of inventions used for or by the Government, 
and for the better protection of the rights of 
inventors and owners of patents, and to stim- 
ulate invention; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLAND: 

H. Res. 531. Resolution suspending action 
of the United States Maritime Commission 
canceling the Higgins Corporation contract 
until special investigating committees of the 
House Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries file their reports on said 
investigation; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 

Mr. O'LEARY introduced a bill (H. R. 7440) 
for the relief of Patrick Henry, which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 

3274. Mr. BULWINKLE presented a peti- 
tion of Rey. Bartlett A. Bowers, D. D., pastor 
of the First Baptist Church of Gastonia, and 
other citizens of Gastonia, N. C., praying for 
the enactment of House bills 4000 and 6785 
or Senate bill 860, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE 


Monpay, JuLy 27, 1942 
(Legislative day of Thursday, July 23, 
1942) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock noon, on 
the expiration of the recess. 

The Right Reverend Monsignor Ed- 
ward J. Flanagan, founder of Boys’ Town, 
Nebr., offered the following prayer: 


O God, Creator, Redeemer, and Pre- 
server of individuals and nations, look 
down with pity upon Thy children, un- 
worthy as we may be, and teach us to look 
up to Thee, the God of Love and Mercy. 
Help us, dear Lord, in this hour of peril 
when our Nation is engaged in a war 
with most powerful enemies, whose phi- 
losophy, radically differing from ours, 
teaches that man is but a slave of the 
state and a helpless tool in the hands of 
heartless dictators. Teach us to have a 
deep and abiding faith in Thee, and a 
confidence that our great Nation, builded 
on the philosophy of man’s God-given 
inalienable rights, shall endure as long 
as we aline ourselves on the side of jus- 
tice and rights for the common man un- 
der the banner of Thine infallible lead- 
ership. 

Look down, dear Lord, with special 
condescension on this important body, 
the Senate, whose minds and hearts beat 
in harmony with Thee. Enlighten them 
in their weighty deliberations, and dis- 
pel from them any rancor or disunity, 
that they may present a united front in 
their development of an all-out aggres- 
sive program for victory and peace for 
man throughout the whole world, 


loved President, that he may bear up 
under the great burden of sorrow, be- 
cause of the loss sustained by our armed 
forces throughout the battlefields of the 
world. Bless, dear Lord, each and every 
member of the armed forces at home, 
and on the battle fronts, and the fathers 
and mothers of the fine young men who 
are fighting for the freedom of the com- 
mon man throughout the world. 

Bless too, dear Lord, the youth of 
America who may become neglected be- 
cause of this all-out aggressive program 
for victory and peace, that they may 
grow up unscathed by so much military 
distraction. 

Dear Lord, bring a victorious peace to 
the world; end this bestial carnage 
brought on by men who have denied Thee 
and trampled on Thy Commandments, 
that all men and nations may again turn 
to Thee, the God of Love, the God of 
Mercy, the God of Consolation, for in 
Thee and Thee alone lies the salvation of 
the world. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 
dar day Thursday, July 23, 1942, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House passed 
without amendment the following bills 
of the Senate: 

S. 2440. An act for the relief of the Bridge- 
port irrigation district; 

S. 2600. An act to expedite the prosecution 
of the war by making provision for an in- 
creased supply of rubber manufactured from 
alcohol produced from agricultural or forest 
products; and 

8.2645. An act to amend Article of War 
5014. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1030) to 
provide increases of pension payable to 
dependents of veterans of the Regular 
Establishment, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5839) to 
amend the act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide compensation for employees of the 
United States suffering injuries while in 
the performance of their duties, and for 
other purposes,” as amended. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H.R. 7389. An act to amend Article of War 
5044; and 

H.R, 7416. An act to provide for a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members of the 
land and naval forces absent from the place 
of their residence and serving within the 
continental United States, 
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ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 


The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolution, and they were signed by the 
Vice President: 


5.925. An act for the relief of Lemuel T. 
Root, Jr.; 

S. 2026. An act to provide for the post- 
humous appointment to commissioned or 
noncommissioned grade of certain enlisted 
men and the posthumous promotion of cer- 
tain commissioned officers and enlisted men; 

§. 2330. An act to enable the United States 
Commission for the Celebration of the Two 
Hundredth Anniversary of the Birth of 
Thomas Jefferson to carry out and give effect 
to certain approved plans; 

§. 2368. An act to amend the joint resolu- 
tion approved August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 858), 
as amended, and the Selective Training and 
Service Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 885), as amend- 
ed, so as to remove the requirement that 
medical statements shall be furnished to those 
persons performing military service there- 
under; 

5.2568. An act to establish additional com- 
missioned warrant and warrant grades in 
the United States Navy, and for other pur- 
poses; 

H. R. 6071. An act to grant a preference 
right to certain oil and gas lessees; and 

H.J. Res. 285. Joint resolution providing 
for the filling of a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of 
the class other than Members of Congress. 


FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL DE- 
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS—LETTER FROM 
HON, CLARENCE CANNON 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp a letter addressed to me on 
July 23 by Hon. CLARENCE CANNON, chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives, con- 
cerning a colloquy which took place in 
the Senate concerning the first supple- 
mental national defense appropriation 
bill. I find on reflection that I was mis- 
taken in a statement I made during the 
debate, and I am very happy to have it 
corrected by Mr. Cannon, 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. July 23, 1942, 
Hon. KENNETH D, MCKELLAR, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Deficiencies, 
Committee on Appropriations, 
United States Senate. 

My DEAR SENATOR MCKELLAR: I feel that 
statements in the Senate proceedings in the 
Recorp of July 21, 1942, pages 6431 and 6432, 
relating to the House amendment to Senate 
amendment No, 17 to the first supplemental 
national defense appropriation bill, 1943, in 
connection with the Board of Research and 
Investigation—Transportation, should not 
pass unnoticed by the House managers who 
attended the conference on this bill. 

You will recall that the Budget estimate for 
the agency was $272,000, which the Senate 
committee, the Senate. approving, raised to 
$500,000 for the fiscal year 1943. The House 
managers were reluctant to go above the 
Budget estimate and were only induced to 
do so by the agreement of the Senate confer- 
ees that provision should be inserted in the 
bill that the $500,000 should complete the 
Board’s duties. 

I do not agree with the interpretation 
placed upon the language during the Senate 
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debate. The House amendment is as fol- 
lows: “And such total amount shall be so 
used as to complete the studies, investiga- 
tions, and reports authorized and required 
by part I, title III, of the Transportation Act 
of 1940.” 

It seems to me that this is clear and means 
what it plainly says and should not be held 
out to the Board as having no effect in the 
law. 

The Senate hearings on the bill !ndicate 
that the rate study referred to in the debate 
will be completed by January 1, and I con- 
cur in the belief expressed by you that the 
Board will make a full report with the 
amount of money provided. 

The direct appropriation of $500,000 plus 
the unmexpended balance on hand on July 
1 last of $143,000, would make a total avail- 
able for this purpose of $643,000. 

I feel in justice to the House managers and 
to the House itself that our understanding 
with the Senate managers should not be held 
up to the rdministrative officials by any 
expiession that what both Houses have done 
is meaningless. Certainly that was not the 
intention of the Houte. 

With every good wish, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
Chairman. 


FELICITATIONS ON INDEPENDENCE DAY 
FROM GUADALAJARA, MEXICO 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter dated July 4, 1942, signed 
by the presidente and secretario general, 
Comité Regional Politico Ferrocarrilero, 
Guadalajara, State of Jalisco, Mexico, 
extending felicitations on the Independ- 
ence Day of the United States and ex- 
pressing sentimenis of continental soli- 
darity, which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 
PETITIONS 


Petitions, etc., were presented and re- 
ferred as indicated: 


By Mr. VANDENBERG: 

A petition of sundry citizens of Saginaw 
and vicinity, in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing that thiokol, a retreading material, be 
made available immediately and in sufficient 
quantities and suitable packages to enable 
citizens to protect their rubber tires until 
such time as the experts agree on the best 
methods for the production of synthetic 
rubber; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

A resolution of the Detroit (Mich.) Minis- 
terium of the Evangelical and Reformed 
Church, requesting that Government officials 
refrain from the use of the term “gasless 
Sunday” and make provision for needed 
transportation on Sundays, so that persons 
may attend church services for worship; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Petitions of sundry citizens and religious 
organizations in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the enactment of Senate bill 860, to 
prohibit the sale of alcoholic liquor and to 
suppress vice in the vicinity of military camps 
and naval establishments; ordered to lie on 
the table. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND SUP- 
PRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILITARY 
CAMPS—PETITION 


Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I present 
and ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp, and appropriately 
referred, a letter received by me this date 
from the ladies of the W. C. T. U. of 
Tatum, N. Mex., together with a petition 
addressed by them to the Congress of the 
United States. 

There being no objection, the letter 
and petition, without all the signatures 
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attached, were ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed in the Recorp, as fol- 
lows: 
Tatum, N. MEX., July 20, 1942. 
The Honorable DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR CHAVEZ: The woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Tatum, N. Mex., 
is enclosing a petition to the Senate for 
S. 860, the Sheppard bill, signed by a num- 
ber of citizens of this community. 

We respectfully urge you to present this 
petition to the Senate at your earliest con- 
venience and have it inserted in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, 

We also ask for yeas and nays when S. 860 
comes to a vote. 

Will you please let us know of the dispo- 
sition made of our petition? 

We feel that our armed forces must be pro- 
tected from vice and liquor, including beer, 
and God’s blessings invoked if we are to win 
this war. 

We thank you for replies to our letters in 
the past. 

Respectfully, 
Mrs. W. O. SCRIVENER, 
President, Tatum Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union. 
ETHEL ALLTOP, 
Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union, Corresponding Secretary. 


To the Members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the Congress of the 
United States: 

We, the undersigned citizens of Tatum, of 
the county of Lea, of the State of New Mexico, 
do respectfully petition you to defend the 
United States of America by defending the 
health and morale of the youth called out 
by your action under the Selective Service 
Act, from what Gen. George C. Marshal, Chief 
of Staff of the United States Army, referred 
to as a sordid business for the accumulation 
of money—the trade in alcoholic beverages— 
by passing the Sheppard bill, S. 860—a re- 
orent of the protective legislation of 

Mrs, W. N. GLENN. 
Mrs. WARREN CHIDESTER. 
Mrs. W. C. SCRIVENER. 

(And sundry other citizens of Tatum, 

N. Mex.) 


MANUFACTURE OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER— 
RESOLUTIONS OF KANSAS STATE 
BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND EM- 
PORIA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr, President, now 
that both branches of Congress have ap- 
proved S. 2600, the Gillette-Thomas-Ful- 
mer bill providing for the manufacture 
of rubber from alcohol made from grains 
and other farm products, I hope that 
initiation of this program will not be 
much longer delayed. In other words, 
Mr. President, I am expressing the hope 
that rumors to the effect that the meas- 
ure will be vetoed at the White House 
are without foundation. 

The public is so much confused it- 
self, and has seen evidences of so much 
confusion in high places over the rub- 
ber program, that the only way to restore 
the confidence of the people is for the 
Government to act promptly through a 
program for making synthetic rubber. 
Rightly or wrongly the impression is 
prevalent over the country that the de- 
lay in making synthetic rubber is due to 
selfish struggles for post-war positions 
of advantage in the $1,000,000,000 rubber 
industry. Some believe that British- 
Dutch interests are partly responsible 
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for the delay; others blame the petroleum 
industry; still others blame the sugar in- 
terests; and there are some who see in 
recent public utterances an ambition to 
keep the United States dependent upon 
foreign sources for its rubber supply, for 
world political reasons. 

For these reasons, and alzo because I 
believe the program is economically 
sound and will be a great aid toward win- 
ning the war and promoting civilian 
morale, I express the hope that S. 2600 
will meet with Executive approval and 
not with the rumored veto. 

It may be that the millennium will 
come with the winning of this war, as 
some hope, but until we have some as- 
surance of this, it seems to me the United 
States would be on better ground to make 
itself self-sufficient with respect to as 
many strategic and critical materials as 
possible. I am convinced we will be a 
stronger force for world peace after this 
war if the rest of the world knows that 
the United States can and will take care 
of itself and its interests, than if we are 
known to be dependent upon far-off 
sources of supply for necessary ma- 
terials. 

In this connection, Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
at this point in the Recorn, as part of 
my remarks, and appropriately referred, 
resolutions favoring development of the 
synthetic rubber program adopted re- 
spectively by the Kansas State Board of 
Agriculture and the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Emporia, Kans. I send the res- 
olutions to the desk for printing in the 
RECORD, 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Without ob- 
jection, the resolutions will be received, 
printed in the Recorp, and lie on the 
table. 

The resolutions are as follows: 

KANSAS STATE BOARD OF AGRICULTURE, 

State House, Topeka, July 21, 1942. 
Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR CAPPER: Enclosed is a reso- 
lution adopted by this board at its quarterly 
meeting at Topeka yesterday, which repre- 
sents its attitude with respect to the rubber 
situation. 

With kindest regards, 

Sincerely yours, 
J. C. Mouter, Secretary. 


RUBBER 


We deeply deplore the prolonged contro- 
versy in which prejudiced Government pol- 
icymakers and selfish interests have delayed 
development of processes from which syn- 
thetic rubber may be most quickly produced. 
Feuding while the world burns arrests our 
efforts in putting out the conflagration 
which patriotic Americans are straining 
every nerve to accomplish at the earliest 
possible moment. We favor rubber from any 
and all sources that will fill the vital needs 
of this country for it in the shortest time. 
We wholeheartedly endorse S. 2600, known as 
the Rubber Act of 1942, and its companion 
bill in the House to expedite the making 
of rubber from alcohol derived from agri- 
cultural products, and, furthermore, we in- 
sist that new plants for this purpose be 
immediately constructed in the Grain Belt, 
at sources of raw material supply and where 
other necessary facilities are abundantly 
available, 


6624 


THe Emporia CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Emporia, Kans., July 20, 1942 
Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C. 

Drar Sir: Your attention is called to the 
enclosed copy of a resolution adopted by the 
board of directors of the Emporia Chamber 
of Commerce. 

We believe this resolution pretty well ex- 
presses the sentiment of the people of the 
Middle West and hope you will give the prob- 
lem of an early solution to the large-scale 
production of synthetic rubber your careful 
consideration. 

Yours yery truly, 
F. B. Ross, President. 


RESOLUTION ON INDUSTRIAL-ALCOHOL AND 
SYNTHETIC-RUBBER PLANTS 


Whereas this country is in dire need of 
large supplies of rubber to win the war and 
continue necessary and indispensable civilian 
activity; 

An adequate supply of natural rubber is 
no longer available; 

It has been conclusively demonstrated that 
high quality and thoroughly satisfactory 
synthetic rubber can be manufactured from 
raw materials that are abundantly available 
within our own borders; 

It is now recognized in national rubber pro- 
grams that one of the best materials for this 
purpose is alcohol distilled from farm crops; 

The Midwest is admirably adapted to the 
efficient production of a wide variety of grains 
suitable for distillation and has large supplies 
of wheat and other grains in dead storage 
that could be directed to this use immedi- 
ately; 

The acute shortage of transportation facili- 
ties prohibits ready movement of grains ‘om 
this area to the seaboard for alcohol produc- 
tion there; and 

The provision of transportation facilities 
to haul Midwest grain to eastern plants re- 
quires more steel and other critical metals 
than are needed to build new plants to equal 
productive capacity in the Midwest: There- 
fore be it 

Resolved, That the board of directors of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Emporia, Kans., 
favor and urge immediate construction of 
industrial alcohol and synthetic-rubber 
plants in the Midwest. This board proposes 
to include the following steps and such others 
as may be necessary in an aggressive program 
to accomplish such construction: 

1. Place copies of this resolution in the 
hands of United States Senators and Con- 
gressmen from Kansas, to enlist their active 
support of this project. 

2. Enlist the support and enthusiasm of 
grain dealers and warehousemen in this area. 

3. Secure the active support of farm organ- 
izations and growers generally in Kansas. 

4. Solicit the support of petroleum produc- 
ers, refiners, and distributors whose business 
is threatened by the proposal to ration gaso- 
line to conserve rubber. 

5. Make every possible effective contact 
with those who control allocation of mate- 
rials and Government money to this end. 


INSIGNIA OF THE AMERICAN RED CROSS 


Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, there is 
pending before the Senate Committee on 
the Judiciary Senate bill 2441, pertaining 
to the Red Cross insignia. I ask unani- 
mous consent that a petition signed by 
representative officials of the Red Cross 
chapter in Keene, N. H., together with 
my reply, be referred to the committee 
and published in the RECORD as a part of 
my remarks. 

There being no objection, the corre- 
spondence was referred to the Committee 
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on the Judiciary and ordered to he 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


KEENE CHAPTER, 
AMERICAN RED CROSS, 
Keene, N. H., July 3, 1942. 
Hon. STYLES BRIDGES, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 
Dear Mr. Briwces: The undersigned are 
writing to you as officials and members of the 
Keene Chapter of the American Red Cross 
urging the passage of Senate bill No. 2441 re- 
lating to the commercial use of the insignia 
of the American Red Cross. We all feel very 
strongly that at such a time as this no com- 
mercial use whatsoever should be made of the 
Red Cross insignia, that its sole use should 
be for the Red Cross, and that it should be 
the emblem of mercy and aid rather than 
being used for any commercial purpose. 
Any assistance that you can give in the 
passage of this bill will be deeply appreciated. 
Yours very truly, 
Philip H. Faulkner, Esq., St. James 
Street, Keene, N. H., chairman; 
Charlotte M. S. White, chairman, 
first aid; Mary T. Foster, chairman, 
surgical dressings; Orinda P. Hol- 
brook, chairman, volunteer serv- 
ices; Ruth W. Batchelder; Ruth 
P. Huntress; Yvonne E. Jolley; 
Lilian W. Kingsbury; Grace B 
Prentiss; Bernice F. Gunn; Flora 
D. Colton; Eleanor G. Newcombe; 
Mae N. Matheson; A. B. White; 
J. C. Farmer; Harry C. Shaw; 
Priscilla G. Bach, chairman, home 
service; Ellamay Bell, chairman, 
motor corps; Amy A. Allen, vice 
chairman; C. E. Conant, treasurer; 
James E. McCooey, D. D.; L. H. 
Batchelder; Gladys P. Talbot, 
chairman, nutrition committee. 


JULY 24, 1942. 
Puiu H. FAULKNER, Esq., 
Chairman, American Red Cross, 
Keene, N. H. 

Dear PHIL: Thank you very much for the 
petition which you sent me urging the pas- 
sage of S. 2441, the proposed Red Cross bill. I 
am indeed glad to have the views of those who 
are so well qualified to know what would be 
of benefit to this organization. 

The Keene chapter of the American Red 
Cross has done much to make us proud of its 
accomplishments, and I have always followed 
its activities with great interest. I shall al- 
ways recall with much gratification the great 
worl: done by the Red Cross during the great 
flood disaster of 1936, when I was Governor of 
New Hampshire, not only during the imme- 
diate period of high water but also in the long 
months of rehabilitation work subsequentiy. 
The Red Cross did much to alleviate the hard- 
ships and suffering which was caused 
throughout the State. At the present time 
through my activities in Washington, which 
bring me in constant touch with the conduct 
of the war, I am daily impressed by the out- 
standing services which are being rendered by 
the Red Cross all over the world. The coun- 
try has a real debt of gratitude to this organ- 
ization. 

The Red Cross emblem signifies so much to 
me that I believe it should be protected in 
this time of emergency. For this reason, I 
wish to go on record as being strongly in favor 
of S. 2441, which has been referred to the Sen- 
ate Committee on the Judiciary. I feel it pro- 
tects both the public and the Red Cross from 
false or fraudulent misrepresentation, and 
you can count on my support when it reaches 
the Senate floor. i 

The work of the Red Cross is certainly 
worthy of any protection we can give it, and 
you can depend upon my continued interest 
in matters which affect this organization. 

With every good wish, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
ETYLES BRIDGES, 


JULY 27 


REPORTS OF COMMI‘i TEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. VAN NUYS, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

H.R.7211. A bill to facilitate the dis- 
position of prizes captured by the United 
States during the present war, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1555). 

By Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on 
Territories and Insular Affairs: 

H. R.6876. A bill to authoiize the incor- 
porated town of Petersburg, Alaska, to un- 
dertake certain mynicipal public works, in- 
cluding the construction of a dam and im- 
provements to the hydroelectric plant and 
system, improvements to the water system, 
and construction and equipment of a 
municipal hospital, and for such purposes to 
issue bonds in any sum not exceeding a 
total of $125,000; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1556) . 

By Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

8.2365. A bill to amend sections 1 and 2 
of chapter XIX of the Army Appropriation 
Act approved July 9, 1918; with an amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 1557). 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs: 

H.R.7164. A bill to amend the Soldiers’ 
and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940, as 
amended, to extend the relief and benefits 
provided therein to certain persons, to in- 
clude certain additional proceedings and 
transactions therein, to provide further re- 
lief for persons in military service, to change 
certain insurance provisions thereof, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
No. 1558). 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: 

S. 2627. A bill to amend the act approved 
August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 864), entitled “An 
act increasing the number of naval aviators 
i the line of the Regular Navy and Marine 
Corps, and for other purposes”; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1559); 

5.2676. A bill to provide for medical care 
and funeral expenses for certain members 
of the Naval Reserve Officers’ Training Corps; 
without amendment (Rept, No. 1560); 

S. 2677. A bill to authorize an exchange of 
land at Mechanicsburg, Pa., between Edgar 
Eberly and the United States; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1561); 

§. 2678. A bill to amend the act approved 
March 2, 1933, by suspending the provisions 
relative to a Navy ration in kind, and for 
other purposes; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1562); 

8.2679. A bill to authorize the transpor- 
tation of dependents and household effects of 
personnel of the Navy, Marine Corps, and 
Coast Guard, incident to secret or confiden- 
tial orders, and for other purposes; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 1563); 

H.R. 7140. A bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to provide additional pay for per- 
sonnel of the United States Navy assigned to 
duty on submarines and to diving duty,” so 
as to increase the additional pay of Officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Navy 
assigned to duty on submarines, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1564) ; 

H.R. 7364. A bill to repeal certain laws and 
to amend other laws relating to naval avia- 
tion cadets, to provide for aviation cadets in 
the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve, 
and for other purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1565); and 

H.R. 7419, A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to proceed with the construction 
of certain public works, and for other pur- 
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 1566). 


1942 
SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT OF JOINT COM- 
MITTEE ON REDUCTION OF NONESSEN- 


TIAL FEDERAL EXPENDITURES (PT. 2 
OF S. DOC. NO. 152) 


Mr, BYRD. Mr. President, I beg leave 
to submit for the consideration of the 
Senate a report addressed to the Vice 
President of the United States, as the 
presiding officer of the Senate, with re- 
spect to the activities of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Reduction of Nonessential 
Federal Expenditures, established pur- 
suant to section 601 of the Revenue Act 
of 1941. 

This committee was directed by law “to 
make a full and complete study and in- 
vestigation of all expenditures of the 
Federal Government with a view to 
recommending the elimination or reduc- 
tion of all such expenditures deemed by 
the committee to be nonessential, and to 
report to the President and to the Con- 
gress the results of its study, tegether 
with its recommendations.” 

The committee was organized in Oc- 
tober 1941, and, by reason of the neces- 
sity for making a report prior to the sub- 
mission of the Budget by the President 
to the Congress, adequate time was not 
available to make as full and complete 
a preliminary report as was desired. 
Subsequent to the report submitted to 
the President and to both branches of 
Congress on December 24, 1941, the joint 
committee conducted a number of other 
investigations and hearings, all of which 
were available to the Members of Con- 
gress, 

In this preliminary report, the Joint 
Committee on Reduction of Nonessential 
Federal Expenditures, on December 24, 
1941, recommended reductions in 15 
specified items, totaling $1,301,075,000. 
The actual reduction in the same items 
as finally made by Congress was $1,313.- 
983,208. 

The joint committee, in presenting 
this report, desires to emphasize that 
there is a great field still remaining for 
economies, both in nonmilitary and so- 
called nonessential disbursements, as 
well as the opportunity to institute meth- 
ods of greater efficiency and economy in 
the strictly war expenditures, especially 
with respect to the negotiation of con- 
tracts which, in some instances, has re- 
sulted in abnormal or excessive profits 
to the contractors, 

The joint committee intends to con- 
tinue its investigation and make further 
reports extending the scope of its activi- 
ties. As Chairman of the Joint Commit- 
tee on Reduction of Nonessential Fed- 
eral Expenditures, it is proper, I think, 
for me to emphasize that some of these 
major economies were effected by the 
action of the House of Representatives, 
and full credit is due to the leadership of 
those advocating economy in this branch 
of the Congress. 

I want to further pay my personal 
tribute to the senior Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. McCKELLAR], a member of 
the Joint Committee on Reduction of 
Nonessential Federal Expenditures, who 
is also the ranking Democratic member 
of the Senate Appropriations Committee, 
as well as other members of the joint 
committee. The Senator from Tennes- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


see worked with great diligence and effi- 
ciency, both as a member of the joint 
committee and as a member of the Ap- 
propriations Committee, and his efforts 
made possible some of the major econ- 
omies finally accomplished. He is espe- 
cially due the credit for amending the 
appropriation bills of a number of the 
departments requiring reductions of 10 
percent in traveling and other overhead 
expenses. I want to pay my tribute of 
thanks also to the other members of this 
committee and of the Appropriations 
Committees of the House and the Senate, 
who labored with much earnestness and 
effectiveness in this program of reduc- 
tion of nonessential spending. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the report be printed in the 
Recorp following my remarks, and that, 
after the inclusion of this report, there 
be printed in the body of the RECORD a 
copy of the preliminary report presented 
by the joint committee on December 24, 
1941, 

I also ask, Mr. President, that the re- 
port I am now presenting on behalf of 
the joint committee be printed as a Sen- 
ate document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a supplemental report of the 
Joint Committee on Reduction of Non- 
essential Federal Expenditures, submit- 
ted pursuant to law, which was referred 
to the.Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed as a document. 

The report referred to is as follows: 


LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

JOINT COMMITTEE ON REDUCTION OF 

NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL EXPENDITURES, 
July 25, 1942. 
Hon. HENRY A. WALLACE, 
The Vice President of the United States. 

My Dear Mr. Vict PRESIDENT: In accord- 
ance with title 6 of the Revenue Act of 1941, 
Public Law No. 250, Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, as chairman of the Joint Committee on 
Reduction of Nonessential Federal Expendi- 
tures, it gives me pleasure to present a re- 
port supplementing the first report, of De- 
cember 24, 1941, submitted by this commit- 
tee, which I ask that you lay before the 
Senate of the United States, with a view to 
its being printed as a Senate document. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Harry F. BYRD, 
Chairman. 


REDUCTION OF NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL 
EXPENDITURES 


The Joint Committee on Reduction of Non- 
essential Federal Expenditures is composed 
of Representative Ropert L. DOUGHTON 
(Democrat, North Carolina), chairman of the 
House Ways and Means Committee; Senator 
Cartrr GLAss (Democrat, Virginia), chairman 
of the Senate Appropriations Committee; 
Representative CLARENCE CANNON (Democrat, 
Missouri), chairman of the House Appropria- 
tions Committee; Senator WALTER F. GEORGE 
(Democrat, Georgia), chairman of the Senate 
Finance Committee; Senator KENNETH Mc- 
KELLAR (Democrat, Tennessee), ranking mem- 
ber of the Senate Appropriations Committee; 
Representative CLIFTON A. Wooprum (Demo- 
crat, Virginia), ranking member of the House 
Appropriations Committee; Representative 
Tomas H, Cutten (Democrat, New York), 
tanking member of the House Ways and 
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Means Committee; Representative ALLEN T, 
TreaDway (Republican, Massachusetts) , rank- 
ing Republican member of the House Ways 
and Means Committee; Representative JOHN 
H. Taser (Republican, New York), ranking 
Republican member of the House Appropria- 
tions Committee; Senator GERALD P. Nye 
(Republican, North Dakota), ranking Repub- 
lican member of the Senate Appropriations 
Committee; Senator Ropert M. La FOLLETTE, 
Jr. (Progressive, Wisconsin), ranking minor- 
ity member of the Senate Finance Commit- 
tee; and Senator Harry F. Byrd (Democrat, 
Virginia), chairman; Hon. Henry Morgen- 
thau, Jr., Secretary of the Treasury; and Hon. 
Harold D. Smith, Director of the Bureau of 
the Budget. 


ECONOMY IN WARTIME NONESSENTIALS 


The Joint Committee on Reduction of Non- 
essential Federal Expenditures was established 
pursuant to title 6 of the Revenue Act of 1941 
(Public Law 250, 77th Cong.), approved Sep- 
tember 20, 1941, which directed it to “make 
a full and complete study and investigation of 
all expenditures of the Federal Government, 
with a view to recommending tre elimination 
or reduction of all such expenditures deemed 
by the committee to be nonessential, and to 
report to the President and to the Congress 
tle results of its study, together with its rec- 
ommendations. * + ə» 

Pursuant to the act establishing it, and 
before the presentation of the President’s 
Budget message to Congress, the Joint Com- 
mittee on Reduction of Nonessential Federal 
Expenditures, on December 24, 1941, rendered 
& preliminary report to the President of the 
United States and the Congress recommend- 
ing reductions in a group of 15 items where 
functions were considered by the committee 
tu be nonessential in a nation called upon 


to strain every governmental sinew in the war. _ 


effort. In addition to recommending the re- 
duction of expenditures, the committee made 
other suggestions designed to promote econ- 
omy in wartime nonessentials. 

These recommendations and suggestions 
were made after approximately 2 months of 
intensive hearings in which responsible repre- 
sentatives of the agencies involyed submitted 
evidence and testimony relative to the func- 
tions, expenditures, and necessity of their re- 
spective agencies. The committee had also 
the benefit of factual information compiled by 
the Bureau of the Budget, and presented by 
Budget Bureau examiners. Moreover, the 
committee had the benefit of the views, ad- 
vice, and deliberation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Director of the Budget_Bu- 
reau, representing the executive branch of the 
Government as members of the committee. 


$1,313,983,208 SAVINGS IN ITEMS OF COMMITTEE 
REPORT 


Based on committee studies and testimony 
the majority of the committee, prior to the 
convening of the current session of Congress, 
recommended cash appropriation and loan au- 
thorization reductions in the 15 specified 
items, which it regarded as not absolutely cs- 
sential during the war period, totaling $1,301,- 
075,000. 

In appropriation supply bills for the fiscal 
year 1943, which began July 1, 1942, appropria- 
tions and loan authorizations for the agencies 
included in the committee’s specific recom- 
mendations totaled $1,313,983,208 less than 
the total for the same appropriation items for 
the year preceding. 

Appropriation figures used in this report 
were supplied by the Bureau of the Budget or 
confirmed by the Bureau. 


SAVINGS ITEMIZED—AS RECOMMENDED AND AS 
ENACTED 


However, with available Budget Bureau fg- 
ures and the committee estimate on the 
Agriculture Department items the committee 
has compiled the following comparison of 
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appropriations for the fiscal year 1943 against 
appropriations for 1942 for the items treated 
specifically in the committee’s report of 
December 24, 1941: 


The committee recom- 
mended abolition of the 
Civilian Conservation 
im with ayns of its 
entire appropriation - 

(e; abolished 


ongress 
the Civilian Conserva- 
tion Corps but reappro- 
priated $8,000, of un- 
expended balances for 
liquidation. Savings... 
he committee recom- 
mended abolition of all 
nondefense functions of 
National Youth Admin- 
istration. Savings-—. .- 
Phe Congress eliminated 
National Youth Admin- 
istration nondefense 
functions except reduced 
student aid fund for 
which there was appro- 
riated $8,000,000. Savy- 


$246, 960, 000 


$238, 960, 000 


91, 767, 000 


83, 767,000 


Work Projects Adminis- 
oye ot to 00,00 of 


E for the neg me 
quarter and a gradual 
reduction thereafter. 


Savings 

The Conn ess reduced the 
Work Projects Adminis- 
tration oe ples to 


400, 000, 000 


000 7 
000,000 of reappro} itia 
eae ge 
making a total 


000,000. Savin, Aa as 540, 000, 000 


ties of the 
153, 000, 000 


Roe Pe ALR 195, 731, 208 

The ‘committee recom- 

mended that the farm- 

Kenan’ program be 

LS ARES SE 7, 122, 000 
The Congress reduced this 
appropriation. Eavings- 
The committee recom- 
mended that the Farm 
Security Administra- 
pon be abolished. Sav- 


2, 270, 000 
‘70, 500, 000 
26, 180, 000 


64, 000, 000 


aid to hig way 
omane oy 0, hoo, 
The committeo recom- 
mended deferment of non- 
defense publie building 
aan em Savings.. 
he Congress reduced the 
appropriation fr a for non- 
uildings 


to $14; 008, 000. barnes 
The committee recom- 
mended t of 
certain nonessential In- 
terior Department ES 
lic works projects. 


ated ponds ee 333, ‘od for non- 
See eS 

projects w. already 
Frere under construction. 


teen ennnenee 


80, 300, 000 


43, 164,000 


83, 148, 00 


26, 727, 000 


56, 985, 000 
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The committee recom- 
mended deferment of 
harbors and 


TONES $27, 835, 000 


The (o? ri. 
ongress appropri- 
ated money Poe 


“ cess of appropriations for 
the fiscal year 1942. 


Total cash appro. 
priation savings 
recommended by 
the committee. ._. 

Total cash appro- 
priation savings 
effected by Con- 


—$43, 358, 000 


1, 131, 075, 000 


Also— 

The committee recom- 
mended cancclation of 
loan authorization for 

program. 


The Congress reduced the 
amount authorized to be 
wed from the Re- 
construction Finance 
Corporation for the 


17, 500, 000 


mended cancelation of 
loan authorization, for 
the Farm Security Ad- 
ministration to borrow 
from Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation, 
Savings.c2 22st ok 
The Congress reduced the 
authorization for the 
Farm Security Admin- 
istration to borrow from 
the Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation to 
$97,500,000. Savings... 


Total loan authori- 
zation savings 
recommen: y 
the committee... - 

Total loan authori- 
zaon A A At 


120, 000, 000 


22, 500, 000 


170, 000, 000 


forsai on spe 

cific Í recom- 
eh y the 

On page 5, item (g) of the 
preliminary report the 
eommittee recom- 
mended that the non- 
delense rural electri- 
fication expansion pro- 


be defe! 
rhe Congress reduced the 


40, 000, 000 


ministration to borrow 

from Reconstruction Fi- 

rye Corporation to 
$10,000,000. Savings... 


Total reduction of 
loan authoriza- 
tions effected by 
Congress 


130, 000, 000 


Committee 
recommenda- 


143 ye 
tions 


$1, 183, 983, 208 
130, 000, 000 
1, 313, 983, 208 


$1, 131, 075, 000 
170, 000, 000 
1, 301, 075, 000. 


In addition to savings specifically indi- 
cated, other substantial sums will be saved 
during the 1943 fiscal year, such as those 
resulting from the 10-percent reductions in 
travel appropriations made in some of the 
supply bills. 

COMMITTEE ACTIVITY 


Since the preliminary report was issued 
members of this committee have appeared 
before the Appropriations and other com- 
mittees to give testimony with reference to 
nonessential Government spending. Reports 
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were presented showing the amount expended 
for travel, publicity and information, and 
other activities of the Federal agencies. In 
general, the committee cooperated with the 
Members of Congress in every way to turn 
the spotlight on possible governmental 
economies. 

Of course, the committee does not claim 
sole credit for these reductions. Some of the 
agencies themselves have cooperated in 
bringing them about. The Budget Bureau 
has worked diligently in reducing nonessen- 
tial expenditures and in paring down Budget 
recommendations. Many Members of Con- 
gress, as individuals and as members of com- 
mittees, have made invaluable contributions. 
And, of course, Congress has been the final 
authority. 


ECONOMY SURFACE ONLY SCRATCHED 


The committee realizes that the possibili- 
ties for economies have been no more than 
scratched. On the basis of studies being 
made it is apparent that further reductions 
should be made in Federal spending. Al- 
though the committee recommended that 
over a billion dollars could be saved in its 
preliminary report, it has since determined 
that there are many other necessary savings 
that can be effected without any interfer- 
ence with the war program. In normal times 
the amount recommended-by the committee 
would be considered a substantial saving but 
due to the tremendous war expenditures it 
is imperative that the committee continue 
its efforts to reduce nonessential Federal 
spending. 

Meanwhile, the committee is pleased with 
the fact that for the first time in years a 
beginning has been made for economy in 
nonessential Federal spending. The com- 
mittee regards as a privilege its authority to 
study the problem and call at least some 
reduction possibilities to the attention of 
the public, the Congress, and the executive 
branch of the Government, 

The committee notes especially the aboli- 
tion by the Congress of the Civilian Con- 
servation Corps. This was recommended by 
the committee, and it marks the first com- 
plete dismantling of a major depression 
agency. The Civilian Conservation Corps had 
spent $2,278,000,000 in 844 years. This indi- 
cates a step toward a more prudent fiscai 
policy suitable to a nation at war. 

The committee believes that there is a 
great field for more efficient operation and 
probably great economy among Government 
corporations. 

Likewise, the committee intends to examine 
further practices and conditions in purchas- 
ing, classification, salaries, transportation, 
publicity, and other overhead items of the 
various departments and agencies of the Goy- 
ernment. 

The committee believes that there is need 
for more efficient administration and more 
effective controls among many, if not all, of 
the so-called permanent agencies of the Gov- 
ernment. 


EXAMINATION OF WAR AGENCIES 


The committee believes that there is a 
growing need to examine closely the activi- 
ties, practices, and expenditures of the so- 
called defense and war agencies. It is to be 
hoped that these agencies are approaching 
at least a leveling-off stage where efficiency 
and vigilance over practices properly may be 
demanded without interference with the 
maximum war effort. Heretofore, the com- 
mittee has hesitated to call up these so-called 
war and defense agencies for minute exam- 
ination because they were in the course of 
organization and because of the imperative 
nature of the business of most of them. How- 
ever, it seems to be more and more evident 
that the time is approaching for the com- 
mittee to change this policy. 
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UTMOST ECONOMY URGENT IN VIEW OF FISCAL 
FUTURE 


With the national debt standing today at 
approximately $80,000,000,000, with it in- 
creasing every day at a tremendous rate, 
necessitated by the war and augmented still 
further by oth=r expenditures, and with un- 
expended war balances totaling $160,000,000,- 
000, there is in prospect a national debt of 
at least $200,000,000,000 by conservative esti- 
mates. This, of course, takes into considera- 
tion revenue which is meeting not more than 
30 percent of expenditures this year. 

With such a fiscal future in view, the need 
for every possible economy in nonessentials 
is urgent. Therefore, the committee con- 
templates a vigorous continuation of all 
phases of its work for reduction of nonessen- 
tial Federal expenditures, 


The preliminary report of the joint 


committee above referred to of December 
24, 1941, is as follows: 


REDUCTION OF NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL 
EXPENDITURES 


PRELIMINARY REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE 
ON REDUCTION OF NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL EX- 
PENDITURES, CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 601 OF THE REVENUE 
ACT OF 1941, TOGETHER WITH MINORITY VIEWS 


LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
JOINT COMMITTEE ON REDUCTION OF 
NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL EXPENDITURES, 
December 24, 1941, 
The VICE PRESIDENT, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Sm: In accordance with title 6 of the 
Revenue Act of 1941, Public Law No. 250, 
Seventy-seventh Congress, as chairman of 
the Joint Committee on Reduction of Non- 
essential Federal Expenditures, it gives me 
pleasure to present to you the preliminary 
report of this committee, which I ask that 
you lay before the Senate of the United 
States, with a view to its being printed as a 
Senate document. 
Respectfully submitted. 
Harry F. BYRD, 
Chairman, 


DECEMBER 24, 1941. 
Report to: The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 

STATES. 

The Vice PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES, PRESIDENT OF 
THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES. 

In accordance with title 6 of the Revenue 
Act of 1941, Public Law No, 250, Seventy- 
seventh Congress, a preliminary report here- 
with is presented by the Joint Committee on 
Reduction of Nonessential Federal Expendi- 
tures. 

LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY 


This committee was established pursuant 
to title 6 of the Revenue Act of 1941, ap- 
proved September 20, 1941, which directed 
it to “make a full and complete study and 
investigation of all expenditures of the Fed- 
eral Government, with a view to recommend- 
ing the elimination or reduction of all such 
expenditures deemed by the committee to be 
nonessential, and to report te the President 
and to the Congress the results of its study, 
together with its recommendations, at the 
earliest practicable date.” 

PROCEDURE 


The committee has had the benefit of the 
testimony of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
a membe) of the committee, the Secretary of 
Agriculture, and various other officials of the 
Government regarding the possibility of 
specific savings in existing departments and 
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agencies. It has had before it for study the 
report of the Director of the Bureau of the 
Budget, also a member of the committee, 
submitted in response to the request of 
August 28, 1941, from the Senate Finance 
Committee, as well as other data submitted 
directly to this committee by the Budget 
Burcau. The committee has received also 
suggestions of economies from civic agencies, 
taxpayers’ clubs, and private citizens. It has 
collected, in addition, evidence from its own 
sources, and it has devoted considerable time 
to a survey of the problems. This report 
is made on the basis of all the information 
thus collected. 


INITIAL REPORT 


Directed to report to the President and to 
the Congress “at the earliest possible date,” 
the committee considers it highly desirable 
to present now a preliminary report. The 
committee emphasizes that this report is 
only its first, and that other departments, 
agencies, funds, programs, and items will be 
examined by the committee and treated in 
subsequent reports, 

This is only a partial report. While the 
committee has worked diligently since its 
organization, the magnitude of the labor in- 
volved as well as the vital legislative matters 
before Congress in recent weeks have pre- 
vented due consideration to further reduc- 
tions and eliminations, which will be re- 
ported on later. Subjects considered in this 
report are limited largely to those established 
originally as depression measures, 

The committee believes that in view of the 
improved economic situation and the vital 
new war conditions the agencies of govern- 
ment and the Members of Congress should 
have at the earliest practicable time the 
benefit of conclusions thus far reached by 
the committee, and any possible economies 
which now can be effected should not be 
deferred. 

Before the war, economy in nonessential 
spending was important. Now it is vital. 
There is no room for nonessentials in a gov- 
ernment stripped for action. Our united 
purpose is to produce sufficient armament 
and trained personnel to win this war. 
Nothing can be permitted to interfere with 
this objective. The American people are be- 
ing asked to pay extremely burdensome taxes 
which will become greater; they are being 
asked to make great sacrifice and endure 
hardships. The Government should set the 
example. 

The United States Treasury is facing the 
tremendous task of financing the war. We 
must decrease its difficulties, not increase 
them. All nonessential spending must yield 
to the needs of our defense program. 

Strenuous efforts are being made to pre- 
vent serious price inflation, To continue 
consumer subsidies created during depres- 
sion years without urgent necessity will pour 
fuel on a disastrous inflation fire. 

The committee believes substantial reduc- 
tion in nonessential spending would be of 
material aid in holding down inflationary 
price increases. 

We shall have to draw on all our resources 
and accumulated wealth, as well as man- 
power, to fight a long war. In addition to 
equipping our own armed forces and estab- 
lishing at home our own defenses, we have 
undertaken to furnish military supplies of 
every description to all nations fighting the 
forces of aggression. We must continue this 
without stint. But it is a colossal obligation. 

FEDERAL DEBT 

We started this war with a direct Federal 
indebtedness of about $55,000,000,000, 

Today the ultimate cost of the war is un- 
predictable, but to date we have appropriated 
and authorized $75,000,000,000 for national 
defense. This is only the beginning. Every 
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dollar now added to the public debt without 
imperative defense need makes it more dif- 
ficult for America to meet post-war period 
problems in both domestic economy and for- 
eign trade. 

In this titanic world struggle with totali- 
tarian forces, democracies must not only con- 
quer; they must preserve their democratic 
system. That means the preservation of sol- 
vent government. National solvency—dif- 
ficult in this emergency and so essential to 
the preservation of the democratic system— 
is of no necessary concern to totalitarian 
governments. 

Necessary expenditure of billions for na- 
tional defense has changed abruptly the rea- 
sons and advisability for continuing certain 
agencies, services, and functions of govern- 
ment. 

Amounts expended for defense soon will be 
so large as to obviate much of the necessity 
for spending in relief and other items for 
which the committee recommends elimina- 
tion or reduction. 

Judged by national income, estimated at 
$105,000,000,000, 1942 will be the most pros- 
perous year in American history. This may 
be compared with the national income of 
approximately $82,000,000,000 in 1929. That 
is one reason to believe that much of the 
relief expenditure continued from the so- 
called depression years now can be eliminated. 
Continuation of public works and some other 
types of projects during the war emergency 
would require diversion of vital manpower 
and materials from defense to nondefense 
projects. 

The Federal Government alone must pay 
the cost of national defense. For years the 
Federal Government has been carrying a 
heavy load of State and local responsibilities. 
The committee believes that during this 
emergency the States and localities should 
reassume, where necessary, responsibilities 
historically theirs. 


THE FUTURE PROGRAM 


In general, the committee will continue its 
investigation as follows: 

1. It will continue its examination of all 
Federal expenditures to determine where fur- 
ther curtailment or elimination of expendi- 
tures can be made, in the light of defense 
needs, increasing industrial production and 
employment, and other factors. 

2. It will examine further and in detail the 
activities of the departments and agencies of 
the Federal Government to determine 
whether all functions performed by depart- 
ments and agencies are essential under exist- 
ing conditions, whether duplications and cor- 
responding functions can be consolidated, 
and the extent to which contraction can be 
substituted for expansion. 

8. It will scrutinize Government-owned 
corporations to determine whether present 
loan policies are advisable in view of changed 
conditions, whether loans are being made ef- 
ficiently, with proper regard to security, re- 
payment and other terms, and whether sal- 
aries and expenses of such corporations are 
reasonable. 

4, It will examine purchasing, classification, 
salaries, transportation, publicity, and other 
items of expense and practice to determine 
whether they are being administered in an 
economical manner. 

5, It will review all permanent agencies in 
an effort to determine the necessity and the 
efficiency of their administration and the ad- 
visability of more effective controls. 

6. It will review defense expenditures and 
make recommendations for the elimination 
of waste and inefficiency in administration. 

The committee’s views on these subjects 
and possibly others will be embodied in sub- 
sequent reports, 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
1. New adventures 


The committee recommends that no new 
adventures or commitments in public works 
or costly Government programs be under- 
taken during the period of the war emer- 
gency, except those imperatively necessary to 
national defense. 

‘The committee cautions against the futility 
of retrenching in existing nonessential spend- 
ing and subsequently appropriating for pro- 
grams or projects that could be deferred until 
after the emergency 


2. Civilian Conservation Corps, National 
Youih Administration, Office of Education, 
Work Projects Administration 
The committee recommends that the Civil- 

ian Conservation Corps, the National Youth 
Administration, and the national defense 
training activities of the Office of Education 
be abolished, effective as soon as possible and 
not later than July 1, 1942, and that there be 
established in some suitable agency facilities 
for training persons for work in defense occu- 
pations, this activity to be limited strictly to 
national defense work and confined to those 
fields and to numbers to be certified by the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 
Navy as necessary for that purpose; also that 
there be merged in this new program any 
necessary part of defense training now under 
the Work Projects Administration as shall be 
certified by the Secretary of War or the Secre- 
tary of the Navy as necessary to national de- 
fense; and further that all portions of pre- 
viously appropriated funds for these agencies 
now held in reserve by direction of the Bureau 
of the Budget (totaling $132,000,000) be cov- 
ered into the Treasury. 


3. Work Projects Administration 

The committee recommends that there be 
appropriated to the Work Projects Adminis- 
tration the sum of not more than $50,000,000 
per month for 3 months beginning July 1, 
1942. Any work now being carried on by the 
Work Projects Administration for account of 
national defense after July 1, 1942, should be 
carried on under the direction of the War and 
Navy Departments and the amount here rec- 
ommended for the Work Projects Adminis- 
tration reduced accordingly. 

The committee believes that with defense 
expenditures constantly increasing, Work 
Projects Administration appropriations 
should be on a quarterly basis beginning July 
1, 1942, and that as employment increases the 
quarterly appropriations should be reduced 
accordingly 


. 


4. Civil departments 

The committee recommends that every pos- 
sible retrenchment be made in the adminis- 
trative costs of the civil departments and 
agencies. There has not been sufficient time 
for the committee to investigate fully these 
administrative costs. This will be done as 
promptly as possible. 

* The Budget Bureau report before this com- 
mittee estimates that under a plan to reduce 
Federal nondefense spending $1,500,000,000, 
the allotted reduction in regular appropria- 
tions to civil departments and agencies would 
be $100,000,000. This would reduce total ap- 
propriations from $830,000,000 for civil depart- 
ments to $730,000,000. 

‘The cost of publicity activities in the civil 
departments and agencies is estimated by the 
Bureau of the Budget to be at least $30,000,000 
and should be carefully reviewed for reduc- 
tions and eliminations. 


5. Agriculture 

The committee at this time considered in 
detail expenditures by the Department of 
Agriculture, among the regular departments, 
because of the large programs and far-reach- 
ing activities established within and trans- 
ferred to that Department during the depres- 
sion period. The committee based its study 
on material furnished by the Secretary of 
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Agriculture, the Bureau of the Budget and its 
agricultural examiners, and by Department 
officials who work with the programs and ac- 
tivities. This study will be continued and as 
&. partial report the committee now recom- 
mends: 

(a) Elimination of all land purchases by 
the Department of Agriculture during the 
period of the emergency. 

(b) Review of administrative costs of the 
Department of Agriculture and elimination 
of all unnecessary overhead, and especially 
the wages and overhead incident to the em- 
ployment of nearly 100,000 Agricultural Ad- 
justment Administration committeemen. 

(c) Reduction of $100,000,000 in the ap- 
propriation for “Exportation and domestic 
consumption of agricultural commodities” 


ogram. 

(d) That rates and premiums of the Fed- 
eral Crops Insurance Corporation be made 
actuarily sound in a manner to carry losses 
and that the Corporation be made self-sup- 


ting. 

(e) Abolition of the farm-tenant program 
with an annual administrative cost of $7,- 
122,570 and authorization to borrow 
$50,000,000. 

(f) Abolition of the Farm Security Admin- 
istration with $75,500,000 in direct appro- 
priation and authority to borrow $120,000,000; 
its national defense activities, to the extent 
that they are necessary to be transferred to 
some more suitable agency. 

(g) Deferment of rural electrification ex- 
pansion to the extent that it conflicts with 
national defense priorities on materiais. 


6. Federal highway and public works 


The committee recommends that during 
the emergency one-half of the Federal high- 
way appropriations and authorizations be 
deferred, at a saving of $64,000,000. 

The committee believes all appropriations 
and authorizations for all public works, in- 
cluding Federal dams, flood control, reclama- 
tion projects, and public buildings not di- 
rectly essential to national defense should be 
deferred until after the emergency. 

Such appropriations and authorizations, 
including highway funds, total approximately 
$160,000,000. These items immediately 
should be reviewed carefully. 


7. Reserves impounded 

The committee recommends that all funds 
impounded by the Bureau of the Budget from 
previous appropriations and held in reserve 
now be covered back into the Treasury. 

The committee recommends that legisla- 
tion be enacted which would authorize the 
Director of the Budget to set up reserves out 
of any future appropriation at such times 
and in such amounts as the Director may 
determine. 


8. Government corporations 

The Government more and more is relying 
upon the thirty-odd Federal corporations for 
financing both defense and nondefense oper- 
ations. Most of the funds thus used, amount- 
ing to many billion dollars, are not subject 
now to the usual budgetary and audit con- 
trol, nor does Congress have control over dis- 
bursement of funds through these corpora- 
tions, except in blanket authorizations. Re- 
ceipts derived from collections on loans 
made by these corporations return to their 
credit. They are subject only to control by 
the corporations themselves outside of any 
congressional jurisdiction. 

These corporations already have authori- 
zation substantially to obligate the credit of 
the Government. These obligations consti- 
tute an indirect Federal debt to the extent 
that they are guaranteed by the Federal Gov- 
ernment and that they are not met by the 
institutions themselves. 

The committee recommends coordination 
of these corporate activities; legislation sub- 
jecting the corporations to budgetary and 
audit control; and that Congress assume tan- 
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gible and direct control over their funds by 
means of its constitutional appropriating ma- 


chinery. 

The committee will deal with the disburse- 
ments of Government corporations and make 
more specific recommendations in subsequent 
reports. 


TABULAR RECAPITULATION 


If the specific recommendations by the 
committee are adopted, the appropriations 
for the next fiscal year will be less than in 
the current fiscal year by the following 
amounts: 


Civilian Conservation Corps 
(abolished) -.........-....- 
National Youth Administration 
(abolished) (nondefense) -.. 
Work Projects Administration 
(present appropriation $875,- 
000,000 annually). Recom- 
mendation for quarterly ap- 
propriation including de- 
fense activities for first 3 
months of next fiscal year of 
$50,000,000 monthly and fur- 
ther reduction as employ- 
ment improves due to de- 
fense expenditures should 
save at least for the year___-. 
Agriculture: 
Deferment of land pur- 


Savings 
$246, 960, 000 


91, 767, 000 


400, 000, 000 


3,000, 000 
Savings in overhead ex- 
penses.of Department as 
indicated_.........-... 
Reduction in appropria- 
tion for "Exportation 
and domestic consump- 
tion of agricultural com- 


50, 000, 000 


100, 000, 600 
7, 122, 000 


Farm-tenant program 
(abolished) (cash)..... 
Farm-tenant program 
(abolished) (loan au- 
thorization cancela- 
On). send i es ‘ 
Farm Security Administra- 
tion (abolished) (cash). 
Farm Security Administra- 
tion (abolished) (lcan 
authorization cancela- 
SAG ee 
Public works and Federal high- 
way: One-half deferment in 
public roads..2.......... as 
Other public works: 
Deferment of public build- 
ings for nondefense_.-_- 
Deferment of Department 


50, 000, 000 
70, 500, 000 


120, 000, 000 


64, 000, 000 


43, 164, 000 


26, 727, 000 
Deferment of rivers and 
harbors and flood-con- 


27, 835, 000 
Fe Bee he 1, 131, 075, 000 


Cash savin; 


170, 000, 000 


vial E E ES 1, 301, 075, 000 


In addition, if funds impounded by the 
Director of the Budget were covered into the 
Treasury by legislative action, as this com- 
mittee recommends, there would be imme- 
diate savings of $415,890,061. 

These savings specifically recommended are 
partial in scope and leave a field of economies 
in which further substantial reductions will 
be recommended. 

In the field for future investigation by this 
committee, where no recommendations are 
as yet made, are reductions in administra- 
tive costs of civil departments as referred to 
above and noted by the Director of the Bu- 
reau of the Budget in his report to the 
Senate Finance Committee. The committee 
has lacked time for investigation into many 
other expenditures which are and will be 
under study. 

The committee is deeply grateful, especially 
for the cooperation of Hon. Henry Morgen- 
thau, Jr., the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
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Hon. Harold D. Smith, the Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget, as members of the 
committee, and for the expert information 
which they have made available to the com- 
mittee. The committee is grateful also for 
the cooperation of the heads and Officials of 
the various departments in the committee’s 
deliberations. 

This preliminary report is based upon the 
great amount of factual information, testi- 
mony, and other documentary evidence 
which will be incorporated from time to time 
in additional forthcoming reports. 

Harry F. Byrd, Chairman, Member Sen- 
ate Finance Committee; Robert L. 
Doughton, Vice Chairman, Chair- 
man, House Committee on Ways 
and Means; Henry Morgenthau, 
Jr. Secretary of the Treasury 
(subject to qualifications as stated 
in his letter, which is attached); 
Carter Glass, Chairman, Senate 
Committee on Appropriations; 
Walter F. George, Chairman, Sen- 
ate Committee on Finance (see 
attached comment); Kenneth Mc- 
Kellar, Democratic Ranking Mem- 
ber, Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee; Clifton A. Woodrum, Dem- 
acrotic Ranking Member House Ap- 
propriations Committee; Thomas 
H. Cullen, Democratic Ranking 
Member, House Ways and Means 
Committee; Allen H. Treadway, 
Republican Ranking Member, 
House Ways and Means Commit- 
tee; John H. Taber, Republican 
Ranking Member, House Commit- 
tee on Appropriations; Gerald P. 
Nye, Republican Ranking Mem- 
ber, Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations (approves recommenda- 
tions 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, and 8, but 
makes exception to recommenda- 
tion 5. See attached comment). 


Senator Grorcr’s comment: 

“In my opinion the defense activities of 
the National Youth Administration and edu- 
cational activities relating strictly to defense 
activities in the Bureau of Education should 
be continued in the agencies respectively un- 
less a substantial saving could be made by 
combining the two.” 

Senator Nre’s exception: 

“I take exception respecting recommenda- 
tion No, 5, relating to reductions in the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 

“While I am confident that large savings 
can be accomplished in that Department, I 
am not ready to recommend just where and 
in what amount the savings shall be under- 
taken, without chance for searching study of 
the subject of effect in each recommended 
reduction. 

“We must keep agriculture strong and 
ready for the adjustment that must follow 
the war. When we let agriculture down 
during and after the last war, we contributed 
largely to the economic break-down which 
finally encompassed the whole country. We 
must not repeat that experience.” 

Congressman CLARENCE CANNON, chairman 
of the House Appropriations Committee, par- 
ticipated actively in the preparation of the 
report, and was unexpectedly called home. 
The opportunity was not available to present 
the report to him for signature, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 22, 1941, 
Hon. Harry F. BYRD, 
Chairman, Joint Committee 
on Reduction of Nonessential 
Federal Expenditures, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator: I am willing to sign 
‘the report of the Joint Committee on Re- 
duction of Nonessential Federal Expendi- 
tures subject, however, to my disagreement 
with the recommendations under “Agricul- 
ture.” I disagree with the recommendations 
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with respect to agriculture and in lieu of 
the recommendations contained in the com- 
mittee’s report, I desire to suggest the fol- 
lowing: 

When I appeared before the committee on 
November 14, I stated that expenditures, in- 
cluded in the Budget under the farm program 
which was initiated in 1933, after the catas- 
trophic fall in prices in 1932, were designed 
mainly to meet conditions involving low 
prices for farm products, surplus production, 
and loss of export markets. Present condi- 
tions are radically different from those which 
the farm program was designed to meet. It 
is estimated that in 1941 the farmer's share 
of the national income will be 20 percent 
greater than in 1932, notwithstanding a re- 
duction of almost 10 percent in the propor- 
tion of the farm population to the total 
population of the country. Although govern- 
mental aid was necessary in order to bring 
the farmer’s net income from three and one- 
fourth billion dollars in 1932 up to eight and 
one-half billion dollars or more in 1941, cer- 
tainly after having reached this goal there 
does not appear to be any reason to continue 
spending at the same rate. The farmer is 
getting his share of the total expenditures 
made by the Government, as the increase in 
his net income indicates, In addition, there 
are substantial benefits that will accrue to 
the farmer from the lend-lease program. 

In view of all these circumstances I feel 
at this time that we should make drastic 
cuts in our agricultural expenditures and I 
would recommend that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture be required to operate the agricul- 
tural program included in the Budget with 
an annual appropriation of $500,000,000 less 
than authorized for the current fiscal year. 

With respect to that part of the agricultural 
program carried on with funds borrowed 
from the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion, I would want the committee to make 
a more thorough investigation of these activ- 
ities before I make any definite recommenda- 
tion for reductions in the amounts available 
for this purpose. 

I also raise a question about the recom- 
mendation (par. 1 of item No. 7, “Réserves 
impounded”) to cover into the Treasury all 
reserves set up by the Bureau of the Budget. 
Reserves are set up primarily to meet un- 
foreseen contingencies and to avoid deficien- 
cies. Many times these reserves result in 
large savings. It seems to me that if a gen- 
eral recommendation of this kind is adopted 
it would defeat the very purpose for which 
reserves are created. 

Sincerely yours, 
HENRY MoRGENTHAU, JR., 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, | 
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET, 
Washington, D. C., December 23, 1941. 
Hon. Harry F. BYRD, 

Chairman, Joint Committee on 

Reduction of Nonessential 

Federal Expenditures, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear SENATOR: While I have cooperated 
with the committee by making available the 
facilities of the Bureau of the Budget, in 
view of my position as head of the Bureau 
and my official participation in the prepara- 
tion of the President’s forthcoming 1943 
Budget to be submitted January 3, I obvi- 
ously cannot join in a report which may con- 
tain recommendations at variance therewith. 

Sincerely yours, 
Harortp D, Smiru, Director, 


Minoriry Views or Mr. La FOLLETTE 
(Pursuant to sec. 601 of the Revenue Act of 
1941) 

The sweeping recommendations of the ma- 
jority of the committee are hasty and un- 
warranted, Although in presenting this dis- 
senting report it is my purpose to deal only 
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with some of the major items covered in the 
majority report, the brief hearings a~d scat- 
tering testimony, taken largely from second- 
ary sources, and carefully removed from pub- 
lic scrutiny by executive sessions and confi- 
dential hearings, do not justify in my opinion 
the conclusions reached by the committee. 

Congressional approval of the recommen- 
dations would knock some of the major props 
of Federal support out from under our social 
structure in the lower income levels—at a 
time when national unity and national 
strength require that high morale and poten- 
tial abilities be maintained and strengthened 
among the unfortunate one-third of our pop- 
ulation which has just cause for dissatisfac- 
tion with an economic and social system that 
has treated them shabbily. The various rec- 
ommendations make a “whipping boy” of 
minor abuses and deficiencies in established 
Federal social programs which have proved 
their worth and need, while absolving or over- 
looking the major abuses and costly malad- 
ministration and much larger sums involved 
in the defense and war expenditures, 


WAR EXPENDITURES NO ANSWER 


War expenditures are no answer to the 
problems of public assistance. The direct 
and indirect benefits of this flow of Govern- 
ment money are meager and remote to many 
classes of people in many areas of the coun- 
try. No matter how great, war expenditures 
can in nowise substitute for or alleviate the 
need of the bulk of present public assistance. 
To assume otherwise, as does the majority of 
the committee, is simply to deprive needy 
worthy citizens of aid and to depreciate cur 
present inadequate standards of public as- 
sistance. 

Why war expenditures are no effective relief 
can easily be seen. In the first place, defense 
contracts have been awarded in a very dis- 
torted pattern in comparison with normal 
industrial activity. It is estimated that 12 
States hold 71 percent of the value of all con- 
tracts; that 20 industrial areas have 59 per- 
cent. A few months ago it was shown that 
56 corporations had 74 percent of the total 
value. In the second place, certain groups 
simply cannot share in defense employment 
for obvious reasons of unemployability, lack 
of requisite training, social or economic ties 
which prevent migration to job openings, or, 
even physical incapability or poor health 
which might very well be the result of present 
inadequate public assistance. 

It is inconceivable that a Government 
which is sorely pressed now for capable men 
and women in military and civilian capacities 
should exercise such short-sighted judgment 
as to eliminate or drastically cut those very 
activities which are rehabilitating and aug- 
menting our potential manpower, by various 
means of public assistance. 


INADEQUATE EVIDENCE 


The recommendations for drastic curtail- 
ment of the social programs now admin- 
istered by the National Youth Administra- 
tion, Civilian Conservation Corps, and Work 
Projects Administration were made on the 
basis of about 10 hours of hearings, less 
than 650,000 words of testimony on this 
complex problem of public policy. More 
than 14 times as much testimony was taken 
by the House and Senate Appropriations 
Committees in making their recommenda- 
tions for the current fiscal year. Similarly, 
the proposed changes in the agricultwal pro- 
gram are based on less than 25,000 words of 
hearings. In complete contrast, the House 
Appropriations Cemmittee alone took about 
1,200,000 words of testimony on the 1942 
agricultural appropriation bill. 

The proposed reductions are wholly dis- 
proportionate to the respective values of the 
various Government services. It appears 
that they are based more on considerations 
of what can be most easily curtailed or elim- 
inated rather than considerations of rela- 
tive value of the services or simple fairness 
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to all parts of the population. The under- 
privileged youth, the faltering or incapaci- 
tated or inefficient worker, the farmer, and 
others who have never had a chance to get 
started on the right road to help themr ves 
because of lack of initial capital or initial 
training—all these, who have been receiving 
some, though meager, aid from the Federal 
Government would be deprived of their 
chance to help make this country strong. 
It is sheer folly to build up the military 
defenses and at the same time neglect the 
preblems of hunger and privation of mil- 
lions of our Nation. 


FUTURE NEEDS 


Equally important to remember is the 
fact that post-war needs will require, more 
than ever before, well-perfected machinery 
to cope with post-war social and economic 
problems. To wreck the machinery now only 
to have to rebuild tt from the ground up 
later may in the end be more costly than 
any immediate saving. 

The Budget Bureau's initial report to the 
committee (which was prefaced with the 
warning “it is apparent that many of the in- 
dicated downward revisions would seriously 
impair the defense effort and other vital 
governmental activities” and with th> ex- 
planation “it must be emphasized that the 
reductions discussed are in no sense a prod- 
uct of the normal budgetary process of re- 
quest, review, and recommendation”) sug- 
gested various allocations for hypothetical 
Savings of $1,000,000,000, $1,500,000,000, and 
$2,000,000,000. It is significant to note that 
even under the most severe curtailment pro- 
gram to which consideration was given by 
the Bureau, the Bureau did not recommend 
curtailments as severe as those now proposed 
by the committee for certain ftems. 

For example, if the Budget Bureau were 
forced to achieve a billion-dollar reduction 
under the 1942 Budget (which apparently 
would be inadvisable in its own opinion), it 
would reduce the National Youth Adminis- 
tration and Civilian Conservation Corps by 
$185,000,000. Yet, this committee proposes 
to make a slash of almost double that 
amount and wipe out the whole so-called 
nondefense program. Under tie same con- 
ditions, the Bureau of the Budget would 
cut the Farm Security program by $33.000,- 
000. This committee recommends $77,000,- 
000—an unreasonable elimination of rural 
rehabilitation functions which have con- 
sistently met with the approval of Congress. 
The greatest foe of democracy, the greatest 
threat to our domestic strength—a vital and 
necessary second line to military defense— 
is poverty and underprivilege. The Farm 
Security Administration, the National Youth 
Administration, the Civilian Conservation 
Corps, and the Work Projects Administra- 
tion—eeach in its respective field has waged 
War with some success against these anti- 
demoeratic forces, This is no time to dis- 
continue a job that is so essential to the 
preservation of the Nation's human re- 
sources. We must not, in our sincere efforts 
to economize on nonessentials, blind ourselves 
to the dangers of losing what we cannot af- 
ford to lose. 

RURAL POVERTY AND DISTRESS 

Look at the facts, first, as to rural pov- 
erty and distress: It is estimated that in 
1940—only last year—about one-fourth of 
all farm families, or 1,500,000 of them, made 
$400 or less from their farms, including the 
value of farm-produced products for home 
consumption. This is $2 or less per person 
per week. Another 1,000,000 farm families 
made less than $750 a year, a weekly income 
of $3 or less per person. 

Naturally, improved farm prices have 
helped many of them increase their incomes. 
But a vast proportion of the Nation's low- 
income farm families actually produce a 
very small portion of the Nation’s commer- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


cial farm output. They do not have the 
resources. They are out of the running. 

Even in 1929 the lower half of American 
farmers produced for only 10 percent of 
the market for all commercially traded farm 
products; the other 90 percent of the market 
was supplied by the upper half of the farm- 
ers. In 1935 about a majority of our farms 
included less than one-sixth of the Nation's 
farm land. These small farmers do not 
profit much from better farm prices. They 
are chronically disadvantaged. 

About one-third of the Nation’s farm fam- 
ilies do not have access to a land resource 
(either directly as operators or individually 
as laborers) sufficient to support a decent 
living. Moreover, the trend toward dimin- 
ishing resources for these people has been 
unmistakable. 

These are indisputable facts. Their mean- 
ing to this Nation in time of all-out war is 
obvious. We cannot afford to abandon our 
efforts to try to cope with rural poverty. 

One of the most serious results of poverty 
is poor health. Thousands of our farm fam- 
iltes need better food but they cannot get it 
without help. Thousands need medical 
care but they cannot afford it. 

Poor health on the farm means loss of the 
Nation’s manpower. Most people know that 
about one-third of all Army volunteers are 
rejected for physica] disability. It is also 
important to remember that a larger pro- 
portion of enlistments have come from rural 
areas. These arezs have contributed more 
than their share to the Nation’s il] health. 

Americans must not overlook, either, that 
it is in the rural areas that the Nation’s 
highest birth rates exist. A greater and 
greater portion of this democracy’s future 
population is coming from the farm. And 
it is an established fact that the highest 
birth rates are in the poorest rural areas— 
the areas whose problems are being tackled 
by the Farm Security Administration today. 
This attack cannot be relaxed if we are to 
guarantee a strong democracy tomorrow. 

It is true, of course, that there is some 
movement out of these areas. The tragedy 
of this migration, however, is twofold. In 
the first place, the people who move out 
carry with them the effects of their years 
of poverty and privation in disease, low 
morale, and backwardness. They become a 
net Hability to the Nation even after they 
move. In the second place, the out-migra- 
tion is not fast enough. The areas of the 
most acute farm probiems are areas in which 
the population continues to grow, even in 
face of accelerated economic activity in towns 
and cities. There is no full employment in 
submarginal rural America. 

In addition to the chronic forces, there 
have been adversities of a catastrophic nature 
that would have wrecked thousands of 
farmers if it had not been for assistance by 
the Federal Government through the Farm 
Security Administration. Droughts, flocds, 
and similar disasters have hit great numbers 
of farmers within the past decade. Im each 
instance they have been able to turn to the 
Government for aid through a machinery that 
exists in the Farm Security Administration. 


WHAT THE FARM SECURITY ADMINISTRATION HAS 
DONE 


No other agency in our Government has a 
more impressive record of helpful service to 
the people of this Nation than the Farm 
Security Administration. This agency has 
tackled the problems of rural poverty at the 
roots, where the strength of democracy lies. 

In the past 6 years the Farm Security Ad- 
ministration has made rehabilitation loans to 
more than 900,000 low-income farm families 
to enable them to buy necessary operating 
goods, better use their resources, and add to 
their productive capital. It has taught them 
how to produce their own food in sufficient 
quantities for good health. It has shown 
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them how to farm so as to save the land 
and increase their production. It has taught 
them skills and new methods of farm and 
home management. 

As a result of these rehabilitation loans, 
which are but one of the phases of the Farm 
Security Administration program, these low- 
income families have increased their annual 
net incomes by a total of more than §75,- 
000,000, or 35 percent, over the year before 
coming on the program. In addition, they 
have increased their net worth—the total 
value of their belongings and productive 
equipment, over and above all debts, tnclud- 
ing their loans from the Government, by 
nearly $80,000,000, or 21 percent. 

At the heart of this great record has been 


. the families’ own efforts to prceduce their 


own food and feed. These families in 1940 
increased the value of the gocds prcduced 
for farm and home use by more than 60 per- 
cent over the year before coming on the pro- 
gram. In their stock pile of healthful focd 
during 1940 was an average of 391 gallons 
of milk per family, 266 quarts of fruits and 
vegetables canned, and 391 pounds cf meat 
preserved. 

Moreover, these families increased the land 
resources at their disposal and added to their 
stock of tools and equipment and livestock 
with which permanent rehabilitation is made 
possible. 

The Farm Security Administration has also 
helped more than 22,000 tenant farm families 
to become owners as a result of the tenant- 
purchase program. The tenant-purchass 
program has brought the American dream cf 
farm and home ownership to families that 
otherwise would not have been able to 
achieve it. 

With tenant purchase loans these families 
have bought family-type farms capable of 
providing them with a decent living. Costs 
are spread over a 40-year period. A recent 
report shows that this Government activity 
has the remarkable record of repayments of 
96.5 percent of principal and interest due as 
of June 30, 1941. 

One of the truly remarkable features of the 
Farm Security Administration program is the 
smallness of its cost. It has been estimated 
that the cest of rehabilitating a disadvan- 
taged farm family on the Farm Security Ad- 
ministration program is less than $75 a year. 
This figure includes the expenses of teaching 
the families new and better farming meth- 
ods, helping them get better leases, losses on 
all loans advanced to them for livestock and 
equipment, grants made for direct subsist- 
ence purposes, and total administrative ex- 
penses 


This figure is all the more remarkable when 
compared with the expense of maintaining a 
farm family on work relief. This would 
amount to at least $800 a year, and the 
family would be little better off after the 
year’s end. Rehabilitation provides for long- 
run security. 

In this connection, an appraisal of Secre- 
tary Morgenthau is appropriate. In a state- 
ment to the committee under date of No- 
vember 14, 1941, he said: 

“I should like it understood that in mak- 
ing the suggestion that this class of farm 
expenditures should be reexamined, I do not 
refer to the bulk of activities undertaken by 
the Farm Security Administration, inasmuch 
as the need for much of their expenditures is, 
in my opinion, still urgent. 

“Just as I suggested earlier that: there 
should be no reduction of expenditures for 
the help of the undernourished, so I believe 
that there should be no reduction in our 
help of the sharecroppers and farm tenants 
who are in urgent and continuing need of 
economic rahabilitation.” 

PAST CONGRESSIONAL ATTITUDE 


The action of this committee in recom- 
mending the elimination of the activities of 


1942 


the Farm Security Administration stands in 
direct contradiction to the consistent and 
steadfast policy of the Senate and the Con- 
gress in extending aid to low-income farmers. 

As early as June 24, 1935, the Senate passed 
S. 2367, which had for its purposes the pro- 
motion of more secure occupancy of farms and 
farm homes, the correction of the economic 
instability resulting from some forms of farm 
tenancy, and the establishment of a rural 
rehabilitation program. In the following 
year the work of the Resettlement Adminis- 
tration, which had been set up by Executive 
order, was recognized in the Bankhead-Black 
Act of June 29, 1936. 

On July 22, 1937, the Bankhead-Jones Farm 
Tenant Act (50 Stat. 552) was enacted to 
encourage and promote the ownership of 
farm homes, and authorized the making of 
rehabilitation loans to farm owners, farm 
tenants, farm laborers, and sharecroppers. 
This act created the Farm Security Admin- 
istration, which took over the work of the 
old Resettlement Administration. 

The Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act was 
based largely on the recommendations of 
the President’s Committee on Farm Tenancy 
which had made an exhaustive report on the 
problems of underprivileged farmers, with 
recommendations to Congress, in 1937. This 
committee was made up of a representative 
group of American leaders from all walks of 
life who were cognizant of and interested in 
the problems of rural people. The commit- 
tee’s report recommended the need for a con- 
tinuing Federal organization to aid in allevi- 
ating these problems. 

Since the establishment of the Farm Se- 
curity Administration, the Senate has passed 
legislation aimed at greatly expanding the 
activities of the Farm Security Adminstra- 
tion in the promotion of farm ownership. On 
June 28, 1939, the so-called Austin amend- 
ment to the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant 
Act was passed by the Senate, providing that 
loans be made not only to enable small ten- 
ant farmers to acquire farms and make neces- 
sary repairs and improvements but also to 
enable them to refinance existing mortgages 
on farms. 

On July 6, 1939, the Senate passed S. 1836, 
the so-called Lee bill, providing for Govern- 
ment-insured loans to farmers, the encourage- 
ment of sale of farms held by absentee own- 
ers to farm tenants, and the making of long- 
term, low-interest-rate loans on farms. 

On July 10 of the same year Senator BARK- 
LEY introduced S. 2758, providing for the con- 
struction and financing of self-liquidating 
Government projects, including a total of 
500,000,000 for loans to enable farm tenants 
to become owners. 

Throughout the years the Senate and the 
Congress have given interest and support to 
the program, The committee's present rec- 
ommendation is an about face, 

FEDERAL AID TO YOUTH 

Another major category of Federal assist- 
ance to the underprivileged is the aid for 
needy youth, administered by the National 
Youth Administration and Civilian Conser- 
vation Corps. The majority of the committee 
has seen fit to recommend that the aids be 
discontinued and the programs and organiza- 
tions be abolished except so-called defense 
activities that are to be continued under the 
supervision of “some suitable agency.” 

The recommendation is based on a danger- 
cusly false conception of defense activities 
and upon a mistaken belief that the war 
situation permits the Federal Government to 
shirk obligations which it could not afford to 
neglect in peacetime. If it is necessary to 
preserve the morale of youth when the Nation 
is not in danger, it is doubly important when 
the national security is at stake. What is 
more, these agencies can and have prepared 
the youth of the Nation to fill more capably 
their places in the civilian and military es- 
tablishments of the country. 
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The elimination of those activites whch are 
not included in the narrow definition of de- 
fense training would have a serious effect 
upon the morale of thousands of young people 
and their families. $ 

For example, school-lunch projects oper- 
ated by such agencies as the Work Projects 
Administration and National Youth Admin- 
istration are helping over 3,000,000 children in 
poor families with highly beneficial results 
in health and morale. Many other National 
Youth Administration activities, such as pub- 
lic health and hospital work, assistance in 
nursery schools for children whose mothers 
must work, and similar activities, are positive 
contributions—much more than is generally 
realized—to the morale and well-being of 
the people who must produce the munitions 
and materials of war. To eliminate these 
functions would be a step in the wrong di- 
rection. 

The Nation’s hospitals and public-health 
services, overburdened in peacetime, are now 
of unique importance to keep workers on 
the production line. Twelve thousand young 
people are receiving experience and training 
in hospital and health work through the Na- 
tional Youth Administration program, and 
many thousands more are needed to meet 
the increasing need for health and hospital 


_ Services as well as to replace the people in 


these occupations who are going to the mili- 
tary services and overseas. 

With more married women working, and 
the consequent problems that are arising in 
the communities of war industries, the need 
for adequate care of children of working 
mothers is increasing rather than decreasing. 
The States and cities have never undertaken 
to provide in any adequate way for the day 
care of preschool children, and the facilities 
of private agencies are already overburdened. 
If we are to take advantage in our war in- 
dustries of the skills of mothers, we must 
provide at least minimum facilities to care for 
their small children while they are at work. 

Both the National Youth Administration 
and the Civilian Conservation Corps, by giv- 
ing inexperienced youth the opportunity for 
work experience and preemployment train- 
ing, are providing our war industries with a 
supply of qualified workers that would not 
otherwise be made available. During the 11- 
month period January through November 
1941, nearly 400,000 youth were enabled to 
leave National Youth Administration projects 
to take private employment. The Civilian 
Conservation Corps, similarly, is at present 
supplying private industry with 8,000 to 
10,000 young men monthly—young men who 
have learned the rudiments of work training 
and experience and whom employers praise 
highly. Those who have or will become a 
part of our armed or naval forces are better 
material because of their training in the Na- 
tional Youth Administration or Civilian Con- 
servation Corps. General Marshall is au- 
thority for the interesting statement that 
one-fourth of all the cooks in the Army are 
former Civilian Conservation Corps cooks, 
where a large share of them received their in- 
itial training. This record is concrete evi- 
dence that industry and Government want 
and need workers with National Youth Ad- 
ministration and Civilian Conservation Corps 
work experience. 


NATIONAL YOUTH ADMINISTRATION STUDENT- 
WORK PROGRAMS 


The recommendations made by the ma- 
jority of this committee include elimination 
of the National Youth Administration stu- 
dent-work program. This is a recommenda- 
tion for the scrapping of a program that has 
helped over a million low-income families and 
that is now affecting nearly 400,000 such fam- 
ilies. Through this program, education has 
been made more effectively free to families 
that cannot afford to maintain their children 
in school. Needy students, selected by local 
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school officials, are now given part-time work 
so they can earn sufficient wages to remain in 
school and continue their education. Pay- 
ments average about $4.50 a month in high 
schools and $12.50 in colleges. The average 
annual income of the families of these stu- 
dents, in the academic year 1939-40, was less 
than $650, with 20.9 percent earning less than 
$300 and 67.4 percent having annual incomes 
of less than $900. 

The Federal Government has not developed 
a single program that reaches and assists so 
many families and individuals at so low a 
cost per person benefited. The $23,100,000 
that was originally appropriated for this pro- 
gram during the current fiscal year would 
have reached over 500,000 low-income families 
through the students that would be em- 
ployed. Over 90 percent of the schools in the 
country, 1,600 colleges, and 27,000 high 
schools, are participating in the program. 
Each one of these schools and colleges will be 
vitally affected by any decision to eliminate 
the National Youth Administration student- 
work program, and the effect on the morale 
and physical well-being of the students and 
their families will be anything but favorable. 


DEFENSE TRAINING 


Placing these defense-training activities 
under some different agency (as the majority 
of the committee recommend) would not 
increase the training facilities of the country. 
Nor would it eliminate any so-called duplica- 
tion between the training programs of the 
several agencies engaged in training. The 
fact is that the National Youth Administra- 
tion training program and the training pro- 
grams operated under the Office of Education 
supplement and strengthen each other, rather 
than overlap. The National Youth Admin- 
istration program reaches youth who have 
left school and are between the ages of 17 
and 24. The training they are given on 
National Youth Administration projects is 
of a preemployment production type that 
gives them actual experience in the use of 
tools and machinery, and builds the skills 
basic to good workmanship. The vocational 
schools are concentrating their efforts upon 
up-grading and refresher training, to enable 
persons with previous work experience to 
acquire additional and to polish up rusty 
skills. Schools are also providing classrcom 
instruction of a preemployment character 
to supplement the work experience the youth 
obtains on the National Youth Administra- 
tion project. Thus the youth on the projects 
learn by doing a job and by receiving related 
training in the schools. He has the benefit 
of both practical work experience and class- 
room instruction. This combination repre- 
sents the flexible and practical type of train- 
ing that industry needs. The function of 
each type of training, on-the-job training and 
classroom instruction, is clearly defined and 
there is no duplication of effort. 

If the National Youth Administration 
training activities are placed under some 
other agency, the same type of activities 
would have to be carried out or the whole 
training program would suffer. The schools, 
however, which are already overburdened by 
their present load, would have to assume the 
additional administrative and supervisory 
functions involved in the National Youth 
Administration program, additional func- 
tions that they are not able to undertake. 
It would be detrimental to the best interests 
of, the school system to saddle them with 
this additional burden. 

The present geographical distribution of 
the vocational-school facilities of the coun- 
try also furnish reasons for rejecting the 
recommendations of the majority of this com- 
mittee. Vocational schools are expensive to 
establish and maintain, and in spite of Fed- 
eral aid in the past, vocational-school facili- 
ties tend to be located in the urban and 
wealthier sections of the country. Ten States 
have over 70 percent of the full-time voca- 
tional-school facilities in this country. 
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There exist large sections of the country, 
particularly in the South and the Midwest, 
where vocational-school facilities are rela- 
tively scarce, and, what is equally important, 
where there are large numbers of youth who 
cannot afford to attend the schools that are 
available. It is in these sections, where few 
contracts for war material have been let, 
that the need for a program that provides 
the training and wages available on National 
Youth Administration projects is as vital now 
as it ever was. 

The National Youth Administration has 
established a highly developed training 
mechanism that reaches into all sections of 
the country, rural as well as urban. Before 
its recent drastic reduction, National Youth 
Administration projects were operating in all 
but 250 of the counties of the United States. 
Together with the school facilities, the Na- 
tional Youth Administration provides a 
training system that taps the pools of unused 
labor supply and makes them available for 
work in war industries. By giving these 
youth a chance to acquire preemployment 
training, and then guiding them, through the 
State employment offices, to areas where their 
services are needed by war industries, dis- 
organized mass migration of workers are re- 
duced, thus helping eliminate the chaotic 
problems of bad housing and overcrowded 
conditions that already characterize too many 
defense areas. 


OTHER BENEFITS OF THE YOUTH PROGRAMS 


The benefits of the various Government 
youth programs can be measured not only 
in benefits accruing to the youth but also in 
tangible physical accomplishments of bene- 
fit to the Nation as a whole. The Civilian 
Conservation Corps, for example, has planted 
two and a half billion trees that will be worth 
$260,000,000 in commercial timber 25 years 
from now if we maintain fire protection. 
Soil-erosion control has been effected for 25,- 
000,000 acres of land, with more than 5,000,000 
dams to check the rush of water and mud. 
The value of National, State, and local parks 
and forests has been immeasurably enhanced. 
Lodges, bridges, cabins, and dams involving 
sturdy, difficult construction work have be- 
come notable additions to public vacation 
lands, and have provided first-class experi- 
ence in the basic elements of carpentry, stone 
masonry, concrete work, and many other oc- 
cupations so essential now to national de- 
fense. 


WORK RELIEF PUBLIC ASSISTANCE 


The committee recommend a substantial 
reduction in general public assistance in the 
form of work relief. Unfortunately, the pres- 
ent high levels of employment and produc- 
tion have given the erroneous impression 
that Federal work relief is now unneces- 
sary. ‘The complete facts tell an entirely 
different story. According to the best 
available estimates, unemployment in Octo- 
ber approximated 4,000,000 persons. Only 1 
out of 4 was on the Work Projects Adminis- 
tration program, and at least twice as many 
were eligible on the basis of present 
standards, 


Because of technological advance and a 
steady growth of the labor market, the num- 
ber of unemployed now is vastly in excess of 
that in comparable periods of high produc. 
tion. Although depending upon which of 
several widely different estimates are used, it 
appears likely that the present level of wn- 
employment is at least three or four times as 
great as 1929. 

An ominous factor in the present situation 
is the portending priorities unemployment 
arising out of raw material shortages. Vari- 
ous careful studies have indicated from one 
and one-half to three million workers will be 
displaced during the transition from civilian 
to defense production. Now that more recent 
events have indicated an accelerated diyer- 
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sion of raw materials from civilian industries, 
it appears these former estimates are under- 
statements. 

Except for unemployment compensation, 
which will cushion only a part of the impact, 
because many workers are eligible for little or 
no compensation, there is no Federal pro- 
gram which can take care of these people 
until and if they receive defense employ- 
ment, other than Work Projects Adminis- 
tration. 

As for the outlook for defense employment, 
it cannot be emphasized too strongly that the 
awarding of defense contracts has been very 
spotty in geographic distribution. As stated 
previously, 12 States hold about 71 percent of 
all the defense contracts; 20 industrial areas 
with only 26 percent of total Work Projects 
Administration employment hold 59 percent 
of the defense contracts. The present indica- 
tions are that of job openings in the next 
year 93 percent will be concentrated in 21 
States; 50 percent will be in 6 States. 

The relative unemployability of many per- 
sons is another factor, Advancing age, par- 
ticularly, may be a severe handicap in reori- 
entation and learning a new job. It is highly 
significant that the average age of those per- 
sons working for the Work Projects Admin- 
istration is now about 43, as compared with 
an average age of 37 a few years ago. 


That the States and localities are unable - 


to carry this load is best attested by the data 
on general relief which show that recipients 
are receiving niggardly payments. Further- 
more, local public welfare resources are being 
seriously affected in some areas by Federal 
purchases of large tracts of land or the build- 
ing of Federal production plants that are not 
taxable by State and local governments, al- 
though greatly tmcreased local costs are 
incurred by the influx of defense workers. 
In short, the national emergency has aggra- 
vated a situation that was already serious. 

Still another factor bearing on the situa- 
tion is the increased cost of living. Whereas 
other groups in the population can tighten 
their belts a notch when confronted with ris- 
ing prices, increased taxes, and the like, those 
living on Work Projects Administration 
wages cannot reduce their standard of living 
without impairing health anc. physical well- 
being. Hence, it is only proper that Work 
Projects Administration wage: must in some 
degree follow increases in cost of living (such 
adjustments have already been made) but 
with each increase of that nature, the aggre- 
gate fund must be increased to take care of 
any given number of recipients. 

Finally, it nust not be overlooked that 
Work Projects Administration activities to a 
large extent are directly tied in with national 
defense. More than one-third of the total 
number on the rolls, about 350,000 persons, 
are engaged in various defense projects: In 
connection with military posts; airports; 
sewer and water systems for military canton- 
ments; construction of strategic roads, side- 
walks, and communication lines; and even 
reclaiming of land for military uses. Were it 
not for the extencive airport and airway work 
of the Work Projects Administration in past 
years, aviation in the United States would not 
have progressed as it has. 

SURPLUS MARKETING ADMINISTRATION 

The majority of the committee has recom- 
mended a cut of $100,000,000 in the funds 
for the various programs of the Surplus Mar- 
keting Administration—or a reduction of al- 
most 45 percent in the total funds available 
this year from customs receipts and direct 
appropriations ($98,000,000 and $125,000,000, 
respectively), for the food-stamp plan, cot- 
ton-stamp plan, school-lunch program, and 
direct distribution of surplus commodities to 


the need for continuation of the domestic 
programs at present levels, 
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It is true that lend-lease buying has bol- 
stered prices of certain farm products (it 
ean eyen be said that some prices and some 
production have been raised and distorted 
too much for tL ultimate good of the pro- 
ducer), but this in itself is no justification for 
scuttling the domestic program. 

The Surplus Marketing Administration 
program is predicated on two basic consider- 
ations: (1) To provide stable and adequate 
market: for farm produce; and (2) to supply 
nutritive, health-giving foods, an? cotton 
clothing, to millions of undernourished and 
underclothed fellow citizens. Lend-lease 
buying helps to accomplish the former, but 
it does nothing t help our own urban popu- 
lations suffering from lack of food or cloth- 
ing. Nor is lend-lease buying based on the 
principle of taking surpluses off the market; 
it is based primarily on foreign needs and 
only secondarily to the disposal of surpluses. 

In this respect, lend-lease buying actually 
intensifies the need for greater assistance in 
the procurement of an adequate diet for our 
low-income groups, because purchases which 
are not surplus purchases have the effect of 
increasing prices beyond the range of low- 
income groups. 

In effect, therefore, lend-lease buying has 
not solved the market problems which 
equivalent dollars of regular Surplus Mar- 
keting Administration funds would do. 
Numerous commodities are still in need of 
market support. On the other hand, new 
public dietary problems have arisen as a 
direct consequence of lend-lease buying. 

Malnutrition in America: The malnutri- 
tion prevalent in America is a shocking and 
inexcusable situation, Studies of the Prreau 
of Labor Statistics and of the Public Health 
Service show that alarming dietary deficien- 
cies exist among a large proportion of relief 
clients and low-income families. The Sur- 
plus Marketing Administration. program with 
its food consumption subsidies has made a 
notable advance toward better national nu- 
trition and better national health, It is in- 
congruous that a program which admittedly 
has such an intimate relationship with the 
health and production efficiency of the indi- 
vidual worker should be curtailed at a time 
when maximum production and efficiency is 
essential to the war effort. 

In factual terms, this is the excellent record 
of the Surplus Marketing Administration 
insofar as national nutrition is concerned: 

Stamp plan: The food-stamp program now 
reaches about 4,000,000 persons of nearly 
11,000,000 persons receiving public assistance. 
It is now operating in 395 areas which cover 
approximately 1,200 counties. The program 
now covers nearly 60 percent of the popula- 
tion but in terms of the physical area of the 
United States, about 45 percent. Of the 1,800 
counties not now under the program, requests 
have been received from approximately 1,000 
counties. Expenditures are now made at the 
rate of about $9,500,000 per month for blue 
stamps—the stamps which are given free at 
the rate of one to two to certified public- 
assistance persons buying orange stamps. 

If placed on a national basis, it is estimated 
that the food-stamp program would now cost 
about $220,000,000 a year. The most opti- 
mistic estimates of the reduction of the num- 
ber of public-assistance people in case of full 
employment are that we would still have 
about seven or eight million persons receiving 
public assistance, including the blind, the 
crippled, the aged, orphans, and other groups. 

School lunches and direct purchase: Fi- 
nanced also out of present funds is the school 
lunch program. Approximately 4,500,000 
school lunches are now being served daily, 
relying largely upon food purchases made by 
the Surplus Marketing Administration. The 
total number of school children in the coun- 
try is twenty-seven million plus. More than 
9,000,000 are estimated to have unmet nutri- 
tional needs, many of them of a very serious 
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type. This program is now on the increase, 
with the goal for this winter set at 6,500,000 
children, It represents an expenditure of 
about $25,000,000. 

Purchases for the direct distribution of 
surplus foods for the last fiscal year totaled 
about $67,000,000. ghe rate of purchase this 
year islower. But demand is increasing, par- 
ticularly in (1) flood-stricken farm areas of 
East Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Arkan- 
sas; (2) areas where the defense program has 
produced little employment; (3) areas where 
the defense program is already resulting, and 
is likely to result further, in substantial dis- 
employment, due to the nature of local in- 
dustry, priorities, strategic material shortages, 
etc. 

It is important to maintain the framework 
of this type of machinery because direct dis- 
tribution is one of the simplest ways to sup- 
ply foodstuffs for the destitute, to quickly 
eliminate market gluts, and to meet serious 
post-war situations arising out of reduced 
national income, increased unemployment, 
and lower farm prices. 

Relief-milk distribution: Still another ac- 
tivity is relief-milk distribution. Reduced- 
milk-price programs now are carried on at an 
expenditure rate of about $12,000,000 a year. 
This framework, both on surplus disposal and 
nutritional grounds, needs to be expanded. 
It is needed to carry off excess milk which 
may result from the production-goal program, 
and this outlet is‘needed in connection ‘with 
price support assurances given in connection 
with cheese, evaporated milk, and dry skim 
milk. On nutritional grounds Federal policy 
probably should be geared to some assured 
minimum milk allowance in this country for 
every grewing child, nursing or pregnant 
mother, etc. 

The Surplus Marketing Administration and 
the farmer: The other coordinate activity cf 
the Surplus Marketing Administration relates 
to the farmer and agricultural marketing. 
As previously mentioned, some of the pres- 
sure of the problem of surplus commodities 
has been relieved by lend-lease purchases. 
Yet the problem is not squarely met, because 
lend-lease needs do not necessarily coincide 
with our surpluses nor are they timed nor 
flexible enough to meet sudden shifts in 
market supply. 

These new factors are injected into the pic- 
ture: The Government has made commit- 
ments to the farmers to obtain certain pro- 
duction increases. Necessarily this involves 
great risks to the farmer because increasing 
or decreasing farm production is not an exact, 
but a hazardous, process. It is not unlikely 
that production goals will be overshot for 
individual commodities in individual areas at 
certain times. There are many commodities 
where production in quantitative terms can- 
not be forecast because of the weather and 
other factors. For instance, it is possible to 
increase many vegetable crops by as much as 
30 or 40 percent. Also, it is desirable to meet 
unusual market situations such as are con- 
stantly arising. 

The Government has a moral commitment 
to support prices of the commodities which it 
has encouraged farmers to produce in greater 
quantity. The program of the Surplus Mar- 
keting Administration is a flexible framework 
for support in any contingency. Having ma- 
chinery and funds available which can 
promptly move price-depressing surpluses is 
of extreme importance because of the large 
number and variety of products produced on 
American farms. The impact of demand and 
price is not equal for all. 


CONCLUSION 


To me, the conclusion is inescapable that 
almost the full impact of the recommenda- 
tions of the majority of the committee would, 
if enacted, fall almost entirely on the very 
lowest income groups among our population. 
This action would be unwise in time of peace; 


confronted with total war which may be of 
long duration, I regard it as a grave error in 
policy. 

High morale—in fact, the very essence of 
dynamic democracy—is dependent upon a 
whole nation enjoying at least a minimum of 
the necessaries and comforts of life. All the 
social legislation of the past decades, all of 
the trends toward greater public assistance 
for the underprivileged have had the whole- 
some effect of tending to make democracy a 
reality in America, To the extent that the 
programs haye been successful they have 
given hope to millions that some day equality 
of opportunity may be achieved. 

To cripple or destroy the efforts which have 
thus far been made in this direction will have 
an adverse effect upon morale at the very time 
when we should be redoubling our efforts to 
build it up. To accept the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee will shake the confi- 
dence of millions of people that the sacrifices 
of war are to be equitably apportioned among 
all sections of the population. 

The recommendations to economize at the 
expense of low-income families and the un- 
employed are in the face of widespread con- 
tinuing neec. in large sections of ovr Nation. 
It is a well recognized fact that war-industry 
orders have for the most part been concen- 
trated in a few areas. Nor do higher farm 
prices answer the problems of many of the 
people in these States. The fact is that in 
many States, especially the States of the 
South, many farmers’ crops have been so 
meager that they are in a more desperate sit- 
uation than has been true for the past several 
years. 

Curtailment of nonessential industries has 
had the effect of putting many of our people 
out of work, The war boom has created a 
sort of prosperity in some sections of the 
Nation, but it has caused serious and ruinous 
dislocations in others. In towns and cities 
where there have been no war-industry con- 
trols, skilled workers have picked up their 
belongings and moved to centers having war 
contracts. As a result, new ghost towns are 
appearing overnight all over America. 

In effect, the committee is recommending 
to take from the many who have not bene- 
fited from the war-industry effort the small 
aids which up to now have been provided. 
This will pile injury on top of injury. First 
we locate war contracts in a few States to the 
exclusion of the thousands of small firms and 
small communities. This drains off the key 
workers of the excluded areas and leaves them 
in weakened condition. We are asked to take 
from them such Government aids that 
remain. If they had need of ‘Government 
aids before these new dislocations occurred, 
they have greater need of them now. 

No one can disagree with the general ob- 
jective of reducing waste and all nonessential 
expenditures of Government. The crux of 
the matter is “What is nonessential?” and 
“Where is the waste?” My own view is that 
the various social programs which the ma- 
jority of the committee would eliminate are 
vital to the successful conduct of total war. 
The entire civil arm of the Government will 
spend in this fiscal year $6,600,000,000. De- 
fense and war will cost at least $21,000.000,- 
000. It is my contention that the majority 
report attempts to save at the spigot by dras- 
tic curtailment of essential aid to the under- 
privileged while the waste occurs at the bung- 
hole of war and defense. 


ROBERT M, La FOLLETTE, Jr. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 


Mr. TRUMAN (for Mrs. CARAWAY), 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that on July 23, 1942, that com- 
mittee presented to the President of the 
A ee States the following enrolled 


6633 


S. 1075. An act for the relief of George S. 
Geer; 

S. 1667. An act for the relief of Mike Chet- 
kovich; and 

S. 2362, An act relating to the jurisdiction 
over certain lands in the Isle Royale Na- 
tional Park. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRO- 
DUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were intro- 
duced, read the first time, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the second time, and re- 
ferred as follows: 


By Mr. McNARY: 

S. 2680. A bill for the relief of Christine 

Lund; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. WALSH: 

8.2681. A bill for the relief of William 

Kovatis; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

S. 2682. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of War to exchange certain lends of the 
United States located within the Fort De 
Russey Military Reservation, Oahu, Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, for certain land at Barbers 
Point, Oahu, cwned by the Territory of Ha- 
waii; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NYE: 

S. 2683. A bill to relieve newspapers and 
pericdical publications which have volun- 
tarily suspended publication for the dura- 
tion of the war from’payment of second- 
class mailing fees-upon resumption of. pub- 
Hcation; to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads 

(Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. THomas of 
Utah, Mr. Brinces, Mr. JonNson of Colorado, 
and Mr. Gurney) introduced Senate Joint 
Resolution 156, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and appears 


“under a separate heading.) 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


The bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a 
method of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the place of their residence 
and serving within the continental 
United States was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE REVENUE BILL 


Mr. GUFFEY submitted two amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by him to 
the bill (H. R. 7378) to provide revenue, 
and for other purposes, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance and 
ordered to be printed. 


VOTING PRIVILEGE FOR MEMBERS OF 
THE ARMED FORCES 


Mr. PEPPER submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members cf 
the land and naval forces absent from 
the place of their residence and serving 
within the continental United States, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections and ordered to 
be printed. 

REMOVAL OF TIME LIMIT FOR COOPERA- 
TION BETWEEN BUREAU OF RECLAMA- 
TION AND FARM SECURITY ADMINIS- 
TRATION IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
CERTAIN FARM UNITS F 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 2322) to 
remove the time limit for cooperation 
between the Bureau of Reclamation and 
the Farm Security Administration in the 
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development of farm units on public 
lands under Federal reclamation proj- 
ects, which were, in line 9, after “1942”, 
to insert a comma and “and by inserting 
in lieu thereof ‘during the fiscal year 
1943’, and to amend the title so as to 
read: “An act to extend the time limit 
for cooperation between the Bureau of 
Reclamation and the Farm Security Ad- 
ministration in the development of farm 
units on public lands under Federal rec- 
lamation projects.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, at the 
request of the author of the bill, the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER], 
I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AWARD OF MEDALS OF HONOR, DISTIN- 
GUISHED SERVICE MEDALS, AND NAVY 
CROSSES 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 2456) to 
amend the act approved February 4, 
1919 (40 Stat. 1056), entitled “An act to 
provide for the award of medals of honor, 
distinguished-service medals, and Navy 
crosses, and for other purposes”, so as to 
change the conditions for the award of 
medals, and for other purposes”, which 
were, on page 2, line 6, after “to” to in- 
sert “the”; on page 3, line 8, to strike out 
“7” and insert “6”; page 3, after line 12, 
to insert: 


Sec. 5. That the President be, and he 
hereby is, further authorized to present, but 
not in the name of Congress, a medal to be 
known as the Navy and Marine Corps Medal, 
of appropriate design with accompanying 
ribbon, together with a rosette or other de- 
vice to be worn’ in lieu thereof, to any per- 
son who while serving in any capacity with 
the United States Navy or Marine Corps, in- 
cluding the Naval Reserve or Marine Corps 
Reserve, shall have, since December 6, 1941, 
distinguished himself or herself by heroism 
not involving actual conflict with an enemy, 
or to any person to whom the Secretary of 
the Navy has heretofore awarded a letter of 
commendation for heroism, regardless of the 
date of such act of heroism, who makes ap- 
plication for such medal. No additional pay 
shall be payable under section 6 for service 
rendered prior to the date of the enactment 
of this section by virtue of the award of a 
Navy and Marine Corps medal based upon 
any act of heroism performed prior to De- 
cember 7, 1941. 


On page 3, line 13, to strike out “5” and 
insert “6”; on page 3, line 15, to strike 
out “or a silver star medal” and insert 
“silver star medal, or a Navy and Marine 
Corps Medal”; on page 3, line 20, to strike 
out “or silver star medal” and insert 
“silver star medal, or a Navy and Marine 
Corps Medal”; on page 4, line 1, to strike 
out “6” and insert “7”; on page 4, line 3, 
after “medal” to insert “or one Navy and 
Marine Corps Medal”; on page 4, line 6, 
to strike out “or silver star medal” and 
insert “silver star medal, or a Navy and 
Marine Corps Medal”; on page 4, line 10, 
to strike out “7” and insert “8”; on page 
4, lines 14 and 15, to strike out “and silver 
star medals” and insert “silver star 
medals, and Nayy and Marine Corps 
Medals”; on page 4, line 21, to strike out 
“or silver star medal” and insert “silver 
Star medal, or a Navy and Marine Corps 
Medal”; on page 4, line 26, to strike out 
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“8” and insert “9”; on page 5, line 2, after 
“medal”, to insert “Navy and Marine 
Corps Medal”; on page 5, line 11, to strike 
out “9” and insert “10”; on page 5, lines 
21 and 22, to strike out all after “honor- 
able:” over to and including “Depart- 
ment” in line 12, on page 6, and insert 
“Provided further, That in cases of per- 
sons now in the naval service for whom 
the award of the medal of honor, distin- 
guished-service medal, or Navy cross, has 
been recommended in full compliance 
with then existing regulations, but on 
account of services which, though insuf- 
ficient fully to justify the award of the 
medal of honor, the distinguished-serv- 
ice medal, or the Navy cross, appears to 
have been such as to justify the award 
of the silver star medal, or the Navy and 
Marine Corps Medal hereinbefore pro- 
vided, such cases may be considered and 
acted upon under the provisions of this 
act authorizing the award of the silver 
star medal or the Navy and Marine Corps 
Medal, notwithstanding that said serv- 
ices may have been rendered more than 
5 years before said cases shall have been 
considered as authorized by this pro- 
viso, but all consideration or any action 
upon any of said cases shall be based ex- 
clusively upon official records now on file 
in the Navy Department”; on page 6, 
line 13, to strike out “10” and insert “11”; 
on page 6, line 17, after “duty”, to insert 
“the”; on page 6, lines 18 and 19, to strike 
out “distinguished flying cross, and the 
silver star medal” and insert “distin- 
guished-service medal, silver star medal, 
and the Navy and Marine Corps Medal”; 
and on page 6, after line 22, to insert: 

Sec, 2. That section 1407 of the Revised 
Statutes (act of May 17, 1864, ch. 89, sec. 3, 13 
Stat. 79, 80); the act of May 4, 1898, No. 30 
(30 Stat. 741), and the act of March 3, 1901, 
chapter 850 (31 Stat. 1099), are hereby re- 
pealed. 

Src. 3. The act of March 3, 1915 (38 Stat, 
931), is hereby amended by striking there- 
from the following: 

“The President of the United States is 
hereby empowered to prepare a suitable 
medal of honor to be awarded to any officer 
of the Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard 
who shall hgve distinguished himself in bat- 
tle or displayed extraordinary beroism in the 
line of his profession,” 


Mr. WALSH. I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendments of the House. 
The motion was agreed to, 


RADIO ADDRESS BY HON. CORDELL 
HULL—EDITORIAL FROM THE BALTI- 
MORE SUN (S. DOC. NO. 240) 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, on 
July 22 the Honorable Cordell Hull, Sec- 
retary of State, delivered a very remark- 
able address which was broadcast over a 
world-wide network. In my opinion, it 
was one of the finest addresses of its 
kind ever delivered. It was timely, and 
I hope that every Senator will read it. 
At this time I ask unanimous consent to 
have the address printed as a Senate 
document, and also to have printed with 
it and as a part of my remarks an edi- 
torial from the Baltimore Sun entitled 
“Mr. Hull Takes Stock.” I think both 
should be printed together as a document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? ‘The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered, 
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The editorial from the Baltimore Sun 
of the 24th instant is as follows: 


MR. HULL TAKES STOCK 


Mr. Roosevelt, Mr. Churchill, Mr. Stalin, 
and Gen. Chiang Kai-shek carry between 
them the great responsibility of directing 
the war effort; which is as it should be. But 
more and more we are beginning to see that 
the philosophy of the war and of the peace 
which will follow it has been committed to 
the hands of Mr. Cordell Hull. 

Mr. Hull’s speech of last night, addressed 
to all the world, our friends as well as our 
foes, was a forceful restatement of the 
causes of the war and of the ends for which 
we are fighting. But the careful listener 
could not but see that what Mr. Hull really 
did was to restate, in more precise and more 
burning words, the doctrines of human free- 
dom and human dignity which have been the 
mainspring of his political philosophy from 
the beginning of his career 

Procuring the men and materials of war, 
transporting them to the places where they 
are needed, and deciding on the manner of 
their use—these are the burdens laid upon 
those whom we call men of action: executives 
and leaders in the narrower sense, Such men 
must have great capacity for the balancing 
of immediate forces, the weighing of im- 
mediate chances, the making of quick deci- 
sions. But behind and beyond such men 
there must be men of another sort—men in 
whom principle takes precedence over Op- 
portunism; men who can on occasion with- 
craw themselves from the melee and take 
stock of the situation as a whole. 

It is not often that the two sets of qualities 
are combined in one individual. Woodrow 
Wilson came reasonably close to it, but he 
failed when the final test came. He had 
the philosophic vision, but he did not have 
the skill in sharp trading which was re- 
quired at the last moment, and so he failed 
when the final test came. The peoples who 
believe in liberty so ardently that they are 
willing to fight and die for it are better 
served in the present crisis. For they have 
shrewd, competent leaders with practical 
minds, able to make wise decisions almost by 
instinct. But they have in the background, 
emerging when necessary, a man whoce fore- 
sight enabled him to see in advance the 
perils which threatened, to judge their na- 
ture, and to estimate thelr power, His fore- 
sight enabled him, also, to formulate the 
philosophical weapons by which the tyrants 
could be fought and by which they would 
ultimately be confounded and reduced to 
impotence. 

There is drama in the fashion in which the 
rather simple, old-fashioned ideas of world 
order which Mr, Hull has always cherished 
have come to be more and more the pas- 
slonate creed of the United Nations. The 
Atlantic Charter, the first joint declaration 
of Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Churchill, was 
nothing more than a formulation of the 
basic ideas underlying Mr. Hull's world out- 
look. The maneuverings which preceded 
Pearl Harbor were an expression of the Hull 
doctrine in opposition to the doctrine of 
conquest and enslavement. The outcome of 
those maneuvers was precisely the outcome 
which Mr, Hull bad privately predicted. 
He knew, before most of us, that there was 
no possible avenue of compromise between 
banditry and order. 

Last night, in his impassioned but com- 
pletely ordered address, Mr. Hull expanded 
his doctrine to cover not only the struggle 
in which we are now engaged but to cover 
also the world which the United Nations 
must unite to rebuild after the end of the 
struggle. From this time henceforth none 
will be able to say that the United Nations 
do not know what they are fighting for. 
They know now. $ 

The United Nations are fighting, first, to 
extirpate banditry and conquest from the in- 
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ternational scene. Their aim in this respect 
admits of no compromise. They are fight- 
ing, in the second place, for the liberty and 
dignity of the individual, wherever he may be 
found in the world. They realize that to 
make possible the liberty and the dignity 
of the individual they must be prepared to 
die, if necessary, in the struggle, And they 
know, further, that when the victory is won 
their responsibility will not have ceased but 
only bégun. 

For after the victory is won they must 
undertake the responsibility of maintaining 
political stability, which will be a task of 
years, and perhaps of generations, making 
demands, perhaps heavier than those of war, 
on the wisdom, the skill, and the resolu- 
tion of high-minded men. With political 
stability will come the opportunity for trade, 
enterprise, individual growth. 

Mr. Hull has worked out his expanded view 
of the future, which is now the accepted 
view of the future of all of the 28 United 
Nations, with extraordinary skill and clarity. 
But he has worked it out with due humility 
as well, The United Nations, he concludes, 
must assemble from time to time “to formu- 
late and proclaim their common views” so 
that they will be able to chart a course for 
mankind based on “enduring spiritual 
values.” 

This, perhaps, ts the crux of the vision. 
There is no complete blueprint for the fu- 
ture. There cannot be such a blueprint, 
But there can be a lasting set of principles, 
and these principles. must have a spiritual 
basis, growing out of man’s fundamental 
feeling for the difference between progress 
and retrogression or, if you like, between 
right and wrong. 

It is good to be reminded of these en- 
during things. 


OPENING OF SECOND FRONT—ADDRESS 
BY SENATOR PEPPER 


[Mr. PEPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have inserted in the Recorp excerpts from 
an address delivered by him at a rally to sup- 
port the President for the opening of a sec- 
ond front, in Madison Square Park, New 
York, on July 22, 1942, which appear in the 
Appendix.} 


ADDRESS BY DAVID E. LILIENTHAL BE- 
FORE KNOXVILLE KIWANIS CLUB 


[Mr. NORRIS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address en- 
titled “Politics and the Management of the 
Public’s Business,” delivered by David E, 
Lilienthal, Chairman of the Tennessee Valley 
Authority, before the Kiwanis Club of Knox- 
ville, Tenn., on July 9, 1942, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 


JAPAN ON AMERICAN SOIL—EDITORIAL 
FROM THE NEW YORK TIMES 


[Mr. MONARY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from 
the New York Times entitled “Japan on 
American Soil,” which appears in the Appen- 
dix.] 


COAL IN THE WAR EFFORT—EDITORIAL 
FROM THE ADVERTISER OF HUNTING- 
TON, W. VA. 


[Mr. ROSIER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 
entitled “Coal and the War Effort,” published 
in The Advertiser, of Huntington, W, Va., of 
the issue of July 24, 1942, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


PATRIOTIC ATTITUDE OF THE MIDWEST- 
ERN STATES 
{Mr. WILLIS asked and obtained leave to 


have printed in the Recorp an editorial en- 

titled “Heart of America,” published in the 

July 19, 1942, issue of the Omaha, Nebr. 

a Herald, which appears in the Appen- 
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PREVENTION OF INFLATION—EDITORIAL 
FROM THE NEW YORK TIMES 
[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 
from the New York Times of July 27, 1942, 
entitled “An Anti-Inflation Program,” Which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED 
BILLS SIGNED 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the following en- 
rolled bills, and they were signed by the 
Vice President, with the exception of 
House bill 7297: 

H.R. 1030. An act to provide increases of 
pension payable to dependents of veterans 
of the Regular Establishment, and for other 
purposes; 
tae R.2545. An act for the relief of Chin 

oy; 

H. R. 3956. An act to amend the Bankhead- 
Jones Farm Tenant Act to permit exchange 
of land with private owners; 

H. R. 5839. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to provide compensation for 
employees of the United States suffering in- 
juries while in the performance of their 
duties, and for other purposes,” as amended; 

H. R.7188. An act to amend the Canal Zone 
Code; and 

H. R. 7297. An act authorizing the assign- 
ment of personnel from departments or 
agencies in the executive branch of the Goy- 
ernment to certain investigating committees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
and for other purposes. 


NOMINATION OF INGRAM M. STAINBACK 
TO BE GOVERNOR OF HAWAII 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Territories and In- 
sular Affairs I report favorably the nom- 
ination of Ingram M. Stainback to be 
Governor of Hawaii. The committee 
met Friday and unanimously approved 
the nomination. I have spoken to the 
leaders on both sides about it, and, as in 
executive session, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the nomination be considered, 
and I hope it will be confirmed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from 
Tennessee? The Chair hears none, and 
the clerk will state the nomination. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Ingram M. Stainback to be Gov- 
ernor of the Territory of Hawaii. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous 
consent that the President be immedi- 
ately notified. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 


CANCELATION OF CONTRACT WITH 
HIGGINS CORPORATION 


Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, at the 
proper time I shall ask unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate for the immediate 
consideration of Senate Resolution 277, 
which was introduced by me last Thurs- 
day. The reSolution reads as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that no action be taken by any department, 
independent office, commission, or other 
agency or instrumentality of the United 
States, or any officer or employee thereof, 
with respect to any material or equipment 
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which was assembled in connection with the 
execution of a contract between the United 
States and the Higgins Corporation, of New 
Orleans, La, (which contract was canceled by 
the United States on July 18, 1942), or with 
respect to. any priorities which were granted 
in connection with the execution of such 
contract, until (1) the final reports of the 
investigation of such contract (and the cir- 
cumstances surrounding its cancelation) by 
the House Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries and by the Senate Special 
Committee to Investigate the National De- 
fense Program are filed, or (2) the expiration 
of 30 days after this resolution is agreed to, 
whichever first occurs. 


Mr. President, this resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and since Friday, July 24, I have been 
endeavoring to obtain a quorum of that 
committee so that I might have the reso- 
lution considered. I was informed by the 
clerk of the committee this morning that 
not a sufficient number of Senators who 
are members of the committee are in 
Washington to hold a meeting. In other 
words, a quorum of the committee is not 
now in Washington. It is, therefore, my 
purpose to ask in due time this afternoon 
that the Committee on Commerce be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the 
resolution, and then I shall ask unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that the 
resolution be considered without further 
delay. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 

Mr. BYRD. I have received a message 
from the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Battty], who asks that this 
matter not be taken up in his absence, 
that the committee not be discharged 
from consideration of the resolution, and 
that unanimous consent not be granted 
for consideration of the resolution in the 
Senate. Therefore, I should have tv ob- 
ject in the event the Senator made the 
unanimous-consent request he has indi- 
cated he may make, 

Mr. ELLENDER. I had hoped the 
Senator would wait until I presented a 
statement as to some facts about which 
I think the Senate should know. It might 
be that the Senator would assume a dif- 
ferent attitude. 

Mr. BYRD. Iam acting in the interest - 
of the Senator from North Carolina and 
at his request. I myself have no knowl- 
edge of the situation, but the Senator 
from North Carolina is chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, and does not 
want this matter considered in his 
absence. 

Mr. ELLENDER, I left Washington 
last Saturday to go to Louisiana, and in 
a Chattanooga Sunday newspaper I read 
of the cancelation of the Higgins Corpo- 
ration contract for building 200 Liberty 
ships. I was dumfounded and dis- 
tressed when I learned of the action 
taken by the Maritime Commission, espe- 
cially in view of the fact that so much 
had been said and done about the con- 
tract. I do not suppose any contract 
entered into by any agency of the Gov- 
ernment has received more attention, 
more favorable comment, and may I say 
more applause than did the one which 
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‘was made with the Higgins Corporation. 
That was because the contract had as its 
object the building of hundreds of ships 
for the purpose of transporting goods to 
our boys across the seas by employing 
new methods of construction, It repre- 
sents a new innovation in shipbuilding, 
one that will remove all signs of a bottle- 
neck in transportation. On the other 
hand, it was the largest order ever en- 
tered into for building ships by the Mari- 
time Commission. 

I do not know why the contract was 
canceled other than the reason given by 
the W. P. B. and the Maritime Commis- 
sion, and that was because of steel short- 
age. Any other reason advanced by me 
at this time would ne purely speculative. 
I believe that the two committees, one 
from the House and the other from the 
Senate, that are now investigating the 
cancelation of the contract will go to the 
bottom of the whole situation and will 
ascertain why the contract was canceled. 

I may say for the benefit of the Sen- 
ate that Mr. Andrew J. Higgins did not 
solicit the contract. He was sought by 
the Maritime Commission because of his 
ability and ingenuity in producing ships. 
He has made a wonderful record in the 
State of Louisiana. He has built many 
yards in Louisiana. to construci and 
equip small landing boats. Many Sen- 
ators who are here present today have 
visited the plants and can vouch for 
them, and the rapidity with which small 
boats are manufactured. 

Mr. Higgins has undertaken this job 
of building small boats for the Army and 
the Navy without first coming to Wash- 
ington hat in hand an“ asking the Gov- 
ernment to put up any portion of the 
money required for the construction of his 
plants. He dug deep down in his own 
pocket, and with his own money, and 
wha‘ he could borrow, and with his own 
genius he built those plants and equipped 
boats which will be necessary if and 
when the United Nations open a second 
front on the continent of Europe. These 
boats have been highly acclaimed by our 
fighting forces and are now being built 
in large quantities by Mr. Higgins and 
several other companies located through- 
out our country. 

Last March Mr. Higgins was called 
upon to negotiate the contract to which 
- reference has been made. He was called 
to Washington. He entered into the con- 
tract. It was signed and executed, and he 
set to work even before all of the details 
of the agreement were actually put in 
legal form. His contract called for the 
construction of 200 ships by the end of 
1943. Today that yard is almost 50 per- 
cent complete. There are on hand at 
the present time approximately 60,000 
pilings, over 20,000 of which are driven 
in the ground and the rest are there 
waiting to be driven. There is a large 
quantity of steel scattered about the 
ground. There are locomotives, steel 
rails to build miles of tracks, and there 
are even propellers for use on the ships 
to be built. I will not attempt to give 
in detail all the material on hand, but 
safe to say there are immense quantities 
now ready for use. 

Mr. Higgins was in Washington 2 
weeks ago. I saw him and spoke to him. 
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At no time was an inkling given him 
that his contract would be canceled. I 
had occasion to talk to Admiral Vickery 
on several occasions. He at no time told 
me that the contract was to be canceled. 
On the contrary, he indicated that the 
Officials were glad to have been able to 
harness the great energy of Andrew 
Jackson Higgins, of New Orleans, because 
of the great need for ships. However, 
without letting anyone know about it, the 
contract was abrogated. 

What did the cancelation mean, Mr. 
President? It did not affect Mr. Andrew 
Higgins individually, but it was a severe 
blow to the thousands of men and women 
who came to New Orleans to help build 
the ships. Some of them had sold their 
homes and moved to New Orleans. Some 
had bought homes there with the idea of 
being a part of the plan to build these 
ships and to do their share toward saving 
America from the blight of Hitlerism. 

Senators, there were en route to New 
Orleans hundreds of cars loaded with 
materials which were to be used in con- 
nection with this project. There were 
thousands of pilings cut in Oregon and 
other States awaiting shipment to New 
Orleans to be used in the building of this 
great shipyard. Irrespective of the situ- 
ation, and without warning, the contract 
was set aside without even giving to the 
prime contractor and the subcontractors, 
or anyone else, an opportunity to present 
their side of the case. It was not dis- 
cussed. All was apparently kept in se- 
crecy. Mystery seemed to shroud it, until 
the very moment it was given to the 
Nation by a simple verbal notification 
that the contract was no longer in exist- 
ence. Mr. President, I do not think that 
is good Americanism. Certainly, it does 
not sound so tome. It has too much the 
color of despotism. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr, ELLENDER. I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Accord- 
ing to the newspaper reports the loss to 
the Federal Treasury will be $15,000,000 
because of the abandonment of the plant 
at the present time. Is that correct? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I may say to the 


Senator from Colorado that I am in- 


formed that is the actual cost to date. 
There has already been an expenditure 
of $15,000,000. However, it will cost the 
Government perhaps $15,000,000 to $20,- 
000,00 more, because of the fact that 
many of the subcontracts were com- 
pleted. 

Over 50 percent of the iron to be used 


in this yard was already fabricated.. 


Much of it was on the way. .On the site 
there is now a warehouse of 153,000 
square feet, which is filled from top to 
bottom with all kinds of materials which 
have been sent to the site for equipping 
the ships. Even the name plates for the 
200 ships were sent to the Higgins or- 
ganization in contemplation of the build- 
ing of these vessels. 

Mr. President, the cancelation of the 
contract was made without one second’s 
advance notice to the contractor, as I 
just indicated. I am informed that 
within a few hours after the cancelation, 
Government agents were on the ground 
and began to haul off typewriters, office 
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furniture, and other articles and ma- 
terial used in connection with the build- 
ing of this great plant. 

Mr. President, this plant, its equip- 
ment, and its future accomplishments 
were advertised throughout the Nation 
and even throughout the world. Oh, 
what cheer must such tidings have ac- 
corded to the Axis nations! Ihave before 
me a copy of Harpers Magazine for Au- 
gust. On page 322 will be found an 
article entitled “Here Come the Ships.” 

I wish to read one or two paragraphs 
from the article: 


Radical as Kaiser's innovations have been, 
they may soon be outclassed by the novel 
methods being fabricated by Andrew Jackson 
Higgins, Sr., of New Orleans. Higgins is a 
bluff, expansive Irishman from Nebraska who 
made a name for himself in the twenties as a 
manufacturer of prize speedboats. When the 
war began he piled up impressive records pro- 
ducing tank lighters and surf landing boats 
for the Navy. Today he holds the biggest 
chunk of the Maritime Commission’s pro- 
a * $385,000,000 contract for 200 Liberty 

ps. 

His schedule, once he hits full stride in the 
winter of 1942-43, calls for the production of 
24 ships a month—almost 1 a day. 


Imagine that, Senators; almost a ship 
aday. But Mr. Higgins says he is going 
to build 44 ships a month when the plant 
attains full production; and, in view of 
Fad pass performances, I believe he can do 


The size of the undertaking can be 
grasped when it is remembered that the 17 
yards working on Liberty ships now produce 
only two ships a day between them. Chair- 
man Land of the Maritime Commission has 
called Higgins’ methods— 


And I quote the admiral— 


the most unique type of ship construction 
that has ever been tried in the history of 
the world. 


The details of his scheme are still a 
secret, but it is known that instead of 
using conventional shipways containing 
one keel, Higgins is building ways each 
capable of accommodating a number of 
vessels. A keel will be placed on rollers 
at the head of the way and will grad- 
ually be moved down to the water’s edge, 
the entire ship being assembled en route. 

Land has loaded so many eggs into ~ 
Higgins’ basket because of his company’s 
are Pi I again quote Admiral 

nd: 


They always delivered ahead of time and 
better than they promised. 


And because of Higgins’ native aggres- 
siveness, which verges on the flambuoy- 
ant. Recently when Higgins received a 
rush order from the Navy he found that 
his present plant was inadequate. With- 
out waiting for the formalities of legal 
permission, he immediately took over an 
adjacent street, roped it off, strung up 
lights, and expanded his plant right 
over into it. 

Mr. President, Harpers is only one of 
the many national magazines which in 
recent issues have published articles 
about the Higgins plant. I have before 
me this week’s issue of Time magazine, 
which contains references to the same 
subject and goes into much detail. I shall 
not take the time of the Senate to read 
from it. I have also before me a copy 
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of Collier’s magazine for July 11, which 
contains an article dealing with this 
great shipyard. The title of the story 
is “Hulls in a Hurry.” Read it, Sena- 
tors. I also have before me the Satur- 
day Evening Post of July 11, which con- 
tains a long article describing in detail 
the work of constructing the yard. The 
story is by Hermann B. Deutsch, a friend 
of mine, whom I knew very well, and 
who is an able writer. The title is “Ship- 
yard Bunyan.” I invite you Senators to 
read this interesting story. As I have 
just stated, the whole world knows about 
the Higgins shipyard. The world has 
been told what that yard will produce. 

Mr. President, I think it is a great 
mistake to close the yard at this time, 
especially in view of the great many 
sinkings which are now taking place 
along the Atlantic coast and in the Gulf 
of Mexico. Almost 400 ships have been 
sunk in those areas since Pearl Harbor, 
and I again say that the present is a 
mighty poor time to halt the construc- 
tion of this great yard. 

The reason assigned by Mr. Nelson 
and by Admiral Land for the cancela- 
tion of the contract is shortage of steel, 
as I indicated in my opening remarks, I 
wish to read for the Recorp a telegram 
which I received from Donald M. Nelson, 
Chairman of the War Production Board, 
in response to a telegram which I sent 
to him from Fort Payne, Ala.,on my way 
to Louisiana last Sunday: 

We felt impelled to cancel the Higgins con- 
tract because the production rate of exist- 
ing yards has increased so rapidly that ade- 
quate capacity already exists to meet our 
schedules. We could not agree to furnish 
steel for additional facilities when those in 
existence are meeting our goals and the 
goals cannot be increased because our total 
war production program was designed to 
make full balanced use of steel capacity, 


I have an answer from Adm al Land 
to a telegram which I sent to him and to 
the President, Admiral Land’s letter is 
dated July 22, and is as follows: 

UNITED STATES MARITIME COMMISSION, 
Washington, July 22, 1942. 
Hon, ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
United States Senate, ` 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR: Referring to your tele- 
gram of July 19, 1942, addressed to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, you are advised 
that this telegram has been brought to the 
attention of the Maritime Commission by the 
White House. 

The vital facts are contained in the Mari- 
time Commission’s press release No, 1298, 
dated July 18, copy of which is enclosed. 

This morning the Maritime Commission 
gave a hearing in Washington to Mr. Hig- 
gins and his representatives, and a special 
board meeting of the Commission was held 
this afternoon to consider further the pres- 
entation made by Mr. Higgins. 

The Commission regrets that in the face 
of available facts it cannot rescind the action 
taken on July 18. 

The Commission is well aware of the seri- 
ousness of its action and gave most thorough 
consideration to all facts available before it 
ordered the cancelation of these contracts. 

Sincerely yours, 
E. S. LAND, 
Chairman. 


Mr. President, to that letter is attached 
copy of a press release, wherein the Com- 
mission, an agency of the Government, 
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cites the steel shortage as a reason for 
the cancelation of the contract. The re- 
lease is dated Juiy 18, and I ask the 
indulgence of the Senate while I quote 
from it: 


The Maritime Commission today announced 
that due to the need for utilizing all avall- 
able steel in shipbuilding in existing ship- 
building plants and facilities, further plant- 
expansion programs must be curtailed. 


Let me say in that connection that 
immediately upon my arrival in Wash- 
ington Thursday I dispatched a telegram 
to Admiral Land asking for information 
as to the number of ways now being 
built and upon which no ships have as 
yet been started in all new yards and 
such additions as may now be in process 
for existing yards. My purpose in ask- 
ing for that information was to find out, 
why the contracts for other yards were 
not canceled, instead of the Higgins con- 
tract, since it is said the shortage of steel 
was the cause for the cancelation of the 
contract, 

I continue to read from the press re- 
lease: 


The War Production Board has concurred 
with the Maritime Commission in this deci- 
sion and directed curtailment of the use of 
steel. 

For this reason the Maritime Commission's 
contracts with the Higgins Corporation of New 
Orleans have been canceled. The ship con- 
tract called for 200 Liberty ships. 

The Commission said that the curtailment 
of expansion of shipbuilding facilities would 
channel the available amount of steel into 
existing shipyards so that maximum immedi- 
ate production of ships would be available. 

The Commission explained that due to need 
for steel for military and naval requirements 
there has been allocated to the Maritime Com- 
mission a curtailed quota of steel for merchant 
shipbuilding. However, because of the in- 
creased rate of production which has risen 
from best original estimates of four to four 
and one-half ships per way per year to six to 
eight ships per way per year, the existing ship- 
building facilities will be more than ample to 
utilize the present and prospective allocation 
of steel, 

In view of these facts it would be unwise to 
divert steel for expansion of facilities to a ca- 
pacity greater than the amount of steel avail- 
able for our merchant shipbuilding. 

Although this revision in the allocation of 
steel has made it necessary to curtail a pro- 
jected expanded program, the Maritime Com- 
mission’s announced p: m of new ship- 
ping by the end of 1943 will be met. If more 
steel becomes available this program can be 
increased. 


Listen to that, Senators. I repeat: 


If more steel becomes available, this pro- 
gram can be increased. 


Why do I emphasize that? As I indi- 
cated a moment ago, over 50 percent of 
the steel necessary to equip the Higgins 
plant has already been fabricated. The 
amount of steel needed to equip that yard 
will be in the neighborhood of about 
30,000 tons. That is the equivalent of 
what would be required to build fewer 
than nine Liberty ships. Would it not be 
a good investment for the Government to 
continue building that yard, since it 
would require only about 30,000 tons of 
steel, less than would be required to build 
nine ships, and have that yard in reserve, 
should the sinkings continue at the rate 
at which they are now taking place? I 
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believe it would be a good insurance pol- 
icy for our safety. 

The work on this yard should never 
have been stopped. It should have been 
finished. As I have indicated, Mr. Hig- 
gins is a genius at shipbuilding. The pro- 
Posed plant which, when equipped, would 
build half as many ships as can be built 
in all the other yards now engaged in 
shipbuilding. It might be a godsend to 
have a yard of that kind in existence in 
order to cope with the present critical 
situation. 

Every one knows that this war will be 
won only if we can transport to Asia, 
Africa, and the other theaters of war the 
necessary equipment to take care of the 
men of our armed forces and those of our 
Allies who fight beside them. To say that 
30,000 tons of steel should be diverted 
from that yard so as to keep other yards 
going is sheer folly, in view of further 
evidence which I propose to present to 
the Senate. 

I continue to read from the press re- 
lease of the Maritime Commission: 

Inasmuch as it would be 1943 before the 
Higgins yards could be in full-scale produc- 
tion, and because the Higgins program neces- 
sitates the creation of vast new facilities, such 
as shipways, shops, machine tools, railroads, 
and transportation and housing for workers, 
the amount of steel required would best be 
diverted into existing construction. 


Mr. President, as I indicated a moment 
ago, the amount of steel necessary to 
completely build this yard would be about 
30,000 tons. More than 50 percent of that 
steel has already been fabricated. It has 
been cut to fit the blueprints of the Hig- 
gins pattern. Much of it is piled up at 
various plants where it is being fabri- 
cated. Quite an amount of it was in 
transit when the cancelation order was 
issued and some had been actually deliv- 
ered on the site of the plant. 

If I were to assign any reason at this 
moment for the cancelation, it would be 
purely speculative, but I do believe that 
something beyond the alleged shortage 
of steel has caused cancelation of this 
contract. Such a reason does not seem 
to me to “dovetail” with the facts which 
were publicized by one of the largest steel 
companies in this country last week. An 
advertisement appeared not in the Wash- 
ington newspapers alone but in every 
daily newspaper in the Nation in cities 
of more than 10,300 population, I ob- 
tained a copy of the advertisement from 
the Times-Picayune, a newspaper pub- 
lished in the city of New Orleans. I read 
from the same advertisement, which was 
published in the Washington Times- 
Herald of Friday, July 24, 1942: 

FIVE HUNDRED AND FIFTY MILES OF BIG NEW PIPE 
TO SPEED GAS AND OIL 

The Government has ordered immediate 
production of 550 miles of seamless steel 
pipe, 2 feet in diameter. 

The only plant in the world equipped to 
produce a seamless pipe of this size is the 
National Tube Co., a United States Steel 
subsidiary. 

Through the huge tube will flow 300,000 
barrels of crude oil a day from Texas to 
Illinois. Eastern war plants will have in- 
creased supplies. Tank-car hauls will be 
shortened; more tankers released for service 
to the armed forces. 

Already loaded with war orders, National 
Tube Co, tackled this new job in its stride. 
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It is expected to be completed in November. 
Five miles of the big pipe are now rolling 
out every day, faster even than it can be 
laid. Output of bombs and shells meanwhile 
increases. 

Ship-plate production in United States 
Steel plants is in no way affected. Current 
rate is more than enough for 100 ships a 
month and is climbing. 


This advertisement, as I indicated a 
moment ago, conveying these glad ti- 
dings to the American people, appeared 
in every newspaper in the country ‘in 
cities of more than 10,000 population. 
In addition to the United States Steel 
Corporation, among producers of ship 
plate are the Bethlehem Steel Corpora- 
tion, a large concern; the Allan Wood 
Steel Co.; Alleghany Ludlum; and Amer- 
ican Rolling Mills. The United States 
Steel Corporation is advertising to the 
Nation and to the world that ship-plate 
production in United States Steel plants 
is in no way affected, notwithstanding 
all the steel which is now being used to 
make seamless pipe, bombs, tanks, and 
other equipment of war. The current 
rate of production is more than enough 
for 100 ships a month, and it is climbing. 

Mr. President, how does such a state- 
ment from one of the largest steel com- 
panies appeal to millions of Americans 
who read about and discussed the Hig- 
gins plant, which would relieve the ship- 
ping shortage so that we could send more 
goods and fighting equipment to our 
armed forces across the seas? Such a 
conflict of views between producers of 
steel and those in the Government who 
control its use cannot be reconciled and 
is bound to cause the American people to 
become suspicious of the cancelation of 
the Higgins contract. 

I read in the Washington Post of this 
morning, Monday, July 27, 1942: 

NEw ADVERTISING Era 
(By Roger W. Babson) 
VEER AWAY FROM “SALES COPY” 

I have just been reading in a New York 
newspaper a most interesting advertisement 
of a great steel company. 


That is the advertisement which I 
have just been reading. 

In effect, it constitutes a report of the 
progress this company has made in its pro- 
duction of steel plates for ships, bombs, and 
other war materials, This company has 
nothing whatever to sell to the general pub- 
lic, but it chooses to buy considerable news- 
paper space to give the people some most 
encouraging facts. 


Let me repeat Mr. Babson’s statement: 

This company has nothing whatever to sell 
to the general public, but it chooses to buy 
considerable newspaper space to give the 
people some most encouraging facts. 


I repeat, Mr. President, in the face of 
such encouraging facts, we are confront- 
ed with the cancelation of a large con- 
tract for equipping a yard which could 
build half as many ships as can all the 
shipyards now in existence. I cannot 
fathom such stupidity, and some day, not 
in the distant future, regret will be ex- 
pressed by many Americans of the folly 
of discontinuing the building of the yard 
under discussion. 

I may say, Senators, that the contract 
of Mr. Higgins called for the laying of 
the first keel, so I am informed, in Aug- 
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ust, and from 10 to 15 completions this 
year, and by January as many as 24 ships 
a month would be produced. In the 
light of the advertisements by the steel 
industry, I say that the cancelation of 
the Higgins contract does not make 
sense; and I think it will have the effect 
of shaking the morale and the faith of 
the American people. 

I quote further from the article by Mr. 
Babson: 

Since the truth-in-advertising campaign of 
many years ago which, incidentally, was in- 
augurated by members of the profession, the 
writing of advertisements has held to high 
standards. Some copy is, of course, in the 
silly class; but, generally, agency men have 
made it their business to avoid misleading 
statements. The public has come to rely 
upon advertisements. In countless instances 
people make it a practice to read the ads 
first and the news stories second. Naturally 
there is some waste in advertising; but 90 
percent of it is to the good. 


The article goes on to relate the good 
effects of advertisements. 

However, Mr. President, what I propose 
to reemphasize to the Senate, and to the 
American people, are these two views— 
the expression of the War Production 
Board attributing the closure of this yard 
to the lack of steel, and the advertise- 
ment published the very next day 
throughout the United States assuring 
the people that one company, the United 
States Steel Corporation, is now manu- 
facturing enough steel plate to produce 
100 ships a month. To date, our record 
for shipbuilding during the last 2 months 
has not yet reached 2 ships a day. We 
may reach that point, but we are not 
there yet. 

I repeat, Senators, that it was a mis- 
take for the War Production Board and 
for the Maritime Commission to cancel 
this contract, especially in view of the 
fact, as I shall now reiterate, that the 
plant is over 50 percent complete. If the 
contract is not reinstated, all the labor, 
the concrete, the pilings, and other ma- 
terial will go to waste, and during this war 
and after the war Congress will receive 
claims for millions of dollars based on 
contracts partially performed but which 
could not be completed because of this 
unwise, unjust cancelation. 

I plead with the Senate to grant my 
request tc have these priority orders 
Stayed until the Truman committee and 
the House Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, which is now hold- 
ing hearings, can get to the bottom of the 
matter. I do not have to tell Senators 
what will happen if time goes on and if 
the material is permitted to pile up and 
if the steel companies are permitted to di- 
vert it somewhere else. I do not know 
whether they can do so, but all Iam ask- 
ing is that the matter be held in abeyance 
until the Truman committee, which will 
meet tomorrow morning, and the House 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries complete their hearings. That 
is all I ask. I think my request is a fair 
one, and I think it is a request which 
should be granted. I think the American 
people are for it, because they want to 
know the truth. They do not want this 
yard toclose. We have received hundreds 
of telegrams from all over the country; 
and believe me when I say, Senators, that 
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the closing of the yard would affect not 
only New Orleans and the South but the 
whole Nation as well. There are few 
States in this Union that do not get 
orders or that have not had orders for 
equipment for the Higgins plant. 

Mr. President, I understand that the 
Senator from Virginia will object; but I 
now move that the Committee on Com- 
merce be discharged from consideration 
of the resolution. If that motion be 
agreed to, I shall ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate agree to the resolution 
which I have read and which is plain 
and not complicated. There is nothing 
mysterious about it. It is my opinion 
that the resolution should be agreed to 
because of the manner and method in 
which the contract was canceled. 

Mr. MeNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER, I yield to the Sena- 
tor from Oregon. 

Mr. McNARY. I am not familiar with 
the nature of the Senator’s resolution. 
I am simply curious to know why he 
wants the Commerce Committee dis- 
charged. Has the resolution been before 
the Commerce Committee long? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Not very long, but 
time is of the essence and action must 
be taken at once. 

Mr. McNARY. Why does the Senator 
want to have the committee discharged? 
Is the resolution now pending before the 
Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes; and my reason 
for asking to discharge the committee is 
because of my inability to obtain a 
quorum of the committee to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. McNARY. How long has it been 
there? 

Mr, ELLENDER. It has been there 
since Friday. 

Mr. McNARY. Since last Friday? 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 

Mr. McNARY. Of course, today is 
Monday, and Saturday and Sunday have 
intervened since Friday. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes. Let me say to 
the Senator that the resolution was in- 
troduced by me last Thursday, as I indi- 
cated at the outset of my remarks. I 
tried the next day to obtain a quorum in 
the Commerce Committee, but a suffi- 
cient number of the members of the 
committee were not in Washington. 

I contend that it is of importance that 
the resolution be agreed to now. If we 
do not adopt it now, we might as well 
forget about it. Let me read it to the 
Senator. There is nothing mysterious 
about the resolution. 

Mr. McNARY. Is it the desire of the 
Senator to have the resolution referred 
to another committee? 

Mr. ELLENDER. No. As I indicated, 
if Iam able to have the Commerce Com- 
mittee discharged from consideration of 
the resolution, I shall ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration 
by the Senate. 

Mr. McNARY. Under the rule, if the 
Commerce Committee were to be dis- 
charged, the bill would automatically go 
on the calendar. 

Mr, ELLENDER. I would then ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration. 
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Mr. McNARY. The Senator probably 
would encounter objection to such a re- 
quest. Of course, in making that state- 
ment I am not making any objection. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I understand. 

Mr. McNARY. I am simply inform- 
ing the Senator of my thought in the 
matter. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I thank the Senator. 
Let me read the resolution for the bene- 
fit of probably many Senators who have 
come into the Chamber since I first read 
it to the Senate: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that no action be taken by any department, 
independent office, corimission, or other 
agency or instrumentality of the United 
States, or any officer or employee thereof, with 
respect to any material or equipment which 
Was assembled in connection with the execu- 
tion of a contract be ween the United States 
and the Higgins Corporation, of New Orleans, 
La. (which contract was canceled by the 
United States on July 18, 1942), or with re- 
spect to any priorities— 


That is the important thing I want to 
say to the Senators— 
which were granted in connection with the 
execution of such contract, until (1) the final 
reports of the investigation of such contract 
(and the circumstances surrounding its can- 
celation) by the House Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries and by the Senate 
Special Committee to Investigate the National 
Defense Program are filed, or (2) the expira- 
tion of 30 days after this resolution is agreed 
to, whichever first occurs. 


By the way, as I advised the Senate a 
while ago, the Truman Committee will 
meet tomorrow to hold hearings on this 
matter. 

That resolution is self-explanatory; 
and for the life of me I cannot see any 
objections to it. I believe it is tragic 
enough that the contract was canceled 
without notification to anyone concerned 
in New Orleans. The cancelation was 
given over the telephone: “We cancel the 
contract.” As I indicated awhile ago, 
hundreds of subcontractors have per- 
formed services in connection with the 
contract. Much work is done, and many 
persons now are there, waiting for the 
contract to be reinstated. 

As I stated awhile ago, the shipyard 
might be a godsend to this country. It 
is a good insurance policy for us to utilize 
this measly amount of steel to build the 
shipyard so that in the event we need 
ships in abundance we shall have a place 
where they can be built. 

Suppose some of the existing ship- 
yards were bombed. I do not know that 
they will be but they may be. Let us 
have sufficient shipyards ready so that 
we shall be able to take care of the worst 
situation which might confront us. 

Mr. McNARY rose. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield to the Senator 
from Oregon. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I do not 
think it is the proper office of the Senate 
of the United States to interfere with 
administrative matters. I recall that 
some months ago when an effort was 
made by Senate resolution to infiuence 
and direct the course of the O. P. A. and 
Mr. Henderson, I then objected. The 
Senate cannot, speaking as a body upon 
matters of this kind, determine the right 
or wrong of the proposition. 
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I have great sympathy with the Sen- 
ator’s position; I know he is speaking for 
a very great contractor and a great or- 
ganization; I know we need ships; and 
I am sorry that the contract was can- 
celed, but I do not know the reason 
therefor. The Senator indicates it was 
due to the want of priorities for steel or 
the need of steel at other places, but, in 
any event, whatever the reasons may be, 
we should not interfere as a matter of 
practice, as a matter of good faith, as a 
matter of judgment, with the admin- 
istration of the executive agencies of the 
Government. 

The Senator now is attempting to take 
a resolution away from the committee 
having jurisdiction, and which has not 
had time to give it any thought, and to 
ask today that the Senate go on record 
in trying to determine what the course or 
the policy of an agency of the Govern- 
ment shall be. I do not approve of that 
form of legislation, or the Senate’s ex- 
pressing a voice of that kind, and I should 
have to object. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I am 
certainly sorry to observe that the Sen- 
ator objects. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr ELLENDER. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Has the Senator 
made his request? 

Mr. ELLENDER. First, I made my re- 
quest to have the Commerce Committee 
discharged, and I stated that, if the com- 
mittee was discharged, I would then move 
to have the Senate consider the resolu- 
tion by unanimous consent. If there is 
any doubt about my having made the 
request, I now ask that the Commerce 
Committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of Senate Resolution 
277, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
has already made his request, and the 
Chair understands objection has been 
interposed. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I desire to submit a 
parliamentary inquiry. Does it require 
unanimous consent to discharge a com- 
mittee? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A motion to 
discharge a committee must lie over one 
day, unless unanimous consent is given. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Very well. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, it was 
understood that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Byrn] earlier in the day had 
indicated his purpose to object; the Sen- 
ator from Oregon has already objected: 
and, if neither of them had objected, I 
would have done so. 

I wish simply to retiterate what the 
Senator from Oregon has stated. We 
have created a Maritime Commission 
which certainly knows more about the 
shipping situation than does the Senate. 
The one job of the Commission is to pro- 
vide a merchant marine, and I think, 
considering the scarcity of shipbuilding 
facilities in the United States at the be- 
ginning, and all the handicaps they have 
undergone, they have done a very ef- 
cient, competent, and outstanding job, 
and are continuing to doit. They can- 
not build ships except as they get ma- 
terials. One of the difficulties they en- 
countered at the beginning was the lack 
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of managerial ability in this country. I 
mean by that, the number of shipbuild- 
ing yards was limited, the experience in 
building ships was limited to the man- 
agerial force of those particular yards, 
and, in determining whether they should 
go ahead and build new yards, they had 
to consider whether they had the man- 
egerial ability to put in charge of them 
which would have to be taken from ex- 
isting plants. As I have said, they were 
limited at the beginning by the ship- 
building facilities, by a lack of man- 
agerial abilijy and of materials which 
they could utilize, in spite of all of which 
I think the Maritime Commission has 
done and is doing an outstanding job. 

We created the War Production Board, 
which passes on priorities and on the 
allocation of critical materials. Mani- 
festly the Maritime Commission cannot - 
build more ships than the War Produc- 
tion Board allocates materials to it for 
the purpose of building ships. 

In all the contracts which are made 
the Government reserved the right to 
cancel them. Many of them have been 
modified. If every time a contract was 
modified so that it might return less 
profit to the contractor, the Senate or the 
other House should hold up the modifica- 
tion until they could investigate it, we 
certainly would interpose an insuperable 
stumbling block in the way of the Execu- 
tive department in carrying out the war 
program. 

It is unfortunate, it may be, that the 
situation arose in regard to the cancela- 
tion of the contract with the Higgins Co.; 
I can well appreciate how the Senator 
from Louisiana feels because it is an 
outstanding plant in his State and gives 
employment to many people; but if it is 
the business of the Senate, by the adop- 
tion of a resolution simply expressing the 
sense of the Senate—which has no legal 
effect—to hold up the cancelation of con- 
tracts which the Government has a right 
to cancel, we might logically adopt a 
resolution declaring 1t to be the sense of 
the Senate that someone who did not get 
a contract in the beginning should have 
had one or that someone who got one 
should not have had it, and ask that the 
performance and the consummation of 
the contract be held up until a committee 
of the Senate or the House could inves- 
tigate. 

I do not believe the Senate can set 
itself up in judgment of these individual 
contracts. We have got to place the 
responsibility in the executive depart- 
ments. I think they are doing the best 
they can, with a difficult situation, to 
produce all that is necessary from ships 
down to nails and everything in between. 
I do not see how we can put ourselves 
in the position, regardless of our sympa- 
thies, of saying that the Maritime Com- 
mission shall not go forward with the 
cancelation and that it cannot use steel 
which has been allocated to it for ship- 
building purposes elsewhere until 30 days 
or until one or both committees shall 
have reported. 

For that reason, I think, even if the 
Senator from Louisiana should get unan- 
imous consent to discharge the commit- 
tee, which has only had this bill for 2 or 3 
days, it ought not to be brought up for 
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consideration under the present circum- 
stances, 

That leads me to say a word further, 
which has no reference to the Senator’s 
resolution, but which does have refer- 
ence to the general situation in the 
Senate. 

We have on the calendar of the Sen- 
ate a bill pending as the unfinished busi- 
ness; there are two or three other bills 
on the calendar which we hope to dis- 
pose of today and which are not of a 
general controversial nature; but I wish 
to caution Members of the Senate and 
committees of the Senate that after 
today I hope that no Senator and no 
committee will ask the Senate to con- 
sider any important controversial legis- 
lation by a minority of the Senate. I 
doubt whether we now have a quorum 
of the Senate in the city of Washington. 
No one is to blame for that. So far as I 
can see, there is no important legisla- 
tion to come before the Senate until the 
tax bill is brought before the Senate, 
which will probably be a month from 
now. The Senate may meet every Mon- 
day and every Thursday. I know the 
pressure on Senators to bring up meas- 
ures in which they may be interested and 
to have them passed, but we had an ex- 
ample last week, which has attracted 
the attention of the whole country, when 
we passed an important controversial 
bill, which may have to receive a Presi- 
dential veto, with 9 Members of the 
Senate on the floor, and the House 
passed the same bill with only 115 or 
120 Members on the floor. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Louisiana yield to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts? 

Mr, ELLENDER. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, this 
morning the Committee on Naval Affairs 
considered eight or nine bills affecting the 
Naval Establishment, all of them recom- 
mended by the Navy Department, and all 
unanimously approved by the committee, 
which consists of both Democrats and 
Republicans. These measures are in no 
sense controversial, because they all re- 
late to the promotion of the war effort. 
I assume it will be possible during one of 
the sessions of the Senate to take them 
up in an informal way. 

Mr. BARKLEY. My caution to Sen- 
ators and committees was against taking 
up controversial proposals when hardly 
any Senators are present. 

Mr. WALSH. There is one bill before 
the committee which is very controversial, 
and, of course, I think the admonition 
the Senator gives is timely, and that such 
a bill should not even be considered by 
the committee until later. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I appreciate the Sen- 
ator’s remarks. What I am referring to 
is the impropriety of passing through the 
Senate, and the House of Representatives, 
which has taken an informal recess, im- 
portant controversial measures, when 
neither body can give them adequate con- 
sideration. I have made this observation 
in order that Senators may restrain 
themselves from pushing controversial 
measures at a time when the Senate is 
not functioning in the real sense of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


word for the passage of proposed legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I realize, of course, 
how helpless I am at the moment before 
this great body, and because there is ob- 
jection to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion, I shall have to await action by the 
committee. 

Before I close I should like to read into 
the Recorp a short editorial appearing in 
The Nation on July 25, 1942. It consists 
ot only a few sentences, and reads as fol- 
ows: 


We hope an immediate investigation will 
be made by the Truman committee of the 
Maritime Commission’s cancelation of its 
contracts with the Higgins Corporation of 
New Orleans for 200 Liberty ships. Although 
the cancelation is supposed to be based on a 
new general policy of allocating no more steel 
for ship-plant construction, it is curious and 
it may be significant that the Higgins yards 
are the only ones affected. Higgins and Henry 
Kaiser have been putting the conventional 
big shipbuilding companies like Bethlehem to 
shame with their mass-production methods 
and speedy deliveries, and Bethlehem exer- 
cises much power behind the closed doors 
of the Maritime Commission. “Maybe,” Hig- 
gins said when he heard the news, “we were 
going to build ships too fast, maybe we were 
going to build too many ships and too 
cheaply.” It seems strange that our most 
efficient shipbuilders should have the great- 
est, trouble with the Maritime Commission 
and the dollar-a-year men—Kaiser has had 
plenty of headaches, too. We should like to 
know (1) just how far behind schedule Beth- 
lehem and the other big yards are; (2) why 
some of their work can’t be shifted to these 
smaller, faster yards; and (3) how long the 
War Production Board and the Maritime Com- 
mission intend to keep silent on the detailed 
suggestions made recently by Philip Murray 
and the steel workers for increasing, with 
existing facilities, the output of both steel 
plate for ships and armor plate for tanks. 


Mr. President, that editorial reflects 
the views of many Americans who are 
now anxiously awaiting developments 
here in Washington. 


ASSIGNMENT OF CERTAIN PERSONNEL TO 
CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATING COM- 
MITTEES 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, last 
Thursday, July 23, the Senate passed 
House bill 7297, authorizing the assign- 
ment of personnel from departments or 
agencies in the executive branch of the 
Government to certain investigating 
committees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, and for other purposes. 

I overlooked the fact that the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. MURRAY]: had re- 
quested that the bill go over, and due to 
my overlooking his request, the bill was 
passed. The bill was transmitted to the 
House, the Speaker has signed the en- 
rolled bill, and it has been sent to the 
Senate for the Vice President’s signature. 

I wish now to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was 
passed by the Senate. Pending that, I 
move that the House of Representatives 
be requested to rescind the action of the 
Speaker in signing the enrolled bill, and 
further that the House be requested to 
return the engrossed bill to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky that the House of 
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Representatives be requested to rescind 
the action of the Speaker in signing the 
enrolled bill (H. R. 7297) and to return 
the engrossed bill to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARKLEY. My other motion will 
have to await the action of the House in 
returning the engrossed bill to the Sen- 
ate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion 
to reconsider will he entered. 


EUBERT M. CREEL 


Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, as in 
executive session I ask unanimous con- 
sent that I may report from the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
the nomination of Eubert M. Creel to be 
postmaster at Franklinton, La., and I 
ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the nomination. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the report will be received. Is 
there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the nomination? The Chair 
hears none, and the clerk will state the 
nomination. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Eubert M. Creel to be postmaster 
at Franklinton, La. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I ask unanimous 
consent that the President be immedi- 
ately notified of the confirmation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 


AUTHORIZATION TO COMMITTEE ON 
NAVAL AFFAIRS TO REPORT DURING 
RECESS 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that during the re- 
cess of the Senate the Committee on 
Naval Affairs may make reports. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EL- 
LENDER in the chair). Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 


ADDITIONAL FACILITIES FOR MILITARY 
TRANSPORT BY AIR 


Mr. LEE. Mr. President, on behalf of 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. THomas], 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Brinces!], the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Jounson], the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Gurney], and myself, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may intro- 
duce a joint resolution for reference to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
I ask that it be read by the clerk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the joint resolution will be re- 
ceived and referred as requested by the 
Senator from Oklahoma, and, without 
objection, the clerk will read the resolu- 
tion. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 156) to 
provide additional transportation facili- 
ties for furnishing supplies to the armed 
forces of the United States in foreign 
countries, and for other purposes, was 
read the first time by its title, and the 
second time at length, as follows: 

Whereas the United States is faced with 
the increasingly difficult problem of supplying 
its armed forces in foreign countries with 
necessary material and equipment; and 
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Whereas enemy submarines are a constant 
menace to the vessels of the United Nations; 
and 

Whereas the sinking of such vessels has 
been at a rate which has not been offset by 
the construction of new vessels; and 

Whereas as a result of such sinkings there 
is not sufficient tonnage available to supply 
the needs of armed forces of the United States 
abroad and the other needs of the United 
Nations; and 

Whereas it is essential that the existing 
shipping facilities should be reinforced as 
rapidly as possible and by every feasible 
means; and 

Whereas the construction of flying boats 
and land-based airplanes to carry troops and 
cargo is not only feasible, but will also help 
to provide an adequate transportation sys- 
tem for furnishing supplies to our armed 
forces abroad: Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That there is hereby created 
& board to be known as the Supply Board 
(hereinafter referred to as the “Board”) and 
to be composed of the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Navy, the Administrator of 
the War Shipping Administration, and the 
chairman of the War Production Board. All 
of the members of the Board shall serve with- 
out compensation for their services as such 
members. 

Sec. 2. It shall be the duty of the Board to 
proceed immediately with the construction of 
such flying boats and land-based airplanes for 
carrying troops and cargo as in its opinion 
will be necessary to supplement the shipping 
facilities now available and in process of 
construction and to provide an adequate 
transportation system to supply the needs 
of the armed forces of the United States that 
are stationed in Alaska and Hawali, in out- 
lying possessions (including bases) over which 
the United States has jurisdiction and con- 
trol, and in foreign countries. For such pur- 
pose the Board is authorized to enter into 
such contracts and other arrangements as 
may be necessary. 

Sec, 3. It shall also be the duty of the 
Board to determine the types of planes to 
be constructed, the number of shipbuilding 
yards, airplane plants, and other facilities 
to be devoted to the manufacture of such 
planes, and the disposition to be made of 
such planes after construction. 

Sec. 4. The Board may, subject to the civil- 
service laws, employ such personnel as may 
be necessary to carry out its functions under 
this joint resolution, and shall fix the com- 
pensation of such personnel in accordance 
with the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended, 

Sec. 5. The Board is authorized to make 
such rules and regulations as may be neces- 
sary to carry out its functions under this 
joint resolution. 

Sec. 6. There are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such 
sums a8 may be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this joint resolution. 


Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I am happy 
to announce that the Senator from Utah 
{Mr. Tuomas], the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES], the Senator 
from Colorado (Mr. JoHnson], and the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GUR- 
NEY], have joined me as coauthors of the 
joint resolution, 


AIR-BORNE TRANSPORTATION 


Mr. President, the United States must 
immediately divert enough of its produc- 
tion capacity to construct sufficient cargo 
and troop transport planes to break the 
transportation bottleneck. Air-borne 
transportation offers the only possible 
chance we have of winning this war, 
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Hitler told the world more than a year 
ago that he would turn out enough sub- 
marines to cut the supply lines of the 
United Nations. He has made good that 
threat. It has been estimated that there 
are now 100 Nazi submarines plying the 
seven seas and it is entirely possible that 
within a few months there will be at least 
300 of these steel sharks on the prowl. 
Hitler can build several submarines while 
we are building one ship. These sub- 
— can be manned by a handful of 

ys. £ 
Therefore, it is folly, utter folly, for us 
to continue to try to build ships faster 
than Hitler can sink them. 

Mr. President, this is not a question 
which must be settled by an expert. It 
is a question which can be understood 
by the layman. It is so plain and so sim- 
ple that some experts cannot understand 
it. The practicability of carrying freight 
and troops by air has already been estab- 
lished. The proposition, therefore, is 
not an experimental one, 


A PROVEN METHOD OF TRANSPORTATION 


Hitler invaded Norway with air-borne 
troops. He conquered Crete with air- 
borne troops. He has reinforced Rommel 
by air-borne transportation, and is to- 
day supplying in part Rommel’s army by 
air transportation. 

We ourselves have stripped the insides 
out of most of the regular airline pull- 
mans and are now using them for carry- 
ing troops and freight. It is true that 
they were not made with that in view, 
and therefore the cargo which they can 
carry is very limited, but the fact re- 
mains that cargo and troop transporta- 
tion by air is practicable. 

It is also true that we are manufac- 
turing some cargo airships, and in the 
near future we will begin to turn out a 
number of cargo and troop transport 
planes; but, Mr. President, the number 
and amount of these bear tou small a 
ratio to our participation in the war to 
be effective. 

It has been estimated that 10 percent 
of Hitler's airplane production is devoted 
to cargo and troop transport planes, but 
even that percentage is too small for our 
needs, because our communication lines 
are many times longer than Hitler’s, and 
therefore the percentage of production 
devoted to transportation must be 
greater than that required for Hitler’s 
needs. 


SHORTAGE OF MATERIALS NOT A VALID OBJECTION 


Mr. President, the objection has been 
raised that there is a shortage of strate- 
gic material. Certainly I recognize the 
shortage of critical materials, but we 
are going to build something with such 
materials as we have. Therefore we 
must decide upon the relative importance 
of cargo and troop transports and other 
forms of construction. 

It is entirely possible that it will be 
necessary to divert some of the materials 
from the construction of bombers to the 
construction of cargo and troop trans- 
ports. The ratio of transport planes to 
bombers or fighter planes is a question 
which must of necessity be decided in 
the military and naval councils. 
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It is not impossible that a plane might 
be so constructed that after carrying 
cargo and troops to the battlefield it 
could then be equipped and used as a 
bomber, but that again is a technical 
question to be decided by the engineers. 
Nev . I conceive it to be a possi- 
bility. 

Mr. President, I do not propose that we 
stop all shipbuilding but I do endorse the 
proposal of Henry Kaiser, the shipbuild- 
ing wizard, that a part of our shipbuild- 
ing capacity be diverted from the con- 
struction of ships to the construction of 
flying boats. 


CONTINUE FIGHT ON ENEMY SUBS 


Neither do I recommend that we cease 
our efforts to destroy the submarines. 
On the contrary, I believe we should re- 
double our efforts in that direction. I 
believe we should speed up the construc- 
tion of small helium dirigibles for use 
along our own coast lines. They should 
be equipped with vibrating detectors 
which can locate submarines beneath the 
surface of the water, on the same prin- 
ciple that such instruments are used to 
locate oil beneath the surface of the 
earth. The dirigibles should be equipped 
with depth bombs. 

Dirigibles have the advantage of air- 
planes in that they can hover, that is, 
they can hang up in the air and wait for 
a submarine to come to the surface. 
They could even be equipped with one or ` 
two fast pursuit planes which could dive- 
bomb a submarine before it could sub- 
merge, whereas the dirigible might not 
be able to reach the spot until the sub- 
marine had disappeared. 

Then, too, I believe we should bomb the 
spawning ground of the submarines with 
our long-range bombers, which could 
concentrate upon the shipbuilding yards 
which are making submarines and pre- 
vent others from being built. 


MODERN WAR REQUIRES FAST TRANSPORTATION 


Therefore I do not recommend that we 
cease our efforts to destroy these lurking 
steel sharks; but I wish to point out the 
very obvious conclusion that even if there 
were no submarine menace to our ship- 
ping, water-borne freight is too slow for 
the tempo of modern blitzkriegs. 

Mr. President, we could start out an 
armada of troops headed for battle and 
long before they could reach their des- 
tination the entire situation could so 
change that troops would not be needed 
at that destination at all. 

We could start a convoy of weapons 
and ammunition for a battlefield either 
in Europe or Asia, and long before the 
convoy arrived the battle would be over. 
Then it would be necessary for the con- 
voy to turn back, and spend months more 
in another long voyage just to be radioed 
the news that again the kaleidoscope of 
the world situation had changed and it 
was necessary to go to still another des- 
tination. 

This is a day of blitzkriegs. This is a 
day of lightning strokes. What is the 
logic in training our troops in the art of 
blitzkrieg warfare and at the same time 
planning the supply lines on the basis of 
the World War speed? 
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Mr, President, we must supply the men 
We are sending to the front by the same 
modern rapid methods by which we ex- 
pect them to fight. 

It is a mistake to send a 300-mile-an- 
hour fighting force into battle and pro- 
pose to supply that fighting force with a 
10-mile-an-hour transportation method. 
The transports must be as fast as the 
striking force of the Army. 


THE TIME ELEMENT IN WAR 


One hundred men in the right position 
at the right time are worth 10,000 men 
in the same position an hour after it is 
too late. 

The time element has always played 
an important part in war, but never has 
it played such an important part as in 
this war. As Hitler used the psychologi- 
cal assault by means of propaganda to a 
greater extent than any other military 
leader ever used it, so he is likewise uti- 
lizing the element of time as the most 
effective weapon of this war. 

If we are to give our troops an even 
break on the battlefield, then we, too, 
must utilize the all-important element of 
time. We have used it with respect to 
the striking power of our troops. There- 
fore we must also utilize it in the trans- 
portation by which we reinforce and sup- 
ply our troops on the battlefield. 

Two hundred dive bombers delivered 
to the Russian front today would be 
worth 2,000 dive bombers if the Russian 
Army were destroyed. 

Mr. President, Iam making a plea that 
we embrace the time element as our ally, 
We can doit. We must do it. 


WORLD SITUATION TODAY 


Now, let us look st the world situation 
today in the light of this proposed shift 
in our production plans. 

At this hour the great Don River is 
running red with Russian and German 
blood because of the death struggle which 
may well determine whether or not the 
war will be ended in our generation. 

The Nazis have made a graveyard for 
convoys out of the sea lane around Nor- 
way to Russia, while on the other side 
of the globe the Japanese have extended 
their lines almost to Alaska, thus cut- 
ting off that convoy route to Russia. 

Only one other route is open, and that 
is through the Near East, and that route 
is threatened by Rommel. 

Any one of these three routes is half- 
way round the globe. I ask Senators to 
ecnsider what that means in time and 
what time means toward winning the 
wer. Not only the longer the route the 
greater the time, but also the greater 
the risk, for the convoy is exposed to 
submarines for a greater distance and a 
lcnger time. 


RUSSIA IS BEING WEAKENED EVERY DAY 


To me it is an unsatisfactory consola- 
tion to argue that Russia is strategically 
g'ving ground in order to stretch out the 
German supply lines. 

To me it is poor consolation to argue 
that Russia is wearing the German Army 
down and taking a greater toll of Ger- 
mans than the Germans are taking of 
the Russians, 
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To me it is not very convincing to 
argue that General Timoshenko is hold- 
ing a great army in reserve and that he 
is leading the Germans into a death 
trap. This does not make sense, 

The facts are that every mile Russia 
retreats weakens Russia that much. 
Every time the Russians surrender one 
of their industrial cities they must de- 
pend upon the United States that much 
more for supplies. 

Every time they retreat across a wheat 
field they must depend upon our trans- 
portation lines that much more for bread. 

To me it is poor consolation that Rus- 
Sia will back up into the foothills and 
continue to fight. Truly, I salute them 
for their courage and determination. 
Likewise I salute the guerrilla bands in 
Yugoslavia. But we must face the facts. 
These guerrilla bands are not very effec- 
tive as major military offensives. 

Furthermore, it is obvious that Japan 
is poised for a lightning attack on Siberia. 
This is planned as the crushing blow to 
Russian morale. 

Now let us see what effect a complete 
German victory over Russia would have 
on Turkey. Is there much doubt that 
Turkey would join forces with Hitler if 
Hitler surrounded Turkey on three sides? 
We must remember that the brand of 
German diplomacy is not as gentle as 
that of the United Nations, particularly 
when the Germans are in a position to 
bring force to bear upon a country like 
Turkey. 

SPEED ACTION NECESSARY 


So, Mr. President, it must be obvious 
even to the casual observer that we must 
shift from water-borne transportation to 
air-borne transportation with desperate 
haste. 

We have not time to debate the ques- 
tion. We have not time to hold extended 
hearings. We must act with the speed 
that is born of desperation. 

Mr. President, I firmly believe that if 
the United States should turn to this 
problem with a vengeance and with a 
determination to utilize every possible 
means of carrying freight by air, we 
could dump enough weapons and rein- 
forcements on the critical battle fronts 
in time to turn the tide of battle. 

Every plane which can be equipped 
with an extra tank of gasoline to carry 
it across the ocean should be pressed into 
service. At the same time, a furious 
effort should begin to manufacture flying 
freight ships and land-based freighters, 

Mr. President, this job must be done. 
It can be done, and I hazard the state- 
ment that it will be done. 

While the cautious, unimaginative ex- 
perts are thinking up reasons why it can- 
not be done and weighing all the possi- 
bilities, some engineers who have imagi- 
nation, supported by laymen, will go 
ahead and do the job. 

Men like Glenn Martin, Henry Kaiser, 
and General George, supported by those 
of us in Congress who realize the desper- 
ateness of the situation, are determined 
to do the job. We hope to have the sup- 
port of the experts. We hope they will 
begin now to think of ways and means 
to do the job, instead of spending their 
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time thinking up reasons why it cannot 
be done. It must be done. 


THERE MUST NOT BE ANOTHER BATAAN 


The sons of America are already 10,000 
miles away from home. We must sup- 
ply them. We must reinforce them. 
This is a practical method. It has been 
proved. it can be done. Every day of 
delay threatens our chances of success. 

Mr. President, during the 5 long ter- 
rible months when the American boys 
held Corregidor I received letters from 
the mothers and fathers of those boys 
asking when we were going to get rein- 
forcements to them, and my heart ached 
because of a feeling of helplessness. We 
were dependent upon water-borne ships, 
which were not only slow moving but 
vulnerable to torpedoes. 

The boys who defended Bataan be- 
lieved to the very last day that rein- 
forcements would come. It is heart- 
breaking to read their story—how every 
morning they scanned the horizon for 
reinforcements which did not arrive; 
how every night they hoped and prayed 
that the next day would bring rein- 
forcements; but the reinforcements did 
not come. 

Mr. President, this must not happen 
again. It need not happen if we turn 
the full dynamic drive of America 
toward this one desperate problem, this 
one bad bottleneck. 

We know that air-borne freight is 
practical. We know that it can be done. 
We are already piling up supplies be- 
cause of lack of transportation. We 
must shift to air-borne transportation. 
We must supply China. We must sup- 
ply Russia. We must supply our own 
troops. This is the only feasible 
method which has been presented. 

Why should the Army and Navy hesi- 
tate for one hour on their decision? It 
must be done. 

Certainly there are obstacles, Cer- 
tainly strategic materials will be re- 
quired; but any question, to be consid- 
ered fairly, must be considered in the 
light of the alternative. What is the al- 
ternative? The alternative is loss of the 
war. 

Therefore, there can be no alterna- 
tive decision, and there will be none. I 
am convinced that this will be the deci- 
sion; but I am pleading that we lose not 
a day, not an hour. 

Due to the desperateness of the hour, 
I even presume to urge President Roose- 
velt, the Commander in Chief, to issue 
orders that this program be immediately 
carried out. 


WARTIME TAXATION 


Mr. WILEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WILEY. For what purpose? 

Mr. LUCAS. I should like to submit a 
resolution involving the attorneys’ fees 
in the Langer case. 

Mr. WILEY. I do not yield for that 
purpose. I shall consume only about 10 
minutes. 

Mr. President, I heartily agree with the 
ideas expressed by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. Lee]. A long 


1942 


time ago a distinguished citizen of my 
State, the late Billy Mitchell, was cruci- 
fied by the “brass hats” for entertaining 
such ideas. Admiral Cunningham, of 
the British Navy, has said that Rommel 
was obtaining materials by air-borne 
freight. Also the German Army on the 
eastérn front was kept intact because of 
the freight of the air. 

However, I did not rise to discuss that 
question. Last night I heard over the 
radio the statement that the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee would not increase the 
taxes provided by the House bill. I speak 
to that issue. 

We are told that in the next 12 months 
we shali spend $72,000,000,000. We are 
told that if the idea of the tax bill as it 
comes from the House is followed the 
Government will raise about $22,000,000,- 
000 by taxation. That would leave the 
country “in the red” by $50,000,000,000. 
Apparently no one has stated how we are 
to raise the money, except that we are to 
raise $10,000,000,000 by the sale of bonds. 

Over the radio and through the press 
we have heard much taik about a “10 
percent club.” The heat is being turned 
on wage earners and salary earners to 
invest 10 percent of what they earn in 
Government bonds. That is all well and 
good for the wage earner, but it will not 
do the job unless every earner in America 
will buy bonds on a scale commensurate 
with his income. 

Why not look the situation squarely 
ir the face? Why not quit fooling? 
Why not say that the Government is to 
pay half the current cost of war out of 
taxation, and the other half through 
bond sales? With a national income of 
$115,000,000,000 which we shall have this 
year, if we take back in taxes $36,000,- 
000,000, that will still leave $79,000,000,- 
000, which will leave us $14,000,000,000 
more national income than we had a few 
years ago, when we had a national in- 
come of $65,000,000,000. 

« Mr. President, let us be practical and 
realistic. Let the Senate committee 
bring forth a tax bill which will produce 
the needed revenue. Everyone realizes 
that he must tighten his belt if the 
country is to survive. We shall have to 
forego wants and luxuries, and learn the 
meaning of sacrifice. Therefore we 
should welcome a tax bill of this char- 
acter, 

However, paying taxes is not enough. 
Everyone should pledge himself to buy 
his share of bonds. We, the people of 
the United States, must invest $36,000,- 
000,000 in bonds during the coming year. 

We hear it stated that there will be a 
supplemental tax bill. Why not meet 
the issue head-on now? Why not meet 
it in the Senate Finance Committee? 
We know that the tax bill has two pur- 
poses. The first is to raise revenue; the 
second is to curb inflation. The bill as 
it comes from the House falls down on 
both counts. Why? The reason is very 
simple. We have a national income of 
$115,000,000,000. In 12 months we shall 
spend $72,000,000,000 for war; yet out of 
that income we are talking of raising by 
taxation only $22,000,000,000 of revenue. 
The way we are proceeding, we shall not 
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raise more than $1,000,000,000 a month 
from the sale of bonds; $22,000,000,000 
tax receipts plus $12,000,000,000 receipts 
from bond sales make a total of $34,- 
000,000,000. Deducting that sum from 
what we are to spend, $72,000,000,000, 
leaves $38,000,000,000 unprovided for. 

How is it expected that we are to 
raise the money? Are we to go back to 
Civil War days and again issue green- 
backs? If we follow the present plan of 
raising only $22,000,000,000 by taxation 
and $12,000,000,000 by bond sales, or a 
total of $34,°90,000,000, we shall have in 
the hands of our people the difference 
between $115,000,000,000 and $34,000,- 
000,000, or $81,000,000,000. What are the 
people to do with that sum? Will any- 
thing stop them from using that vast 
amount of money in the purchase of 
commodities which are becoming more 
and more scarce? Of course not. As 
commodities become more and more 
scarce we shall find bootlegging in every- 
thing, and the inflationary spiral will be 
out of control. 


LET THE SENATE RAISE A STANDARD 


What is the simple answer? It is very 
plain and very clear. We cannot afford 
any longer to fool ourselves. We must 
raise by taxation at least half the cur- 
rent cost of the war, and require our 
people to buy bonds in an equal amount. 
If we should follow that program we 
could put a curb on the inflationary 
forces which will wreck our economy if 
they are allowed free rein. 

Nearly every property owner has prop- 
erty insurance or fire insurance. He 
pays insurance premiums. America is 
threatened with an international fire 
which may consume not only our earn- 
ing capacity, but our property rights and 
our freedoms. Every American equally 
enjoys the great freedoms of America, 
but every American does not have the 
same material wealth or the same in- 
come. Every American of the same 
rank, whether from the farm, the village, 
or the city, whether he be a wage earner 
or salaried person, receives the same pay 
in the Army, the Navy, or the Air Force. 

When we deal with human life needed 
for the defense of the country there is no 
preference. Every American sailor, sol- 
dier, and flyer on the war front is called 
upon to offer his life, if need be, on the 
altar of his country, in order to save the 
country. Every American on the home 
front likewise is called upon to offer 
something to win freedom. He gives of 
his labor and his property. The income 
which each American receives is the re- 
sult of various factors; but the greatest 
factor is that he isan American. Amer- 
ica presents him with the opportunity. 
Consequently, to keep his freedoms, to 
protect his capital investment and his 
job, each of us on the home front must 
pay, according to our ability, what the 
Nation requires. 

As we all know, this is a war for our 
very existence. Looking at the House 
bill, a married person could have $1,200 
income without paying any fire-insur- 
ance premium to protect his home, his 
wage, and his property from the fire of 
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war. A married person with two de- 
pendents could have $2,100 without pay- 
ing any premium or tax to keep America 
free. A married person having the sal- 
ary of a Senator, and having no depend- 
ents, would be required to pay only $2,152. 
In other words, a person who receives 
$10,000 a year would pay only $2,152 in 
this great emergency. A married per- 
son having the salary of a Senator, and 
having two dependents, would pay only 
$1,880. 

We are all interested in insuring this 
home of ours, our beloved America, We 
must be prepared; and I think the people 
are prepared to pay what is required in 
the way of necessary taxes. 

The House tax bill will not do the job. 
In my opinion, we should not defer tak- 
ing action to build a realistic and, there- 
fore, a productive tax bill, a bill which 
will raise $36,000,000,000. The only way 
to do it is to increase the tax rate and 
to consider and apply other tax meth- 
ods. We should not consider for one 
moment passing on to the following gen- 
eration more than 50 percent of the cost 
of this war. If we do so we are pikers. 
Why load our children and our grand- 
children with financial problems which 
we should solve? God knows, they will 
have plenty of problems, anyway. We 
should play the game of life fairly, as- 
sume our load, and not attempt to place 
it on the backs of future generations. We 
should abandon timid, mincing steps, and 
should have an all-out financial effort as ` 
well as an all-out armament effort. We 
cannot be inflexible or rigid-minded in 
our tax program. We cannot copy the 
methods of the pre-war brass hats. 

Economically speaking, Mr. President, 
we are now at Valley Forge. Have we 
the grim fortitude of Washington and 
his troops to carry through? If so, we 
shall pass a realistic tax bill raising $36,- 
000,000,000, and shall insist upon the 
people purchasing $36,000,000,000 worth 
of war bonds. That will mean that the 
total load of $72,000,000,000 will be di- 
videa equally between taxation and bond 
sales. 

Mr. President, thus far in this war 
more than 44,000 of our boys are dead, 
wounded, or prisoners. They were not 
“buck passers.” They paid plenty. What 
the future holds, God only knows. We 
on the home front should not be “buck 
passers.” If we do not follow through 
on this tax and bond-purchasing pro- 
gram we shall be “buck passers” of the 
first water. 

Mr, President, I am about to conclude. 
I believe the Senate should lead the way. 
Let us sqyare our acts with our words. 
It is easy to talk, to say the pretty thing, 
the “nice” thing. But do we act? Let 
the Senate demonstrate leadership. 

In line with that thought, I submit 
the following resolution: 

Senate Resolution 278 

Resolved, That it is the sense of every 
Senator who votes for this resolution that 
the national safety demands that we raise 
$36,000,000,000 by taxation. 

Resolved further, That it is the sense of 
every Senator who votes for this resolution 
that he pledges the Government that he will 
purchase out of his yearly income for the 
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duration of the war Government bonds to 
the extent of one-third of his net income. 


The resolution states “one-third of 
his net income,” not 10 percent. 

Mr. President, there has been too lit- 
tle action and too much talk. I believe 
that the Members of this body can afford 
to set a standard for the Nation. If the 
resolution be agreed to and if action be 
taken accordingly, I believe we shal! set 
a standard. 

I send the resolution to the desk and 
ask for its immediate consideration. If 
that cannot be done, I ask that the reso- 
lution be referred to the appropriate 
committee anc that the committee take 
prompt action to report it back to the 
Senate for early action by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Roster in the chair’. Is there objection 
to the present consideration of the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. TAFT. Mr, President, I assume 
that the resolution should be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. I object to 
its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res- 
olution (S. Res. 278) will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


WASHINGTON POST’S CRITICISM OF 
CONGRESS 


Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, through- 
out the country there has been a great 
deal of criticism of Congress. Yester- 
day there appeared on the front page of 
`- the Washington Post an editorial which 
seems to me to be one of the most un- 
justified and outrageous attacks on Con- 
gress that I have read in any newspaper 
in the United States. 

The editorial begins by quoting a 
young aviator who condemns everyone 
in general in Washington for not acting 
fast enough. He does not refer partic- 
ularly to Congress. He does say that the 
country shall find out quickly— 

That American boys are dying because we 
hayen’t got a plane that will go as high as 
a Jap Zero or be maneuvered as quickly. 


He goes on: 

But I don’t suppose a politician would 
care about that. They are too busy with 
their political profiteering, getting votes for 
themselves instead of helping to win the 
war. 


It will be obvious to anyone who reads 
the editorial that Congress cannot do 
anything about finding a plane that will 
go as high as 30,000 feet. That is some- 
thing I am certainly not an expert on. 
Full authority has been given to the ad- 
ministrative officials. If blame attaches 
to anyone in that connection, of course 
it must attach to the administrative offi- 
cials. However, the editorial places the 
blame directly on Congress. It states: 

That is a devastating phrase that boy 
used—“political profiteering.” When one 
thinks of a profiteer the mind turns to the 
producer seeking exorbitant profits, the labor 
leader feathering his own nest, the bloc 
lobbyist defying public interest. 

But isn’t the representative of the people 
who dodges a vital war issue because of a 
desire to find favor for selfish reasons equally 
as guilty? 

From then on, while there are other 
condemnations, apparently the effort is 
to lay the entire blame for the situation 
on Congress. 
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The editorial further states: 

For weeks the November elections have 
thrown an ever-increasing shadow on every 
war development in Washington. Most Mem- 
bers of Congress are now home building po- 
litical fences. 

They are assuring farmers that there will 
be no ceiling on their products. 


I know of no one assuring farmers of 
such a thing. Congress has authorized 
Government officials to place ceilings on 
farm products; and every Member of 
Congress knows that ceilings may be 
placed tomorrow on the products of his 
particular district. 

The editorial continues as follows: 


They are assuring labor there will be no 
ceiling on wages, far from it. 


I know of no one who is assuring labor 
anything of the kind. I have seen no 
statement of that kind made by any 
Representative or Senator. As a matter 
of fact, today there is a War Labor Board 
by whose decisions labor has agreed to 
abide. For all practical purposes, the 
War Labor Board today has power to 
fix wages. It has fixed a ceiling on wages 
for the steel workers for the next year— 
a 5-percent increase, which seems to me 
a perfectly reasonable increase.under all 
the conditions. 

I see no reason why such adjustments 
should not be- made in wages; but cer- 
tainly in effect that Board has power to 
place a definite ceiling on wages. Con- 
gress is not to blame for any failure to 
place such ceilings. I think we should 
give more definite power covering cases 
which do not necessarily go to the War 
Labor Board; but the War Labor Board 
today has practical power to fix wages, 
and its last attempt to do so has been 
acquiesced in by the labor unions in the 
steel industry. 

I read further from the editorial: 


They are telling voters that there need be 
no concern about tires and gasoline. 


As a matter of fact, it seems to me that 
the President of the United States was 
the last man who told the voters that 
they might not have to worry about tires 
and gasoline. Ten days ago I went to 
Ohio and made a speech, in which I said 
that, in my opinion, there would be and 
should be gasoline rationing throughout 
the United States in order to deal with 
the rubber situation. 

The editorial also states: 


They are ae parents that 18-year-olds 
will not be drafted 


Two weeks ago I made a speech on the 
floor of the Senate in which I pointed out 
that, in my opinion, by the middle of 
next year we shall have to draft the 
younger men unless we are prepared to 
draft married men with children up to 
45 years of age. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think it should be 
stated in this connection that more re- 
cently the President stated in a press 
conference that it might become neces- 
sary for the Government to take tires 
now in the possession of individuals. 

Mr. TAFT. I had no intention of crit- 
icizing the President. I was only saying 
that I know of no Member of Congress 
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who has been promising the people that 
there will not be gasoline rationing. A 
man who would say that would be very 
unwise, because Congress has granted to 
the administration full power to ration 
gasoline and to ration tires. We have 
done our duty. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield there? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield again. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It seems to me that 
it would be rather difficult for anyone in 
Washington to know what Members of 
Congress are promising their constituents 
all over the country. 

Mr. TAFT. Oh, of course, that is true. 
I do not say that among the 531 Mem- 
bers of Congress there may not be some 
who have made wholly unjustified prom- 
ises. There alwaysare. But to use such 
a statement as a basis for a general at- 
tack on Congress, without, I am sure, any 
supporting evidence, I think is a wholly 
sees and unfortunate Position to 

ake 

The editorial further states: 

In the meantime the plight of the United 
States on every battlefront is critical. 

In the meantime the threat of ruinous 
inflation comes closer to realty. Pe by day. 
Businesses are closing, * 


The businesses are not closing bécause 
of the threat of inflation. So far as I 
know, businesses are closing because of 
priorities, for one reason, and because of 
the price-fixing regulations adopted by 
Mr. Henderson, which have not allowed 
many businesses, including small meat 
packers, the proper margin of profit 
which Congress in the Price Control Act 
provided for. 


Meat becomes scarce— 


Why does meat “become scarce”? Be- 
cause the administration again has used 
the price-control bill in a way which I 
think was wholly unjustified and not au- 
thorized by Congress to regulate prices of 
meat products in such a way fs actually 
to reduce the production of meat; but no 
such authority was contemplated or given 
by Congress in the Price Control Act. 

Every index shows black trouble closer— 
not ecause leaders do not realize the truth 


but because politics.and votes and November 
come first. 


I absolutely deny that Congress has 
failed to take any action, which Congress 
thinks is in accord with wise policy, be- 
cause of November. It is true that we 
have adopted a somewhat different price- 
control theory than some persons think 
we should have adopted. We have di- 
rected the fixing of prices at a figure 
which some persons think is wrong, but 
it was done after deliberate debate and 
after full discussion of the subject and 
after a great deal more knowledge than 
most editors have on the subject of price 
control or prices. 

The Post submits that politicians are go- 
ing to find out that the main concern. of 
American farmers and workmen today is for 
their country and their sons in airplanes, on 
ships, and behind guns. 


I know that to be so; we all know it to 
be so; and nobody knows it better than 
does Congress. The Post has not thought 


of anything that we curselves do not all 
know today. 
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The Post submits that any politician who 
thinks comfort and profit are foremost in the 
American mind today is due for a terrific 
shock. 


There is not going to be any such shock, 
because there is no politician who enter- 
tains such a thought; there is no poli- 
tician who does not know that the Ameri- 
can people are much more concerned 
with winning the war than they are with 
profits, and for the last 6 months Con- 
gress has been trying to pursue a policy 
-to take the profit out of war. 

America demands tn politics the same cour- 
age that its sons are demonstrating on a 
dozen far-flung battle fronts. * + + 

America must have quick action on wages, 
farm rices, rubber, airplanes that can climb 
30,000 feet, and on every other vital issue— 
or we will be dead. 


The whole thing is turned against Con- 
gress, .nd yet, what on earth hav> we 
got to do with airplanes that will climb 
30,000 feet? Action on wages has been 
take.. whether the Post likes it or not; 
we have taken action on farm prices. I 
think there ought to be some further ac- 
tion; but, with or without it, power has 
been granted which, in my opinion, is 
absolutely sufficient to control wages and 
control prices. 

Congress certainly cannot be blamed 
for this situation regarding rubber, and 
yet everything that is wrong in the world 
is gathered together under the heading 
“Political profiteers,” and the entire 
blame for the situation is laid on the 
shoulders of Congress. 

It seems to me that an editor who takes 
such a position is deliberately fomenting 
dissatisfaction and disunity and the kind 
of bitter personal recrimination that is 
bound to interfere with the progress of 
the war to a greater degree than any ac- 
tion the Congress may or may not take. 


AMENDMENT OF ARTICLE OF WAR 5014 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, on the 
23d of July the Senate and the House 
both passed each its own bill to amend 
article of war 5044. On July 24 the House 
considered the Senate bill and passed it 
without amendment, and on July 27, 
which is today, the House sent both bills 
to the Senate. Action has been completed 
in both Houses on Senate bill 2645. I 
therefore move that House bill 7389 be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONTROL OF CIVILIAN PRODUCTION 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the cur- 
rent discussion concerning the control of 
the productive powers of the Nation total- 
ly and completely for war purposes by the 
Army deserves the attention of all citi- 
zens, for, in this determination, lies the 
destiny of each of us. If the military con- 
trols civilian production in all its phases, 
it will have absolute authority over the 
economic life of our entire citizenship. 
That would be a power so vast and so far- 
reaching that it would not now be pos- 
sible to describe what the final outcome 
would be. 

It is to be noted that the plan of the 
Army is to assume this power for the du- 
ration. No one knows how long that will 
be—there is no certain reckoning—pos- 
sibly it may be a matter of several years. 
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During that time the Army control of 
our economic life would have set a new 
pattern of government and authority 
here which would be sharply different 
from any we have previously known. 
That it would automatically be relin- 
quished at the end of the war, no one can 
be sure. 

In my judgment, Mr. President, the 
issue before the Nation at this time is 
much more important than the person- 
alities involved. I have nothing but 
praise for the patriotism and loyalty of 
Lt. Gen. Brehon B. Somervell, Chief of 
the Army's Services of Supply, and Mr. 
Donald Nelson, Chief of the War Produc- 
tion Board. Both of them have a sense 
of duty that becomes the grave situation 
in which the Nation now finds itself. 
Looking to the future, I have every reason 
to believe that both of them will acquit 
themselves with high honor at the posts 
of duty they occupy. 

I am not surprised that the struggle 
for power between an agency represent- 
ing the civilian forces of the Nation and a 
war supply agency should have arisen. 
I believe this would be inevitable under 
almost any set of circumstances and 
should be regarded apart from any errors 
or accusations of error that have been 
made, Certainly, we must now look to 
the future to meet our problems, and not 
be too largely concerned about the past. 
The total war in which we have been 
plunged is, for our people, an entirely new 
experience, and it is always possible to 
make mistakes. I am inclined to the 
view that if mistakes have been made 
they have not been due to willful desire 
to close down the small industrial plants 
of the Nation unnecessarily. Moreover, 
I have no assurance that if the War De- 
partment were to have undertaken the 
entire control of production to date, the 
outcome would have been more accep- 
table, and I doubt if it would be in the 
future, 

We must always bear in mind what we 
are fighting for, We are figħting for the 
liberties of the people of the worid who 
have been deprived of their liberties, and 
we are fighting to sustain our own lib- 
erties. If we are to be successful, we must 
jealously guard the pathway we take lest 
at any point we permanently depart 
from a way of life that is utterly precious 
to us. We are fighting for the perserva- 
tion of the free private way of life that 
is infinitely dear to us. If we cannot con- 
tinue to enjoy it in the future, I realiy do 
not know what we are fighting for. We 
guard against the invasions of our per- 
Sonal private rights during the war as 
well as after the war if those rights are 
threatened unnecessarily by plans and 
activities that are an end in themselves 
rather than a part of the general com- 
mitment of our people to a free way of 
life. I believe civilians and the military 
have equally important responsibilities in 
this war. Each should carry on its own 
work cooperatively and effectively. There 
is no need for civilians to attempt to run 
the Army. There is no need for the Army 
to attempt to dominate completely the 
civilian life of the Nation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce in the Recorp as a part of 
my remarks an article by John F. Cramer, 
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printed in the Washington Daily News, 
July 24, 1942. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


WHO'LL Run AMERICAN PRODUCTION, OUR 
MILITARY MEN OR OUR CIVILIANS?—NELSON 
AND SOMERVELL NEARING A SHOW-DOWN 

(By John F. Cramer) 


Deep behind the hurly-burly Washington 
scene in the dingy cubicles of War Depart- 
ment and the red-carpeted offices of the War 
Production Board, brews a terrific struggle 
for power. 

It is a struggle to decide whether civilian 
or military men will run this country, all of 
it, for the duration. 

It pits civilian War Production Board 
against military War Department. It matches 
War Production Board's Donald M. Nelson 
against Army’s Lt. Gen Brehon B, Somervell, 
Chief of Services of Supply. They are now 
almost irrevocably at cdds. 

The issue is whether Army or War Produc- 
tion Board shall run the Nation's war produc- 
tion machine. 

And because this is a “total” war—because 
the power that rules the production machine 
also will rule the Nation—it is a struggle 
whose outcome will affect every American 
community and home. 

CLIMAX DUE SHORTLY 


The climax, and perhaps the all-important 
decision, will come in the next 90 days. 

During that perfod, hundreds of war plants 
will be forced to close or slow down, in rude 
eheck to the ccuntry, as Mr. Nelson attempts 
to bring the war machine into “balance"— 
to adjust production to raw materials. 

When that happens, the Army is expected 
to make its bid for power. 

It is expected to argue that the civilian 
War Production Board has fumbled the ball, 
and messed up the production program. 
Otherwise, the Army people will say, Why is 
“balancing” necessary? Why has the war 
Plant been over-bullt? Why has it become 
necessary to close or slow down hurdreds of 
war plants in scores of communities? Why 
aren't there sufficient raw stuffs to feed to the 
Nation's whirling machinery? 

And, finally, why not turn control over to 
the Army, which, after all, bas the ultimate 
responsibility for winning this war? 


ARMY SEES 1,200 PLANTS EIT 


Already Army people are saying just that. 
Army officers visiting the War Production 
Board are saying the coming slow-down will 
affect 1,200 war plants, a tenth of the total. 
They have been both sharp and outspoken 
in their criticism of civilian bungling, Mr. 
Nelson, and the War Production Board. 

Mr. Nelson knows this. And it is no ex- 
aggeration to say that he is just about as 
mad as a level-headed former editor of a 
Sears, Roebuck catalog ever gets. 

Also he is ready to fight back—because he 
believes the issue is a tremendous one. 

Take General Somervell, fine engineer, ca- 
pable administrator, fighter from the word 
“go,” hard-headed in th way of the Army, 
Pit him against Mr. Nelson, a great executive, 
a sober-faced worker of production miracles, 
hard-headed in the way of our successful 
businessmen. 

The battle of these two big men will be 
tempered, on the one hand, by Mr. Nelson’s 
inborn instinct to seek every possible solution 
short of a knock-down-drag-out. And 
colored, on the other, by General Somer- 
vell’s Army aggressiveness. 


TITANIC STRUGGLE 
It will be a struggle of titanic significance, 
In the American tradition, civilians have 
always controlled the home front in time of 
war. Such was the case in the last war and 
those that preceded it. 
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But this, again, is total war. Victory de- 
pends not alone on uniformed armies in the 
field. It also depends to a greater degree 
than ever before on overalled production 
armies at home, as everyone knows. There- 
fore, the Army argues, and with much logic, 
that it must control the home front as well 
as the battle front. 

First big skirmish came several weeks ago 
at the time of the most recent War Produc- 
tion Board reo: tion. 

In the bitter, behind-the-scenes struggle 
preceding that reorganization, General Som- 
ervell, on behalf of the Army, demanded con- 
trol of raw materials, production, purchases, 
everything. 

Also, in the opinion of many War Produc- 
tion Board officials, he overplayed his hand 
by asking too much, and fighting for it too 
hard. 

BID FOR FULL AUTHORITY 


His demands brought a change in the atti- 
tude of Mr. Nelson, who, for the first time, 
came to realize that the Army, whatever its 
intent, actually was bidding for nothing less 
than full control of the Nation’s economic 
life. 

Because if Army controls production, pur- 
chases, and raw materials, it inevitably must 
control, too, the volume of shoes, and beer 
and baby buggies that go to civilians. 

So, when Mr. Nelson reorganized the War 
Production Board, he gave the War Depart- 
ment authority over production and pur- 
chases. But he kept for himself control of 
all-important raw materials. And he took 
occasion, too, to reemphasize that final au- 
thority on all production matters, within 
the broad scope of his executive order, re- 
mained in the War Production Board. 

It is interesting, however, to note that 
General Somervell lost nothing in the reor- 
ganization. He failed, it is true, to gain the 
wide powers to which he thinks the Army is 
entitled. But, like Secretary Stimson after 
his White House skirmish with Information 
Chief Elmer Davis, he could still say: “I have 
what I had.” 

Nor has there been any sign that General 
Somervell and the Army intend to retreat an 
inch. Nor any sign that Mr. Nelson has any 
thought but fighting it out to a finish. 

If Army does the expected, and seizes upon 
the coming war plant slow-down as justifica- 
tion for a new bid for control, Mr. Nelson can 
be expected to strike back. He probably will 
find ways to explain to the public that the 
slow-down is by no means solely the fault of 
the War Production Board. He probably will 
lay a good deal of the blame at the feet of the 
Arm: 


y. 

He might, for instance, point out that the 
Army has helped to jam the war plant by 
faulty scheduling of orders; that it has, at 
times, been extravagant in its use of critical 
materials; that often its scheduling has failed 
to take account of the raw-materials shortage. 

From the Army viewpoint, War Production 
Board's handling of the production program 
has been much too pussy-footing. 

For instance, Army people think they see 
politics, and a fine eye for the November elec- 
tions, in the handling of the rationing pro- 


ms. 

hoy think the War Production Board has 
been much too tender toward civilian indus- 
try and the needs of civilian economy. 

They think this is an all-out war, and that 
the war has to come first, and all other things 
second. 3 

If the Army had its way, there probably 
never would be an oil pipe line from Illinois— 
not while the metal could be used for tools 
of war. 

If national gasoline rationing were neces- 
sary in order to save tankers, the Army would 


ration first and figure out later how to relieve 
the civilian driver. 


If the railroads were using up enormous 
quantities of steel, as they undoubtedly are, 
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the Army might impose bans on civilian 
travel and heavy restrictions on civilian 
freight. 

If a steel-scrap shortage threatened, as it 
does, the Army might requisition civilian 
autos, and junk them for their hundreds of 
thousands of tons of scrap. 

That is the Army way. And to a public 
which believes it is being pampered and 
spoon-fed by officials who underestimate its 
fundamental ability to take it, the Army way 
probably makes a great deal of sense. 

On tbe other side, however, officials see 
certain grave dangers in Army control. They 
point out that while authority remains in 
civilian hands the public retains at least a 
measure of control. But when authority 
passes to the Army the public rarely has a 
chance to learn the whys and wherefores. In 
effect, it loses even its veto power. 

One reason, they say, is the Army’s tradition 
for direct action and to hell with the conse- 
quences, Another is its tendency to assume 
that everything it does affects military secu- 
rity, and therefore is not to be questioned. 

Still another is its rigid line of authority, 
which, in effect, permits only the generals to 
speak for the Army. You can, for instance, 
ask a Work Production Board man an on- 
the-record question and get sometimes on- 
the-record answer. But the Army man who 
talks runs the risk of violating regulations. 


DON'T CHECK THEIR ERRORS 

Hence it is rarely possible for the public to 
know when the Army has erred. And so 
Army control tends to by-pass traditional 
democratic checks and balances. 

Finally officials raise this question, Is the 
Army kind of thinking the kind that should 
run our war plant? They point out, for in- 
stance, that Army ruthlessness and single- 
mindedness can be admirable on the field of 
battle. But, they ask, are these the qualities 
to rule so vast and complicated a thing as a 
nation’s economy? 

The Army says yes. 

The War Production Board says no. 

And thus the struggle for power. 

CHANGE IN CERTAIN SALARIES AND 
GRADES 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6217) to amend section 
13 of the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, the question before the Senate 
is an amendment offered by me on a 
previous day. Realizing the parliamen- 
tary situation which exists in the other 
body, and knowing that if any amend- 
ment is made to the bill it cannot meet 
with approval in the other body, I with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I should 
like to make a brief statement. 

When this matter was before the Sen- 
ate last Thursday I objected to the 
amendment and expressed the view that 
I thought the time inappropriate to 
raise Federal salaries. I still adhere to 
that view. However, at the time I was 
under the impression that the bill would 
raise salaries in grades above the grades 
actually affected. I have no disposition 
to continue opposition to the bill with 
the amendment eliminated. 

I take this occasion to say that my 
opposition to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Oklahoma was not 
based upon objection to the incumbent 
of any particular office. It was on the 
general principle that, in my judgment, 
Federal salaries in excess of $3,000 should 
not be increased at this time unless the 
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facts clearly demonstrate that an in- 
crease is justifiable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Ths ås on the third reading of the 


The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing, was read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, Senate bill 2150 will be 
indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, in con- 
nection with the bill just passed, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp a letter from the Bureau of 
the Budget requesting the enactment of 
the measure. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE 
PRESIDENT, BUREAU OF THE BUDGET, 
Washington, D. C., July 9, 1942. 
Hon. JAMES M. MEAD, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR Mean: In response to 
your request, I am submitting the following 
information stating the reasons the Bureau 
of the Budget favors the enactment of S. 2150, 
“An amendment to section 13 of the Classi- 
fication Act of 1923, as amended.” 

The following situations are urgent and 
need correction: 

1. The minimum rates of $1,020 in the 
subprofessional service and of $1,080—for 
full-time adult work—in the custodial serv- 
ice are too low to conform with generally 
accepted minimum living standards. 

2. The present base rate of $1,200 for guards 
in public buildings and defense establish- 
ments is entirely too low to obtain the kind 
of men whom the Government must have for 
the protection of its buildings and property. 

3. The present base rate of $1,680 for the 
grade to which journeymen mechanics and 
skilled craftsmen are allocated is unreason- 
ably low by comparison with the rates for 
similar kinds of work in navy yards and ar- 
senals, or in private industry. The result is 
inability to recruit or to keep an adequate 
force of workmen in these trades. 

The enactment of S. 2150 would meet these 
problems: 

1. By fixing a minimum rate of $1,200. 

2. By placing the guard positions in a 
grade which would carry a minimum rate 
of $1,500. 

8. By increasing the base rates for skilled 
mechanics and tradesmen by $180 and by 
making corresponding adjustments in the 
pay scales of all of the crafts, protective and 
custodial services. 

This bill is in accord with the program of 
the President. It has the support of the 
Civil Service Commission, the President’s 
liaison officer for personnel management, and 
the officials of the various agencies which 
employ custodial personnel. 

Very truly yours, 
Wayne Coy, 
Assistant Director. 


TRANSPORTATION OF IRON ORE IN 
CANADIAN VESSELS 


Mr, RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House 
bill 7100, relating to the transportation 
of iron ore on the Great Lakes in ves- 
sels of Canadian registry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. McNARY. I ask the able Senator 
from Maryland whether the bill had the 
approval of the Committee on Commerce. 


1942 


Mr, RADCLIFFE. It has been ap- 
proved by that committee, and is in line 
with the bil which was passed about a 
year ago containing similar provisions, 
which were to continue for a definite pe- 
riod of time. 

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection. 

There being no objeetion, the bill (H. R. 
7100) to amend the act entitled “An 
act authorizing vessels of Canadian reg- 
istry to transport iron ore on the Great 
Lakes during 1942 approved January 27, 
1942 (Public Law 416, 77th Cong.) to 
continue it in force during the existing 
war,” was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
APPOINTMENT OF COAST AND GEODETIC 

SURVEY OFFICERS 


Mr, RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House 
bill 6818, relating to the temporary ap- 
pointment or advancement of commis- 
sioned officers in the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. McNARY. Has this bill received 
the approval of the Committee on Com- 
merce? 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. It haz, and it pro- 
vides that officers of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey who are taken over by 
the Army and Navy can be promoted 
from time to time, that is to say, that 
the promotions will be made by the 
Coast and Geodefic Survey upon the 
recommendation of the Army or the 
Navy, whichever department has them 
under its jurisdiction at the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the consideration of the 
bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
6818) authorizing the temporary appoint- 
ment or advancement of commissioned 
Officers of the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
in time of war or national emergency, 
and for other purposes, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with amendments, on page 1, line 
3, after the word “That”, to strike out 
“personnel of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey”, and to insert “officers on the ac- 
tive list of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey in commissioned ranks shall be 
deemed to be in active military service 
and;” on line 8, after “Navy” and the 
comma, to strike out “in an” and to in- 
sert “to the.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

PROPOSED SALE OF MERCHANT VESSELS 
TO IRELAND 


Mr.RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House Joint 
Resolution 246, authorizing the Maritime 
Commission to sell two merchant vessels 
to the Government of Ireland. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, trusting 
wholly to my memory, it seems to me this 
joint resolution should have passed at the 
time of the last call of the calendar, It 
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was on the calendar, and why it was not 
called I do not know. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. It was not called 
because the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BARKLEY] requested that in my absence 
the joint resolution go over. 

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection to 
the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the consideration of the 
joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the joint resolu- 
tion (H, J. Res. 246), to authorize the 
Maritime Commission to sell two mer- 
chant vessels to the Government of Ire- 
land, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, on page 1, line 3, after the word 
“the”, to strike out “United States Mari- 
time Commission” and to insert. “War 
Shipping Administration”; on line 5, 
after the word “sell” to insert “or 
charter”, and on line 8, after the words 
“as the” to strike out “Commission” and 
insert “War Shipping Administration.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
eugrossed and the joint resolution to be 
read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third 
time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“Joint resolution to authorize the War 
Shipping Administration to sell or 
charter two merchant vessels to the Gov- 
ernment of Ireland.” 


CRITICISM OF CONGRESS BY COMMENTA- 
TORS AND NEWSPAPERS 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
yesterday there was printed in the Wash- 
ington Star a very interesting article. It 
was written by Mr. T. H. Thomas, mili- 
tary historian, who—and I read now 
from the Washington Star—“served on 
the general headquarters staff in the first 
World War.” 

His article was a review of the optimis- 
tic slant which has been universally ap- 
plied to war news by the press and radio. 


SUPPORT OF EXECUTIVE BY CONGRESS 


Over a period of several years the Con- 
gress of the United States has been de- 
voting a good deal of its energy to the 
support of the Executive. It has appro- 
priated most of the money which the 
Executive has requested. It has sup- 
ported every effort of the Navy Depart- 
ment to expand war facilities. It has 
supported every request of the War De- 
partment for the expansion of the War 
Department’s facilities. More than that, 
I believe the record will show that the 
Congress has been far ahead of both the 
War Department and the Navy Depart- 
ment in its desire to prepare for war. 

SENATE URGES MORE SPEED 


I remember very well standing upon 
this floor a year or more ago, when ofñ- 
cials of the War Department were recom- 
mending with respect to aviation an ap- 
propriation sufficient to accomplish the 
first objective. I asked the Members of 
the Senate here assembled why we should 
be content with the first objective, why we 
should not go, not to the first, but to the 
second and to the third objectives, and 
an amendment which I offered was 
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adopted by the Senate. It was defeated 
in conference. The Recorp shows that 
the Senate of the United States wanted 
to supply every fighting plane which it 
was possible to secure. Since that time 
the War Department has caught up with 
the Senate and has been asking for appro- 
priations sufficient to build all the planes 
which we are capable of constructing. 
Since that time, however, the War 
n Board has announced that we 
do not have steel enough to build all the 
facilities we need with which to build 
all the ships, all the locomotives, and all 
the planes which are necessary to win the 
war. 


STEEL SHORTAGE IMPERILS SECOND FRONT 


Mr. President, there has been a great 
deal of talk upon the radio and in the 
press about a second front. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ro- 
ster in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Wyoming yield to the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. TRUMAN. It is also most inter- 
esting to note—and I call the attention of 
the Senator to the fact—that advertise- 
ments are being run now in the great 
metropolitan newspapers by various steel 
corporations, by the United States Steel 
Corporation, and by the Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, and others of the steel 
group, explaining very explicitly how they 
have expanded steel production. I think 
one of the reasons for this hurry in the 
effort to build public opinion on their 
side of the controversy is that on the 6th 
day of August the committee of which 
the Senate has made me chairman will 
go into the whole steel program and find 
out exactly why we are short and why it 
is necessary to shut off the shipbuilding 
program because of a shortage of steel. 


TRUMAN COMMITTEE SPEEDS WAR EFFORT 


Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I am 
very glad the Senator from Missouri has 
called attention to the intention of his 
committee to go into this matter. The 
Senator from Missouri has the conscious- 
ness that he can go to the people of Mis- 


-souri and to the people of the coun- 


try with a record with respect to the 
war that is as clean as the proverbial 
hound’s tooth. The Truman committee 
has been responsible for speeding the war 
effort, and those who like to spend their 
time upon the air and in the editorial col- 
umns of the press in criticizing Congress 
for failing to compel the executive arm 
of the Government to do what should be 
done are overlooking the record of the 
Truman committee. 


RAYMOND GRAM SWING SEARCHES FOR FACTS 


Mr. President, I rose merely to put an 
item in the Recorp, but the interruption 
by the Senator from Missouri has sug- 
gested to my mind that it might be well to 
add a little more to this comment. On’ 
June 6, 1942, Raymond Gram Swing, who 
is one of the most conscientious and able 
of all the radio commentators, made a 
talk over the Mutual Network which © 
struck me at the time as being particu- 
larly apropos to the conditions which now 
exist. I have made it a practice always 
to listen to Raymond Gram Swing, be- 
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cause he is not a propagandist, because 
he always endeavors to report to his lis- 
teners the facts. Too many radio com- 
mentators and too many editors are 
merely propagandists, who are trying to 
convey to their listeners or to their read- 
ers the points of view which they them- 
Selves hold, even though in many cases 
they entertain these opinions without any 
factual basis. 

Mr. Swing gave us in this broadcast 
a very clear picture of the way in which 
most radio broadcasts and most editorials 
are written. This is Raymond Gram 
Swing speaking. This is not a Member 
of the Senate; this is not a Member of 
the House of Representatives; this is not 
@ person who is looking for votes or build- 
ing up political fences; this is a commen- 
tator speaking. 

If we are not constantly reminding our- 
selves— 


I am reading from Mr. Swing’s broad- 
cast— 

If we are not constantly reminding our- 
selves that we really know very little we will 
fall into the habit of reaching firm conclu- 
sions just as though we knew a great deal, 
and more and more we are filling our minds 
with meaningless words. 

MEANINGLESS WORDS 


Mr. President, the air every night is 
filled with meaningless words uttered 
by radio commentators, whose opinions 
are based, not upon facts, but upon opin- 
ions, and who do not take the time to 
acquire the knowledge of facts which is 
necessary to convey to the people of the 
country an understanding of what is go- 
ing on. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr, President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. Does the Senator re- 
member the title of that old song: 

You don't have to know how much you ought 
to know, 
In order to know how little you know. 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. I thank the Sen- 
ator. 

More and more— 

Said Mr. Swing— : 


we are filling our minds with meaningless 
words. 


I yield to the Sen- 


COMMENTATORS AND THEIR SPONSORS 


Of course, I know that an editor can 
say, “How about the Members of the 
Senate and the House? Do they not in- 
dulge in meaningless words?” Mr. Presi- 
dent, I think an examination of the pro- 
ceedings in the Senate and the House 
will rather indicate that for the most 
part Members of the Senate and Mem- 
bers of the House have restrained them- 
selves from the use of meaningless 
words, They do not find it necessary 
to talk upon the radio every night in 
order to receive their pay check from 
the processor of this product or the man- 
ufacturer of that product. If we were 
to look into the records of the radio com- 
mentators’ incomes and study the in- 
creased compensation which they are re- 
ceiving for their castigation of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, we might 
reach some interesting conclusions, I 
know, Mr. President, that there are radio 
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commentators today whose incomes have 
been trebled and quadrupled because 
night after night they indulge themselves 
in the dissemination of what Raymond 
Gram Swing called meaningless words, 
The armchair strategist who night after 
night stands before the microphone and 
telis Hitler and Hirohito what the United 
Nations may be expected to do tomorrow 
and the next day are doing it for com- 
pensation from advertisers. 
ADVERTISERS INFLUENCE PRESS 


Mr. President, the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Truman] called attention to 
the fact that the United States Steel Cor- 
poration and the Bethlehem Steel Cor- 
poration are filling the pages of the 
metropolitan press with huge advertise- 
ments about the notable accomplish- 
ments of the steel industry. I have here 
in my hand the report dated June 30, 
1942, by the War Production Board on 
the status of the steel-expansion pro- 
gram, a report which was printed in the 
New York Times under the headline— 


Ten percent rise is urged in steel capacity. 


An examination of the report shows 
that the gentlemen who wrote that report 
were advocating a decrease of the pro- 
gram which was suggested by the Supply 
Priorities and Allocations Board a year 
ago. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator again yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. TRUMAN. For the information of 
the Senator I will say that that report 
was written by the dollar-a-year men 
who were sent there for that purpose by 
the steel companies. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
am not interested in who wrote it. All I 
am interested in knowing and stating 
here upon the floor is that the news- 
papers of the country have explained 
that report to the country as being an ex- 
pansion of the steel program, whereas as 
a matter of fact it was a contraction of 
that program. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Speaking of radio 
commentators, last Wednesday evening 
a radio commentator named Upton Close 
spoke over a national chain. I think it 
was an international broadcast. He 
thought so much of telling this lie that 
he told it at the expense of numerous per- 
sons. Among other statements he made, 
he said that the Senator from Kentucky 
had gone before the committee of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas] and 
had requested $50,000 to take a trip to 
Alaska. 

That is not true. The Senator from 
Kentucky did not make any request of 
any committee for any funds to go to 
Alaska or anywhere else. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Let me interrupt 
the Senator. I heard that broadcast. 
At the time I heard it I remarked to my- 
self what the Senator has now stated. 
I know that the request for an appro- 
priation to send a committee to the 
Aleutian Islands was made by the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. REYNOLDS], 
chairman of the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee. I know that the Senator from 
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Kentucky had nothing whatever to do 
with it. I know that the decision as to 
the amount of money which should be 
allocated for the investigation of what 
has been occurring in the Aleutian Is- 
lands was made by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 
COMMITTEES SEEK FACTS 


Moreover, I know that many persons 
in the United States are wondering why 
the Japanese are permitted to remain in 
Kiska Harbor. I hope that if the Senator 
from Kentucky goes to the Aleutian 
Islands he may find out why. 

If it were not for the Congress, and 
for the prying questions which are asked 
by committees, such as the committee 
over which the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. Truman] presides, and the subcom- 
mittee which the Senator from Kentucky 
is about to lead, we should not know one- 
tenth as much as we know about what is 
going on in this country in the war effort. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thank the Sena- 
tor. Let me make one further observa- 
tion. The statement made by the com- 
mentator was not true. I could not un- 
derstand why a broadcaster should ma- 
liciously distort the facts. The Senator 
from Wyoming knows that the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. McNary], whose con- 
stituents live in the northwestern section 
of the country, and who are not certain 
about the defenses of the country, is 
anxious. He has spoken to me about the 
matter. The Senator from California 
[Mr. JoHNSON] is anxious about the 
safety of the people of his State. They 
thought it was necessary that a subcom- 
mittee be organized, to consist of four 
members from the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee and two members from the Tru- 
man committee, to go to Alaska and see 
what is going on, and report back to the 
Congress and to the people, not for 
broadcast purposes, but to report the 
facts. 

Not long ago a revealing communiqué 
was given out—I believe it was No. 87—in 
which it was said: 

The Japanese have landed on the unde- 
fended islands of Kiska, Agattu, and Attu 


If they are undefended, we are not cer- 
tain that other places are not undefend- 
ed, and that we shall not be ousted from 
them, until the situation becomes danger- 
ous to the mainland and to the people 
of the United States. 

CONGRESS VOTES THE MONEY 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. Iam glad the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has made that state- 
ment. The Congress, without stint, has 
appropriated every dollar that the Army 
and the Navy have asked for the defense 
of the United States. If it be a fact, as 
was stated in an editorial in the Wash- 
ington Post this morning, that we do not 
have airplanes comparable to Japanese 
Zero planes the fault does not lie with 
Congress. It lies with the departments, 
which have not known how to spend the 
money which Congress, representing the 
people, has provided for the defense of 
the people and for attack upon the ene- 
mies of democracy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is en- 
tirely accurate. If the Senate, in its wis- 
dom, thinks enough of our making the 
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proposed inspection to provide reasonable 
funds, I shall go. I have made no re- 
quest for funds. If the Senate provides 
the funds to make the trip, the subcom- 
mittee will go, because we have instruc- 
tions from our committee to go. We shall 
do the best job we can, and report the 
facts to the people of the United States 
and to the Senate. 

Yet a radio commentator goes on the 
air and tries to make the proposed inves- 
tigation appear unpatriotic, foolish, or 
silly, and tries to. create in the minds of 
the people the impression that it is use- 
less to undertake this sort of inspection. 
It does not. appear useless to the people 
of Oregon, Washington, and California, 
or to the representatives of those people 
in the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives, who know that if the inva- 
sion of the Aleutian Islands is not 
stopped it will endanger the homes and 
firesides not only of the people on the 
west coast, but of all the people of the 
country. 

I will not shirk my duty. I was asked 
to go, and I will go if the chairman of 
the committee and the Senate want me 
togo. Iwill do the best job I can. How- 
ever, it is a pity that we are subject to 
“smearing” by commentators who go on 
the air every night to advertise a soap, 
a perfume, or some other such article, 
and try to make the people think that we 
are merely organizing a scouting expedi- 
tion which does not mean anything, and 
who deliberately falsify facts. The 
chairman of the committee appeared be- 
fore the Committee of the Senator from 
Illinois. I did not appear before it. If 
the chairman of the committee assigns 
me that job, no radio commentator will 
keep me from going. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I assume that the 
Senator from Kentucky was appointed 
by the chairman of the Military Affairs 
Committee to perform this function. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 


SHOULD SEE HOW FUNDS ARE EXPENDED 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. I can conceive of 
no more important function to be per- 
formed by the representatives of the peo- 
ple than to investigate what the Army, 
the Navy, and the executive departments 
are doing with the funds which we have 
provided to carry on the war. 

Mr. President, I was reading from the 
broadcast by Raymond Gram Swing—— 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. I should like to discuss 
the same subject for a moment. Before 
doing so, let me say, in corroboration of 
what the Senator from Kentucky has 
said about the trip to Alaska, that he 
did not appear before the committee of 
which I am chairman. The chairman 
of the Military Affairs Committee [Mr. 
Reynoitps] was the only one who ap- 
peared. After a lengthy discussion of 
the whole matter the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate decided to recom- 
mend a sufficient amount of money to 
cover the expenses of the subcommittee 
to go to Alaska and return. I merely 
wished to corroborate what the Senator 
from Kentucky said in that connection. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The purpose may 
have been to indicate that I was trying 
to do something to the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. OMAHONEY. Mr. President, let 
me interrupt long enough to say that, 
with the United States Steel Corpora- 
tion putting quarter-page and half-page 
advertisements in the press of the United 
States, and with the Bethlehem Sieel 
Corporation putting whole page adver- 
tisements in the press, I should not be 
surprised if some other attempts were 
being made, for hidden purposes, to in- 
fluence the elections which are coming 
in November. 

Mr. LUCAS. That may be true. I 
was about to discuss that very matter, 
and to ask the Senator a question or two 
about it, 

I have heard Upton Close a couple of 
times. He professes to be a student of 
Oriental affairs. From some speeches 
which he made prior to Pearl Harbor I 
know that he was absolutely wrong on 
the Japanese situation. I thought so 
much of one of his speeches prior to 
Pearl Harbor that I sent for it and now 
have it in my possession. So far as the 
Japanese situation is concerned, he was 
just as wrong as Kimmel and Short, but 
he professes to be a great student of 
problems of the Far East. 

Let me ask the Senator if he knows 
who employs Upton Close to make broad- 
casts over the radio? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I have no com- 
ment to make about Mr. Close. I have 
listened to him. He has a very beautiful 
voice and a very eloquent delivery. I 
hope he has the facts to substantiate 
what he says over the radio waves which 
go to every quarter of the globe. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is the trouble. As 
the Senator so eloquently said a moment 
ago, and as I tried in my feeble way to 
say about 2 weeks ago, many radio com- 
mentators do not have the facts. 

In my humble opinion, the American 
people are entitled to know the facts, 
whether they come from radio commen- 
tators, from the press of the country, 
from the Army, the Navy, or the Com- 
mander in Chief. If a communiqué of 
any kind is to be issued, regardless of 
its source, the American people are en- 
titled to know the facts. In my experi- 
ence as a lawyer, covering approximately 
25 years, I was always able to win if I 
had the facts. I did not care so much 
about the law; but if I had true facts 
with me I was usually successful. We 
can do the same thing with the Ameri- 
can people so far as building public 
morale is concerned, If in this crisis we 
give the people the facts, we do not need 
to worry about their response. However, 
for some reason or other, the people are 
given innuendoes and indictments by 
implication, leaving the reader or the 
listener in the air as to what the next 
move is to be. That is the thing about 
which the Senator from Illinois is con- 
stantly complaining. 

Regardless of what is done in peace- 
times, it seems to me that in the great 
emergency through which we are pass- 
ing, when the life of this Nation is threat- 
ened, every individual, regardless of mer- 
cenary or other reasons he may have as 
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a radio commentator or as a newspaper 
columnist, should in this hour give the 
best that is in him. That is what the 
Senator from Illinois is attempting to do 
on the floor of the’ Senate. I do not say 
that I am always right, Mr. President. 
I make mistakes, but I am attempting in 
a sincere and conscientious way, and 
with my limited capacity and ability, to 
represent the people of my great State 
and the people of the Nation in this hour 
in order that in the final analysis we 
shall win. If we do not win a victory, 
if we do not defeat the totalitarian pow- 
ers, then all the free speech and the free 
press existing under the Bill of Rights, 
and all the things we are fighting for will 
be forgotten. 

Let me say one further word as to 
some of the so-called wizards over the 
radio. I think the time has come when 
some sort of an investigation should be 
made to ascertain the motives and the 
reasons why some of them continually 
misquote the facts and take the position 
they do. Some of the things they say 
are absurd and ridiculous. Over the 
radio they constantly attempt to substi- 
tute their judgment for that of men who 
have been trained for years and years in 
some particular military, air, or naval 
activity or strategy. I cannot quite un- 
derstand it. I have been attempting in 
my feeble way to analyze the motive and 
the reason back of it all, but for the life 
of me I cannot quite get to the bottom 
of it. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, if 
the Senator will permit me, I shall point 
out to him what is back of it and how 
it comes about. My authority will not be 
myself, not the Senator from Illinois, 
not a Member of the Senate or a Mem- 
ber of the House, but Mr. Swing, a radio 
commentator and formerly an editor of 
the Nation, a publication printed in New 
York. 

A moment ago I remarked to the Sen- 
ator that he was talking about meaning- 
less words uttered by radio commentators 
and by others. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I am attempting 
to.discuss the motive of Raymond Gram 
Swing, but I am glad to yield to the Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to comment 
briefly on a remark made a moment ago 
by the Senator from Illinois. He said that 
if in the trial of a case he had the facts 
with him he did not worry so much about 
the law. I should like to point out to him 
what Aaron Burr said. Aaron Burr once 
said that the law is whatever is boldly 
asserted and persuasively maintained. 

Let me say that I am persuaded that 
in any case tried by the Senator from 
Illinois he had the law with him as well 
as the facts. 

Mr. LUCAS. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. OMAHONEY. Mr. President, a 
former Chief Justice of the United States, 
the Honorable Charles Evans Hughes, 
once said that the Constitution is what 
the Court says it is. 


MUST NOT CONDEMN ON SMALL EVIDENCE 


When all is said and done, in a democ- 
racy the law and the Constitution are the 
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judgment of all the people, because de- 
mocracy means government by the people. 
Democracy cannot be maintained unless 
we restrain ourselves. Democracy can- 
not be maintained if the press allows it- 
self to condemn upon small evidence those 
who happen to be in the public eye. De- 
mocracy cannot be maintained if radio 
commentators, hurrying to make their 
script ready for a dead line, are not care- 
ful about what they propose to state as 
facts, and then go on the air with hur- 
ried interpretation of events that have 
happened, 


POWER OF PRESS AND RADIO 


Mr. President, I have called attention 
to the fact-that it is utterly impossible 
for the gentlemen of the press and of the 
radio who cover events in Washington to 
visit all the committees that are in session 
and all the sessions. They have a dead 
line to meet. They have to give a Story. 
So, without regard to the fine mutations 
of fact and of opinion, they go on the air 
with their eloquent voices, spreading to 
every little hamlet in America a picture 
of what is going on in Washington. 


PUBLIC FORUM OPEN TO ALL 


Ch, Mr. President, I do not resent 
criticism of Congress. I think Congress 
can be kept on its toes only by criticism. 
I do not know any man who has ever 
succeeded in political life who was afraid 
of criticism. If any candidate for the 
Senate or for the other House dreams 
that he can march forward to a victory 
in November without criticism; he is 
utterly and completely unrealisiic. 

However, Mr. Fresident, let it not be 
forgotten that those who are elected to 
the Senate and to the House are those 
who go forth in the face of criticism, who 
“can take it,” and who are elected only 
after they have been subjected in the 
public forum to the most rigid examina- 
tion of their qualifications and abilities. 
If they are elected to the Senate or to 
the other House, and if they do not do 
what some radio commentators or some 
editors think should be done, then I say 
the answer is a challenge to such editors 
and commentators to run for office. Let 
the radio commentators go before the 
people. The door is open. The elections 
will take place next November. Mr. Close 
can run in his district, if he has a district. 
The editor of every newspaper in America 
can run for office. In America there is 
no bar to candidacy, for America is still 
free. They can take before the electorate 
their judgments about what the high 
command should do or should not do, and 
if they are elected to the Senate they can 
come here and tell us how it should be 
done. But until they do that, Mr. Presi- 
dent, until editors and commentators con- 
front the electorate and can convince the 
electorate that they speak with author- 
ity, I think they should earn their thou- 
sands of dollars in a more patriotic way 
than by und g the confidence of 
the people of America in the institutions 
of democracy. That is what is being 
done. 

“PADDING THE COMMUNIQUE 
I was talking about Raymond Gram 


Swing and his meaningless words. Let 
me read what he said: 
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A correspondent abroad— 

Says Mr. Swing— 
or at Washington reads a communiqué. It is 
brief and uses words chosen with high skill 
to convey precisely what is meant to be con- 


veyed. The correspondent sits down to his 
typewriter— 


He is not sitting in a committee, Mr. 
President. He does not have to face the 
give and take of a Senate or House com- 
mittee. He does not have to face the 
give and take of debate upon the floor 
of the Senate or of the House. He is in 
a little cubicle in a radio office, with a 
machine over which come news reports 
written by others. The gentlemen who 
sit in the Senate Press Gallery are the 
men who send out the little dispatches 
which appear upon the ticker and which 
report what this Senator or that Senator 
has said. Then the commentators, from 
the seclusion of their little cubicles, with- 
out contact with the give-and-take field, 
reach their conclusions and spread those 
conclusions far and wide over the radio 
in the manner described by Mr. Raymond 
Gram Swing. 

“PUNCH” ADJECTIVES 

I have read Mr. Swing’s reference to a 
communiqué. I continue to quote him: 

It is brief and uses words chosen with high 
skill to convey precisely what is meant to be 
conveyed. The correspondent sits down to 


his typewriter and expands that communi- 
qué with punct adjectives. 


I am locking at the junior Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. W1L11s], who himself 
is a newspaperman. He knows what 
Raymond Gram Swing meant when he 
used the expression “punch adjectives.” 
Certainly they use an adjective that can 
make a headline. They use an adjective 
that can arouse the emotions of the quiet 
people in the valleys and in the hills who 
are wondering what is happening to their 
governmental system—a punch adjec- 
tive that will arouse their antagonism 
toward the representatives of demccracy 
in Washington. 

Mr, WILLIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield to the Sena- 
tor from Indiana? 

Mr. WILLIS. If the commentator is a 
sufficiently able artist in his work, and if 
he uses enough “punch” adjectives, is it 
not reasonable to conclude that his au- 
dience may become punch drunk? 

UNDERMINING DEMOCRACY 


Mr. O’MAHONEY., Mr. President, Iam 
very glad to have the suggestion of the 
Senator from Indiana. That is exactly 
what is happening; the gentlemen of the 
press and of the radio, who think they 
are defending democracy, are undermin- 
ing the very basis of democracy, because 
they are destroying the faith and con- 
fidence of the people of the United States 
in their elected representatives, and they 
are building the groundwork upon which 
totalitarianism can be reared. 

Ah, Mr. President, when I think of 
some of the strictures which are made 
over the radio and in the press, I wonder 
whether the gentlemen who are busying 
themselves with disseminating such at- 
tacks ever considered how much freedom 
of expression there is in Berlin or in 
Tokyo. There are no radio commentators 
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in Berlin who can get up and “shoot 
punch adjectives” at the representatives 
of the people in the Reichstag or in the 
Parliament or Diet; there are no editors 
anywhere in Germany or in Japan or in 
Italy who can indulge themselves in 
“punch” adjectives, developing contro- 
versy, and undermining the confidence 
of the people in their Government. 


FURNISHING ACTION AND THUNDER 


I am not through, however, with Mr. 
Swing; I am very happy I have the op- 
portunity of quoting this gentleman, 
whose words have always been carefully 
drawn and who has not been guilty of 
any attempt to undermine the system of 
democracy. Let me go back: 

The correspondent sits down to his type- 
writer and expands that communiqué with 
punch adjectives. By the time he has ended 


he often has puffed it up and made it vibrate 
with action and resound with thunder. 


Mr. President, this is not a Senator 
talking; this is not a mere elected repre- 
sentative of the people talking; this is a 
radio. commentator, this is the man who 
was an editor, this is the man who knows 
that by the time the correspondent or 
the commentator has ended— 
he often has puffed it up and made it vibrate 
with action and resound with thunder. He 
too is skillful. He does not fabricate any- 
thing. He just fills in. 

GET A STORY OR LOSE JOB 


Do we not know the art? Ah, Mr. 
President, that art is proper enough in 
times of peace. The Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Lucas] suggests that it is bad 
enough even then. Of course, it is bad 
enough then, but, again, there is the 
deadline to meet; the newspaper goes to 
press at such and such an hour and the 
correspondent must have a story in the 
editor’s hands by that time, or mayhap 
he will lose his job. We do not have any 
deadlines here. We go into committees 
and hold our hearings. If we do not hold 
them fast enough or often enough, of 
course, we are condemned by those who 
want particular hearings to be held. 
They are not regardful of the duties that 
may rest upon the shoulders of Members 
of Congress; but the deadline of the press 
and the radio require that the script be 
written, whether the facts have been 
gathered or not. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. TRU- 
MAN] sits here; he has presided over the 
work of a committee which I dare say 
has been more responsible than has any 
other agency of the Government for the 
improvement in the war effort. He does 
not have any deadline to make; he waits 
until the employees of his committee 
have secured the facts and then he calis 
the witnesses before the committee; the 
witnesses are heard; and all sides are 
given an opportunity to present their 
views; but on the radio and in the edito- 
rial columns are both sides represented? 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Wyoming yield to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri? 

Mr. MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. TRUMAN. I merely wish to say 
to the able and distinguished Senator 
from Wyoming that it is the policy of the 
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committee of which I have the honor to 
be chairman to hold hearings very care- 
fully on every situation that is developed 
before the committee. The testimony 
before the committee is sworn to; the 
reports the committee have endeavured 
to make to the Senate have been based 
entirely on facts sworn to by persons 
who, we believe, know what they are 
talking about. It has always been the 
policy of the committee—and I speak for 
the whole committee, consisting of nine 
able Senators and the chairman—to get 
the facts and then report to the Senate 
what we find and make recommendations 
accordingly. 

I appreciate most highly the compli- 
mentary statement which the distin- 
guished Senator from Wyoming has 
made about the committee; but when we 
cannot function so as to give the Senate 
and the country the facts, with the com- 
ments of the committee and what we be- 
lieve should be done as the facts warrant, 
then I think the committee should cease 
to exist. 

QUESTIONING BRINGS RESULTS 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
since the Senator from Missouri has 
made that comment, let me point out 
that if it had not been for the Truman 
committee and its investigation of syn- 
thetic rubber, we would not be even be- 
ginning to solve that problem. No edi- 
tor, no radio commentator, except per- 
haps Mr. Fulton Lewis, Jr., no executive 
leader was asking the question, Why do 
we not have rubber? ‘The_representa- 
tives of the people in the Senate, through 
the Truman committee, were asking the 
cuestion, “How does it happen that Herr 
Hitler has synthetic rubber an- we do 
not have it?” If it had not been for the 
investigations and reports of the Truman 
committee, and if it had not been for 
the action of Congress, the problem of 
synthetic rubber would be nowhere near 
solution. It is pretty close to solution 
now solely because Members of Congress, 
regardless of editorial writers and radio 
commentators, have been willing to 
stand up and ask questions. 

Now, let me proceed with Mr. Ray- 
mond Gram Swing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr, O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER.. I think it should be 
said, too, that the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, while the late Senator Shep- 
pard was chairman, had before it nu- 
merous executives of rubber companies. 
We had full hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs on the ques- 
tion of the supply of rubber, and those 
hearings were held at least 2 years ago, 
when most of the commentators and 
others were perfectly oblivious to the fact 
that rubber played any part in the war, or 
would play any part in it. The evidence 
taken in those hearings is a matter of 
record. 


EVERY ADVANCE INITIATED IN CONGRESS 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. Oh, Mr. President, 

I am glad the Senator made that com- 

ment. If I were to take the time I could 

show that practically every advance 

which has been made in the war effort 

has been initiated in the Congress, from 
LXXXVII——419 
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the time the Selective Service Act was 
passed upon the recommendation of the 
Members of the House and Senate with- 
out the recommendation of the War De- 
partment. If it had not been for the 
Congress of the United States we would 
not now have the Army which we have. 

I was talking about “punch” adjectives 
and the way the radio commentator fills 


in. 
RADIO PROGRAMS INFLUENCED 


Mr, President, let us bear in mind that 
the Columbia Broadcasting Co. and the 
Radio Corporation of America are in 
business. They must make an income. 
I am in favor of that; Iam glad that they 
do make an income; but let it be remem- 
bered that practically every comment 
which comes over the ether each night 
is paid for by some advertising agency. 
It may be Planter’s Peanuts or it may be 
Kreml to put on the hair. It may be some 
tobacco; it may be Carter’s Little Liver 
Pills. The manufacturers of these and 
other commodities are the ones who hire 
the commentators who send the word out 
to the country about how the President 
and the Congress are carrying on the 
war. They are the ones who use the 
“punch” adjectives. They are the ones 
who take the communiqués and fill them 
in. To what purpose? Mr. President, do 
not take my word. Take the word of 
Raymond Gram Swing. He is talking 
about the commentator. He does not 
fabricate anything. He merely fills in, 
but by the time what he has written reg- 
isters on the reader’s or the listener’s 
mind the effect is altogether different 
from what it would be if the communi- 
qué in its original form had been read or 
heard. 


EVEN MILITARY SOMETIMES WRONG 


Mr. President, I have seen editorials in 
newspapers and magazines condemning 
the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs of the House because in a 
recent statement he said that in his opin- 
ion the war might be over this year or 
next year. That statement has been 
played upon from coast to coast as an 
example of a Congressman telling his 
people something that would soothe their 
minds in the hope that he could be re- 
elected. However, Mr. President, in the 
Christian Science Monitor 3 days ago I 
read a report from Washington quoting 
Capt. Randolph Churchill, the son of the 
British Prime Minister, who said in an 
interview, if he was correctly quoted, and 
I think he was, that if we were lucky we 
would be through the war this year, and 
next year in any event—if we were lucky. 

We know, Mr. President, that there are 
military observers who say and who en- 
tertain the hope that the Russian reserves 
have not yet been thrown into the battle. 
We know that there are some military 
commentators who, while perhaps they 
are engaging in wishful thinking, hope 
that the Russian reserves may be able to 
crash in on the left flank of the Germans 
from Voronezh. We know that the Rus- 
sians are holding there. There is no 
doubt about that. We know that their 
reserves have not been hurled into the 
conflict. 

But why all this clamor? Perhaps 
the Representative from Kentucky was 
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wrong. He may have made a mistake. 
However, Mr. President, military officers 
have made mistakes. There was a tre- 
mendous mistake made at Pearl Harbor. 
There was a mistake made in the Philip- 
pines, and although the Congress of the 
United States had provided airplanes for 
the Philippines, the airplanes were not 
available. 
WARNING AGAINST DISUNITY 


It is so easy to say that a man who sub- 
mits himself to the electorate is selfish 
and cheap, a chiseler, a person who for- 
gets patriotism because he is looking for 
votes. Oh, Mr. President, the War De- 
partment last week gave out a release 
sketching a story vhich it has sent to 
our boys overseas, the boys who are as- 
sembled in Ireland awaiting the day when 
perhaps the second front may ke opened. 
In this memorandum, which has been ad- 
dressed to our soldiers, the War Depart- 
ment said: 

Do not utter any word that will create dis- 
unity. Remember that you are now asso- 
ciated with allies who do not understand your 
way of thinking. 


I remember reading yesterday a story 
dealing with this subject. It was a story 
about the manner in which the British 
view a contest in sports, According to 
this story, if a cricketer in England 
misses a ball which was hit directly at 
him the chances are that those who are 
witnessing the event will clap their hands 
and shout “Good try, old boy.” But in 
America the ery is, according to the story 
said, “Take the bum out.” We know that 
to be the fact. We ate accustomed to 
more frank expression in America. Let 
them indulge in all the frank expression 
they want to concerning the Members 
of Congress, but when we remember that 
we are in a war upon the outcome of 
which depends every single thing in 
America, let us remember that we should 
get the facts before we indulge in an easy 
method of condemnation. 


EASY TO “CRASH” HEADLINES 


Mr. President, how simple it would be 
for me to stand upon this floor, if I should 
wish to do so, and make a cresh headline 
in every newspaper in ihe United States 
by indulging in practices resorted to by 
editors and commentators. 

A story is always 4 conflict. We have 
observed: Members of Congress—fortu- 
nately their number is very small—who 
were willing to stand upon the floor and 
indulge themselyes in their constitutional 
immunity and make personal attacks 
upon the Executive and various depart- 
ments. However, 99 percent of the Mem- 
bers of Congress do not do that. They 
go into committee meetings and then 
come upon the floor and express their be- 
liefs about the issues which are before 
the country. 

While I was talking here I remembered 
that last midnight, just before I turned 
off the light and went to sleep, I was 
reading the Saturday Evening Post, and 
my attention was directed to a story by 
Bill Werber, as told to Harold Parrott. 
Of course, that in itself is a story. Bill 
Werber did not write the story entitled 
“Ballplayer Boos Back.” It was written 
by Harold Parrott. Too much of the in- 
formation which goes out to the country 
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today goes out under names other than 
those of the authors. However, in the 
Ballplayer Boos Back I find this sub- 
heading: 

Umpires? Inefficient. Fans? Unfair. 
Sports writers? Uninformed—says this vet- 
eran of 14 big-league seasons. 


Bill Werber, who is a third baseman, 
lives in the spotlight. and in the story re- 
ferred to he was teliing why sometimes 
the ballplayer does not like criticism. 


PARLIAMENTARY SYSTEM ENDANGERED 


But for the most part, Mr. President, 
Members of Congress, who also live in the 
spotlight, do not resent criticism. There 
has never been a time, so long as I have 
known anything about Congress, when 
history does not tell us that Members of 
Congress were denounced as being pusil- 
lanimous, incompetent, and unpatriotic. 
A reading of the history of the past, back 
as far as Thomas Jefferson’s day, down 
through the Civil War, through the 
Spanish-American War, and down to 
this hour, will disclose such denunciation 
of Members of Congress. 

A Member of the Senate said to me the 
other day, “You cannot defend Con- 
gress.” I would not undertake to defend 
Congress, Mr. President, if it were not for 
the fact that in this hour the parlia- 
mentary system is in danger. If thr 
radio commentators and the editors of 
America destroy the confidence of the 
people of the United States in the integ- 
rity and patriotism of their Members in 
Congress, then I say to the Senate that 
what has happened in Germany, what 
has happened in Italy, what has hap- 
pened in France, will happen here. We 
stand here only by reason of the confi- 
dence of the people—by reason of noth- 
ing else. If the people lose confidence in 
our ability to speak the truth as God 
gives us to see the truth, then, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I say we will be going out, and if 
the Congress goes out, what will take its 
place? Some form of totalitarianism. 

FREEDOM OR DICTATORSHIP SOLE ISSUE 


In the New York Times magazine of 
yesterday there was an article by Nicho- 
las Murray Butler, president of Columbia 
University, an able man who has sup- 
ported the foreign policy of the President 
without any reservation whatsoever. 
Dr. Butler said in this article that the 
difference between the Republican and 
the Democratic Parties had disap- 
peared—it has disappeared—and that 
the only thing left is the issue between 
democracy ang totalitarianism; that is 
to say, between government by the peo- 
ple and government by those who seize 
power because it is of interest to them to 
keep it. 

CONGRESS LEADING WAR EFFORT 


Mr. President, there is not a Member 
on the Senate floor, there is not a person 
* in the galleries, there is not a radio com- 
mentator, who does not know that 
throughout the process of the prepara- 
tion for this war Congress has been ahead 
of the executive departments. The 
President, because he could do nothing 
else, called the O. P. M. into existence, 
but we know that the Office of Produc- 
tion Management was guided by the 
thoughts and concerns of its leaders, who 
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were thinking about big business. Does 
any Senator doubt it? Well, what is the 
story about steel? What is the story 
about rubber? What is the story about 
aluminum? What is the story about 
preparation for the war? What is the 
story about cartels? What is the story 
about the combinations of great business 
enterprises in the United States with the 
great enterprises of Germany? If it had 
not been for what has been said upon the 
floor of the Senate and in the committees 
we would now be naked to our enemies, 
Of that there can be no doubt, 
MISLEADING HEADLINES 


Just a few days ago, ifr. President, I 
picked up the New York Times for July 
24, 1942, and these are the headlines I 
found in it: 

Ten percent rise is urged in steel capacity. 

War Production Board’s iron and steel 
branch would add 9,710,000 tons to potential 
ingot total. 


That would seem to carry a very hope- 
ful message to the people, would it not, 
that the War Production Board was try- 
ing to increase the output of steel? I 
sent for the report. It is necessary only 
to look at the first page of the report to 
see that the headlines are altogether and 
completely unjustified. 

WHY NOT GIVE FACTS? 


Mr. President, we know that we cannot 
open a second front in Europe unless we 
build a bridge of boats to Europe. We 
know that the German submarines are 
sinking more boats every day than all the 
United Nations can build. We know that 
unless boats are built there can be no 
second front. We know that the Mari- 
time Commission last week canceled a 
contract for the building of boats be- 
cause there was not available sufficient 
steel, and the New York Times publishes 
to its readers a story with the heading 
that 10 percent increase was recom- 
mended. Mr. President, the recommen- 
dation was not for an increase, but for a 
decrease. What radio commentator is 
telling that to his auditors? What news- 
paper editor, finding it easy to say, “Oh, 
these politicians are just running for 
office and building their fences,” has told 
that to his readers? 

Mr. President, some of the newspapers 
are getting the advertisements from the 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation and from 
the United States Stee] Corporation. I 
do not charge that those advertisements 
becloud their minds, or that they con- 
scientiously refuse to tell the facts. All 
I know is that they do not tell the facts. 
These are the facts: The report, upon 
which the New York Times story was 
based, shows on the very first page that 
the production of coke, by this recom- 
mendation, is reduced 24 percent below 
the recommendations of the S. P. A. B. on 
September 30, 1941. 

Is that the way to win the war? What 
radio commentator is talking about that? 
Oh, it is so much easier to say that the 
Committee on Military Affairs has been 
allowed $3,000 by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate to look into the conditions at 
the Aleutian Islands. It is so much easier 
to make a victim of a Member of the 
Senate who happens to be running for 
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reelection than it is to tell the truth 
about the steel program upon which vic- 
tory for democracy depends. 

Pig iron recommended for deferment, 
21 percent. That is a decrease from the 
recommendations of S. P. A. B. 

Open-hearth production of ingots, de- 
crease 12 percent. 

There is the story, Mr. President, at 
the very moment when the facts which 
stare us in the face are that we do not 
have steel enough to build the ships 
which we must have to open a second 
front, we do not have steel enough to 
build the locomotives and the freight 
cars necessary to transport the men who 
will fight upon the second front, and 
the munitions; we do not have steel 
enough to build the compressors neces- 
sary to make aviation gasoline to carry 
the long-range bombers to Tokyo. We 
do not have steel enough to do the job 
that is ours, and yet the press carries 
the very optimistic but mistaken report 
that a 10-percent increase has been au- 
thorized. 


PRODUCTION MUST BE “ALL-OUT” 


Mr. President, I could spend the entire 
afternoon going down the list of one 
thing after another to show how we have 
failed to make an all-out effort in this 
war. If we are to win this war, we must 
realize that it is a total war, which means 
a war in which all the productive capacity 
of all the people of America will be re- 
quired. 

Are we conducting it in that way? Not 
at all. We are rationing our war produc- 
tion. We are not producing enough 
food. We are not producing enough cop- 
per. We are not producing enough 
chrome. We are not producing enough 
steel. Already in the manufacture of air- 
planes we are using substitutes. We 
know that if we are to build a long-range 
bomber we must have an engine which 
will not grow tired before the 5,000-mile 
trip has been completed; but because we 
have not produced enough of the ma- 
terials which we have, the War Depart- 
ment and the Navy Department are now 
using substitutes, and the radio and the 
press have the effrontery in this crisis of 
democracy to send out word that it is the 
Congress which is to blame for this lack. 

Mr. President, I remember very well 
when the late Senator Alva B. Adams, of 
Colorado, stood on this floor more than a 
year ago and said, with respect to sugar, 
“If we do not produce our own sugar, the 
shipping facilities from the Philippines 
and from Latin America will cut us 
down.” He convinced the Senate, and a 
bill was passed in the Senate to encourage 
the production of sugar in the United 
States, but it was killed in the other 
House. Now, Mr. President, if anybody 
dares talk about sugar, the metropolitan 
press rises to cry “Selfishness. Members 
of Congress from Illinois, Iowa, Michi- 
gan, Wyoming, and Colorado who talk 
about sugar are talking only about get- 
ting something for their constituents.” 

Mr. President, we were talking about 
getting something for the people of the 
United States; and we were talking upon 
the basis of the facts of the last war. 
However, the radio commentators and 
editors who do not have the time to read 
the facts represent Congress to the peo- 
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ple of the United States as merely a con- 
glomeration of petty politicians seeking 
to serve special interests. 

What about the production of ore? 
We pointed out in exactly the same way 
that the lack of shipping would make it 
impossible to secure the high-grade baux- 
ite of Dutch Guiana with which to make 
the airplanes to enable us to carry on 
this war. The time has come. Now we 
must use low-grade bauxite; but the de- 
velopment has been very slow. Every 
scientist will advise us that the light 
metals—aluminum, magnesium, and 
others—will tell the story of the future. 
Are we developing them? Not at all. 
The War Production Board is now upon a 
rationed basis. The order has gone forth 
that we shall not build any facility which 
cannot be completed by July 1, 1943, and 
that we must do what we can with what 
we have. 

MUST FORGET HEADLINES 

Is that the way to win the war? Is 
that the way for radio commentators and 
editors to help America win the war and 
be the arsenal of democracy? Obviously, 
Mr. President, it is only necessary to ask 
the question to get the answer. 

Let us put an end to all this talk of 
disunity. Let us forget the headlines. 
Let us forget the “punch” adjectives. Let 
us forget the filling-in of stories. Let us 
get the facts. Let us find out why we 
cannot use the undeveloped resources of 
America to win the war. 

Mr, President, if we do not win this 
war there will be no freedom for us in 
America or for mankind anywhere upon 
the globe for a thousand years. The Japs 
have invaded Malaya and the Dutch East 
Indies, They have taken the tin and oil. 
Hitler is now hammering at the gates of 
the Caucasus in his effort to obtain the 
manganese and the oil of Russia. If he 
gets them, the war will not be won for 10 
years, and mankind will have to go 
through a tragedy such as it has never 
experienced, 

NO TIME TO UNDERMINE DEMOCRACY 


Mr. President, this is no time for those 
who comment upon the national scene 
to spend their genius in undermining 
democracy. Of course the Congress is 
not perfect. We are not supermen. We 
are full of mistakes. We have our limi- 
tations. But I have no hesitation in say- 
ing that I know of no Member of the 
Senate or of the other House who would 
pp gladly sacrifice himself to win this 

ar, I know of no Member of Congress 
who is putting his political fortunes 
ahead of his country. It makes no dif- 
ference who wins in this election. Who- 
ever wins, the Congress which comes 
back here next January will be no dif- 
ferent from the Congress which is here 
now. 

Mr. PEPPER Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. Unfortunately, aisttao- 
tions which I have regretted have pre- 
vented me from hearing the major part 
of the eloquent and able address of the 
Senator from Wyoming. I am not sure, 
but I obtained the impression that a part 
of the purport of his remarks was to dis- 
prove the possibility, from a physical 
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point of view, of opening up a second 
front. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. PEPPER. I did not wish to gain 
any such impression. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator has an 
utterly and completely erroneous impres- 
sion. 

Mr. PEPPER. I thought the Senator 
said that we do not have enough steel to 
make the instruments of war. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I know that the 
reason we have not opened up a second 
front before this is because we have not 
had the ships to supply the Army. It is 
that fear which kas deterred our military 
expedition. 

HAVE FAILED TO DEVELOP OUR RAW MATERIALS 


Mr. PEPPER. In the opinion of the 
able Senator, what causes the shortage 
of ships? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Failure of the Gov- 
ernment to order an all-out development 
of American raw materials. 

Mr. PEPPER. Is the shortage one of 
labor or of materials? As I understand, 
in the opinion of the Senator it is a short- 
age of materials. 

Mr, O’MAHONEY. Exactly. 

Mr. PEPPER. What shortage of ma- 
terials does the Senator deem most 
acute? 
ae O'’MAHONEY. The shortage of 
steel, 

Mr. PEPPER. What part of steel? Is 
it the iron ore, or is it the scrap? 


AMERICA HAS PLENTY OF IRON ORE 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. We have plenty of 
iron ore. We have iron ore in America 
which is not being touched. It is not be- 
ing touched because those who have been 
in charge of the development program 
are not willing to have competition in 
the production of steel after the war. 

Mr. PEPPER. Does the Senator mean 
by that to suggest that the shortage in 
steel is primarily attributable to a short- 
age of iron ore? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. No, It is merely a 
shortage in the program of develop- 
ment. 

Mr. PEPPER. I was wondering if per- 
haps the Senator thought that a shortage 
of scrap or used steel was the occasion 
for the steel shortage. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. With respect to 
steel and iron, we are doing precisely 
what we were doing with respect to rub- 
ber. We are engaging in a scrap collec- 
tion campaign which is unnecessary. If 
we had proceeded with the manufacture 
of synthetic rubber years ago, we should 
not now be indulging in the collection of 
elastic bands, hot-water bottles, and worn 
tires in order to fight the war. Likewise, 
if we had undertaken to develop the iron 
ore of America, we should not now be en- 
gaging in an all-out effort to collect scrap. 

Mr. PEPPER. Of course, we all admit 
that that is one of the “ifs.” That is a 
tragic part of a tragic history. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. There is no “if” 
about it. We have not tried it. 

Mr. PEPPER. Of course, condemna- 
tion of the past does not solve the chal- 
lenge of the future. 

Mr. O’'MAHONEY. Not at all. 

Mr. PEPPER. What I am thinking 
about—and I am sure that is what is 
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primarily in the Senator’s mind—is what 
can and should be done now to provide 
materials which are essential to our tak- 
ing the offensive effectively. If the 
shortage of steel is responsible for closing 
down big shipyards which could turn out 
a ship a day, and for our not having the 
ships to carry men and equipment to 
lodge effectively a second front in action, 
and if other war materials are not being 
produced because we have not the steel, 
and the shortage of steel is attributable, 
as I have understood, to a shortage of 
scrap, why is not the Government, which 
has perhaps from now until the coming 
of winter in which to lose or win the war, 
commandeering every bit of scrap in the 
United States, in automobiles and in un- 
used machinery, regardless of the cost, 
thinking only of the availability of the 
essential element of necessary steel? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia. 

Mr. KILGORE. It is not scrap short- 
age, and it is not ore shortage. It is 
shortage of the facilities necessary to re- 
a the scrap and the ore to workable 
steel. . 

Mr. PEPPER. What is necessary for 
the construction of those facilities? 


THE SPONGE IRON PROCESS 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. Let me tell the 
Senator what I have in mind. I shall 
tell him something I have not yet inves- 
tigated, but I think it is worthy of com- 
ment because it may produce an investi- 
gation. I have talked about the sponge- 
iron process. Men who have represented 
themselves to me as being competent 
steel men have told me that steel can be 
produced from iron ore without the use 
of coke. Ccke is obtainable in only cer- 
tain locations, and thereby a bottleneck 
is created. If we can produce steel only 
where coke is obtainable, obviously there 
is a limitation upon steel production. 
The representation which was made to 
me was that steel can be produced with- 
out coke, by the use of natural gas and 
by the use of ordinary coal. So I began 
to ask the question, “Why not?” I wrote 
to the officials of a certain company and 
asked them, “Why not?” I received an 
answer that the National Academy of 
Sciences had held that the sponge-iron 
process was not feasible. My question 
was, “Has there been a report?” The 
reply was, “Yes; there has been a report.” 
I asked, “Who wrote the report?” 


BUREAU OF MINES APPROVES 


In the first place, let it be borne in 
mind that the United States Bureau of 
Mines told me that the sponge-iron proc- 
ess was a feasible process. The Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences reported that 
the process was not feasible. I asked 
whose name was attached to the report. 
The answer was that the name attached 
was that of Mr. Clyde Williams, but that 
the actual report was written by Mr. Wil- 
liam A, Haven. The question is, Who is 
Mr. Haven? Mr. William A. Haven is 
vice president of Arthur G. McKee & Co. 
Who is Arthur G. McKee & Co? Manu- 
facturers and builders of blast furnaces. 
So the vice president of a company which 
would suffer competition frora the use of 
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the sponge-iron process was the author, 
it is reported to me, of the report in 
which the National Academy of Sciences 
says, in opposition to the United States 
Bureau of Mines, “the sponge-iron proc- 
ess is not feasible.” 

BLAST FURNACE INTERESTS OPPOSE 


That is not all, Mr. President; for 
I find that Arthur G. McKee & Co. re- 
ceived from the Export-Import Bank a 
Ioan of $20,000,000 with which to con- 
struct a $36,000,000 iron-ore blast-furnace 
plant near Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. So the 
raw iron ore of the United States which 
does not have to be transported in any 
ship or in any airplane is not being 
utilized because Mr. Haven wrote a re- 
port that the sponge-iron process was not 
feasible; and Mr. Haven is the vice pres- 
ident of a company which is building in 
Brazil an iron-ore blast-furnace plant, 
the products of which, because of the ship 
sinkings, cannot be brought. to America 
to be fashioned into implements of war. 
We do not have enough steel, not only 
not enough to build ships, locomotives, 
and freight cars, but not enough to build 
guns and tanks; and still the condemna- 
tion falls upon the Congress. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from. Florida. 

Mr. PEPPER. I do not suppose my 
friend intends to exempt the Congress 
from ultimate responsibility for what has 
or has not been done. Either Congress 
has to admit that it is an emasculated 
mummy or else it has to admit that the 
passage of a law has no influence upon 
the American Government. In this 
country there have been many good in- 
dividual ideas and many conscientious 
committee members and committees; but 
if something which should be done is not 
being done, the machinery for passing 
bills exists in this body and in our sister 
body across the Capitol; and if we pass 
a bill ordering something to be done and 
if the President vetoes it, then the people 
¿f the country will know that it is not 
the fault of the Congress, but the re- 
sponsibility of the President. 

Mr. OMAHONEY. The other day we 
passed a bill providing for the use of 
grain with which to make rubber. 

Mr. PEPPER. Very well. If we pass 
the bill and the President vetoes it, then 
the President will assume the responsi- 
bility. If we pass the bill and the Presi- 
dent signs it, and it becomes the law of 
the land, and if someone disobeys it, then 
we shall know where the fault lies. How- 
ever, let us not get too holy or too right- 
eous about our own virtue unless there 
has been some respect in which we have 
spoken and someone else has blocked our 
action or has thwarted it by noncom- 
pliance. 

Mr. OMAHONEY, I am rather af a 
loss to know exactly what the Senator 
from Plorida is attempting to do, whether 
the Senator from Florida is attempting 
to join with the radio commentators and 
the newspaper editors who make it a 
point to condemn Congress without 
facis—and the Senator confessedly comes 
into the Chamber without having heard 
half of my speech, and undertakes to pass 
judgment upon it—or whether he is urg- 
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ing that the Congress take more power 
into its own hands. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am not. Iam simply 
asserting that the Constitution of the 
United States vests the legislative power 
in a Senate and a House of Representa- 
tives, and it vests in the President of the 
United States the power and the duty to 
make recommendations, and gives to him 
the power to veto bills. Unless we have 
spoken in our own constitutional way and 
have been thwarted, we are as much the 
subject. of denunciation for delinquency 
as is anyone else. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
say that the Congress of the United States 
has spoken in its constitutional way. For 
example, it has appropriated every single 
dollar that anyone imagined could be used 
for the building of airplanes, and yet no 
one can say what is happening to fhe 
planes. 

Mr. PEPPER. Cannot we find out? 


PLANES NOT BUILT ON SENATE FLOOR 


Mr. MAHONEY. I ask the Senator 
to wait a moment. He has asked me for 
an answer, and I shall give it to him. 

Aviators returning from the front are 
being quoted in the daily newspapers as 
saying that the United States does not 
have a plane to compete with the Japa- 
nese Zero plane, and Congress is blamed 
for that. The Congress of the United 
States cannot build an airplane. We can- 
not make the assembly line here upon 
the floor. We give the authority to the 
War Department and the Navy Depart- 
ment, and the record of the Appropria- 
tions Committee will show that year after 
year the members of that committee have 
said to the representatives of the War 
Department and to the representatives of 
the Navy Department, “Will this sum en- 
able you to give us the very best that we 
should have?” 

I see the junior Senator from New 
Mexico here. The Senator serves upon 
the Appropriations Committee. Iam sure 
he will bear me out in the statement that 
the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Tuomas], the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee on military appropriations, has re- 
peatedly asked the representatives of the 
War Department, “Are we giving you 
sufficient money with which to build the 
airplanes that are necessary to win this 
war?” 

Mr, CHAVEZ. Mr. Presidenft—— 

Mr, O’MAHONEY. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from New Mexico. 

. CHAVEZ. If the Senator from 
Wyoming will bear with me, let me re- 
peat that the senior Senator from Okla- 
homa, the chairman of the subcommit- 
tee on appropriations for the War De- 
partment, repeatedly has said to repre- 
sentatives of the War Department, “For- 
get all about the Bureau of the Budget 
or Budget Bureau recommendations. 
Tell us what you need, and we shall pro- 
vide for it.” : 

I think the Senator from Wyoming will 
bear that out. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. There is no ques- 
tion about it. : 

Mr. President, if we do not have air- 
planes which are competent to meet the 
Japanese Zero plane, the fault lies not 
with the Congress. It lies with the Navy 
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Department and with the War Depart- 

ment, who have not yet gotten together 

regarding what should be done to win 
war. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. PEPPER. It will be admitted by 
all, I think, that the primary responsi- 
bility for the enforcement of laws and 
the administration thereof rests in the 
President of the United States and in his 
subordinates; and for a reasonable length 
of time any failure on the part of the ad- 
ministrative branch of the Government 
would be the responsibility of that part 
of the Government alone, because the 
Congress would naturally be willing to 
give a fair opportunity to enable the ad- 
ministrative branches of the Government 
to carry out the legislation the Congress 
enacts; but, if a length of time elapses, 
or if things occur which indicate to the 
Congress that its purposes and its stat- 
utes are not being carried out, and we 
acquiesce in it, then we become particéps 
criminis. 

Mr. OMAHONEY. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Florida and I went on the 
radio—I think it was last April—and we 
were: preaching the same doctrine, In 
that radio discussion we said that the 
Price Control Act was defective; we said 
that we were failing because we were not 
taking into consideration all the factors 
which make for inflation. The Senator 
from Florida and I were in perfect agree- 
ment that there ought to be a legislative 
control of wages. 

Mr. PEPPER. I will say, so far as the 
Senator from Florida is concerned, that 
we still are in agreement. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
there has not been a time from that day 
down to this hour that I have not re- 
asserted my belief that we cannot stop 
inflation until we control wages and 
hours and profits and all other factors 
that go into the cost of production. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr, President, the able 
Senator is exactly right; he has been not 
only a pioneer but a persistent pioneer 
in that field; but the virtue of the able 
Senator from Wyoming in that respect 
does not attach to the whole membership 
of the two Houses of Congress. If the 
Congress desired the price-control sys- 
tem to be more perfect than it is, then 
I assume Congress would pass a more 
perfect law, but, acquiescing in the one 
that exists, I suppose indicates th- senti- 
ment of the Congress that the present 
one is good enough for the time being. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Oh, Mr. President, 
that is not correct at all. The Senator 
from Florida is not so naive as to be de- 
ceived by any such statement if it were 
made by anyone but himself. The fact 
of the matter is that we all know that 
the legislative body is merely the forum 
in which the Executive can report his 
policies and receive approval or disap- 
proval. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I will 
say that, unhappily, it too often is. 

BRITAIN’S SYSTEM AND OUR OWN 
Mr. O’MAHONEY. I agree with the 


Senator. Now, let us forget the scene 
in America for a moment and turn to 
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Great Britain, so that we may have an 
illustration that is altogether impersonal. 
The executive arm of the Government of 
Great Britain will carry out its policies 
so long as it has the confidence of the 
Parliament, but if the executive adopts 
a policy which lacks the confidence of 
the Parliament, and the Parliament says, 
“No,” then the executive resigns, and, in 
Great Britain, there comes into power a 
new executive who goes along with the 
Parliament. 

Here in the United States, however— 
and I say this without any thought of 
criticism—under our constitutional sys- 
tem, we elect a President for a given term 
of 4 years; the Congress may defeat the 
President; but he must not resign; he 
should not resign. The Congress, how- 
ever, has no way of enforcing its will 
upon the Executive except by passing a 
measure over the veto of the President. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Wyoming yield to the Sen- 
ator from Florida? 

Mr. MAHONEY. I shall yield in a 
moment. 

In a great crisis of this kind I can con- 
ceive Members of Congress setting aside 
their convictions rather than voting to 
override the President of the United 
States. Let me give an example. I feel 
that the War Production Board has been 
very lax in its failure to produce syn- 
thetic rubber; I feel that the action of the 
Gillette committee in recommending to 
the Senate that the huge quantity of un- 
used grain should be used to manufacture 
synthetic rubber was a wise action; but I 
can understand why the President might 
feel that to set up a separate and distinct 
body to undertake the work of using grain 
for the manufacture of synthetic rubber 
might not be in the best interest of the 
war effort, because, if ever there was a 
true statement to be made it is that in 
a war we have got to have action, and it 
is more important to have action than 
it is to have debate. - I can understand 
very readily that Members of the Senate 
and of the House of Representatives who 
voted for the bill creating the separate 
institution to use grain from which to 
produce synthetic rubber might be very 
strongly disinclined to vote to enact the 
law over the veto of the President, be- 
cause they would not want to go contrary 
to his wishes in a great crisis. That, 
however, does not change the situation in 
any respect, and it does not relieve us of 
the responsibility of doing what I am 
doing here today, nor the Senator from 
Florida from doing what he did with me 
on the radio last April when he urged 
that we have an “all out” price control; 
but certainly the Senator will realize, 
when he remembers what has happened, 
that the leadership in the Senate and in 
the other House goes to the White House 
not to ask whether the White House is 
willing to accept the rule of Congress, 
but to ask the White House what the 
Executive wants the Congress to do. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Wyoming yield to the Sen- 
ator from Florida? 
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Mr, O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I have much sympathy 
with the inferences to be deduced from 
the able Senator’s remarks, but I should 
like to suggest, for his consideration and 
that of others who may be interested, 
the query as to whether or not the Con- 
gress will ever become, particularly in an 
emergency, the effective cooperating 
agency the crisis demands, unless we 
somewhat vary the machinery of the 
two Houses of Congress so as more ef- 
fectively to meet the situation. By that 
I mean, that as the Houses of Congress 
are organized, there is a leader chosen 
from each of the major parties who 
has, so far as I know, no constitutional 
status; then there are the separate com- 
mittees of each of the Houses, the func- 
tions of each of which are rather narrow 
in scope and rather clearly demarked in 
character. That is the only collective 
responsibility there is, so far as I know, 
except an informal and unconstitutional 
steering committee which each of the 
major parties has. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. A steering com- 
mittee which never meets. 

Mr. PEPPER. Itis obvious, from that 
review of the way the bodies of the Con- 
gress are organized, that they are not 
collectively prepared to meet these gen- 
eral problems. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Oh, Mr. President, 
the Senator is utterly and completely 
wrong. Let me say, while on this sub- 
Ject—— 

Mr. PEPPER. If the Senator will let 
me finish the statement he certainly will 
have an opportunity to reply to it. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I want to answer 
the Senator now, and then I will yield 
further to h'm. 

Mr. PEPPER. The Senator did not 
hear the completion of the statement. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. The Senator com- 
pleted his sentence. I said a little while 
ago—— 

Mr. PEPPER. It is a paragraph and 
not a sentence that I wanted the Senator 
to answer. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Oh, yes; the Sena- 
tor indulges in many paragraphs. I said 
a little while ago, in the course of this 
discussion, which is now prolonged far 
beyond my imagination at the time I 
took the floor, that it was the Congress 
of the United States who took the initia- 
tive in passing the selective-service law. 
If it had not been for the Congress of the 
United States, we would not now have 
our Army practically trained, an army 
of some 3,000,000 men. If we had been 
dependent upon the War Department in- 
stead of upon the Congress, we would not 
today be as ready as we are. But that is 
not all. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield at that point? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. I should like to interject 
merely one observation. As everyone 
knows, the selective-service law was 
passed during a campaign year, so that, 
insofar as the Congress was concerned at 
that time, politics had little or nothing to 
do with the passage in peacetime of the 
selective-service law, which, from a po- 
litical angle, was perhaps the most seri- 
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his votes on his political fortunes would 
have to consider. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I am very happy 
the Senator has made that observation. 
The thought had occurred to me. It 
illustrates exactly the point I have at- 
tempted to make. The great majority 
of the Members of Congress are willing 
to vote themselves out of this body if 
they believe it is necessary to do so in 
order to carry out their convictions. 

Oh, Mr. President, I say that no man 
can successfully compete in the political 
arena unless he is willing to stand upon 
the public platform and express his hon- 
est convictions and stand or fall by them. 
Over and over again I have seen that 
illustrated, and I have stated repeatedly 
that the people of the country would 
rather vote for a man with whom they 
disagreed, so long as they know he is 
expressing his honest convictions, than to 
vote for a man who merely “yes, yesses” 
what he conceives to be the opinion of the 
electorate. 

I was making a radio talk upon the 
matter of congressional activity on June 
18 last, 2 months after the Senator from 
Florida and I had urged an all-out anti- 
inflation program, which, by the way, 
we do not have, not because there is not 
sentiment tor it in Congress, but because 
there is not sentiment for it on the part 
of the’Executive. 

Mr. PEPPER. Does the Senator mean 
to imply that there is any lack of con- 
stitutional authority in the Congress, or 
lack of desire to perform its duty, be- 
cause the Executive might not happen 
to favor what might be proposed? 

Mr, OMAHONEY. Not at all. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am afraid there is a 
nonsequitur there in my mind. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Oh, no; I have just 
finished saying to the Senator that many 
Members of the Congress, like many 
members of the public, will put aside 
their own judgment rather than enter 
into a conflict with the Executive, be- 
cause it is more important, particularly 
in time of war, that we preserve unity 
rather than that we dissipate our efforts 
in debate over matters which may not 
be particularly essential. That happens 
day after day. 

Let us take the price-control bill as 
an example. When that bill was before 
the Senate, for the sole reason that the 
bill, which was defended before the 
Banking and Currency Committee by 
Leon Henderson, made no effort to con- 
trol wages, I offered an amendment the 
purpose of which was to attach farm 
prices to wages, in the belief that thus 
we could get unity of action, and that 
farm prices would hold down wages and 
that wages would hold down farm prices, 
because I recognized that the money 
which is being spent in this war for food 
upon the one hand and for munitions 
upon the other is money which is ob- 
tained by the Government through bor- 
rowings. 

I know, as everyone else who has 
given any thought whatsoever to the 
question of inflation knows, that the 
most effective instrument for putting 
prices up is unlimited borrowing by the 
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Government. So I sought to put a brake 
on inflation, The Senate went along, 
and I think the Senator from Florida 
voted for the amendment. But it was 
fought from the day it passed the Sen- 
ate, in the conference, by all the repre- 
sentatives of the Executive, because they 
were of the opinion that it would be pos- 
sible to carry out a selective price con- 
trol system, a system which would deal 
solely with the consumer, and would pay 
no attention to the producer. Yet if we 
know anything, we know that the war 
will be won by production, and not by 
consumption. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. OMAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I shall have to leave the 
Chamber shortly, and I should like to 
make a very brief statement, then I shall 
not interrupt the Senator further. 

What I meant a moment ago, when I 
spoke about the limitations of the pres- 
ent organization of the two bodies of the 
Congress is that we might have in each 
body, provided in such way as the bodies 
might determine to be best, a small com- 
mittee, whether it be the leaders of the 
two major parties, together with the 
chairmen of the several committees of 
the two bodies, which I think might be 
an excellent suggestion, or however the 
personnel and constitution of the com- 
mittee might be selected. My individual 
and humble belief is that if there were 
such a functioning committee, represent- 
ing in this body the Senate and the Sen- 
ators, and that committee met, we will 
say, with the Vice President, or the Presi- 
dent pro tempore, and the leader of the 
majority and the leader of the minority 
parties, and, say, once a week sat down 
and reviewed, in the light of what had 
happened in the conduct of the war, what 
had been done in the way of enacting 
legislation recommended by the admin- 
istrative bodies, that committee, with 
such assistance as it might select, could 
then discover the shortcomings and see 
where the loopholes were and where the 
failures of administration lay. Such a 
committee, representing the whole Sen- 
ate, and seeing the whole situation in 
perspective, could recommend legislation 
which might be desirable, which might 
first clear the general committee, and 
then go to the particular committees 
which would normally consider the par- 
ticular type of legislation. 

I do not refer now to a committee to 
have anything to do with the adminis- 
trative agencies, but I mean a committee 
of the Senate, a war committee of the 
Senate and a war committee of the 
House, nonpartisan in constitution. I be- 
lieve that would constitute a streamlining 
of the Congress which would make our 
action here more effective than it is, 
when the responsibility lies only on the 
leader of the majority party or upon the 
initiative of some interested Senator, ex- 
cept in the rare case when a committee 
initiates legislation, without any bill be- 
ing referred to it. 

I thank the Senator for his indulgence 
and for allowing me to make this sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. OMAHONEY. Iam glad the able 
Senator from Florida made that state- 
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ment. I think there is a great deal to 
be said in favor of it. I feel, for exam- 
ple, that if Members of the Senate and 
House were to sit in with officials of the 
War Production Board, or the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, with respect to mat- 
ters under consideration, there would be 
very much less danger of short-sighted 
action than there now appears to be. 

If, for example, members of the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining of the Sen- 
ate and of the House were to be called 
into consultation by the War Production 
Board in its program for steel expan- 
sion, I believe everyone would benefit, 
and that probably there would not be 
even a basis for the charges which have 
been made. 

The same thing could be said with re- 
spect to almost every subject matter 
connected with the war. This is an eco- 
nomic war. The Congress has been or- 
ganized upon the basis of peace. The 
Senator from Florida is quite right 
about that, and I would welcome a de- 
velopment of the kind he has suggested. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I am 
sure that neither the able Senator from 
Wyoming nor the Senator from Florida 
wishes it to be understood by the pub- 
lic, or press, or administrative agencies, 
that we are suggesting that Congress 
have a representative in all the admin- 
istrative agencies, or that we are heckling 
them and are trying to supervise the 
administration of their functions, and 
the like. However, if we do not go quite 
so far as the Senator has suggested, in 
having an appropriate committee from 
the Congress in contact with the admin- 
istrative officials having to do with a 
given subject, we could at least have the 
Senate and House set up their own col- 
lective committee composed of the vari- 
ous committee chairmen, who would be 
familiar with the subjects under the 
jurisdiction of their own committees. 
Then those in charge of the various 
agencies, such as the head of the War 
Production Board, for example, could at 
least come over and sit down and talk 
to the joint committee, or the committee 
could divide itself up into subcommittees, 
and they could carry out the contacts, 
as the Senator suggested. In that way 
each individual Senator on the floor 
would be represented through a collec- 
tive committee that would have an over- 
all picture of the situation. 

I see able Senators on the floor who 
are chairmen of committees. I see on 
the floor the able Senator from Illinois, 
who is primarily concerned with matters 
which come before the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, of which commit- 
tee he is the chairman. He would feel 
it to be presumptuous on his part to go to 
another Senator and say to him, “I want 
to know if your committee is checking 
carefully to see if everything within your 
committee’s scope has been attended to,” 
but if there were a collective committee, 
the chairmen and leaders could ask for 
a report from a committee chairman. 
They could say to him, “You have exam- 
ined into things which affect your com- 
mittee, Are they running along ail right, 
or are there delinquencies or deficiencies 
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which, in your opinion, should be cor- 
rected?” 

I thank the Senator from Wyoming 
very much for yielding. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. KILGORE. The Senator from 
Plorida (Mr. PEPPER], a few minutes ago, 
made a statement which I should like to 
have explained. In referring to the ac- 
tivities and the responsibilities of Con- 
gress and the blame put upon Congress, 
he made the statement that if the Con- 
gress passed an act—I presume by that 
he meant an appropriation act—and the 
governmental bureau having charge of 
executing and carrying out the act failed 
to act, and the Congress did nothing, 
then the Congress was responsible. In 
the event, as was recently referred to in 
the newspapers, a complaint was made 
with regard to failure to procure the kind 
of armament provided by an appropria- 
tion made by Congress; in other words, 
Congress having appropriated all the 
money asked for, and there was com- 
plaint made that the armament pro- 
cured with the money was not of the 
right kind, or not sufficient, what action 
would Congress then take under the sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from 
Florida? 

Mr. PEPPER. Obviously in such a case 
the horse would already have been stolen, 
the calf already run over, and there never 
has been much that could be done in 
cases of that kind. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think that is the 
point of the whole controversy, that the 
Congress, having performed its duties, is 
still being blamed for something which a 
department has failed to do, and even 
if we try to investigate through an ap- 
propriate committee, we are still con- 
demned by the same commentators and 
others of the same class for carrying out 
our investigating powers. That is one of 
the points I wanted to make. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, there is 
no difference of opinion between the able 
Senator from West Virginia and myself. 
What I meant to say was that if a policy 
is required by the Congress of certain 
administrative agencies, and they fail for 
a reasonable length of time to carry out 
the policy, and Congress does not do 
something to buttress its powers to call 
them to account, then we would, upon the 
principle of acquiescence, as it were, be- 
come partially responsible. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, be- 
fore the Senator leaves let me ask him 
to join now in calling to account those 
who have failed to produce the raw ma- 
terials which are necessary. 

Mr. PEPPER. I heartily join in what 
the Senator suggests. I suggest that ap- 
propriate steps be taken. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
have before me the hearings of the Sub- 
committee on Minerals of the Committee 
on Public Lands and Surveys of the Sen- 
ate. Hearings were held beginning on 
July 23, 1941, more than a year ago. I 
happened to be chairman, and in open- 
ing the hearings I said: 

Only last Saturday Leon Henderson, Ad- 
ministrator of the Office of Price Administra- 
tion and Civilian Supply, announced a tenta~ 
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tive program of restricted production in the 
automobile, refrigerator, and mechanical 
household-laundry-equipment industries. It 
will be necessary, he told the country, in the 
next 12 months to reduce production in these 
industries by as much as 60 percent in order 
to divert to defense the present short supply 
of steel, nickel, copper, aluminum, chromium, 
and other basic materials. We are, in other, 
words, suffering so great a shortage of cer- 
tain raw materials that it is believed to be 
necessary to endanger the very existence of a 
score of industries in order that the plants 
which are concentrating on building air- 
planes and guns will have a larger supply. 


Mr. President, that was a statement 
mede by the chairman of a subcommittee 
more than a year ago. 

About the first of June 1942, Mr. Wil- 
liam L. Batt, who was at that time head 
of the Materials Division of W. P. B., 
gave out a statement in which he said 
that the United States must go on a sub- 
sistence basis so far as these raw ma- 
terials were concerned. Let us see what 
that had to do with Congress. I pointed 
out in the broadcast I made on June 
18, 1942: 


On February 28, 1939— 


That is a long time ago— 

Senator ELBERT THOMAS, of Utah, who had 
begun urging the accumulation of stock piles 
as long ago as 1934, brought a favorable 
Teport to the floor of the Senate (Rept. No. 
119, 76th Cong., ist sess.). This report dis- 
closes that while the proposal was favored 
in principle by various executive departments, 
nevertheless, they all wrote to the commit- 
tees the doleful verdict, “the legislation would 
not be in accord with the financial program 
of the President.” 

Whatever may have been the reason for 
this adverse action, the bill became law on 
June 7, 1939, more than 3 years ago. Con- 
gress did its part, and the shortages of rub- 
ber, tin, chromium, etc., cannot be charged 
to the legislative branch. 


I thank the “Senator for having re- 
mained. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator has made a very able and very. valu- 
able contribution. ‘This is another illus- 
tration of the fact that it is the non- 
technical mind which has been able to 
get the perspective, and which has been 
given vision enough to do big things. 
I hope we can keep these big, broad pol- 
icies, to a very large extent, insofar as 
principle is concerned, out of technical 
minds, because technical minds run on 
tracks, or in grooves, and they are not 
the soaring kind. They are the minds 
which run on rails and do not soar 
through the air. Others can make fun 
of that comparison if they. will, but the 
genius of the German Army today is the 
man named Adolf Hitler, who is not a 
professional soldier but a man possessed 
of a devilish genius insofar as strategy is 
concerned. 

It is a valuable commentary which the 
Senator from Wyoming has made upon 
the initiative and the enterprise of the 
Congress in getting these things done. 
The able Senator from Washington [Mr. 
Bone], who is the very distinguished 
chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Patents, has many times in my hearing 
pointed out that the steel companies were 
saying there was going to be a surplus of 
steel, or a plentitude of it, when sugges- 
tions of a shortage were being made. 
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Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
rose a long time ago merely for the pur- 
pose of asking unanimous consent to in- 
sert in the Recorp a statement written by 
Mr. T. H. Thomas, which was printed 
yesterday in the Washington Star. The 
reason I wish to make that request will 
be observed from the quotations I wish to 
make from the statement by Mr. Thomas. 
As I have already remarked, he was a 
military historian who served on the 
general headquarters staff in the first 
World War. He said, talking about the 
press: 


Our press from the first has held out pious 
warnings against the mere thought of a gov- 
Graney seeking to regiment public opinion. 

* It has remained a free and un- 
aginented press. Quite spontaneously it has 
volunteered its services in a public-spirited 
and patriotic impulse. Yet it has chosen— 
spontaneously—the mission of presenting the 
news in a rousing and heartening fashion; it 
has dealt with the news as an instrument for 
keeping up national morale. 


In other words, Mr. Thomas is talking 
about the “punch” adjectives and the fill- 
ins of the correspondents and the com- 
mentators. I shall skip a part of the 
article and read the following: 


Since Pearl Harbor, no less than before, the 
press and radio commentators have been free 
to discuss critically the news that does pass 
the censor, and to point out the real signifi- 
cance of what has occurred, 

About the middle of November it was ex- 
plained to the press (by the highest au- 
thority) that with modern aircraft it was 
possible to defend the Philippines, and that 
the Army had sent out strong forces of new 
planes for this express purpose. 

Three weeks after Pearl Harbor (on Decem- 
ber 28) a press dispatch from Manila ex- 
plained that most of these planes and prac- 
tically all the air fields in Luzon had been 
destroyed by the surprise attacks with which 
the Japanese bombers opened the war. 

The effect of this prompt destruction of 
our air power was to wreck at the start the 
whole plan of strategic defense in eastern 
waters. 

Had our planes kept control of the air 
around Manila, no Japanese transport could 
even have approached that region. * * * 

The press dispatch of December 28 was not 
quashed by the censor * * * even toa 
layman it explained clearly what had hap- 
pened in the Philippines up to that date; 
and it revealed in advance, so to speak, the 
bewildering contrast between the headlines 
and the actual course of events during the 
next 2 months. Roughly speaking, not a 
single paper took note of it, or profited by it, 
in the subsequent handling of current news 
from the Far East. 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the entire article by Mr. 
Thomas, as published in the Washington 
Star, be printed at the conclusion of my 
remarks. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

THOMAS BELIEVES NEWS OPTIMISTICALLY 

SLANTED 


(By T. H. Thomas) 


One of the first casualties of the Hitler 
war has been the legend built up in previous 
years as to the overwhelming power of war- 
time propaganda. 

The Nazi-Soviet pact of 1939, the instant 
partitioning of Poland, the swallowing up 
of the Baltic States by Stalin with Hitler 
acquiescing, the Soviet attack on Finland— 
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all this complex of swift surprises was not 
merely surprising in itself. It belonged to 
the general pre-war category of things which 
definitely could not happen. 

The general structure of beliefs built up 
at home and abroad by the long propaganda 
effort of the totalitarian states collapsed 
under this first blow. 

The official propaganda agencies assem- 
bled in Washington during the summer of 
1941 were based chiefly on the pre-war con- 
ceptions, * * * The immense mush- 
rooming of these new services, plus the per- 
sonnel gathered by the Government bureaus 
in recent years, has now built up a total 
manpower dedicated to publicity and propa- 
ganda estimated at about 30,000. 


PRESS TURNS ALLERGIC 


Yet the effect of all this was to make the 
press sharply allergic to the vitamins offered 
by these official services, The press corre- 
spondents at Washington turned first to 
scorn, and then to open hostility. 

Our press from the first 1s held out pious 
warnings against the mere thought of a Gov- 
ernment seking to rəgiment public opinion. 

* It has remained a free and un- 
aA press. Quite spontaneously it 
has volunteered its services in a public- 
spirited and patriotic impulse. Yet it has 
chosen—spontaneously—the mission of pre- 
senting the news in a rousing and heartening 
fashion; it has dealt with the news as an 
instrument for keeping up national morale. 

Looking back. * * * Since the out- 
break of our war, it is fairly clear that we 
have had nothing to complain of on the 
score of news being held back by the censor- 
ship. The readers of the press have suffered 
from a wholly different evil. 


FACTS SMOTHERED 


A triumphant headline or a single article 
of rosy optimism will effectively smother the 
facts offered in other columns by carefully 
written foreign dispatches, or by any num- 
ber of carefully weighed editorials. 

The Russian winter campaign * * * 
was developed in such a way as to leave 
most readers with a thoroughly false idea 
of the net balance of the situation on the 
Russian front, and a quite fictitious estimate 
of the prospects for 1942. The same thing 
has happened in England. All im all, the- 
press in both countries has helped public 
opinion to refuse to face the facts of Allied 
military weakness and the actual aimless | 
situation which is the ccnsequence. * * 

It has encouraged every tempting unreality. 

In all this matter it seems fair to say that 
the better papers have kept two sets of books. 
They have offered fact.and fancy side by side 
and simultaneously * * * the popular 
pres has been wholly on the buoyant side 
and has centered its efforts upon headlines 
of the cheer-leader type. But most readers 
also do not read far enough to counteract 
the impression the headlines give, and the 
note of triumph sounded day after day by 
stirring captions remains the dominant note. 


MISLEADING PICTURES 


As far as the press is concerned, these 
misleading pictures have been due not to any 
desire to mislead, but rather to a mistaken 
form of good intentions. From the very first, 
the press and the radio have volunteered as 
active participants in the war. They have 
assigned: themselves the mission of arousing 
the country’s support—almost as if the press 
were carrying on the war and the country 
were standing aloof as a spectator. 

This conception of the task in hand reaches 
down to the correspondents at the front and 
in the home sectors. Visits to training camps 
or overseas bases, tours of inspection in dock- 
yards or munition plants and even first-hand 
accounts of actual fighting by land or sea— 
in the reports we got of all these there is a 
minimum degree of description and facts and 
an unlimited outpouring of praise. 
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Headlines, however, are the most important 
factor in the equation, and the headlines 
are the things we have mosv to complain 
of * * +, The Government product does 
not include this essential factor of display 
and selection, or the frequent omission of 
critical points, or the write-up which ordi- 
narily gives the visible color to the items of 
news selected. 

CRITICAL DISCUSSION 

Since Pearl Harbor, no less than before, the 
préss and radio commentators have been free 
to discuss critically the news that does pass 
the censor, and to point out the real sig- 
nificance of what has occurred. 

About the middle of November it was ex- 
plained to the press (by the highest author- 
ity) that with modern aircraft it was possible 
to defend the Philippines; and that the Army 
had sent out strong forces of new planes for 
this express purpose. 

Three weeks after Pearl Harbor (on De- 
cember 28) a press dispatch from Manila 
explained that most of these planes and prac- 
tically all the airfields in Luzon had been 
destroyed by the surprise attacks with which 
the Japanese bombers opened the war. 

The effect of this prompt destruction of 
our air power was to wreck at the start the 
whole plan of strategic defense in eastern 
waters. 

Had our planes kept control of the air 
around Manila, no Japanese transport could 
even have approached that region. 


CLEAR EVEN TO LAYMAN 


The press dispatch of December 28 was not 
quashed by the censor—even to a layman it 
explained clearly what had happened in the 
Philippines up to that date; and it revealed 
in advance, so to speak, the bewildering con- 
trast between the headlines and the actual 
course of events during the next 2 months. 
Roughly speaking, not a single paper took 
note of it or profited by it in the subsequent 
handling of current news from the Far East. 
Instead, the whole chorus of headlines and 
comment maintained for weeks on end the 
appealing fiction that the defenders on Ba- 
taan were carrying out the strategic mission 
previously assigned them. For long it was 
even pretended that this resistance was di- 
verting Japanese strength from Malaya; and 
when this fallacy collapsed, most of the press 
turned in resentment upon the War Depart- 
ment for leaying General MacArthur in the 
lurch, 

“Where are the planes the troops are call- 
ing for at Bataan?” 

The answer had been obvious since Decem- 
ber 28; The planes were lying, burned and 
bombed, on the wrecked Luzon airfields. 
Every correspondent in Washington knew the 
answer to the rhetorical questions the press 
was raising. All joined in the game of ig- 
noring that answer and of keeping from the 
public a secret already disclosed in print— 
but ignored and forgotten. 


BUOYANT TONE NOT IMPOSED 


It is out of the question to assume that 
this buoyant tone of the press was imposed 
on the country by the censorship or any other 
official control of the news. The military and 
naval communiqués have not struck any 
such note, and by and large an outside reader 
has little fault to find with what they have 
said or omittec to say, even since December 
7 


The Secretary of War more than once tried 
to tone down the more highly colored visions 
the press was indulging in, and his state- 
ments have always been in the direction of 
fact and common sense and moderation. 
Yet he made not the slightest headway. 

This long record of false perspectives and 
mistaken enthusiasms is the result of the 
press making itself the guide and support of 
public opinion, of taking over the responsi- 
bility for keeping up morale, and providing 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


always a hopeful and encouraging turn to 
the news that comes in. 

“What kind of people do they think we 
are?” Churchill cried out in regard to the 
Japanese. To the press and the radio the 
American public may well address the same 
question. 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I dislike 
to take the floor at such a late hour. As 
I cast my eyes about over this ancient 
Chamber I see many Senators present. 
(Laughter.] Those who wish to leave 
are at liberty to do so, because I shall not 
ask for a quorum or have any other Sen- 
ator do so for me. 

I wish to discuss for a few moments 
one phase of the very able presentation 
made by the Senator from Wyoming. I 
think the Senator has done a real service 
in discussing the misstatements of fact 
which are now being hurled over the 
ether waves by some radio commenta- 
tors. Nor are some columnists innecent 
of misstatements of fact and distortion 
of the news. I am of the opinion—and 
it is based upon reaction in my own fam- 
ily—that at this hour in our national 
life radio commentators have a tremen- 
dous influence and impact upon what the 
American people are thinking about, and 
undoubtedly are helping the people to 
form their conclusions as to what should 
or should not be done in this emergency. 

Some time ago the President of the 
United States appointed Elmer Davis 
Director of the Office of War Informa- 
tion. Every individual who has listened 
to radio programs during the past few 
years realizes the type of information 
which was given to listeners throughout 
the country by the broadcasts made by 
Elmer Davis. 

The able Senator from Wyoming has 
quoted Raymond Gram Swing, and I 
wish to read into the Recor at this point 
from Mr. Swing’s address, one paragraph 
which was omitted by the Senator from 
Wyoming. Mr. Swing said: 

All of us want to exercise judgment on 
what we are doing, on what our Allies are 
doing, and on what our enemies are doing. 
Judgment is based on knowledge of essential 
facts, and is the power to relate those facis 
to other known facts. But without facts, 
we are not entitled to judgment. We have 
only opinions, hopes, and prejudices; and the 
danger is that we will mistake opinions, 
hopes, and prejudices for judgment, I pro- 
pose no remedy for this, for the only remedy 
I can think of is to keep on reminding our- 
selves that we know little. 


Ah, Mr. President, that is the point. 
We know so little. The old song which 
I suggested a moment ago to the Senator 
from Wyoming ran something like this: 


You don’t know how much you have to 
know in order to know how little you know. 


That is the theme song of Swing in the 
paragraph which I have read. 

Why do the American people like Swing 
and Davis, and the other responsible and 
respected commentators who always ad- 
here to the highezt standards of report- 
ing the news? The American people al- 
ways like those in whom they can place 
their trust and confidence, whether they 
be radio commentators or Members of 
Congress. Mr. Davis was selected for the 
important position which he now occu- 
pies because of the confidence which the 
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American people have in his ability and 
integrity, and in his honor on the ques- 
tion of facts. 

Mr. President, Elmer Davis has not 
been on the air since he received his ap- 
pointment as Director of the Office of 
War Information. For some reason or 
other he has ceased commenting upon 
public affairs throughout the world. To 
me this is most unfortunate. It may 
be that he has been so busy in connec- 
tion with the duties of his new office that 
he has found it impossible to take the 
time to prepare a 15-minute radio ad- 
dress once or twice a week for the bene- 
fit of the millions of listeners he had 
throughout America prior to the time 
he accepted his present important posi- 
tion. It may be that as a matter of pol- 
icy it is believed that it would be inimi- 
cal to the best interests of the radio and 
communication service to have a Gov- 
ernment employee making radio broad- 
casts throughout the Nation. But, Mr. 
President, if Mr. Davis will take to the 
air twice a week with the facts which 
he has before him, and give to the Amer- 
ican people the same honest type of 
broadcast which he gave before he was 
appointed to his new position, not al- 
lowing his governmental position to in- 
terfere with an honest analysis of what 
he sees before him, because of the con- 
fidence which the people have in him, 
in my opinion he can do more good to- 
ward national unity than any other single 
commentator. After listening to some of 
the amateur commentators who may be 
molding public opinion throughout the 
country, the people would wait for Davis 
before making up their minds as to what 
is the best policy for them to pursue. 

I sincerely hope that. Mr. Davis will 
take this suggestion seriously. In my 
humble opinion, he would be doing a real 
service to his country at a time when a 
certain few radio strategists speak as if 
they know more about military, naval, 
and air strategy than do the men whom 
we have spent millions of dollars to train. 

Mr. President, I should be the last one 
in the world to wish to stifle criticism of 
Congress if the criticism were just and 
constructive. However, it seems to me 
that it is a little out of line to criticize 
Congress in a destructive way merely for 
the sake of criticizing and for the pur- 
pose of making news by ridiculing Con- 
gress in this hour, when the last vestiges 
of human freedom are in our hands. 

Mr. President, I can take criticism. I 
have grown up with it. My life has been 
filled with it, so to speak. Otherwise I 
should not be in the Senate at this hour. 
I have had to fight my way up from the 
ground. I have always “taken it on the 
chin” when I have been defeated, and 
have tried to come up smiling and keep 
going. No one who finally reaches the 
position of United States Senator, 
whether from a large or small State, can 
escape criticism. Some of it is perhaps 
just; but a great deal of it is unjust. 

Let me give an example to show how 
far some persons will go in attempting to 
eliminate a man from public life. When 
I came to Congress in 1935 I was attorney 
for the receiver of a bank in my home 
town. After Henry T. Rainey, that noble 
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soul who represented the Twentieth Con- 
gressional District for 32 years, passed 
away, the Democratic committeemen of 
my district met at Carrollton, Ill., the 
home of Speaker Rainey, and selected me 
on the first ballot to fill his place on the 
ticket. Lo and behold, a few days after 
that certain creditors of the bank I have 
just mentioned—men who despised and 
detested me because I had done my duty 
in that bank—hired two disreputable 
lawyers in Springfield, Ill., to file in the 
court of equity an amended bill charging 
me and the receiver with conspiracy to 
defraud creditors of that institution. All 
over the front pages of the newspapers 
appeared headlines, “Lucas guilty of con- 
spiracy,” or some other unfounded 
charge. I had to meet that charge all 
through the campaign in 10 counties in 
my district. I called for an immediate 
hearing; but one thing and another de- 
layed it all during the campaign, which 
lasted 7 or 8 weeks. Here is the pay-off; 
During all that time the judge never 
made a decision. A few days after I was 
elected, notwithstanding this scurrilous 
attack upon me, the same creditors came 
in and dismissed the bills without a hear- 
ing. 

‘Anything can happen in campaigns. 
I mention that incident only to show that 
we, as Members of the United States Sen- 
ate, have been through the mill, so far as 
criticism is concerned, and we shall con- 
tinue to take it on the chin. We are en- 
titled to criticism when it is just, when it 
is honest, and when it is fair and con- 
structive. Mr. President, it is immaterial 
to me whether I am returned to the 
United States Senate. I say that with 
the utmost sincerity, notwithstanding the 
fact that I appreciate deeply the great 
honor which has been bestowed upon me 
by the people of Illinois, the State of 
Lincoln and of Douglas. From the time 
when I was the age of one of the Senate 
page boys I always wanted to come to the 
Senate. 

No, Mr. President, it matters little who 
succeeds me, or whether I shall return, 
But it is of the most serious consequence 
that the fundamentals of this free Gov- 
ernment of ours, the last vestige of hope 
for free men and women on this old earth, 
- shall continue to be discussed and de- 
bated in the halls of Congress, as we are 
doing now, for years and years and 
years—yes, forever, if possible. 

In other words, I want to give these 
page boys the same opportunity and right 
that my people, the people who were in 
charge of government when I was their 
age, gave tome. That is what we are all 
fighting for; and the next Congress, and 
succeeding Congresses, will be fighting 
for that same principle, regardless of 
whether the Senator from Wyoming and 
the Senator from Illinois come back. 
Senators come and Senators go. Some 
are soon forgotten. But this Government 
is a living thing which must continue to 
live on through the ages. The great prin- 
ciples upon which it rests are now in the 
fiery furnace, threatened by the totali- 
tarian termites who seek to destroy the 
very right that you and I have to debate 
important issues in this historic Hall. 

I want to suggest another thing to 
Elmer Davis, a man for whom I have the 
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greatest respect, and I do this in the ut- 
most good faith. We hear talk about 
“business as usual.” We hear that state- 
ment made throughout the country. If 
some of the commentators do not have in 
their minds the thought “business as 
usual,” then I misunderstand them over 
the air. 

Mr. President, I desire to read a por- 
tion of the Communications Act, and 
then make a suggestion. 

Under section 303 of that act the fol- 
lowing provision is made: 

The Commission from time to time shall 
have the authority to make general rules 
and regulations requiring stations to keep 
such records of programs, transmissions, or 
energy communications or signals as it may 
deem desirable. 


I do not doubt that in the exercise of 
that power the Commission has caused 
every radio station to submit to it a copy 
of every address which has been delivered 
from time to time by the various com- 
mentators, and no doubt at this moment 
they are watching them more carefully 
pee ever before. I think they should 

o so. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, as a 
practical suggestion, that Elmer Davis, 
along with the Commission, but espe- 
cially Mr. Davis, could very well call in 
the sponsor of Carter’s Little Liver Pills 
or the sponsor of this perfume, or that 
drug, and perhaps the owner of the sta- 
tion, and sit down with them and point 
cut that during the last 3 months John 
Jones, the commentator, has said one 
thing after another which, in the opin- 
ion of Mr. Davis, was not in the best 
interests of unity, and which was not in 
the best interests of winning the war 
under the present very trying circum- 
stances. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me add to the 
Senator’s suggestion—and that also, in 
the opinion of Mr. Davis, were untrue 
and false. 

Mr. LUCAS. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And if any investi- 
gation had been made before the words 
were spoken, that would have been de- 
veloped. 

I have had experience along this line. 
I do not complain, because, like the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, I have been in politics 
all my life, and I have had all the offices 
my people have to bestow. Fortunately 
for me, immediately after that broad- 
east the other night, one of my boys 
said, “Happy, I am sorry you didn’t get 
what you wanted. Go back and try 
again.” 

I mean they do not get mad about it; 
but the radio statement was so utterly 
untruthful and apparently deliberately 
made, without any attempt to examine it 
and find out whether it was correct. 
They will make charges and print head- 
lines, and write editorials, and make radio 
comments; but when the truth comes out 
you have to look in the want ads to find 
it, or perhaps it will never be printed at 
all. 


The Senator from Illinois, the Senator 
from Wyoming, and I all love sports, and 


6659 


we have participated in them all our lives. 
Ever since I was a boy there has been a 
movement to take the umpires off the field 
and put them in the grandstands, on the 
theory that they could do a better job in 
the grandstands. It never has suc- 
ceeded; they have been left on the field, 
because they can see the play better there. 

It may be that some of the commen- 
tators and newsmen who have no regard 
for the truth should be taken out of the 
grandstand, put on the field, given a bat, 
and told to see what they can do with it. 
At the present time they are in the posi- 
tion of umpires, and at least they should 
try to tell the truth and be fair and just 
in their criticisms. 

I have never known a man who tried to 
dodge fair and just criticism. All of us 
are entitled to it. We make mistakes, 
not of the heart, but of the head; and the 
commentators and the columnists make 
mistakes, too. 

I know that the Senator from Illinois 
has had the experience that the commen- 
tators and the columnists make charges 
based on hearsay, and which cannot be 
supported; but when the truth comes out, 
that is not news, and is not handled as 
such. It is passed over. 

There is no excuse for such conduct. 
Such persons have no hesitancy in under- 
taking to destroy the most priceless thing 
a man has—his reputation. They are 
character assassins; and for their own 
purposes, and not because they are inter- 
ested in the people of the United States, 
they seek to destroy character regardless 
of the sincerity and honesty of the victim. 
We can support the President and the 
war effort and be patriotic and do every- 
thing conceivable to help the country, and 
yet at a time when unity and harmony 
are so important and when all of us 
should be exerting our best endeavors to 
help the country, they want to fight us 
and seek to get us to fight each other. 

Mr. LUCAS. I appreciate the state- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

In order to keep the record straight, 
Mr. President, let me say that I have no 
quarrel with any newspaperman, I have 
no quarrel with any radio commentator, 
I have no quarrel with any columnist. 
I think they have been more than just 
and fair to me in my political life, espe- 
cially since I have been a Member of the 
Congress of the United States. News- 
papers in my State that utterly disagree 
with my theories on government have 
not been unkind to me in any malicious 
or wilful attempt to smear me. 

I speak with the utmost sincerity upon 
this question. I speak in the interest of 
the common welfare of all Americans. 
In the interest of national unity I make 
this suggestion which I hope will have the 
effect of lighting a little spark in the 
hearts of some of these men, with the 
result that they will give us only true facts 
about the present situation. 

That is what Iam discussing. I know 
that sometimes we get out of line on the 
fioor of the Senate on questions of fact. 
I have heard Senators indict on innuendo 
and implication, and such statements 
usually make the headlines. It is wrong; 
I never believed in such a course and 
never will. In this hour it seems to me 
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we should. be so careful about the mis- 
quotation of fact that we never would 
misquote, especially on matters affecting 
the war policy of the Government. 

Iam satisfied that if Elmer Davis would 
call in the sponsor and call in the offi- 
cials of the station over which the type 
of speech to which reference has been 
made was delivered, and would sit down 
with the sponsor and read to him what 
was said by this particular commentator 
from time to time, and point cut the ef- 
fect that kind of propaganda is having 
insofar as the division of our people is 
concerned, and upon unity in the war 
he could appeal to the sponsor on the 
ground of high patriotism to ask the 
commentator to get in line and refrain 
from meking statements in his broad- 
casts which weaken national unity, or 
probably the sponsor himself would see 
to it that the commentator was ultimate- 
ly taken off the air. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Mr. OPMAHONEY. I am very happy 
the Senator from Illinois has taken up 
this discussion, but, inasmuch as my re- 
marks at the outset were the cause of 
our spending so much of the afternoon 
in discussing publicity, I feel obliged to 
say that I cannot quite agree with the 
suggestion the Senator has now made, 
that Mr. Elmer Davis, or any one else, 
should be empowered to call in any one 
and say, “You did not say the right 
thing,” or “This is what you said,” or 
“That is what you said.” I think Mr. 
Davis has very properly withdrawn from 
the dissemination of news, because he 
has become the instrument of Govern- 
ment in disseminating information. 

If the Federal Communications Com- 
mission or any Government employee, 
whether the employee is working under 
civil service or working as a volunteer, 
were to undertake to discuss, with com- 
mentators or editors, the opinions they 
have expressed or the comments they 
have made, that would immediately lead 
to the charge that they were being pre- 
vented from saying what they wanted to 
say. 

Mr. President, it is much more impor- 
tant that everyone be permitted to say 
what he pleases as he pleases. My ap- 
peal this afternoon to the radio and to 
the press is to exercise that restraint 
which is becoming a free people, and not 
to make charges which cannot be sub- 
stantiated immediately by reference to 
the facts, and certainly not disseminate 
upon the air waves of the world accusa- 
tions against public servants based upon 
hearsay and innuendo and suspicion, at a 
time when, above all things, it is essential, 
as the Senator from Illinois has so elo- 
quently said, for all of us to unite in the 
prosecution of the war. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator misunder- 
stands me if he construes my remarks as 
Suggesting that we should even think 
about the initiation of any legislation 
which would empower Mr. Davis to dic- 
tate to these men what they should or 
should not say. I have made no such 
suggestion at all. Ithink Mr. Davis is in a 
fine position to appeal to commentators, 
columnists, and others honestly, on the 
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basis of high patriotism, but if they do 
not want to cooperate there is nothing 
that can be done about it. They can 
carry ou just as they have done before. 
However, I believe that if a man like Mr. 
Davis should talk to the sponsor, or if the 
Senator from Wyoming, as persuasive as 
he is, should talk to the sponsor, and point 
out the different things that had been 
said from time to time by a particular 
commentator which were inimical to the 
best interests of the Government in this 
war, it would have the same effect. That 
is the only point I am making, and I 
make the point because of the confidence 
the people have in Mr. Davis, not only 
the listeners but his brother commenta- 
tors and those connected with the radio 
industry as well. 

Mr. President, I do not agree with the 
Senator from Wyoming when he says 
that Mr. Davis should not go on the air. 
He has just as much business going on the 
air as has Mr. MacLeish, and he has just 
as much business going on the air as has 
General Marshall, or any of the Cabinet 
officials, or any of the employees of gov- 
ernment in Washington. If we exclude 
an individual because of the position he 
occupies, it seems to me we shall not 
follow the rule of uniformity, and we will 
be excluding the most valuable and the 
most important individual in govern- 
ment at the present time, outside of Pres- 
ident Roosevelt, so far as the dissemina- 
tion of news is concerned. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine, 
on July 28, 1942, introduced a bill in the 
Senate of the United States which is now 
pending before the Commerce Commit- 
tee. I read from the bill: 

Src. 330. No licensee of any radio-broadcast 
station shall permit the use of such station 
for the discussion of any public or political 
question whether local, State, or National 
in its scope and application, unless the per- 
son or persons using such station shall, 
prior to such use, disclose in writing and 
deliver to the licensee the name or names of 
the person or persons or organization upon 
whose instance or behalf such broadcast is 
to be made or conducted. Upon the making 
of any such broadcast the name of the 
speaker or speakers using the station, to- 
gether with the other information required 
by this section, shall be announced both at 
the beginning and at the end of such broad- 
cast. 


And so forth. 

In other words, the Senator from 
Maine is reaching out in another direc- 
tion in attempting to do the same thing 
that the Senator from Ilinois feels is so 
necessary at this particular time. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. The provision to which 
the Senator has just referred was in- 
cluded in a general bill which I intro- 
duced but which has not made progress 
in the Senate. 

Under present law there is a require- 
ment that advertising matter shall be 
announced so that it shall be known that 
the advertisement of any particular ar- 
ticle or thing is by a particular adver- 
tising concern. There was no provision 
in the law, however, concerning that to 
which the Senator has made reference, 
and the section which he has read was 
intended to fill the gap. There was no 
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provision in the law which required the 
identification of a person who spoke and 
discussed a particular question. It seems 
to me that if it is important that it 
should be made known to the people of 
the country that an advertiser is paying 
for a program, it is even more important 
that the people of the country should 
know, when a man speaks over the radio, 
whether he is speaking for himself or 
some other person, or some organization. 
That was the underlying reason for the 
section in the bill which the Senator has 
read. 

Mr. LUCAS. I heartily concur in what 
the Senator from Maine has said, and 
if the time ever comes when the bill 
reaches the floor of the Senate, I shall 
certainly support it, because I believe that 
the Senator is moving in the right di- 
rection. 

One of the troubles with many radio 
broadcasters is that they are not respon- 
sible to anyone, so to speak. One spon- 
sor has them for i week or 6 weeks, and 


. another sponsor has them for another 6 


weeks. They are in a category wholly 
different from that of a newspaper, as I 
view it, and certainly we ought to have 
all the information we possibly can ob- 
tain in regard to the sponsor, the ad- 
vertisement, and the individual who is 
commentating for 1 minute upon a par- 
ticular article and during the other 14 
minutes telling us what is wrong with 
the world. 


LACK OF CARE FOR CERTAIN GOVERN- 
MENT PROPERTY 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have a letter from a post of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars >t Chillicothe, 
Mo., which discusses a practice concern- 
ing which information leads me to be- 
leve may have become more or less wide- 
spread, and very detrimental to the in- 
terests of the Government. The letter 
is short, and I ask unanimous consent 
that it be read from the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the letter will be read. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 


Roy L. BURKETT Post No. 8£8, 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS, 
Chillicothe, Mo., July 22, 1942. 
Hon, BENNETT CHAMP CLARK, 
Member of Congress, 
Washington, D. C. 

Deag Sm: Roy L. Burkett Post No. 858, 
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States 
is in receipt of the following clipping taken 
from the Laclede (Mo.) Blade under date of 
July 10, 1942: 

“GOVERNMENT NOT PRACTICING WHAT IT 
PREACHES 


“A Laclede enrollee recently discharged 
from the Civilian Conservation Corps camp 
doing development work at Mark Twain State 
Park at Florida, Mo., relates that when the 
camp was about to close under orders from 
the Department more than 100 car and truck 
tires, some of them serviceable, were burned 
along with all rubber overshoes and other 
rubber articles that had accumulated about 
the camp. If this is true the Government is 
not living up to the appeal it is making to 
have every ounce of scrap rubber possible 
turned to help relieve the shortage of rub- 
ber needed for war purposes.” 

It is the sentiment of our post that this 
matter should be called to the attention of 
our Representatives in Congress, to the end 
that such occurrences may not happen in 
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the future, as such reports as this tend to 
discourage our endeavors to assist the Gov- 
ernment in the prosecution of the war and 
to lower the confidence of our citizens in 
governmental efficiency. 

Thanking you for your attention to the 
above matter, we remain 

ALLEN RoGers, Commander. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I asked to have that letter read at 
the desk because, as I said, it is only one 
of several similar instances which have 
been called to my attention. I was in- 
formed by a very responsible Government 
official not connected with the C. C. C, 
but connected with the Forestry Service 
that at the C. C. C. camp located near 
Troy, Mo., when the camp was closed, 
more than 200 trucks, some of them with 
practically new tires, were simply aban- 
doned when the members of the camp 
walked out, and not even a caretaker was 
left to guard that Government property. 

I have been informed by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. HERRING] that at Des 
Moines a large number of trucks, 3 or 4 
years old, in good condition, are about to 
be junked, while at the same time the 
post office in Des Moines is using trucks 
10 or 12 years old, which could be re- 
placed by the other trucks. All Senators 
are familiar with the fact that when the 
appropriation bill was passed terminat- 
ing the C. C. C. an appropriation of 
$8,000,000 was made for the liquidation 
of that agency. If the practice of de- 
stroying or neglecting or abandoning 
Government property is as widespread as 
these instances seem to indicate, it calls 
fc- disciplinary action. I commend that 
situation to the attention of the respon- 
sible Government officials and depart- 
mental officials having jurisdiction of the 
matter. It seems to me to be an abso- 
lutely inexcusable waste of public prop- 
erty. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Roster in the chair) laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the 
United States nominating Wyatt T. 
Reese, of Mississippi, to be United States 
marshal for the southern district of Mis- 
sissippi, vice Emil J. Adam, Sr., resigned, 
and withdrawing the nominations of two 
postmasters, which nominating message 
was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

(For nominations this day received and 
nominations withdrawn, see the end of 
Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: i 


By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Rear Admiral Daniel J. Callaghan, to be a 
rear admiral in the Navy for temporary serv- 
ice, to rank from April 26, 1942, to correct the 
date of rank as previously nominated and 
confirmed; and 
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The nominations of sundry persons and 
officers for appointment and/or promotion in 
the Navy. 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will state the nominations on the 


calendar. 
POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. I ask unanimous 
consent that the nominations of post- 
masters be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the postmaster nominations 
are confirmed en bloc. 


THE NAVY 


The legislative clerk read the nomi- 
nation of Capt. Ralph F. Wood to be rear 
admiral, to rank from May 1, 1942. 

Mr, RADCLIFFE. I ask that the nom- 
ination be confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 


THE MARINE CORPS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Marine Corps. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. I ask unanimous 
consent that the nominations in the Ma- 
rine Corps be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Marine Corps nominations 
are confirmed en bloc. 

That completes the calendar. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. I ask that the Pres- 
ident be immediately notified of all nom- 
inations this day confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY 


Mr. RADCLIFFE, As in legislative 
session, I move that the Senate adjourn 
until Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Thursday, July 30, 1942, 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATION 


Executive nomination received by the 
Senate July 27 (legislative day of July 
23), 1942: 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

Wyatt T. Reese, of Mississippi, to be United 
States marshal for the southern district of 
Mississippi, vice Emil J. Adam, Sr., resigned. 


WITHDRAWALS 


Executive nominations withdrawn 
from the Senate July 27 (legislative day 
of July 23), 1942: 

POSTMASTERS 
` COLORADO 

Rice A. Palmer to be postmaster at Red- 
cliff, in the State of Colorado. 

TENNESSEE _ 

George D. McIsaac to be postmaster at Sig- 

nal Mountain, in the State of Tennessee. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 27 (legislative day of 
July 23), 1942: 


6661 


GOVERNOR OF TERRITORY OF HAWAII 
Ingram M. Stainback to be Governor cf 
the Territory of Hawaii. 
FOSTMASTERS 
ARKANSAS 
Dewey Carter, Elkins. 
LOUISIANA 
Eubert M. Creel, Franklinton. 
VIRGINIA 
Matel C. Crockett, Bishop. 
APPOINTMENT TO TEMPORARY SERVICE IN THE 
Navy 
Capt. Ralph F. Wood to be a rear admiral in 
the Navy for temporary service, to rank from 
May 1, 1942. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 
MARINE CORPS 
To be second lieutenants 
Theodcre H. Abbey, Jr. 
Robert J. Bolish 
Robert B. Brown 
George H. Curtis, Jr. 
Gerald P. Foster 
James W. Hendrick 
William C. Evers 
Donald Gatchell 
Robert J, Kisgen 
Merle S. Rowles 
Donald C. Soper 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, JuLy 27, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock ncon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Lead on, O Love eternal, arming us 
with a faith deep and positive until perils 
and dangers are past and victory breaks 
like the morning. To Thee we offer our 
tribute of praise with the prayer that to- 
morrow may be better than today, when 
human brotherhood shall touch the 
springs of the world’s soul. Under an 
open sky let our supreme honor be man- 
ifested wherever man is broken and 
pleading for deliverance. 

Blessed Lord, be Thou still cur strength 
and shield, bearing our country on 
through sacrifices until America, the 
guardian of democratic institutions, 
rises in a searching passion for the life 
and the tranquillity of a heartsick werid. 
Our Father, in abiding grief our homes 
and parents are losing the light and 
bonds of loved ones, but Oh, forbid that 
they should be forfeited at the price of 
pleasure and frivolity. For the sake of 
their conscience and for the love of the 
land which blesses them with shelter, 
comfort, and fadeless hope, do Thou call 
to the bystander and the suiker in am- 
bush, Shake them free from the dust of 
prejudice and shame, arousing them to 
hear the Macedonian cry of earth’s be- 
nighted peoples, with their dire calam- 
ities; Oh, may they climb higher to the 
virtues of gratitude and self-sacrifice— 
in the name of Him who lives forever- 
more. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Fri- 
day, July 24, 1942, was read and ap- 
proved, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on the following dates the 
President approved and signed bills and 
a joint resolution of the House of the 
following titles: 


On July 15, 1942: 

H.R. 7282. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An Act to Incorporate the Disabled 
American Veterans of the World War,” ap- 
proved June 17, 1932, so as to change the 
name to “Disabled American Veterans” and 
to extend membership eligibility therein to 
American citizens, honorably discharged 
from the active military or naval forces of 
the United States, or of some country allied 
with the United States, who have been either 
wounded, injured, or disabled by reason of 
such active service during time of war. 

On July 17, 1942: 

H. R. 4314. An act authorizing the States of 
Minnesota and Wisconsin, jointly or sepa- 
rately, to acquire bridges now existing or to 
construct, maintain, and operate a free high- 
way bridge across the Saint Croix River, also 
known as Lake Saint Croix, at or near Hud- 
son, Wisconsin. 

On July 20, 1942: 

H.R.5000. An act conferring jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of Michigan to hear, deter- 
mine, and render judgment upon the claim 
of Ferd W. Meile, of Detroit, Michigan; and 

H.R. 7242. An act to authorize temporary 
appointments in the Army of the United 
States of officers on duty with the Medical 
Administrative Corps. 

On July 21, 1942: 
H. R.4355. An act for the relief of Bella 
‘ove; 

H.R. 5496. An act for the relief of Cecile 
McLaughlin; and 

H. R.6077 An act for the relief of Edward F. 
Reilly. 
On July 22, 1942: 

H.R.3173. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Charles O. DeFord; 

H.R.5317. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Jessie A. Beechwood; 

H.R. 5385. An act for the relief of Charles 
E. Yates and the Motor Facts Sales Co.; 

H.R. 5392. An act to convey certain prop- 
erty to the Southwest Texas State Teachers 
College; and 

H.R. 6709. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes. 

On July 23, 1942: 

H.R. 6999. An act to promote the national 
defense and to promptly facilitate and pro- 
tect the transport of materials and supplies 
needful to the Military Establishment by au- 
thorizing the construction and operation of 
a pipe line and a navigable barge channel 
across Florida, and by deepening and enlarg- 
ing the Intracoastal Waterway from its pres- 
ent eastern terminus to the vicinity of the 
Mexican border; and 

H. J. Res. 318. Joint resolution to amend 
section 1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code to extend to the members of the armed 
forces of the United Nations the exemption 
from the tax on admissions in cases where 
admission is free, and to exempt from tax 
the amount paid for admissions to theaters 
and other activities operated by the War De- 
partment or the Navy Department within 
posts, camps, reservations, and other areas 
maintained by the Military or Naval Estab- 
lishment. 

On July 24, 1942: 

H.R. 4370. An act for the relief of Charles 

L. Lair; and 
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H.R. 5695. An act to amend the Civilian 
Pilot Training Act of 1939 so as to provide 
for the training of civilian aviation techni- 
cians and mechanics, 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today after the close of other special or- 
ders I may address the House for 10 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


RUSSIA'S POSITION IN THE WAR 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the Fouse 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I need 
not fell anyone in this House just how 
grim the news is from the fighting fronts. 

The valiant Russian armies, after-13 
months of dogged resistance to the full 
weight of the Nazi war machine, are 
fighting with incredible courage—but 
they are fighting alone. 

The cause of the United Nations de- 
pends upon the survival of the Russian 
armies as a fighting unit—tying down 
and wasting the bulk of the German 
wehrmacht, 

It is vital to us to keep Russia in the 
war. Everyone knows that. 

The country is impatient for action. 
So are the British people. The Russian 
people, so every correspondent tells us, 
fight on in the hope that help is com- 
ing—that we will strike Hitler in the 
west, divide his forces, and make possible 
the final offensives, both east and west, 
which will utterly crush the Nazis. 

I wonder if the Russian morale— 
superb as it has been—can stand up if 
we fail to act to give them some relief. 

I wonder if we can win the war if 
Russia is eliminated as a first-class 
military power. 

This may be our last chance, We must 
not be “too little or too late.” 

I know that the President, our Com- 
mander in Chief, realizes the terrible 
urgency of the situation. I know that if 
a blow is to be struck at Germany on 
the Continent of Europe, it must come 
as a surprise. We cannot share in the 
secrets of war. I know the difficulties— 
the tremendous difficulties involved. 

But this Nation of ours has a habit 
of overcoming difficulties. 

I express the hope of the people of 
my district and, I am sure, the hope of 
people everywhere that we will meet this 
crisis in the war with American dash, 
American skill, and American courage. 

This is the time for thinking like Ad- 
miral Farragut’s— 

Damn the torpedoes! 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


COMPACTS BETWEEN STATES OF COLO- 
RADO, KANSAS, AND NEBRASKA RELA- 
TIVE TO REPUBLICAN RIVER 


Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7255) 
granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of Colorado, Kansas, and Ne- 


Full speed ahead! 
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braska to negotiate and enter into a com- 
pact for the division of the waters of the 
Republican River. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, this is the bill 
about which the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Cartsony and the gentleman from 
Colorado {Mr. Lewis] spoke to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. MICHENER], 
the acting minority leader, and myself? 

Mr. CARLSON. If the gentleman will 
permit, I will state that is the bill about 
which the gentleman from Colorad: [Mr. 
Lewis] and I spoke; and if permission 
is granted to take this up and pass it, I 
will ask unanimous consent to substitute 
a similar Senate bill that has already 
been passed. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to substitute an iden- 
tical Senate bill, S. 2604. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the reouest of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That consent of Con- 
gress is hereby given to the States of Colo- 
rado, Kansas, and Nebraska to negotiate and 
enter into a compact not later than June 1, 
1945, providing for an equitable division and 
apportionment among the said States of the 
waters of the Republican River and all of its 
tributaries above its junction with the 
Smoky Hill River in Kansas, upon condition 
that one suitable person, who shall be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United 
States, shail participate in said negotiations 
as the representative of the United States 
and shall make report to Congress of the pro- 
ceedings and of any compact entered into: 
Provided, That any such compact shall not 
be binding or obligatory upon any of the par- 
ties thereto unless and until the seme shall 
have been ratified by the legislature of each 
of said States and approved by the Congress 
ož the United States. 

Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be 
appripriated a sufficient sum to pay the sal- 
ary and expenses of the representative of the 
United S.ates appointed hereunder: Provided, 
That such representative, if otherwise em- 
ployed by the United States, while so em- 
ployed shall not receive additional salary in 
the appointment hereunder. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

A similar House bill, H. R. 7255, was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent at this point to insert 
the committee report. : 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7255) granting the consent of Congress to 
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the States of Colorado, Kansas, and Nebraska 
to negotiate and enter into a compact for the 
division of the waters of the Republican 
River, having considered the same, report 
favorably thereon without amendment and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 

A report from the Secretary of the Interior 
Was submitted to the committee and con- 
sidered in connection with this bill. The re- 
port follows: 4 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, July 13, 1942. 
Hon. Compton I, WHITE, 
Chairman, Committee on Ir- 
rigation and Reclamation, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear MR. WHITE: I have received your 
letter of June 24, enclosing, for my report, 
a copy of H. R. 7255, granting the consent of 
Congress to the States of Colorado, Kansas, 
and Nebraska to negotiate and enter into a 
compact for the division of the waters of the 
Republican River. 

There is no objection to the enactment of 
the bill. Last October this Department made 
its views known on H. R. 4647, a bill assent- 
ing to a compact theretofore made by these 
States as to the Republican River. That bill, 
enacted without the incorporation of some 
amendments thought desirable for the pro- 
tection of several diverse Federal interests, 
was vetoed. But this Department then and 
now is interested in having a compact nego- 
tiated and approved. I am hopeful that 
under the authority of this bill, H. R. 7255, 
a satisfactory compact will result. 

The Bureau of the Budget has informed 
me that there would be no objection to the 
submission of this report to the committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
HAROLD L. Ickes, 
Secretary oj the Interior, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. EATON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Appendix and include therein a news- 
paper article setting forth the enormous 
difficulties and sacrifices made by our 
citizens in attempting to put into effect 
the rationing program. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league the gentleman from Louisiana 
(Mr. Boccs] may have permission to ex- 
tend his remarks in the Recorp by in- 
cluding a radio speech he made Saturday 
night. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


CORRECTION OF CERTAIN CLERICAL 
ERRORS IN THE INTERSTATE COM- 
MERCE ACT 


Mr, LEA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2642) to amend sec- 
tion 219 of the Intersate Commerce Act, 
as amended, by changing a reference to 
“such part” to “this act,” and to amend 
subsection (b) of section 417 of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act by changing a refer- 
ence therein from “carrier” to “freight 
forwarder.” 

Mr, MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, will the gen- 
tleman explain the bill? 

Mr. LEA. This bill is intended to cor- 
rect two errors in references in the Inter- 
state Commerce Act. It has the ap- 
proval of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
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mission and also the unanimous approval 
of the committee. 

Under the present law section 219 re- 
lates to motor vehicles Subsection 20, 
subdivisions 11 and 12 of part I, are in- 
cluded in the motor-vehicle law. This 
section, however, refers to this section in 
the act instead of part I. The purpose 
is simply to make a correct reference, so 
that it will read “section 20, subdivisions 
ae 12, of part I” instead of “in the 
ac 2 

The other amendment is simply a ref- 
erence to designate properly the ante- 
cedent of “the carrier.” “The carrier” 
referred to has no antecedent. The 
actual antecedent is “forwarder.” This 
bill would simply amend the law to make 
it conform, to correct that error. 

Mr. MICHENER. I may say to the 
gentleman from California that the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. WOLVER- 
TON], a member of the committee, tele- 
phoned me that he was detained by other 
committee work; that he has no objec- 
tion to the bill and thinks this correction 
should be made. I therefore withdraw 
my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 210 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, is 
further amended to read as follows: 

“Sec, 219. The provisions of section 20 (11) 
and (12) of this act, together with such 
other provisions of this act (including pen- 
alties) as may be necessary for the enforce- 
ment of such provisions, shall apply with 
respect to common carriers by motor vehicle 
with like force and effect as in the case of 
those persons to which such provisions are 
specifically applicable.” 

Sec. 2, Subsection (b) of section 417 of 
the Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, 
is amended by striking out the word “car- 
rier” where it appears therein and inserting 
in lieu thereof the words “freight forwarder.” 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: Page 1, line 5, after “(12)”, in- 
sert “of part I.” 

Page 1, line 6, strike out the words 
“this act” where they appear the sec- 
ond time and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “such part.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: “An act to amend sec- 
tion 219 of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, as amended, by inserting ‘of part 
T’ after ‘(12),’ and to amend subsection 
(b) of section 417 of such act by chang- 
ing a reference from ‘carrier’ to ‘freight 
forwarder’.” 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr, Manasco asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks 
in the Appendix of the Recorp.) 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recor on the subject of 
espionage and sabotage. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, on July 
24 I secured permission to extend an 
article in the Recorp. The article ex- 
ceeds the limit. I am advised it will 
cost $135. I again ask unanimous con- 
sent that the article may be inserted in 
the Appendix of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Appendix of the 
Record and to include therein a news- 
paper article. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks and to include therein an editorial 
from the Oil, Paint, and Drug Reporter 
entitled “Whose Flag Is It?” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks and include therein an editorial 
from the Fort Wayne News-Sentinel of 
July 22, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PRICE CONTROL AND SUBSIDIES 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I have 
received a telegram from the Indiana 
Canners Association, Inc., and from 
many independent canning associations. 
I am in full accord with these messages. 
I desire to read the telegram just re- 
ceived from the Indiana Canners Asso- 
ciation: 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., July 24, 1942. 
Hon. RAYMOND S. SPRINGER, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Indiana canners are definitely opposed to 
the use of subsidies to industry as a method 
of correcting impossible ceiling situations. 
Subsidies are ruinous to both industry and 
the Treasury unless accurately applied, and 
such accuracy would require another army of 
accountants and investigators. _Canners 
merely want a fair chance to produce and 
preserve the much-needed food and do not 
want to be dependent on the Public Treasury 
or to have the detailed management of their 
business directed by a Washington bureau. 
We urgently petition you to immediately do 
everything possible to kill this plan which 
we understand is to be finally approved cr 
disapproved next Monday by the Secretary of 


Agriculture. 
INDIANA CANNERS ASSOCIATION, INc., 
A. F. DRYER, Secretary. 


ESTABLISHING A WESTERN FRONT 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
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(Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and to include therein sev- 
eral addresses and editorials relating to 
the recent visits of Their Majesties, King 
George of Greece, and King Peter of 
Yugoslavia, and also of the Prime Min- 
ister of Greece. I also ask unanimous 
consent to include the text of a joint 
statement issued by the President and 
the King of Greece, and a speech deliv- 
ered by the Minister of Greece. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Broom]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include an 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. McMILLAN]? 

There was no objection. 


CONGRESS SOLVES THE RUBBER 
PROBLEM 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. MUNDT]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, since the 
House completed congressional action 
last Friday to bring some semblance of 
order out of the chaotic rubber situation 
and to set up a rubber supply agency to 
start producing synthetic rubber from 
farm products, there have been many 
newspaper rumors that the President in- 
tends to veto this highly important war 
measure and to appoint still another in- 
vestigating committee to stall action on 
this problem. I sincerely hope these 
rumors are groundless. 

In this connection, however, I would 
like to call attention to the words of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Fuimer], chairman of the committee 
handling the rubber bill, when he said, on 
page 6587 of the July 24 RECORD: 

I want to say one thing to my Democratic 
friends, I am sorry for the President and the 
Democratic Party if he vetoes this bill. 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Futmer] put the 
issue squarely. He fixed the responsi- 
bility pointedly. If the President vetoes 
the rubber legislation which has now 
passed both Houses of Congress with 
overwhelming majorities, and if he does 
so upon the threadbare excuse of ap- 
pointing another investigating commis- 
sion, or without first taking executive 
action to appoint an over-all rubber ad- 
ministrator with orders to use farm prod- 
ucts in making synthetic rubber, the 
President will have to assume personal 
responsibility for America’s continuing 
rubber shortage. 

In that event, Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr, FULMER’S] 
remarks might well be expanded to say, 
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“We must then feel sorry not only for the 
Democratic Party and the President but 
for all America and the United Nations, 
because rubber is one of the most impor- 
tant critical materials which we must 
have to win this war and to maintain the 
economic activities on the home front 
which are fundamental in our war ef- 
fort.” The rubber question has been 
studied and investigated and explored 
for many months. The country wants 
no further time wasted in sterile inves- 
tigations of a problem which Congress 
has already thoroughly studied and for 
which Congress has now passed legisla- 
tion providing an effective remedy. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I have three requests. I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include 
therein an editorial and a short quotation 
from Daniel Webster’s eulogy of George 
Washington. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. WOODRUFF]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I also ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD by 
printing a short article by Frank C. 
Waldrop. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. WOODRUFF}? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I also ask unanimous consent 
to extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
by printing memorandum No. 2 of the 
Drive for the New Order, by George N. 
Peek, of Moline, I., and to include a tel- 
egram from Mr. Peek, and a short article 
by Kingsbury Smith, taken from the Los 
Angeles Examiner of July 14, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan (Mr. WOODRUFF]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and to in- 
clude a short editoria? from the Farmers 
Exchange. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Grant]? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. ANDERSON of California asked 
and was given permission to extend his 
own remarks in the Appendix of the 
REcORD.) 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, at the 
request of the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Horrman], I ask unanimous con- 
sent that he may revise and extend his 
remarks appearing in the Appendix of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD beginning at 
page A2910. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan (Mr, MICHENER]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Pappock] may ex- 
tend his own remarks in the Recorp and 
include an editorial. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr, MICHENER]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to extend my own remarks in the 
Record and include an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. MICHENER]? 

There was no objection. 


THE JAPANESE QUESTION 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon iMr. Prerce]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, a little 
more than 40 years ago the Supreme 
Court of the United States decided in a 
celebrated case that a child of Chinese 
parents or Japanese parents who could 
not become citizens of this country 
would be a citizen if born in the United 
States. In other words, Japanese or 
Chinese children born in the United 
States were held to be citizens. There 
was a divided opinion of the Supreme 
Court. Justice Harlan and Chief Justice 
Fuller rendered a dissenting opinion. 

Since some 30 years ago such citizen- 
ship rights have been a very live ques- 
tion on the Pacifie coast. I was a mem- 
ber of the Oregon Legislature nearly 30 
years ago, at which time the first such 
citizenship and property laws were in- 
troduced. The national administration 
under the leadership of President Wilson 
asked Oregon not to pass them, but they 
became the law in our State. 

The author of those laws is now an 
attorney in Portland, Oreg. He has re- 
cently delivered a remarkable address 
before an American Legion post in 
Oregon. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to include the address of Major Wilbur 
as a part of my address. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. PIERCE]? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
and I shall not object, may I ask the 
gentleman if he will not also inelude in 
that the opinion of Chief Justice Fuller, 
because I believe that today the over- 
whelming majority of the lawyers of the 
United States and the American people 
agree with Chief Justice FPuller’s dis- 
senting opinion. 

Mr. PIERCE. May I limit that re- 
quest to parts of that case, because it is 
quite a long opinion? x 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississsippi. That is 
all right. 

Mr. PIERCE. However, it is a fine 
opinion, and I think it is a correct inter- 
pretation of the law even at that time. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. It is the 
only course we can pursue to solve the 
Japanese problem now and for all time 
to come. 

Mr. PIERCE. A case involving the 
same question is again going up to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. It 
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is appealed again from California. I 
will look up the previous opinion and 
insert it in the Recorp at a later date. 

Mr, Speaker, I include that in my re- 
quest. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to follows: 


Just 25 years ago we were engaged in an- 
other war—the greatest war up to that time— 
the great World War it was called, because it 
inyolved most of the leading nations of the 
world, Just 25 years ago. And while, to the 
younger people, indeed to most of the soldiers 
now going to the front, that seems ancient, 
it is in historical significance a mere in- 
terval in one lifetime. And to those who 
went into uniform then, the events of 1917 
are still vivid. 

And you will remember how it was called 
the war to end war * * * the war of 
freedom-loving peoples to make the mad 
ageressor nations of central Europe go back 
home and give up their ambition to rule the 
rest of the world, and settle down and live 
in peace. And how the Central Powers were 
overwhelmed, and peace came again, and the 
conquered territory was restored and boun- 
daries were reestablished. It was ceclared, 
hoped, and believed that “It shall not occur 
again.” 

Yet here we are, again as we were in 1917, 
recruiting and selecting our young men for 
new fighting forces; and taking in the young 
women this time; and our factories and 
plants are running full blast to construct 
material, and—again the same thing—hold- 
ing meetings and drives to persuade citizens 
to contribute from their savings and earn- 
ings to the stupendous cost of the Nation's 
effort. 

This is July 3, the eve of America’s Inde- 
pendence Day. It is indeed appropriate that 
Americans ponder the significance of the oc- 
casion to take stock of events of such porten- 
tous importame. For 166 years we have 
looked with pride on the Declaration of 1776, 
which the then world laughed at as a mean- 
ingless and futile gesture of weak and rebel- 
lious colonies. And for nearly as long we 
have grown, prospered, and lived contentedly 
under a Constitution which, as Mr. Bryce 
stated, is the greatest document struck off 
at one time by the hand and brain of man. 

Now we are told that we here in America 
are, and long have been, living in a fool's 
paradise; and that all others who, like us, 
love and practive liberty, the ways of peace, 
the freedoms and religion, are decadent, 
luxury loving, sentimental, flabby in body, 
and incompetent mentally; that we are not 
entitled to the wealth of comforts we have 
ourselves created, but must give way to the 
domination of the really virile people, who, 
we are assured, are truly destined, entitled, 
and qualified to rule. 

Now, that, speaking shortly, is the issue of 
this struggle, and we must solve it certainly 
and emphatically in our own favor and in 
favor of our form of government, our ideals, 
our religion, our conceptions of justice and 
brotherhood. I say we must decide that we 
have been and are right. If we cannot reach 
that conclusion, we are licked before we start 
for we lack the belief in ourselves and our way 
of life, without which we will not have the 

` morale and courage and determination to win 
this awful war. 

Before Pearl Harbor there were persons and 
groups in this country, in considerable num- 
bers, though in the minority, whose views 
and actions were such that those who are now 
our enemies had some reason to doubt that 
the American people would arrive at a unity 
of thought and effort sufficient to successfully 
resist their aggression upon us. To me that 
situation was strange and deplorable. 
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But I believe that passed with the trai- 
torous attack on Hawaii. It seemed to take 
action of that kind to unmask the interna- 
tional bandits and let them stand forth be- 
fore doubting Americans in all their grinning 
hideousness). Those who had for a long 
time viewed with grave concern our danger- 
ous situation of unpreparedness were exulted 
with the change of public opinion, which 
seemed to crystallize overnight. Those who 
could not read and interpret history, those 
whose political bias rendered them blind to 
the logic of events, those who were inclined to 
see faults in our system here without weigh- 
ing faults of the aggressor nations—sud- 
denly were able to see clearly when the same 
hand extended in friendship in Washington 
threw murderous bombs at Hawaii. Thus 
a physical demonstration of treachery suc- 
ceeded where abstract reason could not pene- 
trate 

I think it is now correct to conclude that 
our Nation is united as never before and that 
substantially full and earnest effort of our 
people is being exerted to the preparation for 
waging a war of extermination of those who 
have so boldly threatened our continued 
existence. 

When I say “substantially all,” I am not 
overlooking the so-called fifth columnists. 
We know we have them. But the fact that 
so far evidence of sabotage is negligible 
speaks well for the work of the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation and other kindred Gov- 
ernment agencies. All success to them to 
keep us safe from dangers within our bound- 
aries. And the recent apprehension of two 
separate gangs of schooled saboteurs, who 
had just landed on our shores from Nazi sub- 
marines prepared with ample money and ex- 
plosives for a 2-year terror campaign in this 
country, gives great reassurance that our 
coastal forces are alert to their duty and our 
welfare. 

Possible danger within our borders from 
the other enemy, the Sons of Heaven, has 
been all eliminated by the courageous plan 
of the Army in evacuating them from their 
advantageous positions in critical areas to 
inland points under strict surveillance. 

This brings up a subject which is or should 
be of great interest to the people of the Hood 
River Valley because of the large Japanese 
population recently residing here. And it 
should be of great interest to the entire 
Nation because so many of these Asiatics 
now claim citizenship under a misinterpreted 
clause in our Constitution. And such inter- 
est should be magnified when it is realized 
that in the Hawaiian Islands native-born 
of Japanese ancestry are, or soon will be, in a 
position to contro] the vote there. 

America will not have solved this dangerous 
situation when Japan has been defeated in 
this war, as she will be. There is an antag- 
onism between us that will not cease when 
the war is over. It is bound to continue, 
indeed will become aggravated. Before the 
present conflict commenced there were three 
elements in our country which systematically 
and persistently sought to maintain relations 
with Japan and her people according to the 
most-favored-nation principle. These were, 
first the State Department, whose practice it 
is to recognize officially all nations as friendly 
until diplomatic relations are actually broken, 
usually only by open warfare. The State 
Department is blind to anything short of 
overt acts. It may know of but does not 
officially see unquestionable and dangerous 
preparation, espionage, threatened treachery, 
or other signs or indications leading to prob- 
able conflict. Shipments of scrap iron con- 
tinued to go from Pacific ports to Japan long 
after public opinion demanded it cease, only 
because the State Department said Japan was 
a friendly country and entitled to trade here. 
We now know that it took weeks of warlike 
preparation before the Japs arrived at and 
bombed Pearl Harbor. It would seem that 
our Diplomatic Service, or Secret Service, or 
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Military or Naval Intelligence could have 
been advised of such visible movements and 
acted accordingly. 

The second influence was the business in- 
terests, those who, always good citizens in 
every way, practice “dollar patriotism,” who 
cannot see trouble ahead for the country 
because they are blinded by profits from trade. 

The third influence came, and still comes, 
from certain church elements and religious 
groups. This is an embarrassing point to 
discuss, for this is a Christian country and 
Christians believe in the universal brother- 
hocd of man. 

An alien has no right in the country he 
visits except by the suffrage of that country. 
A Japanese is not eligible to become natural- 
ized under United States laws. By treaty 
we have allowed the nationals of all nations 
with which we were on friendly terms to trade 
with us and to visit this country for trade | 
purposes. We have always permitted aliens to 
come here and. settle and live among us, so 
long as they obeyed our laws and did not 
otherwise become undesirable. But such 
right was never a vested right and could be 
revoked at any time. Some years ago it was 
discovered that Japanese were settling on the 
Pacific coast in such numbers, and at such 
strategic locations and accompanied with 
such suspicious circumstances, that public 
apprehension was aroused and various re- 
strictive measures were taken by the States. 
Finally, the Federal Government restricted 
further entry to this country. All these 
measures were taken in the public interest, 
and but anticipated events which have now 
happened. 

Those who disagreed with these restrictive 
measures say that the Japanese who came 
to our Pacific States were honest immigrants, 
who came here to carve out new homes, who 
absolved all allegiance and duty to and con- 
nection with the mother country, who have 
been industrious and law-abiding and have 
helped to produce and develop; that their 
children have become citizens by accident of 
birth on foreign soil, although their parents 
are not eligible to naturalization; and, in 
fact, are just like us except for a colored skin. 

Well, all of the foregoing reasons for treat- 
ing Japan and its people as an equal in the 
family of nations used to be accepted, un- 
fortunately. It seems strange that we had to 
wait until her treachery was proven on De- 
cember 7 to learn the truth, which is that for 
a generation Japan has been planning for this 
war, and for 10 years last past has been plot- 
ting the exact details; that the “honest immi- 
grants” who came voluntarily to the Pacific 
coast, were actually subsidized by Japan and 
sent here to pave the way, to spy, to infiltrate, 
and become the future fifth column for in- 
vasion; that similar immigration was accom- 
plished in Hawaii, in the Philippines, in all of 
the East Indies, and in Central and South 
America. In South Brazil there is a Jap 
colony of 300,000, who are so firmly estab- 
lished and powerful that Brazil finds a prob- 
lem it is helpless to solve. 

We now know that the Japanese who came 
to our Pacific shores never did absolve alle- 
giance to the Emperor, that many of them 
were actually spies in the Emperor's pay, that 
many were Officers in the Japanese Army or 
Navy, that Japanese schools were established 
and maintained where the youth were taught 
the language, customs, religion, and ideals of 
the mother country and of the destiny of 
their race to rule, and that the particular 
duty of these colonists was to prepare the way 
on these shores for the ultimate conquest of 
the Pacific; and in the case of these immi- 
grants’ children, they were invested with a so- 
called dual citizenship, whereby they could 
claim full American citizenship with all of its 
advantages and protection, and at the same 
time remain faithful and obedient as a sub- 
ject of the Emperor, who, they were taught, 
was all-powerful because he was directly de- 
scended from the Son of Heaven. We now 
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know of the vast and far-reaching ambition 
of the Emperor's followers, of the religious 
fanaticism which accompanies and activates 
it, of the deep and abiding conviction of the 
leaders, taught for generations to the com- 
mon people, of their racial superiority and 
destiny to rule over other peoples. We now 
know that their complaints over such matters 
as restriction of immigration and land own- 
ership, and separation in schools, etc., put 
into effect within the last generation in 
Pacific Coast States, on the ground that it 
was abasing and discriminating, was, mostly, 
an assumed pose. It was not their pride that 
was hurt so much as it was the humiliation 
which came from frustrated plans. If we had 
not done those few things to stop coloniza- 
tion and infiltration, the Army would have 
had a much larger task, possibly so large that 
it could not have been accomplished. 

No man is so basely deceived as he who 
deceives himself. We now know the truth. 
Japan hates all white men with the hatred 
that can come from a race of another color 
toward one more favored, more fortunate, a 
natural jealousy, aggravated by a conviction 
of actual superiority and ingrained destiny 
to rule. 

Knowing these things, let us no longer 
temporize ‘with a positive menace to our 
future happiness and safety as a nation. 
Let us now, while the war is still on, firmly 
resolve to rid our country of representatives 
of an alien race who are our enemy and will 
always be our enemy. A race who are bar- 
baric at heart, in practice, who hold treachery 
and cruelty as high virtues, who hold force 
as necessary to success, who despise what we 
call justice, morality, and fair play, who hope 
and believe that we shall in time be reduced 
to slavery and they the masters. There can 
be no temporizing with their philosophy and 
ideals. We are as far apart as the poles. Let 
us not mistreat them or harm them, but 
establish the western Pacific as their eastern 
‘boundary and ship their people back home 
on the first vessels available for that purpose. 
They are yellow, we are white. We are Chris- 
tian, they are pagan. We cannot live to- 
gether, nor can we assimilate them. After 
what has happened, in the light of our knowl- 
edge of them, their background and fore- 
ground, I am convinced that we will be dere- 
lict to o r own best interests if our program 
in this respect be any less sweeping and final. 
Ridding ourselves of a menace by compelling 
them to return to their homeland and to life 
among their own people, is not criticizable by 
any reasonable rule of international fair play. 
And I cannot agree that effective measures 
to remove dangerous and treacherous aliens 
from our communities is un-Christianlike. 

We have two enemies. The contemptible 
Mussolini and the traitors Duval and Quisling 
are but pawns in the hands of the mad man 
of Berchtesgaden. It is remarkable how 
closely Japan’s methods and strategy have 
followed Hitler's. Or is it the other way 
around? The cruelty and barbarity of both 
armies are so typically oriental, I am some- 
times doubtful if Hitler did not learn from 
Japan in advance. For more than 2 years 
America watched the conquest of Europe, one 
country after another falling to the Hun, and 
wondered and debated and delayed. We area 
peace-loving people. Our enemies look upon 
war as the highest form of national expres- 
sion. Their method is to thoroughly pre- 
pare in secrecy and suddenly strike in sur- 
prise and treachery upon trusting and un- 
prepared neighbors. Our peacetime army has 
always been insignificant, and this time it 
has taken us so long to get started our handi- 
cap is a hurdle of more than respectable pro- 
portions. But surmount it we will, though 
it take our treasure and much of our blood. 
We are not yet thoroughly angry but are 
solemnly determined and will see this matter 
through to a victorious finish. 

The lessons to be learned from the reopen- 
ing of hostilities on a world-wide scale in 
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one generation after an armistice are these: 
The world is not yet sufficiently civilized to 
see the utter folly of war, and that the sup- 
posed gains to the winner do not equal the 
cost; that all those human causes which 
have been motivating throughout all time are 
still present—ambition for power, greed for 
loot and conquest, empire, a feeling of su- 
periority, vengeance for actual or supposed 
national insults, jealousies, the feeling of the 
necessity of maintaining prestige or “saving 
face,” and so on, All of these are present 
now. Both of the conquering countries have 
some or all of these. And the German lead- 
ership and most of the German people turned 
the world upside down 25 years ago for ex- 
actly the same causes. Talk of the harsh- 
ness of the Versailles Treaty was merely prop- 
aganda to whip themselves into a righteous 
rage for a second attempt. Had the League 
of Nations, or something of that sort, actually 
functioned, this second attempt could have 
been prevented for so long as the war fever 
lasted and their people taught by enforced 
discipline the advantages of the ways of peace. 
Your history will tell you that for a century 
the German states have kept Europe in tur- 
moil. The difference between the Kaiser and 
the Puehrer, one a king and the other an un- 
educated house painter, is told in the results 
that each achieved. Their motives, their 
goals were the same. The Kaiser failed and 
was kicked out. The Fuehrer, avoiding the 
Kaiser’s mistakes, and preparing more abun- 
dantly, has given so far a most remarkable 
exhibition of either utter madness or positive 
military genius. So far as we can tell the 
great bulk of the German people were and 
are thoroughly in accord with both those 
leaders’ efforts. 

Now, when these fellows and their people 
are thoroughly whipped—and they will be— 
the real problem will begin, We said in 1919, 
“It must not occur again,” and straightway 
returned to mind our own business. But we 
utterly failed to take the necessary precau- 
tions to prevent a repetition of the outbreak 
of international brigandage. Some way must 
be found next time to enforce peace in the 
world. We, all of us, will emerge from this 
conflict exhausted and probably bankrupt. 
We cannot stand these barbaric military 
holocausts each generation. I find myself not 
sufficiently wise to write the program. Prob- 
ably no one is at this time. Our way will 
have to develop as we go along. If it means 
that the victors will have to maintain full 
mobilization on a war footing for years, as a 
policeman threatens with a club—or what 
the plan will be—the future must tell us. 
But some plan, some effective plan, must be 
evolved and sternly and faithfully carried out. 

I cannot bring myself to doubt the ulti- 
mate outcome of this tremendous conflict. 
We must not, however, deceive ourselves as to 
the staggering cost. Indeed, it looks at this 
moment that the accumulated wealth of all 
time might be dissipated in this mad, futile 
struggle. Unprecedented preparation, treach- 
ery, surprise, and fanatical fervor have accom- 
plished conquests of amazing magnitude that 
must actually exceed the wildest hopes of the 
a themselves The accumulated 
wealth of the conquered nations has been 
stolen, their natural resources exploited, and 
their peoples enslaved. Probably the material 
resources of the Axis are even greater now 
than at the beginning of the war. 

But from a practical standpoint only keep 
in mind that the combined resources and 
manpower of the United States, the entire 
British Empire, vast Russia, and brave China 
make of the United Nations a force that by 
sheer weight and power and numbers alone 
must prevail in the long run. Add to this the 
moral support and best wishes of Central and 
South America, with some material help from 
them, and the potential resistance of millions 
of conquered peoples ready and eager to 
throw in their help when and as soon as that 
becomes possible, and you have an aggregate 


JULY 27 


of material force that is bound to overwhelm. 
And when you support and activate that ag- 
gregate material force by the conscientious 
conviction that the ideals of the democracies 
are worth fighting for to the last full measure 
of devotion; that life and freedom are pitted 
against pagan slavery; that in the last analy- 
sis an attempt is being made to turn back the 
peges of history to the days of brute force and 
barbaric glory and the survival of the fittest; - 
then I say that civilization shall not be per- 
mitted to so perish from the earth, but that 
our resistance, so bolstered and strengthened, 
shall prove irresistible, and we shall win this 
war, 


BOARD OF RESEARCH AND INVESTIGA- 
TION—TRANSPORTATION 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex- 
tend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
on July 20 the House, on my motion, con- 
curred in the Senate amendment No. 17 
to the first supplemental national defense 
appropriation bill, 1843 (H. R. 7319), ap- 
propriating an additional $500,000 to the 
Board of Research and Investigation— 
Transportation, with an amendment 
which reads as follows: 

Such total amount shall be so used as to 
compiete the studies, investigations, and re- 
ports authorized and required by part I, title 
III, of the Transportation Act of 1940. 


e This Board was created for a 2-year 
period to make certain investigations and 
reports with reference to carriers. The 2 
years would have expired on September 
18, 1942. Under the provisions of the act, 
the President had authority to extend the 
life of the Board for an additional 2 years, 
which he has done, bringing it to the 
date of September 18, 1944. The Board 
to this time had received a total of 
$346,500. The Board was late in being 
appointed and getting started, and at 
least a year elapsed before it was ready to 
function. Therefore, there was good rea- 
son to extend the time. 

The Budget estimate submitted for in- 
clusion in the bill referred to was $272,- 
000. The Senate inereased this to $500,- 
000. The House managers were reluctant 
to agree to more than the Budget esti- 
mate but did recommend the $500,000 
with the understanding that such amount 
together with the balance on hand of 
$143,000 should be so used as to complete 
the investigations and reports. 

The Board, among other duties, is en- 
gaged in an interterritorial rate study in 
which many Members are interested. 
The hearings of the Senate committee 
disclosed that that study would be com- 
pleted by January 1, next. 

The House amendment requiring the 
appropriation in H. R. 7319 to complete 
the studies of the Board has been publicly 
discussed and interpreted as having prac- 
tically no effect. It is my opinion, as 
chairman of the House conferees on this 
bil’? that the purpose and intent and 
wording of the House amendment is per- 
fectly clear and that it does mean what 
it says, namely, that this Board has 
$643,000 with which to complete its du- 
ties under the law. I make this state- 
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ment in order that the intention of the 
House managers, which was adopted by 
the House, may not be misunderstood. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my own remarks in the Recorp and in- 
clude therein an article on the farm 
problem. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

I HAVE A JUST CAUSE TO BE HAPPY 


Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, 5 years 
ago, on the 19th of July 1937, I left the 
hospital, having been confined therein 
for exactly 3 months, being seriously ill. 

Yor 2 or 3 years following thereafter I 
had quite a struggle to regain my health. 

I have a just cause to be happy today, 
in that I am enjoying splendid health, 
and in that I have the privilege of con- 
tinuing my service in Congress in the 
interest of my people and my country, 
especially, in this great emergency, when 
we are engaged in one of the greatest 
wars ever in the history of the world. 

I am leaving today for a vacation in 
the mountains, but I am hoping to re- 
turn soon, and I can assure you that I 
will do so with the determination to con- 
tinue my efforts to the fullest extent in 
the best interests of our war efforts. 

In leaving today I realize that we have 
many serious problems confronting this 
country in connection with our war 
program. A 

As far as Iam concerned, many of these 
problems and many of the bottlenecks 
with which we have to contend at this 
time were brought about purely because 
of selfishness prior to this war and be- 
cause of the continuation of this selfish- 
ness in the operation of our war program, 

I deeply appreciate and thoroughly un- 
derstand that the people of this coun- 
try, as well as the young manhood, who 
are offering up their very lives, so to 
speak, with the hope of maintaining the 
democracy for which our forefathers 
fought, bled, and died, are not satisfied 
with just what is going on. 

On last Friday we passed a bill, hoping 
to solve one of the most serious problems 
that we have at this time—a problem 
which is not only playing havoc with our 
war efforts but which is a serious prob- 
lem confronting practically all of our 
citizens. I refer to the rubber bill. 

I am hoping that the President will 
sign same. 

There is another bill, which has al- 
ready passed the Senate and has been 
reported by committee, now pending with 
the Rules Committee. I refer to the 100- 
percent loan bill. 

Those of us interested in this bill were 
hopeful when it was reported that it 
would be taken care of in the agricultural 
appropriation bill. We were unable to 
have same placed in this bill. 
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Since the passage of the agricultural 
appropriation bill, farm products have 
been going down, all at the expense of 
the farmers of this country, multiplying 
confusion with not only the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, the Secretary of 
Agriculture, Mr. Henderson, the Price 
Fixing Administrator, but the Congress 
and the public at large. 

I was unable to get a rule on this im- 
portant bill and have same considered 
prior to this recess, all of which I regret 
exceedingly because of the serious situ- 
ation confronting the farmers of this 
country, the most patriotic group which 
we have, who are just left to the mercy 
of the Price Fixing Administrator and 
the speculative interests of the country. 

I am sure that I shall enjoy my vaca- 
tion and the privilege and pleasure of 
visiting in my district. I am wishing for 
you, my colleagues, a pleasant vacation 
and a safe return to Congress. 

I pledge to you, my people, and my 
country, a continuation of the very best 
that there is in me in the interest not 
only of my own constituents but my 
country. 

I have a just cause to love and admire 
my constituents because of the confi- 
dence and trust which they have reposed 
in me during my long service in Con- 
gress, especially in permitting me at this 
trying time to continue my service with- 
out opposition in the coming election. 

I am hoping that the months will not 
be many until we shall win this war and 
continue freedom and the American way 
of life, not only in the United States but 
in the rest of the world. 


CARGO TRANSPORT PLANES 


Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, a few 
days ago a well-recognized and successful 
businessman advocated the manufac- 
ture of cargo-transport planes to fly to 
the beleaguered fighters all over the 
earth the materials we are sending them, 
in order to overcome the menace of un- 
dersea craft. I see that this suggestion 
has been seriously.considered by other 
members of this great company called 
America. Some more or less conserva- 
tive columnists and men of conception 
and reason have seriously, thoughtfully, 
and favorably considered this proposition. 

I understand that today there is being 
introduced in the Senate, and perhaps 
also in the House, a bill to provide for the 
construction of 5,000 or more cargo- 
transport planes to fly our fighting ma- 
terials across the oceans. This sugges- 
tion is worthy of the most serious study. 
I believe one thing we as the Congress 
of the United States should do is to study 
it seriously. We cannot take over the op- 
eration of the war. Attempting to be 
military Congressmen is a mistake, of 
course, just as it would be for a war 
leader to attempt to be a political gen- 
eral; but when it comes to a matter of 
this kind, it strikes right at the responsi- 
bility and duty of the Members of Con- 
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gress as lawmakers. It seems to me that 
this is a challenge to the Congress of the 
United States to enter seriously into the 
study of a proposition that may work out 
to be what, as the fighting champion of 
democracy, this Nation needs. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


ROMANO £EMILIANI—VETO MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 820) 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following veto message from the 
President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I am returning, without my approval, 
H, R. 5295, for the relief of the estate of 
Romano Emiliani, which would confer 
upon the district court for the Canal 
Zone, jurisdiction to hear and determine 
the claim of the estate of Romano Emili- 
ani for compensation for the alleged tak- 
ing by the United States of land now 
within the limits of the Canal Zone. 

It appears that, acting pursuant to the 
Panama Canal Act of August 24, 1912, 
and Executive order of December 5, 1912, 
the Isthmian Canal Commission took 
over certain land in the Canal Zone, in- 
cluding some 1,901.64 acres, title to which 
was claimed by Romano Emiliani. On 
December 22, 1914, Emiliani filed before 
the Joint Land Commission, constituted 
under the provisions of the treaty of 1903, 
between the United States and Panama, 
a claim for compensation for lands so 
taken. The Joint Land Commission 
found that Emiliani had title only to 


652.84 acres and awarded an amount of 


$9,250, which Emiliani refused to ac- 
cept. Under the provisions of article 
VI of the treaty with the Republic of 
Panama, the decision of the Joint Land 
Commission as to damages to owners of 
private land is final, and it is further 
provided that the assessment of dam- 
ages shall be based upon the value of 
lands before the date of the convention. 

Disposition of Emiliani’s claim was 
made in the manner provided in the 
treaty and award of damages was made 
on the basis of the value of the land be- 
fore the date of the convention, as there- 
in provided. I regard it as undesirable 
to reopen claims finally determined by 
the Joint Land Commission pursuant to 
the provisions of the treaty. Also I be- 
lieve it an unwarranted discrimination 
in favor of the claimant to value the land 
found to have been taken from him as 
of the time of taking, when other awards ~ 
to persons in similar circumstances were 
required to be based on the value before 
the date of the treaty. This requirement 
had the salutary purpose of excluding 
appreciation in value of land due solely 
to the construction of the Canal. 

In behalf of the claimants, it has been 
urged that similar relief was granted sev- 
eral years ago to the Playa de Flor Land 
& Improvement Co. under like circum- 
stances. It is to be noted, however, that 
no award had been made to this company 
by the Joint Commission. Moreover, the 
bill conferring jurisdiction on the dis- 
trict court to hear and determine the 
claim of the Playa de Flor Land & Im- 
provement Co. contained no provision to 
the effect that the award should be based 
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on the value of the land as of the time of 
taking. 

It is also contended in support of the 
claimants that the findings of the Joint 
Land Commission on the question of title 
are at variance with a decree of the dis- 
trict court of the Canal Zone adjudicat- 
ing title to the entire tract of 1,901.64 
acres to be in Emiliani. This decree was 
entered on a motion for default present- 
ed by Emiliani several years after the 
date of the finding by the Joint Land 
Commission and after the plaintiff in the 
case, the Panama Railroad Co., had 
filed a disclaimer of interest on the 
ground that title to the land had vested 
in the United States by virtue of the Ex- 
ecutive order issued on December 5, 1912, 
in pursuance of the treaty with the Re- 
public of Panama and the Panama Canal 
Act of 1912. The United States Govern- 
‘ment was not a party to this suit, and the 
findings of the Joint Land Commission 
were not affected by the district court 
decree. 

Further objection to the bill lies in the 
fact that under decisions of the Supreme 
Court the Government might be required 
to pay interest from the time of taking in 
1912, a period of approximately 30 years. 
In these circumstances, it would be un- 
fair to the Government to reopen an old 
claim which was determined many years 
ago by a tribunal of competent jurisdic- 
tion. 

It is to be observed, moreover, that the 
bill contains no limitation on the time in 
which suit may be brought by the claim- 
ants. It would be possible for claimants 
to defer the institution of proceedings for 
an indefinite period, during which the 
Government might be required to pay 
additional interest. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, July 27, 1942. 


The SPEAKER. The objections of the 
President will be spread at large upon 
the Journal. 

Without objection, the bill and message 
will be referred to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 
`- There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, following 
any special orders heretofore entered, I 
may be permitted to address the House 
for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington? 

There was no objection. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY NEXT 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet 
on Thursday next. 

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Reserving 
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire of the majority leader if this 
means that on Thursday next the Mem- 
bers will be permitted to ask unanimous 
consent to extend their own remarks in 
the RECORD? 

. Mr. McCORMACK. Yes; on Thurs- 
day next. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on Thursday next I be permitted to ad- 
dress the House for 25 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


Mr, McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
offer a resolution and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution (H. Res. 
532), as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. ALFRED L. BULWINELE, 
a Representative from the State of North 
Carolina, be, and he js hereby, elected Speak- 
er pro tempore during the absence of the 
Speaker. 

Resolved, That the President and the Sen- 
ate be notified by the Clerk of the election 
of Hon. ALFRED L. BULWINKLE as Speaker pro 
tempore during the absence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. More this morning 
than for some time, on account of the 
condition of his voice, the present occu- 
pant of the chair needs some Texas sun- 
shine. He hopes that he may get it for 
2 few weeks. 

Will the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina present himself at the bar of the 


. House and take the oath of office? 


Mr. BULWINKLE appeared at the bar 
of the House and took the oath of office. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to announce that during my ab- 
sence the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, 
Cocuran] will act as majority leader. 


THE RECESSING OF THE HOUSE 


Mr, SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH: Mr. Speaker, ladies and 
gentlemen of the House, we just heard 
the swearing-in of the distinguished and 
outstanding gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BULWINKLE] as Acting Speaker, 
and the able gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. CocHran] as acting majority 
Jeader. Personally, I know I express the 
sentiments of the House when I wish that 
the Speaker and the majority leader will 
enjoy the short vacation which they so 
fully deserve. As most of you know, I 
have served in many strenuous sessions 
of the House during my long service and 
Ican truthfully say that the present Con- 
gress has been the most strenuous of 
them all. We have been in continuous 
session, with the exception of a short 
Christmas recess, for nearly 17 months 
and I feel, notwithstanding the unfair 
jibes of some of the columnists and news- 
papers, that the American people appre- 
ciate the great services that this Congress 
has rendered. It was indeed unfortunate 
that in the beginning of the present Con- 
gress in 1941 that some Members did 
not realize the approaching danger to 
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our beloved country, but I am sure that 
all recognize it now. We had a real duty 
to perform and I feel we have performed 
it. Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding criti- 
cism from certain sources, I feel that the 
membership of this House is entitled to 
a few short weeks not so much as to 
familiarize themselves with conditions in 
their districts, but to recuperate and re- 
build their shattered nerves as these were 
really nerve-racking sessions. 

Mr. Speaker, I fully appreciate that 
some Members stated that they were op- 
posed to the short recess, but, glancing 
around, I do not see them here. I feel, 
Mr. Speaker, that there is no reason for 
the House to remain continuously in ses- 
sion whilst the Senate committee is work- 
ing on the revenue bill which the House 
has passed. True, I have some requests 
for hearings for rules on some bills and 
for hearings on some resolutions, but 
they are not of such importance that they 
cannot wait until the Members return 
rested and refreshed. 

And once more, Mr. Speaker, I wish 
you, the majority and minority leaders, 
and each and every Member, a pleasant 
short vacation, if such it can be called, 
and hope that all will be benefited and 
return in the best of health, restored with 
vigor and determination to continue to 
Serve our great and beloved country. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker,-on 
Thursday next I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be permitted to’ address the 
House for 15 minutes after all other 
business and following any special or- 
ders heretofore granted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no. objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include a 
newspaper article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SMITH] is recognized for 20 
minutes. 


DEFENSE OF THE PACIFIC COAST—WORK 
OF CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES 


Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
Speaker, since we entered the war the 
Members of the House and Senate repre- 
senting the States of Washington, Ore- 
gon, and California have labored assidu- 
ously to secure the strongest possible 
military protection for our section of the 
United States. We took the initiative 
in starting the action which resulted in 
having evacuated therefrom enemy 
aliens, particularly the Japanese, in- 
cluding second generation or so-called 
Japanese nationals born in this country. 

Our west-coast delegations in Congress 
did something which has seldom, if ever 
before, been done in the history of Con- 
gress and the Nation. We proceeded to 
organize and set up committees of Mem- 
bers of the House and Senate represent- 
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ing our area to deal most effectively with 
all problems of military and civilian de- 
fense, which are of such vital concern to 
our people and communities. 

DEFENSE COMMITTEE 


Senator Hrram W. Jounson of Cali- 
fornia, as dean of the west-coast delega- 
tions, has acted as general chairman of 
the whole committee. Senator Rurus 
C. Hoiman, of Oregon, is chairman of the 
main subcommittee on coast defense, and 
I have had the privilege of being a mem- 
ber of this subcommittee since its in- 
ception, Some of tLe duties cf this com- 
mittee were subsequently assigned to a 
special subcommittee of House Members, 
consisting of the following: Hon. CARL 
Hinsoaw, of California, chairman; 
Hon. Joun M. CostTELLO, of California; 
Hon. JOHN Z. ANDERSON, of California; 
Hon. James W. Mort, of Oregon; and 
myself. Our committee has functioned 
actively and has submitted to Senator 
Hoxtman, as acting chairman of the whole 
committee, a three-page report of our 
activities in regard to several very im- 
portant matters affecting vitally the 
lives and property of the citizens resid- 
ing in the Pacific coast States. I refer 
you to a comprehensive radio speech by 
Congressman HrysHaw, which was pub- 
lished in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
April 16, 1942, deseribing some of the 
work of our committee up to that time. 

EVACUATION OF ALIENS 


We also have a committee dealing with 
the important subject of evacuation of 
aliens, of which Representative LELAND 
M. Forp, of California, is the chairman, 
and which has continued the work of the 
subdivision of the whole committee which 
was headed by Senator Mon C. WALLGREN, 
of Washington. This committee con- 
sists of the following Members: Hon, 
LeLanp M. For, of California, chairman; 
Senator Rrrus C. HOLMAN, of Oregon; 
Senator Homer T. Bone, of Washington; 
Hon. Homer D. ANGELL, of Oregon; Hon. 
JOHN M. Corrge, of Washington; Hon. 
JoHN M. COSTELLO, of California; Hon. 
ALFRED J. ELLIOTT, of California; Hon. 
BERTRAND W. Gearuart, of California; 
Hon. WALTER M. PIERCE, of Oregon; Hon. 
Harry R. SHEPPARD, of California; Hon. 
Martin F. SMITH, of Washington; Hon. 
RicHarp J. WELCH, of California. 

All of our committees, and I shall refer 
later to several others dealing with spe- 
cific phases of the defense problem, have 
held frequent weekly and semiweekly 
meetings with high-ranking officials of 
War, Navy, State, and Justice Depart- 
ments, 

We have discussed the defense of the 
Pacific coast area with Secretary of the 
Navy Frank Knox, Admiral Harold R. 
Stark, Maj. Gen. Mark W. Clark, now in 
command of all American ground troops 
in Britain; Maj. Gen. William N. Porter, 
Chief of the Chemical Warfare Service; 
Hon. James H. Rowe, Assistant to the At- 
torney General of the United States; 
Col. Karl R. Bendetson, of the Alien Di- 
vision; Capt, J. B. Waller, Office of the 
Chief of Naval Operations; Commander 
W. S. Wharton, Office of Naval Intelli- 
gence; Lt. Col. J, K. Tully, Office of the 
War Plans Division, General Staff; Hon. 
Milton C. Eisenhower, in charge of alien 
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evacuation, and numerous other officials 
of the War, Navy, and State Depart- 
ments, and the Marine and Air Corps. 

Acting on the written recommendations 
of our committee, which were submitted 
to him as Commander in Chief, the Presi- 
dent by Executive order directed the re- 
moval of all Japanese from strategic areas 
in the Pacific Coast States. This order 
applied not only to Japanese aliens, but 
also to second generation Japanese born 
in this country. This order was executed 
under the supervision of Hon. Milton C. 
Eisenhower and Lt. Gen. J. L. De Witt, 
commanding general of the Western De- 
fense Command, at San Francisco. Our 
committee was in direct contact with the 
officials during the process of evacuation 
and we have reason to believe that the 
actual removal, evacuation, and resettle- 
ment of the aliens were expedited by our 
efforts. We commend the dispatch and 
efficiency with which the difficult task was 
accomplished. I am inserting at this 
point the resolution which we adopted, 
which was drafted by a special commit- 
tee consisting of Representatives CLAR- 
ENCE F., Lea, of California, chairman; 
JoHN M. Costetto, of California; JERRY 
Vooruis, of California; Homer D. ANGELL, 
of Oregon; and Martin F. SMITH, of 
Washington. The resolution reads as fol- 
lows: 


We, the Representatives in Congress from 
Washington, Oregon, California, Arizona, and 
the Delegate from Alaska have, with apprecia- 
tion, observed the progress made by the Army 
and Federal and State law enforcement agen- 
cies in identifying, segregating, and surveil- 
lance of enemy aliens, and others, who might 
prove dangerous to the protection and safety 
of the public. 

We reaffirm our conviction that the primary 
consideration in dealing with such persons 
must be the safety of our people and Nation. 

We pledge to these agencies our approval 
and undivided support in every proper execu- 
tion of their responsibilities. 

We again emphatically urge that, with the 
greatest promptness and vigor consistent with 
practical procedure, suitable locations be se- 
lected for the segregation, relocation, and 
proper surveillance of such persons. 

We urge upon our citizens and Government 
officials in the execution of these duties strict 
observance of all humanities consistent with 
public safety. 

We commend every proper effort on the part 
of the evacuated persons in recognizing the 
necessity of their segregation and their coop- 
eration in executing this necessary procedure 
for the public good and their own safety. 

We urge that all appropriate Government 
agencies, through their appointed agents and 
other judicious means, diligently continue 
their Pacific coast investigations to ascertain 
and thereby prevent Japanese, Nazi, and 
other un-American activities detrimental to 
our war effort. To this end we recommend 
and expect our military authorities, the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation, the Department 
of Justice, the Dies committee, and other re- 
sponsible law-enforcement agencies of the 
Government to cooperate for the common 
good. 

We earnestly counsel the vigilant coopera- 
tion of all citizens and groups with the duly 
constituted authorities to the end that no 
unlawful or violent action shall be perpe- 
trated. 

In support of these purposes we, individ- 
ually and as a group, pledge our earnest, con- 
tinued, and vigorous cooperation, 


When the House had under considera- 
tion the State, Justice, Commerce, and 
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Judiciary appropriation bill we succeeded 
in having adopted the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from California 
(Mr. Carter] earmarking and making 
available $300,000 to the Attorney Gen- 
eral to investigate and prosecute Japa- 
nese in Washington, Oregon, and Cali- 
fornia and to further their prompt and 
immediate evacuation. 


FOREST FIRE PROTECTION 


We have taken steps to have our im- 
portant forest and timber areas ade- 
quately protected against fire losses by 
sabotage and incendiarism. We invited 
officials of the Forest Service to appear 
before our committee, and a special com- 
mittee consisting of Representative 
Knute HILL, of Washington, chairman; 
Senator HOLMAN, of Oregon; Congress- 
men Voornis and RoLPH, of California; 
Morvock, of Arizona; and myself also 
conferred with officials of the Budget 
Bureau. Senators Bone and HOLMAN, 
Representative Harry L. ENGLEBRIGHT, 
of California, Representative James W. 
Morr, of Oregon, and myself appeared 
before the subcommittee on deficiencies 
of the Senate Appropriations Commit- 
tee, and I also appeared before the 
House committee. We pointed out the 
great hazard of forest fires which would 
result from attack from the air by 
incendiary bombs or organized sabo- 
tage. We stressed the fact that for- 
est products are essential war materials, 
just as vital and necessary as steel or 
aluminum, and that the destruction of 
our timber areas by fire would seriously 
cripple our entire war effort and ruin our 
economy after the war. It has been no 
easy matter to get our economy-minded 
brethren from nonforested sections of the 
country to go along with us. However, 
largely as a result of our persistent efforts 
and the solid phalanx presented by our 
entire west-coast delegations—every 
Member haying been active in this 
fignt—an additional $5,000,000 was pro- 
vided the Forest Service and $3,000,000 
is contained in the agricultural bill. We 
are going to continue the fight for fur- 
ther funds, for we do not consider that 
the present sums are sufficient to take 
care of the entire Nation, including our 
own section. 

CIVILIAN DEFENSE 


A special subcommittee was appointed 
to consider matters relating to civilian 
defense, obtaining of gas masks, helmets, 
fire equipment, and so forth, consisting 
of Representatives JERRY Voornis, of 
California, chairman; THomas F. Forp, of 
California; V/ALTER M. PIERCE, of Ore- 
gon; Homer D. ANGELL, of Oregon; and 
Martin F Smits, of Washington. This 
committee has met with Maj. Gen. Wil- 
liam N. Porter, Chief of the Chemical 
Warfare Service; Maj. Gen. Paul X. 
English, Chemical Warfare Service; Col. 
P. F. Powers, and Hon. James M. Landis, 
Director of the Office of Civilian Defense. 
Our committee has been assured that the 
needs and requirements of our section 
are being given full attention and the 
equipment is being furnished as rapidly 
as can be done, preference being given to 
critical war industrial and populous 
areas, most likely to bc attacked, and dis- 
tribution is being first made to guards, 
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watchmen, firemen, and police officers, 
air-raid wardens, and those directly en- 
gaged in civilian defense activity. The 
remainder of the population will be 
equipped as speedily as can be accom- 
plished, We emphasized the fact that 
the west coast is considered a strategic 
military area and possible combat zone 
and that this should be taken into ac- 
count at all times. We are gratified that 
those in high positions of responsibility 
are fully cognizant of our situation and 
are sympathetic with’ our viewpoint in 
this regard. 
USE OF WOOD PRODUCTS 


As my colieagues are aware, I have 
been advocating for over 2 years an all- 
out wooden shipbuilding program to sup- 
plement our steel construction program. 
Recently the Bureau of Ships, Navy De- 
partment, authorized the construction of 
patrol boats and small auxiliary craft of 
wood, following the action of the United 
States Maritime Commission in letting 
contracts for the construction of wooden 
barges, which is gratifying to those of us 
who have been urging the utilization of 
wood. 

On June © at a meeting of the Pacific 
coast congressional group, I was ap- 
Pointed chairman of a subcommittee to 
promote the use of wood products, in- 
cluding cargo carrie-3, and the gentle- 
man from Oregon, Representative HOMER 
D. ANGELL, and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, Representative THOMAS ROLPH, 
were appointed members to serve with 
me. We are hopeful that cargo carriers 
will also be built of wood, in view of the 
growing shortage of steel for all pur- 
poses, and intend to continue our ef- 
forts to bring this about, 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I yield to 
my colleague from Oregon who has served 
so actively on these west coast defense 
committees. 

Mr. ANGELL. I want to commend 
the gentleman from Washington for his 
zeal inthe work he has been doing, par- 
ticularly with reference to the needs of 
cur Pacific coast area and these most im- 
portant problems. May I ask the gen- 
tleman if the shipbuilding program with 
respect to the building of wooden ships 
which we of the Pacific coast delegation 
have suggested and urged from the outset 
is now going forward, as he understands 
it? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. It is my 
understanding, I will say to my colleague 
from Oregon, that the matter is going 
forward and is being very seriously 
studied and considered by the Maritime 
Commission, particularly by the tech- 
nicians connected with that Commission. 

Mr. ANGELL. May I say, if the gen- 
tleman will yield further, I understand 
that contracts have already been let or 
recommended in the Columbia River 
area for some types of craft constructed 
of wood which may be used in the trades 
in substitution for the tankers. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. The gen- 
ee is correct; bids have been called 

or. 

Mr. ANGELL. The gentleman will re- 
Call also that we suggested the possibility 
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of using wooden pipe for the transporta- 
tion of petroleum products in connection 
with the oil problem on the Pacific coast. 
May I ask the gentleman what the situa- 
tion is with reference to the supply of oil 
for fuel and industrial uses in the States 
of Oregon and Washington? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington, I have 
been advised by the Oil Coordinator that 
all the necessary steps have been taken 
and are being taken toward assuring that 
we will have, in our section of the coun- 
try, an adequate supply of fuel oil and 
petroleum during the winter months, 
particularly, as to which, of course, we 
are most concerned. 

Mr. ANGELL. May I say to the gen- 
tleman that recently an order was issued 
amending an order theretofore issued— 
L-56, I believe. is the number—that per- 
mitted the furnishing of only 50 percent 
of the oil supply received during the 
same month of the preceding year, and 
this has been changed with reference to 
Oregon and Washington, permitting fuel 
oil now to come in in full quantity, and 
all the users are not only permitted but 
urged to fill all of their storage capacity 
so they may have stored on hand as 
much of that fuel as possible for winter. 
I took this up personally with the Oil 
Coordinator's office and was assured 
the modification would be made which 
later was done. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. The gen- 
tleman is correct, and I think that action 
was taken largely as a result of the ef- 
forts of the gentleman and myself, as 
well as other Members representing the 
States of Oregon and Washington. He 
succeeded in obtaining this concession 
from the Oil Coordinator particularly 
affecting the Portland-Vancouver area. 

Mr. ANGELL. If I may interpose 
further, with reference to the supplying 
of gas masks and helmets, as the gen- 
tleman has already detailed, our com- 
mittee did considerable work; and is it 
the gentleman’s understanding now that 
a sufficient quantity of this equipment 
will be constructed and housed at criti- 
cal places in the territory, so it may be 
obtained quickly in the event of an 
attack? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. As the 
gentleman will recall, inasmuch as he 
was present at our conferences, we were 
given assurances that that would be done. 
I will say, however, that since reading a 
recent Associated Press dispatch within 
the past week from Los Angeles quoting 
Lt. Col. E. K. Merritt, United States 
Army Air Forces, I have been just a little 
disturbed and concerned about this mat- 
ter. According to this Associated Press 
dispatch, Colonel Merritt, in addressing 
a school of emergency protection for Los 
Angeles industries and public buildings, 
warned: 


The enemy certainly is not going to let our 
tremendous aircraft production continue on 
the coast without trying to put a crimp in 
it. An air attack on the coast may be ex- 
pected at any time. * * * The Army has 
every reason to believe that gas will be used, 


If Colonel Merritt is correct, then I 
certainly take the position—and I know 
my colleagues from our section of the 
country will agree with me—that the ar- 
rangements that are being made for fur- 


JULY 27 


nishing gas masks and other equipment 
necessary in case of a gas attack are not 
proceeding as rapidly and expeditiously 
as they should. Does the gentleman 
agree with me? 

Mr. ANGELL. I agree with the gen- 
tleman, but is it not the gentleman’s 
opinion that the Pacific coast delegation 
certainly took the proper course when so 
early in the prosecution of the war they 
took up the defense of the Pacific coast 
area and insisted on adequate protec- 
tion; and, also, is it not the opinion of 
the gentleman that by reason of subse- 
quent events we must keep on the alert, 
and that we must go upon the theory 
that it is very probable that an attack 
will be made on our coast area, and that 
we must be in a position to defend our- 
selves if that takes place? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I agree 
with the gentleman, and I think that 
events to date have certainly vindicated 
and justified the action which our com- 
mittees have taken during the past 7 
months. We have presented our needs 
fully to those in authority and have every 
reason to believe that adequate prepara- 
tion is being made to meet those needs, 
However, I would like to see a little more 
speed and action, myself. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Yes. I 
yield to the gentleman who has served 
so actively on all of these committees, 
and manifested such a great interest in 
providing necessary protection for the 
Pacific Northwest. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. I ap- 
preciate the gentleman’s encomium, but 
I wish to interrogate the gentleman about 
his activity in connection with wooden 
pipes as a possible use for the transmis- 
sion of oil from one State to another. 
I know the gentleman is interested in 
that subject, because in his own district 
at Vancouver, in the State of Washing- 
ton, there is a plant already in operation 
manufacturing wooden pipe. The gen- 
tleman knows of my activities in that 
connection, and I am sure the gentleman 
has likewise been active, perhaps more so 
in connection with the development of 
wooden pipe and its possible use for an 
oil pipe line. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. That 
very matter was considered at a meeting 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
of which I am a member, and the testi- 
mony developed during those hearings 
clearly indicated that wooden pipes were 
practical, that there was no sound argu- 
ment that could be advanced against 
their use. We were also informed by the 
Assistant Oil Coordinator, when he testi- 
fied before our committee, that it was 
the intention of his agency to recom- 
mend the use of wooden pipes, in view 
of the growing shortage of metals. So 
I feel that we have made very satisfac- 
tory progress in that respect. I know 
that the gentleman has firms at Tacoma 
in his district which are also in a posi- 
tion to furnish wooden pipes as well as 
the firms which are located in my dis- 
trict. It rather seems that there has 
been a prejudice against the use of wood 
for any and all purposes—hbarges, ships, 
pipes, and everything else—but we are 
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gradually breaking down that prejudice 
by our patient and persistent efforts. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. Does the 
gentieman not think we ought to have 
had at least $12,000,000 for the protection 
of forests along the Pacific coast during 
this summer? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I agree 
with my colleague who was very indus- 
trious during the time that he was the 
chairman of our subcommittee in seek- 
ing increased appropriations for forest- 
fire control and protection. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. And this 
is the time of year when the danger is 
the greatest out there? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. That is 
eorrect, due to the dryness and lack of 
rainfall during July and August. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. And sec- 
ondiy, the danger from Japanese sab- 
oteurs who. might get into the picture 
there. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Yes; sab- 
oteurs could set fires more easily now 
and the danger from incendiary bombs 
would be greater. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. It is an old 
saying, and it is true, is it not, that an 
ounce of prevention is worth a pound of 
cure? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I abso- 
lutely agree with my colleague, and say 
that while there is no question that we 
should have had $12,000,000, and even 
the $18,000,000 originally recommended 
by the Forest Service for the entire 
Nation. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. That is for 
the whole country. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Which 
we urged upon the Bureau of the Budget 
and the Committee on Appropriations 
when the gentleman was present and 
made these presentations himself; still 
the fact remains, that if we had not been 
as alert and vigilant as we were, we 
would not have received the $8,000,000 
that we are going to have available now, 
but would probably have had to be con- 
tent with a few million dollars, Is not 
that correct? 

Mr. HILL of Washington. That is a 
poor policy upon the part of the Director 
of the Budget to wait until the next defi- 
ciency bill before putting in the item. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I agree 
with the gentleman, and I hope that no 
loss or destruction results from the delay. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I thank 
the gentleman for his fine speech on this 
matter of forest protection. 

OUR COMMITTEES ARE ON THE ALERT 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my colleague from Cal- 
ifornia, whose efforts in behalf of his 
own State and district have proved most 
effective. The foregoing is a very brief 
and incomplete outline of the multifari- 
ous work and numerous activities of the 
west coast defense committees, but it 
does give some indication of the fact 
that the Members of Congress from the 
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three States of Washington, Oregon, and 
California have been on the alert and 
we shall continue to be just that, Per- 
sonally, I wish to say that I have never 
in my life had the privilege of working 
with a group of more earnest, sincere, 
and patriotic men, every one of whom 
has the welfare of his country and the 
people whom he represents at heart and 
uppermost in his endeavors. 
DEFENSES FOR SOUTHWEST WASHINGTON 


I represent in Congress the coastal 
district in the southwestern section of 
the State of Washington, which is con- 
sidered to be most vulnerable to attack 
by the enemy and which, according to 
Homer Lea and all the military experts, 
is most likely to be the first to be at- 
tacked and bombed by the Japanese if 
they attempt an invasion of the Pacific 
Coast States. I have, therefore, been 
vigilant and diligent in seeking to secure 
the strongest possible defenses for this 
area and feel that my efforts in this re- 
gard have been highly successful. I be- 
lieve that I do not exaggerate when I say 
that as a direct result of my constant 
and persistent efforts our southwest 
Washington district is now more strongly 
defended, both by men and equipment, 
than any other similar section of the 
entire country. These defenses are being 
further strengthened and augmented 
just as speedily as the equipment can be 
made available. Troops of armed sol- 
diers, tanks, machine guns, antiaircraft 
guns, and fortifications are being rapidly 
increased. Every modern military device 
is being provided in our section, includ- 
ing numerous listening devices and in- 
terceptors for the detection of approach- 
ing aircraft, Navy patrol planes, light and 
heavy bombing and pursuit planes, sub- 
marine nets and mines to protect our 
harbors and waterways. Every possible 
safeguard is being taken for the security 
and adequate protection of our com- 
munities. I intend to continue to vigor- 
ously put forth every effort I can to in- 
sure that this degree of preparation for 
any and every eventuality shall be fur- 
ther intensified. 

I have received many valuable sugges- 
tions and items of information relating 
to our defense and all-out victory pro- 
gram from citizens and organizations in 
our district, and I hope that I may be 
favored with many more of them in the 
future. The contents of these communi- 
cations are immediately conveyed and 
transmitted by me to those departments 
of the Government directly concerned 
and who are in a position to act promptly 
and effectively in regard thereto. 

WE ARE GOING TO WIN THE WAR 


Here in Washington, D. C., there is 
real ground for optimism in regard to 
our country’s war effort. This feeling 
of optimism is predicated upon the sub- 
stantial results gradually being revealed 
and upon the immediate outlook for 
gradual results. We are now producing 
more new armaments and implements of 
warfare than Germany’s Europe and 
Japan combined. Our enemies are at 
their maximum, while our country is just 
starting on a total all-out war scale. 

We must bear in mind that Japan, 
when it became clear that she would not 
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become seriously involved in the last 
World War, commenced preparations 
for the present conflict and has been pre- 
paring on a huge scale for over 25 years. 
The Germans haye been preparing for 
total war for the past 10 years. Japan 
and Germany have accumulated vast 
quantities of weapons of war and war 
materials of all kinds. They have there- 
fore been in a position to take the ini- 
tiative and to concentrate their weapons 
at the points and in the places where they 
can inflict the most damage, while we 
and our allies have had to scatter our 
weapons over half the world. 

However, the factories and machinery 
with which aircraft, vessels, guns, tanks, 
and naval ships are being »roduced are 
now going full blast, the wheels are turn- 
ing, and the most colossal war stores and 
war output the world has ever witnessed 
is now flowing from our production and 
assembly lines and this output will 
increase steadily. 

Our country in World War No. 1 did 
not make a start that even begins to com- 
pare with the effort that is now under 
way and will come to full fruition in the 
coming months. We have never before 
showed the world what we can do with 
our immense resources of men, materials, 
and machinery once we have made up 
our minds and hearts to conquer our 
foes. The final results of our present 
all-out war victory effort is going to 
startle and baffle our enemies and amaze 
the whole world. We are going to over- 
take the Japanese and the Nazis and as 
soon as we do, we will be victorious and 
the war will end. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from California 
(Mr, GEARHART] for 15 minutes. 


RUBBER 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, ever 
since the disaster at Pearl Harbor the 
necessity for finding new sources of rub- 
ber has been apparent to everyone. Al- 
though nearly 8 months have gone by, 
very little has been accomplished—so 
little that the people are beginning to 
wonder if this all-important problem of 
rubber is ever to be solved. 

The reasons for this inordinate delay 
are probably many in number, but it is 
decidedly the opinion of the American 
people that that delay has been caused 
in part, if not entirely, by a seemingly 
indeterminable and a thoroughly inde- 
fensible argument between those who 
prefer the petroleum process and those 
who believe that the alcohol method is 
better, 

Synthetic rubber can be produced 
either from petroleum or from alcohol. 
Personally, I do not care from which 
source it is derived. In respect to rub- 
ber, there is only one thing in which the 
American people are interested, and that 
is a quick production of this critical ma- 
terial from whatever source it can be 
obtained, 

Fortunately, the reasons for these 
heart-breaking delays, discouraging 
though they may have been during the 
days recently gone by, can now be safely 
disregarded in the light of that which 
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has transpired. No purpose could be 
served in the use of the invective, in- 
criminations, or blame placing. Let us 
turn our attention to getting rubber and 
getting it just as quickly as we can. 

True, the petroleum and the industrial- 
alcohol groups have warred on each other. 
Each has contended vigorously, but not 
too intelligently, for its favored process. 
We need not further concern ourselves 
with any phase of this controversy which 
never should have been permitted to de- 
velop. Merely should we, as we contem- 
plate sorrowfully what it has wrought, 
regret the delay it has caused, get under 
way as fast as we can—and produce 
rubber. 

One of the reasons that we, the people, 
can ignore this controversy arises out of 
the fact that both the petroleum incus- 
try and the alcohol groups have won their 
respective battles. We are to have rub- 
ber from koth alcohol and from oil, and 
both groups should, therefore, be very 
happy in their respective fields of en- 
deavor, 

Because of the shortness of my time, 
I am going to discuss only the alcohol 
process, as the petroleum process is in 
good hands, in the hands of those who 
will do their jobs well—get us rubber by 
that method in great quantities in the 
shortest possible time. 

I have now, as I have always in the 
past, greai confidence in the ability of 
the Coordinator of Petroleum, Hon. Har- 
old L. Ickes, to properly handle any re- 
sponsibility that may be his promptly, 
efficiently, and well. The handling of the 
rubber production problem will be no ex- 
ception in this instance. He can be de- 
pended upon to do his part efficiently 
and well. 

As for his deputy coordinator, I have 
that great respect for and confidence in 
Ralph L. Davies that can only be de- 
rived from intimate association and life- 
long acquaintance. I know of no more 
intelligent, no more loyal, no more effi- 
cient gentleman in the public service. 
His disinterestedness, his patriotic zeal, 
his unselfish devotion to the cause we all 
hold near and dear will never be ques- 
onpa by any of those who have known 

im. 

With the petroleum phases of the rub- 
ber problem in such good hands and out 
of the way for the time being, I want to 
address myself to the other process, the 
alcohol way. Iam interested in the alco- 
hol process simply because I believe we 
can get synthetic rubber quicker and 
faster through the use of that formula 
than by pursuing any other method 
which has been devised by man. 

In the West there are stored today 
over 60,000,000 bushels of wheat in the 
warehouses. It is daily deteriorating 
because of the passing of time. Not only 
this 60,000,000 bushels, but as many more 
bushels are ripening in the fields—a crop 
of wheat which will be matured and 
ready for harvesting within the next 
month or so; a crop of wheat which we 
may never harvest, since there are no 
places nor containers in which to store 
it. As is well known, storage facilities 
throughout the West are filled to over- 
flowing, 
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Even though an abundance of wheat is 
there awaiting utilization, and even 
though every other facility for the quick 
changing of that wheat into alcohol is 
available and ready for use, we observe 
the astonishing performance of agents 
of the War Production Board running in 
and around and among the vineyards of 
California in a wild and frantic effort to 
persuade the hardy distillers of that great 
State to give up their stills, to strip them- 
selves of their ability to contribute to the 
winning of the war through the produc- 
tion of alcohol, to consent to the removal 
of their stills to the Middle West and to 
the far East to be there fitted into an 
alcohol-producing program that is today 
not yet out of the blue-print stage. 
Those stills that I have just called atten- 
tion to are already in place, already in 
operation, already producing. Even 
though these stills are ready to re- 
ceive the sirup from this wheat and to 
convert it into alcohol, we have Federal 
agents, representing the War Production 
Board, so I am told, out there trying to 
bring about their dismantlement, trying 
to render impotent the most promising 
alcohol operation in America, trying to 
fit them into a program that is still in the 
dream stage, still on paper, as planners 
would say. 

We need alcohol and we need it right 
now. In the light of our necessities, no 
slowing-up process, such as that which 
these misguided Federal agents are en- 
deavoring to promote, should be tolerated 
at this time. If it is delay that they were 
deliberately seeking, they could not pos- 
sibly have selected a better method. 

Wheat cannot be put right into the 
still. Before it can be converted into 
alcohol it must be converted into sirup. 
Out on the Pacific coast, at San Fran- 
cisco to be exact, are five of the greatest 
sugar refineries to be found in the United 
States; great suger refineries that are 
just waiting to receive this grain and to 
convert it into sirup, the sirup which, in 
turn, can be converted into alcohol. 

Though we have in the central part 
of California and adjacent to these sugar 
refineries over 134 licensed fruit distil- 
leries, each one ready to receive and 
convert its share of the sirup into pre- 
cious alcohol, these Federal officials go 
blandly about trying to break up a pro- 
cedural program that is a “natural”; 
trying to prevent the utilization of these 
facilities in the quick conversion of the 
wheat into sirup and the sirup into 
alcohol. 

The transportation facilities on the 
coast are completely adequate and ready 
to meet every demand upon them. Not 
only are rail facilities available, but the 
wineries and distilleries are in a posi- 
tion to supply over 100 steel tank trucks 
for the purpose of transporting the sirup 
from the sugar refineries to the wineries 
where it can be put through the stills, 
tank trucks that can also be used in 
taking the alcohol from those stills to 
the synthetic rubber factory, where the 
butadiene and styrene would be mixed 
and crude rubber produced. 

These stills which these short-sighted 
Federal agents would dismantle are all 
situated in or about or adjacent to the 
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city of Fresno, in the central part of 
California. Here is the center of the 
vineyard industry of this country; here 
at Fresno the Government of the United 
States already owns a four-story, rein- 
forced-concrete factory building which 
is fully equipped with boilers for power, 
fully equipped with dehydrators and 
other machinery which would be useful 
in a synthetic-rubber operation, a fac- 
tory which could within 30 or 40 days be 
converted into a styrene-butadiene syn- 
thetic-rubber plant. But all this not- 
withstanding, these Federal agents con- 
tinue to run up and down and across the 
vineyard country of California in this 
mad effort to induce these California 
vintners to give up their stills so that 
they, the stills, may be fitted into an al- 
cohol-producing program which has not 
yet been worked out, a program which 
has not yet reached the so-called blue- 
print stage. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GEARHART. I yield gladly. 

Mr. CARLSON. I could not help 
doing a little figuring as the gentleman 
was discussing this problem. The 60,- 
000,000 bushels cf wheat, which the gen- 
tleman said is rapidly deteriorating in 
western warehouses, would make 150,- 
000,000 gallons of alcohol, which in turn 
could be utilized to produce 180,000 tons 
of butadiene. They tell us that 700,000 
tons of rubber will be sufficient to tide 
us over in both our war and domestic 
effort next year. The production pro- 
gram which the gentleman from Califor- 
nia advocates is indeed an important 
one, which should not be lightly passed 
over. 

Mr. GEARHART. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Kansas for his contribution. 
In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, we 
have nearly the same number of bushels 
of wheat ripening, wheat which will be 
ready for harvest in just a few weeks’ 
time. This will add to the problem inso- 
far as storage is concerned, but at the 
same time it will double our alcohol- 
producing capacity and double the 
amount of crude rubber that a carefully 
pianoan production program is capable. 
of. 

But this is not the entire picture, At 
Los Angeles, but a few miles south of 
Fresno, there are four great rubber-tire 
factories which are operated by the 
greatest tire companies in the United 
States; great factories, which are now, 
for want of raw rubber, running only 
part time; great factories which are just 
waiting for an opportunity to convert 
the raw synthetic rubber into whatever 
products the Army and Navy and our 
Allies may require. 

And I must point out to you here at 
this point that rubber by the alcohol 
method can only be produced by mixing 
a straw-colored liquid called styrene with 
butadiene, which is the bottleneck ma- 
terial insofar as the rubber program is 
concerned. Styrene is a chemical prod- 
uct that can be produced from either 
coal or petroleum. It will be interesting 
to note that right within this area in 
which the stills are now set up and ready 
to be used in the manufacture of alcohol 
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we also have several of the greatest oil 
fields on earth. Thus we have an ample 
source of styrene as well as all other in- 
gredients essential to the production of 
synthetic rubber. Should not this for- 
tunate combination of raw materials and 
manufacturing facilities be utilized in 
the interest of quick rubber rather than 
disrupted in accordance with the whims 
of a few misguided and utterly visionless 
bureaucratic officials who have been un- 
leashed to run loose upon the good people 
of the far West? 

Housing conditions in Fresno are ideal. 
In the event the Government should 
adopt the program I have outlined, over 
1,500 vacant houses will be available for 
immediate use for the housing of any 
workers that may be attracted to that 
community by the employment oppor- 
tunities which a rubber-production pro- 
gram would create. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 10 ad- 
ditional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GEARHART. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. SHORT. I read with some sur- 
prise in the press on yesterday and today 
ihat the bill that passed the House day 
before yesterday setting up this agency 
to produce rubber from alcohol was due 
to the pressure of the farm bloc. It 
seems to me that is a very misleading 
statement and that the American public 
should know that Representatives in both 
Houses of the Congress who represent 
some of the largest petroleum districts in 
this country voted for and are in favor 
of the manufacture of rubber by Loth 
processes; and just as the gentleman who 
is now speaking represents a great petro- 
leum district with thousands of oil wells 
and also favors the manufacture of rub- 
ber from alcohol, so do many of the 
Members of this House from other oil 
districts of the country in Illinois, Okla- 
homa, Kansas, Texas, and other States. 

Mr. GEARHART. I am glad the gen- 
tleman from Missouri interrupted me to 
bring out that point. Many Members 
supported the legislation to which the 
gentleman refers who, like myself, rep- 
resent districts in the petroleum indus- 
try and the agricultural industry which 
are each of surpassing importance. To 
those who are situated as I am in relation 
to each of these great industries, for me 
to favor one at the expense of the other is 
unthinkable. We want rubber from what- 
ever source it can be obtained as fast as 
we can get it. I am talking about the 
alcohol process at the moment simply be- 
cause I believe we can get it through this 
method quicker than through the use of 
any other. And if it should have ap- 
poga to the Congress that a petroleum 
bill Was necessary to insure rubber from 
that source, I am sure that such a bill 
would have passed the House as readily 
as did the alcohol bill last week. 

If the raw materials which are now on 
the Pacific coast are processed in the 
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sugar refineries, stills, and factories, 
as I have suggested, we can get rubber 
in less than 4 months. It is not possible 
to get rubber in so short a time in quan- 
tities so great in any other place or under 
any other plan in continental United 
States. That is the only reason why I 
am today urging this program. 

Mr. SHORT. The Members of Con- 
gress do not prefer one process over the 
other. There should be no dispute or 
controversy at all. All that we want is 
rubber, we want it now and we want to 
get it from every source that is available. 

Mr. GEARHART. The gentleman is 
correct and I think his estimate of pub- 
lic opinion is entirely accurate. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GEARHART. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Is it not a fact that 
the conflict of interests is outside of the 
Congress and not in the Congress as far 
as this proposition is concerned? 

Mr. GEARHART. That is my opin- 
ion. I think the gentleman from New 
Jersey is entirely correct in his estimate. 

Mr. BISHOP. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GEARHART. I am happy to be 
able to yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. BISHOP. We of the bituminous 
coal districts, too, yield to this program 
and offer the natural resources that we 
have. 

Mr. GEARHART. Yes; the gentle- 
man’s timely observation is further evi- 
dence of the disinterestedness of the 
membership of this legislative body. 

Mr. SHORT. And styrene, one of the 
ingredients that goes into the manufac- 
ture of rubber, is produced from coal as 
well as from petroleum? 

Mr. GEARHART. That is correct, in 
the proportion of 25 percent styrene to 
75 percent butadiene. 

There is one other item which probably 
enters the minds of all of you as I advo- 
cate the establishment of a critical in- 
dustry in the far, far West. Is the area 
in which I would establish this industry 
adequately protected against a possible 
enemy attack? May I say that in this 
very area there is already established one 
of the greatest combat bombing bases of 
the Air Service, and that all around 
Fresno the Government has constructed 
and is now operating numerous military 
landing and training fields. It has better 
air protection than perhaps any other 
section of these United States. 

Furthermore, I want to point out for 
the Recorp that the stills to which I have 
referred are not grouped together in any 
one place, but are scattered over vast 
areas of vineyard country. There are 
one or two stills here and there in small 
buildings, under trees, natural camou- 
flage. No enemy could invade this area 
by air and inflict any particular damage 
on any considerable number of the stills 
to which we will be looking for the alcohol 
from which to manufacture butadiene 
without first utterly destroying our de- 
fensive ability insofar as our coastal 
States are concerned. There are many 
military bases within 20 or 30 miles at 
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which thousands upon thousands of sol- 
diers, fully equipped with mechanizations 
of all kinds, are stationed. The principle 
of dispersion, so essential in modern war- 
fare, applied as it would be in such an 
operation as I propose, would afford an 
almost complete protection from any 
Possible enemy assault. 

So I am going to conclude my remarks 
at this time by emphasizing by repetition 
the program for which I contend. It is 
based upon these coordinated and syn- 
chronized ideas: The raw materials are 
on the coast in abundance. The sirup 
conversion plants are available. Trans- 
portation facilities, tank trucks and rail, 
are adequate. The stills are in place 
ready to produce, many of them now 
hot. The butadiene rubber factory 
buildings are ready for immediate occu- 
pation. The styrene from nearby oil 
fields awaits the call. The houses for 
workmen are built, and homes are ready 
for immediate occupancy. The defense 
of the area is adequate. The rubber-tire 
factories at Los Angeles are standing by 
waiting for raw rubber. All this, with a 
minimum of critical materials needed, 
and only inconsequential financing re- 
quired. If these*raw materials and fa- 
cilities are coordinated and synchronized, 
it means rubber production quicker than 
under any other plan that has heretofore 
been suggested by any agency of our Gov- 
ernment or from any private sources. 

Let us not lightly disregard this pro- 
gram. Let us call back to Washington 
these misguided agents who are now in 
California doing their utmost to break 
down the possibilities which I have out- 
lined; by striving to induce our vineyard- 
ists to give up their stills for transporta- 
tion to the far corners of this country 
for installation in plants which have not 
yet been erected, plants which are still in 
the planning stage, plants that are still 
on the blueprint table. 

Mr. BISHOP. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr, GEARHART. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BISHOP. At a hearing the other 
day before the Mines and Mining Com- 
mittee, the president of the Standard Oil 
Co. was asked how long ago departments 
of the United States Government had 
known this formula to make synthetic 
rubber, and the answer was “Since 1939,” 
verifying what the gentleman has just 
told us. 

Mr. GEARHART. In Russia, in Po- 
land, and in Germany they have been 
making rubber by this process for almost 
15 years. It is the only source of rubber 
insofar as Germany is concerned, and, 
though I regret the necessity of making 
the acknowledgment, Hitler seems to 
be doing pretty well insofar as rubber 
tires and other rubber necessities are 
concerned. I believe the gentleman from 
Illinois is quite right when he points out 
that we have been in full possession of 
the alcohol-butadiene-styrene process 
since as early as 1939. It makes us won- 
der what has been holding us back all 
these many months. It is high time that 
we brush aside all obstacles—misguided 
public officials included—and get that 
rubber program under way, 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made today a: d to insert 
a little article from one of the news- 
papers that is trying to polke fun at 
Members of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SABATH]? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recor and to include 
two or three brief editorials. 

The SPEAKER pro tempere. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri (Mr. SHORT]. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD, 
and include therein an editorial, and to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein a portion of another 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Voornts] 
is recognized for 10 minutes. 


THE PUBLIC DEBT 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, in recent weeks we have been 
reading in the papers figures on the pub- 
lic debt. We have also seen a number of 
articles in which the authors have ex- 
pressed considerable concern and alarm 
over the fact that in the face of the 
danger of serious price inflation there is 
a considerable quantity of new money 
being created in the country. That is 
true; it is dangerous, and it is a thing 
that some of us have been talking about 
for a long, long time without getting 
much of a hearing. 

Some of these articles, however, make 
misstatements which I think should be 
corrected, and it is my purpose to try to 
do that. For example, one article ap- 
pearing in the Saturday Evening Post 
not very long ago, written by Mr. Scher- 
man, who has written a good deal on this 
general question, made the following 
Statement: s 

We are continually forcing the United 
States Treasury to create new money with 
which to pay its war bills. 


When he said we were forcing the 
United States Treasury to do that, what 
he had in mind was the fact that the 
sales of the bonds to the people indi- 
vidually for real money were so small as 
not to make up the difference between 
tax revenues and war expenditures. Asa 
matter of fact, however, the Federal 
Government is not creating any of this 
money at all. What is happening is that 
the Federal Government is selling bonds 
to the banks of the country and the 
banks in purchasing these bonds create 
new demand deposits and credit them 
to the account of the United States, and 
thus use the new demand deposits to buy 
the bonds. So it is the banks that create 
the money, not the Federal Government. 
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What the Federal Government does is to 
print the bonds, interest-bearing obliga- 
tions of the Americ:n people. I have 
some very interesting documentary evi- 
dence on this point that I would like to 
read into the Rrcorp. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Under 
that process, the banks are virtually col- 
lecting interest on their own money. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Not 
upon their own money; they are collect- 
ing interest upon the credit of the people 
of the United States. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. It is the 
same thing. They are collecting inter- 
est from the American people, you might 
say, on their own money, or on the bonds 
that they are putting up to have this 
money issued to themselves. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Pre- 
cisely so. If, indeed, banks would have 
need of cash money, they then are privi- 
leged to use these very same bonds as 
collateral for issues of Federal Reserve 
notes, which notes are guaranteed by our 
Government and it says upon their face 
that they are “redeemable in lawful 
money at the United States Treasury.” 
Therefore, it is obvious that the security 
behind the credit that the bank uses to 
purchase the bonds is the public credit 
of the United States. 

At hearings conducted before the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency on June 
17, 1942, there occurred an interchange 
between the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Parman] and Governor Eccles, of the Fed- 
eral Reserve Board, portions of which I 
should like to draw to the attention of 
the House. The gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Parman] asked this question: 


What are the excess reserves on the money 
market at the present time? 


To this Governor Eccles replied that 
they were running around $2,500,000,000. 
Then the gentleman from Texas asked: 

How much could they buy in Government 
bonds if they were to use the excess reserve 
to the limit? 

Mr. Ecctes, About $12,000,000,000. 

Mr. PaTMAN. $12,000,000,000? 

Mr. Ecctes. Yes, sir. 


Then Mr. Eccles proceeds to explain 
about the reserves. He says: 

For the country it is 14, and for the cen- 
tral reserve cities it is 20, and for the Reserve 
cities it is 26, so that we figure on about a 
20-percent reserve requirement, so that on 
the basis of $2,500,000,000, if that were all 
fully utilized on the factional reserve basis, 
I would estimate that they could buy about 
$12,000,000,000 worth of Government bonds. 


I just submit to the House that if the 
banks have $2,500,000,000 of excess re- 
serves and can purchase $12,000,000,000 
worth of Government bonds with it, ob- 
viously the banks create the other 
$9,500,000,000 of new demand deposits to 
the credit 2f the Treasury, and we trade 
an interest-bearing Government bond 
for those bock entries. 

Then the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
PaTMaNn] asks this question: 

Suppose today they bought those $12,000,- 
000,000 of bonds, what would they have back 
of those bonds to support them in addition 
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to what they have now? In other words, 
what increased assets would the banks have 
except Government bonds? 


Governor Eccles replied: 


They would have the Government bonds 
themselves, which would be an asset, and 
they would have a liability, however, in the 
form of a deposit. 


In other words, it is the Government 
bonds that back these extensions of 
credit. 

A little bit later in these same hearings, 
and I shall not read it, the gentleman 
from Texas asked a question as to what 
would happen if all the excess reserves 
were utilized in the purchase of Govern- 
ment bonds and still it was desired to 
market more governments than could be 
marketed to the people directly for real 
money which they have earned and 
saved. Governor Eccles pointed out 
what is perfectly true under present cir- 
cumstances, that the Federal Reserve 
Board could reduce the reserve require- 
ments; that reserve requirements under 
present law could be reduced to half 
what they are now; that if that were 
done, it would then free another $5,000,- 
000,000 of reserves in the banks; and that 
that $5,000,000,000 of reserves under 
those circumstances could then be used 
as a base for a 16 to 1 expansion of de- 
posits, so that the banks could then pur- 
chase $50,000,000,000 additional of Gov- 
ernment bonds. 

Now, of course, that is not going to 
happen; at least, I am confident the 
Board will not let it happen and it may 
be more or less beside the point. The 
only thing I am trying to say here today 
is this. I have stated on the floor before 
that in my judgment we have got to have 
a compulsory savings program in order 
to avoid inflation, and I think we do. I 
think also we have got to have a more 
courageous tax program than we have 
enacted yet. I think we should have en- 
acted it when we had the tax bill before 
the House and I voted against a closed 
rule for that reason. Assuming that you 
cannot raise enough money by taxes and 
compulsory savings together to equal the 
cost of the war and assuming therefore 
as we must that some new money is go- 
ing to be created, then I think it ought 
to be created by a public agency, and if 
it is not to be created by a public agency, 
then whoever does enjoy the right to cre- 
ate that money cught at the very least to 
do it without charging interest to the 
Federal Government. 

The power to create money is exactly 
equivalent to the power to tax. Whoever 
has the money has a claim upon the labor 
and the wealth of every other person in 
society. No private individual ever ought 
to be able to acquire it unless he gives 
labor or value in returi. Only the peo- 
ple as a whole have any moral or ethical 
right to create and put into circulation 
brand new mone. 

So I have been anxious to correct this 
and to make it perfectly clear that al- 
though I think it is true our present policy 
should be criticized because we have per- 
mitted so much new money to be cre- 
ated, it has not been the Federal Govern- 
ment which has been creating it, but the 
private banks of the United States. And 
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that is an even more serious and danger- 
ous evil than would have been the case 
had the people’s own government created 
this money for the purpose of paying for 
the war. 

I submit this is an important question. 
I submit that on the basis of the size of 
the debt now held by the banks, as a 
result only of the bonds they bought 
within the last fiscal year, the interest is 
a quarter of a billion dollars per year and 
will amount before those bonds are paid 
off in the neighborhood of $12,500,000,000. 
In times like these when we are calling 
upon the Nation to give all its resources 
of every sort, we should at least cease 
paying tribute to any private agency 
whatsoever for the right of the people 
to use their own credit. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. And is it not also 
true that the compulsory savings plan 
apparently is so much easier: and so much 
cheaper to take care of these bond sales 
than, probably, the method we are using 
now? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. There 
are two reasons I believe such a program 
is most important. The first one is that 
I believe it is necessary that we pay for 
much more of this bill currently because 
the cost of war is sheer economic waste. 
A battleship or a shell or anything con- 
sumed in war can never be used as se- 
curity for money or used as security for 
debt. Furthermore, to the extent we de- 
vote the operation of our economy to 
war production, to that extent consumer 
goods will not be produced and there- 
fore if taxes and compulsory saving were 
to take even the whole amount, it would 
have the effect simply of holding the 
price level where it is and leaving the 
people in exactly the same position. If 
prices double they simply have to pay 
twice as much for the amount of goods 
available. 

The second reason I believe in it, how- 
ever, is this: I think it most important 
that when the war is over, there should 
be a reserve of buying power in the hands 
- of the people. But it is not going to do 
us one bit of good to have e few wealthy 
people in possession of billions of dollars 
of interest-bearing public bonds with the 
whole people paying interest to them and 
thus aggravating the old problem we 
have been wrestling with of idle money 
not finding profitable, practicable invest- 
ment. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 additional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. The 
distribution we should get is a general 
distribution among just as many of the 
people as can afford to set aside any por- 
tion of their present income and still 
have left that minimum that is necessary 
for every family and that we want every 
family to have in order to sustain health 
and have our people properly nourished. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


So I believe it would be far better if we 
could distribute the holdings of these 
bonds as widely as possible among the 
American people. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. MAGNUSON], 
is recognized for 15 minutes. 


THE HIGHWAY TO ALASKA 


Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House, I shall not take 
up all of my time, but for the purpose of 
the Record I do want to make a few re- 
marks to the House before all of us get 
away, regarding things pertaining to 
Alaska. Alaska is much in the minds of 
all of us not only because of the Japanese 
occupation of certain portions of the is- 
lands, but also because prior to this war 
many of us in the House expressed con- 
cern of the Alaskan situation, probably 
more thoroughly for a time than in the 
previous 25 years. Also for the purpose 
of the Recorp, Mr. Speaker, as long as 
Congress seems to be catching it a little 
bit—I say a little bit unduly and unfair- 
ly—let us go into this-thing as far as 
Alaska is concerned. The people of the 
country are alarmed about it, and I have 
read certain editorials in certain news- 
papers intimating, “What the devil has 
Congress done about Alaska prior to 
Pearl Harbor?” and so, I shall briefly re- 
view what has happened regarding the 
Alaskan highway. 

In 1935 this Congress, Republicans and 
Democrats alike, passed a bill directing 
the Secretary of State to begin immedi- 
ately negotiations with the Government 
of Canada for the purpose of building a 
highway and supply line to Alaska. That 
was 6 years before Pearl Harbor. In 1937, 
after nothing was done, this Congress 
unanimously, Republicans and Democrats 
alike, passed a bill setting up a separate 
commission—— 

Mr. SHORT. Of which the distin- 
guished gentleman from Washington was 
made the chairman. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I thank the gentle- 
man—yes; a separate commission. The 
Canadian Government was directed to 
set up a like commission for the purpose 
again of getting adequate supply lines 
into Alaska. We made long, extensive 
studies. The Canadians appointed a like 
commission. We never could get the 
military to agree that a highway to Alas- 
ka had any value. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Yes. 

Mr. MOTT. And is it not also a fact, 
as disclosed by the testimony before the 
House Committee on Roads during this 
session, that it has never been possible 
for us to get the State Department to 
take any interest in it, either? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. That is right. I 
thank the gentleman from Oregon, who 
has been very active with me in this 
matter. 

Mr. SHORT. And yet the Congress is 
always blamed whenever the old brass 
hats and the gold braids or some admin- 
istrative agency makes a mistake. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. That is correct, and 
I say, as far as this proposition is con- 
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cerned, that I have in my files a letter 
as late as December 10, 1941, 3 days after 
Pearl Harbor, from the military intimat- 
ing that the matter of the highway to 
Alaska was of secondary importance. 
Well, Congress is not to blame for this. 
Congress gave me every authority, they 
gave my commission every authority. 
We made long reports to both Govern- 
ments, and nobody would do anything. 
We recommended certain routes. We 
had engineers go over the routes. Few 
people knew about Alaska. It was a new, 
pioneering job in the Canadian territory 
between Alaska and our borders. Fi- 
nally the Army decided to build a high- 
way to Alaska. They did not go along 
the route selected by the commissions. 
We suggested that they take what we call 
the A or the Broute. The A route is the 
route farthest west, and the B route is in 
the middle, and the so-called C route 
goes from Edmonton up through the 
Yukon Territory into Fairbanks. 

No one seems to know who selected the 
route, where it was Selected or why, and 
all we can get is that the Joint Defense 
Commission, headed by Mayor La- 
Guardia, of New York, who has many 
other jobs, besides being Chairman of the 
Joint Defense Commission, selected the 
highway into Alaska—completely ignor- 
ing, as far as we can ascertain, all the 
facts, all the reports, and everything else 
that we submitted. I have in my files, for 
instance, a letter from the chairman of 
the Canadian commission, Hon. Charles 
Stewart, a man who was former Premier 
of the Province of Alberta, and former 
Minister of the Interior of Canada; and 
in that letter he says, “Who in God’s 
name decided to build it along this 
route?” And who would be more inter- 
ested in getting a route through Alberta 
than that gentleman. Yet they went 
ahead. Bethat asit may. Iam not here 
to criticize what the Army has done. I 
bring this up for the purpose of the REC- 
orp and to at least show to this country 
tha’ insofar as supply lines into Alaska 
are concerned, this Congress was 6 years 
ahead of everybody in attempting to push 
action on this vital matter. 

Now they are going ahead with this so- 
called C route. It has been justified by 
the Army and various officials in that it is 
a connecting link between some airfields 
that Canada had built up in that area, 
Of course it has some value. Our objec- 
tion was that they could build a highway 
along either one or the other routes in a 
much shorter time at much less cost and 
have a real supply line. 

There is some intimation that the Army 
is now considering that this so-called C 
route is only to be a pilot route between 
airfields and that this is all it will be used 
for. They have taken themselves to the 
task very well recently. Therefore, I 
wart to report to the House further that 
for the past 2 months the Army has con- 
ducted a complete survey to build a rail- 
road to Alaska. 

Those surveys are now in process in 
northern British Columbia and the re- 
port will be in sometime in September 
or October, and if these reports show 
what I think they will show we will prob- 
ably go ahead with a railroad and a real 
supply line up that so-called A and B 
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route. The railroad will start from the 
so-called Prince George area and will 
hit somewhere near the Whitehorse 
area. That is substantially along the 
route suggested by the two commissions, 
that is, between the A and B routes. In 
other words, it took a war to wake up 
the military regarding Alaska. Con- 
gress, as I said, has been awake to it 
for 6 long years. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I am very much 
interested in the gentleman’s remarks. 
I read an engineer’s report some time 
ago to the effect that this proposed C 
route was along marshy ground or some 
type of ground where it would be almost 
impossible to construct enough founda- 
tion to carry any military supplies over 
it. Does the gentleman know whether 
or not the Army has found that to be 
so in the construction they have gone 
ahead with so far? 


Mr. MAGNUSON. I think the gentle- 
man will find that the operation of the 
so-called C route, this so-called pilot 
road, goes through what they call the 
Muskeg area. It is frozen in the winter- 
time. In the summer when it thaws— 
aud it never thaws completely down 
through the entire frozen area—this 
creates, over a period of hundreds of 
years, What is commonly known as nig- 
gerheads. It is almost like quicksand. 
I have seen trucks fall right into it. It 
is mucky. During the wintertime it is 
fine, but during the spring thaws, all of 
a sudden portions of the road will sink 
right down at these niggerhead areas, 
I believe the Army engineers are com- 
ing to the conclusion that because this 
C road does strike a great deal of that 
Muskeg area, their ultimate intention is 
to use it only as a so-called pilot road. 
That is why they are making the survey 
for a railroad. Of course, in order to 
build a railroad you have to build service 
roads, So you may have two roads and 
a reilroad, and that will be a rea! supply 
line into Alaska. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. So they will have 
to build another roadway in addition to 
this C road? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Yes. This C road 
does connect these air fields, and they 
are important for air transport as long 
as they exist where they do. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. But if it is not 
strong enough to hold any considerable 
amount of traffic and you run into 
this muskeg at certain places, it seems 
to me it would be almost valueless as a 
road. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Well, it is not val- 
ueless. Of course, the time it will take to 
build it so that you can get adequate 
supplies in, isa great deal of time wasted. 
If they had taken the other route they 
could have gone into Alaska quicker and 
more adequately. Of course, they say 
“We must connect up these air fields 
so we must go ahead.” However, the air 
fields were put there long before the war 
by the Canadian Government. They 
were put there by the government be- 
cause the gentleman in Canada in charge 
of construction told me that the British 
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Empire had been talking about a post- 
war round-the-world air route. Those 
fields were placed with that in mind. 
They were going to have a post-war 
round-the-world air route, and some- 
what to the detriment of our commercial 
airlines. The Canadians saw the chance 
to suggest—to respectfully suggest is 
what the Canadians do and hold firm— 
that we connect up these air fields. This 
joint-defense board—and I think one 
would say without hesitation, many of 
them who have never even seen the 
country—thought that was a good idea. 
So we started the C road. It has some 
value, but I think the other would have 
been built in a much quicker time and 
much cheaper. 

Mr. EBERHARTLER. The B route 
would have beén much better than the 
C route, in my opinion. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. That is what the 
joint commission, created by this Con- 
gress, thinks, too. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. _I yield. 

Mr. MUNDT. , Can the gentleman tell 


.the House where. this C route will join 


with the United States? 

Mr-MAGNUSON. It joins at Edmon- 
ton. One must think of a highway to 
Alaska as a highway coming down from 
Alaska and spreading out to meet all 
roads. I think what we are going to 
end up with is a railroad, a road and a 
pilot road, which, of course, is much bet- 
ter than we started.out with, but. I am 
criticizing severely the selection of this 
route because of the time element, and if 
we had gone ahead with the other route 
we would have had a pretty good start 
on a road to Alaska today. 

Mr. MUNDT. Was not one of the ef- 
fects that the Army considered in select- 
ing the C route the fact that it would be 
farther from the shore, and less vulner- 
able to possible bombing? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Well, I think that 
if any Japanese can get close enough to 
bomb either A, B, or C roads, it would 
not make much difference which route we 
have, if we are worrying about that. 

I hope the Congress takes a continued 
interest in this matter. I know that 
sometimes Alaska seems far away to 
many of us; it surely seemed much far- 
ther away than it has in the past few 
weeks since the Japanese have occupied 
two and maybe more of the islands. 

Let me express a further thought that 
I believe the Navy knows what they are 
doing about the Japanese occupation of 
these islands, but we still must use Alaska 
for a springboard for an attack on 
Japan. 

Mr. SHORT. It is needed as much for 
offense as defense. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Exactly, and the 
thing needed to make an adequate 
springboard of Alaska is adequate sup- 
ply lines to that northern frontier so we 
can bring supplies, planes, and men into 
it. You cannot take them all up by sea; 
you cannot patrol that area successfully, 
without great effort and cost, between 
Seattle and Alaska should the Japanese 
attempt to place a great submarine fleet 
in those waters. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 
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Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my own remarks and include in the 
Recorp at this point a complete article 
on this subject and the railroad to Alaska 
by Richard L. Neuberger, of the Portland 
Oregonian. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(The matter referred to follows:) 


ARMY SURVEYING New Ratt ROUTE To AFFORD 
DIRECT TIE TO ALASKA—SPEED AND SECRECY 
Mark JOB’S START—PROJECT GREATEST IN 
RECENT YEARS 

(By Richard L. Neuberger) 

Within the next few years the Pacific 
Northwest may be linked to Alaska by the 
most important railroad undertaking-on the 
North American Continent since the Chicago; 
Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific route was thrust 
to the coast before the first World War. 
The United States Army Engineer Corps has 
surveyec 400 miles of a 1,300-mile line which 
would extend from Prince George in British 
Columbia to Fairbanks in the heart of Alaska. 

The engineers began their work early this 
spring. They got the job started with war- 
time speed and secrecy. Preliminary recon- 
naissance was one-third completed by the 
time the War Department announced the 
neture of their enterprise. The Engineer 
Corps also is building the highway to Alaska, 
which is under construction from Dawson 
Creek, British Columbia, on the other side 
of the Canadian Rockies. Work on the high- 
way began in March. 

ARMY REVEALS PROGRESS 

After Lt. Gen. Brehon B. Somervell, Chief 
of the Army Services of Supply, had informed 
Congress that’a railroad to Alaska was-under 
serious consideration, the War Department 
revealed that surveys have been started and 
are receiving the complete cooperation of the 
Canadian Government. 

“The first step taken,” the Army announced, 
“was a complete air survey of the route from 
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Prince George to ble connections with 
the Alaska Railroad in the vicinity of Fair- 
banks. Four hundred miles of the contem- 


plated route have already been surveyed and 
located, in spite of the primitive nature of 
the terrain and the difficulty of establish- 
ing communications between survey groups 
and division offices. 

Col. Peter P. Goerz, Army district engi- 
neer at Seattle, is directing the survey. He 
is handling the feat under the general super- 
vision of Col. Richard Park, the North Pacific 
division engineer, whose headquarters are in 
Portland. The Army expects the survey to 
be completed by October 1. Shortly after 
that date the first snows begin to blanket 
the high passes and uplands of the Canadian 
wilderness, 

The Army has announced that the railroad 
survey is following the so-called B route to 
Alaska. This is the route proposed for a 
highway by the Canadian members of the 
Alaska International Highway Commission. 
It stretches northward from Prince George up 
the Rocky Mountain trench, a great natural 
trough hemmed in by the Rockies on the east 
and the Selkirk Range on the west. It will 
join the present highway route at Whitehorse, 
in the Yukon Territory. 

ROAD ROUTE DISAPPOINTING 

This announcement by the Army is of par- 
ticular interest to the Pacific Northwest. The 
Alaskan highway commences on the eastern 
side of the Continental Divide, near the Brit- 
ish Columbia-Alberta border. This proved a 
sharp disappointment to such early highway 
advocates as Congressman WARREN MAGNUSON 
of Seattle, chairman of the Alaskan Highway 
Commission. He still believes that a route 
commencing west of the Continental Divide 
is the most feasible and practical. 
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The railroad route starts on the Pacific 
slope. It takes off from the Canadian na- 
tional line, which branches off at Red Pass 
Junction in the Rockies and swings north- 
westward through Prince George and Hazel- 
ton and down to Prince Rupert on the sea- 
coast. Seattle business and transportation 
leaders already are working to assure the Pa- 
cific Northwest a rail connection with the 
line. Plans for this are now being formu- 
lated. 

OLD ROAD FORMS LINK 

Northward from Vancouver, the largest city 
in British Columbia, twists a railroad known 
as the Pacific Great Eastern. This railroad is 
owned by the Provincial government. It ex- 
tends to Quesnel, which is approximately 99 
miles south of Prince George. An old grade 
stretches from Quesnel to Prince George. The 
laying of rails on this grade would link Van- 
couver with Prince George. It thus would be 
possible for trains on the Pacific seaboard to 
go all the way from tropical lands nearly to 
the Arctic Circle. 

Mexico and southern California are con- 
nected with Portland by the Southern Pacific. 
From Portland to Seattle, three lines—the 
Union Pacific, Great Northern, and Northern 
Pacific—operate joint service. The Great 
Northern runs from Seattle to Vancouver. 
Extension of the Pacific Great Eastern to 
Prince George would tie the main railroad 
network of the far West to the proposed 
route from Prince George to Fairbanks. 

DELANO CHIEF ADVOCATE 

One of the leading advocates of a railroad 
to Alaska has been Frederic A. Delano, 
Chairman of the National Resources Plan- 
ning Board and an uncle of the President of 
the United States. Delano is an old railroad 
man, having been president of the Burlington 
line and an official of other companies. When 
the Army engineers first announced plans 
for the Alaskan highway, Mr. Delano told his 
nephew at the White House that a railroad 
was necessary also. 

The National Yesources Planning Board 
has been cooperating with the Army in the 
survey, and recently both the highway and 
the contemplated railroad routes were sur- 
veyed and studied by Delano and Lt. Col. 
Roy F. Bessey, of Portland, who is the Pacific 
Northwest regional consultant of the Board. 
Mr: Delano is said to believe that there is 
enough rail in abandoned logging, inter- 
urban, and branch lines in America, Canada, 
and Alaska to make the Alaskan railway pos- 
sible without unduly burdening the steel in- 
dustry. 

ARMY LEADER INTERESTED 

General Somervell, whose job it is to sup- 
ply the Armies of the United States, is vitally 
interested in transportation links with Alaska. 
His report to Congress declared that a railroad 
to the vast Territory in the north would give 
this country four-way connections with its 
largest possession—by highway, by rail, by 
air, and by sea. The general has supervision 
over all the servicing and supplying of our 
forces. bs 

Premier John Hart, of British Columbia, 
last week told the Seattle Post-Intelligencer, 
newspaper published by John Boettiger, son- 
in-law of President Roosevelt, that American 
business interests had been negotiating for 
purchase of the Pacific Great Eastern Rail- 
road. The Premier said the offers to date 
were financially unacceptable and far below 
the line’s asserted value of $90,000,000. He 
also revealed that the offers came from a 
private syndicate rather than a recognized 
American railroad. 


HIGHWAY PROGRESSING 
While the survey for the rail line to Alaska 


ters at Fort St. John in the south and White- 
horse in the north, Brig. Gen. William M. 
Hoge and his troops are pushing through a 
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pioneer route. They expect to be able to work 
until the heavy snowfalls of winter. 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 5 minutes. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, this 


morning I addressed the House. The 
gentleman from Mississippi took excep- 
tion to the remarks I made and stated 
that no Member of the House should dic- 
tate to the Commander in Chief how this 
war should be fought. 

I want to point out now and quote my 
words, that I did not question the wisdom 
of my Commander in Chief. Further, I 
want to advise the gentleman from 
Mississippi that I was one American who 
followed the lead of the President of the 
United States long before Pearl Harbor. 
I was one who believed that the Presi- 
dent was right when he tried to protect, 
yes, and defend America with the proper 
defense and preparation before the Japs 
stabbed us in the back. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLLAND. Not now. 

I want to quote the words of my 
speech: 

I know that the President, our Commander 
in Chief, realizes the terrible urgency of the 
situation. I know that if a blow is to be 
struck at Germany on the continent of 
Europe, it must come as a surprise. We can- 
not share in the secrets of war. I know the 
difficulties, the tremendous difficulties in- 
volved, but this Nation of ours has a habit 
of overcoming difficulties. 

I express the hope of the people of my 
district, and I am sure the hope of people 
everywhere, that we will meet ‘this crisis in 
the war with American dash, American skill, 
and American courage. This is the time for 
thinking like Admiral Farragut’s: “Damn the 
torpedoes; full speed ahead.” 


Let me state for the RECORD that at no 
place in my speech did I question the 
policy or the wisdom of my Commander 
in Chief, Franklin D. Roosevelt. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the House of the following 
titles, which were thereupon signed by 
the Speaker: 


H.R.1030. An act to provide increases of 
pension payable to dependents of veterans 
of the Regular Establishment, and for other 


Purposes; 

H.R. 2645. An act for the relief of Chin 
Hoy; 
H. R.3956. An act to amend the Bankhead- 
Jones Farm Tenant Act to permit exchange 
of land with private owners; 

H. R. 5839. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to provide compensation for 
employees of the United States suffering in- 
juries while in the performance of their 
duties, and for other purposes,” as amended; 

E. R. 7188. An act to amend the Canal Zone 
Code; and 

H.R. 7297. An act authorizing the assign- 
ment of 


of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
and for other purposes. 
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ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 1 o’clock and 54 minutes p. m.) the 
House, pursuant to its previous order, ad- 
journed until Thursday, July 30, 1942, at 
12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu- 
tive communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 


1823. A letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, dated May 20, 
1942, submitting a report, together with ac- 
companying papers, on a review of reports 
on the Boston Harbor, Mass., with a view to 
modifying the existing project by providing 
a channel from the 40-foot channel to the 
Pleasure Bay side of Fort Independence, re- 
quested by a resolution of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, House of Representatives, 
adopted on August 26, 1941; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

1824. A letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, dated May 12, 
1942, submitting a report, together with ac- 
companying papers and two illustrations, on 
& review of reports on the harbors of Cape 
Charles City, Va., requested by a resolution 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
House of Representatives, adopted on August 
1, 1941; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

1825. A letter from the Director, Selective 
Service System, transmitting a draft of a 
proposed bill to amend the Selective Training 
and Service Act of 1940; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

1826. A letter from the Administrator, 
Office of Price Administration, transmitting 
first quarterly report for the period ended 
April 30, 1942 (H. Doc. No. 819); to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency and ordered 
to be printed, with illustrations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. RANDOLPH: Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. H. R. 6171. A bill to 
amend an act entitled “An act in relation to 
taxes and tax sales in the District of Colum- 
bia,” approved February 28, 1898, as amended; 
without amendment (Rept. No, 2388). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. HOFFMAN: 

H. R. 7441. A bill to restore one of the four 
freedoms, the freedom of expression; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: 

H.R. 7442. A bill to promote the defense 
of the United States by prohibiting the con- 
ducting of certain foreign-language schools; 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HOLLAND: 

H. R.7443. A bill to protect the uniforms 
of the United States Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Coast Guard; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. VOORHIS of California: 

H. J. Res. 338 (by request). Joint resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States to provide for revenue 
for the Government of the United States by 
taxing the socially created value of land 
including all natural resources and intangible 
franchise rights; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LECOMPTE: 

H.R. 7444. A bill granting a pension to 
Jetty Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MANASCO;: 

H. R.7445. A bill for the relief of J. E. Bains; 

to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 

3275. By Mr. BULWINKELE: Petition of Mrs. 
L. D. Edwards and various citizens of Mars 
Hill, Madison County, N. C., petitioning for 
the passage of House bill 4000 and Senate bill 
860; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3276. Also, petition of Vernon E. Wood and 
various other citizens of Mars Hill, Madison 
County, N. C., petitioning for the passage of 
House bill 4000 and Senate bill 860; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

3277. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the City of Burns, 
Harney County, Oreg., petitioning considera- 
tion of their resolution with reference to 
appointing committees, to investigate the ac- 
tion of the United States Bureau of Mines; to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

3278. Also, petition of the State, County, 
and Municipal Workers of America, Local 246, 
Los Angeles, Calif., petitioning consideration 
of their resolution with reference to freedom 
for India; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


SENATE 


Tuurspay, Juty 30, 1942 


Rev. John F. A. Cavanagh-Donnelly, 
diocesan director, Catholic social action, 
Corpus Christi, Tex., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 


Let us pray: 


May God the Father, creator of all, 
bless us 130,000,000 Americans, and safe- 
guard our boys and girls, particularly 
those in the armed forces. 

May God the Son, by His example, 
teach us to sacrifice for the duration of 
the war. 

May God the Holy Spirit guide our 
great President, his Cabinet, our illus- 
trious Senators, our Representatives, our 
admirals, our generals, officers, and en- 
listed men all, to victory and a just and 
lasting peace. Amen, 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen- 
dar day Monday, July 27, 1942, was dis- 
pensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 
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MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
APPRCVAL OF BILLS 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that the 
President had approved and signed the 
following acts: 

On July 27, 1942: 

S. 1075. An act for the relief of George S. 
Geer; and 

S. 2362. An act relating to the jurisdiction 
over certain lands in the Isle Royale National 
Park. 

On July 28, 1942: 

S. 2026. An act to provide for the posthu- 
mous appointment to commissioned or non- 
commissioned grade of certain enlisted men 
and the posthumous promotion of certain 
commissioned officers and enlisted men; 

S. 2368. An act to amend the joint resolu- 
tion approved August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 858), 
as amended, and the Selective Training and 
Service Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 885), as 
amended, so as to remove the requirement 
that medical statements shall be furnished 
to those persons performing military service 
thereunder; and 

S. 2568. An act to establish additional com- 
missioned warrant and warrant grades in the 
United States Navy, and for other purposes. 

On July 29, 1942: 

8.925. An act for the relief of Lemuel T. 

Root, Jr. 


LEGISLATION RELATIVE TO ISSUANCE OF 
BIRTH CERTIFICATES 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
. Washington, July 27, 1942. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Sır: There are before the Senate for 
consideration two bills authorizing the 
Director of the Census to issue certifi- 
cates of birth records, Senate bill 2299, 
introduced on February 23 and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and H. R. 7239, passed by the House July 
13, 1942. These bills would authorize the 
Director of the Census to issue certificates 
of birth records to applicants who pay 
an application fee and furnish proof of 
birth within a State of the United States, 
or the District of Columbia, as may be re- 
quired by the Director of the Census. 
These bills would not repeal or modify 
the authority of the Director to collect 
and publish statistics of births and 
deaths as provided in the Permanent 
Census Act of March 6, 1902. 

There also is before the Senate a bill, 
H. R. 6600, which would provide for the 
issuance of certificates of citizenship by 
the Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization. This bill, after passage 
by the House of Representatives on 
March 19, 1942, was referred in the Sen- 
ate to the Committee on Immigration. 
S. 2654, providing for the recording of 
birth data and issuance of certificates 
by the Federal Security Administration, 
was introduced July 14, 1942, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

These bills grow out of the demand 
for ready proof of citizenship that has 
been coming from persons seeking em- 
ployment in factories engaged on war 
contracts where, pursuant to the pro- 
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visions of certain laws, restrictions 
against the employment of aliens are en- 
forced. These restrictions have been 
prescribed in the following laws: 

The Air Corps Act of 1926, Public Law 
446 (44 Stat. 787), section 10j: 

And no aliens employed by a contractor 
for furnishing or constructing aircraft, air- 
craft parts, or aeronautical accessories for the 
United States shall be permitted to have ac- 
cess to the plans or specifications, or the work 
under construction, or to participate in the 
contract trials without the written consent 
beforehand of the secretary of the department 
concerned. 


The National Defense Act of 1940, 
Public Law 671 (54 Stat. 680), section 11: 

(a) No aliens employed by a contractor in 
the performance of secret, confidential, or 
restricted Government contracts shall be per- 
mitted to have access to the plans or speci- 
fications, or the work under such contracts, 
or to participate in the contract trials, unless 
the written consent of the head of the Goy- 
ernment department concerned has first been 
obtained, and any person who willfully vio- 
lates or through negligence permits the viola- 
tion of the provisions of this subsection shall 
be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned 
not more than 6 years, or both. 

(b) Any alien who obtains employment on 
secret, confidential, or restricted Government 
contracts, by willful misrepresentation while 
seeking such employment, shall be fined not 
more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more 
than 5 years, or both. 

(c) For the purpose of this section, the 
term “person” shall be construed to include 
an individual, partnership, association, cor- 
poration, or other business enterprise. 


The laws restricting the employment 
of aliens were designed to provide for 
the security of our defense industries 
and to protect military secrets concern- 
ing the development of new inventions 
and devices. It was felt that these se- 
crets would be safer if confined to Amer- 
ican citizens. The birth-certificate laws 
are being proposed to correct a situation 
created -by the alien-restriction laws, 
and are designed to meet the need of 
securing employment in defense plants. 

Prior to June 4, 1942, the Army and 
Navy recommended to war contractors 
that birth certificates be required as a 
form of proof of citizenship. In an at- 
tempt to facilitate the securing of such 
certificates by those persons not then 
possessing them, a directive was issued 
informing contractors of a method of 
delayed registration of births practiced 
by certain States, and recommended 
that applicants for work utilize such a 
method for securing certificates. This 
directive was interpreted by contractors 
to mean that birth certificates or natu- 
ralization papers were the only forms of 
evidence to be utilized. Accordingly, 
the contractors, fearing the fines and 
imprisonment provided for willfully or 
negligently allowing aliens to be em- 
ployed, required certificates of every ap- 
plicant, with the natural result of a slow- 
ing down of employment in war indus- 
tries. 

This situation has now been corrected. 
On June 4, 1942, a joint directive was is- 
sued by the Army and Navy prescribing 
that applicants for employment on Gov- 
ernment war contracts may determine 
their citizenship status by making a dec- 
laration that they are citizens of the 
United States, and stating the place and 
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date of their birth. A fine of $10,000 or 
5 years in jail, or both, is prescribed for 
any alien who obtains employment by 
willful misrepresentation. Consequently, 
to falsify a declaration would be a seri- 
cus matter. The penalties are printed 
on the face of the declaration which the 
applicant is required to sign. To protect 
the contractor against charges of negli- 
gence or willful violation in the event an 
applicant does falsify, the declaration 
must be signed in the presence of two 
witnesses. The use of such declarations 
is well recognized in law and is based on 
the theory of presumptive citizenship 
whereby persons residing within the 
United States are presumed to be citi- 
zens until proved otherwise, the burden 
of proof resting upon the challenger 
rather than the challenged. This meth- 
od of determining citizenship has been 
long recognized by the Army in connec- 
tion with enlistments. 

This new directive of the Army and 
the Navy has been reasonably success- 
ful. Reports at hand now indicate that 
as the new method is being introduced, 
many workers are making the declara- 
tion of their citizenship status and are 
being put to work. The pressure of de- 
mand for birth certificates for this pur- 
pose can be expected to be greatly re- 
lieved. 

The cost of the proposed legislation 
cannot be estimated accurately, since 
there is no way of determining the num- 
ber of persons who would apply for birth 
certificates. It is believed, however, that 
the total cost of the proposed legislation 
could reach $80,000,000 in the first 2 years 
of operation. Enactment of these meas- 
ures would also require personnel and 
building space in Washington which 
cannot be spared from the immediate 
war effort at this time. Since birth cer- 
tificates are not needed to facilitate em- 
ployment in war industries and do not 
afford conclusive proof of citizenship, 
such expenditure would be unwarranted. 

There is at the present time a great 
confusion in the field of vital records 
growing out of the activities of Govern- 
ment and industry, particularly in con- 
nection with the security and health 
laws. There is need for a comprehen- 
sive study to be made to determine re- 
quirements and make recommenda- 
tion to prevent duplication of effort and 
to integrate the activities of all agencies 
concerned, 

In view of the foregoing considera- 
tions, and of the very considerable cost 
of the pending birth-certificate legisla- 
tion, I recommend against the enactment 
of such legislation at the present time. 
In the meantime, I will ask the Director 
of the Bureau of the Budget to make a 
comprehensive study of the entire prob- 
lem to the end that I may be able later 
to make suitable recommendations to 
the Congress with respect thereto. 

Respectfully, 
FRANKLIN D, ROOSEVELT. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 

REPORT ON PERSONNEL OF THE LAND FORCES 


A letter from the Secretary of War, submit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a confidential report 
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relative to personnel of the land forces; to 
the Comittee on Military Affairs, 


RELIEF OF POSTMASTER AT NOME, ALASKA 


A letter from the Postmaster General, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
for the relief of the postmaster at Nome, 
Alaska (with an accompanying paper); to the 
Committee on Claims, 

LANDS ACQUIRED For NAVAL UsEs 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
of lands acquired from January 29 to June 30, 
1942, for naval uses (with an accompanying 


“report); to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AMENDMENT OF SELECTIVE TRAINING AND 
Service ACT 

A letter from the Director of the Selective 
Service System, transmitting a draft of pro- 
posed legislation to amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940 (with an 
tr ae papan: to the Committee on 
Military Af: 

REPORT OF THE OFFICE OF PRICE 
ADMINISTRATION 

A letter from the Price Administrator, sub- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the first report of 
the Office of Price Administration covering 
the period extending from the launching of 
the defense program in May 1940 through the 
announcement of the President’s national 
economic program and the issuance of the 
General Maximum Price Regulation toward 
the end of April 1942 (with an accompanying 
report); to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 


A letter from the Archivist of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, lists 
of papers and documents on the files of the 
Departments of the Navy (2) and Agricul- 
ture (2), and The National Archives, which 
are not needed in the conduct of business 
and have no permanent value or historical 
interest, and requesting action looking to- 
ward their disposition (with accompanying 
papers); to a Joint Select Committee on the 
Disposition of ‘Papers in the Executive De- 
partments. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 
SAVINGS UNDER RENEGOTIATED CON- 

TRACTS AND UNDER GENERAL APPRO- 

PRIATION BILLS 


Mr. McKELLAR, Mr. President, I am 
greatly pleased by the tremendous sav- 
ings which have been brought about in 
the expenditures of the Government 
under the provisions of section 403 (a) 
of the Sixth Supplemental National De- 
fense Appropriation Act, approved April 
28,1942. Section 403 (a) was first placed 
in the bill by the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, was agreed to by the Senate, 
was subsequently agreed to by the House 
conferees, and adopted by the House. 

Mr. President, this act was passed after 
many conferences with the departments 
named in the act and after the various 
departments had gone over it most care- 
fully and felt that it would accomplish 
a great deal in the reduction of excessive 
prices fixed in the contracts, 

After the passage of the bill each of 
the several departments established a 
committee to investigate prices. The 
Army established a committee of five 
members, the Navy a committee of like 
number, the Maritime Commission a 
committee of four members. One of the 
members of each of these committees 
represents the W., P, B. 
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These committees organized and began 
work immediately, and with the greatest 
success. The provisions of this Act were 
primarily the work of the Senate Ap- 
propriations Committee, but they were 
drafted with the full cooperation of the 
several departments. In like manner 
the several departments have cooperated 
to the fullest extent in carrying out the 
terms of the act. 

I desire to call the especial attention 
of the Senate to the fact that to date 
the measure has been attended with the 
greatest success. Already, as evidence of 
their good faith, many of the companies 
voluntarily have made reductions. Re- 
ductions to June 15 in the War Depart- 
ment alone total $556,997,514, and it is 
firmly believed that, within a year, more 
than a billion dollars will be saved. 

The Navy Department has already 
saved $348,786,246, and it estimates it 
will save a half a billion more this year. 
The Maritime Commission has already 
saved, under this law, $28,500,000, and 
it estimates it will save sixty-five million 
more this year. 

It must be said that the companies hay- 
ing contracts with the Government have 
shown the finest spirit of cooperation 
and reasonableness, and that the Depart- 
ment officials have been exceedingly vigi- 
lant and attentive in the enforcement of 
this act. 

Mr. President, I wish to express to the 
departments my great appreciation for 
their very active cooperation in the mat- 
ter of saving the Government these very 
large sums. 

I happen to be a member of the Joint 
Committee on Reduction of Nonessential 
Expenditures appointed last winter. 
This committee is commonly known as 
the Byrd committee, being presided over 
by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BYRD]. 
This committee made recommendations 
of reductions in December 1941 in almost 
the same amounts as appropriations 
were reduced. Following action taken 
by the Appropriations Committee, two 
agencies—the Civilian Conservation 
Corps and the Alley Dwelling Authority— 
were abolished; the appropriation for the 
Work Projects Administration was re- 
duced from $875,000,000 to $280,000,000; 
the appropriation for National Youth 
Administration was reduced from $151,- 
000,000 to $46,000,000; appropriations for 
travel pay were reduced in the amount of 
$3,981,931 below the Budget estimates, 
exclusive of travel pay eliminated for 
the C. C. C., and many other reductions 
and savings were made—in all, aggre- 
grating $3,312,269,450. The Appropria- 
tions Committees of both the House and 
the Senate united to effect savings wher- 
ever they could. 

To epitomize, or put into figures the 
reports and statements to date, they 
show the following: 


Savings, War Department, to 


Savings on contracts in the 
War Department now being 


EERO ses eee ema 500, 000, 000 
Savings, Navy Department, al- 

ready accomplished ____.__- 348, 786, 242 
Further estimated savings in 

Navy Department during 

WE FORT ee te ene 500, 000, 000 
Savings, U. S. Maritime Com- 

pV ee AE 28, 500, 000 


6680 


Anticipated savings, Mari- 

time Commission, remain- 
U Ro den AR E O e $65, 000, 000 
a IE eee 1, 998, 286, 242 


To be added to the above sums 
is a reduction of al) kinds 
of nonmilitary appropria- 
tions and nonessential ap- 
priations made by the Con- 
gress for the present fiscal 
a i ap E dese eea hewn acne 1, 313, 983, 208 


Grand total -.-.- „=... 3, 312, 269, 450 


In proof of the savings as stated, I ask 
leave to have printed in the RECORD as 
a part of my remarks a letter from the 
Under Secretary of War, Hon. Robert P. 
Patterson, a letter from K. H. Rockey, 
Chairman of the Price Adjustment Board 
of the Navy Department, a letter from 
Admiral Land, Chairman of the Mari- 
time Commission, and a letter from Mr. 
‘Donald M. Nelson, Chairman of the War 
Production Board. These letters all re- 
fer to the renegotiation of war contracts, 
and I desire that all be published to- 
gether in order to make a complete re- 
port up to this date. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the letters will be printed in the 
RECORD, 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., June 30, 1942. 
Hon. KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator: This letter is in answer 
to your oral inquiry of General Somervell 
with reference to the progress had in renego- 
tiating contacts of the Department in accord- 
ance with section 403 of the Sixth Supple- 
mental Appropriation Act of 1942. 

The Price Adjustment Board has inter- 
viewed many War Department contractors for 
the purpose of renegotiating contracts in 
which excessive profits were being received. 
Cooperation on the part of the contractors 
has, almost without exception, been excellent. 
Between April 15 and June 15, 1942, voluntary 
refunds and price reductions on existing con- 
tracts and reduced prices on new contracts 
entered into with existing War Department 
contractors arising, respectively, from renego- 
tiation and negotiation, totaled $556,997,514. 

A large number of other contractors are 
presently under review by the Board. Con- 
ferences with these contractors and studies 
of their financial statements indicate prob- 
able refunds and price reductions on existing 
contracts and savings on new contracts to be 
entered into with those contractors in ex- 
cess of $500,000,000. 

As time goes on, the Board will expand the 
number of contractors reviewed and, it is 
hoped, will continue to obtain substantial 
savings for the War Department. 

Sincerely yours, 
ROBERT P. PATTERSON, 
Under Secretary of War. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, July 3, 1942. 
Hon. KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear SENATOR MCKELLAR: In accord- 
ance with your telephone request, I am 
pleased to inform you that reductions in 
prices effected and in process of renegotiation, 
including voluntary refunds from contrac- 
tors, amount at the present time to $348,- 
786,246. However. this is only a tentative fig- 
ure, and a more complete investigation may 
develop an even higher amount. 

At the present time the Price Adjustment 
Board of the Navy Department has over 175 
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contractors and subcontractors under inves- 
tigation, and its representatives are in the 
plants of 65 of these contractors. As a result 
of the Board's activities, it is expected that 
further savings of over $500,000,000 will be 
made during the balance of this coming year. 

Yours very truly, 

K. H. Rockey, 
Chairman, Price Adjustment Board. 


UNITED STATES MARITIME COMMISSION, 
Washington, July 25, 1942. 
The Honorable KENNETH M K 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Senator McKeLLAR: In accordance! 


with your recent conversations with me and 
members of the Price Adjustment Board of 
the United States Maritime Commission, I 
am pleased to inform you that during recent 
months the reductions in prices effected by 
our various contract divisions and our Price 
Adjustment Board, including voluntary re- 
funds and reductions now in the process of 
renegotiation, amount to more than $28,- 
500,000 at the present time. 

The activities of the Price Adjustment 
Board are now expanding quite rapidly. The 
results of its work to date and the attitude 
evidenced by contractors and subcontractors 
as the result of the contract renegotiations 
with them reflect upon the Board favorably 
and indicate that it is carrying out its duties 
satisfactorily. The attitude of contractors 
toward renegotiations to date has been co- 
operative and understanding. 

You appreciate that it is most difficult 
because of the many factors involved to pre- 
dict what further reductions in contract 
prices will be effected during the balance of 
this year, but our present estimate amounts 
to $65,000,000. 

Sincerely yours, 
E. S. LAND, 
Chairman. 
WAR PRODUCTION BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., July 15, 1942. 
Hon. KENNETH M 5 
United States Senate. 

Dear SENATOR McCKELLAR: In your letter of 
July 6, you inquire about the work of the 
War Production Board in reference to rene- 
gotiation of contracts under section 403 of 
the War Appropriations Act. In particular, 
you ask about savings effected by the War 
Production Board. 

I wish to advise that all our work of this 
character has been done in cooperation with 
the War Department, the Navy Department, 
and the Maritime Commission. As men- 
tioned in your remarks in the CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recorp of July 1, War Production Board has 
a representative member on each of the 
price-adjustment boards carrying on rene- 
gotiation for War, Navy, and Maritime Com- 
mission. Our representative has partici- 
pated, therefore, in the activities of each of 
those boards and has cooperated in every way 
in accomplishing the results already reported 
to you by them. Moreover, the Cost Analy- 
sis Section of the War Production Board has 
contributed information and assisted in de- 
veloping the methods of renegotiation being 
followed by the boards. 

We are glad to make our contribution in 
this manner, which I am sure you will recog- 
nize as the most effective form which our 
participation can take. It means, however, 
that any figures of savings which I might 
report would be duplicated in the figures 
reported to you by the direct contracting 
agencies. I might, however, add that even 
before the United States entered the war, 
our Cost Analysis Section was instrumental 
in calling attention to cases in which sub- 
stantial price reductions were subsequently 
obtained. 

In accordance with the request you made 
during the recent hearing on our budget be- 
fore the Senate Appropriations Committee, I 
have asked the Maritime Commission and the 
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Procurement Division of the Treadury to get 
their figures on price adjustments to you as 
soon as possible. 
Sincerely yours, 
Donatp M. NELSON. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, in 
order that the whole picture may be be- 
fore the Senate, I ask to insert in the 
Record the provisions of section 403 (a) 
of the Sixth Supplemental National De- 
fense Appropriation Act—Public Law No. 
528—approved April 28, 1942. 

There being no objection, the section 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Sec. 403. (a) For the purposes of this sec- 
tion, the term “Department” means the War 
Department, the Navy Department, and the 
Maritime Commission, respectively; in the 
case of the Maritime Commission, the term 
“Secretary” means the Chairman of such 
Commission; and the terms “renegotiate” and 
“renegotiation” include the refixing by the 
Secretary of the Department of the contract 
price. For the purposes of subsections (d) 
and (e) of this section, the term “contract” 
includes a subcontract and the term “con- 
tractor” includes a subcontractor. 

(b) The Secretary of each Department is 
authorized and directed to insert in any 
contract for an amount in excess of $100,000 
hereafter made by such Department (1) a 
provision for the renegotiation of the con- 
tract price at a period or periods when, in 
the judgment of the Secretary, the profits 
can be determined with reasonable certainty; 
(2) a provision for the retention by the 
United States or the repayment to the United 
States of (A) any amount of the contract 
price which is found as a result of such 
renegotiation to represent excessive profits 
and (B) an amount of the contract price 
equal to the amount of the reduction in the 
contract price of any subcontract under such 
contract pursuant to the renegotiation of 
such subcontract as provided in clause (3) 
of this subsection; and (8) a provision re- 
quiring the contractor to insert in each sub- 
contract for an amount in excess of $100,000 
made by him under such contract (A) a pro- 
vision for the renegotiation by such Secre- 
tary and the subcontractor of the contract 
price of the subcontract at a period or periods 
when, in the judgment of the Secretary, the 
profits can be determined with reasonable 
certainty, (B) a provision for the retention 
by the United States or the repayment to the 
United States of any amount of the contract 
price of the subcontract which is found as 
a result of such renegotiation, to represent 
excessive profits, and (C) a provision for re- 
lieving the contractor from any liability to 
the subcontractor on account of any amount 
so retained by or repaid to the United States. 

(c) The Secretary of each Department is 
authorized and directed, whenever in his 
opinion excessive profits have been realized, 
or are likely to be realized, from any con- 
tract with such Department or from any 
subcontract thereunder, (1) to require the 
contractor or subcontractor to renegotiate 
the contract price, (2) to withhold from the 
contractor or subcontractor any amount of 
the contract price which is found as a result 
of such renegotiation to represent excessive 
profits, and (3) in case any amount of the 
contract price found as a result of such re- 
negotiation to represent excessive profits shall 
have been paid to the contractor or subcon- 
tractor, to recover such amount from such 
contractor or subcontractor. Such contrac- 
tor or subcontractor shall be deemed to be 
indebted to the United States for any amount 
which such Secretary is authorized to recover 
from such contractor or subcontractor under 
this subsection, and such Secretary may 
bring actions in the appropriate courts of 
the United States to recover such amount 
on behalf of the United States. All amounts 
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recovered under this subsection shall be cov- 
ered into the Treasury as miscellaneous re- 
ceipts. This subsection shall be applicable 
to all contracts and subcontracts hereafter 
made and to all contracts and subcontracts 
heretofore made, whether or not such con- 
tracts or subcontracts contain a renegotia- 
tion or recapture clause, provided that final 
Payment pursuant to such contract or sub- 
contract has not been made prior to the date 
of enactment of this act. 

(a) In renegotiating a contract price or 
determining excessive profits for the purposes 
of this section, the Secretaries of the respec- 
tive Departments shall not make any allow- 
ance for any salaries, bonuses, or other com- 
pensation paid by a contractor to its officers 
or employees in excess of a reasonable 
amount, nor shall they make allowance for 
any excessive reserves set up by the contrac- 
tor or for any costs incurred by the contrac- 
tor which are excessive and unreasonable. 
For the purpose of ascertaining whether such 
unreasonable compensation has been or is 
being paid, or whether such excessive reserves 
have been or are being set up, or whether any 
excessive and unreasonable costs have been 
or are being incurred, each such Secretary 
shall have the same powers with respect to 
any such contractor that an agency desig- 
nated by the President to exercise the powers 
conferred by title XIII of the Second War 
Powers Act, 1942, has with respect to any 
contractor to whom such title is applicable. 
In the interest of economy and the avoidance 
of duplication of inspection and audit, the 
services of the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
shall, upon request of each such Secretary 
and the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, be made available to the extent 
determined by the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the purposes of making examinations and 
determinations with respect to profits under 
this section. 

(e) In addition to the powers conferred 
by existing law. the Secretary of each De- 
partment shall have the right to demand of 
any contractor who holds contracts with re- 
spect to which the provisions of this section 
are applicable in an aggregate amount in ex- 
cess of $100,000, statements of actual costs 
of production and such other financial state- 
ments, at such times and in such form and 
detail, as such Secretary may require. Any 
person who willfully fails or refuses to fur- 
nish any statement required of him under 
this subsection, or who knowingly furnishes 
any such statement containing information 
which is false or misleading in any material 
respect, shall, upon conviction thereof, be 
punished by a fine of not more than $10,000 
or imprisonment for not more than 2 years, 
or both. The powers conferred by this sub- 
section shall be exercised in the case of any 
contractor by the Secretary of the Depart- 
ment holding the largest amount of such con- 
tracts with such contractor, or by such Sec- 
retary as may be mutually agreed to by the 
Secretaries concerned. 

(f) The authority and discretion herein 
conferred upon the Secretary of each Depart- 
ment, in accordance with regulations pre- 
scribed by the President for the protection 
of the interests of the Government, may be 
delegated, in whole or in part, by him to such 
individuals or agencies in such Department 
as he may designate, and he may authorize 
such individuals or agencies to make further 
delegations of such authority and discretion. 

(g) If any provision of this section or the 
application thereof to any person or circum- 
stance is held invalid, the remainder of the 
section and the application of such provision 
to other persons or circumstances shall not be 
affected thereby. 

(h) This section shall remain in force 
during the continuance of the present war 
and for 3 years after the termination of the 
war, but no court proceedings brought under 
this section shall abate by reason of the ter- 
mination of the provisions of this section. 
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PETITIONS 


Petitions, ete., were laid before the 
Senate or presented, and referred as in- 
dicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

A resolution of the Metal Polishers, Buffers, 
Platers, and Helpers International Union, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring the enactment of 
pending legislation for the development of 
the St. Lawrence seaway and power project; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A petition, numerously signed, of sundry 
citizens of Plains, Kans., praying for the en- 
actment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit the 
sale of alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice 
in the vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishments; orderd to lie on the table. 


MANUFACTURE OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 
FROM GRAINS 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I ask consent to have printed 
in the Record at this point and appro- 
priately referred a copy of a telegram just 
received by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GILLETTE], chairman of the special sub- 
committee which presented to the Sen- 
ate bill S. 2600. 

There being no objection, the telegram 
was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Sr. PAUL, MINN., July 28, 1942. 
Senator GILLETTE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

For your information we haye just sent 
the following wire to the President: “Careful 
study hearings Gillette rubber authority bill 
convinces us great danger synthetic rubber 
supply will be too little and too late. Speed 
and efficiency in strategic materials cost of 
grain-alcohol process impresses us as decisive. 
False and sometimes selfish optimism dis- 
played by official responsible, for present in- 
adequate program is apparent in committee 
record. Congress insists on action even if 
divided authority necessary to get it. We 
urge you sign Gillette-Fulmer bill. Farmers 
cannot risk rubber famine in meeting next 
year’s vital food goals.” Please accept thanks 
our organizations for your persistence on this 
problem. 

James G. Patron, 
President, National Farmers’ Union. 
M. W. THATCHER, 
President, National Federation of Grain 
Cooperatives. 
MANUFACTURE OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 
FROM GRAINS—RESOLUTIONS OF TWO 
CHAMBERS OF COMMERCE IN KANSAS 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I regret 
very much that word has come from the 
White House that the President may veto 
the Gillette-Thomas-Fulmer bill to in- 
sure the manufacture of much-needed 
synthetic rubber from alcohol made 
from grains. 

I feel very deeply that in order to 
supply our rubber needs, this program 
of making synthetic rubber must be 
pushed to completion and, also, that syn- 
thetic rubber should be made from all 
available sources. It seems that plants 
for making rubber from alcohol from 
grains can be constructed in much less 
time and with much smaller quantities 
of critical materials than can plants to 
make rubber by other known methods. 
So it seems merely common sense to push 
this program. 
In this connection I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
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as a part of my remarks resolutions re- 
cently adopted by the Wichita Chamber 
of Commerce, Wichita, Kans., and by the 
Chamber of Commerce of Lyons, Kans., 
which I send to the desk. I might add 
that the farm organizations of Kansas 
are also strong for approval of this pro- 
gram. 

There being no objection, the reso- 
lutions were ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 


Tue WICHITA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Wichita, Kans., July 25, 1942. 
The Honorable ARTHUR CAPPER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sim: Because of your knowledge of 
the agricultural conditions in the Middle 
West, you have probably given consideration 
to the natural facilities and existing op- 
portunities for the production of indus- 
trial alcohol and synthetic rubber in this 
area. 

We want to commend the efforts which 
you and others have been making to have 
rubber produced from farm crops. In ad- 
dition, we want to offer the services of the 
members and committees and staff of this 
organization in urging the active cooperation 
of others who are in a position to help. 

Our agricultural committee pointed out 
to our board of directors at their meeting 
this week the following reasons why indus- 
trial alcohol and synthetic rubber plants 
should be constructed immediately in the 
Middle West: 

1. It has been demonstrated that a high 
grade of synthetic rubber can be produced 
from alcohol distilled from farm crops. 

2. The Middle West produces a wide variety 
of those farm crops best suited to the manu- 
facture of alcohol. 

3. There are now on hand large surpluses 
of wheat and other grains which could be 
immediately used for conversion into al- 
cohol. 

4. Since the alcohol and rubber manu- 
factured are much less bulky than the raw 
materials, the plants should be located in 
the Middle West to conserve vital transpor- 
tation capacity. 

5. Synthetic rubber and alcohol plants are 
among the most vital of war industries, 
therefore, they should be located in the 
Middle West where they are least exposed to 
attack. 

Will you please tell us what we as indi- 
viduals or as an organization can do to help 
build industrial alcohol and synthetic rubber 
plants in the Middle West in the immediate 
future? 

Yours very truly, 
Arcu N. BOOTH, 
General Manager. 


RESOLUTION ON INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL AND 
SYNTHETIC RUBBER PLANTS 


"Whereas this country is in dire need of 
large supplies of rubber to win the war and 
continue necessary and indispensable civil- 
ian activity; and 

“Whereas an adequate supply of natural 
rubber is no longer available; and 

“Whereas it has been conclusively demon- 
strated that high-quality and thoroughly 
satisfactory synthetic rubber can be manu- 
factured from raw materials that are abun- 
dantly available within our own borders; and 

“Whereas it is now recognized in national 
rubber programs that one of the best mate- 
rials for this purpose is alcohol distilled from 
farm crops; and 

“Whereas the Midwest is admirably adapt- 
ed to the efficient production of a wide va- 
riety of grains suitable for distillation and 
has large supplies of wheat and other grains 
in dead storage that could be directed to this 
use immediately; and 
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“Whereas the acute shortage of transporta- 
tion facilities prohibits ready movement of 
grains from this area to the seaboard for 
alcohol production there; and 

“Whereas the provision of transportation 
facilities to haul Midwest grain to eastern 
plants requires more steel and other critical 
metals than are needed to build new plants 
to equal productive capacity in the Midwest: 
Now, therefore, be it 

“Resolved, That the hoard of directors of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Lyons, Kans., 
favor and urge immediate construction of 
industrial alcohol and synthetic rubber plants 
in the Midwest. This board proposes to in- 
clude the following steps and such others as 
may be necessary in an aggressive program to 
accomplish such construction: 

“1, Place copies of this resolution in the 
hands of United States Senators and Con- 
gressmen for Kansas to enlist their active 
support of this project. 

“2. Make every possible effective contact 
with those who control allocation of materials 
and Government money to this end.” 

This resolution adopted by the board of 
directors of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Lyons, Kans., the 14th of July 1942. 

Byron K. BABCOCK, 
President, Chamber of Commerce, 
Lyons, Kans. 
THORPE MENN, Secretary. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 


Mr. SCHWARTZ, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2670) to amend sec- 
tion 61 of the National Defense Act of 
June 3, 1916, as amended, for the purpose 
of providing State and Territorial mili- 
tary forces with such arms, ammunition, 
clothing, and equipment as is deemed 
necessary to enable them to execute their 
internal security responsibilities within 
their respective States and Territories, 
and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 1568) thereon. 


PRINTING ADDITIONAL COPIES OF 
SENATE REPORT NO. 1554 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, on 
behalf of the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
Hayven], I report from the Committee 
on Printing a resolution providing for 
the printing of additional copies of a cer- 
tain report submitted pursuant to Sen- 
ate Resolution 223, by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Typrnes], as chairman 
of a subcommittee of the Appropriations 
Committee. I will say that I am in- 
formed by the printing officials that it 
will cost only $300 to print the 10,000 
additional copies. I ask that the reso- 
lution be read, and that it be considered 
at this time 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 279) was read, considered, 
and agreed to. as follows: 

Resolved, That 10,000 additional copies of 
Senate Report No. 1554, current session, as 
submitted to the Senate by a subcommittee 
of the Committee on Appropriations pur- 
suant to a resolution (S. Res. 223, current 
session), authorizing an investigation to de- 
termine whether certain governmental em- 
ployees may be temporarily transferred to 
national defense agencies to expedite the 
prosecution of the war, be printed for the 
use of said subcommittee. 
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ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 


Mr. TRUMAN (for Mrs. Caraway), 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that on July 27, 1942, that com- 
mittee presented to the President of the 
United States the following enrolled bills: 

8.925. An act for the relief of Lemuel T. 
Root, Jr.: 

8.2026. An act to provide for the post- 
humous appointment to commissioned or 
noncommissioned grade of certain enlisted 
men and the posthumous promotion of cer- 
tain commissioned officers and enlisted men; 

S. 2330. An act to enable the United States 
Commission for the Celebration of the Two 
Hundredth Anniversary of the Birth of 
Thomas Jefferson to carry out and give effect 
to certain approved plans; 

S. 2368. An act to amend the joint resolu- 
tion approved August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 858), 
as amended, and the Selective Training and 
Service Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 885), as amend- 
ed, so as to remove the requirement that 
medical statements shall be furnished to 
those persons performing military service 
thereunder; and 

S. 2568. An act to establish additional com- 
missioned warrant and warrant grades in 
the United States Navy, and for other pur- 
poses. 


AMENDMENT OF SERVICEMEN'S DEPEND- 
ENTS ALLOWANCE ACT—BILL INTRO- 
DUCED 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
introduce a very brief bill to correct what 
I am sure is an error in a section of the 
Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance Act 
of 1942, which Congress, when put upon 
notice, would scarcely care to confirm. 
I am referring to the fact that no allow- 
ance under that act can be paid to the 
dependents of men in the armed services 
until November 1, 1942. 


I realize that it is a physical impossi- 
bility for all Members of Congress to 
know the complete details of the enor- 
mous volume of war legislation which has 
been passed since Pearl Harbor; in the 
very nature of things, they must depend, 
in part, upon more intimate scrutiny by 
the committees in immediate charge of 
particular legislation; but it seems to me, 
in the common vernacular, it is nothing 
short of a “joker” that in the Service- 
men’s Dependents Allowance Act of 1942 
there should be a provision which strictly 
prohibits any payment to a dependent 
under the terms of the act until Novem- 
ber 1, 1942, which, by mere coincidence 
and only by way of easy identification, is 
the day before election. I do not know 
the source of this clause in the law, but 
its ultimate iniquity is clear. 

I took the matter up with the War De- 
partment as the result of complaints 
which I am sure every Senator has re- 
ceived in volume, complaints from fam- 
ilies and dependents of servicemen who 
anticipated legitimate and equitable re- 
lief as the result of the passage of the 
act, but who then discovered that no re- 
lief allowance would be available until 
November 1. The reply of the War De- 
partment was as follows: 

In the enactment of this law the Congress 
determined the date on which payments of 
monthly family allowances were to commence. 
While the act grants the War Department no 
discretion to change this date, the Depart- 
ment itself has nevertheless adopted a policy 
tending to alleviate any hardship that a sol- 


JULY 30 


dier’s wife and children might suffer if the 
monthly deduction of $22 is withheld from 
his pay for monthly family-allowance pur- 
poses. Under this policy, a voluntary allot- 
ment of $22 a month may be made by the 
soldier, if he so desires, which will be avail- 
able for the wife and children through Sep- 
tember 1942, the total amount of such pay- 
ments to be deducted from the accrued sum 
of monthly family allowance initially payable 
after November 1, 1942. 


In other words, Mr. President, the War 
Department recognizes the fact that this 
provision of law would work a definite 
hardship in thousands of cases. It has 
undertaken partially to meet the hard- 
ship by deductions from soldiers’ pay 
but it falls back upon the mandate of 
Congress and denies the full relief which 
Congress intended because of the amaz- 
ing section of the Service Men’s Depend- 
ents’ Allowance Act of 1942, which pro- 
hibits any payments until November 1, 
1942, 

The original reason, as I understand, 
for a subsequent limiting date was that 
the War Department felt that a vast 
bookkeeping problem and a vast investi- 
gating problem were involved in setting 
up and certifying the essential allow- 
ances which the law contemplates; but, 
Mr. President, it is perfectly evident 
from the experience of the War Depart- 
ment that, while those delays may have 
been necessary in part, they are not 
necessary in whole. It is perfectly evi- 
dent that if the War Department were 
relieved of the limitation imposed by 
Congress, the total payments to depend- 
ents would start, at least in part, long 
before November 1, 1942. 

I cannot conceive of any Member of 
the Senate being interested in delaying 
the legalized payments to dependents 
one moment longer than is necessary. 
Therefore I am presenting a very brief 
bill, one which merely repeals one sen- 
tence in the law reading as follows: 

Any allowances which accrue under this 
title for the period preceding November 1, 
1942, shall not be actually paid until after 
November 1, 1942. 


In other words, if the amendment to 
the law I am presenting shall be adopted, 
the net result will merely be to leave the 
War Department upon its own responsi- 
bility to pay these legalized allowances 
for servicemen’s dependents as soon as 
they find it practicable. I am totally un- 
able to understand how any Member of 
the Senate would resist a movement of 
that character. 

I ask that the bill be referred to the 
Senate Committee on Military Affairs. 
I regret that in the absence of quorums 
there may be some delay in its considera- 
tion, because I simply cannot imagine 
that there would be any objection to the 
suggested change. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2684) to amend section 107 
of the Servicemen’s Dependents Allow- 
ance Act of 1942, was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
of course, no one can oppose what the 
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Senator from Michigan has said in regard 
to the desire to have these payments 
made to the beneficiaries as soon as pos- 
sible. The date inserted in the law was 
put in at the request of the War Depart- 
ment. Every Senator of the committee, 
and every Senator on the conference— 
and I may speak even for the conferees 
on the part of the other House—asked 
for the very first date when it would be 
possible to make the payments. The War 
Department insisted upon a definite date. 
The explanation given by the Depart- 
ment is correct, in that they say it would 
take the time allowed to. make the ar- 
rangements. November 1 was the date 
fixed upon because it was the first date 
the War Department could start pay- 
ments in an orderly way after getting 
the essential information into the record. 

It must not be forgotten that the Gov- 
ernment is responsible to the members 
of the armed forces individually and per- 
sonally, and it should not be forgotten 
that matters which have to do with de- 
pendents are matters in the handling of 
which, after all, the Government is only 
a trustee. I am thankful a voluntary 
arrangement still exists. The Govern- 
ment of the United States does not say 
to a soldier, “You shall do this or that 
with your money,” but does say, “The 
money is yours, and you shall tell us what 
we must do with it.” 

These problems, which seem so simple, 
are not simple at all when we realize the 
responsibility which the Government has 
upon it. I wish to say for the members 
of the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the members of the conference commit- 
tee that the very question which the Sen- 
ator from Michigan has raised today was 
considered, the experts from the War 
Department came before us, and they 
testified that the date chosen would have 
to be included if we were to go forward 
in an orderly way. 

If, as a result of the experience the 
War Department has had since the bill 
became a law, they have learned how to 
pay the dependents and beneficiaries 
sooner than they thought they could do 
so, no one will object to that being done, 
but everyone will rejoice, and if the 
amendment of the law suggested by the 
Senator from Michigan will not tend to 
introduce confusion into the adminis- 
tration of the Army or the Navy, I am 
sure no one will in the least object to the 
proposal. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
thank the able Senator from Utah for 
his statement. He occupies a place of 
very large importance on the Senate 
Committee on Military Affairs, and often 
handles this kind of legislation. I am 
not sure but that he had charge, on the 
floor of the Senate, of the legislation to 
which I have referred. 

I have no doubt the able Senator from 
Utah had a perfectly sound reason for 
inserting the section into the law at the 
time it was enacted. This particular 
phase of the matter was not emphasized 
in the debates on the floor of the Senate, 
however, and never came to the direct 
attention of the Senate. 

What the Senator says about the ne- 
cessity for orderly processes in dealing 
with this situation is entirely accurate. 
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He certainly states the fact when he adds 
that if it is possible for the War De- 
partment to administer the law and 
grant these relief allowances earlier 
than November 1, 1942, we all wish that 
to be done. 

The full effect of the amendment to 
the law which I have submitted would be 
to remove a congressional restriction 
against payment prior to November 1, if, 
as and when the War Department con- 
cluded that it could proceed prior to 
November 1. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Will the Sen- 
ator yield for a brief statement? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Iam sorry the 
Senator from Michigan implied that No- 
vember 1 was near election day, and that 
that had something to do with the fixing 
of that date. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. My statement in 
that regard was purely casual, and I 
meant no invidious implication. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Similar state- 
ments have been made with reference 
to one military measure after another. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is true. 

Mr.. THOMAS of Utah. I believe the 
American people have responded in a 
way which was not expected by poli- 
ticians wno do not understand them. 
We should remember that efforts were 
made to put off the Draft Act until a cer- 
tain time. However, right in the midst 
of a national campaign—not an off-year 
campaign such as the present one, but a 
Presidential campaign—the Government 
went forward with its registration and 
we discovered that the American people 
were interested in responding to the call 
of the Government, and were not in- 
terested one whit in what certain people 
said about jockeying dates. 

When we realize that the best statistics 
which could be furnished us in regard to 
the Selective Service Act indicated that 
there would be about 13,500,000 persons 
registered at the first registration, it 
will always go down to the honor and the 
glory of the American people that ap- 
proximately 17,000,000 actually regis- 
tered. That indicates the strength of 
the feeling and the sentiment of the 
American people, and those who take joy 
in imagining that someone is shifting a 
date for some benefit in a congressional 
campaign, or that a payment to a bene- 
ficiary is going to upset an election, un- 
derestimate the heart and soul of the 
American people. I do not say this en- 
tirely because of what the Senator from 
Michigan said. Any person who under- 
estimates the heart and soul of the Amer- 
ican people deserves not to be a rep- 
resentative of them in the Congress of 
the United States. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Will the Senator 
yield before he takes his seat? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I thought the 
Senator yielded to me. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I did. I want 
to ask the Senator if there is any reason- 
able hope of a meeting in the near future 
of the Senate Military Affairs Committee. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The Senate 
Military Affairs Committee held a meet- 
ing Tuesday of this week, I believe, 
and I think it will be possible to secure 
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a meeting of the committee to consider 
the matter that is now before us, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I thank the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I cannot 
speak for the committee. The date 
which has been referred to was in the 
original bill, and it was retained in the 
conference. The committee adjourned 
for a full day to secure the attendance 
of representatives of the War Depart- 
ment to discus; with them the date. 
There are two Houses of Congress, of 
course, but if the proposed amendment 
can become a law, and if the War De~- 
partment is ready to proceed and at- 
tempt to do what the amendment pro- 
vides, I see no reason why we should not 
go forward with its consideration. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. In view of the 
Senator’s statement, Mr. President, I 
am very hopeful of quick action, and 
also, in view of the Senator’s statement, 
I give him my proxy to look after this 
matter when the committee meets, 


CRITICISM OF CONGRESS BY THE PRESS 


Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I be- 
lieve every Senator will readily concede 
the right of any newspaper to use its edi- 
torial columns for the expression of any 
conclusions or views or opinions it wishes 
t present. However, I believe no one will 
concede to the newspapers, and certainly 
the better representatives of the newspa- 
per fraternity will not claim, the right to 
use the editorial columns for unre- 
strained, unjustified, unfair, unreason- 
able and untrue statements attacking 
anyone in private or public life. 

It would be far from any policy which 
I have followed, or expect to follow, to 
refer to editorials on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. However, Mr. President, an editorial 
appearing in the Washington Post this 
morning viciously attacks Members of 
the Senate with whom I have been asso- 
ciated for some months in doing work 
which they felt was a contribution to the 
public interest, the war effort, and the 
peace economy as well. 

I wish to say on the floor of the Senate 
that in all my life I have never been asso- 
ciated with a group of men who entered 
upon their task with greater sincerity 
and honesty of purpose and intention. 
No group of men has more assiduously 
attended to the work assigned or has in- 
dicated a greater spirit of fairness or 
concession to everyone concerned, than 
these gentlemen with whom I have been 
associated. 

Statements have appeared to the ef- 
fect that the work of the subcommittee 
of the Senate Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, to which I refer, was en- 
gaged in a contest or rivalry between the 
farming interests and the petroleum in- 
terests. I wish to say here in behalf cf 
these men with whom I have worked that 
I have received telephone messages, per- 
sonal calls, and letters from such out- 
standing representatives of the petro- 
leum industry as President Farish, ef the 
Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey, thank- 
ing the subcommittee for its fairness, for 
its interest, and for its help. 

So it comes with poor grace for a news- 
Paper, in a contest of expression which 
it may wish to carry out by way of debate 
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with the esteemed Senator from Ohio, to 
print such statements as the one which 
I shall now read from the editorial ap- 
pearing this morning: 

Congress has just voted for an agency to 
promote an alcohol-rubber industry in the 
interests of the country’s farmers. It was 
pushed by grain-grower politicians without 
any warrant that rubber from grain alcohol 
is the best or quickest process for making 
synthetic rubber. The farm bloc wanted to 
horn in on this industry—they wanted, in 


other words, to exploit the war in their own 
selfish interests. 


Mr. President, I know the owner of the 
Washington Post. I know some of the 
editorial writers of the Post. I do not 
know who wrote that particular state- 
ment. I brand it here as false and con- 
temptible, with not a word of truth or 
fact on which it can be predicated. Ido 
not want to be unrestrained in any state- 
ments I make here, but I plead with the 
representatives and the owners of the 
Washington Post, or of any other news- 
paper, to try to substantiate, or to insist 
that their editorial writers may have 
some facts on which they can base their 
opinions so expressed. 

I merely wish to say that it is difficult 
to understand why a statement should be 
made that there were no facts on which 
the committee’s conclusion could be 
based, when the hearings had not been 
completed, when the facts which were ad- 
duced by the work of the committee had 
not been made available to the editorial 
writers of the Post or to anyone else. It 
is an absolute disregard of the facts to 
state that there was no basis for the 
committee’s action. 

Mr. President, I have risen for two 
reasons. One is to plead with newspa- 
permen and others controlling media 
of publicity to try to exercise some re- 
straint in their comments on those of 
us who are trying to do our duty, how- 
ever short we may come from attaining 
the goal, however much we may lack in 
ability. or however we may fail in at- 
tempting to do the things we are trying 
todo. I ask them to be fair, I ask them 
to be reasonable. That was the first 
thing I wanted to do. 

The second was unrestrainedly to state 
that any attempt to impugn the hon- 
esty, the patriotism, the sincerity, the 
earnestness, the fairness of the men with 
whom I have been associated, such as the 
senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Norris], the able minority leader the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary], the 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THomas], 
and the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER] is not only vicious, it is vile, it 
is venomous, and it is wholly unjustified. 
SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO STUDY AND 

SURVEY THE PROBLEMS OF AMERICAN 

SMALL BUSINESS ENTERPRISES—LIMIT 
' OF EXPENDITURES 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I re- 
port favorably, with an amendment, 
Senate Resolution 271, and ask unani- 
mous consent for its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will read the resolution for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 
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The legislative clerk read the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 271) submitted by Mr. Mur- 
ray (for himself, Mr. MALONEY, Mr. EL- 
LENDER, Mr. MEAD, Mr. STEWART, Mr. CAP- 
PER, AND Mr. TAFT) on June 30, 1942, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the limit of expenditures 
under Senate Resolution 298, Seventy-sixth 
Congress (providing for a study and survey 
of the problems of American small business 
enterprises), agreed to October 8, 1940, is 
hereby increased by $146,760. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the immediate consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I prob- 
ably have no objection to the considera- 
tion of the resolution, but I wish to ask 
what is the sum of money requested? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I will say 
to the able minority leader that the orig- 
inal sum requested of the committee was 
$146,760. The Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate decreased that amount to $25,000, 
after consultation with certain members 
of the Small Business Committee. The 
members of that committee are of the 
opinion that they can probably get along 
for the time being with the sum of 
$25,000. 

Mr. McNARY. That committee, in my 
judgment, has done a very excellent 
work. I have no objection to the reso- 
lution if it is absolutely the unanimous 
opinion of the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate that the lesser amount should be 
allowed. 

Mr. LUCAS. I cannot say that it is 
the unanimous opinion of the committee. 
The minority member of that commit- 
tee, the able Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Toser] is not in the city, and 
he was not present the other day when 
we held our meeting, although he was 
duly notified. He telegraphed me that 
illness in his family prevented him from 
being present. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, that 
covers my implication. I thank the 
Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? The Chair hears none. 
The amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate will be 
stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 1, 
line 5, it is proposed to strike out “$146,- 
760” and insert in lieu thereof “$25,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed 
to. 


INVESTIGATION OF MILITARY ESTAB- 
LISHMENTS BY MILITARY AFFAIRS 
COMMITTEE 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate I report 
an original resolution, and ask unani- 
mous consent for its immediate consid- 
eration, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will read the resolution for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The legislative clerk read the reso- 
tion (S. Res. 281), as follows: 
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Resolved, That Senate Resolution No. 274, 
agreed to July 23, 1942, authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, or any duly ap- 
pointed subcommittee thereof, to visit, for 
the purposes of inspection, any part of the 
Military Establishment in the Western 
Hemisphere, between July 1 and December 
31, 1942, hereby is amended to enable one 
expert to accompany the committee or sub- 
committee on any such visit. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, does 
the resolution increase the sum hereto- 
fore allowed by the committee? 

Mr, LUCAS. No; it does not increase 
the amount, I will say to the Senator 
from Oregon. The original resolution, 
which was referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, included provision 
for an expert, as the resolution just read 
does. The committee rewrote the orig- 
inal resolution, and excluded the expert. 
The committee thinks that perhaps the 
expert is necessary, and the resolution 
now reported does not increase the 
amount of appropriation from the fund. 

Mr. McNARY. Is it the judgment of 
the able Senator from Illinois that the 
original resolution perhaps did not in- 
clude the authority to employ an expert? 

Mr, LUCAS. No; the original resolu- 
tion did include the authority to do so, 
but when the committee amended it we 
eliminated the expert. Weare now ask- 
ing that the resolution which the Senate 
agreed to on July 23 be amended to 
include what the original resolution 
requested. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The amendment 
provides for a military expert, I suppose. 
I did not hear the resolution read. 

Mr. LUCAS. It says an expert. I pre- 
sume he will be a military expert, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, 
Smatuers in the chair). Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the 
resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion was considered and agreed to, 


PAYMENT OF OBLIGATIONS INCURRED IN 
CONNECTION WITH THE NORTH DA- 
KOTA SENATORIAL CONTEST 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I should 
like to call up Senate Resolution 268, 
Calendar No. 1572. The resolution which 
was reported by the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, deals with the ques- 
tion of attorneys’ fees in the case of 
WILLIAM Lancer, Senator from North 
Dakota. As I understand, the parlia- 
mentary situation, an amendment sub- 
mitted by the distinguished Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] is now 
pending before the Senate. It proposes 
to decrease the amount of attorneys’ fees 
allowed by the committee from $16,500 
to $10,000. I understand that the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota has sent a com- 
munication to the minority leader again 
asking that the matter be postponed un- 
til he can return before we discuss the 
question of attorneys’ fees. 

Mr. McNARY. Myr. President, I may 
say on that point, in confirmation of the 
Senator’s statement, that I have received 
a telegram from the Senator from North 
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Dakota [Mr. Lancer], which I shall be 
glad to have read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The tele- 
gram will be read. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Farco, N. DAK., July 24, 1942. 
Senator CHartes McNary, 
Senate Office Building: 
Please hold up all consideration of attor- 
neys’ fees until I return. Will come any 
time you request. Am wiring Norris to assist 


you. Regards. 
LANGER. 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I hope the 
Senator from Nebraska will withdraw his 
amendment to the original resolution in 
order that I may amend Senate Resolu- 
tion 268 to the end that the obligations 
incurred in connection with this proceed- 
ing, excluding attorneys’ fees, may be 
paid. There are a number of obligations 
which have been incurred in connection 
with this long hearing, which should be 
paid now, and the attorneys’ fees can 
wait until the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate presents another resolution 
which will deal directly with attorneys’ 
fees, and at that time the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Norris] can offer his 
amendment to that resolution. 

The point I am trying to make is that 
I should like to get out of the way the 
various obligations which are due and 
owing to certain individuals, and with 
respect to which there is no controversy 
whatsoever. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. What does the Senator 
propose? Does he propose to change the 
resolution so as to exclude attorneys’ 
fees? 

Mr. LUCAS. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wish the Senator 
would read his proposed amendment. 

Mr. LUCAS. The proposal I make is, 
in line 7, after the word “Senate”, to in- 
sert the words “a sufficient sum”; in line 
8, after the word “proceeding”, to strike 
out “including” and insert in lieu thereof 
“excluding” and at the end of line 8, to 
strike out the figures “$16,500.” That 
would then leave before the Senate noth- 
ing but the obligations as to which there 
is no controversy whatsoever among the 
Members of this body. Later I propose 
to bring in a separate resolution dealing 
with attorneys’ fees. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand, the 
Senator’s amendment would, in effect, 
modify the resolution so as to make it 
apply to nothing but expenses. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. 

Mr. NORRIS. And my amendment, 
which is pending, stands in the way? 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. As I 
understand the parliamentary situation, 
the Senator’s amendment stands in the 
way. 

Mı. NORRIS., Mr. President, I have no 
objection to the payment of the expenses. 
I should like to see them paid. I assume 
they are all legitimate. If that is the 
object of the Senator’s amendment, I 
shall withdraw my amendment and give 
notice that when the Senator brings in 
the new resolution, which will provide 
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only for attorneys’ fees, I shall offer an 
amendment to that resolution to reduce 
the attorneys’ fees from $16,500 to 
$10,000. 

Mr. LUCAS. I appreciate the courtesy 
of the Senator. I thoroughly understand 
his position. 

Mr. NORRIS. So far as I am person- 
ally concerned, I have no objection to 
proceeding with the matter of attorneys’ 
fees now. However, I understand that 
others who are interested want it post- 
poned. I have no objection to that being 
done. I do not want to interfere with 
payment of the expenses. 

Mr. President, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is my amendment now 
pending before the Senate, so that it 
would be in order for me to withdraw it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unani- 
mous consent has not been granted for 
the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of Senate Resolution 268? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Norris]. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, now that 
the resolution is before the Senate, I 
withdraw my amendment, so that the 
Senator from Illinois may offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. LUCAS. I thank the Senator very 
much for his kindness, because it gives 
us an opportunity to vote upon obliga- 
tions as to which there is no question 
whatever, and it will give the disbursing 
officer authority to proceed immediately 
to pay the bills which have been due and 
owing for a long time. 

With that brief statement, I now offer 
an amendment to Senate Resolution 268 
which I send to the desk and ask to have 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Illinois will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 1, line 
7, after the word “Senate”, it is proposed 
to insert the words “a sufficient sum”; 
in line 8, after the word “proceeding”, it 
is proposed to strike out “including” and 
insert in lieu thereof “excluding”; and 
at the end of line 8, it is proposed to strike 
out “$16,500”, so as to make the resolu- 
tion read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, authorized by Senate 
Resolution 81, agreed to March 10, 1941, to 
consider the question of whether William 
Langer was entitled to retain his seat in the 
Senate to which he was certified as having 
been elected on November 5, 1940, hereby is 
authorized to expend from tne contingent 
fund of the Senate a sufficient sum for the 
payment of obligations incurred in connec- 
tion with the said proceeding, excluding at- 
torneys’ fees, in addition to the amounts 
heretofore authorized for such purposes. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
what is the “sufficient sum”? Is there 
any estimate with respect to it? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, let me say 
to the Senator from Michigan that the 
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principal amount involves the expenses 
of the attorneys. The expenses of Sena- 
tor LANGER’s attcrneyS are $2,158.96, and 
the expenses of the petitioners’ attorneys 
are $188.81. There may be some other 
minor obligations, such as reporters’ fees 
or clerk hire, which have not yet been 
taken care of; but I think the primary 
obligation involves the expenses of the 
attorneys, which have heretofore been 
approved, 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, who 
is to determine what the “sufficient sum” 
is to be? Will that be up to the disburs- 
ing officer? 

Mr. LUCAS. The expenses of the vari- 
ous attorneys have heretofore been de- 
termined and approved. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I understand; but 
it seems te me that the amount ought to 
be certified by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. LUCAS. The certificate will come 
from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. The expenses, other than at- 
torneys’ fees, will be certified by the 
chairman of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, and the certificate will go 
directly to the disbursing officer. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The responsibility 
ought not to be put on the disbursing 
officer to determine what amount is 
necessary to cover the expenses. The 
chairman of the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections or some other au- 
thority ought to certify the amount. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is correct; 
and that will be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Lucas]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution (S. Res. 268), as amend- 
ed, was agreed to. 

WAR EXPENDITURES, AUTHORIZATIONS, 
AND UNEXPENDED BALANCES 


Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I am in- 
formed by the Budget Bureau that the 
total of war and defense authorizations, 
including appropriations up to July 1, 
1942, was $205,000,000,000. This in- 
cludes the authorizations as well as the 
appropriations. 

I am informed by the Budget Bureau 
that, as of July 1, there was available in 
unexpended balances from appropria- 
tions already made the sum of $163,000,- 
000,000, Which is at the call of the of- 
ficials of the respective departments. 
That is to say, at any time the various 
departments of the Government can call 
upon the Treasury for the expenditure of 
$163,000,000,000 without further appro- 
priations. I am not referring to such 
parts of this amount that may be legally 
obligated by contracts for matériel and 
equipment. In addition to this sum, 
further appropriations are being made 
from time to time, and already, since 
July 1, additional authorizations have 
been enacted to increase this stupendous 
sum of unexpended balances. 

With the assistance of the Budget Bu- 
reau, I have prepared a statement show- 
ing the expenditures for war purposes 
from July 1940, and likewise the unex- 
pended balances available for expendi- 
ture for each month since July 1940. 
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This statement shows, Mr. President, 
that in July 1940, a few days after the 
fall of France, the United States expend- 
ed $194,000,000 for war purposes, and 
had unexpended balances as of the ist 
day of July 1940 of $7,764,471,929. Since 
July 1940 the unexpended balances have 
never been less than seven and one-half 
billions at any one period, increasing 
month by month, until in July 1941, 1 
year later, the unexpended balances for 
war purposes amounted to $32,102,052,- 
926, and this increased on July 1, 1942, to 
$163,000,000,000, which is available in un- 
expended balances for war purposes. 

These huge wunexpended balances 
which have existed for more than 2 years 
are conclusive proof that the Congress of 
the United States has furnished adequate 
funds for the proper defense of our 
country and to prepare us adequately to 
prosecute the war. If the United States 
is not now adequately prepared, and was 
not prepared at Pearl Harbor, it is cer- 
tainly no fault of the Congress in making 
available the necessary funds, 

Mr. President, I have supported every 
single appropriation for the defense of 
our country and the successful prosecu- 
tion of the war. It seems to me, how- 
ever, that the time has come to recog- 
nize the fact that we have unexpended 
balances to the credit of the war agencies 
of the Government that are more than 
twice as much as these agencies estimate 
they can spend within 2 years. In order 
to spend the amount of the unexpended 
balances, for the next 2 years our war 
expenditures must average more than 
$80,000,000,000, or about seven billions 
per month; and this is in excess of the 
estimates which have been made. 

Ican see no justification for continuing 
‘to increase this huge reserve of unex- 
pended appropriated balances, in view 
of the fact that the President has the 
right to transfer from one agency to an- 
other, and from one purpose to another, 
the funds already appropriated, provid- 
ing that such funds have not already 
been obligated for a specific purpose. 

To increase further from month to 
month this great sum of unexpended ap- 
propriated balances, which will take cer- 
tainly from 2 to 24% years to spend, sim- 
ply would mean that Congress would lose 
control in the exercise of close and proper 
supervision of such expenditures, which 
of necessity are virtually blankét appro- 
priations. 

Even though not one single dollar ad- 
ditional is appropriated for war pur- 
poses, the expenditure of existing appro- 
priations, plus the debt we now have, in 
simple arithmetic means it is inevitable 
that the Federal debt will exceed $200,- 
000,000,000. Our present debt is $80,000,- 
000,000. Our unexpended appropriated 
balances are $163,000,000,000. The total 
is $240,000,000,000. This figure does not 
include expenditures for nondefense pur- 
poses. 

After the new tax bill is enacted we 
shall be paying by taxation only about 30 
percent of our total expenditures. There- 
fore, based on appropriations already 
made, after allowing for nondefense ex- 
penditures and after deducting the taxa- 
tion income for the next 2 years at the 
rate of $25,000,000,000 a year, we are cer- 
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tain to have a public debt of $200,000,000,- 
000. Unfortunately, that will not by any 
means be the total debt, as many other 
appropriations of large amounts will 


unquestionably be made in the next 2 


years. However, even a $200,000,000,000 
debt is something which should cause 
great anxiety to all persons who believe 
that the solvency of a democratic govern- 
ment is the foundation stone upon which 
our representative system of government 
is based. 

I ask unanimous consent to insert in 
the body of the Recorp a statement, 
which has the approval of the Budget 
Bureau, giving the war expenditures 
since July 1940 and the unexpended bal- 
ances for each month for all war pur- 
poses. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 


Statement of national defense expenditures 


and unexpended appropriated balances, July 


1940 to June 1942, inclusive 
(Checked by Budget Bureau} 
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March 2, 93, 262, 046, 204 
April... 3, 64, 
May.. = 105, 411, 614, 376 


to June 22..............|- 
Available July 1, 1942, in 
cash unexpended bal- 


1 Figures taken from Treasury bulletin and Daily 
Treasury statements. 

2 Excludes all appropriations not available until July 
1, 1942, and excludes $453,822 misce! us personal 
claims.’ These balances represent the cash balances, 
that is, after deducting the cash expenditures, of course, 
there are a great many unliquidated obligations standing 
against all balances. 

Nort.—The statement given above of the unexpended 
balances available for national defense refers to what 
may be termed cash balances subject to immediate ex- 
penditure. These balances do not include contract 
authorizations, which will add many billions more to the 
total of $163,000,000,000 and available for disbursement 
for defense purposes on and after July 1, 1942. Neither 
do these figures include very sums already appro- 
priated for cargo ships and other items not connected 
with national defense. The figures given above are the 
national defense expenditures exclusively, such as pro 
curement of military supplies, construction of camps, 
payments to soldiers and sailors, ete. 


Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BYRD. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I do not profess to be 
skilled in either private or public finance, 
Mr. President, but I should like to ask 
the Senator what he means by the term 
“unexpended balances.” 

Mr. BYRD. I mean the sum which 
has been appropriated and is at the call 
of the various agencies of the Govern- 


ment at any time those agencies desire 


to make the expenditure. 
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Mr. PEPPER. Does that mean that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has actu- 
ally sold bonds and has gathered up that 
much cash and that the cash is waiting 
in the till of the Treasury? 

Mr. BYRD. No; it is an unexpended 
balance of appropriations. 

Mr. PEPPER. Because of that dis- 
tinction, the unexpended balance does 
not cost the Treasury any money, does 
it? We do not have to pay interest on 
that kind of an unexpended balance, do 
we? 

Mr. BYRD. No; of course not. 

Mr. PEPPER. Then, if certain appro- 
priations are simply authorized—appro- 
priations of money which the agencies 
have not gotten around to using—and 
if the Treasury has not taken in the 
cash, what harm is done? 

Mr. BYRD. We have made the appro- 
priations, but we do not have the cash. 
The Senator knows that there are two 
steps with respect to the making of con- 
tracts for public works and equipment: 
The first is the authorization, and the 
second is the actual appropriation. I 
am referring to the actual appropria- 
tions which have been made, 

Mr. PEPPER. I should like to ask the 
Senator what harm is done? 

Mr. BYRD. I think this harm is done: 
I think the Congress of the United States 
should have the opportunity to keep in 
touch with the expenditures which have 
been made in the war effort; and if we 
make appropriations for 2% years in 
advance, Congress naturally loses con- 
trol of those expenditures, which become 
euvet to huge blanket appropria- 

ons. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. BYRD. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. Would the executive 
agencies of the Government be justified 
in making contracts if they did not have 
available an appropriation with which 
to pay the obligations they might incur? 

Mr. BYRD. Of course not; but I doubt 
very much the necessity of having un- 
expended balances of $163,000,000,000 in 
order to justify the making of contracts. 
Unexpended balances in that amount 
represent total expenditures for at least 
2% years in advance. Last month we 
spent for war purposes $4,300,000,000; 
and at that rate of expenditure we now 
have appropriated for 40 months, or 
nearly 342 years, in advance. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. BYRD. I yield. 

Mr, PEPPER. I wonder if the Senator 
can tell us when the money which was 
actually spent last month was appro- 
priated? 

Mr. BYRD. It is impossible to give 
that information, I can give the Sena- 
tor the unexpended balance for any 
month for which he may desire to have 
that information. On the first of this 
May we had unexpended balances of 
$105,000,000,000. In stating that figure 
I leave out the odd millions. On the ist 
of April we had an unexpended balance 
of $108,000,000,000. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator allow me to interrupt him 
further? 
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Mr. BYRD. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am afraid that what 
the Senator from Virginia has said does 
not relate to the point the Senator from 
Florida hadin mind. The Senator from 
Virginia said that last month we spent 
$4,000,000,000. 

Mr. BYRD. $4,300,000,000. 

Mr. PEPPER. Very well. My question 
Was, When was the money we spent last 
month appropriated? 

Mr.BYRD. It is practically impossible 
to furnish that information. I suppose 
it could be furnished, but it would be very 
difficult for the Treasury to trace every 
dollar and to find out when a particular 
dollar was appropriated for any one 
month’s expenditures. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, if I may 
Say so, does not the Senator’s last state- 
ment illustrate the error of his reason- 
ing? The money which was spent last 
month was authorized and appropriated 
perhaps a year and a half, 2 years, or 
possibly even 244 years ago; but the ma- 
chinery which resulted in that expendi- 
ture was set in motion when the appro- 
priation was made. The fact that the 
money was not completely disbursed until 
last month does not mean, as the Sen- 
ator from Virginia suggests, that the 
Government gets some money one month 
and spends all of it the next. 

Mr. BYRD. The Senator made no 
statement which would justify the mak- 
ing of such an assertion. No one can 
tell, without the most infinite amount of 
bookkeeping, when all the dollars spent 
last month were appropriated. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I do not 
profess to be informed very greatly about 
it, but is not this the way the govern- 
mental machinery works: The depart- 
ments schedule a program and prepare 
estimates and then submit them to the 
Bureau of the Budget and ask for Budget 
approval of the program which they an- 
ticipate having in the future. If the 
Budget approves it, then they come to the 
Congress and say, “This is the program 
which we have outlined and which we 
should like to put into effect, and which 
we believe to be in the public interest. 
We ask for authorization for that pro- 
gram.” 

Then a little later they ask for the ap- 
propriation necessary in order to put the 
program into effect; and the Congress 
appropriates the money, which goes to 
the credit of the particular agencies in- 
volved. Then those agencies begin to 
build that program into reality, based 
upon the knowledge that although the 
money is not actually physically available 
by virtue of congressional appropriation 
it is legally available to cover the pro- 
gram. 

I can well understand that if, just as 
soon as Congress appropriated the 
money the Secretary of the Treasury 
were to rush out and sell bonds and then 
put so much cash in the till of the Treas- 
ury, ready to pay it out on an instant’s 
notice, and if we were to have to pay in- 
terest on it, the able junior Senator from 
Virginia would be quite correct in call- 
ing that a great folly, and in saying that 
we should not pay interest on the money 
until we need it. But all that these 
agencies have is money legally set aside 
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for use in the payment of obligations 
they incur pursuant to congressional au- 
thorization; and from my inexperience 
I cannot see anything wrong in that. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Florida and I differ on that 
point. The Senator from Virginia be- 
lieves that $163,000,000,000 of unexpend- 
ed balances is an adequate margin, and 
perhaps more than an adequate margin, 
for the Government to operate on; and I 
am calling attention to the fact that 
other appropriations will soon be re- 
quested and, if made, will increase the 
present unexpended balances. 

Mr. . Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BYRD. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator has 
stated that last month the actual ex- 
penditures were $4,000,000,000, I believe. 

Mr. BYRD. For war purposes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. I do not know 
just what that illustrates; because no 
matter how much money we have appro- 
priated or shall appropriate, the money 
will be unexpended until the materials 
are available and ready to be paid for. 
So there is no particular virtue in point- 
ing to the fact that in any one month $4,- 
000,000,000 may have been paid. Eight 
billion dollars might be paid during the 
next month, and during the following 
month not more than $2,000,000,000 
might be paid, depending on whether 
contracts have been consummated and 
depending upon whether the material is 
ready to be paid for; because it is not 
ready to be paid for until it is ready for 
delivery, except that certain advance- 
ments are made under laws which we 
have enacted. 

Of course, I, myself, would not know 
whether a $163,000,000,000 backlog of un- 
expended balances is too much or too 
little, but I feel that in the prosecution 
of this world-wide war our Government 
must have authority to make contracts 
for the procurement of the necessary sup- 
plies whenever they are needed or as 
fast as they can be produced. Of course, 
we have appropriated this money, and 
I imagine that it was not expected that 
all of it would be expended in 1 year, or 
perhaps not in 2 years. 

Mr. BYRD. The estimates made by 
the administration are that next year the 
expenditures for war purposes will be ap- 
proximately $70,000,000,000. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BYRD. We have appropriated 
balances of $163,000,000,000, which is at 
the rate of 24% years in advance. 

Mr. President, I desire to have this 
statement inserted in the Recorp, and I 
also wish to make clear that in these 
figures for unexpended balances are not 
included the amounts already appropri- 
ated for cargo ships, which constitute a 
very large sum, and other items not con- 
nected with the national defense. Fur- 
ther, I desire to emphasize that my dis- 
cussion related to unexpended appropri- 
ated balances and not to contract obli- 
gations. 

Mr. President, I think it is very evident 
that our fight against inflation has 
reached a very critical stage. 

Once the vicious spiral of inflation is 
well stated, it is extremely difficult if not 
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impossible to control it. Courageous and 
effective action to control inflation can- 
not be longer delayed without bringing 
disaster to the country. Short of de- 
feat in war, nothing is more harmful to 
the institutions of government of a free 
country than an uncontrolled inflation. 

The reasons for this imminent collapse 
of the control of inflation are very ob- 
vious. The problem of inflation has not 
been met squarely. 

The price-control bill did not pro- 
vide for stabilization of wages; and, as 
wages are the first and greatest cost in 
the production of goods, it is perfectly 
plain that no price control can be ef- 
fective which eliminates the largest sin- 
gle item of cost. 

If we are to avoid the great evils of 
inflation, we must realize before the in- 
flationary movement which has now 
Started gains greater momentum that 
one of the main dependencies in the ef- 
fective prevention of inflation is an all- 
out control, including every single ele- 
ment of cost, both of labor, agricultural 
products, and all other elements enter- 
ing into the cost of the finished article 
offered for sale. Quick, decisive, and 
courageous action is imperative if the 
situation is to be saved. 

Mr. President, of course, the control of 
inflation depends upon many other fac- 
tors as well, and all of the coordinating 
factors essential to the control of infia- 
tion should be put into operation at the 
earliest possible time. 

It is essential to control the cost of liv- 
ing from spiraling to a point that would 
bring distress and suffering to millions of 
our citizens. 

The suggested plan to pay wholesale 
subsidies to civilian business is merely 
palliative. It would not cure the trouble, 
but in the end would add immeasurably 
to the difficulties of restoring the sound 
conditions of business enterprise after 
the war. 

It is not and cannot be made a substi- 
tute for an effective price-control system. 
It is not necessary if the obvious things 
are done to prevent inflation. Subsidies 
will cost billions of dollars, all of which 
must be borrowed. The spending of bor- 
rowed Government money in great 
amounts is in itself the heart of the in- 
flationary problem. It would place 
much of the civilian business enterprises 
of the country under the direct control 
of the Government and would encourage 
waste and inefficiency in private busi- 
ness, to be paid for out of the Public 
Treasury. Let us first give price control 
an honest trial by including in the con- 
trol all elements of cost. 

Signs are increasing that instead of 
facing squarely the political dilemma of 
all-out price control, the administration 
is considering asking for a general pro- 
gram of vastly costly subsidies. It may 
appear that they would start on a small 
scale, but they would regularly increase 
in cost, and the dictation by the Govern- 
ment to private business would be con- 
stantly extended. 

For the good of America we must meet 
the situation intelligently and coura- 
geously, and not seek a political compro- 
mise on an issue which admits of no 
compromise. We must not delay. 
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Mr. President, the New York Times has 
published an exceedingly able series of 
editorials with respect to the control of 
inflation. These editorials are so illu- 
minating, so sound, and replete with such 
fine logic as to this great problem con- 
fronting America that I am asking unani- 
mous consent to have some of them 
printed in the body of the RECORD as a 
part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the editorials will be printed 
in the RECORD. ; 

The editorials are as follows: 

{From the New York Times of July 6, 1942) 
THE FIGHT ON INFLATION 

While the fight surges on two great battle- 
fields, in Egypt and in Russia, and Japanese 
invasion forces enlarge their foothold on our 
Aleutian outposts, another decisive battle is 
in progress on our home front. This is the 
battle against inflation. Less spectacular 
than the clash of tanks and ships and planes, 
it is nevertheless crucial. To lose this fight 
will weaken us immeasurably. It would im- 
pair our economic strength, upon which the 
ultimate outcome of the military struggle 
depends. It would leave us, even after armed 
victory, with a post-war burden of economic 
and social dislocations that would gravely 
jeopardize the peace. Yet we are losing that 
battle. 

Ten weeks ago, when time was already 
short, the President announced the strategy 
of his campaign agaigist inflation. He listed 
seven points: Heavy taxes, price ceilings, 
wage stabilization, farm-price stabilization, 
inereased War bond savings, rationing of all 
scarce essential commodities, and the paying 
off of private debts. Of these seven points, 
only one, the fixing of price ceilings, has been 
vigorously carried into action. The President 
and his advisers warned at the time that 
price ceilings, without wage and farm price 
stabilization, could not hope to succeed. 
Last week it was already apparent that the 
price ceilings were beginning to crack. 

The core of this problem lies in the failure 
of the administration to translate into a 
program of consistent action the President's 
own statement that: “Our standard of living 
will have to come down.” That is the key 
to the inflation fight. Yet at every turn 
there has been reluctance to recognize what 
this means. 

Thus we have had an administration tax 
policy which concentrated upon taxing pro- 
duction rather than consumption. It was 
willing to raise corporation taxe> to a level 
_that would have hindered war production, 
but until late opposed broadening the Income 
tax base and even now is opposed to a sales 
tax. We have had a National War Labor 
Board which repeatedly has yielded to de- 
mands for higher pay. We have labor leaders 
close to the administration who insist wages 
must be increased in order to “maintain and 
improve” the standard of living. We have 
a congressional farm bloc which contends 
that the farmer must not merely be protected 
from any reduction in his living standard but, 
by rigid adherence to parity prices, must be 
lifted to the standard he enjoyed in a highly 
favorable past period—a standard far above 
the level of recent decades. Meantime the 
‘Treasury insists on a purely voluntary savings 
program which last month failed to reach its 
goal and, instead of advocating tax provisions 
that would encourage the payment of debt, 
suggests the easy alternative of a moratorium 
on debt payments. We have rationing of 
gasoline in the East, but, in the face of an 
impending crisis in rubber and automobile 
transportation, we have refused the disagree- 
able solution of Nation-wide gasoline ration- 
ing or any other measure to conserve our 
slender, vital, stores of tires, 
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In short, our whole domestic economic pro- 
gram has been handicapped by a refusal to 
do many of the admittedly necessary things 
because they are disagreeable and unpopular. 
The result is a growing bitterness of recrimi- 
nation in Washington as Congress and the 
administration engage in a struggle each to 
fasten the blame upon the other for the im- 
pending failure that all foresee. 

The President castigates Congress for yield- 
ing to the farm pressure group, while Con- 
gress criticizes him for yielding to labor's 
pressure. Price Administrator Henderson 
blames Congress for refusing him subsidies 
and cutting down his appropriation, while 
Congress accuses Mr. Henderson of disregard- 
ing its prerogatives and setting up a great 
bureaucracy. The Treasury blames the House 
Ways and Means Committee for a tax bill that 
is “too little tco late,” while the committee 
members blame the Treasury for vague, 
changeable, and arbitrary proposals, which ig- 
nored the basic need of restricting consump- 
tion. 

In two important aspects we are moving to 
ashow-down. The National War Labor Board 
bas before it in the Little Steel case a demand 
on the part of workers enjoying far better 
than average pay for $1 a day more to meet 
the recent increase in living costs. If it 
grants that demand, it will have destroyed 
the last vestiges of the President’s wage pro- 
gram and opened wide the gates to inflation. 
The Senate and the House are deadlocked 
over the question of permitting Government 
sales of surplus wheat at less than parity. If 
the administration loses that fight, the Presi- 
dent’s farm price stabilization program is lost. 
These two tests are separate, yet related. The 
President cannot hope to bring the farm bloc 
to his side if he permits the National War 
Labor Board to defy him. Wages cannot be 
stabilized if farm prices are to continue being 
jacked up. 

The fight against inflation also demands 
tears and sweat. The attempt to avoid them 
has led only to muddles and mismanagement. 
The President's neglected program against in- 
flation must now be carried into action bear- 
ing in mind the fundamental truth he stated 
when he said our standard of living would 
have to come down. We cannot afford to 
temporize any longer. This is a battle as de- 
cisive in its way as the great battles on the 
military fronts. It must be won now. 


{From the New York Times of July 8, 1942] 
WHY INFLATION IS WINNING 


The mounting difficulties which confront 
the administration and Congress in their 
half-hearted fight against inflation are the 
result partly of lack of courage, partly of 
lack of understanding. They are still trying 
to remove the symptoms of inflation while 
they neglect its fundamental cause. That 
cause is the growing excess of consumer pur- 
chasing power compared with the supply of 
civillan goods. There are several ways of 
dealing with this cause. One would be to 
encourage an increase in the production of 
war and civilian goods by removing the re- 
strictions of the 40-hour week. This the 
administration has refused to do. It denies 
that the hour provisions of the wage-hour 
Jaw reduce production or even restrict hours, 
notwithstanding that the Government’s own 
figures still show that, even adding in the 
high hours in many war industries in which 
the penalty overtime rates are really paid by 
the Government, the average hours worked 
per week in manufacturing industries in the 
latest month for which statistics are avail- 
able were only 42.4, 

A second way of dealing with the basic 
cause of inflation would be to siphon off the 
excess purchasing power in the hands of con- 
sumers through increased taxes and com- 
pulsory savings. Congress is imposing 
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greater taxes, but these fall heavily on pro- 
duction rather than consumption, and leave 
most of the new wartime income in the hands 
of the buik of the people still largely un- 
touched. The administration still shies off 
from a sales tax or from compulsory savings. 

A third way of dealing with the cause 
would be to reduce the nondefense expendi- 
tures of the Government which pour part 
of the excess purchasing power into the 
country. A few steps have been taken in 
this direction—in regard to the Work Projects 
Administration and the Civilian Conservation 
Corps, for example—but far more indefensible 
expenditures are left untouched, while farm 
subsidies of certain types remain scandal- 
ously high at precisely the time when there 
is least excuse for them. 

Having failed to deal courageously with 
basic causes, the administration and Congress 
have spent : great deal of time in trying to 
remove some of the more obviously unpleas- 
ant symptoms. They have dealt with some 
of these on a far wider scale than is either 
necessary or wise. If the basic causes of 
inflation were removed, it would be necessary 
to fix prices only on a small group of Gov- 
ernment or civilian necessities. But the ad- 
ministration has imposed general price ceil- 
ings oi. semiluxuries, as well as necessities. 
As long as the basic cause of inflation is not 
removed, these ceilings must do more harm 
than good. They conceal the truth about 
shortages. To allow excess purchasing power 
to accumulate while holding prices down by 
Government edict can only mean that scar- 
cities will occur sooner than otherwise. 

While dealing drastically with prices (al- 
ways excepting those of farm products), the 
administration has dealt very gingerly with 
wages. But it is becoming increasingly ob- 
vious that the two are inseparable, and must 
be dealt with in the same manner. To the 
extent that ceilings are fixed for prices there 
must be corresponding ceilings for wages; 
otherwise the whole program must collapse. 
Yet the Government, for political reasons, 
has been applying different policies to the 
two things. For prices there are ceilings, 
definite and, unmistakable; for wages there 
is only something vaguely called stabilization. 

This stabilization has finally become so 
full of qualifications and exceptions that it 
is impossible to know what it means; nor 
does the administration or any of its agen- 
cies offer any help. The only thing that is 
clear is that every qualification and exception 
is upward. Spokesmen for the National War 
Labor Board are for stabilization, but, of 
course, substandard wages must be raised. 
Yet nowhere have they ventured to give a 
clear, unmistakable definition of a substand- 
ard wage. How much exactly is the standard 
wage by which the substandard is measured? 
Exactly what percentage of the workers are 
now getting substandard wages which must 
be corrected? The National War Labor Board 
has never ventured an answer. 

But if a group of workers cannot prove 
that their wages are substandard, they need 
not despair of getting an increase from the 
Nacional War Labor Board. They can get in 
under another qualification, which is to 
“eliminate inequalities ir various classifica- 
tions” of wagcs Unless this means that 
everyone should get the same wage, then ex- 
actly what it does mean, exactly how such 
inequalities are determined, has never been 
stated. The one point that is clear is that 
such inequalities are always corrected by 
raising one set of wages, never by lowering 
another. This process could go on indefi- 
nitely. The National War Labor Board panel 
found no difficulty in arriving at the conclu- 
sion that wages in the “little steel” com- 
panies should be raised, even though they 
are already far above the average wage in 
manufacturing industries. 

All this may seem like the politically ex- 
pedient thing to do at the moment, What 
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is certain is that it is precisely the way to 
lose the battle against inflation. 


[From the New York Times of July 11, 1942] 
SUBSIDIZING INFLATION 

Out of the confusion of congressional 
maneuvering over farm legislation there is 
emerging a pattern—the pattern of the worst 
farm bloc bargain yet. Out of that pattern 
emerges also fresh evidence that the admin- 
istration is not giving courageous support to 
its own program for control of the cost of 
living. 

The Senate, while ostensibly supporting 
the President's stand for the sale of Govern- 
ment-held surplus grains below parity, has 
passed with the tacit approval of the ad- 
ministration a bill requiring the Govern- 
ment to make nonrecourse loans on six 
major farm crops at full 100 percent of par- 
ity. The House Agricultural Committee, 
while still holding out against subparity 
sales of Government-held surpluses, has ap- 
proved with alacrity the bill for 100 percent 
pari‘, loans. The inference is that the 
House, being assured of full parity prices 
föt the farmer, will now yield on some mod- 
est amount of subparity sales. Thus the 
administration will obtain an apparent tri- 
umph, but it will have secured a modest 
weapon against inflation at the cost of the 
biggest inflationary coup yet scored by the 
congressional farm bloc. 

Some idea of the unequal character of 
the trade may be obtained from these facts: 
The authorization for subparity sales which 
the House has been refusing to pass would 
permit the Commodity Credit Corporation 
to dispose of 125,000,000 bushels of wheat at 
a price equal to about 83 cents a bushel, or 
13 cents under the average price received 
by farmers last month. The administration 


says that failure to obtain ‘permission for- 


these subparity sales will result in an in- 
crease in the cost of living of $1,000,000,000. 
But the 100-percent parity loan bill means, 
in the case of wheat alone, the marking up 
of this year's crop of 900,000,000 bushels by 


38 cents a bushel, to the full parity level 


of about $1.34. 

Yet the administration seemingly approves 
this deal. The Senate passed the bill for 
100 percent of parity loans only after Sen- 
ator Barxiey, the majority leader, had 
emerged from a conference with President 
Roosevelt to announce that the administra- 
tion had taken no position on it but that he, 
as an individual, would vote for it, Repre- 
sentative FuLMER, chairman of the House Ag- 
ricultural Committee, asserted that the par- 
ity loan bill had the approval of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and that Budget Director 
Smith, representing the President, had vir- 
tually given his complete approval. More- 
over, the President, on Thursday, while issu- 
ing another rebuke to Congress for refusing 
to permit subparity sales, was silent on the 
matter of 100-percent parity loans. 

If all this means what it seems to mean, 
we are confronted with a new tack in the 
administration’s cost of living program. 
Apparently, farm prices are to be allowed, or 
rather forced, to rise to full parity. The 
farmer is to be guaranteed, in the case of 
wheat, a further 40 percent increase in his 
price. But the direct inflationary effects of 
this upon the cost of living are to be tem- 
pered by having the Government, at the 
same time that it is making loans of $1.34 a 
bushel, sell wheat back to the farmers for 
feed at 83 cents a bushel. In effect, the 
farmer is to get the most he ever asked for, 
but the consequences are to be absorbed in 
a Government subsidy. . 

This extraordinary plan reflects a new 
light cn another aspect of the administra- 
tion’s program. It has been doing nothing 
to arrest the steady rise of wages, which are 
raising costs and making it impossible to 
hold price ceilings. But it has been de- 
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manding of Congress funds to subsidize those 
lines of business which cannot meet the 
rising wages and still hold their prices down. 
Here, tentatively at least, are the outlines 
of a formula for “controlling” living costs 
that fits the pre-war New Deal perfectly. 
Labor and farm pressure groups are to be 
placated; no one is to be “discomboomer- 
ated.” The whole problem is to be solved 
by that well-known panacea, more Govern- 
ment spending. 

If this is the plan, it is the most extraor- 
dinary scheme for meeting the demands 
of war yet to emerge. It can only result in 
adding enormously to the expenses of gov- 
ernment and further swelling the stream of 
Government spending of borrowed money, 
which is the very source of our whole infla- 
tion problem. It grasps at the illusion that 
labor and the farmer can be spared a 
shrinkage in their living standards in the 
face of a shrinkage of the material things 
that comprise those living standards. It isa 
proposal to pour gasoline on the fires of in- 
flation, which might temporarily damp down 
the outward signs but must eventually make 
the damage infinitely worse. This is no pro- 
gram to control inflation. It is a plan to 
subsidize it. 


[From the New York Times of July 23, 1942] 
WHAT MAKES INFLATION 


We have yet to see anyone demonstrate 
how it is possible to continue to increase 
wages in the face of a growing scarcity of 
goods without bringing on inflation. Nor 
have we heard anyone contend that infla- 
tion is from labor's standpoint a satisfactory 
means of achieving “equality of sacrifice.” 
Yet it is constantly being argued that to re- 
strain wage increases would violate the prin- 
ciple of equality of sacrifice. Elsewhere on 
this page we publish a letter froth a corre= 
spondent who defends the demands of the 
workers in Little Steel for higher wages on 
this ground. He cites as justification for 
higher wages in Little Steel the facts that 
executives of two of the companies involved 
received large increases in remuneration last 
year and the profits of the companies have 
increased. 

From the standpoint of combating infla- 
tion these arguments are irrelevant. From 
the standpoint of tracking down the truth 
of our inflation problem they are nothing 
more than red herring. Isit contended that 
the higher salaries of a few large corporation 
executives and the higher profits of corpora- 
tions are themselves so inflationary as to 
render any sacrifice by labor futile? Or is it, 
perhaps, argued that eliminating these fac- 
tors would solye the problem of inflation 
without the need to restrain wages? 


Let it be said at the start that the big 
executive who seeks to enrich himself out 
of the war is both foolish and unpatriotic. 
But his chances of getting away with it are 
practically nil, The Treasury has announced 
a policy of disallowing unusual and excessive 
salaries and bonuses. The new tax bill is 
calculated to catch the major part of what 
the Treasury lets by. Under these conditions 
it is completely misleading to refer to sal- 
aries of the magnitude of $275,000 and $357,- 
000 as though those amounts were actually 
at the disposal of the recipients. In the 
case of the latter sum, if it is duplicated 
this year, the Government will get at least 
80 percent of it. Exactly how much will 
be taken for taxes cannot be determined 
without knowing the full details of other 
income, but it is probably safe to say that 
less than $70,000 will be left when the tax 
collector gets through. This is a far cry from 
$357,000. 

It can be argued that no man is entitled 
to as much as $70,000. But in our judgment, 
the American people are not prepared to de- 
part so far from their traditions as to set 
any specific limit beyond which it is “im- 
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moral” for a man’s income to go. Equality 
of sacrifice does not mean equality of in- 
come. But apart from this, how inflationary 
are such salaries? The relatively small num- 
ber and amount involyed was strikingly 
shown by the Treasury’s figures with respect 
to the President’s proposal for a ceiling of 
$25,000 on individual incomes. These showed 
that only 11,000 individuals and married 
couples and only $184,000,000 of income would 
be involved. Contrast this with the infia- 
tionary gap of $30,000,000,000 which Secretary 
Jones says will exist next year between con- 
sumer incomes and the supply of goods avail- 
able. It is absurd to suppose that our infia- 
tionary problem could be solved even by tak- 
ing away every cent of income from the 
highest-paid executives. 

II. As for the question of corporation 
profits, it is true that in some cases they have 
increased—before taxes. But here, again, it 
is misleading to forget the great change being 
wrought by the tax collector. In the first 
quarter of this year a representative group of 
corporations tabulated by the National City 
Bank showed that in spite of a large gain in 
gross, net income after taxes was down an 
average of 25 percent. Reports for the first 
half of the year which have begun to appear 
in the past week indicate a continuation and 
acceleration of this trend.: As an example, 
the report of the General Electric Co., just 
published, shows that in the face of an in- 
crease of 37 percent in net. sales billed, the 
earnings after taxes have fallen 21 percent 
from last year. 

Here, again, even if corporation profits were - 
not being rapidly cut down by taxes, how in- 
flationary would such profits be? Corpora- 
tions. themselves do not compete in the con- 
sumption of scarce civilian goods. They are 
not consumers, Their increased profits would 
be inflationary only to the extent that they 

owéd out in increased’ dividends, In that 
case they would in large part be subject also 
to the highest tax rates. But the facts are 
that dividends are being cut right and left. 

Labor has used the argument that higher 
wages can be paid out of these increased 
profits at virtually no cost to the companies 
because the sums involved are merely de- 
ducted from taxes that would otherwise go 
to the Government. Here is the most falla- 
cious argument of all. It means that money 
that would otherwise go to meet the costs 
of the war, and to reduce the amount of in- 
flationary borrowing that Government must 
do, should be turned loose as additional con- 
sumer spending power to compete for the 
dwindling supply of consumer goods, The 
best answer to that argument was given last 
week by Richard Gilbert, Deputy Adminis- 
trator of the Office of Price Administration. 
He told the aircraft wage conference on the 
Pacific coast that industry’s wartime profits 
“are not labor’s to demand; nor industry's to 
give away in the form of swollen salaries 
of management, unwarranted dividends, or 
wages. They belong to the Government.” 

If inflation comes it will not come because 
a few men have received large salaries or be- 
cause the Government has permitted a few 
men to make fat, unconscionable fees from 
war contracts. It will come because the pur- 
chasing power of the whole country, flowing 
out chiefly in the form of higher wages, has 
increased out of all proportion to the volume 
of goods and services available. And if infla- 
tion comes it will not be the corporations 
that will be reduced to misery and privation. 
It will be the workers whose high wages will 
buy less and less the higher and higher they 
go. 


[From the New York Times of July 27, 1942] 
AN ANTI-INFLATION PROGRAM 

The only possible way in which we can hope 

to head off inflation is by a well-rounded pro- 


gram that sees the problem as a whole and 
deals with it as a whole. The first step in 
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that program is to remove excess purchasing 
power from the hands of the whole public, 
This must be done on the principle of equal- 
ity of sacrifice. No solution is possible if we 
favor the interests of special groups, or pro- 
tect those groups from the sacrifices that 
must be imposed on everybody else. We must 
look at the problem always from the stand- 
point of the whole country. 

I. A rounded program seriously intended to 
combat inflation must begin with taxation. 
The main purpose of that taxation would be 
to drain away excess purchasing power in the 
hands of the people (above the available sup- 
ply of civilian goods) and turn it over to the 
Government. To the extent that the Govern- 
ment fails to do this inflation is inevitable, 
and if dammed up in one direction it will 
only reflect itself all the more violently in 
others. 

The task is enormous, even if performed 
with the utmost care and skill. We are told 
that the Government expects to spend in the 
current fiscal year $77,000,000,000. (The 
President himself told us, on April 27, that 
“a sum equal to more than half of the entire 
national income will be spent in the war 
effort.” This seems a conservative estimate, 
when we recall that the entire national in- 
come was estimated by the Government at 
slightly less than $77,000,000,000 in 1940.) In 
comparison with this figure, it is estimated 
that the total Federal income for the current 
fiscal year, even with the new tax bill just 
passed by the House, will be only about $23,- 
000,000,000. This would be only 30 percent of 
Government expenditures, leaving a deficit of 
$54,000,000,000 to be met by borrowing. 
Whatever part of this latter sum is not raised 
out of additional taxes or real savings by the 
people must go to produce inflation. 

Nothing could show the inadequacy of the 
new tax bill as an anti-inflation measure more 
clearly than these figures. The personal- 
income-tax section of the bill, for example, 
still rests on the assumption that the great 
bulk of the necessary revenue can be raised 
from a small minority of the population. 
This is hopelessly untrue. As Prof. Harley L. 
Lutz pointed out in a letter on this page on 
July 16, the total gross income received by 
persons with net incomes of $5,000 and over 
in 1940 was only 14 percent of all income 
payments, The lesson of these figures is not 
higher surtaxes on a few high incomes, but 
higher normal taxes with very low exemp- 
tions. 

A withholding tax of 5 percent on all in- 
come payments of wages, dividends, and bond 
interest, beginning on January 1 of next 
year, to be raised to 10 percent in the follow- 
ing year, is already included in the present 
bill. Senators are already protesting against 
this withholding tax, but compared with the 
size of the job we have to do, it is actually 
too low for the first year. 

A retail sales tax and compulsory savings 
are no longer avoidable. This retail sales 
tax might at first be at a low rate—say 1 or 
2 percent—until the main administrative 
problems have been solved and we have had 
some experience with it. But sales taxes on 
luxury goods not already included in excise 
taxes might begin at much higher rates than 
this 


Compulsory savings might also be at first 
at a low flat rate—say not more than 5 per- 
cent until we have had similar experience. 

Because of the kind of political pap on 
which we have been fed, such a program 
would doubtless come as a shock to many 
people, and particularly to most Congress- 
men. But the truth is that it would still be 
inadequate to prevent inflation. It would 
merely be a little closer to the realities of the 
situation than the present program. It is 
of the first importance that we get an early 
start on these additional methods of raising 
revenue, however, if we are to catch up with 
realities before it is too late, 
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II. To place our emphasis on price fixing, 
instead of on draining away excess purchas- 
ing power, is to ignore the basic cause of the 
disease and to try to cure only the symptoms. 
If excess purchasing power were removed, it 
would be necessary to fix price ceilings only 
on a few particularly scarce necessities, which 
would, of course, then be subject to rationing. 
In attempting to fix general price ceilings, 
while hardly touching excess purchasing 
power, the administration has encouraged a 
quicker draining away of goods from mer- 
chants’ shelves, and may soon find itself 
obliged to ration all sorts of goods that there 
ought to be no need for rationing. 

The administration and Congress must 
abandon the effort to apply different crite- 
rions to industrial prices and farm prices, and 
different principles of control to prices and 
wages. In his message of April 27 the Presi- 
dent declared plainly that “we must fix ceil- 
ings on the prices which consumers, retailers, 
wholesalers, and manufacturers pay for the 
things they buy.” But he applied only the 
vaguer and ambiguous word “stabilize” to 
farm prices and to wages, This distinction 
cannot be made. Wages are the biggest single 
element in costs and prices. They must. be 
treated alike or the system of control must 
break down. If wages are only to be stabi- 
lized, then prices can only be stabilized, but 
if prices are to be frozen, then wages must be 
frozen. 

Further, there must be no discrimination 
in favor of any group or class. In the matter 
of price and wage fixing, a favor to one group 


is an injury to all other groups, because it | 


can only be at their expense. A fair formula 
for farm prices could either freeze them as of 
the same period that industrial prices are 
frozen, or it could adopt some reasonable pre- 
war parity. Such a standard has been chosen 
for corporation taxes. The Government has 
decided that the 4 years 1936 to 1939, inclu- 
sive, can be taken as the standard for corpora- 
tion pre-war earnings. y 

Profits above the average of that period 
are called excess. Suppose this were taken 
as the period for determining farm parity? 
In the 4 years 1936 to 1939 farm prices were 
only 82 percent of the political parity that 
has actually been chosen—the comparative 
level of farm prices in the extraordinarily 
favorable period (for the farmers) of 1909 to 
1914. The existing political parity is there- 
fore 22 percent in excess of the chosen cor- 
poration parity. It is 34 percent above if 
we take 110 percent of the political farm 
parity as the goal. No equitable system of 
determining pre-war standards of prices or 
income can select different bases for dif- 
ferent products. 

III. One further way to reduce the danger 
of inflation and at the same time to improve 
the welfare of the country and increase its 
war potential is to remove the artificial scar- 
city of labor imposed by the 40-hour week, 
If, during the war, the basic working week 
were increased to 48 hours before the pen- 
alty overtime rates were imposed, it would be 
equivalent to a 20-percent increase in the 
labor supply at current wages. 

Other steps to curb inflation are encour- 
agement for the reduction of private debt, 
further economies in Government in nonde- 
fense spending, and an efficiency in war 
spending that does not pay out huge sums 
for making the wrong things. 

The anti-inflation program here outlined 
is an economic program, not a political one. 
It is set forth as the way to prevent a huge 
inflation, not as the way to win the 1942 
elections. The course it recommends runs 
counter at many points to the slogans that 
political demagogy has developed in recent 
months. But if this course is not followed, 
the country will be plunged into a demoral- 
izing inflation, and the responsibility for that 
inflation will be clear. 
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{From the New York Times of July 26, 1942] 
THE NATURE OF INFLATION 


As a nation we are united in declaring that 
we must not have inflation. As individuals 
and in groups we still cling to the hope that 
somehow we can escape the sacrifices neces- 
sary to avert inflation. Labor does not want 
inflation; but it does want higher wages. 
Agriculture does not want inflation; but it 
does want parity prices. Business does not 
want inflation; but it does want higher in- 
come. Congress and the administration do 
not want inflation; but, for political reasons, 
both hesitate to ask the country for the self- 
denial needed. All this suggests that, as a 
nation, we do not yet fully understand the 
problem or are still unwilling to face the 
plain conclusions to which such an under- 
standing leads. 

The nature of our inflation problem is 
not hard to understand. The facts are plain 
and undisputed. In contrast to the past 
depression years, our country is almost fully 
employed. Total employment now exceeds 
60,000,000, the largest in our history. Wages 
are higher; earnings and pay rolls have at- 
tained the highest points on record. Asya 
nation we are earning more money than ever 
before. As a nation we are producing more 
than ever before. But more than half of our 
productive energies are going into armaments. 
Of civilian goods we are producing less and 
less. We shall have the highest income in 
our history; but we shall soon have no more 
goods on which to spend that income than 
we had in the depression year 1932, when 
millions of our people were out of work. In 
short, we are confronted with the problem of 
lots of money to spend and little upon which 
to spend it. 

This gap between the total of our income 
and the total value of the goods and services 
available will next year reach a figure of 
$30,000,000,000, according to Secretary Jones. 
There is the core of our inflation problem. It 
does not take a great deal of imagination to 
see that such a situation, if continued, must 
result in prices being forced higher and 
higher until at length the prices of the lim- 
ited amount of goods and services available 
equal the volume of money seeking to buy 
those goods and services. 

In theory there could be two ways of meet- 
ing this situation. We could stop devoting 
more than half our energies to war and start 
in turning out civilian goods again. But such 
a solution is obviously unthinkable. On the 
contrary, we are resolved to go ahead increas- 
ing our production of war goods, even at the 
cost of further cutting down civilian output. 
The other, and only practical solution, is to 
cut down our purchasing power to fit the 
quantity of goods and services available. In 
the abstract nearly everyone accepts this 
proposition. But all too many of us try to 
duck its real meaning. 

It means, first of all, that we must be pre- 
pared to have less of the things we ordinarily 
eat and wear and vse. It means, in short, a 
general reduction of our living standards, 
That is inevitable, whether or not we are to 
escape inflation. It means, in the second 
place, that we must be content to see this 
cut in our living standards brought about 
through a reduction in our purchasing power. 
If a man’s weekly wages will still buy for him 
today as much as they would buy a year ago, 
he has had no reduction in his purchasing 
power and consequently no reduction in his 
living standard. Here is the point where 
many of us hate to face the facts. We all 
agree there must be sacrifice. Then when 
prices rise we ask for higher wages to offset 
the rise of living costs. 

But if living costs have been offset there 
is no doing without, no sacrifice, no reduc- 
tion in living standards. To the extent that 
we, as individuals, maintain our purchasing 
power unchanged and hence maintain our 
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living standards, while the living standard of 
the Nation is declining, someone else has had 
to take an extra sacrifice to compensate for 
our shirking. 

The same principle applies to other forms 
of income besides wages. It clearly applies 
to the farmer. If the farmer is to have 
parity, his purchasing power is undi- 
minished. If the corporation executive is to 
have bonuses and the businessman to reap 
higher profits, they also are seeking to main- 
tain their purchasing power and to avoid a 
cut in living standards. 

Whether we like it or not, our living stand- 
ard as a nation must come down. Whether 
we like it or not, our purchasing power as a 
nation will have to come down too. If we do 
nothing about it, the matter will be taken 
care of automatically. Prices will rise, money 
will buy less, purchasing power will fall. In 
short, we shall have inflation. That is per- 
haps the easier way for men in public office 
who want to shirk responsibility. But in the 
long run it is much the harder way for the 
country. 

The other way is to take steps to control 
purchasing power. That means preventing 
a further expansion of income and also tak- 
ing away a part of the surplus income that 
already exists. It is not a remedy that can 
be applied to one group and not to another. 
Inflation is a total problem. If it comes, we 
shall all suffer. If it is to be avoided, we 
must all sacrifice. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I shall 
object to any further speeches until we 
get through the morning business. We 
have not concluded the morning business 
as yet, and, while I do not complain as to 
what has happened up to now, we have a 
morning hour, and, constructively speak- 
ing, Senators have been proceeding by 
unanimous consent. I hope we can go 
ahead with the morning business, and 
conclude it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. What is 
the pending business before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
pending order is the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I wish to serve notice on the 
Senate that whenever speeches or state- 
ments are made indicating that we are 
in a spiral of inflation, when that is not 
the case, I shall call the attention of the 
Senate to the facts. We are not now in 
a spiral of inflation. Instead of prices 
now rising, prices on the average are 
falling. That statement is based upon 
the average price of some 900 commod- 
ities used by the Bureau of Labor Statis- 
tics in computing its weekly index num- 
ber. 

On July 11, the price level was 98.5; 
and on July 18, the price level had fallen 
to 98.3, which means that in the week, 
instead of prices rising, prices, on the 
average, fell two-tenths of 1 percent. I 
do not have the average for the most 
recent week; it will be released today. 

Every time a Senator rises on the floor, 
and makes a statement or puts a “scare” 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD indicating 
that we are now in a spiral of inflation, 
I shall take advantage of my opportunity 
to place in the Record the latest price 
levels. Until the price level rises to 100, 
no one will be able to convince me that 
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inflation has arrived. Today this coun- 
try is still in deflation, and will be until 
the price level reaches 100. There must 
be a dividing line between deflation and 
inflation and until the price level reaches 
100 deflation will be with us still. It has 
not reached that point yet by more than 
1 percent. I shall take occasion to keep 
the country advised, if the people read 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, as to the 
facts with respect to this matter. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 


(Mr. VANDENBERG introduced Senate bill 
2684, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and appears under a sepa- 
rate heading.) 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

8.2685. A bill to provide that promotions 
to higher grades of officers of the Army of 
the United States, or any components thereof, 
shall be deemed to have been accepted upon 
the dates of the orders announcing such pro- 
m tions, and for other purposes; and 

S. 2686. A bill to amend the act of May 19, 
1926, entitled “An act to authorize the Presi- 
dent to detail officers and enlisted men of 
the United States Army, Navy, and Marine 
Corps to assist the governments of the Latin- 
American republics in military and naval 
matters”; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: 

8. 2687. A bill to provide for the payment 
for accumulative or accrued annual leave to 
certain employees of the United States, its 
Territories or possessions, or the District of 
Columbia, who voluntarily enlist or other- 
wise enter the military or naval forces of the 
United States; to the Committee on Civil 
Service. 


MARTINA CUTCH 


Mr. HAYDEN submitted the following 
resolution (S. Res. 280), which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
hereby is authorized and directed to pay from 
the contingent fund of the Senate to Martina 
Cutch, sister of Joseph Spriggs, late a laborer 
of the Senate under supervision of the Ser- 
geant at Arms, a sum equal to 6 months’ com- 
pensation at the rate he was receiving by law 
at the time of his death, said sum to be con- 
sidered inclusive-of funeral expenses and all 
other allowances. 


ARTICLE BY SENATOR CAPPER ON PARITY 
PRICES FOR FARM PRODUCTS 


[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Appendix an article writ- 
ten by him and published in the New York 
Times of July 19, 1942, explaining parity 
prices for farm products, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


SUGGESTIONS BY CHARLES HALL DAVIS 
FOR THE BASES OF 4 SOUND AND LAST- 
ING PEACE 


(Mr, BYRD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Record a statement pre- 
pared by Mr. Charles Hall Davis, of Peters- 
burg, Va., entitled “Suggestions for the Bases 
of a Sound and Lasting Peace and for the 
Establishment of an Ordered and Free World 
of Liberty-Loving Peoples,” which appears in 
the Appendix.] 

THE CHINESE A NOBLE RACE—EDITORIAL 
FROM THE CATHOLIC TRANSCRIPT 


[Mr. MALONEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Appendix an editorial 
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entitled “A Noble Race,” published in the 
Catholic Transcript of July 23, 1942, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
‘business is closed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, informed the Senate that Hon. 
ALFRED L. BULWINKLE, a Representative 
from the State of North Carolina, had 
been elected Speaker pro tempore during 
the absence of the Speaker. 

The message announced that the 
House had passed without amendment 
the bill (S. 2604) granting the consent 
of Congress to the States of Colorado, 
Kansas, and Nebraska to negotiate and 
enter into a compact for the division of 
the waters of the Republican River. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. 2642) to 
amend section 219 of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, as amended, by changing a 
reference to “such part” to “this act” 
and to amend subsection (b) of section 
417 of the Interstate Commerce Act by 
changing a reference therein from “car- 
rier” to “freight forwarder”, with amend- 
ments, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
the action of the Speaker in signing the 
enrolled bill (H. R. 7297) authorizing the 
assignment of personnel from depart- 
ments or agencies in the executive 
branch of the Government to certain in- 
vestigating committees of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, and for other 
purposes, had been rescinded, and that, 
in compliance with the request of the 
Senate, the engrossed copy of the bill was 
returned to it. 

The message also announced that the 
House had severally agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following bill 
and joint resolution of the House: 

H.R. 6818. An act authorizing the tempo- 
rary appointment or advancement of commis- 
sioned officers of the Coast. and Geodetic Sur- 
vey in time of war or national emergency, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 246. Joint resolution to authorize 
the Maritime Commission to sell two mer- 
chant vessels to the Government of Ireland. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message further announced that 
the Speaker pro tempore had affixed his 
signature to the following enrolled bills, 
ana, voy were signed by the Vice Presi- 
dent: 


S. 2322. An act to extend the time limit for 
cooperation between the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion and the Farm Security Administration 
in the development of farm units on public 
lands under Federal reclamation projects; 

S. 2440. An act for the relief of the Bridge- 
port irrigation district; 

S. 2456. An act to amend the act approved 
February 4, 1919 (40 Stat. 1056), entitled 
“An act to provide for the award of medals 
of honor, distinguished-service medals, and 
Navy crosses, and for other purposes,” so as 
to change the conditions for the award of 
medals, and for other purposes; 

S.2600. An act to expedite the prosecu- 
tion of the war by making provision for an 
increased supply of rubber manufactured 
from alcohol produced from agricultural or 
forest products; 
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5.2645. An act to amend article of war 
5014; 

H.R. 6217. An act to amend section 13 of 
the Classification Act of 1923, as amended; 
and 

H.R.7100. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act authorizing vessels of Cana- 
dian registry to transport iron ore on the 
Great Lakes during 1942," approved January 
27, 1942 (Public Law 416, 77th Cong.), to 
continue it in force during the existing war. 


AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
BLACK-OUT LAW 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, acting 
on behalf of the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. McCarran], chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, I re- 
port favorably from that committee, 
without amendment, House bill 6963, and 
I submit a report (No. 1567) thereon. 
The bill proposes to amend the black-out 
law of the District of Columbia. It is 
the desire of the Senator from Nevada 
that I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. It has 
been unanimously reported by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Committee; it contains 
some amendments to the District black- 
out law which have been found necessary 
due to the experience in black-out in 
Washington up to the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be read by title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
6963) to amend the act entitled “An act 
to authorize black-outs in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved December 26, 1941, and for other 
purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


ESTABLISHMENT AND DEVELOPMENT OF 
NAVAL SHORE ACTIVITIES 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, there are 
on the calendar several bills which have 
been reported by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, The Navy is anxious to have 
action upon several of them. Therefore, 
I should like to call up at this session four 
of the bills and allow the other four to 
remain on the calendar until a later date, 
as they are not imperative. 

The first bill I should like to call up 
is the very last bill on the calendar, House 
bill 7419, Calendar No. 1617, authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to proceed 
with the construction of certain public 
works. I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
7419) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to proceed with the construction of 
certain public works, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? _ 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I lis- 
tened to the very timely, philosophic, and 
indisputable argument of the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Byrp], wherein he 
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stated that $163,000,000,000 which have 
been appropriated are held in reserve, 
unexpended. I should like to ask the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts, 
in charge of the bill, which he desires to 
have considered, is it simply an authori- 
zation bill, and does it not come under 
the criticism which was leveled by the 
able Senator from Virginia? Cannot the 
money which was heretofore appropri- 
ated or authorized and the power given 
to the President be transferred for the 
purpose contemplated by the bill without 
further authorization? 

Mr. WALSH. In my opinion, it can- 
not be. Of course, consent has not as 
yet been given to consider the bill, but 
it is perfectly proper for the Senator to 
ask the question before consent is ob- 
tained, 

The Committe on Appropriations 
when acked to appropriate a given sum 
of money for the building of a battleship, 
costing $80,000,000, appropriates only the 
cmount needed for the nex: fiscal year, 
but the amount appropriated is available 
until expended. It takes 4 years to build 
a battleship, and only a portion of the 
$80,000,000 is spent the first year; an- 
othcr portion is spent the nez.. year, and 
another portion the third year. While 
such a procedure may not account for 
all the unexpended balance, it accounts 
for some of the unexpended balance to 
which the Senator from Oregon and 
the Senator from Virginia refer. 

I do not desire it to be inferred that I 
am unsympathetic with the views ex- 
pressed by the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Bryp]. There seems to be a vast 
amount of money which is unexpended, 
but there are many reasons why some 
of it has not been expended to date. 

The bill which I am now seeking to 
have the Senate consider is merely an 
authorization bill, as the Senator knows, 
and, in order to have the bill become ef- 
fective, in order to provide the public 
works which the bill contemplates, it will 
be necessary to go before the Committee 
on Appropriations and ask for appropria- 
tions for each of these activities and 
receive the approval of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, in my 
judgment, that explanation does not ex- 
plain the point I was attempting to make 
through inquiry. Of course, this is an 
authorization bill, and provides for the 
eventual expenditure of $974,000,000, 
which is practically a billion dollars. 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. McNARY. I am _ propounding 
these questions only because of the very 
able and revealing statement made by the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BYRD]. He 
says we have unexpended balances of 
$163,000,000,000. It would seem to me 
that out of that fund this billion dollars 
might well be taken without a further 
authorization, to be followed by an ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. WALSH. Would the Senator rec- 
ommend an amendment to the bill pro- 
viding that this authorization money 
should be taken from unexpended bal- 
ances, and thus deny the Committee on 
Appropriations an opportunity to make 
an examination of the expenditures au- 
thorized in the bill? 
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Mr. McNARY. That does not at all 
answer the question. 

Mr. WALSH. How could it be done 
otherwise? 

Mr. McNARY. I am asking the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, who is chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. This 
is a very large sum, and he is asking 
unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. McNARY. I have not given my 
consent by any means. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me to make an in- 
quiry in that connection? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Have the items au- 
thorized in the bill referred to been here- 
tofore authorized in any previous bill, 
and have appropriations been made, or 
could they have been made? 

Mr. WALSH. No. 

Mr, BARKLEY. Of course, we realize 
that in appropriating money the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations bases its action 
on authorizations previously made by 
Congress. If the appropriations hereto- 
fore made, based upon authorizations 
heretofore granted, contemplated this 
expenditure, and included it, the Senator 
from Massachusetts would not be here 
with this bill, I imagine. 

Mr. WALSH. That is certain. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is here 
asking this authority because no previous 
authority has been given for the expendi- 
ture provided for, and, therefore, no pre- 
vious appropriation has been made for 
this purpose. 

Mr. WALSH. As I understand, no au- 
thority exists to take out of unexpended 
balances the money necessary to carry on 
these public works. Certainly no de- 
partment shculd have the right to drain 
from unexpended balances where Con- 
gress has not been consulted and author- 
ized or approved of naval or other 
projects. 

Mr. McNARY. The point I am trying 
to develop is that if the tremendous sum 
of $163,000,000,000 has been appropri- 
ated, we need not go further than a 
mere authorization, and I asked the 
Senator whether he thought that if the 
projects contemplated by the bill were 
authorized, we had already appropriated 
sufficient money to take care of the au- 
thorization. 

Mr. WALSH. In my opinion, there 
has not been any money whatever appro- 
priated to take care of the authorization 
fixed in the bill to which I am referring. 

Mr. McNARY. What is the $163,000,- 
000,000 to be used for? 

Mr. WALSH. I am not a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations, but I 
suppose the money is all tagged, and that 
there is a definite purpose fixed by law, 
with the approval of the Congress for 
which every dollar is to be used. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres- 
ident, will the Senator wield? 

Mr. WALSH. I yield if I have the floor. 

Mr. McNARY. Who has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair recognized the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts and he yielded. 

Mr. WALSH. I do not wish to take the 
Senator from Oregon off the floor. 
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Mr. McNARY. That is all right; I will 
get the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. What 
happens with reference to Navy Depart- 
ment appropriations is similar to what 
occurs in reference to the War Depart- 
ment. The last War Department bill 
carried a total of $42,820,000,000. Of 
that sum, only $2,000,000,000 was appro- 
priated for the construction of facilities, 
training camps, and things of that kind. 
The balance of the money was appropri- 
ated to take care of the expenses of the 
Army for food, transportation, and 
equipment, and for a very large number 
of planes and a very large number of 
tanks. Of course, the money for the 
planes will not be spent until the planes 
are built, and the money for the tanks 
will not be paid out until the tanks are 
built. The tanks cannot be completed 
immediately; it will take many months 
to build them. So that while the money 
is carried in the bill, it cannot possibly 
be expended for months and perhaps 
for a year or a year and a half. 

While I am not on the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, if I understand the bill for 
which the Senator from Massachusetts 
has asked consideration, it provides for 
the expansion of existing facilities, so 
that they may be made larger and broad- 
er, and provides also for the construction 
of new facilities. For obvious reasons 
the bill cannot recite just where the 
plants which are to be expanded are 
located and where the new facilities are 
to be constructed. It is difficult for a 
Member of the Senate to contact the 
departments and find out what they 
contemplate. The rule is that when the 
departments locate an establishment in 
some State, they notify the Senators 
from that State, and perhaps the Rep- 
resentative from the particular district, 
that they have taken such action, 

Mr. WALSH. I wish the Senator 
would indicate to the able Senator from 
Oregon what the difficulty might be in 
having this authorization taken from 
the prior appropriations for other 
projects. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I was 
coming to that. From my viewpoint, the 
Navy Department cannot locate a single 
new facility unless it is authorized so 
to do. Under the emergency the Navy 
Department cannot state where the facil- 
ities are to be located, nor even the na- 
ture of the facilities. Such information 
might be of value to the enemy, and 
for that reason it is kept secret. So the 
Navy Department has to ask for this kind 
of legislation, and the situation respect- 
ing the War Department is exactly the 
same. There is no distinction whatever. 

Mr. WALSH. How. does the Senator 
explain the difference between what has 
been appropriated and what has been 
actually spent, which has attracted the 
attention of the Senator from Virginia 
and the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am not 
convinced that the statement made by 
the Senator from Virginia is correct. 

Mr. BYRD. The information was ob- 
tained from official sources. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, Iam not challenging the state- 
ment made by the Senator, but I am not 
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convinced the Bureau of the Budget is 
correct. We have not appropriated any 
such sum as the one referred to. Bil- 
lions of dollars may have been au- 
thorized, but the appropriations have not 
yet been made. 

Mr. BYRD. I must differ with the 
Senator from Oklahoma. I have the 
figures which have been submitted by 
the Bureau of the Budget for verification, 
and they agree with the totals which I 
have given, that $163,000,000,000 exists 
in unexpended balances. I will say to 
the Senator that not only did I confer 
with the Bureau of the Budget, but with 
the Treasury Department, because I 
was astounded to find that $163,000,000,- 
000 was available in the Treasury in un- 
expended balances—not authorized, but 
in appropriated balances. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. When 
the authorized bills are totaled they may 
carry that amount, but I know of no 
appropriations that have totaled any 
such sum. The last bill that passed car- 
ried almost $43,000,000,000. The bill 
before that carried a little in excess of 
$30,000,000,000, and then a bill was passed 
carrying an appropriation of $12,500,- 
000,000. The sum is large, but I am not 
prepar-d to admit from memory that it 
will reach the sum which has here been 
referred to. 

In the committee hearings on the ap- 
propriation bill the very best authority 
we could get was to the effect that there 
were about $20,000,000,000 of unobligated 
balances on the War Department side. 
The Navy Department, of course, has a 
very large sum appropriated for its ac- 
tivities, but I am not familiar with that. 
side of the ledger. The particular bill 
now under discussion has to be in the 
form in which it is presented or the Navy 
can do no more than carry on With its 
present facilities. It has to be in the 
nature of a secret as to where the fa- 
cilities shall be located, and the exact 
nature of the facilities. 

Mr. GERRY. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I yield. 

Mr. GERRY. Now that we are dis- 
cussing these authorizations, I think the 
Senator from Massachusetts agrees with 
me that some of them are rather loosely 
made, and that the Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee has tried to confine and limit 
them. I have in mind the instance of 
the Department coming before the Naval 
Affairs Committee and not only asking 
for a specific appropriation, but for “as 
much more as the Department may con- 
sider to be necessary.” It seems to me 
powers granted under such a provision 
are very wide, and if possible should be 
avoided, because such a grant means 
taking from the committee and the Con- 
gress the power of the purse. It means 
granting an unlimited power of expendi- 
ture to a department. 

I remember that one day before the 
committee we were considering a project 
which was perfectly proper and very 
necessary, and some such provision as 
that I have indicated was in the bill, and 
I asked the naval officer who was testi- 
fying why it was necessary. His reply 
was that it was necessary because it took 
a long time to get these authorizations 
through. I directed his attention to the 
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fact that the bill had just come before 
the Senate Naval Affairs Committee, and 
had been introduced in the House, I 
think, about a week before. The bill 
went through the committee that day, 
and I think it was passed by the Senate 
the same day. There was absolutely no 
reason why unnecessary powers of this 
nature should be delegated. The De- 
partment could have come back later and 
asked for an appropriation, which would, 
undoubtedly, have been granted in a very 
short time if it had been a proper one. 
It seems to me it is very unwise to grant 
these wide powers and, if poss’ble, limi- 
tations should be put on the time in 
which the powers are to be exercised. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, the Senator 
knows that the practice of making these 
broad authorizations, which has grown 
up in recent months, is due to the claim 
of the necessity for haste and that the 
Department has not detailed information 
as yet, but is planning a program of ex- 
pansion, and can rely upon the Appro- 
priations Committee, after the authoriza- 
tion is made, to appropriate the money, 
and go into every detailed factor in con- 
nection with the appropriation. 

Mr. GERRY. Oh, yes, I understand 
that, but we should not continue to open 
wide the door to all these tremendous 
authorizations without placing proper 
limitations upon them, 

Mr. WALSH. There has been a great 
deal of discussion of the matter, and I 
have been in accord with the feeling ex- 
pressed by the Senator. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I desire to 
make it clear that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, in stating that there were $163,- 
000,000,000 of unexpended balances, did 
not mean that a part of that sum had 
not been obligated. There is a distinc- 
tion between obligation, appropriation, 
and actual expenditure, but so far as ex- 
penditures are concerned, there is actu- 
ally $163,000,000,000 of unexpended bal- 
ances to the credit of the different war 
agencies. 

I believe the statement of the Senator 
from Oklahoma should be corrected 
when he says that the tanks, airplanes, 
and battleships are not paid for until 
they are completed. Asa matter of fact, 
they are paid for currently. So much is 
paid as the work is completed. There- 
fore, such reasoning could not be used as 
a justification for the accumulation of 
this enormous balance. 

Mr. President, I want every dollar to 
be contributed to the war effort which 
can be used properly, but I cannot see 
any reason why we should appropriate 
for 2% years in advance, except for equip- 
ment which requires a long time to con- 
struct. The Congress is in session. It 
can meet and appropriate money as it is 
needed. 

The departments can come to Congress 
and get the money as they need it in 
ample time to make contracts for all 
needed equipment. Of course, there are 
some certain things which it requires a 
long time to build, such as battleships, 
which cost $100,000,000, and which re- 
quire 3 to 4 years to complete. Congress 
must appropriate in advance for such 
matters. There must be an adequate 
balance to apply to such construction. 
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But $163,000,000,000 is certainly a colos- 
sal sum to have as an unexpended bal- 
ance, and then to continue to increase 
this balance by new appropriations. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BYRD. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I have 


just consulted with Mr, Smith, the secre- 
tary of the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations. He advises me that for 1942 
and 1943 we have appropriated about 
$126,000,000,000 for the War Department. 
I am giving round figures. We have ap- 
propriated in that period about $36,000,- 
080,000 for the Navy Department. The 
two items make a total of $162,000,- 
000,000; thet is, for all purposes in con- 
nection with our military efforts as repre- 
sented directly by the Navy and War De- 
partments. Of that sum a vast amount 
has been already pledged under contracts. 
Most of that sum has been obligated and 
practically all has been covered by either 
letters of intent or by the provisions of 
law. Of course, it has not been ex- 
pended, and it will not be expended until 
the goods are delivered. It may be that 
the funds will not be paid out for months, 
because it takes time to build planes, 
tanks, ships, and equipment for war. I 
thought the Recorp should show in 
round figures the amount of the total 
appropriations made for the War and 
Navy Departments to date. 

Mr, McNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield to me? 

Mr. WALSH. I yield. 

Mr, McNARY. The figures given the 
Senate by the distinguished Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. BYRD] are very revealing. 
I can see nothing wholesome in author- 
izing and appropriating $163,000,000,000 
in excess of the sums needed for war pur- 
poses at the present time or in the future. 
There is no use of authorizing and ap- 
propriating huge sums for something 
which may or may not occur in the 
future. It is getting too far away from 
us. I did not know and I do not know 
now how much has been obligated of this 
vast, unprecedented sum. Of course an 
unexpended sum of money in the Treas- 
ury, if there are binding obligations for 
its appropriation or allocation for certain 
activities, is another matter. The able 
Senator from Virginia has not advised 
me of any separation between the two 
sums, If the sum referred to is unex- 
pended and unobligated I certainly would 
object to the passage of the bill today 
and withhold the unanimous consent re- 
quested by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. I have no objection to an authori- 
zation. I would have objection to the 
appropriation of further money if as 
much money as has been stated is un- 
obligated of the funds heretofore appro- 
priated by Congress. I am curious to 
know if the Senator from Virginia can 
advise me how much of this huge sum 
has been obligated and how much is un- 
obligated. 

Mr. BYRD. I do not have those fig- 
ures, but I will attempt to secure them 
for the Senator and put them in the Rec- 
ORD, 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator does not 
have them at present? 
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Mr. BYRD. I made myself clear, Mr. | to over $2,000,000,000, during this Con- 


President, that what I stated was that the 
amounts referred to were unexpended 
balances of appropriations. I did not 
make any statement with respect to the 
amount that has been obligated. 

Mr. McNARY. I appreciate that, of 
course, but there is a vast difference be- 
tween sums which are lying idle, and 
sums for which contracts have been let 
for some activity of the Government. 
Those two items are not in the same cate- 
gory. I appreciate that fact, and have 
for several years. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield to me 
for a brief statement? 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, recently the Committee on 
Appropriations held hearings on a bill 
which carried appropriations for $42,- 
820,000,000. That $42,820,000,000 taken 
from the $163,000,000,000 leaves approxi- 
mately $120,000,000,000, the amount 
which was involved in our discussion. 
Of that sum a relatively small amount 
was unallocated, as just defined. In 
other words, the departments had made 
contracts and had pledged by either con- 
tracts or by letters of intent, most of the 
funds appropriated. At that time we 
were advised that less than $20,000,000,- 
000 was unallocated. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I think we 
should understand clearly what the word 
“allocation” means. It does not mean 
that in all instances a contract has been 
made. It simply means the Department 
says that in its judgment so much should 
be spent for airplanes, so much should 
be spent for battleships, and so much 
should be spent for tanks. It does not 
follow at all that the actual contract has 
been made with those who will manu- 
facture the materials. So when we con- 
sider that matter we must bear in our 
minds that much of this is bookkeeping 
allocation by the different departments, 
and may be changed at any time, and 
that contracts may not have been let 
against the allocations. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Virginia is quite right. I 
am speaking of contractual obligations, 
when the money is obliged to go to a 
certain place, and not merely allocated. 
There is a vast difference between the 
two. 

Mr, BYRD. When we get the infor- 
mation we ought to be certain to know 
the binding legal obligations that are 
against them. The mere fact that the 
War Department says so much money 
should be spent for tanks does not mean 
that it will be spent for tanks when con- 
tracts have not been let for the tanks; 
that it is not a binding obligation and 
can be changed at any time. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I wish 
to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a question. It was only a short time ago 
that a bill was before us authorizing for 
these specific purposes about eight and 
one-half billion dollars. 

Mr. WALSH. The amount named was 
for an increase in combat naval ships. 
I think this is the tenth authorization 
bill for shore establishments, amounting 


gress. Every time there is an authoriza- 
tion for the expansion of combat ships 
in the Navy or the expansion of the 
Naval Air Corps, it is followed up by a 
shore-establishment bill, and this shore- 
establishment bill is the result of an au- 
thorization of the Congress for an in- 
crease of 1,900,000 tons in the Navy, and 
an increase in the strength of the Air 
Corps of 27,500. Whenever there is an 
authorization for expansion of the Navy 
or the Air Corps, it immediately results 
in expansion of the facilities for building, 
See and maintaining these expan- 
ons. 

The Senator will note that on pages 1 
and 2 of the committee report there is 
the following break-down of these items: 

Pleet facilities, $60,000,000. 

Aviation facilities, $399,494,000. 


Attention is called to the fact that un- 
der aviation facilities provision is made 
for support of the aviation forces under 
three headings, as follows: 

1. Facilities for operating stations. 

2. Expansion of training facilities. 

3. Lighter-than-air stations. 


The various items continue as follows: 
(c) Storage facilities 


(d) Liquid-fuel storage........ 20, 000, 000 
(e) Marine Corps training fa- 

C66 as anneal 11, 000, 000 
(f) Ordnance-storage facilities. 52,000,000 
(g) Personnel training and 

housing facilities_....._- 26, 140, 000 
(h) Hospital and dispensary 

facilities... 22... 2. 25, 000, 000 
(i) Shore radio facilities__.... 15, 000, 000 
(j) Naval Research Laboratory. 2,000,000 


(k) Passive defense facilities... 25,000,000 


(1) Miscellaneous structures 
and advance bases....-. 315, 000, 000 
TOR S anae 974, 634, 000 


The miscellaneous item, I understand, 
makes provision for material and equip- 
ment of advance bases for the support 
of the Navy and Air Corps in combat 
areas. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I really 
should like to have the bill go over until 
Monday so we could have time to look 
into the nature of the funds which have 
been referred to by the able Senator from 
Virginia iMr. Byrd]. However, I may 
not insist upon that procedure. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I wish the 
Senator would not ask to have that done. 
I personally would like to have the bill 
acted upon today. The bill has passed 
the House and the Navy is pressing for 
favorable action. 

Mr. McNARY. I should like to give the 
Senator a word of caution then, 

Mr. WALSH. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia, as a member of the committee, I 
am sure is familiar with the bill, and will 
agree that, so far as the judgment of the 
committee was concerned, after hearing 
all the evidence, it seemed advisable to 
recommend passage of the bill. 

Mr. BYRD. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, I may say, is correct about that, 
It is very difficult to find out what ap- 
propriations which have already been 
made can be used for some new demand 
on the part of the different agencies of 
government, In general principle, I agree 
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thoroughly with the Senator from Ore- 
gon that many of the new expenditures 
can be taken out of the sum of $163,000,- 
000,300, much of which can be diverted 
and transferred at the will of the Presi- 
dent, in cases when legal obligations have 
not been made. It would require a con- 
siderable investigation to ascertain spe- 
cifically and directly about it. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I always 
wish to accommodate Senators. I hope 
the Senator, if he is able to obtain unani- 
mous consent to consider the bill, will 
keep in mind this huge unexpended bal- 
ance. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I cer- 
tainly sympathize with the Senator from 
Oregon in his disturbed state of mind as 
the result of these large appropriations 
and unexpended balances, and I am sure 
all the members of the various Senate 
committees are disturbed. But what are 
we going to do? Representatives of the 
Navy Department come before the com- 
mittee and base their case upon the 
needs of the pressing war situation, the 
importance of haste, and rapid expan- 
sion. The Congress must cooperate in 
these war efforts or else Members of the 
Congress will be accused of being ob- 
structionists. We are in the hands of, 
and must rely almost wholly upon, our 
military experts who are conducting the 
war. 

Mr. McNARY. I am not timid about a 
charge of that kind. Mr. President, I 
should like to look into this matter. Iam 
tremendously impressed that we are not 
acting in a businesslike way or getting 
the best results from our efforts. This 
is an authorization which passed the 
House, and I shall carefully see that the 
unexpended balance shall be applied to 
expenditures wherever possible. 

Mr. WALSH. I am sure the Senator 
will, and I shall endeavor to help the Sen- 
ator to limit authorizations and appro- 
priations that are actually shown to be 
necessary for war activities, 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I re- 
luctantly yield to the wishes of the 
Senator from Massachusetts: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
7419) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to proceed with the construction of 
certain public works, and for other 
purposes. 


PRICE STABILIZATION AND INFLATION 


Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I have lis- 
teried with great interest to the remarks 
of the Senator from Virginia and the 
Senator from Oklahoma on the subject of 
inflation. I agree in part with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia and in part with the 
Senator from Oklahoma. 

There is a tremendous amount of ex- 
citement today in Congress and through- 
out the Nation regarding the danger of 
inflation and the remedies which ought 
to be immediately applied. For some 
reason criticism is centered more on 
Congress than on anyone else for matters 
which Congress is supposed to have neg- 
lected; but the criticisms which are made 
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contradict each other to such an extent 
that I doubt whether the critics under- 
stand the problem they are discussing. 

To some extent the immediate danger 
of inflation has been exaggerated. In- 
flation is a general rise in prices which 
dislocates all of the business and personal 
relationships existing in the country, and 
in its extreme form brings hardship and 
disaster to millions. The danger we see 
in the background is an inflation like 
that which occurred in Germany, wiping 
out the value of money, annihilating sav- 
ings of all kinds, and destroying the fi- 
nancial structure of our economy. Such 
an inflation, however, is very unusual. 
Prices have always risen during wartime. 

During the World War they increased 
about 120 percent, for the most part be- 
fore we entered the war or imposed con- 
trols. This percentage of increase cre- 
ated hardship and dislocation from which 
we never quite recovered. But even that 
did not destroy the financial structure of 
the country. 

On the other hand, a reasonable rise, 
say, at the rate of 10 percent a year, is 
not necessarily dangerous if it is under 
proper control. In fact, my own view is 
that the price structure should be more 
or less flexible, and that it may be actu- 
ally desirable to increase some prices in- 
stead of decreasing them or holding them 
stable. I think the Department of Agri- 
culture has found that to be true today. 

The figures on cost of living today are 
not alarming It has been said that 
many Federal employees have not had 
their salaries increased for 17 years in 
spite of the increase in the cost of living, 
but the statistics of the Department of 
Labor show that the index of the cost of 
living in 1925, 17 years ago, was 125.4, 
whereas in June this year it is only 115.9, 
or approximately 8 percent less than it 
was 17 years ago. True, there has been 
an increase of 15 percent in the past 2 
years, but this rate of increase would not 
be alarming if it were not for the fact 
that until recently, when price control 
was imposed, it seemed to be accelerating. 

Nevertheless, there will be a constant 
battle to keep prices down under present 
conditions; and I do not wish to depre- 
ciate the importance of inflation control. 
I advocated a price-control law long be- 
fore the administration did, and I sup- 
ported the measure which was before the 
Senate, because I think it is one of the 
essential steps; but I do not think it is 
necessary to fix all prices, or to freeze 
everything and everybody. 

THE BOND-TAX PROGRAM 


The cause of inflation is the tremen- 
dous Government spending program, 
which creates purchasing power at the 
same time that the supplies available 
for domestic consumption are steadily re- 
duced. Were it not for the Government 
deficit there would be no need of price 
contro] except over a few commodities 
made particularly scarce by war de- 
mand. Far more important, therefore, 
than any price control is a sound fiscal 
policy. If we could raise the money by 
taxation and by sales of bonds to the 
people, to be paid for out of their sav- 
ings, there would be no necessity for gen- 
eral price control, and no danger of in- 
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flation. As much money should be raised 
by taxes as can be raised without creat- 
ing unnecessary hardship and interfering 
with the war program. There must be 
an adequate taxation policy, and it 
should aim to reach the purchasing 
power which is created by Government 
spending. The new tax bill goes in the 
right direction but, in my opinion, it does 
not go far enough. 

Everyone agrees, however, that from 
one-half to two-thirds of the money must 
be raised by borrowing. The Secretary 
of the Treasury presented to the Finance 
Committee last week a tax-bond program 
which calls for borrowing the incredible 
sum of $53,000,000,000 during the next 12 
months. As far as the Treasury has any 
program it calls for the sale of only 
twenty to twenty-five billion dollars of 
bonds to individuals and corporations, 
and contemplates the sale of twenty-five 
to thirty billion dollars of bonds to the 
commercial banks of the United States. 
This would more than double their pres- 
ent holdings. In my opinion that would 
create a far greater threat of inflation 
than any action which the Congress has 
or has not taken regarding price control. 

The sale of bonds to commercial banks 
is almost the same as printing that 
much paper money. It would create from 
twenty-five to thirty billion dollars of 
purchasing power out of thin air, Such 
tremendous purchasing power would beat 
against any price ceilings Mr. Henderson 
might impose no matter how skillfully 
maintained, until they would collapse 
under the strain. 

In my opinion, the Treasury should 
immediately make a careful study of the 
question where the new Government 
money is going, and develop a much more 
adequate program to tax and borrow 
that money. It should endeavor to get 
through this year without any unusual 
sale of bonds to the commercial banks. 
The fiscal policy is the very key to infla- 
tion control, Its most important section 
is the bond program; and the responsi- 
bility for that is not on Congress, but 
directly on the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Other departments of the Government 
agree with me in the feeling that the 
bond sales program presented by the 
President is utterly inadequate today. 

PRICE AND WAGE CONTROL 

In my opinion, a price- and wage-con- 
trol policy is also essential to inflation 
control. There are two distinct theories 
of such control, and much of the criti- 
cism of Congress comes from advocates 
of the over-all ceiling or freezing theory, 
which was rejected by Congress, and 
which, in my opinion, should have been 
rejected. In my opinion, it was not re- 
jected because of politics or cowardice 
but because Congress thought it to be 
unjust and unworkable. 

Under the ceiling or freezing theory 
the Government, as of an arbitrary date, 
undertakes to freeze all prices, wholesale 
and retail, and all wages. This involves 
the freezing of all existing inequities and 
existing relationships between various 
prices. If we once admit that we should 
change any price or wage because of in- 
equity, we must go on to every other 
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inequity and make holes in the ceiling 
until the whole structure collapses. 

If we wish to carry out the ceiling the- 
ory successfuily and practically, we must 
freeze all inequities as they are. If a 
man is receiving low wages, he must con- 
tinue to receive low wages. If someone 
is receiving low prices, he must continue 
to receive low prices, if we wish to carry 
out the freezing theory. Congress was 
unwilling to adopt that theory, and the 
President, whatever ambiguous language 
he used in his broadcast, has been unwiill- 
ing to edopt that theory. 

Congress felt that in many cases farm 
prices were inequitable and out of line 
with industria. prices. The President 
and the National War Labor Board felt 
that many existing wages were inequita- 
ble—perhaps because of the depressed 
conditions in certain industries—perhaps 
because of increases in the cost of living 
which had already occurred. 

There are other reasons why rigid 
prices may not be desirable. In order to 
secure more of one product and less of 
another it may be desirable to raise one 
price and drop another. The artificial 
shortage of meat today may be due to 
rigidity of prices. More and more as the 
war goes on production becomes the ab- 
sorbing problem and price. must be re- 
garded as a secondary consideration. 
Such a condition is inconsistent with rigid 
freezing. Furthermore the price ceiling 
theory creates a tremendous adminis- 
trative job. Mr. Henderson has de- 
manded 100,000 employees, and has ob- 
tained the money for 60,000 employees. 
Any system which requires such a vast 
administrative force, in my opinion, con- 
demns itself. 

Incidentally, if we are to carry it out, 
it also apparently involves a whole series 
of subsidies. Congress itself has indi- 
cated that it does not think that a sub- 
sidy theory is desirable. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ro- 
SIER in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield to the Senator from 
Michigan? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 

Mr. BROWN. I should not want the 
impression to be left, from what the Sen- 
ator has said, that a system of subsidies 
was entirely eliminated. Certain sub- 
sidies are provided for in the original 
Price Control Act, particularly for the 
purpose of encouraging production. The 
Senator does not mean to say that those 
were eliminated, does he? 

Mr. TAFT. No, However, the subsi- 
dies contemplated in the bill and, I think, 
by the committee were of a very limited 
character. They dealt particularly, as 
the Senator may remember, with high- 
cost producers. There may be a wide 
variation in the cost of production as 
between a large copper mine, for ex- 
ample, and a small copper mine. It was 
felt that if we should subsidize some of 
the higher-cost producers, we could ob- 
tain increased production without rais- 
ing the general price level and giving 
very large profits to low-cost producers. 
The subsidies contained in the bill relate 
solely to subsidies to producers, 
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Mr. BROWN. The Senator is correct; 
but the idea of subsidizing high-cost pro- 
ducers antedates the price-contro) bill. 
The Senator may recall that that ques- 
tion arose in connection with some of 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
legislation relating to the Defense Corpo- 
ration and other agencies. 

Mr. TAFT. So much power has been 
given that I cannot deny that in many 
respects what is in effect a subsidy may 
be carried out. However, in view of the 
bill which the Senate recently consid- 
ered, I do not think it can be said that 
the Senate looks with approval on any 
general theory of subsidies. 

Mr. BROWN. I grant that to be true; 
but I rose for the purpose of pointing out 
that there have been subsidies, and un- 
doubtedly there will be others in the 
future. There is a subsidy for the trans- 
portation of coal and gasoline; and very 
likely in the future there will be a sub- 
sidy for the transportation of sugar. I 
should not want what the Senator is now 
saying to militate against that policy in 
any way. I think the policy is fully au- 
thorized by the Price Control Act. 

Mr. TAFT. Iagreein part. I should 
vote for a subsidy for certain transporta- 
tion charges; but I believe that Mr. Hen- 
derson’s action in subsidizing the trans- 
portation of coal to New England was 
without authority in the Price Control 
Act, and was an unjustified and illegal 
action. I do not believe that he had any 
right to grant such a subsidy; and yet he 
is paying such subsidies today. 

Mr. BROWN. I must disagree with 
the Senator from Ohio in that respect. 
I think it was within the contemplation 
of those of us who drafted the legisla- 
tion, and 1 think it is what we meant by 
the provision in the bill which authorizes 
the encouragement of production, be- 
cause we clearly stated in the definitions 
contained in the latter part of the bill 
that transportation is a part of the proc- 
ess of production; that is, that it is nec- 
essary to bring goods to the consumer, 
to their ultimate destination, in order to 
carry out the full process of production. 

Mr. TAFT. I have every regard for 
the Senator’s legal conclusions; but I 
cannot go elong with him when he says 
that a subsidy which might be paid to 
producers in some way be stretched into 
a subsidy to be paid to railroads, on the 
ground that they produce transportation 
or that part of the process of production 
is transportation, I cannot see how the 
subsidy provision of the Price Control 
Act can extend to anything except sub- 
sidies to producers. In the coal case sub- 
sidies are being paid to dealers who buy 
the coal when it arrives at the end of its 
journey. 

The price-control bill was based on a 
theory of elastic control, dealing with 
those commodities whose prices had the 
greatest effect on the war effort and the 
cost of living, and dealing with each 
commodity in the manner best suited to 
that commodity. This is a policy which 
prevailed in nearly every country dur- 
ing the World War. It was the policy of 
this country in 1917, and for the brief 
period in which it was in force it was very 
reasonably effective. I may say that for 
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the entire World War the total cost of 
the Food Administration, which handled 
approximately half of the products which 
Mr. Henderson is handling, was $7,- 
300,000, as compared with the $120,- 
000,000 which we have just appropriated 
for 1 year for price control; and as com- 
pared with the 60,000 employees of the 
agency headed by Mr. Henderson, dur- 
ins the World War the Food Administra- 
tion never had as many as 3,000 paid 
employees. 

The policy I have just mentioned is the 
policy which was advocated by Mr. Hen- 
derson himself when he appeared before 
our committee, and by Mr. Herbert 
Hoover, who impressed the committee as 
knowing more about the subject than 
any other witness. It contemplates that 
prices shall be fixed at the proper level 
at the central market, and adequate mar- 
gins provided for manufacturers, whole- 
salers, and retailers. It recognizes that 
costs will increase with increases in 
wages, and the act provides that prices 
shall be correspondingly increased. How- 
ever, they have not been. We contem- 
plated a probable increase in price of 1 
percent a month during the first year 
and perhaps one-half of that percentage 
the second year. This does not mean 
an accelerating spiral of prices. A wage 
increase of 5 percent may justify a price 
increase of 244 percent, and that price 
increase again a still lower wage-per- 
centage increase until the whole struc- 
ture is stabilized, and stabilized with the 
correction of the inequities which previ- 
ously have existed in it. 

Feeling that farm prices were inequi- 
table, Congress provided a floor of 110 
percent of parity. Personally I thought 
this was too high, and that it should not 
be over 100 percent of parity, but we lost 
that fight before the administration bill 
was introduced, because at that time— 
before the bill was introduced—the ad- 
ministration agreed with the farm peo- 
ple that the floor should be 110 percent. 

There is no doubt that under this sta- 
bilization theory, as under the price- 
ceiling theory, wages should be controlled, 
but it is not nearly so essential. Wage 
increases are much more gradual than 
price increases, they are not likely to 
occur more than once a year, and it was 
felt that, under any arbitration system, 
they could be held to not more than the 
increase in the cost of living. Neverthe- 
less I believe that Congress should have 
passed a law giving control over wages. 
Such a control—control over both wages 
and salaries—is provided in the Ball bill 
now pending in the Education and Labor 
Committee. That bill has been blocked 
by the administration officials them- 
selves. On every attempt to bring it out 
they have appeared and have urged that 
they could do the job without legislation 
because labor has agreed to accept the 
judgment of the National War Labor 
Board on wage increases. 

I must admit that in the larger indus- 
tries wages have, in fact, been regulated 
almost as effectively as if the War Labor 
Board had been given power to fix wages. 
The recent increase of 44 cents a day 
given to the steel workers was an increase 
of only about 5 percent after 12 months, 
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during which period the cost of living had 
increased 12 percent. I do not think that 
increase was unreasonable. I believe 
that, no matter what kind of a wage 
measure Congress had adopted, an in- 
crease of that amount would probably 
have been granted by any administrator 
or any board. If we can hold annual 
Wage increases to 5 percent, I shall be 
well pleased. I question the wisdom of 
the War Labor Board’s dictum regarding 
a 15-percent increase from January 1, 
1941, but I do not understand that that 
is necessarily binding on the Board. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield to the Senator from 
Michig~n. 

Mr, BROWN. As the Senator knows, 
I am quite generally in agreement with 
him regarding what he has said relative 
to wages. Prior to consideration of the 
price-contro] bill, many Senators talked 
about wage controls, many of them spoke 
on that subject matter during the con- 
sideration of the bill, and many Senators 
have since condemned those of us who 
were in charge of that measure for not 
having taken wages into consideration 
- in the manner in which they insist we 
should have taken them into considera- 
tion; that is, giving the job to Mr. Hen- 
derson, as distinguished from what we 
did do in giving the job to the War Labor 
Board. However, the singular fact with 
regard to the Price Control Act’s rela- 
tionship to wages is that not one Sena- 
tor proposed on the floor of the Senate 
an amendment to the price-control bill 
to give Mr. Henderson control over 
wages. 

Mr. TAFT. Yes; I entirely agree with 
the Senator. We did write into the bill 
a provision that all these boards—the 
War Labor Board and all similar agen- 
cies—should stabilize wages in accord- 
ance with the general price policy; and 
I think they have regarded that as an 
injunction, and I think it affords the 
reason why they did not increase the 
steel workers’ wages more than 44 cents 
a day—which, after all, as I said, is only 
approximately a 5-percent increase, and 
less than the difference between today’s 
cost of living and the cost of living a 
year ago, when their last contract was 
_ written. As a matter of fact, it is ap- 
proximately half the difference. Of 
course, the Board went back and calcu- 
lated in a different way; but the fact is 
that the cost of living had gone up ap- 
proximately 10 percent, and the Board 
granted a 5-percent increase—and, I 
think, largely because the provision of 
the Price Control Act calling for the 
Stabilization of wages was called to their 
attention. 

Mr. BROWN. I think the Senator’s 
argument in that respect can be but- 
tressed by an cpinion of the Attorney 
General of the United States. I under- 
stand the opinion has not as yet been 
made public—I myself tried to get it 
yesterday, but I understand it is at the 
White House and that the White House 
has not as yet made it public, and there- 
fore it is not subject to examination by 
any of us—but the newspaper a week 
ago carried the report that the Attorney 
General advised the President that sec- 
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tion 1 of the Price Control Act to which 
the Senator referred, the section laying 
down the wage policy, gives the War 
Labor Board, the Department of Labor, 
and all the other agencies which are 
there mentioned, a very strong control 
over wages. 

I am ready to grant, as I know the 
Senator is, too, that there is one possible 
loophole, namely, that in cases in which 
the company and the men get together 
and agree upon a wage increase, prob- 
ably there is no jurisdiction in any board 
of the Government to handle the matter. 
But such a situation is fully under the 
control of the employer or the employee. 
Either one may apply to the War Labor 
Board and may obtain a determination 
by the appropriate Government agency. 

Mr. TAFT. The Senator has said ex- 
actly what I was going to say, that I still 
believe we should pass the Ball bill, or a 
bill providing for the fixing of wages and 
salaries, because many thousands of wage 
adjustments are made voluntarily and 
without consulting the National War La- 
bor Board; and with the cost-plus system 
of contracting there is to a certain ex- 
tent no tendency to carry such problems 
to the War Labor Board; because the 
adjustment by the Board ef'a case in- 
volving the large labor unions and the 
large employers is contingent upon hav- 
ing the case brought to the Board. In 
other words, it has to be a serious dispute. 
A great many cases never get to the 
Board at all. They set a standard for 


the country perhaps,.but nevertheless I 


think there should be wage control. 

Let me point out, however, that Con- 
gress should not be criticized for failing 
to freeze wages by legislative action. 
That would be a harsh and unfair law. 
We did not undertake to freeze prices, 
but only to give the Board or Adminis- 
trator power to do so. I still believe that 
the farm floor should be reduced from 
110 to 100 percent of parity. With or 
without these changes, however, I be- 
lieve the program can be effectively car- 
ried out to prevent any real danger of 
inflation. 

Most of the difficulties which exist to- 
day are due to Mr. Henderson’s attempt, 
in violation of the flexible policy of Con- 
gress, in violation of the policy of the 
administration regarding wages, as 
shown in granting a 5-percent increase, 
in violation of the Price Control Act, to 
adopt at this time the ceiling theory of 
fixing prices. He has attempted to carry 
out that theory without the powers over 
wages and farm prices absolutely neces- 
sary to carry it out, and in violation of 
the policy of other branches of the Gov- 
ernment which he does not control. 
Furthermore, he has not even carried out 


the ceiling theory to the extent that he ° 


has power to do so. He has fixed retail 
prices only in many cases, without fixing 
the price of the raw materials, such as 
beef cattle, hogs, cottonseed, and other 
commodities. The lack of control on 
these commodities has resulted in a 
squeeze which is rapidly putting thou- 
sands of small businessmen out of busi- 
ness completely. If continued, it is go- 
ing to eliminate every small packer in 
the United States, and leave the busi- 
ness monopolized in the hands of a few. 
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From the long-view standpoint it makes 
very little difference whether prices are 
1 or 2 cents higher, but it may destroy 
the productive and distribution system. 

Under all the circumstances, it is not 
surprising that Mr. Henderson’s efforts 
are meeting with criticism, and I believe 
will ultimately meet with failure, because 
I do not think his ceiling can be main- 
tained unless we legislatively adopt the 
ceiling theory and give all the powers 
necessary to freeze the prices of every- 
thing. He should gradually adapt his 
control to the elastic stabilization theory 
provided by the price-control bill and by 
the necessities of the situation. 

When the price-control bill was before 
the Senate I urged very strongly that the 
control of prices and of commodities be 
Placed in a board of five men. There 
are so many difficult problems requiring 
good judgment and investigation that I 
did not feel that any man, particularly a 
man of Mr. Henderson’s temperament, 
would be able to give sufficient consider- 
ation to the extremely complicated prob- 
lems involved. I still insist that com- 
modity control should be under a board. 
I believe that there should be an admin- 
istrator over all phases of each commod- 
ity—a rubber administrator, a steel ad- 
ministrator, an oil administrator, a food 
administrator. He should deal with all 
problems of supply and price and distri- 
bution, but he should be under a general 
commodity control board to pass on the 
broad questions of policy which must 
guide administration. It is not-too late- 
to create such a board. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, let me 
suggest the following program: 

First. Let the Treasury expand its bor- 
rowing program so that bonds may be sold 
almost entirely to corporations and to 
individuals instead of to the commercial 


Second. Revise the farm price floor to 
100 percent of parity. 

Third. Adopt the Ball bill to give the 
War Labor Board control of wages and 
salaries, with a provision that they should 
not increase wages more than provided 
in the recent Little Steel decision. 

Fourth. Create an over-all commodity 
control board, with administrators to 
carry out the control. 

Fifth. Gradually adapt the price-con- 
trol measures to the stabilization theory 
instead of to the ceiling theory; and 
eliminate price fixing on all minor items 
which have no substantial effect on the 
cost of living. 

ESTABLISHMENT AND DEVELOPMENT OF 
NAVAL SHORE ACTIVITIES 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7419) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Navy to proceed with the 
construction of certain public works, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. ANDREWS obtained the floor. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, before 
the Senator from Florida begins his re- 
marks, would he be willing to have action 
taken on the pending bill? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I am glad to yield 
for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the third reading of House 
bill 7419. 
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The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


NAVAL AVIATION CADETS 


Mr. WALSH. In order that the Sen- 
ator from Florida may have the floor 
when there is a bill before the Senate, 
would it be agreeable to him to have me 
ask for the consideration of another bill, 
and then he can speak? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I shall be glad to 
have the Senator do so. 

Mr. WALSH. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Calendar 
No. 1616, House bill 7364. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
7364) to repeal certain laws and to 
amend other laws relating to naval avia- 
tion cadets, to provide for aviation cadets 
in the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps 
Reserve, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to, and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill. 


THE FLORIDA PIPE LINE AND BARGE 
CANAL 


Mr, ANDREWS. Mr. President, im- 
mediately after the passage of the pipe 
line-barge canal bill, certain columnists, 
newspaper editors, and a few radio 
broadeasters made statements, either 
through a lack of information or with 
intent to reflect upon the integrity of 
those who brought about the passage of 
this measure. Some of the statements 
have been very misleading, though I hope 
some of them were not so intended. My 
statement in reply is directed more to 
those who have an open mind and have 
not had the time or opportunity to obtain 
the facis. 

Right after the passage of the bill, ac- 
cording to press reports of July 18, a 
statement was made in the Senate which 
was published in my State, that “the 
country looks upon the Florida canal as 
the supreme boondoggle of all time.” 
“Boondoggle,” I am advised, is a term of 
derision or ridicule applied to unusual 
conduct or manipulation. I feel that 
statement, by whomsoever made, reflects 
upon the official integrity not only of my 
colleague and myself, but upon the spon- 
sor and supporters of the bill, including 
Chairman MANSFIELD, of the House Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and the 
Members who voted for it in the House 
committee and on the floor of the House, 
and also upon the Senators who voted 
for the bill in the Senate committee and 
for its passage by the Senate. 


In addition to the several Senators and . 


the Vice President who voted against the 
amendment offered by the chairman of 
the Senate Commerce Committee to 
strike out all canal provisions of the bill, 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD shows that the 
majority leader, the Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. BARKLEY], officially an- 
nounced that the following Senators, who 
were out of the city, if present would 
have voted likewise: Senators HILL, 
BANKHEAD, CARAWAY, Doxey, MCFARLAND, 
Murpock, Murray, O'DANIEL, OVERTON, 
SMATHERS, SMITH, STEWART, TRUMAN, and 
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WALLGREN. It is to be noted that all Sen- 
ators present from States south of the 
Ohio and Potomac Rivers, except those 
from Virginia and from North Carolina, 
voted against the Bailey amendment, 
which, if adopted, would have killed the 
bill. It is very seldom a bill passes the 
Senate when the chairman, as in this in- 
stance, tries to defeat it in committee 
and on the floor. 

After the defeat of the Bailey amend- 
ment there was no yea-and-nay vote de- 
manded on the bill’s final passage. Had 
such a vote been taken, the bill would no 
doubt have received a substantial ma- 
jority vote. 

Much of the opposition to the bill itself 
came from citizens in southern Florida, 
many of whom apparently think the 
present measure provides for a sea-level 
ship cana). In letters coming to Wash- 
ington they still argue that it would in- 
jure the underground water supply in 
the southern part of the State. \ 

It is to be deeply regretted that there 
has been considerable State sectionalism 
involved from the first, with reference to 
the construction of a canal of any type 
across the northern part of the peninsula 
of Florida. The records in my office show 
that there has been little, if any, com- 
plaint from anyone against even a ship 
canal across Florida at route 13-B, com- 
ing from persons living north of Hills- 
borough, Polk, Orange, and Seminole 
Counties, where damage, if any, would 
naturally occur. z 

Nearly all the complaints have come 
from the southern part of the peninsula, 
and from many people who are ro doubt 
conscientious in their views as to the fea- 
sibility of the canal. The indications are 
that if the canal had been authorized to be 
constructed across the peninsula at those 
points from which some of the com- 
plaints have come the project would have 
been enthusiastically received. 

My colleague in the Senate, and I, rep- 
resenting the whole State, have tried to 
discourage sectionalism, and in doing 
so have been caught between two fires, 
as it were, ever since we were elected to 
the Senate. 

It is interesting, however, to note the 
view taken by the executive vice presi- 
dent of the Greater Miami Board of 
Trade, the Better Business Bureau of 
Miami, and the Credit Clearing Bureau 
of the same city, in a letter written to 
me with regard to the view of those or- 
ganizations, which explains that the op- 
position to the construction of the canal 
has been encouraged by propaganda. 

I ask that the letter be inserted in the 
Recorp as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: ~ 

GREATER MIAMI BOARD OF TRADE, 
Miami, Fla., July 9, 1942. 
Hon. CHARLES O. ANDREWS, 
The Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Desk SENATOR ANDREWS: Glad to receive 
your interesting letter of July 7 relative to 
H. R. 6999 for the completion and deepening 
of the Gulf Intercoastal Canal, from Browns- 
ville, Tex,, to Carrabelle, Fla., and barge canal 
from Gulf of Mexico to the St. Johns River, 
in Florida. In voting favorably on this bill 
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the Senate will render both our Nation and 
the State of Florida a substantial service. 

Regarding the many telegrams and letters 
you are receiving in opposition to the com- 
pletion of the canal, you may safely disregard 
the majority of such protests as selfish sub- 
Sidized propaganda, or the natural reaction 
from fear propaganda circulated with dis- 
honest intent to scare uninformed citizens. 
The protests you are receiving originate from 
a small subsidized group, in no manner rep- 
resentative of the citizens of Florida, and 
certainly without authority to speak for 
them. 

The writer, as executive vice president and 
manager of the Better Business Bureau, 
Credit Clearing Bureau, and the Greater 
Miami Board of Trade, has yet to encounter 
any large number of our citizens who were 
actually opposed to the completion of the 
Cross State Canal; and the civic activities of 
the three crganizations mentioned has es- 
local citizens during the past several years. 
The few expressions of fear that the comple- 
tablished thcusands of contacts with our 
tion of the canal would destroy the fresh- 
water supply of south Florida were prompted 
by reaction from the dishonest propaganda 
circulated by local newspapers and their satel- 
lite civic organizations. The campaigr to 
arouse a mess hysteria of fear opposition to 
the canal apparently did not fool many peo- 
ple in southeast Florida, so in desperation a 
flood of bogus telegrams and letters may * 
be used to try and intimidate both the House 
and the Senate. 

If you would request of those who may 
flood your office with misleading protests of 
opposition to the canal, an affidavit as to 
the names of the citizens they actually 
represent, and the statcment that those pro- 
testing are not being paid directly, or in- 
directly to carry on the subsidized cam- 
paign of opposition, very likely the volume of 
protest mail and telegrams to your office 
would subside very quickly 

In appreciation of the fine service you 
have rendered both the Nation and the State 
of Florida, may the writer frankly suggest 
that you ignore the adverse paid propaganda 
and uphold your reputation as the Senator 
from Florida who served both his country 
and State, in fostering necessary national 
defenses and the economic development of 
his State. 

Cordially yours, 
GREATER MiAM1 BOARD or TRADE, 
W. E. Lester, 
Executive Vice President., 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, the 
bill as passed provides for a high-level 
lock barge canal from the St. Johns 
River across Florida to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, using route 13-B survey recom- 
mended by General Markham while 
Chief of Army Engineers, and by Gen- 
eral Reybold, the present very able Chief 
of Army Engineers. I ask that the act be 
printed at this point in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the act wes 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: . 

[Pustic Law 675—77tH Concress] 
[CHAPTER 520—2p Session} 
[H. R. 6999] 


An act to promote the national defense and 
to promptly facilitate and protect the 
transport of materials and supplies needful 
to the Military Establishment by authoriz- 
ing the construction and operation of a 
pipe line and a navigable barge channel 
across Florida, and by deepening and en- 
larging the Intracoastal Waterway from its 
present eastern terminus to the vicinity of 
the Mexican border 


Be it enacted, etc., That, in order to pro- 
mote the national defense and to promptly 
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facilitate and protect the transport of ma- 
terials and supplies needful to the Military 
Establishment, there is hereby authorized to 
be constructed under the direction of the 
Secretary of War and the supervision of the 
Chief of Engineers a high-level lock barge 
canal from the St. Johns River across Florida 
to the Gulf of Mexico in accordance with the 
plans set forth in the letter of the Chief of 
Engineers dated June 15, 1942; and that there 
is also authorized the enlargement of the 
present Intracoastal Waterway from the vi- 
cinity of Apalachee Bay to Corpus Christi, 
Tex., and its extension to the vicinity of 
the Mexican border so as to provide through- 
out the entire length of the canal a channel 
12 feet deep and 125 feet wide: Provided, 
That between Mobile, Ala., and New Orleans, 
La., the project shall be modified in accord- 
ance with the recommendations of the Chief 
of Engineers in his report dated April 27, 
1942, except that the annual payments to 
be made by the Government to the Board of 
Commissioners of the Port of New Orleans 
are not limited by this act to the amount 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers but 
are left open to negotiations between the 
Board of Commissioners of the Port of New 
Orleans and the Chief of Engineers: Provided 
further, That the Chief of Engineers is au- 
thorized to expedite the utilization of the 
facilities hereinabove authorized by the em- 
ployment of temporary structures and avail- 
able materials, and within reasonable limits 
to vary, in his discretion, the above-prescribed 
dimensions wherever advisable: And 

further, That subject to the provisions of 
Public Law 197, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
there is authorized to be constructed one or 
more pipe lines, together with all necessary 
terminal facilities, for the transport of pe- 
troleum and its products, from the vicinity of 
Port St. Joe and other points on the Gulf 
coast of Florida to the St. Johns River, and 
a crude-oil pipe line from the Tinsley oil 
field in the vicinity of Yazoo, Miss., to 
Charleston, S. C., and/or Savannah, Ga. 

Sec, 2. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated the sum of $93,000,000 to carry 
out the provisions of this act. 

Approved, July 23, 1942. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, those 
in Congress who relied mainly upon the 
danger to water supply as an argument 
against the ship canal did not even men- 
tion that as an objection in the recent 
debates on the floor or at the hearings 
before either the House or Senate com- 
mittees. That issue was considered en- 
tirely eliminated by the provisions of the 
bill just passed. 

The amounts authorized by the bill 
and the four projects for which the total 
appropriation of $93,000,000 is to be spent 
are as follows: 

First. High-level lock barge canal 12 
feet deep, 125 feet wide, from the St. 
Johns River to the Gulf-of Mexico; esti- 
mated cost, $44,000,000. Includes cost of 
overhead highway bridges. 

Second. Enlargement of Gulf Intra- 
coastal Canal to a depth of 12 feet and a 
width of 125 feet from Apalachee Bay— 
Carabelle—to the Mexican border; esti- 
mated cost, $26,000,000. 

Third. Pipe line from Port St. Joe or 
Carabelle to Jacksonville and one or 
more pipe lines from the Gulf coast to 
the St. Johns River, together with all 
necessary terminal facilities; estimated 
cost $10,000,000. Estimated cost of the 
Pipe line from Carabelle to Jacksonville 
is $3,500,000, leaving $6,500,000 for addi- 
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tional short pipe lines from the Gulf to 
the St. Johns River. 

Fourth. Pipe line from Yazoo, Miss., to 
Charleston or Savannah; estimated cost, 
$13,000,000. 

A brief statement of the reasons why 
route 13-B was selected, and as to its 
practical use in aid of our war efforts, is 
contained in a letter written June 15, 
1942, by General Reybold, Chief of Army 
Engineers, to Chairman MANSFIELD of the 
House Rivers and Harbors Committee, 
as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
Washington, June 15, 1942. 
Hon. JOSEPH J. MANSFIELD, 
Chairman, Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear JopcE MANsPIELD: Reference is made 
to your letter of June 11, 1942, stating that 
H. R. 6999 will be taken up in the House for 
consideration on June 17 and that in con- 
nection therewith information is desired 
pertaining to certain engineering features 
and costs of a barge canal across northern 
Plorida and as to its effect on the fresh-water 
supply of that State. You also request a 
statement as to whether the proposed Intra- 
coastal Waterway channel connecting such a 
barge canal with the existing eastern termi- 
nus of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway might 
be eliminated. 

The Board of eers for Rivers and Har- 
bors, in connection with its studies of a wa- 
terway across northern Florida, finds that 
the most feasible method of providing for the 
accommodation of barge traffic between the 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts would be by means 
of a lock canal. Such a canal with depth of 
12 feet and width of 150 feet along route 
13-B, which follows the St. Johns River to 
Palatka, thence the valley of the Oklawaha 
River, across the divide, and the valley of the 
Withlacoochee River to the Gulf, is estimated 
to cost $44,000,000. 

A lock canal for barge traffic following 
route 13-B would in no way affect the ground 
water supply in the area. By providing 
three locks on the east slope and two on the 
west slope with total lifts of 55 feet, the 
water surface of the summit pool could be 
maintained between elevations 42 and 55, 
which is the range through which the water 
table in the adjacent area has fluctuated in 
the past. A barge canal of such design with 
necessary lockage water supplied from the 
combined natural discharge of the Oklawaha 
River and Silver Springs Run would result 
in no damage to lands as the ground water 
conditions along the route of the waterway 
would be unchanged. 

With reference to the use by Intracoastal 
Waterway traffic of the open Guif between 
the eastern terminus of the present Intra- 
coastal Waterway in the vicinity of Apalachee 
Bay and the Gulf terminus of the above- 
mentioned barge canal, it may be stated that 
coastwise traffic now follows this route and 
that while some danger is connected there- 
with, I am informed that there is very lit- 
tle time lost in navigating this portion of 
the Gulf. Accordingly, it would be possible 
to eliminate that section of the Intracoastal 
Waterway from the improvements proposed in 
H. R. 6999 and still move very large quan- 
titles of commerce by barge from terminals 
along the Gulf coast to the eastern seaboard 
with the completion of the other improve- 
ments proposed in the bill. 

Since time has not permitted me to ascer- 
tain whether the information presented in 
this letter is in accord with the program of 


„the President, such information should be 
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considered as factual and involving no com- 
mitment as to that program. 
Very truly yours, 
E. REYBOLD. 


Major General, 
Chief of Engineers. 


PIPE LINES NECESSARY 


It has been indicated by officials that 
at least two or three pipe lines should 
immediately be constructed across the 
peninsular portion of the State from the 
Gulf to the St. Johns River, and several 
routes have been investigated by engi- 
neers, including the route from Port 
Inglis, near the mouth of the Withla- 
coochee, direct to the St. Johns River; 
and another from Tampa to Sanford, 
where the St. Johns is from 10 to 12 feet 
deep, on to Jacksonville, and as the in- 
land waterway from Jacksonville on to 
New Jersey carries 12 feet, the larger 
class of tank barges could be accommo- 
dated. 

The evidence before both the House 
and Senate committees shows that pipe 
lines are considered more or less a tempo- 
rary medium for conveying petroleum, as 
they require many booster stations and 
heating along the route, but they can be 
built for use faster than any other con- 
veyor, which is very essential at this 
time. We should have both methods, and 
as soon as possible. 

In order to satisfy anyone who might 
raise the question of the effect of the 
authorized barge-canal on underground 
water supply, I addressed an inquiry to 
Dr. W. C. Mendenhall, Director of the 
Geological Survey, Department of the In- 
terior, and his reply on that point of my 
inquiry is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 
Washington, July 7, 1942, 
Hon. CHARLES O. ANDREWS, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear SENATOR ANDREWS: In further reply 
to your letter of June 23, in which you re- 
quest my opinion as to whether the construc- 
tion of locks in the high-level lock barge 
canal from the St. Johns River across Florida 
to the Gulf of Mexico as provided for in H. R. 
6999 of the second session, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, would eliminate any danger of the 
canal affecting the water supply in any part 
of Florida. 

I understand that the route is 13-B, the 
same as that selected for the proposed ship 
canal and that the sites for the locks for the 
barge canal are approximately the same as 
those considered for a ship canal. The sum- 
mit level will be maintained approximately 
at the same level as the water table, about 
40 to 50 feet above sea level, and will fluctu- 
ate with the natural fluctuations of the water 
table. Water from Oklawaha River will be 
pumped into the high-level section of the 
canal at a rate sufficient to supply water for 
all lockage requirements for the canal and 
any leakage around the locks. Under these 
conditions it is expected that any effect that 
the canal may have on the water table will be 
negligible. The ground-water level in a local 
area east of Dunnellon would be lowered 
slightly because it is somewhat higher than 
the ground-water level elsewhere along the 
summit section of the canal. East of the 
summit section of the canal where the water 
in the Ocala limestone is under artesian 
pressure and will rise above the ground sur- 
face in wells, I understand the barge canal 
will not be excavated deep enough to release 


any of the artesian water. 
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In the event the water table or the artesian 
pressure is not appreciably lowered, there ap- 
pears to be no danger of salt-water contami- 
nation of the fresh water excepting at the 
locks at the west end where salt water may 
be raised through the locks from that part of 
the canal which is approximately at sea level. 

On the whole it does not appear to me that 
the construction of the proposed lock canal 
will have any significant effect on the Florida 
ground waters. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. C. MENDENHALL, 
Director. 


Testifying before the Senate committee 
on June 30, 1942, General Reybold, in de- 
scribing the type of canal recommended 
by him from the St. Johns- River to the 
Gulf of Mexico, said: 


The proposed barge canal as described in 
item (2) would provide a waterway between 
the Gulf coast and the Atlantic seaboard. I 
am of the opinion that the canal should have 
a depth of 12 feet, minimum width of 150 
feet, and should be of the lock type. The 
canal would receive its water supply for lock- 
ages from Oklawaha Rivyer and Silver Springs 
Run. The locks are to be designed so that 
the water surface in this section can be main- 
tained between elevations 42 and 55, which is 
the range through which the water table in 
the adjacent area has fluctuated in the past. 
By maintaining the summit pool at the nat- 
ural ground-water level at all times, the 
ground-water level in the area will in no way 
be affected by the canal (p. 52). 


Of course, if the ground-water level 
cannot be affected in the canal-zone area, 
it could not be affected in other areas 
farther away. 

When a sea-level ship canal was being 
considered 4 or 5 years ago, the rail- 
road interests and some of the people 
in the lower central and southern sec- 
tions of the peninsula argued that the 
construction of such a canal would be in- 
jurious to the agricultural and plant life, 
as it would have a serious effect on the 
underground fresh-water supply of the 
lower part of the State. To settle that 
objection exhaustive hearings were had, 
and a board of five specialists and engi- 
neers was appointed by the Chief of Army 
Engineers to make a complete survey and 
report. 


I now read from page 14, Report No. 
509, Seventy-sixth Congress: 


Among these were Mr. Sidney Page, former- 
ly Chief of the Division of Geology of the 
United States Geological Survey, and Mr. 
Malcolm Pirnie, water-resources expert for 
numerous municipalities of central and 
southern Florida, both of whom, it was 
shown, had conducted an intensive study of 
this question extending over more than. 3 
years. These witnesses presented convincing 
evidence of facts which preclude the possibil- 
ity of any damage whatever to either the 
water resources or the agriculture of any part 
of the State of Florida resulting from the 
construction of the canal at sea level. Mr. 
Page has stated: 

“There is nothing mysterious about the 
ground water of Florida and nothing mysteri- 
ous as to what will happen when a sea-level 
canal is constructed. —~ 

“The long-continued and excellent work of 
the United States Geological Survey, coupled 
with the intensive work and special investi- 
gation of the Army engineers, has made pos- 
sible the delineation on the map of the extent 
and nature of the underground reservoir. 

“There has been much loose talk of damage 
t ground-water levels, 

“A committee of able men from the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture have held that the find- 
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ings of the revisory board are sound; that 
vegetation is not related to the water table, 
except in swamp areas, which, if drained, 
will greatly improve agricultural conditions. 

“We know that the canal cannot be salt 
water. 

“It is a striking fact that an immense area 
of Florida on the surface is exceedingly wet 
* + * surplus water exists in immense 
quantities—water which does not enter the 
underground reservoir because the land is 
saturated to capacity. 

“The terrain along the canal is given over 
to forests and scrub oak, with a few farms. 

“We think the water table will be affected 
from practically nothing at a distance 10 to 
15 miles from the canal to the canal, where 
it will fall to sea level. * * * as a matter 
of fact, it will not affect the vegetation im- 
mediately adjacent the canal. 

“Miami, Tampa, or Palm Beach, or any of 
those cities, will be no more affected than 
digging a foundation in New York would 
affect the water supply of Washington, D. C.” 

There was also considered the report of 
the Special Board of Geologists and Army 
Engineers (S. Doc. No. 147) appointed to 
study this question. Among the conclusions 
of this Board are the following: 

“The canal cut, insofar as its effects on the 
water reservoir are concerned, will be but a 
‘nick’ in the western coast line of the 
peninsula. 

“The Ocala limestone will not be cut be- 
yond the vicinity of Silver Springs. The 
artesian reservoir will not be cut anywhere. 

“The pursuit of agriculture and the growth 
of vegetation, even in the area contiguous to 
the right-of-way where the ground water 
teble will be lowered by the canal cut, will 
not be affected.” 

There was also considered the report of 
the revisory board of Army engineers (H. Doc. 
194), which concludes that: 

“Material collateral damages to agriculture, 
forestry, and water supply will not result 
from its construction.” 

There was also considered the report of 
the special committee of experts from the 
Department of Agriculture, appointed to 
study this question, the conclusions of which 
are substantially in accord with those of the 
revisory board. 

There was also considered the views of the 
Director of the United States Geological Sur- 
vey, Dr. W. C. Mendenhall, who has stated: 

“I have not heard * * * anybody who 
is a student of ground-water conditions in 
Florida express an opinion that southern 
Florida, Miami, or Tampa, would be affected 
in the slightest by the cutting of the canal. 
I certainly do not believe it, and no member 
of the staff believes it. 

“You will not get a desert in Florida, be- 
cause you have too much rainfall. All of 
the surface vegetation, of course. is supported 
by the surface rainfall of 50 or 60 inches.” 

The Chief of Engineers, the Director of the 
United States Geological Survey, the repre- 
sentatives of the Department of Agriculture, 
and all other departmental representatives 
are in entire agreement that there is no pos- 
sibility that the construction of the canal at 
sea level will affect in any way the agriculture 
or plant life of any portion of the State of 
Florida. 


No one could seriously maintain that 
the type of canal now authorized could 
be harmful, if the sea-level type could 
not be. 

For 100 years pressure has been ex- 
erted, and not always by residents of 
Florida, to construct a canal across the 
shortest feasible and practicable route 
from the St. Johns River to the Gulf. 
The route has been surveyed by Army 
engineers many times. The first act 
authorizing the survey was passed by 
Congress in 1825. Since then, 17 differ- 
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ent routes have been under consideration. 
Under President Coolidge an authoriza- 
tion was given in 1927 for a complete 
survey. In 1930 or 1931, during Presi- 
dent Hoover’s administration, an appro- 
priation of $500,000 was made for the 
purpose of making surveys across Flor- 
ida, and to determine the best location 
for a canal connecting the upper Gulf 
with the Atlantic, and as to whether it 
should be a barge, sea-level, or lock canal. 

In 1935, following the survey author- 
ized by President Hoover, President 
Roosevelt requested the State of Florida 
to furnish a right-of-way at least 1 mile 
wide across the State from the Gulf to 
the St. Johns and Atlantic coast. Up to 
that time the Federal Government did 
not assume the right to construct a canal 
across the State requiring a mile-wide 
zone, which might have involved many 
condemnation proceedings, and perhaps 


-would have been resisted by some of the 


property owners. The B-13 route passes 
through or near some of the most valu- 
able property sites in Florida and among 
others, several beautiful and historic es- 
tates along 20 miles of the majestic St, 
Johns River, including the world famous 
Silver Springs and Rainbow Springs, 
which are among the largest springs in 
the world. It is also near the Withla- 
coochee power dam near the Gulf. 

In 1935 the legislature authorized the 
counties through which the proposed 
route B-13 would pass to call a bond elec- 
tion, and later they voted a bond issue of 
$2,500,000, by approximately 90 percent 
of the yotes cast. Immediately following, 
much of the 90 square miles of land in 
the mile-wide zone was purchased with 
the proceeds of the bonds, and deeded to 
the Federal Government. This obliga- 
tion upon the counties through which 
the zone passes still. exists, and they 
are now in the position in which the 
National and State Governments have 
Placed them. It seems, therefore, that 
there is a moral obligation on the part of 
the Federal Government which should 
also receive consideration, as the self- 
imposed bond tax was evidently under- 
taken in good faith to aid the Govern- 
ment at its own request. . . 

The canal would be built principally 
in the river beds of the Withlacoochee, 
the Oklawaha, and the St. Johns Rivers, 
with about 38 miles to be dug across the 
“saddle” of the State. In 1935 and 1936 
the Army engineers, under the able di- 
rection of General Somervell, using relief 
labor, removed 13,000,000 cubic yards of 
earth at a cost of $5,400,000, which would 
form part of the barge canal now au- 
thorized. In other words, nearly 15 per- 
cent of the original yardage required for 
a lock canal has already been removed. 
General Reybold, Chief of Engineers, ad- 
vised that according to the plans now 
contemplated for this type it would re- 
quire excavating about 80,000,000 cubic 
yards of dirt and muck, which is about 
one-tenth the amount that would have 
been required for the ship canal 33 feet 
deep, originally contemplated. The pre- 
vious removal of the 13,000,000 cubic 
yards would be of no future service to 
the Government unless the barge canal 
is constructed. 

Seven counties are obligated to the ex- 
tent of $2,500,000 in bonds, and the Fed- 
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eral Government has already spent $5,- 
400,000 in paid-for excavation, making a 
total of $7,800,000 which the contem- 
plated barge canal has cost the people 
of Florida and the United States up to 
the time of the enactment of the present 
law. 

No objection was raised in the com- 
mittee hearings on the ground that the 
canal would cost too much. Such ob- 
jections came mostly from south Florida. 
- We have appropriated several billion 
dollars for lend-lease assistance, which is 
being sent all over the world, most of 
which will never be returned or repaid. 
The amount, $44,000,000, authorized for 
dredging the cross-Siate barge canal to 
connect our Gulf and Atlantic inland 
waterways is a mere pittance in com- 
parison. It is about one-half the cost 
of one modern battleship, which sooner 
or later will become obsolete, while the 
barge canal will remain to aid this and 
future wars and peacetime commerce. 


DELAY RESPONSIBLE FOR LOSSES 


In 1939 a bill providing for the con- 
struction of either a sea-level or a lock 
barge canal was before the Congress and 
was voted down in the Senate by a small 
margin, At that time I argued that we 
could not know what would happen in the 
near future, but that war clouds were 
gathering in Europe, and that if Germany 
and Italy succeeded in overrunning the 
smaller countries of Europe, we would 
face the danger of an invasion of the 
Western Hemisphere; that in the event 
of such a war, submarines of our enemies 
would endanger the transportation of 
raw materials from South and Central 
America, as well as from the Mississippi 
Valley. which furnishes nearly 90 percent 
of the oil, surfur, and gas necessary 
to conduct the mechanized warfare we 
would be compelled to prosecute and face. 

The indications were then that Ger- 
many, Italy, and Japan, our prospective 
enemies, had three or four times the 
number of submarines the United States 
had in service. Under the Monroe Doc- 
trine, we would have to aid and defend 
any of the Latin-American republics if 
attacked, and the attacks from European 
enemies would undoubtedly take place in 
the Caribbean, the Florida Straits, and 
perhaps in the Gulf of Mexico. 

Some opponents of the canal in the 
Senate and the House at that time looked 
upon the probability of war on our coast 
as ridiculous. The question may be 
asked, What has come to pass? There 
have already been sunk off our shores on 
the Atlantic coast, the Caribbean, and in 
the Gulf of Mexico by enemy submarines 
several hundred merchant ships and 
tankers. Many were undertaking to 
make the trip around the southern point 
of Florida to the Atlantic coast with car- 
goes of gas, oil, sulfur, cotton, and other 
essential war materials. 

It is estimated that at least 300 seamen 
have gone down to watery graves off our 
southeast and Gulf coasts who evidently 
would not have died if the canal had been 
constructed as provided in the former bill 
of 1939. Scores of distressing letters 
have reached my office from mothers, 
fathers, and wives who have lost their 
loved ones on those vessels, men who 
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-other materials could be supplied to the 


were trying to transport cargoes which 
were important in our effort to win the 
war. Each of those ships was con- 
structed of very important strategic ma- 
terial, now hopelessly lost. The cause of 
these deaths cannot be laid on the door- 
steps of those Members who voted for the 
bill. 

Mr. President, while I was in Florida 
last February, nine bodies of sailors, 
burned and boiled in oil, were brought to 
shore at Fort Pierce. Those who have 
found various and spurious reasons to 
oppose the construction of the canal 
should have given more thought to the 
value of human life. 

The barge canal should be completed 
at the earliest possible time. It is well 
to state here that a bill is now pending 
in the House carrying plans to deepen 
and improve for navigation purposes the 
entire inland waterway from Jacksonville 
to Key West, as well as from Stuart, on 
the east coast, to Fort Myers, on the Gulf 
coast, and as far north as Tarpon 
Springs. I heartily favor these impor- 
tant improvements. 


CONNECTING LINK 


Already there have been constructed at 
great Government expense a thousand 
miles of Gulf barge canals from Corpus 
Christi, Tex., to Carrabelle, Fla., which 
would connect directly with the cross- 
State barge canal at the mouth of the 
Withlacoochee River, thence to the St. 
Johns River, where it is 10 to 12 feet deep, 
connecting with a waterway of the same 
depth all the way to New Jersey, over 
1,000 miles. 

The question arises, Should the whole 
inland waterway project of over 2,000 
miles be further delayed on account of 
the relatively short cut of a few miles 
between the Gulf and the St. Johns, or 
because it might take 2 or even 3 years, 
or because of strategic material? 

Everyone agrees that gas and oil con- 
stitute the lifeblood not only of our total 
war effort but likewise the lifeblood of 
our domestic and economic safety, There 
is nothing that can take their place, as 
all our war machines are built and 
equipped for the use of fuel oil and gas. 
The lack of transportation facilities has 
already thrown out of gear our domestic 
transportation and our industrial plants 
in all the States bordering the Atlantic 
Ocean. 

Mr. President, every possible solution 
of the situation has been debated for the 
last 6 months, and at the present time 
there is a daily shortage of oil in rationed 
States of over 500,000 barrels. Ninety 
percent of the million and a half barrels 
daily required in the Eastern States was 
formerly transported from the oil fields 
of Texas and Louisiana via tanker around 
through the Florida Straits, practically 
all of which has now ceased by reason 
of submarines. There must be found some 
safe way to transport the petroleum, sul- 
fur, and other war material, and the only 
feasible way, in addition to that supplied 
by the railroads, already loaded to limits 
and doing a most magnificent job, is by 
means of pipe lines and inland water- 
ways. If the proposed canal authorized 
by the recently enacted bill were com- 
pleted today, all necessary petroleum and 
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eastern seaboard within a few days. 
Barges and tugboats now idle can be 
found in sufficient number, kind, and 
quality to do the work. 

WOULD CONSTRUCTION TAKE TOO LONG? 


Mr. President, one of the main argu- 
ments advanced by opponents in the dis- 
cussions in committee and on the floor of 
the Senate against the authorization bill 
was that the project could not be com- 
pleted in time to help win this war. 

In the first place, the canal would have 
already been completed if the bill de- 
feated in 1939 had been passed by the 
Seventy-sixth Congress. It authorized a 
lock-barge canal or a sea-level canal, and 
left the type of construction within the 
discretion of the Chief of Engineers. It 
is true that General Reybold testified be- 
fore the committee that it would take 
3 years or perhaps longer to complete 
the barge canal. He also said in that 
calculation his estimate provided for only 
three crews using draglines on dry soil 
and dredges in the river beds. The con- 
tention of the proponents of the bill was 
that they could use a score or more crews 
if necessary. There could not be any pri- 
orities so important as the expeditious 
transportation of petroleum, sulfur, 
and cotton from the Gulf coast and Mis- 
sissippi Valley to the war machine fac- 
tories and maritime consumers in the 
eastern seaboard States. 

Other competent engineers estimated 
that the barge canal could be completed 
within 15 or 20 months. The Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Connatiy] stated that 
it could possibly be completed in one- 
third the time estimated. He based his 
opinion upon the fact that contracts for 
the construction of the naval air sta- 
tion and base at Corpus Christi provided 
for its completion within 3 years and 
that, as a matter of fact, it was finished 
in practically 1 year. A similar situa- 
tion also obtains as to the Southeastern 
Naval Air Base at Jacksonville, Fla., 
which was completed 12 months in ad- 
vance of the limit originally set by the 
engineers, 

Mr. Roy Miller, the executive vice 
president of the Gulf Intracoastal Canal 
Association, testified, at pages 179 and 
ves of the Senate committee hearings, as 

ollows: 


Is there any member of this committee,, 
is there any thoughtful American citizen to- 
day, who would hazard a guess as to the 
length of this war? 

So far as the 3 years’ time is concerned, 
you can get all kinds of testimony on the 
other side of the question. The head of a 
dredging organization representing all of the 
dredging companies of America made this 
statement in my presence the other day, that 
if given the materials and the equipment 
they could dig the canal across Florida in 
10 months. 

No one can tell me that if this Florida 
barge canal is found to be necessary it can- 
not be constructed in record-breaking time, 


Yes; the barge canal can perhaps be 
completed even within 1 year if the 
President gives the order for full speed 
ahead and removes just a few priorities. 

The record of the debate in the Senate 
shows that the Bureau of the Budget, 
which directly represents the President, 
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stated that no critical materials or stra- 
tegic materials will be diverted from the 
war effort in the construction of the lock 
barge canal and pipe lines. The bill was 
amended on the floor of the Senate to 
meet the objections of the Director of 
the Budget, as evidenced in a letter to 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bamey], chairman of the Commerce 
Committee, which was placed in the 
RECORD. 
ECONOMIC TRANSPORTATION 


Mr, President, there must be annually 


transported from the sulfur beds of 
Texas and Louisiana at least 2,000,000 
tons of sulfur, as it constitutes an essen- 
tial ingredient in making steel for tanks, 
ships, planes, and guns, and for other 
war purposes. Sulfur, cotton, and grain 
for food cannot be pumped through oil 
pipe lines, and there are scores of other 
important bulky raw materials which 
must be conveyed to the eastern sea- 
board if possible. The transportation 
charge to Atlantic Coast States on sulfur 
and petroleum now being paid by the 
Government by tank cars is about $7 a 
ton more than when carried by oil tank- 
ers around the Florida peninsula. Nearly 
all of these commodities could go in pro- 
tected barges if the barge canal were now 
ready. Since gas has been rationed it 
has been costing 242 to 5 cents more per 
gallon in Florida and some of the other 
rationed States, due mainly to increase in 
railroad freight over barge or tanker 
rates. Florida borders on the Gulf and 
near the great oil fields and should never 
have been included among the rationed 
States. 

Experts testifying before the Senate 
Commerce Committee on this measure 
gave the relative cost of transporting oil 
from the Southwest to consuming cen- 
ters of the East and Northeast, based on 
per ton-mile, as follows: 


Mills per 

ton-mile 
EC fps | See DRS E TR a ne gs 9 CS 8 
Cost by pipe line-...................... 3 
Cost by shallow-draft barge_.....-...... 2% 
Ccst by deep-draft tankers.........-... 1% 


(The above estimates made by General 
Reybold, Chief of Engineers, on Saturday, 
April 18, 1942.) 


DURATION OF WAR 


During the last few days we have re- 
ceived reports of the sinking of from two 
to five Allied and American vessels each 
day. The war situation in the Far East, 
in Europe, and in Africa indicates now, 
more than any time since Dunkerque, 
that this world-wide war may last from 
3 to 5 years or longer. 

It is essential that we should leave 
nothing for granted in this great struggle 
to preserve our liberties. For example, 
Congress has. just authorized the con- 
struction, at a cost of billions of dollars, 
of an unlimited number of plane carriers 
about the size of ordinary battleships, 
and experts advise that it will be from 18 
to 20 months before the first one author- 
ized can be completed, and that it will be 
1946 before very many can be finished. 
If the canal can be constructed within 
a few months, it will thereafter be an in- 
surance policy against future losses such 
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as we have had to endure for not having 
started construction of the canal in 1937 
or 1939. Failure to do so has cost us 
billions of dollars in the loss of ships, 
cargoes, and strategic materials, not to 
mention the precious lives of hundreds 
of our men who were destroyed in our 
own American waters by the torpedo 
boats of our enemies. 
MOST IMPORTANT PRIORITIES 


Mr, President, the planes, the tanks, 
and the ships operating on and off the 
east coast will be of little or no service 
without oil. No plane, tank, or Navy 
vessel is of any use without oil. It is 
therefore just as essential to build the 
canal and pipe-line facilities for trans- 
porting oil and gas as it is to build car- 
riers, planes, and tanks. Indeed, if we 
must have priorities we must make oil 
A-1, as it is the first essential for oper- 
ating our war machinery which we have 
already constructed, rather than run the 
risk of the situation facing us for lack 
of essential transportation. 

It has been intimated that General 
Reybold, Chief of Engineers, is not in 
favor of the barge canal as authorized 
by this measure. 

On page 21 of the House hearings be- 
fore Judge MANSFIELD, it is recorded that 
General Reybold was asked the direct 
question whether both the pipe line and 
the finishing of the barge canal should 
be now authorized. The record shows 
the following at page 21: 

Mr. RANKIN. General Reybold, the neces- 
sity for this transportation across Florida 
has been greatly increased on account of 
the submarine menace on the Atlantic, the 
Gulf, and the Caribbean, has it not? 

General REYBOLD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. And it makes it almost im- 
perative that we get some kind of transporta- 
tion across Florida for this oil and gasoline, 
does it not? 

General REYBOLD. For petroleum products, 
That is all that pipe line will do, naturally. 
There are other commodities moving north 
and south that would probably demand the 
connecting waterway. 

Mr. RANKIN, You recommend both the pipe 
line and the canal? 

General REYBOLD. Yes, sir. 
should be authorized. 

STATE REVENUE LOSSES 


Mr. President, the immediate construc- 
tion of the intracoastal barge canal will 
help to remedy the tremendous loss in 
tax revenues that is being suffered by the 
States and counties in the rationed areas. 

I have before me a letter which I re- 
ceived on July 9 from Hon. Henry W. 
Grady, Jr., grandson of the late great 
statesman of Atlanta, Ga., by the same 
name, who, it will be recalled, did more to 
heal the sectional wounds caused by the 
Civil War than any man living or dead. 
Mr. Grady shows in tabulated form the 
depleted tax income of the three rationed 
States of Georgia, Florida, and North 
Carolina, as compared to the three non- 
rationed States of Alabama, Arkansas, 
and Mississippi. I ask that the letter and 
comparative table be printed in the REC- 
ORD as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the letter 
and table were ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


I think both 
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THE ROBINSON-HUMPHREY CO., 
Atlanta, Ga., July 9, 1942. 
Hon. CHARLES O. ANDREWS, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR ANDREWS: I recently wrote 
Gov. Spessard L, Holland at Tallahassee, send- 
ing him a copy of the enclosed letter which I 
sent on July 3 to Senators WALTER F. GEORGE 
and RICHARD B. RUSSELL. You will, of course. 
see in my letters to Senators Greorce and 
Russet, that I was attempting to show the 
heavy penalty under the present gasoline 
rationing set-up that the rationed States are 
bearing compared to those which are not 
rationed. Governor Holland has suggested 
that I write you, enclosing copy of these 
letters and the recent figures which I have 
received from the respective State officials. 

I feel sure that not only from the stand- 
point of the State of Florida but also from 
the standpoint of the country as a whole that 
you are anxious to see this matter equalized. 

With best regards, 

Very truly yours, 
Henry W. Grapy, Jr., 
Vice President. 


Tue ROBINSON-HUMPHREY Co., 
Atlanta, Ga., July 3, 1942, 
Hon. WALTER F. GEORGE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR GEORGE; In our business we 
watch the State gasoline-tax collections very 
closely, as it has a direct bearing on the 
credit of the various States, and more par- 
ticularly the security and prices of their high- 
way bonds. Since we deal in bonds of the 
Southeastern States, we are particularly in- 
terested in these gasoline-tax situations. 

I have read with much interest and appre- 
ciation of your fight to get all States rationed 
on the same basis. I have just received fig- 
ures from six of the nine Southeastern States 
which show the tremendous difference ra- 
tioning has already made, and it seems evi- 


. dent that it will make more difference in 


succeeding mouths. 


I am enclosing herewith figures for three 
rationed States (Georgia, Florida, and North 
Carolina) compared with figures for three un- 
rationed States (Alabama, Mississippi, and 
Arkansas). These figures are for actual sales 
of gas made in May 1942 and collected in 
June compared with the similar period in 
1941. The three rationed States showed a loss 
in revenue of $1,673,605, which was equal to 
22.61 percent, while the unrationed States 
showed a loss of $174,044, or only 4.38 per- 
cent. This seems a disprcportionate loss for 
the rationed States to have to take. 

I do not believe there is any individual or 
municipality but what would be glad to 
make this or almost any other sacrifice, if 
it is needed in the war effort. If it is neces- 
sary, it is no sacrifice but a privilege to do 
our part. In any event, I believe the public 
anc various State governments would want 
to share equally in such effort. You, of 
course, realize this, and my only purpose in 
presuming to write ycu was to set the avtual 
figures before you to show the very large 
variation that is now occurring under the 
present set-up. 

Since dictating this letter, I have just re- 
ceived from the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Atlanta their monthly review, which has 
further interesting figures on gasoline-tax 
collections. The figures in this review are 
only for actual sales made in April, as repre- 
sented by gasoline-tax collections in May 
1942. I think the Federal Reserve figures 
emphasize the uniform rate of gas-tax re- 
ceipts up to the time of the rationing and 
th2 very heavy penalty on the rationed States 
since restrictions began on May 15. 
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If you would be interested, I would be glad 
to give you the other three Southeastern 
States (Louisiana, South Carolina, and Ten- 
nessee) as I receive them from the respective 
State officials. 

With best regards, 

Very truly yours, 
Henry W. Grapy, Jr. 
Vice President. 


Gas taz collections 
3 RATIONED STATES 


3 UNRATIONED STATES 


Alabama.......|$1, 509, 595 [$1,689,845 | $80,250 | 5.04 
Arkansas__....| 1, 011, 125 | 1,079, 981 68,356 | 6,37 
Mississippi....| 1,270,024 | 1, 204, 24,938 | 1.92 

Total... 3,790, 74 | 3,864,788 | 174,044 | 4.38 


These figures have been received from official sources 
but we do not guarantee their accuracy. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, at 
this point I desire to read a telegram 
dated Tampa, Fla., July 13, from Gordon 
Duke, secretary of the Florida Petroleum 
Marketers Association, as follows: 

Tampa, FLA., July 13, 1942. 
Hon. CHARLES O. ANDREWS, 
Senate Office Building: 

Concerning the gecesi PoI Tor picio y 
improvements and pipe lines g up for 
Senat» vote Wednesday wish to advise that 
Florida Petroleum Marketers Association 
representing owners of about 300 stations in 
all sections of Florida favor passage whole 
bill including the crude pipe line from Tins- 
ley Field to Savannah and/or Charleston. 


Gorpon DUKE, 
Secretary, Florida Petroleum Marketers 
Association. 


I also wish to read a letter which I re- 
ceived from H. P. Nichols, executive vice 
president of the East Texas Oil Associa- 
tion, of Tyler, Tex., as follows: 


East Texas OIL ASSOCIATION, INC. 
TYLER, TEX., June 26, 1942. 
Hon. CHARLES O. ANDREWS, 
United States Senate, 
Washi ps Ds OG, 

My Dear Senator: Gasoline is being ra- 
tioned in the area contiguous to the At- 
lantic seaboard; the 26,000 wells in the East 
‘Texas oil field were allowed to operate but 
12 days in April 1942, and according to the 
Texas Commission’s order just published, 
these wells will be permitted to flow only 
17 days in July. Shortage of petroleum 
products in one area, and wells shut down 
in another area easily creates a paradox 
which the average eastern consumer falls to 
understand; he does not know that hereto- 
fore his supply has moved from the Gulf area 
in tank ships, that many of these tankers 
have been sunk by submarines and others 
transferred to the Pacific for use of our 
armed forces. 

A bill known as H. R. 6999 passed the 
House recently; it provides for the con- 
struction of a barge canal and pipe lines 
across Florida, and if this bill can be quickly 
passed by the Senate it will relieve any 
necessity of rationing of all petroleum prod- 
ucts. A canal and pipe lines across Florida 
and the use of inland waterways will elim- 
inate the submarine menace, 
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I would direct your attention to the fact 
that many homes, office b and fac- 
tories along the Atlantic seaboard and else- 
where use furnace oil for heating and gen- 
erating power—much of this equipment was 
designed to use oil and cannot easily nor 
economically be changed to burn coal; too, 
it is possible an adequate supply of coal may 
not be available for use this winter. Pipe 
lines across Florida can be easily constructed 
in 45 to 60 days after material is on the 
ground. 

Your support and efforts in expediting the 
passage of H. R. 6999 through the Senate 
will be of vast service in the prosecution of 
the war, and of great assistance to a large 
number of the citizenry of this country. 

you in advance for your con- 
sideration of this matter, I am, 
Yours truly, 
East Texas OIL ASSOCIATION, 
H. P. Nicnots, 
Executive Vice President. 


At this point I desire to read as a part 
of my remarks pages 3 and 4 of a state- 
ment regarding the oil and gasoline 
shortage placed in the record of the 

by Chairman MANSFIELD: 
THE OIL AND GASOLINE SHORTAGE 

Normal consumption of petroleum and its 
products in Atlantic seaboard territory (now 
rationed), 1,600,000 barrels per day. Mini- 
mum need, 1,400,000 barrels. Prior to war 
and discontinuance of tanker service, 1,400,- 
000 barrels moved from Texas to Atlantic 
seaboard by tank sbip. Present movement 
(statement Maj. J. R. Parten, Director of 
Transportation in the Office of Petroleum 
Coordinator, page 217 of the House hearings), 
for week ending May 9, as follows: 

Barrels per day: 
By tank car_................._ 650,000 
Bie teh? Se eS 125, 000 
By inland barge............... 64,000 
n BE. s CEE SO, CID 

Proposed 24-inch pipe line from Texas to 
Salem, Il., is estimated to carry 300,000 
barrels daily. With this added facility, a 
total of approximately 1,200,000 barreis, the- 
oretically, will be delivered to rationed terri- 
tory; theoretically, because Salem, Ill., is 
several hundred miles west of territory where 
shortage exists. 

There is now a completed and usable 12- 
foot inland waterway from Jacksonville, Fia., 
to Trenton, N. J., a distance, 1,046 miles. If 
there was now a 12-foot inland waterway 
from the Mexican border to the west coast of 


. Florida (as provided in H. R. 6999), and a 


12-foot barge canal across Florida, with sufi- 
cient towboats and barges, all of the petro- 
leum needs of the Atlantic coast could be 
supplied. 

Pending construction of the barge canal 
across Florida, pipe lines (as provided in 
H. R. 6999 and which, according to expert 
testimony, can be constructed in not to ex- 
ceed 120 days) will be capable of supplying a 
large portion of the deficiency which will still 
exist after the 24-inch pipe line from Texas 
to Salem, Ill, is constructed. There are 
available in Texas, much unused pipe lines, 
8 to 10 inches in diameter. An 8-inch line 
can handle 35,000 barrels per day, a 10-inch 
line, 60,000 barrels per day. 

Pesding completion of the barge canal 
across Florida, these pipe lines can be serv- 
iced by barges operating on the Gulf Intra- 
coastal Waterway at terminals at Carrabelle 
or St. Joe, Fla., and barges operating in the 
Atlantic Intracoastal Canal from Jacksonville, 
Fla. With three pipe lines (8 or 10 inch) 
not less than 150,000 barrels a day can be 
supplied. Wooden barges which can be 
quickly constructed in practically unlimited 
quantities, are entirely satisfactory for the 
movement of all petroleum products with the 
exception of gasoline. To the extent that 
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pipe lines across Florida can handle crude 
and fuel oil, tank cars will be released to 
bandi- larger quantities of gasoline 

The otal capacity of oil refineries along the 
Atlantic coast is approximately 714,000 barrels 
per day. Crude oil must be supplied if these 
refineries are to continue to operate. 

CONCLUSION 

H. R. 6999 is not a full, or complete, answer 
to the oil and fuel shortage along the Atlantic 
coast, It will, however, make a definite and 
distinct contribution toward the solution of 
the problem, and when the barge canal across 
Florida is completed, means for through and 
cheap transportation will be provided for 
many other essential and vital raw materials 
produced in great abundance along the Gulf 
coast. 


The commerce now being handled on the 
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (as shown above), 
which is rapidly increasing day by day. re- 
quires the immediate enlargement of the 
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway. The project 
(described in H. R. 6999), in its entirety, is 
recommended by Maj. Gen. Eugene Reybold, 
Chief of Engineers (this in conformity with 
the customary procedure), in his statement 
appearing on page 16 of the House hearings. 
After reviewing the project in all of its de- 
tails, General Reybold says, “It is my opinion 
that such improvements [all features of the 
project] should be authorized by Congress 
now and that construction should be initi- 
ated at the earliest date on which work can 
be commenced without interfering with con- 
struction directly connected with the war 
effort.” 

AVAILABLE LABOR 

Mr. President, on the question of 
whether there would be sufficient labor 
available to construct the canal and pipe 
lines, I direct the Senate’s attention to 
the fact that, as a result of a recent act 
of Cungress, the employment of W. P. A. 
workers was cut by half on July 1. Em- 
ployment by W. P. A. in Florida dropped 
from about 19,000 to 8,000. There will, 
therefore, be several thousand persons 
idle in Florida unless they can find the 
kind of work they can do through some 
other source. Most of them are perma- 
nent residents with families and cannot 
move north to the great industrial States. 
The South, Florida in particular, has but 
few of the war industries and factories. 
Thousands of the younger mechanics and 
other laborers have migrated to northern 
States, such as New Jersey, Ohio, and 
Michigan, in any one of which States 
there are more war contracts, in terms of 
value, than in all five of the Southeastern 
States combined. There may be ample 
labor this winter in the Northeastern 
States where the people will be shivering 
with colds and perhaps influenza for lack 
of fuel. The fact is that the Southeast 
badiy needs winter employment, as there 
will be but few tourists as compared to the 
million or more who heretofore required 
the employment of thousands of extra 
employees during the winter season. 

Another serious matter confronting 
Fiorida is adequate transportation for its 
great citrus and vegetable crops to the 
other sections of the United States, and 
particularly to the great Army and Navy 
bases and camps throughout the United 
States. A great portion of these crops 
has been going by refrigerated ships to 
the northern markets at a rate which 
caused the railways to reduce their 
freight charges from about 80 to 55 
cents a crate for citrus fruit. Under the 
present outlook, few, if any, ships can be 
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used to transport citrus fruit and vege- 
tables to the northern markets, and rail- 
ways are already loaded to capacity 
and threatening to raise freight rates. 
Likewise, a large portion of the transpor- 
tation of fruit and vegetables to market 
has heretofore been carried on by means 
of autotrucks. By reason of the ration- 
ing of gas and tires, that medium of 
transportation may also be seriously im- 
paired for several years. 

Mr. President, the construction of the 
barge canal should commence at once, 
and it should be rushed to completion, 
There must be no further procrastina- 
tion or vacillation, lest the tragic words 
“too little and too late” rise up again to 
smite us. 


GASOLINE RATIONING ON THE EASTERN 
SEABOARD 


Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, on 
several previous occasions when oppor- 
tunity was afforded on the floor of the 
Senate, I have called attention to the 
desperate plight of the New England area, 
particularly among the 17 rationed States 
in district No. 1. While the most dra- 
matic impact of the rationing system is 
upon the individual who has insufficient 
gasoline for normal pleasure and other 
use of his automobile, by far the more 
serious of the impending dangers from 
the fuel-oil shortage derives from the 
very great need for bunker fuel oil for 
power in defense-plant operations and 
fuel oil for heating purposes. 

We are faced in New England this 
winter with a dire problem. 

I read from the Washington Post of 
this morning portions of an article by 
Ben W. Gilbert: 


NaTIon-WipE GAs RATIONING HELD NECES- 
SARY—WaAR PRODUCTION BOARD OFFICIALS Say 
Times Must BE SAVED FOR ESSENTIAL USES 

(By Ben W. Gilbert) 

Immediate rationing of gasoline on a Na- 
tion-wide scale is needed to make possible 
continued operation of the Nation’s cars for 
essential purposes for the duration of the 
war, in the opinion of informed officials of 
the War Production Board, Rubber Division, 
it was learned yesterday. 


Reading further: 


Meanwhile, Joel Dean, head of the gaso- 
line-rationing program of the Office of Price 
Administration, said that a recommendation 
for Nation-wide gasoline rationing endorsed 
by himself and Price Administrator Leon Hen- 
erson was before President Roosevelt. 

Dean, speaking before a delegation of two- 
score Virginia traveling salesmen who asked 
for increased allotments of gasoline, agreed 
that Nation-wide rationing would tend to 
relieve the present east coast shortage by 
making additional tank cars and trucks avail- 
able from unrationed areas. 


The common-sense and obvious logic 
of that statement are so appealing that 
a mere reading of it affords a complete 
test. 


Senator Harry F. Byrd (Democrat), of Vir- 
ginia, who also addressed the salesmen, de- 
clared that “every argument of fairness and 
common sense calls for immediate universal 
rationing of gasoline.” 

Nation-wide rationing has been stymied for 
7 months because it is political dynamite. 
Congressmen from States outside the ra- 
tioned eastern area, particularly those which 
produce oil, have thus far succeeded in block- 
ing it—presumably until after the November 
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elections. However, Rubber Division officials 
retain a faint hope that something will be 
done before November, possibly as a result 
of the direct intervention of the President 
into the situation. 


I cease reading at that point, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to observe that I have no knowl- 
edge whatever as to the allegation that 
Members of Congress from States outside 
the eastern rationed area have succeeded 
in blocking a Nation-wide rationing 
scheme. I do not make such a charge. 
I know nothing of such a charge. How- 
ever, I do know that personally I have 
conferred with Mr. Leon Henderson and 
other officials of the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration and have urged a Nation- 
wide rationing program. Such a pro- 
gram is an essential, in my humble opin- 
ion, if the East is to be freed this winter 
from the threat now facing it. 

The New England council has ap- 
Pointed a special commission on gasoline 
and fuel oil. Its representative, Mr. M. 
M. Beckes, has conducted a survey for 
many months to ascertain exactly what 
the facts are. He has worked not only 
through New England business and New 
England industry but with the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads, with indi- 
vidual railroads serving New England, 
and with operating and traffic managers 
of the distributors of petroleum products 
in New England. I am certain that a 
short summary from its recent report will 
prove of interest to Senators who may 
not have had an opportunity to learn of 
the survey: 


The latest estimates of New England’s ra- 
tioned requirements for gasoline and fuel 
oils indicate a year-round average need of 
about 1,250 tank cars per day to supplement 
barge receipts. The movement of tank cars 
will necessarily be slower during the winter. 
In fact it will be almost impossible to bring 
in certain products by rail during extreme 
weather. Therefore, it is ne to build 
up reserve stocks of fuel oils before severe 
weather sets in, 

Completed surveys show substantial storage 
capacity for all products in all parts of New 
England. These same surveys show that the 
required tank-car unloading facilities are 
available. The district No. 1 transportation 
committee (17 Atlantic seaboard States) and 
its subcommittees have pressed into service 
all possible tank cars, have reversed pipe 
lines and relaid other pipe lines. Every pos- 
sible effort has been made and is being made 
to increase the efficiency of tank cars by 
scheduling train loads and eliminating de- 
lays. Competent men in the industry and in 
our Government are devoting all of their 
time to the industry’s problems and every 
possible solution is being probed. The rail- 
roads are responding in a magnificent man- 
ner. 

The net result of all this effort to date 
has been to increase the movement of tank 
cars into New England to approximately 900 
cars per day. Although our average need is 
1,250 cars per day, we should be receiving a 
minimum of 1,500 cars now to build up re- 
serve stocks, The work being done will in- 
crease the volume of incoming shipments, 
but it will be difficult to jump from 900 to 
1,500 cars per day without many more tank 
cars. No doubt we will get more but not 
enough to permit unrestrained use of petro- 
leum products. 

Our stocks of all products are roughly 
44 percent below stocks of last year. We 
would have to increase shipments 65 percent 
to reach rationed requirements. We will be 
required to furnish war-production indus- 
tries 100 percent of their requirements, 
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Mr. President, in view of the serious 
shortage in delivery facilities, and in view 
of the fact that only 900 cars a day 
loaded with petroleum products are 
reaching an area which requires at least 
1,500 cars a day to meet reserve require- 
ments, much less average normal daily 
needs, it becomes perfectly apparent 
that unless this national problem can be 
faced in a national way war industries 
are bound to suffer. Workers who de- 
pend upon the war industries and upon 
petroleum products to heat and light 
their homes are bound to suffer. Surely, 
Mr. President, we are reaching the point 
where a fair, reasonable, and all-over 
approach to this problem makes it abso- 
lutely imperative that the transportation 
facilities and tank cars now being utilized 
throughout 31 unrationed States, with 
20,000,000 automobiles free to burn gas- 
oline any day in any amount, be reallo- 
cated and shared with the beleaguered 
eastern rationed States. 

I emphasize anew the point I have 
made on the floor of the Senate, in com- 
mittees, and elsewhere, that the situa- 
tion is drastic, and that drastic measures 
are required if we are to resolve it. 


NAVAL AVIATION CADETS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7364) to repeal certain 
laws and to amend other laws relating to 
naval aviation cadets, to provide for avi- 
ation cadets in the Naval Reserve and 
Marine Corps Reserve, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, briefly 
the explanation for this bill is that dur- 
ing the past 5 years there have been sev- 
eral acts dealing with aviation cadets. 
The bill is a codification and clarification 
of all the laws, so that hereafter one act 
will give to the cadets and to the public 
information as to the naval cadet service. 
No money is involved. 

The principal feature of the bill is 
that it takes away from the Secretary of 
the Navy the appointment of naval ca- 
dets and permits the enlistment of 
young men at various enlistment sta- 
tions for training as cadets. When they 
finish their training they will be com- 
missioned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is before the Senate and open to amend- 
ment. If there be no amendment to be 
proposed, the question is on the third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill (H: R. 7364) was ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


ADDITIONAL PAY FOR NAVAL PERSONNEL 
ON SUBMARINES 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, there are 
only two more bills which are impera- 
tive. Iam not calling up bills which are 
not imperative. The Navy Department 
has requested action on House bill 7140, 
Calendar 1615. I ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the informa- 
tion of the Senate, 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
7140) to amend the act entitled “An act 
to provide additional pay for personnel 
of the United States Navy assigned to 
duty on submarines and to diving duty,” 


1942 


so as to increase the additional pay of of- 
ficers and enlisted men of the United 
States Navy assigned to duty on subma- 
rines, and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. i 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I ask 
that the report of the committee be 
printed in the Recorp at this point. 

There being no objection, the report 
(No. 1564) was ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7140) to amend 
the act entitled “An act to provide additional 
pay for personnel of the United States Navy 
assigned to duty on submarines and to diving 
duty,” so as to increase the additional pay of 
Officers and enlisted men of the United States 
Navy assigned to duty on submarines, and 
for other purposes, having considered the 
same, report favorably thereon without 
amendment, and recommend that the bill do 


pass, 

The following letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy addressed to the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of 
Representatives sets forth the views and rec- 
ommendation of the Navy Department on 
this bill. This letter is hereby made a part of 
this report: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, July 18, 1942, 
Hon. Cart VINSON, 
Chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affaits, House of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: The bill (H. R. 
7140) to amend the act entitled “An act to 
provide additional pay for personnel of the 
United States Navy assigned to duty on sub- 
marines and to diving duty,” to include ad- 
ditional pay for diving in depths of less than 
90 feet under certain conditions, and for other 
purposes, was referred to the Navy Depart- 
ment with a request for views and recom- 
mendations thereon. 

The purpose of the bill is to provide in- 
creased rates of pay to officers and enlisted 
men of the Navy for submarine and diving 
duty. 

More specifically, it would increase the ad- 
ditional pay of officers assigned to submarine 
duty from the 25 percent now received to 50 
percent additional of the pay for their rank 
and service, and it would give to enlisted 
men 50 percent additional of the pay for their 
rating and service in lieu of rates of from $5 
to $30 per month in addition to the pay and 
allowances of their rating and service. The 
bill retains the provision for payment of 25 
percent additional to officers on duty involv- 
ing submarine escape and diving training and 
experimental diving. 

The proposed bill incorporates the former 
provision for further additional pay for div- 
ing in connection with salvage operations, to- 
gether with the amendment including such 
pay for diving in depths less than 90 feet 
under hazardous conditions enacted into law 
on June 27, 1942 (Public Law 628, 77th Cong., 
2d sess.). 

In view of the above, it is suggested that 
the title be amended to read as follows: “A 
bill to amend the act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide additional pay for personnel of the 
United States Navy assigned to duty on sub- 
marines and to diving duty,’ so as to increase 
the additional pay of officers and enlisted men 
of the United States Navy assigned to duty 
on submarines, and for other purposes.” 

Also, in view of the enactment of Public 
Law 628, the bill H. R. 7140 should be amend- 
€d by striking out line 6 of page 1 and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following: “Stat. 
412), as amended by the act approved Janu- 
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ary 16, 1936 (49 Stat. 1091; 34 U. S. C. 886), 
and the act approved June 27, 1942 (Public 
Law 628, 77th Cong., 2d sess.) ,”. 

In addition to equalizing the increases in 
pay of officers and enlisted men for submarine 
duty, the bill would also equalize the per- 
ee of increases for flying and submarine 

uty. 

If the bill H. R. 7140 is enacted into law, 
the increase in cost for the fiscal year 1943 
is estimated at $4,982,977. 

The Navy Department recommends early 
and favorable consideration of the proposed 
legislation. 

The Navy Department has been advised by 
the Bureau of the Budget that there would 
be no objection to the submission of this 
recommendation. 

Sincerely yours, 
FORRESTAL, Acting. 


Under existing law, officers on duty on board 
a submarine of the Navy, including sub- 
marines under construction for the Navy from 
the time builders’ trials commence, receive 
25 percent additional of the pay for their 
rank. Enlisted men, similarly, receive addi- 
tional pay at the rate of not less than $5 
per month and not exceeding $30 per month 
in addition to the pay and allowances of their 
rating and service. Commanders of sub- 
marine operating units and their staffs not 
regularly attached to a submarine and in- 
structors and students at submarine schools 
receive the additional pay only on the days 
that they are actually under way in a sub- 
marine. 

The purpose of the bill is to provide that all 
Officers and enlisted men of the Navy on duty 
on board a submarine, including submarines 
under construction for the Navy from the 
time builders’ trials commence, shall, while 
so serving, receive 50 percent additional of 
the pay for their rank or rating and service, 
under the same conditions as the present 
law is administered. 

Prior to the act of April 9, 1928, officers 
received no extra pay for submarine duty. 
Enlisted men received $5 per month when 
assigned to duty in a submarine, plus $1 per 
dive up to 15 dives. It was provided also 
that enlisted men could not receive more 
than $1 as diving pay for any single day. 
Thus, submarine pay for enlisted men was 
limited to $20 per month. 

The committee is of the opinion that oper- 
ating conditions in submarines are not only 
hazardous but exceedingly arduous, especially 
during war operations. There have been in- 
stances of operations in the theaters of war 
where personnel have not seen the sunshine 
for as much as 60 days while on patrol. Un- 
der such conditions, surface operations are 
limited only to nighttime and, even then, 
everything must remain in readiness to crash- 
dive on an instant’s notice. 

Officers and enlisted men assigned to flight 
duty in the aeronautical organization now 
receive 50 percent additional pay and the 
committee is convinced from experience of 
the present wa that there is no service in the 
Navy, including that involving flying, which 
is more arduous or hazardous than that now 
being performed by personnel assigned to 
submarine duty. Accordingly, the increased 
compensation contemplated by this bill would 
appear to be amply warranted. 

The committee is advised that the Navy 
Department estimates the increased cost in- 
volved in enactment of the bill H. R, 7140 
at $4,892,977 for the fiscal year 1943. 


AMENDMENT OF SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ 
CIVIL RELIEF ACT OF 1940 


Mr, JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House bill 7164, 
Calendar 1609. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the informa- 
tion of the Senate, 
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The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
7164) to amend the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ 
Civil Relief Act of 1940, as amended, to 
extend the relief and benefits provided 
therein to certain persons, to include cer- 
tain additional proceedings and trans- 
actions therein, to provide further relief 
for persons in military service, to change 
certain insurance provisions thereof, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Colorado? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which 
had been reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs with an amendment, 
on page 13, after line 15, to strike out: 


Sec. 400. In this article the term “policy” 
shall include any contract of life insurance on 
the level premium, endowment, or legal re- 
serve plan. It shall also include any benefit 
in the nature of life insurance arising out of 
membership in any fraternal or beneficial 
association; the term “premium” shall in- 
clude membership dues or assessments in 
such association, and the date of issuance 
of policy as herein limited shall refer to the 
date of admission to membership in such as- 
sociation; the term “insured” shall include 
any person who is the holder of a policy as 
defined in this article; the term “insurer” 
shall include any corporation, partnership, or 
other form of association which secures or 
provides insurance under any policy as de- 
fined in this article; the term “cash surrender 
value” shall include dividend accumulations, 
the value of any paid-up additions, and other 
amounts that are available to the insured 
upon complete surrender of all rights under 
the policy, less any indebtedness on the pol- 
icy; the term “holder of a policy of life insur- 
ance” shall include insured persons who have 
assigned such a policy as security for the pay- 
ment of indebtedness, except when such as- 
signment completely and permanently divests 
the insured of all interest in the policy. 

Src. 401. (1) The benefits of this article 
shall apply to any person in military service 
who is the holder of a policy of life insurance, 
when such holder, or a person designated. by 
him, or, in case the holder is outside the con- 
tinental United States (excluding Alaska and 
the Panama Canal Zone), a beneficiary or 
dependent, shall apply for such benefits on a 
form prepared in accordance with regulations 
which shall be prescribed by the Administra- 
tor of Veterans’ Affairs. Such form shall set 
forth particularly that the application therein 
made is a consent to such modification of 
the terms of the original contract of insur- 
ance as are made necessary by the provisions 
of this article and by receiving and filing the . 
Same the insurer shall be deemed to have 
assented thereto, to the extent, if any, to 
which the policy on which the application 
is made is within the provisions of this article. 
The original of such application shall be sent 
by the insured to the insurer, and a copy 
thereof to the Veterans’ Administration. 

(2) The Veterans’ Administration shall 
issue through suitable military and naval 
channels a notice for distribution by appro- 
priate military and naval authorities to per- 
sons in the military service explaining the 
provisions of this article and shall furnish 
forms to be distributed to those desiring to 
make application for its benefits. 

Sec. 402. The benefits of this article shall 
be available to any person in military service 
in respect of contracts of insurance in force 
under their terms up to but not exceeding a 
face value of $10,000, irrespective of the num- 
ber of policies: held by such person whether 
in one or more companies when such con- 
tracts were made and a premium was paid 
thereon before the date of approval of this 
act or not less than 30 days before entry into 
the military service. In no event shall the 
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provisions of this article apply to any policy 
on which premiums are due and unpaid for 
a period of more than 1 year at the time 
when applicatio for the benefits of this 
article is made. 

Sec. 403. The Veterans’ Administration 
shall, subject to regulations, which shall be 
prescribed by the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs, compile and maintain a list of such 
persons in military service as have made ap- 
plication for the benefits of this article, and 
shall (1) find whether the policy is entitled 
to protection under this article; (2) reject 
any application for such benefits made by 
persons who are not persons in military serv- 
ice; (8) reject any applications for such 
benefits in excess of the amount permitted 
by section 402; and (4) reject any applica- 
tions in respect of contracts of insurance 
otherwise not entitled to the benefits of this 
article. Said Administration shall immedi- 
ately notify the insurer and the insured in 
writing of every rejection or approval. 

Sec. 404. When one or more applications 
are made under this article by any one person 
in military service in respect of insurance 
exceeding a total face value of $10,000, 
whether on one or more policies or in one 
or more companies, and the insured shall not 
in his application indicate an order of pref- 
erence, the Veterans’ Administration shall 
reject such policies as have the inferior cash- 
surrender value, so as to reduce the total 
benefits conferred within the face value of 
$10,000, and where necessary for this purpose 
shall direct the insurer to divide any policy 
into two separate policies. The said Admin- 
istration shall immediately notify the insurer 
and the insured in writing of such selection. 

Sec. 405. In the event of maturity of a 
policy as a death claim or otherwise before 
the expiration of the period of protection 
under the provisions of this article, the in- 
surer in making settlement will deduct from 
the amount of insurance the premiums guar- 
anteed under this article, together with in- 
terest thereon at 4 percent per annum. The 
amount deducted by reason of the protection 
afforded by this article shall be reported by 
the insurer to the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs, 

Sec. 406. No policy found by the Adminis- 
trator of Veterans’ Affairs to be entitled to 
protection under this article shall, subse- 
quent to date of application and during the 
period of military service of the insured or 
during 1 year after the expiration of such 
service, lapse or otherwise terminate or be 
forfeited for the nonpayment of a premium 
becoming due and payable, or the nonpay- 
ment of any indebtedness or interest. 

Sec, 407. Payment of premiums and inter- 
est thereon at the rate specified in section 405 
hereof due or becoming due on a policy while 
protected under the provisions of this article 
` is guaranteed by the United States, and if 
the amount so guaranteed is not paid prior to 
the expiration of the period of insurance pro- 
tection under this article, the amount then 
due shall be treated by the insurer as a policy 
loan on such policy at 4 percent per anhum; 
but if at the expiration of the period of in- 
surance protection the cash surrender value 
is less than the amount then due and the 
insured has not applied for the benefits of 
section 408, the policy shall then cease and 
terminate and the United States shall pay 
the insurer the difference between such 
amount and the cash surrender value. 

Sec. 408. Before the expiration of the period 
of 1 year from the date of the termination of 
the period of military service of the insured 
and upon application by the insured and pay- 
ment by the insured to the insurer of at 
least one-third of the indebtedness in excess 
of the cash surrender value of the policy, the 
remaining amount of such excess indebted- 
ness established against the policy under au- 
thority of this article will be placed as an 
interest-bearing indebtedness against the 
amount of insurance to be deducted in any 
settlement thereunder unless sooner paid. 
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The insured shall be required to pay the 
premiums on the policy as they become due 
and to pay such excess indebtedness with 
interest at a rate not to exceed 4 percent per 
annum within a period of 3 years from the 
date of termination of his period of military 
service. If any premium be not paid when 
due or within the grace period allowed by the 
policy, or if the indebtedness with interest be 
not paid in full by the insured within 3 years 
after the date of termination of his period of 
military service, then the policy shall cease 
and become void, and the Government shall 
pay to the insurer the difference between the 
remaining unpaid indebtedness and the cash 
value of the policy as of the due date of the 
unpaid premium. 

Sec. 409. No dividend or other monetary 
benefit under a policy. shall be paid to an 
insured or used to purchase dividend addi- 
tions while a policy is protected by the pro- 
visions of this article, except with the con- 
sent and approval of the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration. If such consent is not procured, 
such dividends or benefits shall be added to 
the value of the policy to be used as a credit 
when final settlement is made with the in- 
surer. No cash value, loan value, or with- 
drawal of dividend accumulation, or un- 
earned premium, or other value of similar 
character shall be available to the insured 
while the policy is protected under this 
article, except upon approval by the Veterans’ 
Administration. The insured’s right to 
change a beneficiary designation or select an 
optional settlement for a beneficiary shall 
not be affected by the provisions of this 
article, but such policy may not be assigned 
while under the protection of this article, 

Sec.410. The Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs is hereby authorized and directed to 
provide by regulations for such rules of pro- 
cedure and forms as he may deem advisable 
in carrying out the provisions of this article. 
The findings of fact and conclusions of law 
made by the Administrator of Veterans’ Af- 
fairs in administering the provisions of this 
article shall be final, and shall not be subject 
to review by any other official or agency of 
the Government. The Administrator of Vet- 
erans’ Affairs shall report annually to the 
Congress on the administration of this 
article. 

Sec. 411. This article shall not apply to any 
policy which is void or which may at the 
option of the insurer be voidable, if the in- 
sured is in military service, either in this 
country or abroad, nor to any policy which 
as a result of being in military service, either 
in this country or abroad, provides for the 
payment of any sum less than the face thereof 
or for the payment of an additional amount 
as premium unless such policy is revised so 
as to exclude such provisions and is in force 
under its terms as revised at the time the 
holder thereof applies for the benefit of this 
article. 

Sec. 412. This article shall apply only to in- 
surance companies or associations which are 
required by the law under which they are 
Organized or doing business to maintain a 
reserve, or, which if not so required, have 
made or shall make provision for the collec- 
tion from all those insured in such insurer 
of a premium to cover the special war risk of 
those insured persons who are in military 
service. 

Sec. 413. (1) The provisions of this article 
in force immediately prior to the enactment 
of the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act 
Amendments of 1942 (hereinafter in this 
section called ‘such provisions’) shall remain 
in full force and effect with respect to all 
valid applications for protection executed 
prior to the date of enactment of the Sol- 
diers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act Amend- 
ments of 1942 and all policies to which such 
applications pertain shall continue to be en- 
titled to the protection granted thereby. 

(2) Any insurer under a policy accepted 
under such provisions shall, subject to the 
approval of the Administrator of Veterans’ 
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Affairs and upon complete surrender by it to 
the United States, within 90 days after the 
date of enactment of the Soldiers’ and Sail- 
ors’ Civil Relief Act Amendments of 1942, of 
all certificates issued in accordance with such 
provisions together with all right to payment 
thereunder, be entitled to the guaranty of 
unpaid premiums and interest thereon and 
the mode of settlement for such policies as 
provided by this article, as amended. The 
privileges and benefits granted by the fore- 
going sentence shall be in lieu of the method 
of settlement, and the requirement for ac- 
counts and reports prescribed by such provi- 
sions. In the event any such insurer fails to 
surrender within the said 90 days all such 
certificates and rights to payment, the ac- 
counts, reports, and settlements required to 
be made by such insurer under such provi- 
sions shall continue to be made as required 
and shall be governed by such provisions. 


And insert: 

Sec. 400. As used in this article— 

(a) The term “policy” shall include any 
contract of life insurance or policy on a level 
premium life or endowment plan which does 
not provide for the payment of any sum less 
than the face value thereof or for the pay- 
ment of an additional amount as premiums 
if the insured engages in the military service 
of the United States as defined in section 
101 of article I of this act or which does not 
contain any limitation or restriction upon 
coverage relating to engagement in or pur- 
suit of certain types of activities which a 
person might be required to engage in by 
virtue of his being in such military service, 
and (1) which is in force on a premium- 
paying basis at the time of application for 
benefits hereunder, (2) has also been in force 
on a premium-paying basis for 1 year or more 
prior to the date the insured entered such 
active service, or 1 year or more prior to the 
date of enactment of this article, as amend- 
ed, whichever is the later date, and (3) 
which will have a cash surrender value at 
the expiration of 1 year from the due date 
of the first annual premium guaranteed 
under the provisions of this act, equal to 
or greater than one annual premium required 
by the policy. 

(b) The term “premium” shall include the 
amount specified in the policy as the stipend 
to be paid by the insured at regular in- 
tervals during the period therein stated. 

(c) The term “insured” shall include any 
person in the military service of the United 
States as defined in section 101, article I, of 
this act, whose life is insured under and 
who is the owner of and has an interest in 
a policy as above defined. 

(d) The term “insurer” shall include any 
firm, corporation, partnership, or association 
chartered or authorized to engage in the in- 
surance business and to issue a policy as above 
defined by the laws of a State of the United 
States or the United States. 

Sec. 401. The benefits and privileges of this 
article shall apply to any insured upon writ- 
ten application for protection under this 
article unless the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs in passing upon such application as 
provided in this article shall find that the 
policy is not entitled to protection hereunder. 
The original of such application shall be sent 
by the insured to the insurer, and a copy 
thereof to the Veterans’ Administration. The 
total amount of insurance on the life of one 
insured under policies protected by the pro- 
visions of this article shall not exceed $5,000. 
If an insured makes application for protec- 
tion of policies on his life totaling insurance 
in excess of $5,000, the Administrator is au- 
thorized to have the amount of insurance di- 
vided into two or more policies so that the 
protection of this article may be extended to 
include policies for a total amount of insur- 
ance not to exceed $5,000, and a policy which 
affords the best security to the Government 
shall be given preference. 
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Sec. 402. Any writing signed by the insured 
and identifying the policy and the insurer, 
and agreeing that his rights under the policy 
are subject to and modified by the provisions 
of this article, shall be sufficient as an appli- 
cation for the benefits of this article, but the 
Veterans’ Administration may require the in- 
sured and insurer to execute such other forms 
as may be deemed advisable. Upon receipt of 
the application of the insured the insurer 
shall furnish such report to the Veterans’ 
Administration concerning the policy as shall 
be prescribed by regulations. The insured 
who has made application for protection un- 
der this article and the insurer shall be 
deemed to have agreed to such modification 
of the policy as may be required to give this 
article full force and effect with respect to 
such policy. 

Sec. 403. The Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs shall find whether the policy is en- 
titled to protection under this article and 
shall notify the insured and the insurer of 
such finding. Any policy found by the Ad- 
ministrator of Veterans’ Affairs to be entitled 
to protection under this article shall not, sub- 
sequent to date of application, and during the 
period the insured is on active duty with the 
military or naval forces, but not beyond 1 
year after termination of active duty, nor be- 
yond the date specified in section 409 of this 
article, whichever is the earlier date, lapse or 
otherwise terminate or be forfeited for the 
nonpayment of a premium becoming due and 
payable, or the nonpayment of any indebted- 
ness or interest. 

Sec, 404. No dividend or other monetary 
benefit under a policy shall be paid to an in- 
sured or used to purchase dividend additions 
while a policy is protected by the provisions 
of this article except with the consent and 
approval of the Veterans’ Administration. If 
such consent is not procured, such dividends 
or benefits shall be added to the value of the 
policy to be used as a credit when final set- 
tlement is made with the insurer. No cash 
value, loan value, or withdrawal of dividend 
accumulation, or unearned premium, or other 
value of similar character shall be available 
to the insured while the policy is protected 
under this article except upon approval by 
the Veterans’ Administration. The insured’s 
right to change a beneficiary designation or 
select an optional settlement for a beneficiary 
shall not be affected by the provisions of this 
article. 

Sec. 405. In the event of maturity of a policy 
as a death claim or otherwise before the ex- 
piration of the period of protection under the 
provisions of this article, the insurer in mak- 
ing settlement will deduct from the amount 
of insurance the premiums guaranteed under 
this article, together with interest thereon at 
the rate fixed in the policy for policy loans. 
If no rate of interest is specifically fixed in 
the policy, the rate shall be the rate fixed for 
policy loans in other policies issued by the 
insurer at the time the policy brought under 
the act was issued. The amount deducted 
by reason of the protection afforded by this 
article shall be reported by the insurer to the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs. 

Sxc. 406. Payment of premiums and interest 
thereon at the rate specified in section 405 
hereof becoming due on a policy while pro- 
tected under the provisions of this article is 
guaranteed by the United States, and if the 
amount so guaranteed is not paid prior to the 
expiration of the period of insurance protec- 
tion under this article, the amount then due 
shall be treated by the insurer as a policy loan 
on such policy, but if at the expiration of 
said period the cash-surrender value is less 
than the amount then due, the policy shall 
then cease and terminate and the United 
States shall pay the insurer the differencé 
between such amount and the cash-surrender 
value. The amount paid by the United States 
to an insurer on account of applications ap- 
proved under the provisions of this article, 
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as amended, shall become a debt due to the 
United States by the insured on whose ac- 
count payment was made and, notwithstand- 
ing any other act, such amount may be col- 
lected either by deduction from any amount 
due said insured by the United States or as 
otherwise authorized by law. 

Sec. 407. The Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs is hereby authorized and directed to 
provide by regulations for such rules of pro- 
cedure and forms as he may deem advisable 
in carrying out the provisions of this article. 
The findings of fact and conclusions of law 
made by the Administrator of Veterans’ Af- 
fairs in administering the provisions of this 
article shall be final, and shall not be subject 
to review by any other official or agency of 
the Government. The Administrator of Vet- 
erans’ Affairs shall report annually to the 
Congress on the administration of this ar- 
ticle 

Sec. 408. This article as amended shall 
remain in force until May 15, 1946: Provided, 
That should the United States be then en- 
gaged in war this article shall remain in 
force until war is terminated by a treaty of 
peace proclaimed by the President and for 6 
months thereafter. 

Sec. 409. (a) The provisions of such ar- 
ticle IV in force prior to the date of enact- 
ment of this act (hereinafter in this section 
called “such provisions”) shall remain in full 
force and effect with respect to all valid ap- 
plications for protection heretofore executed 
thereunder and all policies to which such 
applications pertain shall continue to be 
entitled to the protection granted thereby. 

(b) Any insurer under a policy accepted 
under such provisions shall, subject to the 
approval of the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs and upon complete surrender by it to 
the United States, within 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this act, of all cer- 
tificates issued in accordance with such pro- 
visions together with all right to payment 
thereunder, be entitled to the guarantee of 
unpaid premiums and interest thereon and 
the mode of settlement for such policies as 
provided by the amendment made by this 
act. The privileges and benefits granted by 
the foregoing sentence shall be in lieu of the 
method of settlement, and the requirement 
for accounts and reports prescribed by such 
provisions. In the event any such insurer 
fails to surrender within the said 90 days 
all such certificates.and rights to payment, 
the accounts, reports, and settlements re- 
quired to be made by such insurer under 
such provisions shall continue to be made as 
required and shall be governed by such pro- 
visions. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres- 
ident, the purpose of the bill is to make 
available additional and further relief 
and benefits to persons in the military 
and naval forces, and to clarify the orig- 
inal act, which is known as the act of 
1940. Most of the amendments are tech- 
nical in mature. However, the Senate 
Military Affairs Committee reported one 
amendment, which is a Senate bill which 
was passed by this body on November 10, 
1941. The Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. Gurney] was in charge of that bill. 
The Senate Military Affairs Committee 
felt that that bill should be incorporated 
as part of the act, so we have reported it 
as an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 
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MRS. CLAUD TUCK—VETO MESSAGE (S. 
DOC. NO. 242) 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ro- 
ster in the chair) laid before the Senate 
the following message from the President 
of the Unite? States, which was read, 
and, with the accompanying bill, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate: 

I return herewith, without my ap- 
proval, S. 1694, for the relief of Mrs. 
Claud Tuck. 

It is the purpose of the bill to pay the 
sum of $5,769.75 to Mrs. Claud Tuck, 
of Lawrenceville, Ga., in settlement of 
her claim against the United States for 
reimbursement of medical, hospital, and 
funeral expenses incurred by her, and 
for compensation for the death of her 
husband, Claud Tuck, who died on June 
14, 1938, from injuries sustained on May 
23, 1938, when the truck which he was 
operating overturned while he was en- 
gaged in working on a project of the 
Works Progress Administration. 

The act of February 15, 1934, extended 
the provisions of the Federal Employees’ 
Compensation Act of September 7, 1916, 
subject to certain restrictions and limi- 
tations, to the employees of the Civil 
Works Administration, and provided 
maximum compensation of $4,000 in 
death cases, payable in installments not 
in excess of $50 per month. While the 
Employees’ Compensation Commission 
denied this claim on the basis that Tuck 
was not employed by the Federal Gov- 
ernment at the time of the accident, it 
pointed out certain equities in the case 
and indicated that an appropriate 
method of providing relief for the claim- 
ant would be the enactment of legisla- 
tion which would authorize and direct 
the Commission to receive and act upon 
the claim of the widow and minor child 
under the provisions of the act of Feb- 
ruary 15, 1934, as amended, in the same 
manner as if the decedent, on the date 
in question, had been regularly em- 
ployed by the Works Progress Admin- 
istration. 

While I feel obliged to withhold my 
approval of the bill for the reason that 
the proposed payment appears to be in- 
appropriate and excessive, I would be 
glad to give my approval to legislation 
which would authorize the Employees’ 
Compensation Commission to adjudicate 
the claim on its merits under the act of 
February 15, 1934. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT, 

THE WHITE House, July 30, 1942. 


MIKE CHETKOVICH—VETO MESSAGE 
(S. DOC. NO. 241) 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate the following message from 
the President of the United States, which 
was read, and, with the accompanying 
bill, referred to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate: 

I am returning, without my approval, 
S. 1667, Seventy-seventh Congress, an 
act for the relief of Mike Chetkovich, 
which would authorize and direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Mike 
Chetkovich the sum of $10,000 as the face 
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amount of the certificate of war-risk in- 
surance (numbered T-3229247) issued to 
him while in the military service on July 
2, 1918, and which lapsed for nonpayment 
of the premium due April 1, 1919. 

The bill is based upon an assumption 
that Mike Chetkovich became perma- 
nently and totally disabled as a result of 
an operation performed on or about 
August 12, 1918, at the Army base hos- 
pital at Camp Lewis, Wash. After de- 
nial of his claim for insurance benefits 
by reason of alleged permanent total dis- 
ability by the Veterans’ Administration, 
Mike Chetkovich brought suit on his $10,- 
000 contract of war-risk insurance in the 
United States District Court for the 
Western District of Montana. This suit 
was tried to the court with a jury, which 
rendered its verdict for the Government. 
From judgment entered on such verdict 
Mike Chetkovich took an appeal to the 
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. The 
judgment of the court below was affirmed, 
and certiorari was denied. Thus, it ap- 
pears that the administrative finding of 
the Veterans’ Administration to the effect 
that Mike Chetkovich did not become 
permanently and totally disabled while 
his $10,000 contract of war-risk insurance 
remained in force has been fully sustained 
by the courts. 

Because of partial disability connected 
with the military service, the claimant 
is receiving compensation in the amount 
of $75 monthly. 

The circumstances cited in support of 
the present claim do not, in my judg- 
ment, provide a showing of manifest 
wrong or oversight in the decisions of the 
court and the administrative agencies 
that requires or justifies the special re- 
lief that would be granted by this meas- 
ure. 

There are many other cases in which 
those granted war-risk insurance have 
failed to secure payment of insurance 
benefits by court action, brought after 
denial of claim by the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration. Legislation providing for 
payment of insurance benefits to an in- 
dividual found not entitled to such bene- 
fits by both the Veterans’ Administration 
and the Federal courts would establish 
an unwise precedent and open the way 
for special legislation for the relief of 
others similarly circumstanced, and thus 
destroy the finality of a court judgment. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHrre House, July 30, 1942. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. WALSH. I move that the Senate 
proceed to consider executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Roster in the chair) laid before the Sen- 
ate messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomi- 
nations and withdrawing certain nomi- 
nations of members of the Army Special- 
ist Corps, which nominations were re- 
ferred to the appropriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received and 
nominations withdrawn, see the end of 
Senate proceedings.) 
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EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 


Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported 
favorably the nominations of sundry 
postmasters. 


ARMY NOMINATIONS REPORTED AND 
CONFIRMED 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, from 
the Military Affairs Committee, I report 
sundry nominations of persons for ap- 
pointment in the Army Specialist Corps, 
and sundry officers for appointment, by 
transfer or promotion, in the Regular 
Army. It is very important that action 
be taken at once, particularly on the 
nominations in the Specialist Corps. I 
ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the nominations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the nominations? The Chair hears none. 
Without objection, the nominations are 
confirmed en bloc. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iask unanimous con- 
sent that the President be notified imme- 
diately of the confirmation of these nomi- 
nations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

If there be no further reports of com- 
mittees, the clerk will proceed to state 
the nominations on the calendar. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. WALSH. I ask that the nomina- 
tions of postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc and that the President be im- 
mediately notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations of post- 
masters are confirmed en bloc, and the 
President will be notified forthwith. 


THE NAVY 


The iegislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Navy. 

Mr. WALSH. I ask that the nomina- 
tions for promotions in the Navy be 
confirmed en bloc, and that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nominations in the 
Navy are confirmed en bloc, and the 
President will be immediately notified. 

That completes the calendar. 


AUTHORIZATION FOR SIGNING BILLS, 
ETC 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, as in 
legislative. session, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that during the adjournment or re- 
cess of the Senate following today’s ses- 
sion, the Vice President be authorized to 
sign bills and resolutions ready for his 
signature. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 


ASSIGNMENT OF CERTAIN PERSONNEL 
TO CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATING 
COMMITTEES 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, at the 
last session of the Senate I entered a mo- 
tion that the Senate reconsider the vote 
by which it passed House bill 7297, a bill 
authorizing the assignment of personnel 
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from departments or agencies of the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government to 
certain investigating committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, 
and for other purposes. The bill had 
been signed by the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, and I moved that the 


‘House of Representatives be requested to 


rescind the action of the Speaker in 
signing the enrolled bill and, further, that 
the House be requested to return the en- 
grossed bill to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
House has complied with the request, and 
has returned the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That leaves as the 
pending matter the motion that the Sen- 
ate reconsider the vote by which it passed 
the bill, does it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is correct. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. As I understand, the bill 
to which the Senator refers was reported 
by the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The bill pertains to 
the use of employees in the executive de- 
partments by investigating committees 
of the Senate and the House. I desire to 
have the Senate reconsider the vote by 
which it passed the bill; and to have the 
bill returned to the calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Kentucky that the 
Senate reconsider the vote by which 
House bill 7297 was passed. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, when the 
able majority leader entered his motion 
the other day, the Senator from Illinois 
was notin the Chamber. Let me ask the 
reason for the Senator’s motion, 

Mr. BARKLEY. I shall be glad to 
state the reason. I had received from 
the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Murray] a request that the bill be passed 
over. I overlooked the request and did 
not ask that the bill go over. Following 
the passage of the bill by the Senate, my 
attention was called to the fact that the 
Senator from Montana had made that 
request. If I had been reminded of it at 
the time, I should have asked that the bill 
go over, and the bill would have gone 
over. 

Mr. LUCAS. Let me say to the Sen- 
ator that the chairman of the House 
Committee on Naval Affairs, Mr. Vinson 
of Georgia, was very much interested in 
the bill, as was the chairman of the House 
Committee on Accounts. The bill came 
to the Senate, and the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate very carefully ex- 
amined it. We thought that the meas- 
ure was very meritorious. According to 
Representative Vinson, chairman of the 
House Committee on Naval Affairs, the 
delay in passage of the bill was holding 
up some very important investigations 
which were being carried on in the House. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I appreciate that. 
However, in spite of that, the House has 
complied with the request which the Sen- 
ate made, that the signature of the 
Speaker be abrogated and that the House 
return the papers to the Senate, 
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Mr. LUCAS. I appreciate that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have no desire to 
delay consideration of the bill; but in 
view of the request which I had received 
on the part of the Senator from Mon- 

Mr. LUCAS. I should like to know 
when the Senator from Montana will be 
here; because the measure is an impor- 
tant one and should receive early con- 
sideration, 

Mr. BARKLEY. I cannot answer that 
question, but I shall communicate with 
the Senator from Montana, 

Mr. LUCAS. I cannot understand 
why he is holding up passage of the 
measure. 

Mr, BARKLEY. I do not know the 
reasons; I cannot state them. However, 
the Senator will understand the difficulty 
of the position in which I am placed, 
since I had received the request, but over- 
locked it at the time when the bill was 
called. Of course, if I had been re- 
minded of it I should have asked that the 
bill go over. 

Mr. LUCAS. I understand that. I 
am raising the question only in connec- 
tion with the interest of the chairman 
of the House Committee on Naval Affairs 
in this matter. The measure seems to 
me to be very important. In substance, 
it would merely permit us to continue to 
do what we have previously done; and 
it is tremendously important that we 
shall continue to be able to obtain from 
the various branches and agencies of 
Government employees to help us carry 
on investigation work. 

Let me say to the Senator that prior 
to the time when the practice of borrow- 
ing employees was permitted, it cost the 
Senate alone approximately $500,000 or 
$600,000 to carry on investigations. 
When, however, we were at liberty, for 
the moment at least, to borrow employees 
from Government departments, expend- 
itures for the purpose of investigations, 
which had been in the amount I have 
mentioned, were greatly decreased. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I realize that. 

Mr. LUCAS. If the bill is not passed, 
more money will have to be appropriated 
from the contingent fund in order to 
carry on investigations. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I appreciate that. 
Without knowing the interest of the 
Senator from Montana in the bill, it 
would seem to me that he, as chairman 
of the special committee which we cre- 
ated to look into the interests of small 
business, would be sympathetic toward 
passage of the measure. 

Mr. LUCAS. It certainly would seem 
so. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Iam not able to speak 
for him; I do not know his reasons for 
asking that the bill go over. However, I 
shall communicate at once with the Sen- 
ator from Montana, and shall cooperate 
with the Senator from Illinois in endeav- 
oring to secure early consideration of the 
measure. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The bill in 
question has been before us on two or 
three prior occasions, and has been 
passed over at the request of various 
Senators, It is a very important matter, 
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and one which concerns the committees 
of both the Senate and the House. I 
understand that the Senator from Mon- 
tana has been away for some time and 
for an entirely proper reason. Never- 
theless, I do not think it is proper to 
hold up indefinitely consideration of an 
important measure because Senators 
have been out of town and have re- 
quested that the bill be passed over. I 
doubt the propriety of, from time to time, 
holding up consideration of a matter of 
such importance because each time it 
comes up for consideration some Sena- 
tor who is interested may be absent. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I realize that; and I 
fully appreciate the suggestion made by 
the Senator from Missouri. Of course, 
no time will be gained by simply allow- 
ing my motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill was passed to remain- 


pending. The motion was entered in 
time. It could remain pending until 
October, and it would still hold up the 
matter. 

All I am seeking to do is to have the 
Senate reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed, and to have the bill put 
back on the calendar. I shall communi- 
cate with the Senator from Montana and 
shall keep in touch with the Senator 
from Illinois, in the hope that we may 
have early action on the bill. 

Mr. LUCAS. I hope the Senator will 
do so because I am of the distinct opin- 
ion that the measure is meritorious. I 
know that various Members of the House 
were vitally interested in it and held 
hearings on it; and Representative 
COCHRAN, of Missouri, who is chairman of 
the House Committee on Accounts, has 


come to me and discussed the entire 


matter with me. I was of the opinion, 
when I went over it together with the 
Senator from Arizona, that the bill had 
merit and was perhaps in line with what 
the Senate and the House should do as 
a result of the decision made by the 
Comptroller General. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I entirely agree with 
the Senator from Illinois, and I shall 
cooperate with him in an endeavor to 
secure early consideration and disposi- 
tion of the measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Kentucky that the Sen- 
ate reconsider the vote by which House 
bill 7297 was passed, and that the bill be 
returned to the calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if there 
is nothing further, as in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn until 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 
o’clock and 59 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, August 3, 1942, 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate July 30, 1942: 
DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 
Douglas Flood, of Illinois, now a Foreign 
Service officer of class 7 and a secretary in 
the Diplomatic Service, to be also a consul 
of the United States of America, 
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Robert F. Woodward, of Minnesota, now a 
Foreign Service officer of class 7 and & secre- 
tary in the Diplomatic Service, to be also a 
consul of the United States of America. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY SPECIALIST 
Corps 

The following-mamed men for appointe 
ment in the Army Specialist Corps estab- 
lished under Executive Order 9078, dated 
February 26, 1942: 

Samuel Williams Reynolds, Seventh Corps 
Area Director, $6,500. 

Thomas Francis Sullivan, First Corps Area 
Director, 26,500. 

William Buckhout Tuttle, Eighth Corps 
Area Director, $6,500. 

Robert Abbe Gardner, Sixth Corps Area Di- 
rector, $6,500. 

William Wallace Lanahan, 
Area Director, $6,500. 

George McNeal Trautman, Fifth Corps Area 
Director, $6,500. 

Emmett Francis Connely, head occupa- 
tional analyst, Bureau of Commerce and 
Business Personnel, Army Specialist Corps, 
$6,500. 

Joseph Willard Kerr, liaison officer, $5,600. 

David William Killin Peacock, Maison of- 
ficer, $5,600. 

Andrew Leon Malone, liaison officer, $5,600. 

John Henry Zabel, Assistant Chief of Field 
Service, Army Specialist Corps, $5,600. 

William Elton Jeffrey, engineer consultant, 
Chemical Warfare Service, Services of Sup- 
ply, $5,600. 

Robert Cutler, head occupationul analyst, 


Third Corps 


-$6,500. 


Marvin Lester Frederick, principal occupa- 
tional analyst, $5,600. 

William Livingstone Muncy, Director, Pe- 
troleum Section, Transportation Service, 
Services of Supply, $5,600. 

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFiR, IN THE REGULAR 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 

TO JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT 

Capt. Stanley Walker Jones, Infantry (tem- 
porary lieutenant colonel), with rank from 
June 13, 1939. 

TO ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT 

First Lt. Harvey Bower, Infantry (tem- 
porary major), with rank from June 12, 1938. 

First Lt. William Francis Meany, Infantry 
(temporary major), with rank from June 12, 
1939. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 

UNITED STATES 
To be lieutenant colonels with rank from 
August 4, 1942 

Maj. Reginald Whitaker, Corps of Engi- 
neers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Eugene Mead Caffey, Corps of Engi- 
neers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. James Milligan Gillespie, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Milo Benson Barragan, Field Artillery 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Ernest William Gruhn, Infantry (tem- 
porary Heutenant colonel). 

Maj. Edwin Luther Sibert, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Joseph Stubbs Robinson, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Charles Clifton Blanchard, Field Artil- 
lery (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

To be lieutenant colonel with rank from 
August 6, 1942 

Maj. Clyde Beauchamp Bell, Cavalry (tem- 
porary lieutenant colonel). 

To be lieutenant colonel with rank from 
August 21, 1942 

Maj. Henry Winston Holt, Field Artillery 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

To be lieutenant colonel with rank from 
August 26, 1942 

Maj. John Magruder Bethel, Cavalry (tem- 

porary lieutenant colonel). 
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To be licutenant colonel with tank from 
August 29, 1942 

Maj. Clarence Page Townsley, Field Artil- 
lery (temporary colonel). 

To be first liewtenants with rank from 

August 15, 1942 

Second Lt. Roy William Gustafson, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Richard Pendleton Carr, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Howard Franklin Bronson, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Elbert Helton, Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. Henry Viccellio, Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. Frederic Colbert Gray, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt, Jack Walter Bleasdale, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Ralph Lowell Wassell, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Edwin Smith Green, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Sidney Bruce.Gimble, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt, Osmond Jay Ritland, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harry Taylor Eidson, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Raymond Paul Salzarulo, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Lucius Griffith Drafts, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Skidmore Neale Garrett, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Jack Adams, Air Corps (tempo- 
rary major). 

Second Lt. Victor Lenvik Anderson, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Joe Gordon Schneider, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Ormond John Mosman, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Bourne Adkison, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harold Douglas Courtney, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. George Benjamin Greene, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. George Kenneth Crain, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Loring Franklin Stetson, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Glendon Philip Overing, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Oscar Allen Heinlein, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Emanuel Eubank, Jr. 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Peebles Proctor, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Edward Creer, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Hubert Zemke, Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. Edson Eugene Kester, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Charles Edgar Grogan, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Richard Thomas Kight, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William John Bohnaker, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. James Crawford McGehee, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Jo Kyle Warner, Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. John Stephen Chennault, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Graham Warren West, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. George Leroy Robinson, Air 
Corps (temporary major), 

Second Lt. Weldon Halliwell Smith, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Eugene Herbert Snavely, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Robert Edward Northcutt, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 
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Second Lt. Clarence Arthur Neely, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Donald Waters Macdonald, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Earle Lynn Hormell, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt, Frank Joseph McGinity, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Howard Alton Cheney, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Richard Dowdy Callaway, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Allison Pechuls, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Alexander Pritchard Couch, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Lodge Younkin, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Lynn Sullivan, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Reesor Mott Lawrence, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Hiette Sinclair Williams, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Fred Delaway Stevers, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Glenn Carlyle Nye, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Arthur Columbus Agan, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Ernest Gordon Ford, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt, Lee Bannerman Coats, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Charles Eugene Lancaster, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Murray William Crowder, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Edwin Basye, Air Corps 
(temporary major). ° 

Second Lt. George Henry Gutru, Jr., Alr 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Thomas Carl McNeal, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. George Albert Hatcher, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Wayne Earl Thurman, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Edwin Miles Ramage, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Don Coupland, Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. Quentin Timson Quick, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Beverly Howard Warren, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Van Hatton Slayden, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Guilford Roland Montgomery, 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. James Wilbur Anderson, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Horace Daniel Aynesworth, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. George Wayne Thornbrough, 
Air Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Clarence Vernon McCauley, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Erwin Elder, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Lewis William Chick, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harney Estes, Jr., Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Hervey Haydon Whitfield, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Edgar Davis, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Richard Arnold, Jr., Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Kenneth Hodder Gibson, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Thomas Jay Barrett, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Charles Clark Kegelman, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Arnold Frederick Adolph Klue- 
ver, Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harold Walter Ohlke, Air Corps 
(temporary major), 
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Second Lt. Robert Vernon DeShazo, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Donald Bream Diehl, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Chester Lee Sluder, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Joseph Albro Morris, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Donald James French, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Julian Marian Bleyer, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Huntington Kerr Gilbert, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt, Frank William Jarek, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Marvin Ernest Walseth, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Thomas Fletcher, Jr., Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. James Frederick Setchell, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Karl Theodore Barthelmess, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Allan Jackson Sewart, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Donald Stuart Dunlap, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Bruce Burns Price, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Duane Louis Kime, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Edward Richard Casey, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. David Arnold Tate, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. James Fred Starkey, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Allman Tenney Culbertson, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Franklin Emmett Schroeck, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Jack Wesley Hughes, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt, Charles Ross Greening, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Wilkie Adsit Rambo, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Raymond Leonard Cobb, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. David Lowell Lewis, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Howard Walter Gray, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Norman Luellen Ballard, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Robert Clyde Bagby, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Kermit Arpad Harcos, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Leonard Boston Storm, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. John Kermit Carr, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Henry Bosworth Darling, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Richard Austin Ames, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Homer Morgan Truitt, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Robert Julian Mason, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Richard Paul Fulcher, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Eugene Terry Yarbrough, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Hugh Boyd Manson, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Paul Stanley Emrick, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Arthur James Walker, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. A. J. Bird, Jr., Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. Philip Gerald Cochran, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Marvin Stoll Zipp, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Thomas Estes Moore, Air Corps 
(temporary major), 
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Second Lt. Edwin Hugh Hawes, Alr Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Edgar Wade Hampton, Air Corps 
{temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harcld Newt Chaffin, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Robert Richard Rowland, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Hubert John Konopacki, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Albert Rouse, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Frank Allen Kurtz, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Ancil David Baker, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Coombs Clark, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Robert Lee Matthews, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Charles Houston Terhune, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John DeGraff Bridges, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Willard Asa Fountain, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Louis Rector Hughes, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. James William Chapman, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. David Mudgett Jones, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Richard Warren Philbrick, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Clair Arthur Peterson, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Stanley Anthony Zidiales, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Bingham Trigg Kleine, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Hubbert Cleveland, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Benjamin Reed, Alr 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Campbell Henderson Gould, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. James Dean Berry, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Theron Coulter, Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. Heman Ward Randall, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. rent a Curtis Wasem, Air Corps 
(temporary major 

Second Lt. wood William Rogers, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Alexander Wilson Bryant, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Franklyn Thomas Green, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

S2cond Lt. Philip Henry Greasley, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Elliott Thomas Pardee, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Cyrus William Kitchens, Jr. 
Ai: Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Patrick Healy, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Wilbur Grant Miller, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Charles Thaddeus Olmsted, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Wendel Massion, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Troy Keith, Air Corps (tempo- 
rary major). 

Second Lt. Cecil Leon Wells, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Henry Schwartz, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Raymond Leavitt Curtice, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Walter Bennett Putnam, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Brian O'Neill, Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. John Timothy Fitzwater, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Gladwyn Earl Pinkston, Air 

temporary major). 

er dt Lt. Frederick Charles Grambo, Air 

Corps (temporary major). 
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Second Lt. William Pleasant Ragsdale, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary captain). 
Second Lt. Jack Wilson Berry, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Leonard Clair Lydon, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Oliver George Cellini, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Charles Henry MacDonald, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Joseph Anthony Kelly, Air Corps 
( major). 

Second Lt. Arthur William Kellond, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Broadus Beene Taylor, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Monty Duran Wilson, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Otha Bennett Hardy, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Arthur Ray DeBolt, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Edwin Dyess, Air Corps 
(temporary mejor). 

Second Lt. Joseph Harold Moore, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Cedric Elston Hudgens, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Frank B. James, Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. Theodore Wightman Tucker, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Robert Sidney Quinn, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Raymond Frank Rudell, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Ralph William Rodieck, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Norton Harding Van Sicklen 3d, 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Jecob VanderZee, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Charles Gardner Chandler, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Albert Vandenburgh Endress, 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Sydnor Barksdale, Jr. 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Robert Danforth Van Auken, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. James Edwin Roberts, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Leland Stanford McGowan, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. James Carpenter Averill, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harvey Joseph Watkins, Air 

(temporary mejor). 

Second Lt. Keith Karl Compton, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt, Jack William Saunders, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Lane, Jr., 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Christopher Otho Moffett, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Delbert Henry Hahn, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Eugene Dougherty, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Albert Murray Cate, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Pau. Christian Droz, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. McHenry Hamilton, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. James Baird Tipton, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Moultrie Powell Freeman, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John nad Dunning, Air 

Corps (temporary majo 

cosa Lt. Eugene gyi Strickland, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Dalene Edward Bailey, Air Corps 


Air Corps 


Second Lt. Burton Kennedy Voorhees, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Clemens Kieffer Wurzbach, Air 
Corps (temporary major), 
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Second Lt. Pinkham Smith, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. John Doyle Whitt, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. George Mabin MacNicol, Air 
Corps (temporary major). . 

Second Lt. William David Gilchrist, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Claude C, Sturges, Jr., Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Eimer Earle McKesson, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Richard Dellinger Dick, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Bailey Cavenaugh Cook, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. J. C. Bailey, Air Corps (tempo- 
rary major). 

Second Lt. James Valentine Edmundson, 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Hadley Vincent Saehlenou, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Adam Joseph Heintz, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Vincent George Huston, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harry Joseph Holt, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Philip Lambeth Mathewson, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. David Henry Walker, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Ansel James Wheeler, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Guy Hamilton Rockey, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Andre Jacques Dechaene, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt, Woodrow Wilson Korges, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. David Woodson Wallace, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Leo Francois Dusard, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Kenton Hester, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Frank Douglas Sharp, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Charles Lewis Nothstein, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harry Blake Young, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Samuel Eugene Lawrence, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Horace Milton Wade, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Thomas Edward Gurnett, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Renwick Nevitt, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Coleman Hinton, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Roy Murray Loe, Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. James Giannatti, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. George Richard Anderson, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Carlos Conrad Pratt, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. William Elton Taylor, Air Corps 
(temporary major) . 

Second Lt. Robert Norton Maupin, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Milton Herbert Ashkins, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Harry J. Bullis, Air Corps (tem- 
porary major). 

Second Lt. Jack Simmons Jenkins, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Willis Eugene Beightol, Air Corps 
persicae ys te 

Second Frank Henry Mears, Jr., Air 
Corps ps om lieutenant colonel). 

Second Lt. Adolph Edward Tokaz, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Lewis Bruno Meng, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt, David Dickson Terry, Jr, Alr 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Huie de Russy, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
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Second Lt. William Rufus Yancey, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Francis Robert Feeney, Air 
Corps (temporary major), 

Second Lt. John Clinton Bowen, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Louis Charles Adams, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Clifford John Heflin, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

S:cond Lt. Kenneth Andrew Cavenah, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Leete Hayes, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major); subject to exami- 
nation required by law. 

Second Lt. George Theodore Chadwell, Air 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. James Allison Johnson, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Nathan Hoover Ranck, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harold Jacob Rau, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Sam Wilkins Westbrook, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Marion Newton Pharr, Air 
Corps (temporary inajor). 

Second Lt. Earl Herbert Dunham, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Melvin Francis McNickle, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Theodore Romaine Aylesworth, 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William James Wrigglesworth, 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Houston Walker Longino, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

MEDICAL CORPS 
To be major 


Capt. Armin Walter Leuschner, Medical 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel), with 
rank from August 18, 1842. 

To be captains 

First Lt. Russell Burton Watson, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
August 1, 1942. 

First Lt. Herbert Herbott Kerr, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
August 5, 1942. 

First Lt. Aaron Louis Kaminsky, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
August 13, 1942, 

First Lt. Ephraim Bernard Cohen, Medical 
Corps (temporary captain), with rank from 
August 15, 1942. 

First Lt. George Arthur Peck, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
August 21, 1942. 

First Lt. Carl Taylor Dubuy, Medical Corps 
(temporary captain), with rank from Au- 
gust 23, 1942. 

First Lt. Larry Allen Smith, Medical Corps 
(temporary major), with rank from August 
24, 1942, 

VETERINARY CORPS 
To be colonel 

Lt. Col. Daniel Sommer Robertson, Veter- 

inary Corps, with rank from August 3, 1942. 
To be majors 

Capt. Wesley Watson Bertz, Veterinary 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
August 4, 1947. 

Capt. Edgerton Lynn Watson, Veterinary 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
August 4, 1942. 

To be captain 


First Lt. Robert Henry Yager, Veterinary 


Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
August 22, 1942, 


MEDICAL ADMINISTRATIVE CORPS 
To be captain 
First Lt. James Coney Bower, Medical Ad- 


ministrative Corps (temporary captain), 
with rank from August 8, 1942, 


WITHDRAWALS 
Executive nominations withdrawn 
from the Senate July 30, 1942; 
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Army SPECIALIST Corrs 

The following-named persons to be mem- 
bers of the Army Specialist Corps which were 
submitted to the Senate on July 22, 1942: 

Samuel Williams Reynolds, Seventh Corps 
Area Director, $6,500. 

Thomas Francis Sullivan, First Corps Area 
Director, $6,500. 

William Buckhout Tuttle, Eighth Corps 
Area Director, $6,500. 

Joseph Willard Kerr, liaison officer, $5,600. 

David William Killin Peacock, liaison offi- 
cer, $5,600. 

Robert Abbe Gardner, Sixth Corps Area 
Director, $6,500. 

William Wallace Lanahan, Third Corps 
Area Director, $6,500. 

George McNeal Trautman, 
Area Director, $6,500. 

Emmett Francis Connely, head occupa- 
tional analyst, Bureau of Commerce and 
Business Personnel, Army Specialist Corps, 
$6,500. 

William Elton Jeffrey, engineer consultant, 
Chemical Warfare Service, Services of Sup- 
ply, $5,600. 

John Henry Zabel, Assistant Chief of Field 
Service, Army Specialist Corps, $5,600. 


Fifth Corps 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 30, 1942: 
Army SPECIALIST CORPS 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY SPECIALIST CORPS, 


WITH TITLE AND SALARY INDICATED WITH EACH 
NAME 


Samuel Williams Reynolds, Seventh Corps 
Area Director, $6,500. 

Thomas Francis Sullivan, First Corps Area 
Director, $6,500. 

William Buckhout Tuttle, Eighth Corps 
Area Director, $6,500. 

Robert Abbe Gardner, Sixth Corps Area 
Director, $6,500. 

William Wallace Lanahan, Third Corps 
Area Director, $6,500. 

George McNeal Trautman, 
Area Director, $6,500. 

Emmett Francis Connely, Head Occupation- 
al Analyst, Bureau of Commerce and Business 
Personnel, Army Specialist Corps, $6,500. 

Joseph Willard Kerr, liaison officer, $5,600. 

David William Killin Peacock, liaison officer, 
$5,600. 

Andrew Leon Malone, liaison officer, $5,600. 

John Henry Zabel, assistant chief of field 
service, Army Specialist Corps, $5,600. 

William Elton Jeffrey, engineer consultant, 
Chemical Warfare Service, Services of Supply, 
$5,600. 

Robert Cutler, head occupational analyst, 
$6,500. 

Marvin Lester Frederick, principal occu- 
pational analyst, $5,600. 

William Livingstone Muncy, director, pe- 
troleum section, transportation service, 
Services of Supply, $5,600. 


APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, AND PROMOTIONS 
IN THE REGULAR ARMY 

The nominations of Capt, Stanley Walker 
Jones et al. for appointment, by transfer, or 
promotion in the Regular Army, whose names 
appear in full in the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate in the CONGRESSIONAL Record for today 
under the caption “Nominations.” 


In THE Navy 
APPOINTMENT FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE 
Daniel J. Callaghan to be rear admiral for 
temporary service, to rank from April 26, 
1942, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR SERVICE 
To be assistant surgeons to rank from Jan- 
uary 25, 1942 


John H. Griffin Edward W.Pinkham,Jr. 
George L. Basham Thomas R. Counihan 
Roger D. Sherman Louis R, Gens 

Hubert M. Poteat, Jr, Kenneth M. Coyne 


Fifth Corps 
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Robert B. Strother Joseph A. Tyburczy 
Jerome J, Burke Robert H. Parker 
Gilbert C. Campbell David J. Henry 
Merrill W. Etzenhouser John J. Tordoff 
Robert M. Wallace Herbert Wilson, Jr. 
Charles A. Sand James N. Jeter 


To be assistant paymasters with rank of en- 
sign, from July 11, 1942 


Charles E. Haney Edward F. Willi 
Robert A. Felthous Leon “G” Lenkoff 
John K. Hoffrichter Waverly D. Kesselring 
Robert Hogan Robert E. McCarthy 
Wallace R. Dowd, Jr. Max “R” Connelly 
Victor S. Peters Forrest A. Lee 
Russell W. Spreen Joseph C. VanZant 
Ralph P. Countryman Richard C. Hoskins 
Gunter Geismann Jose A. Perez, Jr. 
Floyd A. Chambers Walter I. Rodgers 3d 
Eric C. Goodwin Doble McF. Doyle 
Harry B. Arthur Frank W. Purdy 
Wiliam H. Hermes Thomas H. Russell 3d 


To be assistant surgeon with rank of lieu- 
tenant (junior grade) from June 15, 1942 


Donald S. Smith 
To be lieutenant (junior grade) from June 1, 
1942 


Robert H. Price Charles W. Kinsella 

Charles LeR. Lambing Frank L. Butters 

Frederick C. William G, Logan, Jr. 
Bamman, Jr. Dick H. Rice 

Robert M. Harper 


To be chief boatswains to rank with but after 
ensign, from March 1, 1942 


Jessie L, Hill 
Perry P. Wynn 


To be chief machinists to rank with but after 
ensign 


Albert D. Robbins 
Alphonse V. Zeis 


To be chief pay clerks to rank with but after 
ensign 


Harry D. Stafford 
George A. Kelley, Jr. 


POSTMASTERS 
ALABAMA 


Robert R. Hairston, Hayneville. 
S. Adeline Laster, Irondale. 
Emma E. Yarbrough, Monroeville. 
Craig Smith Robbins, Selma. 
Leslie D. Strother, Shawmut. 


ARIZONA 


Robert E. Briscoe, Fort Defiance, 
Prank A. Rhodes, Gila Bend, 


COLORADO 


Walton T. Day, Byers. 

William B. Sutley, Center. 

Melvin F, Hofstetter, Hayden, 

Nicholas C. Huffaker, Hot Sulphur Springs. 
Robert R. Menhennett, Kremmling. 

Ershil A. Stansbury, La Veta. 

John W. Anson, Silt. 

William B. Giacomini, Sterling. 

Charles L. Dickson, Westcliffe. 

James G. Evans, Wray. 


INDIANA 


Asa C. Clark, Bedford. 
William S. Darneal, New Albany. 


IOWA 


Marguerite Biller, Dunkerton, 

Zoe S. Nabers, Fort Madison. 
Clarence V. McDonald, Independence, 
Floyd A. Bishop, Mitchellville. 
Gordon H. Carl, Paton. 

Maurice J. Harrington, Rockwell City. 
Cotton Etter, Sigourney. 

Oscar J. Johnson, Thompson, 

Lewis E. Mease, Truro. 

Arthur O. Reinhardt, Van Horne, 
Murray W. Gibson, West Branch. 


`S MAINE 
Walter O. Dunton, Boothbay Harbor. 


Edwin J. Bossie, Stockholm. 
Hilliard R. Spear, Warren. 


1942 


MASSACHUSETTS 
Henry J. Cottrell, Beverly. 
Arthur A. Hendrick, Brockton, 
John E. Perkins, Essex. 
Eimer A. Rollins, Lincoln. 
Maurice J. Bresnahan, Medway. 
John H McCue, Nantasket Beach. 
Neil R. Mahoney, North Billerica. 
Michael J. Walsh, North Reading. 
Mary L. McParlin, Sandwich. 
William F. Lawless, Stockbridge. 
Charles H. McDonald, Westboro. 
Paul Revere Robie, West Dennis. 
Philip J. Gallagher, Woburn. 
MICHIGAN 
Floyd Slate, Dryden. 
David L. Treat, Flint. 
William De Kuiper, Fremont. 
John R. O'Meara, Hillsdale. 
Arthur A. Baxter, Ionia. 
Ethel M. Wood, Rives Junction. 
NEBRASKA 
Russell B. Somerville, McCook. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Albert J. Picard, Derry. 
Benjamin H. Dodge, New Boston. 
Robert E. Gould, Newport. 
Harriette H. Hinman, North Stratfora. 
Marion H. Weeks, Warren. 
Margaret A. Laughery, Whitefield. 
NEW YORK 
William McMichael, Annandale-on-Hudson, 
James P. Bruen, Bedford Hills. 
Wayne H. Wright, East Aurora. 
John M. Corey, Saratoga Springs. 
William P. Degenaar, Slingerlands. 
„Anthony J. Kennedy, Suffern. 
Dennis A. Ferris, Windham. 
OHIO 
Edward R. Reichenbach, Bluffton. 
Sam F. Dickerson, Cadiz. 
Abner C. Barnhouse, Caldwell. 
James J. Zerla, Dillonvale. 
Albert K. Merriman, Gallipolis. 
Ruth H. Brinkman, Minster. 
Roland E. Jackson, Neffs. 
Wallace F. Mock, Powhatan Point. 
George C. Kreinbihl, Ridgeway. 
Charles A. Ferren, St. Clairsville. 
Michael F. Mulheran, Salineville. 
Dale Kessel, Wellsville. 
Hehry C. Stapf, Willard. 
OREGON 
Clement Y. Arnold, Cave Junction. 
William E. Reed, Mitchell. 
Jay Terrill, Talent. 
UTAH 
Paul G. Johnson, Grantsville. 
Isaac A. Smoot, Salt Lake City. 
James Walton, Tremonton. 
WISCONSIN 
Sheldon S. Chandler, Brooklyn. 
Alphonse J. McGuire, Highland. 
Cyril H. Eldridge, Hilbert. 
William J. Corry, South Milwaukee. 
Ralph W. Jeffery, Statesan. 
Edward M. Laneville, Withee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuurspay, JuLy 30, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was Called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BULWINKLE. 

Rey. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, Washington, D. C., of- 
fered the following prayer: 


O Thou God cf grace and mercy, with 
bowed heads and uncovered hearts we 
come into Thy presence, compelled not 
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only by our necessities but encouraged by 
the revelation of Thy Fatherly heart, 
which always opens with love in response 
to the needs of Thy children. 

We pray Thou wilt share with us Thine 
infinite wisdom and strength that we 
may know how to think clearly and act 
courageously as we face the tasks and 
responsibilities of each new day. 

Help us to be faithful coworkers with 
Thee and with all who are seeking to 
minister unto humanity’s deep and bitter 
needs. 

Grant that the ultimate victory for 
which we are struggling may be that glo- 
rious day when men and nations shall 
give themselves in a willing obedience to 
the King of Kings and the Lord of Lords. 
Mee the name of the Christ, we pray. 

en, 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Monday, July 27, 1942, was read and ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Gatling, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the 
following titles: 

H.R. 6217. An act to amend section 13 of 
the Classification Act of 1923, as amended; 


and 

H. R.7100. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act authorizing vessels of Canadian 
registry to transport iron ore on the Great 
Lakes during 1942 (Public Law 416, 77th 
Cong.), to continue it in force during the 
existing war. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill and joint resolution of 
the House of the following titles: 


H.R. 6818. An act authorizing the tempo- 
rary appointment or advancement of com- 
missioned officers of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey in time of war or national emergency, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 246. Joint resolution to authorize 
the Maritime Commission to sell two mer- 
chant vessels to the Government of Ireland. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to bills of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


§. 2322. An act to remove the time limit for 
cooperation between the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion and the Farm Security Administration 
in the development of farm units on public 
lands under Federal reclamation projects; and 

S. 2456. An act to amend the act approved 
February 4, 1919 (40 Stat. 1056), entitled “An 
act to provide for the award of medals of 
honor, distinguished-service medals, and Navy 
crosses, and for other ,” so as to 
change the conditions for the award of 
medals, and for other purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to 
request the House of Representatives to re- 
scind the action of the Speaker in signing 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 7297) entitled “An act 
authorizing the assignment of personnel from 

ts or agencies in the executive 
branch of the Government to certain investi- 
gating committees of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, and for other purposes,” 
and that the House of Representatives be 
further requested to return the above-num- 
bered engrossed bill to the Senate, 
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ADJOURNMENT OVER 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 


RESIGNATION OF MEMBER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following letter of 
resignation: 

Tacoma, WASH., July 30, 1942. 
Hon. SAM RAYBURN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
The Capitol, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: I beg leave to inform you that I have 
this day transmitted to the Governor of the 
State of Washington my resignation as a Rep- 
resentative in the ss of the United 
States from the Fifth District of the State of 
Washington, effective as of August 1, 1942. 

Very respectfully yours, 
CHARLES H. LEAVY. 


The resignation was accepted. 
RETURN OF H. R. 7297 TO THE SENATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before 
the House the following resolution from 
the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to 
request the House of Representatives to re- 
scind the action of the Speaker in signing 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 7297) entitled “An act 
authorizing the assignment of personnel from 
departments or agencies in the executive 
branch of the Government to certain inves- 
tigating committees of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, and for other purposes,” 
and that the House of Representatives be 
further requested to return the above-num- 
bered engrossed bill to the Senate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


SALE OF MERCHANT VESSELS TO GOV- 
ERNMENT OF IRELAND 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 246) 
to authorize the Maritime Commission to 
sell two merchant vessels to the Govern- 
ment of Ireland, with Senate amend- 
ments, and concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 

Lines 3 and 4, strike out “United States 
Maritime Commission” and insert “War Ship- 
ping Administration.” 

Line 5, after “sell” insert “or charter.” 

Line 7, strike out “Commission” and insert 
“War Shipping Administration.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “Joint reso- 
lution to authorize the War Shipping Admin- 
istration to sell or charter two merchant ves- 
sels to the Government of Ireland.” 


Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, will the gentle- 
man explain the bill? 

Mr. BLAND. The bill passed by 
unanimous consent formerly with a pro- 
vision that the activity named therein to 
sell should be the United States Maritime 
Commission. One of the changes names 
the War Shipping Administration, which 
is now the proper agency. The other 
amendment simply adds the words “or 


Without 
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charter” so that the measure will read 
“sell or charter.” The authority granted 
is permissive authority and carries out 
negotiations that were had with the 
Government of Ireland with reference to 
the acquisition of these vessels. If it had 
been that the Maritime Commission had 
no authority of law at the time to have 
sold, otherwise than by competitive bid- 
ding, the purpose of the measure would 
have been carried out. 

This bill was introduced by the ma- 
jority leader, who appeared before the 
committee when it was first considered 
and pressed these matters earnestly. 
The negotiations as brought out by the 
majority leader transcend a mere com- 
mercial transaction. Ireland is not self- 
sustaining and never has produced suf- 
‘ficient wheat to supply home consump- 
tion. The negotiations had reached the 
point where, if adequate authority had 
existed, the negotiations would have 
been consummated some time ago: 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
is not controversial; that is, it was not 
controversial when it passed the House. 
The changes that have been made in the 
Senate are of such a nature as not to add 
controversy, and inasmuch as the bill 
has to do with the war endeavor I with- 
draw the reservation of objection. 

The Senate amendments were con- 
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


TEMPORARY APPOINTMENT OR ADVANCE- 
MENT OF COMMISSIONED OFFICERS OF 
THE COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (H. R. 6818) authorizing the 
temporary appointment or advancement 
of commissioned officers of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey in time of war or na- 
tional emergency, and for other pur- 
poses, with Senate amendments and con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments as follows: 


Page 1, line 3, strike out “personnel of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey” and insert: “‘offl- 
cers on the active list of the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey in commissioned ranks shall be 
deemed to- be in active military service and.” 

Page 1, line 4, strike out “subject” and in- 
sert “subject,”. 

Page 1, line 6, strike out “in an” and insert 
“, to the.” 


Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, these Senate 
amendments have the approval of the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries of which the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Virginia is chairman. 

Mr. BLAND. I have consulted the 
ranking minority member on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. WELCH], and they undoubtedly have 
the approval of the members of the 
committee because they carry out the 
purposes of the original amendment. 
The last amendment is purely a gram- 
matical correction and the first amend- 
ment is purely clarifying. The original 
purpose of the bill was to authorize tem- 
porary advancement or appointment of 
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commissioned officers of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey in time of war or na- 
tional emergency and extend to that 
service provisions of law similar to those 
previously enacted for the Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Coast Guard. Similar au- 
thority has been provided for the Army. 

Mr. MICHENER. The bill was given 
careful consideration when it was before 
the House? 

Mr. BLAND. It was given very careful 
consideration when it was before the 
committee and at the time the bill came 
up on the Consent Calendar in the House 
there was an inquiry propounded by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. COLE], 
which was satisfactorily answered or 
answered at that time so that he did not 
press his objection; and then take up 
later and answered to the satisfaction of 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MICHENER. I have been advised 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. 
WELCH], the ranking minority member 
of the committee, that these changes 
are desirable and are in the interest of 
what the House intended when it passed 
the bill. Therefore there is nothing con- 
troversial added to the bill, and I with- 
draw my reservation of objection, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were con- 
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


INDECENT EXPOSURE IN THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7399) to in- 
crease the penalty for indecent exposure 
in the District of Columbia, which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 9 of the 
act entitled “An act for the preservation of 
the public peace and the protection of prop- 
erty within the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved July 29, 1892, as amended, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended by amending 
the first sentence thereof to read as follows: 

“That it shall not be lawful for any person 
or persons to make any obscene or indecent 
exposure of his or her person or their persons 
in any street, avenue or alley, road or high- 
way, open space, public square, or other pub- 
lic place or enclosure, in the District of 
Columbia, or to make any such obscene or 
indecent exposure of person in any dwelling 
or other building or other place wherefrom 
the same may be seen in any street, avenue, 
alley, road or highway, open space, public 
square, or public or private building or en- 
closure, under penalty of imprisonment for 
not more than 90 days, or a fine of not more 
than $250, for each and every such offense.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the right to object, and ask the 
gentleman from West Virginia to ex- 
plain the measure. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, under 
the act of July 29, 1892, the maximum 
penalty prescribed for the offense of in- 
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decent exposure in the District of Co- 
lumbia is a fine of $250. Imprisonment 
in these cases, no matter how many times 
the defendant has been previously con- 
victed of that offense, is possible only 
when the defendant is unable to pay the 
fine, in which case he may be imprisoned 
for a period not exceeding 1 year. - It 
is felt that in cases of this nature the 
court should have power to impose a 
sentence of imprisonment. The proposed 
bill fixes the punishment at imprison- 
ment for not more than 90 days or a fine 
of not more than $250. We are told by 
the Corporation Counsel and by the po- 
lice authorities of the District of Colum- 
bia that a more stringent law in con- 
nection with this violation is needed 
here at the present time. 

Mr. MICHENER. I see no objection to 
taking care of these repeaters, and I 
withdraw the reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider laid on the table. 


THE TAX SALES IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6171) to 
amend an act entitled “An act in re- 
lation to tax sales in the District of 
Columbia,” approved February 28, 1898, 
as amended, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An 
act in relation to taxes and tax sales in the 
District of Columbia,” approved February. 28, 
1898, as amended, be, and the same is hereby, 
further amended by inserting in section 3 
thereof immediately preceding the word 
“Provided” where the same first appears in 
said section the following: “Provided, That 
no deed shall be issued unless application 
therefor be made within 5 years from the last 
day of sale; and if no such application be 
made, then the owner of any property sold 
as aforesaid, or any other person having an 
interest therein at the time of redemption, 
may redeem the property by paying to the 
collector of taxes for the legal holder of the 
certificate the amount for which it was sold 
at such sale, exclusive of surplus, plus inter- 
est thereon for the first 2 years after the 
date of such certificate of sale at the rate 
hereinabove provided, and thereafter at the 
rate of 6 percent per annum; that when the 
said property is redeemed as aforesaid, the 
collector of taxes shall, within a reasonable 
time thereafter, notify the owner of record 
of such tax sale certificate at his last known 
address, by registered mail, of the redemption 
of such certificate; that within 5 years from 
the time that payment has been made to the 
collector of taxes to redeem such tax sale 
certificate, the owner thereof may apply for, 
and, upon the surrender of the certificate, 
shall receive from the District of Columbia the 
payment made as hereinbefore prescribed; 
that upon the failure of the owner of such 
tax sale certificate to apply within the period 
of 5 years, as hereinbefore prescribed, such 
money shall be forfeited to the District of 
Columbia, and be deposited by the collector 
of taxes in the Treasury of the United States 
to the credit of the general revenues of the 
District of Columbia.” 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the right to object, and ask the 
gentleman from West Virginia to give 
some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, in 
connection with this legislation, which 
comes with the unanimous vote of the 
members of the District of Columbia 
Committee, both majority and minority, 
i’ is the purpose of this legislation to pro- 
vide means whereby the owner of prop- 
erty which has been sold for taxes may 
redeem his property by paying to the 
collector of taxes of the District. of Co- 
Jumbia, or the legal holder of the tax- 
sales certificate, the amount for which 
the prcperty was sold, exclusive of 
surplus, pius interest thereon for the 
first 2 years after the date of such cer- 
tificate of sale, at the rate of 12 percent 
per annum, and thereafter at the rate 
of 6 percent per annum. It is believed 
that this is necessary legislation, as it 
appears that certain rackets have grown 
up through persons coming in here and 
purchasing property that is delinquent 
for taxes. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr, 
Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
I do not see how any racket could be 
much worse than charging 1 percent per 
month. These people ought to have at 
least 2 years in which to redeem their 
property, but I do not believe in having 
them pay 1 percent interest per month. 
It seems to me that 6 percent interest 
per year ought to be sufficient, and I 
would like to have the bill changed in 
that respect. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, no 
business can come up here by unanimous 
consent that is controversial. I under- 
stand thai this is most important at this 
particular time and is not controversial 
among those who have studied the mat- 
ter. I shall not assume any responsi- 
bility in that respect, but I shall assume 
responsibility of seeing to it that no legis- 
lation passes by unanimous consent that 
is controversial. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, the 
chairman of the committee would not 
violate that agreement. 

Mr. RAiNKIN of Mississippi. Let me 
say to the gentleman that I do not intend 
to object. I am going to let this go 
through in the hope that it will be 
amended in the Senate. A charge 
amounting to 24 percent for 2 years, or 
approximately one-fourth of the value 
of the property, seems to me to be out 
of all reason. I am going to let this 
measure pass because of the smallness 
of the membership and the understand- 
ing between the leaders of the two sides, 
with the hope that when it reaches the 
Senate the Senate will amend it and 
protect these people whose property has 
been under mortgage. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the right to object and ask whether there 
are a large number of these sales for 
taxes in the District. Personally, I am 
of the opinion that every owner of prop- 
erty in the District receives such a tre- 
mendous return on his investment that 
there is no justification for letting the 
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property be sold for taxes, unless there 
be some sharper or some gentlemen who 
are here to benefit by it by picking up 
some of these things and then letting it 
go until they can dispose of the property 
at a tremendous profit, 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, fur- 
ther reserving the right to object, this 
is one of those controversial matters, and 
we all have our own State laws. I wish 
the District of Columbia, Virginia, and 
Maryland would pattern after Michigan 
in this respect, and give 1 year equity 
of redemption and a lot of considerations 
that shouid be given. I realize, however, 
that within the last 2 years tremendous 
strides toward equity have been made in 
change of mortgage and foreclosure laws 
in the District of Columbia. Of course, 
we ought to remember that not long ago 
when one defaulted in payment in the 
District of Columbia on a mortgage on 
his home, that within 10 or 15 days some 
chap appeared at the front door ringing 
a bell; and sold it, and the owner was 
through. 

Now those things are getting better. 
I want to compliment the Committee on 
the District of Columbia on bringing 
the foreclosure laws in the District of 
Columbia more in line with the forward- 
acting and forward-thinking States of 
the Union. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. That is the purpose 
of this legislation. It is brought here 
after a statement by the District Com- 
missioners that they believe such an 
amendment to the present law necessary 
as a protection to the property holders 
of the District. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the- third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(By unanimous consent Mr. REED of 
New York, Mr. Focarty, and Mr. Downs 
were granted permission to extend their 
own remarks in the RECORD.) 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Monday 
next, after the regular business on the 
Speaker’s desk and any other special 
orders, I may be permitted to address 
the House for 20 minutes on the subject 
of Our Present Crisis and Our Patriotic 
Duty. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
Place in the Appendix of the Recorp two 
statements or articles. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GUYER. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
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marks and include an editorial from the 


Ottawa Herald. 
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The SPEAKER protempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered, 


There was no objection. 
MEAT SHORTAGE IN NEW ENGLAND 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks and in- 
clude therein a resolution that I am in- 
troducing regarding the shortage of meat. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, in Massachusetts—in fact, all 
over New England, and I believe in New 
Jersey and New York—there is an acute 
meat shortage. There are conflict- 
ing stories as.to the reasons for that 
shortage. 

I am introducing a resolution which 
would require that the Speaker appoint 
a committee of five to study the situation 
and to report as to the remedy. 

We in New England are more than 
willing to do every bit of our share in 
the war movement, and we are willing to 
go without meat if necessary, but we do 
feel that we should have our just share 
and that our people should not be weak- 
ened in their work for the war by a lack 
of beef. There is a shortage of poultry 
and other meat for the consumers be- 
cause of the beef shortage, with result- 
ant rises in price because of the demand. 
The situation is serious indeed. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Whereas it is currently reported in the 
public press that a meat shortage exists or is 
threatened throughout the United States, 
and that many conflicting statements are 
made as to the cause or causes therefor; and 

Whereas an actu 1 and acute shortage of 
meat and meat products and poultry exists 
in the State of Massachusetts and in other 
parts of New England, enhancing prices for 
other necessaries of life, to the detriment of 
the consuming public in that section of the 
country, and resulting in unemployment; and 

Whereas it appears that shipments of cured 
meats are greatly in excess of those of last 
year, reflecting increased slaughter activities 
to meet export requirements and military 
needs; and 

Whereas it is alleged that there is a so- 
called squeeze between rising livestock prices 
and ceilings on processed meat products, and 
that small packers are being forced out of 
business: Therefore 

Resolved, That a select committee of five 
Members of the House is hereby created, to 
be appointed by the Speaker, whose duty it 
shall be to make a thorough investigation of 
the alleged meat shortage and possible ration- 
ing of meat and meat products. 

Said committee shall ascertain (1) the 
amount of shipments of cured and fresh 
meats at points of shipment during the cur- 
rent year and during the last 6 years; and (2) 
the cost of production; and (3) the prices for 
livestock offered and those demanded; and 
(4) the fixed ceiling on meat products and 
its effect upon slaughtering; and (5) the 
production of cattle for market and the cost 
of feeding; and (6) the amount of exports of 
meat and meat products under the lend-lease 
program and for military needs, and the 
amount, after these requirements are met, 
for domestic consumption; and (7) the causa 
or causes which threaten or have resulted in 
a meat shortage in the United States or in 
any part thereof. 

Said committee is hereby authorized to 
send for persons and papers, to administer 
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oaths to witnesses, to bold hearings in the 
District of Columbia or elsewhere, to employ 
necessary employees and stenographic assist- 
ance, and to incur necessary traveling ex- 
penses: 

Said committee shall report its findings to 
the House at the earliest practicable date, 
together with recommendations for legisla- 
tion as it may deem to be necessary, and such 
proposed legislation shall have privileged 
status for consideration by the House. 


(Here the gavel fell.) 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include two 
letters. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


RATIONING 


Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein a letter 
I have received. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the 
American people are not accustomed to 
* rationing, price control, allocations, pri- 
orities, freeze orders, and the other re- 
strictions on individual liberty of action 
which this most devastating of all wars 
makes necessary. But they are willing 
and glad to submit to any privation and 
any sacrifice the responsible heads of 
Government deem advisable in the com- 
mon struggle, if they can understand, or 
even guess, how such privations are con- 
tributing toward our war effort, and if 
the administration of the various agen- 
cies charged with enforcing them is 
reasonable and intelligent. The habit of 
asking questions is characteristic of a 
free people and distinguishes them from 
the enslaved subjects of dictators. 

I am speaking particularly of the ra- 
tioning of gasoline and sugar. The peo- 
Ple are eager to cooperate. They stand 
patiently in line for many weary hours 
to receive their rationing cards while 
patriotic, unselfish volunteers (particu- 
larly our school teachers) struggle to the 
point of exhaustion to interpret vague 
regulations and apply them fairly and 
intelligently. 

Let someone in authority state clearly 
why sugar must be rationed and why one 
section of the country is treated differ- 
ently than another in the rationing of 
gasoline. The people are not complain- 
ing. They merely wish to know the truth. 
If it cannot be told for some military 
reason, let them know, and they will 
cease questioning. If it helps our boys 
in uniform to the smallest degree they 
will acquiesce without a murmur. 

Rationing has been a tremendous task, 
and public-spirited citizens everywhere 
have risen up to take charge of it, with- 
out compensation and without hope of 
reward except the satisfaction which 
comes from public service in a great 
emergency. 

In my own home city of Syracuse, Mr. 
Oscar Soule has been chairman of the 
rationing board since its inception. He 
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is patriotic, energetic, and inspired by 
no selfish motive, political or otherwise. 
For many months he and a devoted staff 
of assistants have labored for incredible 
heurs to do the job. Most of the expense 
of carrying on the work has been borne 
personally by Mr. Soule. About this he 
makes no complaint, but volunteers will- 
ing to serve the Government without any 
compensation whatever should not be 
limited to those who are willing and able 
to spend their own funds in a public 
cause. : 

As a protest against the inefficiency of 
the national heads of the O. P. A. and 
their utter lack of consideration for the 
local boards directly responsible for en- 
forcement of rationing regulations, Mr. 
Soule has filed a letter of resignation 
with the New York State director. In 
the hope that it may attract the atten- 
tion of those in authority and result in 
corrective measures, I am appending Mr. 
Soule’s letter to these remarks. 


JULY 24, 1942, 
Mr. LEE BUCKINGHAM, 
State Director of Office of 
Price Administration, 
New. York City. 

My Dear Mr. BUCKINGHAM: As a protest 
against the manner in which rationing has 
been handled by Office of Price Administra- 
tion and the lack of support the local boards 
have had from the Washington office through 
the official channels, I herewith tender my 
resignation as chairman of the Onondaga 
County rationing board, effective August 25 
or earlier, at your convenience. 

To say that I am “fed up” is putting it 
mildly. The apparent lack of appreciation by 
those who conceive the programs of the prob- 
lems of administration in the field is beyond 
belief, and it is to me truly a miracle that 
the work has been carried out as well as it has. 

The lack of support I feel is due largely to 
Washington. No one could have had better 
support from a community than I have had 
in Syracuse. The press, the radio, the volun- 
teer workers, and the public have been per- 
fectly magnificent. But from the top it is 
another story. 

I know that the Office of Price Administra- 
tion field men have been given advance in- 
formation and have been told not to pass it on 
to the local boards. The local boards are 
never given instructions until the last min- 
ute, but are expected to provide an efficient 
organization to do a mammoth job on the 
spur of the moment. 

Press releases from Washington appear days 
before local boards receive any official notifi- 
cation of changes in regulations. Orators 
from Office of Price Administration give glow- 
ing accounts of easing of eligibility rules, 
then we are left holding the bag and in the 
position of denying applicants what they con- 
sider their just rights. 

Unnecessary demands which double and 
triple the work involved are the rule rather 
than the exception. For instance, we had to 
work 30,000 applications for sugar for home 
canning twice because we were not allowed 
to give certificates for more than 2 months 
at a time. 

That meant certificates for early can- 
ning, and now certificates for fall canning. 
Through volunteer effort we have been able 
to prepare and mail tiese fall-canning cer- 
tificates, but we were unable to obtain even 
envelopes in which to mail them. 

We have had to purchase them mostly at 
my own expense and rubber stamp the offi- 
cial franking notices on each one. How much 
easier it would have been to have done the 
job once and for all. 

But the pay-off is the gasoline program. 
The treatment the local boards receive in the 
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administration of this complicated set-up is 
beyond comprehension. And the program it- 
self is conceived to try the soul beyond en- 
durance, 

The most important tool was delivered last 
and only a few days before the program be- 
came effective—namely, the regulations. 

How we could organize and school volun- 
teers to efficiently scale mileages on appli- 
cations, how we could school others to tailor 
books, how we could familiarize ourselves 
with the rules without the regulations is 
beyond me, 

Field men had mimeograph copies, but it 
was “hush, hush, don’t tell the local boards.” 
Inadequate time for instruction has neces- 
sarily meant that 500 volunteer application 
examiners have 500 interpretations of the 
rules. 

The {niquities in administration and the 
necessity to review a great many of these 
applications later because of these iniquities 
will cause lack of confidence and a tremen- 
dous amount of work that could have been 
avoided by a more orderly procedure. 

Three months from now and then again 
at 3-month intervals, all supplementary ap- 
plicants, some 30,000 or 40,000 of them, must 
come trooping into our rationing headquar- 
ters to sign their applications again. 

The most we can handle will be about 1,000 
a day. Our headaches haven’t begun—and 
will never end. A plan beautifully con- 
ceived but impossible to administer. 

Tools with which to operate are totally in- 
adequate. We asked for a five-trunk seven- 
statio?. telephone line—we got a two trunk 
five-station exchange which is so crowded 
with calls we cannot get a call out. 

We asked for more paid help. We got 
word we can have a lesser number than asked 
for 1 month. It will take nearly that long 
to adequately train them. We have an ex- 
cellent location, but no arrangements have 
yet been made with the city to establish the 
board there on a permanent basis. We ob- 
tain no office supplies and equipment except 
four filing cases. Yet the public expects and 
is entitled to prompt and efficient treatment. 

I want to quote a paragraph which fits 
the case exactly: 

“I am Mr. Rush Job. I belong to no age, 
for men have always hurried. I pervade all 
human endeavor. Men believe me necessary, 
but I am not. I rush today because I was 
not planned yesterday. I demand excessive 
energy and concentration. 

“I over-ride obstacles, though at great ex- 
pense. I illustrate the old saying, ‘Haste 
makes waste.’ My path is strewn with the 
hummocks of overtime, fatigue, mistakes, 
misunderstandings, and disappointments. I 
force accuracy and quality to stand aside 
and give way to speed. I am the rush job.” 

Yours sincerely, 
Oscar F. SOULE, 
Chairman, Onondaga County 
Rationing Board. 


PACIFIC COAST DEFENSES 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute and to revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, the public 
press today carries the announcement 
that the President has directed unified 
control of Pacific coast defenses under 
the jurisdiction of the Navy. Those of 
us who represent Pacific Coast States in 
the Congress from the outbreak of the 
war have heen deeply concerned over the 
program for the defense of the Pacific 
coast area. Long before the attack by 
the Japanese upon us at Pearl Harbor 
and in the Philippines it was evident to 
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all who were familiar with the strategy 
involving a conflict in the Pacific that the 
Japs when once in the war would have 
as a major objective an attack on the 
Pacific coast. Without doubt their first 
offensive, the Hawaiian Islands, was the 
initial step in this strategy. Had they 
succeeded, their next moye, of course, 
would have been reaching toward the 
mainland on the Pacific. They now nave 
acquired a foothold in the Aleutians, 
which brings them within striking dis- 
tance of continental United States 
through Alaska. 

Those of us on the Pacific coast dele- 
gation have been urging upon those in 
charge of the war program to forestall 
these moves on the part of the Japs and 
not find ourselves sleeping as we were 
at Pearl Harbor. We must not come too 
late with too little in the defense of this 
vital area, which must at all hazards be 
defended and the Japanese prevented 
from securing further vantage points 
nearer to vital continental United States. 
We all appreciate that those in charge 
of the program for obvious reasons can- 
not disclose their hand and take the pub- 
lic into their confidence as to just what 
is being done in this vital protection to 
our coastal areas on the Pacific. It can- 
not, however, be too strongly urged that 
every effort be made to dislodge the Jap- 
anese from the Aleutians and make our 
defenses so strong on the Pacific that 
any further attempt to make an attack 
in this area will be successfully repulsed, 
as was the last attack on Midway. 

Mr. Speaker, our entire delegation of 
the coast have been acting in unison in 
all these matters having to do with the 
prosecution of the war as it affects this 
vital area. We have divided the dele- 
gation up into a number of subcommit- 
tees, each one having for its immediate 
objective certain factors involved in our 
defense. I have been serving on several 
of these committees, one of which had to 
do with the supplying of gas masks and 
other equipment for civilian defense. 

A matter of great concern to us on the 
Pacific coast is the utilization of our ship- 
building facilities to the full extent as a 
means of the successful prosecution of 
the war. We now see that transporta- 
tion is the major bottleneck in our war 
effort. Over 400 ships have been sunk 
since Pearl Harbor, and they are being 
sunk faster than we can produce them, 
We cannot win the war by merely build- 
ing enough ships to provide replacement 
for those being sunk. There is a vital 
defect in our defenses against sub- 
marines, and we have not been able thus 
far to.solve this acute problem. 

Mr. Henry J. Kaiser, the master ship- 
builder of the Pacific coast, whose ship- 
building plants have made such an envi- 
able record, has come forward with the 
proposal that nine of the big shipyards 
of the United States—three on the Pa- 
cific, three on the Atlantic, and three on 
the Gulf—be converted into plants for 
the manufacture of mammoth cargo air- 
ships of the type of the Mars, recently 
constructed by the Glenn L. Martin Co. 
The efficiency and farsightedness of Mr. 
Kaiser and his ability to make good on 
his promises gives his proposal great 
strength. If 5,000 of these monster air 
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carriers were built in accordance with 
the proposal of Mr. Kaiser, it would be 
the first effective answer to the sub- 
marine sinkings, and would enable us to 
keep our supply lines open and bring 
victory to our cause. Heretofore, I have 
urged on the floor that this plan be given 
full consideration, and I urge upon you, 
my colleagues, to make a complete study 
of this whole program and lend your in- 
fluence to an effective solution of this 
problem of transportation in our war 
program, which is about to stymie our 
war efforts. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Appendix and include an 
editorial appearing in the Chicago Sun 
of June 29. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks and in- 
clude therein a telegram and proclama- 
tion issued by Abraham Lincoln. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimou consent that my colleague the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Barry] 
be permitted to extend his own remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection: 

There was no objection. . 

Mr, LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in three particulars—in one, to 
include a letter written by an aviator to 
his parent at Indianapolis; in the sec- 
ond, certain excerpts from committee 
hearings; and, in the third, an address 
by Mr, Frank L. Burdette, of Purdue 
University. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


FLYING CARGO SHIPS 


Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 3 minutes and to re- 
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, today I have introduced a House 
joint resolution, a companion bill of that 
presented to the Senate by the distin- 
guished junior Senator from Oklahoma, 
Senator LEE, to provide additional trans- 
portation facilities for furnishing sup- 
plies to the armed forces of the United 
States, in foreign countries. This resolu- 
tion was sent to the Military Affairs 
Committee, where I sincerely hope it will 
be given immediate and thorough con- 
sideration. 

The Military Affairs Committee of the 
United States Senate is now in session. I 
had the pleasure and the unusual privi- 
lege this morning of sitting with that 
committee and hearing much valuable 
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testimony. Many of America’s greatest 
engineers are in daily attendance and 
have either testified or will testify before 
that committee during the next few days. 

The outstanding witness before that 
committee this morning was one of the 
greatest builders in all the world. I refer 
to Henry V. Kaiser, well-known west 
coast shipbuilder, who only a few months 
ago started from scratch on what he re- 
ferred to today as a boggy flat, and who 
is now actually producing cargo and other 
ships faster than is any other ship- 
building plant in the world. 

It will be recalled that this same mas- 
ter builder played a major role in the 
construction of Boulder Dam, which was 
finished about 2 years sooner than a 
great many other outstanding engineers 
Said it could be constructed. Today he 
is turning out ships of various kinds 
every 46 days, although he testified this 
morning that he had never seen a ship 
launched and had never been in a ship- 
yard but once before he started build- 
ing them. 

A few days ago this same great engi- 
neer, now recognized as America’s 
foremost shipbuilder, pointed out that 
America is losing the battle of transpor- 
tation because of the activities of enemy 
submarines and suggested that the only 
practical answer to the cOnstantly in- 
creasing and tragic sinkings vas to build 
flying cargo ships. He also proposed 
that we could within a few months con- 
vert some nine of the great shipbuilding 
plants that are now building various 
types of seagoing vessels, into the con- 
struction of mammoth cargo planes. He 
further pointed out that 5,000 of such 
flying boats could transport an army of 
500,000 soldiers and millions of tons of 
food, guns, and material to either the 
Atlantic or the Pacific battle areas 
within a few days’ time. 

Of course, there are many, including 
some high-up officials, who scoff at this 
novel idea and insist it cannot be done. 
Some of the same officials, I regret to 
Say, and other so-called military and 
navai experts scoffed at Kaiser’s insist- 
ence, a few months ago, that he could 
build ships in mass production. He tes- 
tifled today that a member of the Mari- 
time Commission made a bet that he 
would not turn out one ship within a 
couple of years. He was asked if it was 
the same member who was responsible 
for canceling the Higgins contract in 
New Orleans. He is today doing what 
the critics call the impossible. This 
man Kaiser is not a mere fanciful theo- 
rist; he has proven himself to be a genius, 
and his suggestion cannot be laughed off 
or scoffed at when the very future se- 
curity of the Nation is in peril. 

It was only a few months ago that 
some of the higher ups scoffed at the 
idea of building fighting planes and 
bombers in mass production. Some of 
the same critics ridiculed the suggestion 
that a capital battleship could be sunk 
by planes, but subsequent events have 
demonstrated plainly that the so-called 
military and naval experts were dead 
wrong then, and they might be wrong 
now. 

One thing is certain, we Members of 
Congress have our own responsibility, 
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and I am not one of those who is willing 
to sit idly by and say that nothing can 
be done to solve these tragic shipping 
losses. Nothing is impossible. The 
people of the United States are becoming 
restless and impatient with the tremen- 
dous submarine sinkings right at our 
very door. A few weeks ago the Secretary 
of the Navy assured the country and the 
world that this problem would be solved 
by July 1, but it is not necessary to re- 
mind Members that it has not been 
solved nor has it been appreciably reme- 
died. The resolution in question is as 
follows: 


House joint resolution to provide additional 
transportation facilities for furnishing sup- 
plies to the armed forces of the United 
States in foreign countries, and for other 
purposes 
Whereas the United States is faced with the 

increasingly difficult problem of supplying its 

armed forces in foreign countries with neces- 
sary material and equipment; and 

Whereas enemy submarines are a constant 
menace to the vessels of the United Nations; 
and 

Whereas the sinking of such vessels has 
been at a rate which has not been offset by 
the construction of new vessels; and 

Whereas as a result of such sinkings there 
is not sufficient tonnage available to sup- 
ply the needs of the armed forces of the 
United States abroad and the other needs of 
the United Nations; and 

Whereas it is essential that the existing 
shipping facilities should be reinforced as 
rapidly as possible and by every feasible 
means; and 

Whereas the construction of flying boats 
and land-based airplanes to carry troops and 
cargo is not only feasible, but will also help 
to provide an adequate transportation sys- 
tem for furnishing supplies to our armed 
forces abroad: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That there is hereby cre- 
ated a board to be known as the Supply 
Board (hereinafter referred to as the 
“Board”) and to be composed of the Secre- 
tary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the 
Administrator of the War Shipping Admin- 
istration, and the Chairman of the War 
Production Board. All of the members of the 
Board shall serve without compensation for 
their services as such members. 

Sec. 2. It shall be the duty of the Board 
to proceed immediately with the construc- 
tion of such flying boats and land-based 

for carrying troops and cargo as in 

its opinion will be necessary to supplement 
the shipping facilities now available and in 
process of construction and to provide an 
adequate transportation system to supply 
the needs of the armed forces of the United 
States that are stationed in Alaska and 
Hawaii, in outlying possessions (including 
bases) over which the United States has ju- 
risdiction and control, and in foreign coun- 
tries. For such purpose the Board is au- 
thorized to enter into such contracts and 
other arrangements as may be necessary. 

Sec. 3. It shall also be the duty of the 
Board to determine the types of planes to be 
constructed, the number of shipbuilding 
yards, airplane plants, and other facilities 
to be devoted to the manufacture of such 
planes, and the disposition to be made of 
such planes after construction. 

Sec. 4. The Board may, subject to the civil- 
service laws, employ such personnel as may 
be necessary to carry out its functions under 
this joint resolution, and shall fix the com- 
pensation of such personnel in accordance 
with the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended. 

Sec. 5. The Board is authorized to make 
such rules and regulations as may be neces- 
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sary to carry out its functions under this 
joint resolution. 

Sec. 6, There are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this joint resolution. 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, our col- 
league the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. 
Warre] has been called out of the city 
and is not with us today. 

An attack has been made on our col- 
league by the Public Power League of 
Idaho to the effect that he did not take 
any interest in developing the power pos- 
sibilities of the Northwest. On the part 
of our colleague the gentleman from 
Idaho, Mr. Compton I. Wurire, I wish 
to have inserted in the Recorp the 
statement made by the United States 
Public Ownership League of Idaho, to- 
gether with a debate that took place and 
excerpts from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
in 1940 when an appropriation was under 
consideration in the House for construc- 
tion of a transmission line to Lewiston, 
Idaho. I remember quite well the vote, 
by tellers. The vote broke even, and, 
being the moving side, they failed to cut 
out the appropriation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oregon? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Error] may be permitted to extend his 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein an article from the Catholic 
weekly, America. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Washington? 

There was no objection. 


A SECOND FRONT IN EUROPE 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, we 
read that in London 60,000 persons and 
in New York City 30,000 persons have at- 
tended mass meetings called for the pur- 
pose of bringing about enthusiasm for a 
second front in Europe. I believe it is 
vitally necessary that those who are ad- 
vocating a second front realize the impli- 
cations of such a movement. When a 
second front comes, it must be of such a 
nature that it will divert the forces of 
Hitler rather than just annoy his war 
machine, which, apparently, at the pres- 
enue is fighting a victorious battle in 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Speak- 
er, I am glad to report that our colleague 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHAN- 
won], who has n dangerously ill, is 
much improved. However, he is still very 
sick and I ask unanimous consent that 
he may have leave of absence from the 
House on account of serious illness until 
September 15 next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

HON. JAMES G. SCRUGHAM 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I am certain it is a matter of regret to 
all of us that we learn that our esteemed 
friend and colleague the Honorable 
James G. ScrucHam, of Nevada, will ter- 
minate his long and distinguished serv- 
ice in this body at the close of the present 
Congress. _ 

Governor ScrucHaM, or Jim ScruGHAM, 
as he is known to us, has announced his 
candidacy to represent his State in the 
Senate. If elected, he will contribute 
largely to the prestige of the upper House. 
Win or lose, the House will be deprived 
of an invaluable Member, for Jm 
ScrucHam is an exemplary character, a 
great statesman, a wise counselor, and a 
lovable companion. 

Governor ScrucHam entered the House 
at the beginning of the Seventy-third 
Congress. He became a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations in the suc- 
ceeding Congress, and, after but 4 years, 
succeeded to the chairmanship of the 
naval subcommittee, and today he is the 
ranking majority member of the Interior 
Department subcommittee. 

He is possessed of a wealth of learning 
and experience which has enabled him 
to discharge his large responsibilities with 
great credit to himself and with great 
credit to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and the Congress. As both a min- 
ing engineer and a mechanical engineer, 
a World War ordnance officer, and a 
former Governor of his State, his broad 
experience has exceptionally well fitted 
him to legislate wisely and counsel sagely 
upon many matters of far-reaching im- 
portance that have confronted the Con- 
gress during the most momentous period 
in the history of our Government. 

We of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have leaned heavily upon Governor 
ScrucHam, and shall miss him, as shall 
all of us who have been privileged to serve 
with him in the House. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Record by including an 
article from the Daily News, and I also 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Recorn by including a 
speech delivered over the radio during 
the Farm and Home Hour on the 11th of 
this month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
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THE AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION 
BILL 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for 5 minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, beginning on March 13, during a pe- 
riod extending over 3 months, the House 
voted on four different occasions, and by 
overwhelming majorities, against the sale 
of agricultural products below parity. 
Heavy pressure was brought to bear upon 
the House to reverse these four votes, and 
a reversal was finally secured, largely 
through assurance that two immediate 
steps would be taken to remedy the dis- 
parity between agriculture and industry. 

The first of these was the 100-percent- 
parity-loan bill. The Secretary of Agri- 
culture advocated the enactment of the 
100-percent bill and we were told that 
the Bureau of the Budget approved it, 
It would solve all our problems and would 
offset any untoward effects of the Senate 
amendment on parity. But no sooner 
had the Senate amendment been agreed 
to than there was a notable lack of in- 
terest developed in the enactment of the 
100-percent bill. It was returned to its 
pigeon hole and has not been heard from 
since. Apparently it was merely molasses 
to catch flies. 

The second influence brought to bear 
was the well-authenticated report that 
all wages, prices, and profits were to be 
frozen straight across the board. Every 
newspaper in the country carried it, and 
it was announced and accepted as an 
accomplished fact that this was the next 
step on the agenda and would be disposed 
of before the commencement of the in- 
formal recesses. But once the Senate 
amendment for the sale of farm commod- 
ities at less than parity was agreed to, all 
reference to national freezing ceased and 
Members of the House are in receipt of 
a release under date of July 28 as follows: 

At an important White House conference, 
leaders of the American Federation of Labor 
and the Congress of Industrial Organizations 
were assured by President Roosevelt that he 
has no intention of seeking to abolish col- 
lective bargaining nor of barring wage in- 
creases by legislation or decree. 


I am in heartiest accord with that pol- 
icy. I have advocated and supported on 
this floor, in season and out of season, 
the right of labor to collective bargain- 
ing. It is fundamental. It ranks with 
the principles enunciated in the Bill of 
Rights. And the fact that in agreeing 
to the Senate amendment reducing the 
wages of the farmer—for the price of his 
products are his wages for his labor—we 
have denied the farmer the right of col- 
lective bargaining confirms me in my op- 
position to denying that right to labor. 

But note the inconsistency. The au- 
tomobile industry in 1918 enjoyed an avy- 
erage hourly wage of 57 cents; today it 
is $1.13. 

The iron and steel industry had an 
hourly wage of 74.8 cents in 1918 but 
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today receives 924 cents per hour, which 
with the 44-cent increase just granted 
raises the rate to approximately $1 per 
hour. 

Industrial prices and profits have kept 
pace, and machinery, furniture, fertilizer, 
and all costs of production items enter- 
ing into costs of farm production have 
likewise vastly exceeded 1918 prices. 

Now, turn to the farm side of the 
ledger. In 1918 corn was $1.52 a bushel. 
Today is it 91 cents per bushel. I bought 
corn delivered on my farm for that price 
last week. Cotton in 1918 was bringing 
33.9 cents, and today is selling for 18.55 
cents. Wheat was $2.05 per bushel in 
1918, and when we voted for the Senate 
amendment last week we voted to sell it 
for feed at 83 cents per bushel. 

But the Department of Agriculture 
announces in a press release carried by 
the newspapers distributed on the street 
an hour ago, that farm prices are now the 
highest since 1928. That announcement 
by the Department, taken alone, is a very 
misleading statement. All prices are 
relative. A dollar a bushel for wheat is 
high if everything else is low. And $5 
a bushel for wheat is low if everything 
else is high. Let us examine the prices 
announced by the Department from that 
point of view. 

To illustrate, here is a table showing 
what industry would be getting for its 
products if it had no legislative favors 
and industrial prices had kept step with 
farm prices: 

Prices of selected industrial commodities 
purchased by farmers if such prices had 
- followed prices of 5 basic agricultural 
commodities sold by farmers, Dec. 15, 1940 


Price | Priceat 

Dee.15 
1 

$97. 14 
259. 00 
KALEDEN 2. 85 
46, 20 
1. 56 
3. 50 
Pair__.......] 259 
80-rod spool.| 3, 54 


And here is what labor would be get- 
ting if Congress had not passed laws 
putting a floor under wages and other- 
wise insuring fair and equitable treat- 
ment at the hands of industry: 

Weekly earnings in construction and of fac- 
tory workers if wages had kept pace with 
changes in the general level of prices re- 
ceived by farmers since 1910-14 


RESRSERE 
TRSASSSS 
ppensEpi 
SSRSEER 


And, on the other hand, here is the 
table of farm prices which would be in 
force today if the farmer’s prices had 
kept step with the prices he has to pay: 
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Prices which farmers would have received for 
specified commodities on Oct. 15, 1940, if 
farm prices had kept pace with industrial 
wages (weekly average earnings of New 
York State factory workers) 


Prices | prices 


Commodity 


rē- 
Unit |ceived, | ti 
on ratio! 


a 9 0. 28 

A 68 2.02 

a 59 1.47 

4 28 .91 

> 63 1,86 

a a 52 1.60 

Peanuts, per pound = 3 -10 
Butterfat, per pound. 8 29 -60 
Eggs, per doz pe -| Cents... 24 49 
Hogs, per 100 pounds. -| Dollars..| 5.83 16, 53 
Hay, per ton......... Dollars..| 6.99 27.18 
Horses, each... 69.10 | 312.81 


‘Fractions omitted. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Missouri has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to proceed 
for 5 minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is that 
agreeable to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

Mr. GEARHART. It is agreeable to 
mo and I yield back the balance of my 

e. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Without 
objection, the gentleman from Missouri 
is recognized for 5 minutes more, 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The 
monthly Bulletin of the Department of 
Agriculture, just issued for July 1942, 
which Members of the House found on 
their desks when the mail came in Mon- 
day, has more pertinent information 
than this release handed to the news- 
papers this morning. Turn to the back 
page of the Bulletin and you will find 
there that while the income of industrial 
workers increased from an index figure 
of 126 in 1925 to an index figure of 202 in 
April of this year, the cost of living—that 
much advertised and much discussed 
cost of living—declined from an index 
figure of 125 in 1925 to 116 in May 1942, 
In other words, while the consumers’ in- 
come increased from 125 to 202, his cost 
of living, supplied largely by the farmer, 
decreased from 125 to 116. 

And observe what income the farmer 
got while the consumer’s income was ad- 
vancing so handsomely. From March to 
June of 1942 the price of grain decreased 
from an index figure of 122 to 116. The 
price of cotton declined from 158 to 153. 
Truck crops declined from 204 in Janu- 
ary to 169 in June. Dairy products fell 
from 148 to 141. And chickens and eggs 
dropped from 157 in November 1941 to 
137 in June 1942. 

These are not newspaper runners. 
They are the official reports of the Bu- 
reau of Agricultural Statistics of the 
United States Department of Agriculture 
in their report on your desk at this 
minute. 

Every discrimination has been exer- 
cised against the farmer. The tariff on 
wool was quietly eliminated and wool is 
now being brought into the country duty 
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free. I sold my clip in May for 47 cents 
a pound, a normal price, and within a 
week later when my neighbors and my 
farm cooperative sought to sell, they 
could not get a bid at any price. Buying 
was finally resumed but at a much re- 
duced figure, and wool is today quoted on 
the market at a maximum price of 39.2. 
The tariff on farm products which has 
been represented as compensating the 
farmer for the high industrial tariffs all 
these years is now repealed, but no in- 
dustrial tariff is disturbed. The farmer 
alone is singled out for this sacrifice. 
The Demand and Price Situation for 
July 1942, issued by the Department of 
Agriculture, says frankly at page 11 that 
the price has declined and that it is due 
to the fact that “the mills and dealers 
hold considerable stocks of foreign wool” 
which “are sufficient for current needs.” 
But it does not say that this foreign wool 
came in over the tariff wall duty free. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I think 
there is no better comparison to be had 
than the price the farmers were getting 
during the first World War and what 
they are getting now, and the cost of 
raising the stuff was higher then than 
now. I was a real farmer during the 
first World War. I sold wheat at $2.10 
and now it is about half of what I got 
then. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Missouri has again 
expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Iask unan- 
imous consent to proceed for 5 minutes 
more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PIERCE. The cost of hogs is about 
two-thirds of what it was during the first 
World War. I think if you would put in 
a table showing the prices paid for the 
principal crops during the first World 
War and now you could make a very 
favorable argument along the line you are 
going. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. In the 
meantime -everything that enters into 
the farmer’s cost of production has gone 
up. 

Mr. PIERCE. Yes. It costs more to 
raise it now than it did then. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. No one 
here is more competent to speak on that 
than the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
Perce], because he is not only a farmer 
but he has had much to do with agricul- 
tural legislation before this House for the 
last several years. 

Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. THOM. How was the tariff rate 
on wool reduced? By areciprocity agree- 
ment? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. It was re- 
duced by Executive order exempting from 
duty purchases by the Treasury, Army, 
Navy, and Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration, which, of course, means all 
wool, since they are taking practically 
all wool produced today. 


Another recent discrimination is the. 


denial of fertilizer to the small grain 
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planter. There is no restriction on the 
use of fertilizer for any other crop but 
the grain farmer is asked to incur all the 
labor and expense of producing a crop 
and then take half a crop for his toil and 
expenditure. The farmer alone is asked 
to contribute a full season’s work and a 
full season’s expense and then take half 
pay because without fertilizer he can 
make only half a crop. 

Agriculture is asked to produce more 
than ever before, and is producing it. 
But with the demand to increase pro- 
duction under price ceilings imposed on 
no other workers—with the boys drained 
from the farm into the camps or lured 
away by the high wages paid in muni- 
tions factories, the farmer finds himself 
confronted by another restriction—the 
denial of needed machinery. 

I am in receipt of requests from indi- 
vidual farmers and from the Missouri 
Farmers Association, one of the great 
farm cooperatives in the Nation, for aid 
in securing indispensable machinery to 
take the place of the labor no longer 
available on the farm. 

In my section of the country the hay 
crop is about all we have left. We could 
not sow wheat last fall on account of the 
continuous rains and the floods this 
spring and summer have destroyed most 
of the corn crop. About all we have left 
is the hay crop. And now we are un- 
able to get balers to save the hay. I took 
up with the Priorities Field Service the 


tnatter of securing bail balers and am. 


just in receipt of this report: 

We have contacted all of the large farm 
equipment dealers in this territory and are 
unable to find a pick-up baler, which is the 
type Mr. Meyer wants. 

Due to the shortage of labor and heavy 
hay crop this year there has been an un- 
usual demand for this type of equipment. 
Mr. Lapham, manager ot the J. I Case Co. 
office, St. Louis, tells us that he has over 1,900 
orders for pick-up balers. He is unable to 
fill any of these orders. 


The farmers are producing loyally and 
efficiently. They are accepting every re- 
striction imposed by the Government. 
But they must have machinery. I appeal 
to those in charge of the food-production 
program to let us have tools with which 
to handle the heavy tasks shouldered on 
the American farmers, We cannot make 
bricks without straw. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, ladies, 
and gentlemen, I greatly regret that 
when our country is in such grave dan- 
ger the gentleman from Missouri iMr. 
Cannon], who is the chairman of the Ap- 


Without 
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propriations Committee, complains that 

certain legislation before my committee 

is being held up to the detriment of the 

farmers. Although the gentleman from 

Missouri has the right to continue to 

plead for favorable legislation for the. 
farmers, he should not be so reckless 

with the figures and statements he has 

given. 

As all of you know, I have at all times 
cooperated to aid the farmer. I have 
granted the gentleman from Missouri a 
special rule, and have made possible ap- 
priations of millions upon millions of dol- 
lars. before a legislative committee acted. 
Consequently I have a right to point out 
erroneous deductions or statements on 
his part. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. I cannot yield. It is 
because of the unfair complaints from 
the gentleman that I have taken the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I deny that farmers are 
not being fairly treated. On the con- 
trary, more has been done for the farm- 
ers in the last few years than ever before 
in the history of our country. I know 
that we have appropriated over $12,000,- 
000,000 to aid the farmers in the last 10 
years. In fact, I gave the correct figures 
to the House last year. The following 
figures are the appropriations for the 
last 3 years alone: $1,455,481,000 in 1940; 
$1,255,839,000 in 1941; and $1,299,172,000 
in 1942. In addition to these last appro- 
priations, we have legislated in many 
other ways to aid the farmers. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The De- 
partment of Agriculture tells us—— 

Mr. SABATH. I cannot yield to the 
gentleman. 

He complains about the reduced prices 
of farm products when, in fact, never be- 
fore in history, with the exception of 1 
year during the Jast war, has the farmer 
received a higher price for his products 
than today. He has given some figures 
showing reductions in prices by fractions 
of pennies 3 or 4 months ago, but I will 
give him the real figures and prices that 
prevail today on principal agricultural 
products. They are as follows: 


Calves and cattle_..-.--_- per pound.. $0.15 
ORR pea sebece eee ra Os SESS oy S| 
Sheep oe ke ee Ct ery ys 
Poultry ooo do.. .22-.28 
Wheat. eee cael per bushel.. 1.15 
Gorn (about). 25. c onsen do.... 1.00 

ae W E Sie PREIS ene CERES VETS YS daria RS 
POO 5 soe So eacw ene do... 1.00 
Butter (up to) --...--..-- per pound.. .40 
O OUST per dozen.. .32 


The same increases can be found to 
exist on all fruits and vegetables. 

Compare these with the prices of 1933 
when wheat was selling for 27 cents per 
bushel, corn for 22 cents, barley for 22 
cents, cattle and hogs at 3 cents per 
pound, potatoes at 25 cents per bushel, 
and so forth. Today’s prices are 300 and 
400 percent higher. Therefore the gen- 
tleman’s complaint is unjustified. 

Personally I have no objection to the 
gentleman making a speech for home 
consumption, but that should not be nec- 
essary for him, because everyone in his 
district knows that there is no man in 
Congress who has fought harder to ob- 
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tain more and more for the farmer than 
the gentleman from Missouri. There- 
fore I cannot conceive the underlying 
reason for his speech today. 

Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen, the 
conditions that confront our country and 
the American people are such that it is 
absolutely necessary that selfishness and 
greed be eliminated and that we concen- 
trate our efforts to aid our country in 
these threatening and perilous days. It 
is to be regretted that some people do not 
realize the true situation. Our efforts 
should be directed toward awakening the 
American people to the dangers con- 
fronting them and to prevent more ad- 
vantages for the selfish and greedy inter- 
ests, many of whom for the purpose of 
personal gain and advantage make the 
country believe that a shortage in this 
and a shortage in that exists. 

During the last few days I have been 
reading about the meat shortage which 
threatens the country, and I say such re- 
ports are not warranted by facts. We 
have increased our meat production, if 
the report that I have read is correct, 
and I believe it is, by nearly 40 percent 
over 1941, but the cattle growers and 
packers have feared that there would be 
a ceiling put on the price of livestock, as 
well as on meats, which accounts for the 
undue publicity as to the alleged meat 
shortage. It was the same clamor as to 
the sugar shortage. You will recollect 
that months ago I called attention to the 
fact that there was and there would be a 
sufficient supply of sugar for all, but at 
that time the refiners and sugar inter- 
ests, in order to boost the price and get 
rid of their surpluses, misled well-mean- 
ing people, and as a result ration cards 
were issued. The scare about a shortage 
of meats is just as unjustifiable as it was 
then about sugar. 

Yes: I admit that wages bave gone up, 
as the gentleman from Missouri stated, 
but so has the cost of living. Rents have 
gone sky high, so that when the week is 
over the wage earner finds he has no sur- 
plus of food or money on hand such as 
the farmer has. 

I had hoped that the gentleman from 
Missouri would some day take the floor 
and point out the advantages our farm- 
ers enjoy today as compared with past 
years, and unlike, as in former years, 
there are no foreclosures on farms. It 
is true that the boys on the farms are in 
the armed forces, but so are the sons of 
the wage earners. Therefore, the situa- 
tion does not warrant that the gentle- 
man from Missouri should continually 
point out the sacrifices on the part of the 
farmers, as all fair-minded farmers will 
admit. 

In conclusion, the gentleman from 
Missouri is not obliged to pay rent, and 
in all likelihood does not realize the big 
increase in foodstuffs and in the cost of 
living to the wage earner in the cities. 
He deplores the fact that the farmers 
cannot obtain farm implements, wire, 
fertilizer, and so forth. Even if the 
farmers have been unable to obtain the 
fertilizer about which he complains, the 
reports indicate that this has in no way 
reduced the crops, 
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I hope that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, as the chairman of the Appropria- 
tions Committee, will compile the ap- 
propriations that have been made for our 
farmers and the legislation passed in 
their interest instead of complaining and 
nearly shedding tears about their mis- 
fortunes. 


UNIFIED COMMAND FOR ALEUTIAN WAR 
AREA 


Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, I know 
the House was pleased to read in the 
newspapers this morning that the mili- 
tary has announced a unified command 
for the so-called Aleutian war area. This 
now completes the establishment of these 
unified commands in every war frontier 
where American troops or sailors are to 
be found. It must be remembered that 
the remainder of Alaska, outside of the 
Aleutian territory, is entirely under the 
Army, and that there are no naval estab- 
lishments in any other section of Alaska, 
so that the Army naturally has a unified 
command there. So that in every fron- 
tier—Australia, New Zealand, the Pan- 
ama Canal Zone—a unified command 
now exists. 


THE PRICE OF MEAT 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I am very glad that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SABATH] is inter- 
ested in the meat situation. I intro- 
duced a resolution for investigation, 
which goes to the gentleman’s committee 
for action, to clarify that whole situation, 
and I am interested to know from him 
that there is a great plenty of meat, and 
the trouble is a lack of proper distribu- 
tion. Then it ought to make the 
problem of giving more meat to Massa- 
chusetts much simpler.and action must 
be taken to that end. 

Mr.SABATH. There is plenty of meat 
available. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. But 
the ice chests of the meat men in Boston 
are almost empty, and also there is an 
acute shortage of beef in the retail stores. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. TALLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to amend my earlier re- 
quest to extend my remarks by including 
certain excerpts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from Misscuri [Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN] be granted leave of absence, as he 
has been appointed a member of a Select 
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committee to make an investigation for 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries in New Orleans. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to Mr. MAGNUSON, in- 
definitely, on account of official business. 


PRICE OF MEAT 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to proceed 
for 3 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, with my friend the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SaBaTH] available, there is 
no need for statistical bureaus in either 
the Department of Labor or the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. The figures cited 
to which he refers are official reports 
from the Federal departments. But his 
statement that the farmer is getting 
more than he ever did before reflects a 
much-repeated fallacy and should be cor- 
rected. Hogs sold in the last war as 
high as $28; they are now selling at less 
than $14. Cattle sold for $18, wheat for 
$2.40, and the Secretary of Agriculture 
said but for the law holding it down, it 
would have gone to $7.50. Cotton sold 
for 40 cents. 4 

While agriculture was getting these 
prices labor and industry were getting 
half what they get now. The farmers are 
today getting a smaller percentage of the 
consumer’s income than ever before in 
the history of the Nation. As to the price 
of meat, the policy of the Department of 
Agriculture in putting a ceiling on the 
price of beef has resulted, as reported 
by the Associated Press this morning, in 
the sending of cattle to market 100 
pounds light and is decreasing the sup- 
ply of meat available for the Nation. The 
farmer cannot afford to put the extra 
100 pounds on at present costs of produc- 
tion. The increase in the cost of meat is 
out of all proportion to the price paid to 
the farmer. A man on this floor told 
me this morning that in a hotel in this 
city a couple of days ago he and five 
guests, six of them altogether, paid $21 
for a piece of beefsteak. The farmer got 
less than a dollar for that steak. 

And here is an interesting report on 
the price of milk: 

Look at the price of milk in the New York 
milkshed. In January 1918 the price of milk 
to producers was $3.78 a hundredweight. In 
January 1942 it was only $2.67; 71 peréent 
less than in January 1918. Meanwhile, the 
retail price had gone up from 15 cents a 
quart to 17 cents. In other words, farmers 
were getting 2 cents a quart less and con- 
sumers were paying 2 cents a quart more. 


It is not the farmer that starts the 
spiral of rising prices. z 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expired. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the House of the following 


Is there 


6722 


titles, which were thereupon signed by 
the Speaker pro tempore: 


H. R.6217. An act to amend section 13 of 
thei Classification Act of 1923, as amended; 
and 

H.R.7100. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act authorizing vessels of Cana- 
dian to transport iron ore on the 
Great Lakes during 1942," approved January 
27, 1942 (Public Law 416, Seventy-seventh 
Congress), to continue it in force during the 

war. 


The Speaker announced his signature 
to enrolled bills of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


5,2322. An act to extend the time limit for 
cooperation between the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion and the Farm Security Administration 
in the development of farm units on public 
lands under Federal reclamation projects; 

S. 2440. An act for the relief of the Bridge- 
port irrigation district; 

8.2456. An act to amend the act approved 
February 4, 1919 (40 Stat. 1056), entitled 
“An act to provide for the award of medals 
of honor, distinguished service medals, and 
Navy crosses, and for other purposes,” so as 
to change the conditions for the award of 
medals, and for other purposes; 

S. 2600. An act to expedite the prosecution 
of the war by making provision for an in- 
creased supply of rubber manufactured from 
alcohol produced from agricultural or forest 
products; and 

8.2645. An act to amend Article of War 
50%. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRE- 
SENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on this day present to the 
President, for his approval, bills and a 
joint resolution of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


H.R.1030. An act to provide increases of 
pension payable to dependents of veterans 
of the Regular Establishment, and for other 


urposes; 

H.R. 2545. An act for the relief of Chin 
Hoy; 

H. R. 3956. An act to amend the Bankhead- 
Jones Farm Tenant Act to permit exchange 
of land with private owners; 

H.R. 5839. An act to amend the act entitled 
“An act to provide compensation for em- 
ployees of the United States suffering injuries 
while in the performance of their duties, and 
for other purposes,” as amended; 

H. R.6071. An act to grant a preference 
Tight to certain oil and gas leases; 

H.R. 7188. An act to amend the Canal Zone 
Code; and 

H. J. Res. 285. Joint resolution providing for 
the filling of a vacancy in the Board of Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution of the 
class other than Members of Congress. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The iwotion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 58 minutes 
p. m.), in accordance with the order 
heretofore made, the House adjourned 
until Monday, August 3, 1942, at 12 
o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 

communications were taken from the 

Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1827. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
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grant the consent of Congress for the con- 
struction of bridges over navigable waters 
of the United States; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

1828. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to pro- 
vide that promotions to higher grades of 
officers of the Army of the United States, or 
any components thereof, shall be deemed to 
have been accepted upon the dates of the 
orders announcing such promotions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

1829. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting reports of lands ac- 
quired from January 29 to June 30, 1942, for 
naval uses; to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

1830. A letter from the secretary, the Amer- 
ican Academy of Arts and Letters, transmit- 
ting official report of the American Academy 
of Arts and Letters; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

1881. A letter from the chairman, Joint 
Committee on Reduction of Nonessential 
Federal Expenditures, transmitting a second 
report -on reduction of nonessential Federal 
expenditures; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

1832. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a 
resolution from the Acting Governor of the 
Virgin Islands, passed by the Municipal 
Council of St. Thomas and St. Johns at a 
meeting held March 25, 1942; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. MASON: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. H. R. 4353. A bill for 
the relief of George Harrison Outerbridge; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2389). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LESINSKI: Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. H. R. 2370. A bill 
for the relief of Constantinos Dardas; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2390). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MASON: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. H.R.3776. A bill for the 
relief of Freda Utley; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2391), Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3'of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sey- 
erally referred as follows: 


By Mr. Martin J. Kennedy: 

H. R.7446. A bill adding section 207-A to 
the Criminal Code concerning notices filed 
by Members of the House of Representatives 
and of the Senate of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: 

H.R. 7447. A bill to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the hours of employ- 
ment and safeguard the health of females 
employed in tke District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved February 24, 1914; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAGNUSON: 

H. R. 7448. A bill to amend the act cntitled 
“An act to establish a Women’s Army Aux- 
iliary Corps for service with the Army of the 
United States,” approved May 14, 1942, to 
provide that the base pay of auxiliaries, offi- 
cers, and leaders in the Women’s Auxiliary 
Corps shall be the same as the base pay of 
the corresponding grades in the Army, and 
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for other purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
By Mr. JACKSON: 

H.R. 7449. A bill to amend section 2 of an 
act approved June 29, 1938 (52 Stat. 1241), 
entitled “An act to establish the Olympic 
National Park, in the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes”; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma: 

H. J. Res. 339. Joint resolution to provide 
additional transportation facilities for fur- 
nishing supplies to the armed forces of the 
United States in foreign countries, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 

H. Res. 533. Resolution to investigate meat 

shortage; to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H. R. 7450. A bill for the relief of Robert 
Kish Lee and Elizabeth Kish; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Iowa: 

H. R. 7451. A bill for the relief of Lt. 
Comdr. Walter H. Schwartz, Medical Corps, 
United States Navy; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: 

H.R. 7452. A bill for the relief of Adolphe 
James Pinault; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERSON of Georgia: 

H.R.7453. A bill for the relief of Hosea 
Aldred; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 

H.R.7454. A bill for the relief of Adelard 

Demers; to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXT, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3279. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of 
the Central Trades anc Labor Council of 
Greater New York and Vicinity, enlisting the 
aid and assistance of the Governor of the 
State of New York, the mayor of New York 
City, and such other agencies concerned with 
the welfare of the workers in Greater New 
York in an effort to bring about greater em- 
ployment opportunities in this area; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

$280. By Mr. JOHNSON of California: 
Resolution adopted by the Board of Super- 
visors of the County of Mariposa, State of 
California, endorsing and approving House 
bill 7344, a bill that would permit senior and 
blind citizens receiving aid under the Social 
Security Act to earn up to $15 per month 
without having it deducted from their pen- 
sion; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

$281. By Mr. LYNCH: Resolution of the 
New York State Credit Union League, New 
York, N. Y., urging increases in compensa- 
tion for postal employees; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

$282. By Mr. MERRITT: Resolution of the 
Kiwanis Club of Bayside, N. Y., petitioning 
the Congress of the United States to take ap- 
propriate action so that national recogni- 
tion and appreciation be shown to Coxswain 
John C. Cullen, United States Coast Guard, 
in view of the highly meritorious and valu- 
able services rendered to this country while 
patroling the ocean beach near Amagansett, 
Suffolk County, N. Y., in the early morning 
of June 13, 1942; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 
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SENATE 
Monpay, AucGust 3, 1942 


The Reverend Alfred Q. Plank, rector 
of St. James Episcopal Church, Wash- 
ington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 


In the name of the Father and of the 
Son and of the Holy Ghost. Amen. Al- 
mighty God, our Heavenly Father, whose 
kingdom is everlasting, whose power is 
infinite, and in whose hands are the des- 


tinies of men and nations: Have mercy. 


upon this whole good land which Thou 
hast given to us as a sacred. heritage of 
freedom; and so rule the hearts of Thy 
servants the President of the United 
States, the Vice President, and all their 
council and all others in authority that 
they knowing whose ministers they are, 
may, above all things, seek Thy honor 
and glory, and that we and all the peo- 
ple, duly considering whose authority 
they bear, may faithfully and obediently 
honor them, in Thee and for Thee, ac- 
cording to Thy blessed word and ordi- 
nance. 

Endue with the spirit of wisdom and 
understanding these Thy servants of the 
Senate in Congress assembled, to whom, 
in Thy name, we entrust the authority 
of legislative government over us. May 
it please Thee to prosper and defend 
them in all their consultations, to the 
advancement of Thy glory and the safety, 
honor, and welfare of Thy people, that 
all things may be so ordered by their 
endeavors on the best and surest founda- 
tions that peace and unity, justice and 
truth, piety and religion may be estab- 
lished among us for all generations. 

Defend and foster the institutions of 
our way of life, we beseech Thee, O Lord, 
and in this fiery trial of war suffer not 
our trust in Thee to fail. 

Bless our land with united and honest 
industry to the prosecution of our cause 
with sound learning, unerring judgment, 
and pure manners. Save us from vio- 
lence, discord, and confusion, from pride 
and arrogancy, and from every evil way. 

Stretch forth, O Lord God of Hosts, 
Thy almighty arm to strengthen and 
protect the armies of our righteous 
cause; support them in the hour of bat- 
tle; endue them with courage and loy- 
alty; and grant that in all things they 
may serve without reproach, to the con- 
fusion of the enemies of our peace and 
security, and the overthrow of the wicked 
reign of injustice, lust, and tyranny. 

Defend our loved ones who are in dan- 
ger. Give health to the sick, recovery 
to the wounded, comfort to those who 
mourn, and rest and peace to the valiant 
dead. 

Set free the captive peoples of the 
earth, and hasten the coming of Thy 
blessed kingdom, O Lord, of universal 
justice, love, and peace. 

These and all other necessaries for 
them, for ourselves, and for all Thy peo- 
ple, we humbly beg in the name and me- 
diation of Jesus Christ, our most blessed 
Lord and Saviour. In the name of the 
Father and of the Son and of the Holy 
Ghost, Amen, : 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER 


The Secretary (Edwin A. Halsey) read 
the following letter: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, D. C., August 3, 1942. 
To the Senate: 
Being temporarily absent from the Senate, 
I appoint Hon. Harry H. ScHwarTZ, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Wyoming, to perform 
the duties of the Chair during my absence. 
CARTER GLASS, 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. SCHWARTZ thereupon took the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. Lucas, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
July 30, 1942, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL OF BILLS 


Messages in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States were communi- 
cated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries, who also announced 
that the President had approved and 
signed the following acts: 

On July 30, 1942: 

S. 2330. An act to enable the United States 
Commission for the Celebration of the Two 
Hundredth Anniversay of the Birth of 
Thomas Jefferson to carry out and give ef- 
fect to certain approved plans. 

On August 1, 1942: 

§. 2322. An act to extend the time limit 
for cooperation between the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation and the Farm Security Adminis- 
tration in the development of farm units 
on public lands under Federal Reclamation 
projects; 

§.2440. An act for the relief of the 
Bridgeport irrigation district; and 

8.2645. An act to amend Article of War 
5014. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Calloway, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. 2642) to amend 
section 219 of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, as amended, by changing a reference 
to “such part” to “this act,” and to amend 
subsection (b) of section 417 of the In- 
terstate Commerce Act by changing a 
reference therein from “carrier” to 
“freight forwarder,” with amendments, 
in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 6171. An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act in relation to taxes and tax sales in 
the District of Columbia,” approved February 
28, 1898, as amended; and 

H.R. 7399. An act to increase the penalty 
for indecent exposure in the District of 
Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 


The message further announced that 
the Speaker pro tempore of the House 
had affixed his signature to the following 
enrolled bills and joint resolution and 
they were signed by the Acting President 
pro tempore; 
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S. 2604, An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the States of Colorado, Kansas, 
and Nebraska to negotiate and enter into a 
compact for the division of the waters of the 
Republican River; 

H.R. 6818. An act authorizing the tem- 
porary eppointment or advancement of com- 
missioned officers of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey in time of war or national emer- 
gency, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6963. An act to amend the act entitled 
“An act to authorize black-outs in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
approved December 26, 1941, and for other 
purposes; 

H.R. 7140. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to provide additional pay for 
personne! of the United States Navy assigned 
to duty on submarines and to diving duty,” 
so as to increase the additional pay of officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Navy 
assigned to duty on submarines, and for other 
purposes; 


H.R. 7364. An act to repeal certain laws 
and to amend other laws relating to naval 
aviation cadets, to provide for aviation cadets 
in the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Re- 
serve, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 7419. An act to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to proceed with the con- 
struction of certain public works, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 246. Joint resolution to authorize 
the War Shipping Administration to sell or 
charter two merchant vessels to the Govern- 
ment of Ireland. 


AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
ACT 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 2642) to amend section 219 
of the Interstate Commerce Act, as 
amended, by changing a reference to 
“such part” to “this act,” and to amend 
subsection (b) of section 417 of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act by changing a refer- 
ence therein from “carrier” to “freight 
forwarder,” which were on page 1, line 
5, after “(12)”, to insert “of part I”; on 
page 1, line 6, to strike out “this act” and 
insert “such part”, and to amend the title 
so as to read: “An act to amend section 
219 of the Interstate Commerce Act, as 
amended, by inserting ‘of part I’ after 
*(12)’, and to amend subsection (b) of 
section 417 of such act by changing a 
reference from ‘carrier’ to ‘freight for- 
warder’.” 

Mr, LUCAS. I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS 


Mr. RADCLIFFE (for Mr. Typrnes) 
presented petitions, numerously signed, 
of sundry citizens of the State of Mary- 
land praying for the enactment of Sen- 
ate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alco- 
holic liquor and to suppress vice in the 
vicinity of military camps and naval es- 
tablishments, which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND SUP- 

PRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILITARY 

CAMPS—MEMORIALS 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I present 
memorials signed by some 5,000 citizens 
of Pennsylvania in opposition to Senate - 
bill 860, and ask that they be appropri- 
ately referred. Among the memorials 
numerously signed, large numbers are 
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forwarded by the Beaver County Retail 
Liquor Dealers’ Association and the Lan- 
caster County Liquor Dealers’ Associa- 
tion. Some of the memorials are signed 
by great numbers of private citizens of 
the State of Pennsylvania. I do not ask 
that the names be printed in the RECORD, 
but that the body of one of the memorials 
be printed. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The memorials presented by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will lie on the table. 

The body of one of the memorials is as 
follows: 

To the United States Congress: 

We, the undersigned adult citizens of the 
United States, respectfully request Members 
of the Senate and House of Representatives 
to keep the Sheppard bill (S. 860) from be- 
coming law. 

We recognize it as a first step toward total 
prohibition, and having in mind the brutal 
conditions fostered by that era we urge that 
your honorable body vote against this vicious 
measure when the occasion arises. 

Passage of the Sheppard bill will destroy 
morale among our armed forces, against whom 
the provisions of the bill discriminate, and 
will take the handling of alcoholic beverages 
away from legally licensed individuals and 
place it with unscrupulous bootleggers. We 
urge that our lawmakers bear in mind the 
sentiments of our Secretary of War and of 
leading military and civic figures who have 
placed themselves squarely in opposition to 
the Sheppard bill. 


MANUFACTURE OF RUBBER FROM ALCO- 
HOL DERIVED FROM GRAINS 


Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I present and 
ask to have printed in the Recorp and 
appropriately referred a_ resolution 
adopted at a meeting of the North Da- 
kota State Industrial Commission having 
to do with the subject of rubber produc- 
tion from agricultural commodities. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the resolution 
will be printed in the Record and appro- 
priately referred. 

The resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
as follows: 


Whereas a subcommittee of the United 
States Senate Agricultural Committee has 
conducted extended hearings since March 20, 
1942, to secure information regarding the 
production of alcohol and rubber; and 

Whereas, from the evidence presented at 
such hearings, it is apparent that this coun- 
try will get very little rubber from the oil 
processes during the next 1 or 2 years; and 

Whereas the said hearing before the United 
States Senate Agricultural Committee fur- 
ther established the fact that the rubber 
division of the War Production Board is fol- 
lowing a program recommended by the Stand- 
ard Oil Co. and four major rubber companies; 
and 

‘Whereas certain witnesses representing agri- 
culture charged before the said subcommit- 
tee that the Government was proceeding on 
a method of manufacturing rubber with 
processes that were completely new and un- 
tried, and that before rubber could actually 
be manufactured from such proposed proc- 
esses further research would be absolutely 
necessary, which said testimony was not 
denied; and 
5 Whereas the evidence submitted to the 

Senate subcommittee showed that practically 
all o- the rubber being used by Germany, 
Italy, and Russia was being made from farm 
crops by a process which has been tried and 
tested, and by which hundreds of tons of 
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rubber have been and are now being made 
from agricultural products, and no evidence 
having been introduced to show that any 
of the rubber produced and used in these 
countries was made from petroleum; and 

Whereas evidence produced before the said 
committee also showed that rubber can be 
made from farm crops at approximately the 
same price as natural rubber; that plants to 
manufacture rubber to be made from farm 
products can be constructed with approxi- 
mately one-fourth of the materials and one- 
fourth of the cost required for manufactur- 
ing plants of the same capacity which are 
now being constructed to manufacture rub- 
ber from oil processes; and 

Whereas the evidence further shows that 
such plants for the manufacture of rubber 
from agricultural products can be producing 
rubber in 6 months and be in full operation 
inside of the period of 8 months; and 

Whereas it is general knowledge that there 
are large surpluses of crops not only in the 
United States but also in Canada, Australia, 
and in the countries of South America, and 
that the farmers of this country are facing a 
very serious problem in attempting to pro- 
vide storage for a large part of this year’s 
crop, Which will be lost if such crops are not 
used for some purpose within a very short 
period of time; and 

Whereas the shortage of rubber is seriously 
hampering the war effort of our country, as 
shown by evidence introduced before the 
said committee, to the effect that rubber 
cushions have been eliminated from the 
tracks of the large Army tanks, due to the 
shortage of rubber; and because of such rub- 
ber shortage, rubber having been eliminated 
from other armaments at a cost of efficiency 
of such armaments, and 

Whereas such rubber shortage has brought 
about a great reduction in mileage of civilian 
motor vehicles, thereby causing a large re- 
duction in the collection of gasoline taxes by 
the State and a direct impairment of the 
ability of the State to properly carry on their 
highway program and properly care for the 
additional traffic on such highways caused by 
the war, as well as the normal traffic of 
business in this country; and 

Whereas it would seem to the members of 
this commission that the interests of the vast 
majority of the people of this country would 
require that we proceed on a rubber program 
that will insure the securing of an adequate 
rubber supply before the present stocks of 
rubber are exhausted: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Industrial Commission 
of the State of North Dakota does urge that 
Senate bill 2600, prcviding for the setting up 
of a separate department to manufacture 
rubber from agricultural and forest products, 
which bill was recently passed by the Senate, 
and House Resolution 7257, the companion 
bill, passed by the House of Representatives, 
be approved by the President of the United 
States; that copies of this resolution be for- 
warded to the President of the United States, 
to the members of the North Dakota delega- 
tion in Congress, and to the Committees on 
Agriculture in the United States Senate and 
the House of Representatives. 


RATIONING OF TIRES TO AGRICULTURAL 
INDUSTRY 


Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I present and 
ask to have printed in the Recorp and 
properly referred a letter from the 
State’s attorney of Pierce County, N. 
Dak., together with a resolution adopted 
by the county commissioners of that 
county, having to do with the rationing 
of tires as it relates to the agricultural 
industry. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the letter and 
the resolution will be printed in the REC- 
orD and appropriately referred. 
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The letter and resolution were referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, as follows: 

OFFICE oF STATE’s ATTORNEY, 
PIERCE County, 
Rugby, N. Dak., July 30, 1942, 
Hon. GERALD P. NYE, 
Senator from North Dakota, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR Nye: I am herewith enclos- 
ing a resolution that was passed by the Board 
of County Commissioners of Pierce County, 
N. Dak. The resolution speaks for itself, and 
I, therefore, will not endeavor to explain the 
same in detail. 

There is without doubt a very serious prob- 
lem facing the farmers of this community as 
well as in the State of North Dakota as a 
whole, insofar as truck and tractor tires are 
concerned. Our present allocation for truck 
and tractor tires has only met approximately 
one-fourth of the emergency needs required. 
Furthermore, we feel that the farmers of this 
State should be placed upon the same basis 
as employees and workers in national defense 
industries, so that such farmers may be enti- 
tled to new tires for their passenger cars 
that they are actually using in their farm- 
ing operations. At present passenger cars 
operated by farmers are only entitled to re- 
caps and retreads. It is absolutely impos- 
sible to obtain carcasses or rubber bottoms 
that are in such shape so that they can be 
used for retreading or recapping. 

We in Pierce County would appreciate any 
effort on your part to bring about a satis- 
factory solution of the problem that we are 
confronted with. 

Respectfully yours, 
ROLAND A. HERINGER, 
State’s Attorney. 
[Enclosure.]} 
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Whereas the farmers of the State of North 
Dakota have been urged by the Federal Gov- . 
ernment to increase farm production for 
the purpose of carrying out the food for free- 
dom campaign; and 

Whereas the present tire-rationing quota 
for Pierce County is very inadequate to take 
care of the needs of the farmers of this 
county insofar as truck and tractor tires are 
concerned; and 

Whereas the present allotment for truck 
and tractor tires in Pierce County is only 
meeting one-fourth of the emergency needs 
now required, and it having been definitely 
established through an investigation by this 
Board that it will be necessary to have a 
minimum of at least 300 truck and tractor 
tires available during the months of August 
and September of the year 1942, in order to 
harvest, handle, and transport the present 
crop now being ready to harvest in this 
county and keep the same safe from the 
elements and from destruction through 
spoilage; and 

Whereas the farmers of this county and 
throughout the State of North Dakota are 
not now eligible for any new passenger-car 
tires but only for retreads and recaps; and 

Whereas it is a virtual impossibility to 
obtain carcasses or rubber bottoms that are 
in a fit condition to be used for recapping 
and retreading in Pierce County, and in 
other counties in the State of North Dakota, 
as a consequence whereof the farmers of 
this county and other counties within the 
State cannot drive or operate their passenger 
cars which are essential to their farming 
operations; and 

Whereas employees and workers in national 
defense industries are now under the regu- 
lations of the United States Government 
entitled to obtain new tires where an emer- 
gency need is shown to exist: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved by this board, That immediate 
steps be taken by the proper Federal au- 
thorities in charge to provide Pierce County 
with at least 300 truck and tractor tires for 
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distribution during the months of August 
and September of the year 1942, and that 
the Federal rules and regulations be modi- 
fied so that the farmers of this county and 
the State of North Dakota may be placed 
on the same basis as employees and workers 
in national defense industries throughout 
the United States, so that said farmers 
will have the privilege of obtaining new tires 
for passenger cars where an emergency need 
can be shown and actually exists. 
‘Dated this 28th day of July A. D. 1942. 
THe Boarp oF County COMMIS- 
SIONERS, PIERCE County, N. DAK., 
By O. J. WaLxeER, Chairman, 
OsMUND SELLAND, 
PETER L. HOTTART, 


C. A. SrriLLUM, County Auditor. 


PROTEST ON THE TAXATION OF MUNICI- 
PAL BONDS 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I pre- 
sent and ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp and appropriately 
referred a telegram I have received from 
Frank Holcomb, chairman of the Wyan- 
dotte County Kans., Board of Commis- 
sioners, expressing the opposition of the 
board to the taxation of municipal bonds. 

There being no objection, the tele- 
gram was referred to the Committee on 
Finance and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Kansas Crry, KANS., July 30, 1942. 
Sen. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Urge your opposition to taxation of out- 
standing or future issues of municipal bonds, 
Understand Senate committee will hold hear- 
ings on this matter August 3. 

FRANK HOLCOMB, 
Chairman of Wyandotte County 
Board of Commissioners. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND SUP- 
PRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILITARY 
CAMPS 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, in con- 
nection with Senate bill 860, which is now 
on the calendar, I send to the desk two 
communications and ask unanimous con- 
sent that they be appropriately referred 
and printed in the RECORD. One is a 
letter from Howard E. Scott, of the Synod 
of Kansas of the United Presbyterian 
Church. The other is an editorial from 
a recent issue of the Christian-Evange- 
list, edited by Raphael Harwood Miller, 
formerly pastor of the National City 
Christian Church of Washington, D. C. 
I share their appeal for early and favor- 
able action on this pending legislation. 

There being no objection, the letter 
and editorial were ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

SYNOD or Kansas, 
UNITED PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, 
July 30, 1942. 
Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
United States Senator from Kansas, 
Senate Building, Washington, D.C. 

Sm: The Seventy-fourth Synod of Kansas 
of the United Presbyterian Church of North 
America, meeting in Sterling, Kans., July 18- 
22, 1942, adopted the following resolutions 
and ordered me to forward a copy of the 
same to you: 

“Your committee would reiterate and rec- 
ommend the following from the closing para- 
graphs of the general assembly’s action as 
that of Kansas Synod: 

“We want our boys of our country’s forces 
to go out clean and strong and to give their 
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best service wherever they go, and to come 
back clean and strong in victory. To this 
end we should urge our legislators of Nation 
and State and the officers of our forces to 
drive out the vice that has so aggressively 
attacked the camps and threatened many of 
our young men with defeat in our homeland 
before they near the battle front. No greater 
fifth columnists are found anywhere than 
the liquor business and vice rings that infest 
our land. 

“In this time of national peril we pledge 
anew our support to the leaders of our Gov- 
ernment, State and National. In this time 
when our Nation is engaged in a world-wide 
conflict, it is found necessary to conserve 
materials and to develop and maintain hu- 
man resources, so we shall willingly cooperate 
in all requests that are made of us citizens.’ 

“We recommend, therefore, for adoption by 

the Synod of Kansas of the United Presby- 
terian Church of North America the follow- 
ing: 
“Resolved, First, that we urge the Presi- 
dent of the United States, as Commander in 
Chief of the Army and Navy, the Vice Presi- 
dent, and the Members of Congress to speed- 
ily take such administrative and legislative 
action, respectively, as to effect this desired 
result—viz., to prohibit the manufacture and 
sale of alcoholic beverages for the duration 
of the war and period of demobilization at 
its close. 

“Second, that we urge the elimination of 
places which have sprung up in the vicinity 
of Army camps, naval establishments, and 
defense industries, and which places are spon- 
sored by the traffickers in vice and liquor 
for the exploitation of our forces and war 
workers.” 

And may Jehovah God bless and guide you 
in His truth and ways. 

Sincerely yours, 
Howarp E. Scorr. 


THE UNHEAVENLY TWINS 

Liquor advertisers and liquor advertising 
magazines must be alarmed over the rising 
tide of sentiment for prohibition, if such ar- 
ticles as that by Frederick L. Collins, pub- 
lished in Liberty, June 27, is deemed a big 
enough hand to stop the hole in the dike. 
Mr Collins calls upon us to take “a candid 
look at the facts of the matter today, and 
(lest we forget) at what we learned not so 
long ago.” 

Well, we put on our bifocals, hitched up a 
notch in our apprehensions, and took a “can- 
did look.” 

The “facts” recorded by Mr. Collins are 
about as remote from the real facts as today’s 
liquor sitùation in America is from the prom- 
ises made to induce the voters to repeal the 
prohibition amendment. 

The main argument of the liquor business 
is the individual “liberty” to drink if one 
wants to drink, only it goes further and as- 
serts its liberty to do everything possible to 
make people want to drink. 

Mr. Collins bids us remember the conditions 
during prohibition. We do remember, and 
we remember that the causes of those condi- 
tions were not those stated by Mr. Collins. 
We see conditions today which again (and 
Mr. Collins fears it) are pointing to prohibi- 
tion as the only remedy. 

But as deadly as strong drink is to the 
morale of the armed forces now charged with 
the defense of the Nation, there is another 
danger which is engaging the earnest effort 
of government to control. The vice of prosti- 
tution is the most persistent and destructive 
of all the antisocial forces which threaten 
our Nation’s life from within, and is the 
“most serious cause of disability and ineffi- 
ciency " 

America is proud of the high type of young 
men serving in its armed forces, but they are 
being exploited by the liquor business. and 
commercialized prostitution. 

The connection of these two is set forth in 
a circular of the War Department instructing 
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medical officers to administer treatment to all 
afflicted with syphilis. The order reads, “Pro- 
phylactic treatment will be administered to 
all men returning to camp in an intoxicated 
condition.” 

How far this awful plague has spread into 
civilian life is indicated by the report of a 
public-health doctor in one of our cities on 
cases of adolescent girls who are carriers of 
social disease. 

Liquor and prostitution should be banished 
at once from the neighborhood of camps and 
defense areas. Write to your Senator and 
Congressman urging immediate action. Vic- 
tory may depend upon that action. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: i 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Spe- 
cial Committee on Conservation of Wildlife 
Resources: 

S. 1615. A bill to provide for the disposi- 
tion of all money received from the sale or 
other disposition of surplus wildlife on ref- 
uges establ’shed under the Migratory-Bird 
Conservation Act of February 18, 1929, and 
for other purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1569). 

By Mr. McNARY, from the Special Com- 
mittee on Conservation of Wildlife Re- 
sources: 

S. 1712. A bill to assure conservation rf and 
to permit the fullest utilization of the 
salmon fisheries of the Pacific, and for other 
purposes; with amendments (Rept. No. 
1570); and 

S.J. Res. 139. Joint resolution providing for 
an investigation and survey of certain crusta- 
cean food resources of the United States, and 
for other purposes; with an amendment 
(Rept. No. 1571). 

By Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: 

H.R. 7145. An act to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia and the Secretary of the Interior to make 
exchanges with the Defense Homes Corpora- 
tion of certain land in northwest Washington 
and for other purposes; with an amendment 
(Rept. No. 1572). 


MARTINA CUTCH 


Mr. LUCAS. From the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, I report back favor- 
ebly, without amendment, Senate Reso- 
lution 280, and ask unanimous consent 
for its immediate consideration. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 280) submitted by Mr. Hay- 
DEN on July 30, 1942, was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
hereby is authorized and directed to pay from 
the contingent fund of the Senate to Martina 
Cutch, sister of Joseph Spriggs, late a laborer 
of the Senate under supervision of the Ser- 
geant at Arms, a sum equal to 6 months’ 
compensation at the rate he was receiving by 
law at the time of his death, said sum to be 
considered inclusive of funeral expenses and 
all other allowances. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 


Mr. TRUMAN (for Mrs. Caraway) 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills re- 
ported that on July 30, 1942, that com- 
mittee presented to the President of the 
United States the following enrolled bills. 

S. 2322. An act to extend the time limit 
for cooperation between the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation and the Farm Security Administra- 
tion in the development of farm units on 
np lands under Federal reclamation proje 
ects; 
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S. 2440. An act for the relief of the Bridge- 
port irrigation district; 

8.2456. An act to amend the act approved 
February 4, 1919 (40 Stat. 1056), entitled 
“An act to provide for the award of medais 
of honor, distinguished-service medals, and 
Navy crosses, and for other purposes,” so as 
to change the conditions for the award of 
medals, and for other purposes; 

. 5.2600. An act to expedite the prosecution 
of the war by making provision for an in- 
creased supply of rubber manufactured from 
alcohol produced from agricultural or forest 
products; and 

8.2645. An act to amend Article of War 
5014. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bilis were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. NYE: 

5.2688. A bill to amend further section 2 
of the Civil Service Retirement Act, approved 
May 29, 1930, as amended; to the Committee 
on Civil Service. 

By Mr. CAPPER (for Mr. McCarran): 

S. 2689. A bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to incorporate St. Ann’s Infant Asy- 
lum, in the District of Columbia,” approved 
March 3, 1863 (12 Stat. 798); to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

6.2690. A bill to amend certain provisions 
of the National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, 
as amended, relating to the Medical Depart- 
ment of the Regular Army; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'MAHONEY (for Mr. HATCH) : 

S. 2691 (by request). A bill to facilitate and 
simplify collection procedure in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior; to the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. GUFFEY: 

S. 2692. A bill to authorize the presenta- 
tion of a Distinguished Service Cross to John 
7 arta to the Committee on Military 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were each read 
twice by their titles and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia: 

H.R. 6171. An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act in relation to taxes and tax sales in 
the District of Columbia,” approved Febru- 
ary 28, 1898, as amended; and 

H.R. 7399. An act to increase the penalty 


for indecent exposure in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


AMENDMENT TO THE REVENUE BILL 


Mr. GUFFEY submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to 
the bill (H. R. 7378) to provide revenue, 
and for other purposes, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance and 
ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE M. COHAN DAY—PROCLAMATION 
OF GOVERNOR OF RHODE ISLAND 


Mr.GREEN. Mr. President, today and 
at this very hour there is being unveiled 
a memorial plaque on the house in Prov- 
idence where George M. Cohan was born. 
This dwelling house is not far from my 
own home, and I have known Mr. Cohan 
for a long while. So I am particularly 
interested in these exercises and regret 
that my senatorial duties keep me from 
being present at them. 

It is not often that a tablet of this 
sort is erected until a man has died, This 
exceptional tribute is the ‘result of a 
Spontaneous movement to honor him 
while he is living. George M. Cohan has 
become famous not only as an actor but 
as a composer, and both his plays and 
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songs have been of a character to raise 
the morale of the American public. 

In connection with this day the Gov- 
ernor of Rhode Island, J. Howard Mc- 
Grath, has issued a proclamation, which 
I now ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorr as a part of my 
remarks, 

There being no objection, the procla- 
mation was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas the Town Criers of Rhode Island, 
in their generous support of worthy public 
and personal causes, plan to pay tribute to a 
distinguished son of our State by marking for 
posterity the place of his birth; and 

Whereas in the person of George M. Cohan, 
native of Providence but adopted son of a 
freedom-loving world, whose songs have 
thrilled with the love of country, whose plays 
have teemed with truth and cleanliness, 
whose acting has mirrored the high ideals of 
the American stage, the Town Criers wish to 
crown their continuing acts of welcome on 
his various appearances here, by this perma- 
nent expression of their appreciation; and 

Whereas George M. Cohan has realized the 
Ppoet’s desire to write a nation’s songs while 
those who write a nation’s laws have deemed 
him worthy of the Congressional Medal of 
Honor, so that any act of ours can add but 
little to his fortune or his fame; yet mindful 
that his songs and spirit of another day awake 
to loyalty in this new day of greater national 
danger: Now, therefore, do I, J. Howard Mc- 
Grath, Governor of the State of Rhode Island 
and Providencé Plantations, proclaim Mon- 
day, August 3, 1942, as George M. Cohan Day, 
so that in person or in spirit we may turn 
our steps or our thoughts to his birthplace 
typical of the American home, sending forth 
its sons to their country’s cause and God's 
high purposes, as humble and as honorable 
as the nearby rock upon which Roger Williams 
stepped to his destiny and ours, and draw 
fresh inspiration for the opportunities that 
America means, fresh strength for the strug- 
gle of today, fresh courage and hope for the 
triumph cf tomorrow 


CIVILIAN CONSERVATION CORPS 
CAMPS 


Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, a 
prominent daily newspaper in Wyoming 
has been highly critical of the action of 
those Senators and the Vice President 
who recently voted to continue 350 
Civilian Conservation Corps camps dur- 
ing the fiscal year of 1943. Politics be- 
ing what it is, the editor points his criti- 
cism at me, as I am a candidate for 
reelection and not a member of the party 
to which he belongs. 

In order to enlighten this editor and 
his readers, who will be interested to 
know why the President, the War De- 
partment, the Department of Agricul- 
ture, and other governmental agencies 
urged the continuance of this limited 
number of C. C. C. camps, I recently 
addressed a letter to Mr. J. J. McEntee, 
Director of the Civilian Conservation 
Corps, asking for a statement giving the 
character of work in which the enrollees 
of these camps were engaged when camps 
were ordered liquidated, and the work 
they would continue to per’>rm had the 
House accepted the Senate amendment 
voting funds to retain this limited num- 
ber of camps. 

Under date of July 29, Mr. McEntee 
replied to my inquiry. I ask that his 
letter be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows; 


AUGUST 3 


FEDERAL SECURITY AGENCY, 
CIVILIAN CONSERVATION CORPS, 
Washington, D. C., July 29, 1942. 
Hon. Harry H. SCHWARTZ, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR SCHWARTZ: I have before me 
your letter of July 27, 1942, requesting in- 
formation regarding the type of work which 
the Civilian Conservation Corps was doing 
prior to the passage of legislation in June 
providing for liquidation of the corps. 

I am glad to comply with your request. 
At the time the Civilian Conservation Corps 
stopped operations, it was converted com- 
pletely to a war program which bad been 
Tecommended by the War Department and 
the two departments charged with responsi- 
bility for the protection of our great wealth 
of timberlands from fire. 

On the recommendation of the War De- 
partment, 158 Civilian Conservation Corps 
camps of 200 men each had been assigned to 
military reservations and other military areas 
where they were engaged in constructing 
bombproof shelters for airplanes, roads, ob- 
servation towers, narrow-gage railroads, tele- 
Phone lines and power lines, and in doing a 
wide variety of other types of work needed 
in the preparation of training aids for the de- 
velopment of combat soldiers. Another 42 
camps were in process of being moved to mil- 
itary reservations to do the same types of 
work when the House first voted in early June 
to liquidate the corps. Another 150 camps 
were located in our national forests and parks 
and other timberlands which were producing 
the lumber needed in the prosecution of the 
war. 

On June 30 every one of the 350 camps 
which it was proposed to operate during the 
1943 fiscal year was contributing in a vital 
manner to the war effort. They were doing 
work that had to be done and doing it at 
less cost to the taxpayer than it could be 
accomplished in any other way without seri- 
ously interfering with the war effort. 

If you will read the Senate hearings on the 
Labor-Security appropriation bill, beginning 
at page 323 and then read the testimony on 
pages 477, 378, and 396, you will note that 
President Roosevelt, Secretary of War Henry 
L. Stimson and Secretary of Agriculture 
Claude R. Wickard all urged approval of funds 
for a 350-camp program. 

The statements of the President, the Secre- 
tary of War, the Secretary of ure, and 
officiais in close contact with the adminis- 
tration of the Civilian Conservation Corps 
program offer convincing evidence of the 
worth-while and useful work which the Corps 
was doing in connection with the winning of 
the war. There is no doubt but that closing 
the Civilian Conservation Corps program has 
to a certain extent retarded the War Depart- 
ment’s combat soldier training program. 
More than 150 work projects on military 
areas were summarily halted on June 30. 
These projects were considered vital by the 
War Department. In only a few instances 
have enrollees been hired as civilians to con- 
tinue programs. I understand that in some 
instances soldiers or marines are being used 
to complete Civilian Conservation Corps 
projects. Already soldiers who should be de- 
voting full time to combat training are being 
trained as fire fighters so that they can be 
rushed into the woods in event of fires in 
vital western forest areas. The fact that it 
will be necessary to use soldiers to do Civilian 
Conservation Corps type work on military 
areas and to man the forest-fire line, offers 
convincing proof of the importance of the 
Civilian Conservation Corps work programs. 

The removal of 30,000 trained fire fighters 
from the woods at the height of the summer 
forest-fire season was a great deal similar to 
dropping a portion of your fire insurance on 
your house during the season of the year 
when fires are most likely to occur. If no 
fire occurs, you save money. 

I do not have any figures indicating the 
extent to which Civilian Conservation Corps 


1942 


enrollees, discharged under the liquidation 
order, are being employed on farms, on War 
Department projects, or on the Work Projects 
Administration. I do know that at York- 
town, Va., the War Department employed 
some colored former enrollees paying as high 
as 90 cents an hour for skilled enrollees. I 
know also that the Work Projects Adminis- 
tration in the Second Corps Area, is in effect 
transferring Civilian Conservation Corps en- 
rollees from the Civilian Conservation Corps 
Federal pay roll to the Work Projects Admin- 
istration Federal pay roll. From all indica- 
tions, the big rush for Civilian Conservation 
Corps enrollees to work on farms did not 
occur. Apparently the energies of some 50,- 
000 men who were serving a useful purpose 
are to be allowed to go to waste for an in- 
definite period while these former enrollees 
adjust themselves to other types of jobs. In 
some instances, veteran enrollees are simply 
moving in on the nearest town with their 
families, thus adding to the town's problems. 

Thus far no mention has been made of 
the work the Corps was doing to train men 
for the Army and for industry. The Civilian 
Conservation Corps program, as adjusted and 
perfected over the years, represented the 
finest youth physical rehabilitation and war- 
training program ever developed in this coun- 
try. The Corps was geared to aid young men, 
build up their health, their physique, their 
ability to earn a living. The Civilian Con- 
servation Corps program was extremely use- 
ful in remedying physical and educational 
defects barring men from selective service. 
‘This was especially true in the case of illiter- 
ates, undernourished and underweight young- 
sters, and young men whose physical condi- 
tion could be improved through medical and 
dental attention and through hard work in 
healthful surroundings. 

Enclosed are two mimeographed statements 
amplifying material included in this letter. 
I appreciate very much the fine support you 
gave the Civilian Conservation Corps pro- 

. If this office can be of further as- 
sistance do not hesitate to call upon me. 


Sincerely yours, 
J. J. MCENTEE, 
Director. 


Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, I also 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recorp at this point a letter re- 
ceived by me from Brig. Gen. H. B. Lewis, 
Acting Adjutant General, regarding the 
kind of work performed by Civilian Con- 
servation Corps enrollees who were as- 
signed to Army posts and the general 
quality of such enrollees who have become 
members of the armed forces. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
THE ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, August 1, 1942, 
Hon. Harry H. SCHWARTZ, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator Schwartz: Reference is 
faade to your letter of July 27, 1942, wherein 
you request to be furnished information 
covering the kind of work enrollees in Civil- 
ian Conservation Corps camps assigned to 
Army posts and reservations performed prior 
to an act of Congress liquidating the Civilian 
Conservation Corps on June 30, 1942. It is 
noted that you also desire to be furnished 
information concerning the general quality 
of Civilian Conservation Corps enrollees who 
have enlisted or who have been inducted into 
the armed forces. 

Civilian Conservation Corps enrollees of 
companies assigned to Army and Navy posts 
and reservations performed work which in- 
cluded such activities as clearing land for 
new buildings, construction of narrow gage 
railroads, construction and repair of roads 
ahd bridges, construction of fire breaks and 
look-out towers, truck trails for fire suppres- 
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sion, training aids such as bayonet courses, 
rifle ranges, telephone lines, and power lines, 
fencing military reservations, clearing ma- 
neuver and impact areas, clearing, grading, 
and seeding or sodding landing fields for air- 
craft, drainage, mosquito control (includes 
measures of control other than drainage such 
as spraying of breeding areas with larvicides), 
soil erosion control by means of grading, 
seeding, and riprapping where stream con- 
trol is required, topographic mapping and 
survey, removal of and salvage of material 
from abandoned buildings on military res- 
ervations, construction of safety paths and 
walks at arsenals, erosion control on storage 
igloos at ordnance plants, and operation of 
sawmills. The suitable timber cleared from 
many of the areas was sawed into lumber 
for use in new construction. These reser- 
vations included Army posts, naval mine de- 
pots, marine barracks, arsenals, and proving 
grounds. 

A considerable number of recreation cen- 
ters to house service men when away from 
their posts on leave were constructed by en- 
rollees attached to camps on military reser- 
vations. 

The corps’ great mobility fitted it to do 
the work on military reservations. It was 
able to move into the military areas with its 
own barracks, mess halls, and other build- 
ings, its own administrative and technical 
officers, the necessary machinery, and the 
necessary trained enrollee manpower and no 
delay resulted in starting work, the corps 
being fully equipped to carry out these proj- 
ects. It is assumed that at the present time 
this work is being accomplished by soldiers 
and civilian labor. 

It is believed that a period of enrollment 
in the Civilian Conservation Corps proved 
very valuable to enrollees inducted into Army 
forces because of the instruction received in 
personal hygiene. In addition, enrollees re- 
ceived instruction in many subjects such as 
clerical procedure, cooking and baking, that 
would be of value to them in the Army. 
Further, and I believe most important, was 
the development of self-discipline and the 
experience in group living. 

In view of the fact that the corps has been 
in the process of liquidation for such a short 
period there is no information on which a 
comparative cost can be based. 

Very respectfully, 
H. B. Lewis, 
Brigadier General, 
Acting, The Adjutant General, 


Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, in 
connection with the same general sub- 
ject matter, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp at this point 
an article, entitled “C. C. C. Made Perma- 
nent Contributions to Rural Improve- 
ment,” written by Harold F. Osborne, 
and published in today’s issue of the 
Washington Evening Star. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

CIVILIAN CONSERVATION CORPS MADE PERMA- 
NENT CONTRIBUTIONS TO RURAL IMPROVE- 
MENT—CORPS PROVED ASSET IN WAR BY 
GAINS IN HEALTH AND SKILLS 

(By Harold F. Osborne) 

Sarr Lake Crry, August 3.—The Civilian 
Conservation Corps has left its mark in sev- 
eral ways. 

In construction: New bridges, fences, roads. 

In conservation: Planting of trees, fighting 
of fires, checking of erosion. 

In the lives of 3,000,000 young men: Train- 
ing them for many occupations, improving 
their health. 

Here in the West, particularly the passing 
of the Civilian Conservation Corps is noted 
generally with regret. 

But if the West loses in the shut-down 
decreed by Congress and now in process, the 
East and Midwest—whence came 9 Out of 10 
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of the boys—gains a virile citizenship, and 
the Army, Navy, and many a war factory will 
operate more efficiently and effectively be- 
cause of the work done since 1933 by the 
green-clad youths. 

A good many of the Civilian Conservation 
Corps’ accomplishments were more or less 
unanticipated.. 

PROVED WAR ASSET 

Created as an emergency stop-gap pri- 
marily to take the Nation’s youth out of 
hobo jungles and slums crowded with un- 
employed, the Civilian Conservation Corps 
has helped make the Nation better equipped 
to fight a great war—a conflict few foresaw 
in the dépths of the depression years. 

Director J. J. McEntee, of the Civilian 
Conservation Corps thinks conservation 
work has permanent value in character 
training. 

He said in his last annual report that 
“in the act itself (of planting a tree), con- 
sciously or unconsciously the planter per- 
forms a material benefit, not only for future 
citizens but also for himself in that he makes 
a character contribution in foresight and 
thrift.” 

A year ago, A. T. Colwell, president of the 
Society of Automotive Engineers and of the 
Society of Aeronautical Engineers, and vice 
president of Thompson Products, Inc.. of 
Cleveland, Ohio, testified before a Senate sub- 
committee: 

“These Civilian Conservation Corps en- 
rollees are the best disciplined, most courte- 
ous men that have come into our plant. 
* * © They are not afraid of work.” 

America’s fighting forces are better off too, 
because of the Civilian Conservation Corps. 

For one thing, the average enrollee gained 
1114 pounds in weight and over half an 
inch in height during his Civilian Conserva- 
tion Corps service. 

Then, too, the youngsters’ work training 
makes them valuable either for the Army or 
Navy or for the industrial and agricultural 
production necessary behind the lines. 

In a single year the Civilian Conservation 
Corps trained almost 15,000 cooks and bakers, 
clerks, warehousemen, mess and supply stew- 
ards and infirmary attendants in work 
which would fit them immediately into mili- 
tary life as contributing units. So many 
cooks and bakers were drawn into the Army 
in 1940-41 that the Civilian Conservation 
Corps had to boost its training-school pro- 
gram to keep its own camps supplied. 

OTHER SKILLS DEVELOPED 


Also on tap for Army or Navy use from a 
single year’s training by the Civilian Conser- 
vation Corps were— 

Surveyors, map makers, and map readers 
numbering 2,400; 59,000 operators of trucks, 
tractors, power - shovels, and other heavy 
equipment, and maintenance men; 8,500 tele- 
phone line construction workers and radio 
operators; 54,000 road construction workers 
and bridge builders; 24,700 building con- 
struction men; 12,100 welders, warehousemen, 
blacksmiths, and the like; 11,300 blasters and 
quarry men, and many other types of trained 
workers. 

Many of these former enrollees now are on 
active duty with Army or Naval Signal Corps 
units, Army engineers, or elsewhere. 

Another item aiding both Army and civil- 
ian needs is the block of 130,000 enrollees 
trained in first-aid work in a single year. 

Another little-discussed contribution was 
the training of Reserve officers in the han- 
dling of men, and in the work of providing 
their companies with food, clothing, and 
other necessities. More than 60,000 young 
officers received such experience in Civilian 
Conservation Corps camps. 

Much publicized as have been the emer- 
gency activities of the Civilian Conservation 
Corps boys in fire fighting, flood duty, and 
similar tasks, it is the permanent day-by-day 
construction and conservation work which is 
considered their real monument. 
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MAJOR ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

Some of the major accomplishments of the 
Civilian Conservation Corps over its 9-year 
history include: 

Construction of 87,400 miles of fence, 38,377 
vehicle bridges, 87,280 miles of telephone 
Jines, 125,002 miles of truck trails and minor 
roads. ` 


Planting of 2,286,196,000 forest trees. 

Development of 25,295 new water sources; 
construction of 6,070,292 erosion-check dams. 
- Expenditure of 6,406,867 man-days in fire 
fighting and another 6,381,759 man-days in 
fire prevention. 

These things have improved the West, both 
for recreational use and for the full utiliza- 
tion of its natural resources. 

A stockman, Willard H. George of Los An- 
geles, who operates a cattle ranch in Ne- 
vada, wrote the United States Grazing Service: 

“The corrals they (the Civilian Conserva- 
tion Corps boys) are building are an ex- 
ample of some of the finest work I have ever 
seen, and the improvement of the watering 
troughs is something which will last through 
hundreds of years to come.” 

Figuring out that the truck trails built 
would reach halfway to the moon, or that 
the telephone lines would stretch more than 
three times around the earth, gives some 
idea of the immensity of the work done. 

Those miles of fence make possible, among 
other things, better range management, less 
overgrazing of public forage areas, and in- 
creasing production of meat and wool and 
leather in the years to come. 

CONTRIBUTIONS TO PRODUCERS 


It takes 26 sheep to clothe and supply a 
soldier for his first year in the Army, which 
explains why every aid to the sheep industry 
is considered important at this time. 

For another example, consider one of those 
bridges, situated in southwestern Wyoming 
across the Green River: 

Stockmen. had 50,000 sheep on one end of 
the structure waiting for the last plank to 
be laid and the last nail driven, because that 
bridge shortened by 50 miles the trail dis- 
tance between pasture and shipping point— 
50 miles that might mean the difference be- 
tween a shipment of top-grade fat lambs and 
a shipment of medium quality lambs. 

Erosion-control projects sponsored by vari- 
ous agencies of the Department of Agricul- 
ture have protected some 25,000,000 acres of 
farm and range land from the ravages of 
wind and water by contour plowing, check- 
dam construction, water spreaders and other 
means. That means many more acres of 
topsoil contributing to the “food for victory” 
program instead of darkening the skies over 
the so-called Dust Bowl States. 

Too, the truck trails built in the national 
forests and national parks and other areas 
have made accessible remote districts pre- 
viously reached only by pack train or on foot. 

That means fire-fighting crews now can 
reach many more forest blazes when they are 
smalli—when time counts. 


RADIO BROADCASTS TO JAPAN BY SENA- 
TOR THOMAS OF UTAH 


[Mr. LUCAS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp broadcasts to 
the people of Japan delivered by Senator 
THoMas of Utah on May 7, 1942, and June 
7, 1942, respectively, which appear in the 
Appendix.] 

VESTED INTERESTS IN WAR—-ARTICLE BY 
FRANK ©. WALDROP 

[Mr. NYE asked and obtained leave to have 
printed in the Recorp an article entitled 
“Vested Interests in War,” written by Frank 
C. Waldrop and printed in the Washington 
Times-Herald of July 15, 1942, which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 

ANNIVERSARY OF KING HAAKON’S 

` BIRTHDAY 

[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the Recorp a telegram sent 
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by him to King Haakon VII of Norway on 
the anniversary of his seventieth birthday, 
together with an editorial entitled “King 
Haakon's Birthday,” appearing in the Wash- 
ington Post of August 1, 1942, which appear 
in the Appendix.] 

ORDER DISPENSING WITH CALL OF THE 

CALENDAR 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GIL- 
LETTE in the chair). The routine morn- 
ing business is concluded. The calendar, 
under rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the call of the 
calendar be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 


WARTIME TAXATION 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, last Mon- 
day, July 27, 1942, I spoke on the subject 
Wartime Taxation, and I suggested that 
the Senate raise a “standard for the Na- 
tion.” I submitted a resolution stating 
that it was the sense of the Senate that 
we raise $36,000,000,000 by taxation and 
that it was the sense of every Senator 
who should vote for the resolution that 
he would, out of his yearly income, pur- 
chase for the duration of the war Gov- 
ernment bonds to the extent of one-third 
of his net income. : 

I have been praised and damned for 
what I said. Iam happy to know that at 
least my remarks struck home and caused 
people to think about the financial ‘load 
of war. One of the newspapers which 
dignified my approach to the problem in 
an editorial was the Chicago Daily News 
of Wednesday, July 29, 1942. I shall read 
that editorial to the Senate. Its heading 
is “A radical tory.” It is as follows: 

A RADICAL TORY 

Senator ALEXANDER WILEY, of Wisconsin, 
has financial ideas so grandiose that they rate 
the stately adjective Alexandrine, but they 
are wilder than wily The Senator wants a 
“pay as you go” war. Congress should raise 
$36,000,000,000 a year by taxation and compel 
the people to buy $36,000,000,000 worth of 
War bonds so that we may have a 50-50 war. 
“We should not consider for one moment 
passing on to the following generation more 
than 50 percent of the cost of this war,” he 
declared in a speech to the Senate. 

Noble thoughts. Senator Wey is not one 
of those base fellows who ask, What has 
posterity done for us? If we were all like 
him, the gloomy Dean Inge could never criti- 
cize democracy “because the unborn have no 
votes.” 

It is a shame to subject such selfless abne- 
gation to the test of selfish items such as 
family budgets and incomes, but when the 
Senator speaks of raising $36,000,000,000, we 
become curious to know from where and 
from what he is going to raise it. 

At present levels of prices, wages, and other 
income there just isn't that much unobli- 
gated money in the family pocketbooks of 
America, although $%36,000,000,000 could be 
raised by income taxation if we had enough 
inflation to pay it in shinplasters or ciga- 
rette coupons. 

Income taxation, in fact, is not so far from 
the point of diminishing returns already. In 
the top brackets it has passed that point long 
since. The chairman of the New York Board 
of Trade pointed out the other day that if 
there were such a thing as a $5,000,000 per- 
sonal income in the United States—which 
there is not since Moe Annenberg passed 
away—the taxes would be more than the in- 
come if the unlucky recipient lived in Cali- 
fornia. The Federal tax on an income of 
$5,000,000 a year plus the State income tax 


AUGUST 3 


would come to $5,115,566. In that case the 
billionaire would have to move to Florida, 
and to play safe he would better stay there all 
summer, 

Wisconsin politicians have had the repu- 
tation of leaning toward radicalism. But 
now they have produced in Senator WILEY 
the most radical conservative known to fis- 
cal science. Senator Wrex makes Alexander 
Hamilton, Grover Cleveland, and Andrew 
Mellon appear like advocates of rag money. 
What reckless spendthrifts they were: 

Or should we amend the old query, and 
ask, What makes the badger wilder than the 
wildcat? 


The editorial uses the word “grandi- 
ose” in describing my suggestion. There 
is nothing grandiose about suggesting to 
an individual that he spend only one- 
third of his income for living expenses 
and that he save one-third. In fact, it 
was this very procedure which built 
America. Ben Franklin and the fathers 
bred it into the bone and sinews of the 
Nation. 

The grandiose part of my suggestion, 
then, must be contained in the idea that 
the Nation pay one-third of its income 
in taxes. I did not apply that rule to 
the low-bracket incomes. 

There is not a man in the land who 
has accumulated a sizable fortune who 
has not lived on one-third of his income 
or less and saved one-third or more. 
Otherwise, he would not have arrived at 
his point of economic advantage. 

Mr. President, how do you suppose the 
billionaire referred to in the editorial got 
his billion? To save America it would 
really be too bad if his economic fat were 
reduced a little. In this critical period 
human life is not sacrosanct; and cer- 
tainly income and property should not 
be, if it is needed for the welfare of the 
Nation. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr WILEY. I yield. 

Mr TAFT. The Senator might be in- 
terested to know that, according to the 
Treasury estimates, if we should take by 
taxation every cent of a man’s income 
above $25,000, as suggested by the Presi- 
dent. we should get only $185,000,000 to 
add to the amount being collected under 
the present rates, or the amount which 
will be collected under the new tax bill 
which we are considering. 

Mr. WILEY I am not so sure that 
that is a correct statement. The fact 
seems to be that the total income of those 
receiving incomes below $5,000 amounts 
to $83,000,000,000. They pay only $3,- 
000,000,000 in taxes. Later I shall go into 
detail on that subject. 

There is nothing radical about a sug- 
gestion that a man follow sane and con- 
structive ideas; and certainly if a nation 
is counseled to do likewise, that advice 
cannot be radical. But if the word “radi- 
cal” is used in its constructive sense as 
meaning putting into operation a “basic 
principle” or meaning “a change that will 
provide the solution to an existing peril,” 
then I plead guilty to being radical. 

In my remarks last Monday on this 
subject I called attention to the fact that 
only a few years ago we had a national 
income of $65,000,000,000. This year we 
shall have a national income of $115,- 
000,000,000. If we were to deduct $36,- 
000,000,000 from $115,000,000,000, that 
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would still leave us $79,000,000,000, or 
$14,000,000,000 more than our total na- 
tional income a few years ago, before 
paying taxes. 

We are living in a new day, and we can- 
not afford to have minds closed to the 
seriousness of the situation. Some folks 
are living complacently in their outgrown 
shells of yesterday. They want to live 
normal lives in abnormal times, when the 
world is on fire. They do not seem to 
comprehend that that day is gone, prob- 
ably forever. 

Yes; Hamilton, Cleveland, and Mellon, 
in their day, did what the “grooved 
minds” said could not be done. I am 
sure that if they were living today they 
would not say that there is anything 
grandiose or radical about the suggestion 
that we try to keep America’s economy 
Stable and dynamic, by seeking to pay 
one-half the cost of war, or $36,000,000,- 
000, out of a national income of $115,000,- 
000,000. 

In my previous remarks I did not ap- 
ply this rule to the low-income bracket 
classes, nor did I suggest that the sum of 
$36,000,000,000 be raised only from in- 
come taxes. I shall have more to say on 
that subject later in my discussion. 

The distinguished writer of the Chicago 
Daily News editorial states, “We þe- 
come curious to know from where and 
from what the $36,000,000,000 would be 
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raised.” Let me ask him a question. 
How are we to spend it if we do not 
raise it? If we raise by taxation only 
$22,000,000,000, and only $12,000,000,000 
from the sale of bonds, where would he 
suggest that we get the balance of $38,- 
000,000,000? “Out of the air,” I suppose. 
Or shall we follow his suggestion and 
print shinplasters? Does he know what 
that would do to his investments, his 
insurance? 

If that is his solution, I recommend 
that he digest the article Invisible Green- 
backs, by Harry Scherman, in the Satur- 
day Evening Post of July 4, 1942. Let 
me read some excerpts from the article 
by this great economist: 

First, the Government can wisely lay heay- 
jer taxes on tens of millions of individuals 
who have incomes of less than $5,000 a year. 
In 1943 these persons will receive a total in- 
come of $85,000,000,000. Yet they will pay in 
Federal income taxes not more than $3,000,- 
000,000. In times like these it is no service 
to small-income earners not to tax them as 
heavily as they are taxed in England, for ex- 
ample, for it is these groups which would 
bear the brunt of inflation. Whatever extra 
money the Government can now obtain in 
this—and every other—field of taxation, ob- 
viously the less new money it will have to 
create in order to pay its war bills. 


The following is a tabulation showing 
what would be left after payment of in- 
come taxes here and in Britain: 


Married, 2 de 
in the 


ndent children— 
nited States 


In the 
United 
Kingdom 


1 Before deduction of personal exemption and credit for dependents. 


I return to the article by Harry Scher- 


man: 


Second, enormous savings can still be made 
on nonwar expenditures. In not making 
them, the Government—ironic situation—is 
forcing itself to create millions of dollars in 
invisible greenbacks each year—a breath- 
taking little truth that justifies a blackball 
vote against every Senator and Congressman 
who does not vote to reduce nonmilitary 
expenditures to the mit possible. 


Mr. Scherman continues: 


The war can be lost—it is now being lost— 
by our own multitudinous delinquencies 
with regard to War Savings bonds. The sober 
ultimate truth is that only our personal 
savings can now save our civilization—the 
savings of tens of millions of little people all 
garnered together and thrown into this 
breach. If this is not done voluntarily it 
must be forced—so clear and great is the need. 

The more the Government gets—either in 
taxes or individual loans or through its own 
economies—the less new money it will have 
to create in order to pay its war bills. It 
will have to create some; we must all keep 
that “some” to the very lowest figure. 

Every citizen who realizes this basic truth 
and henceforth acts upon it without pro- 
crastination will be able to sleep of nights 


serene in his conscience that he is doing 
what he can to help save the Nation from 
unimaginable disaster. 


If the editorial writer had read my 
remarks, he would have seen that I 
stressed the need for increased bond 
sales, increased taxes, and Government 
economy to ward off a runaway inflation 
as Well as to finance the war effort. The 
question which I posed to the editorial 
writer is pretty well answered by the 
Scherman article. 

It is a strange thing that the average 


citizen does not seem to realize that the- 


amount of money necessary to finance 
this war will be obtained by the Govern- 
ment. If the citizen does not pay it in 
taxes, the Government will sell tax notes, 
Treasury notes, and Treasury bonds to 
the financial institutions of this country, 
expanding bank deposits and providing 
another fine basis for inflation. 

There are reservoirs of cash in the 
hands of individuals which should be 


‘siphoned off into bonds, 


Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
same tendency that was manifested by 
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the “groove” minds in relation to ap- 
preciating what was needed for war is 
manifested on the “tax and bond front” ` 
now. 

I repeat what I have said heretofore 
in the Senate: The President has said 
we shall spend $72,000,000,000 in the next 
12 months, and we are talking about 
raising $12,000,000,000 by the sale of 
bonds and $22,000,000,000 by taxes. 
Where are we to get the difference of 
$38,000,000,000? Has no one thought 
about that problem, or are we just going 
to overlook that fact? Or are we going 
to put off the day of reckoning, and say 
we shall pass a supplemental tax bill 
after election? 

Up to date, on every front we have 
been losing the war; on every front, ex- 
cept the production front in America. 
Now we propose by such pass-the-buck 
tactics to lose it on the economic front. 
If we lose it, Mr. President, on the eco- 
nomic front, we are likely to lose it on all 
fronts. 

If anyone has the answer as to where 
we are to get this $38,000,000,000, I 
should like to know. I have seen no plan 
or suggestion except the one I made, and 
that is that we raise by taxation $36,- 
000,000,000 and compel the purchase of 
$36,000,000,000 worth of bonds. There 
are economic reservgirs in this country 
which could be tapped for the sale of 
bonds. Some persons say that is going 
to be difficult. Well, it will not be one- 
hundredth as difficult for any of us as 
it would be if we were to lose the war. 
We have heard a lot of talk about tight- 
ening our belts, about sacrifice; but that 
is all, just talk. The times demand ac- 
tion. Some folks say it cannot be done. 
I like the answer of Henry D. Kaiser, the 
shipbuilder, the builder of dams, the man 
who does things. He says nothing is im- 
possible if we will knuckle down to the’ 
job. When others said things could not 
be done, Mr, Kaiser did them. He has 
not that most fatal of all characteristics, 
the “groove” or the “rut” mind. We 
should have in government more men of © 
the Kaiser type and less of the “it can't 
be done” type. . 

It is an absolute certainty that if our 
boys are to fight on all the continents of 
the world, we shall have to get the stuff 
to them. We cannot afford to have any 
more Bataans—a place where “the fight- 
ingest men of all time” fought and bled 
and surrendered because we could not get - 
the stuff to them. If we had had in 
the national picture men who had fore- 
seen what it would have taken to hold 
Bataan, we should have had the facilities, 
but again the “groove” minds were too 
much in evidence. Mr. President, we 
cannot afford to have any economic 
Bataans. 

I believe the people have the picture: 
We have to raise $72,000,000,000 because 
we are going to spend that much. We 
have a national income of one hundred 
and fifteen billion. I believe the people 
would rather be taxed $36,000,000,000 now 
when they have the income than later on 
by a capital levy. We do not hesitate to 
take the best blood of the Nation by the 
millions in order to save the Nation, and 


-we should not hesitate to take the income 
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of the Nation by the billions to save the 
Nation. 

A spineless approach to this problem 
now may ruin America. A realistic ap- 
proach will put Congress in such a posi- 
tion that this and future generations 
will say, “Well done.” If we impose taxes 
which will pay half the current cost of 
this war, we shall save the capital struc- 
ture of America. What of it if those who 
have large capital investments during 
this war do not add to their investments? 
If they come out of the war whole, should 
they not be very grateful? Especially is 
this true if one realizes what the subju- 
gated peoples have had to suffer. As 
this is a people’s war, should not all of us 
be more than willing, because it is now 
found to be necessary, to contribute to 
our Government out of our income over 
and above what we need for our mainte- 
nance that which the Government needs? 

Iam sure there is not a married couple 
in America with an income of $1,200 who 
would not be willing to pay 1 percent to 
the Federal Government in taxes. 

This is a war to preserve for al! men 
in America the freedoms which we en- 
joy equally. It is also a war to preserve 
for all men in America their jobs and 
their income and their property. If we 
are wise we will pass a tax bill that will 
make it certain when the boys come 
back from the battle front they will find 
a country economically healthy. The 
only way to do that is to finance this 
war 50 percent out of taxes and 50 per- 
cent out of bonds. I know of no reason 
why the President’s suggestion of an in- 
come limit of $25,000 should not be fol- 
lowed. If it costs a man more than that 
to exist during this war period we can 
be sure he has accumulated sufficient 
economic “fat” so it will not hurt him 
any if he utilizes some of that reserve. 
This is war; war to the death. I do not 
know how much longer we can expect to 
carry on normally without sacrifice, but 
I know that if we do not meet head-on 
this terrific cost of war, soon we shall 
find ourselves in the midst of an eco- 
nomic eruption, and we shall hear again, 
“To late with too little.” 

I know that every segment of our 
economy by its representatives is saying 
“Do not touch me with taxes, but touch 
the other fellow.” 

Mr. President, I ask that there be in- 
serted at this point in the RECORD a 
+ table of the income levels in America. 

There being no objection, the table 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Income level 

Under $500.................... 2, 315, 000 $337 
$500 to $700 Petes cent eet 2, 849, 000 631 
$750 to $1,000.---- 3, 027, 000 876 
$1,000 to $1,250- 3, 333, 000 1, 125 
$1,250 to $1,500... 3, 682, 000 1,365 
$1,500 to $1,750. -- 2 837, 000 1,610 
$1,750 to $2,000.. 2, 260, 000 1,830 
$2000 to $2,500. 3, 729, 000 2, 237 

500 to $3,000 2, 338, 000 2) 700 
$3,000 to $4,000 2; 530, 000 3,380 

“000 to $5,000 1, 311, 000 4,350 

,000 to $10,000. 1; 202, 000 6, 800 

10,000 and over- 000} 23,42 

Alllevels_..... 32, 000 2 
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Mr. WILEY. Answering definitely the 
question how $36,000,000,000 could be 
raised for taxes, I make the following 
concrete proposals: 

(a) I would study the British schedule 
of rates, and increase the tax rate all 
down the line until most of the addi- 
tional difference between $22,000,000,000, 
the amount which will be raised by the 
present bill, and the $36,000,000,000 
would be raised. 

(b) If that did not do the job, I would 
suggest an all-over retail sales tax, ex- 
cepting nothing. 

(c) If that did not do the job, I would 
seek new sources of revenue. There are 
great institutions in this country that 
have hundreds of millions of dollars’ 
worth of investments—eleemosynary in- 
stitutions—that will lose everything if 
we lose the war, and that will lose most 
of their investments if we have runaway 
inflation. We are talking now of a war 
tax—a tax that will make possible the 
winning of the war. If Hitler takes over, 
their investments are gone—witness 
Germany itself. Such a bill would be 
bad medicine, but it would do the job. 

Irepeat, under no circumstances would 
I suggest such a bill except as an extreme 
war measure. We are talking about a 
war-tax bill. Sherman was right when 
he said, “War is hell.” The sooner we 
realize that to be so in government, the 
sooner we shall get rid of unnecessary 
overhead and expenditures and the 
sooner we shall win the war. Once the 
American people get the true picture— 
and I think most of them have it now— 
and once Congress responds to the de- 
mands of the hour in passing a realistic 
tax bill, the better it will be for our coun- 
try. 

As to the so-called bond front, I sug- 
gested recently that the American people 
buy $36,000,000,000 worth of bonds. If 
we carry through the tax program, the 
investment in bonds—provided we win 
through to victory—will be the best in- 
vestment in the world. That should be an 
incentive for those who have accumu- 
lated cash reserves to invest. 

Today the deposits in this country are 
seventy-odd billion dollars. If we 
tighten our belts one notch further, we 


_ shall, after we pay taxes, have left suffi- 


cient funds to buy $36,000,000,000 worth 
of bonds. However, suppose we do not 
spend all the balance for bonds, but that 
we purchase some of the bonds with 
funds taken from our hidden reserves. 
If we do so, we shall solve that angle of 
the problem. We shall not have over 
$40,000,000,000 worth of consumers’ goods 
to purchase. The result will be that then 
we Americans will be saving between a 


third and a fourth of our national in-- 


come to have for a rainy day, we shall 
put an absolute stop to any inflation, 
and we shall be doing the job we are 
called upon to do. 

Mr. President, we have been approach- 
ing this problem from the wrong end, 
We have groups coming before the Fi- 
nance Committee suggesting they should 
not be taxed. We should have testimony 
showing how we can raise the $36,000,- 
000,000 if the taxpayer senses the im- 
perative need of doing that. As I have 
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said before, if we lose this war, his job 
and his business and his liberties will be 
gone; he will be working like the slaves 
in other lands—men who before the war 
had freedoms, properties, and incomes 
like we have. If he senses the need, he 
will be working to keep that from hap- 
pening, and not be working for Nazi and 
Japanese masters. 

After all, each individual is only the 

trustee of the wealth which he owns in 
America. He cannot take it with him; 
and now, when his beloved country needs 
it, he should not hesitate—in fact, I 
believe he is willing—to do the very 
thing I am suggesting. We of this gen- 
eration are not pikers or “buck- 
We on the home front are not fiy-by- 
night patriots. We are willing to pay the 
price in material wealth when we are 
asking from 5,000,000 to 10,000,000 of the 
best blood in America to pay the price 
with their lives if necessary. We want 
those boys to come back when the war 
is over to a country which is sound 
economically as well as politically and 
spiritually 

Allow me, Mr. President, to go back 
again to the matter of taxation of indi- 
vidual income. We know that many in- 
dividuals have made vast sums out of the 
war effort. We have seen in Washing- 
ton instances of $7,500-a-year men hav- 
ing directly, because of the war effort, 
made half a million dollars. Through- 
cut the land there are many more who 
have directly profited because of the 
war. 

The $25,000 limit, about which we have 
heard, would be a healthy thing, par- 
ticularly for this group. 

It is argued that some individuals 
have tremendous insurance premiums 
which they could not pay if this limit 
were imposed. They belong to the group 
which has accumulated “economic fat.” 
The winning of the war is far more im- 
portant to them than is the maintenance 
of tremendous insurance premiums. 
They would have no trouble, however, 
in taking care of the premiums; their 
policies would take care of them. If 
we should lose the war, their insurance 
policies would not be worth anything. 

Not so long ago I talked with a very 
important personage, a very rich indi- 
vidual, who said, “Give me my living 
during this war period and I shall be 
happy to contribute all the rest to, the 
Government.” 

If I were materially wealthy I would 
be among the first to say to Congress, 
“Pass a realistic tax bill. I should like 
to come out of this war with my capital, 
P ODE power, and my country in- 

In the stringent proposals which I 
have made I have had in mind the record 


of our Federal deficits by years. They 
are as follows: 

Billion dollars 
eee UN NEE 0.5 
SRR ses E E RAE 2.5 
pL: B A AE EEI N AA EE, 1.8 
TOES SE a So) a S 2.9 
FORDE E ee 3.2 
GOSG ES See oe) A ie eee 4.6 
pC font ee RS BRIO Se 3.1 
pop ERR AS OES, -NA 
Po ee A R S S ee -== 3.6 


. 


Billion dollar. 
Sn am Shh SE Sa ences Se coe Oe eo 3.6 
SOE E A baw wa IEO S R 5.1 
aa pae a a Ns A 19.9 
uaa a Bo et ee 56.2 


The last figure, fifty-six and two-tenths 
billion dollars, would be reduced to $36,- 
000,000,000 if my suggestion were fol- 
lowed; but that $36,000,000,000 would be 
in bonds held by the American people, 
and by July 1, 1943, the national debt 
would be $112,700,000,000 instead of 
$132,700,000,000. The greatest advantage 
would be that if the war should continue 
another year we should have learned the 
way of financial sacrifice, and our econ- 
omy would be healthy. 

I wish to suggest one other idea. I 
understand that in Britain there is a 
100-percent war-profits tax, but that a 
corporation is given a credit of a certain 
percentage of that tax to its account in 
the National Treasury, to be returned to 
the corporation in the posi-war period. 
The purpose of this is so that the corpo- 
ration will have working funds in the 
post-war era for reconversion and the 
payment of labor and overhead. As this 
is an all-out war—meaning a dedication 
by our people of everything they have 
and are to victory—it is wise, so far as 
human foresight can see, that we attempt 
to prepare ourselves for the economic 
national and international readjust- 
ments which must follow the war. 

The English plan is undoubtedly a good 
one, I have only one suggestion or modi- 
fication to make, and that is that if the 
so-called credit is needed for the purpose 
of paying overhead or reconversion 
charges, it can be used for that purpose, 
but if it is shown that it is not needed, 
say, for a period of 10 years after the war, 
the credit in bonds should be canceled. 
Why? Because it represents war profits. 
We have heard it said that no one should 
make “unreasonable profits” out of war. 
The only justification for turning the 
credit or bonds back to the producer 
would be because the public interest 
would require it to maintain the national 
economic current, pay wages, overhead, 
and so forth. If it is not required, then 
certainly the credit should be canceled, 
because the public exchequer will need it 
in the post-war period as much as or 
more than it needs it now. 

Everything of value that an American 
possesses is primarily due to the fact that 
he is an American. America has given 
him opportunity, and we should not for- 
get that what one possesses is dedicated 
to America in order that our children 
and grandchildren may continue to live 
in a free land and have the opportuni- 
ties which we have had. If we start from 
that basis, we shall build a real tax bill 
and see to it that everyone pays taxes 
and buys bonds commensurate on a scale 
with his ability to do so. This is the 
great demand of the hour on the home 
front, 


Mr, President, it is imperative that we 
recognize the importance of passing such 
a bill. If we fail in this regard, we shall 
not be looking after the home front. 
Wishful thinking will not do the job that 
is required of a realistic tax and bond 
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sale bill. We may as well face the stark 
reality that we are losing this war. 

Of course, we do not need to be told 
what an Axis victory would mean—slav- 
ery, murder, rape, torture, starvation, 
bankruptcy, the loss of our farms and our 
homes, the loss of our wages and our 
profits, the loss of our businesses and 
our unions, the loss of our great Ameri- 
can freedoms and our American way of 
life. Death itself would be preferred. 

When I say that we have been losing 
on every front, I mean just that. The 
Russians are being pushed back. We 
have lost more than 400 ships. Alexan- 
dria, in Egypt, is in peril. We have suf- 
fered 44,000 casualties, 

In the Halls of Congress there is a 
strange condition—an apparent unwill- 
ingness to meet the situation head-on. 
There is almost a lethargy—a desire to 
put off until tomorrow what we should 
do today. This is no time for pussy- 
footing. It is a time for hard-headed 
realism. 


Many are scrambling for fatter con- 
tracts, higher wages, and group advan- 
tage. There are those who in wartime 
will not waive their right to strike; and 
apparently many do not realize that the 
right decision in this war means every- 
thing; that nothing else counts; that 
everything we have is at stake. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I repeat: All 
that we have, everything—our property, 
our lives, our incomes, our sons—is dedi- 
cated to winning through to victory, a 
victory which will enable the survivors, 
as freemen, to carry on a civilization fit 
for freemen to live in. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. LUCAS. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United States 
submitting several nominations, which 
were referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings. 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

Allen B. Hannay, of Texas, to be United 
States district judge for the southern district 
of Texas, vice James V. Allred, resigned. 

By Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. If there be no further reports of 
committees, the clerk will state the nom- 
inations on the calendar. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. LUCAS. I ask unanimous consent 
that the nominations of postmasters be 
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confirmed en bloc and that the President 
be immediately notified. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the postmaster 
nominations are agreed to en bloc, and 
the President will be notified forthwith. 

That completes the calendar. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY 


` Mr. LUCAS. I move that the Senate 
adjourn until Thursday next. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 
o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Thursday, August 6, 1942, 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate August 3, 1942: 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS 

Douglas W. McGregor, of Texas, to be 
United States attorney for the southern 
district of Texas. Mr. McGregor is now 
serving in this office under an appointment 
which expired July 1, 1942. 

Carlisle W. Higgins, of North Carolina, to 
be United States attorney for the middle 
district of North Carolina. Mr, Higgins is 
now serving in this office under an appoint- 
ment which expired July 3, 1942. 

GENERAL COUNSEL, TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Randolph E. Paul of New York, N. Y. to 
be general counsel for the Department of 
the Treasury, in place of Edward H. Foley, Jr., 
resigned. 

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 

TO JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT 

Capt. Hamilton Murray Peyton, Field Ar- 
tillery (temporary major), with rank from 
June 11, 1941. 

Capt. James Edward Godwin, Field Artil- 
lery (temporary major), with rank from June 
10, 1942. 

TO FINANCE DEPARTMENT 

Maj. Bert Nathan Bryan, Infantry (tem- 
porary lieutenant colonel), with rank from 
July 1, 1940. 

TO CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

Second Lt. Thomas Francis Farrell, Jr., 

Signal Corps, with rank from May 29, 1942, 
TO ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT 

Lt. Col, Clarence Walter Richmond, Quar- 
termaster Corps (temporary colonel), with 
rank from August 18, 1940. 

First Lt. Foster LeRoy Furphy, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps (temporary major), with rank 
from June 12, 1939. 

TO INFANTRY 

Lt. Col. Leo George Clarke, Adjutant Gen- 
eral’s Department, with rank from May 3, 
1942. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 

UNITED STATES 
TO BE COLONEL, WITH RANK FROM JULY 19, 1942 

Lt. Col. Edward Leuffer Nevin Glass, Cav- 
alry (temporary colonel). 

TO BE COLONEL WITH RANK FROM JULY 25, 1942 

Lt. Col. William Edward Burr, Field Artil- 
lery (temporary colonel). 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate August 3, 1942: 
POSTMASTERS 
ARKANSAS 


Fredrick W. Lemay, Alicia. 
Mary H. Morgan, Ashdown. 
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Ethel L, Nall, Lockesburg. 
William F. Elsken, Paris. 
Theo Money, Waldron. 
CALIFORNIA 
Charles E. Day, Avenal. 
Carl W. Brenner, Buena Park. 
James R. Kilkenny, Dixon. 
William M. Welsh, Dunsmuir. 
Frank T. Ashby, Etna. 
Harold V. Tallon, Jackson. 
George E. Archer, Maywood. 
James Joseph Britt, Monterey Park. 
Edward E. Enos, Niles. 
John T. Ireland, Pico. 
Reuel A. Bar, Quincy. 
Josephine Purcell, Represa. 
Nellie McGinn, Salida. 
Edith E. Mason, Santa Fe Springs. 
John H. Fahey, Sunnyvale. 
Harry M. Talbot, Vacaville. 
Elsie B. Lausten, Walnut Grove. 
Hazel Hooker, Waterman. 
CONNECTICUT 
Felix J. Wakely, Central Village. 
Forrest G. Thatcher, East Hampton. 
FLORIDA 
Leslie D. Reagin, Sarasota. 
IDAHO 
Angus G. David, Bovill. 
KENTUCKY 
Urett McCall Richey, Augusta. 
Bertha Stanley, Mortons Gap. 
A. Garland Hubbard, Munfordville. 
William A. Eimer, Newport. 
MISSOURI 
Charles G. Macke, Jackson. 
NEW MEXICO 
Mary McCullough, Roswell. 
NORTH CAROLINA 
William H. Snuggs, Albemarle. 
Stella M. Blue, Bolton. 
Wightman C. Vick, Norwood. 
e OREGON 
Robert O. Brinker, Freewater. 
VIRGINIA 
Irvine S. Owens, Grundy. 
WASHINGTON 


Eberhard Nyhus, Westport. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, August 3, 1942 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and 
was called to order by Mr. BuULWINKLE 
as Speaker pro tempore. 

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Pres- 
byterian Church, Washington, D. C., of- 
fered the following prayer: 


Almighty God, who watched over us 
during the night and brought us to a 
new day whose hours will be filled with 
sunshine and shadows, with joy and 
sorrow, with laughter and tears, with 
success and failure, with victory and de- 
feat, we pray that we may meet all our 
experiences unafraid, gloriously confi- 
dent that as our day so also shall be our 
strength. 

Grant that our hearts may be purged 
of that which is sordid and sinful. Keep 
us from pride when we are prosperous, 
from despair when in want, from bit- 
terness when in distress, and when 
tempted to allow our faith to become 
eclipsed by fear, give us a vision of Thy 
love that will not let us go. 
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Bless our beloved country and our 
President and all whom Thou hast called 
unto positions of leadership in the af- 
fairs of state, lifting upon them the light 
of Thy countenance and sharing with 
them Thine eternal wisdom. 

To Thy name we ascribe all majesty 
and praise. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, July 30, 1942, was read and 
approved. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous Consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I also 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns on Thursday it adjourn 
to meet on Monday following. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

SERVICEMEN’S ALLOWANCES 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. | Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
hope the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
COCHRAN] will not make that request. 
There are some matters coming up which 
I think probably the Members will want 
to discuss. I hope the gentleman will 
withhold his request until Thursday 
comes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. What are the matters 
to which the gentleman refers? I have 
heard of nothing. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. For one 
thing, there is a matter of an error in 
the bill for the servicemen’s and sailors’ 
dependents allowances, that I think ought 
to be corrected now, and I believe that 
practically every Member of both the 
House and the Senate will agree with me. 

I have introduced a bill for that pur- 
pose and I am going to try to get it up by 
unanimous consent. For instance, there 
was a provision in the bill providing that 
“Any allowances which accrue under this 
title for the period preceding November 
1, 1942, shall not be actually paid until 
after November 1, 1942.” 

That means that unless this change is 
made all allotments and allowances for 
the dependents of men in the armed 
forces for June, July, August, September, 
and October will automatically be held 
up until November 1. That would not 
save the Government a single dollar and 
it would deprive these dependents of this 
assistance; and many of them are in dire 
circumstances. 

Mr. COCHRAN, Of course, the gentle- 
man says if it is an emergency matter 
the gentleman will have information 
from the departments as to whether or 
not they are in a position to handle the 
matter before that time. They previ- 
ously stated they could not. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I under- 
stand that applies to those men who are 
in the remote portions of the earth, and 
who cannot be reached quickly, and, of 
course, would require time to get these 
allotment blanks to them and get them 
back. But it ought not to take 4 months 
to do that. Besides there are vast num- 
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bers in this country who could be reached 
at once. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Under the law, does 
not a dependent have the right to file in 
cases of that character? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Under the 
law as it is now written these payments 
would all have to be held up until No- 
vember. 

As I said, this provision went through 
at a time when I was busy working on an 
amendment to another measure to in- 
crease the base pay of the men in the 
service to $50 a month. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw the last request. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will withdraw the 
last request. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Let me 
finish my statement. As I said, this 
measure went through at that time and, 
in my opinion, it was inadvertently 
adopted by both the House and Senate. 
It was a mistake, and if we can get a vote 
on it; I believe this correction will go 
through unanimously. This restriction 
is causing great hardships in many in- 
stances and should be repealed at once. 
It does not save the Government a dime. 

Mr. SABATH. It will require unani- 
mous consent to have the matter con- 
sidered. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I under- 
stand that. 

- Mr, SABATH. So if I were in the gen- 
tleman’s place I would not object to a 
mere formal request to adjourn over. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Reserving the 
right to object—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN] has 
withdrawn his request. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on the following dates the 
President approved and signed bills and 
a joint resolution of the House of the 
following titles: 


On July 20, 1942: 

H.R. 5499. An act for the relief of Henry 
Daley, guardian for James Ray Daley and 
Norman Franklin Daley. 

On July 25, 1942: 

H. R. 5794. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Roy Owen, deceased; and 

H.R.7319. An act making supplemental 
appropriations for the national defense for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes. 

On July 28, 1942: 

H.R. 3956. An act to amend the Bankhead- 
Jones Farm Tenant Act to permit exchange 
of land with private owners; and 

H. J. Res. 285. Joint resolution providing 
for the filling of a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of 
the class other than Members of Congress. 

On July 29, 1942: 

H.R. 5839. An act to, amend the act en- 
titled “An act to provide compensation for 
employees of the United States suffering in- 
juries while in the performance of their 
duties, and for other purposes,” as amended; 

H.R.6071. An act to grant a preference 
right to certain oil and gas lessees; and 

H. R.7188. An act to amend the Canal Zone 
Code. 
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On July 30, 1942: 

H.R. 6807. An act to expedite the war ef- 
fort by releasing officers and men for duty at 
sea and their replacement by women in the 
shore establishment of the Navy, and for 
other purposes; and 

H.R, 1030. An act to provide increases of 
pension payable to dependents of veterans of 
the Regular Establishment, and for other 
purposes. 

On August 1, 1942: 

H.R. 6217. An act to amend section 13 of 
the Classification Act of 1923, as amended; 
and 

H.R.7100. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act authorizing vessels of Canadian 
registry to transport iron ore on the Great 
Lakes during 1942,’ approved January 27, 
1942 (Public Law 416, 77th Cong.), to con- 
tinue it in force during the existing war. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Gatling, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the House of the following 
titles: 


H. R. 6963. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to authorize black-outs in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
approved December 26, 1941, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 7140. An act to amend the act entitled 
“An act to provide additional pay for person- 
nel of the United States Navy assigned to duty 
on submarines and to diving duty,” so as to 
increase the additional pay of officers and 
enlisted men of the United States Navy as- 
signed to duty on submarines, and for other 


purposes; 

H.R.7364. An act to repeal certain laws 
and to amend other laws relating to naval 
aviation cadets, to provide for aviation cadets 
in the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Re- 
serve, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 7419. An act to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to proceed with the con- 
struction of certain public works, and for 
other purposes. 


The message aiso announced that the 
Senate had passed, with an amendment 
in which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the fol- 
lowing title: 

H.R. 7164. An act to amend the Soldiers’ 
and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940, as 
amended, to extend the relief and benefits 
provided therein to certain persons, to in- 
clude certain additional proceedings and 
transactions therein, to provide further re- 
Hef for persons in military service, to change 
certain insurance provisions thereof, and for 
other purposes. 


The message also’ announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK- 
LEY and Mr. BrewsTerR members of the 
Joint Select Committee on the part of 
the Senate, as provided for in the act of 
August 5, 1939, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the disposition of certain records 
of the Government of the United States,” 
for the disposition of executive papers in 
the following departments and agency: 

1. Department of Agriculture. 

2. Department of the Navy. 

3. The National Archives. 


MR. H. NEWLIN MEGILL, ACTING CLERK 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication: 


The honorable the 5 
House of Representatives. 
Sm: Desiring to be temporarily absent 
from my office, I hereby designate Mr, H. 
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Newlin Megill, an official in my office, to sign 
any and all papers and do all other acts for 
me which he would be authorized to do by 
virtue of this designation and of clause 4, 
rule III, of the House. 
Respectfully yours, 
SOUTH TRIMBLE, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


ALLOWANCES TO DEPENDENTS OF SOL- 
DIERS AND SAILORS 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objectivn? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, the 
matter raised by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Rankin] with respect to 
that clause of the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ 
Dependency Act was brought up about 
2 weeks ago in the House. At that time 
the chairman of the Military Affairs 
Committee, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. May], explained the reason 
for that clause being inserted. 

It appears that the officials, both of the 
Army and the Navy, testified quite at 
length with respect to that particular 
matter, and it was explained by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. May] that 
they could not get ready to mail out the 
checks and have sufficient proof as to the 
amount due to the dependents before 
November 1 in most cases. It may be 
true that in some of the cases they could 
be ready to mail out the checks in Octo- 
ber, or even in September, but it would 
entail a great deal of confusion to have 
some checks go out ahead of others, and 
would :eem unfair to the very many who 
would not receive their checks until much 
later. 

[Here the gavel fell] 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of the special orders heretofore en- 
tered for today I may be permitted to 
address the House for 10 minutes. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of the special orders heretofore on- 
tered for today I may be permitted to 
address the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 


ALLOWANCES TO DEPENDENTS OF 
SOLDIERS AND SAILORS 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Dakota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for 
this time primarily to interrogate the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RAN- 
KIN], because I am very much interested 
in his proposed legislation. Iunderstand 
that Senator VANDENBERG over in the 
other body has introduced a similar piece 


Is there 
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of corrective legislation and I hope that 
Congress will act favorably on this mat- 
ter without delay. It means much to the 
dependents of many thousands of Ameri- 
can soldiers, sailors, and airmen. 

I wonder whether the gentleman has 
had any contact with the War Depart- 
ment and has had any answer from 
them as to the possibility of expedit- 
ing the payment of these dependency 
allowances? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. No. I 
may say to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that I represent a farming dis- 
trict, as he does. A great many of the 
people in my district have sent every son 
they have—those parents have sent every 
one of their sons into: the services. 
Many of them have nothing to live on 
inasmuch as they have sent into the 
services those upon whom they depend 
for a living. They need this help and 
they need it right now. 

Mr. MUNDT. I have a similar situa- 
tion in connection with my constituents. 
I certainly think the least we can do is 
to remove the prohibition against pay- 
ing these allowances any earlier, so that 
if the War Department can pay them 
earlier it will be authorized to do so. I 
understand the prohibition against pay- 
ing these dependency allowances earlier 
was put in at the insistence of the War 
Department after we struck it out in the 
House by an amendment offered by Rep- 
resentative Rorston of Kentucky. 

Let us now reiterate our conviction that 
these dependency payments be made as 
soon as possible by repealing the section 
of the law which extended to November 1 
the War Department’s time for getting 
its disbursement organization set up and 
conveying thereby the expressed desire 
of Congress that these dependency pay- 
ments be made with all possible dispatch. 
I favor immediate action. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


CHIN HOY—VETO MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
(H. DOC. NO. 823) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before 
the House the following veto message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith without my ap- 
proval (H, R. 2545) a bill for the relief of 
Chin Hoy. 

The bill would authorize Chin Hoy, of 
San Joaquin Count: Calif., to fiie a 
claim for payment for cooperating in the 
1938 agricultural conservation program 
and would require the Agricultural Ad- 
justment Administration—now the Agri- 
cultural Adjustment Agency of the Agri- 
cultural Conservation and Adjustment 
Administration—Department of Agricul- 
ture, to receive and adjudicate his claim 
in the amount of $1,836.02. 

The Secretary of Agriculture reports 
that Mr. Hoy would have received pay- 
ment for performance under the terms 
aad conditions of the 1938 program if he 
had complied with the requirement that 
I> file his application for that payment 
on or before October 31, 1939. This he 
failed to do. The appropriation for pay- 
ments to farmers under that program 
provided that it was to remain available 
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for obligation until June 30, 1940. How- 
ever, the regulations of the Department 
prescribed an earlier date, October 31, 
1939, by which applications for payment 
must have been filed in order to be enti- 
tled to consideration. This allowed 
nearly a year from the end of the 1938 
program for tendering applications for 
payment. That appears to have been 
an ample period. ‘This administrative 
closing date was fixed to save adminis- 
trative expense and to keep the work of 
administering the annual programs on a 
reasonably current basis. The Congress, 
in general legislation enacted after Mr. 
Hoy’s case had arisen—section 9 of the 
act of July 2, 1940—recognized the wis- 
dom and reasonableness of administrative 
closing dates which required farmers 
seeking payments under agricultural 
conservation programs to file applica- 
tions therefor by a date earlier than 
the end of the obligating period of the 
appropriation for the particular pro- 
gram. 

It also appears from the report of the 
Secretary of Agriculiure that a number 
of California farmers besides Mr. Hoy 
have been denied payments under the 
1938 progratn because they did not file 
their applications in time. There are 
similar cases in other States. It would be 
unfair to discriminate. against these 
farmers by singling out Mr. Hoy for 
preferential treatment. 

For these reasons I feel that I cannot 
approve the bill for the relief of Mr. Hoy. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THe Wuite House, August 3, 1942. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ob- 
jections of the President will be spread 
at large upon the Journal. 

Without objection, the bill and message 
will be referred to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection. 


QUEEN WILHELMINA OF THE NETHER- 
LANDS 


Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The Speaker pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, Her Maj- 
esty, Queen Wilhelmina of the Nether- 
lands, will visit the Congress next Thurs- 
day at 12:30 o’clock, and the Members 
of the House are invited to meet in the 
Senate Chamber at 12:15 to meet Her 
Majesty. So, on next Thursday, at 12:15, 
it will be in order for Members to go to 
the Senate Chamber. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COLE of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, 
i ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a letter from Mr. Glenn L. Mar- 
tin pertaining to a recent flight of the 
Mars. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
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remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a letter by my colleague the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Dres] to the 
Speaker of this House in connection with 
a dastardly attempt by the Daily Worker 
to smear the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Dies]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from if'inois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN] be per- 
mitted to extend his own remarks in 
the Recorp and include therein a bill 
Le has introduced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein an editorial from the Pueblo 
Chieftain and Star-Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Colo- 
rado? 

There was no objection. 


KAISZR PROPOSAL FOR AERIAL CARGO 
CARRIERS MAY BE A WAY OUT 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Oregon? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. ANGELL Mr. Speaker, before 
proceeding with my main remarks with 
respect to the Kaiser proposal for aerial 
cargo carriers, may I say that I am very 
much in favor of the legislation pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. RANKIN]. I have received a num- 
ber of communications from veterans in 
my district and their dependents, They 
are very much concerned over the fact 
that under the legislation we-enacted 
recently they will have to wait for some 
5 months before receiving any payments. 
There would seem to be no reason: why 
this should be so. Those for whom the 
checks can be made available should re- 
ceive them as soon as possible, even 
though there may be others who will not 
be able to receive them until November, 
as provided in the law we passed. I will 
support the Rankin proposal. It is per- 
missive only, not mandatory. 

“Mr. Speaker, I asked for this time to 
speak also about the proposal of Henry 
J. Kaiser, of Oregon, that assembly-line 
production of aerial cargo carriers be in- 
augurated may well be an answer to the 
submarine sinkings of our cargo ships. 
Some 400 have now been sunk since Pearl 
Harbor, and with all our efficiency in ship 
production we are not keeping pace with 
the sinkings. We must find a solution if 
we are to win the war. Heroic methods 
must be invoked. The Kaiser proposal is 
one that should be given every considera- 
tion immediately. I am glad that Don- 
ald Nelson, Chairman of the War Produc- 
tion Board, has indicated that he is 
greatly concerned with the proposal and 
that he is giving it serious consideration. 
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Unfortunately, there is too much reliance 
given to old and tried methods. We can- 
not win this war with the methods prac- 
ticed in 1918. The success of the subma- 
rine warfare is an up-to-date develop- 
ment in warfare and is effective and is 
preventing our delivery of the necessary 
war matériel to the fighting fronts. Un- 
less we can make these deliveries we 
cannot be successful. Unfortunately, 
thus far the war is going against us. 

I am introducing today in the House a 
bill which will authorize the inauguration 
of the Kaiser program immediately. I 
believe that it should be adopted as a 
companion bill te Senate Joint Resolu- 
tion 166. I appreciate that it should not 
be necessary to wait until legislation be 
passed to put into operation this pro- 


.gram. There are ample war powers now 


vested in the President as Commander in 
Chief and in the War Production Board 
to give the green light to the Kaiser pro- 
gram at once and put the plan on its way. 
It would seem clear that any proposal 
which has for its purpose the effective 
delivery of the tools of war and matériel 
necessary for the prosecution of the war 
should he entitled to the necessary priori- 
ties Wegain nothing by manufacturing 
this equipment which is needed at the 
front and permitting it to be sunk as soon 
as it reaches the sea lanes on its way to 
the battle fronts. j 


In the July 29 issue of the Oregonian 
there appeared an editorial entitled 
“Where Is Our Front?” which is worthy 
of consideration in this connection. I 
include it as a part of my remarks: 


[From the Oregonian, Portland, Oreg., of July 
29, 1942] 


WHERE IS “OUR FRONT”? 


America is the chief power on the United 
Nations side in this war, as Germany is the 
chief power on the Axis side. Yet America 
has, as yet, no battlefield. Sometimes we 
grow impatient with discussions of the open- 
ing of “a second front.” What we need more 
thah merely a second front is “our front.” 

Is ‘it an attitude in keeping with our his- 
tory tna our resources to be talking so much 
of the “battle of production’? 

Granted that the battle of production 
must be won. Our Army, Navy, and Air 
Forces, going into.the struggle, must be 
equipped as well or better than our enemies, 
and at the same time we must spare equip- 
ment for our allies. But, that done, we still 
must find a battlefield, and on that battle- 
field we must outthink and outfight those 
who challenge us. Yet we go on talking of 
the battle of production. We go on talking 
of a seconi front, manned by our allies. 
Our forces are inactive, so far as we are in- 
formed, from Australia to Dutch Harbor— 
inactive, that is, from the standpoint of 
major engagements. They are inactive also, 
except for training work and token squad- 
rons, from Iceland to India. Our whole at- 
titude at the moment is one of preparation 
and production, coupled with a real job in 
the service of supply to our allies. That 
may be the right procedure for the time 
being. It may be all that can be managed. 
Eut it is certainly not the right tempo for 
our thinking. In cur thinking it is neces- 
sary—if success ever is to be achieved—to be 
on the offensive. 

That is why Henry J. Kaiser’s proposal for 
assembly line production of aerial cargo car- 
riers, utilizing a number of the shipyards, has 
had such an impact upon the country. The 
people do not appreciate the technical prob- 
lems of such production. They have no basis 
for judging Mr, Kaiser's ability to carry 
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through such a project—except insofar as 
they have faith in him on the record. But 
they do understand that the chief nation on 
the side of the United Nations—the United 
States—cannot get through such a war as 
this without fighting. And they do under- 
stand, what is painfully clear, that the 
achievement of a battlefield is becoming in- 
creasingly difficult as the submarine warfare 
becomes increasingly effective. That is why 
they greet a plan for aerial cargo carriers with 
expressions of interest and approval. Such 
a program apparently would provide us with 
whatever battlefields we might decide upon. 
And that is what we must have. That is 
what the people, in their hearts, know we 
must have. 

Here in America, in other words, we are 
less moved by the cries for a second front 
than by the desire, arising from within our- 
selves, to achieve “a” battle front—any effec- 
tive battle front—and assume there the 
front-line impo:tance which must be Amer- 
ica’s before this war can be brought to its 
decisive stages. 


Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein an edi- 
torial from the Portland Oregonian. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Reserv- 
ing the right to object, Mr. Speaker—and 
I shall not object—may I say to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon that my bill would 
not compel these payments to be made, 
but. would merely take off the restrictions 
and permit the Government to make the 
payments if it is so desired. 

Mr. ANGELL. That is my understand- 
ing, that those dependents who can re- 
ceive the payments would receive them 
in the meantime before November 1. The 
amendment proposed is not mandatory 
but only permissive, It should be passed 
now. 

Mr. MICHENER. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker—and, of course, I 
shall not object—I wish to comment on 
the Rankin observations, Some of the 
editorials in my section of the country 
are accusing the entire Congress of play- 
ing polities by providing in this bill that 
these dependent allotments shall be with- 
held until November 1, which is just be- 
fore the congressional elections. Atten- 
tion is called to the fact that in recent 
years a habit has grown up of paying re- 
lief checks, benefit checks to farmers, 
W. P. A. checks, and even giving out Red 
Cross flour in numerous cases just before 
election and at times on election day. 
These editorials insist that withholding 
these payments is a part of a plan of that 


kind to influence the voter. Personally I. 


hope no such thought was in the mind of 
any Member. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Oh, no. 

Mr. MICHENER. I do feel that some- 
thing should be done to get these checks 
into the hands of the beneficiaries at the 
earliest possible moment, but I am won- 
dering if the law as now written is so 
mandatory that the War Department or 
the Veterans’ Administration is prevent- 
ed from paying these checks before No- 
vember 1. 

Mr. ANGELL. It is my understanding 
that that is a fact. Under the present 
law no payments may be made before 
November 1, 1942. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Of course, 
the gentleman from Michigan is not ac- 
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cusing me of playing any politics in try- 
ing to get this matter corrected. 

Mr. MICHENER. Certainly not. The 
gentleman is to be commended. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The law 
is mandatory. It provides that any al- 
lowance which accrues under this title for 
the period preceding November 1, 1942, 
shall not be actually paid until after 
November 1, 1942. 

Iam seeking to strike out that limita- 
tion so as to permit the administration 
to go ahead and make these payments 
when it is feasible to do so. 

Mr. MICHENER. I think that ought 
to be done. I shall assist the gentleman. 
Is the gentleman in position to ask 
unanimous consent to make that change 
today? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Mississippi and the gentleman from 
Michigan are fully advised as to the rules 
of this House. They know that when 
thi. resolution is introduced it must go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which originally had jurisdiction over 
the bill. Unless there is a meeting of the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the 
bill is reported to the House, there is no 
opportunity to bring that bill before the 
House on Thursday. It would not be in 
keeping with the procedure of the House 
to do so, as both gentlemen know. 

I may say to the gentlemen that when 
this bill was pending I brought up that 
very subject, and made a speech on the 
paragraph. ‘The answer given me by 
those in charge of the bill on both the 
Republican and Democratic sides justi- 
fied me in feeling that it was because the 
Department could not get ready that they 
had asked us to place that date in the 
bill. 

If there are any editorials on this mat- 
ter in the gentleman’s newspapers, the 
gentleman knows they are there as a 
result of the political speech that was 
made by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. DITTER]. 

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman from 
Michigan knows nothing of the kind. He 
never did hear any such speech and has 
not read any such speech. The gentle- 
man from Michigan (Mr. HOFFMAN] has 
nothing to do with these editorials, and 
I do not believe the writers of the edito- 
rials are supporting him at this time. 
Some of these editorials will be found in 
the Appendix of the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oregon? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the Appendix 
of the Record and include therein cer- 
tain statistics and statements of fact. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Record and include therein 
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a preliminary report of the unofficial 
committee of the House investigating the 
fuel oil, gasoline, and rubber supply. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut? 
There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Thursday 
next, at the conclusion of the legisla- 
tive program of the day and following 
aby special orders heretofore entered, I 
may be permitted to address the House 
for 15 minutes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, and it is not my 
intention to object, may I call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the fact that 
the House has received an invitation 
from the Senate to join on Thursday 
next at 12:15 in greeting Her Majesty, 
Queen Wilhelmina of the Netherlands. 
If we are going to prolong the session 
of the House on Thursday, the Members 
shall have no opportunity to get to the 
Senate. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Then, Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that I may ad- 
dress the House on Monday next for 15 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Appendix of 
the Recorp and include therein a radio 
address delivered by Laurence R. Melton, 
national commander of the Disabled 
American Veterans on the occasion of 
the twenty-first annual State convention 
of the Ohio Department of the Disabled 
American Veterans. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 


COMMISSION ON POST-WAR RECON- 
STRUCTION 


Mr, VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, among the very large number of 
letters I am receiving urging passage 
of House Joint Resolution 291 to create 
a commission on post-war reconstruc- 
tion, there is one that I would like to 
read to the House today because of its 
special significance. It comes from 
Bryan, Ohio, and here is what it says: 

Dear Mr. Vooruis: I have before me a clip- 
ping from the Toledo Blade, July 13, 1942, 
issue, regarding your committee plan for 
studying post-war problems, 

With this thought in mind, a group of local 
fathers, mothers, and wives of boys in the 
armed services met here in Bryan last night 
and organized a group which we will call 
the P. M. W.—fathers, mothers, wives. The 
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purpose of our organization is to study pres- 
ent problems of the boys in the service, pro- 
mote friendly relations between the families 
of the boys, and to try to solve the problems 
that the boys will encounter upon their 
return to civilian life. We plan to conduct 
regular meetings, and hope that our group 
will grow into a worthy organization. 

I note that this article states that you are 
attempting to get congressional action on 
your proposed plan, and I sincerely hope that 
you will be successful in carrying it out. If 
and when your plan is adopted, our organ- 
ization would be very pleased to become a 
part of the national organization, and I am 
sure that thousands of other groups would 
promptly fall in line. 

If you have any information available at 
the present time which you feel would be 
of help to us in getting our work outlined 
and getting the foundation laid for a truly 
worthy organization, I would be very glad 
to receive it. 

On behalf of the fathers, mothers, and 
wives I wish to congratulate you on your 
foresight in attempting to start such a plan, 
and wish you the very best of success in your 
efforts. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. GAYLE Bowman, 
Chairman, Bryan, Ohio, F. M. W. 


Mr. Speaker, if things like this would 
happen all over the country it would be 
one of the most hopeful signs we could 
have of the strength of democracy in 
the hearts of the people at a time like 
the present when we must also fight a 
total war. It is my fervent hope that 
groups like this will spring up all over 
the country. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker; I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HOLMES] may be permitted to extend his 
remarks in the Record by including an 
editorial from the Worcester Sunday 
Telegram of July 26, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 


ALLOWANCES TO DEPENDENTS OF SOL- 
DIERS AND SAILORS 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
ebjection te the request of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, as I said a moment ago, in order 
to correct what I consider a grievous error 
in the Servicemen’s Dependents Allow- 
ance Act, providing for allotments for the 
dependents of men in our armed forces, 
I have introduced a bill to strike out that 
provision of the law which provides that— 

Any allowances which accrue under this 
title for the period preceding November 1, 


1942, shall not be actually paid until after 
November 1, 1942. 
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I want these allowances, as well as the 
allotments made by these men out of 
their salaries, paid now; and I believe 
that at least nine-tenths of the Members 
of both Houses will agree with me. 

Many of these dependents, the mothers 
and fathers, the wives and children of 
these men, are in desperate circum- 
stances. They need this money now. 
Why should the allowances and allot- 
ments for June, July, August, September, 
and October be held up until November? 
Postponing these payments will not save 
the Government a nickel. So let us be- 
gin these payments now. 

At the time this measure was passed I 
was busy trying to get through my 
amendment to another measure to raise 
the base pay of the men in the service to 
$50 a month, and I could not give this 
measure the attention I should like to 
have given it. Otherwise I would have 
discovered this error and could probably 
have got it corrected at the time. 

But it is not too late yet. By the pas- 
sage of the bill which I have introduced 
we can begin these payments at once and 
in that way relieve a great deal of dis- 
tress among the dependents of these men 
and at the same time greatly increase the 
morale of the men themselves. 

I am going to try to get the measure 
up by unanimous consent. I hope no one 
objects but that you will let us take it up 
and pass it at once. 

It is nothing but right, and we ought 
not to delay it a single day. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous. consent for 


the immediate consideration of the bill I | 


referred to which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the bill will be read. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, is the Chair just 
allowing the bill to be read or putting 
the request? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is simply allowing the measure to 
be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 107 of the 
Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance Act of 
1942 is amended by striking out the last 
sentence thereof which reads as follows: 
“Any allowances which accrue under this 
title for the period preceding November 1, 
1942, shall not be actually paid until after 
November 1, 1942.” 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I am asking unanimous consent 
for the consideration of this bill in order 
that I may interrogate the majority 
leader. I am willing to carry this over 
until another day if the majority leader 
so desires; but I am not willing to permit 
this proposition to pass on until Novem- 
ber. I am going to do iny best to get this 
correction made in order that the Ad- 
ministration may pay these allotments 
and allowances whenever it is feasible 
to do so, without having to wait 4 or 5 
montks or until these parents or depend- 
ent wives and children have suffered for 
months the inconveniences that with- 
holding these allowances would bring 
them. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
charged with a responsibility here. Iam 
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just as much interested in this matter as 
the gentleman from Mississippi; in fact, 
I spoke upon the subject when the bill 
was before the House and mentioned this 
provision; but, as I said a few moments 
ago, the explanation from both sides of 
the committee by those in charge of the 
bill warranted me in not offering an 
amendment. As far as the bill of the 
gentleman from Mississippi is concerned, 
the gentleman knows that under the 
rules it must go to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; and, furthermore, why 
not let it go to that committee and then 
have the Committee on Military Affairs 
contact the various departments con- 
cerned. 

They are going to be back here next 
month. The departments are being 
served notice today that Congress might 
ask that the money be paid prior to No- 
vember 1, if it is possible todo so. You 
see, the matter can come up in a month. 
Meantime, if the Department feels it is 
possible to pay them, there should be no 
objection to consideration of the bill, if 
reported by the committee. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The gen- 
tleman says “in a month.” Why wait a 
month? Suppese we poll the members 
of the Military Affairs Committe and 
they all agree to it. Yhen why not let 
it come up by unanimous consent? 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman is 
not even n- member of the committee. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. That 
makes no difference. I was not a mem- 
ber of the committee when I secured the 
adoption of my amendment raising the 
base pay to $50 a month either. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, re= 
serving the right to object, I think this 
resolution should certainly not be con- 
sidered by the House at.all. In the first 
place there is an understanding that no 
important legislation would be passed, 
and the introduction of a resolution of 
this sort is certainly not in conformity 
with that understanding. In the second 
place every member of the Military Af- 
fairs Committee who has studied this 
particular subject agrees that that clause 
should remain in the law. I heard the 
explanation of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and I certainly 
would object to this legislation, because it 
would confuse the Navy Department and 
the War Department and the Comptrol- 
ler General. It is simply impossible to 
function the way the resolution would 
compel the War Department and the 
Navy Department to function. This type 
of shotgun legislation certainly should 
not be enacted by the House at this time. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. In reply 
to the gentleman, it is not shotgun leg- 
islation. This is not a shotgun war 
either. This is a real war; and this is a 
real, sound amendment. It would not 
compel the Department to do anything, 
but would simply permit the payments 
of these allowances and allotments now. 

But since the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. EBERHARTER] says he is 
going to object to it, I am willing to carry 
the matter over until another day. But 
I shall insist on its passing as soon as I 
can get it to the floor of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my request 
for the time being. 


1942 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include an 
article by William B. Plank. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mason] is recog- 
nized for 20 minutes. 


OUR PRESENT CRISIS AND OUR 
PATRIOTIC DUTY 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, we are en- 
gaged in the greatest war, the most sav- 
age conflict that has ever rent the globe 
in the history of man. The final results 
of this conflict will decide the survival 
or the submergence of civilization as we 
know it. I am convinced that civilization 
will survive because I have a profound 
faith that right is mightier than wrong— 
that justice is the greatest force in this 
world. I have also a profound conviction 
that the United States and our Allies 
will win the final victory because I have 
a profound faith in the courage and the 
capacity of the American people. 

It has not been long, as the age of na- 
tions goes in history, since the covered 
wagons of our pioneer forefathers and 
foremothers were rattling across the land 
whereon we stand today. The dust of 
those caravans of courage trekking to- 
ward the Golden West has scarcely set- 
tled. The spirit of those courageous and 
capable pioneers and the self-confidence 
which enabled our forebears with ax 
and rifle to go into the primeval forests, 
or onto the unwatered plains and create 
happy homes and fruitful farms, has not 
vanished from the hearts of their sons 
and daughters—we of today. 

Mr. Speaker, there have been some 
fundamental mistakes made thus far in 
the conduct of this war. One of those 
fundamental mistakes has been that the 
administration has apparently believed 
the American people did not have the 
courage or the stamina to receive bad 
news and stand up under the blows of 
adversity. The result has been that 
many people have remained more or less 
complacent because the information 
given them by the propaganda agencies 
and the press agents of the bureaucracy 
at Washington has been such as to justify 
their complacency. They have not been 
told the bitter truth of what is happening 
to our forces in this war. It will be 
claimed, of course, that necessary mili- 
tary secrecy has prevented the people 
from being told all the facts. However, 
this military secrecy, whatever the needs 
may have been, has not justified the 
issuance of rosy-tinted reports which 
have led the people to believe that we 
were winning tremendous victories every- 
where. This complacency—if such ex- 
ists—is the direct result of the adminis- 
tration’s policy of applying the soft pedal 
to our war reverses and the loud pedal to 
our war successes, thereby creating a 
false impression of the war situation. 

Another fundamental mistake made by 
the administration previous to Pearl Har- 
bor was the mistake of not preparing for 
war as we should have prepared for war, 
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It has been known ever since the lessons 
of the first World War that this war 
would be a war of production and de- 
livery of machines, munitions, and sup- 
plies of battle, We have known for years 
that any general war would require in- 
conceivable numbers of airplanes and 
tanks and ships and guns, inconceivable 
quantities of munitions and supplies. 
We were not prepared before Pearl Har- 
bor to produce or deliver such inconceiv- 
able quantities of munitions and sup- 
plies; and, apparently, we have not 
reached our full stride in that regard 
even yet. 

This war is a war of production—in- 
dustrial production of unheard-of quan- 
tities. Time is of the essence in every 
case. We must be prepared to furnish 
equipment and supplies not only for our 
own Army of six or eight or ten million 
men but also for our allies who are fight- 
ing on battle fronts throughout the world. 
At the present time our production ca- 
pacity is being strained beyond all imagi- 
nation—and yet we are only beginning 
to produce as we must produce to win 
this war. 

Mr. Speaker, the people have been 
fooled by the action of the administra- 
tion in coming to the Congress every few 
days, or every few weeks, for new au- 
thorizations or appropriations of billions 
upon billions of dollars. Their bewilder- 
ment and confusion has not been less- 
ened by the propaganda agents of the 
administration. I think it is vastly im- 
portant that the American people realize 
that congressional appropriations and 
authorizations are merely a necessary 
preliminary step. Blueprints and pro- 
curement plans are simply another nec- 
essary preliminary step. The letting of 
contracts and subcontracts is simply an- 
other necessary preliminary step. Pro- 
duction itself is simply another prelimi- 
nary step—important as it is. The final 
step which effectuates every one of these 
previous preliminary steps is the delivery 
of these machines and munitions and 
supplies of war to our own fighting forces 
and those of our allies at the points 
where those machines and munitions and 
supplies are needed, in time and in suffi- 
cient quantities that the Allies can meet 
the enemy on something like a fair and 
équal basis. This has not been accom- 
plished up to this time. We must not 
be fooled into thinking that this war is 
going to be an easy war and that we 
are going to win final victory by indif- 
ferent effort. 

We know that the enemy is sinking 
our merchant ships in waters of this 
hemisphere faster than we are building 
new ships. We know ships and ships and 
more ships are required to deliver the 
machines and munitions and supplies of 
war to our far-flung fighting men. Our 
lines of communication to Australia, to 
Ireland, and to other points in the world 
must be maintained. We should realize 
by now that we are up against enemies 
who are tough and ruthless and expert. 
They possess the advantages which have 
come to them with their initial victories. 
As someone recently well said, the Axis 
Powers have gained a momentum that 
will require a much greater force to re- 
verse them, We simply fell into the trap 
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of our own boastful talking when we 
believed, as we were told by Secretary 
Knox, that we could wipe out the Japa- 
nese Fleet “any Wednesday afternoon.” 

The enemy possesses certain tactical 
advantages. A glance at the world map 
will astound you, as it has astounded me, 
when you compare the length of our 
communication lines to those of the 
enemy. It is 7,500 miles from San Fran- 
cisco to Sydney, Australia. It is only 
3,500 miles from Tokyo to northern Aus- 
tralia. We must realize what 7,500 miles 
of ocean, infested by submarines, sown 
with mines, menaced by war planes, mean 
to the merchant ship struggling through 
wind and wave to try to deliver supplies 
to MacArthur. It is 4,000 miles to Mur- 
mansk. It is 10,000 miles to Madagascar. 
It is 14,000 miles to Cairo, by way of the 
Red Sea. We are engaged in a war of 
vast distances, tremendous forces, colos- 
sal resources, and ours is the task and the 
disadvantage of having to traverse the 
entire distance and to keep open and 
maintain the lines of communication and 
supply. Many of us realized these con- 
ditions before Pearl Harbor. 

Mr. Speaker, I said a moment ago that 
I am confident concerning the final out- 
come of this war and the solution of the 
problems which will come in a post-war 
world because of my profound faith in 
the unconquerable love of liberty which 
the American people hold deep in their 
hearts. I simply do not believe—and I 
do not think you believe—that a free 
people can be conquered by the driven 
armies of marauding despots. 

The Axis armies are fighting through 
fear of their masters. The American 
people are fighting for love of liberty. 
The Axis armies are fighting as slaves, 
knowing that if they win the war they will 
still be slaves. The American people are 
fighting for the Declaration of Independ- 
ence. They are fighting for the Consti- 
tution of the United States. They are 
fighting for free constitutional govern- 
ment. They are fighting for a Govern- 
ment of, by, and for the people. They 
are fighting for the Bill of Rights. They 
are fighting for religious liberty, political 
liberty, social liberty. They are fighting 
for our free-enterprise system of econ- 
omy. They are fighting for equality of 
opportunity. They are fighting for our 
American way of living. In short, they 
are fighting for all of the highest ideals 
which man has thus far evolved in his 
struggle upward from caves to cathedrals. 

This war will be won by us because 
Americans do not flinch from their task. 
It will be a costly war. Taxes, already 
increased many times over, will be raised 
still higher and higher before the final 
victory is achieved. We know this war 
will be paid for. as all wars are paid for, 
in the sweat and the toil of those who 
labor in the fields, in factories, in stores, 
and in offices, as well as in the blood of 
the fighting men and the bitter tears of 
the bereaved. We know this war will be 
paid for in terms of lowered standards of 
living, standards which, so far as we can 
see, will continue downward to a point we 
cannot now predict. The American peo- 
ple are willing and ready to make every 
sacrifice they believe necessary to win 
this war in the shortest possible time 


6738 


with the fewest dead and injured, with 
a minimum of destruction of property 
and cost to the taxpayers of this and 
coming generations. 

' Mr. Speaker, there has been, and there 
still is, a definite propaganda campaign 
to discredit the legislative branch of the 
Governrfient with the people. The prop- 
agandists have been bold and insolent 
because they believed the people would 
fail to realize what was being done. 

Our free constitutional Government 
was founded upon a system of checks and 
balances to be exercised by three coequal, 
independent branches of government— 
the legislative, the executive, and the ju- 
dicial. We know that the judicial de- 
partment of the Government has come 
under the domination of the New Deal 
administration because a majority of the 
members of the Supreme Court have been 
appointed by the present Chief Executive. 
The legislative branch of the Government 
is peculiarly the people’s branch because 
it is their voice and their will. It is 
through the Congress that the people ex- 
ercise their control over their own Gov- 
ernment. The bureaucrats who now pos- 
sess enormous powers to make or break 
any business, large or small, in America; 
who now possess the powers to deprive 
the citizens of gazoline or tires, or even of 
their automobiles, who now possess the 
power to involve the Nation in billions 
upon billions of dollars of indebtedness, 
which must be paid by the taxpayers, 
never submit themselves or their policies 
to the approval or disapproval of the 
people. They never run for election to 
anything. They are appointed and they 
are responsible to the people only indi- 
rectly. Their first consideration usually 
is to please those who appointed them, 
rather than to pursue the best interests 
of the people at large. The people have 
no control over those bureaucrats except 
through their Congress. After judges of 
the Supreme and District and Circuit 
Courts are appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, the people have nothing more to 
say about their actions. They are named 
for life. It is only through the Congress 
the people have any control over the 
courts. 

So, then, it is only through the Con- 
gress the people can contro! their Gov- 
ernment. 
smear artists can persuade the people to 
discredit their own voice, their own will, 
their own agency of control—the Con- 
gress—then a government of, by, and for 
the people will have disappeared from the 
North American Continent. A govern- 
ment by the consent of the governed will 
have been replaced by a political monop- 
oly, with a select clique at the top who 
will stand in the relation of despots over 
the people. 

Mr. Speaker, this war will be won not 
by wishful thinking, but by practical 
doing. It will be won not by fooling the 
American people, but by telling them the 
harsh truth. It will be won not because 
the American people are kept from know- 
ing the bad news, but because the Amer- 
ican people are able to get bad news and 
keep going ahead. It will be won be- 
cause the American people have the un- 
conquerable spirit that will die for liberty 
before it will live in slavery. 


If the propagandists and the . 
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No one questions the fact that it is the 
duty of every man, woman, and child, 
Republican, Democrat, new dealer, 
every one of every race, creed, and color, 
to support the efforts of those charged 
with the responsibility of directing the 
war. Every one of us must help in every 
way possible. Criticism, if indulged in 
for political purposes, is a disservice to 
the Nation in its hour of peril. On the 
other hand, constructive criticism for 
the sincere purpose of increasing the 
efficiency of the war effort and of pro- 
tecting the Nation’s welfare, is the very 
essence of patriotism. I tell you it is the 
patriotic duty of every citizen, Republi- 
can, Democrat, new dealer, of every race, 
creed, and color, to see to it as far as 
possible that our war efforts are intelli- 
gent, efficient, and effective. 

There is neither sense nor patriotism 
in supporting or continuing a mistake. 
Mistakes are not remedied by submissive 
silence. Passive allegiance to any ad- 
ministration in which inefficiency is ap- 
parent will not win the war, but will bring 
disaster upon the Nation. There can be 
no substitute for sound common sense 
and for honest, earnest effort in war any 
more than there can be in peace. 

Mr. Speaker, let me remind you right 
here that had it not been for constructive 
criticism the fancy dancers and the mov- 
ing-picture idols and the matinee heroes 
would still be drawing handsome salaries 
under the Office of Civilian Defense. 
Had it not been for constructive criticism 
nudists and Communists and fancy en- 
gineers would still be in the service of 
the United States helping to run the war. 
Had it not been for constructive criticism 
Heaven alone knows what would have 
happened in the rubber situation, and the 
sugar situation, and the aluminum situa- 
tion. 

How can we fail to criticize an admin- 
istration on a condition of affairs under 
which the Secretary of the Navy reports 
that “the Navy is ready for any emer- 
gency” on the very Sunday on which 
Pearl Harbor was treacherously attacked 
and part of our fleet disabled? How can 
we fail to criticize a policy which per- 
mits control of the Pacific to slip from 
our grasp? How can we fail to criticize 
the circumstances under which Admiral 
Kimmel and General Short were con- 
victed by a Presidential commission of 
dereliction of duty in their command of 
Pearl Harbor, and then are retired ona 
generous pension, safe from bombs and 
torpedoes while good men have to die by 
the thousands to retrieve our lost control 
of the Pacific? How can we fail to criti- 
cize the administration’s refusal to court 
martial those two officers and give them 
a chance to tell the American people the 
facts about Pearl Harbor? How can we 
fail to criticize an administration that 
conceals from the American people, and 
from the American Congress, facts that 
are well known to the enemy concerning 
the damage which was done to our armies 
and our forces at Pearl Harbor on De- 
cember 7, 1941? 

Mr. Speaker, how can any administra- 
tion permitting the confusion, the over- 
lapping of authorities, the inconsist- 
encies and contradictions and inefficien- 
cies which have characterized the war 
effort so far expect to escape criticism? 
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The administration spokesmen have al- 
ways prefaced their condemnation of all 
criticism by saying that they welcome 
constructive criticism. The answer to 
that is that they do not regard criticism 
of any of their faults or failures as being 
constructive. The only criticism they ac- 
cept as constructive is criticism of those 
who criticize them. 

The American people have the courage 
and the character and the capacity to 
withstand the harshest blows of adver- 
sity and to bear up under the most ter- 
rible news of disaster. They are entitled 
to all of the facts about this war that 
they can be given without injury to mili- 
tary strategy. The danger that con- 
stantly attends the censorship imposed 
by the necessities of war is that that 
censorship will be used to cover up mis- 
takes and failures and inefficiencies and 
corruption which can lose us the war as 
France lost the war. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the real dangers 
that confront us today is that the con- 
tradictions and the inconsistencies and 
the blatant talk and the loose state- 
ments and the mistakes of such men as 
Knox, Ickes, Hopkins, Wallace, and other 
administration leaders, will so confuse 
and bewilder our people that they will 
lose their confidence in their Govern- 
ment. 

The American people must have con- 
fidence in their leadership. That con- 
fidence can be secured only when the 
leadership has confidence in the people. 
The people must have confidence in the 
Government. They can have that con- 
fidence only when the Government shows 
its confidence in them. 

The people must be convinced that 
there is not an internal revolution going 
on while we are fighting this external 
War—an internal revolution designed to 
destroy our free American form of gov- 
ernment, our free enterprise system of 
economy, our free American way of life. 

This war is essentially a war to be 
fought by trained military and naval ex- 
perts The trouble has been to date that 
it has been run entirely too much by 
social experimenters, welfare workers, 
and opportunistic politicians. 

Our war effort is being hindered, lives 
are being needlessly sacrificed by the per- 
sistence of the administration in main- 
taining the confusion, the wastefulness, 
the political manipulation, and the social 
experiments of the New Deal. We must 
realize that despite the terrible fatalities 
and the incalculable costs of the war up 
to the present moment, the administra- 
tion has not sacrificed a single New Deal 
experimental social agency or bureau. 

Mr. Speaker, we all concede the ne- 
cessity for concentrated contro] and di- 
rection of the war effort. We must all 
be alert to the danger of any atten.pt to 
continue that concentrated control over 


‘the life and activities of all the people of 


this Nation after the war is ended. We 
all concede that a certain amount of 
waste and inefficiency is inevitable under 
the haste and hysteria under which we 
are operating in the war effort. But 
that does not alter the fact that the 
necessity for efficiency and economy is 
greater now than it is in peacetime. 

We concede that the Nation must be 
united behind every constructive effort 
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in this wer. But that does not alter the 
fact that we must avoid consolidating 
the Nation behind a mistaken policy, or 
behind mistakes and failures which can 
lose us the war. 

‘The American people face two great 
and grave dangers; the one comes from 
unpreparedness to meet the onslaughts 
of foreign marauders; the other comes 
from trends and conditions which tend 
to cover up and conceal the unabated 
efforts of people in this country who want 
to overthrow our free constitutional form 
ot government and bring about commu- 
nism or fascism in this Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, our boys are out fight- 
ing and dying on the battle fronts to 
protect and defend and perpetuate 
Americanism. We at home can do no 
less than to exercise our uttermost cau- 
tion and knowledge to preserve and pro- 
tect and perpetuate Americanism. If 
we sacrifice our American form of gov- 
ernment, our American way of life, we 
shall have lost the peace, regardless of 
whether or not we win the war. 

That must not be, 

The men and women who should be 
elected to the next Congress of the 
United States should be elected not on 
the basis of what somebody says they 
believed back yonder before Pearl Har- 
bor, but ow the basis of their determina- 
tion not only to fight this war through 
to a decisive and victorious finish, but 
to fight on to protect our American form 
of government and our American way of 
life after this war is over. 

Our duty during the present crisis as 
patriotic citizens is to see to it that the 
America of Washington, of Jefferson, of 
‘Lincoln shall not be destroyed either by 
enemies from without or by enemies 
from within. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. GrarHart] is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 


FARM LABOR SHORTAGE 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, the 
farm-labor shortage is rapidly develop- 
ing into a crisis. Paul McNutt, Man- 
power Commissioner, reports that over 
600,000 agricultural laborers have re- 
cently left the farms to accept positions 
in defense industries or to enter the 
armed service of our country. 

Some way, many ways, perhaps, must 
be found to provide the necessary 
farmer help during the approaching har- 
vest season or the crops which have been 
for the year maturing will rot upon the 
vines and trees or in the fields. 

It is absurd to sit idly in our seats while 
the Government calls frantically to the 
farmers to double their production of 
foodstuffs and do nothing about this 
menacing problem which threatens so 
disastrously the war effort. It is because 
I have a suggestion to make which, if 
carried into execution, might relieve the 
situation in part, at least, that I have 
sought recognition at this time. 

Much has been said about utilizing 
high-school and college students and, 
temporarily, white-collar workers from 
their urban desks. To this I offer no ob- 
jection but I would add to that list, still 
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not long enough, the older people, those 
who are now on our pension rolls, the 
ones who would under ordinary times re- 
main on the retired roster—far from the 
turmoil of competitive endeavor. 

But we have a war to win, one that 
will require the sacrificial service of 
every man, woman, and child in the 
country. Our oldsters, senior citizens, 
as they have been spoken of in praise of 
their past services in building civiliza- 
tion to the highest state, are entitled to 
play their part in this world-wide 
tragedy, to contribute their bit to the 
winning of the victory that must be 
achieved—and this without being re- 
quired to unnecessarily give up their 
pension status. 

By a strange quirk of the Federal pen- 
sion laws, State relief agencies, in pass- 
ing upon the qualifications of those who 
have applied for inclusion in the pension 
program, must take into consideration 
the independent income of the appli- 
cant, a provision, proper in itself, but 
which, unfortunately, has been inter- 
preted in regulations as a mandate to 
deduct any such amounts as might in 
the investigation be revealed from the 
pension award, the needs of the pen- 
sioner notwithstanding. 

So strict has become the attitude of 
the various State administrative boards 
that today no pensioner dares accept 
temporary employment at all lest he, or 
she, as the case may be, be “docked” to 
the amount of his or her earnings or if 
this independent income exceeds the 
pension sum, be required to suffer the 
penalty of being dropped from the rolls 
entirely. 

The effect of this bureaucratic inter- 
pretation of provisions of the statute 
which Congress never intended should be 
so understood, our old-age pensioners are 
now in effect forbidden under penalty of 
losing their pitifully small annuities to 
accept any employment at all or to have 
any independent income whatsoever. 

Because of this short-sighted construc- 
tion of our social-security laws, thou- 
Sands and thousands of our older fellow 
citizens, many of them ready and able 
to render a full day’s efficient service in 
the factory or the fields, others of them 
fit for the most exacting part-time em- 
ployment in either agriculture or indus- 
try, are denied the right to take any part 
in the effort to win the war. They stand 
condemned to the outrageously low 
standard of living which our grossly in- 
adeguate pension system has imposed 
upon them, chained, as it were, to a cruel 
and utterly uncomprehending bit of 
madness that should not be permitted 
to longer exist in a country such as ours. 

This archaic bit of barbarianism 
should be wiped from our statute books 
as fast as this Congress can act. No sys- 
tem of bureaucratic interpretative regu- 
lations which imposes the humiliation of 
poverty upon its citizens as a prerequisite 
to the acceptancy of pension rights 
should be longer tolerated. 

In order to accomplish this I have in- 
troduced a bill which will take from the 
administrators of our social-security laws 
the right to even consider, let alone de- 
duct from any pensions that might be 
granted, the first $25 of independent in- 
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come of the pensioner. True, pensions 
should only be paid to those who need 
them, but at the same time no one would 
be heard to say that a sum up to $25, 
added to the largest pension any State 
might be willing to pay, would elevate a 
recipient to a position of affluence, one of 
lush prosperity. But, Mr. Speaker, a free 
$25 would save many a pensioner the 
humiliation to which he is subjected by 
prying social workers who are daily stick- 
ing their long noses into his private af- 
fairs seeking constantly to find some ex- 
cuse for disturbing his pension status. 

If I could have my way, Mr. Speaker, 
I would do away with an income limit 
entirely and let each individual’s pension 
claim be determined upon the sole ques- 
tion of need; but that, perhaps, is too 
much to hope for from a legislative body 
at this time. The enactment of my $25 
bill will so improve conditions over that 
which we have at this time that I am. 
constrained to ask for no more than that 
which H. R. 5947 would now make pro- 
vision for. A bird in the hand is worth 
two in the bush, is still true. 

As an example of the absurdities into 
which a silly interpretative regulation 
may lead an overzealous welfare worker, 
permit me to call the attention to a rul- 
ing that was made upon a case which 
arose in my district. A gentleman who 
was held in high esteem and warm affec- 
tion by all of his fellows fell upon evil 
times during the twilight days of his long 
and honorable life. Because of his im- 
poverishment his friends sought and ob- 
tained for him a pension, a small one, 
so small in fact that with it it was only 
with the greatest of difficulty he was able 
to keep body and soul together. 

Then a misfortune overtock him. He 
broke his spectacles—the reading glasses 
which in his straitened condition alone 
made further existence on this mundane 
sphere bearable. His friends, in sym- 
pathy, consulted with each other in an 
effort to find a way to replace the shat- 
tered glasses. 

So a speech was made within the 
secrecy of the lodge room where he had 
sat with his brothers for, oh, so many 
years; a collection was taken up and, in 
due course, the pensioner was presented 
with a new pair of reading glasses by his 
lodge brothers in an appropriate lodge 
ceremonial and love feast. 

When the ever-prying social-security 
pensior. inspector learned of what had 
transpired, he stuck his long nose into 
the records and learned that the eye- 
glasses, the gift of the pensioner’s lodge 
brothers, had cost $25, a sum which this 
cver-officious social worker reasoned 
was, in effect, representative of “outside” 
income. So he docked the pensioner in 
an amount equal to the cost thereof. 

Civil service can supply us with social 
workers, but it has not yet been able to 
put brains in all of their heads or kindly 
impulses in some of their hearts. That 
there should be one person in this wide, 
wide world who would think that way is 
“one for the books”, as the man in the 
streets is wont to comment. 

And another case might well be cited. 
An old lady pensiorer who lived in a 
shanty through which the winds blew 
and the rains poured rented an alcove to 
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a roomer for $6 a month. She needed 
that money to fix the roof and to repair 
a broken window or two, and the roomer 
was willing to put up with scant accom- 
modations that she might earn that 
extra money, so essential now that the 
winter storms were approaching. 

But the welfare worker, ever on the 
job with his interpretative regulation in 
mind, heard about it. So he docked the 
old lady’s pension, and, as far as he was 
concerned, winds could blow and the 
rains pour in, and pneumonia might en- 
sue, but the regulations, the holy regula- 
tions, stand vindicated again. 

How many other cases might be cited. 
Let us end for all times the possibility of 
a reoccurrence of more such instances. 
The enactment of the Gearhart bill, 
H. R. 5947, will accomplish just that. 

Mr. Speaker, cannot this bill be expe- 
dited, its enactment iacilitated, with the 
shortage of agricultural labor rapidly ap- 
proaching a crisis and the rising cost of 
living already shriveting these pitifully 
small pensions to the point where under- 
nourishment threatens the health and 
well-being of every pensioner in the 
land? 

My colleagues, let us get action on this 
bill and get it now. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hot- 
LAND] is recognized for 15 minutes. 


WE WANT NO “QUISLINGS” IN AMERICA 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, Wash- 
ington is not only the Capital of the 
United States today, but all the op- 
pressed people of the world look to this 
city for guidance and for that ray of 
hope that will restore liberty to all the 
freedom loving people throughout the 
world. 

Our American press has been doing a 
noble job in building up the morale, not 
only in America but abroad, of our ci- 
vilian population and our gallant fighters 
wherever they may be. But—unfortu- 
nately, there are a few publishers who 
take advantage of the right of free speech 
and are using their privileges to expound 
and promote facism in America by plant- 
ing in the minds of the people suspicion 
and Jack of confidence in their own Gov- 
ernment. 

I now refer to America’s No. 1 and No. 
2 exponents of the Nazi propaganda 
lines—Cissy and Joe Patterson—who are 
using their columns to repeat the prop- 
aganda broadcasts direct from the Nazi 
short-wave radios of Berlin and Vichy, 
France. 

Any Member of this House, who has 
been listening to the short-wave broad- 
casts in the last 10 days, knows that it 
has been Nazi technique “to belittle the 
efforts and abilities of the Allies to es- 
tablish a second front on the Continent 
of Europe.” 

They have ridiculed statements issued 
by both British and American Govern- 
ments as merely “bluffs and propaganda.” 
Their own propaganda machine broad- 
casting to the Russian people has been 
“stepped up” so that every minute of 
the day the Russians are fed—through 
this Nazi propaganda campaign—the 
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news that the Russians are sacrificing 
their men in vain; that America and 
England have no interest in them; that 
America is merely feeding them false 
hopes, through her press agents, so that 
the heroic Russians will hold on at great 
Sacrifices. 

This has been the Nazi theme song— 
and—this has been the theme song of the 
Washington Times-Herald and the New 
York Daily News, owned by Hitler’s fol- 
lowers—the Pattersons. 

I want to read into the Recorp an 
editorial appearing in the Times-Herald 
on Saturday morning, August 1, and I 
ask the Members of this House, yes, and 
the American public, to compare these 
utterances with the short-wave broad- 
casts of Adolf Hitler: 

THE PROPAGANDA WAR 

The propaganda war goes on and on, and 
in the last few days it has been especially 
interesting. 

Our Government delivered a propaganda 
thrust on Thursday for what it might be 
worth in. worrying Hitler about a second 
front. It was announced with much fanfare 
that four top United States air generals had 
arrived in England. Military personnel is 
usually shifted around quietly, with. press. 
agents and publicity ruled out. 

On another sector of the propaganda front 
Archibald MacLeish turned up Thursday at 
Cambridge University, England, and made 
a speech about his fellow Americans back 
home. He called a large number of his fel- 
low Americans (the pre-Pearl Harbor isola- 
tionists) the nastiest names any nice poet 
would permit himself to utter, then called 
for unity among all Americans, 

Joe Stalin, also on Thursday, wove an 
inte: esting bit of propaganda into his do-or- 
die appeal to the “red” soldiers fighting down 
Stalingrad way. Said Joe, “Let us be inspired 
in this war by the courageous images of our 
great ancestors, Nevsky, Donsky, Minin, 
Pozharsky, Suvaroff, and Kutuzoff.” 

These names may inspire Russians, but 
only on^ of them—Kutuzoff—rings the bell 
in the average American brain. 


Would any American with the slight- 
est spark of patriotism state in an Amer- 
ican paper these words, “Our Govern- 
ment delivered q propaganda thrust on 
Thursday for what it might be worth in 
worrying Hitler about a second front”? 

Not satisfied in attacking our own 
country’s sincerity in giving aid to our 
ally—Russia—the editor goes a little fur- 
ther and attacks the Russians them- 
selves—and belittles that great patriotic 
appeal of Stalin to the Russian armies 
“to cease their retreat and die to save 
their homeland.” 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that this is a 
new low in editorial opinion expressed 
by this paper, and I now ask that the 
F. B. I. bring the big shots into the grand- 
jury probes of their fellow pro-Nazi sym- 
pathizers who are now being tried in 
court. 

I hate to think, Mr. Speaker, that the 
hatred of any American family is so 
great toward our President that they 
would welcome a victory by Hitler in 
preference to a democratic government 
in this country headed by Franklin D. 
Roosevelt. 

Now. just for comparison with state- 
ments of the Patterson-controlled press, 
I would like to read into the Rrecorp an 
American editorial appearing on the 
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same morning in the Washington Post 
belittling Hitler’s might and calling Hit- 
ler’s bluff in his parade of war strength 
through Paris: 

IS IT BLUFF? 

Ostentatiously—too ostentatiously, per- 
haps, to be mistaken for what it was intended 
to be—the Nazis put on a military parade 
in Paris this week. The purpose was clearly 
to intimidate the Allies into doing nothing 
about the much-talked-of second front. The 
troops—“with new arms and equipment,” 
Berlin hastened to inform the world—were 
moving through the old French capital “in 
a westerly direction"; that is, toward the 
coast. And Vichy, no doubt echoing Berlin, 
tells of Nazi maneuvers being held in west- 
ern France behind the “new west wall” along 
the channel. 

Whether or not the Nazis feel strong 
enough and are actually strong enough to 
repel an allied invasion of the Continent>is, 
of course, a question which no one can an- 
swer. An answer could only be given if the 
venture were tried. But it is apparent that 
the Nazis would prefer to bluff the Allies out 
of making the attempt. They do not appear 
to look forward to a test of strength with 
the Allies in the west with any degree of 
complacence, 


The publisher of the Washington Post 
wants the democracies to win, as he 
shows by his editorials. He wants to 
strengthen the morale of all the people in 
our Allied countries. He wants no part 
of fascism. The Washington Post wants 
to contribute its bit in winning the war, 
while the publishers of the Washington 
Times-Herald and the New York Daily 
News are doing their best to bring about 
a Fascist victory, hoping that in that vic- 
tory they will be rewarded. 

I know that the good people of Wash- 
ington, the real Americans everywhere— 
yes, and especially the mothers and 
fathers of our boys who are dying to pre- 
serve democracy—revolt at the utter- 
ances of all the Fascist sympathizers in 
America like the Pattersons, 

American newspaper publishers, as a 
whole, love America, and, although they 
may differ with the economic aims of our 
President, they would never stoop to use 
their columns for enemy propaganda. 
Their country comes first. 

The Pattersons and their ilk must go. 
We want no Quislings in America. 


PRODUCTION OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute in order that I may pro- 
pound an inquiry to the acting majority 
leader. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Dakota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I wonder 
if the acting majority leader can tell 
the House what the procedure will be 
ir the event the newspaper reports 
prove to be correct that the President 
is intending to veto the rubber bill, in 
which many of us are so much inter- 
ested, and I am sure that includes the 
gentleman from Missouri. We should 
like to know what, if anything, can be 
done in that connection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. That bill originated 
in the Senate. Under the Constitution, 
the veto message must necessarily be 


1942 


acted on first by the Senate. I may say 
that the question was brought up in the 
Senate last week and the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], in answer to a 
question propounded by the majority 
leader [Senator BARKLEY] stated that in 
view of what might be termed a gentle- 
man’s agreement among the Members of 
the Senate that they could gc home for 
a few weeks, he would not force the issue 
until the Senators returned if the bill 
was vetoed. Aside from that, I can give 
the gentleman no information, but I do 
know that it will be necessary to act on 
the veto message in the Senate before it 
can be considered in the House. If the 
Senate sustains the veto, it will not be 
considered in the House. 

Mr. MUNDT. In other words, there 
is nothing the House can do until after 
the Senate has voted on the vetoed meas- 
ure. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Certainly not; noth- 
ing whatever. 

Mr. MUNDT. I thank the gentleman 
for the information although it describes 
a condition of affairs which I deeply de- 
plore. I was in hopes there was some 
way in which this House could force ac- 
tion in the event of a Presidential veto. 
While I hope the President does not veto 
the bill to make rubber from farn prod- 
ucts, I feel certain we could pass it over 
his veto if he does, provided there were 
some way in which we could have an 
opportunity to vote on it. In fact, a 
number of us have been remaining in 
Washington for that very purpose be- 
cause the solution of our rubber problem 
is one of America’s most crying needs 
today. I am sorry to learn we shall not 
have an opportunity to act until the 
Senate completes its iecess. 

Mr. MI . Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr, MICHENER. I have the same un- 
derstanding the distinguished acting 
minority leader has—that the rubber bill 
will probably be vetoed. The veto will 
go to the Senate and will remain on the 
Senate table until it is taken off at the 
suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, Mr. 
GILLETTE. It will undoubtedly repose on 
the Senate desk for several weeks until 
the Senate returns after Labor Day. As 
far as the House is concerned, I feel per- 
fectly safe in saying from our side that 
the message cannot possibly come before 
the House before Labor Day. 

Mr. COCHRAN. No matter whether it 
came from the gentleman's side, or our 
side, or both sides, the Senate has to act 
on it first if the President vetoes the 
bill, and the gentleman knows that. 
Further let me say I did not state the 
bill would be vetoed. 

Mr. MICHENER. I think the gentle- 
man from Missouri knows that the Presi- 
dent is going to veto it. I read that in 
the paper. Of course, I am not as close 
to the President as the distinguished 
acting majority leader. The President 
has not confided in me whether or not 
he will veto it, but he has given several 
statements to the press which would in- 
dicate that the information the acting 
majority leader has is correct. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman 
knows I am neither the official nor the 
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unofficial spokesman for the President; 
but if the gentleman listened to my 
speech on the floor the other day, I told 
the House at that time that, in my opin- 
ion, it was surely going to bounce back. 
I hope it does bounce back, for the rea- 
sons I stated then. 

Mr. MICHENER. I think if there is 
any one thing needed at this time as far 
as the gasoline rationing and the rubber 
situation are concerned, it is that there 
be a moratorium on the statements of 
numerous officials who presume to speak 
with authority and whose utterances are 
diametrically opposed one to the other. 

Mr, COCHRAN. The gentleman knows 
the question involved is whether or not 
you are going to use alcohol for making 
rubber tires in the face of the fact that 
the armed forces say alcohol is needed to 
make ammunition with which the sol- 
diers can defence themselves. That is the 
issue involved. The bill was so worded 
that the alcohol could be used for rubber 
for automobiles before it could be used 
for munitions of war. That is what I 
objecteu to. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills and a joint resoluticn of 
the House of the following titles, which 
were thereupon signed by the Speaker 
pro tempore: 

H.R. 6818. An act authorizing the tem- 
porary appointment or advancement of com- 
missioned officers of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey in time of war or national emergency, 
and for other purposes; 

H.R. 6963. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to authorize black-outs in 
the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes,” approved December 26, 1941, and 
for other purposes; 

H.R. 7140. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to provide additional pay for 
personnel of the United States Navy assigned 
to duty on submarines and to diving duty,” 
so as to Increase the additional pay of offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the United States 
Navy assigned to duty on submarines, and 
for other purposes; 

H.R. 7364. An act to repeal certain laws 
and to amend other laws relating to naval 
aviation cadets, to provide for aviation ca- 
dets in the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps 
Reserve, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 7419. An act to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to proceed with the con- 
struction of certain public works, and for 
other purposes; and 

H.J. Res. 246. Joint resolution to author- 
ize the War Shipping Administration to sell 
or charter two merchant vessels to the Gov- 
ernment of Ireland. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore an- 
nounced his signature to an enrolled bill 
of the Senate of the following title: 

S. 2604. An act granting the consent of Con- 
gress to the States of Colorado, Kansas, and 
Nebraska to negotiate and enter into a com- 
pact for the division of the waters of the 
Republican River. 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on July 30, 1942, present to the 
President for his approval bills of the 
House of the following titles: 
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4. R. 6217. An act to amend section 13 of 
the Classification Act of 1923, as amended; 
and 

H. R.7100. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act authorizing vessels of Canadian 
registry to transport iron ore on the Great 
Lakes during 1942,” approved January 27, 
1942 (Public Law 416, 77th Cong.), to con- 
tinue it in force during the existing war. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 1 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.), under 
its previous order, the House adjourned 
until Thursday, August 6, 1942, at 12 
o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1833. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, dated June 12, 
1942, submitting a report, together with ac- 
companying papers and an illustration, on a 
review of reports on the Atlantic-Gulf Ship 
Canal, Fla. with a view to determining the 
advisability of constructing a waterway 
across Florida, of suitable dimensions for 
barge traffic, and over the most practicable 
route, to connect the intracoastal 
waterways along the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, 
requested by a resolution of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, House of Representa- 
tives, adopted on March 27, 1942; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed, with an illustration 

1834. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting draft ot a proposed bill 
extending the time for repayment and au- 
thorizing increase of the revolving fund for 
the benefit of the Crow Indians; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

1835. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting draft of a proposed bill to 
amend the act of May 19, 1926, entitled “An 
act to authorize the President to detail ofi- 
cers and enlisted men of the United States 
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps to assist the 
governments of the Latin-American repub- 
lics in military and naval matters”; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

1836. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting draft of a proposed 
bill for the relief of Capt. Samuel N. Moore, 
beri States Navy; to the Committee on 

ms. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: 

H. R.'7455. A bill to amend the Coast Guard 
Auxillary and Reserve Act of 1941, as amend- 
ed, so as to enable Filipinos to qualify for 
service thereunder; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. DIMOND: : 

H.R. 7456. A bill authoriz'-g the Russian 
Orthodox Greek Catholic Church of North 
America to purchase certain public land on 
Spruce Island, Alaska; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOFFMAN: 

H. R. 7457. A bill to aid in national defense 
and to protect union employees; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr, KRAMER: 

H. R. 7458. A bill to amend sections 16, 17, 
29, and 62 of the Copyright Act of March 4, 
1909, as amended, to penalize the placing of 
& copyright notice on subversive or obscene 
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material, the submission to the Copyright 
Office of such materia: or of material contain- 
ing false statements, to clarify the act, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. MAY: 

H.R. 7459. A bill to amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 7460. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of War to exchange certain lands of the 
United States located within the Fort De 
Russey Military Reservation, Oahu, T. H., for 
certain land at Barbers Point, Oahu, owned 
by the Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi: 

H.R. 7461. A bill to amend section 107 of 
the Servicemen’s Dependents’ Allowance Act 
of 1942; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIKES; 

H. R. 7462. A bill to provide for the refund 
of certain amounts paid for Bankhead Act 
exemption certificates; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. KING: 

H.R. 7463. A bill to withdraw and restore 
to their previous status under the control 
of the Territory of Hawaii certain Hawaiian 
home lands required for use for airplane 
landing fields, and to amend sections 203. and 
207 of title 2 of the Hawaiian Homes Com- 
mission Act 1920, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WIGGLESWORTH: 

H. R.7464. A bill to grant certain veterans’ 
preference benefits to certain persons. who 
serve in the armed forces of nations allied 
with the United States in the present war; 
to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ANGELL: 

H. J. Res. 340. Joint resolution to provide 
additional transportation facilities for fur- 
nishing supplies to the armed forces of the 
United States in foreign countries, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JARMAN: 

H. Con. Res. 80. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the printing of additional copies of 
House Report No. 2333, current session, on the 
bill entitled “To provide revenue, and for 
other purposes”; to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By ‘Mr. DIMOND: 

H.R.7465. A bill for the relief of the 
postmaster at Nome, Alaska; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEFFERNAN: 

H. R. 7466. A bill for the relief of Morris 

Leff; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. KRAMER: 

H. R. 7467. A bill awarding a Distinguished 
Service Cross to Tony Siminoff, veteran of 
the Philippine Insurrection; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McMILLAN: 

H. R. 7468. A bill for the relief of H. C. 

Stokes; to the Committee on Claims, 
By Mr. WELCHEL: 

H.R. 7469. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Claud Tuck; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 

3283. By Mr. KRAMER: Resolution adopted 
by the Associated Farmers of California, on 
June 26, 1942, with reference to the rubber 
shortage; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

3284. By Mr. TREADWAY: Petition of a 
number of residents of Athol, Mass., urging 
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the Congress to propose an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States providing a 
pension for persons at the age of 60; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 6, 1942 


The Reverend Edward O. Clark, B. D., 
minister, Chevy Chase Baptist Church, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 


O Thou our eternal God, who art ever 
the refuge of the oppressed and the Rock 
of our confidence and courage, unto Thee 
do we come this day seeking Thy divine 
favor and grace upon us. Not in pride 
nor in pretense do we come, but humbly 
and in penitence. Not to express an 
opinion do we approach Thy throne, but 
to seek Thy gracious presence. 

In this time of crisis we pray Thy 
blessing upon our President and on all 
the leaders of our Nation. We know that 
the burdens they carry are not light; may 
they be kept firm in their confidence in 
Thee. For Thy servants in this Senate 
Chamber, we invoke Thy guidance, O 
Lord, in all their deliberations. 

And upon all peoples, bereft of home 
and country, who yet live on in sure hope 
and who look to the future with strong 
confidence and courage, we pray Thy 
kindly benediction. And for one visiting 
these shores, the Queen of a people great 
in character and unconquerable in spirit, 
we seek Thy gracious favor. May she 
know that the stars in their courses to- 
day, as of old, fight against all tyranny 
and oppression until at last the better 
day shall dawn and the shadows flee 
away. 

Renew in all of us. O God, strong faith 
in Thy eternal providence and grant the 
speedy consummation of the time when 
the kingdoms of this world shall become 
the Kingdom of our Lord and Saviour, 
Jesus Christ. In His name we pray. 
Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


“On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Monday, 
August 3, 1942, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL OF A BILL 


Messages in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States were com- 
municated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, 
one of his secretaries, who also an- 
nounced that on August 4, 1942, the Pres- 
ident had approved and signed the act 
(S. 2604) granting the consent of Con- 
gress to the States of Colorado, Kansas, 
and Nebraska to negotiate and enter into 
a compact for the division of the waters 
of the Republican River. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED 
BILL SIGNED 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Speaker pro 
tempore had affixed his signature to the 
enrolled bill (S. 2642) to amend section 
219 of the Interstate Commerce Act, as 
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amended, by inserting “of part I” after 
“(12)”, and to amend subsection (b) of 
section 417 of such act by changing a 
reference from “carrier” to “freight for- 
warder,” and it was signed by the Vice 
President. 


ADMONITION TO OCCUPANTS OF 
GALLERIES 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
the Chair to admonish our guests in the 
galleries to be as quiet as possible. We 
have a little routine business to transact. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. At the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kentucky, the 
Chair admonishes the guests of the Sen- 
ate in the galleries to be as quiet as pos- 
sible during the transaction of routine 
business. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 

REVOLVING FUND FOR BENEFIT OF THE Crow 
INDIANS 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
extending the time for repayment and au- 
thorizing increase of the revolving fund for 
the benefit of the Crow Indians (with an ac- 
companying paper); to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

CHARLES E. NAGHEL 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
for the relief of Charles E. Naghel (with ac- 
companring papers); to the Committee on 
Claims 


RESOLUTION OF MUNICIPAL CoUNCIL or Sr. 
THOMAS AND St. JOHN, V. I—HOME 
GUARDS 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 

Interior transmitting copy of a resolution 

adopted by the Municipal Council of St. 

Thomas and St. John, V. I, favoring the 

granting by Congress of Federal recognition 

and aid to the St. Thomas Home Guard, and 
the extension of similar rights, privileges, 
and benefits which may flow from such Fed- 
eral recognition to other home guards in the 

Territories and insular possessions (with an 

accompanying paper); to the Committee on 

Military Affairs. 

PETITION 


Mr. CAPPER presented a petition, 
numerously signed, of sundry citizens of 
Baxter Springs, Kans., praying for the 
enactment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit 
the sale of alcoholic liquor and to sup- 
press vice in the vicinity of military 
camps and naval establishments, which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


ENDORSEMENT OF ANTI-POLL-TAX BILL— 
LETTER FROM COFFEYVILLE (KANS.) 
CENTRAL LABOR UNION 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I have 
received from the Central Labor Union, 
Coffeyville, Kans., a letter informing me 
that this organization has endorsed the 
anti-poll-tax-measure, House bill 1024, 
and urging me to support and vote for 
the bill. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
letter from the Central Labor Union 
printed in the Recorp and appropriately 
referred. It is a pleasure to state that 
this proposed legislation will have my 
support. 

There being no objection, the letter was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 
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COFFEYVILLE CENTRAL LABOR UNION, 
Coffeyville, Kans., August 3, 1942, 
Hon. ArTHUR CAPPER, 

United States Senator, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Senator CAPPER: The Central Labor 
Union of Coffeyville has endorsed the anti- 
poll-tax measure, H. R. 1024, and instructed 
that I write you urging your support and 
vote for this bill. 

Members of organized labor in this area 
maintain that American citizens should be 
accorded the right to vote unconditionally, 
and that the payment of poll tax should not 
be imposed as a condition for voting in either 
a primary or general election. 

Sincerely yours, 
C. W. HOLLABAUGH, 
Secretary. 
EXECUTIVE REPORT OF FINANCE 
COMMITTEE 


Mr. GEORGE. As in executive session, 
from the Committee on Finance, I re- 
port favorably the nomination of Ran- 
dolph E. Paul, of New York, N. Y., to be 
general counsel for the Department of 
the Treasury, in place of Edward H. 
Foley, Jr., resigned, with the request to 
the majority leader that he ask for the 
confirmation of the nomination of Mr. 
Paul in the executive session today. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the report will be received as in 
executive session and placed on the Ex- 
ecutive Calendar. 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


Mr. TRUMAN (for Mrs. Caraway), 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that on August 3, 1942, that 
committee presented to the President of 
the United States the enrolled bill (S. 
2604) granting the consent of Congress 
to the States of Colorado, Kansas, and 
Nebraska to negotiate and enter into a 
compact for the divison of the waters 
of the Republican River. 


ESTIMATES AND APPROPRIATIONS, 
SEVENTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, on be- 
half of Senator Grass, chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, I 
submit for the Recorp five tables rela- 
tive to appropriations and estimates for 
the first and second sessions of the Sev- 
enty-seventh Congress. 

Table A is a comparison of Budget 
estimates and appropriations for the 
second session of the Seventy-seventh 
Congress arranged by bills. It will be 
noted that, of the 23 bills and resolutions 
considered by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 2 of them—the military and 
Commerce—show an increase in appro- 
priations over estimates; 4—the fourth 
supplemental national defense, 1942, 
China relief, marine war-risk insurance, 
and Office of Education training and 
education of defense workers, 1942— 
were the same for both estimates and 
appropriations; and the remaining 17 
show a decrease of appropriations below 
estimates. 

With respect to the appropriations for 
the Department of Commerce, the in- 
crease of appropriations over estimates 
is attributable almost entirely to the ex- 
pansion of the civilian pilot training 
program. Realizing the need for thou- 
sands of pilots, and being convinced that 
the civilian pilot training program was 
the cheapest and safest for giving pri- 
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mary training to those seeking to qualify 
for the armed services, Congress in- 
creased the amount allowed by the 
Budget from $20,069,919 to $36,000,000, or 
by $15,930,081. That it was wise in so 
doing is borne out by the fact that in 
connection with the First Supplemental 
National Defense Appropriation Act, 
1943, the Budget Bureau submitted an 
additional estimate in the amount of 
$36,677,450, which was also granted by 
the Congress. Congress also increased 
the amount for the establishment of air 
navigation facilities by $800,000 above 
the Budget. The total increases under 
the heading “Civil Aeronautics Admin- 
istration,” less decreases of $23,482, 
amounted to $16,706,599, while the net 
increase for the Department of Com- 
merce amounted to $16,408,037, indicat- 
ing that there was a reduction in the 
appropriations for the Department 
proper below the Budget estimates. 

In addition to the reductions shown on 
the face of the table, the Departments 
of Agriculture, Commerce, Justice, and 
State, and the Judiciary, were directed to 
reduce their traveling expenses in an 
amount aggregating $1,972,275. Other 
reductions made in traveling expenses 
are included in the reductions set forth 
in the last column of the table. 

The total decreases amounted to 
$593,764,303, while the increases referred 
to above amounted to $3,304,102,042, 
making a net increase of $2,710,337,739. 

Table B is a classification of all appro- 
priations made at the second session of 
the Seventy-seventh Congress, as of 
August 4, 1942, arranged by departments 
and fiscal years, 

Table C is a comparison of appropria- 
tions for the fiscal years 1943 and 1942. 
This table was prepared by the Bureau 
of the Budget and is broken down to 
show the appropriations for war activi- 
ties and for other activities. The appro- 
priations for the fiscal year 1942 include 
those made at both the first and second 
sessions of the Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, ; 

Of the total amount appropriated for 
the fiscal year 1942, omitting items pay- 
able from the District of Columbia reve- 
nues and the postal receipts, $110,734,- 
607,948.10 was for war activities and $7,- 
280,934,566.05 was for the regular activi- 
ties of the several departments and 
agencies, making a grand total for 1942 
of $118,015,542,514.15. The discrepancy 
between the figure of $118,048,042,514.15 
appearing in table C and the total figure 
mentioned in this paragraph is due to the 
fact the appropriation for defense hous- 
ing in the District of Columbia amount- 
ing to $32,500,000 was originally classi- 
fied in the 1942 appropriations but due to 
the fact that the bill was finally enacted 
in the fiscal year 1943 that item is now 
chargeable to 1943 appropriations. 

Of the total amount appropriated for 
the fiscal year 1943, including the item 
of $32,500,000 for District of Columbia 
defense housing, but excluding items pay- 
able from District of Columbia revenues 
and postal receipts, $60,554,927,303.13 is 
for war activities and $6,193,801,569.34 is 
for normal activities, making a total for 
1943 of $66,748,728,872.47. 

This shows that appropriations for the 
fiscal year 1943 are below the appropria- 
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tions for the fiscal year 1942, $50,179,- 
680,644.97 for war activities and $1,087,- 
132,996.71 for normal activities or a total 
of $51,266,813,641.68 below the appropria- 
tions for 1942. Of course, unpredictable 
contingencies may arise during the suc- 
ceeding months requiring additional ap- 
propriations for the prosecution of the 
war which will have to be considered by 
Congress. To the extent that such ap- 
propriations are made, the amount of 
decrease of appropriations for the fiscal 
year 1943 under the fiscal year 1942 will 
be reduced. 

The total reduction in appropriations 
for the normal activities of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year 1943 below like 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1942, _ 
omitting the District of Columbia appro- 
priations payable from District of Co- 
lumbia revenues, amounts to $1,667,005,- 
150.89, and the total increase in appro- 
priations amounts to $579,872,154.18, 
making a net reduction of $1,087,132,- 
$96.71. 

Making up the major part of this re- 
duction are the following decreases: 


Executive Office of the 


President. .--<-4..--...- $34, 743, 760. 50 
Emergency Relief, Work 

Projects Administration. 595, 000, 000. 00 
National Youth Adminis- 

WAGON nannaa ee 83, 767, 000. 00 


rp: = 246,960, 000. 00 
Public Roads.. 50, 300, 000. 00 
Public Buildings Adminis- 

e u Neen amaw se 34, 584, 576. 00 
Department of Agriculture. 402, 656, 521.01 
Department of Commerce. 7, 639, 316. 02 
Interior Department... 63, 056, 814. 17 
Tennessee Valley Author- 

pL. Lae eee CE 60, 700, 000. 00 
Veterans’ Administration.. 9, 838, 490. 99 
State Department__._..._. 4, 554, 840. 62 
Treasury Department_.-..- 81, 606, 595. 62 

Total._......-.....: 1, 625, 407, 914. 93 


The increases making up the major 
portion of the increase, amounting to 
$579,872,154.18, are as follows: 


Federal Public Housing Au- 

--- $5,000,000 

Public Health Service........... 3,675,306 
Railroad Retirement Board, in- 
cluding $73,951,000 for the rail- 

road retirement account._... ‘74, 842, 000 
Social Security Board, including 
$29,000,000 for old-age assist- 
ance, and $4,000,000 for de- 


pendent children__..--.----- 37, 746, 660 
Treasury Department, interest 
on the public debt, and sink- 
Gig DNs Soe aaa eta 427, 000, 000 
Panama Canal_............-.-. 25, 657, 684 
Ot ais coe hoe eee 573, 921, 650 


Table D, also prepared by the Bureau 
of the Budget, is a comparison of appro- 
priations for war activities for the fiscal 
years 1942 and 1943 arranged by depart- 
ments and agencies. 

Table E, prepared by the Bureau of the 
Budget, is a summary of appropriations 
and contract authorizations for war 
activities for the fiscal years 1941, 1942, 
and 1943. 

I ask that the tables be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the tables 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows; 
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TABLE A—Recapitulation of itemized estimates and appropriations, second session, Seventy-seventh Congress, arranged by 
appropriation acts 
SS. on Appropriations] 


Supplemental 


Increase (+) or 
Regular Budget estimates, fiscal 


decrease (—) ap- 


Total appropria- 
Title timates, fiscal years 1943 and aoe Doai tions, 7 ath ee: = propriations 
year 1943 1942 and prior compared with 
years estimates 


REGULAR ANNUAL ACTS, 1943 


ARTIC cas a a EATE E aes cheewos spandeeaencnune! $678, 636, 129, 00 $14, 818, 000, 00 | 
Distriet of Columbia. 54, 548, 562, 00 2, 321, 290. 00 7 56, 306, 031, - 
Independent offices.. 2, 101, 167, 990, 00 8 719, 441. 66 2, 109, 887, 431. 66 2, 090, 885, 128. 66 —19, 002, 303 
R S nha cadecsnadacdnacchamesekn cavtprecvadaunminsdeines 178, 126, 741, 00 n, 770, 335. 00 189, 897, 076, 00 178, 099, 712. 00 —11. 797. 364 
- ES SS S O 
Lator-Feđeral Security....-....-...-.--... Ao SO ER 996, 998, 241, 60 180, 595, 500. 00 1, 177, 593, 741. 00 1, 071, 574, 318. 00 —106, 019, 423 
EADOR Royer e sec nes T inh sonia S NE A 24, 395, 046, 00 £03, 000, 00 25, 298, 046, 00 23, 935, 080. 00 -l, $66 
Federal Seeurity....-- 739, 579, 605, 00 179, 892, 500. 00 919, 172, 105, 00 816, 194, 148. 00 —102, 977, 957 
Other releted A EPET £33, 023, 580. CO 100, 000. 00 233, 123, 590. 00 231, 445, 090, 00 =], 500 
Legislative establishment-..........20---2ee-2ee-ece-ee-eesdeneeeeeee eee 27, 726, 648.00. 5 27, 570, 708. 00 —1, 280, 110 
Navy Department..............-.-.... 5, 930, 195, C68, G0 | 23, 738, 865, 474. 00 —274, 615 
State, Justice, Commerce, and Judiciary.. 203, 525, 099. 00 426, 281, 885. 00 +14, 929, 451 
State... 27, 432, 4n0, 27, 056, 700. 00 —374, 780 
J bes . 84, 255, 100. 00 — 708, 169 
Co 302, 52f, 435.00 +16, 408, 637 
NE ee O 12, 748, 287. 00 12, 443, 650. 00 — 34, 637 
= S S G S S 
A T n r A PONNE ER EOR a. LOE 1, 117, 828, 935, 00 1, 118, 073, 475. 00 1, 113, 321, 439. 00 —4, 752, 036 
he eee A NORT N A trocnbochnenabbpesitern 211, 676, 944. 00 211, 921, 484. 00 210, 351,516, 00 —1, 569, 968 
Post Office BELEA nE EA E NEEE EA A EAA a AEN G RA e a 006, 151, 991.00 |. sionen 900, 151, 991, 00 902, 969, 923. 00 —3, 182, 068 
War St mcrae 
DO AE SR E ee ne Ree rims Sater Pot ADEN I ES oe 42, 820,003, 067. 00 +3, 287, 694, 005 
Civil Functions. 267, 658, 282. 00 343.038, 826. 00 —21, GAL, 870 
Total, regular annual acts. 11, 556, 411, 695. 00 72, 532. 589, 244. 66 +3, 109, 580, 431 
_ =>—Sy—]>S=|_ —————————— 
DEFFICIENCY AND SUPPLEMENTAL ACTS 
Fourth Supplemental National Defense, 1042: 2-2. 2-22. 221 ee eon ne | ees e eet ence seeeeseee 12, 556, 672, 474.00} 12, 556, 672,474.00} 12, 556,672, 474.00}... 
First Deficiency, 1942. 165, 170, 277. 77 165, 170, 277. 77 163, 780, 819. 77 —1, 389, 458 
China Relief, 1942 500, 000, 000, 06 500, 000, 000. CO 500, 000, 000, CO |_........----.------ 
Fifth Supplemental National erm 1 ERS SOE RT EEN FEE 80, 417, 737, £00, 00} 30,417, 737, £00. 00 |. 30, 412, 737, 600; C0. —5, 000, 000 
War Honsing, District ef Columbia, 1 50, 000, 000, 00 50, 000, 000, 00- 32, 500, 000. 00 —17, 500, 000 
Sixth Supplemental National Defense 1 19, 204, 674, 853.18 | 19, 204, 674, 368.18 | 19, COT, 197, O10, 18 
Marine War Risk Insurance, 1042... seen nee ees] -- 210, 000, 000. CO 210,.000, COC. 00 210, 000; £00, 00.) 222.225 
Office of Education, Federal Security Agency, 1942_____ 9, 500, 000. 66 9, 500, 000,00} - `` 9; 500, 000. 00 |... 
Seventh mental National nse, eI Toae 664, 520, 000. CC 664, 520, 000. 00 
Emergency Relief, 1943.__-.......-...-..... 282, 767, COO. 00 ‘282, 767, 000, 00- 
Second Me et Se Ee 55, 139, 389. 74 55, 139, 399. 74 
F Su tal Nat: 1, 919, 807, 749: f0 1, 919, 807, 749. 90 
Emergency Relief. 1°42 (H. Doe, No. 647) 22-02 100,000, 000. 100, 000, 000, 00 |...-......--..-..--. 
Total, deficien¢y and supplemental) acts_._.........-..-....---.-.-]--..--.------------- 
———SSSSSS SES = 
Total; regular annual, deficiency, and suppemental acts... 11, 556, 411, 695. 00 +-2,710, 299, 431 
e—a ŘĀÅ e eee _ e 
Permanents and indefinites (for details sec table B).-.-.....-..-..-.- e---| 2, 454, 692, 4121. 91 48, 776, 531. 00 2, 503, 409, 152.91 2, 501, 843, 214. 91 —1, 625, 938 
= S aE ae eS Oe Oa ee 
E pE oa uirn. ne nat chen antnaiesannvionnccnaonhobathsatosseree 14, 011, 104, 316. 91 | 124,051, 362, 794. 25 | 138, 062, 467, 111. 16 | 140. 771, 140, 604. 16 +2, 708, 673, 493 
Less: A: 
Amount payable from postal revenues (estimated). ._...........---.- £07, COO, 000, CO 42, 075, 179. 65 £49, 075, 179. 65 
Amount payable from District of Columbia revenues. 4 4, 078, pa 46 52, 627, 498. 46 


United States Soldiers’ Home (trust account) _........ 


4.00 * 667,6531. 60 


Payment of unclaimed money (trust account) .......... 20, 000. 00 
Net grand total payable from general fund of Treasury...........- 13, 054, 632, 437, 9 124, 005, 144, 4 144, 464. 4 137, 059, 776, 902, 05 | 139, 770, 114, 641, 05 +2, 710, 337, 739 
Aug. 4, 1942. 


TaBLE B.—Appropriations made during the second Session, Seventy-seventh Congress, and permanent approprictions, classified 
by departments and agencies and fiscal years irrespective of the acis by which such appropriations were meade 
{Committees on Appropriations, Aug. 4, 1942] 


Fisca! year 1243 


Judgments and 


shins Grand total, 77th 
Agen 1941 and Fisca! year 1142 H 
sig prior years 7 Annual and sup- | Permanentap- | Total, fiscal year | C028- 2d sess, 
plementai act propriations 1943 
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH............) $3, 604.63 |.............. $4, 303, £47. 00 $27, 570, 888. CO $27, 620, £87. 0 $31, 927, 838. 63 
E REDE EE As er a EE OCS SCORES | EES mae EEE ae C« 40, 800, 00 12, 445, 900. 00 |...22. 52.22 sees 12, 445, 900, 00 12, 486, 700. 00 
Executive Office of the President: j 
Presidents’ Emergency Funds... 125, 000, 000. 00 125, 000, 000. 00 
A A A AN O EE fy 425/000; OND 00 O R Ddnespabarnwesweceks 5, 425, 000, 000. 00 
Office Re For Emergency Manage- 
one ee ite sige r abl Nemec EEr TA a ONE EEA 7, 447, 075. CL 7, 447, 075, 00 
ce of Coordinator of Inter- 

Dan AmE ao 28, 638, 000. 00 28, 638, 000. 00 
feltaro DIE eee an TE A T a TAE PALERE IEE MULE Ei RS ASA 2, 440, 000, CC 2, 440, 000, 00 
at Wa ab a oe 

es War Labor Board.. 1, 167, 000. . 167, 
OSH AO NT NE e e a Ga eT ede e A ERRES E E 100, 000, 405. 70 
and Development... 73, 000, 000. 00 73, 000, 000, 60 
War Manpower Comm: 3, 114, 000. 00 3, 114, 000, 00 
War Production Board.. 68, 546,300. 00 68, 546, 300, 00 
War Relocation Authority... 70, 000, 000. 00 70, 000, 000, 00 
Administrative Services........].. 10, 913, 000, 00 10, 913, 000, 00 
War Shipping Administration..}.......cceccccoslecencecccesse-} 210, 000,000,001 1, 100, 000, 000. 00 1.2... nnnnnnne! 1, 100, 000, 000. 00 1, 310, 000, 000. 00 
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Taste B.—Appropriations made during the second session, Seventy-seventh Congress, and permanent appropriations, classified 
by departments and agencies and fiscal years irrespective of the acts which such appropriations were made—Continued 


Fiscal year 1943 
Ju nts and Fiscal 
audited claims, m Grand total, 77th 
1941 and Fiscal year 1942 Cong., 2d 
prior years Annual and sup- | Permanent ap- | Total, fiscal year ng., 2d sess. 
plemental act propriations 1943 


Agency 


The Jndiciary—Contin 
Executive Office of the tine presidant Oon. 


Office of Price Administration.. $120, 000, 000. 00 
Omics of TT T REER ISEEN VESE ES 26, 500, 000. 00 
Board of Economie Warfare. 12, 000, 000. 00 
Other activities_...-.....-. 4, 394, 735. 95 
Total, Executive Office of the 
Presid@nt....---cecccecnen--ne-|--a-ececneecenec|ene-eceeeeene-| 5 735,000, 509.65 | 1, 660, 376, 522, 00 |_......------cne- 7, 895, 377, 031. 65 
48. 00 893, 483, 607. 35 
eee i atid 860, 450. 00 449, 464, 557, 36 
821, 411, 000. 00 321, 411, 000. 00 
EPR: 34, 745, 000. 00 38, 515, 000. 00 
136, 100, 000. 00 166, 100, 000, 00 
Sivas) sees 
"76; 963; 750.00 j; 068, 734. 00 135, 087, 655. 82 
20, 522, 750.00 | 3, 454, 574,836.66] 5, 089, 364, 389. 65 
138, 517, 627. 91 755, 273, 91 a 150, 57 
3, a ae 140, 000. 00 Sirera 483. 02 
19, 137, 212, 228, 081, 68 
10, 005, 103, 647, 340, 24 
113, 24, 048, 696. 18 
648, 25, 908, 340, 210, 95 
40, 944, 326, 748. 70 
6, 35, 407, 658. 62 
SS = 
8, 998, 871. 93 230, 800, 645.76 
to China 500, 000, 000. 00 500, 000, 000. 90 
Small “War Plants Corporation—Cap- 
a Seth a a ea = 2 , 150, 000, 000. 00 
Expe enses ses of joan ona nwn|ovnnnennoncenes 352, 726. 00 80, 173, 805, 00 | 14, 826, 195. 00 45, 000, 62, 352, 726. 00 
eB agit eaters nates Ne rape MMM S PAST. Oe. Ld AN cocesnereceee-| _ 501, 290,000.00 | 801, 200,000.00. 501, 290, 000. 00 
E ETE BT COST, LS AS ARR ARS HAT 1, 675, 000,000.00 | — 4, 675,000, 000.00 | 1, 678, 000, 000. 00 
Total, Treasury Department.....-..- 19,878.83 | 36, 612. 00 520, 351, 597. 93 400, 012, 581. 00 | 2, 283, 022, 707.00 | 2, 683, 035, 288.00 | 3, 209, 443. 371.76 
‘ C S) oU 
r i tiviti : : 53, 406, 203, 672.71 | 42, 820, 006, 365. 47 42, 820, 006, 365.47 | 96, 226, 300, 038, 18 
WRHV IMME occ TAA AEAN AARE E a E E A NA EA E ; , 
Civil functions- ~---- 1, 993, 220, 15 |--na 113, 266. 63 343, 938, 826. 00 135, 000. 00 344, 078, 826. 00 346, 180, 321. 78 
District of Columbia_.--.-.. Teor Sa [eee Pee ie Sear! 38, 132,10 1, 363, 379. 36 56, 306, 031,00 |.....-.----------- 56, 306, 031, 00 57, 697, 542. 46 


Gross total..-..--c--nenenenenee-ee---| 5,124, 133. 54 | 1, 698, 137.87 | 73,057, 300, 898.78 | 65, 252, 700, 750. 56 | 2, 454, 316, 683,01 | 67, 707,017, 434.47 | 140, 771, 140, 604. 16 
a SS 


Deduct: 

Amounts payable from poets revenues. 76, 058.37 | 980, 500. 00 40, 288, 731. 28 807, 000, 000. 00 |... .n..nnnnnnneee 907, 000, 000. 00 048, 345, 889. 65 

Amounts paranes Kan revenues of 

District of Columbia and other trust 
A EA ENN 28, 132. 10 1, 363, 379. 36 51, 288, 562, 00 |.................- 51, 288, 562. 00 52, 680, 073. 46 
ee —— D OS = |= 

Netgrand tata payable from Treas- 
ury general fund.................. 5, O47, 475. 17 689, 505.27 | 73,015, 648,788.14 | 64, 204, 412, 188. 66 | 2, 454, 316,683.91 | 66, 748, 728,872.47 | 139, 770, 114, 641.05 

TABLE C—Comparative statement of appropriations, fiscal years 1942 and 1943 (as of July 24, 1942) 
[Bureau of the Budget] 
[Amounts are based on present classification) 
Appropriations, fiscal | A) priations, fiscal (+) a ee 
gd n a) s 
Classification £ year 1942 Gait e 1943 tions nand with 
1942 appropriations 
| Legislative establishment. ............-. IS RE EA ng 


The JOGICiITY so. odie nanndscoaccnsdasccconsasconanenesbu 


Executive Office and ners & ae te 
Executive Office of the P. 


WE RCI VIRB ios cocoate cen A E TEN ossai eare a, uisa 12, 442, 113, 479. 15 =—10, 735, 284, 537. 15 
Pe y geag e a E AL a 38, 458, 382. 50 oTa 743, 760. 50 
Total, Executive Office of the President........ P E oe ee 
Civil Service Commission: f 
E E A L E S a eR Trah A A E 7, 192, 000. 00 5 552, 
esr. on. on EET GSTS 108, 767, 186. 82 112, 342, 500, 
Total, Civil Service Commission........a-c-cennvernesenccunsenaccccoseccceuncs: 123, 769, 052. 00 
Railroad Retirement 227, 342, 000, 00 
Selective ee 34, 745, 000. 00 
‘Tennessee V: 138, 100, 000, 00 
vU.8. Tretia 930, 080, 000, 00 
Veterans’ A A ae Renee ene ancasenennesentnen sehen shanneeneenaneeansenaneusceanasencanss 601, 195, 088, 00 
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Taste C.—Comparative statement of appropriations, fiscal years 1942 and 1943 (as of July 24, 1942)—Continued 


Classification 


Executive Offtce and independent establishments—Continued, 
Federal Security Agency: 
Of ce of Administrator: 
War activities. 
Other foo 0. 
Civilian Conservation ot 
National Youth Administration: 
War a MRS NaC econ waaa> 


Othe! 
Offce of aueation. including vocational education: 
AM activities. 
E ra E aE nr e sea oon eee ere coy 
EE e ea Ee TE N ARE O E E A A DEE A EN 


EE n o «xc veh FEES OPE N S RE EER A A EEN OSN EES SS 


Federal Works Agency: 
Office of the Adm 
W a ARS 


jistrator: 


Pubile Buildings Moist ea On: Gtr: |. R EEE ANT VOLRA T i EN 
Public Roads Administration; 
War activities 


Other 
Public Works Administration: 
Administrative expenses! Other... <22. 2... c2u- soos ncn aaaea 
ded Projects Administraticn: Other. 


TOE Recera) Works ARO Yonsin irens a aa aaae aaaea Apara Na 


National Housing Agency: 
Office of Administrator: 


minist 
Corporstion fonds Chek = ERS ey ae 
Renovation and modernization loans.. 


Other. = 
Federal Home Loan Bank Administration: 
pete funds. 


Oth 

Fedor Public Housing Authority: 
Corporation funds. 
Other 


jan eee aw a ne a eee ee enn ne en anne nena nnn nen e nee e een maam Seenccee 


FRGLED IN SOON ELOURNE AEONCG AEE PAE EE EESE | SERERE 


Other Aponte establishments; 
War activities... 


Total, Executive Office and independent establishments.. 


Department of Agriculture: 

War activities.._........ SBP A Pe Ce OES ab ERG VATAR ARLEN A Ue, 
Conservation and use of agricultural land resources 
Farm Security Administration_..._....-..--......--. 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation funds (loans). 
Administration of the Sugar Act of 1987. _.__...-.---..... 

SSamigouratod Credit Corporation; Corporation funds.. -.-.......-- 
eh and domestic consumption of agricultural commodities. 
1} Farm Mortgage Corporation; Corporation funds-.......-....-.-.-.--- Se SABE REC GR SRE, 

Pae 


Department of Commerce: 
War activities. 


“POG IODA A a cdi pesanapi der anetehocacccrpsanesacncebacpeacntaencdenmecnsias 
Department of the Interior: 
‘War activi 


ean e nn nn eee nnn ener eneenn= einen ence ee nnn ncenwne cen nece er enecennsesccennsscescesages= 


Total, Department o! the Interior..-....-...--.---.-. oenina A. a ae E A 


Devareisat of Jontis: 
DIM a AATA A E EA EN EN OA D T NE A O 


Total, Department oi Justice. 
toi Labor: 


Total, Department Of P E A AA ie A ONN E EE e ES e EE 


Appropriations, fiscal 
year 1942 


l Wavy, Deparment War UVR a asananencnsnnankuainanenauiinaninn nannaa nn nA RSen 


Appropriations, fiscal 
year 1943 


009. 00 
893:00 
60, 000, 000, 00 53, 274, 000, 00 
91, 767, 000. 00 8, 000, 000. 00 
130, 622, 000. 00 146, 340, 000. 00 
29, 234, 716. 00 29, 589, 090. GO 
6, 320, 000, 00 12. 534, 000, 00 
36, 156, 939, 00 39, 832, 245. 00 
1, 512, 445, 00 2, 467, 670. 00 
484, 255, 000. 00 522, 001, 660, 00. 
7, 463, 189, 01 5, 585, 590. 00 
1, 098, 891, 121. 91 825, 754, 148, 00 
$30; DOOIE 5 a et 
312, 000. 00 350, 000. 00 
61, 895, 026. 00 27, 310, 450. 00 
79, 600, 000. 00 5, 000, 000. 00 
133, 000, 000. 00 82, 700, 000. 00 
(620, 000, g (75; 000. 00) 
875, 000, 000. 00 280, 000, 000. 00 
A E A E G N 
479, 939, 666. 32? 395, 360, 450.00 
(173, 000. 00) |- 
315, 000, 000. 00 |. 
(14, 754, 453. 00) (14, 621, 499.00) 
(9, so, 000. 00) (8, 000, 000. 00) 
(19, 789, 874. 00) as, 900, 000. 00) 
. 500, 000. 00 1,375 000.00 
(4, 370. 000. 00) (4, 277, 132. pek 
324, 501, 084. 00 14, 375, 000, 00 
4, 251, 195. 00 6, 349, 445, 00 
74, 625, 874. 00 76, 477, 185. 00 
18, 909, 154, 220, 05 5, 082, 090, 942. 00 
47, 435, 000. 00 475, 000. 60 
499, 388, 671. 00 450, 000, 000. 00 
+ 000, 600. 00 37, 819, 557. 00 
(120, 000, 000. 00) (97,500, 000. 00) 
47, 962, 910, 00 47, 462, 910. 00 
(3, 500, 600, 00) (3, 513, 498. 00) 
222, 879, 589. 00 131, 429, 832. 91 
(8, 500, 600. 00) (9, 050, 000. 00) 
372, 705, 625. 01 137, 567, 974. 00 
(150, 000, 000. 00) (42, 500, 000, 00) 
1, 254, 371, 795. 01 804, 755, 273. 91 
184, 743, 050. 00 272, 589, 650. 00 
76, 098, 726, 02 68, 459, 410. 00 
(10, 710, 680, 00) (10, 711, 292, 00) 
260, 841, 776. 02 341, 049, 060. 00 
40, 047, 400. 00 14, 152, 370. 00 
241, 976, 071. 60 178, 919, 257, 43 
282, 023, 471, 60 193, 071, 627. 43 
19, 445, 000. 00 31, 593, 000. 00 
64, 768, 115, 50 61, 987, 100, 00 
84, 213, 115. 50 93, 580, 100. 00 
951, 230. 00 2, 117, 853. 00 
23, 194, 128. 18 21, 817, 227. 00. 
24, 145, 356. 18 23, 935, 080. 00 


18, 712, 738, 434. 20 14, 260, 775, 470. 66 


Decrease (—) orinerease 
(+) 1943 appropria- 
tions compared with 
1942 appropriations 


—6, 726, 000. 00 
—83, 767, 000, 00: 


+15, 718, 000, 00 
+354, $74. 00 


+6, 214, 000. 00 
+8, 675, 306, 00 


=34, 584, 576. 00 


—74, 600, 000, 00 
. 300,000. 00 


(— 545. 000.00) 
— 595, 000, 000. 00 
— 182, 670. 31 


—1, 084, 579, 246, 31 


fee on pA 
—315; 000, 000. 


(—132, 454.00) 
(—1, 410, 000. 00) 
084.00 


(—5, 889, 874. 00) 
—125, 000. 00 


(—92, 868. 00) 
+5. 000, 000 00 


—310, 126, 084. 00 


1, 851, 311. 00 
—13, 827, 063, 278. 65 
= 


— 235, 137, 651. 01 
(—107, 500, 000. 00) 


—449, 616, 521. 10 


| 


+87, 846, 600, 00 
—7, 639, 316. 02 
(+612. 00) 

+80, 207, 283. 98 
—25, 805, 030. 00 
—63, 056, 814. 17 
—88, 051, 844. 17 
+12, 148, 000. 00 
—2, 781, 015. 50 
+9, 366, 984. 50 


+1, 166, 623, 00 
—1, 376, 899. 18 


—210, 276. 18 
—4, 451, 962, 963. 54 


1942 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 6747 


Taste C.—Comparative statement of appropriations, fiscal years’1942 and 1943 (as of July 24, 1942)—Continued 


Decrease (—)orincreasa 
(+) 1943 appropria- 


Appropriations, fiscal | Appropriations, fiscal 
Classification year 1942 year 1943 tions compared with 


1942 appropriations 
State Department: 
War activities. $150, 000. C0 +541, 900, 000. 00 
Othe: 31, 281, 840. 62 —4, 554, 840, 62 
Total, Department Of Stato. _ 2-2 onc nnce sdnso paanan asain anana 31, 431, 840. 62 —2, 654, 840, 62 
‘Treasury Department: 
War acti vithen SEE E E R 500, 509, 423. 00 —350, 509, 423. 0N 
ee 1, 250, 000, 600. CO +425, C60, 000. 00 
588, 000, 000. 00 +2, 000, 000, 00 
299, 643, 503, 62 —31, 606, 595. 62 
Total, TrA Y DEORE oaeee rereana nner Hore ARAARA ORAA PEA ARA irane nessa 2, 638, 152, 926. 62 +44, 883, 981. 38 
MBs sadasid, nS NER Serbs os 
War Department: 
Wer. dct Vitled..<cinsotnackededeensbnecspx ee cases S E N ENEE r S ESSES 75, 479, 164, 679. 78 —32, 658, 098, 129. 31 
Civil isisa : 236, 495, 824. 55 —1, $66, 524. 55 
Panama Canal: 
War activities.. 34, 932, 000. 00 21, 894, 800. 00 
Other_.....-.. 25, 032, 326. 00 25, 657, 684. 00 
Total; Wek Deer broent tec .. n uc selec ea E S S 43, 163, 112, 660. 47 —32, 612, 512, 169. 86 
Distiiot of: Aina es OME Ce keh et oa ncaa prone 56, 306, 031, 00 —1, 540, 872. 36 
Post Offices: Department: Other sos ss asec sce ic ecuccwudennaccuccdandustecesatasaneubtoncaschecseses- A $02, 978, 563. 00 +17, 692, 845. 21 
=— SSS OE Oe SSO S 
TDORRIOW MED ROE VIRIOE nee laine A nate noniennat E EEE S E E AE E T ETA 110, 767, 107, 948, 10 60, 522, 427, 303. 13 — 50, 244, 680, 644, 97 
ORR ONO. ooo a. stacascmenadnnonsasscensndnensnunan=eublsntvccantresecnswisaweoscoweven= 8, 190, 780, 960. 41 7, 151, 107, 600. 34 —1, 039, 673. 369. 07 
NARS 2 Se ccona A E A a A OE 118, 957, 888, 917. 51 67, 673, 534, 903. 47 —51, 284, 354, 014. 04 
singe AN, payable from District of Columbia revennes.....-.-.....---.--.-----+-------------------- 51, £46, 403. 26 50, 306, 031. 00 —1, 540, 372, 36 
Amount payable from ‘postal reventres...,. ose ann concn w ae nenncenncnnncerapmncasacecece- 858, 000, 000. 00 907, 000, 000. 00 49, 000, 000. 00 
AROtA) SIR VRDIG ITOMRUT TURSOY S005. cn owen don cwasdsiencrenavendodeguewvseedvedennangusnsves fesaben 118, 048, 042, 514. 15 66, 716, 228, 872, 47 —51, 331, 813, 641. 68 
OOo OOo 
Corporation funds enclosed in parentheses not included in above totals 341, 828, 007, CO 204, 148, 421. 00 —137, 679, 586, 00 


Tas_eE D.—Comparative statement of appropriations for war activities, fiscal years 1942 and 1943 (as of July 24, 1942) 


[Bureau of the Budget] 
{Amounts are based on present classification 


Decrease (—) or 


In- 
pri crease (+) 1943 ap- 
Classification Appropriations, fiscal | Appropriations, f'scal propriations com- 
year 1942 year 1943 pared with 1942 ap- 


propriations 


ARMY AND NAVY 
$42, 821, 066, 550, 47 — $32, 652, 098, 120, 31 
14, 260, 775, 470. 66 —4, 451, 062, 963. 54 


OTHER AGENCIES 
Executive Off ce of the President: 


Bureatl Of the BOUKG 5 ols ono ate A I A E E G 480, 000. 00 4-280, 000. 00 
National Resources Planning Board.. . 200, 000, 00 —200, 000, 00 
Board: of So conGniie A V a ides oka ce ne ES HO AEE S AEE AE E ED E E A AE | cceupvucbbunewalasstbee ` 12, 000, 000. 00 -+12, 000, 000, 00 
E E S I E e TE EIE O ETE TEETE N E T EEE SSE 26, 500, 000. CO 4-26, 500. 000. 00 
Office of Emergency ys oma 
Office-of the Elan eee C0 SS... son coos cen ewbeeemnpednscnuwnpedauasenanatenionsne—esnsaaa|esccescepevpeasberaneses 113, 600, 00 races 
Division of Central ‘Administzaiive AE SE E AA cactus sw E AEA L EAA OE AEN EEE E E ES 10, 800, 000, 00 +10, 800, 000. 
Office of Civilian Defense...2...-...--....2----- 7, 447, 075, 00 —92, 552, 925, 00 
Office of Coordinator of Inter-American A flairs._... 22.22... 22-222 2n- ene nse n none nn neon nec n ne ~~ [en ceeeenn-nneseeese nee 28, 638, 000. 00 +28, 638, 000. 00 
Office of Defense Health and Welfare Serv: 2, 440, 000. 60 +2, 440, 000, 00 
Office of Defense Transportation.........--.-... 7, 216, 515. 00 +7, 216, 515. 00 
National War Labor Board. ................-. 1, 167, 000, 00 +1, 167, 000, 00 
Office of Scientific Research and Development. 73, 000, C00. 00 +73, 000, 000. 00 
War Manpower Commission... 3, 281, 052. CO +3, 281, 052. 00 
War Production Board_.._. 68, 546, 300. 00 546, 300. 00 
War Relocation Authority. 70, 000, 000. CO +70, 000, 000. 00 
War Shipping Administrat 1, 150, 000, 000. 00 940, 000, 000. 00 
Salaries and expenses..... fi ite pe anya eee A EET —121, 513, 479, 15 
OTERO E TIGR A CIRENAEION oS acon an nae Serine a nina wba dal conioda N a 000, 000. 60 +120, 000, 000. 00 
Emergency funds for the Presiden 125, 000, 000. 00 —175, 000, 000. 00 
Emergency funds for the President: Housing, temporary shelter.. $00, 000, 000. 00 |...................---.- —300, 000, 000. 00 
ee SS eS =a SE SS ee ae ee See 11, 410, 000, 000. 00 |... - 22... ete eee —11, 410, 000, 000. 00 
Petal: Bxecutive OMe of Cho President. co caccecnesdccanduepouaunuawsusecsencéauseccnccscoces 12, 442, 113, 479. 15 1, 706, 828, 942. 00 —10, 735, 284, 537.15 
E D |_—————— 
Giri Revide Comman: aiaee ces nwa babe A e e a a aa 5 11, $26, 552, 00 +4, 234, 552.90 
ren erë Compensation Commission: Salaries and expenses, military bases. 100, 000. 00- —78, 000. 
Federal Communications Commission... ........2.2-...---ce0---eneee----- oe . 805, 035, 00 +1, 488, 840. 00 
Federal Power Commission :_._........ . 519, 255. 00 +234, 255. 00 
Interstate Commerce Commission. . 232, 315, 00 122, 315. 00 
National Labor Relations Board 692, 840 00 ‘$27, 840. 00 
Selective Service System... . 34, 745, 000. 00 —2, 525, 000. 00 
U: 8. Maritime Commission. < ..02 2-22 cc ccc scene wectwencccanceccecctence: “ 930, 080, 000. 00 —1, 402, 730, 611. 97 
Federal RH Agen 
Office of the A Ministrator: 
A AEAEE N a No AES A E L L S a 140, 000. 00 +140, 000. 00 
Apprentice tr: B- 450, 000. 00 +150, 000. 00. 
Training within industry.. 1, 145, 000. 00 +1, 145, 000. 00 
National Youth Administration: 
49, 729, 000. 00 —7, 243, 000. vO 
3, 500, 000. 00 +472, 000. 00 
45, 000. 00 +45, 000. 00 


LXXXVILI——425 
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Taste D—Comparative statement of appropriations for war activities, fiscal years 1942 and 1943 (as of July 24, 1942) —Continued 


Decrease (ay aoe In- 
Appropriations, fiscal | Appropriations, fiscal | ©0858 oP 
Classification year 1942 year 1943 Laced ia Mees 
A ; propriations 
Federal Security Agency—Continued, 
OMee of Education: 
Loans COTAN REENE e E S SAE R E $5, 000, 000. 00 -+$5, 000, 000, 00 
Salaries and expenses, loans to students. 100, 000. 00 100, 000. 00 
Education and j 139, 000, 000, 00 +9, 600, 000. 00 
LG ee inane | | Ta 
ani ses, p 
Public Health Barve: £ 
Emergency health and sanitation as ASEE ASA a e a SRR E E a aa, 8, 984, 000. 00 514, 000. 00 
3, 500, 000. 00 1, 700, 000. 00 
50, 000. 00 |...... bqakuneshahnssmewan 
2, 467, 670.00 +955, 225. 00 
Total, Federal Security Agency.......-. patincdannabaradkuunhobend NE ETE N ST a 216, 350, 670. 00 +17, 506, 225. 00 
| Federal Works Agen 
sg” base Administrator: f public buildi: d 12, 500, 000. 00 
mergency safeguarding o! Ings and property.......-....-.ss---<-. chenavbinkacoae= = , 000. 
Defense public works, community facilities.__.._...--..--.. —300, 000, 000, 00 
PAE DUDUS paren rina ans of Columbia... —17, 500, 000. 00 
Public Roads Administration: Access roads and flight strips. 000. —74, 600, 000. 00 
Total, Federal Works Agency..........-.-. aceusbonbihnereusessens occipcenanandacnsunmeninans anne 409, 600, 000. 00 5, 000, 000. 00 — 404, 000, 000. 00 
National H Agency: 
oaa of the inistrator: 
croc ba SB near ANIE Of Colt bless cop ncpies ans .nacnscnaduconahonsuchesunosocesn 25, 000, 000-00 tc enckbeansace —15, 000, 000, 00 
National CO ee ea eS eee 300, 000, 000,00 |..-....-...--.--------+- —300, 000, 000, 00 
Total, National Housing Agency-............ qananbecag en neepmennwonsna mpangumnanss enpedagnnss 815,000; 000.00 |... ERE ARR, —315, 000, 000, 00 
De t of Agriculture: 
oauan pa fo ne 
OM Stee for r Agricultural A N o E E E AEE ENEE ENE 475, 000. 00 +475, 
ney rubber 12,435, 000. 00 Ficcunckecenteceuaneconce —12, 435, 000. 00 
Aarne a Marketing Ad tion: Emergency supplies for territories and possessions......- 35, 000, 000. OU |.............--..---2- 2! —35, 000, 000. 00 
Total, Department of Agriculture............ PETNE A EA Nan a aerd a y rE ai n 475, 000. 00 —46, 960, 000, 00 
Department of Commeree 
Office of the SOALAN: Salaries and expenses, National Inventors’ Council Service staff...........- 119, 200. 00 —30, 800. 00 
Bureau of the Census: Licensed export statistics... 2... 2... ccennencenennccnccennnccnnceccennnecn|-ccencecenenece--------- 53, 000. 00 +53, 000. 00 
Office of Administrator of Civil Aeronautics: 
RoR ats CRONIN on occu E S ASSE E A T e A E S 72, 677, 450. 00 +47, 677, 450. 00 
Development of landing areas. 199, 740, 000. 00 “+40, 146, 950. 00 
Total, Department of Commerce......-.-.--.--- ARTE NIS RR EE oe 272, 589, 650. 00 +87, 846, 600. 00 
—————————————_—_—_= 
Depertment of the Interior: 
flice of the Fecre : Fire protection of forests, forest industries, and strategic facilities.........- 95, 900. 00 —716, 100.00 
omae of Petroleum Pat N IE E EER LSE SASS NA N eae EE ee 8, 365, 000. 00 +3, 365, 000, 00 
ee A A a o O GC ae aia anno ecnvadveneh a E EA aT ast pedir aaehesonnannnass 920, 000. 00 000. 00 
3 85, 130. 00 +40, 130. 00 
Bureau of on 
Aerea en Or poles VOEN- 700, 000. 00 “+240, 000. 00 
Geological Survey: mid owitionl P PRAE S E EERS BE rA a 644, S.A: ad 2 F390, 580. 00 
Buresu of Mines 
Beneficiation of chromite and production of electrolytic chromium...............-.-.-.--.. 75, 000. 00 +75, 000. 00 
Construction and equipment of helium plants.......------...---... ps Bd ee ae ee ne ee —1, 250, 000. 00 
Bnforcement of Pederal Manlosives Bet: oo. ann .choncnnccccasncecsdsccucvinecetacstasccensan|acucecouscaucsssdecchocn 540, 000. 00 +540, 000, 00 
Gaseous and solid fuel reduction of iron ores..........-- 600, 000. 00 +600, 000. 00 
SIOUUIN M ONG AN VOREIGOUONS. «oc a <a nedcnnkesecevestrcenveetenetaahvacacanesanesaceesner? |» | | Sa, CORON EISERES = 350, 000. 00 
Investigations of bauxite and alunite ores and aluminum clay deposita: 498, 500. 00 +33, 500. 00 
Investigation of domestic sources of mineral oppi SARIE Eois EF 651, 265, 00 —298, 735. 00 
Investigation of deposits of critical and essential minerals____.. 2, 167, 500. 00 +2, 167, 500. 00 
Investigation of raw material resources for western steel production......- 349, 00 — 675, 00 
Investigation and research, 2 boone of potassium and sodium carbonate...--.-.-----.------) | “TT 400,00 fiiasai A E EE ERTSE —77, 400. 00 
Sanom E A TA N Sete S us 00 +549, 825. 00 
Manganese beneficiation pilot plants and research_._...... 1, 517, 570.00 -+9, 570. 00 
Production of alumina fren low-grade bauxite and alunite_...... 875. 00 +657, 875.00 
Protection of mineral resources and facilities including petroleum RE E i7 i VET TRE, — 800, 000, 00 
„Reduction of zine concentrates with methane gas.. 350, 000. 00 +350, 000. 00 
Government in the Territories: 
nel ion OP pan Raraga Road, Alaska... 15, 000, a = 
mergen ‘err’ and island possessions. SESSA Sse st - 3 
Relief and ¢ he OE HER ERATION TRI Le Ee DA 15, 000, 000. 00 
Reconstruction and improvement, rp EI A AA a a —2, 200, 000. 00 
TOUR (DODO E 06 SEO INURE nos SE 14, 152, 370, 00 —25, 895, 030, 00 
T S, 
Department of Justice: 
Special National Unit: Salaries and expenses. _....-....--.---2.---------s-neeeneceneenne- . 510, 000, 00 —1, 570, 000. 00 
: 31, 083, 000. 00 +13, 718, 000. 00 


81, 593, 000. 00 


951, 220. 00 


Department of State: Foreign Service auxiliary (emergency) _--...------eeereecceceenaconneeeennnes=- 150,000.00 | 


+1, 900, 000. 00 
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TasLE D.—Comparative statement of appropriations for war activities, fiscal years 1942 and 1943 (as of July 24, 1942)—-Continued 


Classification 


Treasury Deparinent: 
Office of the Secretary 
Smaller War Plants Corporation (capital stock) 
Consolidated emergency fund. ....-.-......-.- 
Loan to China 


Unallocated receipts from donations for war. .-...- 

Total, Treasury Department_............-...... 

War Department: Panama Canal, additional facilities... 
Total, other agencies... occ ccc wnncsecwcecocnauss 


Total for war activities..-.......-----.--------<+--< 


Appropriations, fscal | Appropriations, fiscal 
year 1942 year 1943 


Decrease (—) or In- 
crease (+) 1043 ap- 
propriations _ com- 
pared with 1942 ap- 
propriations 


—350, 509, 423. 00 
+21, 894, 800. 00 
[| —13, 134, 619, 552. 12 
| —50, 244, 680, 644. 97 


TaBLE E—Appropriations and contract authorizations for war activities, fiscal years 1941, 1942, and 1943 (as of July 24, 1942) 


Particulars 


Fiscal year 1941: 
Appropriations enacted 
Contract authorizations enacted... 


Net total Silos caceddsdacdeuwnessootesocede: 


Fiscal year 1942: 
Appropriations enacted... ..........-.-..-----22--5--- 
Contract authorizations enacted..............-......-. 


Net total 1942. ........ a te I IRE CTR 


zap dns on ate 


Subtotal 


Estimated appr epi fons required beyond 1943 to complete construction of 


the expanded 
Net total for war purposes..... 


[Bureau of the Budget] 
Nay: Sigena Coast a ey peeps pa 
Army RAI one Lend-Lease) Total 

$8, 483, 708, 958 $3, 620, 883, 790 $8, 338, 531, 908 $20, 452, 124, 656 

5, 008, 589, 651 871, 769, 817 321, 998, 556 6, 200, 358, 024 

ere 13, 490, 298, 609 4, 501, 653, 607 8, 660, 530, 404 28, 652, 482, 680 
GFARE 352,093, 444 86, 647, 100 221, 067, 028 659, 807, 572 
13, 138, 205, 165 4, 415, 006, 507 8, 439, 463, 436 25, 992, 675, 108 

_ fee a ote 75, 479, 164, 680 18, 712, 738, 434 16, 575, 204, 834 110, 767, 107, 948 
SPREE 183, 145, 695 862, 818, 894, 3, $16, $00, 000 4, 862, 364, 580 
75, 662, 310, 375 19, 575, 557, 328 115, 629, 472, 537 

4, 276, 580, 695 615, 453, 690 5, 171, 145, 611 

Taaa 7.3 7,00 | 19.10 | Tn asa aan oan 
42, 821, 066, 550 14, 260, 775, 471 60, 522, 427, 303 

rats Hats a 500, 000, 000 590, 000, 000 

bok is Sone iy ead 42, 821, 066, 550 14, 760, 775, 471 61, 112, 427, 308 
Paria i 730, 365, 695 825, 575, 021 2, 641, 117, 900 
ada 42, 090, 700, 855 13, 935, 200, 450 58, 471, 309, 403 
SERRE RSS ig FRU aa eee 30,009 ENAT DE e N 10, 592, 345, 849 
Rara 126, 614, 635, 700 47, 902, 656, 444 20, 997, 365, 142 205, 514, 657, 286 


1 Includes liquidations of 1840 and prior contract authorizations, as follows: Army, $156,921,088: Navy, Sa 100; other agencies—Maritime Commission, $144,500,000. 
2 Includes liquidation of 1940 contract authorizations for Army of $12,382,200 and for Maritime Commission of $95,981,258, 


SUMMARY 
yal hess taal lage ee See Rs I a Se ies Gen eae $126, 783, $40, 188 $36, 603, 397, 695 $28, 354, 322, 024 $191, 741, 659, 907 
Less: Appropriations used to liquidate 1940 and prior contract authorizations. 169, 304, 488 58, 087, 100 240, 481, 258 467, 872, 846 
Available appropriations —.... 2. .co cca ceccsecnccennsanensanasssnesens 126, 614, 535. 700 36, 545, 310, 595 28, 113, 840, 766 191, 273, 787, 061 
Unliquidated contract-authorizations.. . 2 ooo osc cc ccd cc odneo daga loneecctececcesseccsecces 11, 357, 345, 849 2, 882, 524, 376 14, 240, 870, 225 
Total for war purposes aos n now cwcedcvecnetanacenesnssoadiaciveca 126, 614, 635, 700 47, 902, 656, 444 30, 997, 365, 142 205, 514, 657, 286 


REPORTS REQUIRED OF BUSINESS 
ORGANIZATIONS 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask to have printed in the Recorp at 
this point an illuminating letter which I 
have received from Mr. Walter S. Good- 
speed, vice president and treasurer of 
the American Box Board Co., Grand 
Rapids, Mich., showing that that com- 
pany and its employees have to make 
6,500 reports to the Government every 
year. It is indicative of the tremendous 
problem pressing down upon American 
business with respect to bookkeeping ob- 
ligations, emphasizing the importance of 
the effort to simplify the entire system. 

There being no objection, the letter was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


AMERICAN Box Boarn CO. 
Grand Rapids, Mich., August 4, 1942. 
Hon. ARTHUR H. VANDENEERG, 
Senator from Michigan, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: The following is a list of the re- 
ports being made to the Federal, State, and 
city governments by our company: 


FEDERAL 


Income and excess-profits tax return. 

Capital-stock tax return. 

S. E. C. Annual Report 10-K, 

Form 1099, Employees Earnings (423). 

Form 1099, Stockholders Dividends (143). 

Form 1096, Summary of 1,099 Groups (2). 

Form Ad-85, U. S. Dept. of Labor, Wage and 
Hour Division. 

Form W. P. B., F-80, Plant Report of Opera- 
tions. 

Form O, P, A-A Annual Financial Report. 


Form O. P. A-B Quarterly Financial Re- 
port. 

Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce 
(monthly). 

Form SSla, Social Security—O. A. B.—quar- 
terly (728). 

Annual Return of Excise (unemployment). 

S. E. C. Report of Cash on Hand and In 
Banks (quarterly). 

War Savings bonds—Pay Roll Savings Sales 
Report to Treasury (monthly—32-40 hours). 

Form F. P. C., 64-B and 170 to Federal 
Power Commission. 

Form O P. A. 130.1 to Office of Price Admin- 
istration (monthly). 

Form O. P. A. 132.1 to Office of Price Ad- 
ministration (monthly). 

Form P. D. 190 to Office of Production Man- 
agement (chlorine). 

Form P. D. 190-A to Office of Production 
Management (supplement). 
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Form P. D. 290 to War Production Board 
(pulp, monthly). 

Form P. D. 291 to War Production Board 
(pulp and other fibrous materials, monthly). 

Form P. D. 291-A to War Production Board 
(pulp and other fibrous materials, monthly). 

Form P. D. 292 to War Production Board 
(pulp, monthly). 

Form P. D. 240 to War Production Board 
(waste paper, weekly). 

Form P. D. 240-A to War Production Board 
{waste paper, weekly). 

Form W. P. B. 514 to U. S. Dept. of Census 
(paper-board production, y). 

Form W. P. B. 515 to U. S. Dept. of Census 
{wood pup, quarterly). 

Form P. D. 25A to War Production Board 
(quarterly). 

Machine-tool data to War Prođuction 

Board. 


The above does not include P. D. 25F, 
P. D. 1A, P. 100, etc, which the p 
department has to send in applying for 
priorities. 

STATE 
Michigan annual securities report. 
Michigan intangible rera return. 


Michigan annual repo! 
a a n a (quarterly) 


Illinois annual report. 
Tllinois social-security unemployment 
(quarterly) (50). 
Massachusetts unemployment (quarterly), 


(1). 
ae unemployment (quarterly), 
New York unemployment (quarterly), (1). 


CITY 
Grand Rapids personal-property tax re- 
turn. 


Detroit personal-property tax return. 
Minneapolis personal-property tax return. 
Counting the individual employees’ re- 
ports, the above totals 6,500 reports per year. 
It would seem that there is a certain per- 
centage of unner2ssary duplications in these 
reports. If bill S. 1666 can reduce the red 
tape, maybe we will manufacture boxes at 
a lesser cost to the war effort. 


Vice President- Treasurer. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
inquire if morning business has been 
concluded? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The intro- 
duction of bills and joint resolutions is 
the next business in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Iask unanimous con- 
sent that further proceedings, under the 
routine morning hour, be suspended until 
the Senate reassembles later in the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 


VISIT OF HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN OF 
THE NETHERLANDS TO THE SENATE 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, Her 
Majesty the Queen of the Netherlands 
has been invited by Members of the 
Senate to be our guest this morning and 
to deliver an address. We have also 
asked the Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives informally to be our guests 
on this occasion. 

Therefore, I move that when the Mem- 
bers of the House shall have assembled 
in the Senate Chamber the Vice Presi- 
dent appoint a committee of three Sena- 
tors and that a similar committee be 
appointed by the Speaker pro tempore of 
the House of Representatives to escort 
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Her Majesty the Queen of the Nether- 
lands into the Chamber when she ap- 
pears to address the Senate within a few 
moments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I also 
move that, following its delivery, the 
address itself and all the proceedings 
connected therewith be printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as a part of the 
proceedings of the Senate of today. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Members of the 
House of naer will be here 
presently, and, I suppose, we may be at 
ease until they arrive. 

At 12 o'clock and 12 minutes p. m. the 
House of Representatives, preceded by 
the Sergeant at Arms, Kenneth Romney, 
and the Doorkeeper, Joseph J. Sinnott, 
and headed by the Speaker pro tempore, 
Hon. ALFRED L. BULWINKLE, of North Car- 
olina, entered the Chamber. 

The Speaker pro tempore was escorted 
to the chair to the right of the Vice Pres- 
ident, and the Members of the House of 
Representatives were escorted to the seats 
assigned to them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In conform- 
ity with the motion of the Senator from 
Kentucky {Mr. BARKLEY], heretofore 
agreed to, the Chair appoints as mem- 
bers of the committee on behalf of the 
Senate to receive Her Majesty the Queen 
of the Netherlands the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY], the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. McNary], and the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Speaker pro tempore appoints as mem- 
bers of the committee on the part of the 
House of Representatives to escort Her 
Majesty the Queen of the Netherlands 
into the Chamber the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CocHran], the gentleman 
from California [Mr. GEARHART], and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BLOOM]. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate stand 
in recess subject to the call of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 

Thereupon (at 12 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate stood in recess, 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

At 12 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m. Her 
Majesty, Wilhelmina, Queen of the 
Netherlands, entered the Chamber, es- 
corted by the committees of the two 
Houses and the Secretary of the Senate 
[Edwin A. Halsey] and the Sergeant at 
Arms of the Senate [Chesley W. Jurney], 
and accompanied by Jonkheer George 
van Tets van Goudriaan, principal pri- 
vate secretary; Maj. Gen. L. H. van Oyen, 
aide de camp; Baroness Ethel van Boetze- 
laer, lady in waiting; Lt. K. Krediet, 
equerry to Her Majesty; His Excellency 
Dr. Eelco van Kleffens, Minister for For- 
eign Affairs of the Netherlands; His Ex- 
cellency Alexander Loudon, the Ambas- 
sador of the Netherlands, and Madam 
Loudon; Maj. Gen. Jay L. Benedict, 
United States Army, aide to Her Majesty; 
Rear Admiral Monroe Kelly, United 
States Navy, aide to Her Majesty; and 
Hon. George T. Summerlin, Chief of 
Protocol, State Department. Her Maj- 
esty the Queen of the Netherlands was 
escorted to a seat on the rostrum in front 
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of the Vice President and the Speaker 
pro tempore of the House of Representa- 
tives, and the distinguished visitors ac- 
companying her were escorted to the 
seats assigned to them at the left ot the 
Vice President’s desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Members of 
the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives and distinguished guests, Her Maj- 
esty the Queen of the Netherlands. 
(Prolonged applause, Senators and their 
guests rising.] 

ADDRESS BY THE QUEEN OF THE 
NETHERLANDS 


Mr. President, Mr. Speaker, and Mem- 
bers of the Congress of the United States, 
it gives me great pleasure to appear in 
your midst. 

Seeing this great democratic assembly, 
renewing itself at regular intervals and 
meeting under self-made rules of law, 
seems to me a sure guaranty that liberty 
is forever young and strong and invin- 
cible, whereas the autocrat, incapable of 
rejuvenating himself, is every day nearer 
—— end, his regime doomed to die with 


Moreover, where and what would the 
world be today were it not for the United 
States of America, whose legislators you 
are? 

Such thoughts warm my heart in this 
hour, and I know that my people every- 
where feel as I do. 

I stand here as the spokesman of my 
country, not only of those nine million of 
my compatriots in Europe, but also of 
some seventy millions in Asia and in the 
Western Hemisphere, whom I know to be 
at one with me in the spirit. 

The Netherlands were, like the United 
States, like all the United Nations, a 

peace-loving country. 

At present, both in Europe and in Asia, 
that country is under enemy occupation. 

A cruel fate has overtaken its in- 
habitants. 

Imagine what it means for a liberty- 
loving country to be in bondage, for a 
proud country to be subject to harsh 
alien rule. 

What would be the American answer if 
an invader tried to cover his wholesale 
systematic pillage with the firing squad, 
the concentration camp, and the abomi- 
nation of the hostage practice? 

Having come by first-hand knowledge 
to know your national character better 
than ever, I doubt not that your answer 
would be: resistance, resistance until the 
end, resistance in every practicable 
shape or form. [Applause.] 

This is exactly the answer my people 
have given, and are giving every day. 

If in the material sense they have been 
ruined by the enemy, their spirit grows 
with their hardships, and they keep their 
unflinching belief in their liberation. 

They see their families go without what 
they most need in food and clothing, 
their workers enslaved by the oppressor. 

Yet “no surrender” remains their con- 
stant motto. 

Inside occupied territory and outside 
the fight goes on. 

We use our resources to the best of 
our abilities. 

In the Indies, where our forces won 
fresh laurels together with yours, stub- 
born resistance continues locally. 
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Surinam helps the United Nations 
with its bauxite, Curacao with its oil 
products; our soldiers, sailors, and air- 
men are on duty in both these territories, 


and they guard them in alert and cordial, 


cooperation with your own forces sta- 
tioned there when the war in the Far 
East. prevented us from sending rein- 
forcements to the Caribbean area. 

Our Navy is on duty every day. 

Our mercantile marine, still one of the 
largest, has been completely integrated 
in the navigational effort of the United 
Nations, fighting off Axis submarines and 
raiders, in close companionship with 
your own brave seafaring men. 

Those of us who have the inestimable 
privilege of being free feel that it is our 
holy duty toward our enslaved com- 
patriots in east and west to do whatever 
we can to hasten the day of victory. 

Democracy is our most precious 
heritage. = 

We cannot breathe in the sullen at- 
mosphere of despotic rule. 

The people of the Netherlands have de- 
veloped their free institutions in their 
own progressive way, in accordance with 
their high regard for personal and na- 
tional liberty. : 

They had long approached the com- 
plete realization of the “four freedoms” 
which the President of the United States 
has set as one of the aims of our common 
war effort. There was of old in our whole 
kingdom freedom of religion and of 
speech; there also was freedom from 
fear, and constant forward steps, de- 
signed to insure freedom from want, 
were in ever-expanding evoluticn. 

Throughout my reign, the development 
of democracy and progress in the Neth- 
erlands Indies has been our constant 
policy. 

Under Netherlands stewardship a great 
number of peoples and tribes are being 
systematically merged into oné harmo- 
nious community, in which all these ele- 
ments—the Indonesians in their rich va- 
riety of religions, languages, arts, and 
customary laws, the Chinese, the Arabs, 
and the westerners—feel equally at 
home. f 

Careful consideration has constantly 
been given to the particular character- 
istics and needs of the peoples concerned. 

Confronted, as we found ourselves, by 
highly developed forms of civilization to 
which the population is deeply attached, 
we strove not to uproot these, but to pro- 
mote their adaptation to the exigencies 
of the modern world. 

The voluntary cooperation in mutual 
respect and toleration between people of 
oriental and western stock toward full 
partnership in government on a basis of 
equality has been proved possible and 
successful, 

Increasing self-government, keeping 
pace with the rapidly broadening en- 
lightenment and education of the na- 
tive population, has been enacted ever 
since the beginning of this country, and 
especially since the revision of the con- 
stitution in 1925. 

The steady and progressive develop- 
ment received new emphasis and mo- 
mentum by my announcement last year 
that after the war the place of the over- 
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seas territories in the framework of the 
kingdom and the constitution of those 
territories will be the subject. of a con- 
ference in which all parts of the king- 
dom are to be fully represented. 

Consultations on this subject were al- 
ready proceeding in the Netherlands 
Indies when the Japanese invasion tem- 
porarily interrupted their promising 
course. 

The preparation of the conference is 
nonetheless being actively continued, 
but, in accordance with sound democratic 
principle, no final decision will be taken 
without the cooperation of the people 
once they are free again. 

What are our war aims and what are 
our peace aims? 

We have adhered to the Atlantic 
Charter, and our lend-lease agreement 
with the United States points the way 
to wise international economic planning. 

We want nothing that does not belong 
to us. 

We want to resume our place as an 
independent nation on the fringe of the 
Atlantic, on the dividing line of the Pa- 
cific and the Indian Oceans, and to re- 
main your good neighbor in the Carib- 
bean Sea, and we accept the responsibili- 
ties resulting from that situation. [Ap- 
plause.] 

And, above all, we want to see suitable 
measures taken in order that henceforth 
no nation may think it can, with im- 
punity, break its pledged word or attack 
others. 

When speaking of war and peace aims, 
I do not forget, were it only for one 
brief moment, that first of all there is a 
war to be won. 

In that war we are with you and the 
other United Nations to the last. [Ap- 
plause.] 

It is not the first time that the Nether- 
lands. has. been associated with the 
United States in common. warfare. 

In the days of Washington we were 
at one time comrades in arms, and it 
gives me pleasure to recall that the first. 
salute given to the American. flag. on 
behalf of a foreign government was 
rendered by guns of my country. 

That ancient partnership we see re- 
vived today. 4 

One of your great men who stood at 
the cradle of American liberty, Ben- 
jamin Franklin, once wrote to John 
Adams, your first Envoy at The Hague: 

I believe neither Holland nor we could 
be prevailed on to abandon our friends. 


That was in 1782, and I think it still 
holds good today. We cannot be pre- 
vailed on, either of us, to abandon our 
friends. 

That is why we considered the first 
Japanese bomb on Pearl Harbor as a 
bomb on ourselves. 

That is why we never wavered in our 
resolve to be with the United Nations 
until the end. 

United we stand, and united we will 
achieve victory. 

[Prolonged applause, the Members of 
the Senate and their guests rising.] 

At the conclusion of her address Her 
Majesty, the Queen of the Netherlands, 
and the distinguished visitors and guests 
retired from the Chamber; and (at 12 
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o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
reassembled when called to order by the 
Presiding Officer (Mr. Lucas in the 
Chair). 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the sec- 
ond time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAILEY: 

S, 2693. A bill to provide for the instruc- 
tion. of meteorological students in weather 
forecasting; 

5.2694. A bill to grant the consent of Con- 
gress for the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters of the United States; and 

S. 2695. A bill to amend and clarify certain 
provisions of law relating to functions of the 
War Shipping Administration, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN NUYS: 

§. 2696. A bill to permit prosecutions after 
the lapse of a temporary statute for offenses 
committed prior to its expiration; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: 

8.2697. A bill to extend the silver star 
award for gallantry to members of a State 
Guard or home militia who display heroism 
in action against a foreign enemy; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS; 

S. 2698. A bill to make transportation and 
storage facilities available for military use 
where military necessity exists, by authoriz- 
ing the removal to other points of mer- 
chandise in customs custody; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: 

S. 2699. A bill to amend section 107 of 
the Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance Act 
of 1942, by changing the date.of payment , 
of allowances; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS: 

S. 2700. A bill to grant a pension, with ar- 
rearages, to Bettie Scott Watkins; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY: 

5.2701. A bill for the relief of M. Send- 

ers & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. McNARY (for Mr. Nye): 

S. 2702. A bill to prohibit marathon dances, 
walkathons, skatathons, or any endurance 
contest and providing penalties for any per- 
son, firm, or corporation participating in, 
attending or promoting such contest in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 


AMENDMENTS TO THE REVENUE BILL 


Mr. BAILEY and Mr. JOHNSON of 
Colorado each submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by them, indi- 
vidually, to the bill (H. R. 7378) to pro- 
vide revenue, and for other purposes, 
which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance and ordered to be printed. 


EXCERPTS FROM ADDRESSES BY THE 
PRESIDENT 


{Mr. LUCAS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp excerpts from 
addresses delivered by the President from 1933 
to December 9, 1941, as published in the Dem- 
ocratic Digest, which appear in the Ap- 
pendix. ] 


THE ECONOMICS OF OUR MILITARY MA- 
CHINE—ADDRESS BY SENATOR JOHN- 
SON OF COLORADO 


[Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
an address entitled “The Economics of Our 
Military Machine” delivered by him before 
the Colorado Bankers’ Association on Friday, 
June 26, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 
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THE DEMOCRATIC CAMPAIGN OF 1942— 
ADDRESS BY SENATOR JOHNSON OF 
COLORADO 


(Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
an address on the subject The Democratic 
Campaign of 1942 delivered by him at the 
Lakewood Country Club, Jefferson County, 
Colo., on June 25, 1942, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 


ARMING THE JEWS OF PALESTINE—AD- 
DRESS BY SENATOR JOHNSON OF COLO- 
RADO 


{Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
an address delivered by him in Chicago for 
recording, under the auspices of the Com- 
mittee for a Jewish Army of Stateless and 
Palestinian Jews, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


THE REPUBLICAN PARTY IN TIME OF 
WAR—ADDRESS BY WERNER W. 
SCHROEDER 


[Mr. BROOKS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recozp an address en- 
titled “The Republican Party in Time of War” 
delivered on August 1, 1942, by Hon. Werner 
W. Schroeder, Republican national commit- 
teeman for Illinois, which appears in th2 
Appendix. |] 


WAR AND SOCIAL SCIENCE—ADDRESS BY 
THOMAS C. McCORMICK 


{Mr. PEPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address en- 
titled “War and Social Science” delivered by 
Thomas Carson McCormick, professor of so- 
ciology of the University of Wisconsin, at the 
University of Alabama May 23, 1942, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


COMMENT OF ATLANTIC CITY PRESS 
UNION ON TRENTON SPEECH OF SENA- 
TOR SMATHERS 


[Mr. SMATHESS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp editorial com- 
ment by the Atlantic City Press Union on a 
speech delivered by him at Trenton, N. J., on 
August 2, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

ARTICLE ON THE NEW DEAL FROM 

MAGAZINE SCHOLASTIC 


[Mr. THOMAS ot Utah asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Recor an article 
entitled “The New Deal,” written by Prof. 
Henry Steele Commager, of Columbia Univer- 
sity, and published in the magazine Scholas- 
tic, the American high school weekly, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


MORE ALEUTIAN FOG—EDITORIAL FROM 
NEW YORK TIMES 


(Mr. McNARY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from 
the New York Times of August 3, 1942, en- 
titled “More Aleutian Fog,” which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


HOW TO CREATE A NATIONAL SCANDAL— 
ARTICLE BY RAYMOND LONERGAN 
[Mr. GUFFEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Record an article entitled 
“How to Create a National Scandal—How the 
Press Lied About fhe Pension Bill,” written 
by Raymond Lonergan and published in the 
magazine Pic, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] -> 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rou- 
tine morning business is closed. 
MANUFACTURE OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 
FROM GRAINS—VETO MESSAGE (S. DOC. 
NO. 243) 


Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest that the 
message from the President be laid be- 
iore the Senate. z 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair lays before the Senate a message 
from the President'of the United States, 
which will be read. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I rise 
to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state his parliamentary in- 
quiry, 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, it 
being apparent that no quorum is pres- 
ent, my inquiry is, Can a message be re- 
ceived and read without the presence of 
a quorum having been established? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will state that, under the prece- 
dents of the Senate, a quorum is always 
presumed to be present unless the con- 
trary is shown by a roll call of the Senate. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, a fur- 
ther parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. GILLETTE. That being the case, 
of course, the message being a matter 
of highest privilege and having been read, 
it is assumed to have been spread on the 
Journal and no motion is necessary for 
reconsideration. Is a motion to refer it 
to a committee, or any other similar 
motion which amounts to a reconsidera- 
tion, in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is advised that a motion either to 
refer the message to a committee or to 
ask that it lie on the table would be in 
order, if the Senator desires to make it. 
The clerk will read the message. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate: 

I return herewith, without my ap- 
proval, Senate 2600, a bill “To expedite 
the prosecution of the war by making 
provision for an increased supply of rub- 
ber manufactured from alcohol produced 
from agricultural or forest products.” 

This bill would create a new independ- 
ent agency to be known as the Rubber 
Supply Agency, to be headed by a Director 
of Rubber Supplies. The new agency is 
directed to “make available at the earliest 
possible time an adequate supply of rub- 
ber which, when added to the rubber 
being supplied by other agencies, will be 
sufficient to meet the military and civilian 
needs of the United States.” To per- 
form this duty, the agency is empowered 
te provide the necessary plants, equip- 
ment, machinery, materials, and supplies 
for the making of synthetic rubber. In 
order to get such plants and machinery, 
the Director is given power to obtain any 
necessary materials, and is given priority 
for them over all other private plants 
engaged now or later in making imple- 
ments of war. 

In other words, by legislative flat, the 
manufacture of synthetic rubber is or- 
dered in quantities large enough to 
satisfy any and all civilian needs, and 
absolute priority is given to obtain scarce 
materials for this purpose in preference 
to any other military needs as scheduled 
by the War Production Board or called 
for by the armed forces. 

The approval of this bill would, in my 
opinion, block the progress of the war 
production program and therefore the 
war itself. 
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The Congress of the United States has 
heretofore definitely laid down the policy, 
approved by the President, that in order 
to carry on a unified, integrated, and effi- 
cient program of war production it is 
necessary to centralize the power to de- 
termine the priorities of materials not 
only between military and civilian needs, 
but also among competing military needs. 
This power to fix priorities for the use of 
scarce materials has been vested by the 
Congress in the President of the United 
States, and has been delegated by him to 
the War Production Board. Experience 
in other wars, as well as in the present 
conflict, has proven beyond doubt that 
simplification of power with respect to 
the use of critical materials is essential 
to speed and efficiency. In fact, without 
this there can result only conflict and 
delay. 

On the War Production Board there 
are now represented all of the Govern- 
ment agéncies concerned with the supply 
and use of materials for civilian needs in 
the United States and for the military 
needs of ourselves and our allies in this 
war. To this Board, therefore, can be 
presented all of the many conflicting mil- 
itary and civilian demands for materials 
of which there is not enough to go 
around. One of the responsibilities and 
functions of the Chairman of the War 
Production Board is to determine, in the 
light of the many demands and inade- 
quate supplies, which requirements must 
be filled first—considering, as we must, 
that the sole objective is victory in this 
war. 

Obviously, it is only after all of the 
reasonable military requirements have 
been met, that the civilian needs can 
even be considered. 

This bill would immediately break up 
that logical coordination of centralized 
control, and would set up a new agency 
with -power and duty to manufacture 
alcohol and rubber, and to override all 
the priorities established by the War Pro- 
duction Board for materials necessary to 
manufacture all the other hundreds of 
products essential in war. It goes much 
further than that. It provides that even 
civilian needs of rubber—for pleasure 
driving, joy riding—must be given con- 
sideration, for the bill sets forth the duty 
of the new agency to furnish rubber in 
quantities sufficient “to meet the mili- 
tary and civilian needs of the United 
States” irrespective of the relationship of 
such civilian needs to winning the war. 

The War Production Board has adopt- 
ed a program for making synthetic rub- 
ber, and is now operating under it. In 
doing so, it has endeavored to operate on 
the basis of estimated military needs for 
rubber and those civilian needs which are 
essential. By the phrase “essential 
needs” are meant those needs of civilians 
who require rubber in work directly re- 
lated to the war effort—for example, 
driving to war-production plants in auto- 
mobiles where other transportation is not 
readily available. It includes also cer- 
tain necessities for the community, like 
getting milk to the consumer or children 
to school. 

In order to produce any supstantial 
amount of synthetic rubber, new plants 
must be constructed or old plents con- 
verted. In formulating iis prcesvam, 


1942 


therefore, the War Production Board has, 
of course, taken into consideration the 
amount of critical materials which can 
be diverted from other vital needs of the 
war program to build the plants to pro- 
duce synthetic rubber. 

In its program, the Board has allo- 
cated a certain amount of rubber to be 
produced from agricultural products, and 
a certain amount to be made from pe- 
troleum. Both types of plants—those 
using farm products and those using pe- 
troleum—are now being constructed, and 
others are planned to be constructed 
month by month, at the greatest possible 
speed, 

Every one of these plants and all. the 
machinery to be installed in them will re- 
quire large quantities of certain ma- 
terials of which there is great scarcity 
and which are sorely needed for other 
war purposes. They will require steel 
plate, other steel, copper, bronze, and 
brass. Remember that every time steel 
plate is used for a synthetic rubber 
plant, just so much is being taken away 
from ships, tanks, high octane gasoline 
plants, and munitions plants. These 
rubber plants will also require compres- 
sors which are so badly needed to manu- 
facture ammonia and other components 
of explosives. Every pound of copper 
taken for rubber plants and their equip- 
ment will mean fewer shells and less am- 
munition for our fighting forces.  _ 

In spite of the shortage of materials, 
however, we know that plants must be 

' built to manufacture synthetic rubber, 
because rubber is necessary for our fight- 
ing machine, and for our production ma- 
chine as well. I am just as determined 
as anyone to get that rubber—and to get 
it as quickly as we can. But it is neces- 
sary to weigh the need for factories to 
care for civilian luxuries against the 
needs of our fighting forces. 

Therefore, to take the determination 
of this question away from a board which 
is equipped by personnel, and by experi- 
ence, and by an overall knowledge of all 
our military and civilian needs, and to 
place it in an agency which is concerned 
principally with the manufacture of only 
one commodity, rubber, is in itself a dis- 
ruption of a unified and expeditious pro- 
duction program. To go further, and to 
say that these materials can be taken 
away from ships and guns and ammuni- 
tion and put to work producing rubber, 
so that some people might use it for auto- 
mobiles for idle-hour pleasure, is to fly in 
the face of the realities of the present 
grave military situation which threatens 
all the world and civilization itself. 

It is a gross distortion of our war-pro- 
duction policy and a repudiation of our 
all-out effort to win the war to say that 
any critical material can be taken away 
from military purposes and devoted to 
nonessential civilian demand. I am sure 
that not one loyal American would wish 
to take an ounce of critical war materials 
of any kind in order to insure the use of 
his own automobile for anything but 
essential war needs. 

There is one other commodity—of su- 
preme importance—which is involved in 
this question of synthetic rubber. That 
is food. 

The proposed bill not only provides for 
a complete supply of rubber for any and 
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all purposes but it also directs that the 
new agency shall have the duty to “make 
available at the earliest possible time an 
adequate supply of alcohol produced 
from agricultural products to meet any 
military or civilian need of alcohol in 
the United States.” In addition to the 
further consumption of critical materials 
for the construction of any new alcohol 
plants which the new agency may deter- 
mine to be necessary, this provision may 
require the consumption of many mil- 
lions of bushels of grain. Even the proc- 
ess of making synthetic rubber under the 
present program, now actually under 
way, will require almost 100,000,000 
bushels of grain. 

It is true that we have great grain 
reserves at present; but we must bear in 
mind that there is a steadily increasing 
demand for grain for the making of food 
for the Army and Navy and Air Force— 
not only of the United States but of all 
the United Nations. In the event of a 
serious drought next year like those of 
1934 and 1936—which is always a possi- 
bility—our reserves of grain may not be 
sufficient to cover the requirements both 


for food and for unlimited alcohol and 


rubber. Therefore the need of grain for 
food instead of unlimited rubber or al- 
cohol is something which must also be 
taken into consideration by those 
charged with the over-all responsibility 
of the entire war-production effort. 

The processes for making synthetic 
rubber are now in a state of flux. Some 
of them are in the purely experimental 
stage, others have been demonstrated to 
have varying degrees of efficiency. 

It was obviously impossible to deter- 
mine in advance just which process will 
eventually prove to be the most desir- 
able, taking into consideration the ele- 
ments of speed, efficiency of production, 
and consumption of critical materials, 
Even the processes for making synthetic 
rubber out of grain are several in num- 
ber, and new ones are being presented 
from time to time. The whole question 
of which process to use is tied up with 
the question of the most strategic use of 
the materials which are at hand or which 
can be obtained. Determination in this 
more or less uncharted area should have 
the advantages of the flexibility of ad- 
ministrative action rather than be frozen 
by legislative mandate. 

It may well be that serious mistakes 
have been made in the past, based either 
on misinformation, misconception, or 
even partiality to one process or another. 
It may be that the present program of 
the War Production Board is not the best 
solution. If so, the facts should be ascer- 
tained and made public. This is particu- 
larly so, if it be true, as charged by some 
persons in the Congress and outside the 
Congress, that the manufacture of syn- 
thetic rubber from grain has been ham- 
strung by selfish business interests. 

The question of rubber for automobiles 
is an unusually important one because 
it so intimately affects the daily lives and 
habits of so many American citizens. 
The very passage of the present ill- 
advised bill is an indication of the over- 
whelming interest which the American 
people have in this problem. 

I am sure, however, that once they are 
given the full facts as to the supply of 
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rubber and the military and essential 
civilian needs for rubber, and the amount 
of materials required for the production 
of an adequate supply of synthetic rub- 
ber, they will be wholly willing to forego 
their own convenience or pleasure. 
Americans gladly give up their comforts, 
their time, their money—everything that 
seems necessary to the successful prose- 
cution of the war effort. They freely and 
proudly make the greatest sacrifice of 
all—their own sons and brothers. 

In recent months there have been so 
many conflicting statements of fact con- 
cerning all the elements of the rubber 
situation—statements from responsible 
Government agencies as well as from 
private sources—that I have set up a 
committee of three men to investigate 
the whole situation—to get the facts— 
and to report them to me as quickly as 
possible with their recommendations. 

This committee will immediately pro- 
ceed to study the present supply, the 
estimated military and essential civilian 
needs, and the various processes now be- 
ing urged; and they will recommend proc- 
esses to be used, not only in the. light 
of need for rubber but also in the light 
of critical materials required by these 
processes. In a sense this will require a 
review of the program now: being fol- 
lowed by the War Production Board. It 
will form a basis for future action not 
only with respect to synthetic rubber but 
also such matters as Nation-wide gas 
rationing and motor transportation. 
The responsibility for the distribution of 
critical materials will continue to remain 
with the War Production Board; but the 
Board, as well as the American people, 
will have a complete statement before 
them of the facts found by the com- 
mittee. 

This unusual investigation is being di- 
rected because of the interest of the 
American people in the subject, because 
of the great impact of the lack of rubber 
upon the lives of American citizens, and 
because of the present confusion of 
thought and factual statement. 

In the meantime, of course, the manu- 
facture of synthetic rubber from oil and 
grain will continue without interruption. 

The functions of this committee re- 
quire not only experience in business and 
production and the relations of govern- 
ment thereto, but also trained, scientific 
minds. Therefore, I am appointing as 
members of this committee Hon. Ber- 
nard M. Baruch, chairman; Dr. James B. 
Conant, president of Harvard Univer- 
sity; and Dr, Karl T. Compton, presi- 
dent of Massachusetts Institute of Tech- 
nology. ‘They will be equipped with 
adequate staff and will, I know, submit 
their report at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. I am asking them to investigate 
the whole situation and to recommend 
such action as will produce the rubber 
necessary for our total war effort, in- 
cludi essential civilian use, with a 
minimum interference with the produc- 
tion of other weapons of war. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE House, August 6, 1942. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I ask unanimous consent that the 
veto message just read, together with 
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Senate bill 2600, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry for 
further consideration and report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Oklahoma? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The veto message of the President will 
be printed. 


BROADCASTS BY FULTON LEWIS, JR., ON 
SYNTHETIC RUBBER 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, inasmuch 
as the veto message will be read by many 
persons who perhaps will not be familiar 
with the situation which led to the intro- 
duction of Senate bill 2600, I ask unani- 
mous consent to have printed in the REC- 
ord a series of broadcasts by Fulton 
Lewis, Jr., which very clearly describe the 
situation as it existed and the steps 
which were taken to meet it, and which 
culminated in the introduction of Senate 
bill 2600. Ishould like to have the broad- 
casts printed in the Recorp as near the 
veto message as possible. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield there, let me say that, 
although I am not sure, I think some of 
the broadcasts have already been printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. AIKFN. I understand that one or 
two of them have been. 

Mr. BARKLEY. However, I have no 
objection to the Senator’s request. 

Mr. AIKEN. I do not know which of 
the broadcasts have previously been 
printed in the Recorp; I have not had 
time to look up the matter. The broad- 
casts were left with me by certain Mem- 
bers of the Senate who could not be pres- 
ent today and who are very anxious that 
that part of the story leading up to the 
veto appear in the Recorp following the 
veto message. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Vermont? 

There being no objection, the radio 
broadcasts by Fulton Lewis, Jr., were or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


FRIDAY, JUNE 19, 1942 


Now, I think I’ve nailed down this syn- 
thetic rubber story sufficiently to go ahead 
tonight and tell you at least part of it. It 
has so many ramifications and sidelines that 
it may take several nights before I can com- 
plete the whole thing, but at least we can get 
started this evening, and I'll try to make it 
just as simple as I can and still tell both 
sides of the story. 

To begin with, I have no ax to grind on any 
side of this picture, as you well know. My 
only interest lies in the fact that we have 
a serious rubber shortage; Government offi- 
cials are telling us that when present tires 
wear out there won't be any more; they say 
there's no solution in sight for at least 4 
years; they're talking about Nation-wide ra- 
tioning of gasoline to save the rubber that’s 
now available. 

I don’t want you to think that I’m chal- 
lenging any of that, and, above all, don't get 
the idea that I'm purporting to offer any plan 
whereby we'll have all the rubber we need, 
because I'm not. The Government figures on 
exactly how much rubber it will need for 
war purposes are strictly confidential. They 
probably will be boosted as time goes on, so 
that whatever synthetic rubber production 
we provide for now may be entirely consumed 
by the war program when it actually begins 
to materialize. 
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Whatever may be left over for civilian use 
certainly is vitally needed because, regardless 
of dream ideas about workers bicycling to 
their jobs, the surest way to paralyze Ameri- 
can war production is to fail to keep the 
Nation on wheels. If all this rubber is need- 
ed by the war effort, it’s even more serious. 
It means we actually will be short in pro- 
viding the materials for war, let alone what 
happens here at home. 

In either event, I am sure you will agree 
with one thing: That we need every possible 
pound of synthetic rubber we can get, as 
quickly as we can get it, and if there’s any 
available source of it the responsible Govern- 
ment agencies here certainly should move 
heaven and earth to utilize every one of those 
sources. 

And the whole gist of this story of mine is 
whether or not that is being done. 

Now, by way of a little groundwork, you 
know that there's a Government agency 
called the Rubber Reserve Company, which 
is in charge of the whole rubber picture. It’s 
the job of that Rubber Reserve Company to 
get just as much rubber as it possibly can. 
It's not the responsibility of businessmen to 
come flocking to Washington, begging for 
permission to produce rubber, and having to 
fight and scramble and beg and argue. The 
officials of the Rubber Reserve Company are 
being paid by the Government to search out 
every possible source of rubber—and they 
insist, day after day, that that is their pur- 


pose. 

So far as the present situation is concerned, 
they haye made provisions for the production 
of about 800,000 tons of synthetic rubber per 
year. Nobody seems to know whether that 
will be enough for the war effort or not. 
Everybody does seem to agree that it will not 
be enough to provide any appreciable num- 
ber of civilian tires, in addition to the war 
effort. 

Now, there’s a great deal of mystery about 
synthetic-rubber production. ‘There’s been 
a great deal of talk about secrets, and com- 
plicated processes. As a matter of fact, 
that’s 99 percent buncombe, as I found in 
the course of my own investigations. 

The actual production of synthetic rubber 
is as simple as boiling potatoes on the back 
of the stove. It has two ingredients, which 
you mix together in an iroi. kettle or a 
washtub, or anything else, under a little 
pressure with a little heat, and you know 
you have synthetic rubber. It’s literally as 
simple as that. 

One of those ingredients is a straw-colored 
liquid called styrene, which comes from 
either petroleum or coal, and you can for- 
get about that now, because there’s no prob- 
lem there. Plants that will produce the 
greatest abundance of styrene already are 
constructed, or under construction. 

The other ingredient—and this is the one 
you should know about and remember, be- 
cause this is the key to the whole thing— 
is a gas called butadiene, and it’s the pro- 
duction of butadiene, to be used in that final 
simple process of making the synthetic rub- 
ber, that constitutes the whole problem. 

There are two sources of butadiene. One 
is petroleum gases, and the process in that 
case is highly involved. It has some four or 
five steps, in which the natural petroleum 
gases are made into something else, and that’s 
made into something else again, and so on, 
until you finally get the butadiene. The 
other source is alcohol, ordinary 190 proof in- 
dustrial alcohol, about which you've heard so 
much, and there are several processes in that 
case, one of which has two steps, the other of 
which is a direct process. The alcohol is 
made into butadiene in one single step. 

It’s conceded on all sides that the petroleum 
process requires about four times as much in 
the way of machinery and equipment as the 
alcohol processes. That means four times as 
much steel and copper and critical materials 
of all kinds; and it’s also accepted fact that 
the plants that make butadiene from petro- 
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leum will take about 18 months to build and 
get into operation, because they are more 
complicated. The others—that make the 
butadiene cut of alcohol—can be in operation 
in 6 months, and possibly 5, or even 4. 

The immediate reply to that is that the 
eventual rubber produced from petroleum 
will be cheaper than the rubber produced 
from alcohol—and that seems to be true on 
a paper basis. The rubber from alcohol will 
cost about 20 cents a pound, which is just 
what natural rubber has cost for the past 
several years (as long as we were able to get 
it). The rubber from petroleum may be pro- 
duced as low as 18 cents a pound, and, inci- 
dentally, they're the same identical product. 

However—and this is very important—that 
whole question of cost is purely academic, 
and it doesn’t mean a thing, certainly not 
for the moment, because in the case of pe- 
troleum the Government has to pay cash for 
the petroleum, an1 in the case of alcohol the 
cost is dependent on the cost of the grain 
that makes the alcohol, and the Government 
already has that grain—hundreds of millions 
of bushels of it—much of which is going to 
be a total loss. We don't know how to get 
rid of it, and a large part of our surplus grain 
this year is going to rot, or have to be burned, 
or something, to make way for the new all- 
time record crop that’s coming in. 

And now for the story itself: 

Several weeks ago I began getting rumors 
that reputable concerns, who wanted to go 
into this synthetic rubber program, were be- 
ing brushed aside by the Rubber Reserve 
Company. They were being told that the 
Government wasn't interested. 

Then one day a man by the name of George 
Johnson, who's an engineer—and he’s in 
charge of the whole public power project in 
Nebraska, the so-called little T. V. A. out 
there—came to see me and said he'd been ' 
trying to get the Government to let him 
build a synthetic-rubber project in Nebraska, 
using some of the surplus wheat, already 
owned by the Government, to make alcohol, 
which he then would turn into butadiene, 
out of which he would make the rubber. 

Most cf these synthetic-rubber plants have 
been financed by the Government, you know; 
we have about $650,000,000 in them; and the 
original allotment of plants to turn out that 
800,000 tons of rubber a year was turned over 
entirely to the petroleum industry. This Mr. 
Johnson was asking for no Government 
financing; he had his own private capital; all 
he wanted was permission to build the plants 
and the necessary priorities to get whatever 
materials he needed. 

I went to some of the Government agencies 
involved in this rubber pie and asked what 
the trouble was, and they said they couldn’t 
afford to let him have those critical mate- 
rials. They were needed by the war effort. 
They said it would take tremendous quanti- 
ties—steel boilers to generate power and 
heat, grinding mills to grind the grain, huge 
steel vats to ferment it after it’s ground, and 
big pumps to move these liquids from one 
process to another. 

Mr. Johnson came back with the explana- 
tion that he had 90 percent of all that already. 
All through Nebraska power plants changed 
several years ago from low-pressure to high- 
pressure boilers, and they left the old ones 
in, to be ready in case of emergency. Those 
reserve boilers actually are used an average of 
less than 1 hour a year. Mr. Johnson said he 
already had options to build his plants next 
to those power stations, or to take buildings 
already built and vacant, and use those re- 
serve boilers where they are; the power plants 
can have the steam for any emergencies. He 
had found enough pumps in Denver, Colo., 
shaft pumps from shut-down mines. He had 
enough grinding mills from flour mills shut 
down all over the Plains States. And as for 
the vats in which to ferment the grain, he 
would make them out of concrete. That's 
where the 10 percent of materials that he did 
need came into the picture. He needed 150 
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tons of common steel reinforcing bars for con- 
crete, and if he could get that he could begin 
turning out synthetic rubber at the rate of 
17,000 tons a year within 5 months. 

He said that the vice president of the Rub- 
ber Reserve Company, a Mr. Stanley Cross- 
land, told him that he first would have to get 
approval of his alcohol project from the War 
Production Board. Mr. Crossland told me 
tho same thing day before yesterday. When 
Mr. Johnson went to the War Production 
Board to get the alcchol part of the program 
approved, so that he could then go back to 
the Rubber Reserve Company and get the 
rubber part approved, he saw Mr. Frasier 
Moffat, head of the Alcohol Division. He and 
a witness who was present say that Mr. Moffat 
told them he wouldn't approve the alcohol 
project if Mr. Johnson had 98 percent of the 
materials. 

That, in contrast to the fact that in the 
case of the companies that wanted to use the 
petroleum process which requires four times 
as much strategic material, the companies 
were granted priorities for all the material 
they needed. and, more than that, the Gov- 
ernment financed the whole thing. 

I might mention that, aside from having 
90 percent of the materials to build a plant 
that will produce 17,000 tons of rubber a 
year—which, after all, is not too much—Mr. 
Johnson says he has options on boilers and 
additional equipment all through Kansas, 
Iowa, and Missouri, 50 percent ef the mate- 
rials needed for plants with a capacity of 
200,000 tons a year. 


MONDAY, JUNE 22, 1942 

Now, abont the synthetic-rubber situation, 
on which we got started Friday night. Let’s 
try to finish that up this evening. 

For the benefit of those who didn’t hear 
the first installment of this little reportorial 
job, perhaps we'd better give very briefly 
and concisely a synopsis of that Friday night 
broadcast. 

First of all, the admitted background that 
we're short of rubber, and we need all of 
the synthetic rubber we possibly can get 
from every conceivable source. 

I told you that the actual final process of 
making synthetic rubber is as simple as 
boiling potatoes on the back of the stove; 
the whole problem lies in producing one of 
the two ingredients—a gas, butadiene. 

There are two possible sources of buta- 
diene: One, petroleum gases, the other alco- 
hol made from wheat or corn. The equip- 
ment to produce it from petroleum gases 
requires about four times as much critical 
materials, and about 18 months, against 5 
to 6 months to get into actual production. 

With present wheat and corn prices the 
rubber made from petroleum would cost as 
little as 1744 cents a pound, against 20 cents 
a pound for the rubber produced from grain; 
but I pointed out to you that those figures 
are purely academic, because we have to pay 
real money for the petroleum, while the 
Government already owns hundreds of mil- 
lions of bushels of wheat and corn, 

I told you that the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany of the Government, the job of which is 
to dig up every possible pound of rubber, has 
advanced some #650,000,000 to build syn- 
thetic-rubber plants, with a capacity of 800,- 
000 tons a year—and all of those original au- 
thorizations were for the petroleum process, 
which takes four times as much strategic 
material and three times as long to get into 
operation. 

I then told you about an engineer by the 
name of George Johnson—he’s the head of 
the so-called little T. V. A. power project in 
Nebraska, who has been trying to get per- 
mission to build a synthetic-rubber project 
in Nebraska. He has rounded up enough 
pumps—that’s a major item in any of these 
plants—from deserted mines in Colorado; 
enough grain-grinding machinery from shut- 
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down fiour mills in the Wheat Belt; enough 
steam capacity from the reserve boilers of 
the power plants in Nebraska and adjoining 
States—hoilers that were used an average of 
1 hour in all of last year. He has options 
on vacant buildings or land adjoining those 
power plants. He has 90 percent enough ma- 
terial to set up a rubber plant to turn out 
17,000 tons a year, and 50 percent enough 
material for 200,000 tons a year. All he needs 
for the 17,000-ton plant is 150 tons of steel 
reinforcing bars for concrete—that’s for 
his fermentation vats, as substitutes for 
steel vats. While the other projects that 
have been authorized have been financed by 
the Government, Mr. Johnson has his own 
private financing; he wants no loan or grant 
from the Government—just 150 tons of 
steel, which is about 1 percent of the 
amount of steel that goes to the bottom of the 
Atlantic every time a cargo vessel is 
sunk—but neither the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany nor the War Production Board will 
permit him to go ahead. 

Now, by way of one additional bit of back- 
ground, you ought to understand that one 
of the oldest and bitterest feuds in all Ameri- 
can industrial history has been the feud be- 
tween the oil industry and alcohol. It’s quite 
understandable—they’re competitors in the 
world of fuels and in the world of chem- 
icals—and that feud les behind this whole 
controversy. The policymakers of the Gov- 
ernment on this synthetic-rubber picture 
are people who’ve lived all their lives with 
the petroleum side of that controversy. 
Some of them have had direct or indirect 
affiliations with the large oil companies them- 
selves—others have affiliations with the large 
rubber companies, which, of course, have been 
arm in arm with the oil industry throughout 
the development of the automobile. 

Now, let’s pick up the story. 

In this petroleum process a large part of 
the butadiene actually is to be made in the 
oil fields, because the petroleum industry 
wanted to keep it there; then, the butadiene 
is to be shipped to Akron, Ohio, where the 
rubber companies will do the actual manufac- 
turing of the rubber. That requires special 
railroad tank cars, able to hold a pressure of 
250 pounds, made of stainless steel, and lined 
with a special enamel; and more than 200 of 
them now are under construction. 

The process that Mr. Johnson proposed was 
to take the grain at the place where the grain 
is, there turn it into alcohol, and there turn 
the alcohol into butadiene, and there turn 
the butadiene into rubber—all at the same 
place. 

As I began to get into this investigation I 
was told that Mr. Johnson had never made 
an application to build a rubber plant. 
Strictly speaking, I find that’s true. He did 
go to the Rubber Reserve Company, but 
he was told that inasmuch as his first step 
was making alcohol, he'd have to go to the 
War Production Board and get permission to 
build his alcohol plant. The official in 
charge of the alcohol section of the War Pro- 
duction Board was Mr. Frazier Moffatt, an 
official of the United States Industrial Alcohol 
Corporation of Baltimore, which makes alco- 
hol itself—from blackstrap molasses; and Mr. 
Moffatt said that regardless of how much 
equipment had been lined up, he could not 
get the permit. 

Of course, as you can see, the gist of this 
whole process is the making of the alcohol 
and the butadiene at the same place. 

In the course of my own investigations to 
find out why all this was, Mr. Stanley Cross- 
land, who seems to be the chief figure in the 
Rubber Reserve Company, said that Mr. 
Johnson had no plan, he had no blue prints 
that were satisfactory, that the process he 
proposed to use was untried. 

After some digging I discovered that the 
process Mr. Johnson was proposing to use 
actually is in operation, turning out rubber, 
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at the present moment, and I went to Phila- 
delphia to see it. 

It is being operated by the Publicker Cor- 
poration, the largest distillers of alcohol in 
the world. They have one distillery there, 
with a capacity of 90,000,000 gallons of alco- 
hol a year, and the next competitor is U. S. 
Industrial Alcohol, in Baltimore, with less 
than 20,000,000 gallons a year. 

I saw their butadiene process in actual op- 
eration; I saw them making synthetic rubber 
from it, at the rate of 100 pounds a day, and 
against the complicated process of making 
the butadiene from petroleum, this is un- 
believably simple. 

It’s nothing more than this: 

They heat the alcohol, and pass the alcohol 
vapor through a copper tube which is kept 
at a temperature of 250° centigrade; that 
tube contains what's called a catalytic 
agent, a substance which doesn’t undergo 
any chemical reaction in itself but merely by 
its presence causes the alcohol vapor to break 
down into butadiene and several impurities 
that are very easily removed, That's all there 
is; there isn’t any more, 

I spent hours there in Philadelphia with 
Dr. Lewis H. Marks, one of the outstanding 
chemical scientists alive today. You don't 
even get a word against him from technical 
advisors of the War Production Board or 
the Rubber Reserve Company. They concede 
his ability and distinction. Dr. Marks is with 
the Publicker Corporation, which, inciden- 
tally, is producing more than one-fourth of 
all the alcohol produced in America today 
under this greatly increased alcohol-produc- 
tion program. 

He said the Publicker Corporation has 
agreed to release this process to Mr. John= 
son, for the project out in the West, but he 
said that, in the meantime, the Publicker 
Corporation has tried to get the Government 
to allow it to produce synthetic rubber but 
has been unable to do so. He said there's 
nothing new in this process; it has been used 
by Russia and Poland for 15 years. In fact, 
virtually all of the rubber that Russia and 
Poland have had for their war machines has 
been made by this process. 

Let me explain that politically and indus- 
trially the Publicker Corporation is strictly 
independent It has no stocks or bonds, and 
it’s not tied up with the petroleum crowd, 
In fact, it is on the alcohol side of the 
fence. 

When I got back to Washington I asked the 
Rubber Reserve Company why Publicker 
couldn’t get the go-ahead to set up a plant 
with its own money. I said that I had seen 
that process actually turning out rubber. 
Mr. Crossland replied, “Yes; out of a 3-foot 
laboratory tube.” He said that putting the 
system into large production is vastly differ- 
ent. 

I don’t pretend to be any chemical engi- 
neer; but, for that matter, neither is Mr. 
Crossland. He’s an ex-bank examiner who 
has spent his whole life in finance, and has 
been in the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion since 1933, from which he was trans- 
ferred to the Rubber Reserve Company. 

I have, however, been through more than 
a hundred of the largest industrial plants in 
America, of every kind and description, in 
the last year and a half—something Mr. 
Crossland has not done. And I have no hesi- 
tancy in saying this: that the Publicker proc- 
ess is so simple that any conceivable problem 
they could run into in transferring to large 
production is not one-fiftieth of the problem 
that individual machine-tool makers expect 
in the normal course of work on every piece 
they turn out. 

What's more important, I find that the 
Publicker Corporation has been trying for 
months to build a pilot plant to produce 5 
tons of rubber a day, but they couldn’t get 
priority preference on materials to get it 
built. No one from the War Production 
Board nor from the Rubber Reserve Company 
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has ever been there to inspect his process to 
see whether it will work or not. 

Most important of all, I dug around Wash- 
ington to try to get an impartial who 
could give me a perspective. I found that 
there was one individual, in an independent 
scientific bureau of the Government, who was 
agreed all around to be the outstanding, un- 
questioned authority, or authorities, on all 
forms of synthetic rubber production. I 
went to him as an over-all check. He said 
the Publicker process unquestionably is prac- 
tical; a vast majority of the synthetic rubber 
that’s been produced in the world thus far 
has been produced by it. He said what I’ve 
already told you—that at present prices of 
grain the rubber is slightly more expensive, 
and probably may not be economically sound 
after the war is over. For that reason, he 
said, the question is whether the Government 
should invest money in it now, as a war emer- 
gency, in order to get the rubber quickly. 

He didn’t know, of course, that in both of 
these cases—Publicker in Philadelphia and 
Johnson in Nebraska—the Government is 
not putting up one thin dime. It is private 
capital that offers to risk itself, but can’t get 
Government permission. 

I might add that about the lack of plans 
and blueprints; that would hardly seem to be 
a very serious shortcoming. It is very much 
nicer and prettier to have brand-new build- 
ings and brand-new equipment and fancy 
blueprints. But when materials are critical 
it would seem that the group that’s able to 
help solve a national emergency by patching 
together old stuff—second-hand stuff—would 
be a virtue and not a detriment. That’s the 
way this Nation became great, and it might 
interest you to know also that I’ve been 
through the records on these complicated, 
slow-building, costly plants that were let out 
to the oil industry for their process. 

And, speaking of plans and blueprints, I 
find case after case, in which the Government 
committed itself in writing, to let the com- 
panies spend up to eighteen and twenty mil- 
lion dollars to prepare plans and blueprints 
to present to the Government. 

And it does seem odd that that could hap- 
pen in their cases, and that the project in 
Nebraska can’t even get consideration, to use 
grain instead of petroleum, unless it has the 
most highly perfected plans. 

And it also seems odd that the Publicker 
Corporation in Philadelphia is unable to get 
permission to build a synthetic rubber plant 
because they have no pilot plant in opera- 
tion, and the Government refuses to let them 
build the pilot plant. 


TUESDAY, JUNE 23, 1942 


Now, in my last two broadcasts, I've tried 
to present to you some facts about the na- 
tional rubber shortage, and what’s being done 
to solve it, and whether the Government 
is taking adequate steps to build up syn- 
thetic rubber production, to take the place 
of the natural rubber; which we are not 
getting from the Far East, and which we are 
not going to get until we are able to win 
back the Far East from Japan. 

I told you about the proposal, by a group 
in Nebraska, who have tried in vain to get 
approval of a project to produce up to 200,- 
000 tons of rubber a year from alcohol, made 
from surplus wheat and corn. That group 
has 50 percent of the critical materials that 
would be required to build those plants, but 
they can’t get consideration here in Wash- 
ington by the Rubber Reserve Company or by 
the War Production Board. 

I told you also about the Publicker Cor- 
poration in Philadelphia, which actually is 

synthetic rubber at the present time, 
by that process, and which wants to build 
with its own money a plant to produce 60,000 
tons a year, but the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany says you must have fancy blueprints 
and fancy plans, and you must be able to 
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show a pilot plant in operation, to prove 
that it will work. The Publicker Corporation 
has been trying since early March to get 
priorities for the materials to build that 
sample plant. On March 21, with the syn- 
thetic rubber situation as urgent as it was, 
they were given an A-1-B priority, which is 
the equivalent of saying, “deliver when the 
war is over.” On June 12, they finally got 
that changed to an A-1-A, which is all very 
fine on paper, but they are so many A-1-A 
priority orders ahead of them, everywhere, 
that the waiting list is about 344 miles long. 
It’s so long that it will be September or 
October or later, before this so-called pilot 
plant is ready to operate—and then, the Rub- 
ber Reserve Company and the War Pro- 
duction Board reached the point of consid- 
ering engineering plans and specifications. 

In the meantime, the process of making 
synthetic rubber from petroleum, instead of 
from grain alcohol, has been given the go- 
ahead signal, all the way along the line, in 
spite of the fact, as I told you before, that 
it takes four times as much critical ma- 
terials such as steel, and copper, and so forth, 
to build those petroleum rubber plants, and 
18 months instead of 5 months to get into 
production. 

The Nebraska group and the Publicker 
Corporation are not asking any loans or Gov- 
ernment financing—they’re willing to put up 
their own money. The Government has had 
to lend $650,000,000 to finance those petro- 
leum-rubber factories. 

Now, just to clean the picture up, there’s 
one more angle that I want to give you, very 
briefly. 

In addition to the process of making syn- 
thetic rubber out of petroleum, and the proc- 
ess of making it out of grain-made alcohol, 
there’s still another process, and this is the 
one that is momentarily the pet of the Rub- 
ber Reserve Company and the War Produc- 
tion Board. 

And as it happens, this one does use al- 
cohol. 

It was developed by the Union Carbide & 
Carbon Corporation, of which you doubtless 
have heard, and, like the Publicker process 
that’s in operation in Philadelphia, it trans- 
forms alcohol into butadiene, that butadiene 
being the bottleneck ingredient of synthetic 
rubber. 

On very careful inside investigation, I find 
that the Union Carbide & Carbon Co. made a 
deep, dark secret of this process until very 
recently. About 6 weeks ago—about the mid- 
dle of May—the War Production Board and 
the Rubber Reserve Company suddenly dis- 
covered that it was practical and workable, 
and they ordered construction of a plant at 
Charleston, W. Va., to produce 110,000 tons a 
year. That is in addition to the 800,000 tons 
a year that is to be produced by the petro- 
leum industry, but which will take 18 months 
to get into operation. 

This secret process of the Union Carbide & 
Carbon Corporation has two steps in making 
the alcohol into butadiene, while the process 
that the Publicker Corporation has in Phila- 
delphia and can’t get the Government inter- 
ested in has only one step. The actual Gov- 
ernment records show that it requires only 
aout half as much critical materials to build 
the plant as the petroleum process requires, 
but still it requires twice as much as the 
Publicker process, ana it would take several 
months longer to build. The Carbide & Car- 
bon plant probably won't be ready for opera- 
tion before late next spring. 

And perhaps you're wondering why—if 
there is a struggle on between the oil indus- 
try and the alcohol industry to get complete 
control of this synthetic rubber program for 
after the war—perhaps you're wondering why 
the Union Carbide & Carbon Corporation 
should be allowed to go ahead with this alco- 
hol production. - 

Well, you might be interested to know that 
while Union Carbide & Carbon does produce 
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alcohol, it produces that alcohol from oil. 
To cite the exact words of the president of 
the company, Union Carbide & Carbon lives 
on the crumbs from the table of the rich 
man, oil. It uses petroleum byproducts, and 
to all intents and purposes, it is part of the 
oil industry. 

To make the record absolutely complete— 
I don’t want to hold anything back from 
you—they will make part of the alcohol to 
be used by this new plant from wheat and 
corn, That’s because there are not sufficient 
oil byproducts available to make the full 
amount from that source. But still, it’s part 
of the oil crowd, and the petroleum side of 
the controversy still holds an overwhelming 
monopoly on the synthetic rubber produc- 
tion program. 

Now, by way of summarizing, let me say 
most emphatically that I'm not proposing 
for a single moment that construction of 
the 800,000 tons of capacity of the plants 
that will use the petroleum process should 
be stopped or held up for a moment. We 
need all of that 800,000 tons a year. It cer- 
tainly would be a calamity and the most 
ridiculous folly to hold up construction on 
the Union Carbide & Carbon plant at Charles- 
ton, W. Va. We need that 110,000 tons a 
year, too. 

The sole point that I have been trying to 
make in presenting these facts to you, is 
that it also seems the very epitome of folly, 
not to be getting this additional synthetic- 
rubber production from the Publicker Corpo- 
ration in Philadeiphia, and from the project 
in Nebraska, too. And it’s open to very seri- 
ous question as to why the Government offi- 
cials in charge are not doing so. 

As one who went into this thing with 
considerable hesitation, and without any 
preconceived favor one way or the other, it 
has been very noticeable, through a reporter's 
eyes, that there’s a definite prejudice in atti- 
tude on the part of the officials in control 
of this program. 

They have a tendency to resolve all doubts 
in every argument in favor of the oil people. 
They resolve the same identical set of doubts 
against the people on the other side. They 
like one group, and whatever that group 
says it can do, they accept those claims as 
Biblical truth. They very obviously do not 
like the other group—as a matter of per- 
sonalities—and everything must be proven 
and reproven and reproven several times and 
even then there’s no cooperation. 

Mr. Stanley Crossland, who is the chief 
figure in the Rubber Reserve Company, was 
very respectful and admiring and enthusi- 
astic about the Union Carbide & Carbon Cor- 
poration project. He said there is a great 
operation—if you want to see a real plant, 
you ought to go out there. I have no 
doubt that’s true—we'll all agree to that— 
but in the next breath he was brushing aside 
the Publicker Corporation in Philadelphia. 
He and others give you the idea that it’s a 
little irresponsible concern that’s just mak- 
ing a lot of noise, and I assure you it’s noth- 
ing of the sort. On the contrary, it's the 
largest single manufacturer of alcohol in 
the world. As I told you last night, it’s 
producing more than one-fourth of all the 
alcohol made in the United States today, 
and it’s about seven times as large as its 
nearest competitor. 

There may be a very human answer to that 
attitude. Among the men who control the 
synthetic rubber policy of the Government 
and decide what processes are to be used, 
and what companies will get the contracts, 
there is no one from the Publicker Corpora- 
tion. There is, however, in a key position a 
former official of the Union Carbide & Carbon 
Corporation. Also in key positions are nu- 
merous other people who for years have had 
very close business connections with the oil 
industry. It’s quite human that these gen- 
tlemen should have a particular sympathy 
and respect for the technical ability and the 
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competence of management of the cliques of 
industry with which they've had personal 
contact. 

Bat while its quite human, it’s also quite 
wrong, and I think you'll agree; we're in a 
War and we need rubber, and the old jeal- 
ousies and friendships of pre-war business 
days ought not to be allowed to enter into 
the picture. 

And it is strange that when Russia, which 
has used this Publicker process to make its 
rubber for years, offered not only to tell 
American industry how to do the job and to 
send their own experts to the United States 
to supervise the work, the offer was turned 
down by our Government. 

If you have any doubt that we need addi- 
tional rubber beyond this present program, 
and need it at once, here are some figures 
that the War Department released today. 

They said the needs of the war program up 
to the end of next year will be 866,000 tons. 
The reserve supply of natural rubber on 
hand, plus the best we can possibly hcpe for 
in the present synthetic rubber program, 
will be a little better than a million tons, 
and that includes what we hope to get from 
South America. That leaves less than 
150,000 tons of rubber for all civilian use 
from now to the end of next year. That’s 
not even enough to keep busses and trucks 
going in necessary travel, let alone provide 
any for automobiles of workers in war-pro- 
duction plants. 
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WEDNESDAY, JUNE 24, 1942 

Now, getting aroun to this synthetic- 
rubber picture: 

Tve told you in the past three broadcasts 
of how the Rubber Reserve Company of. the 
Government and the War Production Board 
has advanced $650,000,000 to the oll interests 
to build synthetic-rubber plants with a ca- 
pacity of 800,000 tons. of rubber per year— 
plants that will take 18 months to get into 
operation, because they're highly complicated 
in their operation and they require huge 
quantities of critical war materials to build. 
Also how they have advanced additional mil- 
lions to the Union Carbide & Carbon Corpora- 
tion, which is a sort of stepchild of the oil in- 
dustry. It makes various things out of by- 
preducts of the petroleum industry—to build 
plants with a capacity of 110,000 tons a year, 
which will not be in operation until next 
March. Also, how a group in Nebraska and 
the huge Publicker Alcohol Corporation in 
Philadelphia have been trying to put up their 
own money, without any Government loans, 
to build plants to make the same identical 
synthetic rubber out of alcohol made from 
wheat and corn, using only a fourth of the 
strategic materials required in the petroleum 
process, and capable of getting to production 
this fall; but they can’t get the Rubber Re- 
serve Company interested. 

You remember I explained to you that the 
actual final making of the rubber is no prob- 
lem at all. The stumbling block is getting 
production for one of the two ingredients to 
do the final job—a gas called butadiene. In 
one case the butadiene is made from petro- 
leum, in the other case it’s made from surplus 
corn and wheat which otherwise is rotting in 
warehouses. 

In the meantime I learn that there is still 
another process for making synthetic rub- 
ber—strictly an American development, in- 
vented by a Dr. J. C. Patrick in New Jersey— 
which also is having no success in getting the 
Government actively interested, and this one 
doesn’t even use any butadiene. The tech- 
nical name of this one is “thickol”; the man- 
ufacturers call it poly rubber. It's made of 
salt, oil, and sulfur, all of which we have in 
the greatest abundance. 

In the event you have any doubts as to 
whether it’s a practical method, it is now 
being produced by the famcus Dow Chemical 
Co. at Midland, Mich, the reputation of which 
you probably are familiar with; and in the 
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course of my investigations of this subject I 
also have contacted and interviewed the gen- 
tlemen there at Midland, Mich. 

This poly rubber is a bit different from 
the other, in its properties and characteris- 
tics. It’s not quite as good for making tires, 
but even so, it will make a tire that will last 
between 5,000 and 10,000 miles, at 45 miles 
an hour—and for some uses, it is vastly su- 
perior to the other type of synthetic rubber. 
It’s much more elastic. When you drop a 
ball of it on the floor, it has a very lively 
bounce. It is highly resistant to oil and 
gasoline, much more so than the other type. 
Therefore, it's ideal for use in lining gaso- 
line tanks to make them bulletproof. It 
might interest you to know, by the way, that 
every flying fortress requires 1,250 pounds 
of rubber lining for the gas tanks and other 
purposes. A battleship uses 75 tons, much 
of which is insulation on the wiring, for 
which this poly rubber is ideal. It is far 
superior to natural rubber. r 

It also is ideal for making rubber raf 
and pontoons; for rubberizing cloth in mak- 
ing balloons, all of which, as you can easily 
see, would release tremendous quantities of 
other types of rubber to be used in automo- 
bile tires. 

The plants that the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany has authorized to be built by the 
petroleum industry, using their process, are 
costing about $48,000,000, for a plant to turn 
out 60,000 tons a year. 

Mr. Bennett, the vice president of Dow 
Chemical, told me that a plant to turn out 
the same 60,000 tons of this material per year 
would cost $6,000,000—just one-eighth. They 
can be put into operation in as little as 
244 to 3 months; in fact, the Dow Chemical 
Co. got weary of waiting for Government pri- 
orities, and they broke ground at Midland, 
Mich.; just 12 days ago (June 12) on a small 
plant to produce 2,000 tons a year. They. 
were able. to scrape together enough ma- 
terials of their own to build this one, and 
it will be in actual operation, turning out 
this poly rubber in August. 

I asked Mr. Bennett. whether the Dow 
Chemical Co. has been blocked by Govern- 
ment officials here in going ahead with large- 
scale production. He said the Government 
has not blocked him, in a positive way, 
but he's been able to get no enthusiasm, 
or active cooperation, to get a real proj- 
ect going. He does have a commitment 
for a plant of 30,000 tons capacity, but he 
can’t get adequate priorities to get the ma- 
terials quickly and effectively. No one here 
in Washington seems to be interested. He 
said they don’t seem to want him to get this 
small plant into operation. They want all 
sorts of engineering reports and blueprints 
and plans and documents. It'll be months 
before he can get into operation on any large 
scale at that rate. 

I did a little further investigation here, to 
find out what the difficulty is. After all, as 
I’ve said before, the job of the War Production 
Board, Rubber Division, and especially of 
the Rubber Reserve Company, is to cover the 
Nation with a fine-tcoth comb, trying to get 
every possible practical available source of 
synthetic rubber to keep the war effort sup- 
plied and to keep the Nation on wheels. 

I have a little document before me, which 
is a written statement, made 1 week ago to- 
day by Mr. Bruce Brown, of the Oil Coordi- 
nator’s Office—a sworn statement, by the way. 

He said—speaking of thiokol rubber—“It is 
just coming to the attention of the War 
Production Board. They are working on it to 
find out about it.” 

Now, it may interest you to know that this 
type of synthetic rubber has been in produc- 
tion since 1930. 


THURSDAY, JUNE 25, 1942 


Now, about the synthetic rubber situation, 
this is going to be a night off, so far as any 
further revelations go, but there is a very 
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important angle that I want to take up with 
you. 

I've had a most astounding response from 
all over the Nation on these broadcasts about 
the synthetic rubber picture—by long odds 
the most tremendous response I've ever had 
on any broadcast, or series of broadcasts, in 
all the 5 years I've been on the air. I've 
had literally thousands of letters and tele- 
grams from you asking what you can do to 
help—telephone calls from California and 
Texas and everywhere in the country. 

More than that, in some parts of the coun- 
try individuals and groups already have be- 
gun to act on their own initiative—taking 
organized steps to turn the spotlight of pub- 
lic opinion on this whole thing—and when 
the demand by public opinion becomes loud 
enough, believe me, it is always heard in 
Washington, and, being heard, you may be 
sure that results will follow. 

There is, however, one little angle in this 
very helpful enthusiasm, and that one angle 
is troubling me somewhat. It's the fact that- 
in some cases there seems to be a little mis- 
understanding as to exactly what we're shoot- 
ing at. There seems to be a concentrated 
attack on the oil industry and a protest 
against the Union Carbide & Carbon Corpora- 
tion, which have a monopoly on the rubber- 
production program thus far, and that’s just 
a bit off the target. 

There's been only one purpose on my part 
in bringing this situation to your attention, 
and that one purpose is to get more rubber 
and get it in the quickest possible way. And 
it doesn't make any difference whether the 
fellow who produces that rubber is a China- 
man or an Oklahoma Indian or the leader of 
the 400 in New York. It doesn't make any 
difference whether his necktie is blue’or red, 
or whether he insists upon standing: om his. 
head while he works. -What we want is rub- 
ber, even if it comes from Hitler himself. i 

The last thing we want to‘do is to stop'con= 
struction work-on any of this 800,000 tons a 
year in new plants that have been allocated 
to the oil industry, or to stop production on 
the 110,000-ton plant that’s been allocated to 
Union Carbide & Carbon. What we have to 
have is all that'and a lot more; too. - What's 
needed is not a protest against what has been 
done but a protest against inertia and fail- 
ure by the Government officials in charge 
that is holding up this program and pre- 
venting us from getting more. 

For heaven's sake, let's not tear down what 
already is under way. When we do that, 
we're guilty of the very same blindness that 
Seems to be the chief cause for this delay in 
the Government. As I told you last night, 
the officials of the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany don't like the Publicker Corporation of 
Philadelphia; they don’t like Mr. Newman, 
the head of it, nor Mr. Publicker; they don’t 
like Mr. George Jobnson, of Nebraska, and the 

ent seems to be that for that reason 
the Publicker Corporation and Mr. Johnson 
don’t know how to make synthetic rubber 
and won't be able to make it, even though 
they have a process that is tried, and is in 
operation, and has been operated in foreign 
countries. 

That, of course, makes no sense. 


FRIDAY, JUNE 26, 1942 


Now, about the rubber situation: We've 
begun to get some definite action in Congress 
teday; and incidentally, I mentioned last 
night that there seemed to be a tremendous 
Nation-wide reaction on this subject. To- 
night the Lions Ciub, of Roanoke, Va., and 
some half a dozen other service clubs and 
groups in other cities of the Nation, are hav- 
ing this broadcast brought to them at dinner 
and other meetings. 

In the Senate this afternoon a committee 
headed by Senator GILLETTE, of Iowa, which 
has been quietly investigating this rubber 
situation—much of the time behind closed 
doors—filed a report with the Senate as to 
what they have found. I’m not much for 
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quoting things on the air, but this is such 
complete and total corroboration of what I 
have told you in the last week about the 
synthetic-rubber picture that I do want to 
give you a few direct passages from it. So 
remember, now, this is not, Fulton Lewis, Jr., 
speaking—this is the official finding of a 
special Senate committee, which has done its 
own investigation, entirely independent of 
mine. 

It says: 

“The committee has had undisputed evi- 
dence, presented to it by outstanding chem- 
ists and engineers of national reputation, to 
justify the conclusion that the quickest way 
to bring about the production of synthetic 
rubber is through the conversion of alcohol, 
made from grain or forest products. 

“It is undisputed in the record that the 
only known and commercially tested processes 
for the production of synthetic rubber, devel- 
oped principally in continental Europe by the 
Germans, Poles, and Russians, were from 
alcohol produced from grain and potatoes. 

“There is no explanation by any responsible 
Official as to why this country, in setting up 
@ program for the production of synthetic 
rubber, gave consideration only to untried 
laboratory experiments from petroleum, which 
will require twice the time and many times 
the critical material needed to produce the 
same synthetic rubber from alcohol. 

“The only plausible explanation seems to be 
that the dollar-a-year men in the chemicals 
branch of the War Production Board were 
fearful that the war might end suddenly and 
that there might then be some surplus in- 
dustrial alcohol that would provide compe- 
tition for companies with which many of 
these officials had been associated for a long 
period of time.” 

And I'm still quoting from this report by 
the Gillette committee of the Senate, made 
public this afternoon. 

It says that Government officials “have 
given generous lip service to the principle of 
utilizing that process that would produce 
synthetic rubber in the quickest possible time, 
with the use of the least amount of critical 
materials,” 

It then tells about the so-called Publicker 
process for making alcohol into synthetic 
rubber—the one that’s in use in Philadelphia 
and the one that the group in Nebraska wants 
to use—both of which I’ve told you a great 
deal about. It states, as I have told you, that 
the plant is turning out a little more than 
100 pounds of synthetic rubber per day. 
Then, quoting directly from this Senate re- 
port once again— 

“This process is simpler than any of the 
others and utilizes even less critical mate- 
rials. But the backers of it have been given 
no encouragement from those officials in 
charge of the present synthetic rubber pro- 
gram.” 

Speaking once again of those in charge of 
the program, the report says: 

“Such meticulous care, to avoid the possi- 
bility of post-war competition may bespeak 
a high degree of business shrewdness, but it 
likewise portrays a serious failure to appre- 
ciate the necessity of keeping America on 
wheels and winning the war.” 

Those are the words of the Senate com- 
mittee, in its official report, after extensive 
investigation. 

Now, in the past week, ladies and gentle- 
men, I've given you a tremendous amount 
of material of this synthetic rubber situa- 
tion, and briefly, that situation comes down 
to just this: 

That the Army and Navy and Lend-Lease 
officials say officially that they need 866,000 
tons of rubber, to carry them through the 
end of next year. The War Production Board 
and the Office of Defense tion say 
that it will take an additional 226,000 tons 
of rubber to keep busses and necessary trucks 
on the road, for the same period of time. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


That's a total, in round figures of 1,100,000 
tons of rubber—and try to keep that figure 
in your mind. It doesn't include so much 
as one single tire, for civilian automobiles— 
even the civilian automobiles of war workers, 
who have to get to their factories. Just 
military needs, and busses and trucks— 
1,100,000 tons. 

That’s one side of the ledger. 

Now, let’s look at the other side of the 
ledger—what we have to meet that need. 

We have 600,000 tons of crude natural rub- 
ber, which the Government bought before 
the supply was cut off, from the Far East. 
We have hopes—and hopes is exactly the 
word too—of getting 110,000 tons of natural 
rubber from Latin-American countries, in- 
cluding guayule from Mexico. From the 
synthetic program as it is now set up, the 
official testimony is that we may be able to 
get as much as 328,000 tons—and let me say 
that War and Navy Department officials say 
that that is a decided overestimate. Mr. 
Leon Henderson testified under oath that it 
will be a miracle if we get that much. 

But suppose we do; suppose we get all 
of those things that we hope we may be 
able to get, the total comes to less than 
1,040,000 tons; it leaves us short by 54,000 
tons even in keeping busses and trucks going, 
and it doesn’t include one single tire for 
civilian transportation—not even for war 
production workers. Fifty-four thousand 
tons short. 

And, incidentally, there’s no solution after 
that, because we'll have to depend then on 
the natural rubber we can get from Latin 
America, plus the production of synthetic 
rubber in this country, and, according to the 
present program, that will amount to 1,020,- 
000 tons, which will be running a shortage of 
80,000 tons a year. 

Those are not my figures. It’s nothing I 
dreamed up. Those are sworn figures by the 
Rubber .teserve Company and the War Pro- 
duction Board officials themselves. 

Now, in that report of the Senate in- 
vestigating committee, which I read you just 
a few moments ago, there were some pretty 
bitter inuendoes about why these other pos- 
sible sources of synthetic rubber are not be- 
ing utilized by the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany and the War Production Board. The 
implication is that they're selfishly and de- 
liberately protecting the interests of their 
friends and associates for after the war. I 
hate to think that’s true. I know many of 
them, and they insist that they're sincere 
and they have no selfish interests. Let's ac- 
cept that. It makes no real difference one 
way or the other why we're not getting 
enough rubber. What we want to do is cure 
the situation and get enough. 

And the first thing that has to be cured 
is an attitude. 

There’s a sales resistance on the part of 
these people. When the Publicker process 
and the Nebraska proposal and these other 
programs are mentioned, there are dozens 
of reasons why they're impractical; and 
when you take those reasons out, and trace 
the facts down, ond find they're not so, and 
come back with the answers, you get dozens 
more new reasons. They tell you that the 
Nebraska group can’t make rubber; just 
flatly, like that. You ask why; they say that 
George Johnson has no engineers. 

You point out.that Mr. Johnson certainly 
can hire the same engineers that another 
group can hire. To use their argument is 
to say that there are no engineers and that 
no more can be trained, and that, therefore, 
no one can make any more synthetic rubber. 

They then admit that he probably can get 
the same engineers that anyone else can get, 
but they shift to the argument that Johnson 
wants to produce his own alcohol to make 
the rubber, and they haven't quite con- 
sumed all of the alcohol production they 
now have available, and they can’t let him 
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build any more alcohol plants until the sup- 
ply is exhausted. And so you get battered 
from pillar to post. 

I told you the other night about the so- 
called poly rubber of the Dow Chemical Co. 
We could turn out 240,000 tons of that, per 
year, and have it in operation by fall—in 
plants that use no critical raw materials and 
cost only $24,000,000 to build. We still spend 
$500,000,000 a year on Work Projects Admin- 
istration at a time when we can’t find enough 
workers to fill war production jobs. You'd 
think we could risk $24,000,000 to get this 
additional synthetic rubber production, 
which might mean the difference between 
parking all civilian automobiles for the dura- 
tion or keeping the Nation on wheels. 

They say they are not sure that these proc- 
esses are economically sound; that after the 
war, they might be too expensive to compete 
with natural rubber and the petroleum proc- 
esses; and that, therefore, they can’t risk the 
Government’s money to get them started. Of 
course, the Publicker Corporation and the Ne- 
braska group are not asking for any Govern- 
ment financing. They have their own capi- 
tal, and all they want from the Government 
here in Washington is permission to go ahead 
and start making rubber, and they are will- 
ing to take all the risks. 

But suppose it is a question of risking the 
Government’s money. Wouldn’t the addi- 
tional synthetic rubber be more important 
right now than the comparatively small 
amount of money that might be lost, espe- 
cially since all of the Nation’s wealth, and 
the Nation Itself is at stake in this war? 

They say that Publicker in Philadelphia 
has been granted priorities to build a pilot 
plant—this is between damnings of Pub- 
licker himself and his son-in-law, Mr. New- 
man—and when you reply that priorities or 
no priorities, the Publicker people say they're 
unable to get the materials, you show them 
a telegram signed by officials of the company, 
that the pilot plant, which the Government 
policy makers insist must be in operation 
before they'll even talk about going ahead 
with plans for sizable production, and they 
reply that it just isn't true. 

Now, let's try to be constructive, ladies and 
gentlemen. We're doing no good when we 
attack and tear down. Let’s say these offi- 
cials are 100-percent sincere, but that last 
argument, sitting in offices in Washington, 
might go on forever. 

I suggest that instead, the constructive 
thing to do would Ke to send an individual, a 
specific fellow, with two legs and two arms 
and two eyes and a tongue, to Philadelphia, to 
see whether the material is coming through. 
(I went there.) If it’s not coming through, 
let that specific fellow go to work on a 
trouble-shooting job to find out what's hold- 
ing it up, and see that it does come through. 

Wouldn't it be much better if, instead of 
looking at these synthetic-rubber proposals 
with the attitude of trying to find grounds 
on which to turn them down, the gentlemen 
in charge would do just the opposite—instead 
of saying this is impossible for all these rea- 
sons, if they’d say there may be some parts of 
this that aren't quite right, but we'll call in 
the very best engineers at our command, and 
we'll move heaven and earth to work out the 
difficulties and get you into production. 
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You remember, I told you that a concern 
in Philadelphia—the largest makers of alco- 
hol in the world—have been trying to build, 
with their own money, a sample plant to prove 
that synthetic rubber can be made out of 
wheat and grain and put into production in 
5 to 6 months. The real point is that they 
want to build a plant to produce 100,000 tons 
of synthetic rubber per year, but the Govern- 
ment won’t even talk about that until this 
sample plant is built, and they can't get any 
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cooperation from the War Production Board 
in the matter of priorities to get the materials 
they need. i 5 ; 

All through my early digging on this story 
the officials of the Rubber Reserve Company 
and the War Production Board said they 
knew of no application that the Philadelphia 
concern had made to build a rubber plant; 
that, as late as 4 days ago, was One of the 
chief explanations as to why nothing had 
been done atout it. 

I have been digging into that angie, and I 
find that the records show that Official ap- 
plication was made many weeks ago, and of- 
ficially acknowledged by the Rubber Reserve 
Company, which said they were going to study 
the application. And I have photostatic 
copies or the actual letters available if any- 
bedy wants to dispute the fact. 

In the meantime there are several new 
angles of this synthetic-rubber situation on 
which I'm working at the present time— 
that's why I happen to be in New York—I 
hope to have that information ready for you 
next week; 
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We have a sudden flare-up of activity in the 
synthetic-rubber picture tonight; as you 
know, I've been pounding away at this, story 
for more than 3 weeks now; I felt rather 
lonely about it most of the time, but toaay, 
all cf a sudden, things began happening on 
every side. 

‘To begin with, five major oil companies 
published full-page advertisements today in 
newspapers all over the Nation announcing 
that they have a new process for making syn- 
thetic rubber far more quickly, far more eco- 
nomically, and in much greater quantity than 
any other petroleum process now under con- 
sideration Those companies were Gulf, 
Standard Oil of New York, Standard of Cali- 
fornia—both of which are distinct from 
Standard of New Jersey, which has been in- 
volved in the synthetic-rubber picture to 
date—they have what is called the Houdry 
process, about which I'm trying to find out 
something for you, but I haven't the informa- 
tion tonight. 

The other major development was even 
more important, c ‘ 

Mr. Donald Nelson, head of the War Pro- 
duction Board, appeared before a special in- 
vestigating committee of Congress which has 
been looking into the facts that I presented 
to you about the synthetic-rubber-production 
program, and in his typically sincere, straight- 
forward manner, he took hold of the contro- 
versy with both hands, which is the first time 
that has been done. 

If we've done no more than get the matter 
to the personal attention of Mr. Nelson, that 
in itself is an accomplishment; but as it 
turns out, from what he told the committee 
today, the actual developments go consider- 
ably beyond that. 

First of all, Mr. Nelson told the Senate 
committee today that he has been placed in 
full and complete command of the rubber 
situation, which includes synthetic rubber 
production, and that means that there has 
been a sudden shake-up in this whole policy- 
making machinery in the last few days, be- 
cause up until this time the Rubber Re- 
serve Company has been in charge of it; in 
fact, the War Production Board tried to get 
full control early this year and was unable to 
do so. That much has been changed in the 
last few days. 

Second, Mr. Nelson announced that he has 
called a meeting of all Government officials 
who have anything to do with the rubber 
program; he also has invited to that meet- 
ing outside technicians and scientists who are 
concerned with synthetic rubber produc- 
tion; the job of that conference is to re- 
canvass this whole rubber situation, to see 
what should be done, and most important of 
all. one of the outsiders who has been called 
to attend that meeting is Dr. Lewis H. 
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Marks, representing the huge Publicker 
Corporation, in Philadelphia, which has a 
process of making rubber from grain alcohol 
in one-third of the time and with one-fourth 
of the raw materials that are required by 
the old petroleum process, which has gotten 
a virtual monopoly on the synthetic rubber 
contracts by the Government thus far. 

That’s the concern akout which I've been 
telling you for weeks, and at last they’re being 
called in. 

Third, there was one member of that Sen- 
ate committee today who charged that some 
Government officials who have had a hand 
in. the making of past Government policy on 
rubber production, have been activated by 
Selfish motives, rather than by national in- 
terest, I want to interject here that I my- 
self have never made that charge. I have 
been very careful not to. Mr. Nelson re- 
plied that if that is true it is actual treason, 
and the guilty persons should be indicted 
and put on trial for treason. 

Fourth, Mr. Nelson told the committee 
quite frankly that, in his opinion, the rub- 
ber-preduction program, to date, has not 
made sufficient use of the process of making 
rubber from alcohol rather than from pe- 
troleum; he said that if he had been in 
control of it, from the beginning, he would 
have allocated about 60 percent of the pro- 
duction to alcohol, whereas the Rubber Re- 
serve Company has allocated only about 
10 percent, and that 10 percent was very 
recent; that was the allocation to the Union 
Carbide and Carbon Co., which uses alcohol 
made from petroleum, 

So at last we seem to be making progress— 
control of the rubber-production policy taken 
out of the hands of the Rubber Reserve 
Company and placed in the hands of Mr. 
Nelson himself; this meeting of experts, in 
and out of the Government, day after to- 
morrow, including the experts from the Pub- 
licker Corporation of Philadelphia, and a 
frank commitment by Mr. Nelson that the 
alcohol process for making rubber has not 
been utilized as it should have been, and 
that he is going to increase that program im- 
mediately. 

It’s been widely reported by the newspapers 
and news services today that Mr. Nelson told 
the committee that the total needs of the 
Army and Navy and lend-lease program and 
essential civilian transportation will be 800,- 
000 tons a year. That was rather a shock to 
me, because I have on my desk here the 
sworn testimony of Brig. Gen. L, D. Clay, 
of the Army, who was appointed by the Army 
to appear before Congress just 2 weeks ago, 
to officially represent the Army before this 
committee—and let me quote you exactly 
what he said: 

“If you add the American civil economy to 
the total military economy, you would get 
total requirements of about 1,100,000 tons 
of rubber per year, and that would maintain 
the military effort, plus the normal ordinary 
civilian effort.” 

And, incidentally, General Clay explained 
that that took into account a 25-percent re- 
duction in the amount of rubber to be used 
by the Army—rubber treads to be replaced 
on tanks by steel treads, which reduces the 
efficiency of the tanks considerably, and such 
things, 

Naturally I have no way of knowing which 
figure is correct. It did seem to me that both 
of them couldn’t be. If Mr. Nelson was cor- 
rect, it made awful prevaricators out of the 
people who have been saying that we're ‘ac- 
ing a serious shortage of rubber and the Na- 
tion is about to go off wheels, with no re- 
placement of civilian tires until the war is 
over. A 

The best way to clear up the matter seemed 
to be to call General Clay himself, which I 
did, and he explained that Mr. Nelson's fig- 
ure of 800,000 tons of rubber a year includes 
only military needs plus busses and whatever 
automobiles are used to take workers to and 
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from war.preduction plants... It does not ine 
elude anything—not a single pound of rub- 
ber—to keep a single automobile of private 
business or enterprise on the streets, which, 
of course, is out of the question, too. 

But the real point is this, ladies and gen- 
tlemen: 

The problem is not how much capacity we 
can build in synthetic rubber plants that 


.will be in production a year and a half from 


now. The problem is getting that production 
just as fast as possible with the quickest pos- 
sible method, within all reasonable realms 
of cost. 

The question is not to rig up some process 
that will use farm products for the sake of 
using farm products, but rather to get the 
process that will produce enough rubber to 
keep the Nation on wheels, and to get it by 
the quickest possible source, using the least 
amount of raw materials. The fact that the 
alcohol process does use grain is incidental, 
but nice. 

And thank heaven, and thank Mr. Donald 
Nelson, we're getting around to that point 
of view at last. 


TUESDAY, JULY 7, 1942 


The conference of experts, in and out of the 
Government, to recanvass the whole syn- 
thetic rubber production program, to see how 
we can get rubber most quickly and most 
effectively, takes place here tomorrow after- 
noon; and in the meantime, there are more 
new develcpments behind the scenes. 

You remember my telling you about a form 
of synthetic rubber, good enough to make 
40-mile-an-hour tires that will last 5,000 to 
10,000 miles? It is a process invented by an 
American, using salt and sulfur, and it’s in 
actual production by the Dow Chemical Co., 
which says it is not getting very enthusiastic 
cooperation from the Government. Mr. 
Donald Nelson, head of the War Production 
Board, who is taking over the rubber produc- 
tion program, lock, stock, and barrel, has 
passed down the word to go into production 
on that process on a very heavy basis; that 
one uses no bottleneck raw materials, and he 
also has passed along the word to go very 
heavily into the Houdry process—developed 
by a distinguished American inventor in 
Chester, Pa.—that’s the one about which full . 
page advertisements wére published in lead- -< 
ing newspapers all over the country yester- 
day morningby some five major oil ccm- 
panies, including’ Sun, Socony, Standard of ~ 
California, and ‘Gulf. : 

In the: meantime, also, you remember my ` 
telling you that theRubber Reserve Com- 
pany had never even sent a chemist cran en- 
gineer, nor anyone else to Philadelphia, to 
investigate the Publicker process, which 
makes synthetic rubber out of alcohol, made 
from grain? Well, that has been corrected 
too; the chief scientist of the Rubber Re- 
serve Company, Dr. Widelein, has been sent 
there within the last few days—he now has 
seen the Publicker process—he reports that it 
is practical and workable end sound; that 
small quantities of butadiene are being 
turned out in the laboratory there. 

You remember also that I told you that 
the Publicker Corporatio has been trying 
to build a pilot plant—a demonstration 
plant, if you will—to prove that their proc- 
ess is successful on a quantity production 
basis, but that they couldn’t get the ma- 
terials. The-War Production Board said that 
was impossible. The Publicker Co. said 
that impossible or not they were unable to 
get the stuff. That, too, has been taken up 
by the War Production Board—their men 
actually have gone to work to look into the 
case, and find out whether the materials 
are coming through, and if not, why not. 

So at last, we begin to get action on all 
of these fronts—all of which is very grati- 
fying. If the action will only result in get- 
ting real synthetic rubber production, to 
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keep the war effort supplied with rubber, and 
the civilian economy of the Nation on 
wheels, that is all any of us want—and it 
doesn’t make any difference who does it, 
whether it’s Publicker Corporation, or Papa 
Johnson and the Lawyer Philpotts, in 
Jimmy Scribner’s immortal radio program, 
the Johnson Family. 

What we want is rubber. It’s all very 
well to talk about putting the Nation on 
bicycles—that’s utterly ridiculous, when 
you're talking the language of grown-up 
sane men and women—there's no quicker way 
to destroy domestic economy than that, and 
there's no quicker way to surrender, than 
internal collapse of domestic economy. 

You and I have fought quite a battle on 
this rubber situation, and some people don’t 
seem to like it, but we're not trying to serve 
them. On the other hand, we're not inter- 
ested in passing any favors to agriculture, it’s 
purely incidental, whether we use surplus 
grain or something else, to produce the rub- 
ber. It merely is an added advantage if we 
can use up some of the surplus grain. 

All we’ve asked for is that the officials in 
charge take an aggressive, active interest in 
using every available source to get that rub- 
ber without prejudice against this group or 
that group in favor of some other group. 

After all these weeks of plugging, that 
seems to be happening now; let’s hope that it 
really is happening now. 
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About the synthetic-rubber situation— 
we've had an entirely new angle of the story 
break today, perhaps the most far-reaching 
angle that has yet developed. 

You remember that several days ago I 
called your attention to full-page advertise- 
ments in the newspapers all over the Nation 
telling about the Houdry process for produc- 
ing synthetic rubber. That name is spelled 
H-o-u-d-r-y. The advertisements told of a 
new process for making the all-important 
butadiene, which is the bottleneck in the 
production of synthetic rubber. Today he 
came here to Washington and held a news 
conference—and therein lies the story, in 
which I know you'll be interested. 

Now, first of all, you want to know whether 
this man is responsible. Very well; he’s the 
head of the Houdry Process Corporation, near 
Philadelphia, which is the largest chemical 
engineering laboratory in America. He em- 
ploys 200 research chemists there full time, 
and, among other things, he specializes in 
petroleum cracking, as they call it—new 
methods of breaking petroleum down into 
gasoline and other products—and that crack- 
ing method of his has revolutionized gasoline 
production in the United States in the last 
6 or 7 years. More than a billion gallons of 
gasoline are being produced every year under 
license from him. Its the process that’s used 
by Sun, Gulf, Socony-Vacuum, and Standard 
Oil of California. 

Furthermore, without the Houdry method 
of cracking, the present production of 100- 
octane gasoline would not have been pos- 
sible. I've checked those facts with leading 
figures in the oil industry, and everyone 
agrees, so there’s nO question as to the re- 
sponsibility of Mr. Houdry or the Houdry 
Corporation. 

He explained to us today that he’s been 
working on this cracking of petroleum since 
1928; he’s tried thousands of methods, always 
trying to get better grades of gasoline, and 
constantly his greatest problem has been 
fighting butadiene. It showed up as a by- 
product time and time again, and his great- 
est problem was to get away from it. Then 
came the war and the rubber shortage, so in 
January he went to work to make use of it, 
instead of fighting it. 

He produced a very simple method. He 
showed us some of the rubber that’s been 
made from it, and it is a very good grade of 
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rubber. He claims it’s better in grade than 
the rubber that’s produced by the other pe- 
troleum process which the Rubber Reserve 
Company and the War Production Board 
have gone into so extensively. 

He said that on May 2—that’s about 2 
months ago—Gen. Brehon B, Somervell called 
him to Washington to appear before the 
Army, Navy, and Munitions Board, which 
studies matters of this kind, and he laid full 


‘information before them, with complete en- 


gineering and technical information, a pile of 
documents and recards and research reports 
6 or 7 inches high, but that’s the last he has 
ever heard from the Army, Navy, and Muni- 
tions Board, 

In the meantime, however, the Sun Oil 
Co. and Socony-Vacuum of New York, and 
Standard Oil of California became interested. 
They sent scores of chemists and engineers 
and research experts to his pilot plant near 
Philadelphia, worked with him constantly 
for days and weeks. They studied and tested 
and compiled the most extensive data, work- 
ing literally night and day. 

On the strength of that very extensive and 
highly complete study, Dr. Houdry says the 
Sun Oil Co. made an application to the Rub- 
ber Reserve Company some 6 weeks ago 
for a contract to build a very large rubber 
production plant. 

One engineer from the Rubber Reserve 
Company came to Philadelphia. He spent 
a little less than 2 hours with Dr. Houdry, 
and then said that because of Dr. Houdry’s 
broken English he couldn’t understand all 
of the details of the process; he went back 
to Washington, says Dr. Houdry, and the Sun 
Oil Co. received a letter from the Rubber 
Reserve Company stating that they were 
not finally rejecting the process but in their 
opinion (2 hours of broken English) it was 
not developed far enough to justify their 
going ahead with the program. 

By way of precaution, I checked this after- 
noon by long distance telephone with Mr. 
Howard Pew, the head of the Sun Oil Co. He 
said that his engineers and chemists report 
that this Houdry process unquestionably is 
the best synthetic rubber process available; 
it will produce rubber at a fraction of the 
cost of that other petroleum process; and he 
verified the facts about the Sun Oil Co. trying 
to get a contract from the Rubber Reserve 
Company. 

Dr. Houdry says that rubber by this proc- 
ess will cost 10 cents a pound. The cost by 
the other petroleum process is 1744 cents a 
pound, and the cost of natural rubber has 
been about 2214 cents. Dr. Houdry says that 
it is a very simple method, that every petro- 
leum textbook in the world tells all about it 
in big black letters as something not to do 
when you're making gasoline, but the Army 
and the War Production Board have put a 
secrecy order on it. He says that the plants 
will require only a half to two-thirds as 
much steel and other strategic materials as 
the petroleum process the Rubber Reserve 
Company has adopted, but most important of 
all, he says these plants can be in production 
in 9 months. The sworn record before con- 
gressional committees is that the other petro- 
leum process will take 18 months to get into 
production. 

And that is the all-important thing, ladies 
and gentlemen—time. The Government's 
own figures are that we will need 1,090,000 
tons of rubber for war and necessary war pro- 
duction needs between now and the end of 
next year. And that doesn’t include a single 
tire for civilian automobiles. The Govern- 
ment’s own figures—most optimistic esti- 
mates—are that from all sources, including 
our reserve stock pile and imports from Brazil, 
and guayule from Mexico, we have 1,040,000 
tons of rubber in sight. 

The cost of it is a side issue; the question 
of how much critical materials are needed: 
is a side issue. It’s entirely incidental who 
makes it and whether it uses farm products 
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or something else, and a 50,000-ton plant that 
can go into production in December of this 
year is worth a 100,000-ton plant that doesn’t 
go into production until December of next 
year. 

In order to further check Dr. Houdry’s 
story, I also called by long-distance telephone 
this afternoon, Mr. J. A. Brown, the president 
of Socony-Vacuum, in New York City. He 
said that his engineers and chemists reported 
that th MHoudry process is unquestionably 
quicker, cheaper, and uses far less critical 
materials than the petroleum process that 
has been adopted by the Government. As a 
matter of fact, Socony-Vacuum is one of five 
partner companies that are building a plant 
to use the other petroleum process, down on 
the Gulf of Mexico, and Socony-Vacuum 
recommended that the Houdry process be 
substituted for the other petroleum process, 
because it was faster, cheaper, better, and 
used less critical materials. 

That recommendation has not been acted 
on. 
nee is one interesting angle about all 

As you know, we’ve been bringing this syn- 
thetic-rubber situation into the heat of 
public limelight for some 3 weeks now. 

Last Friday, Mr. Stanley Crossland, of the 
Rubber Reserve Company, instructed the 
Houdry Corporation to consult with the Phil- 
lips Petroleum Co., of Oklahoma, on the pos- 
sibility of substituting the Houdry process 
for the other petroleum process in a plant 
that’s now under construction. The next 
day 14 engineers from the Phillips Co. arrived 
in Philadelphia and have been going over the 
Houdry pilot plant ever since. 

Incidentally, despite that decision that the 
Houdry process was not sufficiently developed 
to go ahead with, this pilot plant actually is 
a out 40 pounds of butadiene every 

ay. 

Also, on this same subject, a special Senate 
investigating committee is leaving Washing- 
ton Friday night for Philadelphia to person- 
ally inspect the process of the Publicker 
Corporation there—about which I’ve told 
you—making butadiene out of grain alcohol. 


THURSDAY, JULY 9, 1942 


Mr. Joseph B. Eastman, the Transportation 
Coordinator of the Government, told me this 
afternoon that the railroads and bus lines 
and truck lines and inland water-transpor- 
tation systems still have the transportation 
problem of the country in complete control— 
everything that has had to be moved has 
been moved thus far—but he said that unless 
we have more rubber than we now have in 
sight that transportation system is going to 
become increasingly critical and dangerously 
so before too long. 

Mr, Eastman, of course, has nothing to 
say about how we get the rubber, or where 
it comes from—he has handed to him a 
slip of paper of other Government agencies 
which says you have so many tires and so 
much rubber and you've got to do the best 
you can with that. 

And he said very flatly that the amount of 
tires in sight, now, is not enough to avoid 
critical transportation problems, 

In the meantime the Department of Agri- 
culture announced that it has a pilot plant 
in successful operation, making a rubberlike 
substance out of vegetable oils. It looks, 
feels, and smells like rubber. It’s consider- 
ably inferior to real rubber, but the De- 
partment said that it has been used with 
considerable success to mix with small quan- 
ties of real rubber to make the real rubber go 
further. 

It can be made out of any vegetable oil, 
and my information is that the process is 
very simple. In fact, the pilot plant is mak- 
ing it with nothing more than the simple 
equipment in an old Department of Agricul- 
ture experimental station in the Middle West, 
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About the synthetic-rubber situation, a 
special senatorial investigating committee 
went to Philadelphia today—it was to have 
been several days ago, but they didn’t ac- 
tually make the trip until this afternoon— 
to make a personal inspection of the syn- 
thetic-rubber process which I brought to 
your attention some weeks ago. The process 
of the Publicker Corporation for making syn- 
thetic rubber out of grain alcohol. 

This investigating committee already has 
sent a New York chemical engineer to the 
Publicker plant to see the process in opera- 
tion. That engineer reported Officially that 
the process is entirely sound and entirely 
practical; that it is actually turning out bu- 
tadiene, which is one of the ingredients in 
synthetic rubber, and that more than that, 
it also produces at the same time styrene, 
which is the other ingredient of synthetic 
rubber. 

There were 16 Members of Congress in the 
party that went to Philadelphia today. But 
more important, Mr, C. Rutledge Keith, who 
is the special technician of the War Produc- 
tion Board, who has been recently assigned 
to untangle this synthetic rubber mess, also 
went to Philadelphia along with the Con- 
gressmen, 

So at last we are beginning to get some 
actual first-hand facts. 

Now, in all justice to the Rubber Reserve 
Company and the War Production Board, 
ladies and gentlemen, some very real activity 
has begun in both of those agencies on this 
matter of synthetic rubber production. 
Things are happening thick and fast in every 
direction—so thick and fast that I'm a bit 
bewildered. 

The fact is that some very powerful forces 
have been stirred up and they're at work 
along very constructive lines toward a solu- 
tion of this rubber problem, for which I'm 
devoutly thankful, and I know you are. 

For one thing, Mr. Donald Nelson will ap- 
pear before this Senate investigating com- 
mittee next Tuesday. with an announcement 
of tremendous importance. A new develop- 
ment produced by the oil industry that 
greatly simplifies the original, slow process 
of making this rubber from petroleum—it 
will produce butadiene out of a byproduct of 
aviation-gasoline production. And he also 
will announce an extensive program for go- 
ing into production of thiokol, which is the 
rubber produced by the Dow Chemical Co., 
and also butyl rubber, fom which automo- 
bil’ tires also can be made. 

In view of the fact that these forces have 
begun moving, I think the most constructive 
thing to do is not to rock the boat, and let 
them move, and get where they're going, and 
jell, for a few days—after all, it’s a solution 
that we want—and we seem to be getting it. 


MONDAY, JULY 13, 1942 


There’s so much happening in the syn- 
thetic-rubber picture, on so many fronts, 
that we'll have to hit just the highlights. 

The special delegation from Congress, 
which went to Philadelphia last Friday to in- 
spect the process of making synthetic rub- 
ber from alcohol, got back to Washington 
today—and both the Senate and the House 
heard extensive comments today from mem- 
bers of those delegations. 

Representative Munpt, of South Dakota, 
said that he is convinced that the process 
not only is practical but it can be put into 
production in one-third of the time that’s 
required to put the petroleum process into 
operation, and that it needs only about one- 
tenth of the critical materials. That is the 
most optimistic appraisal of it that’s been 
made yet, by anyone. The reports I gave to 
you were that it would use about one-fourth 
of the critical materials, 

Senator GEORGE Norris, of Nebraska, said 
that he has been convinced, all along, that 
the process was practical, and would save 
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time, compared with the petroleum process, 
and that this personal inspection merely cor- 
roborated everything he has formerly be- 
lieved. Senator GILLETTE, of Iowa, said essen- 
tially the same thing. 

So far as I could find out, there were no 
Members of the Senate or House who left 
Philadelphia with any doubts as to the de- 
sirability of the process. Furthermore, there 
were some six or eight Government officials 
from the Rubber Reserve Company, the War 
Production Board, the Office of Price Admin- 
istration, the Petroleum Coordinator's Office, 
and the Army and Navy Munitions Board, 
who went along on this trip (at last we're be- 
ginning to get that much done, at least), and 
none of them disputed the soundness or the 
practicality of the process. 

In fact, several of them admitted to me 
very frankly this afternoon that the plant 
there is turning out butadiene and the proc- 
ess can be used on a large scale. 

Remember this process of alcohol to buta- 
diene is one single step, and a very simple 
step, whereas the process from petroleum to 
butadiene requires several steps. And re- 
member also that there actually is a surplus 
of alcohol on hand as of the present time; 
the latest official estimates put that surplus 
at 115,000,000 gallons a year, which is enough 
to produce about 140,000 tons of synthetic 
rubber, In the meantime, however, I learn 
that the alcohol surplus is going to run con- 
siderably higher than that in reality. b 

So by way of taking an inventory. it now 
is admitted all around that the alcohol 
method for making butadiene is practical 
and workable, and that it does take a lot 
less critical materials to bulld the plants, 
and a lot less time to get those plants into 
operation compared with the so-called pe- 
troleum process. 

In the meantime, being perfectly fair to all 
sides in this problem, after all, as I've told 
you before, the thing we want is synthetic 
rubber by the quickest possible process, with 
no stones left unturned; we don’t care who 
makes it or where it comes from; in the 
meantime the petroleum industry is working 
out its answer to that challenge by the alco- 
hol method; and that answer is a revision 
of its process, by which they claim to be able 
to produce the butadiene in plants that will 
consume no more critical materials to build 
and will get into production in the same 
length of time. 

I think you'll find that Mr. Donald M. 
Nelson, head of the War Production Board, 
who has taken hold of this thing personally, 
and is trying very sincerely to solve it, will 
make the announcement of that process 
when he appears before a special Senate com- 
mittee tomorrow morning at his own request. 

I've checked this process back with every 
scientist I cuuld find in Washington. Very 
simply, this is what it is: 

In the original petroleum process the pe- 
troleum was broken down into several differ- 
ent gases—one of those gases, called butylene, 
was separated from the others and purified, 
and, in turn, it was turned into butadiene. 

As it happens, however, that same butylene 
is produced in the making of 100-octane 
gasoline, and in the past the system has been 
to turn that back into the gasoline to help 
bring it up to 100 octane. 

The new process, which the petroleum 
people now offer, is to use other gases, instead, 
to produce the high octane quality of the 
gasoline—which the scientists say can be 
done—and divert this butylene to the making 
of butadiene, thereby eliminating all of those 
preliminary steps in the old process. 

Just where the Houdry process stands in 
all this—the one that was announced and 
advertised by the newspapers last week—is 
still something of a mystery. Dr. Houdry 
claims before a Senate committee today that 
his process is shorter than any other pe- 
troleum process in existence. Whether he 
included this one or not, I still can’t say— 
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that’s something that still remains to be 
worked out. 

This much, in addition, is happening, how- 
ever: 

Going back to the very beginning of all 
this, my purpose for going into it was that 
the Government estimates of what they 
needed in the way of rubber, without any 
provision whatsoever for essential private au- 
tomobiles in the Nation, was considerably 
higher than their own estimates of the rubber 
that was available or in sight. 

To show you how completely this whole 
situation is being gone into, even those fig- 
ures now are under reconsideration. The War 
Department and the Navy and everyone else 
has been told to scale their figures down to 
absolutely sane and sound estimates—and 
one of the highest figures of the Government 
promised me tonight that before this is over, 
you, the American public, will be told, by re- 
sponsible figures, that here are the needs— 
here is the supply—there’s enough to meet 
the demand—and the Nation will not go off 
wheels, 

That’s, after all, what we want. 


TUESDAY, JULY 14, 1942 
Well, Mr. Donald Nelson, the head of the 


‘War Production Board and the gentleman 


who now is in full charge of the rubber pro- 
duction program of the Nation, appeared in 
person today before a special Senate commit- 
tee that’s investigating the synthetic-rubber 
program—and his testimony corroborated vir- 
tually everything I’ve told you in these past 
4 weeks of broadcasts on that subject. 

He began by saying that in the last week, 
he and the British head of production have 
recanvassed the whole military picture to 
determine just vhat the rock-bottom needs 
of the United Nations are'for the future, but 
he said he believes that the program, as it 
now is set up, is large enough. And at last 
we have that program straight, so far as 
figures are concerned— 

Five hundred thousand tons a year from 
petroleum. s 

Two hundred thousand tons a year from 
alcohol. 

One hundred thousand tons a year in so- 
called specialty rubbers, such as the very high 
grade Neoprene, made by the Du Ponts, and 
butyl rubber, which is considerably inferior 
to the synthetic rubber that comes from 
butadiene 

That’s 800,000 tons a year, and by 1944, Mr. 
Nelson said, we’ll have enough for necessary 
requirements. including military needs, police 
and fire protection, and tires for civilian auto- 
mobiles for actual necessary industry and 
business. Mr. Nelson said he realizes that 
it’s necessary to get people to work in their 
private automobiles, so that the economy of 
the Nation can go on. 

Now, that’s all very well—what we'll have 
in 1944, and 1944 is a long way off—that’s 
year after next—and once again, let me re- 
mind you that time is the all important fac- 
tor in this whole question at the present 
time; it’s a race against a dwindling stock 
pile of reserve rubber, on hand, and in that 
race a 50,000-ton plant in production this 
December is worth a 100,000-ton plant that 
doesn’t produce until next December. Mr. 
Nelson presented some statistics to show 
what our production will be this year, and 
next—and they weren't very pretty. 

We produced about a thousand tons of 
buna-s rubber in the first 6 months of this 
year; in this second half, if everything goes 
well, we'll produce 7,000 tons; it will jump to 
54,000 in the first half of next year, and it'll 
be about 225,000 in the second half of next 
year. All told, he listed a total of about 
370,000 tons of synthetic rubber, if everything 
goes according to the schedules, by the end of 
next year. We have 600,000 tons of natural 
rubber on hand; the most cptimistic estimates 
of imports from Central and South America 
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are about 100,900 tons, all of which brings the 
total to 1,070,000 tons of rubber available, up 
to the end of next year. The latest estimate 
of Government needs, up to the end of next 
year, barring changes in these new confer- 
ences, which, of course, may be changes up 
instead of down, is 1,090,000 tons—20,000 
more than the supply. 

Mr. Nelson then got into the question of 
the petroleum process of making synthetic 
rubber—the process of the Standard Oil Co. 
of New Jersey—as against other processes, 
including the method of making it from alco- 
hol, and the so-called Houdry process, which 
is a new petroleum process. 

He said he is looking into those other proc- 

esses, and giving them every consideration. 
He pointed out that critical materials—steel 
and copper and bronze, and so forth—are very 
precious at the present time, and, therefore, it 
is nothing short of criminal to waste them by 
building more rubber plants than we need 
That is certainly sound enough. He ex- 
plained that the war pr has been 
planned to use every available ounce of those 
materials, and if we increase the program 
here, we have to take it away from something 
else. 
He said that the 800,000-ton program—and 
listen to these figures carefully, because 
they're important—the whole 800,000-ton 
program will require 122,000 tons of steel 
plate, and 210,000 tons of other steel. At 
that point the committee counsel introduced 
into the record the sworn testimony of the 
head of the Union Carbide & Carbon Cor- 
poration, which actually has an alcohol-rub- 
ber plant in operation and is building more— 
that gentleman knows exactly how much 
steel is required to build a plant, because he's 
building them now—he testified that the 
same production, by the alcohol method, 
would require 76,000 instead of 122,000 tons 
of steel plate, and 135,000 instead of 210,000 
tons of other steel. Remember, the quality 
of the rubber is identically the same. 

The Houdry process, which has not been 
able to get consideration from the War Pro- 
duction Board or the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany for any new plants and which had to 
take its case to the public in paid advertise- 
ments in newspapers, which you may have 
seen, uses approximately the same amount 
of steel as the alcohol method. 

So much for the little matter of critical 
materials. 

Now, about the length of time. 

Senator GILLETTE, of Iowa, the chairman of 
this investigating committee, asked Mr. Nel- 
son today whether, if he found a process 
that will get the same quality of rubber 
more quickly, and use less strategic mate- 
rials, whether he would sidetrack some of 
these Standard Oil of New Jersey plants, 
which take so long and use so much, and 
substitute the others instead. 

That’s where Mr. Nelson broached the sub- 
ject which I mentioned to you last night, the 
new development which Standard of New 
Jersey has offered, as its answer to the much 
greater economy of the alcohol method, a 
development by which they claim, now, to 
require no more time and use no more ma- 
terial than is used in making the rubber 
from alcohol. The last step of the old Stand- 
ard process was to make the gas butylene into 
butadiene. It happens that butylene is in- 
volved in the making of 100-octane gasoline, 
and they claim to have found a substitute 
for it there. Consequently, they say they are 
going to take butylene that they used to 
use in making aviation gasoline, and use 
that to make synthetic rubber, and thereby 
eliminate the first few steps of the original 
rubber process, in which they had to make 
the butylene. 

I've tried to be extremely meticulously 
careful and fair in presenting these facts to 
you in the past. That’s the reason that for 
several nights past I've told you about that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


development by Standard Oil. But it now 
develops that Mr. Nelson’s advisers, and the 
Rubber Reserve Company are staking every- 
thing on that development, they say that 
eliminates any advantage that the alcohol 
process may have over petroleum, and there 
are some points on the other side that have 
developed in the meantime that I think you 
should know. To begin with, outside pe- 
troleum engineers advise me that it’s open to 
question whether i100-octane gasoline can 
be made without butylene, and whether this 
Standard Oil process is possible without rob- 
bing the aviation gasoline program. Mr. 
Nelson was asked that specific point on the 
witness stand today, and he replied: 

“I don’t know the answer.” 

Furthermore, there are only part of the 
aviation gasoline plants that use a method 
in which this new plan is even contemplated, 
if it does work. 

Mr. Nelson admitted quite frankly that the 
original allocation of $650,000,000 for petro- 
leum-rubber plants to produce 800,000 tons a 
year, under the Standard Oil of New Jersey 
process—it’s been cut down since—was 
handed out, back in January, with nothing— 
as Senator GILLETTE put it—that could even 
be called a laboratory demonstration—they 
were making it in a tube of less than 2 
inches; and the Senator added: 

“And yet everyone with any other process is 
told that he can’t even be considered until 
he builds a large-scale pilot plant, to prove 
that it will work.” 

When he tries to build the pilot plant, he 
cannot get a priority that will get him mate- 
rials within a matter of months. 

Mr. Nelson admitted that the people who 
decided the policy—as to what process was 
to be used—were a group of engineers largely 
from the oll industry, and the rubber industry 
which, of course, is very close to it. In fact, 
he said the technical experts were chiefiy 
technicians of the Standard Oil of New Jersey. 
Nowhere on the list was anyone with any 
interest in the alcohol process. 

He said, however, that he has sought advice 
from time to time from the alcohol-rubber 
experts, and he mentioned particularly Mr. 
Cy Newman and Dr. Lewis Marks, of the Pub- 
licker Corporation in Philadelphia. Senator 
GILLETTE said at that point that both Mr. 
Newman and Dr. Marks complained that they 
had been able to see Mr. Nelson only once, 
and that short shrift was made of them on 
that occasion. Mr. Nelson replied, and I 
quote: 

“It’s an unfortunate fact that sometimes 
human beings don’t get along together, and 
that was true on this occasion. I tried to 
divorce it, however, from consideration of the 
Publicker process.” 

Now, as for the picture at the moment, the 
question seems to be this: 

Just how far the plants have progressed 
under the petroleum process, and whether 
any time and materials can be saved by sub- 
stituting the Houdry process or the alcohol 
process for the Standard Oil of New Jersey 
plan. That we'll find out tomorrow because 
Mr. Nelson’s engineers will take the stand to 
tell the whole schedule. 

But, ladies and gentiemen, this much cer- 
tainly is true: 

It is not Mr. Nelson’s fault; he came in 
and inherited this program after it was 
started. But the truth is that an alcohol- 
rubber plant, by Union Carbide & Carbon, 
was authorized and started last December, 
according to the War Production Board. In 
January this whole huge program of con- 
struction was given to the Standard Oil of 
New Jersey process by a policy group, accord- 
ing to Mr. Nelson, that included Standard Oil 
engineers—and that process was much longer 
and cost much more strategic materials and 
it has lost a lot of time. Whoever was re- 
sponsible for that, in whatever agency, should 
be held to account, and I think you'll agree. 
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The special Senate committee that’s in- 
vestigating the synthetic-rubber program re- 
ceived a full and detailed report today as 
to what the plant construction schedules are 
for the petroleum-rubber plants, which the 
Rubber Reserve Company has contracted for. 

As I told you last night, this whole situa- 
tion boils down now to the simple question 
of whether—as of this minute—it is possible 
to substitute the alcohol process in place of 
the petroleum and get production any sooner. 

The petroleum plants have something of 
a head start, of course; they have materials 
already ordered, whereas the alcohol plants 
would have to start from the beginning and 
actually order the materials; that does not 
excuse for a single moment the failure of the 
Government officials who were responsible for 
not going into the quicker alcohol process 
more heavily months ago, when they could 
have saved a lot of time; but the problem now 
is to face the facts, because that lost time 
cannot be retrieved, and we've got to do the 
best we can. 

So the question is, Just when will these 
petroleum-rubber plants—using the Standard 
Oil of New Jersey method—get into real pro- 
duction, and is it possible to get alcohol 
plants into real production any sooner? 

And those are the questions that Mr M. J. 
Madigan, who is the War Production Board 
engineer in charge of these factories, was to 
answer before the Senate investigating com- 
mittee today. 

We heard first a preliminary witness, a dis- 
tinguished New York engineer by the name 
of John Weiss, who was retained some weeks 
ago by the Army and Navy Munitions Board 
as an unbiased scientific expert, to investigate 
the alcohol-rubber process which the Pub- 
licker Corporation in Philadelphia had de- 
veloped. I've told you about that at great 
length in the past—the endless thousand and 
one objections that have been made to it by 
rubber officials of the Government; it was 
untried; it was only in the experimental 
stage; they didn’t know whether it would 
work; and they didn't like the Publicker Cor- 
poration. So the Munitions Board, in order 
to get the real facts, quietly retained Mr. 
Weiss and sent him to Philadelphia—as I 
went to Philadelphia—to find out what the 
facts were. 

He summarized those facts to the com- 
mittee today. He said the process is unques- 
tionably sound. It gets a high yield even in 
the laboratory, and in commercial production 
shouid do even better. He said the process 
is simple; there is no likelihood of any com- 
plication in going from laboratory to large- 
scale production. And he told me afterward 
that with construction materials and equip- 
ment on the ground it should not take more 
than 5 months to get a full-sized plant in 
operatien. 

You may recall that I was urging some 
several weeks ago that the War Production 
Board and the Rubber Reserve Company at 
least should send one of their engineers or 
technicians to Philadelphia to get some first- 
hand information on this process instead of 
wandering around in the dark. They finally 
sent Dr. Ed. Weidlein, the consulting chemist 
for the Rubber Reserve Company, and he 
came back and reported that, instead of hav- 
ing a capacity of 100 pounds of butadiene 
per day, the Publicker experiment was ac- 
tually producing about 2 pounds per day. 

It may interest you to know that Mr. Weiss 
informed me today—and he spent many days 
in the plant—that it has been producing only 
that much, because at the moment there is 
no use for it, but that actually the equipment 
that is installed and ready for operation when 
they care to turn it on can produce some 40 
or 50 pounds. 

When Mr. Madigan came on the witness 
stand there arose a question about whether 
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parts of his testimony should be released for 
publication. Senator GILLETTE insisted that 
all newsmen and all spectators be cleared 
from the room, so the testimony was taken in 
secrecy; but it made no difference, because 
later this afternoon Mr. Madigan gave me 
the full information; aside from disclosing 
the locations of the plants, there’s nothing 
secret about it, anyway. And here it is: 

_ In the first place, it now develops—and 

Senator GILLETTE said that this is the first 
he has heard of this—that the allocation of 
rubber production from alcohol has been 
boosted to a full 200,000 tons a year; and Mr. 
Madigan said that the program was fixed at 
that figure about 2 weeks ago. 

The construction of all of those plants, for 
the full 200,000 tons of production, has been 
awarded to the Union Carbide & Carbon Cor- 
poration because they have developed the 
engineering plants for the basic 20,000-ton 
units; and here is the all-important—those 
plants will be in operation on May 1 of next 
year. 

Now, for the petroleum process: 

Mr. Madigan and Mr. Stanley Crossland, of 
the Rubber Reserve Company, told me late 
this afternoon that, with one possible excep- 
tion, actual ground has been broken for all 
of the petroleum-rubber plants, and every 
possible step is being taken to speed construc- 
tion. He says that they will all be com- 
pleted by the Ist of September 1943—which is 
about 14 months away. 

They said that if Union Carbide & Carbon 
were called on to construct any additional 
alcohol-rubber plants, those new ones could 
not be put into operation before the same 
date—which is the point that now remains 
to be checked. I tried to get officials of Union 
Carbide & Carbon by telephone this after- 
noon, but, unfortunately, they were on the 
train from Washington to New York. I'll have 
that information for you tomorrow night. 

The net result of it is—if what Mr. Madigan 
and Mr. Crossland say is true—that because 
we've delayed so long, it now is too late to 
saye any time by switching to the alcohol 
method. I might remind you that only yes- 
terday Mr. Donald Nelson said there is some 
335,000,000 gallons of surplus alcohol in sight 
for next year, only about half of which will 
be used to produce this allocation that already 
has been made to the Union Carbide & Carbon 
Corporation 

Mr. Crossland says that the Rubber Re- 
serve Company made this allocation of ad=- 


ditional alcohol-rubber production as soon” 


as they were notified by the Alcohol Division 
of the War Production Board that the alcohol 
was available. If that’s true, it leaves a lot 
to be answered by Mr. Frazer Moffat, who 
was in charge of that Alcohol Division. You 
and I fought that battle back last January 
and February, when Mr. Moffat insisted that 
we were short of alcohol, and couldn't use 
the liquor industry to help produce it—but 
did. He knew that alcohol would be avail- 
able at the end of February, and yet here it 
is July, and the Rubber Reserve Company 
says it now is too late to take advantage of 
that surplus alcohol. 

Now, in the meantime, the Standard Oil 
Co. of New Jersey put on a show, at the House 
end of the Capitol, today. Mr. William 8. 
Farish, the president of the company, offi- 
ciated while the Standard Oil scientists made 
synthetic rubber which they called Flexon, 
and Mr. Farish said Standard Oil can produce 
36,000,000 civilian tires out of this material, 
in addition to the regular synthetic rubber 
program. 

He said this type of rubber can be put into 
production in a couple of months, and the 
Congressmen were very much impressed. 

As a matter of fact, it is a very interesting 
procedure and product. It is so-called butyl 
rubber, about 50 percent as good for tires as 
the buna-s rubber that we've been talking 
about generally. It’s made of a petroleum 
gas called iso-butylene and several other in- 
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gredients, and the regular method of pro- 
duction takes quite a few months to build. 

This quick type of butyl—which Standard 
Oll is pleased to dignify by the trade name 
Flexon—is called in the profession bathtub 
butyl, for a very interesting reason. 

You see, the regular method of making 
butyl rubber requires that the ingredients 
have to be reduced to 150 degrees below zero 
before they'll combine properly to get the 
actual rubber, and even then only part of 
the combination takes place. They have to 
warm the mixture and strain out the rubber 
that’s been made, and then cool it again and 
run it through to get the rest. 

That’s a long process and it takes a lot of 
equipment. 

In the meantime, somebody hit on a bril- 
liant idea of merely throwing dry ice into the 
mixture. That dry ice doesn’t chill the whole 
mixture down, but it does chill a small area 
around each particle of dry ice, and the rub- 
ber is formed there. They can make that in 
any tub, or vat, or what have you, and, there- 
fore, it’s called “bathtub butyl.” 

The only catch is that there’s a problem 
about getting the isobutylene, and also about 
getting the dry ice. The capacity of the dry- 
ice industry in the United States is nothing 
like enough, at the present time, to supply 
the demand. But it’s a hope anyway, and 
it will produce tires quickly. 


THURSDAY, JULY 16, 1942 

The special Senate committee that’s in- 
vestigating the synthetic-rubber situation 
made public this afternoon the full testi- 
mony which it received yesterday behind 
closed doors—about the progress of synthetic- 
rubber plants, and when they actually will 
begin turning out rubber—the only thing 
that was censored was the location of the 
plants, and the Cffice of Censorship censors 
us on that anyway. As I told you last night, 
that report shows that if the Rubber Reserve 
Company and the War Production Board 
are successful in speeding up materials, all 
of the petroleum-rubber plants will be in 
operation by September 1, of next year— 
that is what they hope—but at least two- 
thirds of the total number will not begin to 
produce rubber until July 1 of next year. In 
other words, between July 1 of next year, 
and September 1, two-thirds of the total 
amount of petroleum-rubber program will 
actually begin to turn out rubber. 

Now, by way of trying to improve the situa- 
tion as much as possible, that leaves us with 
this question: 

Is it possible now, at the middle of July 
1942, to convert any of those rubber plants 
that are getting started under the Standard 
Oil process and change them to the alcohol 
process of Union Carbide & Carbon or the 
alcohol process of the Publicker Corporation, 
or the petroleum process of the Houdry Cor- 
poration, and get the production going a 
couple of months sooner? If we can, we're 
ahead, because we'll get those extra months 
of production. There’s plenty of alcohol 
available for either of those alcohol processes; 
that is admitted all around, so that’s no 
problem. 

Mr. Standley J. Crossland, who seems to be 
the Rubber Reserve Company, and who says 
you can or you cannot and decides whether 
your process is rejected or accepted by the 
Government, told me yesterday afternoon 
that it is not possible. Mr. Jesse Jones, who 
is over the Rubber Reserve Company and who 
gets his information from Mr. Crossland, told 
me the same thing a week ago. The Senate 
committee was told the same thing yesterday. 
In the meantime, I’ve been doing some spe- 
cific checking. 

The Publicker Corporation of Philadelphia 
says that, given the same priorities that the 
other plants are receiving on materials, they 
can substitute their process in these plants 
and have them turning out rubber in 6 
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months. That means actual rubber being 
produced beginning February next year, in- 
stead of September 1. 

The Houdry Corporation in Philadelphia 
told me this afternoon that if they are given 
the same priorities that the petroleum proc- 
ess is now receiving they will guarantee to be 
turning out rubber by May 1. 

I still am unable to reach the Union Car- 
bide & Carbon officials, although I’ve tried 
all day; but these facts are a matter of rec- 
ord. ‘They began the first of their 20,000-ton 
units on March 1 of this year, and it will go 
into production on the lst of next January. 
That was 10 months, and that, remember, 
was their first plant, in which they had to 
feel their way and learn the tricks, the time 
schedule on their remaining nine plants— 
all built on that same identical plan—is 
considerably shorter than that. But taking 
the 10-month figure, that would mean that 
a shift made now would get the plants into 
operation on May 15. That's vastly different 
from September 1. 

Now, in the meantime, one rather amazing 
fact was brought out, in the record of those 
hearings yesterday. Remember, ladies and 
gentlemen, this is all a question of whether 
the little people of America—not the big ones, 
because they'll be able to get tires somehow 
or other—it’s the little ones who will have to 
go off wheels. 

You've heard me report that the Publicker 
process in Philadelphia was rejected, because 
the Rubber Reserve Company said it was only 
an experimental laboratory operation, the 
capacity of that plant was only enough buta- 
diene to produce about 45 to 50 pounds of 
rubber per day. The Houdry laboratory in 
Philadelphia was producing only 40 pounds of 
rubber per day. They demanded a large-sized 
pilot plant to prove the process, and Publicker 
has been trying since March 12 to get mate- 
rials to build that pilot plant. 

Mr. Crossland admitted in his testimony 
yesterday that the only pilot plant in the 
United States that is using the process that 
now is being put into these petroleum 
plants—the pilot plant from which the design 
was taken for this whole array of petroleum- 
rubber plants that are now getting under 
way—is turning out 10 to 12 pounds of rubber 
per day. 

Now, the question doubtless comes to your 
mind— 

Why didn’t the Rubber Reserve Company, 
in the person of Mr. Crossland, make a 
shift several months ago to the alcohol 
process and take full advantage of the time 
advantage? Let’s project ourselves back to 
March of this year, for example, and see what 
was happening then. 

Standard Oil hadn't discovered its short- 
ened process; the petroleum method for mak- 
ing rubber at that time unquestionably took 
four times as much strategic material as the 
alcohol process, and it took at least twice as 
long to get into operation. They knew the 
alcohol process was practical because they 
already had seen it in operation by Union 
Carbide & Carbon, and they had given that 
company contracts to build alcohol-rubber 
plants. They knew there was a surplus of 
alcohol because it was at that time that they 
turned out Mr. George Johnson, of Nebraska, 
and told him that even if he had 98 percent 
of the materials he needed for an alcohol- 
rubber plant he couldn’t build one because 
he was planning to produce his own alcohol, 
and they already had a surplus of alcohol. 

Now, in the middle of July, only half of 
the alcohol surplus is being utilized—there’s 
a possibility of still more—and they say it's 
too late to gain any time by switching to it. 

Yesterday afternoon I asked Mr. Crossland, 
of the Rubber Reserve Company, why he 
hadn’t made full use of it; he said the reason 
was that he was never notified by Mr. Frazer 
Moffat, of the War Production Board, who 
was in charge of alcohol, that the surplus 
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was available. He said that in May, Mr. 
Moffat notified him that 200,000,000 gallons 
of surplus alcohol were available, and that 
immediately—that very day—he gave orders 
for additional plants to be built by Union 
Carbide & Carbon. 

That means that we are months late in get- 
ting synthetic rubber, because Mr. Moffat 
in the War Production Board failed to notify 
Mr. Crossland in the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany, and Mr. Crossland could only go ahead 
as fast as the alcohol was available. 

Remember that. 

Now, I have before me a letter that came 
in this morning’s mail from a listener in Se- 
attle, Wash., who wrote a protest to Washing- 
ton as a result of my broadcast, and he 
received this letter back signed by Frazer M. 
Moffat, chief of the alcohol section of the 
War Production Board. And I quote 
directly— 

“When Rubber Reserve Company ad- 
vises us that they will require alcohol for 
butadiene (necessary in the manufacture of 
synthetic rubber) we arrange for the neces- 
sary supplies.” 

That is the reason that we're late in getting 
synthetic-rubber production. 

Mr. Frazer Moffat has in the last few days 
withdrawn from the War Production Board 
and has gone into the Army. When that was 
announced to the Senate committee several 
days ago, the chairman said that it met with 
the unanimous and enthusiastic approval of 
the committee. 

As for Mr. Crossland, it does appear that 
he might well be replaced, too. He's a very 
nice boy, 35 years old. He was a bank clerk 
in Chicago for 2 years, then a clerk in the 
Chicago clearing house, then in 1933 went to 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation in 
Chicago, and in 1940 he came here to Wash- 
ington in the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration. That is the extent of his experience 
in the rubber business, or the chemicals 
business, or the construction business, He 
gets $5,400 a year, is married, and has one 
child. 

And he is the individual who is running 
the synthetic-rubber program. I doubt that 
any private enterprise would consider those 
qualifications adequate—and consider that 
this is a problem on which the fate of 
America may hinge! 


FRIDAY, JULY 17, 1942 


Now, I want to make a sort of final report 
to you this evening on this national rubber 
problem, with the understanding, of course, 
that whatever news developments occur from 
here on T’ll present them to you as they 
happen. 

It was just 4 weeks ago tonight that I gave 
you my first report on the subject, and at 
that time the picture was pretty black. Gov- 
ernment officials, trying to make newspaper 
headlines, were telling you that American 
economy would have to go off wheels, that 
when existing tires were gone there’d be no 
more for civilians until the war is over. They 
said the Army would have to put steel treads 
instead of rubber on tanks, thus reducing the 
speed considerably. Synthetic rubber was a 
national mystery; we didn’t know what it 
was made of, or how it was made, or whether 
it was really practical or just a myth. We— 
you and I, as laymen—were caught in a cross- 
fire of contradictions and semihysteria, and 
all sorts of extreme statements by Govern- 
ment officials; none of us knew enough about 
it to know who was telling the truth, and 
that’s why I went into it. 

Since then a lot of water has gone over the 
dam. We've found out there isn’t any great 
mystery about synthetic rubber. A special 
Senate committee has made an investigation, 
and Congress—your Congress—has taken a 
very strong hand in the picture. Four weeks 
ago the appointed officials in charge of this 
rubber program were coasting along glibly, 
having pretty much their own way, and you 
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and I not knowing enough about the thing 
to know whether they were doing a compe- 
tent, responsible job, or whether they weren’t. 

That is all ended. 

We know, now, just how we really stand, 
so far as the rubber supply and the rubber 
production program is concerned—whom the 
contracts have been allocated to and who has 
been turned down—we've found out what 
processes there are and where there is hope of 
getting additional supply. 

We've found out that there’s a very simple 
alcohol process, and plenty of alcohol to be 
used by it, and when the Government offi- 
cials brushed it aside by saying it was un- 
proven and merely experimental, a delegation 
from Congress has gone to Philadelphia and 
has seen that process in operation. We've 
gotten actual figures as to when these plants 
are coming into production, and how long it 
will take to get additional new plants into 
production. And all that, in itself, is tre- 
mendous progress. 

But more important, all agencies of the 
Federal Government are now actively at work 
on the problem. The Army Service of Supply 
is making its own investigation of the situa- 
tion; the Army, Navy, and Munitions Board 
has made its own independent investigation; 
Mr. Donald Nelson and Mr. Jesse Jones, who 
are nominally in charge of the whole pro- 
gram, have reexamined the whole set-up and 
have reexamined it again; the Rubber Coor- 
dinator's Office has demanded a complete 
overhaul of all estimates of needs by the 
Army, the Navy, and the lend-lease pro- 
gram—even the British Government has been 
called in to make sure that they really need 
all of the rubber they say they need. 

The War Production Board has suddenly 
started a quick butadiene program. They 
find that some of the final stage plants will 
be in production much earlier than expected, 
within a few months, having made a check of 
all the plants having produced styrene to 
find if they can begin getting butadiene. 
they can then begin actually producing rub- 
ber. The process is to ransack the existing 
gasoline refineries of the Nation to try to find 
butadiene at any price. 

The tire industry has been called in, and 
told in no uncertain terms, to go out «nd 
develop substitute tires, that will not require 
strategic materials. Mr. Nelson has told Con- 
gress that he recognizes the necessity of keep- 
ing the civilian economy of the Nation on 
wheeis, as well as getting actual war workers 
to their jobs, and that means that he 
takes it on himself to see that that civil- 
ian economy does continue to have tires. 

We've established, definitely and beyond the 
slightest doubt, and everybody all around 
finally has admitted this—that even now it 
is possible and practical to produce whatever 
rubber is necessary to keep the Nation on 
wheels—and if it goes off wheels, the fault 
lies solely with the officials in charge of the 
program, for incompetence in failing to take 
the necessary steps. 

I think that’s one point that we ought to 
keep in mind, all the way through, a point to 
remember, just in case anything does hap- 
pen, with all the spotlight that’s been turned 
on this situation, there certainly is no ex- 
cuse for anybody to make any mistakes. 

The petroleum industry suddenly has 
pulled out of the hat a drastic improvement 
in their process; let’s hope that proves suc- 
cessful. For the good of those Government 
officials who are staking everything on that 
process, and pouring their eggs into that 
basket, it had better be successful. 

They still insist adamantly that they will 
not change from that one to one of the other 
proven processes—Houdry or Carbide & Car- 
bon or Publicker—on the grounds that no 
time can be saved by changing now. The 
overwhelming evidence seems to challenge 
that. The companies claim and the records 
show that those other processes could be in 
production not later than next May, while 
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the plants they insist on going ahead with 
will not be in production until August and 
September. The Publicker Co. says it can get 
into production by February of next year. 
Independent outside engineers say that con- 
siderable time could be saved, but Mr. Stan- 
ley Crossland, of the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany, 35 years old, whose sole training has 
been as a bank clerk and a Government 
employee in the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration—Mr. Crossland merely says it’s not 
so and refuses to change. 

At the Capitol today Senator Norris told 
Mr. Crossland that he has drawn all of his 
advice and information from one side of this 
picture; and the Senate committee, which has 
investigated the whole thing, says that Mr. 
Crossland is wrong. As one who has seen 
this picture from the standpoint of an un- 
biased reporter, it certainly has appeared to 
me that Mr. Crossland and his fellow techni- 
cians in the Rubber Reserve Company—some 
other people in the Government—are so in- 
tent upon proving that they were 100 percent 
right in their past policies that they have no 
time to look for real facts. Their pride is 
so injured and its so hard for them to reverse 
themselves and admit that they were other 
than perfect that they insist upon forcing 
their point of view through, regardless of 
fact. 

That is a typical failing of little men in 
water over their heads. 

Now, finally, there is a possibility of a solu- 
tion in sight—and this, I think, is what these 
Government officials are depending upon. I 
hope they're right. By strange twist of 
irony, it comes from none other than the 
Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey in the form 
of this so-called Flexon, which was an- 
nounced several days ago by Mr. William S. 
Farish, the president of Standard Oil. 

I think you know—and we might just as 
well be frank about it—the early history of 
Standard Oil in this whole synthetic-rubber 
picture was a yery unpretty picture. The con- 
tracts with the I. G. Farbenindustrie; the 
Government suits against them for attempt- 
ing to tie synthetic rubber up in a monopoly; 
the fact that they filed suit in the courts to 
stop the one company in the United States 
that was making synthetic rubber last year 
from continuing to make; and finally, the ex- 
orbitant royalties that they charged, which 
stopped. private manufacturers from going 
into it. 

. But if they can produce the solution—and 
thereby redeem themselves—tlet’s have it, by 
all means. More power to them. 

This Flexon, as I told you the other night, 
is butyl rubber, about 50 percent as good as 
the other synthetic rubber, but good enough 
for tires nevertheless. 

Normally it’s made in a rather complicated 
plant. They are building several of those 
plants now, to be ready in December to turn 
out 60,000 tons of butyl rubber per year. 

It’s made by mixing iso-butylene, a gas, 
with a turpentine product and then reducing 
the temperature of the mixture to about 150 
degrees below zero. 

As I told you before, that takes a lot of 
refrigeration equipment, and all sorts of new 
materials; but one of the Standard Oil en- 
gineers hit upon the idea of merely dumping 
dry ice into the mixtare—that dry ice doesn’t 
bring down the temperature of the whole 
mixture, but it does produce a very cold 
area around each particle of dry ice, and 
rubber is formed there. i 

By that process, this butyl rubber can be 
made anywhere; it actually can be made in 
a bathtub; and the method used by Stand- 
ard Oil is to make it in wooden vats. 

Mr. Farish says he can turn out 36,000,000 
tires a year, and begin in the very near fu- 
ture. That seems to be unquestionably true, 
if he can get the necessary iso-butylene gas, 
the necessary dry ice. His technicians in- 
form me that they have crews of men ran- 
sacking the country for both—they think 
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they have lined up enough dry ice—available 
as soon as the summer ice-cream season Is 
over. 

‘There’s about 40,000 barrels of iso-butylene 
being produced every day as a byproduct 
of gasoline manufacture, only 6,000 barrels 
of which is being put to use. They're trying 
to get hold of the rest of it by adding a 
little on equipment to this and that distillery. 

So there’s the report to date, ladies and 
gentlemen. 

A great deal has been accomplished; but 
let me close by saying that the credit does 
not go to me. Instead, it goes to you. I 
merelv have tried to give you the facts. That, 
in itself would mean nothing. 

It was you who wrote literally tens of 
thousands of letters of protest to Washing- 
ton, demanding that something be done, 
And it was those letters that produced the 
results. 

Let that be a lesson to you that you can 
control your own Government if you want to. 


MONDAY, JULY 20, 1942 


Now, I have for you tonight some very con- 
structive and very encouraging news on the 
rubber situation, by long odds the most en- 
couraging development in all this hectic tur- 
moil of the last long weeks of the synthetic- 
rubber situation. And it comes from a 
totally unexpected source—a Government 
agency that has hardly been mentioned in 
this problem to date—the Office of Petroleum 
Coordinator, under none other than Secre- 
tary of Interior Harold Ickes. 

The middie of last week, I was informed 
that a Government agency had called a 
secret meeting of oil operators in Houston, 
Tex., for Friday morning, but big operators 
and little independents alike, and it so hap- 
pens that in that meeting were at least two 
oil operators who were reporting to me, as 
to what exactly went on, 

Unfortunately, neither of my reports 
reached me before broadcast time Friday 
night, but it’s just as well, because that gave 


me the week end to work on the matter, and | 
‘then get the facts well in hand for you, and | 


here they are. 

You remember my telling you that a con- 
siderable number of the final synthetic-rub- 
ber plants—the ones that combine the 


butadiene with styrene to actually make the | 


rubber itself—would be ready for operation 
by about the first of next year, and that ef- 


forts were being made, quietly, to find some | 


way of getting quick butadiene, at any cost, 
to get those plants into production ahead 
of time. 

Well, that’s what this meeting was all 
about. It seems that over the past few weeks 
the Office of the Petroleum Coordinator has 
sent out investigators and research men and 
has called on the petroleum industry to de- 
vise ways and means of getting that necessary 
butadiene, by hook or by crook. 

The idea was to pool the production facili- 


ties of the oil industry for the production ` 


of ordinary automobile gasoline, keep a few 
refineries running at full tilt to supply all 
necessary gasoline, then take the refineries 
that would be freed by the concentration of 
production and change them so as to get 
butadiene and isobutylene—which is used for 
making the s0-called bathtub butyl of the 
Standard Oil Co. 

Mr. Wright Gary, of the Office of Petroleum 
Coordinator, who has been in charge of this 
quiet program, was in charge of this meeting 
in Houston. Several different methods have 
been devised whereby old refinery equipment 
can be changed and reversed and fixed up, 
and thereby produce butadiene; and this 
meeting in Houston was to find out just what 
the oil industry itself has been able to work 
out in the way of a practical plan. 

There were two provisions: First, that the 
equipment must be old equipment, not neo- 


essary for any other war use; second, that it 
must produce butadiene quickly. 

The general method is to use as much 
higher temperature in the so-called cracking 
process, which produces a much higher per- 
centage of butadiene than the regular crack- 
ing for automobile gasoline produces. It 
means that the equipment will burn out 
much sooner; it'll have to be replaced per- 
haps in 7 or 8 months, parts of it, but it'll 
be worth replacing. The butadiene will be 
expensive, comparatively speaking, but that 
will be a side issue. This is not really the 
right way to make butadiene, but it makes it, 
and what we want is rubber, quickly—which 
this will do. 

Over the week end, Mr. Wright Gary flew 
to Los Angeles, in the heart of the California 
oil industry, and held a similar meeting 
there. There were about 75 representatives 
of about 75 oil companies at the Houston 
meeting—the one in Los Angeles was a bit 
larger; and in both places they reported real 
and successful progress. 

I talked to Mr. Gary just a few moments 
ago by long-distance telephone. He said the 
reports show that by this program, the oil 
industry will produce enough quick butadi¢ne 
for considerably more than 200,000 tons of 
rubber per year—all that in addition to the 
program that's been laid down on a slow basis 
by the Rubber Reserve Company. Production 
will begin by January 1 of next year, which 
means essentially that some 40,000,000 civilian 
tires will be produced for American automo- 
biles next year. That’s full sunshine break- 
ing through the clouds. And in addition to 
that, ample isobutylene will be produced to 
supply the Standard Oll Co.'s Flexon pro- 
gram—the bathtub butyl, so-called. Those 
40,000,000 tires, incidentally, will be the high 
grade of tires—as good or better than your 
present ones—not the five to ten thousand 
mile kind. 


That doesn’t mean that we're over the | 


hurdle; We still have to conserve rubber to 
the utmost. But it does mean that in the 
last few weeks the Government and the ofl 
industry have worked out a tremendous con- 
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tribution toward keeping the Nation on | 


wheels. 


TUESDAY, JULY 21, 1942 


In Congress, the Senate actually began de- 
bate today on the synthetic rubber ques- 
tion. There’s a bill under consideration to 
set up a separate agency, that would have sole 
control over synthetic rubber made from al- 
cohol, the theory being to get a more friendly 
administration of the aleohol-rubber prob- 
Jem. It certainly is a fact that the alcohol- 
rubber problem has not had very friendly 
administration, thus far, from the Rubber 
Reserve Company, but it’s up to Congress to 
decide whether that is the best way to cor- 
rect the situation. 

Senator Barkury, the Democratic floor 
leader, and presumably representing the 
President's views, took the opposition today, 
and so did other administration regulars. 

In all fairness, it would seem ‘wise to keep 
in mind the one sole objective—what we 
want is rubber, by the quickest possible 
method—rubber from alcohol, insofar as that 
method will produce rubber quicker than we 
can get it from petroleum, and not rubber 
from alcohol merely for the sake of getting it 
from alcohol—and it does seem to call for 
some careful consideration as te whether 
a separate agency would accomplish that 
objective. 

In the House of Representatives a special 
committee was set up, composed of five Dem- 
ocrats and five Republicans from the Eastern 
Seaboard States, to begin next Monday an 
investigation into the Atlantic seaboard 
ee tires, and incidentally on gaso- 
line, 9 
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The chairman of the committee is Repre- 
sentative FITZGERALD, of Connecticut, and the 
ranking Republican is Representative HART- 
LEY, of New Jersey, and they announced that 
the first witness to be called will be a re- 
porter by the name of Fulton Lewis, Jr., who 
has had a few selected words to say on the 
subject of synthetic rubber in the weeks past. 

The rubber industry itself presented its 
program for handling the tire shortage this 
afternoon; they opened a huge exhibit at the 
Willard Hotel here, with samples of the kind 
of tires they have been able to produce with 
synthetic rubber, and also samples of the 
rubber itself and the things that go to make 
it up; and they say that they can produce 
enough tires to keep all mechanically usable 
civilian automobiles on the road with 60 per- 
cent of the total mileage of those cars last 


year. 

To do that, they say, they want 75 percent 
of the butyl and thiokol rubber, both of 
which are the very least important to the 
Government’s war program and represent a 
very small part of the entire synthetic-rubber 
production—and they need, along with that, 
about 3,000 tons of natural crude rubber to 
cement treads to the casings. That is a very 
small amount when you consider that the 
present stock pile of crude rubber is 600,000 
tons. $ 
They also need 97,000 tons of scrap rub- 
ber, which, apparently, we have, and then 
some, in the rubber-collection campaign. 

The most important angle of all is that this 
does not include the more than 200,000 tons 
of the additional buna-s rubber, the high- 
grade type, which the Petroleum Coordina- 
tor’s Office is in the course of whisking out 
of nowhere from the petroleum industry, as 
I announced to you last night. With all 
that, plus 8,000,000 more tires which Mr. Leon 
‘Henderson has on hand in economic refriger- 
ation, there certainly ought to be a solution 
of the tire situation in sight. 


POSITION OF THE ARABS IN THE WORLD 
WAR 


Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, we hear 
that the Nazis and Fascists lately have 
been making strenuous efforts to flatter 
and hoodwink the Arab world. 

For this purpose the Italians have been 
using two paid tools of the Axis—Amin 
Al Husseini, the Grand Mufti of Jeru- 
Salem, and Rashid Al Gailani, formerly 
of Iraq, both contemptible Quislings. 

We hear that Axis propaganda, with 
the help of these two abject hirelings 
‘of the Axis, has been making quixotic 
offers to the Arab peoples—pretended 
guaranties of independence and offers of 
so-called Italian protection. 

Anyone at all acquainted with recent 
history would dismiss this pretended be- 
lated love of Hitler and Mussolini for 
the Moslems of the Near East as utterly 
insincere. 

As for Italy’s record with the Arabs, 
the actions of Mussolini, the self-styled 
“protector of Islam,” certainly speak | 
louder than words—the words of Axis 
propaganda aimed at the Near East. 

The horrible atrocities perpetrated by 
the Italians on the Moslems of Libya 
and Albania are too recent to be erased 
from memory. 

In 1911 Libya was snatched from 
Turkey by Italy, but it soon proved easier 
to occupy than to hold. 

Arab revolts soon broke out which, to 
-quote an official Italian publication, “re- 
quired strong and decisive action.” 
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It was not till 1914 that the Italians 
succeeded in establishing their authority 
in parts of Tripolitania. But: not for 
ong. 

The Italians attempted to drown Lib- 
yan resistance in blood. However, the 
brave Libyans were not to be easily in- 
timidated. They refused to accept the 
abominable Italian yoke. . 

More Italian legions were dispatched 
to Libya. The most ferocious methods 
of warfare were adopted by the Italians. 

Italy’s most capable generals, Rudolfo 
Graziani and Pietro Badoglio, were sent 
in turn to assume supreme command of 
military operations against a nation of 
about a million people. 

Yet it was not until 1932 that General 
Badoglio announced that “Libya was 
completely pacified.” 

How complete the pacification actu- 
ally was can be seen from the following 
statement of an official Fascist publica- 
tion: 

By 1932 most of the important Arab lead- 
ers had been either subdued on the battle- 
field or driven from the territory. 


The brave Libyan Arabs had finally 
been conquered by ruthless sword and 
fire. 

Moslems the world over will never for- 
get what Graziani had done to the 
Senussi Arabs. 

As soon as the Italian general arrived 
in Libya he embarked upon a deliberate 
extermination of the brave Senussi. 

There was hardly a tree or lamppost 
in Libya without a rotting human ca- 
daver. 

Senussi: Sheiks were dropped from 
planes into their own villages. Whole 
tribes were thrown into crowded concen- 
tration camps to die of starvation. 

Wells were poisoned by the Italians and 
others were sealed with concrete—a sa- 
distic maneuver the full cruelty of which 
can be appreciated only by those who 
have traveled in the desert. 

Italian machine guns were turned on 
captive Arabs herded in camps, and 
women and children were allowed to die 
from hunger, thirst, and disease. 

The virtual massacre of thousands of 
freedom-loving Senussis by the Italians 
had earned General Graziani the un- 
enviable title of “the butcher.” 

Not since the days of the barbarian 
invasions had the world seen such mass 
cruelty. 

At least one American newspaperman 
was witness to some of the Italian gen- 
eral’s methods ‘of extermination. A 
Scandinavian traveler has left a record 
of what he saw, which is surely one of 
the most terrible documents in existence. 

The whole world was horrified by this 
display of Fascist Italian cruelty. In 
Egypt, Palestine, Syria, and Tunisia riots 
took place before the Italian consulates. 

How many Libyan Arabs were mur- 
dered by the Italians in the process of 
“pacification”? 

We do not know, and we do not think 
anybody will ever know. Possibly 100,- 
000. Possibly 5 times as many, or even 
more. 

The Statesman’s Yearbook for 1910— 
the year before the Italian invasion— 
gave the population of Tripolitania as 
1,000,000. 
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During the 30 years that followed the 
Arab population of Palestine or Egypt 
was almost doubled. 

Yet during these 30 years of Italian 
occupation the population of Tripolita- 
nia, instead of increasing, decreased by 
228,000. ‘ 

Evidently at least half of the entire 
population of Tripolitania had been 
slaughtered by the Italian conquerors. 

Small wonder that the Senussis now 
are fighting on the side of the United 
Nations. 

In the summer of 1940 Sayyid Idris 
Es-Senussi, the leader of the Senussi, 
presented before thousands of Senussi 
tribesmen the blue and white crescent 
flag to the newly formed unit of Senussi 
soldiers now fighting against the Italians 
and Germans. 

These Senussi soldiers made the most 
magnificent scouts and helped in this 
manner the allied forces operating in 
Libya. 

Last year several thousand Senussi 
tribesmen, who had been compelled to 
wear the hated Italian uniform, were 
taken prisoner by the Allied forces. To 
a man they asked to be allowed to fight 
against the Fascists. 

They were given British uniforms and 
became free Arabs fighting for the Allied 
cause, the cause of the free nations, 
which is the Arab cause. 

No; the Arabs of the Near East will not 
fall victims to Italian propaganda, which 
is now being abetted by the paid tools of 
the Axis, the traitors of the Arab cause, 
Rashid al Gailani and Amin al Husseini, 
the Grand Mufti of Jerusalem. 

The Arabs of the Near East and north 
Africa remember the dire plight of the 
Moslems of Albania and Libya under 
Italian domination. 

Neither will the Arabs heed the false 
promises of the Nazi wolf. 

For years the Nazis have been ex- 
pounding their ridiculous, pseudo-scien- 
tific racial theories about the superiority 
of the so-called Aryan race and the in- 
feriority of other races. At the very bot- 
tom of the ladder of the human race the 
Nazis have placed the honorable Semitic 
race, to which the Arabs belong. The 
Nazis regard the Semitic race as the scum 
of the earth, 

Yet, paradoxically, though in accord- 
ance with their policy of divide and de- 
stroy, the Nazis have been flattering the 
Arabs. 

The Arabs, however, know what their 
lot would be under a possible Nazi domi- 
nation. 

Speaking for his people, the Prime 
Minister of Iraq, Nuri As-Said, said—and 
I quote: 

For us nazi-ism with its theory of master 
race and slave peoples is a menace to the 
Moslem religion. An Axis victory would mean 
the end of all near eastern states. 


The Arabs have witnessed the dire 
plight—the slavery, the starvation, the 
misery, the hostages, the concentration 
camps—in the Nazi “paradise” of the 
conquered countries. 

The Arabs are equally aware of the 
appalling conditions in the countries 
which chose to sell their souls and inde- 
pendence in the hope that they would 
be treated better by the Nazi barbarians, 
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Hungary, Bulgaria, and Rumania—or, 
rather, the Governments of those coun- 
tries—chose to “make a deal” with Hit- 
ler. In so doing they have lost their souls 
and their honor. They have brought 
upon themselves the ignominy of having 
sided with the brutal forces of slavery in 
this global struggle of liberty versus 
tyranny. 

Yet, the fruits of their “collaboration” 
with Hitler are: The sacrifice of their 
youth on the eastern front; the looting 
of all their food and other goods; the 
control of their internal institutions by 
the .iotorious Gestapo; and the forcing 
of their men and women into the Ger- 
man slave gangs, 

The Arabs know that they can never 
tolerate the spirit of tyranny which 
radiates from Berlin. 

The Arab is a passionate lover of free- 
dom. He can easily perceive that Hitler 
is the foe of freedom everywhere and 
that he would have the scantiest respect 
for Arab liberties. 

It has been observed that the pet idea 
of German propaganda is “Islam, the 
world power of tomorrow.” 


Gross German insincerity can be 
proven very easily on this point also. 


Today the whole world knows that the 
Germans are striving for absolute world 
power and that they will never tolerate 
any other organized powers, be they Mos- 
lem, Christian, or Hindu. 


Even before the United States entered 
the war, President Roosevelt told the 
world that he had information to the 
effect that the Nazis aimed at abolishing 
all religions and setting up an interna- 
tional heathen church, symbolized by the 
swastika and the sword. 


The German book Gott und Volk, 
which is widely circulated among the 
Nazi elite, gives final proof that Hitler is 
the enemy not only of freedom of speech, 
freedom of assembly, and the other liber- 
ties freemen enjoy, but also of freedom 
of religion. It also bears out President 
Roosevelt’s assertion that the Nazis are 
aiming to strike at the very root of re- 
ligion, in any part of the world. 

Sirdar Ikbal Ali Shah, the well-known 
Moslem intellectual and author, wrote 
recently: 

The whole conception of God as seen by 
Nazi Germany and by the Moslems of the 
East is in constant conflict, 

One of the Koranic injunctions from which 
the Moslems have never departed in their 
long years of religious history— 


Says Sirdar Shah elsewhere— 


is to honor their solemn pledges. The Nazi 
conception is that no engagements contracted 
with non-Nordic people are valid. 


Summing up the divergency between 
nazi-ism and Mohammedanism, Sirdar 
Shah says: 

Most of our Moslem people in the Near and 


Middle East see only unmitigated evil in 
nazi-ism. 


The mentality of the Moslems of North 
Africa and the Near East, says this dis- 
tinguished Moslem leader— 


are poles apart and the Moslems are well 
aware that if Germany should overwhelm 
their countries it would mean annihilation 
of their religious, political, and economic 
life. 
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The Arabs know that the Atlantic 
Charter is the best guaranty that their 
freedom and independence will be guar- 
anteed. They know that the United 
Nations, following their inevitable vic- 
tory, will help the peoples of the Near 
East in every way possible. 

We feel confident that, in this global 
war, the honorable people of the Arabic 
lands are wholeheartedly on the side of 
the United Nations, which have pledged 
all their well-nigh inexhaustible re- 
sources for the destruction of the dark 
forces of slavery. 


POEM BY MRS. J. D. ARNOLD 


Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, while I 
am on my feet, I wish to read the follow- 
ing poem, which was written by Mrs. J. 
D. Arnold, of Lakeland, Fla.: 

QUERY OF THE CABINETMAKER 
Is there a God when peace is hurled, 
And trod upon by war's stampede? 
When Aaron saw the forest trees 
That God had given him; 
He knew the storms would test 
The might of younger growth; 
He knew the superstrength 
Of twisted forms; 
For in his shop, 
The tough, gnarled grain of weathered wood 
Had found a valued place 
Where other woods had failed; 
And then he wondered if 
The Ged of all was testing peace 
To season it for usefulness. 


ST. LAWRENCE RIVER SEAWAY AND | 
POWER DEVELOPMENT 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, the war 
effort of the United States is being seri- 
ously hampered today because of short- 
ages in the Northeast. We have short- 
ages of oil and gas. We have shortages 
of aluminum. We shall soon have a 
shortage of electric power, and will un- 
doubtedly be rationed on that vital ne- 
cessity within a few months. 

All these shortages would be eliminated 
today had the Federal Government been 
permitted to construct the St. Lawrence 
seaway and power development before 
now. 

The time has come when we must give 
our attention to those things which may 
mean the difference between winning the 
war and losing it. We can no longer 
tolerate the opposition of selfish inter- 
ests to any project that may make the 
difference between life and death for 
our own country. We can no longer 
say that the war will be over before 
such developments can be completed. 
We can no longer say that we cannot 
afford the money. 

The course of events in the World War 
today indicates most clearly that we must 
prepare for a life or death struggle of 
not less than 10 years’ duration. 

If we plan for a short war, we are more 
likely to lose it. If we plan for a long 
war, determined that we shall win, what- 
ever the cost, we may be able to shorten 
the time. 

Development of the St. Lawrence River 
will eliminate shortages of power, short- 
ages of aluminum, shortages of gas and 
oil, and shortages of other vital war 
necessities. 

I have recently called the attention of 
President Roosevelt to the great need of 
proceeding with this development with- 
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out delay. In his reply the President has 
stressed the fact that it is unfortunate 
that the St. Lawrence project is not now 
a reality to aid the United States and 
Canada in our war effort. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to include in the Recorp as a part 
of my remarks my letter to President 
Roosevelt and his reply. I am advised 
that the White House has no objection 
to this being done. 

There being no objection, the letters 
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 


as follows: 
Jury 13, 1942. 
The PRESIDENT, 
The White House, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Mr. Preswent: In view of the 
continued heavy sinkings of American mer- 
chant ships by submerines, I am appealing to 
you to give your earnest consideration to an 
important means of conserving shipping 
space and time, eliminating considerable 
danger now due to the submarine menace 
and developing permanently a mighty re- 
source which will add immeasurably to the 
safety and welfare of our country. I refer 
to the development of the St. Law- 
rence seaway, and particularly to the Cham- 
plain cut-off. 

This is not a new proposition, but the 
gravity of America’s present position should 
impress the importance of this project upon 
every official and every citizen. For 20 years 
and over this great development has been 
in the talk stage. 

Over 20 years ago private interests offered 
to construct the seaway if in return they 
were given the rights to one of America’s 
greatest resources, the power which might 
be developed on the St. Lawrence River. 

Failing to grab off this heritage of the 
people, they have successfully obstructed the 
development to this day. The fact that we 
are at war seems to make no impression 
whatsoever upon a little group of selfish men 
to whom America’s safety is secondary to 
their own interests. 

I wish to call your attention now to the 
fact that with the development of the St. 
Lawrence River all shipping from the Great 
Lakes region to the Atlantic, Gulf, Central 
American, and Pacific ports could save 1,360 
miles each way on every trip and also save 
77 hours’ sailing time each way on every trip 
from the Great Lakes to these ports by using 
the Champlain cut-off. 

In 1935 it was estimated that the average 
size freighter of 7,825 tons would thus save 
$1,920 per trip, as compared with the Gulf 
of St. Lawrence route. With the life of our 
country virtually at stake today, it is more 
important than ever before that every ton 
of shipping space and every hour of shipping 
time be carefully conserved. No development 
in all America could save the tonnage and 
time that this great northeast waterway 
would do. 

Atlantic vessels traveling to and from 
Europe could avoid over a thousand miles of 
submarine infested waters by sailing up the 
St. Lawrence River and down Lake Cham- 
plain and the Hudson to New York City. 
This route would be far enough removed 
from the ocean so that enemy aircraft from 
carriers would have little chance of success- 
fully attacking it as several great airports lie 
between the Champlain route and the 
Atlantic Ocean on which our own aircraft 
can be base: to afford protection. 

This waterway, Mr. President, would serve 
over 70,000,000 people or over half the popu- 
lation of the United States. By means of 
it millions of tons of flour, grain, meats, 
other agricultural products, metals, ofl, gas, 
fertilizer, and manufactyred products would 
be carried at a minimum of expense to pro- 
ducers, manufacturers, and consumers. Its 
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use would increase as time goes on. The 
tonnage passing through the Panama Canal 
increased from 3,094,000 tons to 30,663,000 in 
13 years of use. 

The tremendous development of electrical 
power on the St. Lawrence would insure 
greater safety for our country in times of 
war and greater comforts for the people of 
northeastern United States and Canada in 
times of peace. I realize that mention of 
this tremendously important project will im- 
mediately bring howls of protest from the 
sanctified few who seem to think the natural 
resources of the earth were intended for 
them alone. 

These protests are usually made in the 
names of the small railroads. They claim 
that the railroads would be ruined and could 
not give service to the local communities. 
This claim is absurd. If anything can save 
the small railroads of northeastern New York 
and New England it is the development of 
the St. Lawrence seaway and the Champlain 
cut-off. 

From St. Albans, Burlington, Whitehall, 
and Albany these small railroads would be 
called upon to deliver water-borne freight 
to eastern New York and the interior of New 
England in such quantities as they never 
dreamed of before. 

Speaking more broadly, those of us who 
feel that the projcct is a vital necessity now 
consider it as a step in the development of 
the safest and soundest transportation sys- 
tem for the country as a whole, embracing 
not only railroads but also pipe lines, bus 
lines, truck routes, commercial airlines, and 
Inland waterways. If we can break the 
shackles of the narrow outlook of conserva- 
tive railroad finance, I am convinced that 
all transportation agencies will share in the 
increased prosperity which the country will 
derive from such a coordinated transporta- 
tion system. 

The real reason for the protests against 
this development is that the railroads have 
Interlocking directorates with the power com- 
panies of New York and New England, who 
feel that with the development of 2,250,000 
horsepower, the people of the North will no 
longer be required to pay high tribute to 
them in the form of excessive rates based 
on inflated valuations. 

As I said before, they have successfully ob- 
structed the development of this great natu- 
ral resource for over 20 years because they 
could not grab it themselves. This “dog in 
the manger” attitude should not be tolerated 
any longer. These little men must be made 
to realize that we have got to win this war, 
no matter what happens to them and their 
booty. 

Had they not been able to block this de- 
velopment up to now, there would be no 
aluminum shortage in America. There would 
be no shortage of gasoline and oil in the 
northeast area. There would be no shortage 
of power with which to manufacture the in- 
struments we need to win our victory. There 
would be ships floating that are today at the 
bottom of the ocean. 

Mr. President, these dollar-conscious patri- 
ots are even now spreading the false im- 
pression that the war is almost over. That 
it cannot last much longer. That the sub- 
marines will scon all be sunk. This is propa- 
ganda in its most ghastly form, raising false 
hopes among the poor people of America, 
among the mothers who have sons in the 
service, even among those in the service them- 
selves. It is intended to convey the impres- 
sion that any public developments of natu- 
ral resources in America are unnecessary be- 
cause the war will be over before these de- 
velopments can be completed. 

Even though we may hope that the war 
will not last long, yet everyone should know 
that the present and future safety of America 
depends upon adequate preparations for a 
long-time conflict. We must develop every 
natural resource that will help us to win as 
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quickly as possible. That is why I am now 
asking you to lend your efforts to this most 
important development of all. 
Very respectfully yours, 
GEORGE D. AIKEN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, July 21, 1942. 
Hon. GEORGE D. AIKEN, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR ArKew: I appreciate your 
letter of July 13, 1942, stressing the impor- 
tance of providing the St. Lawrence seaway 
and power project, and a cut-off channel to 
the Hudson River by way of Lake Champlain. 
You point out that this development would 
afford a means of conserving shipping space 
and time, of eliminating considerable dan- 
ger due to the submarine menace, and of add- 
ing immeasurably to the safety and welfare 
of our country. 

It is indeed unfortunate that the St. Law- 
rence project is not now a reality to aid in 
strengthening both the United States and 
Canada in the task of winning the war. Af- 
ter the development of the St. Lawrence is 
assured, due consideration should be given to 
the suggested Lake Champlain cut-off. 

Very sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 


Mr. AIKEN. In concluding, let me say 
that, although in the past certain corpo- 
rate interests have fought bitterly and 
successfully against this great interna- 
tional project, every corporation and 
every person, no matter what the per- 
sonal interests of each may be, should 
now in a united effort get behind this 
great contribution to America’s resources 
for winning the war and once and for all 
cease any obstructionist tactics. 


GASOLINE AND FUEL OIL SITUATION IN 
THE EAST 


Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, in his 
veto message, after discussing the ques- 
tion of misinformation, misconception, 
and even partiality for one process or 
another, the President goes on to say: 

It may be that the present program of the 
War Production Board is not the best solu- 
tion. If so, the facts should be ascertained 
and made public. 


I wish to applaud highly the resolve to 
ascertain the facts and make them public. 
It is a matter of some concern that the 
subject of fuel oil, gasoline, and gas ra- 
tioning is referred to, apparently the di- 
rective, if I may borrow the term, in the 
concluding paragraph of the message is 
that the committee take such action or 
recommend such action as will produce 
the rubber necessary for our total war 
effort. 

There is no additional reference in 
the message to the matter of gas ration- 
ing and the matter of transportation. 
I realize the subject is outside of the 
scope of the bill on which the message 
is based. I realize it is outside of the 
intendment of what was involved when 
the measure was before the Senate for 
consideration. 

On the other hand, Mr. President, it is 
certainly no less necessary that we ascer- 
tain the facts with reference to the gaso- 
line situation in the East and that they 
be made public. Gasoline, important as 
it is, is secondary to bunker oil and fuel 
oil for heating purposes. The dire 
shortage in the East in these particulars 
is growing, not lessening, as time goes 
on. 
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Meanwhile, Mr. President, within the 
past few days we find that the Secretary 
of the Interior stated publicly that 
Nation-wide gasoline rationing would not 
increase the movement of gasoline into 
zone 1 by one carload, and yet on Tues- 
day of this week the Office of Petroleum 
Coordinator, who is the Secretary of the 
Interior, announced that he has called 
for 5,000 additional tank cars to be put 
into service to the Atlantic coast. 

We have been told that a rationing pro- 
gram was recommended by the Office of 
Price Administration last February, and 
in the Washington Post of Wednesday of 
this week we read that the plans were 
called off as the result of White House 
intervention. 

Mr. President, you cannot realize the 
state of the public mind in the East, 
faced, as the people are, by such conflict- 
ing statements which are made day in 
and day out. It is not only with refer- 
ence to the situation involving the rubber 
shortage that people have evinced con- 
cern. Indeed, there are many Senators 
present who looked with great favor upon 
the proposal of the Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. Grttutre], in the first instance, 
simply as a means of bringing the matter 
fully and fairly to the attention of the 
public. 

Since we are striking out now, through 
administration leadership, to the end 
that the facts shall be ascertained and 
made public, it is to be hoped that in that 
quest we may get definite information of 
what is to be done with reference to 
meeting the threatened oil shortage in 
the East. Particularly, in view of the 
approach of winter and the need of fuel 
supplies to operate defense industries 
and heat our homes, the situation calls 
for the most forthright declaration of 
position. 


INFORMATION ON PROGRESS OF THE 
WAR THROUGH FOREIGN AMBASSA- 
DORS AND OTHERS 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, we all 
recognize that the executive power of this 
Government is vested in the President of 
the United States and that, as Command- 
er in Chief, he is authorized to direct the 
movements of the land, aerial, and naval 
forces, placed by law at his command, 
and to employ them in the manner he 
may deem most effectual to win through 
to victory; that the matter of invasion of 
hostile countries and the conduct of the 
war is in his hands. 

On the other hand, Congress has the 
power to raise and support those armies 
and to provide by law for carrying on the 
war. That power extends to all legis- 
lation essential to the prosecution of the 
war with vigor and success, though Con- 
gress has not the power to interfere with 
the command of the forces and the con- 
duct of the war. That power and that 
duty belong to the President, as Com- 
mander in Chief. That power is derived 
from the Constitution. 

Under the Constitution it is the func- 
tion of the President from time to time 
to give to the Congress information on 
the state of the Union and recommend to 
the Congress such measures as he shall 
judge necessary and expedient. 

I have stated the above because it is 
apparent that many of our people con- 
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fuse the functions of the Executive and 
the Congress in times of war. 

My primary purpose today is not to 
recite what is apparent and known by 
every Senator but to submit a resolution, 
which is as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that the British Ambassador, the Russian 
Ambassador, the Chinese Ambassador, and 
other important personages, including our 
own Commander in Chief and others he may 
designate, be invited to address the Senate in 
executive session on such occasion or occa- 
sions as may be convenient, to give to this 
body the inside picture of this World War. 


In Britain the other day, the Russian 
Ambassador addressed the Commons in 
executive session, and the members of 
that body interrogated him with his per- 
mission, and, undoubtedly, the result was 
a better grasp by the members of that 
body of not only the Russian situation, 
but the world situation. 

I know of no better method for this 
body to obtain first-hand information, 
which it should have as the representa- 
tives of the people, than to follow a sim- 
ilar course. After all, this is the people’s 
war. They are paying the price with the 
lives of their sons and by the sacrifice 
of their material wealth. 

I send the resolution to the desk, and 
asi: that it be referred to the appropriate 
committee. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 282) was referred to the 
pone on Foreign Relations, as fol- 
ows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Sen- 
ate that the British Ambassador, the Rus- 
sian Ambassador, the Chinese Ambassador, 
and other important personages, including 
our own Commander in Chief and others 
he may designate, be invited to address the 
Senate in executive session on such occasion 
or occasions as may be convenient, to give 
to this body the inside picture of this Wotld 
War, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to consider executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Lucas in the chair) laid before the Sen- 
ate messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nom- 
inations, which were referred to the ap- 
propriate committees, 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on 
Finance: 

Several engineers to be assistant sanitary 
engineers in the United States Public Health 
Service. 

By Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: 
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Douglas Flood, of Illinois, now a Foreign 
Service officer of class 7 and a secretary in 
the Diplomatic Service, to be also a consul; 
and 

Robert F. Woodward, of Minnesota, now a 
Foreign Service officer of class 7 and a secre- 
tary in the Diplomatic Service, to be also a 
consul. 

NOMINATION OF RANDOLPH E. PAUL 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, earlier 
in the day the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GeorceE], chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, reported favorably from that 
committee the nomination of Mr. Ran- 
dolph E. Paul to be general counsel for 
the Department of the Treasury. I ask 
unanimous consent that the nomination 
be now considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the able 
Senator from Georgia explained the ne- 
cessity for immediate action. I have no 
objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kentucky? The Chair hears none. 
Without objection, the nomination is 
confirmed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

If there be no further reports of com- 
mittees, the clerk will proceed to state 
the nominations on the Executive 
Calendar. 

THE JUDICIARY 


The Chief Clerk read the nomination 
of Allen B. Hannay, of Texas, to be 
United States district judge for the 
southern district of Texas. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ask 
that the nomination be confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I ask that the Pres- 
ident be immediately notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

POSTMASTERS 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations of postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc, and that the President be immedi- 
ately notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Without 
objection, the postmaster nominations 
are confirmed en bloc; and without ob- 
jection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 


POSTMASTER NOMINATION REPORTED 
AND CONFIRMED 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, I report the nomination of James 
F. Anderson to be postmaster at Cleve- 
land, Tenn., and ask unanimous consent 
that the nomination be considered im- 
mediately. I do so at the request of the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. MCKELLAR]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Arizona? The Chair hears none, 
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Without objection, the nomination is 
confirmed. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Task that the President 
be immediately notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn 
until Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 
o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, August 10, 1942, 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate August 6, 1942: 
RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 
‘Murray W Latimer, of New York, to be a 
member of the Railroad Retirement Board for 
a term of 5 years from August 29, 1942 (re- 
appointment). 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY SPECIALIST CORPS 


William Gibson Carey, Jr., Second Service 
Command, Director, Army Specialist Corps, 
$6,500. 

Theodore DeCue Palmer, Jr., Second Serv- 
ice Command, Deputy Director, Army Spe- 
cialist Corps, $5,600. 


APPOINTMENTS, FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE, IN THE 
Navy 


Capt. Bernhard H. Bieri to be a rear admiral 
in the Navy, for temporary service, to rank 
from the 23d day of April 1942. 

Capt. James C. Jones, Jr., to be a rear 
admiral in the Navy, for temporary Service, 
to rank from the 31st day of May 1942. 


POSTMASTERS 


The following-named persons to be post- 
masters: 

ALABAMA 

Jewell C. Horn, Brantley, Ala., in place of 
C W Horn. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 12, 1942. 

Mim C. Farish, Grove Hill, Ala., in place of 
M. C. Farish. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Alven H. Powell, Hackleburg, Ala., in place 
of A. H. Powell. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 18, 1942. 

Julian J. Chambliss, Hurtsboro, Ala., in 
place of J. J. Chambliss. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

J. Thomas Martin, Jacksonville, Ala., in 
place of J. T. Martin. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Herman Grimes, Pine Apple, Ala., in place 
of Herman Grimes. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Emmett M. Wimberley, Reform, -Ala., in 
place of E. M. Wimberley. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Hattie Tabb Forster, Thomasville, Ala., in 
place of B. T. Forster, retired. 

ARIZONA 


Waltice B. Ham, Somerton, Ariz., in place of 
W.B.Ham. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

ARKANSAS 

Earl T. Estes, Calico Rock, Ark., in place of 
E. T. Estes. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

James Elmer Berry, Des Arc, Ark., 
of W. M. McQueen. Incumbent’s 
expired March 30, 1942. 

J. Neil Cooper, Hoxie, Ark., in place of J. N. 
Cooper. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Isaac H. Steed, Star City, Ark., in place of 
I. H. Steed. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 30, 1942. 


in place 
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CALIFORNIA 

John M. Gondring, Jr., Ceres, Calif., in place 
of J. M. Gondring, Jr. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 27, 1942. 

Charles L. Pierce, Clarksburg, Calif., in 
place of C. L. Pierce, Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 20, 1942. 

Alfred F. Seale, Cottonwood, Calif., in place 
of A. F. Seale. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 27, 1942. 

Dina M. Tobin, Cutler, Calif., in place of 
D. M. Tobin. Incumbent'’s commission ex- 
pired February 5, 1942. 

William Francis Richmond, El Centro, 
Calif., in place of W. F. Richmond. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired June 23, 1942. 

Lempi J Kiviaho, Georgetown, Calif., in 
place of L. J. Kiviaho. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 15, 1942. 

Ethel M. Strong, Lake Arrowhead, Calif., in 
place of E. M. Strong. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Ray W. Miner, Lincoln, Calif., in place of 
H P Sartain, deceased 

Charles M. Jones, Lodi, Calif., in place of 
C. M. Jones. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 27, 1942. 

Agnes McCausland, Ripon, Calif., in place of 
Agnes McCausland. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 


COLORADO 


Walter E Rogers, Berthoud, Colo., in place 
of W. E. Rogers. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

George M. Griffin. Brighton, Colo., in place 
of G. M. Griffin. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Patrick H, Kastler, Brush, Colo., in place of 
P. H. Kastler. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Tom C. Crist, Haxtun, Colo., in place of T. C. 
Crist. Incumbent's commission expired June 
23, 1942 

Alta M. Cassietto, Telluride, Colo., in place 
of A. M. Cassietto. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 14, 1942. 


CONNECTICUT 


John E. Lynch, Hazardville, Conn., in place 
of T. H. Hillery, removed. 

John Welsh, Killingly, Conn., in place of 
John Welsh. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired May 12, 1942. 


FLORIDA 


Emma A. Laird, Greenville, Fla., in place of 
E. A. Laird. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Jean A. Hopkins, Reddick, Fla., in place of 
J. A. Hopkins, Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 


GEORGIA 


Cleo H. Price, Adairsville, Ga., in place of 
©. H. Price. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Roy R. Powell, Arlington, Ga., in place of 
R. R. Powell. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Harry B. Vickers, Brunswick, Ga., in place 
of L. L. Wolfe. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 30, 1942. 

William M. Denton, Dalton, Ga., in place of 
W. M. Denton. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Nathaniel M. Hawley, Douglasville, Ga., in 
place of N. M. Hawley. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Stanley L. Morgan, Fayetteville, Ga., in 
place of S. L. Morgan. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired March 30, 1942. 

Joseph W. Murphy, Menlo, Ga., in place of 
J. W. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 12, 1942. 

Arthur B. Caldwell, Smyrna, Ga., in place 
of A. B. Caldwell. Incumbent’s commission 
expired March 24, 1942. 

Ferman F. Chapman, Summerville, Ga., in 
place of F. F. Chapman. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 
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Nettie H. Woolard, Sylvester, Ga., in place 
of N. H. Woolard. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Cecil F. Aultman, Warwick, Ga., in place of 
C. F. Aultman. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

DeWitt P. Trulock, Whigham, Ga., in place 
of D. P. Trulock. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

IDAHO 


Wando J. Andrasen, St. Anthony, Idaho, in 
place of W. J. Andrasen. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Lowell H. Merriam, Grace, Idaho, in place 
of L. H. Merriam. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Edward T. Gilroy, Kooskia, Idaho, in place 
of E. T. Gilroy. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942, 

John B. Cato, Meridian, Idaho, in place of 
J. B: Cato. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Fred L. Cruikshank, Montpelier, Idaho, in 
place of F.L. Cruikshank. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Henry G. Reiniger, Rathdrum, Idaho, in 
place of H. G. Reiniger. Incumbent’'s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Daisy P. Moody, Sandpoint, Idaho, in place 
of D. P. Moody. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Rose J. Hamacher, Spirit Lake, Idaho, in 
place of R. J. Hamacher. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

ILLINOIS 

George A. McFarland, Avon, Ill., in place of 
G. A. McFarland. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942, 

Thomas Bernard Meehan, Bluffs, Il., in 
place of T. B. Meehan. Incumbent’s com- 
. mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Alice Dillon, Braidwood, Ill., in place of 
Alice Dillon. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Meda Lorton, Cowden, Ill., in place of Meda 
Lorton. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 11, 1942. 

Fabian F. Colgan, Dunlap, Ill, in place 
of F. F. Colgan. Incumbent’s commission 
expired March 25, 1942. 

James F. Grogan, Elmhurst, Ill., in place of 
J. F. Grogan. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 2%, 1942. 

Richard L: Lauwerens, Kincaid, Ill, in 
place of R. L. Lauwerens, Incumbent’'s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Daisy Lindsey, Mahomet, Ill., in place of 
Daisy Lindsey. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Joseph A. Maier, Marseilles, Ill, in place 
of J. A. Maier. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

John A. Peters, Mason City, Ill, in place 
of J. A. Peters. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Emil J. Johnson, Moline, Ill, in place of 
E. J. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Lawrence E. Hodges, Mount Prospect, I., 
in place of L. E. Hodges. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942, 

Robert J. Blum, Nauvoo, Ill, in place of 
R. J. Blum. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 26, 1942. 

William Kehe, Jr., Palatine, Ill, in place 
of William Kehe, Jr. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Walter Hill, Pana, Ill., in place of Walter 
Hill. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
23, 1942. 

Michael E. Sullivan, Park Ridge, Ill, in 
place of M. E. Sullivan. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Earl B, Strickland, Tolono, Il., in place 
of E. B. Strickland. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 11, 1942. 

Armand Rossi, Wilsonville, Ill., in place of 
Armand Rossi. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
Fired June 23, 1942. 
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INDIANA 


Alpha T. McKnight, Cicero, Ind., in place 
of A. T. McKnight. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Emma V. Spinks, Dugger, Ind., in place of 
E. V. Spinks. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 9, 1942. 

James E. Freeman, Ellettsville, Ind., in 
place of J. E. Freeman, Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Ralps W. Kimmerling, Frankton, Ind., in 
place of R. W. Kimmerling, Incumbent’s 
commission expired June 23, 1942. 

Homer Stephens, La Fontaine, Ind., in 
place of Homer Stephens. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Douglas A. Blaising, New Haven, Ind., in 
place of D. A. Blaising. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Edward G. Marburger, Peru, Ind., in place 
cf J. R. Morrissey, deceased. 

Harry E. Patterson, Thorntown, Ind., in 
place of H. E. Patterson. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Marion H. Rice, Wolcottville, Ind., in place 
of M. H. Rice. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23. 1942. 


IOWA 

John A. Hull, Boone, Iowa, in place of J. A. 
Hull. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
23, 1942. 

Philip T. Vaughan, Fort Dodge, Iowa, in 
place of P. T. Vaughan. Incumbent’'s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Henry M. Meneough, Grimes, Iowa, in place 
of H. M. Meneough.. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Alice A. Higgins, Orient, Iowa, in place of 
A. A, Higgins. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

KANSAS 

Charles E. Drum, Centralia, Kans., in place 
of ©. E. Drum. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 3, 1942. 

Lula E. Kempin, Corning, Kans., in place of 
L. E. Kempin. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 6, 1942. 

Ray T. Ingalls, Goff, Kans., in place of R, T. 
Ingalls. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 3, 1942. 

Charles E. Mansfield, McCune, Kans., in 
place of C. E. Mansfield. Incumbent’'s com- 
mission expired May 6, 1942. 

Arden V. Hoskins, Natoma, Kans., in place 
of E. N. Sidwell. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 1, 1940. 

Guietta Stark, Perry, Kans., in place of 
Guietta Stark. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 3, 1942. 

Anne W. VanBebber, Troy, Kans., in place 
of A. W. VanBebber. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 6, 1942. 

Cleora Hila Creed. Turon, Kans., in place 
of P. E. Tubbs, removed. 

KENTUCKY 

Zaidee G. Neville, Arlington, Ky., in place 
of Z. G. Neville. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Edward W. Cubbage, Clarkson, Ky., in place 
of E. W. Cubbage Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 3, 1942 

Ralph E. Vaughn, Greensburg, Ky., in place 
of R. E. Vaughn. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942, 

Frances W. Lyell, Hickory, Ky., in place of 
F. W. Lyell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Dalph E. Creal, Hodgenville, Ky., in place 
of D. E. Creal. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

May K. Hall, Island, Ky. 
Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Amelia B. Samuels, Lebanon Junction, Ky., 
in place of A. B. Samuels. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Theophilus B. Terry, Sonora, Ky., in place 
of T. B. Terry. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 
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Homer B: Burks, Upton, Ky., in place of H. 
B. Burks, Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

LOUISIANA 

Harry Preaus, Farmerville, La., in place of 
Harry Preaus. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942 

Edith A. Gordy Wisner, La., in place of 
B. E. Tucker, resigned. 

Robert E. Loudon, Zachary, La., in place of 
R. E. Loudon. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

MAINE 


Roland S. Plummer, Harrington, Maine, in 
place of R. S. Plummer. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 1i, 1942. 

Earll W. Gott, South West Harbor, Maine, 
in place of E. W. Gott. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

MARYLAND 


Jacob R. L. Wink, Manchester, Md., in place 
of J. R. L. Wink. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 12, 1942 

Charles W. Carney, Mount Savage, Md., in 
place of C. W. Carney. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired March 25, 1942. 

Malcolm F. Caplan, St. Michaels, Md., in 
place of M. F. Caplan. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

MASSACHUSETTS 


Frances A. Rogers, Billerica, Mass., in place 
of F. A. Rogers. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

John R. McManus, Concord, Mass., in place 
of J. R. McManus. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Charles L. Goodspeed, Dennis, Mass, in 
place of C. L. Goodspeed. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

William J. Farley, Hanson, Mass., in place 
of W. J. Farley. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pited June 23, 1942. 

Mary E. Sheehan, Hatfield, Mass., in place 
of M. E. Sheehan. Incumbent's commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Josephine R. McLaughlin, Hathorne, Mass., 
in place of J. R. McLaughlin. Incumbent’s 
commission’ expired June 23, 1942. 

Harry T. Swett, Manchester, Mass., in place 
of J. H. Gavin, removed. 

Gladys V. Crane, Merrimac, Mass., in place 
of-G. V. Crane. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Veronica Manning, Minot, Mass., in place 
of E. E. Murphy, retired. 

William T. Martin, Monterey, Mass., in 
place of W. T. Martin. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Ephrem J. Dion, Northbridge, Mass., in 
place of E. J. Dion. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

James B. Logan, North Wilbraham, Mass., 
in place of J. B. Logan. Incumbent’'s com- 
mission expired Juno 23, 1942. 

Alexander John MacQuade, Osterville, Mass., 
in place of A. J. MacQuade. Incumbent’s 
commission expired June 23, 1942. 

James G. Cassidy, Sheffield, Mass., in place 
of J. G. Cassidy. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Charles A. McCarthy, Shirley, Mass., in 
place of C. A. McCarthy. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

George M. Lynch, Somerset, Mass., in place 
of G., M. Lynch. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Alice C. Redlon, South Duxbury, Mass., in 
place of A. C. Redlon. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Harvey E. Lenon, Swansea, Mass., in place 
of H. E. Lenon, Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

John J. Kent, Jr., West Bridgewater, Mass., 
in place of J. J. Kent, Jr. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Margaret E. Coughlin, West Concord, Mass., 
in place of M. E. Coughlin. Incambent’s 
commission expired June 23, 1942, 
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MICHIGAN 

Roy P. Hallock, Almont, Mich., in place of 
R. P. Hallock. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

James C. Healy, Houghton, Mich., in place 
of J. C. Healy. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

James W. Henry, Sturgis, Mich., in place of 
J. W. Henry. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired Jun> 23, 1942. 

Max E. Wilson, Waldron, Mich., in place of 
M. E. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

MINNESOTA 

Cora C. Moret, Chandler, Minn., in place of 
C. O. Moret. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired Decenrber 8, 1941. 

George E., Roche, Garfield, Minn., in place 
of G. E. Roche. Incumbent’'s commission ex- 
pired December 8, 1941. 

Arthur A. Van Dyke, St. Paul, Minn., in 
place of A. A. Van Dyke. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 18, 1942, 

Vera M. Eldevik, Shevlin, Minn., in place of 
Vera. Eldevik. Ineumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 21, 1941. 

Claire M. Peterson, Stanchfield, Minn., in 
place of C. M. Peterson. Incumbent's com- 
mission expired December 8, 1941. 

Victor G. Lindgren, Wolverton, Minn., in 
place of M. J. Olson, deceased. 


MISSISSIPPI 


Grace B. McIntosh, Collins, Miss., in place 
of G. B. McIntosh. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

David W. Colbert, Columbia, Miss,, in place 
of D. W. Colbert. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Beula P. Herrington, Mount Olive, Miss., in 
place of B. P. Herrington. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Clemmie A. McCoy, New Augusta, Miss., in 
place of O. A. McCoy. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942, ‘ 

Ossie J. Page, Sumrall, Miss., in place of 
O. J. Page. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942, 

Alfis F. Holcomb, Waynesboro, Miss., in 
place of A. F. Holcomb. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

MISSOURI 

Robert E. Chaffin, Breckenridge, Mo., in 
place of R. E. Chaffin. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Cecil G. McDaniel, Cainsville, Mo., in place 
of C. G. McDaniel. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Eliza Belle Lile, Cowgill, Mo., in place of 
E. B. Lile. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Ora G. Moore, Eagleville, Mo., in place of 
O. G. Moore. Incumbent’s commission- ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Willam H. Titus, Excelsior Springs, Mo., in 
place of W. H. Titus. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Opal C. Ray, Gilman City, Mo., in place of 
O. C. Ray. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Robert Ray Kier, Grant City, Mo., in place 
of R. R. Kier. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Frederick E. Ream, Green Ridge, Mo., in 
place of F. E. Ream. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942, 

Charline Finley Gardner, Hardin, Mo., in 
place of C. F. Gardner. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Fred J. Yeomans, Hopkins, Mo., in place 
of F. J. Yeomans. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Elisha O. Bryeans, Oran, Mo., in place of 
E. O. Bryeans. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Eugene J. Echterling, Parnell, Mo., in place 
of E. J. Echterling. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942, 
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Harold F, Hopkins, Polo, Mo., in place of H. 
F. Hopkins. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Orlo H. Bond, Sheridan, Mo., in place of 
O. H. Bond. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

MONTANA 

Cleola Ralston, Glacier Park, Mont., In place 
of Cleola Ralston. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Townsend H. Durnell, Valier, Mont., in place 
of T. H. Durnell. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Ella V. Millsap, Winnett, Mont., in place of 
E. V. Millsap. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

NEBRASKA 


William L. McCourt, Bloomfield, Nebr., in 
place of M. L. Simmons, deceased. 

Lorraine M. Carey, Homer, Nebr., in place 
of L. M. Carey. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Joseph A. Hoy, Newcastle, Nebr., in place of 
F. H. Kroger, resigned. 

NEVADA 


Anne M. Holcomb, Battle Mountain, Nev., 
in place of A. M. Holcomb. Incumbent’s 
commission expired June 23, 1942, 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Joseph A. Desrosiers, Greenville, N. H. in 
place of J. A. Desrosiers. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 18, 1942. 
NEW JERSEY 


Marguerite Fox Sando, Hewitt, N. J. Office 

became Presidential July 1, 1942. 
NEW YORK 

Kenneth W. Hagadorn, Almond, N. Y. in 
place of K. W. Hagadorn. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Vincent L. Keenan, Churchville, N, Y., in 
place of V. L. Keenan. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942, 

Earl P. Talley, East Rochester, N. Y., in 
place of E. P. Talley. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Archie C. Montanye, Esperance, N. Y., in 
place of A. C. Montanye. Incumbent's com- 
mission expired June 2, 1942. 

Matthew F. Dixon, Hamilton, N. Y., in place 
of M. F. Dixon. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 14, 1942. 

Edith A. Moritz, Helmuth, N. Y., in place 
of W. H. Lozone, deceased. 

Edward J. McSweeney, Long Lake, N. Y., in 
place of E. J. McSweeney. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 2, 1942. 

Joseph T. Lockbaum, North Lawrence, N. Y. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1940. 

Arthur B. Stiles, Owego, N. Y., in place of 
A. B. Stiles. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 14, 1942. 

Elmer R. Chaffer, Point Pleasant, N. Y., in 
place of E. R. Chaffer. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Dennis T. Dillon, Jr., Raquette Lake, N. Y., 
in place of D. T. Dillon, Jr. Incumbent’s 
commission expired June 2, 1942. 

Arthur W. Eaton, Rheims, N. Y. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1940. 

Edith S. Bierman, St. Johnsville, N. Y., in 
Place of C. A. Bierman, deceased. 

Madge E. McIntyre, Springwater, N. Y., in 
place of M. M. Bomstad, transferred. 

Mary Gallagher, Witherbee, N. Y., in place 
of Mary Gallagher. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

NORTH CAROLINA 


Cornelius H. Julian, Franklinville, N. C. 
in place of C., H. Julian. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired December 15, 1941. 

Jennings M. Koontz, Kannapolis, N. C., in 
place of J. M. Koontz. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 7, 1942. 

Hugh M. McArn, Laurinburg, N. C., in place 
of H. M. McArn. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 16, 1942. 
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Paul Green, Thomasville, N. C., in place 
of Paul Green. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 7, 1942. 

3 OHIO 


William J. Grandy, Byesville, Ohio, in place 
of W. J. Grandy. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Paul C. Miller, Canal Winchester, Ohio, in 
place of P. C. Miller, Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Mabel A. Merrtlees, Cleves, Ohio, in place 
of A. C. Franz, Jr., declined. 

Lois V. Wick, McDonald, Ohio, in place of 
Lois Wick. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Charles Fishley, Mineral City, Ohio, in place 
of Charles Pishley. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 29, 1942. 

Thor as J. Holden, New Lexington, Ohio, 
in place of G. A. Greenbaum, deceased. 

Hark F. Williams, Pleasant City, Ohio, in 
place of H. F. Williams. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Cyril S. Hendershot, Quaker City, Ohio, in 
place of C. S. Hendershot., Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 


OKLAHOMA 


James W. Blye, Hennessey, Okla., in place 
of J. W. Blye. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 3, 1942. 

OREGON 

Clifford O. Dougherty, Cloverdale, Oreg., in 
place of H. L. Muzzy, removed. 

Tracy Savery, Dallas, Oreg, in place of 
Tracy Savery. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
Pired May 12, 1942. 

Henry Alm, Silverton, Oreg., in place of 
Henry Alm. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 2, 1942. 

Grace E. Neibert, Stayton, Oreg., in place 
of G. E. Neibert. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 12, 1942. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Jesse C. Yoders, Clarksville, Pa., in place of 
J. C. Yoders. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Caroline B. Warner, Trevose, Pa. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

Mae E. Ford, Twin Rocks, Pa. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1942. 


SOUTH CAROLINA 

Allie V. Collum, Jr., Blackville, S. C., in 
place of A. V. Collum, Jr. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Curtis W. Dukes, Branchville, S. ©., in place 
of C. W. Dukes, Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Chariton W. Ellis, Estill, S. C., in place of 
C. W. Ellis. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Gertrude Parrish, Mullins, S. C., in place 
of Gertrude Parrish. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

TENNESSEE 

Mabel W. Hughes, Arlington, Tenn., in place 
of M. W. Hughes. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

James F. Anderson, Cleveland, Tenn., in 
place of J. F. Anderson. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 28, 1942. 

TEXAS 

John M. O. Littlefield, Crosbyton, Tex., in 
place of J. M. O. Littlefield. Incumbent’s 
commission expired June 23, 1942. 

Willie N. Cargill, Eddy, Tex., in piace of 
W. N. Cargill. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Rubye Alice Wilson, Elsa, Tex., in place 
of R. A. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942, 

Zora Harold Bonner, Hamlin, Tex., in place 
of Z. H. Bonner. Imcumbent’s commission 
expired May 19, 1940. 

Arch A. Gary, Henderson, Tex., in place of 
A. A. Gary. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 6, 1942. 
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Joseph W. Perry, Hooks, Tex. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1942. 

Orpha M. Reinertsen, Imperial, Tex. Office 
became Presidential January 1, 1942. 

e L. Spear, Stockdale, Tex., in place 
of C. S. Baker, Sr., transferred. 

Gordon L. Orr, Tioga, Tex., in place of 
R. E. Spears. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 28, 1942. 

UTAH 

Wells P. Starley, Fillmore, Utah, in place of 
W. P. Starley. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 2, 1942. 

VIRGINIA 

Evelyn J. Monroe, Mount Vernon, Va., in 

place of H. H. Dodge, deceased. 


WEST VIRGINIA 


Leo B. Ott, Terra Alta, W. Va. in place of 
C. B. Linger, removed. 


WISCONSIN 


Helen A. Tuttle, Balsam Lake, Wis., in 
place of H. A. Tuttle. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 26, 1942. 

George Heiderer, Butternut, Wis., in piace 
of George Heiderer. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June -7, 1942. 

George J. Armbruster, Cedarburg, Wis., in 
Place of G. J. Armbruster. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 26, 1942. 

Leo J. Ford, Janesville, Wis., in place of 
L. J. Ford. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 12, 1942. 

Edwin F. Smith, King, Wis., in place of 
E. F. Smith.- Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 25, 1942. 

Leo M. Meyer, Loyal, Wis., in place of L. M. 
Meyer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 12, 1942. 

Levy Williamson, Mineral Point, Wis., in 
place of Levy Williamson. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired April 12, 1942. 

Albert Hansen, New Lisbon, Wis., in place 
of Albert Hansen. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 12, 1942. 

Frank J. Horak, Oconto, Wis., in place of 
F. J. Horak. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 25, 1942. 

Gregory C. Flatley, Oconto Falls, Wis., in 
place of G. C. Flatley. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Meridan D. Anderson, Omro, Wis., in place 
of M. D. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 12, 1942. 

Rudolph I. Baumann, Phillips, Wis., in 
place of R. I. Baumann. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 31, 1942. 

John P. Pabst, Pittsville, Wis., in place of 
J. P. Pabst. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 12, 1942. 

Ida M. Melchert, Saxon, Wis., in place of 
Ida Melchert. Incumbent’s commission €x- 
pired May 3, 1942. 

Henry A. Kirk, Spring Valley, Wis., in 
place of H. A. Kirk. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 3, 1942. 

William S. Wagner, Thorp, Wis., in place 
of W. S. Wagner. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 12, 1942. 

George W. Shenkenberg, Waterford, Wis., 
in place of G. W. Shenkenberg. Incumbent’s 
commission expired April 12, 1942. 

Irwin J. Rieck, Weyauwega, Wis., in place 
of I. J. Rieck. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 25, 1942. 

Martini J. Williams, Winneconne, Wis., in 
place of M. J. Williams. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired March 28, 1942. 

WYOMING 

Jesse B. Budd, Big Piney, Wyo., in place of 
J. B. Budd. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 4, 1942. 

Allen T. Frans, Meeteetse, Wyo., in place of 
A. T. Frans. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 4, 1942. 

Clyde M. Elbert, Ten Sleep, Wyo., in place 
of C. M. Elbert. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 28, 1942. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate August 6, 1942: 


Tue JUDICIARY 
YNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 


Hon. Allen B. Hannay to be United States 
district judge for the southern district of 
Texas. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


Randolph E. Paul to be general counsel 
for the Department of the Treasury. 


POSTMASTERS 
LOUISIANA 


Amy B, Griffin, Gilbert. 
Edwin R. Ford, Jonesville. 


NORTH DAKOTA 
John Paul Ackerman, Fullerton, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 


Erwin Gross, Hitchcock. 
Jobn E. Elrod, Midland. 
Eva M. Pearson, New Effington. 


TENNESSEE 
James F. Anderson, Cleveland. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuurspay, August 6, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BuLWINKLE. 

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, Washington, D. C., offered 
the following prayer: 


Most merciful and gracious God, we 
are bowing before Thee in heaviness of 
spirit because of the agonies and anxie- 
ties which have filled the hearts and 
homes of our beloved country and the 
peace-loving nations of the earth. 

We have been compelled by our ene- 
mies to give ourselves to all the arduous 
tasks of warfare, for we know of no 
other way to defend our sacred liberties 
and those-priceless possessions which we 
believe are in accordance with Thy will 
for our Nation and humanity. 

Grant that we may never despair of 
Thy power and may the victory we are 
striving for be a victory for Thee and 
the fulfillment of that glorious day of 
prophecy when justice shall flow down 
as waters and righteousness as a mighty 
stream. 

Hear us in the name of the Christ, who 
gave His life for the world. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Mon- 
day, August 3, 1942, was read and ap- 
proved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate agrees to the amend- 
ments of the House to a bill of the Sen- 
ate of the following title: 

5.2642. An act to amend section 219 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, by 
changirg a reference to “such part” to “this 
act,” and to amend subsection (b) of sec- 
tion 417 of the Interstate Commerce Act by 
changing a reference therein from “carrier” 
to “freight forwarder.” 


AUGUST 6 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
let me say to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, and to the other Members of the 
House, that I have sent a message to 
every member of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, as I promised to do, polling 
the committee on my bill, which we had 
up on last Monday providing for the im- 
mediate payment of allowances and al- 
lotments to the dependents of men in the 
armed forces. I have not received re- 
plies from all members of the committee 
yet, so I am not going to attempt to bring 
that measure up today, but I do hope to 
get replies in time to call it for passage 
on next Monday. 

There are so many cases of distress 
among these dependent fathers and 
mothers, wives and children of men in 
the service, especially in the farming sec- 
tions, that I do not see how any Member 
can object to the immediate passage of 
this measure. It would give immediate 
relief to thousands of them without cost- 
ing the Government an extra dollar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 


RESIGNATION FROM CONGRESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before 
the House the following communication 
which was read by the Clerk: 

Avucust 3, 1942. 
Hon. Sam RAYBURN, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Sam: This is to notify you that I 
have submitted my resignation as a Member 
of Congress from the Fifteenth Ohio District, 
to Gov. John W. Bricker and the secretary of 
state, John Sweeney, effective 6 p.m. August 3. 

I wish to thank you for your many, many 
kindnesses, which I shall always remember 
and deeply appreciate. 

Sincerely yours, 
Bos SECREST. 


POST-WAR CREDITS 


Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, during the 
several months that the 1942 tax bill has 
been under consideration by the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House of 
Representatives considerable discussion 
developed as to the advisability of intro- 
ducing some. post-war credit provision 
for those companies which had been sub- 
ject to the high rates of the excess-profits 
tax. 


The adoption of a post-war credit has 
a twofold objective. First, to give the 
corporation an immediate incentive to 
maintain efficiency and to keep its costs 
down to a reasonable basis. Second, to 


1942 


provide the corporation with a post-war 
reserve for rehabilitation purposes. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in a 
statement of March 3, 1942, said in part: 

Purthermore, after the war there may well 
be need for a large volume of expenditure in 
readjusting industry and maintaining em- 
ployment. For these reasons it is believed 
desirable that in the case of any dolar of 
corporate profits, the receipt of which results 
in an inctease in tax beyond perhaps 80 cents, 
the additional tax on such dollar shall be 
held by the Government to the account of the 
corporation and be returnable within a limit- 
ed period after the war, in those cases where it 
is spent for new and additional capital equip- 
ment or otherwise is spent in the additional 
employment of labor. 


As a basis for study of the post-war 
credit, a proposal was drafted by the 
‘Treasury in collaboration with the Joint 
Committee on Internal Revenue Taxa- 
tion, the principal features of which are 
as follows: 

First. The amount to be returned shall 
be 14 percent—probably now 10 percent 
as the excess-profits tax is 90 percent 
instead of 94 percent, as at that time pro- 
posed—of the taxpayer’s adjusted excess- 
profits net income. 

Second. The amounts shall be set aside 
in a special fund to be held by the Treas- 
ury to the credit of the taxpayer who 
shall be given a nonnegotiable, non-inter- 
est-bearing certificate as evidence of his 

Third. The amounts returned to the 
taxpayer shall be returned in the follow- 
ing manner: First-year collections shall 
be paid within the third year after the 
cessation of hostilities; second-year col- 
lections within the fourth year; third- 
year collections within the fifth year; 
balance within the sixth year after the 
cessation of hostilities. 

Fourth. The amounts returned to the 
taxpayer are intend-d for use in the con- 
version of their bus \esses to peacetime 
activity or in the maintenance of em- 
ployment in business activity. To this 
end the amounts returned shall not be 
available for the following purposes: 

First. The payment of cash or stock 
dividends. 

Second. Bonuses or salary increases to 
executives. 

Third. The increase of cash reserves 
unless employed in business. 

Fourth. The purchase of securities. 

The Ways and Means Committee, after 
considering the proposal, made a num- 
ber..of technical and administrative 
changes. While adhering to the prin- 
ciple of a post-war credit and its uses, it 
set up a different schedule of its payment 
to the taxpayer, as follows: 

First. The bonds shall mature, subject 
to prior call, as follows: One-third at the 
end of the second calendar year follow- 
ing the cessation of hostilities; one-third 
at the third such year; and one-third at 
the end of the fourth such year. 

Second. The bonds shall be callable 
upon 3 months’ notice at any time prior 
to maturity date. 

Third. The maturity date of all bonds 
shall be advertised within 30 days after 
the cessation of hostilities, and in such a 
way that the maturity date of any bond 
shall be readily ascertainable, 
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Neither proposal was actually incorpo- 
rated in the 1942 tax bill as it was re- 
to the House. The entire matter 
will have to be reconsidered by the Sen- 
ate Finance Committee and the Senate. 
I have given the whole subject of the 
post-war credit considerable thought and 
study. I believe that its introduction 
into the pending tax bill will give the 
corporations operating in national de- 
fense contracts an immediate incentive 
to maintain efficiency and keep the costs 
down and provide them with a post-war 
reserve for rehabilitation purposes. 

On the other hand, its omission may 
have a deleterious effect on the econom- 
ical methods and counting of costs in 
American industry which will be so nec- 
essary if we are to meet post-war compe- 
tition. As I pointed out in addressing 
the House on July 17: 

Once a manufacturing firm is well past fts 
standard revenue it can derive no further 
financial advantage from a well-planned 
business effort. On the other hand, in fact, 
it can avoid any financial loss, even if its 
efforts are badly planned. So far as extra 
receipts above his standard revenue are con- 
cerned, the money which the businessman 
is administering is not his own but really 
belongs to the Government, and the busi- 
nessman is suddenly placed in the position of 
being a civil servant handling public funds, 
although he is not trained as such and will 
not be subject to the same supervision neces- 
sary in the case of people who administer 
public money. 


While the post-war credit will serve 
the purposes of stimulating incentive 
and providing certain reserves for post- 
war rehabilitation, it cannot be expected 
tu become a “cure-all” and by itself com- 
pletely save the American economy from 
the aftermath of the dislocations that 
have occurred due to our war effort. 

I have noted in the testimony of one 
of the witnesses that it is expected that 
some 18,000,000 men will have great diffi- 
culty in finding work, but that if a 
$3,000,000,000 post-war reserve is imme- 
diately pumped into the industrial blood- 
stream a good many jobs can be afforded. 
I fear that this thought is a little over- 
optimistic. 

The figures taken from the July Fed- 
eral Reserve Bulletin show that the aver- 
age wage rate for factory workers work- 
ing 42 hours a week is 81.9 cents per hour. 
If 18,000,000 workers were each paid 81.9 
cents per hour, there would be a total 
wage bill of $14,760,090 per hour. This 
sum, divided into the $3,000,000,000 that 
might be available as a post-war credit 
for industry, would provide 203 hours, or 
about 5 weeks of work for the 18,000,000 
excess workers. However, as the census 
data shows wages constitute only about 
40 percent of the value added by all man- 
ufacturing operations, the $3,000,000,000 
of credit would actually provide but about 
2 weeks’ work for the above-mentioned 
18,000,000 excess workers seeking jobs. 

There will undoubtedly be a great need 
of Government assistance after the ces- 
sation of hostilities to both our national 
and international economy. But it is my 
fond hope that once priorities are relaxed 
and the business of the United States 
goes back again to supplying require- 
ments of the civilian economy, business 
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will again attempt to depend upon its 
own initiative and not be constantly 
coming to the Federal Treasury for 
support. 

The proposals for a post-war credit so 
far presented to the Congress contem- 
Plate the payment of funds out of the 
Treasury over a period of several years 
following the cessation of hostilities. 
Two questions immediately arise: Might 
not the redemption of bonds issued as 
evidence of a post-war credit embarrass 

financial operations at a time 
when normal demands upon the Treas- 
ury will be very great? Also, who can tell 
if the schedule of payments as contained 
in the proposed plans will coincide with 
the periods when the rehabilitation 
needs of business are the greatest? 

It is well remembered that after the 
first World War there was a post-war 
buying boom followed by a depression. 
An immediate payment of the post-war 
credit might coincide with this post-war 
boom and even have the effect of stimu- 
lating it. : 

In lieu of issuing as a post-war credit 
either a bond with a fixed callable date 
or an ordinary obligation of the Treasury 
I offer the following proposal: 

First. The issuance to each taxpayer 
of a perpetual, nonnegotiable, non-in- 
terest-bearing certificate in the amount 
of 10 percent of the total amount of 


able year of 1942 to be called series 1; 
for 1943, series 2; 1944, series 3; and so 
forth. The certificates le 
at the will of the Treasury 10 years after 
oes negotiable as hereinafter pro- 
vided. 

Note to first: The recipient of any 
such certificates may carry them in his 
Statement as a deferred asset in the 
amount of their face value. 

Second. At such a time as the Treas- 
ury, in collaboration with the Federal 
Reserve Board, shall decide and publicly 
announce the said certificates shali be- 
come negotiable and may be carried in 
the statement as a current asset. 

Note to second: It is most probable 
that upon the cessation of hostilities 
there may be a buying boom followed by 
a collapse in the value of inventories, 
or, in fact, there may be a collapse in 
the value of inventories without any buy- 
ing boom. If the post-war certificates 
can at this time be taken into the cur- 
rent assets of the statement, they will 
offset to at least a degree such inventory 
losses. 

ng d. Purpose and uses of the certifi- 
cate: 

(a) The certificates, belng a Govern- 
ment obligation, will have a loan value 
on the same basis as any other Govern- 
ment obligation and may be hypothe- 
cated with banks to secure loans for com- 
mercial purposes under such regulations 
as the Federal Reserve Board will pro- 
vide. 

Note to (a): The restoration of pri- 
vate initiative among the industry of the 
country will be more quickly obtained 
by providing them with the means of 
obtaining credit with which to Work out 


6774 


their individual problems and thereby 
doing their part to solve the unemploy- 
ment question than through resorting to 
the old policy of pump priming. 

(b) In order to maintain the negotia- 
bility and a market for the certificates 
and to maintain their price level, even 
should they bear but a low interest rate 
or none at all, the certificates should be 
acceptable by the Treasury in the pay- 
ment of taxes. Provided, however, that 
in payment of any tax bill only 10 percent 
may be represented by the said certifi- 
cates and the balance of the 90 percent be 
paid in cash. Further, in order that the 
Treasury may have some estimate of its 
tax receipts in cash and in certificates, 
series 1, as mentioned above, of said 
certificates, may be used for tax pay- 
ments in a certain specified taxable year; 
series 2 in the following taxable year; 
series 3 in the third taxable year, and 
so forth. Should there be but three se- 
ries of certificates and an excess of series 
1 remains outstanding, it could be used in 
the fourth taxable year and the excess of 
series 2 used in the fifth taxable year, 
and so forth. The supposition being that 
by the end of the tenth year most, if not 
all, of the certificates would have been 
redeemed by the Treasury in lieu of cash 
payments, and the Treasury would have 
then the power to call any balance out- 
standing. 

Fourth. The question of paying inter- 
est upon these certificates is an admin- 
istrative matter. It might be suggested, 
however, that they bear no interest .at 
all while being held by the taxpayer, 
but if and when hypothecated with a 
bank to secure a commercial loan, the 
borrower would pay 11⁄4 percent interest 
under the “going” rate, and the lender 
would bill the Treasury Department for 
1% percent during the life of the loan. 

Certain objections have been raised 
that a post-war credit based on a return 
of a certain percentage of excess-profits 
taxes would benefit only the larger cor- 
porations and businesses. There is no 
reason, however, that the same system 
of setting up a post-war credit, but at a 
lower percentage, cannot be logically ex- 
tended to those corporations paying sur- 
tax. Asa matter of fact, the 14 percent 
absolute increase above rate of 7-percent 
surtax under the existing law to 21 per- 
cent surtax rate under the proposed law 
really represents a minimum excess- 
profits tax and should be so considered. 
If so, consideration should be given to 
setting up a 3 percent post-war surtax 
reserve out of the surtaxes paid by 
smaller corporations. This figure of 3 
percent is derived in the following man- 
ner: 

The rise of 14 percent in surtax is in 
reality a minimum excess-profits tax paid 
by all corporations. A corporation pay- 
ing the excess-profits tax must also pay 
the surtax—14 percent of which is the 
minimum excess-profits tax above-men- 
tioned—as well as the excess-profits tax 
itself, which has risen 30 percent abso- 
lute, making a total rise of 44 percent. 
The 14 percent rise in surtax is about 
one-third of the total rise of 44 percent 
charged the excess-profits taxpayer. 
Hence, if the post-war credit is extended 
to those paying a surtax but no excess- 
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profits tax, such credit should be one- 
third of the 10-percent credit proposed 
for the excess-profits taxpayer, that is to 
say, 3 percent. 

Nonmaturity obligations are no inno- 
vation in the history of American 
finance. In March 1900 a refunding of a 
number of outstanding loans was made 
in the form of 2-percent consols of 1930 
of which 646,000,000 were issued in the 
refunding operation. The 2-percent con- 
sols had no fixed maturity but were call- 
able at the will of the Treasury after 
April 1, 1930. As a matter of fact, they 
were finally retired in 1935. The same 
type of nonmaturity consols were issued 
by the British Treasury for many years 
as well as the rentes by the French 
Treasury, and certainly there is no inno- 
vation in the use of Government securi- 
ties to secure private loans. 

I believe that any post-war plan should 
contemplate the reestablishment of pri- 
vate bank credit extended to corporate 
borrowers. No one can deny that the 
economic development of the United 
States was principally based upon the 
credit relationship that existed between 
local industry and local banks, and any 
post-war rehabilitation plan must take 
into consideration the return to normal 
practices, by which private industry may 
obtain private credit for its commercial 
requirements. In my opinion, given the 
opportunity, business will again turn to 
the ordinary sources of credit rather 
than to constantly look to the Treasury 
for support at a time when the Treasury 
itself may have numerous demands 
upon it. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the 
request of the Senate that the Members 
of the House be in the Senate Chamber 
promptly at 12:10 o'clock, and for that 
reason the Chair will not recognize any- 
one, except for requests to extend their 
own remarks in the RECORD. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr., 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
vise and extend my own remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Record and include a short article by 
Frank R. Kent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and include an article 
from the Christian Science Monitor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I also 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include a short radio sermon 
by Rev. Phillip Johnson. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


Without 


Without 


Without 
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Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include therein an address 
made by myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out objection, it is so ordered, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include there- 
in an editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
second request to extend my remarks and 
include a letter addressed by myself to 
the Chairman of the War Production 
Board. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. Mitts 
of Louisiana was granted permission to 
extend his own remarks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp in three particulars 
and to include certain short excerpts 
in each instance. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recor on the 
recent Virginia elections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Monday next, 
after the conclusion of the legislative 
business and any other special orders, 
I may address the House for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BEITER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks and include therein a resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN OF THE 

NETHERLANDS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair desires to announce that immedi- 
ately following the adjournment the 
Members of the House will form in line 
in the middle aisle after the present 
occupant of the chair and the acting 
majority and minority leaders and pro- 
ceed to the Senate chamber pursuant to 
the informal invitation of the Senate to 
greet Her Majesty the Queen of the 
Netherlands. 


SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The SPEAKER pro tempore an- 
nounced his signature to an enrolled bill 
of the Senate of the following title: 

S. 2642. An act to amend section 219 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, by 
inserting “of part I” after “(12),” and to 
amend subsection (b) of section 417 of such 


With- 


With- 
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act by changing a reference from “carrier” 
to “freight forwarder.” 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRE- 
SENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on August 3, 1942, present to 
the President, for his approval, bills and 
a joint resolution of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


H. R. 6818. An act authorizing the tempo- 
rary appointment or advancement of com- 
missioned officers of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey in time of war or national emergency, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6963. An act to amend the act enti- 
tled “An act to authorize black-outs in the 
District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved December 26, 1941, and for 
other purposes; 

H.R. 7140. An act to amend the act enti- 
tied “An act to provide additional pay for 
personnel of the United States Navy assigned 
to duty on submarines and to diving duty,” 
80 as to increase the additional pay of officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Navy 
assigned to duty on submarines, and for 
other purposes; 

H.R. 7364. An act to repeal certain laws 
and to amend other laws relating to naval 
aviation cadets, to provide for aviation cadets 
in the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Re- 
serve, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 7419. An act to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to proceed with the con- 
struction of certain public works, and for 
other purposes; and 

H, J. Res. 246. Joint resolution to author- 
ize the War Shipping Administration to sell 
or charter two merchant vessels to the Gov- 
ernment of Ireland. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 12 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the 
House, pursuant to its order heretofore 
entered, adjourned until Monday, August 
10, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1837. A letter from E. G. Allen, rear 
admiral, United States Navy, transmitting in 
accordance with section 20 of Public Law 
607, Seventy-seventh Congress, there is here- 
with report of the Navy, Marine Corps, from 
June 1 to July 25, 1942, and in the Coast 
Guard from June 1 to July 31, 1942; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

1838. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, dated May 21, 
1942, submitting a report, together with ac- 
companying papers and an illustration, on 
a review of reports on the Coden Bayou, Ala., 
requested by a resolution of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, House of Representa- 
tives, adopted on May 29, 1940 (H. Doc. No. 
824); to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors and ordered to be printed, with an 
illustration. 

1839. A letter from the Comptroller of the 
Currency, transmitting complete Annual Re- 
port of the Comptroller of the Currency for 
the year ended October 31, 1941; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

1840. A letter from the President, Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill 
to amend an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the practice of the healing art to protect 
the public health in the District of Colum- 
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bia,” February 27, 1929; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1841. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
make transportation and storage facilities 
available for military use where military 
necessity exists, by authorizing the removal 
to other points of merchandise in customs 
custody; to the Committee on Ways and 


1842, A letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill for the relief of Charles E. Naghel; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

1843. A letter from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill for tle relief of Victoria Jessie Lodge 
Skin, now Standing Bear; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

1844. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a list of papers 
recommended to him for disposal by certain 
agencies of the Federal Government; to the 
Committee on the Disposition of Executive 
Papers. 


—_—_— 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sey- 
erally referred as follows: 


By Mr. BOEHNE: 

H. R.7470. A bill to extend the times for 
commencing and completing the construction 
of a bridge across the Ohio River at or near 
Cannelton, Perry County, Ind.; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

H. R.7471. A bill to extend the times for 
commencing and completing the construction 
of a toll bridge across the Wabash River at or 
near Mount Vernon, Posey County, Ind.; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DIMOND: 

H. R.7472. A bill to revise the Alaska game 

law; to the Committee on the Territories. 
By Mr. GEARHART: 

H.R. 7473. A bill to amend section 72 of 
the Judicial Code, as amended, to create a 
central district of California, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: 

H. R. 7474, A bill to establish, for the dura- 
tion and prosecution of the war, adequate 
United States guards for the protection of 
lines of communication and supply, and in- 
stallations and positions deemed by the mili- 
tary authorities vital to national security 
anywhere within the requirements of military 
necessity of the United States Government; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: 

H. R.7475. A bill to permit members of the 
Women’s Reserve of the Naval Reserve to 
serve in the Territories of Alaska and Hawaii; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: 

H, R. 7476. A bill for the relief of owners of 
certain properties rendered inoperative by 
reason of restrictions arising from the war 


effort; to the Committee on Banking and’ 


Currency. 
By Mr. McGEHEE: 

H. R. 7477. A bill to euthorize the purchase, 
on behalf of the United States, of certain 
bridges across the Mississippi River at or near 
Natchez, Miss., and Vicksburg, Miss.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MAY: 

H. R. 7478. A bill to amend the act of May 
19, 1926, entitled “An act to authorize the 
President to detail officers and enlisted men 
of the United States Army, Navy, and Marine 
Corps to assist the governments of the Latin- 
American republics in military and nayal 
matters; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MERRITT: 

H.R. 7479. A bill tc provide for the award 
of a gold medal to Father Peter B. Duffee; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs 

By Mr. WHELCHEL: 

H.R. 7480. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Claud Tuck and Darrell] Claud Tuck, a minor; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3285. By Mr. MERRITT: Resolution of the 
American Legion in Kings County, Depart- 
ment of New York, that suitable recognition 
of the valiant services rendered by Father 
Peter B. Duffee, O. F. M., associated with the 
Church of St. Francis d’Assissi, New York 
City, be given by the Government of the 
United States; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

3286. By Mr. BULWINKLE: Petition of 
Rev. T. L. Cashwell and congregation of the 
East Baptist Church of Gastonia, N. C., peti- 
tioning passage of Senate bill 860, and House 
bills 4000 and 6785; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3287. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 115 citi- 
zens of Butler and vicinity, Butler County, 
Pa., urging the passage of Senate bill 860, 
known as the Sheppard bill; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 


SENATE 
Monpay, Avucust 10, 1942 


The Reverend Thoma: Small, rector, 
Christ Church, Oil City, Pa., offered the 
following prayer: 


Almighty God, Heavenly Father, Ruler 
of the Universe, regard, we beseech Thee, 
our prayers on the behalf of a war-torn 
world; turn the hearts of the disobedient 
to the wisdom of the just; inspire in the 
cruel and brutal a sense of mercy and 
love; and help us all to study and learn 
those things which will make us live in 
fellowship and peace with one another. 

Send Thy blessing, O gracious Father, 
upon all those who give themselves in the 
service of their fellow men. Endue them 
with wisdom, patience, and courage to 
strengthen the weak and raise up those 
who fall, that, inspired by Thy love, they 
may worthily minister ir Thy name to all 
who are in need in this our good land 
and throughout the world. 

And teach us, good Lord, to put away 
all bitterness and misunderstanding, 
both in church and state, that we, with 
all the brethren of the Son of Man, may 
draw together as one comity of peoples 
and dwell evermore in the fellowship of 
the Prince of Peace who liveth and 
reigneth with Thee in the unity of the 
Holy Spirit, now and ever. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
August 6, 1942, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved, 
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MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL OF BILLS 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that on 
August 7, 1942, the President had ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 


§. 2456. An act to amend the act approved 
February 4, 1919 (40 Stat. 1056), entitled “An 
act to provide for the award of medals of 
honor, distinguished-service medals, and 
Navy crosses, and for other purposes,” so as 
to change the conditions for the award of 
medals, and for other purposes; and 

5.2642. An act to amend section 219 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, by in- 
serting “of part 1” after “(12),” and to amend 
subsection (b) of section 417 of such act by 
changing a reference from “carrier” to 
“freight forwarder.” 


VISIT TO VENEZUELA OF DR. MANUEL 
PRADO, PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC 
OF PERU ° 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter addressed to him by Hon. 
Pedro Blanco-Gasperi, President of the 
National Congress of Venezuela, together 
with copy of a letter addressed by the 
Vice President to Dr. Blanco-Gasperi, 
which, with the accompanying papers, 
were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and the letters were or- 
dered to be printed in the Recor», as fol- 
lows: 

[Translation] 
UNITED STATES OF VENEZUELA, 
NATIONAL CONGRESS, 
Caracas, June 16, 1942. 
His Excellency the PRESIDENT OF THE CONGRESS, 
Washington, D. C., 
United States of America: 

Pedro Blanco-Gasperi, president of the Na- 
tional Congress, has the honor to present his 
compliments to His Excellency the President 
of the Congress of the United States of 
America and takes pleasure in transmitting to 
him, enclosed, several copies of the pamphlet 
recording the formal session held by the Na- 
tional Congress on May 25 of this year in 
honor of His Excellency Dr. Manuel Prado, 
President of the Republic of Peru, on the oc- 
casion of his visit to Venezuela. 

Blanco-Gasperi avails himself of the oppor- 
tunity to express to His Excellency the Presi- 
dent of the Congress of the United States 
of America the assurances of his distinguished 
consideration and deep appreciation. 


AUGUST 7, 1942. 
Hon. PEDRO BLANCO-GASPERI, 
President of the National Congress, 
United States of Venezuela, 

Caracas, Venezuela. 
DEAR Dr. BLANcO-GAspERI: It gave me a great 
deal of pleasure to read your letter and the 
copies of the pamphlets recording the pro- 
ceedings in the National Congress of Vene- 
zuela on the occasion of the visit of His 
Excellency Dr. Manuel Prado, President of the 
Republic of Peru. Your communication will 
be placed before the Senate of the United 
States, and may I, on behalf of the Senate, 
express deep appreciation for your kindness. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. A. WALLACE. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 


VICTORIA JESSIE LODGE SKIN Now STANDING 
BEAR 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
tting a draft of proposed legislation 
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for the relief of Victoria Jessie Lodge Skin 
now Standing Bear (with an accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMERICAN INSTRUCTORS OF THE DEAP 


A letter from the president of the Golumbia 
Institution for the Deaf, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the proceedings of the thirty- 
second meeting of the convention of the 
American Instructors of the Deaf, held at 
Fulton, Mo., June 23 to 27, inclusive, 1941 
(with accompanying papers); to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 


DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 


Letters from the Archivist of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, lists of 
papers and documents on the files of the De- 
partments of War, the Interior, and Agri- 
culture (8), National Housing Administra- 
tion (3), Veterans’ Administration, United 
States Civil Service Commission, Board of 
Economic Warfare, and Administrative Office 
of the United States Courts, not needed in 
the conduct of business and having no per- 
manent value or historical interest and re- 
questing action looking toward their dispo- 
sition (with accompanying papers); to a Joint 
Select Committee on the Disposition of Pa- 
pers in the Executive Departments. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BarKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 

Senate and referred as indicated: 
By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

A resolution of the Board of Chosen Free- 
holders of Passaic County, N. J., protesting 
against the imposition of Federal taxes on 
State, county, or municipal bonds; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Petitions of sundry citizens of the State 
of New York praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prevent the waste of sugar and 
grains in the manufacture of beer, wines, and 
distilled liquors; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions of sundry citizens of the States of 
Illinois and New York praying for the enact- 
ment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale 
of alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice in 
the vicinity of military camps and naval es- 
tablishments; ordered to lie on the table. 


PROSPECTING FOR AND DEVELOPMENT OF 
STRATEGIC METALS—RESOLUTION OF 
OREGON MINING ASSOCIATION 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I pre- 
sent and ask to have printed in the Rec- 
ord and appropriately referred a resolu- 
tion adopted by the Oregon Mining 
Association on August 3, 1942. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Finance and ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 

At a special meeting of the board of direc- 
tors of the Oregon Mining Association held 
on the 3d day of August 1942, the following 
resolution was unanimously adopted, and 
the Secretary was instructed to forward 
copies to Senator Charles L. McNary, Sena- 
tor Rufus C. Holman, Representative Homer 
D. Angell, Representative James W. Mott, 
Representative Walter M. Pierce, and to Gov 
Charles A. Sprague, of Oregon: 

“Whereas the whole success of the war 
effort is dependent upon the maintained and 
increased production of metals both strate- 
gic and critical; and 

“Whereas the 1942 revenue bill makes it 
impossible for new and short-lived mines 
and plants for production of strategic metals 
to recover their investment, much less make a 
profit; and 

“Whereas the 1942 revenue bill makes it 
impossible to interest private capital to 
open, develop, or equip new mines and plants 
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for the development of such metals, since 
there is little possibility of recovering in- 
vested capital and no possibility of making a 
profit; and 

“Whereas the Treasury Department by ar- 
bitrary rules and regulations has, in effect, 
already amended the law and refuses to 
allow the full 15-rercent depletion in the 
mining and processing of strategic metals; 
and 

“Whereas the Treasury Department is en- 
deavoring to still further reduce depletion 
ellowances both by amendment to the law 
and by regulation; and 

“Whereas if the total income from the pro- 
duction of strategic metals were taken by 
the Government it would not pay for the 
war effort for more than a fraction of an 
hour; and 

“Whereas unless the 1942 revenue bill gives 
some consideration to the mining of short- 
lived deposits of strategic and critical met- 
als the whole war effort is threatened with 
curtailment and possible collapse: There- 
fore be it 

“Resolved, That our Oregon Senators and 
Representatives be urged to make every ef- 
fort to amend the 1942 revenue bill to make 
it possible for private capital to explore, 
develop, and produce the short-lived depos- 
its of strategic and critical minerals and 
metals by: 

“1. Removing the excess-profits tax from 
strategic metals production or guaranteeing 
the return of capital invested in strategic 
metal production. 

“2. Maintain present depletion allowances 
and make the bill more definite so that the 
Treasury Department may not by arbitrary 
regulation reduce depletion allowances as it 
already has with quicksilver, and may with 
other strategic metals, 

“3. Adopt the unit of production credit 
so that an operator increasing production 
will not be penalized.” 

I, F. Whalley Watson, secretary of the Ore- 
gon Mining Association, certify that the 
foregoing resolution was unanimously 
adopted at a meeting of the Oregon Mining 
Association held at Portland, Oreg., August 
3, 1942, 

F. WHALLEY WATSON, 
Secretary. 
RESOLUTIONS OF PROSPECT POMONA 
GRANGE, NO. 25, ORLEANS COUNTY, VT. 


Mr. AIKEN. I present and ask to 
have printed in the Recorp and appro- 
priately referred resolutions adopted by 
Prospect Pomona Grange, No. 25, of Or- 
leans County, Vt., one of them request- 
ing the Congress to put a stop immedi- 
ately to irresponsible liquor traffic that 
undermines the effectiveness of our 
Government, in the District of Colum- 
bia. I ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The other one protests converting 
sugar into liquor and wines and beer. 
I ask that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

To the Committee on the District of 
Columbia: 


Whereas our Nation has been summoned 
to the greatest test of its strength in its en- 
tire history; and 

Whereas this effort demands the utmost 
loyalty on the part of governors and gov- 
erned alike; and 

Whereas the District of Columbia leads 
all other units of our national Common- 
wealth, not in sobriety but in the consump- 
tion of alcoholic liquors, outdistancing her 
nearest rival by nearly two to one: There- 
fore be it 

Resolved, That we, members of Prospect 
Pomona Grange, No. 25, hereby call upon 
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the Congress of the United States to im- 
mediately put an end to the irresponsible 
traffic that thus seeks to undermine the 
effectiveness of our Government at its head- 
quarters; and be it further 
Resolved, That copies of this resolution, 
together with the vote on the same, be sent 
to the President of the United States and 
to the Senators and Representatives for 
this district of Vermont. 
Prospect Pomona GRANGE, No. 25, 
PATRONS OP HUSBANDRY OF VERMONT, 
S. Frances GOODALE, Secretary. 


To the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry: 


Whereas the war effort of the United States 
has laid heavy burdens upon the citizens of 
the Nation, asking sacrifice of necessary foods 
and equipment to support the sacrifice of 
sons, brothers, and fathers; and 

Whereas the manufacture of certain ex- 
plosives requires large amounts of sugar; and 

Whereas the manufacture of beer, wines, 
and liquors competes directly with this 
aforesaid necessary supply of explosives by 
using and storing for future use vast quan- 
tities of sugar in various forms; and 

Whereas the housewives of America have 
giadly submitted their important processes 
of preparing food for a healthy Nation to the 
restrictions of the munitions requirements: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we, members of Prospect 
Pomona Grange, No. 25, hereby demand of 
the proper authorities that they place dras- 
tic restrictions upon the use of sugar in the 
preparation of beer, wnes, and liquors to 
bring this industry into the total war effort 
to which all other sections of the population 
have been subjected. 

PROSPECT Pomona Grance, No. 25, 
PATRONS OF HUSBANDRY OF VERMONT, 
5. FRANCES GOODALE, Secretary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. SCHWARTZ, from the Committee 
on Pensions: 

S. 1882. A bill granting pensions to per- 
sons who suffered injury or disease prior to 
final induction in the Regular Army, Navy, 
or Coast Guard, and for other purposes; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 1573); and 

5.1947. A bill to authorize pensions for 
certain physically or mentally helpless chil- 
dren, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1574). 

By Mr. SCHWARTZ, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

S. 2682. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
War to exchange certain lands of the United 
States located within the Fort De Russy Mili- 
tary Reservation, Oahu, T. H., for certain land 
at Barbers Point, Oahu, owned by the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1576). 

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 

S, 2524. 4 bill to allow an additional pe- 
riod of 6 months in which certain members 
of the Officers’ Reserve Corps and the En- 
listed Reserve Corps of the Army, or their 
beneficiaries, may make claim for benefits 
under the act of July 18, 1940; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1575); and 

S. 2686. A bill to amend the act of May 19, 
1926, entitled “An act to authorize the Pres- 
ident to detail officers and enlisted men of 
the United States Army, Navy, and Marine 
Corps to assist the governments of the Latin- 
American republics in military and naval 
matters"; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1578) . 

By Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

8. 2685. A bill to provide that promotions 
to higher grades of officers of the Army of the 
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United States, or any components thereof, 
shali be deemed to have been accepted upon 
the dates of the orders announcing such pro- 
motions, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1577). 


REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE 
PAPERS 


Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select 
Committee on the Disposition of Execu- 
tive Papers, to which were referred for 
examination and recommendation five 
lists of records transmitted by the Ar- 
chivist of the United States which ap- 
peared to have no permanent value of 
historical interest, submitted reports 
thereon pursuant to law. 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


Mr. TRUMAN (for Mrs. Caraway) 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
reported that on August 6, 1942, that 
committee presented to the President of 
the United States the enrolled bill (S. 
2642) to amend section 219 of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act, as amended, by in- 
serting “of part I” after “(12)”, and to 
amend subsection (b) of section 417 of 
such act by changing a reference from 
“carrier” to “freight forwarder.” 


ATTORNEYS’ FEES IN THE LANGER CASE 


Mr. LUCAS. From the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, I report an original 
resolution and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu- 
tion will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. 
Res. 283), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, authorized by Senate 
Resolution 81, agreed to March 10, 1941, to 
consider the question of whether WILLIAM 
Lancer was entitled to retain his seat in the 
Senate to which he was certified as having 
been elected on November 5, 1940, hereby 
is authorized during the Seventy-seventh 
Congress to expend from the contingent fund 
of the Senate, in addition to the amounts 
heretofore authorized, not to exceed $16,500 
for the payment of attorneys’ fees incurred 
by Senator Lancer and others in connection 
with the said proceeding, on vouchers ap- 
proved by the chairman of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the immediate consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I was 
absent from my seat when the resolution 
was read by the clerk. Does the Senator 
from Illinois desire immediate action on 
the resolution, which has to do with at- 
torneys’ fees in the Langer case? 

Mr. LUCAS. I should like to have im- 
mediate consideration, if I can obtain it. 
I will say to the minority leader I am 
being pressed on every side in connection 
with the effort to have the attorneys’ 
fees in this case settled, I should like 
very much to have the Senate settle the 
question once and for all. It is imma- 
terial to me whether the attorneys are 
paid $16,000 or $10,000, but, in order that 
attorneys and others who are apparently 
interested in the payment of the attor- 
neys’ fees may not constantly be calling 
me on the telephone and writing me and 
having other people discuss it with me, I 
am more than anxious to make disposi- 
tion of the matter. 
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Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I thor- 
oughly sympathize with the unhappy po- 
sition of the able Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. But sympathy does not 
get me very far. 

Mr. McNARY. Probably not. I placed 
in the Record a few days ago a telegram 
from the Senator from North Dakota 
(Mr. Lancer] who desires to be present 
when the question involved in the resolu- 
tion is considered. I think I should ob- 
ject this morning. However, I do not 
want the Senator to take too much pun- 
ishment over too long a period. I am 
willing to advise the Senator from North 
Dakota that he must be here a week from 
today if the Senator desires to dispose of 
the matter then. 

Mr. LUCAS. I shall say to the Senator 
from Oregon that I am going to press 
consideration of this matter on Thursday 
next, and I hope the Senator from Ore- 
gon will telegraph the Senator from 
North Dakota that if he has objection to 
the attorneys’ fees as proposed he should 
be present on that occasion, because it 
does seem to me that we have delayed 
this matter long enough and that the 
Senate ought to settle it one way or the 
other. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I think 
the request is reasonable, and I shall tele- 
graph the Senator from North Dakota 
that the Senator from Illinois proposes to 
press for action next Thursday. I ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu- 
tion will be placea on the calendar. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, let me 
say to the Senator from Illinois that I 
agree with him that this matter ought 
to have been disposed of long ago. It has 
not been delayed on my account. The 
first time the resolution was under con- 
sideration I offered an amendment. I 
was willing to have it disposed of then. 
The Senator knows that there is probably 
not a quorum of the Senate in the city 
now. I realize that the Senator is not to 
blame for that situation. Neither am I. 
However, I feel that the matter cught to 
have the consideration of a larger attend- 
ance of Senators than I feel we shall be 
able to have even next Thursday. 

Mr. LUCAS. I cannot keep the Sena- 
tor from making the point of no quorum 
if he wishes to do so. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not wish to resort 
to any technicalities. I shall press my 
amendment to reduce the amount to 
$10,000, and shall make some remarks 
about it. My remarks will not be lengthy. 
I think the Senate ought to pass on the 
question on its merits; but I do not like 
to have such a question disposed of with 
so few Senators present. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator has been in 
no way to blame for delaying action on 
the resolution. The Senator has acted 
in good faith. Apparently we cannot 
reach a determination of the issue, due 
primarily to the fact that the Senator 
from North Dakota is not present. At 
one time he telegraphed that he was sat- 
isfied with the attorneys’ fees, and re- 
quested that the resolution be adopted. 
I have the telegram on my desk. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have nothing to do 
with that. 
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Mr. LUCAS. I understand. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am not finding fault 
with that. 

Mr. LUCAS. Later, when the Senator 
offered his amendment, we had a tele- 
gram from the Senator from North Da- 
kota asking for delay; and we have de- 
layed the matter for 10 days or 2 weeks. 

As I previously stated, it is absolutely 
immaterial to me what the Senate does. 
I shall make no address upon the ques- 
tion one way or the other. I should like 
te dispose of the resolution at the earliest 
possible time, because of the continued 
annoyance the Senator from Illinois is 
having because of the question of attor- 
neys’ fees in the Langer case. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not believe that 
the question involved is extremely impor- 
tant. The attorneys’ fees ought to have 
been paid before this time. However, I 
do not believe that the attorneys will suf- 
fer because the fees are not paid, even if 
the resolution should go over. I do not 
wish to make an agreement that I will 
not make the point of no quorum. I feel 
justified in obtaining a yea-and-nay vote 
on this question. I have no personal in- 
terest in it. However, I think there isa 
principle involved in it. i may have been 
unwise in offering my amendment. Per- 
haps it is not of sufficient importance to 
justify a yea-and-nay vote; but I should 
like to have a yea-and-nay vote on my 
amendment. I do not care very much 
which way the question is decided. If 
the Senate wishes to pay $16,000, let it do 
so. If it feels that $10,006 is enough— 
and my amendment would reduce the 
fees to that amount—let the question be 
decided in that way. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. I am glad to yield if I 
have the floor. However, I think per- 
nae the Senator from Illinois has the 

oor, 

Mr. LUCAS. We will both yield to the 
Senator from Oklahoma. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LEE. Let me inquire of the ma- 
jority leader if there is not a sort of gen- 
tleman’s agreement that no controversial 
question shall be brought up while so 
many Senators are absent? 

Mr. NORRIS. Even so, I should not 
feel like insisting upon postponing con- 
sideration of the resolution. I suppose it 
may be said that the so-called gentle- 
man’s agreement has no application, be- 
cause perhaps it will not be admitted 
that those of us who are opposed to the 
resolution in its present form are gentle- 
men. [Laughter.] I do not wish to in- 
sist upon that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in re- 
sponse to the Senator from Oklahoma, 
let me say that I do not know that I can 
say that technically there is any gentle- 
man’s agreement. However, I stated 
that, so far as I could see, no important 
controversial matter would be taken up 
for the next 2 or 3 weeks, or until the tax 
bill is brought before the Senate. 

Mr. LUCAS. I am not violating that 
understanding by bringing this matter 


up. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand. I am 
in some doubt as to whether that under- 
standing or statement would foreclose us 
from taking up what might be regarded 
as a routine matter, 
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Mr. LEE. There is no doubt that this 
is a controversial issue. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I should regret it if in 
the midst of the quasi recess in which we 
are indulging a matter should be brought 
forward which would require a quorum, 
I doubt whether Senators who are legiti- 
mately absent under the circumstances 
would wish to be brought back to vote on 
this particular question. 


REPORT OF ACTIVITIES OF SENATE NAVAL 
AFFAIRS COMMITTEE FOR FISCAL YEAR 
JULY 1, 1941, TO JUNE 30, 1942 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I ask to 
have printed in the Recorp a report on 
the activities of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the Senate for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1942. 

There being no objection, the report 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

From July 1, 1941, to June 30, 1942, 126 
bills or resolutions were referred to the 
Senate Committee on Naval Affairs for 
consideration. One hundred and four of 
these bills were public bills or resolutions 
and 22 were private bills. Sixty-nine of 
these bills were introduced at the request 
of the Navy Department; 26 were House 
bills which were referred to the commit- 
tee, and the remaining 31 were intro- 
duced by individual Senators. Of the 
total of 126, 87, after hearings by the 
committee, either became law or were re- 
ported favorably to the Senate. Sixty- 
four bills related to naval personnel, 8 
related to the acquirement of land for 
naval purposes, 8 related to the con- 
struction of Navy public-works projects, 
3 to shipbuilding and ordnance manufac- 
turing facilities, 2 to increase of salvage 
facilities, 9 to increases in naval vessels 
of various categories, and 1 to increases 
in lighter-than-air craft. The remain- 
ing 31 covered miscellaneous subjects. 

In addition to the above, the commit- 
tee also held hearings and took favorable 
action on 28 bills which were introduced 
and referred to the committee prior to 
the fiscal year beginning on July 1, 1941. 
Fifteen of these bills related to personnel 
matters, 3 to the acquirement of land 
for naval purposes, 2 to the construction 
of public-works projects for the Navy, 
and the remaining 8 related to miscel- 
laneous naval matters. 

The major personnel bills are as fol- 
lows: 

S. 2568 establishes in the Navy addi- 
tional commissioned warrant officer 
grades, as follows: Chief ship’s clerk, 
chief aerographer, chief photographer, 
chief torpedoman, and the warrant 
grades of ship’s clerk, aerographer, pho- 
tographer, and torpedoman. 

S. 2455 relates to the additional pay 
authorized for submarine duty and pro- 
vides additional pay for officers and men 
who perform diving duties under certain 
conditions. 

S. 2454 grants nurses in the Navy the 
relative rank of officers, and provides 
that the superintendent of the Nurse 
Corps shall have the rank of lieutenant 
commander, assistant superintendents 
the rank of lieutenant, and the other 
nurses the ranks of either lieutenant 
(jr. gr.) or ensign. 

H. R. 6446 provides for continuing the 
payment of pay and allowances to per- 
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sonnel of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, 
and Coast Guard, including the retired 
and Reserve components thereof and 
the civilian employees of the War and 
Navy Departments who were reported as 
missing in action, interned in a neutral 
country, or captured by an enemy as a 
result of war activities. 

H. R. 6496 authorizes additional ap- 
pointments of warrant officers and com- 
missioned warrant officers to the ranks of 
commissioned officers in the line and 
staff corps of the Navy and of the Ma- 
rine Corps. 

S. 2196 establishes a limited-service 
Marine Corps Reserve. The duties of the 
members of this limited-service Marine 
Corps Reserve are to act as guards at 
naval shore establishments in the United 
States to relieve more active personnel 
for military duties. 

S. 2149 approved January 12, 1942, in- 
creases the authorized strength of the 
Navy from 300,000 to 500,000 and pro- 
vides that hereafter the authorized en- 
listed strength of the Marine Corps shall 
be 20 percent of the authorized enlisted 
strength of the Navy. It also authorizes 
the President to increase the number of 
Marines to 104,000. 

S. 2093 provides that in time of war all 
enlistments in the Regular Navy, the Ma- 
rine Corps, the Coast Guard, and the 
Reserve components thereof, may be ex- 
tended by the Secretary of the Navy for 
such additional time as deemed necessary 
in the interests of national defense, and 
that men so detained need not be dis- 
charged until 6 months after the termi- 
nation of the war. 

Public Law No. 188, Seventy-seventh 
Congress. The act, approved July 24, 
1941, authorizes the temporary appoint- 
ment of warrant officers and enlisted 
men to commissioned rank, and the tem- 
porary promotion of officers of the Reg- 
ular Navy and Marine Corps, and the 
Reserve components thereof, to higher 
ranks in the Navy and the Marine Corps. 

S. 2592 suspends for the duration of 
the war, and for a period of approxi- 
mately 6 months thereafter, the regu- 
lar promotion of officers of. the Navy 
and Marine Corps, and provides that all 
promotions shall be for temporary serv- 
ice only. 

H. R. 6807 establishes a Women’s Re- 
serve in the Navy and provides that 
under certain conditions women between 
the ages of 20 and 50 may be enrolled in 
the Naval Reserve and assigned to duty 
with the Navy. This bill is on the cal- 
endar of the Senate and will be consid- 
ered in the near future. 

The major public-works bills enacted, 
are as follows: 

Public Law No. 174, approved July 14, 
1941, authorizes an expenditure of $31,- 
115,000 for the expansion of naval shore 
establishments. 

Public Law No. 210, approved August 
16, 1941, authorizes an expenditure of 
$22,600,000 for the construction of facili- 
ties for lighter-than-air craft. 

Public Law No, 241, approved August 
21, 1941, authorizes an expenditure of 
$244,929.800 for additional naval shore 
facilities. 

Public Law No. 378, approved Decem- 
ber 26, 1941, authorizes an expenditure 
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of $310,000,000 for naval public-works 
construction. 

Public Law No. 438, approved February 
6, 1942, authorizes an expenditure of 
$450,000,000 for naval public-works 
projects. 

Public Law No. 531, approved April 28, 
1941, authorizes an expenditure of $800,- 
090,000 for naval public works projects. 


SHIP CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATIONS 


Public Law No. 323, approved Novem- 
ber 21, 1941, authorizes the construction 
of 400 vessels for local defense purposes. 

Public Law No. 369, approved December 
23, 1941, authorizes the construction of 
150,000 tons of combatant vessels at an 
estimated cost of $633,543,000. 

Public Law No. 551, approved May 13, 
1942, authorizes the construction of 200,- 
000 tons of combatant ships. It is ex- 
pected that this authorization will be 
used for the construction of submarines 
at an estimated cost of $887,500,000. 

H. R. 7184 authorizes the construction 
of 500,000 tons of aircraft carriers, 500,- 
000 tons of cruisers, and 900,000 tons of 
destroyers, the construction of 800 small- 
type vessels, and the acquisition or con- 
version of 200 additional small vessels, 
at an estimated cost of about eight and 
one-half billions of dollars. 

H. R. 7159 authorizes the construction 
of 1,200,000 tons of auxiliary vessels for 
the Navy at a cost of approximately 
$2,500,000,000. 

AIRCRAFT 


After hearings by the House and Sen- 
ate Naval Affairs Committees, a law was 
passed in July 1940 authorizing the Pres- 
ident to build not less than 15,000 air- 
planes of various designs for use in the 
naval service. The use of the language 
“not less” gave the President authority 
to build as many as he thought necessary 
and could be produced with existing fa- 
cilities; therefore, no legislation provid- 
ing for ‘further aircraft construction is 
now needed, and, furthermore, the total 
existing naval program calls for 27,000 
planes, 

LIGHTER-THAN-AIR CRAFT 


Provisions prior to the last fiscal year 
were made for constructing 48 lighter- 
than-air craft. During the past fiscal 
year Senate bill 2196 was enacted in- 
creasing the authorized number of 
lighter-than-air craft from 48 to 200. 

SALVAGE FACILITIES 


Public Law No. 280, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, authorizes an expenditure of 
$3,000,000 annually to provide the Navy 
with salvage facilities. Senate bill 2193 
removed the limitation of $3,000,000 
which could be expended for this purpose. 

ADDITIONAL SHIPBUILDING FACILITIES 


Senate bill 2153, an act approved July 
29, 1941, authorizes an expenditure of 
$300,000,000 for additional shipbuilding 
facilities and $160,000,000 for additional 
ship repair facilities. 

Public Law No. 420, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, approved January 29, 1942, au- 
thorizes an expenditure of $500,000,000 
for additional equipment and facilities 
for shipbuilding; $275,000,000 for addi- 
tional facilities for altering and convert- 
ing naval vessels; and $70,000,000 for ad- 
ditional ordnance anc munitions manu- 
facturing facilities. 

LXXXVIII——427 
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An act approved March 17, 1942, au- 
thorizes an expenditure of $100,000,000 
for tools, equipment, and facilities for 
ordnance and munitions manufacturing 


purposes. 
INVESTIGATIONS 


The committee, in accordance with 
Senate Resolution No. 225, adopted by 
the Senate on February 17, 1942, investi- 
gated the fire and capsizing of the U.S.S. 
Lafayette (Normandie) and submitted a 
report to the Senate on May 27, 1942 
(Rept. No. 1422). 

The committee also extended the act, 
approved June 28, 1940, which was an act 
to expedite the national defense, from 
June 30, 1942, until June 30, 1944. This 
act continues the provisions of prior law 
which authorized the War and Navy De- 
partments to negotiate contracts and to 
pay overtime compensation to various 
classes of employees in the shore estab- 
lishment of the Navy. It also extends 
Public Law No. 100, of the Seventy- 
seventh Congress, which authorized com- 
pensation for certain employees in the 
field services of the War Department, the 
Canal Zone, the Navy Department, and 
the Coast Guard. 

NOMINATIONS 


The committee considered the nomi- 
nations of a thousand or more naval and 
Marine Corps officers for promotion to 
higher rank. 

GENERAL STATEMENT 


The Naval Committee is pleased to be 
able to report to the Senate that the 
progress which has been made in the 
Navy shipbuilding program is such that 
all types of combatant vessels are being 
completed well ahead of schedule. 

The record of vessels completed dur- 
ing the period from January 1, 1942, to 
June 1, 1942, is most satisfactory and is 
much in excess of what was anticipated 
when contracts were entered into. In 
some instances the time of completion 
has been reduced over 50 percent. 

The Navy Department has deferred the 
building of some of the battleships and 
larger type cruisers already authorized 
and has undertaken to convert some of 
the light cruisers and other vessels into 
aircraft carriers. The reason for defer- 
ment in the case of battleships is not be- 
cause the Navy feels that there may not 
be future need for these ships but because 
of the difficulty in obtaining material for 
all types of ships considered essential. 

The Navy is definitely of the opinion 
that it is more important at this pericd 
for a rapid production of other types of 
vessels, and also that it is necessary for 
the Navy to consider what priorities 
should be given the types of vessels that 
should be first constructed, the wartime 
strategic and tactical requirements for 
various types of construction, and arrive 
at a compromise in the allocation of 
available materials. 

From time to time the committee has 
held executive sessions at which officers of 
the Navy presented to the committee a 
comprehensive review of the activity of 
the Navy from the opening of hostilities 
in December until the present time, to- 
gether with a general visualization of the 
future conduct of the war, both in rela- 
tion to the antisubmarine campaign in 
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the Atlantic and the extensive operations 
in the Pacific. 

Also the committee in executive session 
has made a special study of the extent 
combatant vessels in the Navy have been 
finished during the past 7 months, as well 
as the progress being made in building 
of aircraft. 

The committee learned that there has 
been a rapid and extensive increase in 
shipbuilding facilities and that the num- 
ber of yards available for building ships 
has increased tremendously, with the re- 
sult that the shipbuilding program has 
been speeded up materially. The speed- 
ing-up process has been accomplished not 
only by creating additional shipbuilding 
facilities but by working overtime, build- 
ing new machine shops, and in every 
other possible way speeding up the 
program. 

Officials of the Navy Department have 
been very frank with the committee and 
given them all available information, but 
the committee has refrained from seek- 
ing information in reference to the re- 
sults of military operations, except such 
information as has been given to the 
public by the communiqués issued by the 
Navy from. time to time. 

As a result of the information fur- 
nished, the committee realizes that the 
Navy has been operating under extraor- 
dinarily difficult conditions, due to the 
necessity of the Navy’s being compelled 
to operate on many fronts in different 
parts of the world, as well as the lack of 
adequate naval and air bases'and the 
limited facilities for the production of 
needed equipment, and in some instances, 
shortages of raw materials—all of which 
handicaps are being overcome rapidly. 
The Navy has also, in a comparatively 
few months, had to absorb a large per- 
centage of its officers, seamen, and pi- 
lots from reserves who have, of neces- 
sity, required special instruction and 
knowledge of naval methods and tactics, 
so that at the present time nearly three- 
quarters of the naval personnel have only 
recently been inducted into the service. 

The committee is of the opinion that 
when it is practicable and advisable to 
divulge the methods that have. been 
taken and the operations that have been 
carried out, the American public will 
better understand the most trying con- 
ditions, considering the means available, 
under which the Navy has operated. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRO- 
DUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were intro- 
duced, read the first time, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the second time, and re- 
ferred as follows 

By Mr. GUFFEY: 

8.2703. A bill to amend section 13 (a) of 
the act entitled “An act to prevent perni- 
cious political activities,” approved August 
2, 1939, as amended; to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

By Mr. WALSH: 

S. 2704. A bill to expedite the prosecution 
of the war, and for other purposes; 

8.2705. A bill for the relief of Capt. Sam- 
uel N. Moore, United States Navy; and 

S. 2706. A bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to expedite national defense, and for 
other p .” approved June 28, 1940 (54 
Stat. 676), and title IV of the naval ap- 
propriation act for the fiscal year 1941,” 
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approved September 9, 1940 (54 Stat. 883); 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. WHEELER: 

S.2707 (by request). A bill extending the 
time for repayment and authorizing increase 
of the revolving fund for the benefit of the 
Crow Indians; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs 


By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

5.2708. A bill to amend the Selective Train- 
ing and Service Act of 1940, as amended, so 
as to extend the benefits of the Employees’ 
Compensation Act to conscientious objectors; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O"MAHONEY: 

5.2709. A bill to amend the National Sery- 
ice Life Insurance Act of 1940 with respect 
to certain persons who die prior to the effec- 
tive date of insurance applied for under 
such act; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BRIDGES (for himself and Mr, 
LEE) : 

S. J. Res. 157. Joint resolution requesting 
the President to issue a proclamation desig- 
nating the week commencing on the second 
Monday in October of each year as National 
Bible Week; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE REVENUE BILL 


Mr. TYDINGS submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to 
the bill (H. R. 7378) to provide revenue, 
and for other purposes, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to House bill 7378, the revenue 
bill, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance and ordered to be printed 
and to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


On page 75, line 15, after the word “spar” 
and before the word “and”, insert the words 
“rock asphalt.” 

On page 75, line 19, after the word “spar” 
and before the word “and”, insert the words 
“rock asphalt.” 

On page 75, line 22, after the word “mines” 
and before the figure “15”, insert the words 
“and rock asphalt.” 

On page 76, line 9, after the word “mines” 
and before the word “section”, insert the 
words “and rock asphalt mines or deposits.” 

In line 11, after the word “fluorspar” and 
before the word “or”, insert the words “rock 
asphalt.” 

RADIO BROADCAST TO JAPAN BY SEN- 
ATOR THOMAS OF UTAH 


(Mr. LEE asked and obtained leave to have 
printed in the Record a radio broadcast made 
by Senator Tuomas of Utah to the people of 
Japan on August 7, which appears in the 
Appendix,] 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR MEAD BEFORE THE 
FORTY-FIRST ANNUAL CONVENTION OP 
NEW YORK STATE FOOD MERCHANTS’ 
ASSOCIATION 


[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorgp an address de- 
livered by him before the forty-first annual 
convention of the New York State Food Mer- 
chants’ Association, in New York City, on 
August 3, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.) 

ADDRESS BY SENATOR MEAD BEFORE 

ULSTER COUNTY DEMOCRATIC COM- 

MITTEEMEN 


[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recozp an address de- 
livered by him before a dinner of the Ulster 
County Democratic committeemen, at Kings- 
ton, N. Y. on August 3, 1942, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 
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WHAT ABOUT CONGRESS?—ADDRESS BY 
SENATOR TAFT 


(Mr. TAFT asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a radio address 
delivered by him at Cleveland, Ohio, on Au- 
gust 8, 1942, on the subject What About 
Congress? which appears in the Appendix.] 


STATEMENT OF DR. EARL N. BRESSMAN 
BEFORE SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO IN- 
VESTIGATE THE NATIONAL DEFENSE 
PROGRAM 


[Mr. TRUMAN asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp the statement 
submitted by Dr. Earl N. Bressman, Agri- 
cultural Division, Office of the Coordinator 
of Inter-American Affairs to the Defense In- 
vestigating Committee of the Senate on May 
15, 1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 


BETTS v. BRADY—ARTICLE FROM NEW 
YORK TIMES 


[Mr. NORRIS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an article from 
the New York Times of August 2, 1942, dis- 
cussing the decision of the United States Su- 
preme Court in the case of Betts v. Brady, 
which appears in the Appendix.| 
INTERNATIONAL COMMUNICATIONS—ED- 

ITORIAL FROM NEW YORK TIMES AND 

LETTER BY DAVID SARNOFF 


[Mr. TRUMAN (for Mr. WHEELER) asked 
and obtained leave to have printed in the 
Recorp an editorial entitled “International 
Communications,” published in the New 
York Times of January.29, 1942, and a letter 
written by David Sarnoff, which appear in 
the Appendix.] 


IDAHO NAVAL STATION 


[Mr. CLARK of Idaho asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Recozp an article 
entitled “Naval Station in the Crags” written 
by Richard L. Neuberger and published in 
the Portland Oregonian of July 12, 1942, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Routine 
morning business is closed. 


CARGO AIRCRAFT 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I wish to 


. make a report on the progress of the 


subcommittee of the Military Affairs 
Committee which has been holding 
hearings on the subject of cargo- and 
troop-transport aircraft. We have had 
before the subcommittee some of the 
outstanding men in the field of aviation. 
We have had famous flyers, well-known 
manufacturers, recognized engineers, and 
the highest governmental officials in the 
field of aviation. It was the unanimous 
opinion of every person who testified be- 
fore the subcommittee that we need more 
cargo- and troop-transport aircraft. 
There was no difference of opinion on 
that point. 

Mr. Donald Nelson, Chairman of the 
War Production Board, has indicated 
that the Government intends to give 
Mr. Henry Kaiser a contract for the con- 
struction of 500 large fiying boats like 
the Glenn Martin Mars. If this is done 
the purpose of the committee will have 
been in large measure accomplished. 

Therefore, it is my purpose to ask for 
temporary suspension of the hearings on 
the subject of cargo- and troop-transport 
aircraft. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to give the 
conclusions which I have reached as a 
result of those hearings: 

First, the Government must increase 
the production of medium-sized cargo- 
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and troop-transport aircraft by a greater 
use of plywood. There is an abundance 
of Douglas fir and other woods which are 
suitable for plywood construction. The 
use of that material would not in any 
way compete with the production of any 
other essential commodity. 

Furthermore, there are many cabinet 
makers, woodworkers, piano makers, and 
furniture manufacturers who are not now 
engaged in war industry and whose serv- 
ices could be utilized. In fact, if they 
are not utilized many of those persons 
will be without employment, since pro- 
duction of civilian goods made of this 
material has practically ceased. 

The use of plywood as a construction 
material for planes is universally ap- 
proved. In some cases it may be second 
choice, but each witness on the subject 
agreed that plywood is a satisfactory ma- 
terial for the construction of planes. 

Second, the Government must immedi- 
ately launch a large-scale program for 
the construction of giant cargo and troop- 
transport flying boats. They should be 
built in shipyards which are already con- 
structed. They should be built instead of 
Soe Serene ships which are so easily 
sunk. 

Such construction facilities must be 
devoted to the building of the Glenn 
Martin Mars type of plane, since it is no 
longer experimental but for the most part 
has been proven to be successful. 

Testimony before the committee 
showed that about 70 percent of the fa- 
cilities of the shipyards could serve with- 
out change for the construction of this 
type of flying boat. 

Third, the highest priorities must be 
given to the construction of aircraft, 
both combat and cargo. 

It is now evident that air power is the 
main weapon of warfare and that land 
and sea forces are both auxiliary to air 
power. i 

Therefore, first priorities must be given 
to the production of aircraft. -> 

Everyone appearing before the commit- 
tee favored increasing the production of 
cargo aircraft, but there was a defeatist 
attitude on the part of some who main- 
tained that we could not increase the 
production of cargo aircraft without de- 
creasing the production of combat air- 
craft. But such a defeatist attitude is 
not warranted by the facts. 

It was said there is not enough alumi- 
num. It was said there is not enough 
chromium. It was said that we do not 
have enough steel. It was said we can- 
not produce enough motors. 

No doubt these critical materials pre- 
sent problems, but all of them can be 
solved. They must be solved. It is true 
that their solution may require still more 
sacrifice on the part of our civilian pop- 
ulation. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LEE. I yield. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I rise to ask the 
Senator if he does not believe that if, 
instead of constantly calling upon the 
civilian population to make sacrifices 
by curtailing what appear to civilians 
to be essential uses, the Government 
should engage in an all-out effort to 
produce in America the very materials 
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which are needed, we would be pursu- 
ing a wiser course? 

For example, the Senator has very 
correctly stated that there has been a 
defeatist attitude among thos2 who have 
discussed with him and with others the 
problem of increasing our aircraft fio- 
tillas. Every one of them said, “We 
have not enough steel, we have not 
enough chromium, we have not enough 
nickel, we have not enough this or 
that”; and yet at the same time the 
Senate Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys for a year and a half has been 
calling the attention of the Government 
to the fact that there are in this country 
unscratched, untouched, huge deposits 
of those very materials, The defeatist 
attitude is to be found throughout the 
Government bureaus which have not as 
yet been coordinated. If it had not been 
for what the Senator from Oklahoma 
has done with respect to cargo planes 
we would not now be able to say that 
Mr. Kaiser has been given a tentative 
contract for the production of 500 
planes. But we must get over the idea 
of defeatism, and must undertake to 
make the maximum use of all the re- 
sources and all the manpower of Amer- 
ica. Until we do tat we shall not begin 
to win the total war. 

Mr. LEE. I agree with the Senator 
from Wyoming. It is well known that 
we have mountains of iron ore available 
to us; and yet almost every day we are 
told that there is a shortage of steel. 
Perhaps those who say so mean a short- 
age of the facilities to translate iron 
ore into steel. If so, we should be busy 
building such facilities, instead of 
th inking up reasons why the necessary 
steel cannot be produced. I definitely 
agree with the Senator. There are 
available deposits of chromium and of 
nickel which may be of low grade, and 
therefore have not yet been developed, 
but we should be at the job of develop- 
ing them and seeing what can be done. 

With respect to the part played by the 
civilian population, I believe that the 
Senator will agree with what I shall pres- 
ently have to say, because up to now we 
have referred to the civilians in merely 
a general way and have made an appeal 
based on voluntary effort. What I shall 
argue for presently is a systematic effort 
headed by more aggressive leadership in 
the Government to make available such 
materials as are necessary, and I shall 
point out that it is definitely my opinion 
that civilians not only will approve such 
a program but are waiting for it today. 

What is everybody’s business is no- 
body’s business. Therefore the general 
invitation over the radio for everybody to 
make sacrifices is of no effect. We must 
have a systematic Government-ordered 
program which requires everybody in the 
same class to make the same sacrifice. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. The Senator is 
quite correct. The civilian population of 
America understands that this is a total 
war and that that means that every sin- 
gle resource of the country should be 
mobilized in our fight to win the war. 
However, week after week and month 
after month we wait for the aggressive 
leadership of which the Senator speaks. 
We have talked about salvage campaigns, 
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For example, we hear talk about tearing 
down statues in the various parks. The 
Lord knows most of the statues are not 
worth the space they take. We might 
all agree to that. Most of the statues 
are eyesores from the point of view of 
sculpture and beauty, but, notwithstand- 
ing, in all the statues in America there 
does not begin to be one one-hundredth 
of the amount of metals that are lying 
untouched in the ground. To talk about 
tearing down statues or tearing up rail- 
roads, or, as the War Production Board 
was talking about the other day, taking 
the machinery out of the mines in the 
West in order to supply scrap iron, is the 
most absurd defeatism that it is possible 
for anyone to imagine. 

We are confronted by the fact that in 
7 years Hitler, with only a fraction of the 
natural resources we have, has built a 
mechanical army which is sweeping over 
Europe. He has guns enough; he has 
tanks enough; apparently he has air- 
planes enough. He has all the elements 
of mechanized warfare, and he has built 
it without a fraction of our resources. 

Take, for example, iron ore. Hitler 
does not have in Germany a supply of 
iron ore to compare with what we have. 
Of course, he has taken over the iron- 
ore deposits of Norway and Sweden. But 
this country, equipped by nature with the 
greatest storehouse of natural resources 
to be found in practically all the world, 
witnessing the fact that our enemies are 
seizing the raw materials, is still putter- 
ing along day after day without an all- 
out effort to produce. We have a War 
Production Board. It is busy almost ex- 
clusively in urging various branches of 
the Government to do something, in- 
stead of commanding them to do it. I 
am glad the Senator has raised his voice 
in appealing for leadership. 

Mr. LEE. I will say, however, that 
Mr. Donald Nelson, in respect to the 
problem which the submarine sinkings 
present—namely, one of transportation— 
has been more progressive and more sym- 
pathetic with the effort to meet this prob- 
lem by encouraging builders like Henry 
Kaiser, than have the officials of some 
of the other departments which should 
be equally interested in meeting this bot- 
tleneck of transportation. 

With respect to the civilian question, 
it is my belief that the people are again 
ahead of the Government on the question 
of air cargo. Mr. President, if it is nec- 
essary in order to build these planes for 
the Government to collect all the alu- 
minum from every kitchen in America, 
then it must be done. 

If it is necessary to go into the hard- 
ware stores and requisition critical ma- 
terial, then that must be done. 

Furthermore, if it is necessary for us 
to make a choice between many things 
we are using in civilian life today and 
winning the war, the American people 
are ready to make that choice. 

The Government should collect all the 
automobiles in used-car lots. The Gov- 
ernment should collect scrap iron. I will 
say that if there is a program that has 
been a flop, it is the one connected with 
the collection of scrap iron. We had 
the officials of the scrap-iron program 
before a subcommittee of the Military 
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Affairs Committee, and instead of show- 
ing a sympathetic attitude toward col- 
lecting scrap iron they always met us 
with arguments as to why certain things 
could not be done. 

For example, one can ride through the 
State of Oklahoma today on a train or in 
an automobile and see from every point 
of view enough scrap iron to fill a large 
gap in our program. Throughout the 
oil fields of Oklahoma there is an abun- 
dance of scrap iron which has not been 
collected. On the farms of Oklahoma 
there is an abundance of scrap iron 
which has not been touched. We have 
a scrap-iron dealer in Oklahoma whose 
name is Mr. Fred Macduff. He has dealt 
in used material for oil fields, and of his 
own volition wanted to collect scrap 
iron. He started a scrap-iron program. 
He began sending in carloads of scrap 
iron until Frank Bain, who, I believe, 
was at that time connected with the War 
Production Board, went to Oklahoma 
and over the radio said that that pro- 
gram should stop. Mr. Macduff had 
been so successful in Texas that he sent 
several carloads from there, and he tele- 
graphed that he wanted to give the 
Government a hundred tons of scrap 
iron. The subcommittee investigated 
the situation and called before it Mr. 
Warburg and Mr. Cabot. It heard their 
arguments as to why the offer could not 
be accepted. However, they finally ac- 
cepted the gift of a hundred tons of scrap 
iron after some months and after the 
subcommittee had insisted that they 
were not very eager to collect scrap iron 
unless they accepted that offer. 

We had testimony before the committee 
from a Congressman who had been in 
Oklahoma, and he said he saw no evi- 
dences of collecting the scrap iron by 
the committee which had been set up by 
the W. P. B. for that purpose. When 
asked about it the officials held up the 
great mysterious bugaboo that the 
bottleneck of collecting the scrap iron 
was the junk dealer, and said that it 
took an expert to tell the different kinds 
of iron. However, Mr. Macduff, who has 
been in the business for many years, said 
he could take any boy and in 30 minutes 
explain to him how to separate the iron. 
There are two kinds of iron; cast iron 
that breaks easily, and another iron 
which is less brittle. 

Macduff’s plan to collect scrap iron 
was based on the patriotic impulse of 
the country. He did not tell the business 
or professional men to take the scrap 
iron to the junk dealer and he would 
pay them so much a pound for it, but he 
put it on the basis of patriotism. He 
said, “Take it to the scrap-iron depot,” 
and he put up a big sign. He dramatized 
the program. He said, “Pile it up, and 
when the pile gets big enough, we will call 
the junk dealers and let them bid on it. 
The highest bidder will buy it and it will 
go into the regular channels for han- 
dling scrap iron. Then we will give the 
check to the Boy Scouts or some other 
worthy cause.” It worked so well that 
they did not like it. Evidently they want 
the junk business-as-usual method, 
which I repeat is a flop. 

Then Mr. Cabot said that another 
reason why they could not collect it any 
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faster was because of the limited number 
of processing machines which the junk 
dealers have with which to compress the 
scrap into blocks so that it can be shipped. 

In that connection, an interesting irony 
is that a company which has the two 
largest processing plants in Oklahoma, 
one in Tulsa, and one in Oklahoma City, 
violated one of the rules of the War 
Production Board. Mr. President, what 
do you suppose was the penalty for that 
violation? Was it a large fine? 

The penalty was that they had to close 
down the two nrocessing machines for 
$0 days, which meant that if they were 
closed down about 240 employees, who 
were already trained, would be gone and 
when operations were resumed it would 
be sometime before a new staff could be 
organized and trained. 

I appealed to the authorities to assess 
some other penalty on those who violated 
the rule. I did not suggest that they be 
excused, but to fine them, or take their 
profits; in any event to keep the ma- 
chines going. The last time I checked 
the situation the order that the company 
should shut down for 90 days had not 
been changed. 

Mr. President, every time we come to 
the question of building cargo planes and 
building more planes we are told there 
is a shortage of steel. Mr. Cabot. testi- 
fied before our committee that we were 
doing almost all we could toward the 
processing of scrap iron. He went away 
feeling, I suppose, that he had done his 
duty. 

I simply mention that because I hap- 
pen to be the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee which investigated the scrap iron 
situation. 

There is scrap iron all over this coun- 
try and everybody knows it. If we put 
the collection of it on a patriotic basis, 
everybody will bring it in. We will see 
businessmen going down the back alleys, 
digging into junk piles, bringing the 
scrap iron in and piling it in the center 
of their town. If that program were 
dramatized and put upon the basis of 
patriotism and explained to our people, 
they would bring in the scrap iron and 
pile if mountain high. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LEE. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will call the 


Senator’s attention to the fact that at 
least one of the officials in the W. P. B., in 
connection with iron production, made 
the statement to some of my constituents 
who took the trouble of paying their ex- 
penses to come here, that he was not 
interested in patriotism but in the policy 
of the W. P. B. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Donald Nelson, how- 
ever, has been most helpful and most 
sympathetic and he has been of more 
help in this program than some of the 
men who are under him, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the Sen- 
ator further yield? 

Mr. LEE. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have great 
respect for Mr. Nelson and a great deal 
of personal affection for him. Does not 
the Senator believe that the iron and 
steel situation will not be corrected until 
the death grip of certain representatives 
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of Big Steel, who are connected with vari- 
ous governmental agencies, and who are 
interested in the policies of the industry 
rather than patriotism, is broken? 

Mr. LEE. Mr, President, I have been 
inclined to think, though I have no defi- 
nite proof, that there is an effort on the 
part of the big monopolistic interests— 
not only with respect to steel but with 
respect to rubber—to hold down produc- 
tion so that they can retain control of it 
after the war is over. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LEE. I yield. 

Mr. TRUMAN. The Senator said he 
did not have any definite proof of any 
monopolistic tendencies in connection 
with the fundamental metals which go 
to make up the necessities with which 
to fight this war. The record which was 
made by the special committee on the 
aluminum program and on the lead and 
zinc and copper program and the record 
which was made last Thursday and Fri- 
day on the steel program show very 
definitely that there is a strangle monop- 
olistic hold on these fundamental metals 
and that certain interests undoubtedly 
are much more interested in what their 
position is going to be after the war than 
they are right now in furnishing the ma- 
terials with which to win the war. I 
think we will very definitely prove that 
to be so before we conclude the hearings. 

Mr. LEE. I thank the Senator for that 
contribution. We had before our com- 
mittee Mr. Reynolds, the aluminum man- 
ufacturer, who said he could increase his 
production three times or perhaps more 
than that. He said there is plenty of 
bauxite in this country with which to 
make aluminum; he said it might be nec- 
essary, because of the power shortage, for 
the people to divert electricity from light- 
ing their homes to the manufacture of 
aluminum. I say to you, Mr. President, 
that, in my opinion, the people of this 
country, if it comes to that, will light 
their homes with coal-oil lamps and will 
gladly do so if the electric power they 
are now using is required in order to 
make aluminum necessary to build these 
cargo ships. 

We are making cargo airplanes out of 
stainless steel ‘today. I believe that if 
the Government would give a contract to 
Mr. Henry Kaiser—and do not be de- 
ceived, for no contract has as yet been 
given to him—he would be able to turn 
out these fiying boats in record time; 
then, he would break his own record, and 
then he would improve upon that, as he 
has done in the shipping industry. 

The Commerce Committee was told a 
little over a year ago, when we were 
planning the program for merchant 
ships, that the standard schedule was to 
turn out one ship every 105 days. That 
looked like a very fast schedule. Mr. 
Kaiser now, however, is turning out a 
ship in 46 days; he says, given the steel 
and a little more time, he will be turning 
out one every 30 days, and I believe he 
will do so. 

It is not my purpose to try to blame 
anybody; I think everyone having any 
responsibility at all wants to win this 
war; but some of them need to revise 
their thinking and their judgment. As I 
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recall, it was only 2 years ago when some 
of the high officials of the War Depart- 
ment before the Committee on Military 
Affairs were ridiculing the use of para- 
chute troops. I know that one thing 
after another we have invented and 
proven Hitler has taken and used to ad- 
vantage after we had discarded it on this 
side. 

Today, if there is any one thing that 
has been proved in this war, it is that 
air power is going to win the war. I be- 
lieve today that an officer of the air 
branch of the War Department should be 
Placed in charge of all strategy, that all 
strategy should be figured from the 
standpoint of air power, and that the 
Navy and the Army should be auxiliary 
to that. Mr. President, if you study the 
record of this war, you will be convinced 
that such a course would be wise. 

Even in the two battles which are 
pointed to as great naval battles, Coral 
Sea and Midway, other than antiaircraft 
guns, the Navy did not fire a single gun 
except into one of our own ships, the 
Lexington, in order to sink her after she 
was already mortally damaged. The 
naval ships of the two countries were not 
within striking power of each other ex- 
cept by the air arm, and the land-based 
Planes played an important part in both 
those battles. 

When the appropriation was brought 
in to build more floating air bases, more 
airplane carriers, I made a suggestion 
then that it might be all right to build 
small ones, so that we could get them 
built more quickly, since we need them 
now. But I did not favor building large 
ones, because, by the time they were com- 
pleted, they would be as obsolete as the 
battleship. Today every surface ship is 
driven out of range of the enemy’s land- 
based planes. 

Certainly, I believe we should complete 
the construction of any large aircraft 
carrier which has already been started. 
In fact, I voted for the appropriation, but 
pointed out at the time that I believe we 
should build small aircraft carriers in- 
stead of large ones, because, first, the cost 
of each one would not be so great; sec- 
ond, they could be finished sooner; third, 
they would not be as easily sunk; and, 
fourth, if they were sunk, the loss would 
not be so great. 

Mr, LUCAS. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LEE. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. Upon whom should we 
rely as to whether to build the small air- 
plane carrier or the large one? Upon 
whose judgment is the Senator willing 
that we should rely? Should we rely on 
the judgment of the Senator from Okla- 
homa on that question or should we rely 
upon those upon whom the Government 
has spent literally millions and billions 
of dollars to train in the Army and Navy 
and in air work? That is a point on 
which I should like to be enlightened, if 
the Senator from Oklahoma can en- 
lighten me. 

Mr. LEE. It is often true that the 
common man has more common sense 
than the experts. I say that time and 
again the Army and Navy experts have 
been proved to be wrong. I attribute 
much of Hitler’s success today to the fact 
that he was a layman and planned this 
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war from the standpoint of a layman. 
He overruled his generals and liqui- 
dated some of them. The very fact that 
he made air power the spearhead of 
every one of his successful campaigns is 
proof that air power is the power that 
will win this war. 

Mr. LUCAS. Yes; but notwithstand- 
ing that, Mr. Hitler is going, ultimately, 
to lose this war. 

Mr. LEE. I agree with the Senator on 
that point. 

Mr, LUCAS. I am a member of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and let me 
say to the Senator I have listened not 
for days but for weeks to the testimony 
of officers who have come before our 
committee. I have tried to give every- 
body the benefit of the doubt in connec- 
tion with the testimony I have heard 
from time to time. I heard the testi- 
mony in connection with large airplane 
carriers and small airplane carriers, 
about which the Senator is now talking, 
and I do not think there is a single 
member of the Naval Affairs Committee, 
after listening to the testimony by the 
best men the Navy can furnish in con- 
nection with the problems that are in- 
volved in this world-wide battle we are 
fighting, who does not agree with the 
conclusions of the men who have testified 
upon that point; at least, I have never 
heard anyone in the committee contend 
otherwise. 

There may be some reason why small 
airplane carriers are better than large 
airplane carriers; it may be we should 
have more of them; I do not know; but, 
as a layman, I will say to the Senate 
that I cannot take the floor of the Senate 
and tell the world that we ought to have 
small airplane carriers rather than 
large airplane carriers, in view of the 
limited knowledge I have of the subject 
matter. I do not think the Senator 
from Oklahoma has any more knowledge 
upon it than I have. I simply cannot 
take that responsibility. I may be wrong 
and the Senator from Oklahoma may be 
an expert along that line. 

Mr. LEE. No; I am not, and that is 
why I think I am in a good position to 
pass judgment on it. I can read what 
is happening and can size it up, and I 
believe I am in a better position to give 
it its fair proportion of value than can 
a man who has been in the Navy all his 
life and is full of Navy traditions—and 
honor to him for it—but who sees it from 
that point of view only. 

It was not until after Crete that our 
War Department woke up to the value of 
gliders and parachute troops. Then it 
woke up; and to its credit it moved fast. 
Let it be said to the credit of General 
Arnold and the air branch of our defense 
that they see the situation which exists, 
and are progressing. 

Coming back to the question of air- 
craft carriers, in the first place, the big 
flat top of an aircraft carrier is an open 
invitation to bombing. It offers an easy 
target. 

In the second place, the aircraft car- 
rier is a floating torch. It is full of fuel 
with which to replenish the planes which 
take off from it, and bombs which they 
must use for ammunition. When the 
Lexington was in her death throes, en- 
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veloped in smoke and flames, it is sad, 
but true, that 60 of the airplanes which 
had been in battle came back, and when 
the pilots saw the ship sinking they had 
to land on the Lezington and scramble 
out of their planes in order to save their 
lives, leaving the planes to go down with 
the noble old ship. 

Mr. President, when we can see some- 
thing, we do not need to be experts to 
draw a logical conclusion. I have eyes 
and I can reason. 

The planes on an aircraft carrier must 
of necessity be slower than land-based 
planes. In every conflict between planes 
from an aircraft carrier and land-based 
planes, the land-based planes are su- 
perior. Every engineer before our com- 
mittee told us so. The aircraft-carrier 
planes must be slow. They must have a 
slow landing speed in order to be able to 
land on the small landing surface. 

When they go into a “dog fight” with 
land-based planes the chances are heav- 
ily against them. Today not only our 
Navy but every navy is driven as far from 
the shores of the enemy as the range of 
his land-based planes. I challenge any- 
body to dispute that statement. Why 
could not our Navy relieve the boys in the 
Philippines? Because the surface ship 
has been driven to the center of the ocean 
by the land-based planes. Why not wake 
up to this fact, Why does not the British 
Navy prevent Axis convoys across the 
Mediterranean? Why did not (he British 
Navy prevent the invasion of Crete? Be- 
cause of enemy land-based air power. 

I love the Navy. I love its traditions. 
God bless those boys. Many of them are 
brought up in the Navy, and every one of 
them would die for America. Our Navy 
officers and men are second to none in the 
world. Man for man they are superior to 
the enemy. But why go on and on use- 
lessly with something which we can see 
is a losing venture in order to maintain 
so-called Navy traditions? The entire 
war strategy should be based upon air 
power. In the attack on Pearl Harbor 
the Japanese used air power as the main 
weapon and the Navy as the auxiliary 
weapon. 

What about our submarine campaign? 
If we are to believe the estimates—and 
they should be fairly accurate—which 
are based upon photographic information 
from reconnaissance planes taking pho- 
tographs of the slips where submarines 
are launched, the estimates show that 
today about 100 of Hitler’s submarines 
are plying the ccean; and from the in- 
creased number of slips it is estimated 
that there will be 430 submarines by De- 
cember. Those submarines have concen- 
trated on sinking our coastwise trade on 
this side of the ocean and on the supply 
lines to Russia on the other side of the 
ocean; and they have been most effective. 
As high an authority as Admiral Vickery 
says that we are losing our battle in the 
race to produce ships faster than the 
Axis can sink them. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LEE. I yield. 

- Mr. LUCAS. Of course the Senator is 
correct when he talks about the sub- 
marine menace. There is much talk 
throughout the country, and some on 
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the floor of the Senate, about the failure 
to conquer the submarine menace. Ulti- 
mately we will conquer it. However, the 
Senator must remember, and the coun- 
try ought to remember, that after the last 
war we entered into certain treaties with 
various countries throughout the world, 
limiting our ships on a 5-5-3 ratio. The 
airplane carriers, which the Senator does 
not like, were also limited in tonnage by 
those treaties, 

The whole trouble was that from 1920 
almost until December 7 last, the coun- 
try was not in the mood to do what Hitler 
has done during the past 7 years. We 
cannot compare the production and 
preparation of this country with what 
Hitler has done. Hitler has been pre- 
Paring for the past 9 or 10 years; and 
we have been preparing on an all-out 
basis really only since Pearl Harbor. We 
had and have today a one-ocean Navy. 
As the Senator knows, the greatest 
menace to the submarine is the destroyer. 
Our destroyers are on duty from here 
to Australia; from here to Hawaii; from 
here to the Aleutian Islands; and from 
here to Iceland, England, Ireland, and 
the North Sea. 

Mr.LEE. The Senator does not main- 
tain that we have been very successful 
in our efforts at destroying submarines, 
does he? 

Mr. LUCAS. Not at all; but I do not 
condemn the Navy. I do not say, as one 
Senator said some time ago, that the 
Navy was criminally negligent for not 
seeing this thing years ago and being 
able to meet the situation when the 
submarines came over on this side. 

Mr. LEE. Neither do I condemn the 
Navy. 

Mr. LUCAS. Our Navy was planned 
in line with what the American people 
wanted after the last war. They wanted 
a one-ocean Navy. Very few individuals 
in this country ever wanted a Navy-sec- 
ond to none. Very few individuals 
wanted an Army which was adequate. 
As a member of the American Legion, I 
attended many conventions which passed 
resolutions demanding a Navy second to 
none and an Army at least equal to that 
provided for by the Defense Act of 1920, 
which would have given us a maximum of 
350,000 men. However, we could not 
get it. 

Anyone who attempted to give the 
American Nation the semblance of a de- 
fense in the Army and Navy was called 
a warmonger, an interventionist, and 
other names, even in those days. We 
could not obtain an adequate defense. 
The people of America dreamed of being 
able to live forever in a land of peace, 
plenty, and happiness, and thought that 
we could isolate ourselves in one little 
corner of the earth, and that nobody 
could ever bother us. They believed that 
the Atlantic and the Pacific formed an 
impregnable barrier. When the Japa- 
nese struck at Pearl Harbor on Decem- 
ber 7, that fallacy was exploded forever 
in the minds of Senators and in the 
minds of the American people. We were 
not prepared, because of the attitude of 
the American people on those questions. 

The Senator from Illinois is a peace- 
loving citizen. I love peace better than 
I love anything else; but we must look 
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the facts squarely in the face. We 
know that this country was not. pre- 
pared. Those in charge of the war ef- 
fort are now working overtime, 16 or 1% 
hours a day, in an honest attempt to do 
what they think ought to be done. So 
far as the Senator from: Illinois is con- 
cerned, he will not take the floor and 
condemn them until it is proved to him 
beyond all reasonable doubt that they 
are guilty of the charges made against 
them. I believe that those in the de- 
partments are just as patriotic as is 
any Senator. I believe that the men 
in Donald Nelson’s office are patriotic. 
Of course he has some men who make 
mistakes. Mistakes are being made 
everywhere. I think the Senator from 
Oklahoma makes a mistake when he 
puts himself in the position of a naval 
expert and tells the country that we 


ought to have small aireraft carriers. 


instead of large ones, when the large 
ones are what the experts say we ought 
to have. It is a unique theory that an 
individual does not have to know any- 
thing in order to know it all. That is 
practically what the Senator from 
Oklahoma says with respeet to airplane 
carriers, ; 

Yes; a one-ocean navy is what we 
have. Under the program we cannot 
have a two-ocean navy until 1946. To- 
day we have a one-ocean navy fighting 
on five oceans, spread out all over the 
face of the globe. It is not our fault; 
Japan struck us treacherously on De- 
cember 7. The Senate of the United 
States by unanimous vote declared war 
on Germany and Italy. There is no 
question that since that time we have 
worked to the utmost of our ability to 
arm ourselves; but I say that these 
things simply cannot be done overnight, 
and the American people should under- 
stand that it takes patience and time 
and that many mistakes will neces- 
sarily be made in order to do the things 
that the departments and agencies are 
trying to do. 

I beg the Senator's pardon for en- 
croaching on his time. 

Mr, LEE. That is quite all right. 

Mr. LUCAS. However, it seems to me 
that all the time, day after day, I hear 
in the Senate criticism and carping about 
the war effort, and it comes mostly from 
our side of the aisle. Until I am con- 
vinced beyond a reasonable doubt that 
the men engaged in the war effort are 
motivated by selfish and mercerary in- 
terests I cannot take the floor and. con- 
demn them for what. they have done, and 
I feel obliged in my feeble way to defend 
them in order to attempt to create what 
seems to be so lacking, namely, a una- 
nimity of feeling and a condition of har- 
mony in the country. If on the floor of 
the Senate we keep making statements, 
without facts or expert knowledge— 
statements which arouse doubts with re- 
spect to such vital matters—there can be 
little or no national cohesion. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I have been 
glad to have the Senator make the com- 
ments he has made. Most of his remarks 
seem to leave the impression that I was 
criticizing the Navy, which certainly I 
was not doing, and that I was criticizing 
the men in the Navy, when I said I did 


not believe we should start the construc- 
tion of any more large aircraft carriers. 
I believe the Senator said that the com- 
mon people have no sense at all. 

“Mr. LUCAS. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. LEE. I believe the Senator said 
that my conclusion was that those who do 
not know anything about anything know 
more than the experts know. 

What I said was that sometimes the: 
common people have more common sense 
than the experts have. 

Mr. LUCAS. ‘That is what the Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma said; but the Sen- 
ator cannot put words in my mouth as. 
to my reply to his remarks. My state- 
ment was that the Senator from Okla- 
homa had presented a most unique the- 


ory to the effect that a person who knows. 


nothing about technical matters knows. 
more than an expert on such matters. 
knows. 

Mr. LEE. I was referring to the com- 
mon people; so, in effect, the Senator 
from Illinois is saying that the common 
people know nothing. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator can draw 
any conclusions he wants to draw. My 


| remarks speak for themselves. 


Mr. LEE. The Senator from Illinois 
also attempted, it seems to me, to put a 
number of words and implications in my 
mouth—ones which certainly are not. 
true with respect to the Navy. If there 
has been anyone who has pleaded for na- 
tional unity, I have. However, I do not 
believe that a desire for national unity 
means that we must go on and on mak- 
ing the same mistakes over and over. 
When we see that a policy or a strategy. 
is not. succeeding, I think the duty and 
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I thank the Senator for yielding te me. 

Mr. LEE. The Senator would have to 
search a long time before he would find 
in anything I have spoken any word 
about fraud, corruption, or anything of 
the kind, Again I say that the Senator 
is by implication trying to put in my 
mouth words which were not there 
and which will not be there. The only 
two men I have criticized deserve to be 
criticized. They are the ones in charge 
of the scrap-iron program. I did not 
criticize them until several months after 
the hearing in which we showed them 
that their method was. not clicking, and 
offered them a method to make it click. 
However, up to this time they have done 
nothing about it. Under the circum- 
stances. I thought it. was my duty to call 
attention to the situation; and that is 
what I have done. 

With respect to the Navy, let me say 


| that if the Senator reads the transcript 


| were from an aircraft carrier. 


obligation then is upon us to change the | 


policy or the strategy. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me again? 

Mr. LEE. Yes; I yield. - 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator may be cor- 
rect; but I simply cannot, feel that, with 
all the duties I have as a Member of the 
United States Senate, I can pass judg- 
ment upon the men who are dealing with 
the important problems of production. 
Yesterday I talked to a man who spent 
all of Saturday in writing three impor- 
tant. letters.to three different individuals 
of the Government who had asked him 
for specific information. So important 
were the letters, and so sure was he that 
he had to be correct in what he said in 
them, because he would be criticized on 
the floor of the Senate if he did not dot 
an “i” or cross a “t” in the three letters, 
that he found it necessary to spend all of 
Saturday in writing them. 

I simply cannot indulge myself to the 
point of feeling that I am an expert on 
any of these matters. From my brief 
communications with the men in the va- 
rious departments in Washington and 
from my brief experience with them I 
know that, in view of all the great prob- 
lems they are compelled to wrestle with 
day after day and the great decisions of 
judgment they have to make, until some- 
one can demonstrate to me, through the 
Truman committee or otherwise, that 
there is fraud, corruption, or graft. in 
connection. with what is going on in 
Washington, I shall hesitate a long, long 
ae before I severely criticize and con- 

emn. 


of my remarks he will not be able to find 
anywhere in them that I have criticized 
any member of the Navy or have criti- 
cized the naval experts. I have simply 
pointed out an obvious fact that a read- 
ing of the newspapers will show. Let 
us review the war. The air power of 
Hitler drove the British Navy out of the 
waters around Norway and won that 


| battle. The only battleship which was 


sunk by another battleship was the Bis- 
marck, which was sunk after she had 
been disabled by planes and was a dere- 
liet ship. I think perhaps the planes 
The Bis- 
marck was disabled by air power, and 
then a warship was allowed to close in 
and sink her. 

What about the Prince of Wales and 
the Repulse? Both of them were sunk 
by air power. The Japanese battleship 
which Captain Kelly sank was sunk by 
air power. 

If in the face of all the facts and in 
the face of the strongest case which could 
possibly be built up in favor of increas- 
ing our air power, the Senator still insists 
that we continue on our former way be- 
cause those who are so loyal to Navy 
prestige believe we should continue in 
that way—and I wish to say that the 
representatives of the Navy who have 
been before my committee were uni- 
versally of the opinion that we should 
put all possible stress upon the develop- 
ment of air power, that the Navy itself 
must have air power, but again I point 
out that aircraft carriers cannot safely 
get within. striking distance of land-based 
planes. 

Today the Navy serves a purpose, I 
did. not mean to imply that it does not. 
It. serves a purpose out in the “blind 
spots,” so to speak, that cannot yet be 
reached by land-based planes; but the 
rapidity with which land-based planes 
are extending their range makes the sur- 
face ship more and more useless as an 
arm of warfare. 

Mr. President, I wish to. continue my 
argument with respect to the civilians’ 
willingness to cooperate. 

The Government could collect all of 
the automobiles in used-car lots. The 
Government could take the iron railings 
from around yards, balconies, and 
estates. The Government could take the 
chromium-plated and nickel-plated fix- 
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tures from homes. If it were done with- 
out favoritism, the American people 
would approve it. More than that, they 
would applaud it. In fact, Mr. President, 
today they expect it; and every day that 
our program flounders is a day of disap- 
pointment to the civilian population of 
this country. 

If the Government needs anything in 
the world that I have, I expect the Gov- 
ernment to take it; so does every other 
patriotic citizen in the United States. 

We do not believe we should lose this 
war for the want of materials which 
every civilian has all around him every 
day. 

Mr. President, every day sees a greater 
threat to our supply lines. Every news- 
paper tells of the sinking of more of our 
surface ships. Every month Hitler looses 
more submarines to lurk in the caverns 
of the deep, with their sensitive mechan- 
ical ears listening for a victim. 

Not only has the problem of supplying 
our allies become acute but there will be 
the problem of supplying our own troops 
while the toll of American ships mounts. 

Mr. President, I repeat, the American 
people expect our Government to take 
action in this crisis. They are prepared 
to make any sacrifice which is necessary 
in order to win this war. 


ATTACKS ON MEMBERS OF CONGRESS— 
FREEDOM OF THE PRESS—THE CHICAGO 
TRIBUNE 


Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent at the outset of my 
address to have printed as a part of my 
remarks at their conclusion certain let- 
ters and excerpts from letters received by 
the Chicago Tribune concerning its sup- 
port of America’s all-out war effort. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

(See exhibit A.) 

Mr. BROOKS. America faces her 
gravest task, a task which will demand 
greater sacrifice, greater suffering, 
greater service, and greater unity than 
our people have ever been called upon to 
make in the span of a little more than a 
century and a half of our Nation’s 
history. 

We must win this war. We will win 
this war. We must be willing and ready 
to lay our all, our individual lives and 
our fortunes upon the altar of this, our 
fight for freedom. The freedom we are 
determined to defend, perpetuate, and 
extend by victory in this war is founded 
upon the original freedoms, the freedom 
of press, freedom of speech and assembly, 
and the freedom of religion. These free- 
doms are being challenged. They have 
been attacked from abroad. We must de- 
fend them against that attack from 
abroad, but we must also be willing to lay 
down our lives, if necessary, to defend 
them here at home. : 

I speak today because of a series of 
events which have taken place through- 
out the country and particularly in my 
State events which, I believe, will ma- 
terially hamper our war effort and which 
are destined to destroy the morale and 
the unity of our people. 

First, I wish to speak of the purge and 
smear campaign that was directed 
against Members of the Congress of the 
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United States. The American people can 
still remember the vicious attacks made 
upon our Supreme Court, and they re- 
member, too, that the people overwhelm- 
ingly supported each of the men who de- 
fended the Court, even though they, too, 
were marked for the purge at that time. 

There can be no question that this 
present purge campaign is well organ- 
ized, resulting, among other things, in 
the despicable and deplorable attack up- 
on the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
WALSH]. It is well financed, aided, and 
abetted by those who were the most de- 
termined and aggressive in their effort 
to get us into the war. Since then a 
group of men have set themselves up as 
a committee known as the Union for 
Democratic Action, and, with the aid of 
the Communist Party and the left-wing 
New Republic magazine, they listed a 
group of Members of Congress to be 
purged and defeated in the recent pri- 
maries or the coming elections. They 
honored me, Mr. President, by placing 
my name at the head of the list of 3 
United States Senators who should be 
defeated at all costs, no matter to what 
extremes they must go to accomplish 
their ends. They named the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. CAPPER] and the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. O’DANIEL], and my- 
self, as the 3 Senators to head the purge 
list with some 29 other Members of 
Congress. 

In my State a new paper, the Chicago 
Sun, was started and joined in the at- 
tack, soon announcing as a part of its 
policy the defeat of WAYLAND Brooks for 
the Senate. Joining in this demand and 
determined effort to defeat me was the 
Chicago Daily News, which is controlled 
by the Secretary of the Navy Frank Knox, 
and from which he receives $60,000 a year 
for “advice,” while receiving $15,000 a 
year salary from the Navy. Their at- 
tacks were made editorially, with vicious 
cartoons and by using cleverly selected 
portions of my statements for incorrect 
interpretations and by other news stories 
intended to defeat me in the primary. 

I had made definite pledges prior to my 
election to oppose by every honorable 
means our becoming active shooting par- 
ticipants in foreign wars unless we were 
attacked. I pledged to support every 
measure to build the strongest possible 
national defense for our own country 
which would not directly lead us into 
shooting participation in foreign wars. I 
kept my pledges to the people of Illinois 
who had elected’me and presented my- 
self for renomination on my record. 

On April 14 the people of Illinois, at an 
open and free primary, rendered their 
verdict at the polls, and by a vote of ap- 
proximately 5 to 1, renominated me for 
the Senate. Immediately, and in face of 
this overwhelming expression of the peo- 
ple, the Chicago Daily News on April 16 
printed a vicious cartoon showing Hitler 
wearing the iron cross and the Nazi swas- 
tika, smiling. The title of the cartoon 
was “Someone else was happy, too.” In 
smaller print it showed Hitler smilingly 
holding up a newspaper with the head- 
lines reading “Brooxs Wins Grand Old 
Party Nomination” and in smaller type 
“Tsolationist Victory in Illinois.” This 
was more than an insult to the 696,000 
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patriotic men and women who had voted 
for me, many of them former soldiers 
with whom I had fought againt Germany 
in the last war, many of them fathers 
and mothers who had sons in the armed 
forces, ready to die to defeat Hitler. In 
spite of the fact that we were at war, that 
we had been viciously attacked, that I 
had promptly voted to declare war on 
Japan, Germany, and Italy, that I again 
volunteered to serve in the armed forces 
of my country, that I had supported 
every measure to transform America 
from a nation dedicated to peace and na- 
tional defense to an all-out war nation, 
in spite of the fact that we needed na- 
tional unity above all else, this news- 
paper, controlled by the Secretary of the 
Navy, made this attack on the people of 
my State, who, by a vote of 5 to 1, had 
renominated me for office. 

I have not publicly complained about 
these attacks, although I believe they 
definitely caused disunity. I believe in 
the freedom of the press, and even though 
they attack me maliciously, I will fight for 
their right to continue to enjoy that free- 
dom. I believe in the right of free speech 
and even though designing people from 
without my State lay their malicious in- 
trigue and plans to defeat me, I will fight 
for their right to continue to enjoy. that 
freedom. 

The people of Illinois need no assist- 
ance from the Communist Party nor any 
other self-appointed purgers from with- 
out to tell them who will represent them 
in the Senate of the United States during 
the uncertain and trying days which lie 
ahead. 

When this smear and purge attack 
failed to defeat Members of Congress, the 
agencies of Government were brought 
into play to assist those newspapers that 
had opposed my renomination and were 
used as an instrument to attack news- 
papers which had supported me. 

Specifically, a vicious, malicious, and 
constant attack has been made and is 
being made upon the Chicago Tribune. 
Some have advised that I remain silent on 
this issue, but I cannot do so.. Whether 
WAYLAND Brooks is returned to the Sen- 
ate or not is incidental, but whether the 
power of this Government is to be used 
to suppress the freedom of the press is of 
vital and burning importance to all the 
American people. 

I speak of this today not because of 
the Tribune alone but to call attention 
to the method that is being used to in- 
timidate, coerce, or control any legitimate 
newspaper, for if it can be done to one 
it can be done to all. I would defend the 
freedom of the press and protest against 
any undermining of this right, though it 
were launched against the smallest news- 
paper in America, printed on a hand 
press. Freedom of speech guarantees 
every soldier in the front line, every 
worker in the factory, every father and 
mother an honest evaluation and ap- 
praisal of our war effort. 

The tragic truth is that wherever dic- 
tators have been set up, freedom has dis- 
appeared. Freedom of the press was 
always the first to go and all other free- 
doms fell in rapid succession. 

This attack happens to be leveled at 
the Chicago Tribune. It is directed mo- 
mentarily at the publisher, Col. Robert 
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R. McCormick, and its managing editor, 
J. Loy (Pat) Maloney, They are among 
the 8,000,000 constituents I represent 
here, and I wish to review briefly their 
record of patriotism and sacrificial serv- 
ice to their country, as well as the attack 
that has been and is being made upon 
them now. 

Pat Maloney enlisted as a private in 
the first officers’ training camp at Fort 
Sheridan in 1917. He volunteered for 
aviation training which he received at 
the University of Illinois and Chanute 
Pield. He went overseas November 15, 
1917, as a member of the fourteenth for- 
eign detachment, was commissioned a 
first lieutenant of the Air Service in 
April 1918 and ferried planes to the 
front and from England to France dur- 
ing May and June 1918. He was ordered 
to the front July 14, assigned to the fa- 
mous Rickenbacker squadron and par- 
ticipated in the Battle of Chateau 
Thierry. After the Armistice he served 
with the Rickenbacker squadron in the 
American Army of Occupation and was 
stationed at Coblentz. Lieutenant Ma- 
loney was transferred to General Per- 
shing’s headquarters at Chaumont in 
March 1919 and there aided in the prep- 
aration of a manual on scout plane 
fighting. He was ordered home in May 
1919, 

Col. Robert R. McCormick, editor and 
publisher of the Chicago Tribune, served 
as a major in the First Illinois Cavalry 
on the Mexican border in 1916 and 1917. 
He was ordered to France on General 
Pershing’s staff, assigned to the intel- 
ligence section, and later assigned to the 
front line at his own request. He was 
cited in brigade orders and was pro- 
moted from major to lieutenant colonel 
and from lieutenant colonel to colonel 
for service at the front. He was awarded 
the Distinguished Service Medal and, 
following the Armistice, was returned to 
the United States and served as a com- 
mandant at Fort Sheridan. His name 
was on the list of officers suitable for 
General Staff assignment and for ap- 
pointment to general rank. I wish now 
to read the citation his Government 
gave him; 
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Robert R McCormick, colonel, Field Ar- 
tillery Officers Reserve Corps, then colonel, 
Field Artillery, United States Army, for ex- 
ceptionally meritorious and distinguished 
services. As commander of the first bat- 
tallon, Fifth Field Artillery, in the Ansauville 
sector and in the Cantigny sector, France, 
between January 18 and May 28, 1918; and 
as lieutenant colonel, One Hundred Twenty- 
second Field Artillery, May 13, 1918, he dis- 
played rare leadership and organizing ability, 
unusual executive ability, and sound techni- 
cal judgment. By his ceaseless energy and 
his close supervision of training, discipline, 
und command in action against the enemy, he 
contributed materially to the successful op- 
erations of the artillery of the American Ex- 
peditionary Forces. By order of the Secre- 
tary of War: John J. Pershing, general of the 
armies, Chief of Staff. 


But that is not the only Chief of Staff 
of the United States Army that appreci- 
ated Colonel McCormick’s courage, his 
devotion to duty, his love of country. 
And now, I wish to read a cablegram sent 
to Colonel McCormick March 25, 1942. 
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The date line is Melbourne, Australia. 
It reads: 

Appreciate greatly your fine message. Wish 
you were here with me, Signed, MacArthur. 

America’s most gallant soldier records 
his desire to have the services of this gal- 
lant American by his side. 

Such is the record of these men who 
now are under attack. 

I would not and I do not approve the 
reporting of any information that would 
in any way aid the enemy and neither 
would Colonel McCormick nor Pat 
Maloney. I have not always agreed with 
Colonel McCormick and he has not al- 
ways agreed with me, but I have always 
believed, and believe now, that both he 
and Pat Maloney are outstanding, patri- 
otic, heroic American citizens. They 
are subject at the present moment to the 
continuing investigation of the Chicago 
Tribune, this time by a grand jury in the 
city of Chicago. 

Mr. President, may I remind you that 
we are bringing home our gallant heroes 
from the various fronts of the war to have 
«he President decorate them with the Dis- 
tinguished Service Cross, the American 
Navy Cross, and the Congressional Medal 
of Honor? Those who are wounded and 
live to tell the tale will be eligible to 
wear the Purple Heart. Do you suppose 
that these same heroes of today will be 
belittled, smeared, or indicted 20 years 
from now, merely because they want to 
enjoy the rights of freedom for which 
they were willing to die—merely because 
they may not agree entirely and subser- 
viently with whatever administration 
may be in power at that time? 

Are we fighting this war just to talk 
about the “four freedoms” everywhere 
else in the world, or are we fighting to 
be sure that they will never die in 
America? 

This campaign of Government dis- 
crimination against the Chicago Tribune 
goes back a considerable time. In No- 
vember 1940, when the Army was plan- 
ning to take a prominent group of 
Washington correspondents on an air- 
plane tour of various Army camps, Wal- 
ter Trohan, of the Tribune Washington 
Bureau, who had been covering the War 
Department, reports the following: 

He had been approved to make the trip. 
Lowell Mellett, then Chief of the Office of 
Government Reports, appeared at the 
War Department and scanning the list 
of correspondents who were to make the 
trip, scratched off the name of Trohan. 
“What are you doing that for?” asked an 
Army officer. “Don’t you know he rep- 
resents the Chicago Tribune?” said Mel- 
lett. “Yes, what of it?” continued the 
officer. “Don’t you know the Tribune 
is opposed to the administration?” con- 
tinued Mellett. “If you cross that name 
off the list, I walk out,” said the officer. 
“Nothing like that is going to be done 
here, while I am in charge.” Grumbling, 
Mellett returned to his own office and 
Trohan was finally permitted to make the 
trip. 

In April of this year, Archibaid Mac- 
Leish, Librarian of Congress, and at that 
time, Director of the Office of Facts and 
Figures, in two speeches delivered in New 
York, made a bitter attack on —news- 
papers which had been critical of any 
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inefficient conduct of the war. He spoke 
before the American Society of Newspa- 
per Editors and before the annual meet- 
ing of the Associated Press. Prior to 
this meeting of the Associated Press, the 
F. B. I. sent agents to visit every mem- 
ber newspaper which held Associated 
Press franchises throughout the country, 
and I believe every newspaper in my 
State having such a franchise was 
visited by a member of the F. B.I. 

At that time, the Chicago Sun, the new 
competitor of the Chicago Tribune, and 
with an announced policy to defeat me 
for office, was asking to obtain an Asso- 
ciated Press franchise. The Associated 
Press was threatened with indictment, 
and I believe for the first time in the 
history of America, the F. B. I. was sent 
to visit all the members of this great 
press association throughout the 
country. 

Can there be any thought that it was 
not for the purpose of intimidation? 
Can anyone suspect that this is a part of 
the American way of protecting freedom 
of the press? Under threat of indict- 
ment, the Associated Press changed its 
rules and then promptly as freemen, 
voted to refuse the Chicago Sun a fran- 
chise. 

On July 22, the Chicago Tribune 
printed a story revealing how Secret 
Service agents, again acting on specific 
orders from Washington, descended on 
the Tribune plant and seized a card- 
board mat containing photostatic re- 
productions and prints of two canceled 
United States Treasury checks. The 
checks had been reproduced in connec- 
tion with the story of an administration 
pay-roller, charged with being on both 
the Federal and the University of the 
State of Illinois pay rolls. A number of 
newspapers throughout Illinois also re- 
produced the canceled checks, but only 
the Tribune was visited by Federal 
agents. 

Recently the Chicago Tribune revealed 
that a customs official found himself 
hounded by Government investigators 
because he had ordered a well-deserved 
and authenticated refund to the Chicago 
Tribune in connection with an overpay- 
ment of duties on imported paper pulp. 
It was the first time in 30 years of service 
to the Government that suspicion was 
cast in the direction of thisman. There 
was nothing in the record on which to 
base the investigations except the chronic 
determination on the part of the admin- 
istration to get the Chicago Tribune. 

Nor has the activity of the Depart- 
ment of Justice been confined to dis- 
crediting the Chicago Tribune. It was 
leveled against others. Recently an in- 
dictment was returned against 28 indi- 
viduals, charging them with violation of 
the sedition laws and with violation of 
a law prohibiting interference with the 
armed forces. No one—certainly not 
WAYLAND Brooxs—wishes to complain 
against an indictment against any indi- 
vidual who is guilty of violation of either 
of these laws. In the Appropriations 
Committee and in the Senate I have con- 
sistently supported the Attorney General 
in his request for funds to increase his 
staff; and I commend him for his splen- 
did work in prosecuting criminals and 
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enemies of our Government. However, 
I condemn smearing the names of many 
honorable citizens by merely naming 
in a general indictment the organi- 
zations to which they belong. True 
enough, the organizations were not in- 
dicted, but they were included by name 
as being guilty of wrongdoing in con- 
nection with an indictment for sedition 
and interfering with the armed forces, 

Among the organizations named and 
thus charged with associating with some 
known criminals was the America First 
Committee. That organization was head- 
ed by a distinguished American citizen, 
Gen. Robert E. Wood, national chair- 
man; by a distinguished American, Gen. 
Thomas S. Hammond, head of the Ili- 
nois division; by R. Douglas Stuart, Jr., 
national director; and Col. Hanford Mac- 
Nider, national committeeman. To drag 
in the names of these distinguished, loyal, 
and patriotic Americans and thousands 
upon thousands of others who were asso- 
ciated with them, and by innuendo to 
connect them with known criminals is a 
crime against decency in free America. 

Where are these men today? Gen. 
Robert E. Wood is a member of the ad- 
visory board of the Chicago Ordnance 
District. He joined the district last Jan- 
uary as Chief of Purchasing. He was 
forced to resign when the job as acting 
president of Sears, Roebuck & Co. was 
added to his duties as chairman of the 
company board. His responsibilities were 
increased by the loss of Donald Nelson 
to head the War Production Board of 
the Nation. Gen. Thomas S. Hammond 
is serving as Deputy Chief of the Chicago 
Ordnance District. He left his post as 
president of the Whiting Corporation to 
serve this important ordnance district. 
R. Douglas Stuart, Jr., is a lieutenant in 
the armed forces, and Col. Hanford Mac- 
Nider, former national commander of the 
American Legion, is now in Australia, in 
charge of the shipping problem for Gen- 
eral MacArthur. 

This indictment was an insinuation 
against the good character of thousands 
upon thousands of citizens of Illinois; 
equally patriotic and loyal. Included 
among them are fathers and mothers 
who have contributed their sons upon the 
altar of the defense of America’s liberty. 

I protest against this method of casting 
aspersions on the loyalty of such heroic 
and patriotic men and women merely be- 
cause they did not agree with the admin- 
istration before Pearl Hdrbor. We are 
at war. If we continue to divide our 
strength quarreling over past opinions, 
we shall lose America’s future. 

The present grand jury investigation of 
the Chicago Tribune resulted from the 
publication of a story concerning the 
battle of Midway which was provided by 
Stanley Johnston, who had written a se- 
ries of articles on our Navy’s gallant 
achievements in the Battle of the Coral 
Sea. The Coral Sea stories were released 
by the Tribune without charge to all 
press services and all newspapers of the 
Nation. I firmly believe that these 
stories did more to build confidence and 
renew faith in the prowess of the Navy of 
the United States than any other thing 
or series of things has done since the 
beginning of this war. 
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Our commercial ships were being sunk 
faster than we could build them, along 
our Atlantic coast, in the Gulf of Mexico, 
and in the Caribbean Sea. Finally, the 
startling news came that an enemy sub- 
marine had sunk a ship in the mouth of 
the Mississippi River. The question that 
was in the minds of all Americans, in- 
cluding some Senators, was, What has 
happened to the leadership of our Navy? 
Where is our Navy? In the midst of a 
spirit of confusion and growing despair, 
like the rising of the morning sun, came 
the stories of Stanley Johnston, relating 
the heroism, the brilliance, the daring 
courage, and the excellent achievement 
of our American Navy at Midway. 

Many officers of the Navy have writ- 
ten and wired their thanks and appre- 
ciation to the Tribune. People every- 
where have expressed their joy and 
gratitude not only for the graphic story 
of the heroism and brilliance of our 
American boys, but for a new insight into 
the tactics and problems of modern war- 
fare at sea and in the sky. Not alone did 
Stanley Johnston, the only reporter pres- 
ent to give this detailed news to America 
and to the world, perform an excellent 
service to the Navy and our people in 
general, but because of his personal cour- 


age and perseverance he was cited for - 


bravery. Although a mnoncombatant, 
daring beyond the call of any duty, he 
faced death to render a service to the 
boys of the Navy before the Lezington, 
the carrier on which he stood and worked 
and wrote, was sent to the bottom of the 
sea. 

But, because he was a representative of 
the Chicago Tribune, grand jury action is 
called for; and grand jury inquiry, and 
investigation by the Department of Jus- 
tice are being made, with insinuating im- 
plications to be mouthed and the facts 
distorted by the originators and the 
propagators of the purge. And this, ac- 
cording to the press, was instigated by 
the Navy, headed by a man who controls 
and receives $60,000 a year from a com- 
peting newspaper in. the city of Chicago. 
I speak of this because I believe these 
tactics will do more than anything else 
to break the morale and the faith of the 
American people in our American system 
of government for which perhaps a mil- 
lion men will lay down their lives. 

When our Allies cry for steel, for sup- 
plies, for support, for food, for planes, 
for bombs, there are those who would 
divide the energies and the efforts of a 
Nation by undertaking to purge, to in- 
timidate, and to smear Members of Con- 
gress, members of the press, and loyal 
American citizens whose heroic patriot- 
ism can never be challenged, merely be- 
cause they did not agree before Pearl 
Harbor. 

There are dark days ahead for Amer- 
ica. More than 250,000 of the sons and 
daughters of Illinois have already re- 
sponded, and wear the uniforms of the 
armed forces of this country. They are 
serving on all the fronts, in all the skies, 
and on all the seas in this vast war. 
Thousands more will be immediately 
called upon to respond, and they will re- 
spond, to defend their country, the free- 
dom of their press, their freedom of 
speech, their freedom of assembly, their 
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freedom to worship their God. They will 
be called upon to die, and they will die, 
to defend the freedoms of every American 
citizen; but they were not told that they 
were to die to defend those who wish to 
smear and intimidate and cast aspersions 
on the loyalty of men who have proven 
their willingness to lay down their own 
lives on the altar of American freedom, 

I protest against such gestapo tactics 
and procedures because they do not sup- 
port the sons of America and our Allies— 
our boys far from home, facing death by 
day and by night to defend America, the 
free America that they love. This is now 
the people’s war. It will not be fought 
by those of any one nationality, any one 
creed, any one color, or any one political 
party within our country. There will 
scarcely be a home in all America that 
will not display a blue, a silver, or a gold 
star before this war is won. There will 
not be a home in all America that will not 
have made a tremendous sacrifice either 
in blood, flesh, funds, or energy before this 
war is over and won. No sacrifice is too 
great for the American people to make, 
and make willingly, with courage and 
with confidence, if they know that they 
make that sacrifice for their right to be a 
free people and to continue with their 
freedom of press, freedom of worship, 
freedom of the individual, and the free- 
dom of their own conscience. 

Mr. President, we all have a duty to 
sacrifice everything we possess and hold 
dear, if necessary; but in the effort 
to win this war we have also a right to 
have a voice as well as the right to die. 

Dogmatically to smear, destroy, or 
dominate the Congress, to intimidate and 
arbitrarily control the press, to set up a 
Government of fear through investiga- 
tion and intimidation, is not a part of the 
American way for which we fight, and will 
die. Such tactics are only causing fear 
in the hearts of the American people. 

I protest in the name of our common 
country. I protest in the name-of our 
people. I protest in the name of our na- 
tional unity, in the name of the supreme 
effort that we must all make to win this 
war. We must stop this smear. We 
must stop this insidious intimidation, 
and by all means we must stop importing 
the purge into America, 


Exuisir A 


G. R. Wolff, Trident magazine, professional 
publication for midshipmen and graduates 
of the United States Naval Academy, An- 
napolis: 

“While trying to think of copy for the 
next issue of the Trident, I happened on 
the story of the Coral Sea battle. Most of 
the regiment of midshipmen were on leave 
or cruising while these articles were being 
run, and since the story Mr. Johnston wrote 
is so pertinent, it is almost a necessity that 
the regiment be given the opportunity of 
reading it in its entirety. Would it be pos- 
sible for you to send us a copy of the articles, 
and grant us permission to publish them in 
our September 1 issue?” 

G. R. Wolff (second letter) : 

“Thank you very much for the clippings 
you sent. If we can ever be of any service 
to you, please feel free to get in touch with 
us. Do you think it would be possible to 
send us a review copy of Mr. Johnston's book 
(to be published soon) ?” 

Maj. Robert Ransom, public-relations offi- 
cer at the Santa Ana, Calif., air base: 
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“Thank you very much for your permission 
to reprint Stanley Johnston’s articles (on the 
Coral Sea battle). I shall see that you re- 
ceive copies of our Post paper containing 
these articles.” 

Lt. R. A. Winston, Bureau of Aeronautics, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C.: 

“A few weeks ago a series of articles writ- 
ten by Stanley Johnston regarding the Coral 
Sea battle were released through your syndi- 
cate. The accuracy of Mr. Johnston's ac- 
count has created a great deal of favorable 
comment among naval aviators. Personally 
I consider it the finest war story which has 
come out of the present conflict. It has been 
suggested that the Johnston articles would 
be excellent preparatory reading for pros- 
pective naval aviators and might be of con- 
siderable assistance to the naval recruiting 
program. Are these articles available in book 
or pamphlet form?” 

James M. Carmody, civilian aid, aviation 
cadet examining board, No. 2, Chicago: 

“We can't thank you enough for the won- 
derful color poster. Major Showalter wanted 
me especially to offer his personal thanks. 
We believe that the will be so effective 
in stimulating applications for cadet train- 
ing that we should like to have many more 
of the posters for distribution. Would we 
be out of line if asked for 5,000 to 10,000?” 

Capt. Thomas W. De Mint, acting assistant 
adjutant general, Sixth Service Command, 
Service of Supply, Chicago: 

“I want to tell you what a magnificent job 

I think was done by your color reproduction 
of Mr. Parrish’s cartoon “Make ‘Em Yell 
Uncle.” The appearance of this page, to- 
gether with the front-page story on the Chi- 
cago air force sponsors was the finest 
_send-off the sponsors could have hoped for. 
I have sent yesterday’s Tribune to the Adju- 
tant General’s Office, Washington, and to the 
Chief of Public Relations, Army Air Forces, 
to show them how Chicago and the Chicago 
Tribune go ‘all out’ for Army recruiting for 
aviation cadets.” 

Lt. David N. Goldenson, United States Navy, 

, who was in charge of the recruiting 
drive in Chicago: 

“Chicago’s ‘I Will’ spirit has triumphed 
again in obtaining 10,000 volunteers for the 
Navy during June. It has triumphed be- 
cause of your all-out effort in the campaign. 
* + * Words cannot express our deep feel- 
ing of gratitude.” 

Capt. C. E. Smith, commanding the Navy 
Preflight School at Athens, Ga.: 

“I wish to convey the thanks of this school 
to the Chicago Tribune for sending us 25 
copies of the Graphic Supplement dated 
April 19, 1942. These papers show the in- 
signia of the various ranks and ratings of the 
Navy and Marine Corps. They will be used in 
instructing cadets of this station.” 

Rear Admiral John Downes, commandant 
of the ninth naval district: 

“Tt is a great pleasure to extend to you my 
thanks and appreciation for your willing co- 
operation in making Chicago’s Navy Month 
recruiting drive an outstanding success. The 
intelligent awareness which you and the 
whole staff of the Tribune have shown in 
grasping the problems of our greatly ex- 
panded Navy is an excellent indication of the 
determination of Chicago’s people to win this 
war. It is to you and the other newspapers 
and organizations who cooperated that the 
success of the drive is due. I want you to 
know that the Navy is grateful.” 

Maj. Gen. Dawson Olmstead, Chief Signal 
Officer of the Army: 

“May I thank you for the service you have 
done for the Signal Corps in publishing this 
cartoon? It is very timely * * * there 
is no reservoir of trained men from which the 
Signal Corps may secure the technicians it 
needs. Men must be selected and trained for 
the special duties for which they are re- 
quired. * * * Your cartoon, therefore, 
hits at the core of our problem. The Signal 
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Corps has large technical schools for basic 
and higher training. These schools are 
equipped with modern plants and afford op- 
portunity for young men to learn while they 
serve. * * * Please thank Mr. Parrish for 
his contribution to our problem. I have 
written at some length because I want you 
ee know that your cartoon is ‘Right down our 
ey!” 

Oscar Mayer, chairman of the Chicago and 
Cook County War Savings Committee: 

“Your response to our request for your aid 
in this campaign was most wholehearted and 
generous and I wish to express the thanks and 
appreciation of the committee for this fine 
cooperation.” 

F. E. Pulte, Jr., of the War Savings staff: 

“Mr. Perlman has informed us of your 
splendid cooperation in making available 
without charge to the Treasury 10,000 posters 
of your colored page on corsages. We want 
you to know how deeply we appreciate this.” 

Nathaniel Leverone, Salvage Director for 
Tllinois: 

“From the start of the ‘Salvage for Vic- 
tory’ campaign, we have received the grand- 
est kind of assistance from all your edi- 
torial departments. As the problem of 
shortages in vital materials became more 
acute, we did not have to ask the support of 
the Tribune, but rather have received val- 
uable advice and ideas, as well as good 
publicity from members of your staff.” 

Norman B. Collins, War Savings staff ad- 
ministrator for Illinois: 

“I want you to know that I sincerely ap- 
preciate the thought which prompted you 
to call me and which resulted in a very 
fine article on Wednesday. It is cooperation 
of this kind that is going to put over the 
drive, and our whole office is very much 
pleased with the manner in which the 
Tribune has been taking hold.” 

Benjamin H. Namm, of Brooklyn, N. Y.: 

“Chairman of the Retail Advisory Com- 
mittee of the Treasury. I have just brought 
to the attention of our committee your 
full-page color illustrations of ‘The Victory 
Corsage’ of War Savings stamps. This is 
one of the finest and most helpful pieces of 
publicity that our campaign has received 
to date.” 

Ray Schaffer, chairman of the Sales Out- 
let Committee of the War Savings cam- 
paign in May: 

“The Cook County Retail Council and 
the War Savings staff have asked me to 
express their very great appreciation of the 
color page on War Stamp Corsages which 
appeared in the Tribune. Retailers have 
been swamped, and the demand has far 
exceeded our ability to supply.” 

W. L. Ayers, State information chairman 
of the successful sale of War Savings bonds 
and stamps in May: 

“In particular, the War Savings staff ap- 
preciates the extremely generous space ac- 
corded to the campaign in the columns of 
the Chicago Tribune. The many news 
stories, photographs, editorials, and car- 
toons which you have published must have 
resulted in the sale of millions of dollars’ 
worth of bonds and stamps.” 

E. R. Richer, chairman of the retailers for 
victory bond breakfast in July: 

“Had it not been for the marvelous coop- 
eration you gave us in connection with the 
full page that you ran on Thursday morning, 
and the wonderful news stories that you 
used as well, I know that the affair would 
not have been the success that it was.” 

Harry Perlman, of the War Savings staff 
of the United States Treasury: 

“We would appreciate very much if the 
Tribune could furnish the War Savings staff 
of the Treasury Department 10,000 copies of 
the color page of the War Stamp Corsage 
that appeared on the back page of the 
Tribune on May 18. This color page has 
been a tremendous factor in the promotion 
of the War stamp corsage. Washington 
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wants these sheets to be sent to all depart- 
ment stores and chambers of commerce 
throughout the country, in conjunction 
with a plan to help promote the War Stamp 
corsage nationally.” 

John I. Yellott, chairman, war training 
committee, Illinois Institute of Technology: 

“The Chicago Tribune has done a splendid 
war service by enabling Illinois Institute of 
Technology to enlarge and better its war 
training for women program. The Tribune, 
through the news coverage it has given these 
courses, has secured such students (those who 
could give full time to studies). The Tribune 
in its regular daily task has done another 
important war job, and done it well.” 

Robert J. Dunham, president, Chicago park 
district: 

“May I express the appreciation of the park 
district for the excellent article, Northwest 
parks fill role in war. Articles like yours help 
to make the efforts far more fruitful and 
effective.” 

Col. C. N. Sawyer, signal officer of the Sixth 
Corps Area: 

“I have just learned of your splendid offer 
to run Mr. Parrish’s Signal Corps cartoon as 
a full page color feature in the near future. 
I can think of no finer evidence of the Trib- 
une’s patriotic cooperation, and I want to 
take this opportunity to thank you and your 


Michael F. Mulcahy, rationing director for 
the metropolitan area: 

“I should like you to know that I appre- 
ciate the publicity you gave on the registra- 
tion for consumer rationing, usually referred 
to as sugar rationing. * * * In my opinion, 
you did a distinct and definite service of much 
value to the Nation in its war effort. It was 
unusually helpful to me in my position, and 
I want to thank you sincerely.” 

A. L. Murphy, picture editor, Office of the 
Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs, Wash- 
ington, D. C.: 

“We should like to send the attached car- 
toons by Mr. Orr, The Mark of Cain and It’s 
Their Own Shadow, to a list of newspapers 
in South America, and we respectfully request 
your authorization to do so.” 

Peter L. Schauble, special assistant to Gen- 
eral Olmsted: 

“We would like very much to secure either 
the original drawing or a photographic repro- 
duction of this cartoon which we might use 
for reproduction purposes. We would also 
like your permission to use it as a poster, and 
in other ways, for the encouraging of recruit- 
ment of h’gh-type personne] in the Signal 
Corps.” (This request was granted.) 

Capt. Leland P. Lovette, Assistant Public 
Relations Officer of the Navy, t the 
Tribune for a bound portfolio of color maps: 

“I think these maps are the best of their 
kind in the country. The portfolio just ar- 
rived and it certainly is a beautiful job.” 

Holman D. Pettibone, chairman, Chicago 
United Service Organizations campaign: 

“Mr. Sterling E. Peacock has passed along 
the check from the Tribune as a contribution 
to United Service Organizations. We appre- 
ciate very much, not only this contribution 
but the active interest and support which the 
Tribune and members of your staff have 
given throughout our campaign.” 

Capt. R. S. Robinson, headquarters, Seventy- 
eighth Division Artillery: 

“T have just seen an excellent cartoon strip 
put out by your paper entitled ‘How to Spot a 
Jap’ and am writing to inquire if you will 
send me as many as the enclosed coin will 
purchase. They will help as instructional 
aids to the new recruits of this organiza- 
tion.” 

Dowell Baker, branch manager of the De- 
centralization Service of the Public Build- 
ings Administration: 

“It has been brought to my attention sev- 
eral times lately that inquiries for listing 
apartments and rooms for decentralized Gov- 
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ernment employees, referred to your paper, 
have in turn been directed to this office. 
This splendid cooperation has been most sin- 
cerely appreciated. The entire cooperation of 
the Tribune in the matter of publicity and 
interest in this move of decentralizing Gov- 
ernment groups has aided materially in mak- 
ing available suitable living quarters for our 
new Chicago residents.” 

Col. F. H. Pope, assistant in the headquar- 
ters of the Quartermaster General of the 
Army: 

“May we express to you our deep appre- 
ciation for your very fine cooperation in help- 
ing us observe the one hundred and sixty- 
seventh anniversary of the Quartermaster 
Corps. We feel that your efforts did much 
to point out to the American people that 
the American soldier has the best food, best 
clothing, and best motor transportation of 
any fighting man in the world.” 

Brig. Gen. Donald Armstrong, commanding 
the Chicago ordnance district of the Army: 

“The tribute paid the Chicago ordnance 
district and its deputy chief in your editorial 
of Saturday, May 23, has given all of us much 
happiness and gratification. The morale of 
this organization and its esprit de corps are 
very dear to me and what you have written 
is bound to encourage the personnel here. 1 
am deeply grateful to you for this expression 
of confidence. I should like to add that the 
Chicago ordnance district has always en- 
joyed from your representatives very fair, 
accurate, and uniformly well-written report- 
ings on its activities.” 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have 
listened with great interest to the ad- 
dress delivered by the Senator from Illi- 
nois. I desire to comment only briefly 
upon what I presume was the basis of his 
remarks today. I assume that his speech 
today is based upon a release given out 
last Friday evening by the Attorney 
General of the United States announcing 
that the grand jury in the city of Chicago 
had been or would be requested to inves- 
tigate whether certain violations of the 
Jaw had taken place in connection with 
the publication of confidential informa- 
tion concerning the Battle of Midway. 
In the same release it was announced 
that a former Republican Attorney Gen- 
eral had been asked to take charge of 
the investigation—Mr. William D. Mitch- 
ell, who was Attorney General in the 
administration of former President 
Hoover. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, if 
the Senator will yield there, let me say 
that Mr. Mitchell is a former Democratic 
Attorney General, who served under a 
Republican administration. That should 
be said if his politics is to be identified. 
However, I do not believe it makes any 
difference. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I doubt whether it 
makes any difference; but at least he was 
serving under a Republican President. 
If the Senator desires to castigate for- 
mer President Hoover, he may do so. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, if 
the Senator will further yield, let me say 
that I am castigating no one. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky sought to put a po- 
litical identification upon Mr. Mitchell, 
and I thought he would welcome having 
the truth stated in connection with that 
matter. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It may be that Mr. 
Mitchell had been a Democrat, but he 
had voted for Mr. Hoover on at least two 
occasions, 
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Mr. VANDENBERG. At any rate, he 
is a very high-grade man. 

Mr. BARKLEY. His voting for Mr. 
Hoover at least identified him with Mr. 
Hoover; and I mention that only for the 
purpose of pointing out the fact that the 
very appointment of Mr. Mitchell to take 
charge of the investigation robs it, it 
seems to me, of any partisan character 
or nature. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to go 
into the history of the America First 
Committee or any other committee or 
organization which existed prior to Pearl 
Harbor with respect to our foreign policy. 
On numerous occasions I have stated on 
this floor that, regardless of politics, re- 
gardless of the membership or nonmem- 
bership of any Members of this body in 
any organization fostered for the pur- 
pose of influencing public opinion, by 
and large, and in the main I have con- 
fidence in the patriotism of the men and 
women who took a position on either 
side of the dramatic questions which 
faced the American people with respect 
to the war which was precipitated in 
September 1939. 

I shall not go into the question of the 
propriety or the wisdom of any effort on 
the part of anyone to purge anyone else. 
I have always believed, and I now be- 
lieve, in the freedom of the press of the 
United States and in the freedom of 
speech, not only in the Senate of the 
United States but outside the Senate. 
Therefore, I believe that if any news- 
paper or magazine honestly and sincerely 
believes that the election or defeat of 
any man who is a candidate for election 
to a responsible position in our Govern- 
ment is of sufficient importance to justify 


‘it in taking a position upon it, it has the 


right to do so; and if the editor or man- 
ager of any newspaper or magazine in 
this country or if any man whose voice 
reaches the public has in the depths of 
his conscience believed that the election 
or the defeat of any man in public life 
was vitally connected with the welfare 
of our country, that newspaper or maga- 
zine editor or manager or that individual 
had the right to say so. We cannot 
deny to such individuals or to those in 
charge of such publications the right to 
say so, although perhaps they disagree 
with us, for if we should do so we would 
then destroy the very foundation upon 
which freedom of the press and freedom 
of speech are buttressed, 

I do not personally know Colonel Mc- 
Cormick. So far as I recall, I saw him 
only once, and that was when he ap- 
peared before the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to testify as a witness on the 
subject of the lend-lease bill which was 
then before that committee. He made 
a very interesting statement. He did 
not declare himself for or against the 
lend-lease bill; but he showed an amaz- 
ing knowledge of geography, and I 
listened to his statement with great in- 
terest. I had occasion later to listen to 
him over the radio, and here in my place 
I made a few remarks in which I com- 
plimented him for his radio speech, and 
later I received a letter from him thank- 
ing me. In that letter he stated that 
Pearl Harbor washed out, or blotted out, 
everything that had happened up to that 
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date, and that from then on he was, 
without attempting to quote him liter- 
ally, a hundred percent for the policy of 
our Government, 

I was gratified with the letter because 
it seemed to me to reflect the proper 
course for a man who had opposed the 
administration’s foreign policy to pursue. 

Whether he has justified that state- 
ment by his subsequent attitude I do 
not know. I am not a subscriber to the 
Chicago Tribune. I am not a regular 
reader of that newspaper, and therefore 
I am not in a position to say at this time 
whether Colonel McCormick has fol- 
lowed out the course which he in the 
letter to which I have referred marked 
as his. future purpose. 

I also recall the articles contained in 
the Chicago Tribune, and one or two 
other newspapers associated with it, 
either financially or by filial consanguin- 
ity, regarding the battle of Midway, and 
I recall that there were various com- 
ments made at the time to the effect that 
no other newspaper association, no other 
individual newspaper, had been given ac- 
cess to the intimate facts, if they were 
facts, which were revealed in the reports 
of Mr. Stanley Johnston, a correspondent 
of those newspapers, in regard to the 
battle of Midway. I recall that there 
were some comments as to the mystery of 
any one particular newspaper corre- 
spondent obtaining what was supposed to 
bc, or may have been, confidential in- 
formation with respect to that subject. I 
do not know about that because I do not 
know Mr. Johnston, and I am not suffi- 
ciently familiar with the intimate confi- 
dential facts which were given into his 
possession, to know whether Mr. Johns- 
ton revealed any confidential informa- 
tion, and therefore I express no judg- 
ment whatever upon the subject. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Typ- 
Incs in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Kentucky yield to the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 
will recall, however, that the Chicago 
Tribune did a very unusual thing, one 
which in my observation was unique, 
in tendering Mr. Johnston's story, al- 
though it .was an exclusive story so far 
as Mr. Johnston was concerned, a story 
of the most tremendous interest to the 
American people, to other newspapers. 
The Chicago Tribune at the very incep- 
tion offered to permit the reproduction 
of the story by any other newspaper of 
the United States that wanted to repro- 
duce it, instead of standing on its copy- 
right, which it would have had a right to 
do. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I recall that that was 
one. 

The question is, Mr. President, whether 
in revealing any of the facts, or alleged 
facts, in the Johnston articles, Mr. 
Johnston or anybody connected with the 
newspapers in which his articles ap- 
peared violated any law of the United 
States. I do not know, and I do not at- 
tempt to pass upon the question. I 
make no statement which will justify a 
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conclusion so far as my opinion may be 
concerned. 

However, I wish to make this observa- 
tion: I make no accusation, I do not 
know enough about the facts to know 
whether the law was violated, but if Mr. 
Johnston, or anybody connected with any 
of the newspapers in which his articles 
appeared, violated the law of the United 
States they have no more right to im- 
munity than has any other violator of the 
Jaws of the United Siates. If they vio- 
lated the law, the Espionage Act of 1917, 
or its amendment of 1940, I know of no 
reason why they should be exempt from 
investigation to a greater extent than 
any other violator of the laws of the 
United States. e 

Whether they have violated the law, I 
do not know, and I make no intimation. 
Whether they have violated the law is a 
matter for the courts to determine. 
That question cannot be decided in the 
columns of the newspapers of the United 
States; it cannot be decided upon the 
floor of the United States Senate. 

The smear highway of which we hear 
so much, Mr. President, is not a one-way 
street by any means. It has become 
fashionable in recent years to charge 
anyone who opposes our views, or any- 
body’s views upon any public question, 
and especially with respect to our foreign 
relations, with seeking to smear some- 
body. It isa weapon which may be used 
by anyone who wishes to use it or to 
attempt to use it, if deliberate and un- 
conscionable, or by those who seek to 
destroy, by innuendo and by insinuation, 
men in public life, no matter whether 
they are in the legislative or executive 
branch of the Government. 

The newspapers involved in this par- 
ticular episode have deigned now and 
then to travel that highway in one direc- 
tion or another; but I do not wish to go 
into that. Ido not iike the word “smear.” 
I do not even like to hear it because it is 
an insinuative word and it has come to be 
used some against men who oppose them 
on important questions which divide our 
people, and I do not think it is fair to 
say that every time that someone op- 
poses our views with respect to any par- 
ticular question he is trying to smear 
us in the Senate of the United States, 
or that whenever we oppose others or 
disagree with them we are trying to 
smear them. r 

The point I wish to emphasize—and 
that is all I have to say, and it is the 
only reason I rose to my feet—is that 
if there has been any law violated by 
anybody involved in this eposide, the 
people are entitled to know it. 

Whether it was wise or appropriate for 
the Department of Justice to announce 
that the grand jury would be requested 
to investigate this matter is not a ques- 


tion upon which I wish to pass any. 


judgment. However, in view of the fact 
that a former Attorney General of the 
United States under a Republican ad- 
ministration had been invited to take 
charge of the investigation, I do not see 
how it could have been possible to have 
withheld that information from the pub- 
lic. That is all that the Attorney Gen- 
eral’s release on last Friday evening con- 
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tained. I shall not take the time of the 
Senate to read it, but I ask that it be 
printed at this point as a part of my re- 
marks. 

There being no objection, the release 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Attorney General Francis Biddle today an- 
nounced that as a result of a 
inquiry and upon the recommendation of 
the Navy Department he has directed an 
immediate grand jury investigation, at Chi- 
cago, into the publication by certain news- 
papers on Sunday, June 7, 1942, of confiden- 
tial information concerning the Battle of 
Midway. 

The Attorney General said that the grand 
jury will be directed to investigate the pos- 
sible viclation of any criminal statute, par- 
ticularly violation of the act of June 15, 1917, 
as amended by the act of March 28, 1940, 
concerning the unlawful communication of 
documents or information relating to na- 
tional defense. (Sec. 31d, title 50, U. 5. C.) 

Mr. Biddle also announced that he has ap- 
pointed Mr. William D. Mitchell, of New 
York, former Attorney General of the United 
States, who has been in charge of the pre- 
liminary inquiry, as a special assistant to the 
Attorney General, to direct the grand jury 
investigation and any prosecution which may 
result therefrom. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I am 
not concerned with any personalities in- 
volved in newspaper rivalries in the city 
of Chicago. There is only one question 
in which the American people are inter- 
ested, and they are interested in it re- 
gardless of any previous opinions held by 
the Chicago Tribune, Colonel McCor- 
mick, the Chicago Daily News, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, or anyone else. That 
question is, “Has the law of the United 
States been violated?” If it has not been 
violated, the American people will be 
unanimous in their demand that justice 
be done to those against whom not only 
a charge but even an insinuation may be 
directed. 

If the law has been violated—a ques- 
tion upon which I have no opinion and 
pass no judgment—the American people 
will expect, as they ought to expect, that 
the same type of fearless investigation 
will be conducted in an impartial non- 
partisan way as has been conducted with 
respect to other charges and other in- 
sinuations which may have been hurled 
against men in public life. 

I reiterate that these matters cannot 
be tried on the floor of the United States 
Senate; no determination can be 
reached here as to the guilt or innocence 
of men or_of any organization; and nei- 
ther can they be tried in the columns of 
newspapers. The Federal courts are 
available; the people of the United 
States, in my judgment, have confidence 
in their courts, and they will respect any 
judgment or any verdict or any decision 
which may be rendered by them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, in the course of his remarks, in re- 
counting the attempt on the part of 
some officials in the Department of Jus- 
tice to smear the America First Com- 
mittee by merely mentioning them in the 
indictment, although no attempt was 
made to indict anybody in connection 
with them, which was obviously a smear 
attack, the Senator from Illinois men- 
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tioned the name of Col. Hanford Mac- 
Nider, of Iowa. I merely desire to call 
attention to the fact that at this moment 
there is upon the desk of the President 
of the Senate a message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States nominating 
Col. Hanford MacNider, who is now in 
Australia, as a brigadier general in the 
Army of the United States. 

Apparently the President of the 
United States did not believe that the 
fact that Colonel MacNider had been a 
leading member of the national commit- 
tee of the America First Committee and 
that Colonel MacNider had been one of 
the most eloquent and outspoken oppo- 
nents of intervention in the whole 
United States, debarred him from the 
rank to which his splendid soldierly 
ability entitled him in the United States 
Army. 

If the theory of Mr. Archibald Mac- 
Leish and of the Union for Democratic 
Action and the New Republic and some 
of the officials of the Department of Jus- 
tice, particularly the gentleman who is 
responsible for the attempted smear in 
the indictment referred to, is correct, if 
all the people in the United States who 
were opposed to our entrance into the 
World War shall be branded as outlaws, 
as the New Republic and some others 
attempted to do, then, it would be the 
duty of the Senate of the United States 
to reject the nomination of Colonel Mac- 
Nider to be brigadier general in the 
United States Army. 

Colonel MacNider has a superb record 
as a soldier; he has a splendid record in 
civil life, and, because of those qualifi- 
cations, undoubtedly, the President of 
the United States has sent to the Senate 
his nomination as brigadier general. I 
make bold to predict, Mr. President, that 
the Senate when it comes to the con- 
sideration of the nomination will adhere 
to the views of the President of the 
United States rather than to the views 
of this aggregation of rag-tag and bob- 
tail who are attempting to besmirch and 
brand as outlaws everybody in the 
United States who did not happen to 
agree with their views as to precipitating 
the United States into this war. I fur- 
ther predict that Colonel MacNider, as 
brigadier general, will render the same 
superb service which he rendered through 
all the ranks up to lieutenant colonel in 
the last war and carry out the splendid 
record as a citizen he has made in civil- 
ian life. 

DISPOSITION OF PRIZES CAPTURED 

DURING PRESENT WAR 


” Mr. THOMAS of Utah obtained the 
oor. 

Mr. VAN NUYS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Utah yield to the Senator 
from Indiana? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 

Mr. VAN NUYS. Mr. President, at the 
request of the Department of Justice, I 
should like to call up for consideration 
at this time Calendar No. 1606, House bill 
7211. I think it is a noncontroversial 
bill. I have spoken to the majority and 
minority leaders about it, and I do not 
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think there is any objection to the con- 
sideration of the measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The Cuter CLERK, A bill (H. R. 7211) 
to facilitate the disposition of prizes cap- 
tured by the United States during the 
present war, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I desire 
merely to say a word on the subject which 
was dealt with by the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. BARKLEY]. I understand 
that the motion to consider the bill is 
debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No mo- 
tion has been made. There is a request 
pending for unanimous consent to con- 
sider the bill, and that is not debatable. 

Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Indiana? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
7211) to facilitate the disposition of 
prizes captured by the United States dur- 
ing the present war, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Kentucky has said that it is merely 
a question whether the indictment in this 
case and other indictments are obtained 
for a violation of the law. I want to say 
I think the question is much broader than 
that. We have passed laws so general 
with relation to espionage and other war 
matters that, as a practical matter, it is 
possible to consider almost anything a 
violation of the law, particularly in time 
of war. When the Attorney General ap- 
pears before a grand jury or a petit jury 
and says, “The Government of the United 
States, whom I represent, thinks that this 
act violates the law,” that carries with it 
a weight in wartime far beyond anything 
that happens in time of peace. 

It seems to me we have placed on the 
Attorney General and on the executive 
officers of the United States a far greater 
responsibility than they have in peace- 
time. They must exercise their discre- 
tion as to whether particular acts are acts 
which really violate the spirit of the laws 
that have been passed by Congress. In 
my judgment, it is peculiarly important, 
therefore, that there should be no oppor- 
tunity afforded to charge that indict- 
ments of this kind are inspired by prej- 
udice or by political motives. It is pecul- 
iarly important that the Attorney Gen- 
eral should exercise the utmost fairness 
in proposing such indictments. 

Of course, I do not know all the facts 
in the Chicago Tribune affair, but I have 
read the statement issued by that news- 
paper. It seems to me that if this kind 
of an indictment can succeed, no editor 
in the United States hereafter can safely 
publish an account of any battle that has 
not been issued word for word by the 
communications office of the Army or the 
Navy; that no editor can take advan- 
tage of the services of an expert who em- 
bellishes the facts he has obtained from 
the Government by adding from his ex- 
perience and his own knowledge and his 
own conversation in Washington with 
men he meets from time to time. 
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I say I do not want to pass judgment 
on the facts in this case, but I think that 
it is not merely a question of black and 
white—is it a violation of the law or is 
it not a violation of the law?—but the 
question is one of protecting the freedom 
of the press, and of reconciling that ef- 
fort with a desire to enforce the law and 
prevent the giving of aid to the enemy. 
The Attorney General should exercise 
his power with the utmost fairness. It 
seems to me, for instance, that the man- 
ner of conducting the grand jury proceed- 
ings in Washington, particularly because 
of the way publicity was handled and 
handed out improperly before the 
matter was even presented to the grand 
jury shows that there is a prejudice in 
the Attorney General’s office. 

The facts brought forward by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois show that there has 
been a prejudice against the Chicago 
Tribune, for instance, and perhaps 
others. Therefore, I think it is right that 
there should be put on record in the 
Senate a protest against any action 
which is not taken with the most 
scrupulous fairness. I believe the Sena- 
tor from Illinois is justified in making 
that protest, and I believe, if we are 
going to preserve the freedom of the 
press in this country, the Department of 
Justice must take a very different atti- 
tude from that which it has been taking. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr, President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me suggest to the 
Senator, without disagreeing with his 
general observations, that my experience 
has been that as a rule Federal grand 
juries are composed of intelligent, level- 
headed, substantial men—and women, 
now that we also have women on our 
juries. I question the probability of any 
Attorney General or any district attor- 
ney of the United States compelling a 
grand jury made up of such men and 
women as we know compose such juries 
to bring in an indictment against any- 
body for anything unless in their judg- 
ment, under their oaths, they thought 
that a prima facie case had been made 
to support an indictment. 

Of course, as the Senator from Ohio 
well knows, a grand jury cannot try both 
Sides of a case. Frequently grand juries 
bring in indictments, and petit juries, 
trying the cases and hearing both sides, 
dismiss the accused. A grand jury must 
operate upon the basis of such evidence 
as is brought before it to create the belief 
on its part that a crime has been com- 
mitted. To intimate that as high a per- 
sonage as the Attorney General of the 
United States would bring about the in- 
dictment of anybody for anything which 
might be regarded as a violation of the 
laws of the United States, against the 
judgment and conscience of the grand 
jury which heard the case, seems to me 
to be an attack upon the whole grand- 
jury system, which is guaranteed by our 
laws and our Constitution. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I have 
practiced law for a long time, and I have 
seen few prosecuting attorneys who did 
not think that they could persuade the 
grand jury to indict anybody they had 
any reasonable ground to indict, in time 
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of peace. I do not wish to discuss that 
question; but I say that in time of war, 
if an assistant Attorney General appears 
before a grand jury and says, “The Gov- 
ernment of the United States takes the 
position that a certain person has vio- 
lated the law and has aided an enemy,” 
there is hardly a grand jury in the United 
States which would not indict that person 
at the request of the Attorney General. 
I say that the responsibility for deter- 
mining whether an indictment should be 
returned rests on the Attorney General, 
and that we can hope that this system 
will work only if he operates with fair- 
ness, justice, and absolute impartiality. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me say to the 
Senator that for 4 years I myself was a 
prosecuting attorney. Irecall that many 
times I prepared what I thought was a 
good case against somebody charged with 
a crime, and the grand jury did not agree 
with me. Furthermore, frequently when 
the grand jury indicted upon the evidence 
submitted, the petit jury did not agree 
with me, and discharged the defendant. 
That is the situation in connection with 
all prosecutions, It would be utterly im- 
possibie to have a petit jury convict every- 
body who is tried before it; and it would 
be impossible to expect a grand jury to 
indict every person against whom the 
prosecuting attorney brings what he re- 
gards as prima facie evidence of guilt. 

Of course, an ordinary local prosecut- 
ing attorney cannot claim distinction and 
influence commensurate with that of the 
Attorney General of the United States; 
but in this particular situation I think 
the very fact that the Attorney General 
has turned this matter over to a former 
Attorney General in an administration 
with which he may not have been in 
sympathy, indicates a desire to be fair 
and not exercise any prejudice or partisan 
influence. 

Mr. TAFT. As the Senator himself 
pointed out, it is customary in the case 
of grand-jury investigations not to an- 
nounce publicly the name of the person 
against whom charges are being heard 
before the grand jury. That is proper. 
The proceedings before the grand jury 
are supposed to be secret, so that a man 
will not be “smeared.” Ido not use that 
expression in any special sense; but the 
purpose of secrecy in grand-jury proceed- 
ings is to avoid an unjustified attack on 
the reputation of the person involved 
who may never be indicted. It is even 
more important in time of war, because 
the mere mention of the fact that a man 
is being investigated by the grand jury 
for aiding the enemy in time of war is 
itself an attack on that man’s reputation 
from which he may never completely 
recover. The mere announcement of the 
fact that a certain individual is being in- 
vestigated by the grand jury—and cer- 
tainly the indictment itself—accom- 
plishes the purpose of an attack on his 
reputation. To repeat, I believe that the 
utmost impartiality should be shown by 
the Government in connection with any 
kind of war indictments. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr, TAFT. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.. I entirely 
agree with what the Senator from Ohio 
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has said as to the impropriety of the 
Department of Justice, or any other 
prosecuting agency, giving out releases 
before a case has been presented to the 
grand jury. In that connection, as 
showing an obvious attempt to “smear” 
somebody, I am informed that yester- 
day—and I speak entirely from hearsay, 
because I do not read the sheet—the little 
pipsqueak, so-called newspaper, PM, in 
New York, which is merely the veriform 
appendix of Marshall Field’s Chicago 
newspaper, came out in blazing headlines 
with regard to the announcement of the 
President of the United States. The 
headline was, “News Axis chain under 
investigation by Government.” That is 
the effect of the Attorney General’s re- 
lease, and it is very doubtful in my mind 
as to whether or not that was the purpose 
of the release. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Jounson of Colorado in the chair). The 
question is on the third reading and 
passage of the bill. 

The bill H. R. 7211 was ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, Senate bill 2579 will be 
indefinitely postponed. 


ALLOWANCES FOR SERVICEMEN’S 
DEPENDENTS 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
on Friday, August 7, the Committee on 
Military Affairs met to hear representa- 
tives of the War Department on Senate 
bill 2684, introduced by the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG], to amend 
section 107 of the Servicemen’s Depend- 
ents AHowance Act of 1942. At the same 
time the committee considered Senate 
bill 2689, an identical bill introduced by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

As all of us know, the purpose of both 
of these measures is to remove from the 
Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance Act 
of 1942 a provision which prevents the 
payment of the family allowance prior to 
November 1, 1942. It is unfortunate that 
this provision of the law has been con- 
strued by a portion of the public as hav- 
ing been enacted for political reasons. 
I am glad to be able to state that this 
construction is entirely erroneous. 

The November 1 date of payment was 
written into the law at the express re- 
quest of the War Department. At the 
time the bill was being given final con- 
sideration by the conferees of the Senate 
and the House, representatives of the 
War Department were emphatically of 
the opinion that they would need a mini- 
mum of 4 months in order to set up the 
machinery and establish a smooth-work- 
ing organization for the prompt payment 
of allowances and the efficient adminis- 
tration of the allowance system. This 
conference was held on June 15, 1942, and 
therefore November 1, 1942, was the date 
which would allow the War Department 
the required 4-month period. 

In the report made by the present oc- 
cupant of the chair, the Senator from 
Colorado IMr. JoHNson], in reporting 
Senate bill 2467 to the Senate, the follow- 
ing statement is made: 

The bill expressly provides that, even 
‘though family allowances are payable for the 
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period beginning with the first day of the 
first calendar month following the date of 
enactment, such allowances shall not actu- 
ally be paid until after the first day of the 
fourth calendar month following the date of 
enactment. While the committee was aware 
of the fact that there are quite a few cases 
in which it would be most desirable to have 
the allowances paid sooner, it has been 
guided by the advice of representatives of 
the War and Navy Departments to the effect 
that it would be impossible to provide the 
necessary administrative machinery for mak- 
ing the payments until the later date. 


A letter from the War Department to 
the Senator from Michigan, which was 
read on the floor several days ago, was 
misconstrued by some of us to indicate 
that the War Department is now in a 
position to commence payments almost 
immediately. The Committee on, Mili- 
tary Affairs called upon the Secretary of 
War for an immediate report on the bill 
of the Senator from Michigan, and on 
August 7 questioned representatives of 
the War Department upon the status of 
its organization for payment of the fam- 
ily allowances. The testimony of the War 
Department representatives has devel- 
oped the fact that work has been pro- 
gressing satisfactorily to set up the fam- 
ily-allowance system. Some of the ma- 
chinery and equipment has been obtained 
and a part of the personnel is in a rea- 
sonably good state of training. However, 
printing of most of the required forms 
was completed less than 2 weeks ago, and 
the distribution to the field is far from 
complete, The War Department expects 
that there will be a period of 3 to 5 weeks 
before any volume of applications with 
the essential data can be received in 
Washington. In many cases it will be 
longer before it will be possible to receive 
the minimum of information upon which 
to base payments to the dependents of 
enlisted men serving overseas, 

The administration and payment of 
family allowances on the large scale con- 
templated by the War Department pre- 
sent a problem of great magnitude, The 

apartment estimates that the family- 
allowance system, when in full operation 
about November 1, will employ over 3,000 
persons. A little over 50 percent of this 
personnel has now been obtained, and 
some of them haye received partial train- 
ing. Such training is essential if the sys- 
tem is to operate efficiently, reduce errors 
to a minimum, and prevent the unneces- 
sary expense which untrained personnel 
would occasion. The issuance of well 
over 1,000,000 checks a month, which the 
War Department estimates will be their 
volume on and after November 1, must 
be accomplished by mechanical means if 
the payments are to be made regularly 
and promptly. 

The acquisition of machinery is gov- 
erned by priorities, and all the necessary 
machinery cannot be obtained at one 
time. The War Department has sched- 
uled the acquisition of mechanical equip- 
ment on the basis of commencing pay- 
ments on November 1, and the Depart- 
ment’s representatives state emphatically 
that, because of priorities, the schedule 
cannot be speeded up. Some of the 
equipment is of a nature which requires 
highly trained operators. Personnel to 
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much faster than the equipment can be 
obtained. In order to be in a position 
to issue checks promptly on and after 
November 1, the Department must carry 
on the work of analyzing, investigating, 
and computing the allowances as the ap- 
plications are received. The first pay- 
ments due November 1 must be. computed 
on the basis of the 5-month period from 
June 1 through October. If Senate bill 
2684 were to be enacted, all computations 
previously made would have to be re- 
computed if any payments were to be 
made earlier. In view of this fact, it is 
very probable that the work of recom- 
puting the allowances might further de- 
lay the payment, even beyond Novem- 
ber 1. Much of the time and expense 
invelved in the work already done would 
be wasted. 

After personally considering the report 
of the Secretary of War and thoroughly 
examining the representatives of the War 
Department, your committee has con- 
cluded that November 1, 1942, is the ear- 
liest practicable date on which the family 
allowances can be efficiently and prompt- 
ly paid. Therefore, the enactment of 
Senate bill 2684 wouid be without effect, 
inasmuch as it would not advance the 
date of the initial payment. Gn the 
other hand, the enactment of the bill 
would undoubtedly create in the minds 
ef the public an impression that pay- 
ments were to commence immediately. 
Such a result would entail a large volume 
of correspondence to the War Depart- 
ment which would have to be answered, 
and also would flood the offices of all 
Senators and Representatives with com- 
munications from their constituents 
which we would have to refer to the War 
Department. 

The committee has decided not to re- 
port the bill, but believes that the Mem- 
bers of the Senate are entitled to this 
explanation of its action. 

In connection with what has already 
been said, I ask that there be printed as 
a part of my remarks the letter of August 
7 from the Secretary of War in regard 
to this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, 
Jounson of Colorado in the chair). 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, August 7, 1942. 
Hon. Rosert R. REYNOLDS, 
Chairman, Committee on Military 
Affairs, United States Senate. 

Dear SENATOR REYNOLDS: The War Depart- 
ment is opposed to the enactment of 8. 2684, 
a bill “To amend section 107 of the Service- 
men's Dependents Allowance Act of 1942.” 

The purpose of this bill is to provide that 
the family allowances for the dependents of 
enlisted men of the armed services provided 
for by the basic act shall commence to be paid 
at the earliest practicable date. At the time 
that the legislation was enacted, the War and 
Navy Departments asked the Congress for a 
period of delay in payment to enable ‘them to 
get the very complex procedure ready to make 
payments in an orderly manner, The work 
has been progressing satisfactorily, some of 
the machinery is in shape to operate on a 
partial basis, and a part of the personnel is 
in a reasonably good state of training. How- 
ever, printing of most of the required forms 
was completed only within the past week, 
and their distribution to the field is far from 
complete, It is expected that there will be 
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a period of 3 to 5 weeks before any volume 
of applications with the essential data can 
be received in Washington. In many cases it 
will be longer before the minimum of infor- 
mation can be received upon which to base 
payments to the dependents of enlisted men 
serving overseas. The War Department is ac- 
cepting the applications of the enlisted men 
themselves on their face value as bona-fide 
evidence upon which, in the absence of in- 
formation to the contrary, to make payments. 
However, it will be recognized that payments 
made on the application of dependents must 
either be subject to verification by the soldier 
or, if the reasonable interests of the Govern- 
ment are to be protected, must be subject 
to at least a minimum of investigation into 
the status of the person making the applica- 
tion. 

The provision of the act which makes the 
payment of allowances retroactive to June 1, 
1942, requires a large amount of computation 
and other labor in preparing the authoriza- 
tions for the first payment. This work is 
going on all of the time, and must continue 
at least until an amendment such as S. 2684 
becomes law. This work is involved in every 
application which has been received and in 
every application which will be received. Al- 
though a very few of these are completed, 
payment of these few at this time would 
amount to payments in advance to include 
the month of October, which would be illegal, 
or would necessitate the recomputation of 
each authorization, thereby doubling the 
work and further delaying payment. If the 
act should be amended as proposed in S. 2684, 
every application received up to the date of 
enactment of this bill would have to be re- 
computed, and the payment would be further 
delayed. in many cases until after November 1, 
1942, 

A problem of great magnitude is involved 
in setting up the machinery to operate the 
dependent’s allowance system. It contem- 
plates, first, the regular payment of the pre- 
scribed allowances to the proper persons, 
monthly and on definite dates; and, second, 
the protection of the interests of the Gov- 
ernment inherent in any system of disburse- 
ment of public funds. The Allotment and 
Allowance Branch of The Adjutant General’s 
Office must determine who the dependents 
are, their proper names and addresses, and 
whether they are legally entitled to payment. 
To commence payment on Noveraber 1, 1942, 
a large force of reasonably well-trained per- 
sons, many typewriters, and the necessary 
desks, filing equipment, and forms are re- 
quired. All equipment is.subject to priorities, 
and it has been necessary to plan for the 
gradual acquisition of such equipment dur- 
ing the period from the date of enactment 
of the law to November 1, 1942. Under pres- 
ent conditions even the best-planned sched- 
ules cannot always be met, and the acquisi- 
tion of equipment for this office is at present 
unavoidably behind schedule. Personnel 
must be trained if accurate and efficient work 
is to be done, and a large office force can 
neither be obtained nor trained all at one 
time. 

The Allotment Division of the Office of the 
Chief of Finance must set up the machinery 
for the issuance of well over 1,000,000 checks 
per month beginning November 1, 1942. 
This can only be done by mechanical means, 
the necessary machines are subject to priori- 
ties, and all cannot be obtained at once. 
The schedule of. acquisition is being.met sat- 
isfactorily, but earlier deliveries cannot be 
expected. These machines require highly 
trained operators, and operators cannot be 
trained very much faster than machines can 
be obtained. 

The War Department is in favor of com- 
mencing payment of family allowances at 
the earliest. practicable date, but the De- 
partment is firmly of the opinion that No- 
vember 1, 1942, is the earliest practicable 
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date upon which payments can reasonably 
commence. 

A similar report on an identical bill, H. R. 
7461, was submitted to the Bureau of the 
Budget which advised that there was no 
objection to the submission of such report 
as the War Department deemed appropriate. 

Sincerely yours, 
Henry L. STIMSON, 
» Secretary of War. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. Presi- 
dent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Utah yield to the Senator 
from Michigan? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I thought the 
Senator from Utah had concluded. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I am glad to 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. ‘I simply wanted 
to make a brief observation regarding 
the situation disclosed by the Senator’s 
very frank statement. First, I desire to 
thank the able Senator from Utah and 
his committee for the very prompt atten- 
tion which was given the matter. I 
thank them also for sending me the 
complete transcript of the testimony, 
which I have read very carefully. I 
freely concede that a tremendous prob- 
lem is involved in organizing the payment 
of the dependency claims. From the 
record as disclosed in the hearings I 
think it is perfectly clear that there 
was nothing politically sinister about the 
mere coincidence that the payment date 
determined upon happened to be the day 
before election. However, Mr. President, 
after listening to the able Senator’s 
statement and after reading the testi- 
mony I still am unable to understand 
why this very simple measure—and I 
understand that textually it is precisely 
the same as the one which has been in- 
troduced by the able Senator from Mis- 
souri—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me say 
to the Senator that I did not know he had 
introduced his bill, or else I would not 
have introduced mine. I understand 
that the bills are precisely the same. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. All in the world 
that either the Senator from Missouri or 
I am trying to do is to strike from the 
dependency bill one sentence which pro- 
vides that the War Department shall not 
pay any dependency claim under any 
circumstances until the November date. 

What would be the net result if that 
single sentence were taken out of the 
dependency bill? The net result would 
be that the War Department would pay 
as soon as it could, and then the re- 
sponsibility would rest squarely upon the 
War Department to pay as soon as it 
could. 

Unfortunately, in responding to in- 
quiries upon the subject the War De- 
partment seems to be in the habit of 
saying, “We cannot pay before Novem- 
ber because Congress has said that we 
cannot pay before then.” I think the 
able Senator from Utah will recall that 
in the hearings before his committee one 
of the witnesses expressed regret that 
he had invited that interpretation upon 
some of the War Department's corre- 
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spondence. I am correct about that, am 
I not? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is true. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. From the record 
and from the hearings it is perfectly 
clear that Congress had nothing what- 
ever to do with the selection of the 
November 1 date except to register it 
after the War Department had said, 
“That is the earliest date on which we 
can pay.” Congress had just one pur- 
pose, and that was to start the payment 
of the dependency claims as soon as pos- 
sible. The War Department said, “No- 
vember 1 is as soon as possible.” Con- 
gress put that date in the bill. 

If we take November 1 out of the 
bill—and that is all in the world that the 
Senator from Missouri and I are seek- 
ing to do—we simply restore to the War 
Department the responsibility, which it 
tock in the first instance, of determining 
when it can pay the dependency claims. 
That is the only objective I have in mind. 
The ist of November is still nearly 3 
months away. There are many cases 
in which the prompt payment of the de- 
pendency claims is highly essential to 
life and livelihood. As the able Senator 
from Utah said on the floor when I in- 
troduced my bill, if it is possible to ad- 
vance the date, every one wants that 
done. Who determines when it can be 
done? The War Department. Why 
not leave the responsibility where it be- 
longs and where it has been assumed 
from the very beginning, namely, in the 
War Department; and if the War De- 
partment can pay sooner, why should it 
not pay sooner? Why should it be able 
to point to a statutory sentence and say 
that the responsibility lies with Congress 
for saying that it shall not pay before 
November 1 even if it can pay before 
November 1? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? À $ 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield to the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. Isimply wanted to make 
an observation in connection with the 
bill. I think that the point made by the 
able Senator from Michigan is a good 
one, especially so in view of the fact that 
certain segments of the press have indi- 
cated that the New Deal, or the present 
administration, is responsible for fixing 
the date as of November 1, and have gone 
so far as to say that that has been done 
solely for the purpose of catching votes. 

‘The Senator is very frank, and I com- 
mend him for the statement he made, 
in that there was absolutely no sinister 
political motive on the part of anyone in 
the Congress in connection with fixing 
the date; but the date selected was put 
in the bill because the War Department 
happened to say that November 1 was 
the earliest possible date on which it 
could. start properly. to administer the 
law. 

I wish to commend the Senator for 
the frank statement he has made, be- 
cause of the fact it has been bandied 
over the country, in the press and other- 
wise, that this date was put in there by 
the administration. In other words, 
there has been an attempt to indicate 
that the President of the United States 
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had something to do with it for the sofe 
purpose of catching votes. It now de- 
velops that those responsible for it are 
in the War Department, and that the 
Congress merely acted upon their sug- 
gestion. I believe that in the interest of 
everyone the Senator’s amendment is a 
good one and should be adopted. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
in view of the circumstance to which 
the able Senator from Illinois has re- 
ferred, if the date of November 1 is 
merely coincidental with respect to the 
election date—and I assert that it is my 
belief that it is wholly and purely coin- 
cidental, because I cannot quite conceive 
of the War Department’s playing poli- 
tics with the bill—but if it was coinci- 
dental, I think that is all the more rea- 
son why the date should be eliminated. 
If that should be done no one could 
thereafter say that Congress told the 
War Department it could not pay the 
claims until the day before election even 
though it were in a position to pay them 
30 or 60 days sooner. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield to the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr CLARK of Missouri. As I said a 
Iioment ago, on Thursday I introduced 
a bill to effectuate the same purpose as 
is indicated by the bill of the Senator 
from Michigan. I was not aware of the 
fact that he had introduced his bill. 

I should like to suggest to the Sen- 
ator fron. Utah that the Committee on 
Military Affairs, through his statement, 
is making an informal report which 
does not change the disposition of the 
bill. It does not in any way charge the 
right of the Senate to take it up. 

If the Committee on Military Affairs 
is convinced that the bill shoule not be 
Passed, why can it not make an adverse 
report on the bill, which would have the 
effect of putting it on the calendar and 
enabling any Senator who so desired to 
make a motion to take it up and test 
the sentiment of the Senate on the 
question? 

As the Senator from Utah knows, I 
have great respect for him and for the 
other members of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. However, I am totally 
and completely in disagreement with 
them in their position that there should 
be retained in the law what amounts to 
a specific prohibition against earlier 
payments to dependents of the men in 
the Army and Navy, even though it 
might be physically possible, as the Sen- 
ator from Michigan has suggested, to 
make such payments much sooner. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. If it is not 
physically possible, that is the end of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If it is not 
physically possible there is nothing man- 
datory in the bills introduced by the 
Senator from Michigan and myself to 
compel the Department to make the pay- 
ments one day sooner than the date on 
which it says it will be physically abie 
to make them. The War Department 
is the agency which will determine the 
matter. 

So far as I am concerned, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in introducing the bill which I 
introduced I had no thought whatever 
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of any political consideration. Ihad no 
thought that the administration was 
planning that the checks should be re- 
ceived a day or two before election. I 
introduced my bill because there had 
been called to my attention a very great 
number of instances of actual dire hard- 
ship at the present time. In many cases, 
dependents of men iñ the fighting forces 
of the United States are actually being 
compelled to seek charity in order to 
hold body and soul together. It is a 
disgrace to the United States, this great 
rich country, engaged in a great war ef- 
fort, to permit such a condition to con- 
tinue if it possibly can be obviated. 
Therefore, I say that it should not be 


allowed to continue, and that we should | 


not put in the law a flat prohibition 
against paying the claims before Novem- 
ber 1 


Therefore, I suggest to the Senator 
from Utah that if the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs is determined to adhere to 
the view not to report the bill favorably, 
in all good conscience it should report 
the bill adversely, so that it can be taken 
up and so that the sentiment of the Sen- 
ate regarding it can be tested. 

So far as I am concerned, Mr, Presi- 
dent, unless I change my mind—and I 
do not often do so—if the matter is 
delayed I intend to make a motion to 
discharge the committee. I am very 
reluctant to move to discharge a com- 
mittee when it. has had a bill before it 
for only a few days; but, in view of the 
intention of the committee not to report 
the bill, I think it should be discharged 
from further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Every mem- 
ber of the committee which considered 
this bill had the same sentiments for the 
dependents and for the men in the serv- 
ice as those which are entertained by 
Senators who have spoken. We want 
the payments to dependents to be made 
as soon as possible. That is the reason 
the date has been inserted in the law. 
If the date were taken out, what would 
happen? I know it will be said in an- 
swer to the question that the law does 
not provide that everybody shall be paid 
on November 1; but if that date were 
taken out all the work which has been 
done, all the work which is to be done, 
and all the organization work which will 
necessarily be done will be of no avail, 
and there will be no “aiming” date at all. 

Every Senator knows that there is a 
statute which makes it unlawful to make 
payments in advance. The Government 
cannot plan to date its checks at a given 
time and be sure that all the figuring 
necessary to ascertain the correct 
amounts will be done by that time, and 
that the checks will be ready. 

The Committee on Military Affairs and 
the committee representing the House of 
Representatives have tried as hard as 
they knew how to make provision to have 
the checks ready at the earliest possible 
date, provided that the Congress of the 
United States should decide to enter upon 
this extremely revolutionary type of 
legislation for taking care of dependents. 
They knew the difficulty of the task; and 
when the bill was being drafted the War 
Department was asked how long it would 
take to make the payments. The De- 
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partment replied that at least 4 months 
would be required. As I remember, the 
House of Representatives put in its bill 
a definite date. The bill passed with the 
provision, as I have already read it, 
that no payments should be made prior 
to 4 months after the effective date of 
the law. The Senate accepted that pro- 
vision. The Senate received notice of 
the proposal through the report which 
was submitted by the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Jonnson]. It was discussed. 
The House of Representatives put a def- 
inite date in the bill. The date was im- 
practical because it did not allow suffi- 
cient time in which to make the neces- 
sary arrangements. 

Mr, President, I believe that Members 
of the Senate do not have to be told that 
when payments are made by the United 


| States Government they must be made 


on properly drawn vouchers, in accord- 
ance with law, and in accordance with 
fact. It seems to the ordinary person 
very simple to pay dependents so much 
money. However, it is first necessary to 
know whether those who are to receive 
the money are dependents. It is neces- 
sary to know whether the soldier is will- 
ing to accept certain persons as depend- 
ents. It is necessary ta take into con- 
sideration all the necessary elements in 
making a proper record. 

Two branches of the War Department 
will be used in any review made by the 
General Accounting Office of these pay- 
ments. First of all, the determination of 
dependency is left to the Judge Advocate 
General’s department. It is a legal mat- 
ter. It is not simple. It is extremely 
complex. Each draft and each payment 
made must be made in accordance with 
the facts furnished by the individual 
soldier or presented by his dependents in 
case the individual soldier refuses to pre- 
sent a claim for dependency allowance. 

We must all remember that this means 
interviews with some 4,000,000 persons 
who are not all in the city of Washing- 
ton but who are scattered all over the 
world; that it means a review by com- 
pany commanders and a review in many 
other cases, some of which may be ex- 
ceptional, to be sure. We must also re- 
member that there may be a change in 
dependency status at almost any time. 
We all know these things. 

I take it for granted that the bills were 
introduced for the sake of doing good and 
seeking information, and the Military Af- 
fairs Committee has accepted them in 
that spirit and a report has been made 
in that spirit; but the suggested amend- 
ment will do exactly the opposite to what 
those who suggest it want done. 

The original bill became law in June. 
Forms had to be made out; the Govern- 
ment Printing Office would not promise a 
printing of the forms in less than 3 
weeks. It took about 4 weeks. By July 
22 the forms were received first by the 
War Department. They began to send 
them out. By August 6, the day before 
the committee met, the War Department 
had distributed—but that does not mean 
that the applications had been received— 
about three and a quarter million forms 
to cover about three and a quarter mil- 
lion cases. By the middle of August the 
total number of forms will be sent to all, 
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The scheme of the War Department is to 
send these blanks the greatest. distance 
first and then send the blanks to those 
places which are nearer. 

The War Department and the Navy 
Department both requested that pay- 
ments be made at the same time. The 
reason is, probably, a psychological one. 
The War Department and the Navy De- 
partment want unity in regard to these 
payments. 

After considering the facts adduced at 
hearings, after having word from the 
War Department, and after, inciden- 
tally, chastising the War Department for 
Sending the type of letter it did to the 
Senator from Michigan, wherein it 
seemed to give as the reason for adher- 
ing to the date of November 1 that it 
was in the law—and the Senator from 
Michigan can see in the record that the 
representatives of the War Department 
said they inadvertently left out the sen- 
tence that the date was proposed by the 
War Department at the time the law 
was written, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. With one 
more sentence, and I will be through. 
After going over all these various con- 
siderations and accepting, as I did ac- 
cept, the theory of the Senator that 
everybody would want soldiers’ depend- 
ents paid as soon as they could be paid, 
I came to the conclusion that they will 
be paid very much sooner if the law is 
not changed. 

I now yield to the Senator from Michi- 
gan. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The able Sena- 
tor from Utah has referred to the letter 
of the War Department to me on this 
subject. Iam afraid it has written other 
letters of the same nature. I want to 
call attention to the precise language 
used. It is all very well for the Depart- 
ment now frankly to say it was “inad- 
vertent”; indeed, I think the officer used 
the word “stupid”; I think he said he 
was “stupid” in omitting certain 
language. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The Senator 
from Utah, of course, would not use that 
word. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I desire to call 
attention precisely to what the War De- 
partment does say: 

While the act grants the War Department 
no discretion to change this date— 


The responsibility for the act is on the 
Congress. 
While the act grants the War Department 
no discretion to change this date, the De- 
ent itself has nevertheless adopted a 
policy tending to alleviate any hardship that a 
soldier's wife and children might stiffer if the 
monthly deduction of $22 is withheld from his 
pay for monthly family-allowance purposes. 


The Department itself has adopted a 
policy tending to alleviate hardship. The 
big-hearted Department is anxious to al- 
leviate hardship, but Congress says it 
cannot do a thing about this payment 
until the first of November. 

Mr, President, that is the construction 
that the country has put upon the situa- 
tion; rightly or wrongly, that is what the 
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country thinks about it; and the War De- 
partment has invite the country to think 
so. That is not what Congress thinks at 
all. We are all in agreement that this 
date got into the bill at the urgent re- 
quest of the War Department; this date 
is the War Department’s date. The atti- 
tude of the Congress has not changed in 
the slightest. It wants these dependency 
claims paid the minute they can be paid. 
The only question in the pending legisla- 
tion is whether it shall no longer be pos- 
sible to say that there is a statutory bar 
against the payment of these claims as 
soon as possible. Why should there be a 
statutory bar against the payment of 
these claims as soon as possible when 
everybody wants to pay them as soon as 
possible? 

Mr. President, I want to appeal to the 
able Senator from Utah along the line 
of the plea made to him by the Senator 
from Missouri, It does not seem to me 
that it is fair to the Senate that a ques- 
tion of this rather intimate importance 
to many of us—for it is that sort of a 
subject—should be settled in the Senate 
Military Affairs Committee by way, as 
it were, of the pigeonhole. It seems to 
me that the able Senator should bring 
either of these bills back to the floor of 
the Senate with his adverse report if it 
must be adverse, so that the Senate can 
decide for itself whether the able Sen- 
ator from Utah is right in believing that 
this statutory bar should remain or 
whether some of the others of us are 
right when we think that the War De- 
partment should pay as soon as possible, 
in its own discretion. Does not the Sen- 
ator think that, as a matter of fair par- 
ligamentary procedure, the decision be- 
longs on the Senate floor instead of in 
the committee room? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
the Senator from Utah, of course, will 
not answer that question because there 
has been no unfair parliamentary pro- 
cedure. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator 
understands I am not accusing him of 
anything unfair, and I am not using the 
word invidiously. I am referring to the 
method which the committee has fol- 
lowed of stopping the progress of the 
bill in committee instead of bringing it 
back to the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The Senator 
from Utah has no objection to carrying 
both the message of the Senator from 
Michigan and of the Senator from Mis- 
souri back to the Senate Military Affairs 
Committee. The Senator from Utah is 
not chairman of that committee, and 
probably should -ot be a spokesman for 
the committee at this time. The con- 
clusion which was reached was in accord- 
ance with the best judgment of Senators 
who were present in the committee. 
That judgment was not arrived at quick- 
ly; it was arrived at after much consider- 
ation and discussion. 

I can only answer by repeating what 
has already been said in regard to these 
matters. The payments on November 1 
will include payments for all the time 
from June 1 until November 1, or from 
the time the bill became law until No- 
vember 1. That means that on that date 
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the War Department is planning to make 
all the payments it can lawfully make up 
to that date. 

The adjustment of the soldier’s own 
pay has nothing to do with the payments 
for dependents. It has long been a prac- 
tice of the War Department to adjust 
the pay of soldiers. That is another 
matter. It hasbeen doing so right along, 
and will continue to do so. 

When we come to the dependency pay- 
ments we start an entirely new scheme of 
governmental accounting. It is estimated 
that, to provide for the accounting and 
payment of the vouchers, 3,000 clerks will 
be required in 1 department and 500 in 
another. At the present time, because of 
the scarcity of workers, the Civil Service 
Commission has been able to obtain only 
about 1,500 workers, and they are not 
trained. Furthermore, there is a short- 
age of about 700 typewriters. With the 
date of November 1 in the law, and after 
this discussion, there is no doubt in my 
mind that every check which can be 
physically ready by November 1 will be 
ready 

If we are ready to change the law, let 
us consider practical things. We have all 
been administrators. We have all had 
relations with administrators. If we 
change the law and remove that date as 
something to aim for and by which to 
make calculations and computations, we 
know what wili happen. if 4 months 
were required from the middle of July, 
4 months will be required from the middle 
of August if we should change the law; 
and 4 months from the middle of August 
will be a long time after the 1st of No- 
vember. 

To my mind, the decision requires 
common sense. We cannot expect the 
General Accounting Office to pass a check 
which is not properly vouchered. We 
cannot expect any disbursing officer in 
the United States to violate the law of 
the United States and issue a check which 
is not yet due. 

Suppose we should change the law and 
decide that we should try to get some of 
the checks out by October 1 instead of 
Nove:nber 1. That would require a re- 
calculation on all such checks, With the 
date of November 1, we start the system 
all on one day. The Army and the Navy 
start on the same day. The beneficiaries 
will begin receiving their checks, and on 
December 1 they will receive the next 
checks in the regular order. 

It is always confusing to start a new 
Government undertaking, especially in a 
government which operates by law and 
which recognizes the various kinds of 
checks. No Member of Congress would 
suggest that the General Accounting Of- 
fice be less diligent than it is. That Office 
is a creature of Congress, and is sup- 
Posed to take care of the funds which 
Congress appropriates. No one would 
suggest that the finance office of the War 
Department be allowed to make deter- 
minations about dependency. That is a 
legal matter, and it should be left in the 
hands of the Judge Advocate General’s 
department. 

No Member of Congress would suggest 
that the obligations resting upon com- 
pany commanders with troops in the fleld 
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should be made less. The rights of the 
boys should be taken care of, and the 
rights of their dependents at home 
should be taken care of. No Member of 
Congress would suggest that anybody in 
the Government be given authority to 
override the rights of the boy who says 
he has no dependents when alleged de- 
pendents come forth with affidavits. 
Both sides have rights. No Member of 
Congress would suggest that we take 
short cuts in regard to illegitimacy cases, 
divorce cases, or alimony cases, or in re- 
gard to changes in dependencies due to 
birth and death. 

We have set up one of the most compli- 
cated pieces of accounting that has ever 
been undertaken in the history of our 
Government. It involves more than 
4,000,000 persons—those are the Presi- 
cent’s figures, not mine—scattered all 
over the world, each having an individual 
right which must be guaranteed by the 
Government of the United States. He 
has the right to say whatever he wishes 
to say in this connection. He has the 
right to give a part of his pay if he wishes 
to do so. He has the right to challenge 
bad right of anybody to take it away from 


Other Senators are greater students of 
government than Iam. They know that 
in a government by law we do not pick 
out a particular case because it is sim- 
ple, and go ahead with that case contrary 
to the normal procedure. 

Mr. President, in all earnestness, I am 
perfectly willing to have the responsibility 
of the committee taken away from it. I 
am perfectly willing to follow the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Michigan or 
that of the Senator from Missouri. I 
realize that their hearts are right. It 
seemed that an injustice was being done. 
I also realize that the looseness with 
which the War Department sent i 3 letter 
to the Senator from Michigan was worthy 
of chastisement; and I believe the War 
Department has had it. 

However, I believe it is wrong for any- 
one to allow the impression to go out to 
any dependent person who is in want that 
the Government is able to make a pay- 
ment sooner than it can possibly make it, 
and that it is holding up payment because 
of arbitrariness on the part of some offi- 
cialin the Government, That is the worst 
thing we could do. When I say that, I 
have chastized the writer of the first let- 
ter to the Senator from Michigan. I be- 
lieve that amendments would be very 
much in order if there had been any 
laxity on the part of anybody. Congress 
tried wholeheartedly to take care of de- 
pendents in a way in which dependents 
have never been taken care of before in 
the history of the United States. 

We do not want scandals in connection 
with this activity. We want the admin- 
istrators of the Army to administer the 
act in accordance with the wishes of Con- 
gress, and see that the dependents get 
what is coming to them, and get it regu- 
larly. However, we cannot expect that 
to be done if we impose upon them an 
utterly impossible task. I wish that all 
who think that the matter of paying the 
dependency claims is simple would take a 
pencil and figure for themselves how 
many forms must be handled even in 
getting ready for payment as of Novem- 
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ber 1. Four million forms are a very 
great number when it is necessary to pass 
separately upon each individual one of 
the 4,000,000, and when each of the 4,- 
000,000 forms must be passed upon by two 
distinct branches of the War Depart- 
ment and Navy Department, and then 
in turn by the General Accounting Office. 

Mr. President, I trust that the Senator 
from Michigan and the Senator from 
Missouri will not press the matter any 
further. I will report to the Senate Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs as to what has 
been done; and if an adverse report is in 
keeping with the ideas of the members of 
that committee, such a report will be 
forthcoming. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Rosier in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Utah yield to the Senator from Ne- 
braska? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I am glad to 
yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I refer to what the Sen- 
ator said with reference to referring the 
matter to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and explaining to that committee 
what has happened in the Senate. I hope 
that when the Senator does so he will 
properly describe what has happened 
here. There are now 5 Senators on the 
floor of the Senate. I hope the Senator 
will not tell the committee that an over- 
whelming majority of the Members of 
this great assembly consisting of 96 Mem- 
bers requested that he take that course. 
I hope the Senator will give to his com- 
mittee a true picture of the number of 
Senators now present. 

I am expressing no opinion as to what 
the committee should do. I have no ob- 
jections. I do not care whether the com- 
mittee reports the bill, so that it can be 
taken up and discussed here, or whether 
it does not report it. I have listened to 
all the debate today regarding the bill. 
I listened to it the other day when prob- 
ably not so many Senators were present 
as are now present. I should hate to 
have the Committee on Military Affairs 
receive the impression that the Senate is 
outraged by the committee’s course of 
conduct and that the Senate wants a 
report from the committee. 

I say this only because I do not want 
the Committee on Military Affairs to get 
the wrongimpression. I cannot say that 
I am opposed to what the Senator from 
Michigan and the Senator from Missouri 
want. It is so unimportant. I have lis- 
tened to the explanation given at three 
different times by the Senator from Utah, 
and probably he will proceed to give it at 
least twice more today in order to satisfy 
the Senate if some Senators now ram- 
bling around the streets should happen to 
drop in and ask for another explanation. 

However, my only impression is that 
this is a discussion as to the difference 
between tweedledee and tweedledum. I 
do not care whether the committee re- 
ports the bill or does not report it, or 
whether the Senator from Missouri 
makes a motion to discharge the com- 
mittee. Of course, he has a right to do 
anything that the rules provide for. 

However, when the Senator from Utah 
reports to his committee, I want him to 
present a true picture of what has been 
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occurring in the Senate and not to try 
to convey to the committee the idea that 
every Member of the Senate wants such 
a course pursued in order that the bill 
of the Senator from Michigan may be 
passed and become a law. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The Senator 
from Utah will observe the Senator's re- 
quest. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if the Senator will permit me to 
say just a word, let me point out that 
it would not be necessary to notify the 
Military Affairs Committee that some 
Senators were absent, because only sev- 
eral of the members of the committee are 
now on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I think it 
should be noted that the senior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Jounson], a member 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, is 
now on the floor of the Senate, together 
with the distinguished Senator who made 
the report. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. LUCAS. I move that the Senate 
proceed to consider executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Roster in the chair) laid before the Sen- 
ate messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomi- 
nations, which were referred to the ap- 
propriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 

Several officers for appointment, by trans- 
fer, and several officers for promotion, all 
in the Regular Army; and 

Kenneth H. McGill to be a principal statis- 
tician in the Selective Service System, under 
the provisions of law. 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Capt. Bernhard H. Bieri to be a rear ad- 
miral in the Navy, for temporary service, 
to rank from the 23d day of April 1942; 
and 

Capt. James C. Jones, Jr., to be a rear 
admiral in the Navy, for temporary service, 
to rank from the 3lst day of May 1942. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, 
the clerk will proceed to state the nom- 
inations on the calendar. 


DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 


The Chief Clerk read the nomination 
of Douglas Flood, of Illinois, to be con- 
sul 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nomination is con- 
firmed. 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination 
of.Robert F. Woodward, of Minnesota, 
to be consul. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nomination is con- 
firmed. 
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PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the United 
States Public Health Service. 

Mr. LUCAS. I ask unanimous econ- 
sent that the nominations in the Public 
Heaith Service be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nominations in the 
Public Health Service are confirmed 
en bloc. 

POSTMASTERS 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. LUCAS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the nominations of postmas- 
ters be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nominations of post- 
masters are confirmed en bloc. 

Mr. LUCAS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the President be immediately 
notified of all nominations confirmed 
teday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the President will be no- 
tified forthwith. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY 


Mr. LUCAS. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn 
until Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 
3 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned until Thursday, August 
13, 1942, at 12 o'clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate August 10, 1942: 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL GENERAL TO 
TRAQ 

Thomas M. Wilson, of Tennessee, now a 
Foreign Service officer of class 1, to act as 
Minister Resident and consul general of the 
United States of America to Iraq. 


. ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENI- 


POTENTIARY TO ICELAND 

Leland B, Morris, of Pennsylvania, now a 
Foreign Service officer of class 1, to be Envoy 
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary 
of the United States of America to Iceland. 

Tue JUDICIARY 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS 

Charles E. Dierker, of Oklahoma, to be 
United States attorney for the western dis- 
trict of Oklahoma. Mr. Dierker is now sery- 
ing in this office under an appointment which 
expired June 24, 1942. 

J. Charles Dennis, of Washington, to be 
United States attorney for the western dis- 
trict of Washington. Mr. Dennis is now serv- 
ing in this office under an appointment which 
expired May 9, 1942. 

UNITED States PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 

Norman Louis Zwickel to be assistant dental 
surgeon in the United States Public Health 
Service, fo take effect from date of oath 


APPOINTMENTS, FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE, IN 
THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 
TO BE BRIGADIER GENERALS 

Col. Hanford MacNider, Infantry (Reserve) , 
for temporary appointment as brigadier gen- 
eral in the Army of the United States, under 
the provisions of section 37, National De- 
fense Act, as amended by an act of Congress 
approved June 15, 1933. 

Col. Joseph Wilson Byron, Army of the 
United States, for temporary appointment as 
brigadier general in the Army of the United 
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States under Public Law No. 252, Seventy- 
seventh Congress, approved September 22, 
1941. 

Col. John Reed Kilpatrick, Cavalry (Re- 
serve), for temporary appointment as briga- 
dier general in the Army of the United States, 
under the provisions of section 37, National 
Defense Act, as amended by an act of Con- 
gress approved June 15, 1933. 

Coi, R d William Buzzell, Infantry 
(National Guard of the United States). 

Col. Kenneth Frank Cramer, Infantry (Na- 
tional Guard of the United States). 

Col. Henry Cotheal Evans, Field Artillery 
(National Guard of the United States). 

Col. Edwin Whiting Jones, Corps of En- 
gineers (National Guard of the United 
States). : 

Col. Alexander Galiatin Paxton, Field Ar- 
tillery (National Guard of the United States). 

Col. Nat Smith Perrine, Infantry (National 
Guard of the United States). 

Col. Ralph Clifford Tobin, Coast Artillery 
Corps (National Guard of the United States). 


TO BE MAJOR GENERALS 


Brig. Gen. Harry James Malony (colonel, 
Field Artillery), Army of the United States. 

Brig. Gen. Paul Lewis Ransom (lieutenant 
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United States, 

Brig. Gen. John Benjamin Anderson (colo- 
nel, Field Artillery), Army of the United 
States. 

Brig. Gen. Gilbert Richard Cook (colonel, 
Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Brig. Gen. Raymond Oscar Barton (colonel, 
Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Brig. Gen. Paul Everton Peabody (lieuten- 
ant colonel, Infantry), Army of the United 
States. 

Brig. Gen, Manton Sprague Eddy (lieuten- 
ant colonel, Infantry), Army of the United 
States. 

Brig. Gen. Matthew Bunker Ridgway (lieu- 
tenant colonel, Infantry), Army of the United 
States, 

Brig. Gen. Edward Hale Brooks (lieutenant 
colonel, Field Artillery), Army of the United 
States. 

Brig. Gen. Carlos Brewer (colonel, Field 
Artillery), Army of the United States. 

Brig. Gen. Cortlandt Parker (colonel, Field 
Artillery), Army of the United States. 

Brig. Gen. Charles Philip Gross (colonel, 
Corps of Engineers), Army of the United 
States. 

Brig. Gen. Richard Jaquelin Marshall (lieu- 
tenant colonel, Quartermaster Corps), Army 
of the United States. 

Brig. Gen. Homer McLaughlin Groninger 
(colonel, Cavalry), Army of the United States. 

Brig. Gen. Ernest Nason Harmon (lieuten- 
ant colonel, Cavalry), Army of the United 
States. 

Brig. Gen. Roger Baldwin Colton (colonel, 
Signal Corps), Army of the United States. 

Brig. Gen, Muir Stephen Fairchild (lieuten- 
ant colonel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the United States. 

Brig. Gen. Walter Melville Robertson (colo- 
nel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Brig. Gen, Wilhelm Delp Styer (leutenant 
colonel, Corps of Engineers), Army of the 
United States. 

Brig. Gen, Frederick Augustus Irving (lieu- 
tenant colonel, Infantry), Army of the United 
States. 

Brig. Gen. Harold Lee George (Heutenant 
colonel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the United States. 

Brig. Gen, Withers Alexander Burress (lieu- 
tenant colonel, Infantry), Army of the United 
States. 

Brig. Gen. William Carey Lee (lieutenant 
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United States, 

Brig. Gen. John Louis Homer (colonel, 
Coast Artillery Corps), Army of the United 
States. 

TO BE BRIGADIER GENERALS 


Col. Harlan Nelson Hartness (major, infan- 
try), Army of the United States. 
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Col. Louis Joseph Fortier (lieutenant 
colonel, Field Artillery), Army of the United 
States, 

Col. George Leland Eberle (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col. Boniface Campbell (lieutenant colonel, 
Field Artillery), Army of the United States. 

Col, Charles Manly Bushee (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Field Artillery), Army of the United 
States. 

Col. Herman Frederick Kramer (lieutenant 
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col. William Caldwell Dunckel (lieutenant 
colonel, Field Artillery), Army of the United 
States. 

Col. Bryan Lee Milburn (lieutenant colonel, 
Coast Artillery Corps), Army of the United 
States. 

Col. Willard Wadsworth Irvine (lieutenant 
colonel, Coast Artillery Corps), Army of the 
United States. 

Col. Alexander Russell Bolling (lieutenant 
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United States, 

Col. George Price Hays (lieutenant colonel, 
Field Artillery), Army of the United States. 

Col. Morris Clinton Handwerk (leutenant 
colonel, Coast Artillery Corps), Army of the 
United States. 

Col. Horace Lincoln Whittaker (lieutenant 
colonel, Quartermaster Corps), Army of the 
Urited States. 

Col. Stephen Huntting Sherrill (lieutenant 
colonel, Signal Corps), Army of the United 
States. 

Col. Harris Marcy Melesky (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col. Guy Orth Kurtz (lieutenant colonel, 
Field Artillery), Army of the United States. 

Col. Don Forrester Pratt (lieutenant colo« 
nel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col. William Willis Eagies (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col, Joseph Louis Ready (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col. John Russell Deane (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Infantry), Army of the United States, 

Col. Williston Birkhimer Palmer (major, 
Field Artillery), Army of the United States. 

Col, John James Bohn (lieutenant colonel, 
Cavalry), Army of the United States. 

Col. Morrill Ross (lieutenant colonel, Field 
Artillery), Army of the United States. 

Col. Charles Love Mullins, Jr. (lieutenant 
colonel, Infantry). Army of the United States. 

Col. Howard Louis Peckham (major, Corps 
of Engineers) Army of the United States. 

Col. Robert Horace Dunlop, Adjutant Gen- 
eral's Department. 

Col. Ralph Prundidge Lovett (lieutenant 
colonel, Adjutant General’s Department), 
Army of the United States. 

Col. Donald Armpriester Stroh (lieutenant 
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col. Theron DeWitt Weaver (lieutenant 
colonel, Corps of Engineers), Army of the 
United States. 

Col, George David Shea (lieutenant colonel, 
Field Artiiery), Army of the United States. 

Col. David Sheridan Rumbough (lieutenant 
colonel, Field Artillery), Army of the United 
States. ~ 

Col, Ray Wehnes Barker, Field Artillery. 

Col. Allison Joseph Barnett (lieutenant 
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col. Creswell Garlington, Corps of Engi- 
neers. 

Col. Raymond Eccleston Serveira William- 
son (lieutenant colonel, Cavalry), Army of 
the United States. 

Col. Haywood Shepherd Hansell, Jr. (cap- 
tain, Air Corps; temporary lieutenant colonel, 
Air Corps; temporary Heutenant colonel, Army 
of the United States), Army of the Unjted 
States—Air Corps, 

Col. William Frazer Tompkins (lieutenant 
colonel, Corps of Engineers), Army of the 
United States. 

Col. William Hesketh (lieutenant colonel, 
Coast Artillery Corps), Army of the United 
States. 
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Col. Jerry Vrchlicky Matejka (lieutenant 
colonel, Signal Corps), Army of the United 
States. 

- Col. Ray Edison Porter (lieutenant colonel, 
Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col. Albert Charles Stanford (lieutenant 
colonel, Field Artillery), Army of the United 
States. 

Col. Claudius Miller Easley (lieutenant col- 
onel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col. Benjamin Franklin Giles (lieutenant 
colonel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the United States. 

Col. Frank Watkins Weed, Medical Corps. 

Col. Edgar Lewis Clewell (lieutenant colonel, 
Signal Corps), Army of the United States. 

Col. Archie Arrington Farmer (lieutenant 
colonel, Signal Corps), Army of the United 
States. 

Col. Fred Warde Llewellyn, Judge Advo- 
cate General’s Department. 

Col. Eugene Lowry Eubank (lieutenant 
colonel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the United States. 

Col. Howard Arnold Craig (major, Air 
Corps; temporary colonel, Air Corps), Army 
of the United States. 

Col. Clements McMullen (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the United States. 

Col. Robert Gale Breene (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air Corps), 
Army of the United States. 

Col. Charles Carl Chauncey (lieutenant 
colonel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the United States. 

Col. Grandison Gardner (lievtenant colo- 
nel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the United States. 

Col. Lester Thomas Miller (Heutenant 
colonel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the United States. 

* Col. Auby Casey Strickland (lieutenant 
colonel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the United States. 

Col. Edmund Walton Hill (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air Corps), 
Army of the United States. 

Col. Joseph Leon Philips (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Cavalry), Army of the United States. 
= Col. Daniel Noce (lieutenant colonel, Corps 
of Engineers), Army of the United States. 

Col. Frank Augustus Keating (lieutenant 
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United 
States. 

Col. Lowell Warde Rooks (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Infantry), Army of the United States. 

Col. Albert Kualti Brickwood Lyman, Corps 
of Engineers. 

Col. James Kirk, Ordnance Department. 

Col, James Kerr Crain, Ordnance Depart- 
ment. 

Col. John Elliott Wood (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Corps of Engineers), Army of the United 
States. 

Col. Herbert Daskum Gibson (lieutenant 
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United 
States. 

Col, Edmund Bower Sebree (major, Infan- 
try), Army of the United States. 

Col. Joseph Nicholas Dalton (lieutenant 
colonel, Adjutant General’s Department), 
Army of the United States. 

Col. Anthony Clement McAuliffe (major, 
Field Artillery), Army of the United States. 

Col. Elbridge Gerry Chapman, Jr. (lieu- 
tenant colonel, Infanry), Army of the 
United States. 

Col. George Pierce Howell (major, Infan- 
try), Army of the United States. 

Col. Hugh Joseph Gaffey (lieutenant colo- 
nel, Field Artillery), Army of the United 
Stites. 

In THE Navy 

Rear Admiral Richard S. Edwards to be a 
vice admiral in the Navy, for temporary 
service, to rank from the 15th day of August 
1942. 
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IN THE MARINE Corps 

Brig. Gen. (temporary) Allen H. Turnage, 
now serving under a temporary commission 
for a specified duty, to be a brigadier gen- 
eral in the Marine Corps for temporary serv- 
ice for general duty from the 29th day of 
March 1942. 

Brig. Gen. (temporary) Ralph J. Mitchell, 
now serving under a temporary commission 
for a specified duty, to be a brigadier general 
in the Marine Corps for temporary service 
for general duty from the 30th day of March 
1942. 


Col. Bennet Puryear, Jr., assistant quarter- 
master, to be an assistant quartermaster in 
the Marine Corps with the rank of brigadier 
general for temporary service from the 28th 
day of March 1942. 

The below-named colonels to be brigadier 
generals in the Marine Corps for temporary 
service from the 28th day of March 1942: 

James L. Underhill 

Keller E. Rockey 

Col. Matthew H. Kingman to be a brigadier 
general in the Marine Corps on the retired 
list for temporary service from the 29th day 
of March 1942. 

The below-named colonels to be brigadier 
generals in the Marine Corps for temporary 
service from the 29th day of March 1942: 

Alphonse DeCarre 

Samuel L. Howard 

The below-named colonels to be brigadier 
generals in the Marine Corps for temporary 
service from the 30th day of March 1942: 

DeWitt Peck 

Archie F. Howard 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate August 10, 1942: 


DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 
TO BE CONSULS OF THE UNITED STATES OF 


AMERICA 
Douglas Flood 
Robert F. Woodward 


UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


TO BE ASSISTANT SANITARY ENGINEERS FROM DATE 
OF OATH 


John Safford Wiley 
Charles Case Spencer 
August Thomas Rossano, Jr. 
Frank Tetzlaff 
Kaarlo William Nasi 
POSTMASTERS 
GEORGIA 
Marion C. Farrar, Avondale Estates. 
Alvin W. Etheridge, East Point. 
John Day Watterson, Eatonton. 
John E. Phinazee, Forsyth. 
William E. Wimberly, Rome. 
Mary E. Everett, St. Simon Island. 
Charles H. Orr, Washington. 
ILLINOIS 
Helen T. Fisher, Delavan. 
Joseph Kreeger, Elgin. 
Helen H. Wiebers, Emden. 
Oscar E, Bantz, Fithian. 
Thomas L. Roark, Macomb. 
Bert Baird, New Baden. 
John F. McCann, Oglesby 
Grace M. Lennon, Plainfield. 
Helen G. McCarthy, St. Charles. 
Esther C. Schmitt, St. Jacob. 
Emil A. Rahm, Staunton. 
George C. Miller, Sullivan. 
Martha G. Baily, Table Grove. 
Ora C. Maze, Tower Hill. 
OKLAHOMA 
Martin G. Kizer, Apache. 
Benjamin D. Barnett, Cement. 
Debra E. Grubbs, Jenks. 
Roy McGhee, Miami. 
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Monpay, August 10, 1942 


The House met at 12 noon. 

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Pres- 
byterian Church, Washington, D. C., of- 
fered the following prayer: 


O Thou who hast dispelled the dark- 
ness of the night and illumined the earth 
with the radiant glory of a new day, we 
are lifting our hearts and voices in glad- 
ness and gratitude, for through Thy mer- 
cies we are spared and through Thy 
power we are sustained. 

We pray that we may open widely the 
doors of our minds and souls to receive 
the benediction of Thy gracious presence. 
Grant that in the assurance of Thy con- 
tinuing providence and unfailing love we 
may find consolation and courage. 

Guide us in all our perplexities and 
inspire us to stand valiantly for those 
loyalties and values which Thou hast or- 
dained. Help us in humility of spirit to 
discipline ourselves to perform our du- 
ties faithfully and diligently. 

Hear us in the name of Him who is the 
author and finisher of our faith. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, August 6, 1942, was read and 
approved. 


COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE DEPART- 
MENT OF STATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following communi- 
cations from the Department of State: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, August 5, 1942. 
The Honorable SAM RAYBURN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
My Dear Mr. SPEAKER: I take pleasure in 
transmitting herewith for such disposition 
as you may deem appropriate a copy of a 
dispatch from the legation at San José, Costa 
Rica, enclosing therewith translations of a 
letter of July 21, 1942, addressed to the Min- 
ister from the President of -Costa Rica and 
a letter of July 11, 1942, from the secretary 
of the Costa Rican Congress, expressing their 
thanks for the resolutions adopted by the 
House of Representatives on February 2, 1942. 
Sincerely yours, 
CORDELL HULL. 


San José, Costa RICA, 
July 27, 1942. 
The honorable the SECRETARY OF STATE: 

Washington. 
Sm: Referring to the Department's instruc- 
tion of April 29, 1942 (file No. 120.1/576A), 
enclosing enrolled copies of resolutions 
adopted by the House of Representatives on 
February 2, 1942, expressing appreciation for 
the courteous treatment accorded a visiting 
group of Congressmen last year. I have the 
honor to transmit herewith copies and trans- 
lations of the letter dated July 21 from the 
President of Costa Rica and the letter dated 
July 11 from the Secretary of the Costa Rican 
Congress, expressing their thanks for the 
above-mentioned copies of the resolutions of 
the House of Representatives. It is respect- 
fully requested that copies of these letters 
be delivered to the House of Representatives. 

Respectfully yours, 
ROBERT SCOTTEN. 


1942 


San José, July 21, 1942. 
The Honorable Mr. ROBERT Scorren, 
Minister of the United States, City. 

DEAR Mr. MINISTER: I beg that you will be 
good enough to express to the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America 
my most heartfelt gratitude for the courteous 
gift of a luxurious copy, beautifully bound, 
of the resolutions which the above-mentioned 
House took on the 2d of February last, ex- 
pressing appreciation for attentions received 
in Costa Rica by the delegation headed by 
Representative Rasaut, of Michigan, who 
honored us with its visit. 

I likewise beg that you will express to 
the House of Representatives of your coun- 
try that it has nothing for which to feel 
grateful, and that we only regret not having 
had all the necessary means by which to 
show them in a more eloquent manner our 
full appreciation. 

I take this occasion to reiterate myself. 

Your affectionate friend, 
R. A. CALDERON GUARDIA. 


San Jose, July 11, 1942. 
The Honorable Mr. R. M. SCOTTEN, 
Minister of the United States a America, 


ty. 
Mr. Muvister: Under instructions of the 
president of the Constitutional Congress of 
the Republic of Costa Rica, I acknowledge re- 
ceipt, through you to the House of Represent- 
atives of the Congress of the United States, 
of the copy of the resolution adopted the 2d 
day of February of the current year, which 
commemorates the visit to Costa Rica of the 
delegation of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives of the 
United States, headed by the illustrious Rep- 
resentative RaBaut, of Michigan. 
With expressions of my high consideration 
and respect, I am, 


Respectfully yours, 
RAUL GURMAN, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, August 3, 1942. 

My Dear Mr. Speaker: The Minister of 
Guatemala with a note of July 21, 1942, en- 
closed a message addressed by the President 
of Guatemala to the House of Representatives 
of the United States. I take pleasure in en- 
closing for such disposition as you may deem 
appropriate a copy of this note and the mes- 
sage from the President of Guatemala with a 
translation of the latter. 

With kindest regards, 

Sincerely yours, 


WELLEs, 
Acting Secretary. 

LEGACION DE GUATEMALA, 
Washington, D. C. 

The Minister of Guatemala presents his 
compliments to His Excellency the Secretary 
of State and requests that he be good enough 
to see that the enclosed message from the 
President of Guatemala be forwarded to the 
Honorable Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States. The message 
is a message of thanks from the President of 
Guatemala for a resolution adopted by said 
high legislative body. 

The Minister of Guatemala avails himself 
of this opportunity to reiterate to His Ex- 
cellency the Secretary of State the assurances 
of his highest consideration. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., July 21, 1942. 


GUATEMALA, July 10, 1942. 
Mr. SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENT- 

ATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. SPEAKER: The House of Representatives 
was so kind as to adopt a resolution, which 
has been forwarded to me, In which it thanks 
the people of Guatemala and me personally 
for the proofs of esteem and cordiality shown 
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to five distinguished members of your credit 
committee during the visit they made to this 
Republic. 

Your high body was good enough to recall 
the cordial relations of friendship which have 
united our two countries, based on the mutual 
respect due to two sovereign nations, and it 
considers those proofs as a warm demonstra- 
tion of American solidarity. 

I greatly appreciate the very sincere expres- 
sions confirming the uninterrupted friend- 
ship of more than a century between our 
peoples and Governments—a friendship 
strengthened now in the common struggle for 
the defense of America and the democracy 
and freedom of the world. 

I beg you, Mr. Speaker, to be good enough 
to make this message known to your en- 
lightened legislative body. 

Respectfully yours, 


Jorce Usico, 
President of the Republic of Guatemala. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY NEXT 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Reserv- 
ing the right to object, Mr. Speaker, may 
I say to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Cocuran] that when we last met 
on Thursday last we had up the ques- 
tion of unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a bill I have introduced to 
permit the payment of the allotments 
and allowances to the dependents of the 
men in our armed forces without wait- 
ing until November 1. I stated to the 
gentleman from Missouri then that I 
would be willing to poll the Committee 
on Military Affairs before this measure 
was brought up again. 

I have done that and have received re- 
plies from a majority of the members of 
that committee stating that that would 
be satisfactory with them. However, I 
received a message this morning from 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
May], the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, informing me that 
he could not reach here by this morning 
and asking that the matter be carried 
over until next Thursday. Therefore, I 
am not going to object to the gentle- 
man’s request, and I wish to state that I 
am willing to carry this measure over 
until Thursday, under those circum- 
stances. 

Mr.HARE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield 
to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. HARE. Does the gentleman have 
any assurance from the chairman of the 
committee that. he will consent to the 
Passage of this bill on Thursday? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky informs me that 
he is in sympathy with the purposes of 
the measure. 

Let me clear up one misunderstanding. 
I notice from the press, especially from 
some of the New York papers and some 
other metropolitan papers, that it is 
intimated that the Army and Navy say 
that if this measure were passed it would 
complicate matters, and so forth. My 
understanding is that the Navy can make 
payment in settlement of these emer- 
gency cases now if we give them permis- 
sion to do so, and I think the Army 
can do the same thing. This measure 
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does not make it mandatory that the 
cases all be settled now, it merely makes 
it permissive for the Army and the Navy 
to take care of these emergency cases, 
of which there are a great number, where 
these dependents are suffering as a result 
of this limitation in the law. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I may say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that I my- 
self, of course, took some part in the 
debate on this subject the other day, and 
em certainly willing to abide by what- 
ever decision the Committee on Military 
Affairs makes in the matter, but one of 
my reasons for objecting was my con- 
viction that this bill of the gentleman 
from Mississippi will not do what he 
thinks it will do. I believe the gentle- 
man will admit that this is an important 
measure, and under the understanding 
that was had between all the Members 
of the House no important legislation 
was supposed to be considered. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
troversial legislation. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. On that basis I 
entered an objection so that the matter 
would be given consideration. I think 
the gentleman will agree with me, judg- 
ing by the perseverance with which he 
has acted in this case, that he does con- 
sider it to be important legislation. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes; but 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is en- 
tirely wrong. We have passed a great 
deal of important legislation within the 
last week or two. The understanding 
was that we would not take up any con- 
troversial legislation which would force 
roll calls, and so forth. The measures 
that come up by unanimous consent are 
not controversial measures as far as the 
Members of the House are concerned. I 
am sure not a Member of the House 
would object to this measure when it is 
properly laid before them. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I may say to the 
gentleman that a controversial measure 
is any measure on which every Member 
of the House does not agree. The gen- 
tleman will also admit that the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs and 
most of the members of that committee, 
who had considered this particular legis- 
lation and had heard testimony on the 
subject, were not aware that the gentle- 
man was going to bring up any such a 
measure, to amend an important law. 
Therefore, I think it could be considered 
as at least important and also contro- 
versial legislation. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I may 
say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that I do not intend to take it up today. 
Besides, I conferred with the members 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
As I understand, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is not a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Iam not amem- 
ber of that committee. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield to 
the gentleman from South Carolina, 


No con- 
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Mr. HARE. In view of the fact that 
these payments are to be made to de- 
pendent parents in many cases, and as 
many of them are farmers, this comes 
at a time when the dependency fund will 
prove to be of unusual value to those 
people in rural areas, particularly in my 
section of the country, where they har- 
vest their crops between now and Novem- 
ber 1. They are unable to harvest the 
crops themselves, and since their sons 
have been called into the Army, they 
need these funds to employ someone to 
harvest crops for them. The fact that 
they are dependent is the basis upon 
which the compensation will be paid. 
If you wait until November these 
people, without funds, will be unable to 
employ anyone to harvest their crops, 
but if you pay them now, hundreds and 
possibly thousands of farmers will be 
able to employ someone with this money 
to assist them in harvesting crops al- 
ready grown. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. May I 
say to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina that I have received pathetic letters 
from wives of soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines, who are in financial distress be- 
cause of the limitation placed in this law, 
which prohibits the War Department and 
the Navy Department from making these 
payments. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. GEARHART. I appreciate the 
concern the gentleman from Mississippi 
feels, and I assure him that when the 
proper time arrives I want to vote for 
this bill, but his making the request at 
this time is a little embarrassing to me 
because I have instructions from the 
leadership on this side not to consent to 
anything which amounts to business of 
importance. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. May I 
say to the gentleman from California 
that I am not making the request now 
for the consideration of the bill. I have 
just stated that the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. May], is 
on his way to Washington and has asked 
that we hold up this measure until 
Thursday, until he can get here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack] 
be permitted to extend his own remarks 
in the Recorp and include therein a 
letter from a soldier. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

DIRECTORY OF OFFICIALS, SERVICES OF 
SUPPLY 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that a statement 
prepared by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SNYDER], which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk, be read by the Clerk. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Snyper of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
during the course of the hearings on the 
military appropriation bill, 1943, I suggested 
to General Somervell the desirability of hav- 
ing us supplied with a list of the Officials 
directly in charge of the various activities 
under his cognizance as commanding gen- 
eral, Services of Supply, and those activi- 
ties, as you have experienced, embrace prac- 
tically every phase of the Army with which 
we are called upon to transact business. 

The general, who has a reputation for 
getting things done, has conformed with 
my suggestion in the way of an abbrevi- 
ated telephone directory, in which the sey- 
eral activities are alphabetically arranged, 
followed by the names, telephone branch, 
and room number of the principal officials, 
all as of the first of thi: month. 

I am sure this directory will prove to be 
very handy and will save much time here 
and at the Department in establishing con- 
tacts wth the right people promptly. 

I have had a copy of the directory placed 
in each Member’s mail box in the House 
post office 


JOSEPH J. SINNOTT 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I think 
it is fitting we should pause for a mo- 
ment today to pay tribute to the oldest 
employee in point of years in the House. 
Yesterday, the Honorable Joseph Sin- 
nott, our doorkeeper, was 82 years of 
age. Fifty-five years of that time he 
has been an employee of this House. 
I am sure it is needless for me to say 
anything about the great service he has 
rendered and I know all Members join 
with me in congratulating him and 
wishing him many more happy returns 
of the day. 

[Applause.] 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, it gives me 
sincere pleasure to join with the distin- 
guished gentleman from Missouri in ex- 
tending congratulations and good wishes 
to our dear friend, Mr. Sinnott. It is a 
remarkable record for a man to spend 55 
years out of his 82 in one position as a 
servant of this House, and I want, as a 
friend of Mr. Sinnott for 18 years, per- 
sonally to express to him my apprecia- 
tion of his many courtesies and my ad- 
miration for the qualities of his char- 
acter which have made it possible for him 
to maintain his position with such suc- 
cess and honor to himself and satisfac- 
tion to the House. I would like to say 
that I wish for him long years of health 
and happiness. I hope he will be able to 
make his employment here at least 60 
years. He illustrates one passage of 
Scripture which is very appropriate—he 
would rather be “a doorkeeper in the 
House of the Lord than dwell in the tents 
of wickedness.” 

Mr.HARE. Mr. Speaker, strange as it 
may seem, I probably have been associ- 
ated with the Doorkeeper, Mr. Sinnott, 
longer than any other Member of the 
Congress. He was the first man I met 
when I came to Congress in 1904, 38 years 
ago. Of course, I did not come as a 
Member at that time but as a secretary 
tc the Congressman from my district. 
The first man it was my privilege to meet 
in the Capitol was the Honorable Joseph 
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Sinnott, our very estimable, lovable, and 
efficient Doorkeeper. In the meantime I 
have had an opportunity to observe and 
be associated with him and it is a great 
pleasure to be able to congratulate him 
on his eighty-second birthday and to 
wish him many happy returns. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
cbjection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr, Speaker, the entire 
Virginia delegation and the people of 
Virginia appreciate the tributes that 
have been paid to Mr. Sinnott. AN of 
the Members of the Virginia delegation 
learned long ago to love him and to de- 
pend upon him wholeheartedly. He has 
been of immeasurable help to all of them. 
I have said to him frequently that a re- 
view of his services here, portraying the 
men he has met, the changes he has seen, 
the legislative history he has helped to 
make, the progress in parliamentary pro- 
cedure which he has observed, and the 
personal incidents of his career, would 
contribute materially to a better knowl- 
edge of the history of the period of his 
service. All the time Joe Sinnott has 
been here, he has rendered distinguished, 
eminent, and faithful service. He has 
been untiring in his attention to Mem- 
bers, new and old, regardless of party 
affiliation. He has been courteous at all 
times and sometimes under the most try- 
ing circumstances. He has been diligent 
to his duties, coming to the House often 
when his friends felt he should have re- 
mained at home. He has never failed 
in his duties. He has been an example 
and an inspiration to all of us. Virginia 
loves him. When I am no longer a Mem- 
ber of this House, but shall have gone as 
sooner or later each of us must go, I shall 
be flattered if it can be said of me that 
I served always as faithfully, and per- 
formed my duties always as well as Joe 
reais served and performed his duties 

ere, ` 
TO PRINT ADDITIONAL COPIES OF THE 

REPORT ON THE REVENUE ACT OF 1942 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the 
Committee on Printing, I report (Rept. 
No. 2392) back favorably, without 
amendment, a privileged concurrent res- 
olution (H. Con. Res. 80) authorizing the 
printing of additional copies of House 
Report No. 2333, current session, accom- 
panying the bill (H. R. 7378) “To provide 
revenue and for other purposes,” and I 
ask for immediate consideration of the 
resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That there shall be 
printed 7,500 additional copies of House Re- 
port No. 2333, current session, on H., R. 7378, 
entitled “To provide revenue, and for other 
purposes,” of which 5,000 copies shall k for 
the use of the House document rocm, 200 
copies for the use of the Senate document 
room, 2,000 copies for the use of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and 300 copies for the use of the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table, 
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THE VOTE OF MATTHEW LYON, OF VER- 
MONT, ELECTED THOMAS JEFFERSON 
PRESIDENT IN 1801 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the 
Committee on Printing, I report (Rept. 
No. 2393) back favorably without amend- 
ment a privileged resolution (H. Res. 512) 
authorizing the printing of the manu- 
script of an article showing that the 
vote cast by Congressman Matthew Lyon, 
of Vermont, was the deciding factor in 
the election of Thomas Jefferson as the 
third President of the United States, 
be printed as a House document, and I 
ask for immediate consideration of the 
resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the manuscript of an article 
prepared by William P. Kennedy, showing 
that the vote by Congressman Matthew 
Lyon, of Vermont, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on Tuesday, February 17, 1801, 
was the deciding factor in the election of 
Thomas Jefferson as the third President of 
the United States, be printed as a House 
document. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 


table. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks on post-war difficulties and to add 
in the extension an editorial by David 
Lawrence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I also 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Record by including an edi- 
torial from the Allegan Gazette, of Alle- 
gan, Mich., dated August 6, a very short 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I have 
several unanimous-consent requests on 
behalf of several of our colleagues. 

On behalf of the gentleman from 
South Dakota (Mr. MUNDT], I ask unani- 
mous consent that he may extend his 
remarks in the Recor and include there- 
in an article from the Pathfinder, a 
national publication, which article he 
wrote himself, and is entitled “For Want 
of a Nail.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on be- 
half of the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
Pappock], I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Brecorp and 
include therein an article from the Jour- 
nal of Commerce of Saturday, August 8. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on be- 
half of my colleague the gentleman from 
California iMr. ToLan], chairman of the 
Special Committee on National Defense 


Migration, I ask unanimolis consent that, 
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he may extend his own remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. -Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on be- 
half of our colleague the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. PLUMLEY], I ask that he 
may extend his remarks and include 
therein certain newspaper editorials and 
clippings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on be- 
half of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
PLUMLEY], I ask unanimous consent that 
he may extend his own remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on be- 
half of our colleague the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. HOFFMAN], I ask unani- 
mous consent that he may be permitted 
to extend his remarks and to include 
therein certain newspaper editorials 


and clippings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may extend 
my own remarks and include a poem 
from the official publication of the Order 
of the Purple Heart. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Miss RANKIN of Montana. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks and include a letter 
from the Pondera County Farmers’ Union 
relating to selective service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Hess] may have leave 
to extend his remarks and include there- 
in a letter from one of his constituents. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

THE KAISER PROPOSAL 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I am 
heartily in accord with the proposal of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
RANKIN] to bring up Thursday for pas- 
sage his bill (H, R. 7461) to eliminate 
from the aw providing dependency pay- 
ments for dependents of servicemen the 
provision that no payments shall be made 
until November 1 next. This provision 
should be repealed because many of these 
dependents are now in dire need of the 
necessities to maintain life. Wives, 
mothers, fathers, and children of many 
servicemen need food, clothing, shelter, 
and medical care. Why postpone the 
payment of these subsistence allowances 
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to these needy dependents of our service- 
men for 4 months? The amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Mississippi 
is not mandatory, but only permissive. 
In those cases where the Department 
needs time in which to make payments 
under the Rankin amendment, time 
would be had. In the emergency cases 
where immediate help is needed to pre- 
vent hardship, the payments could be 
made forthwith. I will support the Ran- 
kin amendment and commend the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi for his zeal and 
sound common sense, and his great con- 
cern for the welfare of our men in the 
service and their dependents in insisting 
that his bill be passed without waiting 
until September. Those o% us who are 
here are ready to act now and not pro- 
long the suffering of these needy de- 
pendents entitled to immediate relief. 
It will be a comfort to our fighting men 
at the front to know their loved ones at 
home are being cared for. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to refer again to 
the proposal of Henry J. Kaiser, from my 
district, to build supercargo flying boats. 
Mr. Donald Nelson has advised me that 
the proposal has received his favorable 
consideration and the War Production 
Board has given approval to Mr. Kaiser 
to proceed. It will be hoped that the Navy 
Department will not permit the plan to 
be sidetracked or delayed. Our enemies 
are sinking our surface ships faster than 
we can build them. We are seeing im- 
mense quantities of precious war mate- 
rial go down to Davy Jones’ locker with 
the ships carrying them. Four hundred 
and nineteen have been reported sunk 
since Pearl Harbor. Mr. Kaiser is a man 
of great foresight and he is a master 
builder. Success attends all of his under- 
takings. He reduced the time for the 
building of ships from 105 days to 46 
days. Kaiser not only holds the record 
for speed in ship construction but for 
efficiency and effectiveness. Mr. Speaker, 
I include as a part of my remarks an 
editorial from the Christian Science 
Monitor of August 7, as follows: 

LARGE, GIANT, AND COLOSSAL 

Upon the United States Navy is now placed 
responsibility for forwarding the cargo-plane 
idea. After considering the factors in- 
volved—time element, materials required, 
plant necessary, labor, and general proba- 
bilities of success—the War Production 
Board has now approved a plan for con- 
struction of 500 of the 70-ton fiying boats of 
which the Martin Mars is the prototype. 

With this approval has gone a recom- 
mendation to the Navy that it let Henry J. 
Kaiser start on 125 of these planes in his 
west-coast shipyards. In addition, the War 
Production Board suggests to the Navy that 
it begin construction of an experimental 
200-ton twin hull, superflying boat, capable 
of carrying 50 tons (or 2 medium tanks) 
3,600 miles at 200 miles an hour 

It is to be hoped the Navy will follow this 
recommendation at once. Even should Mr. 
Kaiser prove able to fill his amazing promise 
to be turning out planes of this type in 
quantity within-6 months, the sooner the 6 
months begins the better. 

Cargo planes come, like California olives, 
in three general sizes: Large, giant, and co- 
lossal. The large variety includes such ships 
as the “Douglas DC-3, favorite of the air- 
lines, the Lockheed Constellation, and the 
Curtiss Commando. They can carry troops, 
certain light equipment, even jeeps. They 
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cannot carry medium tanks, or many of the 
heavy items included in the 1,000 tons of 
supplies it is figured that an infantry division 
uses in a day of attack. 

The Mars is an illustration of the giant 
ship. It can carry heavier items longer 
distances. Air authorities have estimated 
that 40,000 of these could take the place of 
every surface craft now in the United Na- 
tions shipping pool. 

The 200-ton plane must be classed as 
colossal. Authorities on materials have said 
that 180 of these ships could move 450,000 
tons of cargo a year, and that the planes 
could be built with 18,000 tons of raw ma- 
terials, against 238,000 tons of raw materials 
to build surface ships able to carry the same 
load. 

We do not accept these figures as proved. 
Only experience can show their accuracy. 
But we do feel that big cargo planes have 
a definite place in today's war. The Axis is 
believed to be concentrating about 20 percent 
of its plane production on the large va- 
riety of cargo planes. 

The giant and colossal planes are needed to 
give the United Nations the edge they re- 
quire in a war which hinges so largely on 
transportation. 


Mr. Speaker, the operations of the 
Kaiser shipbuilding plants and other war 
industries in my district has brought 
100,000 workers into the area, which has 
created a housing shortage. We have 
been urging upon the housing authori- 
ties and the Maritime Commission the 
urgent necessity of providing at once 
temporary housing for these workers 
who cannot be housed with existing 
housing. I am glad to report that Vice 
Chairman Vickery, of the Maritime Com- 
mission, has advised us that 6,000 addi- 
tional apartments in Portland will be 
provided by the Commission. The Com- 
mission will start the construction of 
2,000 apartments August 15, 2,000 Sep- 
tember 15, and 2,000 October 15. We are 
assured that before these are completed, 
if it be ascertained additional units are 
required, they will be provided to meet 
the demand, I trust there will be noth- 
ing arise to prevent the carrying out of 
these plans now definitely agreed upon, 


SERVICEMEN’S ALLOWANCES 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I strongly favor immediate pas- 
sage of the bill introduced by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] to 
permit the allowances to dependents of 
men in the service to be paid as soon as 
possible instead of waiting to November 1. 
I believe that every effort should be made 
to pay the allowances long before that 
date. To require a delay of 5 months 
will work hardships in many cases and I 
am opposed to it. It seems unjustifiable 
to me. 

Furthermore, the charge has been 
made by newspapers all over the country 
that the date was purposely fixed by Con- 
gress at November 1 so that the depend- 
ents would receive their checks a few 
days before the election on November 3, 
and was done to influence the result of 
the election. We all know that is not 
true. It was the Army and Navy who 
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insisted upon that date and alleged that 
they needed that period of time to make 
the necessary preparations and arrange- 
ments for payment. However, that pro- 
tracted delay is inexcusable, in my opin- 
ion, is not the fault of Congress, and we 
should correct this situation next Thurs- 
day, as proposed by the as Dene from 
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 


HON. JOHN J. COCHRAN 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EBERHARTER, Mr. Speaker, in- 
asmuch as the House will not meet again 
until next Thursday I think it is appro- 
priate at this time to call attention to 
the fact that tomorrow is the anniver- 
sary of the birth of one of the most dis- 
tinguished Members of this House. 

When the majority leader, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCor- 
MACK] felt compelled to take a much- 
needed and well-earned rest it became 
necessary for some Member to take over 
his duties temporarily. He chose the 
very estimable gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr, Cocuran] to carry on those bur- 
dens, as Mr. COCHRAN had already amply 
demonstrated his abilities in acting as 
assistant to the majority leader. 

Tomorrow is the anniversary oi the 
birth of the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Cocuran]. I do not think he would 
want me to say exactly how old he is, 
but I can say he is much older than he 
looks and much older than he acts. He 
has had many, many years of service in 
the House. During all of that time he 
has been conscientious. He has a valu- 
able knowledge of legislative procedure. 
He has earned the reputation of being 
the watchdog of the Treasury. With all 
of his manifest duties he has never lost 
his sense of humor, and he has endeared 
himself to every Member of the House. 
He has been particularly helpful to the 
younger Members. 

On this occasion I want to congratu- 
late him upon reaching the age he has 
reached with so much vigor and having 
so much before him in the years to come, 
which I hope will be very, very many. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri is not as old as 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, is he? 

Mr. EBERHARTER,. I do not care to 
discuss that particular angle. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceod for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER pro lbernbors: Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I would like to say 
a word in connection with this birthday 
celebration of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCHRAN]. I have known him 
for a long period of time. Of course, 
as compared with the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Eaton] and myself, and 
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the gentleman from Oregon, Governor 
Pierce, he is a mere infant. I have just 
passed my seventy-second birthday the 
10th of last July, so he has a long way yet 
to go before reaching the age of dis- 
cretion. 

Let me say, regarding the gentieman 
from Missouri, that in my estimation he 
is and has been since his induction into 
the service of the United States Govern- 
ment one of the most valuable Members 
of the Congress. I think he is one of the 
best and most capable legislators that I 
have known in my long period of service 
here. He carries with him always that 
Missouri tradition and characteristic— 
“show me.” He has evidenced that time 
and time again as the years have gone on 
in his advocacy of sound legislation. 

I congratulate him on his birthday to- 
morrow, and hope he will live to have 
many happy returns of the day. 

Mr, BLAND. May we not include that 
he is one of the best fishermen we have 
in the House? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I am not a judge 
of fishermen. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, he is. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may address 
the House for 10 minutes on next Mon- 
day after the work of the day is con- 
cluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks and include a letter 
and a statement from the Seattle Cham- 
ber of Commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was nv objection. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, on another topic I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks and 
include excerpts from an article on a 
prominent pro-German in the United 
States, Dr. Ferdinand Curtiss, taken 
from the weekly magazine The Hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


END THE PRACTICE OF HONORING AND 
REWARDING IDLENESS BY ARMY AND 
NAVY COMMISSIONS 


Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, the most egregious example of 
blundering on the part of the “brass 
hats” is that of giving a commission to 
Horace Dodge, Jr., of Detroit. He is one 
of a long list of playboy scions of wealthy 
families of America who toils not, nor 
does he spin, and who is constantly bored 
through lack of some new thrill, the ex- 
periencing of which he is persistently 
seeking. The large cities of the United 
States are full of these parasites who are 
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busy spending inherited money tossed 
to them by opulent and overindulgent 
parents. 

Since Pearl Harbor the Army and Navy 
“brass hats,” seeming to desire to curry 
favor with the wealthy families of our 
country, have handed out, promiscuously, 
commissions to these pleasure-seeking 
offspring of wealth. The last ones to 
whom we should accord authority and 
honor are representatives of this class. 
How can they inspire soldiers or sailors 
to follow them? A dissolute and dissi- 
pated life, marked by guzzling cocktails 
and doing the conga at 2 a. m. in the 
Stork Club or El Morecco, is not exactly 
the training ground to make tough offi- 
cers to fight the most efficient military 
machine in the history of the world. 

I cite the example of Horace Dodge, 
Jr., not because he is an isolated case, 
but because he is typical of this repre- 
hensible practice. Here are young men 
whose lives are placed in the hands of 
a playboy. The outcome of a campaign 
and a war might be dependent upon such 
officers. What kind of morale can we 
build by giving honor to those among us 
who are most undeserving? 

Attempts have been made to befuddle 
and delude the public by starting such 
gentry in the Army or Navy as privates 
or unrated sailors and then promoting 
them without fanfare every 3 or 4 weeks. 
Eventually they emerge as a commis- 
sioned officer and then are tooted as hav- 
ing come up the “hard way.” 

Experience is the only builder. None 
of us would want to be operated on by 
a medical student who used to be a 
butcher. It is folly to put. military com- 
mand, in this perilous hour, into the 
hands of fiy-by-nights. 

Now we come to the case of Horace E. 
Dodge, concerning whom the Detroit 
Free Press editorially said on July 30: 

WHY A MAJOR? 

Horace E. Dodge since the day his father 
died has done nothing in life but spend 
money and change wives. This wastrel play- 
boy has no more training or experience in 
the commanding of men than has a 14-year- 
old Fiji Islander. 

Yet he has been commissioned a major in 
the United States Army. 

Perhaps someone in authority can tell us 
why. 

Horace E. Dodge is the son of one of 
the original two Dodge brothers who 
made the Dodge automobile, both of 
whom died in 1920. Horace is 42 years 
old. His mother has the income of his 
father’s $75,000,000 estate during her life, 
and at her death Horace Jr., now Major 
Horace Dodge, son of the original Horace 
Dodge, will inherit one-half of the $75,- 
000,000 plus accumulations unspent. 
Most of his father’s fortune is invested 
in tax-exempt bonds—all but a small 
percentage of it. 

In 1925 the great Dodge automobile 
factory was sold to Dillon Read & Co., 
then at the inception of a skyrocketing 
career as Wall Street brokers. Dillon 
Read paid to the Dodges the sum of $146,- 
000,000 cash for the transfer of this en- 
terprise. Thereupon, Walter Chrysler, 
who had been playing around with the 
old Maxwell car, came into the picture 
and formed his own corporation to take 


over the Dodge plant. One-half of the 
$146,000,000 went to the estate of Horace 
Dodge; the other half to the estate of 
John Dodge. 

Horace Dodge, Sr., had only two chil- 
dren, Horace Jr. and Delphine. Delphine 
married James H. R. Cromwell. They 
were later divorced and Jimmy then 
married Doris Duke, sometimes called 
the richest girl in the world because of 
her inheritance of the Duke tobacco em- 
pire. Horace Dedge, Jr., has had several 
wives, from each of whom he has been 
divorced seriatim. 

When Detroit’s finest hotel, the Book- 
Cadillac, was built, “Major” Horace 
Dodge’s mother, now Mrs. Hugh Dill- 
man, held the first evening ball in it, in 
honor of “Major” Horace’s sister, Del- 
phine. The decorations for that eve- 
ning’s affair cost $20,000, and the total 
outlay was upwards of $32,000 for the 
dance, 

“Major” Horace Dodge’s mother gave 
him a yacht, named Delphine, which 
was built by the Great Lakes Engineer- 
ing Co. in Detroit at a cost of $1,- 
500,000 and which cost $5,000 a day to 
operate. When built it was supposed to 
be the finest afloat. 

This is the Horace Dodge to whom the 
Army now hands out a commission as a 
major. How uninspiring. How silly. 
How stupid. 

Those responsible for such an asinine 
bandying about of Army commissions 
should be disciplined or discharged. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Rrcorp and include 
therein a letter addressed to the Presi- 
dent by Mr, Truman Ward. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a radio speech I made on the 
challenge for service in the Navy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? n 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Rercorp and include 
therein messages by the American Chris- 
tian clergy on the persecution of the 
Jews in Europe. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentlema 
from New York? ' 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Recorp and include therein some 
remarks on the war-work plan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent that at the conclusion 
of the special orders today I may be per- 
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serrate to address the House for 5 min- 
utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that today, at the 
conclusion of the special orders hereto- 
fore entered, I may be permitted to ad- 
dress the House for 10 minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today following 
the specia! orders heretofore entered I 
may be permitted to address the House 
fo: 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the Delegate 
from Alaska? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. GATHINGS] is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 


JAPANESE IN THE ALEUTIAN ISLANDS 


Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I shall 
not take the full time allotted to me inas- 
much as tne Delegate from Alaska iMr, 
Drmonp] will proceed for 20 minutes later 
today on the same subject. 

Mr. Speaker, it was pleasing to read in 
Sunday’s paper the Navy’s communiqué 
which said, “United States naval forces 
bombarded enemy ships and shore estab- 
lishments at Kiska,” and further it read: 

On August 8, east longitude date, a task 
force of the Pacific Fleet bombarded enemy 
ships and installations in Kiska Harbor 
(Aleutian Islands). 


We cannot permit the yellow man to 
remain longer in this hemisphere. He 
started his penetration by landing a small 
force on the island of Attu in early June. 
He next nested on the island of Agattu, 
and later penetrated the prize package 
of all, the island of Kiska, with its fine 
harbor suitable to accommodate even 
more ships than Pearl Harbor. 

I am sure the Navy and War Depart- 
ments appreciate the gravity of this sit- 
uation, and they should be commended 
for the consistent peppering given the 
Japs who are based there. But the people 
of this country cannot understand why 
the job of driving them from our terri- 
tory hasn't been finished long before this 
time. 

Ttrust that the United States Navy and 
the United States Air Forces will send 
bombers in such magnitude as to com- 
pletely annihilate the Japs in the Aleu- 
tians. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. HOLLAND] 
is recognized for 20 minutes. y 


A STUCK PIG SQUEALS 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent, to proceed for an ad- 
ditional 15 minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, this is 
a time of crisis in our war of survival. 
It is a time when every American, every 
real American, must wish—as I do—that 
he could be with our troops in the field, 
offering the strength of his body and 
the courage of his heart as a bulwark 
against our enemies and as a weapon for 
their destruction. 

It was not until the Army rejected my 
application for combat duty that I con- 
sented to running for Congress. And to 
myself—and to my constituents—I then 
made a vow which I mean to keep. 

I made a pledge that I would use this 
office to the best of my ability as an in- 
strument of victory. 

If I were refused permission to fight 
our enemies abroad—then with all the 
strength that is in me, and with the help 
of God, I would deal with our enemies 
at home. 

In a campaign speech delivered last 
May 13 over a Pittsburgh radio station, 
I said: 

To wage an all-out war, we must deal 
firmly with the defeatists, the sowers of dis- 
sension, the spreaders of hate, who are work- 
ing with the Axis war lords to interrupt and 
hamper our country’s war effort. The fifth 
columnists may expect no mercy nor toler- 
ance from me. I want them ferreted out 
from their slimy hiding places. I want them 
exposed—those in high places, in the so- 
called Cliveden sets, as well as the half- 
cracked tools of Goebbels’ propaganda ma- 
chine. 


So, no higher up told me what to do, 
Mr. Speaker. My conscience told me 
what to do. 

I came to Congress, the most junior 
Member ofthis distinguished body. The 
people of my district had told me what 
to do. 

I had never seen the Washington 
Times-Herald until I came to Congress. 
I had seen the New York Daily News 
from time to time. It is sold in Pitts- 
burgh, because it has so many comic 
strips. In Washington I began to read 
the Times-Herald. I read it first incred- 
ulously—then I got mad—then I began 
to investigate. 

I realized that here—in the persons of 
the Patterson family—were the “de- 
featists, the sowers of dissension, the 
spreaders of hate.” Each day the edi- 
torial columns of their papers carried 
further evidence that Joseph Medill Pat- 
terson and his little sister Cissie were 
the arch-type of fifth columnists in high 
places—more dangerous by far than the 
“half-cracked tools of Goebbels’ propa- 
ganda machine,” such as the Pelleys. the 
Dillings, and the Nobles. 

I took the floor of this House last Mon- 
day to say just that. 

I knew what I was getting into: I 
am a junior Member of Congress, but I 
have been in politics for a long time. 
I know the power of money. I know 
what it means for a man in public life to 
incur the feverish hostility of a combina- 
tion of newspapers whose circulation 
runs into the millions. 

There is an old saying on the south 
side of Pittsburgh, where I come from, 
about the unwisdom of entering a poison 
gas engagement with a skunk. That is 
triply true when the skunks are a species 
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that travels in packs, or at least in family 
parties. 

The best reply, off-hand, that Joseph 
Medill Patterson could think of was 
“You're a liar.” Not so flashy for a 
supposedly able newspaperman. 

The best reply little sister Cissie could 
think of was “That goes for me, too. 
You are a liar.” Imitative, and rather 
unladylike for a former ornament of the 
European nobility. 

Then Joseph Medill Patterson called 
up his distinguished ancestors from their 
sleeping places to testify as character 
witnesses for him. I will venture to say 
he found them turning in their graves. 
That family was accustomed to smash 
copperheads—not breed them. 

Said Joseph Medill Patterson: 

One of our grandfathers was born of 
Scotch-Irish parents in New Brunswick, 
Canada, whence he was removed as an in- 
fant to the United States. The families 
of the other three grandparents had been 
in the United States for several generations. 
Members served in the Revolutionary, Civil, 
and World Wars. There is no German, 
Italian, or Japanese blood in us. We are of 
Irish extraction (both north and south), 
with a trace of Holland Dutch. 


I come of the same strain myself— 
Irish extraction, both north and south. 
But, I should be ashamed to use my 
racial antecedents, and them alone, as 
a proof of my loyalty to this country. 

Vidkun Quisling, whose name will 
forever live in infamy, is a pure-blooded 
Norwegian, and a traitor to his country. 

Pierre Laval is a pure-blooded 
Frenchman from the heart of the 
Auvergne, and a traitor. 

De Grelle is a Belgian; Mussert is a 
Dutchman; Pavelitch is a Croatian; and 
all have betrayed their countries. 

Sir Oswald Mosely is an Englishman, 
born to the purple, and he i: in an in- 
ternment camp for enemies of Britain. 

Even Benito Mussolini, Hitler’s body 
servant, is an Italian, born in the Ro- 
magna. Yet he delivered his country 
to Hitler. 

No, Mr. Speaker; it is not by blood 
that we can prove our Americanism. It 
is by word and deed. 

I would rather put my trust in the 
patriotism of the- boys of my district 
who are in the services—sons, as they 
are, of Slavic steelworkers, Polish mill 
men, Hungarian craftsmen, Jewish mer- 
chants, Irish railroaders, and the rest— 
than I would in the finely distilled Amer- 
icanism of Joseph Medill Patterson. 

Their love for this country is real and 
vibrant—a living thing. Patterson’s 
love for this country has been consumed 
in his hatred for its President. 

And, I would rather trust the men of 
this country who come of German or 
Italian stock, whose parents came here 
sevking freedom, who have been bred 
and brought up as Americans, than I 
would Joseph Medill Patterson. 

While Patterson sabotages the war 
effort at home, generals named Eisen- 
hower and Spaatz prepare to carry the 
war to Hitler—and patriots like Fiorello 
LaGuardia give him lessons in what it 
means to be an American. 

No, Mr. Speaker, it is Adolf Hitler and 
Joseph Medill Patterson and the Ku Klux 
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Klan who tell you that a man’s behavior 
is governed by his ancestral blood. 

Joseph Medill Patterson ‘s in fit com- 
pany—the company he seeks, and the 
company where he belongs. 

“This country has treated us well— 
superlatively well. What could we gain 
by having it fall?” asks Joseph Medill Pat- 
terson. 

France treated Pierre Laval well— 
superlatively well. He had held the 
highest office in the state—that of 
premier. He had accumulated great 
wealth. He had married his daughter 
into the highest social circles. 

Yet this man betrayed France, be- 
cause he lusted for power, absolute pow- 
er, and because he hated democracy and 
the French Republic. So he and others 
like him pushed France over the preci- 
pice and in collaboration with the Nazis 
they are despoiling the fair land of 
France, and selling her people into 
Slavery. 

In truth, Mr. Speaker, it is by their 
words and their deeds that men shall be 
judged, on earth as before the throne of 
God. Their protestations mean nothing. 
And Joseph Medill Patterson and his 
little sister Cissie stand accused, and 
stand convicted, out of their own mouths. 

It is natural for a stuck pig to squeal, 
Mr. Speaker. I expected loud and terri- 
fying howls when I spoke last Monday, 
and I expect even more blood-curdling 
screams of hate and passion to follow. 
I am not a bit scared. I have always 
liked a fight, and this fight is for my 
country. 

This is a fight for the boys in service— 
a fight we owe them, to make sure that 
they are not betrayed at home while they 
die on battlefields across the seas. 

This is a fight for the parents of Amer- 
ica who have given their boys to our 
country—a fight to make sure that their 
boys do not fight in a cause lost because 
of the rich and powerful enemies of de- 
mocracy at home. 

It is the kind of fight I like. 

I said I would prove in this House 
that the Patterson papers follow the lines 
of Hitler’s propaganda. Iam going todo 
just that. 

I have just read every editorial pub- 
lished in the New York Daily News since 
the outbreak of war. It will take me 
some time to wipe the slime off. Let us 
see, today, how extracts from those edi- 
torials tie in with the propaganda war 
waged by Hitler and Goebbels. 

I have no time today to deal with the 
use of the Letters to the Editor columns 
as a vehicle for Nazi viewpoints. I have 
not the time to deal in detail with the 
coloration of news stories, with the char- 
acter of a man named John O'Donnell, 
chief of the New York Daily News’ Wash- 
ington Bureau, with the innuendo and 
character assassination of the gossip col- 
umns of the papers. Those things will 
come later. Or, perhaps, the Department 
of Justice will relieve me of the responsi- 
bility. 

The editorials in a newspaper are the 
direct responsibility of its publisher and 
editors, They are considered statements. 
They are not rushed by dead lines, and 


their writers have plenty of time to check 
facts. 
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What does Hitler want the American 
people to believe? 

Through his propaganda, we know he 
wants us to believe, for one thing, that 
our Allies are weak, cowardly, undepend- 
able, and unworthy of our support. Of 
course, he wants them to believe the same 
things about us. 

How does Patterson serve his game? 

I am not going to furnish dates as I 
go along, because that will slow up this 
speech and consume time—but all of 
these statements, which I will quote, have 
been made since the first of December 
1941—the week preceding Pearl Harbor 
and the time elapsed since. 

Of the brave and indomitable Dutch, 
Patterson says: 

If we fight in the Pacific, shall we be 
fighting to keep the Dutch East Indies for- 
ever the property of the exiled government 
of Holland? That government was bowled 
over on its home grounds in 5 days by the 
German steamroller attack of May 1940; it 
now lives in London. Are we obligated to 
fight to keep that shadowy regime forever 
Possessed of a set of islands on the other 
side of the world? 


Thus, he pays his respects to one of 
the finest, bravest, most truly democratic 
people whom the world has ever known. 

Of the people of the Philippines, who 
fought so bravely side by side with the 
men of Bataan: 

We shall be hearing a great deal both 
from Philippine politicians and American 
emotionalists about our sacred obligation to 
defend the Philippines after this foul attack 
upon them without warning by the Jap- 
anese. That is just too bad, we think. 


That is Joseph Medill Patterson speak- 
ing of the Filipinos. 

Of the Russians, who have fought so 
stubbornly and well: 

Of course, if the Russian victories carry 
through to the ultimate smashing of the 
German military power, we face the pros- 
pect that Russia will insist on communizing 
Europe Czar Alexander I insisted on 
autocratizing Europe after his armies gave 
Napoleon the shove that finally led to Water- 
loo. So it may be that when and if the first 
enemy on our list, Germany, is put down, we 
may find that Communist Russia is the next 
enemy we've got to fight. 


And this at a later date: 

Stalin made a nonaggression pact with 
Hitler once before and Stalin always acts for 
his own interests first. We cannot pump 
enough stars into our eyes to believe that “Pal 
Joey” is incapable of making a separate peace 
if he feels that is his only way out, or even 
of changing sides. 


And further: | 
: There is always the danger that peace be- 
tween Stalin and Hitler might break out at 
any time. 


That is how Patterson regards the na- 
tion which up until now has made by far 
the greatest contribution to the war 
against Hitler. 

The commonest Nazi argument ad- 
dressed to the British people is the tale 
that the United States is fighting to in- 
herit the British Empire and dominions. 
Of course, over here they use the opposite 
face of the story. They say that America 
is fighting to preserve the British Empire. 

Patterson serves both facets of this 
trick. 
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He agitates for the annexation of Can- 
ada to the United States: 


We think Messrs. Churchill and Roosevelt 
and Prime Minister Mackenzie King, who is 
going to sit in on some of the White House 
conferences, might well consider the possi- 
Had of a merger of Canada and the United 

tates, 


That is ideal grist for the Nazi propa- 
ganda mill in Berlin. And Patterson also 
Says: 

If the British do not strike now for the 
heart of Hitler’s power, there is danger they 
will lose the British Empire beyond our ability 
to help them retrieve it. 


To further instill good feeling between 
comrades in arms, Patterson puts the 
guilt for this war on Britain—the nation 
which went so far in trying to appease 
Hitler in a vain effort to keep the peace 
that it almost broke the heart of the free 
world. Says Patterson: 

The British didn’t go into World War No. 1 
with the assumption that we ‘would help 
them win. But it seems apparent to us that 
they started World War No. 2 for the protec- 
tion of Danzig and the Polish Corridor on 
that assumption. 


There he accuses the British of starting 
this war. 

The Chinese have been fighting our 
enemy, Japan, for 5 years, fighting with 
bare hands, dying by the millions, but 
fighting on—unconquered and uncon- 
querable, 

Patterson pays this Asiatic people, our 
ally, this gratuitous insult: 

The line between the yellow and white 
races in the Pacific will have to be definitely 
drawn some day. 


The good-neighbor policy of the Presi- 
dent and Secretary Hull is a favorite tar- 
get of Nazi propaganda. The Nazis al- 
ways picture this country as an imperial- 
istic nation bent on exploiting the lands 
to the south, and their flow of propa- 
ganda poison to Latin America is una- 
bated. Joseph Medill Patterson helps 
them, as follows: x 

It is a big scheme. 

What it will amount to, if adopted, will 
be that the United States will assume a kind 
of protectorate over all Latin America, mean- 
ing over every now independent country 
south of the Rio Grande. * * * We think 
the plan is a blueprint for making the 
Western Hemisphere over into a giant Switz- 
erland—a nation of many languages, numer- 
ous sectional frictions and misunderstand- 
ings—with Uncle Sam holding the entire bag. 


That is how Patterson aids the good- 
neighbor policy—for Hitler. 

It does not matter what nation it is or 
where in the globe it fights for freedom. 
If it is on our side, the New York Daily 
News and the Washington edition, gotten 
out by little sister Cissie, can find noth- 
ing good to say about it. In this respect 
they follow the Hitler propaganda line. 

The next phase of the Hitler propa- 
ganda, addressed to our country, is based 
on defeatism: the argument that the war 
is unnecessary—that it cannot be won— 
that even if it is won, democracy will be 
lost and life will not be worth living. 
In following this part of the Hitler line, 
Patterson excels. Here are some choice 
bits of Patterson defeatism: 
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On the precedent of history, we assume that 
this war will end some day—perhaps even in 
our lifetime, who knows? 


And: 

So at this time it looks as if this war will 
not be finished in all theaters for 5, 8, maybe 
10 years. At the end of it all we ought to 
have a fine Army and Navy and Air Force, 
even if we have nothing else. 

And: 

‘There may be finally some kind of federa- 
tion of the world, parliament of man, league 
of nations, or whatever it may be called. 
But we think this will come to pass, not 
after the present war, but after several more 
big wars. 


Further: 
The most probable result is what is tech- 
nically called national bankruptcy. 


Further still: 

The present war is going to end sometime, 
as did World War No. 1; but the odds are safe 
at 999 to 1 that World War No. 2 is only going 
to sow the seeds of another war of like size 
when the crop of youth is ripe once more. 


And this climax: 

From Mr. Hull's speech, it appears that we 
are to fight gladly and for quite a long while, 
barring some huge stroke of luck, to force our 
ideas of democracy on the rest of the world, 
while losing much of our democracy at home 
in the meantime. 

That is what is going on, all right. It is 
more annoying than serious when an eastern 
motorist can’t buy 6 gallons of gasoline for 
his car in 1 week. It is something else again 
when the Government can tap any man be- 
tween 20 and 44 on the shoulder and say, 
“Son, you’ve got to go and fight for the free- 
dom of New Caledonia, in New Caledonia.” 


Mr. Speaker, we have troops in New 
Caledonia, troops sent there to keep that 
island, a vital point on the supply line to 
Australia and a great repository of nickel, 
an essential war material, from falling 
into the hands of the Japanese. That 
statement of the New York Daily News, 
made in its issue of July 25, is to my mind 
an incitement of troops which may be 
sent to reinforce that garrison—an in- 
citement to mutiny. It is as seditious 
as anything ever uttered by that foul- 
mouthed traitor and seditionmonger, 
William Dudley Pelley, who will soon be 
sentenced for a long term of imprison- 
ment. 

Adolf Hitler profits by every drop in 
the morale of the American civilian pop- 
ulation or in our armed forces. Joseph 
Medill Patterson serves Adolf Hitler 
faithfully and well when he urges his 
2,000,000 readers to get drunk and stay 
drunk for the duration of the war. This 
in his astonishing statement: 

In short, to fight to preserve the American 
way of life, we are checking large pieces of 
that way with Mr. Mars for the duration of 
the war. Our hopes of restoring the world 
after the war to anywhere near its pre-war 
condition are small. We'll be lucky if we 
can recognize the old place at all. So if 
you've always been going to write a book or a 
play some day, you'd better write it now. 
If you've been going to swear off liquor or 
tobacco, better do it now, or, contrariwise, 
swear on. (Our advice would be to do the 
latter; it’s a short life at best, so why not 
make as merry a one as may be?) 


Throughout the country, millions of 
patriotic men and women are working 
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hard in civilian defense activities. Pat- 
terson calls them “peanut Hitlers, show- 
offs, slackers, and agitators.” 

Hitler could not do better. 

The conservation of scarce materials 
is an essential of war. The Axis radio 
stations continually commiserate with 
the American people, because rationing 
is affecting our luxurious way of life. 
They are awfully sorry for us, and it is all 
the fault of the Washington bureau- 
crats, headed by ‘that terrible man 
Roosevelt. 

Patterson is their cheer leader. They 
Pick up their tips from him. His motto 
is, “This business of enforced and need- 
less deprivation, just to make us sor- 
rowful, is silly.” 

To him, a possible shortage in Martini 
cocktails looms as a tragedy of war. I 
quote: 

So, while no serious shortage of rye or 
bourbon is now expected, an acute shortage 
of gin is reported more than likely. That 
will be tough on Americans who simply do 
like Martinis and don’t like Manhattans— 
meaning quite a number of Americans. Why 


their personal liberty should be destroyed 
in this matter, we cannot see. 


When you read a thing like that, and 
think of the men who lived on mule meat 
on Bataan and the sailors who drift in 
open boats without food and sometimes 
without water—it makes you sick at the 
stomach. 

It is simply and utterly foul. 

American civilians have not yet felt 
the pinch of war except in the most 
minor degree. Yet Patterson says: 

We cannot keep up our home-front morale 
it our gasoline and oil are to be cut off and 
our food curtailed, while Washington bureau- 
crats tell us such deprivations are good for 
us and will make better nen and women of us. 


He sees totalitarianism in the simple 
request that the people turn in their old 
tubes of toothpaste, and in the elimina- 
tion of cuffs on trousers. Nazi propa- 
ganda is always aimed at making Ameri- 
icans, who are predisposed toward de- 
mocracy, believe that their own Govern- 
ment is becoming dictatorial. This is 
Patterson’s loudest cry. 

Three days before Pearl Harbor this 
was his cry: 

In short, Roosevelt is now a dictator. 
* * © We think it is entirely conceivable 
that the Roosevelt dictatorship will believe 
it to be its duty to mankind to postpone the 
1942 congressional elections in this country 
on some pretext or other. 


This theme has been frequently re- 
peated, even as the primary elections 
proceed. 

And, this part of the Patterson-Axis 
line: 

As for getting our liberties back after the 
war--—we won't get all of them back in any 
event. We can be confident that after the 


War, we'll be more totalitarian than ever 
before. That is how those things go. 


Everyone knows that the President of 
the United States is the chief target of 
the Nazi propaganda machine every- 
where in the world. Hitler knows that 
Roosevelt is the man who stands between 
him and world domination. He hates 
the President and would destroy him. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Patterson shares that hatred and he too 
seeks to destroy the President. He 
blames Roosevelt for the war. I quote: 
Perhaps if our leaders had tried to keep 
this country’s skirts clear of the fight, and 
had made frequent and sincere offers to 
negotiate, we could have stayed out. 


That is just what Hitler says over and 
over again. 

On the day of Pearl Harbor he honored 
the President of the United States with 
the same kind of diatribe he gave me 
the other day. Patterson called me a 
liar. Of the President, he said: “How 
can we believe him?” 

While Jap planes were bombing Pearl 
Harbor the presses of the New York 
Daily News and the Washington Times- 
Herald were printing an editorial at- 
tacking the veracity of the President of 
the United States and berating him for 
sending troops to Iceland and Green- 
land. If he had not done so, Pearl Har- 
bor may well have been duplicated on 
our eastern seaboard at New York, Bos- 
ton, and Baltimore. 

But, to Joseph Medill Patterson, the 
President, like Congressman HOLLAND, 
was a liar. 

The Patterson venom, the Patterson 
hatred, foamed up and boiled over in an 
editorial on August 2, in which Franklin 
D. Roosevelt, chosen President of this 
country by a free vote of the people— 
against the opposition of the wealth and 
most of the press of the country—was 
compared to the military conqueror, 
Julius Caesar. 

The assassination of Julius Caesar is 
the most famous political crime in his- 
tory. The Patterson papers all but 
state—through the filthy parallel they 
draw—that only a similar political crime 
can end the tenure in office of the Presi- 
dent of this Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a limit some- 
where to freedom of the press. Democ- 
racy cannot permit the very freedoms 
which it cherishes to destroy the very 
structure of freedom. We cannot per- 
mit our liberty to be destroyed by those 
who use it as a weapon against the se- 
curity of our country. 

I believe that the press of the United 
States, opposed though it may be to many 
things which I believe in for the domes- 
tic welfare of this Nation, is the fairest, 
the best informed, the most honest, and 
the most patriotic press in the world. 
It has always been so. I know that to- 
day it is ashamed of the Pattersons and 
their cousin in Chicago. I know that 
the decent press of America wants to 
win this war, just as every decent Amer- 
ican wants to win this war. 

The term of “vermin press” was coined 
to designate the rags published by the 
Pelleys and the Coughlins and the other 
organs of fifth-column opinion in this 
country. 

I say to you, Mr. Speaker, that the 
New York Daily News and the Washing- 
ton Times-Herald and their middle west- 
ern brother in sedition, the Chicago 
Tribune, belong in the same category. 
Despite their cloak of prosperity, their 
fine buildings, their vast circulations, 
their comic strip, their feature stories, 
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their press association memberships, 
these three papers are in spirit and in 
conduct members of the “vermin press.” 
Separate their editorials from the trap- 
pings of a large city newspaper, publish 
them as a separate book, and read them 
as a continuous theme. You will see 
their net effect is to preach defeatism 
among our civilians and mutiny among 
our soldiers, to spread dismay among our 
allies, and to create joy in the hearts 
of our enemies. 

Since I addressed this House last Mon- 
day the Department of Justice has an- 
nounced that it is investigating the pub- 
lication of confidential naval informa- 
tion by the Chicago Tribune, the Wash- 
ington Times-Herald, and the New York 
Daily News. 

This is not their first offense. 

In the week of Pearl Harbor, they ob- 
tained confidential military reports on 
the organizations of American forces if 
it became necessary, as it is now necess- 
ary, to invade the Continent of Europe. 
The Washington Times-Herald published 
that story under these headlines: 

“War plan exposé rocks Capitol.” 

“Perils Army appropriation bill.” 

“Congress seethes over secret plans for 
5,000,000 A. E. F.” 

“Eight billion Army appropriations bill 
periled by exposé.” 


The filching of confidential military in- 
formation and the subsequent propa- 
ganda aimed at delaying appropriations 
has never been explained to the people of 
the country. 

I suggest it as another item for grand- 
jury inquiry. 

Mr. Speaker, the crimes of Adolf Hitler 
have shocked and revolted the human in- 
stincts of us all. The shooting of hos- 
tages, the starvation of Greece, the ex- 
termination of the leaders of the Polish 
people, the repression of religion, the 
massacres of the Jews, the razing of the 
little Czech town of Lidice—these things 
are cruelties which will never be forgotten 
by the civilized world. Americans in all 
walks of life have not hesitated to ex- 
press their horror. 

But not Joseph Medill Patterson. No- 
where in the editorial columns of the New 
York Daily News, since the outbreak of 
the war, will you find a single expression 
of sympathy for Hitler’s victims or a 
trace of indignation over the crimes com- 
mitted by the Nazis. 

Joseph Medill Patterson has cynicism 
and criticism and mockery in plenty for 
our allies, but he has nowhere demon- 
strated that he possesses a sense of moral 
outrage for the brutality of the Nazis. 
Here, too, Joseph Medill Patterson fol- 
lows the Nazi propaganda line. 

Even in the matter of the second front, 
Joseph Medill Patterson aids Hitler. 
We all recognize that a second front is a 
matter of military urgency. We know 
that our Government undoubtedly desires 
it, and is pushing plans for it. 

Patterson, too, advocates a second 
front—but he says it is a job for the 
British, and the British alone. 

I submit to you, Mr. Speaker, that 
nothing can be so calculated to delay the 
opening of a second front in Europe as 
the sowing of suspicion in Britain that 
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when the front is opened, Americans will 
not be there to support it. Here, again, 
Joseph Medill Patterson serves Hitler’s 
game, and serves it with a vengeance. 

It is not necessary to be in contact with 
the enemy in order to bring him aid and 
comfort. 

It is not necessary to receive a daily 
memo from the Wilhelmstrasse to know 
what will weaken America and strengthen 
her enemies. 

It is only necessary to share a common 
hatred; to desire the same results; to 
think in the same patterns. 

And I repeat again that Joseph Medill 
Patterson and Eleanor Patterson walk in 
the path of Hitler, share his hatred of 
Roosevelt, share his hatred for Britain, 
share his hatred for Russia, think with 
him that democracy is degenerate and 
freedom archaic, desire with him to cre- 
ate a world in which Europe will be domi- 
nated by Hitler, Asia by Japan, and the 
Western Hemisphere directed by a Fas- 
cist America, working in unison with its 
overlord across the seas. 

This is a foreign war, Mr. Speaker, 
yet it is also a war of ideas—the war of 
the idea of freedom versus the idea of 
tyranny. z 

There are those in this country, I am 
sorry to say—a tiny group, but a power- 
ful group—who have become infected 
with the virus of tyranny which has un- 
leashed this dreadful plague upon the 
world. To the end that this group con- 
sists of Americans, Mr. Speaker, this war 
is a civil war as well asa foreign war. It 
cannot be won until our enemies at home 
are conquered and rendered harmless. 

Mr. Speaker, six Nazi saboteurs were 
electrocuted at the Washington jail the 
other day. 

We are not a sadistic people, but we 
were glad to see those men executed. 
They had been sent here to make war 
upon us, stealthy war of sabotage, to 
wreck our industries, to smash our trans- 
portation systems, to attack our war 
effort on our home grounds with dyna- 
mite and fire. We called these men 
saboteurs and spies, and we executed 
them, 

Mr. Speaker, had those men actually 
succeeded in blowing up the main line of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad at the Horse- 
shoe Curve, as they plotted to do, they 
would have inflicted a great blow. 

But all the physical sabotage they 
planned, had it been successfully exe- 
cuted, could not accomplish one-half the 
damage done by the moral sabotage com- 
mi by Joseph Medill Patterson, 
Eleanor Patterson, and Robert McCor- 
mick. 

Daily these publishers rub at the mo- 
rale of the American people. Daily they 
sow suspicion. Daily they preach that 
we are a nation of fools, led by rascais 
into a hopeless struggle, 

Daily they wear at the moral fiber of 
the people, softening it, rotting it, pre- 
paring us for defeat. 

And in war, as Napoleon Bonaparte 
said, the moral is to the material as 
three is to one. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 
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THE LATE CHRISTOPHER D. SULLIVAN 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to announce the death of my former col- 
league, Christopher D. Sullivan, who was 
a Member of this House from 1917 to 
1940. He was a Member from the district 
adjoining mine in the State of New York. 

Christopher Sullivan was born in the 
city of New York in 1870, and was edu- 
cated at the St. James Parochial School 
and St. Mary’s Academy. 

He received his early instruction in 
politics from his well-known uncle, 
known to the people of the East Side of 
New York as Big Tim Sullivan. 

“Christy” Sullivan began his career as 
& printer, and then as a real-estate man, 
but through Big Tim and a brother 
Florrie he was drawn into politics and 
became a Democratic leader on the lower 
East Side. In 1908 he was elected to the 
State senate, where one of his colleagues, 
a few years later, was Franklin D. Roose- 
velt. He remained in the State senate 
until 1916, when he was elected to Con- 
gress from the Thirteenth District. 
From then until 1940 he served continu- 
ously as a Representative, retiring in 1940 
to give his entire time to the leadership 
of Tammany Hall, to which he had been 
elected in 1937. He served as leader until 
recently, and upon relinquishing the post 
as leader of Tammany Hall he reverted 
to the leadership of his own district. 

It was in the clubhouse of his own dis- 
trict that he passed away suddenly on 
August 3, 1942. While discussing the af- 
fairs of the club with some of the mem- 
bers he said he felt ill. He was per- 
suaded to lie down on a lounge in the 
room. When it was noticed that one 
arm was hanging limp the others in the 
room tried to get a doctor from a nearby 
office, but he was not in. They then 
called Gouverneur Hospital and police 
headquarters. A police emergency squad 
worked over him with an inhalator, but 
he was beyond aid, Father Edward, a 
member of the Franciscan Order of the 
Roman Catholic Church of the Most 
Precious Blood, Canal and Baxter Streets, 
administered the last rites. 

It was typical of Christopher Sullivan 
that in the more than two decades in 
which he served in the House of Repre- 
sentatives he never made a speech. 
However, when the time came for a vote 
he was always here. He was literally a 
man of few words, sincerely modest, al- 
most shy in manner, but a witty and 
forceful conversationalist in informal 
gatherings. His strong influence in pol- 
itics grew from his understanding of the 
intricacies of the game and from his 
unswerving loyalty to his political asso- 
ciates. 

Among his friends Mr. Sullivan was 
noted for his devotion to his family. His 
11 grandchildren were one of his chief 
prides. His wife, the former Nell Dona- 
hue, died in 1910, and he never remarried. 

I venture to say, Mr. Speaker, there 
are very few men in this House who can 
boast of a record of being in the Con- 
gress of the United States from 1917 to 
1940 without making a political speech 
or without even extending their remarks 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. Speaker, the country has lost a 
great citizen and his district has lost a 
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great friend. We will remember 
“Christy” Sullivan, as he left us in 1940, 
a statesman, a gentleman, and a fine 
citizen. May his soul rest in peace. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, the entire delegation from Mis- 
sissippi joins in expressing profound sor- 
row at the passing of our distinguished 
friend and former colleague, “Christy” 
Sullivan, of New York. 

During all the years I have served in 
this House I have never been thrown with 
@ more congenial member; a man of 
courage, a man of integrity, and a man 
whose love of his country, whose patriot- 
ism, was above question. I believe it was 
Longfellow who once said: 

I shot an arrow into the air, 

It fell to earth I know not where. 
For so swiftly it flew the sight 

Could not follow in its flight. 

I breathed a song into the air, 

It fell to earth I know not where. 
For who has sight so keen and strong 
That it can follow the flight of song. 
Long, long afterward in an oak 

I found the arrow still unbroke. 
And the song from beginning to end, 
I found again in the heart of a friend. 


Every one who ever knew “Christy” 
Sullivan found in his heart the song of 
friendship, the love of his fellow man, and 
a supreme devotion to the welfare of his 
country. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, the 
death of Christopher D. Sullivan, known 
to all of us as “Christie” Sullivan, in New 
York a week ago was a shock to his many. 
friends, especially to those who have come 
in contact with him in recent months 
because he appeared to be in perfect 
health. 

I met Mr. Sullivan when he came to 
Washington in 1916 as Representative in 
Congress from the Thirteenth District in 
Manhattan, and he served continuously 
until 1940, when he voluntarily retired. 
At the time of his retirement he was the 
ranking member of the Ways and Means 
Committee. 

He was educated at St. James Parochial 
School and St. Mary’s Academy in New 
York. He entered the real estate busi- 
ness, but in 1908 entered politics and was 
elected to the New York State Senate, 
at which time he sat beside a newly 
elected Senator, who was none other 
than Franklin D. Roosevelt. He con- 
tinued his service in the New York Sen- 
ate until 1916, when he was elected to 
Congress. Mr. Sullivan left Congress, 
becoming the leader of Tammany Hall, 
which position he held until about a year 
ago. 

His district was on the lower East 
Side in New York, and his success was 
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due to his contact with the people of 
that section. The door of his office was 
always open and it was in his office that 
he passed away. He had made it a habit 
for years to interview those who desired 
to see him on Monday and Wednesday 
nights, and he was talking to his friends 
when he was stricken. The poor of the 
East Side in New York will really miss 
him, because he was their friend. Al- 
though he never engaged in debate he 
Was a power on the side lines. His out- 
standing personality made him friends 
with everyone with whom he came in 
contact. He was loyal to the party that 
he represented. 

I am sure that I voice the sentiments 
of all here who knew him in extending 
sympathy to his children and his many 
grandchildren, 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, some 
of our colleagues from New York and 
other States, including the State of 
Pennsylvania, have asked me to submit 
a general request, and I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that all Members of 
the House who desire to do so may be 
permitted to extend their remarks in the 
Recorp on the life, character, and public 
service of the late Christopher D. Sulli- 
van. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. EserHar- 
TER] is recognized for 10 minutes. 


SERVICEMEN’S DEPENDENTS ALLOTMENT 
BILL 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, 
on August 3 of this year a joint resolu- 
tion was introduced which had for its 
purpose the amendment of what is 
known as the servicemen’s dependents 
allotment bill, Public Law 625 of the 
Seventy-seventh Congress. Unanimous 
consent was asked at that time for the 
immediate consideration of the joint res- 
olution and at that time I reserved the 
right to object and stated that in the 
first place there was an understanding 
that no important legislation would be 
passed at this time and that the grant- 
ing of such unanimous consent request 
would not be in conformity with such 
understanding. 

In the second place, another reason 
for objecting was because I sincerely 
and honestly believed that there was 
very good reason for that clause being 
inserted in the original act, and in the 
third place I do not now think and I 
did not think at that time that the pur- 
pose which the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi {Mr. RANKIN] had in mind 
when he first submitted the unanimous 
consent request would be served; in 
other words, it would not, in any way, 
fulfill his intention. 

As far as I am personally concerned, 
I certainly will be agreeable to the pas- 
sage of an amendment to that bill which 
will permit such payments to the de- 
pendents of servicemen at any time the 
War Department or the Navy Depart- 
ment is ready to do so, provided that 
the Committee on Military Affairs which 
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had charge of the bill will so recom- 
mend or provided a majority of the 
members of that committee are willing 
that it ve done. 

One of the reasons which should be 
taken into consideration by the mem- 
bership of the House, and one thing that 
I want the people of the country to know 
is that in the first place there are at the 
present time approximately four and 
one-half million boys in the service. It 
is estimated that the War Department 
will have 1,700,000 applications from 
soldiers for payment of allowances to 
their dependents. There will be approx- 
imately 100,000 applications from sail- 
ors for payment of allowances to their 
dependents. There will be many from 
the marines. There will be many from 
the Coast Guard and from the other 
services. 

Now, suppose the War Department 
would start to send out checks as soon 
as a few cases had been approved. We 
would then be in the position of paying a 
few of the large number of dependents 
many, many weeks ahead of others, 
Suppose in one block on one street a 
soldier’s last name commences with the 
letter “A,” and the War Department or 
the Navy Department, under the system 
which they might establish would first 
send out checks to those whose names 
commenced with the letter “A”; and in 
the same block there would be some 
other dependents whose name began 
with the last letter of the alphabet, “Z.” 
Those people would not get their checks 
for many weeks after the others. The 
question is, Would that be fair? Should 
not all dependents get their checks at 
the same time? 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I am 
supporting the Rankin amendment. I 
believe it is working a hardship in many 
cases upon wives and children when the 
head of the family and breadwinner is in 
the service and these payments should 
commence immediately and be expedited 
as rapidly as possible, I will say. Is the 
gentleman aware of the fact that the 
press of the country now is apparently, 
either acting under a misapprehension or 
deliberately misrepresenting the purpose 
behind the clause in that legislation to 
which the gentleman has referred, de- 
ferring the time of payment to November 
1? I wish to read an excerpt from an 
editorial published in my State and dis- 
trict: 


Congress has been generous in its grants 
to wives, children, mothers, and sisters of 
men in the armed forces of the country. The 
bills have been passed and signed by the 
President. But several months’ delay will 
now result and many dependents who need 
this money will not receive it until the 1st 
of November. 

Then a few days before election, a flood of 
checks will descend upon the Nation, just as 
in previous elections other relief and Work 
Projects Administration checks have been 
sent out on the eve of vote taking. Congress 
inserted a provision in the bill, practically 
prohibiting the payment of these benefits 
until November 1, although the Army and 
Navy could probably have begun to make 
the payments soon after the first of Septem- 
ber, even though the bookkeeping task is 
tremendous, 
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Meanwhile wives and children who need 
the money now will have to wait until just 
before the election, when they will be ex- 
pected to show the proper gratitude by voting 
right a day or so after the checks have been 
received. This is a cheap political trick to 
play on those whose loved ones are facing the 
dangers of wars. 


I will ask my friend the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if there is any justi- 
fication or anything that could be con- 
strued as the truth, as set forth in this 
editorial, in view of the fact that it was 
the War Department that insisted upon 
having the date fixed at November 1, and 
this was done in the other body. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. In answer to the 
gentleman I may say in the first in- 
stance, as he was speaking it occurred 
to me the provisions of the law require 
that none of these checks shall be actu- 
ally paid until November 1. In other 
words, none can be paid before Novem- 
ber 1, but it is not mandatory that they 
be paid on November 1. Now, if they 
are mailed out on November 1, with re- 
spect to the gentleman’s own particular 
district, if they are mailed from Wash- 
ington they certainly could not be de- 
livered by election day, which is on No- 
vember 3. It could not apply to constitu- 
ents in his particular district. 

When this bill passed the House, as I 
understand, it did not contain this clause 
and the matter had not been brought to 
the attention of the membership of the 
House. The bill passed the House with- 
out that clause in it. It went to the 
other body and the Army officers who 
will be in charge of these payments and 
the Navy officials both requested that 
this clause be put in the act, because 
they felt it would be only fair that all 
dependents get their allowances at the 
same time. 

In addition to that, it is a tremendous 
problem to set up the machinery by which 
these payments will be made. I haye 
heard, unofficially, that it will require 
1,200 to 1,500 additional employees in 
the War Department and the Navy De- 
partment in order to pass upon and get 
these checks out. 

Now, suppose a mother has three or 
four boys in the service. Perhaps they 
have been in the service for 9 months or 
12 months. One boy is with a contingent 
that is in Ireland, another with a con- 
tingent in Iceland, and another in Aus- 
tralia. Naturally, it will take a consider- 
ably greater length of time to prove their 
cases and get their applications back 
than it would in the case of a mother 
who has only one boy in the Army and 
he in a camp in this country. In the 
case where the boy is in a camp right 
handy, the mother would get her checks 
months or weeks before .he mother who 
had three or four boys in foreign service. 

Such a distribution may be the cause 
of a great deal of discontent and dissatis- 
faction on the part of those who are en- 
titled to these checks, and may in a gen- 
eral way help to lower the morale of the 
people, because it is very, very difficult 
to explain to every dependent in the 
country why it is necessary for their 
checks to be delayed while other checks 
have been sent out weeks ahead of theirs. 

In addition to that there would be so 
many inquiries coming to the War De- 
partment and the Navy Department ask- 
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ing, “Why haven't I received my check?” 
because the neighbors had received theirs, 
that the War Department would be un- 
der the necessity of answering thousands 
and thousands of communications or of 
totally ignoring them. It would place a 
tremendous burden on the War and Navy 
Departments or, by ignoring them, it 
would help create further discontent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr. 
GarTuincs). The time of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 15 
additional minutes. Several Members 
have indicated they want me to yield, 
and I would like to yield to them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I think 
the gentleman has made a very full and 
what seems to me to be a very logical 
explanation. Is it not a fact that even if 
the clause which is now so objectionable 
and which is contained in the legislation, 
is eliminated it would still probably be 
physically and otherwise impossible to 
make simultaneous and uniform time 
payments throughout the country? 
That is, it absolutely could not be done 
for the reasons the gentleman has so well 
pointed out. You have the element of 
distance, you have the time of making 
the application and the investigation in 
each individual case, ar 7 then preparing 
the checks after the records have been 
made up, and mailing out the checks, 
which is a process that requires a great 
deal of time and a great deal of clerical 
and bookkeeping work, which would re- 
quire a very large personnel which 
would have to be organized. You would 
have to set up a vast machinery of per- 
sonnel which as I understand it has not 
yet been done. It seems to me the prac- 
tical and sensible procedure would be 
to omit the time limitation and permit 
the payments to be made as rapidly as 
possible, which is the usual procedure 
and start doing it at once. Does the 
gentleman know whether the personnel 
has been provided? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. The machinery 
is only in the process of being initially 
set up. 

In further answer to the gentleman, 
may I say that I was informed by an 
officer of the War Department that the 
War Department originally requested 
that the proviso state that no payment 
should be made until 6 months after the 
passage of the bill, but the Members of 
the Congress who had the matter under 
consideration thought that that was too 
long a period and insisted that the War 
Department endeavor to pay these checks 
within 4 months. The date of November 
1 was just accidentally chosen. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. The gen- 
tleman has stated that that was done in 
the other body, before the Senate com- 
mittee? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. That is my un- 
derstanding. The bill did not contain 
that proviso when it passed the House. 
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As far as the clause is concerned, I 
call attention to the fact also that this 
is certainly not a partisan matter as be- 
tween the Republicans and the Demo- 
crats, because the Republicans and the 
Democrats in both branches of the Con- 
gress have voted almost unanimously for 
this provision, so that no blame can be 
attached to either party. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Is it not 
a fact that this provision never came 
before the House as a separate amend- 
ment or was voted upon in any way ex- 
cept as a part of the bill? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. It came to the 
House in a conference report to which 
all the conferees agreed, as I understand. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield to the 
gentieman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. When 
the bill was up in the House, if the gen- 
tleman will recall, it provided that the 
payments should begin 4 months after 
the passage of the act. The gentleman 
will recall that I offered an amendment 
making it 2 months, and the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. THomason], who was in 
charge of the bill, accepted the amend- 
ment and the House agreed to it unani- 
mously, both Democrats and Republi- 
cans. Then the bill went to the Senate, 
and there the Robsion amendment, 
adopted in the House, was eliminated, 
and the date of November 1, 1942, was 
placed in the bill. 

As pointed out by my friend and col- 
league from Washington, I do not think 
it is just the best thing or the proper 
thing, or the most equitable thing to do, 
to require beginning all these payments 
on a certain date. We do not do that 
about anything about proving claims. 

I have been over my district recently 
and have found hundreds of hardship 
cases where husbands have been taken 
into the service leaving dependent wives, 
and, in some cases, dependent children, 
I believe that at the time we passed the 
bill the War and Navy Departments al- 
ready had records of 160,000 dependents. 

I think there ought to be a shorter 
time, and I am going to favor the Rankin 
amendment. I think we ought to cut 
down the time and get these checks to 
the dependents as rapidly as we can, be- 
cause it is important that we do So. 
Some husbands and fathers were in the 
Army and Navy months and months þe- 
fore we passed that bill and, with their 
small pay, were unable to get more than 
a very little money to their wives and 
children. To put off this payment until 
November 1 means that in Many cases 
needy wives and children will have to go 
without this assistance for 8 to 10 
months. It is a serious question with a 
lot of people, and I think the law ought 
to be changed. 

As to the personnel, the building in 
which this activity will be housed was 
erected in Northeast Washington be- 
fore we passed the law. I went out there 
a number of times, for weeks and weeks 
before we passed the law, speaking with 
the colonel in charge out there of de- 
veloping the personnel to handle this 
work. Iam not insisting one way or the 
other about any political implications. 
All I am urging is the great necessity for 


6809 


earlier action than we have contem- 
plated, because if we do not get it hun- 
dreds of thousands of needy wives and 
children throughout this country will be 
without any care at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. May I 
ask the gentleman from Kentucky if he 
does not agree with me that the charge 
of political implications is absolutely 
baseless and unfounded? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I do not 
know why it was put in there. The fact 
of the matter is that I did not know until 
afterward that it was put in there. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. The gen- 
tleman realizes that it was put in there at 
the request of the War Department. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I have 
heard that, but I do not know just why 
the amendment was put in there. The 
bill as it came to the House provided that 
payments would begin the fourth month 
after the passage of the bill. I offered 
an amendment, which was accepted by 
the member of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs in charge of the bill and 
agreed to unanimously by the House, 
both Republicans and Democrats, to the 
effect that the payments were to begin 
2 months after the passage of the bill. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I am glad the 
gentleman set me right on the proposi- 
tion as to the consideration given this 
particular matter when the bill was be- 
fore the House, because I happened to be 
temporarily absent at the time. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. THOMASON], who 
was in charge of the bill, accepted the 
Robsion amendment. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I happened to be 
on the floor on several other occasions 
when this particular matter was dis- 
cussed. As far as the hardship cases are 
concerned, I am in entire sympathy with 
doing everything possible for the de- 
pendents of soldiers and sailors and for 
the soldiers and sailors themselves, and 
that has always been my position, as my 
record in the House will show. I think 
the record of most of the Members of the 
House who have been accused of trying 
to do this thing for political purposes 
will show that they have been very sym- 
pathetic toward going along with any 
proposition for the benefit of the sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines, and their de- 
pendents. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Does the 
gentleman believe we ought to put this 
whole matter off until we work out the 
cases such as he referred to, of the de- 
pendents who have three sons in the 
Army, some of them in distant lands? 
Can we afford to hold it up until we can 
pay everybody at the same time? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I am just pre- 
senting some of the reasons. 

In connection with the hardship cases, 
in a newspaper report a Senator from 
Michigan is reported as stating this: 

The War Department itself has neverthe- 
less adopted a policy tending to alleviate any 
hardship that a soldier’s wife and children 
might suffer if the monthly deduction of $22 


is withheld from his pay for monthly family- 
allowance purposes. Under this policy a vol- 
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untary allotment of $22 a month may be 
made by the soldier, if he so desires, which 
will be available for the wife and children 
through September 1942, the total of such 
payments to be deducted from the accrued 
sum of monthly family allowance initially 
payable after November 1, 1942. 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I will be glad to 
yield to the gentleman, but I hope nobody 
will object when I ask for a little addi- 
tional time. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I cer- 
tainly shall not object. 

In the first place, let me say to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania that my 
amendment does not make it compulsory 
that these allotments or allowances be 
paid now, but merely makes it permissive. 
There are literally thousands of suffering 
fathers and mothers and wives and chil- 
dren of these soldiers, and they are abso- 
lutely in distress. The Navy can make 
these payments now, I may say to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and I 
think the Army can, too. We have 
enough people on the Federal pay roll, 
it seems to me, to whip Japan. Surely 
we can use enough of them to make up 
these records, 

The gentleman says that they can take 
the $22 out of the soldier’s pay. That is 
his allotment. Then if you pay that now 
and then later pay his allowance, you will 
have to have two transactions and you 
simply double the work, whereas if they 
paid them both at the same time in these 
needy cases they will only have to go 
through one transaction. I want to say 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
I cannot see why it would take up any 
-more of his time than was taken up by 
me when I was trying to get through my 
amendment to raise the base pay of the 
men in the service to $50 a month, 

Mr. EBERHARTER. And the gentle- 
man did not have much difficulty in get- 
ting that through. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes; I 
had a great deal of difficulty in getting it 
through, because it got tied up in con- 
ference, and I had to have the conferees 
instructed in the House and then they 
had to get them to instruct the conferees 
in the Senate. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. The vote was al- 
most unanimous. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I will say 
to the gentleman that it was one of the 
hardest parliamentary battles I have ever 
gone through with, although the final 
vote was over 10 to 1, and the vote will be 
20 to 1 on this matter if they will bring 
it to a vote. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. That may be 
true. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I can cite 
one case, and in order that no one will 
accuse me of playing politics in this mat- 
ter, I may say that we have no contest in 
the general election where I come from, 
but only in the primary, but in order that 
you may not even accuse me of appealing 
to my constituency, let me refer to a letter 
I received from a little woman here in the 
District of Columbia day before yester- 
day. Her husband is in the service and 
she is in a hospital. She must now leave 
that hospital and has not a dollar to pay 
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her bill and nothing to live on when she 
gets back home, and nothing to look for- 
ward to until after November 1, when 
payments of these allowances will begin. 

Therefore I say that we ought to amend 
this law to make it permissible for the 
Army and the Navy to pay these allot- 
ments and allowances in these emergency 
cases now and not increase and intensify 
the suffering of the needy dependents of 
these boys, and probably lower their mo- 
rale by postponing these payments. Let 
us relieve their anxiety all we can by pro- 
viding for these payments now. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, as 
I have said before, of course, I am entirely 
sympathetic toward doing anything to 
build up the morale of the soldiers and 
sailors and their dependents, and also the 
general public, and I was merely reciting 
some of the reasons why this clause was 
put in the bill and some of the substan- 
tial reasons, as I consider it, stated on the 
floor of the House earlier today. The 
chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs [Mr. May] will be here on next 
Thursday, and, insofar as I am con- 
cerned, the matter will then be entirely 
in his hands, ' 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 5 
additional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair wishes to state with respect to 
special orders that while he has per- 
mitted it today, as well as the other day 
when we were in session, yet the Chair 
does not feel it is quite fair or just to 
those who follow to submit such a re- 
quest. If there is no objection today 
from the Delegate from Alaska, the Chair 
will submit the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I not 
only do not object but I join in the re- 
quest and I hope the gentleman will be 
given all the time he desires. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I thank the 
Delegate from Alaska. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, if the gentleman will yield on 
the point he referred to a moment ago, 
I have before me now messages from 16 
members of the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee approving this amendment. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
am sorry I cannot yield any more until 
I have finished my statement, and I ex- 
pect to be- able to finish it in the 5 
minutes. 

If the Committee on Military Affairs 
favors the passage of the bill of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi I shall be very 
happy to go along, but if they believe 
that the reasons put forth by the War 
Department are so substantial in their 
nature that they cannot go along with 
the proposition, then, of course, it is up 
to them; and if they do so believe, Mr. 
Speaker, I think it would be proper for 
this Congress, in order to avoid any 
charge of politics insofar as these pay- 
ments are concerned, to pass an amend- 
ment which will postpone the payments 
until November 4. This would make 
payments go out after election day so 
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that no dependent would get a check be- 
fore election dar. Such action by us 
would absolutely refute the charge that 
politics entered into the consideration of 
this measure. Postponing the payments 
only 3 more days, provided the Military 
Affairs Committee does not agree to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, would certainly show we had no 
political interest to serve, and would 
cause no considerable hardship generally 
to dependents. 

As I said before, I want to do every- 
thing I can, and I recognize the sympa- 
thetic appeal that the arguments of the 
gentleman from Mississippi have, espe- 
cially when we begin to recite some indi- 
vidual cases of hardship, but, of course, 
we have got to take into consideration 
the general morale of the country. So, 
Mr. Speaker, I took this time mainly for 
the purpose of bringing to the country at 
large and to the membership at large 
some of the reasons which entered into 
the actions of this House and this Con- 
gress and, particularly, with reference to 
the coming election. I hope I have made 
my position clear, and I think the gentle- 
man from Mississippi will agree with me 
that at all times in the past, on every oc- 
casion, when any measure has come up 
which was for the benefit of the soldiers, 
sailors, marines, or their dependents, I 
have been wholeheartedly in sympathy 
with such measure and supported it to 
the best of my ability. Will the gentle- 
man agree with me on that? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The gen- 
tleman has been very generous in his at- 
titude toward the veterans, and he will 
support this amendment when the time 
comes to vote on it. I am sure of that. 

Let me say to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. EserHarter] if there 
is any political reaction because of the 
postponement of the payment of these 
allowances and allotments, it will be be- 
cause the American people feel that these 
dependents have been treated unjustly 
by the delay. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to address the House on next 
Thursday for 20 minutes, after all other 
special orders have been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous special order, the Delegate from 
Alaska is recognized for 20 minutes. 


THE SITUATION OF ALASKA, PARTICU- 
LARLY OF THE ALEUTIAN ISLANDS, IN 
THE WAR 


Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I am in- 
deed grateful to the distinguished gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. GATHINGS] for 
having spoken, even though not at as 
great length as I would have liked, on the 
subject of my address to the House to- 
day—the situation of Alaska, particularly 
of the Aleutian Islands, in the war. I 
know that the gentleman from Arkansas 
is deeply concerned with what is going on 
in the Aleutians because some hundreds 
of his constituents are there serving the 
Nation in the Army, and at least one of 
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them has made the supreme sacrifice that 
“freedom may not perish from the earth.” 

Those who have made a lifetime study 
of war as a science and an art agree that 
one aspect of it is well epitomized in the 
statement attributed to the late eminent 
Gen. Nathan Bedford Forrest, to the 
effect that the commander always wins 
who is able to bring the greatest striking 
power to the point of contact. The 
principle itself has been foliowed by suc- 
cessful generals from King Cyrus to 
Genghis Khan, to Napoleon and to Mar- 
shal Foch. No ong has stated the princi- 
ple more lucidly than our own General 
MacArthur, It is also admitted that the 
commander who holds with his forces 
the central position, and thus is able to 
move his troops on what are called the 
short, interior lines, always has the ad- 
vantage of an enemy who must make a 
roundabout method of approach to the 
battle front. I sometimes suspect that 
military strategy has its foundation in 
hard common sense, and that a common- 
sense approach to any strategical prob- 
lem is the one that is likely to be followed 
by the best military strategist in the 
world. In thinking of Lincoln, Lowell 
once observed that profound common 
sense is the best genius of statesmanship. 
It is possible that profound common 
sense is likewise the best genius of mili- 
tary strategy. 

Mr. Speaker, we have heard considera- 
ble discussion in recent weeks about a 
proposed second front. There appears 
to be uncertainty and perhaps disagree- 
ment as to the time and place and cir- 
cumstances involved in the establish- 
ment of such a second front. Some of 
our nonofficial experts have severally 
advocated that a second front should be 
set up in Italy, in Norway, or in France. 

People seem to forget that we already 
have, not a second front, but a first front 
on which war is now being carried on, 
and that first front is not in distant 
Europe or in far-off Asia, or Australia, 
but on the North American Continent, 
in the Aleutian Islands of Alaska. I re- 
spectfully suggest that it is the part of 
wisdom to bring to that front ample 
forces to win victory there, on our first 
fighting front, before we undertake the 
prodigious effort necessary to set up and 
establish and carry forward a second 
battle front some thousands of miles 
away from our shores in another conti- 
nent. The first front in the Territory 
of Alaska demands immediate attention. 

Months ago, when it appeared that the 
Japanese planned. an invasion of the 
Australian Continent, we lost no time in 
giving to the Australians substantial aid. 
To the present moment I have heard no 
criticism of the action thus taken, al- 
though 7,000 miles intervene between San 
Francisco, Calif., and Sydney, Australia; 
Sydney evidently being the port of de- 
barkation used for the troops and sup- 
plies which we send to Australia, From 
Sydney to Tokyo by air line is about 
4,800 miles farther. It, therefore, ap- 
pears that if we have any idea of carry- 
ing the war to Japan through Australia 
it is perfectly plain that the distances to 
be traversed are simply enormous, prac- 
tically equivalent to going one-half way 
around the earth, 
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And yet, for several months past, in 
not far-off Australia but in a part of our 
own domain, in the Territory of Alaska, 
we have permitted the Japanese not only 
to seize but to retain and develop three of 
our Aleutian Islands which lie within 
2,800 miles of the State of Washington, 
and not more than 2,200 miles from 
Tokyo; but up to the present moment 
we have not sent to that region sufficient 
power to expel the invader. 

To those of us who live in Alaska, it 
would seem that it is just as important 
to drive the foe from our territory, a part 
of our own land, the possession of which 
will give him access to the North Ameri- 
can Continent, as it is to keep the same 
enemy from occupying any part of a 
continent some 7,000 miles away. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIMOND. I yield. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I desire 
to commend the Delegate from Alaska 
for the timely address he is making on 
this occasion. Being familiar with the 
efforts which the gentleman has put 
forth and his diligence for many months 
in calling this very vital matter to the 
attention of the officials of the Gov- 
ernment the Navy, and the Army and 
the Air Corps, I wish to say the gentle- 
man has certainly put forth every effort 
to cbtain action in regard to the mat- 
ter he is discussing today. Living as I 
do in the State of Washington on the 
west coast, I think I express the opin- 
ion of the people out there when I say 
that we certainly agree with the Dele- 
gate from Alaska in his contention that 
steps should be taken, and that by this 
time they are being taken according to 
more recent developments of the last 
few days, to drive the Japanese out of 
American territory, in the Aleutians, 
which we do consider is a first front. It 
is reported that we are sending our men 
and our equipment to 30 different fronts 
in the world, which may be necessary and 
advisable. We do not have any fault 
to find with that, and I do not criticize 
our military and naval leaders, who are 
wisely deciding our strategy. But cer- 
tainly the most important front as far 
as the immediate safety and security 
of America is concerned is the Ameri- 
can front, and the Aleutians are a part 
of the American front. 

Mr. DIMOND. I thank the gentle- 
man for his valuable contribution. I 
agree with him wholeheartedly. Like 
him, I have no criticism of anything 
that has been done by the administra- 
tion or by the high command or the 
general staff, in sending troops to Asia 
or to Australia or to any other place 
in the yorld. It may be valuable. It 
may be in accordance with the sound 
plans, but I do suggest that upon the 
plain implications of common sense it 
would be well first, or if not first, then 
coordinately with the carrying out of 
these other plans, to drive the invader 
out of the North American Continent. 

That part of the Territory of Alaska 
which is embraced in the Aleutian Is- 
lands and the surrounding regions have 
been the subject of considerable press 
and radio comment in recent weeks, in 
fact, ever since June 3, 1942, when the 
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Japanese raided Dutch Harbor from the 
air, and thereafter immediately seized 
and occupied the three westernmost of 
the Aleutians—Attu, Agattu, and Kiska 
Islands. The latest official information 
indicates that the Japanese still hold 
possession of these islands with upward 
of 10,000 men and a substantial air force, 
although we have attacked their instal- 
lations from time to time by air, and 
recently on one occasion from the sea, 
and have inflicted substantial damage 
upon the enemy with our submarines. 

The Aleutian Islands, measuring from 
False Pass at their easterly extremity to 
the extreme western end of Attu Island, 
extend east and west more than 1,000 
miles. Lying about 200 miles northwest 
of Attu and about the same distance from 
the shores of Kamchatka Peninsula is 
another group of islands which are geo- 
graphically a part of the same chain as 
the Aleutians. They are called Koman- 
dorski Islands, of which the largest, Ber- 
ing Island, is named for the great Danish 
explorer, Vitus Bering, who, while in the 
employ of the Empress of Russia, dis- 
covered Alaska on July 16, 1741, just a 
little more than 200 years ago; and later 
in December of the same year, ship- 
wrecked and in want, died on the shore of 
Bering Island. The Komandorski Is- 
lands now are a part, and for more than 
200 years past have been a part, of 
Russia. 

I mention those islands at this time 
because they are an important segment 
of the long Aleutian chain stretching be- 
tween the two continents, North America 
and Asia, because the Russians have for- 
tified them, and because nearly a year 
ago, when Russia then, as now, was 
struggling for her life against the as- 
saults of Germany it seemed only too 
probable that in her dire extremity the 
Japanese would think the time propitious 
to move against Vladivostok and engulf 
and occupy, if possible, all the eastern 
coast of Siberia, including Komandorski 
Islands, I suggested that it would be in 
the interest of Russia as well as of our- 
selves if Russia would turn over the 
Komandorski group, including Bering Is- 
land, to us for safekeeping and thus 
prevent their occupation by Japan. Of 
course, it was proposed that the trans- 
action should be a purely voluntary one, 
and was made in view of the fact that at 
that time our power in the Pacific 
seemed immense and that of Russia rel- 
atively weak. It then seemed that the 
safety of Russia, as well as of the United 
States, would be truly served were we 
then to be permitted to occupy and hold 
the Komandorski Islands. 

It is now evident that my estimate 
made in August 1941 of the relative mili- 
tary and naval power of Russia and the 
United States in the north Pacific was 
completely erroneous, for since that date, 
although the Komandorski Islands are 
still, so far as I am aware, in the undis- 
puted possession of the Soviet Russian 
Government, three of our vital Aleutian 
Islands, lying 200 miles to the southeast 
of the Komandorski Islands, have been 
seized, and for approximately 2 months 
have been held by the Japanese without 
serious dispute on our part. Perhaps it 
would have been better if an offer had 
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been made that the Russians should take 
over all of the western Aleutians and 
thus protect and save them from occupa- 
tion by the Japanese, rather than we 
should take over the Komandorski 
Islands for the same purpose. 

From both official and unofficial com- 
ment it is evident that there is lack of 
complete information, amounting in 
some cases to misinformation, as to the 
Aleutian Islands, and the importance of 
their possession in the war now being 
fought, a war which may be conceivably 
enlarged in the near future by fighting 
between the Russians and the Japanese. 

Many people seem to be under the im- 
pression that the Aleutian Islands lie 
much farther to the north than is actu- 
ally the case. An ordinary map, better 
still a globe, will show that the Aleutians 
are roughly embraced between the fifty- 
first and fifty-fifth parallels of north lat- 
itude. If we should take the Aleutian 
Islands, bunch them up, and slip them 
directly east between the same parallels 
of latitude, the fifty-first and fifty-fifth, 
until they arrived over England, we 
would find that the several Aleutian 
Islands would be suspended over Eng- 
land, from the shores of the English 
Channel on the south to Solway Firth 
and Newcastle in the north; and if we 
could carry them still farther east be- 
tween the same parallels of latitude, they 
would come to rest in the northern half 
ož pre-war Germany between a line pass- 
ing roughly through Duesseldorf and 
Leipzig in the south and thence extend- 
ing north to the boundary line of Den- 
mark; and if we should transport the 
Aleutian Islands still farther to the east, 
still keeping them in their present posi- 
tion between the fifty-first and fifty-fifth 
degrees of north latitude, we would find 
them lodging in the southern half of 
Russia, on White Russia, the central 
black-soil area, and a part of the 
Ukraine. So we see that all the Aleu- 
tian Islands are well withir the north 
temperate zone and thai in the northern 
extremity are they more than 700 miles 
south of the Arctic Circle. 

When we consider in connection with 
their geographical location the further 
fact that all this area is warmed by the 
easterly flowing Kuroshio or Japan cur- 
rent, which originates in the Tropics, 
engulfs the Japanese islands, and then 
divides, a part going to the Okhotsk Sea 
and the greater portion eastward along 
the Aleutians and the coast of Alaska, 
we ought to know, with plenty of 
assurance on the point, that the climate 
of the Aleutians is mild and that no sea 
ice has ever been known to form there. 
On both sides of the Aleutians we have 
the ocean open for traffic without 
hindrance every day in the year. 

A great deal has been said about the 
unatiractiveness of the climate of the 
Aleutians, particularly with respect to 
fog as well as rain and wind. It is true 
that the Aleutians have what is known 
as marine climate, that is to say, a damp 
climate with considerable fog. But the 
same thing can be truly said of the 
British Isles and of many other places 
in the world which are exposed to the 
sea. One might even say that the coasts 
of Washington and Oregon have the ad- 
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vantage or disadvantage, whichever it 
may be, of having a marine climate. The 
same condition exists with respect to the 
coast of British Columbia. It is even 
more true of Iceland, which we apparently 
consider an important point in our war 
strategy. 

The most comprehensive statement 
embraced within reasonable compass 
which I know of concerning the Aleutians, 
their climate and strategic importance, 
is contained in an article appearing in 
the United States Naval Institute Pro- 
ceedings. issue of June 1941, commencing 
at page 830, written by Mr. W. L. Golds- 
borough. To the best of my knowledge, 
the data contained in this article is 
accurate and reliable. Let me quote a 
part of it: 


A description of the climatic and living 
conditions at Dutch Harbor, Unalaska, is 
contained in the article on Life in the 
Aleutian Islands, United States Naval Insti- 
tute Proceedings, July 1937, pages 1001-1008, 
the author stating, among other things, that 
in a normal year the temperature varies be- 
tween 10 and 70° F. The climate of the Aleu- 
tians is oceanic, with moderate and fairly 
uniform humidity. The mean temperature at 
Dutch Harbor during the midwinter month is 
given as 326°, and that during the midsum- 
mer month as 54.8°. A comparison of the 
monthly pilot charts of the North Pacific 
(Unimsk-Avyacha) for a year with the 
monthly pilot charts of the more familiar 
North Atlantic (Lands End-Halifax) for the 
same year showed icebergs in the Atlantic in 5 
months andi none in the Pacific, more days 
with fog in the Atlantic than in the Pacific in 
each of the 8 months from October to May, a 
higher percentage of time with gales in the 
Atlantic in every month except September 
and November, and a higher percentage of 
hours with calms and light airs in the Pacific 
in every month except February, in which 
month the percentage in the two oceans was 
the same. 


While this does not indicate any in- 
supportable or insufferable climate, 
there is much fog and rain. But the 
same is true of the north Atlantic area 
between Halifax and Lands End. It is 
no better at Scapa Flow in the Orkneys, 
which for many years before the present 
war was the great base of the main 
British Fleet, and we must remember 
that Scapa Flow lies 300 miles farther 
north than does any part of the 
Aleutians. 

Mr. Goldsborough refers to another 
statement or article entitled “Life in the 
Aleutian Islands,” printed in the United 
States Naval Institute Proceedings in the 
issue of July 1937, written by Lt. Ccmdr. 
W. M. Lockhart, United States Navy. 
In this article Commander Lockhart 
makes the following observation with re- 
Spect to the climate of Dutch Harbor, 
which is characteristic of the Aleutians 
generally: 


A large percentage of the days are cloudy, 
clear days being the exception, but at Dutch 
Harbor the sun does appear for varying pe- 
riods at least three-fourths of the total days 
of the year. Temperatures are moderate and 
never have been known to go below 5° F. rior 
above 80° F. 


That the climate of the Aleutians is 
not completely inhospitable for human 
beings is attested by the fact that when 
Alaska was discovered by the Russians in 
1741, more than two centuries ago, ap- 


AUGUST 10 


proximately 25,000 healthy anc well-fed 
native Aleuts inhabited this area. They 
were oppressed and enslaved by the Rus- 
sians of that day and were particularly 
susceptible to the diseases brough* to 
them by the white men and fell easy prey 
to the ravages of alcohol. As a result, 
the islands were largely depopulated and 
in recent years have been used largely as 
fox farms for both the natives and by 
white men. 

The Aleutian Islands are virtually the 
summits of a subterranean mountain 
chain extending from #Asia to North 
America. As a consequence, the surface 
of most of these islands is rugged and 
in places steeply mountainous. Never- 
theless, considerable areas of relatively 
level ground are available where airfields 
can be constructed at comparatively 
small expense. Doubtless we have under- 
taken some such construction in the east- 
ern part of the Aleutians, and there is 
plenty of evidence now to indicate that 
the Japanese are doing the same thing 
on Kiska and perhaps on Attu. The is- 
lands possess several good harbors, of 
which the best known are Dutch Har- 
bor and the harbor at Kiska. Dutch 
Harbor has been developed as a naval 
base by us in recent years, but some 
damage was done to the installations by 
the raid of the Japanese which took place 
on June 3 and June 4 of this year. Until 
the Japanese took over Kiska Island, the 
truly excellent natural harbor at that 
island was totally undeveloped. With 
respect to the harbors in the Aleutians, 
as compared with harbors in other parts 
of the Pacific, Mr. Goldsborough, in the 
article referred to, has this to say: 

It will be noted that the director antici- 
pates no ice on the winter run north of the 
Aleutians. Increased facilities, or possibly 
help from the Navy or the Coast Guard or 
both, would result in the completion of the 
Aleutian surveys long before 1946. 

Existing charts are good enough, however, 
to show that in the Aleutians there are three 
harbors (in the case of Unalaska, groups of 
harbors) each larger than any in our more 
southerly Pacific islands east of the Philip- 
pines—the Unalaska group, the Bay of Water- 
falls (Adak Island), and Kiska Harbor—be- 
sides several smaller harbors, one of which, 
Constantine (Amchita Island), is entitled to 
rank in size with Pago Pago. In the follow- 
ing table the first three harbors are in the 
south and the last four in the Aleutians. 


Capacity of mid-Pacific harbors 
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1 Accommodation for the entire fleet. 


In the case of Pearl Harbor, the above infor- 
mation as to capacity is not recent, since 
charts of that area are now treated as confi- 
dential and are not open to the public. 
However, in June 1940, our press reported that 
the major units of our fleet in the Hawaiians 
were at Lahaina Roads and not at Peari Har- 
bor, so that Pearl Harbor capacity may not 
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have been greatly increased. The entrance 
to each of the Aleutian harbors is narrow 
enough (the Unalaska group one-half to 2 
miles, Bay of Waterfalls 344 miles, Constan- 
tine 1 mile, Kiska 2 miles) to be readily 
mined and defended against submarines, 
while not a single mid-Pacific island under 
ou: flag south of the Aleutians has a harbor 
that answers fleet requirements as to both 
size and defensibility. Pearl Harbor, Pago 
Pago, and Guam are much too small to ac- 
commodate a large force of warships and its 
train of lesser vessels, and Lahaina is an open 
roadstead betwen the islands of Maui, Molo- 
kai, Lanai, and Kahoolawe. 


I recall distinetly that one of the 
smaller islands is known to some who 
visited that region as the Golf Course, 
because there is on that island a con- 
Siderable area that is as level as any 
floor. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Will the gentleman 
Point that out on the map? 

Mr. DIMOND. Mr, Speaker, I have 
brought here a map of this area which 
gives a truer representation of the Aleu- 
tian Islands and the North Pacific gen- 
erally than can be found on any ordi- 
nary map that may be found in an atlas, 

This is known, according to the words 
printed on it as “Transverse polyconic 
projection” of the North Pacific region. 
This map gives, on a flat surface, the best 
and most accurate representation that 
can be given of the curved surface of the 
earth in that area. It is not practicable 
to bring a globe into the House and point 
out the various features to the Members, 
and this map or chart is the best substi- 
tute. Now here is the island that is 
called the Golf Course. 

You will see from an inspection of this 
map that the direct and short line be- 
tween the west coast of the United States 
and the Empire of Japan goes directly 
through the Aleutian Islands. If we 
proceed by the shortest route from the 
city of Seattle to Yokohama, which is the 
great port of Japan and very near to 
Tokyo, one would enter the Bering Sea 
at the eastern end of the Aleutian 
Islands and would come out of the Bering 
Sea just west of the island of Kiska, 
which has been seized and held by the 
Japanese. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the Delegate from Alaska has 
expired. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended 5 additional minutes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Will the 


gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIMOND. I yield. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington, Is it not 
a fact that that is an important link in 
our supply line to Russia? The Aleutian 
Islands are absolutely on the direct sup- 
ply line to Russia. 

Mr. DIMOND. The gentleman is ab- 
solutely correct, but to finish the sen- 
tence I was attempting to complete when 
my time expired, when one reflects upon 
the fact that Kiska lies a little south of 
the shortest line between the northern 
part of the coast of the United States 
and Tokyo, one can readily understand 
why the Japanese put their thousands of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


men and dozens and dozens of ships and 
airplanes into this area and seized it 
with such force that they have been able 
to hold it up until the present moment 
although we have done considerable 
bombing from the air against their 
installations, and within the last two or 
three days they have been fiercely as- 
saulted by our Navy vessels. So, who- 
ever is in possession of Kiska—and Kiska 
has really a fine harbor, one of the finest 
natural harbors in the world, and as 
pointed out by Mr. Goldsborough, it is 
much larger and much more commodious 
than Pearl Harbor in the Hawaiian 
Islands—is on the direct route between 
the United States and Japan, and, also, 
these islands lie on the route we would 
naturally take if we sought to send any 
substantial amount of supplies to Russia. 

So if the question is asked as to 
whether these islands have any strategic 
importance, I can answer only in the 
words that were uttered by a naval offi- 
cer, as Iam informed, to some newspaper 
and radio correspondent, “Well, you look 
at the map and decide for yourselves 
whether they have any strategic impor- 
tance.” If common sense means any- 
thing it means that the seizure and hold- 
ing of Kiska, Attu, and Agattu Islands 
by the Japanese are of the highest stra- 
tegic importance and may be a serious 
factor in the war which is only now just 
begun and for which we were so poorly 
prepared. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, DIMOND. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Is it not 
a fact also that those islands being in 
the possession of Japan is certainly a 
menace to Alaska? 

Mr. DIMOND. Oh, unquestionably so, 
because Kiska Island is less than 600 
miles from Dutch Harbor, and an accu- 
mulation of power by the enemy at Kiska 
might, in case of a surprise attack, con- 
ceivably endanger or lose us Dutch Har- 
bor. Surprise means almost everything, 
as witness what happened on December 7 
last at Pearl Harbor. It has been said 
that the Japanese have little power there. 
The Navy has said that the indications 
are they have not over 10,000 men, but I 
have here some newspaper articles writ- 
ten by Keith Wheeler, to which I shall 
refer later, 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Does the 
gentleman agree with the statement that 
Was made many years ago by the late la- 
mented Gen. Billy Mitchell that whoever 
possesses Alaska possesses the most stra- 
tegic point in the world? Does the gen- 
tleman think that General Mitchell was 
right about that? 

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, not only 
do I think the late great General Mitchell 
was correct in that, just as he was about 
the supremacy of air power, which every- 
body now is willing to admit, but I have 
cited him as authority on many, many 
occasions, 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIMOND, I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. PATRICK. As the gentleman 
knows, I have been following the gentle- 
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man from Alaska for some time, and I am 
here today to hear the gentleman’s 
speech. Of course, it is dangerous for a 
layman to attempt to controvert a posi- 
tion taken by military experts in conne¢- 
tion with our fighting forces, but does the 
gentleman think that with the air forces 
and the vessels available at this time a 
successful attack can now be made? 

Mr. DIMOND. To answer the distin- 
guished gentleman from Alabama, may I 
say that I have no doubt that we have 
somewhere the power necessary to drive 
the Japanese out of the Aleutians. 

Mr. PATRICK. We are involved in 
the Solomon Islands right now. 

Mr. DIMOND. We are involved in 
many places, but we must have the power 
available. The President announced 
some time ago that we have 4,000,000 men 
under arms. The distinguished gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania not so very long 
ago—just today in the House—estimated 
the number to be 4,500,000. The Presi- 
dent also announced—and this is the only 
reason I repeat it—that our production 
of airplanes for a single month was 4,000. 
Althcugh, as we all know, we were not 
prepared at all for the war, or for any 
war, with this substantial and growing 
power I respectfully suggest—and that is 
all I do—that more attention should be 
given to the threat which is now pointed 
at us, a threat not only to Alaska but to 
all the people of the country, in the pos- 
session by the Japanese of these Aleutian 
Islands. When I say this I am not criti- 
cizing the Army or the Navy, but I ear- . 
nestly urge the sound reasons for driving 
the enemy out of the Aleutians now, be- 
fore they have a chance to augment and 
consolidate their forces there. 


The high importance of the Aleutians 
will be disclosed only by the examination 
of that area on a globe, or on such a map 
as you now see before you here. While, 
as I said, there is necessarily some distor- 
tion on this map, it is not nearly so great 
as is the case with most other maps, par- 
ticularly the mercator projection, which 
envisions the world as a cylinder and not 
as a sphere. 

From this map, and still better, from a 
globe, it will be seen that the short air 
line between the United States and the 
central part of Russia passes through 
Alaska and northern Siberia. From Se- 
attle to Dutch Harbor the distance is 
about 1,900 miles, and from Dutch Har- 
bor to. Tokyo, about 2,800 miles; but if 
one should go from Tokyo to any point 
on the western part of the United States 
by way of the Hawaiian Islands, the dis- 
tance necessary to be traversed would be 
approximately 6,300 miles, or 1,500 miles 
farther than the Great Circle route 
through the Aleutians. 

If, in modern warfare, the aim of a 
successful commander is to use the short, 
interior line, and thus to bring to bear 
at the point of contact the superior force, 
then it must be obvious tha’ Alaska, with 
its Aleutian Islands, is the most vital, 
strategic area in this war between the 
United States and Japan. That must 
have been the view of the Japanese in 
1922 when, at their insistence, there was 
incorporated in the Treaty of Limitation 
of Naval Armament, signed on February 
6, 1922, a provision that we might put no 
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fortifications or naval bases anywhere in 
the Aleutians, They insisted upon that 
provision in the treaty and we agreed to 
it, It must have been with some such 
thought in mind—that is, the outstand- 
ing strategic importance of Alaska and 
the Aleutians in the current war—that 
impelled the Japanese to run the risk of 
seizing Kiska, Attu, and Agattu and es- 
tablishing themselves there. 

A glance at the map will show that 
whoever controls the Aleutians has a 
strangle hold on Bering Sea and may 
have a strangle hold on all trafic which 
is sought to be carried between Alaska 
and Russia. After all, it is only 54 miies 
across Bering Strait, and anyone who is 
familiar with conditions in that northern 
region must be certain that the day is not 
far distant that the flow of air-borne 
traffic between the United States and 
Canada on one side and Russia and 
China on the other, will pass through 
Alaska over or near Bering Strait, and 
thence west and south into Russia and 
China. 

Long, long ago, the importance of 
Alaska in any contest between the United 
States and Japan was seen and forecast 
by that strange genius, Gen. Homer Lea, 
In his book entitled “The Valor of Igno- 
rance,” in which he prophesied the taking 
over of the Philippines by Japan, and the 
exact route of the invading forces, with a 
startling forecast of almost the exact 
Jength of time that would be required to 
take the city of Manila, General Lea 

- turned his attention for a moment to 
Alaska and has this to say: 


As the control of the South Pacific is de- 
termined by a proper naval utilization of 
Pago Pago, s0 is the naval dominion of the 
north Pacific determ’ eu by the possession of 


Alaska, and the strategic positions of the’ 


harbors on the peninsula. As far as this 
Republic is concerned, Alaska is as insular 
as the Philippines, and sovereignty over it is 
determined by the same factors (pages 197- 
199). 


It seems somewhat singular that in our 
desire to give aid to Russia against the 
German invader we have not sought to 
route that aid westerly instead of east- 
erly. Up until the present moment, we 
have sent our ships, under convoy, 
through the hazardous North Atlantic 
and the Arctic Ocean to Murmansk. Ac- 
cording to reports, the fate of some of 
those convoys is lamentable indeed. It 
should be remembered that it is approxi- 
mately 4,000 miles in direct line from 
New York City to Murmansk. It is al- 
most the same distance from the city of 
Nome to Moscow. In this connection it 
is worthy of note that the Russians have 
successfully established a summer sea 
route along the northern coast of Siberia 
and through Bering Strait. If we drive 
the Japanese out of the Aleutians, which 
we should have done weeks ago, and 
which we ought to do tomorrow at the 
latest, and thus make Bering Sea an 
American lake, it would be much safer 
and almost as speedy to route our sup- 
plies during the summer months to Rus- 
sia through Bering Sea and Bering Strait 
and along the north coast of Siberia, to 
one of the great rivers that penetrate into 
the interior, like the Lena or the Ob. 
With the development of air power, the 
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northern part of the northern hemi- 
sphere—that whole area surrounding the 
Arctic Ocean—attains, by the indisput- 
able facts of geography, an importance 


- never even suspected before, when we de- 


pended for transportation upon the sea 
and the land. 

The strategists know, indeed, we all 
realize, that we are not going to beat 
Japan until we carry the war to Japan it- 
self, and that defensive operations alone 
can lead to nothing but stalemate or de- 
feat. In view of all these circumstances 
it is amazing that a more vigorous effort 
has not been made to eject the Japanese 
from the Aleutians, particularly from 
Kiska, where they have the advantage of 
a good natural harbor and sufficient level 
land available for an airfield. The na- 
ture of the Japanese operations at Kiska 
and Attu has been revealed to us in a se- 
rial article written by Mr. Keith Wheeler, 
copyright by Chicago Times, Inc., appear- 
ing in a number of newspapers, including 
the Washington Evening Star. The serial 
article appeared in the Star commencing 
with the issue of July 19 and continuing 
for a week or more. From the issues of 
July 19 and July 20, 1942, I quote the fol- 
lowing: 

The Japanese are moving into these waters 
with as heavy a concentration of combat 
ships, transports, and -aircraft as they have 
assembled anywhere but at Midway. Their 
cruisers and destroyers and two or more 
aircraft carriers provided for this show grope 
about in the eternal fogs, a for the time 
to shoot the works. * * 

Attu, formerly inhabited by one Aleut In- 
dian fox farmer, had suddenly become popu- 
lous. Many landing boats were drawn up on 
the beach and tents were pitched on the 
tundra shore. 

By night the bombers noted evidence the 
Japs planned a permanent occupation. Attu 
showed sgns of construction work and shore- 
based Nakajima 97 fighters rose from Kiska 
to meet the American craft. The harbor was 
empty of ships that night, but next day they 
came back, appearing in increasing numbers 
throughout the daylight hours. 

By night Kiska’s harbor held 5 heavy cruis- 
ers, 2 light cruisers, 10 destroyers, 2 submar- 
ines, 9 cargo and transport vessels, and a 
dozen Kawanishi flying boats, seaplane, and 
land-based observation and fighter aircraft 
haunted the murky sky. Other ships were 
sighted arriving from the south. * * 

The fortress bombers, working over the har- 
bor, discovered still more evidence of a per- 
manent establishment when ack-ack fire from 
the ships got support from gun emplacements 
on the hills. 


It is evident from Mr. Wheeler’s arti- 
cle, which must have been passed by the 
military censor, that the Japanese have 
moved into the Aleutian Islands to stay. 
What Mr. Wheeler says fully justifies the 
first reports that came to me that there 
were 25,000 Japanese troops in the 
islands, although the only Navy an- 
nouncement on the subject indicates that 
their number does not exceed 10,000. It 
will be noted that Mr. Wheeler says the 
Japanese are moving into these waters 
with as heavy a concentration of combat 
ships, transports, and aircraft as they 
have assembled anywhere but at Midway; 
that they evidently plan a p2rmanent 
occupation; that signs of construction 
work were seen at Attu, and that shore- 
based Nakajima 97 fighters rose from 
Kiska to meet the American aircraft. 


AUGUST 10 


It must be evident that when shore- 
based combat planes of the Japanese 
come off Kiska Island to fight the Amer- 
ican planes, some sort of tanding field 
must already have been established on 
Kiska. Further on Mr. Wheeler men- 
tions land-based observation and fighter 
aircraft of the Japanese in the sky over 
these islands, and he reports that on one 
occasion Kiska Harbor held 5 heavy 
cruisers, 2 light cruisers, 10 destroyers, 2 
submarines, 9 cargo and transport ves- 
sels, and a dozen Kawanishi flying boats, 
and—this is equally important—that 
other ships were sighted arriving from 
the south. If, as thought by some, this 
occupation of Kiska, Attu, and Agattu, 
by the Japanese is only a face-saving 
gesture, it must be admitted that it is at 
least a powerful gesture and that up until 
the present moment, so far as we know, 
we have not provided enough power to 
drive the enemy out. 

It is said that in the fog and the wind 
and the rain it is difficult to fly in the 
Aleutians and to operate there. Every 
possible change is rung upon that theme. 
Yet, it appears that it must be equally 
difficult to fiy or to operate in the North 
Atlantic between Lands End and Halifax. 
It must be equally difficult to fly and to 
operate in the Scapa Flow region which 
was for years the headquarters of the 
British Fleet. Many, many commenta- 
tors have pointed out that the Japanese, 
too, must operate in the Aleutian fogs. 

While there can be no doubt as to the 
prevalence of fog in the Aleutian area, 
it is clearly not so thick, or so terrible, or 
so permanent that aircraft is unable to 
operate. In fact, our aircraft, as well as 
the Japanese aircraft, do operate there. 
The tale of the heroism and the valor and 
the persistence of our flyers in their fight- 
ing in that region has never been sur- 
passed in all the world. It is a bright 
page, indeed, in the history of our mili- 
tary operations, and we can all well be 
proud of it. The only sad part is that we 
did not provide a larger and a more suit- 
able force. After all, the PBY’s, or Cat- 
alina flying boats, are scarcely suited 
for combat operations. 

Our military pilots should be given 
plenty of training and experience in 
fiying in fog and other adverse weather 
conditions before being assigned to com- 
bat service in the Aleutians. A job 
which would be relatively easy, so far as 
the flying is concerned, for pilots like 
those in civilian transport service in 
Alaska, might be confusing and almost 
terrifying to those without such train- 
ing. Pilots who have been taught to fly 
in southern California, or in Texas, or in 
some other midcontinent area where fog 
is rare and rain seldom falls, and who 
for the safety of equipment as well as 
their own safety are required to remain 
on the ground in unfavorable weather, 
may find it difficult to fly in any area 
where fog is prevalent as in the Aleu- 
tians. All military and naval pilots 
should be given an intensive course of 
training in flying in fog, and rain, and 
wind in northwestern parts of the 
United States on the coast or in Alaska 
before they are ordered to fight and fly 
in the Aleutian area. The civilian pilots 
in Alaska have no difficulty in flying 
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practically every day of the year because 
they are familiar with the climate and 
most of them with the terrain. In any 
event they find no hardship and no diffi- 
culty in flying in ordinary fog condi- 
tions, particularly where they are over 
the sea and can thus fly close to the 
surface of the ocean. What is needed 
is plenty and plenty of training on the 
part.of the pilots before they are put into 
the battle line, and training in the kind 
of weather in which they may be obliged 
to fight. 

Whatever forces are necessary should 
be used to drive the Japanese from the 
Aleutians and to send them reeling back 
at least as far as the islands which have 
traditionally been theirs. It would be 
still better to mass a full-scale force 
against them and take over their base 
at Paramushiru Island and thus give 
some sort of guaranty against finding 
the Japanese eventually at Bering 
Strait, just 54 miles from the mainland 
of Alaska. This view ought to be in 
accord with high strategic considera- 
tions because it is in harmony with the 
plain concepts of common sense. 

Another reason thus presents itself, 
why the Japs should not be permitted to 
remain in the Aleutians. We all know 
that a state of neutrality exists between 
Japan and Russia. Since the leaders 
of both these nations are realists, it 
must be sufficiently obvious that peace 
between them will last only as long as 
both consider it advantageous to have 
that peace continue. It must be plain 
that the Russians are able to restrain 
their admiration for the Japanese, and 
that the Japanese feel the same way 
toward the Russians. Moreover, there 
must be a bit of uneasiness on the part 
of the high command of the Japanese in 
having a potential hostile air base at 
Viadivostock within 700 miles of Tokyo. 
Relations between the Japanese and the 
Russians remind me of the story’of a 
witty and cynical Frenchman whose 
nephew was to be married. The uncle 
said, “My boy, you must remember that 
in every marriage one of the parties is 
always taken in; you should try to be 
the other party.” In the treaty of peace 
and neutrality made between Japan and 
Russia some time ago, it seems highly 
probable that one of the parties was 
taken in. Evidently each of them 
thinks it was the other party who was 
so taken in. Time will doubtless dis- 
close which one is Correct. In any 
event, according to strategists of high 
and low degree, and even to people like 
myself, who claim to possess only com- 
mon sense, it seems highly likely that 
the year will not close without an at- 
tack upon Siberia by Japan, with a view 
of engulfing all of the eastern part of 
that area clear up to Bering Strait, par- 
ticularly Kamchatka Peninsula, as well 
as the interior shores of Okhotsk Sea. 
Strategy of high and low degree, as well 
as common sense likewise dictate to us 
that we should not sit idly by and per- 
mit Japan to thus make herself our 
close and next-door neighbor, and that 
to prevent it, we should exert every 
power that we possess, not only to drive 
the Japanese out of eastern Siberia, but 
from that vantage point to carry the 
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war by air at least to Japan itself. 
There ought not be any dispute about 
the strategy of that action. 

As long as Japan lies in our straight 
path between the United States and 
Petropavlovsk by holding on to Kiska, 
Attu, and Agattu Islands, we will have 
difficulty in bringing to the Rusians the 
relief that they may sorely need. Again, 
the stubborn facts relative to the geo- 
graphical aspects of the earth in this re- 
gion show that we should immediately 
drive the Japanese out of the Aleutians 
and thus hold Bering Sea for the use of 
ourselves and the Russians. 

Within the past week some reference 
has been made to the possibility of the 
occupation of the Pribilof Islands by the 
Japanese. A Navy report indicates that 
no Japanese have been seen on the Pribi- 
lofs, but the Navy is evidently unable to 
give any positive assurance as to whether 
the Japanese are on the Pribilofs or not. 

These islands, only 2 of which, St. 
Paul and St. George, are large enough to 
be of any consequence, are commonly 
called the seal islands. These are the 
islands to which the fur seals come every 
spring to bear their young and remain 
there for the summer, and from which 
they go away in the fall. More than 
2,000,000 seals came to the islands in 
1941, and under the management of the 
Fish and Wildlife Service, the number 
is steadily increasing. Approximately 
60,000 pelts of seals are taken from the 
islands every year. The value of the out- 
put is something more than $1,000,000 
annually. The seals constitute a sub- 
stantial resource and, of course, should 
the islands be in the possession of the 
Japanese for any one season, the seals 
could be. all but exterminated. The 
furs, as well as the flesh and oil, would 
be extremely useful to any nation like the 
Japanese. 

The Pribilof Islands lie about 200 miles 
slightly west of north from Dutch Har- 
bor and a little farther from the main- 
land of Alaska. It is almost inconceiy- 
able that we would calmly submit to hav- 
ing the islands in the possession of an 
enemy, but ‘t is evident that our own 
sovereignty is somewhat tenuous because 
we are not even sure whether the Jap- 
anese are there or not. Itis truly a sin- 
gular condition and would seem to indi- 
cate the need for a substantial increase 
in our naval and military power in 
Alaska. 

To carry on any work in Alaska, either 
of a commercial or a military nature, 
among the prime requisites are petroleum 
and petroleum products. While there 
are a number of potential oil areas in 
Alaska, none has been developed, except 
a very small area near Katalla where sey- 
eral shallow wells have been drilled, but 
the output is insignificant. It would 
seem the part of wisdom, in view of the 
strategic consequence of Alaska, to 
promptly drill and attempt to develop 
one or more of these potential oil areas. 
At the présent time all oil and gasoline 
and kindred products must be brought 
into Alaska from the States, and as a 
practical matter it must all go by Sea. 
The shortage of shipping is a serious fac- 
tor in the supply of Alaska with petro- 
leum products. We all know that any 
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considerable military force in Alaska will 
vastly increase the amount of oil and 
gasoline used there. 

There is one particular area in Alaska 
north of the Arctic Circle and bordering 
on the Arctic coast where petroleum is 
assumed to exist in considerable quanti- 
ties, although completely undeveloped. I 
believe it would be highly advisable to im- 
mediately drill that area, and if oil is 
found there to bring it by pipe line from 
the point of production to the Pacific 
coast of Alaska and to the interior of 
Alaska. I say this the more confidently 
because according to information at hand 
pians are under way to supply Alaska 
with oil from the Fort Norman field on 
the Mackenzie River in Northwest Terri- 
tery, Canada, approximately 400 miles 
north of the northerly boundary line of 
British Columbia. My information on 
the subject is largely derived from a 
statement made in the Canadian Parlia- 
ment on May 15 by Hon. C. D. Howe, 
minister of munitions and supply, ap- 
pearing on page 2696 of the official report 
of the House of Commons Debates. On 
this occasion, Mr. Howe made the follow- 
ing statement: 

Arrangements have been made to develop 
further the wells on the lower Mackenzie at 
Fort Norman. Additional wells are being 
drilled, the refinery capacity is being in- 
creased, and a short pipe line is being in- 
stalled to bring the ofl across to the location 
of the Alaska highway. 


The short pipe line mentioned by Mr. 
Howe, if it comes to the nearest point on 
the highway to Alaska now under con- 
struction, at or near Whitehorse, will be 
more than 450 miles long. But the oil 
which may be piped from the Fort Nor- 
man field to the nearest point on the 
Alaska highway will still be approxi- 
mately 600 miles from Fairbanks, in the 
center of Alaska, which is also the head 
of the Alaska Railroad. I suggest that 
it would be much more to our advantage 
to attempt to develop our own field in 
northern Alaska, or other fields in the 
southern part of the Territory. Even 
from the northern Alaska field a pipe line 
to Fairbanks, Alaska, would be little 
longer than the one from the Fort Nor- 
man oil field to Whitehorse. 

The bringing into Alaska of oil from 
Canada without any attempt to develop 
our own internal source of supply would 
be regrettable. However, if it is deter- 
mined to make use of the Fort Norman 
oil, then, by all means, the pipe line to 
supply Alaska should go directly from 
Fort Norman to Fairbanks, a distance of 
about 670 miles. Oil in Fairbanks will 
be in the principal center of distribution 
for Alaska and can be transported to 
other places needed over the Alaska Rail- 
road and the Richardson Highway and by 
the Yukon River to the Bering Sea coast. 
Although the distance between Fort Nor- 
man and Fairbanks is greater than the 
distance between Fort Norman and the 
nearest point on the Alaska highway at 
Whitehorse, the country through which 
the pipe line would be laid to Fairbanks 
is much more suitable for pipe-line con- 
struction than is the other area between 
Fort Norman and Whitehorse. The 
Rocky Mountains become lower as the 
Arctic coast is approached, and a low and 
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easy route could readily be found between 
Fort Norman and Fairbanks, whereas to 
bring a pipe line from Fort Norman to 
Whitehorse would involve the crossing of 
high mountains and result in expensive 
construction difficult to maintain. 

Venturing again into the field of strat- 
egy and basing what I have to say upon 
the promptings of common sense and 
understanding, I join with practically 
everyone else in Alaska who is familiar 
with conditions there in suggesting that 
there ought to be a really unified cem- 
mand of all our forces in Alaska, 
whether operating on the land or on the 
sea or in the air. The advantages which 
will accrue from a truly unified com- 
mand ought to be so plainly obvious as 
to need no supporting argument. A few 
days ago announcement was made that 
the command in the Aleutians had been 
unified. While that action is admirable, 
so far as it goes, it is, after all, only one 
of those half measures or quarter meas- 
ures which may give false confidence 
without really remedying the evil aimed 
at. 

The Aleutian area is not militarily 
Self-supporting. Whatever forces are 
used in that region must be brought in 
from elsewhere, and most of those forces 
will naturally come in from the Alaska 
mainland. In order to give real virtue 
and effect to unified command of forces 
used in the Aleutians, it is necessary, 
absolutely necessary, to go much further 
and provide a unified command for at 
least all the forces of the Territory of 
Alaska. Only thus can the Army and 
Navy and Air Force work and fight to 
greatest advantage and with greatest 
striking power. 

What is said here is not offered in 
criticism of any Army or Navy or Air 
Force officer in Alaska. So far as I am 
aware, the commanding officers of the 
services are highly competent, but I 
know, as everyone knows, that there can 
be no such high degree of cooperation 
among the various divided branches of 
the services as they exist at present as 
would be the case if we had a completely 
unified command, with all power over all 
branches in the services in that com- 
mand, so that all our forces fighting in 
that region would work and operate and 
fight as a unit, and thus bring the suc- 
cess for which we all so ardently hope. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I have just made and to 
include therein some brief excerpts from 
documents. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the Delegate 
from Alaska? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. Younc asked and was given per- 
mission to revise and extend his remarks 
in the Recorp.) 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
{at 2 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad- 
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journed until Thursday, August 13, 1942, 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 


1845. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting in accordance with section 20 
of Public Law 607, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
a report of the Army of the United States for 
the 60 days beginning June 1, 1942; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

1846. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting in compliance 
with the provisions of section 3 of an act to 
provide for the disposal of certain records of 
the United States Government, approved 
August 5, 1939 (53 Stat. 1219-1221), herewith 
list of papers, consisting of 199 items; to the 
Committee on the Disposition of Executive 
Papers. 

1847. A letter from the District of Colum- 
bia Board of Commissioners, transmitting 
a draft of a proposed bill to amend an act 
entitled “An act to create a board for the 
condemnation of insanitary bulldings in the 
District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved May 1, 1906, as amended, 
to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

1848. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting lists of papers 
recommended by him for disposal by certain 
agencies of the Federal Government; to the 
Committee on the Disposition of Executive 
Papers. 

1849. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy Forrestal, transmitting a draft of 
& proposed bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to expedite national defense, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 28, 1940 
(54 Stat. 676), and title IV of the Naval 
Appropriation Act for the fiscal year 1941, 
approved September 9, 1940 (54 Stat. 883); 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

1850. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
permit prosecutions after the lapse of a tem- 
porary statute for offenses committed prior 
to its expiration; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. $ 

1851. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill to expedite the prosecution of the war; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of iule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Printing. 
House Concurrent Resolution 80. Concurrent 
resolution authorizing the printing of addi- 
tional copies of House Report No. 2333, cur- 
rent session, on the bill entitled “To provide 
revenue, and for other purposes”; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2392). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Printing: 
House Resolution 512. Resolution authoriz- 
ing the printing of the manuscript of an ar- 
ticle showing that the vote cast by Congress- 
man Matthew Lyon, of Vermont, was the de- 
ciding factor in the election of Thomas Jeffer- 
son as the third President of the United 
States, be printed as a House document; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2393). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
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for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. LESINSEI: Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. H. R. 7482. A bill granting increase 
of pensions to certain dependents of veterans 
of the Civil War; with amendment (Rept. 
No, 2394). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE , 


Under clause 2 of rule XXII, the Com- 
mittee on Pensions was discharged from 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7392) 
granting an increase of pension to 
George Bunch, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. BLAND: 

H.R. 7481. A bill to provide that the fund 
for the relief of sick and disabled and desti- 
tute seamen belonging to the United States 
merchant marine service shall also be for the 
relief of sick, disabled, destitute, or needy 
dependents of deceased seamen, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, j 

By Mr. WHELCHEL: 

H. J. Res.341. Joint resolution to provide 
that gasoline shall not be rationed in the 
State of Georgia, and other States working 
under like handicap; to the Committee on 
Banking anc Currency. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. LESINSKI: 

H.R. 7482. A bill granting an increase of 
pensions to certain dependents of veterans 
of the Civil War; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

. By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

H.R. 7483. A bill for the relief of Hugh M. 

Gregory; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3288. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 109 
members of the Epworth Methodist Church 
and Sunday School of New Castle, Lawrence 
County, Pa., urging legislation which will 
remove alcoholic liquor and vice from around 
and in the training camps of the armed 
forces of our country, and especially the 
passage of the Sheppard bill (S. 860); to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

3289. By Mr. LAMBERTSON: Petition of 
Mrs. C. C. Webb, of Highland, Kans., and 156 
others, requesting eradication of the vice and 
liquor from our Army camps and their sur- 
roundings; if this can be accomplished only 
by national prohibition, we insist that the 
President of these United States declare na- 
tional prohibition for the duration of the 
war; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3290. Also, petition of Grace Wilson and 23 
other members of the Presbyterian Church of 
Winchester, Kans., urging the immediate en- 
actment of Senate bill 860; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

3291. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
Board of Chosen Freeholders of Paterson, 
N. J., petitioning consideration of their resolu- 
tion with reference to Federal tax on present 
or future municipal, county, or State bonds; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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The Reverend Ralph D. Smith, Ph. D., 
minister, Woodside Methodist Church, 
Silver Spring, Md., offered the following 
prayer: 


Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, in 
a very troubled and perplexed hour we 
would lift up our eyes unto the hills 
whence cometh our help; our help cometh 
from the Lord, who made "ieaven and 
earth. Make us ever conscious of our de- 
pendence upon Thee. O Lord, Thou hast 
made us for Thyself, and our souls are 
restless until they find rest in Thee. 

We most humbly ask Thee, our Heaven- 
ly Father, for Thy richest blessings to 
rest upon our beloved country,,upon our 
President with the ever-increasing bur- 
dens upon him, upon this great law-mak- 
ing body, the Senate of the United States, 
and upon him who presides over its delib- 
erations. Direct them, O God, in their 
manifeld duties and in their world-wide 
responsibilities, 

We lift our prayers before Thee for 
those who are the victims of war’s devas- 
tation. 

For our men in the armed forces and 
their protection we pray. May the day 
speedil: come when the forces of right 
will triumph over wrong, and the king- 
doms of this world shall become the King- 
dom of our Lord and Master. 

Finally, we pray that the Government 
“of the people, by the people, and for the 
people’ shall not perish from the earth, 
as well as the great freedoms bought by 
the blood of men and women in ages past. 

All these things we ask in the name of 
our Lord and Master. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. Barktry, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Monday, 
August 10, 1942, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Callaway, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had agreed to House Concurrent 
Resolution 80, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That there shall be 
printed 7,500 additional copies of House Re- 
port No. 2333, current session, on H. R. 7378, 
entitled “To provide revenue, and for other 
purposes,” of which 5,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the House document room, 200 
copies for the use of the Senate document 
room, 2,000 copies for the use of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 300 copies for the use of the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate. 


CHINESE AIR FORCE DAY 
Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I ask unanimous consent that I may now 
be permitted to occupy 4 minutes of the 
time of the Senate out of order. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from Utah may proceed. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
on August 14 our Chinese Allies are cele- 
brating Air Force Day. This is an occa- 
or which we Americans should note 
well, 

For over 5 years now China’s Air 
Force, small and outnumbered as it is, 
beset with tremendous obstacles of 
which we are well aware, has fought a 
bitter, heroic battle for Chinese skies. 

Certainly never have so few planes 
fought such a powerful enemy for so 
long a time. Let us always remember 
that China can produce no planes her- 
self and that all the vast array of spe- 
cialized equipment required by a modern 
air force has had to be imported from 
abroad via routes which have become 
increasingly hazardous and tortuous. 

Yet from the first day of the Japanese 
invasion the Chinese Air Force has fought 
with a gallantry and heroism equalled 
only by the Chinese people as a whole. 

In these 5 years many brave young 
Chinese have died in battle, pitting their 
inferior planes against Japan’s air 
armadas. To the fallen of China’s Air 
Force we Americans should pay tribute. 

We should never forget that the Japa- 
nese airmen whom our own pilots are 
now meeting in battle over Australia, 
New Guinea, China, Burma, and the 
Aleutians received their training and 
experience in China, and that the Cni- 
nese were the first to engage them in 
combat. I like to think that some of 
the Chinese pilots shot down during the 
last 5 years have now been avenged by 
Americans. 

We should observe the occasion of 
Chinese Air Force Day also because of 
the intimate relationship between 
China’s Air Force and our own. Indeed, 
for practical purposes, the two air forces 
are one. 

Today American pilots are fighting 
China’s air battles side by side with their 
Chinese comrades. They cre fighting to 
prevent the bombing of China’s hitherto 
vulnerable cities. 

They are fighting to destroy Japan’s 
Air Force in China, and they are bombing 
Japanese bases along the Yangtze and in 
Kiangsi and Kwantung. Our airmen 
have even struck at the strategic port of 
Haipong in Indochina, 

The first chapter of Chinese-American 
aerial comradeship—truly a brilliant 
one—was written by the American volun- 
teer group, the famous Flying Tigers. 

Today the second chapter is being writ- 
ten by the pursuit squadrons and bomb- 
ing squadrons of the United States Army 
Air Force under the command of Gen. 
Claire Chennault. 
Army flyers in China since July 4—the 
date of the disbandment of the Flying 
Tigers—shows unmistakably that the 
Flying Tigers have found worthy succes- 
sors. 

In another way the Chinese and Amer- 
ican Air Forces are working together. 
Chinese pilots are now being trained at 
various flying fields here in the United 
States. Recently a group of 40 Chinese 
officers completed their training and are 
now on their way back home. ‘These 
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young Chinese, a fine group of men, know 
how to fiy our most modern and fastest 
fighter planes. During their stay here 
they contributed much to the mutual un- 
derstanding between our 2 countries, 
ard they are carrying + memory of 
many ‘merican friendships back home 
with them. 

This year’s celebration of China’s Air 
Force Day is not only a tribute to the 
heroism displayed by Chinese flyers in 
the past, It also heralds the future. To- 
day the great goal for which China’s Air 
Force has been fighting for 5 years is 
closer than ever before. Fighting to- 
gether, China’s Air Force and the United . 
States Army Air Force, will destroy Jap- 
anese air power forever. 


PRINTING OF ADDITIONAL COPIES OF 
HOUSE REPORT ON REVENUE BILL 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
lays before the Senate a concurrent reso- 
lution coming over from the House of 
Representatives which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 80) as follows: 

Resolved by the House o; Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That there shall be 
printed 7,500 additional copies of House Re- 
port No. 2333, current session, on H. R. 7378, 
entitled “To provide revenue, and for other 
purposes”, of which 5,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the House document room, 200 
copies for the usc of the Senate document 
room, 2,000 copies for the use of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives, and 300 copies for the use 
of the Committee on Finance of the Senate. 


Mr. HAYDEN. I move that the Sen- 
ate concur in the House resolution. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF THE RECONSTRUCTION 
FINANCE CORPORATION 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
lays before the Senate a letter and re- 
ports, submitted pursuant to law, re- 
ceived from the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation covering the period from 
October 1941 to June 30, 1942, inclusive. 

Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. President, the 
President of the Senate has just laid be- 
fore the Senate a communication from 
the Chairman of the Board of Directors 
of the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion indicating that therc are certain 
matters of information contained in 
these reports the revelation of which 
might be of value to the enemy, and 
therefore ought to be kept confidential. 
I therefore ask that the reports be re- 
ferred in confidence to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 


Report oF Prrsons COMMISSIONED IN THE 
Army From Civit Lire WHo Hap No PRIOR 
COMMISSIONED MILITARY SERVICE 


A letter from the Secretary of War trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report showing 
the name, age, legal residence, rank, branch 
of the service, with special qualifications 
therefor, of each person commissioned in 
the Army of the United States from civilian 
life, during the 60 days beginning June 1, 
1942, who prior thereto had no commissioned 
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military service (with an accompanying re- 

port); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEGISLATION OF THE MUNICIPAL COUNCILS, 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 


Letters from the Acting Secretary of the 
Interior transmitting, pursuant to law, copies 
of legislation passed by the Municipal Coun- 
cils of St. Croix, and St. Thomas and St. 
John, V. I. (with accompanying papers); to 
the Committee on Territories and Insular 
Affairs. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

A letter from the Archivist of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, lists of 
papers and documents on the files of the De- 
partment of the Treasury (2), Federal Se- 
curity Agency (2), National Housing Agency, 
and Federal Works Agency (2), not needed 
in the conduct of business and having no per- 
manent value or historical interest and re- 
questing action looking toward their dispo- 
sition (with accompanying papers); to a Joint 
Select Committee on the Disposition of 
Papers in the Executive Departments. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 


By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

A letter in the nature of a petition from 
Rev. Norman B. Callaway, pastor, Methodist 
Church of Red Bluff, Calif., praying for the 
enactment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit the 
sale of alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice 
in the vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishments; ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: 

Petitions of sundry citizens of the State of 
Maine praying for the enactment of Senate 
bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic 
liquor and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 
military camps and naval establishments; 
ordered to He on the table. 

By Mr. CAPPER: . 

A petition of sundry citizens of Dwight, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of Senate 
bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic 
liquor and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 
military camps and naval establishments; 
ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A petition of sundry citizens of Templeton 
and Winchendon, Mass., praying for the en- 
actment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit the 
sale of alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice 
in the vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishments; ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 

Petitions of sundry citizens of the State of 
Maryland, praying for the enactment of Sen- 
ate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic 
liquor and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 
military camps and naval establishments; 
ordered to lie on the table. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND SUP- 


PRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILITARY 
CAMPS—PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I pre- 
sent for appropriate reference and ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Record, without the signatures at- 
tached, a communication from various 
eitizens of Harrodsburg, Ky., and also 
several petitions with identical language, 
numerously signed by citizens of Er- 
langer, Ky., and vicinity, supporting and 
ia for the enactment of Senate bill 

There being no objection, the letter 
and one of the petitions were ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed in the 
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Recorp, without the signatures attached 
thereto, as follows: 


HARRODSBURG, KY., June 24, 1942, 


Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: Christian people are pleading for 
the passage of Senator SHepparn’s bill, 8. 860, 
to prevent liquor from being sold around’ the 
Army camps, and also Mr. RANKIN’S bill, H. R. 
6785, to silence that advertisement of beer 
each time they try to hear the world news. 

We most earnestly request your assistance 
in this matter. 

Respectfully, 


PETITION 


To the Members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the Congress of the 
United States: 

Whereas in the War Act of 1917 the Con- 
gress of the United States included legisla- 
tion forbidding the exploitation of the men 
in the Army and the Navy by liquor and 
commercialized vice, even though liquor was 
then forbidden in any military unit; and 

Whereas in the Selective Service Act the 
Congress of 1940 called the young men of the 
present time to train for defense of our Na- 
tion, if need be, and there now exists for 
these young defenders no defense from the 
activities of what Gen. George C. Marshall, 
Chief of Staff of the Army of the United 
States, referred to as “a sordid business for 
the accumulation of money,” namely, the 
traffic in alcoholic beverages, and since beer 
is now sold in the camps by Government au- 
thority, and since commercialized prostitu- 
tion in camp areas threatens health, morals, 
and efficiency of service: Now, therefore, 

We, the undersigned citizens of Erlanger, 
State of Kentucky, do respectfully petition 
you to vote for S. 860, as a contribution to a 
wholesome defense program and a reenact- 
ment of legislation similar to that of 1917 
and so give to the young men of 1942 the pro- 
tection their fathers had in 1917. 


Mr. REYNOLDS presented two letters 
in the nature of petitions praying for 
the enactment of Senate bill 860, which 
were ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Hon. ROBERT R. REY-TOLDS, 
Chairman, Senate Military Affairs 
Committee, Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D C. 

DEAR SENATOR REYNOLDS: We are writing to 
you, not personally but Officially, as the 
chairman of the Senate Military Affairs Com- 
mittee. At a union service, held at Charity 
Methodist Church, Princess Anne County, 
Sunday, July 26, 1942, the congregation as- 
sembled requeste@ the pastors of the 
churches represented to write to you, stating 
that those present desire you to present to 
the Senate of the United States the action of 
the congregation in favor of the prompt pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 860, or of protective 
legislation for Our armed forces from the 
liquor and vice traffics similar to that which 
was enacted in 1917. 

You are also requested to present this 
action to the Senate, that it may be incor- 
porated in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Yours very truly, 
H. F. Justis, 
Pastor, South Princess Anne Circuit. 
O. S. Goon, 
Pastor, Princess Anne Circuit, 


THE METHODIST CHURCH, 
West Point, Va., July 30, 1942. 
Hon. Rosert R. REYNOLDS, 
Chairman, Senate Military Afairs 
Committee, Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D C. 
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mittee. At a union service, held at the First 
Baptist Church, West Point, Va., Sunday, 
July 26, 1942, the congregation assembled 
requested the pastors of the churches repre- 
sented to write to you, stating that those 
present desire you to present to the Senate of 
the United States the action of the congre- 
gation in favor of the prompt passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 860, or of protective legislation 
for our armed forces from the liquor and 
vice trafics similar to that which was en- 
acted in 1917. 

You are also requested to present this ac- 
tion to the Senate, that it may be incorpo- 
rated in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

Very truly yours, 
W. VAUGHAN Moors, 
Pastor, Methođist Church. 
JoHN P. Sata, 
Pastor, Church of the Disciples of Christ. 
Roxzert H. Han, 
Chairman, Board of Deacons 
of the Baptist Church. 
(In the absence of the pastor.) 


PRODUCTION OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL Record and appropri- 
ately referred a statement by the board 
of directors of the Kansas State Cham- 
ber of Commerce urging immediate de- 
velopment of all resources, including oil, 
natural gas, casing-head gas, coal and 
grain, which may increase the produc- 
tion of synthetic rubber. The views of 
this important group of Kansas business- 
men have my hearty approval. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys and ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


SYNTHETIC RUBBER 


Everyone must realize the absolute neces- 
sity of adequate rubber for the military and 
naval forces, Lack of it will be paid for with 
the lives of soldiers, sailors, and aviators. 

The full force and effect of shortage of 
rubber for civilian uses is not so clearly seen 
until one reflects on the changes in busi- 
ness and mode of life of the average Ameri- 
can which would result. Our economy is lit- 
erally and figuratively based on rubber. We 
cannot return to.a “horse and buggy” day 
without the disaster which takes away from 
millions of civilians all means of making a 
living. If this happens, it not only inflicts 
suffering upon thousands of individuals and 
families, but it dries up the source from which 
revenue miust be drawn to support the war, 

We are businessmen and not chemists or 
technicians, but we are peculiarly fortunate 
in having had the advice and counsel of a 
technical committee which has been working 
in the State chamber for more than 3 years. 
The members of this committee are techni- 
cians and chemists of recognized professional 
standing. Our opinion on the matter at issue 
is founded on the testimony of these men. 

We have the conviction that some part of 
the military and civilian rubber requirements 
can be satisfied by the commercial produc- 
tion of synthetics based on oil, natural gas, 
casing-head gas, coal, and grain. We are 
confident that the techniques of commercial 
production from all these raw materials are 
subject to improvements which might ulti- 
mately make one far cheaper than any of 
the others, but we do not believe that scien- 
tific or technical research has yet gone far 
enough to warrant any statement that any 
one raw material base is conclusively more 
advantageous than all others. In a word, we 
believe that it is reckless to predicate the 
satisfaction of such a critical need on the use 
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immediately for the development, of each of 
these raw materials as a potential synthetic 
rubber source, 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, in the 
same connection I also ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD a 
letter written by Dr. Warren E, Jeffrey, 
a prominent physician of Topeka, Kans., 
urging the use of surplus agricultural 
products for the manufacturing of syn- 
thetic rubber. Because of the great need 
for tires it is obvious that every available 
source of rubber supply should be utilized. 
This letter was published in the Topeka 
(Kans.) Capital, 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

ARE YOU AN AMERICAN? 

At this time we have a most important rub- 
ber situation confronting every citizen. 
Never before in the history of the United 
States have we had the opportunity to uti- 
lizc our excess crops in the manufacture of 
synthetic rubber, thereby stabilizing the 
farmers’ markets. When this is not done we 
are fools. As long as the farmers’ ground is 
fertilized properly and planted to crops we 
shall have a surplus. Why not use this sur- 
plus to the best advantage? In regard to the 
oil, you positively know that oil will not last 
forever if used in a wasteful manner. Why 
not, in planning for the United States of 
America, take into consideration the pos- 
terity of the American people? You know as 
well as I that corn, wheat, or any grains can- 
not be stored indefinitely, while on the 
other hand oil can be stored for hundreds of 
years with practically no loss. Greed and 
selfishness do not spell for the progress of 
this Nation. Where is your manhood, Ameri- 
cans? Consider these facts and act for the 
best interests of this Nation. 

Dr. WARREN E. JEFFREY, 
Topeka, Kans. 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON MILI- 
TARY AFFAIRS 


Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2698) to make trans- 
portation and storage facilities available 
for military use where military neces- 
sity exists, by authorizing the removal to 
other points of merchandise in customs 
custody, reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 1579) 
thereon. 


SENATE RESTAURANTS—REPORT OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON RULES 


Mr. BYRD, from the Committee cn 
Rules, reported an original joint resolu- 
tion (S. J. Res. 158) transferring the 
management of the Senate restaurants 
to the Architect of the Capitol, and for 
other purposes, which was read twice by 
its title and ordered to be placed on the 
calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARKLEY (for Mr. STEWART) : 

5.2710. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of War to purchase real estate in Franklin 
County, Tenn., for military purposes; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LUCAS: 

§.2711. A bill authorizing the naturaliza- 
tion of John M. Weneta; to the Committee 
on Immigration, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


By Mr, BULOW: 

8. 2712. A bill for the relief of Victoria Jes- 
sie Lodge Skin, now Standing Bear; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

(Mr. TYDINGS introduced Senate bill 2713, 
which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service, and appears under a separate head- 
ing.) 

(Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced Senate bill 
2714, which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and appears under 
a separate heading.) 

By Mr. LODGE: 

8.2715. A bill for the relief of Frederic P, L, 
Mills; to the Committee on Claims. 

(Mr. LODGE also introduced Senate bill 
2716, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands and Surveys, and appears 
under a separate heading.) 

By Mr. WALSH: 

8.2717. A bill for the relief of Charles H. 

Koch; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. PEPPER: 

§.2718. A bill to give wartime rank to re- 
tired officers of the military and naval forces; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


TRANSFER OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES 
FROM NONDEFENSE TO DEFENSE AGEN- 
CIES 


Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I intro- 
duce a bill, and, in order that it may be 
not misunderstood, I should like to ask 
unanimous consent that I may make a 
few remarks with reference thereto. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there cb- 
jection to the request of the Senator from 
Maryland? The Chair hears none, and 
the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, the bill 
which I introduce has the following title: 
“To provide for mandatory transfers of 
governmental employees to war agencies, 
and for other purposes.” It has a rather 
ominous title, which the body of the bill 
does not justify. 

The purpose of the bill is to give the 
President the authority to transfer Gov- 
ernment employees under the civil serv- 
ice from nondefense to defense activities. 
However, the bill provides that no em- 
ployee shall be transferred to a position 
at a grade lower than the one he occu- 
pied in his regular department or agency. 
It further provides that, wherever pos- 
sible, the employee shall be advanced one 
grade if he is transferred from his regular 
Position to a war agency. 

It also provides that, when the emer- 
gency is over—namely, when the war is 
over—he shall have the right to be re- 
transferred immediately, or as soon after 
the war as may be feasible, back to his 
position without loss of any seniority or 
other rights, 

The reason for the bill is that in my 
judgment, and in the judgment of those 
who have cooperated with me in this 
matter, there is not sufficient power un- 
der the War Powers Act to give the Pres- 
ident authority to make such transfers 
should he desire to do so. It is a close 
question, 

In looking over some of the govern- 
mental activities we find a number. of 
departments in which there are a great 
many employees whose functions have 
been temporarily curtailed or arrested 
during the war. I do not say this for 
the purpose of singling out any particu- 
lar agency, but only by way of reference. 
Take, for example, the Rural Electrifica- 
tion Administration, a very useful organi- 
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zation which has done much good. Un- 
der present conditions it cannot obtain 
copper wire with which to extend power 
lines because the War Production Board 
has issued an order that it shall use no 
more copper wire. It would be a shame 
completely to disband this organization, 
because the time will come when we shall 
want to project its activities again. Its 
personnel, who in many cases are more 
or less without anything to do, should be 
available to some agency which is con- 
tributing to the promotion of the war 
effort. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. To what extent, if 
the Senator knows, have employees of 
the Rural Electrification Administration 
been transferred to other activities? I 
ask that question on the basis of the 
theory that rather than to lose their 
positions they would voluntarily request 
that they be transferred to some more 
active agency. Can the Senator tell us 


to what extent they have been trans- 


ferred from this agency? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I cannot do that; but 
I will say to the Senator that the only 
way to effect a transfer now is on a vol- 
untary basis. Many agencies which have 
a very useful place in our routine are for 
the moment, because of no fault of their 
own, deprived of the opportunity of func- 
tioning. No safeguard is thrown around 
the transfers. Many employees are re- 
luctant to transfer, and properly so. I 
have tried by the bill to make transfers 
attractive, and to throw around them 
every possible safeguard properly to pro- 
tect the employees. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It has been reported 
that somewhat more than $1,250,000,000 
has been saved in nondefense expendi- 
tures, 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Obviously such sav- 
ings have resulted in the reduction of the 
number of employees in the agencies in 
which the savings have taken place. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I was wondering to 
what extent such employees have been 
transferred. 

Mr. TYDINGS. In many of the agen- 
cies in which the work has been tem- 
poraerily curtailed, many of them have 
been voluntarily transferred. It stands 
to reason that as we go further into the 
war there will be greater curtailment in 
the nondefense agencies. It seems to me 
that the President ought to have the 
right to compel transfers, provided the 
employee is protected, when there is no 
further need for his services in his reg- 
ular function. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me ask a further 
auestion. In view of the fact that the 
Senator’s bill merely authorizes the Pres- 
ident to bring about such transfers, why 
has the Senator put the word “manda- 
tory” in the title of the bill? Apparently 
it is not mandatory. The President 
would be authorized to make mandatory 
transfers. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes. 

“re BARKLEY. The title might lead 

to the implication that the mandate was 
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to the President, and not from the Presi- 
dent to the employees. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Iam glad the Senator 
has cleared up that point. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator what provision, if any, 
the bill makes in cases in which transfers 
have already taken place by the consent 
of the employees. At the end of the war 
will they be entitled to the benefits of the 
bill, and to have their places restored? 

Mr, TYDINGS. I think so; but I will 
say to the Senator that if there is any 
doubt about that I shall be glad to go 
over the billagain. I want to make sure 
that those who have voluntarily trans- 
ferred from one department to another 
will have the right to transfer back to 
their regular agencies. 

Mr. NORRIS. To be fair, such a pro- 
vision cught to be in the law, if there is 
to be a law on the subject. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct. The 
only reason I have introduced the bill is 
because there seems to be a hiatus in 
the power given the President heretofore 
in reference to mandatory transfers. I 
presume the bill will go to the Civil Serv- 
ice Committee. We shall have a chance 
to iron out such imperfections as appear 
in it. Iam taking these few moments to 
point out that the philosophy of the bill 
is that when an employee is transferred 
from one agency or department to an- 
other, it is suggested that he be trans- 
ferred at the next higher grade rather 
than at the grade at which he used to 
work. Secondly, when the emergency is 
over, and when there is no further need 
for his services in the war agency, he 
should have the right to go back to his 
former position without being penalized 
in any way. While the President would 
have the power to make such transfers 
mandatory, regardless of the wishes of 
the employee, it has been the attempt of 
the author of the bill to throw every pos- 
sible safeguard around the transfers to 
protect the employees. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately referred. 

The bill (S. 2713) to provide for man- 
datory transfers of governmental em- 
ployees to war agencies, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service. s 


REHABILITATION OF PERSONS SUFFER- 
ING FROM WAR-CONNECTED AND 
OTHER DISABILITIES 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
introduce a bill to provide for the re- 
habilitation of individuals suffering from 
war-connected or other disabilities. The 
purpose of the bill is the vocational re- 
habilitation of war-disabled individuals 
and other disabled individuals who can 
be made available for work. I ask that 
the bill be appropriately referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately referred. 

The bill (S. 2714) to provide for the vo- 
cational rehabilitation of individuals suf- 
fering from war-connected or other dis- 
abilities, was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, 
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PROPOSED NATIONAL PETROLEUM 
ADMINISTRATION 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I intro- 
duce a bill to establish the Office of Na- 
tional Petroleum Administrator, and ask 
the indulgence of the Senate while I 
present a statement in explanation of 
the bill. 

The bill seeks to remedy several defects 
in the present system, and in particular 
to meet three major criticisms of our 
present petroleum policy. 

First. The bill would set up a Nation- 
wide control in place of the present sec- 
tional control which is confined to 17 
Eastern States. 

Second. It would set up a unified au- 
thority replacing the present divided au- 
thority which has led so many people to 
complain that they were victims of *‘pass- 
ing the buck.” The mayors of Massachu- 
setis and a great many of the petroleum 
dealers have strongly expressed them- 
selves as favoring the unified control of 
this great problem. 

Third, It would confer a grant of power 
sufficiently broad to enable the Govern- 
ment to compel petroleum shipments 
into critical areas. 

I believe that the need for Nation- 
wide control is already apparent to many 
people and will be apparent to the entire 
Nation within a short space of time. I 
understand that it is by no means cer- 
tain that the Middle West will continue 
to enjoy an abundance of petroleum 
products. Moreover, the need to con- 
serve rubber is just as great in one sec- 
tion of the country as it is in another, 
and control of petroleum is a practical 
way to conserve rubber. I believe that 
Nation-wide control not only appeals to 
one’s sense of fairness and justice, and 
that it not only would meet a criticism 
which is being voiced within the rationed 
area, but that it would be definitely in the 
interests of the Nation as a whole. 

In a telegram to me of recent date, Mr. 
Joseph B. Eastman, Coordinator of De- 
fense Transportation, stated that the oil 
shortage was “not a matter to be con- 
trolled alone through distribution of tank 
cars, because neither the railroads nor I 
can bring buyers and sellers together nor 
require shippers to make consignments to 
a particular destination.” 

This message makes it clear that there 
is at present a lack of authority to com- 
pel oil shipments. Although the granting 
of such authority might normally be re- 
pugnant to our notions of free enter- 
prise, we are confronting an emergency 
which justifies taking effective steps to 
see to it that people in our Northern 
States do not grow cold during the win- 
ter, and that essential war industries in 
all the rationed States are enabled to 
continue war production. I believe this 
is a proper delegation of power in time 
of war. 

I introduce this bill with the hope that 
it will be enacted into law, and in the be- 
lief that in any event it would set up a 
standard to which those of us who are so 
vitally interested in the petroleum situa- 
tion could repair. Obviously, this same 
object could be achieved much more 
quickly by action of the executive branch. 
I still hope that this may be the case. 
The bill, however, represents the thoughts 
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of a great many persons who are vitally 
concerned with this problem. 

In the final analysis the bill would 
centralize control and definitely place re- 
sponsibility on a very vital concern of the 
home front. 

In this connection I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD at 
this point as a part of my remarks an 
article on the subject from the Boston 
Globe of August 7, 1942. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


JOHN Q. MOTORIST NOT COMPLACENT—IS WELL 
AWARE OF THE CRITICAL RUBBER SITUATION 


(By T. G. M.) 


Motorists the country over appear to have 
& much clearer understanding of the rubber 
outlook than they are given credit for by 
many politicians. Wheneyer the subject of 
Nation-wide gasoline rationing or tire requi- 
sitioning has been mentioned, various Wash- 
ington gentlemen have indicated that the 
“people are not ready for it” and claim to 
have received howls of protest from “back 
home.” But figures recently compiled by the 
American Petroleum Institute from State 
Tax Department reports suggest a different 
story 


During the first 5 months of this year total 
gasoline consumption, including Govern- 
ment purchases for military use, were 83 
percent under the same period last year in 
district No. 1, the eastern seaboard and the 
only district in which rationing now applies. 
Surprising as it may seem, in district No. 2, 
comprising the Middle West where gasoline 
has been plentiful due to production in the 
midcontinent fields, consumption dropped 
almost exactly as much, namely 6.3 percent. 

The gasoline shortage in the East has nat- 
urally hit motorists harder than in any other 
part of the country, and the blow has be- 
come increasingly severe. Consumption in 
Massachusetts in May was 30.2 percent below 
the year before, for example. But, whereas 
we in this State had to cut our driving 
sharply because we couldn't get enough gas, 
there was no such compulsion in Illinois, 
one of the most prolific oil-producing States 
in the Union. Mlinois consumption in Jan- 
uary was 4.3 percent above the previous year, 
but in May the figure showed a decline of 
15.9 percent from 1941. Similarly, Okla- 
homa, reputed to have an oil well or two 
within its borders, consumed 22.9 percent less 
gasoline in May than last year. 

There are, it is true, a few States in which 
consumption is still slightly above a year 
ago. But in all such Stetes the trend is 
sharply downward and in no one of the 
Petroleum Coordinator's five districts was 
total consumption in May as large as in 1941. 

All of this again emphasizes that, despite 
what is said to the contrary, the great Amer- 
ican public will turn out all right. Not- 
withstanding the many conflicting state- 
ments that have been issued on the rubber 
situation, and notwithstanding the Goy- 
ernment’s tardiness in dealing with it realis- 
tically, the average motorist seems to have 
sized up the few available facts reasonably 
accurately and to have voluntarily cut his 
mileage. 


If the prospective tire shortage is as serious 
as shown in the report recently issued by the 
Brookings Institution, and commented upon 
in this column, it is high time the public 
should be told so. It hasn't been told so, yet. 
If voluntary reduction in driving is not as 
large as is needed to meet the crisis, the pub- 
lic is not to blame, It has shown its willing- 
ness to cooperate and can be trusted to do 
whatever more is required, if only it is told 
the whole truth. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately referred. 
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The bill (S. 2716) to establish a na- 
tional petroleum administration, to pro- 
vide Nation-wide control of petroleum, 
and to provide for the coordination and 
efficier.t administration of the functions 
of the Government relating to petroleum, 
was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lancs and Sur- 
veys. 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield to me? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 

Mr. TOBEY. Iam delighted that my 
colleague from Massachusetts has intro- 
duced this bill, in which I heartily concur, 
and I wish to say to him, to the Senate 
and to the country itself, through the 
medium of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
that no greater anomaly has ever existed 
in my experience in public life in the 
last 20 years, than exists today through- 
cut the Nation. The people of the coun- 
try were told a short time ago by the 
Executive authority that tke rubber 
shortage was not insurmourtable, and 
that means could be devised by which we 
all could have rubber. Four weeks later 
the pronunciamento Lame from the same 
source, that our tires may be taken from 
us. Then last week Mr. Joel Dean, As- 
sistant Director of Fuel in Mr. Hender- 
son’s office, made the statement that na- 
tional rationing of gasoline was impera- 
tive. That pronunciamento went forth 
and received publicity. Inside of 24 hours 
no less an authority than Harold L. Ickes, 
the Fuel Coordinator himself, made an 
official statement and said that national 
gasoline rationing was not necessary. 

Mr. President, between them stand 
130,000,000 people, who are bewildered 
and confused by such incongruities, in- 
consistencies, and abnormalities in offi- 
cial utterances. 

Mr. President, I point out that na- 
tional unity and national morale cannot 
be built up in that wey. Give the people 
a fair deal. The people cry out “Where 
is the truth? Qu Vadis? Which way 
are you leading us?” We cannot find 
out. They cannot find out. Let us get 
to the bottom of this thing. 

It has been repeatedly said that gaso- 
line rationing is necessary to conserve 
rubber. If that is so then place the ra- 
tioning of gasoline on a national basis 
now, and relieve the distress of the people 
in the eastern Atlantic States who are 
being discriminated against, both with 
respect to fuel oil and gasoline rationing. 

Again I ask “Where is the truth?” 
Somebody should determine it, and I call 
for it here today. 

TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY CON- 

FERRED BY SENATE RESOLUTIONS FOR 

INQUIRIES AND INVESTIGATIONS 


Mr. HAYDEN submitted the following 
resolution (S. Res. 284), which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That all authority conferred by 
resolutions of the Senate heretofore agreed to 
authorizing inquiries and investigations by 
standing, select, or special committees of the 
Senate, or authorizing expenditures for such 
purposes, is hereby terminated as of the end 
of the month of January 1943, unless by fur- 
ther resolution such authority is continued 
beyond such time. 
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AMERICA AND THE WAR—ADDRESS DE- 
LIVERED BY SENATOR BALL AT CROOKS- 
TON, MINN, 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, the 
junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Batt] performed a significant service to 
the cause of freedom by making a key- 
note address on a State-wide radio 
hook-up from a rally held at the Crooks- 
ton, Minn., armory on Monday, August 
10,1942. The speech is so valuable in its 
leadership of thought at this time that 
I ask unanimous consent to have it 
printed in the Recorp at this place. 

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Mrs. Harding, ladies, and gentlemen, the 
United States is fighting today the most 
crucial war of our history. We are fighting 
again under the banners of liberty and free 
government, against enemies whose aim is 
the enslavement of the world and the oblit- 
eration of freedom everywhere. Our foes 
have tossed overboard every principle of civ- 
ilization and Christianity. 

We can and will accept but one end to this 
war. That end is the utter and complete 
defeat of the Axis. 

I say that with full knowledge that today 
the cause of liberty is fighting through the 
darkest hours of its history. There may be 
even darker hours ahead. 

But I say it also with complete confidence 
that American industry, labor, and agricul- 
ture are even now producing in tremendous 
quantities the munitions and supplies that 
in the hands of our fighting men will mean 
ultimate victory. 

We have ample evidence in Norway, Den- 
mark, France, and Greece, stripped of food, 
clothing, and fuel while women and children 
starve and freeze, of what it would mean to 
accept any other conclusion to this war. A 
stalemate or a negotiated peace would be 
merely a breathing spell while our enemies 
gathered their forces for another attempt to 
conquer the world. 

* The one issue in this campaign overshad- 

owing all others is the foreign policy of the 
United States—past, present, and future. 
On that issue hangs the fate of our children 
and their children, whether they shall devote 
their brains and energies to peaceful prog- 
ress here or whether they shall spend their 
lives on some future battlefield rectifying the 
mistakes of appeasement-minded and isola- 
tionist leaders. 

The so-called isolationist leaders—public 
officials, writers, and speakers—told the 
American people over and over again that 
the United States had nothing to fear from 
Axis aggression. They continued their fight 
against American preparation to meet Axis 
aggression down to the very moment Pearl 
Harbor was attacked. That treacherous at- 


-tack demonstrated to the American people 


the folly of isolationism. But so far as the 
public record shows, it did not change the 
mind of a single isolationist leader. They 
are keeping quiet about foreign policy now, 
but we find some of them in the forefront of 
every effort to stir up class hatreds and to 
destroy the confidence of the American people 
in our Goyernment and the war effort. 

We do not question the patriotism or the 
sincerity of the isolationist leaders. But we 
do question their judgment. That was 
tragically wrong, and we are paying the cost 
of their errors now. 

I supported in the Senate every measure 
aimed at strengthening those nations re- 
sisting Axis aggression and increasing the 
tempo of our defense program here in 
America. I did so because I was convinced 
the Axis could not achieve its aim of world 
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domination without destroying liberty in the 
citadel of freedom here in the United States, 

Our first task in the months and years 
ghead is to win the war. A vigilant Repub- 
lican minority can help win by watching for 
weaknesses in our war effort and making 
constructive suggestions to improve them. 
We should avoid obstructionism and de- 
structive criticism. 

In any program as vast as our war effort, 
it is easy to find things to criticize. The 
United States was a peaceful nation, intent 
on the problems of peace. We had no blue- 
prints for total war. Our leaders have had 
to make plans and meet new problems as 
they went along. They are only human and 
they have made mistakes. Unless criticism 
of such mistakes is combined with sugges- 
tions to avoid them in the future, it is 
destructive and harmful to the war effort. 

You know the Truman investigating com- 
mittee, on which I have served for a year 
and a half, has pulled no punches in criticiz- 
ing waste and inefficiency in the war effort. 
But our criticism has always been combined 
with constructive suggestions. We criticized 
the muddling and divided authority of the 
old Office of Production Management, but we 
also recommeuded the centralized control 
under Don Nelson in the War Production 
Board. Long before Pearl Farbor, the Tru- 
man committee was harping on raw material 
shortages, continually urging more drastic 
action to increase production of aluminum, 
steel, copper, and rubber. 

In striking contrast is much of the recent 
criticism of the synthetic rubber program. 
America is a nation on wheels and some of 
our leaders could not resist making a partisan, 
selfish appeal to the natural desire of all of 
us to keep our automobiles running. First 
they claimed the rubber shortage was a myth. 
The hard facts soon proved they were wrong. 
Then they turned their fire on the synthetic 
rubber program, making a blatant appeal to 
sectional and selfish interests and not hesitat- 
ing to bandy about all kinds of loose charges 
striking at the integrity of our Government, 

These critics propose to discard 8 months 
of work already done on a synthetic rubber 
program and start over again with a new set- 
up designed to appease various pressure 
groups. Plans for producticn of 800,000 tons 
of synthetic rubber annually were begun last 
fall. Contracts have been let. Construction 
is under way and some plants are completed. 
All will be finished within 2 years. To start 
over again at this late date would only con- 
fuse and delay the whole program. 

We can also help win the war by fighting 
for tolerance and fair play, and by opposing 
intolerance, bigotry, and discrimination 
wherever they occur, 

Tolerance for the rights of minorities, 
whether racial, religious, economic, or politi- 
cal, is one of the very foundation stones of 
our democracy and our Hberty, Every one 
of us is a member of a minority of one kind 
or another. Intolerance and persecution of 
minorities begin as small flames, but if un- 
checked, grow into a blazing inferno that 
destroys civilization. We have seen that 
happen in Nazi Germany, where the early 
pogroms were only the beginning of a long 
series of brutal persecutions of racial, reli- 
gious, and political minorities culminating 
now in the slaughter of thousands of men, 
women, and children in the occupied coun- 
tries. We must stamp out intolerance and 
discrimination when they first appear, before 
they grow into Frankenstein monsters to 
destroy our democracy. 

There is another kind of intolerance not 
as easy to recognize, which has its roots in 
lack of understanding. We are determined 
that the burden of this war shall be borne 
equally by all individuals and all groups. 

In rural communities there is bitter resent- 
ment against organized labor, charges that 
labor is profiteering on the war effort, de- 
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mands that labor unions be outlawed, that 
workmen be frozen to their jobs and forced 
to work. On the other hand, in urban com- 
munities where the rising cost of living cre- 
ates a terrific problem for the housewife on 
a fixed budget, there is fierce resentment 
against farm organizations for seeking parity 
income for agriculture, charges that farmers 
are profiteering, demands that their prices 
be frozen at pre-war levels and they be made 
to produce the food we need. And every- 
-where are stories of huge profits made by war 
contractors, charges that businessmen are 
more interested in earnings than in winning 
the war, and demand: that the Government 
take over and operate all war industries. 

These intolerances, these drastic demands, 
arise out of misunderstanding but they never- 
theless hurt our war effort and in the long 
run they are contrary to our democratic prin- 
ciples. You and I here in the Red River 
Valley know that agriculture was just emerg- 
ing from a 20-year depression when this war 
began, that consumers had been paying 
sweat-shop prices for farm products for years 
and that it was only fair to permit farm 
prices to rise to parity with prices of the 
things the farmer buy: before ceilings became 
effective. 

I lived through the disastrous farm defia- 
tion which followed the first World War here 
in Crookston and saw the sorrow and eco- 
nomic wreckage left in its wake. We must 
avoid a recurrence of that . Farmers 
have accepted patriotically limitation of their 
prices to parity during the war. They are 
entitled to the Nation’s assurance that when 
the war ends there will be a floor as well as 
a ceiling on these prices. 

The overwhelming majority of business- 
men producing munitions are interested 
only in winning the war and in maintaining 
sufficient financial stability to withstand the 
shock of post-war adjustments. There are 
selfish, greedy individuals among business- 
men, just as there are among other groups. 
But they are the exception and not the rule. 
As a matter of fact, the most flagrant in- 
stances of excessive profits have been in 
cases where a contractor is doing an out- 
standing production job, delivering critical 
munitions orders in one-fourth to one-half 
the scheduled time, which naturally in- 
creases profits enormously. 

Very early in the defense program it ap- 
peared to me we needed a fair and clear-cut 
national policy for handling labor disputes 
in order to minimize stoppages of production. 
I introduced a bill outlining such a policy 
and it was considered favorably by the Sen- 
ate Labor Committee. The leaders of organ- 
ized labor opposed this bill as they opposed 
any legislation affecting their organizations, 
I think they were wrong. Recent Supreme 
Court decisions have made it impossible to 
prosecute labor unions for violation of anti- 
trust and antiracketeering statutes. I shall 
always oppose punitive measures aimed at 
destroying labor’s organizations, but I shall 
support legislation to correct the situation 
resulting from those court decisions. No 
organization in America should have or 
desire any special privilege to violate the law 
with impunity. 

Organized labor does have two great war 
achievements to its credit. The almost mi- 
raculous production job done by American 
industry since Pearl Harbor would have been 
utterly impossible without labor’s whole- 
hearted cooperation. And the unions have 
kept to the letter their no-strike pledge of 
last December, There has not been a single 
strike of any consequence in war production 
since December 7. When we consider the tre- 
mendous expansion of war industry, and the 
countless opportunities for grievances to 
arise, that is a truly remarkable record. 

The idea that Government can get produc- 
tion by chaining a workman to his bench or 
& farmer to his plow and standing over him 
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with a whip, is not only un-American and 
undemocratic—it won’t work. Americans 
will not respond to that kind of treatment, 
except by rebellion. They would not be real 
Americans if they reacted any other way. 
The genius of America is in teamwork and 
cooperation. Aping the whip and spur of 
Nazi dictatorship is not our way. We can and 
will win the war by teamwork and co- 
operation. 

These great and powerful organizations of 
economic groups make a valuable contribu- 
tion to national progress. They assure fair 
treatment for the groups they represent. 
But occasionally these organizations become 
too powerful politically and attempt to dic- 
tate national policies contrary to the general 
welfare. In this critical period, we cannot 
afford to decide national policies on any basis 
except what is best for the entire Nation. 
Those blocs and pressure groups whose lead- 
ers overstep their proper field and attempt 
to override the general welfare for selfish 
ends deserve and will receive a reprimand 
from the people. 

One of the greatest weaknesses of the pres- 
ent national administration has been its re- 
luctance to antagonize the leaders of two 
powerful groups, labor and agriculture, in 
formulating a domestic war policy that goes 
clear across the economic board. Despite the 
efforts of some of us during consideration of 
the Price Control Act, we still do not have an 
effective wage-stabilization policy. Without 
it we cannot hope to maintain effective price 
control, That failure led in turn to weak- 
ness in the agricultural provisions of the act, 
and inflation is a real danger as a result. 

The best remedy is for representatives of 
labor and industry to agree on a wage-stabili- 
zation formula. If they cannot agree, then 
Congress should write the formula. And at 
the same time we should strengthen the agri- 
cultural section of the act. 

The Congress we elect this fall will face 
two other major problems, One is the formu- 
lation of policies to govern the post-war con- 
version of industry from war to peacetime 
production, The other is to work out the 
fundamentals of a permanent democratic 
peace. 


Two principles should guide us in plan-, 


ning for the post-war conversion of industry, 
First, preserve the free enterprise and indi- 
vidual initiative that have made the United 
States the most productive Nation in the 
world by keeping governmental controls in 
industry to the absolute minimum. Second, 
aim at an economy of abundance, not 
scarcity. 

Many of our decisions on current problems 
should be made with these principles in mind, 
The conversion problem will be most acute 
for smaller industries. Many of them have 
expanded tremendously in war production 
and because of the small base set by their 
prior earnings the Government will and 
should take in taxes 90 percent or more of 
their current profits. They are likely to find 
themselves at the end of the war with huge, 
modern plants on their hands, but without 
sufficient reserves and working capital to con- 
vert those plants to peacetime production. 
A provision in the tax law for return at the 
end of the war of a percentage of excess- 
profits taxes collected might mean the dif- 
ference between having such plants idle or 
having them producing. 


Our purchases now of War bonds and 
stamps are building up a reservoir of buying 
power which will facilitate post-war conver- 
sion. 


But even with such planning, there may 
be many smaller concerns at the end of the 
war who dare not risk the expenditure of 
capital necessary for conversion with no as- 
surance of a market for their civilian prod- 
ucts. In such cases the Government could 
follow one of two courses. It could take over 
the plant and operate it and distribute the 
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goods produced. Or Government could guar- 
antee to that factory owner a market at cost 
of production for a specified quantity of his 
product, thus minimizing his risk, and let 
free enterprise do the rest. I believe the 
latter course is the one Government should 
follow. 

The second principle to govern that post- 
war conversion springs from the fact that 
people know today that we have the re- 
sources, the techniques, and the manpower 
to produce an abundance of everything nec- 
essary for comfortable living for everyone. 
With that knowledge the people will not ac- 
cept for long any system of government or 
economics that does not move steadily and 
rapidly toward that goal. 

We should support those measures and ac- 
tions which will bring about the greatest pro- 
duction and the widest distribution of goods, 
and we should oppose those policies and ac- 
tions which tend to restrict either production 
or distribution, 

Standard Oil's cartel agreement with I. G. 
Farben of Germany was not only a very sordid 
chapter in American business history, it was 
a blow at the very heart of the capitalist 
system of free enterprise. The cartel was a 
typical monopoly deal in that its primary 
aim was to restrict production and to limit 
distribution by keeping prices abnormally 
high. Capitalism can survive only by doing 
the opposite—by increasing production, and 
by widening distribution by lowering costs 
and prices. 

All such monopoly arrangements, whether 
domestic or international, move toward an 
economy of scarcity instead of abundance 
and should be prohibited. 

A permanent solution of the farm-income 
problem should be based on an economy of 
abundance philosophy. The Government 
program should aim only at directing farm 
production into those fields where the need 
is greatest, and some sort of automatic ma- 
chinery, like the McNary-Haugen two-price 
system, should provide the parity income to 
which farm producers are entitled. 

Our chance to achieve this economy of 
abundance depends not only on winning the 
war, but also on winning the peace. For 
only in a world at peace can men and 
nations work out these vast problems, 

The United States seeks no territory or 
empire in this war. Beyond preserving our 
liberty, the only positive thing we can win 
in this war is a permanent and democratic 
peace, a reasonable assurance that our sons 
and grandsons will not have this job to do 
over again in 10 or 20 years. 

We can win the peace only if the peoples 
of the United Nations are agreed in advance 
on its basic fundamentals. We dare not risk 
having our chances wrecked by the hates and 
fears and diplomatic bickering of the peace 
conference. 

What are the basic fundamentals needed 
for permanent, democratic peace? 

First. We should establish fair and impar- 
tial machinery for the peaceful settlement 
of disputes between nations. The proce- 
dures are fairly well understood—mediation, 
fact finding, arbitration, and judicial deter- 
mination. The essential thing is to assure 
fairness and impartiality in whatever agency 
is established. It must not be dominated by 
any one nation or group of nations. 

Second. We must have a world police force, 
We have learned to our sorrow that despite 
the overwhelming will of the people for peace, 
there arise from time to time political leaders 
who will not hesitate to plunge the whole 
world into war to achieve their ambitions. 
And so we need a task force Of ships and 
planes and men ready to act immediately to 
hait and disarm any outlaw nation which 
attempts military aggression against another 
nation. Perhaps in the period immediately 
after the war ends this policing job must be 
undertaken jointly by the United Nations. 
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But the eventual sound and democratic 
answer is to have the police force controlled 
by an organization of nations, 

Third. We should avoid any repetition of 
‘the disastrous cycle of nationalistic trade 
barriers and tariff walls which have strangled 
world trade and commerce in the past 20 
years. As rapidly as adjustments can be 
made, we should eliminate those extreme and 
unreasonable trade barriers now existing. 
World trade and commerce develop friend- 
ship and understanding between nations and 
are one of the strongest influences for peace. 
Conversely, it is explosive and dangerous to 
peace to shut any nation away from raw 
materials and markets vital to its economic 
survival. This does not mean free trade. It 
does not mean that our farmers and work- 
men will be forced to compete with farmers 
and workmen whose standard of living is 
much lower. The answer to that is not to 
lower our standards of living but to use our 
great economic resources and our industrial 
skills to help the peoples of backward nations 
to raise theirs. Raising the income of the 


millions in China by just a few cents a day, | 


for instance, would create a market for all 
the farm surpluses we could possibly pro- 
duce—and it can be done, 

Fourth. We should disarm the Axis na- 
tions. We should next establish an effective 
world police force. Then, and only then, we 
of the United Nations should disarm. We 
should disarm then because we cannot hope 


to build an economy of abundance while | 
diverting a large portion of our wealth and | 


energy to armaments, which in themselves 
are a constant irritant lending to war. 

Fifth. The Nazi leaders of Germany and 
the war lords of Japan should be punished 
as individuals. This war is not like other 
wars. Those who started it are guilty of 
treason against civilization and they chould 
be punished for their crimes as individuals. 

Those are the minimum essentials I be- 
lieve we must have in order to win a demo- 
cratic and permanent peace. There will be 
those to scoff at them as idealistic and uto- 
pian. Let us be wary of such scoffing. Let 


us ask ourselves who scuttled the peace of | 


the world at Versailles. Was it the idealistic 
American President? Or was it the practical 
realists—the power politicians of Europe? 


If we in the United States permit national- 
istic hates or fears to dominate our thinking. | 


on this all-important problem, then God 


help the world. We must take the lead. We. 


must strive for the ideal, even though we do 
not achieve all we seek, for therein lies the 
last great hope of this war-weary world. Let 


us, in the words of George Washington, | 


“raise a standard to which the wise and 
honest can repair; the event is in the hand 
of God.” 

Thank you. 
ADDRESS BY PRESIDENT-ELECT LOPEZ 

OF COLOMBIA 

{Mr. PEPPER asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the Recorp an address de= 


livered by Hon. H. E. Alfonso Lopez, President- 
elect of Colombia, at a banquet given in his 


honor and in honor of Madam Lopez, by the | 


Pan-American Society and the Colombian- 
American Chamber of Commerce, at the 
Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, New York City, on July 
20, 1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 


A SECOND FRONT—EXCERPTS FROM AD- 
DRESSES BY SENATOR PEPPER 
[Mr. PEPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp excerpts from two 
recent addresses by him on the subject of a 
second front, which appear in the Appendix.] 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR MEAD ON POSTAL 
EMPLOYEES AND THE WAR 
{Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to have 


printed in the Recorp a radio address de- 
livered by him on August 10, 1942, on the 


subject of postal employees and the war, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 
INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL AND SYNTHETIC 

RUBBER—STATEMENT BY DR. EARL N. 

BRESSMAN 

[Mr. HERRING asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a statement by 
Dr. Earl N. Bressman, Director, Agricultural 
Division, Office of the Coordinator of Inter- 
American Affairs, before a subcommittee of 
the Senate Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry investigating industrial alcohol and 
synthetic rubber, on June 5, 1942, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


WAR-VITAL MINING—EDITORIAL FROM 
DESERET NEWS 

[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 

leave to have printed in the Recorp an edi- 

torial entitled “Death or Salvation for War- 

Vital Mining,” recently published in the 

Deseret News, which appears in the Appendix. ] 


MERGER OF AMERICAN COMPANIES EN- 
GAGED IN INTERNATTONAL COMMUNI- 
CATIONS — EDITORIAL FROM THE 
WASHINGTON POST 
[Mr. TRUMAN asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the Recorp an editorial deal- 

ing with the merger of the American com- 
panies engaged in international communica- 
tions, published in the Washington Fost, of 

August 5, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 

pendix.] 

THE SHORTAGE OF CRITICAL WAR 

MATERIAL 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I desire to 
make a few observations at this time 
with reference to the work of the Tru- 
man committee. 

There has been reported in the press 
for quite some time a very serious critical 
material shortage which is affecting the 
Nation’s war effort. This shortage can- 
not, in my opinion, be traceable to those 
who are now in power, either in the 
armed services, or. the War Production 
Board, or in high official positions in the 
executive department in Washington. 
In my judgment the difficulty stems from 
the failure of the armed services during 
the last 20 years to provide adequate 
plans and to continue to revise and bring 
up to date those plans so that when war 
came to the country we would have had 
a fairly well conceived outline, not only 
of the finished materials, but of the raw 
materials we would need to wage such a 
conflict as that in which we are now 
engaged. 

It is true we nad some plans. We all 
remember the observations made from 
time to time by the military of their 
M-day plans and proposals, but, Mr. 
President, as a result of the study of our 
committee, both with reference to the 
situation which looms now and the 
identical situation that presented a 
problem in the last war, we are of the 
impression that much of the difficulty 
rests with the military, who over a period 
of 20 years failed to make adequate plans 
and to revise their plans in the light of 
experience in connection with the mili- 
tary developments in the world. As a 
result of the inadequacy of the plans, as 
a result of the fact that the plans were 
but partial in their nature, we experienced 
difficulty with another contributing fac- 
tor which is in part to blame for any 
shortages that occur at this time. 
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Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. Yes; I am glad to yield. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Am I to understand 
that the Senator is saying that the basic 
reason for the present shortages in raw 
materials was lack of foresight or prepa- 
ration of military plans by the War De- 
partment, the Navy Department, and our 
military and naval leaders? 

Mr. MEAD, I said that was a partial 
reason for the present situation. The 
basic reason was a failure to expand the 
program in keeping with the lessons of 
experience, primarily the failure to ex- 
pand, not the production of finished 
articies of war but the raw-material base 
for the construction of needed articles 
of war. The military and naval leaders 
did not realize how much raw material 
we would require for the ever-expanding 
program. Their lack of foresight was 
one of the contributing factors, not by 
itself the total factor. 

Mr. BRIDGES. If the Senator will 
further yield, let me say that he will re- 
call that in the early part of 1939 the 
senior Senator from Utah [Mr. THOMAS] 
sponsored a bill which had the approval 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, a 
bill providing for the accumulation of 
strategic war materials. He reported the 
bill after long hearings in the Committee 
on Military Affairs. The bill was sub- 
mitted to the Senate with a favorable 
report. I supported the bill. If the bill 
had been enacted as reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, it would 
have gone a long way toward establish- 
ing an adequate supply of strategic war 
materials, such as rubber, magnesium, 
tin, and so forth. 

What happened? Right here in the 
Senate the bill which had the approval 
of the War Department and the military 
leaders was amended. The now Associ- 
ate Justice of the Supreme Court, Mr. 
Byrnes, then a member of the Senate, 
offered an amendment which was agreed 
to and which cut down very materially 
the appropriation provided in the bill. 
As thus amended the bill was finally 
passed. I happen to be one of a group 
of Senators who voted against the Byrnes 
amendment. The appropriation was cut 
down to such a degree and was made so 
small that it could contribute only in 
small measure toward accomplishing the 
desired objective; but I understand that 
not even the revised objective, with the 
reduced appropriation, has been carried 
out. I wonder why—the country is en- 
titled to know. 

I think the Senator should bring out 
that point because that was a farsighted 
move by the Military Affairs Committee 
of the Senate to accumulate strategic 
war materials; and the Senator from 
Utah, for the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and with the unanimous approval 
of the Military Affairs Committee, ably 
presented the case. That was in the 
early spring of 1939. However, a major- 
ity of the Senate voted for the Byrnes 
amendment so that not enough money to 
do a complete job was available, and sub- 
sequently whoever was entrusted with 
the obligation of carrying out the pro- 
visions of the act failed to carry it out 
as had been intended. 
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Mr..MEAD, Mr. President, while the 
bill which was introduced by the senior 
Senator from Utah would, if enacted, no 
doubt have made a worth-while contri- 
bution, the point I am trying to make is 
that now we are suffering from a steel 
shortage. We are capable of producing 
88,000,000 tons of steel a year. We had 
a program for the construction of tanks, 
planes, guns, and ships; but we did not 
have a program for the expansion of 
steel production; and the same thing 
applies to copper and to aluminum. 
There are many ways in which a larger 
stock pile would have helped, many in- 
stances in which a stock pile of critical 
materials would be of benefit; but I am 
talking about the basic raw materials, 
and I am decrying the fact that years 
ago plans were not made for the expan- 
sion of the raw-material production of 
those basic materials. Stock piles would 
not be very effective for materials such 
as steel where the quantities are so heavy. 
What we needed was a plan for expan- 
sion of the production of steel in this 
country. The last World War revealed 
that, but our committee found that after 
the last World War, although the mili- 
tary planners did keep pace with plans 
for the production of the finished arti- 
cles, both in the last World War and in 
the intervening years no plans were made 
which were adequate to meet an in- 
creased demand for raw materials in or- 
der that we might successfully produce 
the finished articles needed by the armed 
forces. 

At the very beginning of the present 
et_ergency our committee took up the 
matter with the Office of Production 
Management. As everyone knows, the 
personnel of the Office of Production 
Management was recruited from the big 
industries of the United States. There 
Was a natural resistance existing there 
when it came to expanding the produc- 
tion of raw materials by competing or- 
ganizations or by the use of what might 
be termed unorthodox methods. The 
Office of Production Management be- 
lieved that no material shortages existed 
su long as going concerns could take the 
contracts and produce the articles nec- 
essary for war. They. justified their con- 
teution by comparing existing facilities 
with the then-known Army plans, and 
they held that we had a sufficient indus- 
trial plant, capable of some reasonable 
expansion within itself to meet the mili- 
tary requirements so far as raw materials 
were concerned. 

A critical shortage now exists. It has 
existed for over a year, The Truman 
committee has been delving into it and 
has made one contribution after another 
locking toward its ultimate correction, 
We believe that, to a very marked degree, 
we have the materials in this country, 
surely on this continent, to meet the ex- 
panding program and needs of the armed 
forces. New methods are required. 
Economy in the use of raw materials will 
be a necessity. It is a vital need because 
there is a limit upon the materials which 
we have to meet that which is required. 

In that connection, Mr. President, 
many notable contributions have been 
made to the increased production of the 
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finished article with the use of a lesser 
and lesser amount of raw material. At 
one plant which we visited we were shown 
the framework of a motor used in avia- 
tion. This framework was made of steel. 
It was lighter than aluminum. Its use 
saved the country at least 200,000 pounds 
of aluminum a year. 

In another plant, which we visited, 
an order for gears running into very large 
figures was being processed. The raw 
materials available would rermit the 
completion of only 75 percent of the con- 
tract. By revising the engineering for- 
mula, by building a gear which was not 
solid but which had holes in its make- 
up, a method which was developed by 
the engineers and so produced in the 
mold, the result was that a finer gear 
was made, and 75 percent of the mate- 
rials produced a hundred percent of the 
contract. 

Mr. President, I believe the genius of 
the American industrialist, which has 
met every crisis in all the history of our 
country, will meet this crisis, and a suffi- 
cient amcunt of goods will be produced 
to keep our armed forces and the armed 
forces of our allies sufficiently supplied. 

The pressing pr blem that T see before 
us today is for the Army and Navy to 
coordinate the program from top to bot- 
tom, to eliminate the slack, to see to it 
that the prograim goes along, that it goes 
forward uniformly, and that not too 
much raw material is used in one item 
if it serves to retard the production of 
another item. We certainly can accom- 
plish that because we have more raw 
material in the country in practically 
every category than there is in the com- 
bined nations of the Axis. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New York permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr..MEAD, I shall be glad to. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I should like to know if 
the committee considered the obligation 
and power of the War Production Board, 
and in particular Mr. Nelson, to coordi- 
nate the distribution of these supplies so 
that the wonderful wealth of supplies 
which we have, and which is adequate, 
may be distributed to the proper places 
in our industrial system at the proper 
time, and thus preclude there being a de- 
ficiency in one place when there is a sur- 
plus in another. Did the committee in- 
vestigate that situation? 

Mr. MEAD. Of course, basically the 
Army and the Navy determine the re- 
quirements. These requirements then 
become to a degree the responsibility of 
the W. P. B., but the Army and Navy 
can, through a coordinated program, re- 
vise their requirements so that materials 
can be saved in one instance for the pro- 
duction of materials for war purposes in 
another instance. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New York further yield? 

Mr. MEAD. Yes; I shall be glad to 
yield. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I should like to ask at 
this point whether the Senator under- 
stands it is the policy of Congress and 
the administration that Mr. Nelson, as 
Chief of the War Production Board, 
should take over under the law and 
the Executive order the business of de- 
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termining questions of competition be- 
tween the Army and Navy, and all other 
agencies which require raw materials, 
and that it is the business not of the 
Army or of the Navy, or of both com- 
bined, but of the War Production Board 
to establish a coordinated system of al- 
lotment. Does not the Senator under- 
stand that to be our policy? 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New York yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. TRUMAN. If I may answer the 
question of the Senator from Vermont, 
the policy of the committee has always 
been, Mr. President, that the power to 
make the allocations and purchases, and 
to decide where they shall go shall be in 
the War Production Board. It has not 
always been there. There has been a 
serious rivalry between the armed forces 
as to which one would receive supplies 
first and store them for their own future 
use. We have now reached the point 
where we no longer can stand by. The 
War Production Board must take control 
of the allocation of the necessary raw 
materiels in order to meet the emer- 
gency which we now face. I believe such 
to be the intention of the President’s 
order, and I also believe that to be the 
purpose underlying the creation of the 
War Production Board. 

Mr, AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator again yield to me? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I thank the Senator 
from Missouri for his statement. It is 
very reassuring to know that the dis- 
tinguished Truman committee, in which 
we have great hope, takes the position 
which it does with respect to these par- 
ticular shortages because it is a condi- 
tion which should excite the interest of 
every legislator. It indicates a condition 
for which I am very sorry, and that is 
the lack of the use of the great powers 
which have been vested in the War Pro- 
duction Board. It is time, it seems to 
me, that such a committee as the Tru- 
man committee should emphatically call 
attention to the necessity of making firm 
use of those powers. 

Mr, MEAD. Mr. President, as I said 
in the beginning, one of the several con- 
tributing factors to our present dilemma 
is the lack of plans. Of course, we had 
plans but the plans were not sufficient in 
themselves because they failed to call 
for necessary expansion, or reasonable 
expansion, of raw material production. 
They called for the manufacture of the 
finished article, but they did not call for 
a sufficient expansion of the raw ma- 
terial production, That was one of the 
factors. 

A second factor grew from the rapid 
expansion, the revolutionary expansion, 
of modern warfare, calling, as it does, 
for fiying fortresses, for land battleships, 
and for all the other intricate and com- 
plex equipment of modern war. 

Then, Mr. President, there was, as I 
have explained, the natural resistance 
on the part of O. P. M. to the creation of 
competing corporate industries, that 
agency holding that the present indus- 
tries were sufficient to meet the known 
demands of the armed forces. We have 
an example in the attempt which the 
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committee made, and which eventually 
was successful, in opening up the field for 
the production of aluminum by a num- 
ber of competing firms. That is an illus- 
tration of the difficulties which were en- 
countered, Our committee succeeded, in 
a number of instances, in forcing the ex- 
pansion of the raw-materia: productivity 
of the country. 

Mr. President, in the first instance the 
steel authorities of the country contended 
that available facilities were sufficient to 
meet the then known needs, and, when 
the needs expanded, when the demands 
grew, they then held that they should 
concentrate the production of steel on 
the finished article rather than use steel 
in building more steel plants; but, Mr. 
President, it might take a comparatively 
small amount of steel to construct a steel 
plant in some strategic section of the 
United States, and the plant, after it 
was constructed, might produce in 1 
month’s time all the steel required to 
build the plant, and then, in the suc- 
ceeding months, contribute steel to the 
manufacture of the finished articles of 
war. 

So there were a number of factors 
which required the constant and meticu- 
lous attention of the Truman commit- 
tee. Up to the present time a great deal 
has been accomplished; but now we must 
make every conceivable sacrifice to meet 
the impending shortage. We must revise 
formulas. The armed forces must co- 
ordinate their plans; every saving must 
be made in every category in order that 
there may be no shortage in the delivery 
of needed equipment to the armed forces. 

Not so long ago an order was issued 
that removed rubber from tank treads. 
That alone made a very substantial sav- 
ing in the rubber supply of the Nation. 
Actually thousands of tons of rubber 
Were saved. 

Some time ago the head of O. P. M. 
called up the Procurement Division of 
the Navy and suggested that the use of 
aluminum chairs be dispensed with, 
The suggested action was taken; the re- 
sult was a very substantial saving in 
aluminum which could be used for other 
and more necessary equipment, 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Lucas in the chair). Does the Senator 
from New York yield to the Senator 
from Florida? 

Mr. MEAD. Iam glad to yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I regret to have missed 
the earlier part of the remarks of the 
able Senator from New York, and, prob- 
ably, therefore, the answer to the ques- 
tion I am about to ask; but has the able 
Senator from New York, in his remarks, 
mentioned, or has the Truman commit- 
tee disclosed, or is information available 
as known by the able Senator in any 
other place, as to what is the specific 
reason for the shortages to which refer- 
ence is made? Is it due, as I have heard 
intimated from one source, to the short- 
age of labor in the mining of certain 
metals and minerals? Is it due to the 
lack of breadth and scope and horizon in 
planning, the inadequacy of conception 
on the part of those in authority, or is it 
due to transportation facilities being in- 
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sufficient? What can the able Senator 
la, his finger on so that the people will 
know about it, as to what has caused the 
shortages? 

Mr. MEAD. As I stated earlier in my 
remarks, our difficulty springs from the 
lack of raw material facilities. For in- 
stance, in the manufacture of aluminum 
we have not a labor shortage; we have 
all the technical help necessary, but we 
lack the plants for the processing of the 
raw material. 

Take, for instance, the steel industry; 
we have the world’s best steel industry 
for the manufacture of the finished arti- 
cle, but we are only capable of producing 
about 88,000,000 tons of steel ingots a 
year. We have not expanded facilities 
to process enough raw material to meet 
the ever-increasing demands on the part 
of the armed forces for finished articles. 
That could have been done early in the 
program without interfering with the 
acute demand for the raw materials that 
exists today. It is difficult to do it to- 
day; it becomes a problem because we 
have not the material to devote to fur- 
ther plant expansion. That time has 
gone; we must now coordinate the entire 
program of the armed forces. It must 
proceed in order; the manufacture of 
equipment which will be so durable as to 
be effectively used 20 years from now 
must be revised so that we can produce 
more of the finished article, even though 
it may be durable for only 15 years. We 
must adopt every known method to econ- 
omize, and we must also use all the ma- 
terials which are available even by adopt- 
ing methods which have not yet been 
generally accepted by the industry. 

Some days ago the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr, O’Manoney] made a very able 
speech on the floor of the Senate in which 
he referred to a method of adding to our 
supply of steel and iron by invoking a 
process not considered as effective and 
as efficient as the known process now in 
use in the steel industry. He referred to 
the “sponge iron” process. Our commit- 
tee will shortly hold hearings on that 
matter. 

We believe that the adoption of these 
methods, complete coordination on the 
part of various agencies, and economizing 
in materials all along the line will con- 
tribute to the kind of program which is 
required now by our armed forces, 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I am glad to yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am curious to know 
whether the so-called sponge methed 
would eliminate the necessity for blast 
furnaces. I have heard that it was the 
shortage of blast-furnace facilities which 
had retarded the processing to which the 
Senator referred. 

Mr. MEAD. As I understand, the 
sponge-iron process would aid us, in that 
we would need fewer blast furnaces, and 
would haye a substitute for scrap iron. 

Mr. President, when I rose, I intended 
to make only a few observations. The 
Truman committee is going into this 
matter in great detail, At a little later 
date I shall be able to give the Senate 
more adequate and detailed information 
on the general subject. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that a very 
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serious situation exists, one which I be- 
lieve can be, and will be, corrected. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield before he completes his 
statement? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I regret to interrupt 
the Senator. He is speaking upon a very 
vital subject. Personally he has been 
making a very great contribution toward 
its solution. I believe that one of the 
great functions which has been per- 
formed by the Truman committee, of 
which the Senator is so able a member, 
is the impartial and dispassionate anal- 
ysis which that committee has given to 
the yarious problems which have arisen. 
I believe that one of the great services 
which the committee will continue to ren- 
der is the discovery of such analysis to 
the public, examination of the difficulties, 
searching out the bottlenecks, and fixing 
responsibility for their existence. I be- 
lieve that in the investigation of which 
the Senator has spoken the committee 
should try to discover where the short- 
coming lies. 

In the past few days I have heard that 
there was a shortage in a certain mineral, 
due to the fact that there was a shortage 
in the labor necessary to mine that com- 
modity. I had never heard that before. 
I do not know whether it is true or not. 
If the shortage of a critical material is 
attributable to a shortage of labor, the 
country needs to knowit. Labor authori- 
ties need to know that they have that re- 
sponsibility charged against them, so 
that they can deny the existence of the 
alleged condition or correct it if it exists. 
If the Congress has not given some ad- 
ministrative agency adequate authority, 
the country and the Congress need to 
know it. If there is a failure in breadth 
of comprehension of the necessity of 
planning required to make this effort big 
enough to achieve our results, Congress 
and the country need to know it. 

I know that the committee, with the 
thoroughness with which it has done all 
the other tasks it has attacked, will break 
this thing down into parts that can be 
seen and understood by the Congress and 
the country, so that we may know where 
the fault, if any, lies. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, while there 
is considerable merit in the contribution 
made by the distinguished senior Senator 
from Florida, especially as it pertains, 
shall we say, to copper, nevertheless, if 
we had expanded our available resources 
when the period of expansion was at 
hand and opportune, we should not now 
be witnessing difficulties either because 
of labor shortage in some few instances, 
or because of machinery shortage in in- 
creasing the production and mining of 
copper. 

I do not know how much we have lost, 
but it runs into a considerable amount. 

Mr. President, on the whole, so far as 
production is concerned, beginning from 
scratch, the War Production Board has 
accomplished a marvelous feat. Amer- 
ican labor has made a rich contribution 
by its patriotic efforts. Our production 
has been actually marvelous. Our weak- 
ness is in the fact that when our pro- 
duction reached a certain point of ex- 
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pansion our raw material resources had 
not been sufficiently exploited to make 
their full contribution. We have the re- 
sources. We lack the facilities to bring 
those resources to the place of process- 
ing 


So we have a new job. It is not a job of 
production, cf transportation, of training 
labor, or of settling labor disputes. The 
War Labor Board and the War Produc- 
tion Board have both accomplished 
splendid work in those fields. Our job 
now is to use every feasible method of 
adding to our available materials, to use 
all the economy possible in processing 
those materials, and to use good common 
Sense in the allocation of contracts, so 
that we may promptly obtain what we 
need, without waiting until a later date 
for some equipment, while having too 
much of other equipment before we 
really need it. 

We can do that job. The genius of 
America has met every test. It will meet 
this test, and our committee will make 
every contribution humanly possible to 
do its full share in this most important 
work. 

Mr. President, I have before me a copy 
of the United States News of August 14. 
As indicating that we can meet the prob- 
lem, I wish to read a brief excerpt show- 
ing that it has been met ir other ccun- 
tries: 

War depends upon steel and its use; yet 
2 years after this country began to prepare 
for war nobody can be found who knows how 
much steel there is, what kind is on hand, 
or where it is going. All anyone knows is 
that the United States is supposed to pro- 
duce 80,000,000 tons this year. But for some 
reason less steel will go into actual fighting 
weapons than Hitler will get from 40,000,000 
tons. 


Mr. President, that statement will not 
be accurate in the very near future, be- 
cause it is my humble opinion, based upon 
the tradition of American industry, that 
we will produce at least as much of 
finished articles, ton for ton, as any 
other nation in the world. 

I Have before me a cory of the United 
States News, the issue of July 31, in 
which this statement appears. 


War planners insist the United States can- 
not get along on 2,200,000 tons of copper a 
year, yet Hitler does fairly well on 200,600 
tons, and Japan does fairly well on even 
less. 


Mr. President, I believe there is ample 
opportunity for the adoption of a coor- 
dinated program in which the armed 
forces, the W.P. B., and all other agencies 
interested will engage, and that they 
Willingiy adopt a plan which will result 
in the maximum production of war ma- 
terials with the minimum use of available 
raw materials. 

The matter is so vital and so impor- 
tant as to become the predominant prob- 
lem facing our industrial production 
front today. I am sure the Senate and 
the House of Representatives will be so 
vitally concerned with the solution of 
this problem that they will give it all 
the time and all the attention necessary, 
regardless of anything else which is not 
so important, which may come to their 
attention, until the problem is finally 
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solved and the situation is properly 
corrected, 

Mr. President, I simply wanted to in- 
form the Senate of the interest of our 
committee in this difficult problem, of 
the study we are making of it, and of a 
more detailed report which I hope I 
shall be able to give to the Senate a little 
later on. I know that under the leader- 
ship of the capable chairman of our 
committee, the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. TRUMAN], and with the cooperation 
of his colleagues, and the interest of the 
Members of the Senate, we shall very 
materially reduce the size of this problem. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had passed’a bill (H. R. 7461) to amend 
section 107 of the Servicemen’s Dopend- 
ents Allowance Act of 1942, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker pro tempore had affixed his 
signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 7211) 
to facilitate the disposition of prizes 
captured by the United States during 
the present war, and for other purposes, 
and it was signed by the Vice President. 


COMPENSATORY ADJUSTMENT PLAN FOR 
COAL FOR NEW ENGLAND 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, on June 8 
I introduced into the Recor a letter from 
the headquarters of coal region, No. 1,_ 
regarding the compensatory adjustment 
plan for coal for New England. In regard 
to this letter I received a letter from Mr. 
Leon Hencerson, Administrator of Price 
Administration. This letter was ad- 
dressed to me June 24. On July 6 I re- 
ceived a letter from Mr. Mark James, 
Secretary of the Department of Com- 
merce, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
on the matter of coal shipments to New 
England. 

In order to obtain a more comprehen- 
sive picture of the coal production prob- 
lems of Pennsylvania and the Nation I 
made inquiry of Mr. Gerald B. Gould, 
Price Executive, Solid Fuels Branch, Fuel 
Division, of the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration; Mr. K. C, Adams, Director of 
Information of the United Mine Workers 
of America; Mr. Richard Maize, secretary 
of mines, the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania; Mr. H. A. Gray, Acting Director, 
Office of Solid Fuels Coordination, United 
States Department of the Interior; and 
Mr. R. B. Sayers, Director of the United 
States Bureau of Mines. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recor the letters which 
I received in reply to my inquiries. 

There being no objection, the letters 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

OFFICE or PRICE ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. C., June 24, 1942. 
The Honorable James J. Davis, 
United States Senate. 

Dear Senator Davis: I have read with 
interest your remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp of June 8 regarding the compensatory 

t plan for coal for New England. 

I would like to point cut, however, that the 

differentials on the actual transportation 
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charges of coal shipped into New England 
have been changed, not through the com- 
pensatory adjustment plan, but as a direct 
result of enemy action along the Atlantic 
coast. The effect of the compensatory 
adjustment plan is to restore the differentials 
which have been in effect for the past 15 
years. As a matter of fact, the plan in its 
present form does not wholly restore these 
differentials but leaves some slight advan- 
tage to the northern fields beyond what they 
have had under normal conditions in the 
past. 

Knowing your interest in this matter, I 
thought you would appreciate this informa- 
tion. I would be glad to discuss it with you 
in more detail should you-so desire. 


OFFICE or PRICE ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. C., August 6, 1942. 
The Honorable James J. Davis, 
Untied States Senate. 

My Dear SENATOR Davis: This will acknowl- 
edge the letter of July 17, 1942, from your 
office, enclosing a letter addressed to you 
from Mr Mark S. James, Secretary of the De- 
partment otf Commerce, Commonwealth of 
Yennsylyania, relative to the movement of 
Pennsylvania bituminous and anthracite 
coals to New England markets. Aliso for- 
warded to this office are letters relative to 
the same general subject addressed to you 
from K. C. Adams, director of information, 
United Mine Workers of America; Richard 
Maize, secretary of mines of the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania; H. A. Gray, acting 
director of the Office of Solid Fuels Co- 
ordination; and R. R. Sayers, Director of the 
Bureau of Mines, United States Department 
of the Interior. 

The letters, other than Mr. James’, are 
directed for the most part to estimates of 
anthracite and bituminous production in 
Pennsylvania during the coming year. It is 
noted in Mr. Gray’s letter that he expects 
the bituminous coal industry in Pennsyl- 
vania to approach its capacity if production 
continues to increase. 

Mr. James seems to be concerned primarily 
with the present movement of southern 
coal to New York and New England markets, 
which, he contends, has been made possible 
only by the freight rate subsidy in favor of 
southern coals. You may be assured that it 
has not been the purpose or the intention of 
the compensatory adjustment program to 
discriminate against any coal-producing 
fields or to divert markets that normally be- 
long to certain fields. To date, there has 
been no reason to believe that any such 
diversion of markets has occurred or will 
occur. 

The purpose of the compensatory-adjust- 
ment pian is to permit the maintenance of 
the pre-war level of bituminous coal prices 
in New England and the New York Harbor 
area, in the face of greatly increased trans- 
portation costs resulting directly from 
enemy action. Submarine warfare, diversion 
of colliers and tankers to essential war 
movements, naval restrictions and war-risk 
insurance, following the outbreak of war, 
had a profound effect on Nes England's fuel 
supply which, by the spring of 1942, was not 
only increasing the cost of living and the 
costs of producing vital war materials but 
actually threatening the supply of fuel es- 
sential to that area. 

Pennsylvania coal fields are the nearest to 
the New England markets and in 1941 sup- 
plied all of the anthracite and, together with 
Maryland and northern West Virginia, about 
one-third of the bituminous coal consumed. 
The balance of the bitumincus coal was sup- 
plied from the fields of Virginia, southern 
West Virginia, and eastern Kentucky, trans- 
ported by rail to docks at Hampton Roads, 
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Va., thence by water to docks along the New 
England coast. This movement is not new, 
as even in 1922, southern coal amounted to 
over one-half of the total bituminous coal 
received in New England. 

The effects of increased industrial produc- 
tion and of submarine warfare have greatly 
enlarged the New England market for north- 
ern coals. During the first 29 weeks of 1942, 
there were 64,811 cars of anthracite shipped 
all-rail to New England compared with 58,- 
489 cars in the same pericd of 1941, while 
the movement of northern bituminous coal 
all-rail was 117,917 cars compared with 65,- 
785 cars. In addition, shipments of northern 
coal by tidewater to New England in the first 
6 months of this year were 473,064 net tons 
compared with 119.848 ret tons in the first 
half of last year. 

Those consumers who switched from 
southern coal to Pennsylvania coals usually 
saved money in transportation costs, because 
the all-rail freight rates from Pennsylvania 
to New England are lower than the combined 
rail-and-water transportation costs from the 
southern fields. except to points in Maine 
and some port cities along the New England 
coast. To the port cities mentioned, the 
combination of rail-and-water tran: tion 
costs from Pennsylvania fields via Philadel- 
phia are lower than from southern fields via 
Hampton Roads 

When New England consumers were 
obliged either to change the source of their 
bituminous coal supply or to secure it by 
abnormal] routes, the most economical source, 
from the transportation cost standpoint, was 
the Pennsylvania fields. If such consumers 
had been able to secure an adequate supply 
of suitable coals from Pennsylvania, there 
would have been no necessity for a com- 
pensatory adjustment plan. The facts are, 
that starting in January 1942, there developed 
a heavy movement of coal all-rail from the 
southern fields at freight rates which ex- 
ceeded the rate’ from the Pennsylvania fields 
by amounts ranging from $1.25 to over $2 
per ton. During this period (up to May 18) 
there were no maximum price regulations on 
mine prices of bituminous coal. Neverthe- 
less, New England consumers bought large 
quantities of southern coal at high delivered 
costs, and certainly would not have done so, 
if adequate supply of northern bituminous 
coal had been available. This movement 
reached its peak in April before the com- 
pensatory adjustment plan was announced, 
and has been declining ever since. 

In formulating the compensatory-adjust- 
ment plan, the Office of Price Administration 
took adequate steps to protect the interests 
of Pennsylvania producers in the following 
respects: 

1. No compensatory adjustment can be 
claimed on southern coal by a consumer who 
normally used Pennsylvania coal prior to the 
outbresk of war. 

2. Wherever the transportation costs of 
central Pennsylvania coal exceed the former 
transportation costs of southern coal, the 
consumer can claim for compensation of the 
difference. The only cases where Pennsyl- 
vania coal is not eligible for compensatory 
adjustment are those where the rta- 
tion costs on such coal are already lower than 
on southern coal after payment of the com- 
pensatory adjustment. 

8. To points in Maine and New Hampshire 
north of Portland, Maine, the amount of 
compensatory adjustment is based on the 
rates from the central Pennsylvania fields; 
that is, the net transportation cost on Clear- 
field district coal is equalized with the former 
rail-water transportation cost on southern 
coal. Consumers in this area who now re- 
ceive southern coal all-rail are obliged to pay 
the excess of the freight rate from the South 
over the freight rate from the North, which 
runs from $2.10 per ton upward. 

Not only does the compensatory-adjust- 
ment plan safeguard the interests of Penn- 
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sylvania producers but it was specifically 
designed to limit unnecessary use of rail- 
transportation facilities. 

No adjustment is paid for the all-rail 
movement of coal from the eastern Kentucky 
and Big Sandy districts of Kentucky to any 
part of New England. The all-rail movement 
of any southern coal to points north of 
Portland is discouraged by the provisions 
described above. Where higher rates apply 
from the coal fields to any destination by a 
circuitous route, the compensatory adjust- 
ment is paid only on the lower rate. The 
basis of payment is designed to encourage 
the fullest possible use of water facilities. 
These provisions have resulted actually in 
reducing the long hauls which were being 
made before the compensatory-adjustment 
plan was put into effect. 

With reference to Mr. James’ suggestion 
that the rail rates from Pennsylvania to New 
York and New England are artificially high, 
this is, of course, a matter which would come 
within the purview of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission rather than the Office of 
Price Administration. It is difficult to see, 
however, how any adjustment of freight rates 
or the granting of any governmental allow- 
ances could increase present production of 
anthracite, since I am informed that the 
anthracite industry, since April 15, 1942, has 
been working at full capacity allowable under 
a current agreement with the United Mine 
Workers, and that even part of the vacation 
period therein provided for was eliminated 
during the present summer in order to main- 
tain production. 

I am enclosing herewith for your files the 
several letters which were forwarded to this 
Office relative to this subject. 

Very sincerely yours, 

G. B. Gout, 
Price Executive, 
Solid Fuels Branch, Fuel Division. 


COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 
Harrisburg, July 6, 1942. 
Hon. James J. Davis, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Davis: I am writing you 
in regard to a matter which concerns our war 
effort very deeply and also bears on the grave 
problems which confront the people of our 
Eastern States now faced with a serious short- 
age of fuel for the forthcoming winter, due 
to submarine activity off our coasts. 

Pennsylvania's coai fields are closest in most 
cases by several hundred miles to the im- 
portant fuel-consuming areas of the Middle 
Atlantic and New England States. These 
mines, both in the anthracite and bituminous 
regions, could greatly increase their present 
productive capacity without any large in- 
crease in employment. They are in a stra- 
tegic position to supply not only New Eng- 
land but all our Atlantic coast industrial 
area with a very large part of their total fuel 
requirements during the forthcoming winter 
and thereafter. They can do so with the 
greatest possible economy of railroad rolling 
stock, of which there is likely to develop an 
acute shortage as our war effort gains in 
intensity. 

Under these conditions of great national 
emergency, it appears to me that we are 
making a very poor use of our rail facilities in 
encouraging large shipments of coal from 
southern producers to pass through Pennsyl- 
vania after a journey of several hundred miles 
enroute to northern sea ports and interior 
destinations. This large movement of south- 
ern coal to New York and New England ports 
has been made possible only by freight sub- 
sidy in favor of the southern coals. 

I am not writing to attack in any way the 
legitimate and proper interest of southern 
coal producers. The problems now facing 
our Nation preclude narrow self-interest for 
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any business or locality. Southern coal pro- 
ducers have gained a large share of the New 
England coal trade away from Pennsylvania 
due to extremely low ton-mile freight rates 
to Hampton Roads in addition to low water- 
berne shipment rates from Hampton Roads to 
New York Harbor, Boston, and Portland, 
Maine. These fuel producers have also, 
through low ton-mile rates to the lake ports, 
succeeded in gaining a very important part 
of the lake cargo coal trade from Pennsyl- 
vania producers who were handicapped by 
higher labor costs due to the higher standard 
of living in Pennsylvania. 

But these are peacetime conditions whose 
justice or injustice shouid be fought out ona 
peacetime basis. 4 am not concerned with 
them now but only with the problems of a 
Nation involved in a great war on whose out- 
come our whole future will depend. Under 
the conditions prevailing now, I can see no 
justification whatever for the large addi- 
tional use of railroad rolling stock involved in 
the long hauls from the southern coal mines 
to New England and the Middle Atlantic 
States when Pennsylvania provides closer at 
hand an abundant source of bituminous coal 
for industrial use and for the generation of 
electric power. 

May I call your attention to the fact which 
some of us very well remember—that by 
October 1, 1917, at the beginning of Amer- 
ica's participation in the first World War, 
the shortage of railroad cars for coal delivery 
became so acute that coal production de- 
clined in many important producing areas 
and a fuel panic developed in the eastern 
States. This occurred not from a lack of 
coal but because of the poor use then being 
made of the available rolling stock for its 
transportation. Such a condition might 
readily occur again if we insist on hauling 
our bituminous coal from the most distant 
points to the important industrial users of 
the East. 

I believe that you will see from the en- 
closed maps that the proposition I am ad- 
vancing in this letter is a mere matter of 
common sense. Pennsylvania has the coal 
needed for maintaining our power output 
and for our industrial production. Penn- 
sylvania coal fields are closer to the major 
points of consumption than those in any 
State whatever. 

If a freight subsidy is needed to move bi- 
tuminous coal to the closest markets with 
the greatest economy of railroad transpor- 
tation and, if it is to the interest of our 
Nation's all-out war effort that such an 
economy of transportation be attained be- 
fore serious congestion develops on the rail- 
roads, then such a freight subsidy should be 
extended to Pennsylvania’s coal producers, 
as well as to those of the South. The sub- 
sidy should be d to encourage the 
shortest possible railroad hauls, But, in fact, 
no such subsidy would be needed. All that 
would be necessary to encoutage the most 
economical use of the railroads for hauling 
coal to the East would re an emergency re- 
duction in the ton-mile rate on Pennsylvania 
coal comparable to that granted under peace- 
time conditions to encourage the southern 
producers and increase their tonnage in 
competition with Pennsylvania. 

As may be seen from the enclosed map and 
tables, on a haul of 610 miles between the Big 
Sandy coal district in Kentucky and Hamp- 
ton Roads, a rail rate of $2.89 has been fixed 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
On a haul of 461 miles between Pittsburgh 
and New York, the rate is $3.09 per ton. In 
general, the ton-mile rate for the haul of 
Pennsylvania coal to the nearby ports of 
Lake Erie, to the industrial centers of the 
East, and to New England is greater than 
that of any other coal field. 

Again I say that while such a condition 
may or may not be justified under peace- 
time conditions, to handicap the closest coal 
fields to our industrial centers by artificially 
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high rail rates means at the present time that 
we are encouraging a wasteful use of rail 
transportation for which our Nation may pay 
dear before this war is over. 

The all-rail haul from the Pocahontas and 
New River, W. Va., districts to Boston is 
862 miles. From Clearfield to Boston the 
haul is 627 miles. Thus, from the nearest 
southern field 235 miles of additional rail 
transportation are necessary as compared to 
the central Pennsylvania field, an excess of 
more than 37 percent. 

You will note that in Leon Henderson’s 
Compensatory Adjustment Regulation No. 1, 
effective May 19, 1942, the following state- 
ment occurs: 

“Src. 1411.5. Appendix A: Standard adjust- 
ee to be stated in applications. All-rail 

aul. 

“(1) In the case of an all-rail haul of any 
bituminous coal other than southern bitu- 
minous coal the standard adjustment set 
forth in the application shall be the amount 
by which the Clearfield freight rate from 
Pennsylvania, which is in effect at the time 
of shipment, to the actual destination ex- 
ceeds the cost for a combined rail and tide- 
water movement of southern bituminous coal 
from the Pocahontas or New River districts 
to the same destination via transshipment 
from Hampton Roads in cargo boats of 1,000 
gross tons or more, as determined by the 
Office of Price Administration and set forth in 
the Bulletin of Standard Adjustments under 
Compensatory Adjustment Regulation No. 1, 
which will be furnished by the Office of Price 
Administration to an applicant upon re- 
quest.” 

The language of sections 2 and 3 of the 
above order are similar in effect and deal with 
southern bituminous on similar terms. It is 
perfectly clear from these orders that the 
effect of the adjustment allowed is not to 
economize in the use of railroad cars by ship- 
ping from the nearest possible point of coal 
production or to save shipping time or to pre- 
vent rail congestion, but just the opposite— 
that of encouraging shipments from distant 
points in West Virginia and eastern Ken- 
tucky. Rail congestion, needless use of roll- 
ing stock and of shipping time are encour- 
aged, not to facilitate the war effort but to 
maintein and improve the competitive posi- 
tion of the southern coal fields in eastern 
markets. If Pennsylvania could not supply 
coal needed in northern industrial areas while 
southern and western fields are supplying the 
fuel and power demand in areas closer to 
their mines, no objection could possibly be 
raised on ground of national policy and of 
transportation economy to the shipment 
under subsidy of southern coal to northern 
industry. But Pennsylvania has today a 
large surplus capacity and at a time when 
transportation economy is of vital impor- 
tance to the Nation that capacity ought to 
be used, since its use would result in a large 
‘saving in rail transportation, which may be- 
come of vital importance in moving domestic 
fuel supplies to our Northern States next 
winter. 

This leads me to the mention of one other 
matter which should, I think, also receive 
your attention at this time. The decline in 
the stocks of fuel oil on the eastern coast, and 
particularly in New England, threatens great 
hardship to our people. The only readily 
available substitute for fuel oil for domestic 
heating and cooking is anthracite coal. At 
the present time the rail rates on anthracite 
coal to New England and to New York have 
proved a severe handicap to the anthracite 
producers in meeting the competition of fuel 
oil in these markets. 

Since there exists today a public necessity 
to encourage the use of other than oil fuels 
for domestic heating and also to encourage 
the early shipment and stocking of fuel by 
New England and east coast consumers, it 
appears to me that an emergency reduction or 
subsidy in ton-mile rates to New England, 
New York, and other east coast points would 
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greatly benefit the public at large, would pro- 
vide increased employment in the anthracite 
area, and serve greatly to solve the domestic 
fuel problem for our Northern States. Such 
a subsidy or reduction in rates on this now 
necessary fuel seems essential to prevent 
hardship and suffering to many residents of 
our Northern States who must now be under 
the expense of transforming their heating 
appliances to the use of coal. It would also 
encourage earlier purchase and shipping and 
prevent rail congestion in the winter months 

The enclosed tables and notes are used to 
illustrate the high ton-mile rate now in 
effect for the shipping of the domestic sizes 
of anthracite and for the steam sizes which 
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may be used for larger heating units and for 
the generation of power. On these steam 
Sizes, the use of which may be increasingly 
nec at eastern points because of the 
short haul involved to power plants and 
generating stations, the rate is now in excess 
of any comparable rate on bituminous coal. 
On the prepared sizes, suited for domestic 
use, the present rail rate to New York and 
New England points constitutes a serious 
handicap to our present national effort to 
bring about a wartime conversion of domestic 
heating units from oil to coal. 
Sincerely yours, 
Marx S. JAMES, 
Secretary. 


Present rates per 2,240 pounds on anthracite coal to various points 


To— Origin region 
Philadelphia, Pa..............- Sane EER 
ig 
Wyoming 
Washington, D. C_.......... -«-| Schuylkill 
high... 


New York, N. Y3... 
Boston, Mass...-... 
Portland, Maine_..... 


tition. 
anhattan. 


Bituminous coal to tidewater for transshipment 


1 Issued to meet motortruck com: 
? Brooklyn terminals and upper 


Boston, 


Prepared Smaller 
sizes sizes 
1$2.13 $2.31 
1 2, 2F 231 
12.26 244 
1202 2.82 
13.05 2.82 
13,05 282 
8.19 2. 69 
3. 82 8. 57 
4.17 417 


Mass. 


(gross ton), also all-rail, Clearfield to 


a a oe n a a e A he, SE a eee $2, 84 $0. 0083 
Philadelphia. 2.49 0087 

Baltimore 2, 42 . 0097 

Boston... 4, 38 . 0070 

PIA kaw nick iinan anar ew Yor 3.09 „0067 
Philadelphia. 2.74 - 0070 

timore .__. 2, 67 . 0081 

Pocahontas and New River.............-.. Hampton Roads. 2. 69 0070 
Dig BANG Y E ENE ANE EEE S TI PORRES] ast CN A D TREET 2.89 «0047 
All-rail distances: Miles 
Oleariictd 26 a S O E E T ESN E E 627 
Pocahontas and New River to Boston... noone ccc cence nnn cece cnn cn ncn ence necnannnnesees 862 


Source: Rates and distances supplied by Pennsylvania Public Utilities Commission for State Tanning Board, 


Pennsylvania Department of Commerce. 


UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA, 
Washington, D. C., July 25, 1942. 
The Honorable James J. Davis, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

Deak Siz: Your letter of July 21, addressed 
to President Lewis, was referred to the under- 
signed for reply. 

The only possibility of a coal shortage ma- 
terializing in Pennsylvania would be due to 
a complete break-down of railroad facilities. 
Especially is this true of bituminous coal. 

The steel companies at present have about 
20 days’ supply of coal on hand. Never be- 
fore in history have the railroads, the utili- 
ties, the domestic consumer, and the average 
factory enjoyed such a plentiful storage pile 
of coal. The only time wen the present 
coal storage was equaled was at the ex- 
piration of World War No. 1, and when you 
consider that from 15 to 25 percent less coal 
is required now to do the same work as was 
required in 1919, then it is obvious that no 
coal shortage is in sight. 

It is true that, insofar as the anthracite 
is concerned, if and when conversion from 
oil to coal-burning equipment transpires in 
New York City and New England, that indus- 
try may be forced to extend itself for a short 
period; but even this condition is very un- 
likely, since all-rail shipments of stoker sizes 
of bituminous coal can be substituted. 

All the coal-trade journals are bemoaning 
the prospects of a let-down in the demand; 


in fact, there is a let-down in the demand 
right at present for bituminous coal 

If you should have occasion to require a 
more complete statistical set-up of the coal 
requirements, production, and storage, I will 
endeavor to furnish you with same. 

Very truly yours, 
K. C. ADAMS, 
Director of Information. 


COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
DEPARTMENT OF MINES, 
Harrisburg, July 22, 1942. 
Hon. James J. Davis, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR Davis: This will acknowledge 
your letter of July 21 requesting an estimate 
of the possible expansion of coal production 
in Pennsylvania during the next 12 months. 

For the bituminous region of Pennsylvania 
it is estimated that 156,000,000 tons of coal 
will be produced during the next 12 months, 
provided the mine workers are not handi- 
capped by the shortage of tires and gasoline. 

It is estimated that the bituminous coal 
production in Pennsylvania during 1942 will 
amount to 145,000,000 net tons; 127,469,207 
tons were produced in 1941 

The estimated anthracite tonnage for the 
next 12 months is 60,000,000 tons as compared 
with a production of 53,942,177 tons for 1941. 

For the year 1942, it is estimated that 
56,980,000 tons of anthracite will be produced. 
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These estimates, of course, are contingent 
upon the ability of the miners to obtain tires 
and gasoline, and the number of miners taken 
into the Army. 

As coal is the very foundation of our war 
program, we should not lose sight of the fact 
that the constant drain upon the coal in- 
dustries’ manpower through the draft and 
change of employment to essential war in- 
dustries, may eventually interfere with our 
ability to supply the Nation’s demand for 
energy. This happened in England, and I 
think we should realize that those engaged 
in the work of producing coal should be re- 
lieved, to some extent at least, from the ne- 
cessity of curtailing thr use of tires, gasoline, 
and equipment to the point where produc- 
tion is affected. It is my opinion that the 
mining industry of the Nation can supply 
sufficient coal to maintain the war program 
provided the manpower is not materially 
reduced. 

Yours very truly, 
RICHARD MAIZE, 
Secretary of Mines. 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF SOLID FUELS COORDINATION, 
Washington, July 27, 1942. 
Hon. James J. Davis, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator Davis: This is in reply 
to your request of July 17 regarding probable 
expansions in the production of bituminous 
and anthracite coals in Pennsylvania during 
the next 2 or 3 years. 

Production of these two coals in Pennsyl- 
vania during the last 3 years is listed below: 


Bituminous, Anthracite, 


1,000 net 1,000 net 

tons tons 
1089, 24 cnccneenseen =- 92,584 61, 487 
1990. nsdescnenenwe =-= 116, 603 51, 485 
1941 (preliminary).---- 127,470 54,351 


During 1942, production should be larger 
than in 1941 by at least 10 percent for both 
bituminous and anthracite. 

In view of the war program, and conver- 
sions from oil and gas to coal, increases in 
bituminous production should continue 
through 1943 and 1944. The amount of the 
increases cannot be satisfactorily determined 
at this time although they probably will be 
prcportionally less than in the previous sev- 
eral years. Pennsylvania was among the first 
coal-producing States to feel the effects of the 
war program since a great part of the added 
industrial activity began in markets that it 
scrves. Larger relative increases in output 
will be found in other coal States near where 
var industry has been more recently located. 
There is also the factor that the bituminous 
cox’ industry in Pennsylvania will near its 
capacity as its production continues to in- 
crease. 

Anthracite, used primarily for heating, has 
now enjoyed the enlarged market of bitu- 
minous coal. Possibilities resulting through 
conversions from oil and gas to coal, as indi- 
cated during more recent months, make the 
future market for anthracite more favorable. 

Other available information on coal gladly 
will be furnished upon your request. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. A. Gray, 
Acting Director. 
UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF MINES, 
Washington, July 25, 1942. 
Hon. James J. Davis, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator Davis: I have your letter 
of July 21 requesting an estimate of the pos- 
sible expansion of coal production in Penn- 
sylvania during the next 12 months and in- 
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formation on a possible shortage of coal in 
the United States. 

The Bureau of Mines has made no specific 
survey of the productive capacity of the Penn- 
sylvania anthracite industry; however, a num- 
ber of estimates made by reliable sources 
vary from about 60,000,000 net tons to more 
than 70,000,000 tons a year. The industry is 
now working a 5-day week, and the current 
production rate is the equivalent of about 
64,000,000 net tons of anthracite per year. 
Should a 6-day week be inaugurated through- 
out the war period it is possible that produc- 
tion might be increased several million tons, 
but the amount is problematical, due to ab- 
senteeism among the miners, a shortage of 
labor, and difficulty in obtaining mining 
equipment and supplies. 

It is extremely difficult at this time to say 
whether or not we face a shortage of anthra- 
cite in the coming year. At present the 
industry is behind in filling orders, but this 
appears to be due primarily to the rush by 
consumers to store coal during the summer 
months. A drastic curtailment of heating 
oils in the New England and Middle Atlantic 
States, further withdrawal of coke from the 
domestic field for metallurgical use, or in- 
ereased interference with the movement of 
coastwise shipments of bituminous coal 
would require additional supplies of anthra- 
cite to make up for deficiencies of these fuels. 
Transportation facilities for anthracite are 
adequate at present but it is possible that 
present equipment may be called upon later 
to help carry other fuels or commodities, 

The Bureau of Mines is no longer responsi- 
ble for the collection of statistical and other 
economic data regarding the bituminous coal 
industry, as this function was transferred to 
the National Bituminous Coal Commission in 
July 1937. The Office of Solid Fuels Coordina- 
tor for War has given considerable attention 
to conditions of supply and demand for bitu- 
minous coal with relation to the existing and 
prospective situation. I believe that agency 
is in the best position to supply the data you 
request regarding bituminous coal, and I am 
accordingly referring your letter, together 
with a copy of our reply, to its Acting Director, 
Mr. H. A. Gray, for further information. 

I trust this information will be of assistance 
to you, and if the Bureau can be of further 
service, please let me know. 

Sincerely yours, 
R. R. Sayers, Director. 


AMENDMENT OF SERVICEMEN’'S DEPEND- 
"ENTS ALLOWANCE ACT OF 1942 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, is it in order at this time for the 
Chair to lay before the Senate House bill 
7461, which has just been messaged over 
from the House? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Parliamentarian advises the Chair that a 
message of that kind may be laid before 
the Senate at any time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I move that House bill 7461 be laid 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer laid before the Sen- 
ate the bill (H. R. 7461) to amend sec- 
tion 107 of the Servicemen’s Dependents 
Allowance Act of 1942, which was read 
the first time by its title, and the second 
time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 107 of the 
Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance Act of 
1942 is amended by striking out the last 
sentence thereof, which reads as follows: 
“Any allowances which accrue under this 
title for the period preceding November 1, 
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1942, shall not be actually paid until after 
November 1, 1942.” 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
as I understand the parliamentary in- 
quiry, it did not call for immediate con- 
sideration of the bill, did it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; it 
did not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of House bill 7461. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
President, may we have the bill read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk 
will read the bill. 

The bill was again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill 
(H. R. 7461) to amend section 107 of the 
Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance Act 
of 1942. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I imagine the bill is debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is debatable. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I should like 
to say that similar Senate bills were spon- 
sored by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG] and the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK]. The subject matter 
has been discussed on the floor of the 
Senate. I have no further argument to 
make in regard to it; but, if the bill is 
passed, it will result in a real embarrass- 
ment to the War Department; it will re- 
sult in a real embarrassment to the ad- 
ministration; and it will result in holding 
out to the dependents who expect to re- 
ceive some money as the result of the 
passage of the measure a promise that 
cannot be fulfilled. Therefore, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I want it known that I shall vote 
against the measure. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I am glad to 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If I correctly under- 
stand the original act, it provided that 
payments which should accrue folloWing 
its passage were not to be paid until No- 
vember 1, 1942. It did not mean, as I 
understand it, that payments would not 
begin to accrue until November 1. In 
other words, the payments to be made on 
November 1 would be retroactive and take 
effect as of the date of the enactment of 
the law itself. Is that correct? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is true. 
There will be approximately 3 months’ 
payment due on November 1. 

Mr. BARKLEY. So that the same 
amount of money would be obtained by 
any dependent, whether it was all paid 
on November 1 or was paid monthly 
prior to November 1, as would be pro- 
vided under this bill? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. No; that is not 
correct. There is a statute of the United 
States which makes .t impossible to make 
advance payments, Therefore, if a pay- 
ment were made today, it would be of 
amounts due from the time the bill be- 
came law until today. It is a question of 
accountancy. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, if there are 
men in the service whu have dependents 
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who would be entitled to be paid under 
the original act as of November 1, the 
dependents would be entitled to payment 
from the day when those who were the 
support of the dependents entered the 
Army, whether it was in July, or August, 
or September, up to November 1. So 
there would be an accumulated payment 
due on November 1, 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is true. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The difference be- 
tween the original act and the provision 
of this bill, as I understand it, is that the 
payments as they become due would be 
paid prior to November 1, instezd of 
waiting until November 1. So there 
would not be any difference in the 
amcunt received by dependents, would 
there? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah, There would 
have to be a difference in the amount re- 
ceived. If, for example, any payment 
were made before November 1, a recom- 
putation and a recalculation of the 
amount would be necessary. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But if the soldier is 
in the service and he has dependents 
who would come under the law, to pay 
them in September or October instead 
of waiting until November would not be 
Tegarded as an advance payment under 
the law prohibiting advance payments. 
It would be a current payment of what 
Was due, as I understand. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is, of 
course, true. It is, however, a question 
of accountancy, and a question of time, 
and of physical ability to get together the 
information necessary to enable pay- 
ments to be made in accordance with 
the law of the land. 

November 1 was specified as the date 
on which the payments are to be made 
because of the physical impossibility of 
making the payments before that time. 
For example, it was calculated that 3,000 
clerks would be needed. Thus far it has 
been possible to obtain only 1,500 of 
them, and today they are working in 
shifts. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the bill were to 
become law, of course it would simply 
wipe out the limitation as to payment 
on November 1, and it would be as if 
that date had not been placed in the 
original act at all, so that the payments 
would become due and payable by the 
Government as soon as the amounts 
could be determined and the checks 
made out. I do not suppose that would 
mean that the War Department would 
be required to pay any dependent on 
August 1 if by that time it had not been 
able to calculate how much he or she 
was entitled to receive. 

Mr. of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I am not cer- 
Kos that I have the floor; but if I do, I 

eld. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The bill 
would “not make anything mandatory. 
It simply would strike out the prohibition 
contained in the present law against pay- 
ing any dependent before November 1. 
It would not require the payment of a 
single claim 1 day before the War De- 
partment had the facilities for paying it, 
but it would strike from the present law 
the prohibition against paying the claims 
before November 1. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. That is what I was 
attempting to ascertain. No one could 
expect the War Department to pay the 
claims before it had adjudicated them 
and before it knew what they were. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. No one is 
attempting to do that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Department 
were able to pay them before November 
1, of course it would be expected to pay 
them sooner. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The War 
Department has been writing to various 
persons about the payment of the claims, 
and has been saying that it cannot pay 
them before November 1 because Con- 
gress has forbidden it to pay them 
sooner. The purpose of the bill is to au- 
thorize the War and Navy Departments 
to send out the checks at the earliest 
possible date. 

There has come to the attention of 
various Senators and many Representa- 
tives the fact that there are presently 
existing a great many cases of actual] 
suffering and hardship, instances of the 
dependents of sailors, soldiers, and ma- 
rines actually being thrown upon charity 
in order to keep body and soul together. 
I say that it will be a shame and a dis- 
grace to the United States if that condi- 
tion is permitted to continue 1 minute 
or 1 second longer than it is physically 
possible for the Departments concerned 
to pay the claims that have already been 
allowed by Congress. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. Presi- 
dent, there can be no argument against 
that statement. The whole point is that 
the testimony of those in charge of the 
task of getting out the checks for the 
payments is that it is physically impos- 
sible to pay the dependents 1 minute 
before November 1. j 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres- 
ident, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I am glad to 
yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. On that 
point, did not the War Department ad- 
vance the thought that although perhaps 
before November 1 it could calculate the 
amount to be paid to the dependents of 
some of the men, it could not figure out 
the amounts due all them before No- 
vember 1, and therefore it did not want 
to treat the dependents differently and 
in that way provoke ¢‘scord, disunity, 
and bad morale within the Army? The 
War Department made a point of that, 
did it not? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. It did make 
a point of it. It must be remembered 
that the problem is not merely a War 
Department problem. It is also a Navy 
Department problem; and there has been 
an agreement between the War Depart- 
ment and the Navy Department that the 
checks will be forthcoming at the same 
time. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 


an THOMAS of Utah. I am glad to 
yield. 

Mr. FYDINGS. Do I correctly under- 
stand that on the Ist of November 1942, 
or within a day or two of that date, all 
the checks will be mailed at one time? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is the 
aim, and that is the promise, ‘They 
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promise us that they can be ready at 
that time. 

Mr. TYDINGS. As I understand the 
picture, then, a great many of them will 
have been prepared before November 1, 
but will be held back so that all of them 
will go out at one time; is that true? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is true. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I ask the Senator to 
permit me to continue for a moment 
longer. I want to ascertain the facts. 

As I understand the situation, the 
checks are being prepared all the time, 
but the desire is to release all of them 
at once; and no credence is to be given 
the story that none of them will be ready 
until November 1, because, obviously, 
it would be impossible to get all of them 
rzady any one day. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I am glad to 
yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. On that 
point, let me say that the War Depart- 
ment is preparing the checks, but it is 
preparing them for payment on Novem- 
ber 1. It has to select a certain defi- 
nite date; and while a great many of the 
checks are prepared right now, all of 
them are prepared or will be prepared 
on the basis of payment on November 
1. If the date had been changed, per-- 
haps the Department could have ar- 
ranged to have the payment made as of 
October 15, for example. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let me ask a further 
question of the Senator from Utah, or 
the Senator from Colorado. After the 
checks are paid on November 1, all the 
dependents will be paid again on Decem- 
ber 1; will they? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes; the 
following month. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes. Why could not 
two-thirds of them be paid on September 
1, and the remaining one-third—those 
who could not be reached by September 
1—be paid on October 1; and from then 
on, all of them would step off on the same 
foot? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President. 
every one of these questions has pre- 
viously been asked. The Senate bill it- 
self carried no date. The date was put 
in in conference, but the Senate bill did 
carry the provision, and the report made 
by the Senator from Colorado did give 
the Senate notice, that it would take at 
least 4 months to make the payments 
available. 

I think the Senate should realize that 
the program is an entirely new One, pro- 
posing something which has not been 
done before, something which had to be 
done in accordance with law, something 
which had to meet all the requirements 
of various existing laws, and that we 
should not impose upon the Army a 
physically impossible task. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is truc. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I realize that 
what the Senator from Missouri says is 
true, that the bill would not impose a 
physically impossible task. Neverthe- 
less, if Senators will consider what is 
involved in the applications by two or 
three million people—the legal han- 
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dling, then the accounting handling, 
then the finance handling, and then the 
approval by the General Accounting 
Office—they will understand that in ask- 
ing for payment of the checks prior to 
November 1 they are asking the physi- 
cally impossible. I do not believe in 
asking for something that is physically 
impossible. The request implies that it 
will be done within a certain time, but 
it is obvious that it will be physically 
impossible to do it within that time. I 
think that would probably be the most 
dishonest thing we could do at this time, 
especially if many of the dependents are 
in need, as the Senator from Missouri 
says. It was assumed that, with knowl- 
edge of the fact that the checks would 
go cut on November 1, dependents would 
have no trouble in obtaining credit from 
their grocery stores, in view of the real- 
ization that the checks would be forth- 
coming. 

“I cannot say any more. No one can 
say any more than what has been said 
about this matter. It has been simply 
an accounting problem and a problem 


it agreed it would take 4 months. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I am glad to 
yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I think the Senator 
makes out a very good case about the 


need for the checks, rather than to wait 
until November 1. My feeling in that 
respect was the occasion for my inter- 
rogatory. - 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That argu- 
ment was made several times in com- 
mittee and in conference. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I am glad to 
yield. 3 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. By set- 
ting a definite date there is a great ad- 
vantage to the recipients of the checks, 
They can plan on receiving the checks 
on a certain day. If it is all to be a mat- 
ter of confusion, if they are to have a 
constant expectation of receiving the 
checks at any time from this hour on, 
until they actually receive them, their 
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whole situation will be disarranged. As 
the Senator from Utah has said, if they 
could expect to receive them on Novem- 
ber 1, they could make their financial 
arrangements with their banks or their 
grocery stores; their credit would be good, 
and they could have something on which 
they could plan with certainty. As a 
result of the bill in the nature of an 
amendment which has been offered, it 
occurs to me that what has been placed 
in the law as a definite date will now 
have to be stated by the military author- 
ities by proclamation, or they will have to 
set the date. 

In the meantime, every person who is 
entitled to receive assistance under the 
act will be confused, bewildered, and dis- 
appointed. He will be writing to Mem- 
bers of Congress and bothering the War 
Department. There will be great confu- 
sion instead of orderly payment under 
the act. Of course, if the act is amend- 
ed, the War Department will have to 
make its own arrangements as to the 
date to be selected for payment. As I 
understand the proposed amendment, it 
does not require any particular date. 
As a matter of fact, under the amend- 
ment the date could be pushed up to 
December 1, 1942, or January 1, 1943, 
could it not? 

Mr, THOMAS of Utah. That is true, 
and it might also be true even under 
the law. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It would be 
true under the present law. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Of course, the 
date November 1 will be the objective of 
the administration, and the checks will be 
dated on that date and will be forthcom- 
ing. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In reference to the 
statement of the Senator from Colorado 
that by setting a definite date the recipi- 
ents of checks could look forward to No- 
vember 1 and know how to make their 
arrangements, would any dependent know 
what he will receive until he has received 
a check from the Government? How 
will he know in advance what he will 
receive on November 1 unless he gets a 
copy of the law and has somebody figure 
out for him how much he will be entitled 
to under the law? I doubt very much 
whether many dependents will know how 
much money they are to receive until 
they are in possession of their first checks. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is true; 
but, of course, that is determined by the 
law. They can calculate it pretty well, 
and those who are familiar with the law 
can tell them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. . I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am informed that at the present 
time the War Department is holding up 
even the allotments of the soldiers’ pay 
which the men have actually earned, and 
wish to have paid to their dependents. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The allotment 
for each soldier is in accordance with the 
previous law on the subject, and has noth- 
ing to do with the law regarding de- 
pendency. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Iam talking 
about the situation in which the depend- 
ents find themselves. It seems to me it 
presents a desperate emergency. A 
woman’s husband may be in Australia or 
in any other place on the habitable giobe, 
and he may try to make an allotment for 
her support and protection while he is 
away. Congress has taken steps to pro- 
vide for her support while he is gone, but 
under the present system the poor woman 
is not getting anything, and is thrown on 
charity. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 

Mr.REYNOLDS. The Senator will re- 
cali that when the representative of the 
War Department appeared before the 
Committee on Military Affairs, there was 
unanimous agreement on the part of 
Senators present to the effect that the 
date ot November 1 should be permitted 
to remain in the bili for the reason that 
the War Department officials in charge of 
preparing and issuing the checks advised 
us in no uncertain terms that it would 
be absolutely impossible for them to pre- 
pare checks for all the recipients prior to 
November 1, and they desired to have 
that date set as the date of payment. 
It was not suggested for any political 
reasons, aS has been suggested, but for 
the reason that the clerical force in the 
War Department is so limited that all 
the checks could not possibly be issued 
before November 1. I believe the ex- 
planation was made at the time that the 
Department had only 1,500 clerks, where- 
as experience showed that 3,000 clerks 
were needed For that additional rea- 
son the date of November 1 was urged. 

It is the opinion of the junior Senator 
from North Carolina that if we should 
eliminate from the law the date Novem- 
ber 1, which was injected by the con- 
ferees, the result would be much confusion 
and unnecessary work. I believe that 
the people of the country as a whole are 
of the opinion that those who are entitled 
to the benefits of the Act, are to receive 
their checks on November 1. if we 
eliminate the date November 1, as 
proposed by the amendment in which the 
able Senator is interested, thousands 
upon thousands of letters will be written 
by people in all parts of the United States 
to Senators and Representatives, and to 
the War Department, inquiring why they 
cannot receive their checks immediately, 
If the date November 1 is allowed to 
stand they will get them after November 
1. The situation to which I have re- 
ferred will be avoided, and the recipients 
of checks will learn that all who are en- 
titled to receive benefits will be treated 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The situa- 
tion to which the able Senator from 
North Carolina has made reference is now 
existing. Many Senators and Repre- 
sentatives are already receiving letters 
concerning hardship cases. The War De- 
partment writes back and tells them that 
the big-hearted War Department is doing 
the best it can, but that the hard-hearted 
Congress has put a prohibition in the 
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law against paying a cent of money, even 
if the Department is able to pay it, be- 
fore November 1. 

So far as letters and communications 
are concerned, it seems to me it would 
be better to tell the people the facts. 
It would be better to tell them that it is 
physically impossible to pay them yet, but 
that they will be paid as soon as possible, 
than to allow the impression to go out 
that Congress refuses to let them have 
the money before November 1, even if it 
could be paid before that date. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. In conclusion, let 
me say that I know that the Senator from 
Utah and the Senator from Colorado, like 
the junior Senator from North Carolina, 
desire that the dependents be paid at the 
earliest possible moment. We all recog- 
nize that there are many worthy cases 
of dependents who really need assistance 
at the present time. However, I have 
formed my opinion in regard to the mat- 
ter on the basis of what has been said by 
the representatives of the War Depart- 
ment. I have been willing to take their 
word for it. They contend that the pay- 
ments cannot be made on November 1, 
that to endeavor to do so would interrupt 
their procedure and their work, and that 
they cannot do it now because of the fact 
they have only half the force required 
to facilitate handling the checks. 

I want the beneficiaries to have their 
money right now, as does the Senator 
from Missouri and also the able Member 
of the House of Representatives from 
Mississippi [Mr. Rankin], who honors us 
today with his presence. I want them 
to receive their money, but I do not want 
to force on the War Department a con- 
dition which will bring about confusion 
on the part of those who are entitled to 
payment, and disruption in the work of 
the War Department. The War Depart- 
ment has told us that certain conditions 
exist, and as a result I feel compelled to 
comply with the suggestions of the De- 
partment, notwithstanding my own 
feelings. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I fully 
appreciate the reasons which were given 
by the War Department at the time the 
bill was originally passed as to the length 
of time which would be required to pre- 
pare the checks, and I can very well 
understand the propriety of the sug- 
gestions. I doubt very much whether 
the War Department ever wrote and sent 
out letters describing the Department as 
being big-hearted and the Congress as 
being hard-hearted. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is the 
effect of what the Department said, Mr. 
President, and I do not believe it is 
denied. It has not used those particular 
words, but those who receive the letters 
from the War Department conclude that 
Congress has refused to allow the De- 
partment to pay them. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have not seen such 
letters. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 
from Michigan read one in the Senate 
the other day. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I would not vote for 
this bill in order to relieve Senators from 
receiving letters from their constituents. 
I think it is a good thing for Senators to 
receive letters from their constituents. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That argu- 
ment was advanced by the Senator from 
North Carolina and not by myself. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not recall having 
received a letter on the subject, but 
Members of Congress will continue to 
receive letters, regardless of what the law 
is, and they may receive more letters 
after the amendment is adopted than 
they are now receiving, because every- 
body who sees that the act has been 
amended to permit payment tomorrow 
will wonder dar after tomorrow why he 
does not receive his check. So that we 
cannot avoid correspondence by amend- 
ing the law. Whether the law should 
in the beginning have fixed November 
1 is a matter upon which I express no 
opinion, because it may be that the War 
Department in suggesting that date was 
giving itself a liberal time to write the 
necessary checks. 

I do not know what proportion of 
those who are dependent and who will 
receive the checks ultimately are in dis- 
tress. It may be that a number are in 
distress. For all such cases, I have the 
utmost sympathy, but I am wondering 
whether it would not tend to confuse 
the situation among the dependents, a 
confusion which would be reflected by a 
larger correspondence with their repre- 
sentatives in the two Houses, if we should 
by adopting this amendment to the law 
create the impression that the Depart- 
ment can begin making the payments at 
once. Then, if those entitled to them 
do not receive them, their correspond- 
ence will be accelerated both as to the 
War Department and as to us, although, 
as I have said, I do not seek to avoid any 
correspondence on the subject. 

I du not think it is difficult to explain 
the present law, and it would not be diffi- 
cult to explain if we adopt the pending 
bill, and it should become a law, and the 
checks mailed out as soon as possible. 
When that would be I do not know. It 
might be they would not be mailed be- 
fore November 1, and there would be no 
compulsion on the War Department to 
do it. Therefore the ultimate acme of 
wisdom in determining this matter is not 
in sight. 

I myself do not know which is the bet- 
ter course to pursue. I am somewhat in 
doubt as to how I should vote, because 
I do not know how many of the cases are 
what may be called “distress” cases. At 
first I felt rather inclined to support the 
bill, and I may still do so, but I realize 
the difficulty that the War Department 
and the Senate itself are facing in re- 
gard to the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the third reading of the 
bill. 

Mr, REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I 
wish to say that I am not protesting the 
receipt of letters, but I do not see why we 
should encourage hundreds of thousands, 
perhaps a half-million people, over the 
United States to write us and expend all 
that energy and waste all that postage 
and time, when it will not do any good. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres- 
ident, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS, I yield to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The re- 
ceipt of letters is always indicative of 
confusion. It is not the receipt of let- 
ters that the Senator from North Caro- 
lina is speaking about; it is the confusion 
in the mind of his constituents who are 
disturbed because they see the family 
next door getting their check now and 
they want to know why they do not get 
their checks. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Precisely. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. It is the 
unfairness, the inequity of the whole 
thing, the disturbance which the Army 
fears will reach into the Army itself. 
Some boy in the Army may say, “They 
have been taking money out of my 
checks; why does not my mother or my 
wife receive the money? The wife of 
some other soldier or the mother of some 
other soldier has received her money. 
Why does not my wife receive her 
money?” Of course he is disturbed and 
perhaps becomes angry. So it makes for 
confusion instead of for order in han- 
dling the matter. 

Whether the Army “passes the buck” 
to Congress or the Congress “passes the 
buck” to the Army is another matter en- 
tirely. I am sure that the Congress can 
take the brunt of it if it has to; it has to 
in nearly everything, anyway. So I do 
not see that there is any point in dis- 
cussing who is to be blamed or credited. 
We think the Congress has been very 
liberal in setting up these allowances for 
families. They all know that under the 
law as of November 1 they will receive 
their payments on practically the same 
day or the same time, and they can make 
their plans for the receipt of their pay- 
ments. We all understand that the pay- 
ments begin from June 1 and it is only 
a matter of simple arithmetic to deter- 
mine how much each dependent has com- 
ing to him. So what we do here simply 
will determine whether we are going to 
throw this whole program into confusion 
or whether we are going to leave it on an 
understandable basis, 

Paci REYNOLDS. I thank the Sen- 
ator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
ne i is on the third reading of the 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill 
having been read three times, the ques- 
tion is, Shall it pass? [Putting the 
question.) The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr CLARK of Missouri. I ask for 
a division. 

On a division, the bill was rejected. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

Mr BARKLEY. Mr. President, I hope 
the Senator will not do that. There is 
not a quorum of the Senate in town, 
and the result would be that the Senate 
would simply have to, adjourn until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not 
propose to have this bill defeated on a 
tie vote, with the Chair counting him- 
self, I presume, because there were six 
who voted in the affirmative and five 
in the negative. 

Mi. BARKLEY. Of course the Sen- 
ator from Missouri knew there was not 
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a quorum when he had this bill con- 
sidered. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is per- 
fectly true, but I think it is important 
enough to have a quorum. 

Mr. B . I am perfectly will- 
ing to let it be the pending business 
when the Senate meets again. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am per- 
fectly willing to have it made the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is now the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I under- 
stand it is; and I withdraw the point of 
no quorum, and will let the bill be con- 
sidered on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In view 
of the statement made by the Senator 
from Missouri, the Chair would like to 
put the question again, because the Chair 
distinctly counted seven against the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I certainly 
do not want to impugn in any way the 
decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will again put the question. All 
those in favor of the hill will stand until 
counted. 

Mr, DANAHER. Mr, President, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. If we are not voting 
on something, what are we proceeding 
with? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair stated he was in doubt, and, in 
view of what the Senator from Missouri 
said as to the vote, the Chair would 
like to have a recount. At least, the 
Chair is going to take that responsibility. 
Those in favor of the passage of the bill 
will stand until counted. [A pause.] 
Seven. Those who oppose will stand un- 
til counted. [A pause.] Five. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

Mr BARKLEY. Mr. President, in 
view of the small number of Senators 
present, I ask unanimous consent that 
both votes be vacated, and that this bill 
remain the unfinished business, to be 
taken up when the Senate meets again. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, what 
was the date mentioned by the Senator 
from Kentucky? I did not hear the last 
part of his request. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I said “when the 
Senate meets again,” which will be on 
Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H. R. 7461) to amend section 
107 of the Servicemen’s Dependents Al- 
lowance Act of 1942 was ordered to be 
Placed on the calendar. 

ORDER OF SUSINESS 


Mr. WILEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I had 
intended to ask for a call of the calendar, 
but, in view of the length of time that has 
been taken in the morning hour, and in 
view of the fact that members of the Fi- 
nance Committee are interested in some 
bills on the calendar but are compelled to 
attend the hearings, I shall not request 
that the calendar be called today. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I desire 
the attention of the Senate for only a 
few moments to set forth that the pas- 
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sage of a realistic tax bill now would pre- 
vent inflation later. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I am 
compelled to go to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and I should like to have a brief 
executive session. Will the Senator per- 
mit us to have one at this time? 

Mr. WILEY. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Lucas in the chair) laid before the Sen- 
ate messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomi- 
nations, which were referred to the ap- 
propriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

Thomas M. Wilson, of Tennessee, now a 
Foreign Service officer of class 1, to act as 
Minister Resident and Consul General to 
Iraq; and 

Leland B. Morris, of Pennsylvania, now & 
Foreign Service officer of class 1; to be Envoy 
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary 
to Iceland. 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Sundry officers for appointment and/or 
temporary appointment or promotion in the 
Marine Corps; and 

Rear Admiral Richard S. Edwards to be a 
vice admiral in the Navy, for temporary 
service, to rank from the 15th day of August 
1942. 

THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the two nomina- 
tions reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations by the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. THomas] be now considered. 
I refer to the nomination of Mr. Leland 
B. Morris, of Pennsylvania, now a Foreign 
Service officer of class 1, to be Envoy Ex- 
traordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary 
of the United States of America to Ice- 
land, and to the nomination of Mr. 
Thomas M. Wilson, of Tennessee, now a 
Foreign Service officer of class 1, to act as 
Minister Resident and consul general of 
the United States of America to Iraq. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are con- 
firmed. A 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi- 
dent be notified of the confirmation of 
the nominations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I in- 
quire if we have concluded consideration 
of the Executive Calendar? _ 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
consideration of the Executive Calendar 
has not been concluded. 


ARMY NOMINATIONS REPORTED 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs I re- 
port sundry nominations in the Army 
and request their immediate considera- 
tion and confirmation and that the Presi- 
dent be notifted. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from North Carolina yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from North Carolina yield to 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I wish 
to make an inquiry about the nomina- 
tions in question. Do they involve pro- 
motions? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. That is correct. 

Mr. PEPPER. Is the Senator's re- 
quest for immediate consideration? 

Mr, REYNOLDS. It is. 

Mr. PEPPER. As I understand, the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] 
objected to immediate consideration of 
the nominations. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
not yet objected, but I probably shall if 
given an opportunity. 

As I understand, the request of the 
able Senator from North Carolina is for 
immediate consideration of the nomi» 
nations? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is, 

Mr. McNARY. Of course, the able 
Senator is aware of the rule of the Sen- 
ate that all nominations should go to 
the calendar. I have generously per- 
mitted the abatement of that rule when 
a strong case was made involving an 
emergency. The list of nominations is 
long. Many Senators are absent. In 
such cases I have been in the habit of re- 
questing that the nominations go to the 
calendar, in conformity with the rule, 
In the absence of a showing of immedi- 
ate necessity or great emergency I shall 
have to object, and I do now object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. The nominations will be 
placed on the calendar. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the 
Senate will meet again on Monday. The 
nominations will rest very comfortably 
on the calendar. I do not think there 
will be any great loss. I am invoking 
the rule at the request of a great many 
Senators who are absent, and in con- 
formity with the fixed and firm policy 
of the Senate. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I should 
like to ask the able Senator from North 
Carolina, who is chairman of the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee, if, when nomina- 
tions come to the attention of the com- 
mittee, any consideration is given by the 
committee to whether the nominees are 
from the Regular Army or the National 
Guard. I have been troubled by intima- 
tions which have come to me that there 
is a vast disparity or discrepancy between 
the number of nominations from the 
Regular Army and the number from the 
personnel of the National Guard. That 
may be a proper discrepancy or disparity, 
if it exists at all; but as one Member 
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of the Senate called upon to exercise a 
constitutione! duty in connection with 
the confirmetion of nominations, I am 
anxious to know whether the members of 
the National Guard are being discrim- 
inated against as a class, or whether 
nominations are made with due respect 
to the merits of the individuals. I wish 
it might be possible for the committee 
to consider that question and see what 
the status of it is. 

Mr, REYNOLDS. Mr. President, let 
me say in answer to the Senator from 
Florida that in the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs we give consideration only 
to the nominations sent to the Senate 
by the President. My recollection is that 
the ratio is about 5 to 2. I am not sure 
about that. However, the only consid- 
eration we give is to the nominations 
sent here by the President. 

In that connection we have a subcom- 
mittee on nominations, consisting of 
three members of the Military Affairs 
Committee, headed by the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. CHANDLER]. It gives full 
consideration to ali the Army nomina- 
tions, after which the subcommittee 
makes its recommendations to the full 
committee, and the full committee gives 
consideration to the recommendations 
made by the subcommittee on nomina- 
tions. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I would 
not uncer any circumstances make any 
suggestion as to individuals who should 
be nominated for places or promotions in 
the Army: but if we should find, for ex- 
ample, that there is a flagrant disparity 
between the number of National Guard 
officers and the number of Regular Army 
officers who gain recognition, particu- 
larly in the rank of general, and if the 
numbers seemed to be out of all propor- 
tion to the numbers in the respective 
branches or the relative merits of the 
men, it might justify the conclusion that 
there is a policy in regard to promotions, 
to promote primarily, at least to the 
rank of general, only men from the Reg- 
ular Army, and not to promote men in 
the National Guard to that rank. 

I have had an intimation—I do not 
know whether it is from a responsible 
source—that there is such a great dis- 
parity that it must arise from a policy 
and not from individual considerations. 
I wish it were possible for the committee 
to consider the matter, to see whether 
there may be such a policy, and if so, 
whether the committee approves such a 
policy. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I am very glad to 
have heard the able Senator from Flor- 
ida on this subject. It is a subject well 
worthy of consideration, and I shall 
bring his remarks to the attention of the 
full committee. 

Pia PEPPER. The Senator is very 
nd. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will proceed to state the nomina- 
tions on the calendar. 

SELECTIVE-SERVICE SYSTEM 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination 

of Kenneth H. McGill to be principal 


oe in the Selective Service Sys- 
m. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 


POSTMASTERS 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. McNARY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations of postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nominations of post- 
masters are confirmed en bloc. 


THE ARMY 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Army. 

Mr. McNARY. I ask that the Army 
nominations be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Army nominations are 
confirmed en bloc. 


THE NAVY 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Navy. 

Mr. McNARY. I ask that the Navy 
nominations be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Navy nominations are 
confirmed en bloc. 

That completes the calendar. 


NEED FOR REALISTIC TAX PROGRAM TO . 


PREVENT INFLATION BURDEN LATER 


The Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of legislative business. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, many 
policies are undesirable and unthinkable 
in peacetime but vitalin wartime. There 
are many policies which we could not 
support in peacetime but must support 
in wartime. 

The rules of living, of business, and of 
taxation have changed. 

The safety of the Nation demands that 
we meet the needs of the hour and do 
the things which are necessary. 

We must take off the blinders and see 
the need and meet it realistically. 

While we are talking aLout the need 
for flying cargo planes of the air—and I 
can agree on the necessity of such a pro- 
posal—and the need for cargo subma- 
rines—and I can agree as to the necessity 
of that proposal—it is vital also for us to 
consider the need for steering the ship of 
state clear of the economic rocks. 

There are certain imperative needs 
which must be met, and this is one of 
them: From the national income of 
$115,000,000,000 we must get $36,000,000, - 
000 in taxes, or one-half of this year’s 
war cost of $72,000,000,000. 

Why is this imperative? The need is 
obvious. The anemic House bill would 
yield $6,144,000,000 in additional taxes. 
That would increase the Federal taxes 
for the calendar year of 1943 to $23,000,- 
000,000. Federal expenditures for 1943 
are estimated to exceed $73,000,000,000. 
That means a deficit of more than 
$50,000,000,000 during 1943. Our gross 
Federal debt on July 1 was about $77,- 
000,000,000. The public debt on June 30, 
1943, will be more than $130,000,000,000. 
Additional revenues must be raised by 
additional taxation. 

A tax bill which would attempt to raise 
$36,000,000,000, or half the war cost this 
year, would nail inflation in its tracks. 
In the last World War the cost of living 
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more than doubled. The effect of that 
increased cost of living was just the 
same as a 50-percent tax on incomes. 
In this war we have already experienced 
a moderate inflation. 

Since January of 1941 living costs have 
risen some 15 percent, which produces 
virtually. the same effect as a 15-percent 
sales tax on all articles of consumption 
without, however, bringing in any rev- 
enue to the Government. 

When the American dollar buys less, 
the wage earners and the salaried per- 
sons are the ones who are hit the hardest. 

It is apparent to anyone who does not 
want to play with economic dynamite 
that the important thing is not to per- 
mit an inflation which would act as a 
tax on the wage earner and the salaried 
person without bringing revenue to the 
Government. Yet, that is just what we 
will do if we do not take the alternative 
course and raise $36,000,000,000 by taxa- 
tion. Such a Federal tax should bc from 
1 to 5 percent increase in the income 
taxes and a sales tax instead of the 50 
percent which might be taken from the 
small wage earner by inflation, and I re- 
peat, which would not bring any revenue 
to Government. 

The total income in 1941 was $89- 
400,000,000, and that is $13,700,000,000 
over 1940. About $60,000,000.000 of that 
was in salaries and wages, and thaf is 
an increase of $10,600,000,000. There 
will be another $5,000,000,000 increase 
this year, and the total income will be 
twenty to twenty-five billion dollars 
more than in 1939, the last year of peace- 
time expenditures. 

If we are craven and unrealistic, we 
shall attempt to go along with those who 
say, “Do not raise this $36,000,000,000 but 
raise twenty-two billion.” We hear it 
said that we shall have to go into the 
lower brackets to raise some of this 
money, and that the folks in those 
brackets already have a hard enough 
time to exist. 

I agree with that; but I can also see 
that they will have an even harder time 
if inflation increases their living costs 
from 25 to 50 percent. It will be easier 
for all of us to pay from 1 to 5 percent 
more of our present income to the Fed- 
eral Government in taxes than to pour 
from 25 to 50 percent of our income down 
the inflationary rathole in addition to 
present taxes. 

The Good Book says, “If the blind lead 
the blind, both shall fall into the ditch.” 
This is a period which demands straight 
thinking and the courage to face a situa- 
tion and do what is necessary. 

Uncontrolled and excessive inflation is 
the result of bad management. There is 
no magic formula for escaping infia- 
tion. The only preventive, as everyone 
knows, is heavy taxes and elimination 
of nondefense expenditures and a bor- 
rowing policy which draws from the pub- 
lic rather than the banks. 

Inflation is an economic blackjack 
which sandbags the lower incomes with- 
out bringing any revenue to government. 

The economic panhandling of a craven 
and inadequate tax bill will leave the 
lowest income levels defenseless before 
the onslaught of an overpowering infla- 
tion. 
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It is possible that those who find it 
politically inexpedient to face a heavy 
tax bill may some day be classed as eco- 
nomic Benedict Arnolds who betrayed 
not only the poor, but the wage earner 
and the salaried man and the middle 
class, Such action would dynamite the 
value of every insurance policy in 
America, 

This is a people’s war. It involves not 
only fighting men, but fighting dollars. 
It involves al! of us on the war front, all 
of us on the home front, and Mr. Presi- 
dent, it involves all of us and our dollars 
on the economic front. 

It does not take any courage to talk 
about mopping up the swollen profits of 
business tycoons, but any attempt to be- 
fuddie the little fellow into thinking 
that war costs can ` e borne in this man- 
ner is just so much window-dressing. 
No one should profit from the war, and I 
wholeheartedly endorse any program to 
recapture the excess profits of any in- 
dustrialist, but the sad truth is that they 
are not enough to finance the war effort. 

Men are dying all over the world that 
freedom may live. Whatever shortcom- 
ings there may have been in the war thus 
far, it can be said that the men of the 
United Nations have displayed a fighting 
courage unsurpassed and unparalleled in 
world history. 

Mr. President, I submit, however, that 
it is not enough for the men on the fight- 
ing fronts to have courage. We must 
also have courage on the home front. We 
at home must match the courage of our 
armed forces. If we fail to do so, we are 
false to our trust to these fighting men. 
We cannot have them return to a land 
where our economic security has been 
mortgaged for generations. 

If it takes courag to write a tax bill 
which hurts, we must have that courage. 

If it takes courage to write a clearly 
defined labor policy, we must have that 
courage. 

If it takes courage to strip the govern- 
mental decks for action and to annihilate 
nonwar Government expenditures, we 
must have that courage. 

If it takes courage to throw out in- 
competence in government and to cen- 
tralize and coordinate our war effort, 
we must find that courage in our hearts. 

Let us demonstrate we have the guts 
on the home front to do what it takes. 

French patriotism in 1939 demanded 
more than political expediency and pus- 
syfooting. It demanded courage and 
realism, and failing in that, the French 
patriot is today a slave and his children 
starve. 

Mr. President, that must never happen 
here. The time for action is now. 


NAZI ATROCITIES IN POLAND 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I ask the 
indulgence of the Members of the Sen- 
ate while I digress from the legislative 
matters of the day to discuss a sub;ect 
which should command our attention. 

The latest reports of the atrocities in 
Poland add another black page in the 
history of persecution and bloodshed 
which dates back to the emergence of 
Adolf Hitler from the obscurity of house 
painting to the notoriety of headman 
for the Nazi terrorists. 
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We can recall that the first warning 
of things to come was the news that the 
Jews in Germany were marked for per- 
secution under Hitler. At first these 
acts of persecution were limited to the 
confiscation of property and the restric- 
tion of civil liberties; but they were only 
the beginning. The end of the road for 
the Jews has been the concentration 
camps and death. The Jews, however, 
were not the only ones in Germany who 
were to know the tyranny of this fanati- 
cal group which had taken control of the 
government. 

It soon became evident that all religious 
groups within Germany were deemed 
dangerous to the pagan religion of nazi- 
ism and therefore were marked for ex- 
termination. Catholics and non-Catho- 
lics alike have suffered the same indigni- 
ties that were heaped upon the Jews. 

An understanding of some of the 
teachings of this new cult of Hitler and 
his Nazi followers gives an insight into 
the driving force behind the movement 
to outlaw organized religion. They would 
replace belief in God by belief in Hitler. 
Rosenberg, the leader of the new national 
pagan church in Nazi Germany, said at 
the Nuremberg party Congress in 1938: 

I am absolutely clear in my mind, and I 
think I can speak for the Fuehrer as well, 
that both the Catholic Church and the Evan- 
gelical Confessional Church as they exist at 
present must. vanish from the life of the 
people. 


And in a document by one of Hitler's 
lieutenants the statement was made that 
Christianity in the Nazi state must be 
annihilated forever. 

Briefly, under the new National Reich 
Church, the Holy Bible is banned from 
the altars of all churches, and the holy 
book of this new so-called religion be- 
comes Hitler’s Mein Kampf. The cross 
is removed from the altars of all 
churches, to be replaced by the sword 
and the swastika. Baptism and the reli- 
gious ceremonies of marriage and burial 
are abolished. All church property of all 
faiths will be handed over to the state. 

I have touched upon only some of the 
highlights of this pagan philosophy of 
the new order under Hitler which has 
enslaved the German peoples. The im- 
pact of their philosophy has been felt 
outside Nazi Germany in all the con- 
quered countries which have come under 
the Axis sphere. 

The campaign of persecution and ter- 
rorism which had its inception within 
the borders of Nazi G-tmany followed 
in the wake of the Nssi war machine 
which subjected the weaker nations of 
Europe one by one. 

Each new conquest followed the same 
pattern. Deceit and treachery were in 
the background. Sudden and violent 
fifth-column activity spread terror 
amongst the unprepared victims. It 
usually was part of the scheme to assas- 
sinate those in authority whenever pos- 
sible. We remember the foul murder of 
Chancelor Dolfuss of Austria as one of 
the earliest acts of Hitler which shocked 
our sense of decency. 

This was the pattern followed in 
Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, Greece, Bel- 
gium, and Holland. All those countries 
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have been devastated by the Nazi armies 
and the Gestapo, Their churches have 
been defiled, their homes pillaged, their 
crops confiscated, and their liberties 
strangled. We know that people have 
been dying of starvation on the streets 
of Greece and that the residents of the 
Low Countries have been on a starva- 
tion diet because their foodstuffs have 
been taken to feed the Nazi armies. 

The first people who were subjected to 
the devastating power of the modern 
Nazi war machine were the Poles. On 
that fateful day in September 1939, when 
Hitler decided that the hour had come 
for him to strike, it was on Polish soil 
that he first set foot. The world was 
aghast at the speed with which the Nazi 
hordes overran Poland and brought about 
her subjection. 

The heart of America went out in 
sympathy to the people of Poland. We 
owe a debt of gratitude to Poland for the 
brave Poles who rendered such noble 
service in the cause of the American 
Revolution. We have always been sym- 
pathetic to the aims of the freedom- 
loving Poles to establish a free and inde- . 
pendent Poland, a sovereign state among 
the nations of the world. This ideal of 
the Polish people has been pursued by 
them for centuries. They have fought 
and died for liberty and they have never 
weakened in their determination that 
they shall never be conquered. 

‘The Poles who migrated to America 
brought with them that steadfastness of 
purpose, that love of liberty and freedom 
which characterized the struggles of 
their forebears. Today, the United States 
is a better place in which to live because 
of the impact of that Polish heritage and 
because of the contributions made to 
civilization by men and women of Polish 
birth and ancestry in the fields of litera- 
ture and art, in science and industry. 
The genius of Ignace Paderewski will live 
forever, and the names of. Kosciusko and 
Pulaski are enshrined in the hearts of 
America along with Washington and 
Lafayette. 

Today we grieve for Poland. Recently 
the Polish Government in London re- 
ceived documentary evidence from Po- 
land that throws a new light on the 
tragedy of a Poland completely cut off 
from all contact with the world. 

From Poland has just come the most 
terrible warning of the war. The nation 
of 44,000,000 Poles within the past 34 
months has been reduced to the very 
verge of extermination by modern Nazi 
scientific tortures. 

This fact is attested by unimpeachable 
witnesses and is even boasted of by the 
Nazis themselves. Four hundred thou- 
sand Poles have been coldly murdered by 
the Nazi high command. That figure is 
proved, case by case. It does not begin 
to touch the total of those who have died 
from exposure, from starvation, and from 
epidemic diseases which are the direct re- « 
sult of inhuman methods of herding men, 
women, and little children into stables 
like cattle, without food or water or suffi- 
eient covering. 

During the past few months this delib- 
erate plan to destroy the whole Polish 
Nation has increased its insane fury. 
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Partly, this is because the Polish Nation 
has been a human bulwark between the 
Nazi supply bases in Germany and the 
advanced Nazi armies in Russia. But it 
is only in part, and in smaller part, a 
military measure. The other reason is 
the bitter Nazi hatred for a nation which 
even yet has not produced a single traitor 
who would consent to act against his 
country. 

There are no Quislings in Poland. 
Therefore the Nazi leaders are trying to 
make sure there will be no Poles in 
Poland. 

Every Jew in Poland has been included 
in the overcrowded ghettos which have 
been established in all Polish cities. In 
the ghetto of Warsaw alone in 1941, 
50,000 Jews died of starvation. The death 
rate of Jews in that ghetto today is 6,000 
a month. The birth rate is less than 
1,000, and many of the infants are too 
weak to survive more than a few hours. 
With the ratio of 6 deaths to every birth, 
it will not be long before there are no 
Jews left in Polish ghettos. 

But the Jews are only a part—and the 

_ Smaller part—of the murderous policy in 
Poland. 

Seventy percent of all Polish peoples 
are Roman Catholics. The Nazis have 
deliberately set about to destroy the 
Catholic Church of Poland, just as they 
have attempted to destroy all religion in 
Germany, and ‘o deprive the tortured 
Polish people of their only spiritual com- 
fort. Seven dioceses have been obliter- 
ated: Poznan, Gniezno, Wloclawek, Plock, 
Peplin, Lodz, Katowice. There are 
neither bishops, priests, nor churches left 
in those areas. A large number of priests 
have been murdered by the Gestapo. 
Archbishops and bishops have been sent 
to concentration camps, where their sur- 
vival is hardly to be hoped. 

Out of more than 800 priests in the 
archdioceses of Poznan and Gniezno, 86 
have been murdered without trial, 450 
others have been sent to concentration 
camps, and all but 34 of the rest have 
been deported in cattle cars to labor 
camps or other torture areas. Two mil- 
lion Poles have only 34 priests left to 
give them spiritual guidance, in an area 
covering hundreds of square miles. The 
Poles, of course, cannot leave their as- 
signed village for any purpose, nor can 
the priests go from village to village. 
Most of those 2,000,000 Poles in Poznan 
and Gniezro are without any religious 
comfort whatsoever. 

Hitler is following a deliberate plan of 
extermination of the Poles by sending all 
Folish men between the ages of 15 and 55 
to labor camps where they must work 14 
hours a day on a diet of one meal of 
meatless soup nd two small slices of 
black bread. Those who cannot work are 
promptly destroyed. 

Poland, alone among all the occupied 
nations, has nowhere to turn for any com- 

-panionship in her great agony. Poland 

is cut off from any contact with the out- 
Side world. As the first nation to be 
smashed under the blitzkrieg machine, 
Poland was designed by Hitler to be the 
laboratory where Nazi methods of de- 
struction could be tested. 

Every vestige of Polish authority was 
erased from the first moment of occupa- 
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tion. State and municipal organizations 
were declared illegal by the Nazis, and in 
most instances where the local authori- 
ties had survived the bombing or had not 
been with the Polish armies, the invaders 
simply shot the local leaders or sent them 
to death in concentration camps. 

Then followed the gigantic uprooting 
of the whole Polish nation. Millions of 
Poles were torn from their native cities, 
villages, or farms, and were herded into 
far-distant areas, or were thrown into 
the unheated squalor of that vast con- 
centration camp Berlin calls the Gou- 
vernement General. 

To make certain that there will be no 
new generation of the Polish people, the 
Nazi leaders are now carrying out on the 
widest scale a blanket plan of exile for 
all Polish women of child-bearing age. 
The labor given to these Polish women, 
combined with the starvation rations on 
which they are required to exist, ends in 
producing death or sterility, which is 
what the blueprint for Polish annihila- 
tion demands, 

Today, from the depths of the tortured 
nation, the leaders of the Polish under- 
ground are calling for help from the other 
United Nations of which Poland is a 
fighting ally. 

Although the plan is for the extermi- 
nation of Poland, the people of Poland 
have the will to live. They are not con- 
quered. They look to us in the United 
States to heed their plea for assistance. 
They want to join the peoples of the 
other subjected countries of Europe in 
the joint effort to overthrow the yoke of 
Axis tyranny. 

Although the Catholics and the Jews 
of Poland are the principal victims of 
the inhumanity and cruelty of these Nazi 
atrocities, all our citizens, regardless of 
race, creed, or color, join in the prayer 
that the day of victory for the United 
Nations is near at hand. 

On October 25, 1941, President Roose- 
velt issued the following statement re- 
garding Nazi atrocities: 

The practice of executing scores of innocent 
hostages in reprisal for isolated attacks on 
Germans in countries temporarily under the 
Nazi heel revolts a world already inured to 
suffering and brutality. Civilized peoples 
long ago adopted the basic principle that no 
man should be punished for the deed of 
another. * * + Unable to apprehend the 
persons Involved in these attacks, the Nazis 
characteristically slaughter 50 or 100 inno- 
cent persons, Those who would collaborate 
with Hitler or try tO appease him cannot 
ignore this ghastly warning. * * * These 
are the acts of desperate men who know 
in their hearts that they cannot win. Fright- 
fulness only sows the seeds of hatred, which 
will one day bring a fearful retribution. 


Under the leadership of President 
Roosevelt and with the inspiration of the 
aims and ideals of the Atlantic Charter, 
the cause of humanity and justice can 
and will prevail over inhumanity and in- 
justice. In this brutal struggle we are 
adding might to the cause of right. To- 
gether, they will be strong enough to 
turn the tide of battle. 

PROPOSED CONCESSIONS TO REPUBLIC 
OF PANAMA (H. DOC. NO. 828) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Jounson of Colorado in the chair). As 
in legislative session, the Chair lays be- 
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fore the Senate a message from the Pres- 
ident of the United States, which will 
be read. N 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

The Treaty of Friendship and Co- 
operation between the United States of 
America and the Republic of Panama, 
effective on July 27, 1939, was a definitive 
step in the clarification of this Govern- 
ment’s relations with the Republic of 
Panama. The Panamanian Government 
has demonstrated its willingness to 
assume promptly and wholeheartedly the 
burdens imposed upon it as partner in 
the defense of the Panama Canal, a re- 
sponsibility which was accepted by that 
Government under the provisions of the 
new treaty. 

The attitude of the Panamanian Gov- 
ernment in the present international 
crisis has been thoroughly cooperative, 
On March 5, 1941, the President of the 
Republic of Panama issued a manifesto 
making available for use by the United 
States certain defense sites in the terri- 
tory of that Republic. Pending the con- 
clusions of final arrangements regarding 
the terms on which these sites are to be 
used, the Panamanian Government has 
permitted our armed forces to occupy 
and develop them. Immediately follow- 
ing the attack by the Japanese on Pearl 
Harbor Panama declared war on the 
three major ¿xis Powers, and since has 
taken numc.ous protective steps to co- 
operate with the other American re- 
publics in the interest and security of the 
Panama Canal and the defense of this 
hemisphere, 

This attitude is tangible evidence that 
the relations between the two countries 
are now firmly based upon a recognition 
of mutual interest and a disposition to 
assume common responsibilities. 

In my opinion, the time has come for 
this Government to make certain con- 
cessions which have been desired by the 
Republic of Panama over a period of 
years, and in this manner to correct cer- 
tain factors in the relations between the 
two countries which do not make for con- 
fidence and friendship between our two 
countries. 


Accordingly, I deem it advisable that 
this Government convey to Panama the 
water and sewerage systems in the cities 
of Panama and Colon; that it relinquish 
its extensive real-estate holdings in the 
cities of Colon and Panama, so far as 
these holdings are not essential to the op- 
eration and protection of the Canal; and 
that it liquidate the credit of two and a 
half million dollars made available to the 
Republic of Panama by the Export-Im- 
port Bank for the construction of Pana- 
ma’s share of the Chorrera-Rio Hato 
Highway, a road essential to our defense 
requirements and constructed in accord- 
ance with standards made essential by 
these requirements. 

It will be recalled that the interest of 
the United States in the sanitation of the 
Canal Zone, together with that of the 
cities of Panama and Colon, has been of 
outstanding importance. Concurrent 
with the construction of the Panama 
Canal, through agreement with Panama, 
the United States installed ater and 
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£-werage systems in the cities of Panama 
and Colon, and throughout subsequent 
years has been responsible for the opera- 
tion and maintenance of these systems 
and for the sanitation of the two cities. 

I now propose to the Congress, that 
since in accordance with article VII of 
the Canal Convention of 1903, the “sys- 
tem of sewers and waterworks shall re- 
vert to and become the properties of the 
cities of Panama and Colon” in the year 
1957, it authorize the Government to 
convey all its right, title, and interest in 
the Panama and Colon water and sewer- 
age systems to the Republic of Panama; 
provided, however, that the Republic of 
Panama shall pay quarterly a rate of 
B/0.09 per 1,000 gallons or a reasonable 
rate to be agreed upon by both Govern- 
ments to the appropriate Canal Zone au- 
thorities for water supplied at the Canal 
Zone boundary; and provided, also, that 
the turning over to the Government of 
the Republic of Panama of the physical 
properties of the water and sewerage sys- 
tems and the administration thereof, in- 
cluding the collection of the water rates, 
does not in any way modify the existing 
arrangement for the responsibility for 
the public health services of the cities of 
Panama and Colon as specified in the 
second paragraph of article VII of the 
Convention between the United States of 
America and Panama, signed at Wash- 
ington, November 18, 1903, which reads 
as follows: 

The Republic of Panama agrees that the 
cities of Panama and Colon shall comply in 
perpetuity with the sanitary ordinances 
whether of a preventive or curative character 
prescribed by the United States and in case 
the Government of Panama is unable or 
fails in its duty to enforce this compliance 
by the cities of Panama and Colon with the 
sanitary ordinances of the United States, the 
Republic of Panama grants to the United 
States the right and authority to enforce the 
same, 


This Government, in continuing to 
maintain the health services in the cities 
of Panama and Colon, will ask the Gov- 
ernment of the Republic of Panama to 
cooperate fully with the appropriate Ca- 
nal Zone officials in carrying out the 
proposal regarding increased participa- 
tion of Panamanian personnel in sani- 
tation activities in those cities as pro- 
vided for in the exchange of notes ac- 
companying the General Treaty of 
March 2, 1936. 

You will recall that the Panama Rail- 
road Company, a corporation whose 
stock is now wholly owned by the United 
States, acquired the island of Manza- 
nillo—the present site of the city of 
Colon—through concessionary contracts 
with the Republic of New Granada, 
signed in 1850, 1856, and 1867. The rail- 
road’s interest in this property was ac- 
quired for 99 years from August 1867, or 
until August 1966. The reversionary 
rights to these lands remained originally 
with the Republic of Panama, which, 
however, in the Canal Convention con- 
cluded between the United States and 
Panama in 1903, conveyed these rights 
to the United States. Thus until August 
1966, the Panama Railroad Co. enjoys 
the usufruct of the lands on which the 
city of Colon stands, and thereafter the 
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United States will acquire title thereto, 
in perpetuity. As an element of such 
ownership the railroad company has, of 
course, over a period of years rented the 
property in Colon to Panamanian citi- 
zens—merchants, businessmen, and resi- 
dents, and is, in fact, the principal land- 
lord in Colon. For obvious reasons this 
is unsatisfactory. 

I think, therefore, that this Govern- 
ment should promptly withdraw from 
the real estate business in the Republic 
of Panama and convey to that country 
its rights, title, and interest, as well as 
its reversionary rights, to all the Panama 
Railroad Company land in the cities of 
Panama and Colon which is not needed 
for the operation of the railroad or for 
the operation, maintenance, sanitation. 
or protection of the Canal. 

I also wish to invite your attention to 
the act approved July 20, 1939—Public, 
numbered 200, Seventy-sixth Congress, 
chapter 335, first session—authorizing an 
appropriation of not to exceed $1,500,- 
000— 

To meet such expenses as the President, in 
his discretion, may deem necessary to enable 
the United States to cooperate with the Re- 
public of Panama in connection with the con- 
struction of a highway between Chorrera and 
Rio Hato in the Republic of Panama. 


I also wish to refer to the act approved 
August 9, 1939—Public, numbered 361, 
Seventy-sixth Congress, chapter 633, first 
session—entitied “An Act Making Appro- 
priations to Supply Deficiencies in Cer- 
tain Appropriations for the Fiscal Year 
Ending June 30, 1939, and June 30, 1940, 
and for Other Purposes,” which contains 
under the heading “Corps of Engineers” 
the following appropriation: 

Chorrera and Rio Hato Road, Republic of 
Panama: To enable the United States to co- 
operate with the Republic of Panama in con- 
nection with the construction of a highway 
between Chorrera and Rio Hato, in the Re- 
public of Panama, as authorized by the act 
approved July 20, 1939 (Public, No. 200, 76th 
Cong.), $1,500,000, fiscal year 1940, to remain 
available until expended. 


It is to be noted that, while the appro- 
priation of the United States for its share 
of the cost of the highway amounted to 
$1,500,000, the Export-Import Bank, in a 
contract signed February 21, 1940, with 
the Banco Nacional of Panama and the 
Republic of Panama agreed, under spe- 
cific conditions, to cooperate in the 
financing of the Panamanian share of 
the construction cost to the extent of 
$2,500,000. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
the aforesaid acts of Congress and the ar- 
rangements made by Panama with the 
Export-Import Bank, the Ambassador of 
Panama in Washington, representatives 
of the War Department, of the Export- 
Import Bank, and of the Public Roads 
Administration, Federal Works Agency, 
in 1940 reached a mutually acceptable 
basis on which the two Governments 
would cooperate in this work, and which 
provided that responsibility for the con- 
struction of the highway would be in the 
hands of Panamanian authorities but 
with the advice of engineers of the Public 
Roads Administration. 

The War Department, through the 
Public Roads Administration, in 1941 
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stressed the urgency of rapidly complet- 
ing the Rio Hato Highway and asked that 
every effort be made immediately to 
transfer the responsibility for this work 
from the Panamanian Government to 
the Public Roads Administration, 

The Panamanian Government agreed 
to this request and the transfer of re- 
sponsibility was effected on December 
29, 1941, with a request by the Pana- 
manian Government that, in accordance 
with conversations held between the 
Panamanian Foreign Minister and the 
Under Secretary of State in June 1941, 
Panama’s indebtedness arising out of a 
credit made available by the Export-Im- 
port Bank be liquidated at the earliest 
Possible date. 

With a view to effecting the proposed 
changes indicated, I recommend to the 
Congress its consideration of a draft joint 
resolution which is hereto annexed. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE HoUsE, August 13, 1942. 


Joint resolution authorizing the execution 
of certain obligations under the treaties of 
1903 and 19386 with Panama, and other 
commitments 


Resolved, etc., lhat the President of the 
United States be, and is hereby, authorized 
to transfer to the Republic of Panama, all of 
the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to water and sewerage systems 
installed by the United States in the cities 
of Panama and Colon: Provided, however, that 
perding the establishment of an independent 
water-supply system and so long as the Re- 
public of Panama desires to utilize a supply 
of water from the Canal Zone, it shall pay 
quarterly to the appropriate Canal Zone 
authorities the rate of B/0.09 per one thou- 
sand gallons or a reasonable rate to be agreed 
upon by both Governments; and, Provided 
further, that the turning over to the Govern- 
ment of the Republic of Panama of the 
physical properties of the water and sewer- 
age systems and the administration thereof, 
including the collection of the water rates, 
does not in any way modify the existing 
arrangement for the responsibility of the 
public health service of the cities of Panama 
and Colon as specified in the second para- 
graph of Article VII of the Convention be- 
tween the United States of America and 
Panama, signed at Washington, November 
18, 1993. 

Sec. 2. The Panama Railroad Company is 
hereby authorized to convey to the Republic 
of Panama, in whole or in part, all of its 
right, title, and interest In and to so much 
of the lands of the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany located in the cities of Panama and 
Colon as, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
War, are no longer needed for the operation 
of the Panama Railroad or for the operation, 
maintenance, sanitation, or defense of the 
Panama Canal. 

(a) Any conveyance of any land in pur- 
suance of the authority contained herein 
shal be deemed to release any and all rever- 
sionary rights of the United States in said 
property. 

(b) The provisions of the joint resolution 
entitled “Joint resolution authorizing the 
disposal of certain lands held by the Panama 
Railroad Company on Manzanillo Island, Re- 
public of Panama”, approved July 10, 1937, 
so far as they may conflict with the provi- 
sions of this joint resolution, are hereby 
modified accordingly. 

Sec. 3. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated a sum not 
to exceed $2,700,000, to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the Republic of 
Panama an amount equivalent to the prin- 
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cipal and interest paid by that Government 
on account of the credit of $1,500,000 made 
available to it by the Export-Import Bank 
for the construction of Panama's share of the 
Chorrera-Rio Hato Highway, and to pay to 
the Export-Import Bank an amount sufficient 
to liquidate the remaining obligation of the 
Republic of Panama to that bank on account 
of the aforesair credit. 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the message and 
accompanying paper be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 


Mr. McNARY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn 
until 12 o’clock noon on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 
o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, August 17, 1942, 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate August 13, 1942: 

UNITED States PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 

The following-named senior surgeons to 
be medical directors in the United States 
Public Health Service, to rank as such from 
the dates set opposite their names: 

Thomas H. D. Griffitts, September 5, 1942. 

Clifford R. Eskey, September 8, 1942. 

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE 

REGULAR ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 

TO JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT 

Capt. Robert Emzy Chandler, Field Artil- 
lery (temporary major), with rank from June 
13, 1939. 

Capt. Frank Pickering Corbin, Jr., Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary major), with rank 
from June 11, 1941. 

Capt. Edward Joseph Burke, Infantry 
(temporary major), with rank from June 10, 
1942, 

TO QUARTERMASTER CORPS 


First Lt. Heinz Weisemann. Coast Artillery ` 


Corps (temporary captain), with rank from 
June 12, 1942. 
TO ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT 

First Lt. Loyd Kenneth Pepple, Infantry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel), with rank 
from June 12, 1939. 

TO INFANTRY 

Second Lt. Leslie Allison, Cavalry (tempo- 
rary first lieutenant), with rank from Febru- 
ary 20, 1942. 

TO AIR CORPS 

Capt. James Ellison Glattly, Cavalry, with 
rank from June 10, 1942. 

First Lt, Oscar Baker Steely, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps (temporary captain), with rank 
from June 12, 1940. 

First Lt, Henry Leland Crouch, Jr., Cav- 
alry (temporary captain), with rank from 
June 14, 1941. 

Second Lt. Straughan Downing Kelsey, 
Cavalry, with rank from June 11, 1941, 

Second Lt. Daniel Campbell Brawner, In- 
fantry (temporary first lieutenant), with 
rank from February 20, 194?. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 
To be colonels with rank from August 1, 1942 

Li. Col. Eugene Villeret, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Lt. Col. Cuyler Liewellyn Clark, Field Ar- 
tillery. 

Lt. Col. Reiff Hesser Hannum, Ordnance 
Department (temporary colonel). 
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MEDICAL CORPS 
To be captain 
First Lt. Wiliam Stanley Bagnall, Med- 
ical Corps (temporary captain), with rank 
from August 1, 1942. 
APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE 
MARINE CORPS 


Lt. Col, (temporary) Harry E. Dunkel- 
berger to be a lieutenant colonel in the 
Marine Corps from the 30th day of June 1942. 

Maj. (temporary) Edward H. Forney, Jr., 
to be a major in the Marine Corps from the 
30th day of June 1942, 

The following-named captains (temporary) 
to be first lieutenants in the Marine Corps 
from the Ist day of June 1942: 

Hamilton Lawrence 

James C. Lindsay 

Harlan Rogers 

The following-named captains (tempo- 
rary) to be first. lieutenants in the Marine 
Corps from the 30th day of June 1942: 

Jino J. D'Alessandro Harland E. Draper 
Richard T. McNown Henry J. Revane 
Francis C, Clagett 

Scott S. Corbett, Jr., a citizen of Oregon, 
to be a second lieutenant in the Marine 
Corps from the 16th day of February 1942. 

Theodore “A” Demosthenes, a citizen of 
Nevada, to be a second lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 15th day of May 1942. 

The following-named citizens to be second 
lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the 
18th day of June 1942: 

Sydney A, Woodd-Cahusac, a citizen of 
New York, 

Wiliam J. Barnatt, a citizen of Massą- 
chusetts. 

Robert E. Brown, a citizen of Montana. 

Frank E. Granucci, a citizen of California. 

Kenneth C. Greenough, a citizen of Minne- 
sota. 

Natt K. Hammer, a citizen of Illinois. 

Walter T. Kuhlmey, a citizen of Illinois. 

Floyd V. D. Ladd, a citizen of New York. 

John H. L’Estrange, a citizen of Ohio. 

Truman K. Lyford, a citizen of North 
Dakota. 

Charles F, Martin 3d, a citizen of Okla- 
homa. 

James P Metzler, a citizen of Missouri. 

Warren E. Whipple, a citizen of California, 

John P. Lanigan, a citizen of Ohio. 

George H, Bantley, a citizen of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Joseph A. Bruder, a citizen of New Jersey. 

James B. Carpenter, Jr., a citizen of New 
York. 

Frederick T. Finucane, a citizen of New 
York. : 

Glen E. Norris, a citizen of Louisiana. 

Edward J. Powers, Jr., a citizen of New 
York. i 

Bradley K. Schwarz, a citizen of California. 

Edward Sherman, a citizen of New York. 

Frank R. Walker, a citizen of Virginia. 

Prank R. Wilkinson, Jr., a citizen of 
Tilinois. 

Gordon R. Worthington, Jr., a citizen of 
Mississippi. 

Gustaf Jonsson, a citizen of New Jersey. 

Richard V. Lusby,; a citizen of California. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate August 13, 1942: 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

Thomas M. Wilson to be Acting Minister 
Resident and consul géheral of the United 
States of America to Iraq. 

Leland B. Morris to be Envoy Extraordinary 
and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to Iceland. 

SELECTIVE Service SYSTEM 

Kenneth H. McGill to be a principal statis- 
tician in the Selective Service System, with 
a salary of $5,600 per annum, 
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In THE AkmMy 


APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 


To Judge Advocate General’s Department 


Capt. Hamilton Murray Peyton 
Capt. James Edward Godwin 


To Finance Department 
Maj. Bert Nathan Bryan 
To Corps of Engineers 
Second Lt. Thomas Francis Farrell, Jr. 
To Ordnance Department 


Lt. Col. Clarence Walter Richmond 
First Lt. Foster LeRoy Furphy 


To Infantry 
Lt. Col. Leo George Clarke 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 
Lt. Col. Edward Leuffer Nevin Glass to be 
colonel, Cavalry, with rank from July 19, 
1942. 
Lt. Col. William Edward Burr to be colonel, 
Field Artillery, with rank from July 25, 1942. 
IN THE Navy 
FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE 
Bernhard H. Bieri to be rear admiral for 
temporary service, to rank from April 23, 1942. 
James C, Jones, Jr., to be rear admiral for 
temporary service, to rank from May 31, 1942. 
POSTMASTERS 
IOWA 
John A. Hull, Boone. 
Earl F. MacVey, Britt. À 
Philip T. Vaughan, Fort Dodge. 
Henry M. Meneough, Grimes. 
Grover Hamilton, Leon. 
Alice A. Higgins, Orient. 
MISSOURI 
James W. Costello, Baring. 
Ralph R. Breckenridge, Bosworth. 
Robert E. Chaffin, Breckenridge. 
Cecil G. McDaniel, Cainsville, 
Eliza Belle Lile, Cowgill. 
Ora G. Moore, Eagleville. 
William H. Titus, Excelsior Springs. 
Opal C. Ray, Gilman City. 
Robert Ray Kier, Grant City. 
Frederick E. Ream, Green Ridge. 
Charline Finley Gardner, Hardin. 
Fred J. Yeomans, Hopkins. 
Wayne Osborn, Macks Creek. 
Eugene J. Echterling, Parnell. 
Harold F. Hopkins, Polo. 
Earl F. Wiek, Rich Hill. 
William D. Cummins, Rosendale. 
Orlo H. Bond, Sheridan. 
James D. Evans, Stoutland. 
John T. Stouffer, Triplett. 
MONTANA 
Cleola Ralston, Glazier Park. 
Godfrey Johnson, Ronan. 
Philip W. Poindexter, Stevensville. 
Townsend H, Durnell, Valier. 
Thelma F. Holst, Westby. 
Ella V. Millsap, Winnett. 
NEBRASKA 
William L. McCourt, Bloomfield. 
Lorraine M. Carey, Homer. 
Joseph A. Hoy, Newcastle. 
OKLAHOMA 
Rosemary H. Floyd, Fittstown. 
VIRGINIA 
Evelyn J. Monroe, Mount Vernon, 
WISCONSIN 
Margaret L. Collentine, Argyle. 
Charles F. Chenoweth, Hixton, 
Charles D. Cross, Larsen, 
Esther G. Cody, Lone Rock. 
Walter J. Hyland, Madison. 
Lawrence E. Astin, Milton Junction. 
Mable A. DeWitt, Sayner. 
Malcolm R. Dalton, Silverlake, 
Miles Colligan, Wautoma. 
Frank P. O’Meara, West Bend. 
James E. O'Leary, Wilton. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


THURSDAY, AuGcust 13, 1942 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BuL WINKLE. 

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Pres- 
byterian Church, Washington, D. C., of- 
fered the following prayer: 


Almighty God, who art man’s bounti- 
ful and gracious Benefactor, we pray 
that we may be more appreciative and 
worthy of our blessings, for we humbly 
confess that we accept them with so little 
of gratitude and treasure them with too 
little of vigilance. 

Grant that we may courageously de- 
fend and perpetuate those blessings of 
liberty which have become our priceless 
heritage through the sufferings and 
struggles of patriots who, in days gone by, 
gave themselves so loyally and sacrifi- 
cially. 

Inspire us with their spirit that we 
also may be willing and able partners 
with all who are seeking to deliver hu- 
manity out of the bondage and darkness 
of hatred and fear into the Divine light 
of love and peace. 

Hear us for the sake of Christ our 
Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Mon- 
day, August 10, 1942, was read and ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Sundry messages in writing from the 
President of the United States were com- 
municated to the House by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on the following dates the 
President approved and signed bills and 
a joint resolution of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: j 

On August 4, 1942: 

H. R.7140. An act to amend the act entitled 
“An act to provide additional pay for per- 
sonnel of the United States Navy assigned to 
duty on submarine and to diving duty,” so as 
to increase the additional pay of officers and 
enlisted men of the United States Navy as- 
signed to duty on submarines, and for other 

urposes; and 
PER. 7364. An act to repeal certain laws 
and to amend other laws relating to naval 
aviation cadets, to provide for aviation cadets 
in the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Re- 
serve, and for other purposes. 
On August 6, 1942: 

H.R. 6963. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to authorize black-outs in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
approved December 26, 1941, and for other 


jurposes; 

H. R.7419. An act to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to proceed with the con- 
struction of certain public works, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 246, Joint resolution to authorize 
the War Shipping Administration to sell or 
charter two merchant vessels to the Govern- 
ment of Ireland. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Gat- 
ling, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment a bill of the House of the following 
title: 

H.R.7211. An act to facilitate the disposi- 
tion of prizes captured by the United States 
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during the present war, and for other pur- 
poses. 


The message also announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr, BARK- 
Ley and Mr. Brewster members of the 
joint select committee on the part of the 
Senate, as provided for in the act of Au- 
gust 5, 1939, entitled “An act to provide 
for the disposition of certain records of 
the United States Government,” for the 
disposition of executive papers in the fol- 
lowing departments and agencies: 

Department of Agriculture. 

Department of War. 

National Housing Agency. 

oo States Civil Service Commis- 
sion. 

Veterans’ Administration. 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK- 
LEY and Mr. Brewster members of the 
joint select committee on the prrt of the 
Senate, as provided for in the act of Au- 
gust 5, 1939, entitled “An act to provide 
for the disposition of certain records of 
the United States Government,” for the 
disposition of executive papers in the 
following departments and agencies: 

Department of Agriculture. 

Department of the Interior. 

Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts. 

Board of Economic Warfare. 
SERVICEMEN’S DEPENDENTS ALLOWANCE 

ACT OF 1942 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7461) to amend section 107 of the Serv- 
icemen’s Dependents Allowance Act of 
1942, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 107 of the 
Servicemen'’s Dependents Allowance Act of 
1942 is amended by striking out the last sen- 
tence thereof which reads as follows: “Any 
allowances which accrue under this title for 
the period preceding November 1, 1942, shall 
cone be actually paid until after November 1, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, and Iam not going to 
object, I do this for the purpose of ask- 
ing the gentleman from Mississippi if 
he will kindly explain the bill. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. It merely 
strikes out that limitation which forbids 
payment of these allowances to depend- 
ents of men in our armed forces until 
after November the 1st, and makes it pos- 
sible for the War and Navy Departments 
to make these payments immediately. 
It does not make it mandatory that they 
be paid now, but it permits such pay- 
ments as these allowances become due. 

Mr. WILSON. In the opinion of the 
gentleman will the passage of this bill 
expedite the payment of these allowances 
and bring this money to these dependents 
now while they need it, instead of waiting 
until immediately before the election? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes; that 
is the object of this bill. There are so 
many needy cases of fathers, mothers, 
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wives, and children who are actually in 
distress, and whose breadwinners are in 
the service, that it would be a great hard- 
ship on them to hold these payments up 
till November the 1st. It will not cost 
$1 more to pay them now, or as these 
allowances fall due. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw my reservation. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr, 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
this seems to me simply a matter of com- 
mon justice. We certainly ought to help 
the families of the men who are giving 
their lives for us. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. That is 
right. There are many thousands of 
needy cases that should be taken care of 
now, but cannot be paid their allowances 
until November the ist unless this 
measure is passed. 

As I pointed out, it will not cost the 
Government an extra dollar to make 
these payments now, or as they fall due, 
but, on the other hand, it will relieve un- 
told suffering among these dependents 
and greatly stimulate the morale of their 
loved ones in the service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members may 
be permitted to extend their remarks 
upon the bill just passed at this point in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
for the bill. I see nothing harmful in 
passing the bill, but I do feel we should 
be honest and let those interested know 
that this legislation is merely permissive 
and not mandatory. In other words, in 
repealing the last sentence of section 107 
of the act, we merely say to the Depart- 
ments that if possible you can pay the 
money before November 1, 1942. 

I talked to the officials of the Navy as 
well as the Army. Col. Thurston Hughes, 
of the War Department, is the admin- 
istrative officer handling this law, and 
when he certifies the applications to the 
Chief of Finance that official will send 
out the check. Colonel Hughes accepts 
the entire responsibility for the Novem- 
ber 1 date, although he did not name 
that date, but stated to the House and 
Senate conferees that he did not think it 
would be possible to pay the money for 
4 months. The committee accepted his 
opinion and November 1 happened to be 
4 months from the date of his testimony. 
He did say it might be possible to pay in 
3 months, but he was not certain. Col- 
onel Hughes told me it was on his recom- 
mendation that this was accepted and 
at the time the Navy Department con- 
curred in his views. The first copies of 
the application blanks were not received 
from the Government Printing Office 
until July 20. Colonel Hughes said his 
scheme of distribution was that he would 
start with soldiers on foreign soil first. 
He stated he did not want to be faced 
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with the situation where two families 
living side by side, one woman’s husband 
fighting out in Australia and the soldier 
from the other household detailed to 
some camp in this country, which un- 
doubtedly would enable the dependents 
of the soldier stationed in this country 
to get benefits prior to the time of the 
wife whose husband is on foreign soil. 

What he wanted to do was to get the 
check to the wife of the man on foreign 
soil at the same time that the check 
reached the wife of the man serving in 
the States. He told me he figured it 
would take 5 weeks to get the applica- 
tions to foreign soil, 5 weeks to get the 
applications back, a total of 10 weeks, 
He states that they were required to as- 
semble an office force of 2,400 employees 
and last week only half of that number 
had been secured and they were in train- 
ing. He said that considerable equip- 
ment would be required and priorities 
must be secured. 

I asked him if he could begin to pay 
now. He said he had received about 100 
applications and they could probably be 
completed and sent out but he antici- 
pates that nearly a million applications 
will be received. He said they have not 
as yet completed the tables regarding 
payment of family allowances and at the 
present time they have 301 different 
combinations. 

I talked with Brigadier General Hines, 
who is head of the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion, who has had experience in matters 
of this kind, and he told me that he 
thought they should get releases on the 
checks right away and continue to do so 
as they came in. He stated it was by no 
means a small job, but he could not see 
any great advantages in holding up all 
cases until a great majority of the claims 
were adjudicated. 

I talked with the Under Secretary of 
the Navy, James M. Forrestal, and he 
said it was simply a matter of being sure 
to do the job in good order and not in a 
hit-or-miss fashion. 

Capt. L, E. Denfeld, Assistant Director 
of Navy Personnel, stated that there 
would be no objections to sending out the 
checks after the claims were passed on, 
but admitted that the Navy had agreed 
with the Army on the time that the 
checks should be sent out. 

In order to give you an idea of what 
the War Department is faced with I am 
including as part of my remarks a letter 
addressed to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives on August 5 by the Act- 
ing Secretary of War. The letter follows: 

Aucust 5, 1942. 
The SPEAKER, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. SPEAKER: The War Department is 
opposed to the enactment of H. R. 7461, a 
bill “To amend section 107 of the Servicemen’s 
Dependents Allowance Act of 1942.” 

The purpose of this bill is to provide that 
the family allowances for the dependents of 
enlisted men of the armed services provided 
for by the basic act shall commence to be 
paid at the earliest practicable date. At the 
time that the legislation was enacted, the 
War and Navy Departments asked the Con- 
gress for a period of delay in payment to 
enable them to get the very complex pro- 
cedure ready to make payments in an orderly 
manner. The work has been progressing 
satisfactorily, some of the machinery is in 
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shape to operate on a partial basis, and a 
part of the personnel is in a reasonably good 
state of training. However, printing of most 
of the required forms was completed only 
within the past week, and their distribution 
to the field is far from complete. It is ex- 
pected that there will be a period of three 
to five weeks before any volume of applica- 
tions with the essential data can be received 
in Washington. In many cases it will be 
longer before the minimum of information 
can be received upon which to base pay- 
ments to the dependents of enlisted men 
serving overseas. The War Department is 
accepting the applications of the enlisted men 
themselves on their face value as bona fide 
evidence upon which, in the absence of in- 
formation to the contrary, to make payments, 
However, it will be recognized that payments 
made on the application of dependents must 
either be subject to verification by the 
soldier, or, if the reasonable interests of the 
Government are to be protected, must be 
subject to at least a minimum of investiga- 
tion into the status of the person making 
the application. 

The provision of the act which makes the 
payment of allowances retroactive to June 
1, 1942, requires a large amount of compu- 
tation and other labor in preparing the au- 
thorizations for the first payment. This work 
is going on all of the time and must continue 
at least until an amendment such as H. R. 
7461 becomes law. This work is involved 
in every application which has been re- 
ceived and in every application which will 
be received. Although a very few of these 
are completed, payment of “hese few at this 
time would amount to payments in ad- 
vance to include the month of October, which 
would be illegal, or would necessitate the 
recomputation of each authorization, thereby 
doubling the work and further delaying pay- 
ment. If the act should be amended as 
proposed in H. R. 7461, every application re- 
ceived up to the date of enactment of this 
bill would have to be recomputed, and the 
payment would be further delayed, in many 
cases until after November 1, 1942. 

A problem of great magnitude is involved 
in setting up the machinery to operate the 
dependent’s allowance system. It contem- 
plates, first, the regular payment of the pre- 
scribed allowances to the proper persons, 
monthly and on definite dates, and, second, 
the protection of ‘the interests of the Gov- 
ernment inherent in any system of disburse- 
ment of public funds. The Allotment and 
Allowance Branch of the Adjutant General's 
office must determine who the dependents 
are, their proper names and addresses, and 
whether they are legally entitled to payment. 
To commence payment on November 1, 1942, 
a large force of reasonably well-trained per- 
sons, many typewriters, and the necessary 
desks, filing equipment, and forms are re- 
quired, All equipment is subject to priorities, 
and it has been necessary to plan for the 
gradual acquisition of such equipment during 
the period from the date of enactment of the 
law to November 1, 1942. Under present con- 
ditions even the best-planned schedules can- 
not always be met, and the acquisition of 
equipment for this office is at present un- 
avoidably behind schedule. Personnel must 


- be trained if accurate and efficient work is 


to be done, and a large office force can neither 
be obtained nor trained all at one time. 

The Allotment Division of the Office of the 
Chief of Finance must set up the machinery 
for the issuance of well over 1,000,000 checks 
per month, beginning November 1, 1942, This 
can only be done by mechanical means; the 
necessary machines are subject to priorities, 
and all cannot be obtained at once, The 
schedule of acquisition is being met satisfac- 
torily, but earlier deliveries cannot be ex- 
pected. These machines require highly 
trained operators and operators cannot be 
trained very much faster than machines can 
be obtained, 
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The War Department is in favor of com- 
mencing payment of family allowances at 
the earliest practicable date, but the Depart- 
ment is firmly of the opinion that November 
1, 1942, is the earliest practicable date upon 
which payments can reasonably commence. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that 
there is no objection to the submission of 
such report as the War Department deems 
appropriate. 

Respectfully, 
ROBERT P. PATTERSON, 
Acting Secretary of War. 


I also include a letter received by the 
Speaker from the Navy Department; 
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, August 5, 1942. 
Hon. ALFRED L. BULWINKLE, 
Acting Speaker pro tempore, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Speaker: Reference is made 
to your telephonic request of August 4, 1942, 
for the comments and recommendation of 
the Navy Department on the bill H. R. 7461 
“To amend section 107 of the Servicemen’s 
Dependents Allowance Act of 1942.” 

The purpose of the proposed legislation is 
to amend section 107 of the act approved 
June 23, 1942 (Public Law 625, 77th Cong.), 
by striking out the last sentence thereof 
which reads as follows: “Any allowances 
which accrue under this title for the period 
preceding November 1, 1942, shall not be 
actually paid until after November 1, 1942.” 

This amendment would have the effect of 
removing the present restriction against pay- 
ment of allowances to dependents of men in 
the armed forces before "tovember 1, 1942. 

Enactment of the proposed legislation w il 
enable the Navy Department to make pay- 
ments as soon as applications are received 
and approved. Informal inquiries received 
through the Navy Relief Society indicate that 
the making of these payments at once will 
have a decided benefit on morale, 

The Navy Department recommends enact- 
ment of the proposed legislation. 

The Navy Department has been advised by 
the Bureau of the Budget that there would 
be no objection to the submission of this 
recommendation. 

Sincerely yours, 
JAMES FORRESTAL, 
Acting. 


Mr. Speaker, again I say when the 
original bill was pending I brought up 
this subject and in view of what the mem- 
bers of the committee on both sides of the 
aisle told me I accepted their view and 
did not press an amendment which I had 
considered offering. I+alized the situa- 
tion probably more clearly than some of 
my colleagues because during the last 
World War I happened to be in a position 
where I was required to investigate de- 
lays in connection with sending out al- 
lotments and allowances to dependents 
of those serving in the armed forces. I 
know the confusion and I know the hard- 
ships that the Departments faced. 

It would improve the morale of our 
Army on foreign soil as wel! as the folks 
back home to have these claims adjudi- 
cated promptly and in supporting the 
amendment I express the hope that the 
Departments will make every effort to ex- 
pedite delivery of the checks to those who 
are entitled to receive recognition under 
the law. 

Undoubtedly there are many outstand- 
ing cases where delay means a great 
hardship and if possible those cases 
should be taken care of immediately. 
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During the World War many soldiers 
and sailors were unable to submit ap- 
plications due to their assignments. 
That will apply now. Therefore I want 
to offer the suggestion that steps be 
taken to help the dependents of those who 
might be in an area in action and who 
will not be able to take care of an appli- 
cation. The various service organiza- 
tions are anxious to make any contribu- 
tion they can. They will be more than 
willing to render service in matters of 
this kind. As the law provides the de- 
pendents in certain instances, especially 
where there is a wife and children, can 
file an application I would like to see the 
members of service organizations 
throughout the country serve notice they 
are willing to help those entitled to rec- 
ognition to prepare their applications, 
This of course should be limited to cases 
where the soldier is on foreign soil or at 
sea. I know by reason of my experience 
during the World War that this will be 
very helpful, not only to the dependents 
but also to the Departments assigned to 
administer the law. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to compliment the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] 
for his persistent and patient efforts 
which have made it possible for us to re- 
move the time limitation of November 1 
applying to the payment of servicemen’s 
and sailors’ dependents allowances, I 
am happy that I have had the privilege 
of cooperating with him in attaining this 
laudable objective as I have attended 
each session of the House when he has 
pressed for consideration of the desirable 
legislation, and I have actively partici- 
pated in the debates. 

The War and Navy Departments were 
undoubtedly sincere and acting in good 
faith when they insisted upon deferring 
the date of payment, being of the opinion 
that they required that length of time in 
which to perfect the necessary prepara- 
tions in order to make the disbursements. 
However, as we have pointed out, the de- 
lay would result in hardships in many 
cases in requiring wives and children of 
men in the service to be deprived of these 
payments which they so sorely need for 
their necessary support and sustenance. 
Consequently, we have taken the proper 
and just action of striking out the com- 
mencement date of November 1. There- 
by we have rendered it possible for the 
War and Navy Departments to commence 
the payments at once and continue them 
as expeditiously and rapidly as possible. 
That is what Congress and the country 
desired in the first place, and we now in- 
sure by our action here today that this 
will be done. I hope that the Senate will 
pass the bill promptly so it can be ap- 
proved by the Executive and become 
operative. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, as I an- 
nounced on August 10 in my remarks in 
the House—ConcressIonAL RECORD, page 
6801—I am urging the passage of H. R. 
7461, proposed by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Ranxin.] This bill 
amends section 107 of the Servicemen’s 
Dependents Act of 1942. The purpose of 
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the bill is to remove a provision of the law 
which prevents the payment of the fam- 
ily allowances before November 1 next, 
Under the Rankin bill those allowances 
may be paid immediately, or as soon as 
the administrative details can be taken 
care of. 

These payments are subsistence allow- 
ances for the servicemen’s dependents, 
wives, children, fathers, mothers, and 
other dependents, many of whom are in 
distress now, needing financial relief to 
secure the bare necessities of life. The 
June and July payments have already 
been passed, and under the existing law 
it is mandatory that no payment be made 
until November 1. Mr. Speaker, I am 
gratified that no Member of the House 
objects to the immediate passage of the 
bill. I feel justified in staying here in the 
Capital these hot recess days, in helping 
to pass this bill, even if there were not 
many other important matters requir- 
ing my attention. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the Senate will act 
promptly, approving the bill, so it may 
become effective without any more delay. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
know that I can contribute anything fur- 
ther in support of this resolution than 
that stated in my remarks on Monday 
when the matter was under discussion. 
However, I want to emphasize one par- 
ticular reason why I feel that the time 
for paying compensation to the depend- 
ents of our enlisted men should be moved 
up from November 1 to September 1, if 
possible, in areas where most of the 
dependents are engaged in agriculture. 

As I understand, before a parent is 
entitled to compensation it must be 
shown he is disabled or that he is 
dependent upon the services of his son to 
some extent for support. Therefore, if 
the son is inducted into the service and 
the father is disabled he would not be 
able to harvest his crop, and if the serv- 
ices of his son are necessary for this 
purpose, then certainly the sooner the 
father could be furnished with the com- 
pensation to which he is entitled the bet- 
ter able he would be to employ someone 
to harvest or assist in harvesting the 
crop, for to wait until November 1 to pay 
him the compensation will be too late, 
because practically all crops in my sec- 
tion of the country will be harvested by 
that time, and if the parent has no funds 
with which to employ someone to assist 
in harvesting the crop, the chances are 
a portion of it at least would be left in 
the fields and probably lost on account of 
weather conditions. Therefore, I want 
to emphasize the necessity of the pas- 
sage of this bill and urge that compensa- 
tion be paid to those in need as soon as it 
is possible to do so. 

Of course, there will be dependent 
wives and parents engaged in other occu- 
pations where the necessity for the pay- 
ment of compensation would be just as 
urgent as among those engaged in 
farming. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may address the 
House for 5 minutes. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is 
ohe special order that has already been 
granted. 

Mr. GEARHART. Does the gentle- 
man prefer to proceed at this time? 

Mr. MAY. I would like to proceed 
now, but I am not insisting on it. 

Mr. GEARHART. Iam willing to ask 
unanimous consent that the chairman of 
the Military Affairs Committee may pro- 
ceed in advance of myself, if he so 
desires. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Without 
objection, the gentleman from Kentucky 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Will there be oppor- 
tunity later on for unanimous-consent 
requests? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be plenty of opportunity, 
SERVICEMEN’S DEPENDENTS ALLOWANCE 

ACT OF 1942 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, my purpose in 
asking permission of the House to speak 
at this time is to make a brief explana- 
tion of the history of the provision that 
has just been repealed by the bill offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
RANKIN] 


There 


When the Military Affairs Committee 
of the House took up the original bill for 
consideration, a bill introduced by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. ED- 
MISTON], it contained a provision that on 
and after the first day of the fourth cal- 
endar month following the date of the 
enactment of the act, payments should 
begin. That bill was reported by the 
House committee with that provision in 
it. When it came to the floor of the 
House for discussion and enactment, the 
House Military Affairs Committee agreed 
to an amendment to strike out “the 
fourth month” and insert “the second 
month,” which would have provided for 
the payment of the claims of the benefi- 
ciaries of the soldiers on the first of the 
second calendar month rather than the 
fourth calendar month, 

The bill was passed ix that form and 
went to the Senate. In the Senate that 
provision was stricken out and the orig- 
inal 4 months’ provision restored. The 
bill then came back to the House and 
the House disagreed to the Senate 
amendment, and the bill went to confer- 
ence. At the conference a large number 
of officers of both the Army and the Navy 
appeared and testified before the con- 
ferees, urging the time of 4 months at 
least, and estimated it would probably 
take them longer to make these pay- 
ments, 

There was a long discussion and one 
or two adjournments of the conferees on 
account of that provision. After we re- 
assembled and agreed on the conference 
report which fixed the date as of Novem- 
ber 1, and also provided that the pay- 
ments should be retroactive to June 1, 
the bill was agreed to in conference in 
that form, and the conference report 
when it was being written up, was held 
ud 1 day at my request for the purpose 
of reassembling the conferees to change 
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the provision which required 4 months’ 
time. However, I was never able to get 
the conferees together. 

Now, when I go out for my vacation I 
get notice of the fact that this bill is 
pending and I was requested to come 
back here for the purpose of either ob- 
jecting or not objecting to the unani- 
mous-consent request. I do not object. 
Consequently we are here today with an 
amendment repealing that provision, and 
to my mind it leaves it in the discretion 
of the War Department as to when they 
will pay. I am fearful that they will not 
be able to get it ready in time even for 
the 1st of November. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. It will 
also be within the discretion of the Navy 
Department as to when they will pay 
the allowances to dependents of sailors. 

Mr. MAY. That is right. 
=- Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I may say 
to the gentleman from Kentucky and to 
the House that if the views of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. May] had 
prevailed in the beginning, these Depart- 
ments would have the authority to make 
these payments now, because I under- 
stand the gentleman’s proposition pro- 
vided for a delay of only 1 or 2 months, 
which have now passed. The $22 allot- 
ments for the month of June of the sol- 
Giers will now be held up, and the allow- 
ances that go with them, until Novem- 
ber, unless this measure is passed by the 
Senate. There are so many needy cases 
that can easily be reached that I felt this 
ought to be done now, and I thank the 
gentleman from Kentucky [M". May] for 
his assistance. 

Mr, MAY. The Veterans’ Administra- 
tion, as is known by every one of you, 
continues to pay claims every day as 
they find them justified. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. That is 
right. 

Mr. MAY. There is no reason why 
both the War and the Navy Departments 
cannot make these paymenis as and 
when it is ascertained that the correct 
beneficiaries have been established. I 
think that will be done. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 1 addi- 
tional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAY. When the conferees had 
the matter under consideration there 
were several Navy officers there who told 
the conferees they could not complete 
it earlier than 4 months. They come in 
now and say that they are ready and 
willing to pay. If they were mistaken 
then, it is entirely possible that some- 
body else might be mistaken. What I 
want to do is to give the Army the chance 
to make these payments as and when 
they establish the names of the proper 
beneficiaries of the soldiers, 

{Here the gavel fell.] 


Mr. 
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ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 


TEMPORARY APPOINTMENT OR ADVANCE- 
MENT OF COMMISSIONED OFFICERS OF 
THE COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY— 
VETO MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 
OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 
829) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before 
the House the following veto message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith, without my ap- 
proval, H. R. 6818, a bill “Authorizing the 
temporary appointment or advancement 
of commissioned officers of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey in time of war or na- 
tional emergency, and for other pur- 
poses.” 

This bill, as indicated by its title, 
authorizes the temporary appointment or 
advancement of commissioned officers of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey in time of 
war or national emergency. It contains, 
however, the further and more far- 
reaching provision that “officers on the 
active list of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey in commissioned ranks shall be 
deemed to be in active military service.” 

I am informed that under this latter 
provision all active commissioned service, 
whether in time of war or peace, in the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, would be con- 
sidered active military service, and that, 
consequently, there would flow to its 
commissioned personnel all pension, in- 
surance, and other rights and privileges 
to which military personnel and their de- 
pendents are entitled. The committee 
reports and the debates do not indicate 
that these results were foreseen by the 
Congress. 

It would be different if the majority of 
the functions of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey were clearly military or naval. 
On the contrary, in time of peace, its 
duties and functions are normally civil- 
ian; and in time of war most of them 
continue to be Civilian. 

Iam, therefore, unable to find any rea- 
son which would justify placing all of the 
active commissioned personnel of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey intc the cate- 
gory of “active military service.” 

And it should be remembered that, 
under existing law, officers of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, actually serving 
under military or naval command, are 
now entitled to the benefits of the laws 
which apply to the armed forces. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

Tue WHITE House, August 13, 1942. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
objections of the President will be spread 
at large upon the Journal. 

Without objection, the bill and mes- 
sage will be referred to the Committee 
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on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
and ordered to be printed. 
There was no objection. 


RELATIONS BETWEEN THE UNITED 
STATES AND THE REPUBLIC OF PAN- 
AMA—MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 
OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC, NO. 
828) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, 
which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

The Treaty of Friendship and Coopera- 
tion between the United States of Amer- 
ica and the Republic of Panama, effective 
on July 27, 1939, was a definitive step in 
the clarification of this Government’s 
relations with the Republic of Panama, 
The Panamanian Government has dem- 
onstrated its willingness to assume 
promptly and wholeheartedly the bur- 
dens imposed upon it as partner in the 
defense of the Panama Canal, a responsi- 
bility which was accepted by that Gov- 
ernment under the provisions of the new 
treaty. 

The attitude of the Panamanian Goy- 
ernment in the present international 
crisis has been thoroughly cooperative. 
On March 5, 1941, the President of the 
Republic of Panama issued a manifer'o 
making available for use by the United 
States certain defense sites in the terri- 
tory of that republic. Pending the con- 
clusions of final arrangements regarding 
the terms on which these sites are to be 
used, the Panamanian Government has 
permitted our armed forces to occupy 
and develop them. Immediately follow- 
ing the attack by the Japanese on Pear! 
Harbor, Panama declared war on the 
three major Axis Powers, and since has 
taken numerous protective steps to co- 
operate with the other American re- 
publics in the interest and security of 
the Panama Canal and the defense of 
this hemisphere. 

This attitude is tangible evidence that 
the relations between the two countries 
are now firmly based upon a recognition 
of mutual interest and a disposition to 
assume common responsibilities. 

In my opinion, the time has come for 
this Government to make certain conces- 
sions which have been desired by the 
Republic of Panama over a period of 
years, and in this manner to correct cer- 
tain factors in the relations between the 
two countries which do not make for 
confidence and friendskip between our 
two countries 

Accordingly, I deem it advisable that 
this Government convey to Panama the 
water and sewerage systems in the cities 
of Panama and Colon; that it relinquish 
its extensive real-estate holdings in the 
cities of Color and Panama, so far as 
these holdings are not essential to the 
operation and protection of the Canal; 
and that it liquidate the credit of two 
and a half million dollars made avail- 
able to the Republic of Panama by the 
Export-Import Bank for the construc- 
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tion of Panama’s share of the Chorrera- 
Rio Hato Highway, a road essential to 
our defense requirements and con- 
structed in accordance with standards 
made essential by these requirements. 

It will be recalled that the interest of 
the United States in the sanitation of 
the Canal Zone, together with that of 
the cities of Panama and Colon, has been 
of outstanding importance. Concurrent 
with the construction of the Panama 
Canal, through agreement with Panama, 
the United States installed water and 
sewerage systems in the cities of Pan- 
ama and Colcn, and throughout subse- 
quent years has been responsible for the 
operation and maintenance of these sys- 
tems and for the sanitation of the two 
cities. 

I now propose to the Congress, that 
since in accordance with article VII of 
the Caral Convention of 1903, the “sys- 
tem of sewers and waterworks shall re- 
vert to and become the properties of 
the cities of Panama and Colon” in the 
year 1957, it authorize the Government 
to convey all its right, title, and interest 
in the Panama and Colon water and 
sewerage systems to the Republic of Pan- 
ama; provided, however, that the Re- 
public of Panama shall pay quarterly 
a rate of B/0.09 per 1,000 gallons or 
a reasonable rate to be agreed upon 
by both Governments tu the appropri- 
ate Canal Zone authorities for water 
supplied at the Canal Zone boundary; 
and provided, also, that the turning over 
to the Government of the Republic of 
Panama of the physical properties of 
the water and sewerage systems and the 
administration thereof, including the 
collection of the water rates, does not 
in any way modify the existing arrange- 
ment for the responsibility for the public 
heaith services of the cities of Panama 
and Colon as specified in the second 
paragraph of article VII of the conven- 
tion between the United States of Amer- 
ica and Panama, signed at Washington, 
November 18, 1903, which reads as 
follows: — 

The Republic of Panama agrees that the 
cities of Panama and Colon shall comply in 
perpetuity with the sanitary ordinances 
whether of a preventive or curative char- 
acter prescrited by the United States and in 
case the Government of Panama is unable 
or fails in its duty to enforce this compliance 
by the cities of Panama and Colon with the 
sanitary ordinances of the United States the 
Republic of Panama grants to the United 
States the right and authority to enforce the 
same. 


This Government, in continuing to 
maintain the health services in the cities 
of Panama and Colon, will ask the Gov- 
ernment of the Republic of Panama to 
cooperate fully with the appropriate 
Canal Zone officials in carrying out the 
proposal regarding increased participa- 
tion of Panamanian personnel in sanita- 
tion activities in those cities as provided 
for in the exchange of notes accompany- 
ing the general treaty of March 2, 1936. 

You will recall that the Panama Rail- 
road Co., a corporation whose stock is 
now wholly owned by the United States, 
acquired the Island of Mansanillo (the 
present site of the city of Colon) through 
concessionary contracts with the Repub- 
lic of New Granada, signed in 1850, 1856, 
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and 1867. The railroad’s interest in this 
property was acquired for 99 years from 
August 1867, or until August 1966. The 
reversionary rights to these lands re- 
mained originally with the Republic of 
Panama, which, however in the Canal 
Convention concluded between the United 
States and Panama in 1903, conveyed 
these rights to the United States. Thus, 
until August 1966, the Panama Railroad 
Co. enjoys the usufruct of the lands on 
which the city of Colon stands, and 
thereafter the United States will acquire 
title thereto, in perpetuity. As an ele- 
ment of such ownership the railroad 
company has, of course, over a period 
of years rented the property in Colon to 
Panamanian citizens—merchants, busi- 
nessmen, and residents, and is, in fact, 
the principal landlord in Colon. For ob- 
vious reasons this is unsatisfactory. 


I think, therefore, that this Govern- 
ment should promptly withdraw from 
the real-estate business in the Republic 
of Panama and convey to that country 
its rights, title, and interest, as well as its 
reversionary rights, to all the Panama 
Railroad Co. land in the cities of Panama 
and Colon which is not needed for the 
operation of the railroad or for the op- 
eration, maintenance, sanitation, or pro- 
tection of the Canal. 

I also wish to invite your attention to 
the act approved July 20, 1939 (Public, 
No. 200, 76th Cong., ch. 335, 1st sess.), 
authorizing an appropriation of not to 
exceed $1,500,000 “to meet such expenses 
as the President, in his discretion, may 
deem necessary to enable the United 
States to cooperate with the Republic 
of Panama in connection with the con- 
struction of a highway between Chorrera 
and Rio Hato in the Republic of 
Panama.” 

I also wish to refer to the act approved 
August 9, 1939 (Public, No. 361, 76th 
Cong., ch. 633, 1st sess.) , entitled “An act 
making appropriations to supply de- 
ficiencies in certain appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1939, and 
June 30, 1940, and for other purposes,” 
which contains, under the heading 
“Corps of Engineers,” the following ap- 
propriation: 


Chorrera anu Rio Hato road, Republic of 
Panama: To enable the United States to co- 
operate with the Republic of Panama in con- 
nection with the construction of a highway 
between Chorrera and Rio Hato, in the Re- 
public of Panama, as authorized by the act 
approved July 20, 1939 (Public, No. 200, 76th 
Cong.), $1,500,000, fiscal year 1940, to remain 
available until expended. 


It is to be noted that, while the appro- 
priation of the United States for its share 
of the cost of the highway amounted to 
$1,500,000, the Export-Import Bank, in a 
contract signed February 21, 1940, with 
the Banco Nacional of Panama and the 
Republic of Panama agreed, under spe- 
cific conditions, to cooperate in the 
financing of the Panamanian share of 
the construction cost to the extent of 
$2,500,000. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
the aforesaid acts of Congress and the 
arrangements made by Panama with the 
Export-Import Bank, the Ambassador of 
Panama in Washington, representatives 


of the War Department, of the Export- ' 
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Import Bank, and of the Public Roads 
Administration, Federal Works Agency, 
in 1940 reached a mutually acceptable 
basis on which the two Governmer.ts 
would cooperate in this work, and which 
provided that responsibility for the con- 
struction of the highway would be in 
the hands of Panamanian authorities but 
with the advice of engineers of the Pub- 
lic Roads Administration. 

The War Department, through the 
Public Roads Administration, in 1941 
stressed the urgency of rapidly complet- 
ing the Rio Hato Highway and asked that 
every effort be made immediately to 
transfer the responsibility for this work 
from the Panamanian Government to 
the Public Roads Administration. 

The Panamanian Government agreed 
to this request and the transfer of re- 
sponsibility was effected on December 
29, 1941, with a request by the Pana- 
manian Government that, in accordance 
with conversations held between the 
Panamanian Foreign Minister and the 
Under Secretary of State in June 1941, 
Panama’s indebtedness arising out of a 
credit made available by the Export- 
Import Bank be liqtidated at the earliest 
possible date. 

With a view to effecting the proposed 
changes indicated, I recommend to the 
Congress its consideration of a draft 
joint resolution which is hereto annexed, 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE House, August 13, 1942, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and include therein 
certain resolutions of the Kiwanis Club, 
of Lawrence, Kans. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp in two instances; in 
one to include a letter from a constitu- 
ent, and in the other to include an article 
from the Fort Wayne Gospel Temple, of 
Fort Wayne, Ind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on 
behalf of my colleague, the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. Munpr], I ask 
unanimous consent that he be permitted 
to extend his own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein an article from the 
Sioux Falls (S. Dak.) Daily Argus-Leader 
entitled “South Dakotans Are Good Sol- 
diers.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp on two subjects 
and include excerpts in each. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oregon? 

There was no objection. 
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PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Oregon? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
speak again briefly on the proposal of 
Henry J. Kaiser for the building of super 
air cargo carriers. Mr. Donald Nelson, 
Chairman of the War Production Board, 
had several conferences with Mr. Kaiser 
when he was here last week and ap- 
proved the plan and indicated a letter 
of intent would be given to Mr. Kaiser 
giving him the green light to proceed. 
It is now reported, however, that in- 
stead the whole program of cargo flying 
ships will be referred to certain experts 
and bureau chiefs and no authority will 
be given to Mr. Kaiser now to proceed. 
In the meantime the Nazis are sinking 
our surface ships faster than Kaiser and 
others can build them. Speed is essen- 
tial if we are to win. We must keep 
our supply lines open, and be able to de- 
liver the tools of war and matériel to 
our battle fronts if we are to beat our 
foes. Kaiser isa man of action. He does 
not make vain promises. He cuts cor- 
ners and red tape and completes the job 
he undertakes ahead of schedule. He 
has demonstrated by his accomplish- 
ments he is a man of action with the 
vision, ability, and organization to make 
good. He only asks to be given the green 
light to proceed. 

Mr. Speaker, the war is going against 
us. We seem to lack the power to con- 
centrate our fighting strength on our 
objectives. Our forces are scattered on 
the seven seas around the world and 
the deadly submarines of the enemy are 
sinking our cargo carriers faster than we 
can build them with the resulting loss of 
their precious cargoes and the lives of 
many of our men on the ships. Heroic 
and untried measures must be adopted. 
We cannot win a 1942 all-out war with 
1918 methods. We must listen to the 
men of today, with vision and striking 
power—the Kaisers—rather than to the 
men of yesterday. We must strike now 
and strike hard. Our enemies will be 
stronger in 1943 than they are today. 
We must concentrate all of our man- 
power and building genius on the one 
job of winning now. Let Kaiser build 
the flying ships. Cut the conferences 
and red tape and build now. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, on behalf 
of my colleague the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Stratron], I ask unanimous 
consent that he be permitted to extend 
his own remarks in the Recorp and in- 
clude therein an address delivered by him 


before the colored people of Alton, Ill., at 


the Emancipation Day celebration on 
August 10, 1942. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
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TAX LEGISLATION 


Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include therein a letter ad- 
dressed to Hon. ALLEN T. TREADWAY Un- 
der date of May 19, 1942. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I make no 
claim of being an expert on tax matters. 
Our tax laws have become so involved 
and so technically complicated that I 
doubt if anyone could qualify as an ex- 
pert in the entire field. But having been 
privileged to serve as Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury before coming to Con- 
gress, I naturally have a special interest 
in tax legislation and have carefully fol- 
lowed all the developments in connection 
with the pending bill. 

In what form the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee will report the bill and in what 
form the Senate will return the bill to us 
for final action I would not venture to 
predict. But Iam delighted to note that 
during the course of the committee hear- 
ings there appears to be a favorable re- 
action to the suggestion that some allow- 
ance be made for individual indebted- 
ness on such things as mortgages on their 
home and insurance premium commit- 
ments. 

“Taxes should be based upon the abil- 
ity to pay.” That is a sound principle. I 
recognize that it becomes increasingly 
difficult to apply it as the need for more 
and more revenue grows. Yet we must 
endeavor to have that principle given 
practical application wherever possible. 

It is my opinion that we would be fol- 
lowing that principle if, within certain 
limitations, deductions were allowed for 
the individual who has been endeavoring 
to buy a home and has a mortgage in- 
debtedness to meet regularly. I think we 
would be following that principle if, 
within limitations, deductions were al- 
lowed for the individual who has insur- 
ance premiums to pay. 

For several years the Federal Govern- 
ment has encouraged home ownership. 
We have enacted many laws for this pur- 
pose because we realize that the home lies 
at the basis of our way of life. It would 
be a catastrophe if our people must give 
up their efforts to own a home, however 
humble it may be, because their increased 
taxes make it impossible for them to con- 
tinue to make payments. It would also 
be a catastrophe if a man must give up 
the small insurance he carries to leave 
something to provide for his wife and 
children, 

I hope the Senate will incorporate some 
such provision in the pending bill. When 
the measure was before our Committee 
on Ways and Means I advocated this very 
thing and wrote a letter on May 19 to the 
ranking minority Member on this subject. 

The letter follows: 


Hon. ALLEN T. TREADWAY, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 
DEAR COLLEAGUE: Through the press and 
other publications I have been following the 
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various angles of the 1942 tax bill now being 
discussed by your committee in executive 
session. 

Not having seen any mention of them, I 
should like to call your attention to certain 
deductions being allowed, which, in view of 
the heavy rates contemplated to be placed on 
a personal income, appear to me to be worthy 
of some consideration. 

In the first place, a great many people 
throughout the country have taken advantage 
of the F. H. A. to purchase homes, and under 
the purchase agreement have committed 
themselves to a schedule of purchase-money 
payments on the mortgage. In view of the 
possibility of reducing exemptions for married 
couples, the increased tax rates will seriously 
affect their ability to meet these payments 
and cause numerous hardship cases. 

It is, I understand, part of the policy of 
the contemplated tax bill to siphon off the 
excess purchasing power now coming into the 
hands of the general public due to high wages 
and increased industrial activity. The sched- 
ule of payments for a home cannot be con- 
sidered as being in the class of excess spending | 
power. 

The same consideration might be given to 
premiums on life-insurance policies where 
the policy has been in existence for a specified 
number of years. Many persons have en- 
deavored to safeguard the future of their 
families by the means of life insurance, and 
they, too, would be embarrassed in meeting 
these payments for the same reasons as apply 
to the purchaser of a home. 

It is very probable that the Ways and Means 
Committee has given consideration to these 
two and other similar cases. If so, pardon 
my intruding this thought. 

Fraternally yours, 
CHARLES S. DEWEY. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of the address of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. GEARHART] today, 
I may be permitted to address the House 
for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
include therein an article published in 
the Free World magazine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Mitts of Louisiana asked and was 
given permission to extend his own re- 
marks in the RECORD.) 


SERVICEMEN’S DEPENDENTS ALLOWANCE 
ACT OF 1942 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Myr. Speaker, I 
hope the action of the House in passing 
the bill to amend the Servicemen’s De- 
pendents Allowance Act will not have the 
effect of giving the impression to the 
dependents of the boys in the service 
that they will now immediately receive 
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their checks. The measure which we 
just passed will, of course, be given con- 
sideration in the Senate, and the way 
the act stands now and will stand if the 
amendment is passed by the Senate 
and approved by the President contains 
no mandatory provision as to the time 
when dependents shall receive their al- 
lowances. It is quite evident that prac- 
tically every Member of Congress, who 
is now in Washington, believes it will 
not be an unfair discrimination for the 
dependents of some of the servicemen to 
get their checks before others. The War 
Department has, as yet, not withdrawn 
its opposition to the amendment which 
we today passed and I believe still insists 
that it would be unfair to make payments 
of allowances to some before making 
them to all. 

There will probably be considerable 
pressure upon the War Department to 
expedite payments in some instances, but 
I hope and trust that the War Depart- 
ment will be able to resist pressure in 
individual cases unless there are sound 
and substantial reasons for making an 
exception. 

I also hope that the War Department 
will find it possible to make distribution 
of all the allowances at least 3 weeks 
before November 3, which is election 
day, because at this time when the Na- 
tion is engaged in war, the Congress 
should not lay itself open to the criti- 
cism or charge, whether justly or un- 
justiy, that it is playing politics with the 
allotments due to the dependents of our 
boys in the service. But if it develops 
that the War Department is unable to 
make payment of all allotments prior to 
October 15, it is my intention to press 
for another amendment to the act so 
that no payments shall be made between 
October 15 and November 3, inclusive. 
In this way, Congress could definitely 
clear itself of the charges which have 
keen so vigorously asserted that it has 
been playing politics in first designating 
November 1 as the date before which no 
payments could be made. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Monday next, 
at the conclusion of the legislative pro- 
gram of the day and following any special 
orders heretofore entered, I may be per- 
mitted to address the House for 20 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

There was nu objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, at the 
request of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Kroc] I ask unanimous consent 
that he may be permitted to extend his 
own remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, I also 
ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BYRNE] may 
have permission to revise and extend his 
own remarks in the RECORD. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Tare was no objection. 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recor» by including a brief resolu- 
tion of the American Legion of Kings 
County, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 


RUSSIA'S POSITION IN THE WAR 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
eet consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I take em- 
phatic exception to certain criticism of 
Russia voiced by a member of the Brit- 
ish Parliament. Mrs. Astor. 

She said: 


The Russians are not fighting for us. They 
are fighting for themselves. 


Now, she says she was misquoted. 
Whenever you poke a pile of rubbish it 
smells worse than ever. Her explana- 
tion only emphasizes the odor of her 
original offense. She again attracts at- 
tention to herself as a notorious appeaser 
and member of the Cliveden set—the 
name Cliveden being the name of her 
manor and landed estates. 

Her venom toward Russia is well 
known. She cannot disguise it with a 
thin veneer of lame explanations. She 
should have folded up her parliamentary 
career with Chamberlain’s umbrella. 

Any disparagement directly or indi- 
rectly of Russie at this time when she 
is fighting for her life and the life of 
the Allied Nations is as unintelligent 
as itis lamentable. ‘This is an admoni- 
tion not only for Mrs. Astor but as well 
for some of our present-day isolationists 
and obstructionists. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. WASIELEWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Rreconp and include an 
article from the Milwaukee Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 


DRIVES FOR MATERIALS TO BE USED IN 
THE WAR EFFORT 


Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
just returned from my district in North 
Carolina and I find considerable confu- 
sion in the mind of the people with refer- 
ence to the multitude of drives that have 
been put on with respect to many mate- 
rials to be used in the war effort. 
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The aluminum drive was a flop, and 
admittedly so. Then the paper drive 
and warehouses were crammed full of 
paper and nobody collected the paper. 
Then they started cutting a few inches 
off of everybody’s pants and nobody 
seems to know where to send the other 
end of the pants, Then we had th2 
collection of toothpaste tubes and no- 
body seems to know where to send the 
empty tubes. Now we are in the midst 
of a drive for scrap iron and metal which, 
according to the newspapers, is not doing 
so well. Japan put on a very successful 
drive for scrap iron in this country a few 
months ago—much to our regret—and 
we can put on a successful drive, if it is 
properly managed. The rubber short- 
age was announced and a drive put on. 


' The people again responded wholeheart- 


edly end now daily they ride by huge 
piles of rubber and apparently nothing 
is being done with it. With this in view 
of the people, they read daily in the 
newspapers of the apparent scramble 
between the Rubber Reserve, the rubber 
cartel, the big oil companies, and others, 
over who is to produce synthetic rubber 
and what it shall be made of. The public 
is of the opinion—and so am I—that we 
should have more action—more produc- 
tion of synthetic rubber and less bally- 
hoo. The American people are ready to 
make any sacrifices necessary to win this 
war, but the average man does not 
understand and is not satisfied with the 
manner in which the emergencies caused 
by shortages are being met. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HEFFERNAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and to include the text of 
a resolution adopied by the Kings County 
American Legion and the New. York 
County American Legion together with a 
release describing the heroism of Father 
Peter B. Duffee in the Normandie fire. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp on two 
topics and in one to include an editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Appendix and include 
therein an article from the Oil, Paint & 
Drug Reporter of August 15, 1942. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that upon the con- 
clusion of the other special orders I may 
be permitted to speak today for 15 min- 
utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


Is there 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection, 


REHABILITATION IN CIVIL EMPLOYMENT 
OF PERSONS DISABLED IN MILITARY 
SERVICE 


Mrs. RUGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute and to extend my re- 
marks and insert as a part of my remarks 
a bill to provide for rehabilitation in civil 
employment of persons disabled in the 
active military and naval service during 
the present war, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, much to my joy we have passed 
the bill which will, I hope, pay immedi- 
ately the allowance to dependents of the 
men in service in this war. 

This bill for rehabilitation of the dis- 
abled veterans of the present World War 
I hope will be passed as quickly and be 
put into effect. It provides rehabilitation 
of disabled veterans for the future, and it 
also has a section which provides during 
the existence of the present emergency 
the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs is 
authorized and directed to provide 
courses of training for the disabled vet- 
erans of the present war, when necessary 
or desirable, to equip them for employ- 
ment in any type of work connected with 
the war effort. 

I find that there are many disabled 
veterans who cannot return to the fight- 
ing fronts, who are extremely anxious to 
help in the conduct of the war in war 
production and in research work. It 
seems only fair to give this opportunity 
to our men in the armed services and 
also a chance to rehabilitate themselves 
for the future. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks and include therein 
some brief excerpts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. Patrick 
was granted permission to extend his own 
remarks in the Appendix of the Recor.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. GEARHART] is 
recognized for 20 minutes, 


QUININE 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, the 
synthetic rubber production program has 
held the attention of the Nation for 
weeks. And well might the people feel a 
deep concern over the failure of our war 
leaders to have solved this vexing prob- 
lem during the nearly 9 months that have 
elapsed since Pearl Harbor. For rubber 
is indeed an essential commodity, a crit- 
ical and strategic material, an indispen- 
sable requisite to the winning of the war. 
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But there is another material equally 
indispensable, equally critical, and equally 
essential to the successful prosecution of 
the war; a drug, as some would call it, 
upon which millions depend as a pre- 
ventive or curative element in the treat- 
ment of the dread scourge malaria— 
quinine. 

Over this amazing medicine, one of the 
very few specifics known to medical sci- 
ence, and its synthetic substitutes, ata- 
brine and plasmochin, has hung for these 
last many months the dark curtain of 
mystery. Those who have urged an in- 
vestigation in this field of human en- 
deavor have felt the heavy hand of hid- 
den power. Insidious influences from out 
of the shadows have stayed every attempt 
to reveal the uncolored story. Even the 
probes of congressional committees have 
been halted, so it is said. 

But all this notwithstanding, Mr. 
Speaker, since it is upon a fulsome sup- 
ply of this indispensable medicine that the 
health and welfare of the now more than 
4,000,000 of our soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines may depend, it is high time that we 
bring to an end this tight-lipped secrecy 
in respect to such an all-important sub- 
ject as the one to which I am now ad- 
dressing myself, displeasing though the 
revelation may be to one of the most pow- 
erful and, as rumor has it, one of the 
highest paid lobbyists on Capitol Hill. 

Mr. Speaker, because I have become 
quite convinced that the subject which I 
have but touched upon is one of tre- 
mendous importance to the country at 
this particular time, with the indulgence 
of the membership, I would like to reveal 
that which my own explorations within 
this field of investigation have made clear 
tome. I want to talk about this medicine 
called quinine, about its synthetic sub- 
stitutes, about what some people have 
done, are doing, and hope to be permitted 
to continue to do in reference to it. It 
was for that purpose that I have asked 
recognition. 

Malaria in its many forms constitutes 
one of the great, if not the greatest, 
scourges of mankind today. 

It poses problems of the utmost im- 
mediate and future importance, and in 
view of the recent loss of the principal 
quinine resources of the world, the sig- 
nificance of these problems is far 
greater than is generally comprehended. 

When it is realized that in our own 
country some four million people are 
prostrated annually by malaria, it be- 
comes possible to form some small con- 
ception of the tremendous economic 
losses suffered by humanity thus afflicted. 

The baneful effects of malaria are in- 
sidious. The disease does not have the 
spectacular death rate of the other three 
great tropical killers, Asiatic cholera, 
bubonic plague, and yellow fever. These 
diseases kill their millions, but those who 
survive are left immune to further at- 
tacks. Not so with malaria. Complete 
immunity is so rare as to constitute a 
medical curiosity, and few individuals ac- 
quire more than a partial immunity even 
after long residence in malaria regions. 

Some 800,000,000 of the earth’s inhabit- 
ants are stricken each year with malaria, 
with a mortality of about 10 percent; 
India alone having 100,000,000 cases. 
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The economic and sociological losses 
represented by these figures are incal- 
culable, and the mental and physical de- 
generation resulting from debilitating 
effects of malaria have reduced whole 
races to miserable shivering caricatures 
of the creature created in God’s image. 

We are about to engage in the greatest 
oversea offensive in our military history, 
and most of the probable theaters of ac- 
tion will be in the malaria pestholes of 
the world. 

Unless antimalarial medicines, ade- 
quate both medically and quantitatively, 
are quickly forthcoming, this disease may 
well prove to be a deciding factor in the 
success or failure of our campaigns in 
the Far East and any possible African 
or Latin-American theaters of action. 

For approximately three generations 
much of our country has been free from 
endemic malaria. The great bulk of our 
young men lack the partial immunity 
possessed by residents in localities where 
the disease is prevalent, and, without 
adequate supplies of antimalarial medi- 
cines, who can doubt that they will fall 
like wheat before the mower, when ex- 
posed to the attack of this invisible 
destroyer? A 

The sacrifice of a father, son, or 
brother may be justified to his dear ones 
left behind, providing he falls on the 
field of battle. It will be hard to explain 
his loss or disablement if he is destroyed 
by the devitalizing action of a preventable 
disease. 

Quinine is a specific for malaria. It 
is obtained from the bark of the cin- 
chona tree originally found in the Andes 
Mountains sections of Peru and Bolivia 
and subsequently discovered in Ecuador, 
Colombia, Venezuela, and Guatemala. 
It is probable that the medicinal proper- 
ties of cinchona bark were known to the 
aborigines of the northern Andes from 
ancient times. The first authentic record 
of use by Europeans occurred in 1638, 
when the wife of the Governor of Peru 
was cured of a severe attack of fever by 
the use of strong infusions of cinchona 
bark, 

In 1820, two Parisian apothecaries suc- 
ceeded in isolating quinine, which quickly 
became a popular medicine, resulting in 
the founding in 1822 of the first quinine 
factory at Hamburg, followed by another 
in Amsterdam in 1823. The story of 
quinine thus goes back for a good many 
years and, because it is a specific for the 
great scourge malaria, its history from 
the standpoint of efforts to control prices 
and distribution is interesting and sig- 
nificant. It was in 1854 that a Dutch 
naturalist succeeded in obtaining a supply 
of seeds and a few growing plants which 
were transplanted to the island of Java 
in the Netherlands Indies. About the 
year 1861 the British undertook the cul- 
ture of cinchona trees in Ceylon, and by 
1885 they were producing most of the 
world’s supply of cinchona bark. But 
the British venture failed as have all 
others, with the Quinine Monopoly today 
controlling in dictatorial fashion the 
world’s supply of this essential drug. 

In recent years we in the United States 
have not suffered from the lack of 
quinine. We were then at peace. Our 
lines of supply were open from Java, 


1942 


which produces $5 percent of the world’s 
cinchona bark. Now our battle fronten- 
circles the globe. 

When the Japanese ick, the picture 
suddenly changed and not only has our 
customary source of supply been com- 
pletely cut off, but our need for quinine 
and other antimalarials is tremendously 
increased because of our military opera- 
tions and because of the demands, which 
we must meet to our utmost ability being 
made upon us by the United Nations for 
help and suppiies of all kinds, important 
among these being medicines for malaria. 

How has this all come about? Why 
are we without means to secure quinine 
now when it is known to be produced 
from the bark of a tree which originated 
in the South American highlands and 
which is still there in the wild state? 

The answer is simple. It parallels the 
story of rubber almost word for word. 
It is the story of the transfer of a great 
natural monopoly from the Western to 
the Eastern Hemisphere, and its trans- 
formation from a monopoly based entire- 
ly upon geography to a monopoly based 
upon agricultural science and economic 
control. 

When the indiscriminate plundering of 
the South American cinchona forests 
during the first half of the nineteenth 
century made the ultimate extermination 
of the cinchona species seem inevitable, 
Dutch and British initiative and horti- 
cultural genius succeeded in transferring 
certain of the various cinchona species 
to new locations in their far eastern 
colonies, where they had never previ- 
ously existed, and in adapting them to 
domestication, 

This was a botanical and horticultural 
acec~nlishment of a very high order; an 
in 2 contribution to science, both 
medically and biologically. It assured a 
continuing and increasing supply of the 
only then known specific for malaria. 

The prostitution of the economic power 
thus conferred upon the possessors of 
the world’s principal quinine supply is 
the history of the rise of the Quinine 
Trust or monopoly, the Kina Bureau. 

The forerunner of the Kina Bureau 
was the European quinine factory cartel 
set up in the second decade of this cen- 
tury by the British-French-Dutch-Ger- 
man quinine factories. Its aims were the 
epitome of commercial selfishness, noth- 
ing less than the exploitation of the co- 
lonial producers of cinchona bark. 
While demanding a high price for fin- 
ished quinine, prices paid to plantation 
owners were so low as to threaten com- 
plete strangulation of Javanese bark pro- 
duction and its abandonment in favor of 
tea culture, as had already happened to 
the British production in Ceylon some 20 
years earlier. 

The first World War so disrupted the 
operations of this international factory 
cartel as to render it inoperable. 

The Dutch interests, by their neutral- 
ity, having emerged from the conflict 
relatively unscathed, were quick to seize 
upon the opportunity offered by the post- 
war disorganization to consolidate their 
position as the controllers of both the 
source of raw materials and the means 
of manufacture. 
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Thus the Quinine Trust was set up 
about 1920 under 100-percent Dutch con- 
trol. It was a vertical corporation, con- 
trolling every phase of the production 
and marketing of quinine from the 
ground up to the corner drug store. 
Thereafter every malaria sufferer, pro- 
vided he had the price, paid toll to this 
trust. i 

The price is not high to us here in 
Washington, for instance, but we are not 
the sufferers from malaria. It is the poor 
folk in other parts of the United States, 
or in our neighbor countries to the south, 
who are grievously afflicted by this 
scourge and who do not have the money 
to buy medicine. 

Quinine has never been cheap under 
the Kina Bureau control. Prices were 
rigidly maintained and slowly raised. In- 
cipient competition, based upon the 
gathering of wild South American bark 
or the development of Latin American 
cinchona plantations, was ruthlessly 
stifled by preclusive purchasing, subter- 
Tean political activity, and indirect eco- 
nomic pressure upon independent deal- 
ers. These actions were accomplished by 
a flood of propaganda purporting to show 
the immense humanitarian and economic 
benefits produced by the activities of the 
monopoly. s 

That some of the activities were good is 
not questioned. The suppression of un- 
controlled speculation in the marketing 
of cinchona bark and the contributions 
to the sciences of botany and horticul- 
ture are definite benefits. 

However, the Kina Bureau’s restriction 
of production and the maintenance of an 
artificially high price, coupled with ruth- 
less attacks upon all types of competi- 
tion, have made them an outstanding ex- 
ample of the evils of monopoly. 

The power of the Quinine Trust has 
never been effectively challenged either 
by governments or by private interests. 
The action of the Department of Justice 
in 1928, when a consent decree was ob- 
tained, was a sterile victory. It served 
merely to put the trust on its guard and 
to saddle American producers with the 
odium of Federal prosecution. 

Since our supply of quinine is not ade- 
quate for both civil and military needs, 
our immediate dependence must be 
Placed on the synthetic antimalarial 
medicines atabrine and plasmochin. 

These synthetic medicines are the re- 
sult of chemical genius at its best. This 
genius has gone far toward solving the 
great medical problem of an adequate 
substitute for quinine. 

However, the greed of the German 
Chemical Trust for economic power has 
prostituted German chemical genius in 
an attempt to strangle the chemical and 
general scientific advance of other na- 
tions through world-wide cartels, chief 
and most important of which is the 
chemical patent cartel. Through selfish 
refusal to allow the use of these patents 
by anyone other than those who are 
members or associates, the German I. G. 
Farbenindustrie has successfully stifled 
further advance or improvements in the 
materials or processes covered by their 
patents, 
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It is a mistake to think that money 
itself is the consideration. Control of 
the antimalarial medicines, quinine and 
its synthetic substitutes, is of immense 
Strategic significance, involving as it 
does the ability of the human race to 
cure and control one of its greatest de- 
stroyers, and possession of this control 
conveys to the owner an economic power 
out of all proportion to the money in- 
volved. 

The total amount of money represent- 
ed by the gross sales of atabrine would 
probably be less than $20,000,000. This 
is a pittance compared with the immense 
sums involved in the totals paid for such 
strategic commodities as metals, fuels, 
and rubber. Nevertheless, the strategic 
importance of quinine and the antima- 
larial substitutes, both from a military 
and economic standpoint, places these 
medicines on a par with these other in- 
dispensable materials. 

We cannot fight in tropical or sub- 
tropical war theaters without a plentiful 
supply of atabrine. 

History amply confirms the immense 
military significance of malaria and the 
part it plays in the fortunes of war. Ma- 
darial fever has been responsible for the 
break-down of many military campaigns, 
notably the attempt by Napoleon I to 
reconquer the Haitian Republic. His 
army of 8,000 veteran French regulars 
became so riddled with malaria in a few 
weeks that they fell easy prey to the ill- 
armed and unorganized Haitians. Our 
own Spanish War in Cuba and Puerto 
Rico of 1897-98, and the Philippine cam- 
paign of 1899-1903, when malaria inca- 
pacitated approximately 4 soldiers to 
every 1 incapacitated by the enemy ac- 
tion, demonstrates beyond any question 
the military necessity to prevent contrac- 
tion of the disease. 

In the absence of quinine, the control 
of the manufacture and production of 
synthetic antimalarial medicines consti- 
env economic power of the first magni- 
tude. 

If, as is highly probable, the Japanese 
destroy the cinchona plantations of 
Java, Java being ultimately recaptured, 
the world’s shield against the scourge 
of malaria will be atabrine and plas- 
mochin for years to come. Africa, Latin 
America, and eastern Asia would soon 
become untenable to the white race with- 
out it, and such native races as remain 
will quickly be rendered impotent—eco- 
nomically, physically, and psychologi- 
cally. 

Our own Southern States will share 
this danger, and in all probability other 
regions of our country heretofore free 
from malaria for three generations may 
again become areas of infection. : 

Retention of the tremendous economic 
power inherent in the control of these 
strategic and critical medicines is the 
object of the I. G. Farbenindustrie and 
their satellite corporations in other coun- 
tries. If the vast power of this and other 
similar controls can be retained, it will 
make little difference to the German 
octopus as to which army gains the 
ultimate military decision. Power over 
processes and materials held by virtue of 
patent ownership may well cause us to 
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lose the peace even while the eagle of 
military victory perches proudly upon 
our banners. 

It is not sufficient that these important 
medicines. be manufactured in ample 
quantity. We must be assured that 
power represented by the ability to pro- 
duce them is spread out over a great 
enough number of loyal American pro- 
ducers to assure that it can never be 
concentrated against us by antisocial 
forces, either at home or abroad. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, a ask what is 
being done to meet this critical situa- 
tion? What is our supply? Has the free 
flow of this indispensable medicine— 
quinine and its substitutes—been inter- 
fered with? Is there, as it has been so 
persistently whispered about in the 
cloakrooms, a world-wide cartel, an un- 
lawful conspiracy among monopolists 
that are fattening rich upon the suffer- 
ing of the poor, the helplessly sick? Is 
it true that we lost the Battle of Bataan 
because the supply of this strategic medi- 
cine ran out? Is it true that our sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines are today 
threatened with disablement because of 
a scarcity of this indispensable medicine? 


What are our war leaders doing about. 


this all-important problem? 
The American people are entitled to 
know, and to know right now. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous-consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Rrecorp and 
include therein an editorial from the 
Chicago Daily Tribune of August 7, 1942. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Cocuran). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. PLUMLEY] is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 


PLUMLEY’S PLATFORM 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, primary 
day in Vermont is on the 8th day of 
September, on which date every Ver- 
monter who is determined to defend, 
preserve, and protect the freedoms he 
has enjoyed and the liberties guaranteed 
to him under the Bill of Rights will go 
to the polls to exercise and to enjoy his 
right and prerogative of suffrage. 

Vermonters appreciate all we are fight- 
ing for, and they know full well that no 
man or woman ever had a better oppor- 
tunity to serve the country than is af- 
forded under our form of government in 
the right to vote one’s own convictions, to 
play a part as an individual in the run- 
ning of this Government of and for and 
by the people. They recognize it as a 
duty to support those who under our 
form of government represent them. 
They also consider it a privilege. 

Speaking from a personal standpoint 
and with respect to my own candidacy, 
Vermonters in a preponderant majority 
know that I have undertaken to repre- 
sent them, as evidenced by their repeated 
and continued approval, in general, of 
the positions which I have taken. Eighty 
thousand or more of them have over 
and over again, by their ballots, signified 
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to me that, despite the fact that they 
did not agree with all positions which I 
have taken, they nevertheless wished to 
express their confidence in me. Certainly 
any man ought to be humble but proud of 
such confidence. 

Now as to what happened prior to 1940, 
time and time again the people of Ver- 
mont have expressed their opinion with 
respect to my positions and have certified 
to me by their votes their general satis- 
faction with my record. 

THE RECORD 


The question now is brought down to 
my record and my votes in the Seventy- 
seventh Congress. I stand on that rec- 
ord. There are very, very few votes I 
would change today, if any. It is need- 
less for me to say that I have worked for 
the interest of every citizen of the State 
of Vermont and for the welfare of the 
country at large. 

I voted every time and on every single 
issue as I thought was right, without fear 
or favor, despite the pressure groups 
some of which now attack me, and never 
with any thought of how my vote would 
affect me personally or politically in the 
future. 

Vermonters very well know that there 
is no such phrase as “political expedien- 
cy” in my vocabulary. 

Here is my record in brief as seen by 
somebody other than myself, and I quote 
an editorial appearing in the Fair Haven 
Era of July 9; 

PLUMLEY ANNOUNCES 

The announcement by CHARLES A. PLUM- 
Ley that he will be a candidate in the coming 
primary and election to succeed himself as 
the one and only Congressman from Ver- 
mont will surprise no one. In fact it would 
be surprising if Mr. PLUMLEY has any oppo- 
nent for the nomination strong enough to 
give him any serious anxiety, notwithstand- 
ing earller rumors of a mysterious candidate. 

Congressman” PLUMLEY is not exactly an 
easy man to beat even in normal times when 
campaigns turn on domestic issues, party 
loyalty or the personal equation. For a year 
when the war and related issues are upper- 
most in the minds cf voters, Mr. PLUMLEY 
has a voting record which does not make an 
easy target. He was a leader among that 
group of Republicans who early saw that not 
only freedom in Europe, but also freedom 
here in America was threatened by the fanat- 
ical followers of those two. international out- 
laws, Hitler and Mussolini. Placing patriot- 
ism above party, he supported nearly all of 
Roosevelt’s foreign policies designed to aid 
those nations battling for freedom. Back in 
1939 he voted for repeal of the arms embargo 
and relaxation of the neutrality law. In 1940 
he favored the draft law. Coming down to 
1941, he voted for the Lend-Lease Act, to ex- 
tend the draft law, to arm merchant ships, 
and reopen combat zones. In all the list of 
outstanding foreign-policy issues there were 
only two “no” votes. One was cast against 
the bill to fortify Guam Island in 1939 and 
the other against renewal of the trade pacts 
in 1940. Our guess is that Puumiey would 
today acknowledge the first of these two “no” 
votes to have been a mistake. 

Taken as a whole, we submit that thts is 
the record of a man who had the vision to 
see the trend of future events in a time when 
the minds of other public men were still 
clouded with the fog of an outdated isola- 
tionism. If wartime issues are to predomi- 
nate in the coming election, then it is not 
easy to make out a case for replacing a man 
whose votes on foreign questions public opin- 
ion now acknowledges to have been right. 
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I stand on that record. Perhaps I 
ought to say that there never was any 
measure before Congress providing for 
the fortification of Guam, and so I did 
not vote either for or against it, despite 
the erroneous classification of the vote 
with respect to the dredging of the harbor 
at Guam. 

As to the so-called reciprocal trade 
treaty pacts, of course I voted against 
them. The futility of these pacts has 
been demonstrated. 

If the people of Vermont are for 
America 100 percent—and they are—if 
they are for our form of government 
and its continuance as against wasteful 
extravagance, social experimentation at 
the taxpayers’ expense, the octopean 
growth of bureaucracy, and those so- 
called liberals, radicals, and fifth col- 
umnists and others who work so sub- 
versively to attack those of us who are 
fighting for America—and they are—if 
the people of Vermont would preserve 
and conserve their liberties and pass 
them on to posterity as worth fighting 
for—and that is what we are fighting 
for—then they can help their Repre- 
sentative in Congress carry on their 
fight by again giving him their vote of 
confidence, as they have done heretofore, 
and will again. 

Knowing Vermont as I do and have 
over all these years, I am well satisfied as 
to what her citizens will do. I have a 
right so to speak. I appreciate their 
loyalty, their confidence, and their devo- 
tion which have already been evidenced 
so many times, while I recognize my re- 
sponsibility as I try to.represent them to 
the best of my ability. 

The people of Vermont will not forget 
tht the primary is on the 8th of Sep- 
tember. Their life and their liberty are 
involved. They know it is more impor- 
tant to them that they remember the 
primary than it is to me. There is no 
neutral ground in this fight. Ballots are 
bullets these days. The people of Ver- 
mont will govern themselves accordingly. 
The significance and importance of their 
vote cannot be underestimated. Life 
and liberty and our American standard 
of living are at stake. I have done my 
best to preserve and to conserve and to 
continue them. 

That the gocd people of Vermont over- 
whelmingly approve my attempt to rep- 
resent them is a matter of record made 
by the Legislature of the State of Ver- 
mont officially and by so many of them 
as individuals as to leave no question as 
to their position. They will confirm 
their position by their votes on Septem- 
ber 8. 

There can be no question. If Ameri- 
ca and our democratic form of govern- 
ment are to survive, all that is needed, as 
Caivin Coolidge once said, is “for us to 
give what we think America is worth.” 

We must be fit in order to be free. I 
am for freedom. Are you? Let your 
vote on September 8 be your answer. 
The responsibility is on your doorstep. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today, at the conclusion of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Michigan {Mr. 
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Horrman], I may be permitted to ad- 
dress the House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
include therein an editorial appearing in 
the Boston Herald of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp.and include there- 
in a newspaper article from the Chicago 
Tribune. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan“ 

There was no objection. 


SPECIAL ORDER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN] is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 


QUIT IT, OR WE ARE LICKED 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, we 
could lose this war, said the Government 
Office of War Information a few days 
ago. That is an official statement. 

On August 14, the United States News, 
a reliable, responsible, and unusually ac- 
curate weekly publication published at 
Washington, where it has its editorial 
and executive offices, carried on its first 
page the statement: 

This war is being lost as it’s now going. 
* + è United States and Britain simply 
can't seem to get going. 


On July 3, General Somervell, who of 
all men should know his facts and weigh 
his words, told an audience in Michigan 
that— 

A grim and brutal task lies ahead in fight- 
ing an enemy from whom we've taken a 
terrific shellacking all around the globe. 

. * * . * 

The things that yet have to be done are 
appalling. You can’t win today’s battles with 
tomorrow's weapons. 

s * . . * 

So far, we've lost a lot of nearly everything 
but our sense of smugness and smugness 
never won a war, nor did wishful thinking. 
We can't win this one with boastful headlines 
or with slogans or alibis or threats or 
promises. 


A few days later, Congressman LYNDON 
JoHNSON, a Democrat, returning from the 
front, told a startled country that he 
would rather ride the tail of a box kite 
than take the chance of meeting a Jap 
Zero fighter in a certain Navy plane. 

On July 27, over in the Senate, Okla- 
homa’s Senator JosH LEE, an ardent new 
dealer, referring to the German sub- 
marines on the Atlantic Coast, said— 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 6641: 

Therefore, it is folly, utter folly, for us to 
continue to try to build ships faster than 
Hitler can sink them. 
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This war is so widespread, so total, 
that, if those who are in charge were 
all-wise and had in mind but the single 
purpose—which they have not—of de- 
feating our enemies, many mistakes 
would be made. 

When we know, as we do, that many 
of those upon whose efforts the success 
of the war depends are not only incom- 
petent, but that others are dividing their 
attention and their efforts between the 
winning of the war and their own per- 
sonal interests, the future of our country 
looks black. 

There has been, and there is, contro- 
versy and bickering, pulling at cross pur- 
poses, between the Army and the Navy 
and various Government Departments 
and between various Government agen- 
cies themselves. Just a few days ago, a 
committee of the Senate charged that 
the Navy Department’s Bureau of Ships 
was guilty of “negligence or willful mis- 
conduct” in connection with the con- 
struction of tank-landing boats. Con- 
tradictory orders, rules, regulations, and 
directives are almost a daily occurrence 
and, meanwhile, the war is being lost. 

It is all too true, as stated by the Gov- 
ernment’s Office of War Information, 
that we could lose this war. We not only 
could lose this war, but we shall lose, 
unless those in charge quit following a 
course which makes for discord and dis- 
unity, and which may create a situation 
which will lead to open civil strife. 

This war cannot be won by the efforts 
of the before-Pearl Harbor intervention- 
ists or warmongers. This war can be won 
only by a united people. Those who were 
isolationists before Pearl Harbor are not 
only growing impatient because of the 
false and malicious charges of disloyalty 
which are being hurled at them by a 
group which is serving the cause and the 
purpose of Hitler, and by those who seek 
political advancement and the perpetua- 
tion of the New Deal, but they have ar- 
rived at the decision that they no longer 
propose to remain silent or inactive under 
such charges. 

The New Republic, PM, and some 
others which follow the same trend, and 
some individuals who, if they were 
weighed in accurate scales, would be 
found totally lacking in those qualities 
which will enable us to defeat our ene- 
mies, seem to think—and certainly they 
act as though they, and they alone, 
were patriotic. They assume and they 
act as though they were the sole posses- 
sors of patrictism. 

They ignore the fact that, while they 
and those who believed with them have 
been shouting for war, when war came, 
the people from that section of the coun- 
try which most vigorously opposed the 
war have given of their money end their 
sons unrestrainedly, wholeheartedly, 
while the warmongers and the rabid in- 
terventionists have failed to meet the acid 
test of loyalty afforded by bond purchas- 
ing, industrial production, or enlistment. 

All those who have been trying so hard 
to purge so-called isolationists who, prior 
to Pearl Harbor, wanted to keep us out 
of this war; all who wanted to first pre- 
pare for national defense before becom- 
ing involved in the World War, should by 
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this time have learned their lesson. Even 
those with the mind of a child should 
now know, if they are capable of under- 
standing, that the people of America have 
no need for their advice; have no inten- 
tion of following their demands. 

Throughout this country of ours, from 
coast to coast, in almost every election 
where the people have had an opportu- 
nity to express their will, they have repu- 
diated the New Republic, Life, PM, and 
the views advocated by similar publica- 
tions. All of these publications did their 
utmost, by false statements, by villifica- 
tion, and downright personal abuse, to 
defeat HAMILTON FisH. On Tuesday of 
this week the people of his district gave 
their answer—by a vote of 17,179 to 
7,057—to these propaganda sheets. 

Having been repudiated by the Ameri- 
can people, let them now mend their 
ways, repent in sackcloth and ashes, and 
devote their efforts to the defeat of our 
common enemy. Let them quit follow- 
ing a course which tends to stir up civil 
strife. 

Here in Washington yesterday or the 
day before, the President seemed sur- 
prised when his attention was directed 
to the ever-increasing wildcat strikes, 
and the morning paper tells us that here 
in America, with our national existence 
at stake, the War Board, because of the 
vacillating labor policy of this adminis- 
tration, is considering the question of 
asking for the calling out of the troops 
to force American citizens to render pa- 
triotic service in a war-production plant. 

This Congress has given the President 
every dollar and all the authority which 
he asked to prepare for war, to carry on 
the war, to defeat our enemies. If the 
war is going against us; if, as the Gov- 
ernment’s own agency said, we could lose 
the war, then the responsibility rests 
upon those in charge—not upon the 
people, not upon Congress. 

It is time that those who are hurling 
the charge of disloyalty at loyal, patri- 
otic citizens cease their shouting, bend 
their backs to the task which confronts 
us, and contribute something to the war 
effort. 

It is time that the administration call 
off those who are persecuting individuals 
and publications who are telling the 
truth about the incompetency of those 
in charge. 

Because the Chicago Tribune printed 
the story of the Coral Sea battle, writ- 
ten by Stanley Johnston, an eyewitness, 
it is to be hailed before a Federal grand 
jury. The Tribune charges that Secre- 
tary of the Navy Knox, who is drawing 
$60,000 a year from his Chicago paper, 
a competitor of the Tribune, uses his 
high office to further his own commercial 
activities, his own financial interest. 

If Attorney General Biddle wants to 
render a service to the Nation, let him 
investigate that charge. If the Attorney 
General thinks the publication of the 
truth, long after it would be of any value 
to the enemy, gives aid and comfort to 
that enemy, what does he think of the 
charge that the Secretary of the Navy 
is using his office not only for political, 
but for commercial purposes? We 
heard not a little in days gone by about 
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driving the money changers from the 
temple. Whet about getting them out 
of the administration? 

At least one individual who but echoed 
the sentiments of Churchill, expressed 
before Congress on th: 26th day of De- 
cember 1941, is to be called to account 
for that utterance before a Federal 
grand jury. 

Stanley Johnston, the Tribune re- 
porter, was commended for his patriotic 
service. His acts on the sinking Lering- 
ton earned him the commendation and 
the recommendation for a citation by 
his commanding officers. But to date 
the citation has not come through. Is 
Secretary of the Navy Knox holding it 
up? 

Instead of calling to account publica- 
tions like the New Republic, PM, and 
others which are falsely and viciously 
making attacks upon Congress and in- 
dividual Congressmen and flooding some 
districts with propaganda which must 
bring joy to the heart of Hitler, the At- 
torney General threatens to investigate 
the Chicago Tribune, which has long 
enjoyed a reputation for factual state- 
ments, patriotic utterances. The New 
Republic, and others which echo its 
charges are the ones who impair the 
morale of our armed forces. They are 
the ones who should be investigated to 
ascertain whether they are not guilty of 
sedition. 

Yes, it-is time for unity. It is time 
that we get together, cease fighting 
among ourselves, devote our whole at- 
tention to our common enemy. But 
that day will never arrive until those 
who are using the war to establish their 
own political theories; until those who 
are using the war to overthrow our Gov- 
ernment; until those who are using the 
war to purge all who believe in the 
United States of America, quit the 
course which they have been following. 

If they think that they can, by their 
Slanders and their libels, by their scurri- 
lous, false, malicious, and vicious charges, 
silence those of us who have faith in our 
country, in the courage and the deter- 
mination of our people, they will learn to 
their sorrow that they are in the minority 
and that, ere long, they will meet the just 
and righteous retribution of a long-suf- 
fering, indignant but patriotic people. 

I hope that now the New Republic, 
PM, similar publications, Ingersoll, Luce, 
the Chicago Sun, and others of those 
who have been spending their time 
kicking the isolationists instead of kick- 
ing Hitler, would just direct their ener- 
gies in some other direction; let us alone, 
do as much as’ we are doing to defeat 
our enemies, and follow along in the war 
effort. Then maybe, with the help of 
the Lord, and we are never going to do 
it without His help, we can give Hitler 
a licking. I do not expect any answer, 
but I know what the answer slould pe. 
Let me add—let us alone, because we 
are not going to be kicked around any 
more without doing some kicking our- 
selves. 

To show just what these creators of 
disunity are doing, I attach hereto, as a 
continuation of my remarks, an article 


ae the Chicago Tribune of August 11, 
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Recorp SHOWS Knox Favors His NEWSPAPER— 
TRIBUNE HEREWITH CITES THE Facts 


The Chicago Tribune today charges that 
Secretary of the Navy Frank Knox has used 
his official position for the advantage of his 
own newspaper in Chicago, 

In laying the case before the public the 
Tribune offers the record of unfair acts on 
the part of the man who is trying to run the 
Navy on the seven seas atd at the same time 
is carrying on his private business on the 
bank of the Chicago River far away. 

Knox has played a major role in the cam- 
paign of political persecution arising from 
demands of the Tribune for an all-out effort 
to win the war and the removal of those 
incompetents, including Knox, who have 
fumbled the ball in this life and death 
struggle. 

THE CHARGES LISTED 

Political persecution of the Tribune 
reached a peak when on the recommendation 
of Knox, Attorney General Biddle ordered a 
grand jury investigation of the Tribune and 
of Stanley Johnston, writer of the epic series 
on the battle of the Coral Sea, thus throwing 
into jeopardy Johnston’s entire future as a 
war correspondent. Biddle asks the grand 
jury to find that Johnston gave secret naval 
information to the Tribune and that the 
Tribune printed it in violation of law. 

Principal charges against Knox are: 

1. Knox, who is drawing $60,000 a year 
from his Chicago paper in an “advisory ca- 
pacity,” has repeatedly favored afternoon 
papers and his own in particular by releasing 
Navy battle news to them first. This over 
the strenuous protests of the Tribune and 
other morning papers, 

2. Knox’s. own paper once ballyhooed an 
exclusive release in a front-page ad 24 hours 


. ahead of time, showing prior knowledge of or 


complicity in the time of release. 

3. A Tribune story on the fight in the 
Java Sea was bottled up by the Navy for 2 
weeks and not released until a correspondent 
of Knox's paper in the Pacific was allowed to 
enjoy a scoop on it. 


OWN VERSION ISSUED 


4. When the Tribune had the exclusive 
story of the Coral Sea battle, Navy censorship 
held it up with one hand while Navy press re- 
lations issued its own version for the after- 
noon paners. 

5. Kis x's paper, knowing the Tribune's dra- 
matic Voral Sea series was awaiting official 
clearance, published a trumped-up story to 
take the edge off, and the Navy let the latter 
clear first. 

6. The Navy held up one of Johnston’s sto- 
ries for more than a month on the excuse it 
revealed certain information to the Japs, but 
the Navy made public this same information 
in an official communique. When the Tribune 
pointed this out, part of the Tribune story 
was cleared. However, certain geographic 
information the naval (Knox) censors de- 
leted, and this was later carried specifically 
in Knox's paper. 

7. The Navy discriminated against the 
Tribune in organizing a cruise for newspa- 
per correspondents. 

Hereafter follows the evidence supporting 
these charges: 


HOW KNOX HATCHES NEWS—RELEASES NEWS TO 
FAVOR HIS NEWSPAPER 


One of the perquisites of the present Secre- 
tary of the Navy is that he can sit on a big 
story like a clucking hen until the publish- 
ing time of his own newspaper rolls around— 
and he usually does. 

The favored treatment Secretary Knox 
gives his own paper and the unfair breaks he 
hands to competitors are strikingly illus- 
trated in the news handling of two great sea 
engagements—the Marshall and Gilbert Is- 
lands raid and the battle of the Coral Sea. 
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and Gilbert Islands. Only one correspondent 
was an eyewitness to the battle of the Coral 
sea and he was Johnston of the Chicago 
Tribune. His series on the sinking of the 
aircraft carrier Lezington and the Navy’s 
heroism has been called the greatest story of 
the war. 

But how did the Navy handle these two 
affairs? 

On Lincoln’s birthday, February 12, there 
appeared a big promotional advertisement on 
the front page of Navy Secretary Knox’s paper, 
Big, black type heralded: 

“Great story of the United States fieet’s raid 
on Marshall and Gilbert Islands. Starting 
at 11 o'clock in tomorrow's Daily News.” 

For the sake of the record, it should be 
stated that the Tribune was not alone in 
protesting this frank discrimination against 
Knox's competitors. The deal Knox handed 
out was so raw that other papers demanded 
to know why the story, if ready, could not be 
released immediately. Papers that protested 
were the New York Times, New York Herald 
Tribune, New York News, Philadelphia In- 
quirer, and even a Chicago morning news- 
paper which is printed on Knox's own presses. 

PROTEST BRINGS ACTION 

The New York Times, for example, had 
paid cable tolls on 7,000 words from Foster 
Hailey, its correspondent with the Pacific 
Fleet, on the same story 2 weeks before and 
didn’t take Kindly to the idea of letting 
Knox's afternoon paper have the complete 
break. 

Aside from the question of journatistic or 
governmental ethics, it was pointed out that 
the American people, who were sending t™='r 
sons off to war, had a right to the ens icst 
possible news from any battle front. 

Fiually, red-faced naval oficials in Wash- 
ington agreed to hand out a skeleton story 
on the night of February 12 for publication 
in the morning papers for the following day. 
This communique gave out some results, such 
as the news that 16 enemy ships were de- 
stroyed. 

Contrast this behavior with the reception 
of Johnston’s Coral Sea battle account. 
Bear in mind Johnston was the only news- 
paper correspondent who was an eyewitness. 
to that great victory for American arms, 

JOHNSTON STORY HELD UP 

Johnston sent his stories to the Navy for 
censorship on June 3. Along with them at 
the request of Knox’s agents he turned over 
13 pictures which he brought back with him 
on his perilous homeward voyage over the 
rolling vastness of the Pacific after he and 
his mates scrambled off the sinking Lez- 
ington. 

But when the Nevy finally released the 
Coral Sea communique on June 12, it went 
to the afternoon papers, including Knox’s, of 
course, despite the fact that the only news- 
paperman on the battle scene was Johnston, 
employed by the Tribune, a morning paper. 
Adding a little more insult, identical pictures 
to the ones Johnston carried back were also 
released for afternoon publication. 

On the front page of Knox’s Chicago paper 
was a picture of the stricken aircraft carrier 
Lexington, sinking beneath a pillar of black 
smoke. Also on the front page of Knox's 
paper was a story from one of his own cor- 
respondents, date lined “With the Pacific 
Fleet at Sea, May 7.” 

SINES SHIP A DAY TOO SOON 

“From where we sit in the hot mugginess 
of the Coral Sea it would appear that the bat- 
tle is over,” Mr. Knox's correspondent wrote. 
“The battle of the Coral Sea is over and our 
siče has won. We ride northward, etc.” 

An interesting footnote on this account 
was that the battle was not over on May 7 
and the Lerington wasn’t hit and sunk until 
Mar 8. The correspondent who wrote it was 
500 miles away at the time, and didn’t arrive 


A number of newspaper men were assigned | in the Coral sea until May 12, four days after 
with the Navy on the thrust at the Marshall || the shooting was over. 
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NAVY BOSS HOLDS WHIP—TRIBUNE NOT ALONE IN 
MAKING PROTEST 

One of the difficulties of voluntary war- 
time censorship of news is that a Secretary 
of the Navy who owns a newspaper can mani- 
pulate the releases to the advantage of his 
own property and to the detriment of a rival 
publisher, as was shown in the handling of 
the Johnston Coral Sea series as contrasted 
with that of the Marshall-Gilbert Islands 
raid stories. 

Publishers have complained for sometime 
that Knox, who is simultaneously attempting 
to operate his own paper in “an advisory 
capacity” at $60,000 a year and the Navy at 
$15,000, was juggling releases for his own 
private advantage. News of the Navy’s bat- 
tles in the air and ox the sea has been dished 
out first and foremost to afternoon papers, 
of which the Secretary's paper is one. 

But Knox has gone further than that. In 
one case, of which the Tribune possesses 
undeniable proof, Knox gave his Chicago 
paper a clear beat on a story which The 
Tribune obtained 2 weeks previously and was 
forbidden by the Navy to print. 


MAKES STRONG ACCUSATION 


Arthur Sears Henning, chief of the Chi- 
cago Tribune's Washington bureau and dean 
of the correspondents in the Nation's Capital, 
sent a letter of protest to the Secretary of the 
Navy. Henning declared the manipulation 
of news for the benefit of the Secretary's 
own paper was not only a gross injustice to 
competitors but “a breach of public trust.” 

The letter tells the story. Here it is: 

APRIL 8, 1942. 
The Honorable the SECRETARY OF THE Navy: 

Sir: I am constrained to protest to you 
against the publication by your newspaper 
of war news which your paper's competitor, 
the Chicago Tribune, was forbidden by the 
Navy Department to publish on the ground 
that it was a military secret, the disclosure 
of which would aid the enemy. 

I call your attention to the enclosed clip- 
pings from the News of a dispatch by George 
Weller describing the sinking of the de- 
stroyer Peary, which dispatch bears the date 
line of an American Navy base in the South- 
west Pacific, April 2, and appeared in the 
News of that date. 

The Tribune’s Washington bureau obtained 
information on or about March 20 that in 
addition to the losses in the battle of Java, 
announced by the Navy Department on 
March 13, the United States had lost the 
aircraft tender Langley and two other war- 
ships. The Navy Department declined to 
confirm that information. The Tribune 
withheld its publication in accord with the 
voluntary censorship. 

Notwithstanding the refusal to authorize 
the Tribune to print its information the 
Navy Department permitted the Weller dis- 
patch containing a part of that information 
to clear an American Navy base on April 2. 
On April 3, 24 hours after your newspaper 
had been enabled to score a beat on your com- 
petitors, the Navy Department made official 
announcement of the loss of the Langley, the 
Peary, and the Pecos. 

I submit that the manipulation of war 
news by the Navy Department for the bene- 
fit of the Secretary of the Navy's newspaper 
is not only a gross injustice to your com- 
petitors but a breach of public trust. 

Respectfully yours, 
ARTHUR Sears HENNING, 
Washington Correspondent, 
Chicago Tribune. 

As may have been expected, Knox has 
never answered Henning’s letter nor acknowl- 
edged receipt of it. 

ANOTHER BLACK MARK—TRIBUNE CAN'T PRINT IT, 
NAVY RELEASES IT 


Another incident smacking of discrimina- 
tion against the Tribune was the bottling up 
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of one of the storles written by Stanley John- 
ston after his memorable excursion into the 
Coral Sea. 

This was an account of the American at- 
tack on the northern New Guinea ports of 
Lae and Salamaua. The naval censor’s osten- 
sible objection was that the enemy didn’t 
know the route the American flyers had taken 
and printing any part of the story might give 
away this secret. 

Lae and Salamaua are ports occupied by the 
Japs as possible springboards for invasion of 
Australia. It is 1,500 miles around the south- 
eastern tip of New Guinea to Port Moresby, 
the Allied base. As ihe crow flies it is only 
about 100 miles, but in the interior of New 
Guinea are towering, uncharted peaks of 
14,000 to 16,000 feet which the Japs apparently 
thought protected them from an aerial attack 
launched from Port Moresby. 

Johnston’s story told how American in- 
genuity and heroism solved the problem. Fly- 
ers from the aircraft carrier Lezington and 
a sister ship found a way over the mountains 
and the torpedo planes, bombers, and fight- 
ers swarmed down on Jap shipping and land 
installations. 

APPEALS FOR RELEASE 


The story was submitted to the Navy on 
June 10 and the Tribune continued week after 
week to ask for its release. Then toward 
the end of July an astonishing fact was dis- 
covered by Wayne Thomis, the Tribune's avia- 
tion editor, 

Reading over the official communique on 
the citation of 57 airn.en from the sunken 
carrier Lexington, which was made public 
July 3, Thomis was amazed to find the Navy 
Depertment itself had given out information 
it was refusing to let the Tribune print. 

On this point the communique read: 

“A task force assigned to raid Japanese 
installations at Lae and Salamaua, located 
15 miles apart in New Guinea, steamed to 
within 125 miles of their objective without 
being detected by the enemy and early on the 
morning of March 10 the Lezington launched 
her planes. 

“The planes—dive bombers, torpedo 
bombers, scouts, and an escort of fighters— 
flew those 125 miles over uncharted moun- 
tains and jungles and pressed home an attack 
that left the harbors of those two ports 
littered with sinking and damaged vessels of 
many types. 

“So completely surprised were the Japanese 
by the over-the-mountain assault that when 
the planes returned to their carrier the ships 
in the task force shoved off from the area 
without encountering a single enemy plane 
or vessel.” 

TRIBUNE HEWED TO LINE 


When this was called to the attention of 
the censor, the Navy finally released the 
Tribune story, written by Stanley Johnston, 
and it was printed in the July 27 editions 
of the Tribune. But, stili at the insistence 
of the Navy, the Tribune did not tell in 
detail how the American aviators found their 
way to Lae and Salamaua. 

It was astonishing then later to pick up 
two New Deal papers here in Chicago and 
find the methods used by the Americans to 
surprise the Japs described in great detail. 

George Weller, writing for the Secretary 
of the Navy’s paper in Chicago from Aus- 
tralia, described the tabooed bit of geographic 
information at great length and in great 
detail. Carleton Kent, correspondent for the 
Chicago Times in Australia, likewise drew a 
verbal picture of the forbidden data. 


NAVY DENIES BLAME 


This discrimination against the Tribune 
was called to the attention of Vice Admiral 
Russell Willson, Chief of Staff to the com- 
mander in chief of the United States Fleet, 
Admiral Ernest J. King. 

Admiral Willson blamed the whole thing 
on—guess who? Gen. Douglas MacArthur, 
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whose censors, the admiral said, had cleared 
Weller's copy. 

In addition there was the episode in the 
summer of 1941 when the Tribune asked the 
Navy for permission to send a man along on 
the Atlantic neutrality patrol. The Navy 
replied that several other newspapers were 
desirous of the same thing, and in all proba- 
bility the trip would be arranged. 

But Frank Knox's Navy left the Tribune 
off the list. This was done despite the fact 
that Navy public relations for many years 
had regarded the size of circulation in de- 
termining who should be taken along on 
such assignments. 

It goes without saying almost that Frank 
Enox’s paper had a man on the cruise as 
did a number of smaller papers. When the 
Tribune protested to Navy public relations 
the answer was that it was “just an accident” 
the Tribune had been slighted. 

Fortunately, this newspaper had available 
the excellent stories of Tom Horgan of the 
Associated Press. Horgan, who lives in 
Boston and is a well-known yachtsman, is 
regarded as one of the greatest experts on 
affairs of the sea among American news- 
paper men. 


TWO JOBS PAY $75,000—-HAS STOCK CONTROL OF 
DAILY NEWS 


There are spots where it is difficult to tell 
where the Secretary of the Navy Knox’s paper 
ends and the Navy begins, or vice versa. 

Although he is supposed to be directing 
naval warfare on the seven seas and trying 
to stem the tidal wave of submarines along 
the eastern coast, the Secretary of the Navy 
is still drawing down handsome emolument 
in an advisory capacity with his Chicago 
paper. 

Before he jumped into the Cabinet, Knox 
was getting $75,000 a year from his Chicago 
paper. Percentagewise, the $15,000 cut would 
mean he is now only 80 percent as useful * 
to the paper as he was before being elevated 
to the Cabinet. But the job of Secretary of 
the Navy pays $15,000, so Knox is no loser 
in the end. 

In other words, Knox is drawing fifteen- 
seventy-fifths of his pay from the Navy and 
the rest from his Chicago newspaper property. 
How much time he puts in on each is proba- 
bly a military secret. 

“It is only because of your energy and 
skill,” wrote Knox in an open letter to em- 
ployees of his paper in a house organ at the 
end of 1940, “each in his own field of re- 
sponsibility, that I have been able to contrib- 
ute my personal services to our country and 
I want you to feel that by your efforts you 
are personally making a major contribution 
to the national defense.” 

Since Knox owns the controlling interest 
In the stock of the holding corporation which 
is the parent of his paper and the building 
which houses it, it is fairly easy for him to 
vote a salary for himself. 


OTHER OWNERS NOT HAPPY 


But some of the minority stockholders 
have set to grumbling, especially since the 
directors omitted the dividend normally pay- 
able on the common stock on July 1. When 
Knox took over control of the paper, the stock 
was quoted at 12% bid and 123, asked. It 
is now down to $4 bid and $5 asked. 

Last September when Knox appeared at 
the American Legion Convention, he was 
greeted with a half page newspaper advertise- 
ment carrying one of his pre-Cabinet quota- 
tions about the President. Knox had said: 

“President Roosevelt is without doubt the 
greatest autocrat in the history of the coun- 
try. He has callously repudiated not only 
his preelection promises (1936 when Knox 
was defeated as Republican candidate for Vice 
President) but the solemn pledges of his 
party. It is bad enough to have for President 
in time of peace a man who is overconfident, 
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incautious, self-willed, uncertain, and unrell- 
able; in time of war it would be disastrous.” 

This is only one of many of Knox’s senti- 
ments along this line, 

Knox also prints another pro-administra- 
tion organ, a morning newspaper, on his 
presses, for which his company receives 
$400,000 a year. 

Employees of Knox’s paper have also been 
shuttling back and forth between their 
newspaper jobs and fat posts in the Navy. 
In the van of the parade was the local Knox 
paper’s managing editor. He was given a 

ion as Heutenant commander and 
ruled over the Navy’s press section. 

_Not the least of the duties of the manag- 
ing editor after he had been transferred to 
the Navy pay roll was to sell Frank Knox to 
the Nation. It is reported in Washington 
there were few takers for his commodity. 

COLUMNIST GETS NAVY JOB 

More recently Ed Lahey, a columnist for 
Knox's paper, received an appointment as a 
special naval assistant and adviser on labor 
relations. One of the reports from Wash- 
ington is that some of the more conservative 
of the paper’s stockholders choked on Lahey’s 
labor columns and he was “drafted” into the 
Navy. 

Another reason for the Lahey move was 
voiced in Drew Pearson's Merry-Go-Round 
column. According to Pearson, Lahey, who 
is a warm personal friend of Philip Murray, 
president of the Congress of Industrial 
Organizations, was moved into the picture 
to put a “curb” on Ralph A. Bard, Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy. Pearson described 
Bard as “a banker” whose record was not to 
the liking of labor interests. 

Bard, incidentally, has been closely asso- 
ciated with the Chicago financial interests 
behind Knox’s paper. 

Several foreign journalists on Knox's 
paper were given jobs in Government propa- 
ganda bureaus after the progress of German 
conquest on the European Continent cut 
their assignments out from under them. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of the remarks of the gentlewoman 
from Massachusetts [Mrs. ROGERS] I 
may be permitted to address the House 
for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts (Mrs. Roc- 
ERS] is recognized for 5 minutes. 


OIL FOR NEW ENGLAND 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, we have in New England an 
actual and an acute shortage of oil. I 
realize that the Interior Department and 
Mr. Eastman, War Transportation Coor- 
dinator, are making efforts to have more 
tank cars diverted to New England in 
order to bring oil to us. I pointed out 
in the Congress over a year ago that 
when our tankers were sent to England 
under the Lend-Lease Act there were 
tank cars that could be used for the bring- 
ing of oil to New England. I would like 
to ask the sections of the country that 
have plenty of oil and plenty of gasoline, 
Mr. Speaker, to assist in seeing that New 
Englanders keep warm during the winter 
months. Action must be taken at once 
as winter comes to us very early. A great 
hardship will be worked upon all of New 
England if this is not done, 
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I asked the President if he would ap- 
point a well-coordinated oi] department 
under one head, in order to expedite the 
sending of oil and gas into New England, 
so that we might have a fair distribution. 

This war should be fought and sacri- 
ficed in by the entire country. No one 
section should be made to bear the 
heaviest burden. The rationing of sugar 
is Nation-wide. Rationing of oil and gas 
should be WNation-wide. Perhaps we 
could secure legislation to that effect, 
but, as you know, it requires hearings and 
the bill must pass both the House and 
the Senate. If the President would act, 
under his powers, we could have an al- 
most immediate adjustment. 

I know the members from other sec- 
tions of the country do not feel that New 
England should bear by far the greatest 
burden of the war. She is doing so today. 
Many New Englanders already have lost 
their sons. I know in my own city of 
Lowell there is a very heavy toll of deaths. 

I would like to point out also, Mr. 
Speaker, that other sections of the coun- 
try, where there is plenty of oil and gas, 
allow their salesmen to have all the gas- 
oline they need in order to sell their 
goods. Many of those goods are wares 
for the conduct of the war, materials for 
war production. It seems unfair that 
New England salesmen today must not 
only curtail their sales, but absolutely 
stop their sales so far as transportation 
by automobile is concerned. It will 
mean a very heavy loss in dollars and 
cents, and in my opinion will mean a loss 
in war production. 

I need not point out the large amount 
that New England will pay out in taxes 
for the conduct of the war. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure I do not need 
to make a more urgent appeal to my col- 
leagues from all over the country. Many 
of them have been very much interested 
in helping other nations, our allies, in 
this World War, with the feeling that by 
so doing they were helping us. Surely 
they will want to help a section of their 
own country. I am very sure that my 
appeal will not fall upon deaf ears. If 
the members of the oil States will join 
in cooperation, asking that New England 
be given the necessary relief, I feel posi- 
tive that the united effort would secure 
the necessary results. 

I urgently ask that all of you from 
other sections of the country help us. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentlewoman from Massachusetts 
has expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. WILSON] is rec- 
ognized for 10 minutes, 


WINNING THE WAR 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I humbly 
plead with every American to get out his 
Bible and study the principles on which 
the great Apostle Paul made his straight 
tracks through this world. 

Hitler’s method is and has always been 
first, to divide the people, create hate, 
one group for another, and then to con- 
quer. It is now happening here. It took 
Pearl Harbor to unite us and even though 
it started us on our way there are power- 
ful, greedy, political forces now attempt- 


ing to disunite us; yes, to divide, con- , 
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quer, and destroy us. Far too much space 
in intervention papers and noninter- 
vention papers is now being given to 
the discussion of pre-Pearl Harbor issues. 
Far too much time is now being given on 
the radio to the discussion of the same 
thing. Only a negative contribution to 
our war effort can possibly come from 
these activities. It is purely politics, and 
in my opinion, politics of the lowest, dir- 
tiest, filthiest type. Neither side has 
made a point without having contra- 
dicted itself many times, all of which 
tends to confuse the people. 

Mr. Speaker, it would not become me to 
make this criticism unless I offered a sug- 
gestion. This I do at this time; which 
suggestion I feel will be an easy and long 
step toward creating and maintaining 
national unity and toward the winning 
of this war. Before my suggestion, how- 
ever, I wish to compliment the Senate 
majority leader for his admirable state- 
ment on the floor of the Senate, Monday, 
August 10. Senator BARKLEY said: 

By and large and in the main, I had confi- 
dence in the patriotism of the men and 
women who took a position on either side of 
the dramatic questions which faced the 
American people with respect to the World 


War, which was precipitated in September 
1939. 


Think how comforting it would be to 
millions of mothers and fathers if this 
statesmanlike attitude was taken by all 
of our politicians, by the press, and by 
the radio. Think of the blow it would 
be to Hitler. It would be equal to a 
major victory for the Allies and it would 
not cost us a single life, an ounce of 
critical material, or a red copper. 

Mr. Speaker, as Members of Congress, 
let us take our eyes off the ballot box and 
show a small fraction of the courage now 
being shown by our boys on a score of 
fighting fronts. Let us show enough 
courage and bravery to forget selfishness, 
even though it may mean defeat at 
the polls next November, all in the inter- 
est of national unity and winning the 
war. . 

My suggestion is thai all politicians, 
newspapers, and radio commentators re- 
view the principles of the great Apostle 
Paul, who said: 


One thing I do, forgetting those things 
which are behind, and reaching forth unto 
those things which are before, I press toward 
the mark. 


Analyzing his words, I believe Paul 
would have us do one thing and concen- 
trate all our efforts on that single pur- 
pose—the winning of this war. That 
job is of sufiicient magnitude as to chal- 
lenge the best in each and every one of 
us. Today, with many battle fronts all 
over the earth, even though our produc- 
tion is becoming great, it is of necessity 
being spread so thinly that our striking 
power is terribly inadequate on all fronts. 
We are barely properly prepared to fight 
a defensive battle at this time on all 
these fronts, much less launch a world 
offensive. We will not and cannot win 
this war by winning defensive battles. 
So I say, in the words of the Apostle 
Paul, “One thing I do”—we must bend 
our efforts on every front, for unity at 
home, for production in the iactory, for 
production on the farm, and for the de- 
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livery of the goods that we may win this 
war, 

Paul’s second point was: “Forgetting 
those things which are behind”; and at 
this time I think it is one of the most 
important of all to civilians on the home 
front. Now is no time to waste hours 
and energy going brck, the result of 
which would only be helpful to our 
enemies in dividing and conquering. 
Those differences of opinion went down 
at Pearl Harbor, and rightly so. Let us 
keep them down. Concessions must be 
made by all, and thc subject must be 
dropped if we are to remain a united 
people and exert our best to win this 
damnable war, in the shortest possible 
time and with the least sacrifice of lives, 
money, and suffering. Napoleon’s great 
achievements were accredited in part to 
the fact that he lost no time brooding 
over mistakes already made, and there- 
fore about which he could do nothing, 
He was said to have analyzed the situa- 
tion to be sure he would never make that 
mistake again, and then to have dis- 
carded the whole matter forever. 

The third part of Paul’s statement was: 
“Reaching forth unto those things which 
are before.” This would be of great help 
in expediting our victory, if we could look 
straight to the mark and never take our 
eye off it. Every worker has a production 
goal ahead of him, whether he be a farm 
worker, factory worker, or legislator. 
The farmer and the factory worker have 
accepted their challenge and your Con- 
gress has accepted its responsibiiity for 
seeing that proper legislation is passed 
in order to win this war and preserve 
our democracy at horne. We all hav- our 
separate parts to play, and even though 
your part may seem insignificant, it is an 
integral part of the whole war effort, and 
must be played by someone. You can- 
not play two positions ai the same time 
and play them well, so when you have 
selected your job, put everything you 
have into it to be sure it is not your part 
that is holding up our victory parade. 

The last of Paul's statement is: “I press 
toward the mark”; and herein is a chal- 
lenge to all of us. Let us press on with 
our very best efforts that this war will 
be brought to the earliest possible con- 
clusion, at which time we can settle down 
to the problem of rebuilding a better 
world and a lasting peace. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to include in my re- 
marks the views of the War and Navy 
Departments as expressed in letters ad- 
dressed to the Speaker of the House with 
reference to the bill passed today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled a bill of the House of the following 
title, which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker pro tempore: 

H.R. 7211. An act to facilitate the disposi- 
tion of prizes captured by the United States 
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during the present war, and for other pur- 
poses, 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr, COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 1 o’clock and 21 minutes p. m.) the 
House, pursuant to its order previously 
entered, adjourned until Monday, August 
17, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1852. A letter from the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation, Charles B. Henderson, 
chairman, transmitting reports for the 
months of October 1941 to June 1942, inclu- 
sive, which are submitted as provided by law; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 

1853. A letter from the Chairman, Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation, transmitting 
a report covering operations of the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation, for the fourth 
quarter of 1941 and for the period from the 
organization of the Corporation on February 
2, 1932, to December 31, 1941, inclusive (H. 
Doc. No. 830); to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency and ordered to be printed. 

1854. A letter from the Chairman, Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation, transmitting 
® report covering operations of the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation for the third 
quarter of 1941, and for the period from the 
organization of the Corporation on Febru- 
ary 2, 1932, to September 30, 1941, inclusive 
(H. Doc. No. 831); to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency and ordered to be 
printed, 

1855. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting copies of legis- 
lation passed by the *funicipal Council of 
St. Thomas and St. John, V. I.; to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

1856. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting copies of certain 
legislation passed by the Municipal Council of 
St. Croix, V. 1; to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, 

1857. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill for the relief of Charles H. Koch; to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. BARDEN: 

H. R. 7484. A bill to provide for the voca- 
tional rehabilitation of individuals suffering 
from war-connected or other disabilities; to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr, HARTER: 

H. R. 7485. A bill to prohibit the establish- 
ment of maximum prices, under the Emer- 
gency Price Control Act of 1942, in the case 
of certain commodities essential for war pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 

H.R, 7489. A bill to provide for rehabilita- 
tion in civil employment of persons disabled 
in the active military service during the pres- 
ent war, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. BLOOM: 

H. J. Res. 342. Joint resolution authorizing 
the execution of certain obligations under 
the treaties of 1903 and 1936 with Panama, 
and other commitments; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 
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By Mr. HOFFMAN: 
H, Res. 534, Resolution to appoint a com- 
mittee to investigate alleged improper con- 
duct; to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. OSMERS: 

H.R. 7486. A bill for the relief of Asmus 
C. Erichsen; to the Committee on Claims, 

H. R. 7487. A bill for the relief of the legal 
guardian of Edward Polak, a minor; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. VORYS of Ohio: 

H.R. 7488. A bill for the relief of Lafay- 

ette Gibson; to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and capers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3292. By Mr. ANGELL: Petition of Mrs. 
B. A. Purcell and others, from Klamath Falls, 
Oreg. urging the adoption of Senate bill 860; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3293. By Mr. BULWINKLE: Petition of 
Mrs. J. H, White and otbers in the town 
of Marshall and Madison County, petitioning 
passage of Senate bill 86C and House bills 
4000 and 6785; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Attstrs. 

3294. By Mr. TREADWAY: Resolution of 
the Department of Massachusetts, Veterans of 
Foreign Wars of the Unit. d States, urging 
that members of the armed forces, traveling 
on furlough tickets, be accorded the privi- 
lege of purchasing sleeping-car berths when 
the same are available; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE 


Monpay, Avucust 17, 1942 


Rev. Daniel A. Poling, D. D., pastor, 
Baptist Temple, Philadelphia, Pa., of- 
fered the following prayer: 


God of our Fathers, we thank Thee 
that Thou art our God, and that in spite 
of dungeon, fire, and sword, our Father's 
faith is alive in us. We would be true 
to Thee. Vouchsafe unto us strength 
that we shall not falter, purpose that we 
shall not fail, courage to finish the work 
we are in, and wisdom to win the peace. 
In us and in our time may our great free- 
dom, now an inheritance, become an 
achievement. Unimpaired and strength- 
ened may we hand it on to our children, 
to our children’s children, and to all who 
come after them. 

We pray for our sons who on the land 
and in the air, on the sea and beneath 
it, offer now their full measure of devo- 
tion. God, our Father, shame us if in 
shop or office, in home or school, in 
church or in chambers of government, 
we forget their sacrifices, delay support 
of them, and the more endanger their 
precious lives. Forgive us not if we for- 
get. 

Pour out Thy spirit and wisdom upon 
the President of the United States, and 
upon all those who above us and beneath 
‘Thy almighty hand direct the destinies of 
the Republic, Biess the honored presid- 
ing officer and Members of the Senate of 
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the United States. Equally bless our 
Allies, those free peoples who, however 
for the moment enslaved and whatever 
the tragedy of their present estate, offer 
their utmost for the Highest. 

Judge of the nations, while our passions 
are unleashed against the evil might that 
curses mankind and blights the world, 
purge us from any hate of peoples that 
would poison the victory and spoil the 
peace. We ask for ourselves no good we 
would not share and no triumph we can- 
not equally divide. 

Minister to those who suffer in battle, 
rest the souls of those who die, comfort 
those who are bereft, bind up the Nation’s 
wounds, and grant peace in our time 
when it shall be won with liberty and 
justice for all. 

These prayers and supplications, seek- 
ing the forgiveness of our sins, we offer 
in the name of Him whom they called 
the Prince of Peace, and who, bearing His 
cross, died for the truth, and in whom 
truth and righteousness are alive forever- 
more. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
August 13, 1942, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States submitting nomina- 
tions were communicated to the Senate 
by Mr, Miller, one of his secretaries. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 


REPORT ON RELIEF GRANTED To Navy Dissurs- 
ING OFFICERS 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
Navy, reporting, in detail, all cases of certifi- 
cates of relief issued during the fiscal year 
1942 in favor of Navy disbursing officers in 
pursuance of the act of July 11, 1919 (31 U.S. 
Code, sec. 105) (with an accompanying pa- 
per); to the Cominittee on Naval Affairs. 
OPERATIONS OF CHAIRMAN OF WAR PRODUCTION 

Boarp—Dinectors or SMALLER War PLANTS 

CORPORATION 

A letter from the Vice Chairman of the 
War Production Board, r , pursuant to 
section 5 of Public Law 603, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, upon the operations of the Chair- 
man of the War Production Board under that 
act; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 


By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

Letters in the nature of memorials from 
sundry citizens and business firms and cor- 
porations of Dallas and Houston, Tex., remon- 
strating against the enactment of the bill 
(H. H. 7304) prohibiting the paymcnt of con- 
tingent fees for services in connection with 
the procurement of Government contracts, 
requiring certain warranties in Government 
contracts, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A} of sundry citizens of Jewell, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of Senate 
bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic 
liquor and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 
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military camps and naval establishments; 
ordered to lie on the table. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND SUP- 
PRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILITARY 
CAMPS—PETITION 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I present 
and ask leave to have inserted in the Rec- 
orD a petition signed by 1,625 ladies and 
44 men in the State of Georgia, asking 
for the protection of our armed forces 
from intoxicants and vices generally. I 
request that the petition be printed in the 
Record, omitting the names, of course, 
and that it be appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the petition 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed in the Record without the signa- 
tures attached, as follows: 


PETITION TO PROTECT OUR ARMED FORCES FROM 
INTOXICANTS 


We the undersigned women who are moth- 
ers, wives, sisters, and friends of the boys in 
the armed forces of our country, being con- 
cerned for their welfare and for the success 
of democracy in war, do earnestly request the 
conscientious attention of our Representa- 
tives in Congress to the following considera- 
tions: 

Whereas the flower of our young manhood 
is being drafted in ever increasing numbers 
into the service of our country; and 

Whereas many of the boys having never 
before been forcibly separated from their 
homes are in consequence often sad and 
lonely; and 

Whereas when they are sent to strange dh- 
vironments they are subjected to great temp- 
tations to lower their moral and religious 
standards; and 

Whereas in their loneliness and confusion, 
the social drinking of liquor is suggested to 
them as an escape; and 

Whereas In a crisis a soldier or an aviator 
preeminently needs a clear head and steady 
nerves; and 

Whereas for this reason even Hitler forbids 
the drinking by his men of intoxicating bev- 
erages; and 

Whereas it has been of major concern on 
the part of those in authority to keep up the 
morale of our fighting men, and morale is 
spiritual and innate rather than material and 
artificial; 

Therefore we the undersigned mothers and 
other women of America do earnestly peti- 
tion the Members of Congress to remove this 
temptation by reenacting for the duration of 
this war legislation similar to that which pro- 
tected our soldiers in the first World War. 


RESOLUTION OF THE POLISH ALLIANCE 
OF RHODE ISLAND—AID FOR THE 
POLES 


Mr. GREEN presented a resolution 
adopted by the Polish National Alliance 
of Rhode Island, which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 


Whereas we Americans of Polish extraction 
recognize that Poland, the land of our fore- 
fathers, has been brutally and mercilessly 
attacked by the military might of Germany 
without declaration,of war; and 

Whereas German occupation authorities 
have shot or hanged 400,000 persons in their 
ruthless campaign intended to wipe out Pol- 
ish life and crush the last shred of resistance 
to the Nazi regime; and 

Whereas these Poles in thelr own country 
are absolutely helpless, therefore, we hereby 
appeal to you to use your good office to give 
these victims of the German brutality some 
possible aid and assistance: Be it 

Resolved, in conclusion, That we all present 
here hereby swear and reaffirm our whole- 
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hearted loyalty and allegiance to the Presi- 
dent, to the Government of the United States 
of America, and as loyal citizens we hope 
and pray that this resolution be accepted in 
the same spirit and justice in which it was 
drawn, 

PoLISH NATIONAL ALLIANCE OF 

RHODE ISLAND, 
JoHN M. Socna, President. 
ADOLPH M. GRUDZINSEI, 
Secretary. 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 


Mr. BYRD, from the Committee on 
Finance, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6f82) to suspend, in part, the 
processing tax or coconut oil, reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 1580) thereon, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRO- 
DUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were intro- 
duced, read the first time, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the second time, and re- 
ferred as follows: 


By Mr. RADCLIFFE: 

S.2719. A bill to amend section 222 (f) of 
Subtitle—Insurance of the Merchant Marine 
Act, 1936, as amended, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McNARY (for Mr. BUTLER): 

8.2720. A bill to amend the act relating to 
the construction and maintenance of a bridge 
across the Missour! River at or near Nebraska 
City, Nebr.; to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. ROSIER (for Mr. KILGORE) : 

§.2721. A bill to establish an Office of 
Technological Mobilization, and for oiher 
purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

8.2722. A bill to authorize relief of dis- 
bursing officers of the Army on account of 
loss or deficiency of Government funds, 
vouchers, records, or papers in their charge; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado: 

8. 2723. A bill to amend the Pay Readjust- 
ment Act of 1942; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MEAD: 

S. J. Res. 159. Joint resolution authorizing 
the President of the United States to pro- 
claim October 11 of each year General Pu- 
laski's Memorial Day for the observance and 
commemoration of the death of Brig. Gen. 
Casimir Pulaski; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

THE YOUTH OF GENERAL GREENE— 
ADDRESS BY SENATOR GREEN 


{Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Recorp an ad- 
dress entitled "The Youth of General Greene” 
delivered by Senator Green at Providence, 
R. I., August 7, 1942, on the occasion of the 
celebration of the two hundredth anniver- 
sary of the birth of General Greene, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

IMPORTANCE OF THE INTERIM ELEC- 

TION—EXCERPTS FROM ADDRESS BY 

SENATOR KILGORE 


[Mr. ROSIER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp excerpts from a 
radio address by Senator Kricore at Charles- 
ton, W. Va., on August 3, 1942, which appear 
in the Appendix.]} 

ADDRESS BY SENATOR HERRING AT 
IOWA STATE DEMOCRATIC CONVEN- 
TION, DES MOINES, IOWA 
(Mr. BARKLEY asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the Recorp an address 

delivered by Senator HerRrING at the Iowa 

State Democratic Convention, at Des Moines, 

Iowa, July 10, 1942, which appears in the 

Appendix | 
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INCREASED EFFECTIVENESS THROUGH 
LEGISLATION AND EXECUTIVE’ OR- 
DERS—ADDRESS BY SENATOR THOMAS 
OF UTAH 


[Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma asked and ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
an address entitled “Increased Effectiveness 
Through Legislation and Executive Orders” 
delivered by Senator Txomas of Utah before 
the Society for the Advancement of Man- 
agement’s conference on Better Management 
in Wartime Government, August 13, 1942, at 
Washington, D. C., which appears in the 
Appendix, ] 


PERFORMANCE OF AMERICAN FIGHTING 
PLANES IN ACTION—STATEMENT BY 
LT. GEN. HENRY H. ARNOLD 


[Mr. HAYDEN asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Record å statement 
to the press by Lt. Gen. Henry H, Arnold, 
commanding general, Army Air Forces, on 
August 15, 1942, relative to the performance 
of American fighting planes in action, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


BETTS AGAINST BRADY—EDITORIALS 
FROM ST. LOUIS POST-DISPATCH 

[Mr. NORRIS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp two editorials 
from the St. Louis Post-Dispatch of June 16, 
1942, and August 10, 1942, regarding the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court in the case of 
Betts v. Brady which appear in the Appendix. | 


SENATOR GUFFEY—ARTICLE FROM THE 
SCRANTON (FA.) TIMES 

{Mr. GREEN asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an article by 
Harold W. Ward, published in the Scranton 
(Pa.) Times of July 11, 1942, dealing with 
Senator Gurrey, of Pennsylvania, which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 


INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL AND SYNTHETIC 
RUBBER—STATEMENT BY DR. EARL N. 
BRESSMAN 


[Mr. HERRING asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp a statement by 


Dr. Earl N. Bressman, Director, Agricultural” 


Divisicn, Office of the Coordinator of Inter- 
American Affairs, before a subcommittee of 
the Senate Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry investigating industrial alcohol and 
synthetic rubber, on June 5, 1942, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


TRIBUTE TO ELMER J. HOLLAND BY THE 
NEW YORK POST 


[Mr. GUFFEY asked and o>tained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from 
the New York Post of August 15, 1942, en- 
titled “Five Star Congressman,” which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 


ATTEMPTED PURGE OF ISOLATIONISTS 


{Mr. DANAHER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp editorials 
published in the Hartford (Conn.) Courant 
and The Day, of New London, Conn., dealing 
with attempted purge of isolationists, which 
appear in the Appendix.] 


BRYANT COLLEGE COMMENCEMENT AD- 
DRESS BY HON. FRANCIS B. SAYRE 


{Mr. GREEN asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp the commence- 
ment address delivered at Bryant College, 
Providence, R. I., August 7, 1942, by the Hon- 
orable Prancis B. Sayre, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


WHAT'S WRONG WITH POLITICS—EDI- 
TORIAL BY FRANK C. WALDROP 
{Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from 
the Washington Times-Herald of August 14, 
1942, entitled “What’s Wrong With Politics?” 
which appears in the Appendix.] 
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THE COMING ELECTION IN ILLINOIS—EDI- 
TORIAL FROM THE CHICAGO SUN 
[Mr. LUCAS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Appendix an editorial 
entitled “Mr. Kelly Clears the Air,” published 
in the Chicago (Ill.) Sun of August 14, 1942, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


ATTACKS ON MEMBERS OF CONGRESS— 
FREEDOM OF THE PRESS—THE CHICA- 
GO TRIBUNE 


Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, with the 
permission of my colleagues, I asl leave 
to extend to the Chicago Tribune an op- 
portunity to apologize to its subscribers 
and to its public for an editorial recently 
published entitled “Anything for Votes.” 
Starting with the sum total of nothing, 
the editorial continued until it reached 
subzero in incorrect information. The 
mastermind writing the editorial at- 
tempted to accuse the New Deal of “play- 
ing politics with human need” in the bill 
making payment of subsistence allow- 
ances to dependents of servicemer. 

This supercilious effort of journalism, 
were it characteristic of the fourth es- 
tate, as. definitely it is not, would estab- 
lish a vanishing point in sane thinking. 

The editorial attempted to indict the 
New Deal for enacting legislation pro- 
viding political advantage to the admin- 
istration in a national matter. The Trib- 
une was attempting to charge the ad- 
ministration with the prostitution of 
public prestige in the enaciment of a 
public policy. 

It places a stigma upon the cditorial 
policy of that paper, and besmirches its 
fourth estate heritage. 

The editorial attempts a pinnacle of 
pernicious, political propaganda wiich 
would be envied by a Goebbels, and 
which, in my estimation, reaches a new 
low in intellectual impoverishment. To 
seriously accuse the administration of 
such low political propaganda destroys 
the last vestige of sincerity and integrity 
and a pretense of correct reporting. 

The very able and brilliant senior Sen- 
ator from Utah IMr. Tomas], has emas- 
culated the alleged arguments or state- 
ments of the Tribune in a letter written 
to the editor of that journal, so exalted 
in its own estimation. 

In my humble opinion, the Tribune 
should write an editorial confessing er- 
ror, and apologize for this attempt to 
undermine or castigate Congress and the 
administration. 

I ask that the editorial to which I have 
been referring be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there ob- 
jection? 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

ANYTHING FOR VOTES 

Senator VANDENBERG is demanding repeal 
of a provision carefully tucked away in the 
soldiers’ family allowance bill which holds up 
payment of subsistence allowances to de=- 
pendents of service men until November 1— 
2 days before the general election. At that 
time subsistence payments which will have 
been accumulating for 5 months since the 
passage of the bill are to be released in a lump 
to all eligible dependents. 

This is one of the rawest examples of play- 
ing politics with human need that even the 


New Deal has fathered. Numerous specious 
excuses have been made for the insertion of 
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the provision. One was that the services re- 
quire time to investigate the validity of the 
claimants, although no investigation is re- 
quired in assignments to wives and children, 
who will be the majority of those eligible. 
Another excuse was that it would take time 
to establish bockkeeping methods and a sys- 
tem of records, but no explanation was of- 
fered why the checks could not be issued 
progressively as cases were verified and en- 
tered on the rolls. 

The simple fact is that the New Deal ma- 
jority in Congress wrote in the November 1 
payment provision in order to send millicns 
of voters to the polis in a. grateful frame of 
mind, thinking of the beéneficence of their 
representatives in Washington. It is sig- 
nificant that during all the discussion of the 
bill only Representative Rorsion of Ken- 
tucky, a Republican, challenged the provi- 
sion and that now Senator VANDENEERC, an- 
other Republican should seek to repeal it. 
The Senator states that he did not know the 
provision was in the law until Just now. The 
new dealers knew it was there, alright. They 
put it there. 


Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, the edi- 
torial attack by the Tribune is unsub- 
stantiated by fact, uncalled for, and un- 
worthy. Coupled with others of its like 
from the isolationist press it justifies the 
deep resentment held by the American 
people against such editorial opinions 
directed at the Congress. I now wish to 
read the letter written to the editor of 
the Chicago Tribune by the senior Sena- 


tor from Utah [Mr. Tuomas]. It is as 
follows: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
August 14, 1942. 
The EDITOR, 


The Chicago Tribune, Chicago, Ill. 

My Dear Sim: Restraint is necessary in re- 
plying to the editorial appearing recently in 
the Chicago Tribune entitled “Anything for 
Votes.” This had reference to the soldiers’ 
family allowance bill which makes payment 
of subsistence allowances to dependents of 
servicemen. 

Through no connivance of the Congress, 
the fact that these payments were to fall due 
on November 1, a day before election, per- 
mitted the Tribune in a moment of extreme 
partisan politics to state in an editorial under 
the title “Anything for Votes” that “this is 
one of the rawest examples of playing politics 
with human need that even the New Deal 
has followed.” 

Though it is generally agreed that politics 
has been adjourned and that the common 
enemr is Germany, Italy, and Japan, the Trib- 
une in this editorial is attempting to arouse 
public indignation purely from a political 
standpoint over a condition which does not 
exist, 

The discussion in the Senate on July 30, 
1942, and August 10, 1942, participated in by 
Senators ARTHUR VANDENBERG, of Michigan; 
Eteret D. Tuomas, of Utah; BENNETT C. 
Cark, of Missouri; Scorr W. Lucas, of Illi- 
nois, and others clearly shows that the date 
“November 1" was placed in the bill at the 
request of the War Department and no pi- 
litical significance can be attached to that 
date. In the letter of the Secretary of War, 
Stimson, dated August 7, 1942, to the Senate 
Committee on Military Affairs: 

“The War Department is in favor of com- 
mencing payment of family allowances at the 
earliest practicable date, but the Department 
is firmly of the opinion that November 1, 1942, 
is the earliest practicable date upon which 
payments can reasonably commence.” 

Quoting from page 6793 of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL Recorp of August 10, 1942, Senator 
VANDENBERG in the discussion on this subject 
said: 

“From the record and from the hearings it 
is perfectly clear that Congress had nothing 
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whatever to do with the selection of the No- 
vember 1 date except to register it after the 
War Department had said, “That is the earliest 
date on which we can pay.’ Congress had 
just one purpose, and that was to start the 
payment of the dependence claims as soon as 
Possible. The War Department said ‘No- 
vember 1 is as soon as possible.’ Congress 
put that date in the bill.” 

Senator VANDENBERG, who was the first to 
call attention to the date of payment of these 
alowances, has through public statement ap- 
pearing in the ConcressionaL Recorp of Au- 
gust 10, very vigorously and definitely con- 
troverted the inaccurate and unjustifiable 
Tribune editorial by stating that the date of 
November 1 is “Merely coincidental with re- 
spect to the election date—and I assert that 
it is my belief that it is wholly and purely 
coincidental, because I cannot quite con- 
ceive of the War Department's playing politics 
with the bill.” Further, on the same occa- 
sion, the Senator says, “From the record as 
disclosed in the hearings I think it is per- 
fectly clear that there was nothing politically 
sinister about the mere cointidence that the 
payment date determined upon happened to 
be the day before election.” 

The War Department in a letter of ex- 
planation has stated that they set Novem- 
ber 1 as a date on which they would be pre- 
pared to issue the checks to these depend- 
ents. If subsequent legislation moves this 
date forward, it would be that the War De- 
partment has found that they could expedite 
this most essential activity. 

With these statements from Senator Van- 
DENBERG, a Republican, whose observations 
are wholesome and honest, and the War De- 
partment, it must be clearly shown to an 
unprejudiced mind that the Tribune is 
thoroughly unjustified in its editorial “Any- 
thing for Votes.” It is attributing to the 
administration an ulterior motive not even 
partially substantiated by the Recorp. That 
the Tribune should state in its editorial that 
the new dealers selected the date for the 
purpose of influencing votes, is unwarranted, 
inaccurate, and wholly defenseless. If the 
Tribune is true to its subscribers and to its 
public, it will fairly and squarely meet the 
issue and state very definitely that it was 
mistaken in its assumption and that it re- 
tracts the implication of subterfuge implied 
by its editorial that the New Deal would play 
politics with human need or sell public in- 
terest for political gain. 

I hope that the Tribune, in fairness to it- 
self, in justice to its public, and in honesty 
to the administration will not only publish 
this letter but will editorially retract its for- 
mer utterance that the New Deal would sub- 
sidize itself or do “Anything for Votes.” 

Sincerely yours, 
ELBERT D. THOMAS, 
United States Senator from Utah. 


I also wish to have printed in the Rec- 
oRrD an editorial from the Philadelphia 
Record of August 13 entitled “When You 
Smear Congress You Smear Democracy.” 
I hope every Member of the Senate will 
read the editorial from which I read the 
two concluding paragraphs: 


Yes, we've criticized Congress at times on 
Specific points. But on the whole it’s the 
greatest lawmaking body in the world and 
it’s the very heart of our democracy. For 
Congress is the composite of American citi- 
zenry. We make it what it is. 

To snipe at Congress as an institution is 
te take a potshot at our form of government. 
‘Those who want that system to perish do not 
belong in America. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania? 

There being no objection, the editorial 


was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
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WHEN YOU SMEAR CONGRESS YOU SMEAR 
DEMOCRACY 

A despicable ana unwarranted attempt has 
been made to smear Congress for setting 
November 1 as the pay date for allotments to 
service men’s dependents. 

Passage of the dependency allotment law 
was one of the best jobs performed by the 
present session of Congress. Under it the 
Government more than matches deductions 
from a soldier’s or sailor’s pay for his family. 

The only reason payments were deferred to 
November 1 was because the Navy and War 
Departments requested it. Their request was 
based strictly on the vast amount of investi- 
gation and accounting involved in applying 
this utterly new system to a force approach- 
ing 6,000,000 men. 

Both Republicans and Democrats in Con- 
gress agreed to the November 1 request. 

Now they are being accused by certain ob- 
structionist newspapers and columnists of 
playing politics in setting that date, so that 
the allotment checks would go into the mail 
just on the eye of the November congres- 
sional elections. 

Such accusations are as stupid as they are 
false. 

Had Congress wished to play politics, it 
would have broken a leg to have the checks 
mailed out way ahead of election time—so 
that such beneficence could have been capi- 
talized in the election campaigns. 

But this is not the first time Congress has 
been smeared by antiadministration news- 
papers that still carry the isolation heat under 
their collars. 

Of course Congress has made mistakes. 

But for all its mistakes, it has also done 
some remarkably fine jobs. ‘Its investigat- 
ing committees have exposed racketeering in 
arms contracts, unwarranted profits, labor 
abuses, and other practices counter to the 
Nation’s war effort. Inquiries into rubber 
and foreign patent cartels are two more out- 
standing examples. 

Yes, we've criticized Congress at times on 
specific points. But on the whole it’s the 
greatest lawmaking body in the world and 
it’s the very heart of our democracy. For 
Congress is the composite of American citi- 
zenry. We make it what it is. 

To snipe at Congress as an institution is to 
take a potshot at our form of government. 
Those who want that system to perish do not 
belong in America. 


SENATOR NORRIS OF NEBRASKA 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, the able, 
distinguished, and eminent senior Sen- 
ator from Nebraska (Mr. Norris] will 
soon complete 30 years of service as a 
Member of the United States Senate. 
His achievements over this long period 
of time in the field of sound progressive 
legislation are known by every student 
of government in the Nation. 

The question which concerns the 
people of Nebraska, as well as the people 
of the Nation, is whether or not this elder 
statesman will become a candidate to 
succeed himself at the general election 
in November next. As one who is serv- 
ing his first term in the United States 
Senate, it would be presumptuous upon 
the part of the Senator from Illinois to 
suggest a decision which should be made 
by this grand old man. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, his friends in Congress, as well as 
millions of other people in this country, 
hope that Senator Grorce Norris, re- 
gardless of his age, will soon announce 
that he is a candidate for reelection. 

Everyone knows that our Nation is im- 
periled. We need the eyes of vision, the 
voice of experience, and a flow of reason 
to help guide our legislative activities 
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during the next 6 years to come, Oliver 
Goldsmith once said: z 


I love everything that’s old: old friends, 
old times, old manners, old books, old wine, 


Another great writer said that— 
Age is not all decay; it is the ripening, the 


swelling, of the fresh life within, that withers 
and bursts the husks. 


Mr. President, there will be many husks 
to burst during the next 6 years, which 
will decide what course this Nation is to 
carve out for future generations to come. 

Mr. President, in the Chicago Sun on 
Saturday last appeared an editorial about 
our distinguished colleague. It is entitled 
“The Grand Old Man.” I ask unanimous 
consent that it be inserted in the RECORD 
at this point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

[From the Chicago Sun of August 15, 1942] 
GRAND OLD MAN 

With the reactionary Representative Harry 
B. Corrse defeated for the Democratic United 
States senatorial nomination in Nebraska, 
Grorce W. Norris is pleading his 81 years as 
a reason why he should not be a candidate to 
succeed himself in November, 

After 30 years’ service the Senate’s grand 
old man has earned a rest, He wanted to take 
it 6 years ago, but was not allowed to do so. 
Can we allow it now? 

Giuseppe Verdi was 74 when he composed 
Otello, he was 80 when he wrote Falstaff, 85 
when he created Ave Maria, Te Deum, end 
Stabat Mater. Immanuel Kant was 74 when 
he wrote Strife of the Faculties and his mas- 
terpiece, Metaphysics of Ethics. Alfred Lord 
Tennyson wrote Crossing the Bar at 83 and 
Titian painted Battle of Lepanto at 98. 

When he reached 70 Henry Wadsworth 
Lorgfellow composed Morituri Salutamus, 
which contained the following: 

“Cato learned Greek at 80; Sophocles 

Wrote his grand Oedipus and Simonides 

Bore off the prize of verse from his composers, 

When each had numbered more than four- 
score years, 

And Theophratus, at fourscore and 10, 

Had but begun his Characters of Men. 

Chaucer, at Woodstock with the nightingales, 

At 60 wrote the Canterbury Tales; 

Goethe at Weimar, toiling to the last, 

Completed Faust when 80 years were past. 

These are indeed exceptions; but they show 

How far the gulf stream of our youth may 


flow 
Into the arctic regions of our lives.” 

Senator Norris is an exception, too. We 
would be surer of victory in war and peace if 
all of us were as young—as nearly abreast the 
times—as he. 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT TO 
THURSDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate concludes its business for today it 
sang in adjournment until Thursday 


o VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

EXTRATERRITORIALITY IN CHINA 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
on the 29th of this month it will be 
100 years since the unjust treaty, after 
the Opium War in China, was imposed 
upon the Chinese Government. With 
that imposition came to the Far East a 
practice which had grown up in the 
Near East known as extraterritoriality. 
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In 1844, 2 years after that, the United 
States negotiated a treaty with China 
known today as the Caleb Cushing 
treaty, and in that treaty the United 
States obtained the same rights which 
England had gained in China as the re- 
sult of war. 

For 100 years China has not been in a 
Position to invoke her own law against 
the foreigners who live in her midst. In 
those 100 years a great number of 
changes have taken place. Persons who 
have been students of affairs in the Far 
East generally realize that the treaty giv- 
ing extraterritorial rights in China is one 
respecting which the United States 
should hang its head, because it has not 
done anything to rectify that inequality, 
We have always said we are ready to ne- 
gotiate, and that some day we will nego- 
tiate, and the last promise made to China 
was that when peace is restored, through 
the process of negotiation these unequal 
rights will be rectified, and the extrater- 
ritorial privileges be withdrawn. 

Our Government, through its consti- 
tuted representative, and the British 
Government, have said as much. That 
promise must be kept. But what will we 
have to negotiate when peace is restored, 
after the experiences China has been 
through in the last few years? 

In 1934, after Japan’s dastardly attack 
upon Chapei in China, at a time when 
China needed some kind of encourage- 
ment, I introduced in the Senate of the 
United States a very mild bill which 
simply called for the use of Chinese law 
in the United States Court of China. 
That sounds like it might be a rather 
harsh and rather out of the ordinary bill, 
but it is an extremely ordinary bill. be- 
cause all the law dealing with real prop- 
erty had to be Chinese law, for the law of 
real property could not be transmitted 
from the United States to China. At that 
time the Government of the Unit~u States 
felt we should do nothing, and no action 
was taken. The State Department made 
an adverse report on the bill. But the 
promise was made then that by the proc- 
ess of negotiation and adjustment these 
unequal rights would be rectified. 

In the history of getting rid of extra- 
territorial rights, the West has an un- 
enviable position. It was assumed that 
we were going to give up capitulations, 
which was the name extraterritorial 
rights in Turkey was given. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wonder if the Senator 
from Utah has the report måde by the 
Secretary of State on his bill, and if he 
has it, will he incorporate it in the RECORD 
as a part of his remarks? I think it 
would be interesting if we could see what 
objections the Secretary of State had in 
opposing the kind of measure the Sen- 
ator has mentioned. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I imagine the 
report is in the files of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, and if I can obtain it 
I will be glad to insert it in the RECORD. 
I remember this much about the report. 
The State Department feit that it was 
making progress in regard to negotiations 
over Chinese affairs, and because of the 
very complex situation we should be sat- 
isfied with that progress, 
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Mr. President, what I want to avoid is 
this. We made promises to Turkey, and 
we were going to withdraw capitulation 
rights in Turkey, but it took a revolution 
to accomplish it, The Turks drove us out. 

The strength of Japan was asserted in 
her country, and we withdrew from 
Japan. 

It seems to me that with the coming 
of the United States—and if I may speak 
of the “constitution” of the United Na- 
tions—there is coming a new order in 
the world, if the United Nations mean 
anything. Surely India and China, who 
are fighting as Allies, and who were par- 
ties to the United Nations agreement, 
have gained the same type of status 
which the Dominions in Great Britain 
gained when those Dominions were given 
representation in the League of Nations, 
or the status which they gained by con- 
stitutional act when the statute of West- 
minster was put in force after the last 
war. 

I cannot conceive how India can be an 
ally in all the word means and yet be 
kept in her present position of inequality. 
I cannot conceive why we should wait 
until peace comes to negotiate an extra- 
territorial agreement with China, when 
the Japanese have rushed us, and the 
Chinese with us, as well as the British, 
and practically all the extraterritorial 
law, out of China at the present time. Of 
course, if the Axis Powers are successful 
in this war, we will have no rights in 
China because we will have been deprived 
of them by an enemy, and they will have 
come to an end by enemy action. 

They have definitely come to an end 
today as a result of war. Of course, at 
the present time, China has greater wor- 
ries than the one over extraterritoriality 
and therefore she is not pressing any 
point now, but that should not prevent 
us from doing a proper thing. 

Mr. President, I do not want to discuss 
all the angles in connection with extra- 
territorial rights in the Far East and 
capitulations in the Near East, or the 
history, but I do want to present this 
simple idea, and it seems to me a most 
timely one. Certainly as a war measure, 
the United States and Great Britain 
should say to China that they renounce 
their extraterritorial rights. By so doing 
China will stand in her full dignity as an 
independent nation in the sisterhood of 
the United Nations. I know of no better 
time to do that than on August 29, 1942, 
100 years after the imposition of the 
Opium War Treaty. 

As for India, there is but one question, 
and that is whether India shall work out 
her troublesome internal problem by 
herself because she has been promised 
freedom after the war, or whether she 
shall work it out in cooperation with the 
country which has been her exploiter. 
One of the two things must be done. 
Judging from the history of revolutions, 
judging from the success of the home- 
rule movement in India in the last 25 
years, we know that ultimately nothing 
can put off the independence of India. 
It seems to me, Mr. President, that it is 
time for the United Nations, who say 
that they are fighting for the right, to 
settle some of these international or 
inter-United Nations questions on the 
basis of ethics and moral right, 
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When laws and treaties are hanging by 
threads, morals furnish a wise base for 
action. Action on the basis of morals 
only probably would be revolutionary in 
international relations; but certainly at 
this time, at the culmination of a World 
War which has come into existence after 
twenty-odd years of the three greatest 
social, political, and economic revolutions 
the world has ever known, no one can call 
a man radical if he suggests that a sister 
nation fighting shoulder to shoulder with 
his be treated on the basis of the funda- 
mentals of morality. The United Nations 
ean bring about a united world of peace 
pes Bh on that basis after the war has 
ended. 


ORDER DISPENSING WITH CALL OF THE 
CALENDAR 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning bus- 
iness is concluded. The calendar, under 
rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the call of the calendar be 
dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I wonder whether the Senator from Ken- 
tucky would object to a request to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of one bill 
on the calendar, a bill whose passage is 
most necessary. It is Calendar No. 1629, 
Senate bill 2686. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri will state it. 

Mr. CLARE of Missouri. Would com- 
pliance with the request of the Senator 
from Utah displace the unfinished busi- 
ness? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfin- 
ished business will automatically o> in 
order at 2 o’clock, but not before. ` 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri So compli- 
ance with the request of the Senator 
from Utah would not displace the un- 
finished business; is that correct? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; it would 
not displace it. 

Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Utah? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I know 
nothing about the bill except that, like 
others, it is on the calendar and, so far 
as I know, should take its place as the 
others must, with the knowledge that 
some day we shall reach the bills on the 
calendar. In the absence of an explana- 
tion taking the bill out of the category 
of other bills which are on the calendar, 
I shall object, of course. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
if we are assured that the calendar will 
soon be called, I shall have no objection 
to having the bill go over. 

Mr. McNARY. It is not at all a ques- 
tion of having objection. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I withdraw 
the words “I shall have no objection.” I 
happen to come from a section of the 
country where sometimes we do not talk 
in parliamentary language. However, let 
me say that there happens to be on the 
calendar a bill whose prompt considera- 
tion is highly desirable. We thought that 
last Friday would be a calendar day, but 
the Senator from Kentucky made the 
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usual motion and the calling of the cal- 
endar was dispensed with. 

It seemed to me that since the war is 
on, and since there is a real need for the 
passage of the bill. it would not be very 
much out of order to ask for its present 
consideration. However, if there is to be 
a calendar day in the near future, I have 
no objection to having the bill go over. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Presideni, in that 
connection let me state that it had been 
my purpose to move that the calendar 
be called today. There are only a few 
bills on the calendar, and almost half of 
them are bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, in charge of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WatsH], who has been called from the 
city. Also, in view of the fact that the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN] 
desires that following the disposition of 
the hed business the Senate take 
up the soldiers’ voting bill, it seemed to 
me wise not to begin the calling of the 
calendar now. Let me say that I antici- 
pate that within the next 2 or 3 days 
there will be a call of the calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS əf Utah. Mr. President, 
I have accomplished my purpose. 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FOW ES SERVING IN THE 
UNITED STATES 


Mr GREEN. Mr. President, with the 
kind consent of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK], I should like to sub- 
mit a report on the so-called soldiers’ 
voting bill. From the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections I report with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 7416) to 
provide for a method of voting, in time 
of war, by members of the land and naval 
forces absent from the place of their resi- 
dence and serving within the continental 
United States, and I submit a report (No. 
1581) thereon. We recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill as amended by the com- 
mittee, and ask for its consideration at 
the present time 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Clerk 
will read the bill by title for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 7416, An act to provide for a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members of the 
land and naval forces absent from the place 
of their residence and serving within the 
continental United States. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the immediate consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, the able 
Senator from Rhode Island spoke to me 
about the bill this morning It is a 
House bill, necessarily considered first by 
the House, and passed by the House. It 
is important legislation. I think it is 
quite proper that the Senate proceed 
with its consideration. Personally, I 
make no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of the 
bill? The Chair hears none. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7416) 
to provide for a method of voting, in 
time of war, by members of the land and 
naval forces absent from the place of 
their residence and serving within the 
continental United States, which had 
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been reported from the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections with amend- 
ments, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will proceed to state the amendments of 
the committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, in line 
5, it is proposed to strike out the words 
“elections (including requirements as to 
registration)” and insert “elections, in- 
cluding requirements as to registration 
but exciuding requirements as to pay- 
ment of poll tax.’ 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, it 
is rather impossible to understand the 
purport of the amendments unless the 
able Senator from Rhode Island will 
state generally what is contemplated by 
the proposed legisiation. 

Mr, GREEN. I shall be glad to do so. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Before the Senator 
undertakes the explanation in response 
to the request of the Senator from Michi- 
gan, I should like to propound a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. 

Mr. DANAHER. Will the calendar 
number of the bill under consideration 
be stated for our information? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has 
just been reported from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DANAHER. Is a copy of the bill 
available so that we may examine it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill as 
reported contains so many amendments 
that the copy which is extant is more or 
less out of date. 

Mr. DANAHER. I do not want to seem 
technical about a matter of this char- 
acter; but if the Senator from Rhode 
Island will yield further-—— 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator. 
Let me say that if we are to be called 
upon to pass upon amendments which 
are not even printed, to a bill which is 
not even on the calendar, if does seem to 
me that we might properly go one step 
further and ask ourselves how the Con- 
gress is assuming over the States the 
power to do things that the States them- 
selves hitherto have not done in many 
an instance. Thoughts of such a char- 
acter are going through my mind, Mr. 
President; and therefore I shall await 
with great interest the explanation of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I have an 
extra copy of the committee print with 
the amendments which are now recom- 
mended, and I shall be glad to present it 
to the Senator from Connecticut for his 
immediate examination, It is very desir- 
able that there be no further delay in the 
passage of the bill. 

There are millions of men in the serv- 
ice, and there will be millions more who, 
because of the action of the Federal Goy- 
ernment, have been prevented from reg- 
istering as voters in their respective 
States, and so will be deprived of the 
privilege of voting. One of the essential 
objects of this war is to defend and pre- 
serve the democratic processes. If we 
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Army and Navy of the right to vote, when 
we can give them that right, it seems to 
me that we shall be doing an injustice. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield there? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. In connection with the 
last sentence of the Senator’s remarks, 
the point arises in my mind that, by 
act of Congress, these men have been de- 
prived of a right, although Congress could 
give them that right. 

Mr. GREEN. I ask the Senator to ex- 
cuse me; I might correct that. I did not 


state “deprived by an act of Congress.” 


On the contrary, they are deprived by 
the nonaction of Congress. 

Mr. NORRIS. Very well. It makes 
no difference whether it be by nonaction 
or by action. 

Let me ask whether any consideration 
has been given by the committee in pre- 
paring the report, or by the Senator, to 
the constitutional question which seems 
to me to be involved in connection with 
the bill. 

Mr. GREEN. Very serious considera- 
tion has been given to it, and the legal 
authorities which bear on it have been 
very carefully digested. Identical bills 
were introduced by Representative Ram- 
say, of West Virginia, in the House, and 
by myself in the Senate, practically at 
the same time, with the idea that which- 
ever bill should pass first would be the 
basis of the legislation. 

Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield there? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In connection with 
the question asked by the Senator from 
Nebraska, which. did not contemplate, it 
may be, a differentiation between the 
States that permit absentee voting and 
the States that do not permit absentee 
voting, let me say that some years ago 
the State from which I come passed a 
ani absent citizens to vote by 


They exercised that right until the 
supreme court of our State passed upon 
it and held the Siate law to be unconsti- 
tutional on the ground that the constitu- 
tion of Kentucky requires the personal 
presence of the voter and his personal 
delivery of the ballot to the election offi- 
cers or his personal depositing of it in the 
ballot box. I have very grave doubt 
whether Congress can pass a law amend- 
ing the constitution of any State that 
does not permit absentee voting, even 
though that voting be limited to the elec- 
tion of Representatives and Senators in 
Congress and to the election of Presiden- 
tial electors; because if we could do that 
with respect to soldiers who are absent, 
it is conceivable that we might pass a law 
relating to other absentee voters. 

I am not raising the question for the 
purpose of objecting to the bill, because 
I am in favor of the bill. I am for the 
principle involved. However, I should 
not want the bill to pass without calling 
attention to the possibility that in States 
which have not permitted absentee vot- 
ing, especially in States where the high- 
est court in the State has passed, upon 
the validity of such effort, it seems to me 
we may raise a serious question by at- 
tempting, through congressional action, 
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to amend the constitutional provisions 
of a State on the ground that the absen- 
tee voter isin the Army. It is conceiva- 
ble that if a question were raised con- 
cerning the right of the men to vote 
under State laws it might involve the 
election of the Members of the House 
and Senate. It is possible to conceive 
of a situation where an election might 
be so close that the ballots of the sol- 
diers in the Army throughout the world 
might determine that matter. That 
would naturally raise the question of 
whether they had the right to vote in 
States like mine, for instance, where 
neither the laws nor the constitution 
permit it. 

I simply desire to call attention to the 
situation so that we shall not pass this 
bill with the understanding that if the 
measure is adopted it will apply to all the 
States in the Union which have not pro- 
vided for absentee voting. 

The Senator referred to the fact that 
the bill provides for a method of regis- 
tration. Of course, it is one thing to 
register as a qualification for voting, and 
it is another thing to vote after having 
registered. Many soldiers in the Army 
have now registered. For instance, in 
the State from which I come they have 
complied with all the laws and regula- 
tions of the State which would entitle 
them to vote if they were at home. How- 
ever, even though they were legally 
registered at home before their depar- 
ture—and under our law they have to 
register only once during their lifetime, 
unless they move into another precinct 
and change their voting place—under 
the laws of my State there is.a great 
question in my mind whether we could 
pass a law permitting them to vote. The 
highest court of our State, and probably 
of other States, as well, has held they 
could not vote by absentee ballot. 

Mr. GREEN. I will proceed to answer 
the question propounded by the Senator 
from Nebraska, and will then consider 
the point raised by the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

As-I said, identical bills were intro- 
duced in the House and in the Senate. 
Fortunately, the one introduced in the 
House was not promptly passed. 

Debate was had upon the bill. The 
Representative from West Virginia [Mr. 
Ramsay] prepared a brief on the subject 
of the constitutional questions involved, 
which has been printed in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. 

Fundamentally, the question comes 
back to the debates which were held on 
the original question of constitutionality. 
In. connection with the adoption of the 
Constitution Alexander Hamilton, in the 
Federalist, wrote as follows: 

It will not be alleged that an election law 
could have been framed and inserted in the 
Constitution which would haye been always 
applicable to every probable change in the 
situation of the country, and it will there- 
fore not be denied that a discretionary power 
ever elections ought to exist somewhere. It 
will I presume be as readily conceded that 
there were only three ways in which this 
power could have been reasorably modified 
and disposed—that it must either haye been 
lodged wholly in the national legislature or 
wholly in the State legislatures or primarily 


LXXXVIII——432 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


in the latter and ultimately in the former. 
The last mode has with reason been preferred 
by the convention. They have submitted the 
regulation of elections for the Federal Gov- 
ernment in the first instance to the local ad- 
ministrations which in ordinary cases and 
when no improper views prevail may be both 
more convenient and more satisfactory, but 
they have reserved to the national authority 
a right to interpose whenever extraordinary 
circumstances might render interposition 
necessary to its safety. 


Those were the words of Alexander 
Hamilton. Since then the courts have 
borne them out. 

The provision referred to in the Con- 
stitution is in article I, section 4, which 
provides as follows: 

The times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators and Representatives, 
shall be prescribed in each State by the 
legislature thereof; but the Congress may at 
any time by law make or alter such regula- 
tions, except as to the place of choosing 
Senators. 


As a matter of fact, the legislatures of 
various States have passed laws relating 
to the subject now before us for discus- 
sion. Some of them have incorporated 
provisions in their constitutions, but I 
do not think anyone here will contend 
that either the law or the constitution 
of any State takes precedence over the 
Constitution of the United States, and 
when it provides explicitly that, in the 
matter of Federal elections, the Con- 
gress may at any time by law make or 
alter “such regulations,” the authority is 
present, and the emergency to which 
Hamilton directly referred exists today. 
Even if some Senator should argue that 
in ordinary times it would not be ad- 
visable, or even if one should argue that it 
is not possible to pass this measure, the 
emergency now confronting us is the 
one to which Hamilton referred and to 
which the words of article I, section 4 of 
the Constitution apply. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mur- 
RAY in the chair). Does the Senator from 
Rhode Island yield to the Senator from 
Nebraska? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the bill before us 
provide for the election of any officials 
other than Members of Congress? 

Mr. GREEN. It provides for the elec- 
tion of President and Vice President of 
the United States, Senators, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. In other words, 
it is limited entirely to Federal officials. 
I do not contend, and I do not think 
Alexander Hamilton contended, that the 
provision to which I have referred ap- 
Plies to State officials, It is merely Fed- 
eral officials we are considering. It is in 
harmony with the whole theory of our 
Constitution. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator yield 
for another question? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. In States which have 
made provision by law for voting by 
absentees, particularly by soldiers who 
are now absent from their homes—and 
that applies, of course, to State as well 
as Federal officials—would the proposed 
bill, if passed, make it necessary to hold 
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ply with the State law and one to comply 
with the Federal law? 

Mr. GREEN. It would not be necessary 
to hold two elections, but it would be 
necessary to have two ballots. 

Mr. NORRIS. Two ballots? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes; one for the Federal 
Officials and one for the State officials. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the proposed law 
provide for two ballots? 

Mr. GREEN. I will summarize the 
provisions of the bill. In the first place, 
it provides that the men in the armed 
services in the continental United States 
complying with the machinery provided 
in the law shall have the right to vote 
in Federal elections. 

In the second place, it provides simple 
machinery for effectuating that purpose. 
The Secretary of War and the Secretary 
of the Navy shall furnish postal cards 
on which the men of the respective States 
may apply to their secretaries of state 
for ballots. The secretaries of state to 
whom the postal cards are sent shall 
then send to the men, who give their 
places of residence, ballots which they 
shall prepare, and on each of those bal- 
lots there shall be an affidavit regarding 
the age of the applicant, his place of 
residence, and so forth. After the bal- 
lot is sworn to before a commissioned 
officer it is returned to the secretary of 
state and is then counted with the re- 
maining votes which have been cast in 
the election. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Is provision made 
in the bill to comply with the provisions 
of the laws of the respective States, in 
that only those who are registered, 
eligible voters may be entitled to such a 
ballot? 

Mr. GREEN. That is the one provision 
of the State laws which is superseded by 
the measure under discussion. While the 
provision as to registration may be de- 
sirable, it is controversial and the com- 
mittee decided it would omit all such con- 
troversial questions. If we desire to act 
at all, this is the minimum that can be 
done. For instance, the argument was 
made that the poll tax should be waived. 
We said we desired to waive as few pro- 
visions of the various State laws as pos- 
sible. That may be, and in my opinion 


‘is, a worthy objective. However, there is 


a bill already pending before the Judi- 
ciary Committee of the Senate providing 
for the same thing, and it has been elimi- 
nated from the bill now under discussion, 
so it may be considered on its merits 
when the opportunity arrives for more 
extended debate. 

The argument has been made that the 
proposed measure should apply to pri- 
maries as well as to elections. However, 
that is also a controversial subject. 
Those matters were pending before the 
Judiciary Committee, and we decided to 
allow them to be considered on their 
merits and not encumber the bill with 
them. 

We have made the bill as simple as pos- 
sible and have made the machinery pro- 
vided by it as simple as possible, so that 
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the millions of men in the armed services 
may vote at the next election, as well as 
in the succeeding elections. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for one more question? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I am at a loss to 
know how a secretary of state will know 
whether an applicant for a ballot is eli- 
gible to vote within the State. 

Mr. GREEN. Information is available 
concerning the men in the service. How- 
ever, a man who desires to vote and ap- 
Plies for a ballot is required to give his 
name, address, ard legal residence. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Does he take an 
oath that he actually resides at a cer- 
tain place within a certain State? 

Mr. GREEN. After I introduced the 
bill we sent copies of it to the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy, 
and asked for any comments and sug- 
gestions they might wish to make. The 
Secretary of War wrote a long letter 
making various suggestions. There were 
suggested some eliminations, some 
changes, and some additions. The Sec- 
retary of the Navy concurred in the sug- 
gestions made by the Secretary of War, 
and I received a second letter from the 
Secretary of War. Those three letters 
are incorporated with the report..as ap- 
pendices. The writers thought they did 
not wish to have the responsibility of 
providing the forms. They stated it would 
be much better if they could be relieved 
of that responsiblity and if the forms 
themselves were provided in the law; and 
they are so provided. 

The form in which an absentee would 
apply for the ballot would be addressed 
to the secretary of state of whatever 
State he might be a resident, and it 
would read: 

Being on active duty in the armed forces 
of the United States and desiring to vote in 
the coming election, I hereby apply for an 
Official war ballot. 

My home-address is -....-.-.-.._..-_..... 

(number and street) 
in the city, town, or village of --...---.-__ ; 
dn the county of ..---------- , in the State 
I desire that the bal- 
lot be sent to me at the following address: 


That does not provide for the oath, 
but when the ballot is sent there is a pro- 
vision for the oath of the elector, and 
this is the oath: 

I do hereby swear (or affirm) that I am a 
. Citizen of the United States and am now 
of the age of at least 21 years, or will be on 


5 2 fe T EE (here insert the date of the 
election); that I will have been an inhabitant 
of the State of ------------ sit tated CoE SER 


years next preceding this election and for the 
HETEN months. preceding such election a 


_ Tesident of the county of -------.-- , residing 
at (street and number, if any) ~--..-.-.-.. 
-in the city (or town) of --.--------- ; that 


I am in the active military (or naval) service 
of the United States; and that I am a quali- 
fied voter under the law of the State of 
SS aaea aaa ; and that I have not received 
or offered, do not expect to receive, have not 
paid, offered or promised to pay, contributed, 
offered or promised to contribute to another, 
to be paid or used, any money or other valu- 
able thing as a compensation or reward for 
the giving or withholding of a vote at this 
election, and have not made any promise to 
influence the giving or withholding of any 
such vote; and that I have not made or be- 
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come directly or indirectly interested in any 
bet or wager depending upon the result of 
this election; and that I have not been con- 
victed of bribery or any infamous crime, or, 
if so convicted, that I have been pardoned or 
restored to all the rights of a citizen, without 
restriction as to the rights of suffrage. 


When he has filled that out the appli- 
cant signs the application, and the oath 
is to be administered before a commis- 
sioned officer and returned to the secre- 
tary of state, who will have the privilege 
of checking up in case there is any doubt 
as to the good faith of the voter. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. TI-yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The laws of the 
States, and in some cases the constitu- 
tions, require a certain length of resi- 
dence within the State before a man is 
entitled to vote. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In my Siate the re- 
quirement is a year’s residence within the 
State, 6 months within the county, and 
60 days within the precinct. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In other words, if 
any voter has moved out of one precinct 
into another, and has not resided in. the 
new precinct for 60 days, he is not en- 
titled to vote. Would the proposed law 
supersede those regulations in any way? 

Mr. GREEN. No; they would be left 
just as they are. That is why the blanks 
are left. 
long he-has lived in the various .places. 
It is all provided for in the blanks. 

Mr. GEORGE. Who is to be the judge 
of whether or not the statements made 
are true? 

Mr. GREEN. The secretary of state 
will either’ put the applicant: on the list 
or cut him off the list, as he would if he 
were a resident voter at home. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator mean 
the Secretary of State of the United 
States? 

Mr. GREEN. No; the secretaries of 
state of the respective States. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am a member of the 
committee, but I have not had oppor- 
tunity to attend the hearings on the bill. 
Does the bill prescribe the qualifications 
of the electors? 

Mr. GREEN. No; the qualifications 
are exactly those provided in the laws of 
the States, except that the proposed law 
would supersede any of the requirements 
for registration. I should add, further- 
more, that it would not take the place of 
the voting laws of the different States as 
to absentee voters. The soldier or sailor 
may, if he prefers, comply with the exist- 
ing-voting laws of the State, and use the 
absentee ballot that is provided by those 
laws. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the bill expressly 
say that the qualified electors of the sev- 
eral States shall have the qualifications 
prescribed by the laws of the States in 
which they live, with the exception of the 
registration requirements? 

Mr. GREEN. Not in just those words, 
but the very first words of section 1 of the 
proposed act read: 

In time of war, notwithstanding any pro- 
vision of State law relating to elections, in- 
cluding requirements as to registration, but 
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excluding requirements as to payment of 
poll tax— 


That was mentioned in order to calm 
the fears of some of those who thought 
that question might be raised— 
who is otherwise qualified to vote under the 
law of the State of his residence, shall be 
entitled, as provided in this act, to vote for 
electors of President and Vice President of 
the United States, United States Senators, 
and Representatives in Congress. 


So that it is limited to any provision in 
State law relating to registration. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Is there anything 
in the form the Senator read requiring 
applicants to disclose in what precinct 
they live? 

Mr. GREEN. The word “precinct” is 
not used. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Does the bill pro- 
vide that the soldier’s ballot must be re- 
turned and go into the ballot box before 
the ballot is closed under the State law? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes; it must be before 
the election.. I may say there was dis- ` 
cussion as to whether the date should be 
fixed after election day because.in some 
States the laws provide that. absentee bal- 
lots-‘may be returned at any time within 
2 weeks after the-election, but we de- 
cided that in order to simplify the pro- 
cedure, and to reduce the possibility of 
any opposition, it would be better to limit 
it to election day. i 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator 
yield further? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In practically all the 
States, if not in all, the election officers 
who are at the voting place on the day of 
election are authorized to pass upon the 
qualifications of voters who appear to 
vote, and if a voter appeared in person 
who was not qualified under the laws of 
the State the officers of the election at the 
time would have the right to refuse him 
the privilege of voting. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Suppose the Secre- 
tary of State, either of some State or of 
the United States, neither of whom can 
know anything about the registration of 
voters in the various precincts as they 
would be passed upon by the election 
officers while the election is in progress, 
should make a certificate that some voter 
was a legal voter, or suppose the voter 
himself, in filling out his blank, stated 
that he was a legal voter in a precinct, 
and a ballot were sent forward, and on 
the day of the election it turned out that 
he was not a legal voter in the precinct, 
what authority would the election officers 
then have? 

Mr, GREEN. They would have the 
same authority as in the case of the ab- 
sentee ballots which are provided for in 
many of the States now. The local offi- 
cers pass on the eligibility of voters, just 
as they do in the case of the resident 
voters. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Ido not wish to delay 
the Senator, but a moment ago he com- 
mented upon the provisions of the Con- 
stitution which fix the qualifications of 
voters in the elections of Members of 
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Congress. In article I, section 2, with 
which, of course, the Senator is familiar, 
it is provided: 

The House of Representatives shall be 
composed of Members chosen every second 
year by the people of the several States and 
the electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State legisla- 
ture. 


The same provision is in the seven- 
teenth amendment, with reference to 
United States Senators. 

Mr. GRIEN. Exactly. 

Mr. BARKLEY. What was the Sena- 
. tor’s comment upon that a moment ago? 
Did he take the position that Congress 
could modify that? 

Mr.GREEN. Idid not make any com- 
ment on that; I was commenting on sec- 
tion 4. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of which article? 

Mr. GREEN. Of the same article, 
article I. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That does not seem 
to me to be in conflict. Section 4 pro- 
vides that— 

The times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators and Representatives 
shall be prescribed in each State by the legis- 
lature thereof; but Congress may at any 
time by law make or alter such regulations. 


Does the Senator contend that that 
part of section 4 authorizes Congress to 
nullify the provisions of section 1? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not; I think the pro- 
visions are entirely consistent. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In other words, Con- 
gress may regulate the time and manner 
of holding elections, but that does not 
impinge upon the right of the people to 
regulate the qualifications of voters. 

Mr, LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN, I should like to answer 
the question just propounded, lest I be 
misunderstood. 

There is a fundamental distinction be- 
tween qualifications of voters and regu- 
lations for voting. It is not contended 
that the United States Constitution 
takes away from the States the right to 
determine the qualifications of voters. It 
merely gives the Federal Government the 
right to control the regulations for voting 
when it chooses to do so. 

The supreme court of the Senator’s 
own State has drawn the distinction. In 
the case of Meffert v. Brown (132 Ky. 
206), the court said: 

One may be a qualified voter without exer- 
cising the right to vote. Wa cab does 
not confer the right. 


The act of registering is only a step 
toward voting, and is not one of the ele- 
ments that makes a citizen a qualified 
voter. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But one cannot vote, 
under the law, unless he has complied 
with that regulation. 

Mr. GREEN. That may be; but that 
is the regulation. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the legislature of 
some State should say that persons are 
entitled to vote at the age of 19 instead 
of 21, would the Senator hold that to be a 
regulation, or a qualification? 

Mr. GREEN. If I were the Supreme 
Court, as I take for granted I am as- 
sumed to be for the moment—— 
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Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator has 
many qualifications for the position. 

Mr. GREEN. I should say that is some- 
thing with which the United States has 
nothing to do; it is for the State to 
decide. 

Mr. BARKLEY, That is not a mere 
regulation? 

Mr. GREEN. No. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Suppose, as is the 
case in most of the States, a State re- 
quired residence within the State for a 
definite period, say 1 year; would that 
be a qualification, or a mere regulation? 

Mr. GREEN. That is undoubtedly a 
qualification. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Suppose the State 
laws provided that anyone who had been 
convicted of a felony should be denied 
the right of suffrage. Would that be a 
regulation or a disqualification? 

Mr. GREEN. It would be a disquali- 
fication. But why pursue this inquiry, 
when the supreme court of the Sena- 
tor’s own State has drawn the distinc- 
tion? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand they 
have drawn the distinction, but, not- 
withstanding that, if one does not regis- 
ter, he does not vote. 

Mr. GREEN. They drew the distinc- 
tion as to registration. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It matters not what 
we call it, whether it is a regulation or 
a qualification, unless one is qualified 
by registering, he does not vote. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct, and we 
want to remove that prohibition, because 
otherwise some of the States will dis- 
qualify from voting all their citizens who 
are in the armed forces. Because of the 
war, they were taken away from civilian 
life and put into the Army and the Navy, 
and the States might say, “You cannot 
vote because you are in the Army or the 
Navy.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator must 
not conclude that my questions arise out 
of any opposition to the pending meas- 
ure. I intend to vote for the bill, but I 
do feel that we shotild have in mind 
what may happen in States which do not 
permit absentee voting, and where the 
supreme courts of the States, interpret- 
ing the Constitution, have passed upon 
the question. My purpose is to call at- 
tention to it now, rather than hold out 
the false hope that some one may vote 
who may not be able to vote. 

Mr. GREEN. Without going into the 
particulars, I may say that the great 
weight of authority is in favor of the 
distinction set forth by the founding 
fathers themselves, and that even if there 
were any question about it, as I stated 
before, in peacetime, there is certainly 
no question about it in time of emer- 
gency. The soldiers and sailors now in 
the service have a right to vote, and can 
vote, if we do not by our inaction prevent 
them from voting because the, are in the 
armed service of the United States. If 
we enact the bill, we will be doing what 
we can to remove such an injustice. I 
do not mean to say that the States in- 
tended it as an injustice, but they did 
not foresee the result, or provide for it. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Myr, GREEN, I yield. 
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Mr. DANAHER. In the copy of the 
bill which the Senator has so graciously 
loaned to me I find the following on 
page 5, section 4 (b): 

In addition, such ballots shall contain 
(1) the name and address of each nominated 
candidate for each office, the party or inde- 
pendent body nominating him, and a desig- 
nation of the political subdivision to be 
represented. 


What does the Senator mean by per- 
mitting soldiers who are absentees to 
vote for candidates whom some inde~ 
pendent body shall nominate? What 
does that mean? 

Mr. GREEN. The secretary of state 
provides that, not the voter. 

Mr. DANAHER. Oh, no; I am talk- 
ing about the language of the Senator’s 
bill. I want to know what he means by 
the language wherein he says that the 
ballots shall authorize the absentees to 
vote for the candidate of an “independent 
body” nominating him. What does that 
mean? 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, that 
means the secretary of state must put on 
the ballot the names of all those who are 
nominated in that election. 

Mr. DANAHER. What is the “inde- 
pendent body,” if it is not a political 
party subject to the rules governing the 
designation of candidates for office, and 
otherwise coming within the nominating 
provisions of State statutes? 

Mr. GREEN. Sometimes, under the 
laws of some States, persons are legally 
nominated for office who do not bear the 
designation of any so-called party. 

Mr. DANAHER. Then the Senator 
means that the term “independent body” 
is intended to apply to some nominating 
unit, whether it comes within the law of 
the State or not? 

Mr. GREEN. Under the laws of some 
States such names go on the ballot, and if 
they are on the State ballot for residents 
of a State to vote for, ought equally to be 
on the ballot for men to vote for who are 
in the armed service and absent from the 
States, just as they have the same right to 
vote for candidates for all the Federal 
offices that those who are living at home 
have the right to vote for, and only those. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr, President, will the 
Senator again yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Under the law in my 
State, for example, in order to qualify as 
an elector one must meet certain very 
strict requirements, and among them is 
the requirement that every person shall 
be able to read in the English language 
any article of the Constitution or any 
section of the statutes of the State before 
being admitted as an elector. Does the 
Senator understand that the Congress 
has power under the proposed legislation 
to say that some soldier who will be 21 
on September 15, who has never qualified 
under the laws of the State of Connecti- 
cut, and in accordance with its constitu- 
tion, may nonetheless be permitted to 
vote under the absentee section? 

Mr. GREEN. No; I do not; and I have 
said so, I think, several times. May I 
refer the able Senator to page 2 of the 
bill, lines 1 and 2, where the words are 
used: 

Who is otherwise qualified to vote under 
the law of the State of his residence. 
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Mr. DANAHER,.. But if the Senator 
will refer to page 1, in the second line, 
wherein it says: 


Notwithstanding— 


the laws of the States with reference to 
this, that, and the other element. 

Mr. GREEN. It is not this, that, and 
the other. It is registration alone. 

Mr. DANAHER. So that if my State, 
for example, does not require that a per- 
son register, but does require that he be- 
come an elector by meeting certain tests, 
the proposed law would permit him to 
vote, whether he has become a voter in 
accordance with the provisions of our 
law, would it not? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes; according to the 
Jaws of Connecticut he wouid be entitled 
to vote, and if he is not entitled to vote 
under the laws of Connecticut, if he reg- 
isters, he could not vote with the passage 
of the proposed law. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Insofar as the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island has referred to 
article I, section 4, which gives the Con- 
gress the power, as he says, to fix the 
times, places, and manner of voting for 
certain congressional or Federal officers, 
there is in it expressly an exception to 
the effect that the Congress shall have 
no such power with reference to the 
Place of choosing a United States Sen- 
ator. Will the Senator state whether or 
not the election by absentees in the field 
comes within that prohibition? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Rhode Island yield to me 
on that point? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield to the Senator 
from Illinois. 7 

Mr: LUCAS. I think that what- the 
Senator from Rhode Island has reference 
to is the provision of the Constitution 
whereby Senators were elected at one 
time by the State legisletures. That has 
all been done away with by the consti- 
tutional amendment of 1912. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from. Rhode Island yield to 
me to reply to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. GREEN. I am very glad to yield 
to the Senator to continue the colloquy. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Rhode Island, let me say 
to the Senator from Illinois, has pointed 
out that in article I of the Constitution 
it is provided that the electors for Repre- 
sentatives must have the same qualifica- 
tions as those who are electors qualified 
to vote for the most numerous branch of 
our State legislatures. In the seven- 
teenth amendment we extended that 
yery same provision to electors casting 
their ballots for United States Senators. 
Now the Senator from Rhode Island says 
that this particular bill is justified, and 
the congressional interposition of power 
over the States thus sought for the first 
time is justified, because in article I, sec- 
tion 4, there is a provision which gives 
the Congress the power to make rules or 
regulations which alter or modify the 
State statutes or the requirements of the 
State constitutions as to the times, man- 
ner, and places of election of officers for 
the Federal Government, such as Repre- 
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sentatives, and, by -the seventeenth 
amendment, Senators. But that very 
same article I, section 4, expressly says 
that the Congress shall have no power to 
make any alteration as to rules or regu- 
lations regarding the place of choosing 
United States Senators. Now certainly 
the pending bill ir. no way affects the 
time of the election of the congressional 
officers for whom the absentees would 
be permitted to vote. Certainly it does 
change the manner of casting a ballot, 
but not the manner of an election. It 
could in no way affect the right of the 
absentees, no matter where they are, to 
cast their ballot for United States sena- 
torial nominees, as to the places of 
choosing Senators, because the Constitu- 
tion never gave us any such power in 
that particular even by the section on 
which the Senator from Rhode Island re- 
lies. So I ask him whether or not it is 
his contention that this particular ex- 
ception in article I, section 4, is met, and 
whether or not the elector in the field, 
the absentee who is casting his ballot, is 
haying the place of choosing a Senator 
changed? If he answers in the affirma- 
tive, it is obvious we have no such power. 
If he answers in the negative, it is equally 
apparent that he is dealing with a sub- 
ject which is not before us and cannot be. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, what 
would be the difference between an ab- 
sentee voter in the State of Louisiana 
voting for candidates running in the State 
of Connecticut, and a soldier from Con- 
necticut, absent from that State and 
serving in Louisiana, voting for candi- 
dates in Connecticut? I understand that 
what the Senator had reference to was 
the selection of United States Senators 
prior to the adoption of the seventeenth 
amendment in 1912 by members of the 
legislatures. In other words, the reason 
for that clause was found in that provi- 
sion, which says: 

The Senate of the United States shall be 
composed of two Senators from each State, 
chosen by the legislature thereof, for 6 years; 
and each Senator shall have one vote. 


In other words, when the framers of 
the Constitution laid down that provi- 
sion, they had in mind, in the’ opinion of 
the Senator from Illinois, the fact that 
only the respective State legislatures 
chose United States Senators. That, 
however, has nothing to do with the pre- 
vious provision, which specifically says 
that the Congress of the United States 
has the right to make or alter such regu- 
lations. 

By the way, the Senator from Con- 
necticut may be interested in knowing 
that it has been done in the past. In 
1842 Congress partially legislated upon 
the subject when it passed the law for the 
election of congressional representatives 
by separate districts. 

Mr. President, if I may proceed for 
another observation or two in the time of 
the distinguished chairman of the com- 
mittee, in my opinion, for whatever it 
may be worth—and I have given some lit- 
tle thought and study to the legal aspects 
of this question—I think that the Con- 
gress of the United States is within its 
rights in passing legislation of this kind. 
The Congress of the United States in 
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passing the proposed legislation is doing 
no violence whatsoever to the qualifica- 
tions clauses of the constitution of each 
State with respect to the voters thereof. 

The one thing we are trying to do is 
to permit these men in the Army to vote 
in States where some regulation which 
has been laid down by a State legislature, 
and not by those who drafted the Con- 
stitution in the beginning stands in the 
way. In other words, in the State of Illi- 
nois, as my colleague [Mr. Brooks! well 
knows, we passed recently a permanent 
registration law. A number of our boys 
in the Thirty-third Division have been 
in the service of their country for almost | 
2 years, and they have had little or no 
opportunity to return since the perma- 
nent registration law of Illinois was 
passed, to register in order that they 
might vote in the general election. The 
registration is not a qualification under 
the constitution of any State. The regis- 
tration is merely something which has 
been used primarily to keep elections free 
from fraud and corruption. Age, resi- 
dence, and citizenship are the primary 
qualifications which are found in the 
Constitution, and I challenge anyone to 
show me a State constitution which says 
that registration is a necessary qualifica- 
tion to vote. 

Mr. President, all the pending bill does 
is to eliminate the provision with respect 
to registration. It may not affect a num- 
ber of States at all. Many States will go 
right ahead and follow the same rule 
with respect to absentee voting that they 
have followed all these years under their 
own State laws. But there are certain 
States, such as the State of Illinois, which 
are affected by the proposed legislation. 
I believe that we not only have the power 
to do it under the Constitution but I be- 
lieve that we are duty bound and are 
legally and morally bound to give the 
man who is out in the field in the conti- 
nental limits of the United States, pre- 
paring to give his life for the benefit of 
his country, the opportunity to vote. 
That is one of the things he is fighting 
for. What we are all battling for in 
connection with our attempt to defeat 
the totalitarian powers is the right to 
vote along with the other privileges guar- 
anteed to freemen. 

We ought not under any circumstances, 
in my opinion, fail to pass the proposed 
legislation as soon as possible. I know 
it has been brought in here in a consid- 
erable hurry. Perhaps a little more 
study should be made of the matter by 
Members of the Senate before the ques- 
tion is voted on. I think perhaps it would 
have been better if we had had the bill 
printed, as well as the amendments, but 
the bill ought not to be delayed any 
longer than necessary, because under the 
bill the Secretary of the Navy and the 
Secretary of War are compelled immedi- 
ately to send postal cards to all the men 
in the Army and in the Navy in the con- 
tinental limits of the United States. 
Then it is up to each man immediately 
to contact the secretary of state of his 
State, requesting of him a ballot; the 
ballot must be sent to the applicant, and 
then he must go before an officer in the 
Army or in the Navy and make the neces- 
sary affidavit, and then return the ballot. 
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After the ballot goes to the secretary of 
state it is transmitted to the election 
Officials as is any absentee ballot. 

In line with the question raised by the 
Senator from Kentucky a moment ago, 
I will say that in the event an individual 
is not qualified to vote under his State 
constitution, if he does not have the 
qualifications required by it, he can be 
challenged by the judge of elections just 
as any other absentee voter can be chal- 
lenged, and it will be necessary then for 
somebody to swear that the absentee 
voter is a legal resident of the county 
and the State and the precinct, as each 
respective State requires, before the bal- 
lot will be recognized as valid. 

However, the fundamental difference 
and really the only difference which 
exists in this bill is one of qualifications 
and one of the manner of holding elec- 
tions—a difference which, in other words, 
is the regulation; we do no violence to 
qualification under any law which has 
been laid down by any State constitution. 
The voter still must qualify under the law 
of his State before he can vote. In other 
words, in the pending bill, we even go 
so far as to say that if the individual has 
not paid his poll tax in certain of the 
States which require the payment of the 
poll tax, he cannot vote. 

On the question raised a moment ago 
by the Senator from Kentucky, I seri- 
ously question whether the secretary of 
state of the Senator’s own State would 
not be compelled to send ballots to the 
boys from Kentucky to vote in an elec- 
tion for Federal officials, notwithstand- 
ing that it has been said in Kentucky that 
the individual must be there in person 
in order to vote. I maintain that that is 
another regulation and not a qualifica- 
tion. I honestly believe that tc be so. 
However, it would be a matter for the 
secretary of state to decide. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Rhode Island yield to 
me? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Let me say to the 
Senator from Illinois that in my State we 
have in our statutes an absentee-voting 
provision. If the Senator from Illinois is 
correct in his position that our jurisdic- 
tion adheres to create an additional man- 
ner of voting, it follows that Congress 
would equally have the power to say 
that no ballot cast by an absentee 
voter in accordance with the law of 
the State of Connecticut should be 
counted in favor of a candidate for the 
United States Senate or the House of 
Representatives. If we may legislate one 
way, we may legislate in the opposite 
way. We have aright to forbid the exer- 
cise by the voters of the States of any 
such franchise by absentee ballot, if the 
Senator from Illinois is correct in saying 
sin we have jurisdiction over this sub- 

ect. 

Does the Senator take that position? 

Mr. LUCAS. Ido not take that posi- 
tion at all. I merely make a very clear 
distinction between what I call a qualifi- 
cation and a regulation. Ido not see the 
force or eyen the potential force cf the 
argument just made by the Senator from 
rap aaa with reference to the point I 
made, 
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Mr. DANAHER, Because the Senator 
has stated that the authority for the leg- 
islation proceeds from article I, section 4, 
which he says, from the words “The 
Times, Places, and Manner of holding 
Elections for Senators” provides author- 
ity which, although originally allocated 
by the Constitution to the legislatures 
of each State, may now be altered by 
such regulations as the Congress may 
choose to adopt. 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not think there is 
any doubt about that. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I should 
like to answer that question myself. I 
have said several times, and I should like 
to repeat, that the last words of section 4 
of article 1, read as follows: 
but the Congress may at any time by Law 
make or alter such Regulations. * * 


Those regulations relate to the times, 
places, and manner`of holding elections. 

Mr. DANAHER. I ask the Senator 
please to read the rest of the sentence: 
except as to the Places of chusing Senators. 


Let me say to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that article I, section 4, says that. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator read the article? 

Mr. DANAHER. Yes. Article I, sec- 
tion 4: 

The Times, Places, and Manner of holding 
Elections for Senators and Representatives, 
shall be prescribed in each State by the Leg- 
islature thereof; but the Congress may at 
any time by Law make or alter such Regula- 
tions, except as to the Places of Chusing 
Senators. 


Mr. GREEN. Yes. 

Mr. DANAHER. If the Senator from 
Rhode Island had overlooked that much 
of the section, I could understand how his 
ardor for the particular provision might 
subside; but the fact remains that insofar 
as he would cause the argument to de- 
pend upon that section, if we have juris- 
diction to say that the election laws of 
the State may be extended, we even have 
the right to say that they may be con- 
tracted; and I deny that the Congress 
has any such jurisdiction in any such 
particular as that over the qualifications 
of electors or over the manner, time, or 
place of their casting their ballots. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I did not 
yield the floor. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further so that I may 
answer the Senator from Illinois in one 
other particular? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. If the bill had de- 
manded that the rights of absentee voters 
of the States who have authorized their 
absentee voters to vote by absentee bal- 
lot shall depend upon the laws of those 
States and that their votes shall be 
counted in accordance with the laws of 
those States and shall be cast in accord- 
ance with the laws of those States, this 
proposition, as I have stated it, would not 
be before us. However, we would now be 
Perfectly within our rights in doing 
everything we could do to facilitate ad- 
ministration in view of the possibility of 
absentee voters acting in accordance with 
the laws of their several States; but that 
mes completely different matter, I sub- 
mit, 
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Let me thank the Senator from Rhode 
Island for his very gracious forebearance. 

Mr, VANDENBERG and Mr. LUCAS 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, before I 
yield further I should like to reply to one 
of the remarks made by the Senator from 
Connecticut. He referred to the Senator 
from Rhode Island as having overlooked 
the provision regarding the places of 
election. I think the Senator from Con- 
necticut is mistaken in assuming that the 
place of election is the place where a sol- 
dier or sailor casts his vote; because un- 
der the absentee-ballot law of Connecti- 
cut he cannot assume that if some Con- 
necticut voters are temporarily absent in 
each of the 48 States of the Union, the 
election of the Senator from Connecticut 
takes place in all of the 48 States. The 
election takes place in Connecticut, to 
which State the ballots are sent. 

So it is in the case of the soldiers. 
There is no difference between the places 
of election in the case of the pending bill 
and in the case of the absentee-ballot law 
of the State of Connecticut. If one is 
bad the other is bad; but I do not think 
that either is bad in that respect. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Myr. Presi- 
dent—— 

Mr. GREEN. I yield to the Senator 
from Michigan. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I desire to in- 
quire a little more specifically whether 
there is anything in the bill which would 
collide in any way with existing absentee- 
voters’ laws in the States in which such 
laws exist. 

Mr. GREEN. Where one does exist, 
the soldier can exercise his right under 
it. He cannot exercise his right under 
both. However, in many States there is 
no absentee-ballot law. In other States 
it is impracticable for the soldier or sailor 
to avail himself of it. For example, in 
the State of Delaware the law provides— 
it does not seem possible, but it does— 
that the registrar shall go everywhere 
and himself have the right to attend to 
the registering of the voter and the cast- 
ing of the ballot. In other words, under 
our present circumstances he would have 
to go to the Solomon Islands or to the 
Aleutian Islands or anywhere else where 
there happened to be a resident of Dela- 
ware, in order to give him an absentee 
ballot. 

So there are various other handicaps 
in the existing voting laws. Many States 
have absentee-voting laws, and many 
many States do not. So we want to make 
the law uniform and practicable for ad- 
ministrative purposes. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is a very 
worthy objective. I simply want to 
pursue the matter a little further in order 
to be absolutely certain. For the sake 
of argument, let us consider the Michi- 
gan absentee-voter law, which I think is 
very comprehensive and excellent. Is 
there anything in the bill which would 
require the secretary of state to proceed | 
to set up a parallel, dual system of ab- 
sentee ballots? 

Mr. GREEN. Section 11 of the voters’ 
bill provides as follows: 

Nothing in this act shall be deemed to 
restrict the right of any member of the land 
or naval forces of the United States to vote, 
whenever practicable, in accordance with the 
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law of the State of his residence, if he does 
not elect to vote in accordance with the 
provisions of this act, 


In other words, they have the alterna- 
tive. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That does not 
quite meet my point. The language to 
which I call the Senator’s attention as 
addressed to each secretary of state 
Seems to be mandatory. 

Mr. GREEN. It is. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. For instance, 
section 3 provides that “each secretary 
of state * * * shall, from time to 
time, prepare,” and so forth. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. And among other 
things, each secretary of state must 
prepare some sort of a booklet for dis- 
tribution, 

For the sake of argument, suppose that 
in Michigan we were proceeding under 
the absentee-voters’ law rather than the 
absentee-soldiers’ law; would the pend- 
ing bill require the secretary of state also 
to fit himself into the formula which it 
prescribes? 

Mr. GREEN. It would if after the 
postal-card requests for ballots are dis- 
tributed, any are sent in to the secretary 
of state of the State of Michigan. We 
cannot make a different law for each 
State of the Union, and the proposed 
law would be universal throughout the 
States of the Union. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. So there would 
be two absentee-vote formulas in use in 
my State, because of course some of the 
cards would come in. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes; that is the extreme 
case. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Let me ask the 
Senator one other question, purely for in- 
formation. I notice that the soldier who 
desires to qualify as an e‘ector must. cer- 
-tify that he is not directly or indirectly 
interested in any bet or wager depending 
upon the result of the election. Is any 
such requirement forced upon any civil- 
ian voters at home? 

Mr. GREEN. In some States; yes. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. How universal 
is the requirement? 

Mr. GREEN. It is not universal. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Is it anywhere 
a requirement of voting that the voter 
shall swear, before he votes, that he has 
not bet on the election? 

Mr. GREEN. No; but we thought that 
we should include a provision which 
would comply with the laws of the States 
which do have such a requirement. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield to me, I should like to 
ask him two or three questions. 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr, GEORGE. First, let me say that 
in my State we have an absentee-ballot 
Jaw; and a qualified elector may vote at 
all elections in the State, wherever he 
may be, if he goes to the trouble of send- 
ing in his ballot. However, I very seri- 
ously doubt, from what little I have 
heard about the bill, that it would not 

- really affect the qualifications of elec- 
tors. The very requirement that the 
elector shall take an oath that he has 
not bet on the election is a qualifica- 
tion; and once the Congress embarks 


upon the course of fixing the qualifica- i 
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tions of electors in the several States, 
even for soldiers in wartime, it has 
opened the door for all kinds of future 
legislation along that line. 

I desire to make one other observa- 
tion. There is no doubt that by the pas- 
sage of the bill we would subject the 
elections in every State, insofar as they 
involve elections to the House of Repre- 
sentatives and to the Senate or for Presi- 
dent and Vice President, to absolute Fed- 
eral control. Federal authorities would 
go into every remote precinct in this 
country and would take charge of the 
elections and the election machinery, so 
far as the election of Federal officers was 
concerned, to see to it that the absentee 
ballots were handled just as Congress 
had in its wisdom seen fit to designate 
that they should be handled. That would 
be another very dangerous step. 

Mr. GREEN. Let me interrupt at that 
point, Mr. President. I think the Sen- 
ator is mistaken in that respect. All that 
the military authorities would have to do 
would be to make sure that the applica- 
tions for ballots were distributed to the 
men entitled to them. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know that; but when 
the Congress passes a law saying whose 
vote shall count in the election in the 
State, Congress has taken jurisdiction of 
the whole field. 

Mr. GREEN. However, the bill does 
not say that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know; but you can- 
not separate yourself from it. 

Mr. GREEN. It simply would give the 
men reasonable opportunity to apply for 
absentee ballots. Then the ballots would 
be sent directly to the secretary of state, 
and the military or naval authorities 
would have nothing to do with their 
counting. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not talking about 
the military or naval authorities. The 
Senator misunderstands me. I am say- 
ing that we would be transferring to 
Congress jurisdiction over every voting 
precinct in every State; and there is no 
way to go halfway about it. I am not 
making a dogmatic statement that Con- 
gress cannot regulate elections within the 
State for Federal officers. I do flatly say 
that Congress has not the power to pre- 
scribe the qualifications of electors in the 
States, even for Federal officers; but I do 
not say that it cannot regulate the elec- 
tions with respect to a great many things. 

What I am trying to impress upon the 
Senator is that the pending bill is not an 
innocent step for the good purpose of 
permitting soldiers to vote, without at- 
tendant possibilities, at least, of very 
great evil and of very great abuse. 

If the registration laws in my State are 
broken down, the door will be wide open 
for fraud. We shall never have a pure 
election or a fair election any more if we 
cannot have registration laws in my 
State. We have tried to do without them 
and have learned from bitter experi- 
ences that all manner of fraud is pos- 
sible. So it is a very vital thing. I have 
no doubt that when we undertake to pre- 
scribe the manner of the election and 
break down the registration laws so far 
as Federal officers are concerned, we are 
extending the Federal power to the elec- 
tions in the precinct, not where the 
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soldier is stationed but in the precinct, 
to see that the congressional act is car- 
ried out. There must be Federal power 
back of it to make it effective. If we have 
the power, and rightly exercise it, we 
ought to see that it is carried out. There 
is no way to escape it. Extending Fed- 
eral power over elections would be a dan- 
gerous thing to do in this country. I do 
not know of a better way of creating a 
dictatorship. There may be a better way, 
but none occurs to me immediately. 

In view of the tremendous importance 
of this bill, does not the Senator think it 
wise to allow it to go over until Thursday, 
so that the bill may be printed and we 
may study it? In that way we can see 
the whole bill. Without having the bill 
before us it is very difficult to see how far 
it is proposed to go by mere regulation of 
the manner of holding the election or 
the nonessential things which do not go 
to the actual qualifications of electors. I 
think it would be much better if we could 
let this matter go over until the bill is 
printed and we can have a fair oppor- 
tunity to give it a day’s study. 

Mr. GREEN. Everyone must be con- 
scious of the fact that whichever course 
is chosen, possible dangers are involved. 
The statement which I read from Alex- 
ander Hamilton in the Federalist em- 
phasizes the fact that now, as then, 
we have three possible courses of action. 
One is to put the entire control in the 
State. That is open to grave objection, 
and is dangerous to national unity. The 
second course is to put the entire control 
in the Federal Government, and that is 
dangerous, as the Senator from Georgia 
has well pointed out. The third course 
to be chosen is a sort of compromise. 
It seems to be as well thought out as pos- 
sible. The theory of that course is that 
primarily the States shall have the right 
to make all the regulations and pre- 
scribe the qualifications, and that the 
Federal Government shall have the 
power, when it chooses—and somebody 
must decide when to choose—tc alter the 
regulations or make such further regula- 
tions as are necessary. It seems to me 
that the time Which Alexander Hamilton 
had in mind and foresaw has come. 


Mr. GEORGE. I fully appreciate what 
the Senator says. I am not saying that 
Congress does not have certain powers. 
I am trying to point out that this is a 
very serious effort, and it seems to me 
that it ought to be preceded by the print- 
ing of the bill and an opportunity for 
Senators to look it over. 

Mr. GREEN. This bill has been 
thoroughly debated in the committee of 
the House and also in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Hearings were held, and 
the provisions of the proposed act were 
debated before the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. Both the Army and 
the Navy, as well as the secretaries of 
state of the various States have endorsed 
the measure. The correspondence shows 
that in reply to my letters the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy 
made certain suggestions. Every one of 
the suggestions made by the Secretary of 
War or the Secretary of the Navy has 
been complied with and incorporated in 
the bill. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Downey in the chair). Does the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island yield to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky? 

Mr. GREEN, I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Would any hardship 
really result if the bill should go over un- 
til Thursday? No Senator can offer an 
amepdment to it without being able to 
read it. If any hardship would result 
from a 3-day delay, I should not be in 
favor of the bill going over. It may be 
that in good faith some Senator would 
like to offer an amendment if he could 
read the bill and the amendments which 
have been reported by the committee. 

Mr GREEN. I have no doubt that, if 
it goes over, various Senators will offer 
amendments. Many bills have been pro- 
posed dealing with the subject and 
having the same objective. After careful 
consideration, all the nonessentials have 
been stricken out. Everything has been 
eliminated except the one fundamental 
question as to how to make it possible 
for the boys in the service to yote. By 
the action of the Federal Government, 
they were deprived of the privilege of 
registering. It is only fair that the 
handicap imposed by us on them should 
be removed. That is all that is asked for. 

So only one principle is involved. The 
Federal Government proposes another 
method of registration for those in the 
armed service in time of war. The rest 
of the bill is to make the machinery as 
simple as possible. The Federal Govern- 
ment would not take charge of the elec- 
tion. It would not take charge of regis- 
tration. It would simply assist in the 
registration by distributing the requests 
for ballot: among the men of the armed 
services. The ballots would be sent di- 
rectly to the men in the service in re- 
sponse to their requests. 

The extent of the obligation and au- 
thority which would be imposed upon the 
Army and Navy, representing the Fed- 
eral Government, would be simply that 
of aiding in the application for ballots for 
‘an election. The bill would make it pos- 
sible for the men in the armed services 
to vote. Otherwise, in most cases, they 
will be deprived of the right to vote. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Ido not want to de- 
prive anybody in the Army or the Navy 
of the right to vote. The Senator has 
not answered my question as to whether 
any hardship would result if the bill 
should go over until Thursday. The 
Senator has said that all nonessentials 
have been eliminated from the bill, but 
we do not know what the nonessentials 
are, because we have not been able to 
read the bill and examine the amend- 
ments which have been reported by the 
committee. Unless a 3-day delay would 
occasion hardship in the administration 
of the proposed act I think it would be 
more satisfactory if the bill and the 
amendments were printed so that Sena- 
tors may see them. 

Mr. GREEN. There is always the 
question whether a 3-day delay would 
mean anything. 

I was about to say that the Secretary 
of War, the Secretary of the Navy, and 
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the secretaries of state of the various 
States, acting through a convention have 
urged prompt action on this matter, be- 
cause a great deal of time will be re- 
quired to arrange the necessary machin- 
ery. Applications for ballots must be 
prepared for the armed services, and ar- 
rangements must be made for their dis- 
tribution. The secretaries of state of 
the various States will have to prepare 
the necessary ballots. That cannot be 
done hastily. It will take some time. I 
believe that in most cases an additional 
form of ballot, besides those already ar- 
ranged for, will be necessary. All that 
has to be done, and the remaining time 
is short. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I realize that. I do 
not know just how long it will take. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not want any Sen- 
ator to vote for the bill in ignorance or 
under a misunderstanding as to its pro- 
visions, but I trust that it will not be 
amended. I advocated the substitution 
of the House bill for the one which I in- 
troduced in the Senate because we wanted 
to hasten its passage. For that reason 
it would be far better to pass the House 
bill with the amendments reported by 
the committee. It must go back to the 
House. I do not know whether a con- 
ference committee will have to be ap- 
pointed or not. Wemade as few amend- 
ments as we could in order to facilitate 
its passage. The Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections has done everything 
it could to hasten the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Iam sure the Senator 
Tealizes that I do not wish to delay it. 
However, the proposed legislation must 
be passed upon by the Senate. It is 
before the Senate; and the Senate has 
the obligation and responsibility to pass 
upon amendments and to consider the 
bill from the standpoint of its effect upon 
legislation not only now but in the future. 
I hope the exercise of that right will not 
do an injustice to thousands, or even 
millions, of soldiers and sailors. 

I should not ask for a delay until 
Thursday if by delaying it until Thursday 
any injustice would be done; but I have 
the feeling that Senators would be a little 
better satisfied if they were able to read 
the bill and the amendments which have 
been reported by the committee. That is 
a matter, of course, within the judgment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island, who is 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. GREEN. It is not my judgment. 
It is my duty to press for passage of the 
bill, as the committee has urged me to do. 
If the Senator wishes to move to postpone 
action until Thursday, that is agreeable 
to me. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG., I agree with the 
views expressed by the able Senator from 
Kentucky. Itseems to me that we should 
have an opportunity to inquire into the 
possible collision between the Federal 
absentee voting law and the absentee vot- 
ing laws of the various States. I am dis- 
tressed by the Senator’s statement to me 
that if the bill should be enacted we 
should have two absentee voting sys- 
tems in operation in Michigan. We have 
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@ very excellent absentee voting law in 
Michigan, under which we presumed that 
the servicemen from our State would be 
allowed to vote. The proposed law is 
mandatory. If the secretary of state of 
Michigan should receive only one of the 
pestal-card applications under the pro- 
posed system he would have to employ a 
substitute system, and print a substitute 
set of blanks, booklets, and so forth. 

It seems to me that we should have 20 
minutes to find out whether or not the 
two systems synchronize. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, let me 
ask the Senator from Kentucky whether, 
if the bill goes over until Thursday, it 
will be the unfinished business? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me say to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that auto- 
matically, at 2 o’clock, the unfinished’ 
business which is already under consid- 
eration will come before the Senate, and 
his bill will be displaced by that. 

Mr. GREEN. I understand. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am eager that this 
bill be considered at the very earliest 
possible date and, so far as E am con- 
cerned, I will cooperate with the Senator 
to make it the unfinished business next 
Thursday. Ido not think we could pass 
the bill in 2 minutes. At 2 o'clock the 
bill will automatically go back on the 
calendar, and the unfinished business, 
regarding allotments to dependents, will 
come before the Senate. I shall cooper- 
ate with the Senator. I believe that it 
will be better to allow Senators an op- 
portunity to know what is in the bill. 

Mr. GREEN. Is it agreeable for me to 
move to make this matter the unfinished 
business on next Thursday? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill now under con- 
Sideration be made the unfinished busi- 
ness and be the pending business when 
the Senate meets next Thursday, pro- 
vided, of course, that the bill which is 
now the unfinished business shall have 
been disposed of. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am perfectly willing to have this 
bill made the unfinished business at the 
conclusion of the present unfinished 
business. I am not willing to run any 
risk of having the present unfinished 
business displaced. 

Mr. GREEN. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kentucky, as modified by the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Missouri? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. LUCAS subsequently said: Mr. 
President, I should like to make a state- 
ment in regard to the bill that was 
before us just a moment ago, and call 
the attention of the Senate to the Ap- 
pendix of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
page A2550, where we find a very able 
legal discussion of the question by the 
Honorable Ropert L, Ramsay, of West 
Virginia. I wish also to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the CONGRESSIONAL 
Record of Thursday, July 2, 1942, page 
5951, where there is a further discussion 
of the bill and the legal aspects of it by 
Mr. Hunter, a Member of the House of 
Representatives, 
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AMENDMENT OF SERVICEMEN’S DEPEND- 
ENTS ALLOWANCE ACT OF 1942 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7461) to amend section 
107 of the Servicemen’s Dependents Al- 
lowance Act of 1942. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not desire to detain the Sen- 
ate on this matter. It has been discussed 
on three different occasions in the Senate 
already. I merely wish to emphasize as 
strongly as I can that the Navy Depart- 

-ment says it can begin these payments 
now, and make great progress in the 
direction of completing the payments. 

I desire to quote briefly from a letter 
written to the Acting Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, Mr. BULWIN- 
KLE, on August 5 by the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy, Mr. James V. Forrestal, in 
which he says: 

The making of these payments at once will 
have a decided effect on morale. The Navy 
recommends the enactment of the proposed 
legislation. 


In this situation, when undoubtedly 
there are hundreds of thousands of 
hardship cases throughout the country, 
when the Navy Department says it is 
willing to speed up the payments, it would 
seem a sin and a shame for Congress for 
any cause to refuse to remove the prohi- 
bition against the payment of the claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres- 
ident, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Would the 
Senator favorably consider an amend- 
ment making the date October 1 instead 
of November 1? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would not, 
in the first place, because that would 
not meet the point that the Navy is now 
prepared to make the payments. Fur- 
thermore, if we are to wait until October, 
the matter might be strung out until any 
action we might take would not do any 
good at all. It seems to me that if Con- 
gress is to remove this prohibition, it 
should do it now, and let the Navy make 
the payments now, and the Army make 
the payments to soldiers as soon as it can. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
as the Senator from Missouri has said, 
we have discussed this question back and 
forth for several days. I merely wisn 
to say one thing in regard to the letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
One of the first acts agreed upon was an 
agreement between the Army and the 
Navy that the dependents’ allowances 
should be paid at the same time in both 
services, so that there would not be pref- 
erence, and one person would not be bet- 
ter off than another, so far as the time 
of the payment was concerned. 

There is one more thing which will 
have to be done if the Navy is ready to 
begin paying at the present time. The 
forms which have been gotten out for 
both the Army and the Navy are forms 
drawn in accordance with the date pre- 
scribed by the law. The enactment of 
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the proposed change would mean a re- 
drafting of all those forms. The Navy 
is bound by the law of the United States, 
which makes it impossible to make the 
payments in advance—ahead of time. It 
would mean a redrafting of the forms. 

The Navy says it is ready to pay. The 
Navy could not pay on the forms which 
are now in existence. It is physically 
impossible, because the forms are gotten 
out in accordance with the present law, 
and the present law allows the calcula- 
tion up to November 1. It means that 
the Navy would have to recalculate all 
its dependents’ claims and get out new 
forms. It took over 3 weeks to print the 
original forms. It will not take that 
long for the Navy to print new forms, but 
it will take at least 2 weeks. 

The whole point in what I am saying 
is that we would be holding out a promise 
to the people of the country which could 
not be fulfilled, and I say that regardless 
of the statement of the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy. He is no more anxious to 
pay those entitled to payments than 
am I. I should like to have them paid 
today. But it took sometime to get this 
dependency law enacted. It took weeks 
to get it passed and on the statute books. 
We were doing something new in the 
history of the United States. It takes 
time to set up the forms, to set up the 
method of calculating, and to calculate. 
If we are not to introduce confusion into 
the administration of the law, we should 
leave the law as it is. 

Mr. President, I think the worst thing 
we can possibly do is to hold out a prom- 
ise to someone who is hard up that he is 
to get something, and then not be able 
to deliver. It was because of that con- 
sideration that we took care to insert in 
the original act passed by the Congress 
provision for the exact time which the 
War Department and the Navy Depart- 
ment agreed it would take to get out the 
forms. 

Of course, the discussion has taken 
such a turn that I am showing up now, if 
one wanted to put it that way, a com- 
plete reversal of idea, a complete reversal 
of a notion on the part of one of the big 
departments, it being indicated that one 
person in the Navy Department has at 
least withdrawn from an agreement 
which was made between the Army and 
the Navy about the payment of these 
claims. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

ae THOMAS of Utah. I am glad to 
yield. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Who entered into the 
agreement between the Army and the 
Navy? Was it the two Secretaries—the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of 
the Navy—or just how was the agree- 
ment made? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I know noth- 
ing about the making of the agreement. 
I merely know what testimony was given 
before the committee by the representa- 
tives of the War Department, wherein 
they pointed out that an understanding 
had been reached between the two 
branches that the sailors and the sol- 
diers should be paid on the same day. 
Of course, I do not think there was any 
formal agreement; perhaps I am using 


AUGUST 17 


language loosely, but there was an under- 

standing, which appears in the hearings, 

and which has been mentioned time and 
time again. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Was it just an agree- 
ment between the representatives of the 
War Department and the Navy Depart- 
ment, who appeared at the hearings, or 
in the Senator’s judgment had there 
been a formal conference between the 
two Secretaries, or someone representing 
them, wherein this date was agreed 
upon? f 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I suppose it 
was an arrangement between the finance 
officers and the officers of the Judge Ad- 
vocates General of the two Depart- 
ments. We have a letter of the Secretary 
of War, over his signature, written on 
August 7, saying that it would be wrong 
to enact this amendment. 

If there is any physical way of making 
these payments, and not holding out a 
promise which will not be fulfilled, there 
is no one in the Senate or in Congress 
who would object or could object, but I 
am afraid we would be found in the posi- 
tion of being sorry for having held out 
a promise when it could not be fulfilled. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, when 
this matter was brought to the atten- 
tion of the Senators here today by the 
able Senator from Missouri, I made an 
explanation of my position in regard to 
the matter, and as to why I was objecting 
to his proposed amendment of the law. 
I wish at this time to repeat that at the 
time the matter was before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, several rep- 
resentatives of the War Department 
were present, and they objected to the 
enactment of the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri and Mr. 
RANKIN, of the House of Representatives, 
for the reason that it would be absolutely 
impossible for them to get ready to serve 
all the soldiers equally in the matter. 

For the record I wish to read a memo- 
randum provided by the War Depart- 
ment as of August 7, 1942, in which they 
state: 

Subject: Payment of family allowances un- 
der the Servicemen’s Dependents Allow- 
ance Act of 1942. 

1. The Servicemen's Dependents Allowance 
Act of 1942, in section 107, provides, “Any 
allowances which accrue uder. this title for 
the period preceding November 1, 1942, shall 
not be actually paid until after November 1, 
1942.” There were no negative votes in 
either the Senate or the House of Representa- 
tives. 

2. It is impracticable to provide for the 
payments of family allowances sooner than 
November 1, 1942, because of the time re- 


quired after passage of the act on June 23, 
1942, to do the following: 

a. Set up and perfect the organization and 
procedures. of operations for the administra- 
tion of the law. 

b. Procure personnel which is still more 
than 1,000 persons short of requirement for 
1 shift. 


¢. Train personnel, 


d. Obtain necessary equipment and sup- 
plies and secure the necessary priorities 
therefor. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
before the Senator leaves the point which 
he has just been reading, let me ask him 
whether there is anything in the pend- 
ing bill which would require the War 
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Department to proceed upon this enter- 
prise one second sooner than it in its 
own judgment desired? 

Mr, REYNOLDS. No; I do not think 


SO. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Then what is the 
point about which they are complaining, 
if what we are doing is permitting the 
Department to be completely autonomous 
in respect to the performance of an act 
which Congress wants performed as soon 
as possible, and when it is willing to per- 
mit the War Department to determine 
when it is able to perform the act? 
What is the use of all the horrendous 
objection to the change in the law, which 
would change nothing except as it would 
eliminate an arbitrary deadline put into 
the law by Congress at the request of the 
War Department? Does not the Senator 
from North Carolina want these soldiers’ 
dependents claims paid at the earliest 
possible date? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Certainly. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Then why does 
the Senator want to put in the law a date 
3 months hence, before which he insists 
no payment shall be made, even though 
at least one of the service departments 
says it can make the payments much 
sooner? Why does the Senator want to 
maintain that bar against earlier pay- 
ments? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The Senator from 
North Carolina desires that the de- 
pendents be paid at the earliest possible 
moment. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. There sre he in- 
sists upon maintaining the November 
deadline? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. For the very reason 
that the War Department will not be in 
a position to compute the allowances 
which will go to the dependents as a 
whole before Novémber 1, attributable to 
the fact, as the Department states in the 
report I have before me, that it will be 
unable, or has been thus far, to secure 
more than half the personnel necessary 
to bring about the computations. 

It has been publicized throughout the 
entire Nation that the dependents may 
not expect compensation before Novem- 
ber 1. That has been generally under- 
stood by everyone interested in the pay- 
ment. If at this time we should elimi- 
nate “November 1”—I believe that would 
be the proper way to state it—then all 
those who have set their sights and made 
their plans with the idea that they will 
not receive their moneys before Novem- 
ber 1 will be expecting to receive the pay- 
ments immediately. As a result, some 
will get the payments now, and others 
who will not get the payments will 
find out about it and will say, “There is 
something crooked about this; I don’t 
understand it. I have not gotten my 
money, but my neighbor next door has 
gotten his money. I am going to tele- 
graph my Senator and my Congressman, 
and I am going to write the War Depart- 
ment.” As a result, there will be a great 
deal of confusion and a great deal of dis- 
satisfaction and much disappointment 
on the part of those who are to get the 
money. 

Why not leave the date November 1? 
Everyone has been advised he will get his 
money on or about November 1, and if 
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we leave it November 1, since many have 
made their arrangements to tide them- 
selves over to that time, and, according 
to my understanding, most all the checks 
will go out about November 1, it will save 
much anxiety and much embarrassment. 

Mr, VANDENBERG. We would not 
change the November 1 date by the pas- 
sage of the proposed legislation. We 
should simply make the War Department 
responsible for the date. The War De- 
partment was responsible in the first in- 
stance, and it ought to be responsible in 
the last instance. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The War Depart- 
ment is assuming responsibility. But the 
War Department comes forward and says 
“We want the date fixed as of November 
1 because we cannot really do this job 
properly before that time.” 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator says that 
one of the reasons for the November 1 
date is the lack of a sufficient clerical 
force to do the job. In that case would 
it not be in the interest of efficiency to 
have the Department do this job as it goes 
along, rather than have one great mass 
of work to be performed on November 1? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Not at all. It is my 
opinion, and I base that opinion on the 
information provided me by the War De- 
partment, that the contrary would be 
much easier, If we are going to compute 
the amount of allowances from the enact- 
ment date to the date of computation, 
every amount will be different, because 
payment may be made from the passage 
of the act up to 30 days or 40 days or 50 
days, whereas under the present arrange- 
ment the computation can be made up to 
November 1. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Pres- 
ident, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS, I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Sen- 
ator is certainly perfectly aware of the 
fact, as we all are, that all these men 
did not go into the service on the same 
day, and, therefore, whether allowances 
are computed on the basis of November 
1, or whenever they are going to be com- 
puted, any two men who are inducted 
into the service at different dates are 
going to draw different amounts for their 
dependents. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. That is true, but if 
we had a set date of November 1, it 
would certainly eliminate a considerable 
amount of work. The able Senator from 
Utah {Mr. Tuomas], the able Senator 
from Colorado (Mr. Jounson], and the 
Presiding Officer of this body at the pres- 
ent time, the junior Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Downey], as well as every 
member of the Military Affairs Commit- 
tee, are just as anxious that these men be 
paid today as is the able Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. VANDENBERG], or the able 
Senator from Missouri (Mr. CLARK], who 
are championing the passage of the 
amendment to the act. We want the 
boys to be paid as soon as they possibly 
can be paid. Insofar as the junior Sen- 
ator from North Carolina is concerned, 
if we could pay all these dependents to- 
day he would have it done, because bil- 
lions of dollars are being expended, and 
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these men are giving their lives, and their 
dependents are losing their livelihood by 
reason of husbands and sons being taken 
away from them. The junior Senator 
from North Carolina wants to pay every 
dollar he can to Americans, because he 
wants Americans to get the money before 
anyone else gets the money. 

Several years ago I introduced a bill 
in the Senate, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, provid- 
ing that if and when we should get into a 
war, the soldiers of that World War No. 2 
should be entitled to the same benefits 
that the soldiers of World War No. 1 
were entitled to. I am so much inter- 
ested in our soldiers that I should like 
to see passed right now a bill providing 
that the veterans of World War No. 2 
be entitled to the same benefits that the 
veterans of World War No. 1 are entitled 
to. I want the veterans to be paid, and I 
want to give them all they are entitled to, 
but I want what is coming to them to be 
given them before anything else is done 
with the money. 

Mr. President, what we are proposing 
is not with the idea of delaying payment. 
We are merely endeavoring to help the 
War Department. Iam basing my opin- 
ion on what the representatives of the 
War Department say about the matter, 
and I am dependent entirely upon them, 
I assume they know their subject. I 
know they know more about the matter 
than Ido. Consequently, I am willing 
to base my judgment on their opinion 
with respect to the matter. I really 
think we are going to cause a consider- 
able amount of grief in the form of dis- 
appointment, that is to say immediate 
disappointment, if we change the date. 

Mr. President, for the record I ask 
unanimous consent to have the com- 
munication from the War Department, 
from which I previously read, placed in 
the Recor at this point as a part of my 
remarks. - 

There being no objection, the matter 
referred to was ordered to be printed in 
the Recor, as follows: 


Washington, August 7, 1942. 
Subject: Payment of family allowances under 
the Servicemen's Dependents Allowance 
Act of 1942. 

1. The Servicemen’s Dependents Allow- 
ance Act of 1942, in section 107, provides: 
“Any allowances which accrue under this 
title for the period preceding November 1, 
1942, shall not be actually paid until after 
November 1, 1942.” There were no negative 
votes in either the Senate or the House of 
Representatives. 

2. It is impracticable to provide for the 
payment of family allowances sooner than 
November 1, 1942, because of the time re- 
quired after passage of the act on June 23, 
1942, to do the following: 

(a) Set up and perfect the organization 
and procedures of operations for the admin- 
istration of the law. 

(b) Procure personnel which is still more 
than 1,000 persons short of requirements for 
1 shift. 

(c) Train personnel. 

(d) Obtain necessary equipment and sup- 
plies and secure the necessary priorities there- 
for. 

(e) Devise all blank forms and have them 
printed. 

(f) Distribute applications to the entire 
Army throughout the world and to civilians, 


6868 


and to permit the return of applications by 
applicants. Distribution started July 23, 
1942. 


(g) Process these applications and insure 
that authorizations for payment are in ac- 
cordance with the statute. 

(h) Permit the Office of the Chief of Fi- 
nance to compute accounts and draw the 
checks which are payable. 

3. The more important details involved in 
each of the above time-consuming elements 
are indicated in the report submitted here- 
with. 

4. Such plans as were feasible prior to the 
passage of the Servicemen’s Dependents 
Allowance Act were made to minimize the 
time required for making payments for family 
allowances after the bill became law. The 
organization prerequisite to proper adminis- 
tration of the law is comparable to setting 
up a large national or international business 
concern from scratch and having it in full op- 
eration in 4 months. No known business of 
comparable magnitude has been set up for 
full operation in less than 4 months. 

5. For many years men in the service have 
had the privilege of having a portion of their 
pay sent home to dependents in the form of 
class E allotments. After the passage of the 
Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance Act of 
1942, and to avoid possible hardships that 
might be caused by the deduction of the $22 
or $27 per month from the soldier's pay as 
his contribution to the family allowances un- 
til the initial payment of the family allow- 
ances were made, the War Department on 
June 30, 1942, authorized a soldier applicant 
to continue-or make class E allotments to his 
dependents, which would be deducted from 
the intial payment of the family allowance. 
Thus, it has been possible for the total family 
income each month to be the same as it has 
been since the man has been in. the.service 
plus, of course, the pay increase of this year. 


REPORT INDICATING IMPRACTICABILITY OF MAK- 
ING FAMILY-ALLOWANCE PAYMENTS UNDER 
THE SERVICEMEN’S DEPENDENTS ALLOWANCE 
Act or 1942 Prior TO NOVEMBER 1, 1942 


I. ORGANIZATION AND PROCEDURES OF OPERATIONS 
y 1. Organization 


(a) The Servicemen’s Dependents Allow- 
ance Act is administered by the Family Al- 
lowance Section of the Allowance and Allot- 
ment Branch, Adjutant General's Office, ex- 
cept for the actual payment of the allowance. 

(b) After authorization by the Allowance 
and Allotment Branch, Family Allowance Sec- 
tion, the checks are drawn and mailed by 
the Office of the Chief of Finance. 


2, Procedures of operations 


(a) The procedure of operations of both the 
Family Allowance Section, Allowance and Al- 
lotment Branch, Adjutant General’s Office, 
and the Allotment Division, Allowance 
Branch, Office of Chief of Finance, have been 
streamlined to reduce to the absolute mini- 
~~ the flow of correspondence and paper 
work, 

(b) In the administration of the Service- 
men’s Dependents Allowance Act, the War 
Department has kept the disbursing func- 
tions separate from the administrative func- 
tions for policy reasons. The Adjutant Gen- 
eral has been made responsible for processing 
applications and making all determinations 
of relationship and dependency as well as all 
other determinations necessary in the admin- 
istration of the statute. The Chief of Fi- 
nance has been made responsible for making 
all fiscal computations necessary to the de- 
termination of the amounts to be paid indi- 
vidual beneficiaries and effecting the actual 
disbursements of funds to such beneficiaries 
on the basis of authorizations for payment 
approved by the Adjutant General. 

(c) To meet the prospective flood of ap- 
Plications for family allowances it has been 
necessary to convert the operations into rou- 
‘tine in the nature of production assembly 
lines and to gear the plant capacity to a 
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point where it can adequately handle from 
ten to twenty thousand applications and 
authorizations per day. In addition to the 
volume of original applications, procedures 
must be perfected to handle hundreds of 
thousands of changes in address, in soldier's 
status and in the eligibility of beneficiaries 
under the act. 

(d) Prior to the aproval of a single au- 
thorization for payment there is involved a 
tremendous amount of administrative detail. 
Each application must be examined, evidence 
in support of the statements contained must 
be evaluated, records established- in order to 
protect the interests of the public as well as 
the interests of the applicants. After the 
authorization for payment has been approved, 
the mechanics for effecing the disbursements 
involve a series of different processes. All 
forms must be examined to determine that 
they are properly and completely executed and 
acceptable for payment. Amounts due the 
beneficiaries listed on the forms must be com- 
puted, verified, and entered on the forms. 
Effective accounting controls must be estab- 
lished, and the forms processed through a 
number of different operations to prepare the 
stencils and other media for writing checks 
and vouchers. The processes involved are de- 
tailed, complicated, and time consuming. 
The operation of making the mathematical 
ec .putations of the amounts due benefici- 
aries, involving appropriate distribution of 
the soldier's contribution to the allowance 
and adding the same to the amounts estab- 
lished by the act is illustrative of the com- 
plexities Involved. 


Ily PROCUREMENT AND TRAINING OF PERSONNEL 


1. The war activities have drained the 
available labor supply to a point where 
trained personnel is practically out of the 
question. The personnel problem is tremen- 
dous. Inexperfenced employees must be re- 
cruited from wherever they can be found and 
developed by intensive training on the job. 

2. The family allowance section requires 
an estimated minimum of 2,500 civilian em- 
ployees for one full shift. Of this number 
over 1,000 are yet to be procured. 

3. The allotment division, Office of Chief 
of Finance, requires an estimated minimum 
of 500 civilian employees for one full shift. 
Of this number over 300 are yet to be pro- 
cured. 

II. EQUIPMENT, SUPPLIES, AND PRIORITIES 


1, Essential machines, equipment and sup- 
plies, priorities are available but in many 
cases are of little value since the shortages 
of critical materials or the conversion of the 
factories by manufacturers to other war 
needs hold up or prevent deliveries. 

2. In the middle of May, more than a 
month before the final passage of the law, 
furniture, equipment, and supplies essential 
to operation were ordered. 

3. Despite every effort to obtain delivery 
at the earliest possible date, there are still 
important shortages of typewriters, furniture, 
telephones, filing cabinets, and such mechan- 
ical equipment as check signers, inserting and 
sealing machines, electric time stamps, etc. 

IV. BLANK FORMS 


1. “Application for Family Allowances” 
(W. D. A. G. O. Form No, 625): 

(a) Ten million Application for Family Al- 
lowances forms (W. D. A. G. O. Form No. 
625) were ordered June 25, 2 days after the 
bill became law. 

(b) The first shipment was not received 
until July 22. 

(c) Distribution to foreign Army installa- 
tions began immediately and was completed 
on July 30. Distribution to domestic Army 


Jnstallations was started on July 31 and is 


continuing at the rate of 200,000 applications 
per day, with 1,444,000 still to be sent out to 


‘complete the initial domestic distribution. 


To August 6, 1942, a total of 3,132,000 applica- 
tions have been distributed. (See A. & A. 
Branch, A. G. O, Family Allowance Section, 
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Time Required for Printing and Distribution 
of Applications for Family Allowances.) 

(d) A large percentage of those distributed 
have not arrived at their destination as yet. 

2.In addition to the application blank, 
other forms have had to be devised and 
printed. Included among these are: 

Family Allowance Case Folder. 

Work sheet. 

Post card acknowledging receipt of applica- 
tion (W. D. A. G. O. Form No. 698). 

Authorization for Family Allowances (W. D. 
A. G. O. 630). 

Change of status work sheet. 

Notification for discontinuance of family 
allowances. 

Notification for change of address (W. D. 
A. G. O. Form No. 640). 

Post card advising applicant and payee of 
action on application. 

Report of change of status or address. 

Vouchers, 

Ve VOLUME OF WORK 

1. The total number of payments that will 
be made under the act is somewhat con- 
jectural and dependent to a large extent on 
future circumstances. Conservative esti- 
mates, however, indicate that the volume will 
reach hundreds of thousands of checks each 
month. In view of such tremendous volume, 
the work requires the establishment of a new 
organization which will develop into one of 
the largest single agencies of its kind. ` : 

2, It is the desire of the Department to 
effect disbursements under this act as 
promptly as possible. .At the same time, 
however, the responsibilities incident to the 
disbursement of public moneys are so im- 
portant that no relaxing of established safe- 
guards or weakening of sound procedure can 
be justified. STE 

8. It-is considered opinion of this Depart-=- 
ment that the present payment date for these 
allowances cannot safely be advanced with- 
out forcing a resort to short-cuts and adopt- 
ing, as expedients, questionable practices 
which might lead to extremely unfortunate 
results. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
the point at which I find it so difficult to 
follow the able Senator from North Car- 
olina is this: I agree with him that the 
War Department is the Department 
which ought to decide when these pay- 
ments are going to be made, because that 
is the Department which has to function 
in respect to their payment, I am per- 
fectly willing to leave the matter to the 
War Department. The proposed amend- 
ment leaves it to the War Department. 
It simply removes certain of the shackles 
from the War Department which were 
put there by congressional action, by the 
votes of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Reynoips] and myself. So far 
as I am concerned I want the congres- 
sional shackles removed, so that the War 
Department can act at the first moment 
when in its own judgment it is prepared 
and ready to act. Why does the Senator 
from North Carolina complain about 
that? I am leaving it all to the War De- 
partment. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The War Depart- 
ment has already told us that it will not 
be ready to act until after November 1, 
and it has given the reasons. If we elim- 
inate the date, November 1, I respectfully 
contend that we will cause a great deal of 
grief by way of immediate disappoint- 
ment, because the minute the country 
knows that Congress has eliminated the 
date of November 1, every one is going to 
expect his or her check in the morning 
mail. The morning mail may bring a 
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check to Mrs. Jones who lives here, but 
will not bring a check to Mrs. Brown who 
lives next door, and Mrs, Brown who lives 
next door to Mrs. Jones will want to know 
why she did not get her check, and will 
feel that something crooked is going on 
in Washington. 

Mr VANDENBERG. That is another 
question. That is not the question the 
Senator was arguing when I rose. He 
was arguing that this was a problem 
which ought to be left in the jurisdiction 
of the War Department, and I am insist- 
ing that the passage of the proposed 
amendment of the act will leave the mat- 
ter more in the jurisdiction of the War 
Department than it would be without the 
passage of the amendment, because it 
will leave the War Department abso- 
lutely free to proceed on its own judg- 
ment, without limitation. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from North Carolina yield 
to me? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. I merely wish to ask 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
whether he agrees with what has been 
said by the Senator from Michigan, that 
the passage of the pending measure will 
still leave the War Department with full 
jurisdiction to handle the matter the 
best it can? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is true, 
Mr. President. There is nothing in the 
bill, nor is there any proposal in connec- 
tion with the bill, to provide a manda- 
tory date. The bill now before the Sen- 
ate simply strikes out the prohibition 
date of November 1, before which, under 
the present law, neither the Navy nor the 
Army can make any of these payments. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Then it is the 
opinion of the Senator that if the bill 
shouid, be passed it should not be con- 
sidered by the War Department as a 
mandate that it must make payments 
from day to day. 

Mr. CLARE of Missouri. Certainly 
not I cannot agree with the proposal of 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. JOHN- 
son] that October 1 be chosen, because 
that would be selecting one mandatory 
date for another mandatory date. 

Mr. President, I do not. have any dispo- 
sition, by setting an arbitrary date, to 
force the Department to attempt to pay 
before it can pay. 

Mr. President, while I have the floor, 
since the Senator from North Carolina 
has referred to the communication from 
the War Department, I wish to take a 
minute or two of the Senate’s time to 
read some very pertinent comments on 
that report, particularly with regard to 
the assertion that it would be a discrimi- 
nation to pay the dependents of one serv- 
icemen before they pay them all. I read 
from the column by Paul Mallon, pub- 
lished in this morning’s Philadelphia 
Inquirer; in my opinion, Mr. Mallon is 
one of the ablest publicists connected 
with the newspaper business in the 
United States. He refers to the letter 
which I just read from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Navy. He says: 


In a letter to Acting Speaker BULWINKLE, 
dated August 5, the Acting Navy Secretary, 
James Forrestal, wrote: 

“The making of these payments at once 
will have a decided effect on morale, The 
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Navy recommends enactment of the proposed 
legislation.” 


Then Mr. Mallon goes on: 
That did the job. 


He is now referring to the progress of 
the bill in the House. 


It is a remarkable matter when the Gov- 
ernment openly corrects a mistake, and all 
who had part in this correction deserve re- 
sounding cheers. The easier pattern of offi- 
cial behavior in such matters is to insist that 
there was no mistake, and to concoct all the 
excuses and arguments which lawyers can 
devise to justify a blunder. 

Acting Secretary of War Patterson, a bril- 
liant New York judge and attorney, for ex- 
ample, wrote a letter, also dated August 5, to 
the House er, making two pleas, which 
contradicted each other, in substantiation of 
the position which Colonel Hughes had led 
him into. 

Patterson said it would be discrimination 
against our soldiers overseas who cannot get 
the necessary blanks quickly, if he paid the 
dependents of soldiers in this country first. 

This, of course, is a matter of hunger and 
rent paying. Patterson’s argument would 
have you believe that, when faced with hun- 
dreds of thousands of hungry women and 
children, it is a “discrimination” to feed any 
of them first. 

In a hospital, Patterson, if faced with a 
hundred dying men, would refuse to treat any 
until he could get enough doctors to treat all 
at once—and the day before election, pre- 
sumably. 

His other point denied his first one, It 
was that “a large force of reasonably well- 
trained persons, many typewriters, and the 
necessary desks and filing equipment and 
forms are required”—perhaps 3,000 persons 
to look over 1,000,000 forms. 

He said it would, therefore, be physically 
impossible to get out all the checks even on 
November 1, 

Of course, this is no excuse for delaying 
everyone, but he used it, and thereby unin- 
tentionally suggested that if the second front 
is to be opened on the same basis, perhaps 
this country needs a swifter Assistant Secre- 
tary of War as well as a swifter Army financial 
department. R 

Mr, President, I desire to say that I do 
not concur with Mr. Mallon in his view 
of Under Secretary Patterson, because I 
think he is an extremely capable and effi- 
cient official. But the point made by Mr. 
Malion in his comments about the War 
Department are, in my opinion, correct, 
that is to say, that simply because it is 
not possible immediately to pay all the 
dependents it would be no discrimination 
to make payment as soon as possible to 
some dependents of soldiers, many of 
whom are in dire need as to food, clothes, 
and medicine, and shoes for their chil- 
dren so they may send them to school, 

I hope very much, Mr. President, that 
the bill may be passed, particularly be- 
cause, as the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. VanDENBERG] has stated, it does not 
establish any mandatory date, it does not 
compel the War Department to move up 
the date from November 1 if it is entirely 
impossible for them to do so. It seems 
to me that is as little as the Congress can 
do at the present time. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I do not wish to carry on an argument 
with a newspaper columnist, and I do 
not think the Senator from Missouri read 
the comments of the newspaper column- 
ist for the purpose of bringing those com- 
ments into the argument on the floor of 
the Senate. But is there not an implica- 
tion in those comments that some per- 
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sons shall be paid tomorrow? Is there 
not an implication that the War Depart- 
ment is deliberately trying to keep from 
such persons payments which are due 
them? 

Mr. President, no matter when it is 
made, the payment will be made in ac- 
cordance with law. The forms will have 
to be made out. If the Navy Depart- 
ment has already figured and made its 
calculations and made its forms on a 
date before November 1, the Navy De- 
partment has broken the law, and the 
Secretary of the Navy knows that it has 
broken the law, and the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy knows that it has broken the 
law, because the law sets November 1 as 
the date. 

When is the Navy going to pay? That 
is the question I wish to have answered. 
The letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy implies that the dependents 
couid be paid tomorrow, because he said 
it would be a good thing for morale. Of 
course, it would be a good thing for 
morale. Why did we pass the original 
bill? It was because of need, and to 
build up the morale of our Army and 
our Navy. 

The Acting Secretary of the Navy is 
just as guilty as anyone can be if he 
holds out a promise which cannot be ful- 
filled, That is what I am talking about, 
and that is the only thing I have been 
talking about. 

I think the columnist might have come 
to a different conclusion had he gone to 
the trouble of examining more closely 
what both the War Department and the 
Navy Department have to live up to, 
first, as to getting out the forms, and, 
second, as to making the calculations. 

Will the Acting Secretary of the Navy 
say to some dependent somewhere who 
has been forgotten by his son or by her 
husband, “You have no rights before the 
law in making your claim”? 

How are the forms to be made out and 
how are they to be gotten out? Unless 
they deliberately break the law of the 
United States, the Departments cannot 
make advance payments. They cannot 
make payments unless they proceed in 
accordance with the regulations of the 
General Accounting Office. We would 
not ask either our Army or our Navy to 
be legally lax in regard to the rights of 
the soldiers and the sailors. The Acting 
Secretary of the Navy would be the last 
man to do it, because I know how careful 
he has been in regard to contracts; and 
if a man is careful in regard to contracts 
and in regard to the Government’s 
money, certainly he will be careful in 
regard to dependents’ pay and in regard 
to the rights of soldiers and sailors. 

If we can figure out how the promise of 
the Acting Secretary of the Navy can be 
fulfilled, then it will be time to bring in 
the argument which has been made. If 
we can figure out how the promise of the 
columnist can be fulfilled, then will be 
the time to bring in the argument. 

We asked the representative of the War 
Department, “If you were ordered to pay 
tomorrow, how many could you pay?” 

He said, “Probably at the end of the 
day we could get together 50.” 

That shows that it would be physically 
possible to make some of the payments, 
but it would mean new forms, it would 
mean starting over again, and so on. 
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The Senator from Missouri has called 
it a mistake, a mistake made by Congress, 
The mistake was not made in the Sen- 
ate bill, Iam glad to say, because we put 
no dates in the Senate bill. The date 
came in as the result of a desire to try to 
hold forth a promise, and the date was 
changed in conference, in order to con- 
form with the time limit in the Senate 
bill. 

Mr. President, I have talked so much 
on this subject that I have talked as an 
advocate. I am not an administrative 
officer of the Government; but I have 
taken the word of the administrative 
officers, and I have taken seriously the 
letter of the Secretary of War. We 
should have had it before us sooner; it is 
a letter which comes rather late, it seems 
to me, after the discussion in Congress. 

I cannot sit down without referring to 
the Speech of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Norris] on the first day we talked 
about this matter. At least more Sen- 
ators are present today than were then 
present. So I do not have to carry 
back to the committee the message I 
promised to carry back when the Senator 
from Nebraska asked me to inform the 
Committee on Military Affairs just how 
many Senators were demanding that the 
bill be passed. I was somewhat em- 
barrassed by that request; but I shall not 
have to comply with it today, because 
many more Senators are present today 
than were present at the time when the 
Senator from Nebraska made his request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
having been heretofore read the third 
time, the question is, Shall it pass? 

The bill (H. R. 7461) was passed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp immediately fol- 
lowing the passage of the bill a telegram 
from the junior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Doxey] with regard to the bill. 

There being no objection, the telegram 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

Jackson, Miss., August 16, 1942. 
Senator BENNETT CLARK, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C.: 

I heartily favor bill for immediate payment 
of allotments and allowances to dependents 
of men in our armed forces up for considera- 
tion in the Senate Monday and shall thank 
you to pair me in favor of this bill. 

WALL Doxey, United States Senator. 


RATIO OF NATIONAL GUARD OFFICERS TO 
REGULAR ARMY OFFICERS RECEIVING 
PROMOTIONS 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, in 
regard to nominations coming from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, let me say 
that a few days ago an inquiry was di- 
rected to me, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, by our dis- 
tinguished friend and colleague the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pepper], in ref- 
erence to the ratio of National Guard 
officers to Regular Army officers receiv- 
ing promotions. 

I have in my hand a letter received 
from Gen. George Marshall, Chief of 
Staff, in particular reference to the in- 
quiry. I ask unanimous consent that the 
letter be printed at this point in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD 
as follows: 
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War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF oF STAFF, 
‘ à Washington: 
Hon. Rosert R. REYNOLDS, 
United States Senate. 

Dear SENATOR REYNOLDS: I am concerned 
over the question raised in the Senate on 
August 13 regarding possible discrimination 
against officers of the National Guard, since 
there are few matters more highly impor- 
tant or to which I devote more personal at- 
tention than recommendations for general 
officers, 

The success of military campaigns and the 
safety of thousands of lives are dependent 
upon a general officer in combat. I view with 
keen anxiety a tendency to place too much 
emphasis upon the honor attached to the 
rank of a general, and too little upon the 
great responsibilities and the requirements 
involved in such position, Consequently, too 
much thought and consideration has been 
given the individual, and far too little to 
the thousands whose lives are to be entrusted 
to his leadership. 

I feel that my responsibility to the soldier 
and his family, and the necessity for main- 
taining maximum efficiency in our armed 
forces, take full precedence over any interest 
in the individual officer whose effective lead- 
ership is in doubt. 

The critical nature of this period makes it 
imperative that all personal considerations 
be ruthlessly ignored in the selection of gen- 
eral officers. This high rank cannot be given 
as a reward for long and faithful service, or 
for reputed peacetime efficiency. The cri- 
terion for a general officer must be demon- 
strated ability to meet his great responsi- 
bilities. No compromise is possible. Highly 
efficient and energetic leadership is essential 
to success. The attributes of a general offi- 
cer cannot be permitted to relate to branch 
or component, or to personal or partisan fac- 
tors. No considerations other than evident 
ability to produce results can be the yard- 
stick for my recommendations. 

The ablest high ranking National Guard 
and Reserve officers are being promoted and 
utilized to their full capacity. Any officer 
who is professionally equipped to cope with 
the terrific pressures of modern warfare, and 
who gives evidence of outstanding qualities 
of leadership, will be recommended for pro- 
motion. My responsibility, and the interest 
of our country, demand that we place in 
command only those who have given clear 
evidence of capacity for the rank of general 
officer. Consequently, I propose to continue 
recommending only those officers who, in my 
estimation, have measured up to the highest 
standards of military skill, who have demon- 
strated a comprehensive understanding of 
modern methods of warfare, and who pos- 
sess the physical stamina, the moral courage, 
the strength of character, and the flexibility 
of mind necessary to withstand the burdens 
which modern combat conditions will im- 
pose. These attributes necessarily rise above, 
and have no relation to, quotas for various 
branches or components, political considera- 
tions, or geographical allocations. 

I might add that I have been far more 
severe in dealing with Regular personnel 
than with the citizen-army personnel. 
Throughout I have made it my personal busi- 
ness to guard against the undue infiuence, 
favorable or unfavorable, of a single individ- 
ual or headquarters. I have guarded against 
the pressures which result from propinquity, 
from the natural desire of higher comman- 
ders to advance their own staff officers or 
the men they happen to know best. I have 
had searching examinations and reports made 
before each promotion list was approved to 
locate members of the National Guard and 
Reserves with grades of colonel and brigadier 
general with a view to recommending them 
for promotion. 

Faithfully yours, 
Œ. C. MARSHALL, 
Chief of Staf. 
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DEATH OF COL. ALBERT K. B. LYMAN 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in the 
Recorp at this point a letter informing 
us of the death on August 13 of Col. Al- 
bert K. B. Lyman, whose nomination for 
brigadier general had been submitted to 
the Senate for confirmation. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Wark. DEPARTMENT, 
Washington. 
Senator ROBERT R, REYNOLDS, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR REYNOLDS: Information has 
been received in the War Department that 
Col. Albert K. B. Lyman, whose nomination 
for brigadier general has been submitted to 
the Senate for confirmation, died August 13 
as a result of coronary occlusion, 

Colonel Lyman was department engineer of 
the Hawaiian Department at the time of the 
outbreak of war. In that capacity he was in 
charge of a tremendous engineer construction 
program and the activation of numerous en- 
gineer units. His services were outstanding 
in every respect, and the War Department 
consequently requests that his name not be 
removed from the list of nominations. It is 
desired to promote him posthumously to 
brigadier general under the provisions of 
section 3, Public Law 680. 

Sincerely yours, 
Henry L, STIMSON, 
Secretary of War. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY AND NAVY 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, while 
the Senator from North Carolina has 
the floor, and before we go into executive 
session and act on the Army nominations 
to which I lodged objection on Thursday 
because they had not gone to the calen- 
dar, let me ask the Senator whether he 
will supply for the Recorp the data 
necessary in order to answer a question 
which has come to me regarding the 
number of commissions granted and the 
promotion of commissioned officers in the 
Army and Navy since the enactment of 
the Selective Service Act. . If the'Sena- 
tor, as chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, can obtain such data, 
I should be very much obliged to him. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, as I 
understand the request, the Senator de- 
sires information from the authorities 
regarding the number of commissions 
which have been granted since Decem- 
ber 7, the time of the attack on Pearl 
Harbor, the designation of those com- 
missions in rank, and whether from the 
Regular Army, Officers’ Reserve Corps, 
National Guard, or other units of the 
armed forces; is that correct? 

Mr, McNARY. I said that I should 
like to have information regarding the 
granting of such commissions since the 
enactment of the Selective Service Act. 
I do not know the date of its enact- 
ment. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I shall be very glad 
to endeavor to supply the able minority 
leader with that information at the 
earliest possible moment. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 


ate proceed to consider executive busi- 
ness, 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 
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EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Downey in the chair) laid before the 
Senate messages from the President of 
the United States submitting sundry 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committees, 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr, HAYDEN, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads; 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on 
Finance: 

Dentist Norman Louis Zwickel to be an 
assistant dental surgeon in the Public Health 
Service; and 

Several senior surgeons to be medical di- 
rectors in the Public Health Service. 


MURRAY W. LATIMER 


Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
I report favorably the nomination of 
Murray W. Latimer, of New York, to be 
a member of the Railroad Retirement 
Board for a term of 5 years from August 
29, 1942. The nomination is for reap- 
pointment, and I ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kentucky? The Chair hears none; 
and, without objection, the nomination 
is confirmed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the President be immediately 
notified of the confirmation of the nom- 
ination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will proceed to state the nomina- 
tions on the calendar. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters, 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations of postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the President be immediately 
notified of the confirmation of the nom- 
inations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

THE ARMY 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Army. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the nominations in the Army 
be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Army 
are confirmed en bloc. 

THE NAVY 
The legislative clerk read the nomina- 


tion of Richard S. Edwards to be vice 
admiral. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
nation be confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 


THE MARINE CORPS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Marine Corps, 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations in the Marine Corps be confirmed 
en bloc, and that the President be im- 
mediately notified of all nominations 
confirmed today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Marine 
Corps are confirmed en bloc, and the 
President will be notified forthwith of all 


nominations confirmed today, 


That completes the Executive Cal- 
endar. 


AUTHORIZATION FOR SIGNING BILLS, 
ETC. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, as in 
legislative session, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that during the adjournment of the 
Senate following today’s session, the Vice 
President be authorized to sign bills and 
resolutions ready for his signature, and 
that the Secretary of the Senate be au- 
thorized to receive messages from the 
House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn 
until 12 o’clock on Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 
o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, the adjournment being, under 
the order previously entered, until 
Thursday, August 20, 1942, at 12 o’clock 
meridian, 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate August 17, 1942: 
DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 


Owen W. Gaines, of Georgia, now a Foreign 
Service officer of class 8 and a secretary in 
the Diplomatic Service, to be also a consul of 
the United States of America. 

The following-named persons for appoint- 
ment as Foreign Service officers, unclassified, 
vice consuls of career, and secretaries in the 
Diplomatic Service of the United States of 
America: 

Howard Brandon, of Maryland. 

Terry B. Sanders, Jr., of Texas. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY SPECIALIST CORPS 


George Washington Hervey, liaison officer, 
headquarters, Army Specialist Corps, $6,000. 
PROMOTIONS, FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE, IN THE 

Navy 
TO BE REAR ADMIRALS 

Capt. Harold C. Train to be a rear admiral 
in the Navy, for temporary service, to rank 
from the 6th day of March 1942. 

Capt. Andrew C. Bennett to be a rear ad- 
miral in the Navy, for temporary service, to 
rank from the 15th day of May 1942, 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate August 17, 1942: 
RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 
Murray W. Latimer to be a member of the 


Railroad Retirement Board for a term of 5 
years from August 20, 1942, 
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IN THE ARMY 


TEMPORARY APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 
To be major generals 

Harry James Malony 
Paul Lewis Ranson 
John Benjamin Anderson 
Gilbert Richard Cook 
Raymond Oscar Barton 
Paul Everton Peabody 
Manton Sprague Eddy 
Matthew Bunker Ridgway 
Edward Hale Brooks 
Carlos Brewer 
Cortlandt Parker 
Charles Philip Gross 
Richard Jaquelin Marshall 
Homer McLaughlin Groninger 
Ernest Nason Harmon 

«Roger Baldwin Colton 
Muir Stephen Fairchild 
Walter Melville Robertson 
Wilhelm Delp Styer x 
Frederick Augustus Irving 
Harold Lee George 
Withers Alexander Burress 
William Carey Lee 
Jobn Louis Homer 


To be brigadier generals 
Harlan Nelson Hartness 
Louis Joseph Fortier 
George Leland Eberle 
Boniface Campbell 
Charles Manly Bushee 
Herman Frederick Kramer 
William Caldwell Dunckel 
Bryan Lee Milburn 
Willard Wadsworth Irvine 
Alexander Russell Bolling 
George Price Hays 
Morris Clinton Handwerk 
Horace Lincoln Whittaker 
Stephen Huntting Sherrill 
Harris Marcy Melasky 
Guy Orth Kurtz 
Don Forrester Pratt 
William Willis Eagles 
Joseph Louis Ready 
John Russell Deane 
Williston Birkhimer Palmer 
Jchn James Bohn 
Morrill Ross 
Charles Love Mullins, Jr, 
Howard Louis Peckham 
Robert Horace Dunlop 
Ralph Brundidge Lovett 
Donald Armpriester Stroh 
Theron DeWitt Weaver 
George David Shea 
David Sheridan Rumbough 
Rar Wehnes Barker 
Allison Joseph Barnett 
Creswell Garlington 
Raymond Eccleston Serveira Williamson 
Haywood Shepherd Hansell, Jr. 
William Frazer Tompkins 
William Hesketh 
Jerry Vrchlicky Matejka 
Ray Edison Porter 
Albert Charles Stanford 
Claudius Miller Easley 
Benjamin Franklir Giles 
Frank Watkins Weed 
Edgar Lewis Clewell 
Archie Arrington Farmer 
Fred Warde Llewellyn 
Eugene Lowry Eubank 
Howard Arnold Craig 
Clements McMullen 
Robert Gale Breene 
Charles Carl Chauncey 
Grandison Gardner 
Lester Thomas Miller 
Auby Casey Strickland 
Edmund Walton Hill 
Joseph Leon Philips 
Daniel Noce 
Frank Augustus Keating 
Lowell Warde Rooks 
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Aibert Kualii Brickwood Lyman 
James Kirk 

James Kerr Crain 

John Elliott Wood t 
Herbert Daskum Gibson 
Edmund Bower Sebree 
Joseph Nicholas Dalton 
Anthony Clement McAuliffe 
Elbridge Gerry Chapman, Jr. 
George Pierce Howell 

Hugh Joseph Gaffey 
Reginald Wiliam Buzzell 
Kenneth Frank Cramer 
Henry Cotheal Evans 

Edwin Whiting Jones 
Alexander Gallatin Paxton 
Nat Smith Perrine 

Ralph Clifford Tobin 
Hanford MacNider 

Joseph Wilson Byron 

John Reed Kilpatrick ¥ 


In THE Navy 
TEMPORARY SERVICE 
Richard S. Edwards to be a vice admiral in 
the Navy, for temporary service, to rank from 
August 15, 1942. 
IN THE MARINE CORPS 
Bennet Puryear, Jr., to be assistant quar- 


termaster with the rank of brigadier general 
for temporary service. 
TEMPORARY SERVICE 
To be brigadier generals for general duty 
Allen H. Turnage Alphonse DeCarre 
Ralph J. Mitchell Samuel L. Howard 
James L. Underhill DeWitt Peck 
Keller E. Rockey Archie F. Howard 
To be brigadier general on the retired list 
Matthew H. Kingman 
POSTMASTERS 
ARIZONA 
Waltice B. Ham, Somerton. 
CALIFORNIA 
John M. Gondring, Jr., Ceres. 
Charles L. Pierce, Clarksburg. 
Alfred F. Seale, Cottonwood. 
Dina M. Tobin, Cutler. 
William Francis Richmond, El Centro. 
Lempi J. Kiviaho, Georgetown. 
Ethel M. Strong, Lake Arrowhead. 
Ray W. Miner, Lincoln. 
Charles M. Jones, Lodi. 
Agnes McCausland, Ripon. 


CONNECTICUT 


John E. Lynch, Hazardville. 
John Welsh, Killingly. 


FLORIDA 


Emma A. Laird, Greenville. 
Jean A. Hopkins, Reddick. 


GEORGIA 


Cleo H. Price, Adairsville. 

Roy R. Powell, Arlington. 

Harry B. Vickers, Brunswick. 
William M. Denton, Dalton. 
Nathaniel M. Hawley, Douglasville. 
Stanley L. Morgan, Fayetteville. 
Joseph W. Murphy, Menlo. 
Arthur B. Caldwell, Smyrna. 
Ferman F. Chapman, Summerville, 
Nettie H. Woolard, Sylvester. 
Cecil F. Auitman, Warwick. 
DeWitt P. Trulock, Whigham. 


IDAHO 
Wando J. Andrasen, St. Anthony. 
Lowell H. Merriem, Grace. 
Edward T. Gilroy, Kooskia. 
John B. Cato, Meridian. 
Fred L. Cruikshank, Montpelier. 
Henry G. Reiniger, Rathdrum. 

P. Moody, Sandpoint. 
Rose J. Hamacher, Spirit Lake. 


ILLINOIS 


James E. Muckian, Calumet City. 
Arthur L. Larson, Des Plaines. 


KENTUCKY 


Zaidee G. Neville, Arlington. 

Edward W. Cubbage, Clarkson. 

Ralph E. Vaughn, Greensburg. 
Frances W. Lyell, Hickory. 

Dalph E. Creal, Hodgenville. 

May K. Hall, Island. 

Amelia B. Samuels, Lebanon Junction. 
Theophilus B. Terry, Sonora. 

Homer B. Burks, Upton. 


MARYLAND 

Jacob R. L. Wink, Manchester. 
Charles W. Carney, Mount Savage. 
Malcolm F. Caplan, St. Michaels. 


MASSACHUSETTS 

Frances A, Rogers, Billerica. 

John R. McManus, Concord. 
Charles L. Goodspeed, Dennis. 
William J. Farley, Hanson. 

Mary E, Sheehan, Hatfield. 
Josephine R. McLaughlin, Hathorne. 
Harry T. Swett, Manchester. 
Gladys V. Crane, Merrimac. 
Veronica Manning, Minot. 

William T, Martin, Monterey. 
Ephrem J. Dion, Northbridge. 
James B. Logan, North Wilbraham. 
Alexander John MacQuade, Osterville. 
James G. Cassidy, Sheffield. 

Charles A. McCarthy, Shirley. 

George M. Lynch, Somerset. 

Alice C. Redlon, South Duxbury. 
Harvey E. Lenon, Swansea. 

John J. Kent, Jr., West Bridgewater. 
Margaret E. Coughlin, West Concord. 


NEW YORK 


Kenneth W. Hagadorn, Almond. 
Vincent L. Keenan, Churchville, 
Earl P. Talley, East. Rochester. 
Archie C. Montanye, Esperance, 
Matthew F. Dixon, Hamilton. 
Edith A. Moritz, Helmuth. 
Edward J. McSweeney, Long Lake. 
Joseph T. Lockbaum, North Lawrence. 
Arthur B. Stiles, Owego. 
Elmer R. Chaffer, Point Pleasant. 
Dennis T. Dillon, Jr., Raquette Lake. 
Arthur W. Eaton, Rheims. 
Edith S. Bierman, St. Johnsville. 
Madge E. McIntyre, Springwater. 
Mary Gallagher, Witherbee. 

NORTH CAROLINA 


Cornelius H. Julian, Franklinville, 
Jennings M. Koontz, Kannapolis. 
Hugh M. McArn, Laurinburg. 
Paul Green, Thomasville. 


OHIO 


Willard R. Hower, Doylestown. 
John E. Kassell, South Zanesville. 
OREGON 

Clifford O, Dougherty, Cloverdale. 

Tracy Savery, Dallas. 

Henry Alm, Silverton. 

Grace E, Neibert, Stayton. 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Jesse C. Yoders, Clarksville. 

Marion S. Macomber, Delta. 

Avery S. Van Campen, Elmhurst. 

Blanche Ritchie, Fairbank. 

Lewis M. Kachel, Mohnton. 

George G. Foley, Pocono Manor. 

Caroline B. Warner, Trevose. 

Mae E. Ford, Twin Rocks. 

Swiler M. Zeigler, Wellsville. 

TEXAS 

James Curtis McKenzie, Alba. 

Hunter H. McWilliams, Atlanta. 

Grace B. Jones, Bivins. 

Frederick M. Faust, Comfort. 

Gleason Frank Purdue, Groveton. 

Baxter Orr, Idalou. 

Esther L. Berry, Joinerville, 

Carl W. Amberg, La Grange. 

Georgia C. Wolfe, Lefors, 

Alonzo P. Campbell, Lipan, 

Evlyn M. Berry, Mesquite. 


AUGUST 17 


Mabel B. McConnico, Port Lavaca. 
Guy E. Warren, Refugio. 
John A. Nicholson, Sanger. 
John T. Davis, Jr., Throckmorton. 
Emma S. Vick, Valentine. 
Margaret E. Lasseter, Westbrook. 
UTAH 
Wells P. Starley, Fillmore. 
WEST VIRGINIA 
Leo B. Ott, Terra Alta. 
WISCONSIN 


Helen A. Tuttle, Balsam Lake. 
George Heiderer, Butternut. 
George J. Armbruster, Cedarburg. 
Leo J. Ford, Janesville. 

Edward F. Smith, King. 

Lec M. Meyer, Loyal. 

Levy Williamson, Mineral Point, 
Albert Hansen, New Lisbon. 
Prank J. Horak, Oconto. 

Gregory C. Flatley, Oconto Falls. 
Meridan D. Anderson, Omro. 
Rudolph I. Baumann, Phillips. 
John P. Pabst, Pittsville. 

Ida M. Melchert, Saxon. 

Henry A. Kirk, Spring Valley. 
William S. Wagner, Thorp. 
George W. Shenkenberg, Waterford. 
Irwin J. Rieck, Weyauwega. 
Martin J. Wiliams, Winneconne. 


WYOMING 
Jesse B. Budd, Big Piney. 


Allen T. Frans, Meeteetse. 
Clyde M. Elbert, Ten Sleep. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, AuGust 17, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BuLWINKLE. 

Rev, Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Pres- 
byterian Church, Wash’ngton, D. C., of- 
fered the following prayer: 


O Thou God of all counsel and con- 
solation, we are coming unto Thee with 
baffled minds and burdened hearts, pray- 
ing that we may find shelter and strength 
in the sanctuary of Thy wisdom and 
compassion. 

We confess with penitence that we are 
continually sinning against Thy com- 
mandments by our disobedience and sel- 
fishness. Help us to realize that when- 
ever we sin we are not breaking “hy 
laws, for they cannot be broken, but we 
are breaking ourselvés, destroying the 
peace of our souls and blighting them 
with fear and anguish. 

We pray that Thou wilt hear our pray- 
ers of intercession for suffering human- 
ity. Give us courage to believe that the 
world is in the agony of a new birth and 
that as, at the beginning, Thy Spirit 
created order out of chaos, so Thou wilt 
again move upon the face of the earth 
and fill it with righteousness and peace. 
To Thy name, through Christ our Lord, 
shall be all the praise. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, August 13, 1942, was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. 


Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
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amendment a concurrent resolution of 
the House of the following title: 

H. Con. Res. 80. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the printing of additional copies 
of House Report No. 2333, current session, on 
the bill entitled “To provide revenue, and 
for other purposes.” 


The message also announced that the 


Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK- 
LEY and Mr. Brewster members of the 
Joint Select Committee on the part of the 
Senate, as provided for in the act of 
August 5, 1939, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the disposition of certain records 
of the United States Government,” for 
the disposition of executive papers in the 
following department and agencies: 

Department of the Treasury. 

Federal Security Agency. 

Federal Works Agency. 

National Housing Agency. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DELANEY]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, for 
many years the New York Herald Trib- 
une has carried at the masthead the quo- 
tation of Voltaire on Helvetius: 


I disapprove of what you say but I will 
defend to the death your right to say it. 


This is perhaps truer today than any- 
time in our history. In the Sunday issue 
of the Washington Times-Herald there 
appeared the following article and at this 
point, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, the ar- 
ticle referred to follows: 


$1,000 REWARD FOR INFORMATION REVEALING THE 

IDENTITY OF THOSE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE 

LETTER REPRODUCED BELOW 

Reproduced below is a letter recently re- 
ceived by an advertiser in the Washington 
Times-Herald. 

Obviously, it was prepared by a person or 
persons well acquainted with newspaper prac- 
tices and advertising methods. 

Obviously, also, it is designed to injure 
the Washington Times-Heraid as punishment 
for contmuing to exercise as a free press, 
guaranteed its freedom by the Constitution 
of the United States. 

There is a Federal criminal law (title 18, 
ch. 3, par. 51) which provides: 

“If two or more persons conspire to injure, 
oppress, threaten, or intimidate any citizen 
in the free exercise or enjoyment of any 
right or privilege secured to him by the Con- 
stitution or laws of the United States, or 
because of his having so exercised the same 

+ © they shall be fined not more than 
$5,000 and imprisoned not more than 10 
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years, and shall, moreover, be thereafter in- 
eligible to any office, or place of honor, profit, 
or trust created by the Constitution or laws 
of the United States.” 

Whoever inspired, wrote, and caused to be 
circulated the letter reproduced below, vio- 
lated the law here quoted, in my opinion. 
I intend to prosecute all parties to this con- 
spiracy to the limit of my ability, 

ELEANOR PATTERSON. 
BALTIMORE, MD., August 10, 1942. 
ADVERTISING MANAGER, 


Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: The New York newspaper PM 
has been exposing for some time the Axis 
line used by the publishers of the Chicago 
Daily Tribune, the New York News, and the 
Washington Times-Herald. PM has printed 
not witty little essays or theoretical fancies, 
but documented proof that a definite dan- 
gerous parallel propaganda of defeatism exists 
between the editorial pages of these three 
papers and the official Axis propaganda em- 
anating from Berlin and Tokyo. 

Newspapers, good and bad, exist mainly 
from advertising revenue. Advertising makes 
the newspaper. Take away advertising and 
the paper becomes flaccid and impotent. As 
an important company which invests thou- 
sands and thousands of dollars in advertising, 
your firm is in a position to do important 
harm to a newspaper by withdrawing its 
planned advertising lineage. It would not be 
too difficult a matter to shift advertising— 
or at least a bulk of it—from one newspaper 
to another; it would be a striking blow to 
the newspaper losing the lineage. 

The Times-Herald has a large circulation 
indeed, but why select advertising media on 
the basis of circulation alone? You wouldn’t 
advertise in a German Bund newspaper or the 
Daily Worker, or a Ku Klux Klan publication. 
Why place your advertising in a newspaper 
that does everything in its power to fight the 
President and his direction of the war pro- 
gram? 

May I refer your attention to the issues of 
PM, dated August 6, 7, 8, 9, 10. They tell 
very simply and quickly the things about the 
Patterson press that an enlightened, demo- 
cratic-minded, patriotic advertiser should 
know. They are things he should know and 
more, must know, if we are to survive and 


go on. 

Hitler is our enemy. Don't aid those who 
aid Hitler. Stop giving money to Hitler's 
helpers 

Respectfully submitted. 


The time is fast approaching when 
newspapers, magazines, radio announc- 
ers, and others dispensing news will be 
subjected to the blackjack of blackmail 
if they do not express views or opinions 
in consonance with the viewpoint of their 
readers and listeners. Their families, 
their sponsors, and advertisers, or all, 
will be subjected to anonymous attacks 
and letters such as the one referred to 
above. 

I feel it is not necessary to say any 
more, but I am certain that if this mat- 
ter is brought to the attention of the 
Postmaster General those who authored 
this underhanded method of attack will 
be properly dealt with. 

SERVICEMEN’S DEPENDENTS ALLOWANCES 
SHOULD BE PAID NOW 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute and to revise and ex- 
tend my own remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 


man from Mississippi [Mr, RANKIN]? 


There was no objection, 
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Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, the Senate is today considering 
my bill for immediate payment of allow- 
ances to the dependents of men in our 
armed forces. As you know, that meas- 
ure passed the House on last Thursday. 
If it passes the Senate it will bring to a 
successful conclusion the second battle 
that I have waged for the servicemen in 
the last few weeks, the other one being, 
as you will recall, to raise their base pay 
to $50 per month. 

I have no apology for having remained 
at my post of duty during these times 
and exerting every possible effort on þe- 
half of these dependents who are in dire 
need of this relief at this time. 

I have done so because I know of the 
great hardships now being endured by 
these dependent fathers, mothers, wives, 
and children of our brave boys who are 
offering up their lives in this war. 

It has been surprising to note that 
while I was here waging this fight in a 
just cause I was being attacked by those 
elements that want to destroy almost 
everything my people hold dear. 

That radical publication known as PM 
that has been trying to browbeat the Red 
Cross into removing the labels from the 
blood that is being banked for our 
wounded boys in the service, so one could 
not tell what race it came from, con- 
tinues to criticize me for upholding the 
Red Cross in that position. They call me 
an obstructionist. Probably that is þe- 
cause I have obstructed them in their at- 
tempts to have the blood of other races 
injected into the veins of our wounded 
men. 

I note from the paper that certain 
communistic organizations that have 
been raising money here and in New York 
to try to defeat southern Congressmen 
who oppose their crazy schemes are now 
required to file with the Clerk of the 
House a statement of their collections 
and expenditures, which will probably 
land some of them in the penitentiary. 
Their opposition is coming to be regarded 
as a badge of honor and their support as 
the kiss of death. They tried to defeat 
two of our colleagues from Virginia, Hon. 
Howarp SMITH and Hon. CLIFF Wooprum. 

Mr. Sirs won by a majority of 5 to 1 
in the primary a few days ago and Mr, 
Wooprum by 6 to 1. These crackpots 
were calling these two worthy sons of 
Virginia obstructionists, because they 
were opposing the program of these radi- 
cals, who are striving to destroy our 
American institutions, our form of gov- 
ernment, and our way of life, and to force 
Negro equality upon the white people of 
the Southern States. 

A friend of mine has just sent me a 
circular that is being distributed over my 
district headed “Ranxtn, the obstruction- 
ist,” which contains almost the same 
identical attacks on me that were made 
by them on the two gentlemen from Vir- 
ginia. They seem to have been written 
by the same hand. 

One of the false charges that has been 
made and published in the press down 
there is that I voted to strike out the 
$5,000,000 to fortify Guam, giving the 
very page of the Recorp on which the 
vote on that amendment appears, page 
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1842 of the first session of the Seventy- 
sixth Congress. I have that Recorp be- 
fore me now, opened at page 1842, and it 
shows that, instead of voting to strike 
out that item, I voted against striking it 
out and in favor of fortifying Guam. 

But this circular I refer to tries to 
make much of the fact that I missed two 
or three roll calls back in 1938. At that 
time I was in bed sick and could not be 
present. Everyone here knows that I 
never miss a roll call when it is possible 
for me to be here. 

It also intimates that I fayored the so- 
called congressional pension or Retire- 
ment Act, when every Member of this 
House knows that I opposed it from the 
beginning, refused to qualify under it, 
and led a drive to get it repealed—and 
we did get it repealed. 

It tries to take away from me the credit 
for my amendment to raise the base pay 
of our men in the armed forces to $50 a 
month, when everyone here and through- 
out the country knows that it was my 
amendment and my fight that raised the 
base pay of these men to $50 a month. 

Think of resorting to such tactics to 
try to discredit Members of Congress who 
are here doing their duty, and especially 
at a time like this, when we are engaged 
in the greatest war in history. 

One of these radical publications in its 
attack on me admits that “RANKIN has 
supported the President’s foreign policy,” 
and that “he [RANKIN] has been a real 
leader in the public power fight.” Of 
course they did not have to tell that to 
the people I represent; for they know 
that had it not been for my efforts in 
helping to create and develop the T. V. A. 
and in getting rural electrification ex- 
tended over the district, our farmers 
down there would now be in the dark, 
without any electricity at all, and the 
people in the towns and cities through- 
out that area would be paying twice as 
high rates for their electricity as they 
are paying now. 

But this publication accuses me of race 
prejudice because I believe in the segre- 
gation or separation of the races, and be- 
cause I am opposed to injecting the blood 
of other races into the veins of our white 
boys who are injured in this war. It 
also says that Iam antialien. I suppose 
that is because of my demand that we get 
rid of the Japs. If that makes me anti- 
alien, then 90 percent of the white people 
of this country are antialien. What 
rights do aliens have to say what Con- 
gress shall do? That is the business of 
Americans, and not of aliens. 

But I just cite these facts to show the 
kind of attacks being made by these 
crackpots on Members cf Congress who 
Stay on the job and attempt to represent 
the American people during these trying 
times. 

We all know that our first duty is to 
win this war. Our brave men are doing 
a glorious job every time they come in 
contact with the enemy; and I have no 
apology for having remained here and 
worked to get this measure through, 
which will do so much to relieve their 
anxiety by providing for their dependent 
loved ones at home. 

Mr. Speaker, I am prepared to tell the 
House now that the Senate has just 
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passed my bill with only one or two dis- 
senting votes. 

Iam simply overjoyed. This is one of 
the most just and humane measures that 
was ever passed by the Congress of the 
United States. It will bring relief to 
many destitute dependent fathers, moth- 
ers, wives, and children of our brave men 
in the service and will greatly add to the 
morale of our fighting forces by relieving 
the anxiety of the men for the welfare of 
their loved ones at home. 


SUSPENSION OF THE STATUTES OF LIMI- 
TATIONS APPLICABLE TO CERTAIN 
OFFENSES 


Mr. TOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table H. R. 6484, to suspend during the 
present war the running of statutes of 
limitations applicable to certain offenses, 
with a Senate amendment thereto, and 
agree to the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 
as follows: 

Lines 7 and 8, strike out “for the period of 
the present war and for 6 months thereafter” 
and insert “until June 30, 1945, or until such 
earlier time as the Congress by concurrent 
resolution, or the President may designate.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California {Mr. Toran]? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“An act to suspend temporarily the 
running of statutes of limitations appli- 
cable to certain offenses.” 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MEYER of Maryland. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. MEYER]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MEYER of Maryland. Mr. Speak- 
er, I find in my district a growing dissat- 
isfaction with the Government’s ration- 
ing program. When gasoline rationing 
was first introduced into ‘the Eastern 
States, the people believed that it was 
made necessary by the fact that trans- 
portation difficulties prevented a suffi- 
cient supply to be delivered. Later there 
emanated from Government sources the 
information that rationing was necessary 
chiefly because there was a necessity to 
save tires. These contradictory declara- 
tions on the subject have been the source 
of a large part of the dissatisfaction. 
More recently we have been told there is 
danger of fuel-oil shortage in the East 
this winter and it is said the reason is 
lack of transportation. 

I wish here and now to demand that as 
a remedial measure gasoline rationing be 
extended to include the remainder of the 
country, so that the shortage of transpor- 
tation may be relieved and a greater sup- 
ply of gasoline and fuel oil may be deliv- 
ered to the eastern section of the coun- 
try—enough to assure the workers the 
gasoline needed to get them to and from 
their work and assure at least a mini- 
mum sufficiency of fuel oil in the East to 
heat their houses this winter, 
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Some people continue to clamor for 
and content themselves with mere state- 
ments on the subject from this and that 
agency. Demands for the true picture of 
conditions and for frank statements to 
assure confidence were made by me as 
long ago as July 1941. But the time for 
pretty statements has long since passed. 
Just as you cannot kindle love, affection, 
or patriotism on pretty statements alone 
neither can you kindle the homes for 
love, affection, and patriotism to thrive 
in without a minimum amount of mate- 
rial heating units. What we need now is 
action, and the extension of rationing 
throughout the country is the first step 
to be taken. Next in the line of action 
would be the speedy passage of my bill, 
H. R. 7302, introduced by me on June 25, 
1942, to help relieve the fuel oil and gaso- 
line shortage by authorizing the sum of 
$10,000,000 to construct towboats and 
barges adapted for use in the transporta- 
tion of oil, gasoline, fuels, and other com- 
modities within the Atlantic Intracoastal 
Waterway territory. 

Immediate action, not statements, can 
be the only answer at this late date, so 
that if Mr. Nelson fails to act, Congress 
must, - 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
-Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I 
have three requests; first that my col- 
league the gentleman from Michigan 
[M1. MICHENER] may be permitted to ex- 
tend his own remarks in the RECORD and 
to include an article from the Detroit 
Free Press of August 14, 1942. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. GEARHART]. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to extend my own remarks in the 
RecorD and to include a brief newspaper 
article from the Long Beach Telegram. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. GEARHART]? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to address the House for 6 min- 
utes today after all other special orders 
have been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. GEaRHART]? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Apendix of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Young]? 

There was no objection. 

CAPT. FRANK E. LOCKE, AMERICAN HERO 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Younc]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
a feeling of great sorrow I report that a 
fine young man, Capt. Frank E. Locke, 
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who was appointed by me to the United 
States Military Academy about 6 years 
ago, has given his life as a sacrifice on 
the altar of freedom.. Capt. Frank E. 
Locke was only 24 years old at the time 
the Army plane he was piloting crashed 
and he was killed. His mother, Mrs. 
Grace Locke, lives in Cleveland. The 
young man’s father, the late Frank E. 
Locke, Sr., was a lieutenant colonel] in 
World War No. 1. 

During my three terms as Congress- 
man at Large representing Ohio, I have 
been most painstaking in connection 
with my service academy appointments. 
Frank E. Locke, Jr., won his appoint- 
ment from me for the reason that he was 
an outstanding young man. He made 
an excellent record at the United States 
Military Academy. A promising career 
in the service of his country ended as a 
result of his death. 

Incidents like this bring the war closer 
to all of us. Congressmen give conscien- 
tious consideration to their service acad- 
emy appointments. We are proud of the 
young men we appoint to the United 
States service academies, and it is upon 
fine young men like Capt. Frank E. Locke 
that we are depending for leadership, 
daring, initiative, and courage to pre- 
serve this Nation as a place where people 
are free. 

Up, up the long, delirfous, burning blue 
I've topped the wind-swept heights with 


easy grace 
Where never lark, or even eagle flew— 


And, while with silent, lifting mind I’ve 
trod 
The high untrespassed sanctity of space, 
Put out my hand, and touched the face 
of God. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr.BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I have two 
unanimous consent requests, one, that I 
may be permitted to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include 
therein an editorial from the Washing- 
ton Evening Star of Saturday, August 15, 
1942, concerning the President’s message 
regarding the execution of certain obli- 
gations under treaties of 1903 and 1936 
with Panama. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Broom]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein several editorials relating to the 
visit of Her Majesty, Queen Wilhelmina 
of the Netherlands to the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore., Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BLOOM]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Thursday 
next I may be permitted to address the 
House for 20 minutes on the Federal 
farm-credit proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. PIERCE]? 

There was no objection. 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp on the death of the 
late Christopher D. Sullivan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. DELANEY]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recor and to include 
therein an article from the Beaver Daily 
Times. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute on the subject of lignite coal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Dakota [Mr. BURDICK]? 

_ There was no objection. 

(Mr. Burpick addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I- ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks, and I further ask unani- 
mous consent that my remarks and the 
revision thereof appear in the Appendix 
of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Dakota [Mr. BURDICK]? 

There was no objection, 


PAY AND ALLOWANCES TO MILITARY AND 
NAVAL PERSONNEL 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. ANGELL]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANGELL, Mr. Speaker, I urge the 
speedy enactment of S. 2329. Under it 
the provisions of H, R. 6446, Seventy- 
seventh Congress, second session, are ex- 
tended to include employees of contrac- 
tors on public works outside the United 
States or in Alaska. 

Twenty-three days after the outbreak 
of the war the contracts of the civilian 
workers on Wake Island were canceled 
by the company by which they were em- 
ployed, the Pacific Naval Air Base Con- 
struction Co. The contracts stipulated 
that their pay would continue until the 
men were returned to the mainland and 
did not include any clause whatsoever to 
the effect that the contracts would be 
canceled in the event that war was de- 
clared. However, the cancelation of these 
contracts has caused much suffering and 
many hardships on the dependents of the 
men and it has been necessary for 
mothers to leave their families in the care 
of strangers and others and obtain work 
to meet their obligations. 

In March the bill, H. R. 6446, was 
passed to provide for continuing pay- 
ment of pay and allowances of personnel 
of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and 
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Coast Guard, including the retired and 
Preserve components thereof; the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey and the Public 
Health Service, and civilian employees of 
the executive departments, independent 
establishments and agencies, during peri- 
ods of absence from post of duty, and for 
other purposes. However, this bill ex- 
cluded the civilian workers employed by 
the Pacific Naval Air Base Construction 
Co. at Wake Island because the clause 
“agency” was used instead of “direct 
agency” of the Government. 

An amendment should be added to this 
bill, H. R. 6446, which would include the 
civilian workers of Wake Island, and at 
the present time this amendment has 
been drawn up and is in perfect form and 
approved by the Attorney General and is 
known as amendment S. 2329. It is be- 
fore the Naval Affairs Committee, Sena- 
tor Wars, of Massachusetts, acting as 
chairman. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois’ Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Hon. ROBERT B. CHIPERFIELD, of 
Illinois, may be allowed to extend his own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Jonnson]? 

- There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may address the House for 10 minutes, 
after the other special orders of the day, 
on fuel. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. 
ROGERS]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my own remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. MCGREGOR]? 

There was no objection. 


SERVICE DEPENDENTS ALLOWANCE ACT 


Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I am 
glad to be able to assist in the passage of 
H. R. 7461 to amend the Servicemen’s 
Dependents Allowance Act so as to make 
it possible for the War and the Navy De- 
partments to make payments imme- 
diately. 

Under the original act such’ payments 
could not be made until after Novem- 
ber 1, which provision I feel was most 
unfair, I am sure the membership of 
Congress had no knowledge of the “date 
sleeper” having been inserted when they 
were Called upon to vote on the accept- 
ance of the conference report. 

The passage of H. R. 7461 will bring 
relief in many needy cases to mothers, 
fathers, wives, and children who are ac- 
tually in distress and who would suffer 
great hardship if these payments were 
held up until November 1. 

May I respectfully call attention to the 
fact that the passage of this measure 
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now will not add an extra dollar to the 
cost of the administration of the Service- 
men’s Dependents Allowance Act. On 
the other hand, it will relieve untold suf- 
fering among the dependents of our men 


in the armed forces, and it will certainly 
stimulate the morale of our country. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Patrick] is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, instead 
of speaking today, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that on Thursday next, at the con- 
clusion of any special orders heretofore 
entered, I may be permitted to address 
the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. GEARHART] is 
recognized for 6 minutes. 


- FARM-LABOR SHORTAGE 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, for 
over 6 months it has been quite apparent 
that there would be a farm-labor short- 
age during the harvest season. Early in 
the year, this anticipated labor scarcity 
was called to the attention of high-rank- 
ing Government officials and their aid 
was sought in the effort to forestall this 
anticipated deficiency in the labor supply. 

This menace to our food supply for 
both soldier and civilian has been in the 
meantime accentuated by governmental 
orders to increase production upon our 
farms. 

Even though it has been known for 
months that this threat of a farm-labor 
shortage would be with us, local draft 
boards have with utter unconcern pro- 
ceeded to induct into the Military Estab- 
lishment all available young men who 
have heretofore followed farm work as 
their life endeavor,.even taking such 
skilled farm workers as milkers and the 
skilled operators of mechanical devices 
with which so many of our farms are now 
eauipped. According to Paul V. McNutt, 
able Manpower Commissioner, over 600,- 
000 agricultural laborers, for this and 
other reasons, have left our farms within 
the year. 

Though this attitude of indifference to 
the needs of agriculture has been time 
and time again protested to Washington, 
absolutely nothing has been done, so far 
as I can ascertain, to correct the situa- 
tion or to discourage the recruitment of 
farm laborers for work in the defense 
industries, another great drain upon the 
farm-labor supply. 

As a possible solution, the agricultur- 
ists of California, months and months 
ago, appealed to Government to arrange 
for the temporary importation of Mexi- 
can farm labor as a temporary expedient, 
but though their pleas were many, it was 
only last week that an executive agree- 
ment was finally consumated with the 
republic south of the Rio Grande. 

A few days before, the President, in 
anticipation of the necessity, allocated 
$500,000 from his emergency funds to 
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oo the costs of transportation and 


But though everything is in order for 
a mass migration of Mexican farm work- 
ers, nothing has been accomplished. So 
far as I can learn, not a Mexican has put 
in an appearance at an American farm 
where laborers are so desperately needed. 

Is the execution of this program to be 
just another demonstration of that which 
has been our sad experience so many, 
many times—just another “too little and 
too late” performance? 

In central California, there is now a 
crying need for 29,000 additional grape 
pickers and the supply is less than 50 
percent of that which was available last 
year. 

This, in the face of the demands of the 
war agencies that the production of 
raisins as food for the fighting men of 
the United Nations be increased from 
200,000 tons, the usual production, to 
300,000 tons this year. 

Mr. Speaker, the situation is desperate. 
What is the Government going to do 
about it? Are our grapes going to be 
permitted to rot on the vines? Has pro- 
crastination in our executive depart- 
ments and in the war agencies caught us 
again unprepared for the meeting of a 
situation which everyone (save, perhaps, 
our war leaders) foresaw with clarity? 

Mr. Speaker, can we not get action? - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts (Mrs. ROG- 
ERS] is recognized for 10 minutes. 


OIL AND GASOLINE RATIONING 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
vise and extend my remarks and include 
therein an editorial appearing in the 
Cleveland Plain Dealer entitled “Chal- 
lenge from New England”; also a letter 
written to me by the Governor of Massa- 
chusetts, Leverett Saltonstall; also a res- 
olution adopted unanimously by the New 
England Governors’ Conference at Au- 
gusta, Maine, with regard to certain 
steps which must be taken to avert a 
great fuel shortage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, you know that we face a very 
serious fuel shortage all along the east 
coast at the present time. New England 
faces by far the most serious shortage 
because winter comes to us the most 
quickly of any area in this country and is 
the most severe. New England is the 
most densely populated of any of the coal- 
and oil-using areas, so more people will 
be affected there than in any area of the 
entire country. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sending out mes- 
sages today to the Governors of the six 
New England States asking them if they 
will meet in Washington with those who 
have to do with the oil and fuel situa- 
tion, those who are issuing statements 
about that situation, and they include 
Mr. Harold L. Ickes, Solid and Liquid Fuel 
Coordinator; Joseph B. Eastman, Di- 
rector of the Office of Defense Transpor- 
tation; Donald Nelson, Director of the 
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War Production Board; Leon Henderson, 
Director of the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration; and executives of the oil and 
anthracite coal industries. I shall also 
ask Mr. Bernard Baruch if he will join 
the conference. I am also asking all 
the Senators and Representatives of the 
New England States to meet with those 
men on Monday next if the heads of those 
organizations can see us then. 

I have a very great pity for the peo- 
ple of New England today because so 
many conflicting stories are told regard- 
ing the fuel-oil and coal situation. Re- 
garding the oil, people are told to con- 
vert their furnaces to coal as far as pos- 
sible. Then perhaps that same day an- 
other department of the Government will 
tell those same people that there will be 
a shortage of coal. As a result, a per- 
fectly chaotic condition exists. 

My object in asking if this meeting can 
be held on next Monday is to see if the 
different departments of the Govern- 
ment can decide upon a program, and 
decide then what they will ask the people 
to do. The people in New England are 
perfectly willing to make any sacrifice 
that is necessary but they bitterly resent 
the fact that today they are called upon 
to go without gasoline. I do not mean 
gasoline used for pleasure purposes but 
for business; for instance, salesmen are 
called upon to go without gasoline. Asa 
result, thousands of dollars will be lost 
to business, and incidentally it will mean 
a loss of taxes also if this situation is 
allowed to continue. 

Other sections of the country, as you 
know, have plenty of gas and oil. This 
editorial in the Plain Dealer appeals to 
the people of Ohio and asks them if they 
will not give up their oil and their gas in 
order to help New England. The Plain 
Dealer indicates that possibly it is a po- 
litical situation. I am not charging that, 
Mr. Speaker. Let me read two para- 
graphs to you now: 

Whether or not the Journal-Bulletin is 


correct in its estimate of midwestern ration- 
ing opinion— 


This refers to an advertisement placed 
by the Journal-Bulletin, of Providence, 
in certain newspapers, asking that the 
people of the Midwest share their gaso- 
line and oi] with New England— j 


its advertisement is a valuable contribution 
to our thinking on the problem, We hope it 
will be taken to heart by enough car owners 
in this section to bring about an immediate 
voluntary reduction in gasoline consumption 
as a gesture of understanding to the rationed 
areas. 

Of one thing we feel sure. If the Govern- 
ment believes that rationing is necessary in 
Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, and Illinois as a 
means of avoiding a fuel crisis on the sea- 
board, the people of these States don't want 
the measure held up until after the election. 
That would be a slur on our patriotism which 
we might not forget when the 1944 election 
rolls around. 


Mr. Speaker, when I ask the people of 
the fuel-oil States to share with us, I am 
only asking them to do what I have done 
myself. In other words, I am practicing 
what Ihave preached. Since the ration- 
ing first went into effect I have bought 5 
gallons of gasoline, which I have not used. 
My car has not been out. Today I do 
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not possess a gas-rationing card. I feel 
that there are other people in the gas- 
rationed area who need it more than I 
do. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that we 
should have national gas and oil ration- 
ing. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minois. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Mlinois is 
one of the large oil-producing States of 
the Union. We have an abundance of 
oil there, but the operators are not al- 
lowed to drill more wells so we can get 
plenty of oil. The problem is transpor- 
tation. They have even proposed out 
there that they allow them to drill more 
wells so they could ship more oil to the 
eastern seaboard. Tank cars are making 
one trip from Texas whereas with an 
abundance of oil in the Illinois fields, the 
same cays could be used to make two 
trips to the East in the same time, and 
still there would be plenty of oil. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
may say to the gentleman that that has 
already been done. The tank cars are 
now coming from the Illinois area bring- 
ing oil to the eastern seaboard, and it 
is a great saving. It takes 10 days to 
make the turn-around instead of the 16 
it takes from Texas. Also, there are four 
points in New England where the oil is 
unloaded, and it is then distributed by 
trucks. That also is a saving in turn- 
around. I may say to the gentleman, 
however, that there are still more tank 
cars that could be used. I think the 
very suggestion of the gentleman indi- 
cates that we should have a single Pe- 
troleum Coordinator, one who handles 
that subject alone, and that we should 
also have a meeting of all the heads of 
the departments concerned in this prob- 
lem. 

I have asked the President to act in 
the matter because he has at his imme- 
diate disposal all the information re- 
garding this subject, and if he would act 
I believe that we in New England would 
be saved from real suffering this winter. 
Mr. Ickes, the Oil and Fuel Coordinator, 
admits that we face suffering, as do many 
other people, and certainly if the Presi- 
dent would appoint a head, with the au- 
thority which he has under his war 
powers, to act upon this situation we 
could have a fair distribution. It does 
not seem fair to New England to make us 
pay in that way such a tremendously 
heavy price. The hospitals are likely to 
suffer. The sick and the old and our in- 
dustries all will suffer. Today we do not 
know which department head to believe. 
The people do not know whether to con- 
vert to coal or not. Why should they 
convert to coal if they cannot get the 
coal? Certainly something must be done 
to relieve the situation, and something 
must be done to relieve our commercial 
people. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for one-half minute more, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
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of Massachusetts, ! oil for industrial and household use this 


Mrs. ROGERS 
There is the greatest willingness in the 
world among our people to do everything 
possible. They will make every sacrifice, 
but they do not feel they should be dis- 
criminated against as compared with 
other sections of the country. It is some- 
thing that no one of us in New England 
can understand. Action must be taken 
to give us justice. 

I hope that the other Members from 
all along the eastern seaboard will join 
in asking for this meeting because they, 
too, are suffering a shortage, although 
they are not suffering and will not suffer 
as we in New England are suffering, due 
ae dense population and our intense 
cold. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 additional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM T.PHEIFFER. Follow- 
ing up the comment of our colleague from 
Illinois with regard to the transporta- 
tion problem, I want to make this ob- 
servation. In the interim report made 
by our bipartisan committee of the House 
which has been studying this very prob- 
lem, we recommended that fuller use be 
made of the transportation available now 
through the Great Lakes and the New 
York Barge Canal in bringing fuel oil 
into New York State and thence for 
transshipment to the New England 
States. We are hopeful that the respon- 
sible authorities of Government will take 
cognizance of that recommendation and 
act accordingly. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
may say that that was a very fine state- 
ment that the gentleman’s committee 
made and I am also told that that is be- 
ing done, but still we need more convey- 
ances to bring us the oil and the gasoline. 

I am introducing a bill providing for a 
single petroleum department and coordi- 
nator, but that alone will not solve the 
problem if we cannot get all the depart- 
ment heads together. This requires 
Presidential action. 

The editorial in the Cleveland Plain 
Dealer is as follows: 

[From the Cleveland (Ohio) Plain Dealer] 


CHALLENGE FROM NEW ENGLAND 


Through an advertisement placed Sunday’ 


in the Plain Dealer and other newspapers in 
Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, and Illinois by the 
Providence (R. I.) Journal-Bulletin, the New 
England States have appealed both to our 
sense of fairness and our patrictism in the 
gasoline- and oil-rationing situation. 
Heretofore residents of this area have as- 
sumed that the only reason the Government 
might extend gasoline rationing to this sec- 
tion would be that of forcing us to save our 
tires. The Journal-Bulletin, however, points 
out that according to expert testimony a 20- 
percent reduction in the consumption of oil 
in these four Midwestern States would make 
it possible for Great Lakes tankers to trans- 
port 200,000 barrels daily to the Eastern 
States, which face a severe shortage of fuel 
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winter. 

The reason Washington has not extended 
rationing to our States, says the Providence 
newspaper, is because of the fear of cur po- 
litical retaliation at the polls next November, 
and the paper goes on to express the opinion 
that this is a mistaken notion of the political 
attitude of voters in the Great Lakes States. 

Whether or not the Journal-Bulletin is 
correct in its estimate of midwestern ration- 
ing opinion, its advertisement is a valuable 
contribution to our thinking on the problem. 
We hope it will be taken to heart by enough 
car owners in this section to bring about an 
immediate voluntary reduction in gasoline 
consumption as a gesture of understanding 
to the rationed areas. 

Of one thing we feel sure: If the Govern- 
ment believes that rationing is necessary in 
Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, and Illinois as a 
means of avoiding a fuel crisis on the sea- 
board, the people of these States don’t want 
the measure held up until after the election. 
That would be a slur on our patriotism which 
we might not forget when the 1944 election 
rolis around, 


The following is the action taken by 
the six Governors of the six New England 
States regarding the fuel shortage: 


The New England Governors’ Conference, 
sitting in Augusta, Maine, today with all six 
Governors in attendance, took action toward 
averting the threatened fuel shortage by mak- 
ing a series of specific recommendations ad- 
dressed to Federal officials, the oil and coal 
companies, and the citizens of the region 
generally. 

The Governors unanimously agreed upon 
the following steps and voted to transmit the 
recommendations to the officiais and organ- 
izations most directly concerned in each case, 
Included among these are Harold L. Ickes, 
Solid and Liquid Fuels Coordinator; Joseph B. 
Eastman, Director of the Office of Defense 

ortation; Donald Nelson, Director of 
the War Production Board; Leon Henderson, 
Director of the Office of Price Administration; 
executives of the oil and anthracite coal in- 
dustries. These are the items acted upon by 
the conference, composed of: Governors Sum- 
ner Sewall, of Maine; Robert O. Blood, of New 
Hampshire; William H. Wills, of Vermont; 
Leverett Saltonstall, of Massachusetts; Robert 
A. Hurley, of Connecticut; and J. Howard 
McGrath, of Rhode Island. 

We respectfully call attention to the fact 
that so many conflicting reports on the fuel 
situation have confused our people—and have 
needlessly impeded our efforts to prepare for 
winter, particularly the campaign of promot- 
ing the early purchase and storage of an- 
thracite, and thc conversion of oil burning 
equipment; 

Therefore, we respectfully request that of- 
ficial reports on the fuel situation in the 
future be confined strictly to factual state- 
ments, and that optimistic statements, with- 
out foundation, based on hopes for the future 
rather than on actual performances, be en- 
tirely discontinued. 

We believe that the fuel and oil situation 
now in a hazardous condition in New England 
can be cured and that the ne com- 
mercial and domestic supplies of fuel oil and 
gasoline can be maintained by the coopera- 
tive and energetic efforts of the Government, 
commercial users, and private citizens, if 
all do their utmost to obtain results. 

After careful consideration we believe dis- 
aster can be averted by the steps outlined 
below. However, even under the most opti- 
mistic view the situation will remain ex- 
tremely critical. 

1. We respectfully demand that the man- 
agements of the oil companies serving New 
England, the Petroleum Coordinator, and the 
Director of Defense Transportation continue 
and increase their efforts to insure an ade- 
quate movement of fuel to this area. We ask 
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that fhe necessary steps be taken to ration 
transportation or to divert to New England 
sufficient tank cars to equalize in heating oils 
and gasoline the burden of the war effort be- 
tween the Middle West and Atlantic Seaboard 
States. 

2. Additional supplies of fue) oil are best 
insured by shipment from the nearest pos- 
sible supply point, Therefore we recommend 
that domestic heating oil be rationed at that 
source, namely, district No. 2 (the north Mid- 
dle West) at the same time and to the same 
extent as our own district No. 1 (eastern sea- 
board). We believe that the sacrifices made 
necessary by rationing of gas should be 
equally distributed on a national basis so far 
as is practical and necessary to meet the mini- 
mum fuel and gasoline demands of New Eng- 
land. 

3. We insist that the oil companies serving 
New England at the earliest possible mo- 
ment pool their terminal facilities for this 
emergency to the end that the best possible 
use can be made of them for the communities 
they were designed to supply. 

4. We believe that New England should 
take every possible step to increase the speed 
of unloading and distributing the fuel oil 
which is reaching our terminals in quantities 
greater than these facilities are able to handle 
with the greatest efficiency because they were 
set up for access by sea. We are ready and 
willing to do our utmost, but are blocked by 
delay in the granting of priorities, which oil 
Officials concede to be essential. The quan- 
tity of materials needed is trivial compared 
with the necessity for it and the results 
which its use can accomplish. We demand 
that the War Production Board or any other 
agencies involved expedite the availability of 
materials essential for increasing the unload- 
ing facilities at New England oil terminals. 

5. We urgently request the petroleum in- 
dustry to arrange to furnish at prompt and 
frequent intervals the essential facts and fig- 
ures concerning their liquid fuel supply, stor- 
age, and distribution facilities in order that 
the necessary cooperation of officials and 
public in this emergency may be achieved 
by full information and an intelligent under- 
standing of the realities of the situation. In 
this connection, we thoroughly approve of the 
formation of the New England Distribution 
and Supply Committee, composed of men 
from the six States of the area who have 
authority delegated by the Petroleum Co- 
ordinator for War. We request this commit- 
tee to keep the New England Goyernors’ Con- 
ference currently advised of our supply posi- 
tion. 

6. In spite of all efforts, the latest informa- 
tion indicates that the supply of oil is likely 
to be gravely inadequate. In order to avert 
any slowing of war production, any threat to 
the health of our people, or any unfair bear- 
ing of hardship, we again urge every oil user 
in New England, whether commercial or do- 
mestic, who can possibly do so to convert oil- 
burning equipment to coal, This should be 
done at once. We also recommend storing as 
much wood as possible as auxiliary fuel. 

7. We are assured that there can be suffi- 
cient supply of coal for domestic, as well as 
industrial use. But we must prepare for 
greater demands, as already receipts by coal 
dealers are falling behind orders to the mines. 
Delay appears to be caused by failure of mine 
operators to produce necessary quantities for 
shipment. One means of relief seems to be 
an increase in the hours of labor at the mines. 
It would seem apparent that the present 35 
hours per week will not produce anthracite 
requirements. We urge that mines be put on 
a 6-day basis immediately. 

8. Since coal must assume an ever-increas- 
ing burden from oil, we request that every 
consideration be taken into account before 
the collier fleet is further reduced, and in ad- 
dition, if more vessels are taken over by the 
Government to place in other services on 
account of the over-all war effort, we ask that 
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adequate substitute units or means of de- 
livery of coal to the New England area be ac- 
tually in hand and not just on order. If 
adequate means for keeping up normal sup- 
ply routes are not maintained the entire war 
effort in this area will be jeopardized. 


[Here the gavel fell.) 
RECESSES OF THE CONGRESS 


Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EATON. Mr Speaker, my atten- 
tion has been called to a cartoon in one of 
our Washington newspapers this morn- 
ing which represents a gigantic figure 
described as the people, hovering over 
the sacred precincts of this Chamber and 
demanding a quorum. In other words, 
the question is raised as to why these 
representatives of the people are taking 
a recess from day to day. 

I am convinced that the people of the 
United States are too fair minded to be 
led astray by that sort of misinformation. 

In the first place, this House has been 
in session almost continuously for the last 
3 years. We have been carrying tre- 
mendous responsibilities and tremendous 
burdens. We are entitled to some sort of 
rest, but it is difficult to obtain it. In my 
own personal case I am here because my 
duties on my committee and my duties 
in representing the people of my district, 
so many of whom are in trouble. make it 
necessary for me to be here. But I 
would be the last one to raise the ques- 
tion as to the dignity and honor and 
devotion to duty of any of our Members 
in either party who are in their districts 
at the present moment. We all represent 
the people of our districts. They elect 
us and they are not, I suppose, very 
anxious to have some self-appcinted out- 
side body of social saviors tell them 
whom to elect and how to elect them and 
what to do with them after they are 
elected. So I say this is a very unfair 
aspersion to cast upon this, honorable 
body. 

I have been associated all my life with 
fine groups of men in business, in religi- 
ous work, in politics, and I have never 
known a more honorable body of men 
and women than constitutes the House 
of Representatives of the United States 
at this moment. 

No man who is absent from this Cham- 
ber at this time is absent for any dishon- 
orable reason for which he should apolo- 
gize toanyone. Many of those men have 
been lied about, plastered, and smeared in 
the most un-American fashion by irre- 
sponsible people in nowise connected 
with their districts or even the States 
from which they come. I could name 
one of the most able and capable Mem- 
bers among the Democrats who is fight- 
ing for his life at this moment, through 
the outrageous attempt to deprive his 
country of his services, as valuable as any 
man has ever given. So some of those 
men are home with their backs to the 
wall, fighting for their lives against at- 
tacks that do not originate among their 
own people. 

For this reason I do not feel that they 
or any of us need apologize, The Cana- 
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dian Parliament the other day was dis- 
solved and recessed until the 3d of Janu- 
ary. I will guarantee that you cannot 
find in any Canadian newspaper any 
aspersion cast on those men who had 
poured their lives out during the past 
year at their posts of duty. They can 
be called back if necessary. 

At the present moment there is a lull 
in the proceedings. I envy the gentlemen 
who have been able to get a little vaca- 
tion. I have not had one for over 2 years, 
but, being a young man, I can stand it. 
Meanwhile, I hope the time will come 
when the sense of humor and the sense 
of fair play and decency that is so char- 
acteristic of the American people will 
come to the front again and we become 
sane once thore and act more like human 
beings rather than like a lot of spoiled 
children. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have 1 additional 
minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. With the 
gentleman’s consent, I just want to inter- 
ject the observation in his remarks that 
the United States is the only legislative 
body of any of the United Nations or any 
of the democracies whose highest parlia- 
mentary body meets in continuous ses- 
sion. New Zealand, Australia, South 
Africa, Great Britain, the British Com- 
monwealth of Nations all meet intermit- 
tently, and they have been at war for 2 
years and 3 months longer than we have. 

Mr. EATON. Of course. It is a great 
thing not only to give the legislators a 
little relief, but also the public, 

[Here the gavel fell. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hot- 
LAND] is recognized for 20 minutes. 


PRO-NAZIS DEFEND PATTERSONS 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, Joseph 
Medill Patterson and his sister have de- 
nied that they are Nazis. 

They have not denied that their news- 
papers, the New York Daily News and 
the Washington Times-Herald follow the 
Nazi propaganda line. 

They have not denied that, because 
they cannot deny it. 

The parallels are all too deadly. 

I charged on the floor of this House 
last week that Joseph Medill Patterson 
and Eleanor Patterson printed, day after 
day, week after week, material calcu- 
lated to “preach defeatism among our 
civilians and mutiny among our soldiers; 
to spread dismay among our Allies, and to 
create joy in the hearts of our enemies.” 

I proved that charge—out of the very 
words which were printed in their edi- 
torial columns, 

I now charge that the New York Daily 
News and the Washington Times-Herald 
are recognized as the spokesmen of the 
Nazi viewpoint in this country by the 
enemies within our gates. 

That has become clear, Mr. Speaker, 
by the mail I have received—ithat small 
proportion of it which defends the Pat- 
tersons. 

I hope the Pattersons ilke the people 
who like them; because the people who 


1942 


are defending them are unabashed and 
open Hitler sympathizers. They are also 
Patterson sympathizers. Apparently 
there is no distinction. 

The cowards who write to defend the 
Pattersons are generally afraid to sign 
their names. Their sentiments are sedi- 
tious; and they know it. Their hope 
lies in a Hitler victory, and while they 
run at large they are a danger to the 
security of this country. 

I know that the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation has some of them under sur- 
veillance. I intend to turn their obscene 
and scurrilous communications over to 
the proper governmental agencies so that 
they may be identified and rendered 
harmless. 

Here is a quotation from a defender 
of the Pattersons, anonymous: 

We never wanted this war. Don’t want it 
now. We know that a different administra- 
tion means peace. We want an end to the 
perpetual war dream of Roosevelt's. Now, 
say I am a traitor. 


I say that man is a potential traitor, 
Mr. Speaker. Will the Pattersons say 
the same thing of their friend and de- 
fender? 

Here is a quotation from another 
anonymous Patterson defender: 

There is nothing new in your speech. It 
is the same “obscenity” puked up by PM, 
the Daily Worker, and the New York Post— 
the line followed by all Judeo-Communist 
papers and mouthpieces. 


Some more loathsome Nazi propa- 
fanda line from persons who write in 
defense of the Pattersons. 

And another: 

The Quislings in the United States are the 
Hollands and their cohorts who have sold 
our country—lock, stock, and barrel—to 
“Dear Winnie” and Gecrge VI. 


And how does Joseph Medill Patterson 
like this friend of his: 

How much is F. D. R. paying you from the 
sale of War bonds to peddle your dirty stuff? 
He always finds plenty of dirty scum of the 
earth such as you to do his dirty work, then 
roars and laughs when the sewage such as 
you are caught. You are a cowardly cur not 
in the Army, just out to get rich helping the 
Roosevelts to take billions of our money; you 
are worse than Hitler. 


That is a sample of the kind of mental- 
ity which battens on the editorials of the 
New York Daily News and the Washing- 
ton Times-Herald. 

A Patterson reader in New York writes 
to defend his favorite newspaper: 

Perhaps you have never lived in New York 
City. I invite you to come and live here— 
among an obnoxious tribe who are now run- 
ning this country. Have the Jews bribed 
you too? I know that Willkie is a wonderful 
stool pigeon for them. The Jews in this 
country brought this war upon us—a war of 
chaos, a war in which, this time, we are not 
right. 

That is pure Goebbels stuff and the 
writer admires Joseph Medill Patterson. 
And, like Joseph Medill Patterson, he has 
the filthy crust to call himself and sign 
himself “pro-American.” 

Here is another Patterson reader and 
defender speaking: 

Anybody against Rosenfelt and his hordes 
of Work Projects Administration and home- 
relief bums is now a Nazi follower. * * + 
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Did you see yesterday’s article that already 
there are 100,000 draft-evasion cases and the 


' Hitler method was to be put over so they 


had to join up? I know of no draftee 

to go to Africa, Iceland, Australia, Dutch 
Guiana, etc., to save the colonies for John 
Bull. Three cheers for men like the America 
First had. 


How does Joseph Medill Patterson— 
how does Eleanor Patterson like to see 
their editorials parroted by this Nazi— 
and Daily News—dupe? 

Mr. Speaker, the rag-tag vermin press, 
the little sheets gotten out in some hole- 
in-the-wall print shop, have ceased pub- 
lication. The Government has acted 
against its publishers. 

Now its one-time followers, the crack- 
pots, the psychopaths, the hate mongers, 
seek refreshment and invigoration from 
the short-wave broadcasts from Berlin, 
and their echoes in metropolitan jour- 
nalism, the New York Daily News, the 
Washington Times-Herald, and the Chi- 
cago Tribune. 

I am sorry, truly sorry, for people who 
have the type of distorted mind that 
makes them hate their Government, con- 
jure up fantastic plots, and pray for the 
victory of our enemies. These people are 
mental cases, most of them, and, while 
like other dangerous lunatics, they ought 
not to be allowed at large; they should be 
treated for mental disease in the hope 
that the wild persecution complexes that 
affect them may be banished and their 
sanity restored. 

But I am not sorry for the Pattersons 
and McCormicks who cater to their fears, 
who plant treason in their hearts, and 
who foment the wild and disturbing men- 
tal illusions that affect them. Or, per- 
haps, the Pattersons and their cousin 
need an alienist, too. 

Fortunately, these Hitler and Patter- 
son followers are a small, an insignificant 
proportion, of the American people. 

Mail has come to me from all over the 
Nation—from Maine to California—in a 
proportion of more than 20 to 1 asking for 
official, for governmental action, against 
the vermin press of Patterson, Patterson, 
and McCormick. 

It has come from newspapermen, from 
ministers of the gospel, from labor 
unions, from soldiers, and from plain 
American citizens who are tired of see- 
ing the freedoms of America used by our 
enemies within to destroy this Nation. 

I am especially pleased by the letters 
I have gotten from clergymen, both in my 
district and elsewhere in the Nation. 

The Reverend Harry A. Price, minister 
in charge, Asbury Methodist church in 
Pittsburgh, one of the great religious in- 
stitutions in my district, writes: 

Congratulations on your fearless statement 
about Capt. Joe Patterson and his sister, Cis- 
sie. You are no “liar” and very well they 
know it. They've been convicted out of their 
cwn mouths. 


A Baptist minister of Chicago, Ill., 
telegraphed me: 

You have the approval of 90 percent of 
American people in exposing pro-Nazi Patter- 
sons. You should include their pal and kins- 
man, Bob McCormick, of Chicago Tribune. 

A Catholic priest of Scarsdale, N. Y., 
writes: 
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You are entirely right about Patterson and 
the Daily News, and, as a Member of Con- 
gress, you can do a great service to the coun- 
try_in bringing the. attention of the Ameri- 
can people to the dangerous character of the 
Daily News editorial policy as it affects our 
war against the Axis powers. 


The sentiments of these three fine men 
appear to be the sentiments of the coun- 
try. 

Our people are impatient for action, 
Mr. Speaker. They wonder how long the 
privileges of this free Nation are to be 
abused. They are sick and tired of 
Joseph Medill Patterson, Eleanor Patter- 
son, and Robert McCormick. They are 
tired of listening while the Pattersons and 
their sisters and their cousins and their 
aunts sign testimonials to each other’s 
patriotism. It is self-serving testimony, 
Mr. Speaker, and as such means nothing. 

And, they are wondering how many 
times this section of the vermin press 
can supply military information to our 
enemies, and get away with it. 

I would be the last person in the United 
States, Mr. Speaker, to ask that criticism 
of the war effort be suppressed. Why, the 
Congress of the United States and the 
public press have done great and im- 
portant services to our country in this 
war because they have not pulled their 
punches when they have seen errors or 
negligence or selfish interest in the war 
effort. That is the strength of democ- 
racy. 

The Pittsburgh Post-Gazette is a Re- 
publican paper. It has never supported 
the President. It has never supported 
me. But, it is an American paper before 
it is a Republican paper. Commenting 
on the attack on the Solomons, the Post- 
Gazette said: 

It is the first offensive drive that the 
United States. has undertaken; its progress 
will be watched in China with almost as much 
interest and anxiety as here. It is extremely 
important in protecting our shipping on the 
way to Australia and success will ease that 
problem materially. It may be of sufficient 
proportions to threaten Japan’s position in 
other Pacific islands and delay or divert the 
expected attack against the Siberian prov- 
inces of our ally, Russia. 


Contrast that editorial statement, cal- 
culated to inform, calculated to encour- 
age a nation at war, with the statement 
on the same subject of the New York 
Daily News and the Washington Times- 
Herald: 

Said the Pattersons, 
sneered the Pattersons: 


This attack on the Solomons, exciting and 
encouraging though it is after months of de- 
feats, withdrawals and defensive victories, 
looks just like an attack on the Solo- 
mons, * * * The Solomons are well worth 
our taking and holding, if we can do 
it. * * * We gather tkxt General Mac- 
Arthur is not overjoyed with the support he 
has received from America since being smug- 
gled from Corregidor to Australia with loud 
hosannas. * * * So, if we make up our 
minds not to expect too much from any 
Solomon Island coup at this time, we shall 
probably insure ourselves against disappoint- 
ment. 


` That editorial paints MacArthur as a 
man who was smuggled from the war 
zone. It damns with faint praise. It 
undermines the spirit and will to victory 


or—rather— 
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of our people. That is the kind of edi- 
torial sabotage which concerns us all, Mr. 
Speaker. 

It is the kind of stuff which impelled a 
father of a boy in service to write me: 

Congratulations on your * * * showing 
up the vile men who are endangering the life 
of my boy by giving out military secrets. My 
boy is in Australia. * * * Their acts are 
endangering the lives of our boys. 


It is the kind of stuff that impelled the 
wife of a man in service to write me: 

With my husband and other members of 
my family voluntarily fighting in our armed 
forces, I am particularly grateful to you for 
your courageous action in exposing the reac- 
tionary and seditious Daily News. 


It is the kind of stuff that impelled a 
boy about to enter service to state: 

As one who is about to enter the armed 
services of the United States at the end of 
this month, I would at all times be concerned 
greatly as long as the New York Daily News 
is permitted to “Hell Hitler.” 


And this from a soldier at Camp Lee: 

I know you will not rest until you put 
those people where they belong. Congratula- 
tions on exposing those three vicious news- 
papers, 


And from a soldier at Fort Belvoir with 
the Six Hundred and Sixtieth Engineers: 
In order to win this war, we soldiers will 


have to do a job on the battlefield; your job 
is to clean out the Fascists at home 


Mr. Speaker, it was such editorials that 
impelled a young man who is a private 
at the Army Air Forces Technical School 
at Keesler Field, Miss., to write me: 

Had I allowed the spirit of the Daily News 
editorials to guide my actions, I would never 
have enlisted in the Army and indeed, I 
would have become a first-class draft dodger. 


Mr. Speaker, the people who are mak- 
ing real sacrifices in this war, the pa- 
triotic parents of the men in service, their 
loved ones at home, the boys in the field, 
they say to you with one voice: 

The New York Daily News, the Washington 
Times-Herald, and the Chicago Tribune, con- 
sciously or unconsciously, under Hitler’s or- 
ders or under their own steam, are working 
for the defeat of the United States and the 
enslavement of this country. 


{Here the gavel fell.J 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include an 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania {Mr. HOLLAND]? 

There was no objection. 


BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on August 14, 1942, present to 
the President, for his approval, a bill of 
the House of the following title: 

H.R. 7211. An act to facilitate the disposi- 
tion of prizes captured by the United States 
during the present war, and for other pur- 
poses. 

ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. COCHRAN, . Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 
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The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 12 o’clock and 49 minutes p. m.), pur- 
suant to the order heretofore adopted, the 
House adjourned until Thursday, August 
20, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1858. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to au- 
thorize relief of disbursing officers of the Army 
on account of loss or deficiency of Govern- 
ment funds, vouchers, records, or papers in 
their charge; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Executive Departments. 

1859. A letter from the acting president, 
Board of District of Columbia Commission- 
ers, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
amend section 927 of the Code of Law of the 
District of Columbia, relating to insane crim- 
inals; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1860. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting, pursuant to the act 
of July 11, 1919, a report in cases of relief 
granted to disbursing officers of the Navy on 
account of loss or deficiency while in line of 
duty; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments. 

1861. A letter from the Vice Chairman, War 
Production Board, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 6 of the act approved June 11, 1942 
(Public Law 603), a report upon the opera- 
tions of the Chairman of the War Production 
Board under that act; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: . 


Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: Committee on the 
Judiciary. H. R. 7151. A bill to amend the 
First War Powers Act, 1941, by extending the 
authority to censor communications to in- 
clude communications between the continen- 
tal United States and any Territory or pos- 
session of the United States, or between any 
Territory or possession, and any other Terri- 
tory or possession; with amendment (Rept. 
No, 2397). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause % of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. BURDICK: 

H.R. 7490. A bill authorizing a per capita 
payment of $5 each to the members of the 
Sioux Indian Tribe of the Standing Rock 
Indian Reservation; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. DISNEY: 

H.R. 7491. A bill to provide for the grant- 
ing of rights-of-way for pipe lines for petro- 
leum and petroleum products and for tele- 
phone and/or telegraph lines along and 
across certain parkway lands in the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: fi 

H. R. 7492. A bill to amend an act entitled 
“An act to create a board for the condemna- 
tion of insanitary buildings in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 1, 1906, as amended, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 
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H. R. 7493. A bill to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the practice of the heal- 
ing art to protect the public health in the 
District of Columbia,” approved February 27, 
1929; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr, VAN ZANDT: ; 

H.R. 7494. A bill to continue the pay of 
all persons serving in the armed forces of 
the United States for 6 months after the 
termination of the present conflict; to the 
Commitee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. PIERCE: 

H. R. 7495. A bill for the relief of Garland 

B. Smith; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. RAMSPECK: 

H.R. 7496. A bill for the relief of J. Frank 

Meador; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3295. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 116 
members of the Central Christian Church 
of New Castle, Lawrence County, Pa., 
the passage of the Sheppard bill (S. 860); 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3296. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Ed- 
mond C. Fletcher, of Washington, D. C., pe- 
titioning consideration of his petition with 
reference to impeachment of the Houorable 
Robert N. Pollard, a judge of the United 
States for the eastern district of Virginia; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


SENATE 


Tuurspay, August 20, 1942 


Chaplain Arnold M. Lewis, One Hun- 
dred and Seventy-sixth Infantry, United 
States Army, offered the following 
prayer: 


Almighty and most merciful God, 
whose power no man can measure, and 
in whose hands are all the corners of 
the earth, pour out Thy blessing, we be- 
seech Thee, upon all those to whom we 
have entrusted the authority of govern- 
ment. Grant to them at this time 
charity for all men, humility in their 
consultations, and wisdom in their de- 
cisions. May they so direct the affairs 
of state that these United States may 
be Thy instrument in bringing to this 
world a just and righteous peace. Hasten 
the day when all men everywhere, in 
mutual trust and understanding, shall 
serve Thee, our God. 

As we especially commit into Thy 
merciful care and protection all those 
who, at home or abroad, by land, by 
sea, or in the air, are serving this coun- 
try, so also we would pray for all the 
people of this great land. Teach us to 
serve Thee as Thou deservest, to give, 
and not to count the cost; to fight, and 
not to heed the wounds; to toil, and not 
to seek for rest; to labor, and not to ask 
for any reward, save that of knowing 
that we do Thy will. And may the peace 
of God rule in all our hearts, both now 
and evermore. Amen. 
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On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Monday, 
August 17, 1942, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 


DELEGATION OF POWER TO EMPLOY PERSONS IN 
THE DEPARTMENTAL AND FIELD SERVICE 

A letter from the President of the United 
States Civil Service Commission, transmitting 
a draft of proposed legislation authorizing 
th> heads of executive departments and in- 
dependent establishments to delegate to re- 
sponsible officials the power to employ per- 
sons for duty in both the departmental] and 
field service (with an accompanying paper); 
to the Committee on Civil Service. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

A letter from the Archivist of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, lists of 
papers and documents on the files of the De- 
partments of War, Interior, and Agricuiture 
(7); The National Archives (2); War Produc- 
tion Board; and the Government Printing 
Office which are not needed in the conduct 
of business and have no permanent value or 
historical interest, and requesting action look- 
ing toward their disposition (with accom- 
panying papers); to a Joint Select Committee 
on the Disposition of Papers in the Execu- 
tive Departments. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as in- 
dicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

Letters in the nature of memorials from 
A. M. Roper, president of the Automotive 
Boosters Club, and John D. Harvey, of the 
Connell-Roper-Harvey Co., both of Dallas, 
Tex., remonstrating against the enactment 
of the bill (H. R. 7304) prohibiting the pay- 
ment of contingent fees for services in con- 
nection with the procurement of Govern- 
ment contracts, requiring certain warranties 
in Government contracts, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A petition of sundry citizens of Minne- 
apolis, Kans., and yicinity, praying for the 
enactment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit the 
sale of alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice 
in the vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishments; ordered to lie on the table. 


TAXATION OF GASOLINE AND MOTOR OIL 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to print in the Rec- 
orp a letter I have received from C. C. 
Cogswell, master of the State Grange of 
Kansas, protesting against an increase 
in the tax on gasoline and motor oil. I 
request that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

I think Mr. Cogswell has given con- 
vincing reasons why the Congress would 
make a mistake if it undertook to in- 
crease this tax, 

There being no objection, the letter was 
referred to the Committee on Finance 
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and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


STATE GRANGE oF KANSAS, 
Topeka, Kans., August 6, 1942. 
Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Senior United States Senator, 
United States Senate Office Building, 
~ Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR CAPPER: I am writing you re- 
garding a matter which I feel is of utmost 
importance to Kansas and many other States 
of the Nation. I refer to that provision of 
the 1942 revenue bill which would increase 
greatly the national tax on gasoline and motor 
oil. 

There is little question but that the great 
majority of Kansas citizens are opposed to 
this provision, which is not only unfair but 
unjust. Highway transportation, and espe- 
cially motorcar transportation, is already car- 
rying more than its share of the cost of gov- 
ernment. Most of us recognize the need for 
greatly increased revenue receipts by the 
Federal Government, but we also believe that 
the administration should quit playing poli- 
tics with the revenue bill and begin now giv- 
ing consideration to the measures which are 
sure to come up soon after election. Our 
national and international situation is too 
near a crisis for any group, least of all a na- 
tional administration, to resort to petty po- 
litical maneuvering. 

It is important that whatever measure is 
adopted for increasing revenue; that it be 


.fairly based upon equitable premises. An 


increased tax on gasoline and motor oil would 
not be so based. From your statements I 
feel confident that you agree with me in this 
matter but want you to know that in my 
opinion these are the conclusions reached by 
a great majority of the people of AGAN 
With. best personal regards, I am, 
Sincerely, 
C. C. COGSWELL, 


REPORT OF SENATE SPECIAL SILVER 
COMMITTEE—TAXATION OF MINES EN- 
GAGED IN THE PRODUCTION OF NON- 
FERROUS METALS (REPT. NO. 1582) 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, from the 
Senate Special Silver Committee, pursu- 
ant to authority contained in Senate 
Resolution 187 (74th Cong.) , as amended 
by Senate Resolution 261, agreed to 
June 29, 1942, submitted a partial report 
containing recommendations with re- 
spect to taxation of mines engaged in the 
production of nonferrous metals for use 
in the war effort. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McCARRAN: 

§. 2724. A bill for the relief of certain 
Basque aliens; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah: 

8.2725. A bill to increase by $600,000,000 
the amount authorized to be appropriated for 
defense housing under the act of October 14, 
1940, as amended; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: 

8. 2726. A bill to amend section 6 of Public 
Law No. 2, Seventy-third Congress, March 20, 
1933, as amended; to the Committee on 
Finance, 

By Mr. SCHWARTZ: 

S. 2727. A bill to provide domiciliary care 
for discharged disabled veterans pending ad- 
Judication of claim for pension; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY: 

8.2728. A bill to enlarge the Willamette 
National Forest; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 
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By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

S. 2729 (by request). A bill to authorize 
the filing of a short form of notice in certain 
United States courts to serve as constructive 
notice of the interest of the Government in 
realty or personalty under facilities con- 
tracts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

(Mr, LUCAS introduced Senate bill 2730, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and appears under a separate 
heading.) 


THE PATENT LAWS AND SYSTEM 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I rise for 
the purpose of discussing briefly a bill 
which I am about to introduce, which 
should be referred to the Committee on 
Patents, of which I am a member. 

The Committee on Patents for a num- 
ber of weeks has been holding lengthy 
hearings upon. Senate bil] 2303, a bill 
which primarily deals with patent re- 
form, which, as everyone knows, is ob- 
viously necessary from time to time. 

However, practically all the evidence 
which has been taken before our com- 
mittee deals with another subject mat- 
ter entirely. This evidence reyeals pri- 
marily a long series of international 
cartel agreements between the I. G. Far- 
benindustrie of Germany and powerful 


private concerns of this country and 


England. There can be little doubt that 
under these cartel agreements there is 
a complete control by private minorities 
over domestic and foreign: commerce sup- 
plied to the economic fields covered- by 
these agreements, 

The bill which I am introducing seexs 


“to curb the restrictions on production by 


those who use the patent privilege as an 
instrument of business policy rather than 
for its constitutional purposes to promote 
the progress of science and useful arts. 
In. my opinion the enactment of the bill 
would prevent the slowing down of the 
war effort insofar as any of the agree- 
ments referred to are concerned. 

I believe the bill to be a sound approach 
to the problems developed before the 
Patents Committee in the lengthy hear- 
ings which have been held by it. I re- 
peat it is not a reform measure or a com- 
plete revision of the patent laws. It is 
essentially an antitrust bill, designed to 
meet the peculiar problems raised by ex- 
isting patent laws. 

I may add that the bill is approved by 
the Antitrust Division of the Department 
of Justice. 

It also has the sympathetic interest of 
the patent committee of the American 
Bar Association, which will meet in De- 
troit on’ Monday next. I have discussed 
this matter with the chairman of the 
patent committee of the American Bar 
Association, and he is of the opinion that 
the bill is a step in the right direction, 
provided a few minor amendments are 
made, and he also advises that the mat- 
ter will be taken up at the coming meet- 
ing of the American Bar Association in 
Detroit. 

Mr. President, I now introduce the bill 
and ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and referred as requested by 
the Senator from Illinois. 

The bill (S, 2730) relative to infringe- 
ment suits in patent cases and for other 
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purposes was read twice by its title and | WASHINGTON FROM THE MOTORIST’S 


referred to the Committee on Patents, 
AMENDMENTS TO THE REVENUE BILL 


Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado submitted 
several amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 7378) to 
provide revenue, and for other purposes, 
which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance ard ordered to be 
printed. 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES SERVING IN THE 
UNITED STATES—AMENDMENTS 


Mr, GREEN and Mr. PEPPER each 
submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by them, respectively, to the 
bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members 
of the land and naval forces absent from 
the place of their residence and serving 
within the continental United States, 
which were severally ordered to lie on the 
table and to be ‘printed. 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF SENATE REPORT 
NO. 1554—TEMPORARY TRANSFER OF 
CERTAIN GOVERNMENTAL EMPLOYEES 
TO NATIONAL DEFENSE AGENCIES 


Mr. TYDINGS submitted the follow- 
ing resolution (S. Res. 285), which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 12,000 additional copies of 
Senate Report No. 1554, current session, as 
submitted to the Senate by a subcommittee 
of the Committee on Appropriations pur- 
suant to a resolution (S. Res. 223, current 
session) authorizing an investigation to de- 
termine whether certain governmental em- 
ployees may be temporarily transferred to 
national defense agencies to expedite the 
prosecution of the war, be printed for the 
use of said subcommittee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R, 6484) to sus- 
pend during the present war the run- 
ning of statutes of limitations applicable 
to certain offenses. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker pro tempore had affixed his sig- 
nature to the following enrolled bills, and 
they were signed by the Vice President: 


H. R. 6484. An act to suspend temporarily 
the running of statutes of limitations appli- 
cable to certain offenses; and 

H.R. 7461. An act to amend section 107 of 
the Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance Act 
of 1942. 


LOYALTY OF THE PHILIPPINES—ADDRESS 
BY MANUEL QUEZON 


[Mr. TYDINGS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Appendix of the RECORD 
an address delivered by Manuel Quezon, Pres- 
ident of the Philippines, on the occasion of 
his sixty-fourth birthday, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


ALL-OUT OFFENSIVE—STATEMENT BY 
HUGH GRANT 


[ Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an article from 
the Shreveport (La.) Journal of August 12, 
1942, containing a statement by Hugh Grant, 
former Minister to Thailand, under the head- 
ing “All-out offensive is only way to win, says 
diplomat,” which appears in the Appendix.] 


VIEWPOINT—ADDRESS BY THOMAS P. 

HENRY 

[Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an address by 
Thomas P. Henry, president of the American 
Automobile Association, at the banquet of 
the Minnesota Safety Council, Duluth, Minn., 
August 14, 1942, on the subject Washington 
From the Motorist’s Viewpoint, which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.) 
PROPOSED RETURN TO BALTIMORE OF 

THE FRIGATE “CONSTELLATION” 

[Mr. RADCLIFFE asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp a letter from 
Edward S. King, chairman of the Constella- 
tion Committee, regarding the return to Bal- 
timore of the frigate Constellation, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

DISPENSING WITH CALL OF THE 
CALENDAR 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Routine 
morning business is concluded, and the 
calendar is in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I may 
wish to ask to have the calendar called 
later in the day, but for the present I 
ask that the call of the calendar go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfin- 
ished business will not automatically 
come before the Senate until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the calling of the calendar be 
temporarily postponed and that the un- 
finished business be taken up for con- 
sideration at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? No objection being heard, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business. 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES SERVING IN THE 
UNITED STATES 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a 
method of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the place of their residence 
and serving within the continental 
United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the first amendment of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 5, 
after the words “relating to”, it is pro- 
posed to strike out “elections (including 
requirements as to registration)” and to 
insert “elections, including requirements 
as to registration but excluding require- 
ments as to payment of poll tax.” 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
received a letter from the distinguished 
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN- 
DENBERG], who is absent, setting forth his 
views, together with a copy of a letter 
he wrote to the very able majority leader 
of the Senate. I ask unanimous consent, 
in the absence of the Senator from 
Michigan, that these letters be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS, 
August 19, 1942. 
Hon. CHARLES L. McNary, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear CHARLES: For your mal informa- 
tion I have just sent the attached letter to 
Senator BARKLEY, 


AUGUST 20 


I shall be unable to be present tomorrow 
when the Senate takes up the soldiers’ vot- 
ing bill. It is unquestionably an excellent 
bill in many aspects. But it ought not to 
supersede existing absentee voting laws in 
States where satisfactory absentee voting sys- 
tems already exist. Otherwise, there wil be 
two different systems operating at the same 
time in the same fielc 

It seems to me that the States which have 
absentee voting laws should be given the 
option of either remaining exclusively under 
their own absentee voting laws or in coming 
under the new Federal act. 

With warm personal regards anc best 
wishes, 

Cordially and faithfully, 
A. H. VANDENBERG. 
AUGUST 19, 1942. 
Hon. ALBEN W. BARELEY, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Deak ALBEN; I attach hereto a telegram 
from the New York State War Ballot Com- 
mission, which ought to have the Senate's 
attention when it takes up the Ramsay bill 
tomorrow. I have wirec the New York com- 
mission to present its full protest to you by 
immediate telegram so that you will have 
the full facts. I judge that New York 
State’s two Senators will be too busy to- 
morrow to attend to this matter. I am 
sorry to say that I unexpectedly find it im- 
possible to be in the city tomorrow also. 

But this telegram refers directly to the 
point I raised in the preliminary debate on 
Monday. Where the States have complete 
absentee voting machinery already in exist- 
ence (as Many of them do) it will not help 
things—it will merely be a source of confu- 
sion—to require these States to operate two 
different absentee voting systems. Senator 
GREEN admitted in the Monday debate that 
this will happen. One section of the pend- 
ing bill very carefully gives the soldier an 
option as to which absentee voting method 
he will use in States where this double sys- 
tem will apply. But it does not give the 
State any option to determine which sys- 
tem shall be used. Obviously, there ought 
not to be but one absentee voting process in 
a State. I respectfully suggest that if a 
State has an adequate absentee ballot system 
already in existence and in operation, it 
should be given the option of exempting it- 
self from the provisions of this new act if it 
so desires. Otherwise, I am afraid even the 
soldiers themselves will be confused when 
they try to determine where and how they 
shall vote and certainly the States them- 
selves will be confused if they have to oper- 
ate two different systems to serve the same 
net result. 

I certainly think the pending bill should 
pass for the benefit of absentee soldiers and 
sailors from States where there is no provi- 
sion for absentee voting (and where there is 
no State constitutional bar against it), but 
I think we should be excéedingly careful that 
the new act is merely optional in respect to 
States which already operate absentee voting 
systems and have had long experience in 
their own methods. 

I have felt that you would not object to my 
presentation of this point of view to you in 
your capacity as majority leader. 

With warm personal regards and best 
wishes, 

Cordially and faithfully. 


Mr. McNARY. As I recall, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the able Senator from Michigan, 
during the preliminary discussion of the 
bill which took place in the Senate Thurs- 
day, expressed views along the lines of 
those covered in the letters just read. 

I wish to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill, the distinguished Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. Green], whether, if 
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the pending measure were enacted, there 
would be a duplication of processes which 
might cause confusion in the mind of the 
voter. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, as I recall, 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDEN- 
BERG] propounded the same question on 
the floor of the Senate, and in substance 
my reply was that it may be that one or 
two States have satisfactory absentee bal- 
lot laws, but there are all degrees of dis- 
satisfaction so far as these laws are con- 
cerned. Some are most unsatisfactory. 
Many are so designed that it is imprac- 
ticable for soldiers or sailors to vote at 
all. There are all degrees of unsatisfac- 
tory laws, clear up to the laws which are 
relatively satisfactory. If all the States 
had laws as good as those in one or two 
of the States, such a measure as is now 
proposed might not be necessary, but we 
cannot have a different law for each of 
the various States, or one law for all 
those which have no absentee ballot laws 
and another for all those which have, be- 
cause there is such a degree of variation 
in the laws of the several States. In ef- 
fect, that was my answer to the Senator 
from Michigan when he raised the point 
originally. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, that is 
a very fair statement, but from my 
standpoint not a complete one. Refer- 
ring to the State which I represent in 
part, I think we have a very satisfactory 
absentee voting law. I am curious to 
know from the able Senator from Rhode 
Island whether he would have any ob- 
jection if it were made possible for a 
State to exclude itself from the opera- 
tion of the proposed law, if it so desired, 
in the interest of those absentees who de- 
sire to vote, rather than to initiate a new 
process under a Federal statute. Will 
the Senator discuss that phase of the 
matter? 

Mr. GREEN. As I understand, the 
proposal is that any State could by its 
own act exempt itself from the provisions 
of the Federal law, under the inquiry of 
the Senator? 

Mr, McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN. That matter has not 
been discussed by the committee. In fact, 
I have not heard it proposed hitherto. 
However, I think it would be inconsistent 
with the theory on which the proposed 
law is based, that is, that the soldiers 
and sailors, and other persons in the 
service of the United States, are pre- 
vented from exercising their rights, per- 
haps under the very laws to which the 
Senator refers, these persons having 
been drafted by the Federal Government 
into the Federal service. Therefore it 
is the Federal Government which has 
deprived them of their right, and the 
Federal Government should not be in the 
position of depriving the men in the 
armed service of this country from exer- 
cising a fundamental right as citizens of 
the country. Therefore we should enact 
a law along the lines of the measure now 
before us, in order to prevent such a 
wrong being done. Otherwise, these 
men are fighting throughout the world 
for a theory the benefit of which we deny 
them at home. 
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It will not do to allow a State to 
exempt itself from the operation of the 
proposed law. Some might do it from the 
best of motives, others might do it from 
other motives. In the case of a great 
many of the laws, the idea behind them 
seems to be to make it as difficult as 
possible for a man to vote, to make it as 
difficult as possible for him to register, 
even. Therefore, establishing the funda- 
mental principle that we would do away 
with the provisions as to registration in 
the States in the proposed law, but noth- 
ing else, none of the qualifications as to 
voting as provided by the various States, 
we would provide as simple machinery as 
possible to enable the men concerned to 
exercise the right we are giving them. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Oregon yield for a 
question? 

Mr. McNARY. Just a moment. Let 
me follow up the thought the Senator 
from Rhode Island has just discussed. 

I grant that the objective we all have 
in mind is to make it as easy as possible 
for the soldiers to exercise the franchise 
enjoyed by the citizen in the matter of 
voting, but what troubles me, if I have 
any trouble over the problem, is that if 
a State has a law providing for absentee 
voting which has worked satisfactorily, 
and a new law is enacted providing an- 
other system, what will the soldier do? 
Ts he to have an option of exercising his 
right under one law or the other? Is that 
the purpose of the bill, or is it the pur- 
pose to lay aside satisfactory statutes 
which are operating in the States, and 
have the Federal statute in contempla- 
tion cover the situation exclusively? 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, under the 
provisions of the bill the person affected 
by it can exercise his rights under the 
State statute or he can exercise his rights 
under the Federal law. I wish to give an 
illustration. My own State of Rhode 
Island has an absentee-voter law. It 
also has a registration law. Under the 
latter a voter must register before June 
30. Yet he may be drafted at such a time 
that it is impossible for him to register. 
Legally he might register, but as a mat- 
ter of practice he could not. There are 
other States the provisions of whose laws 
as to registering are so complicated that 
the situation is almost ridiculous. 

Monday I cited the case of the State of 
Delaware. In that State the registrar, 
under the law, has to go anywhere where 
there are voters of that State who are 
nonresidents. I said then that the regis- 
trar, under the law, in order to register 
such persons, might be obliged to go to 
the Solomon Islands or to the Aleutian 
Islands. I do not think the Congress 
should undertake to study all the State 
laws and decide which laws are satisfac- 
tory and which laws are unsatisfactory, 
or let the States decide for themselves 
which laws are satisfactory and which 
laws are unsatisfactory. 

Let us take the case of a State which 
has a law which in practice deprives all 
the men in the service of the right to vote 
because they are away. That State may 
have a law which is called an absentee- 
voter law. That State might say, “We 
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are not going to take the Federal law. 
We will take the State law. Our law has 
been good enough for us in peacetime. 
It is good enough for us in wartime. We 
are not going to change our law. It is 
not practical for us to change it. There 
is not sufficient time between now and 
election day to act on this matter at all.” 
If we are to give these men the right to 
exercise the highest right of citizenship, 
which is the right of voting, Congress 
should act, and act promptly. Senators 
who offer amendments which, although 
they may be justifiable, make it more 
difficult to carry out the purposes of the 
measure, are to some extent, I think, ob- 
structing the right of these men to vote. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Oregon yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Examination of sec- 
tion 8 of the bill, on page 9, discloses 
what seems to be the intention on the 
part of the drafters of the bill to give 
the voter the right to determine whether 
he will vote by war ballot or under the 
absentee voter’s law of his own State. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct, 

Mr. BARKLEY. Section 8 provides 
that— 

The yotes cast as provided in this act shall 
be canvassed, counted, and certified in each 
State by its proper canvassing boards in the 
same manner, as nearly as may be practicable, 
as the votes that were cast within its borders 
were canvassed, counted, and certified, but 
no official war ballot shall be valid if the voter 
has voted in person or by absentee ballot in 
accordance with the procedure provided by 
the laws of the State, or if it is received by 
the appropriate election officials of the dis- 
trict or precinct of the voter’s residence after 
the hour of the closing of the polls on the 
date of the holding of the election. 


So apparently the voter has the right 
to choose whether he will exercise the 
right to vote by means of this war ballot 
or exercise his right under the State law 
which is in existence. 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. But the prop- 
osition was that the State should have a 
right to decide which method he should 
use. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand that. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Oregon yield to me? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield. 

Mr. SMATHERS. I wish to ask the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] or 
the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr, 
GREEN] to advise me, for my informa- 

ion, as to what are the mechanics set 
up by which a State is permitted to with- 
draw from the operation of the Federal 
law. $ 

Mr. McNARY. I shall be glad to refer 
that question for answer to the distin- 
guished Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. GREEN]. 

Mr. GREEN. There is no machinery 
set up. The committee believes there 
should be no right to withdraw from the 
operation of this law, as there is no 
right to withdraw from the operation 
of any other Federal law. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, if I may 
interject myself into this debate, I wish 
to say that section 11 of the bill spe- 
cifically provides as follows: 
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Nothing in this act shall be deemed to 
restrict the right of any member of the land 
or naval forces of the United States to vote, 
whenever practicable, in accordance with the 
law of the State of his residence, if he does 
not elect to vote in accordance with the 
provisions of this act. 


It seems to me we are making moun- 
tains out of molehills. In Wisconsin we 
have a law which provides for absentee 
voting. In that case the voter must 
write to the clerk of the city, for exam- 
ple, and ask for a petition. That peti- 
tion will be sent to him, and he will 
execute it; and when it is executed, it 
will go back to the clerk of the city, and 
will entitle the voter to the ballot. 

By the pending bill the service man 
in the Army or the Navy is given a post 
card. That post card is sent by the serv- 
ice man to the secretary of state of his 
State. The man can elect as to what 
course he shall take, as the measure itself 
specifically provides. He can follow the 
course prescribed by the statute of my 
State, and then he must write, as I said, 
to the clerk of the city and obtain from 
the clerk an application or petition. 
Then he must fill it out, execute it, mail 
it back to the clerk, and then wait for 
his ballot. 


The bill before us cuts across all that 
procedure. We have said that the pres- 
ent is a great emergency. This is a pe- 
riod when the men who are ready to die 
for their country are entitled to have the 
Congress cut out all unnecessary me- 
chanics so they can get their ballots 
quickly and vote. So we say to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy and to the Secretary 
of War, “Provide postal cards, and give 
them to the men in the service if they 
desire to vote.” Such a postal card is 
Sent by the service man to the secretary 
of state of his State. The ballot then 
comes back to the service man, he exe- 
cutes it, and returnsit. ‘That is all there 
is to it. 

As I said, in my State for a number 

of years we have had the absentee 
method of voting. I have had to use it 
several times since I have been in Wash- 
ington, and I shall use it so long as I am 
here if I am not back in the State on 
the occasion of an election. But in this 
measure we say to the boys whom we 
have sent to the camps, “If you want to 
vote, simply ask for a postal card, and 
you will be able to obtain a ballot.” 
- Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GREEN], and the other Sen- 
ators present who are on the committee, 
about one or two of the provisions of the 
bill. I think that ho matter how care- 
ful we try to be in guarding the rights 
of our soldiers and sailors and others 
in the services there is likely to be, at 
least in the first election held after the 
enactment of this measure, great confu- 
sion as to the machinery by which they 
are to be permitted to vote. 

I note in the first part of the bill, on 
page 3, there is a stipulation as to what 
shall be on both sides of this postal card. 
There is a blank line on which to place 
the date. Then comes the following: 
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Secretary of state of .....--..--..--.-... 

Being on active duty in the armed forces 
of the United States and desiring to vote 
in the coming election, I hereby apply for 
an Official war ballot. 

My home address is ~...-..-.............. 
in the city, town, or village of ---...---..... 
Inthe | COQUDEY “OF isan Shc em niie a 
in the State of _.-......----.-.-.. UE 

I desire that the ballot be sent to me at 
the following address: ..-....-.__..._-_.. "e 
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When the secretary of state of the State 
receives these postal cards he makes 
out a list of all of them, and from time 
to time he furnishes this list to the can- 
yassing boards of the various counties in 
the State. Then a ballot is mailed to the 
individual soldier. The soldier mails it 
back to the secretary of state of his 
State, and the secretary of state must 
sort those ballots according to the 
counties in the State and mail them to 
the canvassing boards of the counties or 
the election districts. The laws are not 
uniform in regard to the counting of bal- 
lots. In some States the ballots are 
counted as soon as the ballot box is closed 
and the election is over. There the elec- 
tion officers who serve proceed to count 
the ballots and certify the result to a 
county canvassing board. 

In some States, as in my own, the elec- 
tion officers no longer count the ballots. 
They lock the ballots in the box, and 
they are required within an hour to take 
them to the county seat, to the county 
courthouse, where they are placed in the 
custody of the board of county election 
commissioners, who compose the can- 
vassing board. They may immediately 
begin counting those ballots, but the bal- 
lots must be counted in the courthouse 
in every county. They must be counted 
publicly, where both sides are entitled to 
representation to see that the count is 
fair and accurate. 

I wonder how the secretary of state 
in the State capital will be able to know 
always to whom he should send these 
ballots. They must be sent to some- 
body, and they must be put into the bal- 
lot box, I suppose, by somebody. Some 
States provide that absentee voters’ bal- 
lots may be sent to the clerk of the 
county court or to some other county 
Officer, and then sent to the particular 
precincts in which the voters are allowed 
to vote, and be put in the ballot boxes 
and counted along with the other ballots 
after the time for voting has ended. 

I do not see in the bill any minute pro- 
cedure provided by which the secretary 
of state will know to whom to send the 
ballots, and inasmuch as the voter is not 
required to state on the postal card the 
precinct in which he desires to vote, or 
the district in which he wishes to vote— 
and in some counties there are as many 
as 50, or 75, or 100 different election pre- 
cincts or districts—I do not see how the 
secretary of state will be able to de- 
termine all those matters, and send the 
baliots to the right persons, not knowing 
in which precinct or election district the 
voter is entitled to vote. So it seems to 
me that even the county court clerk or 
the canvassing board would have to go 
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to almost inconceivable pains to find out 
where a given voter was entitled to vote, 
and in what precinct his vote was en- 
titled to be counted, unless there were 
something in the records to show in which 
precinct the voter wished to vote. 

There are rural routes all over the 
country. From a small village there may 
be six or eight rural routes going out all 
over the county, and there may be a half 
a dozen voting precincts on those rural 
routes. The voter may merely state on 
the postal card that he resides in a cer- 
tain town or in a village, and even if he 
gives his rural route number, unless he 
has a map of the division of the precinct 
served by the rural carrier, and can de- 
scribe the precinct from that map, no- 
body but the voter himself might know 
where he was entitled to vote. I am 
wondering how that situation is to be 
taken care of. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I will 
answer that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am seeking for in- 
formation. I had in mind a matter which 
I discussed with the Senator from Rhode 
Island to suggest an amendment to the 
provision dealing with the postal card, 
that the precinct or the district in which 
the voter wished to vote shall be shown, 
So that when the ballot is received by the 
secretary of state, and he transmits it 
to the board of election commissioners, 
or the canvassing board in a county, they 
would know in what precinct and county 
that man’s vote is to be cast, instead of 
leaving it blank. It might be that the 
vote would be cast and counted in a pre- 
cinct in which the voter was not entitled 
to vote, and the ballot might be thrown 
out for that reason. I am seeking to pro- 
tect the ballots against attack and 


-against confusion, so that they will not 


be invalidated because the vote may be 
cast in the wrong place. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, the sec- 
retary of state, on receipt of the cards, 
sends them to the canvassing board, and 
the canvassing board checks them up 
and returns them to the secretary of 
state, who then sends out the absentee 
voters’ ballots. 

If the usual election procedure is fol- 
lowed the ballot will be returned and will 
reach the hands of those who count the 
ballots just as though it had been depos- 
ited by the voter in person before the polls 
closed. There is no provision with re- 
spect to putting it in the ballot box. It 
must be counted as though the voter had 
voted in person at the same time other 
voters voted, before the close of the polls. 
It seems to me inadvisable to ask the 
man to give more than his post-office 
address, because a great many of the men 
do not know the precinct or the district 
in which they live. From time to time 
the boundaries of precincts or districts 
are changed. 

I believe that few persons know the 
number of the precinct or district in 
They know that they 
go to a certain place to vote. They 
know, for instance, that they go to a 
school house on the corner of Benedict 
Street and Smith Street. They know 
that they go to a police station, or to a 
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voting booth at such and such a loca- 
tion. However, if the boys were asked 
in what precinct or district they resided, 
most of them would say that they do not 
know. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That may be true 
with regard to voters who are voting 
for the first time; but anybody who has 
voted in a given precinct for any length 
of time knows in what precinct he votes. 

Mr. GREEN. I recently heard a pub- 
lic official, who occupies an important 
office, asked in what precinct he voted. 
He did not know. Iam sure that if the 
soldier gives his voting address the can- 
vassing board will know in what precinct 
he resides. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I am 
not conjuring up difficulties, but I still 
feel that, at least so far as the first 
election held after the new law as 
passed is concerned, there will be a great 
deal of confusion. Suppose the election 
board, or canvassing board, or what- 
ever it is called—they are called election 
commissioners in my county and in the 
county of the Senator from Rhode 
Island—receives from the Army, the 
Navy, and other agencies 200 ballots 
from soldiers, marines, and others—— 

Mr. GREEN Who will receive them? 
The secretary of state? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The local canvassing 
board will receive from the secretary of 
State 200 ballots, we will say. It must 
then look. at the records to see in what 
precinct each soldier is permitted to vote. 
He cannot be permitted to vote at large, 
unless in a county election, and even then 
he must vote in some voting precinct. 
Suppose that by examining the registra- 
tion records, or whatever records there 
are in the county, the board of canvassers 


is unable to determine in what precincts” 


hundreds of ballots are expected to be 
counted. Suppose it cannot determine 
fiom any record it has or from the post- 
Office address of the voter in what pre- 
cinct the voter is entitled to have his 
ballot counted. He may live on a rural 
route which covers four or five voting 
districts. What will happen to the 
ballot? 

Mr. GREEN. I suppose the situation 
would be the same as though he had 
voted in person, so long as it is deter- 
mined that he is qualified. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Suppose he has done 
everything the law requires him to do 
in order to qualify. The registration 
books of the county may show that he is 
registered; but the Senator says that not- 
withstanding the registration laws he 
may vote anyway, although he is not reg- 
istered. In the event the canvassing 
boards cannot determine from his post- 
office address or from personal knowledge 
in which precinct he is entitled to vote, 
what will happen? Will the board be 
compelled to count the ballot, or to throw 
it out? 

Mr. GREEN. The ballot would be 
counted if the man were qualified to vote 
in that place. 

Mr. BARKLEY. He may be qualified 
and the board may not know it. 

Mr. GREEN. The board determines 
who is qualified to vote. It excludes 
those who are not qualified. It is the 
judge. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, that is 
true; but in view of the interpretation 
which was given the other day as to 
qualification and registration, I still feel 
that confusion will be caused by this 
language. 

Mr. GREEN. There may be some con- 
fusion. There will be much confusion if 
we require the men in the service to state 
in what precinct or district they are vot- 
ing, because I think most of them do not 
know until they ask. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Nevertheless, it would 
not be a bad idea to provide a blank place 
in which to insert the number of the pre- 
cinct, if known, so that if a man knows 
his precinct, it will be shown. 

Mr. GREEN. I believe that would be a 
perfectly proper amendment. ‘There 
should be a place for showing the precinct 
or district, if known. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is correct. In 
that way the canvassers or officers would 
only have to refer to the proper precinct. 
They would not have to look all over the 
county. 

Mr. GREEN. I think that might save 
considerable trouble. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, may I 
make an observation and ask a question 
of the Senator from Rhode @sland? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island yield to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. DAVIS. Many States require reg- 
istration before the men in the armed 
services may vote. As I understand, the 
bill would give the young man who is in 
the service the right to vote whether he 
is registered or not, if he is a legal resi- 
dent of the community in which he re- 
sides? 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. It would 
do away with the requirement as to regis- 
tration, but all other qualifications of the 
voter would remain the same. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. I notice in section 3 
of the bill that the secretary of state 
is to prepare a list of those sending in 
their cards and transmit it to the can- 
vassing board and that the canvassing 
board is required to keep the list posted 
in a publie place not later than 2 weeks 
before the election. In many of the 
States, and particularly in the State of 
Wyoming, there is no local canvassing 
board until after the election is held. 
The county clerk must then call in as 
assistants two justices of the peace of the 
county. These three constitute the 
board. I wonder if that situation cou!d 
not be remedied in some way. 

Mr. GREEN. Of course, there is great 
difficulty in drafting bills like this, be- 
cause local names for public officials vary 
from State to State. Some States have 
districts, while others have precincts. I 
suppose that by “canvassing board” is 
meant those who make up the list of vot- 
ers who are entitled to vote in a particu- 
lar place. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. I donot know. The 
bill uses the term “canvassing board.” 

Mr. GREEN. I think we might put 
in the words “or other local authority 
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on whom is imposed by law the duty of 
making up the voting lists.” 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. I wish to make an- 
other observation. I agree with what 
the Senator said a while ago, that the 
average voter does not know the name 
or number of his voting recinct, I sup- 
pose the procedure in Wyoming is no 
different from that in other States. In 
Wyoming we have two very active or- 
ganizations. One of them is the Repub- 
lican State Central Committee, and the 
other is the Democratic State Central 
Committee, each operating in the vari- 
ous counties. In each precinct they en- 
deavor, through the local committee, to 
find out, from the soldiers’ relatives or 
someone else, where the soldiers are. 
They send each soldier an application 
under the State law. The application 
states the precinct. If the soldier signs 
and returns it he is sent a Lallot. 

Mr. GREEN. That is al! right. That 
procedure would be permissible under the 
proposed law. It could be followed un- 
der the present law or, if the soldiers 
preferred, they could vote under the new 
law. In that event they would receive 
from the officer in the camp a postal 
card already made up. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. When the ballot is 
finally opened and put in with the rest 
of the ballots, will there be anything on 
the soldier’s ballot to distinguish it from 
a civilian ballot when the ballots are 
counted? 

Mr. GREEN. My State and other 
States have voting machines; and in 
such States; under State law, or under 
the proposed law, absentee voters’ ballots 
would be distinguished. But there is 
nothing on the ballot itself to distinguish 
it. That information is only on the 
envelope. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Will the Senator 
yield to me to insert some matters in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 


FEDERAL SALES TAX—LETTER FROM 
CONSUMERS’ ASSOCIATION OF ORANGE 
COUNTY, N. C. 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I 
have before me a letter dated Chapel Hill, 
N. C., August 13, 1942, from Mr. Harvey 
Lebrun, who signs his name as acting 
executive secretary, committee to organ- 
ize a consumers’ association in Chapel 
Hill and Orange County, N. C. He re- 
quests that I have his letter inserted in 
the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, I informed 
him that I should be glad to comply with 
his request. I ask unanimous consent 
that the letter be incorporated in the 
Record at this point as a part of my 
remarks, 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

CHAPEL HILL, N. C., 
August 13, 1942. 
Hon. R. R. REYNOLDS, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR SENATOR: On Friday, August 7, 
35 men and women of this community 
formed themselyes into a committee to or- 
ganize a consumers’ association in Chapel 
Hill and Orange County, N. C. They repre- 
sented a wide variety of civic interests, in- 
cluding membership in such organizations as 
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the American Legion, American Legion Aux- 
iliary, American Association of University 
Women, Community Club, Needlework Guild, 
Parent-Teachéers’ Association, Newcomers’ 
Club, Dames Club, Junior Service League, 
American Association of Social Workers, Min- 
isters’ Association, Garden Club, volunteer 
rationing workers, civilian defense work- 
ers, ete. 

We adopted a resolution to memorialize 
Congress not to enact any Federal sales tax 
and to request you to use your influence to 
see that no such tax is passed. We believe 
that you are very well acquainted with the 
reasons why such a tax should not be passed, 
namely, (1) it would be extremely unjust 
and socially undesirable in that it would take 
most from those who have least and would de- 
press the already deplorably low standard of 
living of the poorest elements in our farm and 
city populations; (2) it would not raise 
enough funds to affect materially the Treas- 
ury’s problem of financing the war; (3) it 
would not materially affect Leon Henderson's 
efforts to stop inflation. 

We should appreciate it if you would (1) 
use your influence in Congress to prevent the 
passage of any Federal sales tax now or in the 
future; (2) call the attention of the appro- 
priate congressional committees to the reso- 
lutions passed by our committee; and (3) 
enter this letter in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

Your early reply indicating your attitude on 
this matter is earnestly requested, as we 
should like to present it to our membership 
at our next meeting on August 21, 1942. 

Respectfully yours. 
HARVEY LEBRUN, 
Acting Executive Secretary, Com- 
mittee To Organize a Consumers’ 
Association in Chapel Hill and 
Orange County, N.C. 


PROPOSED PHARMACY CORPS 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I ask 
that at this point there be incorporated 
in the Recorp a page from the Journal 
of the National Association of Retail 
Druggists, issue of August 1942, which 
journal is known as the druggists’ own 
journal. The subject matter thereof 
deals with the proposed legislation em- 
bodied in House bill 7432, introduced in 
the House by my colleague, Hon. CARL 
Duruam, of North Carolina, and a com- 
panion bill—Senate bill 2690—intro- 
duced by myself in the Senate. 

The printed matter which I ask to 
have inserted in the Recorp is a de- 
scription of the proposed legislation and 
Vapaan why the bill should be en- 
acted. 


Senate bill 2690 was introduced by me 
in the Senate at the request of the retail 
druggists of America, and was appropri- 
ately referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, Immediately upon its ref- 
erence I requested the War Department 
to furnish me with a report thereon, but 
the report has not yet reached the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

HOUSE, SENATE, TO GET TWIN 

A companion bill (S. 2690) to the Phar- 
macy Corps bill (H. R. 7482), already intros 
duced in the House by Representative Car. 
DurHam, of North Carolina, was introduced 
in the Senate August 3 by Senator ROBERT R. 
REYNOLDS, of North Carolina, chairman of 
the Senate Military Affairs Committee. Sen- 
ator REYNOLDS" sponsorship of the legislation 
grew out of a meeting with Senator REYN- 
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orps on July 30, attended by John A. Goode, 
of Asheville, N. C.; Dr. E. F. Kelly, secretary 
of the American Pharmaceutical Association; 
and the National Association of Retail Drug- 
gists’ Washington representative. Senator 
REYNOLDS is enthusiastic about this legisla- 
tion and has promised early hearings in the 
Senate Military Affairs Committee. 

With this high-caliber sponsorship the 
stage is now set for an all-out Nation-wide 
campaign designed to establish a Pharmacy 
Corps in the Army which will give the men 
in the armed forces the service and protec- 
tion of pharmaceutical service on a par with 
that which they enjoyed in civil life. 

TERT OF THE PHARMACY CORPS BILL, H, R, 7432 
AND 5. 2690 


A bill to amend certain provisions of the 
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended, relating to the Medical Depart- 
ment of the Regular Army 
Be it enacted, etc., That (a) the first sen- 

tence of the first paragraph of section 10 of 

the National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended, is amended by striking out “the 


(b) The second sentence of the first para- 
graph of section 10 of such act, as amended, 
is amended to read as follows: “The number 
of officers of the Medical Corps shall be 1,424, 
and of the Pharmacy Corps, 72.” 

(e) The second sentence of the second 
paragraph of®section 10 of such act, as 
amended, is amended to read as follows: 
“An officer of the Pharmacy Corps shall be 
promoted to the grade of first lieutenant 
after 3 years’ service, to the grade of captain 
after 6 years’ service, to 


(ad) The last sentence 
graph of section 10 of such 
is amended to read as follows: 
of future promotion, any person so appointed 
in the Medical or Dental Corps shall be con- 
sidered as having had, on the date of appoint- 
ment, service equal to that of the junior 
officer of his grade and corps now in the 
Regular Army; and in the Veterinary or 
Pharmacy Corps, sufficient service to bring 
him to his grade under the rules established 
in this section.” 

Sec. 2. The last two sentences of section 24 
(c) of the National Defense Act of June 3, 
1216, as amended, are amended to read as 
follows: “Existing laws providing for the ex- 
amination of officers for promotion are here- 
by repeaied, except those relating to physical 
examination, which shall continue to be re- 
quired for promotion to all grades below that 
of brigadier general, and except also those 
governing the examination of officers of the 
Medical, Dental, Pharmacy, and Veterinary 
Corps. Officers of said four corps shall be 
examined in accordance with laws governing 
examination of officers of the Medical Corps.” 

Sec. *. The fourth sentence of section 24 
(2) of the National Defense Act of June 3, 
1916, as amended, is amended to read as 
follows: “Appointments in the Pharmacy 
Corps shall be made in the grade of second 
lieutenant from pharmacists between ages of 
21 and 32 years who are graduates of recog- 
nized schools or colleges of pharmacy requir- 
ing 4 years of instruction for graduation, 
under such regulations and after such ex- 
aminations as the Secretary of War shall 
prescribe.” 

Sec. 4. The first and second provisos of sec- 
tion 47 (c) of the National Defense Act of 
June 3, 1916, as amended, are amended to 
read as follows: “Provided, That any medical, 
dental, pharmacy, or veterinary student may 
be admitted to a Medical, Dental, Pharmacy, 
or Veterinary Corps unit of the Reserve 
Officers’ Training Corps for a course of train- 
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ing at the rate of 90 hours of instruction per 


annum for the 4 collegiate years, and if at 
the end of 2 years of such training he has 
been selected by the professor of military 
science and tactics and the head of the insti- 
tution for advanced training, and has agreed 
in writing to continue in the Reserve Officers’ 
Training Corps for the remainder of his 
course at the institution, and has agreed in 
writing to pursue the course in camp train- 
ing prescribed by the Secretary of War, he 
may be furnished, at the expense of the 
United States, with commutation of sub- 
sistence at such rate not exceeding the cost 
of the garrison ration prescribed for the 
Army, as may be fixed by the Secretary of 
War, during the remainder of his service in 
the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, not ex- 
ceeding 2 years: Provided further, That any 
Reserve officer who is also a medical, dental, 
pharmacy, or veterinary student may be ad- 
mitted to such Medical, Dental, Pharmacy, 
or Veterinary Corps unit for such training 
under such rules and regulations as the Sec- 
retary of War may prescribe.” 


ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate concludes its business for today, it 
stand in adjournment until Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Scuwart?z in the chair). Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


SHORTAGE OF RUBBER—TRIBUTE TO 
BERNARD M. BARUCH 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, earlier 
in the day, in my preliminary statement 
relative to the introduction into the Ap- 
pendix of the Recorp of a speech of Mr, 
Henry, of the American Automohile As- 
sociation, of which I happen to be a vice 
president, as I have been for a number 
of years, I mentioned the Baruch com- 
mittee, of which Mr. Bernard Baruch, of 
South Carolina and New York, is the 
chairman. 

I wish to say that one of the most im- 
portant problems with which we have to 
cope, and which we must overcome, as 
most of my colleagues certainly believe, 
is that of a limitation of rubber. I be- 
lieve that our President could not pos- 
sibly have made selection of any man 
more thoroughly qualified or more patri- 
otically inclined than Mr. Bernard 
Baruch. We all know of the very ex- 
cellent work he did during the World 
War, under the direction of President 
Woodrow Wilson, and it was an inspira- 
tion to all of us in Congress to learn of 
the appointment of Mr. Baruch to this 
most important task. I congratulate the 
President upon the appointment, and I 
congratulate the American public upon 
Mr. Baruch’s acceptance, 

Last evening I was reading the Wash- 
ington Daily News, and therein I read 
with much appreciation an editorial en- 
titled “72—and Still Going Strong.” It 
is a comment complimentary to Mr. 
Baruch, congratulating him upon having 
reached the seventy-second anniversary 
of his birthday, and I ask that we honor 
Mr. Baruch by having the editorial pub- 
lished in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I 
personally take this opportunity to con- 
gratulate Mr. Baruch upon having ar- 
rived at his seventy-second birthday, and 
to wish for him many happy returns of 
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the day, Mr. Baruch being a native of 
our sister State of South Carolina. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

[From the Washington Daily News] 
SEVENTY-TWO—AND STILL GOING STRONG 

Bernard M. Baruch was still in his “fight- 
ing forties” when President Wilson told him 
to take charge of America’s tangled war in- 
dustries in 1918. Under his skillful manage- 
ment the production program was speedily 
unsnaried, and industry contributed its over- 
whelming weight to early victory. 

Now in his “savvy seventies,” Mr. Baruch 
works in another war for solution of Amer- 
ica’s toughest problem on the home front— 
rubber. President Roosevelt dumped the 
problem into his lap only after many others 
had meddled and messed with it, and found 
no answer. 

They are not distinct periods in Mr. 
Baruch’s life. He had plenty of savvy in 
his forties, and he has plenty of fight in 
his seventies. He did his job in the first 
World War by surrounding himself with the 
ablest men available, delegating authority to 
them and backing them to the limit. And 
that is the way he is handling his present 
Job. 

Aided by his fellow committee members, 
Dr. Conant and Dr. Compton, probably the 
most. competent men in the whole country 
for this difficult assignment, Mr. Baruch is 
moving with characteristic dispatch, first to 
nail down all the facts concerning our rub- 
ber shortage, second to determine the best 
means of conserving what we have, and third 
to devise the speediest methods of over- 
coming the shortage. 

Only a few days agv the rubber contro- 
versy was raging fiercely, with scores of Gov- 
ernment officials, Congressmen, and busi- 
nessmen clawing at each other. That all 
subsided when the Baruch committee took 
charge. 

Today Mr. Baruch celebrates his seventy- 
second birthday—celebrates it without taking 
any time off from serving his country. 
Could any man ask for a finer tribute than 

' the public confidence so evident on all sides? 


FREEDOM FOR INDIA 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Green] 
was very kind in yielding to me at this 
time, and I wish to take advantage of 
the opportunity of following up some 
words which were spoken Monday by one 
of our distinguished colleagues, by one 
of my helpmates on the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the Senate, by an able 
international authority in this body. I 
have in mind the honorable senior Sena- 
tor from Utah [Mr. THomas] whom our 
present presiding officer appreciates, as 
do I, for his beneficial activity in the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Monday we listened in this Chamber 
with a great deal of interest to what our 
distinguished colleague, the Senator from 
Utah, had to say in reference to treaties. 
I believe that part of what he said will 
be well worth repeating at this time, and 
I therefore take the opportunity to read 
from page 6857 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp of Monday, August 17, when the 
able Senator from Utah said: 


As for India, there is but one question, 
and that is whether India shall work out 
her troublesome internal problem by herself 
because she has been promised freedom after 
the war, or whether she shall work it out in 
cooperation with the country which has been 
her exploiter. One of the two things must 
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be done, Judging from the history of revolu- 
tions, judging from the success of the home- 
rule movement in India in the last 25 years, 
we know that ultimately nothing can put 
off the independence of India. It seems to 
me, Mr. President, that it is time for the 
United Nations, who say that they are fight- 
ing for the right, to settle some ci these in- 
ternational or inter-United Nations questions 
on the basis of ethics and moral right. 

When laws and treaties are hanging by 
threads, morals furnish a wise base for action. 
Action on the basis of morals only probably 
would be revolutionary in international re- 
lations; but certainly at this time, at the 
culmination of a World War which has come 
into existence after twenty-odd years of the 
three greatest social, political, and economic 
revolutions the world has ever known, no one 
can call a man radical if he suggests that a 
sister nation fighting shoulder to shoulder 
with his be treated on the basis of the funda- 
mentals of morality. The United Nations 
can bring about a united world of peace only 
on that basis after the war has ended. 


I unhesitatingly assert, Mr. President, 
that the United States can aid in bring- 
ing about eternal peace by extending 
freedom—unqualified, unlimited free- 
dom—to the 370,000,000 to 400,000,000 
people of India and thereby making 
those people a part of the great program 
and crusade for freedom and independ- 
ence now being engaged in throughout 
the entire world. 

On August 14 I read in the press of 
the country a statement issued by our 
great President and war leader, the 
Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy, the director of our war efforts, 
the Honorable Franklin D. Roosevelt. 
While thinking of India and the multi- 
tudes of those who seek freedom in India, 
I derived inspiration from the state- 
ment made by our President, and I take 
this opportunity to read one of the press 
dispatches issued from Washington en- 
titled, “Atlantic Charter: One Year.” 

WasuincTton, August 14—The text of 
President Roosevelt’s message to Prime Min- 
ister Churchill on the first anniversary of 
the Atlantic Charter follows— 


This is the message of the President of 
the United States which gave the peo- 
ples of the world inspiration, because 
the President spoke in part, and in par- 
ticular, of the freedom and-independ- 
ence in the peoples of the world; which 
I infer reflects to India and upon India, 
of which country I have been speaking. 
The President said, in directing his 
remarks to Prime Minister Churchill: 

A year ago today you and I, as representa- 
tives of two free nations, set down and sub- 
scribed to a declaration of principles common 
to our peoples. We based, and continue to 
base, our hopes for a better future for the 
world on the realization of these principles. 
This declaration is known as the Atlantic 
Charter, 

A year ago today the nations resisting a 
common, barbaric foe were units or small 
groups, fighting for their existence. 

Now these nations and groups of nations 
in all the continents of the earth have united. 
They have forced a great union of humanity, 
dedicated to the realization of that common 
program of purposes and principles set forth 
in the Atlantic Charter, through world-wide 
victory over their common enemies. Their 
faith in life, liberty, independence, and reli- 
gious freedom, and in the preservation of 
human rights and justice in their own lands 
as well as in other lands, has been given form 
and substance and power through a great 
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gathering of peoples now known as the 
United Nations. .- wet 


According to my present recollection, 


“the United Nations are made up of 28 


individual nations. The President con- 
tinues, in addressing congratulations to 
Prime Minister Churchill: 


Freedom and independence are today in 
jeopardy the world over, If the forces of 
conquest are not successfully resisted and 
defeated, there will be no freedom and no 
independence and no opportunity for free- 
dom for any nation. 

It is, therefore, to the single and supreme 
objective of defeating the Axis forces of ag- 
gression that the United Nations have 
pledged all their resources and efforts. 

When victory comes we shall stand shoulder 
to shoulder in seeking to nourish the great 
ideals for which we fight. It is a worth- 
while battle. It will be so recognized through 
all the ages, even amid the unfortunate peo- 
ples who follow false gods today. 

We reaffirm our principles, They will bring 
us to a happier world, 


Mr. President, in view of the fact that 
the President specifically stated that 
freedom and independence are today in 
jeopardy the world over, I shall ask that 
there be printed in the Recorp a copy of 
the Atlantic Charter, which-is in type 
form, and which I clipped from the 
Christian Science Monitor. In making 
this request I call particular attention 
to the third declaration thereof, which 
reads as follows: 

Third. They respect the right of all peo- 
ples to choose the form of government under 
which they will live; and they wish to see 
sovereign rights and self-government re- 
stored to those who have been forcibly de- 
prived ot them. 


I ask that the complete charter be 
printed in the Record at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the charter 
was ordered to. be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

THE ATLANTIC CHARTER 


The President of the United States and the 
Prime Minister, Mr. Churchill, representing 
His Majesty’s Government in the United 
Kingdom, have met at sea. 

‘The President and the Prime Minister have 
had several conferences. They have con- 
sidered the dangers to world civilization aris- 
ing from the policies of military domination 
by conquest upon which the Hitlerite gov- 
ernment of Germany and other governments 
associated therewith have embarked, and have 
made clear the steps which their countries 
are respectively taking for their safety in 
the face of these dangers. 

They have agreed on the following declara- 
tion: 

The President of the United States of 
America and the Prime Minister, Mr, Church- 
ill, representing His Majesty's Government 
in the United Kingdom, being met together, 
deem it right to make known certain com- 
mon principles in the national policies of 
their respective countries on which they base 
their hopes for a better future for the world. 

First, Their countries seek no aggrandize- 
ment, territorial or other; 

Second. They desire to see no territorial 
changes that do not accord with the freely 
expressed wishes of the peoples concerned; 

Third. They respect the right of all peoples 
to choose the form of government under 
which they will live; and they wish to see 
sovereign rights and self-government restored 
to those who have been forcibly deprived of 
them; 


6888 


Fourth. They will endeavor, with due re- 
spect for their existing obligations, to fur- 
ther the enjoyment by all States, great or 
small, victor or vanquished, of access, on 
equal terms, to the trade and to the raw ma- 
terials of the world which are needed for 
their economic prosperity; 

Fifth. They desire to bring about the full- 
est collaboration between all nations in the 
economic field with the object of securing, 
for all, improved labor standards, economic 
adjustment and social security; 

Sixth. After the final destruction of the 
Nazi tyranny, they hope to see established a 
peace which will afford to all nations the 
means of dwelling in safety within their own 
boundaries, and which will afford assurance 
that all the men in all the lands may live 
out their lives in freedom from fear and 
want; 

Seventh. Such a peace should enable all 
men to traverse the high seas and oceans 
without hindrance; 

Eighth. They believe that all of the na- 
tions of the world, for realistic as well as 
spiritual reasons, must come to the abandon- 
ment of the use of force. Since no future 
peace can be maintained if land, sea or air 
armaments continue to bc employed by na- 
tions which threaten, or may threaten, ag- 
gression outside of their frontiers, they be- 
lieve, pending the establishment of a wider 
and permanent system of general security, 
that the disarmament of such nations is es- 
sential. They will likewise aid and encour- 
age all other practicable measures which will 
lighten for peace-loving peoples the crushing 
burden of armaments. 

FRANKLIN D., ROOSEVELT. 
WINSTON S. CHURCHILL, 
Dated Aucusr 14, 1941. 


Mr. REYNOLDS. The Atlantic Char- 
ter itself, Mr. President, speaks of the 
freedom of the peoples of the world. We 
are fighting in order that the peoples of 

the world who have been conquered and 
` who are now under the heels of the Axis 
Powers, be given liberty, be given the 
freedom, be given the privilege of main- 
taining for themselves such governments 
as they desire. If it is true that we are 
fighting in order that the peoples of the 
world may have and may maintain for 
themselves such governments as they de- 
sire, we can best convince the 2,000,000,- 
000 people who live upon the face of the 
earth of the sincerity of our position by 
immediately granting liberty to the 370,- 
000,000 people of India who are crying 
out to the world and letting it be known 
that they are desirous of liberty, that 
they want to be provided their independ- 
ence now, in order that they may join 
the United Nations who are seeking to 
bring independence and liberty to the 
peoples of the world. 

Mr. President, we say we are fighting 
in order that the peoples of the world 
may have the sort of government under 
which they desire to live, or the sort of 
administration by which they wish to be 
guided, which being the case, I declare 
in my humble way that it is my opinion 
that we can best demonstrate and evi- 
dence to the whole world our seriousness 
and our good faith by calling upon our 
ally to grant immediate freedom to the 
people of India. Particularly do I make 
that request in view of the third pro- 
vision contained in the Atlantic Charter. 

In reference to that point, I wish to 
bring to the attention of the Members 
of the Senate an editorial published in 
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the Roanoke Rapids Herald, of Roanoke 
Rapids, N. C., which is edited by Col. 
Carroll Wilson. The editorial is entitled 
“What Are We Fighting For?” Colonel 
Wilson says, in commenting upon the 
statement made by President Roosevelt 
and Prime Minister Churchill on August 
14, 1941: 

One year ago August 14 President Roose- 
velt and Prime Minister Churchill announced 
that they had signed a common statement 
of aims and principles for the kind of peace 
free men can make. 

That statement became known as the At- 
lantic Charter, which we print above at the 
request of the Office of War Information. It 
was adopted in the United Nations Declara- 
tions signed in the White House on New 
Year’s Day, 1942, by Mr. Rooseyelt and Mr. 
Churchill for the United States and Great 
Britain, by Ambassador Litvinov for Russia, 
and by Foreign Minister Soong for China. On 
the following day representatives of 22 other 
countries signed the declaration, and the 
number of United Nations rose to 28 when 
Mexico and the Philippines adhered to the 
declaration June 14. 


I add, Mr. President, that the number 
will rise to 29 when India is provided the 
freedom for which we are fighting, and 
when its people are permitted to join the 
United Nations, as we are desirous of 
their doing. The editorial continues: 

The Atlantic Charter’s economic objec- 
tives have been formally made the basis of 
the lend-lease agreements concluded with 
our allies, and all 21 American republics 
adhered to the principles of the charter at 
the Rio de Janeiro Conference last Jan- 


The charter has thus become the central 
statement on the kind of peace that the 
United States and the United Nations are now 
fighting for the chance to build. It is a 
world-wide charter, as its text plainly states. 
It applies to all the world’s peoples, to those 
who live on the Pacific and Indian Oceans as 
well as to those who live on the Atlantic. It 
is called the Atlantic Charter because it was 
signed aboard a battleship on the North At- 
lantic during last summer's meeting of the 
President and the Prime Minister. 

It would be a fine thing if the Atlantic 
Charter could be read and explained to every 
citizen, young and old, in Halifax County on 
this anniversary date. It is the real answer 
to the question: What are we fighting for? 


Mr. President, we are fighting for the 
liberty of those countries which are not 
now enjoying the liberty which they seek. 
We are fighting for those peoples of the 
world who are desirous of the liberty to 
which Mr. Churchill and Mr. Roosevelt 
referred in writing the Atlantic Charter. 

Sometime ago I came across an article 
published in the Raleigh News and Ob- 
server, of Raleigh, N. C. This article 
was published on the editorial page, un- 
der the heading of “The Voice of the 
People.” That newspaper is edited by 
the Honorable Josephus Daniels, our for- 
mer Ambassador to our sister republic, 
Mexico. The article is entitled “Indian 
Cooperation.” ‘The author of the article 
which is published in the News and Ob- 
server, which, as I stated, is edited by 
the Honorable Josephus Daniels, former 
Secretary of the Navy, is Mr. Henry J 
Ingle, a prominent attorney of Winston- 
Salem, N.C. In it he says: 

Many people are following with great in- 


terest the mission of Sir Stafford Cripps to 
India. 
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, This article was written some time ago. 


The failure of Cripps to convince the 
500,000,000 Hindus and Moslems of British 
sincerity in their offer of freedom will not 
only mean another diplomatic defeat but 
will also mean military defeat. 


The article was written before Mr. 
Cripps had returned from India. 


Since we are all out in the war and, of 
course, deeply concerned as to its ultimate 
outcome, we should totally and absolutely 
assume the burden of allying the Indians 
with us by giving them their complete free- 
dom at once. It would be a splendid way 
of beginning Churchill's and Roosevelt’s 
“Freedom for the World” movement by 
allowing those millions now under British 
imperialism (subjugation) their immediate 
freedom. 

During the last war the British promised 
freedom for India in return for India’s aid 
in winning that war by furnishing troops 
and material. That promise was not kept. 
Do the Indians have any more reason to 
respect the promises of British diplomats 
now than they did in 1914-18? The ques- 
tion answers itself. 

Since outbreak of war the British have not 
gained a single diplomatic victory, except 
the one of involving us in the war with 
them, They certainly cannot be expected 
to “take in” India again. The outcome of 
this war is a matter of intense interest to 
us. Unless we take over complete command, 
militarily and diplomatically, we cannot hope 
to win. The war can only be won by con- 
certed effort. 

The British are intensely hated by the 
natives of the countries they have subju- 
gated. The natives of Malaya did not co- 
operate with the British. Singapore was 
lost. The Javanese did not cooperate. Su- 
matra and Java were lost, The Burmese are 
not cooperating. Rangoon. has fallen, as will 
all of Burma. Do we expect the Indians to 
cooperate? Only a complete fool would ex- 
pect Indian cooperation. 


Mr. President, I read that article for 
the reason that Mr. Ingle, a prominent 
citizen of North Carolina, has unhesi- 
tatingly and unlimitedly, so to speak, 
declared for the immediate freedom of 
India. I have read the article in full, 
and I hope I shall not be criticized for 
making mention of matters pertaining 
to our allies which the News and Ob- 
server published in its columns. 

In order to bring to the attention of 
the Members of the Senate the wide- 
spread interest in this all-important 
subject, I desire to read a letter directed 
to me by one of the South’s most pro- 
gressive and most prominent publishers, 
a public-spirited citizen, Mr. Clarence 
Poe, who is editor and publisher of the 
Progressive Farmer, one of the most 
widely read periodicals of this country. 
Very rarely does Mr. Poe, according to 
my observation, express himself, so to 
speak, in relation to the affairs of the 
world. I have before me a letter which 
was directed to me by him from Raleigh, 
N. C., on August 11, 1942, and this letter 
is in particular relation to the subject I 
have been discussing. It is as follows: 

Dear Sir: Years ago I traveled in India and 
have ever since taken a keen interest in that 
country, which partly explains the following 


telegram sent last week to President Roose- 
velt: 

“I most earnestiy urge your aid in insuring 
British acceptance of plan for making India 
an ally of United Nations by granting it 
immediate freedom, It will be a most dan- 
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gerous blow to future American morale if 
our soldiers and citizens should come to feel 
that the present war has been prolonged for 
years by a too stubborn British imperialism, 
and I myself witnessed in India enough of 
the arrogance of British officialdom to under- 
stand the present attitude of Indian leaders.” 

To you, with your great influence in Wash- 
ington, I now also appeal. No one admires 
more than I the indomitable stubbornness 
of the British people which has stood as un- 
changing as the Rock of Gibraltar through 
every day of storm or sunshine since Dun- 
kerque. I do insist, however, that the same 
British stubbornness in their relations with 
other nations has often brought them dis- 
aster, and, what is more, may now bring 
prolonged disaster to America as Britain's 
ally, unless we demand that Britain seize 
the fast-fleeting opportunity to work out a 
compromise before a misguided stubbornness 
makes a free gift of India to Japan. 

1. In 1776-81 the time came when England 
was willing to make concessions to America, 
but it was even then a case of “too little 
and too late,” and America was lost to the 
British Commonwealth, 

2, Ireland 30 years ago could almost surely 
have been saved to the British Common- 
wealth, but again stubbornness delayed and 
delayed making concessions, until what con- 
ceivably have been a loyal ally became in 
effect an embittered enemy. 

3. To France in 1940 in its eleventh hour 
of doom Winston Churchill went with offers 
of a “Franco-British Empire,” which just 
a little earlier might have been approved, but 
“too little and too late” lost France to our 
side. 

Will history repeat itself today and to- 
morrow in India? I fear it will, unless we 
in America whose interests are as gravely im- 
periled as Britain’s speak so. imperatively 
as to save both Britain and us from another 
world tragedy of “too little and too late.” 

Yours sincerely, 
CLARENCE Por, 
President and Editor. 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, this 
morning there was brought to my atten- 
tion by a newspaper gentleman at the 
Capitol who represents one of the North 
Carolina daily newspapers a page from 
today’s Washington Daily News, on which 
appears an article entitled “Japs to At- 
tack India Unless Pact Is Reached Soon, 
Says Native Aide.” The article is under 
the authorship of Mr. William Philip 
Simms. Unfortunately, I have not had 
the opportunity of reading it prior to 
taking the floor on this important sub- 
ject, so I shall read it aloud at this time. 
It is as follows: 


JAPS To ATTACK INDIA UNLESS Pact Is REACHED 
Soon, Says NATIVE AIDE 
(By William Philip Simms) 

Unless a satisfactory solution of the Anglo- 
Indian problem can be found within 30 to 60 
days, Sirdar J. J. Singh told me, the Japanese 
will almost certainly attack. 

Sirdar Singh is president of the India 
League of America, with headquarters in New 
York. Formerly he was a member of the All- 
India Congress Committee, the party of Mo- 
handas K. Gandhi, Jawaharlal Nehru, and 
Maulana Abul Kalam Azad, 

If Great Britain, the United States, and 
the rest of the United Nations are to avert 
a catastrophe, he said, the time is running 
short. Thousands of Indians were taken 
prisoner in Singapore and Burma, and many 
of these, in twos and threes, are being sent 
back to India to tell the inhabitants what 
marvelous people the Japanese are. 

The home folks are being told that whereas 
the Indians were only tolerated by the Brit- 
ish in Singapore, the Japanese have placed 
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them in key positions there; that Burma is 
now a free country, and all that sort of thing. 
CLEVER PROPAGANDA 

Of course, Mr. Singh went on, we, over here, 
are able to see through Japanese activities. 
But we must admit it is clever propaganda. 
And, coming as it does on top of the present 
situation in India where Gandhi, Nehru, and 
others have been put in jail, it is also effec- 
tive. For the Indians are only human. 

“I find,” said Mr. Singh, “that the real 
situation in India is completely misunder- 
stood in America. Moreover, I can under- 
stand why this is so. Even those who are 
entirely sympathetic toward Indian independ- 
ence are saying that even if British rule is 
bad, Japanese rule would be infinitely worse. 
Therefore, why not defeat the Japanese first 
and settle the independence question after- 
ward? Why take advantage of Britain’s 
difficulties now to blackmail her into giving 
you what you want? 

“That is a natural, though superficial view. 
But the heart of the problem is much deeper. 
If immediate freedom were the only thing at 
stake, I should say unhesitatingly, let's for- 
get about it, let’s fight the war first and dis- 
cuss the other after we've won. 

“But that is just the point. How can we 
win with a population that is, to say the 
least, apathetic? It doesn’t matter who tells 
them to go and fight for King. George, or Mr. 
Churchill, or the British Empire, or the 
United Nations. They won’t do it. Or they 
won't. do it willingly. They wouldn’t do it 
even if Gandhi told them, much as they re- 
vere Gandhi. 

“But if they were told that they were free, 
that they would. be fighting for their own 
hearths and homes, for their own people, and 
for India, they would respond with enthusi- 
asm. And spirit is what counts in war—even 
more than planes and guns. It is the will 
to win.” 

I asked Mr. Singh if he thought the Indian 
trouble could be settled in time to face the 
Japanese who are now on the frontier. He 
said, “yes.” 

His plan essentially was’ this: 

The British would announce their accept- 
ance of the principle of immediate independ- 
ence and permit the formation of a popular 
government under the Viceroy, who, by gen- 
tleman’s agreement, would not make use of 
his constitutional veto, Instead of the pres- 
ent executive council of 15 members (11 In- 
dians and 4 British) there would be an 
Indian council of 15 members—65. from the 
Gandhi party, 5 from the Jinnah’s Moslems, 
and 5 from the other minorities. The war 
effort would continue to be dominated by 
others than Indians, who realize that success- 
ful military leadership requires long training 
which they lack. 

Mr. Singh thinks Mohammed Ali Jinnah, 
head of the Moslem League, would have to 
go along with such a settlement or lose his 
following. For awhile. the All-India Congress 
is by far the majority party, the Moslem 
League would have equal status in the 
council, 


Mr. President, I have read the written 
and printed words of Mr. William Philip 
Simms, which appear in today’s edition 
of the Washington Daily News. 

I repeat that I cannot help but believe 
that we would add to the strength of 
democracy, and bring about greater 
prestige for democracy as well as more 
thoroughly sonvince the people of the 
world of our sincerity and the genuine- 
ness of what we are fighting for, if we 
speak frankly with our ally, the British, 
concerning the subject of India’s inde- 
pendence, we should suggest to them that 
it is our belief that our mutual cause will 
be aided if they can now see their way 


6889 


clear to grant independence to the 370,- 
000,000 people of India who are clamor- 
ing to become a part of this great world 
crusade, and who are requesting that 
they be permitted as a unit to join the 
United Nations, which are now fighting 
for the freedom, liberty, and independ- 
ence of the people of the world. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Do I correctly under- 
stand the disti guished Senator to say 
that one of the reasons for granting in- 
dependence to the people of India is their 
desire to join with the United Nations 
and fight aggressively against the Axis 
Powers? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. That is truc. Let 
me say to the able Senator from New 
Hampshire that the only information I 
have in reference to the Indian situation 
comes to me by way of the press and 
what I hear over the radio. 

I have no inside information through 
the State Department in reference to 
these matters, and I dare say the Sen- 
ator has none. I am basing all I say on 
the observations I make from day to day 
in the press. It is my understanding that 
Mr, Gandhi has requested and, in his _ 
own way, demanded independence for the 
people of India. It is my further under- 
standing, as a result of what I read 
through the columns of the press and 
hear over the radio, that if the people of 
India are granted independence they will 
immediately ask to be accorded the op- 
portunity of being a unit of the United 
Tatoos of the world to fight Axis aggres- 

on. 

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator inter- 
prets the picture entirely differently 
from the way in which I interpret it, as 
a result of reading the news dispatches 
and listening to the radio. I feel that at 
the present time Great Britain is in a dif- 
ficult position in dealing with this prob- 
lem. As-I understand, Great Britain cer- 
tainly is in no position to grant inde- 
pendence to India at this time and allow 
India deliberately to take a passive atti- 
tude toward Japan, or: virtually extend 
an invitation to Japan to come into In- 
dia. That certainly would not be in our 
interest. I believe that in all probability 
Great Britain and our State Department, 
as well as others, know more about the 
problem than do Senators. Iam a little 
fearful that what the Senator says may 
give the wrong impression to the world 
to the effect that we are attempting to 
dictate to Great Britain what shall be 
done about India and the British policy 
on this vital problem. I think we all- 
should work for a United Nations’ vic- 
tory; and I co not believe that the speech 
which the Senator is making will con- 
tribute to that end. When we attempt 
to tell Great Britain, one of our allies, 
what action she shall take with regard to 
the Indian situation, we are rather over- 
stepping the bounds of propriety. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I appreciate very 
much what the Senator has to say on 
the subject. In reply, let me say that I 
have not employed language to lead any- 
one to believe that we are demanding 
that our allies grant immediate inde- 
pendence to India. My recollection of 
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what I said a moment ago is that I sug- 
gested that in a very diplomatic, friendly 
way we recommend to our allies that 
consideration be given to the request of 
Mr. Gandhi. 

Mr. BRIDGES. The request of Mr. 
Gandhi was for immediate independence. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. That is correct. 

Mr. BRIDGES. That is what the Sen- 
ator suggested. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I know very well 
that the Senator is greatly interested in 
the subject, as is every man who is in- 
terested in the successful prosecution of 
the war. We have but one thing in com- 
mon, and that is the winning of the war. 
We must judge carefully of every situa- 
tion. Before I forget it, for fear the 
Senator or someone else may think I am 
trying to sidestep the statement made 
by him, let me admit that certainly the 
State Department knows much more 
about this situation than do we, and is a 
better judge of the situation than are we. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Has the Senator 
talked with representatives of the State 
Department on the subject? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Ihave not spoken to 
them at all. Iam merely relying on re- 
ports which have appeared in the news- 
pepers, statements which have been made 
by constituents of mine, and what is be- 
ing said with regard to the matter from 
lip to ear around the Capitol and in 
many cther places in the United States. 

We are all interested in India. Why? 
We are interested in India because we 
know that within the confines of that 
great section of the world there are 370,- 
000,000 people. We have been informed 
that thousands upon thousands of Japa- 
nese propagandists and fifth column- 
ists are distributed throughout India. 
We know that the Japanese have con- 
quered Burma and have placed several 
hundred thousand armed men in the im- 
mediate vicinity of India, and are threat- 
ening her. They are today bringing to 
bear upon the Indians every possible bit 
of influence. 

What are the Japanese propagandists 
and carriers of lies and misrepresenta- 
tions saying to the Indians? They are 
Saying, “You are not going to get 
independence. You are going to con- 
tinue as you now are. If you aid us we 
will provide you with the independence 
for which you have been crying for 
years.” The very best way in which to 
stop this infamous and untruthful prop- 
aganda is to say to the Indians, “We will 
giant you the freedom to which you are 
entitled, and for which we have been 

_ fighting.” 

If the Japanese go into India with the 
cooperation of the Indians, as a result of 
the thousands of propagandists and 
“fifth columnists” there, and if Hitler 
unfortunately continues, as he has con- 
tinued, on the Russian front, what may 
be or will be the result? Japan went 
through Burma. According to the news- 
papers, Japan is ready to pounce upon 
India at any time. There is a fine rail- 
road crossing India. As the Senator 
knows, the two main industrial centers 
are Bombay and Calcutta. They are 
linked together by a fine railroad. We 
know that automobile roads lead from 
one side of India to the other. They not 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


only lead from the Burma side of India, 
but to Delhi, the capital, in the northern 
portion, which is only a stone’s throw 
from Afghanistan. Afghanistan is only 
3 hours from the capital of old Persia, 
and automobile highways lead to Kara- 
chi, on the water. From Karachi it is a 
2-day journey by boat into the Persian 
Gulf at the outlet of the railroad leading 
from the capital of old Persia. The idea 
is for the Japanese to go through India 
and join with the Axis Powers in Asia 
Minor. 

Our columnists and newspaper editors 
have been talking about the situation for 
months. What we desire to do is to keep 
the Japanese out of India, and particu- 
larly to keep them out with the coopera- 
tion of the Indians themselves. I am not 
demanding that Great Britain shall give 
India liberty at this time. I am suggest- 
ing that we, as one of the United Nations, 
make the recommendation to our allies 
and brothers across the sea that serious 
consideration be given to the question of 
India’s independence. We should do that 
because of the fact that our enemies are 
telling the Indians that they will never 
receive their freedom, but that we are go- 
ing to give them the “double cross” or 
“triple cross” when the war is over. We 
should stamp that as a lie, and we could 
prove to the Indians that the Japanese 
are lying by now giving to them their 
independence. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Does the Senator 
think that Gandhi speaks for all of India? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I know that he does 
not. 

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator said that 
if we should accept Gandhi’s suggestion 
of freedom to India the problem would be 
completely solved, did he not? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Gandhi represents 
the. sentiment of a majority of the 
370,000,000 people in India. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Yes; but there is a 
certain group in India composed of per- 
sons who are loyal to Great Britain and 
are very hostile to the Japanese. We 
cannot disregard them. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. That is true. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Does not Great Britain 
have a responsibility to that group? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. They are in the mi- 
nority. 

Mr. BRIDGES. But they represent a 
very large minority, 

Mr. REYNOLDS. And we have minor- 
ities in this country, which is what the 
Senator has in his mind, and the minori- 
ties in this country are being well looked 
after, and being treated fairly and im- 
Partially. 

Mr. BRIDGES. With the bitter feel- 
ing which exists in India on religious 
grounds alone between the Hindus and 
the Moslems, does the Senator think that 
if India were turned loose to administer 
her own affairs today, the large minority 
would get a square deal? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I will answer the 
Senator’s question by asking him one. Is 
the Senator opposed to providing inde- 
pendence for India because he believes 
that if the Indians are given independ- 
ence a minority of the population will 
not get a square deal? 

Mr. BRIDGES. No; I take this posi- 
tion: The chairman of the Committee 
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on Military Affairs, the Senator from 
North Carolina, in making a speech, is 
attempting to dictate to Great Britain, 
one of our allies—— 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I am not attempt- 
ing to dictate. 

Mr. BRIDGES. What she should do as 
to India. He carries ihe voice of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and the pres- 
tige of being chairman. I say it is not 
promoting unity in the United Nations 
for the chairman of the Military Affairs 
Committee of the United States Senate, 
the Senator from North Carolina, to 
make the type of speech he is making 
here today. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In that connection, 
I should like to ask the Senator from 
North Carolina whether he is speaking 
for the Military Affairs Committee, or 
whether he is speaking for himself as 
Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I am speaking for 
myself. I have not even mentioned the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRIDGES. But the Senator is 
chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I have said nothing 
about that. Surely, as a Member of this 
body, I have a right to exsress my opin- 
ion in regard to a matter in which I am 
interested and a matter in which every 
other Member of this body is interested. 
The one thing above all others in which 
I am interested is in bringing about vic- 
tory for this country, and insofar as the 
Senator from North Carolina is con- 
cerned I wish to say that I have voted, 
and shall vote, for every single measure 
suggested by the President, or by the 
administration, which will bring about 
complete victory for us in the war, re- 
gardless of the sacrifices we are called 
upon to make. It is not a question of 
how we got into this war, or when we 
got into it, it is a question of how we 
are to win; and all I want is that we shall 
win the war, regardless of sacrifices. I 
am merely taking advantage of the op- 
portunity, as an American citizen, to 
give expression to my thoughts in re- 
gard to this subject. 

I have brought to the attention of 
Members of this body an article that 
was called to my attention today by Mr. 
William Philip Simms, a celebrated > 
writer in the United States, in regard te 
the Indian situation, as published in to- 
day’s Washington Daily News. In addi- 
tion to that, I brought to the attention 
of the Members of the Senate an article 
writien by a prominent citizen of 
Winston-Salem, N. C., an outstanding 
attorney there, as published on the edi- 
torial page of the Raleigh News and Ob- 
server, a paper edited by Mr. Josephus 
Daniels, a former Secretary of the Navy, 
and a former representative of the 
American Government in Mexico. 

Was it improper for the former Secre- 
tary of the Navy to have published in 
his paper the statement of this gentle- 
man from Winston-Salem in regard to 
India? 

Was it improper, and did it tend to 
create national disunity, for Mr. Simms 
to have published today’s article in the 
Washington Daily News? 
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Was it improper for Mr. Clarence Poe, 
the editor of the Progressive Farmer, to 
have sent a telegram to the President of 
the United States expressing his opinion 
about Indian freedom? Was it improper 
for Mr. Poe to have written me, as one 
of the representatives of North Caro- 
lina in the Senate, in regard to the In- 
‘dian situation? 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield, we have listened to a 
long and interesting address on India, 
expressing the Senator’s desire to give 
freedom to the neople of India. Is not 
the Senator from North Carolina also 
interested in giving the vote to the 
American soldier? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I am very much in- 
terested in giving a vote to American 
soldiers, and having concluded my ad- 
dress upon the Indian situation, I wish 
to say that I am willing to give the vote 
to the American soldier, and I want him 
to have the vote, if we give the privilege 
of casting absentee voters’ ballots to all 
the American soldiers. I shall vote for 
the bill if we give the vote to the soldiers 
who are serving in Trinidad, in Asia 
Minor, in Egypt, and in the 32 other 
places of the world where President 
Roosevelt; has stated we have our armed 
forces. I have not heard all the argu- 
ments on the question, and I shall listen 
to the debate, ana I may change my 
mind, but my present opinion is that if 
we are to give the vote to the men in uni- 
form in the United States, we should not 
penalize the man who is in Europe, we 
should not penalize the boy who landed 
on French shores last night and fought 
the Axis by not giving him the vote, 
giving the vote only to the man who is in 
this country. : 

I shall vote for the bill if the able Sen- 
ator will accept an amendment which I 
am about to propose, providing in effect, 
that all men in uniform be provided the 
absentee voter’s ballot, because I believe 
that any man, any man from the Sena- 
tor’s State or my State, who is old enough 
to fight for his country, is certainly old 
enough to vote, to cast his ballot for 
those men whom he desires to run this 
Government after he is dead. I am 
wondering whether the Senator will ac- 
cept the amendment. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator says he is 
for the bill “if,” and many are for it 
“f”—if it will mean winning the war, or 
if the privilege is extended to all the 
men in uniform, or in the service of the 
country, whether in continental United 
States or outside. 

The able Senator from North Caro- 
lina said he might change his mind. 
Would it cause the Senator to change his 
mind if, as chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, he were informed 
that the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy informed the com- 
mittee which had this bill in charge, the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
that, in their opinion, such an extension 
of the right to vote as is suggested by 
the Senator would be cbjectionable for 
two reasons; in the first place, for ad- 
ministrative reasons, since it would be 
almost impossible to administer; and, in 
the second place, for military reasons, 
because it would necessarily give in- 
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formation to the enemy which should be 
withheld from them? Would that cause 
the Senator from North Carolina to 
change his mind? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. It would have a 
great deal of weight with the Senator 
from North Carolina, because I usually 
follow the recommendations of the War 
Department on most of the questions 
which come before us. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from North Carolina yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. Speaking of the right to 
vote, it seems to me we should recognize 
that we in America, so far as American 
soldiers are concerned, are passing on 
that question. As I understand the Sen- 
ator’s remarks in the last hour or so, they 
have been directed to the lack of the 
right to vote and the lack of freedom in 
India. How would the Senator feel if in 
the House of Commons in Great Britain 
someone rose and said, “We should in- 
sist that the American Government give 
its soldiers the right to vote”? Or they 
might complain that there are localities 
in the United States where, through the 
method of imposing a poll tax, some of 
the voters of the United States have in 
effect been prohibited from expressing 
their freedom at the ballot box. Or they 
might say that there are some other 
places where equal rights are not given, 
where the right to vote, which is one of 
the elements of freedom, is not accorded, 
and that that right is not given to people 
on account of some condition or on ac- 
count of the color of the individual. 
Would the Senator think it a little differ- 
ent if Great Britain, in its House of Com- 
mons, which is comparable to the Con- 
gress of the United States, should pass on 
that question for us? Would they not 
have a right to do it, if we insist on pass- 
ing on Great Britain’s duty? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. If it pertained to 
the winning of the war, Great Britain 
could very well be excused; we would even 
have to excuse her, for that matter. I 
should say it would be quite proper for 
her to make suggestions to us in regard 
to certain political matters if such po- 
litical matters were directly connected 
with the winning of the war. Otherwise, 
it would be a little presumptuous on the 
part of Great Britain. 

Mr. NORRIS. It would have the same 
effect on the winning of the war as our 
action in the domain of one of our allies, 
would it not? Does the Senator think 
we should stop the war in order to settle 
a question on which we know one of our 
principal allies would disagree with us, 
regardless of how we may feel, or regard- 
less of what sympathy we may have for 
the people of India, for instance? I have 
always felt a deep sympathy for India, 
and I should like to see liberty granted 
there, but does not the Senator believe 
that there are other questions involved 
which necessarily have to be settled? 

As I understood the Senator in the be- 
ginning of his remarks, he thinks we 
should pass a resolution, or something 
of the kind, to declare the independence 
of India. Would it not result in one of 
the greatest civil wars in all history in 
India itself if that were undertaken right 
now? 
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Mr. REYNOLDS. I do not think it 
would be proper for us to demand of 
Great Britain that she provide India 
with liberty immediately, and I further 
say that I believe it would be improper 
if Members of Parliament should suggest 
to us that we abolish the poll tax and 
abolish the absentee voter’s ballot, and 
so forth, in this country, if those mat- 
ters were not directly allied with the war 
effort. But I am of the opinion that the 
question of India is one in which the peo- 
ple of America are greatly interested, and 
I have been merely giving expression to 
my ideas in regard to Indian independ- 
ence, as expressed by Mr. Clarence Poe, 
the publisher of the Progressive Farmer, 
and giving expression likewise to the 
expressions of other American citizens. 

From what my able and good friend the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Brinces] says, I should not be pr-vided 
the privilege of giving expression to an 
opinion for it is the Senator’s opinion 
that I am creating disunity. I am Sorry 
indeed that any expression I uttered has 
left him with that impression, because 
I think that above all things we now need 
unity in this country, and tolerance on 
every hand. I think the time has ar- 
rived when we must all get together and 
forget about our differences, and not pay 
any attention to what one person says 
about another, but we should get down 
to the matter of winning the war, be- 
cause we have our hands full, and I think 
we should take as much time as we can 
in helping to win the war. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I wish to call attention, 
in the course of the discussion, te the 
third point of the Atlantic Charter, which 
was submitted to the Congress by the 
President on the 21st day of August 1941. 
Part of that third point reads: 

They respect the right of all peoples to 
choose the form of government under which 
they will live. 


Mr. President, I wanted to suggest, 
therefore, that the question of freedom 
for the peoples of the world after the 
war is one thing. The things which we 
as United Nations believe in as objectives 
are one thing, but trying to unscramble 
all the scrambled eggs in the world dur- 
ing the war, while we are trying to win 
the war, is quite a different thing. So 
that the President’s declaration of the 
four freedoms—freedom of speech and 
expression, freedom of religion, freedom 
from want, and freedom from fear— 
coupled with the declaration in the At- 
lantic Charter to which I referred, and 
the whole spirit of the United Nations’ 
effort, should leave no doubt in any 
honest mind in any part of the world as 
to what the sentiment and the course of 
this Government is going to be after the 
war in trying to make it possible for all 
people everywhere to determine their 
own destiny, and to live their own lives, 

So I hope that the Senator from North 
Carolina and others who will speak on 
the subject will differentiate between an 
interference with winning the war, to go 
upon a hunting expedition, as it were, 
and what are our big aims and our large 
objectives for the pattern of the world 
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when we shall have accomplished the 
first task of winning the war. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to make merely one observation. My 
reason for inquiring of the Senator from 
North Carolina as to whether he spoke 
for himself alone or for the Committee 
on Military Affairs, of which he is chair- 
man, was to elicit from him the state- 
ment that he was expressing only his 
personal views and did not speak for the 
committee of which he is chairman. 
Nevertheless, I think that Members of 
the Senate, as well as of other legisla- 
tive bodies of this country, who happen 
to be chairmen of committees, ought to 
consider that their statements, although 
expressing only their personal views, be- 
cause of the fact that they happen to 
be chairmen of committees, do carry a 
weight in the mind of the public far be- 
yond the importance of their personal 
views. 

I have the greatest respect and admi- 
ration and affection for the Senator from 
North Carolina, as he knows, and yet 
when he rises in his place here in the 
Senate to speak, it is difficult to separate 
his personality, his own personal views 
as a Member of the Senate from North 
Carolina, from the expression of his views 
as chairman of the great Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

We had a recent example of that in 
the expression of an opinion by a Mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives, who 
happens to come from my State and who 
is chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, when he made a speech out- 
side the House, I think, expressing the 
dogmatic view that the war would be 
over in 1942, probably, and in 1943 at the 
latest possible date. 

I do not wish to express any opinion 
as to the wisdom or the unwisdom of 
such an expression, but the words of the 
chairman of the House Military Affairs 
Committee and of the chairman of the 
Senate Military Affairs Committee re- 
ceive an audience far beyond expressions 
of Members of this body or of the other 
body who do not happen to enjoy chair- 
manships of important committees deal- 
ing with the conduct of the war. For 
that very reason it seems to me it is im- 
portant not only for the chairmen of the 
Committees on Military Affairs of the two 
Houses, but also for the chairmen of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House, and of any other 
‘committee which has anything to do with 
the conduct of the war, or with our for- 
eign relations, to be careful concerning 
their expressions here in the Senate, or 
in the House, or in the public press, be- 
cause it is difficult for the average man 
cn the street to draw a distinction be- 
tween the mere personal views of chair- 
men of committees, whose words carry 
far beyond those of other members of 
committees, with respect to matters deal- 
ing with this war, and utterances made 
by them on behaif of their committees. 

Mr. President, I have great sympathy 
for the proposal that India ought to be 
free and independent. As a human being 
I would not hesitate to say that I place 
India upon the same basis with every 
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other country which does not enjoy ab- 
solute independence, and I hope that as 
the result of the struggle in which we 
are engaged, the greatest possible self- 
government and independence may be 
guaranteed and vouchsafed to the peo- 
ple of every race, color, and nationality 
who do not now enjoy full independence. 
But we are in a war to preserve the in- 
dependence of all nations. We cannot 
stop that war now in order to give inde- 
pendence to anybody. 

Mr. President, I favor the independ- 
ence of Holland, and I hope to see the 
Government of Holland restored. I am 
in favor of the independence of Belgium, 
and I hope to see the independence of 
Belgium restored. The same may be said 
of Poland, of Czechoslovakia, of Aus- 
tria, of Greece, of Yugoslavia, of occupied 
France, and of unoccupied France, which 
is not a free nation now. I am in favor 
of the restoration of China, and all of 
China, to independent status as a great 
nation. I hope to see all these nations 
restored to their independence. But we 
cannot stop the war now to bring about 
the independence of these nations, be- 
cause Hitler will not let us stop it. We 
can stop, but he i- going on. We, too, 
have to keep going on. We cannot hesi- 
tate for a moment about it. Those are 
things which must be brought about by 
victory of the United Nations. If we do 
not have victory of the United Nations, 
none of these countries—France, Austria, 
Czechoslovakia, Greece, Yugoslavia, Po- 
land, Holland, Belgium, France, India, 
China—will ever be independent again. 

Mr. DAVIS. Or the Philippines. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Or the Philippines. 
I thank the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
None of the occupied territories, and 
none of the lands, and none of the peoples 
which have been taken over by Hitler 
and by the Japanese will ever have their 
independence again unless we win the 
war. When the war is ended, and we 
have won the right to negotiate the 
peace, and to provide for the restoration 
of occupied nations, and for a larger ex- 
pansion of liberty on the part of all na- 
tions which are submerged under any 
domination, we may work out these prob- 
lems in the interest of democracy, for 
which we are fighting. 

In the midst of this situation, when we 
are sorely pressed from a military and 
naval standpoint, and are bending all our 
efforts to production and the conversion 
of a peaceful nation into a war-making 
nation, when we are called upon and will 
be expected and are required by the sit- 
uation to provide the materials largely 
for the United Nations on a world battle 
front, I do not believe it is wise for us now 
to interfere, or attempt to interfere, or 
to suggest that we ought to interfere, in 
a matter which is so vital and so impor- 
tant and so far reaching as the immedi- 
ate independence of any nation, or any 
group of people, or any race that is a part 
of the front of the United Nations now 
fighting despotism. 

Mr. President, if any member of the 
British Parliament, as the chairman of 
an important war-making committee, 
should rise in his place, or if any member 
of the Chinese legislative body, as chair- 


AUGUST 20 


man of an important war-making com- 
mittee, should rise in his place and say 
that the United States ought to give 
statehood to Alaska, for instance, or to 
the Hawaiian Islands, or to Puerto Rico, 
none of which enjoys equal statehood 
rights with the 48 States of the American 
Union, I am quite satisfied that the Mem- 
bers of this body would feel some um- 
brage, and rightfully so. We might mis- 
understand the attitude of the govern- 
ment for which such a spokesman did not 
speak, but for which in the public mind 
he might be regarded as the spokesman, 
if such a proposition were put forward. 

Mr. President, these are delicate mat- 
ters, and we are living in delicate times. 
The tide may turn upon some delicate 
expression of opinion from an authori- 
tative source. For that reason it seems 
to me silence is sometimes more golden 
at times like these than otherwise it 
would be. 

While I would not for a moment im- 
pinge upon the right of any Senator or 
any citizen of the United States to have 
his own opinion about these interna- 
tional matters which involve the rights 
of nations, and of millions of men, 
women, and children, yet I feel that we 
ought not to give expression to those 
views if by doing so we create any mis- 
understanding as to the unity of our pur- 
pose, the good faith of our activities, or 
our desire ultimately, when we shall have 
won the victory, to carry out the pledges 
we have made in the Atlantic Charter, 
and in other charters, and in other pub- 
lic expressions regarding the ultimate 
result of this war for democracy and 
liberation. 

I do not know that I need say any 
more. Perhaps I have already said too 
much. But I do think that in times like 
these we must as a Nation, and as a legis- 
lative body, concede to our allies and to 
the legislative bodies of our allies, the 
right to determine for themselves the 
same questions that we would demand 
the right to determine in regard to our 
own domestic relations, affecting the 
people to whom we owe an obligation, 
and whose destiny we hold in trust for 
the future. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I had 
expected to say a few words, but other 
Senators who have spoken have covered 
much of the ground which I had intended 
to cover. 

The question which is involved is not a 
question of freedom of thought, freedom 
of expression, or freedom of speech. Cer- 
tainly there is no disposition on the part 
of anyone to criticize any Member of this 
body for any expression of opinion which 
he feels he should declare; but anyone 
who is familiar with the historic and 
ancient controversy revolving around 
India must be conscious of the fact that 
very strong expressions of sympathy at 
this moment would be taken by our com- 
mon enemies as denunciation of the Brit- 
ish Empire. It is in that view that I 
rise to make this simple observation. 

I believe that, with minor exceptions, 
every American has the profoundest 
sympathy for the Indian people. I am 
quite sure that through the centuries that 
sympathy has found expression in the 
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British Parliament itself. I am quite 
sure that India has not been without her 
spokesmen in the highest councils of the 
British Empire. 

However, at this time, when England 
is one of the cornerstones on which this 
world battle rests, anything that can be 
interpreted as a denunciation of Britain 
by our Government will be hailed in the 
camps of the enemy everywhere as an 
evidence of strong disunity and division 
between the British Empire and the 
Government of the United States. I 
have no doubt that precisely that kind of 
information would be exploited by Ger- 
many, by India, and especially by Japan, 
through all the Far East. Therefore, 
it seems to me that when we discuss 
problems of British policy as it relates 
to India, we ought to be conscious of the 
fact that that very discussion is bound 
to give the common enemy the oppor- 
tunity to capitalize it, to base its propa- 
ganda upon it, and to do our cause harm. 

Mr. President, Great Britain has 
undergone tremendous suffering in this 
conflict, and she faces other desperate 
struggles before this war shall end. 
Certainly we do not wish to do anything 
to lead our British friends, any more 
than our friends in Russia, China, Cen- 
tral America, and South America, who 
have joined with us, to believe that we 
are out of sympathy with them or that 
we are disposed to take advantage of the 
situation to interfere in their own affairs. 

I do not doubt that in England itself 
there is a feeling that the Indian Empire, 
which lives in the songs of Kipling and 
other British writers, and in the burning 
words of English statesmen, is going 
down and that a free India is rising. 
That sentiment is shared in England, as 
it is shared throughout our own country. 
But when we in the Congress of the 
United States enter into a discussion of 
a policy about which many of the great 
policies and programs of the British Em- 
pire have revolved for a century and a 
half, and when we become strong in our 
expression of opinion and sympathy, we 
cannot avoid the consequence that our 
British friends will think us unduly criti- 
cal and improperly disposed to project 
ourselves into a problem which we ought 
to let alone, at least for the time being. 
I have no doubt how both Japan and 
Germany would interpret such action. I 
have no doubt that in both Japan and 
Germany every word which American 
statesmen now utter will be seized upon 
for the purpose of emphasizing, so far as 
they can emphasize it, that there is dis- 
unity among the nations which are fight- 
ing for liberty. 

Mr, President, there is no lack of sym- 
pathy for India or for any oppressed peo- 
ple anywhere on the earth, but there is a 
proper time for the expression of sym- 
pathy. This problem has been contro- 
versial through the centuries. At a time 
when we have common cause not only 
with Great Britain but with China, Rus- 
sia, and all the free countries in this 
hemisphere which have joined with us, 
we ought to know beyond peradventure 
that whatever England’s attitude may be 
there will never be any freedom for India 
if Japan dominates the Far East and be- 
comes the master of China and of the 
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Indian people. Their one hope for free- 
dom lies exactly where our hope for free- 
dom lies; that is, in the ultimate, final 
triumph of the people of Russia, the peo- 
ple of the occupied countries of Europe, 
the people of every part of the British 
Empire, who are fighting shoulder to 
shoulder with us, and the people of every 
free nation in the Western Hemisphere 
who have joined us or in sympathy 
may yet be moved to join us, as well as 
our friends in the fifth continent, Aus- 
tralia, and in China. 

So Mr. President, it seems to me that 
the Congress ought to make it abundantly 
clear that we do not propose to raise an 
issue which will give any comfort to those 
who seek to find in our discussion signs 
of disunity between two of the great 
powers which are now struggling to 
achieve the ultimate freedom of the 
world, including India. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, as a 
part of my remarks in reference to the 
subject discussed by my able colleagues, 
I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Record an article from the Wash- 
ington Post, consisting of a letter to the 
editor from Frederick L, Schuman, 
Woodrow Wilson Professor of Govern- 
ment at Williams College. The title of 
the article is “India: Our Danger and 
Our Duty.” 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


[From the Washington Post] 
INDIA: OUR DANGER AND OUR DUTY 


A year ago Franklin D. Roosevelt and Win- 
ston S. Churchill signed the Atlantic Charter, 
pledging their countries to “respect the 
right of all peoples to choose the form of 
government under which they will live.” 
Today all the peoples of all the United Na- 
tions are menaced with irreparable calamity 
by the tragic conflict between allen govern- 
ment and an unfree people which has been 
allowed to break out in India. 

The British decision to outlaw the Indian 
National Congress at a time when no overt 
act of disobedience had taken place and 
Gandhi was preparing an appeal to the vice- 
roy and to the United Nations for further 
negotiations is by many as justi- 
fied. Leopold Amery defends the decision as 
necessary to “save India and the Allied cause 
from a grave disaster,” threatened by the 
“wicked folly” of the Mahatma and his col- 
leagues. Yet even those who accept this 
view know in their hearts that there could 
be no graver disaster to the cause of freedom 
than what has happened in India and no 
folly more wicked than the folly which seeks 
to save India from her enemies through a 
policy of terrorization indorsed by her friends. 

All Americans have a solemn duty to them- 
Selves, to their sons, and to their comrades 
in arms against tyranny all over the globe 
to demand that this road to ruin be aban- 
doned at once, regardless of responsibility for 
past mistakes. To “wait and see” will be to 
commit once more the crime of “too little and 
too late” in an arena of battle which is the 
home of one-sixth of the human race. An 
India ruled by force and torn by rebellion 
is an India mortgaged to the common enemy. 
Shame-faced silence on the part of Americans 
and Britons of good will may indeed enable 
Mr. Amery and those of like mind to restore 
order by crushing the Congress movement. 
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Such an India will never be saved by Brit- 
ish or American troops. To lose India to- 
morrow by American default taday will be 
to doom China to subjugation, to deliver all 
the Middle East to the Axis, and to force 
the armies of Russia behind the Urals, re- . 
gardiess of any second front. The sequel 
for Britain can only be invasion. The sequel 
for America can only be an endless and all 
but hopeless war against opponents who will 
rule the world. 

These strategic consequences will flow in- 
exorably from the moral blindness of those 
who believe that the armed coercion of sub- 
ject peoples, however misled they may be, is 
compatible with a world-wide fight for free- 
dom. The Tory mind which once courted 
catastrophe by meeting Nazi violence with 
nonviolence is now courting an incalculably 
greater catastrophe by meeting Indian non- 
violence with violence. “The age of im- 
perialism,” declared Sumner Welles only 2 
months ago, “is ended.” “The four free- 
doms of common humanity,” asserts Presi- 
dent Roosevent, “are the rights of men of 
every creed and every race, wherever they 
live. The belief in man, created free, in the 
image of God, is the crucial difference be- 
tween ourselves and the enemies we face to- 
day. Here is our strength, the source and 
promise of victory.” 

That strength and that promise cannot be 
cast away for any reason, good or bad, with- 
out giving victory to the foe. Every Indian 
who languishes in a British jail, who screams 
under a British lash, who dies before a British 
gun, will become a symbol of despair for 
millions of the colored peoples of the earth. 
These silent and waiting multitudes will 
conclude, wrongly, no doubt, but nonetheless 
irrevocably, that Western white men offer 
them only fair words and foul deeds, that the 
darker peoples have no stake in a war be- 
tween rival oppressors, and that Axis arro- 
gance may be more tolerable than democratic 
hypocrisy. Men of all races cannot work or 
fight effectively for freedom if their leaders 
care so little for the cause as to permit the 
torment which is being suffered by India 
today. 

The time toactisnow. A year ago a group 
of Americans privately urged upon Lord Hali- 
fax and the Department of State American 
mediation between Britain and the principal 
Indian political groups. Events have con- 
firmed the impossibility of successful nego- 
tiations limited to Britishers and Indians. 
“We have tried our best to agree,” said Sir 
Stafford Cripps last April. “We have failed. 
Never mind whose fault it is." Agreement 
through outside action has now been ren- 
dered much more difficult and infinitely more 
imperative by the obstructive policies of the 
Congress leaders and, in even greater meas- 
ure, by the rash action of London in im- 
prisoning those leaders and shedding Indian 
blood in the name of India’s defense. 

These difficulties cannot conceivably be re- 
solved either by the forcible suppression of 
the Congress nor by the forcible overthrow 
of British rule. They can only be resolved 
by all the United Nations insisting upon an 
immediate settlement under United Nation’s 
auspices. “Our allies,” writes the Manches- 
ter Guardian, “the United States, China, and 
Russia, should help us to compose a quarrel 
which injured every one of them.” 

This is America’s opportunity, for only 
America enjoys the confidence of all. Let 
Americans everywhere ask their President to 
join with the leaders of China and Russia in 
proposing arbitration of the Indian conflict. 
Let the proposal expressly contemplate the 
preparation by a United Nations tribunal of 
a plan for the establishment within the next 
3 months of a provisional government of an 
independent India, linked in war and peace 
alike to the British Commonwealth and the 
United Nations as a free and equal partner. 
This will be no more than the British Gov- 
ernment has promised for the future and no 
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less than the Indian leaders have asked for 
the present. Let the tribunal include an 
American, a Britisher, a Russian, and a Chi- 
nese, plus representatives of the Moslem 
League and the Congress. Let all pledge 
themselves in advance to accept whatever 
plan may be proposed by the tribunal. A 
settlement acceptable to all can be realized 
only by pooling the wisdom and good will 
of all. As a pledge of gocd faith, let the 
present Government of India cease all re- 
pression and release all political prisoners and 
let the Congress leaders suspend their cam- 
paign of noncooperation. No leader any- 
where will dare to reject a proposal for such 
a tribunal. No leader anywhere will dare 
to reject its conclusions. In no other way 
can India be saved. 

To shirk this opportunity is to invite de- 
feat. To seize upon it will be to pave the 
way to victory by showing all mankind that 
the United Nations can translate freedom 
into creative action and can plan now, by 
democratic means, for the free world of the 
future, India has become the acid test of 
our fitness to survive. To fail here will be 
to fail everywhere. To succeed here will be 
to prove the truth of the President's words: 
“We of the United Nations have the power 
and the men and the will at last to assure 
man's heritage.” 

FREDERICK L. SCHUMAN, 
Woodrow Wilson 
Projessor of Government, 
Williams College. 
WILLIAMSTOWN, Mass., August 12. 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I also 
ask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp at this point as a part of my 
remarks an article from the Washington 
Post of August 19, 1942, entitled “Propa- 
ganda to India,” by Selden Menefee. I 
thank the gentlemen in the Press Gallery 
who sent these articles to me. I do not 
know who they are, 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


{From the Washington Post of August 19, 
1942] 


PROPAGANDA TO INDIA 
(By Selden Menefee) 
THE AXIS HAS A FIELD DAY 


Whatever the merits of the Indian civil dis- 
obedience campaign and the British policy in 
putting it down, Axis propagandists are mak- 
ing the most of the present disorders. The 
arrest of Gandhi and other All-India Congress 
Party leaders and the reversion to shooting 
and whipping in putting down the riots are 
especially stressed in Axis broadcasts to India. 

Tokyo radio takes the lead in calling upon 
the Indians to rise against their “British op- 
pressors.” Japan's Indian puppet, Rash Be- 
hari Bose, who has been supported by the 
Japanese for 27 years in preparation for this 
war, uses Bangkok radio almost daily for sim- 
ilar appeals. Saigon, Singapore, and Rangoon 
follow the same pattern. 

BERLIN PROMOTES BOSE 

Berlin also makes political capital out of 
the situation. Hitler’s own paper, Voelkischer 
Beobachter, said on August 10: “Now Great 
Britain and the United States of America have 
shown in the case of a nation of 400,000,000 
what their promises of democracy are worth.” 
The Nazis’ fake Free India Radio, meanwhile, 
continues to promote Subhas Chandra Bose, 
repudiated Bengal Congress Party leader, as 
the great Indian leader of the future. Berlin 
once gave Bose partial credit for breaking up 
the Cripps negotiations. His broadcasts in 
English and Indian dialects now tell India 
that the Nazis and the Japanese are the only 
true friends of Indian freedom and stand 
ready to-chase the British out of India if the 
present congress campaign fails. 
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All of the Axis stations seek to widen the 
gulf between the Indians and the British by 
reminding the former over and over again of 
Britain's failure to give India dominion status 
after World War No. 1; of the Amritsar mas- 
sacre of 1919, in which 379 Indians were killed 
by British troops; of the small proportion of 
Indians who are literate (12 percent) after 
generations of British rule; and of the fall of 
Burma. This sort of approach is undoubtedly 
effective. 

GANDHI'S NAME INVOKED 


Gandhi is now being publicized as a mar- 
tyr on the Axis radios, although he has been 
attacked by them frequently in the past. 
Rome’s Radio Himalaya told the Indians 
last spring, for example, that he was a tool 
of certain big Indian industrialists. This 
apparently referred to the Birlas, Calcutta 
industrialists who have contributed financial 
aid to the Congress Party and at whose house 
Gandhi was arrested. 

This basic Axis distrust of Gandhi is un- 
derstandable in the light of certain remarks 
by the Mahatma. The British are his pet 
hate, and he has made some strange moves 
toward conciliating Japan, probably because 
of his stated belief that the Axis will win 
this war. But he did say last June, “I am 
more interested than the British in keeping 
the Japs out. * * * If Japan wins, India 
loses everything.” He added on July 22, "I 
would rather die than cooperate with the 
Japanese.” 

There is no doubt of Nehru’s anti-Axis 
views; the tripartite transmitters steer clear 
of him altogether these days. Gandhi took 
his cue from Nehru when he said, “I do not 
want to be the instrument of Russia's defeat, 
nor China’s. If that happens, I would hate 
myself.” During the Cripps negotiations the 
Axis radios attacked Nehru as a puppet of the 
British 

The congress leadership generally is pro- 
United Nations. This is shown by the curb 
they placed on Gandhi's appeasement ten- 
dencies, the tone of the final resolution, and 
the ovation Nehru received when he sug- 
gested participation of a free India in the 
ranks of the United Nations. 


FREQUENTLY ATTACK UNITED STATES 


The Axis stations frequently attack the 
United States in their broadcasts to India. 
Berlin tells India, “America is trying to 
establish an empire on the ruins of the Brit- 
ish Empire. America is a vulture waiting 
for corpses.” 

A final major propaganda line was suc- 
cinctly expressed in an official Wilhelmstrasse 
statement August 9: “Gandhi is put in fet- 
ters while Communists are let loose among 
the Indian people deprived of their leaders.” 
Fear of communism (which has compara- 
tively few followers in India) has been in- 
voked before. Last spring India was told 
that in case of an invasion Britain intended 
to open the gates of northwest India and 
turn the country over to the Russians for as 
long as they could stem the Japanese tide. 

It is difficult for the United Nations to com- 
bat Axis propaganda. The British have ac- 
cess to India’s 200,000 or so standard-wave 
radio receivers through the all-India radio 
network, but the Indians won't take seriously 
what they say. The United States is too far 
away from India to reach even the small 
number of short-wave receivers as effectively 
as can Tokyo, Rome, or Berlin, 

POSSIBILITY OF COMPROMISE 

China is the country most likely to help 
straighten out the Indian mess at this junc- 
ture. She is strategically located for propa- 
ganda purposes, and the Indian leaders, espe- 
cially Nehru, admire profoundly her 5-year 
struggle against the Japanese, 

It is significant that Dr. Sun Fo, son of Sun 
Yet-sen and head of Chungking’s legislative 
Yuan, declared on August 10 that “Chinese 
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sympathy is entirely with the Indians.” Sub- 
sequently he tempered his statement for the 
benefit of the British, but this first reaction 
was significant. 

The China Times asserts that “the arrest 
of a handful of Congress leaders and the use 
of force worsens rather than improves the 
situation.” A Chinese Government spokes- 
man has suggested once more that we ought 
to have a Pacific charter which would give 
specific assurances to India and other colonial 
peoples, 

A compromise may yet be possible with 
China’s help, Congress President Azad stated 
before his arrest that Congress is “most cer- 
tainly willing to negotiate for temporary po- 
litical arrangements for the duration of the 
war if America, China, and Russia are pre- 
pared to guarantee India’s independence after 
the war.” The Korean Government in exile, 
in Chungking, proposed mediation by the 
other United Nations on August 13. Whether 
the British will be willing to compromise at 
this late date remains to be seen; any pos- 
sible solution would involve more immediate 
concessions than the Cripps proposals for 
post-war independence. 

The British are depending on the support 
of the Moslems, untouchables, Communists, 
and certain labor groups. But the Moslem 
League represents only a minority of Mos- 
lems, probably no larger than the Moslem 
minority which supports the Congress Party. 
The untouchables will follow Gandhi in most 
cases, as he has often taken their part. The 
Communists are numerically insignificant, 
and although the Indian Federation of Labor 
opposes Gandhi’s campaign, strikes have 
spread throughout India. 

Past elections indicate that Gandhi and the 
Congress Party command the loyalty of a 
majority of the Indian people. Congress 
leaders know this and will not give up easily, 
because they firmly believe (1) that this is the 
moment when their bargaining power is 
greatest, and (2) that only an independent 
India could fight the Japanese effectively. 

On the latter point, experts on India have 
pointed out that if the Indians were whole- 
heartedly behind the United Nations, they 
might use strikes refusal to supply food to 
the invaders, and even a scorched-earth policy 
against the Japanese in the event of an at- 
tack. These tactics might be a valuable as- 
set to the military defenders of India; in any 
case, the Indian people are unarmed, and no 
other means of resistance is open to them. 

If no compromise is reached, the British 
will undoubtedly be able to suppress the 
present revolt. But the Indian people would 
be sullen and resentful, and might then ac- 
tually welcome a Japanese invasion. 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, it 
had not been my purpose to make any 
remarks upon the subject which has been 
so ably discussed by the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. Barktey] and the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] in reply 
to the remarks of the junior Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr, REYNOLDS]. 

Mr. President, we are in a great war, 
one which challenges free government 
everywhere on earth. During that war 
the nations engaged under the designa- 
tion of the United Nations are called 
upon to exert every ounce of their energy, 
resources, and manpower to win that 
struggle. Anything that might divert 
them from that purpose is not in our 
national interest, and is not in the in- 
terest of the nations associated with us. 

Of course, every great nation which is 
associated with the United Nations has 
its own domestic problems, problems 
which the individual nations must work 
out for themselves. I should regard it 
as most unfortunate if the United States 
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Government, speaking through the Sen- 
ate, the House of Representatives, or any 
other branch of this Government, should 
give expression to sentiments or take ac- 
tion which might arouse disturbance, 
commotion, and chaos within the ranks 
of the nations associated with us. 

The view of the United States and the 
view of our people with relation to sim- 
ilar problems as that touched upon by 
the Senator from North Carolina is well 
known. We may point to liberated Cuba 
following the Spanish-American War. 
We may point to the Philippine Islands 
as one of our witnesses, in which we 
have undertaken to carry out policies in 
conformity with our own high conception 
of free government and liberty. But 
these are our problems, and we have a 
right to speak with relation to them. 
Other nations have their own prob- 
Jems; and just as we would resent any 
interference on their part in our do- 
mestic relations, they would have a right 
to feel resentment at any interference 
or any suggestion upon our part as to 
their own policies. 

This is a matter which, if handled at 
all, must come through the executive de- 
partment and the regularly established 
agencies. It is rather a question for 
settlement in time of peace, when this 
war shall have been concluded; it is not 
at the moment a measure of a military 
character which can properly be dis- 
cussed by those of us here in the United 
States. 

I believe I express the sentiments of 
the committee of which I happen to be 
for the time being chairman, the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, when I say 
that it is the sentiment of that commit- 
tee that this matter should not be inter- 
jected into the pending world problem of 
the war. 

The great nations of the world under 
the United Nations’ banner are standing 
with their backs to the wall, fighting not 
alone for the survival of free government 
and parliamentary institutions in our 
own land, but fighting for their survival 
everywhere on this earth. If by dissen- 
sion, if by the diversion of our efforts 
from the supreme effort of winning the 
war, our unity is impaired, we shall to 
that extent be weakened in the effort 
to win the war. Whatever the problems 
of India and of Great Britain and other 
related questions -nay be, they all hinge, 
free government all over this earth hinges 
upon the triumph of the United Nations 
in the present struggle. 

I express the hope, Mr. President, that 
there will be no evidence, either in this 
body or elsewhere, of any lack of sym- 
‘pathy with the spirit of unity among all 
the nations associated in carrying for- 
ward the supreme duty of the hour, 
the imperative necessity of winning the 
war, and in order to win the war we must 
refrain from interfering with the coun- 
cils of war around the tables of the gen- 
eral staffs of the associated nations, and 
from throwing into the forum of discus- 
sion any question which may disrupt or 
destroy or impair unity. 

We must not interfere in the domestic 
or other problems of the associated na- 
tions until the struggle shall come to an 
end, Then, if ever, will the time, when 
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we are around the peace table, to discuss 
with our associates and with our allies 
the problems affecting not alone the par- 
ticular area of the world now referred to, 
but other areas of the world affected by 
the war, and therefore to be affected by 
the peace. 

Mr. President, I trust that our associ- 
ate, Great Britain, will not draw errone- 
ous conclusions from anything which may 
be said in this Chamber which might tend 
to indicate any disposition upon our part 
to do aught to interfere with the very 
close and cordial relations which must 
subsist if in unity and harmony we are 
to gear the forces of these mighty coun- 
tries into one single war machine, and 
into one single supreme purpose, of win- 
ning the present struggle, and thereby 
making it possible for peoples all over the 
world to enjoy freedom and democracy 
and parliamentary government under the 
sanctions of the lofty conceptions and 
ideals which this Government has always 
embraced. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois cannot forego the op- 
portunity of expressing his gratitude for 
the able and sincere speeches which have 
been made on the floor of the Senate by 
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BARK- 
LEY], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE], and the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CONNALLY]. There are no three 
individuals in the Senate who are more 
distinguished or who hold more respon- 
sible positions in this legislative body than 
these men. In my opinion. their words 
were proper and timely, and in the in- 
terest of an all-out effort on the part of 
the United Nations to win the war. 


OFFER OF THE WIDENER ART COLLEC- 
TION TO THE NATIONAL GALLERY OF 
ART (H. DOC. NO. 832) 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate the following message from 
the President of the United States, which 
was read, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I submit for your consideration the 
matter of the offer of Mr. Joseph Wid- 
ener, of Philadelphia, of a gift of the 
famous Widener collection to the Na- 
tional Gallery of Art. The Widener col- 
lection is probably the greatest private 
art collection in existence today. It con- 
tains only works of art of the highest 
standard of quality. Its addition to the 
Mellon collection ana the Kress collec- 


„tion now in the National Gallery would 


be most appropriate. Indeed, it was for 
the very purpose of encouraging such 
gifts that the National Gallery of Art was 
established at the seat of government. 

I need not dwell on the generosity of 
the donor and his father, Peter A. B, 
Widener, of Philadelphia, in their de- 
termination to make their selection of 
paintings and other objects of art avail- 
able to the public. Mr. Widener and his 
father spent much time and money to 
gather and to preserve this unusually 
choice collection. It is a magnificent do- 
nation worthy of a great museum. 

By the will of Peter Widener, the power 
to make a gift of the collection is given to 
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Mr. Joseph Widener. However, the exer- 
cise of the power of appointment has at- 
tached to it the condition that the gift 
of the collection must not result in the 
payment of any inheritance tax by the 
Widener estate. 

I am advised by the Treasury Depart- 
ment that no Federal tax will accrue on 
the transfer of the collection to the Na- 
tional Gallery. However, under the laws 
of Pennsylvania, a tax of 5 percent of 
the present value of the gift may be im- 
posed, The National Gallery has no 
funds from private or public sources with 
which to relieve the Widener estate of 
payment of the tax. 

I, therefore, earnestly recommenid that 
the Congress authorize the appropriation 
of the amount necessary to pay any taxes 
resulting from the gift to the National 
Gallery. By the most careful and 
appraisal which could be obtained the 
Treasury Department has ascertained 
that the present value of the collection 
is about $3,900,000. The actual cost to 
the Wideners of this great collection, I 
understand, was several times that 
amount. At the present valuation the 
tax of 5 percent would amount to about 
$195,000. That seems a modest sum to 
pay when it is considered what the donor 
is contributing. I attach an inventory of 
the collection so that the Congress may 
have full information of the magnitude 
of this proffered gift. There is also at- 
tached my correspondence with Mr. 
Widener. 

The Chief Justice of the United States, 
who is Chairman ex-officio of the Board 
of Trustees, has advised me that the Na- 
tional Gallery is ready to receive the gift. 
The Trustees of the National Gallery of 
Art have conferred with Mr. Widener, 
and their representatives will be avail- 
able to discuss the details of the gift with 
the committees of each House. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT, 

Tue WHITE House, August 20, 1942. 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES SERVING IN THE 
UNITED STATES 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a 
method of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the place of their residence 
and serving within the continental 
United States. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, the un- 
finished business before this body is the 
so-called soldiers’ voting bill. It was 
taken up last Monday, and after long 
debate, went over until today. -There has 
been Jong interruption today by the tak- 
ing up of other matters and their dis- 
cussion, matters irrelevant to the bill, im- 
portant- though they may be in them- 
selves. I trust that we may now proceed 
with a discussion of the pending bill, and 
I trust also that action on it may be 
prompt. 

I hope that if for any reason the con- 
sideration of the hill cannot be con- 
cluded today, adjournment will not again 
be taken for 3 days, but that we will ad- 
journ for 1 day only, in order that we 
may proceed until action on the bill is 
taken, because in the opinion of a great 
many persons, including myself, action is 
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urgently needed. Therefore I trust that 
we may proceed as uninterrupiedly as 
possible to discuss and to act on the bill. 

Mr. TAFT. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield to the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. TAFT. I merely wanted to inquire 
whether the Senator does not think 
there should be a quorum of the Senate 
before we consider the bill further, if he 
thinks it is of such great importance. 

Mr. GREEN. There is theoretically a 
quorum present. 

Mr. President, I now desire to offer a 
few minor amendments. The Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] suggested 
one, and I have submitted to him the 
phraseology which I am about to read, 
and it meets with his approval. On page 
3, between lines 10 and 11, in the post- 
card form, before the words “I desire 
that the ballot be sent to me”, I propose 
to add “My voting district or precinct, 
to the best of my knowledge, is .-------. R 
If the voter can give the information, 
it will be helpful to the board of can- 
vassers to have it. If he is unable to 
give the information, the board of can- 
vassers will be pu: to the trouble of de- 
termining the fact. 

There is another amendment I should 
like to suggest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the 
Senator will suspend a moment, the 
Chair understands that the first com- 
mittee amendment is pending, and the 
amendment to which the Senator is now 
referring will be 1eached shortly. 

Mr. GREEN. It has been so long since 
this matter was before us that I had 
forgotten that an amendment was pend- 
ing. I shall present the amendment 
now, to be taken up later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be printed and lie on 
the table. 

Mr. GREEN. I have another amend- 
ment, which has been suggested by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Gurrey], which indicates that he has 
given very careful consideration to the 
bill. It is to be insertec on page 9, line 
10, after the word “rrecinct”, to add the 
words “or county.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be printed and lie on the 
table. 

Mr. GREEN. There is another 
amendment I should like to offer for ac- 
tion later. The Senator from Wyoming 
_{Mr. Scuwartz], now presiding, when he 
was in his place on the floor made the 
suggestion that it was provided in the bill 
in various places that the canvassing 
board be recognized as the election of- 
ficial, but that in some States there was 
not such a body as a canvassing board, 
and in other States the board acted only 
after election. Therefore I wish to pro- 
pose an amendment on page 4, line 5, 
after the words “canvassing board”, to 
insert the words “or however the appro- 
priate election official of that State may 
be denominated.” 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER,. The Senator referred 
to page 4, line 5. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, 
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Mr. DANAHER. Is not that an erro- 
neous reference? 

Mr. GREEN. In the committee print, 
on page 4, line 5, after the words “can- 
vassing board”, I propose to insert the 
words I have indicated. 

Mr. DANAHER. Page 4, line 5, of the 
copy on our desks, deals with the “Pub- 
lic List of Applicants for Ballots.” 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct, and the 
amendment is in the fifth line. 

Mr. DANAHER., Is it not line 7? 

Mr. GREEN. It is line 7 in the Sena- 
tor’s print, yes. 

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator. 
- Mr. GREEN. I was referring to the 
committee print. 

Mr. DANAHER. Are we to rely on the 
copy which is on our desks? 

Mr. GREEN. I happen to have the 
committee print in my hand, in which 
the amendment has been written in. I 
am much obliged to the Senator for the 
correction. The amendment should be 
made on page 4, line 7, after the words 
“canvassing board”, to insert the words 
I have already stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be printed and lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PEPPER. Myr. President, I sub- 
mit an amendment to the pending bill 
and ask that it be printed and lie on the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Florida will be printed and lie on 
the table. 

Mr. LUCAS obtained the floor. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Will the Senator 
yield to allow me to propound a question 
to the author of the bill? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Is it the intention 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to 
have these suggested amendments print- 
ed and lie on the table for future con- 
sideration? 

Mr. GREEN. That was not my idea. I 
merely wanted them taken up after the 
committee amendments had been acted 
on. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Am I to understand, 
then, that the Senator does not propose 
to have the bill considered further to- 
day? 

Mr. GREEN. I want to proceed in an 
orderly fashion, I understand that the 
first committee amendment is before the 
Senate at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee on page 1, line 5. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the first, 
committee amendment is the important 
amendment in this bill. I do not at the 
moment see on the floor the Senator who 
is in charge of the bill. 

I think it was clearly within the pur- 
view of the arrangement under which we 
are proceeding to meet every 3 days and 
recess or adjourn, that we would not take 
up important proposals, or measures 
which were controversial. It might be 
suggested that the proposed legislation is 
not controversial. The bill does raise 
very serious questions. It raises most 
important questions. I do not think the 
bill ought to be considered without a 
quorum being present. I think a quorum 
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of the Senate should be here at least 
when the bill is acted upon. 

The author of the bill, my very good 
friend the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. GREEN], on whose account I hesi- 
tate very much to offer the slightest ob- 
jection to the measure, is not at the mo- 
ment present in the Senate Chamber. 
I was about to say that if the first pro- 
vision could be so amended as to elimi- 
nate what is to my mind the most ob- 
jectionable feature in the bill, I might 
be content to go along with it and offer 
not one word in opposition to it. In 
other words, Mr. President, I should be 
willing to say that— 

In time of war * * * every individual 
absent from the place of his residence and 
serving in the land or naval forces of the 
United States in the continental United 
States * * * who is otherwise qualified 
to vote under the law of the State of his 
residence— 


should be allowed to vote in the man- 
ner set out in the bill. That would mean 
that, notwithstanding the fact that some 
States have absentee voters’ laws, the 
Congress would be entering the field of 
legislating with respect to elections, so 
far as Members of the House and Senate, 
President and Vice President are con- 
cerned. I donot think that is at all nec- 
essary. I am confident that if the Con- 
gress should do what in my judgment it 
should do and refuse to enter this fleld, 
by the time the next general election 
comes around every State in the Union 


| will have provided for the casting of bal- 


lots by their absentee soldiers or other 
members of the armed forces. Many 
States already provide for absentee bal- 
loting. My State does. Every soldier 
from Georgia can vote under the exist- 
ing law if he wishes to vote. He is famil- 
iar with that law. He may not be reg- 
istered, it is true, but I have no doubt 
that the States will, by the next general 
election, make suitable provision for all 
persons in the armed forces to cast their 
ballots. I have hardly a doubt that every 
State will see to it that even provision 
touching registration, so far as concerns 
those soldiers who entered the armed 
forces before they became 21 years of age, 
will be made. 

Mr. President, why is there such a 
rush? The bill can have very little effect 
and very little operation so far as the ap- 
proaching November election is con- 
cerned. We are already close to the be- 
ginning of September. It is only a lit- 
tle more than 60 days before the next 
general election will be held. Septem- 
ber and October will soon pass, and it will 
not be possible for any large number of 
the troops who do not live in States al- 
ready having absentee voter’s laws to re- 
ceive these notices, to make demand for 
ballots, and get their ballots back into 
the several States before the election 
date. 

Of course, the purpose and aim of the 
proposed legislation is agreeable to us 
all. No one wants to deny to the soldier 
the right to vote. I often feel that he 
ought to have the right to vote simply 
because he is a soldier. I used to say, Mr. 
President, that I thought that every 
mother should go to heaven because she 
was a mother. The sentiment is the 
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same. Everyone is appreciative of the 
high purpose and motive of the proposed 
legislation, but so far as the next election 
is concerned, the bill amounts to almost 
nothing. There are amendments to it 
which, if agreed to, will have to go to the 
House. The House is not going to take 
up important legislation so long as the 
agreement for 3-day sessions stands. 
This is a very important measure. It 
would either have to go back to the House 
for agreement on the amendments, or go 
to conference. There are only 60 days 
before the general election. Let the mat- 
ter rest where it belongs, in the hands 
-of the States, and long before the election 
of 1944 comes around every State in the 
American Union which has not already 
provided for it, will certainly take suit- 
able steps under which the soldiers or 
other members of the armed forces can 
vote, if they desire to vote. 

Mr. President, for these reasons I think 
one is justified: in asking that a quorum 
be here to consider the proposed legisla- 
tion. For my part, I do not hesitate to 
say that I shall ask for a quorum, be- 
cause wherever the prerogative of a State 
is involved I think I am justified in ask- 
ing that at least a majority of the Senate 
be present. 

‘The step which is now proposed to be 
taken is one of no small consequence, be- 
cause if the Congress can now, under the 
pressure of war, say who in any State 
shall vote for membership in the House 
and in the Senate, it will not be long 
before the Congress will be exercising 
that power in peacetime, and it will not 
be long before it will be exercising that 
power with respect to matters which 
Congress ought not to think of seriously. 

Mr. President, so far as Georgia is con- 
cerned, we have an absentee voter’s law. 
All citizens of that State who are quali- 
fied to vote in any election in the State 
may vote without this bill being passed. 
The same is true of a great many other 
States. 

The thing which troubles me about it 
all is that, as I said last Monday, the 
moment we invade this field we have 
opened the way for Federal control of 
elections in every precinct in America, 
I was not aware, when I made that state- 
ment, that there was such a provision in 
the bill, but of course it follows, conced- 
ing for the time being that the Federal 
Government has authority in this field, 
that when it steps into the field and exer- 
cises its authority, it excludes all State 
power and authority over the subject 
matter of which it takes jurisdiction. 
Section 12 of the bill expressly provides 
that— 

The provisions of State and Federal law 
prohibiting offenses against the elective 
franchise shall apply in the case of elections 
and voting conducted pursuant to the pro- 
visions of this act. 

So the Federal Government would 
enter directly into those intimate affairs 
of the State which have always been 
deemed vital to the State. 

Again, Mr. President, I do not concede 
for one moment, and I do not believe 
for an instant, that the Federal Con- 
gress has any authority or power to regu- 
late the qualifications, to prescribe the 
qualifications, to fix the qualifications, 
of electors in any State in the Union, 
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Feeling this way about the matter, I 
feel that if the bill is pressed at this 
time it would be my duty to ask that a 
quorum be present. I withhold that re- 
quest, because I do not want to inter- 
fere with any matter which can be prop- 
erly disposed of. But this is not the kind 
of legislation that ought to be disposed 
of at a time when all persons in the 
country who read the press and lock at 
the cartoons know that we have not a 
quorum present in the Senate. There is 
no necessity whatever for the proposed 
legislation. Let the American States 
have the opportunity to deal with this 
matter. The soldiers are their citizens. 
Every man and woman in the armed 
forces of this country, by and large, at 
least, is a citizen of one of the 48 States. 
Their States will take care of them and 
give them every opportunity to vote. I 
know that in my State there has been 
agreement among a great many infu- 
ential men that no registration require- 
ments and no reStrictions whatsoever 
shall be applied to the members of the 
armed forces during the whole period of 


the war. 


So, Mr. President, I feel I am justified 
in the position I take. This is one of 
the most important bills that has been 
before the Senate in my time. I do not 
care anything about anyone saying that 
I am opposed to the soldiers’ voting. 

I have but two sons, and both of them 
are in the service. I do not care any- 
thing abcut any plea to give to the sol- 
diers the right to vote. I know that the 
States will give them the right to vote. 
I know that the States should give them 
the right to vote, and I know that Amer- 
ican freedom, the glory of the American 
system, Mr. President, has been built 
upon the integrity of the several States. 
I see it passing away with not a word 
of protest by men who should protect the 
legitimate rights and prerogatives of the 
States. So I have no apology to make. 
On a matter of such importance I shall 
ask for a quorum. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in view 
of the position taken by the Senator from 
Georgia it is obvious that we cannot dis- 
pose of the bill today. Consent has al- 
ready been given by the Senate that when 
we conclude today’s proceedings we shall 
adjourn until Monday. 

The measure under discussion is a 
House bill. It is before the Senate, and 
I think it should be disposed of in good 
faith. It should be passed or rejected, 
whichever the majority of the Senate in 
its judgment believes should be done. In 
any event the bill will have to go over 
until Monday, and I will seek to have a 
quorum on that day. I shall ask the of- 
ficers of the Senate to notify a sufficient 
number of Senators to be present so that 
we shall have a quorum on Monday in 
order that we may dispose of the bill one 
way or the other. 

I fully appreciate the position taken 
by the Senator from Georgia. We had 
more or less of a gentleman's agreement 
that important controversial legislation 
would not be taken up in the absence 
of a quorum, and under that agreement 
many Senators departed. It was also 
understood that if important controver- 
sial legislation should arise they would 
be notified to return to Washington. 
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am now serving notice on absent Sena- 
tors and on the officers of the Senate 
that on Monday I hope we shall have a 
quorum present so that the bill now be- 
fore us may be disposed of. If it is to 
be passed, it must be passed promptly; 
otherwise it will not be of any benefit 
whatever in connection with the coming 
November elections. Of course, every- 
body understands that it cannot be avail- 
able or effective for the primaries. Most 
of them are over; and those that have 
not been held will be held before it would 
be possible to effectuate the administra- 
tion of the proposed law. However, sol- 
diers, sailors, and others who would be 
entitled to vote under the terms of the 
bill are entitled to know whether they 
are to be allowed to vote. Therefore, the 
Senate should pass on the matter as soon 
as possible. Under the circumstances, 
we cannot dispose of the bill today, but 
I hope we shall have a quorum next Mon- 
day. I will make every possible effort 
to obtain the presence of a quorum by 
next Monday so that the bill may be dis- 
posed of. 

With that understanding, I ask the 
Senator from Rhode Island, who is in 
charge of the bill, if it is agreeable to 
nae that the measure go over until Mon- 

ay. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I do not 
see how the situation would be improved. 
Objection on the ground of a quorum not 
being present wiil be made next Monday, 
or some other objection will be made. 
When the matter was brought up last 
Monday I distinctly understood that the 
bill would be taken up today, and I as- 
sumed it would be acted upon. Those 
words were not used, but that was my 
understanding. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is all true; but 
the Senator realizes that no Senator ever 
surrenders the right to make the point 
of no quorum, 

Mr. GREEN. I realize that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Every Senator knows 
that there is not a sufficient number of 
Senators in Washington to constitute a 
quorum. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Let me suggest to 
the Senator from Kentucky and to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that the mere 
statement on the floor of the Senate that 
there is no quorum present and that 
that fact is admitted by everybody, is 
tantamount to raising the point of no 
quorum. I shall not raise it. 

Mr. GREEN. I should like to have the 
matter determined by a roll call. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the point of no 
quorum is made, and if a roll call is in- 
sisted upon and reveals the absence of 
a quorum, under the agreement unani- 
mously entered into we shall automati- 
cally adjourn until Monday. We must do 
what we have already agreed to do, even 
if the point of no quorum is made. If 
we had not entered into the agreement, 
and the point of no quorum were made, 
we should have to adjourn until tomor- 
row; and everybody knows that we can- 
not get a quorum by tomorrow. Mon- 
day is the earliest date on which we shall 
be able to get a quorum, and I shall un- 
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Mr, CONNALLY. When some Senator 
rises and says, “Mr. President, there is no 
quorum present” and the statement is not 
challenged, it is tantamount to raising 
the point of no quorum. 

Mr. BARKLEY, Of course, the point 
could be raised directly in connection 
with the vote on the bill or on any 
amendment. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. GREEN. There are other means 
of defeating the bill than by letting it 
come to a vote. I am afraid that the 
question of defeating the bill will not be 
left to voting on the bill itself. There are 
other ways of making it difficult for the 
bill tc pass. 

In view of the action of the committee 
which I represent, Mr. President, I shall 
be obliged to press for consideration of 
the bill and shail not make any agree- 
ment to postpone action upon it. There- 
fore, since the question of no quorum has 
been raised, I ask for a roll call. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER (Mr. Ma- 
LoNEY in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Kentucky yield for that purpose? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Before the roll is 
called I wish to make a statement, 

The Senator knows that I am in favor 
of the bill. He has agreed to offer an 
amendment which I suggested earlier in 
the day. I believe it is a valuable amend- 
ment, and one which will be serviceable. 
At the same time, we all realize that 
Senators cannot be deprived of the right 
to make the point of no quorum. No 
gentleman’s agreement, or any other 
agreement, can deprive a Senator of that 
right. It had keen my hope that we 
might dispose of the bill without the 
interposition of the point of order that 
a quorum is not present. Obviously, we 
cannot do so. 

I do not know what amendments will 
be offered, but before a vote is taken on 
any amendment to the bill any Senator 
may make the point of no quorum. We 
all know there is not a quorum in Wash- 
ington. Everybedy understands why 
there is not. If we had not entered into 
a unanimous-consent agreement to 
adjourn until Monday, and if the point 
of no quorum were made, all we could do 
would be to adjourn until tomorrow. 
However, there would not be a quorum 
tomorrow. I am Satisfied that we could 
not obtain one by Saturday. I believe 
that Monday will be the earliest day on 
which a quorum can be obtained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the 
understanding of the Chair that the 
Senate has already entered into a unani- 
mous agreement to adjourn at the close 
of today’s session until Monday. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand that, 
Mr. President; but I say that if we had 
not entered into that agreement and the 
point of no quorum were made today, we 
could only adjourn until tomorrow. To- 
morrow we should not have a quorum, 
We could then only adjourn until Satur- 
day; and on Saturday we should not have 
aquorum. Nothing can be accomplished 
by adjourning from day to day. 

In view of the fact that the point has 
been made today, by adjourning until 
Monday we can endeavor to get a quorum 
by then. I obligate myself to do so, I 
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am asking the officers of the Senate to 
send telegrams to absent Senators so 
that they will return to Washington and 
be present in the Senate on Monday. We 
can then take up the bill and, if a quorum 
is present, we can pass or reject it. We 
may amend it in some respects. We can- 
not gain any time by pursuing a different 
course. I am eager to have the bill dis- 
posed of, because I realize that unless it 
is passed within the next few days it will 
do no good at the coming elections. 

Mr. GREEN. I think the opponents of 
the bill also realize that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Iam not drawing any 
conclusions. 
right. I am not certain. I cannot in- 
ject my eyes into the bosoms of men and 
determine what they are thinking about 
or their motives. 

Mr. GREEN. It would take little time 
to have a roll call and find out whether a 
quorum is present. 

Mr. BARKLEY. 1f the Senator wants 
the roll called now to determine the 
point, that can be done, and if no quorum 
is present, we can adjourn until Monday. 
I have no objection-to a roll call if the 
Senator desires-to make the point of no 
quorum. If there is nota quorum pres- 
ent we Shall have to adjourn until Mon- 
day. 

Mr. McNiARY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Kentucky yield to the 
Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. The unanimous-con- 
sent agreement to which reference has 
been made would not preclude a Senator 
from suggesting the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. McNARY. However, little would 
be accomplished by such action. 

I am in lively accord with the distin- 
guished majority leader in wanting a 
quorum present on Monday. That 
thought has been hanging over me for 
some days. On the call of the calendar, 
as well as when the calendar has not been 
called, I have objected to the considera- 
tion of bills which probably should have 
been considered. I have had to do so in 
order to protect Senators who were ab- 
sent. Some worthy bills are on the cal- 
endar and should be considered. 

So long as we are attempting to show 
a semblance of functioning, we should 
function constitutionally. I am not op- 
posed to other bills being brought up 
if in my estimation they are in the public 
interest. 

I shall join with the able majority 
leader in insisting that we have a quorum 
present on Monday. We may then pass 
on the pending bill and other bills which 
are pressing, and which have been held 
up because of the so-called agreement 
to which reference has been made. I 
think Senators have had a good rest. 

Mr. BARKLEY. At least they have 
= more than the Senator and I have 
had. 

Mr. McNARY. I hope that the able 
Senator from Rhode Island will not per- 
sist in'his suggestion of the absence of 
a quorum, but will agree to a recess today 
after the address to be made by the able 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
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Brivcrs], and that we shall meet on 
Monday with a quorum present. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
thank the able minority leader, who has 
always been cooperative, for What he has 
said. I think we can obtain a quorum 
by Monday. We cannot deny the right 
of any Senator to demand a quorum on 
important legislation of this character. 
I regret that the bill, which passed the 
House on July 23, nearly a month ago, 
was not reported by the Senate commit- 
tee until Monday of this week. I do not 
attribute that fact to any negligence on 
the part of the committee. 

It is an important piece of legislation, 
and a number of amendments have been 
brought in by the committee. But it is 
obvious that we cannot obtain action to- 
day, we cannot obtain action tomorrow, 
and we cannot obtain action Saturday. 
The earliest date on which we can obtain 
action will be Monday, ana I think we 
can. without any doubt have a quorum 
Monday. In view of that situation, lam 
bound to express the hope that the mat- 
ter may go over until Monday. I do that 
reluctantly, but I do it in the face of cir- 
cumstances over which I have no control. 

If the Senator from New Hampshire 
desires to proceed at this time so far as 
we majority leader is concerned, he may 

o so. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Kentucky yield to me be- 
fore the Senatur from New Hampshire 
proceeds? f 

- Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. GREEN. I should like to know 
whether the Senator would be willing to 
ask for an agreement to vote by a cer- 
tain time on Monday, 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am agreeable to 
voting at any time Monday. Of course, 
that assumes that there will be a quorum 
present. I do not know whether other 
Senators are willing to enter into an 
agreement of that sort or not. 

Mr. GREEN. It could be determined 
by asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. McNARY. Will the Senator from 
Kentucky yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. 1 yield. 

Mr. McNARY. The uniform practice, 
if we are to vote at a certain time, is to 
have a quorum called. The decision to 
vote at a certain time is an expression of 
opinion which should be left to the vari- 
ous Members of the Senate. I should 
object to any agreement to vote at any 
specific hour on Monday. I should not 
object to a limitation of debate com- 
mencing at 12 o’clock Monday. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think probably the 
best thing to do is to wait until Monday 
and see what the situation may be then, 
and we can probably enter into an agree- 
ment which will conclude the considera- 
tion of the bill Monday. I have no ob- 
jection to a vote being taken Monday; 
not only have I no objection, but I am 
anxious that we have a vote. 

Mr. GREEN. As anxious as the Sena- 
tor may be, the difficulty is that other 
Senators may not be anxious to have a 
vote until it is too late for the measure 
to take effect, if enacted. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If there were any 
Senators who felt that way they would 
object to an agreement to vote Monday. 
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Mr. GREEN. I thought the Senator 
from Georgia raised the point of no quo- 
rum. 

Mr. BARKLEY. He did not raise that 
point, but he practically said he would 
raise it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from 
Rhode Island was not present when I 
spoke. I said that although I disliked to 
do so, because I disagree with the whole 
philosophy of the bill—— 

Mr. GREEN. I so understand. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from 
Rhode Island would strike out all the 
language except this, “In time of war 
every individual member of the armed 
forces who is otherwise qualified to vote 
under the law of the State of his resi- 
dence is entitled to vote,” under the gen- 
eral scheme fixed by the bill, I should not 
object. If the Senator is willing to trade, 
Iam willing to trade on that basis. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not engage in either 
horse trading or bill trading. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘Then I shall insist on 
a cali for a quorum before any vote is 
taken on the bill, I do not mind it being 
discussed today. As I have said, I feel 
justified in asking for a quorum on this 
bill. The bill is too important to pass 
without a quorum of the Senate passing 
on it. I have no doubt that very shortly 
after a quorum is developed a vote will 
be had on the bill. 

Mr. GREEN. All I want is a vote on 
the bill. I have no control of Senators’ 
votes. Some may vote for the bill and 
some against it, and I should, of course, 
willingly abide by the result; but I 
should like to get a vote on the bill, and 
let it be known, in order that the Secre- 
tary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, 
and the secretaries of state of the dif- 
ferent States of the Union, may haye 
opportunity to make their plans. It 
takes time, as the Senator realizes, for 
them to have the forms prepared. 

Mr. GEORGE. Because of the emer- 
gency, and solely because of the emer- 
gency, I am perfectly willing to have 
Congress say that in elections for Mem- 
bers of the Congress—there being no 
President and Vice President running 
this year—a ballot shall be provided to 
every absent qualified voter under the 
laws of the States. I am not willing, 
however, to have enacted, by any agree- 
ment I make or ever will make, other 
things contained in the bill which do 
affect the qualifications of electors, be- 
cause I believe that authority resides in 
the States, and properly cannot reside 
anywhere else, 

Mr. GREEN. TI not only have great re- 
spect for the Senator from Georgia indi- 
vidually but I have great respect for him 
as a constitutional lawyer, and I agree 
with his construction of the Constitution. 
The bill as drawn has sought to avoid any 
change in the qualifications imposed by 
any State upon the voter. It merely 
changes the regulations as to casting 
votes, so far as registration is concerned. 
I think the Senator from Georgia must 
agree with me that that is a matter of 
regulation rather than of qualification. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is not a matter of 
regulation in my State, because it is 
something which goes to the very ae 
fications of the voter himself. If th 
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State has a right to say how old a voter 
shall be, or impose any qualification, he 
must qualify by indicating compliance in 
his registration. 

Mr. GREEN. That is true as to voting, 
but as to registration, that is another 
matter. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is another matter, 
but under the actual conditions in my 

tate, it is the method, and the only 
method, by which we test the qualifica- 
tions of a voter, except by individual, per- 
sonal challenge at the polls. So I think 
this is very vital to the States. However, 
I am perfectly willing to have the Senate 
pass the bill today, so far as I am con- 
cerned, giving the right of baliot to every 
absent elector qualified under the law of 
any State. 

Mr, GREEN. The Senator woud con- 
strue “qualify” to include registration? 

Mr. GEORGE. If a man is qualified 
under the laws of the State, he would be 
entitled to vote. I am not agreeing that 
the Congress has any authority to set 
aside a legal qualification, if it is a legal 
qualification of a voter. 

Mr. GREEN. I quite agree with the 
Senator, but the bill is drafted on the 
assumption that registration is not quali- 
fication, but is a regulation. 

Mr. GEORGE, Registration may not 
be a qualification. If a man is entitled 
to vote, he may vote although he is not 
registered, I grant, but at the same time, 
under the laws of a great many States, 
at least under the law of my State, the 
only method of testing the legal quali- 
fications of a voter is on his registration 
and the biennial revision of the registra- 
tion list. 

Mr. GREEN. It is very much like the 
taking of a census? 

Mr. GEORGE. Only one registration 
is ever necessary. Nevertheless, the reg- 
istration list is revised biennially, and if 
for any reason a voter has become dis- 
qualified, he is not left on the list. I 
could not agree to a bill which starts out 
with the statement, “Notwithstanding 
any provision of State law relating to 
elections,” and so forth. _ 

Mr. GREEN. But excluding the poll 
tax and all other matters of qualifica- 
tion. That is, conceding, for the sake 
of the argument, that the poll tax is a 
qualification. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should be very glad 
to agree with the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and I wish I could agree with him, 
but let me say that I know what would 
happen if the bill should become law. I 
know this would not be the last time the 
Federal Government would be asked to 
step into a State and say, “There are cer- 
tain obnoxious things going on in this 
State which we would like to eliminate.” 

Mr. GREEN. As I understand the 
position of the Senator from Georgia— 
and I trust I am stating it correctly, and 
if not, I hope the Senator will correct 
me—it is that- under our. Constitution 
Congress has a right to regulate the elec- 
tions, but that it is a dangerous power 
and it establishes undesirabie precedents. 

Mr. GEORGE. Congress cannot even 
regulate as to the places of election. 

Mr. GREEN: No. 

Mr. GEORGE. They are limited even 
in that minor respect. 
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Mr. GREEN. The pending measure 
would not change that provision, 

rg GEORGE. I understand it would 
not. 

Mr. GREEN. If that is true, then the 
argument goes back to the contention 
that this is a dangerous precedent. We 
have never had a situation similar to 
the one in which we now find ourselves. 
If the power is ever to be used, it seems 
to me now is the time to use it. 

I do not think the same situation will 
ever again rise, no matter who wins the 
world war. So it seems to me that the 
objection, which is real, but which seems 
to me small, that it would establish an 
undesirable precedent, should be over- 
locked. We are breaking precedents 
every day in connection with the war. 
The war itself is without precedent. All 
our actions in connection with it have 
been without precedent. The amount of 
money we are spending daily, and many 
of the laws we are enacting, are without 
precedent, and a great many of the ad- 
ministrative acts are without precedent. 
So that the power which the Congress 
has to use in an emergency, if it chooses, 
seems to me might well be used so as 
to prevent the draft taking away from 
the soldiers and sailors a vote which they 
otherwise would have. 

Mr. BARKLEY. As I understand the 
Senator from Georgia, his position is that 
he would not oppose and does not op- 
pose any legislation giving to any person 
who is absent on account of the war the 
right to vote to the same extent to which 
he would enjoy it if he were present in 
person at his voting precinct. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is exactly my 
position. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But so far as the 
pending bill enlarges the right of indi- 
vidual voters to vote because of their 
absence on account of the wer to a 
greater extent than they would enjoy if 
at home, he does oppose it, and would 
object to its passage without a quorum? 

Mr. GEORGE. Without a quorum; 
yes. I am not disposed to delay action 
on the bill. I presume that perhaps the 
Senate will pass the bill. I do not think 
that if the Senate thought ox it in the 
right way it would appreve the measure, 
to be frank about it, but I do not think 
the Senate will give it that thought. We 
are in a war, and we are in a state of 
thought ‘and pursuing a loose way of 
proceeding here, and the most important 
things which can be presented to Con- 
gress are sometimes acted upon without 
much deliberation. 

I regard the pending measure as one 
of the most important bills that has been 
before the Congress in my time, because 
it proceeds on the assumption that 
henceforth during wartime all the elec- 
tion machinery in the States will be un- 
der Federal regulation and control, with 
Federal officers sitting around seeing that 
the State officials act as they think they 
should act. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield, but I did not 
have the floor. I think the Senator from 
Rhode Island has the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut is recognized, 
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Mr. DANAHER. I should like to ask 
the Senator from Rhode Island, if I may, 
first, and then the Senator from Georgia, 
two questions, the first being whether or 
not in 1918, when over 4,000,000 men were 
under arms, there was some provision 
for absentee voting for officers similar 
to those named in the bill. Does the 
Senator from Rhode Island remember 
as to that? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not; I do not think 
there was such a provision. 

Mr. DANAHER. The Senator was 
talking about precedents. I just won- 
dered whether he recalled the fact in 
that particular. 

Mr. GREEN. 
was. 

Mr. DANAHER. I should like to ask 
the Senator from Georgia next, if I may, 
whether it is his understanding that 
under the language suggested by him the 
bill would have any application to pri- 
maries choosing the nominees for the 
various offices for whom the absentee 
wona be permitted to vote, under the 
bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should not construe 
it as having any application to primaries. 
But there has been some decision of the 
Supreme Court to the effect that the term 
“elections” does include primary elec- 
tions. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator will 
yield, that question was passed on in the 
Newberry case. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Newberry case 
was decided by a divided court; but there 
have been some subsequent decisions. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The court held that 
Congress had no jurisdiction over pri- 
maries. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is true. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Recently—and I 
think it was in the case to which the 
Senator has referred, a criminal case 
coming up from New Orleans in which a 
man was charged with some action in 
regard to the primaries, the court did 
indicate that elections included pri- 
maries. 

Mr. GEORGE. TI think the Senator 
from Texas is correct. That was the case 
I had in mind. In that case, and per- 
haps in another, there has been some 
statement by the court which would in- 
dicate that the term “elections” should 
be broad enough to include primary elec- 
tions, 4 

Mr. DANAHER. That was the case of 
United States against Classic. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Personally I have al- 
ways thought that the primaries were a 
part of the machinery for choosing the 
Members of the House and the Senate 
and other Federal officers. 

Mr. DANAHER. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And even when the 
Supreme Court, in the early case, decided 
that Congress had no jurisdiction over 
the regulation of primaries, when pri- 
maries had been included in the Corrupt 
Practices Act, which was passed before 
that, even when the Court held that we 
could not regulate the conduct of pri- 
maries, personally I disagreed with the 
Philosophy of that decision, because I 
believed then, and now believe, that pri- 
mary e1ections are just as much a part 
of the machinery of the selection as the 
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regular election, which determines who 
shall sit in the House and Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. DANAHER. In some 14 States the 
primaries actually determine who shall 
be elected. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is an incidental 
fact. 

Mr. DANAHER. It is a fact, however. 

Mr. TAFT. Regardless of the fact 
whether we can regulate primaries or not, 
it seems to me the language of the pend- 
ing bill is such that it does not cover 
primary elections. It seems to me that 
it certainly should. It simply authorizes 
the voters to vote for United States Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress. 
I do not think one can be said to be vot- 
ing for a Senator in a primary election. 
One is voting for a nominee for Senator. 
I think the language of the bill in its 
present form is not sufficiently broad, 
regardless of our jurisdiction, and re- 
gardless of how the Supreme Court may 
have construed the word “elections” to 
include primaries. 

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator 
from Ohio. I appreciate his views. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. DANAHER. I yield. 

Mr. GREEN. I should say that the 
Senator from Ohio is quite correct. That 
matter was discussed at length by the 
committee, and it was decided to omit 
the primaries. The bill applies simply 
to general elections. It was so drawn 
in order to make it as simple as possible, 
and so that it should contain as few pro- 
visions as possible. A great many things 
which as individuals we might favor, and 
which we might be in favor of if con- 
tained in other bills, were eliminated so 
as to make the issue clear. 

Mr. DANAHER. I should like to say 
to the Senator from Rhode Island that 
it is my understanding that the only rea- 
son why the committee did not seek to 
extend the bill to cover primaries was 
one of expediency. The Senator does 
not claim that article 1, section 4, of the 
Constitution does not apply alike to 
primaries, does he? 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator from Con- 
necticut is quite correct; it was purely 
on the ground of expediency. Advocates 
of including primaries appeared before 
the committee at its hearings and argued 
for inclusion of primaries, but the com- 
mittee decided it was inadvisable to do 
so. We did not want any controversial 
questions to be raised by the bill if it could 
be avoided. There was a bill already in- 
troduced in the Senate, which was re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee, pro- 
viding for extension of the vote to pri- 
maries, and we thought it had better be 
acted upon separately, later, especially 
as almost all the primaries have been 
held, and the pending measure would 
have no practical application to them. 
Therefore there was no haste about that 
matter. But there was haste in getting 
the present bill through. Several of 
those who appeared before the committee 
said they would prefer not to have the 
provision as to the poll tax or the pro- 
vision as to primaries included in the 
bill if the result would be to delay its 
passage. For that reason of expediency, 
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as the Senator from Connecticut has well 
said, those provisions were eliminated 
from the bill. 

Mr, DANAHER. As a matter of ob- 
servation merely, in the 12 or 14 States 
where nomination in a primary is equiv- 
alent to election, the bill would extend no 
privileges whatever to the men in the 
armed forces this year. There is 1 State 
in the South, the name of which eludes 
me at the moment, where there is to 
be a run-off election. I think in that 
particular State no nominee in fact has 
been chosen. But otherwise the prima- 
ries in the Southern States have deter- 
mined the result, 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I was 
going to make the observation that I 
appeared before the Privileges and Elec- 
tions Committee, which considered this 
matter, and offered an amendment to 
the bill to include primaries, and also 
one providing for exemption of the pay- 
ment of the poll tax. Both those pro- 
posals were voted upon unfavorably by 
the committee. 

Mr. DANAHER. Let me ask the Sen- 
ator from Florida, if, on the first page, 
in line 7, we were to strike out the words 
“but excluding requirements as to pay- 
ment of poll tax,” that would not reach 
the intendment of the amendment pre- 
viously offered by the Senator from 
Florida? 

Mr. PEPPER. I would say that in my 
opinion it would not, because in the bill, 
on the top of page 2 after the enumera- 
tion of the organizations to which the 
person affected must belong, are to be 
found the follewing words: 

Who is otherwise qualified to vote under 
the law of the State of his residence, 


That language, in the opinion of the 
junior Senator from Florida, as inter- 
preted in the light of the constitutional 
and statutory provisions, and the deci- 
sions of the highest courts in the several 
States where the poll tax exists, would 
prevent the soldier or sailor from being 
exempted from tke payment of the -poll 
tax, because under the laws and decisions 
of those States, the payment of the poll 
tax is a condition precedent to the voter 
becoming a qualified elector. In other 
words, he must possess certain qualifica- 
tions, and have paid his poll tax, before 
he is lawfully authorized to vote. So that 
the language in the bill to which I just 
referred would still make mandatory the 
Payment of the poll tax before the sol- 
dier or the sailor could yote, even under 
the terms of the bill as it is now, and 
even with the elimination of the lan- 
guage in lines 7 and 8 on page 1 of the 
bill, “but excluding requirements as to 
the payment of poll tax.” 

Mr. DANAHER. While the Senator 
from Florida is on his feet, let me tell 
him that in my State, at this very min- 
ute, there are several hundred workers, 
engaged particularly in agricultural pur- 
suits, who are from Florida. Under the 
terms of the bill, such persons would not 
be benefited in any way, and would be 
unable to participate in an election in 
Florida this fall. Is that not true? 

Mr. PEPPER. There are three re- 
quirements for voting in Florida. In the 
first place, such persons would have to 
Possess certain requisite qualifications, as 
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defined by the constitution and the stat- 
utes. Secondly, they would have to reg- 
ister on or before a given date. In the 
third place, they would have to pay a 
poll tax of a certain amount at or before 
a certain time prior to the election; that 
is, prior to the primary and to the gen- 
eral election. So that unless all those 
conditions are satisfactorily met, the 
citizen is not a qualified elector and can- 
not vote. 

Mr, DANAHER. May I point out one 
other singular omission to the Senator 
from Florida, with which he might like 
to equip the remarks which he has just 
so generously offered. The bill is lim- 
ited to members of the land or naval 
forces of the United States, including 
members of the Army Nurse Corps, and 
soon. It does not in any way take into 
account the hundreds of thousands of 
defense workers, migrant workers in agri- 
cultural pursuits, and so on, who are le- 
gitimately engaged in furtherance of the 
war effort within the continental United 
States. It seems to me the Senator from 
Florida could well take note of what 
might seem to many to be a discrimina- 
tion in that particular, or at least an 
inequality of opportunity to vote. 

Mr, PEPPER. Mr. President, I have 
only this to say, that so far as I am indi- 
vidually and personally concerned, I 
think it is consistent with the institu- 
tions of this country, with the traditions 
of this land, with the objectives of this 
war, to remove every impediment, legal 
or financial, from the right and the privi- 
lege and the duty of every person who 
Owes sovereignty to our flag, to express 
the sovereign citizen’s views with respect 
to the officers or officials who shall con- 
duct our Government and the policies 
which the Government shall execute. 

I realize that there is a difference of 
opinion about the matter. Ido not quar- 
rel with anyone else’s opinion on the sub- 
ject. But it is unthinkable to me that 
men who are soldiers in the armed sery- 
ices of the United States should be denied 
the privilege of voting in an election sim- 
ply because in February, or the early part 
of this year, they failed in several of the 
States of the Union to send in the $2 
which would qualify them, by the pay- 
ment of the poll tax, to be electors in the 
fall election in November, or in a pri- 
mary election in the summer. Many of 
these men have been in the service for 
2 years. Others have been in the serv- 
ice for varying lengths of time less than 
that. They are busy with their duties. 
They are thinking about the challenge 
which confronts them. Not one out of 
500 in February of this year was thought- 
ful enough to remember that if he did 
not pay his poll tax he could not vote ata 
subsequent time; or if at some other time 
prior to election, 20 or 30 days before, he 
did not think about it, or send in his 
money to the proper official, and get his 
receipt, that he would not be qualified 
to vote, even if the proposed legislation 
were enacted. 

No matter if the bill is passed, no man 
or woman who has not paid his or her 
poll tax at the time required by the stat- 
utes of the States where the poll tax 
exists can vote and, therefore, will be, by 
the failure to pay a sum of money, denied 
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the right to have something to say about 
who shall conduct his or her Government 
and how it shall be conducted. 

Mr. President, it is inconsistent with 
the spirit of American institutions to 
make a soldier, or anybody for that mat- 
ter, pay a sum of money before he can 
vote in a democracy. If he can be made 
to pay $2, he can be made to pay $200 
or $2,000. ‘That means to deny the fran- 
chise to any but the privileged class. 
That is not democracy. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, in the 
light of the able remarks of the Senator 
from Florida, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Green], 
if I may, whether in the course of the 
study in the committee he was led to 
similar conclusions to those voiced by 
the Senator from Florida with reference 
to the imposition of the poll tax? 

Mr.GREEN. Yes; I musi say that the 
Senator from Rhode Island agrees per- 
fectly with the Senator from Florida as 
to the desirability of abolishing the poll 
tax. But, as I previously have said, a 
bill has already been introduced in the 
Senate and referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, providing for that very thing. 
The argument against that proposal is 
very much stronger than the argument 
against registration provided in the 
pending bill. We wanted to obtain for 
these soldiers the right to vote for Sen- 
ators and Representatives at the com- 
ing election, and we believed it would be 
impossible to get the bill passed if it in- 
cluded that provision. I, personally, 
speaking not for the committee but only 
for myself, hoperthat that provision, 
which I think was submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. Peprer], will be 
acted upon favorably by the Judiciary 
Committee and by the Senate later; but 
there is no hurry about that. If we 
should try to tack it onto the pending 
bill, it would simply be one way of de- 
feating the measure. We want to get the 
bill passed now. The other bill can be 
acted upon later. 

Mr. DANAHER. I understand the 
Senator; and I thank him for his state- 
ment. I should like to ask him one 
further question. Does he agree that the 
failure on the part of some soldier or 
sailor to have paid his poll tax will be 
a bar to his voting under the provisions 
of the pending bill? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. 

Mr. DANAHER. It will be? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes; in those States in 
which the poll-tax provision is imposed. 
For the sake of getting the pending 
measure passed, that provision was ex- 
plicitly excluded. If the Senator will re- 
fer to the first sentence of the bill he will 
see that the poll-tax provision is ex- 
Plicitly excluded. 

Mr. DANAHER. Does the Senator 
know how many hundreds of thousands 
of men in the armed services of the 
United States would be precluded from 
voting under the provisions of the bill? 

Mr. GREEN. No; but I know that all 
of them will be excluded unless the bill 
is passed. 

Mr. DANAHER. Except in those 
States where there is already provision 
made for absentee voting. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
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Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield to me to 
ask the Senator from Rhode Island a 
question? 

Mr. DANAHER. I will yield the floor, 
let me say, and I also wish to say that I 
appreciate the helpfulness of Senators. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island a question. As I under- 
stood his statement, and the statement 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Georce!, they are in complete agree- 
ment. I cannot see why they cannot get 
together on the language of the bill if 
they are in such complete agreement. 

Mr. GREEN. I think the Senator from 
Colorado misunderstood what was said. 
We were in complete agreement as to 
certain things, such as matters of change 
in the language of the bill, but we are 
not agreed as to eliminating the pro- 
vision for registration. My contention 
is that the fundamental theory of the 
bill is the abolition of all registration in . 
order to enable the soldiers and sailors to 
vote at the next election, because they 
have been deprived by the draft of the 
privilege of registering. Take, for in- 
stance, my own State, which I shall use 
as an illustration, but the same is true 
of other States. Citizens of my State 
have to register before June 30. Many 
men in the armed services did not regis- 
ter before June 30 because they were in 
the Army and in the Navy. Unless the 
law is changed in that respect those men 
will not be able to vote at the next elec- 
tion. I think that makes that point 
clear. But the Senator from Georgia 
was unwilling to agree to that provision. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I under- 
stood the Senator from Georgia and the 
Senator from Rhode Island to agree that 
nothing in this bill, the present version 
or the version proposed by the Senator 
from Georgia, would give any soldier or 
sailor the right to vote in any State as 
an absentee if he did not have the right 
to vote if he were actually in the State 
if present personnally. 

Mr. GREEN. We were talking about 
qualifications, not registration. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am 
talking about voting. I understand that 
neither the version of the Senator from 
Georgia, nor that of the Senator from 
Rhode Island would attempt to give any 
man the right to vote as an absentee if 
he does not now enjoy the right to vote 
if present personally. 

Mr. GREEN. My version would waive 
the requirement of registration. The 
Senator from Georgia would include the 
registration requirement, so that if a per- 
son were otherwise qualified to vote un- 
der the regulations, he would be per- 
mitted to vote by mail. 

Mr. BARKLEY. As I understood the 
difference between the version of the 
Senator from Rhode Island and that of 
the Senator from Georgia, the Senator 
from Rhode Island is unwilling to have 
the terms of the bill provide that ab- 
sentee voters must be registered in order 
to qualify them to vote, which would be 
required if they were present in person. 
In my State, which has no provision for 
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absentee voters, the registration period 
ends on the 5th of September. If a 
voter has been absent during the regis- 
tration period, he may not register after 
the close of that period, even if he lives 
next door to the precinct voting place, or 
even if he has moved from one precinct 
into another, or has become 21 years of 
age since the close of the registration 
period, or for any other reason has be- 
come a voter. Of course, if he has al- 
ready registered in a particular precinct 
and has not moved out of it, he never has 
to register again as long as he lives. 

As I understand, the difference be- 
tween the two is that the Senator from 
Rhode Island wishes to forego the re- 
quirement of registration in the case of 
absentee soldiers, whereas the Senator 
from Georgia, in his general suggestion 
concerning the proposed law, would in- 
clude the registration requirement, so 
that if the soldiers were otherwise quali- 
fied to vote by having complied with all 
the laws of the State, including registra- 
tion laws, they would be entitled to vote 
by mail, The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land, in his interpretation of the bill, 
which was, I suppose, also the commit- 
tee’s interpretation—— 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 

Mr, BARKLEY. The Senator from 
Rhode Island would allow soldiers who 
are absent, and who could not register 
because of their absence, the right to 
vote as though they had been present and 
had registered. That is the difference 
between the two Senators. 


GASOLINE AND FUEL-OIL SITUATION IN 
THE EAST 


Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, a con- 
dition has developed in New Hampshire, 
New England, and the rest of the ra- 
tioned area which demands immediate 
action. Gasoline rationing has already 
played havoc with essential industries in 
this area. The people of the 17 rationed 
States are now faced with the possible 
disastrous effects of an extensive fuel-oil 
shortage. Something must be done. 

There has never been a crisis in the 
history of this Nation when the people of 
New Hampshire and the other rationed 
States were not willing to give themselves 
completely to the demands of the hour. 
They have made no exception in this 
war. There can be no doubt of their 
patriotism. There is no greater devotion 
than theirs. They know that a war is 
on. Mr. President. They saw it coming, 
they urged preparedness, and they have 
felt it from the beginning. 

Mr. President, a great many people in 
New Hampshire and the other rationed 
States seriously doubt the wisdom with 
which the Government views the gaso- 
line and fuel-oil situation, and the effi- 
ciency with which its administrators 
are handling it. People to whom the 
recreational industry is a means of live- 
lihocd, men whose businesses depend 
upon travel, and war industry workers 
who live great distances from their em- 
ployment, have been told that gasoline 
rationing is a part of the road to victory. 
When their Government passed that 
word along they did not delay the sac- 
rifices. 

Soon, however, they witnessed a dis- 
pute among the authorities, One official 
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would tell them “There is a shortage of 
gasoline.” Another would say, “No; 
there is a shortage of transportation fa- 
cilities.” Still another would inform a 
war-afflicted people that gasoline ration- 
ing was necessary as a means of con- 
serving rubber. Faced with such con- 
flicting statements and views, it is no 
wonder that people all over the Nation 
are confused and becoming more con- 
fused. The people affected by this pro- 
gram should not be criticized for a lack 
of understanding which even those in 
charge of it do not have. 

The people of New Hampshire and the 
other rationed States are rightly wonder- 
ing just what is going on. It is not that 
they do not believe that conservation of 
gasoline, rubber, and transportation fa- 
cilities is necessary. They are wonder- 
ing why they must be the conservers for 
all the Nation. They would like to 
know by what logic gasoline and rubber 
conservation is necessary only in our 
areg. 

I for one believe that tires wear out 
no more quickly on the eastern seaboard 
than they do in the rest of the country. 
I believe that the people of the 31 non- 
rationed States do not want the entire 
burden of the shortage in necessary 
materials placed upon the people of the 
other States. It is my conviction that 
if the people of those States knew all the 
facts, they would be willing to share the 
load. 

We all know that it is recognized that 
Nation-wide rationing of gasoline is nec- 
essary. It is difficult for hard-working, 
sacrificing, patriotic Americans to 
understand delays by the Government in 
taking steps essential to victory and 
which will equalize the burdens the peo- 
ple must bear for the duration of this 
war. The difficulties created by the dis- 
ruption of transportation facilities 
should be spread Nation-wide, not only 
in the interest of the people of New 
Hampshire and the rest of the rationed 
area, but so that the people of all 48 
States may know the meaning of total 
war. 

Mr. President, even more serious than 
the effects of gasoline rationing would be 
the effects of an inadequate supply of 
fuel oil. The needs of the people of most 
of the rationed area for fuel oil are pecu- 
liar to them and must be taken into con- 
sideration. The shortage which official 
Washington is forecasting for New Eng- 
land and the East will strike at the very 
heart of thousands of homes. It will 
strike at the very heart of our industries. 
It will strike at the very heart of our 
hospitals and like institutions. 

Mr. President, it is not unusual for the 
people of New Hampshire and the other 
rationed States to endure hardships. 
Hardships are a part of their heritages. 
On a hot summer day in Washington it 
is perhaps difficult to visualize a winter 
morning in New Hampshire, with the 
temperature at 20° to 30° below zero, and 
children getting up in the bitter cold. It 
is conceivable that lack of warmth in the 
homes in many of the rationed States 
could precipitate an epidemic which 
would sweep the entire region. Such an 
epidemic would have a serious effect upon 
the prosecution of the war by people in 
all walks of life. 
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Mr, President, there are many battle- 
fields in this war, and not the least of 
them is the home front. Our men in the 
armed forces fight hardest when they 
feel best. Our people on the home front 
will do their jobs well if they are kept 
well. It is an inescapable truth that the 
morale of our fighting men can be no 
higher than the morale of the folks they 
have left behind. It is for their fathers, 
thei: mothers, their wives, their chil- 
dren, their sisters, and their brothers 
that they are fighting. What effect do 
you think news of unheated homes, of 
sickness—yes, even death—would have 
upon the spirit of the men who fight for 
a democracy in which benefits and sac- 
rifices are supposed to be equally shared? 
If the prophecies of official Washington 
are sound and remedial action is not 
taken, we can expect that during next 
winter a serious condition will exist in 
New Hampshire and a large part of the 
rationed area. 

The advice has gone out to the people 
of that region that they should convert 
their heating facilities for use of other 
fuels. Mr. President, the great ma- 
jority of those who can do so are co- 
operating. However, what is the exact 
situation so far as such conversion is 
concerned? Most of the people, indus- 
tries, and institutions require strategic. 
materials to change their-heating plants 
from oil burners to wood or coal fur- 
naces. These strategic materials are not 
available to them. 

Washington has not yet devised a plan 
which will assure us that homes in the 
rationed area will be kept warm and the 
wheels of the industries of the area kept 
turning throughout the coming winter. 
I am not one to be convinced that even 
in wartime we are so completely void of . 
initiative and resources that a plan to 
meet our essential needs cannot be 
worked out. I believe that less talk and 
more action would result in such a plan. 

Mr. President, I believe that most of 
the essential needs for gasoline and fuel 
oil of the rationed area can be supplied 
if what the country has is shared equally 
by all. There is no doubt in my mind 
that Nation-wide rationing of gasoline 
would be effective. There is no doubt 
in my mind that equal distribution of 
transportation facilities would help re- 
lieve the rationed area from the prospect 
of unreasonable hardships, 

We all know that steel is a strategic 
material. We all know what the Nazi sub- 
marines have been déing for months on 
end to our steel ships plying off the Atlan- 
tic coast. It seems to me that months 
ago a full consideration of this knowledge 
should have led to the diversion of steel 
from some projects to the construction 
of pipe lines. We are building a pipe line 
from Texas to Illinois. I am in favor of 
it. It should be extended to the east 
coast as a help toward the solution of 
our real problem. The Petroleum Co- 
ordinator has told me that he has made 
application for priority on steel to make 
the extension possible. Immediate ac- 
tion is needed on the application—not 
action next winter or next spring, but 
action now. As another help toward 
equalizing the gasoline and fuel-oil prob- 
lem, more tank cars should be allocated 
to New England and the East. 
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If immediate action is not taken to re- 
lieve the serious shortage now predicted, 
a terrible responsibility will rest upon offi- 
cial Washington. The people in the ra- 
tioned area have been warned that the 
shortage will be acute. They wish to 
warn that if the shortage is as acute as 
some officials say it will be, the hardships 
resulting will be more than they can bear. 

Mr. President, this is not alone New 
Hampshire's war. It is not alone New 
England’s war. It is not merely a war of 
17 eastern seaboard States against the 
world’s worst tyrants. It is a war of the 
48 States, allied with other free peoples, 
against governments with which discrim- 
ination is a byword. In this country we 
like to consider ourselves united in all 
our purposes and all our tasks. We like 
to consider ourselves a family of Ameri- 
cans who meet a foe with equal respon- 
sibility. We are not doing that today. It 
is not right that transportation facilities 
should be so distributed as to give to some 
areas unlimited supplies of gasoline and 
fuel oil while others go without. It is not 
right that some Americans should be 
faced with the possibility of a winter 
without adequate fuel for their homes, 
hospitals, and places of employment, 
while others are left untouched by the 
burdens of war. 

Mr. President; we in New Hampshire 
and the remainder of the rationed area 
have never hesitated to carry our end of 
the log. If we have to drag the whole log, 
we will. In behalf of the people I repre- 
sent, I wish to extend an invitation to our 
fellow Americans everywhere to help us 
carry the load. I am sure that if they 
will do so, victory will taste better to them 
by and by. 

Let me say in closing, Mr. President, 
that this is a very vital problem to my 
section of the country. If the fuel-oil sit- 
uation is to be improved, action is neces- 
sary now, rather than at some later time, 
when it will be too late to give effective 
help. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. McNARY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Jounson of Colorado in the chair) laid 
before the Senate a message from the 
President of the United States nominat- 
ing sundry lieutenants (junior grade) to 
be lieutenants in the Coast Guard, which 
was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favoreble reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads; 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Capt. Harold C. Train to be a rear admiral 


‘in the Navy, for temporary service, to rank 
from the 6th day of March 1942; 


Capt. Andrew C. Bennett to be a rear 
admiral in the Navy, for temporary service, 
to rank from the 15th day of May 1942; and 

Sundry temporary Marine Corps officers for 
appointment, and sundry citizens to be sec- 
ond lieutenants, all in the Marine Corps. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will proceed to state the nomina- 
tions on the Executive Calendar. 


PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Public Health 
Service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 


en bloc, 
POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. McNARY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. That completes the calendar. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 

Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, in compliance with the order here- 
tofore entered, I move that the Senate 
adjourn until Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 
o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, the adjournment being, under 
the order previously entered, until Mon- 
day, August 24, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the 
Senate August 20. 1942: 
PROMOTIONS In THE Coast GUARD 
The following-named lieutenants (junior 
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grade) to be lieutenants in the Coast Guard, - 


to rank from the 25th day of May 1942: 


Harold L. Durgin Ronald M. Freeman 
Joseph R. Davis Joseph A. Ciccolella 
Thomas B. McKinstry Ralph S. Feola 

Ellis S. Gordon Howard W. Schleiter 
Myron W. Caskey Richard H. Fairman 
Forrest A. Tinsler Clarence N. Daniel 
Julian S. Loewus Harold D. Seilstad 
Wayne L. Gof 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate August 20, 1942: 
UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
TO BE MEDICAL DIRECTORS 
Thomas H. D, Griffitts 
Clifford R. Eskey 
TO BE ASSISTANT DENTAL SURGEON 
Norman Louis Zwickel 
POSTMASTERS 
COLORADO 
Percy B. Paddock, Boulder. 
Michael J. Brennan, Durango. 
Ithal Jenkins, Eads, 
Michael J. Brennan, Erle, 
John F, Redman, Greeley. 
Michael F, O'Day, Lafayette. 
Carlos M. Wilson, La Junta, 
Charles F. Horn, Pueblo. 


Mary B. Weathers, Grove. 


6903 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuurspay, August 20, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BULWINZLE. 

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, Washington, D. C., offered 
the following prayer: 


Eternal God, our Father, we are coming 
unto Thee with many needs, but we re- 
joice that Thy mercies outnumber our 
necessities, for the treasury of Thy good- 
ness is inexhaustible. 

We pray that in these days of hard- 
ship Thy hand of blessing may be upon 
all who are performing their duties with 
fidelity and fortitude. 

Grant that we may never be guilty of 
any careless or complacent temper of 
soul when we think of their struggles 
and sacrifices to bring in a better social 
order for our own and succeeding gen- 
erations. 

May that day speedily dawn when the 
finer moral and spiritual principles of 
love and good will shall become regnant 
in the heart of humanity and all men 
everywhere shall be united with Thee 
and with one another in one duty and 
one destiny. 

Hear us in the name of Him who is 
our Lord and Savicur, Amen. 


The Jcurnal of the proceedings of 
Monday, August 17, 1942, was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, anounced 
that the Senate had, passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R. 7461. An act to amend section 107 of 
the Servicemen's Dependents Allowance Act 
of 1942. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on August 18, 1942, the Presi- 


.dent approved and signed a bill of the 


House of the following title: 

H.R. 7211. An act to facilitate the disposi- 
tion of prizes captured by the United States 
during the present war, and for other pur- 


| poses. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack] 
may be permitted to extend his own re- 
marks in the Recorp and include therein 
an article. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. C Mr. Speaker, I fur- 
ther ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein an article. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on 
behalf of my colleague the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Harness] I ask unan- 
imous consent that he be permitted to 
extend his own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein a speech delivered 
by him in Kokomo, Ind. 

The Speaker pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on 
behalf of the gentleman from Kansas 
{Mr. Hope] I ask unanimous consent 
that he be permitted to extend his own 
remarks in the Record and include there- 
in a speech delivered by our colleague 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cox]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on be- 
half of my colleague the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FisH!, I ask unanimous 
consent that he be permitted to extend 
his own remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, following 
any special orders heretofore entered, I 
may be permitted to address the House 
for 6 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re~ 
marks in the Recorp in tribute to the 
Wright Aeronautical Corporation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I fur- 
ther ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recor» in tribute to 
a church in my district which has con- 
tributed 350 of its parishioners to the 
service of our country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

GASOLINE RATIONING 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 


for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, as you 
know, the Gasoline Rationing Section 
of the Office of Price Administration has 
allowed us to have extra gasoline for the 
purpose of campaigning. Unfortunately, 
this allowance is for an individual car, 
and, as you know, some of us on the 
eastern seaboard would by reason of this 
ruling be required to drive our own ve- 
hicles between Washington and our dis- 
tricts, thereby using gasoline and tires 
unnecessarily. 

I took the matter up with the Board, 
and I think the following ruling I have 
received, signed by Edward Dawson, As- 
sistant Director, Office for Local Board 
Operations, will be of interest to the 
Members on the eastern seaboard: 

In reply to your letter of August 5 regard- 
ing the possibility of Congressmen using their 
rationing cards on cars domiciled at their 
homes, I have discussed this problem with 
the Gasoline Rationing Section and they 
have informed me that all a Congressman 
will have to do is to contact his local board 
and state to what use the car, which may 
belong to his family, is to be put, and he 
will be able to use his gasoline coupons on 
said car. 


In other words, a Member may leave 
here in Washington the car for which 
the rationing card has been issued, take 
the train to his district, and there receive 
from his local board permission to use 
these supplementary coupons on another 
car, 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today, following any special orders here- 
tofore entered, I may be permitted to 
address the House for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

There was no objection. 


GIFT OF WIDENER COLLECTION TO THE 
NATIONAL GALLERY OF ART—MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 832) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I submit for your consideration the 
matter of the offer of Mr. Joseph Widen- 
er, of Philadelphia, of a gift of the fa- 
mous Widener collection to the National 
Gallery of Art. The Widener collection 
is probably the greatest private art col- 
lection in existence today. It contains 
only works of art of the highest standard 
of quality. Its addition to the Mellon 
collection and the Kress collection, now 
in the National Gallery, would be 
most appropriate. Indeed, it was for 
the very purpose of encouraging such 
gifts that the National Gallery of Art 
was established at the seat of govern- 
ment. 

I need not dwell on the generosity of 
the donor and his father, Peter A. B. 
Widener, of Philadelphia, in their deter- 
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mination to make their selection of 
paintings and other objects of art avail- 
able to the public, Mr. Widener and his 
father spent much time and money to 
gather and to preserve this unusually 
choice collection. It is a magnificent 
donation worthy of a great museum. 

By the will of Peter Widener, the 
power to make a gift of the collection 
is given to Mr. Joseph Widener. How- 
ever, the exercise of the power of ap- 
pointment has attached to it the condi- 
tion that the gift of the collection must 
not result in the payment of any inherit- 
ance tax by the Widener estate. 

I am advised by the Treasury Depart- 
ment that no Federal tax will accrue on 
the transfer of the collection to the Na- 
tional Gallery. However, under the laws 
of Pennsylvania, a tax of 5 percent of the 
present value of the gift may be imposed. 
The National Gallery has no funds from 
private or public sources with which to 
relieve the Widener estate of payment of 
the tax. 

I, therefore, earnestly recommend that 
the Congress authorize the appropriation 
of the amount necessary to pay any taxes 
resulting from the gift to the National 
Gallery. By the most careful and expert 
appraisal which could be obtained, the 
Treasury Department has ascertained 
that the present value of the collection 
is about $3,900,000. The actual cost to 
the Wideners of this great collection, I 
understand, was several times that 
amount, At the present valuation, the 
tax of 5 percent would amount to about 
$195,000. That seems a modest sum to 
pay when it is considered what the donor 
is contributing. Iattach an inventory of 
the collection so that the Congress may 
have full information of the magnitude 
of this proffered gift, There is also at- 
tached my correspondence with Mr, 
Widener, 

The Chief Justice of the United States, 
who is chairman ex officio of the board 
of trustees, has advised me that the Na- 
tional Gallery is ready to receive the gift. 
The trustees of the National Gallery of 
Art have conferred with Mr, Widener, 
and their representatives will be avail- 
able to discuss the details of the gift with 
the committee of each House. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE House, August 20, 1942, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the message of the President 
will be referred to the Committee on the 
Library and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Record and include there- 
in a short poem. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

" There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on 
behalf of my colleague the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Van Zanpt] I 
ask unanimous consent that he be per- 
mitted to extend his own remarks in the 
Recorp and include therein an article 
from The Sample Case, official publica- 
tion of the commercial travelers. 


With- 


1942 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, following 
the special orders heretofore entered, I 
may be permitted to address the House 
for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so orderec. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
following the address of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Jarman] I be per- 
mitted to address the House for 14 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
include some brief quotations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. DOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the RECORD and include therein 
a report of the New England Governors’ 
conference on the fuel situation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request cf the gentle- 
man from Connecticut? 

There was no objection; 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent. to extend my own Te- 
marks in the Record and include therein 
an editorial from the Boston Daily Rec- 
ord of August 19, 1942. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Record and include 
therein an editorial from the New York 
Post of August 18. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

MR. HENDERSON IS “ROLLING 'EM BACK” 
ON THE FARMER 


Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein a letter 
written by me to Mr. Henderson and his 
reply thereto. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, according 
to the information that I have in a letter 
received from Mr. Leon Henderson, Price 
Control Administrator, dated August 18, 
in reply to my letter addressed to him 
on July 25, I have come to the conclusion 
that the farmers of this country—the 
most patriotic group we have—have not 
any more chance for a fair and a square 


Without 


Without 


Without 
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deal under the present administration of 
price control than a snowball would have 
in keeping intact in the hottest spot in 
Hades. ; 

It is almost a daily habit on the part of 
the price-fixing outfit, in controlling 
prices, to put into effect a program 
known as “roll-back” which means the 
taking care of every other group in price 
fixing, price ceilings, and so forth, at the 
expense of farmers. They accomplish 
their end by rolling back the price on 
the producers of farm products. 

Prior to this war Procter & Gamble, 
and two other large manufacturers of 
fats and oils, were able to contro] and 
fix prices on fats and oils produced in this 
country by the importation of tons and 
tons of cheap foreign oils coming into 
this country duty-free. Now that it is 
impossible to import fats and oils be- 
cause of the serious war situation, they 
are using Mr. Henderson to accomplish 
the same thing. 

I want to quote you from my letter 
addressed to Mr. Henderson on July 25, 
as well as from his letter of August 18, 
in reply thereto, which will clearly indi- 
cate to you the facts contained in the 
statement just made by me: 

LETIER TO HENDERSON 
WASHINGTON, D. C., July 25, 1942. 
Hon. LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator, Ojice of 
Price Admiéinistratton, ~ 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. HENDERSON: I have been in- 
formed that the large manufacturers of soap, 
for instance, Procter & Gamble and others, 
have threatened you with the determination 
of increasing their prices on soap at least 3 
percent unless something was done to relieve 
their situation so that they would be able 
to continue to make their usual large profits, 
which would enable them not only in peace- 
time but during this great emergency when 
we are spending billions in trying to win this 
war, to advertise in the press, over the radio, 
and any other method whereby they might 
be able to increase their sales and their cash 
surpluses, unless you do something at the 
other end in your price-fixing arrangements 
to relieve their situation. 

I have also been informed that, as usual, 
you have fallen for the pressure on the part 
cf these people and that you have promised 
them that if they would forego this price 
increase you would lower the ceiling prices on 
tallow, fats, and greases which are used for 
soap manufacture, and on the strength of 
this promise I understand that you have just 
issued a new schedule of ceiling prices on 
these items, which is approximately 1 cent 
per pound lower than the former ceilings, 
or better than a 10-percent reduction. 

I am requesting that you communicate 
with me, stating whether or not I have been 
correctly informed. If I have been, I want 
to state to you again that it appears to me 
thet you or those who are in charge of the 
operations of your outfit are hell-bent and 
determined to destroy agriculture and the 
small independent business concerns and 
their employees. You know that the small 
packers of the country are being forced out 
of business because of what your organiza- 
tion has done to them, because of the man- 
ner in which you have been listening to the 
five large packers and the manner in which 
you have been conducting your program in 
regard to price ceilings on meat products. 

I have read In the papers with a great dear 
of interest just what you are up against and 
what the Secretary of Agriculture is up 
against, as well as the consuming public, 
because of the type of program that you have 


6905 


placed upon the people in connection with 
the price-fixing program on meat products. 
I feel sure that, as usual, you will now turn 
around and take another course that may go 
just as far the other way; that is, putting the 
price cn hogs down so as to be able to remedy 
the other situation. 

I would like to have the definite informa- 
tion requested. 

With best wishes, I am, 

Yours very sincerely, 
H. P. FULMER, 
Member oj Congress. 


It would appear from the following let- 
ter received from Mr. Henderson that I 
was correctly informed in regard to the 
statements made in my letter addressed 
to him, that is to carry out his program 
so as not to interfere with the large mo- 
nopolistic groups of this country, he has 
put into effect the roll-back program at 
the expense of the producers of fats and 
oils—even to the extent of penalizing the 
housewives, who have been called uron 
by their Government to save the waste 
fats and oils, accumulating same in the 
kitchen to be sold to the Government. 

I want you to remember that several 
months ago Mr. Wickard, Secretary of 
Agriculture, covered the agricultural 
areas of this country, urging the people 
to increase the production of fats and 
oil-bearing products. However, at this 
time, as usual, while Mr. Henderson is 
putting into operation his roll-back pro- 
gram, Mr. Wickard is standing by with- 
out any effort on his part, as far as I am 
concerned, in seeing to it that the farmers 
of this country—those whom he is sup- 
posed to represent—receive a fair and 
square deal under the price-fixing pro- 


m. 

Under legislation passed by the Con- 
gress, the Secretary of Agriculture was 
given the veto power in connection with 
the operations of Mr. Henderson. Al- 
though I have heard a lot of “cussing” 
from those in charge in the Department 
of Agriculture about what is going on, 
up to this good hour I have not seen 
where the Secretary of Agriculture has 
exercised his yeto power in any instance. 

I want you to listen to Mr. Hender- 
son’s letter, because he has done every- 
thing that I have charged him with do- 
ing, all of which would indicate that the 
farmers of this country, whose problems 
are many, are just as hopeless and as 
helpless, as far as a square deal is con- 
cerned, as a man on the chain gang. 

LETTER FROM HENDERSON 
WASHINGTON; D. C., August 18, 1942, 
The Honorable H. P. FULMER, 
House of Representatives, 

Dear Mr. Futmer: With further reference 
to your letter of July 25, 1942, acknowledged 
on July 28, 1942, I am pleased to present the 
following information relatirg to the maxi- 
mum prices of tallow, fats, and greases. Ap- 
parently you have not been correctly in- 
formed regarding either the motives of this 
Office in revising the maximum prices on tal- 
low, fats, and greases, or the relations be- 
tween this Office and the large soap-manufac- 
turing companies. 

The need for the revision in the ceiling 
prices of taliow, fats, and greases arose in 
the first instance from the fact that the im- 
position of the general maximum price regu- 
lation caught distributors of soap products 
with ceiling prices which, being based on the 
cost of their inventories, did not adequately 
reflect their increased replacement costs. 
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Consequently, in order to maintain the dis- 
tribution of soap and to maintain also the 
retail price level in line with our national 
policy, it became necessary to roll-back the 
prices charged by the soap manufacturers. 
This was done by means of a voluntary agree- 
ment on the part of the soap manufacturers 
with this Office, whereby the manufacturers 
cut back their prices to the levels prevailing 
prior to February 28, 1942. 

At the time this voluntary roll-back be- 
came effective the soap manufacturers sub- 
mitted that the price increase they had an- 
nounced beginning with the end of February 
1942 was necessary to the maintenance of 
their operations in view of the ceiling prices 
on tallow, fats, and greas:s. Thereupon this 
Office instituted an investigation of the costs 
and margins of the three largest soap-manu- 
facturing companies who are responsible for 
about 80 percent of our total production, 
In line with our previously announced policy, 
normal advertising lay-outs vere considered 
as costs in this investigation. Any other 
policy with respect to advertising might well 
result in the destruction of the entire ad- 
vertising industry, an end that is beyond 
either the authority or the inclination of 
this Office. May I point out, however, that 
extraordinary lay-outs for promotional cam- 
paigns, such as the recent campaign adver- 
tising Swan soap, were not considered as 
costs in our margin investigation. 

This investigation showed that in the case 
ot each of the three companies, the margins 
between the March ceiling prices of tallow, 
fats, and greases and the “rolled-oack” prices 
of the soap manufacturers were inadequate to 
the maintenance of necessary soap produc- 
tion. Accordingly, this Office issued amend- 
ment No. 6 to Revised Maximum Price Sched- 
ule 53 rolling back the prices of inedible fats. 
In order to minimize the resulting squeeze on 
those who assemble, render, and sell these in- 
edible fats, we have also reduced the ceilings 
on butcher shop fats and suet and on waste 
kitchen fats obtained through the fat-con- 
servation campaign, 

To summarize then, our only motive in 
reducing the ceiling prices on inedible fats 
was that such a reduction was a necessary step 
in maintaining an adequate supply of soap 
products without raising the retail price level. 
Our decision that the reduction was a neces- 
sary step was based entirely on our own in- 
vestigation into the costs and profits of the 
manufacturing companies. 

Your comments on the situation of the 
meat packers and the possibility of placing a 
ceiling on live hogs have been noted with 
interest. May I assure you that we are work- 
ing as rapidly as possible toward a revision 
of the pork ceiling which will result in equita- 
ble margins to all packers. If the imposition 
of a ceiling on live hog prices is necessary to 
accomplish that end, I believe we would be 
justified in taking that step in view of the 
current level of hog prices as compared with 
the parity price for hogs. As you know, the 
approval of the Secretary of Agriculture 
would be necessary before such a step could 
be taken. 

I trust the information here given is ade- 
quate. If not, please do not hesitate to call 
on me again. 

Sincerely yours, 
IN HENDERSON, 
Administrator. 


I am going to predict that the days 
and the weeks will not be many before 
you will find Mr. Henderson “rolling 
back” on the producers of hogs and cattle 
so as to be able to take care of every other 
group except farmers. Itis interesting to 
me to note in the closing paragraph of 
Mr. Henderson’s letter his statement: 

As you know, the approval of the Secretary 


of Agriculture would be necessary before such 
& step could be taken, 
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For quite some time Mr. Wickard, in 
glowing promises throughout the rural 
areas of the country as well as over the 
radio, has been persuading producers of 
hogs and cattle and oil-bearing products 
to tremendously increase the production 
thereof. It would appear from this pro- 
cedure on Mr. Wickard’s part that there 
would not be a possible chance for Mr. 
Wickard to go back on these farmers at 
this time by permitting Mr. Henderson to 
roll-back on the present prices of hogs 
and cattle now being paid to farmers. 

Did you hear his radio speech last 
night? He stated he had advocated be- 
fore a House committee the 110 percent 
parity provision placed in the price-con- 
trol bill, but that he had changed his 
mind, and that he was now advocating its 
repeal. Listen to this: 

Not because it meant anything to farmers 
in the way of increased prices, but because 


certain groups were complaining about price 
advantage given to farmers. 


What a joke. Mr. Wickard knows that 
this provision has not meant anything to 
farmers, in that practically all farm prod- 
ucts are selling below parity, especially 
the major farm commodities. 

In the meantime, in his speech he 
gave an advance notice that he was 
agreeable to Mr. Henderson’s proposal to 
cut prices on hogs and cattle so as to 
take care of the small packers of the 
country, who have been practically put 
out of business because of what Mr. Hen- 
derson and the large packers have done 
to them under their meat. price-fixing 
program and preferential increased prices 
given to the large packers on Govern- 
ment orders. I can assure you it will not 


-be long now before the roll-back pro- 


gram will be placed into operation. I 
predict that, to save the scalp of Mr, 
Wickard and Mr. Henderson from the 
condemnation of the farmers who will be 
effected by this program, that the War 
Production Board will get the credit for 
this new roll-back price-fixing program. 

To give you some idea as to what is go- 
ing to happen to cattle and hog produc- 
ers under the roll-back price-control 
program on hogs and cattle, let me give 
you some information as to the effect on 
the producers of cottonseed of the Hen- 
derson-Procter & Gamble roll-back price 
control on fats and oiis as outlined in 
Mr. Henderson’s letter as read to you a 
moment ago: Last spring, 1942, I sold my 
cottonseed for $60 per ton. Some seed 
sold as high as $65 per ton. The Com- 
modity Credit Corporation, in working 
out a cottonseed selling and purchasing 
program, which will be announced some- 
time between now and the Ist of Sep- 
tember, being subject to the price ceil- 
ings placed on fats and oils by Mr. 
Henderson, will base cottonseed prices on 
the present ceiling, placing the value of 
products produced from a ton of cotton- 
seed approximately as follows: 


310 pounds oil, at 12.625 cents per 


100 thes case Soe oe equals.. $39, 14 
850 pounds cake at $32 per ton 
equals.. 13.60 
- 550 pounds hulls at $6 per ton 

equals.. 1.65 

180 pounds linters at 4.35 cents per 
DOUG A E O A equals.. 7.83 
Value of products....... woenna 62.22 
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From the above value of products may 
be deducted the following approximate 
costs: 


Per ton 

Cost. of crushing...~..28 2265 <u ee $10.00 
Ginners’ commissions, buying secd--- 2.25 
In-bound freight or cartage_-...----- 1.00 
Total approximate costs.-.--.. 13, 25 


It should be noted that if approximate 
costs are deducted from the value of 
products a break-even buying price of 
about $49 per ton for cottonseed is the 
result. 

It would appear to me, as in every in- 
stance in connection with the price-con- 
trol program under Mr. Henderson deal- 
ing with farm products, that the farmers, 
as usual, get what is left after taking care 
of the various groups operating between 
farmers and the ultimate consumer. 
Under this arrangement, cottonseed oil 
crushers will. be taken care of so as to be 
able to obtain the fixed average prices for 
the products manufactured out of cot- 


-tonseed, for instance, cottonseed meal 


and hulls, either by a subsidy or a loan; 
however, in the case of farmers, they will 
have to take whatever is offered them at 
the gin, or they are left with the bag to 
hold. Large farmers will be able to store 
their seed, if they so desire, but thou- 
sands of small farmers will have to sell, 
regardless of the price, in order to be 
able to secure money to pay for ginning, 
bagging, and ties, picking of cotton, and 
so forth. 

Personally, I have been trying to put 
a stop to these bureaucratic proceedings, 
which are largely formulated by the large 
selfish groups who usually get what they 
want, as was the case of Procter & 
Gamble and the other large soap man- 
ufacturing interests. My committee re- 
ported sometime ago a bill proposing the 
placing of a 100-percent loan bottom un- 
der farm prices, which would insure to 
farmers a fair price, no more nor no 
less, which farmers have been prom- 
ised during all of the years under the 
present administration. It may be of 
interest to you io know that Mr. Grover 
Hill, Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, 
appeared before our committee, speaking 


„for himself and the Secretary, advocating 


the passage of this bill. ‚However, up to 
this good hour we have been unable to 
get a rule from the Rules Committee, I 
am wondering if Mr. Hill and Mr. Wick- 
ard have changed their minds in regard 
to this important piece of legislation? 
I expect to continue my efforts for the 
passage of this bill, which would settle 
the farm problem as far as parity prices 
are concerned, to which farmers are 
clearly entitled, 

If Mr. Henderson would agree to this 
and then proceed to work out proper dif- 
ferentials between actual parity or a fair 
price on farm products and the selling 
price of the manufacturer's price of farm 
products, including therein every item of 
cost, wages, and a fair profit, placing a 
ceiling thereon, and applying the same 
method between the manufacturer and 
the retailer, then the whole problem of 
price fixing would be settled without any 
injustice being done to any group or with- 
out giving special favors to certain groups 
which are now being given at the ex- 
pense of farmers and consumers, 
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May. I state in closing that unless 
something is done either by the Presi- 
dent or by the Congress, in protecting 
the farmers and the consumers of this 
country from the bureaucratic selfish 
proceedings of those in charge of the 
various programs, the months will not be 
many before the condition of agricul- 
ture—one of the most if not the most 
important program in connection with 
our war effort—will result in producing 
far below the necessary quantities of 
food and feed to take care of the people 
of the United States, let alone the great 
demand that will be made on us by our 
allies. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

(Mr. Burpick asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks in 
the Recorp.) 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today, following the special orders here- 
tofore entered, I may be permitted to ad- 
dress the House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


SPECIAL ORDER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
special order of the House, the gentleman 
from Oregon IMr. Prerce] is recognized 
for 20 minutes, 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, one of the 
most far-reaching and. revolutionary 
acts ever passed by Congress was the 
Farm Credit Act of the Wilson admin- 
istration, following the Federal Reserve 
Act, which was supposed to be of aid to 
the bankers and the money world. The 
time has come to discuss that act again 
because of the necessity for modernizing 
it. After many years of consideration 
of farm credit, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and as a partici- 
pating borrower, I feel that I should 
record the results of my study. 

Most people who do business, including 
farmers, are forced to borrow money, 
either seasonally or constantly. Other- 
wise they would join the group of money 
lenders, who live from returns on money 
rather than from returns from labor or 
business. Most farmers need some extra 
money or credit while crops are growing, 
when farm acreage is being increased, or 
during reverses which have cut off ex- 
pected income. The farmer is, perforce, 
part of the financial world which largely 
controls his markets and prices and sup- 
plies his credit; therefore money-market 
conditions are important to him. For 
that reason I desire to discuss them 
briefly before considering farm credit 
specifically. 

INTEREST FOR THE USE OF MONEY 


Payment of money for the use of 
money, whether called interest or usury, 
is as old as civilization. It was illegal in 
olden times, and then always called usury. 
Interest is generally considered a neces- 
sary cornerstone upholding the modern 
capitalistic system. Compound interest 
has generally beer illegal, for it was easy 
to prove that it could not be paid for any 
length of time, because, increasing at 
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such rapid rates, it would soon absorb all. 
We read that in Roman and Greek times, 
a little more than 2,000 years ago, those 
nations became so involved in debts and 
mortgages which could not be paid that 
drastic action became necessary. De- 
crees were issued and laws were made 
that money paid on interest, even 5 years 
back, should be credited on the principal. 
Julius Caesar went so far as to decree 
that in the future no interest should be 
collected by any money-lending agency. 
In order to prevent hoarding he decreed 
that no one should have in cash what 
would amount to more than $2,500 in our 
time. He forced money into circulation 
in 11 days. I inserted in the Recorp for 
March 27, 1936, a valuable article on 
Economic Crises in Greece and Rome, 
The author, Dr. A. P. McKinlay, made a 
study of how the ancient world met de- 
pressions. 
INCREASE OF WEALTH 

Exorbitant rates of interest will break 
any man, company, or corporation. What 
constitutes “high” interest depends upon 
conditions, place, and time. I have often 
seen farmers attempt unsuccessfully to 
pay from 8 to 60 percent annually on 
borrowed money. 

After some thought and study of the 
subject, I came to the conclusion that in- 
terest rates should never exceed the in- 
crease of wealth. Statisticians and stu- 
dents have often discussed what is meant 
by the term “increase of wealth.” As I 
use the term I mean the total wealth of 
the country as shown by tax rolls and 
official records, including estimates of 
statisticians, who study income returns 
from all sources—labor, business, land 
values and land rents, money-lending, 
and many productive enterprises. 

Unquestionably wealth has increased 
faster in the last hundred and fifty years 
in the United States than at any other 
time or any other place in world history, 
and that increase has not exceeded 2 to 3 
percent annually for the last century and 
a half. President Hoover, when Secre- 
tary of Commerce, proved to his own sat- 
isfaction that, during a short period of 
time, the United States increased in 
wealth at a rate of 4 percent annually. 
However, his estimate was not generally 
accepted, 

Anyone having money to lend when 
he retires from the active business world, 
theoretically, ought to be satisfied with 
an income frem his accumulated capital 
approximating the increase of wealth. If 
more is exacted, then it must come out 
oi the profits of someone who is assum- 
ing the hazards of business or produc- 
tion; out of the earnings which ought to 
be left with some active participant in 
the world’s affairs. 

THE CAPITALISTIC SYSTEM 


As long as we live under the capitalistic 
system, we shall have dividends, profits, 
and interest. I cannot see where the in- 
centive is coming from to make the wheels 
go round unless we consider interest and 
dividends as part of the system. I be- 
lieve in the capitalistic system. It has 
given the world the best civilization it 
has ever known. However, it must be 
greatly modified under the stress and 
strain of the colossal war expenditures, 
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Lowered interest and dividends are 
changes which seem to me unavoidable 
if there is to be continuation of the sys- 
tem. The national debt will make this 
inevitable. 

Formerly thrifty men in agriculture or 
business have planned and sacrificed to 
lay up a competence for old age. They 
hz.ve expected to live on interest and land 
or other property rentals. New, operat- 
ing costs and taxes have become so high, 
prices so unstable, interest so low, and 
dividends so speculative, no man can 
feel assurance of his capacity to provide 
old-age subsistence costs for himself and 
wife. This is the basic and logical reason 
for governmental undertaking of old- 
age security systems, planned as insur- 
ance in which beneficiaries may partici- 
pate and of which they may feel absolute 
assurance. Economic and social changes 
will always be reflected in legislation cal- 
culated to stabilize the money system, in- 
sure fair returns for effort, and adjust 
the governmental burdens. 

THE GOLD DOLLAR 


I believe that one of the most construc- 
tive economic acts of the present admin- 
istration was changing the number of 
grains in the gold dollar from 23.23 to 
15.24. At the time the American Con- 
gress passed this authorization act, re- 
ducing the number of grains in the gold 
dollar, the gold ounce was used as a 
measure of the trade balances between 
nations; not the pound or dollar, but the 
weight of gold. When the American 
Congress geve the President the right to 


, change the grains in the gold dollar, it 


simply reduced the mortgage debt that 
much, for the debt was payable in dol- 
lars. Cheapening the dollar reduced the 
debt. 

It is my belief that the future histori- 
ans will declare that the change of the 
grains in the gold dollar was one of the 
chief influences in bringing about our in- 
creased prosperity enjoyed just before 
World War No. 2. Should there have 
been an attempt to continue on the old 
basis of value, it might have jeopardized 
the capitalistic system and resulted in 
much bankruptcy. 

BANK INTEREST RATES 


This change also influenced interest 
rates which have been cut half since 
1933. It may be that the future debt 
burden will make necessary still greater 
inroads upon interest. The interest rate 
for farm borrowers has not been de- 
creased as rapidly and as regularly as has 
the rate paid by the banks for the use 
of the borrowers’ funds deposited there- 
in. 

The gradual decline of interest rates 
paid by banks was shown me in a study 
recently made by a New York savings 
bank which was contemplating another 
cut in the amount to be paid on savings 
deposits. The bank had been in opera- 
tion over a hundred years, and in- 
terest rates paid on savings, commenc- 
ing almost immediately after the Revo- 
lutionary War, had been gradually re- 
duced from 8 percent to 1 percent. The 
rate of reduction had been about 1 per- 
cent every 20 years, as shown by the 
records of that bank. When the Federal 
Reserve Act was enacted in 1913 the 
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interest on savings deposited in that 
bank was reduced to 4 percent. This 
makes it clear that the farmers are not 
the only class of people which has been 
concerned about interest. 

LEGISLATED PRICES 


I have read many statements claiming 
that money is a commodity and the in- 
terest rates thereon are regulated by 
supply and demand. Since I have been 
a Member of the Congress I have been 
obliged to modify my views upon that 
as well as upon many national and inter- 
national questions. I have, for almost 10 
years, participated in fixing artificial 
prices for wheat, cotton, corn, and rice. 
We have modified, we have suspended by 
legislative decree, the law of supply and 
demand as it relates to some farm com- 
modities as well as to money. Legisla- 
tion can fix, and is fixing, money values, 
interest rates, and commodity prices. 
Every Oregon wheat farmer knows that. 

WAR AND DEBT 


How little we can accurately anticipate 
world conditions is shown by an inci- 
dent of 1914. I distinctly remember 
listening to a lecturer on the Chautauqua 
circuit in July of that year, in which the 
eminent educator proved conclusively to 
all present that there never could be a 
great world war for there was not enough 
money to fight it. He made it clear to all 
of us that a great catastrophe like a 
world war was entirely impossible. 
David Starr Jordan, one of the most 
learned college men in America, deliv- 
ered a lecture of similar nature. Sixty 
days after this lecture the shrapnel was 
breaking over the war lines between 
Germany and France. 

No one versed in finance believed Ger- 
many could prepare to fight another war 
in 1939; she had no gold, she had no 
credit; still she is now closing her third 
victorious year in the most costly world 
war ever known, Perhaps we are learn- 
ing from Gerniany and Japan something 
in regard to money and its substitutes. 

WORLD WAR NO. 1 


After World War No. 1 Germany de- 
liberately and intentionally inflated its 
currency by issuing unlimited quantities 
of paper money for the purpose of re- 
pudiating its national debt. In so doing 
Germany wrecked her middle class and 
jeopardized the economic life of the en- 
tire country. France met its debt by 
reducing the value of the franc. When 
the war was on, American soldiers in 
France could buy six French francs with 
an American dollar. A few years later 
the traveler could buy 30 and 40, or even 
50 francs with an American dollar. It 
was the only course that France could 
pursue. They simply could not pay the 
debt with the old measuring stick. They 
were compelled partially to repudiate. 
Russia, Turkey, Austria all deliberately 
repudiated the debts created by the war. 
Repudiate is a hard word. It grates on 
our ears. I know of no other word that 
so accurately describes the facts when 
debts are not fully paid. England, with 
a great flourish, returned to the gold 
standard and made a noble effort to pay 
her obligations as they had been con- 
tracted. Soon England was obliged 
again to modify her financial system 
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and went off the gold standard. She was 
compelled to increase her currency; in 
other words, it was found necessary to 
ease the situation for the national 
treasury. 

WORLD WAR NO. 2 


Unquestionably, World War No. 2 is 
creating a condition in the financial 
world that cannot be measured by any 
standards used in the past. The Con- 
gress has already appropriated—not only 
authorized but appropriated—more than 
$206,000,000,000 for the war. We are 
now spending at a rate of one and one- 
half billion dollars a week. We are pro- 
posing to raise by taxation about one- 
half billion dollars per week. In other 
words, we are going into the red at the 
rate of $1,000,000,000 a week. Of course, 
these figures are fantastic; we cannot 
comprehend them. Someone interrupted 
a speaker the other day, saying, “Do you 
really mean millions, billions, or tril- 
lions?” A crude story, but it illustrates 
our inability to measure or to compre- 
hend the financial dilemma in which we 
find ourselves. The serious part of it 
is that we cannot stop. We simply have 
to go on and on, in order to win this 
war, before we can even take stock and 
consider our position. As a Congress- 
man, I have voted for the appropriations, 
and I shall continue to do so, but I realize 
that there must be some sort of readjust- 
ment. The Federal debt will be so co- 
lossal, when Japan begs for mercy. that 
it simply cannot be paid by cash on the 
barrelhead, like a grocery bill. The in- 
terest rate must be lowered in order to 
make it possible to carry the increasing 
debt. This will tend to check all in- 
terest rates. 

Without doubt, the American people 
are determined to pay for this war, so 
far as possible, by current taxes. Those 
who are buying the bonds to finance the 
war are participating in its support with- 
out material sacrifice except as they are 
denying themselves necessities in order 
to make an investment. The taxpayers 
of the after-war period will meet the in- 
terest and principal on these bonds. The 
country will probably experience a great 
industrial development, even during the 
Teadjustment period. We are a rich, 
stable Nation with great resources. The 
only cost of the war which will bear 
terribly upon us is the cost in life. Dur- 
ing this period farm prices will be sub- 
ject to fluctuation and pressure. Farm- 
ers have an important part to play be- 
cause they must feed the men who work 
in industries, in armed forces, and pos- 
sibly after the war they may be called 
upon to feed a great part of the world, 
until agricultural production is resumed. 
Increased farm costs must of necessity 
be reflected in the prices paid the farm- 
ers. Their production is just as essen- 
tial as munitions. 

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT 


No people in all history have been as 
patient as the farmers of the United 
States in paying interest on borrowed 
money secured by farm mortgages. In- 
terest rates have generally been high, 
and as much as 5 percent a month has 
been collected from farmers. The usual 
rates were 10 percent annually in many 
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communities in which I have lived. This 
high interest charge has been a severe 
drain upon the land-owning farmers 
throughout the more than a century and 
a half during which America has been 
areal factor in feeding the civilized world. 
In The Rise of American Civilization, 
written by Charles and Mary Beard, I 
find these words: 

In the development of every great civiliza- 
tion in the past there had come to the top 
groups of rich and enterprising businessmen 
devoted to commerce, industry, and finance. 
The sources of their fortunes varied and their 
modes of acquisition differed from age to 
age, but they formed a dynamic element in 
every ancient society that passed beyond the 
primitive stage of culture, and everywhere 
they advanced with deadly precision on the 
classes which derived their sustenance from 
agriculture. 


These burdensome charges continued 
without effective legislative interruption 
until Woodrow Wilson became President 
of the United States in 1913. To relieve 
business from the exactions of a small 
financial group. President Wilson asked 
the Congress for the enactment of a law 
which led to the creation of the Federal 
Reserve banks. To relieve farmers he 
asked for the organization of a Federal 
financial agency which is now known as 
the Farm Credit Administration. The 
object and original idea of the Federal 
Farm Credit system was to give the farm- 
ers of America some relief from the ex- 
cessively high interest charges the finan- 
cial world had exacted from those en- 
gaged in agriculture, 


THE 5-PERCENT ASSESSMENT 


The original plan for the Federal land 
banks called for the formation of local 
associations of 10 or more members. 
Each borrower was to pay into the treas- 
ury of the local association, 5 percent of 
the amount he borrowed. This money 
was to be invested in stock of the Fed- 
eral land bank, by the local association, 
and the borrower got an equal amount 
of association stock. The originators of 
the plan probably reasoned that the 5 
percent taken from each borrower would 
operate to hold the local group together 
and firmly fix their interest in the local 
organization, which was supposed to be 
cooperative. The facts of the case are 
that the 5 percent exacted from each 
borrower was really used to guarantee 
the loans of the borrower’s associates in 
the local association. Interest paid by 
borrowers varied from 4 to 6% percent. 
As we have already seen, the borrower 
really received only 95 percent of the 
amount for which he applied but he paid 
interest on the whole amount. 

The sponsors of the act probably 
thought the provision requiring the 5- 
percent exaction would bind the local 
association members so they would pro- 
tect.each other, look after the collection 
of interest and principal, and thereby 
make the associations strong and effec- 
tive. It had just the opposite effect. 
Every borrower was impressed by the 
fact that he had to surrender 5 percent 
of the amount of his note. He regarded 
this the same as the commission he had 
sometimes been forced to pay for pri- 
vate loans. In almost one-half of all 
the loans, this 5 percent was or will be 
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lost to the borrower. Naturally, he made 
allowance by increasing the size of his 
loan. His associates on the Board of Di- 
rectors approved the amount; as they 
also were borrowers. They did just what 
any ordinary group of men would do, 
they helped each other, Loans were 
sometimes made on dubious security 
causing heavy losses in the local associa- 
tion. More than 60 percent of these as- 
sociations became insolvent. 

There is no question now but that the 
5-percent assessment resulted in many 
bad loans and was largely the cause of 
the insolvent conditions in which we 
found the local associations when this 
administration came into power in 
March 1933. Some of the regional banks 
became so deeply involved that they had 
to secure assistance from other regional 
association. That was true of the Fed- 
eral land bank at Spokane, Wash, 

Perhaps the makers of the law were 
either directly or indirectly influenced 
by the investment bankers and insurance 
companies which wished to reduce to a 
minimum the strength of another lend- 
ing agency in the field which they had 
found so fertile and so profitable. 

LAND-BANK BONDS 


The original theory was that the re- 
gional banks could each go into the 
money markets of the United States to 
borrow the necessary money on bonds 
and lend it to the farmers through the 
locals. This set-up was supposed to af- 
ford an opportunity for investors to pur- 
chase bonds in a solvent financial in- 
stitution. Many people assumed that this 
was an investment in Federal securities 
guaranteed by the Government. Since 
1933 bonds have been issued by the re- 
gional banks, known as the consolidated 
bonds. These are a lien upon the assets 
of all 12 of the Federal land banks. 


JOINT-STOCE LAND BANKS 


The original act also enabled private 
investors to organize private lending 
agencies known as joint-stock land 
banks, in which an individual borrower 
was allowed to borrow up to $50,000, pay- 
ing not over 6 percent interest on amor- 
tized loans. This provision was forced 
as a sop to the banking world. Many 
of these joint-stock land banks became 
fertile fields for financial manipulators. 
Unquestionably, the investing public was 
led to believe by some bond salesmen 
that bonds issued by these joint-stock 
land banks would be made good by the 
Federal Government, and investors really 
believed they were buying Federal securi- 
ties. In March 1933 many of these joint- 
stock land banks also found themselves 
in financial difficulty. The law permit- 
ting this activity was substantially re- 
pealed in that year and a plan of liqui- 
dation for these banks was incorporated 
into legislation. 

DECLINE OF THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM 


After the stock-market disaster of 1929 
farmers, in large numbers, were forced 
to default on payment of interest and 
principal. In March 1933, when the pres- 
ent administration took up the reins of 
government, it was found necessary to 
make direct appropriations from the 
Treasury to support the Farm Credit Sys- 
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tem. The Agriculture Committee of the 
House was then given jurisdiction over 
this legislation which had previously 
been handled by the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee. Since that time a per- 
sistent effort has been made to rewrite 
the Federal Farm Loan Act, so as to make 
the Federal land banks workable as sta- 
ble lending agencies able to do business 
as satisfactorily as the private bankers 
and insurance companies.. The business 
of these Federal banks has been falling 
off rapidly for some years, because of the 
antiquated methods and procedures un- 
cer the act, and especially because of the 
5-percent assessment. Only about 1 in 
10 of farm loan applications comes now 
to the Federal loan associations. They 
get the least desirable business. At one 
time one-half of the farm loans were 
made through these agencies. If the 
Government allows this condition to con- 
tinue, and Congress refuses to rewrite 
the act, the institution must be liqui- 
dated. This will leave the field to private 
lending agencies. Every farm borrower 
who formerly paid 8 and 10 percent in- 
terest knows full well that the Federal 
Farm Credit System has been the life- 
saver for American agriculture. It must 
be maintained. Unless it is modernized 
and revamped by legislation, it cannot 
survive. 

For 10 years the Agriculture Commit- 
tee of the House has realized this situa- 
tion and has known that the act must 
be amended and changed in many de- 
tails; in fact, rewritten. Long and ex- 
tensive hearings have been held and 
much testimony has been taken. Such 
legislation has been strongly and vig- 
orously opposed by the investment bank- 
ers and the insurance companies who 
want no further real competition from 
the Federal land banks. They want this 
field left to them. 

ATTEMPTED LEGISLATION IN 1942 


Early in 1942 I introduced a bill 
amending and changing the Federal 
Farm Loan Act in many particulars. 
Chairman FULMER, of the committee, also 
introduced such a bill. Extensive hear- 
ings were again held and much testimony 
was taken. Many hours were given to 
discussion in the committee. Among the 
features of the attempted legislation was 
a repeal of the 5-percent stock assess- 
ment upon borrowers. At one time, the 
farm organizations—the National 
Grange, the American Farm Bureau Fed- 
eration, and the Farmers’ Union—united 
in recommending that the 5-percent be 
no longer exacted from borrowers. How- 
ever, two of these organizations, the Na- 
tional Grange and the Farm Bureau, 
withdrew their recommendations for this 
repeal. In the bill which I introduced it 
was provided as a compromise that 1 
percent should be exacted from the bor- 
rower as a guaranty of his neighbors’ 
loans. A further 1 percent would be col- 
lected and returned, without interest, 
when the loan was repaid. There were 
further provisions for dividing the earn- 
ings of the system, the local associations 
being assured part of the revenue. 

The bill also gave the Governor of the 
Farm Credit Administration extensive 
authority in revamping loans that were 


6909 


found to be overloans, and he was given 
the right to reduce loans to amounts 
which could really be paid from the earn- 
ings of the mortgaged properties. The 
bills made much needed changes in ex- 
isting law. The interest rate was to be 
fixed at 34% percent till 1946, upon all 
notes due the Federal land banks, or the 
Federal Farm Mortgage Corporation. 
After 1946 the land bank borrower was 
to be obliged to pay 14% percent more 
than the average interest rate on bonds 
Sold by the land banks. This was con- 
sidered the cost of doing business. 

Had we been able to pass either of the 
bills, the system would have been reha- 
bilitated and would have been a real sta- 
bilizer in the matter:of interest rates. 
Much agitation against the bills was ini- 
tiated by the mortgage companies 
throughout the United States. This 
well-organized and richly financed op- 
position poured many letters of protest 
on the members of the committee. A bill 
was finally reported out by the commit- 
tee with the recommendation that “it do 
pass” and the committee chairman was 
authorized to appear before the Rules 
Committee asking for a rule for its early 
consideration by the House. That privi- 
lege has never been granted. 

PIERCE INTEREST BILL—H. R, 6315 


Federal land bank interest contract 
rates have varied from 4 to 614 percent. 
In 1935, interest on all outstanding 
farmers’ notes to the banks was, by law, 
reduced to 342 percent and by 2-year 
renewals that interest rate has been 
maintained. Shortly after the 1942 
hearings on the big farm-credit bill had 
commenced, I became convinced that 
there was danger that the investment 
kankers, with their insurance company 
allies, would possibly be able to defeat 
all legislation revamping the farm credit 
system, the same as they had done in 
previous years, and that Federal farm 
interest would snap back to the high 
contract rates. I therefore introduced a 
bill—H. R. 6315—which provided for the 
continuation of the rate of 344 percent 
interest on all farm-credit loans for 2 
years from July 1, 1942. This bill was 
reported out of the Agriculture Commit- 
tee at the same time the committee re- 
ported the complete bill. The Rules 
Committee granted a rule on H. R. 6315, 
and the bill was passed by the House 
without opposition. It was slightly 
amended in the Senate and went to con- 
ference. The conference report was ac- 
cepted by both Houses and it went to the 
President. After some hesitation the 
President signed my bill, and the 31⁄2- 
percent interest is now the fixed rate 
until July 1, 1944. 

When the President signed H. R. 6315, 
he issued a statement in which he called 
attention to the fact that the whole law 
must be rewritten and that the bill was 
not a complete answer to the need for a 
new Farm Credit Act. In these state- 
ments he was preeminently correct. 

This act will save the farmers of Ore- 
gon about a million dollars in interest. 
It will also serve as a yardstick to regu- 
late the interest on private loans, It 
will, during the course of its life, save 
$60,000,000 in interest to those farmers 
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who have borrowed from the Federal 
Farm Credit System. However, if the 
farmers are to enjoy a reasonable rate of 
interest upon the money that they must 
borrow on their lands, the basic law must 
be rewritten and modernized so the bor- 
rowers may get the full benefit of the 
lower interest to which they are entitled. 
I hope the Committee on Agriculture will 
complete this task next. session. 


PIERCE ACT SAVINGS TO FARMERS IN SECOND 
DISTRICT 


The estimated interest saving to farm- 
ers in the Second Congressional] District 
of Oregon on Farm Credit and Commis- 
sioner’s loans resulting from passage of 
the Pierce bill—H, R. 6315—is as follows: 
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FARM PURCHASING POWER INCREASED 


This reduction in farm interest rates 
means a definite increase in farmer pur- 
chasing power. It has meant to Oregon 
farmers alone almost $5,000,000 since I 
have been in the Congress, and to the 
farmers of America a quarter of a billion 
- dollars. 

The fundamental issue. in all this 
farm-credit legislation is whether some 
increased purchasing power shall be 
lodged with the farmers, or taken from 
them and given to the investment bank- 
ers and speculators. The triple-A farm 
program has increased farm purchasing 
power. The whole purpose of the parity- 
price legislation is to give farmers rea- 
sonable purchasing power. ; 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox), 
Under previous order of the House, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. GEAR- 
HART] is recognized for 6 minutes, 

FARM-LABOR SHORTAGE 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr, Speaker, a crisis 
exists in California. 

With bumper crops maturing and the 
harvest season upon us, there is a farm- 
labor shortage of over 50,000 essential 
agricultural workers. 

Unless this farm labor is supplied 
within the next 20 days, crops to the 
value of millions of dollars will rot on 
the vines, trees, and in the fields, tre- 
Mendous quantities of foodstuffs which 
the Army and Navy are pleading for, 
will be lost and farmers to the numbers 
of tens of thousands will be bankrupt. 

To permit these consequences of gov- 
ernmental procrastination to develop 
when by heroic governmental action it 
can be prevented, is unthinkable. 

And unless all bureaucratic regula- 
tions are slashed, all departmental red 
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tape is cut, and action is obtained within 
the next 24 hours, that is exactly what is 
bound to ensue. 

While I am sounding this warning and 
voicing this appeal as a Californian, the 
crisis which is developing is one which 
affects the entire Nation, every agricul- 
tural crop, wherever it is grown. From 
all over the country comes the cry. from 
the farmers for farm labor. 

Is the Government of the people of 
the United States the government which 
has remained passive and inactive up 
until just a few weeks ago, the Govern- 
ment which was warned over 8 months 
ago of that which has now come to pass, 
going to do nothing about this? 

Crops must be harvested when they 
mature, some of them the instant that 
they have matured. Such are the de- 
mands upon the attention of the vine- 
yardist. His grapes are ripening, the 
sugar content is high, and they must be 
harvested within the next 3 weeks. Da- 
bor in great numbers is needed at this 
precise moment. S 

Because the raisin is regarded as the 
fighting man’s best food, the Govern- 
ment of the United States has issued an 
order that all Muscats, Sultanas, and 
Thompson Seedless grapes shall be con- 
verted into raisins. This means that 
none of these varieties of grapes will be 
picked for sale upon the fresh-fruit 
market nor will any part or portion of 
them be crushed for wine making. 

The direct consequence of this order 
will be to increase the normal produc- 
tion of raisin grapes of 206,000 tons to 
in excess of 300,000 tons, provided, of 
course, no part or portion of the grape 
crop is lost because of the scarcity of 
farm labor. 

Another consequence of this freezing 
order is the shortening of the picking 
season from 5 to 2 or possibly 3 weeks, 

And the shortage in grape pickers at 
this time approximates 29,000. Unless 
labor to this extent is recruited and is at 
work in the vineyards within the next 2 
weeks, the financial loss to the farmers 
and the loss in food supply to the Army 
and Navy will be colossal, 

Mr. Speaker, we must have action, and 
we must have it right now. The red tape 
must be cut, all corners must be rounded, 
bureaucratic regulations must be kicked 
out of the window, certificates of neces- 
sity must be ignored or a food tragedy 
of major proportions will be enacted 
within the next few weeks. 

An executive agreement has been exe- 
cuted between the Government of the 
United States and the Republic of Mex- 
ico for the importation of upward of 
50,000 farm laborers. The program is 
endorsed by farm and labor organiza- 
tions alike. ‘The American Federation 
of Labor and the Congress of Industrial 
Organizationsare cooperating fully, The 
President of the United States, by Exec- 
utive order, has allocated $500,000 from 
the emergency funds for use in defraying 
recruitment and transportation costs. 

Though all legalistic phases have been 
fully cared for, high ranking govern- 
mental agencies continue to consult and 
consult, but to no result, The ablest and 
most efficient officials in the executive 
departments and war agencies are fa- 
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miliar with the necessities for immediate 
action. Many of them are at the head 
of offices which are responsible in part 
for the efficient management of this con- 
templated mass migration of agricultu- 
ralemployees. ‘The trouble lies not in a 
lack of ability on the part of any of these 
thoroughly competent officials. It lies 
entirely in divided authority. If there 
ever has been a demonstration of the 
truism that too many cooks can spoil the 
broth, the handling of the Mexican 
farm-labor movement could be cited as 
the perfect example, 

If authority to deal with this problem 
could be centered in any one of those 
executives who have been acting up to 
date in respect to various phases of this 
program, our problems would be solved 
overnight, the labor would be at the 
farmer’s gate, and our crops would be 
saved. 

Mr. Speaker, the vineyardists of cen- 
tral California last night assembled at 
Fresno, Calif., in a tremendous mass 
meeting for the purpose of discussing 
with each other this all-important prob- 
lem of an insufficient labor supply and 
for the further purpose of demonstrat- 
ing to Federal authorities and to the 
country the necessity for immediate ac- 
tion to meet this rapidly developing cri- 
sis, At the conclusion of their delibera- 
tions the more than 2,500 farmers who 
participated in the gathering unani- 
mously directed that certain telegrams 
be immediately dispatched to various 
high-ranking public officers, both State 
and National, 

Among these telegrams was one ad- 
dressed to all of the members of the Cali- 
fornia delegation in the Congress of the 
United States. Because the facts and 
circumstances of this critical vineyard 
problem are in this telegram succinctly 
and most forcibly set forth, with the in- 
dulgence of the membership, I will read 
from a copy of the one which was ad- 
dressed to myself: 


Hon. BERTRAND W. GEARHART, 
Representative in Congress, 
Washington, D. C.: 

California farmers in mass meeting assem- 
bled in the Fresno memorial auditorium to- 
night have directed telegrams to the Presi- 
dent, Secretary of Agriculture Wickard, Man- 
power Administrator McNutt, and others 
again urgently appealing for immediate re- 
lief in meeting the critical labor shortage 
which has already resulted in the loss of some 
crops and threatens the destruction of many 
more. For months we have been appealing 
for the importation of Mexican labor, but in 
spite of ail our appeals the results to date 
have been exactly nothing, Already thou- 
sands of acres of sugar beets have been lost 
and the early fruit crops suffered materially. 
Our raisin variety grapes have been frozen by 
War Production Board order so that we can- 
not now deliver them to the wineries or ship 
them to the fresh markets and if, because of 
the labor shortage, we are unable to make 
them into raisins, the growers face the choice 
of either bankruptcy or being victimized by 
ruthless exploiters. The peach and tomato 
and fall sugar-beet harvest season is here. 
Cotton and flax will be coming soon, Im the 
meantime the problem of our desperate need 
for adequate labor to harvest our crops has 
been brushed off because of petty political 
wrangling between the Farm Security Ad- 
ministration, United States Employment 
Service, and many other departments en- 
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meshed in a maze of academic and social 
_ theories. The time has come to end this 
dilly-dallying, and once more we appeal to 
you as our elected Representatives to put 
forth every effort to stop these inexcusable 
delays and get us the needed action now. 
AL. J. Brown, 
Chairman of Mass Meeting. 


Mr. Speaker, with the further indul- 
gence of the membership, I will now read 
a telegram which was dispatched to the 
Honorable Paul V. McNutt, the Chair- 
man-Director of the War Manpower. 
Commission by the chairman of this mass 
meeting, Mr. Al. J. Brown, who, inciden- 
tally, is one of the best informed agricul- 
turists in the United States. Mr. Brown’s 
telegram is as follows: 


Hon. PauL V. McNutt, 
Director, War Manpower Commission, 
Washington, D. C.: 

California farmers, in mass meeting assem- 
bled at the Municipal Auditorium in Fresno 
tonight, again appeal to you to use the power 
and the influence of your office to bring about 
the immediate importation of Mexican labor 
to assist us in the harvesting of our crops now 
threatened with disaster. Any attempt to 
substitute so-called white-collar workers, 
male or female, for experienced agricultural 
workers is foredoomed to failure. Experience 
has already shown that such substitute labor 
is incapable of performing the tasks assigned 
to them and is dangerous to the health of 
such workers themsélyes. Repeated attempts 
to find experienced farm labor in California 
and other neighboring States have failed 
and we are convinced that the importation of 
Mexicans is the only solution to this prob- 
lem. We appeal to you to issue the necessary 
directives to enforce the full-time occupa- 
tion of available labor and to effect the im- 
mediate importation of competent and expe- 
rienced labor from Mexico in order that our 
crops will not be destroyed. 

AL. J. Brown, 
Chairman of Mass Meeting. 


Mr. Speaker, in addition to the tele- 
gram which the chairman of the mass 
meeting of central California vineyard- 
ists sent to the chairman of the War 
Manpower Commission, he also dis- 
patched a telegram to the Honorable 
Claude R. Wickard, the Secretary of 
Agriculture, a telegram which I will, for 
the purpose of the Recorp, read at this 
point. 


Hon. CLAUDE R. WICKARD, 
Secretary of Agriculture, 
Washington, D. C.: 

On September 8, 1941, you called together 
the farm leaders of the Western States for 
conference in Salt Lake City. At that time 
you stat-d that this country must not only 
be the arsenal of democracy, but the bread 
basket as well. Since that time the Federal 
Government has repeatedly appealed to the 
farmers to produce more food and fiber for 
victory. In February of this year farm lead- 
ers of California, meeting in Sacramento with 
representatives of your office, forecast the 
critical labor shortage which is now upon us. 
Our men have been taken into the military 
forces and recruited into war industries. We 
recently wired your department appealing 
for the help of your department but with- 
out result. Without labor to harvest the 
crops which we have produced, what are we 
going to do? Once again the farmers of 
California, assembled in mass meeting in the 
municipal auditorium in Fresno tonight, 
appeal directly to you to use the power and 
influence of your office to bring in from our 
neighboring country of Mexico at once the 
type of experienced labor that is ready and 
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willing to work at present attractive wages, 
thus saving our crops from destruction and 
conserving the food so necessary to the prose- 
cution of the war effort. 
AL, J. Brown, 
Chairman of Mass Meeting. 


Mr. Speaker, in anticipation of the 
assembling of the vineyardists of central 
California in mass meeting, Mr. A. 
Setrakian, one of California’s most fa- 
mous agricultural economists, invited 
the Governor of the State of California, 
the Honorable Culbert L. Olson, to at- 
tend the meeting and, in the name of 
his farmer associates, beseeched the 
Governor’s cooperation in bringing our 
western labor supply problem to the at- 
tention of the President of the United 
States and other high-ranking officials. 

During the course of the mass meeting 
the following telegram was received from 
Governor Olson. As it was then read to 
the assembled farmers, I will, with the 
further indulgences of my colleagues, 
read it to the riembership of the House 
of Representatives: 


Mr. A. SETRAKIAN, 
Rowell Building, Fresno, Calif.: 

Regret sincerely my inability to be with 
you in your meeting tonight. For your in- 
formation have today sent following fast wire 
to President, Wickard, and McNutt: 

“California agriculturists and State officials 
have been negotiating for several months rel- 
ative importation Mexican farm workers. For 
past 3 or 4 weeks we have been repeatedly 
assured that everything possible was being 
done, that help would shortly be available, 
and that the respective governments had 
reached an understanding on all details; but 
even now the Federal committee on. the im- 
portation sits in Washington playing with 
red tape and wrangling over petty procedures, 
while in the meantime assuring us that action 
is forthcoming and that we should look to 
available local help in the interim. Crops 
are wasting and spoiling in California. Every 
possible use is being made of all local sup- 
plies of labor, We must haye help now. The 
vague assurances and promises of the past 
will not harvest our vital crops. We beg of 
you to immediately put an end to the cur- 
rent academic debates in Washington on this 
subject. Send recruiting teams into Mexico 
and send someone to California with full 
authority to handle this matter now in a 
direct practical fashion. Our crops cannot 
and must not be forced to await the launch- 
ing of any complicated resettlement project. 
Please advise by return wire when we will 
get Mexicans here where needed. Matter has 
been delayed to the point of negligence and 
will have serious effect upon our entire war 
effort.” 

Feel it most necessary your group pass 
resolution tonight manifesting extreme 
urgency and need, with demand for imme- 
diate and courageous action by responsible 
Federal authorities. Best regards. 

CULBERT L. OLSON, 
Governor of California. 


Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of the 
mass meeting and in accordance with 
the direction of the farmers who com- 
posed it, the telegram which I will now 
read was dispatched to the Governor of 
the State of California over the signa- 
ture of its chairman, Mr. Al, J. Brown, of 
Fresno: 

Hon. CULBERT L. OLSON, 
Governor, State of California, 
Sacramento, Calif.: 

This will acknowledge with thanks your 

telegram of today with copy of telegram sent 
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by you to the President. The War Production 
Board has placed an embargo on our raisin 
variety grapes. Under this order we cannot 
gell these varieties to the wineries and we 
cannot ship them for table use, but are re- 
quired to make them into raisins. Serious 
losses have already been incurred in the pro- 
duction of sugar beets and still more will be 
lost if sufficient labor is not provided at once. 
This also applies to vegetables, fruits, fibers, 
and other crops. Grapes are now coming 
into harvest with woefully insufficient labor 
ir sight for picking the crop and turning the 
trays. The time for harvesting cotton and 
flax, also vitally essential to the war effort, 
will soon be upon us. Once again the farmers 
of eentral California, in mass meeting as- 
sembled in Fresno tonight, appeal to you, as 
Governor of our State, to continue to exer- 
cise the full power of your office to bring 
about the importation of Mexican labor im- 
mediately in order that the crops we have 
produced may be harvested, and in order 
that we may make our proper contribution to 
the war effort, instead of suffering the dis- 
astrous losses that threaten us in the absence 
of agricultural labor necessary to the harvest- 
ing of these crops. 
AL. J. Brown, 
Chairman of Mass Meeting. 


Mr. Speaker, as a last and desperate 
effort to win the full and complete and 
immediate cooperation of the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the find- 
ing of a solution of this problem fraught, 
as it is, with such disaster to all of the 
vineyardists of the State of California, 
the Chairman of the meeting addressed a 
telegram to the President of the United 
States, a telegraphic appeal in these 
words: 


The Honorable FRANKLIN DELANO ROOSEVELT, 
President of the United States, 
Washington, D.C.‘ 

California farmers, assembled in mass 
meeting at the Municipal Auditorium in 
Fresno tonight, appeal to you for imme- 
diate assistance in solving our critical labor 
problems necessary to harvest this year's 
crops. We were overjoyed to learn of the 
appropriation for purposes of importing 
needod labcr and hoped that immediate 
action would be forthcoming, but we under- 
stand that various governmental Bureaus 
are still wrangling over unimportant details 
while our crops are in peril. As farmers we 
have answered the appeal of the Govern- 
ment to produce more food and fiber for 
victory, but the armed services and war in- 
dustries have drained our manpower to the 
point that now we must have immediate 
relief to harvest our crops. In our opinion, 
importation of Mexican labor is the only 
solution to our problem, and we appeal to 
you, as the highest authority in Government, 
to cut red tape among Departments, as sug- 
gested to you in today’s telegram from our 
Governor Olson, and speed the arrival of 
necessary labor to prevent the loss of crops 
which have been produced to aid in the war 
effort. 

Au, J. Brown, 
Chairman of Mass Meeting. 


Mr. Speaker, from a review of these 
telegraphic expressions it ought to be- 
come quite clear, even to the most 
obtuse, that California agriculture is 
now faced with a situation which cannot 
be ignored. Immediate and drastic 
action by Federal authority offers the 
only relief from the dilemma which is 
ours. 

If we can but cut the red tape, slash 
the bureaucratic regulations, round the 
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corners, and concentrate the manage- 
ment of this mass migration in the hands 
of a single, uninterfered-with Govern- 
ment official, manpower will be on its 
way to California within 24 hours. 

A few buglers, a few eloquent orators, 
masters of the Mexican language, and a 
few special trains will accomplish the 
ends so devoutly to be wished for. 

Mr. Speaker, can we not get action? 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include a number of tele- 
grams recently sent from California to 
Washington with respect to this subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr, ELIZALDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recor». 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


SPECIAL ORDER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous ord: of the House, the gentle- 
man from Alabama {Mr. PATRICK] is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I sin- 
cerely hope I am able to know my status 
and realize the limitations of my political 
stature here now. No Congressman with 
his full faculties about him feels for- 
ward after getting from his constituents 
the message that came to me when the 
voters of my district last expressed them- 
selves at the polls. It ill becomes a bird 
with a recently clipped wing to attempt 
any feats of high fiying, yet, even so, I 
do hope you will bear with me for a few 
words today. 

Elbert Hubbard defined mental dis- 
solution as that point at which a man has 
become so satisfied with his ideas of gov- 
ernment and human behavior that he is 
not satisfied with those of anybody else. 
Our ship of state is making its most mo- 
mentous voyage. She is sailing under 
sealed orders. On board her are our 
plans, our ideas, our aggregated informa- 
tion, but only that which we are able 
to bring into the whole can be used, The 
most important thing is to get the best 
plans and ideas and the most possible of 
vital information into a compact and 
usable whole. Your ideas standing out 
and alone, no matter how sound, cannot 
be used. Only those ideas and plans can 
be utilized which are woven into a fabric 
that can be recognized and accepted. 
That is a part of war’s one great de- 
mand for unity. It is not merely a doc- 
trine of unity of purpose. War demands 
unity of program—unity of action. War 
strength demands a general and positive 
adherence. 

Our affairs must be conducted from 
this Nation’s Capito] so as to give to the 
citizen who is studying the wards of those 
here a more expanded, a more Capable 
and vigorous approach. When first I got 
permission to use this time it was my in- 
tention to cite certain speeches and com- 
mitments by Members of this body. Then 
I decided against it, for this speech is not 
meant to offend or injure any person, cer- 
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tainly no Member of this Congress. I be- 
lieve in this Congress. It is my belief that 
our Nation may be better served by those 
who are here and have been through the 
work than by bringing in those who have 
not gone through with the educational 
experiences of the past 2% years that 
can only be had in Congress. But 
there is a dangerous tendency on the 
part of Members to assail things that are 
comparatively trivial, yet which have a 
disturbing influence on the people over 
the country. I get letters from all over 
the Nation, letters from those who are 
made miserable and are alarmed over 
some critical statement by some Member 
of Congress. In several instances facts 
have subsequently revealed that the 
speech or statement was inspired by lack 
of information, and in a few cases by ac- 
tual misinformation. The people in this 
country want unity of thought and ac- 
tion. They want to see the right thing 
done by our Nation and by their soldiers 
who are fighting for the Nation’s cause. 
It is a cruel and heartless thing, aside 
from the injury it does, to have disturb- 
ing statements, unfounded though they 
may be, to go out from the very seat of 
government, from the lawmaking part 
of the country’s Washington assemblage. 
Think of the harm of it as weil as the 
misery it entails. In the Appendix to one 
copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD I ob- 
served nine different and unrelated at- 
tacks on the manner of handling the war 
effort, and to me all of them—every one 
of them—seemed either frivolous or fan- 
ciful, and two subsequently proved to be 
unfounded in entirety. All over the Na- 
tion our people are in a high state of 
nervous tension. This is and should be 
the case. Members of their families are 
in the service of this country. More are 
going in with every passing day. Any 
Member of this body who gives a heedless 
call of alarm or who cries “Wolf! wolf!” 
without full and complete reason is doing 
a tremendous disservice to the detriment 
of his Nation and his Nation’s people. 

The whole program is not going to be 
carried forth to the entire approval of 
any one man. There is not an officer in 
command who expects to see every detail 
of his perfected. There must be a great 
unity of program emanating from the 
plans and ideas of many men. Certain 
persons are and must be in command, 
some in military command and some in 
civil command, and in time of war it is 
our duty as individuals of a war Congress 
to convey to the program by every means 
we may discover any contributing thing 
that may come to us, and to refrain from 
doing that which will of its nature dis- 
rupt and disturb the unity, which is the 
strength, of our march against our great 
and dangerous foe. We are asking, for 
ourselves and for their own sakes, that 
every person contribute all he can to 
making our war effort its very most. We 
are calling for the purchase of stamps 
and bonds, calling for the curtailment of 
many things used, calling for savings and 
gathering of scrap, remnant, and so on. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATRICK. I yield gladly to the 
gentieman from Oregon. 
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Mr. PIERCE. Do I understand you 
think that any criticisms aimed, for in- 
stance, at the rubber program, should 
not be made by Congressmen? 

Mr. PATRICK. No; of course not. 
There have been several instances of 
criticism backed by such superficial in- 
formation that it was proved later to be 
not founded on fact at all. I am speak- 
ing of the multitudinous s‘nall criticisms 
upon the general war effort. I am sure 
the gentleman gets his communications 
from the people having lack of heart; 
reciting things that disturb their con- 
fidence and faith in the proper carrying 
on of the war program, that tend to 
weaken what they would ctherwise do, 
and make them half-hearted in doing it. 

Mr. PIERCE. Will the gentleman 
yield further? 

Mr. PATKICK. I yield. 

Mr. PIERCE. You remember the 
Congress when emissaries came from 
England and France and asked for pro- 
duction in this country, shortly after the 
War was started? You recall, no doubt, 
the effort put out by Members of the 
Congress to modify the taxation laws so 
that people who manufactured and made 
these excess profits should not make 
them; that they should not be taken by 
the Treasury? You remember the agi- 
tation that went on? 

Mr. PATRICK. Yes. 

Mr. PIERCE. Should that not have 
been brought out? 

Mr. PATRICK. Why, certainly, 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, may I 
have 2 additional minutes? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair wishes to state that under special 
orders heretofore granted a number of 
other Members are waiting. The Chair 
would be willing to sit and hear the gen- 
tleman after those other Members have 
spoken. 

Mr. PATRICK. I will be glad to do 
that, and if I can get unanimous con- 
sent, I will yield to the gentleman from 
Oregon. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, holding the next special order, 
I will gladly stand aside for the addi- 
tional 2 minutes, as far as I am con- 
cerned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman may proceed 
for an additional 2 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PIERCE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PATRICK. I yield. 

Mr. PIERCE. I agree with the gentle- 
man in general that you are correct, 
that we should refrain from criticism, 
but when things are plainly mismanaged 
it seems that they should be properly 
attended to. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I will 
not yield any further because I only have 
2 minutes. 

When one has just criticism, he 
should go to the direct authority and 
department responsible in that in- 
stance and an understanding can always 
be had, if he can get an approach, and 
he usually can, and avoid doing that 
which will disturb and disrupt the con- 
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fidence of the people in the war they 
‘are trying their very best to get behind 
with all they have. 

How can we expect to inspire the 
proper and whole-hearted effort, the con- 
fident effort necessary to win this war if 
we ourselv2s send disheartening and dis- 
couraging messages that tend to make 
our people feel what they do will be 
blunted by those in command or in au- 
thority? It is not the case and it is to 
be deplored that the matter even has to 
be mentioned here as I am now doing. 
But let us have a friendly understand- 
ing. Let us enter into this now. I beg 
of you—as an American who loves his 
country and who wishes to see its course 
prevail, I beg of you to enter into the 
spirit of confidence and determination, to 
become a sympathetic and contributing 
part of the drive behind the punch that 
will win this war. It cannot be done by 
microscopic efforts to discover a remote 
flaw in some small brick in our national 
structure. ‘Time moves too violently and 
fast. The work of the hour is too all 
important. The general dangers are too 
great. War’s need for unity and single- 
ness of effort is too demanding. It can 
only be that those who have been en- 
gaging in this practice have not consid- 
ered the misery and danger that flows 
from their utterances. They should re- 
member that they are members of this 
body and as such their words sink deep 
into the ears of those who hear them 
and into the hearts of those who read 
them. It disheartens and slows down 
action all over the country. Donald Nel- 
son recently stated that in this war time 
is only on our side when it is used by us. 
We must do our most and with utmost 
speed. We are all in an all-out war. 
Our hand cannot be more to the plow 
than it is. An American air front has 
already been opened. Lieutenant Bor- 
ders, from Birmingham, Ala., was in on 
it. All we have is pledged and all we 
have is at stake. All we believe in and 
live for is behind it. Let us have no 
plucking at the timbers of the founda- 
tion of the temple. 

We may not be perfect, but when I look 
for our leadership and find the names of 
MacArthur, Leahy, Nelson, Hull, Mar- 
shall, Roosevelt—yes, and the names of 
Henderson, McNutt, Baruch, Gormley— 
it gives me a feeling that strength is being 
aggregated, and that the time is fast 
approaching when that strength can be 
found amassed, amassed together with 
the strength of marching men, fighting 
soldiers, collected tanks, fine-spun air- 
plane work, seamen, undersea men, and 
marines—all with the spirit that gave 
America her birth, has kept her flaming 
life—all into a powerful whole that will 
do for freedom and democracy the one 
thing we all had in mind when war was 
declared. We must keep the faith. And 
we cannot keep that faith when by small 
words and by half-considered and super- 
ficial criticism we contribute to Hitler’s 
divide-and-conquer propaganda by carp- 
ing and plucking that will weaken the 
faith and zeal of the people from Florida 
to Vancouver. I thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous special] order of the House, the 
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gentleman from New York [Mr. WILLIAM 
T. PHEIFFER] is recognized for 20 min- 
utes. 


IDLE MANPOWER AND IDLE PLANTS IN 
` NEW YORK CITY 


Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, I take the floor this afternoon 
to call the attention of the Congress and 
the country to a situation which, al- 
though localized in the metropolitan area 
of my home city of New York, is never- 
theless of such grave import as to di- 
rectly affect our Nation from coast to 
coast, and the welfare and safety of 
every American citizen, because it deals 
with the failure to fully and adequately 
utilize an important segment of our man- 
power and our production facilities in the 
manufacturing of the articles and maté- 
riel so vitally needed in the prosecuting 
of this war for the survival of right and 
decency. This segment of manpower 
and facilities is lying fallow in my home 
city, but there is a good head of steam 
in the boilers, and we are geared to go 
full speed ahead, subject to necessary 
adjustments and change-overs, when the 
War Production Board gives us the green 
light. I am not going to make a cham- 
ber of commerce speech this afternoon, 
but I shall cite to the House facts and 
figures which I am confident will cause 
you to concur in my view that it is of 
utmost urgency that the W. P. B. flash 
on that good old go-ahead signal with- 
out further delay in the interest of the 
general welfare of the whole country, 
and for the particular salvation of our 
largest and greatest city. 

Many nonresidents of New York are 
prone to think of our city only in terms 
of lofty spires and turrets piercing the 
clouds, of the stock exchange, of the 
great banking and mercantile establish- 
ments, of the temples of learning and 
culture, and of the brilliance that is the 
theater and night-club belts. While we 
are justly proud of these world-famous 
institutions, yet I shall unveil for you 
this afternoon another picture of our 
city—a picture which reveals the sinew 
and muscles of our community—but 
muscles which are in real danger of be- 
coming atrophied from nonuse. 

Despite our population of seven and 
one-half million, our awe-inspiring sky- 
line, and our great harbor, through 
which, in normal times, between 40 and 
50 percent of our Nation’s foreign com- 
merce flows, but which is now fringed by 
many vacant wharves and docks, yet put 
the great city of New York under the 
microscope, feel its every-day pulse, and 
you will discover that, in essence, it is 
simply a vast collection of modest com- 
munities, any one of which, if detached 
from the whole, would bear close kinship 
to the thousands of towns and small 
cities in Texas, Oregon, Maine, and every 
other State in the Union. Kinship in the 
sense that they are peopled by the same 
substantial type of hard-working Ameri- 
cans, and kinship in the further sense 
that each of this collection of New York 
City communities has, in the main, the 
same variety and type of shops, plants, 
and industry as may be found in their 
sister communities throughout the land. 
Counterparts of the small woodworking 
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plants, machine shops, and foundries lo- 
cated in Waterloo, Iowa, or Macon, Ga., 
may be found in my congressional dis- 
trict which embraces the middle east side 
of Manhattan, and their capacity is the 
same and they operate on just about the 
same scope as is evidenced by the fact 
that the average plant and factory in 
New York City, of which there are 35,000, 
employs only 19 people. These 35,000 
production units made of New York City 
the leading manufacturing center in the 
country during the sunny days of peace. 
In 1939, for example, the value of articles 
manufactured in our city was 7.6 percent 
of the national total. However, the 
streamlining of our economy to meet the 
grim exigencies of war has caused liter- 
ally thousands of these small plants and 
factories, and quite a few of the larger 
ones, to bank their fires and close their 
doors, and many others are just limping 
along on a part-time basis. This eco- 
nomic debacle is, of course, largely at- 
tributable to the various necessary con- 
servation orders prohibiting the use of 
basic materials, such as rubber, copper, 
silver, and aluminum in the manufac- 
turing of nonwar articles, The position 
of our manufacturers became even more 
precarious when conservation order 
M-126, curtailing fabrication and assem- 
bly of approximately 400 products of 
iron and steel not essential for war pur- 
poses, took effect on the 3d day of this 
month. According to a preliminary re- 
port made to Mayor LaGuardia by Com- 
missioner George A. Sloan, of the New 
York City Department of Commerce, 
covering New York City’s unused facili- 
ties for war production, there was in the 
city, as of June 10, 1942, 10,021,161 square 
feet of vacant factory space, 77,836 va- 
cant apartments, exclusive of the suburbs 
of Long. Island and Westchester, and 
3,845,299. square feet of vacant office 
space. These vacant factories and these 
closed plants, with their full equipage of 
tools and machinery, are like unto stout 
ships cast high and dry on the beach 
waiting for the high tide of war produc- 
tion to refloat them into the channel of 
useful commerce. 

The unemployment of workers, many 
of them highly skilled, as a consequence 
of this wholesale closing of our plants 
and factories, is appalling. As of May 
30, 1942, 321,000 residents of New York 
City were seeking employment through 
the United States Employment Service. 
The rapidly rising tide of unemployment 
is indicated by the fact that this figure 
represented an increase of 17,000 over 
the April 30 registration figures of this 
same agency.. Of course, many thou- 
sands of other unemployed workers are 
either shifting for themselves or are 
seeking work through private employ- 
ment agencies. It is reasonable to as- 
sume that today close to a half million 
residents of the metropolitan area of 
New York City are walking the streets 
and futilely scanning the want ads in 
search of jobs. It is shocking to realize 
that this vast army of the unemployed 
represents one-fifteentl of the popula- 
tion of our city. Significant of the de- 
plorable waste of productive effort rep- 
resented by these figures is that, as 
shown by an analysis issued by the New 
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York office of the United States Employ- 
ment Service on April 17, 1942, 20,894 
of the job seekers then registered with 
the Service possessed skills useful in war 
production. Many thousands of others 
who have had long training and experi- 
ence in mechanical and technical lines 
could be quickly transformed into skilled 
war workers. For example, the 60,000 
unemployed construction workers could 
be readily trained for the building of 
ships, for which ample space and facili- 
ties exist in our magnificent harbor. 
Each week the mail brings me dozens 
of earnest and touching appeals from 
skilled workers, among my constituency 
alone, for my aid in obtaining any kind 
of honorable work. I assure you that it 
is not an easy or pleasant task to tell 
them that there is no work to be had in 
the greatest and richest city in the coun- 
try, although it is proclaimed from the 
house tops that skilled men and women 
are urgently needed in the vast new de- 
fense establishments in the Middle West 
and other inland areas of our country. 
Well, you are probably saying to your- 
selves, “Why do not these people go to 
the places where their services are 
needed?” Some of them are doing that, 
but the number of emigrants is negligi- 
ble. In the vast majority of cases the 
worker cannot migrate because his roots 
are too deep in the soil of New York. It 
is generally true that he is a family man 
whose obligations and home ties are such 
that he is financially and temperamen- 
tally unable to pull up stakes and move 
himself and his family, bag and baggage, 
to a distant industrial area. I am con- 
vinced that the mass emigration of the 
hundreds of thousands of our unem- 
ployed men and women from New York 
City in search of greener fields would 
provide John Steinbeck with material 
for a story that would make the Grapes 
of Wrath assume the benign aspects of 
a Sunday-school picnic by comparison. 
The contention is sometimes heard 
that it would be unwise to establish de- 
fense industries in the New York City 
area because of its vulnerability to air 
raids. In my judgment, this argument 
will not hold water, because the wide 
dispersion of industry in small, incon- 
spicuous plants throughout the length 
and breadth of the metropolitan area 
provides an element of safety from 
bombing attacks in comparison to the 
large concentrated plants being estab- 
lished on single plots in other areas. 
We are confronted by the anomalous sit- 
uation of a community with a popula- 
tion greater than all of Canada, a com- 
munity which pays the Government 
more taxes.and buys more War bonds 
than any other community in the coun- 
try, threatened with economic disaster 
because the enormous amount of revenue 
being raised by the Government through 
taxes and bond sales is being spent in 
buying and building new plants and ma- 
chinery in other sections of the country 
while in New York City valuable machin- 
ery is gathering cobwebs, millions of 
square feet of manufacturing and office 
space are left unoccupied, and a half 
million capable and industrious men and 
women are desperately in need of work. 
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Power? We have an abundance of it. 
The proof is found in the following ex- 
cerpt from a letter written on June 15, 
1942, by Mr. R. H. Tapscott, president of 
the Consolidated Edison Co, of New York, 
to Mr. David S. Meikeljohn, director of 
the Department of Commerce of New 
York City: 

I would anticipate that the industrial us- 
ages which may be developed in the city will 
be for the most part of the light industry 
variety for which the power requirements 
should not be excessive, and I see no reason 
to doubt that the Consolidated Edison Sys- 
tem will be able to supply the power require- 
ments for as much of this type of industry 
as it may prove feasible to locate in the city 
of New York. 


We now come to the question of alle- 
viating this critical situation and, at the 
same time, utilizing this great reservoir 
of manpower and machinery to best pos- 
sible advantage. I grant you that it is 
an extremely difficult problem, for which 
the complete solution cannot be found, 
because some of our plants are equipped 
only for the manufacturing of nonwar 
articles, and they are not susceptible of 
conversion to war production. A step in 
the right direction was the National De- 
fense Exposition sponsored by the New 
York City Department of Commerce 
where, with the cooperation of the Office 
of Production Management, $60 nego- 
tiations for subcontracts were entered 
into in 3 days. Also, I recognize the fact 
that the Division of Contract Distribu- 
tion of the W. P. B., through its staff of 
100 engineers in the Metropolitan area, 
has been sparing no effort to place sub- 
contracts with the small plants. Like- 
wise, I pause to pay unstinted tribute to 
the tireless and intelligent work which 
has been, and is being, done to relieve 
the situation by our alert and public- 
spirited civic and commercial organiza- 
tions, such as the Commerce and Indus- 
try Association of New York, the New 
York Board of Trade, the Broadway As- 
sociation, the Fifth Avenue Association, 
the First Avenue Association, the Thirty- 
fourth-Midtown Association, the Real 
Estate Board of New York, and other 
equally fine organizations too numerous 
to mention located in all of the five bor- 
oughs of our.city. However, although all 
of these efforts have been very helpful, 
yet the crying need of the moment is 
coordination of effort and the pooling 
of the engineering experience and avail- 
able equipment under suitable direction 
and central control. In furtherance of 
this end, the Department of Commerce 
ot the city of New York has recom- 
mended to the W. P. B. that the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation organize a New 
York City coordinating corporation—a 
so-called Mother Hen corporation with 
authority to contract with the Govern- 
ment for the manufacture of war sup- 
plies and equipment, and then enter into 
subcontracts for the actual doing of the 
work with the small New York City 
plants. The main features of this ad- 
mirable plan is given in the following 
letter written on August 13, 1942, by Mr. 
Percy C. Magnus, president of the New 
York Board of Trade, Inc., to Mr. William 
S. Shipley, Director of Smaller War 
Plants Corporation: 


AUGUST 20 


Mr. WILLIAM S. SHIPLEY, 
Director, Smaller War Plants Corporation, 
War Production Board, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dean Mr. Surrey: Thirty divisions of 
trained and experienced personnel can make 
a mighty contribution to the war effort. 
Those divisions are here in New York on the 
production front. They are unused, but 
ready, anxious, and willing to serve. Our 
400,000 workers are available, many of them 
highly skilled. 

I am sure that this condition of unemploy- 
ment in New York City must give ald and 
comfort to our enemies. Perhaps, announce- 
ments of this appalling fact should be cen- 
sored. The Axis Powers which have discov- 
ered the secret, and developed the process of 
putting everybody to work, cannot fail to 
notice democracy’s neatly one-half million 
who are unemployed in this city. 

But instead of censoring news, wouldn’t it 
be very much more intelligent and extremely 
more helpful to the war effort if we could 
put these people to work, and let them con- 
tribute to the Allied cause? 

The city of New York Department of Com- 
merce is recommending a plan which we be- 
lieve is basically sound. It respectfully 
recommends, and we join them that the 
Smaher War Plants Corporation organize a 
New York City coordinating corporation. 
This latter corporation could then contract 
with the Federal Government for the manu- 
facture of war supplies, and in turn would 
subcontract to many of our presently idle 
plants. 

A unique feature of the plan provides for 
the utilization of the services of engineering 
firms to be paid by the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation to carry out the details of sub- 
contracting and supervision. 

On behalf of the businessmen in New York 
generally may I respectfully add our voices 
to those of city officials, and ask your very 
earnest consideration of the proposed plan. 

Respectfully yours, 
Percr C. Macnus, 
President. 


A timely and striking illustration of 
the manner in which this “mother hen 
corporation” would function may be 
gleaned from last Saturday’s issue of 
War Production News, published by W. 
P. B. for distribution in New York State 
and northern New Jersey. On the front 
page we find the following announce- 
ment: 

SUBCONTRACTORS WANTED NOW FOR PLUNGER 
STOPS, GUN CRADLES, ETC. 

A number of manufacturers holding war 
contracts urgently need subcontractors. If 
you have the manufacturing facilities to 
meet the needs outlined below, write, don’t 
telephone, your nearest War Production Board 
district office immediately. 


If our proposed New York City coordi- 
nating corporation were now a reality, it 
would simply take over this subcontract 
and place it prudently and to the best 
possible advantage in the small machine 
shops and other plants in our city which 
are equipped to turn out plunger stops 
and gun cradles. All waste motion and 
unorganized searching for subcontractors 
would be eliminated and the job would 
be done, and done well, in jig time. 

At the risk of being redundant, I again 
stress the point that this is not a sec- 
tional problem. It directly affects the 
welfare, the safety, and the economy of 
the entire country. Its repercussions are 
far-flung. 

We New Yorkers are not cry babies. 
We fully recognize the grim and stern 
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nature of waging the war. We realize 
that we, in company with all our other 
fellow Americans, must reconcile our- 
selves to business curtailments and eco- 
nomic hardships, and the citizens of 
New York City are gladly and coura- 
geously facing the bayonet on the home 
front. However, in these days of great 
crisis, when the very fate of our Nation 
hangs in the balance, it behooves all of 
us to spare no effort to blend into our 
production program all available man- 
power and manufacturing facilities. 
Common sense and the vital needs of the 
moment dictate that we harness the idle 
manpower of New York City and start 
the city’s idle machinery humming. In 
my judgment, the plan submitted by the 
Department of Commerce of the City of 
New York points the way toward accom- 
plishing this highly essential objective. 
Certainly, it should be given at least a 
trial. I earnestly urge the Government 
officials in charge of our production pro- 
gram to translate the plan into action. 

Mr. C. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. I yield 
to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. CANFIELD. I wish to compliment 
the gentleman from New York on the 
statement he has just made. It reflects 
the close study he has given this prob- 
lem and the real effort he is making to 
solve it. Imay say, however, that insofar 
as the unemployment situation in north 
Jersey is concerned—and that is in the 
metropolitan area—I have been in touch 
with General McSherry, Director of 
Operations of the War Manpower Com- 
mission, and it is his view and the view 
of the Commission that in the months 
to come, and very soon, there will be a 
great shortage of workers in that area. 
I am sure the gentleman from New York 
appreciates that. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. That 
information is indeed very important and 
very timely. I am entirely mindful of 
the genuine and helpful interest my dis- 
tinguished friend the gentleman from 
New Jersey has always manifested in this 
critical situation in connection with the 
interests of his own constituents, and I 
thank him for his contribution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous special order of the House, the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. JARMAN] 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my own remarks in the Recorp and to 
include a newspaper article to which I 
shall refer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. JARMAN]? 

There was no objection. 

SGT. KENT L. WEST 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, Tuesday’s 
Washington Daily News carried the head- 
line “Those "Bama Reds Showed Off.” 
Thereunder appears the following article 
which relates to the first bombing raid 
by United States flying forces. Before 
reading it, however, may I explain the 
headline by calling attention to the fact 
that the Alabama football team was origi- 
naily called The Thin Red Line. As it 
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became a much heavier, and may I add 
a much better, team it was known as The 
Red Elephants, The Red Wave, and so 
forth, the word “red” always being used 
because of the color of the jerseys: 


THOSE "BAMA Reps SHOWED OFF 
(By Edward W. Beattie) 


AN AMERICAN BOMBER BASE IN BRITAIN, 
August 18—American and British officers 
were throwing a baseball around not for fun 
but to relieve the tension. 

A few minutes later misty shapes in forma- 
tion appeared on the horizon. A man in the 
control tower shouted, “They are all there.” 

- "They" were the flying fortresses return- 
ing from Rouen. They circled low once and 
began coming in like so many transports. 


BACK TO BERLIN? 


Brig. Gen. Ira C. Eaker, commanding gen- 
eral of the United States Army Air Force 
Bomber Command, stuck his head from a 
fortress labeled “Big Punk.” The ground 
crews grinned. 

Pilots and crews were jubilant. All were 
ready to go back, “right to Berlin.” 

One German plane—probably a Focke- 
Wulf 180—fell before the gun: of Sgt. Kent 
L. West, 21, of West Blocton, Ala., belly gun- 
ner of a fortress named “Birmingham Blitz,” 
which returned with 12 bullet and shrapnel’ 
holes in its tall and wings. 

Sgt. E. L. Love, of Elgin Okla., belly gun- 
ner in another fortress, saw the encounter. 


CROSS-COUNTRY RUN 


“The attacking fighter was one of three,” 
he said. “After receiving the fire from West's 
guns it simply dropped. The other two 
fighters cleared off.” í 

“If they are all as easy as this one, I'd like 
to go back tomorrow,” Sgt. Frank Christen- 
sen, 18, of Racine, Wis., youngest member of 
the outfit, said. He is a waist gunner. 

It was just a “nice cross-country run” to 
Second Lt. James Sammons, 27, of Louisa, Ky., 
a pilot. 

“Everybody was on the intercommunica- 
tions system all the way.” he said. “Our 
bombs fell on the target. The guys were dis- 
appointed, especially the gunners. They had 
nothing to shoot at.” 


ROSE BOWL PILOT 


Sergeant West, the gunner who did have 
something to shoot at, described the fight as 
follows: 

“Just after we left the target, a fighter 
which had dived climbed up underneath us to 
attack. I got him in the sights of my .50 
calibers and gave him a burst of 15 or 20 
rounds, at about 800 feet. He went down 
smoking, but I couldn’t see what happened to 
him.” 

“I saw him underneath us smoking heavily. 
He didn’t seem to have control of his ship,” 
Mortimer V. Walsh, of New York, said, 

Birmingham Blitz was piloted by Lt. Tom 
Borders, of Birmingham, Ala., who played 
tackle for Alabama on the 1938 Rose Bowl 
football team. 

The crew included Second Lt. T. R. Hokp- 
stad, 24, of Bremerton, Wash. 

“The 12 holes in our plane didn’t seem to 
hurt its performance any,” he said. “It was 
really a good fight.” 

BIRTHDAY CELEBRATION 


Second Lt. W. C. Lewis, of South Birm- 
ingham, Ala., said he saw a red-cowled Ger- 
man plane with two Spitfires around it. 

“It looked like they had him,” he said. 
“I think our bombs were in dead center. It 
was a beautiful set-up.” 

Second Lt. H. J. Booth, of Charlotte, N. C., 
celebrated his 23d birthday as a bombar- 
dier on the fortress Hideho. His was one 
of the first planes to go in over the target. 
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“I sure want to go back, right back to 
Berlin,” Sgt. William T. Highsmith, of Jes- 
sup, Ga., a tail gunner said. 

As the planes left the target, Sgt. Rob- 
ert Watkins, 19, of Adrian, Mich., was reported 
to have demanded of his captain; “Now, do 
we get paid tomorrow?” 


Mr. Speaker, although America’s first, 
this high-altitude, precision attack on the 
ancient city of Rouen, where Jeanne 
d’Arc met her terrible fate 511 years ago, 
was most successful. As an evidence 
thereof, I quote from General Spaatz, 
commanding United States Air Forces in 
the European theater: 

It could not have been more successful. I 
think they all behaved like veterans. This 
is a “eal start. 


As stated in the article, participating in 
the attack were 12 of those magnificent 
fiying fortresses one of which was called 
The Birmingham Blitz. It was piloted by 
a Birmingham, Ala., boy, Lt. Tom Bor- 
ders, who was a tackle on that great 1938 
Rose Bowl football team of the Univer- 
sity of Alabama, which is in the congres- 
sional district it is my privilege, pleasure, 
and honor to represent in this body. 

With him was Lt. W. C. Lewis, the 
plane’s bombardier, also of Birmingham. 
Despite the heroic action of Tom Borders, 
who brought The Birmingham Blitz back 
safely, although it had 12 bullet and 
shrapnel holes in it, and despite the fact 
that General Eaker, commanding general 
of the United States Army Air Force 
Bombing Command, led the fight, the real 
hero, not only of The Birmingham Blitz, 
but of this first American attack, was Sgt. 
Kent L. West, one of my constituents from 
West Blocton, Ala., who is referred to as 
the belly gunner of that fortress and who 
is the first American soldier to bring 
down a German fighter plane in opera- 
tions such as this during the present 


war. 

Mr. PATRICK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. JARMAN. I gladly yield to the 
gentleman from Alabama, 

Mr. PATRICK. May I say that itis a 
great source of inspiration to the gentle- 
man from Alabama and myself to note 
that these two fire-eaters came from his 
and my respective districts in the State 
of Alabama. 

Mr. JARMAN. I agree with the gentle- 
man from Alabama. It is a source of 
great satisfaction to me, and I share the 
pride I know he feels in their accom- 
plishment. I know that Mr. and Mrs. 
George H. West, the parents of this 
great, 21-year-old American soldier, down 
in West Blocton, and all the people of 
West Blocton, and of Alabama, share the 
pride that my distinguished colleague the 
gentleman from Birmingham [Mr, PAT- 
RICK] and I feel in this momentous ac- 
complishment. In fact, I do not believe 
I will be presumptuous by speaking for 
all of my colleagues in the House and 
saying that they all share our pride in 
this good soldier, as I am sure the people 
of America as a whole do. 

May I say to Sergeant West and also 
to Lieutenant Borders and Lieutenant 
Lewis: “God bless you, boys; more power 
to you. May you bring down many other 
Boche planes before it is over, and may 
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you thereafter return safe and sound to 
your loved one; and friends in Alabama.” 
{Here the gyel fell.J 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from Washington ([Mr. 
Corree] is recognized for 14 minutes 
under previous special order of the 
House. 
WAGES OF A’RCRAFT WORKERS SHOULD 
2 STABILIZED NOW 


Mr. COF) EE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, thr flying fortresses to which 
glowing reference was made by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Alabame 
(Mr. Jarman] in the preceding address 
were originated and conceived in Seattle 
and vicinity in the great Boeing air- 
plane works. I have the honor to rep- 
resent the area in which the major por- 
tion of the Boeing airplane plants are 
located and in which the vast thousands 
of employees are resident. We are very 
proud of the fact that this magnificent 
airplane is carving out for itself and for 
its designers, makers, flyers, and crews 
such a superb record of accomplishment, 
which brings me to the topic, Mr. 
Speaker, which I had arranged to discuss 
today. 

Mr, Speaker, there are 180,000 air- 
craft employees in Pacific coast plane 
production. Of these, 150,000 are affili- 
ated with the A. F. of L., 30,000 with the 
C.1I.0. There is inequity of wages paid 
to the same class of employee in dif- 
ferent aircraft plants. There is dispar- 
ity between wages paid to a skilled classi- 
fied worker in one plant and the same 
type of work in another plant. This 
should not be. In the great Boeing 
Plants in the Seattle area the union 
agreement between management and 
employees expired 2 years ago. It has 
been renewed on a 30-day basis since 
then by temporary arrangements entered 
into between union representatives and 
operators. The same situation obtains, 
more or less, up and down the Pacific 
coast. The cost of living in the interim 
has increased 23 percent. In other war- 
production industries wages for skilled 
and unskilled workers have been ad- 
justed, but the aircraft employees have 
been denied such adjustment. Yet the 
aircraft workers, to an average of about 
93 percent, have signed up to purchase 
bonds of Uncle Sam in an amount aver- 
aging better than 10 percent of the wages 
paid. They have repeatedly demon- 
strated their patriotism; they work the 
entire clock around; they have foregone 
vacations; they have agreed not to 
strike; they are 100 percent behind the 
war program of the President and of the 
United States Government. The men 
are restive, however. Wages paid in the 
shipyards are considerably greater than 
those paid in aircraft plants. 

MANY MORE WORKERS WILL BE REQUIRED IN 

WAR INDUSTRIES 


July 1, 1942, there were 12,500,000 peo- 
ple engaged in war industries in the 
United States. This is double the num- 
ber so employed at the time of Pearl 
Harbor; The United States Employment 
Service estimates an added 5,000,000 will 
be required for war industries during the 
6 months ending next January 1. In the 
2 years ending January 1944 it has been 
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stated the shipbuilding force will be 
tripled. By 1944 aircraft will be em- 
ploying, it has been estimated, four times 
as many workers as in 1942. Workers in 
prdnance plants will increase 300 percent. 
Workers in navy yards, air depots, and 
Army arsenals may be accelerated as 
much as 500 percent. 

Simultaneously, withdrawals from the 
working force of the Nation to build up 
an Army of 8 to 10 million men will con- 
tinue. It is imperative, therefore, that 
prudently worked-out measures will be 
required to insure stabilization of skilled 
and unskilled workers of the Nation. In- 
dispensable to such measures are wage 
stabilization and the reduction to a 
minimum of avoidable turn-over and mi- 
gration in the working force of essential 
war industries. 

The turn-over in aircraft production is 
remarkable. In April 1941, 3.65 men were 
separated for every 100 employed, but by 
April 1942 the number of separations had 
increased to 5.29. Hirings are now being 
made at the rate of two workers for every 
one separated. On the Pacific coast, 
though the rate of hiring is very high, 
the separation rate is equally high. In 
April 1942 separations actually exceeded 
hirings. On the West coast separations 
in aircraft plants have always exceeded 
the rate for the industry as a whole. At 
Boeing, the turn-over for the year is 110 
percent. In California aircraft plants 
93 percent. 


RAPID TURN-OVER IN AIRCRAFT PERSONNEL 


These separations may be divided into 
two classifications—voluntary quits, and 
miscellaneous separations, which include 
chiefly selective service withdrawals. We 
have every reason to assume that future 
withdrawals due to the draft will pro- 
gressively increase. Fifty percent of the 
male workers in Pacific coast air plants 
are 24 years of age or less. In 1 year the 
rate of voluntary quits increased more 
than 100 percent. A 100-percent turn- 
over in worker personnel in a period of 1 
year constitutes a grave and ominous de- 
velopment. There are three main rea- 
sons for this high ratio of turn-over in 
the aircraft industry. 

First. Inadequate housing and trans- 
portation facilities. 

Second. Disparity in wage rates, be- 
tween plants in the aircraft industry, and 
other war industries. 

Third. The greater number of job 
opportunities available. - 

Poor housing and transportation fa- 
cilities are increasingly proving an ob- 
stacle to the persuasion of aircraft 
workers to remain on the job. With rub- 
ber and gasoline shortage, it becomes 
increasingly onerous for workers to 
travel long distances from homes to 
places of employment. 

GLARING WAGE DISPARITIES SHOULD BE ERADI- 
CATED 

Inequities exist in compensation paid 
unskilled as well as skilled workers per- 
forming identical jobs. Wages for air- 
craft in former auto plants are higher 
than those in other aircraft plants. At 
Ford’s Willow Run plant, Ford has 
agreed to pay the highest wages in the 
industry in the Nation. Wages in the 
Detroit area generally are higher than 
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those on the west coast. Some workers 
inevitably, therefore, shop around for 
jobs. The outstanding disparity, how- 
ever, is the difference between wages in 
the shipbuilding industry on the Pacific 
coast and aircraft plants in the same 
region. Average hourly earnings in 
shipbuilding are $1.2242. Recently a 
wage increase of 8 cents an hour, retro- 
active to April 1, became operative. Yet 
average hourly earnings in aircraft are 
88 cents. Average weekly earnings in 
shipyards are $57.10; in aircraft, about 
$42. The President has decreed a pro- 
duction of 15,000,000 tons of maritime 
shipping; Congress has directed a greatly 
expanded naval construction program. 
Hence workers who have been trained 
for aircraft will, in ever-increasing 
numbers, be diverted to shipbuilding. 
ACTION NEEDED NOW 


Unless action is taken at once to mini- 
mize the cause of migration and turn- 
over by the Federal Government, these 
separations will become dangerously re- 
tarding elements in relation to the main- 
tenance of our war-production program, 
It is my contention that we should have a 
sound national wage structure. In other 
words, wages should be stabilized in the 
aircraft industry. Inequalities of wages 
must be eliminated. That embraces not 
only wage differentials between compa- 
rable jobs within an industry and 
between industries in the same region but 
between comparable jobs in the same and 
different industries, which may be widely 
separated geographically. The War 
Manpower Commission is giving intense 
study to this problem under the leader- 
ship of its deputy chairman, the very ca- 
pable Fowler V. Harper. 

COST OF LIVING A COMPONENT FACTOR IN WAGE 
STABILIZATION 

In determining the solution for the 
difficulties of maintaining an adequate 
labor supply in any particular industry 
in any geographical area it is very pos- 
sible that general increases for all clas- 
sifications of workers may become nec- 
essary. The Pacific coast aircraft in- 
dustry is a case in point where the need 
for doing something is immediate and 
exigent. A program of wage stabiliza- 
tion should take into consideration in- 
creases in the cost of living now amount- 
ing to 23 percent on the Pacific coast. 
Real wages must be the criterion in mak- 
ing comparisons even though compa- 
rable jobs in different areas may pay 
identical hourly rates the arrangement 
may be grossly unequal if measurable 
variation exists between the costs of liv- 
ing in the two areas. Stabilized wages 
and stabilized cost of living are insep- 
arable. Accordingly increases in cost of 
living must be computed in arriving at 
justifiable increases in wages. In my 
opinion the O. P. A. is not the agency, 
under the statutes, for passing upon 
wage structures. Congress expressly 
denied authority to the O. P. A. in con- 
nection with wage determination. The 
President, under his war powers, ap- 
proves the wage-stabilization agreement 
through agencies he may designate. 

WAR PRODUCTION MUST CONTINUE UNIMPEDED 

No matter what the cost, essential war 
production must be retained and ex- 
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panded, never mitigated for lack of or 
maldistribution of manpower. Pressing 
for immediate action is the need in the 
aircraft industry of the Pacific coast for 
fair and rational wage stabilization. I 
urge the President and the war agencies 
to take cognizance of this need now. 
There is no time to lose. We must avoid 
wholesale withdrawals of aircraft work- 
ers from plane production and their tak- 
ing new jobs at shipbuilding plants. We 
are facing a condition and not a theory. 
Whether we like it or not, it is human 
nature for workers to migrate to war in- 
dustries where better living and trans- 
portation facilities are provided and 
where increased wages are afforded and 
where stabilization of wages has been ac- 
complished or assured. Wage stabiliza- 
tion cannot and must not be achieved by 
Government fiats nor through adminis- 
trative edict. It must be effectuated 
through collective bargaining. This 
emergency cannot be construed to in- 
volve the denial of democratic procedure 
in determining wages, hours, and work- 
ing conditions. The test is the maxi- 
mum production for the war effort and 
the exertion of the fullest energy and 
skill of which each worker is capable, If 
any wage structure in any war industry 
retards essential war production, that 
wage structure should be changed. Noth- 
ing must be permitted to interfere with 
the maintenance and constant increase 
of our war production program. ‘When 
the President spoke of substandards of 
living and wage inequalities, when Con- 
gress enacted the Price Control Act of 
1942 and other measures of similar char- 
acter, neither the President nor Congress 
intended such statement or acts to be in- 
terpreted or construed as obstacles to 
the signing of such wage stabilization 
agreements as the war-production pro- 
gram may require. 


The President has announced that 60,- 
000 planes must be manufactured by us 
this year; 125,000 planes in 1943. The 
eminent Chairman of the War Man- 
power Commission, Paul McNutt, believes 
that wage increases are required in the 
Pacific coast aircraft industry to correct 
the inequitable conditions to which I 
have heretofore adverted. We cannot 
tolerate temporizing in this critical situ- 
ation or we will have too few planes 
coming off the assembly lines too late. 


INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MACHINISTS 
DILIGENT 


Representatives of the International 
Association of Machinists, acting in be- 
half of 150,000 Pacific coast aircraft 
employees have been in the National 
Capital since July 21 awaiting the recon- 
vening of a wage-stabilization conference 
recessed in Hollywood, Calif., July 16. 
Government agencies requested this 
recess. An agreement was made to 
reconvene on July 22. Negotiations be- 
tween the unions of aircraft workers and 
management of two aircraft companies 
on the west coast were stopped as a re- 
sult of the President’s directive that 
there shall be stabilization of the air- 
craft industry. The workers have been 
assured all during 1941 that there would 
be stabilization, but such a goal was not 
accomplished due to no fault of the 
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workers. Leaders of the aircraft em- 
ployees kept reassuring the workers in 
order to hold their morale to a high level. 
Originally the first date for the con- 
ference was June 24. Labor representa- 
tives made arrangements to meet on that 
date, only to be confronted with the 
first of a number of delays. Representa- 
tives of Federal Government agencies of- 
fered lack of authority as the basis for 
inability to bring about a stabilization 
agreement. Accordingly the California 
meetings recessed with the understand- 
ing they would reconvene in the National 
Capital about July 22. Much confusion, 
overlapping of authority, jurisdictional 
disputes marked the deliberations of 
Government agencies. The Office of 
Price Administration sent out its Mr. 
Gilbert to participate in the conference. 
Gilbert denounced the idea of collective 
bargaining, and gave utterance to state- 
ments highly distasteful to the workers 
and contributed to the break-down of 
the conference. After the conference at 
Hollywood had recessed, the Govern- 
ment released to the press the date of 
July 27 as the Washington reconvening 
date, without notifying the authorized 
representatives of the aircraft workers. 
This date was later postponed to August 
10, then to August 17, by Federal agen- 
cies, without advising the workers of any 
definite reason therefor. Representa- 
tives of the unions are now in the Na- 
tional Capital trying to get action in this 
critical situation. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 2 additional minutes, 

Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Washington? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I have a special order following 
the gentleman from Washington, but I 
will be very glad to have him continue 
as long as he wishes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman may continue 
for 2 additional minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr, COFFEE of Washington. These 
delays are causing demoralization among 
thousands of aircraft employees. Either 
immediate stabilization of wages through 
negotiation should be decreed and effec- 
tuated promptly, or the recognized bar- 
gaining agencies among the labor unions 
affected should be permitted to bargain 
effectively through negotiation with the 
management. 

IMPERATIVE STABILIZATION BE HAD NOW 


Neither the Government nor the work- 
ers nor management would be hindered 
thereby, but would, in fact, be benefited. 
Negotiations through collective bargain- 
ing were originally stopped as a result of 
the Federal Government’s expressed de- 
sire for stabilization. Now the employees 
are having protracted and unconscion- 
able delays facing them in securing sta- 
bilization. I very much fear the men will 
leave the jobs in droves if something is 
not done in the ensuing weeks. They 
have remained at their present positions 
because their labor leaders have, in good 
faith, assured them of just treatment 
and immediate elimination of wage in- 
equities through stabilization. These 
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promises were made on assurances given 
by representatives of Federal agencies. 
It is a paramount duty of the Govern- 
ment to expedite the aircraft program by 
correcting the grievous labor situation in 
the aircraft industry through stabiliza- 
tion now or through permitting the re- 
sumption of collective bargaining nego- 
tiations between unions and manage- 
ment. The aircraft workers have sol- 
emnly agreed not to strike. I hope the 
President will act at once to order his 
agencies to take action. The matter 
should not be left in abeyance longer. I 
can conceive of no tenable basis for fur- 
ther procrastination. Let us have action. 
Let us adjust these wage disparities and 
get on with the war. 


GASOLINE AND OIL SHORTAGE IN THE 
NEW ENGLAND STATES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts [Mrs, Roc- 
ERS] is recognized for 5 minutes. 

-Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I have spoken repeatedly re- 
garding the serious and actual oil and 
gasoline shortage in the New England 
States. I have asked the President to 
take action, as I have told the House a 
number of times, because, as a prac- 
tical matter, action by him is the only 
way immediate results can be achieved. 
I am working on legislation to help the 
situation, but, at best and especially 
under the present circumstances hear- 
ings will be very slow, and after the hear- 
ings the legislation must be reported by 
the committee and then passed through 
the House and the Senate. Therefore, 
Presidential action is necessary. He has 
power under his emergency powers to 
act immediately and to appoint a single 
head and make a single agency respon- 
sible for petroleum and the products of 
petroleum. 

Mr. Speaker, I dislike, as I think every- 
one must today, to take problems to the 
President, because he is overburdened as _ 
it is with the problems that face him and 
which he must decide during the grim- 
mest and most horrible war that has ever 
taken place in the world, but I can see no 
other way at the moment, 

May I remind the House that there is 
no other allied nation, no nation which is 
fighting for freedom as we are, for justice 
to their people and the right for them 
to have what they should, that does not 
see to it that if there is any rationing 
that rationing applies to the entire coun- 
try, not just to one section of it. 

We in New England are ready to face 
and act upon anything that is just. We 
are willing to make any sacrifice in order 
to win the war. But we feel that the 
same sacrifice should be demanded of 
other sections of the country. 

We have just heard able Members, the 
gentlemen from Alabama [Mr. JARMAN 
ahd Mr. Patrick], speak of the heroic 
actions of their constituents in the war. 
These men were flying Boeing planes. 
The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
Corres] said that those planes were made 
in his State in large measure. As he was 
speaking there came even more forcibly 
to my mind the fact that the strategy of 
the entire war, the outcome of the entire 
war, and the war economy, are being 
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determined by petroleum and the prod- 
ucts thereof. It is incredible to me that 
our Government, which is occupied al- 
most to the last man and woman, yes, 
I will say and child, because the young 
people are taking a very active part, 
should neglect to consolidate control, 
neglect to have one well-coordinated 
agency with one head for the control 
of petroleum. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentiewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetis. I 
yield to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. HARTLEY. The gentlewoman 
probably noted the report of our bipar- 
tisan committee on that topic, and that 
our committee recommended that there 
be a.unified control of the entire petro- 
leum situation. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
read that report. 

Mr. HARTLEY. We did that because 
of the many conflicting statements that 
came from the several agencies charged 
with varied responsibilities within the 
problem itself. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
may say that I am not the only one who 
has been working on this petroleum prob- 
lem. The committee that was appointed 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
our majority leader, and the minority 
leader, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Martin], included the gentle- 
man from New Jersey (Mr. HARTLEY] 
and the gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. FITZGERALD] and the gentlemen 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOLMES and 
Mr. LANE] among others. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 10 additional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. This 
committee performed a very fine service. 
Many of their recommendations are be- 
ing carried out by Secretary Ickes at the 
head of fuel and by Mr. Eastman, in 
charge of war transportation. 

I may say to the gentleman also that 
his committee made other suggestions 
such as the case of barges on the Great 
Lakes and inland waterways, a matter 
that I also had been working on. I point 
out to the House that if action is not 
taken immediately in New England, we 
will get too little oil too late for our peo- 
ple to keep warm, because in early 
November the Great Lakes freeze and 
that method of transporting oil into New 
England cannot be used. I am informed 
by one of the Government departments 
that as a result of the use of the barges 
which are now in cperation approxi- 
mately 50,000 barrels a day will be 
brought into New Engiand, but even that 
will not be enough. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr, Speaker, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. HARTLEY. May I also mention 
that the Eastern Conference of Mayors 
endorsed the recommendation of our 
committee that the extension of ration- 
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ing to the Central States, particularly 
Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, and Illinois, be 
done immediately, because if it is not 
done immediately the avenue of supply 
that the gentlewoman has just mentioned 
will be lost to us. This is a thing that 
must be done, otherwise we shall have 
gasless days on the east coast and have 
homes without any fuel for extended pe- 
riods of time. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Yes; 
that is true. Also the Governors of the 
six New England States sent recommen- 
dations. I put into the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp on Monday their resolution and 
also an editorial by the Cleveland Plain 
Dealer speaking of the fact that the Ohio 
people as a matter of patriotism should 
give up their gas and oil, and I under- 
stand that steps are being taken to see 
that that is done. Voluntary action by 
them would hasten the President’s deci- 
sion. 

There are many jealousies in the bu- 
reaus, and perhaps it is perfectly natu- 
ral, disagreements and jealousies over 
particular functions of regulation. Those 
would be done away with if we had a 
single head. One capable, impartial ex- 
ecutive with full power can effectively 
coordinate the various Government de- 
partments handling petroleum and he 
can effectively coordinate the huge oil 
industry in the United States making of 
it with all its branches a cohesive organi- 
zation for all-out war planning. It is 
worse than folly not to do this. During 
war, industries must set aside jealousies 
that exist under our competitive form 
of free enterprise and the various indus- 
tries if they do this will form a huge 
fast-moving force for winning the war. 

I would like to remind the House that 
today there are 27 bureaus regulating 
and directing oil at the present time. 
There are over 100 orders regarding oil, 
covering 650 pages. There are 150 
amendments to these orders. You can 
see the confusion that is bound to exist 
and the loss in time. I find that in deal- 
ing with this situation one department 
has to refer me to another in order to 
secure the information that I want. One 
department handling the oil situation 
has to defer to another before it can 
take action. So one department, well 
coordinated, would speed up action on 
petroleum, would be very much better 
not only for the aepartments, but very 
much better for the industries and cer- 
tainly very much better for the public. 

Action, and action immediately, is 
what is absolutely necessary. Mr. 
Speaker, I do not believe that New Eng- 
land can forgive or forget what is being 
done to her today. She must be kept 
warm. I had a letter only today from 
the directors of a county hospital, saying 
that they did not see how they could 
change from oil heat to coal.. They do 
not believe they could get the materials 
that are so much needed for other things 
in the war effort, and asking advice. 
That same public commissioner asked 
for assistance in the heating of a penal 
institution, believing, of course, that even 
prisoners should be kept warm and not 
allowed to freeze. > 

I believe that the entire Nation would 
rejoice in having a single head for pe- 
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troleum. The Southern States are very 
dependent upon the transportation of oil 
for revenue. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, as a Nation- 
wide thing, I ask the cooperation and as- 
sistance of all Members of Congress in 
our plight. It is not only to prevent suf- 
fering, Mr. Speaker, but it is to aid in 
the winning of the war. 

I see the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lane]. I know that he and 
every one of our New England Members 
are working to have this problem solved, 
and solved at once. Action is necessary, 
now. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, I 
should be glad to yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Right at the moment 
our shortage on the eastern seaboard— 
and I think it should be made clear at 
this point that the 17 eastern seaboard 
States and the District of Columbia are 
being rationed close to 50 percent—our 
daily shortage is estimated to be between 
two hundred and three hundred thou- 
sand barrels a day. If the extension of 
rationing to the 14 Central States were 
carried cut immediately there would be 
built up a surplus in that district of over 
250,000 barrels of oil which could be di- 
verted to service in the East and prevent 
the hardship we are going to face if it is 
not done, and done immediately. 

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
would say to the gentleman also that one 
of the gentlemen from Illinois said there 
were many oil wells in Illinois that could 
be drilled today so that if they needed 
more oil there they could secure it. 

I have asked for the transfer of more 
tank cars to New England. I believe there 
are some 15,000 tank cars that may be 
transferred to carry oil to New England. 
But even that, I am told by the Depart- 
ment, would not mean enough oil com- 
ing into New England to solve our situ- 
ation. 

Mr. HARTLEY. But if they tock 25 
percent rationing in those States it would 
release additional tank cars as well as 
barges that could be sent over the Great 
Lakes and the barge canal to Albany, 
and then down the Hudson River. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, If 
the people did not want to release them 
voluntarily, they would have to release 
them. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield. 

Mr. CANFIELD. I wish to say to the 
gentlewoman that I had the pleasure of 
spending 3 days in her district last week. 
Somehow I came away with the feeling 
that her constituents appreciate the 
leadership she has exercised in this all- 
important fight for New England and all 
the eastern seaboard. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Iam 
very grateful to the gentleman for his 
remarks, Certainly New England is 
worthy of every bit of fight that I make, 
and my district is most appreciative of 
any effort in its behalf. . It. is.a privilege 
and honor to represent it. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the Ap- 
pendix of the ReEcorp two separate 
speeches that I have made over the radio 
on the subject of gas and oil shortage 
and the synthetic rubber problem. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PRESIDENT FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT 


Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1% minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, the 
world is convulsed in a great war. The 
United States of America is involved 
in that war. It has been accurately said 
that Washington is the war capital of the 
world. The President of the United 
States is the Commander in Chief of the 
armed forces of the United States. He 
has declared time and again that he is 
too busy directing the efforts of the 
United States in this war to engage in 
partisan politics. 

Mr, Speaker, I understand Mr. Roose- 
velt has been in New York two or three 
times in the recent past. 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Roose- 
velt was in New York last Monday. If 
this is true, and I have every reason to 
believe that it is true, I want to ask on 
behalf of the Nation whether Mr. Roose- 
velt was in New York directing the par- 
ticipation of the United States in the 
World War, or whether he was there di- 
recting a partisan political fight for his 
candidate as against others seeking the 
Democratic gubernatorial nomination in 
the State of New York. 

Mr. Speaker, the men on the fighting 
lines, and the people on the production 
lines, are entitled to know whether Mr. 
Roosevelt was taking time out of his war 
activities to play partisan politics or 
whether he was in New York engaged in 
directing the efforts of the United States 
in this war. 

It is difficult to find out exactly where 
the President is. Mr. Speaker, does the 
war censorship provide a cloak of con- 
cealment for the political activities of 
the President? 

The Nation would like to know. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills of the House of the follow- 
ing titles, which were thereupon signed 
by the Speaker pro tempore: 


H. R. 6484. An act to suspend temporarily 
the running of statutes of limitations appli- 
cable to certain offenses; and 

H.R. 7461. An act to amend section 107 of 
the Service Men's Dependents’ Allowance Act 
of 1942. 


With- 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 1 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.), pur- 
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suant to its order heretofore entered, 
the House. adjourned until Monday, 
August 24, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE 
AND FISHERIES 

The Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries will hold the following 
public hearings: 

Tuesday, September 1, 1942, at 10 a. m.: 
On H. R. 7481—To provide that the fund 
for the relief of sick and disabled and 
destitute seamen belonging to the United 
States merchant marine service shall also 
be for the relief of sick, disabled, desti- 
tute, or needy dependents of deceased 
seamen, and for other purposes. 

Wednesday, September 2, 1942, at 10 
a. m.: On H. R. 7424—To amend and 
clarify certain provisions of law relating 
to functions of the War Shipping Admin- 
istration, and for other purposes, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 


1862. A letter from the President, United 
States Civil Service Commission, transmit- 
ting a draft of a proposed bill to authorize 
the heads of executive departments and in- 
dependent establishments to delegate to re- 
sponsible officials the power to employ persons 
for duty in both the departmental and field 
service; to tne Committee on the Civil Service. 

1863. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a draft of a pro- 
posed bill to authorize the filing of a short 
form of notice in certain United States courts 
to serve as constructive notice of the interest 
of the Government in realty or personalty 
under tacilities contracts; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

1864. A letter from The Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a list of papers 
for disposition by him from certain agencies 
of the Federal Government; to the Commit- 
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. GAVAGAN: Committee on War Claims. 
H. R. 7497. A bill for the relief of certain 
sundry claimants, and for other purposes; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2398). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi: 

H.R. 7498 (by request). A bill to provide 
benefit for total permanent disability under 
national service life insurance, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LANE: 

H.R. 7499, A bill to recognize the high 
public service rendered by soldiers who vol- 
unteered and served in trench-fever experi- 
ments in the American Expeditionary Forces; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: 

H. Con. Res. 81. Concurrent resolution re- 
questing the President to carry out the recom- 
mendations made by the New England Gov- 
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ernors’ Conference for relieving the fuel- 
oll shortage in. the New England area; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of rule XXT, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3297. By Mr. BULWINKLE: Petition of 
Rev. Sheldon Jones and other residents of 
Belmont, N. C., petitioning passage of Senate 
bill 860 and House bills 4000 and 6785; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

3298. By Mr. HANCOCK: Petition of Mrs. 
W. J. Chorley and other residents of Syracuse, 
N. Y., favoring the passage of Senate bill 
860; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3299. By Mr. MICHENER; Petition sub- 
mitted by Mrs. G. Anthony, of Manchester, 
Mich., and signed by 58 other residents of 
that vicinity, urging the enactment of legis- 
lation which would prevent the sale of liquor 
to men in the armed forces of the United 
States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3300, Also, petition transmitted by Maye 
Morgan, of the Michigan's Women’s League, 
Ann Arbor, Mich., and signed by 25 other 
residents of that city, urging the enactment 
of Senate bill 860; to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, 

3301. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Paul 
N. Robins, of Scarsdale, N. Y., petitioning 
consideration of their resolution with ref- 
erence to House bill 3036; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE 


Monpay, Auaust 24, 1942 


Rev. Ira D. S. Knight, D. D., pastor, 
First Baptist Church, West Palm Beach, 
Fla., offered the following prayer: 


Our Father, who art not only in 


' heaven, but, by Thy divine omnipotence, 


abideth everywhere, we lift our hearts in 
reverent praise to Thee, and give Thee 
the gratitude of our hearts for the privi- 
leges and opportunities of this day fol- 
lowing the Lord’s Day. Grant that we 
shall carry over from the Lord’s Day the 
spirit of reverence into every activity. 
Accept our thanks, we beseech Thee, for’ 
the privileges and opportunities of these 
days, when a new world is being born. 

Grant Thy blessing upon these chosen 
legislators. May they lead our glorious 
Nation into a new day, when evil shall be 
stamped out from the face of the earth, 
and righteousness exalted, for we ask it 
in the name of the Prince of Peace, our 
Savicur. Amen. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the President 

of the United States submitting nomina- 


tions were communicated to the Senate 
by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries, 


THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
August 20, 1942, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Scnate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 
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KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS, 
CALIFORNIA 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation to reimpose the trust on certain 
lands allotted to Indians of the Klamath 
Indian Reservation, Calif. (with an accom- 
panying paper); to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

SALE or OBSOLETE VESSELS By UNITED STATES 

MARITIME COMMISSION TO THE WATERMAN 

STEAMSHIP CORFORATION 


A letter from the Comptroller General of 
the United States, submitting a report rela- 
tive to the sale by the United States Maritime 
Commission to the Waterman Steamship 
Corporation of five obsolete vessels from the 
Commission’s laid-up fleet, with option to 
repurchase the vessels, and the subsequent 
purchase from that corporation of five other 
similar and older vessels at greatly enhanced 
prices, instead of exercising the option (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


DISPOSITION or EXECUTIVE PAPERS 


A letter from The Archivist of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, lists 
of papers and documents on the flies of the 
Departments of Justice, Agricuiture (2), and 
Commerce (2); Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration (2), Federal Works Agency, and Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority, which are not needed 
in the conduct of business and have no per- 
manent value or historical interest, and re- 
questing action looking toward their dispo- 
sition (with accompanying papers); to a 
Joint, Select Committee on the Disposition of 
Papers in the Executive Departments. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Barkiey and Mr. Brewster members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 


By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

Petitions bearing the signatures of 44 citi- 
zens of Alabama, 150 citizens of California, 
99 citizens of Connecticut, 297 citizens of 
Indiana, 18 citizens of Nebraska, 60 citizens 
of New Jersey, 278 citizens of Rhode Island, 
195 citizens of Washington, and members of 
the Ladies Missionary Society, First Baptist 
Church of Morris, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit the 
sale of alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice 
in the vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishments; ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr. DOWNEY: 

Petitions signed by many hundreds of citi- 
zens of the State of California, praying for 
the enactment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit 
the sale of alcoholic liquor and to suppress 
vice in the vicinity of military camps and 
naval establishments; ordered to lie on the 
table, 

By Mr. WALSH: 

A petition of sundry citizens of Newton 
Highlands, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of al- 
coholic liquor and to suppress vice in the 
vicinity of military camps and naval estab- 
lishments; ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr. MEAD (for Mr. WAGNER) : 

A petition of sundry citizens of Waverly, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of Senate 
bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic 
liquor and to suppress vice in the vicinity 
of military camps and naval establishments; 
ordered to lie on the table. 

.By Mr. CAPPER: 

A petition signed by the president and 
members of the faculty of the College of 
Emporia, Emporia, Kans., praying for the en- 
actment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit the 
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sale of alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice 
in the vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishmerts; ordered to lie on the table. 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF THE 


ADJUTANT, DEPARTMENT OF KANSAS, 
AMERICAN LEGION 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp and appropriately referred a 
telegram I have just received from Iryin 
L. Cowger, adjutant of the Kansas de- 
partment of the American Legion, urg- 
ing support of House bill 7416. 

I am heartily in accord with the ap- 
peal made by the Kansas Legionnaires. 
The theory on which the proposed law 
is based is that the soldiers and sailors 
and other persons now in the service of 
the United States are prevented from 
exercising their rights as American citi- 
zens I say the Federal Government 
should not be in the position of depriv- 
ing the men in the armed services of a 
fundamental right as citizens of this 
country. These men are fighting 
throughout the world for a principle 
which we deny them at home unless we 
pass the pending bill. The bill does no 
more than provide the simple machinery 
to correct a manifest injustice to our 
defenders, 

There being no objection, the telegram 
was ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

TOPEKA, KANS., August 24, 1942. 
Senator ARTHUR CAPPER, 
United States Senate: 

Kansas Legionnaires urge your support 
H. R. 7416 scheduled to come up in Senate 
today. 

IRVIN L. COWGER, 
Adjutant, Kansas Department. 


STATEMENT BY CITIZENS OF APPLETON, 
WIS.—AIMS OF THE UNARMED FORCES 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, 2,375 citi- 
zens of Appleton, Wis., have signed a 
resolution or statement graphically out- 
lining the crucial needs of the hour. 

This presentation, which was sent to 
me by Mr. Carl J. Schroeder, vice presi- 
dent of the Appleton Rotary Club, No. 
288, Appleton, Wis., is such an effective 
and dynamic statement that I ask unan- 
imous consent to have it printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL Record and appropriately 
referred. 


There being no objection, the state- 
ment was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


More than 2,C00,C00 American young men 
have gone to war. They have set aside their 
hopes and dreams. They have left comforta- 
ble homes. Postponed careers. Declared a 
moratorium on life. 

Turned abruptly from the ways of peace, 
they are now digging ditches, building roads, 
peeling potatoes, swabbing decks, emptying 
garbage, drilling, training—learning to shoot, 
We may thank our lucky stars they don't 
have to learn to die. They are Americans. 
They just don’t like being kicked around. 

They went cheerfully; went where they were 
sent, and no questions asked. Rich and poor; 
Republicans and Democrats; Catholics, Prot- 
estants, Jews, gentiles; wealth, position, reli- 
gion, color, politics—these don't matter when 
the question is one of freedom or slavery. 
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There are no 8-hour days where these boys 
work now. No rules decide their pay. They've 
got a grim, tough job to do, and they're doing 
it—like men. 

They're learning things every day—these 
boys we say we cherish. Learning a lot of 
things we should know, but stupidly refuse 
to admit. 

They're learning that courage alone is a 
thin weapon against Axis planes and tanks. 

They're learning the tragedy of losing for 
want of a few extra bombers in the right 
place at the right time. 

They're learning the brutal, bloody cost of 
haggling and arguing and debating and stall- 
ing—while our sons die, 

We stood on the curb as they left. We 
cheered. We went with them to the sta- 
tion—and shed a few tears. We drove home 
in our cars—to warm firesides. Then in a 
week or two we stormed the stores when the 
demand for cloth to clothe them removed 
the cuffs from our pants. 

In God’s name, America, let's 3e men—at 
least as big as our sons. 

We are the unarmed forces of the United 
States. No one of us is without responsi- 
bility or duty. 

While we haggle over an hour of over- 
time, our sons are being slaughtered. 

We live our comfortable lives back of the 
ramparts they watch. If they fail, there will 
be no life—but slow living death. 

Our supreme duty—our only duty—is to 
deliver to these young men the planes, tanks, 
guns, and ships they need, Deliver them at 
top speed—and work as many hours making 
them as they willingly work using them. 

They are out there now, waiting with the 
coming of each dawn; and for their cour- 
age, their bravery, their sacrifice, they've 
asked just one thing of us—“Don’t let us 
down,” 

This is our unequivocal answer—we whose 
names appear below. We declare war. War 
on partisanship. War on all political in- 
trigue. War on special privilege. War on 
blindness and bickering. 

‘We demand that every citizen of the United 
States, in or out of office, in or out of man- 
agement, in or out of labor, shall exert every 
human effort toward the production of war 
munitions and supplies in maximum quan- 
tity at maximum speed and at minimum 
cost. 

As a sacred duty to our armed forces—and 
to the Government and the le—we, the 
unarmed forces, declare war on all swollen 
salaries, dividends, bonus payments, or profits 
on war contracts for munitions or supplies in 
excess of profits made in peacetime under 
conditions of full and free competition. And 
we demand full and detailed public exposure 
of all violations. 

We declare war on all rules, regulations, or 
agreements which may prevent any worker 
on any war contract for munitions or supplies 
from working as many hours or as many days 
as he or she is willing to work, or doing as 
much work as he or she wants to do to in- 
crease production. And we demand full and 
detailed public exposure of organizations and 
individuals responsible for obstructing pro- 
duction. 

We declare war on all acts or failures to 
act by Members of the United States Senate 
or House of Representatives which permit or 
encourage representatives of either capital or 
labor to increase costs or obstruct production 
on war materials, And we demand full pub- 
lic exposure of any Member of Congress 
guilty of failure to protect our armed forces 
and our people against saboteurs of produc- 
tion in either group. 

The signers oi this declaration of war are 
not concerned with political partisanship. 
We are neither for nor against any employer 
or group, nor any group of employees. 
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We are concerned with action—full, un- 
bridled, speedy action. And we propose to 
devote ourselves to these tenets as a sacred 
trust. We promise that when men die need- 
lessly the responsibility shall be firmly placed, 
insofar as it is within our ability to place it. 

To our Commander in Chief, the President 
of the United States; to Donald M. Nelson, 
Chairman of the War Production Board; to 
the armed forces and the people, we pledge 
ourselves to this unalterable view for the 
duration of this war. 


AMERICANISM DAY CELEBRATION BY 
CITIZENS OF IRISH EXTRACTION, OF 
CHICAGO, ILL.—RESOLUTIONS 


Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, on 
Sunday, July 5, 1942, citizens of Chicago 
of Irish extraction and birth held an 
Americanism Day celebration pledging 
their devotion, allegiance, and patriotic 
support to the national war effort: I 
have here a set of resolutions adopted at 
that celebration and ask unanimous con- 
sent that the resolutions be printed in the 
Recorp and appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tions were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas from the centuries preceding the 
Christian era Ireland, the motherland of the 
Irish race, possessed a language, civilization, 
culture, and a parliament, known as Tara 
Hall, where the laws of the country were 
made. These laws, known as the Brehon 
laws, were adopted in their entirety, except 
where they related to pagan customs after the 
conversion of the Irish people to the Christian 
faith by St. Patrick in the fifth century. 
These laws served as a code of law until the 
seventeenth century, and would answer as a 
code of law for any nation at the present time, 
with the necessary changes to meet the 
changed conditions of today. 

They were unique in that they were en- 
forced by moral rather than physical force. 
The high state of culture and civilization 
prevailing even in pagan Leland is conceded 
by St. Patrick in his Confessio, or written 
record of his labors in Ireland, now preserved 
at the Vatican Library in Rome. In this 
record he relates that the high state of cul- 
ture and civilization prevailing in Ireland 
was such that the ordinary Irish peasant 
laughed at his own limited knowledge of 
Latin when he (St. Patrick) spoke that lan- 
guage. St. Patrick and his missionaries were 
received kindly in Ireland and not one single 
missionary was molested by the pagans who 
came to hear them preach the Gospel, which 
again proves the high state of their civiliza- 
tion. This was unlike the treatment meted 
out to Christian missionaries in other pagan 
lands; and 

Whereas in the sixth and succeeding cen- 
turies when as a result of the invasion of 
continental Europe by barbaric hordes the 
culture and civilization of Europe were kept 
alive in the famous schools and monasteries 
of Ireland. The schools of Ireland -were 
opened free of cost to students from all over 
Europe and Ireland sent out educators and 
missionaries to every land in the Continent 
to revive religion and found schools, many of 
which became faraous seats of learning. Thus 
it was that St. Columbanus labored in 
southern France and northern Italy and 
amongst others founded the famous Bobbio 
School in Italy. St. Gall left Ireland to labor 
in Germany and Switzerland, St. Colimcille to 
labor in Scotland, St. Aidan to labor in Eng- 
land, St. Fridolin to labor in western Ger- 
many, St. Pursney to labor in France and St. 
Cataldus to labor “in Italy, etc. The famous 
Irish schools of Kildare, Bangor, Clanmac- 
nois, Armagh, etc., turned out graduates at 
such a rate at this period when Ireland was 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


known as the island of saints and scholars 
that civilization, culture, and religion was 
saved in continental Europe; and 

Whereas the Irish race in keeping with its 
tradition of the past has continued to carry 
religion, culture, and love of liberty to all 
nations of the English-speaking world; and 

Whereas following the discovery of Amer- 
ica, the Irish race started to come here in 
large numbers, Americans of Irish extraction 
and birth constituted 45 percent of the sol- 
diers of Washington’s army and they ren- 
dered distinguished service and furnished 
much of the leadership during the War of 
Independence, according to the records of the 
then Thirteen Colonies. Typical of this lead- 
ership was that given by Commodore Jack 
Barry, native of Wexford, Ireland, whose vic- 
tories at sea were responsible for much-need- 
ed guns and ammunition getting through 
from France to Washington’s hard-pressed 
army. Commodore Jack Barry, known as the 
father of the American Navy, was given com- 
mission No. 1 in the United States Navy by 
President George Washington; and 

Whereas since the founding of this Repub- 
lic 167 years ago Americans of Irish extraction 
and birth have played a major part in its 
progress and development. Typical of the 
part they played in the progress and develop- 
ment of many of our great cities is that 
played by Irish pioneers in the growth and 
progress of Chicago. It was Capt. John 
Whistler. of the United States Army, native 
of Cork, Ireland, who suggested the construc- 
tion of Fort Dearborn. While camping near 
the mouth of the Chicago River in charge of 
a convoy of soldiers traveling from Detroit to 
St. Louis he suggested to General Dearborn, 
the then United States Secretary of War, the 
advantages of having a military fort at this 
lecation and the possibilities of the location 
for trading, etc. General Dearborn approved 
of the suggestion and commissioned Captain 
Whistler to construct such a fort. The fort 
was constructed and dedicated in 1803 by 
Captain Whistler, who named it Fort Dear- 
born in honor of the Secretary of War. In 
1830 Chicago was a struggling little village 
settlement when there came to Chicago a 
gentleman named Dr. William B. Egan. 

Dr. Egan was born in Killarney, County 
Kerry, Ireland, and he came to Chicago from 
New York, bringing with him visions of a 
great future for Chicago because of Its loca- 
tion. After coming to Chicago he opened up 
the first real-estate office and immediately 
started to advocate the construction of the 
Tllindis-Michigan Canal. He succeeded in 
having the United States Government spon- 
sor the project, and when ground was broken 
for the construction of this canal on July 4, 
1836, he was elected to deliver the oration, in 
which he visioned a future great city and a 
prosperous Middle West as a result of the 
construction of the Ilinois-Michigan Canal. 
In time the canal was completed, and the 
first year it was opened for traffic the trade of 
Chicago increased 500 percent, fully justifying 
the visions of Dr. Egan. .Chicago in time be- 
came agreat city, and its position was secure 
when Irish workers started to build the rail- 
roads of this country; and 

Whereas on April 18, 1844, there came to 
Chicago as its first Catholic bishop, the Right 
Reverend William Quarter, D. D., native of 
Westmeath, Ireland. He was consecrated 
bishop of the new See of Chicago in St, Pat- 
rick’s Cathedral, New York, on March 10,1844, 
by Bishop Hughes. As a young priest in New 
York in 1832, during an outbreak of cholera, 
Father Quarter devoted himself day and 
night to relieving the awful distress of the 
citizens without regard to class or creed or 
to his own health. On his arrive! in Chicago 
on May 5, 1844, he celebrated his first mass in 
a little wooden structure, St. Mary’s Church, 
which was the only Catholic Church in the 
little village of Chicago at that time. Three 
more substantial structures were added by 
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Bishop Quarter, St. Patrick’s, St. Peter's, and 
St. Joseph's in 1846. Bishop Quarter secured 
passage of a law by the Illinois Legislature 
the year of his arrival in Chicago granting a 
charter for the establishment of St. Mary’s of 
the Lake Seminary, which college was the 
first institution of higher learning established 
in the West. He also secured passage of the 
law under which the bishop of Chicago is 
given power to hold title to all church prop- 
erty in the diocese. He established the first 
community of sisters in Chicago. This com- 
munity of the Sisters of Mercy, which came 
here from Pittsburgh, Pa., in 1848, included 
Sisters Mary Agatha O’Brien, Mary Vincent 
McGirr, Mary Gertrude McGuire, Mary 
Agatha Corbitt, and Mary Eva Schmidt. 
When Bishop Quarter died some years later, 
he left Chicago with a seminary and 30 Cath- 
colic Churches. Much of the money for those 
structures he collected in New York, where 
he was so popular as a result of his work 
during the plague of cholera when he was a 
young priest. When Bishop Quarter died, 
Chicago mourned his passing for 3 days, dur- 
ing which time non-Catholics vied with 
Catholics in paying tribute to his memory, 
because of his great service as a community 
leader and educator, apart from his great 
work in laying the foundations of his church 
so secure in these, the early days of Chicago's 
history; and 
Whereas the’ United States of America, our 
beloved country, is now engaged in war to 
protect its liberty, its freedom of conscience, 
and its future, as well as the very future of 
civilization itself throughout the world; and 
Whereas citizens of Irish extraction and 
birth are living up to their great traditions 
in this war as evidenced by the heroes whose 
names appear in the news after every en- 
gagement with the enemies of our country. 
While we are proud of all our American 
heroes in this war, we have especial reason 
to be proud of the name of Kelley, Devereux, 
O'Donnell, Bulkeley, Meehan, Welsh, O'Hare, 
and Emmett Gibson, and many others; and 
Whereas citizens of Irish extraction and 
birth are traditionally devoted to the pres- 
ervation of those ideals for which this war 
is being waged: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That this assemblage of Ameri- 
cans of Irish extraction and birth observing 
this day, Sunday, July 5, 1942, as American- 
ism Day, do hereby pledge to our devoted 
country our allegiance, our labor, our lives, 
and.our property when and as required to 
insure absolute and final victory in this war; 
and be it further 
„Resolved, That we believe the complete and 
perpetual disarmament of all the military 
forces of aggressor nations and the impartial 
application of the principles of freedom, lib- 
erty, and justice for all clearly defined na- 
tions and peoples at the conclusion of this 
war are the fundamental factors that will 
insure peace, prosperity, and ordered family 
life to the future generations of citizens of 
this Republic. 
Maurice N. COTTER, 
Chairman. 
MICHAEL MCLAUGHLIN, 
Secretary. 
JOHN P. RAFTERY. 
THOMAS O'SHAUGHNESSY. 


REPORTS OF THE COMMITTEE ON MIL- 
ITARY AFFAIRS 


The following reports of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs were submitted: 


By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado: 
S.2708. A bill to amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940, as amended, 
so as to extend the benefits of the Employees’ 
Compensation Act to conscientious objectors; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1583). 
By Mr. REYNOLDS: 
§. 2722. A bill to ‘authorize relief of dis- 
bursing officers of the Army on account of loss 
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or deficiency of Government funds, vouch- 
ers, records, or papers in their charge; with- 
out amendment (Rept. No. 1584). 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were intro- 
duced, read the first time, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the second time, and re- 
ferred as follows: 


By Mr. VAN NUYS: 

S. 2731. A bill to suspend until June 30, 
1945, the running of the statute of limita- 
tions applicable to violations of the antitrust 
laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARRAN: 

S. 2732. A bill to increase the penalty for 
indecent exposure in the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

S. 2733. A bill to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the better registration 
of births in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 1, 1907; and 

5. 2734. A bill to amend an act entitled “An 
act to create a board for the condemnation 
of insanitary buildings in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 1, 1906, as amended, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

§. 2735, A bill for the relief of the Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. ANDREWS: 

S: 2736. A bill to restore to the active list of 
the Army and to active duty certain retired of- 
ficers of the Regular Army, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MALONEY: 

S.J. Res. 160. Joint resolution providing for 
the acceptance of title to the Widener Art 
Collection of Philadelphia, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF THE 


Mr. DANAHER and Mr. VANDEN- 
BERG submitted an amendment intend- 
ed to be proposed by them, respectively, 
to the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a 
method of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the place of their residence 
and serving within the continental 
United States, which were ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed. 

AMERICAN LEGION ADDRESS BY 
SENATOR LUCAS 

[Mr. BARKLEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Record an address de- 
livered by Senator Lucas before the annual 
convention of the American Legion, Depart- 
ment of Illinois, August 24, 1942, at Peoria, 
Ill, which appears in the Appendix.] 

A PALESTINIAN JEWISH ARMY—ADDRESS 
BY SENATOR JOHNSON OF COLORADO 
[Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob- 

tained leave to have printed in the RECORD 

an atidress delivered by him on August 23, 

1942, in Washington, on the subject of the 

Jewish Palestinian Army, which appears in 

the Appendix.] 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR BROOKS BEFORE 
STATE CONVENTION OF REPUBLICAN 
PARTY OF ILLINOIS 


[Mr. BROOKS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by him at the State convention of 
the Republican Party of Illinois, at the Elks 
Club in Springfield, I1., on August 20, 1942, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 
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ACCIDENTS ARE ENEMIES—EDITORIAL 
FROM NEW YORE TIMES 


{Mr. LODGE asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Record an editorial from 
the New York Times of July 27, 1942, en- 
titled “Accidents Are Enemies,” which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 


BASIC RELIGIOUS BELIEFS 


[Mr. LODGE asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a statement by 
the Massachusetts Committee, Conference of 
Christians and Jews, on the subject of basic 
religious beliefs, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix. ] 


EXTRATERRITORIALITY IN CHINA 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
last Monday, when I was discussing ex- 
traterritoriality in China, the Senator 
from Nebraska (Mr. Norris] asked if I 
had a copy of the letter from the State 
Department wherein the State Depart- 
ment disapproved a bill I introduced in 
1934 relating to this subject. I have been 
able to find a copy of the letter from the 
Secretary of State written at that time, 
and I ask that, for the information of 
the Senate, it be made a part of my 
remarks. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January 31, 1934. 
The Honorable Key PITTMAN, 
United States Senate. 


My Dear Senator Pittman: I have received 
your letter of January 20, 1934, transmitting, 
with a request for my recommendations and 
advice thereon, a copy of S. 2399, “A bill to 
amend sections 4, 5, 6, and 7 of the act en- 
titled ‘An act creating a United States Court 
for China and prescribing the jurisdiction 
thereof,’ approved June 30, 1906, and to 
repeal the act of June 4, 1920.” 

Iam of the opinion that the enactment or 
public discussion of the bill under reference 
would not be in the interest of the United 
States for the reason that this Government 
has been requested by the Government of 
China to enter upon negotiations with that 
Government for the revision of the treaty as 
to commercial relations concluded between 
the United States and China on October 8, 
1903, and in all probability will soon enter 
into such negotiations. Since the Govern- 
ment of China has expressed a desire “inde- 
pendently to negotiate a new treaty * * * 
on the basis of the principles of equality and 
reciprocity,” the forthcoming negotiations 
necessarily will involve consideration of the 
question of the extraterritorial jurisdiction 
of the United States in China. 

Iam sure therefore that you will concur in 
the Department's view that it would he in- 
opportune and inadvisable to enact any leg- 
islation affecting the extraterritorial juris- 
diction of the United States in China—with 
the possible exception of measures for which 
an imperative need might arise—or to give 
any publicity to proposals for such legisla- 
tion pending the results of the forthcoming 
negotiations between the two Governments. 

Since none of the provisions of the bill 
appear to warrant urgent consideration, I 
refrain from discussing its provisions, but the 
Department will, of course, be glad to com- 
municate its views in regard to the bill at 
any time the committee may desire to receive 
them. 

Sincerely yours, 
CORDELL HULL. 
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- A bill to amend sections 4, 5, 6, and 7 of the 


act entitled “An act creating a United 
States Court for China and prescribing the 
jurisdiction thereof,” approved June 30, 
1906, and to repeal the act of June 4, 1920 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the act 
entitled “An act creating a United States 
Court for China and prescribing the jurisdic- 
tion thereof,” approved June 30, 1906, is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4. The jurisdiction of the United 
States Court for China and of the consular 
courts of the United States in China, in all 
causes, whether civil or criminal, shall be 
exercised in conformity with the treaties be- 
tween the United States and China and with 
the written substantive laws of China. But 
in any case where such laws may be deficient 
in the provisions necessary to give jurisdic- 
tion, or to afford suitable remedies, the laws 
of the United States, including the common 
law as established and interpreted by the 
courts of the United States, shall continue to 
be applied, as now provided by law, by said 
United States Court for China and said con- 
sular courts, in rendering decisions, judg- 
ments, decrees, and orders.” 

Sec. 2. Section 5 of said act of June 30, 
1906, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5. The procedure of said courts in 
China shall conform to the Consular Court 
Regulations of 1864, as modified and supple- 
mented by the judge of the United States 
Court for China, in accordance with the 
power heretofore conferred upon him, which 
he shall continue to exercise. He may, on his 
own motion, or upon application of either 
party to a cause, refer any or all questions 
of fact in any cause to one or more referees, 
who may sit with the judge, or separately as 
he may direct, and upon whose findings of 
fact he may base his judgment. The reason- 
able fees of such referees shall be taxed as 
costs.” 

Sec. 3. Section 6 of said act of June 30, 
1906, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Src. 6. In addition to the judge of the 
United States Court for China and the clerk 
thereof, there shall be a United States attor- 
ney for China, a United States commissioner 
for China, and a United States marshal for 
China, whose appointment, duties, functions, 
privileges, prerogatives, and powers shall be 
governed by the laws relating to correspond- 
ing officers of United States district courts. 
The said judge and United States attorney 
shall be lawyers of good standing and ex- 
perience and the United States commissioner 
shall have been regularly admitted to prac- 
tice before said United States Court for 
China, and shall, in addition .to the powers 
above mentioned, possess the judicial au- 
thority and jurisdiction exercised by the 
American vice consul at Shanghai before June 
4, 1920. Said commissioner shall also, in the 
absence from Shanghai of the judge of said 
court, have authority, in proper cases, to 
grant preliminary injunctions, attachments, 
and similar interlocutory emergency orders, 
and may, with the written consent of all . 
parties to a pending cause, render interlocu- 
tory or final judgment therein. Where such 
consent is refused, and the cause is one of 
extreme importance, and the said judge is 
absent, disabled, or disqualified, the Attorney 
General may designate the United States 
judge for the district of Hawaii, or a justice 
of the Philippine Supreme Court, to try said 
cause. All officers of the United States Court 
for China shall be entitled, in addition to 
their compensation, as now provided by law, 
to their necessary, actual expenses when 
traveling on official business, and they shall 
report to the Attorney General, who shall 
exercise thereover the same supervision as 
over the United States district courts.” 

Sec. 4. Section 7 of said act of June 30, 
1906, is hereby amended to read as follows: 
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“Src. 7. The tenure of office of the judge 
of the United States Court for China shall 
be 10 years, and until his successor enters 
upon his duties, unless the former be re- 
moved for legal cause. The clerk of said court 
shall be in the civil service of the United 
States, and all changes of personnel shall be 
in accordance with the civil-service laws and 
the Classification Act of 1923, as amended. 
The tenure of office of the other officers of 
said court shall be at the pleasure of the 


appointing power.” 
Sec. 5. The act of June 4, 1920 (41 Stat. L. 


746), is hereby repealed. 


GASOLINE AND FUEL-OIL SITUATION IN 
THE EAST 


Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, on 
Thursday last I spoke in the Senate 
relative to the seriousness of the fuel- 
oil shortage in New England and the 
Northeast and on the hardships result- 
ing from the gasoline-rationing program 
in the 17 eastern seaboard States. I 
raised several points on which action 
was needed immediately, and asked the 
various responsible officials of the Gov- 
ernment for this action. 

The following day action was taken 
on several of my requests, and in. order 
to bring the record up to date I ask 
unanimous consent to have inserted as 
a part of my remarks an article appear- 
ing in the New York Herald Tribune of 
August 22, indicating that Mr. Ickes, the 
Petroleum Coordinator, has allocated 
5,000 more tank cars to carry oil from the 
West. This will be very definite as- 
sistance to us. The article further indi- 
cates that Mr. Donald Nelson has ap- 
pointed a board of three to study the 
fuel-oil problem in the East. I also ask 
to have printed an article disclosing that 
the President of the United States has 
addressed the various bureau heads ask- 
ing them to stop issuing some of their 
confusing statements and stop bickering 
among themselves. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator 
from New Hampshire? 

There being no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

[From the New York Herald Tribune of 

August 22, 1942] 

BOARD TO DECIDE IF FUEL OIL HAS TO BE RA- 
TIONED—NELSON APPOINTS THREE; ICKES AL~ 
LOTS 5,000 TANK CARS FROM WEST TO HELP 
Wasuincton, August 21.—Mr. Donald M. 

Nelson, Chairman of the War Production 

Board, appointed a three-man committee to- 

night to determine whether fuel oil should 

be rationed in the East this winter, as the 

Petroleum Coordinator, Harold L. Ickes, 

sought to relieve a serious shortage by divert- 

ing 5,000 to 7,000 more tank cars to the east- 
ern area, 

Mr, Ickes, Leon Henderson, Price Adminis- 
trator, and Robert P. Patterson, Under Secre- 
tary of War, compose the committee asked by 
Mr. Nelson to recommend a method to be 
used if they decide that rationing is neces- 


sary. Mr. Nelson said that he, too, would 


attend the committee’s mectings. 

The extra tank cars will be obtained from 
20 Middle Western and Southwestern States, 
where they have been used to haul auto- 
motive gasoline. Mr. Ickes prohibited the 
hauling of such gasoline by rail in those un- 
Tationed States. 

Ralph K. Davies, Deputy Petroleum Co- 
ordinator, said if the withdrawal of tank 
Cars creates a petroleum shortage in those 
areas, then rationing should be extended to 
include them. 
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The Middle Western and Southwestern 
States affected by Mr. Ickes’ order, which be- 
comes effective on Monday, must depend 
solely upon pipe lines, trucks, and barges for 
their petroleum supplies. 

The cars will bring an additional 100,000 
barrels of oil daily to the East, which, how- 
ever, will still be left some 300,000 barrels 
short of its minimum daily needs, The esti- 
mated consumption for August is 1,400,000 
barrels daily, compared with 1,100,000 barrels 
shipped in daily during the month, 

The Petroleum Coordinator's Office reported 
that 70,000 tank cars are now bringing 800,- 
000 barrels of oil daily into the eastern area. 
The remainder is brought by trucks, barges, 
and pipe lines. 

The new tank cars will be used exclusively 
to haul fuel oil, and will be directed largely 
to the New England area. : 

Mr. Davies said that oil companies in the 
Middle West and Southwest would pool their 
facilities “at least to a degree” to mitigate 
effects of the tank car withdrawal on those 
areas. 

“Whether or not this wlll be suficient to 
permit the mid-continent and Southwest to 
operate without rationing of petroleum re- 
mains to be seen,” Mr. Davies said. “The 
Ofice of Petroleum Coordinator bas taken the 
position from the start that transportation 
should be withdrawn from unrationed areas 
for the relief of the rationed area as rapidly 
as it could be usefully employed, and if this 
withdrawal of transportation created a short- 
age in areas losing it, then curtailment 
should be extended. 

“It has seemed only fair that the burden 
growing out of a condition of war be dis- 
tributed as widely as possible.” 

The States affected are Texas, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Alabama, Oklahoma, Arkansas, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, Missouri, Kansas, Ne- 
braska, Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Michi- 
gan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and North and 
Scuth Dakota. New Mexico was omitted be- 
cause it has no pipe lines, refineries, or water 
transportation. 

Representative. Entra Nourse Rocrrs, Re- 
publican, of Massachusetts, announced ear- 
lier that she had invited Governors of the 
six New England States to attend a confer- 
ence with Federal officials here next Tuesday 
to discuss the fuel-oil shortage. Mr. Ickes, 
Mr. Nelson, Mr, Henderson, and Joseph B. 
Eastman, Defense Transportation Director, 
will attend. 

Meanwhile the Office of Petroleum Coordi- 
nator announced that it had approved plans 
for extending the Plantation pipe line from 
Greensboro, N, C., to a point near Richmond, 
Va. The Office of Petroleum Coordinator said 
the oil would be shipped by barge from the 
pipe-line terminus near Richmond to the 
Washington, Baltimore, and Philadelphia 
areas. The Plantation line has a daily ca- 
pacity of 30,000 barrels. 


[From the New York Herald Tribune of Au- 
gust 22, 1942] 

ROOSEVELT BUREAU HEADS END BICKERING— 
BANS STATEMENTS CRITICIZING EACH OTHER, 
WANTS ALL TO SUBMIT QUARRELS TO HIM 
WASHINGTON, August 21.—President Roose- 

velt ordered all heads of Government agencies 

today to cease bickering with one another in 
public and henceforth to submit all disagree- 
ment to him. 

He implied that recent controversies among 
bureau heads have been used by the Axis to 
Axis advantage. The statement was inter- 
preted as a stopper to divergent opinions 
which have been expressed recently on such 
controversial subjects as rubber, petroleum, 
rationing, and the recent unauthorized dis- 
closure of a steel report by a War Production 
Board employee severely criticizing War Pro- 
duction Board Chairman Donald M. Nelson. 

Mr. Roosevelt said that Elmer Davis, head 
of the Office of War Information, had pointed 
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out to him that “satisfactory progress” has 
been made in correlating written statements 
of Government officials, but that coordination 
of war information could not be attained as 
long as “verbal statements” continue to be 
made in variance on matters touching a num- 
ber of departments. 

Mr. Davis, according to the President, holds 
the belief that such statements “do not con- 
tribute either to the accuracy or the con- 
sistency of public information.” 


DISPENSING WITH CALL OF THE 
CALENDAR 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine 
morning business is concluded, and the 
calendar is in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Iask unanimous con- 
sent that the calling of the calendar be 
temporarily postponed, and that the un- 
finished business be taken up for consid- 
eration at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES SERVING IN THE 
UNITED STATES 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a 
method of voting, ir time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the place of their residence 
and serving within the continental 
United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the first amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. GREEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Will the Senator in- 
form the Senate whether or not an agree- 
mert has been reached between the Sen- 


-ator from Rhode Island, the chairman 


of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, and Senators who are in opposition 
to the bill, relative to a text generally 
agreeable? 

Mr. GREEN. I am very glad to do so. 
Friday morning we held a meeting in 
which this matter was fully discussed, 
and a rephrasing of section 1 of the bill 
agreed to by those present, including the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] 
and the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
GEORGE]. Other Senators were notified 
over the telephone after the agreement 
was reached. 

Section 1, as rephrased, in the form 
in which it meets with the approval of 
everyone who was consulted, reads as 
follows. I offer this now as a substitute 
for the section as it was previously pro- 
posed: 


In time of war, notwithstanding any pro- 
vision of State law relating to the registration 
of qualified voters, every individual absent 
from the place of his residence and serving in 
the land or naval forces of the United States 
in the continental United States (excluding 
Alaska), including the members of the Army 
Nurse Corps, the Navy Nurse Corps, the 
Women's Navy Reserve, and the Women’s 
Army Auxiliary Corps, who is or was eligibie 
to register for and is otherwise qualified to 
vote at any election under the law of the 
State of his residence, shall be entitled, as 
provided in this act, to vote for electors of 
President and Vice President of the United 
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States, United States Senators, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. i 

I trust the suggested amendment 
avoids the criticisms which were made by 
some of the Senators at the previous ses- 
sions when this matter was under dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Has any consid- 
eration been given to the problem which 
arises in States which believe they have 
good absentee-voting systems at present, 
and which do not wish to confuse the 
situation by having two absentee-voting 
systems in operation at the same time? 
Has anything been done in this confer- 
ence with respect to that aspect of the 
problem? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes; but I must say that 
the conclusion is that there should be a 
uniform law throughout the United 
States. Some of the States, like the 
State of Michigan, have admirable ab- 
sentee-voting laws, but there are all de- 
grees of merit in these voting laws. Some 
of them are fairly good and some of them 
are pretty bad. We cannot set up any 
machinery for deciding as between the 
respective merits of these various laws. 

I have no doubt that where the laws 
are good and really provide opportunity 
for the absentee soldiers and sailors to 
vote, the men will take advantage of the 
State law. Under the pending bill they 
would have the privilege of electing be- 
tween the two, and I think probably 
they would take advantage of the State 
law. In States where the law is not sat- 
isfactory they will doubtless take advan- 
tage of the Federal law. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Unquestionably, 
under the text of the bill, the soldier 
himself would have the option as to 
which system he would embrace. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 

. Mr. VANDENBERG. But that does 
not save the situation at home, where the 
operation of a dual system becomes both 
burdensome and confusing. 

Mr. GREEN. No. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am not sure 
that the soldier himself would not be 
confused when he might rely upon the 
habitual methods provided by his State, 
and then suddenly received a postal card 
which advised him that this other way 
was the way in which to proceed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. He will not receive 
a postal card unless he has.made a re- 
quest that he receive a postal card, un- 
der the proposed law, and the presump- 
tion is that if he asks for a postal card 
under the Federal law he would vote 
under that law. He does not have to 
get a postal card under any State law, 
as I understand. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is quite 
true; but these postal cards are going to 
be in all the camps, and it is going to be 
a general invitation to embrace this al- 
ternative method of voting. 

Tam sure we are all aiming at the same 
net result. We want maximum soldier- 
voting opportunities. My point of view 
is that we have not improved the voting 
opportunity for the soldiers from a 
number of States, my own included, 
when we present them with a confusion 
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of choice respecting the method by which 
they shall exercise their suffrage. 

I haye been wondering whether the 
matter could not be reached in the fash- 
ion which I now submit to the Senator for 
his consideration. I have no settled 
opinion respecting it, yet this might be a 
method of attaining our object. I ask 
the Senator what he has to say about 
this suggestion? 

Mr. GREEN. In reply—— 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Will not the Sen- 
ator permit me to submit the suggestion 
to him? 

Mr.GREEN. Before the Senator reads 
a definite proposal I may say that his two 
letters, admirably setting forth his point 
of view, were presented at the last session 
of the Senate and read, and are in the 
RecorD, and they received our considera- 
tion. However, I shall be very glad to 
hear a reading, as I assume the pro- 
posal the Senator is about to make is the 
same as that contained in his corre- 
spondence. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. No; I am now 
submitting to the Senator for his con- 
sideration a specific textual suggestion. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Suppose the bill 
were amended so as to provide as follows: 

Whenever the Governor of any State deter- 
mines that under the law of such State a 
feasible and practicable method of voting is 
provided for residents of such State who are 
absent from their places of residence and are 
serving in the land or naval forces of the 
United States in the continental United 
States (excluding Alaska), and that under 
the law of such State a reasonable and ade- 
quate opportunity will be afforded for such 
residents to vote in any election to which the 
provisions of this act apply, such Governor 
may so certify to the secretary of state of 
such State, to the Secretary of State of the 
United States, to the Secretary of War, and 
to the Secretary of the Navy. In the case of 
elections to be held in 1942 such certification 
shall not be effective unless it is made within 
20 days after the date of enactment of this 
act; and in case of elections to be held in any 
subsequent year such certification shall not 
be effective unless it is made prior to August 
15 in such year. When a certification has 
been made in accordance with the provisions 
of this section by the Governor of any State 
with respect to any election, the provisions 
of the other sections of this act shall no 
longer be applicable with respect to such 
election in such State. 


And so forth. In other words, may 
we not trust the Governor of a State to 
determine whether or not an existing 
State absentee voters’ law is adequate 
for the purpose of permitting a maximum 
soldier vote, and under such circum- 
stances to take his State from under 
a statute which ought to apply some- 
where else, but which is not necessary in 
the particular State affected? 

Mr. GREEN. In answer to the question 
which I understand is propounded, I will 
say that I believe the Governors of the 
great majority of the States which have 
absentee-voting laws would probably 
certify that their laws were adequate to 
meet the situation, and I therefore must 
conclude that only a minority of the 
States would be covered. The proposed 
legislation is intended to undo a wrong 
unwittingly committed by the Congress 
of the United States in drafting men 
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for service in our armed forces, and 
not providing them with means of regis- 
tering. The Federal Government has 
deprived them of the right of registration, 
and the Federal Government should, by 
National Federal legislation undo that 
wrong, and provide them with a means 
of registration. As I said before, we 
cannot have separate laws for the differ- 
ent States. It seems to me it is improper 
to allow a State to withdraw from Fed- 
eral legislation simply because it thinks 
its own laws are effective, just as it would 
be improper to allow a State, in which 
the voluntary enlistments are very nu- 
merous, to withdraw from the draft act. 

Mr, VANDENEERG. Mr. President, I 
do not think that situation ‘s quite par- 
allel, if the Senator will permit me to 
say so. 

Mr. GREEN. Not entirely, but since 
the proposed legislation is interwoven 
with the draft act, it seems to me we 
could not say that a State which has a 
large number of voluntary enlistments, 
and perhaps has set up some machinery 
for continuing such enlistments, should 
say that “the draft act ought not to 
apply to us because we have a better 
method of enlistment.” 

So the proposed act, which relates to 
the draft act, and which was caused hv 
the draft act, should be equally w` 
its scope, should apply to all the Sva.cs 
in the Union, although it is not needed 
as much in some as in others, Even if 
the men do not take advantage of the 
opportunity afforded by the proposed leg- 
islation they will be unable in the future 
to state that the Members of Congress 
who will be elected in the election to be 
held next fall do not represent them; 
that the laws which the Congress passes 
are made without their consent; that the 
laws are “put over” on them, as it was 
claimed by soldiers in the last war that 
prohibition was “put over” on them, in 
that they had no right to vote on it. So 
the present soldiers could claim that the 
Senators and Representatives who are 
elected when the soldiers are in the 
armed services do not really represent 
them. They will be able to, and there 
will be some excuse for their claiming 
that the laws passed by the Congress are 
not passed according to the democratic 
system on which our Government is 
founded. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Of course, they 
could not make that complaint under the 
absentee voting law of the State of Mich- 
igan. 

Mr. GREEN. No; but they can in other 
States. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am not trying 

to protect any State in which it is not 
true that wholly adequate machinery 
already exists. 
* Mr. GREEN. But that question is 
passed upon by interested parties. The 
Governor of a State is naturally inter- 
ested in maintaining the integrity of the 
State’s institutions and the adequacy of 
its laws. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Governor of 
my State is a Democrat, so I am being 
very generous in my proposal so far as 
that is concerned. 
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Mr. GREEN. All the States which 
have voting laws claim that they are 
adequate. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. The Governor of 
my State is a Republican, but I think the 
Governor of the average State is enough 
interested in the boys to give them a per- 
fectly fair opportunity of expression by 
their vote. Undoubtedly the registration 
laws of the State of Wyoming give the 
boys abundant and complete opportunity 
to vote, and vote timely, whereas if we 
adopt some amendment to the bill a 
process may be set up which will result 
in slowing up the procedure, and the votes 
may not come back in time, 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to call to the 
attention of the Senator from Michigan 
a situation which he may not have con- 
templated. It is true that his State and 
other States have what might be re- 
garded as adequate absentee-voting laws 
in ordinary times, but in some of those 
States, where a man may vote by mail, 
he cannot register by mail. One of the 
reasons for the proposed legislation is to 
waive the requirement for registration. 
In the Senator’s State, or in any other 
State which permit soldiers or others 
who are absent at election time to vote 
by mail, such persons may not be able to 
register by mail; and therefore if they 
are not registered they cannot vote under 
the laws of such State. The object of 
the bill is to give such persons the right 
to vote although they cannot register 
and are not register.d, because of their 
induction into the armed forces of the 
United States. In that case the Sen- 
ator’s amendment would still deny the 
right to vote to any soldiers or sailors 
who are not already registered under the 
laws of the State. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
am sorry that I must disagree with the 
Senator’s construction of the amend- 
ment. The amendment would require a 
decision by the Governor as to whether 
or not the existing State machinery was 
totally adequate, and if it were inade- 
quate, even to the degree described by the 
Senator from Kentucky, I should want 
the Federal law embraced. I want max- 
imum voting opportunity for the sol- 
diers, but. I am unable to believe that the 
voting prospectus for the boys from my 
State will be improved by the confusion 
of a dual, paralleling system, and they 
will not know which one to embrace. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know to 
what extent the soldiers are utterly 
ignorant of their rights in the States as 
to the matter of voting. I do not think 
such ignorance is as widespread as some 
of the remarks in the Senate here have 
indicated. They will certainly know 
when this measure is enacted that on a 
post card which will be provided for them 
they can write to the secretary of state 
of their State to get the ballots. Ifin the 
meantime they have discovered, or if they 
already know, that under the laws of the 
State, for instance, they may vote by mail 
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without registration, they, of course, can 
select which method they desire to adopt. 
I would not impugn any Governor’s mo- 
tives, for I am sure all State Governors 
are just as anxious for the soldiers to 
vote as we are here, but I am not certain 
whether a Governor, in certifying that 
the voting laws of a State are adequate, 
would have the right to say that a sol- 
dier, if absent in the Army, and who had 
not registered under the laws of that 
State, was protected in any way in the 
matter of registration by the laws of the 
State. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. The registration 
laws in most of the States have a pro- 
vision that if the voter is necessarily ab- 
sent during the registration period his 
vote may be received upon affirmation 
by two persons that he is a voter in the 
precinct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The responsibility is 
on the soldier who is absent under those 
circumstances, to prove to the election 
Officers that he is unavoidably absent, 
that he was absent during the registra- 
tion period. In other words, if he has 
not registered, he must go to a great deal 
of trouble to prove that he was prevented 
from registering by being in the Army, 
whereas this measure simply permits 
him, without regard to any reason for 
absence of registration, to vote, if he is 2 
qualified voter. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKS. I wish to point out 
that in Illinois we have what our Gov- 
ernor would undoubtedly determine to 
be an adequate absentee voting law. But 
there is some confusion now. There are 
two different rulings on the subject. One 
is by our secretary of state. The other 
is an informal opinion by our attorney 
general holding that the soldier must 
first write and get an affidavit; then he 
must go through the difficult procedure 
of filling out his affidavit; then he has 
to send it in and get his ballot; then he 
must make another affidavit when he 
sends the ballot back. I think that is an 
adequate system in peacetime, when a 
man is not under stress, or is not under 
definite orders by which he is told when 
to go to bed and when to get up, and 
where to walk, and where he shall live, 
but in time of war I think the system 
should be made simple, so that we will 
not even place in the soldier’s way the 
little hurdle involved in getting his bal- 
lot and signing affidavits. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Illinois for the illus- 
tration he has given us, and I may say 
that I believe what he said is true of most 
of the States. I believe that practically 
all the States require registration before 
@ person can vote, even if otherwise 
eligible. I should like to ask the distin- 
guished Senator from Michigan whether 
that is not true of his State? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am unable to 
give the Senator specific information on 
that point, but I am getting the infor- 
mation now. 
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Mr, WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me so I may ask the 
Senator from Michigan a question? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Mich- 
igan spoke of the choice which the sol- 
dier has. I take it that was a reference 
to a choice between taking the ballot 
which is provided for by the proposed 
legislation, and which will carry the 
names only of the Federal candidates; 
that is, Senator and Representative, or 
utilizing a ballot which comes to him 
from his State, and which has many 
other names on it. May the soldier vote 
both ballots under the proposed legis- 
lation? 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, let 
me ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether the premise of the Senator from 
Maine is correct, that only the names of 
Federal officials are on such a ballot. 

Mr. WHITE. I had supposed that this 
measure dealt only with Federal officials 
and that the ballot to which the pro- 
posed statute has reference is of that 
type. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 

Mr. WHITE. It will carry the names 


. only of candidates for the Senate and 


the House? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. What I want to know is 
whether the soldier may vote that ballot 
and may also vote the ballot which 
comes from his State, which will carry 
not only the names of candidates for the 
Senate and the House, but all county, all 
State, and all local officers. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. And thus vote 
twice for Senator and Representative? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the bill 
provides, if the Senator will permit, in 
section 8, that— 

The votes cast as provided in this act shall 
be canvassed— 


And so forth— 
as nearly as may be practicable— 


According to the laws of the State— 
but no official war ballot shall be valid if 
the voter has voted in person or by absentee 
ballot in accordance with the procedure pro- 
vided by the laws of the State. 


So that if the voter has voted under his 
State law not only for Senator and Rep- 
resentative, but all the other candidates 
on the ballot, he may not cast this war- 
ballot vote. 

Mr. WHITE. That answers specifi- 
cally the question I hadin mind. If the 
soldier elected tc proceed under the pro- 
posed legislation, he would vote only for 
two officers and he would be denied the 
right to vote for all the other State, 
county, and municipal officers. 

Mr. NORRIS and other Senators ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Rhode Island yield; and if 
so, to whom? 

Mr. GREEN. There are so many 
questions being propounded by different 
Senators at the same time that it is very 
difficult for me not only to answer them, 
but to grasp their significance. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to make a 
suggestion as to procedure at this point, 
if the Senator will permit. 
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Mr. GREEN. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator himself 
has offered an amendment, as I under- 
stand, to the first section of the bill. 
That amendment is pending. We are 
now discussing something which is not 
yet in the form of an amendment. Un- 
doubtedly it will be presented before the 
bill is passed. 

I susgest to the Senator that he pro- 
ceed with the discussion of his amend- 
ment, which is now pending, and that the 
other question be taken up at a time 
when an amendment is pending so that 
we may be allowed to vote on it and ac- 
complish some constructive action. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, am I cor- 
rect in assuming that we are now con- 
sidering the proposed substitute for the 
first committee anendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKS. I did not hear very 
clearly the amendment which the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island is now proposing. 
May I ask that it be read so that we may 
know what the amendment is? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island in the nature of a substitute for 
section one, as proposed to be amended 
by the committee, will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed 
to strike out section 1, after line 3, page 
1, and to insert the following: 

Section 1. In time of war, notwithstanding 
any provision of State law relating to the 
registration of qualified voters, every indi- 
vidual absent from the place of his resi- 
dence and serving in the land or naval forces 
of the United States in the continertal 
United States (excluding Alaska), including 
the members of the Army Nurse Corps, the 
Navy Nurse Corps, the Women’s Navy Re- 
serve, and Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps 
who is or was eligible to register for and is 
qualified to vote at any election under the 
law of the State of his residence, shall be en- 
titled, as provided in this act, to vote for 
electors of President and Vice President of the 
United States, United States Senators, and 
Representatives in Congress. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the printed committee amend- 
ment in section 1 is withdrawn. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Rhode Island in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for section 1. 

Mr. HERRING. Mr. President, I offer 
an amendment to the amendment to 
strike out the words “in the continental 
United States.” I do not know why we 
should disfranchise our soldiers merely 
because they are outside the continental 
United States. 

Mr.GREEN. The point which the able 
Senator from Iowa has raised has been 
very carefully considered. Advice was 
requested of the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy with regard 
to including territory outside the con- 
tinental United States. They strongly 
advised against it, for two reasons. In 
the first place, administrative difficulties 
are involved, although to a less extent 
in Alaska than in some other places, 
The question then arose with regard to 
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Hawaii, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, 
and places abroad which could be reached 
by mail. The administrative questions 
involved are difficult, 

The second reason, which seems to the 
committee to be conclusive, is that for 
military reasons it is undesirable to in- 
cur the risk of supplying such informa- 
tion to the enemy, which would neces- 
sarily follow should the mail be sent to 
individuals. The enemy might learn in 
what units the men were. He might dis- 
cover what units were established in var- 
ious territorial regions outside the con- 
tinental United States. ‘Therefore, be- 
cause the Army and Navy were strongly 
opposed on those grounds, it was decided 
to limit the franchise to the continental 
United States. It is true that it seems 
unfair to suggest a provision applying to 
some of our men in the armed forces 
and not to all, but if we do not do so 
it is probable that none of them will 
have the advantages which will be of- 
fered them by the proposed legislation. 
We should like to do justice to as great 
a number as possible, 

Mr. HERRING. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. HERRING. It is well known, of 
course, that the addresses of the soldiers 
are known to the people at home, and 
will be known in the future. The ad- 
dress is “APO, New York,” or San Fran- 
cisco, as the case may be. They can be 
reached in 10 days, and their votes can 
be returned in 10 days. There will be no 
disclosure of their units to the enemy 
whether they are in Australia, Alaska, 
or wherever they may be. 

So far as administrative difficulties are 
concerned, the Selective Service Board 
in each county and State knows pre- 
cisely where the units are located, and 
their APO address. That is all that is 
necessary. I do not believe that the men 
should be denied the opportunity to vote 
merely because the Government has 
taken them to some place across the 
water. 

.Mr. BARKLEY. Is the Senator’s 
amendment offered to the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. HERRING. It is. 

Mr. BYRD. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. 

Mr. BYRD. What is the amendment 
which has been offered by the Senator 
from Iowa? 

Mr. HERRING. My amendment is to 
strike out the words “in the continental 
United States” and give the men in the 
armed services outside the United States 
the same opportunity to vote as is sought 
to be accorded to the men in the con- 
tinental United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. HERRING] 
to the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Green] in the nature 
of a substitute for section 1, [Putting the 
question.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. HERRING. I ask for a division. 

On a division, the amendment to the 
amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now is on agreeing to the amendment, of- 
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fered by the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. Green] as amended. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I 
should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island if, in addition to the point 
as to which correction has just been made 
by Senate action, the proposed substitute 
would not also exclude from voting all 
absentee voters who are not in the mili- 
tary service of the United States? 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator kindly 
repeat the question? 

Mr. DBANAHER. I will restate it in this 
way: As I understand the proposed sub- 
stitute, it would authorize absentee vot- 
ing only by members of the Army, the 
Navy, Marine Corps, and certain auxil- 
iary forces. Is not that true? 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct, 

Mr. DANAHER. So voters from a 
given State who might be necessarily ab- 
sent on very important business in be- 
half of the Government and the public 
would not come within the provisions of 
the proposed substitute, would they? 

Mr. GREEN. The proposed substitute 
is limited to the armed forces of the 
United States. 

Mr. DANAHER. As section 1 of the 
bill is drawn, would members of the mil- 
itary and naval forces be permitted to 
vote in primary elections within their 
own States? 

Mr. GREEN. No. The bill relates 
purely to general elections. It has noth- 
ing to do with primaries. 

Mr. DANAHER. Of course, we are all 
sympathetic with the objective of grant- 
ing to our absentee soldiers and sailors 
the opportunity to vote; but does not the 
fact remain that the bill would create 
a special class of voters to whom the priv- 
ilege would be extended? 

Mr. GREEN. The answer to that 
question is quite the contrary. We have 
created a special class by drafting these 
men and preventing them from register- 
ing. Otherwise they would ‘have been 
able to register. We have taken away 
from them a privilege, and this measure 
is intended merely to restore it. 

Mr. DANAHER. Does the Senator un- 
derstand that equal protection of the 
laws is being given not only to men who 
are absent in the armed forces but those 
who are necessarily absent from their 
States on official public business? 

Mr, GREEN. I think not. That situ- 
ation can be corrected by the States if it 
exists; but the purpose of this measure is 
merely to undo a wrong for which the 
Federal Government is responsible. It is 
not responsible for lack of opportunity 
for civilians to vote. They have not been 
affected by the draft law. 

Mr. DANAHER. The language of the 
Senator’s proposed substitute, limiting, as 
it does, the right to vote in elections and 
excluding the right to vote in the pri- 
maries, necessarily would preclude ab- 
sentee soldiers and sailors from taking 
any part in the selection of candidates 
in States where the determination in a 
primary determines the result, would it 
not? 

Mr. GREEN. In the first place, almost 
all the primaries have been held. In the 
second place, with respect to primaries 
which have not been held, there will not 
be time to make it possible for soldiers 
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and sailors absent from their States to 
take advantage of the proposed law. In 
the third place, a bill is now pending be- 
fore the Senate, which has been referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
provide for voting in primaries. If and 
when Congress chooses to pass it, it can be 
made effective, not in the coming election 
but in subsequent elections. I trust tt 
may be passed. However, that question 
could not be included in this bill for the 
reasons which I have stated. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, is not 
the Senator in error in his third point 
when he says that at the present moment 
there is pending before the Committee on 
the Judiciary a bill which would extend 
this privilege to persons who desire to 
vote in the primaries? Is it not a correct 
statement, rather, that there is pending 
a bill which would relieve prospective 
voters of the necessity of meeting poll- 
tax requirements in certain States? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not think I am mis- 
taken. In the same bill there is a provi- 
sion with respect to poll taxes and also a 
provision concerning primaries. That 
bill is now before the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, and there is no reason why 
that committee should not report it. At 
some time in the not distant future the 
Senate can adopt both provisions if it 
so desires. 

However, prompt action is necessary in 
disposing of the pending bill. The time 
is very short. From day to day it be- 
comes more difficult for ihe machinery to 
be set up in the Army and Navy and in 
the departments of state of the 48 States. 
For that reason we tried to make the bill 
as simple as possible and cut out as many 
controversial items as possible. It is not 
sought to make any changes in the quali- 


fications for voters, but merely to abolish | 


the requirement in the various States for 
registration and to cut out controversial 
questions which might arise in connec- 
tion with poll taxes and primaries. They 
do not bear on the main purpose of the 
bill, 


Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator | 


yield further? 
Mr. GREEN. I yield. 


Mr. DANAHER. This is general legis- | 


lation; is it not? It is not a private bill, 
and it will be the law until it is repealed; 
will it not? 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 

Mr. DANAHER. In the light of the 
argument which the Senator makes, that 
the bill is limited because of the limita- 
tions of time, in the sense that the pri- 
maries have all been held, as I under- 
stand the Senator to say, would not all 
the objectives the Senator has in mind 
be reached if the bill should be limited 
to elections in 1942? Then we should 
surely guarantee that we would take the 
proper steps before the next election, 

Mr. GREEN. It seems to me that the 
argument as to elimination of registra- 
tion applies to subsequent elections as 
well as to the coming election, 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator 
yield in that connection? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Supplementing what 
the Senator has said, and prefacing that 
supplement by the observation that I 


have always believed that the Federal 
Government and Congress have the 
power to regulate primary elections 
which are a part of the machinery by 
which Members of Congress, the Presi- 
dent, and Vice President are chosen, 
I believe there are some States in which 
primaries are held for the selection of 
delegates to national conventions, 
There can be no doubt that primaries 
are a preliminary step toward the selec- 
tion of Members of the two Houses of 
Congress. I have always felt that Con- 
gress had the power to regulate primary 
elections. However, the Supreme Court 
has said that we do not have that power, 
and we have not since attempted to ex- 
ercise it, although in an indirect way, 
by investigation, we can look into the 
legality of expenditures of money or any- 
thing else which might vitiate an elec- 
tion. 

There has been a hint or two since that 
decision which might lead to the con- 
clusion that if the Supreme Court passed 
on the question again they might re- 
verse the former holding, but they have 
not actually done so. So that the ques- 
tion of the legality of the power of Con- 
gress to deal with primaries is still an 
open question. 

Mr. DANAHER,. Is the Senator talk- 
ing about the case of Newberry against 
the United States? 

Mr. BARKLEY, That is one of the 
cases. 

Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator 
from Rhode Island yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr, GREEN. I yield. 

Mr, DANAHER. I should like to in- 
vite the attention of the Senator from 
Kentucky to the fact that the Supreme 
Court only last year, in the case of 
United States against Classic, held defi- 
nitely to the contrary of the exposition 
of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. They did not directly 
pass upon the power of Congress, and 
they did not reverse the decision in the 
Newberry case, as I recall. I have not 
read the decision recently, but my recol- 
lection is they did not directly reverse 
themselves, and did not directly pass upon 
the power of Congress to provide ma- 
chinery for primary elections, as it may 
do with respect to general elections af- 
fecting Members of Congress. 

Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator 
from Rhode Island yield to me further, 
in view of the importance of this col- 
loquy? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr.DANAHER. Ishould like to invite 
the attention of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to so much of the language of the 
majority opinion as appears on page 317 
of volume 313 of the Supreme Court 
Reports: 

In Newberry v.. United States, supra, four 
Justices of this Court were of opinion that 
the term “Elections” in section 4 of article I 
did not embrace a primary election, since that 
procedure was unknown to the framers. A 
fifth Justice, who with them pronounced the 
judgment of the Court, was of opinion that 
a primary, held under a law enacted before 
the adoption of the seventeenth amendment 


for the nomination of candidates for Sena- 
tor, was not an election within the meaning 
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of section 4 of article I of the Constitution, 
presumably because the choice of the primary 
imposed no legal restrictions on the election 
of Senators by the State legislatures to which 
their election had been committed by article 
I, section 3. The remaining four Justices 
were of the opinion that a primary election 
for the choice of candidates for Senator or 
Representative were elections subject to 
regulation by Congress within the meaning 
of section 4 of article I. The question then 
has not been prejudged by any decision of 
this Court. 


They proceed, then, on page 319: 

Unless the constitutional protection of the 
integrity of “elections” extends to primary 
elections, Congress is left powerless to effect 
the constitutional purpose, and the popular 
choice of representatives is stripped of its 
constitutional protection save only as Con- 
gress, by taking over the control of State 
elections, may exclude from them the influ- 
ence of the State primaries. Such an expe- 
dient would end that State autonomy with 
respect to elections which the Constitution 
contemplated that Congress should be fres 
to leave undisturbed, subject only to such 
minimum regulation as it should find neces- 
sary to insure the freedom and integrity of 
the choice. Words, especially those of a 
constitution, are not to be read with such 
stultifying narrowness. The words of sec- 
tions 2 and 4 of article I, read in the sense 
which is plainly permissible and in the light 
of the constitutional purpose, require us to 
hold that a primary election which involves 
a necessary step in the choice of candidates 
for election as representatives in Congress, 
and which in the circumstances of this case 
controls that choice, is an election within 
the meaning of the constitutional provision 
and is subject to congressional regulation as 
to the manner of holding it. 


There was a dissenting opinion in that 
particular case. I am quoting from the 
majority opinion, written by Mr. Justice 
Stone. The minority filed a dissenting 
opinion, which was written by Mr. Justice 
Douglas, but all three dissenting justices 
fully concurred in so much of the opinion 
of the majority as I have just read. Mr. 
Justice Douglas says, as appears at page 
329: 


I think that Congress has ample power to 
deal with them. That is to say, I disagree 
with Newberry v. United States * * * to 
the extent that it holds that Congress has no 
power to control primary elections. 


I omit some of the language on page 
330 simply to state the conclusion of Mr. 
Justice Douglas: 

The fact that a particular form of pollu- 
tion has only an indirect effect on the final 
election is immaterial. The fact that it oc- 
curs in a primary election or nominating con- 
vention is likewise irrelevant. The important 
consideration is that the Constitution should 
be interpreted broadly so as to give to the 
representatives of a free people abundant 
power to deal with all the exigencies of the 
electoral process. It means that the Consti- 
tution should be read so as to give Congress 
an expausive implied power to place beyond 
the pale acts which, in their direct or indi- 
rect effect, impair the integrity of congres- 
sional elections. For when corruption en- 
ters, the election is no longer free, the choice 
of the people is affected. To hold that Con- 
gress is powerless to control these primaries 
would, indeed, be a narrow construction of 
the Constitution, inconsistent with the view 

“that that instrument of government was de- 
signed not only for contemporary needs but 
for the vicissitudes of time. 

So I agree with most of the views ex- 
pressed in the opinion of the Court, 
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Then he proceeds to state that the 
grounds of this decision hinge upon the 
construction of section 19 of the Criminal 
Code. 5 

So that we now have the question defi- 
nitely settled, let me say to the Senator 
from Kentucky, that the power of Con- 
gress, under article I, section 4, pursuant 
to the pending bill, should adhere alike 
not only to elections but to primaries. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In that connection, 
let me observe merely that what both the 
majority and the minority of the Court 
commented upon favorably I have been 
for all my life. While they comment on 
the Newberry case, and point out that 
because it was a 5-to-4 decision there- 
fore the attitude of the Court in the fu- 
ture is not to be prejudged, they did not 
specifically overrule the case, and prob- 
ably could not have done so in this par- 
ticular case. 

I am in deep sympathy with the 
philosophy of the decision referred to, 
both the majority and minority, insofar 
as it attempts to say, in a direct decision 
on the subject, or in obiter dicta, whether 
Congress may regulate primaries. I 
think the question whether Congress may 
enact legislation regulating primaries is 
still open so far as any final, definite 
conclusion of the Supreme Court, in a 
case involving that question is concerned. 

Aside from that, the question is con- 
troversial and it has to be passed upon 
by the House of Representatives, the 
pending bill being a House bill, and if 
we quibble long over whether we shall 
include primaries, we may delay the ac- 
tion until the soldiers cannot vote even 
in an election. j 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Rhode Island yield for 
just a moment? 

Mr. GREEN. For a moment. 

Mr. DANAHER. I want it definitely 
understood on the record that there is 
no quibble involved in what the Supreme 
Court finds as a constitutional right. 
The right of voters to vote, and to have 
their votes counted, is, as the Supreme 
Court says, a right or privilege secured 
by the Constitution. There is no quibble 

Mr. BARKLEY. I was not taiking 
about the Supreme Court quibbling, I was 
talking about the Senate quibbling. 

Mr. DANAHER. This question goes 
right to the roots of the fundamentals of 
our American representative govern- 
ment, 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GREEN. I should like to make 
one comment before I yield further. 

The committee considered very care- 
fully these various questions, such as the 
question of the primaries, and other 
matters, and sought, as I stated before, to 
eliminate them all so as to facilitate the 
early passage of the bill. The committee 
felt justified in doing so, especially in 
view of the fact that other bills are pend- 
ing involving these very matters, which 
are controversial. The very fact that 
the discussion this morning has gone off 
on these questions shows that it was wise 
for the committee to omit those subjects 
from the bill. It would be quite possible 
for such bills to.be reported later in the 
form of amendments to the law, but it is 
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important that the pending bill be passed 
promptly. 

In that connection I wish to read an 
Associated Press dispatch from Los 
Angeles, Calif., dated August 22. It is to 
this effect: 


More Japanese than soldiers are eligible to 
cast absentee ballots in Los Angeles County 
next Tuesday. Michael J. Donoghue, reg- 
ister of voters, reported today that of 6,000 
absentee ballots requested for the State pri- 
mary about 2,000 will go to Japanese now in 
internment centers, and about 1,500 to men 
in the armed forces, 


I think that shows the necessity of 
Federal legislation supplementing State 
legislation on the subject. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr, MEAD. I have received a lengthy 
memorandum, which was submitted to 
me by the New York State War Ballot 
Commission, and which contains several 
pertinent inquiries which I should like to 
leave for the Recor, end with reference 
to which I should like to have some brief 
comments from the chairman of the 
committee. The first question which is 
presented is the following: 

The bill specifically states that “every in- 
dividual absent from his State serving in 
the land or naval forces, otherwise qualified 
to vote, shall be entitled to yote.” 

In simple words, a soldier resident of New 
York State serving at a camp in this State— 


That is, New York State— 


would not come under the terms of the bill. 
The luckless individuals in this classification 
would have to find a way to register and vote 
in person in their home election district, or, 
if located away from home, take advantage of 
the State absentee-voting law, if they can 
arrange to register personally at the board of 
elections in their county. 

Under our law the member of the armed 
forces who will be absent from his or her 
election district of residence on the day of 
election is entitled to make an application 
for a war baliot and vote. 


Mr. GREEN. I may say, in answer to 
the question, that it improperly quotes 
the bill we are considering. The bill it- 
self speaks of an individual absent from 
the place of his residence. 

Mr. MEAD. Therefore, the statement 
made by the New York State War Ballot 
Commission is in error insofar as the bill 
in its present form is concerned? 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 

Mr. MEAD. Very well. Here is an- 
other statement made by the War Ballot 
Commission: 


A direct conflict between the Federal Goy- 
ernment and the State is also seen in the 
pending bill’s attempt to determine the qual- 
ifications of the individual voter, Registra- 
tion, length of time in the election district, 
literacy are to be considered in determining 
the right to vote. The courts have held that 
these questions are for the States to decide 
and cannot be controlled by Congress which 
can go no further than to see to it that the 
right of suffrage is not denied because of race 
or color. 


What comment has the chairman of 
the committee to make on that? 

Mr. GREEN. The only one of the so- 
called modifications with which the bill 
deals is registration, and that is miscalled 
a qualification. That is really a regula- 
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tion. It has nothing to do with the quali- 
fications of a voter for voting. It merely 
provides machinery to determine who is 
qualified to vote. 

The distinction is made in our Federal 
Constitution, and in the decisions of the 
Supreme Court sustaining it, and that is 
what this bil’ is based on. That is, the 
distinction is made between regulation 
relating to registration, and qualifica- 
tion of the voter for voting in elections, 
The bill does not at all vary the qualifi- 
cations of a voter under State law in 
order to elect, it merely regulates the ma- 
chinery of registration. 

Mr. MEAD. Iam pleased to have that 
comment, and to have it in the Recorp 
from the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. GREEN. One must be a qualified 
voter in order for the proposed law to 
apply to him. 

Mr. MEAD. Finally, the ballot com- 
mission makes this statement: 

To meet literacy requirements the Ramsay 
bill states that the signature on the oath con- 
stitutes proof of literacy. While the New 
York State law is similar, it does provide an 
additional safeguard against fraud by attach- 
ing to its ballot application a detachable 
sheet for the applicant’s signature. This 
must be posted in the proper register of his 
election district at the board of elections so 
that when the ballot comes in a comparison 
of signatures is possible. Ballots prepared by 
the individual secretaries of state will contain 
the names of candidates for Federal offic:s 
and may include names of candidates for 
State and local offices. New York’s law pro- 
vides that the names of candidates, Federal, 
State, and local offices shall be printed on the 
ballots. 


Has the chairman any comment to 
make on that statement? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. I think the letter 
overlooks the fact that there is not sup- 
posed to be any illiteracy in the armed 


forces, so that the criticism is 
inapplicable. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. If the Senator 
will yield—— 


Mr. GREEN. Iyield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. There is a fur- 
ther point involved in that question, and 
I think it ought to be explored a little 
further, namely, the fact that the ballot 
which the soldier gets under the proposed 
act may be confined to electors for Presi- 
dent and Vice President and for candi- 
dates for the Senate and for the House of 
Representatives, and may exclude any 
chance for the soldier to vote for Gov- 
ernor, for the State legislature, or for 
any local officers, 

Mr. GREEN. In reply to the able 
Senator from Michigan, I will say that 
the measure provides what shall be 
included. It does not provide what may 
be or must be excluded. 

Mr. MEAD. In that connection, will it 
permit the inclusion of State and local 
Officers if consistent with State law? 

Mr. GREEN. It will. 

Mr. MEAD. In other words, it is the 
contention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee that this measure does not bar 
the inclusion of State officers, but, as I 
understand the able Senator, the meas- 
ure requires the inclusion of national offi- 
cers, 

Mr. GREEN. I quote the proposal in 
Part: 
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The secretary of state ofeach State * * * 
may, in case the State legislature of his 
State shall have authorized it, also provide 
for voting for candidates for State, county, 
and other local offices, and with respect to 
any proposed amendment to the State con- 
stitution or any other proposition or ques- 
tion which is to be submitted to a vote in 
the State. 


Mr, VANDENBERG. Reading from 
the same section, section 4, on page 5, 
there is a mandate to the secretary of 
state to provide an opportunity to vote 
for electors for President and Vice Presi- 
dent and for Senators and Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. GREEN. That is all the Federal 
Government can insist upon. That is all 
it is authorized to do under the Con- 
stitution. But as to other officers, the 
section simply says that if the secretary 
of state. under the legal authority of his 
State, chooses to add other officers, he 
may do so. But that is not obligatory, 
because we, as Federal officials, have no 
authority over the State government. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. £o the reason 
why the word “may” cannot be changed 
to “shall” is a constitutional reason? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. 

Mr, VANDENBERG. And as a result 
the soldier is essentially at the mercy of 
the option of the secretary of state as to 
whether he gets a whole ballot or a half 
ballot from my State. 

Mr. GREEN. No; in the Senator’s 
State he is to be sent an absentee ballot 
under the State law. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. But if he applies 
for a war baliot, he cannot use a State 
absentee ballot? 

Mr. GREEN. He cannot use both, or 
at least both cannot be counted. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Does the Senator 
think the soldier in the field will realize 
the difference between these two types 
of ballots, and that in one instance he 
may be disfranchising himself? I do 
not think it is a taughing matter, even if 
some of those surrounding the Senator 
think so. 

Mr. GREEN. Is the Senator asking me 
a question? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Yes. If there 
are to be these two paralleling systems in 
a State which has an adequate absentee 
voting law, I wish to know if the soldier in 
the field should not be notified that per- 
haps if he uses one system he is dis- 
franchising himself from half his ballot? 

Mr. GREEN. There is no harm in no- 
tifying him, and while in some instances 
it may be necessary, I am sure the aver- 
age enlisted man from the State of Mich- 
igan is intelligent enough to know the 
difference between these two ballots. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. TAFT. Would not the Senator say 
that what is going to happen is that the 
Federal Government will flood all the 
camps with these postal cards? The sec- 
retary of state of Ohio, for instance, 
where we have a perfectly adequate ab- 
sentee ballot law, will not know how to 
get post cards to the soldiers and sailors, 
so they will have nothing but these na- 
tional postal cards. They will fill them 
out and send them to the secretary of 
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state of Ohio. The secretary of state 
must comply with the State law if he is to 
send the soldiers the ballots. The secre- 
tary of state must get up a ballot contain- 
ing only the names of candidates for 
Federal offices. So the soldiers and sail- 
ors will be barred from voting for State 
officers, unless we shall have a meeting of 
the State legislature and change the law 
before election, A session of the legisla- 
ture will have to be called to take care of 
the situation. 

Mr. GREEN. I think the able Sena- 
tor from Ohio overlooks the fact that if 
the secretary of state has the address 
of the soldier he can send him a Federal 
ballot and can also send him a State 
ballot. 

Mr. TAFT. Oh, then it is too late. 
The soldier will already have filled out 
the national postal card and made his 
election. 

Mr. GREEN, I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. All the soldier will have done is to 
send in an application for a ballot. The 
Senator talks about the camps being 
flooded with ballots. They will not be 
flooded with ballots. They will be flooded 
with applications for ballots, and if the 
soldiers send in applications to the sec- 
retary of state of Ohio, there is nothing 
to prevent the secretary of state from 
sending the soldiers ballots for Federal 
offices, and, if the State law permits, 
adding to those ballots the names of 
candidates for State offices and local 
offices. 

Mr. TAFT. But the State law does not 
permit it. The State law provides—— 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator please 
permit me to finish my answer? The 
Senator does not have any right to inter- 
pose until he has received an answer to 
his question. 

Mr. TAFT. The Senator from Rhode 
Island has not answered the question 
yet. 

Mr. GREEN. I have not answered it 
because the Senator constantly inter- 
rupts before I can complete my answer. 
Perhaps the Senator from Ohio may have 
forgotten the first alternative. I repeat 
it for his benefit. An application for 
ballot is sent in by an Ohio soldier to the 
secretary of state of Ohio. The secre- 
tary of state, after confirming, through 
the canvassing board, the right of the 
man to vote, sends him a ballot. All the 
Federal Government is interested in is 
the matter of the Federal officers for 
whom he shall vote. But if under the 
State law of Ohio the secretary of state 
can add to that same ballot the names of 
candidates for State and local offices, he 
may do so. Or if he chooses, he may also 
include an ordinary State ballot for ab- 
sentee voters, and he may also include a 
circular stating that the voter may use 
one or the other, in order to have the 
ballots counted for the different officials. 
I think the average Ohio soldier will be 
able to understand such a communica- 
tion, 

Mr. TAFT. Let me point out the diffi- 
culty with the Senator’s answer. Under 
the Ohio law the secretary of state can- 
not send the soldier a ballot unless the 
soldier has filed a particular form of 
application which suits the Ohio law. 
So that having filled out the national 
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postal card and sent it to the secretary 
of state, the secretary is not authorized, 
under the State law as I see it, to send 
the soldier a State ballot. The secretary 
of state could write back to the soldier 
and say “Have you not made a mistake? 
Will you xot please fill out this other 
postal card and send it in, and I will send 
you a State ballot.” But that procedure 
is so complex that such a thing will never 
happen. s 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator from Ohio 
must realize tbat that is not the fault 
of the Federal Government, but of the 
government of the State of Ohio. The 
Federal Government has done all it can 
do when it regulates the casting of bal- 
lots by absentee soldiers and sailors for 
Federal officers. All it can do in addi- 
tion is to provide the facilities, so far as 
they are available, to let the soldier or 
sailor vote for State officers; but the pro- 
vision for voting for State and local offi- 
cers is entirely within the jurisdiction of 
the State of Ohio, and if Ohio has not 
made provision, or if the registration rc- 
quirement is such that the soldier cannot 
vote because he has not registered, that 
is the fault of the State of Ohio. 

Mr. TAFT. We have made provision 
in Ohio. We have a perfectly adequate 
absentee voters’ law. Any absentee sol- 
dier can vote. He has to fill out an appli- 
cation for the ballot, and then he gets 
the ballot back and votes. 

Mr. GREEN. If he can do it, then 
there is no complaint. 

Mr. TAFT. Under the proposed law 
the soldier will fill out the Federal appli- 
cation, of course, because these cards will 
be in every camp, and those will be the 
ones that inevitably the soldier will fill 
out. 

Mr, GREEN. Let me explain to the 
Senator again that this is merely an ap- 
Plication, and it gives the soldier’s ad- 
dress, and if the secretary of state wants 
to send him any kind of communication 
he can do so since he has his address. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That rather begs 
the question. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me for another question? 

Mr. GREEN. From whom do these 
questions come? 

Mr. MEAD. From the New York State 
War Ballot Commission. The Senator 
has already answered this question, but 
because he has covered such a wide field 
in connection with the answer I should 
like to have a specific answer for the 
Recor to this reduced question. 

New York’s law provides that the 
names of candidates for Federal, State, 
and local offices, shall be printed on the 
ballots. Is it the opinion of the chair- 
man of the committee that a soldier, a 
resident of New York, voting in the com- 
ing election as the result of the ma- 
chinery set up under the bill, will be per- 
mitted to vote for Federal, State, and 
local officers? 

Mr. GREEN. He will be if he is eligi- 
ble under State law to do so. 

Mr. MEAD. There is nothing in the 
pending bill that will deny him that 
privilege? 

Mr. GREEN. Nothing that will pre- 
vent his voting for the State and local 
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officers, just as he would if the proposed 
Federal law were not passed. 

Mr. MEAD. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. HERRING. Will the Senator 
from Rhode Island yield to me for a cor- 
rection? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. HERRING. I wish to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the wording of the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
for section 1 is wholly different from the 
wording in the bill. The amendment 
contains the words “in the continental 
United States - (excluding Alaska).” 
What I desired to do was to strike out the 
words “continental” and “(excluding 
Alaska).” I ask unanimous consent to 
reconsider the vote agreeing to my 
amendment and to offer the amendment 
just indicated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and, 
without objection, the amendment to 
the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I doubt 
very much whether the amendment as 
now drafted is what the Senator from 
Iowa means. Will he kindly read the lan- 
guage as changed. 

Mr. HERRING, The language is: 

In the land or naval forces of the United 
States in the continental United States (ex- 
cluding Alaska). 


That is the language of the Senator’s 
amendment. It reads differently in the 
original provision. I was offering my 
amendment to the Senator’s amendment 
from the language of the original sec- 
tion 1. 

Mr. GREEN. If those words are 
stricken out, it might mean the land and 
naval forces of any nation. 

Mr. HERRING. We are merely strik- 
ing the words “continental” and “(ex- 
cluding Alaska)” and retaining the words 
“in the land or naval forces of the United 
States.” I should like to have the lan- 
guage changed accordingly, wherever else 
it occurs in the bill. I find, on page 2, 
there is the same reference to serving in 
the continental United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The latter 
part of the request of the Senator from 
Iowa will be taken up when the other 
amendments are considered. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
GREEN], as amended. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I offer 
an amendment to the committee’s sub- 
stitute for section 1, by adding certain 
words following the last word of the new 
section 1. I send the amendment to the 
desk and ask that it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will 
read. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed 
to add the following language to sec- 
tion 1: 

No person in military service in time of 
war shall be required, as a condition of 
voting in any election for President, Vice 
President, electors for President or Vice 
President, or for Senator or Member of the 
House of Representatives, to pay any poll 
tax or other tax or make any other pay- 
ment to any State or political subdivision 
thereof. 


Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I wish 
briefly to state that I think if we take 
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a man from his State and put him in 
the armed forces of the United States 
we should not require that he pay a poll 
tax before he leaves home, or pay atten- 
tion to that requirement, any more than 
the requirement for registration. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, may I 
ask that the amendment, which evidently 
has been offered by the Senator from 
Illinois, be again read? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment to the amendment will again be 
read. 

The amendment to the amendment 
Was again read. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I find 
myself a little bit embarrassed by the able 
Senator from Illinois having offered al- 
most completely an amendment on the 
same subject which I had submitted here 
on the floor some days ago, and given no- 
tice that I would present when the bill 
Was considered, and then had appeared 
before the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections and testified in favor of, 
along with certain witnesses. The print- 
ed amendment is lying on the desks of 
Senators. I am sure the Senator from 
Illinois was not advised of that fact, or 
he would not have desired to have dupli- 
cated an amendment which had already 
been submitted formally to the bill, and 
had been printed and is on the desks of 
Senators this morning, and also had been 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKS. When I asked for the 
floor the Senator from Florida was not 
present. I wished to be sure that this 
question was presented. I should be 
glad to join the Senator at this time or 
at the time he offers his amendment. I 
believe now is as good a time as any, 
at the beginning of the discussion of the 
bill, while we are talking about taking 
away the hurdle, barrier, or inconven- 
ience of registration, to remove another 
inconvenience, such as attending to the 
detail of paying a poll tax to the State. 

Mr. PEPPER. I had merely been 
waiting for the appropriate time for the 
consideration of amendments from the 
floor. As I understand, the committee 
amendments have not been disposed of. 
May I inquire of the able chairman of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions if that is correct? 

Mr. GREEN. The committee amend- 
ments have not been disposed of. 

Mr. PEPPER. That is why I had not 
ventured to call up my amendment, 
which is lying on the desk at the present 
time, I suggest to the able Senator from 
Illinois that I think it would be appro- 
priate to wait until the committee 
amendments are disposed of, and then 
we can consider the amendments on the 
desk which have already been submitted. 
I welcome the support and assistance of 
any Senator in connection with my 
amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HER- 
RING in the chair). It is the understand- 
ing of the Chair that the amendment of 
the Senator from Illinois to the amend- 
ment to section 1 is now in order, 

Mr. BROOKS. The amendment is in 
order, is it not? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

Mr. BROOKS. I respectfully request 
that the Senator from Florida join in the 
amendment to the amendment, and of- 
fer any additional amendment he may 
wish to offer. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am not sure that I 
know the nature of the suggestion. The 
Senator invites the junior Senator from 
Florida to do what? 

Mr. BROOKS. To join in the amend- 
ment to the amendment and offer any 
additional amendments which he desires 
to suggest. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, if the 
matter of priority of time has any signifi- 
cance, I think it would be appropriate—it 
certainly would be courteous—for the 
Senator from Illinois, when he discovers 
an amendment which would accomplish 
identically the purpose he seeks to ac- 
complish, not to insist on calling up his 
amendment ahead of one which was pre- 
viously submitted. Of course, if the Sen- 
ator finds it to his pleasure to insist 
otherwise, I shall make appropriate ar- 
rangements to protect my own situation 
and my own rights. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, without 
desiring to enter the colloquy between the 
two distinguished Senators, let me say 
that the subject matter of both the pro- 
posed amendments has been fully dis- 
cussed by the committee, and I feel that 
I should state the position of the com- 
mittee. 

Some members of the committee favor 
the abolition of the poll tax, but not by 
this bill. 

As I have already stated, a bill was 
introduced, which has been referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, mak- 
ing such provision. There is no reason 
why that bill should not be taken up 
later. However, the committee is of the 
opinion that the addition of contro- 
versial matter to the pending bill would 
probably result in its defeat. 

There are various ways of defeating a 
bill. One is to vote against it. Another 
way is to load it down with amendments 
which are objectionable to Senators who 
favor other provisions of the bill, but are 
opposed to the amendments. I do not 
mean to say that that is the purpose of 
Senators who have offered amendments; 
but in the opinion of the committee that 
would be the result, unfortunate as it 
might be. 

Even those of us who favor the aboli- 
tion of the poll tax earnestly hope that 
such amendments will not be pressed, 
It is apparently the belief of some Sena- 
tors, that such amendments would 
strengthen the bill. However, all the 
members of the committee believe that 
they would weaken the bill to such an 
extent that they might endanger its 
passage. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator is no 
doubt aware of the fact that the whole 
situation as it relates to soldiers, as well 
as to other voters, is already covered in 
another bill. 

Mr. GREEN. Ihave referred to that a 
number of times in the discussion. 
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Mr. CONNALLY. Does not the Sen- 
ator believe that the proponents of the 
amendment are inconsistent? They lay 
down one rule concerning the nonpay- 
ment of a poll tax by soldiers, and at the 
same time would require everyone else 
to pay a poll tax. Those two conditions 
cannot exist at the same time, because 
of the Federal constitutional requirement 
in section 2, article I: 

And the electors in each State shall have 
the qualifications requisite for electors of 


the most numerous branch of the State 
legislature, 


If a voter has to pay a poll tax in any 
State in order to vote for a member of 
the legislature, then under the constitu- 
tional provision which I have just read 
it is necessary to pay a poll tax in order 
to vote for Representatives, Senators, and 
other officials, because the constitutions 
of the respective States specify that the 
electors of the House of Representatives 
shall have the qualifications requisite for 
electors of the most numerous branch of 
the State legislature. One of those quali- 
fications in some States is the payment 
of a poll tax, 

It has been our theory that each State 
has a right to insist on that condition 
or not, as it sees fit. I understand that 
Florida has elected to abrogate the poll 
tax. It seems to me that every other 
State, under that same principle, has the 
right to retain the tax if it chooses to do 
so. The very power to abrogate or do 
away with a poll tax presupposes the 
right to have one if the States sees fit. 

Mr. BROOKS. There is a proposal to 
change the rule as to the requirement of 
registration. Changing the rule as to 
the requirement of the soldier to pay a 
poll tax is no more drastic than chang- 
ing the rule.as to registration. I am 
sure it is a financial burden. Testimony 
was offered before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to the effect that the Farm 
Security Administration was soliciting 
borrowers to accept loans from the Gov- 
ernment’to pay the poll tax, among other 
things. Representatives of the Farm 
Security Administration were at the 
courthouse with loan applications, wait- 
ing to see if voters had paid their poll 
tax, so that they could vote. 

If we take a citizen away from his 
home and tell him where he must live, 
what he must eat, and how he must face 
his death, certainly no violence is done to 
a State by removing a complication and 
inconvenience by saying that, while in 
the armed services of his country a 
pa shall not be required to pay a poll 

ax. 

Mr. President, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GREEN. Before yielding further 
I should like to reply to the remarks of 
the able Senator from Illinois. 

There is a distinction between the re- 
quirement as to registration and the 


payment of a poll tax in the following | 


respect: The Supreme Court has held in 
numerous decisions that registration is 
not a qualification for voting. It has not 
yet held, although it may do so, that the 
payment of a poll tax is a regulation 
rather than a qualification. It is a 
controversial question. The committee 
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wished to avoid the injection of that 
question into the discussion of this bill, 
because we thought it would endanger 
its passage. However, there is the dis- 
tinction which I have pointed out and 
I thought I should comment on it in view 
of the statements which have been made 
that the two requirements are on a par, 
In one case the Court has decided the 
question and in the other case it has not 
yet decided it. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, does the 
able Senator from Illinois propose to de- 
sist from pressing his amendment at this 
time and join with me? 

Mr. BROOKS. I should like to have a 
vote on it, and I shall ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, do I 
have the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Florida has the floor. 

Mr. PEPPER. I offer as a substitute 
for the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Ilinois the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair rules that the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Florida is in the 
third degree, and is not in order. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr, President, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. PEPPER. Would an amendment 
to the amendment be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would 
not. The amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois to the amendment of the 
Senator from Rhode Island is in the 
second degree, . 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I desire 
to make another parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. PEPPER. Is the bill now before 
the Senate in the form of a committee 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No. 
Section 1, as proposed to be amended by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, is now 
before the Senate. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, would 
it be in order to offer another amend- 
ment at this time, notwithstanding the 
pendency of the amendment which has 
been offered by the able Senator from 
Illinois? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would 
not be in order at this time. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I offer a 
substitute for the committee amendment 
as amended and send the proposal to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not 
in order. The Senator from Illinois has 
offered a perfecting amendment. If that 
amendment is defeated, the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida will then be 
in order. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I do not 
know why the able Senator from Illinois 
takes the position which he has taken, 
and offers an amendment which is sub- 
stantially the same as one which another 
Senator has previously submitted, and 
which he has been advocating for a long 
time. I cannot escape the conclusion 
that the Senator from Illinois is unfair 
to the Senator from Florida in the atti- 
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tude which he presently exhibits. How- 
ever, I think more of the subject than I 
do of the author, and I will not allow the 
feeling that I have been treated unfairly 
by the Senator from Illinois to cause me 
to desist from advocating a principle 
baka I believe to be appropriate and 
air. 

The record of the Senate will show that 
on July 27, 1942, the junior Senator 
from Florida gave notice that he in- 
tended to propose an amendment to 
House bill 7416, a bill to provide a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members of 
the land and naval forces absent from 
the place of their residence and serving 
within the continental United States. 
At the proper place in the bill I pro- 
posed to insert the following additional 
sections: 

Src. —. No person in military service in 
time of war shall be required, as a condition 
of voting in any general, special, or primary 
election for President, Vice President, electors 
for President or Vice President, or for Sena- 
tor or Member of the House of Representa- 
tives, to pay any poll tax or other tax or make 
any other payment to any State or political 
subdivision thereof, 

Src. —. Military service as herein men- 
tioned shall include all the armed services of 
the United States and all duly authorized 
auxillaries thereof. 


After giving notice of his intention to 
propose the amendment on the floor the 
junior Senator from Florida subse- 
quently appeared before the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, where he of- 
fered the same amendment and spoke in 
its behalf. Other witnesses appeared 
and spoke in behalf of the amendment. 
Last Thursday I offered my amendment 
to the pending bill from the fioor, and it 
is now on the desk, and a printed copy is 
on each Senator’s desk. The Senator 
from Illinois now copies in fact my 
amendment and offers it while mine is 
on the desk. 

The junior Senator from Florida is 
also the author of Senate bill 1280, to 
which reference has been made, which is 
pending before the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, and upon which extensive 
hearings have been held. A great many 
witnesses of distinction appeared before 
the committee—I'am happy to say that 
most of them came from the South—and 
testified in favor of the bill. 

The purpose of the bill was to deny 
to any State or political subdivision the 
power to prescribe a qualification or re- 
quirement that the elector pay a poll tax 
before the elector could vote in an elec- 
tion for a Federal official. 

Mr. President, I realize that this is a 
matter about which there is a very strong 
difference of opinion. Iregret even more 
to say it is a matter which stirs emotions 
of considerable intensity in the breasts 
of many honorable and conscientious and 
devoted public servants and citizens. I 
am painfully aware of the fact that par- 
ticularly in the South, and amongst those 
of us who represent that section, there 
exists that regrettable difference of opin- 
ion in considerable strength. 

But this is one of those things which 
is pointed to by critics of our institutions 
as an instance in which we fail to live 
up by deed to our professions of demo- 
cratic faith, They say that while we are 
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preaching to the world the sentiments 
and the spirit of democracy and non- 
discrimination, we are patently practic- 
ing discrimination against our poor peo- 
ple at home. They say that we are 
denying to a considerable number of our 
people a right which is inherent in the 
sovereignty of the citizen as an elector 
unless before he enjoys that right he 
pays a sum of money. They say, there- 
fore, that we are placing emphasis, not 
upon the dignity of the citizen and upon 
the right of the citizen, but upon whether 
or not he has paid a sum of money, be- 
fore he may become in substance and in 
fact a citizen. Indeed, when the citizen 
does not vote it must be said he is not 
fulfilling the duties of a citizen and is 
not enjoying the prerogatives of citizen- 
ship. 

Mr. President, reference is made to the 
constitutional provision that the electors 
who vote for Members of the House of 
Representatives of the National Congress 
shall have the qualifications requisite for 
electors of the most numerous branch of 
the State legislature. It is pointed out, 
therefore, that only the States may pre- 
seribe the qualifications for electors for 
Representatives in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the National Congress. 

Reference is also made to the seven- 
teenth amendment, which provides that 
each State shall have two Senators, each 
of whom shall have one vote, and the 
electors for the selection of the Senators 
shall have the same qualifications as 
electors who vote for the members of the 
most numerous branch of the State 
legislature. So that with respect to Sen- 
ators and Representatives the Federal 
constitutional requirements and provi- 
sions are identical. 

The Constitution does provide that 
electors who shall vote for President and 
Vice President shall be chosen in such 
manner as the legislatures of the several 
States shall prescribe. In other words, it 
is admitted by the Federal Constitution 
in that instance that the several States 
may define electors and provide for their 
qualifications in any manner they see 
fit to choose, 

It has been thought, therefore, by 
many distinguished constitutional stu- 
dents that the Federal Congress is totally 
without power to affect any supposed or 
alleged qualification which the States 
might prescribe. It was thought that 
the Supreme Court of the United States 
gave very definite confirmation to that 
theory in the case of Breedlove against 
State, a case coming up from the State 
of Georgia, in which the question of the 
poll tax as imposed by the constitution 
and statutes of the State of Georgia was 
specifically considered by the Court. 

In that case an elector, a citizen, ap- 
plied to a local election official and pre- 
sented the qualifications which were 
prescribed in the constitution and stat- 
utes of the State of Georgia, but failed 
to pay a poll tax required by the con- 
stitution and statutes of that State, and 
demanded a certificate of qualification to 
vote for both Federal and State officials. 

The election official denied the re- 
quest. 

Proceedings in the nature of a manda- 
mus action were instituted, and the 
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State courts affirmed the action of the 
election official. The matter came at 
last to the United States Supreme Court, 
and the Supreme Court affirmed the 
action of the lower courts and the elec- 
tion official. 

In the course of the decision, as dicta, 
I venture to say, the court said that the 
poll tax was an ancient method of taxa- 
tion, that it had been prescribed for a 
great many years, that it was a perfectly 
permissible form of tax, that the States 
had a right to impose it because, after all, 
the source of the right to vote was in- 
herent in the State constitution and au- 
thority, and therefore the States could 
burden it or condition it according to 
their pleasure or will. 

The error of the decision lay not in 
the decision itself but in the dicta which 
accompanied it. The decision was obvi- 
ously right, for the elector sought to be 
qualified to vote in a State election with- 
out complying with State requirements. 
Of course, he could not do that. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr, President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes; but permit me to 
finish this thought. k 

If the elector had divided his demand 
and said, “I seek only to vote for Federal 
officials, I meet all the requirements, I 
conform to all the qualifications imposed 
by law relating to my fitness to vote, but 
I have not paid a sum of money which 
the State has imposed as a burden upon 
the enjoyment of that franchise,” the 
court would have been presented with a 
different problem and I assume would 
have rendered a different decision. At 
least I think that if, after congressional 
enactment in the form of the amend- 
ment I am discussing, and according to 
the content of Senate bill 1280, if that 
single question were presented, there 
would be a decision distinctly different 
from that in the Breedlove case, and I 
am prepared to state why I venture to 
entertain that opinion. 

I now yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Let me ask the Sen- 
ator from Florida a question. The 
various States have different require- 
ments as to the time a voter shall reside 
in a precinct where he votes. One State 
might require 6 months, another a year, 
another 9 months. Is it the Senator’s 
view that the Federal Government could 
regulate that? Could it say, “Well, in the 
case of a Federal officer, a voter is re- 
quired to reside there only 1 year, or a 
month, or 3 months”? Could the Federal 
Government do that? 

Mr. PEPPER. That is a close question, 
Mr. President, and, as Mr. Justice Holmes 
said in one case, everything from the 
Twelve Tables up to the present time is 
a question of degree. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Will the Senator let 
me add another point to the question? 

Mr. PEPPER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The laws of some 
States, of most of them, I believe, require 
that a voter shall be 21 years of age. 
Suppose some State made the age 20, or 
18, or 25. Is it the Senator’s view that 
the Federal Government has authority to 
fix the age, and say that for Federal pur- 
poses only one who is 21 or 22 years of 
age may vote? And let me add a further 
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question. The Senator spoke of a voter 
attempting to vote for a Federal officer 
and presenting all the qualifications. 
What Federal qualifications are there? 
I do not recall any Federal statute which 
defines the qualifications of a voter at all, 
the reason being, of course, that the Con- 
stitution provides that the electors for 
Congressmen shall have the qualifications 
of the voters in a State who elect the 
legislature. Has the Federal Government 
ever undertaken to define the qualifica- 
tions of a voter? 

Mr. PEPPER. No; it hasnot. What is 
proposed would be an effort on the part 
of the Federal Government to do that. 

Mr, CONNALLY. Would not the Sen- 
ator have to go further in his amendment 
ultimately and lay down the ages, and 
the time of residence, and ‘all the other 
requirements, if he is to be consistent 
with his thecry? Would not that neces- 
sarily follow? And when it did follow, 
would not all the States’ power as to the 
qualifications of Federal electors fade out 
of the picture? 

Mr, PEPPER. The able Senator from 
Texas has propounded a very earnest and 
fair inquiry, and I shall attempt to make 
a fair response, 

I distinguish, and I think the courts 
will distinguish, between a condition and 
a qualification, or between compliance 
with a condition precedent and the pos- 
session of qualifications. Let me illus- 
trate what I mean by that. 

If a State said to a proposed elector, 
“We think that as a general rule men or 
women have not reached that state of 
maturity and development and stability 
which should entitle them to the enjoy- 
ment of the’ franchise until they have 
reached the age of 21 years,” certainly 
no one in Congress would or should de- 
sire in any sense of the word to question 
either the good faith or the reasonable- 
ness of that State requirement. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEPPER. If the Senator will ex- 
cuse me just a moment, I shall gladly 
yield. 

This is a matter which directly relates 
itself to the question of qualifications 
which relate to the exercise of the fran- 
chise. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Myr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. Let me answer the Sen- 
ator’s question, and then I shall be glad 
to have him propound another. 

Mr. CONNALLY. If the Senator will 
indulge me, we adopted the nineteenth 
amendment in order to permit women to 
vote in the various States. We had to 
adopt a constitutional amendment in 
order to bring that about. If the Sena- 
tor’s theory is correct, we wasted a good 
deal of time on that, did we not? Could 
we not have just passed a Federal law 
providing that in the case of Federal offi- 
cers, anyone who was 21 years of age, 
whether man or woman, could vote? 

Mr. PEPPER. No; I do not think the 


` cases are analogous, and I shall be very 


glad to point out to the Senator why, in 
my opinion, they are not analogous. 
The Senator also asked me a question 
about the prescription of time of resi- 
dence in a locality by a State—whether or 
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not I thought that related itself fairly 
to the question of qualifications. 

I am of the opinion that the prescrip- 
tion of a reasonable time is not a viola- 
tion of the State’s prerogatives, but that 
the prescription of an unreasonable time, 
so that in substance the prerogative of 
voting would be granted only to those 
people who had been in a State, say, 50 
years would deserve and receive the in- 
terference of the Federal Government, 
because it would relate itself to an oner- 
ous ‘burden upon the enjoyment of the 
franchise which was not a fair qualifica- 
tion. I believe the precinct question and 
the age question were involyed in the 
Senator’s first two inquiries. I do not 
recall what the third was, or whether 
there was a third. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The third dealt with 
woman suffrage. 

Mr. PEPPER. Before I get to that, I 
wish to illustrate that in a case where 
the State’s requirement in any reason- 
able way relates itself to fitness to vote, 
then it is beyond the prerogative or the 
privilege of the Federal Government to 
interfere. However, that is qualified by 
language appearing in another part of 
the Constitution, where it is provided 
that the times, places, and manner of 
holding elections shall be prescribed by 
the several States, but the Congress shall 
have a right to change them. 

In another part of the Constitution it 
is provided that the Congress has, by im- 
plication, such power as may be neces- 
sary to protect the power that is specifi- 
cally conferred upon the Congress in the 
language of the Constitution. Therefore, 
the power of the Federal Government is 
a much broader power than is generally 
assumed, and that is confirmed very di- 
rectly and vividly in the case of United 
States against Classic, which came up 
only a short time ago from the State of 
Louisiana. 

When the Breedlove case was supposed 
to be the law of the land the lastest 
enunciation of the Supreme Court de- 
cided that the right to vote, even for a 
Federal official, was derived from the 
Constitution and statutes of the several 
States. I cannot quite conceive how the 
Supreme Court could ever have permitted 
itself to go so far afield, in view of prior 
decisions of Federal courts which directly 
confirmed the contrary theory. How 
could the right to vote for a Member of 
Congress spring out of the fountainhead 
of a State constitution? How could a 
State confer a right to vote for a Federal 
official, and by implication therefore 
condition the right according to its will? 
That would give the State the power to 
stop the whole machinery of the Federal 
system. That is contrary to the duality 
of our systems, the State and the Fed- 
eral systems, operating each in its own 
prescribed sphere. Yet in the Breedlove 
case the Supreme Court allowed itself 
to use that unqualified language. Obvi- 
ously, if we assume that the right to vote 
for a Federal official is a right granted 
by a State, then the State may burden 
that franchise in any way it chooses, and 
no one would have a right to bring such 
action into question. 

But in the Classic case, Mr. President, 
the Breedlove case was specifically dis- 
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tinguished by the Supreme Court in an 
opinion by the then Mr. Justice Stone, 
now the Chief Justice of that distin- 
guished Court. In that case the Su- 
preme Court made it very clear that the 
right to vote for a Member of Congress 
was conferred by and protected by the 
Federal Constitution, and it was the duty 
of the Congress of the United States to 
see to it that the enjoyment of that right 
was protected in all citizens. 

What was the Classic case? That was 
a case in the first place that involved a 
special primary election in the State of 


Louisiana for a Member of the House of 


Representatives in the National Con- 
gress. There certain defendants were 
indicted under an old statute which made 
it an offense to conspire to deprive a cit- 
izen of the enjoyment of a right granted 
under the Constitution of the United 
States. The Court therefore had to de- 
termine before they could decide that 
case whether or not the right to vote for 
a Member of Congress in a primary elec- 
tion was a right conferred by the Federal 
Constitution, because if it were not the 
statute under which the defendants were 
indicted was not applicable. 

The Court adjudicated, first, that the 
right to vote for a Member of Congress, 
even in a primary election, was a right 
conferred by the Federal Constitution. 
It was therefore a right protected by the 
statute under which the defendants 
were indicted; and, « violation of the 
statute having been established, the guilt 
of the defendants was properly adjudi- 
cated. 

Mr. President, the Court went much 
further. It said that of course the 
States have what might be called the 
primary authority to prescribe qualifica- 
tions of electors, even for Federal offi- 
cials. But, Mr. President, they said that 
that was not an unlimited right or 
power. They said it was not a power 
that could be capriciously employed. 
They said it was not a power that could 
be burdened with a condition which 
would have the effect of denying the 
existence of the right. 

So in that case, Mr. President, the 
Supreme Court made it very clear that 
if a State attempted to step outside its 
proper bounds and authority in the pre- 
scription of qualifications, it was not only 
the right but the duty of the Federal 
Government to intervene to the extent 
necessary to strike down those bur- 
densome and unjustified and illegal 
conditions. 

So when we see the matter in that 
light, Mr. President, when we start from 
that premise, when we take that hypoth- 
esis, then it becomes a very simple mat- 
ter to answer the inquiry as to whether 
or not a State may burden the exercise 
and the enjoyment of a Federal fran- 
chise. If the State can require an elector 
before he votes for a Member of Con- 
gress to pay a dollar per year, it can 
require him to pay $10 per year. If it 
may make him pay $10 per year, it may 
make him pay $100 per year, or, equally, 
$1,000. 

So, Mr. President, you put it within 
the power of the States, not to prescribe 
qualifications, but to impose conditions 
upon the enjoyment of a franchise which 
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will defeat the very existence of the right. 
You give the States that power, let it be 
admitted, and you have destroyed the 
duality of the Federal and the State sys- 
tems. You have made only one domi- 
nant. If they may shut off the whole 
stream of rights to vote for Federal offi- 
cials, the States therefore have it in their 
power utterly to destroy the Federal sys- 
tem if they so will, no matter that they 
destroy their own system at the same 
time. 

It could readily be saii: “Yes, but the 
same qualifications that must be pos- 
sessed by those who vote for Federal offi- 
cials must be possessed by those ‘who 
vote for State officials.” That is true, 
but it does not change the principle of 
the power to destroy the Federal system, 
which no State can or should have, 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I promised to yield a 
moment ago to the able Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Grorce], which I will do 
if the Senator will allow me to continue 
for just a minute. 

Mr. President, what is it then which 
is proposed by the amendment and by 
Senate bill 1280? Do I suggest that the 
Congress should invade the election 
field, and that the Congress should sub- 
stitute its judgment for the judgment of 
the several States as to who is qualified 
to vote? Not in any sense of the word. 
Not at all. On the contrary, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I affirm at most that the power of 
the Federal Government is a dual power 
with that of the States in this matter. 
But as I affirm that the Federal power is 
not supreme. I deny the supremacy of 
the State power. Neither is to be abused. 
The Federal Government is not to pre- 
scribe qualifications, neither are the 
States to impose burdensome conditions. 
When the State does, therefore, inter- 
fere with the enjoyment of the Federal 
right by the imposition of an onerous 
burden, if that right inheres in the Fed- 
eral Constitution, can the Congress do its 
duty and not interfere to the extent that 
these onerous burdens may not be per- 
formed and executed? So the law of the 
matter, I venture to say, Mr. President, 
is not what was considered the law when 
the Breedlove case was the latest enun- 
ciation of the United States Supreme 
Court. 

Now under the general power of the 
Congress to carry out the things that are 
required of it in the specific grant of 
power, this matter may properly come 
within the sphere of Congress. Under 
its authority to prescribe the time, place, 
and manner of holding an election Con- 
gress has power to legislate upon this 
subject, to see to it that no onerous con- 
dition precedent, which is not in sub- 
stance a qualification, may be imposed 
before a citizen may exercise the privilege 
of the ballot. 

Mr. President, I need not point out 
what the effect of unlimited power 
on the part of the States has been or 
is. I should like to distinguish it, there- 
fore, from the case of women’s suffrage, 
which was suggested by the able Senator 
from Texas [Mr.Connatiy]. At the time 
of the adoption of the Constitution there 
was a disagreernent in the deliberations 
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- of the convention as to whether the Fed- 
eral Constitution should prescribe the 
qualifications of the electors for the Fed- 
eral Government. or whether the matter 
should be left entirely to the States, or 
whether some other method should be de- 
vised. There was a compromise in the 
convention, I think it is fair to say, with 
the recognition that the States might 
prescribe the qualifications of electors. 

That was not a power conferred upon 
the States without limitation. The Fed- 
eral Government simply adopted as its 
own the provisions to be made by the 
various State governments on the sub- 
ject. But when a State prescribed the 
qualifications of an elector it was doing it 
as an instrumentality of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, not in its own right as a State, 
because no one will deny that the framers 
of the Federal Constitution could haye 
written into its language the qualifica- 
tions that would have been necessary and 
sufficient to vote for Federal officials; and 
if the Federal Government had done that, 
surely no one would contend that the 
States would have the power to deny or 
to qualify those provisions. 

But the Federal Government merely 
adopted, therefore, as its own, the quali- 
fications prescribed by the several States 
as qualifications for electors. Yet that 
did not mean that the Federal Constitu- 
tion left the Federal Congress powerless 
to prevent any abuses of that delegation 
of authority which the States migh? com- 
mit. 

In order to get into this other point 

more directly let me say that there were 
certain property qualifications in exist- 
ence at the time of the adoption of the 
Federal Constitution, although reference 
to the deliberations of that convention 
will indicate that it was generally the 
spirit and the sentiment of that con- 
vention to get away from qualifications 
as conditions precedent to the enjoyment 
of the franchise to vote. That process 
of eliminating property qualifications 
had practically been completed in this 
country by the eighties. It was no longer 
necessary that a citizen be intelligent, 
sane, an adult, and of good character, 
and in addition to that have a certain 
amcunt of wealth, possess a certain 
amount of property, or pay a certain sum 
of money before being entitled to enjoy 
the franchise to vote. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, back in the eighties, and due to 
the necessities that I believe no man in 
any part of the country would begin to 
challenge, certain policies were formu- 
lated on the part of the States for legiti- 
mate purposes, and their application was 
not contrary to the best interests of any 
part or section of the people for a long 
_ time. 
_ But the evolutionary process has long 
passed that need. The poll tax does not 
in substance act as a sieve or a screen to 
determine the fitness of the electorate. 
Tt operates as a handicap which denies 
the privilege of the ballot to a very large 
percentage of the people of the country 
and to more whites than blacks in the 
South. 

In my State of Florida, Mr. President, 
the legislature in 1937 abolished the poll 
tax, and that is the way it ought to be 
done. I wish it had been done every- 
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where in that way. It happened that my 
election in 1938 occurred soon afterwards, 
There was in the State of a total popula- 
tion of 1,800,000 substantially an increase 
of 100,000 in the number of votes cast 
between the primary election of 1936 and 
the primary election of 1938, due solely 
to the elimination of the poll tax. 

That simply meant that the payment 
of a dollar a year meant to many people 
an insurmountable burden. One has to 
pay for 2 years when he pays, unless he 
pays each year. Election comes each 2 
years, and one has to pay $2 each 2 years. 

Not only that but you have to pay it at” 
a prescribed time, which means that you 
not only must possess the money but you 
must be diligent in the payment. You 
do not get notice from the tax assessor or 
collector. Indeed, in most States that is 
forbidden. There is no effort on the part 
of the Government to warn the citizen. 
In many instances he has to depend upon 
notice in the newspapers as to when the 
election is to be held, or when the date 
of payment is to be, so that unless he is 
diligent or fortunate in the information 
which he gains he may in perfect faith 
omit to make the payment at the time 
provided and thereby, whatever the vir- 
tue of his qualification, however nobly 
he may have served his land, he is sterile 
as an elector at the ballot box. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc- 
KeELLAR in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Florida yield to the Senator from 
Texas? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. In the case of which 
the Senator spoke, of a poll-tax require- 
ment in a State, how can he say that the 
State is discriminating against one’s 
right to cast a ballot for Representative 
or for Senator when the same require- 
ments are exacted as to his voting for 
State officers? He must have the same 
qualifications to vote for a county judge, 
a State senator, or a Governor, must he 
not? 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. CONNALLY. How can it be said 
that a State is discriminating against 
a man’s right to cast a Federal ballot 
when the only ballot he receives is one 
which requires the requirements set forth 
in the Constitution? 

Mr. PEPPER. I am glad the Senator 
gave me an opportunity to clear up what 
must have been an inadvertent statement 
on my part. I did not intend to sug- 
gest that there was any discrimination 
in favor of the States against the Fed- 
eral Government. I meant that it was 
a discrimination against a part of the 
citizenry least able to pay, a discrimina- 
tion which burdens them with the re- 
quirement that they pay a sum of money, 
I said that it was a burden imposed by 
the State upon the enjoyment of a Fed- 
eral franchise which the State cannot 
properly impose. 

What was the gist of the case of Mc- 
Culloch against. Maryland? The State 
attempted to burden Federal facilities, 
which would have given the States the 
power to destroy Federal facilities. Have 
we not in our tax legislation repeatedly 
been confronted by the question whether 
or not we could give the States the power 
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to tax Federal securities without confer- 
ring upon them the incidental power to 
destroy, which is said to be inherent in 
the right to tax? 

Mr. President, what I was saying was 
that the Federal Government has not 
oniy a right, but a duty, to see to it that 
the States do not impose onerous con- 
ditions under the guise of qualifications. 
When we raise the question of length of 
time in a precinct, I can understand well 
enough, and so can everyone else, why 
that is perhaps related to the question 
of knowledge of the candidates and of 
conditions prevailing in that locality. 
Any reason¢ble prescription of period of 
residence would not be questioned by 
anyone. s 

I can understand well enough why the 
States, out of long experience in human 
affairs, might decide that men and 
women of a certain maturity could best 
be entrusted with the sovereignty of the 
ballot. I can well understand why even 
certain educational standards might be 
prescribed—at least the ability to read 
and write. I am not sure that such 
standards should be prescribed. I do not 
know that I favor such standards; but I 
can well understand that an honest and 
conscientious legislature and Governor 
might bring about the enactment of a 
State statute which would lay down cer- 
tain general standards and principles, 
and that they would be pertinent to the 
question of the qualification of the voter. 

But, Mr. President, if a State legisla- 
ture should say that only the landed gen- 
try were qualified to vote; that only the 
moneyed class possessed the necessary 
qualifications; that only those who had 
a farm of not less than 1,000 acres, with 
not less than 40 plows, or those who paid 
an income tax on an income-of at least 
$10,000 should be entitled to vote, that 
would not be a proper exercise of the 
power to “screen” the electorate and 
select those who are best qualified. 

Some have thought that such qualifica- 
tions are appropriate. Some have 
thought that only persons of that for- 
tune and class should have to do with 
the policy of a people. God forgive those 
who, pursuant to that policy, held to the 
grindstone the noses of millions who 
possess in their souls the spark of the 
divine. 

We have passed that day, Mr. Presi- 
dent. How far have we passed it? Can 
we say that a man does not have to have 
a thousand acres, but that he must have 
500; that he does not have to have 500, 
but that he must have 100? Can we say 
that he does not have to have 100 acres 
but that he must have an acre, or a lot, 
or that he must at least be a tenant on 
the land? Obviously, if we admit the 
principle, it is capable of abuse and will 
be abused. It might very well be said, 
“You do not have to have $10,000 a year 
income, but you must have $5,000 or, in 
any event, $1,000, or surely $500; you 
must not be on the W. P. A., or be a bor- 
rower from the Farm Security Adminis- 
tration.” 

That suggestion is not unheard of. It 
is entertained by some misguided per- 
sons. It has been said that we ought not 
to give those on the W. P. A. the right 
to vote. Those fortunate citizens who 
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take that point of view think back to the 
old feudal days and maintain that if one 
is not capable of being self-supporting by 
his own strength, skill, and genius, he 
ought not to be permitted to enjoy the 
franchise of the ballot. 

Can we say that a man does not have 
to have a certain quantity of land to vote 
in a general election—not with respect 
to the improvement of property—or that 
he does not have to have a certain 
amount of income or a certain quantity 
of money, but that he must pay a certain 
sum of money before he can yote? 

What is the difference? If we can 
justly impose upon him the requirement 
that he pay cne sum of money, under the 
law we can make him pay another. To 
many men a dollar means more than 
$10,000 or $1,000,000 to other men. Ina 
land like ours, with all its riches, where 
42 percent of the people have a gross an- 
nual income of less than $500, how much 
does $2 mean to them? I regret to say 
that under the constitution of the great 
State of Alabama, the State of my birth, 
a State which I shall cherish until my 
last breath is drawn, a constitution pro- 
mulgated by a convention which thought 
that it must protect the purity of the 
ballot and keep it in the hands of the 
discriminating, a voter not only must pay 
a dollar a year to vote for State or Fed- 
eral officials, but he must have paid a dol- 
lar a year for every year since he became 
eligible to vote. If a voter 41 years old 
became eligible to vote at 21, the record 
must show that he has paid a dollar for 
each of the intervening 20 years. That 
means that he would have to pay not $2 
but $20 to vote at 41. 

Soldiers who have not kept up their 
poll tax in the intervening years not 
only will have to pay $2; but they will 
have to pay a dollar for each year during 
which they have been liable for a poll 
tax which they did not pay. In many 
cases it may easily mean with interest 
and fees, $25, $30, or $40--a month's 
pay—to the individual soldier fighting 
with a democracy, as a part of a democ- 
racy, for democracy. 

He is told, “We are sorry; you are a 
qualified soldier without paying, but not 
a qualified citizen without paying a sum 
of money.” Yet we are preaching, Mr. 
President, the liberation of the oppressed 
peoples of the world, and the emancipa- 
tion of the subjected peoples everywhere. 

Charity and consistency should begin 
at home. If we are to stimulate the in- 
spiration of the world with the sincerity 
of our program and campaign, convinc- 
ing evidence of it must appear in the 
Congress of the United States, in the 
State legislatures, in the judicial cham- 
bers, and in the utterance and thought 
of every man, woman, and child in 
America. This is where democracy is 
born, and from here must go forth the 
stream which shall reach to the ends of 
the earth. 

Mr. President, the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Georgia wished to propound 
an inquiry. If he cares to propound it 
at this time I will gladly yield to him 
for that purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no inquiry now. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, all we 
are saying by this amendment is that 
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since the bill purports to affect only sol- 
diers, sailors, and members of the organ- 
ized auxiliary forces, nobody shall condi- 
tion their right to vote upon the payment 
of a sum of money. That is all we are 
saying. We are actually saying it in war- 
time. We say— 

No person in military service in time of war 
shall be required— 


And so forth. This amendment does 
not relate to civilians. The rights of civil- 
ians are not being considered in this bill. 
They properly should be left to a bill 
which purports primarily to affect civil- 
ians. This bill purports to give to ab- 
sent soldiers the right to vote, and that 
means the effective right to vote. The 
bill purports to give them the right to 
vote, leaving the poll tax in effect, which 
would result in the disfranchisement of a 
considerable number of soldiers from 
eem States. The language of the bill 
S— 


who is otherwise qualified. 


Soldiers who are qualified under the 
terms of the bill will not be permitted to 
vote unless they have paid the poll tax. 
Every one of the eight States having a 
poll tax makes it a condition precedent to 
the right to vote. It is called a qualifica- 
tion. Therefore every election official 
will hold that a person is not qualified to 
vote unless he has paid the poll tax. Ido 
not believe that any Senator would ques- 
tion that statement of the law of the 
poll-tax States, 

It is proposed to eliminate the neces- 
sity for registration, but it is not pro- 
posed to exempt a soldier from the neces- 
sity of paying a poll tax. Not only that, 
Mr. President, but as I indicated a mo- 
ment ago, not only must a person pay 
the poll tax at the time he tries to vote, 
but he must have been thoughtful enough 
to have paid it at the time prescribed by 
the State statutes. A man in the service 
of his country, busy with his chores and 
cares, is expected, without notice or in- 
formation, to be informed and thought- 
ful enough to send to the proper official 
his poll tax money, so that weeks or 
months thereafter, other circumstances 
permitting, he will be qualified to vote in 
an election for the authority which sent 
him to war, which is granting him a pen- 
sion, and which is protecting his loved 
ones back home. 

He has no voice in the selection of 
those who have the destiny of the cause 
for which he offers his life unless he has 
paid a sum of money to a State, which 
may have a purpose of its own to serve. 

Does Congress want him to pay a poll 
tax to vote for Members of Congress? 
No. So it is not the purpose of Congress 
which must be served. It is not the con- 
ditions of Congress which must be com- 
plied with. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to leave 
any misunderstanding in any mind. I 
deny to the Federal Government the 
power to interfere with the determina- 
tion of those who shall vote for State and 
local officials. That is none of the Fed- 
eral Government’s business. Likewise 
the States cannot unduly burden the 
qualified elector who wishes to vote for 
Federal officials by requiring him or her 
to pay a sum of money. 
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My able friends were asking me cer- 
tain questions. Suppose I ask then? a 
question. Do they assert the unlimited 
and unchallengeable power of the States 
to define qualifications? Can the State 
of Florida say that only Democrats may 
vote for Federal officials? Can the State 
of Maine say that only Republicans may 
vote for Federal officials? Can the States 
say that only Baptists or Catholics may 
vote? Can they define another class, and 
say that only that class is qualified as an 
elector? If we once admit that unchal- 
lengeable power, the State can commit 
no enormity which comes within the 
sphere of Federal restraint. 

Mr. President, that not only is not the 
law; that could not be the law, and if 
the Supreme Court allowed itself tempo- 
rarily to utter something contrary to that 
view in the Breedlove case, within a few 
months they hastily and specifically and 
unequivocally removed the tarnish of 
any such suggestion from the jurispru- 
dence of that distinguished body, and 
said that— 

When we spoke about the States having 
the power to prescribe qualifications, we 
meant to the degree that they did it without 
encroaching upon the Federal prerogative, or 
to the degree that the Federal Government 
allowed them to exercise that power. 


Just one last analogy which might be 
helpful in understanding the question: A 
State has the right to regulate inter- 
state commerce by virtue of its inherent 
sovereignty as a State. But how long? 
Until the Federal Government assumes 
to exercise jurisdiction over the subject. 
When the Federal Government steps in, 
to that extent at least the State power 
is excluded. I do not even suggest that 
we go that far, but I do say that the 
States may define qualifications of elec- 
tors unless Congress shall determine that 
they have gone beyond the legitimate 
sphere of that power. 

Of course, it will have to be determined 
by the judicial power whether what the 
State has attempted to impose is a quali- 
fication or a condition. If it is a legiti- 
mate and a reasonable qualification, it 
may well be imposed and, of course, may 
Stand. If it is a burdensome condition 
which will limit Federal power at the 
capricious whim of a State, the Congress 
cannot do its duty and allow such an en- 
croachment, not only upon the rights of 
the citizen but upon the duty and power 
of the Federal Government, to go un- 
challenged; and if it is challenged by the 
Federal legislative power, I have no 
doubt that the challenge, if reasonably 
employed, as proposed in this case, will 
be sustained without question by the 
highest judicial tribunal to which the 
matter would eventually be committed. 

I hope, therefore, Mr. President, that 
the amendment will be adopted, and I 
personally shall vote for it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dow- 
ney in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Florida yield to the Senator from 
Nebraska? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have given come at- 
tention to the subject matter which the 
Senator has been discussing, and I am 
impressed with one thought, though I 
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am not satisfied in my own mind whether 
it fs well founded. I feel inclined under 
any ordinary circumstances to vote for 
the Senator’s amendment; but I am met 
with this proposition at the threshold: 
That the adoption of the amendment 
would delay the matter so that in the end 
perhaps we would get no law whatever 
upon the subject. 

I confess I am very much impressed 
with the idea, knowing something about 
the history of legislation which is con- 
tested very bitterly, as I presume this 
proposal will be, that perhaps that is 
what we could expect, that the adoption 
of the amendment might make it impos- 
sible to enact a law in time to have it put 
in working order, to have the machinery 
all set up, so that the purpose of permit- 
ting the soldiers to vote would be at- 
tained. Ishould like to hear the Senator 

. discuss that proposition. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I appre- 
ciate the able Senator from Nebraska 
making the statement he has made. I 
think all of us who know his background, 
the pulsations of his heart, and the char- 
acteristics of his thought expected him 
to make the utterance he did make rela- 
tive to the principle itself. 

Obviously, only those of the opposi- 
tion would be able honestly and ade- 
quately to answer the inquiry the Sen- 
ator has propounded, namely, whether 
the objections and the opposition to such 
an amendment as this would be so 
strenuous that the objectors would rather 
see the whole bill defeated than to see 
this amendment enacted. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I do not think the 
Senator from Florida is quite fair in that 
statement, because I would remind him 
that a general bill applying to the poll 
tax is now pending in the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and is pending before a 
subcommittee which has been holding 
exhaustive hearings. So, there might be 
some Senators who would prefer to delay 
the matter and let the committee work it 
out in a regular and logical way, rather 
than take a bite at it in connection with 
the pending bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator from 
Florida will yield again—— 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I know the principle in- 
volved in the amendment is pending in a 
general bill before the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and I know something of the 
discussion which has proceeded there. 
I am satisfied in my own mind that there 
is not any prospect of that proposal be- 
coming law in time to do any good in the 
way of permitting the soldiers to vote at 
the coming elections. This is a very im- 
portant question, and if such a law is 
enacted it will ultimately go to the 
Supreme Court, I suppose, for decision. 
I am not complaining that there is not 
more expedition in the subcommittee 
which has the bill under consideration; 
I am a member of the subcommittee my- 
self, although not its chairman. 

I do not believe there is any prospect 
of the bill becoming a law in time to do 
any good in the way of providing a 
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the coming election. I may be wrong 
about that; I am only judging by the de- 
lay which has taken place in connection 
with important matters of the kind, and 
I am not even suggesting that anyone is 
trying to delay this. So far as I know, 
no one is. The members of the commit- 
tee have been very busy with other mat- 
ters of great importance and were not 
physically able to take this subject up 
as soon as they otherwise would. I have 
heard it said in debate on the pending 
bill, with reference to this particular 
amendment, that the matter could be set- 
tled by the bill which is now pending. 
In theory, that is true. So far as hav- 
ing any practical application to the pend- 
ing election is concerned, and permit- 
ting soldiers to vote at the coming elec- 
tion, I do not believe it would have any 
bearing whatever. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska is of course correct. 
The bill to which the Senator from Texas 
has referred, Senate bill 1280, which has 
been pending for many months, is now 
before the Senate Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. Hearings have been completed so 
far as the proponents in the affirmative 
are concerned. We have had notice, I 
believe, that the attorneys general of sev- 
eral States which have the poll tax de- 
sire to be heard, and therefore the hear- 
ing will be delayed until they can come 
and be heard. Then some rebuttal may 
be necessary on the part of the pro- 
ponents. So, the Senator from Ne- 
braska is of course correct in his assump- 
tion, and he has peculiar knowledge, 
being a member of the subcommittee, 
that no action is possible on the bill in 
time to give the soldiers any possible ex- 
emption from the necessity of paying the 
poll tax in the States where it is required. 

Therefore, when the Senate votes on 
my amendment, it will be voting with the 
knowledge that either the soldiers are 
going to be exempt from paying the poll 
tax or they are not. That is why I have 
said in good faith, and intending to state 
a factual matter, that if the opposition 
persisted in its resistance to the amend- 
ment, or to the bill if the amendment 
were made a part of it, it would of neces- 
sity indicate a conclusion on their part 
that it were better not to have the bill 
at all than to have it with the poll-tax 
amendment in it. 

I do not venture to say anyone has 
formed an opinion like that. I certainly 
am not insinuating any such thing 
against any one individually or as a part 
of a group. I am assuming that this 
matter, like all others which come here, 
will be weighed and considered on its 
merits, discussed, and debated according 
to its virtues and demerits, and then that 
the Senate, in the democratic way, will be 
allowed to come to a conclusion as to 
what its preference is. That, too, is 
democracy; that privilege, too, must not 
be denied in the exercise of democracy 
and democratic principles. 

The pending bill relates only to sol- 
diers. The amendment relates only to 
soldiers. So that it is not proper to say 
that we should wait until we pass a bill 
which relates to everyone and is an inde- 
pendent bill, like the bill now pending 
before the Judiciary Committee. Weare 
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talking about what burdens should be 
imposed upon soldiers. and they are 
going to know, when we vote, whether we 
think they should have to pay a sum of 
money in order to qualify to vote for Fed- 
eral cflicials, when they are serving our 
Federal Government, when they are 
offering their lives to vindicate the prin- 
ciples for which it stands in the world. 

I hope very much, Mr. President, that 
the amendment will be agreed to, and I 
hope that when the debate shall have 
been concluded, the Senate will have an 
opportunity to express its opinion favor- 
ably or unfavorably with respect to this 
proposal. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I joined 
in an effort to put the bill into such shape 
that it might pass, assuming that those 
who favored it really wanted soldiers to 
vote. On Friday last, as has been stated 
by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
GREEN], an agreement was reached, so 
far as I was concerned, to withdraw any 
opposition to the bill as it stood, if a 
simple amendment were added which 
merely provided that any member of the 
armed forces who was eligible to register 
and was qualified to vote might vote by 
an absentee voter’s ballot. It did not 
require registration, but it did require 
that the voter be eligible to register. 

As the bill was presented in the begin- 
ning, there was a wide-open implication 
that the Congress and the Congress alone 
had the right to regulate practically all 
elections for Representatives and Sena- 
tors. We are not now discussing the elec- 
tion of President and Vice President. I 
could never support a bill of that kind, 
but I was willing to go as far as I did, 
and say that if the soldier presently in 
the States, trying to register and vote, 
was entitled to have that privilege ac- 
corded him, and under the law was en- 
titled to vote, then he should be allowed 
to vote wherever he was, at any place 
onearth. Itis true the bill was first con- 
fined to continental United States. I had 
no concern about that. I thought the 
amendment throwing it wide open to 
wherever the soldier might be was all 
right. 

Now the poll-tax question has been 
raised, and I am going to ask a very per- 
tinent question, one I believe we will have 
to answer before the war shall be won, 
whether or not we are more interested in 
social and political reforms of certain 
stripe and character and kind than in 
unity, in the desire and willingness of our 
People to fight this war. I am going to 
let that statement stand. It is going to 
stand right here in the Recorp. The mo- 
tivating thought behind too many things 
has been desire for social and political 
reform, without any regard to effective 
national unity. 

There are eight States which think 
they have a right, under the Constitu- 
tion, to govern their own home affairs, 
and to prescribe the qualifications of all 
voters within those States. They cannot 
be slapped aside. Mr. President, this so- 
cial reform can wait for another day. 

I ask the question straight from the 
shoulder: Do Senators want the soldier 
to vote, or are they trying to put some- 
thing in the bill which will prevent his 
voting? I said that all I was concerned 
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about was that the absent member of the 
armed forces simply possessed the quali- 
fications or was eligible to do the things 
which under the law he had to do in 
order to vote within the State if he were 
present in the State. I thought that 
would let the bill pass. Now we have the 
question of the poll tax arising. 

Mr. President, I have already said that 
in my opinion the States have the full 
right of prescribing the qualifications of 
electors within the States. That does 
not mean a State can prescribe unreason- 
able qualifications, nor can it prescribe 
qualifications which are violative of any 
provision of the Constitution. Certainly 
not. But the State has the right to pre- 
scribe the qualifications of the elector. 
In the very first article of the Constitu- 
tion it is provided: 

The House of Representatives shail be com- 
posed of Members chose nevery second year 
by the people of the several States, and the 
electors— 


That is, the people who do the choos- 
ing— 
in each State shall have the qualifications 
requisite for electors of the most numerous 
branch of the State legislature, 


Then the seventeenth amendment was 
adopted, and we got away from the elec- 
tion of Senators by the legislatures, and 
even in these modern days, even in these 
days when evolution is about to work its 
perfect work, and the States are becom- 
ing mere provinces, mere pawns in the 
hands of a Federal power, to be played 
with and cast aside at will, even in these 
modern days, we said in the seventeenth 
amendment: 

The Senate of the United States shall be 
composed of two Senators from each State, 
elected by the people thereof, for 6 years; 
and each Senator shall have one vote. The 
electors in each State shall have the qualifi- 
cations requisite for electors of the most 
numerous branch of the State legislatures. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. Is not the language 
which the Senator has just read both a 
grant to the States of the right to deter- 
mine the qualifications of electors, and, 
by the same token, a limitation cn con- 
gressional power? 

Mr. GEORGE. Undoubtedly so. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Will the Senator 


yield? 
Mr. CONNALLY. Is it not true that 
Mr. GEORGE. I viseld. 


the language employed in the Constitu- 
tion, “shall have the qualifications,” 
means the exact qualifications, neither 
more nor less? Congress can have no 
power either to extend them or to con- 
trect them, but the qualifications for 
electors for Senators or Representatives 
must be those stated in the Constitution. 


Mr. GEORGE. The Senator is cor-. 


rect. In considering qualifications the 
whole Constitution must be taken to- 


Section 4 of the first article of the 
Constitution prescribes that: 

The times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators and Representatives 
shall be prescribed in each State by the leg- 
islature thereof; but the Congress may at any 
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except as to the places of choosing Senators. 
time by law make or alter such regulations, 


The provision refers to times, places, 
and manner. Nothing is said about 
qualifications of electors, not one word. 

Of course, we have the thirteenth, 
fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments. 
I am perfectly sure that this was the 
meaning of the Constitution on the 
question eyen before the passage of those 
amendments, but it is made more definite 
by the fourteenth amendment, as fol- 
lows: 

All persons born or naturalized in the 
United States, and subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof, are citizens of the United States and 
of the State wherein they reside. No State 
shall make or enforce any law which shall 
abridge the privileges or immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States; nor shail any State 
deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, 
without due process of law; nor deny to any 
person within its jurisdiction the equal pro- 
tection of the laws. 


Mr. President, I would not assert and 
do not assert that the State can prescribe 
any unreasonable qualifications to the 
citizen’s right to cast his vote, as for in- 
stance, that he should be so tall, that he 
should have hair of a certain hue or color, 
or anything of the kind; of course not. 
But in the first place, the State is the 
judge of whether the quaiifications are 
reasonable, and just a little bit of respect 
for States ought to restrain any Member 
of this body from condemning outright 
provisions in the constitutions of the 
States and in the laws of the States which 
have been there time out of mind, and 
which seem reasonable to the legislators 
of the States. 

For instance, in my State we have a 
poll-tax provision. There was a time 
when we had a broader tax requirement, 
but now we have simply a poll-tax provi- 
sion. Under the laws of my State the 
poll tax goes to the educational fund, to 
maintain the common schools and to 
educate the school children in Georgia. 

The tax is $1 per year. The legislature 
in its wisdom has decided that that $1 
should be paid, that it should go into the 
common school fund, and that the pay- 
ment of the tax shall be one of the quali- 
fications of the elector. Is that unrea- 
sonable? Perhaps there are people in the 
United States who think it is thoroughly 
unreasonable. But is it so unreasonable 
as to justify the Federal Congress striking 
out that provision? Is it not based on 
sound public policy? It did not have its 
origin in my State in connection with any 
question affecting elections. It was orig- 
inated primarily for the raising of a slight 
additional tax to be used for school pur- 
poses, on the assumption that it was not 
an unreasonable thing to ask of a man 
who wished to vote that he pay that tax 
to qualify him to vote. 

The State has a right within the State 
to regulate interstate commerce, that is, 
it has police power, but its regulations 
must be reasonable, because under the 
Constitution the Congress has the power 
to regulate interstate commerce and 
commerce with foreign countries. So 
long as the State regulation and law is 
reasonable, it is permitted to stand, un- 
less the Federal Congress comes into ex- 
actly the same field and prescribes an- 
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other and contrary regulation. For in- 
stance, the Federal courts would not let a 
law stand which requires an interstate 
train to stop every 1,000 feet or every 
1,500 feet in passing through the State. 
That would be an unreasonable burden 
on commerce. There are thousands of 
reasonable regulations which have been 
permitted to stand, regulations passed 
by the State for the protection of life and 
property, and in the interest of the safety 
of the citizens of the State. 

So far as Georgia is concerned, we have 
a poll tax, a requirement that $1 be paid, 
which money goes into the educational 
fund. It is required to be paid by every- 
one, white or black, to whom it is appli- 
cable. It is not applicable to soldiers un- 
der certain conditions. It is not required 
of persons after they reach a certain age 
in life. It is not required of ministers of 
the gospel. It is not required of a great 
many people in Georgia, but it is required 
of all classes alike to which it is appli- 
cable. Is that an unreasonable tax? It 
was not designed to keep anyone from 
voting. That was not its original intent 
and purpose. Its original intent, Mr. 
President, goes a long way back into the 
common law, and is intimately connected 
with the thing which we call military or 
road duty, from which men might be ex- 
empted if they did not want to perform 
the duty, by the payment of a small tax, 
That is where the tax had its genesis. 
But cur modern reformers attribute it 
all to an evil design and purpose on the 
part of a State to prevent somebody from 
voting. More white people in my State 
are kept from voting, perhaps, than those 
of any other color. Yet all may vote by 
the payment of the tax. The payment of 
the tax is one of the simple duties a citi- 
zen must perform if he wishes to vote. 

Mr. President, I did not rise to discuss 
the merits of this proposal. I rose to say 
what I had tried to do, that is, to accept 
the bill as it came in, with its profession 
of faith in its printed lines, to wit, that 
we do not wish to have disqualified from 
voting the members of our armed forces 
who have failed to register because they 
have been in the service, and it was not 
convenient, perhaps not possible, to reg- 
ister. I stated that if that is what is 
sought to be done, then let the broader 
implications of the bill be removed, and 
let us say that any memker of the armed 
forces who is or was eligible to register, 
and who is a qualified voter in his State, 
may vote by the absentee bailot. 

Now there is the other provision pre- 
sented to us, this requirement with re- 
spect to a poli tax. Of course, Mr. Presi- 
dent, these of us who come from States 
which have the poll tax requirement, 
whether we would vote for the poll-tax 
requirement if we were in the State leg- 
islature or not, feel it our duty to insist 
that our States have the right to pre- 
scribe reasonable regulations. 

The argument is made that if we can 
prescribe $1 we can prescribe $100 or 
$1,000 as a requirement for voting. No, 
Mr. President, that would be an unrea- 
sonable regulation. The courts of the 
country would not sustain it. If such a 
provision had existed, the courts of the 
country would have thrown it out the 
window long ago. But I believe it to be 
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a sound policy, I believe it to be a sound 
principle of government, under a dual 
system of government, for the legislative 
branches of both the State and the Fed- 
eral Governments to respect the laws and 
regulations of the other sovereignty, so 
long as they are not so flagrantly onerous 
and discriminatory as to justify the 
courts of the land so to declare them. 

I do not see how in the long run the 
dual system of government can prevail 
in America if the present tendency to in- 
vade the States shall continue, simply 
because we in the national legislative 
body do not like what the legislative body 
of Illinois, or of Massachusetts, or of 
Florida, or of Georgia, may have seen fit 
todo. Here is the Constitution on which 
both State and Federal Governments 
stand. That is the only basis on which 
unity, under the dual form or system of 
government such as we have, can con- 
tinue. 

AS a matter of fairness—and I will not 
use a stronger adjective, though I could 
do so—do not let the legislature of 
Georgia say that “some act of the Con- 
gress seems to us unreasonable, and 
therefore we will brush it aside.” And by 
the same token, do not permit the House 
and the Senate to say that “some act of 
the legislature of Georgia or of Massa- 
chusetts to us seems to be utterly unrea- 
sonable. We do not agree with the 
philosophy of it, and we therefore will 
brush it aside.” 

Both the State and Federal Govern- 
ments stand on the Constitution. The 
Constitution expressly confirmed the 
right and power in the States to deter- 
mine the qualifications of electors who 
vote for Members of the House and Sen- 
ate. They are the identical qualifica- 
tions which the State prescribes for its 
electors as a condition precedent to vot- 
ing for members of the most numerous 
branch of the legislative body of the 
State. 

Who gave the States that power? The 
power to run our domestic affairs has 
always been in the States. However, 
when the Constitution was adopted it 
merely referred the question of the quali- 
fications of electors to the States and 
said, “Go on under your machinery.” 

Is it not fair to assume that so long 
as the State law stands upon the books 
unchallenged in the courts we shall not 
brush aside the discretion of the State 
legislature in fixing a qualification which 
bears, at least prima facie, the earmarks 
of reasonableness? 

Let me say to the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Florida that when he brushes 
aside all the language, reasoning, and 
sophistry with which the subject can be 
clothed his argument is that the States 
have no authority or power to say who 
shall vote within the States for a Mem- 
ber of the House or of the Senate, and 
that such power rests entirely with the 
Congress. The proposition narrows 
down to that because if the qualifications 
which the States have prescribed—which 
have not been overthrown by the courts 
which have the duty of construing and 
enforcing the Constitution—are to be 
brushed aside because the Congress does 
not like them, then we shall proceed to 
a destruction of the dual system of gov- 
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ernment in America. Such a system pos- 
sesses some virtues, although some per- 
sons do not think so. It has a great 
many more virtues than many persons in 
high public station accord to it. 

I have full respect for the courts, but 
I have seen a definite tendency on the 
part of some members of the highest 
court of the land toward enunciation of 
the doctrine that the Constitution is mere 
words and can be interpreted by the 
juggling of language. It cannot be done 
rightfully, Mr. President, by any such 
process. 

We are in a great war which is test- 
ing whether this Nation shall survive— 
perhaps whether our civilization shall 
survive. Eight important States have a 
simple poll-tax law. Those States are 
doing and have done their full duty in 
this great emergency. However, every 
time the States are slapped in the face 
during this crisis with a measure of social 
or political reform, even though it has 
some virtue, nothing whatever is being 
contributed to national unity. 

Mr. President, I do not know what 
Senators wish to do concerning the bill 
under consideration, but the burden of 
whether it shall become law is squarely 
on Senators who wish to insist upon this 
kind of amendment. If the amendment 
is to be insisted upon, I shall ask for a 
quorum, and shall continue to ask for it 
whenever a quorum call is appropriate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the 
Senator from Georgia suggesting the ab- 
sence of a quorum? 

Mr, GEORGE. Yes; I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. We might as well 
fight it out. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator 
withhold his suggestion of the absence of 
a quorum for a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will withhold it if 
there is any likelihood of the amendment 
being withdrawn; otherwise, I shall insist 
on it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to ask for a brief executive session, 
because I think it is obvious that a 
quorum has not been developed, and we 
shall probably have to adjourn until to- 
morrow in order to obtain a quorum. I 
do not desire to have the Executive Cal- 
endar postponed on that account, if the 
Senator from Georgia will withhold his 
request for a quorum. 

Mr. GEORGE, I will withhold it for 
that purpose. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dow- 
NEY in the chair) laid before the Senate 
messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomina- 
tions, which were referred to the appro- 
priate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following favorable reports of 

nominations were submitted: 
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By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

Sundry officers for appointment, by trans- 
fer, and/or promotion, in the Regular Army, 

By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations: 

Owen W. Gaines, of Georgia, now a Foreign 
Service officer of class 8 and a secretary in the 
Diplomatic Service, also to be a consul; and 

Several persons for appointment as For- 
eign Service officers, unclassified, vice con- 
suls of career and secretaries in the Diplo- 
matic Service. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will proceed to state the nomina- 
tions on the Executive Calendar, 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nom- 
ee of postmasters be confirmed en 

oc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nominations of post- 
masters are confirmed en bloc. 


THE NAVY 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Navy. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nom- 
paana in the Navy be confirmed en 

oc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Navy 
are confirmed en bloc. 


THE MARINE CORPS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Marine Corps. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations in the Marine Corps be confirmed 
en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nominations in the 
Marine Corps are confirmed en bloc. 


FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATIONS 
CONFIRMED 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, ear- 
lier in the day three Foreign Service nom- 
inations were favorably reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
They are the nomination of Owen W. 
Gaines, of Georgia, now a Foreign Service 
officer of class 8 and a secretary in the 
Diplomatic Service, to be also a consul of 
the United States of America; and of 
Howard Brandon, of Maryland, and 
Terry B. Sanders, Jr., of Texas, to be 
Foreign Service officers, unclassified, vice 
consuls of career and secretaries in the 
Diplomatic Service of the United States 
of America. Iask unanimous consent for 
present consideration of the nomina- 
tions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 


| the nominations? The Chair hears none. 


Without objection, the nominations are 
confirmed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Iask unanimous con- 
sent that the President be immediately 
notified of all nominations confirmed to- 
day, as well as the nominations confirmed 
on August 20. I understand that no such 
request was made in connection with 
those nominations. 


1942 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the President will be noti- 
fied forthwith. 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES SERVING IN THE 
UNITED STATES 


The Senate, in legislative session, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7416) to provide for a method of voting, 
in time of war, by members of the land 
and naval forces absent from the place 
of their residence and serving within the 
continental United States. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, every 
effort has been made to secure the pres- 
ence of a quorum today. The Senator 
from Georgia has made the point of no 
quorum. If the point is insisted upon a 
roll call will be required, which will prob- 
ably develop the fact that we lack one or 
two of the number necessary to consti- 
tute a quorum. I am satisfied that we 
shall have a quorum by tomorrow. 

I am fundamentally in sympathy with 
the amendment which has been offered 
by the Senator from Illinois and sup- 
ported by the Senator from Florida. 
Whenever the bill which is now pending 
before the Committee on the Judiciary, 
or any similar bill, comes before the Sen- 
ate, it will be my purpose to support it. 
I do not believe in the poll-tax qualifica- 
tion for voting. In my judgment it is 
essentially a property qualification. Long 
ago the American system of democracy 
got away from the property qualification 
as a prerequisite for voting. 

Yet, I and many others who feel that 
way about the situation are confronted 
by the problem of whether to compli- 
cate the bill—which in its present form 
relieves members of the armed forces 
from the requirement for registration in 
the States— by the proposed amendment, 
or any similar amendment, which may 
result in no legislation whatever. The 
poll-tax qualification applies only to 8 
States. I believe that it is more impor- 
tant that the soldiers in all the 48 States 
be allowed to vote than that we amend 
the law as it applies to 8 States by un- 
dertaking to repeal the poll-tax qualifi- 
cation for suffrage in those States. It is 
unfair to those of us who are in sympathy 
with the objective of the Senator offering 
the amendment. It puts us in the posi- 
tion of having to vote against an amend- 
ment in which we fundamentally believe, 
in order to secure legislation which will 
enable all soldiers to vote, or run the risk 
of denying all of them the right to vote 
merely because in 8 States there has been 
provided a poll-tax qualification. 

I make this observation in order that 
Senators who no doubt are sincere in 
their efforts to amend the bill in this 
fashion may think it over and determine 
whether after all we are justified in run- 
ning the risk of defeating the right of 
all the forces to vote in order that we may 
adopt some amendment of a political 
nature which does not affect the con- 
stituents of the Senators who are offering 
the amendment and supporting it. Much 
as I sympathize with their view—and 1 
will vote for that view on a separate bill— 
I myself and other Senators who think 
as I do are put in the position of having 
to decide whether we shall block this bill, 
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and probably deny the members of the 
armed forces the right to vote, in order 
to register our sentiments on the question 
of the qualification of voters in eight 
States in this Union. 

I do not attribute any political motive 
to anyone in regard to this matter, but 
we are faced with a practical situation, 
and it seems to me it is worthy of con- 
sideration. 

The only object of the bill as it passed 
the House, and as it has been reported to 
the Senate, has been to waive the ques- 
tion of registration, to allow soldiers who 
are absent, who have not been able to 
vote, and who have not been able to regis- 
ter, and who cannot register, the right 
to vote in congressional elections and in 
Presidential elections, regardless of their 
cra for which they are not respon- 
sible. 

The bill originally, and as it is reported 
in the Senate, did not intend, as I see it, 
to go into the question of the fundamental 
qualifications for voting under the laws 
of the States in which the soldiers reside. 
It raises a very serious practical situation. 

I am satisfied the Senator from Illinois 
and the Senator from Florida would not 
want to deprive all the soldiers who can 
vote under the laws of their respective 
States of the right to do so. I cannot 
predict what will happen if the amend- 
ment should be inserted in the bill and 
have to go to conference. Undoubtedly 
there is not a quorum of the other House 
in Washington. Whether it is possible to 
get a quorum before the tax bill shall be 
sent to the House from the Senate I do 
not know, but I think it is within the 
bounds of reason to suggest that if the 
proposed amendment should be put into 
the bill, and a quorum should be de- 
manded in the other House when the bill 
gets there—and it cannot be acted upon 
until a quorum is brought back to Wash- 
ington—it is very questionable whether 
we could enact any legislation in time to 
allow the soldiers to vote in the coming 
November election. That is a practical 
matter which will appeal to every man 
according to his own judgment and his 
own convictions on the subject. It is a 
matter worthy of consideration. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
only this observation to make, that no 
one wants to impede the speedy enact- 
ment of the proposed legislation. I do 
not understand why such a condition as 
has been deseribed should occur if we 
should accept the amendment offered by 
the able Senator from Illinois. The bill 
now contains some amendments which 
would require action by the House. We 
can pass on the amendment this after- 
noon, I think a quorum is present, or we 
can have one tomorrow. It will take only 
a few minutes to call the roll and deter- 
mine whether there is a quorum present. 
The bill must go to the House. The con- 
ferees can either accept the amendments 
or not, but it must go to the House for 
further consideration. The House Mem- 
bers are not at all influenced by any 
action of the Senate, so far as delaying 
the final passage of the bill is concerned. 

If the able Senator from Kentucky 
wants to vote to eliminate the pcll tax 
and is only prevented by the embarrass- 
ment of the thought that it will delay the 
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bill, I can assure him and his colleague 
that there will be no unnecessary delay 
caused whatever, and he is perfectly 
privileged to vote this afternoon or to- 
morrow for the amendment offered by 
the able Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ap- 
preciate the guaranty of the Senator 
from Oregon, the very distinguished and 
cooperative minority leader, that the in- 
sertion of the amendment will cause no 
delay in the ultimate enactment of the 
bill. If I thought his guaranty worth 
anything, I should be willing to accept it, 
but I do not think it is worth anything, 
because in my opinion the Senator from 
Oregon cannot control the action of the 
House of Representatives or of the con- 
ferees on this subject, and I do not think 
he or any other Senator can guarantee 
that the amendment would not delay the 
enactment of the bill. I should hope 
that it would not. Certainly I want to 
see the bill enacted in time to do some 
good. I am getting a little tired of 
“horse play” in connection with a bill 
proposing to give the soldiers of our 
Army and the sailors of our Navy the 
right to vote. One delay or another has 
occurred, so that we have put it off from 
day to day. We cannot tell whether to- 
morrow, if we meet then, some other 
amendment may not be offered. One 
has been offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut, proposing that the bill ap- 
ply to primary elections, which injects 
another controversial subject into the 
consideration of the bill. I do not see 
how any Senator can guarantee that any 
amendment we adopt here will not delay 
the enactment of the bill. 

I shall suggest that we go over until 
tomorrow. I do not think there is a 
quorum in the city. I have consulted the 
officers of the Senate on both sides who 
have the duty of determining and ascer- 
taining the presence of Senators, and 
there are 15 Republicans in the city of 
Washington out of some 27 or 28 or 29, 
and there are some 32 or 33 Democrats 
out of 60-odd. That does not constitute 
a quorum. If my count is not correct, 
the officers of the Senate whose business 
it is to check up on the return and pres- 
ence of Senators have been mistaken 
about it. I do not think we have a quo- 
rum today, and if one did not develop on 
a call we would have to go over until to- 
morrow. I do think there will be a 
quorum present tomorrow, and I do not 
see any use in going through the form of 
a roll call now to determine whether or 
not a quorum is present. I hope we can 
dispose of the bill tomorrow. It is not 
my fault that we cannot dispose of it 
today, but I think that under the cir- 
cumstances the only thing we can do is 
to wait until tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before 
the Senator presses his motion for ad- 
journment, will he not yield to the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, who has been seeking 
recognition for some time? 

Mr. BARKLEY. If I have the floor, 
I am glad to yield, and I am willing to 
yield the floor so that the Senator from 
Illinois may occupy it. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I am 
not impressed with any statement that 
because an amendment is offered to a 
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bill and eight States are affected, offering 
the amendment will delay the bill or pre- 
vent its ultimate enactment. Many times 
in the Senate during my short experience 
here I have been outvoted, and as soon as 
the majority has voted I have not de- 
layed in following the decision of the 
majority. It will not take long to vote 
on this amendment, once we have a quo- 
rum, and when that quorum casts its 
vote, if any of the eight States prevents 
this bill being passed, let us direct atten- 
tion to them, and not to those who offer 
a simple amendment. 

Mr. President, my amendment applies 
to a poll tax, which the distinguished 
Senator from Georgia said amounted to 
$1 and was not applicable to all people 
in the State, that the clergy were exempt, 
and that certain other men were exempt. 
In the name of heaven, who should be 
exempt more than boys who have been 
taken from their State by the vote of 
this body and by officials elected by 
those for whom we nov ask that this 
simple little restriction be eliminated, so 
that the soldiers can cast their votes? 
There may be great questions in the 
future handled by the executive and the 
legislative branch of the Government 
which affect the very blood and life of 
these men. The State is not going to 
decide them, and those men who have 
a right to vote should have a right to say 
who should vote for those laws. ‘Too 
many people, through the period of his- 
tory, have voted for war and paid no 
sacrifice in the war. Here is a group of 
men, ordered, if you please, to the far 
corners of the earth, and we are asking 
not that a State be invaded for anything 
that pertains to the States, but we ask for 
something which pertains to the right of 
boys to vote for Members of this body, 
who are to determine the course which 
will affect their very lives in the future; 
and that should not long delay the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. President, I offer the amendment; 
and if the majority outvotes me, and 
votes the amendment down, I shall still 
vote for the bill. I am not impressed 
with any argument that the mere pres- 
entation of the amendment will block 
the enactment of the bill, for, if that be 
true, then eight States determine the 
course of the United States on so vital a 
question as whether a boy shall have to 
teke care of the simple detail of sending 
home a dollar and seeing that it is re- 
corded properly that he has paid his poll 
tax. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I reit- 
erate what I said when I expressed the 
hope that absent Senators who are able 
to return, and who have not returned to 
Washington on the call we sent out last 
Friday, will return by tomorrow. I shall 
make further effort, through the officers 
of the Senate, to secure the return to 
Washington of a sufficient number of 
Senators to form a quorum tomorrow. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I only 
have this finally to say, that a few mo- 
ments ago I was advised by the officers 
of the Senate that a quorum was pres- 
ent, 49 Senators. That is my advice, and 
that is the latest I have had on the 
subject. 
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Iam willing to proceed this afternoon. 
I do not want any delay, nor do I think 
there has been any “horse play” in con- 
nection with this matter. There have 
been many Senators playing around, but 
there has been no “horse play,” because 
we have had the bill here for only 1 day. 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; the bill has been 
before us—— 

Mr. McNARY. Just a moment. There 
has been no “horse play,” but Senators 
have been offering amendments in good 
faith. The able Senator from Illinois 
has offered an amendment the virtues of 
which are admitted by the able leader 
of the Senate. 

I will state, Mr. President, knowing 
the rules of the Senate and of the House, 
that enough amendments have been 
made to the bill, and enough modifica- 
tions made, to require action by . the 
House. The House will be in session in 
a few days, and the amendment we are 
now discussing would not in any way 
deter the progress of the bill in the 
House. That is a fact which I guarantee, 
because anyone who knows the rules can 
guarantee a rule, and that is all I am 
doing. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I still insist that I 
must take with some discount the Sen- 
ator’s guaranty as to what the House 
may do and when they may do it. The 
Senator knows that a majority of the 
House is not in the city. The House is 
taking a series of 3-day recesses, with the 
understanding that the Members prob- 
ably will not have to return until the 
Senate passes the tax bill and sends that 
bill back to the House. There is no 
way to deny the constitutional right of 
Members of the House to call for a quo- 
rum, but whether a quorum could be 
brought back to consider this particular 
amendment, I am not in a position to 
say, and I do not guarantee, and I do not 
think any Senator can guarantee, that 
that would be done. We are not re- 
sponsible for House action or inaction, 
of course, on this or on any other ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McNARY. I am not interested in 
whether the Senator takes my guaranty 
or not. His slur passes by as the idle 
wind. I am merely saying that knowl- 
edge of the rules of the House leads me 
to say that House action is required on 
what we in the Senate do in the way of 
amending a House bill. I do not know 
what their action will be, but I know 
some action must be taken, and to add a 
littie more action to what action must 
be taken will not mean very much action, 
after all. 

I think the matter is too important to 
be passed by with a glib remark that 
there has been “horse play,” that the bill 
must go through in its present form, as 
brought out of the committee and de- 
signed by the able Senator from Ken- 
tucky and his associate from Rhode 
Island. I have been a Member of the 
Senate for a good many years, and I 
state that it is the privilege of a Senator 
to offer such amendments as he may 
desire to offer, and no one can question 
the good faith of the amendment of- 
fered by the able Senator from Illinois, 
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and in part by the able Senator from 
Florida. 

I think it is time for us to act delib- 
erately. We have boasted of the Senate 
for many years as being the only delib- 
erative body left in the world, and I for 
one insist that we have a deliberate con- 
sideration of the bill before us. I say 
that a quorum is present in the Senate 
now, or will be tomorrow or the next day. 
There not only will be a quorum but 
there will be a roll-call vote on the pro- 
posal sponsored by the Senator from 
Illinois, or the one offered, or to be 
offered, by the distinguished Senator 
from Connecticut. That is my guaranty. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I do 
not wish to make any further contribu- 
tion to the “horse play” to which I re- 
ferred awhile ago. When I used that 
expression I did not mean it as a slur 
upon any Senator who has offered an 
amendment or who has not offered an 
amendment, but the pending bill has 
been before the Senate now for more 
than a week, it has been put off from 
time to time because the point of no 
quorum was either made or threatened. 
As a result of the threat of the point 
being made last Thursday, an effort has 
been made to secure the presence of a 
quorum, and I may say that the Senator 
from Oregon has cooperated on his side 
in the effort to secure the return of a 
sufficient number of Senators to bring 
about a quorum. 

‘Tomorrow two or three States will hold 
their primary elections, and I can very 
well excuse Senators who are involved in 
those elections for not returning today, 
when they would have to return home 
tomorrow if they desired to exercise the 
right of voting within their States. But 
we all understand, regardless of amend- 
ments, that unless the bill is speedily 
passed, no amendments will be of any 
value, and the bill itself will be of no 
value.- 

I do not know what will happen in the 
House, but we are all reasonable men, we 
are practical men, and we know what 
usually happens with amendments which 
are controversial. I do not think either 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary], 
or I, or any other Senator, or any Mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives, could 
guarantee that with this amendment 
in the bill, or the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Connecticut {[Mr. 
DANAHER], or any controversial amend- 
ment in it, when the bill returns to the 
House, some Member would not demand 
that a quorum be present. I do not 
think anyone can guarantee that a Sena- 
tor or a Member of the House will forego 
his constitutional right to make a point 
that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the 


Mr. DAVIS. I “wonder if it would not 
be possible to recess until Wednesday in 
order to give Senators who are away be- 
cause of primary elections an oppor- 
tunity to be here. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It would be possible 
to do so. 

Mr.DAVIS. Some of them live a great 
distance from Washington. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. I appreciate that, but 
so far as I am concerned, I am not willing 
to recess over a single day, to Wednesday, 
or Thursday, or any other day beyond 
tomorrow. 

I think there will be a quorum present 
tomorrow. I do not know where the 
Senator from Oregon gets the informa- 
tion, which seems to have come to him 
by a grapevine method, that we have a 
quorum present. The Senator and Icon- 
sulted together within the last half hour 
or hour, and with the employees of the 
Senate charged with the duty of deter- 
mining the return of Members and keep- 
ing a check upon the presence of Mem- 
bers. If the Senator from Oregon has 
received some private information which 
has not been imparted to me by either 
one of those officers, I confess that he 
has an advantage over me. I have not 
received such information. 

Mr. McNARY. That may be possible, 
but I do not like to exert the advantage 
any more than necessary. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, far be it 
from me to deny the Senator from Ore- 
gon any advantage over me which he 
claims on that score. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. I simply wish to 
straighten out the facts which seem to 
be somewhat confused in the mind of 
the very distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky. The information which I re- 
ceived is not grapevine information, be- 
cause it has its genesis in a Senate offi- 
cial. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Neither the secretary 
to the majority, Mr. Biffle, nor the secre- 
tary to the minority, Mr. Loeffler, has 
given me such advice. But in order to 
settle that point, to determine whether 
there is a quorum present here now, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Andrews Gerry Murray 
Barkley Green Norris 

Bone Hayden Radcliffe 
Bridges Johnson, Calif. Rosier 

Brooks Johnson, Colo. Schwartz 
Byrd Kilgore Taft 

Capper La Follette Thomas, Idaho 
Clark, Mo. Lodge Thomas, Utah 
Connally McCarran Vandenberg 
Danaher McFarland Van Nuys 
Davis McKellar White 
Downey McNary Wiley 

George Maloney 


Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. BROWN] is 
necessarily absent, attending the funeral 
of a friend who died in Michigan. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER] and the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WALLGREN] are members of 
the committee to investigate national 
defense, and are absent in the perform- 
ance of their duties. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Murdock] 
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
HartcH], and the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O’Manoney], are absent on official 
business. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANK- 
HEAD], the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
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Bugo], the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. Butow], the Senator from Nevada 
(Mr, BUNKER], the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mrs. Caraway], the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. Cuavez], the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. CLARK], the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Doxry], the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER], the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. Grass], the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gur- 
FEY], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. HER- 
RING], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
HILL], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
HucuHes], the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr, LEE], the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Lucas], the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. Maypank], the Senator from New 
York (Mr. Meap], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O’Danret], the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Overton], the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. REYNOLDS], 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Smatuers], the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Smrru], the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. SpeNcER], the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Tuomas], the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Truman], the Sena- 
tor from Delaware (Mr. TUNNELL], the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typrncs], 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Wac- 
NER], the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. WatsH], and the Senator from Mon- 
tana (Mr. WHEELER] are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. McNARY. I announce that the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burton] is ab- 
sent on Senate duties as a member of 
the subcommittee of the committee to 
investigate the national defense and the 
war program, 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] and the Senator from South Dakota 
iMr. Gurney] are absent on official busi- 
ness of the Senate. 

The senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Austin], the junior Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. AIKEN], the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Batt], the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Brewster], the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. BUTLER], the Senator 
from North Dakota (Mr. Lancer], the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], 
the Senator from North Dakota IMr. 
Nye], the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
REED], the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SuipsteaD], and the Senator from Indi- 
ana (Mr. Wirus] are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty- 
eight Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is not present. The 
clerk will call the names of absent Sena- 
tors. 

The legislative clerk called the names 
of absent Senators, and Mr. BAILEY, Mr. 
RUSSELL, and Mr. Stewart answered to 
their names when called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty- 
one Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is not present. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in 
view of the developments as the result of 
the roll call, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 
3 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned until tomorrow, Tuesday, 
August 25, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon, 
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NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate August 24, 1942: 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 


TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS, DENTAL CORPS, WITH 
RANK FROM DATE OF APPOINTMENT 


First Lt. Burdette Alden Stone, Dental 
Corps Reserve. 

First Lt. John Francis Donovan, Jr., Dental 
Corps Reserve. 

First Lt. Perry Wilson Bascom, Dental Corps 
Reserve. 
APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR 

ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 


TO SIGNAL CORPS 


Lt. Col. Ernest Stratton Barker, Infantry, 
with rank from November 29, 1940. 


PROMOTION IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 


TO BE COLONEL WITH RANK FROM AUGUST 14, 
1942 


Lt. Col. Clarence Corinth Benson, Cavalry, 


TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONELS WITH RANK FROM 
SEPTEMBER 2, 1942 


Maj. Robert Hilton Offiey, Infantry (tem- 
porary colonel) 

Maj. John Mesick, Field Artillery (tempo- 
rary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Francis Parker Tompkins, Cavalry 
(temporary colonel) 

Maj. John Arthur Weeks, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Frederick William Gerhard, Chemical 
Warfare Service (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Cornelius Comegys Jadwin, Cavalry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Howard Harvey Newman, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Richard Gray McKee, Infantry (tem- 
porary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. William Lillard Barriger, 
(temporary colonel), 

Maj. Frederick Williams Fenn, 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Joseph Charles Kovarik, Finance De- 
partment (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Jonathan Lane Holman, Ordnance 
Department (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Wynot Rush Irish, Infantry (tempo- 
rary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Francis Earle Rundell, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary colonel). ? 

Maj. Royal Adam Machle, Infantry (tem- 
porary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Leonard Randall Nachman, Infantry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Clark Hazen Mitchell, Field Artillery 
(temporary lieutenant colonel) 

Maj. William Maynadier Miley, Infantry 
(temporary brigadier general) 

Maj. George Baird Hudson, Cavalry (tem- 
porary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Harry Clay Mewshaw, Cavalry (tem- 
porary colonel) 

Maj. Alfred Armstrong McNamee, Infantry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Francis Joseph Achatz, Field Artillery 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj Leon Calhoun Boineau, Adjutant Gen- 
eral's Department (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Harold Wilbert Gould, Infantry (tem- 
porary lieutenant colonel) 

Maj. George Bittmann Barth, Field Artillery 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Harry Benham Sherman, Infantry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Thomas Quinton Donaldson, Jr., Cav- 
alry (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Philip Edward Gallagher, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Carroll Kimball Leeper, Infantry (tem- 
porary lieutenant colonel) 

Maj. Charlie Quillian Lifsey, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Hugh McCalla Wilson, Jr., Quarter- 
master Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 


Cavalry 
Cavalry 
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Maj. Robert Trueheart Foster, Infantry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel) 
TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONELS WITH RANK FROM 
SEPTEMBER 4, 1942 
Maj. Frederick yon Harten Kimble, Air 
Corps (temporary colonel). 
Maj. William Jones Hanlon, Air Corps (tem- 
porary colonel), 
Maj. John Harold McFall, Finance Depart- 
ment (temporary colonel). 
Maj. Howard Arnold Craig, Air Corps (tem- 
porary colonel). 
Maj. David Robert Stinson, Air Corps (tem- 
colonel), 
Maj. Joseph Theodore Morris, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel). 
Maj. Don Elwood Lowry, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary colonel). 
TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONELS WITH RANK FROM 
SEPTEMBER 5, 1942 


Maj. William Robert Sweeley, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel). 
Maj. George Allan McHenry, Air Corps (tem- 
porary colonel) 
TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL WITH RANK FROM 
SEPTEMBER 17, 1942 


Maj. Claude Leslie Gamble, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel), subject 
to examination required by law. 

TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONELS WITH RANK FROM 
SEPTEMBER 19, 1942 


Maj. Henry Charles Wolfe, Corps of Engl- 
neers (temporary colonel). 
Maj. Lemuel Edwin Edwards, Finance De- 
partment (temporary colonel). 
TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL WITH RANK FROM 
SEPTEMBER 30, 1942 


Maj. Joseph Franklin Battley, Chemical 
Warfare Service (temporary colonel). 
TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS WITH RANK FROM 
SEPTEMBER 1, 1942 


Second Lt. James Nelson Jean, Infantry 
(temporary captain) . 

Second Lt. Hubert Denwood Thomte, In- 
fantry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. John Sewanee Baskin, Infantry 
(temporary captain) 

Second Lt. Harold Otto Johnson, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Frank Halliday Todd, Signal 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Frank Gordon Ratliff, Pield Ar- 
tillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Sylvan Preston Lay, Field Ar- 
tillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Ira Bertram Richards, Jr., Cav- 
alry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Earl Robert Kindig, Field Artil- 
lery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Eugene Allen Dees, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Donald William Coons, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Ralph Charles McCrum, Infan- 
try (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Walter Reeve Bruyere 3d, Infan- 
try (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Raymond Dunlap Hill, Infan- 
try (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Lemuel Edwin Pope, Cavalry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Viadimir Bohdan Kovac, Infan- 
try (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Benson Walker Campbell, Jr., 
Field Artillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Stephen Wheeler Downey, Cav- 
alry (temporary first lieutenant). 

Second Lt. James Gleason Foley, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Robert Parrish McQuail, Infan- 
try (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Lewis Lee Copley, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Johnson Grant Lemmon, Infan- 
try (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Vernon Ehlert Rex Rawie, Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 
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Second Lt. Sterling Charles Holmes, Infan- 
try (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. James Hardesty Critchfield, Cav- 
alry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Wiliam Isadore Wood, Signal 
Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. William Henry Hastings, Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. John Robert Snow, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Willys Hicks Pearson, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Samuel Ezra Shoemaker, Infan- 
try (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Louis Robert Moore, Jr., Infan- 
try (temporary first lieutenant). 

Second Lt. Thomas Latta Mann, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. William Overton Gall, Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Charles Francis Heasty, Jr., 
Coast Artillery Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Avery W. Masters, Field Artillery 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. William Louis Thorkelson, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Ralph Longwell Foster, Cavalry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Thomas Augustine Kenan, In- 
fantry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Jonathan Adams Wolcott, In- 
fantry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. William Frederick Beaty, Cav- 
alry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Frederick William Hasselback, 
Jr., Field Artillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Robert Burns Barry, Jr., Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Alan Buck White, Coest Artil- 
lery Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Richard Franklin Kent, Infantry 
(temporary first lieutenant). 

Second Lt. Harold Henkel Smith, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Richard Logan Irby, Cavalry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Chester Clay Holloway, Jr., Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. William Henry Craig, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Morgan Garrott Roseborough, 
Infantry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Charles Cantrell, Field Artillery 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Dorsey Elwood McCrory, Infan- 
try (temporary captain). f 

Second Lt. Howard Dayle Balliett, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Aleck Francis MacDonald, 
Coast Artillery Corps (temporary first lieu- 
tenant). 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 


MEDICAL CORPS 
To be majors 


Capt. John Ellsworth Roberts, Medical 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel), with 
rank from September 1, 1942. 

Capt. Ralph Vernon Plew, Medical Corps 
(temporary lieutenant colonel), with rank 
from September 25, 1942. 

Capt. Wayne Glassburn Brandstadt, Medi- 
ca! Corps (temporary major), with rank 
from September 25, 1942. 

To be captatns 


First Lt. Frederick Joseph Frese, Jr., Medi- 
cal Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
September 7, 1942. 

First Lt. Theodore Livingston Hartridge, 
Medical Corps (temporary major), with rank 
from September 17, 1942. 

First Lt. Julian Rex Bernheim, Jr., Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
September 18, 1942. 

DENTAL CORPS 
To be colonel 

Lt. Col. Brantley Ingold Newsom, Dental 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
September 23, 1942. 
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To be captain 
First Lt. Grayson Gwynne Garrison, Dental 
Corps (temporary captain), with rank from 
September 17, 1942. 
VETERINARY CORPS 
To be captain 
First Lt. Russell Martin Madison, Veteri- 
nary Corps (temporary captain), with rank 
from September 5, 1942. 
PROMOTION, FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE, IN THE 
Navy 
Capt. William K. Harrill to be a rear ad- 
miral in the Navy, for temporary service, to 
rank from the 7th day of July 1942. 
APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE 
MARINE Corps 


Maj. (temporary) John Wehle to be a 
major in the Marine Corps from the 29th day 
of April 1942. 

Capt. (temporary) James B, Glennon, Jr., 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps 
from the ist day of June 1942. 

The following-named citizens to be second 
lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the 15th 
day of May 1942: 

George L. Shead, a citizen of Indiana. 

Charles J. Bailey, Jr., a citizen of Georgia. 

Stanley M. Adams, a citizen of California, 

William H. Kennedy, Jr., a citizen of Ar- 
kansas. 

Martin F. Rockmore, & citizen of New 
York. 

Sidney J. Altman, a citizen of New York. 

Kenneth N. Hilton, a citizen of Washington. 
Poros A. Lassiter, a citizen of North Caro- 

a. 

Walter Antin, a citizen of Louisiana. 

Carl W. Proehl, a citizen of Illinois, to be a 
second lieutenant in the Marine Corps from 
the 13th day of June 1942. 


PoOSTMASTERS 
ALABAMA 


Madge S. Jefferies, Citronelle, Ala., in place 
of M. S. Jefferies. Incumbent's commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Ruth Duffey, Dadeville, Ala. in place of 
Ruth Duffey. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Ferne W. Rainer, Union Springs, Ala., in 
place of F. W. Rainer. Incumbent’'s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

ARIZONA 

Charles C. Stemmer, Cottonwood, Ariz., in 
place of C. C. Stemmer. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Charles J, Moody, Superior, Ariz., in place 
of C. J. Moody. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 


ARKANSAS 


Elodie E. Holland, Dyess, Ark., in place of 
R. R. Holland. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired August 19, 1941. 

Lucy F. Harris, Earl, Ark., in place of L. F. 
Harris. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Benjamin S. Kent, Mountain View, Ark., in 
place of J. B. Lancaster, resigned. 

Lola B. Gregory, Portland, Ark., in place 
of L. B. Gregory. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 1, 1942. 

James O. Woolly, Quitman, Ark., in place of 
W. F. Bryant, transferred. 

Nannie A. Rogers, State College, Ark. in 
place of C. V. Warr, retired. 

CALIFORNIA 

Jay K. Battin, Angwin, Calif., in place of 
J. K. Battin. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 20, 1942. 

Roy W. Scott, Baldwin Park, Calif., in place 
of R. W. Scott. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 8, 1942. 

Walter A. Johnson, Bishop, Calif., in place 
of W A. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 20, 1942. 

Elaine M. Strohl, Imola, Calif., in place of 
E. M. Strohl. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 15, 1942. 
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Edith B., Smith, Patton, Calif., in place of 
E. B. Smith, Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

James B. Stone, Redlands, Calif., in place 
of J. B. Stone. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Lewis E. Erbes, San Bruno, Calif., in place 
of F. W. Kickbush, deceased. 

Robert de Journel, Sanger, Calif., In place 
of A. G. Stewart, deceased. 


COLCRADO 


Roy Staley, Arvada, Colo., in place of Roy 
Staley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 1, 1942. 

James £. Adams, Englewood, Colo., in place 
of J. E. Adams. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Agnes M. Padan, Fort Logan, Colo., in place 
of A. M. Padan. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Carl E. Wagner, Fort Morgan, Colo., in place 
of C. E. Wagner. Incumbent's commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Angeline B. Adkisson, Longmont, Colo., in 
place of A. B. Adkisson. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Elmer M. Ivers, Loveland, Colo., in place 
of E. M. Ivers. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Grover ©. Huffnagle, Ridgway, Colo., in 
place of G. C. Huffnagle. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 31, 1942. 


CONNECTICUT 


George H. Robertson, South Coventry, 
Conn., in place of G. H. Robertson. Incum- 
bent'’s commission expired May 11, 1942. 

Aaron A. French, Jr., Sterling, Conn., in 
place of A. A. French, Jr. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 12, 1942. 


FLORIDA 


Katharine S. Grey, Atlantic Beach, Fla., in 
place of K. S. Grey. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Charles W. Ten Eick, Hollywood, Fla. in 
place of B. L. David, deceased. 


ILLINOIS 


George R. Gampher, Eldorado, Ill., in place 
of G. R. Gampher. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 11, 1942. 

Ernest R. Lightbody, Glasford, IH., in place 
ci E, R Lightbody. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Lyle O. Kistler, Joy, Ill., in place of L. O. 
Kistler. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Pearl W. Blackwelder, Litchfield, M., in 
Place of P. W. Blackwelder. Incumbent’s 
commission expired May 3, 1942. 

Joseph E. Fitzgerald, Lockport, Il., in place 
of J. E. Fitzgerald. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

George W. Collins, Lombard, Ill., in place of 
G. W. Collins. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

George K. Brenner, Madison, Ill., in place of 
G. K. Brenner. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 


Margaret M. O'Brien, Mokena, Ill., in place 


of M. M. O’Brien. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Henry Cottlow, Oregon, Ill, in place of 
Henry Cottlow. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Hugh J. Gorman, Peotone, Ill., in place of 
H. J. Gorman. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Paul R. Smoot, Petersburg, Ill., in place of 
P. R. Smoot. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Arthur B. Caughian, Pittsfield, 11., in place 
of A. B. Caughlan, Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 1, 1942. 

Martin J. Naylon, Polo, Ill., in place of M. J. 
Naylon. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Benjamin W. Sharp, Reynolds, Il., in place 
of B. W. Sharp. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942, 
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Leon J. Walsh, South Beloit, Ill, in plece of 
L, J. Walsh. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Marie E. Holquist, Stillman Valley, Il., in 
place of M. E. Holquist. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Oliver M. Colwell, Toulon, Ill., in place of 
O. M. Colwell. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

George A; Larimer, Tuscola, Ill., in place of 
G. A. Larimer. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired April 1, 1942. 

Mathew L. McHugh, Westmont, I., in place 
of M. L. McHugh. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Mary I. Quinn, Wilmington, Ill., in place of 
M. I. Quinn. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

INDIANA 

Richard A. Conn, Brook; Ind., in place of 
R. A. Conn. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Lowell B. Pontius, Claypool, Ind., in place 
of L. B. Pontius. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Charles H. Apple, French Lick, Ind., in place 
of C. H. Apple. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Arthur G. Houser, Garrett, Ind., in place of 
A. G. Houser, Incumbent’s commission €x- 
pired June 23, 1942 

Hazel R. Widdows, Geneva, Ind., in place of 
H. R. Widdows. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Maurice L. Cory, Kingman, Ind., in place of 
M. L. Cory. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942, 

Ira J. Dye, Kouts, Ind., in place of I. J. 
Dye. Incumbent's commission expired June 
23, 1942, 4 

Albert M. Leis, Mount St. Francis, Ind., 
in place of A. M. Leis, Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Charles A. Webster, North Vernon, Ind., in 
place of C. A. Webster. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Josiah J. Hostetler, Shipshewana, Ind., in 
place of J. J. Hostetler. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942, 

IOWA 


John S. Vifquain, Belle Plaine, Iowa, in 
place of J. S. Vifquain. Incumbent's com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

John A. Davis, Colfax, Iowa, in place of 
J. A. Davis. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Nettie Blair Lewis, Columbus Junction, 
Towa, in place of N. B. Lewis. Incumbent’s 
commission expired June 23, 1942. 

Jessie Branagan, Emmetsburg, Iowa, in 
place of Jessie Branagan. Incumbent’'s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Clara E. Kennedy, Estherville, Iowa, in 
place of C. E. Kennedy. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942, 

Howard C. Shafer, Hampton, Iowa, in place 
of H. C. Shafer. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Robert A. Mortland, Montezuma, Iowa, in 
place of R. A. Mortland. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Elmer T. Treinen, Remsen, Iowa, in place 
of C. J. Bunkers, resigned. 

Arthur C. Kohlmann, Waverly, Iowa, in 
place of A. C. Kohimann. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

KANSAS 


Raymond J. Kaufman, Moundridge, Kans., 
in place of S. E. Hatfield, resigned. 

John W. Sheridan, Paola, Kans., in place of 
J. W. Sheridan. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 6, 1942. 

KENTUCKY 

George W. Tye, Barbourville, Ky., in place 
of G. W. Tye. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 24, 1942. 

Susan R. Hill, Carrollton, Ky., in place of 
8. R. Hill. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 
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Herman A. House, London, Ky., in place of 
H. A. House. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 30, 1942. 

MAINE 


Floyd A. Smith, Caribou, Maine, in place 
of F. A. Smith. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 15, 1942. 

Carroll A, Matthieu, Farmington, Maine, in 
place of C. A. Matthieu. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Ernest F, Poulin, Waterville, Maine, in place 
of E. F. Poulin. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired May 11, 1942. 

MARYLAND 


Lewis H. Stoner, Emmitsburg, Md., in place 
of L. H. Stoner. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 25, 1942. 

Elizabeth H. S. Boss, Laurel, Md., in place 
of E. H. S. Boss. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

George F. Cramer, Amherst, Mass., in place 
of G. F. Cramer. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 28, 1942. 

Thomas V. Sweeney, Harding, Mass., in 
place of T. V. Sweeney. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

Catherine A. Lamoureaux, Hinsdale, Mass., 
in place of C. A, Lamoureaux. Incumbent’s 
commission expired June 23, 1942. 

John H, Fletcher, Westford, Mass., in place 
of J. H. Fletcher. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

MICHIGAN 

Frank ©. Jarvis, Grand Rapids, Mich., in 
place of F. C. Jarvis. Incumbent's commis- 
sion expired April 12, 1942. 

Mary A. Ripley, Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., in 
place of M. A. Ripley. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

MINNESOTA 

Marvin E. Rohrer, St. Clair, Minn. Office 

became Presidential July 1, 1941. 
MISSOURI 

Fred H. Kurz, Savannah, Mo., in place of 
F. H. Kurz. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Alexander Rankin, Tarkio, Mo., in place of 
Alexander Rankin. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 3, 1942. 

MONTANA 

Joseph M. Astle, Hardin, Mont., in place of 
J. M. Astle. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 28, 1942. 

Ethel C. Hockman, Kevin, Mont., in place 
of E. C. Hockman. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Albert W. Schammel, Scobey, Mont., in 
place of A. W. Schammel. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

NEBRASKA 

Arlo A, Anderson, Arapahoe, Nebr., in place 
of G. B. Hill. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 30, 1942. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

David F. Jackson, Pittsfield, N. H., in place 
of D. F. Jackson. Incumbent's commission 
expired May 6, 1942. 

NEW YORK 

James E. McWilliams, Prattsville, N. Y., in 
place of J. E. McWilliams. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired March 25, 1942. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Ann Marie Bimler, Munich, N. Dak., in place 

of V. L. Ludowese, resigned. 
OHIO 


Francis J. Daubel, Fremont, Ohio, in place 
of F. J. Daubel. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 29, 1942. 

Herman E, Homberger, Mansfield, Ohio, in 
place of H. E. Homberger, Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942, 

Robert J. Hickin, Rittman, Ohio, in place 
of R. J. Hickin. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 6, 1942. ; 
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Theodore A. Lauber, Sandusky, Ohio, in 
place of T. A. Lauber. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired March 25, 1942. 

Charles A. Kirk, Toledo, Ohio, in place of 
C. A. Kirk. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 4, 1942. 

Donald Z. Studer, Whitehouse, Ohio, in 
place of D. K. Studer. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 23, 1942. 

Anna Mary Tesi, Yorkville, Ohio, in place 
of A. M. Tesi. Incumbent'’s commission ex- 
pired February 24, 1942. 

OREGON 

George A. Hartman, Pendleton, Oreg., in 
place of G. A. Hartman. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 

PENNSYLVANIA 


Joseph D. Plumer, Franklin, Pa., in place 
of J. D. Plumer. Incumbent's commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

James O. Bergantz, Huntingdon, Pa., in 
place of J. O. Bergantz. Incumbent's com- 
mission expired June 23, 1942. 
` Mary C. Duke, South Connellsville, Pa., in 
place of M. C. Duke. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired December 9, 1941. 

Samuel Calarie, Yatesboro, Pa., in place of 
F. W. McCartan, transferred. 


RHODE ISLAND 
Michael F, Coyne, Providence, R. I., in 
place of E. F. Carroll, retired. 
SOUTH CAROLINA 


Jack C. Pate, Sumter, 8. C., in place of 
J.C. Pate. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1642. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Joseph A. Crowley, Sioux Falls, S. Dak., in 
place of J. A. Crowley. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired May 14, 1942. 

TENNESSEE 


Cyril W. Jones, Athens, Tenn., in place of 
C. W. Jones. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Lois McReynolds, South Pittsburg, Tenn, 
in place of Lois McReynolds. Incumbent’s 
commission expired May 28, 1942. 

Raymond B. Gibson, Spring City, Tenn., in 
place of R. B, Gibson. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired May 28, 1942. 

TEXAS 


Nat Shick, Big Spring, Tex., in place of 
Nat Shick. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 23, 1942. 

Thomas A. Key, Desdemona, Tex. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1941. 

Harry S. Merts, McAllen, Tex., in place cf 
H. S. Merts. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 6, 1942. 

Perry Hartgraves, Menard, Tex., in place of 
Perry Hartgraves. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 23, 1942. 

Carl R. Nall, Sherman, Tex., in place of 
©. R. Nall. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 23, 1942. 

VIRGINIA 

Robert P. Holt, Newport News, Va., in place 
of R. P. Holt. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

Willie R. Slagle, Virgilina, Va., in place of 
Incumbent’s commission ex- 


Dewey Ellis, Man, W. Va., in place of E. B. 
Butcher, removed. 
WISCONSIN 
Charles R. Lawton, Barron, Wis., in place of 
A. J. Osborne, removed. 
WYOMING 


Vernon L. Green, Cokeville, Wyo., in place 
of M. E. Geer, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate August 24, 1942: 


"Robert E. Brown 
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DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 


TO BE A CONSUL OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
s AMERICA 


Owen W. Gaines 


TO BE FOREIGN SERVICE OFFICERS, UNCLASSIFIED, 
VICE CONSULS OF CAREER, AND SECRETARIES IN 
THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA 


Howard Brandon 
Terry B. Sanders, Jr. 


IN THE Navy 
TEMPORARY SERVICE 
To be rear admirals for temporary service 


Harold C. Train 
Andrew C. Bennett 


IN THE MARINE CORPS 
PROMOTIONS 
To be lieutenant colonel 
Harry E. Dunkelberger 
To be major 
Edward H. Forney, Jr. 
To be first lieutenants 
Hemilton Lawrence Richard T. McNcewn 
James C. Lindsay Francis C. Clagett 
Harlan Rozers Harland E. Draper 
Jino J. D'Alessandro Henry J. Revane 
To be second lieutenants 


Scott S. Corbett, Jr. Warren E. Whipple 
Theodore “A” Demos-John P. Lanigan 
thenes George H. Bantley 
Sydney A. Woodd-Ca-Joseph A. Bruder 
husac James B. Carpenter, Jr. 
William J. Barnatt Frederick T. Finucane 
Glen E. Norris 
Prank E. Granucci Edward J. Powers, Jr. 
Kenneth C. Greenough Bradley K. Schwarz 
Natt K. Hammer Edward Sherman 
Walter T. Kuhimey Frank R. Walker 
Floyd V. D. Ladd Frank R. Wilkinson, Jr. 
Jobn H. L’Estrange Gordon R. Worthing- 
Truman K. Lyford ton, Jr. 
Charles F. Martin IN Gustaf Jonsson 
James P. Metzier Richard V. Lusby 


POSTMASTERS 
ALABAMA 


Jewell C. Horn, Brantley. 

Mim C. Farish, Grove Hill. 

J. Thomas Martin, Jacksonville, 
Herman- Grimes, Pine Apple. 
Hattie Tabb Forster, Thomasville. 


ILLINOIS 


George A. McFarland, Avon. 
Thomas Bernard Meehan, Bluffs. 
Alice Dillon, Braidwood. 
Meda Lorton, Cowden. 
Fabian F. Colgan, Dunlap. 
James F. Grogan, Elmhurst. 
Richard L. Lauwerens, Kincaid. 
Daisy Lindsey, Mahomet. 
Joseph A. Maier, Marseilles. 
John A. Peters, Mason City. 
Lawrence E. Hodges, Mount Prospect. 
Robert J. Blum, Nauvoo. 
William Kehe, Jr., Palatine. 
Walter Hill, Pana. 
Michael E. Sullivan, Park Ridge. 
Homer J Swope, Quincy. 
Earl B. Strickland, Tolono. 
Armand Rossi, Wilspnville. 
LOUISIANA 
James W. Melvin, Trout. 
OHIO 
Willam J. Grandy, Byesville. 
Paul C. Miller, Canal Winchester. 
Mabel A. Merrilees, Cleves. 
Lois V. Wick, McDonald. 
Charles Fishley, Mineral City. 
Thomas J. Holden, New Lexington. 
Hark F. Williams, Pleasant City. 
Cyril S. Hendershot, Quaker City. 
TENNESSEE 
Mabel W. Hughes, Arlington. 


AUGUST 24 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, Auaustr 24, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BULWINKLE. 

The Reverend Bernard Braskamp, 
D.D., pastor of the Gunton Temple Me- 
morial Presbyterian Church, Washing- 
ton, D. C., offered the following prayer: 


Almighty God, our Father, reverently 
we are calling upon Thy name, praying 
that our minds and hearts may be in- 
spired with a vision of Thy presence and 
an assurance of Thy power. 

Help us to realize that unless we have 
this vision and this assurance our life 
will ebb out its little day in weariness 
and weakness, in folly and futility, in 
sorrows that sear, and sins that stain. 

Grant that in these strange and trou- 
bled times, so full of trials and tribula- 
tions, sufferings and sorrows, we may 
live by a steadfast faith in the Lord, our 
God, who alone can make us equal to 
the world’s tragic necessities. 

In the name of the Christ, we pray. 
Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, August 20, was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Vice President had appointed 
Mr. BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members 
of the joint select committee on the part 
of the Senate, as provided for in the act 
of August 5, 1939, entitled “An act to 
provide for the disposition of certain 
records of the United States Govern- 
ment,” for the disposition of executive 
papers in the following departments and 
agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture. 

2. Department of the Interior. 

3. Department of War. 

4. Government Printing Office. 

5. The National Archives 

6. War Production Board. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER 


Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Priest]? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Specker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Voornts] may 
have permission to extend his own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. PRIEST]? 

There was no objection. 


COMMUNICATION FROM AMERICAN 
EMBASSY AT CARACAS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before 
the House the following communication 
from the Department of State, which was 
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read and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs: 
Aususr 20, 1942. 
The Honorable Sam RAYBURN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

My Drar Mr. SPEAKER: There is enclosed 
herewith, for such disposition as you may 
deem appropriate, a copy of a despatch from 
the American Embassy at Caracas, informing 
the Department of the passage by the Vene- 
zuelan Congress on July 4 of a resolution 
acknowledging the receipt of a resolution 
adopted by the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives on February 2, 1942. The resolu- 
tion of February 2 expressed appreciation for 
the courteous treatment accorded a group of 
American Congressmen who visited Vene- 
zuela during 1941. There is also enclosed a 
copy of the Gaceta Oficial in which the July 4 
resolution was published. 

The despatch from the Embassy indicates 
that while passage of the resolution had been 
agreed upon at an earlier date, signature was 
effected on July 4 to lend further significance 
to the act. 

Sincerely yours, 


CORDELL HULL. 
Enclosures: 
1. Copy of despatch from Caracas dated 
July 7, 1942. 


2. Copy of Gaceta Oficial. 

The honorable the SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington. 

Sm: I have the honor to refer to the De- 
partment’s circular instruction of April 29, 
1942, file No. 120.1/576A, with which were en- 
closed enrolled copies of resolutions adopted 
by the House of Representatives February 2, 
1942, expressing appreciation for the courte- 
ous treatment accorded a visiting group of 
Congressmen last year, and, in reply, to 
furnish herewith a translation of a resolu- 
tion of the Venezuelan Congress (1) acknowl- 
edging receipt of the resolution, (2) ordering 
the placing of the American House's resolu- 
tion in the Library of the National Congress,” 
and (3) ordering that an enrolled copy of 
the Venezuelan Congress’ resolution be for- 
warded to the House of Representatives: 

“THE CONGRESS OF THE 
Untrep STATES OF VENEZUELA. 

“Considering that the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America 
on February 2nd past passed a resolution 
expressing ‘to the President, Congress and 
people of the United States of Venezuela, its 
profound thanks for the hospitable and cor- 
dial reception’ which—in compliance with 
the grateful obligations of international 
courtesy, of the traditional and fraternal 
friendship uniting us with the people of the 
United States, and of the continental soli- 
darity which today binds all of the peoples 
of America in a single community of ideals 
and efforts—we extended to various members 
of the Ways and Means Committee who re- 
cently honored us by an official visit, and 

“Considering that this act of the House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America is another affirmation of the fra- 
ternal feeling and the democratic aspira- 
tions which unite our free and sovereign 
nations, and an affirmation, also, of good 
neighborliness and desire to be of mutual 
help within the continent, 

“Resolves— 

“First. To acknowledge receipt, by means 
of this resolution, of the expressive and 
pleasing message contained in the resolu- 
tion of February 2, 1942 of the House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America. 

“Second. To file the authenticated copy of 
the resolution we have received with the im- 
portant documents contained in the Library 
of the National Congress. 

“Third. To forward an enrolled and au- 
thenticated copy of this resolution to the 
House of Representatives of the United 
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States of America through the conduct of the 
Minister of Foreign Relations. 

“Given, signed and sealed in the Federal 
Legislative Palace, Caracas, the fourth day of 
July, nineteen hundred and forty two. The 
133rd year of Independence and the 84th 
year of the Federation. 

“The President: 

(SIGNED) MANUEL SIMON Irriaco. 

“The Vice President: 

(SIGNED) Luis E. Santos. 

“The Secretaries: 

(SIGNED) FRANCISCO CARRENO DELGALO. 

(SIGNED) OcTAvio Lazo MARTI DELGADO.” 

I was informed tbat although the passage 
of the resclution had been agreed upon at 
an earlier date signature was affected on 
July 4th to lend further significance to the 
act, and several Congressmen took occasion 
to inform me personally that the courtesy 
of our House of Representatives in passing 
and forwarding copies of the resolution had 
been most gratifying. 

The text of the resolution was printed in 
the July 4, 1942 (No. 20,840), issue of the 
Gaceta Oficial, copies of which are trans- 
mitted herewith for forwarding to the Con- 
gressmen 

In the event that the enrolled copy of the 
Venezuelan Congress’ resolution should be 
delivered to the Embassy it will be forwarded 
at once. 

Respectfully yours, 
P. CORRIGAN. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on today after 
disposition of matters on the Speaker’s 
desk I may be permitted to address the 
House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. CELLER]? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
to include an address which I delivered 
before the forty-fourth annual national 
encampment of the United Spanish War 
Veterans and Auxiliary at Cleveland, 
Ohio, on Monday, August 17, 1942. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. SMITH]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp and 
to include an address by Roy Miller on 
the Honorable JOSEPH J. MANSFIELD, a 
Member of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Gossett]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MEYER of Maryland. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for 1 minute. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maryland {Mr. MEYER]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MEYER of Maryland. Mr. 
Speaker, last Monday I took this floor on 
the gasoline-and-fuels shortage and de- 
manded for a speedy remedy—Nation- 
wide rationing—and action instead of 
statements, to help the fuels shortage in 
the East and avoid untold suffering from 
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cold homes this winter, with the further 
demand that if Donald Nelson fails to 
act, Congress must. Immediately the 
Midwest patriotically agreed to acquiesce 
if it would help the East, and many tank 
cars in the Midwest and Southwest are 
now being rerouted by Petroleum Coordi- 
nator Ickes, as suggested by me, and 
Donald Nelson has publicly stated that 
he is going to crack down and demand 
action, too. He has assigned this task 
to three top-ranking Government offi- 
cials, Under Secretary of War Patterson, 
Secretary of the Interior Ickes, and Price 
Administrator Henderson. 

Meanwhile steps were taken to spread 
distribution of petroleum products by 
banning transportation of gasoline by 
rail in 20 Midwestern a.:d Southwestern 
States, releasing from 5,000 to 7,000 tank 
cars to carry 100,000 barrels of fuel oil 
daily to the East. Furthermore, in con- 
nection with my barge bill, recently in- 
troduced, to construct barges and tow- 
boats for use on the Atlantic Intracoastal 
Waterway to relieve the present shortage 
cf fuels, it is gratifying to know that 
plans have just been approved for the 
165-mile pipe line from Greensboro, 
N. C., to Richmond, Va., which will make 
30.000 barrels of oi] daily available for 
transshipment. by barges to Baltimore, 
Washington, Philadelphia, and Trenton. 
Today I am very happy to know and in- 
form my constituents that my prompt ac- 
tion on this floor helped bring about these 
splendid results. While present dzvelop- 
ments, as the result of Mr. Nelson’s recent 
action, indicate some real progress in the 
matter of distributing fuels throughout 
the Nation, yet as Members of the Con- 
gress, we are still charged with the duty 
and responsibility of making sure that 
the people of this country have an ade- 
quate supply of fuels for their homes this 
winter. 

As fellow Members of the House, I 
know that you approve my constant 
efforts on behalf of my constituents, for 
while I may have taken the floor more 
than most new Members, it was purely 
for the reason that I felt it my duty to 
express my personal conviction and 
judgment on so many of the vital issues, 
in addition to casting my vote on all leg- 
islative measures. Some of these, as you 
all no doubt recall, were the declarations 
of war, the selective-service extension, 
the Defense Housing Act, the roads bill 
providing access roads for defense plants, 
nondefense economy, the increase of pay 
for all men and women in our armed 
services, the establishment of the Office 
of Civilian Defense, the construction of 
petroleum pipe lines for the east coast, 
Hobbs’ concentration-camp bill, the 
construction of intracoastal waterway 
barges, the rationing of gasoline and 
fuels. It was also my privilege to make 
the closing address of the first session 
of the Seventy-seventh Congress. 

But in this connection Iam enormously 
proud of this letter, directed to me by 
the Clerk of the House, South Trimble, 
which reads: 

Dear CONGRESSMAN MEYER: An examina- 
tion of the official voting and attendance 
record of the Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the entire Seventy-seventh 
Congress to date reveals that you have the 
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unique distinction of being 1 of 18 Mem- 
bers who have a perfect record covering this 
period. i 
"Permit me to congratulate you on attain- 
ing this coveted distinction. ` 
Very sincerely yours, 
SouTH TRIMBLE, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


But I do not want to stop here with 
rationing of gasoline and fuels alone. I 
want also to help bring about the speedy 
integration of all our war efforts. 
W. P. B. specialists now studying British 
methods soon will return with new 
ideas on the industry concentration plan 
to standardize and simplify production, 
but all of this which may be necessary 
and good requires for its constructive 
working an equal concentration of re- 
sponsibility. Why can we not have a 
board with absolute powers, answerable 
only to the Commander in Chief, Presi- 
dent Roosevelt—an over-all board known 
as the War Board, comprising the follow- 
ing three members: the Secretary of 
War, the Secretary of the Navy, and a 
third member to be designated by the 
President? The purpose of this board 
would be to administer and coordinate 
the entire war effort of the United States 
by integrating all functioning groups and 
agencies, both military and civilian, in 
order to win the war at the earliest pos- 
sible moment with the least cost and the 
minimum distress. 

The object of this new board would be 
to replace the present large and unwieldly 
Board made up of so many members that 
maximum efficiency and harmony in 
operation is not being attained. At the 
same time it will eliminate the many con- 
tradictory statements and decisions that 
have emanated from the innumerable 
agencies and generate a higher degree of 
public confidence, unity, and morale. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein a radio address which I delivered 
on Thursday, August 20, 1942, over a 
network of the Mutual Broadcasting 
System. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Bioom]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr: Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Harnes] may be per- 
mitted to extend his own remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PRIEST]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WooprvurFr! may be permitted to extend 
his own remarks in the Recorp and to 
include a statement by the Honorable 
Sam Pettengill, former Member of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. GEARHART]? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Grant] may be permitted to extend his 
own remarks in the Appendix of the 
Recorp and to include a statement by 
Mr. Pettengill, also of Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California (Mr. GrearHart]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to extend my own remarks in 
the Appendix of the Record and to in- 
clude a brief poem that was printed 
recently in the National Bulletin of the 
Reserve Officers’ Association. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. GEARHART]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts (Mrs. 
Rocers]? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
vise and extend my remarks and to in- 
clude an article from the Boston Herald 
of yesterday, a release by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior on the subject of 
oil, and various petitions from the State 
of Massachusetts upon that subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 


OIL 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, it seems incredible to me that 
we do not have a well-organized oil de- 
partment, well coordinated, under one 
head. It is also incredible that we do 
not have such a department to act au- 
thoritatively and at once, and do away 
with the chaos and upset conditions 
which exist today on the east coast re- 
garding oil and gasoline. New England 
will have real suffering if more is not 
done and done at once.. 

Mr. Speaker, it is very obvious that 
this war can be won or lost by oil, inso- 
much as oil plays such a vital part in it. 
The war cannot be waged without a 
proper distribution of oil. In other 
words, oil will decide the outcome of the 
war. I earnestly urge that you, Mr. 
Speaker, and everyone else join me in 
getting immediate action on the very 
vital subject which means so much not 
only to New England but to the entire 


-country and the countries who are fight- 


ing to preserve freedom. 

The following information was given 
to me by the Office of Petroleum Coordi- 
tion for War last Friday: 


Hauling of automotive gasoline by rail was 
banned today in 20 States of the Middle West 
and Southwest by a directive from the Office 
of Petroleum Coordinator for War Harold L. 
Ickes, 
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This action releases an estimated 5,000 to 
7,000 additional tank cars for oil movement 
to the east coast. 

Constituting an important new move in the 
continuing effort to relieve the critical sup- 
ply deficiency on the Atlantic seaboard, the 
directive (No. 57 of the Coordinator) forces 
the affected area to rely entirely upon pipe 
lines, trucks, and barges for its supply of 
gasoline, 

Explaining the action, Deputy Petroleum 
Coordinator Ralph K. Davies stated: 

“With the increased efficiency achieved in 
the handling of tank-car movements by the 
railroads and the oil companies, it is now 
possible to utilize more cars in the Atlantic 
coast service. It has been the policy of this 
office to provide additional tank cars for haul- 
ing oil to the east coast shortage area as 
rapidly as the railroads and the oil compa- 
nies could handle them. The number so as- 
signed to the east coast run has now risen 
from about 1,000 to a total of approximately 
70,000, and more now can be effectively 
employed. 

“Accordingly, the Office of Petroleum Co- 
ordinator for War is today acting to withdraw 
from the Mid-Continent and the Southwest 
areas a large additional number of tank cars 
for this east coast service. This action takes 
the form of directive No. 57 of the Coordina- 
tor, ordering the withdrawal from 20 States 
of the Middle West and Southwest of all 
tank cars used there in the movement of 
gasoline and the assignment of this equip- 
ment to Atlantic seaboard movement. 

“This means that approximately 5,000 to 
7,000 additional cars will be assigned to the 
east coast, which will bring the total of tank 
cars in that service to more than 75,000, or 
almost 70 percent of all the cars in petroleum 
service in the United States. The railroads 
and the oil companies feel confident that 
they will now be able to utilize that number. 
If experience proves otherwise, the cars can 
always be returned.” 

In addition: to stopping gasoline movement 


by rail in the 20 States, directive 57 provides 


that, subject to review by the Office of Petro- 
leum Coordinator, all suppliers and distribu- 
tors affected by the withdrawal of these ad- 
ditional tank cars shall make such joint pur- 
chases, sales, loans, or exchanges of products, 
together with appropriate arrangements for 
joint use of terminals, transportation and 
distribution facilities, as may be required in 
order to attain the maximum efficient utili- 
zation of all facilities. Of this provision Mr. 
Davies said: 

“The supplies and distribution subcommit- 
tees for districts 2 or 3 shall, subject to the 
direction of the Director of Supply, Office of 
Petroleum Coordinator for War, or of such 
District Director as he may designate, ar- 
range for such common purchases, sales, ex- 
changes, and loans of petroleum products and 
for such common use of transportation, ter- 
minal, or distribution facilities as may be 
necessary to attain maximum efficient utili- 
zation of all available transportation, sup- 
ply, and distribution facilities, as will insure 
the maintenance of adequate supplies of 
petroleum products throughout the area in- 
cluded within the States. All such com- 
mon purchases, sales, exchanges, and loans of 
products, together with the common use of 
available transportation, terminal, or distri- 
bution facilities shall be made upon such 
terms and conditions as will afford every Sup- 
plier and distributor in the area affected a 
fair share of and equitable opportunity to 
share in the total supply and use of facilities 
throughout the area affected.” 


Mr. Speaker, the transfer of these cars 
will be a help, but we need more than 
the %,000 cars transferred to the east 
coast in New England alone. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
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THE PLIGHT OF THE FARMER 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. PIERCE]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, as a Con- 
gressman and as a friend and supporter 
of the administration, I want to go 
along with the suggestions of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture just as far as possi- 
ble. His recent radio address asking 
for the repeal of the present law calling 
for 110 percent of parity has aroused 
much interest. This year thousands of 
tons of fruit and vegetables have rotted 
because the owners have been unable to 
pay the wages that were being paid in the 
industries and in shipbuilding. Expe- 
rienced farm labor has largely been 
drafted. The farmer, had he paid the 
wages and gathered the products of his 
farm, would have lost money in the 
harvest. 

The statement has been made and re- 
peated that the farm products are today 
above parity, and the appeal has been 
made continually to the farmer by the 
press in industrial sections that he should 
continue to produce even though he 
makes no profit, not even cost of produc- 
tion. I can assure you that there is no 
more patriotic group in all the land than 
the tillers of the soil. Their boys have 
gone by the thousands into the services, 
and today they are forming the backbone 
of many a battalion in the Army, the 
Navy, and the Marine Corps. 

The actual fact is that wages are to- 
day much higher from one end of the 
country to the other than they were in 
the first World War, and farm products 
are not nearly so high. I was a farmer 
during the first World War, actually on 
my farm, I paid the highest wages in the 
county, and ordinary help was $4.50 a 
day and board and room. During the 
first World War I sold fat steers $13.50, 
Portland; $11.50, dry fat cows; hogs, $22; 
and more than $2 a bushel for wheat. 
Such prices are paid nowhere in the 
United States today for similar products. 
Wages on the average are 50 percent 
higher than during the first World War 
and prices for farm products about 25 
percent less. 

I just received the following letter 
from a wheat farmer in my district. Let 
the officials solve such a problem before 
calling for repeal of the law: 

My DEAR CONGRESSMAN: A man formerly 
employed by us on our ranches is now em- 
ployed by the Kaiser Shipyards at Vancouver, 
Wash. He is earning $123 per week—$492 
per month—as a pattern maker in the 
shipyards. This figures $16.40 per day, av- 
erage. 

We have a father and son (15 years of age) 
working in harvest, drawing $17 per day for 
the two of them. Last year we paid $11 for 
the same job. The increased labor cost is 
40 percent. Our increased loan value on 
wheat is 16 percent. 

Our second crop of alfalfa hay is still in 
the field, as we are unable to obtain any 
men to put it up at less than harvest wages. 
The minimum harvest wage is $7 per day. 
They need 10,000 more men in the Vancouver 
shipyards and they are willing to pay ordi- 
nary labor at the rate of $70 per week, figur- 
ing 6 days per week. 
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No doubt you are aware of the above facts 
and the disproportion between the wages 
paid in shipyards and those paid by farmers. 
No other comment seems necessary. 


The master of the National Grange, 
Mr. Albert A. Goss, is a keen and deep 
student of farm problems. His views on 
Secretary Wickard’s radio address have 
been widely quoted in the press. In order 
to put his thoughtful statement before 
the Members of this House, I desire to 
include it as part of my remarks: 


In an interview following Secretary Wick- 
ard’s radio broadcast of August 20 Mr, Goss, 
master of the National Grange, said: 

“First I want to make it clear that the Na- 
tional Grange is in accord with the efforts 
of the administration to prevent inflation. 
Last November, before Pearl Harbor, we out- 
lined a program which stands today as the 
most practical plan yet suggested. We do 
not insist on our plan, but we maintain 
that any plan must be practical and must 
not, strangle production, for ample produc- 
tion is the best possible preventive of in- 
flation. 

“As to putting a ceiling on livestock, the 
Secretary has said that he would approve 
such ceiling if a practical plan for livestock 
marketing can be evolved. We have no quar- 
rel with that. We want to know, however, 
that a practical plan is evolved before any 
such ceiling is established. We have not yet 
seen such a plan. 

“The Grange is on record opposed to 110 
percent of parity. Our official record states: 
‘Farmers should not ask more nor agree to 
accept less than actual parity, but it is 
essential that a just rule be provided for 
determining parity.’ Our present rule is very 
unjust. Until it is made modern and the 
inequities ironed out we would oppose any 
change in section 3 of the Price Control Act. 
We will work hard to get a just rule adopted 
so that we can support the repeal of the 
110-percent provision. 

“We do not agree with the Secretary that 
‘It is in the national interest to give farm- 
ers increased returns through subsidies rather 
than through increased prices which may en- 
danger the price-control structure.’ We be- 
lieve that it is not necessary to resort to 
subsidies in order to avoid endangering the 
price-control structure; if we have the cour- 
age to bring labor and everyone else under 
control and to meet reasonable increases in 
costs, if we are to try the impossible, of 
fighting the war and maintaining our stand- 
ards of living at the same time and plan to 
pass on all the cost to future generations 
through subsidies paid from an empty Treas- 
ury, we are headed directly for inflation. A 
just price level can be developed now with- 
out subsidies and we shall continue to con- 
tend for such a just level and to oppose 
subsidies.” 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my own remarks in the Recorp and to 
include therein a letter that I have re- 
ceived from a large wheat farmer in 
Oregon; and also I should like to include 
as a part of my remarks a release of 
the Associated Press that was given by 
Albert Goss, master of the National 
Grange. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oregon[Mr. PIERCE]? 

There was no objection. 


PAYMENT OF ALLOWANCES TO DEPEND- 
ENT WIVES AND MOTHERS 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Youne]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, during 
this August I have remained at my post 
of duty in Washington, and of important 
public business which has come to our 
attention none is more important than 
passage of legislation to speed up pay- 
ment of dependent allowances to the 
wives and mothers of the young men in 
our armed forces. There are thousands 
of servicemen’s dependents who are in 
dire need of this relief at this time. I 
hail the passage of this measure as a real 
and needful public service rendered by 
those of us who have remained here in 
Washington. 

The War Department, in a letter of 
explanation at the time this legislation 
was originally passed in the House of 
Representatives, stated that November 
1 was the earliest date it would be pre- 
pared to issue checks to dependents. 
The only reason payments were deferred 
to November 1 was because both the Navy 
and War Departments requested it. 
Evidently their request was based strictly 
on the vast amount of investigation and 
accounting involved in applying a new 
system to men in the armed forces and 
those dependent upon them. In all fair- 
ness, we must admit it takes time for 
Army and Navy officials to consider some 
5,000,000 separate cases and to determine 
what, if any, dependents’ allowances are 
to be paid’ in each of those cases. It 
appears that our efforts in connection 
with the passage of H. R. 7461 to amend 
the Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance 
Act has expedited payments and moved 
forward the date that the first checks 
are to be mailed to these dependents, so 
many of whom are in need. 

We have stimulated the morale of our 
people and relieved distress among those 
dependents who have been left behind. 
Mothers, wives, and children will benefit, 
and, as a matter of fact, there will be no 
added cost whatever to the administra- 
tion of the law as originally enacted nor 
in the total amount of payments to be 
made. I know from letters that have 
come to me that many thousands of 
mothers and wives in Ohio who will re- 
ceive their first allotment checks in Sep- 
tember or October instead of in Novem- 
ber will be thankful to us for remaining 
at our post of duty and acting in a forth- 
right manner in their behalf. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ARNOLD] may be per- 
mitted to extend his own remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. JARMAN]? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. CELLER] is rec- 
ognized for 10 minutes, 

THE GUBERNATORIAL NOMINATION IN 
NEW YORK 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, numerous 
of the daily columnists have made a sad 
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spectacle of themselves in castigating 
President Roosevelt in his espousal of 
Senator Mezan for the Democratic nomi- 
nation of Governor in New York. 

Westbrook Pegler screeched with 
Panther rage. Arthur Krock seemed 
angrier than a Wet hen. Mark Sullivan 
took a conniption fit. Those whom the 
gods would destroy they first make mad. 

In their diatribes they showed about 
as much respect for the Commander in 
Chief of our armed forces as does a Nazi. 

Their solicitude for John J. Bennett 
Was amusing. How many of them will 
support John as against Dewey? None— 
despite the fact that Bennett is far 
superior. 

They have a sharp business sense. 
They pattern their views as closely as 
possible after the editorial policy of their 
employers. And the latter are anti-New 
Deal. Bennett has properly espoused 
Roosevelt's policies. They will be “agin” 
him 


Many Presidents before Roosevelt as- 
Sumed most active interest in guberna- 
torial elections—notably Andrew Jack- 
son, Martin Van Buren, Teddy Roose- 
velt, Woodrow Wilson. Let the column- 
ists who carp at Roosevelt. read their 
history. 

Why should not Roosevelt show keen- 
est interest in the New York State con- 
test? How can Roosevelt, a realist in 
politics, lightly disregard these factors? 

First. The American Labor Party gave 
Lehman 419,979 votes in 1938 and he was 
elected Governor over Dewey by only 
64,394 votes. 

Second. The American Labor Party 
refuses to endorse Bennett. 

President Roosevelt wants the Demo- 
cratic nominee for Governor not to have 
merely a pyrrhic victory, at a conven- 
tion—he wants him to be elected Gov- 
ernor. That is why Roosevelt intervened. 
He had a right to. In fact, it was his 
duty as head of the Democratic Party 
to do so. 

Roosevelt wishes nothing to happen in 
New York that would jeopardize accept- 
ance and continuation of his policies, 
both domestic and foreign. He honestly 
expressed his preference, primarily to 
continue democracy in control of New 
York State. He wants to be sure that 
Dewey and the economic royalists will 
not become entrenched in power at Al- 
bany—a power that might well pollute 
the national springs of social- progress 
and reform. 

Some of the disgruntled columnists 
speak of the rebuff to Roosevelt’s sug- 
gestion at the convention as a repudia- 
tion of his administration of the affairs 
of the Nation and a denial of the New 
Deal. That is so much hokum. The 
delegates and all the speakers, including 
Bennett and Mean, endorsed Roosevelt's 
foreign and domestic policies. They ac- 
cepted the party platform, which in 
essence could have readily been written 
by Roosevelt personally. They want 
continuation of the New Deal and all it 
entails. They pledged complete alle- 
giance to Roosevelt and applauded his 
leadership. 

John J. Bennett, a splendid gentleman, 
and able administrator and follower of 
the New Deal, is our candidate. We must 
and shall elect him: Dewey must be 
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beaten at all costs. The princes of privi- 
lege want to elect him and thus strike at 
Roosevelt. 


THE LATE CHARLES A. HAMILTON 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, SABATH. Mr, Speaker, since ar- 
riving here this morning I have learned 
with rea] regret and sorrow of the passing 
of Mr. Charles Hamilton, the dean of 
the press in Washington. When I came 
to the House 36 years ago he was already 
one of the outstanding newspapermen in 
the Press Gallery. During my service I 
have learned to admire him and to appre- 
ciate the great service which he has ren- 
dered to the public in his factual report- 
ing. He was a gentleman, a man of deep 
understanding, and a loyal, true, and 
patriotic American. Although it has been 
my pleasure to know many of the gentle- 
men who are molding public opinion, 
some of whom, unfortunately, from time 
to time unjustly and unfairly assail and 
attack the Congress, I am happy to say 
as I look back to the few times that 
Charles Hamilton saw fit to criticize a 
Member or this body, I always felt such 
criticism was justified and timely. 

Of course, I do not blame the gentle- 
men sitting above us here for some of 
the unfair stories which appear. If they 
had their own way, they would always 
be much kindlier to the Members and to 
the Congress than those gentlemen who 
have the last word and who correct or 
revise their articles as they are sent to 
them from here to satisfy their own or 
their publishers’ whims. I always re- 
gret that we cannot get these writings or 
these reports as they are written, be- 
cause then we would get the truth and 
would appreciate their activities and 
their fairness toward us. They know 
what we do and they know in their own 
hearts that many of the articles that are 
reedited by their home offices are so 
warped that ofttimes the press reporters 
themselves are barely able to recognize 
them. Consequently, the public at times 
does not obtain a true picture of our 
activities. 

Mr. Speaker, I can truthfully say that 
this Congress and the Congress before 
this have been the hardest working Con- 
gresses during all the years of my serv- 
ice. I know that nearly all the Members 
are loyal and patriotic, aiming to do their 
share and part to aid our country during 
these trying days. Sure, there are some 
Members who, from time to time, for 
home consumption, and without realiz- 
ing the damage they do, say things that 
would be much better if remained un- 
said, because they are used by our ene- 
mies for the purpose of bringing about 
disunity. I hope even those few will rec- 
ognize the conditions that confront our 
beloved country and in the future will 
desist from saying anything that might 
be helpful to Hitler or which could be 
or would be used by Hitler and his gang. 

Mr. Speaker, no one resented unfair 
criticism and unpatriotic utterances more 
than Mr. Hamilton. He saw many Pres- 
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idents and many Speakers come and go 
and has witnessed the coming and going 
of over 4,000 Members of this House. He 
had a splendid knowledge of the activities 
of the Members, and the loss of his effi- 
cient service is not only to the papers 
which he represented but to the younger 
members of the press and to the country 
as well. I am indebted to my beloved 
friend William Tyler Page, who has 
served us longer than any other officer 
or aide in the House, who called my at- 
tention to the passing of our mutual 
friend, and I am thankful that I have 
had the opportunity to pay this small 
tribute to such an outstanding character 
as Charles Hamilton. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 


LABOR SHORTAGE IN CALIFORNIA 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, dur- 
ing the last several sessions of the House 
of Representatives I have risen to call at- 
tention to the developing labor shortage 
in California. For 8 months I have been 
warning the executive departments and 
the war agencies of that which has today 
developed into a crisis. Unless we can 
have on California’s soil within the next 
two weeks some 29,000 to 30,000 agricul- 
tural workers, grape pickers in this in- 
stance, losses mounting well into millions 
of dollars are bound to ensue. The pro- 
duction of tens of thousands of tons of 
raisins—food for our soldiers—will be 
halted. 

To forestall the consequences of the 
development of such a dire situation the 
President of the United States entered 
into an executive agreement with the Re- 
public of Mexico several weeks ago for the 
importation of 50,000 laborers and by Ex- 
ecutive order allocated $500,000 from his 
war-emergency funds to cover the ex- 
pense incident to this planned mass 
migration. Now we are told by those to 
whom the execution of the program has 
been confided that because of bureau- 
cratic reasons that it will not be possible 
to import any Mexican farm laborers for 
some months, perhaps none this year. 

I have in my hands a teletype release 
of the United Press, which informs us 
that there are 5,000 Mexicans standing 
on the Mexican-American border await- 
ing the opportunity to cross the border 
to relieve this situation, yet the executive 
departments and the war agencies tell us 
they are powerless to cut the red tape or 
cut the corners or otherwise to let these 
Mexicans come in, the necessity of imme- 
diate action notwithstanding. 

Mr. Speaker, if these Mexicans are not 
at the farmers’ gates within the next 2 
weeks, this is going to be one of the most 
glaring examples of Executive failure 
that could possibly be cited. The Mexi- 
cans are there, ready and anxious to 
accept the employment that is offered 
and thereby bring an end to this labor 
scarcity problem. It is only red tape and 
Executive procrastination that is pre- 
venting them from coming into the 
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United States to save this vast crop of 
over 300,000 tons of raisins. 

Let us get them in. Let us cut this 
red tape, let us round these corners, and 
let us show the world that Government 
can act—and not always too late and 
with too little. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 


THE LATE MR. CHARLES A. HAMILTON 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 2 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I had not heard of the passing 
of the dean of the press, Mr. Charles A. 
Hamilton. I am anxious to add my 
word of tribute and to express my 
gratitude to him for his contribution to 
the United States. I have been in Wash- 
ington a good many years and I have 
known of his work and of his high honor. 
I knew the man as well as his writings. 
I shall miss both. 

All of us realize the value of the press 
to the Nation and its value in preserving 
freedom of thought, speech, and action 
in our republican form of government, 
It must be a great strain to give the news 
quickly to the Nation and give it accu- 
rately and with honor. It is a grueling 
pace for all who take part in giving the 
news to the Nation and today also giving 
the news of the nations of the world, 
because news travels so fast and so far. 

I am glad for the years of splendid 
service of Mr. Hamilton. I know he has 
gone to a fine reward. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(By unanimous consent, Mr. Jenxs of 
New Hampshire was granted permission 
to revise and extend his own remarks in 
the Recorp.) 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on August 20, 1942, present 
to the President, for his approval, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

H. R. 6484. An act to suspend temporarily 
the running of statutes of limitations ap- 
plicable to certain offenses; and 

H.R. 7461. An act to amend section 107 of 
the Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance Act 
of 1942. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 12 o'clock and 28 minutes p. m.) 
the House, pursuant to its order hereto- 
fore entered, adjourned until Thursday, 
August 27, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE 
AND FISHERIES 

The Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries will hold the follow- 
ing public hearings: 

Tuesday, September 1, 1942, at 10 a. m.: 
On H. R. 7481—To provide that the fund 
for the relief of sick and disabled and 
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destitute seamen belonging to the United 
States merchant marine service shall 
also be for the relief of sick, disabled, 
destitute, or needy dependents of de- 
ceased seamen, and for other purposes. 
Wednesday, September 2, 1942, at 10 
a. m.: On H. R. 7424—To amend and 
clarify certain provisions of law relating 
to functions of the War Shipping Ad- 
ministration, and for other purposes. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1865. A letter from the president, Board of 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
provide for the better registration of births 
in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1866. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
suspend until June 30, 1945, the running of 
the statute of limitations applicable to viola- 
tions of the antitrust laws; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

1867. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
preserve the retirement equities of certain 
Officers of the Army; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

1868. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a draft of a pro- 
posed bill to reimpose the trust on certain 
allotted lands of the Klamath River Indian 
Reservation, Calif., and the jurisdiction of 
the Hoopa Valley Indian Agency; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

1869. A letter from the Comptroller Gen- 
eral of the United States, transmitting a 
report of investigation by representatives of 
the Comptroller General's office of the con- 
tracts and other records of the United States 
Maritime Commission; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Executive Departments. 

1870. A message from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting a copy of a despatch 
from the American Embassy at Caracas in- 
forming the Department of the passage by 
the Venezuelan Congress on July 4 of a reso- 
lution acknowledging the receipt of a reso- 
lution adopted by the United States House 
of Representatives on February 2, 1942; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev- 
erally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: 

H.R. 7500. A bill to amend section 927 of 
the Code of Laws of the District of Columbia, 
relating to insane criminals; to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: 

H. Con. Res. 82. Concurrent resolution re- 
questing the President to appoint an Emer- 
gency Committee on Petroleum Supply; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred, as follows: 


By Mr. EBERHARTER: 
H.R. 7501. A bill for the relief of Morton 
Fiedler; to the Committee on Claims, 
Mr. PITTENGER: 
H.R. 7502. A bill for the relief of Angeline 
Arbuckle; to the Committee on Claims, 
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i” Tuespay, Aueusr 25, 1942 


Chaplain (Lt. Col.) Hairy Lee Virden, 
S. T. M., assistant to the Chief of Chap- 
lains, United States Army, offered the 
following prayer: 


Eternal God and Father of mankind, 
who knowest our thoughts even before 
the earth or the sea was created, to whom 
the darkness and the light are one, shed 
Thy light and Thy love upon us as we 
follow our several tasks this day. 

So lead us by Thy spirit’s gentle voice 
that those who look to us may never be 
disappointed in their hope. Bless all 
those who serve this Nation, those of high 
estate and those of low, whether upon 
the land, upon the sea, or in the air, and 
may we serve as in Thy sight. 

Guide, we beseech Thee, the nations 
of the entire world into the way of justice 
and truth, and establish among us that 
peace which is the fruit of righteousness, 
that we may become the kingdom of our 
Lord and Saviour, Jesus Christ. Amen. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. BARKLEY. In order to determine 
at this time whether there is a quorum 
of the Senate in the city, I make the point 
of order that no quorum is present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Andrews Guffey Reynolds 
Baliey Hayden Rosier 
Barkley Herring Russell 

Bone Johnson, Calif, Schwartz 
Brewster Johnson, Colo, Smathers 
Bridges Kilgore Stewart 
Brooks La Follette Taft 

Brown Lodge Thomas, Idaho 
Byrd McCarran Thomas, Utah 
Capper McFarland Truman 
Clark, Idaho McKellar Tunnell 
Clark, Mo. cN: Tydings 
Connally Maloney Vandenberg 
Danaher ead Van Nuys 
Downey Murray Walsh 
George Norris White 

Gerry Pepper Wiley 

Green Radcliffe 


Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES] 
is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER] and the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WALLGREN] are absent in 
the performance of their duties as mem- 
bers of the Committee to Investigate 
National Defense. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr, 
Hatcu}, the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Morvock], and the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. O’Manoney] are con- 
ducting hearings in the West and are 
therefore necessarily absent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD and Mr. HILL], the Senators 
from Mississippi [Mr. Bruso and Mr. 
Doxey], the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. Butow], the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. BUNKER], the Senators 
from Arkansas [Mrs. Caraway and Mr. 
Spencer], the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. CuHavez], the Senators from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. OVERTON and Mr. ELLENDER], 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], 
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the Senators from Oklahoma [Mr. LEE 
and Mr. Txomas], the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Lucas], the Senators from 
South Carolina [Mr. Smirnx and Mr. 
MAYBANK], the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. O'DANIEL], the Senator from New 
York (Mr. Wacner], and the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] are 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. I announce that the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Gur- 
NEY] and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Horman] are absent on official business. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
is absent on the business of the Senate 
as a member of the Truman committee, 

The Senators from Vermont [Mr. Aus- 
TIN and Mr. AIKEN], the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Batt], the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Barsour], the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr, BUTLER], the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Davis], the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Lan- 
GER], the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
MILLIKIN], the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. Nye], the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Regn], the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr,. SHIPSTEAD], and the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Wrtris] are neces- 
sarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-three 
Senators having answered to their names, 
a quorum is present. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Monday, 
August 24, 1942, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 


AMENDMENT TO CHARTER OF THE 
UNITED STATES COMMERCIAL CO. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of the 
Senate stating that, pursuant to law, the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation had 
filed with him two certified copies of an 
amendment to the charter of the United 
States Commercial Co., which, with the 
accompanying papers, was ordered to be 
placed on fite, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Petitions, etc., were. laid before the 
Senate or presented and referred as in- 
dicated: 


By the VICE PRESIDENT; 

A letter in the nature of a memorial from 
A. C. Ways, president of the Automotive 
Booster Club International, Inc., of Dallas, 
Tex., remonstrating against the enactment 
of the bill (H. R. 7304) prohibiting the pay- 
ment of contingent fees for services in con- 
nection with the procurement of Government 
contracts, requiring certain warranties in 
Government contracts, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A letter in the nature of a petition from 
Robert J. Cosale (mo address given), pray- 
ing that the investigation now being con- 
ducted by the Senate Committee on Patents 
kb continued, especially with reference to a 
light-bulb monopoly; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A petition of members of the Irwin Presby- 
terian Church, of Hutchinson, Kans., praying 
for the enactment of Senate bill 860, to pro- 
hibit the sale of alcoholic liquor and to sup- 
press vice in the vicinity of military camps 
and naval establishments; ordered to lie on 
the table. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


By Mr. MEAD: 

A petition of sundry citizens of Waverly, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of Senate 
bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alcoholic 
liquor and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 
military camps and nayal establishments; 
ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr, TYDINGS: 

Petitions of sundry citizens of the State 
o? Maryland, praying for the enactment of 
Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of alco- 
holic liquor and to suppress vice in the vicin- 
ity of military camps and naval establish- 
ments; ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC 
BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 


Mr. MALONEY, from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
which was referred the joint resolution 
(S. J. Res. 150) providing for the accept- 
ance of title to the Widener art collection 
of Philadelphia, and for other purposes, 
reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 1585) thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. McKELLAR: 
S. 2737. A bill for the relief of Lester L. 
Huff; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
(Mr. BARKLEY (for Mr. Gzorce) intro- 
duced Senate bill 2738, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and appears 
under a separate heading.) 


THE AWKWARD GIANT—ARTICLE BY 
WALTER LIPPMANN 


[Mr. TRUMAN asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an article from 
the Washington Post of August 25, 1942, en- 
titled “The Awkward Giant,” by Walter Lipp- 
mann, which appears in the Apr2ndix.] 


OUR INDIANS AT WAR—ARTICLE FROM 
THE WASHINGTON POST 


[Mr. McNARY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an article from 
the Washington Post of August 22, 1942, en- 
titled “Our Indians At War,” which appears 
in the Appendix.] 


TO COORDINATE STRENGTH OR TO CON- 
CEAL WEAKNESS?—ARTICLE BY ARTHUR 
KROCK 
[Mr. BYRD asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the Recorp an article from 

the New York Times of August 25, 1942, en- 
titled “To Coordinate or to Conceal 

Weakness?” by Arthur Krock, which appears 

in the Appendix.] 


PROCEEDINGS OF RICCOBONO SEMINAR 
OF ROMAN LAW FOR 1941-42 

{Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a copy of the 
proceedings of the final meeting of the Ricco- 
bono Seminar of Roman Law for 1941-42, 
held at the Law School of the Catholic Uni- 
versity of America, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 


AMENDMENT OF SOCIAL SECURITY ACT— 
SAFEGUARDING OF CHILDREN 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, on be- 
half of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE], chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, and in his name, I introduce a 
bill to amend the Social Security Act, and 
ask to have it referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the bill will be referred as re- 
quested by the Senator from Kentucky. 


AUGUST 25 


The bill (S. 2738) to amend title V of 
the Social Security Act, for the purpose of 
authorizing additional appropriations 
under such title for the duration of the 
present war and for a period of 6 months 
thereafter, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In that connection I 
ask that there be printed at this point 
in the Recorp a letter from the President 
= a Senator from Georgia on the sub- 

ect. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows; 


Tue WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, August 22, 1942. 
Hon. WALTER F. GEORGE, 
Chairman, Committee on Finance, 
Unitet States Senate. 

My DEAR SENATOR Grorce: In the mobiliza- 
tion of the resources of the Nation for war, 
the special needs of mothers and children 
arising from war conditions must not be over- 
looked. In proportion as we safeguard chil- 
dren now—the children of our fighting men 
and of our war workers—we are building a 
Nation of strong and resourceful citizens 
capable of dealing with the problems with 
which we are confronted, 

Fortunately, encouraging progress has been 
made during the past 7 years in reducing ma- 
ternal and infant mortality and improving 
the health and welfare of children. The 
cooperative programs carried on by the Chil- 
dren’s Bureau and the State agencies of health 
and welfare in all the States under the Social 
Security Act have contributed greatly to these 
gains. However, the impact of war upon fam- 
ily life has created urgent needs which previ- 
ously authorized Federal appropriations com- 
bined with State and local funds have not 
been able to meet. 

The legal basis for services for children con- 
tained in title V, parts 1, 2, and 3 of the Sccial 
Security Act, and the administrative founda- 
tions for such services developed in every State 


, under the provisions of the act, are now avail- 


able, but the funds authorized in this title 
are not sufficient to meet wartime needs. I 
recommend, therefore, an amendment which 
will authorize the appropriation of such addi- 
tional sums as may be necessary to enable the 
Children’s Bureau of the United States De- 
partment of Labor to cooperate with State 
agencies now administering maternal and 
child health services, services for crippled 
children, and child welfare services, in extend- 
ing these programs to meet war conditions, 
It is estimated that the sum required for 
these purposes for the first year will not ex« 
ceed $7,500,000. 

A draft of the proposed legislation is trans- 
mitted herewith. The provisions of the bill 
expire 6 months after the end of the present 
war as is common with other wartime meas- 
ures recently enacted by Congress. The draft 
bill maintains the normal procedure of al- 
lotting funds to the States provided by title 
V of the Social Security Act. However, all the 
additional sums authorized for maternal and 
child health services and services for crippled 
children are to be allotted in accordance with 
the prov'sions of sections 502 (b) and 512 (b), 
namely on the basis of the financial need of 
each State for assistance in carrying out its 
State plan for such services. To meet ex- 
traordinary wartime emergencies the bill also 
authorizes the Chief of the Children’s Bureau 
to detail such personnel as may be necessary 
to cooperate with State agencies in carrying 
out the provisions of title V. 

I make these suggestions for Federal assist- 
ance to the States in full appreciation of the 
fact that the degree to which children are 
safeguarded in wartime depends chiefly upon 
the parents in our homes, the teachers in our 
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schools, and the citizens of our communi- 
ties. It is my hope that in making our su- 
preme war effort, parents and citizens will be 
at all times on guard to see that children are 
safeguarded to the utmost from the dangers 
of wartime and equipped to use and to cherish 
the freedom which we shall make secure for 
them. 
Sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 


BUSINESS OF THE SENATE 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to urge Senators who are present, and 
those who come in during the day, to re- 
main on the floor, or to remain avail- 
able, so that on the important matters 
upon which there may be a yea-and-nay 
vote, or upon which there may be a de- 
mand for a quorum, we will have one 
available. A quorum of the Senate is now 
in the city, and probably there are in the 
city three or four other Senators, who 
have not answered to their names. One 
or two more Senators will come here 
later. I wish to urge Senators to remain 
available in the Senate Chamber, or close 
by, so that we may not have to wait for 
them if a call for a quorum is made, or 
if a yea-and-nay vote is asked. 


COLLECTION OF SCRAP IRON 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, some 
time ago a campaign was put on over 
the country to get much scrap iron that 
it was thought was in existence. I think 
it is fair to say that the result was rather 
disappointing. Recently a campaign for 
the collection cf scrap iron was put on 
in the State of Nebraska by the World- 
Herald, a newspaper published in Oma- 
ha, Nebr. It was proposed that the 
campaign be of 3 weeks’ duration. The 
newspaper offered cash prizes amount- 
ing to $2,000, and other cash prizes, I 
understand, were offered by other pub- 
lishers, with the result that an immense 
amount of scrap iron was discovered and 
brought forth, and, in many instances, 
donated to the Government. 

The result was that in the 3 weeks 
ending August 8, more than 133,000,000 
pounds of scrap iron were collected in 
Nebraska. That was an average of 
about 101 pounds of scrap for every man, 
woman, and child in the State. 
` The newspaper to which I have re- 
ferred has issued a statement to the 
publishers of daily newspapers in the 
United States. It is printed in the 
Omaha World-Herald of August 17, 1942. 
I understand from that statement that 
the campaign is still going on. Scrap 
is still coming in, and has been coming 
in since the close of the contest. There 
are prospects for a large additional 
amount of scrap iron to be brought forth. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD as a 
part of my remarks the statement ap- 
pearing in the Omaha World-Herald of 
August 17, 1942. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows: 

[From the Omaha Morning World-Herald of 
August 17, 1942] 
To the People of Nebraska: 

This page ad is being published this week in 
two national trade papers, Editor and Pub- 
lisher and Advertising Age, in the hope that 
other newspapers of America will take the 
leadership in organizing the collection of 
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scrap in every State, on the Nebraska scrap 

plan: 

“To the Publishers of the Daily Newspapers of 
the United States: 

“GENTLEMEN: Under the methods largely 
in use today in the United States, finished 
steel or other metals cannot be made with- 
out plenty of scrap metal. Your newspapers 
have been for months telling your readers 
of the severe shortage of scrap metal and the 
consequent slowing down in part of steel 
mills, for lack of scrap material. 

“The President of the United States and 
Mr. Donald M. Nelson, Chief of the War Pro- 


«duction Board, have both made several ap- 


peals to the public to turn in their scrap. 
The steel companies and associated indus- 
tries have raised a large fund for paid adver- 
tising asking for scrap. 

“And the results of all this—the scrap 
shortage today in the United States is as 
acute as ever, and unless something effective 
is done before snow flies, our production of 
ships, tanks, airplanes, and munitions will 
have to be curtailed considerably this winter 
for lack of scrap. 

“Meanwhile we are in war up to our necks, 
fighting the most efficient and ruthless com- 
bination of armed forces the world has 
known. Fighting for liberty and the freedom 
of life that is all in all to us. 

“And the remedy for this scrap shortage? 

“Gentlemen, it is entirely in your hands. 

“The only medium through which this scrap 
metal can be secured in ample quantities be- 
fore snow (when it will be impractical to col- 
lect it), is the daily newspapers. 


“AND WE HAVE PROVEN IT IN NEBRASKA 


“Early in July, we of the World-Herald de- 
cided it was time to quit telling our readers 
to wake up, and to do a little waking up on 
our own account—as I am now urging you to 
do. Early in July we decided there was plenty 
of scrap metal on the farms and in the homes 
of Nebraska, and we devised a contest to run 
from July 16 to August 8, a period of 3 
weeks. We offered $2,000 in State-wide cash 
prizes. Other firms and, individuals offered 
a similar amount in their local communities. 

“We announced the contest on July 12. 
We organized Nebraska in every one of its 
93 counties, and the organization included 
everybody from the Governor of the State to 
the youngest Boy Scout, and we had more 
volunteers than we knew what to do with. 
Our prizes were unimportant in the end. 
The people had discovered a tangible way to 
help win the war. 

“We published from July 12 to August 8, 
5 to 10 columns each day of promotional news 
and pictures on the campaign, and about 8 
pages of display advertising during the 4 
weeks, contributed free of charge by us. 

“Previous to the campaign, the salvage 
officials told us that Nebraska had been pretty 
well cleaned of scrap metal, showing a per 
capita return of 15 pounds, one of the best 
State records in the Nation. 

“The results: On August 8, the close of the 
contest, we had collected in Nebraska, in the 
3-week contest period, over 135,000,000 pounds 
of scrap metal, or an average of about 101 
pounds of scrap for every man, women, and 
child in the State—over three times what 
any other State has collected per capita since 
Pearl Harbor. And a very large part of this 
scrap was donated, the proceeds going to war 
charities. 

“And in addition we uncovered more mil- 
lions of pounds of serap which will come in 
during the next few weeks, but which could 
not be gathered in a 3-week period. Harvest- 
ing also hurt the plan, as the farmers were 
too busy to “turn in.” (But they will now.) 
We couldn't wait if we were to get the other 
newspapers of America to adopt some similar 
plan before winter, and to thereby render an 
immense service to the Nation in this great 
emergency. 

“If you other newspaper publishers will do 
in your States what the World-Herald did in 
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Nebraska, you can collect during September 
and October, from the communities in which 
you live, a total of 5,000,000 to 10,000,000 
tons of scrap metal. After that, with snow 
on the ground, it will be very difficult to make 
collections. 

“In many States, one newspaper will not 
be sufficient for a city or State-wide cam- 
paign, but surely in the face of graye na- 
tional danger we are all Americans and all 
Americans and newspapers can get together 
in their own States to render a great collec- 
tive service to the Nation. 

“In Nebraska, with very few exceptions, the 
out-State newspapers and radio stations 
went ‘all out’ in their efforts to have Ne- 
braska set a standard for the Nation. 

“Gentlemen, you know the facts as to the 
shortage of scrap. You know what can be 
done, and you know the newspaper is the 
only medium that can do it. 

“Will you give this unselfish service to the 
Nation, and thus see that our boys and 
Allies at the front are properly equipped this 
winter, or will you continue to ‘Let George 
do it’? 

“We have prepared a booklet giving full 
information and details as to just what we 
did in Nebraska, just who will help, and 
everything you'll want to know. It’s all 
yours, free of charge. Merely write or wire, 
The World-Herald, and we'll tell you every- 
thing. And we neither seek nor want any 
mention of our newspaper. We only want 
your newspaper to do what no one else in 
America can do: Get the scrap. 

“In closing, I would like to tell you that 
in my 39 years of service with The World- 
Herald we have never done anything that 
has aroused such tremendous and State-wide 
enthusiasm as this State-wide campaign. It 
was a veritable ‘prairie fire.’ 

“Gentlemen, it’s up to you, as far as the 
rest of the United States is concerned. 

“HENRY Doorry, 
“Publisher, Omaha World-Herald. 

“P. S—Canadian newspapers can do the 
same thing in Canada, and we'll be glad to 
furnish them full information.” 


ALLOWANCES FOR SERVICEMEN'S 
DEPENDENTS 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
merely to complete the record in respect 
to a matter of recent controversy on the 
floor of the Senate, I wish to read a few 
sentences from a release of the War De- 
partment dated August 21, 1942: 

The War Department announced today 
that checks in payment of allowances to 
dependents of enlisted men of the Army, 
covering the first applications to be approved, 
will go out shortly after September 1. These 
checks will include all sums accrued up to 
that date in the individual cases covered. 
Thereafter payments will continue to be made 
shortly after the first of each month for sums 
accrued up to the end of the previous month 
on approved applications. 

The announcement followed notification 
that the President had signed an amendment 
to the Servicemen’s Dependents Allowances 
Act authorizing payment immediately in- 
stead of on November 1, the date in the 
original bill. 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES SERVING IN THE 
UNITED STATES 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine 
morning business is concluded, and the 
calendar is in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in 
order that we may proceed with the un- 
finished business, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the call of the calendar be 
temporarily postponed, and that the un- 
finished business be taken up. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business. 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a 
method of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the place of their residence 
and serving within the continental 
United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
Brooxs] to the amendment, as amended, 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. Green] as a substitute for 
section 1. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, may 
the amendment be stated? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the 
amendment to section 1, as amended, it 
is proposed to insert the following addi- 
tional section: 

Secrion —. No person in military service in 
time of war shall be required, as a condition 
of voting in any election for President, Vice 
President, electors for President or Vice Presi- 
dent, or for Senator or Member of the House 
of Representatives, to pay any poll tax or 
other tax or make any other payment to any 
State or political subdivision thereof. 


Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, on my 
amendment, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. B Mr. President, the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] has 
been called to the Treasury Department, 
and in fairness to him, I should like to 
have this vote go over until he returns. 
He has been called to the Department 
on a matter in connection with the tax 
bill which is now pending before the 
committee. There are other amend- 
ments to be considered. I should like 
to have the vote on the pending amend- 
ment wait until the Senator from Georgia 
returns. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I think 
the request which has been made by the 
able majority leader is proper. We 
should give the able Senator from 
Georgia an opportunity to be present. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the vote on the pending amend- 
ment be temporarily postponed, without 
interfering with the offering of other 
amendments to the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the vote will be postponed until 
the Senator from Georgia is present. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I should 
like to address an inquiry to the ma- 
jority leader. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky yield to the Senator 
from Illinois? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKS. Will the amendment 
be taken up as soon as the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEORGE) returns, or will it 
automatically go to the end of the list of 
amendments? 

Mr. BARKLEY. If an amendment is 
pending at the time the Senator from 
Georgia returns, I think we should dis- 
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pose of it and then take up the amend- 
ment of the Senator. 
Mr. BROOKS. I thank the Senator. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The next 
amendment reported by the committee 
will be stated. 


The next amendment was, on page 2, 
after line 7, to strike out: 


SEC. 2, Every member of the land or naval 
forces of the United States absent from the 
place of his residence and serving in the 
continental United States (including Alaska) 
may make request of the secretary of state 
of the State of his residence for a ballot suit- 
able for use in voting in accordance with the 
provisions of this act. The Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Navy shall cause to 
be printed and distributed to such members 
of the land and nayal forces an adequate 
number of suitable post cards which shall be 
used by each such member in such 
request. Such post card shall contain the 
full name of the member making the request, 
his place of residence in the State of his 
residence, and the place where he is stationed. 
Such post cards shall first be made available 
on August 15, and from time to time there- 
after, prior to the holding of the election. 


And insert: 


Sec. 3. Every member of the land or naval 
forces of the United States absent from the 
place of his residence and serving in the con- 
tinental United States (excluding Alaska) 
may make request of the secretary of state 
of the State of his residence for a ballot suit- 
able for use in voting in accordance with the 
provisions of this act. The Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Navy shall cause to 
be printed and distributed to such members 
of the land and naval forces an adequate 
number of post cards which shall be used by 
each such member in making such request. 
All such post cards shall be transmitted free 
of postage in the United States mails. Upon 
one side of such pose card the following shall 
be printed: 


Secretary of State of ~-.--------- 

Being on active duty in the armed forces 
of the United States and desiring to vote in 
the coming election, I hereby apply for an 
official war ballot. 

My home address is....-.....-.----..- „in 

(Number and street) 
the city, town, or village of 
in the county of ~...-.... 


eg ae the 
I desire that 


(Signed) 


Signature certified by: 


(To be signed by any commissioned officer) 
Upon the other side of such post card shall 
be printed the following: 
FREE 
(Official war ballot) 
Secretary of State of ----.------- 


In each year in which a general election for 
Senators and Representatives in Congress is 
to be held, such post cards shall be made 
available on August 15, or as soon thereafter 
as practicable, and from time to time there- 
after, prior to the holding of the election. 


Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I of- 
fer an amendment to the committee 
amendment to conform to the amend- 
ment adopted by the Senate yesterday 
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with respect to section 1. I move that 
the words on page 2, line 24, after the 
word “residence” down to and including 
the word “Alaska” in line 25 in the com- 
mittee amendment, be stricken out. 

den BARKLEY. A parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. As I understand the 
parliamentary situation, the amend- 
ment to section 1 has not been agreed 
to. The substitute offered by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island, which was 
amended by an amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. HERRING] 
has not yet been disposed of, and the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Illinois is an amendment to the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the 
understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. McCARRAN. My understanding 
is that the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Iowa to the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island was 
agreed to yesterday. 

Mr. . The amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Iowa was 
agreed to. 

Mr. McCARRAN. That is my under- 

standing. 
Mr. BARKLEY. It is a perfecting 
amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
There is pending an amendment offered 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Brooxs] to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island. 

Mr. McCARRAN. That is correct. 
Pursuant to the request made by the able 
majority leader, we have now taken up 
section 2 of the bill, and I offer an 
amendment at this time. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is all right. 
I thought the Senator’s amendment was 
in section 1, on page 2. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
McCarran] to the committee amend- 
ment, on page 2. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, has the 
committee amendment to section 2, as 
amended, been agreed to? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment to section 2, as amended, has not 
been agreed to. The amendment offered 
by the Senator from Nevada to the com- 
mittee amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. As I understand, the 
amendment just agreed to in section 2 
corresponds to the amendment which 
was agreed to in section 1, with relation 
to Alaska and continental United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is 
correct. That amendment has been 
agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. And the same amend- 
ment to section 1 has also been agreed to? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is true. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The amendment now 
pending is the substitute offered by the 
committee for the language in section 2. 
A few days ago I suggested the propriety 
and usefulness of an amendment to put 
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on the postal card the words “Precinct 
or voting district, if known.” The Sen- 
ator agreed to it. 

Mr. GREEN. I submitted an amend- 
ment covering that, which is now on the 
table. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from 
Rhode Island has an amendment on the 
table? 

Mr. GREEN. I offer the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island to the amendment reported by 
the committee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, after 
line 10, in the committee ainendment, in 
the form of request for ballot, after the 
words “In the State of —————”, it is 
proposed to insert the words “My voting 
district or precinct, to the best of my 
knowledge, is —————.” 

Mr. GREEN. After the word “is” the 
word “No.” should be inserted. 

Mr. BARKLEY. All precincts are not 
numbered. Some of them are named. 

Mr. GREEN. Perhaps we had better 
leave out the word “number.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest that it be 
left out, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is or agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Green] to the committee 
amendment on page 3, after the line 10. 

The amendment to the amendment 
Was agreed to. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, we 
have not yet entirely disposed of the com- 
mittee amendment in section 2, have we? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No. The 
amendment just agreed to is merely for 
the purpose of correcting the committee 
amendment to make it accord to the 
amendment in section 1 

Mr. DANAHER. I offer an amend- 
ment on page 3, line 13, after the word 
“which”, to strike out the words “a gen- 
eral” and insert in lieu thereof the single 
article “an”, so as to make the sentence 
read: 

In each year in which an election for Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress is to 
be held— 


And so forth. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut to the 
committee amendment on page 3, line 13. 

Mr. GREEN. I was interrupted. May 
I ask the Senator to repeat his sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. DANAHER. Certainly; I am glad 
to repeat it for the Senator from Rhode 
Island. On page 3, in line 13, the words 
“a general” appear before the word “elec- 
tion.” My proposal, by way of perfecting 
the committee amendment, is to strike 
out the words “a general” and to insert 
in lieu thereof the single article “an”, so 
that the clause would read, “In each year 
in which an election for Senators and 
Representatives in Congress is to be held,” 
and so forth. 

Mr. GREEN. It seems to me that the 
suggestion of the able Senator from Con- 
necticut is admirable, and I am glad to 
accept it. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DANAHER. Certainly. 
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Mr. BONE. That would bring primary 
elections within the scope of the act, 
would it not? 

Mr. DANAHER. In my judgment, it 
would not. Quite the contrary, should 
we adopt the committee amendment in 
the language in which it appears, it 
would exclude all those special elections 
in which there is a contest to fill the 
unexpired term of a Senator. 

Mr. BONE. I quite agree with the 
Senator from Connecticut in that, but I 
am wondering whether his amendment 
would not bring in primary elections. 
Let me say to him that I should be in 
agreement with that idea. I think we 
have made a mistake here for years in 
not bringing primary elections within the 
province of the Corrupt Practices Act. 
I think a soldier has as much right to vote 
in a primary election as in a general elec- 
tion. I was wondering about the legal 
effect of the proposed amendment. 

Mr. DANAHER. The Senator from 
Washington is absolutely correct in 
commenting on the desirable objective 
of making it possible for the absentee 
servicemen to vote in primary elections. 
To effectuate that result, I have on the 
desk at the moment an amendment, and, 
indeed, the Senator from Washington will 
find a printed copy of it on his desk, and 
at the appropriate time I shall offer the 
amendment to extend the scope of the 
bill to include primary elections. An- 
swering the Senator from Washington 
specifically, however, the proposed per- 
fecting amendment now suggested by the 
Senator from Connecticut will not in- 
clude primaries. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut to the 
amendment of the committee on page 
3, line 13. P 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion now is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment to section 2, as amended. 

The amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the next amendment of the 
committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 7, in the 
Oath of Elector, it is proposed to strike 
out the word “actual” before the word 
“military” and to insert the word “ac- 
tive.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the next amendment of the 
committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the Oath of 
Elector, after the words “United States”, 
it is proposed to strike out the comma 
and the words “and at present attached 
10) ote (here state the particular 
command to which attached); and that 
I am a qualified voter under the law of 
the State of.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. A parliamentary 
inquiry. Is a further amendment in 
respect to the oath of the elector in 
order at this time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is an- 
other committee amendment to be stated 
in the same connection, 
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The CHIEF CLERK, On page 7, just 
above line 1, it is proposed to strike out 
in the formal oath the words “Person 
authorized by commanding officer to 
subscribe oath”, and to insert “Commis- 
sioned Officer.” 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
wish to call attention again to what may 
be a rather inconsequential matter, yet 
it seems rather offensive to me to ask 
every soldier, before he is permitted to 
exercise the right of suffrage, to swear 
“that I have not made or become directly 
or indirectly interested in any bet or 
wager depending upon the result of this 
election.” While there is a prohibition 
of that sort in some State laws, though 
very few, there is not a polling place in 
America where a civilian elector has to 
sign an oath to this effect before he can 
qualify and cast his vote. I think it is 
needlessly offensive to include this in the 
oath which is required of the serviceman 
who is exercising this privilege. So I 
move to strike out—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
would suggest that it might perhaps be 
a little more orderly procedure if we 
concluded consideration of the committee 
amendments before going into other 
amendments. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I think probably 
the Chair is correct, but inasmuch as I 
have made my statement, and I am hope- 
ful the Senate is in complete agreement 
with me, I wonder if I may have per- 
mission to offer the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I move that, on 
page 7, in the form of the oath, the 
words “and that I have not made or be- 
come directly or indirectly interested in 
any bet or wager depending upon the 
result of this election” be stricken out. 

Mr. GREEN. I may say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that, personally, I agree with what 
has been said by the able Senator from 
Michigan, but the laws of some of the 
States require this statement as a con- 
dition for voting, and for that reason the 
committee, after giving due weight to the 
argument which has just been made, 
though made by others before the com- 
mittee, thought that in its effort to 
avoid any change in the qualifications 
of voters in any State it would be better 
to leave these words in. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Even in those 
States where there is such a provision, 
does the civilian voter ever take an oath 
to this effect before he can qualify as a 
voter at the polls and get his ballot? 

Mr. GREEN. I believe that if chal- 
lenged he must do so. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I doubt that 
there are very many oaths of that sort 
taken. I do not think they are worth 
a hoot if they are taken. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I should like to in- 
quire of the Senator from Rhode Island 
if the committee’s investigation revealed 
whether, when any voter appears at the 
polls, he must state whether he has bet 
on the election. I know that in many 
of the States such bets are illegal, and 
in some States if a candidate bets on 
the result he may be disqualified from 
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holding the office for which he is a can- 
didate. It is a criminal offense in some 
States to bet on the result of an elec- 
tion. But I am somewhat in sympathy 
with the suggestion of the Senator from 
Michigan. If a voter appears in person 
and is challenged, he may be required 
to make such a statement, and he has 
an opportunity then to make oath to that 
effect, but if a soldier sends in his ballot 
and anyone challenges it, it goes out; 
he has no chance to correct his cath or 
affirmation, and if that is a disqualifica- 
tion, made so in the law, he would not 
be permitted to vote. I am wondering 
whether it is of sufficient importance, in 
the probable result, to insist that. this 
language remain in the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, before 
We pass permanently from this particu- 
lar section, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island to state for the 
Recorp whether or not the Army Nurse 
Corps, the Navy Nurse Corps, the Wo- 
men’s Navy Reserve, and the Women’s 
Army Auxiliary Corps have been found 
by the committee to be in the active mili- 
tary cr naval service of the United States, 
as the case may be. 

Mr. GREEN. In answer to the ques- 
tion I may say that they have not been 
found to be by the committee, but they 
have been found by the Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Navy to be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the next amendment of the 
committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 8, line 14, 
it is proposed to strike out the words, 
“The commanding officer shall designate 
members of the land or naval forces to 
administer and attest such oaths” and 
the ‘period, and to insert, “Any commis- 
sioned officer of the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, or Coast Guard shall have the au- 
thority to administer and attest such 
oaths as are required by this act.” 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, before 
we act on the amendment I should like to 
direct the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to page 8, line 8, on which 
appear the words “a booklet if one has 
been prepared.” It is provided that the 
secretary of each State is directed by this 
section to send along, as soon as practica- 
ble, “an official war ballot and envelope, 
voting instructions, a booklet if one has 
been prepared,” and so forth. What is 
supposed to be in this booklet if one has 
been prepared? 

Mr. GREEN. Such information as will 
avoid the confusion which some of the 
Senators have expressed the enlisted 
man might suffer without an explana- 
tion. 

Mr. DANAHER. Is it the Senator's 
understanding that the booklet is to con- 
tain voting instructions and methods of 
carrying out the right. of franchise ex- 
tended by this measure? 

Mr. GREEN. It is not expected to con- 
tain advice as to the candidate for whom 
or the party for which the recipient 
should vote, if that is the purpose of the 
question, 
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Mr. DANAHER. No; I want to know 
what is to be included, not what is to be 
excluded, 

Mr. GREEN. Just information which 
might be helpful to the soldier in cast- 
ing his ballot. 

Mr. DANAHER. Has the Senator 
from Rhode Island any objection to our 
making the statutory language say pre- 
cisely that, in due time? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not see any ob- 
jection. 

Mr. DANAHER. Very well. I thank 
the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
committee on page 8, line 14. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will 
state the next amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The Cuier CLERK. On page 9, line 18, 
after the word “printing”, it is proposed 
to insert the words “post cards.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the next amendment of the 
committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 10, line 11, 
after the words “of such” it is proposed 
to insert the words “State and local.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That com- 
pletes the committee amendments. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, re- 
verting to page 8, line 8, wherein we find 
the words “a booklet, if one has been pre- 
pared”, I move to insert after the word 
“booklet” the words “containing instruc- 
tions and explanations as to casting a 
vote.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I think 
the clerk has overlooked one committee 
amendment. There was an amendment 
offered to be inserted on page 9, line 10, 
after the word “precinct”, to insert the 
words “or county.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 9, line 10, 
after the word “precinct”, it is proposed 
to insert the words “or county.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is an- 
other amendment presented by the chair- 
man of the committee, which will be 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 4, line 7, 
after the words “canvassing board”, it is 
proposed to insert “or however the ap- 
propriate election official of that State 
may be denominated.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I call 
up an amendment which has previously 
been printed, and which is now lying on 
the table, and ask that it be stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the amendment, 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 10, line 20, 
it is proposed to insert a new section, as 
follows: 

Sec. 12. All provisions of this act shall be 
administered, mutatis mutandis, in behalf 
of any individual to whom this act applies 
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when, under the law of the State of his resi- 
dence, any such individual is entitled to vote 
in primary elections, caucuses, or nominating 
conventions in choosing candidates for elec- 
tors of President and Vice President of the 
United States, United States Senators, and 
Representatives in Congress. 


Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, it will 
be perceived that under the proposed 
amendment the provisions of the act are 
to be administered in behalf of any indi- 
vidual to whom the act applies, so that if 
a person in fact is entitled to vote in ac- 
cordance with the law of the State of 
which he is a resident, he will be entitled 
to vote in a primary. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. DANAHER. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I notice that, in addi- 
tion to allowing the voters to vote in pri- 
maries, the Senator proposes to allow 
them to vote in caucuses and in nomi- 
nating conventions. I do not know about 
that; it may be that some States have 
laws permitting absent voters to be 
counted in caucuses, but I do not know 
of any such State or any such law, and 
I do not know how we could go about 
counting a man in a caucus unless he 
were there, or in a convention unless he 
were there. Conventions are made up 
of delegates, usually. Sometimes they 
are chosen in primary elections, but in 
many cases they are not; they are chosen 
by county conventions, which select del- 
egates to a State convention. How 
could an absent voter be present at a 
caucus or send a vote to a caucus or to 
a convention? I should like to have that 
explained. 

Mr. DANAHER. The Senator will per- 
ceive that no such individual will be enti- 
tled to vote in a caucus or in a nominat- 
ing convention unless under the law of 
the State of his residence he would be 
permitted so to vote. Mr. President, 
many a State will permit an absent dele- 
gate to a caucus or a convention to desig- 
nate a proxy or nominee in his behalf by 
proxy to act for him. If there be any 
such permission granted in any such 
State it should be extended to an ab- 
sentee soldier. If no such State privilege 
is accorded, then obviously the language 
is of no effect. 


Mr. BARKLEY. I understand that in 
conventions, if a delegate who is present 
is called away, he may authorize some 
other delegate who has been chosen to 
cast his vote. But I am not familiar with 
any law in any State whereby a voter can 
authorize another voter to appear for 
him at a caucus, or at a county or State 
convention, and vote. It fhay be there is 
such a State law somewhere, but I have 
never heard of it, and I do not know how 
it would be administered. If a voter, or 
even a delegate, could go outside the cho- 
sen body of delegates and designate some 
outsider who might or might not be a 
voter, to represent him in a caucus or in 
a convention, where persons were meet- 
ing en masse to choose delegates to an- 
other convention, it strikes me that it 
would present great difficulties of repre- 
sentation, and might be fraught with 
danger as to irresponsibility, and there 
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might be fraud. But I presume if any 
State has any such law as that, what the 
Senator wants to do is to permit the 
service man to exercise the same right. I 
do not know of any State that has any 
such law. 

Mr. DANAHER. What my real pur- 
pose is may be stated thus: First, the 
language is borrowed from the Supreme 
Court opinion in which it was expressly 
asserted by the Court that under arti- 
cle I, section 4, the power of the Congress 
to make or alter regulations concerning 
the times, places, and manner of choos- 
ing Representatives and Senators in 
Congress, Presidential electors, and the 
like may be extended, not only to the 
election but to primaries, caucuses, and 
nominating conventions within the sev- 
eral Siates. Insofar as any State may 
give an absentee voter no recognition, 
either in person or by written designa- 
tion, or by proxy, then thus far the pro- 
posed staiute, if thus amended as I pro- 
pose, would be inoperative, and the 
Senator from Kentucky would have 
nothing to worry about. If, on the other 
hand, we assert here, as I wish to have 
the Senate and the House do, that in 
carrying out the opinion of the Supreme 
Court, which enunciates the law of the 
land in interpretation of the Constitu- 
tion, we have power to reach nominating 
conventions and caucuses, Mr. President, 
by our accepting this language, we will, 
insofar as we do so, recognize the pro- 
nouncement of the Supreme Court. We 
thus as a Congress would be said to have 
concurred in the interpretation of the 
Supreme Court that our power extends 
that far. That is actually the net rea- 
son for the inclusion of the words in 
question. 

Did the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. Green] wish to ask me a question? 
I see he is on his feet, and I thought he 
had some inquiry to propound. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not know that I 
have it in the form of a question or in 
the form of a comment, 

Mr. DANAHER. I will yield to the 
Senator from Rhode Island for any pur- 
a he chooses, except to take me off my 
eet. 

Mr. GREEN. I may say, as a prelimi- 
nary to a question, that there are several 
objections to the amendment which Iam 
sure will appeal to many Senators. The 
first is that the Army and Navy, while 
they are interested, so far as possible con- 
sistent with their other duties, to help in 
the provision for the voting by our sol- 
diers and sailors, yet they do not wish 
the administrative difficulties increased 
unduly, and they do not wish themselyes 
to have to reach legal conclusions as to 
what they should do. 

For example, the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of Navy have asked spe- 
cifically, and their request has been com- 
plied with, that they do not have to make 
up any forms to carry out the provisions 
of the law. For that reason these forms 
have been included in the bill word for 
word as they are to be used. In other 
words, the departments wish to reduce 
their duties so far as possible merely to 
clerical duties, and not have to construe 
the law or decide what their duties are 
under the law. 
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The Senator’s proposal will force them 
to reach legal conclusions. They must 
administer the law, mutatis mutandis, 
which applies to elections, to caucuses, to 
nominating conventions, and to primary 
elections. Iam sure they will be unable 
to comply with these provisions, and cer- 
tainly will raise serious objections to 
having these duties imposed upon them. 
In fact, I am not at all sure but that the 
learned Senator from Connecticut will 
have to explain to his own secretary of 
state what these provisions mean, mu- 
tatis mutandis. The provisions in the 
law of Connecticut as well as of other 
States are quite different when applied 
to elections from what they are when ap- 
plied to caucuses and primaries and nom- 
inating conventions. I think that per- 
haps the booklet about which the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut asks will have to 
contain a statement of what the Senator 
means by mutatis mutandis for the in- 
formation of soldiers and sailors. For 
that reason I think the amendment 
should not be adopted. But there is the 
further substantive reason why it should 
not be agreed to. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, before 
the Senator leaves that point, will he 
yield to me for a question? 

Mr. GREEN. I thought I was to ask 
the question. 

Mr, DANAHER. I know; but before 
the Senator goes into a brand-new sub- 
ject, while he is talking about mutatis 
mutandis, I wish to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island if he knows what it means. 

Mr. GREEN. I know what it means 
to my mind. I do not know whether I 
know what it means in the mind of the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. DANAHER. It is not important 
for the Senator from Rhode Island to 
know what it means in my mind. If the 
Senator from Rhode Island knows what 
it means, though, we will not have to 
explain it, I submit. 

Mr, BARKLEY. If the Senator will 
permit, I think it is as important to ex- 
plain it to the soldiers and sailors as it 
is to explain it to Senators. 

Mr. DANAHER. The Senator from 
Rhode Island says be knows what it 
means, so we will not have to explain 
it to the soldiers and sailors. 


what mutatis mutandis means ought to 
be in the booklet proposed to be put out. 
Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I am 


sorry to have interrupted the Senator | 


from Rhode Island. 

Mr, GREEN. The substantive reason, 
however, is more important. It is this. 
There is now pending before the Senate 
Judiciary Committee a bill providing for 
this very matter. I understand that 
hearings have already been held, and 
witnesses on one side have been heard, 
but not witmesses on the other side. It 
is very desirable that that matter should 
be treated separately, and there will be 
nothing to prevent the Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary reporting the bill to the 
Senate, and then discussion can take 
place with reference to the pros and cons 
of the matier, and the Senate can take 
what action it chooses, 

I wish to emphasize again, however, 
what I have emphasized before, that al- 
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though it may not be the motive of any 
Senator to kill the bill by loading it down 
with controversial amendments, yet that 
will undoubtedly be the result. That 
matter was discussed in the committee 
hearing. Various distinguished gentle- 
men and ladies appeared at the hearing. 
Among others were official representa- 
tives of three major veterans’ organiza- 
tions, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, the 
American Legion, and the Disabled 
American Veterans. They have en- 
dorsed the bill, and they also severally 
urged that it not be loaded down with 
amendments, and that amendments, even 
if they were such as to meet with the 
approval of those organizations, be not 
added to the bill if they should delay 
its passage. I have pointed out that 
those who spoke for these organizations 
at the hearings, who endorsed the bill, 
represent approximately 2,000,600 voters. 
The veterans of previcus wars urge that 
this privilege be extended to the coming 
veterans of this war. I think their 
opinions, as well as their recommenda- 
tions as to the form the bill should take, 
should carry weight with us. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, let me 
briefly observe to the Senator from Rhede 
Island that over the opposition of the 
Navy Department and of the War Depart- 


within the continental United States, the 
Senate only yesterday extended the privi- 
lege to soldiers and sailors wherever they 
are. Over the opposition of the two De- 
partments charged primarily with the ex- 
ecution of the act in the field, Mr. Presi- 
dent, we find the Senate having amended 
the bill in what certainly was a contro- 
versial fundamental. There can justly 
be no imputation by the Senator from 
Rhode Islend that there is here a desire 
to load down the bill, as he would have it, 
with controversial amendments. 

Let me point ont specifically, however, 
that the bill is open to one very serious 
and fundamental objection, in that it 
automatically excludes from participa- 
tion in elections within their States liter- 
ally thousands upon thousands of young 
men from the States where primaries are 
determinative of the ultimate choice of 


| the voters. Under the WAL. conten 
Me DAMHERT. i Tio capianntiog et | ee ee 


Island, there is mo authority whatever 
for soldiers and sailors who are absentees 
to participate in primaries. 

Mr. President, there is nothing sacred 
about the use of the words “caucuses” 
or “nominating conventions” in the 
amendment which I sent to the desk. 
The only real purpose, as I stated earlier, 
was that, were that language to be 
adopted, it would remove any question 
about the matter of congressional ap- 
proval, by reason of the fact thet the 


that it reaches into caucuses and 
nominating conventions. I haye no such 
pride in the retention of that particular 
language as to insist upon it. But, Mr. 
President, so far as the question of pri- 
maries is concerned, we are talking 
about a totally different matter, one that 
is fundamental to the rights of the voters. 
Mr. NORRIS, Mr. President—— 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Brown in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Connecticut yield to the Senator 
from Nebraska? 

Mr. DANAHER. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator, in 
the very last sentence he uttered, struck 
the material point. The primary is some- 
thing which, in my judgment, is just as 
important as the election itself, and in 
many cases is more important. The pri- 
mary can be reached, I think, in the pro- 
posed law. But when the Senator couples 
the primary with caucuses and conven- 
tions, it seems to me he goes beyond 
what it is within our power to do. It 
does not seem to me to be a practical 
proposition to provide that a serviceman 
in the field shall have a vote in a caucus, 
either in the county or the State, unless 
we provide by law that the officer in 
charge shall give the man leave of ab- 
sence and send him home to attend that 
caucus. 

I do not want to see an attempt to re- 
quire something which would be imprac- 
ticable. On the contrary, I want to see 
everything practical done to extend to 
service men the right to vote. However, 
it seems to me beyond reason to extend 
to them the right to vote in conventions 
and caucuses where, from the very na- 
ture of things, their personal, physical 
presence is necessary to enable them to 
exercise that right. 

I should like to ask the Senator if he 
has another amendment by which he 
proposes to extend the right to vote to 
include the primary. Does the amend- 
ment which he has offered embrace that 
privilege? 

Mr. DANAHER. The amendment now 
under discussion is the only one I have 
in mind. At no time did I actually in- 
tend to leave unmodified the particular 
language referred to. I intimated ear- 
lier, in a brief colloquy with the Senator 
from Kentucky, that those words were 
incorporated in the language of the 
amendment only that I might be given 
an opportunity to talk about the subject 
and emphasize the principle enunciated 
by the Supreme Court, namely, that ac- 
tualiy the power of Congress goes that far 
if we choose to exercise it. But I fully 
agree with the Senator from Nebraska 
and I thank him for his contribution to 
the discussion. In my research on the 
pending bill I came upon an article en- 
titled “Why I Believe in the Direct Pri- 
mary,” which was written by Hon. 
GrorcE W. Norris, who, I believe, is the 
distinguished Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr, NORRIS. Another man bearing 
that name once sought that honor. 

Mr. DANAHER,. I believe he is the one 
who received such a large vote when he 
was running for election. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not believe the 
Senator will find anything in the article 
which he ascribes to me in which I advo- 
cated that the soldier in a foreign land, 
or in our own land, be extended the right 
to vote in conventions and caucuses. I 
am only trying to get something practi- 
cal. If this is the only amendment on 
which I shall have the opportunity to 
vote to extend to members of the armed 
forces the right to vote in primaries, I 
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shall have to vote against it, because I 
cannot approve such an unreasonable 
proposal. Only to state it is to state 
objections which are insurmountable. 

Mr. DANAHER. The Senator is per- 
fectly correct. He will not have to vote 
against the amendment, because I have 
already stated that it is my purpose to 
delete from the amendment the refer- 
ence to caucuses or nominating con- 
ventions. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has put 
that in in order to have something to 
taik about? 

Mr. DANAHER. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. Of course, it is unnec- 
essary to do that. In the United States 
Senate a Senator may talk about noth- 
ing at any time he desires, whether there 
is anything pending or not. 

Mr. DANAHER. The Senator from 
Nebraska and I seldom find ourselves in 
the position of talking about nothing. 
Nothing like that is inherent in our col- 
loquy, although I did refer to him. It 
Ld all been in the spirit of good clean 
un. 

Mr. President, this is important. I 
previously stated the only reason for the 
inclusion of those three or four words. 
As the Senator from Connecticut stated 
earlier in the debate, there has been 
much question in the minds of students, 
lawyers, and Senators—not that it is an 
inconsistency to be all three—as to 
whether or not the power of Congress 
actually extends to primaries. The ques- 
tion finally reached the Supreme Court 
about a year ago, and a unanimous Court 
flatly held, without cavil, that the power 
of Congress extends to the control of pri- 
maries when they are tantamount to an 
election in the ultimate choice of a can- 
didate for Representative in Congress. 
The specific question was before the 
Supreme Court in the case of United 
States against Classic. In addition, Mr. 
President, it was stated that the power 
of Congress to safeguard elections actu- 
ally extended to caucuses and nominat- 
ing conventions. The words were im- 
ported into the pending amendment in 
the first place, only in order that there 
might be an assertion on this floor of the 
application of the whole general prin- 
ciple. 

Mr. President, with the explanation 
which I have made, I modify the amend- 
ment now pending by striking from line 
5 the comma after the word “election” 
and the words “caucuses or nominating 
conventions.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
has the right to modify his amendment. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANAHER. I yield to the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. GREEN. I understood that the 
Senator from Connecticut had yielded 
the floor. 

Mr. DANAHER. No. Before we pro- 
ceed with the amendment, I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tun- 
NELL in the chair), The clerk will call 
the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
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Andrews Guffey Reynolds 
Bailey Hayden Rosier 
Barkley Herring Russell 
Bone Johnson, Calif. Schwartz 
Brewster Johnson, Colo, Smathers 
Bridges Kilgore Stewart 
Brooks La Follette Taft 
Brown Lodge ‘Thomas, Idaho 
Byrd McCarran Thomas, Utah 
Capper McFarland ‘Truman 
Clark, Idaho McKellar Tunnell 
Clark, Mo. McNary Tydings 
Connally Maloney Vandenberg 
Danaher Mead Van Nuys 
Downey Murray Walsh 
George Norris White 
Gerry Pepper Wiley 
Green Radcliffe 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 
three Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr.. President, the 
amendment pending before the Senate 
at the present time merely provides that 
whatever rights are given in the pending 
bill to members of the Army and Navy 
to vote in elections shall be extended also 
in favor of their right to vote at primary 
elections, in choosing candidates for 
electors for President and Vice President, 
United States Senators, and Representa- 
tives in Congress. There is nothing else 
to it. 

Last year a grand jury in the State of 
Louisiana returned an indictment against 
one Patrick B. Classic and several asso- 
ciates. The individuals named in the 
indictment were charged with violation 
of title 18 of the United States Code, 
section 52, and title 18, section 51. 
There were other counts to the indict- 
ment, but those two were the only ones 
which were considered material. 

After the trial court had sustained a 
demurrer filed to those two counts, the 
then Solicitor General, now the Attorney 
General, Mr. Biddle, filed a brief for the 
United States in the United States Su- 
preme Court. It became apparent that 
whatever rights citizens in Louisiana had, 
and against which the accused were said 
to have inveighed, had been violated, if 
at all, in a primary election for the choice 
of a Representative in Congress. 

The Solicitor General pointed out, as I 
quote from his brief: 

This indictment alleges that “since the 
adoption of the first primary election law by 
the State of Louisiana in the year 1900, the 
Democratic nominee for the office of Con- 
gressman from the Second Congressional 
District of Louisiana has been elected.” 
What the demurrer thus admits to be true 
in the particular case is judicially known to 
be true generally in a large part of the coun- 
try. One political party in those regions com- 
mands the allegiance of an overwhelming 
majority of the electorate; its candidates are 
elected invariably, if not perfunctorily, and 
the real contest occurs in the election by 
which its nominees are chosen. 


I repeat, Mr. President, with emphasis 
upon the words, “The real contest occurs 
in the election by which its nominees are 
chosen.” 

The soldiers and sailors whom the 
Senator from Rhode Island would per- 
mit to vote under the pending bill, if they 
come from any of the States discussed 
by the Solicitor General, would not be 
permitted to vote at all. This bill would 
do them no good at all. It would not 
protect their rights at all. There would 
be a denial on the face of it of equal 
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protection of the laws in that partic- 
ular. 
The Solicitor General proceeded to say: 


Indeed, one of the major reasons for the 
development of the primary election was that 
in the South, where nomination by the domi- 
nant party meant election, it was obvious 
that the will of the electorate would not be 
expressed at all, unless it was expressed at 
the primary.” Even in those parts of the 
country where success in the primary is not, 
as a matter of fact, determinative of success 
at the general election, defeat In the pri- 
mary almost Invariably spells eventual fail- 
ure to attain office because of the handicaps 
assumed in the party organiza- 
tion. As Mr. Justice Pitney said in New- 
berry v. United States— 


With a citation— 


“As a practical matter, the ultimate choice 
of the mass of voters is predetermined when 
the nominations have been made.” 


Mr. Biddie proceeds in his brief: 


As a matter of law, then, the Louisiana 
primary elections determine the candidates 
at the general election. As a matter of un- 
broken practice, the Democratic primary 
election determines the victor at the general 
election. Either of these considerations, we 
belieye, demonstrates that the right to choose 
Representatives, secured by section 2 of arti- 
cle I of the Constitution, reaches to the 
Louisiana primaries. 


Mr. President, I have quoted thus from 
the argument of the Solicitor General, 
because that argument is cogent and de- 
terminative, because it was sufficiently 
compelling to the Supreme Court of the 
United States that it resulted in a unan- 
imous opinion in accord with the argu- 
ment of the Solicitor General, Mr. Bid- 
dle, upon that point. 

Not only was the argument thus men- 
tioned controlling. Mr. Justice Stone, 
now Chief Justice, said when he wrote 
the opinion—and I quote from Three 
Hundred and Thirteenth United States 
Reports, at page 313: 

The right to vote for a Representative in 
Congress at the general election is, as a mat- 
ter of law— 


Referring to Louisiana— 


thus restricted to the successful party candi- 
date at the primary, to those not candidates 
at the primary who file nomination papers, 
and those whose names may be lawfully writ- 
ten into the ballot by the electors. 


I turn to page 314: 


We come then to the question whether that 
right is one secured by the Constitution. 


That is to say, the right to vote in the 
primary in Louisiana. 


Section 2 of article I commands that Con- 
gressmen shall be chosen by the people of 
the several States by electors, the qualifica- 
tions of which it prescribes. Tne right of the 
people to choose, whatever its appropriate 
constitutional limitations, where in other re- 
spects it is defined, and the mode of its exer- 
cise is prescribed by State action in conform- 
ity to the Constitution, is a right established 
and guaranteed by the Constitution, and 
hence is one secured by it to those citizens 
and inhabitants of the State entitled to exer- 
cise the right. 

ae ces C. I. O. {307 U.S. ajka 
2s" the same interpretation to 
the like phrase “rights” “secured by the Con- 
stitution” appearing in section 1 of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1871, 
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I omit a paragraph on page 315 and 
resume: 

Obviously, included within the right to 
choose, secured by the Constitution, is the 
right of qualified voters within a State to cast 
their ballots and have them counted at con- 
gressional elections. This Court has con- 
sistently held that this is a right secured by 
the Constitution. 


Citing cases: 


And since the constitutional command is 
without restriction or limitation, the right, 
unlike those guaranteed by the fourteenth 
and fifteenth amendments, is secured against 
the action of individuals as well as of 
State. * * * 

But we are now concerned with the ques- 
tion whether the right to choase at a pri- 
mary election, a candidate for election as 
representative, is embraced in the right to 
choose representatives secured by article I, 
section 2. 


Obviously, Mr. President, the right of 
the electors qualified to choose at an 
election not only is guaranteed by the 
Constitution, but that right has repeat- 
edly been affirmed by the Supreme Court. 
And now, where it was a question of 
whether or not that right extended also 
to the right to choose in a primary, the 
Supreme Court said: 

We may assume that the framers of the 
Constitution in adopting that section— 


That is, article I, section 4— 


did not have specifically in mind the selec- 
tion and elimination of candidates for Con- 
gress by the direct primary any more than 
they contemplated the application of the 
commerce clause i» interstate telephone, 
telegraph, and wireless communication, which 
are concededly within it. 


I might also add that it is undoubtedly 
the fact that the founders, in writing the 
Constitution, never contemplated the use 
of a voting machine, but the power of 
election control certainly extends to its 
employment. 

But in determining whether a provision of 
the Constitution applies to a new subject 
matter, it is of little significance that It is 
one with which the framers were not familiar. 
For in setting up an enduring framework of 
Government they undertook to carry out for 
the indefinite future and in all the viciesi- 
tudes of the changing affairs of men, those 
Tundamental purposes which the instrument 
itself discloses. 


I omit the next two sentences and con- 
tinue: 
‘That the free choice by the people of repre- 


- sentatives in Congress, subject only to the 


restrictions to be found in sections 2 and 4 
of article I and elsewhere in the Constitution, 
was one of the great purposes of our consti- 
tutional scheme of government cannot be 
doubted. We cannot regard it as any the lees 
the constitutional purpose, or its words as any 
the less guaranteeing the integrity of that 
choice, when a State, exercising its privilege 
in the absence of congressional action, 

the mode of choice from a single 
step, a general election, to two, of which the 
first is the choice at a primary of those can- 
didates fram whom, as a second step, the 
representative in Congress is to be chosen at 
the election, 


Mr. President, I end the quotation 
there. It is incontrovertible that if we 
do not extend the provisions of the pend- 
ing bill to include the right of absentee 
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service men to vote at primaries in all the 
States thus affected, as the Solicitor Gen- 
eral describes them, and in all those in- 
stances to which the Supreme Court 
adverts, we will be missing so much of the 
claimed purpose of this bill as fails to 
include literally tens of thousands of citi- 
zens of the United States. Not only do 
they not have a right extended to them 
under this bill to vote in the primaries, 
they will have no choice whatever in the 
selection of the Representatives and the 
United States Senators, as well as the 
Presidential electors, in the years to come 
while such men are in the service. 

Mr, President, it has been said by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN] 
that the primaries are over by now and 
therefore that the inclusion of the 
amendment in the bill will do no good in 
that respect. But the primaries are not 
over for other years, and the bill locks 
ahead to Presidential elections. We can 
very properly extend the rights and the 
privileges conferred by the bill to the 
years when the bill, becoming general 
law, as it will, has direct application, 
namely, in any special elections in 1943 
and in the general elections of 1944 and 
the primary elections preceding both, 

Mr. President, it seems to me that 
very little more need be said. The propo- 
sition is self-sustaining. I might point 
out that Mr. Chief Justice White, one 
of the most eminent of the jurists who 
have occupied the post of Chief Justice 
of the United States, in the Newberry 
case, 256 United States Reports, at page 
267, stated: 

I have appended in the margin a statement 
from a publication on the subject, showing 
how well-founded this conviction is and how 
it has come to pass that in some cases at 
least the result of the primary has been, in 
substance, to render the-subsequent election 
merely perfunctory, 

* . . -+ * 


The large number of States which at this 
day have by law established senatorial pri- 
maries shows the development of the move- 
ment which originated so long ago under the 
circumstances just stated. They serve to in- 
dicate the tenacity of the conviction that the 
relation of the primary to the election is so 
intimate that the influence of the former is 
largely determinative of the latter. 


He appended, Mr. President, a foot- 
note to his comment, and from that foot- 
note cited by Mr. Chief Justice White as 
compelling to him, I read further: 


In many Western and Southern States the 
direct primary method has been applied to 
the cholce of United States Senators as well 
as to State officers. In the Southern States 
victory in such a primary on the Democratic 
elde is practically the equivalent of an elec- 
tion, as there is but one effective party in 
that section of the country. The direct nom- 
ination of Senators is generally accomplished 
under voluntary party regulations, as in Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, South Carolina, and Vir- 
ginia. In other cases, however, this methcd 
of choice has been placed under legal protec- 
tion, as in Florida (1901), Mississippi (1902), 
Louisiana (1906), and Texas (1907). Some 
Northern States have also adopted this 
method of direct nomination. Among North- 
ern States, Wisconsin led the way in 1903, 
followed by Oregan in 1904, Montana in 1905, 
Iowa, Washington, Nebraska, North Dakota 
in 1907, Illinois, Kansas, New Jersey, Ohio, 
and Oklahoma in 1908. 
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Mr. President, there are other States. 
Insofar as we deny to absentee service- 
men the right to participate in primary 
elections for the officials coming within 
the purview of the pending bill, we are 
denying to those citizens the right which 
it is said we would extend under the pro- 
visions of the bill to all other citizens 
not inhabitants or residents of those 
States where primaries control or in 
which they are employed. 

Mr. President, Solicitor General Bid- 
dle—reverting once more to his brief— 
pointed out the rate of turn-over in elec- 
tions in some of the States to which I 
have referred. 

In a footnote in his brief on page 23 he 
says: 

Statistics compiled in 1927 showed that 
more than 60 percent of the Members of 
Congress come from “standpat” districts. 
Based on seven elections from 1914 to 1926, 
the rate of change in the political affilia- 
tion of the successful congressional candi- 
date was only 1.6 percent in the South, 12 
percent for the entire country. 

On the great decrease of the vote cast in 
the general election from that cast at the 
primary in the “one-party” areas of the 
country— 


He refers us to a volume entitled “Suf- 
frage in the South.” 

He points out that in the primary elec- 
tions the ratio of votes cast in the pri- 
maries to those cast in the general elec- 
tions is roughly as 75 is to 25. There is 
an astounding decrease of votes cast in 
the general election, Mr. President. All 
of which simply emphasizes, as has been 
so amply demonstrated by the Supreme 
Court, by the Solicitor General, and by 
others, that the primary is a controlling 
feature of the exercise by the citizens of 
their choice for nominees in so many of 
the States of the Union, that we can ill 
afford, under the guise of passing general 
legislation in the pending bill, to exclude 
absentee voters residents of those States 
from participating in the primary elec- 
tions. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr, DANAHER. I yield. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. I wonder if the Sen- 
ator would accept a little clarification of 
the language by striking out the words 
“mutatis mutandis” and inserting “with 
necessary changes.” There is a legal pre- 
sumption that every man knows the law. 
It is my opinion that the average Army 
officer, in attempting to comply with this 
language, would not know what it meant; 
and certainly $9.9 percent of the soldiers 
would not know. However broad that 
definition may be in other respects, when 
we say, “All provisions of this act shall 
be administered”, and then say, “with 
necessary changes”, we cover all the 
Senator intends to cover by the Latin 
quotation. 

Mr. DANAHER, If the Senator from 
Wyoming will bear with me, I invite his 
attention to page 8. Section 6 of the bill 
provides as follows: 

The secretary of state of each State shall 
transmit to every member of the land and 
naval forces of the United States who makes 
application to vote in accordance with sec- 
tion 2, as soon as practicable after the re- 
ceipt of such application, an official war 
ballot and envelope, voting instructions, a 
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booklet if one has been prepared, and an 
envelope for use in returning the official war 
ballot and envelope. 


Under the terms of the bill the officer 
in the field would have nothing whatever 
to do with the ballot except to take the 
oath of the soldier on the ballot. The 
administration of the act would be en- 
tirely by mail. The communications 
would go to the secretary of state of each 
of the several States. The applicant in 
the field would sign his postal card and 
send fora ballot. The ballot would come, 
and he would execute it the way he chose 
to execute it, swear to it before an officer, 
and take it away from the officer again. 
The officer would not have to worry about 
“mutatis mutandis.” The attorney gen- 
eral of the State in question may worry 
about it. If called upon to advise the 
secretary of state how to carry out the 
law, the attorney general would say, 
“Wherever the word ‘election’ is used it 
applies to primary elections.” When- 
ever an applicant entitled to vote at a 
primary election applies for a postal card 
he gets it for the primary. There is no 
mystification about it. “Mutatis mutan- 
dis” is a legal term, thoroughly definite 
and well understood. It has a direct, 
positive, and controlling application; and 
I am sure the Senator from Wyoming 
need not be concerned about it being 
given full effect. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. What the Senator 
from. Connecticut has said about what 
the Army officer may or may not do may 
be true—— 

Mr. DANAHER. It is true. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. It is still my opin- 
ion that the words “with the necessary 
changes” are equivalent to the term 
which the Senator uses. It will be noted 
from Supreme Court decisions and from 
legislation through the years that we are 
gradually finding that the English lan- 
guage can express any thought neces- 
sary and that we are not obliged to load 
it down with Latin terms. As a matter 
of clarification, so that the ordinary man 
who reads may understand, we ought to 
put whatever we have in mind in 
English. 

Mr. DANAHER. If I may borrow a 
term, the Senator is prima facie correct, 
I believe that the Senator frequently uses 
that expression. It has a definite legal 
significance. The Senator understands 
it. He is an able lawyer and knows the 
application of it. I share his concern 
about the constant, repeated, and con- 
sistent use of English. I prefer to use 
good English to poor English. However, 
when there is a legal reference which is 
fully understood in law, I prefer to abide 
by it. : 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. All I have asked 
the Senator is whether he will accept the 
modification which I have suggested. 

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator 
for his concern, and I appreciate his in- 
terest; but I do not wish to accept it. 

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Very well. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I shall 
rest on the decision of eight Justices of 
the Supreme Court of the United States 
that the least we can do in behalf of 
absent voters from States where primary 
elections are held for the choice of can- 
didates embraced by the bill is to permit 
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them to vote in exactly the same fashion 
that the bill would permit absentee serv- 
icemen to vote in general elections 
throughout the States. I do not wish to 
see absentee servicemen from some 24 or 
26 States of the United States debarred 
from the choice of their candidate for 
the Congress of the United States or of 
the Presidential and Vice Presidential 
electors. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, it seems 
to me that a man of straw has been set 
up and knocked down after a great deal 
of talk. I have not heard any Senator 
question the constitutionality of such a 
proposal as has been made by the distin- 
guished Senator from Connecticut. 

However, that is not the objection 
which has been made by the committee 
which reported this bill. The objection 
of the committee is to loading down the 
bill with controversial provisions relat- 
ing to primaries as well as elections, in- 
cluding changes in the qualifications of 
voters, such as are implied in the amend- 
ment relating to the poll tax. Senators 
might as well say flatly that they are 
opposed to the passage of the bill, 

The Senator from Connecticut must 
know, as most of the rest of us know, 
that if this particular amendment -were 
adopted it would have no effect at the 
coming elections. Almost all the States 
have already held their primaries, I 
believe there are two primaries today. 
Others will be held on September 1, 8, 
12, and 15. 

Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator 
from Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. In light of the com- 
ment which the Senator has just made, 
will he turn his attention to so much of 
the first section of the bill as would 
authorize absentee voters to vote for 
electors for President and Vice President 
of the United States? Is it not the 
intention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and is it not the purpose of the 
bill, to permit absentee voters in the 
armed services to vote in 1944 for electors 
for President and Vice President? ~ 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

Mr. DANAHER, If they are to be 
allowed to vote in 1944, what is the use 
of talking about primaries that are over 
in 1942? There will be primaries in 
1944, 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, if I may 
continue from the point where I was 
interrupted—— 

Mr. DANAHER. The Senator permit- 
ted the interruption. 

Mr. GREEN. I was glad to be inter- 
rupted. If I may continue with my 
argument where I was interrupted, let 
me say that the proposed amendment 
would have no effect on the elections 
this year. There is pending before the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate, 
which is now holding hearings on it, a 
bill which provides for this very thing. 
If the Congress wishes to pass it, it can 
be enacted into law before the 1944 elec- 
tions to which the Senator from Con- 
necticut refers, but it will not hold up 
this bill. It will not delay its passage 
or threaten to defeat it. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Rhode Island yield? 
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Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

lár. TYDINGS. In many States of the 
Union there are special laws having to do 
with the qualifications of voters. With 
respect to a great many of such special 
laws, it is debatable whether or not they 
are wise. 

Mr. GREEN. That is very true. 

Mr. TYDINGS. It is not for the pur- 
pose of justifying any of them that I 
shall ask a question of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, but merely for the pur- 
pose of eliciting information. 

For example, in the State of Maryland 
it is impossible for a citizen coming from 
another State to become eligible to vote, 
no matter how long he may have lived in 
the State of Maryland, until he formally 
goes before the proper authority, at least 
1 year before any election, and declares 
his intention of becoming a citizen and a 
voter of that State. 

For example, if John Brown, living in 
Pennsyivania, had moved to Harford 
County, Md., in 1920, and had never gone 
before the clerk of the court in Harford 
County, or any other proper official, and 
declared his intention of becoming a citi- 
zen of the State of Maryland, he could 
not now be registered, notwithstanding 
the fact that he has been living in the 
State for 22 years. 

Suppose John Brown, in the category 
I have described, should become a mem- 
ber of the armed forces. Would he be 
entitled to receive and cast a ballot under 
the proposed law? 

Mr. GREEN. The answer to the ques- 
tion and all similar questions is that no 
change is proposed in the qualifications 
for electors. Under the terms of the bill, 
no matter what the law of the State may 
be, anyone otherwise entitied to vote if 
he had registered would be entitled to 
vote even if he had not registered. -The 
bill would do two things. First, it would 
do away with the necessity of registra- 
tion. Secondly, it would provide the ma- 
chinery for enabling the soldier or sailor 
absent from his usual place of residence 
to vote, if otherwise qualified, as though 
he had registered. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Suppose that the 
John Brown who came from Pennsyl- 
vania 20 years ago had been twins. Sup- 
pose that John Brown is now in the Army 
but that his twin brother Bill is not in 
the Army. As I understand the Sena- 
tor’s interpretation of the law, John 
Brown, the soldier, could vote, but Bill 
Brown, the civilian, could not vote. Am 
I mistaken in that deduction? 

Mr. GREEN. The able Senator from 
Maryland is correct in his deduction. 
The reason is that’ the Federal Govern- 
ment took away from the twin who went 
into the Army the right to register, and 
now seeks to restore that right under this 
bill. However, the Federal Government 
did not take away the right to register 
from the twin who stayed at home. 
Therefore the Federal Government has 
nothing to do with restoring that right. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not believe the 
Senator is arguing the law. He is argu- 
ing the right or wrong, or the equity. 

Mr. GREEN. Iam arguing the law. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not believe that a 
law can be repealed as to a certain class 
of persons without repealing it as to all 
classes. 
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Mr. GREEN. We are not seeking to 
repeal a law. We are merely seeking to 
undo an injustice which was done by a 
law which the Congress passed. 

Mr. TYDINGS. For the purpose of 
this discussion, I am not for a minute 
arguing or even attempting to maintain 
that the Declaration of Intention Act in 
Maryland is either good or bad. I am 
attempting to determine whether or not, 
in the circumstance which I have set 
forth, the Federal law would in effect re- 
peal a State law. The Senator has said 
that it would repeal it for those in the 
armed services but not for those who are 
not in the armed services. 

In my humble judgment, purely from a 
legalistic point of view, I am rather 
doubtful that there can be that sort of 
discriminatory legislation. I am not for 
a moment arguing the merits of the ob- 
jective, or the desire of the Senator to 
give to the man in the service everything 
he possibly can in the way of a right or 
privilege or status as an American citizen. 
I am merely wondering how the Federal 
Government can repeal a State law un- 
less it repeals the whole law by way of 
constitutional amendment. 

Mr. GREEN. The reason is a legal 
reason, perhaps justified in morals also, 
but justified on purely legal grounds, and 
I understand that is what the Senator 
from Maryland presently directs his 
argument to. It is because the Consti- 
tution of the United States, as construed 
by the United States Supreme Court, 
gives authority to the Congress to regu- 
late the registration of voters; but it can- 
not prescribe their qualifications. Those 
who can vote for Members of Congress 
are those who can vote for the members 
of the most numerous body of the State 
legislature, according to our Constitu- 
tion. Therefore, we cannot change that, 
We can, however, change the law as to 
the registration of voters for Members of 
Congress and the President and Vice 
President, but we cannot change the law 
as to the registration of voters for State 
officers. 

Mr. TYDINGS. If the Senator will 
permit, I think he has at least reinforced 
and strengthened his contention by 
drawing the line between the election of 
So-called national and the election of 
so-called State or local officers. I cer- 
tainly am glad he concedes that in no 
instance would it be possible for the Con- 
gress to define the limitations for electing 
State officers. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator correctly 
states my position. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Now that we have 
gotten over into the field of so-called 
Federal officers, meaning Senators and 
Representatives and the President and 
Vice President, I take it that it is the 
Senator’s opinion that, in effect, Con- 
gress can set up one qualification for 
voters in a State and the State itself 
may set up another qualification for 
voters where the offices are purely local 
and not national, 

Mr, GREEN. That is correct. 

Mr. TYDINGS. In other words, then, 
the Senator says that the Federal Con- 
gress can alter, amend, and change the 
election laws of individual States insofar 
as they apply to the election of national 
officers, 
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Mr. GREEN. With the conditions I 
have already stated as to the qualifica- 
tion of electors. As I stated before, the 
bill has nothing to do with the qualifica- 
tions of electors, They all remain as 
they were, whether they are right or 
wrong, constitutional or wunconstitu- 
tional, 

Mr. TYDINGS. If the Senator will 
yield again, divorcing completely the 
merits or demerits of any one of these 
State regulations, as I recall the State 
law of Maryland, it reads pretty much 
as follows, so far as the declaration of 
intention is concerned: 

No person shall be entitled to register in 
the State of Maryland who has formerly re- 
Sided outside the State of Maryland for a 
period of years— 


I think it is 1 year— 

unless upon coming originally into or re- 
entering the State of Maryland he shall, 1 
year preceding the election, declare his in- 
tention to become a citizen of the State, and 
when he has his declaration of intention 
certificate, he shall then be considered a citi- 
zen and, all other things being complied 
with, he will be qualified to register and to 
vote. 


That being the State law, let us assume 
that there are twins who came from 
Pennsylvania in 1920. One twin goes 
into the Army, the other twin does not 
go into the Army. Neither twin coming 
from Pennsylvania to Maryland, for ex- 
ample, will have declared his intention 
to become a citizen of the State of Mary- 
land, but under the Senator’s bill, as he 
interprets it, the boy who has gone into 
the Army would have that bar to Mary- 
land citizenship, that bar to qualification 
as an elector in the State of Maryland, 
removed, while the other twin, who did 
not go into the service, and who did not 
declare his intention, could not vote. 

Mr. GREEN. My answer is that if 
residence and declaration of intention is 
a qualification necessary to be complied 
with in order to vote, then neither of 
them could vote. The man in the service 
could not vote. The provision merely 
does away with the necessity for regis- 
tration. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I think the Senator is 
sound in that, and I think he has pretty 
well answered my question. But let me 
sum it up, to see if we are in agreement; 
and I think we are. 

It is the Senator’s contention that any 
proper limitation upon the qualification 
of a voter in a State is not wiped out by 
the measure now proposed? 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 

Mr. TYDINGS. This is only an at- 
tempt, a legalistic attempt, let us say, 
to give the voter the rights he would have 
had had he remained in the State from 
which he was drafted. 

Mr. GREEN. That is exactly correct. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The bill will not have 
any force or effect, if it shall be enacted, 
to invade the limitations thrown around 
voting by the States themselves, in each 
individual State? 

Mr. GREEN. The statement of the 
Senator is correct. 

The able Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DanaHER] stated in his argument, in 
effect, that it did not make any difference 
what various officers of the Government 
advise the Congress as to the desirability, 
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or otherwise, of certain provisions of the 
bill. In fact, he quoted with approval 
the precedent set at the last session of 
the Senate, when we voted to extend the 
provisions of the bill to all men in the 
service, whether or not they were outside 
continental United States or not, al- 
though the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy had, in a letter 
addressed to me, used the following lan- 
guage: 

The inclusion of members of the forces in 
Alaska, as provided in sections 1 and 2 of 
the bill— 


As it had passed the House— 


would be against the interests of national 
security. 


In accordance with that recommenda- 
tion, the committee omitted that objec- 
tionable language; but the Senate has 
seen fit to restore it. That is one handi- 
cap to securing enactment of the bill. 

I feel obliged to emphasize again that 
if we continue to add handicaps to the 
enactment of the bill, it probably will not 
be enacted at all. The two amendments 
now being considered, the one providing 
for the abolition of the poll tax, the other 
making the proposed law apply to pri- 
maries, as well as to elections, are such 
handicaps which will be imposed upon 
the bill, if they are adopted. In the opin- 
ion of the committee which reported the 
bill, it would mean the defeat of the bill. 
If the committee is correct, as I believe 
it is, it means that those who vote for 
these amendments are really voting to 
withhold from the men in the service the 
right to vote in the election. 

Mr. TYDINGS and Mr. McNARY ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Rhode Island yield, and, 
if so, to whom? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield first to the Sena- 
tor from Maryland. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to ask the 
Senator, because he is more familiar with 
the bill than I am, about a question I 
have in my mind, In printing the ballots 
in my State, the national ticket, that is, 
for Representatives in Congress, and for 
Senator, when one is to be elected, and 
for President and Vice President in a 
Presidential election year, and the State 
ticket, for local officers, like the governor- 
ship, and the office of county commis- 
sioner and clerk, and so on, are all printed 
on cne ballot. I believe in some States 
the two classes of officers are covered on 
separate ballots, but in the State of 
Maryland they are not. 

As I understand the philosophy of the 
bill, the absentee soldier could vote only 
for national officers through his absen- 
tee voter’s ballot, unless the State itself 
authorized him to vote for more. Am I 
right? 

Mr.GREEN. The Federal Government 
is concerned only with national offices, 
but there is an express provision in the 
bill whereby a State may grant a soldier 
the right to vote for local and State 
officials. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Not by way of con- 
founding the issue, but to state what is 
likely to happen in a great many States, 
there would be one ballot. At the top 
of it, perhaps, there would be a place 
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for the voter to vote for President, Sena- 
tors, and Representatives in Congress. 
Then there would be listed candidates for 
Governor and other State officers, and 
county officers, That would be the sit- 
uation in Maryland. If the absent sol- 
diers, because of the State laws, could 
vote only for national officers, would the 
whole ballot be sent to them, and then, 
if they made a mistake and voted for 
State officers, for whom they had no 
right to vote under the existing laws, 
would the ballot be thrown out? Or 
should there be a separate ballot? How 
would a technicality like that be adjusted, 
in the Senator’s opinion? 

Mr. GREEN. Ofcourse, I cannot fore- 
see all the decisions of the State election 
officers, but the intention is, as we pro- 
vide in exact words, both in the applica- 
tion for the ballot and in the ballot itself, 
that there shall be no prohibition; in 
fact, that there shall be express permis- 
sion to the State to put on the ballot local 
officials and State officials, and anything 
else they choose to put on. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am sure that if all 
the States come along and follow the 
philosophy of the national law, so-called, 
this question would not arise, but I do 
foresee that many of the States perhaps 
will not do that; and if that is so, they 
will have State officers, national officers, 
and county officers all on the same bal- 
lot, whereas the soldier will be permitted 
to vote only for the national officers. The 
ballot will contain all these officers. 

Mr. GREEN. Oh, no; the Senator is 
mistaken. The soldier can vote for them 
all if he wishes to, provided he has oppor- 
tunity of voting for the Federal officials. 

Mr. TYDINGS. He cannot vote for 
them all unless the State gives him the 
right to. 

Mr. GREEN. I mean, of course, if the 
State wishes to give him the right to do 
so, he can do that. 

Mr. TYDINGS. What I see happening 
is that the ballot will go out with all the 
State, county, and national officers on it, 
although the law may permit a man to 
vote only for the national officers. 

Mr. GREEN. We cannot help it if the 
Maryland officials send out ballots not in 
accordance with the law. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, it was 
not my purpose to interrupt the able Sen- 
ator when he had the floor, but he stated 
that the adoption of the pending amend- 
ment, or of either of the amendments 
which have been discussed, would bring 
about a delay in the final passage of the 
bill. I quite disagree with that state- 
ment. Do I correctly state what the 
Senator said? 

Mr. GREEN. I said that would be the 
effect. It is very likely it will be the 
unintentional effect. 

Mr. McNARY. Very well. As to that, 
I merely wish to say that the pending bill, 
if passed by the Senate, must go back to 
the House for further consideration by 
the House. One or two amendments 
have already been written into the bill, a 
very major amendment offered by the 
able Senator from Iowa [Mr. HERRING]. 
So the bill must be sent back to the House, 
and when it reaches the House, the House 
can either accept the amendments from 
the floor by majority action or refer the 
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bill to conference, and when the con- 
ferees report, the bill must again be 
brought to the attention of the House. 
So it is idle to argue that the mere incor- 
poration of these amendments in the bill 
will delay it. It will have to go back, any- 
way, under the rules of the House, and I 
think the argument made by the able 
Senator from Rhode Island is illogical 
when he says that these amendments 
may be all right, and then overlooks dis- 
cussing their merits, merely saying that 
they are an effort made to prevent the 
passage of the bill. The amendments 
are not in that category at all, and I 
think in great fairness the Senator must 
admit that if the bill shall be passed in 
the Senate in the form in which it is now 
before us it must go back to the House 
for action, and if we load it down with 
two other amendments it will have no 
effect whatsoever upon the ultimate deci- 
sion of the House. The House may throw 
the amendments out, or may desire to 
incorporate them. 

I am in this attitude, Mr. President: I 
want to see a bill passed which will give 
the fullest. opportunity for free expres- 
sion on the part of the boys in the serv- 
ice when they desire to vote upon those 
they wish to have represent them. : 

I do not believe the door will be fully 
open unless we permit these boys to vote 
at a primary. That, indeed, is the only 
real election in some of the States. It is 
historically known and admitted that in 
a number of the States there is only one 
contest—-that is, the primary contest— 
and thereafter the election is a walk- 
away. To prevent the boys from voting 
and expressing their views in a primary 
is simply a foreclosure of their expres- 
sion of choice all down the line. 

Mr. President, it cecurs to me that if 
we want to deal fairly with these boys 
who are away in the service, we ought to 
go as far as we can, as far as the law and 
practice will permit, to give them full 
opportunity to make expression of their 
choice for those Representatives whom 
they desire to hold office in their respec- 
tive States. That is the only reason for 
the position I take. That is the only in- 
terest I have in the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut. 

I rose only to question the able Senator 
in line with my contention that the in- 
clusion of the Danaher amendment, or 
the one offered by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Brooxs] in no 
way would bring about a delay in the 
final outcome of the decision we are 
about to make in a legislative way. 
Upon that statement I stand, with a 
knowledge of the rules of the House and 
the procedure which must necessarily 
take place between the Senate and the 
House before we both can fully. and 
finally function. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I feel 
that perhaps I should simply say a word 
in explanation of my position, in view of 
what the able Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
McNary] has just stated, because I am 
in favor of the subject matter of both the 
proposed amendments. I am in favor 
of the abolition of the poll tax, and I am 
in favor of including primaries in the 
provision permitting men in the service 
to cast their ballots. As I have said 
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before, the latter provision can have no 
effect on the present primary elections. 
Measures covering both points are pend- 
ing in other forms in committees and 
should be carefully considered by them- 
selves. I fear they are both controver- 
sial, and, in the opinion of many of the 
Senators, their inclusion in this bill will 
result in the nonpassage of the bill, or its 
passage in a form which will be nonac- 
ceptable to the Army and Navy. There- 
fore, I feel that we ought to omit them 
from the bill, and then try to pass them 
in separate bills, in orderly procedure. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. La 
FoLLETTE in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island yield to the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. Can the Senator tell 
the Senate how long it would take, if the 
bill were enacted into law, to carry out 
its provisions? In other words, I should 
like to know, if the Senator can tell us, 
how late we could pass the bill and still 
have it effective. 

Mr. GREEN. It is impossible to make 
any definite statement because the cir- 
cumstances in the different States are 
different, Each secretary of state in 
each of the 48 States must make provi- 
sion for the machinery in his particular 
State; also, the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy have to formulate 
and circulate the necessary instructions 
and set up the necessary machinery. 

Mr. NORRIS. That machinery would 
be machinery set up by the Federal of- 
ficials, would it not? 

Mr, GREEN. No. 

Mr. NORRIS. The election is to be 
held in November. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 

Mr, NORRIS. If we pass this measure, 
how many days before November would 
it take to put the law into effect? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not know. All I 
know is that various secretaries of state 
are urging prompt passage of the bill so 
they can make provisions for carrying it 

out. 

Mr. NORRIS. Prompt passage does 
not mean it would have to be passed 
today, or tomorrow, or next week, or a 
month from now. 

Mr. GREEN. It is hard to draw a spe- 
cific iine and to say the number of days 
that are necessary. If the provisions of 
the bill are to be carried out applica- 
tions for ballots have to be sent to the 
men on the other side of the world, and 
then sent back by them. Then the ap- 
plications have to be scrutinized to see 
whether the men are qualified to vote. 
Then the ballots have to be sent to them 
on tbe other side of the world, and sent 
back by them before election day. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr, GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I was going to sug- 
gest, as at least a partial answer to the 
Senator’s very proper question, that in 
most of the States there is a time limit, 
as the Senator well knows, within which 
candidates may file. I believe it is fair 
to assume that that time limit is at the 
outside no more than 30 days before the 
election. Therefore the ballots could not 
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be made up until we know all those who 
are going to compete for office. In view 
of that fact it would seem to me that a 
minimum of perhaps 6 or 7 weeks before 
the election would be needed to antici- 
pate what was to be done, and then to 
wait for the machinery which is definitely 
fixed by the measure to be gotten into 
operation. Ionly suggest that as a prob- 
able period of time. 

Mr. NORRIS, I should like to suggest. 
if the Senator will permit me in his time, 
that the machinery of the States which 
provide the soldiers coming from those 
States an opportunity to vote will con- 
tinue to operate regardless of what we 
do, and that the pending measure will 
only apply to those States which do not 
have that machinery. That machinery 
is functioning rapidly now that the pri- 
maries in most States are concluded. I 
presume it would be possible right now 
in most of the States of the Union to 
prepare the ballots and have them ready 
next week. As far as the States them- 
selves are concerned, their ballots are 
practically made up right at this mo- 
ment. All the States which have held 
primaries, and that includes most of 
them, and practically all of them will be 
included in the next week or so, will 
have their ballots ready. 

Mr. President, I da not wish to throw 
a monkey wrench into this machinery. 
I should like to see the bill enacted so 
that it cam become effective quickly. 
Still, I do not wish to give up my right 
to extend to the men in the service the 
right and privilege to vote for Members 
of the Senate and of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. That is practically as far 
as we can legally go at the coming elec- 
tion, because a President is not to be 
elected. I should like to give to those 
men the privilege which is more impor- 
tant than voting at the election next 
November; that is, the privilege and the 
right to vote in the primary. It has been 
repeatedly said, and it is well known to 
be the truth, that the primary is the real 
test and the real election in many of the 
States, and it is very important in all the 
States. 

Mr. GREEN. That is very true, and 
I hope the privilege may be given to 
the men in the service. 

Mr. NORRIS. I hope so. The way 
to give it to them is to stop talking about 
the matter and to pass the bill with the 
proposed amendment in it. 

Mr. GREEN. Let us pass the bill 
without the amendment, and then have 
the bill now pending in the Judiciary 
Committee reported out. The committee 
has been holding hearings on this very 
matter. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has spoken 
of that matter several times. The Judi- 
ciary Committee will not report that bill. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senate can direct 
the committee to report it. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senate can. 

Mr. GREEN. And if the committee is 
unwilling to do so, its members are prob- 
ably unwilling to vote for the pending 
bill with that provision in it, 

Mr, NORRIS. No. 

Mr. GREEN. I am afraid so. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senate directed 
a report to be made from the Judiciary 
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Committee we would find that the Judi- 
ciary Committee would report that its 
subcommittee had heard one side and 
had not heard the other side. Common 
justice demands that both sides be heard 
on the bill, because it is a very important 
one. 

Mr. GREEN. So it seems to me; and 
there ought not to be any question about 
that, but only one side has been heard 
by the committee. Both sides should be 
heard, and the committee should pro- 
ceed to report the bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is true. There is 
no reason, however, why it should be 
forced through hurriedly. In my judg- 
ment, the most important thing now is 
to give the soldiers the right to vote, if 
we can give it to them. 

Mr. GREEN. I agree with the Senator: 

Mr. NORRIS. Whereas they will not 
have it if we do not pass the pending 
measure. 

Mr. GREEN. I agree with the 
Senator. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not care very 
much about technicalities, such as 
whether a man is 21 years old, or whether 
he votes in the wrong county, so long as 
he is a member of the Army of the United 
States. Many old soldiers of the Civil 
War have told me that they voted in a 
Presidential election during the Civil 
War while they were minors, for 
instance. I do not think that did any 
harm. They were soldiers, and that is 
sufficient reason, it seems to me, for giv- 
ing them the right to vote, although 
technically the right to vote is not given 
them by law while they are minors. 
What I mean is that I would not split a 
hair in trying to find a reason for ex- 
cluding a soldier’s vote, so long as I knew 
he was a soldier and that he was fighting 
for the defense of the country whose 
institutions we are trying to uphold at 
home, and, in doing so, trying to give 
him a chance to do his share as a citizen 
of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agrecing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr, DANAHER], as modified, on 
page 10, after line 19. 

Mr. McNARY. I observe that the able 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. DANA- 
HER], who was called from the Chamber 
a moment ago, has not yet returned. I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ab- 
sence of a quorum having been sug- 
gested, the clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Andrews Guffey Reynolds 
Bailey Hayden er 
Barkley Herring Russell 
Bone Johnson; Calif. Schwartz 
Brewster Jobnson, Colo. Smathers 
Bridges Kilgore Stewart 

ks La Follette Taft 
Brown Lodge Thomas, Idaho 
Byrd McCarran Thomas, Utah 
Capper McFarland Truman 
Clark, Idaho McKellar Tunnell 
Clark, Mo McNary Tydings 
Connally Malaney Vandenberg 
Danaher Mead Van Nuys 
Downey Murray Walsh 
George Norris White 
Gerry Pepper Wiley 
Green Radcliffe 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 
three Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is present. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Danauer], as modified, 
on page 10, after line 19. 

Mr. DANAHER. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLass]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr, WILLIS], who I am advised 
would vote “yea” if present, and will vote. 
I vote “yea.” 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). On this question I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Doxey]. I do not know how he 
would vote if he were present. I trans- 
fer that pair to the junior Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. Tosey], who if 
present would vote as I shall vote. I vote 
“yea.” 

Mr. STEWART (when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Hot- 
MAN]. I transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
SmitH], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. I announce that the 
Senators from South Carolina [Mr. 
SmitH and Mr. MAYBANK], who are ab- 
sent, would vote “nay” if present. 

Mr. MEAD. I announce the unavoid- 
able absence of my colleague, the senior 
Senator from New York |Mr. WAGNER]. 
If he were present he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. B . I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES] is 
absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER] and the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WALLGREN] are absent in the 
performance of their duties as members 
of the Committee to Investigate National 
Defense. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
HatcH], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Mourvock] and the Senator from Wyo- 
ming (Mr, OManoney!] are conducting 
hearings in the West and are therefore 
necessarily absent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BankHEAD and Mr. Hitz], the Senators 
from Mississippi [Mr. Brrso and Mr. 
Doxey], the Senator from South Dakota 
(Mr. Burow], the Senator from Nevada 
(Mr. BUNKER], the Senators from Ar- 
kansas [Mrs. Caraway and Mr. Spencer], 
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
Cuavezl, the Senators from Louisiana 
[Mr. Overton and Mr. ELLENDER], the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the 
Senators from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS 
and Mr. Leal, the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Lucas], the Senators from South 
Carolina [Mr. Smrrx and Mr. MAYBANK], 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL], 
and the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER] are necessarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Reen] would vote “yea” if 
present. He is necessarily absent. 
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The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Davis] would vote “yea” if present. He 
has a general pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. CHANDLER]. He is neces- 
sarily absent. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
is absent on the business of the Senate 
as a member of the Truman committee. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Gurney] and the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. Hotman] are absent on official 
business, 

The Senators from Vermont [Mr. Aus- 
TIN and Mr. AIKEN], the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr, BALL], the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Butter], the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Lancer], the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Nye], and the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. SuipsTeaD] are necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, 
nays 25, as follows: 


YEAS—28 
Balley La Follette Taft 
Bone Lodge Thomas, Idaho 
Brewster Thomas, Utah 
Bridges McN: Tydings 
Brooks Maloney Vandenberg 
Brown Murray Walsh 
Capper Norris White 
Clark, Mo. Pepper Wiley 
Danaher Schwartz 
Johnson, Calif. Smathers 
NAYS—25 

Andrews Guffey Reynolds 
Barkley Hayden Rosier 

ing Russell 
Clark, Idaho Johnson, Colo. Stewart 
Connally Kilgore 
Downey McFarland Tunnell 
George McKellar Van Nuys 
Gerry Mead 
Green Radcliffe 

NOT VOTING—43 

Aiken Ellender O'Daniel 
Austin Gillette O'Mahoney 
Ball Glass Overton 
Bankhead Gurney 
Barbour Hatch Shipstead 
Bilbo Hill Smith 
Bulow Holman Spencer 
Bunker Hughes ‘Thomas, Okla 
Burton Langer Tobey 
Butler Lee Wagner 
Caraway Lucas Wallgren 
Chandler Maybank ‘Wheeler 
Chavez Millikin Willis 
Davis Murdock 
Doxey Nye 


So Mr. DANAHER’s amendment, as mod- 
ified, was agreed to. 

Mr, McNARY. Mr. President, I move 
that the vote by which the amendment 
was agreed to be reconsidered. 

Mr. DANAHER. I move that the mo- 
tion be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Connecticut to lay on the table the 
motion of the Senator from Oregon. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
present occupant of the chair under- 
stands that under the agreement the 
question now recurs on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Brooxs]. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, just be- 
fore the Senate votes on this question 
I wish to say a word which I think might 
not be inappropriate, particularly for the 
purpose of keeping the record straight. 

If the interest of the junior Senator 
from Florida only were involved, noth- 
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ing would be said, but I think it only 
appropriate that from the attitude cer- 
tain newspapers have already exhibited, 
and no doubt will exhibit in greater fury 
in the future in speaking about this 
matter, addressing their denunciation 
particularly to the general section of the 
country from which I come, it might 
not be inappropriate for the record to 
show that it was a southern Senator, not 
a Senator from Illinois, who has been 
making the fight for the abolition of 
the poll tax as a condition precedent 
to voting in Federal elections. 

On the 31st of March 1941, the junior 
Senator from Florida introduced Senate 
bill 1280, the title of which is: 

Concerning the qualification of voters or 
electors within the meaning of section 2, ar- 
ticle I, of the Constitution, making unlawful 
the requirement for the payment of a poll tax 
as a prerequisite to voting in a primary or 
general election for national offices. 


Then there is a series of whereases, 
and the bill provides in the first section, 
which is the gist of it, as follows: 

That the requirement that a poll tax be 
paid as a prerequisite to voting or registering 
to vote at primaries or elections for President, 
Vice President, Electors for President or Vice 
President, or for Senator or Member of the 
‘House of Representatives, is not and shall not 
be deemed a qualification of voters or electors 
voting or registering to vote at primaries or 
elections for said officers, within the meaning 
of section. 2 of article I, of the Constitution, 
but fs and shall be deemed an interference 
vith the manner of holding primaries and 
elections for said national officers and a tax 
upon the right or privilege of voting for said 
national officers. 


There were other provisions, which 
made it unlawful for various political 
subdivisions to impose a poll tax and 
insist upon its payment as a condition 
precedent to the right to vote for Federal 
officials. 

Mr. President, that bili went to a hear- 
ing before the Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary, and extensive hearings have 
been had before a subcommittee of that 
committee, the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee being the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O’Manonry], and the able senior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] 
being one of the faithful Senators on the 
subcommittee in attendance upon the 
hearings. 

I want it also said for the record, Mr. 
President, that as the transcript of the 
hearings will show, the majority of the 
witnesses who appeared before the sub- 
committee were southern witnesses, and 
they came to speak their voice, the senti- 
ments of their hearts and minds, absut 
the subject under consideration, and they 
were not led to such a hearing by the 
industry of any able Senator, such as our 
distinguished colleague from Illinois. 

Subsequent to that time, on the 13th 
of March 1942, the junior Senator from 
Florida introduced Senate bill 2374, “a 
bill to provide under the Soldiers’ and 
Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940 addi- 
tional benefits with respect to insurance, 
civil rights, and taxes.” 

The first section of the bill reads as 
follows: 

No person in military service shall be de- 
nied the right to vote in any general, special, 
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or primary election solely by reason of his 
absence from the State or political subdivi- 
sion thereof at the time of registration or at 
the time of such election. 


Section 2 of the bill provided that the 
soldiers should receive free insurance. 

Section 3 reads as follows: 

No person in military service shall be re- 
quired, as a condition of voting in any gen- 
eral, special, or primary election, to pay any 
poll tax or other tax or make any other pay- 
ment, to any State or political subdivision 
thereof. 


Mr. President, to give further recogni- 
tion to a citizen of the South, that bill 
was a duplicate of a bill introduced in the 
House of Representatives by Representa- 
tive Gore, of Tennessee, a sitting Mem- 
ber from the great old State of Andrew 
Jackson. With his consent, I took the 
identical bill which Mr. Gore had intro- 
duced in the House and introduced it in 
the Senate, where it was referred to the 
Senate Committee on Military Affairs. 
So there, too, the initiative for the first 
relief to soldiers and sailors in respect to 
their civil rights, their absentee voting, 
and the elimination of the poll tax, came 
from one from the South, Representa- 
tive Gore, of Tennessee. 

In addition to that, Mr, President, on 
the 27th of July last, the junior Senator 
from Florida offered in the Senate in 
open session notice that he intended to 
propose an amendment to the pending 
bill, H. R. 7416, and the amendment, 
according to the notice given, read as 
follows: 

No person in military service in time of 
war shall be required, as a condition of voting 
in any general, special, or primary election 
for President, Vice President, electors for 
President or Vice President, or for Senator 
or Member of the House of Representatives, 
to pay any poll tax or other tex or make 
any other payment to any State or political 
subdivision thereof. 

Military service as herein mentioned shall 
include all the armed services of the United 
States and all duly authorized auxiliaries 
thereof. 


As the transcript of the hearings be- 
fore the Senate Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, which I hold in my hand, 
will show, on the 14th of August, the 
junior Senator from Florida appeared in 
person, with other witnesses whom he 
induced to come there, and offered the 
amendment I have just read, according 
to the notice given to the committee, and 
the committee was good enough to hear 
the testimony that was presented in sup- 
port of the amendment. This all ap- 
pears on page 30 of the transcript of the 
hearings before the Senate Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, as reported by 
Mr. Earl H. Pendell, and which came 
from the files of the committee. 

Subsequent to that time, on the 20th 
of August—last Thursday—the junior 
Senator from Florida gained recognition 
from the Chair and sent to the desk an 
amendment, and asked that it be re- 
ceived and lie on the table as an amend- 
ment.to the pending bill, and this is the 
way the amendment read: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by 
Mr, Pepper to the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide 
for a method of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces absent 
from the place of their residence and serv- 
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ing within the continental United States, 
viz: At the proper place in the bill insert the 
following additional sections: 

“No person in military service in time of 
war shall be required, as a condition of vot- 
ing in any general, special, or primary elec- 
tion for President, Vice President, electors 
for President or Vice President, or for Sena- 
tor or Member of the House of Representa- 
tives, to pay any poll tax or other tax or make 
any other payment to any State or political 
subdivision thereof. 

“Military service as herein mentioned shall 
include all the armed services of the United 
States and all duly authorized auxiliaries 
thereof,” 


The amendment lay on the table of the 
Senate until yesterday, at a time when 
the Senator from Florida was sitting in 
his seat and the able Senator from Illi- 
nois was sitting in his place, and the 
Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. Green], 
the chairman of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, and other Senators 
were discussing the committee amend- 
ment which had been in the course of 
negotiation here upon the floor. Before 
the vote had been taken on the commit- 
tee amendment the distinguished junior 
Senator from Illinois (Mr. Brooxs], hav- 
ing upon his desk at the time in printed 
form the announcement of the junior 
Senator from Florida which I have just 
read, as all other Senators had it on their 
desks, accompanying the pending bill, 
took up the printed amendment of the 
Senator from Florida, scratched out the 
name of the Senator from Florida on the 
printed form of the amendment that was 
lying on his desk, deleted the words “gen- 
eral, special, or primary,” which did not 
change the amendment, and sent it up to 
the desk as his amendment, without, of 
course, ever consulting the Senator from 
Florida in any way. 

The Senator from Florida, sitting in his 
place, hearing an amendment read which 
pertained to the poll tax, rose and asked 
recognition, and inquired whether the 
clerk would not report the amendment, 
and when the Senator from Florida be- 
came aware that it was the language of 


his amendment which was being read as ` 


the language of the amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois he thought that as 
a courtesy to the Senator from Illinois 
he would call his attention to what at 
that time he thought was an inadver- 
tence, because the Senator from Florida 
did not at that time know that the Sena- 
tor from Illinois had copied the printed 
amendment of the Senator from Florida 
and sent it to the desk as his. 

The Senator from Florida then called 
the matter to the attention of his dis- 
tinguished colleague, and stated that he 
was embarrassed in the face of that cir- 
cumstance, and asked whether the Sena- 
tor from Illinois would be courteous 
enough to allow the amendment of the 
junior Senator from Florida, which had 
priority on the desk, to be considered 
first. The Senator from Illinois did not 
see fit to show me the courtesy to accede 
to that request. 

Then the Senator from Florida sought 
by parliamentary procedure to gain what 
he thought was a just priority for the 
consideration of his amendment, but on 
account of the parliamentary situation 
at that time was unable to succeed. Then 
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the Senator from Florida was faced with 
the question of whether the authorship 
of an amendment should influence him 
to desist from the support of something 
in which he personally believed. Of 
course, I chose to support the amend- 
ment, which I had so long been adyo- 
cating. 

Mr. President, I thought this surpris- 
ing story would be an interesting com- 
mentary for those who hereafter read of 
this period. I do not know whether they 
will call it legislative plagiarism or legis- 
lative highjacking [laughter], but what- 
ever name may be applied to it, I dare say 
it will be recognized for the same thing 
by all who run and have the regret to 
read. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I should like to take just one mo- 
ment to state the reasons for the vote 
which I intend to cast in a few minutes, 
If I believed that this were a question 
upon which Congress had the right or 
the power to legislate under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, I should 
vote for the Brooks amendment. T 
should vote very cheerfully to eradicate 
the poll tax wherever it might be found 
in the United States if I thought Con- 
gress had the power to do so. But I feel 
completely bound in that regard by sec- 
tion 2 of article I of the Constitution 
of the United States: 

The House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of Members chosen every second year 
by the people of the several States, and the 
electors in each State shall have the qualifi- 
cation requisite for electors of the most nu- 
merous branch of the State legislature. 


This seems to me to be an absolute 
prohibition against Congress legislating 
as to the qualifications of electors in the 
various States. It seems to me the Con- 
stitution of the United States has com- 
pletely, in the most mandatory manner 
possible, left that matter to the discre- 
tion of the several States. Therefore, 
believing, as I do, that the pending 
amendment, or any amendment similar 
to it, is prohibited by the Constitution 
of the United States, I shall vote in the 
negative. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
merely to reiterate what I stated yester- 
day when the amendment was first sub- 
mitted. I am not basing what I shall 
say upon the constitutionality of the 
amendment or the question of the power 
of Congress to deal with the matter. Ido 
not come from a poll-tax State. Some 
30 years ago the Legislature of Kentucky 
submitted an amendment to our consti- 
tution providing a poll-tax qualification 
for voting. I was a voter at that time, 
and voted against that amendment, and 
opposed it as vigorously as I could. I do 
not believe in the poll-tax requirement 
as a qualification for voting. As I said 
yesterday, it seems to me to hark back 
to a sort of property qualification for 
voting. 

Mr. President, the question raised by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
is not one to be brushed aside idly, but 
I do not wish to comment upon it, and 
the vote I shall cast is not based upon 
that reason. If the Committee on the 
Judiciary reports a bill—as I hope it 
will—at a very early date, dealing with 
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this subject, I shall be inclined to sup- 
port it. I am not committing myself 
irrevocably to any kind of a bill, but I 
mean that I am in favor of such legis- 
lation, and I believe that, so far as Fed- 
eral elections are concerned, it is a very 
serious question whether Congress does 
not have power to do what is proposed to 
be done by the amendment. But I be- 
lieve that the adoption of the amend- 
ment to the pending bill would, in effect, 
mean no legislation at this time, I would 
rather give to the. servicemen in the 
Army and the Navy, and in the other 
branches of the service, who can vote 
under the laws of their States or under 
the bill which we are now considering, 
the right to vote and the opportunity to 
vote, than by the amendment to under- 
take to change the laws of the States 
affected by it. 

In other words, I think it more im- 
portant that all the soldiers and sailors 
in the armed forces from the States which 
require the payment of a poll tax should 
vote, and that all those in the Army, in 
the Navy, and in other branches of the 
service from the other 40 States should 
be allowed to vote in the coming Novem- 
ber election, than that we should by an 
amendment undertake to change the law 
in 8 of the States involved in the require- 
ment for paying poll tax. 

My reason for believing that the adop- 
tion of the amendment will jeopardize 
the proposed legislation is that the Mem- 
bers of the other body are now in infor- 
mal recess, and in making that comment 
I do not mean to say anything which 
could be regarded as a criticism, because 
we all understand that the Members of 
the House entered into an agreement that 
no controversial legislation would be 
taken up for consideration during the in- 
formal recess of the House of Represent- 
atives. They are now in the midst of that 
informal recess. Ihave been informed by 
those in authority in the House that it 
is not cont.mplated that an effort would 
be made or that it could succeed, except 
in a considerable emergency, to bring 
back a quorum of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, until the tax bill, now in the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, has 
been passed through the Senate and is 
ready for action in the House. If that 
be true, in all probability the House 
could not pass upon this amendment 
until late in September, at least. 

I think it fair to say that the Com- 
mittee on Finance is making all the prog- 
ress possible in the consideration of the 
tax bill, but with all the haste that it 
may make, it will be impossible for the 
bill to be brought to the floor of the 
Senate earlier than the week of Labor 
Day. It may be reported to the floor of 
the Senate in the week of Labor Day. 
That bill may then be sent to conference, 
and it may be the first of October before 
a final vote can be had on the conference 
report on the tax bill. 

Under the rules of the House, if a bill 
is amended it cannot go to conference 
unless by unanimous consent, or by a 
special rule. 

Of course, we know that the opponents 
in the House of the amendment now in 
question would not permit it to go to con- 
ference by unanimous consent. It would 
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be impossible to get a rule on it. The 
result would be that it would lie there for 
several weeks, in all probability, with no 
action taken upon it, and that would 
mean that we could not get the bill passed 
in time to allow the servicemen to vote 
at the coming November election. 

I think it important that the service- 
men be allowed to vote at the coming 
election. I want them to vote. All who 
can vote and who desire to take advan- 
tage of the proposed law and vote should 
be allowed to do so. After the coming 
election it will be another year before 
there will be another general election, 
and in all probability the Committee on 
the Judiciary will in the meantime have 
made a report on the bill now pending 
before it on this subject, and if that bill 
should be passed and become a law, then 
the servicemen would be privileged to 
vote at the next election under its pro- 
visions, without any amendment being 
made to the pending measure. 

Under those circumstances I feel that 
by the adoption of this amendment we 
would be very seriously jeopardizing the 
enactment of a measure to provide for 
absentee soldiers voting. As I said, it 
seems to me more important that all 
those who can vote be allowed to vote, 
than that we by this amendment seek to 
change the laws of eight States which are 
denominated as the poll-tax States of 
the American Union. 

I said yesterday, and I repeat today, 
that insistence upon the amendment 
puts those of us who favor the abolition 
of the poll-tax requirement as a matter 
of principle in an embarrassing situa- 
tion; we have either to decide to vote 
against this amendment in order to get 


legislation at all in behalf of the soldiers, . 


or to vote against something we believe 
in as a matter of principle. 

As between these two dilemmas, I feel 
that, so far as I am concerned, the wise 
course is to vote against the amendment, 
because I think it would so complicate the 
measure that we would be able to secure 
no legislation at all in time for the sol- 
diers and sailors to exercise their rights 
at the coming election. For that reason, 
I feel compelled to vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I am 
very much in favor of the soldiers haying 
the right to vote at the coming election, 
and at all other elections. I should like 
to help them in every way possible to 
secure the vote, and shall certainly do so. 

In the State of Tennessee we have an 
absentee voters’ law, and it will not be 
difficult for the soldiers in my State to 
vote under that law. We have had that 
law for years, and it is in full force and 
effect. Our soldiers may vote without 
a to the enactment of the pending 

ill. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of the 
general purposes of the bill, and I hope 
it will finally be in such form that I can 
vote for it. I think the induction and 
registration of the soldiers into the 
Army is a sufficient registration, and for 
that reason I have given my approval to 
the compromise amendment to the first 
section of the bill. 

When it comes to the poll-tax provi- 
sion, however, lamin doubt. By the way, 
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I may say to my brother Senators that 
the State of Tennessee is going to abolish 
the poll-tax provision as it now exists in 
my State. Our Governor has been re- 
nominated on a platform which provides 
for the abolition of the poll tax in Ten- 
neSsee as a prerequisite for voting. Can- 
didates for the legislature have been 
nominated, some of whom will be elected, 
and unquestionably the poll-tax law 
which now exists in our State will, at the 
January session of the legislature, be re- 
pealed, and there will be no poll-tax law 
in Tennessee. 

Under those circumstances the position 
uf the Senator from Kentucky seems to 
be a most excellent one, that is, that we 
ought to see to it that the soldiers be 
allowed to vote in the coming election for 
Senators and Representatives, and that 
we do not load up the bill with pro- 
visions which may defeat it. 

As to the constitutional question which 
has been debated in connection with the 
bill, we all may have our views about it, 
but there is no question about the right 
of a State to abolish the poll tax in that 
State, and Tennessee will unquestion- 
ably take that course at the January 
session of the legislature. So I feel that 
I shall be compelled to vote against the 
amendment offered by the distinguished 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Brooks], for 
whom I have the greatest admiration 
and respect. I am compelled to vote 
against his amendment, and I hope very 
much that it will not be agreed to. I 
think adoption of the amendment might 
delay the enactment of the bill into law, 
and therefore I do not think we ought 
to put the bill in jeopardy by loading it 
down with controversial questions, I 
have never voted against any bill for the 
benefit of our soldiers, and I want them 
to have the benefits of this measure in 
November. 

So far as Tennessee is concerned, it 
will not make much difference, because, 
as I have said, Tennessee is going to 
abolish the poll-tax requirement for vot- 
ing in that State. But so far as con- 
cerns the soldiers voting in the coming 
election, I think we ought to get the pend- 
ing bill passed as soon as possible, and 
we ought to leave out controversial 
amendments. They are likely to prevent 
the carrying cut of the purposes of the 
bill, and I sincerely hope that contro- 
versial amendments will not be agreed to. 

Mr, CONNALLY. Mr. President, I do 
not flatter myself that what I shall ob- 
serve will influence any other Senator, 
but I do not want the pending amend- 
ment to be adopted without the RECORD 
disclosing something of my rather hastily 
collected views as to its undesirability 
and unwisdom. 

Frequently reference is made here in 
the debate to southerners, or men from 
the South. I happen to reside in the 
South, but I do not describe myself in 
terms of geography. I am an American, 
and I think Iam as much entitled to that 
designation as I would be if I resided in 
some other territory or area. Of course, 
all of us know that environment and as- 
sociation inevitably have their effect upon 
our mental processes and upon our ap- 
proach to public questions. But speaking 
of geography, we now have the unusual 
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spectacle of the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. Brooxs], a State where there is no 
poll tax, with his heart so aflame over 
this subject that he wants to go out, as 
did Sir Galahad, and search for Holy 
Grall in other lands, or like the ancient 
pilgrims to the tomb of the Saviour, tead 
crusades to make other States do—not 
what they want to do, but what the Sen- 
ator from Illinois wants them to do. I 
speak in all kindness. I have no feeling 
against the Senator from Iilinois. 

On the other hand, we have the Sena- 
tor from Florida (Mr. Perper]. Florida 
is a State of tropical luxuriousness and 
fragrance, where things should smell 
good and make everyone feel good 
[laughter], and where there is no poll 
tax. There is no poll tax because the 
people of Florida rose up in their own 
right and decided that they did not want 
one. So the able Senator from Florida 
has in his own State what he wants. 

Why should these crusaders, with shiny 


member of the legislature of tay State, 
when this proposal was first submitted 
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something else in the Senate. 
almost reached that point. 
Let us examine some facts respecting 


Federal statutes or the Constitution of 
the United States which says that a man 
must be 21 years of age, that he must 
have lived in a precinct for 6 months 
prior to the date of voting, that he must 
be able to read and write, and know 
enough to come in out of the rain? There 
are no regulations whatever of that kind. 
There is no Federal control of the quali- 
fications for voting. 

Senators seem to forget that when the 
Constitution was written men had been 
voting in the States for at least 8 long 
years before there was any Federal suf- 
frage, or before anyone had voted for 
Representatives or Senators. Persons 
who voted had voted as citizens of the 
various States. 

It will be recalled that when the Con- 
stitutional Convention met there were 
jealousies on both sides of the controver- 
sy, and there was not much yielding. 
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Each tried to preserve the sovereignty of 
the individual States, as far as it could, 
and gave up to the Federal Government 
only those particular functions which 
the members of the convention thought 
the States themselves could not perform. 
However, they had not sat in the Senate 
and seen it chisel off and whittle away the 
powers which were originally vested in 
the States. 

What does the Constitution say? I 
believe that we should have the Consti- 
tution republished as a public document 
so that it would be read. The CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD is read every morning, but 
not the Constitution. Those who do 
read it do not pay much attention to it. 

What did the men who made the Con- 
stitution say on this subject? I am re- 
ferring to the men who wrote it, not 
those who later tinkered with it. I refer 
to the authors of it, those who wrote the 
various parts of it, integrated them, and 
fitted them together. What did they say 
on this subject? They did not wait long 
to say it. They said it in the second 
section of article I. They got down to 
fundamentals when they started their 
enterprise and said, “How shall we estab- 
lish this Government?” I read from sec- 
tion 1 of article I: 

All legislative powers herein granted shall 
be vested in a Congress of the United States 
which shall consist of a Senate and House 
of Representatives. 


That is all right. That is fair enough. 
Senators are willing that that part may 
stand. They do not wish to abolish the 
part which says that Congress shall con- 
sist of at least a Senate. They do not 
care so much about the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but they wish the Senate to 
remain, because those who are not here 
try to get here, and those who are here 
try to stay here. So they are strong for 
that part of the Constitution. : 

After the framers of the Constitution 
had created the House and the Senate, 
what was the next thing they did? They 
provided how the Members should get 
here. Section 2 reads as follows: 

The House of Representatives shall be 
composed of Members chosen every second 
year by the people— 

Why did they not stop there? Why 
did they not merely say “chosen by the 
people” and then divide the whole United 
States into districts with one consoli- 
dated organization? They did not do 
that. They went on and said— 
of the several States. 


If they had the Federal power to dis- 
regard the States they did not need to 
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by an amendment proposed under the 
guise of doing something for soldiers. 

Mr. President, I desire to grant the 
right to vote to every member of the 
armed services—the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, and every other service under our 
flag—if he is entitled to vote when he is 
at home. I believe that any soldier, at 
least from my State, who is not entitled 
to vote under the laws of his State, does 
not want to vote. 

The amendment under discussion 
should be entitled “An amendment to 
prevent soldiers from voting in the com- 
ing election.” It has been well pointed 
out by the Senator from Kentucky thai 
to urge the amendment would probably 
result in the defeat of the whole bill by 
reason of failure of the House to act, even 
though it should be adopted by the 
Senate. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of the 
soldier enjoying every privilege to which 
he is entitled, and that extends to every 
citizen under the flag. I am in favor of 
their having every right to which they 
are entitled. I am willing to fight for 
those rights, just as they are willing to 
fight for us; but I do not propose to wave 
the flag and tear my hair and the hair of 
everybody else I can reach under the 
specious pretext of seemingly doing 
something for the soldiers when, in fact, 
we are not doing anything for them. 
Soldiers in Florida or Illinois can vote 
sk we adopt this amendment or 
not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A while ago 
the Senator stated that the framers of 
the Constitution were sailing on un- 
charted seas when they inserted in article 
I the provision which has been read. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That statement was 
rather satirical. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I invite the 
Senator’s attention to the fact that it 
must have worked pretty well, because as 
late as 1912, when the people of the 
United States came to write the seven- 
teenth amendment providing for popular 
election of Senators, they adopted that 
identical language. They provided that 
electors for Senators of the United States 
should have the qualifications of those of 
the most numerous branch of the State 
legislature. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
thank the eminent Senator from Mis- 
souri for the expression of his views and 
the reasons why he could not vote for 
the amendment. Like the Senator from 
Missouri, I should like to vote for any- 
thing which would make it easier for the 
soldiers to vote, if I could do so under the 
Constitution and without swallowing the 
oath which I took to support the Consti- 
tution. 

‘The Howse of Representatives shall be com- - 
posed of Members chosen every second year 
by the people of the several States. 


Not by the people of the whole United 
States, but by the people of the several 


How about the electors? If we are to 
be elected, there must be electors. The 
Senator from Florida has the kind of 
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electors he likes. I am. glad he has. I 
hope he is satisfied with them, and that 
they are satisfied with him. I hope the 
Senator from Illinois has the kind of 
electors he likes. I suppose they like him, 
because he is here. But why in the name 
of common sense do they become excited 
and lose sleep over the question, as well as 
time which they could use to advantage 
in serving the people, trying to reform the 
poor benighted people of other States 
who do not know what they want, and, 
not knowing what they want, are not 
wise enough to know what they should 
want? 

What kind of electors should we allow 
to vote? Not the electors en masse. Not 
the electors as a unit, not a great horde of 
electors, but “the electors in each State.” 
Do Senators know what that means? A 
State means something more than geog- 
raphy. A State is, or should be, some- 
thing more than linesonamap. A State 
ought to mean something more than 
marks on a map. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let me point out to 
the Senator, in line with his eloquent 
argument, that the United States is 33 
times the size of Great Britain, 16 times 
the size of France, and 14 times the size 
of Germany before the war. We are 
really a Nation of 48 countries. When 
we pass laws in the National Capital we 
pass laws for a continent. Therefore, if 
we are to preserve freedom in the United 
States, we must do it in a country of 
this magnitude by the widest measure 
of local self-government compatible 
. with the national good, 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the distin- 
guished Senator from Maryland for his 
remarks, His views are absolutely 
sound. 

I remind the distinguished Senator 
that, in addition to the thought which 
he has just so well advanced, a great 
many publicists and distinguished politi- 
cal scholars exhibit the United States as 
being 48 laboratories, as it were. Each 
State tries out reforms and advances, 
and other States receive the benefit of 
such laboratory tests without themselves 
going through the agony and travail of 
birth. So the Senator is absolutely cor- 
rect. The more individual freedom 
there is, the larger the degree of choice 
there is as to any governmental matter, 
not merely with regard to voting, but 
with regard to any matter which may be 
left to the individual States, the greater 
the degree of liberty throughout. the 
whole of the United States, and the 
greater the opportunity for the enjoy- 
ment and happiness of the people of the 
individual States. 

Mr, TYDINGS. I invite the Senator’s 
attention to the fact that at the conclu- 
sion of the first World War we heard 

- much about the right of local self- 
determination. It was even carried down 
to small States where the populations 
were less than in a majority of the States 
of the United States. 

Furthermore, the Atlantic Charter, 
embracing the four freedoms, provides 
that after the present war is over there 
shall be local self-determination, and 
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pledges that fundamental rights shall not 
be taken away by force from any people 
engaged in this war. Even our enemies 
are to enjoy such rights. Yet, while all 
this is going on, and blood is being spilled, 
there is an effort, through sheer force 
of majority power, to drive through a 
system of government which may in 
large measure be obnoxious to the people 
of our own country. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator 
from Maryland, and I thank him also 
for another suggestion. What he says is 
very true, and the Senators who are 
pulling the flag out and shedding tears 
about the missing soldier are doing it 
with most of the soldiers off in the camps, 
and having no voice in what is being 
done. They could change the Constitu- 
tion by an edict of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, just as many 
claim was done with regard to prohibi- 
tion, it will be recalled, during the World 
War, with the soldiers off in the camps 
or on the battle line, and having no voice 
in what was done, as they would now 
have no voice in changing the present 
system. The present system was in 
operation when they marched away; I 
am willing to have it remain the system, 
just as they left it, until they come back. 
If they want to change it, they will know 
how to change it, because there is a con- 
stitutional method of changing it. 

Mr. President, I regret taking so much 
time. Let us now get down to the 
electors. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Just a moment; I 
want to get my text, then I shall be glad 
to hear from the audience. 


And the electors in each State shall have 
the qualifications * * *. 


Where are these electors? Where do 
we get them? Just go out anywhere in 
the United States and corral them? No. 
The wise men who framed the Constitu- 
tion said: 


The electors in each State— 


They were going to the States to get 
them— 
shall have the qualifications requisite for 


electors of the most numerous branch of the 
State legislature. 


Not the Federal legislature. Now I 
yield to the Senator from Florida, and I 
beg his pardon for delaying him. 

Mr. PEPPER. That is quite all right. 
If the evidence I have before me is cor- 
rect, it is a requirement of the State of 
Texas, which the distinguished Senator 
now speaking adorns—— 

Mr.CONNALLY. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. PEPPER. That the poll tax must 
be paid before February 1 of the year in 
which the elector proposes to vote. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I will consult my 
poll-tax receipt. I think that is the law. 

Mr. PEPPER. If all the soldiers had 
had the opportunity of which the senior 
Senator from Texas has spoken to pay 
the poll tax, if they had been as thought- 
ful and as diligent in the performance of 
their duty as he has been, then, so far as 
the soldiers and sailors of Texas who are 
absent on duty are concerned, they would 
have no fear of being deprived of their 
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votes. But if Congress shall pass the 
pending bill and it shall be signed by the 
President, and it contains all the pro- 
visions now included in it except the poll- 
tax amendment, not a single soldier or 
Sailor from Texas who has not been 
thoughtful enough and had the money to 
pay his poll tax in Texas on or before 
February 1 of this year will be able to 
vote in the November election, and no 
such soldier was able to yote in the Texas 
primary in the last few days. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Replying briefly, a 
voter in my State, in order to vote in an 
election, must have paid his poll tax by 
February 1 preceding the election. The 
voters have to pay a poll tax up to cer- 
tain ages. Above a certain age they are 
exempt, and under a certain age they 
are exempt. There are many exemp- 
tions, it is true. 

Mr. PEPPER. Just to get the facts in 
the Recorp, if the information I have 
before me is correct the ages between 
which a citizen is liable to the poll tax 
in Texas are from 21 to 60. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is correct, 
from 21 to 60, but the poll tax is not due 
for the year until the following January, 
so in most cases of young men becoming 
21 years of age it means that they can 
vote up to the time they are about 22. 

The Senator has raised a very interest- 
ing point. The Senator has no poll tax 
in Florida, but he wants me to have one 
in Texas. On the other hand, in Florida 
there is a race-track law. Fourteen per- 
cent of the revenue of the State in Florida 
comes in through the hands of the pari- 
mutuel, the bucketshop [laughter], and 
other gambling devices. The State of 
Florida, the great Commonwealth, the 
sovereign, fattens and feeds and subsists 
upon this tainted money which is 
squeezed from the hands of wage earners 
and embezzlers. I saw in the paper this 
merning that a policeman here in Wash- 
ington had to flee because he had gotten 
the money of someone else and squan- 
dered it at the race track. 

Mr. PEPPER. Probably the race track 
was in Maryland, since it is a case in- 
volving Washington. 

Mr. TYDINGS. We do not allow em- 
bezzlers to bet in Maryland. We have a 
State law against it, 

Mr. CONNALLY. I am not trying to 
interfere with Florida. If she wants to 
wallow in the mire and the mess of gam- 
bling, let her go. I am not trying to in- 
terfere with their law. If they want to 
have race-track gambling in Florida, that 
is their business. They are sovereign, or 
they should be sovereign. I do not know 
whether they are or not, but they have a 
right to be sovereign. They have a right 
to have that kind of a law. 

They have other laws in Florida, some 
laws regulating traffic, some of which are 
not pleasing to the tourists who come 
tearing down from New York in their 
Rolls Reyces, or to some of us who ride 
down in our Fords: But what business is 
that of ours? Florida has a right to make 
her traffic laws; and if we do not want to 
obey them, we do not need to go to 
Florida. 

"Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President,- will 
the Senator yield? 
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Mr. CONNALLY. Iyield. Iam always 
glad to yield to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Just a moment ago 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
referred to the seventeenth amendment 
to the Constitution. The seventeenth 
amendment became a part of the Consti- 
tution in 1913, and in order that the Rec- 
orp may be complete, I should like to 
read from it at this point. 

The electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State legis- 
latures, 


That is in the very words of the origi- 
nal provision of the Constitution. The 
provision was ratified and affirmed as 
late as 1913, and undoubtedly the Sena- 
tor’s argument is entirely correct. There 
cannot be any real question, There may 
be quibbling, as the Senator has said, but 
there can be no real question about it, 
That language has been reaffirmed by the 
people of the United States within the 
last 30 years. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. TAFT. Just in order that the 
record may be complete as to the Con- 
stitution, I should like to read one more 
of the Constitution which has 
not been referred to. 

Mr. CONNALLY. From the fourteenth 
amendment? 

Mr. TAFT. Section 2 of article XVI of 
the amendment provides: 

When the right to vote at any election for 
the choice of electors for President and Vice 
President of the United States, Representa- 
tives in Congress, the executive and judicial 
officers of a State, or the members of the 
legislature thereof, is denied to any of the 
male inhabitants of such State, being 21 
years of age, and citizens of the United States, 
or in any way abridged, except for participa- 
tion in rebellion, or other crime, the basis of 
representation therein shall be reduced in 
the proportion which the number of such 
male citizens shall bear to the whole num- 
ber of male citizens 21 years of age in such 
State. 


It seems obvious to me that it is recog- 
nized in the Constitution that a State 
may cut down representation by a poll 
tax, but that the necessary conclusion 
from that provision is that the represen- 
tation from such State should be cut 
down to the number of electors who ac- 
tually paid a poll tax. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator 
from Ohio for his contribution. In other 
words, his theory is that we may do what 
we please, and the only penalty is that 
we may have our representation cut 
down. Well, that is not a penalty; that 
is the highest tribute. We could spare 
some of our representation, both in this 
body and elsewhere, without any great 
disaster to the Nation or to the States. 
But I do thank the Senator very much. 
The amendment which he quotes, adopted 
amidst all the rancor and bitterness of 
the Reconstruction period, adopted on the 
urging of Mr. Thaddeus Stevens, did not 
approach in its rigor what the Senator 
from Illinois now proposes, seconded and 
“firsted” by the Senator from Florida in 
the amendment. 
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Mr. President, if I may, I shall get down 
to what I regard as the real point in my 
speech, if it has any point, 

And the electors in each State shall have 
the qualifications requisite for electors of the 
most Numerous branch of the State legisia- 
ture, 


What does that mean? It means that 
there were State legislatures in all the 
13 States before there was any Constitu- 
tion. It means that each original State 
had its law, each had its own individual 
State law, fixing the suffrage and the 
qualifications of electors. 

I have been told that the great old 
State of Massachusetts, the Common- 
wealth of the Adamses, and the Hoars, 
and all the other great statesmen of 
past generations, had for many years a 
requirement that a voter had to possess 
so much property, so much real estate, 
or sO much personal property. I have 
not checked on that, but I know that 
erudite Members of the Senate from the 
vicinity of Massachusetts will correct me 
if I am in error. 

Those were the laws before there was 
any Constitution. So the wise old states- 
men in the Constitutional Convention 
said, “How are we going to arrange it? 
We will arrange it for each State to fur- 
nish so many Representatives in Con- 
gress, and when they do that, it is the 
business of the States to select them. 
How will they vote? The men of the 
State who vote for the most numerous 
branch of the State legislature shall vote 
for Representatives, and no one else shail 
vote.” 

Mr. President, when the Constitution 
says “and the electors in each State shall 
have the qualifications requisite for elec- 
tors,” it means exactly the same quali- 
fications. It cannot mean any less, and 
it cannot mean any more, because if it 
meant more, then they would not be the 
requisites for voting, and if it meant any 
less, they would not come up to the 
standards of the requisites for the elec- 
tors of the most numerous branch of the 
State legislature. 

The courts have respected that pro- 
vision. They have all said that under 
that provision, even if we grant that the 
man who goes and votes for a Represent- 
ative or a Senator is exercising a Federal 
right, he is exercising a Federal right 
measured in the terms of State law, and 
he does so by the sanction of the Con- 
stitution itself, which sets up the stand- 
ard, and the standard is the same one 
prescribed by the State. 

So under this clause, if electors in Nli- 
nois should feel that men up to 21 were 
not qualified to vote, they could fix the 
age at 25 years in Illinois if they desired. 
They could say, “No one can vote until 
he is 25 years old,” and no one would 
have any right to challenge that, and no 
one but a man 25 years old could vote 
for Representatives in Congress under 
such a provision. I am not advocating 
that for Illinois; that is their business. 
I am not advocating that Illinois shall 
require that the voter be 25 years old, 
though I think that some of them should 
be older and wiser than they are. 

Mr. President, all through the Consti- 
tution, as will be found if one examines 
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it, there are references to the States. I 
shall not hold the Senate long. I read 
the second paragraph of section 2 of 
article I; 

No person shall be a Representative who 
shall not have attained to the age of 26 years, 
and been 7 years a citizen of the United 
States, and who shall not, when elected, be 
an inhabitant of that State in which he 
shall be chosen. 


Why did the framers of the Constitu- 
tion put that language in it? Why did 
they not let a Representative come from 
anywhere, be elected from any district in 
the United States? They provided that 
he must have an identity with his State. 
They provided that he must reside in the 
State which elected him, in which he 
shall be chosen. They used the words— 


an inhabitant of that State in which he shall 
be chosen, 


That language implies that the State 
is choosing him, and not the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Of course, if we 
wanted to carry this theory of absolute 
justice and equality to a ridiculous point 
we would not have two United States 
Senators from small States and two 
United States Senators from large 
States. We would have some such basis 
as exists in the House of Representatives 
for representatives in this body. The 
point is that the Senators represent pri- 
marily the States, and the Members of 
the House represent primarily the peo- 
ple in certain districts. The Senator 
from Texas is on very sound ground, in 
my judgment, because the whole philoso- 
phy of our Government is the protection 
of local institutions. Certainly if we 
abandon that premise, then we must 
abandon the premise that Delaware or 
Maryland or many other of the smaller 
States should have the same represers.a- 
tion in this body that New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Illinois, California, and Texas 
may have. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator 
from Maryland. 

Mr, President, I can hear the voices of 
some persons in larger States ringing out 
now. I can hear them say, “This little 
State of Delaware over here has 2 Sen- 
ators. Is that right, when Illinois, with 
10 times the population of Delaware, has 
only 2? Why, that is not justice. That 
is not right, and we will fix it. We will 
fix it by a Federal act.” 

The Senator from Maryland is emi- 
nently correct in his statement. ‘The 
theory of the framers of the Constitution 
was to erect a Federal Government, with 
the least possible powers, to carry out the 
functions which the States themselves 
could not perform, and at the same time 
preserve in full vigor and full strength 
all that they could of the States’ organi- 
zation and sovereignty. 

Further on, in section 1, we find this 
language: 

When vacancies happen in the representa- 
tion from any State— 


Mr. President, the language is “from 
any State.” Why did not the framers say 
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“when vacancies happen in Congress”? 

Why did they say “from any State”? 
When vacancies happen in the representa- 

tion from any State, the executive authority 


thereof shall issue writs of election to fill 
such vacancies. 


Again we see expressed the idea that 
the States in their own sovereignty and 
individuality shall be preserved. 

Then we come to section 3: 

The Senate of the United States shall be 


composed of two Senators from each State, 
chosen by the legislature thereof— 


So the old provision was until we 
amended it by providing for popular elec- 
tion of Senators— 


and each Senator shall have one vote. 


Let me say to the Senator from Mary- 
land, in connection with what he sug- 
gested, that the only clause in the Con- 
stitution which cannot be repealed and 
cannot be amended is the clause provid- 
ing that no State shall be denied its equal 
representation in the Senate of the 
United States. That was put in the Con- 
stitution so that there would be a solid 
rock upon which the small States could 
rest their claims to equality in this body. 
The small States gave up their right of 
equality in the lower branch, and allowed 
it to be based upon the system of repre- 
sentation according to population. But 
even the compromise to which old Ben- 
jamin Franklin paid such supreme 
tribute would never have been adopted 
had the provision to which the Senator 
from Maryland referred not been planted 
deeply and firmly in the very heart of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator again yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator certainly 
needs no word of mine to support the 
very able argument he is making. I was 
going to call attention to the provision 
he has just mentioned, and also to the 
tenth amendment, really the tenth article 
of the Bill of Rights, which is now more 
to the fore in world events than any 
other part of our Constitution. 

Because it has been necessary to have 
national control in order to promote the 
war effort, we have in a way gone drunk 
on that kind of wine and are forgetting 
that we are losing, to a large extent, the 
very thing our men must sacrifice so 
much, and even die, to achieve and main- 
tain. The tenth amendment reads: 

The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by 
it to the States, are reserved to the States, 
respectively, or to the people. 


Sometimes it might be wise when we 
speak of the Bili of Rights and freedom 
of speech, and so on, not to forget the 
tenth amendment, which is the safe- 
guard for local self-government. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator 
from Maryland, The tenth amendment, 
as the Senator will recall, was placed in 
the Constitution by Mr. Madison and 
others at the first session of the Con- 
gress. It had its origin in the Virginia 
convention, in which Patrick Henry and 
others opposed the ratification of the 
Constitution so vigorously that Madison 
and his associates who were supporting 
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it were able to secure ratification only by 
stating that if it were ratified they would 
guarantee that at the first session of the 
Congress they would submit amendments 
providing the Bill of Rights. George 
Mason was one of those who opposed rati- 
fication on the ground that the Consti- 
tution did not contain a bill of rights, 
he being particularly attached thereto 
because he had been the author of the 
Virginia Bill of Rights. 

Mr. President, the tenth amendment, I 
hope, will bear repetition: 

The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution— 


Not by statute, not by some political 
campaign somewhere. Rights cannot be 
delegated in that way. They must be 
delegated by the Constitution, by this old 
book here. 

The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by 
it to the States, are reserved to the States, 
respectively, or to the people. 


The Constitution recognizes that there 
are probably certain rights which neither 
the Federal Government nor the State 
government possesses, and those rights 
still reside in the people. 

Mr. President, I shall close in a very 
short time. At least some of the pro- 
ponents of the kind of legislation now 
proposed pin their faith on section 4 of 
article I of the Constitution, which reads 
as follows: 

The times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators and Representatives, 
shall be prescribed in each State by the legis- 
lature thereof; but the Congress may at any 
time by law make or alter such regulations, 
except as to the places of choosing Senetors. 


Mr. President, how anyone can get any 
warrant from that clause as to what 
shall be the qualifications of electors, I 
cannot understand. The times? The 
time does not have anything to do with 
qualification. The places? The place 
where the election is held has nothing to 
do with qualification. The manner of 
holding elections? The manner in which 
an election is held has nothing to do with 
qualification. Whether the election is 
held at 7 o’clock in the morning or at 2 
o’clock in the afternoon, or whether there 
are a dozen judges of election function- 
ing, or whether the election is held in a 
locked room with soldiers guarding the 
portals, or whether it is held out under a 
tree on a cracker box, or a whisky bar- 
rel—that is the manner. It pertains in 
no degree whatever to the qualification 
of electors, or to what they shall possess 
as to requirements. 

Mr. President, personally I should be 
very glad to expedite anything that will 
contribute to the comfort or to the hap- 
piness or the welfare of the soldier. Iam 
just as anxious to do something substan- 
tial, and legal, and lawful, and right for 
a soldier as others might be to flim-flam 
him and to beguile him with legislation 
supposed to be in his interest, when as 
a matter of fact it is not in his interest. 

Mr. President, in these perilous times, 
when nations are being overrun, when 
standards of sovereignty are being pulled 
down, when ruthless conquest is stalking 
over once free and happy peoples, it is 
no time for the people of the United 
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States, great and powerful though we 
are, to treat lightly the fundamental 
concepts of free government and of rep- 
resentative institutions. 

Shall we in a fitful moment, as a hand- 
some gesture to the brave boys who are 
out yonder on the battlefields, barter 
away the fundamental things of this 
Government, trifling though they may 
seem to some? 

Mr. President, the old structure in 
which we now gather is not one great 
solid stone. It is made up of bricks and 
small fragments of stone, which in them- 
selves are of little consequence, but in 
their entirety make this mighty cathe- 
dral of free government and representa- 
tive institutions. 

The Constitution of the United States 
is not one single syllable. It is made up 
of countless words and phrases and ad- 
jectives and nouns, but every one of 
them, Mr. President, has a place. Every 
provision in that old instrument was re- 
garded by the fathers as necessary for 
its symmetry and for its completion. 
One of the most fundamental of them all 
is the rights of the voters. Every voter 
has an interest in every vote that is cast, 
These powers originally, before there 
was a Constitution, were vested in the 
Thirteen Original States. 

The wise old fathers who gathered 
around the table yonder in Philadelphia 
decreed that those powers should remain 
with the States, and they wrote them 
down, as they hoped, in living letters, 
which might last through the years. 
But if the Senate, if the Congress, 
through some maudlin sentiment, or 
some maudlin theory, may erase it, may 
wipe it out by an act of the Congress, 
then no clause, no provision of that 
fundamental document, may be safe or 
secure from political assault. 

Mr, President, I beg the Senate’s par- 
don for having consumed so much of its 
time. I merely wanted to put upon the 
record the views which I entertain, that 
the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Brooxs] is wholly un- 
constitutional, and, it being unconstitu- 
tional, I cannot support it, regardless of 
the sincerity of the author, regardless of 
the very laudable or supposedly laudable 
intention of doing something for the 
members of our armed services. 

Mr. President, God knows I love every 
strong arm and stout heart within the 
uniform of my country. I know that 
those men are standing between me and 
danger on foreign soil. There is no legal 
act, no lawful course I could take which 
I would not take to aid them or sustain 
them or strengthen them. I know they 
do not want me, as their chosen Senator 
on this floor, simply in response to some 
impulsive wave of sentiment, to barter 
away the things which they sent me here 
to defend, and protect, and secure, and 
have ready for them when they return in 
triumph, with the traditions of their 
country wrapped all about them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
Brooxs] to the amendment of the com- 
mittee to section 1. 

Mr, PEPPER. Mr. President, just a 
brief utterance or two, if I may, in re- 


1942 


Sponse to the very able and eloquent ad- 
dress just made by the distinguished 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY]. I 
have before me a compilation of the 
statutory provisions of the several States 
which have the poll tax as a condition 
precedent to voting. I shall mention 
only, with respect to those States, the 
due date of the tax. 

In the State of Alabama the tax must 
be paid on or before October 1 of each 
year. It is delinquent on February 1 of 
the following year, 

In Arkansas the due date is October 1. 

In Georgia the due date.is 6 months 
before election. 

In Mississippi the due date is on or 
before February 1 of the election year. 

In South Carolina the due date is at 
least 30 days preceding the election. 

In Tennessee the due date is at least 
60 days preceding the election. 

In Texas the due date is on or before 
February 1 of the election year. 

In Virginia the due date is 6 months 
prior to June or November of the elec- 
tion year. 

Mr. President, there are four States in 
which the soldier or sailor who is absent 
on duty and has not already paid his poll 
tax cannot vote unless the amendment 
under discussion shall be adopted, no 
matter what may be otherwise provided 
in the proposed legislation. The States 
to which I refer are Virginia, where the 
requirement is that the tax be paid 6 
months before election; Texas, where the 
tax must be paid on or before February 1; 
Mississippi, where the tax must be paid 
on or before February 1; and Georgia, 
where the tax must be paid 6 months 
before election, 

Without the amendment, the bill would 
mean nothing to the soldiers and sailors 
and gallant airmen who, because of neg- 
lect or lack of money, or because the 
matter was not called to their attention, 
or because they were not able to pay, 
failed to send in their payments to the 
State authority. 

With that knowledge, if we reject the 
amendment, we vote for a delimitation 
on the right and privilege to vote of all 
who unfortunately bappen to fall in that 
class. A poll tax is not something which 
may be neglected up until the date of 
voting or paid on that date. It is not 
a tribute which must accompany the act 
of voting. The requirement is much 
more stringent. The voter must have 
had the money and must have been 
thoughtful and successful enough to pay 
it to the proper official by the proper 
time, which, in some cases, is 6 months 
prior to election, and in other cases a 
greater length of time. 

Mr. WILEY, Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. WILEY. I listened with a great 
deal of pleasure to the argument of the 
distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. 
ConnaLLy]. However, it seems to me 
that there is one point on which per- 
haps the Senator from Florida can give 
us some light. 

The able Senator from Texas discussed 
the constitutional provision which states 
that the electors of each State shall have 
the qualifications requisite for electors of 
the most numerous branch of the State 
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legislature. Can the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Florida tell us whether the 
Supreme Court of the United States, or 
the court of any State, has held that pro- 
vision, which is in the nature of a re- 
striction imposed by statute law, to be a 
qualification under the Constitution? 
That seems to me to be the very crux of 
the argument, which the Senator from 
Texas failed to meet, 

Mr, PEPPER. Mr. President, if the 
able Senator from Wisconsin will allow 
me to advert later to his very pointed 
question, I shall gladly reply to it. 

The second category of effectual data 
to which I wish to call attention consists 
of statistics relating to the percentage of 
the population voting—not for some in- 
cidental officer, but for the Governor of 
the State—in the primaries in several 
poll-tax States. 

In the primary election of 1938 for 
Governor of the State of Alabama, the 
total vote cast was some 314,000, in a 
State with a population of approximately 
2,800,000. About 11 percent of the popu- 
lation of the great State of Alabama par- 
ticipated in the election for Governor. 
The primary election in that State de- 
termines who shall be the Governor of 
the State. 

In 1938, in the great State of Georgia, 
which had a population of 3,123,000 at 
that time, 316,000-odd votes were cast. 
Ten and one-tenth percent of the popu- 
lation participated in the white primaries 
fcr the election of a Governor of the State 
oi Georgia, 

In the State of Mississippi in 1939, a 
State with a population of over 2,000,000, 
307,000 votes were cast. Fourteen per- 
cent of the entire population voted in 
the white Democratic primaries. 

In the State of South Carolina, with a 
population of 1,800,000-odd, 336,000 votes 
were cast in the white primary, Only 18 
percent of the people participated in that 
primary. 

In the State of Tennessee in 1938, with 
a population of 2,915,000, there was a 
vote of 394,000 in the primary, or a total 
of 14 percent of the people participating. 

In Texas, the great Lone Star State, 
with a population of 6,414,000, in 1938 
there were 1,114,000-odd people partici- 
pating in the white primary, or only 17 
percent of the total population. 

In 1937, in the State of Virginia, the 
Old Dominion State, with a population of 
2,706,000, there were 133,000 votes cast, or 
4.9 percent of the population of the State 
participating in the white primary. 

Mr. President, I do not have before 
me the statistics for all the remaining 
States. In the congressional districts in 
the State of Georgia the total Democratic 
primary vote in the year 1934 for Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives was 
9.3 percent of the total population. In 
the white primary election held in 1936, 
13 percent plus; and in 1938, 10,7 per- 
cent of the total population participated 
in the nomination of Members of the 
House of Representatives in the National 
Congress. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr, PEPPER, I yield, 

GEORGE. Does the Senator 
from Florida know how many were regis- 
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saos and how many were privileged to 
vo 

Mr. PEPPER, Let me say to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Georgia that 
the figures which I have given relate only 
to the percentage of the population. 

Mr. GEORGE. The whole population? 

Mr. PEPPER. That is correct, 

Mr. GEORGE. They relate to all ages 
and do not relate only to the ones who 
were qualified to vote. 

Mr. PEPPER. They do not relate to 
these who were qualified, but only to the 
Rerceoter of the total population which 
voted, 

Mr, GEORGE, Does not the Senator 
believe that, on the whole, the people of 
my State have done fairly well in making 
their choices? 

Mr. PEPPER. I will say to my friend 
from Georgia that I think they have done 
excellently. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thank the Senator, 

Mr. PEPPER. However, Mr. President, 
I do not believe we can ignore the argu- 
ment which I was endeavoring to make, 
that a requirement that a sum of money 
be paid operated as a deterrent to a great 
percentage of the population of the sev- 
eral States which have the poll-tax re- 
quirement. When the necessity for pay- 
ing a sum of money before the citizen is 
allowed to vote keeps the citizen from 
voting, that is not democracy. It is a 
denial of the essence of the democratic 
process, In this country we have. abol- 
ished the property requirement as a con- 
dition of suffrage. Yet, in the States 
where the poll tax lingers the property 
requirement is still a bar to the enjoy- 
ment of the franchise. 

My able, most learned, and stimulating 
friend, the eloquent senior Senator from 
Texas, whom we all delight to hear, even 
if we are the butt of his excellent ridicule, 
has complained that the junior Senator 
from Florida and other Senators who are 
interested are endeavoring to interfere 
with the way the State of Texas conducts 
its affairs. Mr. President, I made it clear 
yesterday that I have no desire to inter- 
fere with the way Texas conducts its 
affairs. However, I am now speaking 
about Federal affairs. I am speaking 
about the election of Members of Con- 
gress, which is a primary concern of the 
Federal Government. If the State of 
Texas, the State of Alabama, or the State 
of Florida desires to impose a limitation 
upon the enjoyment of the franchise of 
suffrage it has every right to do so, and 
it would be a transgression on the part 
of the Federal power to question that 
right. But we are talking about the elec- 
tion of Members of the Federal Congress. 

Mr, President, adverting briefly to the 
constitutional question, it is easy, of 
course, to read the provisions of the Con- 
stitution which say that electors for 
Members of the House of Representa- 
tives shall have the qualifications pre- 
scribed by the States for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State legis- 
leture. 

It was previously supposed that the 
power to prescribe qualifications was in- 
herent in the several States under the au- 
thority of their State constitutions. 
However, as I pointed out yesterday, the 
recent case of United States against 
Classic, which was decided by the United 
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States Supreme Court in 1940, settled the 
question definitely to the contrary and 
determined that the right to vote for a 
Member of Congress derives from the 
Federal Constitution. I quote the fol- 
lowing language from the decision in that 
case: 


We come then to the question whether 
that right is one secured by the Constitution. 
Section 2 of article I commends that Con- 
gressmen shall be chosen by the people of 
the several States by electors, the qualifica- 
tions of which it prescribes. The right of the 
People to choose, whatever its appropriate 
constitutional limitations, where in other re- 
spects it is defined, and the mode of its 
exercise is prescribed by State action in con- 
formity to the Constitution, is a right estab- 
lished and guaranteed by the Constitution 
and hence is one secured by it to those citi- 
zens and inhabitants of the State entitled to 
exercise the right. -Ex parte Yarbrough (110 
U. S. 651); United States v. Mosley (238 U. S. 
383). And see Hague v. C. I. O. (307 U. S. 
496, 508, 513, 526, 527, 529), giving the same 
interpretation to the like phrase “ ‘rights’ 
secured by ‘the Constitution” appearing in 
Section 1 of the Civil Rights Act of 1871 (17 
Stat. 13). While, in a loose sense, the right 
to vote for Representatives in Congress is 
sometimes spoken of as a right derived from 
the States, sce Minor v. Happersett (21 Wall. 
162, 170); United States v. Reese (92 U. S. 
214, 217-218); McPherson v. Blacker (146 U. 8: 
1, 38-39); Breedlove v. Suttles (302 U. S. 277, 
283), this statement is true only in the sense 
that the States are authorized by the Con- 
stitution, to legislate on the subject as pro- 
vided by section 2 of article I, to the extent 
that Congrcss has not restricted State action 
by the exercise of its powers to regulate elec- 
tions under section 4 and its more general 
power under article I, section 8, clause 18 of 
the Constitution “to make all laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the foregoing powers.” 


I shall not quote further from that 
decision, but I should like to give the 
citation, It appears in volume 313 of 
United States Reports, beginning with 
page 299, and the decision was handed 
dowr for May 26, 1941. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, and an- 
swering the query of the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. WILEY], it becomes very 
clear from the case just quoted by me 
that when the States are acting properly 
in the prescription of qualifications, fit- 
ness to vote, aptitude to vote, responsi- 
bility to vote, they are unlimited in their 
power, but when they propose to go out- 
side the scope of proper qualification and 
impose onerous burdens, conditions pre- 
cedent, forms which must be satisfied 
to serve the State only, then it becomes 
the duty of Congress to push back those 
transgressions and to preserve the right 
of the elector to vote merely by the satis- 
faction of those requirements which are 
legitimate qualifications of the several 
States. 

I did not say that the Federal Gov- 
ernment prescribed the qualifications of 
electors. Of course it does not. It dele- 
gates that power to the State legisla- 
tures. But when the State legislatures, 
under the guise of fixing qualifications, 
impose conditions, onerous, burdensome 
terms, upon the enjoyment of a Federal 
franchise, that violates the constitutional 
rights of a citizen of the United States. 
Deny that, and you give the States the 
power to destroy the Federal system. 
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Deny that, and you destroy the hypothe- 
sis that the right to vote for a Member 
of Congress inheres in the Federal Con- 
stitution, and must be protected by the 
Federal pover. 

All through this case from which I have 
quoted, which is a landmark, and wiil 
be noted in American jurisprudence as 
the justification for this theory of citi- 
zenship and new enfranchisement, noth- 
ing could be clearer than that the States 
cannot usurp the sphere which is re- 
served particularly only to the Federal 
power. 

Mr. President, I submit that this is 
the first time the Federal Congress has 
been asked to interpose its protecting 
shield upon the constitutional right of 
the electorate of this land. I am saying 
that this submission comes today with 
the particular timeliness when these 
men ‘are in substance being franchised, 
if they are at all, by the proposed amend- 
ment, for in four States the able Senator 
from Texas would have had to admit he 
knows these soldiers have not paid their 
poll tax, and he knows now they cannot 
pay them under the laws of those States. 
Therefore they serve a sovereign which 
they cannot elect, and they owe alle- 
giance to one in whose selection they 
have no choice. 

I think today it would ring around the 
world that America was carrying out its 
professions of democracy if we exhibited 
here at home the evidence that all men 
everywhere with confidence may look to 


‘the United States of America to liberate 


them from every slavery and subjuga- 
tion and form of oppression, whatever 
might chance to be its odious name. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I do not 
desire to prolong the argument. I merely 
wish to add that the junior Senator from 
Illinois is not concerned or is not at- 
tempting in any way to interfere with the 
election, the method of holding the elec- 
tion, or the conduct of the election in any 
State. 

I wish to reiterate what I stated yes- 
terday, the Federal Government, by vote 
of this body, has reached into the sover- 
eign States and said to the young man- 
hood of the States, “You register and pre- 
sent yourselves for service wherever you 
are told to go by the Federal Govern- 
ment.” Many of them left without pay- 
ing a poll tax, many of them left without 
registering their right to vote at home. 
By no choice of theirs, by no act or 
thought of theirs, they are scattered all 
over the world, and this body, which by 
its vote created the situation by which 
they find themselves throughout the 
world, can do well to remove the simple 
restrictions which deprive them of the 
right to participate in the choice of those 
who shall in the future occupy seats in 
this body, while we talk about spreading 
four freedoms throughout the world after 
the war. 

We have told our people that soon, I 
understand, we will have another bill 
under which we will register more of our 
citizens. We say they can no longer live 
as usual, think as usual, or have business 
as usual, but by our conduct apparently 
we are going to say to them, “We are 


going to conduct our political restrictions - 
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as usual,” notwithstanding what we do 
about their vote. We may say that we 
love the soldier, and that we want every 
soldier to have the right to vote, but when 
one votes against giving him the right to 
vote in a primary, or against removing a 
simple restriction, he proves the depth of 
his love and affection for the men in the 
armed services. We have no desire to 
attempt to interfere in any State, but the 
rights of those men rest in this body, and 
I am ready to have the record made on 
the pending amendment. 
' The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Brooks}. Š 

Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Andrews Guffey Reynolds 
Bailey Hayden Rosier 
Barkley Herring Russell 

Bone Johnson, Calif, Schwartz 
Brewster Johnson, Colo, Smathers 
Bridges Kilgore Stewart 
Brooks La Follette Taft 

Brown Lodge Thomas, Idaho 
Byrd McCarran Thomas, Utah 
Capper McFarland Truman : 
Clark, Idaho McKellar Tunnell 
Clark, Mo. McNary Tyd 

Connally Maloney Vandenberg 
Danaher Mead Van Nuys 
Downey Murray Walsh 

George Norris White 

Gerry Pepper Wiley 

Green Radcliffe 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 
three Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Hlinois (Mr. Brooxs]. The yeas and 
nays having been ordered, the clerk will 
call the roll. 

“oe Chief Clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). On this vote I have a pair with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi [MrT. 
Doxey], who if present would vote “nay,” 
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. TOBEY], and 
vote. I vote “yea.” Iam informed that 
if present and voting the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. Tosey] would vote 
“yea.” 

Mr. STEWART (when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. HOL- 
man]. I understand that if present he 
would vote as I am about to vote, and I 
am therefore at liberty to vote. I vote 
“yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the 
affirmative). I have a general pair with 
the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Gtass], who, I am informed, would vote 
“nay” if present. I therefore transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. WILuts] and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. MEAD. I desire to announce the 
unavoidable absence of my colleague the 
senior Senator from New York (Mr, 
Wacner! and to say that if present he 
would vote “yea.” 
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Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to announce the absence of the Sen- 
ators from Alabama {Mr. BANKHEAD and 
Mr. HILL], the Senators from Mississippi 
(Mr, Brreo and Mr. Doxey], and the 
Senators from Arkansas [Mrs. Caraway 
and Mr. SPENCER], as well-as the senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Gtass], all 
of whom, I am informed, would, if pres- 
ent, vote “nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I. wish to announce 
that the Senatcrs from South Carolina 
(Mr. SmirH and Mr. Maygeanx] are neces- 
sarily absent, but if present would vote 
“nay” on this amendment. 

Mr, BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES] is 
absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER] and the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WALLGREN] are absent in the 
performance of their duties as members 
of the committee to investigate national 
defense. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
Harc], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Mourpock], and the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. O’MaHoney] are conducting 
hearings in the West and are, therefore, 
necessarily absent, 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr, 
BuLow], the Senator from Nevada [Mr, 
Bunxer!, the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. Cuavez], the Senators from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Overton and Mr. ELLENDER], 
the Senator from Iowa (Mr. GILLETTE], 
the Senators from Oklahoma [Mr, LEE 
and Mr, Tuomas], the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Lucas], the Senator from Texas 
(Mr, O’Danret], and the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. WHEELER] are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Reep] would, if present, 
vote “yea” on the pending amendment. 
He is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Davis! would vote “yea” if present. He 
has a general pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr, CHANDLER]. He is neces- 
sarily absent. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
is absent on the business of the Senate 
as a member of the Truman committee. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Gurvey] and the Senator from Oregon 
{Mr. Hotman! are absent on official busi- 
ness. 

The Senators from Vermont [Mr, AUS- 
TIN and Mr. Arken], the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. BALL], the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. BUTLER], the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Lancer], the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Nye], and the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr, SurpsTeap] are necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, 
nays 20, as follows: 


YEAS—33 
Bone La Follette Rosier 
Brewster Lodge Schwartz 
Bridges McCarran Stewart 
Brooks McFarland Taft 
Brown McNary Thomas, Idaho 
Capper Maioney Thomas, Utah 
Danaher Mead ell 
Downey Murray Vandenberg 
Johnson, Calif, Norris Walsh 
Johnson, Colo, Pepper White 
Kilgore Reynolds Wiley 
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NAYS—20 

Andrews - George Radoliffe 
Balley Gerry Russell 
Barkley Green Smathers 
Byrd Guffey Truman 
Clark, Idaho Hayden Tydings 
Clark, Mo. Herring Van Nuys 
Connally McKellar 

NOT VOTING—43 
Aiken Ellender O'Daniel 
Austin Gillette O'Mahoney 
Bali Glass Overton 
Bankhead Gurney Reed 
Barbour Hatch Shipstead 
Bilbo Hill Smith 
Bulow Holman Spencer 
Bunker Hughes Thomas, Okla. 
Burton Langer Tobey 
Butler Lee Wagner 
Caraway Lucas Wallgren 
Chandler Maybank Wheeler 
Chavez Millikin Willis 
Davis Murdock 
Doxey Nye 


So Mr. Brooks’ amendment was agreed 
to. 
The PRESIOING OFFICER. The 
question is now on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment, as originally pro- 
posed by the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. GREEN], as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further amendment. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, in view of 
the fact that the bill, as it came from 
committee, has been amended to include 
primary elections, it becomes necessary 
to change the date of August 15 on page 
3 of the bill. I have already spoken with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
GREEN] about the matter, and I suggest 
that in line 15; on page 3, the date of 
August 15 to be changed to May 1. Iun- 
derstand the Senator from Rhode Island 
is in favor of that amendment. 

Mr, TAFT. Mr. President, the primary 
in Ohio in 1944 will be held in April, so 
that the change of date proposed will 
have no effect in Ohio. So long as it 
would make no difference, we might as 
well make the date February 1. It has 
to be some time in advance of the pri- 
mary. 

. Mr. WILEY. I shall be very happy to 
accept that suggestion. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. 

Mr. WILEY. The amendment I pro- 
pose is that, in line 15, on page 3, the 
date be changed from August 15 to Feb- 
ruary 1. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the vote by which the commit- 
tee amendment, beginning on page 2, 
line 8, was agreed to, will be reconsidered. 
The amendment now offered by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. WILEY] is in 
order. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 
consin {Mr. Wiey] to the committee 
amendment, on page 3, line 15, to strike 
out “August 15” and insert “February 1.” 

The amendment to the committee 
amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Further 
amendments are in order. If there be 
no further amendments, the question is 
on the engrossment of the amendments 
and the third reading of the bill. 
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The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill.to be read a-third 
time. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. BARKLEY. On the passage of the 
bill I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll, 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was 
called). I am advised that on this vote 
the senior Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
Gass], with whom I have a pair, would 
vote “nay”. I therefore transfer my pair 
to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. WIL- 
Lis] who, if present, would vote “yea,” 
and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called), I refer to my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Doxey], Not 
being advised how he would vote on this 
question, I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Tosey] who, if present, would vote “yea,” 
and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. STEWART (when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. HOL- 
MAN]. I understand that, if present, he 
would vote as I intend to vote. There- 
fore I am at liberty to vote. I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MEAD. I announce the unavoid- 
able absence of the senior Senator from 
New York (Mr. Wacner]. If present, he 
would vote “yea” on the final passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am advised that if 
present and voting the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Smit] would vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. I announce the ab- 
sence of my colleague the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CHANDLER] on official 
business, and that if present he would 
vote “yea” upon the passage of the bill. 

Iannounce that the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. Hucues] is absent because of 
illness. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
WALLGREN] is absent in the performance 
of his duties as a member of the Commit- 
tee to Investigate National Defense. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
Hatcu], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Morpock], and the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. O’MaHoney] are conducting 
hearings in the West and are therefore 
necessarily absent. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BankKnHEAD and Mr. HILL], the Senators 
from Mississippi [Mr. Brso and Mr. 
Doxey], the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. Butow], the Senator from Nevada 
(Mr, BUNKER], the Senators from Arkan- 
sas [Mrs. Caraway and Mr, SPENCER], the 
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. CHAVEZ], 
the Senators from Louisiana [Mr. OVER- 
ton and Mr. ELLENDER], the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. GILLETTE], the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Senators from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Lez and Mr. THOMAS], 
the Senator from Illinois {Mr. Lucas], 
the Senators from South Carolina [Mr. 
Smr and Mr. MAYBANK], the Senator 
from Texas (Mr. O’DanteL], and the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] 
are necessarily absent. 


The 
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Mr. McNARY. Tke Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Davis}, the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Aren], the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. REED], the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], and the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. BALL] 
would vote “yea” if present. They are 
unavoidably absent. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] 
is absent on the business of the Senate as 
a member of the Truman committee. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Gurney] and the Senator from Oregon 
{Mr. Houtman] are absent on official busi- 
ness. 

The Senator from Vermont (Mr. Avs- 
TIN], the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
Barzsour], the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. BUTLER], the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr, Lancer], the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Suipsteap], the Senator 
from North Dakota (Mr. Nyz], the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. TOBEY], 
and the Senator from Indiana [Mr, 
Wittts} are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Tuomas] 
is unavoidably detained. If present he 
would yote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 47, 
nays 5, as follows: 


YEAS—47 
Andrews Hayden Reynolds 
Bailey Herring Rosier 
Barkley Johnson, Calif. Schwartz 
Bone Johnson, Colo. Smathers 
Brewster Kilgore Stewart 
Bridges La Follette Taft 
Brooks Thomas, Utah 
Brown McCarran Truman 
Capper McFarland Tunnell 
i oO McKellar Tydings 

Clark, Mo McNary Vandenberg 

aher Maloney Van Nuys 
Downey Mead Waish 
Gerry Murray White 
Green N Wiley 
Guffey Pepper 

NAYS—5 

d e Russell 

Connally Radcliffe 
NOT VOTING—44 

Aiken Ellender O'Daniel 
Austin Gillette O'Mahoney 
Ball Glass Overton 
Bankhead Gurney 
Barbour Hatch Shipstead 
Bilbo Hü Smith 
Bulow Holman Spencer 
Bunker Hughes Thomas, 
Burton Langer Thomas, Okla. 
Butler Lee Tobey 
Caraway Lucas Wagner 
Chandler Maybank 
Chavez Millikin Wheeler 
Davis Murdock Willis 
Dozey Nye 


So the bill H, R. 7416 was passed. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments, request a conference with the 
House thereon, and that the Chair ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Does that motion 
contemplate only the amendments which 
were agreed to? 


The question is 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Green]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. GREEN, 
Mr. GEORGE, Mr. CONNALLY, Mr, BRIDGES, 
and Mr. Wizey conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 
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APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS OF 
OFFICER PERSONNEL IN THE NAVY 
AND THE MARINE CORPS 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, on Au- 
gust 17 the distinguished Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. McNary], in a colloquy with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
REYNOLDS], the chairman of the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee, requested infor- 
mation in regard to promotions in the 
Army and the Navy. The Senator from 
Oregon then requested a list of appoint- 
ments to officer rank in the Regular Navy 
and Marine Corps, and promotions of 
such personnel, since September 1940, 
That information has been obtained from 
the Navy Department, and I now ask 
unanimous consent to have the infor- 
mation printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the matter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU or NAVAL PERSONNEL, 
Washington, D, C., August 21, 1942. 

Memorandum for Senator WALSH: 

Subject: Appointments and promotions of 
officer personnel. 

Reference: (a) Your telephone message of 
August 18, 1942, relating to Senator Mc- 
Nagy’s remarks on page 6870 of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp dated August 17, 1942. 

Enclosure: (A) List of appointments to officer 
rank in the Regular Navy and Naval Reserve 
and promotion of such personnel since 
September 1940. 

1, Enclosed herewith is the information re- 
quested by Senator McNary in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of August 17. 

H. G. Horwoop, 
Commander, United States. Navy. 


— 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU oF NAVAL PERSONNEL, 
Washington, D. C., August 15, 1942. 
Subject: Appointments and promotions of 
officer personnel. 
Reference: Page 6870, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 

dated August 17, 1942, 

1. The following information on the re- 
quest of Senator McNary is submitted: 

(a) Appointments to officer rank of the 
Regular Navy since the enactment of the 
Selective Training and Service Act, Septem- 
ber 16, 1940: 


int- 
Rank to which appointed pierd 


Lieutenant commander.....j 3 /]...........--- 
D T ENE RESETA 25 
Ens hs = ast 
Warrant and chief warrant.. 8, 085 


RON enaa 


(b) Appointments to officer rank in the 
Navel Reserve since the enactment of the 
Selective Training and Service Act, September 
16, 1940, from civilian sources: 

Rank to which appointed: 


Lieutenant (junior grade) and 
ensign 


(c) Officer personnel of the Regular Navy 
and the Naval Reserve who have been pro- 


AUGUST 25 


moted, permanent and temporary since Ssp- 
tember 1940: 


Rank to which promoted ee ey 
Rear admiral... ........++.---0---- 2 3 
Captain........-... 9 80 
Commander. _...-....... 174 251 
Lieutenani commander... 2, 248 265 
Lieutenant. ......----..- 6, 846 102 
Lieutenant (junior grade. 8, 622 6 

gu (warrant to 107 |... 

pai REL dn. aa eA, 11, 826 18,098 | 708 


HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES 
Maeine Corps, 
Washington, August 22, 1942. 
Memorandum for; Senator Wars, Senate 

Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Subject; Appointments and promotions of 
efficer personnel of the Marine Corps. 
Reference: (a) Page 6370, CONGRESSIONAL 

Recorp dated August 17, 1942. 

1. In connection with the request of Sen- 
ator McNary, as indicated in reference (a), 
the following information is submitted: 

(a) Appointments to officer rank of the 
Regular Marine Corps since the enactment 
of the Selective Training and Service Act, 
September 16, 1940; 


Rank to which appointed | Pointments A 


(b) Appointments to officer rank in the 
Marine Corps Reserve since the enactment of 
the Selective Training and Service Act, Sep- 
tember 16, 1940, from civilian sources: 


Rank to which appointed: 


(c) Officer personnel of the Regular Marine 
Corps and the Marine Corps Reserve who have 


been promoted, permanent and temporary, 
since September 1940: 


Rani: to which appointed 


Major general: .-........---...-.- 
Brigadier general 
Colonel. p 


eee 


E. A, OSTERMANN, 
Brigadter General, Adjutant and 
Inspector, Untied States Marine Corps, 


Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, I desire 
to express to the very distinguished Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsa] the 
chairman of the Naval Affairs Commit- 
tee, my appreciation for his promptness 
and kindness in this matter. 
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ACCEPTANCE OF WIDENER ART 
COLLECTION 


Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate Joint 
Resolution 160. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator 
state what the joint resolution is? 

Mr. McNARY. Let it be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint 
resolution will be stated by title for the 
information of the Senate. 

The CHEF CLERK. A joint resolu- 
tion (S. J. Res. 160) providing for the 
acceptance of title to the Widener Art 
Collection of Philadelphia, and for other 
purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection, 
and I cannot conceive of any objection 
being raised at this time. I hope the 
joint resolution will be passed. 

There being no objection, the joint 
resolution (S. J. Res. 160) providing for 
the acceptance of title to the Widener 
Art Collection of Philadelphia, and for 
other purposes, was considered, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the faith of the United 
States is pledged that, upon acceptance for 
the Smithsonian Institution by the trustees 
of the National Gallery of Art, in accordance 
with the provisions of the act of March 24, 
1937 (50 Stat. 51; U. S. C., title 20, secs. 
71-75), of a collection of works of art as a 
gift effected by Joseph E, Widener, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., pursuant to the terms of the 
will of the late P. A. B. Widener, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., the United States will provide 
the National Gallery of Art with such funds 
as may be necessary for the payment of any 
taxes which may be levied as a result of the 

ift. 
: There is hereby authorized to be appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, such amount as may 
be necessary to carry out the provisions of 
this joint resolution. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Mr, BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business, 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 


Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on 
Post Ojfices and Post Roads, reported favor- 
ably the nominations of several pcstmasters. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc- 
Fartanp in the chair). If there be no 
further reports of committees, the clerk 
will proceed to state the nominations on 
the Executive Calendar. 


POSTMASTERS 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read sun- 
dry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask that the nomi- 
nations of postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc, and that the President be imme- 
diately notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nominations of post- 
masters are confirmed en bloc, and the 
President will be immediately notified. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


THE ARMY 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read sun- 
dry nominations in the Army. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Army 
nominations be confirmed en bloc, and 
that the President be immediately 
notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Army nominations are con- 
firmed en bloc, and the President will be 
immediately notified. ‘That completes 
the calendar. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn until 
Thursday next. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o’clock and 1 minute p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Thursday, August 27, 
1942, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate August 25, 1942; 


In THE ARMY 


APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFERS, IN THE REGULAR 
ARMY 


To Judge Advocate General’s Department 


Capt. Robert Emzy Chandler 
Capt. Frank Pickering Corbin, Jr. 
Capt. Edward Joseph Burke 
To Quartermaster Corps 
First Lt. Heinz Weisemann 
To Ordnance Department 
First Lt. Loyd Kenneth Pepple 
To Injantry 
Second Lt. Leslie Allison 
To Air Corps 


Capt. James Eilison Glattly 

First Lt. Oscar Baker Stcely 

First Lt. Henry Leland Crouch, Jr. 

Second Lt. Straughan Downing Kelsey 

Second Lt, Daniel Campbell Brawner 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 

Eugene Villaret to be colonel, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps, with rank from August 1, 1942. 

Cuyler Liewellyn Clark to be colonel, Field 
Artillery, with rank from August 1, 1942. 

Reiff Hesser Hannum to be colonel, Ord- 
nance Department, with rank from August 
1, 1942. 

William Stanley Bagnall to be captain, 
Medical Corps, with rank from August 1, 
1942. 

POSTMASTERS 
ALABAMA 
Julian J. Chambliss, Hurtsboro. 
COLORADO 

Robert P, James, Cedaredge. 

Perry N. Cameron, De Beque. 

Sadie P. Aspaas, Ignacio. 

Gus C. Flake, Manitou Springs. 

Oren E. Stallings, Yuma, 

INDIANA 


Alpha T. McKnight, Cicero. 
Emma V. Spinks, Dugger. 
James E. Freeman, Ellettsville. 
Ralph W. Kimmerling, Frankton. 
Homer Stephens, La Fontaine. 
Douglas A. Blaising, New Haven. 
Edward G. Marburger, Peru. 
Harry E. Patterson, Thorntown, 
Marion H. Rice, Wolcottville. 
MAINE 
Roland S. Plummer, Harrington. 
F. Raymond Brewster, Ogunquit. 
Earll W. Gott, South West Harbor, 
PENNSYLVANIA 
Lenus I. Wertz, Landisburg. 
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TENNESSEE 
Allen B. Shaddy, Petersburg. 

TEXAS 
John M. O. Littlefield, Crosbyton. 
Willie N. Cargill, Eddy. 
Rubye Alice Wilson, Elsa, 
Zora Harold Bonner, Hamlin, 
Arch A. Gary, Henderson, 
Joseph W. Perry, Hooks. 
Orpha M. Reinertsen, Imperial. 
Maggie L. Spear, Stockdale. 
Gordon L. Orr, Tioga. 


SENATE 
Tuurspay, AuGust 27, 1942 


Chaplain R. D. Workman, D. D., Chief 
of Chaplains, United States Navy, offered 
the following prayer: 


Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, we 
look to Thee reverently and humbly ere 
we take up the tasks of a new day. 

Experience has taught us that when 
we rely upon our own mental and moral 
strength we are apt to fail in our en- 
deavors. 

Likewise, O God, we realize that the 
highest and noblest ideals which we are 
capable of comprehending come to us 
when we draw near to Thee. Therefore, 
we bow this day, seeking Thy blessing 
and the guiding influence of Thy Holy 
Spirit. 

Look with favor upon our people, we 
pray Thee, as we endeavor to defend, 
protect, and perpetuate that great herit- 
age of material, civic, and religious bless- 
ings which, in Thy providence, Thou 
didst vouchsafe to bestow upon our God- 
fearing forefathers when the foundations 
of our Nation were laid. 

Comfort, Heavenly Father, those who 
sorrow because of sacrifices made upon 
the altar of devotion to and love of our 
country, 

Inspire, direct, and give strength to 
our chosen leaders in all departments of 
government as they perform their duties. 

And may Thy Kingdom come and Thy 
will be done on earth as it is in heaven. 
Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, 
August 25, 1942, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, inas- 
much as we hope to have a call of the 
calendar today, I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Chandler Hayden 
Andrews Clark, Idaho Herring 
Austin Clark, Mo, Johnson, Calif. 
Bailey Connally Johnson, Colo. 
Barbour Danaher Kilgore 
Barkley Davis La Follette 
Brewster Downey Lodge 

Brown George McCarran 
Burton Gerry McFarland 
Byra Green MeXellar 
Capper Guffey McNary 
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Maloney Rosier ‘Truman 
Mead Russell Tunnell 
Murray Smathers Tydings 
Norris Stewart Vandenberg 
Pepper Taft Van Nuys 
Radcliffe Thomas, Idaho Walsh 
Reynolds Thomas, Utah Wiley 


Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to announce 
that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Hucues! is absent on account of illness. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER! and the Senator from Wash- 
ington {Mr. WALLGREN] are absent as 
members of the Committee Investigating 
the National Defense. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
Hatcu], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Mourpock], and the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. O’Manonzy] are attending 
hearings in the West. 

The Senators from Alabama [Mr. 
BanxuHeaD and Mr. HILL], the Senators 
from Mississippi [Mr. BıLso and Mr. 
Doxey], the Senator from South Dakota 
(Mr. Burow], the Senator from Nevada 
(Mr. BUNKER], the Senators from Arkan- 
sas [Mrs. Caraway and Mr. SPENCER], 
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
Cuavez], the Senators from Louisiana 
[Mr. ELLENDER and Mr. Overton], the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Guass], the 
Senators from Oklahoma [Mr. Ler and 
Mr. Tuomas], the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Lucas], the Senators from South 
Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK and Mr. SMITH], 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL], 
the Senator from Wyoming ([Mr. 
Scuwartz], the Senator from New York 
(Mr. Wacner], and the Senator from 
Montana (Mr, WHEELER] are necessarily 
absent, 

The Senator from Washington [Mr, 
Bone] is detained in one of the Govern- 
ment departments on several matters 
pertaining to the State of Washington. 

Mr. McNARY. I announce that the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Batu], the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BRIDGES], the Senator from Illinois [Mr., 
Brooks], the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. Butter], the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Lancer], the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN], the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Nye], the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Reep], and the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. WILLIS] are 
necessarily absent, 

The Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
Gurney] and the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. Horman] are absent on official busi- 
ness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-four 
Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States submitting 
nominations was communicated to the 
ae by Mr. Miller, one of his secre- 

es, 


THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Acting Admin- 
istrator of the Federal Security Agency, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legisla- 
tion relating to the organization and 
functions of the Public Health Service, 
which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 
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REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
COMMERCE 


Mr. MALONEY, from the Committee 
on Commerce, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 2693) to provide for the instruc- 
tion of meteorological students in 
weather forecasting, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 
1586) thereon. 


REPORT ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE 
PAPERS 


Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select 
Committee on the Disposition of Execu- 
tive Papers, to which was referred, for 
examination and recommendation, a list 
of records transmitted to the Senate by 
the Archivist of the United States which 
appeared to have no permanent value or 
historical interest, submitted a report 
thereon pursuant to law. 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF SENATE REPORT 
NO. 1554—TEMPORARY TRANSFER OF 
CERTAIN GOVERNMENTAL EMPLOYEES 
TO NATIONAL DEFENSE AGENCIES 


Mr. HAYDEN. By direction of the 
Committee on Printing, I report favor- 
ably Senate Resolution 285, and ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 285), submitted by Mr. 
Typrneés on August 20, i942, was consid- 
ered and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That 12,000 additional copies of 
Senate Report No. 1554, current session, as 
submitted to the Senate by a subcommittee 
of the Committee on Appropriations pur- 
suant to a resolution (S. Res. 223, current 
session) authorizing an investigation to de- 
termine whether certain governmental em- 
ployees may be temporarily transferred to 
national defense agencies to expedite the 
prosecution of the war, be printed for the 
use of said subcommittee. 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


As in executive session, 
The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

Several persons for appointment in the 
Army Specialist Corps; and 

Sundry officers for appointment and/or 
promotion in the Regular Army. 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Capt. William K. Harrill to be a rear ad- 
miral in the Navy, for temporary service, to 
rank from July 7, 1942; and 

Several officers for appointment, and sun- 
dry citizens to be second lieutenants, all in 
the Marine Corps. 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Mr. WALSH introduced the following 
bills, which were each read twice by their 
titles and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 


8.2739. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to grant easements for rights-of- 
way over, across, in, and upon naval reser- 
vations; and 

8.2740. A bill to provide for furnishing 
transportation for certain Government and 
other personnel necessary for the effective 
prosecution of the war, and for other pur- 
poses. 
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SOLDIERS WANT TO FIGHT—ARTICLE 
FROM ST. LOUIS POST-DISPATCH 


[Mr. TRUMAN asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Record an article from 
the St Louis Post-Dispatch of August 24, 
1942, entitled “Soldiets Want. To Fight,” 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


PLANNING FOR POST-WAR RECONSTRUC- 
TION—ARTICLE BY FRED BRENCK- 
MAN 


[Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the Appendix 
an article on planning for post-war recon- 
struction, written by Fred Brenckman, and 
published in the National Grange Monthly 
of September 1942, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION RELATIVE TO 
BAN ON RECORDINGS BY THE AMERI- 
CAN FEDERATION OF MUSICIANS 


Mr. CLARK of Idaho, Mr. President, 
I offer for appropriate reference a reso- 
lution, and I ask unanimous consent at 
this time that the resolution may be 
read at the desk for the information of 
the Senate, and that I may be permitted 
to have a few minutes briefiy to explain it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Idaho? The Chair hears none. 
The resolution will be read. 

The legislative clerk read the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 286), as follows: 


Whereas the American Federation of Mu- 
Siclans, through its president, James C. 
Petrillo, on June 25, 1942, forbade musicians 
who are members of the American Federa- 
tion of Musicians to play or contract for re- 
cordings, transcriptions, or any other form 
of mechanical reproduction of music; and 

Whereas James C, Petrillo, in a letter 
written to the President of the United 
States on December 27, 1941, recognized and 
acknowledged that “music always has been 
and is today one of the finest media for 
maintaining high public morale,” and 
pledged the American Federation of Musi- 
cians to do everything possible to aid in the 
fight for freedom; and 

Whereas on July 28, 1942, Elmer Davis, 
Director of the Office of War Information, re- 
quested James C. Petrillo“* * * on behalf 
of the people of the United States and on 
behalf of the War Department, the Navy De- 
partment, the Marine Corps, the Coast 
Guard, the Treasury Department, the Office 
of Civillan Defense, and the Office of War 
Information” to “consider it your patriotic 
duty to stand by your pledge of December 
27, 1941, and withdraw your ultimatum of 
June 25, 1942,” and said request was re- 
fused; and 

Whereas the mechanical reproduction of 
music is universally used in coin-operated 
phonographs located in hotels, restaurants, 
and amusement centers which are widely 
patronized by the general public, including 
members of the armed forces of the United 
States, and affords the principal means of 
musical entertainment and recreation for 
millions of civilian listeners and the only 
regular musical entertainment, other than 
radio, available to members of the armed 
forces in their recreation centers; and 

Whereas the radio broadcast stations 
which are adversely affected by the said pro- 
hibition are principally the smaller stations 
which are not financially able to afford sta- 
tion orchestras and which serve millions of 
American citizens, particularly in the smaller 
communities and in the rural areas; and 

Whereas the actions of the American Fed- 
eration of Musicians and its president, James 
©. Petrillo, will deprive millions of radio 
listeners from hearing musical recordings, 
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jeopardize the national morale during a 
period of great emergency, and imperil the 
service and existence of hundreds of radio 
stations in the United States; and 

Whereas the American Federation of Mu- 
sicians virtually controls the freedom of ac- 
tion of the majority of all musicians in the 
United States; and 

Whereas the American Federation of Mu- 
sicians, through its president, James C. Pe- 
trillo, in July 1942 prevented the broadcast- 
ing by radio of the annual festival of high- 
school-age student musicians from Inter- 
lochen, Mich., thus depriving American citi- 
zens of their freedom to make known their 
musical talents and impeding the national 
musical educational program for young mu- 
sicians; and 

Whereas the Government of the United 
States, through its Department of Justice, 
has recognized that the actions of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Musicians and its presi- 
dent, James C. Petrillo, hereinbefore set forth, 
are of such serious nature as to warrant suit 
in Federal court against the said American 
Federation of Musicians and James C. Petrillo 
and its other officers, charging violation of 
the Sherman antitrust law; and 

Whereas the free American system, with 
which the American people are vitally con- 
cerned and for the preservation of which 
they are now expending their lives and sub- 
stance in a great war, demands the elimina- 
tion of any such abuses and controls which 
are contrary to our national interests: There- 
fore be it 

Resolved, That for the purpose of consider- 
ing appropriate legislation of the subject 
matters hereof, the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, or any duly authorized subcom- 
mittee thereof, is authorized and directed to 
make, and to report to the Senate the results 
of a thorough and complete investigation of 
acts, practices, methods, and omissions to act, 
by persons, partnerships, associations, cor- 
porations, and other entities in interstate and 
foreign commerce, which may or do interfere 
with, or obstruct the national welfare, the 
public morale, or affect the public good orig- 
inating from or as a result of the actions of 
the American Federation of Musicians and its 
president, James C. Petrillo, in denying mem- 
bers of the American Federation of Musicians 
the right to perform music for recordings and 
transcriptions destined to be played for re- 
preductions by radio stations and coin- 
operated phonographs, including among other 
things— 

(1) Restraints of trade by foreign or do- 
mestic persons, partnerships, associations, 
corporations, or other entities, whether 
through monopolies or otherwise affecting 
the manufacture and production of, or play- 
ing for, musical records and transcriptions, 
and the control of music and music produc- 
tion in the United States. 

(2) Financial arrangements and demands 
therefor with respect to profits, salaries, 
bonuses, or other honorariums, which may 
have been arranged for, accepted, or de- 
man¢ed by individuals or organizations af- 
fecting the manufacture and production of, 
or playing for, musical records and transcrip- 
tions and the control of music and music 
production in the United States. 

The Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
or any duly authorized subcommittee there- 
of, is authorized and directed to obtain such 
facts as other Government agencies may 
have, and to secure the assistance of other 
Government agencies in the investigation 
hereby authorized. 

For the purposes of this resolution the 
committee or any duly authorized subcom- 
mittee thereof is authorized to hold such 
hearings, to sit and act at such times and 
places, either in the District of Columbia or 
elsewhere, during the sessions, recesses, and 
adjourned periods of the Senate in the Sev- 
enty-seventh and subsequent Congresses, to 
employ such experts, and clerical, steno- 
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graphic, and other assistants, to require by 
subpena or otherwise the attendance of such 
witnesses and the production and impound- 
ing of such books, papers, and documents, to 
administer such oaths, and to take such 
testimony and to make such expenditure as 
it deems advisable. The cost of steno- 
graphic service to report such hearings shall 
not be in excess of 25 cents per hundred 
words. The expenses of the committee, 
which shall not exceed $_.__-_-, shall be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate upon 
vouchers approved by the chairman. 


Mr. CLARK of Idaho. Mr. President, 
first I wish to express my appreciation 
to the Senate for allowing me to proceed 
for a few minutes, and I assure the Sen- 
ate that I shall take but a few minutes, 
in order to explain briefly what I con- 
sider a most vital and a most timely reso- 
lution, which I have every hope will ma- 
terialize shortly into an investigation and 
remecial legislation. 

I co not suppose there is any right- 
thinking or reflective man today who is 
not concerned about the terrific impact 
which will be made upon the economy 
of our country when the war ends, Tens 
of millions of men are going to be thrown 
out of work in the readjustment. Mil- 
lions of soldiers will be coming home, and 
the conditions resulting from the efforts 
to find work will not be pleasant to con- 
template. 

When that time comes, Mr. Presi- 
dent—and we all hope that the war will 
end soon—we are not only going to need 
strong, effective, competent political 
leadership in this country, but we are 
going to need strong, effective, competent 
labor leadership. Unless we have a disci- 
plined, competent, broad-gaged labor 
leadership when the readjustment 
comes—I hope it will not be a debacle— 
I fear the consequences, 

I believe that organized labor in this 
country as a group has conducted itself 
commendably during the war effort, and 
in the few instances in which there have 
been ugly spots, attempts have been made 
to apply remedies. In the main, labor is 
competently led, and I would be the last 
one to reflect upon it at this crucial time. 

However, Mr. President, an ugly note 
has been struck, which not only is caus- 
ing and will cause great disunity in our 
war effort, but will actually impede the 
effort itself. That ugly note is in the 
form of a gentleman by the name of 
James Caesar Petrillo. The middle name 
is strongly ironic, and was unquestion- 
ably given him by those who foresaw his 
future. 

In the latter part of July, Petrillo issued 
an order the effect of which was to stop 
the production of every phonograph rec- 
ord and every transcription in the United 
States on August 1. As the present rec- 
ords wear out and no new music of the 
type reproduced on them can be ob- 
tained, the effect of the order will be to 
destroy, in homes, in small business 
houses, in small restaurants, and in other 
places, every vestige of phonographic 
music. 

So far as the radio industry is con- 
cerned, the large networks will be able 
to take care of themselves. However, 
Mr. President, I am thinking of the little 
radio stations in Idaho, Iowa, Montana, 
South Carolina, and elsewhere, a great 
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deal of whose programs’ time must nec- 
essarily be devoted to so-called canned 
music. I am thinking of the little 
stations which already are beginning 
to feel the pinch of war as adver- 
tising falls off. I am thinking of 
all the little restaurants throughout 
the land which use mechanical music 
as a device for making the surroundings 
pleasant for their customers while they 
are eating. I am not concerned about 
the large dining establishments which are 
able to hire orchestras, but I am con- 
cerned about the little fellow, whom an- 
other little fellow, James Caesar Petrillo, 
is attempting to destroy, and whom he 
will destroy if allowed to go on unchecked. 

I am thinking, also, Mr. President, of 
the boys in the Army camps of our coun- 
try. At the recreation centers of those 
camps there are electrical and mechan- 
ical reproducing devices. I am thinking 
of the soldier with his little radio who 
listens to the little stations. I am think- 
ing of his recreation as much as anything 
else. Yet, there steps upon the scene 
one man, who, by virtue of his power and 
his gangster methods, undertakes to put 
out of business a whole industry, and to 
deprive those who are working in that in- 
dustry of the opportunity of making a 
livelihood. 

I am thinking of the situation which 
the Senator from Michigan | Mr. VANDEN- 
BERG] so ably portrayed a few days ago. 
He referred to a little amateur band in 
a small town in Michigan which was 
put off the air by virtue of the tactics 
of James Caesar Petrillo. 

I am thinking of all those things, Mr. 
President. I am thinking of the tens of 
millions of radios in the homes through- 
out the country, and of phonographs, 
on which the children of the family, as 
well as the adults, depend for their musi- 
cal entertainment. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? À 

Mr. CLARK of Idaho. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I think the Sen- 
ator can emphasize the incident at Inter- 
lochen, Mich., to which he has referred, 
to a greater extent than he has em- 
phasized it, because I think it is the most 
significant key to an intolerant tyranny 
of which I have ever known. 

The Senator has referred to th> Inter- 
lochen affair as involving an amateur 
band. The Interlochen National High 
School orchestra is composed of the 
finest high-school musicians from 40 
States in the Union. They are chosen 
on a competitive basis, and are directed 
voluntarily and without pay by the finest 
orchestral directors in the world. This 
organization is recognized as the greatest 
single musical cultural chrysalis in the 
whole land. That is the institution 
which Mr. James Caesar Petrillo at- 
tacked, for blindly selfish reasons, He is 
not supported in this instance by 1 out of 
200 of his own members, because the 
musicians of America recognize the fact 
that this great undertaking in Inter- 
lochen, Mich., is the greatest inspiration 
and incentive to musical culture that 
exists in the land. That is the thing at 
which James Caesar Petrillo aimed in 
his tyrannical order. I am very happy 
that the Senator from Idaho included it 
in the preamble of his resolution. 
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Mr. CLARK of Idaho. I thank the 
Senator from Michigan. I thought the 
Interlochen, Mich., incident was of such 
tremendous importance that it should be 
included in a resolution of the type which 
I have submitted. I did not mean to 
minimize it, but rather to emphasize it. 

I have related the other things, Mr. 
President, only to show the terrific ex- 
tent to which this man’s power, if al- 
lowed to remain unchecked, will go, and 
to show that the homes of the country 
will be without phonographs, that mil- 
lions of dollars worth of property will be 
made inactive, and that amateur talent 
all over the country will be destroyed. 

I shall not now take further time of 
the Senate. I intend to make an ex- 
tended address upon the subject at some 
future time. I merely ask that the reso- 
lution be referred to the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee, and that the commit- 
tee, or a subcommittee thereof, be au- 
thorized to investigate the whole nefari- 
ous racket in the interest of national 

_ unity, in the interest of our war effort, 
and in the interest of everything which 
is decent and right. I intend within a 
few days to press for action upon the 
resolution before the committee, in the 
hope that it may be reported back to the 
Senate for appropriate action. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF PART il AND 
SUBSEQUENT PARTS OF HEARINGS BE- 
FORE SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVES- 
TIGATE THE NATIONAL DEFENSE PRO- 
GRAM 


Mr. TRUMAN submitted the following 
resolution (S. Res. 287), which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of 
part 11 and each subssquent part of the hear- 
Senate authorized and directed to make a 
ings held before the special committee of the 
study and investigation of the operation of 
the national defense program be printed for 
the use of sald committee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the joint res- 
olution (S. J. Res. 160) providing for the 
acceptance of title to the Widener art 
collection of Philadelphia, and for other 
purposes. 

THE CITIZEN’S DUTY IN THE WAR— 

STATEMENT BY MARTIN TREPTOW 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, during the 
lest war a young man who lived near my 
home town in Wisconsin was found dead 
in France, and in one of the pockets of 
his uniform was found this statement 
which has been generally printed 
throughout the country: 

America must win in this war. Therefore 
I will work; I will sacrifice; I will endure; 
I will fight cheerfully and do my utmost, as if 


the issue of the whole struggle depended on 
me alone. 


This man’s name was Martin Treptow, 
and in the Courier-Wedge, a newspaper 
printed in Durand, Wis., there appeared 
an editorial regarding it which I ask to 
have printed in the Recorp following my 
remarks, 
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There being no objection, the editorial 
Was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

[From the Durand (Wis.) Courier-Wedge] 

“America must win in this war. Therefore 
I wiil work; I will sacrifice; I will endure; I 
will fight cheerfully and do my utmost, as 
if the issue of the whole struggle depended 
on me alone.” (Martin Treptow.) 

AMERICA MUST WIN THIS WAR 

The quotation at the head of our editorial 
column this week is one that should inspire 
every class of our citizens to do their full 
duty to win this war. It is not a shibboleth 
written to catch a passing fancy. It is a 
pledge found on the body of Martin Treptow, 
of Bloomer, Wis., killed in France in the iast 
war, while serving with an Iowa regiment. 
Martin’s forebears came from Europe, but 
in his actions and thoughts he symbolized 
the spirit of America as few have been able 
to do. He pledged life itself and gave it 
freely and willingly that our free way of life 
might survive. If every man in America, 
from industrialist to laborer, from farmer 
to business and professional man, caught the 
spirit of Martin Treptow we could win this 
war or any cther in short order. We are 
proud of the fact that this loyal son of 
America was born and reared in this section. 
We have many more like him, as our war 
record shows. We wish that his pledge might 
be framed and placed on the wall of every 
factory, every business place, and every home 
in America, 


THE CALENDAR 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Routine 
morning business is concluded. The cal- 
endar, under rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of measures on 
the calendar to which there is no objec- 
tion, beginning with Calendar No. 1607, 
at which point we ended consideration of 
bills at the last call of the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
clerk will proceed to state the measures 
on the calendar, beginning with Calen- 
dar No. 1607. 


MUNICIPAL WORKS FOR PETERSBURG, 
ALASKA 


The bill (H. R. 6876) to authorize the 
incorporated town of Petersburg, Alaska, 
to undertake certain municipal public 
works, including the construction of a 
dam and improvements to the hydro- 
electric plant and system, improvements 
to the water system, and construction 
and equipment of a municipal hospital, 
and for such purposes to issue bonds in 
any sum not exceeding a total of $125,000 
was considered, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed, 


BILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 2367) to amend sections 1 
and 2 of chapter XIX of the Army Ap- 
propriation Act approved July 9, 1918, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the bill 
may provide for very appropriate legis- 
lation. However, it is entirely new to me, 
and the title does not in any way indi- 
cate the subject of the proposal. I should 
like to have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. THomas] in a position to ex- 
plain the bill? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. May we pro- 
ceed with other measures on the calendar 
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for the time being? I will examine the 
bill and reply later to the able minority 
leader. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the bill go 
over for the time being. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be passed over. 

INCREASE IN NUMBER OF NAVAL 
AVIATORS 


The bill (S. 2627) to amend the act 
approved August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 864), 
entitled “An act increasing the number 
of naval aviators in the line of the Regu- 
lar Navy and Marine Corps, and for other 
purposes,” was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the 
act entitled “An act increasing the number 
of naval aviators in the line of the Regular 
Navy and Marine Corps, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 
864), is hereby amended by adding before the 
period at the end thereof the following: 
“: Provided further, That this section shall 
be effective from September 8, 1939." 


MEDICAL CARE AND FUNERAL EXPENSES 
FOR CERTAIN MEMBERS OF NAVAL RE- 
SERVE OFFICERS’ TRAINING CORPS 


The bill (S. 2676) to provide for medi- 
cal care and funeral expenses for certain 
members of the Naval Reserve Officers’ 
Training Corps was considered, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 22 of the 
act approved March 4, 1925 (34 U. S. C. 821), 
as amended, is hereby further amended as 
follows: 

First line, after “Suc. 22”, insert “(a).” 

At the end of such section insert a new 
subsection to read as follows: 

“(b) Members of the Naval Reserve Ofl- 
cers’ Training Corps who suffer disability, 
including members who have heretofore suf- 
fered disability during the present war or the 
national emergency preceding it, from per- 
sonal injury, illness, or disease occurring in 
line of duty while en route to or from and 
while participating in authorized practice 
cruises, shall, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, be en- 
titled at Government expense to such hos- 
pitalization, rehospitalization, medical and 
surgical care and treatment, in hospital or 
at their homes, as is necessary for the appro- 
priate treatment of such personal injury, 
illness, or disease until the disability result- 
ing therefrom cannot be materially improved 
by hospitalization or treatment, and to the 
necessary transportation and subsistence 
incident to such hospital and medical 
treatment and return to their homes when 
discharged therefrom.” 

Sec. 2. That section 3 (c) of the act ap- 
proved April 20, 1940 (34 U. S. C. 926), is 
hereby amended by adding at the end thereof 
the words “and members of the Naval Re- 
serve Officers’ Training Corps who die while 
en route to or from or while participating in 
authorized practice cruises or while hospital- 
ized or undergoing treatment as provided 
in section 22 (b) of the act approved March 
4, 1925 (34 U. S. C. 821), as amended.” 

Sec. 3. Appropriations currently available 
for transportation, medical care, and treat- 
ment of naval personnel and funeral expenses 
of deceased members of the naval service 
shall be available for the expenditures au- 
thorized by this act. 


EXCHANGE OF LAND AT MECHANICS- 
BURG, PA. 
The bill (S. 2677) to authorize an ex- 
change of land at Mechanicsburg, Pa., 
between Edgar Eberly and the United 
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States was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
transfer under such conditions as may be 
approved by the said Secretary to Edgar 
Eberly, of Mechanicsburg, Pa., without cost 
to said Edgar Eberly, all right, title, and in- 
terest of the United States in and to a strip 
of land containing 3.97 acres, more or less, in 
Mechanicsburg, Pa., metes and boynds de- 
scription of which is on file in the Navy 
Department. 

Sec, 2. The Secretary of the Navy is further 
authorized on behalf of the United States to 
accept from Edgar Eberly, of Mechanicsburg, 
Pa., without cost to the United States, all 
right, title, and interest of said Edgar Eberly 
in and to a strip of land consisting of 3.97 
acres, more or less, in Mechanicsburg, Pa., 
metes and bounds description of which is on 
file in the Navy Department. 


NAVY RATION IN KIND 


The bill (S. 2678) to amend the act 
approved March 2, 1933, by suspending 
the provisions relative to a Navy ration 
in kind, and for other purposes, was con- 
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of 
the act approved March 2, 1933 (34 U. S. C. 
902a), prescribing a ration in kind shall be 
suspended except im those cases where the 
Secretary of the Navy may determine such 
suspension contrary to the best interests of 
the Navy: Provided, That during any period 
of suspension, the Secretary of the Navy is 
authorized to fix the limit of the cost of the 
rations furnished persons entitled thereto, 

Sec, 2. The authority granted in this act 
shall remain in force until 6 months after 
the termination of the present war, or until 
such earlier time as the Congress by con- 
current resolution or the President by proc- 
lamation may designate. 


TRANSPORTATION OF DEPENDENTS AND 
HOUSEHOLD EFFECTS OF CERTAIN 
PERSONNEL 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2679) to authorize the transpor- 
tation of dependents and household ef- 
fects of personnel of the Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Coast Guard, incident to se- 
cret or confidential orders, and for other 
purposes, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, to add at the end of the 
bill a new section, so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That officers and en- 
listed men of the Navy, Marine Corps, and 
Coast Guard, and the reserve components 
thereof when on active duty, of grades en- 
titling them to transportation of depend- 
ents and household effects on change of 
stations, ordered from duty in the United 
States to duty overseas under secret or con- 
fidential orders shall, upon application of 
such personnel or their dependents, be en- 
titled to transportation for their dependents 
and household effects, including packing and 
crating thereof, from their stations or places 
of storage in the United States to any other 
points in the United States, and from such 
points to new stations in the United States 
to which such personnel may be subsequently 
ordered for duty, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe: 
Provided, That in lieu of copies of orders to 
or from such overseas stations a certifica- 
tion of the Chief of Naval Personnel, Com- 
mandant of the Marine Corps, Commandant 
of the Coast Guard, or such subordinates as 
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they may designate, that the personnel con- 
cerned have been so ordered shall consti- 
tute authority for transportation of depend- 
ents and household effects authorized herein, 
and such certification shall be final and con- 
clusive upon the accounting officers of the 
Government: Provided further, That under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Navy 
may prescribe, claims for reimbursement may 
be submitted by and payments made to per- 
sonnel concerned or their dependents for 
any authorized travel performed by depend- 
ents at their own expense. 

Sec. 2. This act shall be effective from 
December 8, 1941, and shall remain in force 
during the continuance of the present war 
and for 6 months after the termination of 
the war, or until such earlier time as the 
Congress by concurrent resolution or the 
President by proclamation may designate. 

Sec. 3, That the provisions of this act shall 
apply to personnel of the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey in like manner and to the same 
extent as to personnel of the Navy under 
such regulations as the Secretary of Com- 
merce may prescribe: Provided, That the 
duties and obligations imposed by this act 
upon the Chief of Naval Personnel in re- 
spect to personnel of the Navy shall devolve 
upon the Director of the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey in respect to personnel of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“A bill to authorize the transportation 
of dependents and household effects of 
personnel of the Navy, Marine Corps, 
Coast Guard, and Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, incident to secret or confidential 
orders, and for other purposes.” 


ORGANIZATION, TRAINING, AND EQUIP- 
MENT OF STATE GUARDS 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2670) to amend section 61 of the 
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended, for the purpose of providing 
State and Territorial military forces with 
such arms, ammunition, clothing, and 
equipment as is deemed necessary to en- 
able them to execute their internal se- 
curity responsibilities within their re- 
spective States and Territories, and for 
other purposes, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, on page 1, at the be- 
ginning of line 5, to insert “Src. 61. (a)”; 
on page 2, at the beginning of line 9, to 
strike out “: Provided further, That 
under”; at the beginning of line 10, to 
insert “(b) Under”; at the beginning of 
line 19, to strike out “further”; and on 
page 3, line 4, after the word “necessary”, 
to insert “The provisions of this subsec- 
tion shall terminate upon the expiration 
of 6 menths after the termination of the 
present war, or at such earlier time as the 
Congress by concurrent resolution, or the 
President by proclamation, may desig- 
nate”, so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 61 of the 
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended, be further amended to read as 
follows: 

“Sec. 61. (a) No State or Territory or 
Puerto Rico or the Canal Zone shall main- 
tain troops in time of peace other than as 
authorized in accordance with the organiza- 
tion prescribed under this act: Provided, 
That nothing contained in this act shall be 
construed as limiting the rights of the States 
and Territories and Puerto Rico and the 
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Canal Zone in the use of the National Guard 
within their respective borders in time of 
peace: Provided further, That nothing con- 
tained in this act shall prevent the organ- 
ization and maintenance of State or Terri- 
torial police or constabulary. 

“(b) Under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of War may prescribe for the organiza- 
tion, standards of training, instruction and 
discipline, the organization by and main- 
tenance within any State or Territory or 
Puerto Rico or the Canal Zone of such mili- 
tary forces other than a National Guard as 
may be provided by the laws of such State 
or Territory is hereby authorized while any 
part of the National Guard of the State or 
Territory or Puerto Rico or the Canal Zone 
concerned is in active Federal service: Pro- 
vided, That such forces shall not be called, 
ordered, or in any manner drafted, as such, 
into the military services of the United 
States; however, no person shall, by reason 
of his membership in any such unit, be ex- 
empted from military service under any Fed- 
eral law: And provided further, That the 
Secretary of War in his discretion and under 
regulations determined by him, is author- 
ized to issue, from time to time, for the use 
of such military units, to any State or Ter- 
ritory or Puerto Rico or the Canal Zone, upon 
requisition of the Governor thereof, sich 
arms, ammunition, clothing, and equipment 
as he deems necessary. The provisions of 
this subsection shall terminate upon the ex- 
piration of 6 months after the termination 
of the present war, or at such earlier time 
as the Congress by concurrent resolution, or 
ka President by proclamation, may  desig- 
nate.’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, may we 
have an explanation of the bill? I no- 
tice the clause prohibiting the States 
from having any forces under arms in 
times of peace. I do not know whether 
that is a usual provision or not. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr, President, I do not 
rise to explain the bill but only to answer 
the inquiry propounded by the able Sen- 
ator from Ohio. I think this language 
in the bill is merely to adapt the legisla- 
tion to the constitutional provision 
against States maintaining troops ex- 
cept with the consent of the Congress. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


DISPOSITION OF MONEY FROM SALE OF 
SURPLUS WILDLIFE 


The bill (S. 1615) to provide for the 
disposition of all moneys received from 
the sale or other disposition of surplus 
wildlife on refuges established under the 
Migratory Bird Conservation Act of 
February 18, 1929, and for other pur- 
poses, was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That all moneys re- 
ceived from the sale or other disposition of 
surplus animals or other wildlife, parts cr 
products thereof, or of timber, hay, grass, or 
other spontaneous products of the soil, shell, 
sand, or gravel, and from other privileges on 
refuges established under the Migratory Bird 
Conservation Act of February 18, 1929, or 
under any other law, proclamation, or Exec- 
utive order, and administered by the Fish 
and Wildlife Service of the Department of 
the Interior, not heretofore or otherwise obli- 
gated, shall be covered into the Treasury of 
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the United States and shall constitute a 
special fund, which is hereby appropriated 
and made available until expended for the 
administration, maintenance, and develop- 
ment of refuges and research into the prob- 
lems of wildlife, including fur-bearing ani- 
mais indigenous to said refuges, or other 
areas established and administered by the 
Fish and Wildlife Service of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior under the provisions of 
the Migratory Bird Conservation Act of Feb- 
ruary 18, 1929 (45 Stat. 1222), as amended, 
or under any other law, proclamation, or 
Executive order. 


INVESTIGATION AND SURVEY OF CRUS- 
TACEAN FOOD RESOURCES 


The Senate preceeded to consider the 
Joint resolution (S. J. Res, 139) provid- 
ing for an investigation and survey of 
certain crustacean food resources of the 
United States, and for other purposes, 
which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Conservation of Wildlife Re- 
sources with an amendment, on page 1, 
line 7, after the word “lobster”, to insert 
a comma and the word “oysters”, so as 
to make the joint resolution read: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the 
Interior, through the Fish avd Wildlife 
Service, is authorized and directed to make 
a full and complete investigation and survey 
with respect to the life history and habits 
of shrimps, crabs, common lobsters, spiny 
lobsters, oysters, and commercial varieties of 
clams, their distribution in the coastal 
waters of the United States, the various 
methods by which they are caught or taken, 
their economic importance and value for 
food purposes, the causes of their depletion 
in recent years, and the most feasibie and 
practical methods that may be used for their 
proper conservation in the public interest. 
The Secretary of the Interior shall report 
annually to the Congress the results of such 
investigation and survey, together with his 
recommendations, if any, for necessary legis- 
lation. 

Src. 2. For the purpose of carrying out the 

ms of this joint resolution there is 
hereby authorized to be appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SALMON FISHERIES OF THE PACIFIC 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1712) to assure conservation of 
and to permit the fullest utilization of 

-the salmon fisheries of the Pacific, and 
for other purposes, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Conser- 
vation of Wildlife Resources with amend- 
ments in section 4, on page 3, line 20, 
after the word “permit” and the semi- 
colon, to insert “and may make such 
other regulations as may be found neces- 
sary for carrying out the provisions of 
this act;” in section 5, on page 4, line 1, 
after “1940” and the comma, to strike out 
“or” and after “1941” and the comma, to 
insert “or 1942”; in line 4, after “January 
25” and the comma, to strike out “1942” 
and insert “1943”; on line 9, after “Janu- 
ary 25” and the comma, to strike out 
“1942” and insert “1943”, so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That this act shall be 
known by the short title of the Pacific Salmon 
Fishery Law. 

Sec. 2. That in order to assure conservation 
of and to permit the fullest utilization of the 
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salmon fisheries of the Pacific consistent with 
the maintenance and reasonable development 
of such fisheries from year to year— 

(a) It shall be unlawful at any time, by any 
means, or in any manner, to fish for, or catch, 
or attempt to fish for, or catch any salmon, or 
any species thereof, found in the off-shore 
waters of the Pacific coast south of 50° north 
latitude, unless and except as permitted by 
regulations made as hereinafter provided; and 

(b) It shall be unlawful to land on or bring 
into any place subject to the jurisdiction of 
the United States, for any purpose whatsoever 
other than for personal use, any salmon, or 
any spectes thereof, taken in the waters of the 
Pacific Ocean south of 50° north latitude, 
unless and except as permitted by regulations 
made as hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 3. That subject to the provisions of 
this act, and having due regard to the dis- 
tribution, abundance, economic value, natural 
history, and the times of occurrence and 
recurrence of such salmon as are found nor- 
maliy in the waters heretofore referred to, the 
Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service, De- 
partment of the Interior, is authorized and 
directed to conduct such investigations as 
may be necessary to determine when, where, 
to what extent, if at all, and by what means 
the fishing for, or capture of, any such salmon 
or species thereof may be permitted, and to 
what extent, if at all, the landing on or bring- 
ing into any place subject to the jurisdiction 
of the United States of salmon taken in the 
waters of the Pacific Ocean south of 50° north 
latitude may be permitted, and to adopt 
regulations from time to time permitting and 
governing the same in accordance with such 
determinations, which regulations shall be 
effective when published in the Federal Regis- 
ter. 
Sec. 4. That the regulations herein pro- 
vided for shall (a) divide the offshore waters 
of the Pacific coast into fishing areas; (b) 
require, without discriminating between 


those eligible, every person, company, cor-. 


poration, or association engaged in fishing 
to obtain a license or permit prior to en- 
gaging in such operations; (c) require the 
owner of any vessel or boat employed or en- 
gaged in the fishery industry to obtain a 
license or permit the use of the 
same; and may (d) specify the number an 
type of boats, nets, and other gear or appa- 
ratus that may be employed in each fishing 
area; (e) specify reasonable terms and con- 
ditions of such permits or licenses, including 
a provision for temporary suspension or rey- 
ocation thereof for violation of the provisions 
of this act or regulations authorized here- 
under; (f) require the payment of a fee of 
not to exceed $5 for any such license or per- 
mit; and may make such other regulations 
as may be found necessary for carrying out 
the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 5. That any person, company, cor- 
poration, or association establishing, in ac- 
cordance with reasonable requirements to be 
prescribed by the Director of the Fish and 
Wildlife Service, that he was actually en- 
gaged in fishing, during any of the calendar 
years 1939, 1940, 1941, or 1942, with any boat, 
net, or other gear or apparatus, the maximum 
number of which is specified by regulation 
authorized under this act, shall be entitled 
to file, prior to January 25, 1943, application 
for a permit or license to fish with such boat, 
net, or other gear or apparatus, and the Di- 
rector, subject to the provisions of this act 
and any regulations authorized hereunder, 
shall grant such permit or license. If, sub- 
sequent to January 25, 1943, and in succeed- 
ing years, the Director shall determine that 
additional permits or licenses may be issued, 
he shall give public notice of such deter- 
mination, and application for such additional 
permits or licenses may be received up to 
February 15 of that year, and shall be issued 
for each area by lot from among the appli- 
cations complying with the requirements pre- 
scribed by the Director. 
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Sec. 6. That every person, company, cor- 
poration, or association engaged in catching 
salmon in the offshore waters of the Pacific 
coast shall make such detailed reports there- 
of to the Fish and Wildlife Service of the 
Department of the Interior, on blanks fur- 
nished by it, as the Director of the Fish and 
Wildlife Service shall deem necessary to de- 
termine the ‘distribution, abundance, eco- 
nomic value, and natural history of such 
salmon. 

Sec, 7. (a) That within 20 days after pub- 
lication in the Federal Register of any regu- 
lation adopted by the Director of the Fish 
and Wildlife Service, any person, company, 
corporation, or association whose fishery op- 
erations, including employment, are affected 
directly by such regulation, shall be entitled 
to have the same reviewed by the Secretary 
of the Interior in accordance with such reá- 
sonable procedure as the Secretary shall pre- 
scribe, including the right of both the ap- 
Plicant and the Director to appear in person 
or by representative to introduce pertinent 
evidence and to be given a reasonable oppor- 
tunity to be heard 

(b) The Secretary of the Interior shall 
have authority to affirm, set aside, modify, 
or refer back to the Director for modification 
in conformity with his decision, any regula- 
tion that shall be found unreasonable for 
carrying out the purposes of this act and his 
decision shall be final. 

(c) It shall be the duty of the Secretary of 
the Interior to render a written decision upon 
each and every matter presented to him in 
accordance with the provisions of this sec- 
tion within 20 days after the presentation 
thereof. 

Sec.8. (a) Any person, company, corpora- 
tion, or association violating any of the pro- 
visions of this act or of any regulations made 
under authority of this act shall be fined, 
upon conviction thereof, for each offense, and 
each day’s continuance of such a violation 
shall constitute a separate offense, not more 
than $5,000 nor less than $50, or shall be 
imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or may 
be fined or imprisoned, or both. 

(b) All fish taken or captured contrary to 
the provisions of this act or of any regula- 
tions made pursuant thereto, shall be for- 
feited; upon a second violation, any vessel, 
boat, gear, or other apparatus used in cap- 
turing or taking such fish may be forfeited 
and all fish as captured or taken shall be 
forfeited; upon a third violation by any per- 
son, company, corporation, or association of 
any provision of this act or of any regulation 
made pursuant thereto, any vessel, boat, gear, 
or other apparatus used in the capturing or 
taking of such fish and such fish shall be 
forfeited. 

Sec. 9. That any employee of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior authorized by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to enforce the provi- 
sions of this act shall have power, without 
warrant, to arrest any person committing a 
violation of this act or of any regulations, 
issued pursuant to the provisions of this act 
in his presence or view and to take such per- 
son immediately for examination or trial be- 
fore an officer or court of competent jurisdic- 
tion; and shall have power to execute any 
warrant or process issued ‘by an officer or 
court of competent jurisdiction for the en- 
forcement of the provisions of this act. The 
several judges of the courts established un- 
der the laws of the United States, and the 
United States Commissioners, may, within 
their respective jurisdictions, upon proper 
oath or affirmation showing probable cause, 
issue warrants in all su h cases. All fish 
taken or captured and any vessel, boat, gear, 
or other apparatus used or which may be 
used in the capture or taking of fish, or any 
species thereof, contrary to the provisions of 
this act or of any regulations made pursuant 
thereto may, when found, be seized by any 
such employee, or by any marshal, or deputy 
marshal, ang, subject to the provisions of 
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subsection 8 (b) of this act, upon conviction 
of the offender or upon judgment of a court 
of the United States that the same were 
captured or taken, used, or capable of use, 
contrary to the provisions of this act or of 
any regulation made pursuant thereto, shall 
be forfeited to the United States and disposed 
of as directed by the court having jurisdic- 
tion: Provided, That any such fish, vessel, 
boat, gear, or other apparatus seized as afore- 
said shall be released upon the posting of a 
bond in lieu thereof in the value of the thing 
so seized as fixed by the court having juris- 
diction. 

Sec. 10. That it shall be unlawful for any 
person to deliver or knowingly receive for 
transportation, or knowingly transport, by 
any means whatsoever, from any State, Terri- 
tory, or the District of Columbia, to or 
through any other State, Territory, or the 
District. of Columbia, or to or. through any 
foreign country, any salmon or any species 
thereof, if such salmon has been either 
caught, killed, taken, sold, purchased, pos- 
sesscd, or transported, at any time, contrary 
to the law of the State, Territory, or the 
District of Columbia in which it was caught, 
killed, taken, sold, purchased, or possessed, 
or from which it was transported; and no 
person shall knowingly purchase or receive 
any such salmon which has been trans- 
ported in violation of the provisions of this 
section; nor shall any person receiving any 
shipment of salmon transported in interstate 
commerce make any false record or render a 
false account of the contents of such ship- 
_ ment. 

Sec. 11. That the violation of any provi- 
sion of this act may be prosecuted in any 
district court of the United States having 
jurisdiction of the defendant. And it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to enforce the provisions of this act and the 
rules and regulations made thereunder. It 
shall be the duty of the United States at- 
torney to whom any violation is reported by 
any agent or representative of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior to institute proceedings 
necessary to carry out the provisions of this 
act. 

Serc, 12. That there is authorized to be ap- 
Propriated, from time to time, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for the Fish and Wildlife Service of 
the Department of the Interior, such amounts 
as May be necessary to carry out the provi- 
sions and to accomplish the purposes of this 
act and regulations made pursuant thereto, 
and the Secretary of the Interior is author- 
ized out of such moneys, to employ in the 
city of Washington and elsewhere such. per+ 
sons and means as he may deem necessary for 
such purpose and may cooperate with other 
Federal agencies and with local authorities 
in the protection,’ preservation, and develop- 
ment of the salmon fisheries of the Pacific 
Ocean and make the necessary investigations 
connected therewith. 

Sec. 13. That nothing contained in this act 
shall be construed to affect any existing 
treaty or convention to which the United 
States Is a party. 

Sec.14. That if any clause, sentence, par- 
agraph, or part of this act shall, for any 
reason, be adjudged by any court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction to be invalid, such judgment 
shall not affect, impair, or invalidate the re- 
mainder thereof, but shall be confined in its 
operation to the clause, sentence, paragraph, 
or part thereof directly involved in the con- 
troversy in which such judgment shall have 
been rendered. 

Sec. 15. That all acts or parts of acts incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

- The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
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EXCHANGE OF LANDS IN NORTHWEST 
ý WASHINGTON 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7145) to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Secretary of the Interior 
to make exchanges with the Defense 
Homes Corporation of certain lands in 
northwest Washington, and for other 
purposes, which had been. reported from 
the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, on page 3, line 2, 
after “parcel” to strike out “33/44” and 
insert “33/41.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
rassed. 

PENSIONS TO MEMBERS OF THE REGULAR 

ARMY, NAVY, OR COAST GUARD FOR 

INJURY OR DISEASE 


The bill (S. 1882) granting pensions to 
persons who suffered injury or disease 
prior to final induction in the Regular 
Army, Navy, or Coast Guard, and for 
other purposes, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I should 
like to have an explanation of the bill. 

` Mr. DANAHER, Since I am unable to 
afford an explanation, I should like to 
have someone on the committee which 
has reported the bill state whether or 
not there is objection to the bill being 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 
We have in the Committee on Finance a 
permanent subcommittee on veterans’ 
pension legislation, and many such bills 
have previously been referred to that 
committee, to the end that. they would 
there be reviewed and thereafter report- 
ed. That course has been uniformly fol- 
lowed, so far as I know, and unless there 
be objection, and an explanation as to 
why there should be present action on 
the bill now before us, I would respect- 
fully move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In view of the fact 
that the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
ScHwartz], who is the author of the bill 
and who reported it, is not present, being 
unavoidably ebsent today, the bill should 
probably go over until he returns. 

Mr. DANAHER. That course is agree- 
able to me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be passed over. 

BILL AND RESOLUTION PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 1947) to authorize pensions 
for certain physically or mentally help- 
less children, and for other purposes, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. DANAHER. I think the same dis- 
position should be made of this bill that 
was made of the bill just called. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be passed over. 

The resolution (S. Res. 283) to pay at- 
torneys’ fees in the so-called William 
Langer election case was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. McNARY. In the absence of the 
able Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas] 
and the able Senator from North Dakota 
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(Mr. Lancer], I think this resolution 
should go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu- 
tion will be passed over. 


CLAIMS FOR BENEFITS BY CERTAIN MEM- 
BERS OF THE RESERVE CORPS 


The Senate preceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2524) to allow an additional 
period of 6 months in which certain 
members of the Officers’ Reserve Corps 
and the Enlisted Reserve Corps of the 
Army, or their beneficiaries, may make 
claim for benefits under the act of July 
18, 1940, which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an additional 
pericd of 6 months from the date of enacte 
ment of this act is hereby granted in which 


-to make claims for disability or death bene- 


fits under the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to extend the benefits of the United 
States Employees’ Compensation Act to mem- 
bers of the Officers’ Reserve Corps and of the 
Enlisted Reserve Corps of the Army who were 
physically injured in lne of duty while per- 
forming active duty or engeged in authorized 
training between dates of February 28, 1925, 
and July 15, 1939, both inclusive, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 18, 1940. 


Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, this bill 
is not inherently within the scope of our 
action respecting Calendar No. 1623 and 
Calendar No. 1624, but it well may be that 
some explanation from a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs can ade- 
quately sever the bill from the principle 
applicable to the other two mentioned. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah.. Mr. President, 
Senate bill 2524 is a bill introduced by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typ- 
Ings]. It merely allows an extension 
of 6 months to officers of the Reserve 
Corps and enlisted men of the Reserve 
Corps to make application for certain 
benefits to which other officers and men 
are entitled. It does not grant an appli- 
cation, it does not “appropriate any 
money, it merely extends the time with- 
in which application may be made. 

Mr: DANAHER,. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I am glad to 
yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Is it not true that the 
head of the Veterans’ Administration, 
Gen. Frank T. Hines, has submitted a 
report to the committee to the effect 
that this matter thus comprehended is 
in no sense, or at least is only indirectly, 
a matter for the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I think that is 
true. I imagine that, so far as applica- 
tions of this kind are concerned, it is 
something which has not been ordinarily 
handled br the Veterans’ Administration, 
* Mr. DANAHER. I feel that the ex- 
planation is correct, and I thank the 
Senator from Utah. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SmatHers in the chair). The question 
is on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXCHANGE OF LANDS IN HAWAII 

The bill (S. 2682) to authorize the Sec- 


retary of War to exchange certain lands 
of the United States located within the 
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Fort De Russy Military Reservation, 
Oahu, T. H., for certain land at Barbers 
Point, Oahu, owned by the Territory of 


Hawaii, was considered, ordered to be 


engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized to con- 
vey, subject to such conditions as he may 
prescribe, to the Territcry of Hawaii all right, 
title, and interest of the United States in 
and to three parcels of land located within 
the boundaries of the Fort De Russy Mili- 
tary Reservation on the island of Oahu, T. H., 
aggregating sixty-two thousand two hundred 
and nineteen square feet, more or less, in ex- 
change for title to seventy-five and sixteen 
one-thousandths acres of land, more or less, 
together with an easement for a right-of-way 
for road purposes in common with the grant- 
ors, situate at Barbers Point, Ewa, Oahu. 


DATES OF PROMOTIONS OF OFFICERS IN 
THE UNITED STATES ARMY 


The bill (S, 2585) to provide that pro- 
motions to higher grades of officers of the 
Army of the United States, or any com- 
ponents thereof, shall be deemed to have 
been accepted upon the dates of the or- 
ders announcing such promotions, and 
for other purposes, was considered, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That every officer of the 
Army of the United States, or any com- 
ponent thereof, promoted to a higher grade 
at any time after December 7, 1941, shall be 
deemed for all purposes to have accepted his 
promotion to higher grade upon the date of 
the order announcing it unless he shall ex- 
presely decline such promotion, and shall 
receive the pay and allowances of the higher 
grade from such date unless he is entitled 
under some other provision of law to receive 
the pay and allowances of the higher grade 
from an earlier date. No such officer who 
shall haye subscribed to the oath of office 
required by section 1757, Revised Statutes, 
shall be required to renew such oath or to 
take a new oath upon his promotion to a 
higher grade, if his service after the taking 
of such an oath shall have been continuous. 


DETAIL OF MILITARY, NAVAL, AND 
MARINE OFFICERS TO LATIN-AMERI- 
CAN REPUBLICS 


The bill (S. 2686) to amend the act of 
May 19, 1926, entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the President to detail officers 
and enlisted men of the United States 
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps to assist 
the governments of the Latin-American 
republics in military and naval matters,” 
was considered, ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of May 19, 
1926 (44 Stat. 565), as amended by the act 
of May 14, 1935 (49 Stat. 218), be, and the 
same is hereby, amended by inserting after 
the words “and the Commonwealth of the 
Philippine Islands” the words “and, during 
war or a declared national emergency, the 

ents of such other countries as the 
President deems it in the interest of national 
defense to assist.” 


MANAGEMENT OF THE SENATE 
RESTAURANIS 
The Senate proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution (S. J. Res. 158) trans- 
ferring the management of the Senate 
restaurants to the Architect of the Cap- 


itol, and for other purposes, which was 
read, as follows: 
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Resolved, etc., That, effective September 
1, 1942, the management of the Senate restau- 
rants and all matters connected therewith, 
heretofore under the direction of the Senate 
Committee on Rules, shall be under the direc- 
tion of the Architect of the Capitol, under 
such rules and regulations as the Architect 
may prescribe for the operation and the em- 
ployment of necessary assistance for the con- 
duct of said restaurants by such business 
methods as may produce the best results con- 
sistent with economical and modern man- 
agement, subject to the approval of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Rules as to matters of 
general policy: Provided, That the manage- 
ment of the Senate restaurants by the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol shall cease and the restau- 
rants revert from the jurisdiction of the 
Architect of the Capitol to the jurisdiction 
of the Senate Committee on Rules upon 
adoption by that committee of a resolution 
ordering such transfer of jurisdiction at any 
time hereafter. 

Szc. 2, The Committee on Rules, after the 
close of business September 1, 1942, is hereby 
authorized and directed to transfer to the 
jurisdiction of the Architect of the Capitol 
all accounts, records, supplies, equipment, and 
assets of the Senate restaurants that may be 
in the possession or under the control of the 
said committee, in order that all such items 
may be available to the Architect of the 
Capitol toward the maintenance and opera- 
tion of the Senate restaurants. 

Sec. 8. The Architect of the Capitol is 
hereby authorized and directed to carry into 
effect for the United States Senate the pro- 
visions of this act and to exercise the au- 
thorities contained herein, and any resolu- 
tion of the Senate amendatory hereof or sup- 
plementary hereto hereafter adopted. Such 
authority and direction shall continue until 
the United States Senate shall by resolution 
otherwise order, or until the Senate Com- 
mittee on Rules shall by resolution order 
the restaurants to be returned to the com- 
mittee’s jurisdiction. 

Src. 4. There is hereby established with the 
Treasurer of the United States a special de- 
posit account in the name of the Architect 
of the Capitol for the United States Senate 
Restaurants, into which shall be deposited all 
sums received pursuant to this act or any 
amendatory or supplementary resolutions 
hereafter adopted and from the operations 
thereunder and from which shall be disbursed 
the sums necessary in connection with the 
exercise of the duties required under this act 
or any amendatory or supplementary resolu- 
tions and the operations thereunder. Any 
amounts hereafter appropriated from the 
Treasury of the United States for such res- 
taurants shall be a part of the appropriation 
“Contingent Expenses of the Senate,” for the 
particular fiscal year involved and each such 
part shall be paid to the Achitect of the Capi- 
tol by the Secretary of the Senate in such 
sums as such appropriation or appropriations 
shall hereafter specify and shall be deposited 
by such Architect in full under such special 
deposit account. 

Sec. 5. Deposits and disbursements under 
sich special deposit account:(1) shall be made 
by the Architect, or, when directed by him, 
by such employees of the Architect as he may 
designate, and (2) shall be subject to audit 
by the General Accounting Office at such 
times and in such manner as the Comptroller 
General may direct: Provided, That payments 
made by or under the direction of the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol from such special deposit 
account shall be conclusive upon ail officers 
of the Government. 

Sec. 6. The Architect, Assistant Architect, 
and any employees of the Architect designated 
by the Architect under section 5 hereof shall 
each give bond in the sum of $5,000 with such 
surety as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
approve for the handling of the financial 
transactions under such special deposit ac- 
count, 
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See. 7. This act shall supersede any other 
acts or resolutions heretofore approved for 
the maintenance and operation of the Senate 
Restaurants; Provided, however, That any 
acts or resolutions now in effect shall again 
become effective, should the restaurants at 
any future time revert to the jurisdiction of 
the Senate Committee on Rules. 


Mr, BYRD. Mr. President, I offer an 
amendment, on page 1, line 3, changing 
the date from September 1 to September 
15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 3, 
after “September”, to strike out “1” and 
insert “15.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BYRD. I offer the same amend- 
ment on page 2, line 8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK, On page 2, line 8, 
after “September”, it is proposed to strike 
out “1” and insert “15.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


TRANSPORTATION AND STORAGE FACIL- 
TITIES FOR MILITARY MATERIAL 


The bill (S. 2698) to make transporta- 
tion and storage facilities available for 
military use where military necessity ex- 
ists, by authorizing the removal to other 
points of merchandise in customs cus- 
tody, was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That, upon determina- 
tion by the Secretary of War or any officer or 
civilian official of the War Department desig- 
nated by him that any specified transporta- 
tion or storage facilities are needed for mili- 
tary purposes, the War Department is here- 
by authorized to transport or cause to be 
transported from such transportation or 
storage facilities at any port of entry or else- 
where to other facilities at the same port of 
entry or elsewhere any entered or unentered 
merchandise being transported in bond or 
otherwise in customs custody. The War 
Department thereafter may store or re- 
transfer and store such merchandise, and, 
when military necessity permits, shall re- 
turn such merchandise to the port to which 
it was being transported in bond or at which 
it was held in customs custody immediately 
prior to its removal pursuant to this act 
or, subject to the approval of the collector 
of customs concerned, to such other place 
as may be designated by the owner or con- 
signee of the merchandise provided the ex- 
pense of transportation to such designated 
place does not exceed the expense of trans- 
portation to the port to which it would 
otherwise be transported, 

Sec. 2. The War Department shall issue to 
the collectors of customs concerned an ap- 
propriate receipt for each lot of merchandise 
removed pursuant to this act and shall be 
responsible for the safekeeping and the pres- 
ervation of the identification of the merchan- 
dise until it is returned to the collector of 
customs to whom such receipt was issued, 
which collector shall issue a receipt to the 
War Department for the merchandise de- 
livered. The collector of customs shall be 
absolved from ali liability with respect to the 
merchandise between the time it is removed 
pursuant to this act by the War Department 
and the time that Department delivers it to 
him. 

Sec. 3. The rights or privileges conferred 
by the customs laws or regulations shall be 
continued in full force and effect except so 
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far as inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act. Tke time prescribed for the per- 
formance of any act in the customs laws or 
regulations shall be suspended during the 
time the War Department is responsible for 
the safekeeping of the merchandise and 
rights or privileges dependent upon continu- 
ous customs custody shall not be defeated 
by the provisions of this act. 

Src. 4 This act shall be effective on and 
after the date of its enactment and until 
the expiration of 6 months after the ter- 
mination of the unlimited national emer- 
gency proclaimed by the President on May 
27, 1941. 


SUSPENSION OF PROCESSING TAX ON 
COCONUT OIL 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6682) to suspend in part the 
processing tax on coconut oil, which had 
been reported by the Committee on Fi- 
nance with an amendment, on page 2, 
line 2, after the word “enactment,” to 
insert “and shall terminate on June 30, 
1944.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 


BENEFITS TO CONSCIENTIOUS 
OBJECTORS 


The bill (S. 2708) to amend the Selec- 
tive Training and Service Act of 1940, as 
amended, so as to extend the benefits of 
the Employees’ Compensation Act to 
conscientious objectors was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. McKELLAR., Mr. President, may 
we have an explanation of the bill? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
as all Senators know, conscientious Ob- 
jectors who are certified as actual con- 
scientious objectors by the Department 
of Justice are relieved from military 
duty, but they are required to put in 
time at their own expense, and pay 
for their own upkeep, doing Federal 
work in such places as Civilian Conser- 
vation Corps camps or around the vari- 
ous military reservations. 

The bill before us merely makes it pos- 
sible, if a conscientious objector is in- 
jured in doing this Federal work for 
which he is not paid, to receive compen- 
sation under the Employees’ Compensa- 
tion Act. It is a very fair bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does the Senator 
think that a man who objects to fighting 
for his country should be rewarded in this 
way by his country? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That question 
is not at all germane to the theory of the 
bill or to the theory of the Selective 
Service Act. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think it is, and I 
shall object. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Will the 
Senator from Tennessee withhold his ob- 
jection? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I withhold the ob- 
jection. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The objection 
which the Senator from Tennessee has 
is, of course, an objection to the Selective 
Service Act as it is written. Judgment 
has already been passed on the conscien- 
tious objector. He is given certain priv- 
ileges and certain deferments by the law 
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of the land. He gives his service to the 
country free of charge. He does valuable 
work. The only thing which the proposed 
amendment to the act would accomplish 
would be that it would give to the man 
who is working for the Government of 
the United States for nothing the same 
privileges, insofar as compensation under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act for in- 
juries are concerned, as are received by 
similar workmen who are being paid for 
their work by the Government. The 
question of whether a conscientious ob- 
jector, as such, should be paid anything 
or not is not at all germane to the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Wiil the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand that 
under the act which the bill proposes to 
amend, while conscientious objectors may 
be excused from service in the combat 
forces, they can be utilized for work of 
other sorts for the Government. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. They are uti- 
lized, but. they get no pay, and they have 
no standing. 

Mr. BARKLEY. While they work for 
nothing, if the bill were enacted they 
would be placed on the same basis with 
other Government employees if they 
should suffer injury, so far as the right 
to apply to the Compensation Commis- 
sion was concerned? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Yes; and it 
would be a humane act. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. 
tion to what the Senator from Utah has 
said, the conscientious objectors not only 
receive no pay but someone puts up 
money for their expenses. When a man 
in that category is injured and goes back 
to society with one leg off, or both arms 
gone, or injured in some other way so 
that he cannot resume his former place 
in society, someone has to take care of 
him, either his folks upon whom he will 
be dependent, or society in general. The 
object of the bill is to take care of such 
cases in an orderly way. It is not a bill 
providing benefits for the individual; it 
is a bill for the protection of the United 
States Government. 

Mr. BARKLEY. As I understand, if 
the same individual working for the 
Government in any other branch, and 
receiving pay for his work, were injured, 
he would come under the protection of 
the compensation law. 

Mr, JOHNSON of Colorado. 
ator is correct. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But he would not 
come under it under the circumstances 
stated by the Senator, and the bill would 
merely permit him to make application 
for compensation in case he were in- 
jured? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Under 
the present statutes and under the pres- 
ent laws, his case is left up in the air. 
Whether he is an employee or not is 
debatable. His status is undefined. 
General Hershey, of the Selective Serv- 
ice, said it was very necessary that some- 
thing be done to work out an orderly 
status for such an employee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, I 
wish to read the bill and to get some in- 
formation about it. The second proviso 
reads: 
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That for the purpose of computing com- 
pensation for disability or death under said 
act, every such person shall be regarded as 
having received a monthly pay of $42. 


I understood the Senator from Utah 
to say these men receive no pay. I sup- 
pose they are paid their expenses, of 
course. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. No; 
their folks or their church have to put 
up their expenses. They do not receive 
their expenses at all. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The church puts up 
the expenses? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The 
church puts up the expenses. 

Mr. McKELLAR. What bothers me is 
that I do not think conscientious ob- 
jectors during a war, especially such a 
war as that in which we are now en- 
gaged, should be encouraged. I think 
that if we continue to throw safeguards 
around them and make everything easy 
for them, the next proposal will be io 
pay them salaries or compensation for 
all work done, to pay for their upkeep, 
and everything of the kind, and we will 
have an army of conscientious objectors 
in this country. I do not feel very 
kindly about it. I think any man who 
lives in America should be willing to 
fight for it at the proper time, regardless 
of everything else. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Everyone in 
the United States Senate agrees with the 
last statement made by the Senator; we 
would be very happy to fight for our 
country; but there are certain religious 
sects which have taken action against 
war and participation in war, and those 
sects have been recognized by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Mr. McKELLAR. How many men 
would come under the provisions of the 
bill, or might come under it? How 
many conscientious objectors are there 
in the country today? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I donot know 
the exact number. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Some- 
thing less than 4,000. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The number 
is very small compared with the num- 
ber in 1917 and 1918. The way in which 
they are handled in the present war is 
such an improvement over the method 
in vogue in 1917 and 1918 that we should 
all rejoice over the manner in which this 
matter is being handled. 

So far as the conscientious objector 
in this war is concerned he finds a place 
thoroughly consistent with his belief and 
with his fundamental notions, and the 
Government of the United States has 
discovered that this part of thé Selective 
Service Act is working to the satisfaction 
of those great sects—there are only three 
of them—which stand definitely in rec- 
ognition of nonwar activity. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 

Mr, BARKLEY. The provision with 
respect to $42 is placed in the measure 
simply as a basis for a standard of com- 
pensation. 

Mr. McKELLAR, I see that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. There must be some 
basis upon which to determine percent- 
age of compensation for injury, and that 
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provision is placed in the bill for that 
purpose. 

Mr, THOMAS of Utah. It is a very 
low basis. 

Mr, McKELLAR. Suppose a conscien- 
tious objector were injured by reason of 
his own negligence; under the bill he 
could still receive compensation from the 
Government. In other words, the Goy- 
ernment will insure these men for a long 
time, though I do not know for how long. 
The language is: 

That for the purpose of computing com- 
pensation for disability or death under said 
act, every such person shall be regarded as 
haying received a monthly pay of $42. 


That, of course, is a basis for measur- 
ing compensation. Let us suppose one 
of these men is hurt by reason of his 
own negligence, through no fault of the 
Government at all; is it possible that the 
Government shall regard him as a ward 
for the rest of his life, under the terms 
of this measure? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That would de- 
pend upon the regulations under the 
Employees’ Compensation Act, 

Mr. McKELLAR. We ought to make it 
dependent upon the law, not upon the 
regulations of a department. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The regula- 
tions are dependent upon the funda- 
mental law. Such a person as the Sena- 
tor referred to would have no more 
privileges than would any other person 
who receives $42 a month from the Gov- 
ernment. If, for instance, a conscientious 
objector were injured as a result of his 
own negligence, he would be judged under 
the regulations in connection with the 
Employees’ Compensation Act exactly as 
any other person would be judged. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The measure does 
not say so. It provides for compensation. 
The language is: 

Provided, That conscientious objectors as- 
signed to work of national importance under 
civilian direction pursuant to this act and 
rules and regulations prescribed hereunder, 
and their beneficiaries, shall be entitled, un- 
der the provisions of the act of February 15, 
1934 (48 Stat. 351), as amended, to com- 
pensation for disability or death to the same 
extent and under the same conditions as is 
provided in said act for employees. 


I think the adoption of such language 
would go a long way to encourage con- 
scientious objecting. I think we shall 
find, if the measure is passed, that there 
will be a great many more such objectors. 
I have not studied the question. That 
simply occurs to me now from the exam- 
ination I have been able to make of the 
measure. It seems to me that by the 
passage of this measure we would get into 
a situation which none of us wants to get 
into; that we would encourage con- 
Scientious objecting. I shall not object 
to the consideration of the measure, but I 
wish to state for the record that I shall 
vote against it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, I am glad the Senator from 
Tennessee has withdrawn his objection, 
because this is a very necessary piece of 
legislation. I am also glad that the Sen- 
ator has said he is not familiar with the 
operations of the pertinent provisions of 
the Selective Service Act. General 
Hershey’s representatives told our com- 
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mittee that under that law many of the 
conscientious objectors were con- 
verted to a better attitude toward their 
responsibilities of citizenship and that a 
great many of the conscientious objectors 
in camps were leaving the camps every 
month and joining the combatant or 
noncombatant forces of the Army. 

We should not confuse the conscien- 
tious objector with the slacker. One is 
entirely different from the other. The 
conscientious objector must establish 
his right to that status according to law. 
He is sponsored by his own church. As 
has been stated, the money for his keep 
and for other purposes is provided by 
his church. 

I do not think the passage of the bill 
will contribute in any degree to an in- 
crease in the number of conscientious ob- 
jectors. I think it will work in the op- 
posite direction. I wish to emphasize 
again that the proposed legislation is 
not to be of assistance to the conscien- 
tious objector, but it is to work out an 
orderly plan for taking care of a very 
few serious cases of injury to men who 
would become a burden upon someone, 
and since they are working for the Gov- 
ernment and contributing in a whole- 
some and considerable degree, the Gov- 
ernment ought to take care of that 
problem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 
2708) to amend the Selective Training 
and Service Act of 1940, as amended, so 
as to extend the benefits of the Em- 
ployees’ Compensation Act to conscien- 
tious objectors, was considered, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That subdivision (g) of 
section 5 of the Selective Training and Sery- 
ice Act of 1940 be, and it is hereby, amended 
by changing the final pericd to a colon and 
adding thereto the following provisos: ‘‘Pro- 
vided, That conscientious objectors assigned 
to work of national importance under civilian 
direction pursuant to this act and rules and 
regulations prescribed hereunder, and their 
beneficiaries, shall be entitled, under the pro- 
visions of the act of February 15, 1934 (48 
Stat. 351), as amended, to compensation for 
disability or death to the same extent and 
under the same conditions as is provided in 
said act for employees: Provided further, 
That for the purpose of computing compensa- 
tion for disability or death under said act, 
every such person shall be regarded as having 
received a monthly pay of $42: And provided 
further, That no right to benefits, other than 
medical, surgical, hospital, and other sim- 
ilar benefits to cure or relieve disability, shall 
accrue to any such person until his release 
from his assignment to such work.” 


RELIEF OF DISBURSING OFFICERS OF THE 
ARMY 


The bill (S. 2722) to authorize relief of 
disbursing officers of the Army on ac- 
count of loss or deficiency of Government 
funds, vouchers, records, or papers in 
their charge was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the General Ac- 
counting Office shall relieve any disbursing 
officer of the Army charged with responsibility 
on account of loss or deficiency while in the 
line of duty, of Government funds, vouchers, 
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records, or papers, in his charge, where such 
loss or deficiency occurred without fault or 
negligence on the part of said officer: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of War shall have 
determined that the officer was in the line 
of his duty, and the loss or deficlency oc- 
curred without fault or negligence on his 
part: Provided further, That the determina- 
tion by the Secretary of War of the aforesaid 
questions shall be conclusive upon the Gen- 
eral Accounting Office: Provided further, 
That all cases of relief granted under this 
authority during any fiscal year shall be re- 
ported in detail to the Congress by the Secre- 
tary of War: And provided further, That this 
act shall be applicable only to the actual 
physical loss of Government funds, vouchers, 
records, or papers, and shall not include de- 
ficiencies in the accounts of disbursing cf- 
ficers of the Army resulting from illegal or 
erroneous payments. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
concludes the calendar. 


NAVIGABLE WATERS ENDANGERED BY 
BOMBING OR FIRING PRACTICE 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
Senate bill 2367, Calendar No. 1608, when 
reached on the call of the calendar, was 
passed over. I ask that it be now con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2367) 
to amend sections 1 and 2 of chapter XIX 
of the Army Appropriation Act approved 
July 9, 1918, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in section 1, on 
page 2, line 18, to insert the following 
proviso: “Provided further, That said 
authority shall also be exercised as not 
to conflict with any duly authorized and 
promulgated order or regulation of the 
President or appropriate United States 
naval authority governing persons or 
vessels within the limits of any defensive 
sea areas or maritime control areas here- 
tofore or hereafter established, or with 
any of the powers conferred on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury by section 1, title 
II, of the act of June 15, 1917 (40 Stat. 
220; U.S. C., title 50, sec. 191), or on the 
Secretary of the Navy by section 2 of the 
act of November 15, 1941 (55 Stat. —; 
U. S. C., title 50, sec, 191a)”, so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of chap- 
ter XIX of the Army Appropriation Act ap- 
proved July 9, 1918 (40 Stat. 892), be, and is 
hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Protection of life and property in waters 
endangered by activities of the Army of the 
United States: That in the interest of the 
national defense, and for the better protec- 
tion of life and property on the navigable 
waters of the United States or waters under 
the jurisdiction of the United States, the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
empowered to prescribe such regulations as 
he may deem best for the use and navigation 
of any portion or area of said waters en- 
dangered or likely to be endangered by the 
Army of the United States while engaged in 
bombing or firing of any kind in target prac- 
tice, or otherwise, in proving operations at 
any proving ground or elsewhere, or any 
other activities, and of any portion or area of 
said waters occupied by any plant or facility 
engaged in the execution of any public proj- 
ect of rivers and harbor improvement, or by 
submarine mines, mine fields, submarine 
cables, or other material and accessories of 
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the Army of the United States: Provided, 
That the authority hereby conferred shall be 
so exercised as not unreasonably to interfere 
with or restrict the food fishing industry, 
and the regulations prescribed in pursuance 
hereof shall provide for the use of waters in- 
cluded in such regulations by food fishermen 
operating under permits granted by the War 
Department: Provided jurther, That said au- 
thority shall also be exercised as not to con- 
flict with any duly authorized and promul- 
gated order or regulation of the President cr 
appropriate United States naval authority 
governing persons or vessels within the lim- 
its of any defensive sea areas or maritime 
control areas heretofore or hereafter estab- 
lished, or with any of the powers conferred 
on the Secretary of the Treasury by section 1, 
title II, of the Act of June 15, 1917 (40 Stat. 
220; U. S. C. title 50, sec. 191), or on the 
Secretary of the Navy by section 2 of the Act 
of November 15, 1941 (55 Stat. ;U.8.C,, 
title 50, sec. 191a).” 

Sec. 2. That section 2 of said Act be, and 
is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Src. 2. That to enforce the regulations pre- 
scribed pursuant to this section, the Secre- 
tary of War may detail any public vessel, 
craft, facility, or agency in the service of the 
War Department, or, upon the request of the 
Secretary of War, the head of any other 
department may enforce, and the head of any 
such department is hereby authorized to en- 
force, such regulations by means of any pub- 
lic vessel, craft, facility, or agency of such 
department.” 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I offer a perfecting amendment to insert 
on page 3, line 3, after the phrase “55 
Stat.’, the numeral “763.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection the amendment is agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California, Mr. 
President, I wish to ask, for my own in- 
formation, what is sought to be amended 
by the passage of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The bill, when 
reached on the calendar, was passed over 
because some Senator asked for an ex- 
planation of it. The purpose of the bill 
is to amend sections 1 and 2 of chapter 
XIX of the Army Appropriation Act ap- 
proved July 9, 1918. Under that act 
certain regulations and restrictions were 
made in regard to bombing, target prac- 
tice, and ordinary exercises of the armed 
forces. Because of the extensive use in 
the present war of tanks, antiaircraft 
guns, and longer-range guns generally, 
it has been discovered that the regula- 
tions which were proper and effective in 
1918, and which allowed proper practice, 
will not permit proper practice to be 
had row, and the regulations are not 
effective now. The amendment merely 
provides that the Secretary of War shall 
make proper regulations to fit present 
circumstances. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. If that 
is the purpose of the bill, Mr. President, 
I have no objection to its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

POSTMASTERS 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the 
call of the calendar having been con- 
cluded, I ask unanimous consent that, 
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as in executive session, the nominations 
of postmasters on the executive calen- 
dar—and there are no other nominations 
on the calendar—be confirmed en bloc, 
and the President notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and, 
without objection, the nominations of 
postmasters are confirmed, and the 
President will be immediately notified. 


PROPOSED CEILING ON PRICES OF LIVE 
HOGS AND CATTLE 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I am 
quite disturbed by reports from the Office 
of Price Administration, the War Pro- 
duction Board, and the Department of 
Agriculture as to their plans for the fu- 
ture of the livestock industry. The plan, 
as unfolded to representatives of the 
livestock industry yesterday by Price Ad- 
ministrator Henderson, seems to contem- 
plate placing ceilings almost immediately 
upon live-hog prices and a little later 
upon live-cattle prices. 

It is reported that Secretary of Agri- 
culture Wickard, who a few weeks ago 
denounced this proposal as unworkable 
and as leading to further chaos in the 
production of meat supplies for our own 
armed forces, for the armed forces and 
civilian populations of our allies, and for 
our own civilians, has now been per- 
suaded to join in the plan. 

What I am afraid of, Mr. President, 
is that not only will this program ruin 
thousands of farmers engaged in the 
production and feeding of livestock, but it 
also will, first, defeat its very purpose of 
checking inflation and, second, will result 
in decreasing instead of increasing the 
volume production of meats for the 
World War program. 

Present ceilings on meat prices are 
forcing cattle to market weighing from 
200 to 300 pounds less than what are 
known as fat cattle generally weigh 
when they are marketed; in other words, 
decreasing the volume of beef production, 
when larger volume production is needed. 

Broad hints are also being dropped 
around O. P. A. headquarters that it will 
be necessary soon to have meat ration- 
ing because of shortages in the supply of 
beef and pork. Of course, it will be nec- 
essary if the Government itself goes into 
programs which call for smaller produc- 
tion of meats, when the need is for in- 
creased production. The lowered price 
ceilings now promised—or threatened— 
will, I very much fear, result in still fewer 
pounds of beef and pork being produced. 

There might have been some excuse 
for an enforced doctrine of scarcity pro- 
grams when farmers were faced with un- 
salable surpluses of farm commodities 
which forced down prices to ruinously low 
levels. But for the life of me I cannot 
see the justification for now applying 
the doctrine of scarcity to meat produc- 
tion, when everyone knows that we need 
more meat production, not less meat 
production. The sponsors of these pro- 
posals admit this when they couple the 
announcement of the price ceilings pro- 
gram with the announcement that it will 
be accompanied by meatless days for our 
people because of shortages of meats for 
civilian consumption. Also I call atten- 
tion to the fact that a shortage of supply 
is one cause of inflation. Here we are 
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-facing a tremendous infiation, and one of 


the plans to meet that is to decrease still 
further the supply of meat, a necessity, 
thereby adding to the causes of the infla- 
tion the Government is trying to prevent. 

Mr. President, I very much fear that 
a serious mistake is being made by 
O. P. A. and the Department of Agricul- 
ture. It is easier for me to understand 
Mr. Leon Henderson making such a mis- 
take than for me to understand Secre- 
tary Wickard yielding to the Henderson 
proposal. The Congress wrote into the 
Price Control Act power for Secretary 
Wickard to block just such a mistake as 
this proposal. Only a few weeks ago Sec- 
retary Wickard stated positively that the 
fixing of ceiling prices on cattle is im- 
practicable, and I believe he said, unwork- 
able. Now he takes the opposite view. I 
appeal to Secretary Wickard to follow 
his own judgment, in the light of his own 
experience on this matter. I suppose it 
is too late for that now; but I do wish 
he had stood to his guns. In my judg- 
ment the country would be better off 
if he had. 

Now, I desire to say a few words about 
the farmer, and particularly the live- 
stock producer, in this war. 

Mr. President, the situation of the 
farmer in a world at war is difficult, the 
same as it is for most other people, 
Sometimes I wonder, though, if there is 
sufficient understanding of the role of 
the farmer. The people in my State 
are becoming alarmed about our food sit- 
uation, and particularly about meats and 
the production of beef cattle. In my re- 
marks on the floor of the Senate on June 
13, reference was made to the fact that 
the farmers in Kansas were concerned, 
and had been for some time, about de- 
velopments in Washington relative to 
questions of parity prices and more re- 
cently the ruinously low ceilings over 
the commodities which they produce. 

The farmers of Kansas produce wheat, 
corn, and other crops. Much of the 
grain is consumed by livestock. They 
produce, and graze, and feed large num- 
bers of beef cattle. These stockmen and 
farmers share the views of leading animal 
husbandmen and farm organizations, 
and approve their efforts to avoid the 
tangled meat situation which confronts 
us. 

The many difficulties relating to the 
production and feeding of beef cattle ap- 
ply also to many other farm commodities, 
What consumers are just now beginning 
to realize, stockmen and farm leaders an- 
ticipated months ago. They have worked 
diligently to save us from possible food 
shortages in a land of possible plenty. 
This they will continue to do. 

Albert S. Goss, master of the National 
Grange, in a statement entitled “The 
Truth About Beef,” made a day or two 
ago, presents the facts concerning the 
food situation. While it deals principally 
with beef, the fundamental principles set 
forth are equally applicable to other food 
commodities. The Grange is our oldest 
national farmers’ organization. Its 
membership covers 37 States, from Maine 
to California, and from Washington to 
South Carolina. Thus, it is apparent 
that Mr. Goss speaks for millions of farm 
folks throughout America, 
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that Mr Goss’ statement may be 
printed in the Record at this point as 
part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
REcoRD, as follows: 


There has been a great deal of misleading 
information about the beef situation. Many 
editors and radio commentators have blamed 
this upon a ceiling at 110 percent of parity. 
Others have blamed it upon profiteering while 
others claim the farmers are creating a de- 
liberate shortage. 

One hundred ten percent of parity has 
nothing whatever to do with it. If prices 
were limited to 110 percent of parity today, 
practically every stock grower in America 
would be bankrupt. We would have no new 
beef raised because our obsolete parity for- 
mula would lower the price of meat far below 
the cost of production. The law of supply 
and demand has made it impossible for this 
cutdated formula to operate. 

The truth is that we have more beef than 
ever before. The demand, however, has in- 
creased enormously for lend-lease operations, 
for the Army, and for local domestic use. 
Supplies cannot be increased at will. Any 
substantial increase in supplies requires from 
3 to 6 years, although, of course, pork can be 
increased and to some extent can take the 
place of beef. 

Instead of handling the matter in a prac- 
tical way, the Office of Price Administration 
has seriously complicated the situation and 
augmented the shortage. Prime beef is made 
in the feed lot. Most of it is raised on the 


& reasonable prospect of getting fair returns 
on the labor and feed used. These returns 


price for the finished product than paid for 
the feeder stock. 

With ceilings placed on beef the possibility 
of getting an increased price because of rais- 


or 40 percent of the stock formerly went 
to the feed lots, recently only 1 percent has 
#0 gone for further feeding, and the cattle 
have gone to market light. 

The August 12 releese from the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture states that the number 
of cattle on feed for market in the Corn 


percen 

This means that instead of turning sur- 
plus feedstuff into beef, these cattle are 
going to market from 200 to 300 pounds 
light; we have an inferior quality of beef; 
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The most serious feature of the situation 
lies in the fact that the Price Administrator 
has not yet learned that limiting prices will 
not increase supply but in many instances, 
Hke in the case of beef, will actually diminish 
supply. Because of this failure to face the 
facts, policies are being pursued which are 
resulting in reducing production to an ex- 
tent which may require several years to 
overcome. The shortage of beef is most ap- 
parent today because the shortage has ap- 
peared over the retail counter. Soon the 
pressure will be on dairy products because 
policies being pursued are resulting in a 
rapid disposal of dairy herds, Herds of beef 
and dairy cattle cannot be replaced on short 
notice. The only answer is more breeding 
and long years of waiting. Farmers who 
cannot get sufficient money for their prod- 
ucts to maintain their herds during these 
days of high operating costs are being forced 
to sell, and in such circumstances no increase 
in breeding is to be . We are laying 
up serious trouble for the future, but just 
now it seems to be popular to shut our 
eyes to the facts and condemn farmers as 
Profiteers. 


Mr. CAPPER, Mr. President, for more 
than a year representatives of livestock 
growers and farm leaders have kept the 
Department of Agriculture, the Office of 
Price Administration, other Federal 
agencies, and the Congress fully informed 
about the many difficulties of maintain- 
ing and increasing production of food 
and fiber commodities under conditions 
prevailing throughout the country. 

A recent document, in the nature of 
A Brief of Information and Resolution, 
regarding the livestock situation as it 
affects our national security, was sub- 
mitted to the Department of Agriculture, 
Office of Price Administration, and to 
Members of the Congress, by the National 
Livestock Advisory Committee, following 
a meeting of the commitiee at Des 
Moines, Iowa, on July 15 and 16. This 
committee is made up of representative 
producers of beef catile, hogs, and sheep 
from about 20 of our principal livestock- 
producing States. While the brief men- 
tioned is quite complete, it is too long 
to include in the Recorp, but I ask unan- 
imous consent to have a copy of the 
resolutions inserted in the Recorp at 
this point. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tions were ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Whereas present price conditions attribu- 
table at least in part to the impact of beef 
ceilings threaten a startling reduction in the 
supply of beef because, as disclosed by testi- 
mony presented by cattle feeders from Ohio 
to California and from Minnesota to Missouri, 


sory Council at Des Moines, Iowa, July 
15 and 16, 1942, and as indicated by market 
Teports. 

A. There is an alarming tendency on the 
part of cattle feeders to liquidate cattle in 
advance of the usual marketing time and at 
lighter than usual weights; and 

B. There is a distinct disinclination on the 
part of cattle feeders to purchase the usual 
replacement cattle; and 

C. Since late in April price relationships 
have been definitely unfavorable to the better 
grades of slaughter cattle, leading inevitably 
to an early decrease in total beef tonnage; 
and 


D. Since it is generally recognized by mar- 
ket observers as well as by the United States 
Department of Agriculture that because of 
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this differential cattle ordinarily returned to 
the country for further fecding are being pur- 
chased for slaughter, thus contributing to 
the present tonnage of beef, but at the cer- 
tain expense of total and future production; 
and 

Whereas a regularly assured supply of beef 
for our armed forces, our allies, amd our 
civilian population is essential to the proper 
prosecution of the war; and 

Whereas the National Livestock Advisory 
Council the desirability of the 
principle of general price control for the 
duration of the emergency; and 

Whereas the council is not unmindful 
of the difficulties confronting the Office of 
Price Administration and other Government 
agencies in discharging the tasks delegated 
to them in the present emergency and is 
sincerely anxious to cooperate with such 
agencies in every way possible to secure an 
adequate and constant supply of meat; and, 
although the committee recognizes the de- 
sirability of keeping the price of consumers’ 
goods at reasonable levels, it seems apparent 
to the council and is generally recognized 
throughout the Government's entire war pro- 
gram that price is a determining factor in 
commodity production. The council there- 
fore believes that controls determining the 
prices of slaughter cattle should be set and 
administered with this fact in mind to permit 
the production of an adequate amount of 
beef at all times; and 

Whereas it is apparent that controls affect- 
ing beef-cattle prices cannot be maintained 
and a satisfactory level of beef production 
secured if increasing costs of production, 
processing, and distribution continue to be 
passed back to the producer and feeder; and 

Whereas controls affecting beef-cattie 
prices can hardly be maintained unless in- 
creasing costs in other phases of American 
economy be immediately and definitely sta- 
bilized and inflationary tendencies checked; 
and 

Whereas it is the wish of the National Live- 
stock Advisory Council, and of the cattle 
producers and feeders from 21 States whom 
it represents, that all possible steps be taken 
to restore confidence among cattle producers 
and feeders in order that an adequate supply 
of beef be produced without interruption: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we, the National Livestock 
Advisory Council, do urgently request the 
Office of Price Administration and other 
appropriate Government agencies— 

A. To immediately and definitely remove 
the threat of ceilings on live animals. 

B. To adjust price ceilings on the four re- 
cently promulgated grades of beef-to permit 
prices of 110 percent of parity on each grade 
of slaughter cattle as listed by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture in the April issue of the 
Livestock Situation, and that Government 
purchases of beef be used to help maintain 
the proper differentials between these grades 
of slaughter cattle and that— 

C. Since price levels and increasing costs 
preclude the possibility of unusual or even 
normal profits in feeding cattle, the Govern- 
ment, through an appropriate agency, is re- 
quested to announce at monthly intervais 
that it will support prices on AA and A grades 
of carcasses weighing from 450 to 800 pounds 
at such levels 5 months in the future as will 
permit stated prices, Chicago basis, on cattle 
producing such carcasses. Such prices should 
be announced as soon as possible for the next 
4 months and at such levels as will protect 
feeders with current crop cattle against loss 
to a reasonable degree. 

It is recognized that the exigencies of war 
may in time suggest the elimination of beef 
grading AA from our production, in which 
case the above suggestion should apply to A 
and possibly to B grades of carcasses. 

D. To take immediate steps to stabilize 
costs of production, processing, and distribu- 
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tion as well as other inflationary tendencies 
present in American economy; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the council recognizes and 
accepts the obligation resting upon the beef- 
cattle industry for the duration of the present 
emergency to produce beef in conformity with 
national needs as far as permitted by the re- 
Sources and facilities of those engaged in the 
industry and pledges its efforts to encourage 
producers und feeders to make all possible 
adjustments in methods of production to 
promote the efficient and economical produc- 
tion of beef. 

The council further directs that these reso- 
lutions together with testimony presented to 
the council at the meeting of July 15 and 16 
at Des Moines, Iowa, covering present condi- 
tions within the industry and costs of pro- 
duction be presented to the Office of Price 
Administration and other proper Government 
agencies by Jay C. Colburn, Guy L. Scudder, 
and E. A. Kelloway, preferably in person, and 
that copies of these resolutions be made avail- 
able to the Congress and to the general public. 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, what 
livestock and farm leaders have sought to 
impress upon those concerned with food 
and fiber production, farm leaders in my 
State are having to deal with at first 
hand daily. In this connection, I refer to 
some of the many appeals for assistance 
which have come to me recently. 

I have a letter from Hon. J. C. Mohler, 
secretary of the Kansas State Board of 
Agriculture, dealing with a most serious 
aspect of the farm situation in my State. 
With his letter is a copy of a letter to 
Hon. Cirrrorp R. Hops, Representative 
from Kansas, in which mention is made 
of dispersal sales of livestock on many 
farms which the owners are unable to 
operate under existing conditions. I ask 
to have the letter to Mr. Hore included in 
the Recor as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the letter was 
ordered to be printed in the Rercorp, as 
follows: 


Kansas STATE BOARD OF AGRICULTURE, 
State House, Topeka, August 19, 1942. 
Mr. CLIFFORD R. HOPE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Hore: Will you please examine 
the attached copy of the Kingman Journal, 
July 31 issue, and note especially the three 
marked ads for three complete dispersal sales 
of stock and equipment of three Kingman 
County farms with well-balanced, diversified 
programs, centering around livestock, and 
producing commodities emphasized by the 
Government as most needed—pork, beef, milk, 
poultry, and eggs. 

Please read also the enclosed letter from 
Fred B. Cromer, Kingman County agent, who, 
among other things, states that there have 
been too many farm sales due to entering 
military service and “at the present time 
there are some 15 to 20 more lined up to take 
place in the near future.” 

Your attention is invited to these liquida- 
tions because they are in your district, but, 
as a matter of fact, from all we can learn, 
these examples are typical of what is going 
on throughout Kansas, and which may also 
apply equally well to the agricultural indus- 
try of the Nation, 

If this trend of putting home-owned farm 
units that have been producing what the 
Government says is most urgently required 
out of business is not stopped, then it seems 
to us that this country is bound to experi- 
ence a food shortage in 1943 as compared 
with Government goals, It may have gone so 
far already as to promise that result. 

Should a food shortage occur next year 
because of lack of farmers and farm labor, 
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there is nothing that can be done about it 
then; but there is something that can be 
done about it now, while there is yet time, 
by facing facts with open eyes and open minds 
and acting in the light of what they show. 

As Mr. Cromer says about the Kingman 
County sales, “the livestock production on 
these farms will not be reestablished, and at 
the present time it appears that only a part 
of the land which can be used for wheat 
will be in production in 1943." 

That is obviously correct, because there 
are no farmers available for vacated farms, as 
farm vperators everywhere have their hands 
more than full with their present enter- 
prises, due to the shortage of farm labor. 

Livestock husbandry is a year-round job 
and demands skilled men—not an under- 
taking that just anybody can handle. Yet 
competent livestock men, who are responsi- 
ble owners of their places and businesses are 
having to close out because of the selective 
service. The Military Establishment and 
war industries are both increasing their man- 
power at the expense of agriculture, which 
ranks no less in importance as an essential 
arm of war. 

You understand thoroughly the shortage 
of farm labor because of selective service and 
war industries, and the Government should 
do something to remedy that, but to cause 
the liquidation of going concerns, operated 
by qualified owners and producing essential 
commodities, is quite another and much more 
serious thing. 

As to selective service and farra boys, many 
of these lads are essential in agricultural 
enterprises, but deferment is not requested 
because of the not uncommon charge of 
slackerism where deferment is claimed. I do 
not need to tell you about that, Few farm 
boys who have been deferred are not sub- 
ject to this cruel and false stigmatism. Ed 
Robbins, extensive stockman of Kiowa 
County, reports he has lost 13 men since 
the ist of January, and those in selective 
service refused to ask deferment because of 
the odium of slackerism. A quite similar 
case is that of Dillard Clark, Shorthorn 
breeder of national prominence, at Douglass, 
Butler County. Individual instances of like 
nature could be recited at great length. It 
is hard to take. 

Still, these farm youths can serve their 
country best in agricultural pursuits. For 
one thing, they are natural mechanics and 
farming is largely a mechanized industry, 
They are needed as never before to keep 
machinery in condition, for which replace- 
ments are growing scarce. Much of our farm 
machinery is old, but these boys can do a 
better job of holding it together and keeping 
it in working condition than their elders, 

It has been proposed that all farm boys 
in the draft be inducted into the military 
service and then immediately furloughed 
back to the farms, with Army pay and under 
Army jurisdiction, and which would permit 
them to make their most valuable contribu- 
tion to winning the war and escape the 
brand of slackerism. Women, children, old 
men, and city volunteers just can't do the 
job of feeding the military and civilian popu- 
lations of this country and the United 
Nations. 

To make good the theme that “food will 
win the war and write the peace,” will de- 
mand drastic revision of Government policies 
relating to agricultural Operatives and labor 
in connection with selective service and war 
industries. Otherwise a food shortage ap- 
pears imminent. If that materializes, it will 
be no fault cf agriculture but rather of a 
system that denied proper utilization of its 
resources by depleting its manpower. 

This year probably has been the greatest 
in agricultural production in the history of 
Kansas, but the major acreage for this year's 
grain crops was planted, and much of the 
land plowed for spring seeding, before Pearl 
Harbor. 
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If you think we are correct in our views, 
and particularly with respect to the disastrous 
effects of closing out farm units, as illustrated 
by the Kingman County sales, may we sug- 
gest consultation with the Kansas congres- 
sional delegation and, if deemed advisable, 
present the matter as a unit to Secretary 
Wickard, who is the responsible representa- 
tive of the Nation’s agricultural industry? 
Possibly the delegations of other farm and 
livestock States might join in the matter. 

It has been suggested that a group from 
here go to Washington in connection with 
this problem, but we believe it is a subject 
that our representatives at the Capital— 
Members of Congress—fully appreciate and 
can handle most effectively and expeditiously, 
and that eventually it would fall to their lot 
to do so anyway. 

Very truly yours, 
J. C. MOHLER, Secretary. 

P. S—I am also enclosing clippings from 
Kansas City Drovers Telegram containing 
interview with Dillard Clark. 

J.C. M. 


Mr. CAPPER. I also ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD at 
this point an appeal from one of our fine 
county agents in Kansas who is con- 
fronted with one of the many difficult 
problems confronting the stockmen and 
farmers who want to graze and feed beef 
cattle but who foresee the many difficul- 
ties arising out of the restrictions im- 
posed by existing price ceilings on beef. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

ALMA, KANS., August 20, 1942, 
The Honorable ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Senator from Kansas, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR CAPPER: I have tentatively 
planned a cooperative purchase of feeder 
calves from New Mexico or Texas for 25 dif- 
ferent cattlemen of this county. It seems to 
me that handling lightweight good-quality 
steers with home-grown feed is a conserva- 
tive and safe beef system. I have approxi- 
mately 2,500 head lined up for purchase, or 
this would be around a $125,000 proposition.» 

I am wondering if you could inform me 
concerning the possibilities of ceiling being 
established on feeder calves. Should we con- 
tract these calves soon, which we*planned, 
and then ceiling were established at $2 to ¢3 
per hundred under the price of our contract 
then my part as a county agent in this deal 
would not probably yield too satisfactory a 
proposition by the time the cattle were of 
slaughter weight and condition. 

Surely appreciate any suggestions you could 
make concerning this proposition. 

Very sincerely yours, 
Howarp C. Myers, 
County Agent. 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, we want 
to encourage the continued production of 
beef cattle. We need the beef. We need 
to utilizé our grazing, and huge quan- 
tities of hay and other feeds which can- 
not be utilized by other livestock, to help 
keep folks on the land. It is in the in- . 
terest of everyone that this be done. 

With the scarcity of beef beginning to 
be felt across the meat counter, we be- 
lieve the general public is beginning to 
understand that it is reaping what 
O. P. A. has sown—a tangled meat situa- 
tion. If someone does not take the sit- 
uation in hand and make O. P. A. cor- 
rect its errors, the meat shortage will 
become disastrous. 

Metropolitan centers of population are 
sensing the true situation, and want light 
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on the subject. Evidence of this is that 
my ed colleague from Ver- 
mont (Mr. Axen] presented the hard, 
cold facts for consumers in the eastern 
seaboard States in New York City when 
he spoke before the Northeastern Farm 
Bureau Federation regional meeting. 
On that occasion he said: 

When the city consumer once realizes 
what a pitifully small part of the price he 
pays for food reaches the hands of the farmer, 
then we shall have a powerful ally and a 
sympathetic cooperator. 

As farmers we want our production to be 
sufficient to provide food and clothing in 
adequate supply for every person in America 
and all others in the world as well. We can 
do this and we will do this if we are not pre- 
vented from doing it by unfair and asinine 
regulations of Government agencies. As 
evidence of the farmers’ willingness to pro- 
duce, I point to the prediction of a 21-per- 
cent increase in production, estimated for this 
year. Political bureaucrats are already stand- 
ing in line to obtain credit for this remark- 
able increase. 

Statistics will show that the farm income 
this year will be greater than ever. Farming 
must be a peculiar occupation. Economists 
Classify our expenses as income. If that 
were really true, we could all have retired 
to live in luxury long ago. 

‘There is just one way in which America 
can be assured of an adequate supply of ma- 
terial for food and clothing. That is to 
guarantee cost of production to those who 
are expected to produce it. 


Mr. President, I was surprised this 
morning when I read in the newspapers 
that the Administrator of the O. P. A. 
had informed a group of representative 
stockmen and farmers in conference yes- 
terday that ceilings are now to be placed 
over live hogs and later over cattle. I 
can hardly believe such action will be 
taken, for, instead of providing increased 
supplies for consumers, I believe it un- 
doubtedly would actually diminish sup- 
plies. 

The possibility of insufficient food is 
terrible to anticipate. A shortage of 
meat is almost unthinkable—something 
which touches almost every home in 
America. It is not a matter which con- 
cerns stockmen and farmers alone, but 
people everywhere. 

Last Tuesday evening I listened to a 
radio discussion over station WWDC 
which impressed me deeply. Charles 
Dana Bennett, public relations consult- 
ant, interviewed Dr. E. W. Sheets, secre- 
tary of the United States Live Stock As- 
sociation, on When Do We Eat, and 
How? The discussion was especially 
important to consumers, Particularly 
significant were these steps suggested by 
Dr. Sheets for clearing away much of the 
confusion and some of the inequalities 
in the meat situation: 


1. Immediately and definitely remove the 
threat of ceilings on live animals. 
2, Adjust price ceilings established in the 


recently promulgated order for the top grades 
of beef, generally known as good or better. 


4, Develop means of giving the feeder rea- 
sonable assurance that price policies 6 months 
hence will not destroy the investment he has 
put into his cattle. 


Near the conclusion of the interview 
the speaker concluded with the thought; 
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We want to hold down costs wherever we 
can and buy commodities as cheaply as they 
can be produced, but we must have food, 
just as we must have planes, tanks, and 
ships, regardiess of the price. 


The whole discussion was summarized 
in these significant words, quoting again 
from Albert S. Goss, master of the Na- 
tional Grange: 

1. Vital above all else is assurance of sup- 
plies to the armed forces, 

2. Reasonable civilian requirements must 
be met to maintain morale and the produc- 
tion of war equipment. 

In order to meet these requirements, (1) 
the farmer must have a price that will enable 
him to meet necessary production costs. 
(2) The processor and distributor must have 
a price that will enable them to remain in 
business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED 


As in executive session, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
STEWART in the chair) laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of 
the United States nominating several 
persons for appointment in the Army 
Specialist Corps, which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 


Mr. McNARY. I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn until Monday. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 
o’clock and 23 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned until Monday, August 31, 
1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate August 27, 1942: 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY SPECIALIST CORPS 

Ewing Willard Reilley, Chief, Organization 
Branch, Quartermaster Corps, Services of Sup- 
ply, $6,500. 

Charles McCartney Wellons, Chief of De- 
sign and Construction Division, Engineer 
Corps, Services of Supply, $6,400. 

G. Ross Henninger, liaison officer, head- 
quarters, Army Specialist Corps, $5,600. 

John Hambleton Ober, Deputy Director, 
Third Service Command, Field Service, Army 
Specialist Corps, $5,600. 

Harold Ewing Spickard, Chieti, Rights-of- 
Way Subdivision, Engineer Corps, Services of 
Supply, $5,600. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate August 27, 1942: 
PoOSTMASTERS 
ARIZONA 
Charles C. Stemmer, Cottonwood. 
Charles J. Moody, Superior. 
ARKANSAS 
Earl T. Estes, Calico Rock. 
James Elmer Berry, Des Arc. 
J. Neil Cooper, Hoxie. 
Isaac H. Steed, Star City. 
MASSACHUSETTS 
George F. Cramer, Amherst. 
Thomas V. Sweeney, Harding. 
Catherine A. Lamoureaux, Hinsdale. 
John H, Fietcher, Westford. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Joseph A. Desrosiers, Greenville. 
‘TENNESSEE 
Cyril W. Jones, Athens. 
Lois McReynolds, South Pittsburg. 
Raymond B, Gibson, Spring City. 
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THURSDAY, August 27, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BULWINKLE. 

The Reverend Bernard Braskamp, 
D. D., pastor of the Gunton Temple Me- 
moria! Presbyterian Church Washing- 
ton, D. C., offered the following prayer: 


Eternal God, by whom our spirits are 
guided and sustained, heip us to meet the 
challenging tasks of each day with a 
whole-hearted devotion and a victorious 
faith. 

Inspire us with the glad assurance that 
when we seek to do Thy will our life finds 
its fruition and fulfillment. 

Bless our President and all who are 
sincerely striving to serve humanity dur- 
ing these days when a bleeding and war- 
torn world is struggling to be delivered 
from the forces of evil and destruction. 

Grant that we may carry on in the 
fear of the Lord and with the confident 
hope that our prayers for victory and 
peace will be answered. 

To Thy name we shall ascribe all the 
glory. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Monday, August 24, 1942, was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed a joint reso- 
lution of the following title, in which the 
concurrence of the House is requested: 

S. J. Res. 160. Joint resolution providing 
for the acceptance of title to the Widener 
art collection of Philadelphia, and for other 
purposes, 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the fol- 
lowing title: 

H. R.7416. An act to provide for a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members of the 
land and naval forces absent from the place 
of their residence and serving within the 
continental United States. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. Green, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. CONNALLY, 
Mr. Brivces, and Mr. Witey to be the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that. the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK- 
LEY and Mr. Brewster members of the 
joint select committee on the part of the 
Senate, as provided for in the act of 
August 5, 1939, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the disposition of certain rec- 
ords of the United States Government,” 
for the disposition of executive papers in 
the following departments and agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture, 

2. Department of Commerce. 

3. Department of Justice. 

4. Federal Works Agency. 

5. Tennessee Valley Authority. 

7 6. Reconstruction Finance - Corpora- 
on. 
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ADJOURNMENT OVER 
Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourn today it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next at 12 o’clock noon. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 


objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


WIDENER ART COLLECTION 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the Senate Joint Reso- 
jution 160, providing for the acceptance 
of title to the Widener art collection of 
Philadelphia, and for other purposes, and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the reso- 
lution. j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

Eesolved, etc., That the faith of the United 
States is pledged that, upon acceptance for 
the Smithsonian Institution by the trustees 
of the National Gallery of Art, in accordance 
with the provisions of the act of March 24, 
1937 (50 Stat. 51; U.S. C., title 20, secs. 71-75), 
of a collection of works of art as a gift 
effected by Joseph E. Widener, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., pursuant to the terms of the will 
of the late P. A, B. Widener, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., the United States will provide the Na- 
tional Gallery of Art with such funds as may 
be necessary for the payment of any taxes 
which may be levied as a result of the gift. 

There is hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, such amount as 
may be necessary to carry out the provisions 
of this joint resolution, 


The resolution was ordered to be read 
a third time, was read the third time, and 
Passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania {Mr. Van ZawpT] may 
extend his own remarks in the Appendix 
_ of the Recorp and include therein a 

speech he delivered a short time ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


` PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Delegate 
_from Hawaii {Mr. Kine] may address 
the House today for 5 minutes after the 
conclusion of the legislative calendar of 
the day and other special orders. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PETROLEUM PRODUCTS 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to in- 
clude as part of my remarks a copy of the 
bill I am today introducing to create the 
Office of Administrator of Petroleum 
Products, and defining his duties. 

"The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

‘There was no objection. 
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Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I have placed in the hopper 
today a bill to create the Office of Ad- 
ministrator of Petroleum and Petroleum 
Products, and defining his duties, for I 
feel that such an office would help clarify 
the confusion that now exists regarding 
the entire fuel and oil situation. We 
hear statements now being made to the 
effect we may have a shortage of coal in 
the East. Also the confusion as to the 
amount, of oil and gasoline available 
should be cleared up. These conflict- 
ing statements should stop. Not only are 
we in the East suffering from a shortage 
of oil and gasoline, but the men engaged 
in handling those products are sustaining 
losses because they do not know how to 
plan. 


A bill creating the Office of Administrator of 
Petroleum and Petroleum Products and 
defining his duties 


Be tt enacted, etc, That there is hereby 
created the Office of Administrator of Petro- 
leum and Petroleum Products (referred to in 
this act as the Administrator), who shall ba 
appointed by the President, by and with the 
consent of the Senate, and shall receive com- 
pensation at the rate of $12,000 per annum. 

The Administrator may, subject to the 
civil-service laws and regulations, appoint 
such employees as he deems necessary in 
order to carry out his functions and duties 
under this act, and shall fix their compen- 
sation in accordance with the Classification 
Act of 1923, as amended. 

The Administrator may utilize the services 
of Federal, State, and local agencies and may 
utilize and establish such regional, local, or 
other agencies, and utilize such voluntary 
and uncompensated services, as may from 
time to time be needed. Attorneys ap- 
pointed under this section may appear and 
represent the Administrator in any case in 
any court. In the appointment, classifica- 
tion, and promotion of officers and employees 
of the Office of Administrator, no political 
test or qualification shall be permitted or 
given consideration, but all such appoint- 
ments and promotions shall be given and 
made on the basis of merit and efficiency. 

(b) The principal office of the Adminis- 
trator shall be in the District of Columbia, 
but he or any duly authorized representative 
may exercise any or all of his powers in any 
place. ‘The President is authorized to trans- 
fer to the Office of the Administrator any of 
the powers and functions relating to the 
production, transportation, distribution, sale, 
and/or price of petroleum conferred by law 
or by Executive order upon any other de- 
partment or agency of the Government with 
respect to petroleum. The term “‘petroleum” 
as used in this act, unless otherwise indicated, 
means petroleum and any and all products 
derived therefrom. For these purposes the 
Administrator may apply such regulations as 
may have been prescribed by any other 
agency of the Government relating to the 
same subject matter and may amend or 
modify the same as, in his judgment, may be 
necessary to effectuate the of this 
act, and may, from time to time, issue such 
other regulations as he may deem necessary. 

(c) It shall be the duty and function of 
the Administrator to take such action as 
is necessary to institute and carry out a pro- 
gram relating to the production, transporta- 
tion, distribution, sale, and/or price of 
petroleum jin order to insure as nearly as may 
be possible and without discrimination a 
just, fair, and equitable distribution thereof 
to all areas of the United States, its Terri- 
tories and possessions, and the District of 
Columbia: Provided, That the Administra- 
‘tor ts authorized to direct the manner in 
which and the ¥ for which transpor- 
tation facilities available for the transporta- 
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tion of petroleum shall be used, and shall 
have authority to direct the shipment of any 
petroleum to any particular destination. 

Sec. 2. (a) The Administrator is author- 
ized to make such studies and investiga- 
tions and to obtain such information as 
he deems necessary or proper to assist him 
in prescribing any regulation or order under 
this act, or in the administration and en- 
forcement of this act and regulations and 
orders thereunder. 

(b) And the same general provisions of 
Public Law No. 421, Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, the Emergency Price Control Act of 
1942, title II, relating to administration, in- 
vestigations, records, reports, procedure, Te- 
view, enforcement, and saving provisions 
wherever applicable, in the judgment of the 
Administrator, are hereby made applicabie 
in the administration of this act. 

Sec. 3. (a) The provisions of this act, 
and all regulations, orders, price schedules, 
and requirements thereunder, shall termi- 
nate on January 1, 1944, or upon the date of 
a proclamation by the President, or upon the 
date specified in a concurrent resolution by 
the two Houses of the Congress, declaring 
that the further continuance of the authority 
granted by this act is not ne in the 
interest of the national defense and security, 
whichever date is the earlier; except that as 
to offenses committed, or rights or liabilities 
incurred, prior to such termination date, the 
provisions of this act and such regulations, 
orders, price schedules, and requirements 
shall be treated as still remaining in force 
for the purpose of sustaining any proper suit, 
action, or prosecution with respect to any 
such right, liability, or offense. 

(b) The Administrator shall have author- 
ity to make such expenditures (including 
expenditures for personal services and rent 
at the seat of government and elsewhere; for 
law books and books of reference; and for pa- 
per, printing, and binding) as he may deem 

for the administration and enforce- 
ment of this act. The provisions of section 
8700 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply 
to the purchase of supplies and services by 
the Administrator where the aggregate 
amount involved does not exceed $250. 

Src. 4. Such appropriations or other funds 
remaining unexpended by any department or 
agency of the Government whose powers and 
functions with respect to petroleum are trans- 
ferred to the Administrator pursuant to this 
act, shall be available to the Administrator 
for expenditure in carrying out his duties and 
functions; and such additional sums as may 
be necessary are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated. 

Src. 5. No provision of law or Executive or- 
der in force on the effective date of this act 
shall be construed to authorize any action 
inconsistent with the provisions and purposes 
of this act. 

Sec. 6. This act may be cited as the Emer- 
gency Petroleum Control Act of 1942 and 
shall take effect on the tenth day after its 
enactment. 


{From the Washington Post of August 27, 
1942] 


OFFICE oF PRICE ADMINISTRATION PREPARES TO 
Por CEILING on Live Hocs Now, BEEF 
LATER 
Over the protests of representatives of the 

livestock industry, the Office of Price Admin- 

istration announced yesterday that it was 
drawing plans to place price ceilings on live 
hogs, with similar action with respect to beef 

-cattle to be started in the “near future.” 
Action on this sector of the anti-inflation 

front was made possible recently when Secre- 

tary of Agriculture Claude A. Wickard an- 
nounced that he had withdrawn his opposi- 
tion to the step. Under the price-conirol 
law, no such action could be taken without 

Wickard’s approval. It was expected that the 

move would result in stabilizing meat-mar- 

keting conditions, preventing packers from 
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being squeezed between rising livestock prices 
and ceilings on meat at the wholesale level, 
ZONE PRICES PLANNED 

Office of Price Administration announced 
that wholesale prices would be adjusted also 
on a zone basis to eliminate inequalities. 

Both hogs and beef cattle are now selling 
at prices 125 percent above parity. Under 
the Price Control Act, Office of Price Admin- 
istration, with the approval of the Secretary 
of Agriculture, may set the ceilings at any 
level above 110 percent of parity. Whether 
Office of Price Administration decided to cut 
prices back to 110 percent of parity or to 
leave livestock raisers a margin above parity 
prices could not be determined last night. 
However, it was recalled that President Roose- 
velt Tuesday called upon both agricultural 
and labor groups to make sacrifices in the 
interest of winning the fight against infla- 
tion. 

WICKARD MUST APPROVE 


J. K. Galbraith, Deputy Administrator of 
the Office of Price Administration, said the 
hog and cattle price ceilings would be worked 
out in cooperation with producers and would 
be submitted to Wickard for final approval. 
Earlier, Price Administrator Leon Henderson 
received a delegation from the livestock in- 
dustry who protested against placing any 
ceiling on live animals. Henderson told the 
group that he appreciated their viewpoint but 
felt, nevertheless, “that livestock prices are 
too high.” 

Galbraith stated that steps would be taken 
to enforce the grading provisions of the beef 
price regulation to keep different grades of 
beef in a proper price relationship to each 
other. At the same time, he assured the 
cattle producers that the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration would try to avoid discouraging 
normal feeding and marketing of livestock. 
Wherever possible, producers will be notified 
in advance of price regulations, he said. 

A group of hog producers will meet with 
the Office of Price Administration again next 
week to confer on the proposed price ceiling. 

[From the Washington Times-Herald of 

August 27, 1942] 
ALL Is CONFUSION 


Once again we've been digging through 
current “news” on the interrelated and inter- 
twined gasoline, fuel oil, and rubber situa- 
tion; and once again we are strongly reminded 
of the old favorite “all is confusion” news- 
paper story. 

This story, you may remember, was about 
the cub reporter who was the only man avail- 
able at the moment -to cover a sudden spec- 
tacular fire.” He rushed to the scene, sur- 
veyed the leaping flames, the fire engines 
dashing around, children being trampled by 
a milling crowd, etc., and then messaged his 
city editor: “Can send nothing—all is con- 
fusion.” 

Let’s take the gasoline aspect first. A re- 
port has gone around in the last couple of 
days that in the gas-rationed 17 Eastern 
States all A books are presently to be revoked. 
This may or may not be true. 

Certain it is that Paul M. O'Leary, Deputy 
Office of Price Administration Administrator 
in charge of gas rationing, thundered an 
edict from Washington day before yesterday 
that all supplemental gas-rationing allot- 
ments (B, C, and S books) are to be re- 
examined by local rationing boards, prosecu- 
tions to be started in cases of deliberate 
violations. 

Does this mean that every motorist hold- 
ing more than an A book must now take 
time out from his daily toil to queue up in 
front of his gas ration board's office once 
more, gradually worm his way before the 
board, and state his case all over again, this 
time being presumed guilty until he proves 
himself Innocent? 

If it doesn’t mean that, we don’t know what 
it does mean, We are the more puzzied in 
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view of the fact that this same Deputy O'Leary 
says that rationing has cut gasoline consump- 
tion in the rationed area by about 45 percent, 
which we had understood was about all the 
reduction deemed necessary, if the prime 
object of the rationing is to save rubber. 


HENDERSON VERSUS ICKES 


From the offices of Price Administrator 
Leon Henderson and War Petroleum Coordin- 
ator Harold L. Ickes there came to yesterday’s 
papers the customary conflicting statements 
on fuel oil. These gentlemen seem to be 
making it a game of some sort. 

Mr. Henderson, talking oil matters over on 
Tuesday with a group of New England pub- 
lic officials, said that the problem has been 
getting graver and graver for 6 weeks; that 
he could give no figure on the situation be- 
cause such figures are confidential, that home 
owners thinking of converting to coal had 
better do so within 4 weeks, because after 
that the war’s demands may make it im- 
possible to get parts for coal-burning, home- 
heating apparatus. 

Mr. Ickes’ office cracked right back at this 
gloomy Henderson picture, in a press con- 
ference held by Ralph K. Davies, Deputy 
Petroleum Coordinator, in Mr. Ickes’ absence. 
Mr. Davies opined that 75 percent of normal 
“unrestricted” fuel oil would be available in 
the East this winter under the best condi- 
tions. A Mr. R. L. Minckler, another digni- 
tary in the Ickes organization, piped up to 
say that if this winter is as mild as last winter 
eastern home owners can hope for 90 percent 
of their normal consumption of fuel oil. 

So as regards fuel oil, you take your choice 
of which bureaucrat you’d rather listen to. 
At least, we do, because when we try to make 
the statements of both of them fit and make 
sense we begin going nuts. 

BARUCH IS ON THE JOB 

As regards rubber, things are quiet at the 
instant this is written, and have been rela- 
tively quiet, with the general public throw- 
ing no major conniption fits for a couple of 
weeks last past. 

This general calm has occurred for an inter- 
esting and perhaps instructive reason: The 
public knows that Bernard M. Baruch is on 
the job of surveying the entire crude, reclaim, 
and synthetic rubber situation, and will give 
a detailed and understandable report on it 
as soon as he and his two associate commit- 
teemen can conscientiously do so. 

Maybe it helps. sometimes to trust a huge 
and complex public problem to a man whose 
record indicates that he can fight it wisely 
if anybody can. Anyway, we're hoping for 
big results from Mr. Baruch: 

The Eastern States are entitled to put the 
following 2 cents’ worth, however, even into 
the deliberations of the Baruch committee: 
That if gasoline is being rationed in this heart 
of the war industry set-up primarily to con- 
serve rubber, gasoline should be similarly 
rationed all over the country. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my own remarks 
and to include as a part thereof an article 
in the Washington Post regarding the 
selling of live hogs, and stating that ac- 
tion will later be taken affecting beef. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to submit two unani- 
mous-consent requests: First, that I may 
insert in the Recorp a radio address I 
delivered on the subject, The Navy’s 
Challenge for Service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


Without 
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ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I strongly favor our sending to 
conference immediately the bill to pro- 
vide for absentee voting by members of 
the armed forces and acting upon the 
conference report as soon as it comes to 
the House. We passed this legislation in 
the House over a month ago, and now 
that the Senate has finally passed it we 
should not delay its enactment a day 
longer. The boys in the service are cer- 
tainly entitled to vote and should not 
be prevented from doing so by any 
extraneous issues. They are entitled to 
vote without paying a poll tax. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge that those of us 
who are here function as a legislative 
body and discharge our duty to the men 
in the armed forces and not procrastinate 
in this vitally important matter. We 
passed the bill to pay promptly the allow- 
ances to the dependents of the men in the 
service and we can pass this bill. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein an article that appeared in the 
New York Times of today on the life of a 
distinguished Brooklynite, Andrew T. 
Sullivan, who creditably discharged the 
duties of postmaster of the then city of 
Brooklyn during the second administra- 
tion of Grover Cleveland. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and to include a very brief poem. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it-is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 20 minutes on Monday next after the 
conclusion of the legislative business of 
the day and other special orders. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I.ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 5 minutes today after the completion 
of the legislative business for the day and 
other special orders. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent: that the distin- 
guished majority leader, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack], 
may extend his own remarks in the REC- 
orp in two particulars: in one to include 
an article written by Lester Allen in the 
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Boston Post, and in the other to include 
an editorial from the Boston Post. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Rrecorp and to include therein an 
address delivered by the Honorable Fran- 
cis Biddle, Attorney General of the 
United States, before a meeting of the 
Ameriean Bar Association, at Detroit, 
Mich., Monday, August 24, 1942, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RecorD and to include 
therein an address by the Prime Minister 
of Poland, Gen. Wladyslaw Sikorski, be- 
fore the Polish National Council, at Lon- 
don, August 17, 1942. I have been in- 
formed by the Public Printer that it will 
make two and one-third pages of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, at a cost of $105. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


BITUMINOUS COAL MINERS AND THE WAR 
EFFORT 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no ob; 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, with- 
in the last week in one of the heavy 
bituminous coal-producing districts of 
this country, located in West Virginia, 
it was my privilege to meet with more 
than 300 men who actively represent the 
miners who go beneath the earth to bring 
forth the coal necessary tc operate our 
factories and transportation systems in 
vital war effort. 

The expression from these men, speak- 
ing publicly, was to the effect that we 
must have an all-out production of the 
commodity which they mine. Some of 
the men, chairmen of victory commit- 
tees of miners, challenged with these 
words: “We have come to the place 
where if is either work or fight.” 

In connection with this slogan the 
Morgantown Post, reporting the program 
in its issue of August 24, said: 

“Work or fight” was the warning issued to 
Monongalia County coal miners by mine 
union leaders themselves at the victory din- 
ner. 


The newspaper went on to say that— 

C. Freemont Davis, president of district 31 
of the United Mine Workers, sounded a key- 
note when he declared: “The point has been 
reached in this country where a man no 
longer should have the privilege of working 
when he wants to and laying off when he 
wants to.” 


During my address to the group I read 
the following from a recent Baltimore 
Sun editorial: 

[From the Baltimore Sun] 

The practice of shirking work is not, of 
course, characteristic of all war-industry 
workers. Employers are grateful for a sub- 
stantial body of men and women who faith- 
fully apply themselves to the business of see- 
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ing their country through to victory in the 
production lines. Without these the fine 
achievements of industry in the present emer- 

would be impossible. But for them, 
there would be no landing of marines on 
Tulagi “on schedule.” 

But there is another group, entirely too 
large, too, that hasn’t yet caught on to the 
fact that we are fighting a war here as well 
as abroad. They are hampering production 
and adding to the strains upon conscientious 
workers. Whether the cause be indifference, 
indolence, or simple inability to see how dis- 
rupting such behavior can be, they are haras- 
sing plant management and impairing plant 
morale by necessitating reorganization of 
producing personnel to fill the gaps their 
absenteeism creates. Im consequence the 
completion of a ship, an airplane, or some 
ather war necessity falls behind schedule and 
industry fails, by so much, the men who are 
bearing the brunt of combat on land and sea 
and in the air. 

There is no absenteeism in the military 
services. 


A few hours after that meeting was 
held I stood at the tipple of a coal mine 
at 10:30 at night when shifts were being 
changed. I looked into the earnest faces 
of men hardened from their determina- 
tion and their work. The patriotism of 
such men fs a real aid to their accom- 
plishing a splendid job. Operators of 
mines should and must mateh their de- 
votion in this dark hour of our fight 
against well-equipped and resourceful 
foes. 

Mr. Speaker, perhaps the most effec- 
tive manner fo explain that gathering is 
to quote from the following article, ap- 
pearing in the issue cf August 25 of the 
Morgantown (W. Va.) Dominion-News: 
[From the Morgantown (W. Va.) Dominion- 

News of August 25, 1942] 

KELLY Creek MINERS Hear PLEAS AGAINST 
Costty Lay-Orr Evi-—UNIque PROGRAM 
HELD ar Marmpsviuie Pir MOUTH; RANDOLPH, 
OTHERS SPEAK 
Speakers at Sunday's “victory dinner” took 

their message to the rank and file at an 

impromptu program at the Maidsville mine of 

Kelly Creek Collieries Co. They spoke to the 

men who had completed their night's work 

and to others who were to enter the pits 

Sunday night. 

Ernest Richards, president of the Industrial 

Union Council, acted as master of ceremonies 

— first presented Sheriff Clarence E. John- 


Wehr er Johnson, in a brief message, said 
that he was sure that the members were 
there for just one purpose, and that was to 
do everything possible to help win the war. 

Harry Myers, chairman of the local mine 
committee which had planned the event, had 
but one thing in mind and that was to find 
out why so many men are laying off and 
missing their regular shifts. 

Myers said, with great emphasis, that if it 
is reported to him that men have missed more 
than two shifts without bona fide reason, he 
will recommend their induction into the 
Army to the draft board. 

WORK OF FIGHT 

It is “work or fight,” said the mine com- 
mitteeman, adding that the men in the armed 
forces do not like it when they hear of those 
back home shirking their duty. He said that 
he bas three brothers in the service, one in 
Ireland. 

“Let's bave our Iay-off after the war is 
over,” pleaded Myers, adding that lay-offs are 
playing into Hitler’s hands. 

“What is done at Kelly Creek will be done 
elsewhere,” Meyers concluded, urging the men 
there to set a good example, 
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Don J. Eddy, member of the house of 
delegates, said that during the brief time 
that he had worked around the mines he 
had thought how fine it would be for the 
men to have washrooms, where they could 
clean up before returning to their homes, 

He said that a bill, which would have made 
such provision mandatory, had been passed 
in the house of delegates this year, but had 
failed in the senate. 

PIVE-DAY PLEA p 

Eddy likewise made his plea for a full 5- 
day week for every coal miner. 

Congressman JENNINGS RANDOLPH pointed 
out that all have a job to do in helping win 
the war. Doing that job well speeds victory, 
he said. 

The names Hitler, Mussolini, and Hirohito 
do not frighten Americans, said RANDOLPH, 
adding that whether a man’s name is “Ran- 
dolph, or Eddy, or Richards,” or is that of a 
Polish or Italian family, all are Americans and 
all have their part to play in the war effort. 

The names of Hitler and the other Axis 
leaders are a challenge to Americans every- 
where, he said. 

RaNDOLPH said that it had been his am- 
bition to become a member of the Labor 
Committee in Congress when he first went 
to Washington. This was his desire, he said, 
because he had seen long hours, low pay, 
and poor working conditions. 

Since the dark days of 1933, the workers 
have made great gains, declared RANDOLPH, 
citing legislation like the Wagner Act, the 
wages-and-hours law, the Bituminous Sta- 
bilization Act, and other legislation to bene- 
fit labor. 

Neither Republican nor Democratic Con- 
gresses will ever dare to repeal these bene- 
ficial laws, he believes. 

RANDOLPH said that he had taken keen 
interest in the Federal Mine Inspection Act 
and had worked to secure names to the peti- 
tion which had brought tt on the floor of 
the House for discussion and ultimate pas- 
sege. 

He said that he could see the will for 
victory in the eyes of the men and the ex- 
pression of the “we can do it” spirit in their 
faces. 

We must all serye more and sacrifice more, 
RANDOLPH declared, adding that it must be 
faced that on 31 fronts of this war all is not 
well, 

“We will win the war and keep the peace,” 
he concluded. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE] 
may extend his own remarks by includ- 
ing an editorial from the Charlotte 
Observer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to extend in the Appendix of the 
Recorp an article I contributed to the 
American Seamen and Review entitled 
“Merchant Seamen Answer the Nation's 
Call.” The article exceeds the limit by 
half a page. I have an estimate from 
the printer. Notwithstanding this I 
ask unanimous consent it may be in- 
cluded in the Appendix of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


THE SOLDIERS’ VOTE BILL 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no cbjection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
tleman from Washington [Mr. SMITH] 
has just made a plea for immediate con- 
sideration of H. R. 7416 which will pro- 
vide a method for those serving in our 
land and naval forces to enable them to 
vote. I wish to assure not only the gen- 
tleman from Washington, but those of 
you present that favor this legislation, 
that I am just as anxious to obtain the 
passage of the bill as he is, and I am 
confident that every effort will be made 
to pass the bill without unnecessary de- 
lay. I have worked extremely hard to 
bring about the passage of this legisla- 
tion. Unfortunately, an agreement has 
been entered into by unanimous consent. 
In view of the fact that there is not a 
quorum present, and as an effort is be- 
ing made to bring about an agreement 
whereby the bill can be taken up by 
unanimous consent on Monday next, I 
am hopeful of action then. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have 
heretofore secured permission to extend 
in the Appendix of the Recorp certain 
newspaper clippings. This morning I 
received additional material which I 
should like to insert in connection with 
the other clippings, but this will make 
the inserted matter exceed the limit of 
the rule, 

I therefore ask unanimous consent that 
notwithstanding the fact I have not had 
an opportunity, and shall not have, to 
refer the matter to the Public Printer for 
an estimate, that I be permitted to insert 
this matter to which I have referred. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
today for 5 minutes after the conclusion 
of the legislative business of the day and 
other special orders. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Jar- 
MAN] may extend his own remarks in the 
Appendix of the Recor in two instances. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on be- 
half of my colleague the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr, Horrman], I ask unani- 
mous consent that he may be permitted 
to extend his own remarks in the Ap- 
pendix of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. GEARHART]? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, after 
completion of business on the Speaker’s 


With- 
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desk and after other special orders are 
completed, I may be permitted to ad- 
dress the House for 5 minutes on one 
phase of the fuel-oil situation on the 
east coast. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. HARTLEY]? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous special order the Delegate from 
Hawaii (Mr. Kine] is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

THE LATE BRIG. GEN. ALBERT K. B. 

LYMAN 


Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
sincere sorrow and a feeling of great per- 
sonal loss that I report the death in 
Honolulu on August 13 of Brig. Gen. 
Albert Kualii Brickwood Lyman, United 
States Army. He was the second of three 
brothers appointed to West Point from 
the Territory of Hawaii by its Delegate, 
Prince Kuhio Kalanianaole. He entered 
the Military Academy the same year I 
entered the Naval Academy, and our 
friendship has continued and grown 
warmer and closer through the years. 

He is the first officer of Hawaiian an- 
cestry to attain the rank of general. 
Almost at the moment of is death his 
name was before the United States Sen- 
ate to be confirmed for this well-earned 
promotion. I am gratified to learn that 
his commission as a brigadier general will 
be issued, dated back prior to his death. 

General Lyman was well known 
throughout the Army as “Queen” Lyman, 
a popular and highly respected officer, 
with a record of over 33 years of splen- 
did service. He was a true son of 
Hawaii, descended through his father 
from the New England missionary stock 
which came to Hawaii over a hundred 
years ago, and through his mother from 
the chiefly class of old Hawaii. 

He was ordered to Hawaii about 2 years 
ago to command a regiment of engineers, 
and was later designated department en- 
gineer. Shortly after war broke out he 
took over the additional duties of United 
States district engineer for the Hawaiian 
area. 

His duties in charge of military proj- 
ects of vital importance in this strategic 
area required long hours of unremitting 
and arduous labor. As a conscientious 
and patriotic soldier, General Lyman 
gave of himself without stint, happy to 
be able to serve his country at a task for 
which his distinguished career as ‘an 
officer of the United States Engineer 
Corps had specially fitted him. 

His death is a loss to our country and 
to the Hawaiian community, who looked 
upon him as one of its most distinguished 
sons. 

In their personal grief, his family can 
take comfort in the thought that he died 
as he would have wished—on active duty 
in the service of his country. He was 
as truly a casualty of this war as though 
he had died in combat, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous special order of the House, the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DICK- 
STEIN] is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my own remarks in the Recorp and to in- 
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clude a letter of July 7, addressed to Don- 
ald Nelson, alsc to include certain brief 
newspaper clippings, dated June 18 and 
July 2, as well as a letter addressed to me 
by Mr. Nelson, of the War Production 
Board. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr, DICKSTEIN]? 

There was no objection. 


SUBVERSIVE PUBLICATIONS 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, on 
April 28, 1942, I addressed this House on 
the subject of subversive publications 
which preach treason. I pointed out 
then, and I again call the matter to the 
attention of the House, that there are 
too many small periodicals in this coun- 
try, so-called newspapers and other one- 
sheet papers, spreading the gospel of un- 
Americanism among the citizens of this 
country. 

Under the guise of free speech, these 
publications, these one-man. sheet clips, 
mailed through the Post Office Depart- 
ment, are being distributed under the 
second-class mailing privilege. Indi- 
rectly, they are attempting to breed con- 
tempt and encourage subversive activities 
by certain elements in this country. It 
seems to me that the time has come when 
we should put a stop to all of these one- 
sheet papers which are being distributed 
among the people without any responsi- 
bility, because their owners have none. 
In a number of instances where Ameri- 
cans were attacked, upon investigation, 
it has been found that it is impossible 
to locate the owner of this so-called 
paper which printed the attacks. 

As an illustration, I referred some time 
ago to the Mazzini Society, an Italian 
organization. I came across two news- 
paper articles, and I am going to read 
one of them if I have time. I want to 
point out to the House the seriousness 
of this situation. This appears in the 
Mazzini magazine or newspaper of June 
18, 1942, and reads as follows, this being 
in Italian: 

Another fruit: Yesterday the “Mazzini” 
has received from the War Production Board 
the official task to investigate and give its 
judgment about the faithfulness of Italian 
laborers and employees to whom work must 
be given in war industries. It is only a 
beginning, but a concrete beginning. It is 
an appointment which gives to those who 
will be called to direct the “Mazzini" an 
infinite responsibility full of dangers. Take 
note of it; we haye done nothing to request 
it; it has come by itself. But it has come 
because it is well known by now that we are 
the right persons, straight persons, intransi- 
gent persons in their contacts with other 
people—little old ‘mother-in-laws,” but per- 
sons who have succeeded in imposing this 
precise fact: That we are honest people whcese 
faithfulness to American ideals cannot be 
questioned. 

In other words, the Mazzini Society 
in its periodical claims that it has the 
right to pass upon the persons who may 
seek jobs in the War Production Board 
and that it is the sole judge as to who 
shall obtain jobs in the War Production 
Board. 

The Mazzini Society, as I have pointed 
out, is composed of a great number of 
aliens. Most of its members are not in 
accord with the principles of our Govern- 
ment, in my opinion. It is disgraceful 
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to think that the War Production Board 
goes to the Mazzini Society, or to any 
other group or society, seeking an opin- 
ion or judgment.on Americans and their 
ability to work for the War Production 
Board. 

Donald Nelson, head of the War Pro- 
duction Board, in answer to my letter, 
which will appear in the Recorp, has 
denied this statement by the Mazzini 
Society. The fact remains, however, 
that on July 2, 1942, another article 
appeared in which the Mazzini Society 
states that it does have the power to pass 
upon the men of Italian birth who may 
obtain jobs, and so forth, 

Mr. Speaker, we have a civil service, 
we have a Department of Justice, we have 
the intelligence departments of the Army 
and Navy, and I think if a request was 
made of the Mazzini Society it was wrong 
and that the persons who are responsible 
should be punished. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 addi- 
tional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time when we are engaged in a great war, 
we should not delegate such an important 
power to any organization, whether it is 
the Mazzini Society or any group of per- 
sons in this country. The Federal Gov- 
ernment and its agencies are capable of 
passing on and should pass upon every 
qualified citizen who is seeking employ- 
ment in the War Production Board or 
any other agency of this Government, 
For the purpose of the Recorp and the 
information of the House I am inserting 
the newspaper items and the corre- 
spondence with Nelson referred to earlier 
in my speech: 

JuLy 7, 1942. 
Hon. Donatp NELSON, 
Office of Production Management, 
Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE Sim: I am in receipt of informa- 
tion to the effect that no position of any kind 
can be obtained by any person of Italian ex- 
traction who is seeking employment with 
your beard, unless such person is vouched 
for by the Mazzini Society. 

It is strange that in spite of the fact that 
I had occasion to address the Congress as to 
the activities of the Mazzini Society, which 
address appears in the CONGRESSIONAL 
of June 17, 1941, page 5280, and is in itself 
proof that there are some questionable per- 
sons in that group, apparently no official 
action was taken in this matter and, on the 
contrary, the Mazzini Society is considered 
the sole organization worthy enough to deal 
with the question of the loyalty of American 
workers. 

In my address to Congress I pointed out 
the fact that while some very prominent and 
thoroughly loyal Americans might be con- 
nected with the Mazzini Society the society 
as a whole cannot claim to be an American 
organization. 

I am enclosing photostat copies of notices 
which will further explain the matter, 

Sincerely yours, 
SAMUEL DICKSTEIN, 
Member of Congress. 
{From Nazioni Unite, weekly of the Mazzini 
Society, of June 18, 1942] 

Altro frutto: ieri la Mazzini ha ricevuto dal 

War Production Board l'incarico ufficiale di 
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svolgere l'inchiesta e dare il proprio giudizio 
circa la fedeltà degli operai ed impiegati itali- 
ani ai quali si deve dar lavoro in industrie di 
guerra. E’ solo un principio, ma è un prin- 
cipio concreto. E' una investitura che da a 
coloro che saranno chiamati a dirigere la Maz- 
zini una responsabilità infinita e piena di 
pericoli. Notate bene, non abbiamo fatto 
nulla per chiederlo; è.venuto da sè: Ma 
è venuto perchè è ormai risaputo che siamo 
gente per bene; gento diritta, gente intransi- 
gente nei suoi contatti con altra gente, un 
po’ vecchie suocere, ma insomma ch'è riuscita 
ad imporre questo fatto preciso: che siamo 
persone oneste e disinteressate la cui fedeltà 
agli ideali americani non può essere messa in 
dubbio. 
k [Translation] 

Another fruit; yesterday the Mazzini has 
received from the War Production Board the 
official task to investigate and give its judge- 
ment about the faithfulness of Italian labor- 
ers and employees to whom work must be 
given in war Industries. It Is only a begin- 
ning but a concrete beginning. It is an 
appointment which gives to those who will 
be called to direct the Mazzini an infinite 
responsibility full of dangers. Take note of 
it; we have done nothing to request it. It 
has come by itself. Gut it has come because 
it is well known by now that we are the 
right persons; straight persons, intransigent 
persons in their contacts with other people— 
a little old mother-in-laws, but persons who 
have succeeded in imposing this precise fact: 
That we are honest people whose faithfulness 
to American ideals cannot be questioned, 


[From Nazioni Unite, weekly of the Mazzini 
Society, of July 2, 1942] 


L'UFFICIO DEL LAVORO 


Per iniziativa del War Production Board, 
in collaborazione con L’Italian American 
Labor Council, la Mazzini ha organizzato al 
‘775 B’way (suite 850) un ufficio che dovra’ 
dare alle autorita’ Americane—dopo investi- 
gazione—le opportune informazioni e garan- 
zie per gli Italiani e Italo-Americani che 
domandano di lavorare nelle industrie di 
guerra. 

[Translation | 
THE OFFICE OF LABOR 


By initiative of the War Production Board, 
in collaboration with the Italian-American 
Labor Council, the Mazzini has organized at 
1775 Broadway (suite 850) an office which 
will have to give to the American authori- 
ties—after investigation—the opportune in- 
formation and guarantees for the Italians 
and Italo-Americans who apply for work in 
the war industries. 


War PRODUCTION BOARD, > 
Washington, D. C., July 28, 1942. 
Hon. SAMUEL DICKSTEIN, 
House oj Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN DICKSTEIN: This is in 
reply to your letter of July 7, 1942, in which 
you refer to an allegation made to the effect 
that no position of any kind can be obtained 
by any person of Italian extraction who is 
seeking employment with the War Produc- 
tion Board unless such person is vouched for 
by the Mazzini Society. 

This allegation is absolutely without foun- 
dation. When the War Production Board 
recommends persons for appointments, the 
customary governmental investigations are 
made by the Civil Service Commission and 
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
Neither the Mazzini Society nor any other 
private agency has any authority to approve 
or disapprove the recommendations of the 
Board or of these agencies. 

Thank you very much for calling this mat- 
ter to my attention. 

Sincerely, 
Donap M. NELSON, 
Chairman, 
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Mr. Speaker, Iam trying to bring about 
complete unity among our foreign-born 
population. That is the reason I object 
to any small group setting themselves 
up as a superior judge of the conduct 
and beliefs of their fellowmen and thus 
creating fear and distrust among cer- 
tain people. We have enough Govern- 
ment agencies to check on the loyalty of 
people our Government wants to employ, 
and such an important function should 
not be delegated to any private group 
or individual, 

{Here the gavel fell] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. PIERCE] is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 


LIVESTOCK PRICES 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, the morn- 
ing paper carries a first page heading, 
“O. P. A. prepares to put ceiling on live 
hogs now, beef later.” 

The article states that this move 
“would result in stabilizing marketing 
conditions, preventing packers from be- 
ing squeezed between rising livestock 
prices and ceilings on meat at the whole- 
sale level.” 

It appears to me there may be undue 
anxiety over the packers and too little 
consideration for the producers. 

The products of our farms—foods and 
fibers—are as necessary to winning this 
war as are munitions and ships. Those 
who have the power now tell us that we 
must have a price ceiling on meat prod- 
ucts—cattle and hegs. The Secretary of 
Agriculture should never forget that par- 
ity does not necessarily mean cost of 
production. Parity is an indefinite term, 
used to convey the idea that the farm- 
er’s products have the same purchasing 
power for the farmer that they had in 
the base period. That base period was 
almost 30 years ago, from 1909 to 1914, 
inclusive. Conditions for agriculture in 
that period were entirely different from 
what they are teday. The ordinary 
farmer now has to have many more dol- 
lars invested in machinery and farm 
equipment than he had to have 30 years 
ago. Farm wages are vastly higher and 
are competitive with industry. The 
farmer pays higher taxes. The world 
demands more of him. He contributes 
more. 

When it is said that the prices of farm 
products are above parity, it cannot nec- 
essarily be assumed that those farm prod- 
ucts return to the farmers today the cost 
of production. In every war itis natural 
that farmer boys should voiunteer early, 
because they are boys inured to hard- 
ships. They know how to milk the cows 
before break of day and after the sun is 
set; they are highly patriotic and they 
volunteer freely. They have gone into 
the armed services from ocean to shining 
ocean, leaving only a fragment of the 
help we cought to have to carry on farm 
work. 

Difficulties and costs mount daily on 
farms. We who are deeply interested in 
agriculture should plead with officials not 
to fix a ceiling upon farm products which 
will curtail production and practically 
enslave farmers by forcing production 
below actual cost. Many students seri- 
ously doubt the fairness of the formula 
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of the Department for estimating parity, 
especially upon meat products. Farmers 
do not object to any sort of regimenta- 
tion that may be necessary to win this 
war; but let us be fair. 

If, arbitrarily, we fix the ceilings based 
on the rules now used for estimating 
parity, and actual practice shows that 
it is less than the cost of production, the 
result will be inability for the farmer to 
produce. It will not be a desire to hin- 
der the war effort, but simply that he is 
incapable of producing the hogs and beef 
that we must have, which will curtail 
this essential production, 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
special order of the House, the gentle- 
man from New Jersey (Mr. HARTLEY] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 


OIL AND COAL 


Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, we have 
an unofficial committee in the House 
composed of Members from the eastern 
seabord from the New England and Mid- 
die Atlantic States which has been trying 
to get some facts concerning the petro- 
leum shortage on the eastern seaboard. 

Yesterday we had a rather interesting 
witness before our committee, a consult- 
ing engineer, outstanding in his profes- 
sion, who has had 39 years of experience 
back of him. He is an expert in the pe- 
troleum field and in the field of com- 
posite fuels. I think that the testimony 
he gave our committee yesterday worthy 
of the consideration of everyone inter- 
ested in trying to help the petroleum 
shortage on the eastern seaboard. His 
name is Vincent Shinkle. He called at- 
tention to the fact that today in the 
anthracite fields of the East there are 
50,000 tons of pulverized coal that is 
nothing more than waste product, lying 
on the top of the ground. He further 
stated that this pulverized coal can be 
mixed with heavy fuel oils and used in 
heavy industries, and that the amount of 
pulverized coal now available would re- 
place over 2,000,000 barrels of petroleum 
in the heavy industries. The pulverizing 
equipment is available. Tank cars would 
not be necessary to transport it to the 
East and no strategic materials will be 
needed. 

I would like to know why those in 
charge of the petroleum program have 
not given consideration to this process 
which would help us on the eastern sea- 
board so much. This is not anything 
new, incidentally. It was a process that 
was discovered at the end of the last 
World War, and while it was not com- 
mercially feasible between the last World 
War and this time because of the cheap- 
ness of fuel oil, today, when it will re- 
place at least 2,000,000 barrels of fuel 
oil, I think it ought to be given consid- 
eration. 

I might also say that it would not re- 
quire the conversion of the boilers, and 
so forth, in the plants, because the same 
equipment that they are using for heavy 
wa oils could be used for this composite 
coal. 

I would like to ask once again why 
those in charge of the petroleum program 
have not seen fit to investigate this and 
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lem of the shortage of petroleum on the 
eastern seaboard, 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARTLEY. I yield. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
am very much interested in what the 
gentleman has to say. Certainly every- 
thing should be utilized. Also it has 
been incredible to me that more was not 
done earlier. I took up the matter of 
using tank cars a year ago last June. 
They rather smiled at the idea of having 
them made available. We now see thou- 
sands of tank cars being used satisfac- 
torily today. I believe that even more 
should be diverted to the east coast. 

Mr. HARTLEY. More cars certainly 
should be diverted. As a matter of fact, 
a representative of the Office of the Pe- 
troleum Coordinator was present at our 
hearing yesterday and I asked him why 
he did not follow out the recommenda- 
tion that everyone who has investigated 
this subject has made, and that is to ex- 
tend rationing to district No. 2. He re- 
plied: “We are doing it by the diversion 
of tank cars.” In other words, they are 
doing indirectly what they ought to do 
directly. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Yes; that is true, and they ought to have 
begun the use of tank cars months ago. 
We in New England feel they should be 
more interested in helping us. The gen- 
tleman knows very well that this is the 
only time in the entire history of our 
country when one section of the country 
only has been rationed or restricted. It 
seems manifestly unfair. We should ra- 
tion all other sections of the country. 

{Here the gavel fell.J 


THE SOLDIERS’ VOTE BILL 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 2 minutes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
Byron). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
ceived a wire from Albany, N. Y., today 
which I think it important that the con- 
ferees on the soldiers’ vote bill know 
something about. The wire was ad- 
dressed to me by the chairman of the 
State War Ballot Commission, William 
T. Simpson, The telegram reads as 
follows: 


ALBANY, N. Y., August 26, 1942. 

Hon. SAMUEL DICKSTEIN, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Amendment of Ramsay bill in conference 

to protect the operations of New York's war- 
ballot law appears vitally necessary in order 
to avoid confusion in the minds of New York 
voters in war service and sericus legal con- 
troversies over the validity of war ballots, 
both State and Federal, following elections. 
We feel sure that if this is not done many 
contests in this State will be thrown into 
the courts. 

STATE War BALLOT COMMISSION, 

WILLIAM T. Simpson, Chairman. 


In view of this telegram, I call upon 
and ask the conferees to study this ques- 
tion very carefully so as to make sure 
that there is no conflict between State 


every other means of solving the prob-.| and Federal laws where States have al- 
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ready made provisions for their residents 
in the armed forces to vote. The legal 
questions referred to in this telegram 
should be carefuliy examined. I feel 
that it is of the utmost importance to 
clarify the law so that no objection can 
be made to the soldiers’ vote later on. 
This question should be given most care- 
ful consideration by the conferees when 
they meet, and, to make doubly sure 
that it is, I am now calling it to their 
attention. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I am glad the 
gentleman from New York made the 
statement he has with respect to this 
soldiers’ vote bill, for it seems to me this 
is one of the most important measures 
that has come before the House in several 
weeks. Surely no Member of this House 
will put himself in the position of op- 
posing the giving of the franchise to the 
boys in the Army and the Navy. I trust 
the conferees will be able to come to a 
speedy agreement, because I think it 
would certainly be an: untenable position 
for anyone to take to say that the soldiers 
and sailors should not have the right to 
vote. I hope that any minor differences 
between the Senate and the House con- 
ferees will be speedily ironed out. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I hope so, too. I 
fully agree with the gentleman and 
thank him for his contribution. As I 
said, I am calling it to the attention of 
the conferees and asking that they take 
into consideration the law passed by 
New York State, for example, giving the 
residents of my State who are in the 
armed forces a chance to cast their bal- 
lots. I do not want any situation to 
arise in which the votes of some of the 
people in the armed forces may be con- 
tested because of a discrepancy between 
Federal and State law. Let us make sure 
that the Federal law protects the rights 
of the people who are giving their all to 
protect our country. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
ask unanimous consent to include in the 
revision of my remarks an editorial from 
the Times-Herald entitled “All Is Con- 
fusion.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, the article to which I just re- 
ferred relates to the confusing state- 
ments issued by different Government 


| heads regarding the fuel oil and the coal 


situation. This has created an intoler- 
able condition for the people of New 
England. One minute they are told to 
convert from oil to coal, and the next 
minute somebody comes out with a state- 
ment saying that there will not be 
enough coal. I understand there is 
plenty of coal if it is secured quickly. 
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I have asked Mr. Ickes to establish at 
Boston a regional office of the coal and 
oil coordinator for war to take care of 
the New England States in order that 
the people of that area may be furnished 
with the most accurate information that 
can be secured on oil and coal, that it be 
available to them there instead of their 
having to come to Washington. I have 
asked the President, in fact, I asked him 
some time ago, to create a single, well- 
coordinated petroleum department with 
a single head that could take care of 
the east coast situation, that could see 
that justice was done. I have said re- 
peatedly, and I say it again, that our 
people are perfectly willing to make any 
sacrifice necessary, but we do not feel we 
should be penalized; we do not feel that 
we should be rationed and the rest of 
the country go unrationed. I think it 
is an insult to the rest of the country to 
infer that they are not patriotic enough 
to see that the east coast has its fair 
share of oil and gasoline. 

I feel that much more can be done 
than is already being done in the way 
of using tank cars and certain railroads 
that are used very little to bring more 
oil into New England, or into the entire 
east coast area. I was rather laughed 
at when I suggested the use of tank cars 
a year ago last June, but many tank cars 
are being used today. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
shall be pleased to yield. 

Mr. HARTLEY. I wish to read a tele- 
gram at this point in the gentlewoman’s 
remarks relating to this situation. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
shall be glad to have the telegram read 
by the gentleman. 

Mr. HARTLEY. This is from New 
Jersey marketers of petroleum. I read 
the telegram: 


HAWTHORNE, N. J., August 27, 1942. 
Representative HARTLEY, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Dealers refuse buying heating olls offered 
by our company in tank-car lots. O. P. A’s 
nonfulfilled promise of rebate on transporta- 
tion keeping dealers from buying and filling 
their storage. We are loaded to capacity. 
Our commitments are still coming through. 
We are not allowed to hold up tank cars. 
Cannot make up our minds which is a 
greater crime, dumping oil into the street 
or fill householders’ tanks. 

SHormeyer Bros. PETROLEUM CO., 
New Jersey Marketers. 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentleman for his contribu- 
tion. It is very enlightening. Some of 
the Members may have seen the state- 
ment by Mr. Davies in the papers; it is 
spoken of in this editorial from the 
Times-Herald to which I referred. Mr. 
Davies, Mr. Ickes’ Assistant Fuel Coordi- 
nator, stated that if their present plans 
can be carried out, if certain war activi- 
ties do not interfere, the east coast will 
have 75 percent of the oil they would 
have in a normal winter—that is, during 
a winter of normal cold. This would 
mean 90 percent of the oil that was used 
during last year’s mild winter. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 5 additional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
shall be pleased to yield to the gentleman 
from New York as I did to the gentleman 
from New Jersey. These two gentle- 
men, together with the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. FITZGERALD] have been 
working assiduously and strenuously as 
members of a committee working on this 
problem. 

If the gentleman will permit, however, 
I may say that I feel that Mr. Ickes and 
Mr. Eastman are extremely anxious to 
follow out the recommendations of the 
gentleman's committee, and they have 
said that the suggestions we have made 
have been very helpful. 

u I ats yield to the gentleman from New 
ork. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER, In þe- 
half of the committee, I wish to thank 
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts 
for what she has said about the work 
of our committee, and in turn I wish to 
compliment the gentlewoman from Mas- 
sachusetts on the tireless effort she is 
making herself. 

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. We 
are all working on it together. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. That is 
quite true. I want to say that my fellow 
member of the committee, its vice chair- 
man, the gentleman from New Jersey, 
has disclosed but one situation by the 
telegram he has read to the House. The 
next thing on our program will be to 
endeavor to get to the bottom of the 
startling situation this telegram discloses 
and to ascertain whether there is plenty 
in the midst of apparent want. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Ap- 
parently there is plenty of oil and plenty 
of gasoline; it is clear that transporta- 
tion, as I stated before, is the bottleneck. 
I think certain railroad lines could be 
used more effectively for the transporta- 
tion of oil and gas to the east coast and 
additional tank cars should be given to 
us. I certainly feel that the suggestion 
of the gentleman from New Jersey is 
very valuable. 

Mr. MEYER of Maryland. Mr. Speak- 
er, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield. 

Mr. MEYER of Maryland. In con- 
nection with the east-coast rationing I 
understand that Petroleum Coordinator 
Ickes has ordered some of the tank cars 
taken out of service to the West and 
Midwest and turned over to the East. 
I am informed that 5,000 to 7,000 tank 
cars are being hauled out of the Mid- 
west and Southwest States. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman is correct. 

Mr. MEYER of Maryland. The thing 
I am interested in is why it should take 
tank cars 20 days to make the round trip. 
In other words for the tank cars to travel 
from the oil fields to the East, be un- 
loaded and returned to the oil fields takes 
20 days whereas a paSsenger train makes 
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the same trip in 5 or 6 days. I am 
wondering why the tank-car service 
could not be speeded up considerably. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachuseits. 
That is one of the things that has been 
recommended: That the oil cars be 
handled as passenger cars. Certainly it 
is a very valuable suggestion. 

Mr. MEYER of Maryland. I think 
that a speeding up in the round trip time 
of tank cars would do a good deal to help 
the oil situation in the East. There 
seems to be a tremendous amount of 
time involved in turning those tank cars 
around. Twenty days amounts. to 
about 3 weeks. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I believe that will be done. The 
recommendation has already been made. 
I thank the gentleman for bringing it 
up again, because I know what valuable 
work he has done on the whole problem. 

Mr. Speaker, I have another problem 
that is very vital to the people of New 
England, and that is the shortage of 
meat—hogs and beef particularly. I took 
the matter up with Mr. Wickard, the 
Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Leon Hen- 
derson, and various other people, and I 
talked over with them the problem of 
putting a price ceiling on cattle. I do 
not want to hurt any cattle dealers, but 
we want to see that our people, partic- 
ularly the workers, get strengthening 
food and meat, that they be given an 
adequate share of meat. I understand 
that arrangements are being made 
through the Secretary of Agriculture and 
through Mr. Henderson to see that equi- 
table marketing arrangements may be 
made so that every section of the coun- 
try will share and share alike. That is 
only a matter of common justice. We 
have had sugar rationing all over the 
country, and no one has made any com- 
plaint about that. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I think the gen- 
tlewoman is absolutely correct. Sugar 
rationing has not placed any burden on 
the people, and I think the same thing 
will be true if we regulate the supply of 
meat. If a price ceiling is not put on 
cattle, it means that the large packers, 
particularly the five large packers of the 
country, by reason of their position in the 
market, will get all of the good cattle 
and the independent packers will be 
forced out of business practically. There- 
fore, it is necessary for the O. P. A. to 
step in there with some regulations not 
only to see that there is fair distribution 
of meat but also to protect the small in- 
dependent packers. I hope that such 
action by the O. P. A. will be taken very 
soon. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. My 
understanding is that action will be taken 
shortly. It should be done immediately. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to Mr. COCHRAN, in- 
definitely, on account of illness. 
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ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.: BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 12 o'clock and 46 minutes p. m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad- 
journed until Monday, August 31, 1942, 
at 12 o'clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND 
FISHERIES 


The Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries will hold the follow- 
ing public:-hearings: 

Tuesday, September 1, 1942, at 10.a.m.: 
On H. R. 7481—To provide that the fund 
for the relief of sick and disabled and 
destitute seamen belonging to the United 
States merchant marine service shall 
also be for the relief of sick, disabled, 
destitute, or needy dependents of de- 
ceased seamen, and for other purposes. 

Wednesday, September 2, 1942, at 10 
a. m.: On H. R. 7424—To amend and 
clarify certain. provisions of law relating 
to functions of the War Shipping Ad- 
ministration, and for other purposes. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


i871. A letter from the Acting Administra- 
tor, Federal Security Agency, transmitting 
certain proposals to increase the efficiency of 
the operations of the Public Health Service; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

1872. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a draft of a pro- 
posed bill to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to grant easements for rights-of-way 
over, across, in, and upon naval reservations; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

18’3. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a draft of a pro- 
posed bill to provide furnishing transporta- 
tion for certain Government and other per- 
sonnel necessary for the effective prosecution 
of the war, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

1874. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a certified volume 
comprising the acts of the second regular 
session of the fifteenth legislature of Puerto 
Rico, February 9 to April 15, 1942; to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

1875. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a list of papers 
for disposition by him from certain agencies 
of the Federal Government; to the Committee 
on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Commit- 
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 
House Report No. 2399. Report on the dis- 
position of certain list of papers. Ordered to 
be printed 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 
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By Mr. DOUGHTON: 

H.R. 7503. A bill to amend title V of the 
Social Security Act for the purpose of au- 
thorizing additional appropriations under 
such title for the duration of the present war 
and for a period of 6 months thereafter, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GORE: 

H. R. 7504, A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of War to purchase real estate in Franklin 
County, Tenn., for military purposes; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs.” 

By Mr. PAGAN: 

H. R. 7605. A bill authorizing a supplemen- 
tary appropriation for the Department of 
Agriculture for emergency supplies for the 
Territory of Puerto Rico, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: 

H.R. 7506. A bill to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the better registration 
of births in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1907; 
to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachussets: 

H. R. 7507. A bill creating the Office of Ad- 
ministrator of Petroleum and Petroleum 
Products and defining his duties; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BARDEN: 

H. J. Res. 343. Joint resolution providing 
for the acceptance of title to the Widener 
art collection of Philadelphia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEITER: 

H. R. 7508, A bill for the relief of James V. 
Crapesi; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization, 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: 

H.R, 7509. A bill granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Lively; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: 

H.R. 7510, A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Emma Knott; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE 
Monpay, August 31, 1942 


Rey. Theodore Paul Fricke, B. D. 
S. T. M., pastor, St. Matthew’s Lutheran 
Church, Washington, D. C., offered the 
following prayer: 


Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, 
Thou hast opened the gates of a new 
morning, and we do rise to prase Thee. 
We thenk Thee for the boundless bless- 
ings which Thou hast bestowed upon us, 
Before Thy throne of grace we implore 
Thee to continue to bless our country 
and our people. 

Bless, we pray Thee, the President of 
our Nation. Unto him give an especial 
measure of grace, sufficient to sustain 
him in faith, courage, wisdom, and health 
during these days of multiplied respon- 
sibility. Be Thou his constant counsel- 
lor and defense. 

Bless, we pray, all members of govern- 
ment. For our Congress we make this 
special prayer beseeching Thee to give 
unto all our legislators the benediction 
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of right understanding, pure purpose, 
and unfaltering courage to the end that 
laws shall be enacted and emergency 
measures decided which shall contribute 
to the welfare not only of our Nation but 
of all the peoples of the earth. May the 
deliberations of this day be divinely di- 
rected so that all our doings may be 
pleasing in Thy sight. 

We pause to pray for the armed forces 
of our Nation as they move upon the far- 
flung battle lines of the world. Be unto 
them a shield of protection and a source 
of strength as they move forward in the 
defense of human rights divinely de- 
creed. 

We pray for our allies—for all the peo- 
ples of this world who with heart and 
hand are united against a common foe. 
Bind us together in the spirit of unity 
and Christian concord so that we strive 
not only for victory in battle but for 
the final triumph of good that shall be 
unto all people. 

We pray for our enemies. Turn their 
hearts from darkness to light, so that 
out of this struggle they shall learn to 
exalt peace above war, love above hate, 
liberty above bondage, service above 
gain. 

Look with mercy on all the innocent 
of this world who are exposed to peril, 
sickness, and death. Comfort the pris- 
oners of war, relieve the sufferings of 
the wounded, show mercy to the dying, 
and unto the living here in the homeland, 
O God, grant a full measure of devotion 
and loyalty which the sacrifice of war 
demands. Help us to plan and work 
for the new days and the new creation 
which shall arise cut of the ashes of 
ruin, 

Grant us the forgiveness of sins, and 
incline Thine ear unto our sincere sup- 
plications, for the sake of Thy Son, Jesus 
Christ, our Lord and Saviour. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
August 27, was dispensed with, and the 
Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States submitting nomi- 
nations were communicated to the Sen- 
ate by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 


Laws or Purrto Rico, 1942 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
certified volume comprising the acts of the 
second regular session of the Fifteenth Leg- 
islature of Puerto Rico, February 9 to April 
15, 1942 (with an accompanying document); 
to the Committee on Territories and Insular 
Affairs. 


AMENDMENT OF WORLD War VETERANS’ ACT, 
1924 

A letter from the Administrator of Veter- 
ans’ Affairs, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation to amend section 305 of the World 
War Veterans’ Act, 1924, as amended (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee cu 
Finance. 
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MEMORIAL 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter in the nature of a memo- 
trial from G. W. Klier, of Atlanta, Ga., 
remonstrating against the enactment of 
the bill (H. R. 7304) prohibiting the pay- 
ment of contingent fees for services in 
connection with the procurement of Gov- 
ernment contracts, requiring certain 
warranties in Government contracts, 
and for other purposes, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PROHISITICN OF LIQUOR SALES AND 
SUPPRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILI- 
TARY CAMPS—MEMORIAL‘ 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I present 
memorials which have been transmitted 
to me by Joseph L., Murray, secretary of 
the Boston Retail Liquor Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation, containing the names of 16,000 
citizens of Massachusetts, in opposition 
to Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of 
alcoholic liquor, and so forth, in the vi- 
cinity of military camps and naval estab- 
lishments. I ask that the memorials be 
appropriately referred. 

The VICE . The me- 


morials presented by the Senator from 
Massachusetts will lie on the table. 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
JUDICIARY 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to which was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6401) to amend section 7 
of the act entitled “An act to incorporate 
the American War Mothers,” approved 
February 24, 1925 (43 Stat. 966; title 36, 
sec. 97, U. S. C., 1940 ed.), reported 
it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 1586) thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN: 

5. 7741. A bill for the reilef of Charles E. 
Naghel; and 

S,2742. A bill for the relief of the post- 
master at Nome, Alaska; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Idaho: 

8.2743. A bill for the relief of certain 
Basque aliens; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma (by 
request) : 

§. 2744. A bill to refmpose the trust on 
certain lands allotted to Indians of the 
Klamath River Reservation, Calif; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


FIRST BIMONTHLY REPORT OF WAR PRO- 
DUCTION BOARD—SMALL BUSINESS 
(S. DOC. NO. 244) 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed as a 
Senate document the first bimonthly re- 
port of the War Production Board, sub- 
mitted pursuant to section 5 of Public 
Law Numbered 603, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, approved June 11, 1942, being 
an act to mobilize the productive facili- 
ties of small business in the interest of 
the successful prosecution of the war, 
and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered, 
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THE CONGRESS AT WORK—ADDRESS BY 
SENATOR GREEN 


[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address by 
Senator Green, delivered in Washington, 
D. C., on August 30, 1942, entitled “The Con- 
gress at Work,” which appears in the Ap- 
pendix. | 

MILK AS A NUTRITIVE FOOD 


(Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Reconp an article from 
The Dairy World of August 1942, by Henry 
T. Scott, director of biological research, Wis- 
consin Alumni Research Foundation, Madi- 
son, Wis., entitled “What Consumers Ought 
To Be Told About Nutrition by Milk,” which 
appears m the Appendix.] 


FIRE PROTECTION—ADDRESS BY DR. 
DAVID J. PRICE 


[Mr. DAVIS asked and obtained Ieave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by Dr. David J. Price, president of the 
National Fire Protection Association and 
member of the Advisory Committee to the 
Fire Defense Section, United States Office of 
Civilian Defense, on August 31, 1942, on the 
subject of fire prevention, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


RATIONING OF GASOLINE 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have 
here two letters, which are brief, one from 
the Massachusetts Association of Life 
Underwriters, the second from the Auto- 
mobile Legal Association, relating to the 
gasoline rationing policy, which I ask to 
have printed in the body of the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the letters 
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


The Honorable Henry CABOT LODGE, JR., 
The United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sm: I highly approve of your statements 
in today’s press concerning gasoline ration- 
tng for sales representatives. 

The Wfe underwriters of Massachusetts 
need consideration to carry on their work, 
recognized as so vital to the war effort. 

Very truly yours, 
GEORGE PAUL SMITH, President, 
Massachusetts Association 
of Life Underwriters, 


AvTomost E LEGAL ASSOCIATION, 
Boston, August 25, 1942. 
Hon. Henry Casor LODGE, JR., 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator Lopes: Congratulations 
on your leadership in Introducing a bill to 
establish the Office of National Petroleum 
Administrator. 

Times like these have one stand-out ad- 
vantage. They spotlight men of strong con- 
victions and resolute will. It takes that kind 
of leadership to carry through to victory on 
the home front or any other front. The 
Nation cannot use little yes men who stoop 
to concur. 

The enactment of your bill into law would 
rectify a chaotic condition. I believe that 
while there is no shortage of gasoline there 
is a desperate need of refining more oil. 

The oil -refiners apparently will not in- 
crease production of heevy oil and heating 
fuels unless they get higher prices, 

Mr. Henderson has been quoted as saying 
that higher prices should not be used as an 
incentive for a larger output and that if nec- 
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essary the Government can use legal com- 
pulsion to force increased production. Per- 
haps this is what Mr. Joseph B. Eastman, 
Coordinator of Defense , had 
in mind in sending you the recent telegram. 

It is elementary that concerns rendering a 
vital service to the Nation, as oi) refiners ob- 
viously do, are entitled to a just reward. 
They should not be compelled to refine oll at 
@ less and an administrator with supreme 
authority could arbitrate the matter in a 
satisfactory manner. New England must 
turn out the tools of war and New England 
homes must be heated, otherwise the produc- 
tion graph in this section of the country will 
nosedive like a P-38. 

In reference to rationing, most people are 
of the opinion it will be Nation-wice, but 
whether before or after the coming elections 
is a question. 

Synthetic rubber is another dominant 
issue here that is laden with hidden dyna- 
mite. New Englanders expect a speedy re- 
port from the special committee appointed 
by the President. to investigate the entire 
synthetic rubber program and a whitewash 
undoubtedly would create a what’s-the-use 
attitude. 

The Gillette investigating committee and 
its predecessor Truman committee, 
seemingly revealed that Standard Oil was 
attempting to hog the synthetic rubber ple. 
The grain-alcohol method was given short 
shift until the committee and certain radio 
commentators forced the War Production 
Board to recognize it. The testimony of 
Mr. Donald Nelson before the committee 
showed that Standard Oil was given prefer- 
ence without being compelled to prove its 
process while other companies were given 
the cold shoulder. When asked by Senator 
Gillette whether he would abrogate the 
$3,000,000,000 contract allotted through Mr. 
Jesse Jones, of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation to build plants for Standard 
Oil in the event other of proven 
merit would do the job at a vital saving 
of time, materials, and money, Mr. Nelson 
replied that Standard Oil now had the best 
process of all. He was then asked how he 
came to this decision to which he replied 
that Standard Oil engineers had so informed 
him. The bill to create a separate rubber 
agency to control the manufacture of syn- 
thetic rubber from grain alcohol was passed 
by an overwhelming majority in both houses 
although it was vetoed by the President. 

The Senate Agricultural Subcommittee 
said, “There is no explanation by any re- 
sponsible official of why this country, in set- 
ting up a program for the production of 
synthetic rubber, gave consideration only to 
untried laboratory experiments from petro- 
leum which will require twice the time and 
many times the critical material needed to 

the same etic rubber from 
alcohol,” and added, “Such meticulous care 
to avoid the possibility of post-war com- 
petition may bespeak a high degree of busi- 
ness shrewdness, but it likewise portrays a 
serious failure to appreciate the necessity 
of keeping America on wheels and winning 
the war.” 

Representative FULMER made the most 
devastating statement of all to the effect 
that, “Mono have control of rubber 
plans of the War Production Board. Donald 
Nelson and others down there are under 
the complete domination of selfishness.” 

In testifying at a closed-door session of 
rubber presided over by Donald Nel- 
son, Dr. Frolich, director of laboratories for 
Standard Oil of New Jersey, did not give the 
cost and time estimates of his company 
for making rubber despite the fact that this 
is the basket in which Jesse Jones has placed 
most of his rubber “eggs.” 

Representatives of other concerns who 
were there gave details of how their plants 
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are making rubber and they showed every 
step of the processes, how long it takes, and 
how much it costs. 

My personal understanding is that the 
plants in which synthetic rubber will be 
manufactured by Standard Oil will not be 
in operation until May cf next year, whereas 
those of other companies can swing into im- 
mediate action. Only recently Petroleum 
Coordinator Ickes said, “The oil industry has 
uncovered capacity production of 240,000 to 
250,000 toms of synthetic rubber annually 
over and above presently projected rubber 
programs, It’s brand new; it’s like finding 
an oil well,” Ickes told his press conference. 

This new rubber production could be 
brought in by the end of the year by con- 
version of existing gasoline plants and the 
material used for butadiene would ke gaso- 
line. 

Railroads and bus facilities are already 
overcrowded, and if motorists are informed 
that they cannot purchase retreads, millions 
of cars will be put up, for the winter at 
least, which will cause a complete collapse 
of the present public transportation system. 
The Government should commence a cam- 
paign at once to keep essential cars on the 
road this winter. 

None of us can say that bombings will not 
happen here. They might occur at a most 
unexpected moment, in which event an auto- 
mobile would be a priceless asset. The 
bombings would start a conflagration, and 
after the departure of enemy planes, auto- 
mobiles for evacuation purposes would be 
invaluable. 

In the final analysis the automobile is 
symbolic of the American way of living, and 
motorists would cheerfully make almost any 
sacrifice to keep their cars on the road even 
at greatly reduced mileage. 

The splendid work you are now doing 
commands a vote of confidence. 

Sincerely yours, 
T. L. REGAN, 
Manager, Membership Department. 


ORDER DISPENSING WITH CALL OF THE 
CALENDAR 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine 
morning business is concluded, and the 
calendar, under rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that the calling of the calendar 
be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 


SALMON FISHERIES OF THE PACIFIC 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, in mid- 
summer I reported from the Committee 
on Conservation of Wildlife Resources 
Senate bill 1712, to assure conservation 
of and to permit the fullest utilization of 
the salmon fisheries of the Pacific. A 
few days ago the bill passed the Senate 
unanimously. 

I have read with much interest a very 
excellent editorial relating to the bill 
entitled “Safeguarding Our Salmon 
Runs,” published in the Oregonian of the 
23d of August. There appeared also an 
equally fine editorial in the Astorian- 
Budget, entitled “Offshore Fishing Regu- 
lations In Offing.” I should like to have 
these editorials printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from 
Oregon? 

There being no objection, the editorials 
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 
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[From the Portland (Oreg.) Oregonian of 
August 23, 1942] 
SAFEGUARDING OUR SALMON RUNS 


There has been introduced in the Senate of 
the United States, by Senator McNary, a bill 
which is in part the long-awaited and logical 
answer to the question of safeguarding our 
Pacific salmon fishery. Part of the difficulty 
always has been one of offshore fishing and 
the jurisdiction of landsmen, which ends at 
the 3-mile limit, But salmon are taken 10 
or 12 miles, or even farther, from the coastal 
mating streams which nature intended them 
to enter. Oregon, as a rather futile gesture 
toward the control of offshore fishing, re- 
quires a delivery license for fish so taken when 
delivered at a port of the Commonwealth. 
At the most, this no more than affords an 
approximation of the toll that is levied upon. 
the salmon schools that range the offshore 
sea. Salmon taken beyond the 3-mile limit 
of Federal and State jurisdiction may, if the 
fisherman is possessed of the requisite license, 
be landed and marketed without further re- 
striction. 

The proposed Federal law goes much be- 
yond this, in that it would prevent the land- 
ing of salmon taken in the Pacific, at any 
distance from the shore line, unless these 
fish have been taken in full compliance with 
Federal regulations prescribed by the Govern- 
ment, subsequent to an exhaustive investi- 
gation by the Director of the Fish and Wild- 
life Service, Department of the Interior, who 
is our own Dr. Ira N. Gabrielson. Such in- 
vestigation will be to determine when, where, 
and to what extent, if any, and by what 
means of capture, the Pacific salmon may be 
taken offshore and landed—there is the rub— 
in any waters south of 50° north latitude, 
or slightly northward of the international 
boundary line. 

It is further proposed that, in conformance 
with the findings of the investigation, the 
offshore waters of the Pacific be divided into 
fishing areas, that all operators within the 
scope of these be federally licensed, that the 
type of boats and nature of gear be specified, 
and that other essential if restrictive provi- 
sions be invoked. All fish—which primarily 
means salmon—taken contrary to the pro- 
visions of the act and its regulations shall 
be subject to forfeiture on being seized; and, 
on second violation, the fishing boat and gear, 
together with the fish, shall be subject to 
forfeiture. So far as ve poachers 
may be concerned, the proposed legislation 
has more than an ominous look. 

Senator McNary reports that the bill has 
little prospect of opposition, and that he does 
not doubt the Senate will pass it, which 
augurs well for the action of the House. 
It is no secret that the future of the Pacific 
salmon, at least in our region, is in jeop- 
ardy—what with increasing demands upon 
the resource, and the establishing of vast dams 
as barriers to the natural ascent of Columbia 
River migrations to their ancient spawning 
grounds. But even before the titanic dams 
of the Columbia were constructed it was con- 
sidered by the sanest of conservationists that 
a vital problem existed in the lack of legal 
control of offshore fishing beyond the 3-mile 
limit. This measure provides the means of 
control.and so the welcome solution. And 
one concluding word about it—the proposal 
is in the interests of the salmon fishery, to 
the last man that hauls a net or tosses out a 
lure, no matter where the fishing ground. 


[From the Astoria (Oreg.) Astorian-Budget] 
OFFSHORE FISHING REGULATION IN OFFING 
It seems reasonably certain that this will 

be the last year of unregulated trolling off 

the west coast of the United States. The 

Federal Government is taking cognizance of 

the situation and is stepping in. A bill now 

before the United States Senate, with the 
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backing of the Fish and Wildlife Service, 
seems pretty certain of passage and, whether 
it is enacted or not, there is reason to believe 
that powers vested in the President during 
wartime will be invoked to control all off- 
shore fishing. 

The McNavy bill constitutes the first real 
attempt made by the Federal Government to 
extend its control of fisheries beyond the 
3-mile limit. Attempts by the three coastal 
States have not been effective because of the 
lack of uniformity in their laws. 

The proposed legislation will secure con- 
trol through the medium of control of de- 
liveries. A nominal license fee, not to exceed 
$5, will be imposed upon all boats fishing off- 
shore, and without such license no boat may 
make deliveries into United States ports. 
After a thorough study by Federal fisheries 
authorities, regulations governing gear, sea- 
sons, and areas are to be put into effect, and 
violations of such regulations will result in 
cancelation of the license. 

Such an agency will have far more effec- 
tiveness than three separate State commis- 
sions who operate under different laws and 
with different limits to their authority. Ore- 
gon and California have both in the past at- 
tempted by law to regulate offshore salmon 
fishing, but such laws were ineffective be- 
cause the other States did not adopt them. 
Thus the net effect was to force deliveries into 
other States. 

Chief complaint against unregulated troll- 
ing is that early in the season the trollers 
take many immature fish, which is a de- 
structive practice, since if means a great loss 
in poundage. Fishery authorities declare 
that a silver salmon will double its weight in 
the last 6 days at sea. Trollers themselves 
have freely admitted this damage and have 
through their associations attempted to limit 
the size of fish taken. 

Insofar as the Columbia River is concerned, 
the regulation of trolling would tend to in- 
crease the runs in the river, since Columbia 
River salmon are caught at sea as far south 
as California and as far north as Alaska. 

Regardless of the bill now before Congress, 
it is known that the war production authori- 
ties have been investigating offshore. fishing 
practices on the west coast and have indi- 
cated they will by. decree control not only the 
offshore salmon fishery but also the halibut 
and other fisheries in order to insure a fish 
food supply and at the same time. save man- 
power and boats for other war effort. 

For more than 20 years this lack of control 
of ocean fisheries has been a recognized prob- 
lem. The halibut fishery, by international 
agreement, has for some time been regulated 
and likewise an approach has been made to- 
ward regulating the sockeye runs into the 
Frazier River, but the whole problem has 
never been dealt with beyond a discussional 
stage. The present effort is at least a be- 
ginning of a movement that will have a 
marked effect upon the future of a great 
resource. 


RENEGOTIATION OF CONTRACTS 


Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, during 
the past few weeks I have heard from 
many manufacturers of the country, and 
particularly from industrialists of my 
own State, concerning the renegotiation- 
of-contracts provision of Public Law 528. 

On Saturday I received an interesting 
telegram f.om Mr. John B. Hawley Jr., 
president, Northern Pump Co., Minneap- 
olis, Minn., which discloses the excite- 
ment and the fear prevailing because of 
that provision of the law. 

I am confident that the members of 
the Finance Committee will give the 
most careful attention and consideration 
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to the appeals and the protests which I 
am sure will be brought to their atten- 
tion by those who believe that the war 
effort will be seriously impaired unless 
the law relating to the renegotiation of 
contracts shall be modified or repealed. 

Iask unanimous consent that the tele- 
gram to which I have referred be printed 
in the Record as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the tele- 
gram was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., August 29, 1942. 
Senator Francis MALONEY, 
The Willard, Washington, D., C.: 
War machinery production has continu- 
ously declined since renegotiation law 528 
was passed on April 28. Renegotiation has 
made all of the efficient fixed-price contrac- 
tors which are the backbone of defense ma- 
chinery production operate on a cost-plus 
basis, thereby wrecking all normal established 
* procedure so that they can conform to rene- 
gotiation boards, cost plus a percentage of 
cost rulings. Ail contractors now know that 
past and present contracts with the United 
States Government are worthless and that 
they can be destroyed at the whim of any 
inexperienced local without 
practical appeal. When the workmen of the 
United States learn that supply. contracts 
existing years before Pearl Harbor are no 
good, they will not buy War bonds. Indus- 
trial leaders know that renegotiation boards 
are using kid-glove methods until after new 
tax bill becomes a law and elections are over. 
Contractors are nauseated by continuous 
audits by inexperienced groups of local audi- 
tors wastefully duplicating experienced Fed- 
eral income-tax audits and wasting execu- 
tive ability which is badly needed to main- 
tain production under adverse conditions 
such as conscription, labor unions, material 
shortages, design changes, production sched- 
ule changes, etc. The manufacturer can 
only profit after taxes are paid and you can 
certainly make a tax law limiting war profit 
to a small percentage after payment of Fed- 
eral taxes, Then the manufacturer has every 
incentive to finish his contracts in the short- 
est period of time and at the lowest possible 
cost, Renegotiation forces contractors to 
diminish shipments so as to maintain high 
costs, or have their contract price cut as 
soon as they reach peak efficiency. Investi- 
gate costs of material under cost-plus-fixed- 
fee contracts and in Government-operated 
shops compared to net costs to the Govern- 
ment on fixed-price contracts less income 
taxes on profit. Then, if you desire to bank- 
rupt the Nation and lose the war keep Public, 
523, thereby placing all war Contracts on a 
cost-plus-a-percentege-ol-cost basis. This 
war will require a hundred times as much 
war machinery as did the last war, and if 
this machinery must be produced on the old 
cost-plus basis under 528, inflation is inevi- 
table. I was in Germany 5 years ago, and 
even then their factory efficiency was superb.~ 
I have built naval machinery for 10 years. 
This corporation is largest private producer 
of naval ordnance machinery. This tele- 
gram is a desperate personal plea on behalf 
of independent manufacturers operating on 
fixed-price contracts to let us operate efi- 
ciently. 
NORTHERN Pump Co., 
Joun B. Hawtey, Jr., President, 


THE SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 


Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that there may be 
printed at this point ir the RECORD a 
letter which I sent to Brig. Gen. Lewis 
B. Hershey, Director, Selective Service 
System, on August 27. It relates to ex- 
isting draft-board misunderstandings 
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and contains suggestions which I believe 
re deserving of immediate considera- 
on. 

Immediately after the receipt of my 
letter I received a call from officials of 
the Selective Service System and assur- 
ance that the letter was receiving con- 
sideration. 

I ask further consent, Mr. President, 
that there be printed in the Recorp at 
this point an article relating to the Se- 
lective Service System, written by David 
Lawrence, and appearing in the press on 
August 28, and a further article by the 
Same writer appearing on August 29. 

The articles by Mr. Lawrence and my 
letter are not closely related, but the 
views of this writer on conditions under 
the selective-service law indicate the need 
for a review of the entire situation. 

I am confident that General Hershey 
and his associates are intensely concerned 
with the extremely important problem 
before them, and I am sure that they are 
pleased to have the suggestions which I 
have made, and the further suggestions 
contained in these newspaper articles, as 
well as the suggestions which are coming 
to them from other sources. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from 
Connecticut? 

There being no objection, the matters 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

AvGustT 27, 1942. 
Brig. Gen. Lewis B. HERSHEY, 
Director, Selective Service System, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear GENERAL HersHey: Inquiries from 
an increasing number of my constituents re- 
garding the announced possibility of an early 
call under the selective-service law of married 
men with dependents prompts me to ask you 
to give consideration to an immediate clari- 
fication of the question. I hope you will 
understand that my request is subject to the 
paramount considerations of the Army. On 
the other hand, so much has recently been 
said and published by representatives of the 
selective service, not a little of which has 
tended to create confusion, that it appears 
to me that the formulation of a definite 
authoritative policy to be carried out con- 
sistently by the local boards, for the sake of 
the morale of the affected citizens, is highly 
desirable. 

Let me assure you that the inquiries I have 
received from the State of Connecticut re- 
fiect a gratifying sense of responsibility and 
a widespread desire to serve in the best pos- 
sible manner to bring about a complete and 
prompt victory. The difficulty, however, 
which many seem to have, is to know when 
and how their services might best be offered. 

The difficulty is Intensified in the case of 
married men with dependents. By and large, 
these men have heavy conflicting responsi- 
bilities. They are confronted with unavoid- 
able family problems. They have positions 
in civilian life which cannot readily be read- 
justed. For the most part they represent the 
higher age brackets within the draft limits, 
and the financial worries necessarily encoun- 
tered in leaving families and established posi- 
tions are besetting to the extent, in many 
cases, of threatening te demoraliza- 
tion. Yet, despite these conflicting worries 
and responsibilities, there remains among 
practically all of these citizens a deep-seated 
sense of patriotism and a genuine desire to 
serve the Nation, if necessary, in the military 
forces of the country where and when prop- 
erly required, 
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The problem of these men is further com- 
plicated by such announcements as that 
made this week by the Acting Director of 
Selective Service in Connecticut, to the effect 
that as of August 20, 1942, no deferments will 
be granted while applications for commis- 
sions may be pending. Under such a regu- 
lation, a married man who may consider 
himself qualified for a commission but who 
nevertheless may be operating under the pri- 
mary responsibility to his family, must take 
the risk of induction in the armed forces 
without a commission, or immediately make 
application for such a commission, with a 
consequent disruption of his family and 
civilian status. 

In seeking to enlist your aid in a clarifica- 
tion of the status of married men subject to 
the draft, I wish to express my own views on 
basic considerations to which I hope all per- 
sons would readily subscribe, as follows: 

1. Subject to the paramount demands of 
national safety, the family life of the Nation 
should be carefully preserved. 

2. The conflicting responsibilities of mar- 
ried men with families presents questions of 
morale which must be recognized and solved. 

3. The preservation of the family unit is.so 
essential to the future of the Nation that 
even where the call of married men is neces- 
sary their services should not be in armed 
conflict where that properly is avoidable. | 

4. Age and the degree of financial depend- 
ency should cover the timing of the call of 
married men, 

In line with these basic considerations, and 
in view of the increasing worry and confusion 
affecting our citizens who are family men, I 
em therefore prompted to ask if it might not 
be possible for you, at an early date, to pro- 
mulgate definite regulations to be rigidly ap- 
pha by all draft boards along the following 

es: 

1. Married men will be called to seryice 
under the draft according to age and the 
number of familly dependents. For example: 
A married man 25 years old will be called be- 
fore a married man 40 years old, and within 
each age group the married man with but one 
minor child will be called ahead of the one 
with two, and so on. 

2. Announcement by local boards of the 
time of the anticipated call of married men 
within particular age groups and numbers 
of dependents will be made well in advance 
to permit a necessary readjustment of family 
and business affairs. 

3. Married men will not, unless they volun- 
tarily make application therefor, or unless 
other sources of manpower have been ex- 
hausted, be assigned to combat forces. 

4. Standards of physical and health re- 
quirements for service will be adapted to 
recognize insofar as possible the variations 
of age and environment. 

You will recognize, I am sure, that these 
suggestions are based upon the obvious facts 
that a man 25 years old is better adapted to 
military service than a man 40 years old; that 
a man with one child is normally beset with 
fewer worries than 2 man with three, and 
80, on the average, will make a better soldier; 
and that a family man is necessarily less 
flexible than a single man and requires more 
time to adjust his affairs, and particularly 
reasonable advance notice of when he may 
be called to service. 

Tt is my firm conviction that the chaos, 
confusion, and uncertainty confronting the 
family men of the country, who are no less 
patriotic and no less ready to serve than 
their unmarried fellow Americans, may so 
demoralize our civilian population as to con- - 
stitute a great threat to efficient war effort. 
For this reason, and for the additional and 
equally abiding belief that the preservation 
of family Ife as far as possible is essential 
to the future strength of the Nation, I 
earnestly beseech your careful attention to 
these questions. 
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I have felt that it might be possible to work 
out a plan to give special compulsory “home 
military training” to physically qualified 
married men with families. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANCIS MALONEY. 

[From the Washington Evening Star of 

August 28, 1942] 
DRAFT INEQUITIES 
(By David Lawrence) 


WASHINGTON.—There is no question but 
that the members of the local draft boards 
throughout the United States are conscien- 
tious and are doing without compensation a 
hard job for which they deserve the thanks 
of the country—but these boards do not 
make the regulations and they do not for- 
mulate the policies. 

The lack of uniformity, which gives rise 
to the complaints of citizens as to inequi- 
table treatment by some draft boards, comes 
from the confusing statements issued ofi- 
cially in Washington which seem to bewilder 
the local boards. Here is an excerpt from 
a letter from an outstanding lawyer in Mich- 
igan who serves as a Government appeal 
agent for the local boards in his county. He 
writes: 

“I agree with you that there is a great deal 
of confusion and considerable inefficiency and 
even unfairness in the working out of the 
Selective Service System. * * * I will 
ask you to consider certain elements in the 
selective-service law and regulations which, 
it seems to me, are bound to produce the very 
effects of which you complain. If my posi- 
tion is correct, and I believe it is, then the 
fault lies not with the local boards but with 
the entire Selective Service System and par- 
ticularly the national headquarters. * * * 

“I would further call your attention to the 
fact that your statement that the ‘state- 
ments and news releases from national head- 
quarters’ are ‘well-balanced’ is only half the 
truth. The rest of the truth is that these 
statements, news releases, and ‘directives’ are 
merely general statements, which are con- 
stantly being modified, or even nullified by 
subsequent statements. 

“For instance, national headquarters issues 
a directive that in. classifying married men, 
the board must not forget that the principal 
purpose of Selective Service is to get the men 
for the Army. In a week or two another di- 
rective will come out which will instruct the 
local board that, although the prime purpose 
of Selective Service is to obtain men for the 
Army, the local board must not induct mar- 
ried men if to do so will, in their judgment, 
work a hardship on dependents or tend to 
break down the family system. In another 
2 or 3 weeks, a subsequent directive will come 
cut about class III classification offering 
further general advice about the same, but 
being really inconsistent in terms with di- 
rectives I and II. And so it goes. The result 
is the local board does the best it can with 
each case. 

“In regard to deferment for industries con- 
nected with national defense, there has never 
been any sensible or workable program laid 
down by national headquarters. For in- 
stance, the board has before it the case of 
an employee in an airplane-valve factory 
working entirely for the Government. Let us 
say the employee is a drill tender. The board 
knows without any information from head- 
quarters that good machinists are very scarce. 
However, in the case of a boy just out of high 
school with no previous training who is now 
making $70 a week to turn a machine off and 
on so many times a minute, is he an essential 
man in that industry?” 

From the chairman of a local draft board 
in Iowa comes this written comment: 

“Definitely it is not the fault of local boards 
if news releases do not correspond with regu- 
lations. We have realized this from the be- 
ginning and we have pleaded with those in 
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authority for more specific instructions and 
less unreliable press releases. Would you 
charge it against the local boards as a fault of 
theirs if the office of the national director 
enters into an agreement to defer certain men 
of a certain faith and at the same time fails 
to inform local boards of such clandestine 
arrangements? * * * You should at least 
place the blame where it belongs.” 

From Charleston, W. Va., comes this com- 
ment: 

“About a year ago my son was in the middle 
of the first semester of his senior year in col- 
lege when called for Army service. He asked 
a deferment to the end of the semester, which 
was denied, and he reported for service. At 
the very same time a classmate attending the 
same classes and enrolled in the same course 
was called. He asked for a deferment, which 
was granted—not only for the semester—but 
for the entire year. Two separate boards 
acted in these cases.” 

The present system permits a lack of uni- 
formity and even discrimination, however un- 
intentional—as among citizens of the same 
age group or occupational group and of the 
same marital status—due to the varying in- 
terpretations placed on the regulations by 
local boards and the failure to make national 
the policies issued in the official news releases 
from national headquarters. 

[From the Washington Evening Star of Au- 

gust 29, 1942) 

Army Detays Men Anxious To Srrve— 
SPECIALIST Corps APPLICATIONS FAIL To GET 
ACTION 

(By David Lawrence) 


From all over the country come reports of 
restlessness of key executives who are in their 
early 40’s and, even though they have de- 
pendent children, are subject to the draft. 

Many of them are thinking about getting 
commissions because they served in the last 
war. Others want to get posts in which 
their training would be utilized. 

But, all in all, the employer who is faced 
with considerable worry about how to make 
war production schedules with the least 
amount of turn-over in personnel is getting 
additional problems thrust upon him because 
of official predictions concerning the draft- 
ing of married men. 

Maybe after elections, when the 18-to-20- 
year-old group is ordered drafted by act of 
Congress, this pressure will cease, but for the 
next 2 months the increased burdens placed 
on already heavily strained managements 
will not be diminished. 

What is causing much more perplexity and 
annoyance, however, is the way the War De- 
partment ir failing to take advantage of the 
reservoir of 225,000 men who have volunteered 
for the Army Specialist Corps. The corps 
was the idea of Gen. George Marshall, and it 
is as sound an idea as the Army could pos- 
sibly have for mobilizing manpower, be- 
cause it provides that men of technical 
knowledge shall do the jobs that able-bodied 
men with military training are likely to be 
assigned to do during the war. 

MANY FUNCTIONS TO PERFORM 


Most people do not realize that, apart from 
combat, there are numerous functions which 
must be served by an army. Men must be 
housed and clothed. They must be fed and 
provided with the necessary utilities—heat, 
light, water, and sanitary facilities. They 
require means of transportation, innumerable 
repair shops, roads, and huge quantities of 
tools and materials that must be gathered 
and stored. Vast accounting jobs must be 
done. 

It was assumed that the Government would 
accept the services of volunteers for these 
tasks and thus release trained combat men 
for active duty. But for some reason or 
other, known only to the War Department, 
this hasn’t worked out. While 225,000 men 
have volunteered, places for only 11,000 have 
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been developed and it is believed that less 
than 5,000 jobs have actually been filled. 

One reason is that the Army Specialist 
Corps functions as a personnel placement 
bureau so far as the rest of the Army or War 
Department is concerned. There is no va- 
cancy unless someone in the Army asks for 
an individual for a particular job. It may be 
natural for officers to hold on to their as- 
sistants or staff, because these men have be- 
come familiar with the work, but at a time 
when even married men with children are 
being told to prepare for induction, it is 
unfortunate that the same severe displine 
isn’t being used to oust from their swivel 
chairs and desks men who could be used in 
the combat units. 


AGE LIMITS APPLIED 


It should be understood that only men 
above 30 years of age are eligible for ap- 
pointment in the Army Specialist Corps. 
They are accepted below that age only if 
they are now in Class IV-F in the draft, which 
means they are physically disqualified for 
military service. Men up to the age of 45 
with an A-1 classification or men who have 
been deferred for occupational reasons are 
ineligible. 

Thus men above 30 years of age who are 
Married and have children are eligible and 
can be used if the Army will make up its mind 
to call them for the jobs. There are three 
groups in the corps—officers, specialists, and 
mechanical and technical men. The rate of 
pay for the last class is the same as that of 
the prevailing wage for skilled men in the 
area concerned. 

Sometime soon the Army Specialist Corps 
will have an increased volume of applications 
from married men with dependents. But 
the corps management can do nothing about 
this vast number of applicants till the Army 
makes up its mind to call for them. The 
thousands who have applied are disturbed be- 
cause they haven’t heard from Washington. 
The trouble isn’t in the Army Specialist 
Corps. It’s in the Army routine itself. 

Somebody soon will have to look over this 
reservoir of 225,000 men if only to answer the 
criticisms now being leveled at the selective 
service policy which demands that the par- 
tially blind and the partially deaf shall be 
hustled into uniform when there are so many 
men who want to go but aren’t being accepted. 


NOMINATION OF WYATT T, REESE 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary has unanimously 
endorsed the nomination of Mr. Wyatt T. 
Reese to be United States marshal for the 
southern district of Mississippi. This 
appointment has been hanging fire for 
over a month, and as today is the last 
day I shall be able to be present in the 
Senate for 2 or 3 weeks, I ask unanimous 
consent that the appointment be con- 
firmed at this time. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I think 
the statement of the able Senator from 
Mississippi quite takes this appointment 
out of the rule which I try to have en- 
forced as far as possible, but the Senator 
is presenting his request at the wrong 
time in the order of business. I shall have 
no objection if the Senator will ask to 
have the nomination called up during the ° 
time when we are considering executive 
business, but I should object at this time. 
CONTRIBUTION OF SMALL BUSINESS TO 

THE WAR EFFORT 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I read in 
the Washington Post of Sunday, August 
30, an article relating to inclusion of 
small business in the war-production 
program, in which I have been very 
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much interested since the very begin- 
ning of the present emergency. The 
article, by Mr. Edward T, Folliard, staff 
writer, is in reality an interview with a 
Mr. A. Hedley Williams, a regional con- 
troller of the British Ministry of Sup- 
ply, who evidently has had charge of this 
program, so far as England is concerned, 
where it is referred to as the “bits and 
pieces” plan. Mr. Williams makes a very 
frank statement, and I believe in it a 
very constructive recommendation which 
the authorities in this country could well 
afford to accept. I read from the article: 

America's over-all output of war weapons 
was “very unsatisfactory,” and he attributed 
much of the blame to this country’s failure 
to bring small manufacturing plants into the 
production picture. 


Mr, President, anyone familiar with 
Statistics, which indicate that 2 years ago 
in June we produced $153,000,000 worth 
of war materials, and last June we upped 
that production to a figure over $4,000,- 
000,000, would probably find satisfaction 
in what in reality is the greatest record- 
breaking rise in manufacturing output in 
all the history of the world. Neverthe- 
less, that record can be upped, and our 
production tremendously increased, if we 
bring the smaller plants of the country 
into the war-production picture. 

This leading Briton continues: 

But you will never get the required pro- 
duction for your armed forces in the field 
unless you utilize to the full your efficient 
smaller plants. 


I read further from the article: 

Williams disclosed that small plants in 
Britain—plants employing 50 or less work- 
ers—were turning out 70 percent of the 
ammunition, including hand grenades, 
bombs, and shells of all caliber up to 9.2. 


Then Mr. Williams completes that 
statement by saying: 
No small plant in Britain is idle. 


Mr. President, much of the work nec- 
essary to be done as a result of the war 
must be delegated. We realize that the 
Congress cannot win the war. We know 
that the President cannot win the war. 
We appreciate the fact that the Army 
and the Navy by themselves cannot win 
the war. This global struggle requires 
the unified effort of every man and 
woman in America, and particularly 
those in authority in Washington. 

Some method of organization was es- 
sentially necessary at the very beginning 
of the emergency, and the O. P. M. came 
into being. 

The O. P. M. for the most part con- 
sisted of a collection of highly patriotic 
citizens with a corporate background, 
identified with one or the other of Amer- 
ica’s great enterprises. They were there- 
fore corporate minded, and when it came 
to giving out contracts they necessarily 
thought of the big enterprises of America 
with which they were associated. They 
rejected expansion, no matter how diff- 
cult the problem, or how persevering the 
Truman committee and other commit- 
tees may have been at the time. They 
rejected expansion because they believed, 
and perhaps honestly believed, that we 
had enough plants, corporations, and en- 
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terprises in America to accommodate all 
the contracts required by the Army and 
by the Navy. When the backlog of 
those contracts became so great that 
it was realized the contractors could 
not make deliveries until 1943 and 1944, 
then many of these corporate-minded 
men again resisted expansion because 
they believed, and perhaps honestly so, 
that we needed the materials then, not 
for the building, of new plants, but for 
the building of planes, ships, tanks, and 
so forth. So we neglected a very natural 
expansion, which would not require criti- 
cal materials, which would not require 
the construction of new plants, but which 
would require the recruiting of every 
small plant and industry in America into 
this war-production program. 

Recently we were encouraged by the 
disciplinary action of the head of the 
W. P. B., by his demands that that or- 
ganization prepare itself for a greater 
productivity, and that it strip itself of 
those who were unable to carry on. But, 
Mr. President, if we look at the picture 
in its over-all outlook, we find that today 
Federal agencies which are no longer able 
to construct new plants, are searching 
around for vacant plants, for empty 
plants, for plants which can be quickly 
rehabilitated and brought into the war 
picture. We find many of these plants 
coming into operation almost daily, be- 
cause of the imposition of necessary re- 
strictions and priorities. 

The greatest number of idle plants 
concentrated in America, as well as the 
greatest number of unemployed men and 
women concentrated in any given local- 
ity, can be found in the city of New York. 
In the rush on the part of those respon- 
sible for our war production program, 
there can be found an illustration of how 
idle plants and idle workers may be 
brought into this picture, thus saving 
materials for necessary output, and sav- 
ing money utilized in other places for the 
training of workers. 

Mr. President, I am told that in the 
city of New York there are now between 
400,000 and 500,000 men and women out 
of work. I am told that in the city of 
New York there are some 75,000 skilled 
workers who could be utilized in the con- 
struction of ships and planes and tanks. 
I have before me an article from the New 
York Herald Tribune of recent date, in 
which Mr. George A. Sloan, New York 
City commissioner of commerce, is 
quoted as making this statement: 

The city faces a substantial increase in un- 
employment this fall unless aggressive action 
is taken to mobilize small factories here 
within the framework of the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation. 

Mr. Sloan gave no definite estimate of the 
amount of unemployment to be expected, 
pointing out that that would depend on how 
many war contracts the factories obtain. Ef- 
forts to obtain such contracts are carried on 
continuously, and sometimes successfully, 
he said, although contracts have not been 
obtained in anything like the volume needed, 


In this morning’s Washington Post we 
read an article which says there is an 
8-percent increase throughout the 
United States in unemployment-insur- 
ance payments, payments to persons who 
are out of work. I was told upon inquiry 
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that nearly all this 8-percent increase is 
in New York State, and most of it in New 
York City. 

Perhaps no Senator took a greater in- 
terest in the legislation setting up the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation than I 
did. The Congress of the United States 
will not be responsible if that Corpora- 
tion is not successful, because we gave it 
the money and the power and the au- 
thority necessary to enable it to make 
good. I believe that Mr. Lou Holland, the 
director of the organization, is bent on 
doing a good job, and he should not be 
interfered with by W. P. B. or by any 
other agency of the Government. He 
merits their whole-hearted support and 
cooperation, and if he does not receive it, 
then it is up to some of us, or to our 
Small Business Committee, to find out 
why he is not receiving that cooperation. 

We have a War Manpower Commis- 
sion. The Manpower Commission was 
directed by the President of the United 
States, who is vitally interested in this 
very program and is doing all he can to 
remedy the situation, to procure an ade- 
quate supply of manpower throughout 
the United States in order that our de- 
fense industries might be able to work 
around the clock. Yet in the city of New 
York, which is evidently not receiving the 
full attention it merits from the War 
Manpower Commission, are to be found 
upward of 400,000 men and women who 
are without work, and at least 75,000 of 
them are men who are experts along 
construction lines. 

It is true that effort has been made by 
some agencies of Government to reem- 
ploy these unemployed workers. They 
are for the most part employed in the 
needle-work industry and in the con- 
struction industry, but by reason of the 
methods of bidding and letting contracts, 
perhaps because of certain red tape in 
the Army and Navy Procurement. Divi- 
sions, those industries have not been 
given adequate contracts, and their em- 
ployees are without work. While we are 
spending money cn unemployment in- 
surance, spending money training work- 
ers in vocational educational institu- 
tions, searching for women and girls to 
work in factories, at the same time we are 
allowing many experienced workers in 
this great metropolitan center to go 
without employment. 

Mr. President, I believe that our War 
Manpower Commission, and particularly 
our Smaller War Plants Corporation, 
which was recommended by the Presi- 
dent, and created by the Congress, 
should not meet with any opposition 
from any agency of Government, or 
from any individual in W. P. B., or any 
other place, which would in any way pre- 
vent the recruiting of these small plants 
into the war production picture. I hope, 
therefore, that this interview with the 
man who has evidently done a fine job in 
the “bits and pieces” program in Eng- 
land will not be wasted insofar as those 
in authority in the United States are 
concerned. 

I believe that we have a right to expect 
much from the Smaller Wan Plants 
Corporation. I believe that every Sen- 
ator who has in his State a community 
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which is becoming a ghost town, as it 
were, because of priorities and allo- 
cations, has a right to expect that the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation will re- 
habilitate that community so far as pos- 
sible. We have a number of them in 
the State of New York. They have a 
right, as a result of what we have done in 
the creation of the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation, to expect some considera- 
tion. If that Corporation requires addi- 
tional personnel, then I am sure the Sen- 
ate and the House will meet its require- 
ments without delay. If it lacks funds 
for administrative purposes I am sure 
appropriations will be forthcoming with- 
out delay. 

Mr. President, I believe it would per- 
haps be a good thing if on this corporate- 
minded body, formerly the O. P. M., and 
now the W. P. B., we had representation 
for the smaller businessmen oi America, 
and for the representatives of labor of 
America. Then we probably would be 
able to widen and deepen and bring into 
play a greater number of corporations 
than have thus far shared in the defense 
contract work. 

I wish to conclude my observations by 
saying that the Congress of the United 
States in creating these several agencies, 
and the President of the United States 
in appointing the personnel, have a right 
to expect that they will get down to the 
bottom of this problem, that they will 
look at the over-all picture, and that 
there will an opportunity in the war- 
production program for all the industries, 
for all the skilled workers, and for all 
the men and women in the United States 
who are eager to do their bit. Congress 
and the President are expecting them to 
do their full duty. 


INSTRUCTION OF METEOROLOGICAL STU- 
DENTS IN WEATHER FORECASTING 


Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, since 
the calendar was last called only one bill 
has been added thereto. It is Senate 
bill 2693, providing for the instruction 
of meteorological students in weather 
forecasting. 

The Department of Commerce is very 
much concerned because of the loss to the 
war effort of individuals trained in fore- 
casting. The Secretary of Commerce is 
most eager that the Congress authorize 
the Department of Commerce to send 
meteorological students to such schools 
as qualify under the proposed law. The 
bill does not call for an appropriation. I 
am informed by the Department of Com- 
merce that it has sufficient money to 
undertake this modest program. The bill 
is not controversial, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to its 
consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be stated by its title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2693) to 
provide for the instruction of meteoro- 
logical students in weather forecasting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the 
statement which has been made by the 
able Senator from Connecticut is very 
complete and satisfactory. Was the bill 
reported unanimously by the committee? 
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Mr. MALONEY. It was. 

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
Commerce is authorized, within the limits of 
available appropriations made by the Con- 
gress, to establish and proyide not to exceed 
50 scholarships annually for furnishing in- 
struction and training in weather forecasting 
technique for students of meteorology. Such 
instruction and training shall be secured by 
contracts for tuition and laboratory charges 
only with educational institutions which offer 
accredited graduate professional courses in 
meteorological science. Such scholarship stu- 
dents shail be selected pursuant to such 
regulations as to desirable qualifications, 
ability, and aptitude for weather forecasting 
as the Weather Bureau, Department of Com- 
merce, may from time to time prescribe, in- 
cluding regulations requiring students par- 
ticipating therein to agree to enter Govern- 
ment employ as meteorologists in the 
Weather Bureau or as officers in the military 
services after graduation and completion of 
training. This act shall expire on June 30, 
1947, and all contracts or other obligations 
entered into under this act shall expire on 
or prior to such date: Provided, That no 
alien shall receive training under the provi- 
sions of this act. There is hereby authorized 
to be appropriated such sums as may be 
necessary to carry out the provisions of this 
act. 

OPENING A SECOND FRONT 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I have just 
returned from some of the rural counties 
of western Pennsylvania. Everywhere I 
met people who are talking about open- 
ing a second front. 

Certainly we may be proud that Amer- 
ican loyalty is so eager and so strong. 
This is, indeed, a sign that our people are 
prepared to make the necessary sacri- 
fices. 

Let us, however, make no tragic errors 
because of public pressure at a time when 
the fate of our Nation under military 
leadership must rest securely in the wise 
decisions of men long skilled in the ways 
of war. Their judgments and conclusions 
require knowledge and discretion far be- 
yond the reach of most of us. Certainly 
I would not claim, even as a member of 
the Senate Naval Affairs Committee, to 
have military knowledge sufficient to 
justify an opinion on my part as to when 
a second front should be opened. I am 
willing to support the decisions of those 
who are in a position to know. I believe 
that that is chiefly what is expected of 
people generally. 

I have great confidence in our expe- 
rienced Army and Navy leaders. I know 
these men personally, and believe that 
they are thoroughly prepared for the 
duties which face them. 

A pretense of knowledge in the broad 
fields of military and naval science would 
be only the wanton assumption of an un- 
disciplined person. Such disregard of the 
responsibilities of leadership on the part 
of some person in authority, unaccus- 
tomed to military procedures, might place 
in jeopardy the lives of hundreds of thou- 
sands of @@r boys and lead the Nation 
itself to the tragic shoals of absolute de- 
feat. I do not want any part in such 
misguided enthusiasm. 

The management of industry, govern- 
ment, education, transportation, and the 
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military must be left to those best ex- 
perienced and most skilled in such man- 
agement. Management is something re- 
quiring thorough knowledge and ade- 
quate experience. It cannot be exercised 
by thcse who must rely on hunches or 
guesswork. It is a field for experts. 

That is my thought today as I urge 
that the military and naval leaders be 
trusted to carry out the work assigned to 
them. They alone will know when a 
second front should be created. They 
have the maps. They know where our 
forces are stationed. They know where 
the supplies are and what is needed. We 
should trust their knowledge and lead- 
ership. That is the way of war; and 
the fate of all of us as citizens-is locked 
up in the decisions our admirals and gen- 
erals will make. I have confidence that 
these decisions will be wise. I want to 
follow the leadership of the Nation set 
aside by experience and training for this 
great task. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate preceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before 
the Senate messages from the President 
of the United States submitting several 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. VAN NUYS, from the Committee 
on tho Judiciary: 

Steve Franklin Hamm, of Oregon, to be 
United States marshal for the district of 
Oregon, vice John T. Summerville, term ex- 
pired; 

Wyatt T. Reese, of Mississippi, to be United 
States marshal for the southern district of 
Mississippi, vice Emil J. Adam, Sr., resigned; 

Douglas W. McGregor, of Texas, to be 
United States attorney for the southern dis- 
trict of Texas. (Mr. McGregor is now serv- 
ing in this office under an appointment 
which expired July 1, 1942.); 

Carlisle W. Higgins, of North Carolina, to 
be United States attorney for the middle 
district of North Carolina. (Mr. Higgins is 
now serving in this office under an appoint- 
ment which expired July 3, 1942.); 

Charles E. Dierker, of Oklahoma, to be 
United States attorney for the western dis- 
trict of Oklahoma. (Mr. Dierker is now serv- 
ing in this office under an appointment which 
expired June 24, 1942.); and 

J. Charles Dennis, of Washington, to be 
United States attorney for the western dis- 
trict of Washington. (Mr. Dennis is now 
serving in this office under an appointment 
which expired May 9, 1942.) 


MRS. NANNIE A. ROGERS 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads I report favorably the nomination 
of Mrs. Nannie A. Rogers to be postmas- 
ter at State College, Ark., in place of. 
C. V. Warr, retired. State College is in 
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the home town of the senior Senator 
from Arkansas [Mrs. CARAWAY], I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the nomination. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. With- 
out objection, the nomination is con- 
firmed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

If there be no further reports of com- 
mittees, the clerk will proceed to state 
the nominations on the Executive Cal- 
endar. 

OFFICE OF CIVILIAN DEFENSE 


The Chief Clerk read the nomination 
of Vincent Paul O’Reilly to be senior ad- 
ministrative officer in the Office of Civil- 
ian Defense. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 


ARMY SPECIALIST CORPS 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Army Special- 
ist Corps. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nominations in the Army 
Specialist Corps are confirmed en bloc. 


POSTMASTERS 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask that the nomi- 
nations of postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nominations of postmasters 
are confirmed en bloc. 

THE ARMY 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Army. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the Army nominations are con- 
firmed en bloc. 

THE NAVY 


The Chief Clerk read the nomination 
of William K. Harrill to be rear admiral. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 


THE MARINE CORPS 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Marine Corps. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nominations in the Marine 
Corps are confirmed en bloc. 


WYATT T. REESE 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, earlier in 
the day there was favorably reported 
from the Judiciary Committee the nomi- 
nation of Wyatt T. Reese, of Mississippi, 
to be United States marshal for the 
southern district of Mississippi, vice Emil 
J. Adams, Sr., resigned. I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of 
the nomination. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. With- 
out objection, the nomination is con- 
firmed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified of all nomi- 
nations confirmed today. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . Without ob- 
jection, the President will be immediately 
notified. 
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THE JUDICIARY 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I observe 
that the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Van Nuys], is not now in the Chamber, 
although he was here a few minutes ago. 
At a meeting of the Judiciary Committee 
this morning the nominations of quite a 
number of marshals and district attor- 
neys were ordered favorably reported. I 
inquire whether they have been formally 
reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They have 
been reported, and are at the desk. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not ask for their 
present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The nomi- 
nations will be placed on the calendar, 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn un- 
til Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 
o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Thursday, September 3, 
1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate August 31, 1942: 
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 


Charles H. March, of Minnesota, to be a 
Federal Trade Commissioner for a term of 
7 years from September 26, 1942 (reappoint- 
ment). 

PROMOTIONS, FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE, IN THE 
MARINE Corps 

The following-named brigadier generals to 
be major generals in the Marine Corps for 
temporary service from the 26th day of 
August 1942: 

Roy S. Geiger 

Joseph C. Fegan 

Col. Lyle H. Miller to be a brigadier general 
in the Marine Corps for temporary service 
from the 26th day of August 1942. 

Col. Thomas E. Watson to be a brigadier 
general in the Marine Corps for temporary 
service from the 27th day of August 1942. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by | 


the Senate August 31, 1942: 
‘THE JUDICIARY 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

Wyatt T. Reese to be United States marshal 

for the southern district of Mississippi. 
OFFICE oF CIVILIAN DEFENSE 

Vincent Paul O'Reilly to be a senior admin- 
istrative officer, in the Office of Civilian De- 
fense, at a salary of $4,600 per annum. 

ARMY SPECIALIST CORPS 

William Gibson Carey, Jr., to be Director, 
Second Service Command, Army Specialist 
Corps, at a salary of $6,500 per annum. 

Theodore DeCue Palmer, Jr., to be a Deputy 
Director, Second Service Command, Army 
Specialist Corps, at a salary of $5,600 per 
annum. 

George Washington Hervey to be a liaison 
Officer, headquarters, Army Specialist Corps, 
at a salary of $6,000 per annum. 

In THE ARMY 
APPOINTMENTS, PROMOTIONS, AND APPOINT- 

MENTS BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY 

OF THE UNITED STATES 

The nominations of Burdette Alden Stone 
et al., for appointment, promotion, or ap- 
pointment by transfer, in the Regular Army 
of the United States, — 
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(NOTE—A full list of the persons whose 
nominations for appointment, promotion, or 
appointment by transfer, in the Regular 
Army were confirmed today may be found in 
the Senate proceedings of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp for August 24, 1942, under the cap- 
tion “Nominations” beginning on p. 6941.) 

In THE Navy 
TEMPORARY SERVICE 

William K. Harrill to be a rear admiral in 
the Navy, for temporary service, to rank from 
July 7, 1942. 

IN TEE MARINE Corrs 
PROMOTIONS 
To be a major 
John Wehle 
To be a first lieutenant 
James B. Glennon, Jr. 
To be second lieutenants 
George L. Shead Sidney J. Altman 
Charles J. Bailey, Jr. Kenneth N. Hilton 
Stanley M. Adams Henry A. Lassiter 
William H. Kennedy Walter Antin 
Martin F. Rockmore Carl W. Proehl 
POSTMASTERS 
ARKANSAS 
Nannie A. Rogers, State College. 

ALABAMA 

Madge S. Jefferies, Citronelle. 

Ruth Duffey, Dadeville. 

Mary R. Cunningham, Evergreen. 

Alven H. Powell, Hackleburg. 

Emmett M. Wimberley, Reform. 

Ferne W. Rainer, Union Springs. 

CALIFORNIA 

Jay K. Battin, Angwin. 

Roy W. Scott, Baldwin Park, 

Walter A. Johnson, Bishop. 

Elaine M. Strohl, Imola. 

Edith B. Smith, Patton. 

James B. Stone, Redlands. 

Lewis E. Erbes, San Bruno, 

Robert de Journel, Sanger. 

FLORIDA 

Katharine S. Grey, Atlantic Beach. 

Charles W. Ten Eick, Hollywood. 

MICHIGAN 

Roy P. Hallock, Almont. 

Frank C. Jarvis, Grand Rapids. 

James C. Healy, Houghton. 

Mary A. Ripley, Sault Ste. Marie. 

James W. Henry, Sturgis. 

Max E. Wilson, Waldron. 

MONTANA 

Joseph M. Astle, Hardin. 

Ethel C. Hockman, Kevin. 

Albert W. Schammel, Scobey. 

OREGON 

George A. Hartman, Pendleton. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
Joseph A. Crowley, Sioux Falls. 
VIRGINIA 
Robert P. Holt, Newport News. 
Willie R. Slagle, Virgilina. 
WEST VIRGINIA 
Dewey Ellis, Man. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, AuGust 31, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BULWINKLE. 

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, Washington, D. C., offered 
the following prayer: 


All-wise and most gracious God, in sin- 


L cerity and simplicity we would thank 
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Thee for the many blessings with which 
Thou dost crown our days. 

When we think of Thy goodness and 
call to mind that Thy thoughts concern- 
ing us are those of love, we pray that we 
may render unto Thee the tribute of 
hearts filled with praise. 

We rejoice in the noble heritage which 
is still ours because of the men and 
women who are responding so coura- 
geously to the call of God and of country. 

Grant that we may possess this herit- 
age more worthily and strive with a com- 
plete self-devotion to lay the foundation 
of a world in which righteousness and 
peace shall prevail. 

Hear us in the name of the Captain of 
our salvation. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, August 27, 1942, was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Gatling, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 


H.R.6876. An act to authorize the in- 
corporated town of Petersburg, Alaska, to 
undertake certain municipal public works, 
including the construction of a dam and im- 
provements to the hydroelectric plant and 
system, improvements to the water system, 
and construction and equipment of a mu- 
nicipal hospital, and for such purposes to 
issue bonds in any sum not exceeding a total 
of $125,000. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, bills of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


H. R.6682. An act to suspend in part the 
processing tax on coconut oil; and 

H. R.7145. An act to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
and the Secretary of the Interior to make 
exchanges with the Defense Homes Corpo- 
ration of certain lands in Northwest Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed bills and joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles, in which the 
concurrence of the House is requested: 


S. 1615. An act to provide for the disposi- 
tion of all moneys received from the sale 
or other disposition of surplus wildlife on 
refuges established under the Migratory Bird 
Conservation Act of February 18, 1929, and 
for other purposes; 

6.1712. An act to assure conservation of 
and to permit the fullest utilization of the 
salmon fisheries of the Pacific, and for other 


urposes; 

S. 2367. An act to amend sections 1 and 2 
of chapter XIX of the Army Appropriation 
Act approved July 9, 1918; 

§.2524, An act to allow an additional pe- 
riod of 6 months in which certain members 
of the Officers’ Reserve Corps and the En- 
listed Reserve Corps of the Army, or their 
beneficiaries, may make claim for benefits 
under the act of July 18, 1940; 

5.2627. An act to amend the act approved 
August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 864), entitled “An 
act increasing the number of naval avia- 
tors in the line of the Regular Navy and 
Marine Corps, and for other purposes”; 

S. °670. An act to amend section 61 of the 
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended, for the purpose of providing State 
and Territorial military forces with such 
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arms, ammunition, clothing, and equipment 
as is deemed necessary to enable them to 
execute their internal security responsibilities 
within their respective States and Territories, 
and for other purposes; 

S. 2676. An act to provide for medical care 
and funeral expenses for certain members of 
the Naval Reserve Officers’ Training Corps; 

S. 2677. An act to authorize an exchange 
of land at Mechanicsburg, Pa., between Edgar 
Eberly and the United States; 

S. 2678. An act to amend the act approved 
March 2, 1933, by suspending the provisions 
relative to a Navy ration in kind, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 2679. An act to authorize the transpor- 
tation of dependents and household effects 
of personnel of the Navy, Marine Corps, Coast 
Guard, and Coast and Geodetic Survey, inci- 
dent to secret or confidential orders, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 2662. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of War to exchange certain lands of the 
United States located within the Fort De 
Russy Military Reservation, Oahu, T. H., for 
certain land at Barbers Point, Oahu, owned 
by the Territory of Hawaii; 

S. 2685. An act to provide that promotions 
to higher grades of officers of the Army of the 
United States, or any components thereof, 
shall be deemed to have been accepted upon 
the dates of the orders announcing such pro- 
motions, and for other purposes; 

S. 2686. An act to amend the act of May 19, 
1926, entitled “An act to authorize the Presi- 
dent to detail officers and enlisted men of the 
United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps 
to assist the governments of the Latin- 
American republics in military and naval 
matters”; 

S. 2698. An act to make transportation and 
storage facilities available for military use 
where military necessity exists, by authoriz- 
ing the removal to other points of merchan- 
dise in customs custody; 

§.2708. An act to amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940, as amended, 
so as to extend the benefits of the Employees’ 
Compensation Act to conscientious objectors; 

S. 2722. An act to authorize relief of dis- 
bursing officers of the Army on account of 
loss or deficiency of Government funds, 
vouchers, records, or papers in their charge; 

S. J. Res. 139. Joint resolution providing for 
an investigation and survey of certain crusta- 
cean food resources of the United States, and 
for other purposes; and 

S. J. Res. 158. Joint resolution transferring 
the management of the Senate restaurants 
to the Architect of the Capitol, and for other 
purposes, 


GIFT OF WIDENER ART COLLECTION TO 
THE NATIONAL GALLERY OF ART 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that notwithstand- 
ing the adjournment of the House, the 
Speaker pro tempore be authorized to 
sign the enrolled joint resolution, Senate 
Joint Resolution 160. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Virginia? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
what is that joint resolution? 

Mr. BLAND. It is an authorization 
resolution providing for the payment of 
the taxes necessary to acquire the 
Widener art collection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY NEXT 


Mr. BLAND. Mr, Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the House ad- 
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journs today it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
CHAMBER OF DEPUTIES OF PERU—COM- 
MUNICATION FROM THE SECRETARY OF 
STATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, which 
was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs: 


My Dear Mr. SPEAKER: The Secretary of the 
Peruvian Chamber of Deputies has. trans- 
mitted through the American Ambassador at 
Lima an engrossed message dated June 22, 
1942, from the President of the Chamber of 
Deputies, addressed to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives of the United States 
of America, in reply to the message of Febru- 
ary 2, 1942, from the House of Representatives 
to the Peruvian Chamber of Deputies. 

It is a pleasure to forward the message 
herewith, together with a translation thereof 
for ready reference. 

Sincerely yours, 
CORDELL HULL. 
[Translation] 


The Chamber of Deputies of Peru to the 
House of Representatives of the United States 
of North America. 

LIMA, Perv, June 22, 1942. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE HONORABLE HOUSE OF 
ATIVES OF THE UNITED STatrs oF 
NORTH AMERICA: ; 

It is a great honor for me to inform the 
President and the Members of the House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
North America, that there has been received 
the esteemed communication, a transcrip- 
tion of the resolution adopted by the said 
branch of the legislative power, expressing 
its deep appreciation to the President of Peru, 
to the Chamber of Deputies and to the Peru- 
vian people, in recognition of the expressive 
demonstration of sincere friendship to the 
United States of North America on the occa- 
sion of the visit realized by the delegation of 
the Budget Committee of the House of Rep- 
resontatives of the latter nation. 

Our attitude, always founded on American 
continental solidarity and on the defense of 
the tutelary institutions of democracy, had 
to make itself known on behalf of the Peru- 
vian Government, Parliament, and people at 

propitious opportunity of finding among 
us the illustrious members of the North 
American delegation. 

The special act of the Congress of the Union 
intensifies the traditional friendship which 
unites our two peoples. In expressing it to 
you, Mr. President, I establish our grateful- 
ness for the significant reaches of that act, 
and I take pleasure in offering you attesta- 
tions of my highest and most distinguished 
consideration. 

May God Sipe you, Mr. President, 

GERARDO BALBAUENA, 
President of the Chamber 
of Deputies of Peru. 


AMENDMENT OF SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ 
RELIEF ACT OF 1940 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (H. R. 7164) to amend the 
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 
1940, as amended, to extend the relief 
and benefits provided therein to certain 
persons, to include certain additional 
proceedings and transactions therein, to 
provide further relief for persons in mili- 
tary service, to change certain insurance 
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provisions thereof, and for other pur- 
poses, with a Senate amendment thereto, 
disagree to the Senate amendment, and 
agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Re- 
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman is asking to send this bill 
to conference? 

Mr. MAY. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 
is in disagreement between the two 
Houses? 

Mr. MAY. The House. passed two prin- 
cipal amendments to the original Sol- 
diers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940, 
When the bill went to the Senate the 
Senate struck out those two amendments 
and another section of the bill and in- 
serted an entire bill, which was known as 
the Reynolds bill, which had been intro- 
duced by Senator ReYNoLDS, of North 
Carolina, which changes the effect of 
the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. This 
is not the bill that refers to paying before 
election the allotments to the depend- 
ents of soldiers and sailors? 

Mr. MAY. No. This is an amendment 
to the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief 
Act of 1940, which relates to the protec- 
tion of the families of soldiers, while they 
are in the service, against ejection from 
their homes, the payment of rent} and 
the foreclosure of mortgages on personal 
property, such as automobiles and house- 
hold goods. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, There 
have been some very radical changes 
made in the bill? 

Mr. MAY. Very radical; yes. 

Mr, DIRKSEN. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. There is no un- 
germane matter in the bill, matter other 
than that which relates to the original 
purport of the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil 
Relief Act? 

Mr. MAY. That is right; except that 
there is one vital change, a provision 
which the House committee thinks ought 
not to be included. We want to send the 
bill to conference for the purpose of dis- 
cussing it and seeing what we can do 
about it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
men from Kentucky? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and, without ob- 
jection, appoints the following conferees: 
Messrs. May, THOMASON, SPARKMAN, HAR- 
NESS, and ELSTON. 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr, HOLBROCK] 
be permitted to extend his own remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, at the 
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conclusion of the legislative program for 
the day and following any special orders 
heretofore entered I may be permitted 
to address the House for 10 minutes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 


objection to the request of the gentleman | 


from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on Thursday next, following any special 
orders heretofore entered, I may be per- 
mitted to address the House for 20 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. D’'ALESANDRO. Mr. Speaker. I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include a radio address made 
by myself, and also a letter from the 
Office of War Information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. D'ALESANDRO. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include a short article en- 
titled “The Spirit of the U. S. A.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and include a brief ad- 
dress by our colleague the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHERIDAN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. RAN- 
DOLPH was granted permission to ex- 
tend his own remarks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include therein a short article. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein a tele- 
gram from the Oregon sheep growers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp and 
include an article by Mr. Richard L. Neu- 
berger in regard to our colleague, the 
Delegate from Alaska [Mr. DIMOND]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


THE RIGHT TO VOTE 


Mr. PLUMLEY: Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, the es- 
sence of democracy is found in the right 
to vote for those who are to represent us 
in the Government during this hour of 
national peril. 
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It represents a peculiar heritage, is an 
inestimable privilege, and it is a sacred 
duty not to be lightly regarded or un- 
observed. 

American blood is being shed in order 
to preserve our American way of life, 
to defend the heritage, and to conserve 
the privilege. 

We are derelict in our duty if we do 
not at the earliest possible moment take 
such steps as shall guarantee to our sol- 
diers and sailors the full and free oppor- 
tunity to vote. 

This is an obligation we owe those who 
are fighting for us and for that right. 
We owe it to ourselves to discharge that 
obligation, now. 

{Here the gavel fell] 


THE RIGHT OF SOLDIERS, SAILORS, AND 
MARINES TO VOTE 


Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks, 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
in favor of the passage of the bill (H. R. 
7416) to give the members of our armed 
forces the right.to vote without requiring 
them to comply with the intricacies and 
technicalities of the registration law and 
poll-tax rules and restrictions of the vari- 
ous States. I hope the bill will be voted 
on today, and I want to go on record as 
being in favor of this legislation. This 
bill is a meritorious bill. It should be 
passed by the House with an overwhelm- 
ing vote without further delay. To pass 
this bill is the least we can do to show 
our love, respect, and appreciation for the 
sacrifices that are being made by the mil- 
lions in our armed forces today,-and the 
millions who will be in our armed forces 
in the days to come—American citizens 
who have been taken away from their 
native States and sent to the four corners 
of the world, who have not been given an 
opportunity to register for voting, and 
who have reached voting age after en- 
listing or being inducted into our armed 
forces. 

When our President and the Prime 
Minister of Great Britain met and signed 
the great Atlantic Charter—the historic 
pledge of freedom to all the peoples of 
the world—it guaranteed a world peace, 
with the right of self-determination on 
the part of all.peoples. Self-determina- 
tion can only be based on a free and 
universal suffrage. A guaranty of free 
suffrage to all the peoples of the world 
surely must guarantee the right to vote 
to all American citizens in our armed 
forces, 

Our ancestors fought to make this a 
free country. We must keep it free. To 
keep our freedom we must fight because 
our freedom, our liberty, and our rights 
are at stake. In this fight for democracy 
and freedom there should be no division 
between the North and the South, the 
East and the West—vwe are all Americans 
in a war to save our American rights and 
our American liberty. If we lose this 
war, there will be no freedom—no free 
men—our Constitution will be gone and 
all Americans will be liquidated in the 
Hitler way. If we win—and we must 
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win—free Americans will be able to settle 
their differences in: the democratic way 
at the ballot box and in the courts, where 
judges are sworn to uphold our consti- 
tutional rights. Hitler, Mussolini, and 
Hirohito have sounded the death knell 
of free elections and have denied the 
right to all men to settle their differences 
in the democratic way. They do not 
recognize the right of suffrage. The 
United States and the United Nations are 
fighting today for the preservation of 
freedom, which includes free elections, 
with the right of suffrage extended to all 
American citizens as a cornerstone of 
demecracy. The great Atlantic Charter 
guarantees to all American citizens the 
right to settle our differences at the ballot 
box. 

After the victory, shall our boys have 
fought and have died in vain, or will the 
Congress of the United States make a 
pledge to them now that all American 
citizens shall live as free men and 
women? The least that the Congress 
can do to merit the trust of those in our 
armed forces who are fighting for our 
rights, our liberties, and our democracy 
is to guarantee to them the right to vote 
while they are doing the fighting. 

There are hundreds of thousands of 
American citizens of voting age inducted 
into the armed forces from certain States 
who, because of poll-tax restrictions in 
those States, will not be allowed to vote 
while they are members of the armed 
forces of the United States. In the name 
of justice and equality these American 
citizens, fighting for the rights and the 
freedom of the United States, surely 
should have the right to cast their ballot, 
the same as the ordinary citizen in those 
States who is not enrolled in the armed 
forces. 

If the members of cur armed forces are 
denied the right to vote, I ask you. what 
class of our citizens—in the name of 
Providence—should be given the right to 
vote? There are over 4,000,000 of our 
finest young people now enrolled in our 
armed forces. They have given up good 
jobs; they have given up their home life; 
they have left mothers, fathers, wives, 
and children; some of them have given 
up the chance of an education; they have 
given up their business and their profes- 
sions; yes, they have given up their all 
to save America and to fight to insure 
the four freedoms for all the peoples of 
all the world. These American citizens 
have the God-given and the American 
right to vote. The Congress of the 
United States shouid guarantee this free- 
dom to them as part of the four freedoms 
we are guaranteeing to all the world. 

Who, of all American citizens, are more 
entitled to exercise the American right of 
franchise than those in our armed forces 
who are offering their lives to protect our 
American way of life? No person has a 
better right to vote than those in our 
armed forces. 


LEAVE Ol ABSENCE 


Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Batpwin] may be granted an 
indefinite leave of absence because of the 
serious illness of his mother. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
THE RIGHT OF SOLDIERS, SAILORS, AND 
MARINES TO VOTE 


Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, in anticipation of the fact that 
H. R. 7416, the widely heralded and im- 
portant soldier vote bill will be coming 
before the House today, I wish to give no- 
tice that in behalf of the State of New 
York and the War Ballot Commission of 
the State of New York I intend to make 
every effort to have a motion adopted 
instructing our conferees that nothing 
in this bill shall in any way interfere 
with the very complete and entirely ade- 
quate law which was passed by the New 
York Legislature last May, which pro- 
vides for an efficient and practical means, 
in conformity with the Constitution and 
laws of our State, for every New York cit- 
izen now Serving anywhere in the world 
in our armed forces, who is a qualified 
voter, to cast his or her ballot in the 
general election on November 3, 1942. 
Ample funds were appropriated by our 
legislature to implement this law, and the 
machinery to give the utmost effect to 
the law has been set up and is being oper- 
ated night snd day, to the end that the 
maximum number of New Yorkers in the 
armed forces may have their votes 
counted next November. If it is found 
consistent with the parliamentary pro- 
cedure of the House, it is my purpose to 
move that the conferees on the part of 
the House insist on the following amend- 
ment: 

Nothing in this act shall be deemed to re- 
strict the right of any member of the land 
or naval forces of the United States to vote, 
whenever practicable, in accordance with the 
law of the State of his residence, and the 
provisions of this act shall not apply to mem- 
bers of the land or naval forces of the United 
States who are residents of States which have 
adopted laws providing for and regulating 
the voting of its residents who are members 


of the land or naval forces of the United 
States. 


I respectfully submit, Mr. Speaker, that 
if the bill is enacted into law without my 
amendment, or one of similar import, it 
will, so far cs the State of New York is 
concerned, result in an unnecessary du- 
plication of election machinery. Fur- 
thermore, the existence of a dual system 
of voting by our soldiers and sailors would 
undoubtedly be productive of confusion 
and uncertainty in the minds of the vast 
number of New York citizens serving in 
our armed forces, and it would breed nu- 
merous unique and highly technical prob- 
jems for the election officials of our State 
to solve when the time comes for passing 
on the validity of ballots cast under both 
the Federal and State laws or either of 
them. In those election contesis in which 
the results are close it is quite likely that 
the courts of our State will be confronted 
with the necessity of deciding numerous 
quo warranto actions before the winners 
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can be finally determined. The amend- 
ment I am proposing will not detract an 
iota from the effectiveness and validity 
of the Ramsay bill with regard to those 
States which have not enacted laws of 
their own for this highly meritorious 
purpose, nor should its passage be delayed 
thereby. I am supporting the principle 
and primary purpose of the Ramsay bill 
as strongly as any Member of the House, 
but I appeal to you in the name of fair- 
ness and common sense to exempt the 
State of New York from its provisions for 
the good and sufficient reason that we 
have fully and completely met the situa- 
tion through an act of our own legisla- 
ture with respect to which there should be 
no infringement by the Congress. 

Mr.SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, any attempt 
to deny or abridge the right of soldiers 
to vote will bring on us the condemna- 
tion of the country. 

It is unthinkable that the soldier who 
fights to bring the “four freedoms” to all 
the world should be denied that most 
fundamental of democratie privileges— 
the right to participate in his own Gov- 
ernment. 

And he ought not to be made to pay 
for the right to vote. Can he believe in 
talk of equal privileges if he sees soldiers 
from 40 States casting absentee ballots 
and soldiers from 8 States denied the 
right to vote because they did not pay a 
poll tax months ago? 

Let us pass this bill without delay. Let 
us abolish the vicious poll tax require- 
ments. If we do not grant equality to 
our soldiers, how can they believe in the 
ideals for which we ask them to fight? 

[Here the gavel fell.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include ex- 
cerpts from an article in the Chicago 
Sunday Tribune of August 30, in connec- 
tion with the synthetic-rubber problem. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE RIGHT OF SOLDIERS, SAILORS, AND 
MARINES TO VOTE 


Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I just 
came from my district, where I have been 
for the past 3 weeks. The folks in the 
district I represent are in favor of giving 
the soldiers, sailors, and marines of our 
country the right to vote in the elections. 

I am supporting H. R. 7416 and expect 
to do everything I can to secure the pas- 
sage of that legislation. I feel that it is 
only justice to the men in the armed 
forces that they be given an opportunity 
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to cast their ballot in the elections that 
are now pending. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 


THE WOMEN’S ARMY AUXILIARY CORPS 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute and to include as a 
part of my remarks a speech which I de- 
livered at Fort Des Moines on Saturday 
at the graduation of the members of the 
Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, on Saturday the first quota of 
officers of the Women’s Army Auxiliary 
Corps graduated and were commissioned. 
They were a great credit to themselves 
and their director, Mrs. Hobby, and the 
commandant of the post, Colonel Faith, 
and his staff who trained them. 

I bring back to you and other Members 
of the House individually and collectively 
the gratitude of those women, They feel 
that you gave them the opportunity to 
give themselves and their lives in the 
service of their country. They enlisted 
as soldiers—and I speak advisedly—in 
the Woman’s Army Auxiliary Corps be- 
cause they love their country and they 
love freedom better than themselves. It 
was one of the most impressive sights I 
have ever seen. I wish you all might have 
Seen it. 

The address referred to is as follows: 


SOLDIERS OF AMERICA 


This is a proud hour for you, for me, for 
your Director, and for the Army. This hour 
will live forever, recorded in the glorious his- 
tory of our country, You are the first com- 
missioned officers of the first official women’s 
army in the United States. 

As you go into service at your posts of 
duty, you represent a dream of mine con- 
ceived during the first World War, 25 years 
ago. Over there, working in England, on the 
battlefields of France I saw a great deal of 
the work performed by women members of 
the English Army. Working as an extremely 
efficient organization the British Women's 
Army Auxiliary contributed a great service to 
the Allied Armies. It released thousands of 
able-bodied men for combat service in the 
front lines. Working with these auxiliaries 
I was able to observe closely the extremely 
valuable contribution they were making to 
the entire war effort. More than 4,000 of 
them worked with the American forces in 
France, for we had no such organization under 
military authority. Many fine American 
women served, all in a civilian capacity, with 
the exception of the nurses, excellently per- 
forming their assigned jobs; however, they 
were not under military control or super- 
vision. They received no compensation of 
any kind, no allowances for sickness or in- 
juries. Their status was vague, but they 
carried on, Many still carry on. Their sac- 
rifices were the inspiration for this Army. 
You owe a debt to them. 

It was then that I realized the valuable 
service women could perform in line of duty 
during war. It was then that I dreamed of 
an American women’s army to perform every 
task possible, short of combat cuty, if war 
should ever come to my country again. Eight 
months ago that war came. It came with 
lightning devastation. The next day men 
volunteered. Women throughout the Na- 
tion, alert to the danger facing the country 
were anxious to help, to do something, to 
do their part. 

The time had come for action. As a Mem- 
ber of Congress, I was then in a position to 
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secure passage of legislation setting up a 
women’s army. I was able to bring my 
dream of 25 years ago close to reality. Today 
it is real. Today the first women’s army in 
America becomes an actual organization. 
Today this new army commences operation. 

Here you are, every one of you a fine young 
lady, the first officers of the first woman's 
army in America. To be an officer in this 
Army is a high honor, admitting you to the 
rights and responsibilities and duties of your 
rank, But to serve your country, to contrib- 
ute to your country as a soldier, the first 
soldier of your kind, in this great struggle, is 
@ greater honor—the honor of being a sol- 
dier. In America we have great respect for 
this honor, for many brave men have made 
it precious. 

Standing on the steps of the Capitol early 

one morning recently, I saw the dawning 
sun's rays light the peak of the famous Wash- 
ington Monument as it towered into the blue, 
I thought of Washington and his leadership. 
I thought of him as a soldier, I thought of 
the time when he took over the command of 
the new Continental Army. Under a great 
spreading elm tree he told his men he would 
ask them to make no sacrifice he was not 
willing to make, but together they would 
make every sacrifice to gain through to vic- 
tory. 
On beyond the monument was the Lincoln 
Memorial. Inside the memorial sat Lincoln 
looking out toward the Capitol ready to help 
in every struggle threatening the life of his 
country. I thought of him at Gettysburg 
and knew completely his meaning when he 
said, “That we here highly resolve that these 
dead shall not have died in vain.” 

And on beyond Lincoln, was Arlington and 
the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier. I thought 
for a moment as to who he might be and 
then, of course, I realized that he was every 
American soldier who had given his life to 
his country. 

The honor of being a soldier: Is it not a 
great honor? A soldier of the United States, 
a soldier in the greatest army of freedom 
ever conceived and developed in the world. 
A soldier in the first women’s army in Amer- 
ica. A soldier, whose banner is the Stars 
and Stripes of the United States—a soldier. 
a soldier. 

These are difficult days, days during which 
the dishonesty, treachery, subterfuge, and 
force combined with long cunning planning 
have given the enemy a temporary advantage. 
Those are weak pillars, however, on which to 
build. Already they are beginning to 
crumble. 

It is during these difficult days that you 
are going out to your assignments in com- 
mand of a new American Army. You will be 
soldiers. You will measure up to the honor. 
You have a great responsibility. The eyes 
of America are watching you. You are more 
than ladies, you are officers in a great organ- 
ization of soldiers. Khaki is not worn for 
pleasure; it is worn for working and fight- 
ing; fighting and working. You are no 
longer ladies of this or that town; from this 
or that school, engaged in this or that work. 
You are soldiers and belong to America. 
Every hour must be your finest hour. Every 
hour of your life belongs to your country. 
Your life is yours to give to your country, 

Since those thrilling days when Washing- 
ton took command of the Army, the world 
has known that free men and women cannot 
be defeated, Freedom is born and grows and 
flourishes in the hearts of men and women. 
It is the ever-burning flame that lights the 
way to worship God as we choose, to speak 
freely, to read and act as we desire in accord 
with the law. All of you know that if that 
flame of freedom is permitted to die out the 
world will be forever dark. As soldiers of a 
free America you will keep that precious 
flame burning. 

You have entered the service of your coun- 
try. When or where it will end you do not 
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know, You will have many problems to 
solve. You will experience joys and sorrows, 
But through it all you must keep your objec- 
tive in view. 

As officers you are entitled to respect, how- 
ever, you must conduct yourselves in a man- 
ner that commands respect. In your direc- 
tor you have an example. She is a lady, an 
able commander, charged with a great re- 
sponsibility, I know she has your respect 


and loyalty. 
We are involved in a tremendous struggle. 


Upon our country rests the destiny of free- 
men everywhere. With unity of action and 
efficiency of conduct we cannot fail. 

I bid you good luck and to vic- 
tory. America will stand forever, and forever 
will be free. 


[Here the gavel fell.] 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
happy to have the opportunity to speak 
for a moment on the bill which is com- 
ing up giving the soldiers the right to 
vote. It seems to me the least we can do 
is to put it through expeditiously and 
promptly. I further want to register my 
attitude toward the poll tax. I trust we 
shall show that intolerance in this coun- 
try is something we will no longer permit, 
that we will move toward a true democ- 
racy, that we will register ourselves as 
wanting to give full citizenship to every- 
one, so that all our boys, whether they 
are in this or some other country will 
have the opportunity of expressing their 
preferences and judgments in all matters 
pertaining to their Government, 

[Here the gavel fell.J 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, the man 
who is willing and able to fight for his 
country should certainly not be denied 
the privilege or the right of voting for 
those who administer the affairs of the 
country. 

We are confronted with a parliamen- 
tary situation which, in view of the fact 
that it is only 9 weeks until election day, 
may ultimately eventuate in a situation 
where this privilege or right will be de- 
nied. Should this come about it would 
certainly not be a very good commentary 
upon the expeditiousness of our parlia- 
mentary procedure here. 

I understand the bill may go to confer- 
ence by unanimous consent, or there can 
be a rule. It is my understanding also 
that a motion to take this bill from the 
Speaker’s table and concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments is out of order, because 
there is matter in the Senate amend- 
ments which must be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole; but surely there 
must be some way, because if it goes to 
conference and if they undertake to 
jockey this bill in conference for a while, 
you will not get it down to the White 
House for signature in time to set up the 
administrative machinery whereby it can 
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be brought into operation. It seems to 
me now is the time to do something about 
it. Let us have some discussion now in 
the hope that we can go through this 
parliamentary maze and get immediate 
action so the soldiers will not be denied 
this privilege. This situation constitutes 
a challenge to the Congress, and I, for 
one, am ready to meet it as a matter of 
simple justice to those who wear the uni- 
form of this country and are prepared to 
sacrifice their all in behalf of this Re- 
public. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
address the House on the parliamentary 
situation which confronts the House on 
the bill H. R. 7416, to which the gentle- 
man from Illinois has just referred. Per- 
sonally, I concur in the views of many, 
that the bill should go to conference im- 
mediately, and I will tell you why: The 
bill was considered in the House. It was 
on the Union Calendar, it was properly 
on the Union Calendar. It went to the 
Senate; many amendments were added, 
some of which, in my opinion, are frankly 
impossible of construction. In this con- 
nection I call attention to one amend- 
ment that states that the law is to be 
applied mutatis mutandis, whatever that 
may mean, without a definition of “mu- 
tatis” and “mutandis.” It is legal phrase- 
ology, but I doubt if anybody here knows 
just how it would be applied. Now, the 
bill is back here. The only thing that 
Ca. be done except by unanimous con- 
sent is to refer the bill back to the com- 
mittee that reported it or let the Rules 
Committee bring in a rule. 

Let us assume that we are in favor of 
the bill; expeditious procedure, orderly 
procedure is followed and consideration is 
obtained when the bill is sent by unani- 
mous consent to conference for consider- 
ation by the conferees. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? É 

Mr. BLAND TIyield. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Is there any way we 
can get assurance that this thing will not 
be bottled up in the conference commit- 
tee? Because every day is a matter of 
real importance where the time between 
now and election is limited. 

_ Mr. BLAND. I would not undertake 
to say what the conferees would do or to 
give a pledge except to apply a little com- 
mon-sense reasoning to the ordinary pro- 
cedure, If Iam not very much mistaken 
the majority of those who ordinarily 
would be appointed on the conference 
committee are supporting the bill. I do 
not know whether they are or not; but 
there would be consideration and I 
think—I am not sure about this—that 
possibly if there were delay the House 
would have the remedy of calling for a 
report from the conferees, although I am 
not definitely sure about that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLAND, I yield, 
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Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Do I 
understand that the gentleman today is 
the acting majority leader? 

Mr. BLAND. I have been asked to 
substitute and act for the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Cocuran] during his 
absence. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 
I want to find out is this: The gentle- 
man, of course, realizes that if this bill 
is going to be of any value at all it must 
be passed quickly. The gentleman knows 
if the bill goes to conference it could be 
delayed a long while and be brought out 
so late as to be useless so far as this 
elect'on is concerned. Those of us who 
are in favor of this bill beileve it should 
be passed quickly. When we entered 
into the agreement for a recess it was 
understood this bill would be enacted. I 
feel it is a very important piece of leg- 
islation. Those who fight for the coun- 
try should be privileged to vote. I realize 
we cannot do anything more practicai 
than to send the bill to conference. Iam 
sorry this is the case, and I would like 
to get definite assurance from the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, who is the acting 
majority leader, that we will have this 
bill back next week, Tuesday, say, for 
action. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman is ask- 
ing a little more than I could possibly 
give, that is, to substitute my opinion 
for that of the conferees after their con- 
ference, and I say this without any 
reservation. But.suppose we do not send 
it to conference; there is a greater possi- 
bility of delay than if we do send it to 
conference. The gentleman is a much 
better parliamentarian than I. I ask 
the gentleman if there is not some way 
whereby the House, if the conferees 
should delay action, could demand action 
on the part of the conferees? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Yes; 
we could discharge the conferees if they 
do not act promptly, but that takes time. 
I would like to have the majority or- 
ganization, which is responsible for legis- 
lation in this House, make a definite 
statement that they will bring this back 
to the House for a vote next week. At 
least two-thirds of the Members of this 
House are in favor of the legislation. 
Now let us give the two-thirds an oppor- 
tunity to function. 

Mr, BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
desire to delay or to bring about delays, 
so far as I am personally concerned, but I 
think that is a matter that would be up 
to the conferees and it has not been cus- 
tomary to interfere. That is a preroga- 
tive of theirs. Even if we had to resort to 
a discharge petition to get consideration, 
that would take time. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, in view of the importance of this 
matter, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be allowed to continue for an 
additional 5 minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MARTIN]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker less delay 
would be possible by sending it to con- 
ference than by going through the usual 
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and necessary and parliamentary pro- 
cedure of sending it back to the com- 
mittee, which would act on it, then re- 
port. That committee could not report 
without a quorum of that committee 
being present, as the gentleman well 
knows. Then the matter goes on the 
calendar. It has no privileged status. 
An application would have to be made to 
the Rules Committee for a rule and that 
would have to be brought up. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The 
quickest and orderly way would be to 
send it to conference? 

Mr. BLAND. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. But 
we want some assurances, in view of 
these circumstances, that is, a vast ma- 
jority of the House who want to vote for 
this bill, that it will be brought back here 
next week. We believe we should have 
some assurances from the leadership that 
controls the House that this will be done, 

Mr. BLAND. I cannot give that assur- 
ance. My desire is to pass upon it as 
speedily as possible, always reserving in 
the House its rights. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I may say for the 
information of the minority leader and 
the membership of the House generally 
that it is my understanding this bill was 
reported unanimously by the Committee 
on Election of the President and Vice 
President. The Members who reported 
the bill are naturally in favor of legisla- 
tion of this sort, and if the minority 
leader can speak for the minority side of 
the House that they are in favor of this 
legislation, I am certain that the major- 
ity side of the House is in favor of the 
legislation, because the majority side of 
the House, in the first instance, pressed 
this legislation from the very beginning 
and the majority members of the Com- 
mittee on Election of President and Vice 
President certainly did everything they 
possibly could to get action, and they ap- 
peared before the Rules Committee and 
made long and strenuous argument in 
order to get a rule so that this bill could 
be considered. If we are not going to 
send it to conference and it goes to the 
Rules Committee there will be unneces- 
sary delay. The only thing to do is to 
send it to conference. 

Mr. BLAND. It will take much longer 
if we send it to the committee, 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. May I 
say to the gentleman with reference to 
the minority side’s position that if they 
will bring up the legislation they will see 
how the minority will act. It will have 
an overwhelming yote on our side. 

Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLAND, I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. YOUNG. As the gentleman from 
Virginia knows, this bill was passed by 
the House of Representatives on July 23. 
At that time I was in charge of the bill, 
but today the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. KocratKowsk1] and the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Hunter], both of whom 
outrank me on that committee, are pres- 
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ent. Both of those gentlemen, as the 
gentleman from Virginia knows, are 
heartily in favor of this bill, and un- 
doubtedly both of those gentlemen will 
be members of the conference committee 
to be selected. In view of the fact that 
three-quarters of the membership of the 
House considers this bill very important, 
and three-fourths of the Members con- 
sider it to be exceedingly meritorious, 
does the gentleman from Virginia believe 
that if today a unanimous-consent re- 
quest is made and agreed to to refer this 
bill to conference the bill is more likely 
to be enacted into law than if some other 
unanimous-consent request were made, 
+ for instance, a request to concur in the 
Senate amendments, which would send 
the bill to the Rules Committee? What 
is the gentleman’s opinion? 

Mr. BLAND. A motion to concur 
would be out of order, because objection 
to such unanimous-consent request 
would undoubtedly be raised. I quite 
agree with the gentleman that sending 
_the bill to conference is the most expe- 
ditious way to secure action. 

Mr. YOUNG. I may say that the mi- 
nority members of the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice President, 
and Representatives to the Congress, who 
will undoubtedly be conferees, are unan- 
imously for this bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the chairman 
of the committee who is present. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. May I say to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts that 
the conferees will expedite the matter 
as fast as they possibly can. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentleman for his assurance. 
I know his integrity, I know he is inter- 
ested in the bill, and I know he will bring 
it out as quickly as he can. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLAND, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I merely want to 
point out, in line with the questioning 
of the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts for assurances that the 
conferees will expedite their action, that, 
of course, the gentleman from Virginia 
is in no position to make such assurances. 
Obviously he could not make it for the 
other body. I agree with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and with my col- 
league from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN], with 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. YOUNG], 
and with all the others who have spoken, 
that the sentiment in this House is 
unanimously for the enactment of this 
legislation. Many of us have hurriedly 
returned to Washington in the hope that 
today we could dispose of the question. 
But whatever is the judgment of the 
House, we are all hopeful it will be fast 
in its movement and that the bill will 
come back for action in time for the 
boys to have a vote. 

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I merely 
want to observe that if it goes back to 
the committee, the legislative committee, 
it would possibly have to pass through 
the consideration of that committee, 
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then the Rules Committee, then perhaps 
go to conference and maybe not. 

Mr. BLAND. That is undoubtedly the 
situation. There is no other way under 
the rules of the House by which that can 
be avoided unless the Rules Committee 
were to act on it and there would still be 
the risk of delay there. It is far more 
expeditious, in my opinion, to proceed 
in the orderly way to thresh out these 
differences than to proceed otherwise. 

Mr. MAY. Undoubtedly it is. 

Mr.BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I hope that 
the orderly procedure will be followed to 
send the bill to conference. The gen- 
tleman from New York interposed the 
statement that there will be a motion to 
instruct. The question raised by the 
gentleman involves so many problems 
that could not be threshed out on the 
floor that I hopé the gentleman will not 
make the motion. Let us have a free 
conference on the bill. If that motion 
were made and a point of no quorum 
raised, the House would be confronted 
with the necessity of adjourning, and 
nothing done in the way of sending it to 
conference, which is the proper proce- 
dure. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. There 
is no disposition on my part, in connec- 
tion with that motion, to delay the pro- 
ceedings, because I am just as keen as 
any Member of the House to have this 
legislation enacted. I wish to impress 
on the House, and on the acting ma- 
jority leader particularly, that my only 
purpose is to call the attention of the 
conferees to a very, very obvious existence 
of a serious conflict between our State 
law, which is now fully operating, the ma- 
chinery is already in motion, and H. R. 
7416. If this bill is passed without a 
saving clause providing for the free and 
untrammeled operation of the New York 
law, we are going to be confronted in New 
York with all sorts of confusion and diffi- 
culties, and at the same time there is the 
chance of the New York boys in the 
armed forces losing their vote because of 
that conflict. All I am asking is that 
there be a saving clause exempting the 
members of the armed forces from New 
York, and from any other State which 
has already set up adequate and work- 
able machinery for the same purpose, 
from the provisions of H. R. 7416. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts. - 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Is it 
not true that the veterans of the first 
World War were extremely bitter because 
they did not have the vote, and that they 
are doing everything they can to see that 
the soldiers of this war do have a vote? 
I know the gentleman’s great interest in 
seeing that justice is done. 

Mr. BLAND. Iam not in a position to 
answer for the veterans. I did not hear 
much complaint in my district, but that 
would not mean that there was none. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
was all over the country inspecting hos- 
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pitals at that time, and I know that feel- 
ing existed. 

Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I notice that the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules is 
on the floor. I wonder if, as the head of 
that distinguished committee, he cannot 
make a statement that may be in the 
interest of expedition of this legislation. 

Mr. SABATH, I will as soon as I have 
an opportunity. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. This is a very appro- 
priate place for it. 

Mr. SABATH. I shall make a state- 
ment in a moment. 

Mr. BLAND. In conclusion may I say 
this: I am acting in accord with what I 
believe to be expeditious procedure. 
Whatever my own personal views may 
be, the House has evidently expressed its 
position with reference to this matter. 
The problem that I believe confronts the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCormack], the problem which con- 
fronts the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Cocuran], and the problem that con- 
fronts me, acting for them, is to do that 
which I believe will bring about expedi- 
tious consideration of this bill. For that 
reason I think the bill should be sent to 
conference without instructions. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. I am immensely 
pleased with the splendid explanation 
that has been made by the gentleman 
from Virginia as to why unanimous con- 
sent should be granted to send this bill 
to conference. I am indeed pleased that 
the minority leader and all the other 
gentlemen are in favor of this legislation. 
Before the bill came before the House and 
when it was on the floor, I devoted a 
great deal of time and was obliged to 
work hard to obtain action and, there- 
fore, I am very much interested in its 
final passage. 

As I view it, the only way we can ob- 
tain early action is by sending the bill 
to conference. Otherwise, the bill would 
lie on the Speaker's table or go to the 
committee which originally reported the 
bill. Without unanimous consent, we 
can do nothing, unfortunately. Of 
course, the Committee on Rules could 
bring in a rule, but a majority of the 
members of that committee are not here, 
and I do not know how soon I could get 
a quorum of the committee. Conse- 
quently, I feel that this is the only thing 
to do to bring about early consideration 
and passage of the bill. 

(Here the gavel fell.J 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 7416) 
to provide for a method of voting, in time 
of war, by members of the land and naval 
forces absent from the place of their 
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residence and serving within the conti- 
nental United States, with Senate 
amendments thereto, disagree to the 
Senate amendments, and agree to the 
conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tllinois? 

Mr. HOBBS. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, may I ask the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee, 
who, I suppose, will be appointed chair- 
man of the House conferees, if, in his 
opinion, the House conferees could con- 
sider any such revision as that suggested 
by the distinguished gentleman from 
New York (Mr, WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER], to 
wit, that those States which now have 
an adequate absentee voting law should 
be exempted from the operation of this 
law. 

Mr, KOCIALKOWSKEI. I do not be- 
lieve I can answer the question of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. If I have the floor, I am 
happy to yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the fact that 
section 12 of the bill reads as follows: 

Nothing in this act shall be deemed to re- 
strict the right of any member of the land 
or naval forces of the United States to vote, 
whenever practicable, in accordance with the 
law of the State of his residence, if he does 
not elect to vote in accordance with the 
provisions of this act. 


In other words, as the bill passed both 
the House and the Senate, a member of 
the armed forces of the United States 
can vote in accordance with this act or in 
accordance with the law of his own State. 
It is up to him to choose whichever way 
he wants to act. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. I am glad to yield to 
the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. HARE. Suppose the law of the 
State conflicts with this law, then what 
would happen? 

Mr. HOBBS. That is not the point of 
my question. Reverting to that, I do 
not believe, with all due respect to the 
distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, that what he said answers the 
question. The question I desire to have 
answered is whether or not it would be 
possible from a parliamentary stand- 
point to have the conferees bring in an 
amendment that would be in consonance 
with the suggestion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Witam T. 
PHEIFFER]? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, That 
would all depend on the scope of the 
House bill and the amendments adopted 
in the Senate. It would be a question 
whether or not such an amendment 
would be germane, 

Mr. HOBBS. I appreciate that and I 
appreciate the view of the distinguished 
minority leader on the subject, but to 
my mind it is perfectly clear that that 
could not be done. If it could be done, 
and if there were any assurance that it 
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might be done, it would alter the case 
materially. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? . 

Mr. HOBBS. Iam glad to yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SABBATH. The conferees can dis- 
agree to any Senate amendments and 
they have the right to amend any Senate 
amendments when they feel it would be 
in the best interest of legislation that will 
be helpful in a general way. 

Mr. HOBBS. However, the only two 
Senate amendments of any importance 
are those relating to primaries and to 
poll taxes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
understand there are 20 or more amend- 
ments, 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. There are 21 
amendments. 

Mr. HOBBS. I mean there is nothing 
in the Senate amendments relating to 
this particular point. I believe the gen- 
tleman from New York is preeminently 
correct in desiring that a State like New 
York, which has an adequate absentee- 
voters’ law, should have a provision en- 
grafted onto this bill to eliminate from 
the operation of this law those States 
that have absentee-voters’ laws. 

Mr. WILLIAM T.PHEIFFER. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. Gladly. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFPER. I want 
to make this observation: I appreciate 
the gentleman’s remarks with regard to 
my idea. I believe it is fundamentally 
sound and that it is germane to the bill, 
particularly in view of the fact that the 
New York law and the Federal law which 
have methods of applying for the ab- 
sentee ballots are entirely different, in 
the sense that the Federal law calls for 
a post-card application, which does not 
contain enough information from the 
prospective absentee voter to show that 
he is a qualified voter under the New York 
election law. Another incident of the sit- 
vation, factually, is that for the past 2 
weeks there have been 30 crews of 2 men 
each sent out from Albany to the leading 
Army camps throughout the country, cir- 
culating the New York form of applica- 
tion. If these boys, uninformed, as they 
may be, should sign that application and 
then turn around and sign the Federal 
application, I believe the gentleman will 
agree that a great deal of confusion will 
result and there will be many close con- 
tests in the State that will conceivably be 
thrown into the courts as a result of try- 
ing to count the right ballot that comes in 
from these soldier boys. 

I want this bill to go to conference, but 
I am hoping that I will have an oppor- 
tunity to appear before the conferees and 
to make my position more abundantly 
clear. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I am 
sure the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. 
KocraLtKowsk1] will be glad to hear the 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, before 
yielding the floor, I wish to make it per- 
fectly clear that I am utterly and ir- 
revocably opposed to this bill and to 
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each and every word of it. I was op- 
posed to the bill as it passed the House. 
Iam even more opposed to it as amended 
by the Senate. 

My opposition is based upon the fun- 
damental proposition that the bill is un- 
constitutional and void, with or without 
the Senate amendments. I respectfully 
refer anyone who might be interested to 
the brief remarks I made on the subject 
in opposing the bill on the day it passed 
the House, July 23, 1942, as my remarks 
appear on page 676E of the Recorp of 
that day. 

Under the Constitution of the United 
States Congress has no power’ to pass 
legislation of this kind. It transcends the 
limits of our power. It invades and seeks 
to violate one of the supreme and sov- 
ereign powers belonging to the several 
States. This defiance of the Constitution 
we are sworn to uphold and maintain 
can neither be justified nor extenuated. 
It is simply lynch law. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, the gentleman said_ 
in his motion: 

We disagree with the Senate amendments 
and ask to send the bill to conference. 


Does the gentleman mean exactly 
that—that we disagree—or is that simply 
the language that is used-—— 

: Mr. SABATH. That is just the usual 
orm. 

Mr. BENDER. Inasmuch as a gentle- 
man on the floor of this House broadcast 
throughout the Nation that he would ask 
for a vote on this bill today, we want to 
be sure that our actior in sending the bill 
to conference is wise. This same gen- 
tleman indicated that to send the bill to 
conference would delay action. 

Mr. SABATH. Oh, the gentleman 
knows that that is not the case. 

Mr. BENDER. The gentleman cannot 
read my mind. 

Mr. SABATH. But I am trying to 
explain to the gentleman that everything 
is being done to get the legislation 
adopted as soon as possible. k 

Mr. BENDER. Would a motion to 
concur in the Senate amendments today 
further delay the bill rather than ad- 
vance it? 

Mr. SABATH. Such a motion would 
not be in order. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. It would fur- 
ther delay the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reg- 
ular order is demanded. Is there objec- 
tion? [Afte: a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and appoints the following con- 


Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. BUTLER, and Mr. TALBOT, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HAINES. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert a letter I 
have received from tle corresponding 
secretary of the Franklin County 
Women’s Christian Temperance Union at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection, 
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The letter is as follows: 

CHAMBERSBURG, Pa., August 25, 1942, 
Representative Harry L. HAINES, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: The following resolution was passed at 
the thirty-fourth annual convention of the 
Franklin County Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, held in Chambersburg on 
August 20. We request that this resolution 
be read into the records. 

“Be it therefore resolved, That the thirty- 
fourth annual county convention of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, held 
in Chambersburg, calls upon the President 
and Congress, as well as our own Representa- 
tives and Senators, to forbid, or to pass such 
legislation as will forbid, the manufacture, 
distribution, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
throughout the United States, except for 
medicinal, industrial, and scientific purposes, 
for the duration of the war.” 

We urge our governmental authorities to 
take all possible measures to the end that the 
men serving in the armed forces of our coun- 
try may not be subjected to the temptations 


of gambling, prostitutions, and alcoholic in-- 


dulgences. And we petition the President 
and Congress to take immediate and favorable 
action on the Sheppard bill (S. 860), which 
would protect military men from liquor (in- 
cluding beer) sold in the camps and camp 
areas. 

Thanking you for your consideration in this 
matter, I remain, 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. F. A. WORTH, 
Corresponding Secretary. 
SACRIFICES NECESSARY TO WIN THE 
WAR 

Mr. MEYER of Maryland. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MEYER of Maryland. Mr. Speak- 
er, let us win the war as quickly as pos- 
sible by making the necessary sacrifices 
now and not 6 months or 12 months 
hence. 

I see where our beloved President has 
indicated that Americans may have to 
endure one meatless day per week. Why 
must we just think about these things? 
Why is it necessary to cushion the blow, 
as it were? Why not just let the Ameri- 
can people know that we have to make 
these sacrifices, and do it now and save 
the vital cargo space such as the Presi- 
dent said would be saved, and use it to 
increase our war effort? 

Let the administration be ahead of 
the people and not have the people ahead 
of the administration so often. 

More than a year ago I made a speech 
on this floor asking the administration 
to inform the people of the true picture 
of conditions and to advise them frankly 
of the many sacrifices that would be re- 
quired of them. But to date we are still 
only contemplating for the future many 
sacrifices that should actually have been 
made some time ago to help win the war 
more quickly. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the privilege of 
addressing the House for 10 minutes 
after the conclusion of all other special 
orders today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARE. As I understand the rul- 
ing of the Chair, it was not to recognize 
any Member to speak for more than 1 
minute at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman is correct. 

Mr. HARE. In that event, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to no 
one a greater interest or concern in pro- 
viding ways and means for the men in 
our armed forces to exercise their right 
to vote, but I do not see where this bill 


Is there 


will be of any further service or value j 


whatsover to those who have entered the 
military service from my State, because 
our State legislature has already made 
ample provision providing how they may 
vote, either in a primary or the general 
election. In the interest of those who 
have not heretofore registered or enrolled 
provision is made by which the county 
chairman or the secretary of the precinct 
board may enter their names on the en- 
rollment books. I repeat, therefore, that 
this proposal does not give to those who 
are able to qualify any additional rights 
to those already provided and can be of 
no value to them whatsoever. On the 
contrary, I see where the bill, if passed, 
may be the first step in depriving these 
and other young men of my State of 
certain rights guaranteed to them by the 
States. I know it has been argued and 
emphasized that this proposal does not 
in any way infringe or trespass upon the 
rights of the States but the language of 
the bill speaks for itself. 
The first paragraph reads as follows: 


In time of war, notwithstanding any pro- 
vision of State law relating to elections (in- 
cluding requirements as to registration), 
every individual absent from the State of his 
residence and serving in the land or naval 
forces of the United States in the continental 
United States, who is otherwise qualified to 
vote under the law of the State of his resi- 
dence, shall be entitled to vote for elector of 
President and Vice President, United States 
Senators, and Representatives in Congress, 


The first two lines, which state that 
“notwithstanding any provision of State 
law relating to elections, including 
requirements as to registration,” cer- 
tainly sets aside or nullifies any State 
statute relating to elections and if that 
is not trespassing upon the powers and 
rights of a State, then I am unable to 
understand or interpret a simple state- 
ment expressed in the English language. 
In many States the qualifications for 
electors are set forth in the requirements 
for registration, and if you set aside the 
laws of a State relating to registration 
you have then nullified the right of the 
State to fix the qualifications of electors, 
for the person who has qualified for reg- 
istration and has actually registered has 
practically qualified as a voter, so it 
seems to me to be elementary that if you 
have set aside a State law with reference 
to registration, you have usurped the 
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rights and powers of the State in this 
respect. 

If I felt that this bill was solely for 
the purpose of the Federal Government 
offering to accommodate our soldiers and 
to facilitate methods of voting in the 
States I could see no objection to its pas- 
sage, but I fear there is a more far- 
reaching purpose in the proposal. When 
this bill was before the House 5 or 6 
weeks ago the real purpose of the bill 
was revealed by the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. Gwynne], a strong proponent 
of the bill, when he said: 


I am for this bill in the first place, because 
it gives the soldiers a better opportunity to 
vote, It will not have much effect in my 
State, because we have a very practical ab- 
sentez voting law. 

I am in favor of this bill for a second rea- 
son: That it takes a long step into a field 
into which I think some day the Federal 
Government must proceed, and that is the 
control and regulation of the election of its 
own officials. 


This statement discloses the real pur- 
pose of the bill. However, there is one 
provision which goes much further than 
the purpose expressed by the gentleman 
from Iowa, and I quote part of section 4, 
found on pages 3 and 4, which is as fol- 
lows: 

The secretary of state of each State shall 
cause to be prepared and printed, for use 
in voting’ under this act, an appropriate 
number of official war ballots. Such ballots 
shall provide for voting for electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States, 
United States Senators, and Representatives 
in Congress; and they may also provide for 
voting for candidates for State, county, and 
other local offices. 


I say again, if this language does not 
undertake to exercise complete control 
and supervision of all elections in the 
States, then I am unable to understand 
and interpret simple English. 

Since the bill passed the House 5 or 6 
weeks ago a Senate amendment has been 
attached that would repeal or abolish. 
the poll-tax law in the several States. 
Apparently, there are some intelligent 
men, or possibly I should have said: 
“There are some apparently intelligent 
men” who have the idea that the poll 
tax law in some of the States was en- 
acted for the purpose of disqualifying 
certain people to vote in an election. 

I would not undertake to interpret the 
grounds or reasons that prompted other 
States in the enactment of poll-tax laws, 
but I want to bring to the attention of 
some of the intelligentsia in Congress 
and elsewhere throughout the country 
that when the poll-tax law was enacted 
in my State the question of suffrage or 
voting was absolutely foreign to the con- 
siderations which prompted its passage. 
There it was enacted primarily as a reve- 
nue measure. It was for the purpose of 
supplementing the funds to be used solely 
for educational purposes. It was enacted 
prior to our State-wide public school 
system and the poll tax was intended to 
assist every locality in maintaining a 
public school because the funds collected 
were required and are still required under 
the State constitution to be spent in the 
township or schoo] district where paid. 

The statute requiring a person to ex- 
hibit his poll-tax receipt when applying 
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for a registration certificate was to see 
to it that he registered in the district in 
which he lives, which is to prevent regis- 
tration and voting in two or more dis- 
tricts. Another reason was to show he 
was not a law violator, because the stat- 
ute creating the poll tax made it a crim- 
inal offense for a person to fail or refuse 
to pay his poll tax, the penalty being a 
fine of not more than $10, or imprison- 
ment not exceeding 20 days. The courts 
have held time and time again that under 
the Constitution of the United States the 
several States have the exclusive power to 
determine and fix the qualifications of 
electors and that the Congress has no 
right or power whatsoever to abolish or 
repeal a State law so long as it does not 
make any discriminations on account of 
race, creed, color, or previous condition of 
servitude. If the Congress has the right 
to abolish a poll tax enacted by a State 
it would have the right to abolish a State 
statute against petty larceny, and it must 
follow that it would have the right to 
abolish any other statute. I want it un- 
derstood that I am not making an argu- 
ment in favor of a poll-tax law, for this is 
a matter for a State legislature to deter- 
mine and-not the Congress. If my State 
wants to abolish or repeal the law it suits 
me, but I will be hanged if I can see how 
any man with any regard for the Con- 
~ stitution of the United States can say 
that the Congress has the right to do it. 

The bill now before us would actually 
abolish every statute in my State relating 
in any way to the qualifications of elec- 
tors. Iam not opposed to giving the sol- 
dier the right to vote. As a matter of 
fact, I am highly in favor of it, and I am 
glad to say that the State legislature in 
my State at its last session provided a 
simple way by which every qualified man 
in the armed forces from the State can 
cast his ballot without hindrance. He 
does not even have to appear and reg- 
ister himself; he can have his father, 
mother, brother, or sister or anyone he 
may designate to register for him, and he 
will be furnished with an absentee ballot 
on which he can express his own wishes. 
Pass this bill and give the Federal Gov- 
ernment control of elections, and it will 
take an army of 200,000 soldiers to police 
the various voting precincts in the United 
States. 

One of the veteran Senators advocat- 
ing the passage of this bfll in the Senate 
last week said: 

I do not care very much about technical!- 
ties, such as whether he is 21 years old or 
whether he votes in the wrong county. 


Now if, under this bill, it makes no 
difference whether the soldier votes in 
the county from which he comes, what 
would happen in my State, as well as 
many other States, if this situation 
should arise? Suppose all the colored 
men or any other class of men from my 
State, your State, or any other State 
should decide to cast their vote in a par- 
ticular county or some particular con- 
gressional district, they could defeat 
every county officer, including the candi- 
date for Congress, nominated under our 
State laws and regulations. You would 
then have pandemonium raging in many 
States throughout the country and it 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


would not all be in South Carolina alone, 
but it would be exactly what Hitler would 
like to see—division and dissatisfaction 
among the people. ‘There would be 
bloodshed on our own Soil and it would 
be in defense of the same rights and 
privileges for which our boys are fighting 
on the far-flung battle lines of the 
world—the same rights and privileges 
Hitler and his associates are trying to 
destroy. Just why intelligent and pa- 
triotic men should take advantage of 
this emergency to begin what they think 
is a political uplift program is beyond my 
capacity to understand. 

Certainly, Mr. Speaker, our young men 
are fighting and offering their lives in de- 
fense of their rights and our rights under 
a constitutional system of government, 
but I am wondering how they will feel 
when they have fought to preserve these 
rights to return home and find that in 
their absence the Congress has voted to 
surrender or give them away. What 
profit will it be to them if they win the 
battle upon the high seas and upon for- 
eign soil to come home and find they 
have lost the very things for which they 
were fighting? What profit will it be to 
fight and die for liberty and freedom 
under a constitutional system of govern- 
ment and in the meantime lose the very 
heart, the very core, the fundamental 
ideal unon which our Government and 
its institutions are founded—the right of 
the people in the several States to de- 
termine and regulate affairs in their 
local subdivisions and political units? 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the bill is as inno- 
cent as its proponents would have us 
believe, but I not only have a suspicion 
but I have a strong conviction that this 
bill is a delusion, for nearly every speaker 
has said that in his State they have ab- 
sentee ballot laws sufficient to take care 
of the rights of the soldiers who may be 
in the armed forces. I know we have 
them in my State, and if this is true in 
practically all the States, why should 
there be any necessity for such legis- 
lation? 

INFLATION 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I take this time simply for the 
purpose of saying that, in my judgment, 
the problem of the rising cost of living 
and so-called inflation must be dealt with, 
and that Congress ought to legislate with 
regard to the matter. It is my judgment 
that one reason why the people do not 
regard the Congress more earnestly than 
they sometimes do is because when a 
tough problem like this has to be consid- 
ered it is handled in some other way than 
by the Congress acting on it. For my 
part, I am more than ready to consider 
the problem of preventing inflation and 
to vote on such legislation as may be 
necessary to meet this problem. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to address the House for 1 
minute, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, Task unan- 
imous consent for the immediate consid- 
eration of Senate Joint Resolution 158, 
transferring the management of the 
Senate restaurants to the Architect of the 
Capitol, and for other purposes. This 
resolution transfers the management of 
the Senate restaurants to the Architect 
of the Capitol and does other things. I 
presume it is something that should be 
done, and I ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. The joint resolution is on the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as” 
follows: 


Resolved, etc., That effective September 15, 
1942, the management of the Senate Res- 
taurants and all matters connected there- 
with heretofore under the direction of the 
Senate Committee on Rules shall be under 
the direction of the Architect of the Capitol 
under such rules and regulations as the 
Architect may prescribe for the operation 
and the employment of necessary assistance 
for the conduct of said restaurants by such 
business methods as may produce fhe best 
results consistent with economical and mod- 
ern management, subject to the approval of 
the Senate Committee on Rules as to matters 
of general policy: Provided, That the man- 
agement of the Senate Restaurants by the 
Architect of the Capitol shall cease and the 
restaurants revert from the jurisdiction of 
the Architect of the Capitol to the jurisdic- 
tion of the Senate Committee on Rules upon 
adoption by that committee of a resolution 
ordering such transfer of jurisdiction at any 
time hereafter. 

Sec. 2. The Committee on Rules after the 
close of business September 15, 1942, is hereby 
authorized and dtrected to transfer to the 
jurisdiction of the Architect of the Capitol 
all accounts, records, supplies, equipment, 
and assets of the Senate Restaurants that 
may be in the possession or under the con- 
trol of the said committee in order that all 
such items may be available to the Architect 
of the Capitol toward the maintenance and 
operation of the Senate Restaurants. 

Sec. 3. The Architect of the Capitol is 
hereby authorized and directed to carry into 
effect for the United States Senate the pro- 
visions of this Act and to exercise the au- 
thorities contained herein, and any resolu- 
tion of the Senate amendatory hereof or sup- 
plementary hereto hereafter adopted. Such 
authority and direction shall continue until 
the United States Senate shall by resolution 
otherwise order, or until the Senate Com- 
mittee on Rules shall by resolution order 
the restaurants to be returned to the com- 
mittee’s jurisdiction. 

Src. 4. There is hereby established with 
the Treasurer of the United States a special 
deposit account in the name of the Architect 
of the Capitol for the United States Senate 
Restavrants, into which shall be deposited all 
sums received pursuant to this act or any 
amendatory or supplementary resolutions 
hereafter adopted and from the operations 
thereunder and from which shall be dis- 
bursed the sums necessary in connection 
with the exercise of the duties required 
under this act or any amendatory or sup- 
plementary resolutions and the operations 
thereunder. Any amounts hereafter appro- 
priated from the Treasury of the United 
States for such restaurants shall be a part 


1942 


of the appropriation “Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate,” for the particular fiscal year 
involved, and each such part shall be paid 
to the Architect of the Capitol by the Secre- 
tary of the Senate in such sum as such ap- 
propriation or appropriations shall hereafter 
specify and shall be deposited by such Archi- 
tect in full under such special deposit 
account. 

Sec. 5. Deposits and disbursements under 
such special deposit account (1) shall be 
made by the Architect, or, when directed by 
him, by such employees of the Architect as 
he may designate, and (2) shall be subject 
to audit by the General Accounting Office at 
such times and in such manner as the Comp- 
troller General may direct: Provided,- That 
payments made by or under the direction of 
the Architect of the Capitol from such special 
deposit account shall be conclusive upon all 
officers of the Government. 

Sec. 6. The Architect, Assistant Architect, 
and any employees of the Architect desig- 
nated by the Architect under section 5 hereof 
shall each give bond in the sum of $5,000 
with such surety as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may approve for the handling of 
the financial transactions under such special 
deposit account. 

Sec. 7. This act shall supersede any other 
acts or resolutions heretofore approved for 
the maintenance and operation of the Senate 
Restaurants: Provided, however, That any 
acts or resolutions now in effect shall again 
become effective, should the restaurants at 
any future time revert to the jurisdiction of 
the Senate Committee on Rules. 

Passed the Senate August 27, 1942. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my own remarks in the Record and to in- 
clude therein a letter I wrote to the edi- 
tor of my local paper stating my views on 
current issues. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


THE SOLDIERS’ VOTE BILL 


_Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, the as- 
surances given by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Virginia that the soldiers’ 
voting bill will be handled with all pos- 
sible expedition is gratifying to those who 
have been anxious to see this legislation 
enacted. 

Self-government can survive only by 
safeguarding the right to vote. That 
right is guaranteed to all citizens under 
the Constitution. Today we are at war— 
a war which will determine not only the 
right of our own people to govern them- 
selves but which will also decide the fate 
of free institutions throughout the world. 
The war in which we are engaged is not 
a war of 48 separate States. It is a war 
of one nation—a war of a united people— 
a war which has fused sectional interests 
into a common purpose, the defeat of dic- 
tators, the triumph of freemen. 

We have established a far-flung bat- 
tle front. Our ships hold lifelines on the 
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seven seas. Our pilots navigate their 
planes in the frozen Arctic wastes and in 
the torrid Tropics. Our soldiers endure 
hardships in a world-wide war. The 
manhood of America, untrammeled by 
intolerance and unsullied by bigotry, 
stands guard on this far-flung front to 
protect freemen and the way of a free 
life. 

Every segment of our social structure 
supplies a part of the strength of our 
forces. It must be so if the might of our 
ideal is to master the torture of tyranny. 
A courage which is inspired by a broad 
tolerance that rejects all thought of class 
or creed or race, a tolerance peculiarly 
our own, has challenged the defy of dic- 
tatorships. A united nation, not a sec- 
tional nation, should sustain that cour- 
age. 

We have the opportunity today to stim- 
ulate that courage. We can bury differ- 
ences which have divided the Nation in 
the past. We can tear down barriers 
founded on age-old prejudices and 
propped up by hostility and hate. We 
can put bullets and ballots on a par. 
Dare we do less? Shall we transmit to 
an American soldiery that accepts a 
common duty and shares a common dan- 
ger a message that breathes an hostility 
and that embraces a prejudice? Shall 
we make that soldiery a soldiery of sep- 
arate States? Shall we say to a son of 
Pennsylvania at the battle front, you may 
cast a ballot and deny that right to an- 
other because he happens to come from 
Virginia? Shall we permit poll taxes to 
be a wedge of separation? Shall we 
threaten the right of every soldier to vote 
by attempting to impose restrictions on 
a comparatively small number? 

As I see it, Mr. Speaker, our duty is 
clear—to safeguard the survival of self- 
government. We can bring no better 
contribution to this cause than a spirit 
of tolerance and a determination to give 
to every citizen who is a soldier a badge 
which all can share in common—the 
right to cast a ballot in the free election 
of a free people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the special order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr, HOLLAND] 
is recognized for 20 minutes. 


HOW LONG? 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr, Speaker, a Chi- 
cago grand jury has found that the Chi- 
cago Tribune did not violate the Espio- 
nage Act when it published confidential 
at information about the Midway bat- 

le, 

I will have more to say about that later 
on. 

But in the proceedings, the Chicago 
Tribune convicted itself of practicing a 
journalistic confidence game, along with 
its fellow partners of the vermin press, 
the Washington Times-Herald and the 
New York Daily News. 

Robert McCormick blandly pleaded, in 
defense of his newspaper stories, that 
they were not culled from naval-intelli- 
gence documents. Although the story 
stated that it was based on information 
received from naval intelligence and was 
printed under a Washington date line, 
the Chicago Tribune said that was just 
done to deceive its readers. 
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The Pattersons and the -McCormicks 
are very quick with the word “liar.” 

They even use it to describe them- 
selves. 

McCormick went even further. He 
said that the fakery practiced by the Chi- 
cago Tribune was “common practice and 
newspapermen all over the United States 
follow it.” 

McCormick has his countries mixed up. 
He is thinking of the land of the Nazis 
where Dr. Goebbels cooks up the news to 
suit the needs of Nazi propaganda with- 
out any regard for the truth whatsoever. 

It is just another case illustrating the 
close parallel between the Nazi mind and 
the inner workings of McCormick and his 
cousins the Pattersons. 

The American press has rightfully re- 
sented this assault on its integrity. Hon- 
est editors everywhere have protested 
against being tarred with the brush of 
Patterson-McCormick journalism. Real 
newspapers do not fake stories. 

Mr. Speaker, the McCormick-Patter-. 
son papers screamed bloody murder that 
they were being persecuted when the 
Government began its investigation of 
the Midway battle story. They were 
being framed, they squealed, that dicta- 
tor—Roosevelt—was sending them to a 
concentration camp any minute. De- 
mocracy was dead; freedom of the press 
was dead; tyranny was enthroned—and 
justice had become a mockery. 

That was the wail of the Chicago Trib- 
une, the Washington Times-Herald, and 
the New York Daily News. 

I can just picture their friend, Hitler, 
with whom they so love to compare our 
President, to the latter’s disadvantage, 
taking a case to the grand jury and let- 
ting the potential defendants testify be- 
fore that grand jury. 

Any German who, however innocently, 
gave military information to his coun- 
try’s enemies in this war, would not live 
to see the next sunrise. 

But, this case went to the grand jury, 
and the grand jury found that the Trib- 
une had violated no law—and no bill of 
indictment was returned. 

But, I wonder, Mr, Speaker, whether 
the military branches of the Government 
wanted a true bill returned? 

We are fighting this war for democ- 
racy in a democratic way, Mr. Speaker. 
We are preserving our ancient liberties 
at home while we fight to safeguard them 
against our enemies. 

A bill of indictment means a public 
trial, Mr. Speaker. A public trial means 
public testimony. And public testimony 
in a court of law, with skilled counsel 
representing the defendants, means that 
military secrets, however vital, must be 
revealed if they are relevant to the de- 
fense of those accused. 

It is public knowledge that the Tribune 
story, published also in the New York 
Daily News and the Washington Times- 
Herald, tipped off the Japanese high 
command that somehow our Navy had 
secured and broken the secret code of 
the Japanese Navy. 

That is a priceless advantage in war— 
to know your enemy’s plans through your 
knowledge of his code. 

Three days after the Tribune story was 
published, the Japs changed their code. 
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Through the unthinking and wicked 
misuse of freedom of the press, by the 
Tribune, our side had been deprived of a 
military advantage of enormous utility. 

American boys will die, Mr. Speaker, 
because of the help furnished our enemies 
by Joe Patterson, Robert McCormick, and 
Eleanor Patterson through the Chicago 
Tribune, the New York Daily News, and 
the Washington Times-Herald. 

I have this thought, Mr. Speaker: Is 
it not possible that when our naval offi- 
cers and our legal officers sat down to 
work out their case against the Tribune, 
it became plain to them that the trial of 
the case would reveal, of necessity, how 
that code came into our possession and 
other secrets of naval intelligence—not 
already revealed by the traitorous trium- 
virate, the New York Daily News, the 
Washington Times-Herald, and the Chi- 
cago Tribune—which the Japs would 
gladly sacrifice a battleship to learn. 

If that was the reasoning of the Gov- 
ernment departments, I do not blame 
them for failing to use all the facts in 
connection with the Chicago Tribune and 
its publisher’s treasonable conduct so 
that a true bill might be voted. 

The governmental departments made 
the right choice. It is better to let 
Robert McCormick and his associates es- 
cape than to cost us a chance for further 
victories in our war against the treach- 
erous scoundrels who attacked us with- 
out cause or warning. 

But somewhere there is a weakness in 
our wartime structure if we lack protec- 
tion against the repeated disclosure of 
military information by the vermin press 
of the Pattersons and McCormicks. 

Three days before Pearl Harbor these 
jackals of journalism secured and pub- 
lished our master plan of war, delivered 
to the President under the signature of 
the Chief of Naval Operations and the 
Chief of Staff of the Army. 

Secretary Stimson then told the coun- 
try what he thought of the journalistic 
ethics of McCormick and the Pattersons. 
He said: 

While their publication will doubtless be of 
gratification to our potential enemies— 


In 2 days’ time our enemies in war— 

“and a possible source of impairment and em- 
barrassment to our national defense, the 
chief evil of their publication is the revelation 
that there should be among us any group of 
persons so lacking in appreciation of the 
danger that confronts the country and so 
wanting in loyalty and patriotism to their 
Government that they should be willing to 
take and publish such papers. 


Secretary Stimson said that on Decem- 
ber 5, 1941. 

On December 5, 1941, Robert McCor- 
mick and his associates were indicted by 
the Secretary of War, Mr. Stimson. 

Nine months have passed and they 
have been 9 months of war. 

We have been attacked and we are be- 
ginning to strike back. 

How long are we going to be stabbed 
in the back at home while our brave 
soldiers, sailors, and marines fight for our 
lives abroad? 

Today, August 31, 1942, the Chicago 
Tribune, the Washington Times-Herald, 
and the New York Daily News, their pub- 
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lishers and those who follow their un- 
American leadership, stand indicted be- 
fore the bar of public opinion, and history 
will record that the publication of infor- 
mation of advantage to the enemies of 
America by the Chicago Tribune, the New 
York Daily News, and the Washington 
Times-Herald has immeasurably helped 
the enemies of our country. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, s 

Mr. SCOTT. Does the gentleman 
have any concrete suggestion to make? 
I was impressed by the fact that the gen- 
tleman has criticized as un-American 
certain great American newspapers. 
Does he have any concrete suggestion to 
offer wherein these newspapers have spe- 
cifically given aid and comfort to Hitler, 
and particularly why does he say that 
these newspapers are friends of Hitler? 
I do not know Colonel McCormick and I 
hold no brief for him. He may be all 
that the gentleman says. But has the 
gentleman any proof that Colonel Mc- 
Cormick is a friend of Hitler’s? 

Mr. HOLLAND. Yes. All you have to 
do is read the editorials of the Chicago 
Tribune and compare them with the edi- 
torials—and I will be glad to show them 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania— 
appearing in the French papers and the 
Austrian papers before Hitler conquered 
those countries. I have no interest in 
Colonel McCormick. I do not even know 
the gentleman. I do not know the Pat- 
tersons. All I ask them to do is to be 
Americans, to preach patriotism in the 
country in order to unite the country to 
stand behind our great Commander in 
Chief in this great peril, and to protect 
our boys who are on our battle fronts 
fighting for the rights you and I have 
today on the floor of this House. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the gentleman has that 
proof, the proper service to the American 
people would be to waive his congres- 
sional immunity and submit that proof to 
a court of law, so that it can be properly 
established, because if Colonel McCor- 
mick is a friend of Hitler I want to know 
about it, Iam sure the gentleman wants 
to know about it, and I am sure the 
country wants to know about it, but I 
think the proper place and the proper 
forum to decide such matters is the 
forum where the defendant has an op- 
portunity to be heard and to answer. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I will answer the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and after 
that I will not yield any more. I have 
stated in one of my talks and read the 
editorials appearing in the McCormick- 
Patterson papers; they show them con- 
sciously or unconsciously to be a friend 
of Hitler. When a man’s hate becomes 
so great that he hates a certain individ- 
ual and loses all reasoning power, which 
I believe the Pattersons and Colonel Mc- 
Cormick have, they strike at our Presi- 
dent, thereby aiding Hitler. 

In using the floor of this House to 
expose to public light issues endangering 
our war effort, I am only doing what I 
was elected to do. The McCormick-Pat- 
terson papers do not give the administra- 
tion side in any of the attacks they make. 
Their paper is their medium. Congress, 
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by the right given me by the people, is 
mine. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PATRICK, Mr. Speaker, at the 
conclusion of all other special orders to- 
day, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for 3 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Patrick]? 

There was no objection. 


SPECIAL ORDER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous special order of the House, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH] is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, last week 
in the course of an interview I was asked 
what I thought of the induction of young 
men between 18 and 19 years of age. 
I stated that it was my opinion, if and 
when a request for such legislation was 
submitted, that Congress would approve 
the induction of young men of 19 years 
of age. Some newspapers quoted me as 
favoring legislation to provide for the in- 
duction of young men 18 years of age, 
and they were in error in this respect. 
I did state that from all indications it 
might become necessary to induct young 
men 19 years of age and that I felt if 
such legislation was considered it would 
be enacted. Ifurther stated in my inter- 
view at that time that I would rather 
see boys of 19 taken into service than 
married men with wives and children 
dependent upon them for support or men 
who are skilled technical workers en- 
gaged in the production of war materials 
which are so vitally needed by our armed 
forces. It has come to my attention that 
many men, with years of experience and 
technical ability, serving in key positions 
in war manufacturing plants, haye been 
inducted, thereby slowing up produc- 
tion. Therefore, it is my contention that 
married men with dependents and men 
skilled in war production work should 
be deferred and younger men between 
the ages of 19, 20, and 21, who have dem- 
onstrated beyond any doubt that they 
are superior to older men, should be in- 
ducted. We have it from the very high- 
est officers in every branch of our armed 
forces that the younger man is more 
easily "trained and develop into better 
fighters, and it is my opinion that the 
young man of 20 excels the man of 25 
years of age, and especially those of 25, 
30, 35, or 40. We find in all athletic 
fields, college or professional, in base- 
ball, football, boxing, and other athletic 
games that there is greater efficiency 
among the younger men. Men nearing 
30 years of age cannot cope athletically 
with the young man of 19, 20, and 21. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to assure the 
mothers and fathers of boys of 18 and 19, 
although I do not favor reducing the age 
limit to 18 years, that it will take 6 
months or more for registration and in- 
duction and a further period of 1 year to 
train them, and consequently they will be 
nearer 21 when they are ready for actual 
service. Further, the legislation will not 
be enacted for some time and, in view of 
the favorable reports which We are re- 
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ceiving, I hope that before these boys see 
service those men now fighting so val- 
iantly in our armed forces will have elimi- 
nated Mr. Hitler, the Nazi, and the Japs 
and the war will be concluded. 

Mr. Speaker, this country is entitled 
to the services of every able and capable 
man at this time. I hope no one will be 
so unpatriotic as to try to excuse himself 
from service. In that connection may I 
say that in some instances draft evaders 
are imprisoned for a year or more. I 
feel that they should be dealt with more 
severely and confined to jail for a longer 
period because, should the war be over 
within a year or two, they will then have 
been taken care of by the Government 
while the other boys have been serving. 

I hold no brief and am not in favor of 
excusing a man from service who has 
recently married for the purpose of evad- 
ing service. Such cases, I am satisfied, 
are receiving the real scrutiny of the 
draft boards, and when it is established 
that a marriage has been consummated 
with the object of draft deferment the 
boards make a proper classification. 

I have observed that many service or- 
ganizations composed of men of experi- 
ence and seasoned veterans favor the in- 
duction of boys of 18 and 19. Just to- 
day I noticed the statement of Max 
Singer, national commander of the Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars, who has gone on 
record to that effect. In that connec- 
tion, I desire to insert an article by Rob- 
ertscn, which I feel is enlightening on 
this subject. It reads: 


CONGRESS WOULD VOTE “YES” IF F. D. R, 
INSISTED 


Public sentiment for taking the 18- and 
19-year-olds is rising as the draft reaches 
further into the ranks of married men. By 
next winter, Congress may be taking the 
initiative without waiting for the President. 
Except for political reasons, Congress would 
pass the law today. Military authorities 
seem agreed that 18- and 19-year-olds make 
excellent soldiers, and for some assignments 
are better than older men. It seems pretty 
silly to argue about upsetting their educa- 
tion, Most American boys are through school 
by 18. Only a minority goes on to college, 
and even for that minority the draft is 
not as upsetting as it is for married men 
who have begun to get themselves estab- 
lished in the world. Certainly it will be 
easier for these boys to return to school 
after the war than it will be for many men to 
get reestablished in their businesses and 
trades. 


I also insert excerpts from an article 
by Wright which is one of many that has 
come to my attention which I feel gives 
interesting facts on the subject at this 
time. I quote: 


“I hear talk about ‘taking babes from their 
mothers’ arms.’ Let me describe a few of 
these babes. The marines, all volunteers, 
that were the first upon the battle line; that 
went over the trenches with cheers upon 
their lips; that the officers could not hold 
back; that wrote a page of deathless glory 
in the latest battle of the Marne—the ma- 
rines are 70 percent composed of these babes. 
Splendid, gallant babes they have proved 
themselves * * e>” 

Eighteen and nineteen year olds were 
drafted at the end of August 1918, but they'd 
scarcely begun their basic training before the 
war was over. None of them saw service over- 
seas. 

Military spokesmen today make no bones 
about the fact that they need—and want— 
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18- and 19-year-olds. They give only one rea- 
son—.i8- and 19-year-olds make the best sol- 
diers. 

“We have never had a war in which it was 
not necessary to draft boys of 18 and 19,” 
Maj. Gen. Lewis B. Hershey, National Direc- 
tor of Selective Service, said recently. “I ex- 
pect we'll have to take them in this one.” 

“They are quick to learn,” one military 
authority explains, “have all the energy in the 
world, and their actions are almost instinc- 
tive. Their reflexes are at their peak. And 
most important of all, they have remarkable 
recuperative powers. A boy of 18 can fight 
all day, sleep 2 hours, and be almost as good 
as new again. A man in his late twenties and 
early thirties can’t do that. Another thing: 
18- and 19-year-olds act immediately on 
orders; older men are slower and inclined to 
think twice.” 

To those who contend, as some Senators did 
in 1918 and as others undoubtedly will in 
1942, that youths of 18 and 19 are not mature 
and therefore do not make as good soldiers «8 
men over 21, the medical information bureau 
of the New York Academy of Medicine has 
this to say: 

“There can be no doubt that boys from 18 
to 20 make the best soldiers for modern war- 
fare. This is unfortunate, perhaps, but true. 
Their physical stamina is at its peak. They 
have, in general, a high, almost reckless, 
type of courage. They lack premeditation 
and haven't developed the conservatism and 
sense of responsibility that a boy of 25 usually 
has. By peacetime rules, the boy of 25 is the 
better man; but the very things a boy of 18 
to 20 lacks are, again perhaps unfortunately, 
the things that undoubtedly make him the 
better soldier.” F 

Col. Arthur V. McDermott, director of se- 
lective service in New York, says: “From my 
own experience in the last war, these young 
men under 21 make good soldiers. For in- 
stance, under my command there were sev- 
eral corporals and sergeants 18 or 19 years of 
age. One of my best sergeants was only 17.” 

As one military man sums it up, from a 
qualitative point of view, the Army wants 18- 
and 19-year-olds because “the best way to 
win a war is to have a crack army and a crack 
army depends on having crack soldiers. The 
best potential soldiers in the country are the 
18- and 19- and up to 21-year-old boys.” 

The Army's need of 18- and 19-year-olds 
quantitatively is not so clear-cut. The Army 
will not say, because there is nothing the Ger- 
mans and Japs would rather know, whether 
there are enough men in the country to build 
the size Army it needs without drafting the 
2,500,000 boys between 18 and 20. 


WE MAY HAVE TO 


Several times military men have said we 
will need between eight and ten million men 
to beat the Axis. On July 28 President 
Roosevelt reported there were 4,000,000 in our 
armed forces. 

As one military man says of the eight-to- 
ten-million force: “If we’re going to have an 
army that big, it’s a cinch we'll have to draft 
18- and 19+year-olds—there aren't enough 
other men.” 

He brought up another point: “During this 
war, the United States is going to have to be 
the arsenal of production for all the United 
Nations. So in addition to a fighting army, 
we are going to have to have an army of 
producers. That means millions of men de- 
ferred from the fighting army and a second 
and inevitable reason why we will have to 
draft the youngsters.” 

A major consideration in drafting 18- and 
19-year-olds may be that American armies 
will be fighting a young German army. Boys 
of 17 and up are now fighting Hitler's battles, 
and military experts agree that an army of 
older men doesn’t make a very good showing, 
in the long haul, against an army of younger 
men. 

In England, boys are drafted at 1814, but 
cannot serve Overseas until they are 19, If 
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American boys of 18 were drafted, it is un- 
likely they would see combat duty until they 
were 19, for they would be in training for a 
year unless the United Nations became so 
hard pressed militarily that a shorter training 
period would become mandatory. 


Mr, Speaker, in 1940, yes, as far back 
as 1938, I saw the approaching danger 
and urged preparedness. In answer to 
criticism directed against my position in 
favoring conscription, I stated: 

It is better to train without fighting than 
it is to fight without training. 


I think I was right then and it is to 
be regretted that some people who pro- 
fess to be patriotic fail to realize their 
duty to provide for the protection of cur 
country. I do not know whether some 
of the mothers who have written to me 
appreciate that our country, which is 
their country as well, is in danger, and 
that it becomes absolutely necessary to 
leave nothing undone to preserve our lib- 
erty, freedom, and our way of life which 
we enjoy in this country of ours—a coun- 
try which deserves every sacrifice to save 
all of us from enslavement under the 
Nazis and Japs. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Illinois be permitted to continue for 
1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Brown of Georgia). Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DITTER. I wonder whether our 
distinguished friend from Illinois will 
give us his opinion with reference to the 
suggestion that has been made by Sena- 
tor Tarr with regard to the nationaliza- 
tion of the selective service law. In 
other words, does the gentleman feel that 
that would contribute to a uniformity so 
that the present discriminations that 
exist may be obviated? 

Mr. SABATH. I regret that I have not 
read Senator Tart’s remarks on that sub- 
ject, but I am for efficiency, I am for 
unity, and I am for anything and every- 
thing that will help us to win the war as 
speedily as possible. 

Mr. DITTER. I thank the gentleman. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Younc] is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes, 


SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 


Mr, YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, first may 
I say that I know the Members of the 
House who are present on the floor wiil 
be glad to learn that those of us who 
were selected just a short time ago as 
conferees on the part of the House on the 
important bill (H. R. 7416) to permit the 
men in our armed forces away from their 
homes to cast absentee voters’ ballots, 
are going to hold our first meeting at 2 
o’clock today, just three-quarters of an 
hour from now. I cite this to show— 
and I am sure I speak for the other con- 
ferees on the part of the House—that we 
are determined to do our utmost to geta 
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quick decision on all controversial mat- 
ters in connection with the conference 
on this exceedingly meritorious bill, and 
bring the conference report before the 
House of Representatives for action next 
Thursday, if possible. I, for one, favor 
any action that can be taken to enact 
this measure into law immediately. I 
am in favor of the adoption of the Sen- 
ate amendments, as far as that is con- 
cerned, and desired to ask unanimous 
consent that the House of Representa- 
tives would concur in them today and 
pass this bill as amended now, but under 
the parliamentary situation I learned 
such a request would not be in order and 
that a motion that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment is not in order 
and would not be entertained. Were this 
matter to be referred to the committee 
from which the bill was reported or to 
the House Rules Committee, I am told 
there would be delay and final passage 
of the bill in the immediate future would 
not be possible. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN] correctly stated 
the situation which confronts us. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. YOUNG. I decline to yield right 
now because I took the floor to discuss 
another matter. 

I listened with intense interest to the 
remarks of the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois with regard to the Selec- 
tive Service System. I wish to make a 
few comments on what I find to be the 
situation in Ohio in regard to the selec- 
tive service. 

Mr. Speaker, in Cleveland, my home 
city, a number of married policemen, 
who necessarily had important positions 
in connection with home defense, have 
been inducted into the armed forces. 

It is not an uncommon sight as draft- 
ees are marching to the railway station, 
to observe one or more of the group 
carrying his small baby in his arms. 

The father of two minor children has 
been drafted, and I know of a married 
woman who had to secure employment 
in the Greyhound bus terminal in Cleve- 
land because her husband was drafted 
and she had to seek employment to help 
support their 10-year-old boy. 

In Akron, Ohio, recently a married 
constitutent of mine, whose wife will 
give birth to a baby next November, was 
inducted into the armed forces while at 
the same time hundreds of single men in 
close-by areas have not as yet been 
called. f 

In Cleveland the cashier of a company 
who is married has been inducted into 
the Army and his wife is now trying to 
sell their home at a sacrifice, and in the 
very office where this man was cashier, 
two assistants—both younger, both single 
men, both physically fit, and both with- 
eut anyone financially dependent upon 
them—have been permitted to remain in 
civilian life. 

These are just a few of a number of 
examples I could cite to prove my con- 
tention that Major General Hershey has 
not issued clear-cut rules and regulations. 
He has left too much discretion to local 
boards. In some sections of Ohio there 
‘are thousands of single men without de- 
pendents or with only limited financial 
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responsibility to relatives who have not 
been inducted into the armed forces, 
while at the same time many married 
men in adjoining areas have been in- 
ducted and are being inducted. 

The confusion now prevailing in many 
localities in this country is not at all the 
fault of local draft board members. 
These members are rendering unselfish 
and patriotic service. Almost without ex- 
ception they are trying to do the right 
thing. The confusion exists because 
Major General Hershey has not followed 
the mandate of Congress. Definite, clear- 
cut regulations have not been issued by 
him and too much latitude and discretion 
is left in the hands of local draft board 
members. This hit-and-miss method of 
inducting men into our armed forces 
should not be tolerated. I contend that 
all single men in all the draft-board 
areas should have been pooled months 
ago, and before any homes are broken 
up and before any men are separated 
from their wives, every physically fit 
single man without dependents and every 
physically fit single man who has only a 
limited financial responsibility to some 
relative should be inducted into the 
Army. Major General Hershey and off- 
cials in the Selective Service office in 
Washington should follow the mandate 
of Congress on this subject. 

An order should have been given to 
pool single men in all areas in the United 
States and that should have been given 
some time ago. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield. 

Mr. DITTER. Then you are in com- 
plete concurrence with Senator Tart, of 
Ohio? 

Mr. YOUNG. I do not know whether 
I am in complete concurrence with Sen- 
ator Tarr or not, because I have not read 
his statement; but those are my views. 

Mr. DITTER. I thought you would be 
interested to know that you are in agree- 
ment, both of you coming from Ohio. 

Mr. YOUNG. If those are his views, 
I am in concurrence with those views. 

I say that Major General Hershey and 
officials in the Selective Service Office in 
Washington should follow the mandate 
of Congress on this subject. Uncertainty 
and confusion in the administration of 
Selective-service measures should cease. 
I contend that the fault is right here in 
Washington. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield. 

Mr, BENDER. Who appointed Gen- 
eral Hershey to the position that he 
holds, which has made it possible for 
him to make these mistakes? 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman knows, 
the same as I, who appointed General 
Hershey, and I hope the gentleman will 
agree with me when I say that it is a 
very serious matter indeed when our citi- 
zens are given reason to question the 
operation of selective service. 

It is tremendously important that our 
economic production must not be im- 
paired in the operation of selective serv- 
ice and that our military mobilization 
and national morale must not be im- 
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paired in the slightest by any apparent 
discrimination in connection with in- 
duction of men into the armed forces, 
Lack of uniformity, unfairness, discour- 
tesy, and disregard of the economic loss 
occasioned by drafting married men is 
the fault of officials in the State office 
and in the national office in connection 
with the operation of selective service, 
and there has been too much delay in 
correcting injustices. 

In national defense industries assur- 
ance was repeatedly given that essential 
employees would be retained so that war 
production would not be impeded. We 
find that in many instances key em- 
ployees are being taken and that an im- 
portant worker in industry employed in 
our war effort becomes a private in the 
Army and winds up doing some non- 
essential clerical job. 

Many men were classified as 1-B, 
which means that they had some slight 
physical defect. Many of these men 
were employed in war production in 
Cleveland and elsewhere. Employers 
naturally considered that these em- 
ployees would not be called, and hence 
in many instances did not file requests 
for deferment for occupational reasons. 
Overnight the selective-service head- 
quarters decided to ignore physical de- 
fects and put all 1-B men into class 1-A. 
I consider that Major General Hershey 
acted properly in doing this, but selec- 
tive-service officials are dead wrong 
when now they take the position which 
they are taking that employers who try 
to get a hearing for their essential men 
are told that this cannot be done because 
applications for occupational deferments 
should have been filed long ago. One of 
the employers who asked for a copy of 
any regulation which stipulated that oc- 
cupational deferment forms must be 
filed by a certain time or no hearing 
would be granted was told that this was 
not a matter of regulation but a matter 
of policy. 

Of course, men should not be inducted 
into the armed forces indiscriminately. 
There should be national supervision and 
the exercise of such responsibiilty and 
authority that would end confusion, dis- 
crimination, and injustice. Disparity 
and inequalities in the action of various 
local boards should not be permitted. It 
is wrong and, in fact, reprehensible that 
in some areas men physically qualified 
and unmarried and not engaged in 
essential occupations have not been 
called, while in neighboring areas men 
who are married or are engaged in 
essential work have been drafted. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr, PATRICK] is rec- 
ognized for 3 minutes. 

IRRESPONSIBLE NEWSPAPER REPORTS 


Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I came 
here to talk about a little matter that I 
think is important to the people of the 
country at this time. 

Mr. Speaker, is it possible that some 
people who ought to know better have 
not yet grasped the significance of inter- 
association during a war? We know 
something of what is at stake in this 
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world-molding conflict. We know how 
important every ounce of concentrated 
striking force is and then we know who 
our allies are. You would think these 
fairly clear in the minds of all responsible 
Americans and American agencies. 

But evidently this very simple and yet 
very important thing is missed by some of 
our people. 

On August 8, this month, in the Times- 
Herald the column entitled “These 
Charming People,” edited by Igor Cas- 
sini, had this: 


After all, the English are to us what the 
Italians are to the Germans. 


Of course, nobody thinks for a minute 
that is true. But our colleagues and 
Allies, the British, are in and out of 
Washington. Our friends, their repre- 
sentatives, do business here, come in and 
out of Washington, and so on. How do 
they feel when they see that our cor- 
respondents make such statements and 
our papers print them? What is the ef- 
fect of matter of this nature? When we 
are trying so sincerely to get an under- 
standing, endeavoring to get rid of im- 
proper and unfortunate breaches, mis- 
understanding and lack of understanding 
there is always something like this tend- 
ing to make the hand unsteady. 

Then, the day following, the same 
columnist had this classic in his column 
of the same paper: 


Should Queen Wilhelmina have stayed with 
her people in the greatest moment of distress 
for her country or did she do well to escape? 
Tt is not for us to make the decision. 


This appeared in the Washington 
Times-Herald only 2 days after the good 
Queen addressed the Congress of the 
United States. 

To be sure, we are to have irrespon- 
sibles who have no grasp of delicate 
values or interasSociations in times of 
crisis, but surely responsible papers ought 
not to allow their ineptitude to break 
through and lie bare in the open columns 
of our daily newsprints. For my part 
I hasten to apologize to England and to 
Holland and do hope they understand. 

We in America still have much to 
learn, but we are trying to do our best. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 


SELECTIVE SERVICE 


Mr, BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I am in 
thorough agreement with the statement 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Youne] 
regarding the operation of the Selective 
Service Act at this time. But when the 
gentleman from Ohio complains of the 
operation of the Selective Service Act he 
must remember that Congress granted 
that authority to the administration with 
wide discretionary powers, which the de- 
partment uses in the operation of the 
Selective Service Act. 

On numercus occasions not only I, but 
scores of Members on this floor, have 
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complained about the granting of these 
powers to administrative officials. In re- 
cents days I have read the comments of 
Raymond Clapper, who has been a stanch 
supporter of the administration, the com- 
ments of Fortune magazine, which has 
been friendly to the administration, and 
the comment of Democratic newspapers 
throughout the length and breadth of 
this land, bemoaning the fact that Con- 
gress had abdicated in favor of these 
administrative agencies and bureaus in 
Washington. 

I regret to say that Congress deserves 
the condemnation of those people. At 
least, the majority Members of both 
Houses deserve that condemnation when 
we consider the wholesale bungling of 
Washington bureaucrats. 

I say that the gentleman from Ohio is 
right in his statement regarding the op- 
eration of this particular Government 
activity, and I say it is high time that 
Congress reassert itself. 

The people of America are demanding 
a greater and a better war effort from 
Washington. The columnists who have 
been friendly to the administration have 
said on numerous occasions that the war 
would not be won in Berlin or Tokyo, but 
it could possibly be lost in Washington. 
Frankly, if this war is lost, nothing will 
matter. The important thing before us 
today is winning the war. If we lose the 
war, then nothing counts. We must win 
this war; but in winning this war we 
must call for a reshuffling of the deck 
here in Washington. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I will not yield at the 
moment. 

Frankly, conditions became so intoler- 
able that the President felt impelled to 
make the statements recently, wherein, 
you remember, he called upon depart- 
ment heads to do their fighting behind 
closed doors. There was too much fight- 
ing in the open, there was too much bun- 
gling in the open, and the President him- 
self had to chastise the department heads 
for criticizing each other and for not co- 
operating. I said on this floor 3 months 
ago that too many department heads and 
too many people in high places here in 
Washington regarded the enemy not as 
the Axis or the Japs, but the fellow whose 
office was across the hall or the fellow 
whose desk was right next to his. 

I think it time to get rid of about three- 
quarters of the people we have on the 
Government pay roll in Washington. 
Hordes of these political papsuckers are 
hanging around Washington offices get- 
ting in each other's hair. It is high time 
that efficient people be put in charge of 
the war effort. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield. 

Mr. DITTER. I was much impressed 
by the gentleman’s statement with refer- 
ence to the incidents that have brought 
up the conditions complained of by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr Younc]. The 
thought occurs to me, and I believe the 
gentleman from Ohio now addressing 
the House will approve it, that the 
danger which impends is that a govern- 
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ment of law becomes a government of 
men. What we are having more and 
more in Washington today is a govern- 
enh of men instead o a government of 
aws, 

Mr. BENDER. The gentleman is ab- 
solutely right. When you disagree with 
these bureaucrats you are likely to find 
yourself in the dilemma in which the As- 
sociated Press finds itself today. That 
is the real danger we face today. We are 
fighting to give the rest of the world the 
four freedoms; we are fighting to estab- 
lish the four freedoms everywhere in the 
world. Isay itis high time that we look 
after the four freedoms here and see that 
we lose none of them. 

This is a government of the people, ours 
is a republic, a place where even during 
a war effort a Member of Congress, 
whether of the majority or the minority 
should have the right to rise in his place 
and speak his piece even though it is not 
in accord with those who happen to be 
in the positions we have created for them. 
The responsibility is ours, because we 
made it possible for these people to exer- 
cise the autocratic power they exercise. 
They have practically told Congress to go 
back and sit down. These bureaucrats 
tell us, after we grant them these powers, 
that we have nothing more to say about 
them. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield. 

Mr. PATRICK. Let me preface my 
remarks by saying that I have always 
been impressed with the sincerity, the 
activity, and the energy with which the 
gentleman from Ohio now addressing the 
House has entered into legislation since 
he came to this House, and nobody doubts 
his sincerity and his honesty, but I 
would like for him to observe with me at 
this time that some of us who wanted to 
prepare in time are a little more chari- 
table because we could foresee that these 
things would naturally arise—those of us 
who did not oppose preparing even be- 
fore Pearl Harbor. 

We are at war with a nation that spent 
years in preparing. Of course, this dis- 
cussion is good, wholesome, and fine, in 
order to throw light on the matter, and 
I believe the gentleman is endeavoring to 
throw some light on the matter. I think 
it should be brought out on the floor con- 
stantly for the benefit of the people in 
the country that this is not an effort to 
disrupt but that we got into this war ina 
hurry and naturally bottlenecks will come 
up. Naturally, when we were not pre- 
pared, when we spent years arguing 
whether or not we should prepare, and 
when the war burst on us with the speed 
it did, and we had to prepare ourselves to 
fight, these bottlenecks will come up and 
naturally these inefficient things will 
happen. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for an ad- 
ditional 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BENDER]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PATRICK. Of course, these must 
be weeded out and corrected as soon as 


7016 


possible. May I ask the gentleman if he 
does not concede this is the natural re- 
sult of the hectic effort that had to be 
made to slip us into the war and get to 
fighting with prepared nations? 

Mr. BENDER. I thank the gentleman 
for his kindly statements and references 
to me. I am sure he is not responsible 
for the unprepared state in which we 
found ourselves at the time the foe 
struck at Pearl Harbor; I am sure he is 
not responsible, nor am I, for the lack 
of preparation there when that terrible 
event occurred; I am sure he is not re- 
sponsible, nor am I, for the administra- 
tion’s failure to ask for additional money 
for defense purposes until July of 1940. 
I am sure the gentleman was here on 
every occasion whenever additional 
money was requested for defense pur- 
poses, as was I, and we voted this moriey 
to provide for our own defenses. I am 
sure the gentleman was not making a 
loud noise before we were ready, asking 
that we plunge into a war when we were 
not prepared. I commend the gentleman 
for his observation. I think it is very 
timely. The responsibility rests some- 
where, but that will be for another day. 
This is no time to quarrel about who 
was wrong and who was right before 
Pear! Harbor. This is the time for all of 
us to demand 100-percent performance 
and for 100 cents worth of value for 
every dollar of the hard-earned money 
of the American taxpayers that is spent 
for the war effort. 

Mr. Speaker, all that I ask you to re- 
member is that in 1933; when this ad- 
ministration took over, this country was 
in a better military position than any 
country in the world. The administra- 
tion not only had its own way from the 
very beginning but it has its own way to- 
day. In fact, an overwhelming majority 
of both Houses of Congress has been ab- 
solutely under the domination of the 
present administration. All these things 
have occurred since 1933. Adolf Hitler 
was nobody before that time. 

May I conclude with the statement 
that the responsibility rests somewhere. 
I am sure that as far as the present 
Speaker is concerned and the gentleman 
from Alabama is concerned, every one 
of the President’s defense appropriations 
that he requested for our defense and 
for our preparation was voted by all of 
us. I think there were only 1 or 2 votes 
in both Houses of Congress recorded 
against these appropriations. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. Marcantonio asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks in 
the Appendix of the RECORD.) 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to Mr. BRADLEY of 
Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
iliness. 

SENATE BILLS AND A JOINT RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 


Bills and a joint resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the following titles were taken 
from the Speaker’s table and, under the 
rule, referred as follows: 


8.1615. An act to provide for the disposi- 
tion of all moneys received from the sale or 
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other disposition of surplus wildlife on 
refuges established under the Migratory Bird 


Agriculture. 

§S.1712. An act to assure conservation of 
and to permit the fullest utilization of the 
salmon fisheries of the Pacific, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 2367. An act to amend sections 1 and 2 
of chapter XIX of the Army Appropriation 
Act approved July 9, 1918; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

S. 2524. An act to allow an additional pe- 
riod of 6 months m which certain members 
of the Officers’ Reserve Corps and the Enlisted 
Reserve Corps of the Army, or their benefici- 
aries, may make claim for benefits under the 
act of July 18, 1940; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

S. 2627. An act to amend the act approved 
August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 864), entitled “An 
act increasing the number of naval aviators 
in the line of the Regular Navy and Marine 
Corps, and for other purposes”; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 2670. An act to amend section 61 of the 
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended, for the purpose of providing State 
and Territorial military forces with such 
arms, ammunition, clothing, and equipment 
as is deemed necessary to enable them to 
execute their internal security responsibili- 
ties within their respective States and Terri- 
tories, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2676. An act to provide fc- medical care 
and funeral expenses for certain members of 
the Naval Reserve Officers’ Training Corps; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

8.2677. An act to authorize an exchange 
of land at Mechanicsburg, Pa., between Edgar 
Eberly and the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 2678. An act to amend the act approved 
March 2, 1933, by suspending the provisions 
relative to a Navy ration in kind, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

8.2679. An act to authorize the transpor- 
tation of dependents and household effects 
of personnel of the Navy, Marine Corps, Coast 
Guard, and Coast and Geodetic Survey inci- 
dent to sceret or confidential orders, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

8.2682. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of War to exchange certain lands of the 
United States located within the Fort 
De Russy Military Reservation, Oahu, T. H., 
for certain land at Barbers Point, Oahu, 
owned by the Territory of Hawaii; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

8. 2685. An act to provide that promotions 
to higher grades of officers of the Army of the 
United States, or any components thereof, 
shall be deemed to have been accepted upon 
the dates of the orders announcing such pro- 
motions, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

8.2686. An act to amend the act of May 
19, 1926, entitled “An act to authorize the 
President to detail officers and enlisted men 
of the United States Army, Navy, and Marine 
Corps to assist the governments of the Latin- 
American republics in military and naval 
matters; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2698. An act to make transportation and 
storage facilities available for military use 
where military necessity exists by authoriz- 
ing the removal to other points of merchan- 
dise in customs custody; to the Committee 
On Military Affairs. 

8.2708. An act to amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940, as amended, 
so as to extend the benefits of the Employees’ 
Compensation Act to conscientious objectors; 
to the Committee om Military Affairs. 

S. 2722. An act to authorize relief of dis- 
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loss or deficiency of Government funds, 

records, or papers in their charge; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive 


ts. 
S. J. Res. 139. Joint resolution providing for 
an investigation and survey of certain crus- 
tacean food resources of the United States, 


and for other purposes; to the Commfttee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled a bill of the House of the fol- 
lowing title, which was thereupon signed 
by the Speaker pro tempore: 


H.R. 6876. An act to authorize the incor- 
porated town of Petersburg, Alaska, to under- 
take certain municipal public works, includ- 
ing the construction of a dam and improve- 
ments to the hydroelectric plant and system, 
improvements to the water system and con- 
struction and equipment of a municipal hos- 
pital, and for such purposes to issue bonds 
in any sum not exceeding a total of $125,000. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr, BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 1 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) , under 
its previous order, the House adjourned 
until Thursday, September 3, 1942, at 12 
o’clock noon. 


-— 
COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND 
FISHERIES © 

The Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries will hold the follow- 
ing public hearings: 

, September 1, 1942, at 10 a. m.: 
On H. R. 7481—To provide that the fund 
for the relief of sick and disabled and 
destitute seamen belonging to the United 
States merchant marine service shall 
also be for the relief of sick, disabled, 
destitute, or needy dependents of de- 
ceased seamen, and for other purposes. 

Wednesday, September 2, 1942, at 10 
a. m.: On H. R. 7424—To amend and 
clarify certain provisions of law relating 
to functions of the War Shipping Ad- 
ministration, and for other purposes. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu- 
tive communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1876. A letter from the Administrator, Vet- 
erans’ Administration, transmitting a draft 
of a proposed bill to amend section 305 of the 
World War Veterans’ Act, 1924, as amended; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans’ 
Legislation. 

1877. A letter from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting a reply to the message of Feb- 
ruary 2, 1942, from the House of Representa- 
tives to the Peruvian Chamber of Deputi-s; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: 
H.R. 7511. A bill to permit 
after the lapse of a temporary statute for 
offenses committed prior to its expiration; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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H. R.7512. A bill to authorize the filing of 
a short form of notice in certain United 
States courts to serve as constructive notice 
of the interest of the Government in realty 
or personalty under facilities contracts; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 7513. A bill to suspend until June 30, 
1945, the running of the statute of limita- 
tions applicable to violations of the antitrust 
laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr KING: 

H. R.7514. A bill to authorize payment by 
the departments and agencies of the United 
States, notwithstanding section 89 of the act 
of April 30, 1900 (31 Stat. 141), for the use, 
during a limited period, of certain wharves of 
the Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on 
the Territories. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. ELLIOTT of California: 
H. R. 7515. A bill for the relief of Forrest 
W. Dickey; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SHERIDAN: 
H.R 7516. A bill for the relief of Gaylon 
Dhue; to the Committee on Claims. 
H, R. 7517. A bill to direct and authorize 
the Secretary of War to bestow upon Sgt. 
Charles J. O'Neill the award of the Purple 


Heart; to the Committee on Military Affairs. ` 


By Mr. YOUNG: 

H.R.7518. A bill for the relief of Bernice 
Pyke, Arthur P. Fenton, Carl E. Moore, and 
Clifford W. Pollock; to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


$302. By Mr, HAINES: Petition of Mrs. 
John F. Leininger and 36 other members of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
all citizens of Franklin County, Pa., request- 
ing favorable action on House bill 3371; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3303, By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Reso- 
lution adopted by the Defense Council of 
the City of South Gate, Calif.. urging the 
enactment of legislation by the Congress of 
the United States that will provide Federal 
relief to civilian volunteers who are injured 
or killed in the performance of their duties 
in connection with the civilian defense ef- 
fort; to the Committee on Claims. 

3304. By Mr. MICHENER: Petition signed 
by William A. Hainsworth and 13 other resi- 
dents of Dexter, Mich., urging the enactment 
of Senate bill 860; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. * 

3305. By Mr. WELCH: Petition of the Board 
of Supervisors of the City and County of 
San Francisco, in support of the opening of 
a second front; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3306. By the SPEAKER: Petition of a list 
of citizens of Lycoming County, Pa., urging 
the passage of Senate bill 860; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 


SENATE 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 1942 


Chaplain (Brig. Gen.) William R. 
Arnold, Chief of Chaplains, United States 
Army, offered the following prayer: 


Almighty God, Creator of heaven and 
earth and all things, with humble minds 
and loving hearts we adore Thy infinite 
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majesty and acknowledge our complete 
dependence on Thy goodness and mercy. 

Pour forth upon us Thy grace. Give 
us Thy wisdom and power as generously 
as Thou hast given us capacity for 
thought and purpose. Save us from 
false pride and vanity, from conceit and 
self-deception, from sensuality and self- 
ishness, that we may be worthy instru- 
ments of Thy divine providence. 

Make us clear-minded, clean-hearted, 
and courageous, so that in this new war 
against ancient evils we may attain vic- 
tory over foreign foes by first conquering 
the evil in our own souls. 

O, Heavenly Father, fill the hearts of 
Thy faithful, and kindle in them the fire 
of Thy divine love. Send forth Thy 
Spirit, and we shall be re-created, and 
Thou shalt renew the face of the earth. 
Grant us by the same Spirit to be truly 
wise and ever to rejoice in Thy holy con- 
solations. Through Christ our Lord, 
who liveth and reigneth with Thee for- 
ever and ever. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Monday, 
August 31, 1942, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States submitting nomina- 
tions were communicated to the Senate 
by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the joint 
resolution (S. J. Res. 158) transferring 
the management of the Senate restau- 
rants to the Architect of the Capitol, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7164) to 
amend the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil 
Relief Act of 1940, as amended, to extend 
the relief and benefits provided therein 
to certain persons, to include certain ad- 
ditional proceedings and transactions 
therein, to provide further relief for per- 
sons in military service, to change certain 
insurance provisions thereof, and for 
other purposes; asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. 
May, Mr. THOMASON, Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr. 


Harness, and Mr. ELSTON were appointed ` 


managers on the part of the House at the 
conference. 

The message further announced that 
the House had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7416) to provide for a method of voting, 
in time of war, by members of the land 
and naval forces absent from the place 
of their residence and serving within the 
continental United States; agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI, Mr. 
HUNTER, Mr. Younc, Mr. RANKIN of Mis- 
sissippi, Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. BUTLER, and Mr. 
TaLBot were appointed managers on the 
part of the House at the conference, 
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ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker pro tempore had affixed his sig- 
nature to the following enrolled bill and 
joint resolution, and they were signed by 
the Vice President: 


H. R. 6876. An act to authorize the incor- 
porated town of Petersburg, Alaska, to un- 
dertake certain municipal public works, in- 
cluding the construction of a dam and im- 
provements to the hydroelectric plant and 
system, improvements to the water system, 
and construction and equipment of a munici- 
pal hospital, and for such purposes to issue 
bonds in any sum not exceeding a total of 
$125,000; and 

S. J. Res, 160. Joint resolution providing for 
the acceptance of title to the Widener art 
collection of Philadelphia, and for other 
purposes. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 

REPORT ON PERSONNEL OF THE LAND FORCES 

A letter from the Secretary of War, report- 
ing, pursuant to law, relative to the per- 
sonnel of the land forces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


REPORT OF THE F, B, I.—Susversive ACTIVITIES 
OF GOVERNMENTAL EMPLOYEES 


A letter from the Attorney General, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation, relating to an 
investigation of employees of every depart- 
ment, agency, and independent establishment 
of the Government who are members of sub- 
versive organizations or advocate the over- 
throw of the Federal Government (with ac- 
companying papers); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


ADDITIONAL REPORT ON TRANSPORT AIRCRAFT 
PRODUCTION (Pr. 2 or S. Doc. No 206) 

A letter from the chairman of the Civil 
Aeronautics Board, submitting in further re- 
sponse to Senate Resolution 228—Seventy- 
seventh Congress—an additional response of 
the Board relative to transport aircraft pro- 
duction since 1938 and plans for future de- 
velopment of the air-transport industry (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

A letter from the Archivist of the United 
States; transmitting, pursuant to law, lists 
of papers and documents on the files of the 
Departments of the Treasury, Navy (2), and 
Agriculture (2); the Civil Service Commis- 
sion, the Panama Canal (2), and the Federal 
Works Agency, which are not needed in the 
conduct of business and have no permanent 
value or historical interest, and requesting 
action looking toward their disposition (with 
accompanying papers); to a Joint Select 
Committee on the Disposition of Papers in 
the Executive Departments. a 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate or presented and referred as in- 
dicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 

Petitions bearing the signatures of 538 

citizens of the State of Indiana, praying for 


the enactment of Senate bill 860, to pro- 
hibit the sale of alcoholic liquor and to sup- 


press vice in the vicinity of military camps 
and naval establishments; ordered to lie on 
the table. 
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By Mr. BARKLEY: 

A petition of sundry citizens of Erlanger, 
Ky., praying for the enactment of Senate 
bill 860 to prohibit the sale of alcoholic liquor 
and to suppress vice in the vicinity of mill- 
tary camps and nayal establishments; ordered 
to lie on the table. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A petition of members of Kansas Post, No. 
5, United States Army Mothers, of Tonga- 
noxie, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
Senate bill 2541, to provide for the incorpora- 
tion of the United States Army Mothers; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A resolution adopted by the Saline County 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of 
Salina, Kans., favoring the enactment of 
Senate bill 860, to prohibit the sale of al- 
coholic liquor and to suppress vice in the 
vicinity of military camps and naval es- 
tablishments; ordered to lte on the table. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND 
SUPPRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILI- 
TARY CAMPS—PETITIONS 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I pre- 
Sent a group of 44 petitions, containing 
the signatures of approximately 3,300 
persons residing in approximately 50 
communities in 25 counties of the State 
of Ohio, all urging the enactment of Sen- 
ate bill 860. I ask that the petitions may 
be appropriately referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The peti- 
tions presented by the Senator from Ohio 
will lie on the table. 


STABILIZATION OF WAGES — LETTER 
FROM LODGE NO. 225, BROTHERHCOD 
RAILWAY CARMEN OF AMERICA, PAR- 
SONS, KANS. 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I pre- 
Sent and ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Record and appropriately 
referred a letter in the nature of a peti- 
tion which I have received from the Par- 
sons (Kans.) Brotherhood of Railway 
Carmen of America, relative to the sta- 
bilization of wages. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


BROTHERHOOD RAILWAY 
CARMEN OF AMERICA, 
Parsons Lopar, No. 225, 
Parsons, Kans., August 22, 1942. 
Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Unted States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Senator: The members of Brotherhood 
Railway Carmen of America, Parsons, Kans., 
urge you to support the program of the 
American Federation of Labor which has been 
submitted to Congress relative to the stabi- 
lization of wages. We feel stabilization of 
wages should be accompanied by stabiliza- 
tion of profits and other incomes and be 
achieved not by arbitrary decree, but by nego- 
tiated agreements. There must be one uni- 
fied policy of control, equaily applied to all 
groups and enforced by active and free par- 
ticipation. 

Fraternally yours, 
B. R. C. or A. Lope No. 225, 
J. E. RHOADES, 
Recording Secretary. 


REPORTS OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL 
AFFAIRS 
Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment and submitted re- 
ports thereon: 
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8, 2705. A bill for the relief of Capt. Samuel 
N. Moore, United States Navy (Rept. No. 
1588); 

8.2706. A bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to expedite national defense, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 28, 1940 
(54 Stat. 676), and “Title IV of the Naval 
Appropriation Act for the fiecal year 1941,” 
approved September 9, 1940 (54 Stat. 883) 
(Rept. No. 1589); and 

5.2717. A bill for the relief of Charles H: 
Koch (Rept. No. 1590). 


REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE 
PAPERS 


Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select 
Committee on the Disposition of Execu- 
tive Papers, to which were referred, for 
examination and recommendation, three 
lists of records transmitted to the Senate 
by the Archivist of the United States 
which appeared to have no permanent 
value or historical interest, submitted re- 
ports thereon pursuant to law. 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF PART 11 AND 
SUBSEQUENT PARTS OF HEARINGS BE- 
FORE SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVES- 
TIGATE THE NATIONAL DEFENSE PRO- 
GRAM 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Printing, I 
report favorably, without amendment, a 
resolution with regard to printing reports 
of the so-called Truman committee and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. McNARY. What was the request 
of the Senator? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I am asking for the 
immediate consideration of a resolution 
to print additional copies of certain hear- 
ings held before the Truman committee. 

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 287) (submitted by Mr. 
Truman on August 27, 1942) was con- 
sidered and agreed to as follows: 

Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of 
part 11 and each subsequent part of the hear- 
ings held before the special committee of the 
Senate authorized and directed to make a 
study and investigation of the operation of 
the national defense program be printed for 
the use of said committee. 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF HEARINGS 
BEFORE THE FINANCE COMMITTEE 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, from the 
Committee on Printing I report favorably 
an original concurrent resolution and ask 
unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. It relates to the printing of 
hearings before the Committee on Fi- 
nance. It is important that these hear- 
ings be printed immediately. They con- 
sist of two volumes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the concurrent resolution? 

There being no objection, the concur- 
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 31) was con- 
sidered and agreed to as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House cf 
Representatives concurring), That, in ac- 
cordance with paragraph 3 of section 2 of 
the Printing Act, approved March 1, 1907, 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered 
to have printed for its use three thousand 
additional copies of the hearings held before 
said committee during the current session 
on the bill (H. 3. 7378) entitled “An Act 
to provide revenue, and for other purposes.” 
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BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. HAYDEN: 
$.2745. A biH for the relief of Charles 
Favors; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HAYDEN (for himself, Mr. 
Murray, Mr. CLARK of Idaho, Mr. 
Tuomas of Idaho, and Mr. McFar- 


LAND) : 

8.2746. A bill to authorize the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation to make loans 
to those desiring to engage in producing 
minerals of value to the United States in 
time of war; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah (for Mr. 
REYNOLDS) : 

5.2747. A bill to authorize a reduction in 
the course of instruction at tL. United States 
Military Academy; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

(Mr. GURNEY introduced Senate bill 2748, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and appears under a sepa- 
rate heading.) 

(Mr. LANGER introduced Senate bill 2749, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, aad appears under a separate 
heading.) 


_ AMENDMENT OF SELECTIVE TRAINING 


AND SERVICE ACT—EXTENSION OF LIA- 
BILITY 


Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, I have 
for many reasons decided to introduce a 
bill to amend the selective-service law. 
I have just returned from « trip of 7,000 
miles, made in part by automobile, in 
part by train. I have spent time in 
Army camps in the Southeast, South, and 
Middle West—places where the Army is 
doing a good job in training our Ameri- 
can boys to be infantrymen, parachute 
jumpers, engineers, and the world’s best 
fiyers. 

I have talked to businessmen, soldiers 
themselves, privates in the ranks, and 
officers. I have talked to farmers and 
merchants of my own State, and I here 
and now refute the charge made that 
anywhere in this country can be found 
any great group that is complacent 
about the war. In fact, instead of find- 
ing complacency in the conntry, I found 
activity, and a sincere desire to do every 
day everything that could be done in 
any way to advance the war effort. 

All of us who believe in the American 
people and have unbounded faith in the 
future of the United States could not 
think that our people would act other- 
wise when ou country is involved in 
the greatest crisis of all history. It is 
absurd to think that anyone could be 
complacent when his own sons are mem- 
bers of our armed forces, and thousands 
of them actually charging the enemy on 
many fronts at this very minute. 

I am convinced from my observation 
and from the letters I receive that the 
people of the United States know they 
are in an all-out war—a serious war— 
one that threatens our very existence, 
and the many ideals which our kind of 
government protects. 

The people are ready and willing, and 
are making sacrifices and bending every 
effort, and will continue to do so. Ali 
that is necessary is that they know what 
is necessary to be done. 
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They will send their sons to the armed 
forces in ever-increasing numbers; they 
will carry on at home, plant the wheat, 
make the munitions, and transport them 
to where they are needed. 

They will buy the bonds, even though 
sometimes they may think they have to 
buy five bonds where a fewer number 
would do the job. They are willing to do 
this because they know that in trans- 
forming a peace-loving country into an 
ai camp they have a tremendous 

ob. 

Many mistakes have been made, and 
many more will be made; but mistakes 
or no mistakes, the combined effort of 
130,000,000 people will do the job. 

These are some of the thoughts that 
have made an impression on me during 
my travels through 18 States. I believe 
that is a sufficiently large proportion of 
the States to enable me to say advisedly 
that the people of the entire country 
are alive to the seriousness of the situ- 
ation and have their shoulders to the 
wheel, 

In any war, and especially the present 
serious conflict, the military and naval 
forces must be in command, and we do 
not want to say or do anything that 
would in any way give valuable infor- 
mation to the enemy; so we have cen- 
sorship of the newspapers, of the radio, 
and of our very tongues. This is as it 
should be. Therefore, from the infor- 
mation that our people get, they can at 
times be forgiven for having the feeling 
that we are losing the war. 

We have been thrown back in some 
territories, but we have won great battles. 

We have caused a great many more 
casualties among our enemies than we 
have received. We have done in 2 years, 
in the way of production, what our ene- 
mies have taken 20 years to do. Our 
output is tremendous, colossal, and won- 
derful. Use any of these adjectives, or 
others, and you could not describe it. 
That is the part of the battle that our 
people cannot see, but I know that our 
enemies know of it, and tremble in antic- 
ipation of what they know is coming. 

In a year and a half we have quickly 
built up an Army that is now physically 
fit, to the extent that the soldiers can 
take on 15-mile hikes with full war equip- 
ment many days during the week, sleep 
under the stars, eat iron rations, and do 
it again the next day. 

Our present Army and Navy is efficient 
to the nth degree. Our high command 
is of the best. 

There are many things yet to be done; 
there are many loopholes in our aggres- 
sive armament, and they must be cor- 
rected rapidly. 

Hitler Started training the youth of 
Germany 20 years ago. Their training 
starts when they are almost babes in 
arms. He has welded his people into a 
fighting machine in this manner. We 
must, to overcome him, do a better job. 
We must start training our men at 
younger ages than we have been. They 
must be given not only training but the 
best physical upbuilding that our good 
American food, clothing, housing, and 
equipment are capable of giving them, 
and, above all, they must have this train- 
ing, not for a few months before they are 
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ordered over the top, not for 1 year, be- 
cause we are going up against profes- 
sional soldiers in enemy lines, but they 
must be given the chance to have every 
extra month of training we can give 
them; 2 or 3 years is not too much. 

We must give them this training so 
that they will know how to protect them- 
selves first, and be more than a match 
for the enemy soldiers they will confront. 

We must give them this training so 
that they themselves will know they are 
in the pink of condition to do the job 
they have been given to do—the job 
they themselves want to do for the United 
States of America. 

Mr. President, I now introduce the bill, 
to which I have adverted, for reference 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill in- 
troduced by the Senator from South Da- 
kota will be referred as requested by him. 

The bill (S. 2748) to amend the Selec- 
tive Training and Service Act of 1940 
by providing for the extension of liabil- 
ity, was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


PAYMENTS RELATIVE TO OPERATIONS ON 
LANDS WITHIN INDIAN RESERVATIONS 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I intro- 
duce and ask to have appropriately re- 
ferred a bill entitled “A bill to authorize 
payments under the agricultural conser- 
vation programs with respect to opera- 
tions carried out on lands within Indian 
reservations”; and in connection there- 
with, I submit and ask to have printed 
in the Recorp a letter from the Chief of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Agency, 
dated June 5, 1942. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill in- 
troduced by the Senator from North 
Dakota will be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs; and, without objec- 
tion, the letter will be printed in the 


RECORD. 

The bill (S. 2749) to authorize pay- 
ments under the agricultural conserva- 
tion programs with respect to operations 
carried out on lands within Indian res- 
ervations, was read twice by its title and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The letter referred to by Mr. LANGER 
is as follows: 


UNITED STATES DEPART- 
MENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT AGENCY, 
Washington, D. C., June 5, 1942, 
Hon. WILLIAM LANGER, 
United States Senate. 

Dear Senator Lancer: This acknowledges 
your letter of March 13, to Mr. Evans, former 
Administrator of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Agency, in further reference to correspondence 
with the Weinhandl Bros., of Shields, N. Dak., 
regarding the eligibility of permittees on In- 
dian land to receive Agricultural Adjustment 
Agency payments. On April 4, we telephoned 
your office that our reply would be delayed 
pending a determination on this question. 

The eligibility of such permittees to re- 
ceive payments has been carefully reviewed 
and it has been determined that Indian land 
operated under permit cannot be included 
as a part of the ranching unit under the 
1942 agricultural conservation program. This 
decision is based upon the wording in the 
standard form 5-512 (used by the Indian 
Service in granting grazing permits) which 
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does not give the operator complete control 
of the land, and on the provisions of section 
8 of the Soil Conservation and Domestic Allot- 
ment Act, which limits payments to a land- 
lord, tenant, or sharecropper. Since the per- 
mittee does not come within this classifica- 
ticn or have control of the land, he would not 
be eligible for an Agricultural Adjustment 
Agency payment. 

The position of the Weinhandl Bros. and 
that of other permittees on Indian land is 
appreciated but it is our responsibility to 
administer the agricultural conservation pro- 
gram within the prescribed limits. 

We thank you for your interest in this 
matter and regret the delay which has pre- 
vented us from making a prompt reply to 
your letter, 

Sincerely yours, 
Prep S. WALLACE, 

Chief, Agricultural Adjustment Agency. 


ADDRESS BY THE PRESIDENT AT DEDICA- 
TION OF NAVAL MEDICAL CENTER 


[Mr. BARKLEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recor an address de- 
livered by the President on August 31, 1942, 
in connection with the dedication of the 
Naval Medical Center at Bethesda, Md., which 
appears in the Appendix. ] 


THE GUTS TO WIN—ARTICLE BY VICE 
PRESIDENT WALLACE 


[Mr. GILLETTE asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an article by 
Vice President WALLACE entitled “The Guts to 
Win,” published in Liberty magazine of Sep- 
tember 12, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


COMMON SACRIFICE FOR A COMMON 
GOAL—ARTICLE BY SENATOR LA FOL- 
LETTE 


[Mr. LA FOLLETTE asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Recorp an article 
written by him on the subject Common Sac- 
rifice for a Common Goal, published in the 
Frogressive, issue of August 29, 1942, which 
appears in the Appendix,] 


EDUCATION AND THE WAR—ADDRESSES 
BY SENATOR THOMAS OF UTAH 


[Mr. BARKLEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp two addresses 
by Senator THomas of Utah, delivered before 
the National Institute on Education and the 
War, the first entitled “What Education Is 
Doing To Help Win the War,” and the sec- 
ond, “The Present Status and Prospects for 
Federal Aid to Education,” which appear in 
the Appendix.] 


THE CHALLENGE FOR SERVICE IN THE 
NAVY—ADDRESS BY SENATOR WILEY 


[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a transcription of 
an address delivered by him and broadcast 
over radio stations in Wisconsin on the sub- 
ject The Challenge for Service in the Navy, 
which appears in the Appendix.]} 


THE WAR AIMS ARE THE PEACE TERMS— 
ADDRESS BY POSTMASTER GENERAL 
FRANK C. WALKER 
[Mr. McKELLAR asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the Rrecorp an address on 

the subject The War Aims Are the Peace 

Terms, delivered by Hon. Frank C. Walker, 

Postmaster General of the United States, at 

the States’ dinner of the annual convention 

of the Knights of Columbus, at Memrhis, 

Tenn., on August 18, 1942, which appears in 

the Appendix.] 

THE BARBARISM OF JAPAN—ADDRESS BY 

" AMBASSADOR GREW 
[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 
leave to haye printed in the Recorp an ad- 


dress delivered by Ambassador Grew on Au- 
gust 30, 1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 
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WHEN DO WE EAT—AND HOW?—INTER- 
VIEW WITH DR. E. W. SHEETS 


{Mr. AIKEN asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Rrcorp a radio inter- 
view with Dr. E. W. Sheets by Charles Dana 
Bennett with respect to the present agricul- 
tural situation, under the title “When Do We 
Eat—and How?” which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

CHARLES A. HAMILTON 

[Mr. BARKLEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed.in the Recorp an editorial 
from the Washington Star of August 25, 1942; 
paying tribute to the late Charles A. Hamil- 
ton, which appears in the Appendix.] 


LETTER FROM PRESIDENT OF NICARAGUA 
- TO COL. IRVING A. LINDBERG 


[Mr. GILLETTE asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Appendix a letter, 
under date of July 28, 1942, from the Presi- 
dent-of the Republic of Nicaragua to Col. Irv- 
ing A. Lindberg, collector general of customs 
and High Commissioner of Nicaragua, con- 
gratulating Colonel Lindberg on his 30 years’ 
continuous service with the Government of 
Nicaragua, which appears in the Appendix. ] 


THE PRESIDENT AND CONGRESS—EDI- 
TORIAL FROM THE NEW YORK TIMES 


[Mr. TAFT asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from 
the New York Times of August 31, 1942, relat- 
ing to the proposal that the President by 
Executive order can suspend legislation relat- 
ing to prices and wages, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 


, TRIBUTE TO OUR ALLIES BY THE 
LYNCHBURG NEWS 


[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Recorp an edi- 
torial from the Lynchburg News of August 
28, 1942, entitled “To Our Friends,” which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


PAY-AS-YOU-GO TAXES—EDITORIAL 
FROM THE NEW YORK TIMES 


[Mr. CLARK of Missouri asked and ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
an editorial entitled “Pay-as-You-Go Taxes,” 
published in the New York Times for Sep- 
tember 3, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


THE SPIRIT OF WASHINGTON—ADDRESS 
BY HERBERT S. PHILLIPS 


[Mr. ANDREWS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
livered by Hon. Herbert S. Phillips, United 
States attorney for the southern district of 
Florida, on February 25, 1942, on the sub- 
ject Washington—Franklin D. Roosevelt— 
‘Their Foreign Policies—The Present War— 
And Our Duty, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

LAW ENFORCEMENT AND THE PRESS— 
LECTURE BY JACK CARLEY 

[Mr. McKELLAR asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp section III of 
a lecture on the subject Law Enforcement 
and the Press, by Mr. Jack Carley, of the 
Commercial Appeal, Memphis, Tenn., before 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation National 
Police Academy, Washington, D. C., on July 
20, 1942, which appears in the Appendix.| 
ORDER DISPENSING WITH CALL OF THE 

CALENDAR 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine 
morning business is concluded. The cal- 
endar, under rule 8, is in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that the calling of the calendar 
be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
calling of the calendar is dispensed with. 
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OUR ULTIMATE TRIUMPH IN THE WAR— 
STATEMENT BY GEN. GEORGE C. 
MARSHALL 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
during the course of some remarks de- 
livered by him, Gen. George C. Marshall, 
Chief of Staff of the Army, made one sig- 
nificant statement, and I wish to have it 
in the RecorD. He said: 

Our triumph is as inevitable as the sunrise. 


PROPOSED ESTABLISHMENT OF ADDI- 
TIONAL MILITARY AND NAVAL ACADE- 
MIES 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, on No- 
vember 3, 1941, almost a year ago, I in- 
troduced Senate bill 2029, providing for 
the construction, equipment, and opera- 
tion of additional military and naval 
academies. In that connection I ask to 
have printed in the Recor at this point, 
as part of my remarks, an editorial pub- 
lished in the Washington (D. C.) Times- 
Herald of August 29, 1942. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


[From the Washington Times-Herald of 
August 29, 1942] 
More WEST POINTS AND ANNAPOLISES 

Today’s Voice of the People leads off with 
an interesting letter from Col. J. McBrayer 
Sellers, superintendent of the well-known 
and highly regarded Wentworth Military 
Academy at Lexington, Mo, 

Colonel Sellers advances a proposal which 
has often been made about West Point and 
Annapolis; namely, that these Army and 
Navy officers’ training schools be turned into 
graduate schools. 

With one of the colonel’s arguments we 
agree—that it is most desirable, in a demo- 
cratic country, for an Army officer to get in 
some early experience in getting along with 
the rank and file of people, particularly the 
Army rank and file. To this end, we've fre- 
quently expressed the opinion in this space 
that it would be a god thing if both West 
Point and Annapolis required all appointees 
to spend 6 months to a year as Army or Navy 
enlisted men, admitting only those who 
showed themselves to be promising officer 
material. 

We can’t agree, though, that there is any- 
thing wrong enough with West Point or An- 
napolis to call for changing either academy 
over into a graduate school. The proof of 
the pudding is in the eating; and throughout 
their history both of these schools have 
come through with the proof whenever it was 
called for. 

HONOR ROLLS 


When the Civil War broke out in 1861, 
there were in the United States about 1,000 
West Point graduates of military age. 

It is well known that the most distin- 
guished generals on both sides in that war 
were West Pointers. Among these were 
(Union) Gens. Ulysses S. Grant, W. T. Sher- 
man, George G. Meade, and George B, Mc- 
Clellan; and (Confederate) Gens. Robert E. 
Lee, T. J. (Stonewall) Jackson, P. G. T. Beau- 
regard, A. S. and J. E. Johnston, and James 
Longstreet. 

It is less well known, but even more sig- 
nificant, that in all except three of the Civil 
War's major battles (Wilson’s Creek, Port 
Hudson, and Fort Fisher) the commanding 
generals on both sides were West Pointers. 
In each of the three battles named, the com- 
manding general on one side was a West 
Pointer. At the end of the war, the great 
majority of Union division commanders were 
West Pointers. 

West Point graduates rolled up an equally 
distinguished record in World War No. 1. 
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World War No 2, so far as we are directly 
concerned in it, is only 8 months old; but we 
would be willing to place a modest bet that 
the longer it goes on the. more valuable the 
contributions of the West: Pointers: will be. 

It has been the same story, if not more so, 
as regards Annapolis, ever since its founda- 
tion in 1845. 


EXPAND OUR EQUIPMENT 

We don’t disparage the numerous other ex- 
cellent military schools and colleges—Col. 
Sellers’ Wentworth, Texas A. & M., N. Y. M. A„ 
New Mexico, V M.L, V.P. I., The Citadel, Val- 
ley, Forge, Peekskill, etc. They have made 
good in emergencies by furnishing many a 
graduate who qualified as an officer. The 
present Chief of Staff himself, indeed—Gen. 
George C. Marshall—is not a West Pointer, 
but a V. M. I. man. 

The point that matters most, though, in 
our opinion, is that West Point and Annap- 
olis specialize in the one job of training offi- 
cers for the armed forces. They build officer 
character into a man as well as officer learn- 
ing—and they get their men young enough 
to go to work on their characters when such 
work has a chance to succeed. Turn them 
into graduate schools, and they'll be getting 
their men after their characters have been 
pretty well set in college and civilian life. 
The Army and Navy both maintain graduate 
schools already, anyway. 

We think the thing to do about West 
Point and Annapolis is to multiply each by 
three. We should have two more Army offi- 
cer training schools and two more Navy offi- 
cer training schools, spotted at desirable 
locations around the country. 

Such an expansion of our officer training 
facilities should give us enough officers to 
run the post-war Army of at least 1,500,000 
highly trained men and the large Air Force 
and Navy which we shall need to maintain 
for as long a time as anybody can now foresee. 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, in line 
with this editorial I wish to make a few 
observations with respect to West Point 
and Annapolis for the information of the 
country. If is my candid judgment that 
the war will last from 5 to 10 years, and 
perhaps longer. It is very evident that 
after the war is over we will have need of 
a large standing Army, if we are to carry 
out the plans and purposes of those who 
will shape the terms of the peace and the 
settlement of the war. For that reason 
the question of establishing additional 
West Points and Annapolises is pertinent. 

We have in our present Army 111,000 
Officers, and of that number 6,800 are 
graduates of West Point, which means 
that officers of the present Army which 
we are organizing are largely officers who 
have come from civilian life, and a few 
who have been trained in the Regular 
Army. 

Many of those who have given much in- 
vestigation or thought to the question of 
the war are of the opinion that before 
we shall win the victory, which we must, 
we shall have an Army of 10,000,000 or 
15,000,000. The Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Gurney] evidentiy is ex- 
pecting a greatly increased Army, be- 
cause he has today introduced a measure 
providing for the drafting of boys of 18 
and 19 years of age. I wish to take occa- 
sion to state that I am opposed to any 
such legislation. It may be all right to 
train boys who are 18 and 19 years old, 
but unless there shall be an extreme 
emergency, I can never give my consent 
to put boys of such tender age in the 
combat service. 
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So long as we have able, competent 
men within the present military ages of 
20 to 44, inclusive, married or unmarried, 
I think it is better to call them than to 
take these tender boys before they have 
had an opportunity to complete their 
early training in school. So when that 
question comes before the Senate I shall 
most certainly register my objection. I 
may not have any objection to part-time 
training for these boys, not enough to 
interfere with their education in the ele- 
mentary schools of the country, but to 
place them in combat service is to my 
mind abhorrent. 

Mr. President, it has been said that 
some of the Army officers want these boys 
of tender age because they are dashing 
and daring and will take any kind of risk. 
That is the reason why I object to the use 
of these boys for combat service, because 
they are not matured enough in mind and 
thought even to take care of themselves, 
and they will do foolish things. That 
may be all right from a military stand- 
point, but from my standpoint, and from 
a humanitarian standpoint, such a thing 
is entirely abhorrent. 

The Congress has been very gracious 
to the dependents of the married men of 
the country who are within military age 
and can render military service, the ma- 
ture men between the ages of 20 and 44. 
It has provided $50 a month for their 
dependent wives, $12 for the first child, 
and $10 for each additional child. There 
cannot be any extreme hardship visited 
upon the families of these young men who 
are married and who have to go to war. 
Those men have just a little more to fight 
for than boys of the tender age of 18 
or 19 who are not through school. Many 
of the young married men have wives and 
children and homes to fight for, which the 
mere youth does not have. I am sure the 
spirit of patriotism is strong enough in 
the minds of these married men so they 
are willing to go into service in this hour 
of our country’s trial. 


WEST POINT 


The occupation of West Point as a 
military post took place on January 20, 
1776, and has been continuous since that 
date. The earliest proposal for a mili- 
tary school for the United States was 
that of Brig. Gen. Henry Knox, Chief of 
Artillery, in May 1776. His plans were 
seconded by Col. Alexander Hamilton 
and approved by General Washington, 
though they were not adopted in the 
form suggested before 1802. 

An act of Congress approved March 
16, 1802, authorized the President to or- 
ganize and establish a Corps of Engineers 
to consist of 5 officers and 10 cadets, and 
provided that it should be stationed at 
West Point, in the State of New York, 
and should constitute a military acad- 
emy. The academy, with 10 cadets pres- 
ent, was formally opened July 4, 1802. 

In 1812 the academy was reorganized. 
A more adequate corps of professors was 
authorized; a maximum of 250 cadets 
was fixed; the age and mental requisites 
for admission were prescribed. 

In 1817 the present era in the acad- 
emy’s history opened. 

By the act of Congress approved June 
7, 1935, the Corps of Cadets, as now con- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


stituted, consists of 3 for each Senator, 
3 for each Representative, 3 for the Dele- 
gate in Congress from the Territory of 
Alaska, 3 for the Delegate from the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii, 3 for the Resident Com- 
missioner from Puerto Rico, 1 for the 
Governor of the Panama Canal Zone, 5 
for the District of Columbia, 20 for the 
Sons of deceased officers, 20 for the sons 
of deceased enlisted men, 40 for honor 
schools, 3 for the Vice President, 89 for 
the President, 90 for the Regular Army, 
and 90 for the National Guard, or a total 
of 1,960. 

The total number of graduates, in- 
cluding foreigners receiving instruction 
under acts of Congress, from 1802 to 
June 11, 1941, inclusive, is 12,661. 

Mr. President, from these figures we 
can see that the great bottleneck in our 
war effort to organize an Army of ten or 
fifteen million men, which we will have to 
do in the end, is in the need for properly 
and scientifically trained officers to take 
care of the soldiers. I think it would be 
almost criminal to place an incompetent 
officer in command of a company, or regi- 
ment, or division, for he might sacrifice 
his men on a wholesale scale by reason 
of his lack of training. 

The value of the buildings and grounds 
comprising the existing plant at West 
Point has been placed at $75,000,000. 

The annual cost of operating the Acad- 
emy is placed at approximately $4,000,000. 

Of the 111,000 officers on active duty in 
the United States Army today, only 6,800 
are graduates of the United States Mili- 
tary Academy. This means that our 
Army is commanded largely by spare- 
time citizen soldiers. 

On December 12, 1799, 2 days before 
he died, Gen. George Washington wrote 
to Alexander Hamilton, as follows: 


I have duly received your letter of the 28th 
ultimo, enclosing a copy of what you hed 
written to the Secretary of War on the sub- 
ject of a military academy. The establish- 
ment of an institution of this kind, upon a 
respectable and extensive basis, has ever been 
considered by me as an object of primary 
importance to this country; and while I was 
in the chair of government, I omitted no 
proper opportunity of recommending it, in my 
public speeches and other ways, to the Legis- 
lature. But I never undertook to go into a 
detail of the organization of such an acad- 
emy; leaving this task to others whose pur- 
suits in the paths of science, and attention 
to the arrangements of such institutions, had 
better qualified them for the execution of 
it. . . . 

I sincerely hope that the subject will meet 
with due attention, and that the reasons for 
its establishment which you have so clearly 


pointed out in your letter to the Secretary, 


will prevail upon the legislature to place it 
upon a permanent and respectable footing. 


In his first message to Congress in De- 
cember 1829, President Andrew Jackson 
said: 


I recommend to your fostering care, as one 
of our safest means of national defense, the 
Military Academy. 


Mr. President, if a military academy 
were necessary to the national defense in 
the time of Andrew Jackson, today, with 
our large population, with the Army of 
ten or fifteen million men, which we will 


ultimately have, it is necessary to have 
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an adequate number of academies 
throughout the country in order to meet 
the requirements of training for national 
defense. 

The message of Andrew Jackson con- 
tinued: 

This institution has already exercised the 
happiest influence upon the moral and in- 
tellectual character of our Army; and such of 
the graduates as from various causes may 
not pursue the profession of arms will be 
scarcely less useful as citizens. Their knowl- 
edge of the military art will be advantageously 
employed in the militia service, and in a 
measure secure to that class of troops the 
advantages which in this respect belong to 
standing armies. 


Said Theodore Roosevelt in his address 
at the centennial exercises of the acad- 
emy on June 11, 1902: 

This institution has completed its first 
100 years of life. During that century no 
other educational institution in the land has 
contributed so many names as West Point 
has contributed to the honor roll of the Na- 
tion's greatest citizens. 


I now read an extract from a letter 
written by Hon. Newton Baker to the Su- 
perintendent of the academy on March 
27, 1928: 

In the World War, West Point again dem- 
onstrated its supreme value to the country in 
the hour of need. Our great overseas army 
was made and led by West Point men and the 
incredible swiftness with which it was 
trained for its great task is a tribute to the 
fineness of the raw material and also to the 
leadership generated by West Point. In all 
walks of life character is the indispensable 
basis of enduring success. West Point does 
many things for its men, but the highest 
quality it gives them is character and in the 
emergency of the World War our success rest- 
ed upon the character of our leaders, It, 
therefore, finally rested upon West Point. 


Said Gen. John J. Pershing, regarding 
West Point men serving in the World 
War: 

What the academy stands for has always 
been my guide throughout my military 
career, and to have approached the high 
ideals of duty, honor, and service to the coun- 
try that are the real spirit of West Point, 
has to me a meaning that nothing else hes. 
The longer I live, and the further I have 
gone on in the service, the more I reverence 
the things that inspire the heart and soul 
of young men at West Point. I can only add 
that West Point has again, in this war, dem- 
onstrated its usefulness and justified itself 
a hundred times over in furnishing to this 
great American Army in Europe the splendid 
men who have served here in the old West 
Point spirit. 


The first hero of World War No. 2 was 
Capt. Colin P. Kelly, Jr., 26-year-old 
West Point graduate, who is credited with 
scoring three direct hits on the large 
Japanese battleship Haruna and sinking 
it on December 11, 1941, north of Luzon 
in the Philippines. He graduated at West 
Point in 1937. 

Gen. Douglas MacArthur, leader of our 
far eastern forces, is a 1903 graduate of 
West Point. 

ANNAPOLIS NAVAL ACADEMY 

The United States Naval Academy is 
an institution of higher education con- 
ducted by the Navy Department for the 
purpose of preparing young men to enter 
the lowest commissioned ranks of the 
Navy and Marine Corps. It was founded 
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as a naval school in 1845 by the Honor- 
able George Bancroft, educator, histo- 
rian, and Secretary of the Navy, to im- 
prove methods of instructing midship- 
men. It was reorganized in 1850-51 as 
the United States Naval Academy, with 
a course of study of 4 consecutive years. 

Beginning in the year 1899, following 
an appropriation of $10,000,000 by Con- 
gress for the purpose, the Naval Academy 
was almost completely rebuilt in Italian 
Renaissance style. The grounds of the 
academy proper now comprise 225 acres 
along the west bank of the Severn River, 
on which are 150 major buildings, rep- 
resenting an investment of about $35,- 
000,000. 

Five midshipmen are allowed for each 
Senator, Representative, Delegate in 
Congress and the Vice President, 5 for the 
District of Columbia, and 15 appointed 
each year from the United States at 
large. The appointments from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and 15 each year at 
large are made by the President. 

The average number of midshipmen 
enrolled at Annapolis is 2,350. The maxi- 
mum capacity is 3,300. The present en- 
roliment is 3,103, and the estimated 
average for the next 5 years under pres- 
ent laws is 2,890. 

The number of Naval Academy grad- 
uates now in naval service is 7,088. 

The operating cost, with an average 
number of 2,350 midshipmen, is estimated 
at approximately $8,725,000 per annum. 

Of the heroes in World War No. 2, one 
of the most widely acclaimed is Lt. Clar- 
ence A. Keller, Jr., naval aviator in the 
Philippines, cited by Admiral Thomas 
Hart, Pacific Fleet chief, for trailing a 
Japanese battleship for hours until a 
Navy bombing squadron arrived to put 
the warship out of action. Lieutenant 
Keller is a 1933 graduate of Annapolis. 

SENATE BILL 2029 


On November 3, 1941, I introduced 
Senate bill 2029, providing for the con- 
struction, equipment, and operation of 
additional military and naval academies, 
as follows: 

Two additional United States military 
academies, one to be located at a suitable 
place in the Middle West and the other 
to be located at a suitable place in the 
South, 

Two additional United States naval 
academies, one to be located at a suitable 
place on the Pacific coast of the United 
States and the other to be located at a 
suitable place on the Gulf coast. 

The reason advanced by me on the 
eccasion of introducing the bill in the 
United States Senate was that— 

America may soon be called upon to train 
an army of six or eight million men and 
therefore two additional military academies 
and naval academies should be established 
to train the necessary officers. 


On November 10, 1941, I made the fol- 
lowing further remarks on the floor of 
the Senate: 


My reason for urging the establishment of 
these institutions is because I am one of 
these who: believe that in view of the legis- 
lation which has been passed (referring to 
revision of vital sections of the neutrality 
laws) and the world conditions, for immedi- 
ate purposes, this country will be called upon 
to organize and train an army of from 6,- 
000,000 to 8,000,000 American soldiers; and 
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if the world continues to exist as at the 
present time it will be a part of wisdom for 
this country to maintain a large Army as 
well as to build a two-ocean Navy in order to 
have the peace and security that this coun- 
try desires. 

If we should be called upon to organize an 
army of six or eight million soldiers within 
the next few. weeks or months in order to 
carry on and fighi the present war which is 
now raging in Europe, and for our own na- 
tional defense, we are totally lacking in 
trained officers tc organize an army of such 
magnitude. If we have learned anything 
from Hitler and the successes which have 
attended his military exploits, it is that a 
successful army must be thoroughly trained, 
thoroughly synchronized and organized for 
effective fighting in war. 


On December 7, 1941, Japan attacked 
American bases in the Pacific and de- 
clared war on the United States, fol- 
lowed in swift succession by similar 
declarations by Germany, Italy, and 
their satellites. 

Now that the United States is en- 
gaged in active war with the Axis Pow- 
ers, I am more than ever convinced that 
steps should be taken immediately to es- 
tablish additional military and naval 
academies. 

Army and Navy officials have an- 
nounced plans to augment, as rapidly as 
possible, our land, sea, and air forces to 
reach a total of seven and one-half mil- 
lion to ten million men. It is recognized 
that this country is sadly lacking in ade- 
quate officer material for the men now in 
the armed forces, making it clear that 
the training of officers should be in- 
creased manyfold. 

The cost of our defense efforts thus 
far in World War No. 2, amounts to 
around $68,000,000,000, and it is esti- 
mated that the ultimate cost will range 
between one hundred and twenty and 
one hundred and fifty billion dollars. I 
contend that the cost of establishing and 
operating the two additional military 
and two additional naval academies 
would be only an infinitesimal part of 
the total cost of the war and would be 
the greatest investment the Nation could 
make not only for the defense of the 
country in the present emergency but for 
the benefit of posterity. 

Mr. President, I view war as a long- 
term business and believe that this Na- 
tion will never again permit itself to be 
caught unprepared. Long an advocate 
of “all out” preparedness in times of 
peace as well as in times of war, I urge 
that it be made a part of our national 
policy to maintain at all times the strong- 
est land, sea, and air forces in the whole 
world. I believe that the two-ocean Navy 
is here to stay. Hence the need of main- 
taining adequate military and naval 
academies to “generate the right kind of 
officers in adequate numbers” for Army 
and Navy duty. 

In evaluating the services of West 
Point men in World War No. 1, General 
Pershing said: 

West Point has again, in this war demon- 
strated its usefulness and justified itself a 
hundred times over in furnishing to this great 
American Army in Europe the splendid men 
who have served here in the old West Point 
spirit. 


I believe that the proposed additional 
military and naval academies would be 
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worth many times the cost of establish- 
ment and maintenance. 

The statisticians have figured out that 
the cost of killing a man in World War 
No. 2, under modern methods of war- 
fare, is $125,000, compared with $5,000 
a man in the War between the States 
and $50,000 a man in World War No. 1. 

It costs $125,000 for every enemy slain. 
The total cost of training an officer at 
West Point or Annapolis is only a frac- 
tion of that amount. I reason that, all 
other considerations aside, it would be 
the better part of economy to invest the 
amounts necessary for additional officers 
of the West Point and Annapolis caliber, 
thus ultimately reducing the “cost of 
killing” while at the same time reducing 
the number of casualties among our own 
forces through the expert leadership of 
adequately trained officers. 


LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr, President, I wish 
to make a statement for the information 
of the Senate. It had been my purpose 
to move that the Senate adjourn until 
tomorrow, in order to adjourn from to- 
morrow until Tuesday, over Labor Day; 
but in view of the fact that the President 
contemplates sending a message to the 
Congress on Monday, it will be necessary 
for us to hold a session Monday, because 
the message will have to be delivered on 
that day. 

Mr. McNARY. Will it be delivered by 
the President in person? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; not in person. 
It will be sent to Congress and will be 
read. It is necessary that the message 
be received on Monday in order to syn- 
chronize with an address which the Pres- 
ident is to deliver Monday night over 
the radio, which is to be based on his 
message to Congress and the action 
which he proposes to take. I am sure 
that the Members of the Senate will be 
interested in it. 


COMMITTEE ON AVIATION 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, 3 years 
ago today Mr. Chamberlain rose in Par- 
liament and announced to the world that 
Britain was at war with Germany. If 
we have learned anything from those 
intervening 3 years, it is the importance 
of the air arm. 

The mastery of the air is vital. Billy 
Mitchell's vision stands vindicated. Only 
with the aid of air power, dominant air 
power, can victory be won. 

Congress has a definite obligation, as 
the representatives of the American peo- 
ple, to consider the problem of aviation. 
Congress cannot pass the buck to men in 
the Army or the Navy. 

Congress must assume some leader- 
ship, not necessarily in air strategy, but in 
developing our air power. 

The Senate should have a separate 
committee on aviation. 

Mr. President, on April 28 last, I intro- 
duced a resolution (S. Res. 239), which I 
shall now read: 

Resolved, That paragraph 1 of rule XXV of 
the standing rules of the Senate is amended 
by inserting, between the paragraph relating 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and the 
paragraph relating to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, the following new para- 
graph: 
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“Committee on Military Aviation, to con- 
sist of 17 Senators.” 


Mr. President, for months the whole 
world has been discussing aviation. To- 
day in this country there is a great diver- 
gence of opinion as to whether we are 
getting results in fighter planes. Con- 
gress has appropriated $22,000,000,000 for 
aviation; and yet we have no committee 
that weighs such matters, except as col- 
lateral to other matters. 

I rise at this time simply to point out 
that the Committee on Rules, to whom 
my resolution was referred for action, 
apparently has not deemed it of sufficient 
importance to give it consideration or to 
report it. Therefore, I now give notice 
that if action is not taken in the near 
future I shall move to have the commit- 
tee discharged from further considera- 
tion of the resolution. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to consider executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate messages from the President of 
the United States submitting sundry 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

The following-named brigadier generals to 
be major generals in the Marine Corps for 
temporary service from the 26th day of August 
1942: 

Roy S. Geiger and Joseph C. ; 

Col. Lyle H, Miller to be a brigadier general 
in the Marine Corps for temporary service 
from the 26th day of August 1942; and 

Col, Thomas E. Watson to be a brigadier 
general in the Marine Corps for temporary 
service from the 27th day of August 1942. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
further reports of committees, the clerk 
will proceed to state the nominations on 
the Executive Calendar. 


THE JUDICIARY 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Charles E. Dierker to be United 
States attorney for the western district of 
Oklahoma. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without cb- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Carlisle W. Higgins to be United 
States attorney for the middle district of 
North Carolina. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Douglas W. McGregor to be United 
States attorney for the southern district 
of Texas. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of J. Charles Dennis to be United 
States attorney for the western district of 
Washington. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Steve Franklin Hamm, to be 
United States marshal for the district of 
Oregon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. McKELLAR., I ask unanimous 
consent that the nominations of post- 
masters be confirmed en bloc. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

ANNE M. HOLCOMB 


Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, there 
is a nomination reported today, but not 
on today’s calendar, of a postmaster in 
Nevada. I ask unanimous consent that 
action be taken on the nomination at this 
time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will read the nomination for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. Anne M. Hol- 
comb to be postmaster at Battle Moun- 
tain, Nev. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the nomination? Without objection, the 
nomination will be considered; and, with- 
out objection, it is confirmed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified of the nomi- 
nations this day confirmed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn un- 
til 12 o’clock noon on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 
o’clock and 36 minutes p: m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, September 7, 
1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate September 3, 1942: 

Coast AND GEODETIC Survey 

Harold J. Seaborg, of the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey, to be hydrographic and geo- 
detic engineer with rank of lieutenant in 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, from the 28th 
day of September 1942, 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY SPECIALIST CORPS 

Abraham Herbert Klubock, principal Army 
exchange instructor, Army Exchange Service, 
Services of Supply, $5,600. 

Newman Smith, Deputy Director, Fourth 
Service Command, Field Service, Army Spe- 
cialist Corps, $5,600. 

William Johnson Fuller, principal person- 
nel procurement officer, Fifth Service Com- 
mand Subdistrict Office, $5,600. 

Ellerton James Brehaut, Deputy Director, 
First Service Command, Field Service, Army 


Specialist Corps, $5,600. 
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APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy 


The following-named captains to be rear 
admirals in the Navy, to rank from the date 
stated opposite their names: 


John R. Beardall, January 1, 1942, 

Willis A. Lee, Jr., March 1, 1942, 

Olaf M. Hustvedt, June 30, 1942. 

Frank T. Leighton, June 30, 1942. 

Alva D. Bernhard, June 30, 1942. 

Alan G. Kirk, June 30, 1942. 

Monroe Kelly, June 80, 1942. 

Freeland A. Daubin, June 30, 1942. 

Jesse B. Oldendorf, June 30, 1942. 

Clifford E. Van Hook, June 30, 1942, 

Charles M. Cooke, Jr., June 30, 1942. 

The following-named commanders to be 
captains in the Navy, to rank from the date 
stated opposite their names: 

Frederick G. Richards, February 1, 1942. 

Mershall B. Arnold, February 1, 1942, 

Tully Shelley, March 1, 1942. 

Dallas D. Dupre, March 1, 1942. 

George C. Eriner, Merch 1, 1942. 

Burton W. Chippendale, March 1, 1942. 

Elmer R. Henning, March 1, 1942. 

Myron W. Hutchinson, Jr., March 1, 1942. 

Russell S, Hitchcock, March 1, 1942, 

Clifford H. Roper, March 1, 1942. 

Edward P. Sauer, March 1, 1942. 

Boyd R. Alexander, March 1, 1942, 

Milton O. Carlson, March 1, 1942, 

Albert E. Schrader, March 1, 1942. 

ennis L. Ryan, March 1, 1942. 

John E. Reinburg, Jr., March 1, 1942. 

Fred D. Kirtland, April 1, 1942. 

Arthur D, Burhans, June 20, 1942. 

T. DeWitt Carr, June 30, 1942. 

Calvin T. Durgin, June 30, 1942. 

Humbert W. Ziroli, June 30, 1942. 

John S. Roberts, June 30, 1942. 

John D. Price, June 30, 1942. 

Heman J. Redfield, June 30, 1942. 

Andrew C. McFall, June 30, 1942. 

Laurence F. Safford, June 30, 1942. 

Frederick E. Haeberle, June 30, 1942. 

John E. Ostrander, Jr., June 30, 1942. 

Andrew I. McKee, June 30, 1942. 

Randall E. Dees, June 30, 1942. . 

Theodore L. Schumacher, June 80, 1942, 

Norborne L. Rawlings, June 30, 1942, 

Edward A. Mitchell, June 30, 1942. 

Donald B. Duncan, June 30, 1942. 

Lisle F. Small, June 30, 1942. 

Douglas A. Spencer, June 30, 1942. 

Walter S. Macaulay, June 30, 1942. 

The following-named lieutenant com- 
manders to be commanders in the Navy, to 
rank from the date stated opposite their 
names: 

Thomas M. Stokes, January 1, 1942. 

Laurence A. Abercrombie, January 1, 1942. 

Ward C. Gilbert, January 1, 1942. 

Charles J. Cater, January 1, 1942. 

Tom B. Hill, January 1, 1942. 

John M. Higgins, February 1, 1942. 

Carl F. Espe, February 1, 1942. 

James P. Clay, March 1, 1942. 

Francis M. Adams, March 1, 1942. 

William F. Jennings, March 1, 1942. 

John P. Whitney, March 1, 1942, 

Bradford Bartlett, March 1, 1942. 

Hugh H. Goodwin, March 1, 1942. 

Thomas J. Raftery, March 1, 1942, 

Robert W. Morse, March 1, 1942. 

John J. O'Donnell, Jr., March 1, 1942. 

Edward C. Forsyth, March 28; 1942. 

Edward R. Gardner, March 28, 1942, 

William B. Holden, June 30, 1942. 

Harold E. Parker, June 30, 1942, 

Willard J. Suits, June 30, 1942. 

Leon P. Pawley, June 30, 1942. 

Marion N. Little, June 30, 1942. 

Frederick L. Riddle, June 30, 1942, 

Howard E. Orem, June 80, 1942. 

Alvin L, Becker, June 30, 1942. 

Lowe H. Bibby, June 30, 1942. 

William L. Freseman, June 30, 1942. 

George R, Cooper, June 30, 1942. 

Valvin R. Sinclair, June 30, 1942, 

Harry Keeler, Jr., June 30, 1942. 
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Charles O. Comp, June 30, 1942. 

Horace B. Butterfield, June 30, 1942. 

John P. Cady, June 30, 1942. 

Frank Akers, June 30, 1942. 

Charles O. Humphreys, June 30, 1942. 

Frederick J. Eckhoff, June 30, 1942, 

Anthony R. Brady, June 30, 1942. 

George Van Deurs, June 30, 1942. 

Thomas O. Cullins, Jr., June 30, 1942. 

Byron S. Anderson, June 30, 1942. 

The following-named lieutenants to be 

i: Heutenant commanders in the Navy, to rank 
from the date stated opposite their names: 

Albert E. Fitzwilliam, January 1, 1942. 

James R. McCormick, January 1, 1942. 

Charles B. Beasley, January 1, 1942. 

Michael P. Russillo, January 1, 1942. 

John 8. Thach, January 1, 1942. 

Robert E. Braddy, Jr., January 1, 1942. , 

William O. Burch, Jr., January 1, 1942. 

Joseph Finnegan, January 1, 1942. 

Philip F. Wakeman, January 1, 1942. 

John Zabilsky, January 1, 1942. 

‘Thomas A. Ahroon, January 1, 1942. 

John A. Bole, Jr., January 1, 1942. 

William A. Schoech, January 1, 1942, 

William A. Cockell, January 1, 1942. 

John F. Mullen, Jr., January 1, 1942. 

William H. Jacobsen, January 1, 1942. 

David L. McDonald, January 1, 1942. 

Theodore F. Ascherfeld, January 1, 1942, 

Joseph F. Quilter, January 1, 1942. 

William S. Parsons, January 1, 1942. 

Wells Thompson, January 1, 1942. 

Edward T. Eves, January 1, 1942. 

Michael P. Bagdanovich, February 1, 1942. 

Milton G. Johnson, February 1, 1942. 

Albert O. Momm, February 2, 1942, 

Norman F. Garton, March 1, 1942. 

Eyan E. Fickling, March 1, 1942. 

Eobert O. Strange, March 1, 1942. 

‘Thurmond A, Smith, March 1, 1942. 

Edwin B. Dexter, March 1, 1942. 

Michael F. D. Flaherty, March 25, 1942. 

Rollo N. Norgaard, March 28, 1942. 

Thomas Ashcraft, April 1, 1942. 

George E, King, April 13, 1942. 

Charles H. Kendall, April 21, 1942. 

Albert J. Waiden, May 2, 1942. 

Francois C. B. Jordan, June 9, 1942. 

Edward A. Hannegan, June 27, 1942. 

Neale R. Curtin, June 30, 1942. 

Frederick E. Moore, June 30, 1942. 

Joe E. Wyatt, June. 30, 1942. 

David W. Todd, Jr., June 30, 1942. 

Robert L. Morris, June 30, 1942. 

Alan B, Banister, June 30, 1942. 

John C. Alderman, June 30, 1942, 

John M, Boyd, June 30, 1942. 

Paul R. Anderson, June 30, 1942. 

William D. Thomas, June 30, 1942. 

Basil N. Rittenhouse, Jr., June 30, 1942, 

Lex L. Black, June 30, 1942. 

Jack O. Renard, June 30, 1942. 

Phillip G. Stokes, June 30, 1942. 

Abraham L. Baird, June 30, 1942. 

James M. Farrin, Jr., June 30, 1942. 

Leslie E. Richardson, June 30, 1942, 

Delos E. Wait, June 30, 1942. 

Leonard T. Morse, Jun2 30, 1942, 

Clair LeM.-Miller, June 30, 1942. 

Leonard O. Fox, June 30, 1942. 

Baron J. Mullaney, June 30, 1942, 

Thomas P. Wilson, June 30, 1942. 

Robert J. Ramsbotham, June 30, 1942, 

Richard C. Lake, June 30, 1942. 

Howard R. Garner, June 30, 1942. 

Charles T. Fitzgerald, June 30, 1942. 

Roy L. Johnson, June 30, 1942. 

Bruce A. Van Voorhis, June 30, 1942. 

Howard C. Bernet, June 30, 1942. 

Lowell T. Stone, June 30, 1942. 

William T. Easton, June 30, 1942. 

Charles E. Trescott, June 30, 1942. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior 
grade) to be lieutenants in the Navy, to rank 
from the date stated opposite their names: 

William H. Sublette, April 1, 1941. 

John G. Roenigk, July 1, 1941. 

Allyn Cole, Jr., July 1, 1941. 

Arthur L. Benedict, Jr., July 1, 1941. 
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Giles D. Clift, August 1, 1941. 

Louis E. Schmidt, Jr., January 1, 1942. 

John H. Besson, Jr., January 1, 1942, 

John F. Murdock, January 1, 1942. 

William F. Morrison, January 1, 1942. 

William A, Stevenson, January 1, 1942, 

Briscoe Chipman, January 1, 1942. 

French Wampler, Jr., January 1, 1942. 

James F. Fitzpatrick, Jr., January 1, 1942. 

Dale F. Pinkerton, January 1, 1942. 

James H. Terry, Jr., January 1, 1942, 

Henry A. Arnold, January 1, 1942. 

Edmund J. Hoffman, January 1, 1942. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieuten- 
ants (junior grade) in the Navy, to rank from 
the date stated opposite their names; 

Robert M. Freeman, June 1, 1942. 

Lioyd E. Parker, June 1, 1942. 

Charles D. Ash, June 1, 1942. 

Jack L. Shoenhair, June 1, 1942. 

Eugene N. Webb, June 1, 1942. 

George D. M. Cunha, June 1, 1942, 

Winford O'N. Moore, June 1, 1942. 

Mark M. Bolin, June 1, 1942. 

James D. Wright, June 1, 1942, 

Richard J. Teich, June 1, 1942. 

Leroy V. Swanson, June 1, 1942, 

Gaylord B. Brown, June 1, 1942. 

Emory F Coffman, June 1, 1942. 

Means Johnston, Jr., June 1, 1942. 

Medical Director Edward C. White to be a 
medical director in the Navy, with the rank 
of rear admiral, to rank from the Ist day of 
March 1937. 

The following-named medical inspectors to 
be medical directors in the Navy, with the 
rank of captain, to rank from the date stated 
opposite their names: 

Maurice S. Mathis, June 30, 1942, 

William W. Hall, June 30, 1942. 

Joseph B. Logue, June 30, 1942. 

Erik G. Hakansson, June 30, 1942. 

Louis Iverson, June 30, 1942, 

The following-named surgeons to be medi- 
cal inspectors in the Navy, with the rank of 
commander, to rank from the date stated 
opposite their names: 

James R. Fulton, June 30, 1942. 

Clifford A. Swanson, June 30, 1942. 

Bernard S. Pupek, June 30, 1942. 

Charles G. McCormack, June 30, 1942. 

Bruce V. Leamer, June 30, 1942. 

The following-named passed assistant sur- 
geons to be surgeons in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant commander, to rank from 
the date stated opposite their names: 

Alian S. Chrisman, January 1, 1942. 

Calvin B. Galloway, January 1, 1942, 

Eugene V. Jobe, January 1, 1942. 

George N. Raines, January 1, 1942. 

Edward T. Knowles, January 1, 1942. 

Judson A. Millspaugh January 1, 1942, 

Alfred W. Eyer, January 1, 1942. 

Martin V. Brown, January 1, 1942, 

Joseph V. Land, January 1, 1942. 

Cecil L. Andrews, January 1, 1842. 

Cecil D. Riggs, January 1, 1942. 

Raphael L. Weir, January 1, 1942, 

Edgar L. Nefflen, January 1, 1942. 

Otto W. Wickstrom, January 1, 1942. 

Robert C. Douthat, January 1, 1942, 

Edward P. Madden, January 1, 1942. 

Otto E. Van Der Aue, June 30, 1942, 

Howard K. Sessions, June 30, 1942, 

Adrain J. Delaney, June 30, 1942. 

Harold J. Cokely, June 30, 1942. 

Malcolm W. Arnold, June 30, 1942. 

James J. Sapero, June 30, 1942, 

Marcy Shupp, June 30, 1942. 

Frank A. Latham, June 30, 1942. 

Eugene R. Hering, Jr., June 30, 1942. 

Frank R. Urban, June 30, 1942. 

Edgar Ricen, June 30, 1942. 

Paul Peterson, June 30, 1942. 

Clifford P. Powell, June 30, 1942. 

The following-named assistant surgeons to 
be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant, to rank from the 
date stated opposite their names: 

Ralph C. Parker, Jr., January 1, 1942. 

Louis E. Daily, January 1, 1942. 
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Karl J. Palmberg, January 1, 1942. 

Norman S. Hunt, January 1, 1942. 

Edward L. Hammond, January 1, 1942. 

Sylvester F. Williams, January 1, 1942. 

Peter P. Machung, January 1, 1942. 

John S. Shaver, January 1, 1942. 

The following-named pay inspectors to be 
pay directors in the Navy, with the rank of 
captain, to rank from the date stated oppo- 
site their names: , 

Charles J. Harter, June 30, 1942. 

Robert L. Mabon, June 30, 1942. 

William C. Wallace, June 30, 1942. 

Walter A. Buck, June 30, 1942. 

The following-named passed assistant pay- 
masters to be paymasters in the Navy with 
the rank of lieutenant commander, to rank 
írom the date stated opposite their names: 

Theodore C. Fauntz, December 16, 1941, 

Donald S. Gordon, June 30, 1942. 

Henry S. Cone, June 30, 1942. 

Albert P. Kohihas, Jr., June 30, 1942. 

Jack Agnew, June 80, 1942. 

The following-named assistant paymasters 
to be passed assistant paymasters in the Navy 
with the rank of lieutenant, to rank from the 
date stated opposite their names: 

Charles Fadem, January 1, 1942. 

Carl G. Drescher, January 1, 1942, 

William J. Johnston, June 30, 1942. 

The following-named rear admirals to be 
rear admirals in the Navy, to rank from the 
date stated opposite their names to correct 
the date of rank as previously nominated and 
confirmed: 

Ernest D. McWhorter, July 1, 1941. 

William 8. Farber, September 1, 1941. 

Richmond K. Turner, December 1, 1941. 

Julius A, Furer, December 8, 1941. 

Theodore S. Wilkinson, April 1, 1942. 

The following-named commanders to be 
commanders in the Navy, to rank from the 
date- stated opposite their names to correct 
the date of rank as previously nominated and 
confirmed: 

Harold A. Carlisle, September 1, 1941, 

George L. Russell, September 2, 1911. 

William C, Gray, September 14, 1941. 

Clinton A. Misson, November 1, 1941. 

William D. Johnson, Jr., December 1, 1941. 

John P. Heath, December 8, 1941. ; 

The following-named lieutenant com- 
manders to be lieutenant commanders in the 
Navy, to rank from the date stated opposite 
their names to correct the date of rank as 
previously nominated and confirmed: 

Raymond S. Lamb, May 13, 1941. 

Joseph W. Callahan, June 1, 1941, 

Dwight M. Agnew, June 3, 1941, 

John W. Schmidt, July 19, 1941. 

Robert M. Barnes, August 1, 1941. 

Harold M. Zemmer, August 27, 1941. 

Theodore O. Dahl, September 1, 1941. 

Gerald R. Dyson, September 2, 1941. 

Joce W. Boulware, September 14, 1941, 

Emmett J. Sullivan, October 2, 1941. 

The following-named lieutenants to be 
lieutenants in the Navy, to rank from the 
date stated opposite their names to correct 
the date of rank as previously nominated 
and confirmed: 

Elliott L. James, Jr., May 13, 1941. 

Morgan Slayton, May 22, 1941. 

George P. Unmacht, May 24, 1941. 

Paul D. Duke, May 31, 1941. 

David McCampbell, June 1, 1941. 

Dillon R. McMullen, June 3, 1941, 

William A. Hunt, Jr., June 21, 1941, 

Isaiah M. Hampton, July 1, 1941. 

John L. Foster, July 19, 1941. 

Frederick R. Schrader, August 1, 1941, 

Anthony Talerico, Jr., August 20, 1941. 

Robert E. Dornin, August 27, 1941. 

Walter A. Moore, Jr., September 1, 1941. 

Grover 5. Higginbotham, September 1, 1941, 

Kenneth L. Veth, September 1, 1941. 

William P, Gruner, Jr., September 2, 1941, 

John F. Walling, September 14, 1941. 

Samuel Adams, October 1, 1941. 

Clinton A. Neyman, Jr., October 1, 1941, 

Charles H, S. Murphy, October 2, 1941, 
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Romondt Budd, October 11, 1941, 

Donald N. Clay, October 22, 1941. 

Fred E, Bakutis, November 1, 1941, 

James M Wolfe, Jr., December 1, 1941, 

Chester A. Briggs, December 11, 1941. 

Norman D. Gage, December 16, 1941. 

Frank E. Sellers, Jr., December 24, 1941. 

The following-named passed assistant pay- 
masters to be passed assistant paymasters in 
the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, to 
rank from the date stated opposite their 
names to correct the date of rank as previ- 
ously nominated and confirmed: 

Thomas A. Long, May 24, 1941. 

Frederick K. Longshore, May 31, 1941. 

Louis M. Detweiler, October 2, 1941. 

Joseph M. Lyle, October 2, 1941. 

The following-named captains to be rear 
admirals in the Navy, to rank from the date 
stated opposite their names: 

Thomas C. Kinkaid, March 28, 1942. 

William W. Smith, April 21, 1942, 

Jules James, June 30, 1942. 

Lyal A. Davidson, June 30, 1942. 

Lt. Charles E. Harrison to be a lieutenant 
commander in the Navy, to rank from the 
1st day of January 1942. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 

the Senaté September 3, 1942: 
Tre JUDICIARY 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS 

Charles E. Dierker to be United States at- 
torney for the western district of Oklahoma. 

Carlisle W. Higgins to be United States 
attorney for the middle district of North 
Carolina, 

Douglas W. McGregor to be United States 
attorney for the southern district of Texas. 

J. Charles Dennis to be United States attor- 
ney for the western district of Washington. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

Steve Franklin Hamm to be United States 

marshal for the district of Oregon. É 
` POSTMASTERS 
ARKANSAS 

Elodie E. Holland, Dyess. 

Lola B. Gregory, Portland. 

James O. Woolly, Quitman, 


CONNECTICUT 
George H. Robertson, South Coventry. 
Aaron A. French, Jr., Sterling. 
INDIANA 
Richard A. Conn, Brook. 
Lowell B. Pontius, Claypool. 
Charles H. Apple, French Lick. 
Arthur G. Houser, Garrett, 
Hazel R. Widdows, Geneva. 
Maurice L. Cory, Kingman, 
Ira J. Dye, Kouts. 
Albert M. Leis, Mount St, Francis. 
Charles A. Webster, North Vernon, 
Josiah J. Hostetler, Shipshewana. 
LOUISIANA 
Harry Preaus, Farmerville, 
MAINE 
Floyd A. Smith, Caribou, 
Carroll A. Matthieu, Farmington. 
Ernest F. Poulin, Waterville, 
MISSOURI 
Fred H. Kurz, Savannah. 
Alexander Rankin, Tarkio, 
NEBRASKA 
Arlo A. Anderson, Arapahoe, 
NEVADA 
Anne M. Holcomb, Battle Mountain. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
David F. Jackson, Pittsfield, 
NEW YORK 
James E. McWilliams, Prattsville, 
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PUERTO RICO 
Miguel A. Franco Soto, Sabana Grande, 
RHODE ISLAND 
Michael F. Coyne, Providence, 
WISCONSIN 


Charles R. Lawton, Barron, 
Thomas F. McDonald, Marshfield. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES — 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BULWINKLE. 

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, Washington, D. C., offered 
the following prayer: 


O Thou, by whose gracious providence 
our needs are supplied, grant that we 
may be inspired with a greater faith in 
the unfailing presence and power of the 
Lord, our God. 

We pray that the reality of our faith 
may be revealed and fulfilled in a coura- 
geous search and an eager desire to do 
Thy will. ‘ 

Lift us out of all cynical and rebellious 
tempers of mind lest we become dis- 
couraged in our hope for the dawning of a 
better day and too willful to seek the 
guidance of Thy spirit in our struggles for 
a social order in which love shall be the 
law of life. 

Hasten that blessed time when evil shall 
be forever banished from the earth, and 
the heart of man shall be brought under 
the sovereignty of Thy wise and holy pur- 
pose. 

Hear us in the name of Him, whose 
truth is our light and whose presence is 
our joy. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Monday, August 31, 1942, was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill and 
a concurrent resolution of the following 
tities, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

5.2693. An act to provide for the instruc- 
tion of meteorological students in weather 
forecasting, and 

S. Con. Res. 31. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate to have printed additional copies of 
the hearings held before said committee on 
the bill (H. R. 7378) entitled “An act to pro- 
vide revenue, and for other purposes.” 

WIDENER ART COLLECTION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair desires to announce that pursuant 
to the authority granted him on August 
31, 1942, he did on Tuesday, September 1, 
1942, sign the enrolled joint resolution of 
the Senate (S. J. Res. 160) providing for 
the acceptance of title to the Widener art 
collection at Philadelphia, and for other 
purposes. 

RESIGNATION FROM THE HOUSE OF 

REPRESENTATIVES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before 
the House the following communication: 
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Hon. Sam RAYBURN, 
The Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. SPEAKER: I am enclosing a copy 
of a telegram, addressed to the Governor 
of the State of Ohio, indicating my resig- 
nation from the House of Representatives as 
Representative from the Thirteenth Con- 
gressional District of Ohio. 

This will inform your office of that action, 

Yours very truly, 
A. D. Baumuart, Jr, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., September 2, 1942. 
Hon, Jonn W. Bricker, 
Governor of State of Ohio, 
Columbus, Ohio. 

Dear Governor: I hereby tender my res- 
ignation as Congressman from the Thirteenth 
Congressional District of the State of Ohio, to 
accept a commission in the United States 
Navy. A letter will follow, confirming this 
telegram. 

A. D. BAUMHART, Jr. 
| Member of Congress, 
1 Thirteenth Ohio District. 


à ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SAUTHOFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks twice in the Recorp and include 
therein certain statistics. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 


SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES BY FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEES 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? ; 

ere was no objection. 

. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I consider 
the report to Congress of Attorney Gen- 
eral Biddle covering his investigation 
into subversive activities by Federal em- 
ployees as a deliberate attempt on his 
part to whitewash the fact that every 
name of a Federal employee contained in 
the list furnished him by the Dies com- 
mittee was once a member of a subversive 
organization, and many of them held 
membership in several subversive organ- 
izations at the same time. I concur 
heartily with Representative Dres when 
he said: 

In plain English, Mr. Biddle’s report means 
that he favors the employment of people 
in the Government who are admittedly mem- 
bers of organizations such as the American 
League for Peace and Democracy, the Ger- 
man-American Bund, the Kyffhauser-Bund, 
American Youth Congress, International 
Labor Defense, National Federation for Con- 
stitutional Liberties, and others which even 
Mr. Biddle has pronounced subversive. I am 
sure that the great majority of the Ameri- 
can people who are far more interested in 
winning the war than the November elef- 
tions do not agree with Mr. Biddle. This is 
the only issue involved in the controversy. 
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I do not believe the Attorney General 
can do a good job of cleaning out sub- 
versive elements in our Federal depart- 
ments and play politics at the same 
time—any more than the administration 
can do a good job of carrying on our war 
efforts and play politics at the same time. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that today, at the conciu- 
sion of the special orders heretofore en- 
tered, I may be permitted to address the 
House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsyivania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, at an ap- 
propriate time, and so that it will not 
interfere with speeches other Members 
may wish to make, I may be permitted 
to address the House for 1 hour. I make 
no objection to any Member’s preceding 
me. Iam willing to go on last. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, following 
any special orders heretofore entered, I 
may be permitted to address the House 
for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 


DIES COMMITTEE 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Myr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ab- 
solutely disagree with my learned friend 
the gentleman from Illinois, for whom I 
have the highest regard, and who is a 
member of the Dies committee. It seems 
to me the Dies committee has missed its 
cue a number of times. I have called to 
the attention cf the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Dies] and other members of 
the committee the fact that their inves- 
tigators ought to be changed, that they 
ought to have better and more experi- 
enced investigators to get the facis. I 
have stated a number of times on this 
floor that the men on the investigating 
staff of that committee do not seem to be 
capable of determining all the facts the 
committee should have. I do not think 
the coming election has anything to do 
with the report of Mr. Biddle. This re- 
port is a finding of facts by the Depart- 
ment of Justice after a careful study, and 
I think we ought to accept the word of 
the Department. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 


SOLDIERS’ VOTING BILL 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend my remarks, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, the passage of the so-called sol- 
diers’ voting bill under the pretense that 
it is done to help the man in our armed 
forces would be an insult to the uniform 
he wears. 

This bill not only attempts to wipe out 
the poll taxes in certain States—the only 
taxes many people pay to support the 
public schools—but it attempts to assume 
Federal control over the primaries and 
to destroy the registration laws of the va- 
rious States, thereby producing Nation- 
wide confusion, the boasted weapon of 
the Communist Party. Their hope is to 
destroy our entire American system, in- 
cluding the right to own private property 
of any kind. 

It strikes at the root of the very things 
these men are fighting for—the preserva- 
tion of our form of government, our con- 
stitutional liberties, our right of self- 
government, and our American way of 
life. It is being pushed by the Commu- 
nist Party through the C. I. O. for the 
purpose of giving those radical elements 
power over our election machinery. 

The servicemen did not ask for this 
law, and the ones who understand it do 
not want it. They know it is just the first 
step in this communistic program to 
wreck the election machinery in every 
State in the Union. 

I yield to no man when it comes to 
standing up for the rights of the men in 
our armed forces. It was my efforts and 
my amendment that raised their base pay 
to $50 a month. 

It was my efforts and my bill that 
forced the payment of the allotments and 
allowances to the dependents of these 
men now instead of waiting until after 
November 1. 

I was told by the opposition that the 
War Department could not get ready to 
make payment of these allowances before 
November 1. I said then that they could 
ke paid immediately, and to show that I 
was correct I call attention to the fact 
that 20,000 of them were paid day before 
yesterday. 

I was the author of the laws now on 
the statute books to compensate the wid- 
ows and orphans of those unfortunate 
veterans who were suffering from service- 
connected disabilities, but whose deaths 
were attributed to other causes. 

I stood by our disabled veterans and 
took all the abuse of the opposition in 
1933 when the so-called Economy Act 
was passed that took the bread from the 
mouths of many of those heroes of the 
last war, while untold millions were being 
paid to people on relief who never worked 
nor fought either—many of them aliens, 
some of whom were even then plotting 
the overthrow of this Government. Some 
of the very ones who are pushing these 
dangerous measures under the pretense 
of helping the veterans ran out on them 
then, as the record shows. 

While our brave boys are fighting and 
dying to protect American institutions 
from our enemies from without, we should 
protect them from destruction at the 
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hands of these subversive elements at 
home. 


CONGRESS DRAWS HIGH PRAISE FOR ITS 
WAR RECORD 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I have asked for this time in 
which to read an Associated Press dis- 
patch which was issued yesterday. I 
believe it correctly sets forth the facts 
and is worthy of preservation in the 
RecorD. It reads as follows: 


CONGRESS DRAWS HIGH PRAISE FOR ITS WAR 
J RECORD 

Congress got a big pat on the back to- 
day for its war record from the Library of 
Congress Legislative Reference Service. 

In a 38-page mimeographed bulletin sent 
to most Members and entitled “War Record 
of Congress,” the service said it was “doubt- 
ful if the legislative branch of any democratic 
government ever threw its weight back of 
the administrative or executive branch to the 
extent that this Congress has.” 

It then went into details of “a whole series 
of laws designed to secure the victory of the 
United Nations” and summarized appropria- 
tions which exceeded even the President's re- 
quests. 

“The record of the Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress in supplying the sinews of war is with- 
out parallel,” the service commented. “It is 
writing in the conduct of this war one of the 
brightest chapters in American history. 

“Not only the Seventy-seventh but all 
Congresses since the Seventy-second might 
well point with pride to their foresight and 
initiative in providing material for defense. 
These Congresses appropriated almost $10,- 
000,000,000 more than was requested by the 
President for the Military Establishment for 
the period 1933 to 1942, and almost, $1,000,- 
000,000 more than was requested by the 
President for the Naval Establishment for 
the same period.” 


[Here the gavel fell.] 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp and to in- 
clude therein a radio talk I made yester- 
day on the Navy’s challenge for service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein a speech that was made in Pitts- 
burgh on supporting the President. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
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DR. HU SHIH fà 


Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to addres the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein two 
editorials. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, Dr. Hu 
Shih, Chinese Ambassador to the United 
States, will soon return to his native 
. China. All America will regret his leav- 
ing. One of the world’s most noted phi- 
losophers and educators, this popular 
Envoy, who as a youth studied at Cornell 
and Columbia Universities, has well 
served the cause of human liberty. Dur- 
ing his 4 years in the ambassadorial post 
he has never permitted 1 day to pass 
without some new plea for China, and 
always he has insisted his people, able to 
do so much with so little, would never 
yield to the forces of aggression and 
oppression. Today he is grateful to 
America for its aid, and he is optimistic 
for the future of the United Nations. 

Dr. Hu is one of the most refreshing 
and democratic gentlemen I have been 
privileged to meet in the Nation’s Capital. 
He is well worth knowing. While I dis- 
like to see him leave, I know that his new 
mission must be for the good of America’s 
and China’s common cause. 

I present two editorial tributes to Dr. 
Hu: 

[From the New York Herald Tribune] 

THE DEPARTURE OF DR. HU SHIH 

The removal of Dr. Hu Shih from his post 
in Washington breaks a line of sympathetic 
communications between China and the 
United States which it is going to be difficult 
for any successor, however competent, to re- 
pair. This is not only because Dr. Hu had 
won the confidence of the State Department 
and the personal esteem of everyone in Wash- 
ington. whose good opinion could be of value 
to China, but also because the great variety 
of audiences throughout this country which 
he has addressed, from learned societies down 
to relatively humble social gatherings, have 
seen in his small, frail person convincing eyt- 
dence of China’s intellectual capacity, intel- 
lectual courage, and intellectual integrity. 
His scholastic record in this country as a 
young man was excellent, and the first work 
through which he won influence over the ris- 
ing generation in his own country was the 
interpretation of the literature and philoso- 
phy of the Occident to his university classes 
in Peiping. But at the same time, as his 
youthful followers were soon to learn, he was 
such a profound scholar of his native litera- 
ture that he could dare to lead a revolt 
against the stilted and highly conventional- 
ized mode of expression that made fhe lan- 
guage a pliant medium for pundits only, and 
to defend himself against the pundits. 

He came back to the Occident an inter- 
preter of everything in Chinese culture, poli- 
tics, and daily life that is worth preserving 
in a modern world, but as a free man in- 
tellectually who was ready to join anyone in 
a good laugh at China’s persistent anachro- 
nisms, He was never a politician. He never 
held a government post until he agreed to 
come here, first as a cultural emissary and 
then as a diplomat, because it was war work. 
He has served China to the limit of his 
strength under serious physical disabilities 
and the constant risk of collapse. Shortly 
after he took up his post in Washington a 
serious heart ailment developed and he 
spent many months in a New York hospital. 
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His fidelity to his mission was, until last 
December, a service to China primarily; but 
all that he did before and has done since that 
date must now be appraised as stanch deyo- 
tion to the common cause, and Dr. Hu Shih 
is entitled to hear from the American people 
that they appreciate it. 


[From the Washington Post] 
DISTINGUISHED SERVICE 

Washington, and indeed the whole coun- 
try, will be sorry to hear of the impending 
return to Chungking of Dr. Hu Shih, China’s 
Ambassador here for the past 4 years. His 
friends and admirers are legion, And well 
they might be, for his job has been difficult, 
his achievements considerable, his personal 
charm and humility exceptional. Dr. Hu 
came here with an established reputation as 
one of the great men of letters of this gen- 
eration, In the course of his official duties 
he accumulated more academic honors than 
have ever been bestowed on any other envoy. 
But such distinctions have long been an old 
story to the man who is known as the Chau- 
cer of China, From the start of his work here 
what he wanted more than anything else was 
to serve his embattled country to the best of 
his ability. 

To this end he traveled incessantly and 
lectured to hundreds of audiences from coast 
to coast. It was a physically exhausting and, 
on many occasions, we dare say, a thankless 
task. Yet Dr. Hu has contributed in very 
great measure to this Nation’s awakening 
appreciation of the many problems, cultural 
as well as military, which confront our great 
Ally. He has seen widespread American 
apathy turn to interest and then to trickling 
support of China’s war effort. In Chungking 
Dr. Hu will be invaluable as an interpreter of 
developments over here, and we can think of 
no better way to speed him on his way than 
to assure him of American determination to 
turn that trickling support into a roaring 
current. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HEIDINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent on behalf of my col- 
league the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HoweLL] that he may be permitted to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp and 
include therein an address by the Gov- 
ernor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection, 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may address the House today after the 
other special orders for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


A WILL TO WIN 


Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for a gen- 
erous minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
been home. It has been a refreshing ex- 
perience. I estimate the spirit of the 
people back home, and I think of the 
minor prophet Nehemiah, who left the 
service of King Xerxes to rebuild the wall 
around Jerusalem. That job was en- 
compassed in 52 days. When it was com- 
pleted he said, “So built we the wall, for 


the people had a mind to work.” K 
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The people in the country have got a 
mind to work and a mind to win this 
war. 

I participated in a little scrap rally 2 
short time ago at Delavan, Ill., where the 
people brought in 550 tons of scrap after 
a back-breaking effort. In Peoria Coun- 
ty they will probably bring in 2,000 tons 
of scrap. That is an answer to the edi- 
torial which appeared in one of the 
Washington papers yesterday as to 
whether or not the people had a mind to 
work and a mind to win. I express the 
hope that that spirit will have its coun- 
terpart in this Nation’s capital, for when 
it is achieved in the same proportion as 
it is evidenced in the rest of the country 
there is no question but that the “V” of 
victory will be splotched against the 
burning sky. 

Like those who labored earnestly to 
rebuild the wall about Jerusalem, the 
people back home in the language of 
Nehemiah have “a mind to work” and to 
win. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 


THE RIGHT OF SOLDIERS, SAILORS, AND 
MARINES TO VOTE 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
think I speak the thoughts and wishes 
and desires of at least 90 percent of the 
men in the service of this country, at 
least 90 percent of the membership of 
this House, and 90 percent of the popula- 
tion of the country when I say it is only 
just and fair and right that this Congress 
give to the soldiers, sailors, and marines 
in the service of their country the right 
to vote; and the attempt of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] to 
draw a red herring across the issue by 
saying that this great right is instigated 
by the Communist Party and the C. I. O. 
will have no effect on the final result. In 
my opinion neither the C. I. O. nor the 
Communist Party had anything whatso- 
ever to do with the desire of Congress to 
give the men in the service the right to 
vote. It would be a reflection on this 
Congress to deny to the soldiers, sailors, 
and marines the great privilege of voting. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CocHran} may ex- 
tend his remarks in the Appendix of the 
Recorp and include therein an article 
contributed by Admiral Moreell for the 
special edition of the Army and Navy 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr, Speaker, I also ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack] 
be permitted to insert in the RECORD a 
letter he received recently from Colonel 
Ijams, Assistant Administrator of the 
Veterans’ Administration, showing the 
pension rights of veterans of this war 
under existing law, as well as their rights 
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under existing law in relation to medical 
treatment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I also ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp by including 
therein an address by the Honorable 
JoHN W. McCormack, delivered over a 
radio station in Boston on August 26, 
1942. 


Tne SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 
There was no objection. 
CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 
Mr.. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent that the business in 
order on Calendar Wednesday of next 
week may be dispensed with. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


TRANSFER OF CERTAIN LANDS IN THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. D’ALESANDRO. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 7145) to 
authorize the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to make exchanges 
with the Defense Homes Corporation of 
certain lands in northwest Washington, 
and for other purposes, with a Senate 
amendment, and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 

Page 3, line 2, strike out “33/44” and in- 
sert “33/41.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Maryland? 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I understand this is 
simply for the purpose of making a cor- 
rection? 

Mr. D’ALESANDRO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, we would like to 
know what the correction is and what 
lands are going to be transferred? 

Mr. D’ALESANDRO, The bill author- 
izes the Commissioners to exchange ap- 
proximately 5 acres of land on Massa- 
chusetts Avenue to which the Commis- 
sioners now have title. 

Mr. RICH. It is not that land out 
around the Naval Hospital about which 
there was a controversy sometime ago? 

Mr. D’ALESANDRO. No. It is just 
changing the figure “4” to the figure “1.” 

Mr. RICH. Is this iand to be trans- 
ferred from the District to the State of 
Maryland? 

Mr. D'ALESANDRO. No, sir. 

Mr. RICH. Well, what does it do? 

Mr. D’ALESANDRO. The bill author- 
izes the Commissioners to exchange ap- 
proximately 5 acres of land that the 
Commissioners now have title to abutting 
Massachusetts Avenue, lying west of Ari- 
zona Avenue, for the same acreage of 
land now owned by the Defense Housing 
Corporation, 

. Mr. RICH. Is it District land? 
\ Mr. D’ALESANDRO. Yes, sir. 


Without 
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Mr. RICH. They are going to give title 
to the Defense Housing Corporation? 

Mr. D’ALESANDRO. That is right. 

Mr. RICH. Are they going to purchase 
it from the District? 

Mr. D’ALESANDRO. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


THE SOLDIERS’ VOTE BILL 


Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I submit a conference report and state- 
ment on the bill H. R. 7416, to provide for 
a method of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the place of their residence 
and serving within the continental United 
States, for printing under the rules. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
we may have until midnight tonight to 
file a minority report in case we wish to 
do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair states to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi that under the practice of the 
House members of a committee of con- 
ference may not submit minority views. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I realize 
that, and I doubt if the conference report 
would be in order. It would have the 
same effect, I presume, just to oppose 
the conference report on the floor, so I 
withdraw my request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair states to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi that failure of the gentleman to 
sign the conference report is prima facie 
evidence of his opposition to the report. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I just 
wanted to serve notice now that I shall 
oppose the conference report and shall 
ask for a division of time when it comes 
to the floor of the House. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICH. The Chair has just stated 
that minority views may not be filed on 
conference.reports. Would it not be the 
part of good, sound business to permit a 
minority report to accompany the ma- 
jority report in the matter of economy? 
It seems to me that if the law is that 
minority views are not permitted to be 
attached to majority reports, they should 
be changed, because it is more economi- 
cal to have them printed in one docu- 
ment at one time than in separate docu- 
ments, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair wishes to state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that under the prac- 
tice of the House minority views may not 
be submitted with conference reports. 

Mr. RICH. That is the point I am try- 
ing to make. I realize the Chair made 
that statement previously, but I feel that 
in the matter of economy and cost of 
printing we should change the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is glad to have the observation of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


The 
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THE LATE HON. JAMES McANDREWS 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
genuine regret that I announce the pass- 
ing of our former colleague, my old friend 
James McAndrews, who during his career 
in the House represented three different 
districts in the city of Chicago. He served 
for 18 years. At this very minute in the 
city of Chicago, in the Ninth District of 
that city, the funeral services of James 
McAndrews are taking place. This comes 
as a shock, I know, to the older Members 
who served with this splendid gentleman. 

Although Mr. McAndrews was a Mem- 
ber of Congress for 18 years, he did not 
take up any of the time of the House. 
He was not given to speech making, but 
we could always find him sitting in the 
last seat in the east corner of the Cham- 
ber. When I inquired of him why he 
always sat there he said: 

It is because I have a chance to see and 
talk to many Members who pass by on the 
way to the telephone or the cloak room; 


otherwise I would not have the chance to 
chat with them. 


Jim McAndrews was a real man, one of 
the most genial souls I have had the 
pleasure of serving with. I have known 
him for 50 long years. During the last 
8 years of his service he was a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations. He 
has rendered splendid service to the 
country. Words fail me to properly ex- 
press my feelings in the loss of our former 
colleague and my old friend. 

As I stated, Mr. McAndrews represented 
three different districts in the city of 
Chicago. In 1900 he first came to this 
body representing a portion of the Fifth 
District. In this capacity he served for 
4 years. Ten years afterward he repre- 
sented the Sixth District. Tight years 
afterward, moving up to the north side of 
the city, he was elected to Congress from 
the Ninth District. It is nothing unusual 
for a man to be reelected, but in this case 
a man was out of Congress twice and 
reelected to Congress from three different 
districts. This merely proves how beloved 
he was in the city of Chicago. 

I deplore his passing and I express to 
his bereaved family our sympathy, and in 
saying this I feel I am also expressing the 
wishes of each and every Member who 
had the privilege of knowing him, 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I also ask 
unanimous consent that each Member 
who so desires may have the right to 
extend his remarks on the life and char- 
acter of Mr. McAndrews. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I had 
not been apprised of the death of the 
Honorable James McAndrews, and it 
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comes as somewhat of a shock to me to 
hear from the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SasatH], that at this very moment 
the funeral service is proceeding in 
Chicago. 

James McAndrews was one of the first 
Democratic Members whose acquaintance 
I made when I came here nearly 24 years 
ago. He was out of Congress for a few 
years, his place being taken by the Honor- 
able Fred Britten, but finally Jim Mc- 
Andrews returned to renew his service in 
the House. I always think of him as the 
presiding elder sitting over yonder in the 
amen corner, as it is sometimes called. 
We shall miss his friendly greeting and 
his engaging smile. He was what I term 
a substantial Member of the House, a 
gentleman of the old school, kindly, cour- 
teous, and generous. Those of us who 
had the privilege of serving with him over 
a long period of years will join with all 
his old friends and extend to his imme- 
diate family our sincere sympathy in this 
hour of their bereavement. 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. PITTENGER]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
sure that the two distinguished gentle- 
men who have preceded me voice the sen- 
timents of other Members of the House 
of Representatives in the tribute that 
they have paid to our late colleague, 
James McAndrews, who passed away 3 
days ago. 

I became acquainted with him when I 
first entered Congress. Our offices were 
in the same corridor. The more I came 
in contact with him the more I learned 
to love and respect him. He was a great 
American citizen, he was a fine, outstand- 
ing Member of this House, and I feel a 
personal loss in his passing, because as I 
learned to know him better and to visit 
with him, I became impressed with the 
many fine qualities, the high character, 
and sterling statesmanship of our late 
colleague, ` 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, life does 
not afford so many unforgettable char- 
acters, but I would put Jim McAndrews 
in that class. There is something rather 
revealing for a young man to sit down 
with a man of his age who has been 
identified with such a large segment of 
history and to sort of learn in something 
better than a second-hand way what it 
was all about. 

Jim McAndrews could discourse very 
extensively on his experiences with Mar- 
tin Madden as chairman of the Appro- 
priations Committee; with Jim Mann, 
who was one of the great parliamen- 
tarians of this body; and other notable 
men in public life. Then, of course, 
there was Uncle Joe Cannon, of Illinois, 
who served so many years with distinc- 
tion as the Speaker of this House of Rep- 
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resentatives. They were conferees and 
compatriots of Jim McAndrews. He had 
lived intimately with them over a long 
period of time and helped to give direc- 
tion to this Republic in a very significant 
period of its history. 

It was interesting to sit down with a 
gentleman like Jim McAndrews and have 
him tell out of his experiences some of 
the history of Illinois—the experiences 
of the Haymarket riot in 1887; the 
Pullman strike in 1896; the exciting days 
when John Altgeld was the Governor of 
Illinois; the rise of William Jennings 
Bryan, who was a native of Illinois; the 
free-silver campaign of 1896; and the 
many eventful occurrences which took 
place within the life and memory of Jim 
McAndrews. All those things flowed out 
of his great and capacious memory, and 
he made it live as if it was yesterday. So 
it was really delightful to sit down with 
this lovable character, who, in my judg- 
ment, was one of the greatest raconteurs 
who was ever produced by the House of 
Representatives, and somehow live again 
those experiences with him. 

His departure is a distinct loss, not only 
to the country but to the great State of 
Illinois and to that community that he 
so long and so well served. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. BLAND]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, it came to 
me as a distinct shock this morning when 
the chairman of the Rules Committee 
told me that Jim McAndrews was dead. 
Twenty-four years of experience in this 
House taught me the value of the services 
of that man. His smile was an inspira- 
tion, his presence was always an encour- 
agement. The day was brighter after his 
loving greeting. I felt happier when I 
passed Jim McAndrews and received his 
cordial greeting. 

Jim McAndrews was faithful to his 
duties, loyal to his friends, diligent in his 
work, patriotic, and true. Everyone here 
loved him, and in his quiet way he accom- 
plished much. He was wise in counsel 
and always ready to help. He was true 
to his party, but always his country came 
first. I shall be glad always that I met 
him and that I was privileged to be num- 
bered among his many friends. I shall 
miss him very much. 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF HEARINGS ON 
H. R. 7378 TO PROVIDE REVENUE AND 
FOR OTHER PURPOSES 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
desk Senate Concurrent Resolution 31, 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 31, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That, in accord- 
ance with paragraph 3 of section 2 of the 
Printing Act, approved March 1, 1907, the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate be, and 
is hereby, authorized and empowered to have 
printed for its use 3,000 additional copies of 
the hearings held before said committee dur- 
ing the current session on the bill (H. R. 
7378) entitled “An act to provide revenue, and 
for other purposes.” 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania {Mr. RIcH]? 

There was no objection, 

The Senate concurrent resolution was 
agreed to, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
Record an address of the Honorable 
Segio Osmena, vice president of the Phil- 
ippines, before the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, at Cincinnati, 
Ohio, on August 31, 1942. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois {[Mr. KoctaLkowsk1] ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous special order of the House, the 
gentleman from California [Mr. VOOR- 
HIS] is recognized for 20 minutes. 


REPLY TO AXIS RADIO 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to call the attention of 
the House to a specimen of false enemy 
propaganda which should interest every 
Member, every newspaper which reprints 
these lying Axis broadcasts, and thou- 
sands of Americans and guileless citizens 
of other countries who listen to them and 
sometimes credit them with telling the 
truth. 

This is not an isolated case. It is 
typical of the propaganda which the 
enemy pours out every day in an attempt 
to poison. the minds of their own people, 
the minds of other millions in friendly 
nations, and even our own Americans 
against our war efforts and the efforts of 
our Allies. 

About the middle of August the Fascist 
radio in Rome broadcast a story to the 
world. Probably all other Axis radio sta- 
tions repeated it with more sensational 
embellishments, for they all work to- 
gether in their propaganda war upon 
us—Rome, Berlin, Tokyo, and all the 
broadcasting stations in the devastated 
occupied countries—but the one from 
Rome is the only one which has been 
called to my attention. Apparently, also, 
it was ordered to be widely printed in 
their regimented newspapers, as a clip- 
ping from one has been furnished me by 
the State Department. 

Rome told the world that 9,000,000 
children were dying of starvation in the 
United States. It was pointed out that 
there could be no hope of the United 
States winning a war, or even surviv- 
ing, if 9,000,000 children were starving. 
The obvious purpose of the story was to 
attempt to spread the blight of defeatism 
among us and to influence opinion in 
neutral nations to those friendly to us. 

The Rome radio stated that it got the 
story from Buenos Aires and that Buenos 
Aires attributed the source of its infor- 
mation to a speech by Congressman 
JERRY VoorHis of California, delivered 
on the floor of the House. So Itake this 
opportunity to tell the Rome radio and 
every other Axis radio station or news- 
paper that once again they have been 
guilty of spreading a malicious lie around 
the world. 
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It is, of course, unnecessary to say that 
the story is a manufactured Axis lie. 
Never in all the history of our country 
have there been 9,000,000 or 1,000,000 or 
even 160,000 children dying of starva- 
tion. There have been tough times, but 
America has never let a thing like that 
happen. The Machiavellis of Axis propa- 
ganda—little Dr. Goebbels, in Berlin, 
squeaking Virginio Gayda in Rome, 
pudgy Tomokazu Hori in Tokyo—know, 
of course, that the story is a lie but they 
are as shrewd as they are unscrupulous. 

Possibly by now, through repetition and 
rumor, it has grown into an even bigger 
falsehood and it is being said that 9,000,- 
000 children have died in the United 
States and that the rest of the population 
is slowly starving to death. For was it 
not Hitler himself who cynically said: 
“Don’t bother with little lies, but tell big 
ones and the people will believe them.” 

My fears that anybody will believe such 
a lie may seem ridiculous. No one, of 
course, in the United States will take it 
seriously. But there are millions in other 
countries who do not know the United 
States as well as we do, who may take it 
seriously and the unscrupulous Axis prop- 
agandists use it to sow another seed of 
distrust and suspicion and fear that our 
country is not strong enough to fight a 
war, That is why I take this opportunity 
to speak to our people and to the rest 
of the world on the vicious and danger- 
ous propaganda which comes from enemy 
sources under the guise of being news. 

But there is a deeper lesson to be 
learned from all this. I have, of course, 
spoken in the House urging that we take 
steps to see that not one child in this 
Nation may lack a diet which measures 
up to a completely adequate standard. 
In so doing I have set perhaps a hign 
goal. But for America it is not an unat- 
tainasle goal and I have gloried some- 
what in tue hope that we might achieve 
it. 

There are two things which Axis prop- 
agandists simply cannot understand. 
One of these is the fact that there is open 
and frank discussion by the American 
people and their Government officials of 
the problems they confront. In a dic- 
tatorship such discussion is not and can- 
not be allowed. The second thing the 
Axis nations cannot understand is the 
Grive forward to better and better con- 
ditions for the people which is the heart 
and soul of cur American democracy. 
The people in the Axis countries are 
compelled to believe that whatever the 
dictator does is perfect and that no 
change within their country could pos- 
sibly make things better. 

The American people and their chil- 
dren have on the whole enjoyed very 
high standards of living, higher in most 
cases than any other groups of people 
in the worid. But this does not blind us 
to the fact that we can improve even 
these standards. My efforts and appeal 
have been, and will continue to be, that 
we strive for that improvement and that 
we set our goal at nothing short of com- 
plete elimination of undernourishment 
and all potential threats of undernour- 
ishment among the children of this 
country. We have the resources, the 
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ability, and the knowledge that -would 
permit us to attain that goal. 

Such a goal will, it is true, be hard for 
the Axis propagandists to understand. 
They think in other terms than these. 
Never have I said there were 9,000,000 
starving children in America. I have 
said there were 9,000,000 children whose 
nutritional status could be improved by a 
judicious use of the abundant foods pro- 
duced by the bounty of nature in Amer- 
ica and the labor and skill of American 
farmers. And I have pointed out that to 
do this would make our country even 
stronger than it is now. Never was the 
health of our children more important 
than it is now. 

We are free people, thank God—free 
to believe in our country, her strength, 
and her destiny, free also to look for- 
ward to a future even brighter than the 
past, and to strive by our own efforts to 
build that future. This is something the 
People of the Axis nations dare not even 
try to do. 

For the balance of the time that may 
remain to me, I should like to do some- 
thing that I feel called upon to do, to 
comment upon what the gentleman from 
Illinois has commented on today, namely, 
the report of the Attorney General con- 
cerning his investigation of Federal Gov- 
ernment personnel. 

In the first place, may I say that I am 
not in agreement with the statement that 
it was useless to make the investiga- 
tion. I believe that whenever any doubt 
exists, especially when any charges are 
made, the thing to do is to get to the 
bottom of them as quickly and expedi- 
tiously as possible. 

I think also it should be made clear 
that the Department of Justice requested 
the Dies committee to submit the list 
which was submitted to it. 

In the third place, may I say that as 
far as I am concerned, I do not question 
the effectiveness of the F. B. I. inves- 
tigation. I believe the F. B. I. is an ex- 
tremely careful organization. I do not 
believe they would overlook things that 
were true and substantial. 

Iam frank to say that I think it is im- 
portant that there should not be people 
employed by our Government who are 
subject to either Communist, Nazi, or 
Fascist domination. I believe it is equally 
important that we should be very care- 
ful that we do not confuse a person who 
is loyal to another nation or another sys- 
tem of government, on the one hand, 
with the person, on the other hand, who 
simply disagrees with the majority opin- 
ion or who may be the kind of person 
who is likely to join organizations on the 
basis of the names appearing at the head 
of the organization’s letterhead without 
locking too deeply into their character. 

In order to make my own position 
abundantly plain about this I should like 
to go back to the Recorp of February 25 
and refer to a speech I made on that 
occasion about this same matter. This 
is what I said: 


Sometime ago the committee submitted at 
the request of the Department of Justice a 
list of people in Government employ. Since 
there had been considerable talk about Com- 
munists in Government employ and since 
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the obvious thing to do was to try to get to 
the very bottom of such charges as quickly as 
possible, I approved the Attorney General’s 
request for the list and the committee’s 
action in sending it to him. 

The clear understanding at the time was 
that the purpose of submitting the list was 
in order that the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion might investigate to determine whether 
there was any reason at all why any persons 
on the list should not be employed by the ` 
Government. The list was not a list of Com- 
munists, nor did the committee ever so state. 
It was not even a list of radicals. It did not 
even profess to be a list of Fascists or of per- 
sons sympathetic with fascism or nazi-ism. 


No such thought was ever expressed, 
as far as I know. 

It was a list of people who, in one way or 
another, had had their names carried on the 
list of an organization which the ccmmittee 
had determined was under or had in the 
course of time come under Communist con- 
trol. On the list were some psople who had 
engaged in a number of activities all of which 
were in the category of Communist front ac- 
tivities. But the great bulk of the names on 
the list were there because their names ap- 
peared on the records of no more than one of 
the following organizations: The Washington 
Committee to A‘d China, the Washington 
Book Shop, the Washington Committee for 
Democratic Action, or the American League 
for Peace and Democracy. 


I went over some portions of this list 
with some care after it had been sent to 
the Department of Justice, and I can tell 
you the exact figures. For the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, on that list there 
were 207 names, of which 155 names were 
there because they appeared only on one 
list of one of those four crganizations. 
I do not believe that that proves a single 
thing. I do agree with the gentleman 
from Illinois that if a person’s name con- 
tinuously appears time after time in con- 
nection with varicus types of activities 
which we know to be in accord with the 
line of the Communists or the Fascists, 
that is a different matter. But when an 
organization like the Washington Com- 
mittee for Democratic Action simply 
makes up a huge mailing list, which I am 
convinced is what they did, and puts 
somebody’s name on it, I do not believe 
it means a thing. Therefore, the burden 
of my lay is, in the first place, that I do 
not think the committee should have 
given, if it did, and I do not believe it 
did—the impression that this was a list 
of people whom the committee regarded 
as per se dangerous people; and second, 
I believe and I have every reason to be- 
lieve that the investigation was carried 
on effectively, carefully, and conscien- 
tiously. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON, First, I should like to 
say that I heartily concur with the 
speaker, in that I have full confidence in 
the F. B. I. and Mr. Hoover in carrying 
on the investigation that was requested 
of that Department. 

Second, I concur heartily with the 
speaker in his outline of what our com- 
mittee furnished the Attorney General. 
It was a list of people in Government 
employ whose names were found on the 
books of these various organizations. I 
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concur in the gentleman’s statement that 
that does not per se show that they are 
subversive agents. In spite of that fact, 
however, I still insist that the report 
Inade by the Attorney General to this 
Congress begs the question of whether 
these were members of organizations and 
focuses the attention upon the very few 
whose resignations were called for as the 
result of the investigation; it ignores en- 
tirely the persons who have resigned of 
their own accord and ignores entirely the 
fact that they had been members of these 
organizations. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I think 
those who resigned of their own accord 
certainly should have been included in 
the report, but the essential thing to me 
is this—and I have said it over and over 
in the House—it is to determine where a 
man's loyalty lies, not what his particu- 
lar views are on particular questions. 

Mr. MASON. That is right. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. If it is 
found that a man is unquestionably 
loyal to this country in its great hour of 
crisis, then I say that what mistakes he 
may have made in the past or whether 
his views may be radical or reactionary is 
not the main thing for us to consider. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield to 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I just have a few 
questions, not in criticism, but I want to 
get at the facts. The gentleman, being 
a member of that committee, I think 
ought to give them to the House. In the 
first place, the names that you submitted 
to the Attorney General were not investi- 
gated, you just subpenaed the organiza- 
tions and found lists of names in those 
organizations. 

Mr, VOORHIS of California. Let me 
be as explicit as I can in answering that. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I do not want to 
take up the gentleman’s time, but I want 
to give him my thought. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Let me 
answer the gentleman. In the case of 
the organizations in question, No. 1: The 
committee investigated the organizations 
and founc that in the case of those or- 
ganizations—-I think at first it was not 
true, but in course of time, the Commu- 
nists had secured control over them. No. 
2: However, this control was usually 
exerted in a clandestine manner, because 
that is the only way it would do the 
Communists any good. That does not 
prove that the people who were asso- 
ciated with those organizations were not 
good Americans. As far as the compiling 
of the list was concerned in the case of 
the Washington Committee for Demo- 
cratic Action, I personally believe that 
that list was very questionable indeed. 
My own personal opinion is it was noth- 
ing more nor less than a mailing list. In 
the case of the other lists they were ob- 
tained by subpena, that is true. It is 
also true that there might have been peo- 
ple carried on those lists who did not 
even know it. or whose participation had 
consisted of nothing more than the pay- 
ment of a couple of dollars at a meeting 
where a speaker got up and spoke about 
China or something like that. 
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Mr. DICKSTEIN. Then the gentle- 
man will concede that the lists obtained 
from the particular organizations—the 
individual persons were not examined by 
the committee? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. They 
were not. But to my mind the commit- 
tee is not to be charged with such a dire 
thing in that connection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN, I am not making 
any charges. I am asking you for the 
facts. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. That is 
all right. I just want to say this, that 
my main point is I think it was all right 
to submit such a list, because I think 
with all the talk going around that there 
is, the important thing to do is to get 
at the bottom of it and decide what the 
truth is, I think the main thing was to 
make it clear what these lists were and 
what they purported to be, and what they 
peep not. Iam trying to do that. That 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman will 
also agree that you have to protect the 
character and reputations of persons 
when you subpena them to find out the 
facts before you charge them with any 
subversive activities. 

Mr, VOORHIS of California. I cer- 
tainly do. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Because that is the 
greatest principle of a democracy. 

q Mr. VOORHIS of California. That is 
rue, 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. In this case a lot of 
it has not been done. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. That is 
true. I also believe that the heads of 
departments should be exceedingly care- 
ful in examining the people whom they 
employ, from all these standpoints. 

{Here the gavel fell.) 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Appendix of the 
Record on another subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. EBER- 
HARTER). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Monday next, 
after the legislative business and all other 
Special orders, I may be permitted to ad- 
dress the House for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
special order of the House, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Ric] is recog- 
nized for 15 minutes. 

THE PROGRESS OF THE WAR 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I realize that 
we have a lot of time now and that if we 
have any thoughts in mind that we would 
like to express before the House, we might 
have the privilege of doing so. 

I am like some of the other Members 
who have just returned after a vacation 
back to their districts. I find that a 
great many people are very much con- 
cerned as to what is taking place in 
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Washington; how the progress of the 
war is being administered; and whether 
everything is being done that is for the 
best interests of the American people and 
the American form of government, the 
winning of the war, and the privileges we 
have always possessed and the freedoms 
that we have enjoyed. Those things are 
being discussed daily. The American 
people realize a little that we are at war, 
because they have read it in the news- 
papers, they see it on the screens, and 
they hear the radio commentators asking 
them to make purchases of bonds. They 
not only know that America is at war, 
but they know that the whole world is at 
war, and then they begin to analyze the 
things that are being done, and they 
realize that business is being regulated 
to the nth degree; that we have set up 
organization after organization for the 
regulation of business, so that the people 
who are operating their business know 
that they must conform to the wishes 
and demands of the Government agen- 
cies in the operation of that business. 
They have a great deal of red tape to 
contend with. They cannot operate their 
business as they once did. They are not 
so much interested in that as they are in 
trying to do a good job in manufacturing 
the things that the people of this coun- 
try are going to need, and providing the 
materiais and supplies that are essential 
and necessary to maintain our Army at 
the front. The people realize that the 
Government is starting to ration certain 
commodities, such as tires, gasoline in 
the East, sugar all over the country. - 
They realize it will not be long until 
meats, canned goods, tea, coffee, and 
other commedities will be rationed. 
They are willing to submit to those things 
because the majority of them are good, 
sound, patriotic citizens. They want to 
know that if they sacrifice for a par- 
ticular purpose, the sacrifice they make 
is going to be a sacrifice that it will do 
the most good in order that we may win 
this war in which we are now engaged. 
But there are some things going on in the 
country that the people just cannot un- 
derstand. They wonder why we have got 
a lot of people around the country get- 
ting Government hand-cuts when they 
ought to be at work. There are a lot of 
them getting money from the dole yet. 
There are a lot of people in this country 
that we can find jobs for and we ought 
to make them work. I have no time 
myself for anybody who does not want to 
work. Everybody should have a job. 

In my opinion, if there is anybody in 
the country today who will not work, he 
ought not to eat, especially if he is an 
able-bodied man. We have several mil- 
lion men now in the Army, and it is the 
duty of the people back home to provide 
these men with ships, guns, ammunition, 
and everything under the sun necessary 
for their welfare and to enable them to 
expedite this war to a successful con- 
clusion and at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. The quicker the better; the 
quicker the less sacrifices. If the people 
back home are not willing to do it, cer- 
tainly something ought to be done here 
in Congress to require it. I realize that 
a majority of the power that formerly 
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belonged to Congress has been delegated 
to the Chief Executive. Surely either 
the Chief Executive or the Congress 
realizes the responsibility and what 
ought to be done, and he and we should 
be big enough individuals to forget poli- 
tics, get out and do that which is for the 
best interest of all, and expedite the 
furnishing of these materials to the 
armed forces. It should be bullets and 
not ballots. Those men at the front get 
only $50 a month, yet they are putting 
their lives in jeopardy every hour and 
minute of the day to try to protect this 
country and win the war, trying to de- 
feat other countries whose principles are 
so abhorrent to ours. 

What should we do? What is in the 
minds of the people of the country? I 
shall read you a few articles I took out 
of two of yesterday’s local papers: 

Here is one: 


STEEL-PLANT STRIKE 

FARRELL, PA., September 1.—The Farrell 
plant of Carnegie-Illinois Steel Corporation 
was closed today, halting production on im- 
portant war orders and laying off 1,900 work- 
ers, when 75 crane operators struck over wage 
grievances, 


Here is another one: 


TRUCK DRIVERS THREATEN TO WALK OUT IN NEW 
YORK 

New Yorx, September 1—Union-manage- 
ment negotiators looked today to the War 
Labor Board to help avert a threatened strike 
of 15,000 truckmen which, though scheduled 
for last midnight, was put off temporarily 
pending further conferences. 


Here is another: 


PARLEYS CALLED IN EFFORT TO END GOODYEAR 
STRIKE 
AKRON, Onto, September 1.—Conciliation 
conferences were scheduled today in an effort 
to end a work stoppage halting production of 
truck tires and tubes at Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Co.'s plant No. 1. 


Here is still another one: 


WAR AGENCY HEADS APPEAL TO MINERS TO STAY 
ON THEIR JOBS—PRODUCTION SLOWING DOWN 
FOR LACK OF ORE, M’NUTT SAYS IN MESSAGE 


With the assertion that the country’s war 
effort is being slowed down for lack of ores, 
four heads of war agencies appealed today to 
miners of copper and other critical metals to 
stay on their jobs and produce more raw ma- 
terials for the fight against the Axis Powers. 


Here is another: 


TRUCK DRIVERS JOIN STRIKE OF TIMBERMEN 

CONNELLSVILLE, PA., September 1.—Fayette 
County's vast coke industry was threatened 
with another strike today as 500 Congress of 
Industrial Organizations truck drivers joined 
5,000 timbermen in a walk-out. The timber- 
men have been on strike since last Friday, 
demanding an increase of 10 cents an hour 
above their 60-cents-an-hour pay. 


Here is still another: 


‘WALK-OUTS THREATEN TO SLOW STEEL OUTPUT IN 
PITTSBURGH AREA—SEVERAL HUNDRED TRUCK 
DRIVERS STRIKE IN VITAL COKE DISTRICT 
PITTSBURGH, September 1,—A rash of strikes 

involving truck drivers, timbermen, crane- 

men, and various shopworkers threatened 


today to interfere with the production of 
steel here. 


So it goes, and remember those are 
items I picked out casually from only two 


of yesterday’s papers. It seems to me 
we must ask this question: Are the men 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


in this country who are getting in most 
cases larger wages than they ever got 
before, and certainly larger than the sol- 
diers at the front are getting, are they 
going to see how little they can do for 
their wages or are they vitally inter- 
ested in knowing how much material they 
can produce in order that the men at 
the front can succeed in the task that 
Congress has given them? ‘To win the 
war, the men at the front are there by 
orders of Congress, by bills you passed 
here saying they must go to fight. Did 
you ever hear of anybody in the United 
States Army striking? Suppose that in 
Australia, where General MacArthur has 
his men, the Army boys lay down on the 
job or struck. What would you think of 
them? Suppose the men who have been 
sent to Africa, Europe, Iceland, or any 
of the other many places they are now 
stationed struck or laid down. What 
would you think of them? Words could 
not begin to express your utter disgust. 
You would utter the word “traitor.” This 
being so, let us look at the situation right 
here at home where it requires five times 
as many men to furnish the material, 
ships, airplanes, TNT, guns, and things 
of that kind, food, things to make them 
happy while they are out fighting their 
battles. 

These are the things that are on the 
minds of the American people today. 
What is this Congress doing? What is the 
President of the United States doing? We 
passed a bill in the House that would put 
a quietus on a lot of these strikes; it went 
to the Senate but it is still over there with 
nothing being done. The labor unions 
said they would not strike. Are they 
keeping their word? I tell you this is a 
serious, serious question and it is one the 
Members of Congress ought to realize 
more fully as the days go by, because the 
people back home are beginning to won- 
der why we do not take action. We can- 
not win by strikes. We cannot make 
bullets nor ships when we do not work. 

Up near Williamsport, Pa., the Govern- 
ment is building an ordnance plant to 
manufacture TNT, They wanted to fin- 
ish the plant by the 1st of December. 
Carpenters on that job are getting $1 an 
hour for regular time and $1.50 for over- 
time, working 10 hours a day, 6 or 7 days 
a week as they wish, with no limit put on 
the number of hours they can work at 
either the $1 or the $1.50 rate. Some- 
body authorized a strike. Who was it? 
It has been a long time and it is hard to 
find out who authorizes these strikes. 
Why should they strike? The majority 
of those men wanted to work and were 
willing to work but somebody pulled a 
strike, Then they come down to Wash- 
ington and dilly-dally 4 or 5 days trying 
to get some kind of settlement so they 
can go ahead and build the plant to fur- 
nish the ammunition the Army, Navy, 
and Marines need to use against the 
enemy. If this is the way the program 
is to be carried out I wonder where we 
are headed. We already have the power 
to take over any plant that will not 
manufacture materials that are essential 
for the winning of the war. Nothing is 
done to stop strikes. Men should produce 
and arbitrate their differences while 
working, 
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The President has the power to stop 
these strikes. It seems to me that either 
he ought to do it or we should take the 
power away from him and do it our- 
selves. I realize the situation. The sit- 
uation here is the same as the situation 
that exists back home, The people want 
to know why they cannot get this in- 
formation, and I cannot help but feel 
that anyone who is in the galleries today 
and expresses himself or herself by a 
little handclapping is indicating to the 
Members of Congress that we ought to do 
something, because back home even the 
people who belong to labor unions want 
to know why they are called out on strike. 
I know this, because I have talked to 
some of the strikers; they would work if 
permitted to do so. They do not know 
why they have to quit work, but they have 
to quit, because the National Labor Rela- 
tions Board protects these fellows who 
call the strikes. 

It is not right, it is not the American 
way of doing things, and the quicker we 
realize it and change it the better off we 
will be. I look for trouble with these 
radical labor leaders who are demanding 
that these men pay from $50 to as high 
as $1,100 in order to get a job on a Goy- 
ernment defense project. I think itis a 
terrible situation when American citizens 
cannot get a job until they go to some 
labor organization and plank down on 
the counter $50 to $1,100 before getting 
a job in a Government defense industry. 
It is totally un-American. Where is the 
American liberty and way of life gone? 
Why permit it? 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois, 

Mr. MASON. Of course, the gentle- 
man is willing to acknowledge that this 
House when it passed the antistrike bill 
did its part to prevent strikes. We must 
keep in mind that so far as that little 
part of our whole trouble is concerned 
the House has done its duty. 

Mr. RICH. Yes; the House passed 
that bill, and I congratulate the House 
on passing it. 

Mr. MASON. The House passed that 
bill by a 2 to 1 vote. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, it must pass 
the Senate or the people should com- 
plain to their Senators; we are not go- 
ing to win this war if things do not 
change and we will be worse off if we 
do not win it. That would be the most 
tragic thing that could happen to the 
American people. The Chief Executive 
of the Nation, who has been given all this 
power, should wake up. I am trying to 
get the other end of the Avenue to wake 
up. That is what I am trying to do now. 
I am trying to bring it home to him, 
the seriousness of strikes to the furnish- 
ing of necessary supplies to our armed 
forces all over the world. 

Mr, President, you cannot fight with 
your arms folded, you must make a fist, 
and use it. If necessary Mr, President, 
you have got to get tough to lick tough 
enemies. Gentle words and a pat on the 
back are O. K. in many places, but these 
are times when we must be stern and firm, 
In war it is essential, to lick a tough 
enemy, to be tougher than he is, or he will 
get the best of you in a fight, 
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BALLOTS OR EULLETS Sah 

Certainly it seems to me that high 
Government officials who are thinking 
today more of votes of men in order that 
they might keep their own political 
party in power when they know it is so 
essential to furnish bullets for the men 
at the front who are on the firing line, 
if we want to win the war, that it burns 
me up when I think about playing poli- 
tics for votes rather than give our all to 
win the war. The American people do 
not want any dilly-dallying or slowing 
up production. They want the man with 
the big stick, and it is going to take 
the man with the big stick and the man 
that is tough if we are going to win this 
war. We might just as well call a spade 
a spade and get down to work. Anyone 
in public life who is interested in the 
progress of this war, who spends his 
time playing politics when he ought to 
be doing everything possible to get the 
people back home to work that we can 
produce the foodstuffs to feed the army 
and the bullets and guns to fight, is not 
fit for public office and I do not care 
whether he is in the White House, the 
Senate, or the House of Representatives. 

Another thing that causes the people 
back home to think today is the fact 
that everyone who can, on the radio and 
by letter, is trying to get the public to 
give up 10 percent of their salaries to 
buy bonds. Now, the majority of the 
people are patriotic enough to do this 
when the Government gets a little sense 
and cuts cut all unnecessary expendi- 
tures and squandering. They are will- 
ing to furnish the money to pay a rea- 
sonable wage to the men who make the 
guns and ammunition. But they are not 
going to pay any corporation big profits 
or pay exorbitant and unreasonable 
wages to labor, especially when the men 
at the front are working for $50 a month. 

Now let me just review the Treasury 
statement of August 29. The year be- 
gan July 1, and that would be just 
60 days. In 69 days this country has 
gone in the red, that means they have 
spent this much more money than we 
have taken in to the Treasury, by $8,775,- 
558 992.53. That means you have gone 
in the red every day of this year $146,- 
259,316 a day. That means every minute 
you have gone in the red-$101,572. Now 
the only place you can get this money 
is by taxation and by selling bonds. So 
that if we want to keep our books bal- 
anced, the Treasury has got to sell at 
least $101,572 a minute or something is 
going to happen. Can you blame the 
people back home when they wonder 
what is going on in Washington, when 
we are spending unnecessarily. 

Many of the small business enterprises 
of this country have been closed up or 
put out of business because of Govern- 
ment requirements for war. Many of 
the printing establishments in this coun- 
try are closed dowr. for want of business. 
Yet I just learned today that the Auny 
wanted to build a new printing plant at 
St. Louis at the cost of $1,745,000. Cer- 
tainly the Army or the Navy, or any 
Government agency, should not build any 
new Government plants today when they 
can buy the material from plants already 
established. I could cite you further in- 
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stances of things that are being built 
today, or proposed to be built, and which 
it is utterly ridiculous that the Govern- 
ment would permit to be built during 
war time. Every department of Govern- 
ment should be combed for unnecessary 
expenditures. Why the Department of 
Agriculture this year is paying the 
farmers millions and millions of dollars 
for raising sugar, and last year they 
paid the farmers millions and millions 
of dollars for not raising sugar. To- 
day there is going on in the Interior 
Department the construction of roads 
and trails that should be postponed until 
after the war. In many other branches 
of the Government savings could be ef- 
fected in the departments if the bureau 
heads would only see it that way and 
if the President would notify the Budget 
and if the Budget would refuse to grant 
requests for unnecessary expenditures. 
This war is not going to be won like the 
war that was fought in 1918—with the 
Army and with 45,000-ton battleships. 
Today under modern warfare the Air 
Force has proven to be the greatest arm 
of aggression and of national defense, 
and we must build up our Air Force to 
the highest plane. Submarines have 
sunk many of our cargo ships and are 
sinking them faster than we can build 
them. As was suggested by Mr. Kaiser, 
the cargo airplane is a solution, and I 
believe that we ought to build more cargo 
planes so that if the enemy maintain 
their submarines in our waters, we can 
still transport by cargo plane the essen- 
tials to the Army, where they may be. 
Let us get rough and tough in this war if 
we are to win it and lay aside any prej- 
udices by the Army or by the Navy that 
one branch of the service should be ad- 
vanced over the other. From the report 
given out yesterday by Secretary Knox 
I was glad to see that he favors more 
airplanes and less battleships. Some of 
the men who wear the brass hats should 
get wise and ge‘ wise quickly if we are 
going to save this country of ours. 

Then we should be diligent in award- 
ing contracts on the cost-plus basis. It 
seems to me that the contractors who 
have these contracts think all they need 
to do is to spend and the more they spend 
the more profits they make. I never was 
in favor of a contract of that kind, and 
I cannot see where it is to the advantage 
of the American people to permit it, even 
at a time such as this. 

Then we have the trouble at the pres- 
ent time with trying to regulate prices, 
Certainly this needs an overhauling. 
Neither Mr. Henderson or anybody else 
is going to be able to regulate the price 
of commodities unless all the elements 
that go into the cost are regulated. It 
is just foolish to think that you can regu- 
late the ceiling price if you do not regu- 
late the cost that goes into the manu- 
facture of the article, and the greatest 
cost that goes into the manufacture of 
most any article is labor. And these 
radical labor leaders are striking for in- 
creased wages. Now I believe that every 
man should get good wages, but I do 
not believe that any man should strike 
against his country during wartime. In- 
dustry cannot, and labor should not. Mr. 
Henderson cannot regulate the price of 
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commodities unless the President and 
the other body across the Capitol see fit 
to have legislation passed that will stop 
strikes and place a ceiling on labor, farm 
commodities, and manufactured articles. 
It is up to you, Mr. President, and it is 
up to you, Congress, to see that we get 
the proper action. Do not let ballots take 
the place of bullets today or we will never 
win this war. The Members of Congress 
and the Chief Executive certainly know 
that. However, I am informed by good 
authority that they are now even consid- 
ering holding up the tax bill until after 
election so that ballots will mean more to 
men in public office than bullets will mean 
to the armed forces of this country and 
the safety of America. God forbid that 
the men in public office today should 
think more of getting votes for them- 
selves than conducting to a successful 
conclusion the battles that we are now 
engaged in. It means everything to our 
people and our country. 

[Here the gavel fell] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gentie- 
man from New York (Mr. DICKSTEIN] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

JEWISH ARMY 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, the 
term “United Nations” was coined during 
the conference between Winston Church- 
ill and President Roosevelt, which gave 
rise to the Atlantic Charter. It was then 
and there that 26 nations of the world 
decided to fight until all aggression has 
been removed from the earth. There- 
after, 2 other nations joined this dec- 
laration of principle, so that now we have 
28 nations who will fight on until a just 
peace is established in this world. 

On November 2, 1917, a new nation was 
created, or at least reestablished on its 
own soil, The Jewish people of the world, 
for the first time in history, after thou- 
sands of years, were assured of a national 
home. Lord Balfour’s declaration, given 
on behalf of the British Government on 
November 2, 1917, assured the Jews of 
the world that they could establish their 
national home in Palestine, and it was in 
pursuance of this declaration that, there- 
after, Palestine was built up as a home- 
land for the Jewish people. 

Marvelous accomplishments marked 
the progress of Palestine from 1917 to 
the outbreak of the war which is now 
raging over the world. Here was a coun- 
try which was almost bereft of natural 
resources, a country which for genera- 
tions suffered from the harsh rule of its 
Turkish masters. 

We all know how unmerciful and op- 
pressive the rule of Palestine was prior 
to the establishment of the Jewish na- 
tional home. Anyone familiar with 
travel descriptions by men and women 
who made pilgrimages to Palestine as far 
back as 1900 knows that there was no 
security of any kind in that country. 
There was no industry, no modern agri- 
culture, nor was there any life in Pales- 
tine which would attract a modern set- 
tler. 

All that changed like magic when the 
Jewish homeland was established in Pal- 
estine. It became the principal source of 
hydroelectric power in the Near East, 
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The salt deposits of the Dead Sea were 
converted into the greatest salt springs 
the world has ever seen. On the shores 
of the Mediterranean, near the ancient 
seaport of Jaffa, a new seaport was built 
at Tel-Aviv, which became the first all- 
Jewish city in the world. 

Tel-Aviv is a city of modern homes 
and is not unlike Los Angeles in appear- 
ance. It is destined to become one of 
the greatest resorts, and is also a city of 
schools and other institutions of learning, 
a place where life can be lived pleasantly 
and happily by a rejuvenated people. 

Thus, throughout the length and 
breadth of Palestine there have been 
people actively engaged in the rebuilding 
of the Jewish national home and the 
creation of the Jewish homeland. The 
Jews have been pooling their talents and 
abilities and their money, and have been 
putting them into all sorts of projects 
to make Palestine a land flowing with 
milk and honey as it was in the days of 
the ancienis. 

A Hebrew university was established on 
Mount Scopus, a height dominating the 
City of Jerusalem, and was placed under 
the presidency of the American scholar, 
Dr. Judah Magnes. 

America has been very sympathetic to 
the establishment of the Jewish home- 
Jand, and American doctors have brought 
to Palestine the most modern health 
methods. A special unit endowed by the 
American Hadassah has been functioning 
in Palestine for 20 years, bringing med- 
ical services to every class of its popu- 
lation, both Jews and non-Jews. Now 
Palestine has become the center to which 
all other countries in the Near East 
look for advice and assistance in the field 
of medicine. 


As a matter of fact, in the creation of 
the Jewish homeland, no distinction was 
ever made between the racial groups 
which chose to settle in that country. 
Palestine has always been opened as a 
home, to the oppressed, and while it was 
to become a national home for the Jew- 
ish people, its doors were not closed to 
any race or racial group which would 
seek to make its home there. 

From its inception, Palestine was not 
only the home for the Jews, but also for 
Arabs, not only for Jews, but also for 
Christians. All Jews and non-Jews were 
to benefit from its prosperity, and give 
the best that was in them to the up- 
building of this great country. 

Many years ago, an inspired leader of 
the Zionist movement, the late Theodore 
Herzl, wrote a bock in which he foretold 
the greatness of Palestine and called at- 
tention to the fine natural resources of 
that country which would some day 
bring to its shores people of all races 
eager to make their homes there. 

It seems that Palestine has again be- 
come the focal point of attraction to 
many groups and races, and the history 

_ of the last few years showed a continuous 
increase in Palestine’s population and a 
continuous rise in Palestine’s prosperity. 

Now, the great war which began in 
1939 could not leave Palestine untouched. 
It was just 3 years ago that the forces 
of evil were unleashed against the whole 
world, and it was only natural for Hitler 
and Mussolini to covet this prosperous 
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little corner in the Mediterranean world. 
Palestine is small in size, but an impor- 
tant highway between Egypt and the 
Near East. In the hands of hostile 
powers, Palestine can be made into a 
fortress, preventing the British Empire 
from having any access to the Near East. 
In the hands of a hostile power, Pales- 
tine, instead of becoming the connecting 
link between the east and the west, can 
mark the dividing line between civiliza- 
tion and barbarism. 

It was because of this strategic position 
which Palestine occupies in the east that, 
ever since the days of ancient Rome, 
Palestine has always been the prey of ag- 
gressors. Even before Rome conquered 
Jerusalem the ancient kingdoms of Egypt 
and Babylon fought their great battles 
for world power on the soil of Palestine. 
There is not a corner of that country 
which has not seen fighting at one time 
or another. Every village and every 
hamlet bears the scars of past wars. 

Fortunately, Palestine has as yet not 
been invaded, but the threat of invasion 
hangs over it, and unless this threat is 
met by an army ready to fight for Pales- 
tine its future hangs very much in the 
balance. 

Palestine’s population, consisting as it 
does of Jews and Arabs, is divided in its 
sentiment. There is no question but that 
the Jewish element is not only ready but 
willing at all times to fight for the protec- 
tion of Palestine. Not so, however, are 
the Arabs of that country. While among 
them the vast majority are undoubtedly 
friendly to Britain, nevertheless there 
are many Arabs who are only lukewarm 
in their interest. Many of them still 
look in the direction of Hitler, thinking 
that perhaps he will permit them to fall 
upon their Jewish neighbors and change 
Palestine from a Jewish homeland into 
an all-Arab country, governed by Ger- 
mans for the benefit of Germany. 

It was, therefore, quite difficult to or- 
ganize a Palestinian army which would 
be composed both of Jews and Arabs. 
While, as I said before, there are many 
Arabs who are loyal, the loyalty of a good 
many is wisely questioned. 

The Arab situation gave rise to the 
demand for the creation of a Jewish 
army, which would be based in Palestine 
and which would be organized for the 
purpose of affording a real defense to 
the Near East. The demand for a Jewish 
army was made in the beginning of 
1939, and without waiting for the au- 
thorization of such an army, large num- 
bers of Jews have enlisted in the British 
army and are now doing very important 
work in Syria. 

For a long time the British Govern- 
ment would not authorize the creation of 
a Jewish army, but now in a gesture of 
good will, the British Government au- 
thorized the erection of a Jewish bat- 
talion. 

This is much less than was asked for. 
It is not the creation of a Jewish army, 
but it is a step in the right direction. 
A Jewish battalion may lead to a Jewish 
regiment, and a Jewish regiment may 
lead to a Jewish division. 

The British Government finally came 
to the conclusion that the defense of 
Palestine and the Near East must not be 
left to appeasers and lukewarm sup- 
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porters. Of all the peoples of the Near 
East, it is only the Jews who have given 
the cause of the United Nations their 
unmitigated and unqualified support. 

The Jews were the first victims of Nazi 
oppression and of course will do every- 
thing in their power to put an end to 
Nazi tyranny. But just as it would be 
futile to expect to win the war by half 
measures, it is not the proper thing to 
leave the defense of a vital sector of the 
war to a small group. 

I have no doubt that the Jewish bat- 
talion will cover itself with glory when- 
ever called upon to fight. I have no 
doubt that every member of it will be a 
hero. I know of the desire of the Jewish 
people to fight Hitlerism because Hitler is 
the foe of democracy, and the Jewish 
people have learned through bitter expe- 
rience that their survival as a racial 
group can only occur in a democratic 
world. In a world dominated by Hitler 
and his satellites there is no room for as 
democratic a group of people as the Jews. 

It is, therefore, necessary, and it would 
be a tremendous step forward in the de- 
fense of democracy if a Jewish army had 
been formed instead of a Jewish þat- 
talion. 

I feel that the inauguration of a Jew- 
ish battalion is all right, but it surely is 
very short of a Jewish army, and does 
not meet the demand of the Jews for an 
army. 

Can we hope for one? I am one of 
those who are optimistic about it. Iknow 
the make-up of the British Government. 
The British people are a democracy like 
ourselves, and a democracy is slow to act 
but quick to deal a blow when it comes to 
a real issue. The British Government 
has seen the handwriting on the wall, and 
its recent reverses in Libya and Egypt 
were blows which could have been avoided 
if a Jewish army were in existence. Let 
us hope that the British Government will 
act before it is too late. 

The defense of Palestine cannot be left 
to haphazard policies. The United Na- 
tions have a stake in the Near East, and 
the Near East is the place where Hitler 
expects to meet Hirohito. It will perhaps 
be the historic function of the Jewish 
people to deal a death blow to the union 
of the two destroyers of human liberty. 
Perhaps the Jews were chosen for this 
purpose to be the rampart against which 
the forces of tyranny could not prevail. 

I am sure that public opinion will be 
more than aroused, and from what I 
know of the British Government it will 
do its share and not allow the Near East 
to fall. There must be no repetition of 
Singapore and Burma. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. EBER- 
HARTER). The Chair wishes to say that 
there are two more special orders sched- 
uled for today, the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. HARTLEY] for 1 hour, and the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. 
Rocers] for 5 minutes. Under the regu- 
lar order, the gentleman from New Jer- 
ae (Mr. HARTLEY] is recognized for 1 

our, 


THE GASOLINE, FUEL OIL, AND RUBBER 
SITUATION 


Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, so 
alarmed had the country become over 
the confusing and contradictory reports 


1942 


in regard to gasoline, fuel oil, and rub- 
ber supplies that in July the majority 
and the minority leaders of this House 
decided to set up, informally, a com- 
mittee to ascertain the facts and truth 
as nearly as that possibly could be done. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, 
the Democratic leader, Mr. MCCORMACK, 
named to this committee Representatives 
FITZGERALD, of Connecticut; Foranp, of 
Rhode Island; Focarty, of Rhode Island; 
LANE, of Massachusetts; and WENE, of 
New Jersey. The Republican leader, Mr. 
Martin, named to this committee Repre- 
sentatives Hotmes, of Massachusetts; 
FHEIFFER, of New York; TALBOT, of Con- 
necticut; and the lady from Maine, Mrs. 
SMITH, and myself. The gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. FITZGERALD] was desig- 
nated as chairman of the group, and I 
was honored to be named the vice 
chairman. 

I wish to take this opportunity to pay 
tribute to the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. FITZGERALD], who has performed 
his duties as chairman of this commit- 
tee aggressively and energetically, with 
a judicial sense of fairness and impar- 
tiality toward everyone concerned. And 
he has done this, as have other mem- 
bers of the committee, at a great sac- 
rifice of time. 

Let me say that the members of this 
committee regarded the questions relat- 
ing to gasoline rationing, fuel oil, and 
particularly an adequate supply of rub- 
ber as so-important, so vital, to the peo- 
ple of this Nation and to our war effort 
that they have spent virtually all of the 
last 6 weeks in Washington in an effort 
to bring to light the pertinent facts re- 
garding them. None of us, I am sure, in 
the least regret the time we have devoted 
to this work, for it is our opinion that 
nothing surpasses in importance today 
the question as to whether everything 
humanly possible is being done to see 
that our armed forces, our essential 
civilian services, and our workers in war 
industry will get the tires and gasoline 
so necessary to their continued effi- 
ciency. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARTLEY. I yield to the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts, 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Again I wish to state what fine work 
the gentleman from New Jersey has done 
in this whole matter. Is it not true that 
the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Ickes, 
has been very helpful and has already 
started something in connection with 
synthetic rubber? 

Mr. HARTLEY. As a matter of fact, 
I believe Mr. Ickes has done more ef- 
fective work in connection with the de- 
velopment of synthetic rubber than those 
who are directly charged with the re- 
sponsibility for it, the Rubber Reserve 
Company. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. He 
has tried to help us to secure oil, coal, 
and gasoline on the east coast? 

Mr. HARTLEY. Yes; as far as he 
has gone he has done very well. I am 
sure the gentlewoman from Massachu- 
setts will agree with me when I say that 
our complaint is that he has not gone 
far enough, and we refer particularly to 

LXXXVII —443 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


the extension of rationing to the other 
States, 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. His 
hands have been tied to some extent? 

Mr. HARTLEY. Yes. 

This committee’s investigation is far 
from complete—but already it has 
learned enovgh to indicate that the ad- 
ministration of the gasoline rationing 
and the rubber programs have been and 
are being badly bungled. We have had 
creditable witnesses before our commit- 
tee who have testified to the fact that the 
regulations for gasoline rationing were 
so loosely drawn and have been so laxly 
administered that there exists today in 
the Eastern States a black market that 
is a disgrace. We have heard sufficient 
creditable testimony to indicate to us 
that the administration of the very vital 
rubber program verges on becoming a 
national scandal. 

These are not trivial matters. They 
go to the very heart of our war effort. 
In all seriousness I say to you that we 
can lose this war because of failure to 
provide adequate supplies of rubber not 
only for our armed services but also for 
the transportation of war workers be- 
tween their homes and places of employ- 
ment. And the responsibility rests not 
alone on the executive branch of the 
Government—it also rests on Congress to 
see that everything is done that should 
be done for the efficient prosecution of 
this war. 

As I mentioned at the outset, the com- 
mittee set up by the leaders of this House 
to probe these matters was an informal 
one. It did not have funds to employ 
investigators. More important, it lacked 
the power of subpena. But at that time 
none imagined that officials of this Gov- 
ernment, men charged with the responsi- 
bility of administering these programs, 
had become so oblivious to the meaning 
of representative government, so arro- 
gant, that they would refuse to give in- 
formation regarding their activities to a 
group of Members of this House. We 
thought a subpena would be needed only 
for wrongdoers. We did not believe at 
that time that a group of members of 
this House, assigned to a task by their 
party leaders. acting on a nonpartisan, 
nonpolitical basis, acting only for the 
national welfare, would need the power 
of subpena to find out what was being 
done with money which this Congress has 
appropriated for the war effort. We did 
not believe that any responsible official of 
this Government would refuse to co- 
operate properly with a committee of 
this House, whether its status was formal 
or informal. 

But, ladies and gentleman of the 
House, it has happened here. For more 
than a month now this committee has 
tried without success to ascertain the 
exact status of the rubber program for 
which Congress has appropriated some 
$650,000,000. Today we know little more, 
specifically and definitely, about this rub- 
ber program than we did more than a 
month ago when we started out. Mean- 
while the most alarming reports of 
favoritism, partiality, selfish greed, and 
incompetence regarding the administra- 
tion of this program have come to us. 
Yet when we insist on having the infor- 
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mation necessary to ascertain the truth 
or falsity of these reports, it is denied to 
us and a member of the Cabinet, the 
Honorable Jessc Jones, intervenes to sup- 
port his subordinates in their flouting of 
Congress. 

Let me be more specific. Our com- 
mittee called before it on July 29 one 
Stanley T. Crossland, executive vice presi- 
dent of the Rubber Reserve Company, a 
wholly owned Government agency, a sub- 
sidiary of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation. This agency was created as 
a service agency to provide this country 
with supplies of rubber sufficient for the 
needs of its armed forces and essential 
civilian services. Mr. Crossland was 
designated as the spokesman for the 
agency. It is he who signs contracts in 
its behalf; he who recommends who shall 
make synthetic rubber; where and by 
what process—and how much the Gov- 
ernment shall pay for the construction of 
plants necessary for the production of 
synthetic rubber. 

When Mr. Crossland appeared before 
our committee on July 29 he pretended to 
know very little about the details of these 
contracts. At all events, he frequently 
replied to our questions with a statement 
that he did not know, or that he would 
have to get the desired information. The 
committee was very patient with Mr. 
Crossland, despite the fact that several 
weeks previously he had given a similar 
performance of seeking to avoid to di- 
vulge any definite information about his 
program before a committee of another 
body. We suggested to Mr. "Crossland 
that he note the information we desired; 
that he obtain it from his files and his 
associates, and that he return within a 
few days prepared to answer our ques- 
tions. Mr. Crossland readily promised to 
do all of this. 

Several days later I requested, through 
our chairman, that Mr. Crossland have 
prepared for the committee’s conven- 
ience a statement in tabular form show- 
ing the status of all contracts made by 
his agency, including the estimated costs 
of each plant and the amount of critical 
material required for the construction of 
each. When our chairman attempted to 
convey this request to Mr. Crossland we 
were informed by his office that he had 
suddenly gone to California and would 
not be back for perhaps 10 days. Yet 
only a few days before Mr. Crossland had 
promised our committee that he would 
be available for further testimony. 

This was Mr. Crossland’s first run-out 
on our committee. Perhaps he believed 
that if he went to California for 10 days 
our committee would forget about him— 
would go home and not further bother 
him. But our committee did not do that. 
Instead, some of us undertook to read 
the transcript of other hearings held 
on this muddled rubber program, In- 
stead of answering our questions, the 
testimony given by Mr. Crossland and 
others before other committees of Con- 
gress multiplied the questions we desired 
answered. A reading of the hearings of 
these other committees made obvious 
what we had commenced to suspect, 
namely, that the officials in charge of this 
rubber program, from Secretary Jesse 
Jones down, had determined to give 
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Congress the brush-off—to duck and 
dodge, but not to answer, the questions 
which we properly were asking—and 
which the people of this country are ask- 
ing. The record seems to be the same, 
whether the hearings are in this House 
or under the auspices of the other Cham- 
ber—whenever Members of Congress in- 
sist on knowing what is being done with 
the $650,000,000 which they. have appro- 
priated for the rubber program, the 
bureaucrats in charge of the program be- 
come vague and resort to categorical 
statements that all is fine and rosy; but 
they dodge being questioned as to details 
which would substantiate or undermine 
their contentions. 

So, instead of forgetting Mr. Cross- 
land, our committee decided to pin him 
down regarding the details of his pro- 
gram. We prepared a list of some 20 
aspects of the rubber program on which 
we desired specific and detailed informa- 
tion. Our chairman, the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. FITZGERALD], on 
August 22 submitted this list to Mr. 
Crossland to serve as a guide for him in 
preparing himself for his second appear- 
ance before our committee. Mr. Cross- 
land said it would take him a week to 
have the desired information prepared. 
Our chairman agreed that Mr. Crossland 
should take a week for this purpose and 
then let him know when he could make 
an appearance. On August 29 Mr. Cross- 
land sent word to the chairman that he 
would be ready to appear on Tuesday, 
September i—10 days aftei the list was 
first submitted to him. 

But on the eve of Mr. Crossland’s 
scheduled appearance on this occasion 
before our committee Mr. Jesse Jones— 
Mr. Crossland’s godfather—intervened. 
He called cur chairman and said he de- 
sired Mr. Crossland to be excused from 
giving further testimony for two rea- 
sons—namely, that he did aot think Mr. 
Crossland should answer any questions 
of our committee until after the Baruch 
committee had made its report; and, 
Secondiy, he was fearful that our com- 
mittee might question Mr. Crossland re- 
garding information that constituted 
military secrets. Since our committee 
lacks the power of subpena, there was 
nothing for our chairman to do but re- 
luctantly acquiesce in Mr. Jones’ request 
that Mr, Crossland be excused. 

I shall address myself first to Mr. 
Jones’ second reason. I say emphati- 
cally that none of the information which 
We requested Mr. Crossland to have pre- 
pared for us involved, by the widest 
stretch of anyone’s imagination, any 
military secrets or any information that 
would be of aid and comfort to the 
enemy—unless the fact that this whole 
program has keen marked by incredible 
blundering might give some comfort to 
our enemies. 

But suppose I am wrong about that; 
suppose one or two of the questions on 
which we sought light might have en- 
croached on the borderline of military 
secrets. Even that would not have justi- 
fied the excusing of Mr. Crossland. Cer- 
tainly there was a great deal of important 
information about this program which 
he could have given us that would not in 
any way infringe upon military secrets, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Certainly no member of our commit- 
tee—no Member of this House—desires 
the disclosure or publication of military 
secrets or of any information that would 
give aid to our enemies. Mr. Jones and 
his rubber reserve subordinates do not 
have a monopoly on patriotism or on a 
desire to protect our country’s military 
secrets. We are as qualified as Mr. Jones 
to judge what information should be pre- 
served in secrecy. And it is my well- 
considered belief, when Mr. Jones under- 
takes to stop our committee from 
learning the truth about the rubber pro- 
gram on the ground that he is protecting 
military secrets, that this Cabinet officer 
is resorting to a flimsy pretext and dis- 
guise to cover up the incompetency and 
blundering of officials under his super- 
vision. And let me add this thought: 
Where incompetency in the administra- 
tion of this program has ended, greedy, 
seifish interest on the part of certain 
large industrial enterprises has taken 
over. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARTLEY. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Could 
it not be said with equal validity by Mr. 
Jones or any other member of the Cabi- 
net or any other department or bureau 
head that a question to be propounded to 
any expert or member of the staff of that 
official by any one of the investigating 
committees of the Congress at either end 
of the Capitol came within the same 
category and, therefore, in the final anal- 
ysis, could they not decline to send any 
of their men to testify before the com- 
mittees of the Congress because of the 
fact that we might ask questions that 
would call for answers which would dis- 
close military information, despite the 
fact that they are under no obligation to 
make answers to such questions? Fur- 
ther, upon apprising us or any other 
committee of the Congress of the fact 
that military information might be dis- 
closed by their answers, I feel quite sure 
that we would excuse such witnesses 
from making answer to any questions 
they felt reluctant to answer on that 
score. 

Mr. HARTLEY. The gentleman is ab- 
solutely right. He knows as well as I do 
that dodging answers on the ground that 
they would reveal secret military infor- 
mation is getting to be a popular pastime 
around here. 

May I pay tribute to the gentleman as 
a member of our committee by saying 
that he has done great work for us and 
has aided particularly by reason of his 
broad experience in the fields with which 
we are dealing at the moment. 

Congress must be on its guard against 
the hiding of maladministration, of in- 
efficiency, and of criminal waste of money 
appropriated for war purposes under the 
pretext that the Members of this body 
cannot be trusted to preserve the Na- 
tion’s military secrets. 

As for waiting until the Baruch com- 
mittee completes its work, I must insist 
that neither Congress nor its committees 
are subordinate or secondary to the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government or any 
of its committees. The President, as he 
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stated in his recent message to Congress, 
appointed the Baruch committee because 
he had become disturbed over the admin- 
istration of the rubber program. He 
wanted to find out what was the truth. 
In that way the President was undertak- 
ing to discharge his responsibility in this 
manner—and I have no criticism of him 
on that score. But that Presidential ac- 
tion in no way relieved Congress of the 
responsibility which rests on it to ascer- 
tain the truth about this program; to 
take steps to see that it is well and effi- 
ciently managed and that $650,000,000 of 
the people’s money is not being thrown 
down rat holes by administrators that are 
incompetent—or worse, and in the use of 
that latter word I speak advisedly. 

Now what is the information that our 
committee desired and what possible 
military secrets would be involved? The 
first thing we requested of Mr. Cross- 
land was that he have prepared for us 
in tabular form a statement showing the 
names of all companies with which Rub- 
ber Reserve Company has made contracts 
for the various ingredients that go into 
the production of synthetic rubber. In 
connection with those contracts we asked 
to know the dates when they were made; 
the capacity of plants contracted for; the 
estimated cost of such plants; the amount 
of critical material that would be re- 
quired for each plant; the status of con- 
struction progress and the anticipated 
date for completion. What military se- 
cret is involved in that information? I 
challenge Mr. Crossland or Mr. Jones to 
produce a single responsible Army or 
Navy officer to say that any information 
that would be produced by that request 
would betray our country’s military 
secrets, 

But that information would disclose 
what the Rubber Reserve Company has 
been doing with the $650,000,000 which 
Congress has allccated to it for the pro- 
duction of synthetic rubber. It would 
disclose who will get that money and for 
what. It would disclose whether there 
is any truth in reports that have come 
to us that the Rubber Reserve Company 
has embarked on projects far more 
costly in money and critical materials 
than other proposed projects which they 
rejected without adequate investigation. 
It would disclose, if the reports we have 
are true, that the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany has selected for making butadiene 
from petroleum a process that is more 
costly in both money and critical ma- 
terials than other petroleum processes 
and more costly than a process that was 
proposed for making butadiene from 
grain alcohol. It would disclose how far 
along this program has progressed and 
when it would be completed. 

Why does Jesse Jones and Stanley 
Crossland wish to conceal such informa- 
tion? They never have revealed it. Is 
it to preserve the secrecy of Mr. Jones’ 
or Mr. Crossland’s inefficiency and waste 
of our money? Or is it to conceal from 
the American people the fact that this 
program was turned over to a group of 
oil companies that dominate that in- 
dustry on the one hand and to the Rub- 
ber Trust for another part of the pro- 
gram, thus freezing out all independent 
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enterprises, irrespective of the merits of 
their processes and proposals? 

“What evidence of inefficiency have 
we?” you may ask. We have enough in- 
formation to warrant the most search- 
ing inquiry into all of these contracts. 
For instance, within the last 2 weeks an 
item appeared in the press announcing 
that Rubber Reserve Company had de- 
ferred construction of a 100,000-ton bu- 
tadiene plant at Gary, Ind. One press 
explanation was that we already had in 
existence sufficient butadiene plants. 
Obviously this was ridiculous because at 
this time the butadiene plants in opera- 
tion are producing only a driblet of the 
butadiene required by our rubber needs. 
Another explanation was that construc- 
tion of other plants made this project 
unnecessary. 

But why is a project started, huge sums 
expended on it, and then suddenly can- 
celed cut? That is a question which we 
wanted Mr. Crossland to answer. Even 
the estimated cost of this project re- 
mains a subject of contradictions. I saw 
in the Gillette committee hearings a 
statement that its cost would be $85,- 
000,000. When it was deferred I read in 
the New York Times that it was a $90,- 
000,000 project. Only yesterday I picked 
up Paul Mallon’s column and saw it re- 
ferred to as the “$110,000,000 Indiana 
synthetic engineering plant.” 

Let me say that if any of these figures 
are approximately correct—and Rubber 
Reserve refuses to give the cost figure— 
then such a cost for a butadiene plant of 
100,000 tons annual capacity is exorbi- 
tant—a shameful, if not criminal, waste 
of money appropriated for the war effort. 
Our committee has before it testimony 
that butadiene plants with 100,000 tons 
annual capacity using the Houdry proc- 
ess could be built for approximately 
$24,000,000. Think of it, such a plant 
could be built for $24,000,000, and here 
we have reports that Rubber Reserve 
Company intended to build the plan* at 
a cost ranging from $85,000,000 to $110,- 
000,000. Is that not an episode deserving 
the minute investigation of this Congress 
that. appropriated the money? 

This exorbitant undertaking has been 
deferred—not canceled, I should em- 
phasize. Why we do not know. Had Mr. 
Crossland appeared we would have asked 
him and let him explain. We can only 
conjecture. It may be that this pro- 
ject was deferred because our committee 
or the Baruch committee was getting too 
hot on the trail of such waste and in- 
efficiency. Perhaps, and again I am 
forced to conjecture, when all these in- 
vestigations are over or are slugged into 
insensibility by the arrogance of Mr. 
Jesse Jones, this project may be revived 
for the profit and benefit of those oil 
companies in the ring of fair-haired fa- 
vorites, 

Now, another piece of information that 
we desired Mr. Crossland to bring to our 
committee was a list of all person. em- 
ployed by or loaned to Rubber Reserve 
Company with a technical background 
in petroleum, alcohol, or rubber indus- 
tries who have worked on any phase of 
the current synthetic rubber program 
and a list of all persons serving on pe- 
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troleum industry technical committees 
that have advised or consulted with 
Rubber Reserve officials in regard to this 
program. 

What military secret would that infor- 
mation convey to our enemies? But that 
information would disclose to the Con- 
gress and the country the background of 
the men responsible for the strange de- 
cisions and actions that have been taken, 
Yes; knowing the identity of those 
shadowy forms in the background of this 
program undoubtedly would throw a 
great light on what has been happening. 
We might then be able to determine the 
truth of reports that the Standard Oil 
Co. of New Jersey and companies affili- 
ated with it in agreements made pur- 
suant to the notorious alliance with I. G. 
Farbenindustrie had spotted their men 
in strategic positions in the handling of 
the rubber and gasoline programs. Is 
this the information which Mr. Jones 
wishes to conceal? Well, he need not be 
concerned about the enemy knowing 
about these men, for their names appear 
on agreements with the I. G. Farben 
Co., which is an instrumentality of Hit- 
ler’s ruthless government. The enemy 
knows all about them—has done busi- 
ness with them, and, I might add, the 
processes which these men have insisted 
be used in their rubber program likewise, 
because of these agreements, are well 
known to the enemy. 

One reason why we submitted in writ- 
ing a request for the information that so 
disturbs Mr. Jesse Jones is that we were 
Suspicious of the candor of Mr. Cross- 
land when he appeared before our com- 
mittee. We wished to nail him down, if 
you please; to make it impossible for him 
to duck and dodge and wobble about and 
take refuge in statements that he did 
not have the information at hand. For 
instance, when Mr. Crossland was before 
the committee he was asked to name the 
technical men who were advising him. 
The record will show his efforts to avoid 
the question. Finally, after much stam- 
mering and long pauses he gave to the 
committee the names of several men. 
But he did not mention the name of 
Richard J. Dearborn. Some days later, 
Mr. Dearborn appeared before the Senate 
Patents Committee and identified him- 
self as the technical consultant of the 
Rubber Reserve Company. His testi- 
mony on that occasion revealed that he 
had played a major part in advising Mr. 
Crossland and the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany since March 10, this year. 

Why did Mr. Crossland hesitate to 
name Mr. Dearborn? Was it because 
Mr. Dearborn is president of the Texaco 
Development Co., a wholly owned sub- 
sidiary of the Texas Oil Co., which is 
affiliated in certain agreements with the 
Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey? Was it 
because Mr. Dearborn was one of the 
principal framers of the so-called C. R. A. 
agreement by which the Standard Oil 
Co. of New Jersey and its affiliates, in- 
cluding the Texas Co., sought to domi- 
nate catalytic cracking in this country? 
Was it because this agreement was one 
of those dissolved in the consent decree 
signed by Standard Oil of New Jersey 
after the Justice Department brought ac- 
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tion under the antitrust laws? Was it 
because this C. R. A. agreement was 
finally initialed by Mr. Dearborn and the 
other negotiators—who include others 
who have had a hand in our rubber 
and gasoline programs—only after Fritz 
Ringer, of I. G. Farben, gave his consent 
to its negotiation at the very time that 
France was falling in 1940? These are 
questions we proposed to ask Mr. Cross- 
land. Certainly none of them would have 
given any new information to the enemy, 
for Hitler’s government through I. G. 
Farbenindustrie knew all about these 
things—knew about them back in 1940 
when all the world was crying out in 
anguish over the tragic fall of France. 
But Mr. Dearborn was then awaiting the 
written consent of the Nazi Fritz Ringer 
so that he might proceed, with his asso- 
ciates in the Standard Oil of New Jersey 
ring, to the consummation of this C. R. A. 
agreement which now has been outlawed. 

In passing, it is certainly a strange 
commentary on this administration that 
approximately at the same time one Cab- 
inet officer is bringing suit to break up 
an illegal combination, another member 
of the same Cabinet should place in a 
position of power and trust a man who 
played a very prominent part in the for- 
mation of that very combination. 

But to return to Mr. Crossland. Aside 
from the episcde of Mr. Dearborn we 
had other reasons for suspecting his 
candor. Much has been said about the 
Houdry process. Naturally our commit- 
tee wanted to know why it had been re- 
jected. Mr. Crossland denied that it had 
been rejected and in substantiation of 
that contention he asserted that on July 
3 he had instructed the Phillips Petro- 
leum Co. tc investigate the Houdry proc- 
ess to ascertain whether it could be sub- 
stituted for its own, which Phillips in- 
tended using in a 45,000-ton plant which 
Phillips was building under Government 
contract. Mr. Crossland said the Phil- 
lips plant as originally designed was 
costing too much in money and critical 
material, and that because of this he had 
suspended construction of the Phillips 
plant pending its investigation of the 
Houdry process. 

This seemed to me a strange proce- 
dure. I could not understand why Phil- 
lips should be asked to go on record 
favoring a competing process over its 
own. I strongly suspected that all of 
this rigamarole through which Mr. Cross- 
land said he had asked Phillips to go was 
a mere gesture, a fantastic hoax to de- 
ceive the Houdry people, who have been 
quite active in pleading their cause, into 
thinking that perhaps the Rubber Re- 
serve intended to give them a fair hear- 
ing. 

My suspicion on that occasion has be- 
come a conviction as a result of certain 
statements which I subsequently found 
in the transcript of the hearings of other 
committees. For instance, I found that 
on July 15 M. J. Madigan, construction 
engineer of Rubber Reserve, told the Gil- 
lette committee—and I quote: 

You know, we have deferred construction of 
the Phillips plant. 


In the hearings of the Senate Patent 
Committee I find that on August 12 Mr. 
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Dearborn, the technical consultant to 
Rubber Reserve, made this statement: 

The executives of Rubber Reserve Company 
and Defense Plant Corporation jointly de- 
ferred the Phillips project for about 10 days, 
during which time the amount of strategic 
materials involyed in the process were largely 
reduced. 


On July 29 Mr. Crossland told us that 
the Phillips plant was deferred pending 
an investigation of the Houdry process to 
ascertain whether it could be adopted by 
Phillips to save critical material; that he 
had not received this report yet, but was 
expecting it that week, which ended on 
August 1. 

Now, if the statements of Mr. Madigan 
and Mr, Dearborn before the Senate com- 
mittees are correct, then Mr. Crossland 
deceived our committee, for Mr. Dear- 
born said this construction had been de- 
ferred only 10 days, and Mr. Madigan 
said it was deferred on July 15. Thus, if 
both statements are correct, the go-ahead 
signal was given to the Phillips Co. 
on or before July 25. But it was 4 days 
later that Mr. Crossland solemnly told 
our committee how the Phillips plant had 
been deferred and how Phillips was in- 
vestigating the Houdry process to see if 
they should adopt it, and that he had 
not received this report. 

If, on the other hand, Mr. Crossland’s 
statement was straightforward and 
truthful, then either Mr. Madigan or Mr. 
Dearborn uttered an untruthful state- 
ment. In the case of Mr. Dearborn, an 
untruthful statement on his part at that 
hearing would constitute perjury, since 
he was sworn before he testified. 

I do not say which of these gentlemen 
told an untruth or a half truth, but it is 
obvious that one did, and it was regard- 
ing a matter of great importance, because 
it goes to the heart of the question of 
whether the Rubber Reserve Company 
has engaged in favoritism in the approval 
of processes and the awarding of con- 
tracts. The Houdry people contend they 
did not get a fair hearing. Mr. Crossiand 
says they did and heatedly denies any 
favoritism. But when an effort was made 
to examine his claim in detail we encoun- 
tered the contradictory statements which 
I have cited. Had Mr. Crossland ap- 
peared before our committee last Tues- 
day, we would have questioned him re- 
garding these contradictions. Surely no 
military secrets would be revealed by 
that line of testimony. 

I could go on citing such instances for 
several hours, but I have no desire to 
weary the House with so much detail. I 
have said sufficient, I believe, to: convince 
any fair-minded person that it is not the 
disclosure of military secrets that wor- 
ries Mr. Jones but rather the secrets of 
the nefarious activities in this rubber 
program under his supervision. It is the 
opinion of our committee that we should 
not take Mr. Jones’ arrogance lying down 
and that the House should not permit Mr. 
Jones and Mr. Crossland to give this body 
this type of run-around and brush-off. 

We believe Mr. Crossland should be 
required to answer all proper questions. 
With that thought in mind, I have pre- 
pared and shall now introduce a resolu- 
tion giving our committee formal status 
as a committee of this House with the 
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power of subpena to make a thorough in- 
vestigation into the current rubber situ- 
ation as promptly as possible and on the 
completion of that investigation to report 
to the House. I ask that this resolution 
lie on the table until next week, when I 
shall request that the House take action 
on it. 

I have brought this matter to the at- 
tention of the House today and I have 
sponsored this resolution in order to ful- 
fill my responsibility in a vitally impor- 
tant task that was assigned tome. What 
disposition is made of this resolution is 
the responsibility of the House. But I 
shall not wash my hands of this situation, 
irrespective of the action taken by the 
House. I feel that I owe it to my con- 
stituents and to the country to do every- 
thing within my power to bring to light 
the facts regarding the current gasoline 
and rubber programs. Sufficient has 
been revealed to indicate to anyone who 
is not insensible to smells that a strong 
odor comes from those programs. And I, 
for one, believe it is the responsibility of 
Congress to take the lid off and let the 
pure air of daylight dissolve these odors 
in order that our people may be assured 
that this war is being efficiently, compe- 
tently, and honestly prosecuted. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the House, 
I need not tell you, who have been in 
close contact with your constituents in 
recent weeks, that the people of this 
country are seriously disturbec and 
alarmed over the mismanagement of the 
war herein Washington. “This war can 
be lost in Washington” is a statement 
that is being uttered daily and is too true 
to be heard with complacency. Misman- 
agement of the war is our concern as 
well as that of the President and the 
executive branch of the Government. If 
we remain silent in the face of misman- 
agement—if we are too indifferent to in- 
quire as to what is wrong and how the 
money we have appropriated is being 
spent, then we must share with the Pres- 
ident and his appointees the awful con- 
demnation and wrath of an enraged peo- 
ple, who will not let political ineptitude 
cause their downfall. 

We cannot shirk our responsibility by 
voting blank-check appropriations to the 
Executive and then asserting that it is 
his job to spend the money efficiently and 
wisely. The Constitution places in our 
hands the power of the purse strings and 
with that power goes the responsibility to 
see that the money we appropriate is 
spent efficiently for the successful pros- 
ecution of this war. If we fail in that, 
we are betraying our representative form 
of government. We are betraying the 
very principle for which American 
youths, in mounting thousands, are now 
dying to preserve. 


SPECIAL ORDER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen- 
tlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. 
Rocers] is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks and include therein 
certain information from Government 
departments regarding the oil and gas- 
oline situation, and a brief statement. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, on numerous occasions I have 
pointed out to the House that this war 
can be lost or won with oil. The whole 
war strategy, the whole conduct of the 
war today is dependent upon the use of 
oil, oil for our ships, oil for our airplanes, 
oil for our industries, oil for people to use 
to keep themselves warm in their homes 
on the east coast; where there is an 
acute shortage of oil, in order to pre- 
serve their health and to preserve the 
health of the people in the hospitals and 
other institutions. 

May I also point out, Mr. Speaker, that 
on the east coast today thousands and 
thousands of dollars’ worth of business 
is being lost because commercial people 
cannot have gasoline with which to con- 
tinue their businesses. The Government 
has also lost in taxes in that respect. 

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, really to 
point out to the House what is to my 
mind the increasing importance of hav- 
ing a pipe line laid from the Middle West 
through the Alleghenies to the east coast 
before the snow flies. This will pick up 
the oil coming in from the line from east 
Texas. I was very forcibly reminded of 
the importance of not having all of our 
eggs in one basket when the accident oc- 
curred a few days ago at Havre de Grace 
when 18,000 barrels of precious oil were 
lost. Many such accidents to our rail- 
roads would constitute a very serious 
menace to our whole oil program on the 
east coast. We cannot afford to lose a 
single barrel. 

Barges today are bringing oil through 


‘the inland waterways to the east coast, 


but they cannot carry very much oil. 
This pipe line would considerably relieve 
the situation and bring.a good deal of 
oil to us. As it is now, in using tank 
cars we have almost all of our eggs in one 
basket. It certainly is not safe nor is it 
expedient. I am told that more cars are 
available for transportation than there 
may be locomotives to handle them. The 
load on those locomotives must not be too 
heavy, and, as I have stated, there may 
be a shortage of them. Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me that everything 
everyone here in the House can do to 
further the laying of a pipe line is of 
vital importance. 

I understand the contemplated pipe 
line will be small and will not, therefore, 
take so mucn steel. Today, of course, 
the problem is to get a priority for steel. 
I am hopeful that that will be considered 
of vital importance in the carrying on of 
the conduct of the war and that that 
priority will be granted. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
am very glad to yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey, who has carried on 
such a splendid fight to secure oil and 
gasoline and also to secure rubber. 

Mr. HARTLEY. May I compliment 
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts on 
the great part she has played in trying to 
alleviate our situation on the eastern 
seaboard? The gentlewoman speaks of 
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the construction of pipe lines to the east- 
ern seaboard. I call attention to the 
testimony that was given to our commit- 
tee only yesterday afternoon concerning 
the trans-American pipe line that was 
approved by this Congress and is desired 
by the Navy Department. They can get 
the steel pipe, they can get the oil in the 
Tinsley fields, and they have the refiner- 
ies set to do the job on the eastern sea- 
board, yet the project is being held up 
and thwarted simply because it is an 
independent job and is not under the 
control of the major oil companies. 
That is one of the things which prevents 
us from getting oil on the eastern sea- 
board, although there is also some mal- 
administration down the line. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Every company today should be willing 
to give up. I remind the House again of 
what it knows very well, that we on the 
east coast are willing to give up every- 
thing, willing to make every sacrifice in 
the conduct of the war, but it seems to 
me the penalties that are imposed today 
upon the east coast and the sacrifices we 
are compelled to make are not conducive 
to the good conduct of the war and the 
speedy winning of the war. Every single 
minute counts in securing oil and gaso- 
line before the cold weather sets in on 
the east coast. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Pearson, for 3 weeks, on ac- 
count of important business. 

To Mr. Vincent of Kentucky, indefi- 
nitely, on account of illness of father. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Wednesday 
next, at the conclusion of the legislative 
program of the day and following any 
special orders heretofore entered, I may 
be permitted to continue our discourse 
on the gas and oil situation by address- 
ing the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table 
and, under the rule, referred as follows: 

§. 2693. An act to provide for the instruc- 
tion of meteorological students in weather 
forecasting; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on this day present to the 
President, for his approval, a bill of the 
House of the following title: 


H. R. 6876. An act to authorize the incor- 
porated town of Petersburg, Alaska, to un- 
dertake certain municipal public works, in- 
eluding the construction of a dam and 
improvements to the hydroelectric plant and 
system, improvements to the water system, 
and construction and equipment cf a mu- 
nicipal hospital, and for such purposes to 
issue bonds in any sum not exceeding a total 
of $125,000. 
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ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 2 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.), under 
its previous order, the House adjourned 
until Monday, September 7, 1942, at 12 
o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 


1878. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a list of all contracts in excess 
of $150,000 undertaken during the fiscal year 
1942; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

1879. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a report on lists 
of papers recommended to him for disposal by 
certain agencies of the Federal Government; 
to the Committee on the Disposition of Ex- 
ecutive Papers. 

1880. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a report on the number of men 
in the land forces under section 3 (b) of the 
Selective Training and Service Act of 1940; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

1881. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a report to the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation made pursuant to the Ap- 
propriation Act of June 28, 1941 (Public, No. 
135, 77th Cong.) (H. Doc. No. 833); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

1882. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
War, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill 
to authorize a reduction in the course of in- 
struction at the United States Military Acad- 
emy; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

1883. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
amend the naturalization purposes of certain 
aliens who serve in the military or naval 
forces of one of the allied countries during 
the second World War; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

1884. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
eliminate private suits for penalties and dam- 
ages arising out of frauds against the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Commit- 
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 
House Report No. 2410. Report on the dispo- 
sition of certain papers by certain Federal 
agencies. Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Commit- 
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 
House Report No, 2411. Report on the dispo- 
sition of certain papers by certain Federal 
agencies, Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Commit- 
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers, 
House Report No. 2412. Report on the dispo- 
sition of certain papers by certain Federal 
agencies. Ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. COFFEE of Washington: Committee on 
Claims, S. 1143. An act for the relief of 
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Dayee Jones; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2400). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN: Committee on Claims. 
S. 1220. An act for the relief of G. C. Barco 
and W. G. Knowles, without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2401). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. WEISS: Committee on Claims. 8S. 1853. 
An act for the relief of the Rock Hill Stone 
& Gravel Co., of St. Louis, Mo.; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2402). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CHENOWETH: Committee on Claims. 
S. 2099. An act for the relief of Mrs. Reita 
M. Lary; without amendment (Rept. No. 


2403). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 
Mr, KEOGH: Committee on Claims. 8. 


2190. An act for the relief of Mrs. Marilla C. 
Gray; without amendment (Rept. No. 2404). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. MEYER of Maryland: Committee on 
Claims. 8S. 2191. An act for the relief of 
Clara Wrobliski; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2405). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN: Committee on Claims. 
S. 2203: An act for the relief of Bayard M. 
Atwocd; with amendment (Rept. No. 2406). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. WEISS: Committee on Claims. S. 
2264. An act conferring jurisdiction upon 
the United States District Court for the Dis- 
trict of Connecticut, to hear, determine, and 
render judgment upon the claim of James 
H. Lane; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2407). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. ` 

Mr. MEYER of Maryland: Committee on 
Ciaims. S. 2273. An act for the relief of 
Ruth D. and Henry L, Brittingham; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2408). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WEISS: Committee on Claims. 8. 2317. 
An act for the relief of Lillian LaBauve 
Linney; with amendment (Rept. No. 2413). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN: Committee on Claims. 
S. 2420. An act for the relief of Isabelle 
Fuller; without amendment (Rept. No. 2414). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. WEISS: Committee on Claims. S. 2506. 
An act for the relief of Angela Skeoch; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2415), Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GILLETTE: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 5177. A bill for the relief of Irving 
Cowen; with amendment (Rept. No. 2416). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. KLEIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
5283. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Sebastian 
Eger; with amendment (Rept. No. 2417). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas: Committee on 
Claims. H. R. 5651. A bill for the relief of 
the Home Insurance Co. and the American 
Insurance Co.; without amendment (Rept. 
No, 2418), Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. FOGARTY: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 5702. A bill for the relief of the East 
Coast Ship & Yacht Corporation, of Noank, 
Conn.; without amendment (Rept. No. 2419). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. KLEIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
5840. A bill for the relief of H. J. Blexrud; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2420). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington: Committee 
on Claims. H. R. 5884. A bill for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Maude C. Massey, Ocala, Fla.; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2421). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 
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Mr, WEISS: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
5961. A bill for the relief of Alfred Lee 
Poynor; with amendment (Rept. No. 2422). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. FOGARTY: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 5930. A bill for the relief of The 
Fidelity & Casualty Co. of New York; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2423). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. JENNINGS: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 6061. A bill for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. Werner M. Bertelson and Elen W. 
Sessions; with amendment (Rept. No. 2424). 


Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 
Mr. GILLETTE: Committee on Claims. 


H. R. 6176. A bill for the relief of Shirley 
Jones; with amendment (Rept. No. 2425). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington: Committee 
on Claims. H. R. 6286. A bill for the relief 
of Lee Watts; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2426). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. WEISS: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
6379. A bill for the relief of the Marden 
Construction Co. Inc. with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2427). Referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. JENNINGS: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 6380. A bill for the relief of Charles 
S. Smith; with amendment (Rept. No. 2428) . 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. CHENOWETH: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 6388. A bill for the relief of certain 
personnel of the National Park Service, De- 
partment of the Interior, on account of ioss 
of personal property as a result of a fire sn 
August 13, 1940, at Yellowstone National Park, 
Wyo.; with amendment (Rept. No. 2429). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. KEOGH: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
6591. A bill for the relief of the estate of 
Emily Kraft, deceased; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2430). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. SAUTHOFF: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 6619. A bill for the relief of M. Ray 
Waldron; with amendment (Rept. No. 2431). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House 

Mr. SAUTHOFF: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 6721. A bill for the relief of Mildred 
G. Gordon; with amendment (Rept. No. 2432). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas: Committee on 
Claims. H. R. 6751. A bill for the relief of 
J. C. Baker; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2433). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. COFFEE of Washington: Committee 
on Claims. H. R. 6817. A bill for the relief 
of Lloyd A. Emick; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2434). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr.. JENNINGS: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 6841. A bill for the relief of the Tours 
Apartment Hotel; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2435). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 6990. A bill for the relief of G. F. Allen, 
chief disbursing officer, Treasury Department, 
and for other purposes; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2436). Referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. McGEHEE: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 7149. A bill for the relief of David E. 
Clark; with amendment (Rept. 2437). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev- 
erally referred as follows: 
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By Mr. MAY: 

H.R. 7519. A bill to preserve the retirement 
equities of certain commissioned officers of 
the Regular Army; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

H. R. 7520. A bill to provide for furnishing 
transportation for certain Government and 
other personnel necessary for the effective 
prosecution of the war, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEITER: 

H. R.7521. A bill authorizing a preliminary 
examination and survey of the Allegheny, 
Clarion, and Susquehanna Rivers, N, Y. and 
Pa., with a view to the control of floods; 
to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: 

H.R. 7522. A bill to amend the District of 
Columbia Appropriation Act, 1943, so as to 
authorize the use of public-school buildings 
in the District of Columbia as and for day 
nurseries and nursery schools, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. DOUGHTON: 

H. J. Res. 344. Joint resolution authorizing 
extensions of time for filing return of capital- 
stock tax in 1942; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. PATTON: 

H. Res, 535. Resolution that the bulletin 
entitled “War Record of Congress” prepared 
by the Legislative Reference Service of the 
Library of Congress be printed as a House 
document; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HARTLEY: 

H. Res. 536. Resolution to investigate the 
fuel oil, gasoline, and rubber supply; to the 
Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. DITTER: - 

H. R. 7523. A biil for the relief c7 Warren S. 

Hunsberger; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. McCORMACK: 

H. R. 7524. A bill to provide for the appoint- 
ment of William F. Shaw as an ensign, United 
States Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: 

H.R. 7525. A bill for the relief of Sam J. 

Hash; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3307. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 87 
American citizens and residents of Butler 
County, Pa., urging legislation which will pro- 
vide the largest possible protection for the 
men in our Army and Navy against the in- 
sidious influence of vice and intoxicating 
liquors, and especially the early passage of 
the Sheppard bill (S. 860); to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

3308. By Mr. VAN ZANDT: Petition of the 
Blair County (Pa.) Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union, protesting against the 
sale of intoxicating liquors for the duration 
of the war; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


SENATE 


Monpbay, SEPTEMBER 7, 1942 


Rev. Arthur A. O'Leary, S. J., presi- 
dent, Georgetown University, Washing- 
ton, D. C., offered the following prayer: 


Almıghty God, ruler of men and of na- 
tions, in whom we live and move and 
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have our being, we ask Thy blessing on 
the rulers and all the people of our be- 
loved country. 

May Thy infallible counsel be ever 
present to help us solve the serious prob- 
lems which confront us. May Thy 
strengthening arms ever be upraised to 
protect us in the hour of danger. Be 
with us always, so that we may maintain 
the cherished liberties which Thou hast 
given us; that we may be imbued with a 
deep sense of justice to all men, and may 
strive with might and main to preserve - 
intact the democratic form of govern- 
ment which has brought us peace and 
happiness in the past. 

Be our guide and protector always; 
direct all our actions by Thy holy inspira- 
tion and carry them on by Thy gracious 
assistance, that every thought and word 
and work of ours may always begin from 
Thee and by Thee be happily ended. 
Through Christ our Lord. Amen. 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER 


The Secretary (Edwin A. Halsey) read 
the following letter: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEM?ORE, 
Washington, D. C., September 7, 1942. 
To the Senate: 
Being temporarily absent from the Senate, 
I appoint Hon. Cari A. Harca, a Senator 
from the State of New Mexico, to perform the 
duties of th: Chair during my absence. 
CARTER GLASS, 
President pro tempore, 


Mr. HATCH thereupon took the chair 
as Acting President pro tempore. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. McKELLAR, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the procerdings of Thursday, 
September 3, 1942, was dispensed with, 
and the Journal was approved. 
AMENDMENT OF SOLDIERS' AND SAILORS' 

CIVIL RELIEF ACT 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore laid before the Senate a message 
from the House of Representatives an- 
nouncing its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7164) to amend the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ 
Civil Relief Act of 1943, as amended, to 
extend the relief and benefits provided 
therein to certain persons, to include 
certain additional proceedings and trans- 
actions therein, to provide further relief 
for persons in military service, to change 
certain insurance provisions thereof, and 
for other purposes, and requesting a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I move 
that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ment, agree to the request of the House 
for a conference, and that the Chair ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Acting President pro tempore appointed 
Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr. THOMAS of Utah, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Colorado, Mr. Austin, and 
Mr. Gurney conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore laid before the Senate the following 
letters, which were referred as indicated: 
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War DEPARTMENT CONTRACTS IN EXCESS OF 
$150,000 

A letter from the Secretary of War, stating 
that he had transmitted to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives a list of all War 
Department contracts in excess of $150,000 
undertaken during the fiscal year 1942, sub- 
mitted pursuant to law; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

A letter from the Archivist of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, lists of 
papers and documents on the files of the De- 
partments of the Treasury, Navy (2), and 
Agriculture (2); Civil Service Commission; 
the Panama Canal (2); and the Federal 
Works Agency, which are not needed in the 
conduct of business and have no permanent 
value or historical interest, and requesting 
action looking toward their disposition (with 
accompanying papers); to a Joint Select Com- 
mittee on the Disposition of Papers in the 
Executive Departments. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore 
appointed Mr. BARKLEY and Mr. BREW- 
STER members of the committee on the 
part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate or presented, and referred as in- 
dicated: 


By the ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
re: 


A letter in the nature of a memorial from 
the Automotive Boosters Club, Northwest No. 
8, of Minneapolis, Minn., signed by its secre- 
tary, remonstrating against the enactment 
of the bill (H. R. 7304) prohibiting the pay- 
ment of contingent fees for services in con- 
nection with the procurement of Government 
contracts, requiring certain warranties in 
Government contracts, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A letter in the nature of a petition from 
Kansas Post, No. 1, United States Army 
Mothers, of Kansas City, Kans., signed by 
Ellen B. Adams, adjutant, praying for the 
enactment of Senate bill 2541, to provide for 
the incorporation of the United States Army 
Mothers; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A petition, numerously signed, of members 
of the Methodist Church of Clay Center, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of Senate 
bill 860, to -prohibit the sale of alcoholic 
liquor and to suppress vice in the vicinity of 
military camps and naval establishments; 
ordered to lie on the table. 


RESOLUTIONS OF KANSAS CONFERENCE 
OF THE WESLEYAN METHODIST CHURCH 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp and appropriately referred 
resolutions adopted August 8, 1942, by the 
Kansas Conference of the Wesleyan 
Methodist Church in annual session at 
Miltonvale, Kans. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tions were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


The Kansas conference of the Wesleyan 
Methodist Church in annual session at Mil- 
tonvale, Kans., August 8, 1942, sets forth the 
following resolutions as registering the atti- 
tude of this assembly toward the liquor 
traffic and kindred evils as operating in the 
United States and elsewhere among the armed 
forces of our Army Navy, and Air Corps: 

“Whereas our Nation is in an all-out war, 
that demands the very best in manhood and 
efficiency, of the men in service, and the 
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greatest possible efforts of all in civilian life 
if our Nation is to win the war; and 
“Whereas the use of alcoholic liquors causes 
inefficiency, waste, and loss in man-hours 
both In service and industry; and 
“Whereas it is a scientific fact that alco- 
holic beverages are detrimental to the physi- 
cal and moral well-being of our people; and 
“Whereas the failure of our Army and 
Navy authorities to restrict the sale and use 
of alcoholic liquors in our Army and Navy 
camps and adjacent territory has brought 
about a condition greatly deplored; and 
“Whereas the manufacture, sale, and dis- 
tribution of alcoholic liquors consumes men, 
munitions, and materials urgently needed 
for the proper prosecution of the war effort; 
and 
“Whereas the reaction of the nerve force 
and endurance qualities through the use of 
tobacco by our armed forces impairs the ac- 
curacy and impedes the progress of offensive 
war, to the earliest possible winning of the 
same; and 
“Whereas social disease as a result of the 
accessible places of vice near our Army camps 
constitutes a great menace to our fighting 
forces in the destruction of braia and brawn: 
Therefore be it 
“Resolved, That we call upor the President 
and the Congress of the United States to de- 
clare a state of emergency and pass necessary 
legislation to forbid the manufacture and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors except for medici- 
nal and scientific purposes for the duration of 
the war; and be it further 
“Resolved That governmental regulation of 
tobacco advertising prohibit the use of pic- 
tures or portraits of women in both civilian 
and military life, and the use of pictures or 
portraits of men in the armed service in 
tobacco displays, whether on billboards or in 
periodical advertisements; and be it further 
“Resolved. That vice dissricts in the region 
of Army camps be entirely eliminated.” 
Kansas CONFERENCE, WESLEYAN 
METHODIST CHURCH. 
WILLIAM A, SMITH, President. 
E A. Coates, Secretary. 
C. Fuoyp HESTER, 
WARREN S. FREEBORN, 
Committee. 


TAXATION OF MUNICIPAL BONDS—RESO- 
LUTION BY THE COUNCIL OF WILLIAMS- 
PORT, PA. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I present 
a resolution received from the city of 
Williamsport, Pa., approved by the 
mayor, relative to the proposal now be- 
fore the Senate Finance Committee to 
impose a Federal tax on the income from 
municipal bonds. I ask that the resolu- 
tion be printed in the Recorp and re- 
ferred to the Finance Committee. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Finance and ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 

CITY oF WILLIAMSPORT, PA., 
February 19, 1942. 

Whereas the Council of the City of Wil- 
liamsport, Pa., wishes to express its implaca- 
ble opposition to the United States Treasury 
attempt to impose a Federal tax on the in- 
come from municipal bonds; and 

Whereas in this time of grave national 
crisis the fullest cooperation between Federal 
and municipal governments of the United 
States is essential to the successful prosecu- 
tion of our war efforts; and 

Whereas despite this grave national emer- 
gency and the need for complete unity of pur- 
pose and good will between the separate 
branches of our Government, the Treasury 
Department persists in its disturbing efforts 
to impose a Federal tax upon the income 
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from State and municipal bonds and thus 
needlessly resurrect this highly controversial 
and irritating domestic issue; and 

Whereas a tax on future issues of the State, 
and municipal bonds would raise practically 
no revenue at this time but would bring 
about an increase of % percent to 1 percent 
on all future municipal borrowing; this in- 
crease would have to be absorbed by addi- 
tional burdens on city real-estate taxes, the 
main source of municipal revenues: Now, 
therefore, it is hereby 

Resolved by the Council of the City of 
Wiitliamsport, Pa=— 

1. That we hereby reiterate our opposition 
to the continued attempts of the Treasury 
Department, either by statute, administrative 
rulings, or by judicial decree, to impose Fed- 
eral tax on municipal bonds; 

2. That we express the sense of this coun- 
cil and in behalf of the city real estate that 
this most controversial domestic issue should 
not at this time, and under the false pretense 
of national defense, be permitted to irritate 
and disturb that wholehearted cooperation in 
our American war effort which is the object 
and purpose of the cities of America; and 

3. That the director of accounts and finance 
of the city of Williamsport, Pa., be, and he is 
hereby, directed to forward a copy of this 
resolution to the President of the United 
States, the Secretary of the Treasury, our 
United States Senators, and Members of 
Congress. 

Leo C. WILLIAMSON, 
Mayor, 
Sam W, PuRSELL, 
City Clerk. 
REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
MILITARY AFFAIRS 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 2747) to authorize a 
reduction in the course of instruction at 
the United States Military Academy, re- 
ported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 1591) thereon. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION 
PRESENTED 


Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on Sep- 
tember 3, 1942, that committee presented 
to the President of the United States the 
enrolled joint resolution (S. J. Res. 160) 
providing for the acceptance of title to 
the Widener art collection of Philadel- 
phia, and for other purposes. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—AP- 
PROVAL OF A JOINT RESOLUTION 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that on 
September 3, 1942, the President had ap- 
proved and signed the joint resolution 
(S. J. Res. 160) providing for the accept- 
ance of title to the Widener art collec- 
tion of Philadelphia, and for other pur- 
poses, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED 
JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Speaker pro 
tempore had affixed his signature to the 
enrolled joint resolution (S. J. Res, 158) 
transferring the management of the Sen- 
ate restaurants to the Architect of the 
Capitol, and for other purposes, and it 
was signed by the Acting President “pro 
tempore. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. RADCLIFFE: 

8.2750. A bill for the relief of Western 
Maryland Dairy, Inc.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

8.2751. A bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to establish a Women’s Army Aux- 
illary Corps for service with the Army of the 
United States,” approved May 14, 1942; to 
create the grade of field director in such corps; 
to provide for enrolled grades in such corps 
comparable to the enlisted grades in the 
Regular Army; to provide pay and allowances 
for all members of such corps at the same 
rates as those payable to members of the 
Regular Army in corresponding grades; and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEORGE: 

S. 2752. A bill to amend section 305 of the 
World War Veterans’ Act of 1924, as amend- 
ed; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. DAVIS: 

S. 2753. A bill to amend section 3 (g) of 
the Railroad Retirement Act of 1937, as 
amended; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN NUYS: 

S. 2754. A bill to eliminate private suits for 
penalties and damages arising out of frauds 
against the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary 

(Mr. TAFT introduced Senate bill 2755, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and appears under a 
separate heading.) 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

§.2756. A bill to provide for the issuance 
of a license to practice osteopathy in the 
District of Columbia to Maria G. Waks- 
mundzka; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


ADDRESS BY THE PRESIDENT IN CONNEC- 
TION WITH THE INTERNATIONAL STU- 
DENT ASSEMBLY 


[Mr. McKELLAR asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp the address 
broadcast by the President in connection with 
the International Student Assembly on Sep- 
tember 3, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix | 


THE PRESIDENT'S LABOR DAY STATE- 


MENT AND TRIBUTE TO LABOR BY ROD 
GORNEY 


[Mr. BROWN asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a Labor Day state- 
ment by the President of the United States 
and a poem entitled “Tribute to Labor” writ- 
ten by Rod Gorney, which appear in the 
Appendix.] 


LABOR DAY ADDRESS BY SENATOR JOHN- 
SON OF COLORADO 


[Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
& radio address delivered by him to the 
people of Colorado this day, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR WILEY ON FREE- 
DOM, FREE MEN, AND FREE LABOR 
[Mr. McNARY asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the Record an address on the 

subject Freedom, Free Men, and Free Labor 
delivered by Senator Wizey at the Labor Day 
observance sponsored by the Waukesha 

Trades and Labor Council at Waukesha, Wis., 

September 5, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 

pendix.] 

ADDRESS BY SENATOR BUTLER TO NE- 
BRASKA REPUBLICAN STATE CONVEN- 

TION 


[Mr. BUTLER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Record the address de- 
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livered by him to the Republican State Con- 

vention at Omaha, Nebr., on September 3, 

1942, which appears in the Appendix.) 

ABOLITION OF EXTRATERRITORIALITY 

IN CHINA 

[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Rzecorp an edi- 
torial from the New York Times, an edi- 
torial from the Detroit Free Press, and an 
editorial from the Greenville (S. C.) News, 
each relating to the abolition of extraterri- 
toriality in China, which appear in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

REDUCTION OF TAX EXEMPTION FOR 

DEPENDENTS 

[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Recorp an edi- 
torial from the Salt Lake Telegram of Au- 
gust 26, 1942, relative to the proposal to 
reduce the credit for dependents under the 
income tax law, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

THE SYNTHETIC RUBBER SITUATION— 
EDITORIAL FROM THE KANSAS CITY 
STAR 
[Mr. GILLETTE asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 

from the Kansas City Star of September 3, 

1942, entitled “The Record on Rubber,” 

which appears in the Appendix.] 

THE PRIMARIES REFUSZ TO PURGE— 
EDITORIAL FROM THE HARTFORD 
COURANT 
[Mr. DANAHER asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 
entitled “The Primaries Refuse to Purge,” 
published in the Hartford Courant of Sep- 
tember 3, 1942, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


INFLATION CONTROL—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 834) 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United 
Fraton, which was read by the Chief 
Clerk: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

Four months ago, on April 27, 1942, I 
laid before the Congress a seven-point 
national economic policy designed to 
stabilize the domestic economy of the 
United States for the period of the war. 
The objective of that program was to 
prevent any substantial further rise in 
the cost of living. 

It is not necessary for me to enumerate 
again the disastrous results of a runaway 
cost of living—disastrous to all of us— 
farmers, laborers, businessmen—the Na- 
tion itself. When the cost of living 
spirals upward everybody becomes poorer 
because the money he has and the money 
he earns buys so much less. At the same 
time the cost of the war, paid ultimately 
from taxes of the people, is needlessly 
increased by many billions of dollars. 
The national debt at the end of the 
war would become unnecessarily greater. 
Indeed, the prevention of a spiraling 
domestic economy is a vital part of the 
winning of the war itself. 

I reiterate the seven-point program 
which I presented April 27, 1942: 

1. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must tax heavily, and 
in that process keep personal and corpo- 
rate profits at a reasonable rate, the word 
“reasonable” being defined at a low level. 

2. To keep the cost of living from spi- 


! raling upward, we must fix ceilings on 
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the prices which consumers, retailers, 
wholesalers, and manufacturers pay for 
the things they buy, and ceilings on rents 
for dwellings in all areas affected by war 
industries. 

3. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must stabilize the 
remuneration received by individuals for 
their work. 

4. To keep the cost-of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must stabilize the 
prices received by growers for the prod- 
ucts of their lands. 

5. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must encourage all 
citizens to contribute to the cost of win- 
ning this war by purchasing War bonds 
with their earnings instead of using those 
earnings to buy articles which are not 
essential. 

6. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must ration all essen- 
tial commodities of which there is a 
scarcity, so that they may be distributed 
fairly among consumers and not merely 
in accordance with financial ability to 
pay high prices for them. 

7. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must discourage credit 
and installment buying, and encourage 
the paying off of debts, mortgages, and 
other obligations, for this promotes sav- 
ings, retards excessive buying, and adds 
to the amount available to the creditors 
for the purchase of War bonds. 

In my message of 4 months ago, I 
pointed out that in order to succeed in 
our objective of stabilization it was nec- 
essary fo move on all seven fronts at the 
same time; but that two of them called 
for legislation by the Congress ‘before 
action could be taken. It was obvious 
then, and it is obvious now, that unless 
those two are realized, the whole objec- 
tive must fail. These are points num- 
bered 1 and 4; namely, an adequate tax 
program, and a law permitting the fixing 
of price ceilings on farm products at 
parity prices. 

I regret to have to call to your atten- 
tion the fact that neither of these two 
essential pieces of legislation has as yet 
been enacted into law. That delay has 
now reached the point of danger to our 
whole economy. 

However, we are carrying out, by exec- 
utive action, the other parts of the seven- 
point program which did not require 
congressional action. 

Price ceilings have been fixed on prac- 
tically all commodities—other than cer- 
tain exempted agricultural products— 
and on rents in war-production areas 
of the United States. 

This process of keeping prices and 
rents at reasonable levels constitutes one 
of the most far-reaching economic steps 
that this Nation has ever taken—in time 
of peace or war. 

Our experience during the last 4 
months has proved that general control 
of prices is possible—but only if that con- 
trol is allinclusive. If, however, the costs 
of production, including labor, are left 
free to rise indiscriminately, or if other 
major elements in the costs of living are 
left unregulated, price control becomes 
impossible. If markets are flooded with 
purchasing power in excess of available 
goods, without taking adequate measures 
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to siphon off the excess purchasing power, 
price control becomes likewise impossible. 

Our entire effort to hold the cost of 
living at its present level is now being 
sapped and undermined by further in- 
creases in farm prices and in wages, and 
by an ever-continuing pressure on prices 
resulting from the rising purchasing 
power of our people. 

Annual wage and salary disbursements 
have increased from forty-three and 
seven-tenths billion dollars in 1939 to an 
estimated $75,000,000,000 in 1942. This 
represents an increase of 71 percent. To 
obtain a full appreciation of what that 
increase means, we should remember that 
$75,000,000,000 is more than our total na- 
tional income was during any single year 
in the 1930’s. Due to constantly increas- 
ing employment, overtime, and wage-rate 
increases, the annual wage and salary bill 
for the entire country has been rising by 
more than a billion dollars a month. 

It is impossible for the cost of living 
to be stabilized while farm prices con- 
tinue to rise. You cannot expect the 
laborer to maintain a fixed wage level if 
everything he wears and eats begins to 
go up drastically in price. On the other 
hand, it is impossible to keep any prices 
stable—farm prices or other prices—if 
wage rates, one of the most important 

` elements in the cost of production, con- 
tinue to increase. 

But even if the process of stabilization 
of all prices and wages at present levels 
was to be brought about, there would 
still remain the great upward pressure on 
the cost of living created by the vast 
amount of purchasing power which has 
been earned in all sections of the country. 
The national income has been increasing 
since January 1, 1941, at the average rate 
of 2 percent each month. This purchas- 
ing power now exceeds by an estimated 
twenty billions the amount of goods 
which will be available for purchase by 
civilians this year. The result obviously 
is that people compete more and more 
for the available supply of goods; and the 
pressure of this great demand compared 
with the small supply—which will be- 
come smailer and smaller—continually 
threatens to disrupt our whole price 
structure. 

A recent study by the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics has shown very strikingly how 
much the incomes of the average of fam- 
ilies have gone up during the first quarter 
of 1942. If we assume that the income 
for the first quarter of 1942 is a fair basis 
for estimating what the family income 
will be for the entire year, the results of 
the study show that whereas less than 
one-fourth of all families in the United 
States received as much as $2,500 in 1941, 
more than one-third will have $2,500 or 
more in 1942. This shows how much the 
purchasing power of the average Ameri- 
can family has gone up as a result of war 
production and how essential it is to con- 
trol that purchasing power by taxation 
and by investment in War bonds. 

We also know that as the war goes on 
there will not be an adequate supply of all 
civilian goods; that only through strict 
rationing, wherever necessary, will these 
goods be equitably distributed. We are 
determined that no group shall suffer a 
shrinkage of its normal quota of basic 
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necessities because some richer group can 
buy all the available supply at high prices. 

In normal peacetimes the ordinary 
processes of collective bargaining are 
sufficient in themselves. But in war- 
times and particularly in times of greatly 
increasing prices, the Government itself 
has a very vital interest in seeing to it 
that wages are kept in balance with the 
rest of the economy. It is still the policy 
of the Federal Government to encourage 
free collective bargaining between em- 
ployers and workers; and that policy will 
continue. Owing to the fact that costs 
of production are now, in so many cases, 
being passed or to the Government, and 
that so large a percentage of profits would 
be taken away by taxation, collective bar- 
gaining between employers and em- 
ployees has changed a great deal from 
what it was in peacetimes. In times of 
danger to our economy the Government 
itself must step into the situation to see 
to it that the processes of collective bar- 
gaining and arbitration and conciliation 
are not permitted to break up the balance 
between the different economic factors in 
our system. 

War calls for sacrifice. War makes 
sacrifice a privilege. That sacrifice will 
have to be expressed in terms of a lack 
of many of the things to which we all 
have become accustomed. Workers, 
farmers, white collar people, and busi- 
nessmen must expect that. No one can 
expect that, during the war, he will al- 
ways be able to buy what he can buy 
today. 

If we are to keep wages effectually 
stabilized, it becomes imperative, in fair- 
ness to the worker, to keep equally stable 
the cost of food and clothing and shelter 
and other articles used by workers. 

Prices and rents should not be allowed 
to advance so drastically ahead of wage 
rates that the real wages of workers as 
of today—their ability to buy food and 
clothing and medical care—will be cut 
down. For if the cost of living goes up 
as fast as it is threatening to do in the 
immediate future, it will be unjust, in 
fact impossible, to deny workers rises in 
wages which would meet at least a part 
of that increase. 

The cost of all food used by wage earn- 
ers—controlled and uncontrolled—has 
been going up at the rate of 1% percent 
per month since the price ceilings were 
set in May 1942. If this rise should be 
permitted to continue, the increased cost 
of food to wage earners next May would 
be more than 15 percent over the level 
which existed when the ceilings were set. 

This would be equal to imposing a 15- 
percent sales tax on all food purchased 
by wage earners. Obviously no one 
would consider imposing such a tax. 

This drastic increase has been caused, 
and will be caused, chiefly by the fact 
that a number of food commodities are 
exempt under existing law. 

In the case of these exempt commodi- 
ties the increases are even more startling. 
The cost of such food used by wage earn- 
ers has been rising at an average of 31⁄4 
percent per month since May 1, 1942. 

Prices received by farmers have risen 
85 percent since the outbreak of the war 
in September 1939, and these prices are 
continuing to rise. Cash farm income, 


7043 


including Government payments, has in- 
creased from eight and seven-tenths bil- 
lion dollars in 1939 to substantially more 
than $15,000,000,000 in 1942. This is an 
increase of about 75 percent. 

The movement of uncontrolled food 
prices since May 18, 1942, the date when 
price regulation became effective, has 
been so drastic as to constitute an im- 
mediate threat to the whole price struc- 
ture, to the entire cost of living, and to 
any attempt to stabilize wages. 

Within 2 months after the date that 
price regulations became effective, the 
prices of controlled foods actually fell 
seven-tenths of 1 percent. But uncon- 
trolled foods advanced 7.3 percent dur- 
ing the same period, and are still going 
up. 
To give some specific examples: From 
May to August of this year round steak 
and pork chops, which are controlled, 
showed a slight decline, but during the 
same period lamb, which was uncon- 
trolled up to July, advanced more than 
10 percent, and chickens have advanced 
more than 16 percent. 

To take another example: Lard, which 
is a controlled product, dropped nearly 5 
percent, whereas butter, which is uncon- 
trolled, went up more whan 6 percent, or 
twice the normal seasonal rate. Oranges 
have gone up more than 25 percent, al- 
though the normal seasonal increase is 
only about 6 or 7 percent. 

Uncontrolled agricultural commodities 
include some of the most important of 
the foods and include the grain foods 
necessary for livestock. When you con- 
sider that in this category are wheat, 
corn, oats, barley, rye, dry beans, cotton, 
sweetpotatoes, apples, sheep, butterfat, 
wholesale milk, chickens, eggs, and or- 
anges, you can realize how important 
these products are to the pocketbook of 
the housewife. 

The greatest danger is in dairy prod- 
ucts, which are, as you know, most im- 
portant items in the American diet. 
Butter, cheese, and evaporated milk are 
exempt under the Price Control Act. 
The prices for these have been going up 
so fast that they constitute a serious 
threat to an adequate supply of fluid 
milk. Unless we are able to get control 
of butter, cheese, and other dairy prod- 
ucts in the very near future, the price 
of milk in large cities is certain to go up. 

If wages should be stabilized and farm 
prices be permitted to rise at any rate 
like the present rate, workers will have 
to bear the major part of the increase. 
This we cannot ask. The Congress must 
realize that unless the existing control 
over farm prices is strengthened we must 
abandon our efforts to stabilize wages and 
salaries and the cost of living. If that 
occurs, workers and farmers alike will 
not only suffer a reduction in real in- 
come, but will bring upon themselves and 
the Nation the unparalleled disaster of 
unchecked inflation. 

The reason why price ceilings have 
not already been imposed on: all food 
products is, as you know, that paragraph 
3 of the Emergency Price Control Act 
prohibits such ceilings until farm prices 
as a whole have gone up beyond parity 
prices—far beyond—as high as an aver- 
age of 16 percent beyond, 
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Although that restriction upon estab- 
lishing ceiling for farm products usually 
is referred to as the 110 percent of parity 
limitation, it is much worse than that. 
The statute provides other limitations 
which are more drastic. Ceilings cannot 
be imposed, under the statute, on any 
product at a level below the market price 
on October 1 or December 15, 1941, or 
the average price for the period July 1, 
1919, to June 30, 1929, or below 110 per- 
cent of current parity, whichever of those 
four levels is highest. As a result, the 
lowest average level for all farm com- 
modities at which ceilings may be im- 
posed is not 110 percent, but 116 percent 
of parity—some of the commodities 
going almost as high as 150 percent of 
parity. 

Even more important is the psycho- 
logical effect of such unfair privilege. 
It provides fuel for fires of resentment 
against farmers as a favored class. After 
all, parity is, by its very definition, a fair 
relationship between the prices of the 
things farmers sell and the things they 
buy. Calculations of parity must include 
all costs of production, including the cost 
of labor. As a result, parity prices may 
shift every time wage rates shift. In- 
sisting that the ceilings on no farm com- 
modity shall ever be lower than 110 per- 
cent of parity is asking for more than a 
fair price relationship with other prices. 

In fact, the limitations on agricultural 
ceilings are now being cited by other 
groups as a reason for resisting economic 
controls that are needed in their own 
fields. The limitations will be a rallying 
point for such opposition as long as they 
are in effect. 

As í urged in my message of April 27, 
1942, “the original and excellent objec- 
tive of obtaining parity for the farmers 
of the United States should be restored.” 

Our policy with respect to farm prod- 
ucts should be guided by three principles: 
First, to hold the line against inflationary 
price increases. Second. to get the re- 
quired production of necessary farm 
products. Third, to maintain the prin- 
ciple of parity for agriculture. 

Agricultural ceilings should be per- 
mitted at either parity or at the price 
levels which prevailed at some recent 
date, whichever is higher. In most cases 
the formula would preserve the general 
structure of wholesale and retail price 
controls, and would also call out the vol- 
ume of production needed. Also, it would 
preserve the parity principle. 

In regard to increasing the total of 
our focd production, one of the worries 
that a farmer has today is the shortage 
of labor for cultivating and harvesting 
crops. The time is soon coming when in 
many parts of the country we shall have 
to use seasonally the help of women and 
grown young people. I feel certain the 
Nation will cooperate wholeheartedly. 

It not only would be unfair to labor to 
stabilize wages and do nothing about the 
cost of food; it would be equally unfair 
to the farmer. For we must all remem- 
ber that the farmer’s wife buys many 
articles of food at the store for the use of 
her own family, and high prices hurt her 
pocketbook as much as that of the city 
housewife, 
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What is needed, therefore, is an over- 
all stabilization of prices, salaries, wages, 
and profits. That is necessary to the 
continued production of planes and tanks 
and ships and guns at the present con- 
stantly increasing rate. 

We cannot hold the actual cost of food 
and clothing down to approximately the 
present level beyond October 1. No one 
can give any assurances that the cost of 
living can be held down after that date. 

Therefore, I ask the Congress to pass 
legislation under which the President 
would be specifically authorized to sta- 
bilize the cost of living, including the 
price of all farm commodities. The pur- 
pose should be to hold farm prices at 
parity, or at levels of a recent date, 
whichever is higher. 

I ask the Congress to take this action 
by the first of October. Inaction on your 
part by that date will leave me with an 
inescapable responsibility to the people 
of this country to see to it that the war 
effort is no longer imperiled by threat of 
economic chaos. 

In the event that the Congress should 
fail to act, and act adequately, I shall 
accept the responsibility, and I will act. 

At the same time that farm prices are 
Stabilized, wages can and will be stabi- 
lized also. This I will do. 

The President has the powers, under 
the Constitution and under congressional 
acts, to take measures necessary to avert 
a disaster which would interfere with the 
winning of the war. 

I have given the most thoughtful con- 
sideration to meeting this issue without 
further reference to the Congress. I 
have determined, however, on this vital 
matter to consult with the Congress. 

There may be those who will say that, 
if the situation is as grave as I have 
stated it to be, I should Use my powers 
and act now. I can only say that I have 
approached this problem from every 
angle, and that I have decided that the 
course of conduct which I am following 
in this case is consistent with my sense 
of responsibility as President in time of 
war, and with my deep and unalterable 
devotion to the processes of democracy. 

The responsibilities of the President in 
wartime to protect the Nation are very 
grave. This total war, with our fighting 
fronts all over the world, makes the use 
of Executive power far more essential 
than in any previous war. 

If we were invaded the people of this 
country would expect the President to 
use any and all means to repel the in- 
vader. 

The Revolution and the War between 
the States were fought on our own soil, 
but today this war will be won or lost on 
other continents and remote seas. 

I cannot tell what powers may have to 
be exercised in order to win this war. 

The American people can be sure that 
I will use my powers with a full sense of 
my responsibility to the Constitution and 
to my country. The American people 
ean also be sure that I shall not hesi- 
tate to use every power vested in me to 
accomplish the defeat of our enemies in 
any part of the world where our own 
safety demands such defeat. 
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When the war is won, the powers 
under which I act automatically revert 
to the people—to whom they belong. 

In March and April 1933, this Nation 
faced a threatening domestic situation 
calling for the most drastic measures. 
The Congress, alive to the needs of that 
day, formulated and enacted whatever 
was required to do the job before it— 
without long debate, without party poli- 
tics, and without heed to the pressures of 
any special group looking for advantages 
for itself, ; 

I need not argue the point that the 
situation facing the Nation today is in- 
finitely more critical than it was 10 years 
ago. We are fighting a war of survival. 
Nothing can yield to the over-all neces- 
sity of winning this war, and the win- 
ning of the war will be imperiled by a 
runaway domestic economy. 

As a part of our general program on 
farm prices, I recommend that Congress 
in due time give consideration to the 
advisability of legislation which would 
place a floor under prices of farm prod- 
ucts, in order to maintain stability in 
the farm market for a reasonable future 
time. In other words, we should find a 
practicable method which will not only 
enable us to place a reasonable ceiling 
or maximum price upon farm products, 
but which will enable us also to guar- 
antee to the farmer that he would re- 
ceive a fair minimum price for his prod- 
ucts for 1 year, or even 2 years—or 
whatever period is necessary after the 
end of the war. Every farmer remem- 
bers what happened to his prices after 
the last war. We can, I am sure, if we 
act promptly and wisely, stabilize the 
farmer’s economy so that the post-war 
disaster of 1920 will not overtake him 
again. 

The farmer, instead of looking forward 
to a new collapse in farm prices at the 
end of the war, should be able to look 
forward with assurance to receiving a fair 
minimum price for 1 or 2 years after the 
war. Such a national policy could be es- 
tablished by legislation. 

In computing parity, we should con- 
tinue to use the computations of the Bu- 
reau of Agricultural Economics made 
under the law as it stands today. And in 
determining whether a commodity has 
reached parity, we should include all the 
benefits received by the farmer from his 
Government under the A. A. A. program, 
allocable to the particular commodity. 
For if is unfair to give a farmer a parity 
price, and, in addition, to pay him bene- 
fits which will give him far more than 
parity. 

I have confidence that the American 
farmer who has been doing so much in 
the battle of production of food will do as 
much in this struggle against economic 
forces which make for the disaster of in- 
flation; for nobody knows better than the 
farmer what happens when inflationary, 
wartime booms are permitted to become 
post-war panics. 

With respect to point seven of the pro- 
gram of April 27, 1942, we have made 
certain credit rulings designed to curtail 
unnecessary buying; and whatever else 
has to be done along these lines will be 
done, 
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With respect to point six, rationing is 
now in effect on some commodities, and, 
when necessary, will be extended to 
others. 

But with respect to point one—a fair 
tax program—that still waits upon the 
Congress to act. 

One of the most powerful weapons in 
our fight to stabilize living costs is taxa- 
tion. It is a powerful weapon because it 
reduces the competition for consumers’ 
goods—especially scarce foods, 

The cooperation and self-restraint of 
the whole Nation will be required to sta- 
bilize the cost of living. The stabilization 
of the cost of living cannot be maintained 
without heavy taxes on everyone except 
persons with very low incomes. With 
such increases in the tax load, unfair tax 
distribution becomes less and less toler- 
able. We can rightfully expect the full- 
est cooperation and self-restraint only if 
the tax burden is being fairly levied in 
accordance with ability to pay. 

This means that we must eliminate the 
tax exemption of interest on State and 
local securities, and other special privi- 
leges or loopholes in our tax law. 

It means that in the higher income 
brackets the tax rate should be such as 
to give the practical equivalent of a top 
limit on an individual’s net income, after 
taxes, approximating $25,000. It means 
that we must recapture through taxation 
all wartime profits that are not necessary 
to maintain efficient all-out war produc- 
tion. Such provisions will give assurance 
that the sacrifices required by war are 
being equitably shared. 

Next to military and naval victory, a 
victory along this economic front is of 
paramount importance. Without it our 
war-production program will be hindered. 
Without it we would be allowing our 
young men, now risking their lives in the 
air, on land, and on the sea, to return to 
an economic mess of our own making. 
The least that we at home can do for 
them is to see that our production in- 
creases every day so as to give them the 
weapons of war with which to fight, and 
to make sure that our economy at home 
continues to be one to which they can 
return with confidence and security. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

Tue Wuite House, September 7, 1942. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The message of the President will 
be referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency and printed. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, it may 
be a matter of small importance—I do 
not know—that the President’s message 
was referred to the Committee or. Bank- 
ing and Currency. I have very high re- 
gard, of course, for the personnel of that 
committee; but any matters dealing with 
parity and farm-commodity prices have 
been and are within the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. I make this observation only for 
the purpose of stating that if a bill deal- 
ing with the subject matter of the mes- 
sage should be introduced, I do not want 
jurisdiction necessarily determined by 
the reference of the message; because 
the problem with which the President at- 
tempts to deal more directly affects agri- 
culture and the prices it receives for its 
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products, and that is a matter exclusively 
and solely within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
I simply desire this statement to accom- 
pany the reference of the message; the 
Statement is not very important so far 
as the reference is concerned. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Perhaps the Chair should make the 
observation that the message was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency merely because that committee 
has handled other price-control meas- 
ures, 

Mr. McNARY. It has, of course. 
However, I simply draw the line of juris- 
diction; but on this vital subject I want 
it understood that by making this state- 
ment I am not acceding that jurisdiction 
should be found in the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The present occupant of the chair 
certainly would not want to oust the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
from consideration of a bill relating to 
farm products and prices. 

Mr, McNARY. I appreciate that, and 
no other Senator would. Iam wholly in 
accord with the statement made by the 
present occupant of the chair that the 
reference of the message does not in itself 
determine the jurisdictional question; 
but the inference might be drawn that, 
because the message was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, the 
resultant legislation, if any, might orig- 
inate in that committee. It is only to 
observe what I call a fair assignment of 
the message and the future attitude of 
the committees that I make this obser- 
vation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I shall de- 
tain the Senate very briefly. At a later 
date I desire to discuss the question of 
so-called parity or 110 percent of parity 
at some length. Today I wish merely to 
indicate my definite approval of and con- 
currence with what the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. McNary], the minority 
leader, said about the reference of the 
President’s message. Coming from one 
of the important agricultural States of 
the Nation, certainly I should be unwill- 
ing that even so great a committee as 
the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency should have exclusive jurisdiction 
of the subject matter of the message 
which is directed at agricultural pro- 
duction; and surely the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry should have at 
least concurrent jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject matter of the message. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The routine morning business is 
concluded. 


BASIC MAGNESIUM, INC. 


Mr. TAFT obtained the floor. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for merely a remark 
or two by the Senator from Nevada, in 
view of the fact that I must leave the 
floor very promptly? I assure the Sena- 
tor that my remarks will be very brief. 

Mr. TAFT. I shall be glad to yield to 
the Senator if his remarks will take not 
more than 5 minutes. 

Mr. McCARRAN. They will not take 
5 minutes. 


7015 


Mr. TAFT. I yield. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, less 
than a year and a half ago, after a very 
careful study made by the War Depart- 
ment, the Navy Department, and the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation, 
$65,000,000 was allocated by the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation for the 
construction of a magnesium plant close 
to Boulder Dam and near Las Vegas, in 
southern Nevada. Much has been said 
regarding the money which has been 
spent for the construction of that great 
plant, but little has been said about the 
skill and push that have been applied 
toward its completion. 

Today I have received a letter from 
Basic Magnesium, Inc., which has control 
of the construction of the plant and will 
have control of its operation. In view of 
the fact that the attention of Congress 
has been called to the construction of the 
plant, I ask leave at this time that the 
brief letter addressed to me may be read 
by the clerk. After the reading of the 
letter, I shall have one or two further 
remarks to make, by the courtesy of the 
able Senator from Ohio. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the clerk will 
read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Basic MAGNESIUM, INC., 
Las Vegas, Nev., September 2, 1942. 
Hon. Pat McCarran, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR MCCARRAN: I am sure that 
you were pleased to learn that we had been 
able to Overcome our many difficulties and 
succeeded in bringing the metal plant into 
production before the end of August. The 
process is now running smoothly, and it is 
now only a question of overcoming difficul- 
ties in supply of mechanics and construction 
material and driving construction as fast as 
we can to complete the whole plant. 

Remembering your keen interest and your © 
friendly cooperation and assistance, I feel 
that you would like to have a memento of 
this occasion, which I believe will become 
historic in the annals of Nevada, and so I 
am sending you a small block of metal taken 
from the first production. 

When you are next in Nevada, I hope you 
will give us the pleasure of your visit, at 
which time we shall be happy to show you 
the plant in operation. I hope that on my 
next visit east, I shall have the pleasure of 
meeting you in Washington. With kindest 
regards. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. P. BALL, 
Vice President. 


Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I 
hold in my hand a memento coming from 
the first production of that great mag- 
nesium plant now located in the south- 
ern part of my State. The plant will 
produce 112,000,000 pounds of mag- 
nesium annually, which is 344 times the 
production of that metal in the year 1941. 
So this great plant, which has now been 
put up by the activity and the encourage- 
ment of this Government, assures the 
production of a metal which will go a 
long way toward winning the war. 
Whatever may have been said by way 
of criticism, let it be noted that within 
a year and a half this great plant has at 
this early date, notwithstanding great 
obstacles, put out and now puts out for 
the first time magnesium, the metal so 
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much needed in our war effort. The 
country may well congratulate the man- 
agement, the American labor, and the 
progressive skill that accomplished this. 

Where such things can be brought 
about in such short time and so effi- 
ciently, no enemy can successfully chal- 
lenge. 


INFLATION CONTROL—THE PRESIDENT'S 
MESSAGE 


Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I wish to 
address the Senate briefly on the subject 
referred to in the President’s message 
and on the implications contained in it. 

It is a coincidence, perhaps, that I had 
already prepared a bill to create a Board 
of Inflation Control and to give it cer- 
tain power cver the Price Administrator 
and over the War Labor Board, as well 
as powers to fix wages and prices, which 
are recommended in the President’s mes- 
sage. I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce the bill. It contains section 9 of 
the amended Ball bill, conferring power 
to fix wages and salaries. It also reduces 
the parity price from 110 to 100, as now 
recommended by the President. 

There being no objection, the bill 
(S. 2755) to create an Inflation Control 
Board, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, ete— 

TITLE I 

Sec. 101. There is hereby established an 
Inflation Control Board (hereinafter referred 
to as the “Board"), to be composed of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of 
Agriculture, the Chairman of the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, the 
Price Administrator, and the Chairman of the 
National War Labor Board. The Board shall 
select a chairman from among its members. 

Sec. 102. The Board is authorized and di- 
rected to develop and coordinate national 
policies, plans, and programs designed to 
stabilize prices and wages and otherwise to 
check and control inflationary tendencies. 

Serc. 103. In performing its functions under 
this act the Board is authorized to utilize the 
services and facilities of any other govern- 
mental department or agency, and the policies 
and activities of any such department or 
agency insofar as they relate directly or in- 
directly to functions of the Board (including 
the powers conferred upon the National War 
Labor Board, and the functions of Office of 
Price Administration under the Emergency 
Price Control Act of 1942) shall be under the 
general supervision and control of the Board. 

Sec. 104. The Board may, subject to the 
civil-service laws, appoint such employees as 
it deems necessary in order to carry out its 
functions and duties under this act, and 
shall fix their compensation in accordance 
with the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended. 

Sec. 105. There are authorized to be appro- 
priated such sums as may be necessary or 
proper to carry out the provisions and pur- 
poses of this act. 

TITLE It 

Sec. 201. Until 6 months after the ter- 
mination of the present war or until such 
earlier time as the Congress by concurrent 
resolution or the President may designate, no 
private employer shall put into effect an 
increase in wage rates affecting 50 or more 
employees, whether under a collective-bar- 
gaining agreement or otherwise, unless such 
increase has been approved by the National 
War Labor Board (hereinafter referred to as 
the War Labor Board). Every such proposed 
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increase affecting 50 or more employees shall 
be submitted to the War Labor Board in ac- 
cordance with regulations prescribed by it. 
The War Labor Board will take prompt ac- 
tion, but if such action is not taken within 
30 days after the proposed increase is sub- 
mitted, the increase shall take effect and 
shall continue in effect until the War Labor 
Board shall take action, from which time, if 
the increase is not approved, the employees 
shall again be paid at the former rates. 

Sec. 202. The War Labor Board shall not 
approve any increase in wages which has 
been submitted to it pursuant to section 201, 
or which has otherwise been submitted to it 
for consideration, unless— 

(1) The increase in wage rates is not 
greater proportionately than the increase in 
the cost of living in the community or com- 
munities affected since the last fixing of such 
rates; or 

(2) The increase in wage rates does not 
raise wages above those prevailing in other 
establishments in the industry concerned; or 

(3) The increase in wage rates does not 
raise the rates in the establishment or in- 
dustry affected over those prevailing gener- 
ally in the Nation for similar types of work. 

For the purposes of this section, the deter- 
minations of wage rates prevailing and of 
the cost of living by the Department of Labor 
shall be conclusive, and the burden of proof 
that the recommendation or approval of a 
particular wage-rate increase sought by em- 
ployees will violate this act shall be on the 
employer. 

Sec. 203. Until 6 months after the termina- 
tion of the present war or until such earlier 
time as the Congress by concurrent resolu- 
tion or the President may designate, the War 
Labor Board shall not recommend or approve 
any contract or agreement between one or 
more employers or representatives thereof and 
one or more employees or representatives 
thereof which provides for the payment of 
more than the regular wage rate for work 
on Saturday or Sunday which is not over- 
time or is not work on the seventh consecu- 
tive working day. 

Sec. 204. Until 6 months after the termina- 
tion of the present war or until such earlier 
time as the Congress by concurrent resolu- 
tion or the President may designate, no pri- 
vate employer shall, without the approval of 
the War Labor Board, increase the salary of 
any employee to a sum in excess of $5,000 per 
annum or increase the salary of any employee 
who is receiving salary at a rate in excess of 
$5,000 per annum. Every such propõsed fn- 
crease shall be submitted to the War Labor 
Board in accordance with regulations pre- 
scribed by it. The War Labor Board shall 
take prompt action, but if such action is not 
taken within 30 days after the proposed in- 
crease is submitted the increase shall take 
effect and shall continue in effect until the 
War Labor Board shall take action, from 
which time, if not approved, the employee 
shall again be paid his former salary. The 
War Labor Poard shall not approve any in- 
crease in any such salary unless— 

(1) The increase in salary is not greater 
proportionately than the increase in the cost 
of living since the salary was last changed; or 

(2) The increase in salary does not result 
in a salary greater than salaries prevailing for 
similar work in the establishment or indus- 
try concerned; or 

(3) The increased salary is not greater than 
that prevailing generally in the Nation for 
similar types of work; or 

(4) The increase in salary is not greater 
than is justified by a promotion given to, or 
increased or different work imposed upon, the 
employee. 

Sec. 205. In the case of establishments 
which have not been heretofore in operation, 
the War Labor Board shall recommend or 
approve only such contracts or agreements 
fixing wage rates as fix such rates at not 
more than the level of wage rates which could 
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be approved under section 202 for similar 
existing establishments or industries. Initial 
salaries in such establishments in excess of 
$5,000 per annum shall be subject to the ap- 
proval of the War Labor Board as if they were 
increases in salary under section 204. 

Sec 206. As used in sections 204 and 205, 
the term “salary” shall be deemed to include 
all bonuses and other compensation for serv- 
ices paid to an employee by his employer. 

Sec. 207 The Congress hereby declares that, 
in the interest of the common defense and 
the security of the Nation, all employers and 
employees should submit proposed wage in- 
creases to the War Labor Board as required 
by this title and should accept and abide by 
the decisions of the War Labor Board with 
respect to wage rates. 


TITLE II 


Sec. 301. Section 3 (a) of the Emergency 
Price Control Act of 1942 is amended to read 
as follows: 

“Sec. 3. (a) No maximum price shall be 
established or maintained for any agricul- 
tural commodity unless the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture shall have determined and pub- 
lished the parity price or a comparable price 
for such commodity. No maximum price 
shall be established or maintained for any 
agricultural commodity below (1) the parity 
price for such commodity determined and 
published by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
adjusted by such Secretary for grade, ioca- 
tion, and seasonal differentials, or (2) in 
case a comparable price has been determined 
for such commodity under subsection (b), 
such comparable price, adjusted in the same 
manner, in lieu of the parity price so ad- 
justed, or (3) below the market price of such 
commodity on September 1, 1942.” 


1. THE DOCTRINE IS REVOLUTIONARY 


Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, it seems to 
me that the implications contained in the 
President's message are tremendously 
serious. I would not ordinarily detain 
the Senate before we have had time to 
read and thoroughly digest th. message 
of the President of the United States, but 
the message seems to be based on a doc- 
trine so revolutionary and so dangerous 
to the existence of democratic govern- 
ment in the United States that I cannot 
let a single day go by without recording 
my own vigorous protest against the 
soundness of the doctrine. 

On page 6 of the President’s message 
there is the following paragraph: 

The President has the powers, under the 
Constitution and under congressional acts, to 
take measures n to avert a disaster 
which would interfere with the winning of 
the war. ê 


He necessarily implies—because that 
is the only sense we can make of it—that, 
in relation to farm prices, by Executive 
order he can set aside the provisions of 
the Price Control Act passed by Con- 
gress. 

He also states in his message that he 
has the power to fx wages and salaries, 
and that he will do so. 

Mr. President, it is true that he says he 
will not exercise these powers until Con- 
gress has had an opportunity for a month 
to consider them and to do the things 
which he says should be done. However, 
he also says that if Congress does not do 
those things he will do them by Executive 
order, 

It was rumored in the press that the 
President was about to issue an Execu- 
tive order to do these things, and to set 
aside an act of Congress; but it seems ta 
me that the method which is pursued— 


1942 


a threat that if Congress does not do 
those things he will do them without con- 
sulting Congress—is an even worse 
method of approaching the problem than 
to issue an Executive order directly. 

I cannot overstate my feeling of re- 
gret, bitter disappointment, and deep 
concern that the President should have 
yielded to advisers who have so little re- 
spect for the fundamental principles of 
the American Constitution which have 
guided this country so well for 150 years. 

The message asserts the power of the 
President, because this country is en- 
gaged in war and broad powers have 
been granted to the President in various 
other fields, such as priorities, to fix 
prices in violation of the statute passed 
by Congress for that purpose, and to fix 
wages and salaries in the absence of any 
statute. 

2. THE DOCTRINE LEADS TO COMPLETE 
DICTATORSHIP 

This is in fact an assertion that the 
laws of this country can be made by 
Executive order. If the President can 
do this, then he can draft men in viola- 
tion of the conscription law or outside 
the conscripticn law. If without legisla- 
tion he can limit the salary which an 
employer pays an employee, then he can 
levy a tax on that salary and take away 
all income over some figure he may fix. 
It has sometimes been rumored that an 
attempt to suspend congressional elec- 
tions during the war is to be proposed. 
The doctrine now asserted would not in- 
terfere with the election of Congress; but 
when Congress is elected it would leave 
it without power—a mere shell of a legis- 
lative body. The elections might just as 
well be postponed. If the doctrine that 
war transfers legislative powers to the 
Executive is admitted for a moment, it 
can easily be stretched further to cover 
the period of the post-war emergency, 
and from then on through a whole series 
of emergencies until we have established 
in this country an arbitrary, one-man 
dictatorship. That is the kind of gov- 
ernment we have seen in many European 
countries, where the laws are made by 
executive decree, ukase, or directive. 
Government by the people will vanish 
from America. 

3. THERE IS NO SUCH DOCTRINE IN AMERICAN 

CONSTITUTINAL LAW 

As a matter of fact, there is no prin- 
ciple of constitutional law which confers 
additional powers on the President dur- 
ing time of war except those which derive 
from the fact that he is Commander in 
Chief of the Army and Navy, and has 
therefore the power to direct war oper- 
ations. With that exception I fully 
agree. In my opinion, the President 
must conduct this war. It cannot be 
conducted by Congress. I have voted to 
give every power that the President has 
requested to conduct the military opera- 
tions and everything connected with 
them. However, outside the military 
field, in dealing with the civilian popula- 
tion and its ordinary day-to-day affairs, 
the Constitution gives the President no 
greater power in time of war than at any 
other time. Article I, section 1, of the 
Constitution says: 

All legislative powers herein granted shall 
be vested in a Congress of the United States. 
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It does not add to that clause the 
words: 


except in time of war. 


I agree that in time of war, even 
among the civilian population, many 
fascist controls are necessary, and I agree 
that in time of war the powers of the 
Government of the United States are in 
effect considerably increased; but I do 
not agree that outside the military field 
there is any different division among 
those powers. If legislative power can 
be transferred to the Executive, then 
judicial power can be transferred to the 
Executive. If Congress can be ruthlessly 
set aside, then the Supreme Court of the 
United States can be ignored. History 
shows that power once lost is not likely 
to be regained. Isincerely hope that the 
leaders of the majority in both Houses 
will resent this doctrine as much as I do, 
and will persuade the President to aban- 
don and ignore it. 

4. FAILURE TO CONTROL WAGES IS FAULT OF 

PRESIDENT, NOT CONGRESS 


With regard to the matter of inflation, 
I agree largely with what the President 
has said and the policies he has enun- 
ciated. 

I have introduced a bill which, al- 
though it was prepared without knowl- 
edge of the President’s message, is de- 
signed largely to carry out the measures 
which he desires. 

I favor control of inflation. I helped 
to sponsor the Price Control Act. I 
orxosed the 110 percent of parity provi- 
sions to which the President now objects. 
I helped to draft section 9 of the 
amended Ball bill, Senate bill 683, which 
would give to the National War Labor 
Board the power to fix wages and prices. 
Not long ago I made a speech in the 
Senate in which I urged upon the Presi- 
dent the submission of a program pro- 
viding for such wage control, and also for 
the reduction of the ceiling in the Price 
Control Act from 110 percent of parity 
to 100 percent of parity; but that pro- 
gram has never been submitted to Con- 
gress. Any effort to enact such control 
was met by the immediate demand from 
those in the Government who deal with 
labor that Congress take no action what- 
ever, but leave it entirely to them. I be- 
lieve that each element should stand on 
its own feet; but I believe that a great 
majority of the people feel that it would 
be unfair to limit the farmer’s wages 
if other wages are not likewise con- 
trolled. 

In his seven-point message in April the 
President was a great deal stronger on 
the subject of wages than he is today. 
He does not now refer to some of the 
things he then said. At that time he 
Said: 

Do you work for wages? You will have 
to forego higher wages for your particular 
job for the duration of the war. Wages in 
— can and should be kept at existing 
scales, 


He refused, and still refuses to advocate 
legislation providing control over wages 
and salaries. Since he had full control 
over the National War Labor Board, he 
could have directed that Board to carry 
out that policy. He has not done so, and 
that policy has not been followed by the 
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Board. How can he possibly now use the 
failure of Congress to legislate on farm 
prices and wages as. an excuse for assum- 
ing arbitrary powers? 

The President has many powers under 
statutes to deal with prices and wages. 
Much additional power has been con- 
ferred on him by the voluntary agree- 
ment of labor unions and laborers to 
abide by the decisions of the National 
War Labor Board. There are two powers 
which he does not have. He cannot fix 
prices below the standards set by Con- 
gress. He cannot fix wages and salaries 
when voluntary agreements are reached 
and cases are not submitted to the Na- 
tional War Labor Board. He cannot 
usurp such powers without legislation. 

The President has more power than 
any President has ever had; and much 
may be accomplished in controlling in- 
fiation within the limits set by Congress. 
Inflation is a serious danger, but it seems 
to me that it is being exaggerated today 
to justify the demand for greater execu- 
tive power. It is far more important to 
the winning of this war that the powers 
which the President already has be more 
effectively used than they are now being 
used. For years he has had full power 
to deal with the rubber situation. He 
has full power to ration gasoline or any 
other commodity. He has full power to 
straighten out the priority tangle in the 
War Production Board. He has full 
power to eliminate confusion and hard- 
ship in the administration of the selec- 
tive service law. I suggest that the effi- 
cient exercise of all these powers is more 
important than the additional powers 
he now seeks, which, incidentally, I per- 
sonally am entirely willing to grant to 
him by congressional action. 

5. DEMAND FOR ARBITRARY POWER THREATENS 

NATIONAL UNITY 

Mr. President, no doubt those who op- 
pose the assumption of this power will 
be accused of hindering the progress of 
the war and helping Hitler. They are 
not the ones who proposed this revo- 
lutionary change in our form of govern- 
ment. It is unfortunate that when we 
are straining every nerve to win the war 
on every continent on earth, the people 
should be divided by an attempt to over- 
ride the Constitution. If those powers 
should be assumed without legislation, I 
should not hesitate to advise any man 
that it would be his patriotic duty to 
refuse obedience to any order issued un- 
der them—just as I should refuse to 
leave my duties here in Washington if 
the President should attempt to suspend 
Congress for the period of the war, for 
the effect of this principle is the same. 
Any Congress elected in November would 
have no powers except those which can 
be overridden by the Executive. I sin- 
cerely hope that the opinion of the At- 
torney General on the President’s consti- 
tutional powers will be consigned to the 
limbo of departed spirits, 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Chair will take the liberty of 
calling the attention of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. McNary] t^ the fact that 
while the bil! introduced by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Tarr] does relate in some 
respects to farm prices, it also creates a 
board to control inflation, Ordinarily, it 
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would go to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and it has been referred 
to that committee, Sut there is a pro- 
vision in the bill about farm prices as 
well. 

LABOR DAY, 1942 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, this Labor 
Day is one of dedication rather than of 
celebration. We are looking forward 
rather than backward. We are deter- 
mined that the blessings of more than 
100 years of labor’s gains shall not be 
taken from us by the iron hand of the 
dictator. We are giving a full measure 
of labor’s strength for the maintenance 
of free men and free institutions. 

During more than half a century I 
have seen the coming of many gains for 
labor. I have seen the burden of toil 
taken from the backs of the workers and 
loaded onto the invincible strength of 
great machines. I have seen the earning 
power of the worker doubled and his 
purchasing power greatly increased. I 
have seen Government protection come 
for the maintenance of labor’s constitu- 
tional rights. I have seen the spirit of 
cooperation grow between those who 
work and those who direct work. I have 
seen the pitiless hand of public opinion 
pointed in scorn against men who used 
the toil of the workers in their days of 
greatest strength only to throw them 
into the discard come depression or old 
age. I have seen leadership of the Na- 
tion wrested from those who believed in 
the philosophy of “root, hog, or die” when 
there was no longer a place to root. 

Today American labor is blessed with 
a place of high honor among us. There 
is a general realization of what our cit- 
izens owe to the men who toil. The cele- 
bration of Labor Day for many years in 
the past is an acknowledgment of the 
gratitude we justly owe to labor. The 
dedication of this day th'- year to the 
cause of liberty is equally a sign of our 
common understanding that all of us 
seek to maintain the free institutions 
which have made possible the blessings 
labor today enjoys. 

The dynamic labor leadership of the 
Nation early protected labor from public 
criticism by declaring the surrender of 
the right to strike for the duration. Any 
deviation from this agreement has not 
carried the endorsement of national 
labor leadership. It has come in the case 
of wildeat or runaway strikes. It is 
none the less dangerous. Any strike 
brought about while our boys are offer- 
ing their lives on the battle front will be 
sorely disappointing to the American 
people. Any continuation of lawless- 
ness, irrespective of the source from 
which it may come, will bring continued 
pressure upon Congress for the enact- 
ment of stringent legislation. There 
must be concerted efforts on the part 
of both labor and management to avoid 
work stoppages due to strikes. 

Oi all the blessings that have come to 
the United States, the greatest good is 
found in the cooperation of manage- 
ment and labor. Goodwill pays in Dol- 
lars and Sense. The cooperation during 
the past year between men and manage- 
ment has been most encouraging. The 
loss of time due to strikes has been only 
a fraction of 1 percent. That is that 
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much too much. I expect we shall im- 
prove this record as we come better to 
understand the great crisis that con- 
fronts the Nation. 

This is no time for glittering generali- 
ties about American workmen. It is no 
more in place to attempt to glorify the 
worker than the soldier. Each one is 
doing his part and that is glory enough 
for anyone. 

Out of the tragic darkness of this hour 
in world history is being born a brighter 
day. We cannot see it now. We must 
take it on faith. Without that hope 
there is no sufficient incentive to go on. 
We must believe that out of the vale of 
tears will arise a more serious accept- 
ance of human responsibilities in all 
parts of the world among all men. Labor 
is bearing much of the pain of the new 
day thus being born. Labor should re- 
ceive the blessings of a new freedom 
when once it has been attained. 

The American worker today is think- 
ing of more than his job. He is thinking 
of the results toward which he and his 
employer are striving. He sees the ma- 
chines, the weapons, the materials of vic- 
tory preduced by the factory in which he 
labors. He knows the destiny to which 
they have been pointed. He understands 
they have been sent tc the distant places 
of the world there to uphold the cause of 
freedom—the same freedom that gives 
him assurance of job employment this 
day and in the days to come. He is on 
the job doing his best today because what 
he now does in behalf of victory will be 
job insurance for him when peace comes. 
He is willing to join with his fellow work- 
ers and give everything he has in this 
great effort. It may cost the Nation two 
or three hundred billion dollars, but it 
will be money well spent if it keeps us 
from being a nation of slaves under the 
galling yoke of a tyrant. The American 
worker knows for what he is fighting. 


THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE ON INFLA- 
TION—REVENUE LEGISLATION 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, as 
a matter of further contribution to the 
Recorp for this particular day, I wish to 
refer to one or two other portions of the 
President’s message, because I think they 
invite highly unfair implications which 
are unwarranted in fact. Certainly this 
is true in respect to the tax problem and 
the faithful work of the Senate Finance 
Committee as presided over by the very 
able Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE]. 

The President suggests in his message 
that there are two points in his seven- 
point program of April 27 which have not 
been brought into force because the Con- 
gress failed to legislate upon the subjects, 
and he calls particular attention to and 
particularly identifies an adequate tax 
program as one of these two points. 
Then he says: 


I regret to have to call to your attention 
the fact that neither of these two essential 
pieces of legislation have as yet been en- 
acted into law. That delay has now reached 
the point of danger to our whole economy. 


“That delay” refers, I repeat, in part, 
to the delay in the passage of the tax 
bill. 

Mr. President, there may have been 
long and irritating and unfortunate de- 
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lay in the passage of the tax bill. Cer- 
tainly it lingered in the House of Rep- 
resentatives for nearly 6 months. It has 
been in the Senate perhaps 4 or 5 
weeks under the jurisdiction of the Fi- 
nance Committee. So far as my observa- 
tion over 15 years of service in this body 
goes, I have never seen such continuous 
and faithful attention to any subject by 
any committee as that committee has 
been giving to this particular challenge. 
There has been an almost total presence 
of a total membership every day from 
10 o’clock in the morning until 5 in the 
afternoon throughout this long and 
tedious siege, 

Mr. President, why is it that the tax 
program has been delayed and has 
bogged down? If the country at long 
last is to be given the facts in respect to 
the various phases of the war situation, 
let us give them all the facts. The reason 
it has bogged down—and I am now 
speaking of the final tax program—is 
that not until last week did the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury acknowledge the 
total realities of his problem and come 
back to the Senate Finance Committee 
with a total program even remotely 
equal to the necessities which the Treas- 
ury confronts. That is where the great- 
est delay occurred in presenting the sum 
total of the Nation’s fiscal necessities, a 
delay ever since Pear! Harbor to face the 
sum total of this fiscal challenge. I do 
not mean to speak unkindly. I have 
great respect for the Secretary of the 
Treasury's devotion to his public duty. 
I have great sympathy with his terrific 
perplexities. Furthermore, even he 
could not foresee the progressive extent 
of the fiscal burdens he would have to 
bear. But why blame Congress? 

Mr. President, the final tax delay has 
not been in the Congress; it has been 
somewhere else. 

What is the fifth point in the seven- 
point program of April 27, 1942? I 
quote: 

To keep the cost of living from spiraling 
upward, we must encourage all citizens to 
contribute to the cost of winning this war 
by purchasing War bonds with their earnings 
instead of using those earnings to buy ar- 
ticles which are not essential. 


Mr. President, the Treasury Depart- 
ment implemented this point 5 of the 
seven-point program with a voluntary 
bond purchase program, contemplating, 
hoping for tne absorption of about $1,- 
600,000,000 of bonds a month by the vol- 
untary process. 

Secretary Morgenthau said he would 
come back to Congress and advise us if 
his program was not adequate and was 
not succeeding. But it was not until last 
week that he came back to the Senate 
Committee cn Finance and gave us that 
advice. It was not until last week that 
this greatest of all our fiscal difficulties 
was laid on the congressional doorstep 
and presented to the country. Yet the 
Presidential message wholly ignores this 
fact—and neglects even to comment on 
this new burden. It was not until last 
week that we were released, we in the 
Congress, to confront the total realities 
of this fiscal need. It certainly lies in no 
administrative mouth to challenge the 
activity at least of the Senate Commit- 
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tee on Finance in respect to the work it 
is undertaking to do in behalf of a total 
response to the total fiscal challenge. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not a 
fact that a good deal of the delay in the 
Senate Committee on Finance has been 
caused by the Treasury Department 
bringing up one scheme, discussing that, 
and before any action was taken on it 
whatever substituting another very com- 
plicated scheme? The Senator will re- 
call that Thursday of week before last 
the Treasury presented to the Commit- 
tee on Finance an exceedingly compli- 
cated and brand-new scheme for corpo- 
ration taxes, which was considered all 
that day by the members of the Commit- 
teeon Finance. I dare say many of them 
did what I did—took it home with them 
at night to study it. When we arrived 
Friday morning, the very next day, we 
were informed that the Treasury had 
thrown that scheme completely out the 
window, and had on hand for presenta- 
tion to the committee an entirely dif- 
ferent and even more complicated 
scheme. That sort of thing has been 
going on from the beginning of the 
hearings, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Of course, the 
Senator is correct; and it is based upon 
that situation that it seems to me as a 
matter of elementary fair play, and as a 
matter of elementary fair information 
to the country, the implication should 
not stand as indicated in the Presiden- 
tial message, that it is a congressional 
delay in legislation in respect to taxation 
which is responsible for a situation which 
“has now reached the point of danger to 
our whole economy.” It reached the 
point of danger to our whole economy 
months and months and months ago, as 
some of us then insisted, but it was only 
last week that the Treasury recognized 
it in its total size and frankly told us so. 

I should like to refer at this time also 
to one other phase of this matter. 

I wish heartily to welcome, so far as 
I am concerned, the forthright attitude 
of the President of the United States, at 
long last, in recognizing specifically that 
there can be no successful price control 
in America unless it is all-out price con- 
trol. So far as I am concerned, he will 
have my complete support, proceeding 
within constitutional channels, in any 
effort he desires to make to bring about 
total price control in this land. It is 
perfectly obvious that inflation is fully 
as great a menace as he defines it to be. 
It is perfectly obvious that something 
more effective must be done about it in 
order to prevent economic suicide. It is 
equally obvious that nothing wholly ade- 
quate has been done up to date, in spite 
of the relative success of the price-con- 
trol law, notwithstanding its deficiencies. 

I pass the question raised by the able 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarr], although 
L totally sympathize with the attitude 
which he assumes in the constitutional 
respect. I repeat, however, that until 
the sum total of this problem is recog- 
nized, as the President now recognizes 
it in the message just delivered, and until 
it is recognized by Congress in a respon- 
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sive fashion, we cannot hope to be saved 
from the catastrophe which the Presi- 
dent describes: But in seeking to meet 
that necessity, I again state that I think 
the message invites highly unfair impli- 
cations. I am speaking with great re- 
spect, and I am certainly charging no 
intended misinformation, but it seems to 
me that the very nature of the message 
invites another unfortunate implica- 
tion—namely, that the chief burden and 
responsibility for this situation rests upon 
agriculture. 

Mr. President, I would not for a mo- 
ment deny that agriculture is one of the 
factors which must be assessed in con- 
nection with this problem, but it is my 
opinion that there never was a minute 
while the price-control bill was under 
consideration by the Senate when agri- 
culture would not have accepted all-out 
control if it could have had the slightest 
assurance that labor would be treated in 
the same all-out fashion—an objective 
which the President’s administration has 
incorrigibly resisted every moment from 
that day to this. 

Now, here is a long message dealing in 
tremendous detail with the things which 
are to be done to control agricultural 
prices. There are just a few sentences 
in the message about controlling wages. 
There is no bill of particulars in respect 
to controlling wages. There is nothing 
by way of detail in respect to the Presi- 
dential anticipation. for the control of 
wages. There is much about agriculture, 
little about labor. 

Mr. President, we shall never answer 
this problem until we deal with equal 
candor and courage with all the factors 
so that everybody shall be guaranteed an 
equality of sacrifice. 

This is ‘Labor Day. The able senior 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Davis] 
has been eloquently discussing it. No 
man in his right mind would permit the 
exploitation of labor—and labor as a 
whole is superbly patriotic—in the name 
of a war emergency, but no man in his 
right mind much longer is going to per- 
mit certain elernents of labor to exploit 
the rest of us and to hazard the war 
effort in this emergency. 

Mr. President, if we can have the all- 
out effort which the President summa- 
rizes in this message, I am sure he can 
have a hundred percent congressional 
cooperation. He can certainly have 
mine. I agree completely with him that 
the time has come to move, but the re- 
sponsibility cannot be adroitly trans- 
ferred exclusively to these Halls, Mr. 
President, because the primary responsi- 
bility rests precisely where all these enor- 
mous war powers have been awarded. 
The primary responsibility rests with 
the executive branch of the Government, 
which must be the branch to conduct the 
war, and which must have the power, and 
which then must take the responsibility. 

Mr. President, if I speak critically it is 
because I want to be totally dedicated to 
the winning of this war with least delay 
and least loss and because I believe the 
war effort is too often bungled on the 
home front. Let Congress take its share 
of the blame—and, so far as I am con- 
cerned, its failure to write a total, all-out 
price-control bill last spring is censur- 
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able. I said then, and I have repeated it 
countless times, until wages are geared 
to prices there can be no such thing as 
reliable anti-inflationary defense; and 
until farm prices are stabilized at parity, 
in the same total comprehension of the 
problem, we flirt with economic disaster. 
But the more critical, the more sinister, 
failures in the war effort are not in Con- 
gress. Congress has given the Chief Ex- 
ecutive every war power he has ever 
asked—and every war dollar he has ever 
sought. Directing a war effort and fight- 
ing a war are unavoidably executive func- 
tions. There is where we have placed the 
authority. There is where the responsi- 
bility unescapably resides. The prime 
bunglers are administrative. The need 
for unified war command cannot be an- 
swered here. It must be answered down 
on Pennsylvania Avenue. The need for 
effectively reorganized services of supply 
cannot be answered here. It must be an- 
swered down the street. The need for an 
end to bureaucratic confusion cannot be 
answered here. It must be answered by 
those who asked and got the war powers 
we gave them. The need for more truth 
and less propaganda cannot be answered 
here. The answer lies elsewhere. There 
is less need for more and ever greater 
Executive powers. The need is for a 
more efficient. use of powers already in 
existence. Both Congress and the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government must 
be held to strict accountability in this 
tremendous emergency. I ask no im- 
munities for Congress. But I intend to 
grant none to others. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore 
laid before the Senate messages from the 
President of the United States submitting 
several nominations, which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on 
Commerce: 

Sundry officers for promotion in the Coast 
Guard; and 

Sundry officers and employees of the Coast 
and Geodetic Suryey for appointment and/or 
promotion in that Survey. 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Several postmasters. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. If there be no further reports of 
committees, the clerk will proceed to state 
the nominations on the Executive Cal- 


endar. 
POSTMASTERS 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read sun- 
dry nominations of postmasters. 


` Mr. McKELLAR. I ask that the post- 
master nominations be confirmed en bloc, 
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Mr. McNARY. Just a moment. I 
have a note from the able Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Witex] about the post 
office at Monroe, Wis. Is that contained 
in the list before us? 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is not in this 
list. The nomination to that office was 
reported this morning and will be brought 
up next Thursday. 

Mr. McNARY. It is not on the calen- 
dar for today? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It was reported this 
morning, but it is not on the calendar for 
today, and will come up Thursday. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the postmas- 
ter nominations on the calendar are 
confirmed en bloc. 


THE MARINE CORPS 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read sun- 
dry nominations in the Marine Corps. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Marine Corps nomina- 
tions be confirmed en bloc. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the nomina- 
tions are confirmed en bloc. 


JOHN HAMBLETON OBER 


Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I re- 
port favorably from the Committee on 
Military Affairs a nomination which I 
should like to have confirmed at this 
time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The nomination will be stated for 
the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination 
of John Hambleton Ober to be Deputy 
Director, Third Service Command, Field 
Service, Army Specialist Corps. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous 
consent that the nomination be con- 
firmed immediately, and that the Presi- 
dent be notified. 

Mr. McNARY. Is this the nomination 
in which the able Senator from Maryland 
IMr. RADCLIFFE] is interested? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes 

Mr. McNARY. The request refers only 
to that nomination? 

Mr. CHANDLER. To that one only. 

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection to the imme- 
diate consideration of the nomination? 
The Chair hears none, and, without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous 
consent that the President be imme- 
diately notified of all nominations con- 
firmed today. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the President will be 
notified forthwith. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY 


Mr McKELLAR. As in legislative ses- 
sion, I move that the Senate adjourn 
until Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 
o’clock and 21 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Thursday, September 10, 
1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate September 7, 1942: 
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Work PROJECTS ADMINISTRATOR 
Lindley R. Durkee, of Washington, to be 
work-projects administrator for Washing- 
ton, effective as of September 1, 1942, vice 
George R. Stuntz.. 


In THE Coast GUARD 


Commander (engineering) Gustavus R. 
O’Connor to be a captain in the Coast Guard, 
to rank from the lst day of September 1942. 

Cadet Robert J. Wescott to be an ensign in 
the Coast Guard, to rank from the date of 
oath of office. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominutions confirmed by 
the Senate September 7, 1942: 
ARMY SPECIALIST CORPS 
John Hambleton Ober to be Deputy Direc- 
tor, Third Service Command, Field Service, 
Army Specialist Corps, with a salary of $5,600 
per annum. 
IN THE MARINE CORPS 
TEMPORARY SERVICE 
To be major generals 
Roy 8. Geiger 
Joseph C. Fegan 
To be brigadier generals 
Lyle H. Miller 
Thomas E. Watson 


POSTMASTERS 
ILLINOIS 


George R. Gampher, Eldorado. 
Ernest R. Lightbody, Glasford. 
Lyle O. Kistler, Joy. 
Pearl W. Blackwelder, Litchfield. 
Joseph E. Fitzgerald, Leckport. 
George W. Collins, Lombard. 
Margaret M. O’Brien, Mokena. 
Henry Cottlow, Oregon. 
Hugh J. Gorman, Peotone. 
Martin J. Naylon, Polo. 
Benjamin W. Sharp, Reynolds. 
I on J. Walsh, South Beloit. 
Marie E. Holquist, Stillman Valley. 
Oliver M. Colwell, Toulon. 
George A. Larimer, Tuscola, 
Mathew L. McHugh, Westmont, 
Mary I. Quinn, Wilmington. 
MARYLAND 


Lewis H. Stoner, Emmitsburg. 

Elizabeth H. S. Boss, Laurel. 
MISSISSIPPI 

Grace B. McIntosh, Collins. 

David W. Colbert, Columbia. 

Beula P. Herrington, Mount Olive. 

Clemmie A. McCoy, New Augusta. 

Ossie J. Page, Sumrall. 

Alfis F. Holcomb. Waynesboro. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Orpha B. Wells, Robinson, 
OKLAHOMA 

James W. Blye, Hennessey. 

Jessie Shi, Stratford. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monpay, SEPTEMBER 7, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BUL WINKLE. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, 
Thou who art the Sleepless Guardian of 
every holy aspiration, shield us from the 
shuddering depths of indifference and 
diversive groups and direct us to the 
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service of the inner temple of our Na- 
tion’s soul. On this day made memor- 
able by putting a crown on the brow of 
honest toil, unlock the springs of devo- 
tion in every breast and grant that we 
may pledge solemn sacrifice to our coun- 
try’s weal. We pray for Thy bountiful 
goodness to rest upon all citizens, regard= 
less of race, color, or creedal distinction, 
Kindling a renewed flame of patriotism in 
all hearts and lighting a lamp of broader 
understanding in all minds. 

Persuade us as a people that our last- 
ing assets are moral, social, and religious, 
the bulwarks of our national life. Gra- 
cious Lord, let Thy power flow through 
us, bearing our trials and perplexities to 
the “Rock of Ages”; let. him who thirks 
he stands take heed lest he fall. Grant 
that we may not glory in our wealth 
which a good God hath bestowed upon 
us. All things are yours, whether Paul, 
or Apollos, or the world, or life, or death, 
or things present, or things to come, all 
are yours and ye are Christ’s and Christ 
is God’s—in His holy name. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, September 3, 1942, was read 
and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on the following dates the 
President approved and signed bills of 
the House of the following titles: 


On August 20, 1942: 

H.R. 7461. An act to amend section 107 of 
the Servicemen’s Dependents Allowance Act 
of 1942. 

On August 24, 1942: 

H.R. €484. An act to suspend temporarily 
the running of statutes of limitations ap- 
plicable to certain offenses. 

On September 3, 1942: 

H. R. 6876. An act to authorize the incor- 
porated town of Petersburg, Alaska, to under- 
take certain municipal public works, includ- 
ing the construction of a dam and improve- 
ments to the hydroelectric plant and system, 
improvements to the water system, and con- 
struction and equipment of a municipal hos- 
pital, and for such purposes to issue bonds 
in any sum not exceeding a total of $125,000. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Gatling, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate insists upon its amendment to 
the bill (H. R. 7164) entitled “An act to 
amend the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil 
Relief Act of 1940, as amended, to extend 
the relief and benefits provided therein 
to certain persons, to include certain ad- 
ditional proceedings and transactions 
therein, to provide further relief for per- 
sons in military service, to change cer- 
tain insurance provisions thereof, and 
for other purposes,” disagreed to by the 
House; agrees to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
REYNOLDS, Mr. THomas of Utah, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Colorado, Mr. Austin, ahd 
Mr. Gurney to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. p 

The message also announced that on 
September 3; 1942, the Vice President 


.had appointed Mr. Barktey and Mr. 
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Brewster members of the Joint Select — 
Committee on the part of the Senate, as 
provided for in the act of August 5, 1942, 
entitled “An act to provide for the dis- 
position of certain records of United 
States Government,” for the disposition 
of executive papers in the following de- 
partments and agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture. 

2. Department of the Navy. 

3. Department of the Treasury. 

4. Civil Service Commission. 

5. Federal Works Agency. 

6. The Panama Canal. 

The message also announced that on 
September 7, 1942, the Vice President 
had appointed Mr. Barxrey and Mr. 
Brewster members of the Joint Select 
Committee on the part of the Senate, as 
provided for in the act of August 5, 1942, 
entitled “An act to provide for the dis- 
position of certain records of United 
States Government,” for the disposition 
of executive papers in the following de- 
partments and agencies: 

Department of Agriculture, 

. Department of the Navy. 

Department of the Treasury. 

. Civil Service Commission. 

. Federal Works Agency. 

. The Panama Canal. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the House ad- 
journs today it adjourn to meet on 
Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection. it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

RESIGNATION FROM CONGRESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before 
the House the following communication: 
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Hon. Sam RAYBURN, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Congress of the United States, 
United States Capitol Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sir: I beg leave to inform you that I have 
this day transmitted to the Governor of Iowa 
my resignation as a Representative in the 
Congress of the United States from the Ninth 
District of Iowa. 

Please convey to all the Members my deep 
appreciation for their consideration and many 
kindnesses during the several years of my 
service. I shall never forget and will always 
hold dear the warm friendships I have made 
on both sides of the aisle. 

I sincerely regret leaving the House at this 
time but feel that I must under conditions 
which now prevail for Members of Congress 
serving with the armed forces. 

Sincerely, 
Vincent F, HARRINGTON. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recor and include some 
extracts from a survey made by the Na- 
tional Association for the Advancement 
of Colored People. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


PURCHASES FOR CIVILIAN DEFENSE 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to address the House for 
1 minute. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, it is star- 
tling to read in today’s newspaper that 
the Office of Civilian Defense, headed by 
James M. Landis, former dean of Har- 
vard Law School, instead of by a retired 
Army officer, has purchased 2,258,000 
stirrup pumps and has already purchased 
$0,000 of 108,000 rubber boots claimed to 
be needed for civilian defense. One won- 
ders who determined 2,258,000 stirrup 
pumps were needed for civilian defense 
when there has been a shortage in some 
materials for our armed forces, and also 
who determined that 108,000 rubber boots 
were needed for civilian defense in view 
of the acute rubber shortage. We should 
be extremely watchful of expenditures 
and our Air Force, Army, and Navy 
should be given: priority over civilian 
needs. With fine young men giving their 
lives on our far-flung battle lines we 
should not be concerned over civilians 
getting their feet wet. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. RAMSAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that after the other 
special orders today I may address the 
House for 7 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to revise and 
extend my own remarks and include 
therein an editorial from the Chicago 
Sun. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection, 


LABOR DAY, 1942 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, today is Labor Day, the day in 
the year which is dedicated to honoring 
the men and women who by their sweat 
and toil in the factories and workshops 
and upon the farms make possible the 
comfort and happiness of all the Ameri- 
can people and also produce the wealth 
of America. This year they are doing 
more than that—they are forging the 
weapons and materials of war with which 
we are going to overwhelm and crush our 
enemies. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me we have too 
many misguided critics in this country 
who are emulating Iago, in Othello, who 
said “I am nothing, if not critical” I 
say to them that labor has performed 
magnificently in this war and can point 
to a record of production which has never 
before been even approached anywhere 
else in the world. In our factories labor- 
ing men and women are turning out the 
weapons with which their own sons will 
conquer our foes. We can truly say, 
labor omnia vincit, labor conquers all, 
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which is the motto of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor. 

Mr. Speaker, labor will insure our 
victory. 

[Here the gavel fell.} 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HILL of Washington, Mr, Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks and include a radio talk I made 
to the people of the Fourth Congres- 
sional District of Washington on the 
issues of the day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr: ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include a short article. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXCHANGE OF WAR PRISONERS 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, at the 
forty-third annual encampment of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars which was held 
in Cincinnati, Ohio, recently, a resolution 
was adopted providing for an exchange of 
enemy aliens for American prisoners 
held- by the Japanese. This resolution 
was introduced by the.Oregon delegation 
to the encampment and was adopted 
unanimously. I recently urged upon our 
Government the need for taking up at 
once negotiations to effect such an ex- 
change, I appeal to you, my colleagues, - 
to join with the Veteran. of Foreign 
Wars in this movement to effectuate such 
an exchange at the earliest time possible. 
The reports now being released by the 
Americans who were recently returned 
to this country from Japan and Japa- 
nese held territory disclose that our na- 
tionals held as prisoners are being sub- 
jected to the cruelest treatment and are 
not even provided with the bare necessi- 
ties with which to maintain life. 

Great credit is due to a resident of my 
district for his untiring efforts in secur- 
ing the passage of this resolution by the 
national encampment. I refer to Mr. 
Louis E. Starr, past commander of Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars of Oregon, who 
was signally honored by the national 
encampment by electing him to the office 
of judge advocate general, Mr. Starr 
was a sergeant of infantry in World 
War No. 1 and holds a captain’s rank in 
the Infantry Reserve. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speeker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to revise and extend my own re- 
marks in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therewith a 
short editorial. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks by including a letter from Con- 
gressman Dies to the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


DOMESTIC ECONOMY OF THE UNITED 
STATES—MESSAGE FROM THE PRESI- 
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 834) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United States 
which was read by the Clerk, and to- 
gether with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered printed: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

Four months ago, on April 27, 1942, I 
laid before the Congress a seven-point 
national economic policy designed to sta- 
bilize the domestic economy of the United 
States for the period of the war. The 
objective of that program was to prevent 
any substantial further rise in the cost 
of living. 

It is not necessary for me to enumerate 
again the disastrous results of a runaway 
cost of living—disastrous to all of us, 
farmers, laborers, businessmen—the Na- 
tion itself. When the cost of living spi- 
rals upward, everybody becomes poorer, 
because the money he has and the money 
he earns buys so much less. At the same 
time the cost of the war, paid ultimately 
from taxes of the people, is needlessly 
increased by many billions of dollars. 
The national debt, at the end of the war, 
would become unnecessarily greater. In- 
deed, the prevention of a spiraling do- 
mestic economy is a vital part of the win- 
ning of the war itself. 

I reiterate the seven-point program 
which I presented April 27, 1942: 

1. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
Taling upward, we must tax heavily, and 
in that process keep personal and cor- 
porate profits at a reasonable rate, the 
word “reasonable” being defined at a low 
level. 

2. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must fix ceilings on 
the prices which consumers, retailers, 
wholesalers, and manufacturers pay for 
the things they buy; and ceilings on rents 
for dwellings in all areas affected by war 
industries. 

3. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must stabilize the re- 
muneration received by individuals for 
their work. 

4. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must stabilize the 
prices received by growers for the prod- 
ucts of their lands. 

5. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must encourage all 
citizens to contribute to the cost of win- 
ning this war by purchasing War bonds 
with their earnings instead of using those 
earnings to buy articles which are not 
essential. 

6. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must ration all essen- 
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tial commodities of which there is a 
scarcity, so that they may be distributed 
fairly among consumers and not merely 
in accordance with financial ability to 
pay high prices for them. 

7. To keep the cost of living from spi- 
raling upward, we must discourage credit 
and installment buying, and encourage 
the paying off of debts, mortgages, and 
other obligations; for this promotes sav- 
ings, retards excessive buying, and adds 
to the amount available to the creditors 
for the purchase of War bonds. 

In my message of 4 months ago, I 
Pointed out that in order to succeed in 
our objective of stabilization it was neces- 
sary to move on all seven fronts at the 
same time, but that two of them called 
for legislation by the Congress before 
action could be taken. It was obvious 
then, and it is obvious now, that unless 
those two are realized, the whole objective 
must fail. These are points numbered 
1 and 4, namely, an adequate tax pro- 
gram and a law permitting the fixing of 
price ceilings on farm preducts at parity 
prices. 

I regret to have to call to your atten- 
tion the fact that neither of these two 
essential pieces of legislation has as yet 
been enacted into law. That delay has 
now reached the point of danger to our 
whole economy. 

However, we are carrying out, by 
executive action, the other parts of the 
seven-point program which did not re- 
quire congressional action. 

Price ceilings have been fixed on prac- 
tically all commodities—other than cer- 
tain exempted agricultural products— 
and on rents in war production areas of 
the United States. 

This process of keeping prices and 
rents at reasonable levels constitutes one 
of the most far-reaching economic steps 
that this Nation has ever taken—in time 
of peace or war. 

Our experience during the last 4 
months has proved that general control 
of prices is possible—but only if that con- 
trolis allinclusive. If, however, the costs 
of production, including labor, are left 
free to rise indiscriminately, or if other 
major elements in the costs of living are 
left unregulated, price control becomes 
impossible. If markets are flooded with 
purchasing power in excess of available 
goods, without taking adequate measures 
to siphon off the excess purchasing 
power, price control becomes likewise 
impossible. 

Our entire effort to hold the cost of 
living at its present level is now being 
sapped and undermined by further in- 
creases in farm prices and in wages, and 
by an ever-continuing pressure on prices 
resulting from the rising purchasing 
power of our people. 

Annual wage and salary disbursements 
have increased from  $43,700,000,000 
in 1939 to an estimated $75,000,000,000 
in 1942. This represents an increase of 
71 percent. To obtain a full apprecia- 
tion of what that increase means, we 
should remember that $75,000,000,000 
is more than our total national income 
was during any single year in the 1930's. 
Due to constantly increasing employ- 
ment, overtime, and wage-rate increases, 
the annual wage and salary bill for the 
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entire country has been rising by more 
than a billion dollars a month. 

It is impossible for the cost of living 
to be stabilized while farm prices con- 
tinue to rise. You cannot expect the 
laborer to maintain a fixed wage level if 
everything he wears and eats begins to go 
up drastically in price. On the other 
hand, it is impossible to keep any prices 
stable—farm prices or other prices—if 
wage rates, one of the most important 
elements in the cost of production, con- 
tinue to increase. 

But even if the process of stabilization 
of all prices and wages at present levels 
were to be brought about, there would 
still remain the great upward pressure on 
the cost of living created by the vast 
amount of purchasing power which has 
been earned in all sections of the.country, 
The national income has been increasing 
since January 1, 1941, at the average rate 
of 2 percent each month. This purchas- 
ing power now exceeds by an estimated 
$20,000,000,000 the amount of -goods 
which will be available for purchase by 
civilians this year. The result obviously 
is that people compete more and more 
for the available supply of goods; and 
the pressure of this great demand com- 
pared with the small supply—which will 
become smaller and smaller—continually 
threatens to disrupt our whole price 
structure, 

A recent study by the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics has shown very strikingly how 
much the incomes of the average of fa- 
milies have gone up during the first quar- 
ter of 1942. If we assume that the income 
for the first quarter of 1942 is a fair basis 
for estimating what the family income 
will be for the entire year, the results of 
the study show that whereas less than 
one-fourth of all families in the United 
States received as much as $2,500 in 1941, 
more than one-third will have $2,500 or 
more in 1942. This shows how much the 
purchasing power of the average Ameri- 
can family has gone up as a result of war 
preduction and how essential it is to con- 
trol that purchasing power by taxation 
and by investment in War bonds, 

We also know that as the war goes on 
there will not be an adequate supply of 
all civilian goods; that only through strict 
rationing, wherever necessary, will these 
goods be equitably distributed. We are 
determined that no group shall suffer a 
shrinkage of its normal quota of basic 
necessities because some richer group can 
buy all the available supply at high prices. 

In normal peacetimes the ordinary 
processes of collective bargaining are suf- 
ficient in themselves. But in wartimes 
and particularly in times of greatly in- 
creasing prices, the Government itself 
has a very vital interest in seeing to it 
that wages are kept in balance with the 
rest of the economy. It is still the policy 
of the Federal Government to encourage 
free collective bargaining between em- 
ployers and workers; and that policy will 
continue. Owing to the fact that costs of 
production are now, in so many cases, 
being passed on to the Government, and 
that so large a percentage of profits would 
be taken away by taxation, collective bar- 
gaining between employers and employ- 
ees has changed a great deal from what 
it was in peacetimes. In times of dan- 
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ger to our economy the Government itself 
must step into the situation to see to it 
that. the processes of collective bargain- 
ing and arbitration and conciliation are 
not permitted to break up the balances 
between the different economic factors in 
our system. 

War calls for sacrifice. War makes 
sacrifice a privilege. That sacrifice will 
have to be expressed in terms of a lack of 
many of the things to which we all have 
become accustomed. Workers, farmers, 
white collar people, and businessmen 
must expect that. No one can expect 
that, during the war, he will always be 
able to buy what he can buy today. 

If we are to keep wages effectually 
stabilized, it becomes imperative, in fair- 
ness to the worker, to keep equally stable 
the cost of food and clothing and shelter 
and other articles used by workers. 

Prices and rents should not be allowed 
to advance so drastically ahead of wage 
rates that the real wages of workers as 
of today—their ability to buy food and 
clothing and medical care—will be cut 
down. For if the cost of living goes up 
as fast as it is threatening to do in the 
immediate future, it will be unjust, in 
fact impossible, to deny workers rises in 
wages whicb would meet at least a part 
of that increase. 

The cost of all food used by wage earn- 
ers—controlled and uncontrolled—has 
been going up at the rate of 14% percent 
per month since the price ceilings were 
set in May 1942. If this rise should be 
permitted to continue, the increased cost 
of food to wage earners next May would 
be more than 15 percent over the level 
which existed when the ceilings were set. 

This would be equal to imposing a 15- 
percent sales tax on all food purchased 
by wage earners. Obviously no one 
would consider imposing such a tax. 

This drastic increase has been caused, 
and will be caused chiefly by the fact 
that a number of food commodities are 
exempt under existing law. 

In the case of these exempt commodi- 
ties the increases are even more startling. 
The cost of such food used by wage earn- 
ers has been rising at an average of 3% 
percent per month since May 1, 1942. 

Prices received by farmers have risen 
85 percent since the outbreak of the war 
in September 1939, and these prices are 
continuing to rise. Cash farm income, 
including Government payments, has in- 
creased from 8.7 billion dollars in 1939 
to substantially more than $15,000.000,- 
000 in 1942. This is an increase of about 
75 percent. 

The movement of uncontrolled food 
prices since May 18, 1942, the date when 
price regulation became effective, has 
been so drastic as to constitute an im- 
mediate threat to the whole price struc- 
ture, to the entire cost of living, and to 
any attempt to stabilize wages. 

Within 2 months after the date that 
price regulation became effective, the 
prices of controled foods actually fell 
seven-tenths of 1 percent. But uncon- 
trolled foods advanced 7.3 percent during 
the same period, and are still going up. 

To give some specific examples: From 
May to August of this year round steak 
and pork chops, which are controlled, 
showed a slight decline; but during the 
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same period lamb, which was uncon- 
trolled up to July, advanced more than 
10 percent, and chickens have advanced 
more than 16 percent. 

To take another example: Lard, which 
is a controlled product, dropped nearly 
5 percent; whereas butter, which is un- 
controlled, went up more than 6 percent, 
or twice the normal seasonal rate. 
Oranges have gone up more than 25 per- 
cent, although the normal seasonal in- 
crease is only about 6 or 7 percent. 

Uncontrolled agricultural commodities 
include some of the most important of 
the foods and include the grain foods 
necessary for livestock. When you con- 
sider that in this category are wheat, 
corn, oats, barley, rye, dry beans, cotton, 
sweetpotatoes, apples, sheep, butterfat, 
wholesale milk, chickens, eggs, and 
oranges, you can realize how important 
these products are to the pocketbook of 
the housewife. 

The greatest danger is in dairy prod- 
ucts, which are, as you know, most im- 
portant items in the American diet. 
Butter, cheese, and evaporated milk are 
exempt under the Price Control Act. 
The prices for these have been going up 
so fast that they constitute a serious 
threat to an adequate supply of fluid 
milk. Unless we are able to get control 
of butter, cheese, and other dairy prod- 
ucts in the very near future, the price of 
milk in large cities is certain to go up. 

If wages should be stabilized and farm 
prices be permitted to rise at any rate 
like the present rate, workers will have 
to bear the major part of the increase. 
This we cannot ask. The Congress must 
realize that unless the existing control 
over farm prices is strengthened we must 
abandon our efforts to stabilize wages 
and salaries and the cost of living. If 
that occurs, workers and farmers alike 
will not only suffer a reduction in real 
income but will bring upon themselves 
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of unchecked inflation. 

The reason why price ceilings have not 
already been imposed on all food prod- 
ucts is, cs you know, that paragraph 3 
of the Emergency Price Control Act pro- 
hibits such ceilings until farm prices as 
a whole have gone up beyond parity 
prices—far beyond—as high 1s an aver- 
age of 16 percent beyond. 

Although that restriction upon estab- 
lishing ceilings for farm products usually 
is referred to as the 110 percent of parity 
limitation, it is much worse than that. 
The statute provides other limitations 
which are more drastic. Ceilings can- 
not be imposed, under the statute, on 
any product at a level below the market 
price on October 1, or December 15, 
1941, or the average price for the pe- 
riod July 1, 1919, to June 30, 1929, or 
below 110 percent of current parity, 
whichever of those four levels is highest. 
As a result, the lowest average level for 
all farm commodities at which ceilings 
may be imposed is not 110 percent but 
116 percent of parity—some of the com- 
modities -going almost as high as 150 
percent of parity. 

Even more important is the psycholog- 
ical effect of such unfair privilege. It 
provides fuel for fires of resentment 
against farmers as a favored class, 
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After all, parity is, by its very definition, 
a fair relationship between the prices of 
the things farmers sell and the things 
they buy. Calculations of parity must 
include all costs of production, including 
the cost of labor. As a result, parity 
prices may shift every time wage rates 
shift. Insisting that the ceilings on no 
farm commodity shall ever be lower than 
110 percent of parity is asking for more 
than a fair price relationship with other 
prices. 

In fact, the limitations on agricultural 
ceilings are now being cited by other 
groups as a reason for resisting econom‘c 
controls that are needed in their own 
fields. The limitations will be a rallying 
point for such opposition as long as they 
are in effect. 

As I urged in my message of April 27, 
1942, “the original and excellent objec- 
tive of obtaining parity for the farmers 
of the United States should be restored.” 

Our policy with respect to farm prod- 
ucts should be guided by three principles: 
First, to hold the line against inflation- 
ary price increases. Second, to get the 
required production of necessary farm 
products. Third, to maintain the prin- 
ciple of parity for agriculture. 

Agricultural ceilings should be per- 
mitted at either parity or at the price 
levels which prevailed at some recent 
date, whichever is higher. In most cases 
the formula would preserve the general 
structure of wholesale and retail price 
controls, and would also call out the vol- 
ume of production needed. Also, it would 
preserve the parity principle. 

In regard to increasing the total of 
our food production, one of the worries 
that a farmer has today is the shortage 
of labor for cultivating and harvesting 
crops. The time is soon coming when in 
many parts of the country we shall have 
to use seasonally the help of women and 
grown young people. I feel certain the 
Nation will cooperate wholeheartedly, 

It not only would be unfair to labor to 
stabilize wages and do nothing about the 
cost of food; it would be equally unfair to 
the farmer. For we must all remember 
that the farmer's wife buys many articles 
of food at the store for the use of her own 
family, and high prices hurt her pocket- 
book as much as that of the city houze- 
wife. 

What is needed, therefore, is an over- 
all stabilization of prices, salaries, wages, 
and profits. That is necessary to the 
continued production of planes and tar ks 
and ships and guns at the present con- 
stantly increasing rate. 

We cannot hold the actual cost of food 
and clothing down to approximately the 
present level beyond October 1. But 
no one can give any assurances that the 
cost of living can be held down after that 
date, 

Therefore, I ask the Congress to pass 
legislation under which the President 
would be specifically authorized to sta- 
bilize the cost of living, including the 
price of all farm commodities. The pur- 
pose should be to hold farm prices at 
parity, or at levels of a recent date, 
whichever is higher. 

I ask the Congress to take this action 
by the Ist of October. Inaction on your 
part by that date will leave me with an 
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inescapable responsibility to the people of 
this country to see to it that the war 
effort is no longer imperiled by threat of 
economic chaos. 

In the event that the Congress should 
fail to act, and act adequately, I shall 
accept the responsibility, and I will act. 

At the same time that farm prices are 
stabilized, wages can and will be stabi- 
lized, also. This I will do. 

The President has the powers, under 
the Constitution and under congres- 
sional acts, to take measures necessary 
to avert a disaster which would interfere 
with the winning of the war. 

I have given the most thoughtful con- 
sideration to meeting this issue without 
further reference to the Congress. I 
have determined, however, on this vital 
matter to consult with the Congress. 

There may be those who will cay that, 
if the situation is as grave as I have 
stated it to be, I should Use my powers 
and act now. I can only say that I have 
approached this problem from every 
angle, and that I have decided that the 
course of conduct which I am following 
in this case is consistent with my sense 
of responsibility as President in time of 
war, and with my deep and unalterable 
devotion to the processes of democracy. 

The responsibilities of the President in 
wartime to protect the Nation are very 
grave. This total war, with our fighting 
fronts all over the world, makes the use 
of Executive power far more essential 
tha‘: in any previous war. 

If we were invaded the people of this 
country would expect the President to 
use any and all means to repel the in- 
vader. 

The Revolution and the War between 
the States were fought on our own soil, 
but today this war will be won or lost 
on other continents and remote seas. 

I cannot tell what powers may have to 
be exercised in order to win this war. 

The American people can be sure that 
I will use my powers with a full sense of 
my responsibility to the Constitution and 
to my country. The American people 
can also be sure that I shall not hesi- 
tate to use every power vested in me to 
accomplish the defeat of our enemies in 
any part of the world where our own 
safety demands such defeat. 

When the war is won, the powers 
under which I act automatically revert 
to the people—to whom -they belong. 

In March and April 1933, this Nation 
faced a threatening domestic situation 
calling for the most drastic measures. 
The Congress, alive to the needs of that 
day, formulated and enacted whatever 
was required to do the job before it— 
without long debate, without party poli- 
tics, and without heed to the pressures of 
any special group looking for advantages 
for itself. 

I need not argue the point that the sit- 
uation facing the Nation today is in- 
finitely more critical than it was 10 years 
ago. We are fighting a war of survival. 
Nothing can yield to the over-all neces- 
sity of winning this war, and the winning 
of the war will be imperiled by a run- 
away domestic economy. 

As a part of our general program on 
farm prices, I recommend that Congress 
in due time give consideration to the 
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advisability of legislation which would 
place a floor under prices of farm prod- 
ucts, in order to maintain stability in the 
farm market for a reasonable future time, 
In other words,.we should find a practi- 
cable method which will not only enable 
us to place a reasonable ceiling or maxi- 
mum price upon farm products but which 
will enable us also to guarantee to the 
farmer that he would receive a fair min- 
imum price for his product for 1 year, or 
even 2 years—or whatever period is nec- 
essary after the end of the war. Every 
farmer remembers what happened to his 
prices after the last war. We can, I am 
sure, if we act promptly and wiseiy, sta- 
bilize the farmer’s economy so that the 
post-war disaster of 1920 will not over- 
take him again. . 

The farmer, instead of locking for- 
ward to a new collapse in farm prices at 
the end of the war, should be able to look 
forward with assurance to receiving a 
fair minimum price for 1 or 2 years after 
the war. Such a national policy could 
be established by legislation. 

In computing parity we should con- 
tinue to use the computations of the Bu- 
reau of Agricultural Economics made 
under the law as it stands today. And 
in determining whether a commodity has 
reached parity we should include all the 
benefits received by the farmer from his 
Government under the A, A. A. program 
allocable to the particular commodity. 
For it is unfair to give a farmer a parity 
price and in addition to pay him bene- 
fits which will give him far more than 
parity. 

I have confidence .that the American 
farmer, who has been doing so much in 
the battle of production of food, will do 
as much in this struggle against eco- 
nomic forces which make for the disaster 
of inflation, for nobody knows better 
than the farmer what happens when in- 
flationary, wartime booms are permitted 
to become post-war panics. 

With respect to point seven of the pro- 
gram of April 27, 1942, we have made 
certain credit rulings designed to curtail 
unnecessary buying; and whatever else 
has to be done along these lines will be 
done. 

With respect to point six, rationing is 
now in effect on some commodities, and, 
when necessary, will be extended to 
others. 

But with respect to point one—a fair 
tax program—that still waits upon the 
Congress to act. 

One of the most powerful weapons in 
our fight to stabilize living costs is tax- 
ation. It is a powerful weapon because 
it reduces the competition for consumer's 
goods—especially scarce foods. 

The cooperation and self-restraint of 
the whole Nation will be required to sta- 
bilize the cost of living. The stabiliza- 
tion of the cost of living cannot be main- 
tained without heavy taxes on everyone 
except persons with very low incomes. 
With such increases in the tax load, un- 
fair tax distribution becomes less and 
less tolerable. We can rightfully expect 
the fullest cooperation and self-restraint 
orly if the tax burden is being fairly 
levied in accordance with ability to pay. 

This means that we must eliminate the 
tax exemption on interest on State and 
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lccal securities, and other special priv- 
ileges or loopholes in our tax law. 

It means that in the higher income 
brackets the tax rate should be such as 
to give the practical equivalent of a top 
limit on an individual’s net income, after 
taxes, approximating $25,000. It means 
that we must recapture through taxation 
all wartime profits that are not necessary 
to maintain efficient all-out war produc- 
tion. Such provisions will give assurance 
that the sacrifices required by war are 
being equitably shared. 

Next to military and naval victory, a 
victory along this economic front is of 
paramount importance. Without it our 
war-preduction program will be hin- 
dered. Without it. we would be allowing 
cur young men, now risking their lives 
in. the air, on land, and on the sea, to 
return to an economic mess of our own 
making. The least that we at home can 
do for them is to see that our production 
increases every day so as to give them 
the weapons of war with which to fight, 
and to make sure that our economy at 
home continues to be one to which they 
can return with confidence and security. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE House, September 7, 1942. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the previous order of the House, the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosss] 
is recognized for 30 minutes. 


THE SOLDIERS’ VOTE BILL 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, the im- 
perious necessity of our war effort has 
transmuted this Labor Day into a day of 
labor. This is as it should be; there 
should be no cessation of work for one 
minute, until full and final victory shall 
have been won. Nothing should be al- 
lowed to interfere with our all-time, all- 
out war effort. There is a bill pending 
before this Congress which will be acted 
upon Wednesday that does not square 
with these sentiments. The bill to which 
I refer, H. R. 7416, might well be entitled, 
a bill to destroy our form of government, 
impede our war effort, and aid our ene- 
mies, 

Its author, the gentleman from West 
Virginia, the Honorable ROBERT RAM- 
say, and its supporters, intend no such 
dire consequences, of course. The pur- 
pose of the bill as they envision it is 
simply to grant those in the land and 
naval forces of the United States, who 
are eligible to register for and qualified 
to vote at any election under the law of 
the States of their respective residences, 
the privilege of voting for Federal officers, 
in time of war, notwithstanding any pro- 
vision of State law to the contrary. 

The United States of America was 
created-by the Thirteen Crown Colonies. 
It existed long before the Constitution. 
As far as external sovereignty in interna- 
tional affairs was concerned, it was a 
sovereign Nation. It functioned through 
the Continental Congress composed of 
delegates from the Thirteen Colonies. 
The Colonies became free and independ- 
ent States by virtue of the Declaration of 
Independence, in the making of which 
they united, and which was validated by 
force of arms. Each State was sovereign, 
supreme, free, and independent except as 
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they, in the exercise of their sovereignty, 
banded themselves together and dele- 
gated by their own free will and accord, 
certain of the powers of their sovereignty 
to the limited union they agreed upon and 
formed. This union, according to the 
Articles of Confederation, was to be per- 
petual and in international affairs was 
given sovereignty. It had no power what- 
soever in domestic affairs. It could not 
even levy taxes for its own support, being 
dependent upon contributions made by 
the States. The sum total of all domestic 
sovereignty was in the respective States 
and has been diminished from time to 
time only as the absolutely sovereign 
States saw fit to make further delegations 
of parts of their sovereign power. After 
becoming convinced that the union exist- 
ing before and under the Articles of Con- 
federation was impracticable, the Consti- 
tution was ordained and established “in 
order to form a more perfect union.” The 
Supreme Court of the United States in 
the case of U. S.v. Curtiss-Wright Export 
Corp., et al (299 U. S. 304, 315) says: 

The broad statement that the Federal Gov- 
ernment can exercise no powers except those 
specifically enumerated in the Constitution, 
and such implied powers as are necessary and 
proper to carry into effect the enumerated 
powers, is categorically true only in respect 
of our internal affairs. In that field, the pri- 
mary purpose of the Constitution was to carve 
from the general mass of legislative powers 
then possessed by the States such portions as 
it was thought desirable to vest in the Fed- 
eral Government, leaving those not included 
in the enumeration still in the States. 


There never has been a Federal elec- 
tion held nor a Federal vote cast. The 
States existed before the Federal Govern- 
ment. They created it. They gave it life 
and such limited powers as it possesses. 
The power to hold elections and to au- 
thorize people to vote was never delegated 
to the Federal Government. It has al- 
ways been and remains in each State. 

In the Constitution of the United 
States, however, the States—absolutely 
sovereign in this field as well as in all 
domestic affairs—changed the form of 
their Federal Government and provided 
in article I, section 2: 

The House of Representatives shall be 
composed of Members chosen every second 
year by the people of the several States, and 
the electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State legisla- 
ture. < 


In 1913 the seventeenth amendment 
became a part of the Constitution of the 
United States, providing for the election 
of Senators in exactly the same way. 
But both Senators and Representatives 
were to be elected, not by the people of 
the United States nor by the votes of 
persons authorized to vote by the United 
States, but “by the people of the several 
States, and the electors in each State 
shall have the qualifications requisite for 
electors of the most numerous branch of 
the State legislature,” fixed by the State. 

When the States in convention as- 
sembled agreed to undertake to hold elec- 
tions for the Federal Government, the 
way it was to be done was merely by ad- 
mitting candidates for Federal office into 
the regular State elections. All elections 
‘are State elections. They always have 
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been, are now, and should so continue. 
In agreeing to admit candidates for Fed- 
eral office to State elections, the States 
did not stipulate what qualifications they 
would fix as prerequisite to the privilege 
of voting. They did not limit themselves. 
They did not confer any right whatever 
upon their Federal Government except 
that its candidates could run in their 
elections and be voted on by the voters of 
the States—those who had been given 
the franchise of suffrage in each State by 
the law of the State. But in assuming 
this obligation they gave this pledge: 

And the electors in each State shall have 
the qualifications requisite for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State legisla- 
ture. 


In other words, wrote the States, we 
pledge you that as our guest in our 
political homes you will be treated as 
well as we treat members of our own 
Political family; we will give you the best 
we have, judged by the same standards 
and safeguards we have erected for our 
own safety. But we will use for you only 
the same servants we employ for our- 
selves, and we do not agree to make you 
master, nor to employ more or different 
servants because of this hospitality we 
cordially extend you. 

The principle dominating this field of 
thought is that “the law guarantees every 
citizen the right to be justly governed, 
but not the privilege of being one of the 
governors.” 

Never before in history has the Con- 
gress pretended to legislate on such a 
subject. Never before has this citadel of 
States’ rights been so attacked. Never 
before has such usurpation been at- 
tempted. ` 

The first question for us to decide is, 
then, Shall we approve and join in this 
attempt to violate by force the sover- 
eignty of the States, whose power created 
the Congress and gave us our seats? 
Shall we, without authorization whatso- 
ever in the Constitution or elsewhere, 
trample into the dust of our contemptu- 
ousness, into the mire of our Hitlerian 
arrogance, the Constitution that we 
swore to support and maintain? 

If we do, and if this bill finally becomes 
the law of the land, our form of govern- 
ment—the dual sovereignty of the States 
and their Federal Government—will have 
been destroyed. 

Once upon a time there was in our fair 
land an omnipotent queen—the States. 
The whole empire of sovereignty was hers. 
But in her wisdom she felt the need of a 
prince consort who could fight her bat- 
tles, protect, defend, and guard her from 
foreign foes, and serve her constituents 
in those manly ways ill-befitting a queen, 
So she created such a prince, joined him 
to herself by sacred vows in holy wed- 
lock, made him king in the sphere she 
had allotted him, and with him shared 
her throne. By their vows he was to be 
supreme in the field of power she dele- 
gated him, she in all else. It was to be a 
perfect partnership. 

He had his scepter—the army and 
navy. She had hers—the army of her 
oe virtuous voters selected by 

er. 

From time to time, as desirability be- 
came apparent, she gave him more and 
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more of her power. He kept all of his 
and ever exercised more. 

In spite of the beneficence of his queen, 
he became jealous of her scepter. He 
never asked her to surrender it to him. 
This he might have done, for it was an 
important part of their agreement that 
he might propose any amendment of the 
constitution of the government at any 
time. His yearning for his queen’s scep- 
ter grew out of the knowledge that with- 
out her scepter she would be but his chat- 
tel. The more clearly he came to realize 
this the more desirable it seemed. But 
he never once proposed, in the agreed 
way, that she give it him. Now, however, 
this king of her creation, this beneficiary 
of her generosity, is trying to take her 
scepter by force. 

Coming now out of the fanciful into 
the real, may we direct our thought to 
another question? ‘ 

If you supporters of this iniquity are 
not willing to wait for the States to pro- 
vide absentee voting machinery for the 
use of their own voters, why not propose 
an amendment to the Constitution that, 
if and when approved, would accomplish 
your desired end? 

That is the way the Constitution pro- 
vides for changing our form of govern- 
ment. That is the fair, honorable, right- 
eous way. That way keeps the faith. 
That was the way pursued in enfran- 
chising our colored friends. That was 
the way followed to the enfranchisement 
of women. That way is known, respected, 
considerate. 

Forty-four of the forty-eight States 
have already shown their sympathetic 
approval of the end you seek by passing 
laws to that effect. If they are not as 
good as they might be, they can be bet- 
tered by the same public sentiment that 
wrote them. 

Do some say that neither of the two 
legitimate ways would be fast enough? 
The answer is, “We admit that legal 
prosecution and punishment for crime is 
slower than lynching, but we oppose 
lynching no matter what the provoca- 
tion.” 

Do others seek to palliate this threat- 
ened offense by pointing out that the life 
of this proposed law is limited by its own 
terms to the duration of war? 

The answer is, “Arson is arson, whether 
the burning be of short or long duration.” 

We are familiar with the line of au- 
thorities relied upon by the author of 
this bill for its legal justification. 

Ex parte Siebold (100 U. S. Rep. 371); 
Nizon v. Herndon (273 U. S. 536); State 
v. Edwards (95 W. Va. 599); Meffert v. 
Brown et al. (132 Ky. 206); Hindman v. 
Boyd (32 Wash. 32); White v. Com. Ore- 
gon (13 Oreg. 322); McGafferty v. Guyer 
(59 Pa. St. 11). 

Not one of these cases, however, de- 
cides a single point justifying such Fed- 
eral legislation. In fact, while they con- 
tain some loose expressions which might 
tend toward such a contention, such ex- 
pressions are in each case mere obiter 
dicta. 

Of course, the Supreme Court of the 
United States said in Minor v. Happer- 
sett (21 Wall. 171): 


The right to vote for Members of Congress 
is not derived from the constitution and 
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laws of the State in which they are chosen, 
but has its foundation in the Federal Con- 
stitution. 


While this is true, the Constitution of 
the United States was written by the 
sovereign States through their own 
chosen representatives sitting in a Con- 
stitutional Convention called and formed 
by the several States, and because the 
Federal Government had no power to 
authorize anyone to vote or to authorize 
the holding of any election, the States 
wrote into the Constitution of their Fed- 
eral Government a grant of the right of 
candidates for Federal office to run in 
State elections and be chosen by the votes 
of those authorized to vote by State law. 

And, of course, in the case of United 
States v. Moseley (238 U. S. 383) the 
Supreme Court said: 

Congress, by appropriate legislation, may 
protect such right. 


What right? The right of the quali- 
fied electors under State law to vote. 
We have no quarrel with this decision. 
But this falls far short of holding that 
Congress may usurp the power solely 
residing in a State to fix the qualifica- 
tions of citizens of that State who may 
vote. Read section 2 of article I of the 
Constitution. What does it say? 


And the electors in each State shall have 
the qualifications requisite for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State legisla- 
ture. 


By what authority are these requisite 
qualifications fixed? By the State—not 
the Federal. 

The distinguished junior Senator from 
Florida, in his espousal of this bill in the 
Senate, did not rely upon any of these 
cases, nor any such. He based his argu- 
ment solely on the case of U. S. v. Classic, 
et al. (313 U. S. 299). He contended very 
artfully that this case justified the Con- 
gress in the enactment of the Ramsay 
bill, but the brilliant Senator did not 
mention the fact that the Classic case 
was a criminal prosecution against com- 
missioners of elections for willfully alter- 
ing and falsely counting and certifying 
the ballots of voters cast in a primary 
election for a Representative in Congress, 
among others. Based on article I, sec- 
tion 2, of the Federal Constitution, quoted 
supra, the majority decision of the Su- 
preme Court holds: 


Obviously included within the right to 
choose, secured by the Constitution, is the 
right of qualified voters within a State to cast 
their ballots and have them counted at con- 
gressional elections. 


We concede the soundness of this hold- 
ing. 

The. majority opinion further holds: 
That since by law in Louisiana, primaries 
are made an integral part of the proce- 
dure for the possible choice of Congres- 
men and since in Louisiana the nomina- 
tion resulting from the primary is equiv- 
alent to election, the criminal statute 
covers interference with the right to vote 
and have the votes honestly counted and 
certified, in primaries as well as in gen- 
eral elections. 

Mr. Justice Douglas, with Justices 
Black and Murphy, dissented as to pri- 
maries. The dissenting opinion is power- 
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ful, if not unanswerable, in the particular 
case. We leave the members of the Su- 
preme Court to their quarrel on this point 
as it is not germane in the consideration 
of the Ramsay bill, with or without the 
Senate amendments. 

Neither the majority nor minority of 
the Supreme Court question congres- 
sional power to protect by appropriate 
legislation the right secured by the Con- 
stitution to a vote and an honest count 
and certification. They agree that this 
is assured by article I, section 2, quoted 
supra, with article I, section 8, clause 18, 
which gives Congress the power— 
to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the fore- 
going powers and all other powers vested by 
this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States or in any department or officer 
thereof. 


It may be questioned whether or not the 
the right to vote and to an honest count is 
a power vested by this Constitution in 
the Government of the United States or 
in any department or officer thereof. 
This question, however, has no bearing 
upon our instant inquiry The vital 
question of law pertinent to the debate 
of the constitutionality, vel non, of the 
Ramsay bill is, not whether Congress has 
constitutional power to pass a criminal 
law, to punish interference with the right 
of a qualified voter to vote and to have 
an honest count, but has Congress the 
constitutional power to pass a law usurp- 
ing the admittedly exclusive power of a 
State to prescribe the qualifications of its 
qualified voters? 

But no matter what interpretation the 
Senator may seek to put on the Classic 
case, no matter how critical he may be 
of the Breedlove case, the United States 
Circuit Court of Appeals, sixth circuit, 
in the case of Pirtle v. Brown et al. (118 
Fed. Rep., second series, p. 218) , followed 
the Breedlove decision, quoted from it, 
and cited it approvingly, and the Su- 
preme Court denied certiorari, thereby 
refusing to upset the decision in the 
Pirtle case, after the decision by the Su- 
preme Court in the Classic case had been 
handed down—Sixty-second Supreme 
Court Reports, page 64. 

No; the exclusive right of a State to fix 
the qualifications prerequisite to the priv- 
ilege of any of its citizens to vote is well 
recognized and established: 

DISTINGUISHED TEXT WRITERS 

“Among the absolute, unqualified rights of 
the States is that of regulating the elective 
franchise; it is the foundation of State au- 
thority; the most important political func- 
tion exercised by the people in their sovereign 
capacity.” Whilst “the right of the people to 
participate in the legislature is the best se- 
curity of liberty and foundation of all free 
government,” yet it is subordinate to the 
higher power of regulating the qualifications 
of the electors and the elected. The original 
power of the people in their aggregate politi- 
cal capacity, is delegated in the form of suf- 
frage to such persons as they deem proper for 
the safety of the commonwealth. Brightly, 
Election Cases (Anderson v. Baker, 32, 33, 34, 
23 Maryland 531).) í 


Story, treating of this subject, says: 


Every constitution of government in these 
United States has assumed, as a fundamental 
principle, the right of the people of the State 
to alter, abolish, and modify the form of its 
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own government according to the sovereign 
pleasure of the people. In fact, the people of 
each State have gone much further and set- 
tled a far more critical question by deciding 
who shall be the voters entitled to approve 
and reject the constitution framed by a dele- 
gated body under their direction. (1 Story 
Constitution, ch. 9, sec. 581.) 

From this it will be seen how little, even in 
the most free of republican governments, any 
abstract right of suffrage, or any original and 
indefeasible privilege, has been recognized in 
practice (ibid.). In no two of these State 
constitutions will it be found that the quali- 
fications of the voters are settled upon the 
same uniform basis, so that we have the most 
abundant proofs that among a free and en- 
lightened people convened for the purpose of 
establishing their own forms of government 
and the rights of their own voters the ques- 
tion as to the due regulation of the qualifi- 
cations has been deemed a matter of mere 
State policy, and varied to meet the wants, 
to sult the prejudices, and to foster the in- 
terests of the majority. 

The exclusive right of the several States to 
regulate the exercise of the elective franchise 
and to prescribe the qualifications of voters 
was never questioned, nor attempted to be 
interfered with, until the fifteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
was forced upon unwilling communities (the 
States then lately in rebellion) by the mili- 
tary power of the General Government, and 
thus made a part of our organic law; a neces- 
sary sequence, perhaps, of the Civil War, but 
none the less a radical change in the estab- 
lished theory of our Government. (Brightly, 
Election Cases, author's note, pp. 42, 43.) 


The right to vote is not of necessity 
connected with citizenship. The rights 
of the citizen are civil rights, such as 
liberty of person and of conscience, the 
right to acquire and possess property, all 
of which are distinguishable from the 
political privilege of suffrage. 

The history of the country shows that 
there is no foundation in fact for the 
view that the right of suffrage is one of 
the “privileges or immunities of citi- 
zens”—McCrary Elections, page 3: 

The right to vote is not vested, it is purely 
conventional, and may be enlarged or re- 


stricted, granted or withheld, at pleasure, 
and without fault. 


In Blair v. Ridgely (41 Mo. 161), the 
question at issue arose out of the provi- 
sion of article II, section 3, of the Con- 
stitution of 1865 of the State of Missouri. 
By this section it was provided that no 
person should be deemed a qualified voter 
who had ever been in armed hostility to 
the United States, or to the government 
of the State of Missouri; that every per- 
son should, at the time of offering to 
vote, take an oath that he was not within 
the inhibition of this section, and that 
any person declining to take such oath 
should not be allowed to vote. The 
plaintiff, at an election held in the city 
of St. Louis on November 7, 1865, offered 
to vote, but refused to take the oath pre- 
scribed by the constitution. His vote 
being rejected, he brought his action 
against the judges of the election for 
damages. The case was taken to the 
Supreme Court of Missouri, where it was 
argued exhaustively, and with much 
learning, by eminent counsel, and the 
argument is to be found in full in the 
reports of the Supreme Court of Mis- 
souri, volume 41. It was contended by 
the plaintiff that the section of the con- 
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stitution in question was in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States, 
being a bill of attainder and an ex post 
facto law within the meaning of that 
instrument, and, in consequence, null 
and void. But the court held against 
this contention, drawing the distinction 
between laws passed to punish for of- 
fences in order to prevent their repeti- 
tion, and laws passed to protect the pub- 
lic franchises and privileges from abuse 
by falling into unworthy hands. It is 
said by the court that: 


The State may not pass laws in the form 
or with the effect of bills of attainder, ex post 
facto laws, or laws impairing the obligation 
of contracts. It may and has full power to 
pass laws, restrictive and exclusive, for the 
preservation or promotion of the common 
interest as political or social emergencies 
may from time to time require, though in 
certain instances disabilities may directly 
flow in consequence. It should never be 
forgotten that the State is organized for the 
public weal as well as for individual pur- 
poses, and while it may not disregard the 
safeguards that are thrown around the citi- 
zen for his protection by the constitution, 
it cannot neglect to perform and do what is 
for the public good. 


It was argued in Blair against Ridgely 
that the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in Cummings v. Mis- 
souri (4 Wall. 277), where it was held 
that this section of the Missouri Consti- 
tution, so far as it provided an oath to be 
taken by preachers, was in the nature of 
pains and penalties, and consequently 
void, was decisive of the Blair case. But 
the distinction between the right to prac- 
tice a profession or follow a calling and 
the right to vote is clearly stated in the 
opinion of Judge Wagner, as follows: 


The decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the Cummings case proceeds 
on the idea that the right to pursue a calling 
or profession is a natural and inalienable 
right and that a law precluding a person from 
practicing his calling or profession on account 
of past conduct is inflicting a penalty, and 
therefore void. There are certain rights 
which inhere in and attach to the person, and 
of which he cannot be deprived except by for- 
feiture for crime, whereof he must be first 
tried and convicted according to due process 
of law. These are termed natural or absolute 
rights. * * * But is the right to vote or 
to exercise the privilege of the elective fran- 
chise a right either natural, absolute, or 
vested? It is certain that in a state of nature, 
disconnected with government, no person has 
or can enjoy it, That the privilege of par- 
ticipating in the elective franchise in this 
free and enlightened country is an important 
and interesting one is most true. But we are 
not aware that it has ever been held or ad- 
judged to be a vested interest in any indi- 
vidual. 

Suffrage in the United States not being a 
vested right, it results that persons who have 
enjoyed and exercised the privilege, and who 
have been qualified electors, may be entirely 
disfranchised and deprived of the privilege 
by constitutional provision, and such persons 
are entirely without a remedy at law (Mc- 
Crary, Elections, p. 9). 

The whole subject of the regulation of elec- 
tions, including the prescribing of qualifica- 
tions for suffrage, is left by the National Con- 
stitution to the several States, except as it is 
provided by that instrument that the electors 
for Representatives in Congress shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State legisla- 
ture, and as the fifteenth amendment forbids 
denying to citizens the right to vote on ac- 
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count of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude. Participation in the elective 
franchise is a privilege rather than a right, 
and it is granted or denied on grounds of 
general policy, the prevailing view being that 
it should be as general as possible consistent 
with the public safety (Cooley's Constitu- 
tional Limitations, 8th ed., Carrington, 
vol. 2). 


Also the following treatises: 

Morse—Citizenship section 3. 

Pomeroy, Constitutional Law, section 
535. 


THE CONSTITUTION OF THI UNITED STATES 
Article I, section 2: 


The House of Representatives shall be 
composed of Members chosen every second 
year by the people of the several States, and 
the electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State legisla- 
ture. 


Article I, section 4: 


The times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators and Representatives 
shall be prescribed in each State by the legis- 
lature thereof; but the Congress may at any 
time by law make or alter such regulations, 
except as to the places of choosing Senators. 


Article I, section 8, clause 18: 


To make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution the 
foregoing powers, and all other powers vested 
by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any department or 
officer thereof. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
AND OTHER COURTS 


Privilege of voting is not derived from the 
United States, but is conferred by the State 
and, save as restrained by the fifteenth and 
nineteenth amendments and other provisions 
of the Federal Constitution, the State may 
condition suffrage as it deems appropriate. 
Breedlove v. Suttles (302 U. S. 277, 283); 
Pirtle v. Brown (118 Fed. 2d 218, certiorari 
denied by Supreme Court 62 Sup. Ct. Rep. 
64); Huber v. Reiley (53 Penn St. 112); Minor 
v. Happersett (21 Wall. U. 8. 162, 170); United 
States v. Reese (92 U. S. 214, 217, 218); 
United States v. Cruikshank (92 U. S. 542); 
McPherson v. Blacker (146 U. S. 1, 38, 39); 
Anderson v. Baker (23 Md. 531); Ex parte 
Yarborough (110 J. S. 631, 664, 665); Blair v. 
Ridgely (41 Mo. 63); Guinn v. United States 
(238 U. S. 347, 362, L. R. A. 1916 A, 1134); Ex 
parte Stratton (1 W. Va. 305); Kring v. 
Missouri (107 U. 8. 221); Hamilton v. Regents 
(298 U. S. 245, 261); Washington v. State 
(75 Ala. 582). 


The Ramsay bill attacks this fortress 
of States’ rights in its first sentence: 

Notwithstanding any provision of State 
law relating to the registration of qualified 
voters, 


Let us take, for illustration, the case of 
Alabama. Its constitution provides, sec- 
tion 178: 

To entitle a person to vote in any election 
by the people, he shall have resided in the 
State at least 2 years, in the county 1 year, 
and in the precinct or ward 3 months im- 
mediately preceding the election at which he 
offers to vote, and he shall have been duly 
registered as an elector, and shall have paid 
all poll taxes, 


The registration required by the Con- 
stitution of Alabama is not a mere listing. 
Section 181 of the constitution reads as 
follows: 

After the ist day of January 1903, the 
following persons, and no others, who, if 
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their place of residence shall remain un- 
changed, will have, at the date of the next 
general election, the qualifications as to 
residence prescribed in section 178 of this 
article, shall be qualified to register as elec- 
tors: Provided, they shall not be disqualified 
under section 182 of the constitution. 

First. Those who can read and write any 
article of the Constitution of the United 
States in the English language, and who are 
physically unable to work; and those who 
can read and write any article of the Con- 
stitution of the United States in the English 
language, and who haye worked or been reg- 
ularly engaged in some lawful employment, 
business, or occupation, trade or calling, for 
the greater part of the 12 months next pre- 
ceding the time they offer to register; and 
those who are unable to read and write, if 
such inability is due solely to physical dis- 
ability; or 

Second, The owner in good faith in his own 
right, or the husband of a woman who is the 
owner in good faith, in her own right, of 40 
acres of land situate in this State, upon which 
they reside; or the owner in good faith in his 
own right, or the husband of any woman who 
is the owner in good faith, in her own right, 
of real estate situate in this State, assessed 
for taxation at the value of $300 or more, or 
the owner in good faith, in his own right, or 
the husband of a woman who is the owner in 
good faith, in her own right, of personal prop- 
erty in this State assessed for taxation at 
$300 or more: Provided, That the taxes due 
upon such real or personal property for the 
year next preceding the year in which he 
offers to register shall have been paid, unless 
the assessment shall have been legally con- 
tested and is undetermined. 


Section 182 disqualifies both from reg- 
istering and voting idiots and insane per- 
sons and those who have been convicted 
of crimes involving moral turpitude. 

Amendment XVI exempts World War 
veterans from all poll taxes. 

The Ramsay bill requires the ballots of 
unregistered voters to be received. The 
Constitution of Alabama requires that 
they be not received. f 

The Ramsay bill would strike down 
that provision of the Constitution of Ala- 
bama requiring payment of poll taxes as 
@ condition precedent to voting. The 
case of Alabama presents the issue 
clearly: Can Congress override, without 
any authority whatsoever, the expressed 
will of the people of a sovereign State in 
the face of the fact that the State has 
the unquestionable right to fix the qual- 
ifications requisite for voting? 

We are perfectly familiar with the 
distinction sought to be drawn by the 
supporters of this measure between quali- 
fications and conditions. In the last 
analysis, however, this seems to be a dis- 
tinction without a difference. Whether 
the requirements fixed by the law of a 
State as prerequisites to the privilege of 
voting be conditions or qualifications is 
unessential. Whatever they may be 
called, the State alone has the right to 
fix them. The Federal Government has 
no such right. We are, of course, also 
familiar with section 4 of article I of the 
Constitution of the United States, the 
pertinent part of which reads as follows: 


The times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators and Representatives 
shall be prescribed in each State by the leg- 
islature thereof; but the Congress may at 
any time by law make or alter such regula- 
tions, except as to the places of choosing 
Senators, 
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While this does delegate to Congress a 
certain veto power, it is only as to regu- 
lations prescribed by a State as to “the 
times, places, and manner of holding 
elections.” It has nothing whatever to 
do with the paramount right of a State 
to fix conditions or qualifications pre- 
requisite to the privilege of voting. It 
has to do exclusively with the “how” of 
the election, not with the “who” of the 
electors. 

Take the poll tax, for instance. By 
the wildest stretch of imagination, it can- 
not be said to be a regulation of “the 
times, places, and manner of holding 
elections.” It is fixed in section 178 of 
the Constitution of Alabama as one of 
the qualifications prerequisite to the 
privilege of voting. 


To entitle a person to vote in any elec- 
tion by the people, he shall have * * * 
paid ali poll taxes. 


There can be no escape from the con- 
clusion that this refers not to the “how” 
of the election but to the “who” of the 
electors. It certainly has nothing what- 
soever to do with the time, nor place, nor 
manner of holding any election. It cer- 
tainly provides a reasonable test of quali- 
fication in tnat its payment is left purely 
voluntary and all money received, with- 
out deduction of any fees or other costs, 
goes to the public schools. So, the poll- 
tax requi ‘ement tests a citizen’s interest 
in the financial support of the public 
schools of his State and also tests his in- 
terest in obtaining for himself the 
franchise of suffrage. One really desir- 
ing to vote, one who would take an inter- 
est in voting, one who would take the 
trouble to post himself upon the merits 
or demerits of candidates and issues, has 
never minded and will never mind paying 
$1.50 a year in order to qualify as an 
elector. If one desiring to vote values 
the privilege of voting less than $1.50 a 
year, it is doubtful if he could be a good 
elector. Therefore, since section 4 of 
article I of the Federal Constitution is the 
only grant of power to Congress over suf- 
frage and elections, Congress has no 
power at all to pass a law overriding this 
requirement of State law. This was the 
holding of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the Breedlove case and 
again in the Pirtle case. 

If this be true, and it is, then the sev- 
eral provisions of the Ramsay bill order- 
ing the secretary of state of every State 
in the Union to perform certain func- 
tions is just as obnoxious and void as 
any other part of the bill. By what pre- 
tense of right can Congress order the 
secretary of state of any sovereign State 
to do its bidding? 

But even if we proposed to do so in the 
only legitimate way we can act, is it 
desirable? 

The founding fathers agreed that cen- 
tralized government alone would be hor- 
rible. It was that which they sought to 
escape. They felt, as many of us do, that 
a dictatorship by National Capitol oli- 
garchs was not much better than George 
II. So they devised our dual form of 
government, guaranteeing local solf-gov- 
ernment through the sovereign States for 
practically all domestic affairs—specifi- 
cally suffrage and elections—a national 
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government sovereign in international 
affairs and in some domestic affairs such 
as the levying of imposts and duties, the 
regulation of interstate and foreign com- 
merce, the conduct of the postal system 
and the provisions for common defense. 
Is it desirable that we abandon this dual 
form of government? Do we wish to 
concentrate more power in Washington? 

But even if proposed to be done in the 
only legitimate way we can act, and even 
if desirable, should it be done now? 

To my mind, it is so clear that this bill 
is unconstitutional and void and that we 
should not consider the adoption of this 
conference report that I hesitate to inject 
any other consideration into this debate. 
But there is a practical difficulty which 
renders this bill at this time utterly un- 
worthy of support. We are at war. 
You men are patriots. You love our 
country as Ido. Why, then, should any 
of us interfere with our national war 
effort? The War Department of the 
United States, charged with the duty of 
leading us in the prosecution of the war, 
has this to say: 

Aucust 29, 1942, 
The SPEAKER, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr, Speaker: I am compelled respect- 
fully to direct the attention of the Congress— 
particularly at this time the House of Repre- 
sentatives—to grave questions involving the 
matter of pending legisiation to provide ab- 
sentee voting by members of the armed forces 
of the United States serving outside the con- 
tinental limits. I have particular reference 
to H. R. 7416, “a bill to provide for a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members of the 
land and naval forces absent from the place 
of their residence and serving within the 
continental United States,” now pending in 
the House of Representatives. This bill was 
passed by the House of Representatives on 
July 23, 1942, and by the Senate, with amend- 
ments, on August 25, 1942. 

At the outset and with a view to making 
sure that the War Department’s general posi- 
tion on this question be not misunderstood, 
I desire to reiterate that which has been 
stated in reports to committee of the Con- 
gress on such legislative proposals, viz, “The 
War Department desires that it be clearly 
understood that it offers no objection to the 
principle of men in the armed forces voting 
in any election in which they are eligible to 
vote. The Department desires, insofar as it 
is possible, to give such assistance and en- 
couragement as it can to the exercise of vot- 
ing rights to men in the Army, but such 
assistance and encouragement should not be 
permitted to impede military functions in 
any way or to result in divulging secret infor- 
mation.” It is the considered opinion of the 
War Department that H. R. 7416, as passed by 
the Senate and as previously passed by the 
House of Representatives, would impede mili- 
tary functions and might result in divulging 
secret information. 

The War Department is opposed to the 
authorization of voting by members of the 
armed forces serving outside the continental 
limits of the United States or in Alaska, It 
is a matter of public information that we do 
not have available at this time sufficient 
transportation facilities to carry our forces, 
weapons, munitions, foods, medicines, and 
other essential supplies overseas. Continu- 
ous intensive study is being given to this 
problem, and as one result there was inau- 
gurated some time ago a new postal facility 
known as V-mail service. On June 15, 1942, 
microfilming of V-mail was initiated for a 
limited number of destinations and gradual 
extensions will be made as additional facili- 
ties become available. The bulk and weight 
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of microfilmed mail is only about 2 percent 
that of ordinary mail, This is cited to show 
what far-reaching steps are being taken to 
reduce overseas shipments. 

The shipment of the supplies of applica- 
tions for ballots (post cards), the return to 
the various secretaries of states of the exe- 
cuted applications, thence the carrying of the 
blank ballots and instructions to the voters, 
and the return of the executed ballots from 
the several theaters of operations overseas, 
would present a tremendous problem. This 
is particularly true of this year's fall elec- 
tions because of the short time now remain- 
ing. Indeed, the time is now so short that 
there is a grave question that the various 
operations essential to carrying out the pro- 
visions of the bill could be completed so that 
the executed ballots would be in the hands 
of election officials of the various districts or 
precincts or counties of the voters’ residences 
by the time the polls are closed. 

A further, but less tangible, objection in- 
volves that of national security. Rigid cen- 
sorship is imposed upon mail coming from 
our overseas forces. The War Department 
would not feel justified in waiving such re- 
strictions in the interest of the secret ballot, 
nor would it recommend to the Congress that 
such waiver be directed by statute. Further, 
there would be the possibility of secret in- 
formation being disclosed to the enemy as to 
the location and strength of our forces, 

The question of providing a means for 
members of the military forces to vote in 
time of war is an old one. Under date of 
April 17, 1918, the then Acting Secretary of 
War, Hon. Benedict Crowell, wrote the Secre- 
tary of the Navy as follows: 

“After a most careful consideration of this 
entire matter, the War Department is of the 
opinion that it is neither advisable nor de- 
sirable to allow soldiers in the theater of 
war to vote, Their votes cannot be taken 
without seriously interfering with the mili- 
tary efficiency of our fighting forces. 

“In view of the above and inasmuch as the 
President has concurred in general with the 
conclusions of the War Department in case 
of soldiers from Kansas voting in the theater 
of war, that it is neither advisable nor prac- 
ticable, the War Department will not initiate 
or recommend any legislation authorizing the 
voting by soldiers in the theater of war.” 

An effort was made to permit some of the 
men in France to vote in the fall of 1917 and 
it was then and there proven, at least to the 
satisfaction of the military authorities, that 
such an effort seriously interfered with mili- 
tary efficiency. The job at this time, even if 
time permitted, with our forces being so wide- 
spread, literally to the four corners of the 
earth, would be impossible to perform with- 
out jeopardizing military operations. 

The War Department's objections to the 
bill for the reasons stated apply only to the 
inclusion of members of the armed forces 
serving outside the continental United States, 
including Alaska. 

Respectfully, 
Henry L. STIMSON, 
Secretary oj War. 


If this same effort caused serious in- 
terference with military efficiency in 
World War No. 1, when all of our expedi- 
tionary forces were in one comparatively 
small nation, only 3,000 miles away, how 
much more interference would there be, 
in this war when our expeditionary forces 
are in a dozen different nations, some 
12,000 miles away? With our armed 
forces scattered to the ends of the earth, 
transportation is a vital problem. Even 
the carrying of the regular mail has be- 
come so much of a burden that we have 
adopted the V-mail service and micro- 
filming, which reduces the size of the mail 
98 percent. Can the added burden this 
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bill would entail be placed upon our 
transportation facilities safely? Sup- 
pose a tank or an airplane or ammuni- 
tion, failing of delivery by reason of be- 
ing crowded out by the volume of mail 
required by this bill to be transported, 
should be vital to some of our boys in a 
far-flung battle line. Would they think 
the price of their voting reasonable? Do 
you? 

In addition to the transportation diffi- 
culties, there is the censorship. That 
must violate the secrecy with which bal- 
lots are supposed to be clothed. 

But even if we waive these objections, 
how can any of us ignore the fact that to 
pass this bill could give to the enemy in- 
formation of the location and strength of 
our fighting forces the world around? 

It is not difficult to watch large move- 
ments of mail. It would not be a great 
task to count the mail sacks and get their 
addresses. The secret service of our 
enemies could get this information and 
with it would have a reasonably accurate 
estimate of the number of our men at 
each address. Of course, this informa- 
tion has been a carefully guarded mili- 
tary secret. So much importance has 
been attached to the keeping of this secret 
that it is denied American parents with 
respect of their own sons. Why should 
we now seek to make it possible for our 
enemies to gain that knowledge? The 
reason for the limitation which our War 
Department places on its objections to 
this bill is hard to understand. Its let- 
ter says: 

The War Department's objections to the 
bill for the reasons stated apply only to the 
inclusion of members of the armed forces 
serving outside the continental United States, 
including Alaska. 


If we timit the operation of this plan 
to those who are in continental United 
States, the enemy—— 

Mr. RAMSAY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. Not just now, please; in 
a moment I shall be pleased to yield. If 
we limit the operation of this plan to 
those who are in continental United 
States, the enemy could get that much of 
the information desired as to the location 
and number of our forces here. This 
would help them a great deal. It would 
be a simple subtraction, for instance, to 
deduct the number so obtained from the 
4.000.000 men now under arms and by the 
elimination of, say, half of the total, the 
task of spotting this greatly reduced num- 
ber of men abroad would be by just so 
much reduced. Accurate information as 
to the number and location of men of our 
armed forces in continental United States 
alone, it would seem, would be of consid- 
erable value. But be the information ob- 
tained of little or great moment, why run 
the risk of aiding the enemy at all? 

I am now happy to yield to the dis- 
tinguished author of the bill. 

Mr, RAMSAY. I understand the gen- 
tleman is now speaking of the Senate 
amendment which was not in the bill 
when it was considered in the House; yet 
without that requirement in the bill the 
gentleman opposed it just as vigorously 
as he does now. 

Mr. HOBBS. True, absolutely, sir. 
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Mr. RAMSAY. And that was not in 
the bill at all. Then that is not the gen- 
tleman’s objections; is it? 

Mr. HOBBS. I was and am teetotally 
against your bill, either with or without 
the Senate amendments. Your bill as it 
passed the House would have applied only 
to those serving in the land or naval serv- 
ices of the United States in the continen- 
tal United States, including Alaska. The 
letter of the Secretary of War that I have 
just read opposes your bill because of its 
inclusion of Alaska with continental 
United States. That letter also opposes 
the bill as amended by the Senate to in- 
clude the rest of the world. I based my 
opposition to your bill when I spoke 
against it before the Rules Committee 
and in the House not upon the extent of 
its territorial coverage but upon the sound 
principle that Congress had no right to 
pass any such bill, that if was unconstitu- 
tional and void because it violated the 
sovereignty of the States and that, there- 
fore, having no legal justification, its pas- 
sage would be mob violence and lynch 
law—CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of July 23, 
1942, page 6557. To my mind, your bill 
was so horrible that the Senate amend- 
ments, which made it worse, merely in- 
tensified my opposition. The Senate 
amendments of importance exempt from 
the payment of poll taxes and extend 
the coverage of the bill to include pri- 
maries and all of the world. These mag- 
nify and multiply the same violation of 
State sovereignty and increase the in- 
terference with our military efficiency. 

Neither the uniformed services, nor the 
War or Navy Department asked for this 
bill. The War Department strongly op- 
poses its extracontinental provision. Our 
fighting men and their auxiliaries are too 
busy—as we should be—trying to win this 
desperate war to be exercised over 
politics. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. Gladly. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. I have 
been listening with intense interest to 
the gentleman’s argument, and I com- 
mend him on its clarity and logic. Iam 
sure the gentleman will recall that, dur- 
ing the debate on H. R. 7416 in the House 
last Monday, I called attention to the 
fact that if the bill is enacted without an 
amendment exempting from its applica- 
tion the members of the land and naval 
forces who are residents of States which 
have already adopted laws providing for 
and regulating the voting of their resi- 
dents who are members of the armed 
forces great confusion and serious legal 
difficulties will inevitably ensue. I have 
particular reference to my home State 
of New York which has adopted such a 
law and in pursuance of which the State 
War Ballot Commission is providing every 
New York soldier and sailor with an 
ample and simple means of casting his 
ballot in the November elections. The 
pyramiding of a Federal system of soldier 
and sailor voting on top of our entirely 
adequate New York system would un- 
questionably vitiate and impair this spe- 
cial law of our State and would no doubt 
nullify many votes cast by members of 
the armed forces. Also, this dual system 
of voting in our State would undoubtedly 
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breed lawsuits in the sense that the 
courts would be called on to determine 
the winners in close contests. In my 
judgment, it is the ABC of common sense 
to exempt New York, and States similarly 
situated, from the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. HOBBS. Thank you, sir. In my 
opinion, we should recommit the confer- 
ence report on this bill. Not only does 
New York State have an excellent ab- 
sentee soldier voting law, but I believe 
there are 4 other States that have sim- 
ilar laws. Nearly all of the other 40 
States that have general absentee voting 
laws have made those laws broad enough 
to include all those serving in the land or 
naval forces of the United States. 

We are fighting a war to maintain our 
form of government. Why should we 
seek to destroy it ourselves? 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Record and include therein 
an editorial by Mark R. Byers, one of the 
best observers of foreign affairs and au- 
thorities on international law of the 
State of Wisconsin, which appeared in 
the Wisconsin State Journal, of Madison, 
Wis., on September 5, 1942. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. Ramsay] 
is recognized for 7 minutes. 

THE SOLDIERS’ VOTE BILL 


Mr. RAMSAY. Mr.-Speaker, if the 
pontifical declaration is true that to give 
the soldiers a vote will destroy America, 
all I can say is, “God save America.” If 
it is un-American to give 6,000,000 boys 
who are in the Army the right to vote, 
then I am un-American. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSAY. No. The gentleman 
would not yield to me and I will not yield 
to him. 

If I am to be called a Communist and 
a destroyer of the Government because 
I want to protect our men at war, if it is 
to be un-American to do these things, 
then I am un-American, but I know it 
is not un-American. I know it is truly 
American to give those boys who are will- 
ing to lay down their lives on the altar 
of sacrifice for their Government the 
right to exercise their privileges as Amer- 
ican citizens. 

I admit there are some questions that 
can be raised about this matter, but all 
the questions that have been raised have 
not been raised properly. 

For some reason or another, knowing- 
ly or unknowingly, those who oppose the 
soldier-voting bill do so on the theory 
of States’ rights. In other words, their 
contention is that only the States have 
the right to pass any laws supervising or 
controlling elections. 

The truth is the States have no rights 
relative to the control of elections for 
Presidential electors, Vice President, 
Senators, and Congressmen, other than 
those named and set forth in the Consti- 
tution of the United States, or granted 
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to them by act of Congress. I make that 
declaration unqualifiedly and unafraid. 
I know it cannot be disputed. 

Of course, we all know that the Thir- 
teen Original Colonies, before the sign- 
ing of the Constitution, had control of 
all of the laws within their borders, and 
in order to perfect the Federal Govern- 
ment certain of these States’ rights were 
given up in order to form the United 
States. But we must remember at that 
time there were no Congressmen, no 
Senators, and there were no Presidential 
electors; therefore, the Thirteen Original 
Colonies never had any rights pertaining 
to the election of such officers. These 
are Federal officers, and all law pertain- 
ing to their election or appointment was, 
of course, in the Federal Government, 
and the States only have such rights rela- 
tive to the same as is granted to them by 
the Constitution. So the “sacred cow” of 
States’ rights does not enter into this 
question, 

Before statesmen and newspapermen 
assert the claim that the soldier voting 
bill infringes States’ rights they should at 
least read the Federal Constitution and 
the former acts of Congress on this sub- 
ject. The only authority the Constitu- 
tion grants to the States in the election 
of Presidential electors and Congressmen 
is the right to designate the qualifica- 
tions of electors. Before the State legis- 
lators can pass on any subject of elec- 
tions not mentioned in the Constitution, 
acts of Congress are always necessary 
to authorize the State legislature to pass 
such laws. See title 2 of the Code of 
Laws of the United States on the ques- 
tions of election districts, Congressmen 
at large, nomination of Congressmen at 
large, time of elections, vacancies of rep- 
resentation, special selection for same, 
manner of voting for Congressman, how 
election of Representatives to be certi- 
fied by governor and secretary of state. 

One of the gentlemen said to me the 
other day, “Whom do you resign to if you 
resign?” I said, “I resign to my gov- 
ernor.” He said, “Who calls a special 
election?” I said, “The Governor.” He 
said, “That shows absolutely beyond 
question that the States have the funda- 
mental right on elections.” I said, “No. 
That shows that you have never read 
your own law passed by this Congress, 
which authorized the States to pass such 
a law. Of course, if they had not done 
so, the States could not have passed any 
law on the matter at all.” 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. RAMSAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 ad- 
ditional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAMSAY. Itis true that the Con- 
stitution provides that the qualification 
of these Federal officers shall be the same 
as that provided by the States for the 
election of the members of their legisla- 
ture, but the Constitution does not pro- 
vide that the State can designate as 
qualifications every restriction and every 
regulation pertaining to elections, 

In fact, the States under our Con- 
stitution can only go so far as to desig- 


Is there 
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nate qualifications that are really and 
truly qualifications. 

Supreme Court Justice Holmes, who 
was never accused of being a new dealer, 
in the case of Nizon v. Herndon (273 
U. S. 536), said of this very subject: 

tates may do a gocd deal of classifying 
that is difficult to believe rational, but there 
are limits. 


That expresses the real situation. 

While it is admitted on all sides that 
the States have control so far as this bill 
is concerned of the qualifications of elec- 
tors, it has never been admitted that 
Mark Sullivan, Senator Georce, and Rep- 
resentative RANKIN of Mississippi and 
Representative Hopss can designate every 
election restriction and requirement as a 
qualification. 

In arguing the poll-tax question, Sen- 
ator Grorce clearly admitted that the 
poll tax is not a qualification. In ar- 
guing against this bill, he said on the 
floor of the Senate: 

His State was not harsh with its poll-tax 
regulation; that they. exempted preachers 
and all who were past a certain age—I believe 
55 years. 


This requirement itself admits that the 
poll tax is not a qualification, but a re- 
striction of certain voters. A qualifica- 
tion must apply to all and everyone alike, 
or it is not a qualification. 

You cannot make a law applying to 
one man and not to another, and then 
call it a qualification. 

Representative Cooney, a very able 
lawyer from North Carolina, admitted 
on the floor in the debate of this bill 
that registration was not a qualification, 
but was a mere list containing the names 
of those who were qualified. 

Most of the States—if not all of 
them—have defined their qualifications 
and disqualifications in a provision of 
their constitution, and to my knowledge 
neither poll tax nor registration is in- 
cluded in any one of these constitutional 
restrictions. 

Even the State of Mississippi, where 
Mr. RANKIN comes from, is much more 
generous than he on this bill; last year 
his State removed the payment of poll 
tax so far as the soldiers in the Army 
are concerned. The very thing we are 
asking for in this bill his State has 
already done. 

It is true most of the States were re- 
quired to pass a constitutional amend- 
ment before they could register or im- 
pose poll tax, but none of these provi- 
sions in ‘the State constitutions was 
placed in the same provision of the Con- 
stitution, which set forth the qualifica- 
tion and disqualification of voters, for 
the simple reason that the members of 
the State legislatures well knew that 
they could not, either by a State con- 
stitutional provision or passage of an 
act, declare every election regulation a 
qualification. 

The same constitution which provides 
for the qualification of voters, also pro- 
vides that-— 


The times, places, and manner and regu- 
lations of holding elections for President, 
Vice President, Representatives, and Senators 
finally rests in the hands of the Congress of 
the United States, who at any time by law 
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may make or alter any regulations provided 
by State law. 


Now in the face of this constitution-1! 
provision, of course, no State can provide 
anything to the contrary, either by stat- 
ute or constitutional provision. It can- 
not by subterfuge place regulations in 
its qualification provisions of its law. or 
constitution. To do so would be as futile 
as to argue that in the States rest all of 
the control of elections. I do not believe 
it takes legal argument to show that this 
is not true. The average voter can un- 
derstand the definition of words. And 
if we will only look at the meaning of 
the words “qualification,” “regulation,” 
“registration,” and “restriction,” we will 
see that there is a vast difference. 

Qualification means “any quality, en- 
dowment, or acquirement which fits a 
person for any office or occupation; legal 
power or ability.” 

Regulation means “the act of regulat- 
ing; order; method; rule.” 

Registration means “the act of insert- 
ing in a register; enrollment as of voters 
and students.” 

Restriction means “to hold or keep 
within bounds; limitation.” 

Registration and poll tax cannot by the 
widest stretch of the imagination be 
placed under the definition of qualifica- 
tion. 

Of course at this time I believe the 
people are pretty well used to the objec- 
tion that every new law that grants 
rights to the people is unconstitutional. 

I think Mr. Sullivan for the past 10 
years has declared every important act 
of Congress as unconstitutional, He has 
never failed to build up a straw man and 
then proceed to knock him down, but 
unfortunately for him, the Supreme 
Court has never been able to see the 
straw man, and I think that his batting 
record must be about one thousandth 
of one percent on the guess of what is 
constitutional and what is not. 

The real issue in the ballots for sol- 
diers has been overlooked. It is not 
what authority Congress has to control 
election of Federal officers, but “are reg- 
istration and poll-tax qualifications of 
voters, or are they mere restrictions, or 
regulations of elections where Congress 
and Federal officers are concerned?” 
The Constitution provides that Congress 
has the authority to pass this bill and the 
Supreme Court has upheld this power 
time after time. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


SENATE ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced 
his signature to an enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the Senate of the following 
title: 

S. J. Res. 158. Joint resolution transferring 
the management of the Senate restaurants to 
the Architect of the Capitol, and for other 


purposes, 
ADJOURNMENT 


,Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.), 
pursuant to its order heretofore entered, 
the House adjourned until Wednesday, 
September 9, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


1942 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1885. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Capital Park and Planning’ Commission, 
transmitting a list of land acquisitions for 
parks, parkways, and playgrounds, cost of 
each tract, and method of acquisition for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1942; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

1886. A letter from the Acting Adminis- 
trator, Federal Security Agency, transmitting 
its fourth quarterly report of the United 
States Commissioner of Education on the 
education and training of defense workers, 
covering the period beginning April 1, 1942, 
and ending June 30, 1942; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MAY: 

H R.7526 A bil: to authorize a reduction 
in the course of instruction at the United 
States Military Academy; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr MOTT: 

H.R 7527. A bili for the reliet of owners of 
certain properties rendered inoperative by 
reason of restrictions from the war effort; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr WADSWORTH: 

H.R 7528 A bili to amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940 by providing 
for the extersion of liability; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials 
were presenced and referred as follows: 


By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Louisiana, memorializing 
the President and the Congress of the United 
States to pass legislation pertaining to parity 
price on rice and cotton; to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr MOTT: 

H.R. 7529, A bill for the relief of M. Send- 

ers & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: 

H.R. 75380. A bill granting a pension to 
Martia Virgil Meltion and his wife Bessie 
Jane Melton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MACIEJEWSKI: 

H. Res. 537 Resolution granting a gratuity 
to Barbara Louise McAndrews; to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3309. By Mr. WHEAT: Petition of members 
of the Methodist Church of Filson and Tus- 
cola, Ill., urging the prompt passage of Senate 
bill 860; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3310. Also, petition of members of the Anti- 
och Church, of Oakland, IN., urging prompt 
passage of Senate bill 8€0; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

3811. Also, petition of sundry citizens of 
Douglas and Moultrie Counties, Iil, urging 
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the prompt passage of Senate bill 860; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

3312. Also, petition of members of the 
Woman's Society of Christian Service of 
Mount Gilead Methodist Church, Tuscola, Ill., 
urging prompt passage of Senate bill 860; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

3313. Also, petition of sundry citizens of 
Champaign and Urbana, Nl., urging the 
prompt passage of Senate bill 860; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. BULWINKLE. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our Father, Thou who alone art holy, 
we pray for discernment and understand- 
ing of that which is good. Teke from us 
unworthy desires and free us from all 
devastating selfishness; fill our hearts 
with a pure passion for the things of an 
infinitely holy God. Crown us with those 
virtues which come from Thee; living, 
acting, suffering, and making Thy will 
our loftiest purpose. 


“No sorer plague can us attack, 
Than rich to be and something lack.” 


We pray that Thou wilt make us lovers 
indeed of our country, an honor to our 
institutions, a spring of hope to men on 
the street and the farm, in the factory 
and shop, and to the humblest man 
wherever he is found. Blessed Saviour, 
Thou whose voice didst becalm the turbu- 
lent waters when Thou wert here amorg 
the children of men, be with our brave 
sons and daughters imperiled on land, 
sea, and air; mark the star that they 
may see the rock amid the waves. Bless- 
ing, honor, glory, and power be unto Him 
that sitteth upon the throne, and unto 
the Lamb forever and ever. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Monday, September 7, 1942, was read and 
approved. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr.BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp and to include therein edi- 
torials relating to the recent visit of Her 
Majesty, Queen Wilhelmina, of the 
Netherlands. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Record and to include therein an 
address by the Prime Minister of New 
Zealand, the Right Honorable Peter 
Fraser, before an executive meeting of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Thursday, September 3, 1942. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Record and to include therein an 
editorial. 
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The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. SHEPPARD asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks in 
the RECORD.) 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein & speech by Philip Murray. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Recorp and to include therein an 
address delivered by the Honorable 
Maurice H. Thatcher, former Member of 
the House and former Governor of the 
Panama Canal Zone. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

MEETING OF COMMITTEE ON MILITARY 
AFFAIRS 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute to make an announcement, 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, this an- 
nouncement. will be of interest especially 
to the members of the Military Affairs 
Committee. I have called a meeting of 
this committee for 10:30 o'clock tomor- 
row morning to dispose of some matters 
of importance to the War Department. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachuetts. Will 
the gentleman tell the House what those 
matters are? č 

Mr. MAY. They consist of a number 
of small bills. One is a bill to change 
the curriculum at West Point and 
shorten the term to 3 years; another is to 
authorize the designation of the Army 
officers who have control of certain mat- 
ters in Iraq and Iran. This is of vital 
concern to the War Department right at 
this particular time. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Is the 
gentleman’s committee going to consider 
the bill to lower the draft age? 

Mr. MAY. TI have not had a report 
from the War Department on that bill 
yet. I will ask that it be taken up as 
soon as it is referred to the committee; 
it has not been referred to the committee 
yet. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Does 
the gentleman intend to bring the other 
bills up promptly? 

Mr. MAY. Yes; I expect to bring them 
up as quickly as they are reported. I am 
not asking the committee to consider 
anything that is not urgent. 


PRICE CONTROL 


Mr, MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to address the Houce for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


There was no objection. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, President 
Roosevelt has placed the blame upon 
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Congress for the failure of his price-con- 
trol law, the so-called Steagall price-con- 
trol bill, to control inflation. The Stea- 
gall bill, as I recall it, specifically stated 
that no ceiling should be placed over 
wages and provided 110-percent parity 
prices for farm products, the two provi- 
sions the President now condemns. His 
leaders in Congress, including Majority 
Leader McCormack, urged the passage of 
the Steagall bill, claiming that it would 
do the jcb of preventing run-away prices. 
It has failed, and the President now 
blames Congress and demands the very 
provisions that his price-control law pre- 
vented. ‘That is the situation we face 
today. 

Perhaps this is a good time to recall 
that the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Congressman Gore, offered H. R. 6086 as 
a substitute for the Steagall bill. The 
Gore bill would have placed a ceiling over 
wages and limited farm prices to parity, 
the two provisions the President now de- 
mands. The Gore bill was defeated 
largely because administration leaders in 
this House opposed it. 

In the debate Congressman Gore pre- 
dicted that the Steagall bill would not do 
the job. He said, in substance, “The 
Steagall bill is a piecemeal, half-way ap- 
proach to the problem that invites infla- 
tion,” and “the Steegall bill will magnify 
the danger of inflation and speed the 
inflationary spiral.” 

_ I voted for the Gore bill and against 
the now discredited Steagall bill. I con- 
sider the President’s message on Monday 
as a complete vindication of my votes on 
those two measures. 

BIBLES FOR THE ARMY 


Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, 
General MacArthur is alleged to have 
said “there were no atheists among the 
men who fought at Bataan.” 

Last week I listened to Kate Smith, of 
New York, report on the air that in a re- 
cent poll taken of the men in the Army 
and Navy asking what they most pre- 
ferred be sent them, more than 50 per- 
cent asked for Bibles. This is a wonder- 
ful tribute to our fighting men, but a se- 
vere indictment of this Congress, the ad- 
ministration, and the Nation, that it is 
necessary for the members of our armed 
forces to have to ask for them. I have, 
therefore, introduced a bill which will re- 
quire the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to see that Bibles are 
issued as a part of standard equipment 
to the members of our armed forces who 
request them. 

THE LATE HON. JAMES MacANDREWS 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, upon my 
return to Washington yesterday after a 
week's absence it was with profound sor- 
row I learned of the death of one of our 
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colleagues, one who represented a dis- 
trict of Chicago in this body for many 
years, the Honorable James MacAndrews. 

I think one gets to know another bet- 
ter in the strife of the political arena 
than anywhere. I campaigned against 
Jim MacAndrews and he campaigned 
against me. After it was all over I looked 
back at those 4 years of campaigning 
with great pleasure. I feel that he hada 
friend and I hada friend. He was a fine 
type of American citizen and public ser- 
vant, always looking after the well-being 
of his constituents and his country. I 
feel honored to follow him in represent- 
ing the district he served. I regret his 
passing and take this opportunity to do 
honor to his memory. 


PARTIAL SUSPENSION OF PROCESSING 
TAX ON COCONUT OIL 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 6682) to 
suspend in part the processing tax on co- 
conut oil, with the Senate amendment 
and agree to the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment 
as follows: 

Line 14, after “enactment”, insert “, and 
shall terminate on June 30, 1944.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. DOUGHTON]? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, the 
Senate has just simply put a date in 
there? 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes; that is the 
only change. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
think that is a good amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. DoucHton]? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
certain excerpts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. ANGELL]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and to include an announcement from 
the Department of the Interior. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. GEARHART]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and to include a letter from the secretary 
of the National Reclamation Association, 
together with the reply thereto from the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. GEARHART]? 

There was no objection. 
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CONVENTION OF COMMERCIAL TRAVEL- 
ERS AT SPRINGFIELD; MASS. 


Mr. TREADWAY. Myr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute, and to revise and extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, on 
Friday evening of this week there will 
be held in the city of Springfield a con- 
vention of commercial travelers inter- 
ested in securing more gasoline in order 
that they may be able to meet their 
various customers throughout the New 
England area. There is a great deal of 
interest being manifested in this meeting 
and a large attendance is expected: All 
the Members from Massachusetts have 
been invited. We hope that as a result 
of that meeting some definite recom- 
mendations may be adopted which will 
result in benefit to the traveling men of 
which there are so many interested 
throughout our various districts. The 
present method of rationing is a distinct 
hardship in the regular procedure in ob- 
taining their livelihood. It likewise af- 
fects those with whom they carry on 
business. f 

(Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Recor and to include a radio ad- 
dress I recently delivered, and I also ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp and 
to include an editorial from the New 
York Times. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is: there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scott]? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Record and to in- 
clude an editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. COLE]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include a 
chart prepared by the Bureau of the 
Census. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MCGREGOR]? 

There was no objection. 


PRICE-CONTROL LEGISLATION 


Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FisH]? 

There was no objecticn. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I voted for 
the price-control bill as it passed the 
House, and am as much in favor of anti- 
inflation legislation as President Roose- 
velt. I hope the House will proceed im- 
mediately to enact constructive and ef- 
fective legislation to control inflation 
and stop the mounting cost of living. It 
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is the duty of the New Deal Congress to 
exert every possible legislative power to 
protect the American people, and par- 
ticularly the housewives, from the tragic 
effects of inflation. This is not the time 
for politics or obstructionism. 

The New Deal Congress owes it to the 
Nation to help avert inflation by control- 
ing prices, and whatever else is necessary, 
based ou the understanding that the 
President will carry out his promise to 
use the power already given to him by 
Congress to control] wages. We must 
safeguard the home front as well as win 
the war on the battle fronts. 

I deplore the ultimatum: served on the 
Congress by President Roosevelt. The 
Congress is overwhelmingly Democratic 
in both branches, and he could have ex- 
erted his influence in other ways than 
by threats of invoking war powers beyond 
his constitutional authority: 

Mr. Roosevelt’s ultimatum to Congress 
is exactly what might be expected from 
a third-term President. It will be inter- 
esting to observe the reaction of the 
Democratic Congress vo the President’s 
threat and placing a pistol at its head and 
saying, “If you don’t act by October 1, I 
will rule by decree.” King Charles I, of 
England, was the last ruler of a free na- 
tion who tried to govern by decree. It re- 
minds me of the famous saying of King 
Louis XIV, of France, “I am the state.” 
We must not lose our free institutions 
and representative and constitutional 
form of government in America while 
fighting for the four freedoms through- 
out the world. 

The following quotation from a speech 
by Abraham Lincoln, at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
on September 17, 1859, still has a con- 
vincing ring: 

The people of these United States are the 
rightful masters of both Congresses and 
courts, not to overthrow the. Constitution, 
but to overthrow the men who pervert the 
Constitution. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr, RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute 
and to revise and extend my own re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RICH]? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Rich addressed the House. 
remarks appear in the Appendix. ] 


PRICE-CONTROL LEGISLATION 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute and to revise and extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr, Speaker, a good 
sportsman never kicks his bird dog 
around. The President, although he has 
had a New Deal Congress here for the last 
8 years, proceeded to give his faithful 
followers a good kicking around Monday. 
In fact, he did it twice in one day. An 
8-year-old boy knows that we must have 
a ceiling over both wages and farm prod- 
ucts if inflation and subsequent disaster 
is to be avoided. The President is not 
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telling us anything new when he makes 
such a statement as he made the other 
night. However, he was insulting every 
Member of the House when he stated that 
we must pass this legislation within 3 
weeks or else. Months ago, when this 
House was anxious to pass legislation 
which would stabilize farm prices and 
wages, the President’s influence pre- 
vented it, and now he tries to fool the 
people into believing the fault is ours in- 
stead of his own. He cannot get away 
with it. 

Away back in November of 1940, and on 
several occasions since that time, includ- 
ing January 13 of this year, I offered a 
four-page bill which would have accom- 
plished just what the President said we 
must do, but it never got anywhere. The 
President, unless he changes his mind, 
will never put a ceiling on wages because 
he fears he will lose the labor vote. If 
he will get down to winning this war, put 
his mind on that, and forget the idea of 
fixing his own political fences for 1944, 
we will get somewhere with the war. 
Congress will do-its duty; let the Presi- 
dent do his. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CRAVENS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and to include an editorial, and I also 
make another separate request to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Arkansas | Mr. Cravens]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include a 
letter from constituents. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. GATHINGS]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recor and to include cer- 
tain newspaper comments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. RANDOLPH]? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. SMITH of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to extend his own re- 
marks in the RECORD.) 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi addressed 
the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to address the House for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, on Monday 
the President’s message came here ask- 
ing us-to fix a definite ceiling upon farm 
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prices. At the same time he asked us to 
give him the authority to manipulate 
labor prices just as he pleases. Those 
two things do not go together. He very 
evidently does not have the courage to 
ask us to fix both of them. In my opin- 
ion, we need to fix both of them and all 
prices in order to prevent inflation and 
misery for the farmers, the workingmen, 
and everybody else. Let us have courage 
enough to do the right thing even if the 
President does not ask us to. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Another grand build- 
up of the Executive power at the expense 
of the legislative branch. Let the world 
know that the Executive spurned the as- 
sistance we would have been glad to have 
granted him some months ago. I quote: 

At the same time that farm prices are 
stabilized, wages can and will be stabilized, 
also. This I will do. 


In view of what he has done about 
labor, I ask, and I think our committee 
will ask, when and how? 

(Here the gavel fell.) 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled a bill of the House of the follow- 
ing title, which was thereupon signed by 
the Speaker pro tempore: 

H.R. 7145. An act to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia and the Secretary of the Interior to make 
exchanges with the Defense Homes Ccrnora- 
tion of certain lands in northwest Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes. 


VOTING BY MEMBERS OF ARMED FORCES 


Mr. KOCIALEOWSKI,. Mr. Speaker, 
I call up the conference report on the bill 
(H. R. 7416) to provide for a method of 
voting, in time of war, by members of the 
land. and naval forces absent from the 
place of their residence and servinz with- 
in the continental United States, and ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Reserv- 
ing the right to object, Mr. Speeker, a 
large number of Members went time to 
speak in opposition to this conference 
report. I am wondering, since we have 
no other business to attend to teday, if 
we cannot have the time for debate ex- 
tended to 3 hours. an hour and a half 
on a side, to be divided between the 
gentleman from Illinois for the propo- 
nents and myself for the opponents. If 
so, I will agree to yield time to any 
Members on the other side who oppose 
the bill and desire time. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time for debate on this confer- 
ence report be extended to 3 hours, with 
that understanding, and that ef the end 
of the debate the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
if we have 3 hours of debate on this 
report, will that permit a vote on this 
conference report today? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Yes; I 
would have it understood that we are to 
vote on it today unless we fail to develop 
a quorum. Of course, if we do not de- 
velop a quorum on a roll call, the matter 
will have to go over. . 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. We 
have a quorum, all right; there is no 
question about a quorum being present. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Maybe 
not. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The 
ordinary procedure is to have 1 hour 
debate on the conference report—that 
time to be controlled entirely by the 
gentleman in charge of the conference 
report. This is entirely outside of the 
regular procedure. As a representative 
of the minority, I do not want it to stand 
as a precedent for the future. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
I am not trying to do that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. If 
the time is to be divided, we should be 
entitled to a full share of it. However, 
I am not going to object, because I do 
not care how much time is taken in 
debate. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I should 
be glad to divide the time with the mi- 
nority. Let me say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that it is an un- 
usual proceeding, but this is a very im- 
portant measure. It contains many pro- 
visions that affect every State in the 
Union. I think the Congress ought to 
discuss it thoroughly. I have already 
talked to the minority members of the 
committee about this matter. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. It is 
understood that this is not going to be 
a precedent to be followed in the future? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. No; it 
Will not be a precedent for the future. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. May 
I inquire of the gentleman from Illinois 
what demands for time he has had? 
Has he hed demands for over an hour? 

Mr. KCCIALKOWSKI. About 1 hour. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from New York. 

_Mr. CELLER. I shall not object if the 
gentleman from Mississippi will medify 
his request to 2 hours. A very impor- 
tant conference is to be held around 
4 o'clock which a number of Members 
are very eager to attend. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. All right; 
I will modify the request, Mr, Speaker, 
and ask that the time be limited to 2 
hours. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 
reserving the right to object, this bill has 
been kicked around too long and there- 
fore.I am constrained to object; let us 
vote on it right now. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. 
not vote on it right now. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. All right; we 
will vote on it after 1 hour, 


I know; 


You can- 
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Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I am not 
sure whether you will or not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Is there objection to the request to 
read the statement in lieu of the confer- 
ence report? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I object, 
and, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The gentleman from Mississippi makes 
the point of order there is not a quorum 
present. The Chair will count. [After 
counting.] Two hundred and twenty- 
six Members are present, a quorum. 

The Clerk will read the conference 
report. 

The Clerk read the conference report. 

The conference report and statement 
are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
7416) to provide for a methed of voting, in 
time of war, by members of the land and 
naval forces absent from the place of their 
residence and serving within the continental 
United States, having met, after full ard free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate and 
agree to the same. 

LEO KOCIALKOWSKI, 
JOHN C. BUTLER, 
STEPHEN M. YOUNG, 
JOHN F. HUNTER, 
RALPH A. GAMBLE, 
JOSEPH E. TALBOT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


THEODORE FRANCIS GREEN, 
ALEXANDER WILEY, 
STYLES BRIDCES, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the biil (H. R. 7416) to provide for 
a method of voting. in time of war, by mem- 
bers of the land and naval forces absent 
from the place of their residence and serving 
within the continental United States, submit 
the following statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon by the con- 
ferees and recommended in the accompany- 
ing conference report: 

The House recedes from its disagreement 
to the Senate amendments. The effect of the 
Senate amendments is as follows: 

Amendments Nos. 4, 6, 7, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20, 
22, 24, and 26: These are clerical amendments 
meking changes in section numbers. 

Amendments Nos. 5, 8, 13, 17, 19, and 21: 
These are amendments of a clarifying nature 
and make no substantive changes in the pur- 
poses of the bill 

Amendment No 1: This amendment 
changes secticn 1 of the House bill in two 
respects. (1) The House bill provided that, 
notwithstanding any provision of State law 
relating to elections (including requirements 
as to registration), members of the armed 
forces absent from the place of their resi- 
dence, who were otherwise qualified to vote 
under the law of the State of their residence, 
should be entitled to vote as provided in the 
bill. The Senate amendment provides that, 
notwithstanding any provision of State law 
relating to the registration of qualified voters, 
members of the armed forces absent fsom the 
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place of their residence, who are or were eli- 
gible to register for and are qualified to vote 
at any election under the law of the State of 
their residence, shall be entitled to vote as 
provided in the bill (2) Under the House 
bill, members of the armed forces would be 
permitted to vote, as provided in the bill, 
only if they were serving in the continental 
United States (including Alaska). Under 
the Senate amendment, members of the 
armed forces will be permitted to vote, as 
provided in the bill, without regard to the 
place where they are serving, $ 

Amendment No. 2: This amendment pro- 
vides that no person in military service in 
time of war shall be required, as a condition 
of voting in any election for President, Vice 
President, electors for President or Vice Presi- 
dent, or for Senator cr Member of the Hous> 
of Representatives, to pay any poll tax or 
other tax or make any other payment to any 
State or political subdivision thereof. 

Amendment No. 3: Section 2 of the House 
bill provided that the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy should make avail- 
able to members of the armed forces an ade- 
quate number of suitable postcards to be used 
by such members for requesting official war 
ballots. This amendment substitutes a new 
section which sets forth the form of the post- 
cards to be used for this purpose, In view of 
the fact that another Senate amendment 
makes the provisions of the bill applicable 
with respect to primaries, this amendment 
also provides that the postcards shall first 
be made available on Februery 1, or as soon 
thereafter as practicable. 

Amendment No. 9: This amendment strikes 
from the oath of elector, which is to be swcern 
to by the voter, the provisions requiring him 
to state the particular command to which 
he is attached and to state that he is a quali- 
fied voter under the law of the State of his 
residence. 

Amendment No. 10: This amendment 
strikes from the oath of elector the pro- 
vision requiring the voter to state that he 
has not made or become interested in any bet 
or wager depending on the outcome of the 
election. 

Amendments Nos. 11 and 15: Amendment 
No. 15 provides that any commissioned officer 
of the armed forces may administer the caths 
required under the act, and amendment No. 
11 makes a change in the cath of elector to 
conform with this provision. 

Amendment No. 23: This amendment 
makes the provisions of the act applicable 
with respect to primary elections so that 
members of the armed forces may vote under 
the act in primary elections, 

LEO KOCIALKOWSKI, 
JOHN C. BUTLER, 
STEPHEN M. YOUNG, 
JOHN F. HUNTER, 
RALPA A, GAMBLE, 
JOSEPH. E. TALBOT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Youne]. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, at the out- 
set I want it known that the unanimous- 
consent request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] to extend the 
debate for 1 hour further would have 
been entirely agreeable to me personally, 
but I am sure that all of us here know 
the eminent fairness of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Kocratkowsk1], who 
is handling the time today in connection 
with the dcbate on this conference re- 
port. Iam sure that his colleagues know 
that the gentleman from Illinois is one 
of the fairest and finest Members of this 
body, and they know that he will g.ve 
those who are opposing this conference 
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report all of the time he can to express 
their views. 

There have been three important 
amendments inserted in this bill in the 
Senate. I completely disagree with those 
opponents of this measure who say that 
this bill, as amended, is unconstitutional. 
The Supreme Court has spoken on mat- 
ters of this sort in reference to the Hatch 
Act and other measures, and, surely, the 
Constitution of this country provides the 
manner for the election of Representa- 
tives in Congress. We are elected to the 
Congress under the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, and certainly the Con- 
gress has the power to provide that the 
enjoyment and exercise of the right of 
the election of Members of the Congress 
is protected in all citizens. 

Now, one of the Senate amendments 
in which we concurred—and let me say 
to you that this bill, as it was passed in 
the House of Representatives, was in 
satisfactory form, but as a member of the 
conference committee, when we met with 
the Senate conferees, we soon learned 
that it was a matter of concurring in 
the Senate amendments or there would 
be a long, drawn-out controversy, and, 
in the end, very likely no legislation 
would be enacted. So the conferees of 
the House rendered a real public service 
in concurring in the Senate amendments 
and bringing this report back to the 
House of Representatives for a vote 
today. 

The amendments of the Senate pro- 
vide that the provisions of this absent- 
voters bill for soldiers apply outside of 
the continental limits of the United 
States as well as here and in Alaska. 
This was a change, but to those who say 
that such a provision might involve the 
giving away of military information of 
value to an enemy country, you and I 
know, Mr. Speaker, that mail addressed 
to men overseas goes through the post- 
master of New York City or through the 
postmaster of San Francisco. So when 
these ballots are sent out and when the 
ballots are returned it will be through 
the post office of New York or through 
the post office of San Francisco and there 
will be no way whatever for officials in a 
precinct or in a county or election board 
members to know where the soldier is 
serving overseas. 

Then the other amendment of the Sen- 
ate makes this law applicable to primary 
as well as to general elections. Myr. 
Speaker, the provisions of this absent- 
voting bill for the men in our armed 
forces apply only for the duration of 
this war and primaries in most of the 
States have already been held or will be 
held within the next week or so. So ac- 
ceding to this Senate amendment was a 
matter of very little moment in this in- 
stance. This is a matter of academic in- 
terest only, and if there is a war raging 
by 1944, and most of us believe and hope 
that the war will be won and the peace 
will be won by 1944, but if the contrary 
turns out to be the fact, then there will 
be ample time to legislate further re- 
g elections if it is deter- 
mined that this amended bill as passed 
is not in proper form. 

Here the gavel fell.] 
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Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the gentleman from Ohio 3 addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG. The other amendment 
provides that the provisions of this bill 
apply notwithstanding State laws re- 
garding the poll tax. 

Mr. Speaker, those able men who wrote 
the Constitution of the State of Ohio pro- 
vided that “no poll tax shall ever be 
levied in this State.” It is not American 
nor democratic for any State to make the 
payment of a poll tax a condition prece- 
dent to voting. The idea behind the poll 
tax is to keep the poor from voting or to 
keep Negroes from voting, or both. As a 
matter of fact, that is what the poll tax 
accomplishes. When you keep the poor 
of this Nation from voting, you do vio- 
lence to everything taught by Thomas 
Jefferson. If, in addition, you keep the 
Negroes from voting, you do violence to 
the emancipation proclamation of Abra- 
ham Lincoln. 

Our young men are overseas in every 
part of this wide world, making sacrifices 
as defenders of liberty. Now—this mo- 
ment, today, within an hour—would seem 
to be the time to do away with the poll 
tax as it applies to those defenders of the 
liberties of this country, restore liberty 
in the fullest sense in the Nation today, 
and by the immediate passage of this 
conference report permit this bill to be 
enacted into law, so that it will be appli- 
cable to those millions of our young men 
in the camps and overseas and away from 
their places of residence. Theirs is a 
voice that should be heard through the 
medium of the ballot next November 3. 
Today when we vote up this confer- 
ence report we are doing an act of simple 
justice. 

As a result of the provisions in the laws 
of some of our States requiring payment 
of poll taxes poor people who work hard 
and live frugally too frequently feel that 
they cannot vote. Naturally they prefer 
to spend the $2 poll tax for something 
else 


The poorest citizen in the land is en- 
titled to one great day, election day, and 
one great power, the right to cast his 
vote. As matters now stand in a number 
of Southern States, election means noth- 
ing whatever to poor men and women, 
because they need the $2 tax money for 
something else. Furthermore, in some 
States the poll tax is retroactive, and a 
citizen is compelled to pay for all past 
years he has missed before he may vote. 
They used to have such a poll tax in 
Florida. In 1936 in Florida 135,000 vot- 
ers cast their ballots. Florida got rid of 
its poll tax. In 1940 nearly 500,000 citi- 
zens voted in that State. This is an il- 
lustration of what the poll tax does to- 
ward keeping people away from the polls. 

Thousands and thousands of our young 
men have left their homes and loved ones 
to fight for democracy. Therefore is this 
not a good time to strengthen democracy 
at home? Only four States have re- 
pealed the poll taxes, and in view of the 
fact that one-sixth of the States of the 
Union now impose a poll tax upon their 
citizens, it would seem that this is a mat- 
ter affecting the entire country. This is 
a matter of national concern and it is- 
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proper that Congress take action to end 
the poll-tax evil. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. PATRICK]. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, true I 
will not be able to stay in Congress very 
long, but I hope to vote right while I do 
stay here. I want to state that there are 
no rights in this Nation that are above 
and beyond the votes that are sent to 
Washington to represent the people of 
this country. 

Fellow Members of Congress, I heard 
the excellent speech of my colleague, a 
colleague of whom I am exceeding proud, 
Judge Sam Hoses, of Alabama. I heard 
his speech over the radio last evening. 
He is a man of character, sincerity, and 
of outstanding ability. Every word he 
says on this subject comes right from his 
great heart. But, while he is so strong 
in his district he is not even confronted 
with opposition and I am now a “lame 
duck,” having been already clipped for 
retirement, please hear from me on this 
bill. Withal, I have no fences to mend 
or keep up. All that is left for me on 
this vote today is to vote my heartfelt 
conviction, and that will I do. 

What is the price of a vote in the 
United States of America? Is it a price 
above that of rubies? It is without price. 
In a democracy a man knows no richer 
treasure than the vote that reposes in him 
as his part of that democracy. For that 
privilege, the privilege that rests in that 
vote, an ocean was crossed, a free nation 
set up, and to maintain it wars have been 
fought. So far it has survived. For this 
good reason, acknowledging and recog- 
nizing that the treasure that is so rich 
for me is as rich for you, I am willing to 
make sacrifices and to even surrender 
points of argument so that, for the dura- 
tion of this war, all the soldiers who can 
may enjoy this rich treasure, even if it is 
only one vote cast by them before they 
are to die. 

I am willing for the sake of passage to 
take the bill as it stands, with Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SuMNERS]. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
this is called a bill to give to our soldiers a 
right to vote. That is a very catchy sort 
of designation. It is proposed in the 
name of democracy. An examination of 
its provisions discloses that it is a propo- 
sition to have the Congress by its own 
enactment oust the States, which are the 
organized democracies in our system of 
government, from their reserved power 
to control the elections participated in 
by their citizens except as that control 
has been limited by specific constitutional 
provisions agreed to by the States and 
incorporated in the Federal Constitution. 
It is a bill to strengthen the strangle- 
hold of this great Federal bureaucracy 
upon the throats of the States. Let us 
see if that is not true. I quote from the 
bill, which will be the lew if this confer- 
ence report is agreed to: 

Section 1. In time of war, notwithstand- 
ing any provision of State law relating to the 
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registration of qualified voters, every individ- 
ual absent from the place of his residence and 
serving in the land or naval forces of the 
United States, including-the-members of the 
Army Nurse Corps, the Navy Nurse Corps, the 
Women’s Navy Reserve, and the Women’s 
Army Auxiliary Corps, who is or was eligible 
to register for and is qualified to vote at any 
election under the law of the State of his 
residence, shall be entitled, as provided in this 
act, to vote for electors of President and Vice 
President of the United States, United States 
Senators, and Representatives in Congress. 


Note the language of this proposed 
law. 
Notwithstanding any provision of State law 


relating to the registration of qualified 
voters. 


If this power of the Federal Govern- 
ment over an election in a State is estab- 
lished as proposed in this bill and as its 
supporters favor, it will be for all time 
and for all purposes. It will, with ref- 
erence to these officials voted on, be an- 
other Federal power established over 
these once sovereign States; another 
move toward an all encompassing bu- 
reaucratic control. 

Section 2 of the bill contains this lan- 
guage: 

No person in military service in time of 
war shall Le required, as a condition of voting 
in any election ior President, Vice President, 
electors for President or Vice Pres dent, or 
for Senator or Member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to pay any poll tax or other 
tax or make any other payment to any State 
or political subdivision thereof. 


Regardless of whether a poll tax is 
right or wrong. 

This is not a proposed constitutional 
amendment as were all the other changes 
in the election laws since the organization 
of the Government, but it is the Con- 
gress presumptuously telling these States 
whai they cannot do with regard to that 
part of the general governmental busi- 
ness which they reserved to themselves 
when they created this Federal organi- 
zation, and which Congress is trying to 
take away from them and hoping the 
Supreme Court will help them to con- 
summate and give this power to the Fed- 
eral Government, which is engaged in 
taking over most everything else—both 
public and private. This Congress—this 
Federal organization—was not created 
by the States to be their master but to 
act for them as their agent in doing some 
specific things. 

But this bill does not even stop here. 
Congress proposes in this bill to take over 
State governmental machinery, Listen 
to this language in this bill that provides 
that request may be made of “the secre- 
of state of the State of his residence for 
a ballot,” and I quote again from the 
proposed legislation: 

Sec. 4. (a) Each secretary of state, upon 
receipt of post cards prepared pursuant to 
section 2, shall, from time to time, prepare 
for, and cause to be transmitted to each can- 
vassing board or however the appropriate 
election official of that State may be denom- 
inated a statement containing the names and 
addresses of, and such other information ap- 
pearing on the post card as may be appro- 
priate with respect to the individuals mak- 
ing such requests who are subject to the 
jurisdiction of such board. 


That is the State secretary of state 
being ordered around, 
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In the subsection of the bill following 
the language just quoted, and upon which 
we are soon to vote, it is provided— 


There shall be prepared by each canvassing 
board a statement showing * * * 


Then follows detailed provisions as to 
what the statement shall contain, where 
it shall be open to public inspection, what 
shall be done by these State officials with 
the copy of the statement—that it is to 
be sent to the secretary of state of the 
State, and he is directed as to what he is 
to do with it. It is also provided in this 
proposed Federal law that the secretary 
of state of the State shall prepare bal- 
lots and what they shall contain, and so 
forth, and shall prepare booklets and 
envelopes and send to the voter what the 
Congress directs him to send. 

About one-fourth of this bill is devoted 
to shifting power to control elections 
from the States to the Federal Govern- 
ment and nearly all the rest of the bill 
is Congress telling State officials- what 
they are to do under Federal direction. 

We Members of Congress in the first 
instance are the judges of our own con- 
stitutional limitations. Before we are 
permitted to enter upon the discharge of 
our official duties we are required to take 
an oath to support the Constitution 
which includes the promise to hold our- 
selves within the scope of our constitu- 
tional limitations, but there is even a 
higher obligation if possible resting upon 
us and that is the duty as an official of a 
great democracy to do our best to pre- 
serve that democracy, to preserve the 
opportunity, strengthen the power of the 
people to govern themselves, and to that 
end to strengthen in power and respon- 
sibility, a governmental machinery sus- 
ceptible of popular control. 

I state without any fear of substantial 
challenge that the States and the smaller 
units of which they are composed are the 
only machinery in our system where 
there is the possibility of popular control. 
But few people will now maintain that 
this great Federal Government into 
which we are concentrating all powers 
in our governmental system as an agency 
of general government is susceptible as 
such of popular control. 

This bill is an example of how it is 
being done, how this democracy as I see 
it, is being destroyed. This bill violates 
not only the provisions of our written 
Constitution but it violates the funda- 
mental constitution of democratic gov- 
ernment which inheres in the nature of 
things, which determines sound govern- 
mental policy, which limits the discretion 
of human beings and which would guide 
them in the operation of a free govern- 
ment if they would submit to its guidance 
as distinguished from being directed by 
the theories of men and controlled by the 
political exigencies of the next election. 
Determining the policy and operating the 
machinery of a great democracy is a 
great business. It is impossible to have a 
governmentally dependable people capa- 
ble of operating a democracy unless they 
be kept in governmental responsibility. 

A democracy is a government by the 
people. Governing, doing things, using 
the capacity possessed, is the only way 


` capacity can be preserved and greater 
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capacity obtained so that the greater 
difficulties of tomorrow may be dealt 
with. That is a part of the law of God 
which makes up the fundamental natural 
laws which govern free governments. No 
people who cannot govern can remain 
free. Peoples whose policy of govern- 
ment is to move power and responsibility 
away from the units of government 
where the individual citizen is conscious 
of responsibility and power because there 
his voice has a chance to be heard and 
his influence felt—to move such power 
and responsibility into a governmental 
organization, like this great Federal or- 
ganization, where that is not possible, as 
is provided by this type of legislation, can 
look forward to nothing except the doom 
of their democracy. 

There are two things that are indis- 
pensable to the preservation of a de- 
mccracy. One is governmental capacity 
of the people. Responsibility is neces- 
sary to keep that capacity in action and 
growing. Power is preserved only by its 
exercise. Capacity of the child to walk 
is developed by walking. It is a law of 
God, fundamental and operating every- 
where, in governing, in using physical 
tools. There is a similarity there. To 
develop skill in the use of tools, the tools 
must be of the sort which the individual 
can use. Our States, which function 
largely through the smaller units of gov- 
ernment which compose them, constitute 
as nearly a perfect machinery for the 
operation of a dcmocracy as has yet been 
evolved out of the experiences of demo- 
cratic government, Their present de- 
fects and inadequacies are largely trace- 
able to the fact that as their problems 
have increased with modern scientific 
and other developments, instead of hold- 
ing the States to their original responsi- 
bilities as the agcncies of general goy- 
ernment under cur system, they and 
their people have been deprived of the 
greater development in governmental 
capacity and governmental machinery 
which would have come from a grapple 
with the greater difficulties by their own 
shifting of responsibility to the Federal 
organizations and more recently by the 
reaching out for more and more Federal 
power by the agencies themselves, rapidly 
consolidating into a dominating bu- 
reaucracy. Many people now point to 
the reduced capacity of these once virile, 
governing, sovereign States as a reason 
for the continuance of this destructive 
Policy. 

There is one thing which seems now 
to be indicated—that if this democracy 
is saved this side of the “smash,” the will 
to save it, the capacity to save it, the 
wisdom and the purpose to save it have 
got to come up from the people. I do 
not have to persuade this House. We 
have not only got to stop these shifts of 
governmental powers from the States 
but we have got to take back the non- 
Federal powers which are concentrated 
here in Washington, so that the States, 
restored to their responsibility as the 
general agencies of democratic govern- 
ment, may, by doing the work of govern- 
ing, again become strong, virile, sover- 
eign, and self-respecting agencies of a 
free people, and so that the Federal 
organization, stripped of its non-Federal 
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powers, may efficiently and economically 
attend to the Federal business. 

I do not think our success as Members 
of Congress here in Washington in at- 
tending to the Federal business and in 
providing the current expenses of our 
governmental operation in normal times 
and in preserving democratic character- 
istics in the Federal organization where 
we have responsibility has been so “hot” 
that we are justified in trying to take 
over everybody else’s business. 

People complain about bureaucracy. 
Bureaucracy is not a cause. It is the 
inevitable effect of an overload of the 
normal governmental] machinery to the 
point that its total exceeds the capacity 
of a nonbureaucratic governmental ma- 
chinery to perform. But instead of re- 
ducing the load by sending back into the 
States powers within their capacity, we 
are reaching out for more power, as in 
this bill, and attempting to justify the 
reach by the incapacity of the States 
which that policy has produced. 

If our Government were a pure demcc- 
racy, the people of the precincts would 
assemble and attend to their precinct 
business. The people of counties would 
meet and attend to their county business. 
Those of municipalities would do the 
same thing, and so would the people of 
the States attend to the State business. 
Then they would all come up here and 
attend to their Federal business. But 
that would be impossible. So the prac- 
tice arose of sending representatives, 
some to the precinct meeting places, oth- 
ers to that of the counties, cities, and so 
forth, and others to the meeting place for 
attending to the business of the States, 
Finally they decided they wanted one 
Army and one Navy; one system of coin- 
age, weights, and measures; free passage 
among themselves, and the other things 
which they wrote into the document 
which they agreed to, with each group of 
their representatives having more or less 
specific things to do for them. 

As a result of that arrangement, we 
are here today, not to attend to State 
business. The States have another set 
of “hired hands” to attend to that for 
them, and they specifically reserved all 
that business to themselves and to their 
people, except as they have imposed lim- 
itations upon their general powers. 

They imposed one general limitation 
upon their inherent power to control their 
selection of their public officials. This is 
the language embodying that limitation, 
Section 2 of article I: 

The House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of Members chosen every second year 
by the people of the several States and the 
electors in each State shall have the qualifi- 
cations requisite for electors of the most 
numerous branch of the State legislature. 


The States fixed the qualifications of 
the voters for the most numerous branch 
of the State legislature, of course, and 
the States agreed that those thus quali- 
fied were entitled to vote for Members of 
the House of Representatives. 

When the seventeenth amendment was 
framed, making Members of the Senate 
elective by popular vote, the language as 
to qualification was the same as that pro- 
vided for the election of Members of the 
House. 
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The fifteenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution was submitted to the people of 
the States. It contains this language: 

Section 1, The right of citizens of the 
United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State 
on account of race, color, or previous condi- 
tion of servitude. 


The passions engendered by the War 
between the States still survived, but 
respect for constitutional limitation upon 
congressional power prevented them 
from attempting such a disregard of the 
reserved rights of the States as is here 
proposed. 

Not only is it a fact that in the forma- 
tion of the Federal organization the 
States retained their general power to 
fix the qualifications of their voters, but 
that fact has been universally recognized, 
as is shown by the fact that each time it 
was sought to modify that control it has 
been by an amendment to the Consti- 
tution, never before by its utter disre- 
gard. 

Under the present arrangement the 
people of the several States have the 
responsibility and the power to legislate 
with regard to absentee voting. I un- 
derstand practically all of them accord 
that privilege now. The fathers and 
mothers, brothers, sisters, wives, sweet- 
hearts, and friends of these soldiers live 
in these States. They have as much in- 
terest in them as we have, except perhaps 
a political interest. There may be—I do 
not know—a sort of tacit understanding 
that while these boys are fighting for 
their country their people at home, for 
whom they are fighting, will relieve them 
of the responsibilities of operating the 
home government. I do not know about 
that. That is their business. They re- 
tained that as a part of their business in 
the States. We have enough to do if we 
will attend to the business they have 
assigned to us. We are not only not at- 
tending to it properly, but we do not— 
we cannot—even know what is going on 
in these great governmental organiza- 
tions into which we have shifted the 
accumulated overload of governmental 
powers. 3 

But we seem to get the notion that all 
governmental wisdom and patriotism was 
taken out of our districts when we left. 
They are just as smart as we are and do- 
ing about as good a job in their business 
as we are in ours. 

I will teil you what we owe to these 
soldiers, and that is to stop this concen- 
tration of governmental powers here, 
with the resulting increase of bureau- 
cratic development. We ought to be 
working at the job of getting some of this 
power away from here, feeding it back 
into the States, so that democracy shall 
survive in this country and that these 
soldiers may have a government to come 
back to worthy of their sacrifice. 

If we do not right-about-face in Amer- 
ica and build up a respect for the States 
and make them again the sovereign, re- 
sponsible agents of democratic govern- 
ment, we, too, may sing a song of pathos 
and regret similar to that in the Songs of 
Solomon. This is the language: 

They made me the keeper of the vineyards, 
but mine own vineyard have I not kept, 


{Here the gavel fell.J 


7067 


Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER]. 


. Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, while serious questions have 
been raised as to the constitutionality of 
this bill I shall not deal with them this 
afternoon, particularly in view of the 
fact I am wholeheartedly in accord with 
the primary principle and purpose of 
this measure; also I am strongly in ac- 
cord with Senate amendment Nod. 2, 
which relieves our soldiers and sailors of 
the necessity of paying a poll tax for the 
privilege of voting. In my judgment it 
is incontrovertible that if a man is good 
enough to fight for his country, to cffer 
to lay down his life on the altar of his 
country, then he is certainly good enough 
to exercise the right of franchise without 
having to pay tribute to do so. I am; 
however, taking the floor for the third 
time for the one and only purpose of 
espcusing the cause of my home State 
of New York, which for the past four 
months has hed full and adequate ma- 
chinery set up to effectuate the very 
purpose covered by H. R. 7416. I am 
taking the floor in behalf of my home 
State and the war ballot commission 
thereof, which has been efficiently and 
diligently edministering this State law 
since its enactment on May 16, 1942. As 
you will recall, when this bill was before 
the House on August 31st, in connection 
with the request of the Senate for a con- 
ference, I expressed my intention of of- 
fering a motion that the managers on 
the part of the House be instructed to 
insist in conference that the bill be 
amended substantially as follows: 


The provisions of this act shall not apply 
to members of the land or naval forces of 
the United States who-are residents of States 
which have adopted Jaws providing for and 
regulating the voting of its residents who 
are members of the land or naval forces of 
the United States. 


In deference to the earnest appeal of 
the acting majority leader that the inter- 
posing of such a motion would undoubt- 
edly prevent the bill from going to con- 
ference at that time, and on the repre- 
sentation that I would be given a full 
opportunity to present this important 
question to the conferees, I refrained 
from offering the motion, and stated, in 
that connection, that I was just as keen 
as any Member of the House in having 
this bill enacted into law at the earliest 
possible time and that my sole purpose 
in proposing the motion was to prevent 
our entirely adequate State system of war 
balloting from being impeded and weak- 
ened by pyramiding on top of it a Fed- 
eral system of war balloting which, in the 
case of the State of New York, is entirely 
unneeded. As Iam not a member of the 
House committee in charge of this bill, 
the parliamentary situation this after- 
noon will doubtless make it impossible 
for me to carry further my attempt to 
amend the bill, but I deem it proper and 
fitting to lay before the House the pre- 
dicament and legal difficulties which may 
confront my home State upon the enact- 
ment of H. R. 7416 without an amend- 
ment such as I have proposed. It is only 
fair to add at this point that-a full and 
courteous hearing was accorded me by 
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the House members of the conference 
committee, who rejected my amendment 
by a vote of 4 to 3. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. I gladly 
yield to my distinguished friend from 
New York. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Was the 
amendment the gentleman suggests pro- 
posed by the war ballot commission of 
our State? 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. I am 
working hand in glove with the War Bal- 
lot Commission of the State of New 
York. This situation was called to my 
attention by them, and the language of 
this amendment has the approval of the 
commission. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Will the 
gentleman state whether or not this war 
ballot commission is a nonpartisan com- 
mission representing all parties? 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. I am 
glad to say that this war ballot commis- 
sion is a nonpartisan commission 
throughout, not only as to the personnel 
of the board but as to all employees. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Any 
qualified voter of the State of New York, 
regardless of his political affiliation, 
color, or anything else, will be eligible 
and entitled to vote under the gentle- 
man’s provision. 

Mr. WILLIAM T, PHEIFFER. That is 
absolutely correct, and full, adequate, 
and simple means. have been provided 
for effectuating that purpose. 

Our State War Ballot Act covers, 
within its 24 pages, every aspect of the 
situation. Indeed, I understand that it 
Was used as a model in the drafting of 
the bill we are now considering. I stress 
the point that it radically differs from 
an absentee voting law. Our State, in 
common with 43 other States of the 
Union, has had an absentee voting law 
on our statute books for many years. 
The New York act of May 16, 1942, was 
Specifically designed for the purpose of 
providing a free, simple, and efficient 
means of enabling every New York resi- 
dent serving in the armed forces in any 
part of the world to vote for the candi- 
date of his choice for every State and 
Federal office on the ballot. Here are 
some of the things we have done to give 
the fullest possible effect to that purpose: 

(a) Our legislature enacted a law ad- 
vancing the date for our primary elec- 
tion from September 15 to August 11, so 
as to provide adequate time for getting 
war ballots in the hands of every New 
York soldier and sailor in every corner of 
the world. 

(b) Our legisiature appropriated $100,- 
000, which has been, and is being, ex- 
pended in administering the War Ballot 
Act. 

(c) Civic and political organizations 
in every city, town, and village are leav- 
ing no stone unturned to get a war bal- 
Jot in the hands of a maximum number 
of New York soldiers and sailors 
throughout the world. 

(d) Thirty teams of two men each 
were sent out from Albany several weeks 
ago to visit the main Army camps in 
the continental United States for the 
purpose of distributing ballot applica- 
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tions to the New York boys in those 
camps and providing aid in completing 
the applications. 

As an example of the volume in which 
the applications are being received by the 
State War Ballot Commission at Albany 
I cite the fact that on a recent Monday 
morning 6,000 of them were received 
from only one of our large Army camps, 
the identity of which I do not feel free 
to divulge, because it might disclose in- 
formation of military value concerning 
the disposition of our troops. 

The post-card ballot application pro- 
vided by H. R. 7416 does not call for all 
the information which is required to be 
included in the full-page application 
under the New York law, and this dis- 
parity likewise applies to the form of the 
ballot. This unnecessary duplication of 
election machinery, and the imposing on 
our State of a dual system of voting on 
our soldiers and sailors, would undoubt- 
edly be productive of a great deal of con- 
fusion and uncertainty in the minds of 
the voters, and it would present the elec- 
tion officials of our State with numerous 
unique and highly technical problems 
when the time arrives for passing on the 
validity of the ballots cast under the two 
systems, Also, it is a reasonable assump- 
tion that in some close election contests 
it will be necessary for the courts of our 
State to decide quo warranto actions be- 
fore the winners can be finally deter- 
mined. The amendment I have proposed 
would not detract in any way from the 
effectiveness and validity of the Federal 
law with respect to those States which 
have not enacted special laws of their 
own for this highly meritorious purpose. 
On the contrary, the Federal law should 
thereby be strengthened because an 
amendment such as I have proposed 
would constitute an unanswerable an- 
Swer to the argument that the Federal 
Government is trying to usurp the pre- 
rogatives of the sovereign States. 

At the risk of redundancy, I again 
stress my wholehearted support of H. R. 
7416, and I commend our colleague, Judge 
Ramsay, for his fine public service in 
bringing before us'a measure which will 
enable every American citizen now serv- 
ing in our armed forces to have a voice 
in the selection of the public officials 
who have the high privilege and great 
responsibility of bringing our country 
safely through this great crisis. How- 
ever, I respectfully submit that it is the 
A BC of common sense to exempt the 
State of New York from the provisions 
of this bill for the entirely valid reason 
that we have fully taken care of the situ- 
ation through a special act of our own 
legislature, and certainly no good purpose 
can be served by duplicating our efforts 
by act of the Congress. To do so would 
be an unwarranted infringement and 
one that would bid fair to play havoc 
with the smooth functioning of the elec- 
tion machinery of the State of New York. 
The Committee on Federal Legislation of 
the New York County Lawyers’ Associa- 
tion has clearly and cogently expressed 
the right viewpoint in the following ex- 
cerpt from its report on H. R. 7416: 

It is provided that nothing in the act shall 
be deemed to restrict the right of any mem- 
ber of the land or naval forces of the United 
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States to vote, whenever practicable, in ac- 
cordance with the law of the State of his ` 
residence, if he does not elect to vote in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the act. As 
New York (by ch. 852 of the laws of 1942, 
approved May 16, 1942) and other States 
have made provision for voting by members 
of the armed forces during time of war, voters 
of those States in the service may become 
confused by being offered two methods of 
voting though they are given a right to choose 
which method to use. As the State laws 
have already been enacted and as it is im- 
possible before the 1942 elections to have 
them amended to conform to the proposed 
Federal law, it is recommended that the bill 
under consideration be amended by inserting 
therein a provision that it shall not be ap- 
plicable to those voters whose States of resi- 
dence have made provision for absentee war 
voting. 


[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MARCANTONIO]. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 
the argument has just been made that 
this legislation would dynamite the gov- 
ernmental structure of our country. I 
just wonder what is'dynamiting our gov- 
ernmental structure, particularly when 
we bear in mind that by subterfuge we 
are diminishing the number of people 
who are permitted to participate in the 
election of their Representatives to both 
Houses of the Congress of the United 
States. Dynamiting this Government, 
the gentleman from Mississippi tells you. 
I say that if we send out the message to 
the men in the armed forces throughout 
the country and throughout the world 
that we, the Congress of the United 
States, will perpetuate an archaic, vicious, 
and undemocratic system—the poll tax— 
by which we deprive hundreds of thou- 
sands of men in the armed service of 
their votes, we shall thereby be rendering 
a service to our Axis enemies. Dynamit- 
ing democratic government is a job at 
which poll taxers have become past 
masters. 

It is in the interest of preserving our 
democratic form of government that this 
undemocratic poll tax be not imposed 
upon those men who are now in the serv- 
ice of our country. 

My position is well known with regard 
to the poll tax. I say that it is not only 
undemocratic but it is making a most 
undemocratic representation in this 
Congress, and it is not in keeping with 
the democratic traditions upon which our 
Nation was founded. 

If we vote down this conference re- 
port, we say to the men in the service, 
“You cannot vote because of poll-tax re- 
strictions,” we are not building up mo- 
rale, we are not doing that which is so 
vital and necessary to win the war, that 
is, to demonstrate that this is a war for 
freedom. We will be negating the 
fundamental principles of democracy for 
which men are fighting and dying. 

Yes, these are perilous times, I say to 
the gentleman from Mississippi, and it 
is precisely because these are perilous 
times that we must extend democracy to 
each and every human being who lives 
in the United States of America. This 
legislation is a great step in that direc- 
tion. Yes, these are perilous times, and 
it is precisely because these are perilous 
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times that we must do everything to win 
the war. This legislation is in the in- 
terest of victory. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 442 minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RIcH]. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a 
far-reaching one, in my judgment. It is 
not what it is supposed to be. It is a 
wolf in sheep’s clothing. 

You all remember from reading history 
that in 1773 we had a party in Boston 
called the Boston Tea Party, when they 
said that taxation without representa- 
tion is tyranny. You know what they 
did there; they threw the tea overboard 
and demanded representation if they 
were going to be taxed. 

Now we face a situation that is a little 
different, although it is just as impor- 
tant. I think that anyone in this coun- 
try who wants to have the right to vote 
ought to be taxed for that right. Cer- 
tainly a $1 poll tax is not an unjust tax 
for anyone to pay. Every voter should 
be willing to pay it. They ought to be 
willing to pay taxes in order to help 
support this Government of ours. - 

Another great principle is involved in 
this bill—the question of State rights. 
It seems to me, while I disagree with 
some of the voting privileges and rights 
in some of the States, that the States 
are a great individual part of this Nation, 
and whenever we do away with the rights 
of the individual States our democracy 
is threatened. I, for one, believe that 
the rights of the voters in the various 
States should be lodged in those States. 
I do not think we should interfere with 
them, even if we do not agree with their 
principles and laws governing voting in 
the particular State. 

Let me read from the statement of the 
managers regarding amendment No. 1: 

The Senate amendment provides that, not- 
withstanding any provision of State law 
relating to the registration of qualified 
voters. 


In other words, we usurp the rights of 
the States in this bill, and that is con- 
trary to my idea of good sound legisla- 
tion. I think it is unconstitutional, and 
therefore I am against it. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. KERR. May I remind the gentle- 
man of the fact that the Supreme Court 
of the United States in determining the 
eligibility of a voter in a State has held 
in four outstanding opinions that the 
State has the right to fix the eligibility 


of its voters. 
Mr. RICH. I want to maintain that 


right in the States, and I am not going 
to vote here to overthrow it. 

It seems to me that the reason we are 
so interested in this is that we want to 
get in the good favor of the soldiers. It 
sounds good, but its results are going to 
be bad. I, too, want the soldiers to have 
the right to vote; I want to help the sol- 
diers; but I do not believe that this is 
any time for us to go into anything that 
will overthrow our Government We are 
too close to that now. You have been 
working here too many years to over- 
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throw the principles that were laid down 
by our forefathers. Too much rubber- 
stamping. We should act very cau- 
tiously, wisely, and judiciously. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. COLMER. A great deal has been 
said about the so-called poll tax. May I 
call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that in the so-called poll-tax 
States there is no contest ir. the Novem- 
ber elections, anyway; therefore this 
would have no bearing whatever on them. 

Mr. RICH. I think that is right. 
Further, this will be a costly operation. 
Our soldiers are in the four corners of 
the earth, and it will be very difficult 
for us to administer this act—in Iceland, 
Ireland, England, Africa, China, India, 
Australia—and it will do more to inter- 
fere with the war than it will to aid it. 
It will do more harm than good. It cer- 
tainly should be confined to the conti- 
nental United States, same as the House 
bill, and this conference report should be 
defeated. It should be returned to the 
conferees for further consideration and 
correction. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON]. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON: Mr. Speaker, I 
opposed this bill as unconstitutional and 
in violation of the rights of the States 
when it passed the House. It has been 
amended in the Senate, and the material 
Senate amendments authorize soldiers to 
vote without being registered, without 
the payment of a poll tax or other tax, 
and in primary as well as other elec- 
tions. The bill as it passed the House 
applied only to individuals in the land or 
naval forces in the continental United 
States, including Alaska, but as amended 
by the Senate it applies to individuals in 
the armed forces without regard to place 
where they are serving. 

The proponents of the bill define regis- 
tration as a regulation and deny that it 
it is a qualification for voting. They 
further maintain that the requirement of 
the payment of poll taxes is not a quali- 
fication but is a restriction or regulation. 
The sponsors of the bill undertake to 
distinguish between qualifications and 
regulations or qualifications and restric- 
tions. 

The gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. Ramsay] is the sponsor of the bill. 
In a speech on the floor of the House on 
Monday, September 7, as shown by page 
7060 of the Recorp, he stated, and I 
quote: 

Most of the States—if not all of them— 
have defined their qualifications and disqual- 
ifications in a provision of their constitution, 
and to my knowledge neither poll tax nor 
registration is included in any one of these 
constitutional restrictions. 


In the speech the gentleman from 
West Virginia, the author of the bill, re- 
ferred, as he has previously done, to the 
definitions of regulation, registration, 
and restriction. He undertook to distin- 
guish between these and qualifications. 
His distinctions are mere refinements. 
He is in error in his statements about 
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registration and poll tax not being in 
State constitutions. They are in the 
Constitution of Mississippi and, as I re- 
call, in the Constitutions of Alabama, Ar- 
kansas, and other States. There are 
provisions in the Constitution of Missis- 
sippi that make registration and the pay- 
ment of poll taxes and other taxes a 
qualification for voting. 

The bill as it passed the House, and for 
that matter as it passed the Senate, is 
loosely drawn. The gentleman frem 
West Virginia [Mr. Ramsay] stated that 
there is only one good, adequate ab- 
sentee voting law in the United States, 
and that that voting law is in New York. 
The bill as originally drawn was evi- 
dently largely copied from the New York 
absentee voting statute. Section 4 (a) 
of the bill as it was reported to the House 
provided for voting for candidates for 
State, county, and other local offices. It 
also provided for voting for State consti- 
tutional amendments. However, it is fair 
to say that section 4 (a) of the bill as it 
passed the House, which is now section 
6 (a) of the bill as it passed the Senate, 
was amended in the House so as to pro- 
vide for voting for State, county, and 
local offices and State constitutional 
amendments, provided the legislatures of 
the States have authorized such voting. 

I favor absentee voting my members 
of the armed forces in the continental 
United States, as I did in the first World 
War. As a member of the State senate 
in Mississippi, I was instrumental in the 
passage of such legislation by Mississippi 
in the first World War. 

My understanding is that 44 of the 48 
States have already shown their interest 
in voting by the soldiers by passing ab- 
sentee laws. If these laws are not ade- 
quate, it is the fault of the States and 
not of the Congress. The individuals in 
the armed forces will so understand. 

Voting or suffrage is vested in the 
States. It is not a matter of right but is 
@ privilege to be granted or withheld by 
the States and not by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. Among the qualifications are 
limitations as to age, literacy tests, and 
restrictions as to residence and registra- 
tion. Property qualifications formerly 
obtained. Tax requirements formerly 
obtained and still obtain. While some 
would undertake to refine and distinguish 
between the ownership of property and 
the payment of taxes, and while others 
would distinguish between the payment 
of poll and other taxes, the fact remains 
that the payment of taxes, including poll 
taxes, is regarded as a qualification. 

In the Colonies and in the States fol- 
lowing the adoption of the Constitution 
property qualifications were generally 
required for voting. Mississippi was the 
last State to be admitted with property 
qualifications, and Alabama was the first 
to be admitted without property quali- 
fications. 

The poll tax was first used before the 
War between the States to extend suf- 
frage in lieu of property qualifications. 
After the war, and especially during the 
period from 1890 to 1910, the poll tax was 
used to restrict suffrage in the Southern 
States, but the poll tax was not the only 
qualification. Literacy and other tesis 
were prescribed. 
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Poll taxes are levied today in 32 States, 
but as a requisite or qualification for 
voting they have been abolished in all 
except 8 of the Southern States. 

While admitting that the right of suf- 
frage is generally a privilege to be con- 
ferred by the States, the sponsors of the 
pending bill and the opponents of the poll 
tax advocate the pending bill, which 
would abolish the requirement in Federal 
elections. 

As I have indicated, the pending bill, 
if the States so desire, may provide for 
voting for candidates for State, county, 
gnd local offices, and may provide for 
voting on State constitutional amend- 
ments, The poll tax would not be re- 
quired in States where it obtains of the 
voters in the armed forces voting for 
State and local officers if they voted for 
Senators and Representatives. The poll- 
tax requirement for State and local offi- 
cers would be eliminated under the pend- 
ing bill, provided the individuals in the 
armed forces voted for Senators and Rep- 
resentatives. Congress thus assumes 
control over the qualifications of voters 
in State and local elections. Congress is 
without authority to nullify qualifications 
for voting in State and local matters. 

Litigation will result; confusion will 
ensue. Aside from the invasion of the 
rights of the States and the constitu- 
tional questions involved, the passage of 
the pending bill would really be ineffec- 
tive, and do more harm than good. 

The Secretary of War submitted an un- 
favorabie report on the bill as it passed 
the Senate. He insists that the winning 
of the war would be retarded by sending 
ballots to members of the armed forces 
in Alaska and in the theater of war in 
foreign countries. The first objective of 
the country and the soldiers is to win the 
war. The passage of the bill in the opin- 
ion of the Secretary of War would impede 
the war effort. It might disclose military 
secrets and objectives. Again, the bill 
would do more harm than it would gocd. 

In the Constitutional Convention of 
1787 there was much discussion with re- 
spect to suffrage in Presidential! and con- 
gressional elections. The right of the 
States was recognized, but a compromise 
Was adopted. 

Article I, section 2, provides, and I 
quote: - - 

‘The House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of Members chosen every second year 
by the people of the several States, and the 
electors in each State shall kave the qualifica- 
tions requisite for electors of the most nu- 
merous branch of the State legislature. 


The power in the States was thus ex- 
pressly recognized. 

Section 4 of article I provides, and I 
quote: 


The times, places, and the manner of hold- 
ing elections for Senators and Representatives 
shall be prescribed in each State by the legis- 
lature thereof; but the Congress may at any 
time by law make or alter such regulations 
except as to the place of choosing Senators. 


The seventeenth amendment has mod- 
ified the Constitution with respect to 
Senators, and this amendment provides 
that the electors voting for Sengtors shall 
have the qualifications requisite for elec- 
tors of the most numerous branch of the 
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State legislature as provided by section 2 
of article I. 

The compromise left the qualifications 
to the States with the power in Congress 
of altering regulations as to the time, 
place, and manner of holding elections. 
It did not leave to Congress qualifications 
of the electors, 

I extend by saying that the exclusive 
function of the State with respect to 
suffrage was recognized when the 
nineteenth amendment was proposed 
and adopted. Before the amendment, 
woman’s suffrage did not obtain in many 
States. Without an amendment to the 
Constitution, Congress is without power 
to pass the pending bill. Congress has 
no power to pass bills to relieve from the 
payment of poll taxes. The States alone 
have the power. Mississippi is among 
the States which have already passed 
laws to relieve soldiers and sailors from 
poll-tax payment in the second World 
War in the primary elections. 

The Supreme Court of the United 
States has uniformly held that the pay- 
ment of a poll tax as a requisite for vot- 
ing is not in violation of the Constitu- 
tion or any amendment thereof. The 
leading case of Breedlove v. Suttles (302 
U. S. 277), in which Justice Butler ren- 
dered the opinion on December 6, 1937, 
is the latest case sustaining the right of 
the States to prescribe a poll tax. The 
validity of a Georgia statute levying a 
poll tax was involved. I quote from the 
opinion: 


To make the payment of poll taxes a requi- 
site to vote is not to deny any privilege or 
immunity protected by the fourteenth 
amendment. The privilege of voting is not 
derived from the United States, but is con- 
ferred by the State, and save as restrained 
by the fifteenth amendment (right to vote 
regardless of race, color, or previous servi- 
tude) or the nineteenth amendment 
(woman's suffrage) and other provisions of 
the Federal Constitution, the State may con- 
dition suffrage as it deems proper. 


The proponents of the pending bill, 
while admitting that the elimination of 
poll taxes is of doubtful constitutionality, 
contend that such legislation is now con- 
stitutional under the recent decision of 


the Supreme Ccurt on May 26, 1941, in. 


the case of U. S. v. Classic (313 U. S. 299). 
The sponsors assert that the poll tax and 
the registration may be abolished under 
article I, section 4, under the Classic case. 
This case arose in Lousiana, where there 
is no poll-tax requirement for voting. 
The qualifications of voters was neither 
involved nor decided in the Classic case. 

There is a difference between the quali- 
fications of section 2 and the time, place, 
and manner of holding elections in sec- 
tion 4 of article I of the Constitution. 
There was a criminal prosecution in the 
Classic case for a violation of sections 19 
and 20 of the Criminal Code, by allega- 
tions denying to qualified voters the right 
to have their votes counted and the right 
to enjoy the privileges and immunities 
guaranteed by the Constitution and laws 
of the United States. In that case it was 
alleged that the voters were qualified. 
The most that can be said of the Classic 
ease is that it overruled the Newberry 
case with respect to Federal jurisdiction 
in primary elections. I do not believe 
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that it was intended to give to the Fed- 
eral Government general jurisdiction 
over primary elections. The case refers 
to primary elections in States where pri- 
mary elections are really final and deci- 
sive and where the general elections are 
mere matters of form. A very able dis- 
senting opinion was rendered by Justice 
Douglas in which Justice Black and Jus- 
tice Murphy concurred, maintaining that 
there was no Federal jurisdiction over 
primary elections. Qualified voters are 
protected in primary elections in the ex- 
ercise of their privilege of voting in Fed- 
eral elections, under the Classic case, but 
the State and not Congress prescribes the 
qualifications. 

At the time of the decision in the Cias- 
sic case the sixth circuit court had upheld 
the doctrine in the Breedlove case and 
in the Pirtle case, reported in 118 Fed- 
eral (2), page 218, involving a poll-tax re- 
quirement in Tennessee. The crusaders 
for poll-tax elimination, following the 
decision in the Classic case, insisted that 
the question be passed upon by the Su- 
preme Court as now constituted. Their 
wish has been gratified, but their views 
have been again overruled. The Su- 
preme Court, as now constituted, on Oc- 
tober 3, 1941, in the Pirtle case (314 U. S. 
621) denied a petition for a writ of cer- 
tiorari. The right of the States to limit 
the franchise by the imposition of a poll 
tax has again been upheld by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

I repeat to emphasize that the distinc- 
tion, without a difference, as to registra- 
tion, payment of poll and other taxes 
being restrictions or regulations and not 
qualifications, is not supported by the 
facts, as such provisions obtain in the 
constitutions of the States, and such pro- 
visions have been upheld by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Section 241 of the Mississippi Constitu- 
tion provides for residence, age, registra- 
tion, and the payment of taxes as cuali- 
fications for voting. 

Section 242 of the Mississippi Constitu- 
tion provides for the registration of 
voters, 

Section 243 of the Mississippi Constitu- 
tion levies a uniform poll tax on all in- 
habitants of the State between 21 and 60 
years of age, and women were required 
to pay this poll tax before the passage of 
the nineteenth amendment and long 
before they were qualified to vote. 

Section 244 of the Mississippi Constitu- 
tion prescribes the requirements of sec- 
tions 241, 242, and 243 as qualifications. 
In other words, residence, age, registra- 
tion, and the payment of taxes are pre- 
scribed as qualifications in the Constitu- 
tion of Mississippi. 

As the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hosss] pointed out in his very able argu- 
ment in opposition to the bill on the 
floor of the House on Monday, September 
7, 1942, as shown by page 7054, that sim- 
ilar provisions obtain in the Constitution 
of the State of Alabama. 

Many refinements and definitions have 
been referred to by the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Ramsay] and other 
sincere advocates of the pending bill, but 
I challenge any of them to point to a 
single case decided by a court of last 
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resort that has held in so many words 
that residence, age, payment of tax, and 
registration are not qualifications and 
are not considered as qualifications al- 
though they are so prescribed in the Con- 
Stitution of Mississippi and other States. 
The provisions of the Constitution of the 
State.of Mississippi have been upheld by 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

In the case of Williams v. Mississippi 
(170 U. S. 217), the Supreme Court of the 
United States held that section 241 of the 
Mississippi Constitution. prescribing age, 
residence, and the payment of taxes as 
qualifications did not violate the Federal 
Constitution. In the same case the Su- 
preme Court of the United States heid 
that section 242 of the Mississippi Con- 
stitution with respect to registration did 
not violate the Federal Constitution. In 
the same case the Supreme Court of the 
United States held that section 243 of the 
Mississippi Constitution prescribing a poll 
tax did not violate the Federal Constitu- 
tion. In the same case the Supreme 
Court of the United States held that: the 
literacy qualifications in section 244, as 
well as the qualifications I have men- 
tioned in sections 241, 242, and 243, did 
not violate the Federal Constitution. 

The Constitution of Mississippi author- 
izes the legislature to enact laws for pri- 
mary elections, and in primary elections, 
the statutes as to quclifications, rather 
than the constitutional provisions as to 
elections generally, control. Hence, in 
primaries, in Mississippi the poll-tax 
payment has been waived in the second 
Wor:d War. 

As I pointed out in my argument on the 
floor of the House when this bill passed 
the House on July 23, 1942, as shown by 
page 6555 of the Recorp, the language 
of the bill itself as it passed the House 
showed that registration was regarded by 
the sponsor of the bill as a qualification. 
Section. 1 of the bill as it passed the 
House provided that notwithstanding 
any other provision of the State law re- 
lating to elections, including require- 
ments as to registration, individuals, and 
I quote, “who are otherwise qualified to 
vote under the law of the State of his 
residence” shall be entitled to cast an 
absentee ballot. 

The use of the language “otherwise 
qualified” shows that the requirement of 
registration is a qualification. 

In this connection I should like to 
point out that the bill as reported to the 
House and as passed by the House was 
not the bill as agreed to by the Associa- 
tion of State Secretaries of State of the 
48 States. The gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Cox] in the Appendix of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page A2940, in 
the extension of his remarks, published 
the bill as agreed to by the secretaries of 
state. The bill provided that only those 
who are qualified according to the laws of 
the States should be permitted to cast 
absentee ballots. The bill as recom- 
mended by the secretaries of statc was to 
enable the War Department to assist 
men in the armed forces in casting ab- 
sentee ballots, where they were qualified 
under the laws of the States. 

It has been stated that the men in the 
armed forces who are called upon to lay 
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down their lives for their country should 
have the privilege of voting. Yes, they 
should have the privilege of voting not 
only for Senators and Representatives 
but for Governors and local officers. One 
privilege is just as sacred to them as the 
other, but the privilege is one to be 
granted by the States and not the Fed- 
eral Government. If it is withheld, it 
will be withheld by the States and not by 
the Federal Government. The fault will 
be with the States and not with the Fed- 
eral Government. 

The men in the armed forces will not 
be deceived. They are fighting for prin- 
ciples. They are sacrificing their lives 
for the principles of freedom. They þe- 
lieve in the rights of the States that have 
not been conferred upon the Federal 
Government. They are fighting for 
rights and freedoms. They will not have 
respect for their Senators and their Rep- 
resentatives who treated lightly the 
rights for which our fathers fought and 
bled. They know that ours is a dual 
form of government. They believe in 
the States. They know that it is the 
function of the States to provide suffrage. 
They know that it is the function of the 
Federal Government to provide for war; 
and they know that only the Federal 
Government can wage war. They in- 
sist upon Congress performing its Fed- 
eral functions. We have enough to do 
to provide adequate arms and munitions. 
Our men are willing to fight but they in- 
sist that Congress be not diverted, that 
Congress support the armed forces, for 
they know that if there is delay in pro- 
duction, that if there is delay in the 
manufacture of guns, airplanes, and 
tanks, there will be delay in the winning 
of the war. 

The soldiers at the front will not be 
misled. They are expecting Congress to 
do their duty. They will not have much 
regard for the Senators and Representa- 
tives who disregard the Constitution for 
which our fathers died when the individ- 
uals of the armed forces are sacrificing 
their lives for the rights and principles 
guaranteed to them under the Constitu- 
tion of the fathers. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, the his- 
tory of our Republic furnishes some 
strange paradoxes which have from time 
to time engaged the attention of the 
Congress. 

Oddly enough, by a legislative mandate 
of this very Congress and approved by 
the President, a young man can be in- 
ducted to fight for the fundamental free- 
doms in any corner of the earth and yet, 
through the instrumentality of the poll 
tax, the privilege of selecting a Senator 
from his State to aid in shaping the 
terms of peace is denied to him. This 
appears to be a very fundamental in- 
justice. 

A person can draw agricultural parity 
payments or soil-conservation payments 
from the Federal Treasury in pursuance 
of a law enacted by Congress, but, if he 
fails or refuses to pay his poll tax, he can- 
not participate in choosing those who 
provide such legislation and the appro- 
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priations from which such payments are 
made. 

A person whose income places him 
within taxable brackets must pay an in- 
come tax for the support of the Federal 
Government and yet, by virtue of a State 
poll tax, he can be denied the privilege 
of choosing Federal officers who direct 
the expenditure of the taxes which such 
person pays to his Government if he fails 
to pay such poll tax. All this appears 
as an obvious inequity in our system. 

Manifestiy, there is no way of remoy- 
ing these inequities unless they are re- 
moved by the Congress. Today we are 
confronted by a conflict between an es- 
sential morality and equity and what 
might be regarded as a legalistic con- 
cept in passing upon this problem and 
making it possible for young men in the 
armed services to vote notwithstanding 
the fact that they did not pay a poll tax. 

I recognize that argument can be ad- 
duced on both sides of the constitutional 
question involved. If, however, it is 
agreed that a poll tax is not a qualifica- 
tion within the legal definition of that 
word, then it would appear that Congress 
can deal with this question in a consti- 
tutional manner. In the case of Minor 
against Happersett the Supreme Court 
said that— 

The right to vote for Members of Congress 
is not derived from the Constitution and 
laws of the State in which they are chosen 
but has its foundation in the Federal Con- 
stitution, 


Basically we can deal with the right or 
the privilege of voting and protect it 
against arbitrary obstructions by any 
State. 

It has been said that this legislation 
is dangerous and communistic. Nearly 
50 years ago the eminent lawyer, Josepn 
Choate, stood before the Supreme Court 
arguing against the constitutionality of 
an income tax and, insofar as I know, 
for the first time in our history used the 
word “communistic” and said that if this 
measure were held valid the march of 
communism would be complete, yet the 
income-tax amendment became a part 
of the Constitution and did not destroy 
the Republic. 

When Harvey Wiley, the pure-food 
crusader, prevailed upon President Mc- 
Kinley to aid him in the enactment of 
legislation to protect the purity of foods 
and drugs it was argued in this very body 
that such legislation by the Federal Gov- 
ernment was an invasion of a private- 
property right, yet every Member of this 
body can attest to the pure-food and 
pure-drug legislation which is now on the 
statute books. 

When it was first proposed that United 
States Senators be directly elected by 
the people instead of by the legislatures 
Senator Foraker and Senator Hoar and 
others spent hours of their eloquence in 
assailing this proposal on the ground that 
it would destroy the Republic, and yet it 
found its way into the Constitution, and 
the Republic still lives. 

When it was first proposed that Con- 
gress legislate on the subject of child 
labor even so eminent a student as Wood- 
row Wilson, if I recall correctly, charac- 
terized the proposal as obviously absurd, 
but in a short space of time Congress 
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dealt vigorously with the problem of pro- 
tecting the labor of children. 

What I seck to present by these exam- 
ples is merely that, notwithstanding the 
vigor with which a proposal of the kind 
now before us is opposed, it commends 
itself to the sense of equity and fairness 
of the people and will find its way to the 
statute books. 

It may be argued that the matter 
should have been handled in the form of 
a constitutional amendment, but this is 
scarcely necessary in view of the deci- 
sions which have already been handed 
down by the Supreme Court. I am 
mainly concerned, however, with the 
rightness of the proposition on which we 
will soon vote. This may be regarded as 
another conflict between a strictiy legal- 
istic concept and the humanistic con- 
cept and it is obvious that that which 
must be considered as essential justice 
will triumph, It means that the young 
man who is willing to lay his life on the 
altar of freedom and become a sacrifice 
for his country, whether it be in the vast 
reaches of the Pacific, on the hot sands 
of Africa, or in any other corner of the 
world, shall have the privilege of voting 
and selecting those who are to adminis- 
ter the affairs of the Government if he 
so desires. 

It has been argued that few soldiers 
will exercise this privilege in the coming 
elections. ‘There is small force in that 
argument. The recent primary elections 
disclose that in many States 70 out of 
every 100 qualified voters failed to vote. 
No one weuld use this circumstance in 
proposing that for that reason the right 
of franchise be denied or withdrawn 
from 70 percent of our people. 

This is the fair and decent thing to 
do, and I propose to support the confer- 
ence report today. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? | 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. RICH. How are you going to con- 
duct the voting in Australia or Africa or 
Iceland and get the vote back here and 
have orderly procedure? 

[Here the gavel fell. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Hermrncer] such time as he may 
desire. 

Mr. HEIDINGER. Mr. Speaker, on 
last Thursday the distinguished gentle- 
-man from Mississippi [Mr. Rann], ad- 
dressing the House in reference to H. R. 
7416, made the statement that— 

The passage oi the so-called soldiers’ vot- 
ing bill under the pretense that it is done to 
help the man in our armed forces would be 
an insult to the uniform he wears. 


Mr. Speaker, in this I do not agree with 
the distinguished gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. In fact, it seems to me that it 
would be a slap at the soldier to say to 
him that he cannot vote. The distin- 
guished gentleman says that “the bill at- 
tempts to wipe out the poll tax in certain 
States.” What if it does? What man is 
going to say to the soldier who failed to 
pay his poll tax that he cannot vote? 
It may be he did not have the money 
with which to pay his tax. It may be 
that when he left his home he gave his 
last dollar to the support of his loved 
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ones, and it may be that he thought that 
tax was being used for purely local pur- 
poses; that he would receive no benefit 
from it, and that those who were remain- 
ing at home should keep the home fires 
burning during his absence. 

The gentleman states that the bill at- 
tempts to assume Federal control over 
the primaries and destroy the registra- 
tion laws of the various States and 
thereby affects the rights of the States. 
The bill only gives the soldier or the 
sailor the right to vote for Presidential 
electors, United States Senators, and 
Representatives in Congress. It does 
not attempt to make any provision for 
the soldier voting for State or local offi- 
cials. I cannot see where it in any man- 
ner interferes with the local self-govern- 
ment. 

Under our Constitution the President 
of the United States is the Commander 
in Chief of the Army and the Navy. The 
President is elected every 4 years. Should 
not the men in the service have the 
same right to say who this Commander 
in Chief should be as those who stay at 
home? After all, they are the ones mak- 
ing the greatest sacrifice in this war and 
they are the ones who should know who 
is qualified to serve as Commander in 
Chief of the Army and the Navy. Not 
only that, but the Constitution provides 
that the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, shall 
have the power to make treaties. These 
men in the service will bear the greater 
part of the burden in defeating the Axis 
Powers in this war, and the only voice 
they will have in making the peace treaty 
is the right to vote for the men who will 
make that treaty. If they make the sac- 
rifice to win this war, then why should 
not they have a voice in the selection of 
the men who will write the peace treaty 
when this war has been won? 


The gentleman says that he yields to. 


no man when it comes to standing up 
for the rights of the men in our armed 
forces. Iam not questioning his friend- 
ship for these men. He made a great 
fight to raise their pay to $50 per month, 
and I commend him for his efforts in 
this fight. He also supported a bill for 
allowances to the families of veterans. I 
voted for these measures and did every- 
thing I could to assist him. The gentle- 
man is also entitled to credit for his 
efforts in securing the early payments of 
the allotments and allowances to the de- 
pendents of these men, instead of their 
having to wait until November 1. The 
gentleman says that he stood by the dis- 
abled veterans and took all the abuse of 
the opposition in 1933 when the so-called 
Economy Act was passed and took the 
bread from the mouths of many of those 
heroes of the last war. The gentleman 
is to be commended for that fight. It is 
the duty of the Government to make pro- 
vision for all its aged and disabled vet- 
erans and for the widows and orphans of 
its deceased veterans. It is also the duty 
of our Government to see that our sol- 
diers and sailors should be permitted to 
vote in the selection of Federal repre- 
sentatives. 

The gentleman speaks of the abuses 
in the handling of relief. In this he may 
be correct. There has been much waste 
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and much abuse in the handling of relief 
funds. I know of many inequalities, par- 
ticularly in the distribution of the assist- 
ance for the aged. It is impossible to 
avoid inequalities in the handling of old- 
age assistance under our present law. 
To me, the only way this can be justly 
handled would be to pass a straight-out 
Federal old-age pension law, making it 
applicable to all alike. If the age limit 
is fixed at 60 years, then every man and 
woman who is a citizen of the United. 
States, when they reach that age, should 
be entitled to draw the same amount, 
irrespective of property rights. The only 
requirements should be that they have 
reached the required age, that they are 
citizens of the United States, and that 
they will support the Constitution of the 
United States. If we are to have an old- 
age pension, then why should not all 
Americans who reach that age be treated 
alike? 

We are today engaged in the greatest 
war of all times, fighting for the pres- 
ervation of democracy. The one thought 
and the one effort of every loyal Ameri- 
can should be to defeat the Axis Powers, 
to protect our economic system, and to 
preserve our American way of life. In 
this we must al! stand united. We must 
not fail. 

We Americans still enjoy freedom of 
speech, free2om of the press, freedom of 
religion, freedom of enterprise, and the 
free right to vote. Let us preserve these 
rights; let us preserve our American way 
of life. Let us say to our soldiers and 
sailors, who are making the greatest 
sacrifice in this struggle to preserve free 
government, If you are good enough to 
fight, you are good enough to vote. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. KOCIALKCWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may desire to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I am in 
favor of the immediate enactment of the 
bill which provides for absentee voting 
in time of wai by members of the land 
and naval forces. 

I cannot understand why anyone 
should oppose this measure, because 
those who are fighting to defend our 
country and are even sacrificing their 
lives that we as a nation may survive, 
certainly should be given the privilege of 
expressing their will in the election of 
the people who will represent them. 
There is nothing we could do as the rep- 
resentatives of the people in this creat 
emergency that would cripple the morale 
of our fighting forces than to deny them 
the opportunity to vote while they are 
defending our country. I do not feel 
that any soldier should be charged a tax 
to vote, and I think that we should elimi- 
nate the poll tax as a payment for the 
privilege of voting. It would be a prac- 
tical demonstration to the world that we 
are sincerely devoted to democratic 
principles. The right to vote is but 
simple justice at eny time, and I main- 
tain that American citizens should be 
accorded the right to vote uncondition- 
ally and that the payment of a poll tax 
should not be imposed as a condition for 
voting in either a primary or a general 
election. The American people are mak- 
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ing the greatest effort in their history in 
the struggle with our enemies. Nothing 
should be allowed to stand in the way of 
success in that effort. It is up to us to 
prove our loyalty to unity, to democracy, 
and to victory, and we have no right to 
deprive our soldiers of their constitu- 
tional rights. 

We who are striving to do our best to 
defend democracy abroad also have a 
vital interest in defending and preserv- 
ing democracy on the home front, and 
rank injustice and discrimination should 
be abolished. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hosgss]. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, the Good 
Book has a parable of an absentee land- 
lord who let his vineyard out to husband- 
men under a share-crop contract. These 
share-croppers were so far away from 
their landlord they cheerfully forgot the 
boss of the vineyard and his right to his 
share of the crop. They seemed to think 
that possession was 10 points of the law. 
They acted as though they owned it. 
They beat or Killed those who recognized 
the landlord’s ownership. Finally they 
killed his son to strengthen their claim 
of title by conquest or adverse possession. 
But the scripture intimates that they 
would be called upon to pay for their un- 
worthiness with their heads. 

This vineyard in which we work does 
not belong to us. The people of the 
States put us here to work for the mu- 
tual benefit of both themselves and their 
Federal Government, not to kill their 
servants and offspring, the States. 

With all of the ability, adroitness, and 
artfulness which the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN] al- 
ways displays in his advocacy, he could 
not escape the fact that this procedure is 
mob violence—lynch law! You propo- 
nents have the votes, but you have no 
right, on your side! 

But, aside from its criminality, this 
murder of the chief sovereignty of the 
States may imperil the Nation by imped- 
ing our war effort and giving military 
secrets to the enemy. The Secretary of 
War has written this letter, uninvited, 
save by his sense of duty, to the Speaker 
of this House. He says: 

I am compelled respectfully to direct the 
attention of the Congress—particularly at 
this time the House of Representatives—to 
grave questions involving the matter of pend- 
ing legislation to provide absentee voting by 
members of the armed. forces of the United 
States serving outside the continental limits. 
I have particular reference to H. R. 7416 
+ » +, It is the considered opinion of the 
War Department that H. R. 7416 as passed by 
the Senate and as previously passed by 
the House of Representatives would impede 
military functions and might result in di- 
vulging secret information. 


Of course, it would. 

Then he quotes from an official letter 
of the Acting Secretary of War, Mr. 
Crowell, in 1918, in which he says: 


After a most careful consideration of this 
entire matter, the War Department is of the 
opinion that it is neither advisable nor de- 
sirable to allow soldiers in the theater of war 
to vote. Their yotes cannot be taken without 
seriously interfering with the military effi- 
ciency of our fighting forces. 
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Then our Secretary of War today adds: 

An effort was made to permit some of the 
men in France to vote in the fall of 1917, and 
it was then and there proven, at least to the 
satisfaction of the military authorities, that 
such an effort seriously interfered with mili- 
tary efficiency. The job at this time, even if 
time permitted, with our forces being so 
widespread, literally to the four corners of 
the earth, would be impossible to perform 
without jeopardizing military operations. 


Of course, that is true. We have had 
to adopt the V-mail system and micro- 
filming in order to economize space re- 
quirements for regular mail in our ter- 
ribly limited transportation facilities. 
Anyone who cannot see the difference 
between the great space requirement of 
the mail this bill would require and the 
space requirement for microfilmed mail— 
only 2 percent of the size before micro- 
filming—cannot distinguish the Atlantic 
Ocean from the Potomac River. We 
need the space this bill would require 
for munitions of war, ammunition, food, 
medicine, and other essential supplies. 
Read the whole letter which I quoted in 
full in my remarks on this floor Monday, 
September 7, 1942. it appears on page 
7058 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that 
day. 

Then there is the danger of permitting 
the enemy to get our military secret of 
the locations and numbers of our forces 
the world around. All they would have 
to do would be to count the sacks and get 
the addresses therefrom. -American par- 
ents are not informed where their own 
sons are. Why give Germany the chance 
to gain this very helpful information? 

Again, there is the destruction of the 
secrecy with which ballots are clothed by 
reason of the necessity for military cen- 
sorship. 

But over and above these valid and 
weighty reasons against this bill ad- 
vanced by the Secretary of War, there is 
the reason behind the Secretary’s re- 
peated statement that the handling and 
supervising, notarizing, censoring, and 
transporting this mail, for which 4 trips 
are required to each of our more than 
4,000,000 men under arms, plus the aux- 
iliaries, wouid seriously interfere with 
the military efficiency of our fighting 
forces. That reason is, of course, that 
this would take time out from the per- 
formance of military duty not only from 
the privates but also from their officers. 

From this very practical standpoint, 
therefore, why should we thus impede our 
war effort? No soldier nor sailor nor ma- 
rine has asked for this privilege. The 
War Department opposes this measure 
seriously and with cogency. This is our 
eighth war. No such law has ever been 
proposed or passed before. Our fighting 
forces now are no less patriotic than 
those who won our former wars. Why 
now, when the task imposed by distances, 
number, and spread is infinitely greater 
than ever before, should we insist upon 
such an ill-advised, Gangerous, and un- 
constitutional demand? 

Congress has no more right in this field 
of legislation than it has to govern Mars. 

[Here the gavel fell.) 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Alabama IMr. JARMAN]. 
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Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I can but 
wonder what form the next attack on 
States’ rights will take if this one suc- 
ceeds. 

I quote from my remarks on this sub- 
ject when this nefarious bill passed the 
House: 

Being one of those whose good fortune it 
was to serve our country during the first 
World War, having served in the National 
Guard during 18% years since, and having 
been rather active in veterans’ organizations, 
Iam naturally keenly desirous of contributing 
anything possible to the happiness and con- 
venience of our fighting forces. On the other 
rand, I am a strong believer in the ability 
and the right of the people of Alabama to 
manage their own election affairs without any 
interference or supervision whatever by the 
Federal Government. 

Those of us who are sufficiently old 
fashioned to still be wedded to the democratic 
principle of States’ rights do not believe that 
the Federal Government should have any- 
thing directly to do with ur elections. 
* * * It had just as well be made plain 
that we intend to fight to the finish every 
effort to break down our election laws and 
to authorize some bureaucrat in Washington 
to tell us who can vote and who cannot, and 
why. 

At that time I labored under the im- 
pression that all except eight States had 
provided for absentee voting for their 
soldiers. I now find that only four have 
not done so, and that the whole American 
election system is sought to be radically 
changed merely to permit the soldiers of 
four States, which have not provided for 
such voting but which will most probably 
do so, to vote. 

Nefarious and unpardonable as this 
bill was when it passed the House, it was 
not nearly so much so then as now. 
Even then a frontal] attack on the elec- 
tion laws of certain Southern States, its 
real purpose has now been emphasized 
by the amendment which sets aside that 
provision of the constitution of my State, 
which is doubtless similar to those of 
numerous other States, requiring that all 
citizens who wish to vote contribute $1.50 
annually to the schools, Some of you 
will undoubtedly recall my anticipation 
of this when discussing the matter before. 
I did not, however, in my most gloomy 
moments of reflection thereon, expect it 
so soon. There is now no doubt what- 
ever that this is primarily an attack on 
the election laws of the South, nor do I 
consider it farfetched to also construe it 
as an attack on our southern way of life 
and on white supremacy in which we 
have every reason to take much pride. 
Furthermore, as heretofore stated, it is 
a direct effort to set aside the constitu- 
tion of my State and those of several 
others. We, of the South, do not at- 
tempt to change the way of life or the 
customs of you ladies and gentlemen who 
reside in other areas. We do not con- 
sider it at all proper or fair for you to 
take advantage of the natural hysteria 
of war and of the equally natural warm 
spot in the hearts of everyone for our 
soldiers to cater to the soldier vote at the 
expense of the very foundation of our 
democracy. Furthermore, we know the 
soldier from the States affected does not 
wish the vote at such a price rnd we 
honestly do not believe the soldier from 
other States does. 


7074 


Let us see whether this exemption from 
the payment of poll tax is in the interest 
of the soldier or for an ulterior purpose. 
In every poll-tax State nomination in the 
primary is tantamount to election. In 
every poll-tax State the primary has al- 
ready occurred. This bill is effective 
only during the war, which we all hope 
and believe will end before the next 
primaries 2 years hence. Therefore, 
how can one argue this poll-tax feature 
to be in the interest of the soldier rather 
than an entering wedge looking toward 
the destruction of our State-supervised 
election systems, our way of life, and pos- 
sibly white supremacy? What soldier 
will it benefit? As to the Alabama sol- 
dier, veterans of the first World War were 
exempted from poll tax by the passage 
of a constitutional amendment submitted 
to our people immediately following that 
war. A bill has already been drawn to 
submit such an amendment relative to 
present soldiers when the legislature 
convenes in January. It will be passed 
by the free and untrammeled electorate 
of Alabama before another primary. 
Therefore, this legislation will affect in 
no way the vote of any Alabama soldier, 
all of whom will be given the vote in the 
legal, the orderly, the constitutional way 
by the people of our State whether this 
legislation passes or not. 

There are those in Alabama who op- 
pose the poll tax but who wish it elimi- 
nated in a constitutional way. One of 
them is John Temple Graves, a columnist 
for the Birmingham Age-Herald, who 
writes: 


The electoral situation in the South is one 
of several delicate and complex ones not to be 
entrusted to the rough hands of Uncle Sam. 


I also quote from the magazine Ala- 
bama on this subject: 


The crusade for poll-tax abolition in Wash- 
ington fits into a many-sided campaign to 
bring abot social equality in the South. It 
is no coincidence that just now a Birmingham 
Negro files a suit in Federal court against 
Jefferson County's registrars for $5,000 dam- 
ages and for the right to register as a quali- 
fied voter. This suit, we are informed was 
drawn up with the help of New York lawyers; 
it openly proclaims that the complainant is 
suing not only in his own behalf but also for 
all Alabama Negroes who are denied regis- 
tration. Its backers intend to carry it to the 
United States Supreme Court. 

Poll-tax reform is one of the issues which 
ought to be left in status quo while a war is 
being fought. Our Congressmen should be 
the first to recognize and oppose all such 
movements drummed up by reformers who 
find wartime exigencies a rich camoufiage. 
‘These are attacks from the rear upon a sec- 
tion of the Nation that leads in patriotic 
alinement against a foreign foe. These at- 
tacks are forcing us to expend energy and 
attention on domestic issues. Far from de- 
serving the patriotic cloaks they wear, in 
truth they are tools of the common enemy. 


Regardless of the legality or illegality, 
or of the righteousness or lack of it, of 
such legislation, I thoroughly agree with 
“Alabaina” that when we are at war 
which requires the bending of every effort 
toward its successful conclusion is no 
time to attempt social reforms under the 
guise of patriotism or to unnecessarily 
and frivolously create disunity among our 
people. 
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We of the South are proud, indeed, of 
the purity of the blood which flows 
through our veins. This can but be par- 
ticularly so when we visit other lands 
where the white man and the black man 
live together. There is no other place in 
the world where two races as distinct and 
opposite live together as citizens of their 
country on a basis of equality under the 
law and where blood strains have re- 
mained so pure. 

Some of you may regard reference to 
the social situation in the South as inap- 
propriate and far fetched, but I cannot 
too strongly assure you of my considered 
opinion that such is not the case at all; 
of my sincere belief that, whether its 
author and those who have sponsored it 
so intend or not, this legislation is really 
an arrow aimed directly at the heart of 
the South, which always has been, is now, 
and ever must be, white supremacy. 

Although very much afraid you gen- 
tlemen have the votes to pass it, I sin- 
cerely hope you will not so trample on a 
proud part of this land in which the 
white man and the black man dwell to- 
gether amicably on a basis of complete 
understanding. Despite the failure of 
fulfillment of the desire of some that the 
latter vote, whether he can meet the edu- 
cational and other requirements or not, 
I insist that the South is his country, and 
that he is much better treated there, 
where he is thoroughly understood and 
appreciated, than anywhere else. He 
loves the South and the South loves him. 
Permit us to continue to solve the deli- 
cate situation which has resulted from 
this peculiar condition of two diametri- 
cally opposite races living together on 
the basis of legal equality in our own way. 
I insist that our familiarity with it en- 
ables us to be much more competent to 
do so than you are. 

Mr, KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Tuomas 
F. Forp]. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in support of H. R. 7416, which 
provides a simple method in time of war 
to the men and women in the armed 
forces of the United States, regardless of 
where that service takes them. 

To say, as one speaker did, that every 
man or woman should be willing to pay 
a tax to vote is simply ridiculous. Prac- 
tically every man and woman in the 
service pays taxes—income tax, excise 
tax, or property tax. Then, my friends, 
why in the name of common sense, com- 
mon justice, or American democracy 
should soldiers ‘and sailors, nurses or 
auxiliary forces, be forced to surrender 
their right to vote because they have 
seen fit to offer their lives to their 
country? ` 

Of course, the poll tax is an abomina- 
tio. before the Lord. It ought to be 
abolished, States’ rights to the contrary 
notwithstanding. I will gladly support 
H. R. 7416. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. KE- 
FAUVER.] 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Speaker, I shall 
support the conference report. When 
this bill was originally before the House I 
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offered an amendment which eliminated 
the poll tax as a prerequisite for voting 
by men in the armed services. I was 
allowed only 3 minutes under the general 
debate to speak on my amendment, 
Many other Members wished to join me 
me in urging adoption of my amendment 
under the 5-minute rule. However, a 
motion was carried cutting off debate 
before any of us had opportunity of dis- 
cussing my amendment under the 5- 
minut. rule. 

Very few Members of the House at- 
tempt to justify the poll tax as a pre- 
requisite to voting. In a democracy, one 
of the principal rights every citizen 
should have is that of franchise, and this 
should be without the imposition of fi- 
nancial conditions. The poll tax has no 
place in our democratic system. The 
States where it is imposed as a condition 
to voting should have remedied the situa- 
tion years ago. Certainly, no poll tax 
should be required of men in the armed 
service who wish to exercise their right 
to vote while they are away from home. 

I concede that there is a question as 
to whether Congress can do away with 
the poll tax in voting for Members of 
Congress. In the Classic case our Su- 
preme Court held that the right to vote 
for a Member of Congress in a primary 
election was a right conferred by the 
Federal Constitution. This being true, 
it should follow that a State is not per- 
mitted to place an unreasonable condi- 
tion upon the right to vote for a Member 
of Congress. Certainly, under our Con- 
stitution, the States have the right to 
fix the qualification of voters for Mem- 
bers of Congress, but is the payment of 
a poll tax a qualification? Because a 
man may have paid a poll tax does not 
make him better qualified than the man 
who does not pay a poll tax. If a State 
may charge a small amount as a poll 
tax, then, by the same principle, it could 
levy the payment of a poll tax in the 
amount of $1,000. This would mean 
there would be practically no votes cast, 
and surely our Supreme Court would 
declare such a limitation unreasonable - 
and unlawful. There is in principle no 
difference between the $1,000 poll tax and 
the $1 poll tax. Both are unreasonable, 
without foundation, and heve nothing to 
do with the qualification of the voter. 

Many Members have complained that 
the passage of this bill, as amended, 
would be usurping the rights of the States 
and that it would be a blow to our demo- 
cratic form of government. I do not 
have this fear. My idea is that our 
democracy can be made more secure by 
making it possible for a greater number 
of people to vote. When a person cannot 
vote he is inclined to lose his interest in 
the handling of our governmental affairs, 
so we are improving our democratic proc- 
esses when we eliminate restrictions and 
conditions upon the right of franchise. 

I come from a Southern State where 
a poll tax is levied before a person can 
vote. I have seen the inequity and in- 
justice of the poll tax. I know that we 
in Tennessee will have more interest in 
government when the poll tax is elimi- 
nated. 

I think the question of whether or not 
the Federal Government can do away 
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with this abominable restriction should 
be put squarely up to the Supreme Court. 
I believe the present Supreme Court will 
hold that it is within the power of Con- 
gress to remove any unreasonable re- 
strictions in voting for Members of 
Congress. 

I hope that many of my colleagues 
from the so-called poll-tax States will 
join me in support of this measure. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKE:. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Ramsay]. 

Mr. RAMSAY. Mr. Speaker, the con- 
stitutionality of this bill has been debated 
so much that I do not believe I care to 
take up any time with that question 
today. 

This bill passed the House by a vote of 
134 to 19. Then it went to the Senate 
and the Senate placed these amendments 
in the bill and the bill was passed by a 
vote of 47 to 5. Surely the great ma- 
jority of the Members of the House and 
the Senate are not all blind on the ques- 
tion of the constitutionality of this bill. 
Personally, I do not have any question 
or any shadow of a doubt about this 
question in my mind. I have argued that 
the States have no right to pass any law 
relative to the election of a Federal officer 
unless authorized by acts of Congress or 
the Cons‘itution of the United States, 
because this was not one of the rights 
they had when the Union was formed. 

Mr. Speaker, as you know, these 
amendments were placed on in the Sen- 
ate, one, for instance, voting at large— 
all over the world. I am interested in 
hearing gentlemen say “they would like 
to see the soldiers vote, but this is not 
the time for them to vote.” When in 
the world are soldiers going to vote? 
When there is a war or when there is no 
war? When there is no war we will not 
have any soldiers and they will not need 
to vote. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSAY. I am sorry; I do not 
have time. If I had time, I would be glad 
to yield. 

I cannot see that the amendment ex- 
tending the provisions of the bill to our 
soldiers outside of the continental United 
States hurts the bill in any respect. The 
Navy Department and the War Depart- 
ment made the same complaint to the 
Senators. The Senate looked at it from 
the point of view that if it should prove 
impossible to get the votes back in time, 
it would at least give the boys a chance 
to vote and enable the Congress to say 
we are going to take the ballot to every 
man who is a citizen of the United States, 
wherever he is in the service of his coun- 
try, whether that service be rendered in 
America or Japan. 

One gentleman states this has never 
heen done; that therefore we ought not 
to do it now. That is a wonderful argu- 
ment, is it not? No revolution had ever 
been fought in this country until our 
forefathers fought one, and if it had not 
been fought we would still be under the 
control of the British Empire. So there 
is nothing in those arguments. We can- 
not stand still or remain static. I hope, 
Mr. Speaker, that for the benefit of the 
soldiers who are in the service of their 
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country the Members will vote for all the 
Senate amendments in this bill. This is 
the only way you can get the bill passed 
so they will have any benefit from it in 
the coming election. If you reject one 
amendment the bill will then have to go 
back for further Senate consideration 
and the result will be that we shail dilly- 
dally around all fall and the bill will be 
worthless. This is exactly what the op- 
ponents of the bill want you to do. I 
hope you will adopt all of the Senate 
amendments so that the bill will soon 
become the law of the land. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Ros- 
SION]. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, we passed H. R. 7416 in the 
House some time ago, giving those in our 
armed services the right tu vote. The 
measure then went to the Senate and 
some amendments were put on the bill 
in the Senate. The measure then, of 
course, was submitted to a conference 
committee of the House and Senate. We 
now have before us the conference report 
giving to our armed forces the right to 
vote by mail in the coming November 
election and in subsequent elections dur- 
ing the present emergency. 

Some States require voters to pay a 
poll tax in order to vote. This bill cuts 
out the poll-tax requirement, and there- 
fore all men and women in our armed 
forces who are otherwise qualified to 
vote are given the right. to vote by mail, 
and this measure sets up the proper ma- 
chinery to effectuate this purpose of 
Congress. 

In all my years of service in Congress 
I have placed the defenders of our coun- 
try and their deperdents first. They 
gave us a country and have preserved it 
through the years. If there is any group 
in this country that is entitled to vote, 
it is those who have preserved and de- 
fended our country and are now pro- 
tecting and defending it. They were 
taken from their homes. They cannot 
return and exercise this priceless privi- 
lege of the free men and women of 
America. They are scattered over the 
five continents and seven seas and the 
islands of the seas. They are everywhere 
rendering loyal, valiant, and courageous 
service for cur country. They are pre- 
serving our own liberties and freedom. 
They are offering and giving their lives 
to make other people free. To me it is 
unthinkable to deny them the right to 
have a part in choosing those who make 
our laws and interpret and execute them. 
We must constantly keer in mind that 
they are absent from their homes be- 
cause of no fault of their own. They are 
away at the behest and in the defense of 
the American people. They should not 
only be given the right to vote, but every 
effort should be made to facilitate their 
full and free participation in the Novem- 
ber election and in subsequent elections. 

In a free country like ours citizens 
should be encouragec to vote and it 
should be made as easy as possible for 
them to do so. Our citizens should be 
aided and not hindered in taking part 
in the affairs of our Government, 
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This is an important bill. It serves a 
great and noble purpose, and it is a 
genuine pleasure for me to speak and 
vote for it. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKEI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LupLow]. 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, in my 
opinion, there is a question of funda- 
mental justice involved in this conference 
report. By the side of it, in my estima- 
tion, all other questions and considera- 
tions pale into insignificance. 

The principle of fundamental justice 
on which I am résting my decision is that 
if we send our boys to far-flung battle 
fronts to be rammed through with bay- 
onets, to rest in watery graves, or to be 
strangled with gas, or to meet death in a 
hundred other different forms, we should 
not deny them the right to vote, even 
though the exercise of suffrage in their 
cases involves certain irregularities and 
the cutting of a lot of legalistic red tape., 

I maintain that any man who is good 
enough to die for our country is good 
enough to have a right to vote for men 
to administer the affairs of our country 
in any election conducted anywhere un- 
der the American flag. 

And when I assert this principle I 
mean that it should apply to all of the 
men in our absent armed forces, whether 
they be white or black. 

When the men who died gloriously at 
the Midway Islands or at Bataan or at 
Corregidor or in the Solomon Islands or 
the Coral Sea were inducted into the 
service they were not told that they 
would not be accepted unless they paid a 
poll tax or passed an educational test. 
It is monstrously unfair, in my opinion, 
to tell these men that they cannot exer- 
cise the most sacred right of freemen— 
the right of the ballot—unless they com- 
ply with the clever devices which have 
been set up in various States for the de- 
liberate purpose of preventing a certain 
element of our population from voting. 

During the debate one of the speakers 
contended that the enactment of this 
legislation will “dynamite” free govern- 
ment. I maintain that just the opposite 
is true. I maintain that those who are 
obstructing and preventing, or “dyna- 
miting,” if you please, the operations of 
free government are those who contrive 
ingenious schemes, such as the poll tax, 
to prevent certain persons, especially 
Negroes, from exercising the greatest and 
most precious right of the citizen, the 
right to vote for men and measures of his 
choice. Upon the unrestricted exercise 
of that right free government depends. 

The Negro, of course, is the chosen 
target of the opposition to this confer- 
ence report. What a travesty it would be 
to send Negroes by the multiplied thou- 
sands to the firing line to fight and die 
for freedom and then tell them that they 
shall have no part or parcel in the free- 
dom at home which they are sworn to 
support and defend with their lives, if 
necessary. 

I would feel myself very derelict in my 
duty if I did not raise my voice and my 
vote against such an unspeakable and 
unmitigated injustice as that. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKEI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Harel. 
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Mr, HARE. Mr. Speaker, when the 
various arguments for this bill are 
stripped of their alleged solicitous inter- 
est in the American soldier about a 
matter in which he is not particularly 
interested, we find but one real purpose 
in the proposal, and that is to usurp the 
rights and powers of the States to deter- 
mine the qualifications of electors and 
centralize them in Washington. The 
soldier, who always commands the re- 
spect and admiration of the people, is 
only being used as a vehicle to carry the 
proposal through. It has been said sev- 
eral times today that 44 out of the 48 
States have made ample provision for 
the enlisted men to cast their ballots in 
all of our State elections. If this is 
true—and I assume it is—where can 
there be any justification for Congress 
to repeal the statutes and destroy the 
Constitution of the several States and 
do it under the pretense that we are 
‘giving our soldiers the right to vote? 

The real issue seems to be the poll- 
tax law. The arguments advanced by 
nearly every speaker in support of the 
bill insist that this is the time, place, 
and method to abolish the poll-tax law 
of several States, saying that this law is 
an infringement upon the right of suf- 
frage. As a matter of fact, I do not 
know of a poll-tax law that makes any 
reference whatsoever to a person’s right 
to vote. It certainly does not in my State. 
The recent remarks of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Youna], who reported 
the bill to the House in the first instance, 
are representative of other speeches and 
serve as a good illustration of the under- 
lying purposes in the bill. He says: 

The idea behind the poll tax is to keep the 
poor from voting or to keep the Negro from 
voting, or both. As a matter of fact, that is 
what the poll tax accomplishes. 

Thousands and thousands of our young 
men have left their homes and loved ones 
to fight for democracy. Therefore, is this 
not a good time to strengthen democracy at 
home? Only four States repealed the poll- 
tax law, and in view of the fact that one- 
sixth of the States of the Union now impose 
& poll tax upon their citizens, it would seem 
that this is a matter affecting the entire 
country. This is a matter of national con- 
cern and it is proper that Congress take 
action to end the poll-tax evil. 


Mr. Speaker, it may be of some interest 
to the gentleman from Ohio to know that 
the first poll-tax law enacted in my State 
was passed by a legislature made up 
largely of Negroes led and directed by the 
Governor of the State, Robert K Scott, 
formerly of the gentleman’s own State of 
Ohio. In 1868, during the days of recon- 
struction, when “South Carolina walked 
bare shod over the burning marl of a 
political hell unparalleled in all history,” 
the colored people, protected anc de- 
fended by the bayonet and rifle in the 
hands of Federal soldiers, adopted a con- 
stitution in which article 9, section 2, pro- 
vided: 

The general assembly may provide annually 
for a poll tax, not to exceed $1 on each poll, 
which shall be applied exclusively to the 
public-school fund. 


However, they did not stop there, for 
only 4 years later, in 1872, when the po- 
litical affairs of the State were still under 
the protection of Federal soldiers and the 
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legislature was made up largely of Ne- 
groes, an act—H. R. 287—was passed 
which provided that the treasurer of each 
county should keep and furnish a list of 
all delinquent polls to the county com- 
missioners and if a delinquent failed to 
pay the tax he would be considered guilty 
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction 
would be subject to a fine or imprison- 
ment. A similar law is still carried on 
the statute books of the State, but per- 
sons in the military service are exempt 
from poll tax. 

The poll-tax provision in the constitu- 
tion referred to and the statute which 
followed were not passed with the idea 
of preventing the Negro from voting, as 
the gentleman from Ohio and other pro- 
ponents of the measure would have you 
believe, because they were both passed by 
the votes of the colored man and his po- 
litical friends and, of course, were not 
designed to interfere with his right of 
Suffrage, and it was so stated; 

First they put it into the constitution; 
second they enacted it into law; and 
third they made it a criminal offense for 
one to violate the law, and certainly no 
open violator of a State law can com- 
Plain by saying he has been deprived of 
his rignt to vote by reason of such vio- 
lation. He simply sacrifices his right 
when he violates the law and if he is 
unable to vote by reason of such violation 
it is his own fault. 

To pass and enforce a Federal law that 
would abolish the statutes and constitu- 
tion of a State can mean nothing less 
than the absolute destruction of the pow- 
ers of a State and create a totalitarian 
government—the very thing we are now 
waging a war against. If this is done it 
will be accomplished by the representa- 
tives of the people. It will be done by 
the men and women the people elect and 
Send to Congress. It is time, therefore, 
for the people to awake, take stock, and 
make an inventory of their rights and 
powers and to see whether their repre- 
sentatives are protecting and preserving 
their rights or whether they are being 
surrendered and turned over to a Federal 
dictator. Some may say: “It does not 
make much difference with me because 
my State does not have a poll-tax law,” 
but it should be remembered that if the 
Congress has the right to take away one 
power of the States recognized by the 
Congress and our courts for more than 
150 years it will have the right to take 
away some other power and sooner or 
later your State will be involved and its 
long established and cherished institu- 
a may be destroyed beyond redemp- 

on. 

{Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSEI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the 
conference report on H. R. 7416, which is 
now presented to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, should be adopted without 
any dissenting votes. This conference 
report will make possible the right to 
vote for Federal officers by every soldier 
and sailor in our armed forces during the 
period of this war. 

Several of those who have spoken upon 
this measure, which is presented for final 
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determination under the conference re- 
port, have raisec the question of the con- 
stitutionality of this proposed law. I 
have no doubt regarding the constitu- 
tionality of this measure. The Consti- 
tution confers upon the sovereign States 
the right to determine the qualification 
of voters within that State. That is a 
fixed rule of action. The proposed legis- 
lation which is now offered does not 
either limit or abridge that constitutional 
right, because this proposed legislation 
does not in any degree attempt to fix 
the qualification of voters; that qualifi- 
cation is fixed by the law of the several 
States, and that fixed qualification must 
be adhered to before the voter is quali- 
fied to exercise suffrage in that sover- 
eignty. When the voter meets the re- 
quirements of age, residence, and other 
essential qualifications as fixed, which 
are wholly within the realm of his quali- 
fications as a voter, then such voter is 
entitled to vote, as a voter within that 
sovereignty. 

The regulations which may be imposed, 
regarding the holding of elections, are en- 
tirely different from the qualifications of 
a voter. The questions of registration 
and the payment of poll tax are matters 
relating to the regulation of elections. 
These do not apply to the question of the 
qualification of a voter. These two—the 
qualifications of a voter and the regula- 
tions fixed for holding elections—are en- 
tirely independent and separate. The 
regulations imposed relative to holding 
elections cannot, by any stretch of the 
imagination, be construed to come within 
the purview of fixing the qualifications of 
a voter within the sovereign State. 
Therefore, this proposed legislation does 
not conflict with the Constitution, and 
this proposed law is, in my humble opin- 
ion, entirely constitutional; there is no 
attempt in this legislation to fix the qual- 
ifications of any voter in any sovereign 
State in our Nation, and that right rests 
wholly with the several States. 

This measure will continue only dur- 
ing the period of this war. When this 
war is over, there will be no need for 
such legislation. But during the period 
of this war may I urge upon this mem- 
bership that the boys from the farms, 
the mills and the factories, and from 
every walk of life should have made as 
simple as possible the question of voting; 
they should have extended to them the 
right to vote while they are in the de- 
fense of their country; all technicalities 
of every nature should be abolished and 
the easy course should be provided for 
them to express their likes and their dis- 
likes in our affairs of government. If 
these boys are fighting for their coun- 
try—if they are willing to lay down their 
lives for us, if they are willing to sacri- 
fice all—then the very least we can do 
for them at this moment is to provide 
the way whereby they may have the op- 
portunity to cast their votes for such 
officers as they may choose at the com- 
ing election. Any attempt to prevent 
their free and unhampereu exercise of 
the right of franchise in the coming elec- 
tions as long as this war may continue 
would be tragic indeed. 

With respect to registration of voters 
as a regulation of elections, there are 


1942 


many of the boys now in the service who 
have never had any opportunity to reg- 
ister; many of them have attained the 
age at which they may register as voters 
Since they have entered the armed serv- 
ice of this Nation; many of them have 
never had extended to them the privilege 
of registering as a voter. Would it, then, 
be proper to prevent those boys from 
voting merely because they are not reg- 
istered in compliance with the election 
regulations? And while all elections 
shall be held in conformance with the 
laws of the State and they shall be free 
and equal to the people, the regulation 
fixed in some States, as a further regu- 
lation of the election, by the poll-tax pro- 
vision, such a provision is merely another 
regulation within that sovereignty, not 
-as the qualification of the voter but as 
the regulation cf the holding of the elec- 
tion, and svci a provision should not 
operate as a bar to the soldiers and 
Sailors of this Nation and thus prevent 
them from casting their votes in time 
of war, 

Mr. Speaker, this is an important 
measure. We should not hinder nor 
delay the passage of this conference re- 
port. It should be passed with expedi- 
tion and with great concern. We are 
engaged in a terrible war. Our boys are 
fighting for the preservation of our lib- 
erty and freedom; they are fighting to 
preserve the American way of life. Let 
us extend to them the right to vote, as 
provided in this legislation, and thus 
permit them to have a voice in their own 
Government—the Government which 
they now sustain by thoir sacrifices and 
their fortitude. Let us do the very least 
we can do for our boys—let us give them 
the simple method under which they may 
cast their votes at every election during 
the continuance of this war—and let us 
join hands with them today in this all- 
out effort to win this war and to win the 
peace which will follow after. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. ANGELL]. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I will sup- 
port the conference report, 

When H. R. 7416 was before the House, 
after full consideration it was passed by 
a large majority. The Senate has care- 
fully considered the measure and 
amended it in several particulars and, as 
amended, it passed the Senate with only 
a few dissenting votes. 

I supported the bill when it was here 
before and feel that the amendments 
which have been added by the Senate 
strengthen the bill rather than weaken 
it. It would seem no argument is neces- 
sary to sustain the position taken by the 
proponents of this legislation that our 
servicemen fighting for the preservation 
of Amcrica on land and sea around the 
world should have the privilege accorded 
to them of registering their votes for the 
men and women who shall represent 
them in the Congress of the United 
States and in the Presidency and Vice 
Presidency, These are the only officers 
of the Federal Government elected by the 
vote of the people. If the Congress has 
authority to draft these men for the serv- 
ice of, their country and to induct them 
into the armed forces and send them 
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abroad to fight ror our country, it would 
seem that the Congress certainly would 
have the authority to preserve their right 
of franchise during the time they are 
thus serving their country. It is imma- 
terial that many of these Americans who 
are serving our country in distant lands 
will be unable to vote at the coming elec- 
tion, but they will at least have the legal 
right to vote and may do so if they are so 
situated that their vote may be registered 
within the time limits of the law. 

Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in accord 
with Amendment No. 2, which provides: 


This amendment provides that no person 
in military service in tim: of war shall be 
required, as a condition of voting in any elec- 
tion for President, Vice President, electors for 
President or Vice President, or for Senator 
or Member of the House of Representatives, 
to pay any poll tax or other tax or make any 
other payment to any State or political sub- 
division thereof. 


There certainly can be no justifiable 
reason why these men and women in the 
service of our country should be required 
to pay a poll tax in order to express their 
wills at the polls. Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, as I before stated, I will cast my 
vote in favor of the committee report. 

Mr. KOCIALKOWSKEI. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKroucH]. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois is recognized for 
4% minutes. 

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Speaker, I, of 

course, will support the conference re- 
port. 
I have been much entertained by the 
discussions that have iaken place this 
afternoou with reference to the inter- 
ference with so-called State rights by the 
enactment of this proposed legislation by 
the Congress of our country. Obviously, 
there was no objection in connection with 
the rights of States at the time of the 
enactment of the Selective Service Act, 
which, I might remind the House, was 
the action taken by the Congress in its 
wisdom and which I supported when our 
country was at peace. The provisions of 
that law, of course, stem out from the 
National Government into the various 
segments known as the States that go to 
make up this great Union on the basis 
of population. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I cannot; I am 
sorry; I have only a few minutes. 

On the basis of the populations of those 
respective States the quotas were estab- 
lished. 

(The SPEAKER assumed the chair.) 

Mr. McKEOUGH. I am glad the dis- 
tinguished Speaker has returner, and I 
am sure the very warm welcome the 
House extended to him will probably not 
be taken from my time. He seems well 
rested; apparently he has enjoyed his 
well-earned vacation. 

I maintain that by reason of the quotas 
established under the Selective Service 
Act there was no restriction placed in the 
way of any particular citizen of any State 
with relation to the application of that 
law and, as my distinguished colleague 
from Illinois so well pointed out, no simi- 
lar restrictions were placed in the appli- 
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cation of the benefits flowing out of the 
agricultural acts that the Congress in its 
wisdom has enacted. 

I repeat that I shall support the con- 
ference report. When objections are 
raised with relation to the legalistic con- 
ception of laws being considered by this 
Congress and those that preceded it, I 
am reminded of those words that are 
chiseled deeply in the canopy over the 
Supreme Court Building, “Equal justice 
under the law.” 

I know of no reason in a so-called rep- 
resentative government such as we enjoy 
why this Congress or this Government 
should ever permit a continuance of a 
restriction that serves to deny equal jus- 
tice, and Iam sure that all of the objec- 
tions that have been offered because of 
the so-called invasion of State rights, 
which I am reminded is always heard 
whenever there is brought to the Con- 
gress a proposed enactment by the Fed- 
eral Government of an antilynching law, 
will not apply today. We are meeting in 
the world two philosophies, one a demo- 
cratic process and the other the philos- 
ophy of force. If we are worthy of all 
of the praise that we bestow upon our- 
selves as a forward-looking Government, 
as an intelligent and well-informed peo- 
ple, I challenge anyone in the Congress 
of the United States or the country to 
adequately and logically defend the con- 


_ tinuance of any restriction that serves to 


deny to any human being 21 years or 
over the right to participate in the affairs 
of his Government. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


CALL OF THE HOUSE 


Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I make the point of order that 
a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. All time has ex- 
pired. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. RANKIN] makes the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. The 
Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and eighty Members are 
present, not a quorum. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I move a call 
of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 


[Roll No. 109] 
Allen, La. Delaney Kramer 
Anderson, Calif. Dies Lambertson 
Arends Douglas LeCompte 
Bates, Mass. Duncan Lesinski 
Beam Dworshak Lewis 
Boggs Elliott, Calif, McGehee 
Boren Ellis McIntyre 
Bradley, Mich. Faddis Maas 
Brooks Ford, Leland M. Maciejewski 
Brown, Ohio Gehrmann agnuson 
Buckler, Minn. Gibson Mansfield 
Buckley, N. Y. Granger Martin, Iowa 
Cannon, Fla. Grant, Ala. Mills, La. 
Cannon, Mo, Hall, Mitchell 
Cartwright Edwin Arthur Monroney 
Chapman Hébert Mott 
Chenoweth Hendricks Mundt 
Clark Hill, Colo. Murdock 
Claypool Hook Nelson 
Cluett Imhoff Nichols 
Cochran Jackson Norrell 
Coffee, Nebr. Jarrett Norton 
Coffee, Wash. Johns O'Day 
Costello Johnson, Oliver 
Cox Lyndon B O'Neal 
Creal Johnson, Okla. Pace 
Crosser ee Pearson 
Culkin Kilburn Peterson, Ga. 
Cullen Kleberg Plauché 
Davis, Tenn, Knutson Ploeser 


Piumiley Sauthcff Sumner, Iil, 

ie Schaefer. IN Tenerowicz 
Rabaut Schulte Thill 
Ramspeck Scrugham Tinkham 
Reed, Il Shanley Vinson, Ga. 
Reed, N. Y. Shannon Whelchel 
Rockefeller Short White 

3) Smith, Wis Williams 

Rogers. Okla Somers, N. Y Wilson 
Rolph uth Winter 
Romjue Starnes, Ala 
Sanders Stefan 


The SPEAKER Three hundred and 
four Members have answered to their 
names, & quorum. 

Further proceedings, under the call, 
wer? dispensed with. 


VOTING BY MEMBERS OF ARMED FORCES 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the previous question is ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman op- 
posed to the bill? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does any Member on 
the minority side who is a member of the 
committee that reported this legislation 
desire to offer a motion to recommit? 
If not, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. 

The Clerk will report the motion of 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi moves that the 
bill (H. R. 7416) entitled “An act to provide 
a method of voting,” etc., be recommitted to 
the conference committee. 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question on the motion to 
recommit. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. RANKIN of Mis- 
arene there were—ayes 44, noes 192. 

% of Mississippi. Mr. 
Peal I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 56, nays 244, answered “pres- 
ent” 1, not voting 126, as follows: 


am, 


[Roll No. 110] 
YEAS—56 
Barden Ford, Miss. Rankin, Miss 
Beckworth Fulmer Rich 
Bell Gathings Richards 
Bonner Gosactt Rivers 
Boykin Hare Robertson, Va. 
Brown, Ga. Earris, Ark. Russell 
Bryson Barris. Va Satterfield 
Bulwinkle Hobbs Sikes 
. Burch Jarman Smith, Va 
Camp Johnson, Sparkman 
Cole, Md Luther A. Steagall 
Collins Sumners, Tex 
Colmer Kilday ‘Tarver 
Cooper erry 
Cravens McMiltan Wadsworth 
Crowther est 
Domengeaux Mills, Ark Whitten 
wry Moser Whittington 
Durham Peterson, Fla. Woodrum, Va. 
NAYS—244 
Alten, I Barnes Bloom 
Andersen, Boehne 
Bates, Ky. Bolton 
Andresen, Bates, Mass. Bradley, Pa 
August Bolter Buck 
Andrews Bender Burdick 
Angell Bonnett Burgin 
Arnold Bishcp Butler 
Baldwin Blackney Byrne 


Byron Holand Pittenger 
Canfield Holmes Powers 
Capozzoli Hope Priest 
Carison Houston 
Case,S.Dak. Howell Randolph 
Casey, Mass. Hull Rankin, Mont 
Celler Hunter Reece, Tenn, 
Chiperfield Izac Rees, Kans. 
ason Jacobsen Rizley 
Clevenger Jenkins, Ohio Robertson, 
Cole, N. Y. Jenks, N. H. N. Dak. 
Cooley Jennings Robsion, Ky. 
Copeland Jensen Rodgers, Pa. 
Courtney Johnson, Calif. Rogers, 
Crawford Johnson, Ill Sabath 
Cunningham Johnson, Ind. Sacks 
Curtis Johnson. W. Va. Sasscer 
D'Alesandro Jones Scanlon 
Davis, Obio Jonkman Schuetz 
Day Kean Scott 
Dewey Keefe Shafer. Mich. 
Dickstein Kefauver Sheppard 
Dingell Kelley, Pa. Sheridan 
Dirksen Kelly, IN. Sim: 
Disney Kennedy, Smith, Maine 
Ditter Martin J Smith, Obio 
Dondero Kennedy, Smith, Pa. 
Downs Smith. Wash. 
Eaton Keogh Smith, W. Va. 
Eberharter Kinzer Snyder 
Edmiston Kirwan Sow 
Eliot. Mass. Klein S 
Elston Kocialkowsk! Springer 
1 Kopplemann Stearns, N. 
Fellows Kunkel Stevenson 
Fenton Landis Stratton 
Fish Lane Sullivan 
Fitzgerald Larrabee Sutphin 
Fitzpatrick Lea Sweeney 
F Ludiow Taber 
Fogarty Talbot 
Atini j McCormack Talle 
McGrani Thom 
Ford. Thomas F; meGregor. Thomas, N, J 
Gale McKeough Thomas, Tex 
Gamble McLaughlin Th 
Gavagan McLean Tibbott 
Gearhart Maciora Tolan 
Gerlach Mahon Traynor 
Gifford Marcantonio Treadway 
Gilchrist Martin, Mass. Van Zandt 
Gillette Mason Voorhis. Calif. 
cme Vorys, Ohio 
Gore Merritt Vreeland 
Graham Meyer, Md Walter 
Grant, Ind. Michener Ward 
Green Miller Wasielewski 
Guyer Murray Weaver 
Gwynne Myers. Pa Weiss 
Sianas O'Brien, Mich. Welch 
O'Brien. N.Y. Wene 
Leonard W. o'connor Wheat 
Halleck O'Hara Wickersham 
Hancock O'Leary Wigg!<sworth 
Parness Osmers Wilson 
Hart O'Toole Winter 
Barter Paddock Wolcott 
Hartley Patman Woilfenden, Pa. 
Heffernan Patrick Wolverton, N. J, 
Heidinger Patton Woodruff, Mich, 
Hess Pfeifer, Worley 
Hill. Wish, Joseph L. Wright 
Hinshaw Pheiffer, Young 
Hoffman William T Youngdahl 
Holbrock Pierce Zimmerman 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—1 
Bland 
NOT VOTING—126 
Allen, La, Coffee, Wash Gregory 
Anderson, Calif, Costello Hall, 
Anderson, x Edwin Arthur 
N. Mex. Creal Hébert 
Arends Crosser Hendricks 
Beam Culkin Hill, Colo. 
Boges Cullen Hook 
Davis, Tenn. Imhoff 
Bradley, Mich, Delaney Jackson 
ks Dies Jarrett 
Brown, Ohio Doughton Johns 
Buckler. Minn. Douglas Johnson, 
Buckley, N. Y. Duncan Lyndon B. 
Cannon, Fla Dworshak Johnson Okla 
Cannon. Mo. Elliott. Calif Kee 
Carter Kilburn 
Cartwright Engiebright Kieberg 
Chapman s Knutson 
Chenoweth T 
Ciark Ford, Leland M. Lambertson 
Claypool LeCom| 
Cluett Gibson Lesinski 
Cochran Granger Lewis 
Coffee, Nebr. Grant, Ala. McGehee 
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McIntyre Pace Schaefer Ml. 
Maas Pearson Schulte 
Maciejewsk! Peterson, Ga, Scrugham 
Megnuson Plauché Shanley 
Mansfield Ploeser Shannon 
Martin. Iowa Plumiey Short 

Mills, La. Poage Smith. Wis. 
Mitchell Rebaut Somers, N, Y. 
Monron Ramepeck Starnes, Ala. 
Mott Rcd, il Stefan 
Mundt Reed, N. Sumner, Il. 
Murdock Robinson, Utah Tenerowicz 
Nelson Rockefeller Thill 
Nichols Rockwell Tinkham 
Norrell Rogers, Okla. Vincent, Ky. 
Norton Rolph Vinson, Ga. 
O'Day Romjue Whelchel 
Oliver Sanders White 
O'Neal Sauthoff Williams 


So the motion to recommit was re- 
jected. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: -` 


On this vote: 


Mr. Bland for, with Mr. Oliver against. 

Mr. Starnes of Alabama for, with Mr. Stefan 
against. 

Mr. Pearson for, with Mr. Crosser against. 

Mr. Grant of Alabama for, with Mr. Cullen 
against. 

Mr. Clark for, with Mr. Short against. 

Mr. McGehee for, with Mr. Reed of New 
York against. 

Mr. Mansfield for, with Mr. Ploeser against. 


Until further notice: 
General pairs: 


Doughton with Mr. Knutson. 
Coffee of Nebraska with Mr. Brown of 


Murdock with Mr. Rolph. 
Jackson with Mr. Mundt. 
Kramer with Mr. Douglas. 
Creal with Mr. Leland M. Ford. 
Mr. Tenerowicz with Miss Sumner of Illinois. 
Mrs. Norton with Mr. Dworshak. 
Mr. Lesinski with Mr. Plumley. 
Mrs, O'Day with Mr Johns. 
Mr. Ellis with Mr. Rockefeller. 
Mr. Somers of New York with Mr. Hill of 
Colorado. 
Mr. Beam with Mr. Gehrmann. 
Mr. McIntyre with Mr. Sauthoff. 
Mr. White with Mr. Englebright. $ 
Mr. Nelson with Mr, Edwin Arthur Hall. 
Mr, Coffee of Washington with Mr. Reed of 
Ilinois. 5 
Magnuson with Mr. Kilburn. 
Rabaut witt Mr. Lambertson. 
. Cannon of Missouri with Mr. Martin of 


° 
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. Buckley of New York with Mr. Arends. 
- Ramspeck with Mr. Thill. 

Cochran with Mr. Mott. 

Delaney wit Mr. LeCompte. 

Cox with Mr Smith of Wisconsin. 
Kleberg with Mr. Rockwell 

. Vinson of Georgia with Mr Maas. 
Romjue with Mr. Chenoweth. 
Hendricks with Mr. Bradley of Michi- 


Lewis with Mr. Cluett. 
. Vincent of Kentucky with Mr. Culkin. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, is the gen- 
tleman from Maine (Mr. OLIVER] re- 
corded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not 
recorded. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from Maine is absent on official 
business. I have a pair with the gentle- 
man, being for the motion and the gen- 
tleman from Maire being against it. I 
therefore witharaw my vote of “yea” and 
answer “Present.” 

The result of the yote was ee 
as above recorded. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, on this 
vote I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 248, nays 53, answering “pres- 
ent” 1, not voting 125, as follows: 


Allen, Tl. 
Andersen, 
Carl 


Andresen, 
August H. 
Andrews 
Angell 
Arnold 
Baldwin 
Barnes 
Barry 
Bates, Ky. 
Bates. Mass. 
Beiter 


Clevenger 
Cole, Md. 
Cole, N. Y. 
Cooley 
Copeland 
Courtney 
Crawford 
Crowther 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
D'Alesandro 
Davis. Ohio 


Fish 

` Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Flannagan 
Fogarty 
Folger 
Forand 
Ford, Thomas F. 
Gale 


Gemble 
Gavagan 
Gearhart 
Gerlach 
Gifford 
Gilchrist 
Gillctte 
Gillie 
Gore 
Graham 


Barden 
Beckworth 


| Roll No, 111] 

YEAS—248 
Grant, Ind Paddock 
Green Patman 
Guyer Patrick 
Gwynne Patton 
Haines Pfeifer, 
Hall, Joseph L. 

Leonard W. Pheiffer, 
Halleck Wiliam T, 
Hancock Pierce 
Harness Pittenger 
Hart Powers 
Harter Priest 
Hartley Ramsay 
Heffernan Randolph 
Heldinger Rankin, Mont. 
Hess Reece, Tenn. 
Hill, Wash, Rees, Kans. 
Hinshaw Rizley 
Hoffman Robertson, 
Holbrock N. Dak 
Holand Robsion Ky. 
Holmes k 
Hope Rogers, Mass. 
Houston Sabath 
Howell Sacks 
Hull Sasscer 
Hunter Scanlon 
Izac Schuetz 
Jacobsen Scott 
Jenkins,Ohio Shafer, Mich 
Jenks, N. H. Sheppard 
Jennings Sheridan 
Jensen Simpson 
Johnson, Calif. Smith, Maine 
Johnson, Ill. Smith, Ohio 
Johnson, Ind. Smith, Pa. 
Johnson, W. Va. Smith. Wash. 
Jones Smith, W. Va. 
Jonkman Snyder 
Kean Spence 
Keefe Springer 
Kefauver Stearns, N. H. 
Kelley, Pa. Stevenson 
Keily, Il. Stratton 
Kennedy, Sullivan 

Martin J, Sutphin 
Kennedy, Sweeney 

Michael J. Taber 
Keogh Talbot 
Kinzer Talle 
Kirwan Thom 
Klein Thomas, N. J. 
Kocialkowski. Thomas, Tex. 
Kopplemann Thomason 
Kunkel Tibbott 
Landis Tolan 
Lane Traynor 
Larrabee Treadway 
Lea Van Zandt 
Ludlow Voorhis, Calif. 
Lynch Vorys, Ohio 
McCormack Vreeland 
McGranery Wadsworth 
McGregor Walter 
McKeough Ward 
McLaughlin Wasielewski 

Weaver 

Maciora Weiss 
Mahon Welch 
Marcantonio Wene 
Martin, Wheat 
Mason Wickersham 
May Wigglesworth 
Merritt Wilson 
Meyer, Md. Winter ‘ 
Michener Wolcott 
Miller Wolfenden, Pa. 
Murray Wolverton, N. J. 
Myers, Pa. Woodruff, Mich. 
O’Brien, Mich. Worley 
O'Brien, N.Y. Wright 
O’Connor Young 
O'Hara Youngdahl 
O'Leary Zimmerman 
Osmers 
O'Toole 

NAYS—53 
Bell Boykin 
Bonner Brown, Ga. 


Bryson Harris, Ark. Richards 
Bulwinkle Harris, Va. Rivers 
Burch Hobbs Robertson, Va. 
Camp Jarman Russell 
Collins Johnson, Satterfield 
Colmer Luther A, Sikes 
Cooper Kerr Smith, Va, 
Cravens Kilday Sparkman 
Davis, Tenn. Lanham Steagall 
Domergeaux McMillan Sumners, Tex. 
Drewry Manasco Tarver 
Ford, Miss, Mills, Ark. Terry 
Fulmer Moser West 
Gathings Peterson, Fia. Whitten 
Gossett Rankin, Miss. Whittington 
Hare Rich . Woodrum, Va. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT’—1 

Bland 
NOT VOTING—125 
Allen, La, Gibson O'Day 
Anderson, Calif, Granger Oliver 
Andersen, Grant, Ala. O Neal 
N. Mex. Gregory Pace 

Arends n, Pearson 
Beam Edwin Arthur Peterson, Ga. 
Boggs Hébert Plauché 
Boren Hendricks Ploeser 
Bradley, Mich. Hill, Colo. Plumiley 
Brooks Hook Poage 
Brown, Ohio Imhoff Rabaut 
Buckler, Minn, Jackson Ramspeck 
Buckley, N. Y. Jarrett Reed, Il. 
Cannon, Fla. Johns Reed, N. Y, 
Cannon, Mo, Johnson, Robinson, Utah 
Carter Lyndon B, Rockefeller 
Cartwright Johnson, Okla. Rockwell 
Chapman Kee Rogers, Okla. 
Chenoweth Kilburn Rolph 
Clark Kleberg Romjue 
Claypool Knutson Sanders 
Cluett Kramer Sauthoff 
Cochran Lambertson Schaefer, Ill. 
Coffee. Nebr. LeCompte Schulte 
Coffee, Wash Lesinski Scrugham 
Costello Lewis Shanley 
Cox McGehee Shannon 
Creal McIntyre Short 
Crosser Maas Smith, Wis. 
Culkin Maciejewsk! Somers, N. Y. 
Cullen uth 
Delaney Mansfield Starnes, Ala. 
Dies Martin, Iowa Stefan 
Douglas Mills, La. Sumner, Iil. 
Duncan Mitchell Tenerowicz 
Dworshak Monroney Thill 
Elliott. Calif. t Tinkham 
Ellis Mundt Vincent, Ky. 
Englebright Murdock Vinson, Ga. 
Faddis Nelson Whelchel 
Flaherty Nichols White 
Ford, Leland M. Norrell Williams 
Gehrmann Norton 


So the conference report was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

Mr. Oliver for, with Mr. Bland against. 

Mr. Stefan for, with Mr. Starnes of Alabama 
against. 

Mr. Crosser for, with Mr. Pearson against. 

Mr. Cullen for, with Mr. Grant of Alabama 
against. 

Mr. Short for, with Mr. Clark against, 

Mr. Reed of New York for, with Mr. Mc- 
Gehee against, 

Mr. Ploeser for, with Mr. Mansfield against. 


General pairs: 


Mr, O'Neal with Mr. Knutson. 

Mr. Coffee of Nebraska with Mr. Brown of 
Ohio. 

Mr. Kramer with Mr. Douglas. 

Mr. Ellis with Mr. Rockefeller. 

Mr. Murdock with Mr. Rolph. 

Mrs. Norton with Mr. Dworshak. 

Mr. White with Mr. Englebright. 

Mr. Jackson with Mr. Mundt. 

Mr. Creal with Mr. Leland M. Ford. 

Mr. Somers of New York with Mr. Hill of 
Colorado. 

Mr. Beam with Mr. Gehrmann. 

Mr. Tenerowicz with Miss Sumner of Ii- 
nois, 

Mrs. O'Day with Mr. Johns. - 

Mr. Lesinski with Mr. Plumley. 

Mr. McIntyre with Mr. Sauthoff. 
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Mr. Nelson with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall, 

Mr. Coffee of Washington with Mr. Reed of 
Illinois. 

Mr. Vincent of Kentucky with Mr. Culkin. 

Mr. Magnuson with Mr. Kilburn. 

Mr. Rabaut with Mr. Lambertson, 

Mr. Hendricks with Mr. Bradley of Michi- 
gan. 

Mr. Cannon of Missouri with Mr, Martin 
of Iowa. 

Mr. Delaney with Mr. LeCompte. 

Mr. Ramspeck with Mr. Thill. 

Mr. Buckley of New York with Mr: Arends. 

Mr. Vinson of Georgia with Mr. Maas. 

Mr. Cochran with Mr. Mott. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. Smith of Wisconsin, 

Mr. Romjue with Mr. Chenoweth, 

Mr. Lewis with Mr. Cluett. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, is the gen- 
tleman from Maine IMr. OLIVER] re- 
corded? 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BLAND. I have a pair with the 
gentleman from Maine. If he were pres- 
ent, he would have voted for the bill. I 
withdraw my vote and answer “Present” 
on the adoption of the conference report. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


ENROLLMENT OF THE BILL H. R. 7416 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I present a 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 83) 
to correct section numbers in the bill just 
passed, and ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, in the enroll- 
ment of the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a 
method of voting in time of war by members 
of the land and naval forces absent from their 
place of residence and serving within the 
continental United States, is authorized and 
directed— 

(1) In section 4 (£), to strike out "2" and 
insert in lieu thereof “3”; 

(2) In section 6 (b), to strike out “4” and 
insert in lieu thereof “5”; 

(3) In section 7, to strike out “2” and 
insert in lieu thereof "3"; 

(4) In the title, to strike out “and serving 
within the continental United States.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
Er motion to reconsider was laid on the 
le. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PEARsoN] may have 
permission to extend his own remarks in 
the Recor on the conference report just 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

BARBARA LOUISE McANDREWS 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
present a resolution (H. Res. 537) from 
the Committee on Accounts, and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of 
the contingent funds of the House to Bar- 
bara Louise McAndrews, widow of James Mc- 
Andrews, late an employee of the House, an 
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amount equal to 6 months’ salary compen- 
sation, and an additional amount not to ex- 
ceed $250, to defray funeral expenses of the 
said James McAndrews. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to extend 
their remarks on the conference report 
just agreed to. 

Mr. HOBBS. Will the gentleman in- 
clude those who spoke on the conference 
report, at the point in the Recorp where 
they spoke? 

Mr. YOUNG. Iinclude that in my re- 
quest, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that tomorrow, after 
the business of the day, I may address 
the House for 20 minutes with reference 
to the subject about which the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. HARTLEY] has 
been talking. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consen“ to revise and 
extend my remarks and include an ad- 
dress made by my colleague the gentle- 
man from Virginia, Mr. A. WILLIS ROB- 
ERTSON, to the Virginia Bankers Associa- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to cxtend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
several short addresses. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHAEL J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
vise and extend my own remarks and to 
include therein an address made by 
Father Gannon, president of Fordham 
University, last Monday. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein addresses by the Commissioner 
of the Philippines, Hon. J. M. ELIZALDE, 
and Major General Tih! at the dedication 
of the Twenty-sixth Cavalry Monument 
at Fort Riley, Kans., on August 29, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PROGRAM FOR NEXT WEEK 


Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, can 
the majority leader give the House some 
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information as to what the program for 
the rest of the week will be? 

Mr. McCORMACK. There will be 
nothing the rest of the week. 

Next week there will be no legislation 
unless the Committee on Banking and 
Currency reports out a bill which I hope 
the committee will do and which I per- 
sonally hope will be done without hear- 
ings because certainly time is of the es- 
sence and the question is very well under- 
stood; but if that bill is reported out it 
is the intention to bring it up as speedily 
as possible with the understanding that 
the bill will be called up the second day 
after it is reported. For instance, if the 
bill were reported on Wednesday it would 
not be called up until Friday. 

Mr. MICHENER. That would mean, 
then, there would be no vote on the price- 
control bill before Thursday of next 
week. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I understand the 
gentleman’s question, but I would rather 
leave it this way, that the second day 
after the bill is reported it will be called 


up. 

Mr. MICHENER, There will be no 
vote on that bill before next week? 

Mr. McCORMACK. If the bill were 
reported on Friday, of course, it would 
not be called up on Sunday, but if it were 
reported on Tuesday it would be called 
up on Thursday; if reported on Wed- 
nesday it would be called up on Friday; 
and if reported on Thursday it would be 
called up on Saturday. We hope to be 
able to dispose of the bill next week. 

Mr. MICHENER, I agree with the 
gentleman as to the necessity for action 
if we are going to have any action. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I thank the gen- 
tleman; I am very glad to get my friend’s 
observations. 


THE LATE HONORABLE ELMER H. 
STUDLEY 


Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
regret that I announce to the House the 
passing of a former Member of this 
House, the Honorable Elmer H. Studley. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that the many 
friends of former Member of Congress 
Elmer H. Studley will be shocked to learn 
of his death. He served in the Seventy- 
third Congress as the Representative-at- 
Large from the State of New York. He 
was a resident of Queens County for 
many years and enjoyed the highest rep- 
utation and was eminently regarded by 
the residents of our county. No doubt 
he had a very full life having lived 77 
years, and his accomplishments are well 
known by his former associates and 
friends. 


PVT. WILLIAM L. JACKSON 3D 


Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. BONNER]? 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I have re- 
ceived from Mr. Miles Clark, a citizen 
of North Carolina, living at Mlizabeth 
City, the following letter from a typical 
North Carolina boy now in the Marine 
Corps. He writes Mr. Tlark as follows: 

UNITED STATES MARINES, 
Parris Island, S. C., August 28, 1942. 

Dear Mr. CLARK: Mr. Clark, I am William 
Jackson. I am in the United States Marine 
Corps and formerly from Elizabeth City, 
N C. I played in the Elizabeth Cit- High 
School band for about 3 years 

I am in the Field Music School on Parris 
Island and I don’t want to be a bugler; I 
want to be one of those fighting men, not a 
bugler. I came into the Marine Corps to fight 
for my country, and this is what T get. I just 
don't feel right about it when I look back 
and hear my buddies are getting killed every 
day, and I am back here not doing anything 
but laying around going to school 8 hours a 
day and blowing a bugle and learning to play 
a drum. 

If it isn’t too much trouble to you, I would 
like for you to help me get out of Field Music 
and into a fighting unit. 

If you think you could, write to our Senator 
and see if he could get something done about 
it. I would write him myself, but you know 
him personally and I don't, and I would 
appreciate it more than I can really tell you. 
Honest, I want to fight for my country. and 
they stuck me in here, the Field Music School, 
and it is about to run me crazy. 

Anything you could do to help me would be 
appreciated very much. 

Hope to hear from you soon. 

Yours truly, 
Pyt. WILLIAM L. JACKSON 3p, 
Field Music School, Bor 308, 
United States Marine Corps Barracks, 
Parris I ‘ind, S.C. 

P. S—Even maybe our Congressman could 

help me. 


The SPEAKER. Under a special or- 
der heretofore entered, the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. HARTLEY] is rec- 
ognized for 15 minutes. 


THE GASOLINE AND FUEL-OIL SITUATION 


Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, once 
again I want to call to the attention of 
the House and the country the gross 
inefficiency and maladministration of the 
gasoline and fuel-oil problems and the 
admitted disastrous break-down of our 
synthetic rubber program. Interwoven 
with the inefficiency here in the Nation’s 
Capital are sinister, nefarious, powerful 
private interests that are thwarting these 
programs in such a manner as to create 
a national scaudal that makes Teapot 
Dome insignificant by comparison. 

Not alone will the eastern seaboard 
experience grea* suffering, not alone does 
it face the grave danger of widespread 
suffering and disease; I say that if we 
continue to permit those in charge of 
these programs to stumble along the 
same thing may be true in the entire 
country and result in the ignominy of a 
complete break-down of our war effort. 

Oil and rubber production is the very 
heart of our vital war industries; they 
are needed to fly planes and to move 
armies and tanks. I demand that we 
remove the mask of those who are hold- 
ing up and interfering with the expan- 
sion of our production of petroleum and 
the efficient organization of our syn- 
thetic rubber program. 

To me, it is startling to learn that in 
June 1942, with this Nation at war, only 
72 producing oil wells were completed, 
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while in June 1941, in peacetime, 1,599 
producing wells were completed in the 
United States. Imagine, with this Na- 
tion fighting for its life, we produce only 
5 percent of the number of wells com- 
pleted in a similar time when we were 
ai peace. As I said before, at that rate 
there will be an inexcusable shortage of 
petroleum, not just on the eastern sea- 
board but throughout the entire United 
States before another year has passed. 
More vital still is the fact that today the 
oil-producing fields of the rest of the 
world are either being captured or sur- 
rounded. The day is fast approaching 
when the Unitec States must supply most 
of the needs of the United Nations. The 
excuse they give is lack of “teel. I deny 
with all the vehemence at.my command 
that if the scrap program is efficiently 
carried out that such would be the case; 
but even if I am wrong, let me say that 
all the wells needed in the United States 
can be drilled and equipped with less 
than 1 percent of the national annual 
output. of steel. What profit will it be 
to. save 100 percent of steel for other 
purposes, the use of which may be cir- 
cumvented by the lack of oil, when only 
1 percent of the Nation’s steel would 
unquestionably, when fabricated into 
equipment, complete all oil wells which 
may be needed in any area? 

I charged that sinister and powerful 
interests retained control of the entire 
petroleum field during peacetime on the 
basis óf a so-called conservation pro- 
gram. I now charge the same influences 
are using the excuse of lack of steel for 
the same purpose in spite of the fact 
that our war effort needs every barrel 
of petroleum we can possibly produce. 

Iam eagerly awaiting the report of the 
Baruch committee on synthetic rubber. 
I am hopeful that the eminent gentle- 
men who comprise this :ommittee will 
Teveal the truth to the Nation. I say 
here this afternoon that if the synthetic 
rubber program is administered efficient- 
ly we can have all the synthetic rubber 
needed for our war effort and all essen- 
tial civilian driving as well. 

The Members of Congress have a re- 
sponsibility to the Nation to get the 
facts, to punish the scoundrels within 
and without the Government who are 
impeding this vita] part of our war effort, 
and to do this as quickly as possible. I 
have introduced a resolution to provide 
a committee with full authority to go 
into this matter, and I say that it should 
be done without further delay. Time is 
of the essence. If we do our part, it 
may prove the deciding factor in our win- 
ning the war. 

We have delegated too much of our 
authority. It is in incompetent hands. 
It is under dastardly influence. It is 
our responsibility to clean up what I 
charge is a rotten mess. 

Let us be more than a debating society. 
Let ussact and act now to weed out mal- 
administration, punish wrongdoing, and 
establish efficiency in this vital part of 
our war effort. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Grecory (at the request of Mr. 
May), on account of official business. 
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To Mr. OLtver (at the request of Mr. 
Brann) , indefinitely, on account of official 
business. 

To Mr. Brown of Ohio (at the request 
of Mr. McGrecor), on account of illness. 

To Mr. Dovuctas (at the request of 
Mr. Hancock), indefinitely, on account of 


illness. 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 3 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs- 
day, September 10, 1942, at 12 o’clock 
noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speeker’s table and referred as follows: 


1887 A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a supple- 
mental estimate, of appropriation for the 
fisca] year 1943, amounting to $200,000, for 
the Department of Justice (H. Doc. No. 835); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

1888 A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
equalize certain disability benefits for Army 
officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

1839. A letter from the Chairman of the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation, trans- 
mitting the report covering its operations for 
the period from February 2, 1932. to March 
31, 1942, inclusive; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees. were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. PATTON: Committee on Accounts. 
House Resolution 537. Resolution granting 
a gratuity to Barbara Louise McAndrews; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2438). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND PESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXL, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: 

H. R. 7531. A bill to furnish Bibles to mem- 
bers of the armed forces of the United States 
upon request; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 

H. R. 7532. A bill to provide $2,500 for the 
printing of reports of the survey, investiga- 
tion, and plan for the utilization of the 
recreational resources of the Denison Dam 
and Reservoir project, Texas and Oklahoma; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr GREEN: 

H. R 7533. A bill for the relief of owners 
of certain properties, mortgages, bonded ob- 
ligations, and current obligations rendered 
inoperative by reason of restrictions arising 
from the war effort; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr ELIOT of Massachusetts: 

H.R. 7534. A bill to amend and extend the 
provisions of the Social Security Act, to 
establish a Federal insurance system, to ex- 
tend the coverage of Federal old-age and 
survivors insurance, to provide insurance 
benefits for workers permanently and totally 
disabled, to establish a Federal system of 
unemployment compensation and temporary 
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disability benefits, and a Federal system of 
employment offices, to establish a Federal 
system of hospitalization benefits, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred az follows: 


By Mr PATTON: 

H. R. 7535. A bill for the relief of the First 
National Bank of Huntsville, Tex.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARRY: 

H. R. 7536. A hill for the relief of Mrs. 
Eessie Pike and Mrs. Estelle Rosenfield; to 
the Committee on, Claims. 

By Mr. DAY: 

H. %. 7537. A bill for the relief of Donna 

Pittel; to the Committee on Claims. 


SENATE 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 1942 


Rev. S. Paul Schilling, Ph. D., pastor, 
Brookland Methodist Church, Washing- 
ton, D. C., offered the following prayer: 


“O God, our help in ages past, 
Our hope for years to come, 
Our shelter from the stormy blast, 
And our eternal home,” 


it is to Thee that we turn in the present 
hour of cur Nation’s need. We praise 
Thee for Thy constancy and Thy change- 
less grace. We thank Thee that Thou 
art near not only when skies are sunny 
and days are peaceful, but also when 
rains descend and floods come and winds 
b'ow, beating upon the house of state. 
May our Nation be founded on the rock 
of that righteousness which alone ex- 
alteth a nation. 

God of grace and God of glory, help 
us to discharge faithfully the sacred trust 
which Thy providence has committed to 
each of us. Grant that our attitudes 
and actions may be so guided by Thy 
Spirit that the vast sacrifices now being 
made by our people may serve the cause 
of true freedom in our own land and 
throughout the world. Conscious of our 
own inadequacy apart from Thee, we 
humbly ask for wisdom to discern Thy 
will and strength to perform it. Lead 
our people and all humanity, we beseech 
Thee, out of the storm and darkness of 
the night to the dawn of a new day of 
human brotherhood. Through Jesus 
Christ, our Lord. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Monday, 

eptember 7, 1842, was dispensed with, 
and the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
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agreed to the amendment of the Senate 
to each of the following bills of the 
House: 

H.R. 6682. An act to suspend in part the 
processing tax on coconut oil; and 

H.R. 7145. An act to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
and the Secretary of the Interior to make 
exchanges with the Defense Homes Corpo- 
ration of certain lands in northwest Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7416) to provide for a method of 
voting, in time of war, by members of 
the land and naval forces absent from 
the place of their residence and serving 
within the continental United States. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to Senate Concur- 
rent Resolution 31, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That, in accordance 
with paragraph 3 of section 2 of the Printing 
Act, approved March 1, 1907, the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate be, and is hereby, 
authorized and empowered to have printed 
for its use 3,000 additional copies of the 
hearings held before said committee during 
the current session on the bill (H. R. 7378) 
entitled “An act to provide revenue, and for 
other purposes.” 


The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to a concurrent reso- 
lution (H. Con, Res. 83), in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate, 
as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), “hat the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, in the enroll- 
ment of the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for a 
method of voting, in time of war, by mem- 
bers of the land and naval forces absent from 
their place of residence and serving within 
the continental United States, is authorized 
and directed— 

(1) In section 4 (a), to strike out “2” and 
insert in Heu thereof “3”; 

(2) In section 6 (b), to strike out “4” and 
insert in lieu thereof “5”; 

(3) In section 7, to strike out “2” and 
insert in lieu thereof “3”; 

(4) In the title, to strike out “and serving 
within the continental United States.” 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The message further announced that 
the Speaker pro tempore had affixed his 
signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 7145) 
to authorize the Board of Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to make exchanges 
with the Defense Homes Corporation of 
certain lands in northwest Washington, 
and for other purposes, and it was signed 
by the Vice President. 


LABOR DAY ADDRESS BY THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the address de- 
livered by the President over the radio 
on last Monday night, following his mes- 
Sage to the Senate, be printed as part of 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

I wish that all the American people could 
read all the citations for various medals 
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recommended for our soldiers, sailors, and 
marines I am picking out one of these cita- 
tions which tells of the accomplishments of 
Lt. John James Powers, United States Navy, 
during 3 days of the battles with Japanese 
forces in the Coral Sea. 

During the first 2 days, Lieutenant Powers, 
flying a dive bomber in the face of blasting 
enemy antiaircraft fire, demolished one large 
enemy gunboat, put another gunboat out of 
commission, severely damaged an aircraft 
tender and a 20,000-ton transport, and scored 
a direct hit on an aircraft carrier, which 
burst into flames and sank soon after. 

The official citation describes the morning 
of the third day of battle. As the pilots of 
his squadron left the ready room to man 
their planes, Lieutenant Powers said to them, 
“Remember, the folks back home are count- 
ing on us. I am going to get a hit if I have 
to lay it on their flight deck.” 

He led his section down to the target from 
an altitude of 18.000 feet, through a wall of 
bursting antiaircraft shells and swarms of 
enemy planes. He dived almost to the very 
deck of the enemy carrier, and did not re- 
lease his bomb until he was sure of a direct 
hit. He was last seen attempting recovery 
from his dive at the extremely low altitude 
of 200 feet, amid a terrific barrage of shell 
and bomb fragments, smoke, flame, and de- 
bris from the stricken vessel. His own plane 
was destroyed by the explosion of his own 
bomb. But he had made good his promise 
to “lay it on the flight deck.” 

I have receive’ a recommendation from 
the Secretary of the Navy that Lt. James 
Powers, of New York City, missing in action, 
be awarded the Medal of Honor. I hereby 
and now make this award. 

You and I are “the folks back home” for 
whose protection Lieutenant Powers fought 
and repeatedly risked his life. He said that 
we counted on him and his men. We did 
not count in vain. But have not those men 
& right to be counting on us? How are we 
playing our part “back home” in winning 
this war? 


The answer is that we are not doing 
enough. 

Today I sent a message to the Congress, 
pointing out the overwhelming urgency of 
the serious domestic economic crisis with 
which we are threatened. Some call it in- 
flation, which is a vague sort of term, and 
others call it a rise in the cost of living, 
which is much more casily understood by most 
families, 

That phrase, “the cost of living,” means 
essentially what a dollar can buy. 

From January 1, 1941, to May of this year, 
the cost of living went up about 15 percent. 
At that point we undertook to freeze the cost 
of living. But we could not do a complete 
job of it, because the congressional authority 
at the time exempte? a large part of farm 
products used for food and for making cloth- 
ing, though several weeks before I had asked 
the Congress for legislation to stabilize all 
farm prices. 

At that time I had told the Congress that 
there were seven elements in our national 
economy, all of which had to be controlled; 
and that if any one essential element re- 
mained exempt, the cost of living could not 
be held down. 

On only two of these points—both of them 
vital, however—did I call for congressional 
action. These were: First, taxation, and, sec- 
ond, the stabilization of all farm prices at 
parity. 

Parity is a standard for the maintenance 
of good farm prices. It was established as 
our national policy in 1933. It means that 
the farmer and the city worker are on the 
same relative ratio with each other in pur- 
chasing power as they were during a pericd 
some 30 years ago—at a time when the farmer 
had a satisfactory purchasing power. One 
hundred percent parity, therefore, has been 
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accepted by farmers as the fair standard for 
their prices. 

Last January, however, the Congress passed 
a law forbidding ceilings on farm prices be- 
low 110 percent of parity on some commodi- 
ties. On other commodities the ceiling was 
even higher, so that the average possible ceil- 
ing is now about 116 percent of parity for 
agricultural products as a whole. 

This act of favoritism for one particular 
group in the community increased the cost of 
food to everybody—not only to the workers in 
the city or in the munitions plants and their 
families but also to the families of the 
farmers themselves. 

Since last May ceilings have been set on 
nearly all commodities, rents, and services, 
except the exempted farm products. Install- 
ment buying has been effectively controlled, 

Wages in certain key industries have been 
stabilized on the basis of the present cost of 
living. 

It is obvious, however, that if the cost of 
food continues to go up, as it is doing at pres- 
ent, the wage earner, particularly in the lower 
brackets, will have a right to an increase in 
his wages. That would be essential justice 
and a practical necessity. 

Our experience with the control of other 
prices during the past few months has 
brought out one important fact—the rising 
cost of living can be controlled, providing all 
elements making up the cost of living are 
controlled at the same time. We know that 
parity prices for farm products not now con- 
trolled will not put up the cost of living more 
than a very smal] amount; but that if we 
must go up to an average of 116 percent of 
parity for food and other farm products— 
which is necessary at present under the Emer- 
gency Price Control Act before we can control 
all farm prices—the cost of living will get 
well out of hand. We are face to face with 
this danger today. Let us meet it and re- 
move it. 

I realize that it may seem out of proportion 
to you to be worrying about these economic 
probiems at a time like this when we are all 
deeply concerned about the news from far 
distant fields of battle. But I give you the 
solemn assurance that failure to solve this 
problem here at home—and to solve it now— 
will make more difficult the winning of this 
war. 

If the vicious spiral of inflation ever gets 
under way, the whole economic system will 
stagger. Prices and wages will go up so 
rapidly that the entire production program 
will be endangered. The cost of the war, 
paid by taxpayers, will jump beyond all 
present calculations. It will mean an un- 
controllable rise in prices and in wages 
which can result in raising the over-all cost 
of living as high as another 20 percent. 
That would mean that the purchasing power 
of every dollar you have in your pay en- 
velope, or in the bank, or included in your 
insurance policy or your pension would be 
reduced to about 80 cents. I need not tell 
you that this would have a demoralizing 
effect on our people, soldiers and civilians 
alike. 

Over-all stabilization of prices, salaries, 
wages, and profits is necessary to the con- 
tinued increasing production of planes and 
tanks and ships and guns. 

In my message today I have told the Con- 
gress that this must be done quickly. If we 
wait for 2 or 3 or 4 or 6 months it may well 
be too late. 

I have told the Congress that the«admin- 
istration cannot hold the actual cost of food 
and clothing down to the present level be- 
yond October 1. 

Therefore, I have asked the Congress to 
pass legislation under which the President 
would be specifically authorized to stabilize 
the cost of living, including the price of all 
farm commodities. The purpose should be 
to hold farm prices at parity or at levels 
of a recent date, whichever is higher. The 
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purpose should also be to keep wages at a 
point stabilized with today’s cost of living. 
Both must be regulated at the same time, 
and neither can or should be regulated with- 
out the other. 

At the same time that farm prices are 
stabilized, I will stabilize wages. 

This is plain justice—and plain common 
sense. 

I have asked the Congress to take this 
action by the Ist of October. We must now 
act with the dispatch which the stern necessi- 
ties of war require. 

I have told the Congress that inaction on 
their part by that date will leave me with an 
inescapable responsibility to the people ot 
this country to see to it that the war effort 
is no longer imperiled by the threat of eco- 
nomic chaos. 

As I said in my message to the Congress: 

“In the event that the Congress shall fail 
to act, and act adequately, I shall accept the 
responsibility, and I will act.” 

The President has the powers, under the 
Constitution and under congressional acts, 
to take measures necessary to avert a disaster 
which would interfere with the winning of 
the war. 

I have given the most tnoughtful consid- 
eration to meeting this issue without further 
reference to the Congrer~ I have deter- 
mined, however, on this vital matter to con- 
sult with the Congress. 

There may be those who will say that, if 
the situation is as grave as I have stated it 
to be, I should use my powers and act now. 
I can only say that I have approached this 
problem from every angle, and that I have 

' decided that the course of conduct which I 
am following in this case is consistent with 
my sense of responsibility as P~esident in 
time of war, and with my deep and unalter- 
able devotion to the processes of democracy. 

The responsibilities of the President in war- 
time to protect the Nation are very grave. 
This total war, with our fighting fronts all 
over the world, makes the use of executive 
power far more essential than in any previous 
war. 

If we were invaded, the people of this coun- 
try would expect the President to use any 
and all means to repel! the invader 

The Revolution and the War between the 
States were fought on our own soil but today 
this war will be won or lost on other con- 
tinents and remote seas. I cannot tell what 
powers may have to be exercised in order to 
win this war. 

The American people can be sure that I 
will use my powers with a full sense of re- 
sponsibility to the Constitution and to my 
country. The American people can also be 
sure that I shall not hesitate to use every 
power vested in me to accomplish the defeat 
of our enemies in any part of the world where 
our own safety demands such defeat. 

When the war is won, the powers under 
which I act will automatically revert to the 
people—to whom they belong. 

I think I know the American farmers. I 
know that they are as wholehearted in their 
patriotism as any other group. They have 
suffered from the constant fluctuations of 
farm prices—occasionally too high, more often 
too low. Nobody knows better than farmers 
the disastrous effects of wartime inflationary 
booms and post-war deflationary panics. 

I have today suggested that the Congress 
make our agricultural economy more stable. 
I have recommended that in addition to 
putting ceilings on all farm products now, 
we also place a definite floor under those 
prices for a period beginning now, continuing 
through the war, and for as long as necessary 
after the war. In this way we will be able 
to avoid the collapse of farm prices which 
happened after the last war. The farmers 
must be assured of a fair minimum price dur- 
ing the readjustment period which will fol- 
low the excessive world food demands which 
now prevail. R 
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We must have some floor under farm prices, 
as we have under wages, if we are to avoid 
the dangers: of ‘a post-war inflation on the 
one hand, or the catastrophe of a crash in 
farm prices and wages on the other. 

Today I have also advised the Congress of 
the importance of speeding up the passage 
of the tax bill. The Federal Treasury is losing 
millions of dollars a day because the bill has 
not yet been passed. Taxation is the only 
practical of preventing the incomes and 
profits of ividuals and corporations from 
getting too high. 

I have told the Congress once more that 
all net individual incomes, after payment of 
all taxes, should be limited effectively by 
further taxation to a maximum net income 
of $25.000 a year. And it is equaliy impor- 
tant that corporate profits should not exceed 
a reasOnable amount in any case. 

The Nation must have more money to run 
the war. People must stop spending for 
luxuries. Our country needs a far greater 
share of our incomes. 

For this is a global war and it will cost 
this Nation nearly $100,000,000,000 in 1943. 

In that global war there are now four main 
areas of combat; and I should like to speak 
briefly of them, not in the order of impor- 
tance, for all of them are vital and all of them 
interrelated. 

(1) The Russian front. Here the Germans 
are still unable to gain the smashing victory 
which, almost a year ago, Hitler announced 
he had already achieved. Germany has been 
able to capture important Russian territory. 
Nevertheless, Hitler has been unable to de- 
stroy a single Russian Army; and this, you 
May be sure, has been and still is his main 
objective Millions of German troops seem 
doomed to spend another cruel and bitter 
winter on the Russian front. The Russians 
are killing more Nazis and destroying more 
airplanes and tanks than are being smashed 
on any other front, They are fighting not 
only bravely but brilliantly. In spite of any 
setbacks, Russia will hold out, and with the 
help of her Allies will ultimately drive every 
Nazi from her soil. 

(2) The Pacific Ocean area. This area 
must be grouped together as a whole—every 
part of it, land and sea. We have stopped 
one major Japanese offensive; and have in- 
flicted heavy losses on their fleet. But they 
still possess great strength; they seek to 
keep the initiative; and they will undoubt- 
edly strike hard again. We must not over- 
rate the importance of our successes in the 
Solomon Islands, though we may be proud 
of the skill with which these local operations 
were conducted. At the same time we need 
not underrate the significance of our vic- 
tory at Midway, There we stopped the major 
Japanese offensive. 

(3) In the Mediterranean and the Middle 
East area the British, together with the 
South Africans, Australians, New Zealanders, 
Indian troops and others of the United Na- 
tions, including ourselves, are fighting a des- 
perate battle with the Germans and Italians. 
The Axis Powers are fighting to gain control 
of that area, dominate the Mediterranean 
and Indian Ocean, and gain contact with the 
Japanese Navy. The battle is now joined. 
We are well aware of our danger, but we are 
hopeful of the outcome. 

(4) The European area. Here the aim is 
an offensive against Germany. There are at 
least a dozen different points at which at- 
tacks can be launched. You, of course, do 
not expect me to give details of future plans, 
but you can rest assured that preparations 
are being made here and in Britain toward 
this p . The power of Germany must 
be broken on the battlefields of Eurcpe. 

Various people urge that we concentrate 
our forces on one or another of these four 
areas, although no one suggests that any one 
of the four areas shculd be abandoned. Cer- 
tainly it could not be seriously urged that we 
abandon aid to Russia, or surrender all of the 
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Pacific to Japan, or the Mediterranean and 
middle east to Germany, or give up an offen- 
sive against Germany. The American people 
may be sure that we shall neglect none of 
the four great theaters of war. 

Certain vital military decisions have been 
made In due time you will know what these 
decisions are—and so will our enemies. I can 
say now that all of these decisions are directed 
toward taking the offensive. 

Today, exactly 9 months after Pearl Harbor,. 
we have sent overseas three times more men 
than we transported to Frarc in the first 
9 months of the first World War. We have 
done this in spite of greater danger and 
fewer ships. And every week cees a gain in 
the actual number of American men and 
weapons in the fighting areas. These rein- 
forcements in men and munitions will con- 
tinue to go forward. 

This war will finally be won by the coordi- 
nation of all the armies, navies, and air forces 
of the United Nations operating in unison 
against our enemies. 

This will require vast assemblies of weapons 
and men at all the vital points of attack. 
We and our allies have worked for years to 
achieve superiority in weapons. We have no 
doubts about the superiority of our men. We 
glory in the individual exploits of our soldiers, 
our sailors, our marines, our merchant sea- 
men. Lt. John James Powers was one of 
these—and there are thousands of others in 
the forces of the United Nations. 

Several thousand Americans have met 
death in battle. Other thousands will lose 
their lives. But many millions stand ready 
to step into their places—to engage in a 
struggle to the very death. For they know 
that the enemy is determined to destroy us, 
our homes, and our institutlons—that in this 
war it is kill or be killed. 

Battles are not won by soldiers or sailors 
who think first of their own personal safety. 
And wars are not won by people who are con- 
cerned primarily with their own comfort, 
their own convenience, their own pocket- 
books. 

We Americans of today bear the gravest of 
responsibilities, All of the United Nations 
share them. 

All of us here at home are being tested-- 
for our fortitude, for our selfless devotion to 
our country and our cause. 

This is the toughest war of all time. 

We need not leave it to historians of the 
future to answer the question whether we are 
tough enough to meet this unprecedented 
challenge. We can give that answer now. 
The answer is “Yes.” 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 


PROHIBITION OF THE PURCHASE AND SALE OF 
PUBLIC OFFICE 

A letter from the Acting President of the 
United States Civil Service Commission, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
designed to prohibit the purchase and sale of 
public office (with an accompanying paper); 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORT ON EDUCATION AND TRAINING OF 
. DEFENSE WORKERS 

A letter from the Acting Administrator of 
the Federal Security Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the fourth quarterl™ report 
for the period beginning April 1 1942, and 
ended June 30, 1942, of the United States 
Commissior er of Educatior on the education 
and training of defense workers (with an 
accompanying report); to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

REPORT OF RECONSTRUCTION FINANCE 
CORPORATION 

A letter from the Chairman of the Recon- 

struction Finance Corporation, submitting, 
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pursuant to law, a report covering the opera- 
tions of the Corporation for the period from 
its organization on February 2, 1932, to March 
31, 1942, inclusive (with an accompanying re- 
port); to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. í 


LAND ACQUISITIONS, NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK 
AND PLANNING COMMISSION 

A letter from the Chairman of the National 
Park and Planning Commission, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a list of land acquisitions 
for parks, parkways, and playgrounds, cost of 
each tract, and method of acquisition for the 
fiscal yeai ended June 30, 1942 (with an ac- 
companying report); to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

A letter from the Archivist of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, lists 
of papers and documents on the files of the 
Departments of State, Agriculture, and Com- 
merce, the National Housing Agency, and 
Federal Security Agency (2). which are not 
needed in the conduct of business and have 
no permanent value or historical interest, and 
requesting action ooking toward their dis- 
position (with accompanying papers); to a 
Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of 
Papers in the Executive Departments. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. Brewster members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS 


Mr. TYDINGS presented petitions of 
the Women’s Society of Christian Service 
of Friendship Church of the Peninsular 
Conference, of Cambridge, Md., and sun- 
dry citizens of the State of Maryland and 
Washington, D. C., praying for the en- 
actment of Senate bill 860, to prohibit 
the sale of alcoholic liquor and to sup- 
press vice in the vicinity of military 
camps and naval establishments, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND SUP- 
PRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILITARY 
CAMPS—PETITIONS 


Mr. BONE. Mr. President, I send to 
the desk for appropriate reference cer- 
tain petitions praying for the enactment 
of Senate bill 860, which have come to my 
office from the State of Washington and 
were executed by citizens and residents 
of Seattle, Wash. These petitions were 
sent to me by Mrs. Leta W. Kuster and 
Mrs. H. S. Baker, both of Seattle. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions 
presented by the Senator from Washing- 
ton will lie on the table. 

Mr. BONE also presented a petition of 
members of the Skokomish Home Eco- 
nomic Club, of Union, Wash., praying for 
the enactment of Senate bill 860, which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 


Whereas the people of the United States of 
America are being rationed on materials 
needed by the Government in order to con- 
serve the sinews of war; and 

Whereas the conservation of the manpower 
is also of prime importance to the successful 
prosecution of the defense of our country: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we, the members of Sko- 
komish Home Economie Club, earnestly peti- 
tion the President of the United States and 
the Congress of the United States that the 
manufacture, importation, and sale of alco- 
holic beverages in the United States of 
America, its territories, and ions be 
immediately abolished and prohibited for the 
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duration of the war, for the purposes and 
reasons set forth herein: 

1. To preserve the health, mental, and 
moral powers of the men now serving in the 
United States Army, Navy, and Air Corps, to 
the end that they may efficiently perform 
their duties. 

2. That the manpower now being em- 
ployed in carrying on the manufacture of 
and traffic in alcoholic beverages may be 
transferred to constructive industry and com- 
merce or to defense activities. 

3. To transfer the $4,000,000,000 annually 
spent across the counter for liquor to legiti- 
mate trade, for the purpose of better sustain- 
ing the civilian health and reducing the 
relief burden of the Government. 

4. To assist in the conservation of gaso- 
line, rubber, and all materials used in the 
transportation of alcoholic beverages and 
supporting industries, 

5. To conserve the use of alcohol for scien- 
tific purposes. 

6. To conserve glass, curk, and all other 
materials used in the liquor industry and 
needed by the Government for defense indus- 
tries. And whereas the May bill has already 
been made a law, we urge that it be enforced 
about our camps, in order that our boys may 
be given less chance of contracting venereal 
diseases, which is and will be a great hin- 
drance to efficient work in the Army, Navy, 
or Air Corps. 

Mary Hunter, 
President. 

DOROTHY BELL, 
Secretary. 


Mr. McFARLAND presented a petition 
of sundry citizens of Douglas, Ariz., pray- 
ing for the enactment of Senate bill 860, 
which was ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed in the Record without all 
ae signatures attached thereto, as fol- 

ows: 


To the Members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the Congress of the 
United States: 

Whereas in the War Act of 1917 the Con- 
gress of the United States included legislation 
forbidding the exploitation of the men in the 
Army and the Navy by liquor and commer- 
Cialized vice, even though liquor was then 
forbidden in any military unit; and 

Whereas in the Selective Service Act the 
Congress of 1940 called the young men of the 
present time to train for defense of our Na- 
tion if need be, and there now exists for these 
young defenders no defense from the activ- 
ities of what Gen. George C. Marshall, Chief 
of Staff of the Army of the United States, re- 
ferred to as “a sordid business for the accu- 
mulation of money,” namely, the traffic in 
alcoholic beverages, and since beer is now 
sold in the camps by Government authority, 
and since commercialized prostitution in 
camp areas threatens health, morals, and 
efficiency of service: Now, therefore, 

We, the undersigned citizens of Douglas, 
Ariz., do respectfully petition you to vote for 
S. 860 as a contribution to a wholesome de- 
fense program and a reenactment of legisla- 
tion similar to that of 1917 and so give to the 
young men of 1942 the protection their 
fathers had in 1917. 

BURLEY JONES. 
ALICE B. NALLEY. 
Mrs. NETTIE COLYER. 
(And sundry other citizens of Doug- 
las, Ariz.) 


RESOLUTION OF THE MEDORA (N. DAK.) 
GRAZING ASSOCIATION—TITLE IHI OF 
BANKHEAD-JONES FARM TENANT ACT 


Mr. LANGER presented a resolution 
adopted by the annual meeting of the 
Medora Grazing Association, held in Me- 
dora, N. Dak., on June 25, 1942, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
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culture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Recor, as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

Whereas there is in circulation in Mc- 
Kenzie, Slope, Billings, and Golden Valley 
Counties of North Dakota a petition ad- 
dressed to the Congress of the United States 
requesting a repeal of title III of the Bank- 
head-Jones Farm Tenant Act; and whereas 
this said petition alleges that the above 
designated act is being administered by po- 
litical subordinates without responsibility to 
anyone and at great waste of public funds; 
and, further, that the area set apart and de- 
clared submarginal includes many good farms 
and that many have been induced to sell by 
promising rehabilitation elsewhere or relief 
jobs; and iurther, that these promises were 
not fulfilled and these people who have sold 
are now faced by eviction; and further, that 
those who have not sold are in a worse situa- 
tion, being nearly or completely surrounded 
by Government holdings; and whereas Jands 
acquired by the Government in the above 
designated counties, upward of a million 
acres have been taken from the tax lists for 
all time: Be it therefore 

Resolved, That we, the members of the 
Medora Grazing Association in annual meet- 
ing assembled in Medora, N. Dak., this 25th 
day of June 1942, do hereby declare that to 
the best of our knowledge and belief many of 
these charges are untrue. In support of this 
contention we submit the following: 

The act referred to above is being admin- 
istered by civil-service employees of the 
United States and not by political appointees, 
the local administrators are responsible to 
their superiors at the regional office at Lin- 
coln, Nebr., and they in turn to their su- 
periors at Washington, D. C., all of whom are 
civil-service employees. To the best of our 
knowledge public funds are not being wasted 
as alleged in the petition. On the contrary, 
the grazing association members and tempo- 
rary permittees paid into the Federal Treas- 
ury in excess of $30,000 for grazing and other 
privileges on Government-owned land during 
1941. This amount is considerably in excess 
of the amount of Federal funds expended in 
the area during this period except for land 
acquisition and Work Projects Administration 
funds. The amount which will be paid into 
the Federal Treasury in future years will 
progressively increase from year to year as 
livestock numbers are increased. 

The petition further alleges that the area 
includes many good farms upon which our 
citizens formerly lived and made homes, and 
that many were induced to sell with promises 
of rehabilitation or promises of relief jobs. 
In this connection it should be stated that 
no one was induced to sell, participation in 
the program was entirely yoluntary, only low- 
grade farms were purchased. The better 
farms and ranches are still in private own- 
ership and are occupied by stockmen and 
farmer-stockmen who have grazing privileges 
on federally owned lands. The entire mem- 
bership of the Medora Grazing Association 
of 140 members is composed of this type of 
operators; in addition to this approximately 
40 operators have been granted temporary 
grazing privileges in this area. 

Rehabilitation assistance has been sup- 
plied to a large number of families; a smaller 
number still occupy federally owned lands 
because of the scarcity of suitable relocation 
sites and curtailment of rehabilitation funds. 
A total of 3 families have been evicted 
and 10 additional families have been ordered 
to vacate Government premises by the United 
States district court for violation of the rules 
and regulations established by the Secretary 
of Agriculture for the administration and 
protection of federally owned lands. 

These regulations are designed to protect 
federally owned lands from trespass and to 
conserve the natural resources of the land 
and to convert them to their proper use. 
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The development phase of the program was 
financed by emergency-relief funds and all 
persons who so desired and could qualify were 
employed. 

We as members of the Medora Grazing As- 
sociation who are residing on privately con- 
trolled lands within or near the project 
boundaries and surrounded or nearly so by 
Federal lands are in as good or better condi- 
tion than we were previous to the purchase 
program, through stabilization of our opera- 
tions by means of long-time leases and con- 
trolled grazing. 

It is true that the lands acquired by the 
Federal Government have been removed from 
the tax rolls; however, under the provisions of 
title III of the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant 
Act 25 percent of the revenue collected by the 
Federal Government reverts to the various 
counties in which the lands are located in 
leu of taxes. In order to better maintain 
local government in future years, we respect- 
fully request that this amount be increased to 
equal an amount that would normally be 
collected in taxes had the now federally 
owned lands remained in private ownership. 
We cannot speak for the other counties but 
in Billings County we know that no added tax 
burden lias been placed upon the taxpayers 
of this county. 

A large portion of these lands were non- 
resident owned and at best only annual leases 
could be secured previous to the Government 
purchase, resulting in insecurity of tenure as 
well as serious misuse of the lands. 

The petition further alleges that lands ac- 
quired by the Federal Government have been 
taken out of production. It is true that a 
small portion of these lands were formerly 
devoted to the production of wheat, but be- 
cause of their low productivity wheat pro- 
duction was never profitable except in the 
very best years. These lands have now in 
large part been reseeded to grass and are 
being utilized for grazing and hay production, 

All the lands involved in the Federal pur- 
chase program were formerly in private own- 
ership, but largely because of low productivity 
of the land and small uneconomical units 
these lands could not support the families 
dependent upon them for a living and pay 
costs for the maintenance of necessary local 


. government and public institutions. This 


resulted in a high percentage of mortgage 
foreclosures, tax delinquency, and a heavy 
relief load among the residents of the area, 
and we respectfully submit that we do not 
wish to see a repetition of this situation. 
There were in operation in the school year 
1934-35, 48 country schools in Billings County 
which were operated at a cost of approxi- 
mately $1,000 each; there were in operation 
during the past school term (1941-42) 28 
schools at an approximate cost of $1,000 
each. By the elimination of some uneco- 
nomic units and by a readjustment of the 
school facili'ies according to the needs of 
the families remaining, 20 schools were dis- 
continued, resulting in a saving to the school 
districts of approximately $20,000. 

We as members of the Medora Grazing 
Association welcome an investigation of the 
operation of title III of the Bankhead-Jones 
Farm Tenant Act in this area, as well as ac- 
tivities of the grazing association leasing said 
Federal lands. We are not in favor of re- 
turning these lands to private ownership for 
the reasons above stated. 

In our Opinion the petition referred to is 
a result of misunderstanding on the part of 
the petitioners of the real purpose and actual 
operations of title III of the Farm Tenant 
Act in this area, and instead of a repeal of the 
act we feel that this type of program has a 
definite place and merits continuation in 
areas having problems similar to those prev- 
alent here prior to the initiation of the 
purchase program, 

For further information pertaining to the 
situation prevailing in this area prior to the 
initiation of the Federal land-purchase pro- 
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gram, the present situation and the present 
operation of title III of the Farm Tenant Act 
and grazing association, we respectfully refer 
you to the office of the Soil Conservation 
Service in Washington, D. C. 


OPERATION OF SELECTIVE-SERVICE REG- 
ULATIONS AS AFFECTING FARM LABOR 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent to present for appropri- 
ate reference 2 identical telegrams, one 
signed by 46 farmers and stockmen 
of Finney County, Kans., and the other 
signed by 27 farmers of Scott County, 
Kans., expressing grave concern about 
the operation of the selective-service reg- 
ulations as depleting the farmers of nec- 
essary labor. I request that one of the 
telegrams be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the telegrams 
were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the following telegram 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 


GARDEN CITY, KANS., 
September 8, 1942. 
Hon. CLYDE M. REED, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We, the undersigned farmers and stockmen 
of Scott County, Kans., urge an amendment 
of the selective-service rules and regulations 
relative to farm labor. The situation is 
grave and all our farm labor is being taken 
from us by the draft; production is being 
drastically curtailed; and if present rule is 
maintained there will be no farm labor in 
another 6 months. We urge that you intro- 
duce or support a measure to exempt from 
service the necessary farm labor. This is very 
urgent, and something must tc done at once 
or serious conditions and reduction in pro- 
duction will result. 


CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS — RESOLU- 
TION OF BENJAMIN A. FULLER POST, 
NO. 64, AMERICAN LEGION, PITTSBURG, 
KANS. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent to present for appropriate 
reference and to have printed in the 
Recorp a resolution from Benjamin A. 
Fuller Post, No. 64, of the American 
Legion, at Pittsburg, Kans., in which they 
condemn the present practice of those in 
authority, for the duration of the present 
emergency, in permitting conscientious 
objectors to have furloughs. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed 
in the Recor, as follows: 


Whereas it has been called to the attention 
of Benjamin A. Fuller Post, No. 64, of the 
American Legion, at Pittsburg, Kans., that 
under the rules now in force men of military 
age who are not willing to fight for our coun- 
try and who are enrolled in conscientious- 
objector camps throughout the land are now 
receiving leaves, passes, and furloughs; and 

Whereas patriotic citizens in the armed 
forces of the United States are undergoing 
intensive training in our mighty war effort to 
such a degree that to a great extent such 
passes, leaves, and furloughs are impossible in 
the armed forces; and 

Whereas a large part of our armed forces 
are now stationed in combat areas actively 
engaged in the fight to preserve the American 
way of life; and 

Whereas the intensive training and hard 
work in the training camps and on the battle- 
field have made furloughs and leaves impos- 
sible; and 

Whereas a large number of these men have 
made the supreme sacrifice that democracy 
may live: Now, therefore, be it 
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Resolved, That Benjamin A. Fuller Pcst, 
No, 64, of the American Legion, in regular 
meeting assembled hereby condemn the pres- 
ent practice of those in authority over the 
conscientious objectors and others who are 
unwilling to fight for this country and re- 
quest that such unpatriotic citizens be in- 
ternei in, confined, and restricted to camps 
provided for that purpose, and that they be 
not allowed leaves of absence of any character 
for the duration of the present emergency, 
and that they be not permitted at large in 
this country; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be 
senttoSenator ARTHUR CAPPER, Senator CLYDE 
M. Reep, Congressman THomas D. WINTER, 
and the Kansas Department of the American 
Legion. 

Dated at Pittsburg, Kans., this 31st day of 
August A. D. 1942. 


THE SHORTAGE OF FARM LABOR 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I desire 
to call to the attention of the Senate 
the very serious situation which confronts 
American agriculture, and which also 
threatens the success of the war pro- 
gram. I refer to the growing shortage 
of farm labor. . 

Farmers this year have broken all pro- 
duction records in producing foodstuffs 
for our own and our allies’ armed forces 
and civilian populations. But those ac- 
quainted with the situation are fearful 
that next year’s production will be ma- 
terially lessened. The draft boards and 
war-industry plants are drawing more 
and more young farmers and hired help 
from the farms. There also is a grow- 
ing shortage of farm machinery. 

The Kansas delegation in both Senate 
and House of Representatives laid this 
matter before Secretary of Agriculture 
Wickard this morning, and is also taking 
it up with General Hershey, Selective 
Service Director, and with Chairman Me- 
Nutt, of the Manpower Commission, 
Something must be cone to remedy this 
situation or the production program will 
fall down badly just when increased pro- 
duction is most needed. 

In this connection I desire to read to 
the Senate a brief telegram received from 
100 farmers of Finney and Scott Coun- 
ties in western Kansas, as follows: 


GARDEN City, Kans., September 9, 1942. 
Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Senate Building: 

We, the undersigned, farmers and stock- 
men of Finney and Scott Counties, Kans., 
urge an amendment of the selective-service 
rules and regulations relative to farm labor. 
The situation is grave, and all our farm labor 
is being taken from us by the draft. Produc- 
tion is being drastically curtailed, and if 
present rule is maintained there will be no 
farm labor in another 6 months. We urge 
that you introduce or support a measure to 
exempt from service the necessary farm labor. 
This is very urgent, and something must. be 
done at once or serious conditions and re- 
duction in production will result. 

Frank Roark, H. Young, M. Arman- 
trout, F. Cook, C. Conine, W. Luke, 
A. Browning, Richard Holister, E. 
Wikoff, J. Bryan, W. Melson, A. 
Chene, O. Bebermeyer, V. Watt, C. 
Durrant, W. Proudfoot, Bert Fink- 
enbinder, Fred Starr, Fred Stricket, 
Bert Scott, O. Fleener, L. A. Gar- 
ner, Frank Spangler, Mrs. Grace 
Graham, M. Robbins, Albert Petr- 
zelka, C. Dickhut, Al. B. Faris, F, 
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Brown, R. Christy, W. Robb, Edw. 
Rodenbuck, Roy Robb, K. Kirk, 
H. Kirk, G. Liggett, Archie Parkin- 
son, G. Fouquet, Robert Gilbert, J. 
Scheideman, F. Mahler, G. Wei- 
shaar, Ronald Beach, R. Crist, H. 
Crist, Ralph Bezch, C. Olomon, R. 
Jones, O. Schof, H. Hawk, E. Stone, 
Harry Brown, Chas. Newsom, A. 
Burkle, E. Wampler, C. Davis, Clay 
Weldon, Geo. Burg, T. Frisby, Cap 
Burtis, Frank Gobleman, Olney 
Newman, O. Reusser, Victor Hal- 
fich, Doc Jones, The Daily Tele- 
gram, by G. F. Reed, J, U. Crist, G. 
Armantrout, C. Danner, R. Werner, 
J. Ens, G. Moseley, R. Gasche. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. GILLETTE, from the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry: 

H. R. 6921. A bill to amend the Soil Con- 
servation and Domestic Allotment Act to 
authorize payments in cases where farmers’ 
crops are acquired, prior to harvest, in con- 
nection with the acquisition of their farms 
for use in the national war effort, and to 
provide for the division of such payments; 
with an amendment (Rept. No. 1593). 

By Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

8.2731. A bill to suspend until June 30, 
1945, the running of the statute of limita- 
tions applicable to violations of the anti- 
trust laws; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1592). 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

8.2740. A bill to provide for furnishing 
transportation for certain Government and 
other personnel necessary for the effective 
prosecution of the war, and for other pur- 
poses; with amendments (Rept. No. 1594). 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION 
PRESENTFD 


Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on Sep- 
tember 8, 1942, that committee presented 
to the President of the United States the 
enrolled joint resolution (S. J. Res. 158) 
transferring the management of the Sen- 
ate restaurants to the Architect of the 
Capitol, and for other purposes. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. SMATHERS: 

S. 2757. A bill for the relief of Verna Mae 
Rossell and Winifred Rossell; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 2758. A bill to authorize the President 
to issue certificates of appreciation and hon- 
orable discharge to civilian defense workers; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART: 

S. 2759. A bill to amend section 107 of the 
Judicial Code, as amended, to change the 
terms of the District Court for the Middle 
District of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

S$. 2760. A bill for the relief of Joseph A. 

Lassiter; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. CONNALLY: 

8.2761. A bill for the relief of the First 
National Bank of Huntsville, Tex.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BAILEY: 

S. 2762. A bill to except from the provisions 
of section 3709 of the Revised Statutes pur- 
chases or services rendered for the Depart- 
ment of Commerce where the amount in- 
volved does not exceed $100; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 
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By Mr. GILLETTE: 

8S. 2763. A bill to prevent and punish the 
desecration, mutilation, or improper use of 
the flag of the United States of America; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGER: 

S. 2764. A bill to require reports with re- 
spect to the work of judges of the United 
States district courts; and 

S. 2765. A bill to prohibit consent decrees 
in antitrust cases and to require the vigor- 
ous prosecution of such cases; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK of Idaho: 

S. 2766. A bill for the relief of Almos W. 
Glasgow; to the Committee on Claims. 

(Mr. NORRIS introduced Senate bill 2767, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and appears under 
a separate heading.) 


LABOR DAY ADDRESS BY SENATOR 
WAGNER 


[Mr. BARKLEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp a radio address 
delivered by Senator WAGNER in connection 
‘with the labor for victory program on Sep- 
tember 5, 1942, which appears in the Appen- 
dix.] 


EXCERPTS FROM LABOR DAY ADDRESS 
BY SENATOR PEPPER 


[Mr. PEPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp excerpts from a 
Labor Day address delivered by him in Mil- 
waukee, Wis., which appears in the Appen- 
dix.] 


TRIBUTE TO SENATOR NORRIS BY THE 
NEW YORK TIMES 


[Mr. BONE asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from 
the New York Times entitled “The One In- 
dependent,” paying tribute to Senator Nor- 
Ris, which appears in the Appendix.] 


MORE GUNS AND LESS GRAVY—ARTICLE 
BY SENATOR LA FOLLETTE 


{Mr. LA FOLLETTE asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the Record an article 
entitled “We Need More Guns and Less 
Gravy,” written by him and published in the 
Progressive of September 5, 1942, which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 


THE MANAGEMENT OF THE WAR— 
ARTICLE BY FRANK R. KENT 


[Mr. BYRD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an article on the 
management of the war, entitled “The Basic 
Trouble,” by Frank R. Kent, published in the 
Baltimore Sun of September 4, 1942, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


LETTERS FROM HOME FOR SOLDIERS— 
EDITORIAL FROM THE BOSTON POST 


{ Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from 
the Boston Post, entitled “Letter for a Sol- 
dier,” which appears in the Appendix. | 


REHABILITATION OF MEN REJECTED FOR 
DRAFT 


[Mr. SMATHERS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an article on 
the rehabilitation of men rejected in tbe 
draft, published in the Newark (N. J.) News of 
August 25, 1942, which appears in the 
Appendix. | 


THE POSITION OF CONGRESS IN WAR- 
TIME—EDITORIAL FROM THE PHOENIX 
(ARIZ.) REPUBLIC 


[Mr. MCFARLAND asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 
entitled “Many Do Not Understand Position 
of Congress in Wartime,” published in the 
Phoenix (Ariz.) Republic of September 6, 
1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 


SEPTEMBER 10 


FRAUDULENT SEED AND FEED LOAN 
COLLECTIONS 

| Mr. LANGER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an article from 
the Leader, of Bismarck, N. Dak., September 
3, 1942, entitled “Seed and Feed Loan Collec- 
tors Are Busy,” which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF 
ARMED FORCES—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, on behalf 
of the managers of the conference ap- 
pointed on the part of the Senate to con- 
sider the amendments of the Senate to 
House bill 7416, which has just come over 
from the House of Representatives, I de- 
sire to report that the managers of the 
Senate and House met and that the 
House receded from its disagreement to 
all the amendments of the Senate, so that 
the conference report which I now pre- 
sent, and for which I ask consideration, 
adopts the bill as passed by the Senate 
with all amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7416) to provide for a method of voting, in 
time of war, by members of the land and 
naval forces absent from the place of their 
residence and serving within the continental 
United States, having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate and 
agree to the same. 

THEODORE FRANCIS GREEN, 


LEO KOCIALKOWSKI, 
JOHN C. BUTLER, 
STEPHEN M. YOUNG, 
JOBEN F. HUNTER, 
RALPH A. GAMBLE, 
JosEPH E. TALBOT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the report? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if the Senate 
is going to take up the conference report, 
I think we should have a quorum present. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will 
call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Gillette Overton 
Andrews Green Pepper 
Bailey Guffey Radcliffe 
Ball Gurney 
Barkley Hatch Reynolds 
Bone Hayden Rosier 
Bridges Herring Shipstead 
Brown Hill Smathers 
Burton Johnson, Colo. Stewart 
Butler Kilgore Taft 
Byrd La Follette Thomas, Utah 
Capper Langer Tobey 
Caraway McCarran Truman 
Clark, Idaho McFarland Tydings 
Clark. Mo. McKellar Vandenberg 
Connally McNary Van Nuys 
Danaher Mead Wallgren 
Davis Millikin Walsh 
George Norris Wiley 
Gerry O'Daniel Willis 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from Ver- 


mont (Mr. Austin], the Senator from 
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New Jersey [Mr. Barzour], the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Brewster], the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Brooxs], the Senator 
from California [Mr. Jonnson], the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes], the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr: Nye], 
and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
THomAs] are necessarily absent. 

My colleague the Senator from Oregon 
{Mr. Hotman] is absent on public busi- 
ness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty Sen- 
ators have answered to their names, A 
quorum is present. 


RUBBER FOR MILITARY AND ESSENTIAL 
CIVILIAN REQUIREMENTS (H. DOC. NO. 
836) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of 
the United States, which was read by the 
legislative clerk, as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I herewith send to you, for your in- 
formation, the digest and report of the 
Special Inquiry Committee which I ap- 
pointed on August 6 to study our rubber 
situation and to recommend action. 

The committee consists of B. M. 
Baruch, chairman; Dr. J. B. Conant, 
president of Harvard University; Dr. Karl 
T. Compton, president of Massachusetts 
Institute of Technology; and a staff of 
experts. 

The introduction to the report tells the 
story in outline; the report proper gives 
the details in full. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

The WHITE Howse, September 10, 1942. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be appropriately referred. 

Mr. McNARY. Mtr. President, is the 
report just referred to by the Vice Presi- 
dent the report of the so-called rubber 
committee headed by Mr. Baruch? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. McNARY. The Vice President 
stated that the report would be ap- 
propriately referred. To what commit- 
tee is it to be referred? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There has 
been some discussion, and the determina- 
tion has not yet been made as to what 
may be the appropriate committee. 

Mr. McNARY. If there is to be fur- 
ther discussion of the matter, I should like 
to call attention to the fact that the 
bill which resulted in the legislation 
under which the committee was ap- 
pointed came from the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, which is study- 
ing the problem; and the report should 
go to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. I cannot imagine what dis- 
cussion would necessarily follow, if there 
be no issue as to the jurisdiction of the 
committee. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In that connection 
Mr. President, I do not care particularly 
to what committee the report may be re- 
ferred, but what the Senator from Oregon 
has said might be said also of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency,, which 
held hearings on the rubber situation, on 
a bill which was introduced for the com- 
mittee. The committee took no action 
on the Lill, but there were hearings on 
the subject lasting several days. 
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The Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency had jurisdiction because it brought 
in a measure dealing with the powers 
and functions of the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation, which had created, 
under authority of law, the Rubber Re- 
serve Corporation as a subsidiary. So, 
there might be a legitimate claim that 
both committees might have jurisdic- 
tion. But I do not wish to get into any 
picayunish argument over the jurisdic- 
tion of committees. 

Mr. McNARY. Itis not “picayunish,” 
by any means. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I was not referring 
to the Senator’s part as “picayunish.” I 
was saying that I myself did not wish to 
get into any “picayunish” situation. 

Mr. McNARY. That is somewhat dif- 
ferent. The action upon the part of the 
Vice President is to refer a report which 
is a result of legislation reported by a 


. Subcommittee headed by the distin- 


guished Senator from Iowa [Mr. GIL- 
LETTE]. The bill which resulted in the 
legislation was on the calendar, and 
passed the Senate and the House. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And was vetoed by 
the President. 

Mr. McNARY. The report now re- 
ceived is particularly in reference and 
in response to that legislation, and I 
think the report should go to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know what 
the report is or what it recommends, 
and I do not know what committee 
would have jurisdiction of a bill intro- 
duced in harmony with the recommen- 
dation and report of this committee. It 
might be well for the Presiding Officer 
to study the report and see what it rec- 
ommends, in order to be able to say to 
what committee it should be referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
has read the summary of the report, and 
is impressed that the report might per- 
haps go to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, it seems 
to me to be perfectly clear where the 
report should go. As the Senator from 
Oregon has said, it has come here in re- 
sponse to a measure originating in a sub- 
committee of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry of which the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE] was chairman. 
The subcommittee reported to the full 
committee, and the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry reported the bill to 
the Senate. It was passed by the Senate, 
it was passed by the House, and it was 
vetoed by the President. As I under- 
stand, the veto message has been referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. Am I right in that, Mr. Presi- 
dent? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
is correct. 

Mr. NORRIS. So far everything in re- 
lation to the matter has gone to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
and under the general procedure of the 
Senate I cannot understand why this re- 
port, which has come as the result of 
that very measure, and with the veto 
message resting and waiting for this very 
report, should not go to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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Mr. President, I move that the report 
be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be 
no objection, the report and accompany- 
ing papers will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. The 
Chair hears no objection, and the ref- 
erence is made. 


ABSENTEE VOTING BY MEMBERS OF 
ARMED FORCES—CONFERENCE RE- 
PORT 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Rhode Island (Mr. Green! for the 
present consideration of the conference 
report on House bill 7416? The Chair 
hears none, and the question is on agree- 
ing to the report. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
shall detain the Senate but a very few 
minutes. I rise with no illusory hope 
that anything I shall say will change the 
attitude of the Senate, which was ex- 
pressed some days ago on a yea-and-nay 
vote, but if any curious historian should 
ever mull over the records of the Senate 
in the years to come, I want him to find 
the Senator from Texas, humble though 
he may be, standing over the prostrate 
form of the Constitution with a sword 
broken in its defense still in his hand. 

Mr. President, it is a favorite device of 
those who desire to perpetrate some 
radical innovation or violent change in 
the fundamentals to cloak their efforts 
all around with an attractive garment to 
make it look as if they were promoting 
the cause of virtue. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator’s sugges- 
tion might apply to women, but not to 
us. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator from 
Nebraska undertakes to differentiate be- 
tween motives which he might entertain 
and those which our charming woman- 
hood might entertain. I was generous 
enough to classify the Senator along with 
womanhood, because to women are 
always attributed qualities of benignity 
and virtue and charm, and I am sur- 
prised that the Senator from Nebraska 
should undertake to remove himself from 
that classification. 

Mr. President, the bill cloaks itself 
beautifully under the headline of “Vote 
for soldiers.” Of course, no one wants 
to deny a soldier the right to vote, if he 
has the right to vote. If in the common- 
wealth from which he comes he has the 
right to vote, the Federal Government, 
of course, should not prohibit that right, 
but, on the other hand, insofar as the 
Federal function of military control or 
naval control is concerned, provision 
ought to be made for him to exercise 
that right. But under the cloak of under- 
taking to do this lofty and noble thing, 
to permit soldiers to vote, I insist that 
the Constitution should not be ravished, 
and that our practices heretofore should 
not be altered. 

Under the bill it is declared that those 
in the land and naval forces of the United 
States absent from their places of resi- 
dence may vote, irrespective of any poll- 
tax requirement in the respective States. 

Mr. President, I am not enamored of 
the poll tax. Personally, I should prefer 
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some system of registration, some other 
qualification for voting, based upon con- 
siderations other than the payment of a 
tax, but that does not change my insist- 
ence that under the Constitution and un- 
der every concept which we had of Gov- 
ernment until this very moment, the 
States had the right to determine the 
qualifications of electors for Senators and 
Representatives. If that be not true, 
why did the makers of the Constitution 
write in the sand with weak and trem- 
bling fingers this provision?— 

The House of Representatives shall be com- 


posed of Members chosen every second year 
by the people— 


What people? 
of the several States, and the electors in 
each State shall have the qualifications 
requisite for electors of the most numerous 
branch— 


Of what? 
of the * * * legislature. 


Of the Feceral Legislature? No. 
Of the State legislature. 


Mr. President, have those words no 
vitality now? Are the respect and ven- 
eration for that provision extending over 
a century and a half now to be wiped 
out by the Senate of the United States 
because the sponsors of the measure 
cloak and mask and decorate their effort 
by an overweening desire that the soldiers 
shall vote? I am not against the soldiers 
voting if they have a right to vote. 

The provision I have quoted as being a 
part of the Constitution of the United 
States has been reaffirmed in subsequent 
sections of the Constitution. As was sug- 
gested the other day by the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. Tarr], why was it provided in 
the fourteenth amendment that if citi- 
zens of the United States were denied the 
right to vote in the several States the 
representation would be reduced? Was 
not that an admission that the right to 
vote for Representatives and Senators 
within a State was within the function of 
the State? It was an admission that the 
States might exercise that function. 
The Constitution undertook to penalize 
the States only if they exercised it in 
such a manner as to deny the right to 
vote on account of color or previous con- 
dition of servitude. Is not the very fact 
that a prohibition is made with respect 
to color and previous condition of servi- 
tude an admission that as to all other 
matters the State retains its full and 
complete power? The fourteenth amend- 
ment is the one penalizing the States if 
they exclude any citizens of the United 
States from voting. 

The fifteenth amendment provides: 


The right of citizens of the United States 
to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the 
United States or by any State on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 


That means by implication and by ex- 
clusion that, except for race, color, and 
previous condition of servitude, the States 
still have, as they had when the Consti- 
tution was drafted, the right to deter- 
mine the qualifications of those who vote 
within the State for Representatives or 
for Senators. 
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Again, why did we adopt the nine- 
teenth amendment, the woman-suffrage 
amendment? Why did we take that ac- 
tion by constitutional amendment? Why 
did we not pass a statute of the Con- 
gress saying that women would have the 
same right to vote as men? Because the 
Constitution, as then written, and now 
written, if not now so construed, pro- 
vided that each State was to determine 
the qualifications, and the States, many 
of them, did deny to women the right to 
vote. Therefore we provided a prohibi- 
tion, not an affirmative action on the 
part of the Federal Government, but in 
the nineteenth amendment we said: 

The right of citizens of the United States 
to vote shall not be denied or abridged by 
the United States or by any State on account 
of sex. 


It was a prohibition, recognizing that 
the States did have the right up to that 


time to deny women the right to vote.” 


The Federal Constitution simply made 
a prohibition with respect to it, and the 
adoption of that provision within very 
recent years is a reaffirmation of the 
ancient doctrine that each State has the 
right to prescribe the qualifications for 
voting, 

Let us now look at the seventeenth 
amendment: 

The Senate of the United States shall be 
composed of two Senators from each State, 
elected by the people thereof, for 6 years; 
and each Senator shall have one vote. The 
electors— 


Listen to this— 

The electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State legis- 
latures. 


How could language be plainer than 
that? How could the draftsmen provide 
anything that would penetrate the intel- 
lectual fog of any man any more clearly 
than that? How could the English lan- 
guage be employed to carry a more defi- 
nite statement of the old law incorpo- 
rated in the original Constitution? In 
the seventeenth amendment we say in 
substance that the old practice, the old 
constitutional provision, shall remain in 
effect; that when it comes to the election 
of Representatives and Senators every 
man must have the same requisite quali- 
fications as an elector within the States 
for the most numerous branch of the leg- 
islature. 

Mr. President, we did that within re- 
cent years. What is it proposed to do 
today? It is proposed to pass a little 
statute, something which was sprung on 
us here as an amendment. Very few of 
us had had time thoroughly to consider 
it. It is a little amendment saying, in 
effect, “Well, the State did have the right, 
but it no longer has the right, because 
we, the Congress of the United States, 
abrogate all State laws, abrogate all elec- 
tion laws.” Some of the States have con- 
stitutional provisions which prohibit 
men in the armed services, if they are in 
the Regular Army, from voting at all. 
Now it is proposed to say, “Well, your 
constitution does not amount to any- 
thing. We will pass a little bill which 
overturns your constitution, and over- 
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turns the Constitution of the United 
States.” 

Mr. President, I realize that this is a 
futile contest. The Senate probably has 
already had its mind made up. The 
feast is spread before it; a little diet of 
what they think is a few votes some- 
where; a little viand from which to gather 
and garner a few votes somewhere. That 
is going to make the Senate pass an act 
which is absolutely violative of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER: The able Senator from 
Texas makes, as, of course, he always 
does, a very pertinent comment on this 
question. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the gener- 
ous Senator from Florida. 

Mr. PEPPER. I wonder if the Senator 
makes any distinction in his observations 
of this matter between “qualifications” 
and “conditions”? Or how the Senator 
would define the word “qualifications” as 
it is written in the constitutional pro- 
vision to which he has referred? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator 
from Florida for his suggestion; but, ac- 
cording to my view of this whole problem, 
there is nothing mentioned in the Con- 
stitution about conditions. But if there 
were, what difference would it make? We 
just wipe out the conditions. If the con- 
ditions do not suit us, we just enact a 
statute and wipe them out. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, would 
the Senator allow me to say that the 
reason I propounded the inquiry is that 
the Constitution does not allow the sev- 
eral States to impose any conditions 
they may see fit to impose. It only pro- 
vides that the States may prescribe 
“qualifications” for certain electors. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is correct. 

Mr. PEPPER. If by hypothesis the 
States might impose conditions, they 
would not have the right, if they were 
not legitimate qualifications, to claim the 
benefit of the qualifications section of the 
Constitution, and vice versa. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I think the Senator 
from Texas is too obtuse to differentiate 
between qualifications and conditions. 
Let us take the case of a voter who comes 
to the ballot box in my State, or in the 
State of Florida. I suppose there is a 
constitutional provision with respect to 
voting there. There is in my State. 
There are State laws in the various 
States specifying who can vote. The 
first question asked the voter is: 


Mr. Smith, are you eligible? Have you the 
qualifications for voting for members of the 
legislature? 

The applicant says: 


Yes; I have. 
Well, let us see. How old are you? 


That is a condition. The applicant 
says: 

I am 19 years old. 

Well, you cannot vote. You cannot vote 
parais in order to vote you must be 21 years 
old. 


Is that a qualification or a condition? 
His condition is that he is only 19. The 
qualification is that he must be 21, and 
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so he cannot vote. Now, what is the 
difference between that and the question: 
Have you paid your poll tax? The law re- 
— that you pay a poll tax before you can 
vote. 
No; I have not paid it. 


That is a condition, if you want to call 
it a condition, or it is a qualification. 


Since you do not possess that qualification, 
you cannot vote. 


A woman comes to the polls and says: 

I want to vote. 

Very well. You are a woman. The nine- 
teenth amendment says that the State shall 
not discriminate against you, but, being a 
woman, are you 21? 


She may hesitate to say that she is 21. 
Ido not know. But, anyway, that is just 
as much a condition as is the payment 
of the poll tax. 

Suppose, on the other hand, an appli- 
cant comes to the polls and says: 

I want to vote. 


The election judge foolishly picks up 
the State constitution and the State laws 
instead of the statute of the Congress, 
and says: 

Wait a minute. We have a registration law 
in this State. Are you registered? Have you 
your registration certificate? 

The applicant fumbles around in three 
or four of his pockets, and looks in his hat 
band, and finds that he does not have a 
registration certificate. The election 
judge then says: 


You cannot vote, because the law requires | 


that before you can yote you must be regis- 
tered. 


If Congress can wipe out the poll tax 
it can wipe out provision for registration, 
it can wipe out the age requirement, 
it can wipe out the time requirement, it 
can wipe out everything, including the 
voter himself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield so that I may make a fur- 
ther remark? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. The able Senator, with 
his erudite mind, does not make any 
distinction between a person possessing 
certain maturity of body and mind which 
comes with adulthood and certain intel- 
ligence which comes with normality of 
intellect and being a citizen—things 
which are qualifications and performance 
of a condition. The Senator does not 
distinguish between the possession of 
those characteristics which go to the fit- 
ness of an elector and a case of an 
elector or a citizen who is not allowed to 
vote until he performs some act or satis- 
fies some condition. It does not seem 
to me that it is monstrous to suggest 
that one of them falls in one category 
and can legitimately be called a qualifi- 
cation, and that the other is a condition 
precedent, and that a State may or may 
not have the right to impose conditions 
upon the exercise by a Federal citizen 
of the franchise with respect to candi- 
dates for a Federal office. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator; 
and I desire to be indulgent, so that if 
he desires to proceed further to illus- 
trate his point relative to condition and 
qualification and the distinction between 
the two, I shall be glad to hear him, 
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However, granted everything that the 
Senator from Florida says, where is the 
forum which would determine whether 
the citizen is qualified to vote or whether 
he is not? Is that a Federal function? 
It never has been. The Senator from 
Florida, who has taken the oath to up- 
hold the Constitution, should recall that 
we adopted the women’s suffrage amend- 
ment which related merely to a prohibi- 
tion. The amendment with respect to 
the election of Senators related to the 
old constitutional provision. There must 
be a forum to determine the matter. We 
cannot reach up like Herman, the magi- 
cian, and pick it out oi the air. We can- 
not reach under our senatorial desks and 
resurrect a statute. It must be based on 
the qualifications as well as the condi- 
tions. It may be called condition or it 
may be called qualification; but which- 
ever it may be, it must be determined by a 
single authority. It is not possible to 
have the State determine qualifications 
and the Federal Government determine 
conditions. Otherwise, we would have 
the Senator from Florida trying to con- 
vince someone that this is not a qualifica- 
tion but is a condition, and he would re- 
sort to a Federal bureau; whereas an- 
other man would say, “This is not a con- 
dition, but is a qualification”; and he 
would resort to the State authority; and, 
of course, there would be confusion and 
uncertainty. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. The inquiry propounded 
by the Senator is perfectly sound and 
reasonable. Let me with some pertinence 
say with respect to it that in the first 
Place, after reading a recent decision of 
the United States Supreme Court—— 

Mr. CONNALLY. How recent? 

Mr. PEPPER. In the year 1940; and, 
So far as I know, it is the latest decision 
by the Court on this subject. 

I started to say that in a dual system of 
government, there is aways a fine line of 
distinction between the beginning of Fed- 
eral power and the beginning or the end 
of State power. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Let me ask the Sena- 
tor a question; he has been asking me a 
number of questions. 

Mr. PEPPER. Will the Senator. per- 
mit me to finish my observation? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Yes; but I desire to 
ask him a question with respect to it. 

Mr. PEPPER. Very well. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Is there a registra- 
tion law in Florida? 

Mr. PEPPER. There is. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Does the Senator 
want to do away with it? 

Mr. PEPPER. So far as I know—— 

Mr. CONNALLY. Congress could do 
away With it if it can do away with the 
poll tax. 

Mr. PEPPER. Florida did do away 
with the poll tax. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I am talking about 
the Federal Government. If Congress 
can do away with the poll-tax require- 
ment, it can do away with State registra- 
tion, too, can it not? Would not that be 
a qualification? 

Mr, PEPPER. It all depends upon the 
intent and effect of the State law. If 
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the effect of that law upon the exercise 
of the Federal franchise should be as in- 
iquitous—— 

Mr. CONNALLY. Just a moment; let 
me ask what is the State franchise re- 
quirement. How old does a voter have 
to be? . 

Mr. PEPPER. I ask the Senator to 
wait 2 moment, please. I say that if the 
effect of the State law upon the exercise 
of the Federal franchise should be as dis- 
criminatory and vicious as the poll tax is 
upon the exercise of the State franchise, 
the Congress would possess not only the 
power but the duty to delimit the States 
in the exercise of such a device. 

Now I am glad to yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Texas has the floor. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Are you sure, Mr. 
President? [Laughter.] 

Mr, PEPPER. If my interrogatories 
are not with the indulgence of the Sena- 
tor from Texas, I shall desist. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Not at all; I invited 
them. 

Mr. PEPPER. The Senator is always 
a worthy foeman and an honest one. 
So it is a privilege to have an opportunity 
to discuss these matters with him. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Sena- 
tor. 

Mr. PEPPER. I started to refer to the 
language of the United States Supreme 
Court in the case of United States against 
Classic. I think it is very pertinent lan- 
guage, and there is not much of it, It 
is found in Three Hundred and Thir- 
teenth United States, on page 314: 

We come, then, to the question whether 
that right— 


That is, the right to vote for a Mem- 
ber of Congress— 


is one secured by the Constitution— 


Meaning the Federal Constitution. 


Section 2 of article I commands thai Con- 
gressmen shall be chosen by the people of 
the several States by electors, the qualifica- 
tions of which it prescribes. The right of the 
people to choose, whatever its appropriate 
constitutional limitations, where in other re- 
spects it is defined, and the mode of its 
exercise is prescribed by State action in con< 
formity to the Constitution, is a right estab- 
lished and guaranteed by the Constitution 
and hence is one secured by it to those citi- 
zens and inhabitants of the State entitled to 
exercise the right. (Ez parte Yarbrough, 110 
U. S. 651; United States v. Mosley, 238 U. S. 
383. And see Hague v. C, I. O., 307 U. S. 496, 
508, 513, 526, 527, 529, giving the same in- 
terpretation to the like phrase “rights” “se- 
cured by the Constitution,” appearing in 
sec. 1 of the Civil Rights Act of 1871 (17 Stat. 
13).) While, in a loose sense, the right to 
vote for Representatives in Congress is some- 
times spoken of as a right derived from the 
States (see Minor v. Happersett, 21 Wall. 162, 
170; United States v. Reese, 92 U. S. 214, 217- 
218; McPherson v. Blacker, 146 U.S. 1, 38-39; 
Breedlove v. Suttles, 302 U. S. 277, 283) — 


In which the Supreme Court has stated 
that the right to vote was derived from 
the States, and therefore a poll tax was 
reasonable— 
this statement is true only in the sense that 
the States are authorized by the Constitution 
to legislate on the subject as provided by Séc- 
tion 2 of article I to the extent that Congress 
has not restricted State action by the exer- 
cise of its powers to regulate elections under 
section 4 and its more general power under 
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article I, section 8, clause 18, of the Consti- 
tution, “to make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into execu- 
tion the foregoing powers.” 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr, President, will 
the Senator lend to me the volume from 
which he has been reading? 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes. 

That decision, the Senator will observe, 
was written in 1940 by the then Associate 
Justice and now Chief Justice Stone, of 
the United States Supreme Court. The 
language to which reference lias just been 
made was in refutation of what had been 
stated in Breedlove against Suttles, a 
case coming from Georgia, right on the 
point of the poll tax, in which case the 
court had said that the poll tax imposed 
by the State was legal, due to the fact 
that the right to vote, even for a Mem- 
ber of Congress; deriver from the State 
authority; and, of course, if it derives 
from the Stete authority the States 
could condition it at their pleasure, 
capriciously if they would. 

The whole fundamental principle, 
therefore, relative to the source of the 
right to vote for a Federal official is deter- 
mined in this case, the Classic case, and 
the Court unequivocally says it derives 
from the Federal Constitution; and the 
State power to prescribe the qualifica- 
tions and conditions for Federal citizens 
voting for Federal officials is to be under- 
stood as limited only by the superior 
power of the Congress to intervene and 
restrict that power, if, in the pubiic in- 
terest, under its duty to protect the Fed- 
eral citizen, it sees fit to do so. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator 
for lending me the volume from which 
he read and for his suggestion; but the 
Senator’s speech is not in conformity 
with the decision. As I recall the deci- 
sion—I have not read it lately-——— 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I shall yield in a 
moment. The case is one in which there 
was a criminal prosecution in Louisiana 
in connection with violation of the 
Federal criminal statutes by a man who 
voted in a primary election for a Repre- 
sentative in Congress; is not that true? 

Mr. PEPPER. That is correct. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Very well. In that 
case the opinion does not lay down any 
such doctrine at all as that contended 
for by the Senator from Florida. The 
court merely held that since the primary 
Was an essential process through which 
the candidate had to go in order to be 
eligible to run for election in the fall, in 
the general election, a fraudulent act in 
connection with the primary was a fraud- 
ulent act in connection with the elec- 
tion. That is all the Supreme Court held 
in that case. It did not go down into 
the “innards” of this case; it did not 
eviscerate the Constitution or perform a 
surgical operation upon it. It quotes 
section 2 of article I. 

I yield now to the Senator from 
Alabama. 

Mr, HILL. Mr. President, I desire to 
Make exactly the same point as that 
which the Senator from Texas has made. 

Mr, CONNALLY. I am very much 
pleased that the Senator desires to do so. 
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Mr. HILL. The case referred to does 
not involve the question involved in the 
bill, the question of the poll tax. On the 
contrary, in the Pirtle case, as the Sen- 
ator knows, the Supreme Court denied a 
writ of certiorari when the question re- 
lated to the imposition of a poll tax as a 
qualification for voting. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield on that point? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield; but I desire 
to conclude as soon as possible; my am- 
munition is running low, and I wish to 
finish. 

Mr. PEPPER, Very well; I shall gladly 
desist in just a moment. 

In the Pirtle case to which the Senator 
from Alabama has referred there was in- 
volved only State action, and no action 
by the Congress. The decision cannot 
be decisive on the point in question, be- 
cause the principle in the Pirtle.case was 
different from that in the Classic case. 
In the Classic case the Court held that 
the right to vote is derived from the Fed- 
eral Constitution. Up to that time, in 
the Breedlove case, coming from Georgia 
in 1937, with respect to the poll tax, the 
Court had said that the right to vote for 
a Member of Congress is derived from the 
State. Therefore, of course, the States 
could condition it. However, when the 
principle is admitted that it is derived 
from the Federal power, the State can- 
not burden the exercise of the Federal 
power. Therefore, the case is different 
from the Pirtle case to which my dis- 
tinguished friend from Alabama referred, 
because in that case there was only a 
State statute, and a State constitutional 
provision with no intervening restrictive 
action by the Federal Congress. 

I should like to know if there is any 
decision directly or indirectly by the 
United States Supreme Court based on 
the action of the State attempting to in- 
vade this field after the Congress has 
stepped in and delimited the burdening 
of the Federal franchise against aggres- 
sive and restrictive State action. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator did not 
answer me as to whether he thinks Con- 
gress should abolish the State registra- 
tion law in Florida. 

Mr. PEPPER. I thought I made a fair 
answer. I say that if the facts should 
show—— 

Mr. CONNALLY. I am asking the 
Senator if he thinks the Congress has 
the power to abolish the State registra- 
tion law of Florida. 

Mr. PEPPER. If the Senator from 
Texas wishes to put it ou the question 
of naked power; yes. 

Mr. CONNALLY. “Naked” is the cor- 
rect word to use. There is nothing on it 
but skin and bones. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. Does not the Classic case 
refer to the exercise of the Federal power, 
which has long been exercised, as to the 
qualifications and conditions, and the 
sanctity of the ballot? 

Mr. CONNALLY. The question in the 
Classic case was not as to the mainte- 
nance of a man’s right to vote except, as 
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an incident to a criminal prosecution for 
fraud in violation of the Corrupt Prac- 
tices Act. 

Senators have heard the oration of 
the Senator from Florida. Listen to 
what the Court said. This is from the 
opinion of the Court in the Classic case: 

Interference with the right to vote in the 
congressional primary in the Second Con- 
gressional District for the choice of a Demo- 
cratic candidate for Congress, is thus, as & 
matter of law and in fact, an interference 
with the effective choice of the voters at the 
only stage of the election procedure when 
their choice is of significance, since it is at 
the only stage when such interference could 
have any practical effect on the ultimate re- 
sult, the choice of the Congressman to repre- 
sent the district. 


The effect, as I said a while ago, was 
that since the primary is an essential 
step, fraud practiced in the primary. is 
the same as fraud practiced in the elec- 
tion.. That is all the Classic case holds. 

Ponoi the right to vote, the Court 
Said: 

The right of qualified voters to vote at the 
congressional primary in Louisiana and to 
have their ballots counted is thus the right 
to participate in that choice, 


That is a beautiful generality, which no 
one would question. 
We come then to the question whether 


that right is one secured by the Constitution. 
Section 2 of article I— 


That is the section which I read. Why 
does the Supreme Court refer to section 
2 of article I if it does not mean any- 
thing? Why does the Supreme Court 
dignify it by notice if section 2 of article 
I does not mean what it purports to 
mean? 


We come then to the question whether that 
right is one secured by the Constitution. Sec- 
tion 2 of article I commands— 


It does not beg. It does not intercede. 
It does not implore. It does not whine 
and ask. It— 
commands that Congressmen shall be chosen 
by the people of the several States by elec- 


tors, the qualifications of which it pre- 
scribes. 


The Federal Constitution, by section 2, 
article I, thereof, prescribes the qualifica- 
tions for Members of Congress, and those 
qualifications must be the same as those 
which the State prescribes for electors for 
the most numerous branch of the legis- 
lature. 

The Senator from Florida has invoked 
an authority which says that the Federal 
Constitution in article I, section 2, fixes 
the qualifications of voters for Members 
of Congress and that those qualifications 
must be the identical ones prescribed by 
the State for the most numerous branch 
of the legislature. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. No other interpretation 
could be given to the language set forth 
in section 2 of article I. It does not 
say that the qualifications shall be those 
set by the State for the electors of the 
most numerous branch of the legislature, 
or as may be prescribed by Congress, or 
as fixed by the Federal Government. 

Mr. CONNALLY. No; of course not. 
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Mr. HILL. The language as to quali- 
fications appears at the end of that 
section. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator from 
Alabama is quite correct. 

This is the opinion of the Supreme 
Court in the Classic case, which has been 
invoked by the Senator from Florida: 


The right of the people to choose, what- 
ever its appropriate constitutional limita- 
tions, where in other respects it is defined, 
and the mode of its exercise is prescribed by 
State action in conformity to the Constitu- 
tion, is a right establish'd and guarantecd 
by the Constitution, and hence is one secured 
by it to those citizens and inhabitants of the 
State entitled to exercise the right. 


The Supreme Court says that since sec- 
tion 2 of article I of the Federal Consti- 
tuticn has defined the qualifications for 
electors, that becomes the Federal law, of 
course. It becomes a Federal right. No 
State may provide as a qualification for 
the election of Members of Congress 
some other qualification than those 
defined for the most numerous branch of 
the legislature. If it should attempt to 
do so, it would be violating the Federal 
Constitution. 

Mr. PEPPER. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Yes. 

Mr. PEPPER. Would the Senator say 
that the States may impose upon their 
citizens who desire to vote in Federal 
elections for Federal officials the same 
conditions they may impose upon their 
citizens who are attempting to vote in 
State elections for State officials? 

Mr. CONNALLY. If Icorrectiy under- 
stand the Senator, I do not see any rea- 
son why they could not do so. I should 
like to ask the Senator from Florida an- 
other question. Does he believe that the 
Federal Government could prescribe that 
any soldier 18 years of age or older may 
vote? 

Mr. PEPPER. That is a closer case. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I am not talking 
about a close case. I want to know if 
the Federal Government could do that. 

Mr. PEPPER. I know that the Sena- 
tor from Texas does not want to ask a 
facetious question. 

Mr. CONNALLY. No; I want to ask 
the question which I have asked. I want 
to know if the Federal Government could 
so prescribe. 

Mr. PEPPER. I wish to answer the 
question. That is a close case, because 
age has a fair relationship to qualifica- 
tion to vote, whereas the payment of a 
sum of money has no possible relation- 


ship. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Let us assume that 
it is a close question. What agency, ad- 
ministrative board, or bureau is to decide 
it? If the Senator says that the Federal 
Government will decide it, then he ad- 
mits that the Federal Government may 
provide that men above 18 years of age 
may vote. 

Mr. PEPPER. The Federal judicial 
power would have to be the arbiter on 
the question, because the instrument 
under interpretation would be the Fed- 
eral Constitution or Federal statute. The 
Federal Congress can go far enough to 
protect the integrity of the Federal fran- 
chise. The Congress has the right to 
throw off or hold back whatever might 
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impinge upon or diminish that franchise; 
and the Federal judiciary will protect it 
in doing so. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator. 
The Senator has not yet defined the Fed- 
eral franchise. I have read the Consti- 
tution several times and find no reference 
to it. 

Mr. PEPPER. Will the Senator give 
me an opportunity to attempt to give a 
definition of the Federal franchise? I 
believe the Senator has commented on 
the fact that I have never given a defini- 
tion of it. 

Without being technical, the Federal 
franchise is the privilege to vote for Fed- 
eral officials, conferred upon Federal citi- 
zens by the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Very well. Accord- 
ing to that definition, a voter might be 
10 years of age. I do not believe there is 
anything in the Constitution about the 


Federal franchise, except in article I, sec-_ 


tion 2. The only Federal franchise is that 
the Constitution, in section 2 of article I, 
adopted for its own purposes the fran- 
chise of the several States. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nor- 
RIs] remarks, sotto voce, that I have pre- 
viously made the same speech. Let me 
say to the Senator from Nebraska that I 
have made the same speech. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I was speaking with the 
Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BARKLEY]. 
The Senator from Texas overhead me. I 
have no objection to the Senator from 
a talking as long as he desires to 
talk. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. NORRIS. However, it is a fact 
that the Senator made the same speech 
when this subject matter was before the 
Senate for debate on a prior occasion. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is very true. 
It is very much the same speech. That 
is why the Senator from Nebraska does 
not want to hear it again. He heard the 
speech when it was made the first time 
and he does not want to hear any more 
of it. It is the same question and of 
course pretty much the same speech. 
The Senator from Nebraska has said 
that he was speaking with the Senator 
from Kentucky. However, the condition 
of the atmosphere and of the auditory 
nerves of the Senator from Texas are 
such that he can still hear, irrespective 
of the quiet, gentlemanly tone of the 
conversation. I do not object to that. 
I assure the Senator from Nebraska that 
I am about to conclude, and that he 
does not need to read the Recorp on this 
subject. If it is distasteful to him I 
apologize, because I very much dislike 
to do anything which is distasteful to 
the Senator from Nebraska, but, as the 
Senator realizes, I have been prodded and 
goaded by the Senator from Florida and 
I must proceed. 


While, in a loose sense— 


Evidently the court was thinking about 
this bill— 

While, in a loose sense, the right to vote 
for Representatives in is some- 
times spoken of as a right derived from the 
States (see Minor v. Happersett, 21 Wall. 162, 
170; United States v. Reese, 92 U. &., 214, 
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217-218; McPherson v. Blacker, 146 U. S. 1, 
38-39; Breedlove v. Sutiles, 302 U. S. 277, 
283), this statement is true only in the sense— 


Now listen— 
that the States are authorized by the Con- 


stitution to legislate on the subject as pro- 
vided by section 2 of article I— 


The court goes right back to it every 
time. The court knows the Constitu- 
tion, if some courts do not always ob- 
serve it, this court knows what the Con- 
Stitution is— 4 


to the extent that Congress has not restricted 
State action by the exercise of its power to 
regulate elections under section 4 and its 
more general power under article I, section 8, 
clause 18, of the Constitution, “to make ail 
jaws which shall be necessary and proper 


for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers.” 


Mr. President, I realize I am engaged 
in a useless and futile task. The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska has expressed the 
attitude of those who are going to vote 
contrarywise. They have already heard 
what is now being said, and do not want 
to hear any more. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator will yield, while I know he doces not 
desire to take further time, let me ask 
why in the world did the makers of the 
Constitution put section 2 in the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution? 
Was it not because they recognized that 
the State had the right to do what? To 
abridge the suffrage, to fix the qualifica- 
tions or conditions, if the Senator pre- 
fers that word, and even went so far in 
acmitting that right as to provide a pen- 
alty if the right were exercised under 
certain conditions. Is not that true? 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is true. T 
thank the Senator. The fourteenth 
amendment was, of course, basically in- 
tended to do that very thing, and in 
that particular provision it did accom- 
plish that result. 

Mr. President, the Senate, of course, 
is going to adopt the conference report. 
We had a roil call on the questions in- 
volved some days ago, but a number of 
Senators are now present who were not 
here at that time. I do not want to de- 
tain the Senate. I grieve, for I regard 
this bill as a very serious and very violent 
rupture of our constitutional processes 
which have been generally accepted and 
which no one has ever questioned for 
150 years. 

Now we are going to take this action 
under the cloak of doing something for 
the soldiers. When a person wants to 
accomplish some supposed reform such 
as this, as I observed awhile ago, he 
cloaks it all over and ornaments it and 
sprinkles it with perfume to make it 
pleasing to the nostrils, and he usualiy 
picks out some odious thing, something 
that essentially someone does not like at 
all, such as the poll-tax requirement, we 
will say, rather than requirements for 
direct registration and educational qual- 
ifications, or some other kind of require- 
ment. So, to meet the odious thing which 
it is desired to destroy, the proposal is 
perfumed and scented and decorated and 
embellished and appears under the guise 
of helping the soldiers, most of whom will 
never vote, of course, anyway, because 
they are in distant lands and cannot vote, 
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and do not want to vote, and are not 
worried about voting. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator will yield further in that connection, 
since the bill passed the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, the Secretary 
of War has addressed a communication 
to the Senate and to the House in which 
he practically states that, so far as the 
men outside the United States are con- 
cerned, it is going to be impossible for 
them to exercise the right to vote pro- 
posed’to be granted by this bill. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is correct. 

Mr. President, when the Constitution 
was adopted many States had require- 
ments for the exercise of the right of suf- 
frage, including property qualifications, 
and all that sort of thing. That was in 
the minds of the makers, They recog- 
nized that situation. I do not favor that 
sort of thing. Massachusetts, I under- 
stand, had such a requirement up to 
within a few years ago. If Iam in error 
in that statement, I‘hope some Harvard 
graduate will rise and correct me. Mas- 
sachusetts had certain such requirements 
up to within the recent past, if not the 
present. 

The Senator from Illinois is not now 
present, If he were, I should like to ask 
him a question. There is no poll tax re- 
quired in Illinois. That is the right of 
the people of Illinois; if they do not de- 
Sire a poll tax, the people of Illincis have 
a right to say so. A few other States 
have a poll tax, but it is not the function 
of Illinois to tell such other States that 
because Illinois does not have a poll tax 
the other States shall not have one, any 
more than it would be the right of the 
States that do have the poll tax to say 
to Illinois, “Now, Illinois, you must es- 
tablish a poll tax; you have got to have 
a poll tax just as we have.” Is it not 
just as logical, is it not just as reason- 
able for the other States to demand that 
Illinois and Florida adopt a poll tax as 
it is that Florida and Illinois, neither 
one of which has the poll tax, shall say 
to the other States, “We have not any 
poll tax; it does not bother us; we can 
run for office and all that, but we are 
just burning up to engage in a-noble 
crusade and we are going to say to you 
benighted, benumbed, and bedraggled 
States to do as we have done; we want 
you to have the same laws as we have.” 

As I said the other day, the Governor 
of the State of Florida came before the 
Finance Committee and said: 

For God's sake, do not tax the race horses 
any more; in Florida we rely on them for 
revenue; we get 14 percent of our State rev- 
enue from race dogs and race horses. If you 
impose a Federal tax on them so that they 
will be put out of business and will not pay 
the State tax we will have to refinance our 
whole State economy. 


That is all right. If Florida wants 
race horses that is her business. Florida 
has many other attractions, and why 
should she not have race horses? 
(Laughter.] 

I was in Ilinois recently. They have 
many laws there. They also have race 
horses, and they get money out of horse 
racing. We are not trying to prevent 
them having race horses. They have 
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traffic laws. I do not like them as well as 
I like the traffic laws in Texas, but that 
is no reason why I should say to Illinois, 
“I do not like your traffic laws and we are 
going to pass a law in Congress making 
you have traffic laws suchas are in force 
in Oklahoma.” No one would stand for 
that. 

Mr. President, I am astounded, I am 
shocked that the Senate of the United 
States should consider taking this ac- 
tion as I contemplate the wreckage and 
ruin of the Constitution of the United 
States with the Senator from Iilinois on 
the one hand and the Senator from 
Florida on the other bitterly disputing as 
to which one should hold the dagger of 
Brutus that did the dirty deed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Tuomas of Utah in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the confer- 
ence report. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, during the 
progress of the pending legislation I sub- 
mitted a number of proposals to the 
conferees and to the chairman of the 
committee, and I should like now to ask 
the chairman of the committee if the 
position set forth in a letter from the 
New York State War Ballot Commission 
is correct or if they have perhaps failed 
to interpret the bill as it is interpreted 
in the minds of the members of the 
committee in charge of the legislation. 
In New York a State law accords the 
privilege of voting to men in the armed 
service no matter where they may be 
located. The privilege is extended to 
them to vote for town, village, county, 
city, State, and Federal officers, and there 
is no imposition of a poll tax or any other 
requirement of that particular character. 
We feel that we have a model law which 
has been in operation now for several 
months. Ballots have been printed, the 
registration forms have been mailed, and 
there is a feeling that the pending legis- 
lation will interfere with the progress and 
application of the legislation which has 
been enacted by the State of New York. 

One of the questions asked of me in 
a recent communication from the chair- 
man of the commission, to which I in- 
vite the attention of the chairman of 
the committee in charge of the pending 
legislation, is as follows: 

Under this Ramsay bill many thousands 
of New York soldiers who are now in Pine 
Camp, Fort Niagara, Madison Barracks, and 
many fiying fields would be disenfranchised 
for the reason that the Ramsay bill provides 
that only soldiers who are not within the 
State of New York, or their respective resi- 
dences, could avail themselves of the provi- 
sions of the Federal law. 


These men are in the armed services, 
they are removed from their home dis- 
tricts, but they are still within the State. 
It is the contention of the New York 
State Ballot Commission that the pro- 
posed law might disfranchise these men, 
and I should like to direct that question 
to the chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, if I am 
not mistaken, the distinguished Senator 
from New York read from the same doc- 
ument to which he is now referring, or 
from a similar one, and asked the same 
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questions, while we were debating the 
proposed. legislation on the floor of the 
Senate. I remember this particular 
question because I replied that the state- 
ment as to the provisions of the pro- 
posed law was not correct. The law 
will apply to anyone absent, not from 
the State, but’ from his place of resi- 
dence. 

Mr. MEAD, I thank the able Senator 
for his reply. I wanted to be sure that 
it was contained in the record of the 
debates on the pending legislation. 

Another question has been asked, 
which I may also have raised on a pre- 
vious occasion. Under the proposed law 
the service man applies for the right to 
vote by filling out a postal card. Under 
the New York State law he applies for 
the right to vote by filling out a rather 
comprehensive questionnaire. As be- 
tween filling out the postal card and the 
questionnaire, the average individual 
might follow the line of least resistance 
and apply by merely signing his name 
to a postal card. That is not in con- 
formity with our State election law and 
with our registration law, and it might 
result in a denial to a resident of the 
State of the right to vote for local offi- 
cers. It might prevent him from voting 
for State, county, village, or city officers, 
and permit him to vote only for Federal 
officers. 

I should like to have the distinguished 
Senator from Rhode Island tell me 
whether or not, if applying for a ballot 
by filling out a postal card gives a man 
a right to vote for Federal! officers, would 
it be necessary for him, in order to be 
entitled to vote for local and State offi- 
cers, to fill out a separate application 
coming from the State authority? 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, Congress 
obviously has authority only to provide 
regulations for the election of Federal 
Officials. Therefore it has nothing to do 
with the election of State officials. There 
is no prohibition, however, against addi- 
tional opportunities being given by a 
State for voting for the election of State 
officials in connection with the provisions 
for the election of Federal officials. In 
fact, it is specifically stated in the pro- 
posed law itself that that very thing may 
be done. Furthermore, there is provi- 
sion whereby the secretary of state, when 
sending out the ballots, may include with 
the ballot both the State ballot, as the 
State law makes it possible, and a booklet 
explaining the provisions of the law. So 
I think any enlisted man would be able 
to understand his rights. He has the 
choice of voting under one ballot or the 
other, as he sees fit. Both ballots can- 
not be counted, of course, when it comes 
n the counting of the votes in the elec- 

on. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, it occurs to 
me that there will be some confusion, 
because in a number of States which 
have already enacted laws of this charac- 
ter forms have been prepared, and the 
forms which have been prepared con- 
form with the election and registration 
requirements within the State. The 
forms filled out and properly certified to 
will bring to the service man the ballot 
which the citizen in the community will 
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receive on election day when he goes to 
vote. That ballot will contain a complete 
list of officials to be voted for at the 
election. 

The postal card, however, as suggested 
in the pending bill, will, when filled out, 
merely permit the serviceman to vote for 
Federal officials, who will be in some in- 
stances Members of Congress only. Un- 
less some arrangements are made where- 
by the secretary of state shall be able to 
furnish the servicemen with the State 
application, plus the postal card, plus a 
booklet of instructions, I am afraid that 
a great many votes will fail to be properly 
recorded. 

It occurs to me that the amendment 
offered by my distinguished colleague, the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDEN- 
BERG], or the amendment which I offered 
to the conferees, which would eliminate 
such States as have already enacted ade- 
quate legislation granting the right to 
vote to the servicemen, should be con- 
tained in the proposed law. In view of 
the fact that the parliamentary situa- 
tion will not allow them to be considered 
at this time, in view of the fact that the 
proposed legislation contains a great 
many helpful privileges, in view of the 
fact that it is too late to consider amend- 
ments of any kind, I hope that the au- 
thorities will get together, in order that 
confusion will be reduced to a minimum, 
and that the men of the armed forces, no 
matter where they may be, will be al- 
lowed to vote for all the officers for whom 
they would be allowed to vote if they were 
home in their own voting precincts. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I am glad to yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am, of course, 
in complete agreement with the Senator 
regarding his feeling that this new sys- 
tem may invite serious confusion. I dis- 
cussed that matter at considerable 
length during the debate. I sought to 
clarify the situation, but there seemed 
to be no successful formula. It appears 
to me, I will say to the Senator from New 
York—and I think the Senator from 
Rhode Island will agree to the state- 
ment—that it finally comes down to this: 
If the secretaries of state in the various 
States will fully exercise the option which 
is given them under the proposed law, 
they can make sure that the ballot which 
the soldier receives, no matter what ap- 
plication he files, is a total ballot, cover- 
ing everything. I think the situation in 
the final analysis is up to the secretary 
of state in the respective States. The 
law gives him the option, it is up to him, 
and, as explained to me by the able Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island during the de- 
bate, the only reason why that could not 
be made a mandate of the pending stat- 
ute is that the Congress cannot take 
constitutional jurisdiction over State 
offices, and could not order the secre- 
taries of state to do this complete job. 

The statute will permit the secretaries 
of state to amplify the ballot so that it 
will include not only the Federal officers, 
but all the State officers. It is up to the 
secretaries of state. I wish to add, how- 
ever, that I am still afraid that the sol- 
dier in the field will find a substantial 
confusion in this dual invitation which 
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he receives to cast his ballot, and if there 
is any possible way to make it emphatic- 
ally plain to him that he can use but 
one of the methods, and why he should 
use one or the other, I agree with the 
able Senator from New York that every 
possible effort to that end should be 
made, because I think that otherwise, in 
States such as New York and Michigan, 
which have adequate absentee voters’ 
laws, the privilege proposed will not be 
an asset but a liability. 

Mr. MEAD. I am obliged to the able 
Senator from Michigan for his note- 
worthy contribution, and I was attempt- 
ing to say a moment ago that if the 
secretaries of state and the War Ballot 
Commission will get together in States 
where State laws covering this question 
are already enacted, and if they will sim- 
plify the procedure insofar as they are 
able to do so, the maximum number of 
votes will be cast, 

I wish to compliment the chairman of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Green]. I know that he consid- 
ered our requests, and that he discussed 
the matter in the conference. I realize 
the obstacles in his pathway, like the 
interference of the Federal authority 
with the proper authority of the State. 
We have no other course than to accept 
the proposed legislation as it is before 
us. Amendments are out of order. It 
is a worthy objective. We will make the 
best of it. I hope that the secretaries 
of state and the War Ballot Commission 
will heed the good advice given to them 
by the able Senator from Michigan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I wish 
to make an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee, the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Green], if he will permit me 
to do so. The description of those who 
are the beneficiaries under the poll-tax 
amendment is a little different in lan- 
guage from that in some other sections 
of the bill, in that in the poll-tax amend- 
ment the auxiliary services are not spe- 
cifically mentioned, as they are in the 
other provisions of the bill. I am sure 
it was the intention of the committee 
and of the chairman that the beneficial 
provisions of the poll-tax section should 
be alike available to the members of the 
Army Nurse Corps, the Navy Nurse 
Corps, the Women’s Navy Reserve, and 
the Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps, al- 
though they are not specifically men- 
tioned in the poll-tax provision. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, to answer 
the question I will say that of course I do 
not know what was the intention of the 
Senator who submitted the amendment; 
but it seems to me that the intention of 
the Senate in adopting the amendment, 
and the phraseology of the two clauses 
would lead one to the conclusion that the 
term “military service” in the amend- 
ment included all the different services 
enumerated in the first clause, for the 
reason that in the first clause it is pro- 
vided: 

In time of war, notwithstanding any pro- 


vision of State law relating to the registration 
of qualified voters, every individual absent 
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from the place of his residence and serving 
in the land or naval forces of the United 
States— 


Then it goes on— 


including the members of the Army Nurse 
Corps, the Navy Nurse Corps, the Women’s 
Navy Reserve, and the Women’s Army Auxil- 
lary Corps— 


And so forth. That shows that the 
principal phrase was “serving in the land 
or naval forces of the United States,” and 
the other language simply in amplifica- 
tion to show what was meant by that 
phrase. So when the next section refers 
to persons in the military service, I think 
it must mean persons serving in the land 
or naval forces of the United States, and 
the conclusion would be that all those 
forces enumerated would be included in 
the phrase “in military service.” 

Mr. PEPPER. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I shall not 
detain the Senate long. I realize that 
extended debate on the bill would Le of 
no avail. I appreciate the fact that 
under all the circumstances there could 
not, as a practical matter, be very ex- 
tended debate on the bill. The Senate 
shortly will have to consider legislation 
dealing with the matter of inflation and 
the dangers it presents at this hour. It 
is necessary that the Senate very shortly 
consider the long overdue tax bill. Only 
this morning the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs considered an important 
piece of legislation affecting our Army 
and our war effort. It will very quickly 
have to be considered by the Senate. In 
fact there could be no time at this critical 
period for extended debate or discussion 
of the bill now before us. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CONNALLY] has made a very able 
speech against the bill in which he pre- 
sented the constitutional argument 
against the bill. Ido not wish to reiter- 
ate what the Senator from Texas has 
said. Ido wish to join with and associate 
myself with him in the argument he has 
made. 

The Senator from Texas stood squarely 
on section 2 of article I of the Constitu- 
tion. I see no way to escape from that 
section. I see no way to find any other 
ground on which to stand. The language 
of that section is clear. Itis definite. It 
is unequivocal. It provides that— 


The House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of Members chosen every second year 
by the people of the several States, and the 
electors in each State shall have the qualifi- 
cations requisite for electors of the most 
numerous branch of the State legislature, 


There is no equivocation about that 
language. There are no “buts” or “ifs” 
to that language. There are no condi- 
tions precedent or conditions subsequent 
in that language. It is so clear that any 
10-year old child reading it can know 
and- would know exactly what its mean- 
ing is. There is nothing in the lan- 
guage that in any way says that the 
qualifications shall be those requisite for 
electors of the most numerous branch of 
the State legislature unless the Congress 
shall prescribe otherwise or unless some- 
one else shall make some other prescrip- 
tion as to the qualifications. The lan- 
guage is clear; the language is specific. 
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It has been in the Constitution from the 
very beginning. It cannot be changed, 
Mr. President, by an act of Congress. 

Mr. President, the representatives of 
the people who wrote the Constitution, 
wrote that language into the Constitu- 
tion. They failed to delegate any power 
to the Federal Government, or to the 
Congress as a branch of the Federal 
Government, in any way to prescribe or 
modify or fix the qualifications. They 
left it to the States to fix the qualifica- 
tions for the electors both voting for 
Federal officials and State officials. 

‘Mr. President, the only way that that 
provision of the Constitution could be 
changed would be for a constitutional 
amendment to be adopted; for the people 
who have the power, and who did not see 
fit to delegate the power to the Congress 
or to the Federal Government, to come 
along and through an amendment to the 
Constitution change this section, and 
delegate such power to the Congress or 
to the Federal Government. But until 
there is an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion, no power rests in the Congress or 
in any other branch of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to prescribe the qualifications 
for electors. 

This fact was clearly and specifically 
recognized when the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution was adopted; 
because in section 2 of that amendment 
there is a provision,recognizing that the 
States may deny the right to vote to cer- 
tain of its citizens, and providing a 
penalty on the State or States if such 
right should be denied. If the Congress 
has the power to fix the qualifications 
and to prescribe them, why was it pro- 
vided in section 2 of the fourteenth 
amendment that if a State denied or 
abridged the right to vote, a penalty 
should be imposed upon it? 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL, I yield. 

Mr. GILLETTE. The Senator is a 
trifle inaccurate, I believe, in that the 
section to which he refers does not penal- 
ize for any abridgement, but for abridge- 
ment except for certain excepted pro- 
visions. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is correct as 
to that. 

Mr. GILLETTE, I did not want the 
statement of the Senator to be left in 
the Recorp without that correction. 

Mr. HILL. I appreciate that. The 
Senator is absolutely correct. Of course, 
the penalty is provided as the Senator 
has stated. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Exactly. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Texas 
called attention to the nineteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution, the women’s 
suffrage amendment. If the Congress 
could have fixed the qualifications, cer- 
tainly so far as the election of Federal 
officials was concerned there was no need 
for the amendment. All congress had 
to do was to pass a law which would pro- 
vide that no person should be denied the 
right to vote on account of sex. It would 
not have been necessary to have had the 
nineteenth amendment. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 
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Mr. CONNALLY. Does not the very 
fact that the Federal Government says 
that no person shall be denied the right 
to vote on account of sex imply that_the 
right to vote can be denied on some other 
ground? 

Mr. HILL. Of course; as the Senator 
has said, the very fact that the Consti- 
tution says that a person cannot be de- 
nied the right to vote on account of sex, 
shows the full power to be in the hands 
of the several States except as expressly 
limited by the Constitution. In 1913, 
when the seventeenth amendment, pro- 
viding for the direct election of Senators, 
was adopted, the people—because the 
people write the Constitution; it is their 
Constitution—realizing that for 125 years 
our system of government had worked 
well with the power to prescribe the qual- 
ifications resting in the States, reaffirmed 
that power and specifically provided that 
the qualifications of electors in electing 
United States Senators should be just 
what the qualifications of electors had 
been for the past 125 years, to wit, the 
qualifications laid down by the States 
themselves. 

Mr. President, the views which the 
Senator from Texas has expressed, views 
in which I concur and which I have 
sought briefly to state, were well stated 
by the Supreme Court in the Breedlove 
case in 1937. Language could not be 
clearer or more definite than this—I 
quote from the Supreme Court: 

The privilege of voting is not derived from 
the United States but is conferred by the 
State and, save as restrained by the fifteenth 
amendment (right to vote regardless of race, 
color, or previous servitude) or the nine- 
teenth amendment. (woman’s suffrage) and 
other provisions of the Federal Constitution, 
the State may condition suffrage as it deems 
proper, 


Let me repeat the last words: 
May condition suffrage, 


Let me call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Texas to the use of the word 
“condition” by the Supreme Court.. The 
Senator from Texas will recall that our 
able colleague the Senator from Florida 
sought to make a fine distinction between 
“qualification” and “condition.” Here we 
find the Supreme Court of the United 
States using the very word “condition,” 
showing that the Court makes no dis- 
tinction between what the Senator from 
Florida sought to call a condition prece- 
dent and a qualification. 

The decision of the Court in the 
Breedlove case, in 1937, found confirma- 
tion when the Supreme Court, in 1941, 
about a year ago, sustained that decision 
by denying a writ of certiorari in the 
Pirtle case. 

Mr. President, under the clear lan- 
guage of the Constitution and under the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, I cannot escape by any 
processes of the imagination the very 
fixed conclusion that the bill is uncon- 
Stitutional. It is clearly unconstitu- 
tional, Congress having no power what- 
ever to legislate and prescribe the qualifi- 
cations or the condition, to use the words 
of the Supreme Court, for the electors. 

The bill would take from the various 
States of the Union a right which those 
States have exercised for 150 years—the 


SEPTEMBER 10 


right to prescribe the qualifications for 
electors. It is a clear and specific inva- 
sion of that right, an abridement of that 
right of the States, and an abridgment 
for which there is no constitutional 
authority. 

Mr. President, to show how dangerous 
is this proposed legislation we need only 
to look at the history of the legislation 
itself. When the bill was first intro- 
duced and when it first passed the House 
of Representatives, it was a bill merely to 
set up machinery to provide that soldiers 
who met the qualifications of their re- 
spective States might vote. That was all 
the bill did. But it opened the door. It 
opened the door for having Congress go 
into the matter of prescribing the quali- 
fications of electors. The bill was not 
permitted to remain in the form in which 
it passed the House of Representatives. 
The Senate went further; it went into 
the question of prescribing qualifications 
when it adopted the amendment to strike 
down the poll-tax requirement as a qual- 
ification. It went further by putting in 
a provision making the bill apply to pri- 
maries as well as to elections. As it 
passed the House of Representatives, the 
bill contained no reference at all to pri- 
maries. The Senate went further by 
making the bill apply to all soldiers, 
wherever. they might be, although the 
War Department says that such a thing 
is impractical, that it is not possible un- 
der existing conditions to provide for sol- 
diers to vote who are scattered to the 
four ends of the earth, and that to enact 
this provision into law may seriously im- 
pair or impede our war effort, and may 
endanger the very lives of the soldiers 
whom the bill is supposed to benefit. 

Mr. President, on August 29 the Secre- 
tary of War, Mr. Stimson, wrote a letter 
to the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives in opposition to the bill. He 
began his letter by saying: 


I am compelled respectfully to direct the 


attention of Congress * * * to grave 
questions, 
Grave questions! Would it be possible 


to use a more challenging word, one 
which carries more import, or one more 
calculated to arrest attention and to pre- 
vent action, than the word “grave”? 


I am compelled respectfully to direct the 
attention of the Congress * * * to grave 
questions involving the matter of pending 
legislation to provide absentee voting by 
members of the armed forces of the United 
States serving outside the continental limits. 
I have particular reference to H. R. 7416, “a 
bill to provide for a method of voting, in time 
of war, by members of the land and naval 
forces absent from the place of their residence 
and serving within the continental United 
States,” now pending in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. This bill was passed by the House 
of Representatives on July 23, 1942, and by 
the Senate, with amendments, on August 
25, 1942. 

At the outset and with a view to making 
sure that the War Department's general posi- 
tion on this question be not misunderstood, 
I desire to reiterate that which has been 
stated in reports to committee of the Con- 
gress on such legislative proposals, viz: “The 
War Department desires that it be clearly 
understood that it offers no objection to the 
principle of men in the armed forces voting 
in any election in which they are eligible to 
vote. The Department desires, insofar as it 
is possible, to give such assistance and en= 
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couragement as it can to the exercise of vot- 
ing rights to men in the Army, but such 
assistance and encouragement should not be 
permitted to impede military functions in 
any way or to result in divulging secret infor- 
mation.” 

It is the considered opinion of the War 
Department that H. R. 7416, as passed by 
the Senate and as previously passed by the 
House of Representatives, would impede mili- 
tary functions and might result in divulging 
secret Information. 

The War Department is opposed to the 
authorization of voting by members of the 
armed forces serving outside the continental 
limits of the United States or in Alaska. It 
is a matter of public information that we do 
not have available at this time sufficient 
transportation facilities to carry our forces, 
weapons, munitions, foods, medicines, and 
other essential supplies overseas. Continu- 
ous intensive study is being given to this 
problem, and as one result there was inau- 
gurated some time ago a new postal facility 
known as V-mail service. On June 15, 1942, 
microfilming of V-mail was initiated for a 
limited number of destinations and gradual 
extensions will be made as additional facili- 
ties become available. The bulk and weight 
of microfilmed mail is only about 2 percent 
that of ordinary mail. This is cited to show 
what far-reaching steps are being taken to 
reduce overseas shipments, 


Mr. President, the Secretary of War 
shows how critical is the situation with 
respect to transportation, how strained 
we are, how limited we are in our facili- 
ties, and what a tremendous burden will 
be placed upon those facilities by the bill 
now under discussion. Are we to believe 
that the men at Bataan were more inter- 
ested in receiving ballots than they were 
in receiving guns, munitions, food, medi- 
cine, and supplies which they did not 
have, and the lack of which led to their 
defeat? 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Alabama yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I have been following 
the Senator’s discussion with a great deal 
of interest. Is the Senator opposed to 
giving soldiers the right to vote? 

Mr. HILL. Let me say to the Senator 
from New Eampshire that 44 out of 48 
States have made provision for their 
soldiers to vote. My State of Alabama 
has made the provision for her soldiers to 
vote. I favor giving the right to vote to 
every soldier who is qualified in the State 

“of which he is a resident. However, I 
shall not make a gesture with respect to 
giving soldiers the right to vote when to 
do so would involve doing something 
which would be unconstitutional as well 
as a violation of the rights of my State 
and of every other State. The Secretary 
of War states that passage of the bill in 
its amended form may well impede our 
war effort, divulge important military in- 
formation, and even endanger the lives 
of men whom the bill under consideration 
would affect. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Does the Senator 
agree with the Secretary of War in the 
statement which he has made? 

Mr. HILL. I have no disposition not 
to be absolutely candid with the Senator 
from New Hampshire, but I have had 
no such opportunity to study the situa- 
tion as I am sure the Secretary of War 
has had. The Secretary of War has in- 
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formation which I do not have, and 
which I do not think any Senator has 
or can have, because it is secret and 
confidential information, concerning ex- 
isting transportation facilities. The 
Secretary has information with respect 
to the burden now placed upon those 
facilities, and the necessity of the War 
Department resorting to the so-called 
V-mail, or the microfilm procedure which 
has reduced the bulk and weight of the 
mail 98 percent. He knows just what 
the need is, and he does not hesitate to 
state that he believes that the bill would 
place a tremendous burden on the trans- 
portation facilities. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Alabama yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator from 
New Hampshire spoke with respect to giv- 
ing to the soldiers the right to vote, and 
suggested that it should be granted to 
allofthem. Does not the bill now under 
discussion in effect discriminate against 
the ones in distant lands? They will 
not have the privilege of voting. 

Mr, That is practically what 
the Secretary of War says. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The soldier who is 
stationed in this country will have an 
opportunity to vote and the one who is 
in a distant land will not have the oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is quite cor- 
rect. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator from 
New Hampshire asked the Senator from 
Alabama if he was not in favor of giving 
the soldiers the right to vote. It is im- 
possible to give something which one does 
not have. If a panhandler on the street 
asks me for a quarter and I feel in my 
pocket and ascertain that I do not have 
a quarter, I cannot give it to him. We 
have not the power to give every soldier 
the right to vote. 

Mr, HILL. The Senator from Texas 
is absolutely correct. In his statement 
he puts his hand on the heart of the 
whole situation. The Congress has only 
that power which has been delegated to 
it under the Constitution. Congress can- 
not give something which it does not 
have. 

Mr. BRIDGES. The argument which 
the Senator was using concerning the 
burden placed upon our transportation 
facilities would not apply in the present 
case, would it? I understood the Senator 
to quote from the letter of the Secretary 
of War, who stated that the bill would 
put a great burden on the transporta- 
tion facilities of the country in carrying 
mail to and from soldiers. If the bill 
were limited to soldiers and sailors with- 
in the continental United States there 
would not be any great burden placed 
upon our shipping system, would there? 

Mr. HILL. If the operation of the bill 
were limited to the United States I think 
the objection of the Secretary of War 
based on transportation facilities would 
be met. Unquestionably there would be 
no such burden if the bill were limited 
to the continental United States, as it 
was when it passed the House, 

Mr. GILLETTE, Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Alabama yield? 
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Mr. HILL. I will yield to the Senator 
in a moment. Let me read one short 
paragraph from the letter of the Secre- 
tary of War because it bears on the ques- 
tion raised by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 


The shipment of the supplies of applica- 
tions for ballots (postal cards), the return to 
the various secretaries of states of the exe- 
cuted applications, thence the carrying of the 
blank ballots and instructions to the voters, 
and the return of the executed ballots from 
the several theaters of operations overseas, 
would present a tremendous problem. This 
is particularly true of this year’s fall elec- 
tions because of the short time now Te- 
maining. 


I call the attention of the Senator 
from Texas to the following language 
because it clearly indicates what the Sen- 
ator has said will come to pass. The man 
overseas will not have an opportunity to 
vote. 

The Secretary continues as follows: 


Indeed, the time is now so short that there 
is a grave question that the various opera- 
tions essential to carrying out the provisions 
of the bill could be completed so that the 
executed ballots would be in the hands of 
election officials of the various districts or 
precincts or counties of the voters’ residences 
by the time the polls are closed. 

A further, but less tangible, objection in- 
volves that of national security. Rigid cen- 
sorship is imposed upon mail coming from 
our overseas forces. The War Department 
would not feel justified in waiving such re- 
strictions in the interest of the secret ballot, 
nor would it recommend to the Congress that 
such waiver be directed by statute. Further, 
there would be the possibility of secret in- 
formation being disclosed to the enemy as ta 
the location and strength of our forces. 

The question of providing a means for 
members of the military forces to vote in 
time of war is an old one. Under date of 
April 17, 1918, the then Acting Secretary of 
War, Hon. Benedict, Crowell, wrote the Secre- 
tary of the Navy as follows: 

“After a most careful consideration of this 
entire matter, the War Department is of the 
opinion that it is neither advisable nor de- 
sirable to allow soldiers in the theater of 
war to vote, Their yotes cannot be taken 
without seriously interfering with the mili- 
tary efficiency of our fighting forces. 


Do we wish seriously to interfere with 
the military efficiency of our fighting 
forces? 

An effort was made to permit some of the 
men in France to vote in the fall of 1917 and 
it was then and there proven, at least to the 
satisfaction of the military authorities, that 
such an effort seriously interfered with mili- 
tary efficiency. The job at this time even if 
time permitted, with our forces being so wide- 
spread, literally to the four corners of the 
earth, would be impossible to perform with- 
out jeopardizing military operations. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield to the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Alabama if he believes that 
it would seriously interfere with the mo- 
rale and efficiency of our fighting men to 
give them the right to vote? 

Mr. HILL. The War Department does 
not speak of morale but it strongly feels 
that to carry out the provisions of the bill 
with all the necessary machinery for 
same would seriously interfere with mil- 
itary efficiency and military operations. 
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I believe the War Department has a bet- 
ter insight and a better picture of the sit- 
uation than has any other agency or in- 
dividual. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is a member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the Senate, and he well 
knows that the War Department is in 
possession of the best information with 
respect to the situation. Neither I nor 
any other Member of Congress has such 
facts, because they involve confidential, 
secret military information. 

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator’s state- 
ment is merely an assumption, because 
the Department has never put such pro- 
cedure into practice. It is based on what 
the Secretary has said. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, no; itis not. I invite 
the Senator’s attention to these words: 

An effort was made to permit some of the 
men in France to vote in the fall of 1917, 
and it was then and there proven, at least 
to the satisfaction of the military authori- 
ties, that such an effort seriously interfered 
with military efficiency. 


That is a proved case. It is not specu- 
lation. It is not hypothesis. It is an 
example. In a test case some of the men 
were permitted to vote, and the conclu- 
sion was reached, as the Secretary of 
War has said, that it proved to be a seri- 
ous interference with military efficiency. 

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator prob- 
ably cannot answer, but I should like to 
have an answer to the question, How 
can giving a man the right to vote inter- 
fere with his efficiency as a fighting man? 

Mr. HILL. These men are scattered in 
fox holes in the far ends of the earth, and 
the situation surrounding them and the 
conditions to be overcome are such as to 
involve interference with military effi- 
ciency. It is not a question of merely 
giving the right to vote, even if the Con- 
gress had power to give the right to 
vote. 

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator does not 
object to giving the men in this country 
the right to vote, but just those who are 
outside the United States, Is that his 
view? 

Mr. HILL. As a Member of the Sen- 
ate, I cannot give anybody the right to 
vote, because I do not think the Senate 
and the other House of Congress have any 
power to give anybody the right to vote. 
I favor letting all men vote who in their 
respective States are qualified to vote; I 
favor, as I have said, giving all soldiers 
the right to vote who in their respective 
States are qualified to vote. As I stated 
in the beginning of my remarks, 44 out 
of the 48 States have made provision 
enabling men who are qualified in those 
States to vote. 

Mr. BRIDGES. All the arguments 
that we have been discussing here for the 
past few minutes, which the Senator has 
brought up and which he has obtained 
from the Secretary of War, according to 
his latest statement, are wholly beside 
the point. 

Mr, HILL. No. 

Mr. BRIDGES. No matter what the 
situation may be, he does not believe that 
Congress has the power to give these men 
the right to vote. 

Mr. HILL. I think there are two prop- 
ositions involved. In the first place, un- 
der the Constitution, the Congress has no 
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power to give these men the right to vote. 
Then, we also are confronted with the 
practical proposition, raised by the letter 
of the Secretary of War, that, in the 
opinion of the War Department, as illus- 
trated in 1917, to try to set up and oper- 
ate the machinery necessary to enable 
the men overseas to vote, would seriously 
affect military efficiency. 

Mr. BRIDGES. That must have been 
in some isolated case of a single State 
or a few States, and not under a Federal 
statute. 

Mr. HILL. So far as interference with 
military efficiency is concerned, it would 
not make any difference whether the 
privilege was exercised under the ma- 
chinery of a State statute or of an at- 
tempted Federal statute. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL, I yield to the Senator from 
Iowa. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I merely wanted to 
ask the Senator two questions. Does the 
Senator know of any time in the history 
of the United States when the Congress 
has attempted by congressional enact- 
ment to withdraw the authority con- 
ferred on the States by section 2 of 
article I? 

Mr. HILL. I certainly do not, but, on 
the contrary, wherever Congress has sub- 
mitted an: amendment to the Constitu- 
tion that in any way affected section 2 
the Congress, in the very act of submit- 
ting the constitutional amendment, has 
confirmed and reaffirmed section 2 of 
article I of the Constitution. 

Mr. GILLETTE. That answers the 
second query I intended to propound. On 
three occasions when the Nation has at- 
tempted to restrict that authority of the 
States which was conferred by the Con- 
stitution, to wit, in the fourteenth, and 
the fifteenth, and the nineteenth amend- 
ments, Congress has in every case done 
so by proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution, as amendments are pro- 
vided for by that document. 

Mr. HILL. Exactly; and if they had 
thought that Congress had the power to 
fix the qualifications it would not have 
been necessary for the Congress to sub- 
mit the amendments; it would not have 
been necessary to have gone through the 
long and somewhat tortuous and cer- 
tainly slow process of amending the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. President, as the Senator from 
Texas has said, of course, anyone could 
make an appealing speech about letting 
the soldiers vote. As I have said, in 44 
of the 48 States the machinery is already 
set up and provided, and is in existence 
today to enable soldiers to vote. 

Mr. HERRING. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield to the Senator from 
Iowa. 

Mr. HERRING. Does the Senator 
know that in many of the States, under 
the provisions of the State law, ballots 
cannot be distributed until the lst of 
October and, in some cases, until the 
10th of October, so that there would be 
little chance to get the ballots to soldiers 
who are absent? 

Mr. HILL. I should say that there 
will be just about as much time to get 
the ballots under the State laws as un- 
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der the pending bill. All the different 
steps which would have to be taken un- 
der the bill would require time, so that 
there certainly would be no saving of 
time as compared to State action. 

Mr. HERRING. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. HILL, I yield. ? 

Mr. HERRING. Under this bill a card 
would have to be mailed to a soldier; his 
return card would be sent to the secre- 
tary of state, and back would go his 
ballot. 

Mr. HILL. Exactly. 

Mr. HERRING. And under the State 
law he must write the secretary of state 
and get an application for an absentee- 
voter ballot. Communications would 
have to go back and forth three or four 
times, and that would consume time, 

Mr. HILL. Under this bill there has 
got to be sent to the soldier a postal card, 
If he is in Australia or in the Solomon 
Islands it would be necessary to send the 
post card all the way to Australia or the 
Solomon Islands; the soldier would have 
to fill out the postal card and send it all 
the way back to the secretary of state of 
his State; then the secretary of state 
would have to send to the soldier, all 
the way back to the Solomon Islands or 
Australia, a ballot, and that. ballot would 
have to be returned to the election offi- 
cials. Let me say to the Senator that, 
according to my information, the average 
oceangoing vessel can make only two or 
three round trips to Australia in a whole 
year’s time. 

Mr. HERRING. Perhaps the Senator 
has no relative across the water, as some 
of the others of us have, and I will say 
a him that I hear from my boy every 7 

ays. . 

Mr. HILL, I am delighted to hear the 
Senator say so. Of course, whether any 
of us have any relatives or have not any 
relatives across the seas is not germane 
to the question involved; but I can say 
that I have some relatives who are serv- 
ing outside the United States. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should 
like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. HILL. I am glad to yield to the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I realize that there is 
much truth in what the Senator from 
Alabama says as to the impossibility of- 
carrying out the provisions of this pro- 
posed law if we pass it today, and it is a 
sad commentary, it seems to me, if it is 
true. I should like to ask him if he 
thinks it comes with good grace for those 
who are opposed to this legislation and 
who have delayed it for weeks and are 
now further delaying it at the very end 
of the legislative process to complain that 
if we pass the bill it ‘ill be too late and 
will not do any good? 

Mr. HILL, I will say to the Senator 
that I am not conscious of the fact that 
there has been any undue delay about 
the pending legislation. 

Mr. NORRIS. The delay, as I under- 
stand, has come about because of those 
wo are opposed to the legislation. 

Mr, HILL, So far as today is con- 
cerned, we have been discussing the con- 
ference report for hardly 2 hours, and I 
can assure the Senator, if he is growing 
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weary and restless, that I shall shortly 
conclude. 

M.. NORRIS. I do not want the Sen- 
ator to get that idea. 

Mr. HILL. As I recall, the Senator 
showed some—what shall I say?—ennui 
when the Senator from Texas [Mr. Con- 
NALLY] was celivering his address. 

Mr. NORRIS. I did not mean that 
anything I said should be so construed, 
and I had no such idea. 

Mr. HILL. I know the Senator from 
Texas and I are the only two Senators 
on our side who will have anything to 
say on the pending question, and the 
fact is that if the Senator from Nebraska 
had not interrupted me I would be in 
my seat now, because I was at the very 
close of what I intended to say. 

Mr. NORRIS. Then, perhaps, I am 
to blame for some of the delay so far as 
this discussion is concerned. 

Mr. HILL. Since the Senator raised 
the question of delay, I am afraid that he 
has contributed to it, because I had only 
about one or two more sentences to ut- 
ter, and then I was going to take my 
seat, 

Mr. NORRIS. I had not supposed 
that I would be charged with delaying 
the measure. I can say that, in my 
opinion, if it were not for the peculiar 
parliamentary situation we would not 
have this question before us. The Sen- 
ate adopted amendments to the bill 
passed by the House. The House could 
have agreed to the amendments adopted 
by the Senate, but the House did not do 
that, as I understand, because those 
who were opposed to the proposed legis- 
lation prevented that course being fol- 
lowed. If it had been followed, we would 
not be debating the question now. I am 
not complaining; I know Members of the 
House had a right to proceed as they 
did. I am not finding fault with them 
that the bill was sent to conference. 
Now the House conferees have agreed to 
all the Senate amendments. So the ef- 
fect will be when we shall have adopted 
the conference report just the same as 
though the House had originally agreed 
to the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HILL. Of course the Senator 
realizes that he and I are not responsible 
for the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but the Senator knows—for 
he had a distinguished career in the 
House, and I had the honor of serving 
there—that if there is any body in the 
world a majority of which can work its 
will at all times without delay it is the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. NORRIS. I suppose that is true. 
That is true in the Senate, in a gen- 
eral way—— 

Mr. HILL. No, I would not say that 
is true in the Senate. 

Mr. NORRIS. But it takes a long 
time to do it. It took a long time in 
the House to pass on this matter. 

Mr. HILL. I would not say that is 
true in the Senate. The Senator knows 
that with our unlimited debate, with no 
previous question, or anything of that 
kind, matters can be delayed in the 
Senate. So far as the House is con- 
cerned, as the Senator well knows, under 
the rules of the House of Representa- 
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tives the majority can at all times work 
its will without delay. 

Mr. NORRIS. In the House and in 
the Senate also there must be a quorum. 
As I understand, when this bill went 
back to the House, advantage was taken 
of the technicality that there was not 
a quorum in the city, and it was delayed 
for quite a long time. 

Mr. HILL. I think the Senator should 
say they took the technical position that 
a quorum was not present. ‘The vote in 
the House yesterday showed that more 
than a quorum voted for the bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. But it took some time 
to get it, and that time would not have 
been consumed, and it was not taken, by 
the friends of the proposed legislation. 
It was taken by those who were opposed 
to it. So, if the bill is being passed too 
late, so that it will be impossible of en- 
forcement by the Secretary of War and 
other officials, practically all the delay, 
and the impossibility of enforcing the 
law, will have come about by the action 
of those opposed to the legislation. 

Mr. HILL. Of course, the Senator rec- 
ognizes that those who oppose the pro- 
posal, although he may not agree with 
them, feel that there is a very funda- 
mental question involved in this proposed 
legislation. 

Mr. NORRIS, I am not complaining 
about that. 

Mr. HILL. A very great constitutional 
question is involved in the proposal. I 
think those who feel that a great con- 
stitutional question is involved, that a 
fundamental proposition is involved, one 
opening a door which, if carried through 
to its logical conclusion, might even end 
in the dissolution of our dual system, 
and the obliteration of State sovereignty 
could not be criticized because they de- 
manded that a quorum be present to vote 
on a bill of this supreme and far-reach- 
ing importance. 

In conclusion, I desire to protest as 
vigorously as I can against the enact- 
ment of this bill, I think it is most 
unfortunate that a measure with such an 
unconstitutional provision, with its in- 
vasion of the rights of the States, should 
be brought in at this time. The enact- 
ment of the bill will, in my opinion, be 
resented by many loyal, devoted, patri- 
otic citizens. At this grave hour in the 
history of our country the compulsion 
of the hour dictates that we do all those 
things which will make for unity and a 
united effort on the part of our people, 
and that we do nothing at all which will 
cause people to resent action on the part 
of the Federal Government, to resent 
what they feel to be ayviolation of the 
Constitution, and an intrusion on the 
rights of the States, and an intrusion on 
their own rights. To invite resentment 
is to invite division among our people and 
to undermine our war effort. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, Senators 
have stated that they were anxious to 
bring up other matters, and I have urged 
them to desist for a short time in order 
that we may proceed to vote on the 
question now before the Senate. After 
all, the only question before the Senate 
is whether it will adopt the conference 
report, which the House has already 
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agreed to. The conferees on the part 
of the Senate were successful in obeying 
their instructions—namely, that they in- 
sist on the Senate amendments. The 
House agreed to all the Senate amend- 
ments, so that all the questions which 
have been discussed here today are be- 
side the point. The only point before 
the Senate is whether it will agree to 
accept the conference report, and I trust 
we may have a vote on it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Mc- 
Farran in the chair). The question is 
on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names; 


Aiken Gillette Overton 
Andrews Green Pepper 
Bailey Guffey Radcliffe 
Ball Gurney 

Barkley Hatch Reynolds 
Bone Hayden Sier 
Bridges Herring Shipstead 
Brown Hill Smathers 
Burton Johnson, Colo, Stewart 
Butler re 

Byrd La Follette Thomas, Utah 
Capper Langer bey 
Caraway McCarran ‘Truman 
Clark, Idaho McFarland 

Clark, Mo. McKellar Vandenberg 
Connally McNary Van Nuys 
Danaher Mead Wallgren 
Davis Millikin Walsh 
George Norris Wiley 
Gerry O'Daniel Willis 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, HATCH 
in the chair). Sixty Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is 
present. 

The question is on agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 

The report was agreed to. f 

PRICE CONTROL AND INFLATION 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it will be 
necessary for me to go to the Finance 
Committee in a few minutes. I desire 
to ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ator from New York (Mr. WAGNER] and 
I may introduce a bill on the subject of 
price control and inflation during the ad- 
journment of the Senate following to- 
day’s session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, 
Tuomas of Utah in the chair). Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Michigan? 

Mr, McNARY. Mr. President, I un- 
derstand the able Senator from Michigan 
to say that he desires unanimous consent 
jointly with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Wacner] to introduce a bill during 
the adjournment of the Senate? 

Mr.BROWN. Yes; that is my request. 

Mr. McNARY. May I ask the Senator 
on what day he thinks the bill will be 
ready for introduction? 

Mr. BROWN. I think we can have it 
ready by Saturday. I will say that any 
Senator who wants a copy of it—and sev- 
eral have spoken to me about it—will 
receive one as soon as it is introduced. 

Mr. McNARY. Will it be printed by 
Monday next? 

Mr. BROWN. I think it can be; yes. 

Mr. McNARY. Is it the desire and in- 
tention of the Senator from Michigan 
that the bill shall be referred? 
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Mr. BROWN, I shall ask its reference 
to the Banking and Currency Committee, 

Mr. McNARY, At the time the bill is 
introduced? 

Mr. BROWN. We had hoped—and I 
may say to the Senator from Oregon 
that we have already made tentative 
arrangements to that effect—to hear 
representatives of the administration on 
Monday, and farm representatives on 
‘Tuesday. I have already talked with 
Mr. O'Neal and other representatives of 
farm groups who want to be heard, and 
that.date is satisfactory to them, Then 
I thought we would perhaps hear from 
other interested parties on Wednesday, 
and we hope to have the bill reported 
some time late next week. I may say to 
the Senator from Oregon that I make 
this request because I realize if the bill 
is to be acted on at an early date, that 
it is necessary to have it considered 
before the tax bill reaches the Senate. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I grant 
that, and I think the request is a reason- 
able one. However, I stated a few days 
ago that I should want to consider the 
purposes of the bill before I would con- 
sent to it being referred to any particu- 
lar committee. I may ask the Senator 
from Michigan who probably will be in 
charge of the bill, if it will refer generally 
to price controls affecting raw materials 
produced on the farm and wage controls? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes. So far as the 
Senator from Michigan is concerned, 
that is his thought on the subject. 

Mr. McNARY. So that it will embrace 
all the factors involved in the cost of 
production and the cost of living? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes. The Senator is 
correct. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, under 
that statement, and in view of the expe- 
rience which the able Senator from Mich- 
igan has had in handling so ably the pre- 
vious price-control bill, I have no objec- 
tion to the Senator’s request. In fact, I 
think the bill ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. Itisa 
rather unusual procedure to ask unani- 
mous consent to introduce a bill, but, if 
it is permissible under the rule, I have no 
objection, i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Michigan then expand his 
request to include waiver of the first and 
second reading of the bill and its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency? 

Mr. BROWN. Ido, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the unanimous-consent re- 
quest made by the Senator from Michi- 
gan? ‘The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 


CORRECTION IN THE ENROLLMENT OF 
HOUSE BILL 7416—ABSENTEE VOTING 
BY MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate House Concurrent Resolution 
83, which was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, in the enroll- 
ment of the bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for 
a method of voting, in time of war, by mem- 
bers of the land and naval forces absent from 
their place of residence and serving within 
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the continental United States, is authorized 
and directed— 

(1) In section 4 (a), to strike out “2” and 
insert in lieu thereof “3"; 

(2) In section 6 (b), to strike out “4” and 
insert in lieu thereof “5”; 

(3) In section 7, to strike out “2” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “3”; 

(4) In the title, to strike out “and serving 
within the continental United States”. 


Mr, GREEN. Mr. President, I simply 
wish to explain that one of the amend- 
ments made the change in numbers 
necessary in some of the sections. The 
change in the title was made necessary 
by the adoption of the amendment be- 
cause it struck out references to the con- 
tinental United States. ‘The changes 
contained in the concurrent resolution 
are purely formal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the concur- 
rent resolution, 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. 
Res. 83) was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Vice President be au- 
thorized to sign House bill 7416 during 
the adjournment of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 


REMARKS AGAINST CRITICISM OF SEN- 
ATOR GREEN AND REPRESENTATIVE 
FOGARTY IN THE PROVIDENCE (R. I.) 
JOURNAL 


Mr. BONE. Mr. President, a few days 
ago I came across an editorial in the 
Providence (R. I.) Journal. My interest 
in this editorial was aroused by its caus- 
tic comments on the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. Green] and Mr. 
JOHN E. Focarty, a House Member from 
that State. Both of these Members of 
Congress were the subject of vigorous 
criticism, 

The editor laid down the dictum that 
“criticism is the essence of our free- 
doms,” and then proceeded to apply this 
theory by criticizing the Senator from 
Rhode Island for being a strong pro- 
administration man, and Representative 
Focarty for a somewhat opposite view- 
point. The Senator from Rhode Island 
is denounced for being p. “yes man,” and 
Representative Fogarty for being a “no 
man,” 

The Providence Journal is apparently 
strongly Republican, and such an edi- 
torial makes plain why its editor finds 
justification for this peculiar form of 
criticism. Being any kind of a Demo- 
crat deeply offends him. Many news- 
papers have lost their ability to mold 
public opinion by such a bitterly partisan 
attitude which finds nothing commend- 
able in the viewpoints of men in the 
opposite party. 

The editor very logically suggests that 
the people will want to know to what end 
criticism is being directed and what point 
of view motivatesit. His editorial on the 
Senator from Rhode Island and Repre- 
sentative Focarty provides a complete 
answer. I imagine that the people of 
Rhode Island will have little trouble dis- 
cerning exactly what “point of view” 
motivates this biting editorial observa- 
tion of the Journal. 
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When an editor asks the voters to de- 
feat a public servant because of his 
defense of certain views which the editor 
regards as bad and then calls upon the 
same voters to defeat another man for 
holding a contrary view, he thereby 
demonstrates why the public frequently 
ignores editorial advice. 

The voters have learned to look behind 
the spirit of partisan rancor which creeps 
into so many editorial observations. 
They have come to know what motivates 
the editorial “point of view” of many 
newspapers. 


JAPANESE ON THE PACIFIC COAST 


Mr. President, there is one other mat- 
ter to which I should like to refer, 
which may be a matter of more immedi- 
ate concern to the people of the Pacific 
coast than to people of the east coast. 
It has to do with the viewpoint of a well- 
known citizen of my State and of the 
Pacific coast. His name is Miller Free- 
man. -Atone time Mr. Freeman was the 
Republican national committeeman from 
my State. He publishes seven journals 
devoted to business life on the coast. The 
ae Freeman publications are as fol- 

ows: 


Facific Fisherman, founded 1903: Devoted 
to the commercial fisheries of the Pacific. 
Leading fisheries journal of the world, and a 
recognized authority. 

Pacific Motor Boat, founded 1908: Devoted 
to motor boat activities of the Pacific coast. 

West Coast Lumberman, founded 1900: De- 
voted to the timber industries of the West. 
Largest and most successful journal of its 
kind in the world. 

Pacific Pulp and Paper Industry: Devoted 
to the important pulp and paper activities of 
the Pacific slope, including Western Canada. 

The Log: Devoted to the maritime inter- 
ests of the Pacific. Founded 1920, catering 
particularly to the personnel, including mas- 
ters, mates, pilots, and engineers, Largest 
circulation of any marine journal published 
in the Pacific area, with world-wide distri- 
bution. 

Mining World: Champion of the mining 
and metallurgical industries of the West. 

Western Canner and Packer, founded 1908: 
Devoted to the food processing and packing 
industries of the West. 


Mr. President, this will give some idea 
of Mr. Freeman’s interest, which is 
purely at present, and has been for many 
years past, in the business world. Mr. 
Freeman has for many years interested 
himself in the Japanese question. As far 
back as 34 years ago he was publicizing 
the Japanese question and writing edi- 
torials on the subject, and I should like 
to quote two or three paragraphs from an 
editorial he wrote back in 1908: 


It is high time that the people of the Pacific 
coast cease their futile pursuit of that will-o'- 
the-wisp, the Japanese trade, which selfish 
interests have held dangling before their 
eyes, and realize to what goal this blind com- 
mergialism is leading them. It is time they 
began to appreciate that, even were the dream 
of a big Japanese commerce to come true, 
some other things are just as much worth 
while, 

It would be a Tow order of patriotism in- 
deed that seeks for a hollow trade supremacy 
at the cost of social welfare, perhaps at the 
cost of ultimate strife, and of all the basic 
principles which are the foundation of Amer- 
ican home supremacy, of domestic integrity, 
and of national pride. And it is an even 
lower order of patriotism that will infiict 
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these dangers and this deception upon an 
altogether too unconscious people, merely for 
the gratification of personal and corporate 
ambitions, 


He winds up the editorial with this 
paragraph: 

If we follow the false doctrines preached 
by pro-Japanese press, we will soon be mak- 
ing Japan a present of the Pacific coast in 
order to preserve our friendly relations and 
build up a large American-Japanese com- 
merce for Nippon steamships to handle. 


That expression of 34 years ago is typ- 
ical of the viewpoint of Miller Freeman. 
Whether one agree with his economic or 
political views, or any other views he may 
cherish, one can only be constrained to 
regard him a prophet. He was pointing 
out those many years ago that we might 
pay a tragic price for our commercial re- 
lations with Japan. 

Mr. President, those of us who have 
lived among the Japanese know that they 
are a very cold and hard and purposeful 
people. They do not deceive anyone 
who is realistic in his contemplation of 
the problem presented by this whole busi- 
ness of Japanese trade. 

We know now to our sorrow what it 
meant to arm Japan by sending to her 
millions of tons of scrap iron and muni- 
tions of war at a time when we were 
professing friendship for poor China. 

We are also learning, Mr. President, 
I may say parenthetically, that our al- 
together pleasant pre-war relations with 
Germany, represented by recently un- 
covered connections of big American 
business organizations, have come back 
to us, and will come back to us, in the 
form of blood and tears and ashes in our 
mouths, although some publications in 
this country are stoutly defending these 
business relations with the Hitler ma- 
chine and the cartel crowd as though 
they were utterly sacrosanct. They say, 
on the one hand, that we cannot do 
business with Hitler, and in the next 
breath decry the fact that some of us are 
trying to show up these business rela- 
tions which haye beer carried on, rela- 
tions which, as I view them, have been 
distinctly to our national disadvantage, 
since they meant a close relationship that 
vitally affected our military preparations. 

Without attempting to evaluate Mr, 
Freeman’s views, because they speak for 
themselves, it may be said, whether one 
agrees with his party philosophy or not, 
that he is a very able and patriotic man. 
He has written an editorial which will 
appear or already has appeared in his 
Pacific coast publications. It deals with 
the Japanese question. Because it is an 
interesting and forceful editorial, Mr, 
President, I ask unanimous consent that 
it be printed in the Recorp as a part of 
my remarks. I am sure that all those 
who are vitally interested in the Japa- 
nese question will find it to their ad- 
vantage to read it. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

The problem arising from the presence in 
the Western United States of some 300,000 
persons of Japanese ancestry has been tempo- 
rarily controlled, but it has not been solved. 

This population is, and will continue to be, 
@ growing, threatening, incubus upon the 
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United States—unless the riddle which arises 
from it is accorded energetic and courageous 
attention. 

The writer for many years challenged Jap- 
anese immigration and infiltration into the 
United States as jeopardizing the safety of 
this country. For this he has been pilloried 
by some, scoffed at by others—until Pearl 
Harbor silenced such critics in shame. 

Before the Tolan Congressional Committee 
Investigating National Defense Migration the 
writer on March 2, 1942, uttered a statement 
which sought to enunciate certain considered 
principles touching the Japanese population, 
its position in this country, and America’s 
attitude toward its people of Japanese ances- 
try. 


The Tolan committee statement has been 
accorded no small measure of attention. Per- 
haps significantly, its opening sentence 
squares precisely with the control currently 
being exercised over Japanese in Pacific 
coastal areas. The sentence was: “It is my 
recommendation that all Japanese, both alien 
and American-born, be evacuated from the 
Pacific Coast States, and other defense areas, 
and kept in the interior under strict control 
for the duration of the war.” 

This present writing seeks to extend the 
statement made before the Tolan committee. 

It enunciates a doctrine which the Miller 
Freeman Publications will espouse and sup- 
port. It raises a standard to which we invite 
adherence in patriotism and tolerance, 

By our blindness in the past we have 
brought upon ourselves and future genera- 
tions the problem of the presence in this 
country of a prolific, insoluble Oriental race, 
already numbering some 300,000 persons. 

For the safety of these people, and our- 
selves as well, we must recognize this prob- 
lem, and seek its solution. We have cur- 
rently cont-olled it; but the future will bring 
it back again, intensified by the bitter memo- 
ries of war and perfidy. 

Let no one cry “persecution.” There is no 
taint of persecution in our doctrine. Rather 
it is conceived in tolerance, but in realistic 
recognition of the dangers and brutality of 
racial hatreds, and of the perils inherent in 
a national ambition which litters its history 
with the tattered shreds of its honor and its 
most solemn obligations, 

We are not here considering our future 
relations with Japan and its people. Japan 
has taken the sword, and Japan must perish 
by the sword. To that end America fights in 
unity and with inflexible purpose. 

We are concerned here with America’s 
problem of the Japanese within her gates— 
most of them, by our own will, American 
citizens, 

As a result of the strange vagaries of Ameri- 
can law, the Japanese who are American citi- 
zens enjoy that status merely by the accident 
of birth. 

They were born American citizens because 
they were born here. We have given them 
full rights with any American, and have ex- 
acted no obligation of them. 

They did not ask to be Americans. They 
took no obligation to be Americans. They 
have not even foresworn the dual citizenship 
which Japan maintains for them. 

Some American-born Japanese are loyal to 
America, but among their ranks are many 
who are not. Unfortunately, the loyal share 
the onus which treason and espionage and 
treachery have brought to all of them. 

When the war is won, must the Japanese 
come back from the inland areas to bitter- 
ness, suspicion, and hatred won for them by 
traitorous elements among them and the 
failure of the loyal to prove their loyalty? 

Solution must be found for this problem— 
and it should be sought most assiduously by 
those Japanese who are loyal Americans, aided 
by all who tolerantly and intelligently seek 
the welfare of the United States and future 
peace on and along the Pacific. 
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It is not enough for Japanese-Americans 
to buy bonds and prate of loyalty. Words 
spoken and oaths sworn by Japanese tongues 
will bear little weight with the American 
people so long as Pearl Harbor reverberates 
in American memories. 

The stain must be wiped out by actions. 

Let Japanese who would enjoy American 
citizenship denounce the Japanese program 
for the enslavement of east Asia. 

Let there be an end to Japanese-language 
schools dedicated to the training of American 
citizens in allegiance to Japan. 

Let the loyal drive out those who bring 
shame upon them by traitorous activities. 

Let every Japanese repudiate the doctrine 
of the divinity of the Emperor of Japan and 
denounce him as the dishonored foe of civil- 
ized mankind. 

Let us on our part seek the means by 
which to prevent persons of alien heart from 
winning American citizenship based on birth 
alone and without assumption of those duties 
and obligations which that citizenship im- 


poses. 
This is not persecution—for persecution 
offers no solution to the problem. 
Neither is the cry “persecution” an answer 
to the call to thoughtful, tolerant recognition 
and consideration of the problem, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HATCH 
in the chair) laid before the Senate mes- 
sages from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations, 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Commiittes 
on Appropriations: 

Lindley R. Durkee, of Washington, to be 
Work Projects administrator for Washington, 
effective as of September 1, 1942, vice George 
R. Stuntz. 

From the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 

By Mr. BARKLEY, from the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce: 

Charles H. March, of Minnesota, to be a 
Federal Trade Commissioner for a term of 7 
years from September 26, 1942 (reappoint=- 
ment). 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Sundry officers for appointment and pro- 
motion in the Navy. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to report from the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce the 
nomination of Charles H. March, of 
Minnesota, to be a Federal Trade Com- 
missioner for a term of 7 years from 
September 26, 1942. This is a reap- 
pointment. I ask that the nomination 
be placed on the calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

If there be no further reports of com- 
mittees, the clerk will state the nomina- 
tions on the calendar. 
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COAST GUARD 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Coast Guard. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations in the Coast Guard be confirmed 
en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are con- 
firmed en bloc. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi- 
nations in the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nominations in the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey are con- 
firmed en bloc. 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters on 
the calendar. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
that the nominations of postmasters on 
the calendar be confirmed en bloc, with 
the exception of the nomination of Fred 
J. Blumer, to be postmaster at Monroe, 
Wis. The Senators from Wisconsin [Mr. 
La FoLLETTE and Mr. Wier] have re- 
quested that that nomination go over 
until Monday. At their request, I ask 
that the nomination go over. 

Mr. McNARY. I was going to make 
the same request, Mr. President. Both 
Senators from Wisconsin have asked 
that the nomination go over until Mon- 
day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations of postmas- 
ters are confirmed en bloc, with the ex- 
ception of the nomination of Fred J. 
Blumer, to be postmaster at Monroe, 
Wis., which will go over until Monday. 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. Inasmuch as the 
nomination of Charles H. March, of Min- 
nesota, to be a Federal Trade Commis- 
sioner is a reappointment, I ask that that 
nomination also be considered at this 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
nomination will be stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination 
of Charles H. March, of Minnesota, to be 
a Federal Trade Commissioner for a term 
of 7 years from September 26, 1942. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the nomination? ‘The Chair hears none, 
and, without objection, the nomination is 
confirmed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi- 
dent be notified of all nominations this 
day confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

That completes the Executive Cal- 
endar. 


CONTROL OF UTILITY RATES AND 
COMMODITY PRICES 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of legislative business. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, it seems 
to me that it is worth our while to call 
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the attention of the country and of the 
Senate to what I believe to be an impor- 
tant and material necessity in connection 
with the control-of-prices program upon 
which the Government has engaged. 
We passed the price-control bill and set 
up a Price Administrator and gave him 
certain powers. In my humble opinion, 
he cannot successfully cope with the 
thousands of dilemmas and predicaments 
which present themselves to him, and he 
cannot have any effect upon the control 
of prices unless he is given control cf all 
prices, including all that affect our cost 
of living. 

In the act creating the Office of Price 
Administrator we specifically excluded 
from his control all regulation of public- 
utility rates, such as telephone, gas, 
water, and eleciric rates, streetcar fares, 
and so forth. It was natural that such 
an exclusion should be made because the 
regulation of all such rates is provided 
for and controlled by various boards and 
commissions. Yet I fear that the handi- 
cap which that exclusion has placed upon 
the Price Administrator may have a dis- 
astrous effect upon his attempt to pre- 
vent runaway prices and a consequent 
increase in the cost of living, with re- 
sultant inflation, which all of us want to 
prevent. 

I had a short correspondence with the 
Price Administrator; and I think I can 
best illustrate it by reading my letter to 
him and his reply. 

On August 11 I wrote the Price Admin- 
istrator as follows: 


My Dear Mr. ADMINISTRATOR: I have given 
some study to the various attempts of the 
utility companies—gas, telephone, and elec- 
tric—to increase rates and to make applica- 
tion in the various States to the proper com- 
missions for such increases. 

These attempts have increased recently, 
and I understand several States in the Middle 
West have allowed these increases. In other 
States applications have been made and are 
now pending. My recollection is that you 
participated in some of the hearings on such 
a petition, and late in June a release was 
given by your office in which the public was 
informed that you had asked to intervene 
where an application for an increase of elec- 
tric rates was pending before the Maine 
Public Utilities Commission at Bangor. 

I am of the opinion that these attempts to 
increase rates have been influenced to some 
extent at least by the general belief that the 
pending bill in Congress would increase the 
taxes on these utility companies. In the 
Maine case your petition of intervention al- 
leged that if these rates were increased over 
the country indiscriminately the result would 
be that your work in stabilizing prices would 
be greatly interfered with, and that the re- 
sult would be the “hoarding, manipulation, 
speculation, and other disruptive practices 
resulting from abnormal market conditions 
and scarcities caused by or contributing to 
the national emergency.” 


You alleged that such increases made be- 
cause of the increased Federal taxes “would 
be contrary to the intention of the Congress, 
inflationary in character, and adversely affect 
the program and policies of the Office of Price 
Administration to stabilize prices.” 

I am interested in this subject because I 
believe that a general increase in utility rates, 
where it is not clearly shown that such an in- 
crease is necessary in the public interest, 
would not only be inflationary but would 
affect the program and policies of your or- 
ganization and would make it practically im- 
Possible for you to stabilize prices. 
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The purpose of this letter is to ascertain, 
if possible, to what extent applications for 
such increases are coming in from over the 
country generally, and, if they are coming in, 
what you are doing about the matter, and 
what you are able to do to prevent such 
increases. 

It seems to me this subject is very im- 
portant at this time because of the pending 
tex bill before the Finance Committee of the 
Senate. It is very possible that some legisla- 
tion on this subject should be included in 
this proposal before it is enacted into law, 

Your early reply will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 
G. W. Norris. 


On August 19 Mr. Henderson answered 
that letter as follows, his letter being 
directed to me: 


I was greatly interested in your letter of 
August 11 on the problem of utility rates 
and the program of this office and the Na- 
tional Government to stabilize commodity 
prices and the cost of living. The problem 
has been given special attention by this Office 
in recent weeks and I shall be happy to 
supply you with information about our ac- 
tivities in that field and “to aid you in ascer- 
taining to what extent applications for such 
increase are coming in from over the coun- 
try generally and, if they are coming in, 
what we are doing about the matter, and 
what we are able to do to prevent such 
increases.” 

As you know, the Emergency Price Control 
Act exempts utilities and common-carrier 
rates and we are without power to fix such 
rates and charges. Nevertheless, we have 
deemed it necessary to participate in rate- 
regulatory proceedings in our effort, not al- 
together unsuccessful thus far, to prevent in- 
creases in conflict with our basic program. 

Let me refer briefly to some of the specific 
cases and problems we have recently en- 
countered in this field. In April our atten- 
tion was called to the 15-percent increase in 
telephone rates made by the Northwestern 
Bell Telephone Co. in the State of Iowa. 
This increase, termed a surcharge by the 
company, was imposed on nearly all exchange 
and intra-State toll service. No regulatory 
agency whose permission must be first ob- 
tained for such rate increase in Iowa is pro- 
vided for by the laws of that State. After 
obtaining the technical assistance of the 
Federal Communications Commission, we 
called the company in conference and re- 
quested it to withdraw this increase as it 
appeared that the higher rates were imposed 
in large part to effect estimated higher Fed- 
eral income taxes. The company agreed to 
this request and subsequently withdrew a 
request for a rate increase of about the same 
character pending before the North Dakota 
commission, although it had earlier obtained 
the approval of the South Dakota commission 
for a similar increase in rates. 

We are attempting to keep a close watch 
over other telephone rate increase applica- 
tions in various parts of the country. The 
American Telephone & Telegraph Co. has 
furnished us with a list of all such applica- 
tions which have been made by its associated 
companies. I am glad to say that there are 
now relatively few such applications pending. 

A somewhat more difficult problem with 
respect to telephone rates is presented in 
connection with the rates charged by the 
independent telephone companies because of 
their large number. We recently met with 
the executive committee of the United States 
Independent Telephone Association and ex- 
plained our program to them. To the extent 
of our ability, we propose to scrutinize their 
requests for increases and participate in as 
many cases as possible. 

Because of your lifelong effort to protect 
the public in their relations with the electric 
light and power industry, you may be es- 
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pecially interested in our work In the electric 
rate field. It is true, as you suggest, we filed 
a petition for intervention in the Bangor 
Hydro-Electric rate case before the Maine 
Public Utility Commission. There, too, it 
appeared that the increase requested was 
because of projected higher Federal income 
taxes. Moreover, we were advised by certain 
paper companies, customers of the electric 
company, that if the power rate increase was 
approved, they would seek to have our maxi- 
mum prices on paper and pulp increased. 
While conferences were pending with respect 
to the date of hearing, the company withdrew 
its application for an increase. 


` Mr. President, that illustrates how the 
control of public utility rates has a direct 
bearing on the cost of living and, there- 
fore, on the question of inflation, 

The rates we pay for water, gas, tele- 
phone, and for electric light and power 
are all directly and properly chargeable 
to the cost of living. They relate to the 
necessities of life. In the aggregate, 
spread over the country, they amount to 
many hundreds of millions of dollars. 
Yet, Mr. Henderson has no power to fix 
such rates. I am not complaining that 
he does not have the power. Later I 
shall ask permission to introduce a bill 
which I believe will cover the situation. 
All public-utility rates are regulated by 
commissions somewhere, either State or 
National, The Maine case. illustrates 
how Mr. Henderson, while he had no 
right to reject the application made by 
the utility for a higher rate, did want to 
appear and show the Commission that if 
it allowed the increase requested the 
prices he had fixed in Maine would all 
be knocked into a cocked hat. While he 
could not fix a rate for electricity, if the 
Commission, which had the power to do 
so, should increase the rate it would put 
out of joint every ceiling he had made 
for commodities in Maine. He was in- 
formed, as he states in his letter, that the 
pulp company bought a great deal of elec- 
tricity, and that if the rates which it had 
to pay for electricity in the manufacture 
of wood pulp for newspapers should be 
increased, it would have to charge more 
for its product, which would start an end- 
less chain and result in inflation and 
ruin, 

I continue with the letter: 

At the request of the Rural Electrification 
Administration, we participated in confer- 
ences with respect to a proposed increase in 
rates for electric energy sold by an electric 
company to a rural cooperative. Subsequent- 
ly the company withdrew its request for 
higher rates. 


In this instance a rural electric coop- 
erative, supplying its customers with 
electricity, bought its current at whole- 
sale from a private company. The pri- 
vate company notified the cooperative 
that it would have to increase the rates. 
If that were done, it would probably fol-. 
low that an increase of rates would-take 
place among all the members of the co- 
operative organization. Hence the cost 
of living would climb and the danger of 
inflation would stare us in the face, 

Mr. Henderson continues: 

Among other power rate cases now receiv- 


ing our attention is the Niagara Falls Power 
Co. case before the New York Public Service 
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Commission. In another, the Pennsylvania 
Power & Light Co. is seeking increases before 
the Pennsylvania Public Utilities Commission 
applicable to its commercial and industrial 
customers, We will probably seek to inter- 
vene in this case also. 


At first blush one might think that Mr. 
Henderson should keep out, because the 
statute creating his office specifically 
states that he shall not have the power 
to fix utility rates. Yet he has proceeded 
on the theory that, even though he lacks 
the power, it is his duty, as he wishes to 
prevent inflation and to preserve the cost 
of living at a reasonable rate, to appear 
before various commissions and protest 
against increases in rates, because such 
increases would put out of joint every 
price which he has fixed. 

Mr, Henderson says further: 


Our survey of pending electric rate cases 
does not now indicate a large number of ap- 
plications for rate increases. However, there 
is now an upward trend in the number of re- 
quests for rate increases before the State 
commissions which seems to be due primarily 
to efforts to shift war taxes upon the utilities 
to their consumers. 

The gas-rate problem appears to be more 
troublesome at this time. Among the cities 
where increases have recently been made or 
now pending are Boston, Philadelphia, Cleye- 
land, Minneapolis, and Washington, D. C. 


I call attention to Washington because 
I understand. that yesterday certain ac- 
tion was taken, to which I shall refer 
when I finish reading this letter, and-that 
the Public Utilities Commission of: the 
District of Columbia will meet tomorrow 
2 give further consideration to the sub- 
ect. 

I continue with the reading of the 
letter: 


We are now or will oppose most of these 
increases, particularly because they adversely 
affect the cost of living of practically the 
entire population of those cities. 

The relationship cf taxes to utility rates 
is extremely important in devising and .ad- 
ministering a proper program to control prices 
and the cost of living. In peacetime the 
principle that a utility is entitled to a fair 
return after allowance of all Federal income 
tax has been generally accepted. As an es- 
sential war measure, however, we propose to 
oppose the application of this principle to 
any request which would contemplate an in- 
crease in rates predicated upon the allow- 
ance of anything over and above the normal 
Federal income tax. Higher rates predicated 
upon increased Federal taxes would obviously 
be contrary to the intention of Congress, be 
inflationary in character, and adversely affect 
our program to prevent further increases in 
the cost of living. 

In our work in this field we have sought 
to cooperate with the existing regulatory 
agencies. Both the Federal Power and the 
Communications Commissions have gladly 
made available the advice and help of their 
technical experts. 

I am glad to state that our right to inter- 
vene and participate seems to be readily con- 
ceded in these cases before the Federal and 
State utility commissions. However, one 
commission, that in the State of Illinois, has 
not yet acted upon our request for interven- 
tion. This is a proceeding involving street- 
ear fares in the city of Chicago. Of course 
we have no desire to interfere with the ef- 
forts of the State or Federal commissions 
under their respective statutes to reduce rates 
whenever found necessary. 
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In seeking to cooperate with the existing 
regulatory agencies in the utility and rail- 
road rate fields, we are proceeding in the 
belief that when Congress exempted these 
rates from our jurisdiction, it was implied 
that these Commissions would recognize 
that the dominant principle governing the 
fixing of all prices in wartime would be the 
Government's program to stabilize commodity 
prices and the cost of living and that the 
utility and railroad rate principles must be 
reexamined in the light of the Government's 
economic program, upon the success of which 
depends both the winning of the war and the 
peace. Their recognition of this obligation 
will be an important step in the success of 
the Government's program to prevent fur- 
ther increases in the cost of living. 

Therefore, while I hope there will be no 
need for additional legislation in this field, 
serious consideration must be given to the 
practice in Canada where the consent of the 
price board, which administers an over-all 
program, as well as that of the existing regu- 
latory authorities, is a prerequisite to utility 
rate increases. Certainly it should be under- 
stood without additional legislation that 
Federal income taxes shall be borne by those 
upon whom such taxes should be levied. A 
different policy would seriously impair, if 
not destroy, the basic efforts of the Govern- 
ment to stop inflation. 

We appreciate very much your interest in 
this phase of our work. If we can furnish 
you with any additional data or information 
on it, please do not hesitate to call upon us. 

Sincerely, 
LEON HENDERSON, 
Administrator. 


Mr. President, Mr. Henderson men- 
tions one place where he made an effort 
to prevent increasing gas rates, namely, 
in the city of Washington. I think it 
would not be unfair to say that, figura- 
tively speaking, when Mr. Henderson's 
representatives appeared before the 
Utilities Commission here they were po- 
litely shown the door. It is true Mr. 
Henderson has no authority to fix gas 
rates in the city of Washington, but, as 
I have said, his representatives were 
there for the purpose of trying to con- 
vince the Commission that an inerease in 
gas rates in the city of Washington 
meant that all the prices which he had 
fixed, after investigation, expense, and 
time, would all be knocked into a cocked 
hat. As I read the reports in the news- 
papers, I do not think that the repre- 
sentatives of the Price Administrator 
were treated with very great respect. 

Mr. President, Mr, Henderson stated 
in his letter that he did not think that 
additional legislation was necessary. If 
he encounters cases of the kind I have 
mentioned, however, as he is likely to do 
in many places, the law will have to be 
changed, it seems to me, because if we 
are going to control the cost of living, if 
we are going to prevent inflation—and I 
believe Congress is practically unani- 
mous in the desire to prevent it—the 
Price Administrator must have jurisdic- 
tion over everything that goes into the 
cost of living. If he does not have such 
jurisdiction, no matter how earnest and 
honest or efficiently he may try to per- 
form the duties of his office, he will meet 
with failure. I think what is going on 
right now in this city is an illustration. 
I do not think he ought to have author- 
ity or jurisdiction to control gas rates 
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specifically; but, at least, we ought to go 
as far as Canada has gone. 

I have talked with several representa- 
tive Canadians, and I understand from 
them that the Canadian law is working 
well. They said they did not see how 
conditions in Canada in this respect 
could be improved. In that country one 
commission has over-all jurisdiction and 
is given the right to say that no other 
commission anywhere in the Government 
shall increase commodity rates without 
its consent. 

Mr. President, I have prepared a bill 
which I think will accomplish that re- 
sult. It provides that no utility rate 
shall be raised without the consent of 
the Price Administrator. Such a provi- 
sion seems to me to be essential. If we 
are going to prevent inflation by the con- 
trol of prices—and no one questions that 
that is what we are trying to do—then 
the man or the commission that controls 
prices must have jurisdiction over every 
price that goes into the cost of living. 

Everyone knows that what the ordi- 
nary householder pays for gas or electric 
lights or for water goes directly into the 
cost of living. It cannot go anywhere 
else; it must go and does go there. If 
such rates are increased, the cost of liv- 
ing goes up; and if the householder is a 
wage earner, he has a right to say, “My 
cost of living has gone up; the utility 
companies haye increased the price of 
gas, of water, of electric light, of street- 
car fare, and I cannot live on my wages, 
which have been fixed.” I think wages 
must be fixed before we can be success- 
ful in our attempt to prevent inflation; 
but in order that utility rates all over 
the country may not be increased, unless 
there can be a showing of absolute neces- 
sity made, somebody ought to have the 
right to prevent such increases, and I do 
not know who could better do that than 
the Price Administrator. 

Mr. President, I have referred to the 
Utilities Commission in Washington, 
which tomorrow is going to take up the 
question whether or not they shall allow 
the gas company to increase the price of 
gas to practically every household in the 
great city of Washington. That action 
was not taken by unanimous vote of the 
Commission. The Commission consists 
of three men, and there was one member 
who through it all stood out against any 
such proceeding. Regardless, however, 
of motives—and it may be that they are 
moved by motives that are perfectly hon- 
orable and honest—everybody in the 
great struggle in which we are now en- 
gaged must sacrifice something; the poor 
and the rich, the millionaire and the 
pauper must all sacrifice in accordance 
with their ability to sacrifice, and it 
would, it seems to me, be inviting failure 
in our effort to prevent inflation if the 
Price Administrator had no power what- 
ever over public-utility rates, which, as 
everyone knows, go into the cost of living. 

It will be hard, perhaps, in a great 
many Cases, although I think in some 
it will be easy, for public utilities to pay 
increased taxes, but they must take the 
money out of their stockholders’ profits 
and not out of the consumer. I think a 
great many of them are so patriotic that 
they do not want to stand in the way 
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of preventing inflation, which Mr. Hen- 
derson is seeking to do. I believe that 
many of the applications for increased 
rates were withdrawn, as Mr. Hender- 
Son’s letter indicates, because of the pa- 
triotism of the men and the corporations 
that had made the applications. The 
commissions before whom they have ap- 
peared have almost universally said, 
“While we can say that he does not have 
jurisdiction in this matter, yet our ac- 
tion has definite application to the ques- 
tion of inflation and has definite appli- 
cation to the prices which Mr. Hender- 
son must fix, and the ceilings he must 
erect, if he is going to prevent inflation.” 

Therefore, it seems to me, that there 
ought to be a law which would give him 
that further jurisdiction, as a matter of 
prevention, and to guard against aetion 
by some utility commission that may 
not be imbued by the proper spirit or 
may be moved to allow increases in pub- 
lic utility rates; which, in the most part, 
have been made, I think beyond ques- 
tion, with the idea that Congress was 
about to pass a tax law which would 
increase the taxes on everybody, and 
the utilities were getting ready to pass 
the tax on to their consumers and thus 
have a direct effect upon the work of 
the Price Administrator and often bring 
it to naught. i 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent, therefore, to introduce the bill 
which I have mentioned which provides— 


That rates charged by any common carrier 
or other public utility shall not be increased 
without the consent of the Price Adminis- 
trator. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be received. The Chair inquires to 
what committee the Senator desires the 
bill referred? 

Mr. NORRIS. I think it should be 
referred to the Banking and Currency 
Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

The bill (S. 2767) to amend subsection 
(c) of section 302 of Public Law 421, 
Seventy-seventh Congress, chapter 26, 
second session, entitled “An act to fur- 
ther the national defense and security 
by checking speculative and excessive 
price rises, price dislocations, and infia- 
tionary tendencies, and for other pur- 
Poses,” approved January 30, 1942, was 
read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 


Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate 
adjourn until Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 
o'clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, September 14, 
1942, at 12 o’clock noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate September 10, 1942: 


SECRETARY OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAI 


Ernest K. Kai, of Hawaii, to be Secretary 
of the Territory of Hawaii, vice Charles M. 
Hite, resigned. 
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APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 
TO QUARTERMASTER CORPS 

Lt. Col. Charles Carlton, Infantry, with 
rank from April 19, 1942. 

TO CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

Second Lt. Myron Richard Bittikofer, Quar- 
termaster Corps (temporary captain), with 
rank from July 1, 1942. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 
TO BE COLONELS WITH RANK FROM SEPTEMBER 
1, 1942 

Lt. Col. Thomas Henry Rees, Jr., Cavalry 
(temporary colonel). 

Lt. Col. Floyd Randall Waltz, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 

Lt, Col. John Henry Woodberry, Ordnance 
Department (temporary colonel). 

‘Lt. Col. Harold Francis Loomis, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps (temporary brigadier general). 

Lt. Col, Leland Harold Stanford, Signal 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE 

MARINE Corps 

The following-named majors (temporary) 
to be majors in the Marine Corps from the 
29th day of April 1942: 

William A. Willis 

Harold W. Bauer 

The following-named majors (temporary) 
to be majors in the Marine Corps from the 
30th day of June 1942: 

Charles H. Hayes 

Richard C. Ma 

The following-named meritorious noncom- 
missioned officers to be second lieutenants 
in the Marine Corps from the 13th day of 
June 1942: " 

Sgt. George M. Warnke 

Platoon Sgt. Ralph H. Guppy, Jr. 

The following-named citizens to be second 
lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the 
13th day of June 1942: 

Wesley R. Christie, a citizen of Georgia. 

Richard H. Vestal, a citizen of Texas. 

Robert H. Hammond, a citizen of California. 

Paul H. Millichap, a citizen of Pennsylva- 
nia, to be a second lieutenant in the Marine 
Corps from the 6th day of August 1942. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 

the Senate September 10, 1942: 
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

Charles H. March to be a Federal Trade 
Commissioner for a term of 7 years from 
September 26, 1942. 

Coast GUARD 
PROMOTIONS 
To be lieutenants, to rank from May 25, 1942 
Harold L. Durgin Ronald M. Freeman 
Joseph R. Davis Joseph A. Ciccolella 
Thomas B. McKinstry Ralph S, Feola 
Ellis S. Gordon Howard W., Schleiter 
Myron W. Caskey Richard H. Fairman 
Forrest A. Tinsler Clarence N., Daniel 
Julian 8S. Loewus Harold D. Seilstad 
Wayne L. Goff 
COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 
To be hydrographic and geodetic engineers 
with rank of lieutenant commanders 

William M. Gibson 

Ralph Leslie Pfau 
To be hydrographic and geodetic engineers 

with rank of lieutenant 
William N. Martin 
Harold J. Seaborg 


POSTMASTERS 
ILLINOIS 
George K, Brenner, Madison, 
KENTUCKY 


George W. Tye, Barbourville, 
Susan R. Hill, Carrollton. 
Herman A. House, London. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Gracious Lord, who art our life and 
salvation, give us grateful hearts that 
we may praise Thee for the glory and 
bounty of this world; for the seasons 
with their seedtime and harvest, for all 
the blessings and gladness of life, and 
for good will toward all men. We pray 
especially for all Thy children, for the 
destitute and homeless, and for those 
who bear burdens not their own; save 
them from the anguish of despair that 
they may not be broken down by doubt. 

Heavenly Father, Thou has promised 
comfort, peace, and rest to those who 
believe in Thee; Thou hast said that the 
world is Thine and that the kingdoms of 
this world shall become Thy footstool; 
O God, forgive if we pray amiss. We look 
upon the valley, the mountain, and hori- 
zon and we see but the wandering star, 
and we pause; it tells us not of the morn- 
ing. O sun of righteousness, come forth 
from thy hiding place that we may be- 
hold the new heaven and the new earth 
in which dwelleth the parliament of man. 


This is my Father’s world, 
And to my listening ear, 

All nature sings and around me rings 
The music of the spheres; 

This is my Father’s world, 
Why should my heart be sad? 

The Lord is King; let the heavens ring; 
God reigns, let the earth be glad. 


Through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT 


Mr.BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that when the House ad- 
journs today it adjourn to meet on Mon- 
day next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, following 
any special orders heretofore entered, I 
may be permitted to address the House 
for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Tuesday 
next, at the completion of the legislative 
program of the day and following any 
special orders heretofore entered, I may 
be permitted to address the House for 15 
minutes. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GIFFORD. - Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, follow- 
ing any special orders heretofore entered, 
I may be permitted to address the House 
for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and include therein 
a short editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there-objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Record and include therein an ad- 
dress delivered by me in New York. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein an editorial from the New York 
Post of September 9. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Recorp and include therein an ad- 
dress entitled “Food for Freedom,” by 
Douglas H. Oswald, of Marianna, Fla., 
winner in the State and Southeastern 
F. F. A. public-speaking contest. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 


GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I have some- 
thing new to bring to the attention of the 
House today; that is the Treasury state- 
ment of September 4 showing at what 
speed we are running into the red, going 
in debt at the greatest speed this Nation 
has ever known in that respect. I have 
called this matter to the attention of the 
House time after time after time and 
asked the question, “Where are you 
going to get the money?” 

On September 4 the amount we have 
gone into the red since July 1 has been 
$9,777,000,000. This is at the rate of 
over $150,000,000 a day or over $100,000 a 
minute. It is with such speed we are 
going in the red that ought to make the 
minds and hearts and thoughts of every 
Member of Congress whirl, It should 
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make you dizzy.to think about it. I will 
tell you how to stop it in a measure. 

Now we are trying to sell bonds to the 
people. They will have to buy these 
bonds if we are to survive. But I say to 
the Congress here and now that we have 
a lot of things in the Government that 
we ought to do away with. We ought to 
stop extravagances, plug up the holes of 
waste, and cut out a lot of unnecessary 
spending that is now going on. That is 
the point I want to make: Stop this un- 
necessary spending. Stop a lot of New 
Deal agencies; close them up, and do it at 
once, I could name a dozen that ought 
to be put out of business, closed up, and 
the employees put at other jobs—jobs 
that will take that many people off of the 
pay roll of Uncle Sam and place them on 
the pay roll of industry and farms. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the Recorp 
and include therein two short news- 
paper articles. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

ADMINISTRATION OF THE SELECTIVE 

SERVICE ACT 


Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, during 
the past 2 months, since Congress passed 
the Servicemen’s Dependents Act and 
adopted amendments to the Selective 
Service Act, some commendable progress 
has been made toward eliminating in- 
justices in the draft system. 

There still are some inequities and con- 
siderable confusion which should receive 
immediate attention if our whole war 
effort is to proceed most effectively and 
discrimination is to be eliminated. 

I pointed out to this House more than 
8 weeks ago that there was a serious lack 
of uniformity in the administration of 
the Selective Service Act. Since that 
time numerous Members have received 
complaints, and there has been wide- 
spread criticism that policies followed by 
State directors and local boards were 
contradictory and inconsistent. Na- 
tional headquarters has not seen fit to 
correct this situation, although Brigadier 
General Hershey has attempted to focus 
attention on the new classifications set 
up by Congress in the recent amend- 
ments to the draft law. 

At the present time, despite the in- 
structions which General Hershey issued 
last week, married men in some areas 
still are being called for induction, while 
large numbers of single men in other 
areas have not been summoned. Indeed, 
as General Hershey’s own press release 
suggests, some boards have not found out 
yet how many single men they have in 
their lists. 
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There is serious confusion concerning 
the deferment of men in essential indus- 
tries, with the result that neither em- 
ployers nor employees can tell how long 
such men will be allowed to remain at 
their jobs. We are clamoring for in- 
creased production of all sorts of war 
supplies, yet the shipyards and aircraft 
plants and other factories turning out 
these vital items are losing trained 
workers rapidly. 

Failure of the War Manpower Com- 
mission and selective-service headquar- 
ters to lay down some clear-cut regula- 
tions which all local boards would be 
required to observe has had the effect of 
causing many essential men to enlist or 
seek commissions because they believed 
they soon would be reclassified into I-A 
and called for induction. 

A fundamental weakness in the whole 

draft system is the failure of Federal 
‘authorities to distribute quotas on a na- 
tional basis. 
- Iam advised that quotas are allocated 
to the individual States in accordance 
with the ratio between the national reg- 
istration and the total State registra- 
tion. There was no attempt to assign 
the largest quotas to the States with the 
largest number of single men. No con- 
sideration seems to have been given the 
fact that some States like California 
have a large number of war industries 
whose workers are essential to the war 
effort and should be placed in class II. 

In the States the same procedure has 
been followed in most instances, although 
I understand that in recent weeks efforts 
have been made to pool the I-A men. 
General Hershey’s memorandum last 
week, calling on all State directors to 
pool the I-A men, admits that the new 
instructions will not be completely effec- 
tive for another 60 days because calls 
for inductees are sent out that far in 
advance, 

The result is that boards with large 
numbers of married men and men who 
are essential to industry still are being 
required to furnish more inductees than 
they should. War industries are being 
handicapped and families still are being 
broken up, while in some sections there 
are substantial numbers of eligible single 
men still available. 

In this connection the latest issue of 
the United States News points out that 
the decentralization of the selective- 
service machine results in “a highly un- 
even working of the draft system that 
Congress may want to correct by a 
change in the law.” This magazine, 
which has followed developments in the 
draft very closely, also states that “Gen- 
eral Hershey prefers not to exercise the 
degree of control that he could exercise.” 

The time has come for Congress to act. 
We should act promptly and positively. 
A draft system which was designed for 
peacetime—when we thought that men 
were to be called into service only for 
1 year’s training—is not the best way 
to obtain men for warfare. We cannot 
continue to disrupt our industries and 
undermine internal morale by tolerating 
such a system. The immediate need is 
for uniform policies, regulations, and in- 
terpretations. We should end discrimi- 
nation and confusion by setting up a na- 
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tional draft system. I trust the Military 
Affairs Committee will lose no more time 
in looking into these phases of the prob- 
lem and that in the meantime the Fed- 
eral authorities responsible for mobiliz- 
ing our manpower for both industrial 
and military purposes will take further 
steps to correct the inequities and reduce 
the confusion. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr, Grant of Indiana addressed the 
House. His remarks appear in the Ap- 
pendix. ] 


PRICE CONTROL 


Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, in re- 
sponse to the President’s demand on this 
Congress for immediate action to fore- 
stall further inflationary trends, I have 
introduced a bili which unquestionably 
will achieve that purpose. 

The necessity for legislation of this 
kind is no surprise to me. The Presi- 
dent’s demand for legislation is likewise 
no surprise tome. The surprising thing 
is that so much time has been lost, time 
which well might have been used advan- 
tageously to curb the inflationary move- 
ments already advanced to a dangerous 
point. 

More than a year ago, when Price Ad- 
ministrator Henderson appeared before 
the Appropriations Committee, I asked 
him point blank whether an effective 
price-control program could be put into 
operation without controlling all factors 
entering into prices. His answer left no 
room for doubt, when he replied that a 
rigid price control was impossible with- 
out complete control of all the elements 
of cost. And yet, despite this unequiv- 
ocal statement, nothing effective has 
been done with one factor, nor is there a 
certainty at this time when it will be 
done. 

Congress should act on both fronts 
simultaneously. Why shotild we surren- 
der on the one line and make an aggres- 
sive attack on the other? Farm prices 
and wage rates are tied together. Both 
of them are factors which, if uncon- 
trolled, will be instrumental in blowing 
up the inflationary balloon. If we are 
to do a successful job in dealing with in- 
fiation, it cannot be a piecemeal, tinker- 
ing effort. The President has set a dead 
line for action on one front, but as to the 
other continued uncertainty prevails. 

The President would permit the Con- 
gress to provide a solution for the one 
problem but holds to himself the right to 
settle the other. Is this suggestion com- 
patible with our understanding of demo- 
cratic processes? 
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I believe it is high time that political 
values of all and every kind be dispensed 
with, and that our national need and our 
national peril be the sole motivating fac- 
tors. The American people are demand- 
ing action on both fronts at one and the 
same time, and that time is now. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr, Speak- 
er, I take this time to read the following 
telegram from Dr. J. B. Price, of Monti- 
cello, Ark., on behalf of my colleague the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Nor- 
RELL], who is absent on account of illness: 

MONTICELLO, ARK., September 7, 1942. 
Hon. Sam RAYBURN, 
Speaker, United States House of Repre- 
sentatives, 
Washington, D. C.: 

This will advise that Congressman W. F. 
NORRELL is now sick and has been for the past 
2 weeks. I am his attending physician and 
certify that he will not be able to return to 
the Capitol before about the 1st of Octo- 
ber 1942, 

J. B. Price, M. D. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES—OUR RUBBER SITUA- 
TION (H. DOC. NO. 836) 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following message from the President 
of the United States, which was read, and 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and 
ordered to be printed. 


To the. Congress of the United States: 

I herewith send to you, for your infor- 
mation, the digest and report of the Spe- 
cial Inquiry Committee which I ap- 
pointed on August 6 to study our rubber 
situation and to recommend action. 

The committee consists of B. M. Ba- 
ruch, chairman; Dr. J. B. Conant, presi- 
dent of Harvard University; Dr. Karl T, 
Compton, president of Massachusetts In- 
stitute of Technology; and a staff of 
experts. 

The introduction to the report tells the 
story in outline; the report proper gives 
the details in full. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE House, September 10, 1942, 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, the rec- 
ord should disclose some testimony in 
connection with the message of the Pres- 
ident to the Congress and the country 
which will throw light on the action 
taken by Congress in dealing with the 
control of prices and other factors in 
the realm of inflation. 

One has a right to presume that when 
a Cabinet member and an important 
Administrator in the executive branch 
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testifies before a committee of Congress 
in connection with pending legislation, 
that they speak for the administration 
and represent the views of the President. 

If this is a correct assumption, then 
let me direct your attention to the testi- 
mony taken when the price control bill 
was pending before the House Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

On page 2072 of the printed hearings 
you will find this testimony from the 
Honorable Claude R. Wickard, Secretary 
of Agriculture, which was presented to 
the committee on Tuesday, October 21, 
1941: 

Farmers have been accused of greediness, 
of not being content with parity. Let me 
say here and now that accusations of that 
sort are in my opinion unjustified and un- 
fair. The farm price ceiling provision of 
this bill is certainly no basis for that con- 
clusion. There is a perfectly practical and 
obvious reason for stipulating that no ceil- 
ing should be imposed on farm products at 
less than 110 percent of parity rather than 
exactly at parity. * * * The real purpose 
of restricting cellings to a point somewhat 
above parity is to make it reasonably sure 
that all farmers will have an opportunity to 
get parity. After all it happens to be the ex- 
pressed policy of Congress and the adminis- 
tration to achieve and maintain farm prices 
at parity. 


There you have an expression of the 
administration viewpoint as presented 
by a member of the Cabinet on October 
21, which is about 11 months ago. 

Consider now the testimony of Mr. 
Leon Henderson, Price Administrator, 
which appeared on page 649 of the print- 
ed hearings on the price control bill and 
which was presented to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency on Fri- 
day, August 15, 1941. Mr. Kean, of New 
Jersey, asked this question: 

Mr. Henderson, do you favor the 110 per- 
cent parity provision provided for in this bill? 


To this inquiry Mr. Henderson re- 
plied as follows: 

There is a standard needed in any deter- 
mination of price fixing where Congress al- 
ready has established a standard. And if I 
interpret that provision correctly, the 110 
percent is a workable standard for price 
administration * * * and the 10 percent 
above parity is a good working standard. 
For that reason I am in favor of it. 


Here then is the testimony of two key- 
men in the administration with refer- 
ence to the control of price on agricul- 
tural commodities and it is to be pre- 
sumed that they were expressing the 
administration viewpoint only 11 months 
ago, 

Iam for any proposal that is fair and I 
adduce this testimony to show that the 
Congress is not at fault in providing 
legislation to deal with this problem. 


SPECIAL ORDER 


The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE] is recognized 
for 20 minutes. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, re- 
cently my friend the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. HARTLEY] delivered a 
speech in the House, under special order, 
in regard to the rubber situation. In 
that speech he was extremely critical of 
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the able and efficient and distinguished 
Secretary of Commerce, Jesse Jones. If 
one should read that speech which was 
made last week, he would have the im- 
pression that Mr. Jones premeditatedly 
and deliberately refused to give infor- 
mation to a committee of the House of 
Representatives. This is not the case, 
and for the information of the gentleman 
from New Jersey, I will state to him why 
Mr. Jones declined. 

As the gentleman knows, a group of 
Representatives from certain of the 
Northeastern States formed themselves 
into an unofficial committee to investi- 
gate the gasoline and oil situation. Ap- 
parently, not having enough to keep them 
busy on gasoline and oil, they took on 
the rubber situation too and formed a 
so-called subcommittee from the so- 
called committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to go into the rubber ques- 
tion. Everyone should know that neither 
the so-called committee nor the so- 
called subcommittee was a committee of 
the House of Representatives, and was 
nothing more or less than what might 
be called a rump committee. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. I will be delighted 
to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HARTLEY. I want to say to my 
distinguished friend, for whom I have 
a very high regard, that the committee 
of which I am a member and to which 
the gentleman is now alluding, was ap- 
pointed, unofficially, it is true, by the 
majority and minority leaders of the 
House. We asked to be appointed not 
alone to go into the question of gas and 
oil but synthetic rubber as well, and it 
was the full committee and not a sub- 
committee that requested Mr. Jones and 
Mr. Crossland to appear. I would like 
furthermore to call to the gentleman’s 
attention the fact that previously Mr. 
Crossland did recognize us and did ap- 
pear. I may state further—— 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Just wait a min- 
ute. If the gentleman wants to make a 
speech he should make it in his own time 
and the gentleman should let me answer 
one thing atatime. The gentleman says 
it is an unofficial committee. The gen- 
tleman is correct in that statement and 
that is not denied. Now,whatelse? Be- 
cause, forsooth, the majority leader and 
the minority leader, as well as members 
of the delegation from the northeastern 
States joined with you, that does not 
make it an official committee of the House 
of Representatives. 

Some days ago the Secretary of Com- 
merce telephoned me and asked about a 
committee of the House of Representa- 
tives that had written to Mr. Crossland, 
Vice President of the Rubber Reserve 
Company, requesting him to appear be- 
fore the committee at such time as he 
might deem best, naming 3 days of the 
following week, and sent hima list of 
questions for Mr. Crossland or someone 
else to answer.. Mr. Jones said this was 
called to his attention and that this was 
the reason he spoke to me over the tele- 
phone asking me if it was necessary. I 
said, “What committee are you talking 
about?” He said, “Why, I have a letter 
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here from the special committee of the 
House to investigate the fuel oil, gasoline, 
and rubber situation.” 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. Yes; I will be dè- 
lighted to yield. 

Mr. RICH. Does not the gentleman 
think that in view of the muddled condi- 
tion of gasoline rationing and rubber ra- 


” tioning, we ought to have had a com- 


mittee of the House a long time ago ap- 
pointed with authority so that the men 
referred to here could come before them 
and clear up the terrible situation in 
which we find ourselves? 

Mr. BULWINELE. Ask me a question 
and do not make a speech. I will answer 
the gentlemen. If the gentleman had 
been as good a Member of the Congress 
as he thinks he is he would have read 
some of these hearings and would have 
seen how many times these gentlemen had 
appeared before House committees. 

Mr. RICH. That does not answer the 
question. The question is this. Does not 
the gentleman think that with the mud- 
dled condition of the rubber and gasoline 
interests we ought to have a committee 
of the House? 

Mr. BULWINELE. Does the gentleman 
know that the Baruch committee was in 
action? 

Mr. RICH. You know what the Baruch 
report is and we will know what is in it 
tomorrow and not before then. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. If the gentleman 
is a member of the rump committee I can 
understand full well why he is getting 
So agitated. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. In just a minute. 
Let me finish this statement first, 

I said, “There is no such committee of 
the House.” I further stated that I 
understood that the various delegations 
from certain States in the Northeast 
have formed themselves into a strictly 
unofficial committee to investigate the 
gasoline and rubber situation but that it 
was not necessary for Mr. Crossland or 
anyone else to appear unless they wanted 
to. I said, “Do you want to appear?” 
He said, “I do not for three reasons. The 
first is that the answers to some of the 
questions would be against the military 
policy of the United States Government 
at the present time. In the second place, 
the President of the United States has 
appointed a committee known as the 
Baruch committee to investigate the 
rubber situation and to make a report, 
and it would be far better if the Rubber 
Reserve Company, or any other agency of 
the Government, did not undertake to 
give out information until this Baruch 
committee had reported on it.” Then, 
in the third place; the questions were of 
such a nature that it would require quite 
a number of men working on the an- 
swers to them, but that the first two ob- 
jectives largely controlled his desire not 
to appear. I said, “You do not have to— 
it is up to you. If you want to appear 
at any time before any of these groups 
calling themselves a committee, you can 
do it, but that rests with you.” He stated 
that he had made it a rule to appear as 
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much as possible whenever requested by 
the committees of the House and Senate 
on any matter on which they sought 
information. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am including in 
this speech the letter from this.so-called 
subcommittee to Mr. Crossland, giving 
all the questions asked by the so-called 
committee. These questions speak for 
themselves. I could take them up one 
by one, and I believe that every fair- 
minded man in the House would agree 
that the Secretary of Commerce was 
right in not answering them. 

There are four pages of questions, I 
do not have time to read them, but I want 
every Member cf the House to read them 
in tomorrow’s RECORD. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. I yield to the gen- 
tieman from Texas. 

Mr. PATMAN. I have hastily exam- 
ined the committee report by Mr. 
Baruch. It is a very full and compre- 
hensive report. I believe it will cover all 
the information that is desired by these 
questions asked by this committee. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I doubt that. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKELE. Yes; gladly. 

Mr. HARTLEY. I want to call the 
gentleman’s attention and the attention 
of the House to the fact that in contrast 
with the attitude assumed by Secretary 
Jones, the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. 
Ickes, appeared before our committee 
this morning and complimented us on 
cur work and said he found that the 

i hearings were most enlightening and 
helpful to him. 

Mr. BULWINELE. I would tell the 
gentleman that if the Secretary of the 
Interior had called on me and asked me, 
I would have told him that he did not 
have to appear unless he wanted to, be- 
cause this practice of constantly taking 
men from their work, taking them here 
regardless of the time they have for any- 
thing else, by an unoflicial committee of 
the House of Representatives, and then 
coming in here with the view of having 
that made into a public document, is not 
according to correct parliamentary pro- 
cedure. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tieman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. In just a minute. 
I will give you plenty of time when I get 
through. 

Mr. RICH. I would like to ask a ques- 
tion right here. 

Mr. BULWINELE. I said I declined 
to yield at the present time. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., August 21, 1942. 
Mr. STANLEY T. Crossan, 
Vice President, Rubber Reserve 
Company, 811 Vermont Avenue, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. CrossLanpb: The Special House 
Committee to Investigate the Fuel Oil, Gaso- 
line, and Rubber Situation, of which I have 
the honor of being chairman, will resume 
hearings on Wednesday of next week, and I 
am requesting your appearance before said 
committee on Wednesday, Thursday, or Fri- 
day of next week. Will you kindly let me 
know as scon as possible which of these 3 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


days will be most convenient for you to 
appear? 

I also: request that you prepare in advance 
and have with you for the information of 
the committee the following data: 

1. A statement, in tabular form, showing: 

(a) The names of all companies with which 
Rubber Reserve Company has made contracts 
for the production of butadiene, styrene, 
polymerization plants, butyl, and/or other 
methods for producing ingredients for and/or 
synthetic rubber. 

(b) Date of such contracts. 

(c) Zhe capacity, in short tons, of the 
specified product for each company’s plant. 

(e) The amount of steel plate, other steel, 
copper, bronze, and brass, and compressor 
capacity in horsepower, required for the con- 
struction of such plant. These figures should 
be upon a comparable basis and should cover 
the entire plant, including auxiliarles and 
utilities as well as battery limits. 

{f) The state of, construction progress as 
of August 20, 1942 (i. e., whether the plants 
are still on the drawing board, whether the 
ground has been broken, or whether con- 
struction has actually been started, and if 
so, has progressed to what percentage of 
completion). 

(g) The anticipated completion date for 
such plants. 

Where Rubber Reserve Company has made 
a contract with a company for the produc- 
tion of butadiene, using a petroleum product 
as a feed stock, or base, and where such com- 
Pany is not a petroleum company, then this 
information should be supplemented by giv- 
ing the names of all petroleum companies 
having any interest in such Government 
contracts, showing the extent of the interest 
of each. 

I would like to have copies of this tabula- 
tion not later than Tuesday, August 25, for 
the committee members to study. 

2. A sample copy of the contracts made 
by Rubber Reserve with companies designated 
in the above tabulation. If the contracts 
made with these companies are not uniform, 
then a sample copy of the contract made with 
a majority of these companies chould be pre- 
sented and should be accompanied by a state- 
ment noting the details in which other con- 
tracts that have been made differ from it. 

3. A sample copy of the contracts made by 
Rubber Reserve Company for the purchase 
and/or sale of butadiene, styrene, synthetic 
rubber, or other product produced in the 
plants enumerated in the tabulation re- 
quested in No. 1 above. If these contracts 
are not uniform, then a sample of the con- 
tract made with a majority of the sellers, 
purchasers of the products of these plants, 
to be accompanied by e statement showing 
how other contracts that have been made 
differ from the sample. 

4. A tabulation of prices which Rubber 
Reserve Company has agreed to pay producers 
for butadiene, styrene, butyl, or other prod- 
uct for which it has made contracts to pur- 
chase in connection with the synthetic-rub- 
ber program. If these price figures vary, then 
the statement should contain a brief ex- 
planation covering the variations. 

5. A copy of any contracts negotiated by 
Rubber Reserve Company requiring the pool- 
ing of patents, the fixing of patent royalties, 
and providing for exchange of technical or 
patent information. 

6. A statement, in comparative tabular 
form, showing the total amcunt of critical 
material per ton of butadiene in each of the 
plants that Rubber Reserve Company has 
contracted for that will produce butadiene 
from petroleum products or alcohol. This 
figure should be all-inclusive, covering the 
entire plant, including auxiliaries and utili- 
ties as well as battery limits. 

7. A statement listing all persons employed 
by or loaned to Rubber Reserve Company 
with a technical background in petroleum, 
alcohol, or rubber industries, and/or all per- 
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sons who are chemists or engineers by pro- 
fession employed or loaned to Rubber Reserve 
Company who have worked upon any phase of 
the current synthetic-rubber program, includ- 


ing those who have advised with or given 
recommendations to Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany in relation thereto. This statement 
should show the date on which such per- 
son’s association with Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany commenced and date on which such 
association was terminated, if it has been 
terminated. 

8. A list of all persons serving on petroleum 
industry technical committee or committees 
who have advised or consulted with Rubber 
Reserve officiais in regard to the current syn- 
thetic-rubber program from its inception to 
the present. This statement should indicate 
the companies which primarily employ such 

ns. 

9. A statement, in tabular form, showing 
the contemplated production of synthet-c 
rubber by any of the processes or methods 
for which Rubber Reserve Company has mace 
contracts, broken down into 6-month periods, 
starting with July 1, 1942, and continuing to 
July 1, 1945, inciusive. 

10. A copy of Memorandum of Meetings 
Held by Netches Butane Prcducts Co., with 
particular reference to the meeting of June 
23, 1942, with Mr. Madigan, and also a copy 
of Mr. Henderson's letter of June 29, 1942, 
accompanying this memorandum, referred to 
in the letter of E. J. Henry, of Atlantic Re- 
fining Co., to Netches Butane Products Co, 
under date of July 6, 1942. 

11. A copy of any reply meade by Netches 
Butane Products Co. to E. J. Henry, of At- 
lantic Refining Co., to his letter of July 6, 
1942, which appears at pages 924-925 of the 
printed hearings of the Gillette committee. 

12. Copy of any reply to the letter of J. A. 
Brown, of Sccony-Vacuum Oil Co., Inc., under 
date of June 25, 1942, addressed to the Honor- 
able Jesse Jones and Mr. H. J. Klossner, Presi- 
dent, Rubber Reserve Company, and all sub- 
sequent correspondence between Mr, Jones 
and/or Mr. Klossmer and Mr. J. A. Brown 
growing out of this letter of June 25, 1942. 

13. Copy of the letter of Netches Butane 
Products Co. to Rubber Reserve Company 
under date of June 18, 1942, and reply to that 
letter, and any subsequent correspondence 
growing out of that letter. 

14. A statement and/or data showing the 
extent of the investigation made by Rubber 
Reserve Company into the 45,000 ton bu- 
tadiene plant of Phillips Petroleum Co. on 
which was based the decision to stop con- 
struction of this plant; also the extent of the 
investigation made on which the Rubber Re- 
serve Company’s decision was based to permit 
Phillips subsequently to proceed with the 
construction of this plant. This data should 
show any changes in prices, design, or criti- 
cal material requirements, if any, made by 
Phillips to satisfy Rubber Reserve Company’s 
requirements before the decision was made to 
permit resumption of construction. 

15. A statement showing the original, and 
any subsequent modifications of the original 
estimates of cost and critical materials for 
the 100,000-ton butadiene plant of Rubber 
Synthetics, Inc. 

16. A statement showing the extent of the 
investigaticn proceedings and the reasons 
for the decision to defer construction of the 
100,000-ton butadiene plant of Rubber Syn- 
thetics, Inc.; also, the amount of money €x- 
pended on this project up to the time of its 
deferment, showing what proportion, if any, 
can be 1ecovered by the Government; also a 
statement showing the extent of liquidating 
damages, if any, for which the Government is 
Hable as a result of the suspension of the 
construction of this plant; also. any other 
commitments or obligations, if any, con- 
fronting the Government in connection with 
this project. 

17. A statement showing the extent of the 
investigation made in respect of the ade- 
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quacy of raw materials for the production of 
butyl in connection with the contracts 
awarded for butyl or flexon by Rubber Re- 
serve Company, Statement should show the 
investigations made prior to the awarding of 
contracts for the first 60,000 tons annual 
capacity of butyl, and also the investigation 
made preceding the decision to expand this 
program to 132,000 tons capacity annually, 
and should also show the reasons which 
actuated Rubber Reserve Company in ex- 
panding this program. 

18. A copy of any other letters from 
Netches Butane Products Co., or from any of 
the five petroleum companies participating 
in the Netches Butane Products Co., to Rub- 
ber Reserve Company, discussing the avail- 
ability of feed stocks for the Netches plant, 
and any replies or subsequent correspond- 
ence in relation thereto. 

19. Copy of the telegram of June 26, 1942, 
to M. J. Madigan, from Arthur E. Pew, Jr. 
relative to an order forbidding the Netches 
Technical Committee to complete the in- 
vestigation of the Houdry process, and any 
reply or correspondence subsequent thereto. 

20. A statement, in tabular form, showing 
quantities of butylene required annually, 
commencing August 1, 1943, as feed stock for 
the proposed Netches Butane Products Co. 
100,000-ton butadiene plant; Sinclair Rubber, 
Inc., 50,000-ton plant; Cities Service Refining 
Co., 50,000-ton plant; Rubber Synthetics, Inc., 
100,000-ton plant; Shell Chemical Co., 30,000- 
ton plant; Humble Oil & Refining Co., 30,000- 
ton plant; Standard Oil Co. of Louisiana, 
6,200-ton plant; also showing the available 
supply of butylene on an annual basis, comy 
mencing August 1, 1943, in the approximate 
neighborhood of these plants. 

21. A statement, in tabular form, showing 
contemplated production capacity in short 
tons, per year, from plants in rubber reserve 
program of: 

(a) butadiene, including both those plants 
using alcohol and petroleum products as feed 
stock; 

(b) styrene; and 

(c) copolymer synthetic rubber plants, as 
of October 1, 1942, December 1, 1942, and 
on the first day of each month during the 
year 1943. 

22. The names of the technical advisers 
of Rubber Reserye Company who gave the 
opinion to H. J. Klossner, President of Rubber 
Reserve Company, that they did not feel 
justified in adopting the Houdry process 
around July 3, 1942, including copies of any 
written statements or opinions by these tech- 
nical advisers to,,that effect. 

23. A copy of the report made by Phillips 
Petroleum Co. to Rubber Reserve Company, 
giving the results of its investigation into 
the Houdry process, and all correspondence, 
if any, pertaining thereto. 

24. A statement setting forth the investi- 
gation made by Rubber Reserve Company 
into the possibilities of alcohol as a feed 
stock for the production of butadiene, names 
of technicians making such investigation, 
and copies of any written opinions or recom- 
mendations made by them, 

Sincerely yours, 
Wm. J. FITZGERALD, 
Member of Congress. 


Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I want to 
endorse what the gentleman from North 
Carolina has said with reference to the 
self-appointed, self-constituted commit- 
tees that go out and make investigations 
under the guise of being official commit- 
tees of the House. I think it is bad 
practice, and I think it has resulted in a 
great deal of confusion, not only with 
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reference to rubber but some other mat- 
ters. Recently a constituent sent me an 
interview by some man who claimed to be 
the attorney for some committee inves- 
tigating tin scrap or rubber or some- 
thing. I found out that this man was 
simply a junk dealer who knew nothing 
about what he was talking about. I 
think the practice should be condemned. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. In just a minute. 
Let me proceed. 

Thinking about this matter after the 
gentleman from New Jersey had spoken, 
I asked the Secretary of Commerce to 
give me the number of times that he or 
others in his Department or in the agen- 
cies of which he was chairman or direc- 
tor had appeared before committees in 
the Congress on the rubber situation. 
Imagine my surprise to find that already 
the so-called alleged special committee 
of the House had had three members of 
the Rubber Reserve Company to appear 
before them. Without going into de- 
tails, I shall, Mr. Speaker, include in this 
speech the letter from the Secretary of 
Commerce to me, and there it will be 
brought to the attention of the House 
that Mr. Jones has- appeared 18 times 
before the committees of the House on 
the rubber question. Others of his asso- 
ciates have also appeared, and I call to 
the attention of the House that the Sec- 
retary of Commerce emphatically states: 


In addition, I wrote letters to each Member 
of Congress describing in detail participation 
by the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
agencies in the war effort, including a full 
description of activities in connection with 
the procurement of rubber, on January 16, 
May 7, and September 15, 1941, and on March 
21, 1942, copies of which are attached. My 
conception of the responsibility of an admin- 
istrator of a Government agency includes the 
obligation to keep Congress fully advised as 
to all activities under his charge. I have fol- 
lowed this policy consistently. 


These are the reports which I hold up 
here, but which I do not make a part of 
this speech, which every Member of Con- 
gress has had and which came to his 
office. I wish to call to the attention of 
the gentleman from New Jersey a para- 
graph in the letter from the Secretary to 
me which he might keep in mind: 


Ever since the early part of 1933, when I 
became Chairman of the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation, I have reported to Con- 
gress, through the Banking and Currency 
Committees, both in the House and the Sen- 
ate, every transaction that the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation has made, and have dis- 
cussed in detail the many phases of the work 
of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
and its various affiliated agencies. We are re- 
quired by law to make periodic reports, but I 
have gone much further than the law requires 
in order that Congress might be kept fully 
posted as to everything that is being done by 
the agencies under: my supervision. That 
policy has been continued to this day, and 
will be continued. 


The entire letter follows: 


THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, 
‘Washington, September 8, 1942. 
Replying to your inquiry as to the number 
of times either I or members of our organi- 
zation have appeared before congressional 
committees in connection with the rubber 
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situation, I wish to advise that I appeared 
before the Banking and Currency Commit- 
tee of the Senate on May 8, 1941, in connec- 
tion with the proposed synthetic rubber pro- 
gram, and thereafter before that committee 
on January 27, 1942, May 8, 1942, and July 
14 and July 15, 1942, to discuss the rubber 
situation in connection with various legisla- 
tive proposals. I appeared in connection with 
rubber before the Banking and Currency 
Committee of the House on May 7, 1941, Sep- 
tember 16, 1941, and on February 2 and Feb- 
ruary 5, 1942; before the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee of the Senate on December 10, 1941; 
before the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Appropriations of the House on January 
7, 1942; before the Military Affairs Committee 
of the House on January 15, 1942; before a 
special committee of the House of which 
Hon. WRIGHT Parman was chairman on Janu- 
ary 20, 1942; before the Senate Subcommittee 
to Investigate the Use of Farm Products on 
May 21, 1942; before a subcommittee of the 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee 
of the House on February 25, 1942, and May 
27, 1942; before a subcommittee of the Spe- 
cial Committee of the Senate Investigating 
the National Defense Program on February 
19, 1942, and before the committee itself on 
April 7, 1942. In all, 18 times. 

Mr. Howard J. Klossner, President of the 
Rubber Reserve Company, appeared before 
the Senate Subcommittee to Investigate the 
Use of Farm Products on April 28 and April 
29, 1942. 

Mr. Stanley T. Crossland, Vice President of 
Rubber Reserve Company, appeared before 
the Senate Subcommittee to Investigate the 
Use of Farm Products on April 28 and April 
29, 1942, May 21, 1942, July 14, July 15, and 
July 17, 1942, and before the special commit- 
tee of the House of which Hon. WmuLam J. 
FITZGERALD is chairman on July 29, 1942. 

Mr. M. J. Madigan, Assistant to the Presi- 
dent of Rubber Reserve Company, appeared 
before the Senate Subcommittee to Investi- 
gate the Use of Farm Products on July 14 
and July 15, 1942, and before the special com- 
mittee of the House of which Hon. WILLIAM 
J, Frrzcerap is chairman on July 29, 1942. 

Dr. E. R. Weidlein, technical consultant 
of Rubber Reserve Company, appeared be- 
fore the Senate Subcommittee to Investigate 
the Use of Farm Products on April 28 and 
April 29, 1942, 

Mr. R. J. Dearborn, technical consultant 
of Rubber Reserve Company, appeared be- 
fore the Senate Subcommittee to Investigate 
the Use of Farm Products on July 15 and 
July 17, 1942; before the special committee 
of the House of which Hon. WILLIAM J, FITZ- 
GERALD is chairman on July 29, 1942; and 
before the Committee on Patents of the 
Senate on August 12, 1942. 

In addition to the witnesses appearing at 
all of these hearings the time of a great 
many Officials, lawyers, technicians, and other 
personnel was given to attendance at the 
hearings and in preparation of the data 
presented. 

In addition I wrote letters to each Mem- 
ber of Congress describing in detail partici- 
pation by the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration agencies in the war effort, including 
a full description of activities in connection 
with the procurement of rubber, on January 
16, May 7, and September 15, 1941, and on 
March 21, 1942, copies of which are attached, 

My conception of the responsibility of an 
administrator of a Government egency in- 
cludes the obligation to keep Congress fully 
advised as to all activities under his charge, 
I have followed this policy consistently. 

A few days ago Mr. Crossland was asked 
to appear again before the informal com- 
mittee of which Mr. Frrzcrratp is chairman, 
I telephoned Chairman Frrzcrratp and asked 
if Mr. Crossland’s appearance could be de- 
ferred a few days, to which Mr. FITZGERALD 
very kindly agreed. Mr. Crossland wes 
either out of the city at the time or was then 
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preparing to leave for the Gulf coast in con- 
nection with the synthetic-rubber program. 
He had already appeared before this com- 
mittee on July 29, as I have mentioned. 

A week ago Sunday I saw for the first 
time Chairman Firzcrratp’s letter to Mr. 
Crossland of August 21, a photostatic copy 
of which I enclose, It will be noted that 
this letter in 24 questions asks for a great 
deal of specific information. Normally all 
of this information would be readily fur- 
nished, but, since we entered the war, publi- 
cation of information that might be of value 
to the enemy has been restricted. Further- 
more, it would require quite some time to 


accumulate the material necessary to answer - 


the 24 questions and to sort out any part of 
it which might be of value to the enemy 
and which, according to Office of War In- 
formation should not be made public. 
The statement of Mr. HARTLEY, a member 
of Mr. FrrzGERatp’s committee, that the ofi- 
cials in charge of the rubber program, from 
myself down, had determined to give Con- 
gress the “brush-off” is not true. 
Some of the testimony referred to above 
was given in executive session and no record 
was made. However, nearly all of the testi- 
mony that has been given to the committees 
regarding rubber by Chairman Donald Nelson 
and other executives of the War Production 
Board, by myself and members of the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation and Rubber 
Reserve Company is available in congres- 
sional committee records. Certainly every 
imaginable question about the synthetic rub- 
ber program has been asked by members of 
the various committees, and answered to the 
best ability of the witness. 
Ever since the early part of 1933, when I 
became Chairman of the Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation, I have reported to Con- 
gress, through the Banking and Currency 
Committees, both in the House and the Sen- 
ate, every transaction that the Reconstruc- 
tion Finance Corporation has made, and have 
discussed in detail the many phases of the 
work of the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion and its various affiliated agencies. We 
are required by law to make periodic reports, 
but I have gone much further than the law 
requires in order that Congress might be kept 
fully poi as to everything that is being 
done by the agencies under my supervision. 
That policy has been continued to this day, 

and will be continued. 
Very sincerely yours, 


Secretary of Commerce, 
Hon. ALFRED L. BULWINKLE, 
> House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Speaker, this is the situation that 
has developed. I believe in official com- 
mittees of the House of Representatives 
investigating, if need be, any department 
or agency of the Government, but I do 
not concede that it is the duty of any 
Cabinet officer, administrator, or direc- 
tor of any agency to be constantly at the 
beck and call of any rump committee 
when they might want him to appear. 

As far as I know, there is not a single 
person in authority in the administration 
who would refuse to give any information 
regarding their work or the departments 
unless it might at the present time inter- 
fere with the war effort or give aid and 
comfort to the enemy. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RiCH. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from North Carolina this question: 
This morning we were called to the cau- 
cus room of the Old House Office Build- 
ing by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Wooprvum] to discuss the question of 
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gasoline rationing. We were informed 
that there were three or four committees 
that had met for the purpose of discuss- 
ing gasoline rationing and tire rationing. 
It was suggested that a committee be 
appointed this morning of nine Mem- 
bers, who were appointed by the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Wooprum], to 
get in touch with the other members of 
the other committees that were ap- 
pointed for the same purpose. Is it your 
contention that Members of the House 
should not call together other Members 
of Congress for the purpose of discussing 
these questions? 

Mr. BULWINELE. I say to the gen- 
tleman that we are in a war—a war of 
the worst kind. And I do not think any 
unofficial group of Members should at- 
tempt to assume the duties of a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RICH. How did we get into that 
war? 

Mr. BULWINEKLE. How does the gen- 
tleman think? The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on the floor here one day 
accused the administration for the attack 
on Pearl Harbor. Do you remember it? 

Mr. RICH. And I do not apologize for 
it even now. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. You do not apolo- 
gize for it even now? 

Mr. RICH. No. 

Mr. BULWINELE. You still say that 
the administration was the cause of the 
Pearl Harbor attack? 

Mr. RICH. You are trying to defend 
the administration, and you are haying 
a hard time. That is what you are doing 
down in the Well now, and you cannot 
do it. 

Mr. BULWINELE. You are still say- 
ing as a Member of Congress, on your 
own responsibility, that this administra- 
tion was responsible for the attack by the 
Japanese upon the United States; are 
you? 

Mr. RICH. I made that statement, 
and I do not apologize for it. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. That is all I want 
to know. 

Mr, RICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. That is all I want 
to know. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINELE. [I yield. 

Mr. BLAND. I was present with the 
group this morning, called by the gentle- 
man from Virginia (Mr. Wooprum]. 
There was no intimation of the forma- 
tion of a committee to conduct hearings 
at which Members or witnesses would be 
called, but it was a committee, as I under- 
stood it, to consider the problem and to 
approach the proper agencies of govern- 
ment to secure relief without any call 
for hearings. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. That is what I un- 
derstood. 

I believe that it is the duty of every 
Member of Congress to support the Gov- 
ernment in the war effort and not to at- 
tempt to breed disunity between the 
people by unjust and unwarranted criti- 
cism. Some of the criticism that I have 
heard this summer, Mr. Speaker, of the 
Government, appears to me to be tinged 
with a political flavor. Too much of it, 
in fact. While I do not attribute these 
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motives to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, I would rather and do say that in 
excessive zeal he has made criticisms 
which are unjust and unwarranted of a 
great administrator of a department. 

In conclusion, may I not say to you 
that I would have each and everyone for- 
get politics, forget any bitterness that he 
might feel against someone in authority, 
and to remember that in waging this 
total war in which we are now engaged 
that it will take the united efforts of all 
in authority and the united efforts of all 
our people. There will be plenty of time 
in the future, after we have won this 
war, to engage in politics, make criti- 
cism, and investigations, but for the pres- 
ent it is our duty to help to cement this 
Nation so that the Axis Powers will know 
that they are fighting an aroused and 
united Nation. 


SPECIAL ORDER 


The SPEAKER. Under the previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. DEWEY] is recogrized for 
10 minutes. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 
from Illinois yield for the purpose of a 
parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. DEWEY. I yield. 

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. May 
I ask if copies of the Baruch report are 
available? If not, I ask unanimous con~ 
sent that the report be read. We on the 
east coast are from minute to minute 
awaiting information and awaiting the 
shipment of oil and gasoline to our area, 
On Monday of this week we had to have 
fires in our furnaces and boilers. It 
was cold in New England. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it 
impractical at this time to read that 
long report. It has already been given 
to the press and will appear in the papers 
this afternoon. In all probability printed 
copies of the report will be available to- 
morrow morning. The Chair has re- 
ferred the report to the Committee on 
Agriculture and ordered it printed. The 
Chair thinks it would be a bad precedent 
to establish at this time to have such a 
long report read. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Many Members have asked, Mr. Speaker, 
to have the report read. Would it take 
very long? 

The SPEAKER. It would probably 
take most of the afternoon. The Chair 
thinks it will be in print almost by the 
time it could be read. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. In 
view of what the Speaker has stated I 
withdraw my request; but I must say 
that we are most earnestly waiting to 
hear something definite. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Would it be in or- 
der to ask to have the report printed in 
the Recorp? 

The SPEAKER. The report is being 
printed as a public document. - It would 
make a rather long RECORD. 

Mr. BULWINELE. I do not know the 
length of the report. 
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Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. It is 
a very valuable report. Many people do 
not know how to get material from the 
document room, It would be a good 
thing to have it printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not 
at this time like to recognize a Member 
to submit a request to have printed in 
the Recorp a long document such as this 
report; the Chair would not like to set a 
precedent of this sort under which all 
these matters could be printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL REcorD. It would make a 
document that would be both cumber- 
some and costly. The Chair takes this 
position especially in view of the fact 
that the report will be promptly printed 
as a public document. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Then I ask that a short résumé of the 
report be made and placed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. If somebody has 
made such a résumé, but the Chair does 
not know that anybody has. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Could that be done? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; if it is short 
enough, The Chair doubts if the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts is submitting 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw the request. 

Mr, DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey has asked me if 
he might address the House for 5 min- 
utes before I use my time. It is agree- 
able to me. 

The SPEAKER. If it is agreeable to 
the gentleman from Illinois and to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, who has 
15 minutes following the gentleman from 
Illinois, it may be done. 

Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois that the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr, HARTLEY] 
may address the House for 5 minutes at 
this time? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
New Jersey is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield for a unanimous-con- 
sent request? 

Mr. HARTLEY. I yield. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recor and insert therein 
a copy of a letter addressed to a mem- 
ber of the New York Cotton Futures Ex- 
change. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so’ ordered. 

There was no objection. 


INVESTIGATION OF THE RUBBER AND 
GASOLINE SITUATION 


Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am 
amazed that any Member of this House, 
with all due respect to my distinguished 
friend who just preceded me, that any- 
one should find fault with a committee 
that has spent the last 8 weeks here in 
Washington holding hearings almost 
daily in an effort to seek a solution to 
the gasoline and fuel-oil shortage on the 
eastern seaboard and the badly bungled 
synthetic-rubber program. 
` Our committee is not playing politics, 
and I should say that any Member who 
would attempt to play politics with any of 
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these subjects has no place here in the 
House. We are a nonpartisan commit- 
tee, consisting of five Democrats and five 
Republicans; and let me add that we 
are unanimous, we are united, in the 
opinions I have expressed both on rubber 
and on the gasoline and fuel-oil shortage. 
I will tell you why Mr. Jones did not 
want Mr. Crossland to appear. Mr. 
Crossland is a young man 35 years of 
age, with 2 years of high school and 5 
years’ employment on the Chicago Stock 
Exchange. Then he got a job as a clerk 
in the R. F. C., was transferred to Wash- 
ington in 1940, became assistant to the 
President of the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany, and later blossomed out as its vice 
president in charge of oil contracts, the 
fixing of fees, commissions, and every- 
thing else in connection with the syn- 
thetic-rubber program, a program in- 
volving $650,000,000 of American money. 

We are trying to help bring about effi- 
ciency in this war effort, and we are in 
no way attempting to impede or conflict 
with the Baruch committee. I want to 
tell the House here today that I went on 
the air in a Nation-wide broadcast 3 days 
prior to the President’s appointment of 
the Baruch committee and urged that 
such a committee be appointed, because, 
may I say again, the synthetic program 
under the administration of the Rubber 
Reserve Company is a mess. It is a na- 
tional scandal that certainly ought to be 
exposed, whether it is by an unofficial or 
official committee of the House. The 
reason we did not appeal to the House for 
official standing was because we felt the 
delay would only further permit a muddle 
to go on. 

Our committee, I believe, has done a 
good job. We have made recommenda- 
tions and other Cabinet officers, . and 
others in charge of this program, have 
seen fit to concur in our recommenda- 
tions. As I mentioned a moment ago, 
the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Ickes, 
with his entire staff, came before our 
committee this. morning in a 2-hour 
hearing. They gave us much valuable 
information and also complimented the 
committee on the work it is doing. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been a Member 
of this House for 14 years. I have lived 
through the New Deal. There have not 
been many things in which I agree with 
Mr. Ickes, but I tell you here and now 
that I believe we would have a much 
more adequate, a much more efficient 
solution of our gasoline and fuel-oil 
problem if it were put under one head 
and given to Mr. Ickes to handle. I say 
that because there has been a terrific 
conflict between Mr. Henderson, Mr. 
Ickes, and various agencies charged 
with the responsibility in this regard. 
Let me say further that if we have cold 
homes in the East and if our war work- 
ers have not gas and rubber with which 
to drive to work, you can lay it to the 
maladministration of these problems 
here in Washington. Any committee, 
official or unofficial, that attempts to 
solve the situation is not entitled to con- 
demnation but to commendation. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr.BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
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the Recorp and to include therein an 
address by Dr. Aurelio F. Concheso, Am- 
bassador of Cuba, on behalf of the United 
Nations of the Western Hemisphere, at 
the closing session of the International 
Student Assembly, city of Washington, 
Saturday, September 5, 1942. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAT- 
MAN). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr, 
BLOOM]? 

There was no objection. 


SPECIAL ORDER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Dewey], under 
special order of the House, is recognized 
for 10 minutes, 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, within the 
next few days the matter of price control 
will again be before this House. I be- 
lieve the President has shown great wis- 
dom to ask the Congress to reconsider 
this matter which is of such far-reaching 
importance to all of the American peo- 
ple. Economics today are so complex 
and one item impinges so upon another 
that the whole subject must be given 
most careful consideration. We are the 
elected Representatives of the people. 
We have a duty to those people back 
home who sent us here to take care of 
their various requirements: 

It was not long ago that we enacted 
the Second War Powers Act. One item 
of that act pertained to the coinage of 
the 5-cent piece. One would hardly con- 
sider the 5-cent piece as being an item 
of great economic importance. How- 
ever, the law as written permitted the 
Treasury to coin new 5-cent pieces out 
of 50-percent copper and 50-percent 
silver. When I saw that provision in 
the War Powers Act I became a little 
Suspicious of that 50-percent silver. 
With silver at 72 cents an ounce I did 
not know what would be the value of the 
silver in the 5-cent piece, whether it 
would be worth more than 5 cents or noi. 
It was later on proven that it came very. 
near to that point. In any event, I took 
up the subject with one of the Members 
of the body at the other end of the Capi- 
tol and the item, section 1201, was 
changed to provide that— 

The Director of the Mint with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Chairman of the War Production Board is 
authorized to vary the proportion of silver 
and copper and to add other metals if such 
action would be in the public interest. 


About the 1st of June the mint started 
to strike 5-cent pieces out of 50-percent 
silver and 50-percent copper. This action 
was brought to my attention by the 
president of one of the vending machine 
companies. I knew nothing about the 
mechanism of a vending machine, but 
it seems it is operated by magnetic con- 
trol. Neither copper nor silver has mag- 
netic qualities and practically all of the 
vending machines would be out of opera- 
tion as a result of this new type of coin. 
I called this fact to the attention of the 
mint and the order was revoked. 

Let us see what would have happened 
had they coined these 5-cent pieces, 
which is the ordinary man’s dollar and 
the most useful coin in our whole coin- 
age system. What would have happened? 
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There are hundreds of thousands of 
these vending machines in existence in 
the factories throughout the country and 
a great proportion—a very significant 
proportion—of our peanut crop, our 
sugar, our fruit juices, and other agri- 
cultural products, including tobacco, is 
sold and distributed thrcugh these “silent 
salesmen.” Had we thoughtlessly intro- 
duced into our monetary system a coin 
that would not have worked in vending 
machines, it might have had a serious 
effect on the distribution of many agri- 
cultural products. 

Mr. Speaker, I only bring this matter 
up to show that we must approach a 
highly technical, a highly economic sub- 
ject, such as price control, with the 
greatest of care. We cannot leave out 
of our consideration even such a humble 
coin as the 5-cent piece. We do not 
know where the effect of its change 
might have reached, just as we do not 
know onto what dangerous ground an 
unstabilized price structure may lead us. 
There is one thing we do know—we must 
strive to keep an equal balance between 
all phases of our economic life. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio, Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. DFWEY. Iyield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. ; 

Mr. VURYS of Ohio. I am most in- 
terested in the gentleman's observations, 
particularly the pointed way in which he 
brings up the importance of careful han- 
dling of the technical aspect of price 
control. 

The majority floor leader said yester- 
day that he hoped there would be no 
hearings on the new price-control biil. 
We all have a great regard for the com- 
mittee of which the gentleman is a dis- 
tinguished member. I wonder whether 
the plans of the committee are merely to 
create such an authorization without 
hearings or to have hearings to review, we 
hope speedily, the present economic sit- 
uation and the way the price and wage 
control would affect it. 

Mr. DEWEY. I have not been advised 
as to the wishes of the chairman of the 
Committec on Banking and Currency, 
to which I understand the legislation will 
be or has been referred. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I feel that Con- 
gress ought to settle the matter of price 
and wage controls. As the gentleman 
stated at the outset, itis our job. I want 
us to do it speedily, but I hope that Con- 
gress will investigate the matter and go 
into it through the means of the gentle- 
man’s committee. 

Mr. DEWEY. I thank the gentleman 
for his observations. 

May I say in closing that I am happy to 
advise the growers of peanuts, the sugar 
growers, the fruit growers, añd others 
that the Treasury will put out a 5-cent 
piece that will work in vending machines, 
the “silent salesmen” that distribute their 
products. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my remarks and 
include therein a short letter addressed 
to Mrs. Nellie T. Ross, Director of the 
Mint, on this subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 
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There was no objection. 
The letter referred to follows: 


Avcust 20, 1942, 
Mrs, NELLIE T. Ross, 
Director, Bureau of the Mint, the Treas- 
ury Department, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Direcror: I wish to thank you for 
your telephone call of yesterday to apprise 
me that your Department would not be able 
to consider any materials for the minting of 
a 5-cent piece that did not contain silver, and 
hence any cooperation on the part of the 
Rustless Iron and Steel Co. of Baltimore in 
finding suitable metal would not be needed. 

As I stated to you over the telephone, my 
interpretation of title 12, section 1201, Public 
Law 507 of the Seventy-seventh Congress, is 
that this law authorizes a 5-cent piece made 
up of any metallic content, even if the silver 
and copper were present in infinitesimal 
quantities, particularly as section 1201 states 
that “such 5-cent pieces shall be deemed to 
be minor coins or coinage and not silver coins, 
subsidiary silver coins, silver coinage within 
the meaning of the monetary laws of the 
United States.” 

My interest in this whole subject is eco- 
nomic and social rather than monetary. Sev- 
eral weeks ago I was informed that the mint 
was about to place an order for the striking 
of 5-cent pieces of 50-percent silver and 50- 
percent copper. Advised of this intention, a 
number of vending-machine companies of- 
fered protest for the reason that their ma- 
chines would not operate unless the 5-cent 
piece had some magnetic qualities not pos- 
sessed by silver and copper Your Depart- 
ment courteously postponed giving the order 
above mentioned for further consideration of 
the metallic content, but it has since been 
discovered that almost all of the metals, such 
as electrolytic nickel, electrolytic manganese, 
copper, and silver have been placed on the 
critical-materials list and cannot be supplied 
for coinage purposes. 

In the meantime, an actual shortage of 5- 
cent pieces is developing and the Treasury 
Department is under great expense for the 
shipment of these heavy coins from one sec- 
tion of the country to the other to meet re- 
quirements. Hoping to be of assistance to 
the Treasury Department, I requested Mr. 
C. E. Tuttle of the Rustless Iron & Steel Co. 
of Baltimore, Md., to call upon the mint yes- 
terday. This company, I believe, has devel- 
oped various noncorroding and ductile 
metals obtained from domestic sources of 
which there is sufficient supply for them not. 
to be placed on the critical-materials list. 


My thought was that some new metal might 


be obtained out of which a satisfactory 5-cent 
piece could be struck without further delay, 
thus causing a saving to the taxpayer in ship- 
ment cost of the insufficient supply of exist- 
ing nickels, and furthermore a saving in the 
cost of the metallic content of the 5-cent 
piece itself. 

With silver selling at over 71 cents an ounce, 
it would seem an extravagance to place much 
of it in asubsidiary coin. 

I do not believe it is realized how much 
agriculture would be affected by the intrusion 
of a 5-cent piece in our monetary system that 
could not work in vending machines. These 
“silent salesmen” have been installed in 
nearly every manufacturing plant through- 
out the country and are an easy means of dis- 
tributing peanuts, candies containing sugar, 
dairy products in the form of chocolate and 
milk, fruit juices, tobacco in the form of 
cigarettes, and other commodities. Further, 
they are used in lock boxes in railroad sta- 
tions and musical instruments. 

In fact, the 5-cent piece is the ordinary 
citizen's dollar and probably is the most use- 
ful and the most used coin that we have, 
and any shortage of it must cause a great 
public inconvenience. 

To sum up, no 5-cent piece should be struck 
with a metallic content that will not operate 
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in vending machines and hence cause a great 
inconvenience to the defense workers in fac- 
tories or cause a loss of outlet of agricultural 
products now reaching the public through the 
means of vending machines. 

Fearing that in these days of great pressure 
on all departments of the Government only 
the monetary significance of the change in 
the nickel will be considered and social and 
economic factors overlooked, I have become 
the self-appointed champion of the humble 
nickel in order that it may continue to serve 
in the fullest manner the requirements of our 
citizens to whom it has meant the source of 
food, drink, amusement, and transportation. 

With all best wishes, Iam, 

Very cordially yours. 


PRICE CONTROL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GIFFORD] 
is recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, as a 
member of the Price Control Committee, 
which will be called upon to act vety 
shortly, I am wondering whether we shall 
have hearings on the request for legisla- 
tion that has been made. We do not 
yet know the form of legislation to be 
presented. But the dramatics of it all. 
Putting the legislative body on the spot. 
Yet the Executive has been dilatory, more 
so than the Congress. Yet the people 
are to blame us, to our great misfortune 
and to their own misfortune, because of 
the light we have been placed in by the 
Executive. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. After all, is not 
this a case where the legislative branch 
ought to be on the spot? Is it not true 
that this is our responsibility? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Oh, yes; but it is pro- 
claimed that we have not been on the 
job; that we have avoided the issue. 

The President stated that he has car- 
ried out five of his seven points of April 
27; that the Congress has failed in the 
other two. He proclaims to the people 
that on taxation matters we are dilatory. 
His own Treasury is dilatory. The fan- 
ciful proposals that have been suggested 
by his administration have made it im- 
possible to get anywhere because of the 
time necessary to dispose of them. Be- 
cause of the delay we lose millions a day; 
that is true. However, he can borrow 
money now probably more easily than he 
can borrow it later on, and the tax bill 
will be continued in operation. Both 
these methods have to be employed, but 
the tax bill must be rather permanent 
legislation. We are losing for the mo- 
ment what must be made up later. The 
taxation committees do not deserve the 
criticism hurled at them by the Presi- 
dent. Taxation is a very severe burden 
upon our citizens, and there has been no 
more dilatory action on the part of the 
taxation committees than is to be ex- 
pected under a democratic form of gov- 
ernment. 

The second point is that we have failed 
to stabilize food prices. I will take a 
little of the blame or credit, being on the 
price-control committee. I heretofore 
voted against the 110 percent of parity. 
However, that was in the original bill pre- 
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sented to us by the administration and 
what they said they were satisfied with. 
Now the President wishes to stabilize at 
100. If they cannot stabilize at 110, 
how are they going to stabilize at 100? 
If we have no hearings, we will get no 
information as to how this can or will 
be done. If beef cattle products are go- 
ing up to 137 and 110 is now the limit, 
how will 100 percent help the matter? 
That is a question the farmers may well 
ask. 


He says, “As soon as I get this legis- 
lation, I promise you that I will stabilize 
wages.” I said only yesterday, in view of 
past performances we would like to know 
something more definite as to the meth- 
od he expects to adopt. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Does not the 
gentleman feel that that is a rather silly 
way for a legislative body to operate, 
based on the promises of some other 
branch of the Government? If there is 
something that is required to be a law, 
let the legislative body enact it and not 
rely on promises, however vague or how- 
ever explicit. Is not that the way for 
us to legislate? 

Mr. GIFFORD. It is. I do not want 
to be placed in a position here of em- 
barrassing the President of the United 
States. I have supported him in his war 
measures. I have been no isolationist. 
I have voted for all the money requested 
and for the war powers he has deemed 
necessary. Although I voted against the 
110 percent of parity, I voted for the bill 
in its final enactment. Iam not now at- 
tempting to embarrass him, but I do 
object to his telling people that the Con- 
gress has been wholly to blame, and lead 
them to forget the failure of his own 
agents, after getting the law they held to 
be satisfactory. I am tired of this Exec- 
utive build-up at our expense. 

I do not blame the farmers for asking 
more definite assurances after reading 
the A. F. of L. paper that came out this 
morning stating that the President is in 
close contact with Mr. Murray and with 
Mr. Green and that they have arrived at 
a plan or conclusion already, and that 
Congress should not mess in it. 

I will say to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Vorys] that if these three men 
have already prepared a plan I feel like 
insisting they tell us what the plan is. 
Are we to be told only after he gets the 
farmers tc be willing to remove section 
3 from the price-control bill? Why can 
we not be told now? Must we guess? 
Well, I can hazard a guess. He talks 
about a possible 15-percent rise in food 
in his recent message. 

We may suppose that he will stabilize 
wages at 15 percent more than exist at 
the present moment. We might suggest 
that 20 percent may be contemplated. 
And at any time Mr. Green and Mr. 
Murray are dissatisfied he will stabilize 
again. 

I realize that war is a dictator and I 
know that our legislative powers must 
be curtailed, and I have voted, and so 
have you, all the money and powers he 
has asked for. We are ready to follow 
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through. However, we, as Members of 
Congress, are now suffering intensely on 
all fronts because of the ineptitude of 
those whom he has appointed. We knew 
we would suffer and that we would be 
the ones to be blamed. We are the go- 
between for the people, even between the 
Army and the Navy. We are elected, 
not as lawmakers any more, but as inter- 
ventionists, almost entirely, with these 
bureaus which we set up and manned by 
appointees over whom we have no au- 
thority. 

For months we considered the price- 
control bill. We knew that Mr. Hender- 
son would administer it. He was before 
us many days and we questioned him 
closely as to how he would proceed. He 
and all other administration supporters 
declared they did not want any labor 
legislation in that bill. They were willing 
to stand for 110 percent of parity. Read 
the hearings. And now we are told by 
the President that Congress has not 
given him what he wanted. We urged 
upon him what he now finds to be neces- 
sary. However, we heard from him last 
April, but his message at that time was 
very indefinite. I have it here. 

He wanted haste in the tax bill. He 
is largely to blame for its delay. The 
other request was a new price-control 
bill affecting the farmer but sufficient 
reasons were not advanced to convince 
the farm bloc of its necessity. You read 
in the newspapers in December last the 
statement that if trouble followed on 
farm prices between Wickard and Hen- 
derson, those memorable words, “I can 
fire one of them.” He seemed to think 
he had power enough at the time. Con- 
sider what Mr, Henderson’s bureau has 
blamed the Congress for recently. When 
he originally came before the Appropria- 
tions Committee he wanted funds for 
only a skeleton organization. He de- 


‘clared that the people would see that the 


law was administered through their com- 
plaints and in the usual manner of court 
procedure. When he came before the 
committee last December he wanted 
some 1,700 people to distribute in han- 
dling separate commodities. That ap- 
peared fairly reasonable, Later he came 
forward and wanted some 90,000 employ- 
ees, largely as clerks for the rationing 
boards over the country. It appeared 
that he would like to employ snoopers. 
He made a speech a day or two ago. 
Did you read it? I have it here. It is 
a very interesting speech. He says he is 
going to carry out this price-control law 
“to the very hilt.” Mark the word “hilt.” 
At another place he says, “But I want 
no snoopers.” But he seems to have 
them. I seem to have real proof of it. 
Attempts to trap people is proven and 
highly resented. 

How often I have said that every one 
of these organizations wants a huge po- 
lice force to try to find a lawbreaker. 
Let us consider what they have done to 
us on fuel oil. Tankers are reported to 
come into certain places and are unable 
to unload the fuel oil. Our people are 
not allowed to have it delivered to their 
own tanks because we are-all considered 
to be crooks until proven otherwise. 
They will not pour oil into your tank be- 
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cause they do not trust you to use it 
according to regulations. I resent being 
treated in that manner. Our people 
should be considered as honest, and the 
crooks punished when proven guilty. I 
do not subscribe to the doctrine that all 
should be deprived because of a few law- 
breakers. But that is the way these bu- 
reaucrats seem to wish to function. That 
is the way Mr. Henderson in his speech 
night before last appears to feel. Oh, I 
have expected that he would be fly- 
bitten, but that he would try to endure it. 

The tramp lay beside the road, sweat- 
ing and dirty, flies all over him; but one 
horsefly bit him harder than the others. 
Then he said, “Just for that, all of you 
get off.” 

That is the temper they get in. Be- 
cause they are bitten once in a while and 
they find some crooks, then the edict, 
“None of you can have it.” That method 
of procedure, I insist, is wrong. Again, 


I am willing to vote for this bill without 
hearings. We have already had volumi- 


nous testimony. Most of us desired to 
grant this power in the first instance. 
When the bill was being considered a nod 
from our President would have been all 
that was needed. 

There was a very close vote in the con- 
ference about the 110-percent parity. 
One word from the President and it 
would have been defeated. 

Constitutional? “If you do not act by 
October 1, I will.” The people of this 
Nation heard that. They admired his 
courage. The courage comes mighty 
late. But I admire courage, even if dila- 
tory. I am very glad that he is willing 
now to stabilize food prices and wages. 
But if he would set aside that law, he 
could set aside any law under the dicta- 
torship powers we have given him. We 
may well pause and consider the grave 
danger to our democracy. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I yield. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Under your in- 
terpretation of the President’s statement, 
what would he do if Congress would re- 
fuse to do anything? What would he do? 

Mr. GIFFORD. That is the question. 
That is very much the question. He said, 
“I will act.” He will act how? When? 
How often? Is that a fair question I am 


‘asking of him? He paints the Congress 


as a failure in order to build up executive 
support of the people. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I yield. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. What does he mean 
by saying he will stabilize wages? He is 
going to fix the price of farm products, 
but is he going to fix the price of wages 
when he says, “I will stabilize wages”? 

Mr. GIFFORD. That is what we want 
him to explain more fully. 

If he will come out with a statement 
and say, “We intend to stabilize wages 
at 15 percent above the present stand- 
ard,” then we would know what he is 
doing. Aiter the farmers have submitted, 
he could stabilize wages at a point highly 
pleasing to Mr. Green and Mr. Murray, 
and what could we do about it? 

However, we read in the morning paper 
that Murray arid Green seem to say, “We 
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have settled it already; you Congress- 
men must not mess in.” We must also 
consider that he wants to stabilize farm 
prices at parity by taking into account 
the benefit checks that are paid. I sup- 
port him in that, but many who repre- 
sent the farmers so humbly may well 
consider this phase. The members on 
the minority side of our Committee on 
Banking and Currency will probably be 
as anxious to support the President as 
those on the side of the majority. 

Perhaps the microphone has already 
lulled the farmers’ fears in these matters, 
and their faithful representatives should 
no longer hesitate to follow their Presi- 
dent with full confidence that he will 
look after their welfare as he has here- 
tofore done in good measure. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
has expired. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I will not ask for fur- 
ther time. The subject is intensely in- 
teresting at this particular moment. 


RENTALS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 2 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, a form 
of inflation has broken out in the District 
of Columbia which, unless it is effectively 
handled, may soon get out of bounds. 
Complaints are being made that merce- 
nary owners of business properties in the 
District of Columbia are taking advan- 
tage of the war emergency to increase 
the rents of their properties to an inordi- 
nate extent, in some instances as much 
‘2s 100 percent. In some instances the 
Government of the United States is being 
made the victim of this rent squeeze. 
Unfortunately the Rent Control Act of 
the District of Columbia gives no author- 
ity to Rent Administrator Robert Cogs- 
well to control this situation. Under the 
law he can deal only with residential 
properties. Startling evidence on this 
subject was placed today before our col- 
league, the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, the able chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. Mr. 
Cogswell has received a mass of com- 
plaints from. victims of the squeeze— 
shopkeepers, lawyers, doctors, and 
others—and it is not going too far, I 
think, to state that mandatory legisla- 
tion may be proposed to give the District 
Rent Control Administrator authority to 
cope with this ominous situation, 

It is important that this matter shall 
receive adequate attention before it gets 
out of hand. Washington, the Capital 
City, is the object lesson and pace setter 
for the entire country. If rent piracy in 
respect to business properties becomes 
the established practice here, it may not 
be long until the custom will spread and 
every city in the country will feel the 
blighting effects of this inflation trend. 
The smaller business concerns of the 
country are having a desperate struggle 
for existence at best. Many of them, on 
account of inability to get priorities and 
other restrictions, are hanging on the 
ragged edge of insolvency. If they sud- 
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denly find themselves faced with outra- 
geous rent increases, they will be pushed 
to the wall, and nothing can save them. 
The Federal Price Administration Act, 
like the District of Columbia Rent Con- 
trol Act, is defective in that it gives no 
authority whatever to hold rents of busi- 
ness properties to a reasonable maxi- 
mum. 
{Here the gavel fell.] 


STATEMENTS MADE BY MEMBERS OF 
CONGRESS 


Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
3 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, 
this afternoon on the floor of this House 
a very astounding and shocking state- 
ment was made by a Member of Con- 
gress. If the same statement had been 
made outside of the Hails of the House, 
on a street corner, or in any other public 
place, I believe that very likely the gen- 
tleman making the statement would 
have immediately found himself in the 
hands of authorities and probably in 
jail. 

The statement was made on the floor 
of the House however, and because it 
was made on the floor of the House it 
will do incalculably more harm than if 
it had been made on a street corner. 
Within a very short time that statement 
will be broadcast over every radio station 
in Japan and over every radio station 
in Berlin. More than that, it will be 
broadcast and published from every radio 
station and in every newspaper in the 
very important and powerful nations of 
the world which are yet in a neutral posi- 
tion. The statement will bring aid and 
comfort to the enemy and will cause 
some doubt perhaps in the minds of pow- 
erful neutrals whom we should like to 
have on our side. It will tend to create 
disunity among some foolish people in 
this country and tend to make for a less 
intensive war effort on the part of some 
others. 

_ To make such a statement on the floor 
of the House, in my opinion, renders a 
Member of Congress absolutely useless 
insofar as any work he can do here while 
this war is in progress. I think there is 
not a single Member of the House who 
concurs in the statement made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RıcH]; in fact, I am positive not a single 
Member of the House agrees with him, 
The reiteration of the statement and the 
added affirmation that he would not 
apologize for it or had no apology to 
make, to my mind places the gentleman 
in a position of absolute uselessness. 
For this reason if he still thinks and feels 
that way he should at once resign as a 
Member of Congress. 


GEORGE E. DEATHERAGE 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 5 minutes, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN, Mr. Speaker, George 
E. Deatherage was fired by the Navy from 
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a job he held under that Department at 
Norfolk, Va., because it was determined 
by investigations conducted by myself 
and by the Dies committee that Deather- 
age was not in sympathy with the coun- 
try’s program, but was a proclaimed Fas- 
cist and not a fit person to be associated 
in any way with the armed forces of the 
United States. If you recall, Deatherage 
was one of the leaders of the White Ca- 
mellias who were advocating fascism in 
this country. There are many more 
Deatherages in the service of the country 
who have no place there; there are many 
other Fascists in this country, American 
Fascists, holding key positions in the de- 
fense program while law-abiding, honest- 
to-goodness Americans capable of per- 
forming those duties have a difficult time 
to get in under the present set-up. 

Deatherage was discharged from his job 
with the Navy after an investigation was 
conducted by Secretary Knox. When he 
was dismissed the Secretary described 
him as an undesirable person. He had 
been employed at the Norfolk Navy Yard 
as an engineer. He was discharged after 
a careful study of his past record. The 
country hoped and trusted that that 
would be the last we heard of Deatherage, 
but we find now that this same gentle- 
man, Mr. Deatherage, is employed by the 
Army Engineer Corps and is holding a 
responsible position—the very man who 
advocates fascism, the very man who 
openly advocated a Fascist dictatorship 
for our country. 

The Army Engineer Corps, I am reli- 
ably informed, hired Deatherage without 
having asked the F. B. I. to investigate 
him. We have been assured time and 
again that the Civil Service Commission 
or the F. B. I. is asked to check on all 
people connected with the defense pro- 
gram. There is supposed to be an inves- 
tigation in every individual case to deter- 
mine whether a man’s ability and back- 
ground are such as to justify his being 
placed in a responsible position. I am 
informed that Deatherage was never in- 
vestigated by the F. B. I. with respect to 
his second job. What the country is en- 
titled to know is how he secured his pres- 
ent position without being investigated 
and who is protecting him in the Army. 
It seems to me we are pursuing the wrong 
policy when a man with a record such as 
Deatherage has can be placed in a re- 
sponsible job while young men and 
women before they can be employed in 
even a minor capacity have to be investi- 
gated by the F. B. I. It is an outrage to 
see a man who has been investigated and 
condemned by the Dies committee, by 
the McCormack committee, and by the 
F. B. I., who has been accused of being a 
Fascist by Members of Congress, who has 
been investigated by Secretary Knox and 
found to be unfit—to see such a man 
being able to secure a position with the 
Army of the United States. I call the 
attention of the House to this fact and 
make the statement that there must be 
some steps taken to remedy such condi- 
tions if we want unity and strength to 
fight our enemies from within and from 
without. If we expect to win this war 
and this peace we cannot afford to play 
ball with men like Deatherage who ad- 
vocate the very principles cf fascism and 
nazi-ism against which we are fighting 
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today. Deatherage and his friends have 
as much sympathy for democracy as I 
have for Hitlerism. We owe it to our 
boys in the trenches to protect the home 
front for them and to do that we have to 
protect our institutions against men like 
Deatherage. We shall never win this war 
with Deatherage and the likes of him 
holding responsibie jobs with the Army, 
Navy, or the Inteliigence Services. It is 
about time that we wake up and face the 
issue of native fascism which is just as 
dangerous to the safety of our country as 
is the fascism we are fighting abroad. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I was very sorry that it was not 
possible to secure printing of the so- 
called Baruch report and recommenda- 
tions regarding rubber, oil, and gasoline, 
because there is nothing of more vital 
importance to the Nation today than 
fuel for the conduct of the war, for the 
carrying on of our industries, and for the 
health of the Nation. 

Secretary Ickes and Mr. Eastman, head 
of the war transportation, have done 
something, but not enough. They have 
done a good deal, considering their hands 
have been tied. And we must have action 
at once. Promises do not fill empty 
tanks. I am still asking that an agency 
under a single head be given full author- 
ity to act. 

May I ask the assistance of the Mem- 
bers—and I know many of them agree 
with me—in seeing that the Government 
converts to coal wherever possible in- 
stead of using oil. We on the eastern 
seaboard are told to convert oil burners 
to coal in order to save oil. I am reliably 
informed that today new Government 
buildings are having oil burners put in in- 
stead of using coal. A great saving can 
be effected in that way, and certainly this 
should be done. The administration 
should practice what it preaches. 

I also ask the Members from the States 
that have plenty of gas and oil if they 
will not join with us from the eastern 
seaboard in seeing that we get our ade- 
quate share. I would like to remind 
every one of the people living in those 
States when they are taking three, four, 
five, or six hundred mile automobile trips 
for pleasure, of our gasoline shortage 
and ask if they will not stop and help us 
to secure the necessary amount in order 
to carry on our commercial business on 
the eastern seaboard. 

[Eere the gavel fell.] 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 additional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, may I ask the gen- 
tlewoman if the report was not referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and or- 
dered printed? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
of course, that is true. 


Yes; 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts [Mrs. Roc- 
ERS]? 

There was no objection. ' 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, many people do not understand 
that they can get these reports from the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. BLAND. Would it not be in order 
then to appear before the Committee on 
Printing and ascertain the proper num- 
ber of reports that should be circulated? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. That 
is a very valuable, constructive sugges- 
tion. I think we should notify people 
that they can secure those reports. 
There is no problem in New England that 
is occupying the minds of the people 
more than that of keeping warm this 
winter, running their industries, which 
include the war industries, and for the 
commercial people to have enough gaso- 
line to carry on their commerce. Thou- 
sands of dollars are being lost because 
they cannot get gasoline for commercial 
purposes. It is not complaining when I 
repeat afain that no section of any coun- 
try, with the possible exception of Russia, 
and that is so big it is difficult to treat it 
all the same, there is no other country of 
the so-called Allies that is discriminating 
against one section of the country. New 
England has always been so loyal to the 
United States it cannot understand the 
unjust treatment. It may not be, and I 
am sure it is not, intentional discrimina- 
tion, but the result is a very pronounced 
discrimination against the eastern sea- 
board. I know my colleagues who have 
done so much to help other nations will 
do everything in their power to help New 
England and the eastern seaboard. 

{Here the gavel fell.J 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. GILCHRIST]? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Speaker, I have 
heard a great deal about parity and 
about price fixing of-farm products at 
110 percent of parity. The bill that was 
passed by Congress did not fix the ceiling 
on farm prices at 110 percent of parity 
at all. It simply said that prices should 
not be forcibly fixed at less than that. 
It fixed a price-fixing ceiling. It did not 
fix a floor. Prices were allowed to go 
wherever they might go, but the ceiling 
could be fixed at 110 percent of parity. 

There were many, many reasons why 
it was necessary at that time to safe- 
guard farm products by seeing that they 
should not be fixed forcibly by the Price 
Administrator at less than that amount. 
I am greatly interested in farm prod- 
ucts. I suppose I represent in this Con- 
gress a district that produces more corn 
than any other district in the United 
States—I am quite sure of that—and 
more than any other like area in the 
world. Corn sells today in my district 
for along about 70 cents per bushel. 
Parity is 92 cents or 93 cents a bushel. 
Whoever says that we have been asking 
that prices be fixed at 110 percent of 
parity is woefully mistaken or misin- 
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formed. Moreover, grain prices have 
never gone up even to parity; and 110 
percent of parity for grain is a myth. 

The prices that the farmer gets for 
farm products have little to do with the 
prices that the housewives pay for food 
in the grocery stores. The farmer gets 
an average of only about 45 percent of 
the prices at which his products sell in 
the retail markets. 

While at home recently, I went into 
the grocery store to buy some Wheaties, 
I had heard so much about Wheaties. 
You know all the athletes eat Wheaties. 
If you happen to be down a little bit, or 
if you have an ache or a pain in your 
sawdust or in your vertebrae, then you 
should take some Wheaties. “Eat Wheat- 


* jes—Eat Wheaties,” is a standard joke 


out in my country. Well, I bought a 
package of Wheaties and I paid almost 
$12 per bushel for my wheat, whereas 
wheat is selling for only about $1 
a bushel out on the farms. I have often 
pointed out that many of our people who 
talk about the price of farm products do 
not know what they are talking about. 
They are really talking about the things 
that are made or manufactured from ag- 
ricultural products, and not about the 
price of farm products themselves. Farm 
products and farm prices have not caused 
any great increase in food prices. I refer 
to the prices that the farmer gets. What 
the farmer gets is no criterion of what 
you pay at the grocery store. As I have 
said many times, it is the spread between 
the farm and the dinner table that you 
ought to talk about. The advance in the 
cost of living is not caused by the $1 
per bushel for wheat that the farmer gets. 
It is caused by the $12 per bushel that 
is charged by the processor when you buy 
for your dinner table. The same things 
are true of almost everything else that 
you buy for your dinner table. The 
farmer is not at fault. He does not get 
even as much as parity. The trouble lies 
somewhere else than with the farmer; 
the high increase is caused by something 
besides the farmer. What is it? 

Mr. Speaker, I want wages to be fixed 
at a high level. I have always voted for 
labor. I believe in paying workingmen 
a liberal wage. Their wages should be 
high enough to enable them and their 
wives and children to live in comfort and 
happiness. At the time of the passage 
of the price-fixing bill it was necessary 
to safeguard the farmer so long as other 
staples were not being fixed. It was 
necessary to assure that prices would not 
be fixed on the things that he raises out 
on the farm at less than 110 percent þe- 
cause prices on other things were not 
fixed at all. The farmer is willing to take 
100 percent of parity if the things that 
he buys are on a like level. I would be 
mighty glad to take 100 percent of parity 
for farm products because I could then 
go home and sell my corn for 92 cents or 
93 cents a bushel instead of taking 70 
cents a bushel for it. 

But it is oftentimes argued that the 
farmer gets this difference between the 
70 cents and the 93 cents, because he is 
paid a bonus or a benefit known as the 
parity payment. But this is not true. 
There are just as many corn farmers who 
never get this parity payment as there 
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are who do get it. There are as many 
acres producing corn outside of the corn- 
marketing area as there are inside of it. 
‘These people get no parity payments at 
all, or else, in some instances, they get 
but a small percentage of it. 
Furthermore, all farmers who do get 
parity payments are required to pay or 
to give a consideration for these pay- 
ments. They are required to give a quid 
pro quo for them. They are compelled 
to forego the right to raise and plant 
corn on a very large acreage of their own 
farms. They must give up the right to 
produce on their own farms. Taxes 
against their farms, including the acre- 
age that is not under production, go on 
and on forever, just as Tennyson’s pro- 


verbial brook flows on and on forever.’ 


Any farmer who takes these benefits must 
lose the productiveness in a high per- 
centage of his own soil. The sun comes 
up each year above the Equator and 
fructifies the fields and God’s wondrous 
bounty gives the farmer his increase and 
his returns. But any farmer who takes 
these benefits must give up much of his 
productive capacity and the productive 
Capacity of his acres and of hisfarm. He 
resigns a considerable share of the sun- 
light and the bounteous gifts of nature 
because he is not allowed to produce to 
the full capacity of his farm. Such a 
corn farmer, even though he gets the full 
parity payment, nevertheless gives a con- 
sideration for such payment, even if he 
is within the commercial area. The dif- 
ference between the 70 cents and the 93 
cents is not in any wise or manner com- 
pensated by any subsidy or benefit that 
he may get from the Government. It 
still remains true that he never gets as 
much as parity for the corn that he pro- 
duces; and it still remains true that the 
price of farm products has not caused 
any increase in living expenses. But this 
increase is plainiy attributable to other 
influences and other causes. The danger 
of inflation is not caused by farmers and 
by prices out on the farm. This danger 
is to be found somewhere between the 
farm and the dinner table. 


SIGNING OF ENROLLED BILL 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that notwithstanding the 
adjournment of the House, the Clerk 
shall be authorized to receive a message 
from the Senate on the soldiers’ vote 
bill, H. R. 7416, and that the Speaker 
may be authorized to sign the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. BLAND]? 

There was no objection. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 1 o'clock and 26 minutes p. m.), under 
its previous order, the House adjourned 
until Monday, September 14, 1942, at 12 

o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
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1890. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a list of papers 
recommended for disposal by certain agencies 
of the Federal Government; to the Com- 
mittee on the Disposition of Executive 
Papers. 

1891. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting certified copies 
of the five acts passed at the second special 
session of the Fifteenth Legislature of Puerto 
Rico, June 15-16, 1942; to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 2686. An act amending law detailing mill- 
tary personnel to South American countries; 
without amendment (Rept. No, 2439). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


| PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, pUblic bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev- 
erally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DITTER: 

H. R. 7538. A bill to achieve the objectives 
outlined by the President in his message to 
Congress dated September 7, 1942; to stabi- 
lize the cost of labor, prices of agricultural 
commodities, and the cost of living; to pro- 
tect the principle and practice of collective 
bargining for labor; to preserve the prin- 
ciple of parity for farmers; and to promote 
the national unity; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MAY: 

H.R. 7539. A bill to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to establish a Women’s Army 
Auxiliary Corps for service with the Army 
of the United States,” approved May 14, 1942, 
to create the grade of field director in such 
corps comparable to the enlisted grades in 
the Regular Army, to provide pay and allow- 
ances for all members of such corps at the 
same rates as those payable to members of 
the Regular Army in corresponding grades, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSER: 

H. R.7543. A bill to make it the duty of 
the Director of the Census to collect libelous 
statements relating to certain officers or any 
body or group thereof, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on thg Census, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXTI, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SIKES: 

H.R. 7540. A bill for the relief of Robert 

Griffin; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SHANLEY: 

H.R. 7541. A bill for the relief of Peter J. 
Petersen; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. WEST: 
H.R. 7542..A bill for the relief of John V. 
Saul; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 


3314. By Mr. KRAMER: Petition of the 
board of directors of the California Fig In- 
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stitute, opposing and protesting against any 
reduction in the import tariff rate on al- 
monds and dates; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

$315. By Mr. VAN ZANDT: Petition of 
the Church of the Brethren, Blair County, 
Pa., urging the passage of Senate bill 860; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$316. By Mr. KRAMER: Resolution of the 
Young Democrats of California, protesting 
against the dismissal of Robert Burns and 
the appointment of Wilford Frischknecht, of 
Uteh, as California State administrator and 
regional director of an area in which over 
80 percent of the National Youth Administra- 
tion work is concentrated in California; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

3317. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the San 
Francisco Board of Supervisors, adopted 
August 17, 1942, relative to proposed taxation 
by the Federai Government of municipal 
bond obligations; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


SENATE 


MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 1942 


The Reverend H. W. Burgan, D. D. 
pastor, Hamline Methodist Church, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 


O Lord, Thou God of nations, in these 
tragic times may we stand fast in the 
faith wherein Thou hast made us free, 
May we give testimony to the belief that 
Thou art our refuge and strength, an 
ever-present help in time of trouble. 

Save our Nation, O Lord, from the foes 
that press upon us from without. Give 
strength and wisdom to our President, 
guide our Congress, be with our armed 
forces, bless the homes that have given 
of their sons and daughters. Save us 
from selfishness that may keep us from 
making necessary sacrifices. Give cour- 
age, we pray, O Thou gracious God, to all 
our people, and judgment to our leaders, 
that we may be led in the way of that 
wisdom which cometh from on high. 

Save us, O Lord, from the anxiety and 
fear that destroy men’s minds as well as 
their bodies. Help us to be so morally 
undergirded that we may be strong to 
struggle for the freedom given to us 
through the sacrifices of our founding 
fathers. 

Teach us Thy way, the high way of 
righteousness, and help us to walk 
therein humbly and prayerfully, knowing 
that Thou art our salvation. 

Answer our prayers, O Thou eternal 
God, God of nations. Bless America, 
Amen. 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER 


The Chief Clerk (John C. Crockett) 
read the following letter: 


UNITED States SENATE, 
PRESIDENT FRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, D. C., September 14, 1942, 
To the Senate: 
Being temporarily absent from the Senate, 
I appoint Hon, EDWIN C. JOHNSON, a Senator 
from the State of Colorado, to perform the 
duties of the Chair during my absence. 
CARTER GLASS, 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado thereupon 


.took the chair as Acting President pro 


tempore. 
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THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
September 10, 1942, was dispensed with, 
and the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—AP- 
PROVAL OF A JOINT RESOLUTION 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced on Sep- 
tember 9, 1942, that the President had 
approved and signed the joint resolution 
(S. J. Res. 153) transferring the manage- 
ment of the Senate restaurants to the 
Architect of the Capitol, and for other 
purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED DURING 
ADJOURNMENT 


Under authority of the order of the 
10th instant, 

On September 10, 1942, during the ad- 
journment of the Senate, the Vice Presi- 
dent signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7416) 
to provide for a method of voting, in time 
of war, by members of the land and naval 
forces absent from the place of their resi- 
dence, which had been signed previously 
by the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED 
BILL SIGNED 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the enrolled bill 
(H. R. 6682) to suspend in part the proc- 
essing tax on coconut oil, and it was 
signed by the Acting President pro 
tempore. 

SIXTH REPORT ON LEND-LEASE OPER- 
ATIONS (H. DOC. NO. 839) 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a message from the President of the 
United States, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States of 
America: 

I am transmitting to the Congress the 
sixth quarterly report on operations un- 
der the Lend-Lease Act. 

As our men move overseas to battle, 
they must and will have sufficient quanti- 
ties of the best equipment the United 
States can produce. At the same time, 
we must provide more weapons to the 
armies of our Allies already in the fight- 
ing lines. Britain has been fighting the 
Nazis for 3 years, China is in her sixth 
year of war, and in Russia the war’s 
greatest land front is more than a year 
old. From the beginning they have car- 
ried on without enough guns or tanks 
or planes. It is through their uphill 
fight that the war has not been lost. 
Only by strengthening our allies and 
combining their strength with ours can 
we surely will. 

Deliveries of lend-lease supplies, which 
have been growing, will have to grow 
much larger still. We and the other 
United Nations need all the weapons that 
all of us can produce and all the men 
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that all of us can muster. In relation to 
their available resources Britain and 
Russia have up to now produced more 
weapons than we have. And they are 
continuing to produce to the limit, in 
spite of the fact that Russia is a battle- 
field and Britain an offensive base. So 
far the United States has little more 
than passed the halfway mark toward 
maximum possible war production. Not 
until we have reached the maximum— 
and we can do this only by stripping our 
civilian economy to the bone—can our 
fighting men and those of our allies be 
assured of the vastly greater quantities 
of weapons required to turn the tide. 
Not until then can the United Nations 
march forward together to certain vic- 


tory. 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT, 
THE WHITE HOUSE, 
September 11, 1942. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The message and the accompany- 
ing report will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


STATEMENT BY VERY REV. ROBERT I. 
GANNON, S. J., AS TO HIS FORMER ISO- 
LATIONISM 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
in order that it may become a part of the 
REcoRD, I shall read a dispatch which 
appeared in the Washington Post, as 
follows: 


New Yorg, September 7.—A candid ad- 
mission that he was completely wrong in his 
pre-war isolationism was made today by the 
Very Reverend Robert I. Gannon, 8. J., presi- 
dent of Fordham University, at the formal 
opening of the one hundred and first academic 
year of Fordham College. 

“Only a year ago,” he sald, “there were 
many loyal Americans—and I was one of 
them—who felt that this was not our war. 

“Yet, humiliating as it is, I am ready to 
confess that we were wrong and President 
Roosevelt was right. It was our war from 
the first. 

“If the President had listened to me, China, 
Russia, and Great Britain would now be pros- 
trate, and we should be facing our zero hour 
alone and unprepared. 

“Instead, thanks to Mr. Roosevelt, our 
Alles are far from prostra*2, and their im- 
mense courage, backed up at last by the full 
power of the United States, will make this 
a long war, but one with good news at the 
end.” 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIAL 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 


By the ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 


pore: 

A letter in the nature of a memorial from 
George C. Parker, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
remonstrating against the enactment of the 
bill (H. R. 7304) prohibiting the payment of 
contingent fees for services in connection 
with the procurement of Government con- 
tracts, requiring certain warranties in Gov- 
ernment contracts, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

Petitions, numerously signed, of sundry 
citizens and members of Grace Methodist 
Church, of Winfield, Kans., praying for the 
enactment of Senate bill 860 to prohibit the 
sale of alcoholic liquor and to suppress vice 
in the vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishments; ordered to lie on the table. 
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PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND 
SUPPRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILI- 
TARY CAMPS—LETTERS OF PETITION 


Mr. REYNOLDS presented several let- 
ters in the nature of petitions from 
church organizations in the State of 
North Carolina, praying for the enact- 
ment of Senate bill 860, which were or- 
dered to lie on the table and to be 
printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 


THE METHODIST CHURCH, 
Wadesboro, N. C., September 3, 1942. 
Hon. RoBERrT R. REYNOLDS, 
Chairman, Senate Military Afairs 
Committee, Senate Office Building, 

~ Washington, D.C. 

Deak SENATOR REYNOLDS: We are writing 
you not personally but officially as chairman 
of the Senate Military Affairs Committee. 

At a union meeting held at the Methodist 
Church, Wadesboro, N. C., on August 30, the 
congregation assembled requested the pas- 
tors of the churches represented to write to 
you, stating that those present desire you to 
present to the Senate of the United States the 
action of the congregation, requesting the 
prompt passage of Senate bill 860, or of pro- 
tective legislation for our armed forces from 
the liquor and vice traffics, similar to that 
which was enacted in 1917. You are also re- 
quested to present this action to the Senate, 
that it may be incorporated in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. 

Yours very truly, 4 
Cuas. P. BOWLES, 
Pastor, Methodist Church, 
W. G. THOMAS, 
Pastor, Presbyterian Church, 
B. M. COVINGTON, 
Chairman of the Board of Deacons 
of First Baptist Church, 
cc: Hon. Josian W. BAILEY, 
Hon. W. O. BURGIN. 


Erxın, N. C., August 29, 1942. 
Hon. Rosert R, REYNOLDS, 
Chairman, Senate Military Affatrs 
Committee, Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR REYNOLDS: We are writing 
you not personally but officially as chairman 
of the Senate Military Affairs Committee. 

At a union service of various denomina- 
tions of Elkin and Jonesville, at the Metho- 
dist Church of Elkin, on Sunday, August 23, 
the congregation assembled requested the 
pastors of the churches represented to write 
you, stating that those present desire you to 
present to the Senate of the United States the 
action of the congregation, urging the prompt 
passage of Senate bill No. 860, or of protective 
legislation for our armed forces from the 
liquor and vice traffics, similar to that which 
was enacted in 1917. You are also requested 
t present thi: action to the Senate, that it 
may be incorporated in the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 


Yours very truly, 
HERMAN L. DUNCAN, 
Pastor, Elkin Methodist Church. 
O. V. CAUDILL, 
Pastor, Elkin Presbyterian Church, 
D. G. REECE, 
Pastor, Jonesville Baptist Church. 
G. C. GRAHAM, 
Pastor, Jonesville Methođist Church. 
STEPHEN MORRISETT, 
Pastor, Elkin Baptist Church, 


RIDGECREST, N. C., July 26, 1942. 
Senator ROBERT R. REYNOLDS, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR ReYNoLDs: The Baptist 
Young Woman’s Auxiliary Camp at Ridge- 
crest, N. C., is attended each year by represent- 
atives of 75,000 young women from Baptist 
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churches throughout the Southern Baptist 
Convention. This letter is sent to you by 
their unanimous vote of instruction, with the 
request that you have it printed in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RecorpD, or by some other means 
bring it to the attention of the Senate of 
the United States, as expressing our fer- 
vent petition for the speedy enactment of 
the Sheppard bill, S. 860. 

We are informed that a move to recOm- 
mit the said bill to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs is being considered, and we are 
fearful that such action would result in 
smothering the measure. We beseech the 
Senate not to recommit this bill, but insist 
instead that it be brought to the vote im- 
mediately. 

As a body of intelligent and patriotic young 
women we are alarmed by the governmental 
policy and our War Department’s practice of 
permitting the sale of beer and other intoxi- 
cating beverages to our soldiers, either on or 
off the military reservations. Our Nation’s 
defenders should be protected by appropri- 
ate legislation against exploitation by the 
liquor and beer trade, if they are expected 
adequately to defend our country in war. We 
can have no confidence in a war policy which 
includes access of soldiers and sailors to al- 
coholic beverages. 

Most of us have brothers and fathers 
and/or sweethearts in the armed service of our 
country. Their health and morale are of 
primary concern to us. We are conscien- 
tious objectors to the sabotage of manpower 
now evident among the military and naval 
forces of the United States, which results 
from their consumption of alcoholic bev- 
erages. 

By this letter of petition, and in the pro- 
found conviction that the action herein re- 
quested is vital to ending the war, we re- 
spectfully and earnestly call upon the Sen- 
ate to bring to vote, and to enact without 
further delay, the bill known as S. 860. 

SOUTHERN Baptist YOUNG WoMAN’S 
AUXILIARY CAMP, 
` By BLANCHE E, TRULL AND Ora HAYNES, 


FUEL OIL AND GAS RATIONING—RESOLU- 
TION BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF 
BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 


Mr. DANAHER presented a letter with 
an accompanying resolution adopted by 
the Common Council of the City of 
Bridgeport, Conn., which letter and res- 
olution were referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


OFFICE OF CITY CLERK, 
City oF BRIDGEPORT, CONN., 
September 10, 1942, 
The Honorable JOHN A, DANAHER, 
United States Senate, 
‘Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: I am enclosing herewith copy 
of a resolution which was unanimously 
adopted by the Common Council of the City 
of Bridgeport at a meeting held September 
8, 1942, and which was approved by Mayor 
Jasper McLevy, concerning fuel oil and gas 
rationing. 

Very truly yours, 
FRED SCHWARZKOPF, 
City Clerk. 


Resolved, That the following statement of 
policy be, and the same hereby is adopted as 
expressing the position and attitude of the 
Common Council of the City of Bridgeport: 

The men, women, and children cf the city 
of Bridgeport, Conn. and its immediate area, 
cannot help contemplating the coming winter 
with mounting anxiety by reason of the 
proposed rigid curtailment in their supplies 
of fuel oil for heating and gasoline for neces- 
sary transportation. This area ranks highest 
in the country in the essential uses of fuel 
oil. It is conservatively estimated that the 
area uses approximately 20,000 oil burners 
íor domestic and industrial purposes and ap- 
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proximately 15,000 kitchen ranges for cook- 
ing. During the coming winter, these facili- 
ties will be more indispensable than ever 
before and their unimpaired use more vital 
than ever to the uninterrupted progress of 
our Nation’s war effort. The Bridgeport area 
contains one of the most vital concentra- 
tions of war industries in the entire ccuntry. 
These plants cannot be expected to function 
at anything approaching maximum efficiency 
unless adequate fuel supplies are assured to 
them and to their workers. Due to the abrupt 
and extraordinary increase in war production 
in the Bridgeport area, many thousands of 
workers and their families have come nere 
and are employed in war industries. This 
trend has created a housing shortage of the 
most acute character, as a result of which 
many hundreds of homes are necessarily ac- 
commodating many times more people than 
they did under normal conditions. This cir- 
cumstance, in and of itseif, would produce 
conditions of the most serious and extensive 
hardship should there be any substantial 
curtailment in fuel oil supplies to this area. 
In other words, the need for oil for heating 
in the Bridgeport area, because of conditions 
created by the war, are abnormally high and 
will be greater this winter than ever before 
in the history of the residents of this area 

What is true of the abnormal need for fuel 
oil is equally true of the abnormally high 
gasoline requirements of this area. There 
has been a tremendous increase in popula- 
tion, and most of those requiring gasoline 
for transportation are either directly or in- 
directly engaged in or in furthering objectives 
of war production. Their reasonable gasoline 
requirements cannot be lightly brushed aside 
without the possibility of unfortunate re- 
sults to the war effort. 

Any drastic curtailment in supplies of fuel 
oil or gasoline to-the Bridgeport area during 
the coming winter is bound to jeopardize 
public health, impede war production, and 
affect morale. The common council feels 
that the special and peculiar conditions pre- 
vailing in the Bridgeport area must be recog- 
nized as such and that proper allowances 
should be made for them. Neither Bridge- 
port nor the towns surrounding it seek to be 
treated with favoritism or partiality. They 
do feel, however, that since this is an all-out, 
Nation-wide war, the sacrifices imposed on 
our people should likewise be distributed on 
an all-out and Nation-wide scale. Because of 
the conditions outlined, residents of the 
Bridgeport area have already made, and are 
glad to continue to make, extraordinary sac- 
rifices for the cause of victory. But they feel 
strongly that the burdens cast upon them 
should be no greater than those borne by 
their fellow citizens elsewhere and should be 
reasonably adjusted to the particular prob- 
lems which the war has thrust upon them 
here. They, therefore, earnestly urge all pub- 
lic officials who may be concerned promptly 
to exert every effort to the end that during 
the months ahead people of this area shall 
not suffer by reason of any substantial dimi- 
nution in the supplies of fuel oil and gasoline 
available to them; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy hereof. be forwarded 
to the United States Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress from the State of Con- 
necticut and to all other public officials who 
may be concerned. 

Dated at Bridgeport, Conn. this 8th day 
of September 1942. 


STABILIZATION OF COST OF LIVING—IN- 
FLATION CONTROL 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I have 
just received two telegrams to which I 
wish to call the attention of the Senate. 
From Irvin L. Cowger, adjutant of the 
Kansas department of the American 
Legion, I received the following tele- 
gram: 

We desire legislation covering all prices, 
including farm products and wages. 


SEPTEMBER 14 


I believe that this message from the 
American Legion of Kansas covers in 
those few words what the majority of the 
people want Congress to do in the mat- 
ter of price control. All of us realize 
that price control by itself will not do 
the job; but we also know that if price 
controls are not accompanied by produc- 
tion cost controls, the price-control pro- 
gram will not work. We also know that 
wages are a big item—in most cases the 
biggest single item—in production costs. 

The President himself emphasized that 
stabilization of farm prices must be ac- 
companied by stabilization of wages, and 
that stabilization of wages must be ac- 
companied by stabilization of farm prices, 
I hold also that such a price and wage 
stabilization program should be accom- 
plished through legislation by Congress, 
with administration by the Executive. 
What farmers object to is fixing farm 
prices by law, or by edict, while wages are 
to be determined by negotiation. 

I also wish to place in the record a 
telegram from the Kansas Livestock As- 
sociation, signed by E. C. Robbins, of Bel- 
videre, Kans., president, and Will J. Mil- 
ler, of Topeka, a secretary of the associa- 
tion. It reads as follows: 


Directors and advisory committee of the 
Kansas Livestock Association in special ses- 
sion here today (September 12) wish to ex- 
press approval of a ceiling on beef based on 
present price levels, and.a flocr not to exceed 
$2 per hundredweight thereunder to cover 
an adequate period after the duration. This 
program will in our opinion assure maximum 
production in Kansas, so much to be desired. 


I believe that this suggestion from the 
Kansas Livestock Association is essen- 
tially fair and constructive, and would 
tend to result in the necessary production 
of meats for the war program. Also it is 
in line with the following statement in 
the President’s latest message to Con- 
gress on the subject of inflation control. 
I quote from the President’s message: 


Agricultural ceilings should be permitted 
at either parity or at the price levels which 
prevailed at some recent date, whichever is 
the higher. 


We should find a method which will 
enable us also to guarantee to the farmer 
that he would receive a fair minimum 
price for his products for 1 or 2 years 
after the end of the war. 

These two telegrams, as I see it, are in 
line with the President’s own statements 
of policy. I ask that the telegrams be 
referred to the committee handling price 
legislation. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. . The telegrams presented by the 
Senator from Kansas will be referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: 

8.2689. A bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to incorporate Saint Ann’s Infant 
Asylum, in the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1863 (12 Stat. 798); without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1596); 

S. 2733. A bill to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the better registration 
of births in the District of Columbia and for 


1942 


other purposes,” approved March 1, 1907; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1597); 

H. R. 6362. A bill to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the practice of the heal- 
ing art to protect the public health in the 
District of Columbia,” approved February 27, 
1929; without amendment (Rept. No. 1598); 

H.R. 7235. A bill to amend the District of 
Columbia Emergency Rent Act; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1599); and 

H.R. 7399. A bill to increase the penalty 
for indecent exposure in the District of Co- 
reread without amendment (Rept. No. 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

S. 2739. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to grant easements for rights-of- 
Way over, across, in, and upon naval reserva- 
tions; without amendment (Rept. No. 1595). 

By Mr. GURNEY, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

S. 2411. A bill for the relief of William R. 
mo with an amendment (Rept. No. 

By Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: 

5.2751. A bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to establish a Women’s Army Auxil- 
iary Corps for service with the Army of the 
United States,” approved May 14, 1942, to 
create the grade of field director in such 
corps, to provide for enrolled grades in such 
corps comparable to the enlisted grades in 
the Regular Army, to provide pay and allow- 
ances for all members of such corps at the 
same rates as those payable to members of 
the Regular Army in corresponding grades, 
and for other purposes; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 1603). 

By Mr. VAN NUYS, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

S. 2696. A bill to permit prosecutions after 
the lapse of a temporary statute for offenses 
committed prior to its expiration; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1604); 

H. R. 6951. A bill to amend subsections (b) 
and (d) of section 77 of the Judicial Code so 
as to transfer the county of Butts from the 
Macon division of the middle district of 
Georgia to the Atlanta division of the north- 
er district of Georgia; without amendment 
(Rept. No, 1605); and 

H. J. Res. 271. Joint resolution authorizing 
the President of the United States of Amer- 
ica to proclaim October 11, 1942, General 
Pulaski’s Memorial Day for the observance 
and commemoration of the death of Brig. 
Gen. Casimir Pulaski; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1602). 


PROCEEDINGS OF CONVENTION OF THE 
AMERICAN INSTRUCTORS OF THE DEAF 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Printing, I report back 
the report of proceedings of the thirty- 
second meeting of the convention of the 
American Instructors of the Deaf, held 
at Fulton, Mo., June 23 to 27, 1941, with 
the recommendation that the report be 
printed as a document, with illustrations. 

On motion by Mr. HAYDEN, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the proceed- 
ings of the thirty-second meeting of the 
convention of American Instructors of the 
Deaf, held at Fulton, Mo., June 23 to 27, 1941, 
be printed, with illustrations, as a Senate 
document. 


STABILIZATION OF COST OF LIVING— 
JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED DUR- 
ING ADJOURNMENT 


Under authority of the order of the 
10th instant, : 

Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
Wacner) during the adjournment of the 
Senate introduced a joint resolution 
(S. J. Res. 161) to aid in stabilizing the 
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cost of living, which (the first and second 
readings having been waived) was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were in- 
troduced, read the first time, and, by 
unanimous consent, the second time, and 
referred as follows: 


By Mr. GREEN: 

S. 2768. A bill to authorize the use for war 
Purposes of silver held or owned by the 
United States; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. WALSH: 

S. 2769. A bill to authorize the rank of 
rear admiral in the Dental Corps of the 
United States Navy; and 

8.2770. A bill to provide for the appoint- 
ment in the Naval and Marine Corps Re- 
serve of persons with physical disabilities, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MCKELLAR: 

8.2771. A bill for the relief of Janie Mc- 
Cord Watson, James Scott Howell, Alice Ruth 
Howell, and Houston Thomas Howell (with 
SccCERPeO TINS papers); to the Committee on 


By Mr. BALL: 

8.2772. A bill for the relief of Angeline 
Arbuckle; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BALL (for himself and Mr. 
DOWNEY): 

8.2773. A bill for the relief of Lawrence 
Anthony, R. E. Murphy, Mary E. Armstrong, 
and R. E. Murphy, as administrator of the 
estate of Ella Murphy; to the Committee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. VAN NUYS: 

8.2774. A bill to amend section 36 of the 
Criminal Code; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOWNEY: 

S. 2775. A bill to amend the act of March 5, 
1942, relating to the planting of guayule and 
other rubber-bearing plants; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 

8.2776. A bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to authorize the President of the 
United States to requisition property required 
for the defense of the United States,” ap- 
proved October 16, 1941, to continue it in 
effect; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEPPER: 

8.2777. A bill providing for taxation for 
bonded indebtedness by the States and their 
political subdivisions of real property acquired 
by or on behalf of the United States; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. PEPPER (for himself and Mr. 
ANDREWS) : 

S. 2778. A bill dividing the State of Florida 
into two judicial districts, defining the terri- 
tory embraced in each, and fixing the time 
of holding terms of court therein; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEAD: 

S. 2779. A bill making the 12th day of Octo- 
ber 1942 a legal holiday; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONNALLY: 

S. J. Res. 162. Joint resolution authorizing 
the execution of certain obligations under the 
treaties of 1903 and 1936 with Panama, and 
other commitments; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


LIMIT OF EXPENDITURES OF SPECIAL 
COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE NA- 
TIONAL DEFENSE PROGRAM 


Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, I sub- 
mit a resolution, which I ask to have 
referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, 
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The resolution (S. Res. 288) was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That the limit of expenditures 
under Senate Resolution 71, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, first session, relating to the investi- 
gation of the national defense program, 
agreed to on March 1, 1941, is hereby in- 
creased by $100,000. 


Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may make a 
few remarks concerning the resolution, 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection? 

The Chair hears none, and the Sena- 
tor from Missouri may proceed. 


DEVELOPMENTS IN THE WAR PROGRAM 


Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, the 
committee investigating the national 
defense program, of which I am chair- 
man, has been following with the keenest 
interest the developments in the war pro- 
gram. The committee has been very 
mindful of the fact that public criticism 
of major phases of the war effort might 
give aid and comfort to the enemy. Be- 
cause of this, the committee in recent 
months held as few public hearings as 
possible, and the bulk of its work has been 
done privately. The committee will con- 
tinue that policy, but there are some 
things the public is entitled to know, and 
unfortunately it is sometimes necessary 
to have the force of public opinion in 
order to insure results. 

This committee was organized largely 
because of the waste that was reported 
in the defense program as it was being 
administered in the early part of 1941, 
particularly waste on construction jobs. 
One of the first tasks of the committee 
was to investigate construction, and the 
committee found an enormous amount of 
unnecessary waste, particularly in camp 
construction. The committee recom- 
mended that camp construction should 
be transferred from the Quartermaster 
branch of the War Department to the 
Engineer Corps. ` This was done, and a 
substantial improvement was obtained. 
But I am sorry to say that waste was not 
eliminated either in camp construction 
or in the construction of defense plants. 

I am sure there is not a Member of 
Congress who has not received a number 
of letters from the people back home re- 
ferring to the wasteful and extravagant 
methods of construction. Such abuses 
undermine the confidence of the people 
in the war effort, and such waste must 
stop. We do not have critical materials 
to waste. 

It is not sufficient for those in charge 
of construction to render lip service to 
the principles of economy enunciated by 
the committee. To make real progress 
they must make examples of those con- 
tractors who permit waste and ineffi- 
ciencies. Instead, I regret to say that 
some Government officials do their best 
to conceal the inefficiencies and white- 
wash the failures of the contractors. In< 
efficiency is all too frequently rewarded 
with a new contract. There are thou- 
sands of Government employees auditing 
these construction jobs, and the commit- 
tee wants to see results. 

A subject of equal importance to waste 
is that of the administration of the war 
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program, Last January the committee 
presented to the Senate a detailed report 
concerning this subject, and recom- 
mended that the administration of our 
war effort be reorganized. In the opin- 
ion of many of the Senators, this should 
have been done by statute enacted by the 
Congress. One member of the commit- 
tee, the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KıLcorE], introduced a bill for that pur- 
pose, but before that bill could be acted 
upon, the President, agreeing with the 
committee that major action was neces- 
sary, appointed Donald Nelson, and gave 
him the most sweeping powers to make 
the necessary changes. 

The President should be commended 

for his prompt action, and for the sweep- 
ing powers he gave Mr. Nelson. This 
committee called Mr. Nelson before it 
and promised him the utmost coopera- 
tion, stating that if anyone, even a Cabi- 
net member, should hesitate to carry out 
Mr. Nelson’s suggestions, the committee 
wanted to be informed about it. The 
major criticisms which the committee 
has had of the war effort subsequent to 
Mr. Nelson’s appointment have been ex- 
pressed privately to Mr. Nelson so as to 
enable him to act with the least friction. 
Mr. Nelson has tried hard to do his job, 
and the committee expresses only admi- 
ration for his intentions and his abilities. 
The committee does not want anyone to 
make the mistake of thinking that it is 
critical of Mr. Nelson. It isnot. But Mr. 
Nelson encountered, and is still encoun- 
tering, because of obstruction not only in 
the various Government departments, 
but also in the armed forces, many diffi- 
culties in assuming and exercising the 
powers which the President and the 
members of the committee, and I think 
the -entire Congress, desired that Mr. 
Nelson should exercise. 
_ As an example of those difficulties, I 
need only to refer to rubber. After 
weeks of investigation of the rubber sit- 
uation, this committee submitted to the 
Senate some 4 months. ago a report on 
rubber. It was privately assured by the 
various governmental agencies having to 
do with rubber that they were in agree- 
ment with the committee’s report, and 
that they were prepared to take action 
along the lines recommended by the 
committee. - 

The trouble with the rubber situation, 
which the committee found to be most 
serious at that time, was the widespread 
diffusion of authority, with the attend- 
ant conflicts of jurisdiction, and inabil- 
ity to act because of the necessity of 
holding interminable conferences among 
the various governmental agencies in- 
volved, and separately persuading each 
to agree to any proposed action. As 
stated in the committee’s report, such a 
situation could be remedied only by cen- 
tralizing all authority over rubber in one 
man.. As further stated in the report, 
Mr. Nelson specifically assured the com- 
mittee that he had done just exactly 
that in appointing Mr. Arthur Newhall. 
Yet 4 months later the Baruch commit- 
tee was appointed by the President to 
allay the confusion to which he may him- 
self have added when, perhaps face- 
tiously, he said he was not worried about 
the rubber situation, which statement 
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was made the same day this committee 
published its report stating the serious- 
ness of the rubber situation. 

The Baruch committee found, as did 
this committee, that the most crying need 
in the rubber situation was for central- 
ized authority, and recommended, as did 
this committee, administration by one 
person. A new administrator will soon 
be appointed for that purpose, and the 
committee has.no reason to doubt that 
he will be competent, nor has the com- 
mittee any reason to doubt Mr. Newhall’s 
personal competence. The difficulty has 
not been with the man or with the gen- 
eral powers conferred on him, but with 
the fact that the several governmental 
agencies have not been: forced to recog- 
nize those powers. This must not be al- 
lowed to happen again. In addition, it 
must not be allowed to continue, as it 
does continue in many important situa- 
tions, of which that relating to rubber 
is only one. 

Another situation of vital importance 
is that concerning steel. The committee 
made private investigations and held 
public hearings, as a result of which it 
became apparent that increases in pro- 
duction had not been well handled, and 
that faulty distribution of steel. is imper- 
iling the whole war program. More than 
5 weeks ago Mr. Reese Taylor, former 
head of the Iron and Steel Branch of the 
War Production Board, promised the 
committee that prompt action would be 
taken. The committee believes that he 
tried his best, but the fact is that instead 
of the situation being remedied, Mr. Tay- 
lor has quietly resigned, without com- 
plaint, and returned to his private busi- 
ness. The distribution situation still re- 
mains critical. 

Mr. Nelson has agreed with the com- 
mittee’s private recommendation that he 
get “tough,” but the committee wants to 
see results. The committee appreciates 
the difficulties Mr. Nelson faces in recon- 
ciling the divergent views of the military 
and of his various subordinates. But the 
committee believes that those problems 
are secondary, and that Mr. Nelson 
should show speed equal to that with 
which he proposes to act in appointing a 
rubber administrator, and appoint a two- 
fisted, competent man to remedy the steel 
situation. The Iron and Steel Branch of 
the W. P. B. should not be left under an 
acting head who is under the double dis- 
advantage of knowing that he is not the 
head of the branch, and of being from 
one of the large steel companies whose 
affairs he is supposed to administer on 
behalf of the Government. 

Another subject, which, like rubber and 
steel, has not been adequately handled, 
is aviation. The Nation was startled 
when the committee said last January 
that most American pursuit planes were 
inferior to the best British and the best 
German pursuit planes. I am Sorry to 
say that what was developed subsequently 
has proved the truth of the committee's 
position in January. Scarcely a week 
goes by without some prominent fiyer re- 
turning to this country and asking why 
we cannot give the boys better pursuit 
planes. The committee believes that the 
Army should follow the committee’s Jan- 
uary recommendation and concentrate 
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on the production of its best planes, and 
should give less attention to concocting 
publicity blurbs intended to emphasize 
that poor planes are better than none at 
all, and can do a worth-while job when 
used by superior pilots. Our boys have 
proved their superiority as pilots of in- 
ferior planes. They are entitled to the 
best planes we can give them. 

Similarly, they are entitled to the best 
invasion craft we can give them. Weeks 
ago the committee sent a confidential re- 
port on tank lighters to the Secretary of 
the Navy, setting forth detailed facts, 
and referring to Navy and Army reports 
which, in the opinion of the committee, 
established that the Bureau of Ships 
should be subjected to severe censure for 
having failed adequately to provide the 
best tank lighters known to them. But 
the committee did expect that in a mat- 
ter of such importance the Secretary of 
the Navy would take prompt and effective 
action. I am sorry to say that, so far as 
the committee can ascertain, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy has not yet made up his 
mind what to do. The committee will 
insist upon action by him. 

Lastly, I come to another subject with 
which the committee has hesitated to 
deal, because it relates to matters of 
strategy, which the committee believes 
should in all possible cases be handled by 
the Military Affairs and Naval Affairs 
Committees, of which many of the mem- 
bers of this committee are also members. 
However, one question, that of unity of 
command, is difficult for either the Mili- 
tary Affairs or the Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee to handle, because each of those 
committees deals with only one branch of 
the services. As disclosed by the report 
of the Roberts committee, lack of unity 
of command was one of the most impor- 
tant circumstances contributing to the 
disaster at Pearl Harbor. Here again 
the public and the Congress haye been 
assured that attention has been given to 
this problem, and that unity of command 
has been achieved. But the confidential 
report to the committee made by the 
Senators who recently made a 4,000-mile 
tour of all the important military points 
in Alaska indicates that more attention 
should be given immediately to obtaining 
a workable unity of command, particu- 
larly in Alaska. 

This war must not be lost, and it need 
not be lost. But we must realize that it 
can be lost. The committee will con- 
tinue its investigations, and, so far as 
possible, will do so privately. It will sup- 
port every two-fisted fighter who tries 
to make progress, but it will insist that 
progress be made. 

Mr, LUCAS. Mr, President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator has been 
discussing the inferiority of our planes 
as it has been reported by some flyers 
who have returned to this country. Will 
the Senator give me a reference to the 
pages of the testimony taken before the 
committee in which the inferiority of 
our planes is discussed? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I cannot give the able 
Senator from Illinois the pages, but I 
will furnish him the facts which were 
presented at the hearings held by the 
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committee, and I can point out to him 
the names of the numerous flyers who 
have returned from Alaska and from 
Great Britain and have stated that our 
fighter planes are inferior to the British 
Spitfires, and also some of the fighting 
planes of Germany. 

Mr. LUCAS. I have read many state- 
ments made by different individuals who 
have returned from the fighting fronts. 
I have also read statements which were 
made by such men as Eddie Ricken- 
backer, for instance, in which they chal- 
lenged the accuracy of the charges re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Missouri. 
I am wondering what the evidence pre- 
sented to the committee shows with re- 
spect to that. I am not interested in 
what has been said by some fellow who 
has come back from across. What I am 
interested in is the testimony which was 
taken before the Senator’s committee 
which he believes demonstrates beyond 
any question of doubt what he has stated. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Iwill refer the Sena- 
tor from Illinois to the page of the record 
where the statement appears and furnish 
him the names of the persons who gave 
the testimony. 

Mr. LUCAS. It is extremely impor- 
tant. 

Mr. TRUMAN. It is of vital impor- 
tance, 

Mr. LUCAS. It is important to ascer- 
tain exactly what the situation is. I am 
not in any wise challenging the authen- 
ticity of the report which has been made 
by the able Senator, but I know that 
there are differences of opinion with re- 
gard to our fighter planes and various 
other planes, regarding what they can 
or cannot do. 

Mr. TRUMAN. I can and will fur- 
nish the Senator with some very con- 
crete evidence on the subject. I do not 
think, however, it should go into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. WALLGREN. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I yield. 

Mr. WALLGREN. I will say to the 
Senator from Ilinois that we must con- 
sider the planes in three different 
types—the bombers, pursuit planes, and 
interceptors. I believe we have the 
world beaten so far as bombers are con- 
cerned, and I entertain the same opin- 
ion with respect to interceptors. We 
talked with a great many men who have 
been fighting the Japanese and with men 
who have been fighting on other fronts. 
They told us that if it were not for their 
ability to outshoot the enemy they would 
have been defeated, because they feel 
that the fighting planes of their op- 
ponents can outfiy them. These men 
ask that they be permitted to take the 
additional guns out of the wings and to 
do anything that might lighten their 
fighting planes. 

We found that today, at Kiska, in 
Alaska, the Japs are flying a very com- 
petent plane, a Zero fighter equipped 
with pontoons. That plane is forcing 
our bomber planes up to an altitude of 
20,000 feet, where our bombers are not 
so effective. The distance between Kiska 
and our outlying bases is so great that 
our fighter planes cannot cover it unless 
they can carry additional gasoline, and 
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we are trying to do that job today, and 
are doing it now by using additional 
tanks for gas. 

In the main, I think, while our fight- 
ers are given better protection in the 
way of armor, than other nations are 
giving their fighters, that additional pro- 
tection does handicap our fighters to the 
extent that they are not so maneuver- 
able as, for example, the Japanese 
fighter planes. 

Mr. President, our pilots today are 
asking for a better plane. The Navy is 
today using a plane in Alaska which, 
to my mind, is a joke. There is some- 
thing wrong some place when we send 
out a naval fighter plane which cannot 
do better than 120 miles an hour, but 
that is now being done daily. 

One will be told that in Alaska the 
weather is handicapping our flyers. The 
fact of the matter is that by reason of 
the bad weather conditions our slow 
planes are able to sneak off in the clouds 
and get away from the faster Japanese 
fighter planes. 

I think we should furnish our men 
with better fighting planes. Most of the 
testimony we obtained was through talk- 
ing with individual pilots who told us 
exactly what they need and who asked 
us, time after time, to try and see if they 
could not be furnished with better planes. 

Mr. LUCAS, Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Missouri yield further? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I yield. 

Mr, LUCAS. I appreciate very much 
what the Senator from Washington has 
Said. What he has told us with respect 
to what he found on his trip through 
Alaska is very enlightening. Obviously, 
I am not in a position to know how many 
of the best planes which have been 
turned out on our assembly lines during 
the last 6 months the Army or the Navy 
now have, or how many of the best planes 
which are being turned out they have; 
but everyone knows that prior to Pearl 
Harbor the Army, the Navy, and the Air 
Corps were very deficient in many types 
of equipment when compared with the 
enemy, ‘They did have some planes 
which traveled 120 miles an hour. I do 
not know whether they are trying to use 
them at the present time because of the 
fact that they may have no others. I 
do not know anything about that. But, 
as I understand, the Navy is implement- 
ing the shortage of planes which existed 
prior to Pearl Harbor with almost any- 
thing they can pick up. We know that 
they have been attempting to use every 
private plane they can get. 

Mr, TRUMAN. Mr. President, I may 
say to the Senator from Illinois that the 
attempts on the part of the perfectionists 
in both the Army and the Navy to reach 
absolute perfection in the construction of 
ships, landing boats, and planes, is one 
of the things that has delayed us. They 
have not been willing to accept Great 
Britain’s ideas, for instance, with respect 
to planes, for the simple reason that they 
think better ones should be made in 
America for our Navy and Our Army. 
That is one of the reasons for the situa- 
tion which has now developed. I will 
say to the Senator from Illinois that the 
statement which I have just made with 
respect to our planes was very carefully 
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weighed. Something had to be done to 
shake up the “brass hats” and get action 
and obtain the best planes obtainable, 
even if we have to go to some other coun- 
try to get them. 

Mr. LUCAS. I want the American 
boys to fly the best planes obtainable. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Of course, the Sena- 
tor does. That is the reason for the 
statement which I have just made. 

Mr. LUCAS. It is difficult for me to 
understand why the Army and the Navy 
do not want the same thing. That is a 
situation which is difficult for me to 
understand. 

Mr. TRUMAN. I cannot answer the 
Senator’s question. That is exactly what 
Iam charging. 

Mr. LUCAS. In other words, as a Sen- 
ator standing on the Senate floor and 
not being thoroughly familiar with the 
subject, but with the full belief that the 
officials in the Army and the Navy are 
just as patriotic and just as anxious to 
win the war as is any Member of the 
United States Senate, it is difficult for 
me to understand why they will send two 
boys out in a plane which can fly only 
120 miles an hour to fight against a Zero 
fighter or some other enemy plane which 
is much better. 

Mr. TRUMAN. I cannot answer that 
question. 

Mr, LUCAS. I cannot understand that 
situation. 

Mr, TRUMAN. But it has happened. 

Mr. LUCAS. Whether the men flying 
that slow plane were out on patrol or 
whether they were on fighting duty I do 
not know. The statement was made by 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. WALL- 
GREN] a moment ago about a fighter 
plane which was being used in Alaska 
which can fly only 120 miles an hour, 
Navy boys were in that plane. Of course, 
they want a better plane than that, 
Would it be violating naval secrets if the 
Senator should tell me what were the 
duties of these two boys who were flying 
in such a plane? 

Mr. WALLGREN. They were bombing 
Kiska, and in going over Kiska and 
bombing it they were met by Japanese 
Zero fighter planes equipped with pon- 
toons. We do have some exceptionally 
good planes, such as the P-39, the P-40, 
the Mustang, and the P-38, which are 
now doing a very good job, but none of 
them seem to measure up to the fastest 
planes which England is producing at the 
present moment. Today we are still 
manufacturing some planes which are 
called combat planes which cannot begin 
to measure up even to the Mustang or 
the P-40, or the P-39—planes which are 
being manufactured by us at the present 
time. Why should we continue to manu- 
facture a plane which is inferior to some 
of the fighting planes used by our 
enemies? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, it may be 
that England has a superior fighting 
plane. If so, I think we have contrib- 
uted to that superior quality as a result 
of lend-lease and other legislative acts 
encouraging England to move forward 
with all speed when she was in her real 
crisis. Giving England the advantage 
was in defense of America. It was fre- 
quently said before Pearl Harbor that 
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the experience of England with fighter 
planes would ultimately be to our advan- 
tage, when we were compelled to produce 
for our own war effort. 

I agree with the statement that Amer- 
ican ingenuity is such that we ought to 
have the best, or something better than 
any other country in the world; but I am 
a little disturbed about the report made 
with respect to cur planes. I simply 
cannot comprehend why any official in 
the Navy or the Army should want to 
have anything which is inferior to what 
any other country has. I do not believe 
it. I cannot understand why any such 
official would do anything which would 
Stand in the way of our producing a su- 
perior plane, or one which is at least 
equal to what is being produced in other 
countries. 

Mr. President, we must remember that 
Japan and Germany have been preparing 
for this war for a long, long time, and 
that, as a result of their world conquest 
plans, they probably have the best planes 
and tanks and other mechanized war 
equipment in the world. We must re- 
member that America has been on a 
united firing line only since December 7 
last. ‘The Japanese struck at Pearl Har- 
bor then. ‘That is the first time we had 
anything like complete unity in this 
country upon the question of prepared- 
ness. Our all-out urge started on that 
eventful day. 

Prior to that. time the American people 
were divided, and many honestly so, upon 
the question of preparedness. We had 
nothing in the way of planes or tanks or 
troops, compared with what the mili- 
tarists across the seas and the war lords 
and international gangsters have been 
working on for the last 8 or 9 years. 

Mr. President, I am not attempting to 
criticize the committee, but I do say that 
we have a big job on our hands. All the 
confusion existing, as the Senator has 
reported with respect to the rubber situ- 
ation and other matters, indicates clearly 
the great task which lies before us, and 
what a job it is, almost overnight to con- 
vert ourselves from a peacetime economy 
into a war machine, 

Mr. President, I simply rose to ask the 
auestion primarily upon the plane situ- 
ation, because I have seen the statement 
in the press that we have inferior planes. 
Yet the other day I read in the press a 
statement made by Captain Ricken- 
backer, who ought to know, in which he 
said we were producing the best planes 
in the world. 

Mr. TRUMAN. We are in two-thirds 
of the cases, but in the most vital one- 
third we are not. 

Mr. LUCAS. I did not clearly under- 
stand that statement. 

Mr. TRUMAN I say we are in two- 
thirds of the cases, but in the one-third 
of the cases which is the most vitally im- 
portant, we are not, and that is the 
trouble. 

Mr. WALLGREN, In the matter of 
bombets and interceptors we have the 
finest planes in the world, but in fighter 
planes we are inferior. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Roster in the chair). Does the Senator 
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from Illinois yield to the Senator from 
Alabama? 4 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not have the floor, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. TRUMAN. I have given up the 
floor. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I am inter- 
ested in knowing whether the committee 
had General Brett before it. General 
Brett, of course, has spent the last year, 
as we know, in the Far East. I saw a 
statement made by General Brett, which 
I construed to confirm the statement 
which Captain Rickenbacker made, and I 
should think that if there were any one 
man now in America who perhaps could 
speak with authority on this subject, cer- 
tainly so far as our planes compared with 
the planes of the Japanese are concerned, 
it would be General Brett, who has just 
returned from the Far East, and who was 
in command of all our Air Force in the 
Far East. 

Mr. TRUMAN. We have not a recent 
statement from General Brett, but we 
have an earlier statement from him, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee whether General 
Arnold testified before the committee. 
Not so long ago General Arnold testified 
before a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Military Affairs to the effect that the 
reason the Zero fighters could fly higher 
and faster was that they were entirely 
stripped; that they were suicide planes; 
and that whenever one of them was hit 
it was gone. He testified that our boys 
had been told that our planes could be 
stripped of armament and guns, so as to 
make them as light as the Zero planes, 
and that if they were stripped they would 
have all the speed and maneuverability 
of the Zero planes, but that the boys de- 
clined to fiy such planes. The Air Corps 
did not feel that it should ask our boys 
to go up in such planes. They could do 
so voluntarily if they so desired. Instead, 
they want a plane which has fire power 
and resistance to attack. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator for that observation. That 
is my understanding. However, I did 
not know that General Arnold had given 
such testimony. It has been stated in 
the press from time to time that the real 
reason the Jap plane is probably superior 
in maneuverability, at least, is the very 
thing to which the Senator from Colo- 
rado has referred. I presume we could 
do the same thing, as the Senator says, 
if we wanted to strip our planes of arma- 
ment and send our boys up in “suicide 
crates,” as the Japanese are doing at the 
present time with the Zero planes. 

Mr. WALLGREN. Mr. President, we 
are not merely trying to draw a compari- 
son between the Japanese Zero plane and 
our fighters. Our fighters suffer by com- 
parison with the British plane as well. 
It is my understanding that our fighter 
planes cannot measure up to the fighting 
qualities of the British planes. 

We know that in the Zero plane, arma- 
ment has been sacrificed. We know that 
that plane has been made as light as 
possible. We know that it cannot very 
well come out of a dive without cracking 
up, because it is so frail. However, what 
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we want to do is to build something which 
can measure up to the best fighters which 
Great Britain is preducing today. I 
think we have sacrificed fighters for 
bombers, interceptors, and trainers. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from 
Washington has just referred to the com- 
parison of our planes not only with 
Japanese planes but with British planes 
as well. It seems to me that, inasmuch 
as at the beginning of this war, as the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas] has so 
well pointed out, we had not had the ex- 
perience which cur enemies had had, we 
might be excused for not having as good 
planes as Germany or Japan, even 
though we were trying to get the best 
planes possible. However, I do not see 
how we can be excused for having a 
plane which is inferior to the British 
planes. We cannot, on a moment’s notice 
or a month’s notice, have opportunities 
to examine German or Japanese planes, 
because first we must capture them. 

However, that situation does not exist 
in the case of British planes. Great 
Britain is our ally. I may be mistaken, 
and I hope I am, but I am sorry to say 
that I have the idea that today the 
British make the best fighting plane in 
the world. We ought to have access to 
it. Great Britain would be glad to give 
us access to it. There is no reason why 
we should not be manufacturing that 
British plane in quantity. We can get all 
the details about it without any trouble. 
They are at our disposal. Why have we 
nct taken advantage of that opportu- 
nity? 

Mr. WALLGREN. Mr. President, let 
me say to the Senator from Nebraska 
that I think the real reason is that up 
until the present time we have neglected 
the fighter program in favor of the bom- 
ber program. Most of our efforts have 
been devoted to turning out as fine a 
bomber as we can build. We are doing 
that with the B-17, the B-24, and the 
Martin bomber. We are doing a very 
good job. We may be a little overanxious 
now, but I think very shortly we shall 
find that we shall be catching up on the 
fighter program. 

Mr. NORRIS. Since we commenced 
the program, since December 7, we have 
been making fighter planes. We had the 
possibility of starting with a model which 
today is probably the best fighting plane 
in the world. I refer to the British Spit- 
fire. It seems to me that we ought to 
have taken advantage of that oppor- 
tunity from the very start. Why try to 
make a plane without examining into 
the planes of our allies? Our allies have 
had experience. They have had better 
opportunities than we have had. They 
have had the experience of the war, and 
have gradually built up fighter planes. 
I think it is true, as the Senator has said, 
that our planes in other categories are 
superior; but it seems to me that there 
is no reason why we should not havz 
started with the best plane which Great 
Britain makes. Great Britain would 
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have been glad to give us all the infor- 
mation possible. 

Mr. TRUMAN. I am sure that the 
British would give all the information 
we would ask for; but I think we did not 
adopt that program for the same reason 
that we did not adopt the Russian syn- 
thetic rubber program. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is another in- 
stance. Why have our officials who have 
had charge of the program turned a deaf 
ear to such offers? For example, they 
would not take the information which 
Russia wanted to give about the rubber 
situation and about producing rubber 
from alcohol products. We turned a 
deaf ear to the suggestion. We had an 
opportunity to get the best ‘planes avail- 
able. We had an opportunity to. start 
with the best fighting plane in the world, 
because our Allies are making that kind 
of a plane. 

Mr. TRUMAN. A similar situation 
developed with regard to the landing 
boat, to which I referred in the report. 
In the beginning the Navy had the best 
possible landing boat presented to it, but 
it wanted to make a model for which the 
Navy was responsible. It made Six or 
seven modeis, spent $6,000,000 or $7,000,- 
000, and then went back to the first one. 

Mr. NORRIS. Who cares whether the 
plane comes from the Navy, the Army, or 
somewhere else? 

Mr. TRUMAN. It does not make any 
difference. 

Mr. NORRIS. It does not make any 
difference to me, or to the country. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. NORRIS. We had an oppor- 

tunity to get the best. Without the ex- 
-perience which our Ally had had, we 
started to build. In time we probabiy 
could produce as good a plane as the 
Spitfire, but it seems to me that there 
is no excuse for making a fighting plane 
which is inferior to the Spitfire, when we 
could just as well have made the Spitfire 
itself. Great. Britain would be delighted 
to have us manufacture that plane in 
quantity. We are better prepared to do 
it than she is. She must conceal her 
manufacturing establishments. Since 
the beginning of the war she has been 
subject to the bombing operations of 
Hitler. It has been dangerous for her 
to manufacture Spitfires and other 
weapons of war, because she was always 
running the risk of having her factories 
put out of business by German bombs. 
We have not run that risk. We could 
make them on the open prairie. There 
is no reason why Great Britain should 
not be supplied with Spitfires made in 
this country, and no reason why our boys 
should not have them to fly. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, it has 
been my privilege to serve for the past 
several months as a member of the Com- 
mittee Investigating the National De- 
fense Program. I wish to take this occa- 
sion to express my appreciation of the 
report which has been submitted today 
by the chairman of the committee, the 
able junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
TRUMAN]. 

I have also served on the subcommittee 
on aviation and light metals, under the 
chairmanship of the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WALLGREN]. Both the com- 
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mittees have been handled in an ex- 
tremely nonpartisan, nonpolitical, busi- 
nesslike manner. I wish to call attention 
to the recommendations which were made 
today by the general committee on the 
subject of rubber, steel, airplanes, tank 
lighters, and unity of command. Many 
other subjects have been investigated by 
those committees, and there are many 
other things which could be said; but be- 
cause of the manner in which the com- 
mittee has concentrated on the matters 
reported on, not for political purposes, 
but with a cooperative attitude in support 
of the war, and in a constructive manner 
rather than a destructive one, I wish most 
heartily to endorse the report as pre- 
sented today. 


WAR AND SOCIAL SCIENCE—ADDRESS BY 
DR. THOMAS CARSON McCORMICK (S. 
DOC. NO. 245) 


Mr. PEPPER. Mr, President, in the 
Recorp of August 20, 1942, I submitted 
for printing in the Appendix, and it was 
so ordered, a very able address on the 
subject of war and social science, by Dr. 
Thomas Carson McCormick, professor of 
sociology at the University of Wisconsin. 
This address was delivered by Dr. Mc- 
Cormick at a Phi Beta Kappa luncheon at 
the University of Alabama on the 23d of 
May. It makes a scientific study of the 
subject of war as an institution and offers 
some critical suggestions as to what may 
eventually be accomplished for its pre- 
vention. : 

I ask unanimous consent that that ad- 
dress, which, I am informed, will embrace 
approximately 10 pages, be printed as a 
Senate document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? ‘The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 


LETTER BY SENATOR NORRIS ON A 
LASTING PEACE 


[Mr. HILL asked and obtained leave to have 
printed in the Recorp a letter written by 
Senator Norris to Mr. Stanley K. Komorski, 
of Omaha, Nebr., relative to a lasting peace 
following the war, which appears in the Ap- 
pendix.] 


ADDRESS BY LEON HENDERSON ON PRICE 
CONTROL AND THE WAR 


{Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the Recorp an 
address entitled “Price Control and the War,” 
delivered by Leon Henderson, Administrator, 
Office of Price Administration, before the Re- 
search Institute of America and the Sales 
Executive Club of New York, at the Waldorf- 
Astoria Hotel, New York City, September 8, 
1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 


ADDRESS BY DR. HU SHIH BEFORE THE 
AMERICAN LEGION, FAIRMONT, W. VA. 


[Mr. ROSIER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Record an address en- 
titled “China, Too, Is Fighting a War to Pre- 
serve a Way of Life,” delivered by Dr. Hu 
Shih, Ambassador of China to the United 
States, on September 7, at the annual ban- 
quet of the West Virginia chapter of the 
American Legion, at Falrmont, W. Va., which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


CONTROL OF INFLATION—STATEMENT BY 
THE NATIONAL GRANGE 
[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leaye to 
have printed in the Recorp a statement by 
the National Grange on the control of infia- 
tion, which appears in the Appendix.] 
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THE SITUATION IN INDIA—EDITORIALS 
FROM RALEIGH NEWS AND OBSERVER 
[ Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp two editorials 
from the Raleigh News and Observer relat- 
ing to the situation in India, which appear 
in the Appendix.] 


PRICES OF FARM COMMODITIES—STATE- 
MENT BY MARQUIS W. CHILDS 


[Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the RECORD a 
statement by Marquis W. Childs published in 
the St. Louis Post-Dispatch of August 23, 
1942, relating to prices of farm commodities, 
which appears in the Appendix.) 


THE NEIGHBOR FRONT OF TOLLAND 
ROAD, CLEVELAND, OHIO 


[Mr. BURTON asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Rscorp an editorial, a 
news article, and other matters relative to 
The Neighbor Front, organized by 29 fam- 
ilies living on Tolland Road, in Shaker 
Heights, Cieveland, Ohio, which appear in 
the Appendix.] 


PRODUCTION FOR WAR 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I rise to 
introduce into the Record several news 
articles bearing on the problems of pro- 
duction for war. These articles, taken 
from the Washington Post for Septem- 
ber 14, have a constructive point of view. 
They are presented for the purpose of 
aiding in the solution of important prob- 
lems. I ask that they be printed as a 
part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


{From The Washington Post of September 
14, 1942] 
Our NEGLIGENCE 
(By Mark Sullivan) 
THE SAD SAGA OF RUBBER 

The whole rubber story from the beginning 
is utterly saddening. The only relief in it 
is the latest development, the report of the 
Baruch committee, and the apparent promise 
of early action on the report, But even the 
Baruch report is only cheering under one 
condition—provided it inaugurates a sweep- 
ing change in the spirit in which our whole 
management of the war is conducted. 

Our deprivation of rubber is as great a dis- 
aster—in the sheer military sense—as Pearl 
Harbor. Of the two, the former is the more 
humiliating. Our disaster at Pearl Harbor 
was due to sudden surprise by the enemy. 
Our lack of rubber is due to our own unfor- 
givable negligence, prolonged over many 
months. 

I find myself saying “we” and “our.” I 
think I do this in some vague reluctance to 
place so tragic a blame on individuals. But 
it is not a thing that all of us were respon- 
sible for. ‘The responsibility was on the 
persons conducting our Government. 

Go back to the beginning. We knew we 
were likely to have war with Japan, In 
August 1941, President Roosevelt and Prime 
Minister Churchill talked about it, how soon 
it would come. Mr. Roosevelt said to Mr. 
Churehill, “I think I can baby them (thé 
Japanese) along for 3 months.” Three 
months later, November 26, 1941, we sent a 
note to Japan which, while not formally an 
ultimatum, had, in the circumstances, the 
spirit of one. We knew that our note, 
coupled with the circumstances, was likely 
to bring war. Our naval vessels in the Pa- 
cific were warned that war was likely. 

That note was, in the circumstances, called 
for; it was proper to send—some time, But 
it ought never to have been sent until after 
we had satisfied ourselves about our rubber 
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supply. We ought to have been absolutely 
certain of one of two things—either that we 
could beat Japan quickly, or that we were 
prepared about rubber. Since we could not 
be sure of the former, we ought to have made 
sure of the latter. As an absolute necessity, 
preliminary to war with Japan, we ought 
either to have accumulated a several years’ 
supply of natural rubber, or to have had 
synthetic rubber factories ready to operate 
at the touch of a button. Failure to do 
either will stand as one of the gravest negli- 
gences in history. 

Even after December 7, after we were at 
war with Japan, we still did not act. We 
ought to have been busy about synthetic 
rubber on December 8. For weeks we con- 
tinued negligent. The reason was perhaps 
the same that led us into negligence before, 
We relied upon “maybe.” We thought that 
Japan could not take Malaya from Britain, or 
the East Indies from the Dutch. That was 
one of the most disastrous military misjudg- 
‘ments in history. When Japan took both, 
when Japan had possession of the source of 
95 percent of our rubber, we had to admit the 
misjudgment. 

When the appalling condition was realized 
there followed a period of finger-pointing, 
more or less mutual, at and among indi- 
viduals in the administration. From them 
‘there was attempted shifting of blame to 
various persons or interests, some outside 
the country. There were vague charges that 
some British and Dutch owners of rubber 
plantations had been unwilling to sell us an 
ample supply; that other foreign interests 
‘were unwilling to see us build up a syn- 
thetic rubber industry. It was charged that 
American corporations were to blame, be- 
cause of patents they owned, or because of 
membership they had in international 
cartels. ; 

As if that sort of excuse mattered. There 
was but one thing that mattered, really. We 
cught to have had rubber. To get rubber 
was the responsibility of the administration, 
‘The rubber was not got. 

Even after the disaster was publicly real- 
ized, thereewas a disposition to minimize it— 
partly because the magnitude was too great 
to be readily grasped; partly, perhaps, from 
natural reluctance to admit so devastating 
a calamity. Contradictory statements were 
made about essential figures—how much rub- 
ber we had on hand, how much was needed, 
how much could be reclaimed from old rub- 
ber. President Roosevelt at one press con- 
ference implied there would be no serious 
deprivation; at another, said he did not know 
the facts and was unable to find out. 

But it was clear that whatever the facts, 
they were very grim. There followed weeks 
of controversy about how to make synthetic 
rubber, whether from petroleum or from al- 
cohol, with charges and countercharges of 
bias on the part of persons in the adminis- 
tration. 

All that consumed the spring and early 
summer. It ended with passage by Congress 
of -an act, taking the rubber situation out 
of the hands of the persons whom President 
Roosevelt had appointed, and setting up an- 
ether authority. This, President Roosevelt 
wanted to veto—with some reason, for it was 
not sound administrative practice. To jus- 
tify his veto he at the same time set up the 
Baruch committee, to get the facts and make 
recommendations. By that, we were at last 
on the right track. But that was the first 
week in August—8 months after Pearl Har- 
bor. (The quotation of President Roosevelt's 
words above is from How War Came, by 
Messrs. Lindley and Davis.) 

{From the Washington Post of September 
14, 1942] 
SMALLER PLANTS DIVISION READY FOR JOB OF 
SPREADING CONTRACTS 


Having completed a foundation of under- 
standing with the procurement agencies of 
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the Army, Navy, Maritime Commission, and 
the , the smaller plants division of 
the War Production Board yesterday an- 
nounced that it was ready to proceed imme- 
diately with its functions in all parts of the 
country. 

The new division, established by War 
Production Board Chairman Donald M. Nel- 
son, will provide machinery for the widest 
possible spread of war work to the smaller 
manufacturing plants in the United States. 
Lou E, Holland heads the division. 

The agency will be decentralized in the 
same manner as other War Production Board 
activities and the bulk of the personnel will 
be situated in field offices in every section of 
the Nation, it was explained. 

It is planned to have a direct representative 
of the Smaller War Plants division in each of 
the 12 War Production, Board regional offices 
and 127 branch offices. 

“In each regional and field office, we want to 
have practical engineers, preferably with long 
machine shop and production experience, 
whose duty it will be to assist small business 
in participating in war work,” Holland said 
today. 

“This assistance will take the form of solici- 
tation of subcontracts from prime contrac- 
tors, guidance of subcontractors in their ap- 
plication for subcontracts, and in the execu- 
tion of them, and in other ways.” 

Holland, who is also chairman of the Small- 
er War Plants Corporation created by the 
Murray-Patman Act, explained his job by 
saying: 

“It should always be kept in mind that 
neither the War Production Board nor the 
Smaller War Plants Corporations can pur- 
chase. a nickel’s worth of war goods. We are 
a production agency and our customer is 
Uncle Sam. For the past 3 weeks we have been 
conferring with procurement officers of the 
Army, Navy, Maritime Commission, and the 
Treasury and settling this complex problem. 
All of this has now been accomplished, and 
we are ready to put the plan into operation.” 

Holland added he hopes that in many in- 
stances smaller plants adequately equipped 
to handle entire contracts will be given proper 
recognition. In other cases, contracts will be 
broken down and parts of them distributed 
to small firms. He explained: 

“The only way smaller manufacturers ever 
could get into war production was by getting 
subcontracts, occasionally a prime contract 
for an individual firm and sometimes a prime 
contract for a group of small firms. The only 
thing we can do is to provide more of these 
contracts—and the only difference in our ap- 
proach from that which has been made by 
our predecessors is in method. 

“Success cannot be achieved overnight or 
by waving a magic wand. It is a long, hard 
road but it is the only one. If prime con- 
tractors will cooperate with us, as the pro- 
curement officers have promised to do, we 
shall prove increasingly with each month that 
goes by, that small manufacturers can make 
a real contribution to the war effort by pre- 
venting bottlenecks and by speeding up pro- 
duction.” 


[From the Washington Post for September 
14, 1942] 


BATTLE OF PRIORITIES 


It is no credit to American statesmanship 
that in our tenth month at war we still lack 
a simple and effective means of directing the 
flow of scarce materials into our munitions 
plants and essential civilian industries. Yet 
that is precisely the situation by which we 
are confronted. The story has not been offi- 
cially told to the public. But it is well 
known to those who are keeping a close watch 
on our war-production efforts. And articles 
such as the current series in the Post by 
Ben Gilbert are now bringing the public de- 
tails of the lost battle of priorities, 
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The priorities system was supposed to keep 
scarce materials flowing into war plants, 
where they would be of most use in equip- 
ping our own soldiers and our allies. Under 
it the right to buy strategic materials has 
been reserved to manufacturers turning out 
airplanes, tanks, guns, etc. Long ago it. was 
discovered, however, that the right to buy 
scarce materials will not keep a plant from 
closing down if other plants have. monopo- 
lized the supply. In other words, priorities 
have given no guaranty that available mate- 
rials will be distributed among war plants in 
accord with our most urgent military require- 
ments. 

Some plants, as we have previously pointed 
out, are hoarding steel, while others Lave to 
slow down operations for want of steel. That 
is an inevitable result of the scramble for 
scarce materials which has been permitted 
under the priorities system. At best, priori- 
ties are only a crude means of preventing the 
use of scarce materials for nonwar purposes. 
They do not assure effective use of those-ma- 
terials within the war industries themselves, 
So they give no assurance of attaining a well- 
balanced war-production program, which is 
now the chief objective of the War Production 
Board. Even the use of emergency directives 
to channel scarce material into certain fac- 
tories where the needs have been most im- 
perative has not overcome the we: knessc> of 
such haphazard controls. 

Our soldiers fighting on various fronts 
without sufficient airplane and tank support 
will not be impressed by the fact that stra- 
tegic materials are salted away in many of 
our factories for future use. We owe it to 
them to see that every pound of steel, alumi- 
num, etc. is allocated to plants which 
can make the most immediate use of it in 
Strengthening our arsenal. In short, we 
ought to mobilize all our resources with the 
utmost concern for battles soon to be fought 
and not merely referee a struggle for 
priorities. 

The shortcomings of the present system 
doubtless explain in some measure why War 
Production Board Chief Nelson let active con- 
trol over priorities slip through his fingers to 
the Army-Navy Munitions Board, But it 
does not explain why the War Production 
Board has delayed so long in putting an allo- 
cations system into effect. The total war in 
which we are engaged on every continent de- 
mands not only conservation of our strategic 
materials for war purposes but also careful 
timing of their use. Nothing short of com- 
plete control over the scarce materials from 
which the tools of war are fashioned will 
make that timing possible and thus bring our 
maximum productive strength into play. 

Essential civilian requirements must, of 
course, be considered along with the demands 
of the armed services. Construction of 
synthetic rubber plants and war housing, for 
example, is necessary to insure a steady out- 
put of tanks and ships. But this fact only 
makes it the more imperative to end the 
hoarding of scarce materials that could be 
put to advantageous war use now. What we 
need is a comprehensive outline of all mili- 
tary and essential civilian requirements, 
based upon the most up-to-date war plans 
of the United Nations, plus definite and posi- 
tive allocation of scarce materials to those 
specific projects. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it becomes 
increasingly clear that there must be 
some consistent plan of economic direc- 
tion for the duration. Such a plan of 
economic progress requires the admin- 
istrative ability of our most experienced 
industrial leaders. They are the oniy 
ones who know enough and ‘can do 
enough to bring us to the full production 
necessary to victory. 

It is a shameful thing for America to 
have idle men, idle materials, idle ma- 
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chines, idle factories, or idle farms at the 
present time. All our facilities and re- 
sources must be put to use. All of them 
are needed. The only way all of them 
can be put to work is through the applied 
intelligence of men capable of bringing 
them to use. That is not a job for sales- 
men or clerks. It is a job for industrial 
intelligence of the very highest order. 
We should have more counsel in Wash- 
ington from the men who have created 
and developed business of their own. It 
is not enough for them to send their 
representatives here. It is not enough 
for them to visit here occasionally. They 
should be given definite responsibility 
here and a real duty to perform com- 
mensurate with their great abilities, 

As the leaders of industry come to an 
ever-increasing responsibility for pro- 
duction control we shall need the guid- 
ance of men who are closely identified 
with the workers of America. The hu- 
man problems involved in production are 
equal to those relating to materials. We 
cannot afford to fail to secure full utili- 
zation of either men or materials. We 
must be busy about this task on the basis 
of a comprehensive industrial-war plan 
immediately. 


THE CONTRIBUTION TO THE WAR EFFORT 
OF MEDICINE, NURSING, AND HOSPITALS 


Mr, MEAD. Mr. President, the coun- 
try is facing a very serious health prob- 
lem which in my judgment necessitates 
special consideration on the part of the 
Congress. I desire to direct the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the contribution of 
medicine, nursing, and hospitals to the 
war effort. 

Over 25,000 medical officers have taken 
the oath of office or are now in the proc- 
ess of being commissioned.in the Army 
and Navy Medical Departfments. Over 
9,000 additional physicians under 37 
years of age have been cleared by pro- 
fessional and State committees of phy- 
sicians for service with the Army and 
Navy and will, no doubt, shortly be en- 
rolled. With the rapid expansion of our 
armed forces that has been planned dur- 
ing the next 6 months, many additional 
thousands of medical officers will be re- 
quired. 

The medical profession of our country 
is as patriotic a group as is to be found 
in our population. 
met the needs of our armed forces in 
every conflict in which our Nation has 
been engaged. Now they are better or- 
ganized for war and for the care of our 
civilian population during war than ever 
before in our history. 

In June 1940 the Surgeons General of 
the United States Army and Navy ap- 
proached the house of delegates of the 
American Medical Association asking 
them to establish an organization for 
supplying the needs for physicians of 
those services. Immediately the asso- 
ciation undertook the establishment of 
a national roster of the medical profes- 
sion. Today in the headquarters of the 
association in Chicago is a record on a 
punch-card system of the 180,000 doctors 
in the United States licensed to practice 
medicine. 

For every doctor there is now avail- 
able information regarding every aspect 


Its members have ‘ 
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of his physical, moral, educational, scien- 
tific, and other qualifications. Moreover, 
there is indication whether he is willing 
to serve, and as to the special type of 
service for which he considers himself 
best fitted. Through cooperation with 
the special committees of the division of 
medical sciences of the National Re- 
search Council all men qualified in spe- 
cialties have been rated as to their qual- 
ities of leadership, ability to administer 
a medical service in a hospital, and abil- 
ity to organize and to teach. 

This invaluable material is now at the 
disposal of the Procurement and Assign- 
ment Service for Physicians, Dentists, 
and Veterinarians, established under 
order of the President on October 30, 
1941, and now a part of the War Man- 
power Commission. ‘The responsibility 
for assigning and utilizing the services 
of these professional workers is now 
placed in their own hands. 


SELECTIVE SERVICE 


From the moment when a nation be- 
gins to prepare for war the medical pro- 
fession is charged with new responsibili- 
ties. In the Selective Service program 
more than 25,000 physicians have given 
freely of their time and of their work 
in order to aid the Nation in the selec- 
tion of men physically fit to withstand 
the rigors of current warfare. That they 
have selected well is indicated by the 
fact that the United States Army of to- 
day has the lowest sickness and death 
rates of any large army ever assembled 
anywhere in the world. Indeed, the 
standards of physical fitness are so high 
that the total number of rejections has 
caused unnecessary alarm. Moreover, 
the work of more than 25,000 physicians 
on local draft boards and appeal boards 
has been supplemented by the work of 
some 1,500 physicians who have served 
on the induction boards. These are the 
boards which have had the final decision 
to make before any young men could be 
admitted to military service. 

Of more than 7,000,000 men be- 
tween the ages of 21 and 28, we have 
taken those who were most physically 
fit, who were without dependents, and 
who were not engaged in essential in- 
dustries. The increase in the ages of 
those to be considered by the Selective 
Service from 28 to 45 placed a new and 
even a more serious responsibility on 
the medical profession. Obviously, the 
men between 28 and 45 need far more 
careful physical examination because of 
the greater number of defects associated 
with increasing age. 

The medical profession of the United 
States has been able to make its contri- 
bution to the Selective Service program 
largely because of the magnificent de- 
velopment of American medicine that 
has occurred in the past 50 years. The 
tremendous growth of our hospitals, the 
vastly expanded laboratory facilities, and 
the tremendous multiplication of ap- 
paratus available for X-ray study have 
made it possible for physicians working 
as teams to carry out the more compli- 
cated examinations with greater ease 
than a complete examination made by 
one or two physicians in a previous 
generation. Moreover, the development 
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of hospitals, of laboratories, and of good 
roads and the increasing utilization of 
the motor car meke it possible for the 
physician to range over a far greater 
territory and to distribute his services 
to much greater advantage than was 
ever possible previously. 


ARE WE PHYSICALLY FIT? 


It has been argued from the results of 
the physical examination of our selectees 
that we are a Nation of physical weak- 
lings. Is the American recruit of today 
as good a man physically as were his 
father, grandfather, and greatgrand- 
father in previous wars? Is it true that 
one-third of our prospective soldiers had 
to be rejected because of defects in nu- 
trition? How does the American recruit 
compare with the fighters of our allies 
and the soldiers of the Axis? If every 
nation measured its fighters with the 
same yardstick, the comparisons would 
be simple. Actually, however, no two 
nations measure their soldiers by the 
same standards. We do not measure the 
soldiers of World War No. 2 as we meas- 
ured those of World War No. 1 and of the 
Civil War. 

A few simple measurements are obvi- 
ously the same under all standards. 
Thus we know that the average height of 
the American soldier in the Civil War 
and in World War 1 and World War 2 is 
5 feet 744 inches. In the Civil War he 
weighed 136 pounds; in World War 1 he 
weighed 142 pounds; the soldier of today 
averages 150 pounds in weight. The 
average height and weight of the class 
I-A group of selectees in this war is 68.1 
inches and 152 pounds, while the average 
height of men actually inducted into the 
Army is 68.23 inches, and the weight is 
150 pounds. In Canada the average 
height of registrants is 66.6 inches; the 
average weight is 144.6 pounds. The 
proponents of new schemes for improv- 
ing physical fitness tell us that the aver- 
age recruit is a flabby soldier. They in- 
sist that the coming of the machine age 
with the motor car, the elevator, the 
tractor, the crane, and all the other ma- 
chines that substitute steam, air, gas, or 
electric power for muscle has given us an 
individual incapable of withstanding the 
rigors of war. Yet by every possible 
functional test of endurance, the boys of 
today stand up as well as did those of 
previous generations. 

After the Selective Service Act was 
passed, distinguished committees of med- 
ical experts met with military authorities 
to establish the standards by which 
young men would be accepted or rejected 
by the local draft board—the same 
standards, incidentally, which guide the 
Army induction boards. The Army in- 
duction boards are rejecting young men 
after they have been passed by the local 
board examiners even though the same 
procedure is used for measurement. 
Here the difference lies in the approach 
to the problem. It is the purpose of the 
local draft board examiner to pass every 
man whom he can pass as suitable for 
the Army. He must make certain that 
no likely man is denied the privilege of 
appearing before an induction board. 
The specialists who do the examining for 
the induction boaids put their emphasis 
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on the need for the protection of the 
Army against men who are likely to break 
down in service. That means future 
protection of the taxpayers against the 
expense involved to the Nation for carry- 
ing such men on the pension rolls all the 
subsequent years of their lives. 

Out of the first 2,000,000 men ex- 
amined, about 1,000,000 were rejected. 
Out of these 1,000,000 men, 900,000 were 
rejected because of physical defects, and 
100,000 were rejected because of illit- 
eracy. Illiteracy, it must be remem- 
bered, by Army standards means that 
the man concerned has not ackieved an 
education equivalent to the fourth grade 
in our public schools. This, perhaps, is 
more shameful for the Nation than any 
amount of physical defect. Of the 900,- 
000 men who were rejected because of 
physical defects; 188,000, or 20.9 percent, 
were rejected because of dental defects. 
This is the first war in the history of the 
United States in which a definite stand- 
ard has prevailed as regards the teeth. 
No other army in the world has ever had 
‘such a standard. We have been de- 
manding at least six good teeth in the 
upper jaw, including three incisors and 
three molars, opposite six others in the 
lower jaw. 

THE HEALTH OF OUR ARMY 


What about the health of our Army? 
The death and morbidity rates for our 
Army in training are the lowest ever 
achieved by any army of a comparable 
size in the world. The death rate for the 
United States Army for the year ending 
June 30, 1941, was 2.8 per 1,000; for the 
previous year, 3.1. The death rate 
among male civilians for the same ages 
was about 8.8. The leading cause of 
death in both the Army and Navy was 
automobile accidents. Moreover, sur- 
geons at Pearl Harbor for both the Army 
and the Navy have said that the physical 
state of the recruits was of vital im- 
portance in the high percentage of. re- 
coveries from serious wounds, burns, and 
injuries, even when full allowance is 
given for the benefits of plasma trans- 
fusions and the administration of the 
sulfonamide drugs. 

Less than 1 percent of the men exam- 
ined were rejected because of being un- 
derweight. Moreover, the nutrition of 
our recruits is maintained with a sci- 
entifically chosen diet that provides at 
least 4,500 calories of food per day, with 
-70 grams of protein and adequate 
amounts of all of the necessary mineral 
salts and vitamins. 

- By the well-designed plans of the 
Selective Service and of the Army and 
Navy Medical Departments, and by the 
scientifically organized services for 
standardizing nutrition and medical care, 
men of the highest possible quality of 
physical fitness have been chosen, and 
every possible means necessary to main- 
tain that kind of physical fitness is 
provided. 

THE SUPPLY OF DOCTORS 


Foremost among all the other problems 
affecting the medical profession and the 
health of our people is that of the sup- 
ply of doctors. The Committee on Med- 
ical Preparedness of the American Med- 
ical Association, the Health and Medical 
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Committee in the Office of Defense 
Health and Welfare, and later the Pro- 
curement and Assignment Service for 
Physicians, Dentists, and Veterinarians, 
have been devoting themselves seriously 
to this problem since June 1940, or from 
the time when each of these agencies was 
created, 

Means were found by cooperation with 
the Selective Service System to retain in 
medical schools all properly qualificd 
medical students and indeed to reserve 
those men in the universities who were 
rated as premedical students. Now pre- 
medical students in universities and col- 
leges with acceptable standards may be 
enlisted in the Enlisted Reserve Corps, 
United States Army Medical Depart- 
ment, under the preinduction training 
plan by passing a qualifying examina- 
tion. On graduation from the premed- 
ical course those who have been enlisted 
in the Enlisted Reserve Corps may, upon 
application, be discharged from their en- 
listment and commissioned as second 
lieutenant, Medical Administrative 
Corps, Army of the United States, when 
they have matriculated in an accredited 
school of medicine and can produce the 
certificate of the dean of the school to 
that effect. This commission may be 
held in force throughout the period of 
medical education so long as the student 
makes a satisfactory record. During 
the last year of his course of instruction 
in medicine he may apply for a commis- 
sion as first lieutenant in the Medical 
Corps of the Army of the United States, 
and upon certification of the dean, 3 
months prior to the date of his gradua- 
tion, that he is expected to graduate such 
a young man is granted a commission. 
Then he is permitted to continue an in- 
ternship of 12 months’ duration which 
must commence immediately after grad- 
uation. Following the completion of his 
internship he becomes available at once 
to the United States Army Medical De- 
partment as a commissioned medical 
officer. > 

The Navy too is enlisting first- and 
second-year premedical and predental 
students in class V-1 of the United States 
Naval Reserve. On completion of their 
second year and on acceptance for ad- 
mission to an accredited medical or den- 
tal school they become eligible for ap- 
pointment to class H-V (P) United 
States Naval Reserve. Should the young 
man fail to qualify in medicine or den- 
tistry, he will still retain his reserve 
Status as an enlisted man in the Navy 
and be eligible to serve at once in that 
organization. Thus the Navy also is being 
assured of an adequate supply of com- 
petent medical officers coming continu- 
ously from our medical schools. 

The provision of loan funds to enable 
students to maintain themselves 
throughout an accelerated program, tak- 
ing the full-time course over a period of 
3 years, has been facilitated by the do- 
nation of $10,000 as such a loan fund to 
each of the medical schools by the Kel- 
logg Foundation and by the provision of 
$5,000,000 from the Office of Education 
of the United States Government for 
aid not only to medical students but to 
all other students engaged in courses 
necessary to the war effort, 
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There were 5,681 additions to the medi- 
cal profession in 1941. The number lost 
each year by death is approximately 
3,700. Of 5,681 newly licensed doctors 
in 1941, 626 were graduates of foreign 
medical schools and 226 were graduates 
of unapproved medical schools of the 
United States. 


THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICES 


The expanded needs of the emergency 
for health personnel have thrown a tre- 
mendous burden on our health agencies. 
Health departments now employ 16,921 
technically trained full-time paid per- 
sons, but there are vacancies existing for 
1,093 more. Actually some 6,000 new em- 
ployees are now needed by health depart- 
ments, 40 percent of whom are public- 
health nurses, and 9-percent physicians. 
These needs will expand as the war con- 
tinues. 

INDUSTRY AND THE WAR 


The problem of keeping men at work 
et machines and physically fit is in war- 
times just as important as the mainte- 
nance of men in the armed forces. In 
the United States one of our greatest 
problems has been the building of indus- 
trial medicine to a point which will con- 
trol the health of the workers at its peak. 
In our country from 85 to 90 percent of 
all industrial medicine has been carried 
on by general practitioners who give 
part of their time to the aid of workers 
in industrial plants. The remainder of 
the care of the workers is in the hands 
of specialists in the field of industrial 
medicine. Industrial medicine involves 
examination of the worker prior to em- 
ployment, a study of his nutrition and 
his habits of life, control of his exposure 
in the plant to gases and to flying par- 
ticles, protection of the worker’s eyes, 
and protection against dust and against 
accidents. It may involve a study of the 
worker’s home and the manner in which 
work is carried on in the home. As 
great numbers of women come into our 
expanding industries, their problems 
must be given special consideration be- 
cause many of them have been attempt- 
ing to do two jobs—one in the home and 
one in the factory. 

American medicine today is undertak- 
ing a program of education so as to 
expand the 1,500 qualified specialists in 
industrial medicine to at least 10,000 
doctors capable of giving the kind of 
attention that must be given to the care 
of the worker in industry. 


THE CARE OF OUR CIVILIAN POPULATION 


There are in the United States today 
about 190,000 doctors, of whom 152,000 
are actually engaged in the practice of 
medicine. Upon these men, and princi- 
pally upon those under 37 years of age, 
devolves the provision of officers for our 
fighting forces. Since the average age 
at graduation from medical school is 
approximately 26 years and since some- 
what more than 5,500 doctors graduate 
each year, it is clear that an 1ll-year 
period would provide about 60,000 doctors 
in the group under 37 years of age. 
Some of these would not be available 
because of their physical health or 
because of their family circumstances 
involving suitable provision for parents, 
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for wives, and for children. Some will 
not be available because they are 
engaged in essential occupations, such as 
teaching in the medical schools, servic- 
ing our thousands of hospitals, taking 
care of the workers in industry, and 
taking care of our civilian population. 
Nevertheless, we are approaching the 
needs of the armed forces for medical 
personnel. 

The big problem that remains is assur- 
ance to the civilian population that they 
will have adequate medical care during 
the war and also the provision of physi- 
cians for new industrial areas around 
ordnance plants and similar war indus- 
tries where many thousands of workers 
have assembled without adequate hous- 
ing, sanitation, hospitals, and medical 
services. 

To this problem several agencies are 
now giving their utmost attention. It 
has engaged the earnest consideration of 
the War Manpower Commission through 
the Procurement and Assignment Service 
for Physicians, Dentists, and Veteri- 
narians. It has engaged the attention 
of the United States Public Health Sery- 
ice, of the committee on war participa- 
tion of the American Medical Associa- 
tion, and of many other groups. That 
problem is closely allied to the problems 
which concern the committee on indus- 
trial health, of the health and medical 
committee in the office of defense health 
and welfare, and also the council on in- 
dustrial health of the American Medical 
Association. For some time these groups 
have been engaged seriously in developing 
policies and plans to meet these special 
needs. 

The provision of hospital facilities in 
temporary communities or so-called 
mushroom or boom-town areas obviously 
demands Federal support. Such hospi- 
tals will be temporary, since the popula- 
tions concerned are likely to move again 
when the war is over. A physician who 
wishes to practice in such an area must 
have hospital and dispensary facilities, as 
well as needed drug supplies, in order to 
provide satisfactory medical service. It 
is proposed by the agencies concerned to 
survey the needs existing in this situation 
to determine the number of doctors re- 
quired, and to supply such doctors by 
utilizing the services of physicians who 
already have volunteered in considerable 
numbers specifically for this task. Never- 
theless, from some Federal source must 
come the necessary funds to establish 
medical facilities and perhaps even to 
guarantee the payment of the physician 
at least in part during the period when 
he is becoming established. The mech- 
anism already created whereby Federal 
funds are made available for distribution 
by State health agencies, welfare agen- 
cies, or industrial departments, when 
plans have met suitable standards, would 
seem to be easily utilizable to meet this 
need. 


STANDARDIZATION OF MEDICAL PROCEDURES 


As early as June 1940 the surgeons 
general of the Army and Navy requested 
the Division of Medical Sciences of the 
National Research Council to set up a 
system whereby the technical medical 
procedures used by the Army and Navy 
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could be studied and standardized by the 
best available medical talent in our coun- 
try. Today hundreds of leading physi- 
cians and scientists of our country are 
engaged on these committees in setting 
up and maintaining just such standards, 
There are committees concerned with 
medicine, with surgery, with industrial 
health, with physical methods of treat- 
ment, with nervous and mental diseases, 
with blood transfusion and provision for 
blood substitutes, with the care of in- 
fectious diseases and with innumerable 
other medical specialties. 

In order to investigate and control epi- 
demic diseases, a Subcommittee on Epi- 
demiology and Infectious Diseases was 
established, which includes in its mem- 
bership a score or more of scientists 
whose names command world-wide re- 
sel for their accomplishments in this 

Already a dozen or more guides to 
medical and surgical procedures have 
been published which provide the medi- 
cal officer with the latest information 
available as how to meet each of the 
new types of emergencies that arise in 
modern war. Fiying teams of consult- 
ants in infectious diseases, in the con- 
trol of epidemics, and in the handling of 
other forms of disease have been estab- 
lished in order to visit any camp or any 
area where great numbers of troops are 
assembled and where special needs for 
their services may arise. Specially sig- 
nificant is the fact that all of these men 
who work as consultants with these agen- 
cies contribute their time and their ef- 


forts without a penny cf cost to the: 


United States Government. 

One committee is especially concerned 
with the determination as to which of the 
thousands of drugs and medicinal sub- 
stances are essential to the health of the 
civilian population and the armed forces. 
This Committee on Drugs and Medical 
Supplies, with its Subcommittee on Hos- 
pital and Surgical Supplies, has rendered 


„important service to the War Production 


Board in guiding that agency on such 
problems as the control of quinine, now 
marked as absolutely limited to its use 
in malaria; on the control of tannic acid, 
widely used in the treatment of burns; 
on suitable provision for nickel, alumi- 
num, rubber, and other basic war mate- 
rials in the manufacture of medical sup- 


plies. > 
RESEARCH 


Simultaneously witn its organization 
for the provision of personnel and ma- 
terials, medicine undertook the advance- 
ment of scientific research necessary to 
the war effort. Research must not halt 
because of the war, It should, indeed, 
proceed rather with increased impetus, 
and with increased resources. A new 
discovery in the midst of the world con- 
flagration may be the vital factor that 
leads to its termination. The creation 
of the Office of Scientific Research and 
Development, with its medical commit- 
tee led to a classification of important 
problems related to the conservation of 
human health: and energy—projects 
dealing with aviation, with fatigue, with 
blood substitutes, with nutrition, with 
the care of wounds, and the prevention 
of infection. 
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HOSPITALS 


We have in the United States today 
6,358 registered hospitals, with a total 
capacity of 1,324,481 beds. The increase 
per annum in the United States for the 
past 7 years has been about 30,000 beds. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MEAD. I am glad to yield to the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I did not understand 
the Senator’s statement as to the num- 
ber of hospitals we now have. I wish 
he would repeat it. 

Mr. MEAD. We have in the United 
States today 6,358 registered hospitals, 
with a total capacity of 1,324,481 beds. 
The increase per annum in the United 
States for the past 7 years has been about 
30,000 beds. 

The present census shows a net in- 
crease for 1941 of 98,136 beds over the 
number available in 1940. The number 
of patients admitted during the year was 
11,596,188. Our hospitals now employ 
many thousands of personnel in addition 
to the medical employees. There are, 
for instance, 9,609 full-time laboratory 
technicians, and 5,534 full-time X-ray 
technicians. Our hospitals include as 
well dietitians, anesthetists, cooks, order- 
lies, ambulance drivers, engineers, record 
librarians, electricians, nurses, laun- 
dresses—indeed, altogether 1,000,000 
workers who give full time to the care 
of the sick. 

The war has created new demands not 
only on those already engaged in such 
service but for many thousands of addi- 
tional workers necessary to the mainte- 
nance of the public health. These needs 
are being met by intensification of the 
drive toward education of new person- 
nel and the procurement of others. The 
hospitals of this Nation are organized to 
meet these expanded needs, t 

The expansion of the armed forces 
does not place a special burden on the 
facilities of civilian hospitals, but can 
place a real strain on the personnel, since 
the trained personnel for Army hospi- 
tals and for Navy hospitals must be se- 
cured from the civilian communities, 
Already in many places the Army Medical 
Department is taking over sanatoriums 
and hotels for conversion into hospitals, 
The needs of new industrial communi- 
ties, as has already been stated, must be 
met by the provision of additional hos- 
pitals, even if only on a temporary basis. 
Some Federal funds have been made 
available under the Community Facilities 
Act for the construction of hospitals in 
such areas. However, Federal aid for 
the maintenance of such hospitals is sel- 
dom provided and means must be devel- 
oped by some of the agencies that have 
already been mentioned to provide for 
the continuous functioning of these hos- 
pitals. 

NURSES 

Mr, President, the problem of meet- 
ing the demand for nurses is still serious, 
although 7,000 registered nurses volun- 
teered for war duty since Pearl Harbor. 
Our Army requires 3.7 registered nurses 
for each 1,000 men so that the provision 
of nurses for the armed forces will place 
a great burden on the number available 
in civilian life. The 1940 census shows 
369,287 trained nurses in the United 
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States. There are 289,286 registered 
nurses, of whom 60,000 are engaged in 
nursing practice. Of the 116,231 inactive 
nurses who returned questionnaires, 
25,252, or 22 percent, stated they were 
available for full-time duty if their coun- 
try needed them. Of the 173,055 ac- 
tively employed nurses, 89,327, or 51.6 
percent, were unmarried and under 40 
years of age. Of these, 48,000 are in the 
institutional field. 

Three out of every 10 eligible United 
States nurses had enrolled in the Red 
Cross First Reserve by March 1, 1942. 
Out of 98,725 nurses under 40 and un- 
married, 30,233 have enrolled. 

Plans are under way for increasing en- 
rollments in nurses’ training schools. 
Classes are being speeded up and in- 
creased by 25 percent. 

Schools of nursing have been asked to 
admit 55,000 students during the current 
school year, which is an increase of 
10,000 over last year’s admissions. 

An appropriation of $3,500,000 has 
been made by the Congress for the train- 
ing of nurses—national defense. The 
schools of nursing throughout the coun- 
try have been notified regarding the 
availability of these funds, and the 
schools are urged to participate in this 
program. 

Funds are allotted by the Public Health 
Service directly to eligible schools. 
Schools unable to increase their admis- 
sions over the school year 1940-41 may 
request scholarship tuitions for qualified 
students. . The goal is that no qualified 
student shall be barred from entering a 
school of nursing because of lack of 
funds. Funds are available for students 
unable to meet costs from other sources. 

Schools that are able to increase their 
admissions over the school year 1940-41 
may request funds for scholarship tui- 
tions and in addition for the following 
purposes: 

First. Additional instructors and in- 
structional facilities commensurate with 
increased student admissions. 

Second. Subsistence during that por- 
tion of the program when the student is 
not rendering any appreciable service to 
the institution. 

Third. Expansion of clinical experi- 
ence through affiliation with other insti- 
tutions. 

CONCLUSION 


Without the medical profession wars 
might well be so destructive that man- 
kind might cease to exist. Already the 
horrors of war are so great that many 
human beings are unable to endure them 
even with the contributions of medical 
science. In all previous wars disease de- 
stroyed far more men than were killed 
by gunpowder and shells. Even in World 
War No. 1 meningitis, pneumonia, and the 
great plague of influenza took a terrific 
toll of human life. Today our training 
camps are safe for our young men, so that 
the death rate of the Army in 1941 was 2.7 
contrasted with the rate of 8.7 for men of 
the same age in civilian life. Proper dis- 
posal of sewage and garbage, the provi- 
sion of suitable milk and water, the pro- 
tection of our young men by inoculation 
against typhoid, tetanus, diphtheria, 
smallpox, and other diseases are the pro- 


. velopment. 
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cedures by which sanitarians and physi- 
cians are protecting their lives. 

Our Army Medical Department is de- 
veloping organized hospitals, evacuation 
hospitals, and other special units which 
will serve our Army as the Nation re- 
quires them. The staffs of great hos- 
pitals who have worked together and who 
include among their numbers specialists 
in every phase of medical science are al- 
ready assembling their forces to meet the 
needs of the war in which we are today 
engaged. Long before this great war 
ends the American medical profession 
will have prepared itself for the rehabili- 
tation of the wounded and of the dis- 
abled. 

With every agency that has been con- 
cerned in programs for conservation of 
the national health the medical profes- 
sion is cooperating. Thus our blood pro- 
curement program will before the end of 
the coming year have provided 2,500,000 
donors of blood, which means at least 
50,000 volunteer donors every week. In 
addition to dried blood plasma, blood is 
also being collected to be processed into 
human serum albumin, which is being 
used for transfusions as a blood substi- 
tute and which is being shipped in refrig- 
erated containers throughout the world 
to save the lives of our men. This has 
been a truly great cooperative effort, in 
which the committee on blood and blood 
substitutes of the Division of Medical 
Sciences of the National Research Coun- 
cil has standardized production according 
to the research carried on under the 
Office of Scientific Research and De- 
The American Red Cross, 
utilizing the services of the medical pro- 
fession, has collected the blood from mil- 
lions of donors. Our great pharmaceuti- 
cal industries have processed. this blood. 
Our Army and Navy and Public Health 
Service have arranged to distribute it to 
the places throughout the world where it 
may be needed. 


POST-WAR PLANNING AND PROBLEMS 


The last 10 years have witnessed in our. 


country innumerable projects associated 
with the extending to the great American 
public of most of the benefits of modern 
medical science. Today American medi- 
cine without question leads the world. 
Today the health of the American people 
is better than ever in the history of our 
Nation and compares more than favor- 
ably with that of the people of every 
other nation. These results have been 
achieved by cooperative effort in which 
American medicine, American industry, 
the social sciences, and education have 
cooperated. By a gradual evolution 
rather than a revolution, the distribution 
of medical services has been continually 
improved; our hospitals have continued 
to grow at a rate unprecedented in 
previous decades. 

With a maintenance of this cooperation 
for the common good, American medicine 
will continue to hold that world leader- 
ship which it has achieved today. How- 
ever, Mr. President, in the post-war 
period we may confront a problem which 
should merit our attention during the 
progress of this war. This subject can- 
not be discussed without reference to the 
problem which will face the medical pro- 


SEPTEMBER 14 


fession. when 50,000 or more doctors are 
demobilized. If prosperity shall follow 
the war, the problem of relocating will be 
acute enough, but if financial depression 
shall be added to the problem, it seems 
likely that organized medicine will face a 
situation calling for vigorous action if 
medical standards are to be maintained. 

Mr. President, I desire to conclude by 
explaining that pursuant to title II of 
the Lanham Act, Public, No. 849, Seventy- 
sixth Congress, as amended, the Federal 
Works Administrator, acting under Presi- 
dential approval, in providing public 
works required in the war effort, is con- 
structing or financing the construction 
of 289 health centers, hospitals, and ad- 
ditions to hospitals ata cost in excess of 
$52,000,000. Such facilities are being 
provided in those areas where the influx 
of persons engaged in the war effort has 
created an acute shortage of these facil- 
ities, and municipalities or counties in 
which such projects are being construct- 
ed are furnishing approximately 25 per- 
cent of the total cost. 

In addition and also pursuant to title 
Il of the Lanham Act, the Federal Works 
Administrator, pursuant to approval of 
the President, has made contributions 
in excess of $700,000 to aid counties and 
municipalities in the operation of hos- 
pitals, health centers, and clinics. 

Mr. President, with a realization of the 
problem whieh now confronts us, and 
with the thought in mind of the added 
problem which may develop in the im- 
mediate future, I believe the program al- 
ready authorized by the Congress, which 
has perhaps been temporarily postponed 
as a result of difficulty in obtaining ma- 
terials because of priorities, and the like, 
should be completed as speedily as pos- 
sible. I believe that, insofar as the sup- 
ply of doctors and nurses and hospitals 
on every front is concerned, we should 
press forward and onward until we ob- 
tain the best possible goal obtainable un- 
der present conditions. 

We can preserve human life by press- 
ing on every medical front, and we can 
improve the health of our people. In 
my judgment, it is a very vital problem, 
and I trust the agencies of Government 
which have to do with the construction 
of the facilities and with the education of 
the personnel to which I have referred 
will take advantage of every existing con- 
dition to complete the work as speedily 
as possible. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to take occasion at this time to serve 
notice that I shall object to any more 
speeches being made during the morning 
hour, however interesting they may be. 
I appreciate the fact that Senators wish 
to have their speeches delivered as soon 
as possible. However, the Finance Com- 
mittee is to meet at 2 o’clock, and some of 
us have to be present, so I shall insist 
that the rule be observed, that during 
the morning hour 5 minutes is the limit 
any Senator may speak. I say this now, 
before anyone else is given the floor, be- 
cause I intend to call for the regular or- 
der, and insist on compliance with the 
rule, 


1942 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New York yield? 

Mr, MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. WILEY. I was interested in the 
statement made by the able Senator from 
New York that out of more than 2,100,000 
men about a million were found to be so 
defective they could not be inducted into 
military service. I believe I have repeat- 
ed the figures approximately correct. 

I should like to ask a question of the 
able Senator from New York. What is 
the Army or the Government doing to 
rehabilitate the million defectives? I 
may say that Great Britain had a simi- 
lar experience, that 800,000 men were 
found to be too defective physically to 
enter the service. They were put into 
camps to be rehabilitated, and in the 
course of 6 months, 600,000 were deter- 
mined to be fit and competent and were 
inducted into service. Does the Senator 
know if any similar procedure is being 
followed by our Government? 

Mr. MEAD. It is my information that 
the Manpower Commission has developed 
a program for the rehabilitation of many 
of the so-called rejectees. After many 
weeks of effort on the part of Members 
of the Senate and the House, the War 
Department established a limited service, 
in which it is enlisting many rejectees. 
After the men are enlisted, they are then 
under the jurisdiction of the Surgeon 
General of the Army, and he, too, is per- 
fecting a program for remedying the 
physical defects of the men. I will say 
to my distinguished colleague that many 
of these defects are minor in character, 
and can be easily corrected. 

Mr. WILEY. Does the system of re- 
habilitation described by the able Sena- 
tor follow the procedure to which I have 
referred as now being used in Great 
Britain? There it is recognized that 
many of the men have defects because 
they have not had the right food, en- 
vironment, or housing conditions. The 
men are put into the camps, and there 
they are put through a course of sprouts, 
so to speak, and the British authorities 
have actually rehabilitated 600,000 out of 
800,000 men. 

Mr. MEAD. I believe that perhaps 
England has gone into the question a 
little deeper and has studied it for a 
longer period of time than we have. 

Mr, WILEY. Do we follow their 
course in rehabilitating our men? 

Mr. MEAD. I am not sure whether 
we do or not. Iam certain, however, that 
the Manpower Commission has devel- 
oped a program, and the War Depart- 
ment is now taking rejectees into what 
is called a limited service. I believe 
that service should be expanded, and in 
my opinion an expansion of the service 
would afford a key to the solution of 
the problem which the able Senator from 
Wisconsin is bringing to my attention. 
It would result in the rehabilitation of 
many thousands of men, and afford them 
an opportunity to wear the uniform of 
their country, which they are very eager 
to do. Because of a dental defect, or 
an overlapping toe, or some other minor 
condition which could be corrected, 
many are rejected for service, and I be- 
lieve that to be an unwarranted situ- 
ation. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rou- 
tine morning business is concluded. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to consider executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business, 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ro- 
ster in the chair) laid before the Senate 
messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomi- 
nations (and withdrawing a nomina- 
tion), which were referred to the appro- 
priate committees. 

(For nominations this day received 
and nomination withdrawn, see the end 
of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Several postmasters. 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Several officers for permanent appoint- 
ment, and several citizens and meritorious 
noncommissioned officers for appointment 
as second Heutenants, all in the Marine 
Corps, 

By Mr. TYDINGS, from the Committee on 
Territories and Insular Affairs: 

Ernest K. Kai, of Hawaii, to be secretary of 
the Territory of Hawaii, vice Charles H. Hite, 
resigned. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

Sundry officers for appointment, by trans- 
fer, in the Regular Army; 

Col. Caleb Vance Haynes (lieutenant 
colonel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the United States, for tem- 
porary appointment as brigadier general in 
the Army of the United States, under the 
provisions of law; and 

Several persons for appointment in the 
Army Specialist Corps established under 
Executive Order 9078, dated February 26, 1942, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will proceed to state the nomina- 
tions on the calendar. 

POSTMASTER AT MONROE, WIS. 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Fred J. Blumer to be postmaster 
at Monroe, Wis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the able 
senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
Fottette] desires to address the Senate 
on this nomination. At my request, at 
the executive session on Thursday last, 
the nomination went over until today. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Would the Senator 
from Wisconsin object to our consider- 
ing the routine nominations on the Exec- 
utive Calendar before he proceeds? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the next nomination on 
the calendar. 

WORK PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 


tion of Lindley R. Durkee to be adminis- 
trator for Washington. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the nomination is con- 
firmed. 

POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceed to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations of postmast- 
ers are confirmed en bloc. 


THE NAVY 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the Navy nominations are 
confirmed en bloc. | 

Mr. BARKLEY. Iask unanimous con- 
sent that the President be immediately 
notified of all nominations confirmed 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the President will be notified forthwith. 


POSTMASTER AT MONROE, WIS. 


The Chief Clerk read the nomination 
of Fred J. Blumer to be postmaster at 
Monroe, Wis., which had been passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to this nomination? 

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, in 
all the years I have been a Member of 
this body I have never on any occasion 
opposed a post-office nomination on po- 
litical grounds. I adopted a rule that 
whenever charges, supported by affi- 
davits, were filed against the fitness of a 
nominee, I would transmit them to the 
Post Offices and Post Roads Committee 
with the request that they be investi- 
gated and I have adhered to that rule. 

During the time I was a member of 
the Republican Party and served in this 
body as a Republican I never was con- 
sulted by a Republican President with 
regard to postmasterships in Wisconsin, 
and during all the time I have served 
here I never have been consulted by a 
Democratic President. 

I have no political interests whatso- 
ever, Mr. President, in this nomination, 
but I wish to state that the postmaster 
who will be replaced, if the nomination 
now under consideration shall be con- 
firmed, is a disabled veteran of the last 
war, with service-connected disabilities, 
He has been postmaster for a number of 
years. When the examinations for that 
office were held, he stood highest on thé 
list, without regard to credit given for 
his veteran's preference. Nevertheless, I 
concede that under the law the Depart- 
ment and the President had the right 
to select from among the three eligibles 
the present nominee, and they did so. 
I have nothing to say concerning him. 
So far as I am concerned, he is not at 
issue in this case. 

Mr. President, in view of the situation 
which has been created by this contro- 
versy, I believe the executive branch of 
the Government, through the Post Office 
Department, is doing a disservice to its 
public relations in the State of Wisconsin, 
for, rightly or wrongly, the appointment 
which results in the present postmaster 
losing his position has become an issue 
with the veterans in my State. 
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I wish to read a telegram which I have 
received, a copy of which my colleague 
iMr. Witey] has received, from the De- 
partment Commander of the American 
Legion of Wisconsin. If I desired to do 
so I could burden the Recorp with nu- 
merous resolutions adopted by local Le- 
gion posts from one end of Wisconsin to 
another. The telegram is as follows: 


G MILWAUKEE, WIS., 
September 12, 1942. 
Hon. RosERrT M. La FOLLETTE, Jr., 
United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Have learned that Senate Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads has voted’10 to 4 
to recommend confirmation of Blumer as 
postmaster at Monroe, Wis., to replace John 
J. Burkhard, seriously disabled veteran of 
World War No. 1, with over 17 years’ satisfac- 
tory service to his credit as postmaster at 
Monroe, On behalf of over 53,000 members of 
the American Legion and Auxiliary in Wis- 
consin, we implore you to use your efforts 
in preventing this confirmation. We likewise 
urge you to respectfully request your col- 
leagues in the Senate not to confirm this 
appointment, which would mean replacing 
John Burkhard, a disabled veteran with di- 
rect war-service disabilities, with a person 
who has had absolutely no connection what- 
soever with service in the armed forces of 
car country. We have exhausted every ef- 
fort in Burkhard’s behalf in a friendly way, 
and it now appears to us that politics has 
preference over any consideration that a 
grateful Government has provided for its dis- 
abled defenders, We seriously question the 
advisability of such action and believe it is 
contrary to public opinion and the integrity 
of Congress in providing for veterans’ prefer- 
ence, as evidenced by a mass of correspond- 
ence, newspaper clippings, and other data on 
file in this office. If Blumer, a nonveteran, 
is confirmed for this appointment, then we 
firmly believe that instructions should be 
given the Army, Navy, and other armed forces 
that when they and also the Selective Service 
System send out instructions for recruiting 
and inducting of men into the armed forces 
they should incorporate in all posters and 
appeals that when our servicemen return, 
after having offered their lives, there will be 
no preference for them as veterans, and that 
any such preference as is available will be 
reserved for retired politicians. I repeat that 
over 53,000 loyal Wisconsin Legionnaires and 
members of the American Legion Auxiliary 
will anxiously be awaiting the outcome of 
this important matter, to see what precedent 
politics is going to establish during this 
emergency. 

Var W. Ove, 
Department Commander, 
The American Legion of Wisconsin. 


Mr. President, that telegram is typical 
of the attitude of Legionnaires all over 
the State of Wisconsin. In my opinion, 
in time of war we should take into con- 
sideration the effect of actions by gov- 
ernmental agencies upon the public. 
We have a problem, every nation at war 
has a problem, of public morale. I per- 
sonally believe that the morale of the 
American people is high, but I realize 
that in this long war we shall have to 
have a considered program and a funda- 
mental program to maintain that morale. 
I do not believe we should permit a situa- 
tion of this kind to develop, for I can 
assure Senators that this matter is an 
issue with the Legionnaires and Disabled 
War Veterans of my State. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned 
I wish to reiterate that I have no per- 
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sonal political ax to grind in this matter 
at all; but I do feel that it would be a 
mistake for the Senate to confirm this 
appointment. 

It will be said by the able chairman 
of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. McKetiar], and those in the ma- 
jority who voted to report favorably this 
nomination, that the Department has 
taken the position that even if the Sen- 
ate rejects the present nominee the De- 
partment will under no circumstances 
send in Mr. Burkhard’s name. I do not 
know whether the Department means 
that or not, Mr. President, but so far as I 
am concerned, as one Member of the 
Senate, I shall not let a threat made 
by an executive branch of the Govern- 
ment control my action in this matter. 
If the Senate refuses to confirm the pres- 
ent nominee, Mr. Burkhard will con- 
tinue to serve, in my opinion, until some- 
one is confirmed in his place, for the 
record of Mr. Burkhard’s office, despite 
whatever else the Post Office Depart- 
ment may say about him, is very high. 

Mr, President, if I could have my way 
about the matter there would be no poli- 
tics in connection with post-office ap- 
pointments. I think we should have a 
strict civil-service system. I do not 
know of any more faithful group of Gov- 
ernment employees than those who work 
in the Post Office Department, and it 
ought to be the rule that every man who 
starts in as a substitute carrier could 
look forward to the time when, if he 
were efficient and able, he might be con- 
sidered for the postmastership of the 
office in which he is working. I do not 
think the present law is right. I said 
so at the time it was passed. I supported 
it because I thought it was a step in the 


right direction, but if ever a case proved 


that it was a feeble step this is the case. 

Mr. President, who was consulted 
about the man to succeed this disabled 
veteran? The adviser, I think they call 
him, in Wisconsin. He happened to be 
the national committeeman of the Dem- 
ocratic Party, a very fine gentleman, and 
I think a personal friend of mine, and I 
hope he always will be. I-merely men- 
tion the fact to show the Senate that 
there is politics in this matter, and that 
the Legionnaires of the State are right 
when they say there is politics in it. 

As I said before, I have never raised 
an issue against a postmaster appointee 
in all the years I have been in the 
Senate. I have never, since I have been 
a member of this body, raised the ques- 
tion of personal privilege and declared a 
nominee to be personally obnoxious to 
me, because I never believed in that so- 
called unwritten rule of the Senate. I 
think the Senate’s duty under the Con- 
stitution is to pass upon the qualifica- 
tions of men who are considered, and to 
take into consideration all the facts 
which enter into their appointment. 

I do not think it is the function of the 
Senate to vote against a man who has 
keen nominated simply because some 
Senator dislikes him personally. I may 
say, Mr. President, that in the years I 
have been in this body there have been 
appointed and confirmed without my ob- 
jection many men who have. said and 
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written and printed such things about 
me that if ever there is justification for 
a Senator raising the question of personal 
privilege, certainly I would have been 
entitled to raise that question. 

Mr. President, I wish to say in conclu- 
sion that I firmly believe that the Post 
Office Department, the executive branch 
of the Government, and the Senate of 
the United States, will be doing the Fed- 
eral Government’s personal relations in 
the State of Wisconsin an injury if the 
pending nomination is confirmed. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will my 
colleague yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I yield. 

Mr. WILEY. Apropos of what the 
Senator has just said in relation to Mr. 
King, who is the Democratic committee- 
man in the State, I should like to read to 
the Senate what Mr. King said about this 
very matter, and I quote his testimony 
which appears on page 72 of the hearing 
before the Senate Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads: 

Mr. Kina. I happen to be a member of the 
American Legion— 


Senators, listen to this— 
and there is nothing harder for me to do 
than come before this committee and recom- 


mend the appointment of someone besides 
John Burkhard. 


That is the veteran. Then Mr. King 
concludes: 

I have never heard one word in the 17 years 
that Jack Burkhard has been postmaster that 
he was not a good postmaster, in fact, a very 
efficient postmaster. The inspectors have told 
me that there has never been one word 
against him. I want to make that record 
clear and tell you exactly the situation I 
stand in. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield before he closes? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I shall yield in a 
moment. I wish to make one further 
statement. I wish to emphasize that 
not even by implication do I want any 
idea to be drawn that in any remarks I 
have made I am reflecting in any way 
upon the nominee whose name is now 
pending before the Senate. 

I now yield to the Senator from Ala- 
bama. 

Mr. HILL, Mr. President, unfortu- 
nately I was called to a long-distance 
telephone and did not hear all the Sen- 
ator’s statement. Mr. Burkhard, the 
former postmaster-—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. The present post- 
master. 

Mr. HILL. Does he have a civil-sery- 
ice status under the law which Congress 
enacted some years ago? Has he ac- 
quired a civil-service status? Has he 
come under the existing law? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. My under- 
standing is that the examination for 
the postmastership was ordered on an 
open basis, and not on a noncompetitive 
basis, so that permitted three eligibles 
to be submitted to the political referee. 

Mr. HILL. Has his term expired or 
has he been removed? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. He has not been 
removed. 

Mr. HILL. Has his term expired? 

Mr. LA FOLLETIE. His term was 
coming to a conclusion. I understand 
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a noncompetitive examination is usually 
given the incumbent if he is satisfactory 
to those who control the patronage. If 
he is not satisfactory an open examina- 
tion isheld. From that, three names are 
certified and then the names are sub- 
mitted to whoever has the say from the 
political angle. 

Mr. HILL, What I want to find out 
is whether in this case the incumbent's 
term had expired. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think that was 
the occasion for ordering the examina- 
tion, 

Mr. HILL. In other words, he was not 
removed? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; he has not 
been removed. He is now the postmas- 
ter. That is one of the points which I 
make in answer to the point of the ma- 
jority that the department will not send 
up Mr. Burkhard’s name under any cir- 
cumstances, eyen though he stands at the 
top of the list without benefit of his vet- 
erans’ preference. I say that we should 
reject the pending nomination and let 
Mr. Burkhard continue to serve unless he 
is removed. I do not believe he will be 
removed. 

Mr. HILL. The fact is that his term 
has expired. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am not com- 
plaining about that. 

Mr. HILL. I am merely trying to get 
the facts. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am not claim- 
ing that he is being deprived of a civil- 
service status. He was never permitted to 
establish one; but my understanding is 
that had he been satisfactory to the 
referee, a so-called noncompetitive ex- 
amination would have been held. 

Mr. HILL. As I recall, under the law 
which Congress passed, when the term 
of an incumbent has expired the Post 
Office Department may follow one of 
three procedures. First, it may place in 
the office some person within the postal 
service who already has a civil-service 
status; second, the Department may hold 
a noncompetitive examination, which 
means that only the incumbent wouid 
take the examination, and if he should 
pass satisfactorily he would then be 
eligible for appointment; third, the De- 
partment may hold what is called an 
open-competitive examination. As I 
understand, in this case, an open-com- 
petitive examination was held, and the 
incumbent took that examination and 
stood at the top of the list. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The incumbent 
took that examination and stood at the 
top of the list without benefit of his vet- 
eran’s preference. Let me emphasize 
that. He did not get to the top of the list 
as the result of adding his veteran’s pref- 
erence to the rating he received in the 
examination, He got to the top of the 
list without his veterans’ preference. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 

Mr. MALONEY. I was not present 
during the early part of the Senator’s 
remarks, and I apologize if I ask questions 
about matters which he has already cov- 
ered. How long has Mr. Burkhard been 
postmaster? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. For 17 years, 
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Mr. MALONEY. For the past 10 years 
the present administration has been in 


power. 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Yes. 

Mr. MALONEY. Has the Senator 
dwelt upon the situation existing in 1932, 
1936, and 1940, or whenever his terms 
expired? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. He was reap- 
pointed. 

Mr. MALONEY. Without 
versy? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Without contro- 
versy. 

Mr. MALONEY. Has the Senator 
dwelt upon what provokes the present 
controversy? _ 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Department 
states that it has had an inspector out 
there and that it does not like Mr. Burk- 
hard’s absence, as it is claimed, on vet- 
erans’ business, but the office has a very 
high rating. Ihave heard no complaints 
from any citizens that Mr. Burkhard is 
not on the job. 

Mr. MALONEY. Does the Senator 
know whether or not, following the elec- 
tion of 1932, to be completely frank about 
it, this postmaster received political 
approval or whether there was political 
objection to him at that time? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. There was none 
that I know of. I presume that after 
1932, if anybody had objected to him, 
he would not have been reappointed. I 
believe that my former colleague, Senator 
Duffy, now Judge Duffy, would have had 
the decision as to approval or disapproval, 
However, Senator Duffy was a Legion- 
naire, and he approved Burkhard. 

Mr. MALONEY. 


That is what I 
wanted to know. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, There are many 
Democrats who are members of the 
American Legion, and yet they do not 
lock upon this as.a political issue. They 
look upon the failure to reappoint Mr. 
Burkhard as the entrance of politics in 
time of war, to the detriment of the 
interests of a disabled veteran with war- 
service-connected disability. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, , I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not a 
fact that the only criticism which the 
Post Office Department has to make of 
Mr. Burkhard is that he had been State 
commander of the American Legion, and 
had devoted some time to that office? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; but he is no 
longer State commander. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I under- 
stand, but that was the basis of the 
original criticism, was it not? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes. It was said 
that he was away from the office too 
much on Legion business. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A few years 
ago in Missouri we had a State com- 
mander of the American Legion who was 
also a rural route carrier. He kept his 
job as rural route carrier and served as 
State commander. He was one of the 
best State commanders we ever had. +I 
dare say that Burkhard was a good com- 
mander and a good postmaster at the 
same time. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If I may so ex- 
press it, I believe that the statute of limi- 


contro- 
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tations should be a bar to such a charge, 
He was State commander prior to 1937. 
His nomination came before the Senate 
with the approval of whoever controlled 
the patronage, and was confirmed by the 
Senate, after he became State com- 
mander of the American Legion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, So far as I 
am concerned, the fact that a man has 
been State commander of the American 
Legion is no ground for firing him. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I donot think so. 
His. particular interest in veterans’ af- 
fairs is his work with the disabled vet- 
erans. While I believe that all veterans 
have claims upon our generosity, in my 
opinion a person with service-connected 
disabilities should stand high on the list. 

Mr. President, in conclusion, I ask 
unanimous consent to have included in 
the Record as a part of my remarks a 
brief statement which I made at the time 
the so-called civil-service bill for post- 
masters was under consideration. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


On Juné 14, 1938, when the Senate was dis- 
cussing a bill that would place postmaster ap- 
pointments under civil service, I made the 
following brief remarks: 

“Mr, President, since I have been a Member 
of this body on every possible occasion I have 
voted to protect and to extend the merit 
system in the service of the Government of 
the United States. I am firmly convinced 
that the Government cannot deal with the 
complex economic problems presented by 
modern industrialism unless it has an efficient 
civil service, and I am further convinced that 
it is only by the advance of the merit system 
that such a service can be made efficient. 

“This measure, as has been stated, I think, 
by nearly every Senator who has spoken 
upon it, is a compromise. It certainly does 
not represent what I, as an individual Sena- 
tor, should like to see done. I am opposed to 
the provision that a postmaster shall be 
chosen from among the three highest on the 
list. If I could have my way about it, I would 
provide that only the person who stood high- 
est should receive the appointment. 

“As an Individual Senator, I am opposed to 
the provision of the bill with respect to non- 
competitive examinations for present in- 
cumbents. But, as was so well stated by the 
able Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] all 
legislation is a result of compromise. 

“Because I believe this is a step in the right 
direction, because I share the hope expressed 
by the Senator from Nebraska that it will ad- 
vance the cause of extending the merit sys- 
tem to the postmasters of the United States, 
I signed the conference report, and I shall 
vote for it in the Senate.” 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, in these 
crucial days, with the probiems of war, 
threatened inflation, war taxation, and 
price fixation, it should not be necessary 
for the United States Senate to use valu- 
able time for the extended consideration 
of a postmaster nomination. Senators 
should rightly begrudge the time spent in 
such consideration unless the issue is 
larger than the mere question of an ap- 
pointment, 

The issue is larger in this case. It is 
an issue involving the validity and in- 
tegrity of our civil-service system. It 
is an issue involving a pledge made by our 
Government to the veterans of the last 
World War. it is an issue involving the 
faith which a disabled veteran may place 
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in the promise of a grateful Government. 
It is an issue involving the merit system 
in the Republic. I submit that these is- 
sues are inextricably interwoven in the 
present conflict. Because they are So in- 
terwoven with the ideals for which we 
fight, I feel that this is a matter which 
we may properly consider at this time. 

Mr. Burkhard has held this office for 17 
years. He was appointed by a Republi- 
can. He was reappointed by a Democrat. 
As has been suggested by my colleague, 
he was State commander of the American 
Legion, and he obtained a leave of ab- 
sence without pay during the time prior 
to 1937 when he was State commander. 
The only thing that can be said against 
„him is that he utilized part of that time 
in the work of the American Legion. 

It is not enough to fight for democratic 
principles. In our daily lives and in our 
Government we must give working evi- 
.dence of that ideal. 

This story really begins 24 years ago. 
In August 1918 a Wisconsin man, Jack 
Burkhard, was wounded in action. He 
recovered from his injury and returned 
to serve again with the famous Thirty- 
‘second Division, One Hundred and 
“Twenty-seventh Infantry, Company H., 
In October, in the Argonne Forest, Burk- 
hard was again wounded by a burst of 
shrapnel fire. While he was being car- 
ried from the field he suffered additional 
shrapnel injuries. He entered an Army 
field hospital on October 4, 1918, and was 
not discharged until July 10, 1920, almost 
2 years after the signing of the armistice. 
He was bedridden for 185 days. He suf- 
fered permanent injury, and is 65 percent 
disabled today according to the records 
of the Veterans’ Administration. Almost 
two and one-half decades have passed 
since then, but Burkhard still carries the 
scars of that war and will carry them to 
his grave. 

This, Mr. President, is the man in- 
volved in the pending nomination. This 
is the man whom the Government now 
seeks to remove from office, contrary, I 
believe, to the letter, spirit, and intent of 
the law. The injustice and the inhuman- 
ity involved in this case are a grave in- 
dictment; but a more serious indictment 
is found in the fact that the intent of the 
veterans’ preference provisions is being 
annihilated, and the sanctity of the Gov- 
ernment’s pledge, not to this man alone, 
but to every man who serves this land in 
the armed forces, is clouded with doubt. 

Of the 3 men who took the exam- 
ination, Burkhard rated 92. With his 10 
points preference his rating would be 102. 
The man who is nominated rated 78. 

The facts in this case are simple. This 
veteran was appointed postmaster in 
Monroe, Wis., in 1925, and has served 
continuously since that time. His fourth 
4-year term expired on May 28, 1941, and 
he has been holding over since that time. 
The United States Civil Service Commis- 
sion conducted an examination on August 
12, 1941. Burkhard was notified that his 
rating ‘was 92, which, with an addi- 
tional 10 points for veterans’ preference, 
would give him a total rating of 102. 
Even without the veterans’ preference 
Burkhard rated No. 1 on the list. More- 
over, he was the only war veteran certi- 
fied. That is important. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


The nomination now pending is that of 
the third man on the list, who received a 
rating of 78. Burkhard has served con- 
tinuously since April 1925, with a record 
of highly satisfactory service, a fact 
which is substantiated by his splendid 
efficiency record. I may add that in the 
hearings before the committee it was ad- 
mitted that his efficiency record was 
highly satisfactory. Mr. King, a veteran, 


-stated that it was difficult for him to op- 


pose Mr. Burkhard, but that he had to 
pursue what he considered was the proper 
political course. The statement of the 
State adviser for the Post Office Depart- 
ment was also to the same effect. 

My colleague has stated that the vet- 
erans of Wisconsin are greatly interested 
in this nomination. Not only the veter- 
ans of Wisconsin, but the veterans of 


-the whole country, are interested. For 


the first time in the history of the veter- 
ans’ organization, a national representa- 
tive appeared before the committee and 
gave testimony. Before I conclude I shall 
read some of that testimony. He stated 
that it had never been the policy of the 
national veterans’ organization to appear 
in such matters. 

That is not all. Monroe is a small 
town, with a population of approximately 
3,000 persons. Practically every adult 
resident of the town signed a petition 
asking for the reappointment of John 
J. Burkhard. 

Whose service is it that we are looking 
after—the service of some petty political 
crowd or the service of the people? 

Burkhard’s last appointment was on 
February 16, 1937. At that time he was 
recommended for reappointment by a 
Democratic Senator from Wisconsin, my 
predecessor, the present Judge Duffy, 
who was a past department commander 
of the American Legion in Wisconsin. 

The city of Monroe is a city in the 
so-called first class and consequently 
examinations for appointment as post- 
master are conducted by the United 
States Civil Service Commission with the 
names of the three eligibles being certi- 
fied to the Post Office Commission at 
Washington for appointment. 

The appointment may, of course, be 
made of any one of the three eligibles, 
but it is also true that there must be a 
reason for submitting a nomination over 
the name of a veteran who is eligible, who 
is the incumbent, who has an excellent 
record, and who stands first on the list 
of those eligible for the position, 

Let me call the Senate’s attention to 
rule 7 of the Civil Service Act, which 
provides in part: 


An appointing officer who passes Over an 
eligible veteran and selects another eligible 
with the same or lower rating shall file with 
the Civil Service Commission a written state- 
ment, setting forth in detail his reasons for 
doing so, which reasons will not be made 
available te the veteran or anyone else, ex- 
cept in the discretion of the appointing 
officer. 


The Post Office Department has not 
made a satisfactory statement as to why 
Burkhard, a veteran, was rejected for 
reappointment as postmaster. The rep- 
resentative of the Post Office Department 
who appeared before the committee made 
only one adverse criticism of the incum- 
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bent, and that was that he attended a 
number of Legion conventions and occa- 
sionally absented himself from his post 
office on affairs connected with his Legion 
activities. 

Mr. President, I say to you that the 
undisputed evidence is that that was 
prior to 1937, when Mr. Burkhard was 
reappointed by the President. His ab- 
sences were entirely due to the fact that 
he was Department Commander of the 
Legion. He got leave without pay, and 
obtained permission to take the leave; 
and his absences in that connection did 
not in-any way interfere with the effi- 
ciency of the post office at Monroe. In 
fact, Mr,..King, the Democratic State 
chairman, says he was always an efficient 
man. 

The Post Office Department had 
knowledge of Mr. Burkhard’s prospective 
duties when he first sought office in the 
American Legion organization; and sub- 
sequently, in a telegram addressed to him, 
they gave him permission to assume such 
an office in the Legion. 

But why go back to 1937? This is 
1942; and, as suggested by my colleague, 
while we are now at war there is an at- 
tempt to inject into the picture that 
which would strike at the very root of an 
efficient home front. 

We know that the appointment of a 
first-class postmaster is governed by the 
act of June 25, 1938—Public Law 720 of 
the Seventy-fifth Congress. That act 
provides that a postmaster in the first 
class shall be appointed in the classified 
service without term by the President, 
and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. 

Three methods are provided: First, re- 
appointment and classification noncom- 
petitive of the incumbent; second, pro- 
motion from within the postal service; 
or, third, by competitive examination in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Civil Service Act and Rules. 


Whenever a competitive examination 
is held for the appointment of a first-, 
second-, or third-class postmaster, the 
provisions of the civil service statutes 
and rules regarding examination, rating, 
certification, appointment, and veteran 
preference must be followed. Such an 
appointment must be made by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate. 

Congress has provided by statute that 
veterans shall be granted certain prefer- 
ences in appointment to classified civil- 
service positions. The civil-service rules 
provide in detail for such preference. 
The provisions of the law go back to a 
statute originally passed in 1865 and sub- 
sequently amended in 1919 and 1929. I 
quote from 5 United States Code 35, as 
follows: 


Persons honorably discharged from the 
military or naval service by reason of dis- 
ability resulting from wounds or sickness in- 
curred in the line of duty, shall be preferred 
for appointments to civil offices, provided they 
are found to possess the business capacity 
necessary for the proper discharge of the 
duties of such offices. In making appoint- 
ments to clerical and other positions in the 
executive branch of the Government, in the 
District of Columbia, or elsewhere preference 
shall be given to honorably discharged sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines, and widows of 
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such, and to the wives of injured soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who themselves are not 
qualified but whose wives are qualified to hold 
such positions, 


I have already referred to section 7 of 
the Civil Service Act of 1883. It provided 
that nothing in the act shall be construed 
to take from those honorably discharged 
from the military or naval service any 
preference conferred by the above cited 
law. 

Normally the appointing officer would 
have the discretionary authority to ap- 
point any one of the top three on the 
register certified to him for a civil service 
position. I have already read section 
2 (b) of civil service rule 7 in this con- 
nection. That ruling probably does not 
prohibit the appointing officer from pass- 
ing over a veteran, but it does provide an 
opportunity for the Commission to file a 
protest for the record. 

Probably the President is technically 
within the law in passing over the highest 
candidate even though he is a disabled 
veteran with a long and distinguished 
record of service as postmaster. In this 
case, however, it appears that the pass- 
ing over of this veteran postmaster in 
favor of the lowest certified candidate is 
a violation of the spirit of the merit 
system and is certainly a violation of 
the intent of the veterans’ preference 
provision. 

The incumbent postmaster is a veteran 
who scored the highest rating without 
any preference. Moreover, he has 
proved his ability for the past 16 years. 
To refuse him an appointment would be 
a perversion of the whole principle of the 
civil service and merit system. To select 
@ less qualified person for any political 
reason would be to make a mockery of 
civil service for postmaster appoint- 
ments. 

The appointment of a postmaster to 
the classified civil service is distinguished 
from the appointment of other classi- 
fied civil-service employees in that the 
President appoints the postmaster, by 
and with the advice.and consent of the 
Senate, as provided for in section 2 of 
article I of the Constitution. 

We know that this method of appoint- 
ment was essentially a compromise in the 
Constitutional Convention. Hamilton 
explained the procedure in the Federalist 
papers. 

I shall not trespass upon the Senate’s 
time by a lengthy discussion on what the 
term “advice and consent of the Senate” 
means. In practice, it has meant that 
the President nominates, and then the 
Senate either consents or rejects the ap- 
pointment. The Chief Executive takes 
the initiative; and the Senate advises, in 
effect, when it does or does not consent. 
The Senate itself cannot initiate appoint- 
ments, but it can check them; and I be- 
lieve it is the constitutional duty of the 
Senate to oppose appointments which it 
considers improper. Probably every 
Senator is familiar with the rule of the 
Senate in appointment, as it was out- 
lined in a memorandum prepared in 1939 
by the legislative counsel of the United 
States Senate. The legislative counsel 
concluded that the Senate advisory func- 
tions in appointments should not be as- 
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sumed to be of less importance than they 
formerly were. At least, the advice and 
consent requirements of the Constitution 
and the purposes they were intended to 
accomplish remain the same as they were 
at the beginning of the Government. 
Section 2 of article II of the Constitu- 
tion provides that the appointing power 
shall be lodged in the President and in 
the Senate—the President having the 
sole power to nominate. As everyone 
knows, the language is that the Presi- 
dent— 
shall nominate, and by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, shall appoint. 


Nomination means simply a recom- 
mendation, and when that is done the 
President asks the advice of the Senate. 
If the Senate advises that it is willing to 
join in the appointment, it accepts the 
nomination. 

There is no question that the fitness 
of the appointee must be determined by 
the appointing power—that is, the Presi- 
dent and the Senate. In committee the 
argument was advanced that in view of 
the fact that the President had nom- 
inated Mr, Blumer, the qualifications of 
Mr. Blumer were the only factors to be 
considered. Nowhere is such a rule laid 
down. The Senate has a right to reject 
the nominee without giving a reason. 
But in this particular instance, the 
Senate has a very valid reason. In fact, 
it has three valid reasons for not accept- 
ing the nomination, and none of them go 
to the question of the fitness of the nom- 
inee. 

I said at the outset that in these crucial 
days, particularly, the issue involved is 
even larger than our concern for the in- 
dividual, although I submit that, as a 
veteran who served his country faithfully 
and well, his case as an individual matter 
is also of extreme importance, 

The larger issue is that in these mo- 
mentous days, when we fight for the 
preservation of the ideals and integrity 
of our government and our people, we 
cannot play politics in the Post Office 
Department or the Civil Service Commis- 
sion. The intent of the Civil Service 
regulations cannot be annihilated 
through the nomination of a man whose 
qualifications and status are not equal 
to those of the incumbent. 

Officials and residents of the area 
around Monroe, Wis., as well as off- 
cials of the American Legion, have 
petitioned me to urge the reappointment 
of John J. Burkhard. My colleague in 
the Senate in an appearance before the 
committee also urged the retention of the 
incumbent. Representative LAWRENCE 
H. Smirn, of the First Congressional Dis- 
trict of Wisconsin, in which this post 
office is located, shares my views in this 
connection. 

If the merit system in Civil Service is 
to mean anything, postmastership ap- 
pointments must be handled in accord- 
ance with civil-service regulations. This 
is no time to replace a veteran post- 
master with a political appointee. For 
the reasons which I have outlined in my 
remarks today, I cannot too strongly 
urge the Senate to reject the pending 
nomination for the postmastership at 
Monroe, Wis. 
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T repeat what I said when I interrupted 
my colleague, and I shall read from the 
record. 

Mr. Thomas R. King, the Democratic 
State chairman, appeared before the 
committee and told how he had called 
together some 24 Democrats. They had 
taken a vote, and, apparently, very few 
of them were for Mr. Burkhard. That 
is the only basis for their desire to kick 
him out of the office of postmaster. I 
quote from Mr. King’s statement: 


I happen to be a member of the American 
Legion and there is nothing harder for me 
to do— 


Who is spurring him to action?— 


than come before this committee and recom- 
mend. the appaintment of someone besides 
John Burkhard. 


I quote further from Mr. King on page 
73: 


_ Ihave never heard one word in the 17 years 
that John Burkhard has been postmaster, 
that he was not a good postmaster, in fact, a 
very efficient postmaster. The inspectors have 
told me that there has never been one word 
against him. I want to make that record 
clear and tell you exactly the situation I 
stand in. 


Mr. President, I attended two of the 
committee meetings. There was barely 
a quorum present, and members of the 
committee who sent in their proxies to 
vote on this question never heard the 
testimony and apparently are not listen- 
ing in the Senate now; they are not here. 

What did the representative of the 
National Headquarters of the Legion in 
Washington say? The statement is very 
important. Let me refer to what he 
said. He came forward and opposed the 
confirmation of the nomination of Mr. 
Blumer. In speaking to the committee 
he said: 


You all know the history of what happened 
in the first world war. We fellows were 
told, “You go ahead and fight those battles 
and everything will be rosy when you come 
home.” 

Here is a man who expected that in good 
faith. If political consideration is going to 
deprive him of this job, then, you have set 
up a precedent where no veteran can feel 
secure in this preference established by the 
Congress of the land, That is the issue in 
this case. 


The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O’Manoney], who attended the hearings, 
made a very fine statement, from which 
I read as follows: 


My own feeling in this case is the advics 
of the political party should not have been 
solicited in this case, and that the selection 
of the postmaster should have been made 
strictly upon the basis of the law itself. 
* + + For my own part, I feel that thse 
action of the committee should be that the 
nomination of the person before us should 
not be confirmed, and I shall so yote when 
the opportunity comes. 


Mr. President, John J. Burkhard, the 
incumbent, is entitled to retain this posi- 
tion not merely as a just recognition of 
his valiant service in the last World War 
and for his excellent stewardship as 
postmaster, but in the interest of pre- 
serving inviolate the integrity of the 
civil-service system, 
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Mr, President, I ask that at this point 
in my remarks a telegram which I have 
received, which is somewhat similar to 
the one the senior Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. La FoOLLETTE] quoted, and 
which is signed by Val W. Ove, depart- 
ment commander, American Legion of 
Wisconsin, be printed in the RECORD. 


There being no objection, the telegram 
Was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


MILWAUKEE, Wis., September 12, 1942. 
Hon. ALEXANDER E. Witer, 
United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Have learned that Senate Cammittee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads has voted 10 
to 4 to recommend confirmation of Biumer 
as postmaster at Monroe, Wis., to replace 
John J. Burkhard, seriously disabled veteran 
of World War No, 1 with over 17 years’ satis- 
factory service to his credit as postmaster at 
Monroe. On behalf of over 53,000 members 
of the American Legion and Auxiliary in 
Wisconsin, we implore you to use your efforts 
in preventing this confirmation. We like- 
wise urge you to respectfully request your 
colleagues in the Senate not to confirm this 
appointment which would mean replacing 
John Burkhard, a disabled veteran with di- 
rect war-se vice disabilities, with a person 
who has had absolutely no connection what- 
soever with service in the armed forces of 
our country. We have exhausted every effort 
in Burkhard’s behalf in a friendly way and 
it now appears to us that politics has pref- 
erence over any consideration that a grateful 
Government has provided for its disabled de- 
Tenders. We sericusly question the advis- 
ability of such action and believe it is con- 
trary to pubiic opinion and the integrity of 
Congress in providing for veterans’ prefer- 
ence, as evidenced by a mass of correspond- 
ence, newspaper clippings, and other data on 
file in this office. If Blumer, a nonveteran, 
is confirmed for this appointment, then we 
firmly believe that instructions should be 
given the Army, Navy, end other armed 
forces, that when they, and also the Selec- 
tive Service System send out instructions for 
recruiting and inducting of men into the 
armed forces, they should incorporate in all 
posters and appeals that when our service- 
men return, after having offered their lives, 
there will be no preference for them as vet- 
erans, and that any such preference as is 
available, will be reserved for retired poli- 
ticians. I repeat that over 53,000 loyal Wis- 
consin Legionnaires and members of the 
American Legion Auxiliary will anxiously be 
awaiting the outcome of this important mat- 
ter, to see what precedent politics is going 
to establish during this emergency. We are 
grateful to you personally for your splendid 
efforts in this matter. 

Vat W. Ove, 
Department Commander, 
The American Legion of Wisconsin. 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, as a 
member of the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, I feel it to be my duty 
to rise to speak in opposition to the con- 
firmation of the nomination of Mr. 
Biumer. 

Being an independent in politics, and 
having been sent to Washington by the 
Nonpartisan League of North Dakota, I 
can say frankly that I am here without 
ties or obligations to anyone except the 
farmers, the laboring men, and the small 
businessmen of my State, who compose 
the Nonpartisan League which sent me 
here to fight for the common people of 
this Nation. 

When this matter of confirming the 
nomination of the postmaster at Monroe, 
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Wis., came before the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, the issue seemed 
to me to be amazingly simple. Monroe is 
a town, I understand, of four or five thou- 
sand people; 1,023 of those who are pa- 
trons of the post office filed with the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
petitions stating— 

We, the undersigned citizens and regis- 
tered voters * * * and patrons of the 
Monroe post office * * * hereby express 
our preference, after due consideration of the 
fitness and qualifications for office of all ap- 
plicants for. the position of postmaster at 
Monroe, for the present Incumbent, John J. 
Burkhard, a wounded World War veteran. 
who was No, 1 on the civil service eligible list 
and who has conducted in a most satisfactory 
manner, the office for the past 16 years. 


Certainly the people of Monroe know 
whom they want for postmaster, and the 
attempt to replace him with a politician 
is all the more startling to me when it is 
considered that the Representative in 
Congress from that district and both 
Senators from that State appeared be- 
fore the committee and without reserva- 
tion or any qualification whatsoever pub- 
licly endorsed Mr. Burkhard. 

Why, Mr. President, I ask the Senate, 
should a man who has given first-class 
service, who was so seriously wounded 
in the last World War that he is drawing 
65-percent disability and will only with 
the greatest difficulty be able to go into 
a new line of business to support his 
family, be kicked out by politicians in 
favor of a small-town stooge, especially 
when the wounded war veteran had a 
rating of over 100 percent, while the 
politician it is sought to appoint was only 
third on the list? 

Why is the Senate of the United States 
asked to disregard the fine record of 
Mr. Burkhard, who is a past commander 
of the American Legion of Wisconsin and 
who is loved and respected, as stated by 
Representative SMITH, “by every ex-serv- 
ice man in Wisconsin, and who are 
united in this fight to retain him as 
postmaster.” 

Probably I am a little prejudiced in 
Mr. Burkhard’s favor because my only 
brother saw action in the Argonne Forest, 
the locality where Mr. Burkhard was 
wounded. It was there in the engage- 
ment in the Argonne Forest that both 
Mr. Burkhard and my brother were 
wounded and almost lost their lives by 
shrapnel and gunshot wounds, and they 
survived only after lying wounded in a 
shell hole upon the field of battle for 
more than 24 hours while shot and 
shrapnel fell all about them. After 
months in the hospital Mr. Burkhard 
came out crippled for life, and still can- 
not walk without a cane. 

Mr. President, a time comes when men 
in public life must make decisions, when 
they must decide whether they are to 
stand upon their own feet and battle for 
the right, or whether they are supinely 
to vote with a State political machine 
such as apparently operates in Wiscon- 
sin, and which desires to be strengthened 
by throwing out this brave soldier and 
giving the position to one of its puppets. 

We have had almost the same kind of 
a fight in North Dakota for years. I be- 
lieve in Wisconsin there is likewise some- 
thing sinister in the attempt to override 
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the spirit of the law which gives a vet- 
eran the preference, by throwing out 
Mr. Burkhard and substituting Mr. 
Blumer as postmaster at Monroe. 

I do not know either one of these men. 
I have never been in the town of Mon- 
roe, but I know how the corrupt political 
machine of the coalitionists operates in 
the State of North Dakota, where it is 
headed by the pseudo Democrats and 
manned, on the one hand by Democratic 
Governor John Moses and on the other 
hand by a former Republican Member 
of Congress. That outfit, which I be- 
lieve is like the one in Wisconsin, claims 
to be fighting in the interests of good, 
clean, efficient government, just as it is 
claimed in this instance that in the in- 
terest of good government Jack Burk- 
hard, the wounded veteran, should be 
removed and a politician be put in his 
place. I wonder if perhaps the real rea- 
son is that Mr. Burkhard refused, as did 
& postmaster in North Dakota, to be 
blackjacked either for money or for po- 
litical services to the group in control? 

In North Dakota there is a little town 
by the name of Marion, of some 500 pop- 
ulation. Sometime ago a man by the 
name of Cleo Flugga was appointed 
postmaster of Marion, La Moure County, 
N. Dak. Like Mr. Burkhard, he has long 
been a capable, efiicient postmaster. 
Then came the so-called coalition outfit 
to collect funds. Mr. Flugga is not a 
cripple as is Mr. Burkhard, but he is a 
poor man and he needs his job. So on 
the 4th day of June 1936, at the very 
time when this coalition outfit was shout- 
ing over the radio for clean, honest gov- 
ernment, in order to hold his job as post- 
master, as he believed, he issued his 
check for the sum of $10 to the treasurer 
of the State Democratic Party. I hold 
that check in my hand. 

On July 1, 1936, he gave the State 
Democratic Party another check for $10. 
The man to whom he gave it was one of 
the campaign managers for Mr. Moses, 
then a candidate for Governor of North 
Dakota. I hold that check in my hand. 

On July 17, 1936, he gave another check 
for $10, this time to the county chair- 
man of the Democratic Party. I hold 
that check in my hand. 

On July 31, 1936, he gave another check 
for $5, payable to the State Democratic 
organization. 

On August 31, 1936, he gave another 
check for $5, which I hold in my hand, 
te Mr. Moses’ assistant manager. 

On October 1, 1936, he gave another 
check, which I hold in my hand, to Mr. 
Moses’ crowd. 

In 1937 he kept on giving cash and 
checks to the Democratic Party of La 
Moure County. 

In 1938 Mr. Moses was elected Gover- 
nor of the State. For some time prior 
to that he and the other part of that 
two-headed machine, the former Repub- 
lican Representative, were shouting over 
the radio and upon the platforms for 
clean government, efficient government, 
honest government, condemning alleged 
kick-ins and kick-backs, and shouting 
to the high heavens how honest they 
were and what a fine thing the Hatch 
Act was. On January 1 the county 
chairman of the Democratic Party of 
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La Moure County took a check for $10 
from the postmaster at Marion. I hold 
the check in my hand. 

On January 15, 1938, this postmaster 
in the little town of Marion, who was 
receiving an insignificant salary, was 
asked to contrikute $10 to the Jackson 
Day committee. He and his family being 
hard up, he said he could not then pay 
$10, as requested, but that he would give 
a check for $5 and also a check post- 
dated February 15, 1938, for a like 
amount. I hold both checks in my hand. 
But, poor as he was, the coalition gang 
wanted more money, and so on March 1, 
1938, he issued another check payable 
to the Democratic State committee. I 
hold that check in my hand. 

In April 1938, it seems, the Democratic 
National Committee needed some money, 
so on April 15, 1938, he issued a check 
to the Democratic National Committee, 
aud on the back of the check, which was 
endorsed by the National Democratic 
Committee, there appear the following 
words: 

Paid to the Bank of Manhattan Trust Co. 
for credit to the account of the Democratic 
National Committee. 


On May 2, 1938, this poor man issued 
another check to Governor Moses’ man- 
ager. On June 1, 1938, he issued an- 
other check to the same man. 

On July 1, 1938, he issued another 
check made payable to the State Demo- 
cratic committee. 

On August 1, 1938, he issued another 
check to the county Democratic com- 
mittee, and on September 1, 1938, he gave 
them another check. 

On November 3, 1938, this man, con- 
fused as to whether he should pay Gov- 
ernor Moses’ Democratic Party, the 
county Democratic Party, or the Na- 
tional Democratic Party, issued his check 
as follows: 


Pay to the order of La Moure County 
Democratic. 


In addition to all these checks, which 
Senators will note were consistently given 
on the first and the fifteenth of each 
month, Mr. Flugga made other payments 
in cash. When he stopped paying cash, 
and when he stopped giving checks, there 
was taken from him—just as was done 
in the case of Mr. Burkhard—his non- 
competitive examination privilege, that 
being given as a reason for not holding 
him in office as postmaster at Marion, 
N. Dak. In North Dakota the politicians 
apparently shook down this postmaster 
at Marion for 5 percent of his salary. 
The total postmaster pay roll in our State 
is $710,527.48. Therefore, if all the post- 
masters, not including the rural mail car- 
riers, paid the coalition gang at the same 
rate, it collected over $35,000 a year. If 
the same rate of collection took place all 
over the Nation, the graft amounted to 
5 percent of $51,000,000. 

In view of the record, is it not proper 
that before this representative body of 
the people confirms another postmaster, 
and especially before it throws out of 
office a wounded veteran drawing com- 
pensation for a 65-percent disability, a 
cripple who can get around only by the 
use of a cane, and puts in his place a 
politician 64 years of age, an investiga- 
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tion be held by the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads to ascertain how 
general is the practice of soliciting money 
from postmasters on the part of the Dem- 
ocratic National Commiitee and the State 
and county committees? 

Other postmasters and rural mail car- 
riers in North Dakota have told persons 
in confidence that they have contributed 
to Democratic organizations. The con- 
duct of the Democratic National Com- 
mittee and State and county committees 
to which I have referred is all the more 
reprehensible in the State of North Da- 
kota where, as I say, Democrats and 
pseudo Republicans joined together and 
today are masquerading as honest and 
decent men. The record shows, how- 
ever, that at the very time the Governor 
of the State said in his inaugural ad- 
dress that he condemned contributions 
and would investigate assessments, he 
knew that he was holding his very office 
because his organization was the recipi- 
ent of money from postmasters such as 
Cleo Flugga at Marion. 

Mr. President, this is the first time 
since I have come to the Senate when 
there has been a fight. against the con- 
firmation of a postmaster. It is the first 
time I have had to vote on such a ques- 
tion, and I am happy in the realization 
that when I cast my vote, I shall be 
casting it in support of the position taken 
by Senator Bos La FOLLETTE and Senator 
ALEXANDER WiLEY. Both stated before 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads that they did not know Mr. Burk- 
hard personally. The senior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr, La FOLLETTE] said 
he doubted whether Mr. Burkhard had 
ever voted for him. These two Senators 
are rendering the Nation a splendid 
service, They are battling for the vet- 
erans when they are making a fight for 
the 10-point preference given to veterans 
of the last World War. I am proud to 
join them in that battle, particularly in 
these days, when the very life of our 
country is at stake, and when, if ever, 
honesty, decency, and efficiency should 
be the rule in our Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination? 

Mr. McKELLAR obtained the floor. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I think that in the 
consideration of such an important mat- 
ter as the pending nomination a quorum 
should be present, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield for that pur- 
pose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aiken Davis La Follette 
Andrews Downey Langer 
Ball George Lucas 
Bankhead Gerry McCarran 
Barkley Gillette McFarland 
Brown Green McKellar 
Bunker Guffey McNary 
Burton Gurney Maloney 
Butler Hatch Maybank 
Byrd Hayden Mead 
Capper Herring Norris 
Caraway HiU O'Daniel 
Clark, Mo. Johnson, Calif. O'Mahoney 
Connally Johnson, Colo. Overton 
Danaher Kilgore Pepper 


Radcliffe Taft Van Nuys 
Reed Thomas, Okla, Wagner 
Reynolds ‘Thomas, Utah Wallgren 
Rosier ‘Truman Walsh 
Schwartz Tunnell Wiley 
Shipstead Vandenberg Willis 


Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ators from Mississippi [Mr. Brrso and 
Mr. Doxey], the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Bone], the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Butow], the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CHANDLER], the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr, Cuavez], the Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. CLARK], the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER], the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES], 
the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. LEE], 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. MURDOCK], 
the Senators from Montana [Mr. MUR- 
RAY and Mr. WHEELER], the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL], the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr, Smatuers], the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. SMITH], the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. SPENCER], 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. STEW- 
art], and the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. Typines] are necessarily absent 
from the Senate. 

Mr.McNARY. The Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Austin], the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Barsour], the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. BREWSTER], the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. BROOKS], the Senators 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Brinces and 
Mr. Tosey], the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Loncr], the Senator from 
North Dakota (Mr. NYE], and the Sena- 
tor from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS] are neces- 
sarily absent. 

My colleague the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Hotman] is absent on public busi- 
ness, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty- 
three Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I am 
suffering from a cold today and shall 
take only a few moments. I do not know 
either one of the men mentioned in con- 
nection with the postmastership at Mon- 
roe, Wis. The name of only one of them 
is before the Senate; that is the name of 
Mr. Blumer. Mr. Blumer was asked to 
stand an examination for postmaster; he 
stood the examination, and, under the 
law, the Post Office Department ap- 
pointed him, and his nomination was 
sent to the Senate for confirmation. 
Now, in the great zeal on the part of some 
Senators for one of the nominee’s oppo- 
nents, a Mr. Burkhard, they seem to 
forget what will happen to Blumer. 
Blumer comes here unchallenged. His 
character is good. His fitness and his 
qualifications are not questioned. He is 
an honest man. No possible objection 
has been raised to Mr. Blumer. Mr. Blu- 
mer is the man on whose nomination we 
are voting. Let us suppose that a 
Senator recommended a man of good 
character to a position; that his nomina- 
tion was sent to the Senate, and in the 
Senate, without one word being said 
against his qualifications, the Senate 
should reject the nomination, what would 
the Senator who madé the recommenda- 
tion think of such action on the part of 
the Senate? 

Mr. Blumer’s name has hardly been 
mentioned up to this moment. To my 
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mind, it would be almost sinful for the 
Senate to reject the nomination of a man 
who is in every way qualified for the 
position, who has been appointed by the 
Post Office Department, and whose name 
is before the Senate in the regular way 
under the law which we ourselves passed, 

Mr. President, the senior Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. La FOLLETTE] said that 
law did not suit him. Neither did it suit 
me, either; but it is the law. I voted 
against it; but itis the law. The depart- 
ment simply carried out that law. 

Let us see why it was that the other 
man, Burkhard, was not appointed. 
That is not our business especially. . It is 
our business to determine the qualifica- 
tions and the ability of the man who has 
been appointed. Not one word has been 
said against Mr. Blumer, whose nomina- 
tion is before us. If the Senate votes to 
reject Mr. Blumer it will vote to reject a 
man against whom not one scintilla of 
evidence has been brought. 

Let us take the attitude of the Post 
Office Department. I wish to read from 
the record of the hearing before the 
ccmmittee: 


Senator O'Manoney. Mr. Donaldson— 


Mr. Donaldson is in charge of these 
appointments in the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 


Senator O'Manoney. Mr. Donaldson, let 
me ask you this question, If you had not 
submitted this case to the adviser— 


Mr. President, much emphasis was laid 
in the committee on the fact that the 
adviser of the Democratic organization 
in Wisconsin passed upon this nomina- 
tion, It is true he did. A man by the 
name of King passed upon Blumer. 

The Senator from Wyoming 
O'Manoney] asked this question: 


Mr. Donaldson, let me ask you this ques- 
tion: If you had not submitted this.case to 
the adviser, and were determining it solely 
upon the evidence which has come to the 
Department itself, independent of any politi- 
cal additions, would you have recommended 
the reappointment of the incumbent? 

Mr, Donatpson. No, sir. I further say, Sen- 
ator, if it was left strictly up to the Post 
Office Department where it was not necessary 
to have nominations confirmed and we could 
make the appointment directly, it would not 
be the incumbent postmaster, and that is not 
based upon political affiliation. 


The argument is made that we should 
overturn the Post Office Department. 
Here we have the representative of the 
Post Office Department saying in plain 
terms that the Post Office Department 
would not have appointed Mr. Burkhard, 
and he goes further than that: 


Senator O’Manoney. Is that based directly 
upon the efficiency of the incumbent? 

Mr. Donatpson, Yes, sir. 

The CHammMan. Let me ask you another 
question. If this appointment should be re- 
jected by the Senate that would leave you 
two others. Would you, under those cir- 
cumstances, feel like appointing the present 
incumbent? 

Mr. Dowarpson. No, sir. 

The CHARMAN. You would not? 

Mr. DONALDSON. , sir, 


Where are we going from there? Sup- 
pose we should reject this nomination. 
Such action would keep Burkhard in of- 
fice temporarily, but it would not appoint 


[Mr. 
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him as postmaster. We should have the 
same fight all over again. The Depart- 
ment says that he did not attend to his 
duties. He held an office with the Amer- 
ican Legion, and devoted much time to 
that activity. For that reason, and be- 
cause he did not attend to his duties, the 
Department would not recommend him. 

Mr. Burkhard brought a petition before 
us. I have the petition before me. It 
has 775 names on it, as nearly as I can 
count them. I think I have counted 
them fairly. I have tried to do so. The 
petition is given as a reason for retaining 
Mr. Burkhard. I haye never been to 
Monroe, Wis., but it is said to be a small 
place. Something was said to the effect 
that it has 2,000 or 3,000 inhabitants. 
The population of Monroe is 6,182. Seven 
hundred and seventy-five of them have 
signed the petition for the incumbent, 
the man who has been there 16 years. 
That sort of petition is not a very strong 
document in favor of overriding the law, 
the Department, and the Executive Office, 
whose duty it is to send these appoint- 
ments to the Senate, 

So it seems to me that it is a plain 
question of whether we want to assume 
the duty of appointing a postmaster by 
a process of elimination, The Depart- 
ment says it will not send Mr. Burk- 
hard’s name here. It is said that the 
Department does not mean that. I have 
read the testimony. My judgment is that 
the Department does mean it. It says 
that he is not satisfactory, and that the 
Department would not appoint Mr. Burk- 
hard even if the pending nomination 
should be rejected. 

Much is said about politics. The only 
evidence of politics which I have seen, to 
be perfectly frank, is that Mr. Burkhard, 
who is no doubt a fine gentleman and a 
good Republican, has the office and wants 
hold it in a Democratic administra- 

ion. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Did the Depart- 
ment indicate why the incumbent is un- 
satisfactory? Ido not believe the Sena- 
tor has covered that point. 

Mr. McKELLAR, Yes; I did. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Why is he un- 
satisfactory? 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Department 
states that Mr. Burkhard was the head of 
the American Legion in Wisconsin. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Is that a lia- 
bility? 

Mr. McKELLAR. He is not now the 
head of the American Legion in Wiscon- 
sin, but he devoted so much of his time 
to that activity and so neglected his 
duties that the Department would not 
reappoint him. That is the evidence. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The evidence is 
that everything the Senator is now dis- 
cussing occurred in 1937, preceding his 
last reappointment and confirmation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. There has been 
much talk about that. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. What is the an- 
swer to it? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will answer the 
Senator. Lam delighted to answer. The 
Senator will remember our good friend, 
Judge Ryan Duffy, a most agreeable, 
pleasant man, and a fine gentleman, 
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‘Mr. VANDENBERG. I remember him 
most happily. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think he would 
vote for the confirmation of Mr, Burk- 
hard if he were here. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. He did recom- 
mend him. 

Mr. McKELLAR. He did recommend 
him, or allowed him to be appointed. 
From the testimony, evidently Mr. Burk- 
hard had a talk with him and persuaded 
him to recommend him. It was more 
than 2 years before he finally persuaded 
him to do so. Mr. Burkhard worked on 
him for 2 years, sending in letters, just 
as letters have been coming to me, I 
have received letters from almost a dozen 
States in the Union urging the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Burkhard because he is an 
American Legion man, 

I have no doubt that Mr. Burkhard is 
@ very fine man. He must be a very 
excellent Legion man. The testimony 
shows that he is receiving $65 a month 
as compensation for injuries received in 
the war. He was the head of the Ameri- 
can Legion, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. He cannot re- 
sign from his injuries. 

Mr. McKELLAR. No, he cannot; and 
he might not be able to resign as head 
of the Legion. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. How did he get 
his rating of 92 in the civil-service ex- 
amination? Did he just talk himseif 
into that? 

Mr.McKELLAR. Oh, ʻo. If the Sena- 
tor knows anything about post-office ap- 
pointments—and I believe he does—— 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I do. 

Mr. McKELLAR. An incumbent post- 
master, though he be a man of mediocre 
ability, or even less than mediocre 
ability, should stand first on the list. 
His service enables him to stand first on 
the list. In 90 cases out of 100, or per- 
haps 95 out of 100, the incumbent post- 
master is on the eligible list; and receives 
the appointment because of his service. 
If we should adopt the rule suggested by 
the Senator, there would never be any 
changes in postmasters, If and when 
the Republicans come into power—I 
hope the time may be long deferred— 
if the same rule were followed, all the 
Democratic postmasters would be re- 
tained, because Democratic postmasters 
have been holding office for some 10 
years. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. We shall have 
to amend the law, or that will be ex- 
actly the result, because under the law 
they would hold office for life. 

: Mr, McKELLAR. I voted against that 
aw. 

Mr, VANDENBERG. So did I. 

Mr. McKELLAR,. I did not vote to 
give a postmaster a place for life. I do 
not think he ought to have it for life. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator 
frequently joins the minority, 

Mr. McKELLAR. I vote the way I 
honestly think is right. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
may I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr, McKELLAR, I shall be delighted 
to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. What is the effi- 
ciency rating of the post office which is 
handied by this horribly incompetent 
man? 
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* Mr. McKELLAR. Ido not know. He 
was very much ahead of the others—— 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am talking 
about his post office. What is the effi- 
ciency rating of his post office? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It was so inefficient 
that the head of the department who has 
it in charge declined to recommend the 
present postmaster for the office, if that 
is an answer. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It is no answer 
at all. 

Mr. McKELLAR, Then I cannot an- 
swer the Senator. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator is 
quoting political authority. 

Mr. McKELLAR, Is every man con- 
nected with the Government a.politician? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. No; but nearly 
everyone connected with the Post. Office 
Department is, 

Mr. McKELLAR. Idonotthinkso, I 
differ with the Senator about that. I 
think there is probably less politics in the 
Post Office Department than in any other 
department of the Government. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is certainly 
an indictment of the other departments. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In some depart- 
ments the Senator will find more Re- 
publicans than Democrats. Perhaps he 
has not been looking out for them lately. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I gave it up as 
“a bad job a long time ago. 

Getting back to the matter of efficiency, 
I believe that a rather serious question is 
involved. If this post office has a high 
efficiency rating as a post office, I do not 
understand how the Senator can say that 
the man who is responsible for the rating 
of the post office is totally inefficient. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not say any 
such thing. The Department says that 
the office has not a high efficiency stand- 
ing and that the reason the Department 
has not recommended Mr. Burkhard is 
that he has not been attending to his 
duties. That is the statement of the 
Department, but according to the Sena- 
tor that is political evidence. That is 
because the Post Office Department is 
against the Senator’s candidate for this 
particular place, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. He is not my 
candidate. I never heard of him before. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I know; but if the 
Senator will watch this vote he will 
see—— 

Mr. VANDENBERG. This man stands 
at the top of the list by a wide margin 
as a result of the examination. He 
administers the post office, which has a 
high efficiency rating, and is far ahead of 
all his competitors in the civil-service 
examination. His absences, to which the 
Senator refers, were always upon official 
leaves of absence from the very Depart- 
ment which now indicts him for the 
leaves of absence it granted to him. I 
confess to the Senator that I cannot see 
anything but plain, every-day ward poli- 
tics in the rejection of a disabled war 
veteran under those circumstances. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Perhaps the Sena- 
tor would not feel offended if I should say 
that I am sure the Senator could never 
see it. This gentleman is a Republican, 
and the Senator is standing by him. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I did not even 
know that he was a Republican until the 
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Senator testified to it. I am surer than 
ever that he is a good man. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That-may be true, 
but one thing is certain, that the Post 
Office Department says it will not rec- 
ommend him. It says that there are 
two other eligibles, and that it will rec- 
ommend one of the other eligibles if Mr. 
Blumer is rejected. We have no right 
to initiate an appointment. Why should 
we attempt to do so? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. How low does 
one have to be on the list to be ineligible? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Below 70. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. This appointee 
just skimmed over the line by 2 points, 
did he not? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; that frequently 
happens. I have seen some who. were 
veiy glad to get over the line by 2 or 3 
Points. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am sure this is 
one of them. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no interest 
whatever in this man. I do not know 
him at all. 

Coming down to brass tacks, Mr. 
Blumer has been recommended in the 
legal way for appointment as postmaster. 
Not one word has been offered against 
him. Senators are talking about reject- 
ing him because the Department did not 
appoint their man. That is all there is 
to it. That is the whole question, Sen- 
ators should put themselves in Mr. 
Blumer’s place. Mr. Blumer has not 
done anything to warrant the rejection of 
his nomination by the Senate. It is a 
great dishonor to be rejected by the 
Senate. I should not like to have my 
nomination come before this body and 
be rejected by it. I should regard such 
a thing as a great dishonor, 

Mr. Burkhard is postmaster in a town 
of 6,000 or 7,000 population in Wisconsin. 
It is said that the great majority of the 
inhabitants of that town want him. His 
petition is signed by 775 persons, and the 
population of the town is more than 
6,000. He is very active and wide awake, 
because he is having various persons all 
over the country write to us. 

Under those circumstances, it seems to 
me that there is but one thing for us to 
do, and that is to approve the nomina- 
tion. It has been before us a long time. 
We have had hearing after hearing about 
it. I think there have been three or 
four hearings, all told. Up to today we 
have done everything in the world which 
should have been done. We have not 
denied anyone a hearing. Under the cir- 
cumstances, what is there about the 
nomination which would take it beyond 
the application of the rule, and which 
would require that Blumer be turned 
down and dishonored? 

Mr, HAYDEN. Mr. President, as a 
member of the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, and as a member of the 


` American Legion, I think I should make 


a statement to the Senate as to why I 
voted to recommend that the Senate ad- 
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Fred J. Blumer for appointment as post- 
master at Monroe, Wis. 

He comes recommended by the execu- 
tive department. By rejecting his nomi- 
nation we could not insure the nomina- 
tion of Mr. Burkhard, the present in- 
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cumbent. The record contains no reason 
why the nomination should be rejected, 
but the contention is that the Post Office 
Department and the President did not 
send the right name to the Senate. 

The theory must be that if the nomina- 
tion were rejected, there would remain 
two eligibles. The Post Office Depart- 
ment could call upon the Civil Service 
Commission to certify another eligible, 
giving them again a choice of three. . 
They could select some person other than 
Mr. Burkhard, and his name could be 
sent to the Senate. Then we should have 
to reject him; and that process would 
have to continue forever and ever, amen, 
so that Mr. Burkhard might remain in 
the office as the acting postmaster. 

The Constitution and the law are per- 
fectly clear. The President has the right 
to nominate. The Senate has the right 
to confirm, but not to initiate the nomi- 
nation. I am looking at the matter, as is 
my colleague from Tennessee, from the 
point of view of Mr. Blumer. No allega- 
tion against his fitness has ever been 
made before the committee or before the 
Senate. Neither of the Senators from 
Wisconsin will say that he is unfit to be 
a postmaster in that State. No attack is 
made against his competence, his integ- 
rity, or his ability. ‘The sole question, 
therefore, is will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination? The ques- 
tion is not why the Post Office Depart- 
ment did not send in another name— 
a matter which we cannot control. 

Under the circumstances, I- feel that 
Mr. Blumer’s nomination should be con- 
firmed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
the Senator from Michigan asked for 
some facts about the office, and I think 
it is worth while for the sake of the 
Recorp for me to read a little from Mr. 
Donaldson’s testimony given on June 9. 
It has not been printed, and I empha- 
size that it has not been corrected, but 
it appears beginning at page 28 of the 
transcript which I hold in my hand. 
The particular part which I shall read 
begins on page 33. Mr. Donaldson said: 

Now, the files of the department do not 
reflect, Senator, anything objectionable to 
the character or the conduct of Mr. Burk- 
hard. They do reflect this, that he has been 
more interested in his American Legion work 
than he has been in the postmastership. 


Mark this: 


During the time that this nomination was 
held up, between 1933 and 1937, he traveled 
extensively over the State making speeches 
and instigating petitions to be filed with the 
Department for his reappointment. 

We did object to his being absent from the 
office so much, because he is required to 
devote 8 hours per day during business hours 
to the work of the post office. 

Senator Lancer. How much was he absent? 

Mr. Donatpson. He used up all his annual 
leave; and when we made some Investigation, 
he took considerable leave without pay. 


This, mark you, was before the last 
time when he was appointed. 


We eventually decided he should not do . 
that, and we prohibited him from taking 
leave without pay. 

The Department has received some peti- 
tions, I presume all along the line of these 
petitions that have been filed here, but those 
petitions are not coming from the patrons of 
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the Monroe, Wis., post office. They are 
coming from American Legion posts at Mil- 
waukee, at Chicago, at Oshkosh, and some- 
where else, and we have always felt that the 
patrons of the office should have a great deal 
to say about who should be postmaster. 

Senator Reep. To be frank about it, pa- 
trons with the right politics. 

Senator LANGER. How big a town is Mon- 
roe? 

Mr. Donatpson. This is a first-class office, 
where the postmaster receives $3,200. 

The files further reflect that Mr. Burkhard 
is only an average postmaster, so far as being 
postmaster is concerned. 

He would not be entitled to a rating of ex- 
cellent, nor would he be entitled to a rating 
of poor. He has a very competent assistant 
postmaster, who has been in that office since 
1913 and who has been assistant there since 
1927. He has competent employees in the 
post office, and, on the whole, the office is well 
conducted and renders good service to the 
public. 

The Department has further received this 
complaint, and it has not been verified by 
the Department, that the postmaster feels 
that he owns the office and that nobody can 
take it away from him, and he is more con- 
cerned about doing the things the way he 
wants them done rather than following the 
instructions of the Department. 


Mind you, that is advanced as the rea- 
son for denying this veteran a preference 
rating. Mr. Donaldson further said: 


It is further represented— 


In offering this particular piece of evi- 
dence, Mr. Donaldson indicated that it 
had not even been investigated by the De- 
partment. He did not know whether it 
was true. He did not know whether 
someone who wanted to be appointed to 
the office had sent in the information. I 
am surprised that Mr. Donaldson ad- 
vanced that proposition. 

He said— 


and I cannot vouch for the truth of this— 
that he is financially well fixed and draws 
compensation because of his injury in the 
last World War. That seems to be the senti- 
ment of the people of Monroe. 


Two pages before he had said that it 
is the policy to let the patrons pick the 
postmaster. That will be a surprise to 
all the patrons of the post office at Mon- 
roe, Wis., I am sure. 


Mr. Donaldson further said: 


Our files indicate that the man who was 
nominated was not necessarily the choice of 
the people of Monroe; that they had another 
man in mind, but he did not qualify as one 
of the first three. But as to the three who 
did qualify, our files indicate Mr. Blumer 
is the choice of the patrons. 

Senator O'MAHoNEY. How is this indi- 
cated? 

Mr. Donatpson. By petitions and letters 
the Department is receiving. 

Senator MILLIKIN. Was there any general 
invitation for people to express their objec- 
tions? 

Mr, Donatpson. Yes; and I should further 
like to get into the record with reference to 
the law requiring the Appointing Officer to 
state the reasons when a veteran is passed 
and one is selected with a lower rating, that 
that reason is never given by the Department 
until the man is appointed. This man can- 
not be appointed until he is confirmed by 
the Senate, but the Department is prepared 
immediately this man is confirmed, to fur- 
nish the reason to the Civil Service Commis- 
sion for selecting the third man and passing 
the veteran. 
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We have no authority to appoint him until 
the Senate has confirmed him— 


That is, Mr. Blumer— 


and we have no authority to furnish the 
Teason to the Civil Service Commission until 
we are ready to make the appointment. 

Now, of course, the matter of the confirma- 
tion is for the consideration of the Senate. 
We may be wrong in this assumption, but we 
have assumed that if we submitted a nomi- 
nation to the Senate, the matter of greatest 
concern is whether the man who is nominated 
was suitable for that particular position, not 
whether the Department has passed a veteran, 
or whether they have given a sufficiently 
sound reason for passing the veteran. 

As Senator REEp mentioned a moment ago, 
the law requires the reason be given; and the 
reason is given by the appointing officer, and 
can be any reason he feels he is justified in 
making, or reason he thinks is reason for 
passing the veteran. 

Of course, this case was discussed at con- 
siderable length in the Department before 
the nomination was ever included on the 
list. 

The CHAIRMAN, Was it discussed with the 
two Senators and Representatives from that 
State? 

Mr. Donatpson. No, sir; I mean with the 
officials in the Department. 

The CHARMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Donatpson. As to whether our files, 
and the information contained in our files, 
contained a reason or gave us sufficient rea- 
son to pass the veteran, the advisers from 
Wisconsin— 


They are the county chairman, the city 
chairman, and the State chairman of the 
Democratic Party— 


and when I say “advisers,” I mean in the 
county in which this office is located—the 
advisers in the city in which this office is 
located and the State adviser have all recom- 
mended Mr. Blumer and have all protested 
the reappointment of Mr. Burkhard. 

Senator Mitre. I suggest that if a rea- 
son which has not any substance to it can 
overcome a veteran’s preference, if there is 
any point in veterans’ preference, we are 
engaging in a ridiculous mockery of what I 
conceive to be the law. 

Senator O’Manoney. That has been the 
rule, Senator MILLIKIN. The idea of veter- 
ans’ preference har been merely to bring the 
rating of a veteran up by an amount desig- 
nated in the preference law. 

There is nothing in that law, as I recall 
the procedure, which I think the authority of 
the appointing officer on receiving an eli- 
gible register from making a selection of 
anyone of the eligibles, save and except that 
the law requires this certification of reason 
if the veteran is passed over. 

Senator MILLIKIN. The very fact we give 
the veteran 10 points preference is not done 
without reason. It is done, I assume, to 
give the veterans the preference if the 10 
points will give him the preference, and if an 
invalid reason will deprive him of the ad- 


vantage he gets then I repeat, we are making | 


a hollow mockery of the law. 

Senator O'MAHONEY. The preference he gets 
is to put him on the eligible list. 

Senator MILLIKIN. But it is mockery to put 
him on, if the fact—— 

The CHAIRMAN (interposing). Do you hap- 
pen to have a reason? 


I now come back to Mr. Donaldson, 
who is the man making the case, or the 
alleged case, against Mr. Burkhard. I 
continue the quotation from the testi- 
mony: 

Mr, DONALDSON. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you have any objection 
to reading it? 
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Mr. Donatpson. If the Senator requires, 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. I see no reason why it can- 
not be done. 

Do you gentlemen see any reason why it 
should not be done? I do not believe in 
keeping back anything. 

Senator REED. I was going to ask Mr, 
Donaldson some questions along the same 
line, but perhaps this will obviate them. 

Mr. Donaupson. The reason is— 


Mark this statement— 
that Mr. Blumer is the choice of the majority 
of the patrons of the Monroe office and the 
best interest of the Postal Service will be 
served by his appointment. 


I submit that the evidence shows con- 
clusively that Mr. Donaldson is relying 
for his estimate of sentiment as to the 
desires of the post-office patrons of the 
Monroe office upon the political advisers 
with whom he has been in consultation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Iintend to finish 
reading the extract. 

Mr. McKELLAR. He said: 


The best interest of the Postal Service 
will be served by his appointment. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. He had been 
asked the question over and over again, 
but I have had to read all these pages of 
testimony to find his statement of the 
reason the Department passed over this 
thrice-wounded American veteran of the 
last war. 

I may say that, just by coincidence, 
a gentleman stopped me in the corridor 
as I left the Chamber a moment ago and 
said he wanted to introduce himself to 
me because he thought it was an amazing 
coincidence that he had served side by 
side with Jack Burkhard in the Argonne 
Forest, and saw him hit with shrapnel. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will my 
colleague yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let me finish 
reading from the testimony, and then I 
shall be glad to yield. I quote further 
from the testimony: 


Senator REED. Now, Mr. Donaldson, I want 
to ask you a question, and you and myself 
having both served in the Post Office a long 
time, as I gather from what you say, there is 
some question of discipline up there. 

Mr. Donatpson. We feel this way, while 
the Post Office record is good, the office will 
get a good rating because of the efficiency of 
the employees in the office. I say this with- 
out trying to impugn the character or repu- 
tation of the incumbent postmaster, that for 
the past several years his interest in the 
Post Office has been subjugated to his out- 
side interests, and further, that he has him- 
self been what I consider personally per- 
niciously active politically in that he has 
campaigned the State to instigate and stir 
up all the complaint be can against the De- 
partment, thinking perhaps to appoint some- 
body else will constitute good discipline in 
the post office or in the Postal Service. When 
a postmaster thinks he is larger than the 
Pest Office Department and he can ram 
down the throat of the Post Office Depart- 
ment his way of doing things, then he is not 
big enough to be postmaster in that office. 

I say, our files indicate that he is subro- 
gating his interests in the post office to 
outside interests. 


I submit to any impartial person who 
will read the record that Mr. Donaldson 
has not made a case. 
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Mr, McKELLAR. Will not the Senator 
read the next two paragraphs on the 
same page? They are very short. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I shall be glad to 
do so. 

Senator Reep. How do your files reflect 
that? 

Mr. Donatpson. By his absences from the 
cfice, and immediately after the expira- 
tion of his appointment in 1933, he cam- 
paigned the entire State, and ever since the 
eligible register has been submitted, he has 
campaigned and written throughout the 
State to petition for his reappointment. 


There again he is going back to 1933, 
although this-man, with the consent of 
the Post Office Department and with Mr. 
Donaldson's consent—who himself says 
he has served 37 years in the Post Office 
Department—was reappointed in 1938, 
and his nomination was confirmed by 
this body. 

Mr. McKELLAR. He held the office 
over previously just as he is undertaking 
to hold it this time. He held it from 
1933, when his term expired, until 1938, 
and he has been holding office since that 
time. He is an old hand at it; he has 
held on pretty well, and is doing pretty 
well for himself. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The point is that 
under its precedure the Department is 
supposed to have a reason for eliminat- 
ing a veteran and is supposed to state a 
reason. I submit that the Department 
has not made a case. It has set forth no 
reason except its objection to his ab- 
Sences when he was department com- 
mander of the American Legion, al- 
though since that time he was recom- 
mended by a Democratic United States 
Senator, he was reappointed by President 
Roosevelt, and his nomination was con- 
firmed by the Senate. Yet the Depart- 
ment is now taking a different stand 
after it has consulted with its political 
advisers who state that the patrons of 
the post office would like to have someone 
else postmaster. 

Mr.McKELLAR. The Senator’s state- 
ment shows that exactly the same thing 
‘occurred previously. The Department 
did not want to reappoint him then, and 
it was only when the Democratic Sena- 
tor from the State asked that he be re- 
appointed that he was reappointed, in 
spite of the views of the Department. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
my only point is that the Department’s 
case rests on the fact that during the 
time Mr. Burkhard was State commander 
of the American Legion the Department 
objected to his taking what it considered 
to be too much time away from his du- 
ties, but since that time he has been 
reappointed, his nomination has been 
confirmed, and every line of the testi- 
mony indicates that the Post Office De- 
partment regards Mr. Burkhard as hav- 
ing been a satisfactory postmaster. Mr. 
Donaldson himself said that if he had to 
rate him he could not give him “excel- 
lent,” but that he would not give him 
“poor.” 

So I say, Mr. President, that it is very 
clear what has happened. I desire to 
reiterate that, so far as I am personally 
concerned, I have absolutely no interest 
in this matter; I have no concern what- 
soever with post-office appointments in 
Wisconsin, either under Republican or 
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Democratic administrations, but I repeat 
that this is the first time, in my long 
service here, that I have ever brought up 
such a case, and my only reason for do- 
ing so is that I think a man who has 
served his country, has been wounded 
three times in action, who is rated by the 
Veterans’ Bureau as having suffered 65 
percent disability, and who today has a 
son in the armed service of the United 
States, ought not to be treated as it is 
proposed to treat him. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I shall 
take but a few moments further. 

When the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O’MaHoney] reviewed the testi- 
‘mony so clearly before the committee, 
che said: 


The testimony of Mr. Donaldson before 
the committee reveals no criticism of this 
postmaster as a man or as an official, except 
that it was charged that he had absented 
himself, but an examination of that testi- 
mony will, I think, reveal that, in spite of 
that absence while he was commander of the 
American Legion, he was thereafter duly 
nominated and duly confirmed; so that any- 
thing that transpired before 1937, it seems 
to me, has been wiped off the slate. 


That is an excellent statement of the 
situation. Previous to 1937 Mr. Burk- 
hard was department commander of the 
Legion, and the record is clear that he 
got the consent of the Post Office Depart- 
ment to absent himself and that he was 
absent without pay. 

The distinguished Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. McKELLAR] suggests that be- 
cause Mr. Blumer has been nominated 
the Senate has no other function except 
to approve the nomination. I reject 
that theory. In my opening argument 
I think I made it very clear that the 
Senate is not the tail of the kite of the 
Executive, but the Constitution provides 
that it has a function to perform. When 
the Congress passed legislation setting 
forth distinctly and clearly that a vet- 
eran—and this man is a thrice-wounded 
veteran—who is in the civil service com- 
ing up for reexamination shall be given 
10 points, that meant something: it was 
a legislative direction; and when the 
Congress enacted a law providing that 
veterans shall have preference in ap- 
pointments, that also meant something. 

So I say the question is not simply 
one of saying to the Executive “we will 
accept or reject your nomination.” We, 
as a legislative body, have a definite pol- 
icy that goes to the very vitals of the 
morale of our country at this time, and 
we are going to stick by that policy. 

Mr. President, I have in front of me a 
book indicating the population of Mon- 
roe. It is 5,016, as I remember. The 
record shows that the petition which was 
signed by the adults of Monroe contains 
1,029 names. ‘That number includes 
practically every adult in the city of Mon- 
roe. The usual population in that section 
is about 4 children to the family. Four 
children, plus the adult population of 
1,029, makes about 5,029, practically the 
exact population of Monroe, which, as I 
have said, as I recall, is 5,016. 

I agree with my colleague [Mr. La 
FoLLETTE] that in this case there has been 
simply an effort to build up something to 
shoot at. There is nothing in the record, 
so far as I know, to show that Mr. Burk- 
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hard is a Republican. So far as I recall, 
I have never met the gentleman; I do 
not know what his politics is, and I do 
not care what it is. If he were a Demo- 
crat, I would take the same position as 
the Senator from Wyoming IMr. O’Ma- 
HONEY] took in the committee. We are 
not here as partisans; we are here fight- 
ing for great issues and a great cause. If 
we are to shoot to pieces the civil- 
service system which has been built up 
in this country—and that is what we will 
be doing if the pending nomination shall 
be confirmed—we will be doing not only 
a disservice to the Democratic Party but 
to the entire Nation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.: The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today it ad- 
journ to Thursday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr, President, I de- 
sire to take sufficient time to reaffirm on 
the floor of the Senate the position which 
I took during the hearings which were 
held upon the pending nomination. 

I believe that an examination of the 
record will disclose no reason why the 
present incumbent should be removed 
from his office. Not only is that true be- 
cause he is a member of the American 
Legion, or because he served his country 
during the World War with distinction, 
and suffered a wound or two as a result, 
but also by reason of the fact that when 
the civil-service examination in which he 
participated as a candidate was held, he 
was ranked by the Civil Service Commis- 
sion as No. 1 upon the register. 

It seems to me to be perfectly clear that 
the Senate of the United States should 
not now by its action do anything which 
could be interpreted as a repudiation of 
the position which it has taken in the 
past upon these two questions. To con- 
firm the nomination of the person whose 
name is now before the Senate would 
merely mean that the Senate by its ac- 
tion was deciding that the veterans’ pref- 
erence, which was voted practically unan- 
imously by the Congress in years past, 
should not now be given any considera- 
tion. I cannot believe, Mr. President, 
that the Senate should take such action. 
at any time, and particularly now, when 
we are in the midst of the greatest war 
the country has ever faced. 

In the second place, the Congress of 
the United States passed, and the Presi- 
dent signed, a bill which was intended to 
place the selection of postmasters upon 
the merit basis. The incumbent post- 
master qualified under the merit system. 

I shall feel compelled, under the cir- 
cumstances, to vote against confirma- 
tion. 

Mr. PEPPER. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. The nominee whose 
nomination is before the Senate today 
for confirmation or rejection also quali- 
fied under the merit system, did he not? 
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Mr. O'MAHONEY. Yes; he was No. 2 
or No. 3 upon the register. 

Mr, WILEY. No: 3. 

Mr. PEPPER. Is he a veteran? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. My recollection is 
that he is not. 

Mr. WILEY. He is not a veteran. 

Mr. PEPPER. He did, however, qual- 
ify according to the merit system? 

Mr, OYMAHONEY. Yes; of the three 
highest ratings, I believe he ranked third, 
but he was considerably lower in grade 
than the incumbent postmaster. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to this nomination? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names; 


Aiken Gurney Overton 
Andrews Hat Pepper 

Ball Hayden Radcliffe 
Bankhead Herring. Rosier 
Barkley Hill Schwartz 
Brown Johnson, Colo. Shipstead 
Bunker La Foll Taft 

Burton Langer ‘Thomas, Okla. 
Butler Lucas ‘Thomas, Utah 
Capper McCarran Trumen 
Caraway McFarland Tunnell 
Clark, Mo. McKellar Vandenberg 
Connally McNary Van Nuys 
Danaher Maloney Wallgren 
Davis Mead Walsh 

Gerry Norris Wiley 

Green O'Mahoney Willis 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty- 
one Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

The question is, Will the Senate advise 
and consent to this nomination? The 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and 
the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Ihave a general pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. CHANDLER]. I 
do not know how the junior Senator from 
Kentucky would vote if he were present. 
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Topey]. I 
am thus permitted to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). On this vote I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Missis- 

-sippi [Mr. Doxey]. I transfer that pair 
to the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
THomAS] and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah (when his name 
was called). On this vote I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BRIDGES]. I understand that 
if present he would vote as I shall vote. 
Therefore I am free to vote. I vote 
“nay.” . 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena- 
tors from Mississippi [Mr. Br.z0 and Mr. 
Doxey], the Senator from Washington 
(Mr, Bone], the Senator from South 
Dakota (Mr. Butow], the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CHANDLER], the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. CHavez], the Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. CLARK], the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER], the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HUGHES], 
the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. LEE], 
the Senator from Utah (Mr. Murpocx], 
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the Senators from Montana [Mr. MUR- 
RAY and Mr. WHEELER], the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL], the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMATHERS], the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
SmitH], the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. Spencer], the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Stewart], and the Senator 
from Maryland (Mr. Typrnes] are nec- 
essarily absent from the Senate. 

The Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
Battey], the Senator from Virginia (Mr, 
Byrp], the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
GEORGE], and the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Gurrey] are detained in a 
meeting of the Committee on Finance. 

The Senator from California (Mr. 
Downey], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GILLETTE], the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. KILGORE], the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK], the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. O’Dante.], the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Reynotps], and the Senator from New 
York (Mr. Wacner! are detained in Gov- 
ernment departments. 

Mr. McNARY. TIannounce the follow- 
ing general pairs: 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] with the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. Stewart]; the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. Lopce] with the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. Grass]; and the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Reep] with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Wac- 
NER]. 

The Senators mentioned are neces- 
sarily absent, 

I also wish to announce that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Austin], the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BARBOUR], 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Brewster], 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Brinces], the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
Brooks], the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr, MILLIKIN], the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. Nye], the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Tuomas], and the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Toney] are 
necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, 
nays 36, as follows: 


YEAS—15 
Bankhead Hill Overton 
Barkley Lucas epper 
Connally McFarland Tunnell 
Green McKellar Van Nuys 
Hayden Mead Wallgren 
NAYS—36 
Aiken Radcliffe 
Andrews Gurney Rosier 
1 Hatch Schwartz 
Brown Herring Shipstead 
Bunker Johnson, Colo. Taft 
Burton La Follette Thomas, Okla. 
Butler. Langer Thomas, Utah 
Capper McCarran Truman 
Caraway McNary Vandenberg 
Clark, Mo. Maioney Walsh 
Danaher Norris Wiley 
Davis O'Mahoney Willis 
NOT VOTING—45 
Austin Ellender Nye 
Bailey George O'Daniel 
Barbour Gillette d 
Bilbo Glass Reynolds 
Bone Guffey Russell 
Brewster Holman Smathers 
Bridges Hughes Smith 
ks Johnson, Calif. Spencer 
Bulow Kilgore Stewart 
Byrd Lee Thomas, Idaho 
Chandler Lodge Tobey 
Chavez Maybank Tydi 
Clark, Idaho Millikin Wagner 
Downey Murdock Wheeler 
| Doxey Murray White 
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So the nomination of Fred J. Blumer 
to be postmaster at Monroe, Wis., was 
rejected. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr, President, in ac- 
cordance with the order previously en- 
tered as in legislative session, I move that 
the Senate adjourn until Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 
o’clock and 36 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, the adjournment being, under 
the order previously entered, until Thurs- 
day, September 17, 1942, at 12 o’clock 
noon. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate September 14, 1942: 


DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 


W. Garland Richardson, of Virginia, now a 
Foreign Service officer of class 7 and a secre- 
tary in the Diplomatic Service, to be also a 
consul of the United States of America. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY SPECIALIST CORPS 


John Edward Blann, chief liaison officer, 
headquarters, Army Specialist Corps, $6,500, 

John Edgar Upp, principal administrative 
officer, headquarters, Army Specialist Corps, 
$5,600. 


APPOINTMENT, FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE, IN THE 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 


Col. Caleb Vance Haynes (lieutenant col- 
onel, Air Corps; temporary colonel, Air 
Corps), Army of the Unit.i States, for 
temporary appointment as brigadier general 
in the Army of the United States, under the 
provisions of section 127a, National Defense 
Act, as amended. 


APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS, FOR TEMPO- 
RARY SERVICE, IN THE NAVY 


Rear Admiral Arthur S. Carpender to be a 
vice admiral in the Navy, for temporary sery- 
ice, to rank from the 4th day of September 
1942. 

Capt. Louis E. Denfeld to be a rear admiral 
in the Navy, for temporary service, while 
serving as Assistant Chief of Naval Personnel, 
to rank from the 16th day of May 1942, 

Capt. Ralph E. Davison to be a rear admiral 
in the Navy, for temporary service, while serv- 
ing as Assistant Chief of the Bureau of Aero- 
nautics, to rank from the 1st day of August 
1942. 

Capt. Theodore D. Ruddock, Jr., to be a rear 
admiral in the Navy, for temporary service, 
while serving as Assistant Chief of the Bureau 
of Ordnance, to rank from the 5th day of 
July 1942, 

Medical Director Luther Sheldon, Jr., to 
be a medical director in the Navy with the 
rank of rear admiral, for temporary service, 
while serving as Assistant Chief of the Bureau 
of Medicine and Surgery, to rank from the 
17th day of November 1941. 

Pay Director William J. Carter to be a pay 
director in the Navy, with the rank of rear 
admiral, for temporary service, while serving 
as Assistant Chief of the Bureau of Supplies 
and Accounts, to rank from the 4th day of 
September 1942. 

Civil Engineer Lewis B. Combs to be a cival 
engineer in the Navy, with the rank of rear 
admiral, tor temporary service, while serving 
as Assistant Chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, to rank from the 20th day of July 1942, 

Capt. Leslie E. Bratton, United States Navy, 
retired, to be a rear admiral in the Navy, on 
the retired list, for temporary service, while 
serving as Assistant Judge Advocate General 
of the Navy, to rank from the 4th day of Sep- 
tember 1942. 

The following to be assistant surgeons in 
the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
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grade), to rank from the date stated opposite 

their names: 

Earland E. Hedblom, May 26, 1941. 
Ferdinand B. Chatard, May 26, 1941. 
Charles W. Collins, Jr., May 5, 1942. 
Ralph N. Westfall, May 6, 1942. 
Samuel Zurik, May 6, 1942. 

Richard W. Rommel, May 6, 1942. 
Walter F. Fitzpatrick, Jr., May 6, 1942. 
William A, Johns, May 6, 1942. 
Marshall Eskridge, May 6, 1942. 
George L. Abrums, May 6, 1942. 

- John L. Tullis, May 6, 1942, 
William W. Manson, May 6, 1942. 
George E. F, Stocker, May 6, 1942. 
Paul F. Maness, May 6, 1942. 
George D. Broyles, Jr., May 6, 1942. 

_ Harold E. Williamson, May 6, 1942. 

. Murray H. Brown, May 6, 1942. 
Atlee B. Hendricks, May 6, 1942. 
Francis E. Schlueter, May 6, 1942. 
Thomas A. McGoldrick, Jr., May 6, 1942. 

- Henry W. Moore, May 6, 1942. 

. Caleb O. Terrell, Jr.. May 6, 1942, 
William W. Henderson, May 6, 1942, 

_ James W, Nellen, May 6, 1942. 
William C. Livingood, May 6, 1942. 
Charles F. Lippe, May 6, 1942. 
Sidney P. Mitchell, May 6, 1942. 
Ausey H. Robnett, July 15, 1942. 
Richard B. Hanchett, July 15, 1942. 
E. Morris Hayes, July 15, 1942. 
Henry P. Laughlin, July 15, 1942. 
Burton L. Hoffman, July 15, 1942, 
William P, Constable, Jr., July 15, 1942. 
Marvin L. Gerber, July 15, 1942. 
Dennis A. Casey, Jr., July 15, 1942. 
Bruce L. Canaga, Jr., July 15, 1942, 
Edward S. Brinton, July 15, 1942. 
Sam C. Atkinson, Jr., July 15, 1942. 

_ Clyde Œ. Bassett, July 15, 1942. 
William C. Rolaad, July 15, 1942. 
William C. Stainback, Jr., July 15, 1942. 
Philip L. Nova, July 15, 1942, 

James A. Brantley, July 15, 1942. 
Carl L. Kline, July 15, 1942. 
Joseph Rogers, July 15, 1942. 
John E. Emmett, July 15, 1942. 
Philip B. Phillips, July 15, 1942. 
Thomas V. Finch, July 15, 1942. 
John J. O'Brien, July 15, 1942. 
Thomas L. Duffy, July 15, 1942. 
James M. Reames, July 15, 1942. 
Robert W. Reid, July 15, 1942. 
Harold R. Scanlin, July 15, 1942. 

- Cedric A. Nivisen, July 15, 1942. 
James L. Waters, July 15, 1942. 
Donald L. Gamble, July 15, 1942. 
John A. Fusco, July 15, 1942. 
William M. Crafft, July 15, 1942. 
Sidney I. Brody, July 15, 1942. 
Robert T. Hyde, July 15, 1942. 
Benjamin O. Brane, July 15, 1942. 
Donald H. Blodgett, July 15, 1942. 
Roger S. Downs, July 15, 1942. 
John L. Reynolds, July 15, 1942. 
Norman D. Ellis, Jr., July 15, 1942. 
Durward B_ Greer, Jr., July 15, 1942, 
Curtis Asher, July 15, 1942. 

Edward C. Kley, July 15, 1942. 
George R. Bergman, July 15, 1942. 
Grover L. Moore, July 15, 1942. 
Robert E. Funke, July 15, 1942. 
Richard P. Virnig, July 15, 1942. 

G. Charles Budenz, July 15, 1942. 
Frederick W. Kraft, July 15, 1942. 
Carlyle B. Slabaugh, July 15, 1942, 
Hiram M. Greene, July 15, 1942. 

J. Wilson Huston, July 15, 1942, 
Eugene L. Freitas, July 15, 1942. 
William E. Butler, July 15, 1942. 
Louis P. Ballenberger, July 15, 1942. 
Robert F. Schugmann, July 15, 1942, 
Richard A, Gaillard, July 15, 1942. 
Robert E. Douglas, July 15, 1942. 
Robert J. Kellar, July 15, 1942. 
Jason LaR. Wiley, Jr., July 15, 1942. 
Leonard P. Jahnke, July 15, 1942, 
Gwilym B. Lewis, July 15, 1942. 

W. Sayre Lummis, July 15, 1942. 
John R. Bruno, July 15, 1942. 
Marvin N. Lymberis, July 15, 1942. 


John T. Pitkin, July 15, 1942. 

Peter J. Dulligan, July 15, 1942. 

Harold B. Thornburg, July 15, 1942. 

James H. Kimber, July 15, 1942. 

Roland A, Christensen, July 15, 1942. 

Robert A. Conard, July 15, 1942. 

Alfred B. Cattle, July 15, 1942. 

Paul G. Schroeder, July 15, 1942. 

Roscoe S. Pebley; July 15, 1942. 

James G, Bateman, July 15, 1942. 

Gillon M. Cole, July 15, 1942. ` 

Thomas W. Fochtman, July 15, 1942. 

Louis E. Tebow, July 15, 1942. 

James F, Galbally, July 15, 1942. 

Howard W. Rickett, July 16, 1942, 

Tibor A. Bereczky, July 15, 1942. 

Bennett W. Kantola, July 15, 1942. 

William C. Robertson, July 15, 1942. 

Joseph T. Wyche, July 15, 1942. 

Wilson G. Scanlon, July 15, 1942. 

William M, Kummer, July 15, 1942. 

Robert B. Venner, July 15, 1942. 

Gardner S. Stout, July 15, 1942. 

Charles W. Sprunt, July 15, 1942. 

Frank H. Maguire, July 15, 1942. 

Arthur G. Hopkins, July 15, 1942. 

Robert N. Byrne, July 15, 1942. 

Vincent A. DeRosa, July 15, 1942. 

Walter Patterson, July 15, 1942. 

Robert S. Kibler, July 15, 1942. 

George W. Deyoe, July 15, 1942. 

George W. Russell, July 15, 1942. 

The following-named medical directors to 
be medical directors in the Navy, with the 
rank of rear admiral, to rank from the 23d 
day of June 1938: 

Charles W. O. Bunker 

Dallas G. Sutton 

Ensign Arthur B. Simms, Jr., SC-V (8), 
United States Naval Reserve, to be an assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, with the rank of 
ensign, to rank from the llth day of July 
1942, 


WITHDRAWAL 


Executive nominations withdrawn from 
the Senate September 14, 1942: 


STATE DIRECTOR OF SELECTIVE SERVICE 
Brig. Gen. Harold H. Richardson to be 
State director of Selective Service for Colo- 
rado. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate September 14, 1942: 


WORK PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION 
Lindley R. Durkee to be Work Projects ad- 
ministrator for Washington, effective as of 
September 1, 1942. 
In THE Navy 
PROMOTIONS 


The nominations of John R. Beardall et al. 
for promotion in the Navy which were re- 
ceived by the Senate September 3, 1942. 

(Note.—A full list of the names of the per- 
sons whose nominations for promotion in 
the Navy were confirmed today, may be found 
in the Senate proceedings of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL Recorp for September 3, 1942, under 
the caption “Nominations,” beginning on 
page 7023.) 

POSTMASTERS 
IOWA 


John S. Vifquain, Belle Plaine. 

John A. Davis, Colfax. 

Nettie Blair Lewis, Columbus Junction. 

Jessie Branagan, Emmetsburg. 

Clara E. Kennedy, Estherville. 

Howard C. Shafer, Hampton, 

Robert A. Mortland, Montezuma. 

Elmer T. Treinen, Remsen. 

Arthur C. Kohlmann, Waverly. 
MINNESOTA 

Cora C. Moret, Chandler. 

Nettie A. Terrell, Elysian. 

Anna E. Smith, Foreston. 

George E. Roche, Garfield. 
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Archie Rasmussen, Grand Rapids. 
Rudolph E. Larson, Montevideo. 
Dewey R. Wilcox, Pine City. 
Marvin E. Rohrer, St. Clair. 
Arthur A. Van Dyke, St, Paul, 
Vera M. Eldevik, Shevlin. 
Claire M. Peterson, Stanchfield. 
Victor G. Lindgren, Wolverton. 
PENNSYLVANIA 
Joseph D. Plumer, Franklin. 
James O. Bergantz, Huntingdon. 
Mary C. Duke, South Connelisyille. 
Samuel Calarie, Yatesboro. = 


REJECTION 


Executive nomination rejected by the 
Senate September 14, 1942: 


POSTMASTER 


Fred J. Blumer to be postmaster at Mon- 
roe in the State of Wisconsin, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 1942 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Eternal God, most holy, Thou who 
wert manifested in the flesh, strength- 
ening our weakness, stooping to our 
lowliness and imparting to mortal eyes 
the loveliness that is immortal, feed us 
with the heavenly manna, Thou didst 
come to break the chains and open the 
prison doors, yet we hear the moaning 
of thraildom everywhere. Oh, speak to 
us through Thy grace and nobility of 
service that we may see the world 
through the eyes of Jesus and suffer 
nothing to overthrow our hope and 
trust in Thee. 

Blessed Lord, we would look away from 
painful reality to what we believe and 
have our fragile might slain by Thy spirit, 
clothing us with that power which is 
revealed by faith. Oh, breathe Thy life 
and balm into all natures, leading us to 
a higher manhood than we have ever 
known. Purge all hearts of envy, jeal- 
ousy, and hatred, and at the end of each 
day, as the door closes, may we go to our 
rest in charity, peace, and good will. 
Bless us with Thy rest to prepare for toil, 
for exhaustive energy, and as an inspira- 
tion tolabor on. We ask in the name of 
Him who is the Day Spring from on high. 
Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, September 10, 1942, was read 
and approved. 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE CLERK OF 
THE HOUSE—MESSAGE FROM ‘THE 
SENATE 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives: 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1942. 
The honorable the SPEAKER, 
House of Representatives, 

Sm: Pursuant to the special order agreed 
to tcday, the Clerk did receive on this day 
from the Secretary of the Senate the ac- 
companying message. 

Very truly yours, 
SOUTH TRIMBLE, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
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The message announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed without amendment a 
concurrent resolution of the House of the 
following title: 

H. Con. Res. 83. Concurrent resolution to 
authorize and direct the Clerk of the House, 
in the enrollment of the bill (H, R. 7416) to 
make certain corrections. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7416) entitled “An act to provide for a 
method- of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the place of their residence 
and serving within the continental 
United States.” 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee, on September 10, 1942, had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

H.R. 7416. An act to provide for a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members of the 
land and neval forces absent from the place 
of their residence. 

VOTING BY MEMBERS OF ARMED FORCES 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
announce that pursuant to the authority 
granted to him on September 10, 1942, 
he did on that date sign the enrolled bill 
of the House (H. R. 7416), an act to pro- 
vide for a method of voting, in time of 
war, by members of the land and naval 
forces absent from the place of their 
residence. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on September 11, 1942, the 
President approved and signed a bill of 
the House of the following title: 

H.R.7145. An act to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
and the Secretary of the Interior to make ex- 
changes with the Defense Homes Corpora- 
tion of certain lands in northwest Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Vice President had appointed 
Mr. BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER mem- 
bers of the Joint Select Committee on 
the part of the Senate, as provided for 
in the act of August 5, 1939, entitled “An 
act to provide for the disposition of cer- 
tain records of the United States Gov- 
ernment,” for the disposition of execu- 
tive papers in the following departments 
and agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture. 

2. Department of Commerce. 

3. Department of State. 

4. Federal Security Agency. 

5. National Housing Agency. i 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, follow- 
ing any special orders heretofore entered, 


I may be permitted to address the House 
for 20 minutes. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. MILLS of Louisiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that today, 
following any special orders heretofore 
entered, I may be permitted to address 
the House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana? 

There was no objection. 


GASOLINE RATIONING 


Mr. MILLS of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Louis- 
jana? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLS of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, 
I haye addressed the following letter to 
the President, Franklin D. Roosevelt, and 
also to Leon Henderson, concerning the 
rationing of gasoline: 

I note from the public press that consid- 
eration is being given to extending the 
rationing of gasoline to unrationed areas. 

Recognizing the economic front of our na- 
tional welfare must be maintained as far as 
possible prompts me in expressing my dis- 
approval to gas rationing on a national scale. 

The South does not possess as many lines 
of transportation as the East and North. 
Therefore, if gas is rationed in the South, it 
will mean a complete breakdown of our eco- 
nomic front. 

The South is as patriotic as other sections 
of our country, but recognizing there is no 
scarcity of gasoline and that nondefense 
workers are already cooperating by Conserv- 
ing rubber and gas, it is believed that for the 
best interest of our war effort, gas rationing 
should not be extended beyond the present 
area. 

I therefore earnestly protest against fur- 
ther extension of gas rationing. 


SIXTH REPORT TO CONGRESS ON LEND- 
LEASE OPERATIONS—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
(H. DOC. NO. 839) 


The Speaker laid before the House the 
following message from the President of 
the United States, which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and or- 
dered to be printed: 


To the Congress of the United Siates of 
America: 

Iam transmitting to the Congress the 
Sixth Quarterly Report on operations un- 
der the Lend-Lease Act. 

As our men move overseas to battle 
they must and will have sufficient quan- 
tities of the best equipment the United 
States can produce. At the same time 
we must provide more weapons to the 
armies of our allies already in the fight- 
ing lines. Britain has been fighting the 
Nazis for 3 years, China is in her sixth 
year of war, and in Russia the war’s 
greatest land front is more than a year 
old. From the beginning they have car- 
ried on without enough guns or tanks or 
planes. It is through their uphill fight 
that the war has not been lost. Only by 
strengthening our allies and combining 
are strength with ours can we surely 
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Deliveries of lend-lease supplies, which 
have been growing, will have to grow 
much larger still. We and the other 
United Nations need all the weapons that 
all of us can produce and all the men 
that all of us can muster. In relation to 
their available resources Britain and 
Russia have up to now produced more 
weapons than we have. And they are 
continuing to produce to the limit, in 
spite of the fact that Russia is a battle- 
field and Britain an offensive base. So 
far the United States has little more 
than passed the halfway mark toward 
maximum possible war production. Not 
until we have reached the maximum— 
and we can do this only by stripping cur 
civilian economy to the bone—can our 
fighting men and those of our allies be 
assured of the vastly greater quantities 
of weapons required to turn the tide. 
Not until then can the United Nations 
march forward together to certain vic- 
tory. ; 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 

September 11, 1942. 


THE FIGHTING CREED OF AN EAST TEN- 
NESSEE SOLDIER 


Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, Andrew 
J. Hartman is a lawyer of ability and ex- 
perience. He has served as chairman of 
the Republican County Executive Com- 
mittee of Knox County, a county of more 
than 180,000 population and the banner 
Republican county of Tennessee. Andy, 
as he is known to his friends, is married 
and has one child. 

He made three trips to the recruiting 
office in Knoxville, Tenn., before he was 
permitted to volunteer as a private sol- 
dier. 

In a letter to me asking that I aid his 
twin brother, Carter B. Hartman, to get 
in the fighting forees, Andy Hartman 
wrote as follows: 


I have had no trouble keeping in rank or 
anything else here; and I am a damn good 
soldier, even though I am 8 years older than 
any other man in my company. 

We received an “alert” notice yesterday, 
and will probably leave here about next Sun- 
day if not before. Rumored around that my 
division will go to Florida, but I don’t know. 
All I hope is that we get in the battle zone 
soon. I don’t ask God to spare my life in 
this war; but I do petition Him to let me live 
long enough to get my rifle red hot a few 
times before I stop a bullet. I love to live, 
but I’m not a bit afraid to die in a cause as 
just as ours. We've been trained here to 
kili—not to hate. A policy of a Bible in one 
hand and a rifle in the other—the one for 
eternal peace; the other for peace on earth. 


These words, and the spirit that 
prompted them, are characteristic of the 
fighting courage that has given to Ten- 
nessee the proud name of the Volunteer 
State. From Kings Mountain down to 
this war, the men and boys of east Ten- 
nessee have always been ready “to pay 
with their bodies for their souls’ desire.” 
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_ „And I give to the Nation these words of 
a typical east Tennessean who will un- 
derwrite them if need be on the scroll of 
the battlefield in his life’s blood. 


PRICE AND WAGE CONTROL 


Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to address the House for 
1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, GUYER, Mr. Speaker, the Presi- 
dent has properly warned Congress of 
inflation and given us the choice of find- 
ing a remedy or of accepting the solution 
he would impose. It is now up to the 
Congress to pass laws that will do equity 
both to the farmer and to labor. He is 
wrong in ascribing the high cost of living, 
another name for inflation, to the rising 
prices of farm products, but that is just 
another reason the Congress should take 
immediate action fixing correspondingly 
equitable prices for farm products and 
wages for labor. 

If we do not act at once, we cannot 
logically complain if the President over- 
rides a law of Congress and arbitrarily 
fixes farm and labor prices to suit him- 
self, as he tells us he will. This is bound 
to be to the disadvantage of the farmer. 
This has been the farmer’s lot. His land 
has been taken for war industries for in- 
adequate compensation, and his labor 
siphoned away by the'selective draft and 
by war-industry wages, with which it is 
impossible for him to compete, with the 
result that millions of acres of land will 
lie idle, followed by an inevitable food 
shortage. 

The remedy is for Congress to assume 
its constitutional duty of fixing, through 
legislation, equitable prices and wages 
and giving the President no cause to as- 
sume dictatorial powers not authorized 
by the Constitution. Already there has 
been entirely too much of such usurpa- 
tion. y 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. KEEFE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that today, following any 
special orders heretofore entered, I may 
be permitted to address the House for 20 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute in order to make an 
announcement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, the 
War Department has some motion pic- 
tures taken during the progress of a 
very important battle in the southwest 
Pacific. Iam told the pictures are really 
thrilling, and perhaps may be called 
gruesome in some stages. 

Through the courtesy of the War De- 
partment, acting through Colonel Her- 
rick, there will be a special showing of 
these motion pictures in the auditorium 
of the South Agricultural Building on 
next Wednesday at 10:30 a. m., for Mem- 
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bers of Congress only, Members of the 
House and Members of the Senate. I 
feel sure that Members will be very much 
interested in seeing this particular pic- 
ture. It is confidential and secret, so I 
emphasize again that it is only for 
Members. 
{Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and include there- 
in a round-table discussion between Sen- 
ator Van Nuys, of Indiana, and A. K. 
Swann, of Evansville, Ind. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Rrecorp and include there- 
in a resolution. ere 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today, following any special orders here- 
tofore entered, I may be permitted to 
address the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the request of the gentleman from Cali-° 


fornia? 
There was no objection. 


CONTROL OF INFLATION 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, approximately a week before 
the President’s message was sent to Con- 
gress, I made a brief statement in which 
I urged that Congress take action with 
regard to the control of price inflation 
and include four different points in its 
legislation, one of which was farm prices, 
another was wages, and two others, 

I have asked for time to speak at the 
close of the day today in order to go into 
what I believe is necessary as a complete 
program. I find in the New York Times 
for this morning an item stating that the 
Federal Reserve has reduced the reserve 
requirements of the New York City and 
Chicago banks by a total of $400,000,000, 
which means that approximately two 
billion of new bonds can be bought by 
those banks with money created for that 
purpose. It is about some of these things 
that I shall speak later today. 

(Here the gavel fell.) 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ANGELL. Myr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Record on three subjects 
and to include certain excerpts in each 
of them. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon? 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Record by print- 
ing two editorials from the New York 
Times, and also an article by Mark Sul- 
livan. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

AMENDMENT OF THE MARITIME COM- 
MISSION ACT 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, today I am putting in the hop- 
per an amendment to the Maritime Com- 
mission Act. It provides that the Com- 
mission shall be composed of seven mem- 
bers, one of whom shall represent the 
New England area and one to represent 
the Gulf und the South Atlantic area. 

I am not asking, Mr. Speaker, that the 
members now on the Board be removed, 
but I am asking that two more members 
be added and that these sections of the 
country be represented. 

Our own port of Boston, Mr. Speaker, 
isin a most deplorable condition so far 
as shipping is concerned. It would help 
greatly the entire war effort if we had 
more trade there and also if we had more 
shipbuilding. The fact that Massachu- 
setts has been neglected in development 
is incomprehensible. It would also im- 
prove very much the bringing in of fuel 
oil and gasoline. Massachusetts should 
have a voice on the Board of the Maritime 
Commission a voice that can be raised 
at all meetings of the Board. It is even 
more important during war. My amend- 
ment should be adopted by the commit- 
tee and then by the House and become 
law. It is vital to these two areas. I 
know the chairman of the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries has 
no representation on the Board from his 
own area. The South Atlantic area 
should have a voice also on the Commis- 
sion at the present time. 

At a later date I shall present further 
arguments for the passage of the amend- 
ment. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Record and to include an 
editorial which appeared in the San 
Francisco Call-Bulletin with reference to 
oe San Francisco Harbor Day celebra- 

on. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include 
an imaginary conversation by a former 
Member of this House, Mr. Lafferty. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in two instances, and in the first 
to include a radio address delivered by 
myself; in the second to include a letter 
written to Mr. Baruch and his colleagues, 
_ members of the President’s rubber com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp and 
include therein a letter written by Harold 
D. Atkins, of New York City, in which 
he favors a Government “stock” issue. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


APPROVAL OF A NOMINATION 


Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, my remarks this afternoon are 
addressed particularly to my good friends 
on the Democratic side of the aisle. I 
keenly appreciate the friendship you gen- 
tlemen of the majority have always ex- 
tended me, the trust and confidence you 
have invariably manifested in me and 
the indulgence and sympathetic interest 
you have displayed on those occasions 
when I have risen to address the House. 
However, deep as is my gratitude for 
these things, I am simply overwhelmed 
by the latest manifestation of your regard 
for me and your solicitude for my politi- 
cal welfare. It is in the form of a letter 
addressed to me on September 9, by the 
Democratic National Congressional Com- 
mittee, which heartily congratulates me 
on my nomination and assures me that 
the Democratic National Congressional 
Committee will do everything they can in 
seeing to it that I am reelected. I quote 
that portion of the letter: 

The Democratic National Congress.onal 
Committee, charged with the duty of assist- 
ing you in winning the election, will render 
you every possible service. 


You have paid me the supreme compli- 
ment in the sense that this is doubtless 
the first time your great committee has 
ever been so magnanimous as to place 
its facilities at the disposal of, and to 
stand so strongly with, a freshman Re- 
publican Member of the House who is 
seeking reelection. Believe me, gentle- 
men of the majority, I am very, very 
grateful. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include a radio 
address which I delivered at Duluth, 
Minn., October 27, 1938. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. JONEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that after the dis- 
position of the regular business and any 
special orders. I ke permitted to address 
the Hous2 for 15 minutes today. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


UPHOLDING THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. SABATH. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute, and revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, of course 
I presume that the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER] is grat- 
ified as he says, at being endorsed by the 
Democratic Congressional Committee, 
but I say to him that it is perhaps not 
the only time that such committee may 
have made a mistake. In view of the 
fact that there is nothing else perfect, 
I do not expect the Democratic Con- 
gressional Committee to be perfect, but 
I do know that if it had known the un- 
enviable legislative record of the gentle- 
man from New York it would have been 
more careful. . 

Mr. Speaker, we have just heard the 
message from the President of the United 
States. We have also read in the news- 
papers the statement of Mr. Nelson, and 
notwithstanding the serious price-con- 
trol situation and the other menacing 
national conditions that confront the 
country, notwithstanding the assurance 
of the national Republican leaders, I re- 
gret to say that we have still some Mem- 
bers who willfully, deliberately, and 
.unfairly criticize and attack our national 
efforts, thereby tending to weaken the 
position of the President and the admin- 
istration. Yes; there are some newspa- 
pers, unfortunately, that continue to 
inject personal and partisan considera- 
tions and factors into matters, which 
tend not only to create discord but under- 
mine the President’s great efforts and 
serve to demoralize the national spirit of 
the whole American people. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may insert in other remarks I 
shall make a part of the democratic 
platform adopted at the Illinois conven- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, on behalf 
of the majority leader the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCORMACK], 
I ask unanimous consent that he may 
extend his remarks in the Recorp and 
include therein a letter from Frederick 
W. Cook, secretary of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, concerning 
absentee voting in Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Also, Mr. Speaker, on 
behalf of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, the majority leader, I ask unani- 
mous consent that he may extend his 
remarks in the REcorp and include a 
letter from Jack Kyle, national com- 
mander of the Regular Veterans Asso- 
ciation, concerning pending legislation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


STRIKES 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute and 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from Illinois (Mr. SABATH] just 
apologized for the mistakes made by the 
National Democratic Congressional Com- 
mittee and also made reference to the 
President’s message which has just been 
read. Let me quote from that message: 

We and the other United Nations need all 
of the weapons all of us can produce and all 
the men that all of us can muster. 


If the President means what he says, 
how is he going to get all of the material 
that our people can produce, if he per- 
mits the strikes to go on in this country 
that are going on at the present time? 
That is the question that I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SazatH] and Members on the Democratic 
side, so that we may see whether or not 
these strikes can be stopped, so that we 
can furnish weapons that the Army 
needs as it moves over the Atlantic or the 
Pacific, because we want to do all that we 
can now to give those boys something 
with which to defend themselves, as well 
as to fight for their country, so that they 
will be returned to us some day, but if 
some of the people in this country are 
going to strike, then they will be doing 
things against the boys that we are send- 
ing across the ocean, they will be com- 
mitting a crime not only against their 
country but against our armed forces 
abroad and our defenders here at home. 
What is to be done about it by this ad- 
ministration? We must have action, not 
honeyed words. The salvation of Amer- 
ica demands it. The protection of our 
fighting forces requires it. The answer 
is, Stop strikes in defense industries, and 
do it at once. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include an ar- 
ticle from the Washington Daily News of 
September 10, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O'BRIEN of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may revise and extend my remarks and 
include therein an editorial written by 
the distinguished editor, Frank E, Gan- 
nett, concerning the farm probiem, which 
I think will be most interesting to every 
Member of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Penn- 
syivania [Mr. HoLLAND] is recognized for 
20 minutes. 


FREEDOM OF THE PRESS 


Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, the Con- 
stitution of the United States is the guar- 
antor of the rights of our citizens. 

One of these precious rights is the free- 
dom of the press. 

Like all freedoms, it is subject to abuse, 
and I have told this Congress how the 
Chicago Tribune, the New York Daily 
News, and the Washington Times-Herald 
have used this freedom to echo the propa- 
ganda of the Nazis and the Japs. 

And, when the seditious character of 
these newspapers bas been pointed out 
in the Halls of Congress, when I have 
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told the people of this country how three 
powerful publishers—who ‘hate Roosevelt 
more than they hate Hitler—are daily 
aiding the enemies of our country, when 
I have made clear the amazing parallel 
between their preachings and the ven- 
omous lies spread by Adolf Hitler, the 
publishers of these three newspapers 
have screamed, “freedom of the press,” 
and cried out, “Sanctuary! Touch me 
not.” 

The same Constitution which guaran- 
tees freedom of the press, guarantees 
another freedom. That freedom is the 
right of the people’s representatives in 
Congress to rise upon the floor of this 
House and to speak their minds. 

It is the right which is essential to free 
parliamentary government; it is the 
right of the people’s representatives to 
say what they believe is to the interest 
of the Nation—and to say it freely, un- 
molested, untrammeled, and without 
fear. 

This right, the same newspapers— 
which whip up such furies about the 
freedom of the press—sneeringly call 
congressional immunity, and this right 
these bogus defenders of our constitu- 
tional liberties would destroy—if they 
could. 

For they have found that it takes 
great wealth to operate a metropolitan 
newspaper—so much wealth indeed that 
in many cities in this country freedom 
of the press has become not a freedom 
at all—but a privilege restricted to the 
wealthy and the powerful. 

And they have found cause to fear the 
voice of one lone Congressman, speak- 
ing the truth on the floor of this House, 
speaking for the people who really want 
to win this war more than they want to 
win an election, speaking for Americans 
who detest the Nazi system and its dupes 
and admirers in this Nation of ours. 
They have found that one lone~Con- 
gressman, exercising the right enjoyed 
by English-speaking peoples — since 
Charles I paid with his head for his at- 
tempt to destroy it, can strip the star- 
spangled covering off three mighty pub- 
lishers and leave them cowering in their 
ugly nakedness, marked with the swas- 
tika brand which they have made their 
emblem, 

Joseph Patterson, Eleanor Patterson, 
and Robert McCormick have not denied 
that their newspapers echo the propa- 
ganda coming out of the Third Reich of 
Adolf Hitler. 

They cannot deny it. The parallels 
are all too deadly. 

All they can do is call me a liar and 
then rattle the bones of their ancestors. 

And they say they are just aching to 
sue me, 

That is a fake. 

I said a few weeks ago that one of 
these days I would take up the character 
of a man named John O’Donnell. This 
man O’Donnell is the chief of the Wash- 
ington Bureau of the New York Daily 
News. He is the intimate friend, ad- 
viser, and confidant of Joseph Medill 
Patterson and Cissie Patterson. 

And if Joe Patterson wants a lawsuit, 
he has one—through the instrumentality 
of John O'Donnell, in the city of Phila- 
delphia, in my own State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 
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O'Donnell is the keyman in distorting 
the news flowing out of this Capital of a 
world at war. His job is to concoct the 
phony news stories out of which Joe Pat- 
terson then concocts his essays in sedi- 
tion which grace the editorial pages of 
the New York Daily News and the Wash- 
ington Times-Herald. 

More than a year ago this man O’Don- 
nell sent out a story which delighted the 
heart of Joseph Medill Patterson. 

This story was so bad that the Presi- 
dent himself took notice and called it a 
“deliberate lie.” 

The Philadelphia Record, a newspaper 
with courage and integrity, wrote an edi- 
torial at that time. 

The Philadelphia Record said that this 

man O’Donnell, Joe Patterson’s personal 
representative in Washington, was— 
a great admirer of the Nazis, a hater of the 
British Empire, an advocate of the destruc- 
tion of trade-unions, and quite pleased by 
the liquidation of the Jews:by Hitler. 


That was on April 18, 1941—something 
more than a year ago. 

O'Donnell filed suit for $50,000. His 
attorney was John D. M. Hamilton, who 
was once chairman of the Republican 
National Committee, and who has moved 
from the Kansas plains to Philadelphia— 
a little closer to the oil millions of Joseph 
N. Pew. 

So, you would think that by now Pat- 
terson would have enjoyed his day in 
court in Philadelphia. 

But you would be wrong. 

Patterson and O’Donnell have twisted, 
squirmed, and wiggled trying to delay the 
trial of that suit. 

They are afraid of their day in court. 

They have put up a bluff about wanting 
a trial—and they have run away from it. 

When the case was once again called 
up for trial last month, John D. M. Ham- 
ilton failed to report his client ready for 
trial, and the case was passed over again. 
That was a year and 4 months after the 
filing of the suit, and they were still not 
ready. 

Does that look like these “copperhead” 
publishers want a trial before an Ameri- 
can jury? 3 

The answer is plain. They do not. 

They remember—just a little too late— 
the advice of the crooked political boss: 
“Never sue for libel, The blankety- 
blanks may prove it on you.” 

So, John O’Donnell and his boss, Joe 
Patterson, stand accused, and they do not 
have the courage to answer their ac- 
cusers. 

I am happy to say, however, that they 
are not going to get away with it, for I 
am reliably informed that the Philadel- 
phia Record, through its counsel, has 
notified the trial commissioner of Phila- 
delphia that it will move for trial of the 
case—and that case will be heard in 
October or November. 

Then Joe Patterson will have his day 
in court. We will see how he enjoys it. 

He will then be forced to admit or dis- 
prove the fact that his Washington rep- 
resentative, his eyes and ears in the Na- 
tion’s Capital, his personal friend and 
adviser in statecraft, is a Nazi sympa- 
thizer—open and unabashed. 

The people will get some more light on 
the character of the publishing busi- 
ness—operated by Joseph Medill Patter- 
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son, Eleanor Patterson, and Robert Mc- 
Cormick. 

They have obtained a few sidelights 
recently. 

They have learned that the Chicago 
Tribune, the Washington Times-Herald, 
and the New York Daily News fake 
stories—and plead their fakery as de- 
fense against charges of violating the 
Espionage Act. 

They have learned that a photographer 
of the New York Daily News, searching 
for a picture, does not hesitate to tell a 
mother, whose unfortunate and deranged 
soldier son was condemned to death for 
murder in Australia, that her boy was 
decorated for bravery in action. 

They have learned the New York Daily 
News and the Washington Times-Herald 
do not hesitate to make political capitat 
about the tragic death of a young woman, 
Linda Lee, stating that the approaching 
draft of her husband drove her to suicide 
and using her broken body as an argu- 
ment against the draft law. 

And that the husband of this lovely 
girl wrote to Patterson, and I quote: 

The use of my personal tragedy by the 
Daily News to promote disunity in the coun- 
try, to spread fear of the war effort among 
countless hundreds of thousands of wives 
and mothers, all of whirl. has been a recog- 
nizable trend on the part of that newspaper 
for some time—this I feel should arouse 
indignation everywhere. 

I believe there has never been so disgrace- 
ful an abuse of a personal tragedy. 


The people have learned something, 
too, about that bogus patriot, Robert R. 
McCormick, who glories in his title of 
“colonel”—a title he got through a politi- 
cal deal. 

I served in France while McCormick 
threw wild parties in Paris. 

I know what his reputation was there. 
- Recently I have talked to men who 
served with him on the Mexican border. 

I now know what his reputation was 
there. 

So I am glad to see the story of Mc- 
Cormick’s inglorious military career come 
to light. 

Indeed, one can well believe that W. S. 
Gilbert had Robert R. McCormick in 
mind when he wrote: 

In the enterprise of martial kind 
When there was any fighting, 
He led his regiment from behind 

He found it less exciting. 


The Chicago Tribune, the New York 
Daily News, and the Washington Times- 
Herald are powerful organs. Their pub- 
lishers are powerful—and dangerous— 
men and women. 

But I have no fear that they will cor- 
rupt and pervert the American people 
into the shape of their own corrupt 
perversion. 

For the American people are clean 
and courageous, and full of faith in the 
present and of hope for the future. 

And these qualities—because they do 
not share them—the McCormicks and the 
Pattersons cannot understand. Because 
they cannot understand, all their vicious- 
ness, all their venom, all their foul and 
filthy hatreds will vent themselves in 
vain. 

{Here the gavel fell.1 

The SPEAKER. Under previous or- 
der of the House, the gentleman from 
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Louisiana [Mr. Mitts] is recognizeé for 
5 minutes. 


COLORED MEN IN TH! SELECTIVE 
SERVICE 


Mr. MILLS of Louisiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, recognizing in 1937 that peace treat- 
ies and trade agreements were being 
broken, I took the position that if peace 
could not be maintained it was man- 
datory that our armed forces must be 
increased. So, as early as August 14, 
1940, the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp shows I 
began the fight to build more colored 
camps and necessary hospitals whereby 
the colored man could be drafted into 
our armed service. Why, in fact, I 
stated it was not proper in case of a war 
to take the white man, the best blood of 
America, into the Army unless the col- 
ored man was drafted. 

Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLS of Louisiana. 
ure. 

Mr. BRYSON. I desire to highly com- 
mend the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. Mixuts] for his continued fight in 
that the Selective Service System must 
demand the draft boards to draft the 
colored man into service. Further, the 
gentleman has continued to take the po- 
sition that in case a colored man is re- 
jected for any reason that the various 
draft boards should immediately draft 
into service an equal number of colored 
men to take the places of those colored 
men that are rejected. 

Mr. Speaker, I observe in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of August 14, 1940, at 
page 10371, where the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Louisiana anticipated the 
difficulty confronting the induction of 
colored men into the service, where the 
gentleman from Louisiana at that time, 
more than 2 years ago, stated as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, I am particularly interested 
in the subject I have in mind and I desire 
every Member of the House to pay close at- 
tention to what I have to say. 

We have in this country approximately 
15,000,000 colored people, and I understand 
certain colored boys down home have been 
undertaking to join the Army. Do you know 
what they have been telling those colored 
boys? “We do not have any camps.” So I 
say to the House I believe it is unfair for 
the Army to enlist the white boys, the best 
blood of America, and put them in these 
Army camps and train them, and then in case 
of a war take the white boys of America and 
send them out on the battlefields and let 
those boys be killed while the colored boys 
remain at home; and then come along here 
about 6 months, or 8 months, or a year, or 
a year and a half later and undertake to 
train the colored boys. Why not now con- 
struct some Army camps for the colored boys 
and permit them to come into the Army if 
you propose to force the white man into 
service? I would appreciate it if the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs would give some 
attention to this thought. 


So, Mr. Speaker, I wish here and now 
to commend the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. MILLS] for his forethought in 
regard to this important matter. 

Mr. MILLS of Louisiana. I thank my 
distinguished friend for his statement 
concerning my position in August 1940. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to read into 
the Recorp at this point, in part, my per- 


With pleas- 
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sonal conversation with the War Depart- 
ment and the Selective Service System 
concerning the drafting of colored men. 
This is a letter that I wrote today, but 
it deals with my personal conversation 
with the War Department and the Selec- 
tive Service System several months ago. 
SEPTEMBER, 7, 1942. 
Gen. Lewis B. HERSHEY, 
Director, Selective Service System, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR GENERAL HERSHEY: I personally dis- 
cussed with your division several months ago, 
and, in fact, requested that the colored man 
be drafted into service. 

I acknowledged at that time we were build- 
ing the necessary camps and hospitals; how- 
ever, since then, in certain instances, the 
colored man is being rejected for physical 
conditions, I respectfully request that you 
make an immediate investigation and de- 
mand that each local draft board draft into 
service an equal number of acceptable col- 
ored men to take the place of those rejected. 

Further, I request that those who are re- 
jected for service due to disability be im- 
mediately sent to hospitals for treatment 
whereby they may be drafted into the Army. 

Yours very truly, 
NeEwT V. MILLS. 


{Here the gavel fell.] 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that after the 
conclusion of business tomorrow and any 
other special orders, I may be privileged 
to address the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. KEEFE] is recognized for 20 
minutes. 

RUBBER AND FIBER 


Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, may I ask 
that I have the attention of the Members 
of the House? I intend to discuss a sub- 
ject that they be somewhat interested in. 

I am not going to occupy this time to 
read a diatribe, condemning people in 
this country, such as was read this after- 
noon, by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. HOLLAND]. The same gentle- 
man seems: to be of the opinion that he 
is promoting unity in the war effort by 
saying as many mean and nasty things 
as he can about those with whom he dis- 
agrees. Despite his efforts at self-eulogy, 
I am certain that his “mud slinging” will 
destroy no one but himself. He recently 
screeched his “hymn of hate” in Wiscon- 
sin when he most violently assailed Wis- 
consin Representatives in the Congress. 
May I say to the gentleman that he 
hurt no one but his party and himself. 
Such speeches had better be left unsaid. 

I want to discuss a subject which I 
think is of some interest. The recent 
report of the President’s special commit- 
tee appointed to investigate and report 
on the rubber situation has definitely 
cleared away much of the confusion and 
contradiction of thought that previously 
existed in the minds of the American 
people on this subject. The report defi- 
nitely establishes the extremely critical 
character of the rubber shortage. It 
points out clearly the bungling that has 
contributed to produce this very grave 
situation. 
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I desire at this time, Mr. Speaker, to 
direct attention to another matter that 
I believe threatens the’ successful prose- 
cution of our war effort. I refer to the 
situation that exists in the fiber markets 
of this country. 

It is a well-known fact that in the pro- 
duction of rope and binder twine we have 
heretofore imported a huge tonnage of 
fiber from the Far East, from Portuguese 
Africa, from parts of Mexico and Yuca- 
tan. The importation of this fiber has 
been in large measure cut off. I am ad- 
vised by competent authority that the 
stock pile of fiber used in the manufac- 
ture of ropes of all kinds and binder 
twine will be practically exhausted in 
this country by the end of 1943. I do 
not need to dwell at length upon the fact 
that our war effort is consuming an ever- . 
increasing amount of fiber for the very 
essential production of rope and twine. 
No delays should be permitted in the im- 
mediate inauguration of a program to 
produce domestic fiber substitutes to re- 
lieve this threatened shortage. The tre- 
mendous demands of the Army and the 
Navy indicate the necessity for a tre- 
mendous increase in the domestic pro- 
duction of a rough, tough fiber to take 
the place of the curtailed importation of 
hard fibers which have heretofore ful- 
filled our needs, 


Hemp is an annual crop that for the 
past 100 years has been cultivated 
successfully in a number of different 
States, including New York, Virginia, 
Kentucky, Missouri, Ohio, Michigan, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Minnesota, Wis- 
consin, and California. The fiber ob- 
tained from the stalks of the hemp plant 
offers the best substitute for imported 
fibers. Its successful use has been clearly 
demonstrated down through the years 
and were it not for the competition of 
the cheap imported fibers, we would no 
doubt have in this country today a flour- 
ishing hemp industry. The fact is, how- 
ever, that from about 1850 to 1915 prac- 
tically all of the hemp grown in the 
United States was produced in central 
Kentucky. In 1915 hemp growing shifted 
largely to Wisconsin. Since 1925 hemp 
has been grown continuously for the pro- 
duction of fiber only in the States of 
Wisconsin and Kentucky. The use of 
the fiber heretofore grown in recent 
years has been limited to a few so-called 
specialties. The production of hemp in 
the United States has dropped from a 
high point of 7,500 tons produced in 
1890 to approximately 600 tons produced 
in the year 1938. In the latter year only 
approximately 7,100 acres in the entire 
United States was devoted to the pro- 
duction of hemp. It is now claimed by 
the Hemp Administrator of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture that our domestic 
demands will require the production 
from a minimum of 300,000 acres in the 
growing season of 1943. In view of the 
fact that this is what is known as a con- 
tract crop and farmers must be contacted 
between now and the beginning of the 
growing season in the spring of 1943, no 
time can be lost in getting this hemp- 
production program under way imme- 
diately. 
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The Department of Agriculture fore- 
saw this shortage of fiber and encour- 
aged patriotic farmers in Kentucky to 
plant some 36,000 acres of hemp this year 
for the production of seed. Iam advised 
that seed will be available to plant the 
major portion of the 300,000 acres sought 
for 1943 production. 

It must be borne in mind, however, 
that an ample crop is valueless unless 
the factory facilities are available by 
which the hemp stalks are broken and 
the fiber removed. I am advised that 
there are only five small breaking plants 
in the United States that were in opera- 
tion this past year—four being located 
in Wisconsin and one in the State of 
Kentucky. Mr. F. G. Clay, Hemp Ad- 
ministrator, who is one of the Nation’s 
outstanding authorities on this subject, 
advised me that one breaking plant is 
necessary to take care of the production 
of each 4,000 acres of hemp. 

I am advised by the same authority 
that it will be necessary to contract for 
the building of some 3,500 specially built 
harvesters that are designed for the har- 
vesting of hemp in order that the pro- 
jected amount of hemp to be grown in 
this next growing season may be brought 
to the breaking mills. 

Mr, HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I have been advised 
that some growers are not being given 
sufficient priority in order to acquire this 
harvesting machinery; is that correct? 

Mr. KEEFE. I understand the De- 
fense Plant Corporation in cooperation 
with the Department of Agriculture and 
the Hemp Administrator are making des- 
perate efforts now to secure sufficient 
priorities by which they will contract for 
this expensive machinery in order to see 
that it will be available at the time of 
the hemp harvest next fall. 

Mr. HENSHAW. I hope the War Pro- 
duction Board sees the necessity of this 
order. 

Mr. KEEFE. On the basis therefore 
of the 300,000 acres of production, 75 
hemp-breaking plants will have to be 
built. In addition to this special har- 
vesting machinery will have to be con- 
structed in order to get the crop to the 
breaking mills in the fall of 1943. It is 
estimated that the Defense Plant Cor- 
poration will be required to expend ap- 
proximately $275,000 for each plant and 
equipment, and during the breaking sea- 
son from 75 to 100 men will have to be 
employed in each plant. The mere re- 
cital of these figures should demonstrate 
the stupendous character of the task in- 
volved. 

I am assured, however, that with the 
cooperation of the War Production Board 
in allotting the necessary building 
equipment and machinery for this vital 
work that we can produce in the grow- 
ing season of 1943 sufficient hemp to 
relieve the threatened shortage and to 
make this country, for all practical pur- 
poses, self-sufficient in the matter of fiber. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Do I understand cor- 
rectly that the quality of the hemp grown 
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in Kentucky and Wisconsin and these 
other States is better than that which 
we can import from abroad or which we 
used to import? 

Mr, KEEFE. I am not saying that 
the quality is better than the hemp that 
was imported; I do not know. I have 
the import figures here, however. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I may say that the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. VIN- 
CENT] informed me to that effect. 

Mr. KEEFE. The fact is that domestic 
hemp could not compete with the cheap 
fibers that were imported from abroad. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Was it cheap fiber or 
cheap foreign labor against which we 
were competing? 

Mr. KEEFE. Everyone knows, of 
course, that the price of fiber must have 
inextricably worked into it the cost of 
labor in producing it, and while we used 
to have in Wisconsin a very large hemp 
industry it has been practically wiped 
out due to competition of hemp coming 
from foreign lands. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It is true 
that hemp was one of the important 
crops in Kentucky over a period of many 
years. Nearly every farm had a field of 
hemp. The very thing the gentleman 
states destroyed the hemp industry in 
Wisconsin destroyed it in Kentucky. 

Mr. KEEFE. I thank the gentleman. 
Not everyone knows about the growing 
of hemp in this country. While we once 
had a great flourisuing industry that 
produced a lot of hemp and a lot of fiber 
it has been driven out of business due to 
the competition of cheap fibers imported 
from abroad. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I am 
thinking now of the protective tariff. 

Mr. KEEFE. I do not at this time care 
to get into a discussion of the tariff; I 
want to confine my remarks, if I may, to 
a noncontroversial subject, and that is 
that unless this Nation gets busy it will 
be short of rope and it will be short of 
binder twine, and I am advised that the 
need is something tremendous by the 
Maritime Commission and the Navy. I 
do not have to reiterate the fact that 
rope and binder twine are as essential as 
tanks, and planes, and bullets; and unless 
we can rouse those in authority to the 
point where they will get busy and con- 
tract with the farmers for the acreage 
to be grown in 1943 and provide the 
breaking plants that are necessary to 
break that hemp and produce the fiber 
we shall be faced with just as critical a 
shortage at the end of 1943 in the fiber 
industry as we have been faced with in 
the matter of rubber. 

May I call your attention also to the 
location of the breaking plants. 

It is proposed to limit the production 
of hemp to six States, namely, Kentucky, 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Illinois, Iowa, and 
Indiana. The location of the breaking 
plants will depend upon the location of 
the acreage contracted for by the Hemp 
Administrator. 

Iam advised that the Government will 
purchase every pound of fiber produced 
and assure to the grower a fair price for 
his production. Isincerely trust that the 
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War Production Board will have no diffi- 
culty in sensing the seriousness of this 
situation and that arrangements will be 
made to provide the Defense Plant Cor- 
poration with sufficient materials to con- 
struct the necessary breaking plants so 
that we may be in full production of fiber 
from hemp in the fall of 1943. A tre- 
mendous amount of work has already 
been done by the Hemp Administrator, 
and as soon as the W. P. B. puts its ap- 
proval upon the program, it will be im- 
mediately under way. 

It will require the patriotic effort of 
thousands of farmers who have not here- 
tofore grown hemp in those areas where 
soil conditions are adapted to its pro- 
duction. Public authorities should not 
permit any delay in the execution of this 
program. Our Navy, merchant marine, 
and Army must be supplied with rope. 
Hemp will do the job. Our farmers must 
be provided with binder twine, and the 
public, in a thousand and one places, 
must have rope. Hemp fiber can suc- 
cessfully be utilized as a substitute for the 
imported varieties. While this subject 
has attracted little attention up to date, 
I am directing it to the attention of the 
Congress and the people of America in 
hopes that we may anticipate the short- 
age of this critical material and be pre- 
pared to meet it in time. Every encour- 
agement should be given to the Hemp 
Administrator, the Defense Plant Cor- 
poration, the W. P. B., and the prospec- 
tive growers of hemp in order that we 
may avert a repetition of the rubber 
situation. : 

I have a personal and immediate in- 
terest in this matter, because in my own 
congressional district and in territory 
immediately adjacent, most of the hemp 
that is now produced in the United 
States is there grown and the soil is 
adapted to the raising of hemp. I am 
advised by the Hemp Administrator that 
they are expecting the farmers of this 
area to devote at least 50,000 acres this 
coming year to the production of hemp, 
which will require the construction of 
12 breaking mills in that area to produce 
the fiber. That means a tremendous 
project. It means a tremendous labor 
situation, and I expect before this pro- 
gram gets fully under way to be able to 
interest the authorities of the State of 
Wisconsin in the possibilities of the use 
of labor which is now confined in our 
State penitentiary that lies right in the 
center of this area of hemp production 
so that we can assure the Government 
and the Hemp Administrator that labor 
will be available to put this crop in, to 
harvest it, and have it carried to these 
plants for breaking by the end of 1943. 

Mr. PATRICK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. PATRICK. I want to compliment 
the gentlemar on this farsighted and 
intelligent research and the splendid 
way he has brought it before us. I only 
wish the press could take up matters of 
this kind and give proper uttention and 
proper publicity te them over the coun- 
try and get an interest in this sort of 
matter, because it is constructive and is 
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worthy of a Congressman’s coming before 
his people and giving it thought. 

Mr. KEEFE. May I say that I think 
when the people understand the facts— 
and I thank the gentleman for his com- 
ments—they will be very much alive 
to the situation. The War Production 
Board, I understand, is having a meeting 
Friday to consider this matter and will 
give it proper consideration. May I say 
to you gentlemen of the Congress and to 
the people of this country that we will 
be in a sad way unless we are able to 
ala a substitute for this important 
fiber. 

You talk about a big production of 
crops, but you will not get very far unless 
you have some twine to put on the 
binders. You will not get very far with 
your Navy or merchant marine unless 
they are supplied with rope. Everyone 
knows that. It is an important contribu- 
tion to the war effort, and I hope that 
every Member of Congress may see his 
way clear to give this matter the widest 
publicity in order that no one will be 
able to say that Congress has not been 
alert to this situation and failed to direct 
it to the attention of the proper au- 
thorities. 

(Here the gavel fell.] 


PRICE-CONTROL LEGISLATION 


Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may have until 
midnight tonight to introduce a bill em- 
bodying.certain amendments to the Price 
Control Act. ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. STEAGALL]? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, is that a bill to 
carry out the program that the Presi- 
dent suggested in his message the other 
day? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Itis. 

Mr. MICHENER. Has the gentleman 
from Alabama, chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency, any idea 
as to when the bill will be reported to the 
House? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Itis my hope, with- 
out having had opportunity to discuss 
the bill fully and the procedure with 
other members of the committee, that 
we may be able to report the bill in such 
a way that we can ask the committee of 
which the gentleman from Michigan is a 
member for a rule on Monday, and take 
up the bill in the House not later than 
Tuesday of next week. I think this hope 
is not unreasonable. 

Mr. MICHENER. I quite agree with 
the gentleman. Individually I feel that 
the country expects action now. The 
country does not expect a long period of 
time to intervene. If the President’s 
message means anything, it tells us that 
time is of the essence. We know that 
prices are getting out of hand. This is no 
time for hearings or debate. That day 
is past. I was hopeful that the Congress 
would pass a resolution directing the 
President to put into effect the formula 
which he says he has for the control of 
the cost of living, both in reference to 
agriculture and wages. If the President 
has already held his hearings, if he has 
studied this thing out, has his formulas 
ready, and has made up his mind he 
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should act now. I hope the gentleman’s 
committee will ask the President to send 
those formulas to the committee so that 
the committee will have an opportunity 
to pass on what the President has prom- 
ised the country he would do if the Con- 
gress does not act by October 1. If the 
President has the authority, has the 
formula, and knows the answer, there 
should be no delay. The Congress can 
modify the President’s order before Octo- 
ber 1 if it is not sufficient. 

Mr. SIEAGALL. The committee will 
have that material available, as it has 
already. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. STEAGALL]? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp, and to in- 
sert in connection therewith an address 
delivered over the radio on Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr, CANNON]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I also ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp, and 
to insert in connection therewith a state- 
ment made by the National Grange on 
the Presidential message. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Cannon]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for 2 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. There are thtee 
special orders. If the gentlemen who 
have those special orders do not object, 
the Chair will put the request. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I withdraw my request. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dirrer] may 
have permission to extend his own re- 
marks in the Recorp, and to include an 
article on Congress and critics. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. MICHENER]? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under a previous 
special order of the House, the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Voornis] is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

CONTROL OF INFLATION 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, some 3 weeks ago I made a 
short speech in the House in which I 
urged action by the House on this ques- 
tion of price inflation or the rising cost of 
living. I wish with all my heart that we 
had acted before the President’s message 
came, my reason being that under those 
circumstances Congress would be in a far 
stronger position than it is now. 

Of course, it goes without saying that 
action must be taken and must be taken 
at-the earliest possible moment, but I 
for one hope that it will not be a mere 
granting of blanket authority but rather 
as definite and specific as to what the in- 
tentions of the Congress are as possible. 
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We have heard a great deal about the 
fact that you cannot put effective or fair 
ceilings on farm commodities without 
taking into account the relationship be- 
tween farm prices on the one hand and 
wages on the other. Undoubtedly that is 
true, but I believe that too much em- 
phasis is placed upon farm prices plus 
wages together, and that there are still 
other factors that need consideration. 

The basic approach to the price infla- 
tion problem is the tax bill. It is impos- 
sible to get away from that fact. And it 
will take a more effective and far-reach- 
ing bill than the one that passed the 
House to meet the situation. Taxes in 
the middle brackets, for example, will 
have to be even higher, as well as those 
in the top brackets. 

I can underwrite completely, as far as 
I am personally concerned, the recom- 
mendations of the President with regard 
to the tax bill. It seems to me that if 
you are going to try to stabilize farm 
prices and wages, it is most important 
from a psychological standpoint that an 
attempt be made to put as effective as 
possible a top limitation of not over $25,- 
000 on the income that any family can 
have and spend upon itself in these times. 
I was prepared to offer an amendment to 
that effect when the tax bill was before 
the House. I hope it will be included in 
the Senate. 

I also hope that excess-profits taxes 
will be made just as effective as they can 
possibly be made. I think they need to 
be more effective than they are now, since 
I am convinced that the average-earn- 
ings plan of computing the base is a loop- 
hole of major consequence. In other 
words, the limitation on the large in- 
comes and unjustifiably large profits is 
important not only from an economic 
but also from a psychological standpoint, 
and very, very important from that 
standpoint. The American people are 
ready to do their part. But the rank and 
file wants to be sure we leave no loopholes 
through which a few can escape their 
share of the burden. 

I hope, with regard to farm prices and 
wages, that what will be done would be 
that we will legislate with regard to ceil- 
ings on those commodities. I think the 
War Labor Board formula with regard 
to wages is a very reasonable one and 
that it might well be reaffirmed in con- 
gressional legislation. : 

I would also hope, however, as to those 
farm prices and wages, which are still 
below a fair level—and some of them 
are—that there would not be a freezing of 
those things, because I do not believe it 
would be just, but there be room left for 
their upward revision. 

Now I come to the main thing I wanted 
to speak about today, and I will preface 
it by saying that in my opinion a pro- 
gram of compulsory saving is going to be 
absolutely essential and is now essential, 
and that the Congress should take action 
with regard to it before it is told to. 

My reason is this: It is all very well to 
say that we are going to try to let execu- 
tive agencies control prices by imposing 
ceilings, but, if you have a situation such 
as Iam about to describe, it will be very, 
very difficult to enforce those restrictions 
vege having a veritable army of people 

o it. 
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Mr. SCHULTE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? Í 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. SCHULTE. The gentleman has 
just advocated a limitation on individual 
incomes. Evidently the gentleman refers 
to the President’s thought of a limitation 
of $25,000 a year? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Yes. 

Mr. SCHULTE. I am very much in 
sympathy with the gentleman’s thoughts 
on this matter. May I say that we have 
in my particular section men elected to 
an office that pays $8,000 a year, but they 
collect over $40,000 additional in fees, 
making the job pay $48,000 to $50,000. 
Certainly there should be some method of 
getting at these men. ; 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Yes; I 
think there should, and I think some- 
thing should be said about salaries and 
other emoluments, such as the gentleman 
mentions, which have gone clear through 
the roof of reason in some cases. Cer- 
tainly, if we are going to do something 
about wages and farm prices, we should 
do something about that. 

The over-all picture I should like to give 
the House is this: We hope to succeed 
in spending $70,000,000,000 on the war in 
the coming year, at least that is what we 
are going to try mighty hard to do. The 
money is available, and then some. Three 
times that amount is available by con- 
gressional appropriation, and the only 
question is whether we can actually get 
that much production turned out for the 
war. If we do spend $70,000,000,000 on 
the war, that means we have $70,000,- 
000,000 of income distributed to the peo- 
ple of the Nation which cannot be 
matched by a corresponding volume of 
consumer goods, because they cannot buy 
destroyers or tanks or airplanes. 

Iam making a speech exactly opposite 
from those I have made in the House all 
through the depression years, exactly the 
opposite because an exactly opposite 
financial and monetary situation exists 
today from what we had then. Then I 
urged the creation of additional money 
because that was what was needed to 
bring the people’s demand up equal to the 
supply of goods. 

But now in this total war there will be 
$70,000,000,000 of distributed income and 
no goods to match it. The ideal situa- 
tion—and I say this although I know it is 
not politically popular to say it—would be 
that we pay for this whole war out of 
taxes plus the sale of bonds to individ- 
uals and nonfinancial corporations for 
real cash. If these two sources of in- 
come should cover the whole $70,000,- 
600,000, then the amount of money left in 
the hands of our people would be equiva- 
lent to the amount of consumer goods 
they could buy, and you would not need 
anything else, as a matter of fact, except 
restrictions on certain monopolies which 
are in a position to jack up their prices 
beyond what is reasonable. 

Instead of that, the fact is that at 
present taxes plus the sale of bonds on 
a voluntary basis do not and probably 
will not anywhere near equal that 
amount. Indeed, assuming that taxes 
yield $30,000,000,000, which is maximum, 
I think, and assuming the Treasury goal 
of $12.000,000,000 per year is reached in 
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voluntary bond sales, there is $42,000,- 
000,000, leaving a gap of $28,000,000,000 
between this and our $70,000,000,000 of 
war production. 

Well, where do you get the rest of the 
money? What we do is, we print inter- 
est-bearing bonds and sell them to the 
banks for book credit. It is brand new 
money created by the banks. The bank 
writes up a new demand deposit in favor 
of the Treasury and uses it to acquire an 
interest-bearing bond of the American 
people, Indeed, in this very day’s paper; 
the New York Times, we are told the 
Federal Reserve Board has lowered re- 
serve requirements from 24 to 22 percent 
in central reserve cities, which means 
that the total of excess reserves of the 
New York City and Chicago banks were 
increased by about $400,000,000. That 
sounds simple, but what it means is that 
on the basis of 22 percent reserves that 
$400,000,000 can be in effect used to pur- 
chase approximately five times $400,000,- 
000 or $2,000,000,000 of interest-bearing 
bonds, because with reserves at 22 per- 
cent that means that for every $1 of 
reserves banks can create almost $5 of 
deposits for the purpose of making loans 
or buying Government bonds. In this 
case the loans are made against United 
States War bonds and, according to the 
testimony of Mr. Eccles when he was 
asked what backed the credit of the 
bank, he said, “Of course, after they buy 
the bonds they have the bonds to back 
their credit.” So that is what happens. 

My contention is we ought not to be 
having new money created by anybody, 
least of all by private agencies which 
thus acquire an utterly unnecessary 
claim on future interest payments by the 
taxpayers of America. As long as you 
have a situation where there is a surplus 
of buying power over the amount of 
goods to be bought with it, how can you 
justify the creation of additional money? 
On economic grounds you cannot justify 
it. The only reason we do it is because 
we do not believe we can put taxes, plus 
bond sales to individuals, up to a high 
enough level to equal the cost of the war. 
Perhaps we cannot; I do not know, but 
Iam sure we ought to try. 

I am also sure that insofar as the 
people of this country are concerned it 
is no more than fair to them for us to see 
to it that during this war they do not 
just pay taxes, but that they make some 
savings against the future when this war 
shall finally be won. I am concerned 
that the holding of these Government 
bonds be not concentrated in the hands 
of a few well-to-do people but shall be 
spread as evenly as possible among all 
the people of the Nation. I would say 
that under these circumstances we should 
have a carefully devised program of com- 
pulsory savings which would relieve, to 
some degree, the outright taxation of 
people whose incomes are only enough to 
get along on. We should substitute for 
additional taxes on such people a savings 
program so that from month to month 
and year to year there would be a certain 
amount of their income set aside for that 
purpose. If we had that kind of pro- 
gram we would know what our taxes plus 
our savings program were going to yield 
and we could make them come somewhere 
near equalling the cost of the war. Eco- 
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nomically, that is altogether possible be- 
cause the cost of the war is the amount 
of income which people cannot spend on 
consumer goods however hard they try, 
because that amount of goods simply is 
not there in the markets. They have been 
turned instead into the weapons of free- 
dom. The program I am speaking about 
has one other objective, too. I think we 
should forbid absolutely the sale of in- 
terest-bearing bonds to private banks for 
newly created money. The interest bur- 
den thus placed upon the people cannot 
be justified on any moral grounds. If 
new money is to be created at all it should 
be done by an agency of Congress or by 
the Federal Reserve central banks 
through the purchase of non-interest- 
bearing certificates from the Treasury. 
But even this should be kept at an abso- 
lute minimum, the rise in the cost of liv- 
ing should be checked. But only by the 
kind of tough unpopular program I have 
outlined can it be done, and the people 
will thank us in the long run if we deal 
with it in that way. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Appendix and 
to include a story of the credit union at 
Hickam Field, T. H., when it was bombed 
by the Japs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, 
Mitts of Arkansas). Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. JONKMAN] is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 

RUBBER AND FOOD 


Mr. JONKMAN. Mr. Speaker, the 
Baruch rubber report is not only a vindi- 
cation of the congressional rubber bill 
but a grave and serious indictment of 
the administration. 

The administration is not a nebulous, 
undefined nobody or everybody, but it is 
the executive branch of the Government, 
and this, of course, is President Roose- 
velt. In saying this I am not indulging 
in carping, but in constructive criticism 
as my further remarks will show. 

The first count of the indictment on 
the rubber shortage is that— 


We find the existing situation to be so dan- 
gerous that unless corrective measures are 
taken immediately this country will face 
both a military and civil collapse. 


The second count of the indictment is 
that these errors have been growing out 
of procrastinations, indecisions, conflict 
of authority, clash of personalities, lack 
of understanding, delays, failures to 
build a greater stock pile of crude rubber, 
and early nonuse of known alcohol 
processes by the administration, which, 
of course, means the President. 

The third count of the indictment 
grows out of the second and is that the 
President, after 9 months of war and 
nearly 10 years as Chief Executive of this 
great Nation, has utterly failed to recog- 
nize the fundamental truism acted upon 
for decades by all competent and suc- 
cessful executives; that the best way to 
get a difficult job done well and quickly 
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is to assign it, together with power and 
responsibility, to a single competent ad- 
ministrator with an efficient organiza- 
tion, reserving only the right to fire him 
if he doesn’t deliver. 

This sweeping indictment is of great 
concern and consequence to 130,000,000 
Americans. Rubber for military use and 
essential civilian use—I say essential 
civilian use—is almost as necessary to 
the American people, whose life has been 
geared to the automobile, as decent food. 

The Baruch report states: 


The year 1943 is so critical for the rubber 
situation that the production of 100,000 tons 
more or less of buna-s (synthetic rubber) 
might be a determining factor in the success 
of our military program. 


It further states that the— 


deficit that must be met by production of 
synthetic rubber before January 1, 1944, for 
military and other essential demands, with 
no allowances for tires for passenger auto- 
mobiles, is 211,000 tons; that in normal 
years our 27,000,000 passenger cars consume 
250,000 tons annually; that indeed we have 
been given estimates that point to the fact 
that unless approximately 50 percent of our 
normal annual car mileage can be main- 
tained our normal production effort would 
be seriously retarded. Necessary civillan 
needs are a part of the war effort. 


The report does not state what this 
shortage will amount to for 1942 and 
1943. 

This dangerous, destructive, impover- 
ishment of the American people by the 
administration, without intelligent effort 
to avert it, is indefensible. In effect the 
report so states, on page 38: 


As another example of faulty administra- 
tion we may mention the failure to obtain 
early in this year the detailed information 
concerning the Russian process for making 
synthetic rubber. Russia has been manu- 
facturing synthetic rubber successfully for 
more than 10 years. It would seem natural 
to have endeavored to benefit from this ex- 
perience as soon as rubber became of major 
¿concern to the United States. If the Rus- 
sian offer made in February to exchange men 
and information, had been accepted and 
Russian engineers with blueprints of manu- 
facturing had been rushed to this country 
last winter it is conceivable that plants for 
producing synthetic rubber by the Russian 
process might well be now on the way to 
completion. 


On page 5 the report says: 
Failure of the responsible officials to re- 
quest the aid of Russia in setting up our 


synthetic system is a neglect for which we 
have not had a satisfactory explanation. 


But the people do not need an explana- 
tion. They know that the President and 
his official family have been spending 
too much time in the political trench. 
They know that one of President Roose- 
velt’s leading spokesmen said a few 
months ago, “We must hold the political 
trench regardless of the war.” And the 
political trench is a mighty poor place 
to find men capable of directing the war 
effort and too busy a place from which 
to direct that war effort. 

In my district—and I think it repre- 
sents a fair cross section of American 
opinion—the people say “we must win 
the war, regardless of politics or the 
political trench.” Of course, these words 
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are a shibboleth to most of the new deal- 
ers in the administration. 

Now this is all water over the dam 
with reference to the rubber situation, 
for the President has promised to re- 
verse his procedure and to begin today 
to follow the suggestions of the Baruch 
committee and the Congress. And I 
hope that he will in sincerity pick an able 
administrator from the war trench, 

However, it is not enough for the Pres- 
ident to appoint such men and organi- 
zations for important tasks only after 
long delay, when the fat is in the fire and 
after he has been forced to do so by the 
Congress. The costly experiences of over 
20 months of dilly-dallying with the O. 
P. M. and the S. P. A. B. were not cured 
until Congress, through the Truman 
Senate committee, forced the President 
into the appointment of the W. P. B. with 
Donald Nelson at its head. This, to- 
gether with the rubber tragedy, is enough 
and too much for the American people. 
They are calling loudly for action, for 
leadership, for unity, and unity of com- 
mand on the military and economic fields 
as well as the political field. 

Right now, it seems to me, in view of 
the Price Control Act and the President’s 
Labor Day message on farm parity and 
inflation, we should make sure to get the 
required production of necessary farm 
products; make sure that procrastina- 
tions, indecisions, conflict of authority, 
clash of personalities, lack of under- 
standing and failure to produce, do not 
cause the famine and starvation in food 
that we must now undergo in tires. 
That would be a terrible ordeal for this 
great Nation, especially if it is as un- 
necessary and as inexcusable as the rub- 
ber famine. 

And yet the administration formula 
and policy on the food problem is just 
as tenuous and flimsy as it was on the 
rubber problem. 

In the rubber situation the policy was 
clearly, first, to hold the line against use 
of rubber already in public use; second, 
to get the required production of neces- 
sary rubber; third, national rationing of 
gasoline to conserve rubber. 

The result was the administration was 
so busy trying to enforce the involved, 
confused, and indefensible first step with 
tire rationing, attempted national gas 
rationing, and what have you, that it 
entirely neglected the second step of get- 
ting the required production of syn- 
thetic rubber which, according to the 
Baruch report would have been a simple 
solution of the entire problem. Accord- 
ing to that report, if the administration 
had put first things first and made that 
the first consideration and supplemented 
with the other in due order our tire 
famine for all necessary use would prob- 
ably have been averted, 

Now the thing I have been concerned 
about ever since November of last year, 
when the House passed the price-control 
bill, is the state of our food supply 1 or 
2 years hence. Oh, I know that we have 
a surplus of a billion and a quarter bush- 
els of wheat, and so forth and so forth, 
but remember that a year ago we were 
burning up rubber with the same prodi- 
gality and now we are in a famine. And I 
agree with the Baruch report that it is 
better to be safe than sorry. 
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I voted against the so-called price- 
control bill and for the Gore bill, and 
that Gore bill, by the way if I remember 
correctly, provided parity prices, not 110 
percent of parity, for the farmers. At 
that time administration leaders claimed 
that we who voted that way were bun- 
gling obstructionists. Now, after 9 
months of what the Baruch committee 
in the rubber investigation called pro- 
crastinations, indecisions, conflict of au- 
thority, clash of personalities, lack of 
understanding, and delays, and, I may 
add, of bungling inefficiency, they come 
back and what have they accomplished? 
An acknowledged failure to control 
prices, thousands of small business men 
ruined by the bungling act, and thou- 
sands upon thousands of persons on the 
O. P. A. and other public pay rolls. And, 
what do they want? I do not know, but 
I believe if they would get out of the 
political trenches and be intelligently 
honest, they would say that they want 
the Gore bill. 

However, that is not my main interest 
at present. I am, and I think we all are, 
interested in price control and the pre- 
vention of inflation and profiteering. I 
think we all believe in keeping prices 
down to the reasonable cost of produc- 
tion, plus a reasonable profit for farm 
products as well as other commodities, 
However, it seems that our first and dom- 
inating consideration should be from 
year to year to get the required produc- 
tion of necessary farm products, 

And here I am afraid that the admin- 
istration policy on food is pursuing the 
same dangerous course as in the disas- 
trous rubber policy. 

President Roosevelt, in his Labor Day 
message on inflation and parity prices, 
to the Senate said: 


Our policy with respect to farm products 
should be guided by three principles: First, 
to hold the line against inflationary price 
increases. Second, to get the required pro- 
duction of necessary farm products. Third, 
to maintain the principle of parity for agri- 
culture, 


Why put first things second and second 
things first? Or is it not true that armies, 
in spite of mechanization, still move on 
their stomachs? Or is not the produc- 
tion front of sufficient importance in 
modern all-out war to get for them the 
required production of necessary farm 
products? And is not the question of 
getting them at a reasonable price of 
secondary consideration? Of what avail 
will this be if we have scarcity or fam- 
ine? 

Sure we are all in favor of keeping 
down the price of foodstuffs to a rea- 
sonable level, and after the Army is well 
fed we want decent food to be within the 
reach of all civilians alike; But are we 
having in mind that in doing this by legal 
fiat when their normal tendency is to 
rise, we are violating the natural eco- 
nomic law of sufficient supply with a two- 
edged sword? It is a well-known fact 
that higher prices stimulate production, 
while low prices discourage it. Are we 
taking steps to offset the loss of that 
normal encouragement to production? 

On the other hand, keeping prices 
down encourages waste and depletion and 
this will be heavily increased with twenty 
billions of surplus purchasing power. 
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Are we taking any steps to offset the 
danger of this waste and depletion? 
Unless we make “getting the required 
production of necessary farm products” 
our first consideration, with due regard 
for such elements as price control and 
anti-inflation measures, we may be in 
danger of a food famine, just as we are 
now experiencing or facing, at least, a 
rubber famine, 

Again, what well-considered policy is 
being followed under our Selective Serv- 
ice Act to get the required production of 
necessary farm products? I have’ talked 
with members of draft boards who say 
it is difficult and sometimes impossible to 
keep a practical farmer on the farm for 
each 365 workdays on that farm meas- 
ured in terms of production. The Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD contains communica- 
tions from farm and stockmen’s associa- 
tions stating that under present pro- 
cedure there will be no men left on the 
farms in 6 months. 

On the other hand, riding to Wash- 
ington on the train, I met a man who was 
foreman in an Ohio defense plant. He 
stated that he had 23 men working under 
him, all earning $90 to $130 a week, on 
work that could be learned by any person 
in 1 day and which could be done by 
women. Yet all of them enjoyed an 
occupational deferred classification, 

In going about my district I called on 
many farmers who were still working at 
7, 8, and 9 o’clock in the evening—we 
have double fast time in Michigan. I 
have read that farmers are compelled to 
work 70 percent overtime because their 
help is taken away from them by the 
armed forces and war industries. Inas- 
much as we pay time and a half for 
overtime in industry and commerce, I 
wonder if it would not be good business 
to let the farmers have time and a tenth 
or parity price and a tenth for overtime 
as a stimulant to his willing and patriotic 
effort to get the required production of 
necessary farm products? 

The American people want to keep 
prices down, but none of them to such an 
extent as to cause a loss to the producer. 
This summer farmers in my district have 
paid $5 a day for help to get in their hay. 
Everybody knows they cannot make any 
money on their hay at that price. The 
consumers of Wheaties, I am told, pay 
$12 a bushel for wheat for this food, but 
everyone knows that the farmer only gets 
$1 of that $12. 

Albert S. Goss, master of the National 
Grange, said in last Friday’s newspapers: 

I think America’s greatest domestic prob- 
lem today is the very direct trend toward 
strangling the production of farm com- 
modities. This will create serious shortages. 
The main cause of these shortages are price 
ceilings which will not permit the producer 
to meet his production costs. The principal 
items in these costs are labor, equipment, 
and supplies. 


I make these observations with the 
consciousness that some of them may be 
founded on overcautiousness, but with 
Mr. Baruch I still say “better be safe 
than sorry,” and I would like to see a 
competent administrator with a proper 
organization invested with over-all 
power and responsibility to insure that 
our food problem does not meet with the 
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same negligent disaster that overtook our 
rubber problem. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
special order heretofore made, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. SPRINGER] for 5 minutes. 


PRODUCTION BY SMALLER PLANTS 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, one of 
the most encouraging statements of the 
war effort is the recent announcement 
of the War Production Board that the 
Smaller Plants Division of that Agency 
is ready to start functioning. 

About 4 months ago Congress gave en- 
couragement to the country when it 
passed the Murray-Patman bill creating 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation, and 
now comes the welcome news that ar- 
rangements have been completed where- 
by the Division can immediately start 
functioning all over the country. 

According to the announcement by Mr. 
Lou E. Holland, head of the Division, rep- 
resentatives of the Smaller War Plants 
Division will be located in each of the 12 
W. P. B. regional offices and the 127 
branch offices to assist small business in 
participating in the war effort by solicita- 
tion and guidance in securing subcon- 
tracts from prime contractors. It should 
be remembered also, that the act pro- 
vides for assistance in prime contracts 
as well. It is hoped that action will now 
provide the assistance that has been too 
long delayed in bringing into the war- 
production picture that great reservoir 
of production represented by the thou- 
sands of small firms all over the coun- 
try. So far they have been given little 
more than gesticulative consideration 
with the result that hundreds have been 
forced to close down entirely, and the 
war effort has suffered accordingly. 

England soon learned that small busi- 
ness could be welded into a production 
force that startled the most imaginative. 
Surely we can do no less, and our results 
should be greater. Let us give the little 
fellow his chance to help, before it is 
entirely too late. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. I am happy to 
yield to my good friend, the gentlewoman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, 
Along that line I may state to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that tomorrow at 
Lowell, the caravan headed by Mr. 
Hickey, of the Office of War Production, 
in charge of small industries, will make 
its appearance, and this, it is hoped, will 
be helpful to small interests. I am very 
glad that the gentleman has spoken 
upon this important subject today. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thank the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts for her fine 
contribution, When we render assist- 
ance to our small business men in this 
country, by permitting their participa- 
tion in the war-production effort there 
is no doubt about the ultimate result. 
We will be victorious in the end. We will 
win this war. We will win it by unity 
of action on the part of all of our people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Indiana has 
expired. 
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OIL PRODUCTION 


Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 3 minutes and revise and ex- 
tend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, the following telegram signed 
by Clyde G. Morrill, secretary of the At- 
lantic Coast Oil Associations conference, 
was sent to the President of the United 
States. 

To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Secretary of the Interior HAROLD L. ICKES, 
Washington, D. C.: 

The Atlantic Coast Oil Associations con- 
ference in meeting on Wednesday resolved to 
place on record and convey to the Petroleum 
Coordinator for War its full confidence in the 
work being done by the Coordinator's Office, 
and by him, in solving the serious problems 
of the petroleum situation, and expressed 
unanimously the serious conviction that the 
best interests of the country as a whole will 
be served if the Petroleum Coordinator for 
War be given immédiately all the authority 
needed to continue this work and, further, 
that this resolution be conveyed to our Chief 
Executive the President of the United States. 

CLYDE G. MORRILL, 
Atlantic Coast Oil Associations 
Conference, Boston, Mass. 


This, Mr. Speaker, is a good deal along 
the line of the suggestion that I sent in a 
letter to the President of the United 
States some time ago, that he appoint a 
single head of an agency to handle the 
entire petroleum problem. Mr. Ickes 
seems to have given satisfaction to a 
great many people, but they feel that he 
has not been given the full power to act’ 
in the best interest of the country as a 
whole; and, Mr. Speaker, especially in the 
interest of the eastern seaboard, of which 
my own New England is a part, we have 
suffered very much because we have not 
been accorded the same treatment that 
other sections of the country have been 
accorded. The able report of Mr. Ba- 
ruch’s committee brings even more force- 
fully to mind the need of a central head 
for petroleum. One will be appointed for 
rubber, and surely oil is just as impor- 
tant, if not more so, in the conduct of the 
war as rubber. If the Members of the 
House will join me in this fight for more 
power for Mr. Ickes, or for a single head, 
I believe the matter will be adjusted. 
Mr. Ickes has just appointed a repre- 
sentative of his Fuel Coordinator's Office 
to handle New England matters, and that 
ought to be of value to us. He will 
have an office at Boston. Secretary 
Ickes has written me in part: 

In Keeping with the decision that I have 
already made known to you, we have desig- 
nated Mr. Robert J. Hull as the Boston rep- 
Tesentative of this office. Mr. Hull served 
for many years as the New England man- 
ager of the Cities Service Oil Co., and is, I 
believe, well qualified for the position. He 
will keep in close touch with the industry 
committees that have been established, and 
likewise with our New York district office. 

Mr. Hull will have his headquarters at 835 
Statler Building, Boston, Mass., and will as- 
sume his new duties on Monday, Septem- 
ber 14. 

I trust that this arrangement will prove 


helpful, both to this office and to the people 
of New England, and I am glad that we have 
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been able to take action along the lines of 
your suggestion. 
Sincerely yours, 
HAROLD L. ICKES, 
Petroleum Coordinator for War. 
Hon, Eprra Nourse ROGERS, 
House of Representatives, 


The country, after long delay, will have 
a rubber czar with full power to act; why 
not have one for petroleum and at once. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 


WOMEN’S ARMY AUXILIARY CORPS 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
clude as a part of my remarks an address 
by Mrs. Oveta Culp Hobby, Director, 
Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps, at the 
Woman’s National Press Club. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. It 
tells of the patriotic work of the Women’s 
Auxiliary Corps at Fort Des Moines. I 
was at the fort, which is located in the 
beautiful district. of my colleague from 
Iowa, Judge CUNNINGHAM. Everywhere 
I heard appreciation of the World War 
record, and of his fine patriotic work as 
a Member of Congress. I had the privi- 
lege of making the graduation address 
to the Jast group of officers to graduate 
from the W. A. A. C. training school. 
Four hundred and thirty-six were grad- 
uated on the 29th of August as officers, 
and another group of officers graduated 
last Saturday. Bills have been intro- 
duced in the House and in the Senate 
which would give to the women of the 
Auxiliary Corps and their officers the 
same basic pay and the same allowances 
now afforded the Regular Army officers 
and enlisted men. Thatisonly just. It 
was the intention I had in introducing 
my bill to create the Women’s Army 
Auxiliary Corps, that they should receive 
the same pay as the men and officers 
doing comparable work in the Army. I 
understand that there is no objection to 
the amendments, and I earnestly hope 
the bill will soon pass. It also provides 
that the Director shall be given more 
pay, and that she should be given a grade 
to correspond with that of lieutenant 
colonel in the Army. That is only just, 
because in a movement of the magnitude 
of this Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps, 
surely the same pay should be given to 
them. I understand that the Army has 
asked for some 90,000 women to do the 
work that would relieve men for other 
duties, work that these women are par- 
ticularly fitted for. 

The address given by Mrs. Hobby is 
as follows: 

ADDRESS BY MRS. OVETA CULP HOBBY, DIRECTOR, 
WOMEN'S ARMY AUXILIARY CORPS, AT LUNCH- 
EON MEETING OF THE WOMEN’S NATIONAL 
PRESS CLUB, WASHINGTON, D. C., TUESDAY, SEP- 
TEMBER 8, 1942 
Today, September 8, the Women’s Army 

Auxiliary Corps is several thousand strong. 


Is there 
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By May 1943 will see the attainment of our 
present objective of 25,000—the total specified 
by Executive order. 

We believe that a democratic cause must 
be fought by a truly democratic army. And 
the ranks of the Women’s Army Auxiliary 
Corps are open to all women between the 
ages of 21 and 45 regardless of race, color, 
and creed. Physical fitness and mental alert- 
ness are the chief requisites. No social or 
educational barriers stand in the way of a 
woman’s serving her country in the Women’s 
Army Auxillary Corps. Married or single, 
younger or older, if she’s an American citi- 
zen and can meet the requirements, she can 
enroll. 

I wish you could see the women of the 
Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps—for they are 
the corps. All the words in the world will 
faii to convey the spirit and life those women 
have brought to the blueprints which estab- 
lished the organization. When the bill was 
signed on May 15, the cornerstone was al- 
ready laid. For the foundations of the 
Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps were the re- 
sult of military necessity. The Army saw the 
need for utilizing the special skill, knowledge, 
and training of the womanpower of the 
Nation. The War Department spoke for the 
bill. Women could help the Army in the 
accomplishment of the task before it, they 
said. Women could undertake noncombatant 
duties that would release more men for active 
service at the fighting front. And women 
were better than men at many of these jobs. 

That is the reason-for-being of the Wo- 
men’s Army Auxiliary Corps. 

The first building has already been erected— 
the training center at Fort Des Moines. There 
the Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps began 
to take shape even before the first women 
arrived to be inducted for training. The 
beautiful cavalry post, with its elm-shaded 
walks was converted into a training center 
for the first women’s army in the United 
States. 

Old red-brick buildings were painted and 
renovated. Stables were made over into bar- 
racks. New wooden structures went up to 
become classrooms. Three hotels in Des 
Moines and three buildings at Drake Univer- 
sity were attached. And an entire area of 
many acres at the post has become a whirl- 
wind of new construction which gives all 
the appearance of a boom town. 

Fort Des Moines is a boom town. They 
struck a rich vein out there on the Iowa 
plains—the find was “service to the Nation.” 
And a new kind of sourdough went out to 
mine it—women armed with the sole tools of 
duty and devotion, women fired with the be- 
lief that a nation offering the privileges of 
freedom is worthy of the highest sense of 
responsibility its citizens can bring to it. 

July 20 saw the induction of more than 300 
basic auxiliaries and 440 officer candidates out 
at Fort Des Moines. I told them then that 
they were pioneers with a great challenge 
before them, I would say now that they are 
proving worthy of all the best in pioneer tra- 
dition for which this country stands. 

Those women, coming from different walks 
of life, leaving behind pleasure and comfort, 
well-paid jobs, and civilian amenities, made 
the change-over into military regimentation 
with a grace that would astound you. They 
have not lost one iota of their charm as 
women, but they have proven the ability of 
women to make serious adjustment and sacri- 
fice in the face of a world at war. 

On August 17 the first auxiliaries completed 
their 4 weeks basic training. Eighty were im- 
mediately assigned to duty at the post. Their 
assignments range from that of secretary to 
the commandant to clerical force throughout 
headquarters, in message center, public-rela- 
tions, office, etc. One storewoman is already 
serving at the post exchange. Others were 
sent on to specialist schools to take further 
training in Army administration as clerks, 
typists, and stenographers; in motor trans- 
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port as chauffeurs, convoy drivers, mainte- 
nance and inspection mechanics; in cooking 
and baking; and in telephonic communica- 
tions, All had been taught military customs 
and courtesies, Woman's Army Auxiliary Corps 
rules and regulations, the articles of war, 
wearing and care of uniform, responsibility 
for equipment, military sanitation, first aid 
and personal hygiene, defense against chemi- 
cal and air attack, map reading, safeguarding 
of military information, close-order drill, and 
many other subjects. 

August 29 marked the first graduation of 
an officer candidate class. On that day 436 
women were commissioned as third officers, 
the equivalent of second lieutenants in the 
Army. These officers were the first group out 
of 1,300 candidates carefully selected from 
some 30,000 applications, Interviewers elimi- 
nated and culled these country-wide applica- 
tions on the basis of comparative skill, ex- 
perience, mental and physical qualifications 
and that essential personal quality of leader- 
ship. But you know that story. 

What you may not know is that many of 
the women who were not selected as officer 
candidates, immediately turned around and 
enrolled as auxiliaries. This was proof posi- 
tive to us that the prime motivation behind 
these women was that of serving their coun- 
try in an hour of crisis. 

Some had members of their family in the 
services—husbands on Bataan, brothers at 
Pearl Harbor, men all over the world on 
active duty. Others were the only ones in 
their families who could serve. Still others 
felt that women’s place in total war is one 
of active participation. All were imbued 
with the desire to do their share—to free 
more men to take the quicker road to vic- 
tory—the offensive road. 

Those women and the balance of the 1,300 
so specially chosen, together with the 184 
women selected from the Aircraft Warning 
Service, will be the officer nucleus of the 
corps—a thoroughly trained nucleus, who 
will have added 2 weeks of practical school- 
ing as officers to their 6 weeks’ training 
as officer candidates. Last week 436 third 
officers were given their assignments. Next 
week they will go to duty in the field. 

Actually not all of them will leave Fort 
Des Moines, for a certain percentage will be 
stationed there as staff and faculty. An- 
other group will come to the Women’s Army 
Auxiliary Corps headquarters in Washing- 
ton. Several will go to Fort Riley Officers’ 
Cooking School. One hundred and four 
will go out as recruiting officers to the main 
Army recruiting stations of the country. 
Ambassadors of goodwill for the corps, they 
will break fresh ground in places where the 
Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps is a new and 
uncertain quantity. The balance will be- 
come officer cadres, ready to go out into the 
field in command of Women’s Army Auxillary 
Corps units as the companies are formed and 
sent to their stations. 

The corps is set up to serve with the Army 
of the United States and to serve the require- 
ments of the Army. The Army commands 
send us their demands for Women’s Army 
Auxiliary Corps units and our business is to 
fill those requests. Every company that goes 
out will be tailor-made to fit the requisitions 
of the post to which iv is going. 

Thus, although a company is the largest 
Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps unit contem- 
plated at present, no two companies will be 
identical in formation. 

This can be explained more simply when I 
tell you that there are only two types of com- 
panies being formed, for the time being: 
Aircraft Warning Service companies, and 
post headquarters companies. But, although 
the average for a post headquarters company 
is 150 members, the number sent out to any 
given post may vary considerably, for the 
company is ordinarily composed of headquar- 
ters platoon, a clerical platoon, a motor trans- 
port platoon, and a communications platoon. 
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But the service command to which a com- 
pany is to be attached may want more clerical 
auxiliaries and less motor transport, or vice 
versa. And if that’s what they want—we aim 
to please—and we'll send ‘em two adminis- 
trative platoons and a smaller, or no motor 
transport platoon. 

Similarly, the Aircraft Warning Service 
companies may run as high as 300 or as low 
as 130 at certain stations. Flexibility must 
be the important factor in supplying Women’s 
Army Auxiliary Corps units, since we are 
guided solely by military necessity. 

Aircraft Warning Service units will begin 
to go out into the field next month. They 
will be officered by their own company com- 
manders and staff of junior and technical 
officers, in charge of administering welfare 
and discipline—and in some instances, oper- 
ations. Twenty-seven Aircraft Warning 
Service companies will help staff the First 
Fighter Command by March 1943, 

These women will be stationed at informa- 
tion and filter centers in duties ranging from 
administration and supply to those of plot- 
ting teams, message centers, operations 
boards, and miscellaneous telephonic, cleri- 
cal, and teller jobs. 

The company headquarters units, or 
administrative companies, will also have their 
own Women’s Army Auxillary Corps company 
commander and officers. Twenty-nine such 
companies, to be stationed at service com- 
mands in 20 States, are scheduled for 1942, 
They will go to large Army. posts, there to 
perform duties as clerks, typists, stenogra- 
phers, librarians, dietitians, and telephonists. 
Cooks and bakers supplying Women’s Army 
Auxiliary Corps units only will help make the 
companies self-sufficient. Women’s Army 
Auxiliary Corps accommodations will be in 
separate barracks, and they will mess sepa- 
rately from the soldiers. Officers may be 
given the courtesies of the officers’ clubs on 
the posts. That, of course, is entirely up to 
the Army officers themselves. 

Gen, Dwight D. Eisenhower saw the work 
of British women serving in the British armed 
forces. He lost no time in sending out his 
request for American women to serve with the 
American Expeditionary Forces. 

The story on the overseas units is simple. 
It is contemplated that four company head- 
quarters units will go to England this year. 
They will consist solely of communications 
platoons and clerical platoons in addition to 
the self-sustaining personnel. No motor- 
transport platoons will be among these orig- 
inal contingents. They will be attached to 
various large headquarters where required. 

As military necessity dictates, Women's 
Army Auxiliary Corps units will be sent 
wherever they are wanted. For women enroll 
in the Women’s Army Auxillary Corps for the 
duration and are liable to service anywhere 
with the Army of the United States. Almost 
90 percent of the Women’s Army Auxiliary 
Corps voluntarily express their preference for 
overseas duty. This is typical of the spirit 
of the corps. They are aware of the elements 
of urgency and immediacy which must direct 
a nation in the pursuance of the tasks of war. 
They will stop ` nothing which will further 
the war effort. 

As you know, every provision is made for 
the welfare and health of the enrolled mem- 
bers of the Women's Army Auxiliary Corps. 
They get regular medical and dental care 
through the routine Army medical channels, 
under the supervision of the Surgeon General. 

Out at Fort Des Moines there are 2 con- 
tract women medical officers, In addition to 
these the Surgeon General is even now hand- 
picking more women medical officers who will 
be commissioned in the rank of second officer. 
These women surgeons will undergo special 
training at Fort Des Moines to learn military 
medicine Inspection and forms, and above all 
indoctrination with respect to the Army, their 
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relationship to line officers, Army nurses, and 
enlisted personnel. 

No one who has seen the women of the 
corps can doubt that the Women's Army 
Auxiliary Corps will prove the effectiveness 
of our service as they go into the field, 
They have fulfilled every hope that we had 
for them during their training period. Those 
already on duty at Fort Des Moines have by 
now released men for duty elsewhere. 

Thai is only a beginning. Army officers 
predict that there isn't a job short of pear- 
ing arms which women can’t fill and may not 
be called upon to tackle in this women’s 
army—to understudy and supplement men. 
Of one thing, I am certain, there isn’t a 
woman in the Women's Army Auxiliary Corps 
who will not do all that is asked of her and 
be ready for more. They are as fine a cross- 
section of American womanhood as could ever 
make you proud to be a woman. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

FARM PRICES 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 3 minutes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 


Speaker, the Presidential message to 
Congress on control of inflation sug- 
gests amendment of the Price Control Act 
by adjusting the provision for 110 per- 
cent of parity limitation on farm prod- 
ucts to secure 100 percent of parity. In 
view of the fact that the 110 percent lim- 
itation was agreed upon to permit normal 
market fluctuation between 85 or 90 per- 
cent and the legislative 110 percent, to 
secure an average 100 percent of parity, 
there is no reason to believe the Congress 
will not approve, with appropriate sup- 
plementary provisions, the President's 
suggestion. 

The message also proposes a floor for 
farm prices and as a floor has already 
been provided for wages under the Wages 
and Hours Act, there should be no objec- 
tion to acceptance of the President’s sug- 
gestion for an extension of the floor to 
include the cost of producing agricul- 
tural commodities as well as the cost of 
processing and distributing them. Inas- 
much as the President asks in his mes- 
sage for a revision of the 110 percent pro- 
vision to permit 100 percent of parity, 
such a floor would naturally be estab- 
lished at parity. In other words, the 
producers of farm products would be 
given a floor just as the processors and 
distributors of farm products now have a 
floor—a very modest concession to the 
farmers considering the fact that farm 
prices have advanced only 54 percent 
since the parity period while the earnings 
of factory workers have advanced 297 
percent. 

The President’s message also advo- 
cates ceilings on both agriculture and 
labor. Since the War Labor Board, 
under authorization of Congress, has set 
up, in the Little Steel case, what amounts 
to a theoretical 100-percent parity for 
wages, providing mandatory increases 
under the Labor Relations Act, and since 
the Price Control Act seeks to provide 
100 percent for farm products under the 
110-percent provision, although nobody 
was ordered to pay them, Congress may 
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be said to have provided ceilings for both 
wages and farm products. It would 
seém to be merely in keeping therefore 
with previous legislative enactment on 
the subject to further clarify existing 
statutes in accordance with the Presi- 
dent’s suggestion and provide for ceil- 
ings on farm prices at either parity or 
recent market prices whichever is 
highest. 

An understanding of the situation is 
particularly important just at this time, 
to the hog and corn sections of the coun- 
try where hasty misinterpretations of 
the Presidential message have cre- 
ated the impression that the President’s 
desire is to reduce current prices. Many 
farmers have in their feed lots and pas- 
tures half finished hogs and cattle which 
will not be ready for shipment for some 
time but which they must throw on the 
market at once if a ceiling is to be estab- 
lished below prevailing prices. The re- 
sult of such a stampede to market would 
be disastrous in that it would not only 
result in loss to the farmers but would 
result in the loss to the Nation of mil- 
lions of pounds of pork and beef greatly 
needed at this time. It is easy to under- 
stand how a feeder could add from 50 
pounds to 100 pounds per hog or from 
100 pounds to 300 pounds per steer to 
the weight of his herd and produce a 
finer quality of beef or pork and then 
receive less for his stock in event of a 
lowered ceiling than he would receive 
now for the half-finished animal not 
counting the loss of feed and labor. 

All through the feeding areas men are 
apprehensively watching the situation 
here in Congress, poised ready to dump 
vast quantities of immature stock on the 
packers, In fact the rush has already 
begun and so many producers are selling 
ahead of schedule as to depress the 
market materially since the President’s 
message. 

To all these, I would give the assurance 
of the words of the message itself both 
as to floors and ceilings. If the floor is 
placed at parity, the only logical stand- 
ard at which it reasonably can be placed, 
it will merely serve to bring to parity 
those commodities still below parity. 
And if the ceiling on hogs and cattle is 
Placed at the highest recent market 
price, as indicated in the message, the 
natural pressure of supply and demand 
will hold prices at that figure. For ex- 
ample, hogs recently sold at $15.40 per 
hundred, thereby allowing only a mini- 
mum profit to the producer when the 
drastic increase in farm wages and other 
costs of production are taken into ac- 
count—a consideration also specifically 
suggested in the President’s message. 
With the ceiling at this price producers 
can supply the amount of pork essential 
to the national program. A lower price 
in the face of steadily rising costs of pro- 
duction will result in a corresponding 
decrease in production and an inevitable 
shortage in 1943. It is not a matter of 
willingness on the part of the farmer to 
produce. It is a matter of inability to 
continue production indefinitely at a 
loss—even where the farmer in the ab- 
sence of farm help stays on the job him- 
self 80 hours per week—as many of them 
are already doing. 
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No one in America is working longer 
hours than the farmer. No one else is 
doing a better job. And he will continue 
to work and continue to produce and 
continue to contribute more to the win- 
ning of the war proportionately than 
anybody else as long as it is humanly 
possible to do it. 

Let them realize that there is no dis- 
position on the part of either the Presi- 
dent or the Congress to requisition their 
stock at lowered price ceilings in order 
that they may hold their stock until it 
is ready for market. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 additional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. As a matter 
of fact, Mr. Speaker, there is no need for 
any hysteria over inflation. The cost of 
living has actually declined. And if there 
is an upward spiral it will not be occa- 
sioned by the price of farm products, an 
inconsequential factor in cost of living as 
compared with the costs of processing 
and distribution. 

Let it not be forgotten in any consid- 
eration of the problem of inflation that 
departmental statistics show conclusively 
that at present prices the cost of food is 
taking a smaller percent of the consum- 
er’s income today than at any previous 
time in the last 20 years, 

[Here the gavel fell.) 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr, GEHRMANN (at the 
request of Mr. HULL) , indefinitely, on ac- 
count of illness. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled a bill of the House of the following 
title, which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 


H. R. 6682. An act to suspend in part the 
processing tax on coconut oil. 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on Thursday, September 10, 
1942, present to the President, for his ap- 
proval, bills of the House of the following 
titles: 


H.R.7145. An act to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
and the Secretary of the Interior to make 
exchange with the Defense Homes Corpora- 
tion of certain lands in Northwest Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 7416. An act to provide for a method 
of voting, in time of war, by members of the 
land and naval forces absent from the place 
of their residence. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 1 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues- 
day, September 15, 1942, at 12 o’clock 
noon. 


Is there 
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COMMITTEE HEARING 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 


There will be a meeting of the com- 
mittee at 10:30 a. m. on Wednesday, Sep- 
tember 16, 1942, for consideration of 
H. R. 7204. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXTV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 


1892. A letter from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting an enrolled copy of the July 4 
resolution of the Venezuelan Congress and a 
translation of a note from the Venezuelan 
Ministry of Foreign Relations, dated August 
21, 1942; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1893. A communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, transmitting a 
draft of a proposed provision pertaining to 
existing appropriations of the War Depart- 
ment for rivers and harbors (H. Doc, No. 
837); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

1894. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a draft of 
a proposed provision pertaining to the appro- 
priation “Salaries of Ambassadors and Min- 
isters” contained in the Department of State 
Appropriation Act for the fiscal year 1943 
(H. Doc. No. 838); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

1895, A letter from the Attorney General 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
amend section 36 of the Criminal Code; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1896. A letter from the Secietary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
amend the act entitled “An Act to authorize 
the President of the United States to requisi- 
tion property required for the defense of 
the United States,” approved October 16, 
1941, to continue in effect; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

1897, A letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill to protect naval petroleum reserve No. 1 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

1898. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill to eliminate certain lands from the 
Wapato Indian irrigation project, Yakima 
Reservation, Wash., cancel and adjust cer- 
tain charges, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

1899. A letter from the National War Labor 
Board, transmitting a recommendation for 
the passage of legislation with regard to the 
stabilization of the cost of living; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

1900. A letter from the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, transmitting recommendations rela- 
tive to the message of the President, sub- 
mitted to the House of Representatives on 
April 7, 1942, pertaining to various changes 
in industry, in labor, in agriculture and 
finance; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

1901. A letter from the adjutant general, 
Grand Army of the Republic, transmitting 
the Journal of the proceedings of the Seventy- 
fifth National Encampment, held at Colum- 
bus, Ohio, September 14-19, 1941 (H. Doc. No. 
535); to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

1902. A letter from the Administrator, Of- 
fice of Price Administration, transmitting 
a communication in regard to price and rent 
control; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


SEPTEMBER 14, 1942 


Mr. DOUGHTON: Committee on Ways and 
Means, House Joint Resolution 344. Joint 
resolution authorizing extensions of time 
for filing return of capital stock tax in 1942; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2440). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 2670. An act to amend section 61 of the 
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended, for the purpose of providing State 
and Territorial military forces with such 
arms, ammunition, clothing, and equipment 
as is deemed necessary to enable them to 
execute their internal security responsibili- 
ties within their respective States and Ter- 
ritories, and for other purposes; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2441). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 2275. An act to amend section 10 of Pub- 
lic, No. 360, Seventy-seventh Congress, to 
grant National Service Life Insurance in the 
cases of certain Army flying cadets and avia- 
tion students who died as the result of avia- 
tion accident in line of duty between Oc- 
tober 8, 1940, and June 3, 1941; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2442). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 2698. An act to make transportation and 
storage facilities available for military use 
where military necessity exists, by authoriz- 
ing the removal to other points of merchan- 
dise in customs custody; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2443). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. KING: Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 2682. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of War to exchange certain lands of the 
United States located within the Fort De 
Russy Military Reservation, Oahu, T. H., for 
certain land at Barbers Point, Oahu, owned 
by the Territory of Hawaii; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2444). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. KING: Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. H. R. 6013. A bill to authorize the 
Secretary of War to transfer certain land 
to the Territory of Hawaii; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2445). Referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs, 
H. R. 7526. A bill to authorize a reduction 
in the course of instruction at the United 
States Military Academy; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2446). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. JACOBSEN: 

H.R. 7544. A bill to prevent and punish 
the desecration, mutilation, or improper use 
of the flag of the United States of America; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: 

H. R. 7545. A bill to authorize the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation to make loans 
to those desiring to engage in producing 
minerals of value to the United States in 
time of war; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mrs. ROGERS: 

H.R. 7546. A bill to provide that the United 
States Maritime Commission be increased 
from five to seven members; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STEAGALL: 

H.R. 7547, A bill to amend the Emergency 
Price Control Act of 1942, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 


